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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine moves that the 


House do now adjourn. 
The question being taken, 


Mr. BAILEY demanded the yeas and nays. 


CONGRESSIONA 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 90, nays 71, 


answered ‘‘ present ” 13, not voting 179; as follows: 


Adams, 
Alexander, 
Baker, Ii. 
Baker, Md. 
Barber, 
Barrows, 
Bartholdt, 
Bennett, 
Booze, 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Brownlow, 
Butler, 
Cannon, 
Clarke, N. H. 


Cochrane, N. Y. 


Codding, 
Connell, 
Cooke, 
Crumpacker, 
Curtis, Iowa 
Curtis, Kans. 


Bailey, 

Ba tlett, 
Bell, 
Benner, Pa. 
Bland, 
Bodine, 
Botkin, 
Broussard, 
Brundidge, 
Burke, 
Clayton, 
Cochran, Mo. 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cowherd, 
Cummings, 
De Vries, 


Adamson, 


Brenner, Ohio 
Brucker, 


Acheson, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Babcock, 
Baird, 
Bankhead, 
Barham, 
Barlow, 
Barney, 
Barrett, 
Beach, 
Belden, 
Belford, 
Belknap, 
Benton, 
nerty. 
Bingham, 
Bishop, 
Boutelle, 
Bradley, 
Brantley, 
Brewer, 
Brewster, 
Bromwell, 
Brumm, 
Bull, 
Burton, 
Campbell, 
Capron, 
Carmack, 
Castle, 
Catchin 
Chickering, 
Clardy, 
Clark, lowa 
Clark, Mo. 
Colson, 
Connolly, 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 
Cox, 
Cranford, 
Crump, 
Davey, 
Davi 


n, Wis. 


YEAS—9. 


Dalzell, 
Danford, 
Davenport, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Dovener, 
Ellis, 

Evans, 

Faris, 
Fowler, N. J. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 
Grosvenor, 
Hawley, 
Heatwole, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Ind. 
Hepburn, 
Hilborn, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Jenkins, 
Johnson, N. Dak. 


Ketcham, 
Knox, 
Lacey, 
Landis, 
Littauer, 
Low, 
McCleary, 
McDonald, 
McIntire, 
Mahon, 
Mercer, 
Moody. 
Northway, 
Otjen, 
Parker, N. J. 
Payne, 
Pearce, Mo. 
Pearson, 
Pitney, 
Prince, 
uigg, 
Robbins, 
Royse, 


NAYS—i1. 


Dinsmore, 
Elliott, 
Epes, 
Fitzpatrick, 
Fleming, 
Fox, 

Gunn, 

Hay, 

Henry, Miss. 
Hinrichsen, 
Howard, Ala. 
Hunter, 
Jett, 

King, 
Kitchin, 
Kleberg, 
Lanham, 
Lewis, Ga. 


ANSWERED “ 


Lamb, 
McA leer, 
McClellan, 
Meyer, La. 


Linney, 
Livingston, 
Le ve, 
McCormick, 
McCulloch, 
McDowell, 
Me Millin, 
McRae, 
Marsh, 
Martin, 
Maxwell, 
Ogden, 
Osborne, 
Pierce, Tenn. 
Rhea, 
Richardson, 
Ridgely, 
Rixey, 


PRESENT "—13 


Otey, 
Sperry, 
Vehslage, 
Yost, 


NOT VOTING—179. 


Davis, 
Davison, Ky. 
Dayton, 

De Armond, 
De Graffenreid, 
Dockery, 
Dorr, 

Eddy, 
Ermentrout, 
Fenton, 
Fischer, 
Fitzgerald, 
Fletcher, 
Foote, 

Foss, 
Fowler, N. C. 
Gaines, 
Gardner, 
Gibson, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Greene, 
Griffin, 
Griggs, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hager, 
Hamilton, 
Handy, 
Harmer, 
Hartman, 
Hemenway, 
Henderson, 
Henry, Tex. 
Hicks, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, Ga. 
Howe, 
Howell, 
Hull, 
Hurley, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash. 
Joy, 


Kelley, 
Kerr, 
Kirkpatrick, 
Knowles, 
Kulp, 
Latimer, 
Lentz, 
Lester, 
Lewis, Wash. 
Little, 
Lorimer, 
Loud, 


Loudenslager, 


Lovering, 
Lybrand, 
McCall, 
McEwan, 
McLaurin, 
Maddox, 
Maguire, 
Mahany, 
Mann, 
Marshall, 
Meekison, 
Mesick, 
Miers, Ind. 
Miller, 
Mills, 
Minor, 
Mitchell, 
Moon, 
Morris, 
Mudd, 
Newlands, 
Norton, 
Odell, 
Olmsted, 
Overstreet, 
Packer, Pa. 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Plowman, 
Powers, 
Pugh, 
Ray, 


The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. Mesick with Mr. PETERs. 
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Russell, 
Shannon, 
Shattuc, 
Sherman, 
Showalter, 
Smith, fl. 
Sprague, 
Steele, 
Stewart, Wis. 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Strode, Nebr. 
Sturtevant, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Tongue, 
Updegraff, 
Walker, Mass. 
Walker, Va. 
White, N. C. 
Wilson, N. Y. 


Robinson, Ind. 
Sayers, 

Settle, 
Shafroth, 
Shuford, 
Simpson, 
Slayden, 
Sparkman, 
Stark, 
canes, Tex. 
Sutherland, 
Tate, 

Terry, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Vincent, 
Williams, Miss. 


Young, Va. 


Reeves, 
Robb, 
Robertson, La. 
Sauerhering, 
Shelden, 
Simpkins, 
Sims, 
Skinner, 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, S. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Snover, 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Spalding, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stokes, 
Strait, 
Strowd, N. C. 
Sullivan, 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Taylor, Ala 
Todd, 

Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Ward, 
Warner, 
Weaver, 
Weymouth, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wheeler, Ky. 
White, Ml. 
Wilber, 
Williams, Pa. 
Wilson, 8. C. 
Wright, 
Young, Pa. 
Zenor. 


L RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. LYBRAND with Mr. LENTz. 

Mr. Davipson of Wisconsin with Mr 
Mr. HooKER with Mr. Catcuinas. 
Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. DeckeEry. 
Mr. Hopkins with Mr. MCALEER. 
Mr. BELKNAP with Mr. MAGUIRE. 
Mr. MILLER with Mr. CLarpDy. 


. NORTON, 


Mr. HAGER with Mr. ALLEN. 

Mr. Youne of Pennsylvania with Mr. BENTON, 

Mr. LORIMER with Mr. Smita of Kentucky. 

Mr. WuitE of Illinois with Mr. Sims 

Mr. Bishop with Mr. BREWER. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Pennsylvania with Mr. Ropertson of Loui- 
giana. 

Mr. Morris with Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 

Mr. HENDERSON with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. SPALDING with Mr. CRAWFORD 

Mr. Dorr with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. VAN VooruHIs with Mr. Howarp of Georgia. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. MARSHALL. 

Mr. HAMILTON with Mr. Topp. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN Smita with Mr. Brucker. 

Mr. SHELDON with Mr. Youna of Virginia. 

Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. BRADLEY. 

Mr. DayTON with Mr. Pierce of Tennessee. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. Davey. 

Mr. Kup with Mr. STALLINGs. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 

Mr. Cor iss with Mr. LATIMER. 

Mr. McEwan with Mr. VERSLAGE. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. BELFORD with Mr. SWANSON. 

Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. PuGu with Mr. SUTHERLAND. 

Mr. BEACH with Mr. Berry. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. CLark of Missouri. 

Mr. BARHAM with Mr. LiTTLe. 

Mr. LOVERING with Mr. FirzGERALD. 

Mr. BrumM with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. BouTELLE with Mr. Tate. 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. Jones of Washington, 

Mr. SPERRY with Mr. GRIGGs. 

Mr. Hicks with Mr. Orry. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. TayLor of Alabama. 

Mr. Powers with Mr. GAINEs. 

Mr. REEVES with Mr. BaALt. 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. ZENOr. 

Mr. MILLS with Mr. SULLIVAN. 

Mr. SULLOWAY with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. CoOLson with Mr. OSBORNE. 

Mr. MAHON with Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. McCay with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

Mr. SAUERHERING with Mr. STRAIT. 

For this day: 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. Ross. 

Mr. HEPBURN with Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. 

Mr. WARD with Mr. Lewis of Washington. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Eppy with Mr. Barrp. 

Mr. ODELL with Mr. McCLeLLan. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, although I did not hear it read 
by the Clerk, I am paired with the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
Mr. WRIGHT, and as a motion to adjourn seems to have been 
made a political question, I desire to withdraw my vote. I voted 
“nay.” 

Mr. TATE. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave of absence for my col- 
league, Mr. BRANTLEY, who is away on account of sickness in 
his family. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My colleague, Mr. GAInges, is detained 
from the House on account of sickness, and I ask indefinite leave 
of absence for him. 


Mr. BRUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Michigan, Mr. Wm. ALDEN Smiru. I desire to with- 
draw my vote and to be marked * present.” 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, during the session of last Thurs- 


day, through inadvertence, caused by an impression that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. Wright, with whom I am 
paired, was present, I voted on a motion to allow the gentleman 
from Kansas to proceed in order. Voting first, 1 could not cer- 
tainly foresee that the issue would be regarded as a matter for 
party alignment; perhaps rendered careless because correction 
could be made before announcement of the result. Being called 
away from the House before the completion of the roll call, I did 
not notice until I read the Recorp the next morning that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts had not been present during the 
vote. As it appears that the majority party solidly opposed the 
proposition, and it being too lute now to withdraw my vote, I 








i220 


desire to express my regret and render what justice I can to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts by stating the facts. By agree- 
ment, we were paired until further notice on all party questions, 
and he had aright to expect that I would not vote and that an 
announcement of our pair should appear in the RECORD, 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CLARK of Missouri, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. 


To Mr, VeusLaGe, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness. 


To Mr. Brostvs, for the balance of the day, on account of ill- | 
ness. 
To Mr. Gatnes, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


The result of the v was then announced as above recorded. | 
And accordingly (at »} o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.), the House | 
adjourned until Thursday next. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- | 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, an estimate of the cost of improving 
the Merrimac River, Massachusetts, between Newburyport and 
Haverhill—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of survey of Point Judith 
Harbor, Rhode Island—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, calling at- 
tention to certain changes in the wording of the bill codifying the | 
inland rules of the United States to prevent collisions of vessels 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, calling attention to | 
certain changes desirable in the bill codifying the inland rules of 
the United States to prevent collisions of vessels—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be | 
printed. 

Aletter from the President of the United States, recommending 
an appropriation for the relief of destitute American citizens in | 
Cuba—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be | 
printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS | 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memarials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 3233) to provide for the 
purchase of a site for a public building in the city of Hastings, in | 
the State of Nebraska, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 3234) to amend section 4504 of 
the Revised Statutes relative to the duties of shipping commis- 
sioners—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3235) to carry out section 61 of the act of Con- | 
gress of August 28, 1894, entitled ““An act to reduce taxation, to | 
provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes”— | 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

| 
i 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3236) creating an art commission of the United 
States, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Library. | 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 3237) for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Manchester, State of Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 3238) to define the appellate juris- | 
diction of the Supreme Court of the United States and the United 
States circuit court of appeals for the ninth circuit over the judg- | 
ments and decrees of the United States circuit court for the Dis- | 
trict of Alaska—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A joint resolution (H. Res. 55) to provide for | 
the presentation of medals of honor to certain troops who volun- 
teered their services in 1863 before the battle of Gettysburg, Pa,— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 56) directing the Secretary of | 
the Navy to appoint a commission of naval experts to examine 
and report upon the Secor direct system of propelling vessels and 
its applicability to naval purposes—to the Committee on Naval | 
Affairs. 

By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: A joint resolution (H. Res. 57) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution, authorizing the levy 
of a tax on incomes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A joint resolution (H. Res. 58) 
acknowledging the independence of Cuba—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

3y Mr. KING: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Utah, asking that certain residents of Utah be reimbursed for 
services rendered, money expended, and property lost in Indian 
disturbances in the Territory of Utah during the years from 1865 
to 1870, inclusive—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of Utah, praying that the 
Industrial Home property at Salt Lake City, Utah, be granted to 
the State of Utah, to be used for educational or charitable pur- 


| poses—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Utah, asking 


| that Congress submit to the legislatures of the several States a 
| proposition to amend section 3, Article I, of the Constitution, so 


as to provide for the election of United States Senators by direct 
vote of the people—to the Committee on Election of President, 


| Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 


Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Utah, asking 
an appropriation for the enlargement and improvement of Fort 
Douglas military post—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Utah, pray- 
ing for the restraint of the Southern Ute Indians—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

\lso, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Utah, for the 
relief of claimants who suffered from Indian depredations in the 
Territory of Utah before they became citizens of the United 


| States—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Utah, relative 
to granting to the State of Utah the reservoir sites reserved by 


| the Government of the United States—to the Committee on Irri- 
| gation of Arid Lands. 


Aliso, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Utah, repre- 
senting the conditions existing in Cuba, and praying Congress to 
protect the American citizens—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Utah, — 

c 


| that the Uintah and Uncompahgre Indian reservations be opene 


to settlement and that the State of Utah be given a preference 
right of selection—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Utah, asking 
Congress to withdraw from sale and set apart as a State park 
Fish Lake and certain described lands appurtenant thereto—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, amemorial of the legislature of the State of Utah, praying 


| that Congress cede to the State of Utah all of the public lands 


except mineral lands in the State—to the Committee on the Pub- 


| lic Lands. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. BARLOW: A bill (H. R. 3239) for the relief of Cath- 
arine McCarty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOZE: A bill (H. R. 3240) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Charles H. Rarick—to the Committee on Military 


| Affairs. 


3y Mr. BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 3241) granting a pension to 
Angelina Welden, of Media, Kans., as army nurse—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 3242) for the relief of John W. 


| Martin—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. BRUCKER: A bill (H. R. 3243) for the relief of Cordell 
B. Green, Company D, Sixteenth Michigan Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R.3244) grant- 


| ing a pension to Samuel I. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3245) granting a pension to Pheroba A. 
Hale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3246) for the relief of Capt. Francis A. 
Beuter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3247) — a pension to Eliza H. Get- 
chell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3248) granting an 
honorable discharge from the United States Army to James i. 
rington, late of Company E, Thirty-fifth Missouri Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3249) granting a pension to Mrs. Laura J. 


| Scofield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3250) granting an honorable discharge from 
the United States Army to William Miers, late of pon | F, 
N — Minnesota Volunteers—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3251) for the relief of Napoleon B, Giddings— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3252) for the relief of Fred E. Ernst, execu- | Also, a bill (H. R. 3286) for the relief of J. C. Buntin, of Ten- 
or of the will of Charles F. Ernst, late postmaster at St. Joseph, | nessee—to the Committee on War C 
a the Committee on Claims. | Also, a bill (H. R. 3287) for the reliet Sampson D. Br 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 3253) to reimburse G. L. Cary—to | a soldier of the Florida war—to the Cor t Pen 
the Committee on War Claims. _ By Mr. RICHARDSON: A joint . Res. 59 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3254) granting a pension to Jefferson Harris— | izing John C. Sanders. administrator of B. Sillard, deceased, to 


present his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 


War Claims. 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3255) -granting a pension to Clarence E. | 
Doane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. a 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3256) granting a pension to James Hayden— PETITIONS. ETC 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : ars . 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3257) granting a pension to Robert P. Holli- 
day—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the Ww petitions ; pers 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as f Ws 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3258) granting a pension to Alexander Scott— | By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of the Ph hia | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | change, favoring the Torrey bankruptcy bill instead of the N n 
By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 3259) for the revival of let- | bill—to the Committee on the Judi 
ters patent for an invention entitled the ‘‘ P. B. Lawson centrif- sy Mr. BINGHAM: Res ions of the Original M. S. G 
ugal machine,” which letters patent are numbered 204834, and | Club; also of the Second Ward Republican executive committee; 
bear date the 11th day of June, 1878—to the Committee on Patents. | also of the Twenty-fourth Ward Republican executive commit 
By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 3260) referring the claimof Robert | tee; also of the Twenty-sixth Ward Republican Clu ilso of thi 
W. Dunbar to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War | Young Men’s Republican Club of the Thirty-first Ward; also 
Claims. | the Penrose Republican Club of the First Ward; also of t 


By Mr. McCLEARY: A bill (H. R. 3261) to remove the charge | Republican Club of the Second Ward; also of the Vare Ri 


of desertion from the military record of George L. Plummer—to | lican Club, all in the city of Philadelphia, Pa., condem: ing 


the Committee on Military Affairs. | present civil-service law—to the Committee on Reform in tl 
By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 3262) granting an increase of | Civil Service. 

pension to George L. Durbin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- By Mr. BRUMM: Petitions of James Morgan, C. Davenport, 

sions. | and other citizens of Shenandoah, Pa., urging the passage of a 


By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 3263) to provide for the extension | law restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
of letters patent for an ‘‘ improvement in insulating submarine | and Naturalization. 
cables”—to the Committee on Patents. By Mr. BUTLER: Petitionsof citizens of West Bradford, Down- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8264) for the relief of Clara A. Graves and | ington, and East Goshen Township, Pa., for the passage of a m 
others, heirsof Lewis Smith, deceased—tothe Committee on Claims. | rigid immigration law—to the Committee on lumigration and 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8265) granting a pension to Catherine R. Jar- | Naturalization. 


dine, widow of Brig. Gen. Edward Jardine—to the Committee on | By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry: of Pitcairn, P 
Invalid Pensions. in favor of the passage of an immigration restriction law—t 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8266) for the relief of Dr. Edward R. Duffy, | Committee on Immigration and Naturalizati 


late United States surgeon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of the Wom 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3267) for the relief of William Plimley, late | Christian Temperance Union of Bosten and vicinity, for the pas 
general superintendent of the money-order division of the post- | sage of a bill to prohibit kinetoscope reproductions of prize fight 


I 
Office at New York— to the Committee on Claims. | to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerc 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3268) to restore the name of Jacob Cofferto| By Mr. KNOX: Petition of C. E. Richardson and other ¢ 
the pension roll—to the Committee on Pensions. | zens of Woburn, Mass., favoring a more rigid restriction of im: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3269) for the relief of James Eagan, late of | gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization 
Company G, Tenth New York Volunteer Infantry—to the Com- By Mr. LOUD: Resolutions adopted by the Board lrade 
mittee on Military Affairs. San Jose, Cal., favoring the repeal of the reciprocity treaty w 
Also, a bill (H. R. 38270) to pension Michael McAndrew—to the | the Hawaiian Islands—to the Committee on Foreign Affain 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. MILLER: Petition of J. M. Heasley and other citizens 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3271) to increase the pension of Mrs. Rebecca | of Mason County, W. Va., asking for the passage of an r 


§. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. immigration law—to the Committee on Lnmigration and Natur 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3272) granting an increase of pension to | alization, 





Laura Sprigg Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of C. A. Chapin and 198 other citizens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3273) for the relief of Secor & Co., Perine, | of Milwaukee, Wis., praying that a bill be passed authorizing the 
Secor & Co., and executors of Zenor Secor—to the Committee on | President to appoint a commission on currency and banking—to 
War Claims. the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3274) for the relief of Charles V. Munier, late By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Lake Keuka Baptist Church 
of Company D, Fourth Excelsior Brigade, subsequently known as | Crosby, N. Y., urging the passage of a bill to prohibit lott 
Seventy-third Regiment New York Volunteers—to the Committee | gambling messages by telegraph or telephone; also pet 








on Military Affairs. | same to prohibit the transmission of des 1 iptions of prize fi 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8275) for the relief of Samuel Davis, naval | by mail or interstate commerce—to the Committee on Inter 
apprentice—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3276) for the relief of Francis Irsch—tothe | Also, petition of Lake Keuka Baptist Church, favoring the pa 
Committee on Military Affairs. sage of a bill toenact a Sabbath law for the District of Columbi 
Also, a bill (R. R. 3277) for the relief of Mary Ferguson—to the | to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, petition of Lake Keuka Baptist Church, for the passage of 
Also, a bill = R. 3278) to increase the pension of Mrs. George | a bill forbidding the sale of intoxicating beverages in Governme 
H. Cooper, widow of the late Rear-Admiral George H. Cooper—to | buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Ground 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, petitions of Mrs. E. B. Ingalls, Mrs. Ina Mansfield, J 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3279) granting an honorable discharge to | Kline, and others, of Keuka College, regulating the sale of cis 
Thomas J. Miller, late of Company A, Thirty-eighth New York | ettes—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerc: 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. By Mr. SHOWALTER: Petitions of citizens of Beaver Fall 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3280) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, admin- | Sharpsville, Fredonia, and Sarversville, in the State of Per 
istratrix of the estate of James L. Day, deceased—to the Commit- vania, asking for a more rigid immigration law—to the Cor 
tee on Claims. tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. WEYMOUTH: A bill (H. R. 8281) granting a pension | By Mr. STEELE: Petition of the United Trades Council of Gas 
of $50 per month to Henry 8. Hitchcock—to the Committee on In- | City, Ind., asking that the Government be e wered to take 
valid Pensions. charge of and operate public telegraph lines—to the Committee on 


By Mr. JETT: A bill (H. R. 3282) for the relief of Andrew H. | Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Jordan, alias Andrew Hannon—to the Committee on Military By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: Petitionof E. Y.Grupeand oth 


Affairs. working lithographers, praying for protection against foreign 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8283) for the relief of William B. Craig—to | competition—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

the Committee on Military Affairs. By Mr. ZENOR: Paper to accompany House bill No. 2768 to 
By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 3284) for the relief of Verona E. | correct the military record of George Peyton—to the Committee 

Pollock—to the Committee on Claims. on Military Affairs. é, . 


By Mr. McMILLIN: A bill (H. R. $285) for the relief of Willis | Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 2954, for the relief of 
Cornwell, of Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims, Henry Mills, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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SENATE. 
TUESDAY, May 18, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsury, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SEWELL presented petitions of D. Thomas and 22 other 
citizens of Bayonne, Howard Heis!er and 27 other citizens of Marl- 
boro, Samuel Heuling and 52 other citizens of Beverly, F. B. Mid- 
dleton and 15 other citizens of Jamesburg. N. O. Brewer and 15 
other citizens of Rahway, Capt. Thomas R. Mills and 41 other citi- 
zens of Newark, and of W.C. Tubbs and81 other citizens of Eliza- 
beth, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of 
legislation restricting immigration; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 


’ a" > mn T ae WS nly ese . >neatiti . “itis = | o 2 : 
Mr. PLATT of New York presented sundry petitions of citizens | fe )ouch or paddy rice), depending upon the quality. The average would 


of lion, Brooklyn, and Prince Bay, all in the State of New York, 
praying for the enactment of legislation for the more rigid re- 
striction of immigration; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of kid-glove sewers, cutters, 
and finishers of Gloversville, N. Y., praying for an increase of 
the duty on kid gloves; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Ren Burns and 186 other 
citizens of Winona, Minn., praying for the adoption of the lumber 
schedule in the pending tariff bill as passed by the House of 
Representatives; which was ordered to le on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Duluth, Minn.., 
praying for the enactment of legislation restricting immigration; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of 70 citizens of Springvale, 
Mass., and a petition of 25 citizens of Springvale, Mass., praying 
for the passage of the so-called Lodge immigration bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

THE RICE INDUSTRY. 

Mr. McENERY presented a statement, signed by members of 
the Rice Association of. Louisiana, Georgia, and South Carolina, 
relative to the rice industry: which was ordered to lie on the table, 
and to be printed in the REcorD, as follows: 

A STATEMENT TO THE SENATE AND HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES RELATIVE 
TO THE RICE INDUSTRY. 
Rice schedule proposed by the Senate and by the House. 


Rice | House | Senate 


i 
| Ce 

CONOR . .nscicc wnenes cacuocccmsevten snboaminmmaneh per pound -} 2 | li 
SRCUORMOG ....0c ccccen conc cccces sesecenséeteus senesessse do.... 1; | vs 
Paddy = . : on cagiee meg wamnisadue ine sal Go... 3} ; 
Rice flour, rice meal, and broken rice which will pass 

through a wire sieve known commercially as No. 12, per | 
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The undersigned representatives of the rice-producing interests of the 
United States respectfully represent that the rice industry has special and 
just claims for protective legislation, among which are the following: 

First. While rice planting has been carried on for many years in the United 
States, improved agricultural machinery has not been employed to any ex 
tent in all lines of its production till in the past ten years. If given time and 
favorable conditions, this application of machinery will revolutionize and 
Americanize the industry. 

Second. It is not a limited and sectional industry. It constitutes the prin 
cipal cereal product of over 1,000 miles of the coast country of the United 
States. In this rice belt are millions of acres of land specially adapted to its 
cultivation; more than sufficient territory to supply, when fully developed, 
our entire country with rice, which will be ne improved under favorable 
conditions. The rice planters are almost exclusively devoted to the produc- 
tion of this cereal, and hence purchase from the Northwestern States their 
corn, oats, wheat, pork, butter, horses,and mules, making a large and steady 
market for these articles. Any legislation that brings ruin to the rice plant- 
ers is equally a disaster to the Northwest. 

Third. The first improvement of a rice farm calls for a large expenditure 
in levees, ditches, canals, fences, buildings, and irrigating machinery. Every 
well-equipped rice farm is a user of engines, boilers, pumps, and agricultural 
implements, which fact appeals strongly to the manufacturing interests of 
the country. This large first cost is a reason why unfavorable legislation 
more readily cripples the rice planters than other farmers. 

Fourth. With steady and reasonably protective duties on rice all the mar 
kets of the United States will soon be supplied by the American product, and 
prices will be regulated by home competition. 

Fifth. Our rice planters compete with the lowest paid labor in the world, 
and the ocean freights on rice from those foreign countries to New York is 
less than from some of the rice-producing sections of our own country. 

Sixth. Under the McKinley duties the rice industry ey f ne and 
rapidly increased. Under the Wilson rates there has been a large decrease 
in acreage planted and general depression. 

Seventh. It is evident from the following statement that unintentiona 
error has been made in framing the rice duties proposed by the Senate 
Finance Committee. The rice producers do not object to the rates on broken 
rice and on paddy. Taking 75 cents per hundred as an equitable 7 on 
paddy, or the rough rice of the planter, what duty ought to be placed on 
uncleaned rice and on clean rice? It required 168 pounds of paddy or 115 

unds of uncleaned rice to make 100 pounds of clean rice. The duties on 
hese amounts under the Senate rate would be $1.26 on the paddy, 4.4 cents 
on the uncleaned, and $1.50 on clean. These would be the respective duties 
on equivalent amounts of rice redaced to cleaned. 

The difference in weight between equivalent amounts of paddy and un- 
Gleaned rice is 50 pounds, as stated. The freight on this from Asia to New 


RECORD—SEN ATE. 





May 18, 





York would be 25 cents; the milling of 168 pounds of paddy to reduce it to 118 


| pounds of uncleaned would be 15 cents, and the breakage and loss in millin 


would amount to 10 cents, making a total of 50 cents as the just differentia 
between paddy and uncleaned. That uncleaned rice at $1.25 per hundred 
duty is still rated somewhat lower than paddy is shown by the fact that 
when that differential existed very little paddy was imported. 

If the duty on uncleaned be placed at $1.25 per hundred, the duty on 
cleaned should be $2, because it requires 118 pounds of uncleaned, as stated, 
to make 100 pounds of cleaned, showing a loss of 18 pa on which first 
cost, duty, and freight had been paid. The cost of 18 pounds and freight 
average 30 cents, the duty at 1+ cents per pound would be 22} cents, the rice 
broken in milling and separated from the cleaned shipments we place at 10 
cents, making a total of (2) cents to be added to the uncleaned. The differ- 
ence between this amount and 75 cents, with the offal, is the margin allowed 
the importer and miller, which amounts to 30 cents, and is sufficient. 

It is thus shown that the differentials of 75 cents, 80 cents, and $1.50 per 
hundred on the different classes of rice, as in the Senate’s schedules, are not 
equitable differentials, and that 75 cents, $1.25, and $2, as in the Dingley bill, 
are equitablie. 

We further represent that under average crop conditions and with the 
proposed Senate rate of eight-tenths of acent on uncleaned rice the home 
producer would receive for his product from $1.27 to $2 per barrel (162 pounds 


not be over $1.70 per barrel, or alittle over 1 cent band pease, and such was 
the actual result under the Wilson tariff, except for the past season, when 
the crop was cut short in India and Louisiana by phenomenal drought. Even 
at the present high prices uncleaned Siam rice was quoted May 10 at $1.50 per 
hundred, New York delivery, and choice Japan rice at $2.25. Addingdutyand 
the cost and duty on 18 pounds additional to make the amount of uncleaned 
obtained frora a barrel of rice and we have $2.71 and $3.49 as their respective 
costs in New York, duty paid. 

This foreign rice, owing to selection and hand culture, mills more high- 
rice rice per barrel than American rice, and this difference is equal to one- 
1alf cent per pound, or 59 cents on 118 pounds. Deducting this amount to 
place it upon a parity with American rice, we have $2.12 and $2.9 as the price 
of 118 pounds of American uncleaned rice in New York. From these prices 
we must deduct partial milling, 15 cents, to produce uncleaned; aver 
freights from the Louisiana plantation to New York, 49 cents, and commis- 
sions, 10 cents, making a total of 65 cents, which, deducted from the above, 
leaves $1.47 and $2.25 as the net price to be paid the producer in close compe- 
tition with foreign rice, and this under extraordinarily short crops and con- 
sequent high prices. The average per barrel under ordinary conditions, as 
stated above, would not exceed $1.70, which is considerably below the cost of 
production, as fully shown in the report to the Ways and Means Committee 
of the House. 

Respectfully submitted. 

JOHN SCREVEN, ; 

WILLIAM RIDGELY LEAKEN, 
Georgia Rice Association, 

THEODORE BARKER, 

SAMUEL G. STOMY, 

CHRISTOPHER FITZ SIMONS, 

South Carolina, 
. B. DANIEL, 


LOCKE BRAEUX, 
New Orleans. 


on 


Cc. C. DUSON, 
Ss. P. LOVELL, 
Crowley, La. 
8S. A. KNAPP 
Lake Charles (La.) Board of Trade. 
TABLETS AT ANTIETAM, 


Mr. HALE presented a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of War, 
submitting a revised estimate of deficiency in the appropriation 
for battle lines and sites for tablets at Antietain, to be substituted 
for the item on page 31 of the general deficiency appropriation 
bill; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 


‘ 


Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
CONSTRUCTION OF DRY DOCKS. 


Mr. HALE presented a communication from the Secretary of 
the Navy, transmitting certain views relative to the appropriations 
for theconstruction of adry dock at the Portsmouth (N.H.) Navy- 
Yard, and also for the construction of a wooden dry dock at the 
United States navy-yard, Boston, Mass.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 356) for the relief of Twyman O. Abbott, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1999) for the relief of John 
Rerrisford; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2000) removing the charge of 
desertion from the name of Reuben R. Hammond; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying petition, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2001) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of James J. Murphy; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S, 2002) granting an increase 
of pension to Byron R. Pierce; which was read twice by its title, 
vo with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

VISITOR TO WEST POINT. 


Mr. WALTHALL. I ask to be excused from service as one 


of the Visitors appointed at the last session of Congress by the 
Vice-President to attend the annual examination of cadets at the 
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Military Academy at West Point. It is not probable that I shall 
be able to discharge that duty, and I desire to decline the appoint- 
ment now, so that another Senator may be appointed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the resigna- 
tion of the Senator from Mississippi as a Visitor to West Point 
will be received and accepted by the Senate. The Chair hears po 
objection, and the resignation is accepted. The Chair will appoint 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] as the successor of the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi as a Visitor to West Point. 


PROPOSED FINANCIAL LEGISLATION, 


Mr. STEWART. I desire to give notice of an amendment to be 
proposed to the tariff bill when it is under consideration. I ask 
that the proposed amendment be read at the desk. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That there shall be at all times a reserve fund in the Treasury amounting 
to the sum of $50,000,000. Whenever the available balance in the Treasury 
exceeds the sum of $50,000,000, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to invest the surplus above such sum in United States bonds, and 
whenever the available cash balance in the Treasury shall be less than the 
sum of $50,000,000, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue United States legal-tender noninterest-bearing Treasury notes to make 
up the deficiency of $50,000.000. Such notes shall be redeemable out of the 
first surplus moneys in the Treasury above such sum of $50,000,000. In case 
insufficient coin to meet the coin obligations of the United States shall come 
into the Treasury through the ordinary sources of revenue, it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to exchange the silver certificates 
paid into the Treasury for the coin which is in the Treasury for the redemp- 
tion of such certificates, and with the coin paid and obtained through the 
conversion of silver certificates the coin obligations of the United States 
shall be discharged, and it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to coin sufficient of the silver bullion purchased under the law of July 14, 
1890, to supply all deficiencies that may occur in the supply of coin under 
the foregoing provisions to meet and discharge all coin obligations presented. 


Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent for a word of 

explanation. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Senator from Nevada will proceed. 

Mr. STEWART. There is now in the Treasury about $230,- 
000,000 of idle money. This amendment would invest about 
$180,000,000 of that money in United States bonds, thus saving 
interest and distributing the money among the people. 

The amendment further provides that in case a deficiency shall 
occur so as to reduce the reserve below $50,000,000, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall issue legal-tender noninterest-bearing Treas- 
ury notes to 4 redeemed out of the first surplus money that comes 
into the Treasury above the $50,000,000, so that this issue will be 
very temporary. Inthat way there would not be a large amount of 
idle money in the Treasury at any time, nor would there be any 
possible danger of a deficiency to meet the obligations of the Gov- 
ernment. 

The amendment further provides that the revenues coming into 
the Treasury by silver certificates, which form probably more 
than half the revenues now, shall be used for the purpose of ob- 
taining coin to meet coin obligations. The silver certificates are 
exchangeable now in the Treasury for the coin in the Treasury 
deposited for their issue. This simpiy requires that that exchange 
shall be made. That will probably furnish the current coin that 
may be necessary for redemption. 

The amendment further proposes, in order that there may at all 
times be an ample redemption fund, that the bullion now in the 
Treasury purchased under the act of 1890 shall be coined, or a 

* sufficient quantity of it to keep up the regular supply of coin. In 
this way we would not contract and expand the currency by 
means of our fluctuating revenues. 


I have heard it suggested that the tariff bill would raisesufficient | 
That would | 


revenue to retire a portion or all of the greenbacks. 
be retiring the money upon which the people depend for their busi- 
ness. There is already at least $180,000,000 retired and lying idle 
in the Treasury, for the retirement of which there is no necessity, 
and that amount ought not toaccumulate. I amopposed to taking 
what money there is in circulation, or eS. of it, from the 
a for any purpose whatever. Let it be kept in circulation. 

This amendment, if adopted, would put the surplus above $50,- 
000,000 in circulation, and if the revenues should at any time be 
insufficient, the temporary loan provided for can be made, green- 
backs or Treasury notes can be issued and be redeemed by the 
first surplus revenue that comes in, and Congress would have time 
to increase taxation, so that there would be revenue enough and 
still not keep the money out of circulation. 

Thus it would not increase the paper circulation permanently 


at all, but it would prevent a large amount of money from lying | 


idle, and it would repudiate the idea that the tariff bill is to have 
the sinister purpose of retiring our greenbacks, or retiring any 
part of our money. I think there is nothing more reprehensible 
than in times like these, when the country is suffering for money, 
to tie it up in the Treasury by any scheme whatever. 

I shall advocate this amendment earnestly, and I hope that, the 
attention of the Senate now having been called to it, Senators will 
think over the subject and help to perfect it, if it is not perfect 
now, so that it may go on the tariff bill, and that we may have a 
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system of revenue whereby our reserve will be always kept at 


ph 


a certain point and not have to borrow any money, except by a 
temporary loan to be supplied immediately by new revenue, and 
without contracting the currency by hoarding the money of the 
people in the Treasury. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will lie on the table 
and be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BIL! 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill: which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. McENERY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him tothe bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. GEAR (by request) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for 
the Government and to encourage the industries of the United 
States; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

ANNALS OF THE ASTROPHYSICAL OBSERVATORY. 

Mr. LODGE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 

which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound 3,000 copies of a special report describing the methods 
and results of the investigations conducted at the astrophysical observatory 
of the Smithsonian Institution, entitled Annals of the Astrophysical Ob 
servatory, of which number 500 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 
1,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 for distri- 
bution by the Smithsonian Institution. 


MOBILE MARINE DOCK COMPANY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no further morning busi- 
ness, the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. PETTUS. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
1038) for the relief of the Mobile Marine Dock Company. The 
bill has been examined by the Committee on Claims at three dif- 
ferent sessions of the Senate; it has been unanimously reported 
from that committee at three different times, and it has been re- 
ported at the present session unanimously. LIask that it be put 
on its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate. as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to the 
Mobile Marine Dock Company, or its authorized agent or attorney, 
$86,202.65, in full payment for the use and occupation of and 
damage to property of that company taken from April 16 to No- 
vember 15, 1865, inclusive. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY AT DOVER, TENN. 

Mr. BATE. Lask unanimous consent to call up for considera- 
tion a bill which has heretofore passed the Senate three times, being 
the bill (S. 931) to constrnct a road to the national cemetery at 
Dover, Tenn. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate 
$11,500 for the purpose of constructing, under the direction of the 
Secretary of War, a macadamized road, or a road partly of gravel 
and partly of stone, from the river landing or its vicinity. in the 
town of Dover, Tenn., to the national cemetery near Old Fort 
Donaldson. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS PEARL 

Mr. WALTHALL. Mr. President 

Mr. COCKRELL. The regular order, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is called for. 

Mr. WALTHALL. 


RIVER, MISSISSIPPI, 


I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the 

' consideration of Senate bill 1979. 
Mr. COCKRELL. As the Senator from Mississippi was recog- 
nized as entitled to the floor, I give notice now that when the bill 


to which he refersis passed the Calendar will have to be proceeded 
with in regular order, 

Mr. WALTHALL. This bill will take but a few minut 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unanimous consent is asked for the 
present consideration of a bill which will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 1979) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi; 
and, there being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
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Mr. COCKRELL. 
President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular orderiscalledfor. The 
Secretary will report the first bill on the Calendar. 





Let us have the regniar order now, Mr. 


HEIRS OF LEWIS SMITH 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yesterday the bill (S. 433) for the relief of | 
Cla A. Grave Lew Smith I "] e, Mary S. 
Sheldon, and Florence P. Le ra of Elizabeth | 
smith, d sed, Of Lewis 51 passed over | 
at my ins é ise | supposed a questio rest was in- 
volved. I find that the report states no interest has been allowed 
upon the « and that the amount of $2,317.77 is the original 
claim without any inté t. I ask that it may be taken up and 
acted upon. It has been read. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was amended yesterday as 


in Comuinittee of the Whole on motion of the Senator from Mis- 
souri {Mr. CocKrELL]. If there be 
Committee of the Whole. the 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurre din. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

FANNY B. RANDOLPH AND DORA L. STARK. 


L. Stark was announced as first in order on the Calendar, and the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It proposes to pay to Fanny B. Randolph or her legal rep- 
resentative $8,280, and to Dora L. Stark or her legal representative 
$8,280, making in all $16,560, the same being in full for, and the 
receipts of the same to be taken and accepted in full and final dis- 
charge of, their claim examined, investigated, and reported favor- 
ably by the Court of Claims of the United States under the pro- 
visions of the act of March 3, 1883, entitled ‘‘An act to afford 
assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments 
in the investigation of claims and demands against the Govern- 
ment,” 
for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United 
States.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC PARKS IN VALENTINE, NEBR. 

The bill (S. 28) granting to the incorporated town of Valentine, 
in the county of Cherry and State of Nebraska, certain lands, and 
for other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill be passed over without losing 
its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

HELEN M. FIEDLER. 

The next business on the Calendar was the concurrent resolu- 

tion reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations, request- 


and the act of March 3, 1887, entitled “‘An act to provide | 


no further amendment as in | 
bill will be reported to the Senate. | 





ing the President of the United States to bring to the attention of | 


the Government of Brazil the claim of Helen M. Fiedler, executrix 
of Ernest Fiedler, deceased, against the Government of Brazil. 
The Secretary read the concurrent resolution, reported by Mr. 


Turrte from the Committee on Foreign Relations, March 31, 1897, | 


as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President of the United States be requested to bring to the attention of the 
Government of Brazilthe claim of Helen M. Fiedler, executrix of Ernest Fied- 
ler, deceased, against the Government of Brazil, growing out of a contract, al- 
lege’ by said claimant to be obligatory on that Government. for the hire of 
the ship Circassien to transport emigrants from the United States to Brazil 
in the year 1867, with the view to ask said Government to consider the said 
claim and to provide for the allowance and payment of such sum as shall be 
found just to sach claimant. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
concurrent resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

ST. LOUIS RIVER BRIDGE. 

The bill (S. 956) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River between 
the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota,” approved April 24, 1894, 
as amended by an act approved August 4, 1894, entitled ‘“‘An act 
to amend an act to authorize the construction of a steel bridge 
over the St. Louis River between the States of Minnesota and Wis- 
consin,” was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGER. 


The bill (S. 426) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Missouri River between its mouth and the mouth of the Da- 
kota or James River; and across the Mississippi River between the 
mouth of the Minnesota River, in the State of Minnesota, and Don- 
aldsonville, in the State of Louisiana; and across the Dlinois and 
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Des Plaines rivers between the mouth of the Illinois and the city 
of Joliet, in the State of Illinois; and to prescribe the character, 
location, and dimensions of the same, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 


| amendments. 


The first amendment was, in section 1, line 3. before the word 
‘*corporations,” to strike out ‘‘ persons, associations, or;” so as to 
make the section read: 


ny corporations complying with the provisions of this act and hav 













ing rity of the Secretary of War may hereafter, when public neces- 
sity is, erect bridges at points where said construction will not 
iateria ect the interests of navigation across the Missouri River between 

i } i the mouth of the Dakota or James River; and across the Mis- 
sissippi I r between the mouth of the Minnesota River and Donaldsonville, 
L and across the Illinois and Des Plaines rivers between the mouth of the 
I the city of Joliet, in the State of Illinois, for railroad or other 





uses, uy on compliance with the provisions and requirements of this act; and 
ereafter no bridge shall be built over said rivers within said limits except 
under the said provisions and requirements. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 42, after the word 
*‘company,” to strike out ‘‘or persons;” so as to read: 

And also that if, by reason of the location of a bridge in or near a city 
harbor, or from any other cause, the draw opening, channel, or raft span 
next the shore becomes difficult of access at any season or seasons because of 
the proximity of river craft which are or may be tied up to the bank, or from 
any other cause, then the company owning, controlling, or operating said 





| bridge shall, by purchase or otherwise, extinguish the right to obstruct the 
The bill (8.977) for the relief of Fanny B. Randolph and Dora | © 


entrance to said draw opening or span for a distance of at least 700 feet above 
and ‘W) feet below the bridge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, line 1, befcure the word 
‘‘company,” to strike out ‘‘ persons or;” and in line 15, after the 
word *‘company,” to strike out ‘‘or persons;” so as to make the 
section read: 

Sec. 10. That any company constructing any bridge under authority of this 
act shall build and maintain at all times, as accessory works to such bridge, 
such booms, piers, dikes, guard fenees, and similar devices as may be neces- 
sary to insureatall times a permanent channel! for a sufficient distance above 


| and below the bridge site, and for the guiding of rafts, steamboats, and other 


water craft safely under or through said bridge; and if at any time after the 
construction of the bridge and its accessory works the approaches to draw 
openings, channel spans, or raft passages in bridges over the navigable waters 
referred to in this act are found to be dangerous or difficult of access by any 





| important class of river traffic, the Secretary of War may, upon the recom- 


mendation of the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, order the company 
owning, controlling, or operating said bridge to construct under his direction 
and to maintain such additicnal sheer booms, dikes, and other devices as will 
obviate the difficulty mentioned, which additional sheer booms, dikes, and 
other devices shall be builtand maintained at their own expense by said com- 
pany or persons. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 12, line 1, after the word 
‘* bridges,” to strike out ‘‘ authorized by this act;” in line 3, before 
the word ‘‘ high,” to strike out ‘‘ be” and insert “‘if;” and in the 
same line, after the word ‘‘ bridges,” to insert ‘* be constructed;” 
so as to make the section read: 

See. 12. That all bridges over the Missouri River below the mouth of the 
Platte River and above the mouth of the Kaw River shall, if high bridges, 
be constructed with unbroken and continuous spans, having at least one 
channel Span of not less than 400 feet clear channelway, all other spans over 
the waterway to have a clear channel way of not less than 300 feet; and all 
said spans shall have a clear headroom of not less than WO feet above high- 


| water mark. 


The question is on agreeing to the | 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,in section 13, line 1, after the word 
‘ bridges,” to strike out ‘‘ authorized by this act;” in line 3, after 
the word ‘‘shall,” to strike out “be” and insert ‘‘if;” in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘ bridges,” to insert “‘ be constructed;” and 
in line 7, after the word ‘‘ mark,” to insert: ‘* Nothing im this act 
shall be held to prohibit the construction of low bridges over the 
Missouri River, subject to the provisions and limitations as to low 
bridges hereinbefore set forth;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 13. That all bridges over the Missouri River between its mouth and 
the mouth of the Kaw River shall, if high bridges, be constructed with un- 
broken and continuous spans, all spans over the waterway to have a clear 
chanunelway of not less than 400 feet, and a clear headroom of not less than 
55 feet above high-water mark. Nothing in this act shall be held to prohibit 
the construction of low bridges over the Missouri River, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations as to low bridges hereinbefore set forth. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 19, line 1, after the word 
authorized,” to strike out ‘* person;” so as to read: 

That any authorized company or corporation intending to construct a 
bridge under the provisions of this act shall give notice for two weeks of 
such intention, stating the kind of bridge and exact location by publication 
in papers having a wide circulation, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 20, line 4, before the word 
*‘company,” to strike out ‘‘ persons or;” in line 7, before the word 
“company,” to strike out ‘* persons or;” and in line 8, after the 
word *‘said,” to strike out ‘‘ persons or;” so as to read: 


That whenever the Secretary of War has good reason to believe that an 
of the provisions of sections 7, 10, and 25 of this act have not been comp! 


with by any company owning. controlling, or ing a bridge authorized 
under the pro of this ext, it shall be the daty of the Secretary of War, 
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on satisfactory proof thereof, to require the said company to comply wit! 
the provisions of nd on failure of said com; my] 
with said requirements within s asonable time the Sec c 
proceed to cause the necess rk, in the form of addit 
repairs, or removal of obstructions, to b at tl 
States and shall refer the matter, withot 

the United States, etc 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 21, line 1, 


said sections, a 





made e expense of t 


it delay, to the Attorney-Gener 





after the word 





**companies,” to strike out *‘or persons;” so as to read: 
That any comp an ies owning, ( yntrol ing } } il 
this act shall mai: n, at their ow 
out the season f navigation such li r J : ridg 
} rht-House Board for the security of navigat 


may be required by the L 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
SUFFERERS BY LOSS OF LIGHT VESSEL NO. 37. 
The bill (S. 665) for the relief of the heirs of certain seamen | 


lost in the Scone ring of light vessel No. 37 was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. it proposes to settle and pay the ac- 
counts of the legal representatives of Howard Selover, mate, and 
George Richardson, seaman, for value of clothing and effects lost 
when they were — ned by the foundering of light vessel No. 37, 
off Cape May, N. J., while on duty thereon during the cyclone of 
August, 1893, and appropriates $137.25 for that purpose; but the 
sworn itemized list of losses shall be approved by the proper light- 
house inspector. 
Light-House Board. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AIDS TO NAVIGATION. 


The bill (S. 673) to provide for light-houses and other aids to 
navigation was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It pr 
poses to establish and erect light-houses and other aids to naviga- 
tion, as follows: 

A light and fog-signal s 
bor, Connecticut, $60,000. 

A light and fog-signal station on Pecks Ledge, 
bor, Connecticut, $10,000. 

A light on Long Beach Day Beacon, Norwalk Harbor, 
ticut, $2,500. 

Lighted beacons at Round Beach, Fitchs Point, White Rock 

Reef, and Grassy Hammock, Norwalk Harbor, Connecticut, $60, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The bill (S. 674) to provide for aids to navigation was consid 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to establish and 
erect a light and fog-signal station on the outer breakwater, en- 
trance to es Haven Harbor, Connecticut, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


tation on Greens Ledge, Norwalk Har- 
Norwalk Har- 


Connec- 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 


QUARANTINE STATION AT ASTORIA, OREG. 


The bill (S. 966) providing for the establishment of a quarantine 
station at or near Astoria, Oreg., was considered as in C 
of the Whole. It appropriates $30,000 for the purchase of site, 
erection of buildings, pier, disinfecting apparatus, launch, and 
other appurtenances, for the establishment of a quarantine sta 
tion at or near Astoria, Oreg., and for the maintenance of that 
station during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, which is to be 
maintained and operated under the provisions of the quarantine 
laws of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES SIMs. 

The bill (S. 937) for the relief of James Sims, of Marshall County, 
Miss., was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that that bill may go over without 
prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, There being no objection, that wi 
be the order. 

CUMBERLAND FEMALE COLLEGE, M’MINNVILLE, TENN. 

The bill (S. 1106) for the relief of the Cumberland Fetnale Col- 
lege, of McMinnville, Tenn., was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to pay to the Cumberland Female Col- 
lege, of McMinnville, Tenn., $5,000,in full of all claims of that 
college for the use, occupation, and consumption of its property 
for hospital and other army purposes during the late war of 1861 
to 1865 by the military authority of the United States, and pro- 
vides that the acceptance of that sum by the college shall be a 
complete and absolute bar to any and all claims for damage and 
destruction of the property of the college or the use and occupa- 
tion thereof by the armies of the United States. 


I 
and the appropriation recommended by the | 


ymmittee | 
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, and the amend- 





| considered as in C 
| tary of War tosubmit estimates of the cost of extending the ch 





The bill was r 1 to Sen | ed 

to be engrossed f 4 i lit l. 
N Y 

The bill (S. 675 t reli \ 1) vy . 
i Tar Ss L. Day i S \ ( 
tl W hole It poses vN sy 
ne es te of JJ . ] Da ( 
50.041.66 In payment and sa 
f m } In te j Q + + N } ( 

pon a reference of r ¢ 
General. under t } 
ippre 1 March 3 ‘ é i \ 
rehi Congress and tl 
gation of claims and demands against t : Yr! ’ 

Che bill was r rted to the \ I 
to be engros i for a third reading 

ORSTRUCTION OF NAVIGABLE W ERS BY WA : HYA 

The bill (S. 380) to provide for an investigation the t 
tion he navigable waters of F 
South Atlantic and Gulf States by t aquat | 
the water hvacinth, and for ot! I Ss. wa l 
next in order on the Calendar 

Mr. PASCO. Iask that that bill may be trans ln Ru 
IX. There is an appropriation in the sundry civil L) n 
same purpose in view, and, if that be finally adopted, ther l 
be no necessity for the passage of this bill. Let it go over unde 
Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the ab 
sence of objection. 

IMPROVEMENTS OF BRIDGEPORT HARBOR, CONNECTICUT 


The joint resolution (S. R. 16) providing for estimate of cost of 
certain improvements of Bridg eport Harbor, Connecticut, 
mmittee of ‘the Whole. It directs the S« 


was 


nel of Bridgeport Harbor, Connecticut, through an arm of the sea 
known as Yellow Mill Branch of that harbor, such 


hannel ft 
12 feet deep and 200 feet wide; also of widening the main chanr 
to the western harbor line, between the inner bea n and tl 
Naugatuck Railroad wharf, with a depth of 12 fe all as show 
by maps and surveys made in compliance with the provision 
the river and harbor act of Am gust 17, 1894, and submitted to Con 
gress under date of Novem! 20, INYO 
The joint resolution was mem d to the Senate without amend 
ment, satiaad to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
SAIL VESSELS OF OVER 700 TONS. 
The bill (S. 622) concerning sail vessels of over 700 tons was 
announced = next in order on the Calend: 
Mr. COCKRELL. I see that the Senator from Maine [M1 
| FrYE] who aaa ed that bill is absent, and I find that he ha 
offered amendments to the bill. Whether they were offered by 
the authority of the Committee on Com r simply as his own 
amendments, Ido not know. Ido not t bill tI 
gest that it had better be passed over, retaining its p 


Calendar. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unless there be objection, that will 


be the order. 
CERTIFICATES OF TITLE 1 
The bill (S. 946) providing for the collection of fees for f 
ing certificates of title to vessels was announced as next in order 


on the Calendar. 
Mr. PLATT of ¢ . Who report 
The VICE-PR ESIDEN re _Th » Senator fr 
Mr. PLATT of C Ll think it had better lik 
til he comes back. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the bill will 
lie over in the absence of the Senator fr 
THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICII 
The bill (S. 620) to promote the efficiency of 
Service was announced as next in order on tl 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think all those bills reported by 
the Senator from Maine [|Mr. Frye} had better lie over until he 
returns. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
order l 


m Maine 


lf there be no objection, it will be so 
REV. J. A. GILFILLAN. 

The bill (S. 869) for the relief of Rev. J. A. Gilfillan was con 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole ' 
Rev. J. A. Gilfillan $233.81, being an amount expended by him in 
the purchase and shipment of 322 bushels of seed potatoes, for 
planting, in May, 1895, for the Leech Lake, Cass Lake, and Win 
nibigoshish bands of Chippewa Indians, Minnesota 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to beengrossed for athird reading, read the third time, an ly assed. 


It propos to nav to the 
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GERMAN EVANGELICAL CHURCH, OF MARTINSBURG, W. VA. 


The bill (S. 536) for the relief of the trustees of the German 
Evangelical Church, of Martinsburg, W. Va., was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to the trustees of 
the German Evangelical Church, at Martinsburg, W. Va., $2,500 


on account of the destruction of their church building and its | 


furniture on the 17th of February, 1863, while in the possession of 


a portion of the military forces of the United States, and through | 


their carelessness. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PEARSON C. MONTGOMERY. 


The bill (S. 1168) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of 
Memphis, Tenn., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to pay to Pearson C. Montgomery, of Memphis, Tenn., 
$3,200, in full compensation for all claims connected with the 
steamer New National and its use while in the service of the 
United States upon the Mississippi River and its tributaries prior 
to the 2ist of March, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 


CALVIN GUNN. 


The bill (S. 262) for the relief of Calvin Gunn, was considered | 


as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Calvin Gunn, 


of St. Louis, Mo., $700, in full compensation for the amount due | 


him as informer and ordered to be paid to him by the United States 
district court for the eastern district of Missouri in case No, 1387 
before that court in the year 1868, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NAPOLEON B, GIDDINGS, 


The bill (S. 226) for the relief of Napoleon B. Giddings was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of 
War to cause to be investigated the circumstances of the alleged 
taking from Napoleon B. Giddings, in January, 1847, at Santa Fe, 
N. Mex., and deposit with A. B. Dyer, lieutenant of ordnance, 
United States Army, by order of Sterling Price, colonel command- 
ing the army in New Mexico at that time, of 140 kegs of gunpow- 
der, and to ascertain and determine the reasonable market value 
of such powder at that time and place, and whether the same, or 
any part thereof, was ever returned or delivered back to said Gid- 
dings, and the final disposition of such powder; and if the same, 
or any part thereof, was never ietiecaal to or delivered back to 
said Giddings, then to certify to the Secretary of the Treasury the 
amount of the reasonable market value at that time and place of 


.the powder so never returned or delivered back to said Giddings; 


and directs the Secretary of the Treasury to cause to be paid to 
said Napoleon B. Giddings the amount so certified by the Secre- 
tary of War to be the reasonable market value of such powder. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE A. ORR. 


The bill (S. 227) for the relief of George A. Orr was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay the claim of 
George A. Orr as acting assistant provost-marshal at Mount Ver- 
non, Mo., from May 28, 1863, to January 30, 1864, at the rate of 
$100 per month for his services, and such sum for legitimate 
expenses during that period as may be shown and found to have 
been actually expended by him in the lawful discharge of his 
duties and necessary for the public service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH W. CARMACK, 


The bill (S. 228) for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Joseph 
W. Carmack, late of Company A, Sixth Missouri Cavalry, the pay 
and allowances of a first sergeant of cavalry from the Ist day of 
May, 1862, to the 80th day of September, 1862, less any pay re- 
ceived by him during that period. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN 8S, NEET, JR. 


The bill (S. 229) for the relief of John S. Neet, jr., was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to John 
S. Neet, jr., late a private in Company C, Third Regiment Mis- 
souri State Militia Cavalry, afterwards Company L, Sixth Mis- 
souri State Militia Cavalry, $100, in full payment of the sum al- 
lowed him in October, 1878, by the Third Auditor of the Treasury 
Department. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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| JOHN M. DAVIS, 


The bill (S. 230) for the relief of John M. Davis was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of War 
to revoke and set aside the general order approving and confirm- 
ing the sentences of the court-martial dismissing John M. Davis, 
captain of Company H, of the Sixty-third Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to issue to him an honorable discharge as of 
date of April 9, 1865. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Who reported the bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was reported from the Com- 
/mittee on Military Affairs by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
| COCKRELL]. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Missouri how he supposes that Congress or the President can 
set aside the judgment of a court-martial? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Because the President has express authority 
to approve or disapprove of it. It has to come to the Department 
for final action, and the bill simply authorizes them to undo what 

they have done, and which they could have done in the beginning. 
| Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I suppose the President has once 
approved of the sentence of the court-martial. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Yes. The bill simply vests him with author- 
ity to consider the case again, and it is the only way on earth to 
correct the record of a man who was unjustly dealt with. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iam very glad the Senator has 

| reported the billin this form. Whenever I have wanted to ac- 
complish an end of that sort I have been told by the Military 
oe Committee that it was not within the power of Congress 
| to do it. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator is mistaken about being so told 
| by the Committee on Military Affairs. This is the form of bill 
which has now been used for four Congresses. Bills similar to 
this were passed in the Fifty-second, the Fifty-third, and the 
Fifty-fourth Congresses. It is the form which has been adopted; 
it was prepared with great care, after consultation with the officers 
of the War Department. There have been twenty cases at least 
| which have followed this form where the bills have been passed 
and are now law. 

“% PLATT of Connecticut. That applies to any court-mar- 
tial? 

Mr. COCKRELL. To special and general courts-martial; it 
does not make any difference which. This was a general court- 
martial; it recommended the dismissal of the officer, and the pro- 
ceedings had to come to the War Department for action. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EZRA 8. HAVENS. 


The bill (S. 231) for the relief of Ezra S. Havens was considered 

| as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Ezra S., 

Havens, late captain of Company G, Eighteenth Regiment Mis- 

souri Volunteer Infantry, the pay and allowances of a captain of 

| infantry in the late volunteer service from the 11th day of March, 
1862. to the 2d day of February, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISSOURI MILITARY ACADEMY, 


The bill (S. 282) for the relief of A. F. Fleet, superintendent of 
the Missouri Military Academy, Mexico, Mo., was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to relieve A: F. Fleet, 
superintendent of the Missouri Military Academy, Mexico, Mo., 
from all money responsibility for so much of the ordnance and 
ordnance stores issued to that academy under its bond as was 
destroyed by fire September. 24, 1896. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RETIRED PAY OF JUDGES. 


The bill (S. 1565) to amend and make certain the intent of sec- 
tion 714 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, providing 
for salaries of judges in certain cases after retirement, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that whenever 
the judge of any court provided for in section 714 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States shall have held two or more com- 
missions for different courts, or as justice and chief justice of the 
same court, his time of service under each of those commissions 
shall be reckoned in making up his ten years provided for in the 
act. and he shall be entitled, after retiring, to receive the salary 
he was entitled to at the time of retiring. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM P. BUCKMASTER. 

The bill (S. 252) for the relief of William P. Buckmaster was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
William P. Buckmaster, surviving partner of James Murphy & 
Co., late of New York City, $22,386.61, being a balance due for 
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labor and material furnished by James Murphy & Co. in the con- 
struction of the machinery for the double-ender vessel Otsego. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM WOLFE, 

The bill (S. 251) for the relief of William Wolfe, of Shelbina, 
Shelby County, Mo., was considered as in Committee of the Who'e. 
It authorizes the Secretary of War to cause to be investigated the 
claim of William Wolfe for the loss of the schooner Anna Sophia 
and her freight while in the military service of the United States 
Upon the certification of the award the Secretary of the Treasury 
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is directed to pay to William Wolfe the amount so found to be due | 


him from the United States, not to exceed $9,262.29. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 


HENRY J. HEWITT. 

The bill (S. 261) for the relief of Henry J. Hewitt was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of War 
to cause to be investigated the claim of Henry J. Hewitt, of Mis- 
souri, for corn, oats, hay, horses, and wagons taken from him for 
the use of the Army in northern Missouri, and for the use and 
occupation of his hotel, storehouse, and barns by the military 
authorities of the United States, and to report the result thereof 
to Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RICHMOND COLLEGE, RICHMOND, VA. 
The bill (S. 677) for the relief of Richmond College, located at 


Richmond, Va., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 
It proposes to pay to Richmond College, Richmond, Va.. $25,000 | 


for the occupation of its buildings and grounds by United States 
troops and officers for the period of eight months and for injury 


to and destruction of the buildings, the apparatus, libraries, and | 7 : a 
: : ” SPI | tug Fortune in Hampton Roads, Virginia. 


other property of the college by the troops and officers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN F. W. DETTE. 


The bill (S. 273) for the relief of John F. W. Dette was 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 


consid- 
It directs the Secretary of 


War to cause to be examined the conditions of the contract of | 


John F. W. Dette with the United States to build a stone wall 


St. Louis County, Mo., and what, if any, sum is reasonably and 
equitably due to Mr. Dette, in addition to the amount already paid 
him, by reason of any changes or modifications in his contract. 
and to report the result to Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HEIRS OF JAMES BRIDGER, DECEASED. 

The bill (S. 272) for the relief of the heirs of James Bridger, 
deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to pay to the heirs of James Bridger, deceased, $6,000, in full 
satisfaction for his improvements made at Fort Bridger, Utah 
Territory, which were appropriated by the United States Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 





to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 


ANNA M. COLMAN. 


The bill (S. 253) to permit Anna M. Colman, a widow, to prose- 
cute a claim, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to refer to the Court of Claims the claim of Anna M. Col- 
man, widow and sole legatee of Charles D. Colman, deceased, 
against the United States, on account of the seizure by the United 
States of certain moneys and securities in St. Louis, Mo., about 
February, 1855, held by the bailee as a special deposit theretofore 
made by Charles D. Colman. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TONNAGE TAX. 


The bill (S. 621) concerning tonnage tax was announced as the 
next business in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatrt] 


suggested that the bills reported by the Senator from Maine [| Mr. | 


FRYE], the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, should be 
passed over. I suggest that this bill be passed over, unless there 
is some one present to take charge of it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. if there be no objection, the bill will 
be passed over. 
HEIRS OF THOMAS U, WALTER, DECEASED. 


The bill (S. 1269) for the relief of Olivia and Ida Walter, heirs 
and children of Thomas U. Walter, deceased, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to the beneficiaries 
named $14,000, in full satisfaction of all claims against the United 
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States for services rendered by the test 
any of the public buildings belonging to t 
as architect, designer, disbursing agent, 


tor in connection with 
Government, whether 
wperintendent, or other- 


wise. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time. and passed. 
ST. CHARLES (MO.) COLLEGE 

The bill (S. 249) for the relief of St. Charles College was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Si iry of 
War to cause to be investigated the alleged use and occupation by 


the United States military authorities during the late war of the 
college buildings and grounds of St. Charles College, in St. Charles 
County, Mo. Uponcertification of the award the Secretary of the 
Treasury is authorized to pay to the college the amount found to 
be due from the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


L. ROBERT COATES & CO., OF BALTIMORE. 

The bill (S. 714) for the relief of L. Robert Coates & Co., of 
Baltimore, Md., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to pay to L. Robert Coates & Co., of Baltimore, Md., 
$5,278.30, in full of the bill of the firm for steel plates furnished 
for and which were used in the construction of the U.S. light- 
house steamer Zizania. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


POTOMAC STEAMBOAT COMPANY. 

The bill (S. 1010) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Com- 
pany was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to pay to the Potomac Steamboat Company $5,090, being the 
amount paid by that company for services rendered to the steamer 
Excelsior, belonging to it, when she was sunk by the U.S. steam 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
RESIDUARY LEGATEES OF MARK DAVIS. 

The bill (S. 487) for the relief of the residuary legatees of Mark 

Mavis, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that the military authorities of the United 
States in command of the city of New Orleans on the 2d day of 


; | Febrnarvw 82. dem: a received fre » ave f ‘ 
of masonry around the national cemetery at Jefferson Barracks, | February, 1868, demanded and received from the agent of Mark 


Davis, a loyal citizen of the United States, then residing at Peters- 
burg, Va., certain personal property, consisting in part of fifty- 
five promissory notes, of the amount and value in the aggregate, 
without interest and deducting certain indorsements thereon, of 
$27,583.38, and legal currency to the amount of $275.30, and also 
demanded and received possession of certain real estate belonging 
to Mark Davis, and subsequently collected certain rents for the 
use and occupation of the same, all of which personal property 
and real estate were duly receipted for by the officer receiving the 
same; and that Mark Davis has since died, leaving a will wherein 
certain parties are constituted residuary legatees of his estate. 

The bill proposes to pay to the personal representative of Mark 
Davis, deceased, for the use of his residuary legatees named in his 
last will and testament, or their heirs or assigns, $21,828.33, that 
being the amount and value of the promissory notes and cash so 
taken. 

‘Lhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and pas sed, 

The preamble was agreed to. 

BLUE MOUNTAIN IRRIGATION AND IMPROVEMENT COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 1233) extending the time allowed the Blue Mountain 
Irrigation and Improvement Company for the construction of its 
reservoirs and canal in and through the Umatilla Indian Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Oregon, was announced as next in order on 
the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thesenior Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER], who is not now in his seat, requested that 
the bill be passed over, retaining its place. It will be passed over. 

JOHN W. LEWIS. 


The bill (S. 1153) for the relief of John W. Lewis, of Oregon, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay 
to John W. Lewis, register of the land office at The Dalles. Oreg., 
$521.97, being the amount of his maximum compensation in addi- 
tion to his salary from April 17, 1890, to July 7, 1890. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CLASSIFICATION OF LANDS IN OREGON, 


The bill (S. 746) to provide for the examination and cla 
tion of certain lands in the State of Oregon was anno' 
next in order. 


Mr. COCKRELL. 


. fica- 
inced as 


That is quite a lengthy bill, and the Senator 
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reporting it is not here. I suggest that it be passed over without 
losing its place. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 


The bill (S. 1451) to authorize the construction of a bridge across | 


the Red River of the North at Drayton, N. Dak., was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 10 to the bill (H. R. 15) making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: | 

“ The Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to at once allot agricul- 
tural lands in severalty to the Uncompahgre Ute Indians now located upon 


or belonging to the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation in the State of Utah, 
said allotments to be upon the Uncompahgre and Uintah reservations or | 
elsewhere in said State. And all the lands of said Uncompahgre Reservation 


not theretofore allotted in severalty to said Uncom,.hgre Utes shall, on and 
after the Ist day of April, 1898, be open for location and entry under all the 
land laws of the United States.” 
And the Senate agree to the same, 
R. F. PETTIGREW, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


J.S. SHERMAN, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask that the conference report be agreed 
to. 


The report was concurred in. 
PORTRAIT OF DANIEL D. TOMPKINS. 


The bill (S. 107) to purchase a portrait of Daniel D. Tompkins, 
late Vice-President of the United States, painted by Jarvis in 1812, 
was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


FORT PEMBINA MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The bill (8S. 1492) providing for the selection of the lands within 
Fort Pembina Military Reservation, N. Dak., by the State of 
North Dakota was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

rovides that the lands within the limits of the Fort Pembina 

lilitary Reservation, in the State of North Dakota, may be se- 
lected, at any time within one year after the passage of this act 
or the approval of the survey of the reservation by the Secretary 
of the Interior, by the State of North Dakota as a part of the lands 
granted to the State under the provisions of an act to provide for 
the admission of North Dakota into the Union, approved Febru- 
ary 22, 1889; and when the lands are selected as herein provided, 
the Secretary of the Interior shall cause patents to be issued to the 
State of North Dakota. Butif the State of North Dakota shall 
select the lands, such selections shall embrace all the lands in the 
reservation in the State of North Dakota, not exceeding the amount 
of land granted the State by the enabling act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTOR OF C. M. SHAFFER, 


The bill (S. 537) for the relief of the executor of C. M. Shaffer, 
deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 7, before the word ‘“‘ hundred,” 
to strike out ‘‘ five’ and insert ‘‘four;” so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay to the executor of C. M. Shaffer, deceased, of Berkeley 
County, W. Va., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropr!- 
ated, the sum of $1,400, in full payment for rent and occupation of his ware- 
house in the town of Martinsburg, in said county and State, as a commissary 
storehouse during the war of the rebellion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add at the end of the bill the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That he is satisfied after examining the claim that said ware- 
house was actually occupied by the United States for the purpose alleged; 
and the claim shall be allowed at the rate of $50 a month for such time as it 
Was so occupied and not paid for. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 





| WAR IN CUBA. 

| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 20’clock having arrived, 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
| business, which is Senate joint resolution 26. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
| sideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a con- 
| dition of public war exists in Cuba, and that strict neutrality shall 
| be maintained. 

| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the mo- 
| tion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALk] to refer the joint 
| resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations, on which the 
| Senator from Illinois aa Masoy] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, that we may have a fair under- 
| standing as to the pending joint resolution, I desire briefly to 
| state its contents. As I understand it, itis Senate joint resolu- 
| tion No. 26, Order of Business on the Calendar 59. I desire to 
call the attention of the Senate to the fact that it was introduced 
on the ist day of April, and on the 6th of April it was placed on 
the Calendar. 

The provisions of the joint resolution are, simply: 

Resolved, etc., That a condition of public war exists between the Govern- 
ment of Spain anda government proclaimed and for some time maintained 
by force of arms by the people of Cuba, and that the United States of Amer- 
| ica shall maintain a strict neutrality between the contending powers, ac- 
| cording to each all the rights of belligerents in the ports and territory of the 


| United States. 

| One of the interesting things to be discussed might be the “ state 
of the art,” as we call it in the law business, of this particular res- 
olution. It will be the ‘state of the art” of polite delay, to take 
the place of the old-fashioned game we used to call filibustering. 
Some of our distinguished friends in the minority have delayed ac- 
tion day after day upon the pending joint resolution upon one pre- 
tense after another, although long before I took my seat in this 
Chamber the people of the United States had expected this body to 
speak upon this question. Day after day the people have heard 
for the past month the voice of eloquent Senators saying what 
must be done in this great cause. 

Day after day the papers have been full of the announcement 
that this country was at last to speak, and that the barbarities 
inflicted by the Spaniard on the Cuban were to have some rebuke 
at least in the Senate of the United States. The rules of the 
Senate, to which we all bow with such graceful dignity, have 
permitted this gentlemanly filibuster to continue until there is 
to-day no guaranty that the voice of the people will be heard 
here, or that there is to be any protest from the American people, 
either in the legislature or by the Executive, against the sale of 
ee, the murder of children, and the barbarities that the Spaniard 
calls ‘* war.” 

That is the state of the art. 

But I want to say to my colleagues now, at the opening of the 
discussion that I shall be indulged in, I am not going to deal in 
| technicalities. I am not going to dwell long on international law. 
| Every student of international law knows that it is made by force 
| and that there is no barbarity of all the past that did not find its 
precedent in international law. International law is as flexible 
as time, as changeable as everything else in the earth. 

I am not studied much in the use of language. I much believe 
in the old-fashioned definition that language is the means of com- 
municating thought. I have not yet learned to appreciate the 
modern diplomatic definition that language is the means of con- 
cealing thought. Iam here to say as a Republican, I am bere to 
carry out the pledges of my party in convention assembled, that 
there is no question before the American people so much de- 
manded by the hearts of the intelligent Christian people of this 
country as the demand made upon us here and now that we shall 
lift our voices and our hands in defense of liberty in the Island 
of Cuba. Day after day has passed, Mr. President, but no vote 
has been had. No one in this body doubts the reason why. A 
ae of us favor the measure, but the majority can not 
control. 

The Executive, that splendid American citizen, has been some- 
what criticised, I think by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stew- 
ART], upon some of his ideas upon silver; for there is no discus- 
sion so sacred that will not invite the question if there is the 
jingle of a 10-cent piece on the carpet. He criticises our Presi- 
dent upon his position on the financial question. Some of the 
other friends have been inclined to praise him on account of other 
things. Iam here neither to praise nor to criticise the President. 
it is enough for me to know that in the most exciting political 
campaign this country has ever seen, amidst the heat of battle 
and the dust and noise, William McKinley's name, his splendid 
character, his beautiful life, was like a pillar of fire by night that 
led us to the greatest victory we have known in modern times, for 
an honest currency and for protection to the industries of the 
country. Ido not and I shall not criticise him for the delay. I 
trust his judgment even though I may differ with him. I reserve 
the right to express my opinion and to cast my vote upon this 
question when the hour shall come. 
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And to prove to you, Mr. President, and to my colleagues upon 
this floor, that the hour has come, let me read to you the message 
of yesterday. What is it that we contend for in the joint resolu- 
tion? Namely, that there is a state of war, and that we will agree 
to keep hands off and give every side fair play; to let the insur- 
gents come into this country as well as the Spaniards. Here is 
the proof of the necessity of the pending joint resolution, in the 
communication made yesterday by the President of the United 
States. I desire toread but a part of it. The President says: 

The agricultural classes haye been forced from their farms into the 
est towns, where they are without work or money. 

Who forced them from their farms? Was ittheinsurgents? If 
go, then there is war by the confession of the document itself. 
Was it the Spaniards who forced 800 American citizens away 
from a chance to eat bread in the sweat of their own face? Then 
if there is not war, there ought to be, and with us. Eight hundred 
American citizens driven from their homes, starving and un- 
sheltered; yet friends upon this floor say, “* We do not think there 
is much of a war.” 
these American citizens from their homes? 
way or the other. 
you admit the insurgent is strong enough to make war. If they 
were driven away by the Spaniard, you ought to be man enough 
to stand up and give heart and courage to the struggling people 
of Cuba and to defend American citizens, not alone with a piece 
of bread, but, if need be, with bayonets and a ‘‘ Long Tom.” 

I call your attention, Mr. President, to another part of this 
message. I voted forit. I had no desire to antagonize that reso- 
lution in order to pass this resolution, which I think more impor- 
tant. It was half aloaf better than none. Let me read you fur- 
ther on in this same message: 

The local authorities of the several towns, however kindly disposed, are 


unable to relieve the needs of their own people and are altogether powerless 
to help our citizens. 


What is the matter with our citizens in Cuba? 


near- 


Stand by them one 


They are hun- 


gry in a state of peace, in a land flowing with milk and honey, | army says he has no compromise to make? 
, : ‘ , ? | taxed and robbed until there is no place | 
gifts of God Almighty to cover yourself and feed yourself, and | 


where all you have to do is to put your hand out and gather the 


yet we are told by the people who say there is no war that they 
need means to provide them with the things they need to eat. 
Again I say, Who prevents it? Isit the insurgent? Then there is 
war. Isit the Spaniard? Then there ought to be war. 

I will read one more sentence from this document, which proves 
the necessity of the passage of the joint resolution under consid- 
eration: 

The latest report of Consul-General Lee estimates six to eight hundred 
Americans are without means of support. 

How did it happen, Mr. President? American citizens there 
investing their money, tying their life and their futures with the 
future of Cuba. How did it happen that six or eight hundred of 
them, known to the consul-general, are out of food and out of 
employment? 

It is desirable that a part of the sum which may be appropriated by Con- 
P= should, in the discretion of the Secretary of State, also be used for the 
transportation of American citizens who, desiring to return to the United 
States, are without means to do so. 

Eight hundred starving Americans in the Island of Cuba, and 
we boasting of the right of an American to go anywhere in the 
world! And now we stand in this position: Instead of demand- 
ing protection of the Spaniard alike with the insurgent for Amer- 
ican citizens, we say: ‘‘ Please, Mr. Spaniard, we do not mind 
‘your killing the Cuban women and children; we do not mind 
your selling the daughters of the insurgent to the lustful sensu- 
ality of the Spanish army, but, oh, please, kind Mr. Spaniard, 


‘with the gentle, insinuating stiletto, let us take a little of Ameri- | 


can bread to give to our poor, starving Americans in your peace- 
able island; and then, if they want to, please let us bring them 
jhome, that we can protect them under our flag.” {Manifestations 
of applause in the galleries. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. MASON. And yet there is no warin Cuba! If the non- 
combatant is starving to death, what is the combatant doing? If 
the American citizens, 800 in one place, are being driven like dogs 
and swine into a herd, and the Spanish Government, refusing to 
feed them, compels us to send from our store, in the name of God, 
if it is not war, what is it? 

The joint resolution we passed was this: 

That the sum of $50,000 be, and the same is et appropriated, out of any 


money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the relief of suffering 
‘American citizens in the Island of Cuba, said money to be expended at the 


tion and under the direction of the consul-general of the United States 
at Habana. 


Suffering American citizens! Do we meanto give notice to the 


world that Coxey’s army has moved down to the Island of Cuba— | 


that they are tramps—or do you mean to say by the resolution 
that passed yesterday that 800 American citizens, as good as you 


or I, entitled to the same defense under our flag as you or I, are | tion? 


suffering because the brute in command of the island drives them 
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Answer me, then, the question, Who drove | 


If they were driven away by the insurgent, | 


| taxed. 
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like dogs away from the place where they can supply their daily 
needs? We are so tender and so fearful of injuring the delicate 
feelings of the Spanish minister that we are willing to hu it 
our citizens and feed them with the hand of rity, and 
Senate of the United States says thereis n LVS 
so, and a minority of this body is always the S the United 


States. [Lauchter. ] 

Mr. President, | only want one mi ipo 
what brought about this condition of fairs | 
every gentleman upon this floor Those people suff 
our fathers suffered in 1770 and on until v 
the yoke of England—that lovely 


: 
feats 
old m r count 


we owe so much, as my eloquent friend from Marviand savs Ye 
we do owe her a great deal, but, thank God. we settled a 
it at Bunker Hill. Laughter There may ha been a ’ 
balance in her favor, but we settled that by our votes h w 
the past two weeks. 
TAXATION WITHOUT RI ENTATION 
The very moment that a Cuban baby comes from the womb of 


a Cuban mother that baby is taxed 
cradle, its very swaddling clothe 


el £ 
nont or the 


irri «i to the church 


When it is ta 
saretaxed. C 


to be christened, the very benediction of God is taxed—not by a 
kind of a tariff tax, Brother MILLS, but a tax to go toward keep 
ing the Spaniard in idleness and lazy luxury. They are taxed 


from the cradle to the grave. When the ger 
the altar, she is taxed, if she has not been be 
brute of a Spaniard. 

Revolution after revolution came up, and when the insurgents 
had about won the prize the Spaniard, with that simple diy 
macy—they are always diplomatic—with which they have always 
convinced the insurgents in revolution after revolution, persuaded 


, + 1 a 
om takes his bride to 


store sacrificed to some 


diplo- 


| them if they would only lay down their arms they would be bet 


ter treated. Ten years at one time they stayed out. This time 
they have been out two years. Is it wonderful, Mr. President, is 
it at all surprising, that to-day the brave leader of the insurgent 
The Cubans have been 
but death and starvation, 
After the boy married the girl and went into business he was 
The sign over his door was taxed. The Spaniard found 
that was not enough, and pnt a tax upon each letter of his sign. 
They taxed his clerks, his amount of business, and stopped only 
when their grinding exactions threatened to crush out his life, 
and thus put an end to extortion. The native-born Cuban, up to 
some two years ago, could not even teach school in his own baili 
wick, and has never been permitted to hold any office of honor or 
trust. Some of their children came to our schools. They heard 
the music of Yankee Doodle, and they took back to their insurgent 
father and brother the story of Bunker Hill, and they have begun 
to demand their right—their right to govern themselves 

Let me say to you, Mr. President, whether we shall sit silent 


| on and on; whether we shall continue, in this dignified body, to 


be silent when all the people ask us to speak; whether the United 
States shall do its duty or not, under the providence of God, Cuba 
shall be free. There shall be no slave on the continent where our 
flag floats. {Manifestations of applause in the galleries. | 

My friend from Maryland yesterday asked the question: ‘* Where 
is the Cuban government?” I am going to ask the Secretary to 
read a statement which will take but two minutes. I propose to 
give my authority—Mr. Decker, one of those newspaper men who" 
like to deal in fiction when they run short of facts, as my brother 
said, which I do not agree with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Sewet. in the chair). The 
Secretary will read as requested, in the absence of objection. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


CUBAN GOVERNMENT 


Salvador Cisneros, President of the Republic of Cuba, has his headquar 
ters, witha full cabinet of officers (and has coutinuously maintained it th ‘ 
within 2 miles of Cubitas. Cubitas a Spanish fortified town in the 
province of Puerto Principe. and about ™ miles northwest of Puerto Prin 
cipe, the capital of that province t isto the east of the trocha. In Janu 


ary last President Cisneros and his cabinet ec ed the trocha and j a 
Gomez and remained with him until the end of February, when, at Gomez’ 
suggestion, he again crossed the trocha and returned to his headquarte: 
Gomez remarking: *‘ You know you are perfectly safe there They have 
constitution, a code of civil law, a code of m 
ing law, and an electoral law 
Under that law twenty-four delegates are now being elected to a central 
congress which is to convene September 2, 1807, for th 
President and for the transaction of such other busin 


military law, a military recruit 


@ pur} of electing a 
ness as ma} yme before 


it. Theisland is divided into districts, which are again divided into prefe« 

tures, and these into subprefectures. These prefects and subprefects are 
administering civil government according to the civil code. They also actas 
commissaries for the army and as postal officers. A very perfect and efficient 


postal service is in operation. Mr. Karl Decker, wh 
statements, having just come from a two months’ sojourn with Gomez and 
the Cuban patriots, wrote and mailed through this insurgent postal serv 
a letter to Consul General Lee at Habana detailing the death of Mr. ©: 

and started for Habana the same day. His letter reached Habana six days 
before he did. 


Mr. WELLINGTON. Will the Senator allow me one 





»is anthority for the 


ques- 


Mr. MASON. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. WELLINGTON. I wish to ask the Senator whether that 
is the kind of information the Senate of the United States is to 
accept as to the existence of a government in the Island of Cuba? 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, when struggling humanity can 
only speak through its best methods; when the insurgent is sur- 
rounded by the Spaniard, who sells his daughter and murders his 
boy; when American correspondents of the newspapers go into 
the forests to find the news, and when the Spaniard covers every 
port of entry on the Island of Cuba, we should, in the name of 
humanity, take the best we can get and be satisfied with that. If 
this account should overstate the facts; if it be not true that 
they have an election; if it be not true that they have a capital, 
we do know this: The wealth of a nation is not measured by the 
capitol dome; the wealth of humanity is not measured by the 
money in the banks or the miles of railroad, and if the govern- 
ment of struggling Cuba to-day holds its capital under the trees, 
with nothing but God and the stars for a shelter, I am for that 
government just the same. [Manifestations of applause in the 
galleries. | 

The information, of course, has not been conveyed by an am- 
bassador nor other representative of the insurgent government, 
for none is here: he has not yet been received by our Executive; 
we have not yet declared that such government exists, and the 
effort to day is, upon the information we have, to lend a helping 
hand to this extent, by acknowledging their belligerent rights and 
giving the insurgents who fight for liberty the same right to buy 
our wheat, the same right to buy our corn, and the same right to 
buy our guns that the Spaniard has in our open markets. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, in addition 
to the testimony given by Mr. Karl Decker, I hold in my hand 
Document No. 19, published by the Senate, which shows the ab- 
solute existence of a government in the Island of Cuba, and not 
only that, but gives the constitution of the Republic of Cuba and 
certain laws which have been passed. Perhaps the Senator has 
overlooked the existence of this document. 

Mr. MASON. I had heard of the document, but have never 
seen it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. (I think it would be well for the Senator 
from Maryland to see it. 

Mr. MASON. ‘A government on paper,” says the Senator 
from Maryland. That is more than Washington had at Valley 
Forge. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. MASON. I will give you pardon, but that is true. 
[ Laughter. | 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I deny it. 

Mr. MASON. Ido not care what you deny; it is true. 

Mr. WELLINGTON, Oh, but stick to facts. Mr. President, I 
insist upon having fairness in this discussion. It is not neces- 
sary to go outside of the truth and start in upon fiction. You 
know, sir, and J know, that when Washington was at Valley 
Forge he had a government back of him. He had a government 
back of him before he went to Valley Forge. We know very 
well that when Washington was at Valley Forge it was the 
darkest hour of the Revolution. It is true that he was then sur- 
rounded*by his Continentals, barefooted, hatless, ragged, and torn, 
but back of them there was a government, back of them was a 
Continental Congress, which had appointed Washington to be 
the Commander in Chief of that army. The Senator very well 
knows it. Let us be fair in this discussion. So far as Iam con- 
cerned, lam willing to stand by fairness, but I will not be mis- 
represented upon the floor of the Senate. I will not have Amer- 
ican history falsified upon the floor of the Senate for the benefit 
of even the Cuban insurgents. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, Iam extremely surprised that my 
friend should get excited. I made thestatement that Washington 
at Valley Forge had a paper government, and it was a paper gov- 
ernment. That paper wasnot worthacontinentaldamn. {[{Laugh- 
ter.] The money of your Government was not worth more than 
waste paper in the markets of the world, and you would not have 
had the power at Valley Forge to stem the incoming tide of the 
English if it had not been for Lafayette and public sentiment that 
came to our relief from all over the world. We propose now to 
give to Cuba what Lafayette gave to Washington at Valley Forge. 
[Applause in the galleries. | 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr. President, one question more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Maryland will 
suspend a moment. Occupants of the galleries are reminded that 
they occupy their seats by the courtesy of the Senate, and any 
infringement of the rules of the Senate which require order will 
necessitate having the galleries cleared by the Presiding Officer. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr. President, Iam sure that my friend 
the Senator from Illinois is carried away by his sympathy for 
Cuba into making statements that will not be verified by written 
history. He knows when Washington was at Valley Forge there 
stood back of him not only a central Government under the Con- 
tinental Congress, but there was back of that Continental Congress 
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thirteen State governments which had been built upon the colo- 
nies which formed the United States of America. He knows full 
well that there were thirteen colonies that had been formed into 
States by the will of the people on each and every occasion. His- 
tory will tell that the State of Maryland had been formed, and 
that the governor of Maryland, a civil officer of that State, sent 
the first regiment that left the Southern colonies to go to the as- 
sistance of Massachusetts in the great Revolutionary struggle— 
the Alieghany Riflemen, from my own section of the State. The 
Senator must know this. 

I want to emphasize, sir, here and now, that there is not in Cuba 
to-day, and there never has been since the beginning of this re- 
bellion or revolution, such a government as you can look to, 
There have been no jury trials, and you know that. Sir, there is 
not in existence there anywhere, in a province orin a central port, 
any government whatsoever that can be so denominated accord- 
ing to law. 

Let us befair. Letusdiscussthis. I know Iam here in defense 
of a proposition that does not seem to be popular in the country 
to-day. I am willing to wait for vindication, because I am for 
my country and its best interests. 

Mr. GALLINGER. You will wait forever. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. The Senator says we can wait forever, 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; you will wait forever, I say. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. No; Lam not going to wait forever. 

Mr. GALLINGER. You will die waiting. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. No; I am not going to die at present, 
a) Oh, no; but if you are in favor of liberty and free- 

om, I will tell you how you can best get it for Cuba, and how 
you can best get it for all the countries around you—make repub- 
ican institutions respectable, say when there is a republic that 
there shall be back of it conservatism and law. 

I am proud of my country, and I do not intend to be placed ina 
false position upon this matter. I am as much an American as is 
the Senator from Dlinois. I believein liberty as much as he does. 
I believe in the flag of the country as much as he does, and when 
it comes to waving the American flag I can do that as well as he 


an. 

But that is not the question. We are now discussing as to 
whether it is best that the United States of America should recog- 
nize the belligerency of Cuba. In my humble opinion, it is not 
best to do so, and for that reason I have taken the position that I 
took yesterday. One thing I did accomplish yesterday. It seems 
to have stirred up the gentlemen on the other side. It seems to 
have brought to the fore and front this morning the Senator from 
Illinois. It has brought him so far that he has left the land of 
truth back of him and is wandering in the land of romance and 
fiction created by himself. Unfortunately, that isnot good ground 
to stand upon when you go into international questions. It is not 
a question of what the sympathies of this people may be, but it is 
a question, and a great question, to know as to what the effect will 
be upon the United States of America. 

Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, the applause of the 
galleries or their hootings and laughter make but very little differ- 
ence tome. Iam here to carry out for the State I represent the 
feeling and sentiment I have and what I believe to be just, honest, 
and correct, and for the best interests of my country. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, the statement of fact by my col- 
league from Maryland that he will not die is quite sufficient to 
gratify my most sanguine hopes. I hope it is true, but it is like 
some of his other statements in regard to the provisiohal or the 
present government of Cuba. This docnment, reported by the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], and the papers accompany- 
ing the report submitted by Hon. J. D. Cameron from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations of the United States Senate on Decem- 
ber 21, 1896, on a joint resolution acknowledging the independence 
of Cuba, gives a full statement of the officers of that government; 
it shows what part of the island is under their control, and shows 
how they collect their taxes. 

It is conceded that we gained our independence with hut 3,000,- 
000 of inhabitants. In the Island of Cuba to-day ther: are a mil- 
lion and a half at least: but the Senator would measure in his 
scales of justice and equity the divine question of liberty by mere 
questions of numbers. It follows, therefore, that if 3,000,000 
Americans were entitled to liberty, a million and a half of Cubans 
are only entitled to 50 per cent of liberty. [Laughter. } 

Here is their government. There is a report made by a com- 
mittee before you and I became statesmen [laughter], before we 
took the oath of office at that desk and began to draw our salaries 
with great regularity [laughter]—speaking for myself. There is 
the report; there is the evidence, The Senator speaks of the great 
duty of the United States Senate. I call his attention to a pub- 
lication in this morning’s newspapers. I know, from the state- 
ment of the Senator and from many of my colleagues, that a news- 
paper statement is like a gentle breeze against the great Rock of 
Gibraltar; but here is the breeze, here is a petition signed by the 
leading merchants of the great cities in your country and mine, 
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Let me read you just one line of it. Let me show to the Senator 
that the Republican party was right in its convention platform 
when it said the great question to be settled in the future was to 
recognize belligerency and declare the independence of the Island 
of Cuba. You were elected on that platform, and so was Il. The 
President of the United States accepted that platform in every 
detail, was elected on that platform, and I am here to stand by 
that platform while I continue on the pay rolls. (Laughter. | 

The subscribers to this memorial, citizens of the United States, doing 
business as bankers, merchants, manufacturers, steamship owners, and 
agents in the cities of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Savannah, 
Charleston, Jacksonville, New Orleans, and other places, and also other citi- 
zens of the United States, who have been for many years engaged in the ex- 
ort and import trade with the Island of Cuba, finding that their several 
nterests are suffering severely from the long continuance of the struggle 
now going on in the Island of Cuba. 


Oh, there is no struggle there. They are mistaken. They have 
not been informed so officially by the Spanish minister in Wash- 
ington. Every merchant who signed this petition was probably a 
common-sense American citizen. He did not have to wait to be 
notified officially that his cargoes could not go in or come ont at 
the ports of entry. He did not need a telegram from the descend- 
ants of Queen Isabella that he could not do business in the State 
of New York and in the Island of Cuba. This1s their petition. It 
is too long to read in full. 

The magnitude of the American commerce with the Island of Cuba is read- 
ily shown by citing the volume of our trade with thatisland for the three 
years 1893, 1894, and 189. in each of which years the value of our imports from 
Cuba exceeded $75,000,000. Our exports to Cuba ranged in value from $25,000,- 
000 to $30,000,000 a year during there years, and had been even greater in pre- 
vious years, during the reciprocity treaty of the United States with Spain. 

When you read it you can see we have some financial and com- 
mercial interests in this little island as well as the sentiment that 
my friend likes to talk about—that sentiment, that splendid sen- 
timent which is not moved at the saleof women and children, but 
that sentiment that brings tears to the eye at the thought of the 
great-great-great-grandmother who pawned her jewels tor Colum- 
bus to cross the ocean. [Laughter.] Yes; she did. We have 
done her a’) the honors we can, and to her memory. It is not 
against Isabel!a; but let me call the Senator's attention to the fact, 
in passing, that the Spaniard in 1492 was a Spaniard and a Span- 
iard true. She sent Columbus across the water, risking her 
money against his life, to find gold for the queen; but when he 


could not produce the thing that the Spaniard wanted he put him | 


in irons, and he died a pauper, and he is not buried in Spanish 
soil, thank God! who doeth all things well. 

I am not familiar with the practice of the Senate, but I am grow- 
ing somewhat familiar with some of its practices. [Laughter.] 
I desire, if it is proper, to save the time of the Senate, that this 
splendid petit'on, containing names of leading merchants in the 
great cities of New York, Philadelphia, and in Bethlehem, Pa., St. 
Louis, signers in Boston, signers in New Orleans, signers in Mo- 
bile, signers in Pensacola, Fla., signers in Brunswick, Ga., and so 
on to the end of the chapter—I shall be pleased, if it is proper 
(and if it is not, I shall ask the Secretary to read it, so that it may 
go into the REcorD, not all the names to encumber the REcorD), 
thatit be printed in the RecorD, so that the Senators of the United 
States may know what the business men of this country think of 
this proposition. that the time has come that America should 
defend her own in the Island of Cuba. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will suggest to the honorable Senator, if he 
will allow me, that he print that document as an appendix to his 
remarks, and put in all the names. 

Mr. MASON. Lask unanimous consent to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the doc- 
ument will be printed in the RecorpD, as suggested. 

Mr. MASON. Speaking again of the government of Cuba, I 
have here a half dozen newspapers printed there; in the woods, 
they say. Ican not readthem. I can not even tell the dates. I 
have only the word of the gentleman who gave me them, and be- 
cause I happen to be a Senator of the United States I do not think 
I ought te get so far on top of the Capitol that 1 can not receive 
cominon, ordinary, intelligent communications. The Spanish min- 
ister has not sent with his seal the statement that that [indicat- 
ing] is a Cuban paper, but I believe it and you believe it. 

It is common sense we are after. 
friends on the other side seek to avoid. I want it understood here 
now, as [ present this petition from the merchants and the busi- 
ness men of these great cities, that it finds echo in every hamlet 
among the people where I live. During the political campaign 
just closed, during the great struggle for supremacy of the two 
great parties, I felt the pulse of thousands of people. There are 
no Senate rules among the people. In Illinois, if they do not like 
‘what you say they say so, and if they do, they let you know it. 

_ In linois, from Cairo to Dunleith. 400 miles of the best State 
in the Union, the plain people there, as well as the merchants, 
im response to the proposition that the Cubans should be free, 
agreed with one acclaim whenever it was mentioned; and, while 
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| to-day the people are waiting with bated breath and financial 
| affairs are based upon our action on the tar : 
deep undertone of the conscience of th» Christian people of this 
| country they say, ‘‘ Let us have freedom in Cuba. Let the Span- 
iard go back to his own land, and let us have no slaves upon our 
continent.” 





iff, when you get at the 


Not that alone makes me make this plea. My friend the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON] understands that | appre- 
ciate and honor him for his convictions,and La c<ind and 
generous hands only the same consideration I give tohim. I[ have 
not called names. Ishall not indulge in that, : . 





mit it. You can call jingo as long as you like. 

jingo as longas you please. Patrick Henry was a jingoist accord- 

| ing to the definition of the gentlemen who are trying to keep the 

| insurgents in Cuba. Every man who had rather fight than to buy 
peace at the dishonor of his wife or his child has been called 
jingo from the days of early republhes until now. 

I am for the liberty, for the independence of Cuba on a better 
and broader ground, I propose such action as shall secure for 
that island and for ourselves a better environment, not only for 
trade or commerce, not at all for the extension of territory—and 
that is the difference between the ordinary English lawmaker and 
ourselves. A friend of mine who was entertained at a dinner in 
London within three months related to me that when one of the 

| great officers of the English navy sail, *‘ We are as ready as ever 
to extend English trade with the English navy,” the merchants of 
London jumped into their chairs and put their napkins above 
their heads. That is not the sentiment cf the American citizen. 
Nineteen hundred years we have professed to follow the Nazarene, 
It is not the sentiment that comes from an American conscience, 
I would not extend our trade one dollar nor sell one pound of Amer- 
ican corn at the point of a bayonet. I would not steal the Island 
of Cuba, nor seck the acquisition of territory by force—which is 
another name for grand larceny—and I would not put the Ameri- 
can flag in Hawaii or Cuba, or on the smallest island of the sea, to 
add glory to the flag, without the consent of the poorest inhab- 
itant who lived in that island. That is the difference. I do not 
want Cuba. Iam not praying for annexation. Ihope I have one 
glimpse of the divine thought that was in Lincoln's mind when, 
| driving along one day, he saw a struggling bug upon its back and 
got out of the carriage and with his cane turned the insect to its 
feet, and when he got back he said, * Well, I have given him a 
show, an equal show with all the other bugs.” [Laughter. |] 

I wish to give Cuba an equal show. She is not getting it to-day, 
You are keeping it from her. To-day Spain can come into your 
market and buy every gun you have to sell, if she has the money, 
| Last night a little band started out to cross the water to take guns 
and ammunition and dynamite to the insurgents. We watched 
it like hawks. We have filled our prisons with them. We are 
paying taxes to-day to keep native Cubans from going back to fight 
for their own country; and this 1s America, and this is the United 
States Senate! 

Equal before the law is the demand of the joint resolution. 
Equal rights of belligerency—that is all that is asked for in the 
joint resolution by the Senator who has offered it—not preference, 
not help to the insurgents, but simply to give them a chance, one 
struggling chance, to come to our shores and with their money 
buy our goods. Whenyou doit, when the sanctity of law is above 
it, in the providence of God there is a Lafayette in this country—I 
do not know his name, but somewhere among men who have 
grown weary of worshiping the millions some American will 
have told to him by his boy the story of Lafayette, and he will 
build the ship if the Government refuses to do so. He will bring 
ships, he will furnish the courage to the insurgents, he will stand 
for equal rights before the law; and all we ask is this simple propo- 
sition, that hereafter when the Cuban government, so called, offers 
to buy in our markets, offers to set sail from our ports, we will 
treat her exactly as we do the Spanish Government. 

We hesitate because of an ancient barnacle known as interna- 
tionallaw—Presidential prerogative, Congressional jurisdiction 
and we iningle words with the divine principles of liberty, forget- 
ting for the time that we come from the great liberty-loving peo 
| ple of all the world. 

Mr. President, I was going to read extracts from what purported 
to be instructions of the Assistant Secretary of State to one of our 
consuls in Cuba. Most of you are familiar with them. I do not 
| believe it is fair to put into the Recorp those statements when 

the gentleman is said to deny them. ‘The only denial I see is in 
the press this morning, which says that the State Departmentsays 
that Mr. Rockhill never sent any such letters. 
herefore it is but fair to him, it is but fair to myself, and but 
| fair to the cause I represent, not to quote those things and make 
| them a part of the Recorp. It is charged; he denies it; the proof 
jis not here. I leave it with his conscience, but I call his atten- 
| tion to one fact: In the communication yesterday received from 
the Executive Mansion, the facts of which were furnished to the 
| President, presumably from the State Department, it is stated 
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that ‘‘official information from our consuls in Cuba establishes 
the fact that a large number of Americans,” etc. When did this 
gentleman get that information to furnish the Executive? Let 
him answer the people and through the press to-morrow. He 
says he never told a United States consul to shade a report; he 
never told him to mark it ‘‘ confidential” to keep the Senate from 
etting it. 
: Let him make answer through the press and over his name 
to-night or to-morrow, if he will. When, Mr. Rockhill, did you 
get the information that you sent to the Senate that 800 American 
citizens are starving in Cuba? Did you get it yesterday? Did 
you getit lastnight? Did you get itlastmonth? You know what 
we know. Let him answer. He may deny, if he will, directing 
the United States consuls to withhold reports, but he can no 
deny, and show the file mark of his office upon the proposition 
that we believe to be true, that for days and months he has had 
yossession of that information and that it never went to the 
Rescue until Saturday. 

One word, Mr. President, and I shall conclude. My good friend 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON], who is always in 
earnest and always good-natured, and who wrested the great 
State he represents from the fallacies of free silver and free trade, 
seemed to think yesterday, and has intimated to-day, that no 
newspaper reports can be relied upon. My rule in that regard is 
this: When they speak well of me, I am sure it is true, and if they 
speak ill, everybody knows it is false. [Laughter.] So we are 
very apt to act, I admit, when we read these reports from Cuba in 
the newspapers. When they do not happen to fit his idea of inde- 
pendence, beiligerency, he can not a believe them, and I 
can not help believing them. It is the way we are made. 

But as to his general statement in regard to them, he never 
means to be unfair, but he was. Chicago had a reporter on the 
field of a three-days engagement in Cuba. Charles Crosby was 
killed in the Island of Cuba. He was not there to write ro. 
mances. He was there to furnish the great, throbbing 70,000,000 
of people with news, news of struggling Cuba; to puta light upon 
the watch tower of the liberty-loving people of America that they 
might know whether liberty was dead or whether on this con- 
tinent the slave should still be held. Crosby was not a romancer. 
He answered to his profession with his life. Of ten of the corre- 
spondents of the United States newspapers who have gone to Cuba, 
five have left their lives there. Fifty per centof the ten we know. 
Four are dead, one of them is standing to-day in the shadow of 
the grave, and yet, going into a climate that is dangerous, going 
into the very field of battle, as the old war correspondents used 
to do in 1860 to 1865, they have stood where the fight was hot, and 
no man who carried a gun earned more honor in many a field than 
the brave newspaper lad who sent the news, sent home tidings of 
victory for the Union flag. 

I insist that while newspaper reports are often conflicting, often, 
it may be, exaggerated, [ insist that after eighteen months of 
repeated statements, after eighteen months of conflicting news— 
not conflicting upon one proposition—after eighteen months of 
regular reports from the scene of conflict, it is time for gentlemen 
to say we have got to accept the newspaper reports. There is no 
contradicting it. I do not deny the fact that they are often en- 

arged upon, but I do say that the best means of information we 

have comes from that source, and I am sure my distinguished 

friend did not mean, in the heat of his argument, to cast a reflec- 

tion upon a class of men whose profession is as honorable as his 

or mine, and more laborious, involving much more suffering, 

God knows, to that class of them certainly who have to sit in the 
liery at about $40 a week and listen to the speeches we make on 
is floor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Illinois permit an 
observation? 

Mr. MASON. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. As I remember the matter, Mr. Crosby, 
the correspondent of the Chicago newspaper, lost his life while he 

as on the field observing a battle between the Spanish and Cuban 

orees. Is that correct? 

Mr. MASON. Yes,sir. Hestood within 6 feet of the insurgent 

neral. He was shot by a sharpshooter. It is the first time I 

ave ever known a Chicago newspaper man to get the worst of 

t. [Laughter.] He always gets the news and never gets hurt; 
ut this brave boy, who was reporting for one of our Chicago 
dailies, was struck here endiontin ] and the bullet came out there 
[indicating], and he fell, mortally wounded. He was a news- 
r man, not a writer of fiction. 
r.GALLINGER. Yet we seem to be hesitating, and some 
Senators are declaiming against our acknowledging a state of 
war in Cuba. They say it does not exist. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, one word and I shall be through. 
Iam sorry to have taken so lo I have felt that I wanted to 
yote upon this question, and following my tform, every line 

which I read and a part of which I wish to insert in my speech, 

intend to vote upon this question if it takes all summer. 








My friend says that the four years of depression came from @ 
lack of confidence in Europe. It istruetoacertain extent. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I beg the Senator’s pardon, if he will 
a me right here again. Iam sure he does not want to be 
unfair. 

Mr. MASON. Not at all. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I said it arose from a lack of confidence 
both among ourselves and in European countries. 

Mr. MASON. Allright. I will accept the amendment. Still 
he has not told it all. It came from the widespread dissatisfac- 
tion and distrust; but it came principally because the money of the 
country would not circulate among the arteries of trade. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Why was that? 

Mr. MASON. Because of the passage of the bill that encour- 
aged Americans to give labor to foreigners when it should have 
been given to the American people. You preached that doctrine 
from every stump in Maryland, and believe it as well as I do. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Certainly. I merely wished to empha- 
size the fact of the lack of confidence. 

Mr. MASON. Yes; but it was not produced by anything wo 
had done by way of demanding our rights among the nations of 
the world. Fear of Europe! Afraid of war! He suggested how 
gunboats would clean our frontier. 

Mr. President, if we did not have a ship in the world, if every 
gun was melted into a plowshare, if every bayonet was buried, if 
every ship we ever had was sunk in the middle of the sea, there is 
no nation in the world, much less Spain, that would ever dare 
= _ colors or invade American soil. [Applause in the gal- 

eries. 

Here is my doctrine at St. Louis. Its location was a trifle bad. 
[Laughter.] ‘Cuba” is the heading. Iam reading to you, my 
colleagues upon this floor, the platform I submitted to the intelli- 
gent people of Illinois as a reason why McKinley should be Presi- 
dent and I or someother good Republican should be Senator from 
that State. I read it, and I want every gentleman on this side of 
the Chamber to remember, and those of you who have changed 
your minds, say so when you help to filibuster against the joint 
resolution. Oh, filibuster isa harsh word! It jars upon the sensi- 
tive minds and the delicate touch of those of us who are popular in 
Spanish quarters, but filibuster is the word. You have indulged 
in it with a grave and gentle smile. You have kept from a vote 
with a filibuster, covered with a masked face and kid gloves, but 
I give you notice that when you get a filibuster from Illinois there 
will be no mask, there will be no kid gloves. It will be a straight 
filibuster from the start to the finish. 

— is my platform that I was pledged to when I came here: 
** Cuba.” 

You remember how the great hallrang. The great, struggling, 
liberty-loving people of the world said: ‘‘At last the Republican 

arty is on the high road to success. McKinley, sure! Liberty 

or Cuba will come.” The Republican party spoke, and from the 
days of Lincoln to the days of McKinley it has never stepped 


backward from one plank of its platform, and it will not do so 
now. 
“Cuba!” at St. Louis when we wanted votes. [Laughter.] 


Listen, my good Republican brother. There is here no question 
of Presidential jurisdiction or Congressional jurisdiction. The 
jurisdiction of the convention decided it—the jurisdiction of the 
convention—and there never has been a convention since Lincoln 
was nominated that came closer from the hearts of the people than 
the convention at St. Louis. Hear what the jurisdiction of the 
people was. Hear the decree of a court that always has jurisdic- 
tion once in four years: 


The Government of Spain having lost control of Cuba— 
What— 
having lost control of Cuba— 


Now, as a Republican, I ask the Republicans who live upon that 
platform, have they lost control, or do you rise to the dizzy height 
of Senatorial jurisdiction and forget your promises made before 
election and in convention? 

Spain having lost jurisdiction— 
having lost control of Cuba, and being unable to protect the property or lives 
of resident American citizens— 

Wasit nottrue? Inthe name of God and the light of prophecy, 
have you read the message of McKinley? Then go back and read 
the first chapter (our platform), and see whether, in the light of 
prophecy, taking Mr. McKinley’s message, our splendid President 
and our splendid convention, it was not true. Did he not tell you 
that 800 erican citizens are starving there? Did we not tell 
you in our convention that they had so lost control of Cuba that 
they could not protect American citizens? 


Just let me read this plank: 
CUBA. 
From the h of achi their own independence the of the 
United States have —- ied Ms the struggles of ie oe 
peoples to free th ves from tion. We watch with deep 
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ana abiding interest the heroic battle of the Cuban pats against cruelty 
and oppression, and our best hopes go out for the full success « 
mine d contest for liberty. 

The Government of Spain having lost control of Cuba an 
to protect the pr: iperty or lives of resident American citiz 
with ite treaty obligations, we believe that the Government « 
States should actively use its influence and good offices to restore peace and 
give independence to the island. 









ing unable 
comply 





In convention pledged to the loaf of independence, in the hour of 
success we hesitate to give the crumbof belligerency. Iam proud 
to be a member of the party that never broke its pledge. Yes, it 
has once or twice, because the Senate was in the control of the 
minority. But from the days of Lincoln to the days of McKinley 
that party has never broken its pledge when it had the power in 
legislative bodies to fulfill it. Im your convention at St. Louis 

ledges were made by those upon this side of the Chamber. My 

istinguished friend the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lop@r} 
was on the committee to draw up the resolution, and when it was 
heard, reciprocity shook the rafters, protection set everybody to 
work with handsand feet; but when we spoke the broad, deep tone 
of liberty, when we said we remembered Valley Forge, and by the 
eternal freedom there won, by everything dear to Americans, 
the Republican party was committed to the independence of Cuba, 
the hall and the rafters rang and the people all over the whole 
United States said, “* Thank God! Amen, and amen.” 

Are you as good as your promises before election? 
lieve in the platform then? There is no one on this side of the 
Chamber who did not speak for it in all its planks, and to-day you 
stand here idle. not like Republicans, but like men who seem to 
have gone to sleep, men who seem to have forgotten the pledges 
their party made. 

Mr. 


where we do not rely altogether on newspaper reports. No one 


f the United | 


Did you be- | 


President, I had intended to read one or two instances | 
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of their deter- | 


doubts the statement of John McCullough, an American who | 


owns his own farm 20 miles east of Sagua la Grande. 
ruary, 600 refugees were upon his farm starving, sick with fever. 
He rode to the officers of the Spanish army beggimg to buy quinine 
and other medicines, and the reply was: ‘‘ Let them suffer.” Mr. 
McCullough protested in the name of humanity, and he said they 
were pacific, innocent peasants. ‘‘ But they are Cubans, are they 
not?” asked the Spaniard. Mr. McCullough said they were 
Cubans, yes. ‘Then let them die. So much the better. 
quicker the breed is extinguished the better I like it.” 

No one doubts his statement. He is not a newspaper corre- 
spondent writing friction. 
the woman who has spoken in different parts, who saw the out- 
rages in the past. 
15 or 16 years old, and stood him in a line and shot him like a dog, 
not for what he had done, but that the blood of an insurgent was 
in his veins. You remember it possibly, about the time we came 
here; when I thought I saw the grandest nation in the world 
under one roof. I saw my colleagues come in one by one. I saw 
the Representatives of the House, and recognized that here was 
the lawmaking power of the greatest nation in the world. I saw 
the Supreme Court,in its dignity and its great equipment for 
work, file in one by one, and remembered that that judiciary, in 
all the annals of the past, had never bad its character impugned 
or its reputation assailed. 

I saw the representatives of the Army and Navy come in and 
take their seats here. I saw our wives and our children in the 
galleries, and I was inspired with the thought that this is the great- 
ést nation in the world, strong in war orin peace; and at that very 
moment I remembered the Cuban boy, without a name, taken out 
the day before by the Spaniard to beshot todeath. He asked only 
one privilege, that his eyes might be uncovered, that he might 
turn his eyes to the hills from whence he came. I have been out- 
raged and shocked by the cruelties of the past, but I was inspired 
by the death of that Cuban boy, and I have been silent too long to 
carry out the wishes of the plain people who sent me here. 

I hold my commission, Mr. President, from no set of men. I 

ot my seat from noboss. Ihold my place, your equals politically, 
rough the machinations or dictations of.no machine. By the 
eternal power [ hold my commission from the people. I promised 
the people I would speak, but if I have been too long silent or too 
long speaking I shall answer to my people and my people alone. 

You know the outrages. You do not need official returns. You 
know them from the reports of women in our country who have 
seen them pass the daughters of the Cuban out of the windows as 

prey to the brutal licentiousness of the Spanish soldier, and we, 

athers of daughters, gather our children about our own hearth- 
stone and lock the outside door and say, “Am I my brother's 
keeper?” Iam my brother's keeper! Then we march back to the 
Senate of the United States, with the voices of children and women 
in our ears, innocent girls ravished and murdered by the Spanish 
soldiery, and not denied; we gather around im our dignified way 
and talk about Presidential jurisdiction, Congressional jurisdiction! 

Mr. President, no one expects war, but if to keep our promises 
with Cuba and protect her means war, let it come. If to protest 


In Feb- | 


The | 


No one doubts the statement made by | 


No one doubts that they took the Cuban boy, | 





come. [If to defend the honest daughters of brave patriots mea 
; . a 

an insult to Spain and war, in the name of God, let it « 18, and 
come quickly. Whether you sleep bound hand and foot by the 

rules of order, or whether you speak like Ainerican brave men, 

the march of the Nazarene is upon us; liberty ul ind 

the Island of Cuba, under the providence of God, sha 

APPENDIX 
BUSINESS, IMPERILED, VOICES ITS MAND FOR Pi ‘ \ 

| To the Hon. Jonun SHERMAN, Secreta State, Wi 

The subscribers to this mem i Ss 
ness as bankers, merchants, n steamship owne 
who have been for many years en t x ul 1 , 
the Island of Cuba, finding tha rs al ! ‘ ff 
from the long continuance of the stru he 
desire to present for y« ideration w 
hope that you may be able to devise measures whereby e 
the struggle between the armed fo1 in t Is ( 
tened and the sufferings and losses of your s Ly I 1 
commerce may be reestablished between the United States and the I lof 
Cuba. 

The magnitude of the American commerce with the I d of Cuba ead 
ily shown by citing the volume of our trade with t r 
1893, 1894, and 1895, In each of wl ars the value o r imports from ‘ 
exceeded $75,000,000. Our exports to Cuba ranged in value from $25,000,000 1 
$30,000,000 a year during these years, and had been even gr rin pre 
years during the reciprocity treaty of the United Btates w Spa 

The struggle in the Island of Cuba has continued for m ‘ ! 
to the serious derangement of our comn lat | 
from Cuba shrinking in value to some $3), nd I ) 
Cuba in 1896 amounting to only $7,000,000, so fz al 

Many of your subscribers, moreover, hay t ; Cuba, « r 
as property holders or holders of mortgages shape of bu 3 
credit advances, and your subscribers see these interests, al seriou 
injured, now threatened with annibilation by the continnan f astate 
affairs under which we can neither operate any business in the Island of Cuba 
with safety nor take the precautions possible in ordinary ti 
our interests. 

It appears to your subscribers that for the reasons al ited t y may 
venture to lay these facts before you most appropri: t this tir and 

| they sincerely hope that you may be inclined 1 nitude and 
importance of the American commercial int vive 
careful consideration tothe serious blow lt and 
trade by the present disturbance in Cul the exne- 
diency of taking measures which may facilitate : ut 
between the contending parties 

The restoration of peace in Cuba now, or within the esent Ss 
would probably not only rescue from destri n rs 
American citizens there at stake and serve to reesta . 
branch of our nation’s commerce, but would prevent f 
destruction of property, widespread distress, hui and fT ata 
inevitably increasing accompaniments of an armed contlict ich as has ex- 
isted for more than two years now in Cuba, 

Your subscribers especially solicit your speedy consid ‘ 
ter, desiring relief for their own large inter nvol to 
aid in securing the inestimable blessings f \ n 
of residents of the Island of Cuba now enduring u ! und 
suffering. 

The great cause of true humanity will be furthered jointly with that 
American commerce by such measures as your subscribers trust ‘ 
deem expedient at this juncture 
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degger: Sartorus & Co.; Bartram Bros ieorge B. Nun ; 
Dieckerhoff. Lafficer & Co.; Peale, Peacock & Kerr: F) & 
Co.; Flint, Eddy & Co.; H. W. Er s: H MecCor & 
Sons: Holt & Co.: Babcock & Wi x ¢ Ci re | 
Blake Manufacturing ipany;: Way id Ma 
facturing Company: Bemett Watson & ( 5. Hepw } 
Company; Colgate Hoy P. M. Dingee & & \ AY 
can Packing Company; Anderson, | e & I B 
Limited; John Sinclair & Co.; Cha E. M I I 
apo Iron Works; The Ramapo V and Foundry ¢ ' . 
Spery & Barnes; Halstead & Co.: Stevens & Benedict; W. J. 
Wilcox Lard Company; Carl D ( | Lard Company; 
Edward Rorke & ‘ ‘oab & ¢ E. George & ( 

H. A. Kessel; Hewl rhe rill & Boyd; Ma 
ning, Maxwell & Ma Tool Compa ( 
solidated Safety ! any \ Manufact: 
Company; Americar \ fube and | 
Company; Pancoastand Rogers: | r&k ( 

North Packing and Provision ( ul la M 

E. A. Ferris & C Rober & Br Toh Wa man & ¢ 
Turl'’s Sons; Robert De & ( \ H 

John A. Stewart: Mrs. N. A. Bartlett de Oviad Rot! j 
Bro.; E. Hoffman Sons: Le Blumenthal & ¢ Yc. J e, 
Hamilton & Co.; Davidson Bros.; P. Dennerlein & Son; ¢ 

& Co. 

Philadelphia: Alison Manufacturing Company; Ba I 
motive Company; E. A. Calves & ¢ H. M. Sciy & ¢ K 
Straus & Co.; L. V. Kimmig¢ & ( ‘ e & Se 
Rosenberg & Co Young & N vr be nl ‘ 

Leopold Loeb & Co.; Lewis Breme Eckerson 
Bremer Bros. & Bachen: | & | r; Sutter 
Berwin White Coal Mining Compan Robert Steel; . 
; J. B. Hamel & Co.; J.J. Bachey & Co.; W. F. Hage 
H. Bailey & Co.: Penn. Su; Refining Com] 
ia Warehou t Ss D Com} isa 
ugh Co; Tatn: Paulding; Cha: I. M ‘ 
H. D. May & Co.: J. E. Prague & Co.; George Ha 
Co.; Barker & McCall; J. L. Nicholson: J. Middlet i 
M. Stetson & Co.; Thomas Winsmore & Co.; W. J. McCahan 
Sugar Refining Company: Johnson & Higgins; Westmo and 
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against the butchery of women and children means 


war. 





























































Coal Company; J Ww Wartman & Co.: George Burghard & 
Co.; Julius Hirschberg & Bro.; J. B. Heil; Oblinger Bros. & 
Co.; Farmers’ Leaf Tobacco Company; Teller Bros.; Walker 
T. Wilson & Co.; F. Loeb & Co.; L. G. Haeusermann; N. Louis. 
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a & Bros.; B. O. Luckenbach; A. A. Luckenbach; William 

>. Stout. 

St. Louis: E. O. Standard Milling Company; Kehler Bros.; G. P. 
Clainp Milling Company; Langenberg Bros. & Co.; Brinson 
Judd Grain Company; J. Mullaly Commission Company; J. W. 
Kauffman; Dabney Carr; J. J. Schulte & Co.; A. C. Coleman 
Commission Company; Messmore, Gannett & Co.; W. B. Orth- 
wein Grain Company; Chapin & Co.; John P. Smith; R. Cleary 
Commission Company; C. B. s; E. D. White Grain Com- 

any; Wanson Commission Company; Hegel Milling Company; 
F Hallersley & Co.; W. P. Gueys & Son; J. F.Imbs & Co.; Bu- 
chanan Grain Company: Annan, Bing & Smith: Fisher Flour 
Company; Sessinghaus Milling Company: Egsers Milling Com- 
pany; D. J. Hancock; Newcomb Bros.; W. P. Howard Co.; 

Saxony Mills; H. J. Childs; W. B. Westcutt: E Beckmann & 
Co.; Bruce Commission Company; E. Begeman; Pipe Commis- 
sion Company; W. E. Beckman: Acker Goldman Commission 
Company; Bulte Commission Company; Lessea Cotton Com- 
pany; Brockmeier & Sieding: H. & L. Chase Bag Company; 
H. W. Baker Produce Company; H.C. Hollmann’s Produce 
Company; R. Hartmann & Co.; Punsten Bros. & Co.; Muth & 
Bumgard; Hellman-Godlove Mercantile Company; Hassen- 
deubel Bros. & Co.; Buxton & Skinner Stationery Compeny; 
J. E. Hall Commission Company; Block, Dean & Co.; M. Mello 
McKeen & Co.; O. A. Eberle; Geldehaus, Wulfing & Co.; Goebel 
& Wetterau; George A. Bayle: J. Hogan Printing Company; 
Charles Stiermier; Essmueller-Heyde Mill Furnishing Com- 
pany; Smith Vincent & Co.; Connor Bros. & Co.; Armstrong 
Cock Company; Bemis Bros. Bag Company; Meyer Schmidt 
Grain Company; Steinwender Steffregen Coffee Company; 
O. H. Peckham Candy Meneincteeng Capen: 

Boston: Charles B. Perkins & %o.; W. H. & C. R. Noyes; Esta- 
brook & Eaton; The 8.8. Pierce Company; I. Kaffenburgh & 
Sons; Waitt & Bond; H. Traiser & Co.; Seavers & Co. 

New Orleans: Von Meysenburgh & Co.; W. J. Sanders: Silas 
Weeks & Co.; Alex. Harns; Elder, Dempster & Co.; Knoop, 
Frerichs & Co. 

Mobile: Sullivan Timber Co.; R. F. McConnoll: Charles L. Hagar 
Richard P. Deshin: F. H. Bromberg; John J. Meyer; R. E. Wil 
son; English Mfg.Co.; A. M. Bright: J. F. Cunningham; Anson 
Arnold; Meyer Jassen & Co.; James McPhillips; G. W. Thru- 
foot; B. F. Feist; T. H. Gusnard; Martin Horst; E. W. Chris- 
tian; J. W. Bancroft; J. N. Vidmer; Christian & Croft Co.; 
H. D. Henderson; Castello & Bates Co.; 8. Richard & Son; 
Wittich Bros. & Co.; R. C. Fosdick; Chas. J. Green, jr.; Roh & 
Joenes; F. A. Goodbrad; C. W. Barnett; J. M. Smith; G. L. 
Hopkins; R. F. Neville; H. B. Williams; F. Harrison; G. H. 
Randall; R. H. Codman; J. A. Laurence; Hubbard Bros.; J. L. 
Hubbard; J. M.Walsh; W. Henderson; Jacob Bright; H. Jones; 
Thos. Sadler; Geo. Van Deusen; Geo. Shears & Co.; Jos. Jos- 
sen; Hunter, Bonn & Co.; Heuronymus Bros. 

Ponsacola, Fla.: Southern States Land and Timber Company: John 
A. Merritt & Co.; R. A. Hyer; F.O. Hows & Co.; G. B. Kaftern; 
W. L. Wittich & Co.; Scarritt Moreno; Knowles Bros.; OT? 
Co.; Rosases Bros.; J. Hilton Green; Jacob Kruger; J. W. 
Frater; Downing & Wilson; Doemus Burns; A. M. Moses & 
Co.; Henry McLoughlin; Pensacola Land and Lumber Com- 

pany; L. Le Baron; J. L. Linsard; Edwain Fox; W. E. Bing- 
1am; F. B. Haberman; A. J. Hubbard. 

Brunswick. Ga.: The Downing Company; National Bank of Bruns- 
wick; Brunswick and Florida Steamboat Company; E. H. 
Mayson, perers Charles 8. Hirsch & Co.; Cancy & Parker; 
Southern Atlantic Towing Company; Rosendo Torras; Bruns- 
wick Foundry, Machine, and Manufacturing Company. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it is not my purpose this afternoon 
to enter into a discussion of the question before the Senate. I 
hope before the debate shall be over to find an opportunity to say 
what I think of the proper policy of the United States and the 
power and jurisdiction of the Senate as affecting the great ques- 
tion of our international relations with which we have to deal. I 
shall, I suppose, retain the respect for the Constitution I have 
sworn to support which the Senator from Illinois seems to despise. 

Mr. MASON. Seems to what? 

Mr. HOAR. Ishall retain also—I will repeat what I said, if the 
Senator did not hear it—I say I expect to retain that respect for 
the Constitution I have sworn to support which the Senator from 
Illinois seems to despise. 

Mr. MASON. The Constitution or the oath? 

Mr. HOAR. [shall retain also my respect for what he terms 
the ancient barnacle known as international law, notwithstand- 
ing the impassioned and exuberant oratory to which we have 
listened. I believe in international law, that mighty force under 
which nations are compelled to submit to a power other and 
greater than their own desires, and upon which depends in the 
last resort every hope of human liberty, every hope of peace, the 
security of the workman's wages, civilization, commerce, the 
sanctity of every human home the world over—and this notwith- 
standing the utterances of the honorable Senator from Illinois. 
But at this moment I wish to call attention to the position of the 
Senate and to the position of the Senator, and I ask that the 
pending joint resolution may be read at the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the joint 
resolution. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


A joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a condition of public war exists in 
Cuba, and that strict neutrality shall be maintained. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


merica in Congress assembled, That acondition of public war exists between 


e Government of Spain and the government proclaimed and for some time 
maintained by force of arms by the people of Cuba, and that the United 
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States of America shall maintain a strict neutrality between the contendi 
powers, according to each all the rights of belligerents in the ports and te 
ory of the United States. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, Cuba, as has been said, is sur- 
rounded by a sea controlled by a Spanish fleet. Her citizens 
have no access, as Mexico would if she were in a like condition, 
to our territory. The only effect of that resolution, which is to 
be interpreted, and must be, and is meant to be, by ‘‘ that ancient 
barnacle, international law,” is that it declares that while the pres- 
ent condition of things continues Spain may search our ships at 
sea at her discretion, and that our citizen on that island who suf- 
fers from lawlessness there shall have in the future no remedy or 
recompense against Spain whatever; and that is the whole of it. 

Six months ago that was declared and demonstrated by citing 
authorities in abundance, our own and those of other countries, as 
the whole effect of a resolution declaring the belligerency of Cuba 
and Spain; and the eloquent Senator stands up here and for two 
hours denounces those of us who hesitate to take that step with 
being indifferent to human liberty and attempting to postpone 
and to suppress his innocent and youthful ardor. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield for a question? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly; for six. 

Mr. MASON. All right; I only want one. Are you willing 
that we should have a vote in the Senate on the pending resolu- 
tion? 

Mr. HOAR. I expect to have one. 

Mr. MASON. Are you willing to help us get a vote? 

Mr. HOAR. I expect to help get a vote, and I expect before we 


get through to make that vote a little more intelligent than some 


Senators seem disposed to make it. 
Mr. MASON. Ihave no doubt that that is your idea. 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, my honorable friend has read from 


the platform of the Republican party, and I should like to have 
his attention for a moment, because, I dare say, he may want to 
ask me another question before I get through: 


From the hour of achieving their own independence the people of the 
United States have regarded with sympathy the struggles of other American 


peoples to free themselves from European domination. 


Amen! I declare now my renewed allegiance to that noble 
utterance. 


We watch with deep and abiding interest the heroic battle of the patriots 
against cruelty and oppression, and our best hopes go out for the full suc- 
cess of their determined contests for liberty. 

The Government of Spain having lost control of Cuba and being unable 
to protect the property or lives of resident American citizens, or to comply 
with its treaty obligations, we believe that the Government of the Uni 
States should actively use its influence and good offices to restore peace and 
give independence to the island. 


We have listened delighted to the rhetoric which that declara- 


tion inspired in the Senator. But what is the logic? The United 


States must actively use its influence to restore peace; therefore 
we recognize belligerency. The United States sympathizes with 
Cuba in her heroic efforts at independence; therefore Spain may 
in the future, if she sees fit, search all American ships in those 
waters, and therefore we will abandon any just claim our citizens 
may hereafter have for damages they sufferedin theisland. That 
is the Senator's logic. 

If you feel as you say, why do you not put a resolution in here: 

Resolved, That the war in Cuba has become a butchery and an outrage, 
and therefore we declare war against Spain. 

You are attacking us as filibusters, and yet you are sitting here 
silent for two months and likely to sit silent, as far as that is con- 
cerned, for months to come; you say that we ought to declare war 
and that this is an outrageous condition of things right at our 
doors, and not a man of you has the pluck to stand up here and offer 
a bill or a resolution based on your own doctrines; not a single 
blessed individual man of you is proposing to carry out your 
logic. 

fr. MASON. May IL ask another question? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. You say that an acknowledgment of the bel- 
ligerent rights of Cuba gives the Spaniard a right to examine our 
ships? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido. 

Mr. MASON. Allright. Is that any nearer a declaration of 
war than you want? Do you pretend to say that the mere ac- 
knowledgment of the belligerent rights of a nation is a cause for 
war under your so-called law of nations? 

Mr. HOAR. Not at all. 

Mr. MASON. Do you not know that it is not a cause of war? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not think it is a cause of war. 

Mr. MASON. Then you mean to say that an American citizen 
who suffers damages by reason of being in Cuba can not recover 
damages from Spain? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido. 

Mr. MASON. I can not agree with youthere. You and I will 
agree to disagree upon that point. 








1897. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 1137 





Mr. HOAR. What I mean to say is exactly this, that if Spain | that assault and battery this court will see that he is punished; 
has mobs and disturbances or claims to have them in that island, | and if we do not do it pretty quick, either the assault will not take 
and the property of an American citizen there is destroyed, we | place or it will be over.” |Laughter. 
have a good claim against her for not preventing them. Then suppose another judge should say “I understand tha 

Mr. MASON. Why do you not prevent it instead of appropri- : 
ating $50,000 to feed them? 


; 
+ 
\ 


there is an American citizen in a Cuban jail, and if we do n 
pass a resolution that the Supreme Court of the United States 
i 


Mr. HOAR. Iam talking about what youare doing now, and | will sustain any peeeee method of setting him free, he will get 
not what Iam doing. I am coming to that alittle later. Iam | out of jail; I understand arrangements are making and the man 
talking about what you are doing, and I say that all this great | will get out of jail before we can get our resolution sed,” 
brass band of talk about humanity and the outrages on women | Then suppose one of the other judges should say, ‘* Will vou allow 
and children practiced at our doors is followed by this little slen- | me to ask you whether that man is really an American citizen or 
der, squeaking mouse of a resolution: | whether he has not got a naturalization paper that is fraudulent 

. Whereas our ancestors have loved liberty and we have loved | on its face?” and the judge interrupted should proceed to chatter, 


liberty, and whereas we are the greatest nation on earth—Mr. | chatter, chatter for three or four hours, and say, *‘I will not sub- 
President, when we are the greatest nation on earth, we shall stop | mit to any interruption, and you will find the consequences 
5 I J I 2 i 


CX 
talking about it; no great nation brags—whereas we are the | ceedingly troublesome if you insist upon doing it.” 
greatest nation on earth, whereas all humanity are looking at us,| Mr. President, that kind of performance is no more creditable 


and whereas our hearts are stirred to the very roots and our sym- | to the Senate of the United States than it would be if it took 
pathies are boiling over with love, and whereas we are courageous | place in the Supreme Court of the United States. It is not two 
and we are not afraid of Spain, and if we had not any ships, and | days since a long resolution was introduced here, reciting that 
had not any gunboats, and had not any army, and had not any | whereas it was alleged that somebody was going to apply for a 
guns, all the nations on earth would not dare to touch our flag; | pardon, therefore the Senate resolved that the pardon ought not 
therefore, hereafter, Mrs. Spain, search our ships if you want to, | to be granted until the man was first put into jail and then, 
and hereafter let your mobs destroy our citizens’ plantations in | being in jail, where he could not get out, came before the Senate 
Cubaif you want to, and we will not make any claim against you.” | and purged himself of contempt. [Laughter.] That resolution 
I think that israther a lame and impotent conclusion. Ido not was referred to the law committee of this body, and they found 
see how this resolution, which the Senator is going to stay here | not only that neither the President nor the Attorney-General had 
all summer to get a vote on, carries out the Republican platform. ever heard of an application for pardon, but the man never had 
Mr. President, I will tell you what I think ought to be done, | any thought of making one. 
and what I think ought to have been done last winter; what I pro-| lam sick of this kind of behavior in the Senate. I think it is 
yosed to do, and voted to do, and advocated doing. I think the | discreditable, and I do not think I shall change my mind who- 
resident of the United States should be asked by Congress to use | ever berates or whoever reviles me for taking that attitude. 
his good offices with Spain to secure peace and independence in I do not think a recognition of belligerency is the way to deal 
that island, and that is just what the Republican platform said. | with this condition of things. The Senator from Ulinois wants 
The Republican platform adopted the very proposition which the | to put down a cruel Spanish army, and he is calling into requisi- 
Senate had included in one of its resolutions, for which I voted, | tion the service of a mosquito to do it, and a mosquito with a very 
and which I advocated on the floor. I was reproached then by | little sting. 
some of the gentlemen who take this theory that I went a great| Mr.MASON. Youhaveneverbeenin NewJersey. [Laughter.] 
deal further than they did. The then Senator from Ohio, Mr. Mr. HOAR. I have never been in New Jersey |laughter|, but 
Sherman, thought I was going too far in that particular. | I know the reputation of the New Jersey mosquito; and a New 
If that mediation fail, then I would have the President of the Jersey mosquito two seconds old out of the egg—if that is where 








ah 


United States or the Foreign Relations Committee of the Senate, he comes from—has more strength and more sense than the reso- 
or both, make a clear, calm, temperate, and well-proved statement | lution of which the Senator from Illinois is so earnest an advo- 
of the facts existing there. I would not take them from newspa- | cate. { Laughter. | 


per. correspondents, and I mean no disrespect to newspaper cor- Mr. President, I want that plank of the Republican platform 
respondents either. I would have them found as facts, just as a | read, and annexed to my remarks when they go into the Recor. 
court finds the facts on which it enters its judgment; and if those | I stand by every line of it. I call upon the Senate, I call upon the 


facts be what the Senator supposes, and he does not think that | great Committee of Foreign Relations, | call upon my honorable 
Mr. McKinley would misstate them, I would proceed to say to} friend from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], a great soldier and a great 
Spain, ‘We find such and such to be the facts, on which we pro- | statesman, and the successor in his great place on that committee 
pose to act; andif you do not stop that war we will stop it our- | of great statesmen, to rise to the condition, to the dignity and the 
selves.” That is the way for a self-respecting nation to do—not | importance of this transaction. Do not let us talk about recog- 
stand here and brag and bluster and sputter in the Senate of the | nizing belligerency when one belligerent is surrounded by an 
United States. | occupied sea and the whole advantage of the recognition is to go 
Mr. MASON. How long do you think it would take, under the | to the party against whom we feel all our sympathies are enlisted. 
present rules of this body, to pass a resolution of that kind? Bring on your resolution and your facts in a temperate, clear, 
Mr. HOAR. I think we would have rules that would pass it. | strong, well-considered, and well-founded narration, and declare 
I do not think you would find a resolution of that kind met by | what you propose to do about it, and let Spain and the rest of the 
anything but the grave and serious and proper consideration which | world understand it, and we will stand by you. 
every Senator would agree belonged to it. 1 believe, as the Senator from Lllinois says he believes, that 
Mr. President, I do not know but I am an old-fashioned barna- | President McKinley is to be trusted to deal with this great trans 
cle, as the Senator from Illinois thinks international law is; but | action. If he wants any support from the Senate, so far as my 
I am one of those persons who have a profound respect for the | vote is concerned he shall have it, but Lam not going to get up 
Senate of the United States. Whatever title I have to human | here to make speeches for buncombe or for Chicago {laughter}, 
memory or human respect, whatever right I have to suppose I | which are to be followed by no practical action and by nosensible 
have rendered any service to my country or to mankind in my | or discreet proposal. 
not now short life, depends upon what I have been permitted by The plank in the Republican platform of 1896, referred to by 
the kindness of my constituents to say or to do in this Chamber. | Mr. Hoar, is as follows: 
¥ have studied as well as I could the history of its foundation. CUBA 
There were two things which the United States of America con- From the hour of achieving their own independence the people of the 
tributed to the science of government, to the protection of human | United States have regarded with sympathy the struggles of other American 
liberty, and to the ascendency of law among manlind. Ome Was |e ee ee eee eat tine Calan hatrlots ment cee 
the institution of the Supreme Court of the United States and the | and oppression, and our best hopes go out for the full success of their deter 
other was the institution of theSenate. They were intended to be, mined contest for liberty. 
they were, and still are, and, so far as I can have anything to do | , The Government of Spain having lost control of Cuba, and being unable 








. : . . . | to protect the property or lives of resident American citizens, or to comply 
wit it, they ever shall continue to be of equal authority and dig- | with its treaty obligations, we believe that the Government of the | nived 
nity. When the Senate of the United States has spoken or has | States should actively use its influence and good offices to restore peace and 


acted, a great action, a great transaction, has taken place in the | &'ve independence to the island 
sight of mankind. We were expected in the beginning to be a tri- Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, | remember when, a few 
bunal raised above the tempests of human passion, the excitements | weeks ago, we had a concurrent resolution recognizing the belliger- 
of popular feeling, the flames even of amiable and honest and | ency of Cuba before the Senate, the distinguished Senator from 
honorable popular emotion. | Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] was very much disturbed because it 
What would be thought if, when the Supreme Court of the was not a joint resolution. Now we have a joint resolution be 
United States assembled some morning, one of the judges should | fore the Senate, and he says it is of no more consequence than the 
say, “I hear there isa man going to commit an assault and bat- | voice of a mosquito of New Jersey or of some other State. It 
tery down in New Orleans; I read it in the newspaper, and I | seems to be impossible to please the opponents of Cuba in this de- 
move that we pass a resolution to this effect, that if he commit | bate; and I submit that it is a very extraordinary statement for 
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Senators so old and so learned as the Senator from Massachusetts 
to make, that the passage of a joint resolution through both Houses 
of Congress is not a matter of some concern. It certainly is a 
matter that the Chief Executive will have to take notice of either 
by giving it his sanction or by giving it his disapproval. 

The Senator from Massachusetts—and I am only going to oc- 
cupy a moment of time to-day—treats with utter contempt this 
resolution, and indicates that those of us who advocate it are talk- 
ing for buncombe for our own States or our own communities. 
That may be the highest form of Senatorial courtesy in dealing 
between Senators, and it may be one of the ways that the Senator 
is going to elevate this body to the dizzy heights that the Supreme 
Court occupies in the hearts and consciences of the American 
people. For myself, Mr. President, I claim to be just as sincere, 
just as earnest, and just as honest in my contention as is the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts in his; I claim nothing more for myself 
than I extend to him; but he is not justified, he has not been asked, 
and it is not his province tostand here and say that I or any other 
Senator who is advocating this resolution in behalf of Cuba is 
simply talking for the applause of the galleries or for buncombe 
with his constituents. 

Mr. President, in 1870, when Cuba certainly was no nearer 
freedom than she is to-day, when she had fought two years, as she 
now has fought more than two years, a very distinguished Sena- 
tor, older than the Senator from Massachusetts both in service in 
this body and in years, stood on this floor and presented a resolu- 
tion in almost identical terms with the one that is now under con- 
sideration. I read it once before, Mr. President, and I want to 
read it again, because in all these criticisms which the Senator 
from Massachusetts makes of those of us who are young in the 
service and inexperienced in public life, and who have not had the 
advantages of education and learning which have come to that 
great Senator, I want him to realize the fact that when he is criti- 
cising the Senator from [Illinois and the junior Senator from New 
Hampshire he is likewise criticising the present Secretary of State 
in the Administration of President McKinley. John Sherman 
stood in this Chamber on the 11th of February, 1870, and offered 
this resolution: 

Whereas the United States observe with deep interest the civil war now 
existing in Cuba, and sympathize with the people of all American nations or 


colonies in their efforts to secure independence of European power: There- 
fore, 


Be it resolved, That the United States recognize the existence of a state of 
war between the Kingdom of Spain and the colony of Cuba, waged on the 
part of Cuba to establish its independence, and the United States will observe 


strict neutrality between the belligerent parties, as is their duty under the 
law of nations. 


Mr. ELKINS. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. ELKINS. Was that resolution passed? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was not. 

Mr. ELKINS. That is all I want. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was not, for we had filibustering in 1870 
as well as in 1897. 

Mr. MASON. And the same old rules. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, the same old rules. 

Mr. WHITE. Dol understand the Senator to say that that 
resolution was presented here by the present Secretary of State? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did so state. 

Mr. WHITE. There has been no similar document emanating 
from that office since, I believe. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not know how that may be. The 

resent Secretary of State was then a member of this body, I 

ave read the great discussion that occurred on this resolution, 
and I have not discovered that any Senator in 1870 ventured to so 
flippantly discuss the matter as certain Senators are discussing 
this matter at the present time. They looked upon it as a serious 
question, and, while the resolution did not pass, the resolution 
was offered here by John Sherman, Senator of the United States 
from the State of Ohio, now Secretary of State of the United 
States in President McKinley's Cabinet. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator let me ask if he will amplify a 
little on the intimation which he made just now, that there had 
been filibustering resorted to to defeat or to delay this resolution? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does not need any amplification. It 
speaks for itself. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to make a very brief 
statement upon that point? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, I think I will—yes. I am always 
delighted to hear the Senator from Maine, for he is always enter- 
taining. 

Mr. HALE. The resolution of the Senator from es . 
MorGaAN]} was presented by him and debated by him for five days. 

e was not interrupted and could have had a vote at any time 

ut he submitted so many propositions that needed answer, an 
anded answer, that brief answers were made by Senators op- 
— to his resolution; but all of the answers made up to yester- 
did not take one-fifth of the time that he consumed in advo- 
dating hisresolution. Then theSenatorfrom Indiana [Mr. TcuRPIE) 


made another extended speech, which I did not understand to be 
done for filibustering, but which still delayed consideration; and 
up to yesterday, Mr. President, the advocates of this resolution 
had consumed five hours of the time of the Senate where its ob- 
jectors and those opposed to it had consumed one. 

The debate again started yesterday, and the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. WELLINGTON], opposed to the resolution, consumed 
thirty minutes of the time of the Senate, and the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. DANIEL], in advocacy of the resolution, delivered one 
of his masterly and splendid specimens of argument and rhetoric, 
and he consumed two hours and ahalf. I have not heard that 
called filibustering. Then the resolution went over, and to-day, 
when it came up at 2 o’clock, the Senator from Illinois — 
Mason] claimed the floor in advocacy of the resolution and talked 
in his entertaining fashion for an hour and a half, and then asked 
the Senator from Massachusetts, who was replying briefly and did 
not take up twenty-five minutes, if he was ready to take a vote. 

‘ Mr. MASON. I desire to interrupt the Senator, and to correct 
1im, 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
have the floor. 


Mr. HALE. Iam speaking by the courtesy of the Senator from 
| New Hampshire. 


Mr. MASON. Then I desire to interrupt both of you, by the 
consent of both of you. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam pleased to yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. Soam I, 

Mr. MASON. I did not ask the Senator from Massachusetts if 
he was ready to take a vote; I do not ask you if you are ready, 
but I ask you if you will give unanimous consent at any time 
within one day, two days, or two weeks that the vote may be 
taken on the resolution? Now I ask, Will you agree to unani- 
mous consent to let us vote within a month on this resolution? 


Mr. HALE. Ofcourse I will. We will get a vote a great deal 
quicker than that. 


Mr. MASON. All right. 

Mr. HALE. But it is the height of audacity and impudence 
here in this body——— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not yield for that kind of language. 

Mr. HALE. I withdraw that. It is the height of audacity, 
certainly, and it is a kind of colossal cheek——_ [Laughter.] 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have the floor. 

Mr. HALE. 1 withdraw that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HALE. I will withdraw that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. [I insist on my rights, Mr. President. 

Mr. HALE. Let me finish my sentence. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 

from New Hampshire as entitled to the floor. 

_ Mr. HALE. We are not filibustering; we are not even talk- 
ing 

= GALLINGER. If the Senator will take his seat, I will pro- 
ceed. 

When I inadvertently used the word “‘filibustering,” I did not 
suppose that I was to receive such a lecture from the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Hate]. The Senator is willing to withdraw his ve 
offensive terms which he has used toward me—inadvertently, 
presume, for they were very offensive—so far as this debate is con- 


cerned, and I am willing to withdraw the term “ filibustering,” 


because I had no intention of speaking more than a moment this 
afternoon. 


I rose merely tocall attention to the fact that the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] had read some of usa 
lesson, and had called attention to the fact that this body ought to 
emulate the Supreme Court in its dignity and in its methods of 
procedure, and that we were doing a very wrong thing in advo- 
cating so insignificant and unnecessary a resolution as is now 
before this body. 


Mr. HOAR. hy ask the ae a question? 


Interrupt me, if the Senator please, for I 








Mr. GALLINGE 


“é 

Mr. HOAR. Did I allude to the Senator from New Hampshire 
in any form or manner? , 

Mr. GALLINGER. I presume, being a member of this body, 
the Senator did allude tome. He alluded to the Senate. If he 
does not consider me as a of it—— 

Mr. HOAR. Did I allude to the Senator in any form or manner? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ifthe Senator does not consider mea mem- 
ber of this body, he did not allude to me; but if he does consider 
me a member of it, then he did allude to me. 

I will proceed for only a moment. What I desire to call atten- 
tion to is the fact that this is not an extraordinary resolution, that 
during the other contest that Cuba had with in, lasting ten 
long years, precisely such resolutions were offered, and they were 
offered by the colleagues of the Senator from Massachusetts at 
that time, men whose names are prominent in the history of this 
country, names that will be remembered after the Senator from 


msetts and myself are both dead and gone. That is about 
all I intended to say. 
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Now, Mr. President, in answer to the Senator from Maine, r| 


simply desire to say this—and I have the authority of the Senator 
who offered this resolution to say it—that if those who oppose the 
resolution are ready to agree to take a vote on the resolution on 
Friday or Saturday of the present week, or Tuesday or Wednesday 
or Thursday or Friday of next week, we shall be very glad to 
enter into an agreement with them to have the vote taken at that 
time. I think the Senator from Alabama will bear me out that I 
have stated what he said to me a moment ago. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is correct, Mr. President. 


Very fre- | 


quently during the time the Senator from Maine has referred to I | 


have asked him if he would fix a day or would consent toa day 


t 


for taking the vote, and twice I have let the resolution go over for | 


his personal accommodation, 

Mr. HALE. 
come with better grace if, after presenting his case so elabo- 
rately, some reasonable opportunity should be given to Senators 
upon the other side to present their views? There is nobody 
on this side who proposes to occupy very much time; there is 
nobody who has occupied very much time in opposition to the reso- 
lution. The Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] spoke briefly, 
and when I had the honor to address the Senate I spoke less than 
an hour. I was then obliged to leave town by a message that 1 
could not disregard. Nobody has made long speeches or has re- 
sorted to any tactics or any parliamentary devices to turn aside 
this resolution or to prevent a vote upon it. There might have 
been a vote after the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON] 
had spoken, but for the fact that the Senator from Virginia [ Mr. 
DanicL]},as he had the perfect right to do, and ought to have done 
if he felt it his duty, addressed the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, I should like to proceed, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. HALE. I thought the Senator was through. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam not. 

Mr. HALE. Let me finish my sentence. The Senator from 
Virginia made a remarkably strong speech and presented points 
that certain Senators want to answer, not at length, but briefly. 
I will guarantee that the Senator will get his vote. There is no 
doubt about that. But there will be, Mr. President, and there 
ought to be, a fair opportunity for reasonable discussion of this 
resolution, and at the end of that time neither the Senator from 
Alabama nor the Senator from New Hampshire need fear that 
there will be any attempt to delay action upon it. The Senate 
has a right to vote upon the resolution, and I want to see it out of 
the way. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Maine is a very adroit 
tactician and parliamentarian; we have learned that during the 
debate on all these Cuban resolutions; and when the Senator from 
Maine says we might have had a vote yesterday at the close of 
the very extraordinary speech made by the Senator from Mary- 
land, he is possibly not aware of the fact that he had said in my 
presence that the opponents of the resolution had arranged to 
occupy the entire day and send the resolution over to this legisla- 
tive day. 

Mr. HALE. 
spoken. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was not; it was during the speech of 
the Senator from Maryland that I heard the statement made. 

The Senator is a very adroit tactician and parliamentarian. He 
knows perfectly well that the tariff bill is to appear here next 
Monday, that the debate on the tariff bill is to begin on Monday 
next, and he understood very well that certain appropriation bills 
were to come into this body and obstruct this resolution. 

Mr. HALE. I wish I felt ascertain about the tariff bill coming 
up next Monday as the Senator does. I hope it will. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course, it is just possible it may not. 

Mr. HALE. But there is no attempt to run this resolution into 
interference with the tariff bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is just possible it may be run into inter- 
ference with the passage of the tariff bill. 

I have said ali I purposed to say when I rose. I simply desire 
now to make a brief statement in defense of those of us who have 
the audacity and the cheek and the temerity—to use some of the 


That was afier the Senator from Virginia had 


| tional debate, for we c: 
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Does not the Senator think such a request would | : 


| 


terms that have been used to-day—to say a word in behalf of | 


struggling Cuba, under the circumstances that engaged the atten- 
tion of this honorable Senate in 1870, when greater men were here 
than those of us who chance to be advocating the cause of Cuba 
to-day. It was dignified then. It was treated as a proper thing 
at that time; and I simply want to say, so far as I am concerned, 
that I am acting in quite as good faith as the Senator from Maine 
or the Senator from Massachusetts, and all I claim for myself in 
this debate is the same courtesy and rights that I very gladly ex- 
tend to those distinguished Senators. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I saall occupy the time of the 
Senate but for a very few moments. 

I listened with a good deal of interest, and an occasional thrill, 
to the very vigorous eloquence of the Senator from Dlinois [Mr. 


Mason], and the old French phra 
nificent, but it is not war.” 

1 have wished sometimes, n lho 
possess the power of om1 ten | 
condition of Cuba and the indes 
cruelties, that occurred there du 
generous man’s hea 
Greece and the wond 
lation to Greece and Turkey. Wea n to 
diction; it is an e: 
ain crush the Transvaal, the land of s 


} 


men, because the Transvaal stat 


l should use my power unj l an raid I sh 


also; but I 


ometimes Ww 
, 7 + . , 4 ) 
yeareimnoconal masacountry tos ‘ward 1 


of the world and say we are going to see justice done by 
people everywhere; that we willinterfere; that we will dk 
ligerency, or that we will declare war. The Senator from | 
asked with some vigor once or twice if we 
Yes; lam. I am afraid of war on the 
nation. I declare that 

any but the very weak 
the text upon which I have been g 
years, more or less. My hope is to see our coast def 


Navy put into such condition that we can nduct a 
yi 





creat place n the w rid, Ww an then 


out the guns; and when we have 
is befitting our gi 
assume the responsibilities the 
of our wealth and our power. 
I should be glad to have somebody explain more particularly 
and satisfactorily what would be the result of this declar 
belligerency. I have looked at the books, 
about it. 1 find that now the Cubans may have : 
can pay for from this country, and all the inuniti 
can pay for. The difficulty comes in landing 
which Spain has exclusive and complete control. {do not see th 
the declaration of belligerency would help the Cubans in the mat- 
ter of obtaining supplies at all. 

Will the Senator yield for 


and Lam notq. 


} 
hem at the ports 


Mr. MASON. f 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MASON. Are you not aware that our Gi 
resting and is preventing people 
of war from our ports to Cuba: 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, yes; and we should } 
particularly after the declaration of n 
tion. 

Mr. MASON. You said just now that the Cubans could buy 
all the arms they wanted from us. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We have the right to sell. 

Mr. MASON. 


a question: 


vernment is ar- 
from taking guns and munitions 
ive to do it more 


utrality under this resolu- 


But we have refused to let them be delivered 
Mr. HAWLEY. Onur citizens have the right to sell, but if our 
Government believes they are going to use them to interfere ina 
war against a friendly government, it is our business not to let 


them do so. 
Mr. MASON. We have aricht to sell, but th 





i ev Cc t buv. 
Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Connecticut, I think inadvert- 
ently, made a mistake in his answer to the Senator from | 
nois. 


Mr. MASON. I think so, too, 
cept the explanation. 

Mr. HOAR. If thisis a mere matter of acircus, I wil 

Mr. MASON. If the Senator from Massachusetts und 
this to be a circus, he does not 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. Then I should like to say, seriously, 
Mr. President, I mean no discourtesy to the Senator, but I thought 
his answer was hardly fitting 

Mr. MASON. I shall endeavor to f myself. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishall be glad to have the Senator from Ma 
sachusetts correct me. 

Mr. HOAR. We have, as I understand it, under the laws of 
nations, the right to sell arms or any > war, and our 
Government does not interfere with that 1 It is only mili- 
tary expeditions that we interfere with. 

Mr. MASON. Only what? 

Mr. HOAR. Military expeditions, and those military expedi 
tions have the same character whether we declare neutrality and 
belligerency or whether it remains as now. There is no different 
right in the least under the law of nations except the right of 
search. 

An American vessel can take a load of arms intended for the 
belligerents in Cuba. She can fly the American flag, and Spain 
can not touch her until she gets within the 3-mile line. Then they 
can seize her if they choose. 


but that is all right. 1 


understand it from me. 


— . 
LARC f eo 
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Mr. MASON. Does the Senator—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish my statement. After this the pend- 
ing joint resolution becomes operative; or when it does, Spain can 
search that vessel 10 miles off the Florida coast. 

Mr. MASON. Just one moment, if the Senator from Connecti- 
cut will pardon me. Does not the Senator from Massachusetts 
know that the insurgents can not buy guns or ammunition and 
sail from any port if the officers of this Government know it? 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. MASON. Let me read to the Senator an extract which is 
simply an illustration of what is occurring every day. It seems 
to me the Senator ought to be aware of it: 

Fiiibusters get away. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. MASON— 

The Jones landed at the railroad wharf and took on two carloads of ma- 
terial. The Long also took on provisions and a cargo of dynamite, and then 
to evade suspicion loaded a small cargo of coal 

This is from the morning paper— 

The Jones had been under the eye of the officials for some time. 

This was in North Carolina. The Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. PrircHarp] knows from personal observation that our Gov- 
ernment is engaged every day in stopping the sending of muni- 
tions of war to the insurgents, and every day the Spaniards can 
buy such articles, and do enjoy privileges here which the in- 
surgents can not enjoy. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
deny it? 

Mr. HOAR. I do deny it most emphatically. If the United 
States stopped that vessel, it had something more than a load of 
arms or breadstuffs or anything else on board. It had men on 
board, which made it a military expedition. It was the soldier, 
the recruit, going with the arms. 

Mr. MASON. Could recruits go out of any harbor of our coast 
to day to fight for Spain in Cuba? Would our Government stop 
them? You know it would not. Any Spanish vessel can start to- 
day on our coast and recruit an army from our people, and our 
officers and our Government would be silent. All we ask now, 
sir, is that you shall give the insurgent the same show that you 
give the Spaniard. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam sorry to differ so much with my honorable 
friend. Spain can not under our laws recruit troops for her armies 
here. We dismissed the British minister for doing that long ago. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, [ thank the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts for correcting what I supposed was an error, but I find 
that I understood the question just as he does. I may have been 
unfortunate in expressing myself, however. 

As I said, I did not rise to make a speech. I rise to protest 
against the spirit of war, the light way of saying that nobody on 
earth dares to touch our flag. The same people here will fre- 
quently vote against completing our coast defenses or vote against 
necessary increase of the Navy. Let us make ourselves fit for 
war before we indulge in great talk about war. I remember what 
Jefferson said, that a distinguished love of peace combined with a 
defenseless condition is the surest possible invitation to insults. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from Michigan desire to proceed 
to-night? 

Mr. BURROWS. I should like to take the floor to make some 
observations on this matter. 

Mr. HOAR. With the Senator's leave, then, I will move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BURROWS. I yield, and will take the floor to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. 1 make that motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After seventeen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock 
and 32 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, May 19, 1897, at i2 o’clock meridian. 








NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 18, 1897. 
, SOLICITOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
George Morgan Thomas, of Kentucky, to be Solicitor of Inter- 
nal Revenue, vice Robert T. Hough, resigned. 
CIRCUIT JUDGE. 


William W. Morrow, of California, to be United States circuit 
judge for the ninth judicial circult, vice Joseph McKenna, re- 
signed, 

INDIAN AGENT. 


Samuel G. Morse, of Port Angeles, Wash., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Neah Bay Agency in Washington, vice John C. 
Keenan, resigned. 


CHIEF ENGINEER IN THE NAVY. 


P,. A. Engineer Frank H. Eldridge, to be a chief engineer in 
the Navy, from the 9th day of May, 1897, vice Chief Engineer 
Robert Potts, retired. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 18, 1897. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 
William H. H. Clayton, of Arkansas, to be judge of the United 
States court of the central district in the Indian Territory. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
John Hancock Merriam, a citizen of Minnesota, to be an assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy. 
POSTMASTERS. 
D. E. Peiper, to be postmaster at Fitzgerald, in the county of 
Irwin and State of Georgia. 
George D. Breed, to be postmaster at Chilton, in the county of 
Calumet and State of Wisconsin. 
Hubert E. Carpenter, to be postmaster at East Hampton, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 
Martin E. Stanger, to be postmaster at Downers Grove, in the 
county of Dupage and State of Illinois. 
William H. Gilliam, to be postmaster at Vienna, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Illinois. 
Mrs. Mary W. Morrow, to be postmaster at Abilene, in the 
county of Taylor and State of Texas. 
J. Henry Norcross, to be postmaster at Medford, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
Dexter Grose, to be postmaster at North Abington, in the county 
of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 
James C, Cooper, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of 
Hampden and State of Massachusetts. 
W. M. Moss, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county of Madi- 
son and State of Tennessee. 
Herschel P. Kinsolving, to be postmaster at Malden, in the 
county of Dunklin and State of Missouri. 
Orlando P. Robinson, to be postmaster at Ayer, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
John H. Meyer, to be tmaster at Newport, in the county of 
Campbell and State of Kentucky. 
Alexander Barron, to be postmaster at Kirwin, in the county of 
Phillips and State of Kansas. 
Alpheus A. B. Cavaness, to be postmaster at Baldwin, in the 
county of Douglas and State of Kansas. 
Samuel M. Yost, to be postmaster at Staunton, in the county of 
Augusta and State of Virginia. 
John M. Griffin, to be postmaster at Fredericksburg, in the 
county of Spottsylvania and State of Virginia. 
James T. Stephens, to be postmaster at Hickman, in the county 
of Fulton and State of Kentucky. 
John Marshall, to be postmaster at Bonneterre, in the county of 
Saint Francois and State of Missouri. 
James Lewis, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of South Dakota. 


Owen 8. Higgins, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county of 
Warren and State of Ohio. 





SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, May 19, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLBury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. MITCHELL, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


AGREEMENT WITH CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW INDIANS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in compli- 
ance with the provisions contained in the sixteenth section of the 
Indian appropriation act of March 3, 1893, an agreemen§ between 
the commissioners of the United States to negotiate with the Five 
Civilized Tribes and thecommissioners on the part of the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw Indians concluded on the 23d day of April, 1897, 
together with a communication from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, stating that, so far as is known to his office, this agree- 
ment is satisfactory to those persons having interests in the Choc- 
taw and Chickasaw nations or who may be affected by the agree- 
ment; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT OVER FROM THURSDAY. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-morrow 
it adjourn to meet on the following Monday. I make the motion 
ao vo order that Senators may be able to make arrangements for 

y: 


% 





ee 





897. 


Mr. MILLS. I suggest the want of a quorum, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 





Allison, Davis, Kyle, Pettus, 
Baker, Deboe, Lindsay, Platt, N. Y. 
Bate, Fairbanks, Lodge, Pritchard, 
Berry, Faulkner, McBride, Rawlins, 
Butler, Foraker, McEnery, Roach, 
Cannon, Gallinger, Martin, Sewell, 
Carter, Gear, Mills, Smith, 
Chandler, Hanna, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Clark, Harris, Kans Morgan, Turpie, 
Clay, Hawley, Nelson, Vest. 
Cockrell, Heitfeld, Pasco, Walthall, 
Cullom, Hoar, Perkins, Wetmore, 
Daniel, Kenney, Pettigrew, White. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-two Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] moves that when the Senate adjourn to- 
morrow it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. MORGAN. I believe that that is a debatable motion, be- 
ing made to-day. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall not press it if a single Senator objects to it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object to it. 

Mr. HOAR. Considerably more than half of the Senate have 
made an arrangement to be absent from the city, to go to Monti- 
cello,on Friday. I thought it might be well to have the adjourn- 
ment over agreed upon in advance, so that arrangements could be 
made; but if the Senator from Alabama would prefer not to have 
the motion made now, I will wait until to-morrow before mak- 
ing it. 


Mr. MORGAN. I do not propose to interfere with any of the 


pleasures of the Senate, even on a junket of this kind, while the | 


gravest possible matters are existing and in terrible force in this 
and in a neighboring country, but I do not think that the motion 
ought to be passed upon to-day. 
Mr. HOAR. Very well; I will withdraw it, Mr. President. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of Capital City 
Council, No. 827, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Harrisburg, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation for a 
more rigid restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Iowa 
County, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibit- 
ing the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol building and in 
all parts of the United States under Federal jurisdiction; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of La Crosse, 
Wis., praying for the appointment of a banking and_currency 
commission; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented sundry petitions of citizens of 
Muncie, Ind.. praying for the enactment of legislation for a more 
rigid restriction of immigration; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Massachu- 
setts, praying for the enactment of legislation for the more rigid 
restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of 5 citizens of Westfield, 
Mass., and a petition of 44 citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying 
for the passage of the so-called Lodge immigration bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KYLE. I present a petition in behalf of a large number 
of citizens of Aberdeen, S. Dak., praying for free lumber in the 
pending tariff bill. I have received a large number of letters 
from individual citizens throughout the State, regardless of polit- 
ical faith, asking for the same thing. I present this petition as 
embodying in general their views. The case may be stated ina 
few words from the petition, as follows: 

The total consumption of pine, spruce, and hemlock lumber for the year 
1892 is estimated by Righ authority at about 16,000.000,000 feet and that of 18:5 
at about 12,000,000. The importation of Canadian lumber for the year I8!2 
averaged 669,000,000 feet, and for 1899 the average was 693,000,000. Complaints 
of the lumber trade are comprehensible when founded on this reduction of 
4,000,000,000 feet in the yearly home demand, but ridiculous when aimed at 


the little quantity from Canada, which has been coming in at substantially 
the same rate for ten years. 


Thus the market for lumber has fallen something like 4,000,000,00) feet in 
five years. The people have been unable to buy even atexisting prices. The 
whole people are consumers of lumber. The producers are few, and, unlike 


the typical case of stimulated production, under protective legislation must 
grow fewer. 


I ask that the petition lie on the table, to be considered in con- 
nection with the pending tariff bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. SMITH presented sundry petitions of citizens of Beverly 
Dividing Creek, Jersey City, Marlboro, Newark, Rahway, and 
Spotswood, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enact- 
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ment of legislation restricting immigration; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of William S. Fay and 49 
other citizens of Newark, N. J., and the petition of A. K. David- 
son and 38 other citizens of Newark, N. J 


. praying for the en- 
actment of legislation for the more rigid restriction of immigra- 








tion; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Acme Milling Com- 
pany, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying that a reciprocity clause be 
inserted in the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 
He also presented the petition of Rosengarten & Sons, of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying that a duty be placed upon quinia, sul 


of. and all alkaloids or salts of cinchona bark; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 
He also presented a petition of the Board of Managers of the 


Trades League of Pliladelphia, Pa., praying Congress to take 
such measures as may be necessary to increase the capacity of 
our coastwise system of canals for defense and commerce; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Managers of the 
Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa.. remonstrating against the re- 
peal of the present civil-service law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented the memorial of Henry W. Mitchell, of New 
York City, remonstrating against the adoption of paragraph No. 
267 in the pending tariff bill, relating to the duty on oranges, 
lemons, limes, etc.; which was ordered to lie on the table 

Mr. LINDSAY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Paris, 


| Ky., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the im- 


portation and sale of agricultural seed; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 105, 
of Maysville, Ky., remonstrating against the proposed increase of 
duty on Sumatra and Habana tobacco; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry hemp growers of Shelby 
County, Ky., praying for the enactmentof legislation placing such 
a tariff on jute and all other textile fibers which come into com- 
petition with the hemp grown in this country as will bea sufficient 
protection to the home industry; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of 165 citizens of Rhode 
Island, praying for the enactment of legislation for a more rigid 
restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented petitions of E. T. Glover and 
other citizens of Wise, E. G. Thrasher and 51 other citizens of 
Gormania, H. B. Turner and 13 other citizens of Barboursville, 
J. K. Snodgrass and 117 other citizens of Roane County, and 
A. M. Prince and 51 other citizens of Bluefield, all in the State of 
West Virginia, praying for the enactment of legislation restrict- 
ing immigration; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


~~ 
se 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1197) for the relief of Rinaldo P. Smith, of Balti- 
more, Md., reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 2005) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of William Cruse, of Prairie- 
ton, Vigo County, Ind.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 2004) for the relief of Joseph 
B. McCooey; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 2005) to increase the pension 
of Mrs. Elizabeth V. Harman; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted four amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which were ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. CULLOM submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the genera! deficiency appropriation bill; which 
vas referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 
PRINTING OF BILLS TO REGULATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 

considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 500 copies each of 
House bill No. 7273, Fifty-third Congress, as passed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives December 11, 1894; House bill No. 3837, Fifty-fourth Congress, as 
introduced in the House January 13, 1896; and Senate bill No. 1932, Fifty-fifth 
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Congress. as introduced in the Senate May 11, 1897, all being bills to amend an 
act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, said 
bills to be delivered to the Senate document room. 


DISTRICT PARK LIGHTING CONTRACTS, 


Mr. FAULKNER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate if it is true that the superintendent of public buildings 
and grounds has accepted bids for park lighting at the rate of $91.25 per 
light and rejected bids at the rate of $10 per light per year; and if true, the 


reasons for such action; and also to inform the Senate if the contracts for 
such lighting have been completed 


Cc. B. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed, and 
the Calendar is in order. The first bill on the Calendar will be 
stated. 

The bill (S. 936) for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co. was an- 
nounced as first in order on the Calendar, and the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It pro- 
p ses to pay to C. B. Bryan & Co., of Memphis, Tenn., $3,643.60, 

veing for the value of a coal barge and 16,968 bushels of Pittsburg 
coal, as found by the Court of Claims. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRYAN & CO. 


TAXATION OF INDIAN LANDS HELD IN SEVERALTY. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. The bill (S. 374) extending relief to Indian 
citizens, and for other purposes, was passed over the other day. 
I desire to have it called up at this time. It is under Rule VUL 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the lands now allotted to or which may be here” 
after allotted to any Indians in severalty, under agreements already made, 
when such Indians, under the provisions of any existing law, have become or 
shall become entitled to the benefits of and subject to the laws of any State, 
and when such lands shall be embraced in and as a part of any county or 
town organization, so as to enjoy full and equal participation in the benefits 
of such local government, and when the Indians enjoy their equal privileges 
as citizens, shall be subject to State and local assessment and taxation, the 
same as any other lands similarly located in such State: Provided, however, 
That nothing herein contained shallauthorize the sale or incumbrance of any 
such land on account of such assessment and taxation or in any manner inter- 
fere with the trust in which such lands are held by the United States while 
such trust continues: And provided further, That during the continuance of 
said trust said taxes so assessed and levied shall be paid from the Treasury 
of the United States to the county treasurer or other legally authorized officer 
of the county or municipality to which such taxes are payable at such time as 
said taxes shall become due and payable: And also provided further, That said 
taxes shall only be paid on the receipt of the sworn statement of the county 
trensurer or other legally authorized officer of the county or municipality 
to which such taxes are payable, showing that such tax has been legally as- 
sessed and levied, and that said tax is then due and payable, accompanied 
by the certificate of the Secretary of the Interior that said lands are within 
the State and county described in said statement, and that the lands therein 
described have been allotted in severalty or belong to Indian citizens of the 
United States, and that he is satisfied, after sufficient inquiry, that the as- 
sessment of the lands for taxation is a fair and reasonable one, and the taxes 
levied just and equitable, both independently and in proportion to the valu- 
ation and taxation of lands in the same county, town, or other municipal 
corporation: And provided further, That no moneys shall be so paid for road 
or highway taxes, which, by the laws of the State, may be discharged by 
work, but the Indians owning such lands shall be required to so discharge 
such taxes: And provided further, That the Secretary of the interior shall b 
satisfied, and so certify, that the public expenditure of such taxes is fairly 
made to give the lands of such Indians their just share of benefit. 

Sec. 2. That from and after the passage of this act there shall be paid an- 
nually, from any moneysin the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such 
rw as shall be necessary to pay such taxes so certified under section 1 of 
this act. 

Src. 3. That all agreements hereafter made for the purchase of the unal- 
lotted lands in any Indian reservation shall provide a fund for the payment 
of taxes upon inalienable allotments in the manner provided by this act. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read the third time. 
Mr. COCKRELL, I simply desire to record my vote by placing 
in the RECORD the statement that 1 am opposed to the principle 
involved in this bill. 
The bill was passed. 
JAMES SIMS. 


Mr. WALTHALL. Yesterday the bill (S. 937) for the relief of 
Jameés Sims, of Marshall County, Miss., was passed over without 
prejudice on the objection made by aSenator. That Senator tells 
me that after an examination of the bill he has no objection to its 
passage. I ask the Senate to proceed to its consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes oes $6,338 
to James Sims, of Marshall County, in the State of Mississippi, 
for quartermaster and commissary stores furnished by him to the 
Army of the United States in the years 1862 and 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANNA W. OSBORNE, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next bill on theCalendar will be 
proceeded with. 








The bill (S. 415) for the relief of Anna W. Osborne was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar, and was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to pay to Anna W. Osborne the sum of $600, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the same being the 
amount of personal property belonging to her and to John W. Osborne, her 
late husband, of the United States rmy, destroyed by fire at the destruction 
of the post hospital at Fort Ripley, Minn., July 21, 1870. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know why this claim was 
not adjudicated by the War Department under the general author- 
ity which it has to adjudicate all claims arising from loss by fire. 
We passed a number of years ago a general law for the very pur- 
pose of keeping this class of claims out of the committees of 
Congress. 

Mr. PASCO. Ido not know why the claim was not presented 
to the Department under the general law. The bill came before 
the Committee on Claims and was carefully examined there. 
The Senator from Missouri will find by the report, which is on 
file, that it is a meritorious case. I see no reason why the bill 
should not be passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But this is the question: A man has a just 
claim and we have provided a tribunal for the adjudication of it, 
where it can be adjusted, and yet he comes to us and insists that 
we shall pass a special law. ere is no uce in passing a general 
law if Congress has to pass a — act for every little case that 
comes up, and a man can take his choice and come to Congress or 
go before the Department. 

Mr. PASCO. Ido not remember the general law to which the 
Senator from Missouri calls attention. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have always understood that the Com- 
mittee on Claims and the Committee on Military Affairs refused 
to report favorably claims of citizens who had a remedy before 
the Departments and would not pursue that remedy. 

Mr. PASCO. This claim has been before Congress ever since 
the days when Mr. Wilson was Vice-President, and no one has 
ever before suggested that it came under a general law. The 
bill was reported unanimously by the Committee on Claims in 
the last Congress and passed then, and I do not see any reason 
why the same course should not be pursued now. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to the consideration of the bill 
until we can ascertain whether the Department has jurisdiction 
of the case. Ifit has, I object to the Senate wasting its time in 
considering matters that properly belong to the executive branch 
of the Government to adjudicate. The report does not show any 
reason why it was not presented to the Department. There may 
be some just cause. 

Mr. PASCO. I hope the Senator from Missouri will withhold 
his objection until the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] can 
be heard. He introduced the bill, and he may be able to give the 
Senator the special information he desires. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; I will withhold it until the Sen- 
ator is heard. 

Mr.NELSON. I trust the Senator from Missouri will withdraw 
his objection. This is a very small claim. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will excuse me, it does not 
make a bit of difference how small itis or how largeitis. The prin- 
ciple involved is the question whether Congress shall waste its 
time in considering little claims of individual citizens when by a 
general law the executive branch of the Government has full power 
to adjudicate and pay them. I insist that a citizen shall not have 
the — to come to Congress when we have provided another 
tribunal. 

Mr. NELSON. Iam notaware of any general law under which 
this claim can be adjudicated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will just let the bill be passed 
by, I will furnish him with a copy of the law. It was enacted 
years ago. This is the first of these claims that I have seen here 
in Congress for some time. There is no question about such a 
law having been enacted. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to state that this lady, a widow, with two 
children, has been before Congress ever since the Forty-seventh 
Congress endeavoring to get the claim paid. The bill has been 
reported favorably in both Houses, and yet she never has been 
able to get the claim adjusted. It would have been very kind and 
fair for the Senator from Missouri during all those years to have 
called our attention to this fact before, so that the poor woman 
might have gotten her relief without waiting as many years as she 
has in order to get it through the action of Congress. He has 
never before suggested that there was a general law which would 
cover the case. 

There was no such suggestion made in the popers, and there 
was no such suggestion before the committee. There was no such 
suggestion before the House of Representatives when a favorable 
report was made there. I hope that she will not be further de- 
layed, so far as the action the Senate is concerned. It is a 


meritorious case. The attention of the committee was not called 





1897. 





to the fact that she could get relief under a general law. I ask, 
if the bill is to be passed over, that the report, which is brief, be 
printed as a part of my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
mone, and the report will be printed. 

The report is as follows: 


[Senate Report No. 78, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session. ] 
April 14, 1897. 


Mr. PAsco, from the Committee on Claims, submitted the following re- 
port, to accompany 5S. 415. , mya : 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 415) for the 
relief of Anna W. Osborne, have examined the same and submit the follow- 
ing report thereon: 

his claim was before the committee during the Fifty-fourth Congre 

and the bill for its settlement was favorably reported and was passed by 
Senate. 

This report was as follows: 





[Senate Report No. 144, Fifty-fourth Congress, second session. } 


“'fhe Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 114) for the 
relief of Anna W. Osborne, have carefully considered the same, and submit 
the following report thereon: 

“The claimant is the widow of John W. Osborne, who served for three 
years during the late war asa member of Company E, Thirty-sixth Massa 
chusetts Volunteers. He reenlisted soon after his discharge in June, 1855, 
and was appointed as hospital steward and served as such until October 2s, 
1870, when he was accidentally killed at Fort Ripley, Minn., where he was on 
duty at the time. 

“About three months before his death the hospital building at the fort was 
destroyed by fire, and Osborne and his family, who were living in the build 
ing, lost all they had. It is stated that Osborne, instead of trying to save his 
property, exerted himself to rescue the patients and save the property of 
the Government. This statement is supported by some of the officers who 
were on duty at the post. 

** Before his death Osborne applied to the late Vice-President Wilson, then a 
Senator from Massachusetts, tor aid in securing relief, and some letters writ 
ten by him, acknowledging the receipt of the papers, are before the commit 
tee. Some of the papers sent to Senator Wilson were subsequently lost or 
mislaid, and among them an itemized statement of the losses which, accord 
ing to the recollection of the widow, was among them. This loss is supplied 
by the widow, who has submitted a list of the losses as full and correct as 
was possible after the lapse of so many years. Her statement is that this 

s amounted to $800. 

“The death of her husband left the widow with three young children de- 
pending upon her for support. She came to Congress with her claim during 
the first session of the Forty-third Congress and asked for an appropriation 
of $600, and a bill giving her this relief was passed in the House of Represent- 
atives, but no action was taken in the Senate. 

* Since that time her claim has been frequently before the House anda num 
ber of favorable reports have been made by the committees which have con- 
sidered the case. Similar bills have been introduced from time to time in 
the Senate, but with no final results in any case. 

“ The claim seems to be meritorious, and the House committees, after care- 
ful consideration and, it is to be presumed, on sufficient evidence, having fre 

uently recommended the sum of $600 as fair and just, the committee are 
isposed to accept that amount as a proper recompense for the loss sustained, 
without looking for further evidence than that contained in the record. 

“The committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass.” 

The present bill isinthe same terms and has the same purpose in view, 
and the committee recommend that it do pass. 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri, 
before the bill is passed over, what is the general law to which he 
refers? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave sent foracopy of it. There is a gen- 
eral law which authorizes the War Department to consider all 
these claims. We had an immense number of them pending here 
at one time. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator listen to me one moment? I 
ought not to have interposed when he was answering my question, 
but he has answered that he has sent for a copy of the general law. 
I should like the attention of the Senate for one moment. 

This is acase where the papers of this widow were sent to Vice- 
President Wilson when a member of the Senate and by him lost. 
The general law only authorizes the War Department to pay 
proved claims and not to exercise an equitable discretion in re- 
gard to accepting other than the ordinary legal evidence. Soshe 
could not get relief under the general law. It is a six-hundred- 
dollar clcim of the widowof an officer who, it is said, lost his prop 





erty because when the flames broke out he neglected his own prop- | 


erty and looked after the public property. Proof of that fact was 
sent to the Senate, and my distinguished predecessor, Senator 
Wilson, lost the papers. Thereupon thislady came to the commit- 
tee. They have reported several times that thes are satisfied those 
are the facts, and they have taken, instead of legal evidence, such 
moral evidence as to the probability of the fact as they could get, 
including her affidavit, and the committee report that she ought 
to be paid $600. 

I submit to my honorable friend from Missouri that that makes 
an exception to the principle, which I agree to as much as he does, 
that we should leave these people to the general law where they 
come within the general law. Tt would leave it to my honorable 
friend's sense of justice. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Icannotconsent. Itisavalidlaw. Ihave 
sent fora copy of thelaw. When I getit, we can ascertain whether 
the claimant has ever applied to the Department for relief, and if 
she has not applied to the Department, and the law covers her case, 

can get it infinitely more quickly than she will ever get Mr. 

ED to pass the bill through another branch of Congress. 
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Mr. HOAR. But the general law does not apply. Let me res 
this sentence from the report of the committe 





Before his death Osborne applied to the lat: President Wils then a 
Senator from Massachusetts, for aid i: ne letters wr 
ten by him, acknowledging the receipt ‘ n 
tee. Some of the papers sent to Senat \\ \ 
mislaid, and among them an itemized sta a rd- 
ing to the recollection of the wi I 
by the widow, who has submitted a is 
was possible after the lapse of s ss 
amounted to su) 

It seems to me that that makes an exception to t rdina 
case, because the Department can not waive the law for this ] 
ose, 


[The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is objection made to the present « : 
sideration of the bill? 
Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator does not seer to have read tho 
I have read every word in it. ‘* This loss” of 


papers *‘is supplied by the widow, who has sul ted a list he 
losses as full and correct as was possible after the lapse of so many 
years.” 

Mr. HOAR. That is what I read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no controversy about the items of 
the account. I object to the present consideration of the bill 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Missouri obj , 
and the bill will lie over. The next bill on the Calendar will } 


stated. 

Mr. NELSON. What becomes of the Osborne bill 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It lies over 

Mr. PASCO. [understand that it goes over without prejudice, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I asked a while ago that it might go over 
without prejudice, and it was still insisted ind TF had to object; 
but if the Senator is willing to let it go over without prejudice, I 
will withdraw my objection and let that course be taken. 

Mr. PASCO. If it does not go over without prejudice, I shall 
ask that it be taken up notwithstanding the objection 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam perfectly willing to let it 
out prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


MARTHA A. BAGWELL. 


The bill (S. 1559) for the relief of Martha A. Bagwell, executrix 
of Sally Hardmond, deceased, was announced as next 
the Calendar. 

Mr. NELSON, 
covering that case? 
Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The distinguished Senator from Massachnu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar] introduced this bill, and he is presumed to know 
all about it. He can answer if he desires. If not, and if the Sen 
ator from Minnesota can show any valid reason why it should not 
be passed, I would be very glad to hear it. 
I have some reason for objecting, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
Martha A. Bagwell, executrix of Sally Hardmond, deceased, 
$4,850, being the balance due said Sally Hardmond on account of 
her personal services as a nurse in the Bureau of Freedmen, Ret 
ugees, and Abandoned Lands, district of Virginia, and for rent 
of a dwelling house in the city of Richmond, in the State of Vir- 
ginia, and for one house hired by and used for the purposes of the 
Bureau, and for money expended by her in and for the Bureau. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


under objec 


il 
} 


ro over with- 


The bill goes over without prejudice 


. 


[ will inquire whether there is any general law 
1 would make the inqu ry of the Senator from 


Il never obj ct unless 


PORT HUDSON FORLORN-HOPE STORMING PARTY, 


The bill (S. 1557) to grant medals to the survivors and heirs of 
volunteers of the Port Hudson forlorn-hope storming party w 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the 
tary of War to procure a suitable medal to be presented to the 
survivors of the forlern-hope storming party against the works at 
Port Hudson, La., June 15, 1863, in fulfillment of the promises 
made by Maj. Gen. N. P. Banks, commanding the Department of 
the Gulf, and contained in his General Order, No. 49; and in case 
of decease of such volunteers said medals shall be given to the 
widow or oldest heir. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


is 
Secre- 


SUFFERERS BY WRECK OF GALLATIN, 

The bill (S. 117) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of 
the U. S. revenue cutter Gallatin off the coast of Massachusetts 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the bill will 
be passed over. 
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CHRISTOPHER SCHMIDT, 


The bill (S. 1464) for the relief of Christopher Schmidt was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay $40a 
month for and during the term of his natural life to Christopher 
Schmidt, of St. Paul, Minn., for injuries received from accidental 
shot on the rifle range at Fort Snelling July 14, 1892, in quarterly 
payments, upon such vouchers as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may prescribe. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JOHN ROACH, 


The bill (S. 1115) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
John Roach, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. To carry out the provisions of the act making appropri- 
ations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1884 (22 Stats., page 477), the bill proposes to pay to the legal rep- 
resentatives of John Roach, deceased, the sum of $28,160.25 for 
labor and material furnished by the said John Roach in complet- 
ing the dispatch boat Dolphin under the advice and assistance of 
the naval advisory board mentioned in that act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HEIRS OF THE LATE JOHN ROACH, 


The bill (S. 1116) to pay the heirs of the late John Roach, de- 
ceased, $330,151.42 for labor and material, dockage, and deten- 
tion and occupation of yards and shops for the gunboats Chicago, 
Boston, and Atlanta was announced as next in order, and was 
read. 

Mr. BATE, Ido not know who introduced the bill, but I think 
he ought to explain why the large sum of $330,000 is proposed to 
be appropriated by the bill out of the Treasury. The bill has been 
up heretofore, I know, and it was perhaps discussed at a previous 
session. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The adjustment of the claim has been very 
carefully made by a board of ofticers, and by the committee it has 
been carefully examined. Nevertheless, as it is a large sum, and 
members of the committee are not here, I think it quite right for 
the Senator from Tennessee to ask that the bill may go over. 

Mr. BATE. Yes, let it go over without prejudice. I want to 
examine it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be the order. 


PAY OF NONCOMMISSIONED OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. 


The bill (S. 661) to regulate the pay of noncommissioned officers 
in the Army was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported by the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 4, to strike out the date *‘ 1896” and insert 
**1898;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That on and after the Ist day of July, 1898, the pay per 
month of the following noncommissioned officers of the line of the Army shall 
be as follows: Sergeant-major, artillery, cavalry, and infantry, $30; regimen- 
tal quartermaster-sergeant, artillery, cavalry, and infantry, $30; first ser- 
geant, artillery, cavalry, and infantry, $30; sergeant, artillery, cavalry, and 
infantry, $23; corporal, artillery, cavalry, and infantry, $17: Provided, That 
nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent the increase of pay to non- 
commissioned officers of the Army by reason of longevity service now pro- 
vided by law: Provided further, That nothing in this act shall be construed 
to increase the pay of noncommissioned officers of the Army on the retired 
list July 1, 1896. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.SEWELL. I would state that a similar bill to the one now 
before the Senate received the full consideration of the Senate at 
the last Congress and passed without any objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN STULL. 


The bill (S. 660) for the relief of John Stull was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of War to re- 
voke and set aside Special Orders, No. 144, paragraph 1, of the War 
Department, dated April 11, 1864, dismissing from the service John 
Stull, late captain of Company M, Third Regiment New Jersey 
Cavalry Volunteers, and to grant him an honorable discharge as of 
date April 11, 1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHRISTIAN M. KIRKPATRICK. 


The bill (S. 136) to provide for the payment of the claim of 
Christian M. Kirkpatrick for paving the street adjacent to the 
United States arsenal at Indianapolis, Ind., was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate $6,044.22 for 
the payment of the claim of Christian M. Kirkpatrick for improv- 
ing with brick the street known as Clifford avenue from the tracks 
of the Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago and St. Louis Railroad Com- 
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pany toa point 145 feet east of Newman street, including the 
roadway in front of and adjacent to the ground owned by the 
United States Government, known and designated as the United 
States arsenal at Indianapolis, Ind. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be eugrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONTINENTAL FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY AND OTHERS. 


The bill (S. 486) for the relief of the Continental Fire Insurance 
Company and others was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to cause the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue to reopen and reexamine the refunding 
claims of the Continental Fire Insurance Company, the Eagle Fire 
Insurance Company, the City Fire Insurance Company, the Com- 
mercial Mutual Insurance Company of the State of New York, the 
Maryland Fire Insurance Company, the Western National Bank, 
the Merchants’ National Bank, the Chesapeake Bank of the State 
of Maryland, and the Eastern Rai'road Company of the State of 
Massachusetts for taxes erroneously paid by them and now on 
file in his office, and toexamineand allow such amounts as he may 
find those companies and banks have paid as a duplicate tax upon 
the same identical income or profits, and to transmit his allowances 
to the proper accounting officers of the Treasury for certification 
to Congress, in compliance with the second section of the act of 
Congress approved July 7, 1884. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCIS W. SEELEY. 


The bill (8. 659) to place Francis W. Seeley on the retired list of 
the Army was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to authorize the President of the United States to nominate 
and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint 
Francis W. Seeley, late a captain in the Fourth Regiment United 
States Artillery, a captain of artillery in the Army, and to place 
him on the retired list thereof with that rank and pay, the retired 
list being thereby increased in number to that extent; to suspend 
all laws and parts of laws in conflict with such action for that 
purpose only; but from and after his appointment under the pro- 
visions of the act no pension shall be paid him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BVT. COL. THOMAS P. O'REILLY. 


The bill (S. 1594) for the relief of Bvt. Col. Thomas P. O'Reilly 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
authorize the President of the United States to appoint Thomas 
P. O'Reilly, late second lieutenant in the Twenty-second Infantry 
of the Army, a first lieutenant in the Army, and to place him 
upon the retired list of the Army in his late grade, the retired list 

eing thereby increased in number to that extent. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to beengrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ORIN R. M’DANIEL, 


The bill (S. 809) for the relief of Orin R. McDaniel was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of 
War to place the name of Orin R. McDaniel, late an enrolled 
soldier of Company H, Sixty-fourth Regiment [linois Volunteers, 
upon the records of that company as enrolled December 26, 1863, 
and discharged February 14, 1864, for disability, and to grant 
him an honurable discharge accordingly, as of date February 14, 
1864, for disability. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


CHARLES FLETCHER, ALIAS JAMES H. MITCHELL. 


The bill (S. 394) for the relief of Charles Fletcher, alias James H. 
Mitchell, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to remove the charge of desertion standing against Charles 
Fletcher, who served under the name James H. Mitchell as a pri- 

rate in Company H, Ninety-fifth Regiment of New York State 
Infantry Volunteers, and directs the Secretary of War to dis- 
charge that soldier as of the date of July 16, 1865, to which that 
company and regiment were paid on their discharge. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN CLYDE SULLIVAN, 


The bill (S. 1340) for the relief of John Clyde Sullivan was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Presi- 
dent of the United States to nominate, and, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, to reappoint John Clyde Sullivan 
a paymaster in the Navy with the relative rank of lieutenant- 
commander at the foot of the list of paymasters having the rela- 
tive rank of lieutenant-commander. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmont, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time. and passed. 
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LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JOHN ROACH, DECEASED. 


The bill (S. 958) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
John Roach, deceased, was announced as next in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. BATE. Iseethat that bill is reported by the same Senator 
who reported Senate bill 1115, and has the same title. In his 
absence, I think it had better be passed over for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over. 

Mr. BATE. It may be that the bills are the same. 


ESTATE OF RICHARD LAWSON. 


The bill (S. 1194) for the relief of the estate of Richard Lawson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the 
administrator de bonis non of the estate of Richard Lawson, late 
of Baltimore, Md.,to sue in the United States Court of Claims for 
his individual interest as a partner in the late firm of John Mc- 
Fadon & Co., and also the late firm of William McFadon & Co., 
formerly of Baltimore, Md., on account of French spoliations com- 
mitted prior to the year 1800, and directs such court to pass upon 
the facts and law in the case and report the same to Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DORENCE ATWATER. 


The bill (S. 400) for the relief of Dorence Atwater was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. ; 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, in line 7, after the words ** directed to,” to | 
strike out‘: revoke” and insert ‘‘annul;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Dorence Atwater be, and he is hereby, relieved and 
absolved from the effect of the sentence adjudged against him by a court 
martial on the llth day of September, 1865, and that the Secretary of War 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to annul the order dishonorably | 
discharging said Atwater as a private, general service, United States Army, 
and to issue to him an honorable discharge from said service, to date from | 
the 22d day of September, 1865. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 
the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALTOONA, PA. 


The bill (S. 1273) for a public building at the city of Altoona, 
Pa., and appropriating money therefor, was considered as in Com- | 
mittee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to | 
purchase by private sale or secure by condemnation a site for, and 
cause to be erected thereon, a suitable building, with fireproof 
vaults therein, for the accommodation of the United States dis- 
trict and circuit courts, post-office, and other Government offices, 
at the city of Altoona, in the county of Blair, State of Pennsyl- 
vania, the cost not to exceed, for the site and building, complete, 
$125,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING 


AT MAMMOTH HOT SPRINGS. 


The bill (S. 422) to provide for the erection of a public building 
for the use and accommodation of the post-office at Mammoth 
Hot Springs, in the Yellowstone National Park, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the In- 
terior and the Postmaster-General to select a suitable site at Mam- 
moth Hot Springs, in the Yellowstone National Park, and cause 
to be erected thereon a suitable building for the use and accom- | 
modation of the post-office at that place, such building not to ex- | 
ceed in cost $10,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT EVANSTON, WYO. 


The bill (S. 134) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Evanston, in the State of 
Wyoming, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to acquire, by purchase or 
otherwise, a site, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable build- 
ing, including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, | 
and approaches, for the use and accommodation of the United 
States courts, post-office, land offices, and for other Government 
purposes, at Evanston, in the State of Wyoming, the cost of such 
site and building complete not to exceed $100,000, not more than 
$15,000 of which shall be used for the purchase of the site. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DR. S. A. BROWN. 
The bill (S. 377) for the relief of Dr. 8. A. Brown was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay $485.47 


to S. A. Brown, of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., for services as passed as- 
sistant surgeon, United States Navy, during the years 1876, 1877, 
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| and 1878, said account having been allowed by the Treasury De- 


partment. 
The bill was reported to the Senate wit! 


rout amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read t 


e third time, and passed. 
HEIRS OF 


STERLING T. AUSTIN, 


The bill (S. 432) for the relief of the 


he of Sterling T. Austin, 

deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whol It pro- 
poses to pay to Florine A. Albright and Missouri A. Pollard, heirs 
of Sterling T. Austin, deceased, $50,287. being the proceeds of the 
sale of 360 bales of cotton, the property of Sterling T. Austin 
seized by the civil and military authorities of the United States 
and received into the Treasury, as found by the Court of Claims. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 


to be engrossed for a third readin 


read the third time. and passed, 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGES AT ST. PAUL, MINN. 
The bill (S. 1687) to authorize the construction and maint: 


of two railroad bridges across the Mississippi River at or near the 
city of St. Paul, Minn., was considered as in Committee of the 
W hole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 4, line 4, before the word 
** feet.” to strike out *‘ fifty’ and insert ‘* fifty-five;” so as to read: 


The main span shall be over the main channel of 
300 feet in length in the clear, nor less th 
water mark. 


The amendinent was agreed to. 


the river and not less than 


wn 55 feet in the clear abov high 








The next amendment was to insert as a new section the fol- 

| lowing: 

Sec. 5. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridges, or 
either of them, shall have and be entitled t jual rights and privileges rela 
tive to the passage of trains or cars over th ame and over the approaches 
thereto upon the payment of a reasonable compensation for such use; and in 
case the owner or owners of said bridges, or either of them, and the several 
railroad companies, or any one of them, desiring such use shall fail to agree 
upon the sum or sums to be paid, and upon the rules and conditions to which 
each shall conform in using said bridges, or either of them, all matters at 

| issue between them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing 
of the allegations and proofs of the parties 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was to insert a new section the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec. 7. That this act shall be nullanda void if the bridges herein authorized 
be not commenced withiu one year and completed within three years from 


the date of approval hereof 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


AMERICAN REGISTER FOR BARKENTINE SHARPSHOOTER 


The bill (S. 1788) to provide an American register for the bark- 


was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


| to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


PORT OF ENTRY AT GREAT FALLS, MONT. 
The bill (S. 1716) making Great Falls, Mont. 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bi!l was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THE 
The bill (S. 94) to provide for the Twelfth and subsequent cen- 
suses was announced as the next business in order on the Calendar, 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be passed over. 
LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF EDWIN 
The bill (S. 1357) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Edwin De Leon, deceased, late consul-general of the United States 
in Egypt, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to pay to the legal representatives of Edwin De Leon, de- 
ceased, late consul-general of the United States in Egypt, $179.11, 


, & port ot entry 


CENSUS, 


DE LEON, 


being the balance due him on adjustment of his official accounts 
by the First Comptroller of the Treasury 
Mr. COCKRELL. After the word ‘‘Secretary,” in line 6, I 


move to insert ‘‘ of the Treasury;” so as to read: 
Treasury.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT OAKLAND, CAL, 


The bill (S. 706) to provide for the purchase of a site for and the 
erection of a public building at Oakland, in the State of California, 


**Secretary of the 
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was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or 
otherwise, a site, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable build- 
ing, including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 
elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommodation of the 
United States post-office and other Government offices, in the city 
of Oakland and State of California, the cost of site and building, 
including vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, 
and approaches, complete, not to exceed $350,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
tobe engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BLUE MOUNTAIN IRRIGATION AND IMPROVEMENT COMPANY. 


Mr. McBRIDE. I ask unanimous consent to return to the bill 
(S. 1233) extending the time allowed the Blue Mountain Irriga- 
tion and Improvement Company for the construction of its reser- 
voirs and canal in and through the Umatilla Indian Reservation, 
in the State of Oregon. It was passed over yesterday during my 
absence from the Chamber. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. McBRIDE. In line 8, I move to strike out “ five” and in- 
sert “‘ eight.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 8,it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ five” 
and insert ‘‘ eight;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the time prescribed by the act of Congress ap- 
proved January 12, 1893, for the construction and completion of the irrigation 
ditch, or canal, and reservoirs of the Blue Mouutain Irrigation and Improve- 
ment Company across the Umatilla Indian Reservation, in the State of Ore. 
gon, is hereby extended eight years from the date of the passage of said act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FIRST LIEUT. BENJAMIN W. LORING. 


The bill (S. 1337) to commission First Lieut. Benjamin W. Lor- 
ing a captain was announced as the next business in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. BATE. This seems to be a bill to promote an officer from 
first lieutenant to captain. There ought to be some reason given 
for it. It may be that the ordinary channels of promotion are 
open to him. There ought to be some explanation given. Ido 
not see present the Senator who reported the bill, and I think it 
should be passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator who introduced the bill is 

resent. 
. Mr. BATE. The Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] reported it. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I could not hear what the Senator 
from Tennessee said. Will he please repeat it? 

Mr. BATE. Ido not know who introduced the bill, but it was 
reported by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], whois not in 
the Chamber. 

It seems to me from the caption on the Calendar that here is an 
effort to promote a first lieutenant toa captaincy by a Congres- 
sional act, which is unusual. There must be some extraordinary 
reason for it, and none seems to be given. I should like to have 
an explanation of the matter, or else let the bill be passed over 
until the Senator from Maine comes in. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I will say to the Senator from Ten- 
nessee that I have not the facts beforeme. Iask thatthe bill may 
be passed over for the present. 

Mr. BATE. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS IN THE DISTRICT. 


The bill (S. 1063) for the further prevention of cruelty to ani- 
mals in the District of Columbia was announced as the next busi- 
‘ness in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be passed over. 


PETER VON ESSEN BEQUEST. 


The bill (S. 468) authorizing the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to accept the bequest of the late Peter Von Essen for 
he use of the public white schools of that portion of said District 
former rane as Georgetown was considered as in Committee of 
e Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REGULATION OF CEMETERIES IN THE DISTRICT. 


The bill (S, 467) for the regulation of cemeteries and the dis- 

1 of dead bodies in the District of Columbia was considered as 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without Se 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, passed. 
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ADJOURNMENT FROM THURSDAY UNTIL MONDAY. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I desire the attention of the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGan] to a motion which I wish to make at this 
time. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-morrow it be to 
meet on Monday next. I make the motivun because it is well 
known that many Senators desire to be absent from Washington 
Friday for a purpose which everyone will commend. The Sena- 
tor from Alabama objected this morning to a similar motion when 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], the ob- 
jection being made, I suppose, in the interest of the Cuban joint 
resolution and with a view to having a time fixed for voting 
upon it. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, if the Senator from Alabama will 
allow me to make a suggestion, that the best course would be on 
Monday morning next to ask to have a time fixed for voting upon 
the Cuban joint resolution. 1 donot think the friends of the joint 
resolution ought this week to ask that a time should be fixed. It 
is due to truth to say that there has not been filibustering against 
the joint resolution in the ordinary sense of the term or in any 
sense of the term. Whena few weeks ago the Senator from Maine 
{Mr. Hae] asked that there might be delay upon the joint reso- 
lution, he explicitly stated that he was willing at the proper time 
to agree toa date for voting upon the question. TheSenator from 
Maine renewed that assurance yesterday, and I know of no oppo- 
nent of the Cuban joint resolution who does not propose to agree, 
when it is proper for the friends of the joint resolution to ask for 
it, that a time shall be fixed for voting. 

I think the opponents of the joint resolution, so far as appear- 
ances hitherto are concerned, should be acquitted of any disposi- 
tion to delay a vote upon the measure after reasonable discussion. 
The discussion has been largely conducted by the friends of the 
resolution, and the Senators who are opposed to it I know intend 
to allow a vote to be taken upon it induetime. The Senator from 
California [Mr. WHITE] who has just entered the Chamber and 
who has spoken upon the resolution has himself said not only 
that he sympathizes with the Cubans in their struggle for inde- 
pendence, but that he is willing at the proper time to have a vote 
taken upon the belligerency resolution. 

Mr. President, having acquitted, as far as Iam concerned, the 
opponents of the resolution of any intention to delay action upon 
it, I suggest to the Senator from Alabama not to object to the 
motion which I now make, and to ask on Monday next, before the 
tariff bill is taken up, that a time may be fixed for voting upon 
the Cuban resolution. I will certainly at that time help him to 
secure a vote upon the resolution. I move that when the Senate 
adjourn to-morrow it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. MORGAN. If I have the ee of speaking upon the 
motion, by unanimous consent, 1 would be glad to be heard 
upon it. 

I objected this morning to the consideration ee of a motion 
that was to operate to-morrow, for the reason that I had the hope, 
from the course of debate upon the joint resolution, that we might 
be able to-morrow to reach a solution of that question, at least 
one part of it, which, I must insist, I think is intended for delay, 
and only for delay—that is, the motion to refer the joint resolu- 
tion to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

With that motion out of the way and a direct vote to be taken 
on the joint resolution, a great deal of the embarrassment would 
be removed from this case. The joint resolution, on its merits, is 
probably stronger than it would be upon the motion to commit, 
because, say what we may about it, there is a desire on the part 
of some Senators and others to have a delay in the passage of the 
resolution. For my = I think that every day of delay is a day 
of wretchedness to the people in Cuba, a day of suspense to the 
people of the United States, and a day of injustice to our own char- 
acterasacountry. Therefore I have desired to try to urge the joint 
resolution as well as I could upon the attention of the Senate, and 
I hoped that by to-morrow at least we would be able to reach a 
vote on the question of committing it to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

I beg to assure the Senate that the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions understand this question to-day as well as they will a week 
from now, and they understand it to-day better than a great many 
Senators do here, for the reason that some of the members of that 
committee, not including myself, have had an opportunity to look 
over the dispatches. I had the opportunity sie, but I did not 
avail myself of it, to look over the dispatches from our 8 
and consul-general in Cuba. They will not say on this floor that 
the situation as presented by the reports of our consuls is less 
aggravated, less intense, than that which has been reported by the 
correspondents of the newspaper press who have gone to Cuba and 
made personal examination. 

The evidence as it has been reported to the committee from the 
gentlemen who have looked at the dispatches shows that a state 
of affairs exists in Cuba worse (if it is possible to make a state- 
ment of anything that is worse) than that which has been repre 
sented by newspaper press of the United States. 
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I desire that the motion to commit this measure to the commit- | 


tee shall be disposed of by a vote of the Senate some time this 
week, say to-morrow evening, and then that would leave us en- 
tirely free to go on the expedition to Monticello, in which I wish 
to participate also, without any embarrassment at all. The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire suggests to me that I should let the 
matter go over really until Monday, and that then [ shall ask that 
a day be fixed for voting. 

Mr.CHANDLER. The Senator from Alabama misunderstands 


me. 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh! 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam willing the whole of to-morrow shall 
be devoted to the subject, but I suggested to the Senator to refrain 
from asking the opponents of the joint resolution to agree to a 
time for voting until Monday morning, and that Monday morning 
he should make the request. He may make it to-morrow if he 
chooses. What I want to do now is to persuade the Senator to 
consent to have it understood that we shall adjourn from to-morrow 
until Monday, because if we are going to Monticello we must know 
it. Now, will the Senator consent to that? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have been extremely solicitous, and I think 


tion in the United States. That the tariff is a political question, 
and that, too, of the severestand most exacting character, I think 
no one can deny. I have been trying to get a vote upon the joint 
resolution before the tariff bill was ready for discussion. I donot 
want to postpone the tariff a second on account of the joint reso- 
lution. I do not want to bring up any collision between the tariff 
bill and the joint resolution. We can not do this country proper 
justice, nor can we do proper justice to our own motives, if we 
permit a domestic question of this kind to come in and displace 
the joint resolution, when we now have the power, and when, | 
think, it is our duty, to vote upon the joint resolution before a po- 
litical question intrudes itself. 

If we can get a vote on the motion to commit, then we shall 
understand the whole situation exactly; and if the joint resolution 
should not be committed, I would have no objection to letting the 
case go over until Monday, and then asking a time to be fixed for 
voting on the resolution, except one, and that is that it would 
bring me into an attitude thas I do not wish to occupy. of an- 
tagonism to action upon the tariff. Now, why should 1 be forced 
into that attitude by the Senate when we have ample time now 
to avoid it? 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator knows that I sympathize with him 
entirely in his view upon the Cuban question, but he has made an 
allusion here which I think deserves some inquiry. It has been 
stated in the public press that three Senators, the Senator from 
Alabama being one of them, had been invited by the state De- 

tment to examine tlie reports made by our consular agents in 
uba, and that the examination had been made. The Senator 
from Alabama informs us this morning that he did not participate 
in that examination. I take it for granted that the other two 
Senators did. 

I submit that the result of that examination ought to be made 
known to the Senate. I have never seen any authoritative state- 


ment as to what General Lee has said about the condition of af- | 


fairs in Cuba. I have my own opinion, based upon unofficial 
information, but which 1 must confess was toa large extent sat- 
isfactory tome. Now, may I be permitted toask the Senator from 
Alabama whether those Senators were invited there, whether they 
made the examination, what was the result, and where it is? We 
are entitled to have it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The three Senators were not invited; they 
were sent by the Committee on Foreign Relations as a subcom- 
mittee to confer with the President and Secretary of State. The 
injunction was imposed upon us that in speaking of this matter 
in the Senate we should not name General Lee or any other consul; 
that we should not state the place from which any dispatch was 


written; that we might give the substance of what the dispatches | 


contained, and no more. 

Mr. VEST. Without the authority. 

Mr. MORGAN. Without the authority, except to say that it 
came from consular authority. When the question was asked as 
to the reason for that, it was use there was apprehension that 
if the names of these gentlemen were given, they would be massa- 
cred in Cuba. Another question was asked, why such an appre- 
hension could be indulged when we had no gunboats and no ships 
of war in the ports of Cuba; that we had made no provision, so 
far as I have ever heard, for meeting such desperate consequences 
from such a desperate and such a depraved people as must be in 
Cuba if our consuls are expected or it is dreaded that they will be 
massacred because they have told the truth. 

Mr. WHITE. Will theSenator from Alabama permit me to ask 
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him who expressed the opinion that they would be massacred 
Was that an official expression? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; official. 

Mr. WHITE. I will ask one furth: 
sion of the Senator from Alabama. 
that the Committee on Foreign 


“OY + 
rques 
i 


m, With the permis- 
Does the 


Senator understand 


Relations has a right to obtain 
official information directly pertinent to a matter before the Sen- 
ate and withhold that information from the Senate, when the 

| Senate must act upon the subject? 
Mr. MORGAN. Irefused to go with that committee and exam- 
ine the dispatches because of these injunctions. I informed the 


| ceived them I could not then be permitted to 


| intelligently upon the state of a 





| Cuba as well as any man on this floor. 
I can claim for myself that I have been patriotically solicitous, to 
keep the joint resolution out of collision with any political ques- | 


| the contrary, on the 2th day of April I asked the Senat 


officials of the Government that I knew enough about Cuba and 
its situation and its affairs to justify me in my action and in my 
vote and to convince the Senate and the world that I was stand 

ing upon no false foundation or imaginary ground; and I declined 
to be handicapped with any confidences at all, for after I had re- 
speak out 
tor should, without at least the appearance of hay 

fidences, which I did not choose to have imputed t 


aS a oena- 
ng violated 
So I stand here to-day informed in regard to all the affairs about 


there wre other 
are letters 


But 
sources of information besides consuls. There 
credible people, and there is that historian that never told a lie 
the photograph. I have them now in my desk here, if gent 
want to examine them, and they show the conditions in Cuba. I 
have letters from women in Cuba who are not given to ly 
regard to the outrages perpetrated upon them and their chil 
I have all the information I want, and I would not rece 
the Executive of the United States any information at 


fia 


ive from 
ul under 
any injunctions that I could not communicate it to my colleagues 
on this floor, nor will I ever do it. 

Mr. ELKINS. Let me ask the Senator a question. Isit fair to 
Senators who have to vote on this question that some Senators 
will have information that they can not impart, and which may 
control their judgment, while it is denied to other Senators 

Mr. MORGAN. If that be unfair, charge it upon the Execu- 
tive and not upon me or the country. There we stand. 

Mr. ELKINS. As I understand, three Senators know 
facts here that other Senators are not permitted to know. 

Mr. MORGAN. Two Senators. 

Mr. ELKINS. Well, two Senators. Whyshould two Senators 
have facts that they are permitted to know and other Senat 
not to have them in voting upon a question that 
world-wide transaction? 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from West V 


some 


ors are 


Is to become a 


rginia will go to 


| the White House or to the State Department and make that in- 


quiry, he will get an answer that will satisfy him, I have no doubt. 
It does not satisfy me, but it will satisfy him. 
Mr. ELKINS. We ought 


to have the White House and State 
Department to communicate 


li the facts if they want us to 


a act 
{fairs in Cuba. We 


are entitled 
to know the facts. 


Mr. MORGAN. They have not communicated any facts. On 
» tO pass 
a resolution, and it was passed, calling for all the correspondence 


| of the consul-general and the consuls of the United States relating 


to affairs in Cuba which had been sent to the State Department 
and not heretofore published. On the 5th day of May I wrote to 
the Secretary of State, inclosing him a copy of the resolution, 
and asked him if he expected to comply with it, inasmuch as the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALe} and myself had agreed that on 


| the next Monday we would take up this case for final disposal. 


The reply was that it would take several weeks to prepare the 


information. 

That to me, I must confess, was rather an astounding piece of 
information in regard to the imbecility of this Government in 
furnishing the information to the Senate. I do not know tha 
that excuse was ever before made. And then that it would de- 
pend upon whether the President saw proper to make the com- 
munication. I have the letter in my desk. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let me ask the Senator whether there has 
been any response to that resolution? 

Mr. MORGAN. There has not been and there will not be f 
six months. if it can be avoided. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock has arrived, 
and it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business of yesterday, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that 
a condition of public war exists in Cuba, and that strict neutrality 
shall be maintained. 

Mr. CANNON and Mr. CHANDLER addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now make my motion, which I suppose 
a privileged motion, and I ask the attention of the Senator from 
Alabamatothe motion. I move,asa privileged motion, that when 
the Senate adjourns to-morrow it adjourn to meet on Monday 
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next. I want to bring the attention of the Senator from Alabama 
to that precise question and for the moment away from the Cuban 
question. Does the Senator see any real objection to having that 
motion adopted at the present time? 


Mr. MORGAN. Lam entirely indifferent about that. I want, 
though, to get a vote taken on the motion tocommit. Does the 


Senator object to my having a vote to-day? 
Mr. CHANDLER. I say to the Senator from Alabama that 
immediately after the motion to commit is voted upon, if it is 


voted down, as I have no doubt it will be, there will be a vote | 
As a friend of the resolution, as good a | 


upon the main question. 
friend to it as he is, I do not think it advisable to attempt to get 
a vote this week upon the motion to commit. Therefore I hope 
the Senator will allow my motion to be adopted. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am not aware that any Senator desires to 
speak upon this subject except the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Burrows], and he has just informed me that he does not feel 
disposed to go on to-day. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] is 
ready to proceed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was not aware of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Utah will allow me a 
word, I am frank to say that I do not think the friends of the 
resolution are entitled to ask, either to-day or to-morrow, to have 
a time fixed for voting upon the resolution, unless we are pre- 
pared to give up the visit to Monticello on Friday. Therefore I 
urge the friends of the resolution to let the motion be adopted 
which I have made. I shall say no more about it. 

Mr. VEST. Before this matter passes away, I should like to ask 
the Senator from Alabama one question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. lam notcertainthat I understood him, and I think 
he ought to be understood. As I did understand him, a commit- 
tee or a subcommittee of three members of the Foreign Relations 
Comnnittee were sent or invited to the State Department. 

Mr. MORGAN. They were sent. They were ne¢ invited. 

Mr. VEST. They were sent by the committee, then, to examine 
the correspondence with our consular agents in Cuba in regard to 
the condition of affairs there. Do I understand the Senator from 
Alabama to say that there were conditions, antecedent conditions, 
imposed upon that committee or subcommittee that they should 
not make known the authority upon which their statements were 
made afterwards, but that they were permitted to go there, and 
when they went there they were permitted to examine this corre- 
spondence, and then retain that information for the committee, 
not to be given to the Senate? 
how that was. 


Mr. MORGAN. I do not think there was any injunction im- 


posed or attempted to be imposed upon the committee at large in | 


communicating to the Senate what the subcommittee might report 
to them. I do not understand that. The injunctions that were 
imposed upon the subcommittee were that the names of consuls 
who had made the communication to the executive department 
of the Government should not be mentioned in the Senate and 
that the places at which the dispatches were written should not 
be stated. 
copies, but the substance of what our consular agents in Cuba 


had communicated to the executive department, the reason be- | 


ing, as I have already stated, that there was an apprehension that 
if the names were given or the places at which the dispatches were 
dated it would result in the massacre of our consuis. 

Mr. WHITE. Has the Senator from Alabama any objection to 
stating what official of the Government of the United States made 
that statement? 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, both the officials concerned in the mat- 
ter made the statement—the President and Secretary of State. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that when the Senate adjourn to-morrow it be to meet on 
Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WAR IN CUBA, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a con- 
dition of public war exists in Cuba, and that strict neutrality shall 
be maintained, the pending question being on the motion of Mr. 
HALe to refer the joint resolution to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Can- 
NON] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Utah yield to me for 
just one moment? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think I should state, in addition to what has 
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I should like to understand exactly | 


But we were at liberty, as I understand, to give, not | 


é ani consent for a vote 
I ask unanimous consent for a vote upon | 


May 19, 








been said by the Senator from Alabama, that there was no limitation 
placed by the President or the State Department upon the use by 
the committee of all the information the State Department is in 
possession of. We were not denied access to any document on file 
there. On the contrary, full information was given tous. Great 
| pains were taken to make us fully acquainted with everything in 
| the way of knowledge that was possessed by the officials of the 
| Government. The subcommittee deputed by the Foreign Rela- 
| tions Committee for that purpose has full information. I have not 
any restriction upon me that I know of, beyond the mere use of 
names and the making of other statements that might identify 
persons and lead to excitements, and possibly lead to personal 
injuries. 

I expect to address the Senate before this debate clos2s, and I 
am not conscious of any restriction upon me as to the use of all 
| the knowledge (to be used, of course, in an appropriate way) that 
| Ihave in this matter become possessed of. 

Mr. VEST. May Lask the Senator from Ohio a question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly, if the Senator will first allow me 
just a moment. In addition tothat,I should state—and I state it 
only because of what has already been said—that the State De- 
partment are now engaged in the labor of preparing, for the use 
of the Senate, full copies of all the correspondence called for by 
the resolution recently adopted by the Senate, according to the 
terms of which resolution all correspondence in regard to the 
Cuban difficulty is called for which has not been heretofore 
printed. But it is quite a labor, more than I anticipated, more 
than I had appreciated, and some little time will necessarily elapse, 
I understand, before the correspondence is ready for this body. I 
am not asking any delay so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. VEST. I call the attention of the Senator from Ohio to 
the remarkable statement of the Senator from Alabama, that the 
President of the United States and the Secretary of State informed 
the Committee on Foreign Relations that the authority for this 
information, the names of our consular agents and representa- 
tives in Cuba, should not be given for fear it would invo!ve their 
assassination. Is that so or not? 

Mr. FORAKER. No: the statement was not made in just tha’ 
language, as I recollect it. 

Mr. VEST. Was it made to that effect? 

Mr. FORAKER. But the President and other officials were 
apprehensive, I will say, now that the statement has been made, 
and did so express themselves, that the publication of the corre- 
| spondence at this time, if not made in a judicious and advised 
manner, might precipitate violence, and possibly do more harm 
than good. But there was no disposition upon the part of the 
President or the State Department to withhold from the commit- 
| tee or from the Senate the substance of all the knowledge they 

have, or the details either, in so far as they might be essential. 

Mr. VEST. But I understood the Senator from Ohio to state 
distinctly that there was no limitation, in his opinion, upon the 
information he received. Does the Senator mean to say that it is 
no limitation when the authority for a statement is not to be given? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; I said no limitation except that. 

Mr. VEST. Except that? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. Then I willtake theamendment. Now, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I come to the serious question, Has the Government of the 
United States undertaken to send any gunboats or war vessels 
there to protect the representatives of this Government in the dis- 
charge of their official functions? That, it seems to me, is the 
highest duty of any government upon earth. Are we to be told 
now that we can not ascertain whether it was General Lee or some 
other consul or diplomatic representative who made these state- 
ments for fear that they will be assassinated? Has this Govern- 
ment come to that low degree of power and protection over its 
own official representatives that we are to be content with the 

statement that they might be assassinated if their names are 
| given? That is a most serious question. 
| Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I desire in just a word to put 
| myself in a correct attitude before the Senate and the count 
about this matter. After the subcommittee had conferred wit 
the President and got permission under these limitations to ex- 
| amine the correspondence, we went to the State Department. 
| The Secretary of State seemed to be entirely reluctant to give the 
| information under those conditions, I thought. He said at first 
that he would read us the dispatches. It turned out upon an ex- 
amination that thedispatches were not present in the Department— 
| that they were in the hands of Mr. Rockhill for the purpose, as I 
understood it, of being edited or arranged in some way. There- 
upon Mr. Day, the Assistant Secretary of State, came in and gave 
us that information. 
Mr. Sherman then, addressing himself to me personally, said: 
‘*Mr. MorGAN, you will understand that these communications 
| are strictly confidential, and that you have no right to name any 
of the consuls or the places from which the information was writ- 
ten, at which the dispatches were dated.” In reply to that, after 























some other little matters occurred between him and myself, I 
stated to him that 1 would not receive his communication under 
any such injunction. Thereupon it was arranged that at night 
we should meet at the Secretary's house to look at the dispatches. 
I availed myself of the occasion to write a note to the Secretary 
and tell him that I would not be there for the purpose of examin- 
ing them. So I have not seen any of the dispatches, and I rely 
entirely upon my colleagues for the information that they contain. 

Mr. FORAKER. If I may be allowed another word, that state- 
ment is entirely correct so far as it goes. But there was one 
other reason assigned, and the chief reason, as I understood it at 
the time, the one most in the mind of the State Department and 
the President, why the correspondence ought not to be given out 
without some kind of restriction, and that was the fear that it 
might cut off our source of information. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is true. 

Mr. FORAKER. That was distinctly stated. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; that was stated. 

Mr. FORAKER. And the other remark was incidental, I 
think, rather than otherwise, as a part of the conversation that 
followed. Certainly it must be appreciated in the mind of every 
Senator that we want to be correctly informed, and that to be so 
correctly informed our consular representatives must feel free to 
write the exact truth, and they write it under the understanding 
that it is all in the nature of a confidential communication to the 
State Department. 

Mr. VEST. May I be permitted to ask the Senator from Ohio 
what he means when he states that the means of communication 
between this Government and its representatives in Cuba might 
be cut off? 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not make any such remark as I under- 
stand from the question of the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. Ibegpardon. Imighthave used the wrong verbiage. 

Mr. FORAKER. I misunderstood the Senator. What was in 
the mind of the State Department, whether justly so or not, was 
this: They said that if the confidential communications of our 
consular representatives were to be given out to the public with- 
out any restriction or limitation whatever there might be, on that 
account, some reserve on the part of the consular representa- 
tives in communicating with the Government. The Government 
wants every kind of facts pertaining to the situation, in order 
that it may be fully advised, and it wants every consular repre- 
sentative to feel that he is writing under the protection of the 
State Department. 

I do not understand that there is anything unusual in the prop- 
osition to protect the communications of this Government's for- 
eign representatives. That, 1 think, has been the — from 
the beginning of this Government, and has been the practice of 
every government. 

Mr. WHITE. Can the Senator from Ohio state whether the 
various communications which are now being edited will, when 
the edited edition is sent to the Senate, contain the names of the 
parties who sent the information—the names of the consular 
agents? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, sir. What I mean is that every scrap 
in the way of a communication that may be on file in the State 
Department will be sent to the Senate, but it will be sent as a 
confidential communication from the President to this coordinate 
branch of the Government. 

Mr. WHITE. That is proper. 

Mr. FORAKER. And we will consider it in executive session. 
That is the way I understand it. 

Mr. WHITE. Itshould have been considered there before this. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to be permitted to state one fact, if 
the Senator who is entitled to the floor will allow me. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. It is the universal rule, as I understand it, a rule 
for the protection of the consuls themselves—I do not mean now 
that there is any reason for any apprehension of violence—that 
their communications are to be treated as highly confidential, 
except such as may be in the discretion of the Department given 
to the —- without interfering with the usefulness of the con- 
suls where they are. 

It happened a little while ago, during the Administration of 
President Grant, that one of the most brilliant and distinguished 
of our ministers to a South American Republic observed in one of 
his dispatches in regard to an important claim by an American 
citizen against that country that it was necessary in order to get 
— appropriation that some expenditure of money must 

That was the condition of the legislature of that country, a fact 
almost as notorious to all mankind as the existence of the country 
itself. The communication, by a mere accident at the Depart- 
ment, got printed, the matter was called by the minister here to 
the attention of his Government, and the recall of our minister 
was demanded; and our Administration had to accede to it as a 
matter of course. Our minister had done absolutely his duty to 
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his own Government; he had stated a notorious fact; and yet that 
South American Government had a perfect right to treat that 
statement as offensive to it, and did so treat it. 

Now, if a tithe of what the Senator from Alabama claims to be 
true, and a tithe of what we all believe to be true be true in Cuba, 
be put into the report of a United States consul and printed, as 
a matter of course the recall of that consul would be demanded 
by Spain, and it could not be otherwise. It seems to me it would 
be an innovation on the practice of civilized governments to hold 
that as a matter of course these communications are to be pre- 
sented and the names vf the authors made known tothe public 
at the discretion of anybody except the Secretary of State or the 
President himself. 

We always put into our resolutions a direction to all other De- 
partments of the Government; we deal with the question our- 
selves whether the Secretary of the Treasury or the Secretary of 
the Navy or the Postmaster-General should state certain facts; 
but in regard to everything affecting our foreign relations we ad- 
dress our request to the President asa request, and insert in it 
‘if not in his judgment incompatible with the public interests.” 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill yield to the Senator from Missouri to 
propound an inquiry. 

Mr. VEST. Just a single question. 
tor from Massachusetts | Mr. oy, is correct in regard to the 
general statement he has made, but I should like to ask him if, in 
his long experience here, he has ever known a case before when a 
subcommittee of the Committee on Foreign Relations has been 
sent to the head of an Executive Department, the Secretary of State, 
for instance, and had been given certain information with the 
statement that the author of that information was not to be made 
known to the Senate? Has there ever before been such a case? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not know, but I have no doubt it has been 
done a hundred times. I should expect that it would be so, that 
it has happened a hundred times. I have not been on that com- 
mittee, however, and do not know. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator from Massachusetts will allow 
me, that was not the statement that was made; that was not the 
restriction at all. There was no restriction imposed by anybody 
as to giving the names, places, and all details to the Senate, but 
the restriction was simply put upon making it public property, to 
be known and read of all men in this country and elsewhere. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to make one 
observation in regard to the order of business. 

Mr. CANNON. Iyield for that purpose. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam one of those Senators who desire that there 
shall be an early vote upon this question. I have never seen any 
advantage to be gained in post poning it after the time of reason- 
able debate has exhausted itself. Iam especially desirous that it 
shall be out of the way, because there is other important business 
now ripe and ready for the action of the Senate, for which this 
special session of Congress was called, and for which the business 
men and the workingmen of the country, both alike, are impa- 
tiently waiting. 

I have not felt disposed, when Senators who have occupied on 
their side five hours at least, if not ten, to one hour that has been 
occupied on the other side closed long three or four hour speeches 
with the demand, ‘‘ Are you going to filibuster or are you going 
to delay a vote; and, if not, will you now fix a time when we can 
vote?”—I have not felt that it was in accordance with my own 
self-respect to jump up and answer such a question as that in the 
affirmative. That in substance is what has happened. But I am 
prepared, for one, to have this matter come to an early vote: and, 
as an evidence of my sincerity in that particular, I desire to say 
that I have had in my possession some remarks, which I very 
carefully prepared, intended to go over the whole question of the 
authority of the legislative and the executive power in regard to 
the recognition of belligerency and of independence and of mak- 
ing war, the whole condition of things in Cuba, the effect of res- 
olutions of recognition of belligerency or of independence under 
the law of nations, our relations to Spain, and the expediency of 
one or another course of action on this subject; and I have re- 
frained from making those remarks to the Senate for the sole rea- 
son that I wanted this thing out of the way so that we might take 
up the tariff bill. 

I therefore hope that our friends who are in favor of these reso- 
lutions, when the Senators who shall have something to say upon 
them in the course of the next two or three days shall have said 
half as much against them as has been said in their favor, will 
propose a vote and a time—and I hope they will be polite enough 
to do it without calling us names when they do it—and I think if 
they do, they will probably find their desires gratified. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator yield to me for a single 
moment? 
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Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a little time ago it was 
agreed that the tariff bill should be taken up on Monday of the 
present week; but, through the good nature, I take it, of the friends 
of the bill largely on this side of the Chamber, a delay of another 
week was granted, and the understanding now is that it shall be 
taken up next Monday. 

We have had under consideration, Mr. President, a simple reso- 
lution for forty-nine days in this Senate, which requires only to 
be read to be perfectly understood. It was introduced on the 1st 
day of Aprii, and it is now the 19th day of May, and yet the Sen- 
ate of the United States, acting under those musty old rules it has 
had almost from its organization, is not ready to vote upon a sim- 
ple resolution after forty-nine days have come and gone. 

Some of us have been found fault with because we have said 
there was unnecessary delay, and the statement is made by the 
opponents of this resolution that they have not been accorded an 
opportunity to present their side of the case. Why, Mr. Presi- 
dent, there has not been a day during those forty-nine days thata 
Senator who was opposed to that resolution might not have had 
an opportunity to be heard on that question. think I can say 
for the Senator from Alabama {[Mr. MorGan], who has occupied 
some time that no one else was Fm mee to occupy, that he would 
cheerfully have yielded to any Senator who desired to present his 
ere in opposition to the views that the Senator from Alabama 

olds. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator's pardon, but does he undertake 
to say or mean that any of the delay attending the consideration 
of the tariff bill has come from this side of the Chamber? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not say anything of the kind, and my 
langu can not be contorted into meaning that; but I did mean 
to say, Mr. President, that at the end of forty-nine days, with the 
tariff bill before us, to be taken up on Monday next, we have to- 
day deliberately voted—and I believe my vote was the only one in 
the negative—to leave the city on Friday morning and go down 
into Virginia and spend Friday and Saturday in a pleasure trip. 
I had promised myself that pleasure; but I was unwilling to vote 
to carry out ~— desires in that respect if it interfered for one sin- 

le moment with the consideration of the tariff bill, the impor- 
nce of which is being pressed upon us by the business interests 
of every city and of every hamlet in the United States. I think 
we ought to remain here on Friday and Saturday and dispose 
this pending resolution, if it can be disposed of, at least to facili- 
tate action upon it, with a view of not permitting this question to 
come in next eee to delay and to possibly endanger the pas- 
sage of the tariff bill. 

It is said that on Monday next we shall come to some agreement 

as to when we shall reach a vote on the pending resolution, but 


that statement is likewise coupled with the statement that we are | this 


to continue to debate this resolution. While we debate this resolu- 
tion, the business interests of this country continue to suffer, and 
the laboring men and manufacturers of this country continue to 
plead with us, to w St oeaeadt mewane tap Seana alee 
get an opportunity, to pass a aw that they hope 
some relief to the destitution and suffering that now exist. 
I desire simply to put myself on record as opposed to ta any 
leasure trips or any holidays that would interfere in the sli 
ee with the consideration of that great measure which is to 
come before the Senate on ene next, which ought to 
be disposed of at the earliest possible opportunity, and w our 
Democratic friends have assured us over and over again that they 
do not to unduly delay. That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. CAN NON. Mr. dent, Iam gratified that I received my 
lecture from the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] antecedent to my remarks, and trust that the usual scold- 
ing which follows any declaration affirmative concerning this res- 
olution will be omitted ne what I shall say. 

Mr. President, ———— in country is a finctuating charac- 
teristic. When I had the honor to be itted toa seat in this 
Chamber there were, I believe, but three defenders of the then 
existing Administration; and therefore there were but three anti- 

goes in the Senate. So long as a Democratic President sat in 

e White House, it was the general impression in this body that 
no mblican could be quite loyal to his party 
ani the traditions of America unless he ee jingoism; 
and it was partly upon a promise to do better things toward our 
duty in the world that the American people reversed their verdict 
of 1892 and gave to the Republicans a victory in 1896. But no 
sooner does the triumphant party come to its own than it begins 
to pursne in this body the tactics which it reprehended when an- 


other Administration was in . 
Parties may come and parties may go in their control in the 
United States Senate and in the of Government in this 


country, but among the of the United States will 
on forever. it be jingoism, Mr. n 


nited States shall stretch out the arm of its power and seize that 
mad dog, Weyler, the Captain-General of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


women, the assassin of men, the crucifier of children—if it be jin- 
goism to hope that no longer will we write words of cowardice in 
chapters of American history, then 71,000,000 Americans are jin- 
goes. The remaining 263,000 of our population are, some of them, 
eng in trade, in counting houses; a few of them, a very few, 
thank Heaven, in on offices; anda few, still fewer in num- 
ber, but, alas, greater in power, are in the Senate of the United 
States. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, this building should be the very temple of human 
liberty, and every man in either House of Congress should be a 
— of the ark of freedom’s covenant. This place should be 

he sanctuary to which might come all those who desire refuge. 
Even pagans have rec ed that right of sanctuary. But what 
have we seen here during these two years? Supplicating, bleed- 
ing Cuba bowing before us; and by adroitness and by chicanery. 
if not by absolute opposition, we have denied to her the right of 
entrance here. 

When I listened on yesterday and the day before to remarks 
which were made here, I could almost have believed myself a 
witness of proceedings before the Spanish Cortes. I was reminded 
on day before yesterday, when a plea was offered in behalf of the 
commercial interests and the conservatism of the United States 
in matters of high duty, of ing that I saw in New York a 
year or two ago. A great painting of the Man of Sorrows was on 
exhibition in a hall. The pers ve had been so arranged that 
after a minute or two of contemplation one could almost fancy 
that he saw the scene where on the mount Christ taught, where 
in the garden He suffered His agony,and where on the hill He died 
that we might live. When I went to leave the building, I looked 
at the book in which men who had come to view the painting had 
written their sentiments, There on the open page I saw, inscribed 
by aman whois now a member of the United States Senate, these 
words: ‘‘O Christ, come back; the money changers are in the 
temple!” On Monday, when I listened to the money-changing sen- 
timents, I thought, **O Christ, come back; the money 
are in the temple of human liberty!” 

We can not stand alone, we are told, Mr. President. Then we 
have fallen into doddering old 
than a century ago. We can not stand alone, but must be en- 
poentnes, hy Se eee ee ne 
tering and senile steps to the we can 


of | would better blot out the of white from the flag and place 


there the yellow of e. and nee of blue from the flag 
and put in the black of Germany. e can not stand alone! when 
we are the most | ae , the most intelligent, most indus- 

sun. The only thing needed to enable us 


is a little more of the which has fallen into disrepute in 
body since the 4th day of last March. 
We can not stand alone! and Mulhall, the English statistician, 


energy 

oe a It oe sir, that we have Sechivadoas 
than any other nation. e more our sc 8 
than is paid in Austria ond Wacuiar eek Italy and Spain and 
France combined. We have 12,000,000 school children attending 
236,000 public schools in the United States. We have four and one- 
half million farms; we have an ee ce of $9,000,000,000 
of manufactured ee and with lorious 


N could occur to bring the people of the United to 
— one with another, to restore the feeling of confi- 
part of national than for the 
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citizens = a belli 7 cy, American 
citizens resident there losing life not have redress 
against —— t. Wher reswea the Senator pro- 

was stated, but it was a fair inference that the 


send to our fellow-citizens in Cuba would 
be, ** suffering ones, even unto the death, and we will 
collect damages for your estates from S after you are gone. 
———) You ask us for bread, for li , for protection, and 
we give your heirs a recaeene tee: a bankrupt monarchy.” 
It certainly can not have the attention of so careful a 
wyer as the senior Senator from Massachusetts that the existing 
situation is that which affords danger to the estates and the lives of 
American citizens. There will be but one power in Cuba witha 


right to protect, with a to assail, and with the property to 


and that be, in some ora far distant, the 
This is the tion of the provisional gov- 

ernment of that republic in its constitution: 
= 20. The and property of whatever description belonging 


foreigners are to the payment of taxes for the revolution whil 
See governments do not recognize the rights of belligerency of 


The estates, the tations, the other property of American 


on liable to confiscation at this moment and rightfully, 
. If this Republic will not recognize the mcy of Cuba, 


and gives her sympathy, and thereby her support, to 

eee ee ee eee 

, even point of confiscation, of foreigners 
maintain the war of 5 re 
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his mouthpiece here, but if I had been on terms of desire and op- 
unity to advise, I should have said before the 4th of March 

t, ‘* The greatest right, privilege, or prerogative which any Pres- 
ident of the United States has had since Lincoln is ncw with you.” 

The President of the Upited States might have said to his fel- 
low-citizens: ‘‘ In this time, when men are shelterless and foodless 
and ragged, it is not wise that we should have pageantry; the in- 
auguration of a President is a solemn thing.” The personal 
stateliness surrounding the man who would walk to the Capitol 
and there take the oath of office would have been more impressive 
to the American people than all the parade, than all the display, 
which filled Pennsylvania avenue on the 4th of last March. 
Then, if the President, immediately after inauguration, had said: 
** Contemporaneous with or even antecedent to the remedy of ills 
at home this nation will stop the bloodshed in Cuba,” he would 
have been enshrined in the hearts of his countrymen in an unas- 
sailable position. There is ample opportunity for the assertion of 
Presidential prerogative. If the Senate will do its duty by the 
joint resolution, and if the House shall pass it, the President of 
the United States may assert an undisputed prerogative. He may 
either sign or veto it, and so far as the discussion in this body is 
concerned that ought to be sufficient. 

Mr. President, there is a higher ground than even our right to 
pass the joint resolution. There is the ground of our duty to pass 
it. The Senator whose utterances in this body concerning the 
Army are usually accepted as conclusive tells us we are not 
prepared for war. Weare better prepared for war in the measure 
of the generations to-day than we are prepared for that deadly, 
silent disintegration of the Republic which follows fast upon cow- 
ardice. If Spain were to declare war against us because of any 
act of justice on our part, we would be thrice armed. 

We owe a duty to this hemisphere and toward all the world—a 
duty which we must pay. Above international law, above Presi- 
dential prerogative, above the fear of war, above the commercial 
interests of the United States, stands the immutable law of retri- 
bution. The ple of this country, the inheritors of the free 
thought of all the ages crystallized for our well-being, can not 
avoid the solemn obligation which they owe. Senators may plan 
and men may plot for commercial advantage, but if we fail to 
discharge the duty which we owe, behind us will stalk unerring 
vengeance. 

Columbus discovered America, we heard the other day. He 
did not; but that makes no difference to the joint resolution, ex- 
cept by way of corroboratory argument to the idea that we owe a 
duty tothe world. What kept Leif Ericson and the Vikings from 
making permanent establishment upon this soil? Because in the 
providence of Almighty God Reahens had not grown to such 
stature in other lands as to make it desirable to open this. 

This hemisphere was held sacred through all the dark ages until 
such time as men had developed their thought and hope so far as 
possible under monarchies, and then Columbus sailed; the crimson 
= of the sunset hemisphere opened wide, and there was.estab- 
ished here the tree of liberty which could not grow upon the blood- 
soaked soil of Europe. It was not the jewels of Isabella which 
filled the sailsof Columbus's ships. It was the spirit of God mov- 
ing upon the waters to make a new world, to establish man anew 
in power and in might. In just so far as we fail in the duty which 
we owe to mankind on this hemisphere, just so far we shall suffer 
under that law of retribution. 

Mr. President, Cuba is lost to Spain. The first place on which 
the Italian navigator landed will he the last on which she will set 
her cloven hoof. She will be banished from the island, and with 
her will go the last tyranny that infests the Western Hemisphere. 
If we shall do our duty, we shall aid Cuba in throwing off the 
yoke. Spain has violated every treaty obligation to us. She has 
made war upon this country. That which she has done by one 
citizen in the darkness of a dungeon she would have done by all 
our citizens if she had had the power. 

We were told not long since that the cause of Cuban independ- 
ence was dead and buried. Who was the purse-bearing Judas in 
America who betrayed it to death and burial? If the Senate of 
the United States will rise to the wonderful opportunity now 
afforded for an assertion of the dignity of Americanism, and if 
the House shall do its part, and if the President, exercising pre- 
rogative and right and discharging his obligation to the people 
of this country, shall sign the joint resolution, and if following 
them there shall be such aggressive action on the part of the 

le of the United States as shall serve notice on tyranny that 

aith is absolved, the American people will roll the stone from 

the grave away, and Cuban iadehenionce will be resurrected to 

be mighty an werful. as a further example to the liberty 

loving of all lands of what the Western Hemisphere can do under 
the dence of God. [4 lause in the galleries. | 

PRESIDING OF & R (Mr. GALLInGER in the chair). 

The Chair will inform the occupants of the galleries that the rules 

of the Senate prohibit manifestations either of approval cr dis- 

approval, and if the offense is repeated it will be the duty of 
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the Chair, through the Sergeant-at-Arms, to have the galleries 


cleared. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I believed it to be the duty of 
this Government, more than a year ago tor ize the revolution 
in Cuba as having attained the condition of belligerency, and I be- 
lieve if that policy had been — instead of a year of cruel 
and horrors, the war would have assumed the status of civi 
warfare, and the world would not to-day look upon a spectacle 
ae horrifies every eye that is attracted to the unfortunate 
island, 

We were told the other day that it would be an idle act to recog- 
nize the belligerency of the Cuban revolutionists; that it would 
add nothing to their standing, and would subject the American 
people to difficulties which we ought to avoid. It will not do to 
attempt to minimize the importance of such a recognition to the 
struggling Cuban patriots. The American conscience will not 
accept any such disposition of the question, and, besides, the rec- 
ognition of belligerency is the first great step to the ultimate inde- 
pendence of the Cuban or. 

For nearly three years those people, without resources, have 
struggled against a power strong enough to have crushed any 
ordinary insurrection, and although there have been individual 
expressions of eae not a single power on earth has raised 
its voice in an authoritative way to give encouragement to the 
struggling patriots. Let it go forth to the world that the United 
States has recognized the Cubans as belligerents; let the soldiers 
in Cuba understand that there is one power on earth which recog- 
nizes the fact that they are making war, and that they are not 
mere outlaws, and a new spirit will be given them, a message of 
encouragement will fo which will induce them to struggle on 
against adversity until in the end their triumph shall come. 

But, independent of this proposition, is it a mere matter of form 
to seve a the belligerency of the struggling revolutionists? 
What do the law writers, the international-law writers, say upon 
this subject? 

The recognition of belligerent rights is not solely to the advantage of the 
insurgents. They gain the great yestage a recognized status, and the 
opportunity to employ commissioned cruisers at sea, and to exert all the 
powers known to maritime warfare, with the sanction of foreign nations. They 
can obtain abroad loans, military and naval materials, and enlist men as 
against everything but neutrality laws; their flag and commissions are 
acknowledged; their revenue laws are respected, and they acquire a quasi- 
political recognition. 

Does this amount to nothing? Does this add nothing to the 
standing of a struggling ae e? This acknowledgment ~stab- 
lishes = quasi political character of the people engag . . the 
struggle. 

Have we reached that point at which we may safely make this 
recognition? Is it true, as a matter of internatio law, that 
before revolutionists who are seeking to establish their independ- 


ence and to set up a new government shall be recognized as bel-. 


ligerents they must accomplish all, as I have heard insisted here, 
that entitles them to the recognition of their independence? 

Is it essential that war shall be conducted according to the rules 
of civilized warfare? Is it essential that flags of truce shall be 
exchanged? Is it essential that prisoners‘shall be treated as pris- 
oners of war? If it be, then the parent country can put off for all 
time the recognition by any Senden government of the belliger- 
ency of the revolutionists. Is it necessary that they shall have a 
civil a eapable of administering municipal law as 
thoug ace prevails? Is it essential that they shall show then- 
selves able, the war ceasing, to go on and discharge all the duties 
which a government owes to its people and to the world? 

I maintain that such is not the law and that such was not claimed 
to be the law until within the last eighteen or twenty years. The 
question is, Does a state of war exist; have the revolutionists such 
cohesion, such power that ,they have organized armies and con- 
ducted a war for a reasonable period of time which the parent 
country has been unable to subdue? When they ask for i- 
tion as war-making power, it is not a question as to what their 
civil government is or shall be in the future. It is a question 
whether they have armies, whether they are able to conduct war 
and do conduct war. I maintain that in almost all the successful 
revolutions of the world military despotism has denominated the 
revolution until independence has been virtually secured. Civil 
government comes not in the war and with the war. Civil gov- 
ernment comes as a consequence to a successful war, and it is a 
misapplication of the rule to say that the belligerent shall never 
have his belligerency acknowledged until he shail have virtually 
accomplished his independence. 

What is belligerency and when has it been acknow by the 
nations of the world? I read an extract from Abdy's t: 

It has been the constant practice of Eu nations and of the United 


ropean 
States to “jook upon belligerency as a fact rather than a principle,” 


with Mr. Canning, * that a certain degree of force and 


ws mass of po} tion engaged in war entitled that population to o treated 
If that state of case has been established in the Cuban le, 


then we have reached a point at which we may with 
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acknowledge the belligerency of the revolutionary government 
whether it be a civil government or a military qovesemnent. If 
the revolutionists so far submit to and support the government 
they have, as to indicate it is the government the , then the 
question is, Have they an army; oor seotetale and prosecute 
war as wars are u y coataboiadl and prosecuted? 

Are 160,000 Spanish soldiers in the Island of Cuba engaged in 
epee not a belligerent power, but in an attempt to keep 
the peace in the island? The very statement of the proposition 
carries with it its contradiction. Talk to me about it requiri 
160,000 regular troops to maintain order in an island of 1, "000 
peas, one-half of whom are confined in cities within the Spanish 
military lines. If there be no war in Cuba, then the Spanish army 
is a travesty upon anarmy. Inthe history of the world there has 
been no instance of a mere band of conspirators, or outlaws, or 
disaffected and lawless people who could maintain against such 
- army a struggle for two years and a half, as these people have 

one. 

The condition of affairs in Cuba to-day demonstrates that the 
armed forces of the revolutionists, whether they be guerrillas or 
regulars, are backed 7 the people of Cuba. t is the condi- 
tion of affairs in Cuba? We have had frequent references to the 
last Administration’s want of sympathy with the Cuban move- 
ment; yet in December last the President of the United States 
thus described affairs in that unhappy island: 

spectacle of the utte: ° be 
epi aca cf fin tt elt o Sthing coer mars ie 


tion of the Government people the United States in any circum- 
stances. In point of fact, oe Saree cenesis with it which is by no means 


- os wholly sentimental or ¢ r. It liesso near = EY 
o separated from our tory n 
in it is second nly to that of the ie and Government of >. 

It is reasonably estimated least from to $50,000,000 
American capital are invested in tations an mining, 
other business enterprises on 


Uc sigh ct rl tema Sens he cea sae 
broke ous, amounted to nearly $96,000,000. eae - 
What had been the effect upon the material interests of the Island 
of Cuba up to the time at which this message was written, and what 
are the duties we owe to that people and ourselves? 
It should be added— 


Said the President— 


3s cowl be added that it cnn net Se.sennenenty : 
ero attitude “oe United States will 


due respect to the sovereignt of Spain. 

we are 

we can not view the in dee F od ; 

hend our inevitably close re! to it and its possi resulta, pithout con- 

sidering that by course of even’ vor drawn such an un 
condition as a 


and un 

Spain to end the contest, either alone 

oorP non the inability of Spain to deal successfully with the insurrection has 

Seine ai ceceais ol ta valaid eaintanes and en gecienn 
or and when a eo 

ay ype atthe ft mT hich 

more than the useless sacrifice of human life and 


sub; matter 
very = ject- 
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e that may arise lead us 
Seri aph atlas apg 
remind the Congress that a time arrive when a 

correct policy and care for our in as wellas a the interests 
aes tember country, fi to us, 

a . 

rare the tert hus avalved and the as uae potas to 

and its inhabitants an opportunity to the blessings 

That was the view of the last Administration when the 
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teeter ened auc res 
Beran Ete iier Odie poeple are crmoarned, vaghs not'to go ot 
Saab tameaect. 
We have made ourselves the sponsor for the Spanish title to 
erereE EEE MEE So cureed uctive agen Buroye on sll the 


European that no other power should ever own Cuba than 
Spain, col as time ——— we —_ assurance to Spain that 
would uphold and defend her title against any other power. 


we 

We are the sponsors for her t to govern these people, and we 
can not shut our eyes to our duty to see that they be governed 
and not exterminated. That is the issue we have to meet to-day. 


d 
It is not a mere he of belligerency. It is not a mere ques- 
tion of temporary . 
are to determine the ultimate destiny of the Cuban people. 
Spain has demonstrated her incapacity or else her unwillingness 


to give these ore good ent, and a condition of affairs 
ha been wrought out by fhe inevitable march of events which 
— to every the fact that Spain and Cuba can never 
ve together the one be treated as a subjugated province 
and by the strong arm of martial law. 
—_— question has been considered by statesmen who have 
us. In 1874, while the former Cuban revolution was 
fh and after the Government of the United States had re- 
fused to ——— the belligerency of the struggling patriots, Mr. 
Fish, in a to Mr. Cus , our minister at rid, in dis- 
eussing the unfortunate condition of affairs, used the following 
language: 
And, erievoss as this seeesrentence is to the United States in ordinary 
The grievance consisted in the inadequacy of the Spanish Gov- 
ernment in the Island of Cuba— 
the in Cuba is be ; 
ie"BGantusds nthe omy nena nave born Spann Aspricand‘on th 
other. the real tatives of apenten force in Cuba 


4 

, respect for the 
t to injure, but 
he may be hampered, if not pre- 


vented, opposition on the part of the nd him, dis- 
obedient alike to — to the supreme Government. ae 
In fine, Cuba, former continental colonies of Spain in America 
> ane Mair oue’ and ctenched to Berone by cok tical 
m a ure n 
coumercial & cola tbe. 


i 
i 
i 


those amity and of intellectual, ,and soc’ te 

and le of on the of the Cubans is a natural 
aspiration of theirs, because they are Americans. And w 

is the manifest of the political interests of the 

ves, it is equally so that of rest of America, including the 


Then the prediction is made in this letter: 
the ultimate 


issue of events in Cuba will be its independence, how- 
be produced, w by means of n tion, or as the 


t 
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su \ se 
and its colony may be by the 
greater or less degree of local autonomy, 
to But in all cases where a positive 
ie wis strongly fat by the iain ad 
r, 
warfare have Zulenaton the one 


are sundered by the if, their 


tical 9 of those conclusions which ha 

Srente, con: Ww ve 
This was written in 1874. In 1897 we have the same conditions 
had 










twenty-three years ago, and we 

as well look the truth in the face and recognize the fact that 

the time has come when “the inexorable logic of events ” declares 

steps be ‘eith the - oo siete 
can et 

how far we shall forbear 

gas it does under our 

in the that the Cubans can 


the fact s 
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think the Administration should under- 
understands, that 
I that that action is to be directed 
cessation of bloodshed which we look 
but to final and everlasting separation 
and the Kingdom of = In this 
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Emancipation and independence. Emancipation has long since 
come; independence must and will follow, and it will follow 
through our intervention, if not without it. 

It requires to be borne in mind that, in so far as we may contribute to the 
solution of these questions, this Government is not actuated by any selfish or 
interested motive. The President does not meditate or desire the annexa- 
tion.of Cuba to the United States, but its elevation into an independent re- 
public of freemen, in harmony with ourselves and with the other republics 
of America. 

You will understand, therefore, that the policy of the United States in 
reference to Cuba at the present time is one of expectancy, but with positive 
and fixed convictions as to the duty of the United States when the time or 
emergency of action shall arrive. When it shall arrive, you will receive 
specific instructions what to do. 

That was the manner in which General Grant looked at the 
question of Cuban independencein 1874. These are the words used 
by his Secretary of State in expressing the fact that he looked for- 
ward with expectancy to the ultimate independence of Cuba, and 
that when the opportune moment should arrive his minister to 
Spain would receive his proper instructions. 

Grant has passed away. A great concourse assembled the other 
day in New York to do his memory honor. He is but a memory 
to the younger generation, and yet at this late day we are still hesi- 
tating to take the second stepin the direction pointed out by Gen- 
eral Grant twenty years ago. Emancipation and independence, 
the two together, to be the fate of Cuba. He lived to see emanci- 
pation. Shall not those of his own generation live to see the ulti- 
mate independence of that unfortunate island? 

The inability of Spain to deal successfully with the revolution 
has become manifest. It has been demonstrated that her sover- 
eignty in Cuba ‘is extinct for all the purposes of its rightful ex- 
istence,” the hopeless struggle ‘‘ has degenerated into a strife which 
means nothing more than the useless sacrifice of human life and 
the utter destruction of the very subject-matter of the conflict.” 
We are met with those higher obligations which, in the language 
of Mr. Cleveland in December last, ‘‘we can hardly hesitate to 
recognize and discharge.” 

How far we ought to go it is not for me to point out, but that 
we may goas far as it is proposed by the pending joint resolution 
to go seems to me clear beyond all reasonable doubt. The recog- 
nition of the belligerency of the Cuban insurgents is not an act of 
war. It is not an unfriendly act to Spain. 

I have had difficulties, and I still have difficulties, in regard to 
the question where this power of recognition lies. I do not agree 
that it is exclusively an executive power. I see difficulties in the 
way of its being a legislative power. I do not concede that it is a 
concurrent power that one branch may exercise to the necessary 
exclusion of the other. It is rather a power to be ordinarily jointly 
exercised by the executive and legislative branches of the Govern- 
ment. Generally the executive will take the initiative, and the 
legislative will go no further in advance of the Executive than to 
tender its advice and to give assurance of its support in case he 
chooses to act. 

I would much have preferred in this exigency that the prelimi- 


aay step had been taken by the Executive, but for a year and a 
‘| hal 


this question has been considered in Congress and out of it, 
and the Executive has failed to act. I appreciate the anomalous 
attitude of Congress in declaring a fact, stopping with the declara- 
tion of that fact,and sending the declaration to the President, that 
he may either approve or disapprove of it. But the joint resolu- 
tion goes further than to declare afact. If it stopped merely with 
the declaration that a state of war exists between Spain and those 
engaged in insurrection against the Government of Spain in the 
Island of Cuba, and therefore we recognize the belligerency of the 
insurgents or revolutionists, I would say that was a very difficult 
——— to deal with. That would be a mere question of opin- 
on with which the Executive may differ, if he chooses, and I feel 
that we would be in anawkward attitude in voting by a two-thirds 
vote, that our opinion should prevail over his. 

But the joint resolution does not stop with the declaration of a 
fact. The declaration of fact may be omitted, and still the joint 
resolution would provide that the Government shall occupy a 
position of strict neutrality between the two contending powers 
and treat each as it treats the other, which amounts to a rule of 
action prescribed by the lawmaking power which I think will 
govern the Executive. 

Suppose we should provide that a state of neutrality shall exist 
between these two contending forces and that we will treat them 
as equals during the continuance of the present war; then it 
follows that when the Cuban cruiser comes into our ports we shall 
treat it as we treat the Spanish cruiser. Wherever our people 
come in contact with those who represent the Cuban government, 
we will be bound to treat them as we would treat the representatives 
of theSpanish Government. This rule of action w: ald govern not 
only the Chief Executive of the country, but all the executive and 

officers of the country. None of the difficulties which 
have been pointed out will follow in case of the overturning of 
the government of Cuba. 

Suppose we recognize belligerency to-day and to-morrow peace 
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and pacification be established throughout all the Cuban country; 
then our declaration of neutrality will go for nothing, because the 
occasion for its exercise will never arise. It was no more 

that an act of Congress should be passed to raise the blockade of 
the Southern ports after Lee and Johnston had surrendered, in 
order to open the blockade, than it would be necessary to pass an 
actof Congress to declare that we shall no longer act as a neutral 
between two powers one of which had ceased to exist. 

The difficulties are ney Our conduct will change with 
the change of conditions, a nother declaration will not be 
necessary. So long as the Cuban insurrection maintains itself, 
80 long as it can bring itself in contact with the American Govern- 
ment, just that long this resolution, if it be adopted by the Senate 
and House of ‘Representatives, will bind the President and bind 
all our executive and ministerial officers; and the very moment 

¢ be restored to Cuba, whether the war ends by a treaty be- 
sod the two countries or whether it ends by driving the - 
iards out of Cuba or by the overthrow of the Cuban ins ion, 

e result will be all thesame. Theresolution will nolonger apply, 

use the conditions which called for it no longer exist. 

There is one other phase of this question to which I must call 
the attention of the te. Can it be said that —— 

revails between Spain and the United States, and that weshould 
reluctant to do that which is right for fear of giving offense 
to our peaceful neighbor, when the statement is made on the 
floor of the Senate that our consular officers on the Island of Cuba 
can not afford to have it published to the world that they have | motion to refer to the committee; but, sir, this debate has taken 
reported the truth in relation to affairs as they there for | such range and a ee nee Yoon cee Gas 
fear of putting their personal safety in danger? In danger from | now feel that it will be 3 notwithstanding 
whom? In oe from the lawless Spaniards? Why, sir, the | I am a member of the committee to which, according to this 
lawless Spaniards are dominated by 160,000 regular soldiers; there | motion, this resolution should be referred, that I should speak as 
is not a Cuban port in which resides an American consul which is | to the merit of the resolution itself. 
not a garri town and subject to the domination of the troops 
there stationed. 

Mas it reached the point that the truth can not be told without 
exciting in the breasts of the peopie who represent the Government 
with which we ciaim to be at ae ae of resentment to such 
#~ extent as that our public officials will be putin danger? If this 
oe true, if there be any reasonable ground for believing this to be 
true, then we ought to act at once and go further than this resolu- 
tion provides. 

It been intimated here a half dozen times that the last Ad- 
ministration withheld facts from the Senate because it feared by 
giving out information it would put our representatives in Cuba 

danger; but it was only to-day that the authoritative informa- 
tion came to the Senate that this Administration shares that fear 
and that this Administration is willing on that account that the 
legislative branch of the Government shall know the truth only 
upon condition that the truth be disclosed to it in confidence. 

l understand why every fact that comes to the State Department 
shall not be given out, even to Congress. Communications made 
by other Governments are confidential in their nature, and ought 
not to be disclosed without their consent; communications made 
by our representatives of facts they receive from Governments to 
which they are accredited ore not to be given out, because that 
might be as a kind of breach of faith; but when our 
consul is sent there to look after our material interests, and he is 
required to report to Washington not that which he learns from 
the Spanish authorities but that which comes under his daily 


























regard torelations between Spain 

atop locking tothe wolanate Sab of Oulbs Seems the apgresstous of 
a NN ee eee govern- 
ment ought to be taken; and as this is the only tangible step that 
fe Ser ernen ERR ES, ee Peon ere oe women Crvens- 
ution. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the question before the Senate 
is on the motion to refer the resolution of the Senator from Ala- 
bama = Mor@an] to the Committee on Foreign Relations. I 
have y spoken, briefly, it is true, but, nevertheless, suffi- 
ciently to show my favor for that motion. 

It has seemed to me that a resolution of this importance, a reso- 
lution of the far-reaching consequences of this resolution, ought 
to take the regular course, meet with thorough consideration at 
the hands of the Committee on m Relations, and be in the 


predicate bodying 
such facts as they might be with propriety to present to this 


body. 

Having entertained that view and having that opinion, 
I did not expect to speak to the merit of resolution of the 
Senator from Alabama until after a vote had been taken on the 


And, coming to speak 7 the merit of that resolution, I want 
to say at the outset that | propose to vote for that resolution or 
some other resolution of kindred character whenever we come to 
the point of taking a vote. 

I want to say further, Mr. President, that, in order that I may 
support that resolution, it is not necessary, to my judg- 


United States, — ren tebedioanaiees = Cee its 
own agents, tc be given out only under such conditionsas pro- 
tect the reporting agent danger at the hands of the people 
and the Government to —— has been accredited. 


© public, then the time has come either when our Navy should 
be sent down to Cuba to protect those agents against 
which the Spanish Government either can yot or will not 
them from, or else they should be required to leave the island and | of 
come home, and all diplomatic relations should terminate between 
this Government and Spain. 

I donotadvise any such extreme measure as this, but I dothink 

—s hp Ahardlnptines seid errno ped ete gn 
nited require that we shall officially recog- 
nize a fact which we all know exists. 
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later made by the Spanish Government to that com- 

eee PT Ts feces is, ert ono contencs. It is under date 
J 1896. eneeenee ss ogenny os lenges Shecunmantoe. 
er % . In it a great many things were said which [ 
do not feel I be in commen sae hare in public. 
At the conclusion of the argument he made of the posi- 
tion Spain took in rejecting that friendly mediation, the Spanish 


Mr. HOAR. I shall say what I wish to say on the general sub- 
ject after the Senator gets through. 

It seems to me, whether reasonal ly or unreasonably, that Spain 
now, a year and three months or four monthis later, might entertain 
a proposition for intervention to secure independence, or, if she did 
not, we should have some reason to know where we stood, not- 
withstanding the fact that she declined to permit the mediation 


‘minister uses this sentence: ots Sereign country to determine what laws she should make for 
there is no to Cuba, unless it begins with the subjects. — 
actual of Sit emned rotels the mother country. Now, I conceive it would be a much greater loss of dignity on 


the part of the United States, if one of our States were in revolu- 
tion, to permit a foreign government to dictate or suggest what 
laws we should pass while she continued ours than it would be to 
suggest the impossibility of our longer maintaining our control at 
all. So, not only are the two propositions separated from each 
other by a year and three months of time qowtel with important 
events, but they seem to me, with great deference to my honor- 
able and distinguished friend, to be different from each other in 
_ of acceptability to Spain. However, I will say what I have 
say about that later. 

Mr. FORAKER. I quite agree with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that what Spain refused to do a year or more ago she 
might be willing to do to-day; but is it reasonable—for we are 
to consider what is reasonable here—taking into consideration 
her past history with respect to this matter, to expect that a 
change of mind has overcome her? We must all remember in 
this connection that when the ten years’ war was in progress 
there the friendly offices of this Government were peel wm to 
the end that peace might be secured, and they were then re- 
jected, but with the reservation that Spain appreciated the friend- 
ship manifested toward her by the United States, and would, if 
circumstances should change later in the progress of that war, 


Before 
mire FORAKE'”Cortainy, with pear. 
Mr. HOAR. I desire to asic the Senator from Ohio whether the 
tender of mediation was a tender of the offices of this Gov- 


i 
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Ihave not been honored with the attention of 
that I complimented myself I was 


| 
i 
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ee 
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stated distinctly that the tender by this 
Government was to use the good 


| 


Oe ie eseoure ponte to the Island of Cuba | avail herself of our friendly offices; but the whole ten years of 

on terms consistent with the dignity, the honor, and the continued | that fearful struggle passed, and nothing more was heard from 
in Cuba of the Spanish Government Spain. — 

Mr. HO. If the Senator will pardon me, I understood it ex- | _ Now, in view of that fact, and in view of the manner in which 

wish these friendly offices were rejected, I for one deem it entirely 


me with the attention which I 


| 


unreasonable to suppose that Spain would entertain with any 


great compliment if I had received it—— | more favor now than she did one year ago a tender of the friendly 

Mr. FORAKER. I not know that I was bound to be watch- | offices of this Government; and I remain yet to be convinced that 

See ee the Senate. it would add to the agreeableness, in the estimation of Spain, of 
. HOAR. The quoted I said yesterday this tender if it should be based on the condition of abdication 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. instead of a continuation of sovereignty. 

Mr. BOAR. What I said yesterday was that I was in favor of | Therefore, to resume the argument I was making, I, for the 
an offer of mediation of this Government to secure the ind . | purposes of the discussion in which I intend to engage this after- 
ence of Cuba. The Senator then, pg op een up what I | noon, consider as beyond our right of consideration here two of 
canals ieee to it, objects to the recognized methods of intervention, or taking notice of that 

an to mediate on the terms made four or five months | which transpires in another country of a warlike character—in- 

or a ago, an offer to mediate on the terms of the con- | dependence and mediation are to beset aside. There remains but 

—_— and I asked him to restate the offer in | the two other ways I have specified. We can take notice of that 

that letter, in order he might see the distinction between my | condition of things by the recognition of belligerency, according 

and the offer of our Government through Mr. Olney. | to the belligerents belligerent rights, or we can intervene. It is 

hen I said that the honorable Senator had not exactly listened | my judgment, Mr. President, that intervention is the better, the 

See remark which he was quoting, and not to — the more Christian-like way to settle the difficulty in 
what on now. c le 

Mr. rORAK ER: The Senator from Massachusetts is labori I think the time has come when the United States Government 
Ender 0 miaappesiencion when he supposes I did not understand | would be justified in saying to Spain that the proceedings which 

ee ee four ways in which we might take | have been there going on so long should, in the name of civiliza- 
notice of the that there wasa disturbance, not to use term | tion, in the name of humanity, as well as because of their de- 
war, in Cuba at this time. I had of the fact that inde- | structive influences upon our interests, come to a stop, and come 


to a stop immediately. Thatis whatI think. [Manifestationsof 
applause in the galleries. | 

ut, Mr. President, the author of this resolution has not seen 
fit to go so far. He has simply proposed by this resolution that 
weshall recognize the belligerent rights of the contending Cubans. 
That does not necessarily involve war. The insurgents in Cuba 
have no right to demand of us that we give them this recognition, 
and, on the other side, Spain has no right to complain of our 
action if we see fit to give it to them. It is an action, Mr. Presi- 
dent, which is to be taken at our option, having regard to our own 
interests, whenever circumstances are such as to justify us in do- 
ing so; and when I say whenever circumstances are such as to 
justify us in doing so, | mean justify us underinternational law— 
the international law applicable to such a case. 
. What are the conditions, Mr. President, that will justify us in 
adopting the joint resolution recognizing the belligerent rights of 
the Cubans? According to all international text writers two con- 
ditions precedent must coexist. There must be in the first place 
war in the international sense, and in the second place we must 
have rights or interests prejudicially affected by that war, and if 
there be war and if our rights and interests be prejudicially af- 
fected, then the only remaining question is one of expediency. 
Is it expedient to do it? Is it to our interest to do it? 
a. in the first place, to show that there is war in Cuba 

the meaning of international law applicable to such a case. 

I had not sup until I heard the discassions in this Chamber 
that it was necessary to read out of law books on that proposition, 
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but inasmuch as that seems to be a necessity, I desire to call at- 
tention to what is said on this subject by one of the ablest of the 
writers on international law. I read from Professor Pomeroy’s 
book on International Law at section 230, page 287. After re- 
viewing other text writers who had written on that subject pre- 
viously, and after distinguishing their various views, he then, asa 
summing up of the whole argument and as a statement of the con- 
dition necessary to constitute war in its international sense, says: 

This, then, is the sole criterion. The measures which the parent state 
uses to repress the rebellion must be something more than the ordinary civil 
means of arrest and punishment; more than the aid of the civil officers b 
the posse comitatus; more, even, than the aid of the civil power by the mili- 
tary. The civil means must be fora while suspended, and all coercive efforts 
must be made by the military arm. 

On the other hand. the resistance of the insurgents must be something more 
than the energies of a tumultuous mob or of unorganized multitudes. The 
very idea of the resistance ne to war does demand that the insur- 
gents should occupy some territory which they claim as their own, and over 
which they exercise some jurisdiction; that these insurgents should be organ- 
ized into some form of political society, acknowledging some government that 
exercises over them supreme authority. But it can not be necessary that 
this government should be saves more than provisional. y. the 
resistance itself must be military in its character. 

I might read further to the same point, but without shedding 
any additional light. The truth of the matter is, therefore, ac- 
cording to this authority—and I submit, without fear of success- 
ful challenge, that it is a standard authority, recognized all over 
the world—it is sufficient to constitute war in the international 
sense in which we are now using that term when it is required, in 
order to enforce civil authority, that the military powers shall be 
invoked in the sense in which the author here describes, Is not 
that trae in Cuba? 

Much solicitude has been manifested as to the character of the 
civil government of the insurgents in Cuba. Has anybody de- 
scribed the civil government of the Spaniard in Cuba? The 
Spaniard has no civil government in Cuba. He has throughout 
the island, wheresoever he asserts authority at all, only martial 
law and military force. There is no pretense of any other kind of 

overnment. On.the contrary, although it has been said that 

his is but a paper government, the fact is found and reported to 
the Senate by the Committee on Foreign Relations, and estab- 
lished also by communications of an official character on file in 
the State Department, that the insurgent Cubans have a thor- 
oughly organized government, in the sense that they have a 
written constitution, a president aud other officers of state; they 
have a cabinet; they have all. the machinery necessary, if it were 
only left to itself, to administer the civil affairs of the people and 
to entitle them to take a placeamong the nations of the earth. 

That is the character of the situation in that respect. What is 
it in others? Weare told we must not rely upon newspaper re- 
ports. I am happy in the fact that I do not have to rely on news- 
paper reports. I have in my hand again the official communica- 
tion from the then Secretary of State, Mr. Olney, dated A 4, 
1896, in which, under all the solemnities of his official position, in 
the discharge of the high duty upon which he had entered, he de- 
scribes the existing conditions in Cuba as they had been thereto- 
fore made known to him by official communications on file in the 
Department of which he was the head. 

When a newspaper article is referred to, and a Senator says, ‘‘I 
do not choose to believe it,” that is his privilege; it is unofficial; it 
is unauthorized. You may believe it; I may disbelieve it. We 
may have different opinions about its credibility. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, when the duly authorized agents of this Government in 
their official communications state facts to us, we are all alike 
bound to believe them. 

Secretary Olney believed that there existed in Cuba the con- 
ditions which he described, I shall read only briefly and shall 
ask permission that this paper, inasmich as it has never been 
printed, may be published in the Recorp in connection with my 


remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, . Without cbjection, that order 
will be made. ‘ 

Mr. FORAKER. Secretary Olney says to the Spanish minister: 


It is now some nine or ten months since the nature and prospects of the 
insurrection were first discussed between us. In explanation of its rapid 
and, up to that time, quite sneppeses gore and p you called atten- 
tion to the rainy season, which m May or June until November renders 
regular military operations impracticable. Spain was pouring such num- 
bers of troops into Cuba that your theory and opinion that when they could 
be used in an active campaign, the insurrection would be almost instantl 
suppressed seemed reasonable and probable. In this particular you believed, 
and sincerely believed, that the present insurrection would offer a_mos 
marked contrast to that vaieh tare in 1868 and which, being feebly en- 
countered with comparatively forces, prolonged its life for upward of 


ten years. 
It is impossible to deny that the expectations thus entertained ou in 
the summer and fall of 1h95, and shared not merely by all pr 4 but by 
most disinterested observers as well, have been completel —— 

The insu: ts seem to-day to command a larger part of the island ever 
before. ‘Their men under arms, estimated a ago at from ten to twenty 
thou are now con to be at least two or three times 
Meanw at pee! discipline i 





. | mined on ul 


that the insurrection, instead of bei hele, is to-day more formidable 


of its existence with decidedly 
im ay ag ~ aml | successful results. Whether a condition of thin 

entitling the insurgents to recognition as belligerents has yet been ft 
eek eee: for the purposes of the present communication, be aK 
ma c 


Then he passes on to say that it is the desire of this Govern- 
ment, as I have stated, only to interpose as a friendly mediator; 
but he does not say, on the contrary, by implication—he plainly 
says the opposite—that a condition of war does not exist, one that 
would justify this Government in the recognition of belligerent 
rights. Now, that was the warlike condition of the island one 
year ago, when the Secretary of State spoke on the subject, and 
spoke from official information. 

I now have in my hand all that I am allowed to have under the 
limitations and restrictions which have been imposed upon us 
with t to the information that has been given the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, but it is sufficient to show that all the 
then Secretary of State said is true, only in a stronger degree at 
this time. There is no official communication on file in 4 De- 

tment of this Government which is not in harmony with the 
ew lines I shall read; there is no communication which is not 
confirmatory of all I shall read, and there is so much on file that, 
as it has been stated in this Chamber to-day, the State ment 
will be several weeks engaged in the labor of conn se P - 
ing for the Senate the mdence called for by the resolution 
which has been adopted, But I say it is all comprised in the lit- 
tle I shall read. 

This is of recent date, being only a few ~— old. It has refer- 
ence toa proclamation issued by General Weyler, in which he 
claimed that the entire island, except only the province of Santiago 
de Cuba, had been pacified; and I call attention now, asI should 
have done a moment ago, to the fact that it isadmitted by Spanish 
——, that the insurgents have control of the largest of the 
six provinces of the island, and therefore they have footing 
necessary, according to some international law-text writers, to a 
vee on of ee rights. ee Pe 

ey are not only in possession of the larger part of that prov- 

ince, but let me say further, while it is in my mind, that the offi- 

cial information of this Government sustains that which has been 

said unofficially, that the government which it is claimed exists 

only on paper has a postal system in operation with a high degree 
circumstances 


of success under the trying attending the operation 
of such a system. It has a fiscal system more satisfactory, meas- 
ured by the results in money in the treasury, than was the fiscal 
system of the thirteen col during the war of the Revolution. 


I now wish to read what I referred to a moment ago: 


I can not understand the truth of the claim that all the provinces of the 
island are in the main pacified, except that of Santiago de Cuba, because there 
are more insurgents under arms at this time than— 


{ will leave out a word or two here to avoid identification— 
‘‘than there were” will give the sense of it— 


ten months ago. 


That would carry you back to the time when Secretary Olney 
wrote: 


I do not think it is a fair inference to draw from existing conditions that 
the war is approaching a termination— 


This writer does not hesitate to say there is war, and to use the 


in of an established the ts avoid as far as 
Nerious en Poposaibility of cepelling he 
force of arms is well known to and 
men a”: 


the organization and the number of troops of 
each and every province is given in a detailed way, and in such a 
co Gant hareie aut aahy 


arms, but that 
are dis ee eS aa ae 
eee ay aes that a ee 40, cong atl 
prion de oe armed rifles; 
a able y into companies tah at ts, bri- 
we a genoa, opr yrs 
Not only that, but tell us further that the troops and the 
ins nts throughout island are not only eee 
, more - 


but that they are more encouraged, more 

lamahe todd trinmanieatt emmenes ever before in 
the the insurrection. ’ : 
Mr. W. Will the Senator from Ohiv yield for a question? 
Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 
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he now says he is prevented from disclosing 
because of an eeneap of secrecy imposed, presumably, by the 

Mr. FORAKER. If I had my way about it, I would give it to 
the world before to-morrow morning. a in the galleries. } 


alludes, and 


beyond that I can not state, except as I have already stated in the 

of this t, that I have been informed by the State 

that they are now in the work necessary to 

the State _ t to com zw he —— of the 
Senate correspondence on the subject. 

Mr. Waite. wish to call attention to what I con- 
sider to be the right of Senate to any information possessed 
by its Committee on Foreign Relations. Of course, as to whether 
it is to be disclosed in executive session or publicly is an entirely 
different matter. I think we ought to have the information, so 
that we may judge for eo as the Senator is able to judge 


to the facts. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think so. and I will not for a minute 
stand in the way of the Senate having it in executive session or 
otherwise when the time comes. But I am not the judge, 
and I heecueh any diepeaition to criticise cargmeay: who is a judge, 
of what should be done or what is to be done in that t. 

Senator the benefit of what information I 


therefore, without sams the matter further, I think we 
are safe in cuncluding that there is warin Cuba. As was said by 
the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Luxpsay], when speaking 
afew minutes ago, the Spanish Government has sent into that 
drilled and disciplined oy there Sgr 
200,000 veterans of the Spanish army, a 
ee et Grant and Loe 

the battles of the Wilderness, and yet we are told that it isa 
debatable question whether or not there is war in Cuba. 

Iam not about the effect u this question of the ac- 
tion already taken by the Executive. Surely it is not a condition 
an island only 90 miles distant from our 
to = hundred American citizens, in company 

natives of the island, are impounded 
there to be literally and purposely starved to 


me ask the ae from Ohio where is the 


they are im ? 
proof of that fact is on file in the State 
that information that the President 


do not know it officially in the Senate. 

it to the Senator officially. 

not take it from you officially. We do 
another Senator. Each Senator has his rights 


too 


[ 
: 
| 
g 


sel [ee runrerdy 
ere i 
sittin ets 


BER} 
we 
- 
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ELKINS. What oom It does not say they are im- 
to be starved to The President of the United 
nothing of the kind. The Senator from Ohio said 


I will say it to the Senator, and he can go to 
and ascertain it, as I have done, or he can 
sends it here. If he has any 

it at my hands, he is not bound to, 

I state it as a Senator who obtained his informa- 


other question. Will the Sena- 


if 
4: 


| 


Certainly. 

Joes each one of us have to walk up Pennsyl- 
avenue to the State Department, be admitted there, with 
down, while the Secretary of State tells us to 
and to come back to the Senate and get up and pro- 
that we have these facts? Is that the way we get facts from 


Bete Department ce from the Executi e? 
Mr. I have not been a member of the Senate long 
enough to give the Senator from West Virginia the informa- 


ELKINS. Why do you not report those facts as all other 


gfe 
ae 

‘ 
4 
if 


a 


=a bills are reported upon from the Foreign 


Relations 
You belong to the committee. You have facts that 


:  PORAKER. Yes. 
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Mr. ELKINS. Are you afraid to assemble those facts and 

ut them before us? This is a great transaction. The world 

looking on. We are asked to vote without a fact in the world 
being submitted. We are asked to vote upon what Senators on 
the Foreign Relations Committee learn by going to the State De- 
partment. Hid away in a room, they get the facts, and. slipping 
out, they come to the Senate and dole out this information, and 
then say “filibuster” if we do not vote right off, blindly and with- 
out, the facts. y 

Mr. FORAKER,. The Senator should not use the term “ fili- 
buster” with respect to myself. 

Mr. ELKINS. I have heard that word used. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam on the side that is asking the reference 
of the joint resolution to the committee. The Senator from West 
Virginia certainly could not have been in the Chamber listening 
during the whole of my remarks. What I said at the outset was 
that I had not purposed to speak on this question until a vote had 
been taken upon the motion to refer, and if the resolution shall be 
referred, as I have hoped it might be, it is my purpose then to 
speak in support of the report we may make. P sata I desired a 
reference in order that the matter might take the usual course and 
in order that we might present to the Senate the facts which I am 

iving now, not by way of report from the committee, but as a 

mator in the discharge of my duty. Of course the Senator is 
not bound to accept any statement I may make, but he should not 
become irritated about it when he has the delicious privilege of 
rejecting it. [Laughter.] 

Resuming my argument, I assume that the first of the two con- 
ditions precedent tc the recognition of belligerency, namely, the 
existence of war, does exist. 

Now, the next question is whether or not the rights and the in- 
terests of the United States are so prejudicially affected thereby 
as to justify us in taking any notice of it. ‘All text writers are 
agreed that if there be rebellion in a country with which we have 
no transactions, or a rebellion that does not in any way whatso- 
ever affect us, there would be no justification in our taking any 
note of it; but, on the other hand, all text writers are in accord 
that when we do have rights and interests that are prejudicially 
affected, it is not only our right,.Mr. President, but our duty to 
act, and to act seasonably, in the language of the text writers. 
The question is whether or not our interests and rights are 
affected. 

Let me recur to an authority which those who are oppos- 
ing the resolution of the Senator from Alabama should not dis- 
pute. I read again from Secretary Olney. I read from him now 
as to the interests of the United States which are affected by the 
war. He says: 


The situation thus described is of great interest to the people of the United 
States. They are interested in any struggle anywhere for freer poiitical jn- 
stitutions, but necessarily, and in special measure, in a struggle that is rag- 

almost in sight of our shores. They are interested, as a civilized and 
Christian nation, in the speedy termination of a civil strife characterized by 
exceptional bitterness and exceptional excesses on the part of both combat- 
ants. They are interested in the noninterruption of extensive trade rela- 
tions which have been and should continue to be of great advantage to both 
countries. 

They are interested in the prevention of that wholesale destruction of 
property on the island which, making no discrimination between enemies 
and neutrals, is utterly destroying American investments that should be of 
immense value and is utterly ons great numbers of American citi- 
zens. On all these grounds and in all these ways the interest of the United 
States in the existing situation in Cuba yields in extent only to that of Spain 
herself, and has led many good and honest persons to insist that intervention 
- terminate the conflict is the immediate and imperative duty of the United 

tates. 


And then he goes on to say that he does not now propose to 
discuss the question of intervention, but only the question 
whether they will permit the United States to act as a friendly 
mediator. 

But, Mr. President, not to detain the Senate unduly, if I have 
talked to any purpose thus far, I have shown that war exists by 
authority that no Senator has a right to question, becanse it is 
official; and I have shown, also, that interests and rights of the 
very highest character, property rights, commerce rights, the 
right to life and liberty, all are prejudicially affected by the war 

t is proceeding in Cuba. If these things be established, then 
there remains, as I said a whileago, but one further general ques- 
tion, and that is whether it is expedient for us to adopt the pend- 
ing resolution. 

m we come to the question of expediency, it is, according to 
the text writers, more a question of politics than of international 
law, but it is one of those political questions that international 
law deals with. Being a question of expediency, it is right and 
proper that we should answer (for in that lies the whole contro- 
versy) the question propounded by the senior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoar] when, yesterday at tbe conclusion of the 
address of the Senator from Illinois {Mr. Mason], he made 
an inquiry as to what would be the result. Ican not give his 

exactly, but he is watching me so intently that I 
e I will read it. I said he put it as an inquiry. He did 
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not. He put it asa statement of his opinion as to the result. 
He said: 


The only effect of that resolution— 
Referring to the joint resolution of the Senator from Alabama— 


which is to be interpreted, and must be, and is meant to be, by “ that ancient 
barnacle, international law ’’— 

It is fair to the Senator from Massachusetts that I should say 
that is a quotation [laughter]— . 
is that it declares that while the present condition of things continues Spate 
may search our ships at sea at her discretion, and that our citizens on that 


island who suffer from lawlessness there shall have in the future no remedy 
or recompense against Spain whatever; and that is the whole of it. 


In other words, Mr. President, we are told that the legal results 
and consequences that will flow from the adoption of the resolution 
will be, first, a right of search conferred upon the Spaniard with 
respect to our merchantmen on the high seas, and, secondly, a re- 
lease of Spain from liability to make reparation. 

Mr. HOAR. From the acts of the insurgents. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, let me speak briefly upon that point. 
It is true that these are two of the nae that would result, 
but not in the unlimited extent stated by the Senator. It is true 
that from the moment the joint resolution is adopted and signed 
by the President, and thus given effect—from the moment there is 
recognition of belligerency, in other words—we do release 8 
from liability to make reparation to us for losses incu by 
American citizens in that island because of the acts of the insur- 

nts, 

That is true. But, Mr. President, I do not regard that as a 
serious loss, I have been to the State enn upon that sub- 
ject as well asothers. I find in the State ent, as any Sen- 
ator can find, that claims are piled up there amounting to many 
millions, nore by this Government nst the Spanish Gov- 
ernment in behalf of American citizens m Cuba whose property 
in Cuba has been destroyed by the insurgents. I find, further- 
more, that in each and every instance of the presentation to the 
Spanish Government of such a claim there has been a long, pro- 
longed diplomatic correspondence, winding up in the end, without 
an ex on, in every case, with a flat final repudiation by Spain 
of the claim and a refusal to pay it. 

To begin with, therefore, Spain does not recognize any such 
claims. In the second place, it is a fact notorious to all thatifshe 
did recognize them she is not able to i Se I do not think 
there is much loss in releasing Spain fromli SS ee 
tion to American citizens. On the contrary, Mr. President, I say 
it in all seriousness, I would rather have the obliga’ 





tion of the in- 
surgents of the Republic of Cuba than the obligation of Spain. 
[Applause in ae 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair again reminds the 


occupants of the galleries that a violation of the customs of the 


So Aelkigreh Stk Gamtag of thegaleries, these haaecans 
vy ec . ose occupy 
the galleries will please bear this in mind. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, as to the other disagreeable result that 
seuvthhe thing, Ghat 0. restguision of belligerence Seuhdi maheamnp 
terrible , that a recognition o i cy y 
confer pentane a right of visit and search of American mer- 
chantmen upon the high seas. That is true. But what is this 
right of search? Is it, as the Senator from Massachusetts yester- 
day said, a right that is to be exercised without limitation; that, 
to give his own language accurately, ‘‘Spain may search eur ships 
at sea at her discretion?” 

No, Mr. President; according to international law no such right 
as that is conferred upon , Theright that isconferred upon 
Spain is the right to hail, to stop, to board, with one officer in the 
high instance, any mervnines Sy our counties ee on a 

seas, respectfull uest an examination 
cae: and make rane other examination, the character of ork 
well described in all international law, as may be 
to determine whether there are on board 
traband goods of war. What are contraband goods of 
In the absence of any specific naming of contraband 


customary 
cussion in the authorities as to what are contraband goods 
But in the treaty between this country and Spain we are told what 
are contraband of war. I read from the treaty between 
Spain and this country of 1795, Article XVI: 


This liberty of navigation and commerce— 


Which in preceding sections has been described— 
This liberty of na ae eee et ee 
eee 
=e ee 
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merchan 
man will have to be considerate and courteous, and I think he 








war, as has so uently been discussed as to character of an 

when found by the exercise of the right of 

search. Nothing is contraband of war except only arms and mu- 
— of bp to state it concisely. « 

ow, it is true that just so soon as we recognize oe - 

ency of the ts, if we do, sate wee Fong oh il 
a xamined the A 


In other words, Mr. President, there is no liability to the right 
of search upon the part of any American s 
not carry contraband of war, and there is no contraband of war 
ee ey 
arms and munitions of war, and the arms and munitions of war 
that are contraband under that before the merchantman 
shall be subjected to liability to the tof search shall be shown 
to be destined to the ts. there is this right of 
Seated Sout #8: ih te the dela of only a fi omen Te 

abou afew minutes. In- 
quumetionsh tour enpathe diheur betting the t- 


L 


Mr. EL May I interrupt the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. FORAKER. ith pleasure. 

Mr. ELKINS. How long do you think you could avert war if 
you allowed the ish Government to overhaul one of our mer- 
chant ships and have her examined, and certainly if made a 


mistake? With all the war feeling there is in the Senate and out 


of the Senate, I tell the Senator he invites us to this very result of 
war. 

a a not. ine bellig 

: y, when we ze - 
erency, that Seceipaane ae sean edt died aul Genk uatens 
war, and that is the way to bring on war, too. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the record were to show that there are 
the army and a 
civil government as as was civil govern- 

ae ot eee eee te 
of search will be conferred, and that means war.” 


Mr. . But, if the Senator will allow me, there is n 
proof before the Senate it in the way yousay, by informa- 
tion from the State that there is any d 

as was the Con- 


Se ee arte en Te 
and I have read to him an extract from an official statement that 
has been confirmed over and over again, as he can learn by a 
recurrence to the files of the State Department. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ohio 
allow me a moment? 

Mr. FORAKER. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I like to inquire of the Senator from 
— Seon Sab eeneeae = petites in exeetiy tis 
a year ago, nays, for a 
same terms as the resolution now before the Senate? 

Mr. ELKINS. I had some that I found out were 
not true when I investigated the 
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I will tell the Senator from New ire; they were 


belligerency. I will tell the Senator from Massachusetts. The 
ts were —— into the Senate. ow, what do we | first result will be the substitution of international for municipal 
appeal for and for? the Senator from Ohio will allow me, | law to govern all who are interested in Cuba while they are here 


Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar] got 


: 
: 
E 
: 


in the territory and in the jurisdiction of the United States. 


up here on behalf of the Committee on Foreign Relations and| Mr. WHITE. Mr. President— 
that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Foreign Mr. FORAKER. I will tell it to you in a plainer way, if you 
that we t have areport. Now, report the facts, if | will bear with me a minute. The insurgent in Cuba to-day, in 
you heroes Se. Cuban officer ing to the insurgents | the absence of the recognition proposed by this joint resolution, is 
says that facts are not the same that were a year ago; | but a traitor on land and a pirate on sea. He is shot like a dog 
that there have been great changes. hen captured on shore, instead of being treated as a prisoner of 
Mr. CHANDLER. Then the Senator has changed his mind | war. If they had a battle ship, and he were on her and captured, 
since a he would be hanged at the yardarm as a pirate. And here in our 
Mr. I have not said I did; not at all. And, Mr. | country he is known only as a violator of our municipal law, and 
President, allow me to say this is the hardest way I ever heard to | denied all recognition under the law of nations. Recognition wil! 


change all this. Let me particularize further. 

Every such case as this is to te determined by its particular 
facts. Thereare to-day hundreds of American youths in the insur- 
gentarmy. One of them, captured with a gun in his hand, taken 
in battle, is, like the Cuban insurgent, but a traitor to be shot in 
his tracks. When this Government refuses to recognize belliger 
ency, great and mighty and powerful as it is, it is absolutely with 
out the power to protest against it; but when we shall have rec- 
ognized belligerency, we have invested this Government with 
power to say that a man fighting for human liberty, for national 
independence, taken in the line of duty, with arms in his hands, 
gallant and heroic, shall be treated as a soldier engaged in legiti- 
mate war, and shall be accorded all the rights and privileges that 
belong to prisoners of war captured in battle. 

So, while it is true that Spain gets the right of search, and gets 
release from further obligation to us, yet it is also true that this 
act puts the Cuban cause on a higher plane; the Cuban Republic 
at once takes a place among the nations of the earth; the soldier 
of that republic is henceforth engaged in legitimate war; taken in 
battle, he is entitled to be treated as a prisoner of war. 

Furthermore, comes this result to us as a people: It puts usin a 

ition of neutrality. Weare notin a position of neutrality now 

very Cuban who comes into this country comes here subject to 
the municipal regulations to which I have referred. He comes 
under the surveillance of this Government until, as in many cases 
that have occurred, he is arrested and brought to trial; but no 
Spaniard is under any such surveillance, because our municipal 
code only prohibits those things and makes them unlawful which 
are done in hostility to a recognized power with which we are on 


? 
Mr. CHANDLER. How do you know it? 
Mr. ELKINS, It is all over the world. But here you twist 
the President's message for relief. One Senator argues it in one 
Senator says, “‘I have been admitted into the 
th Deeeheent, ond 1 have got it; 
you must take it from me; ee ee ee eee 
are the facts? 
FORAKER. LI hope the Senator from West Virginia will 
a mere repetition of questions that 
three times already. 
The Senator from Ohio declines 
Chair will suggest to Senators that under 


interrupt a Senator on the floor by asking 
Chair. The rule will Se cheervel in te 


ST socunline tak tho hate 
yesterday, whole 
was to confer Spain 
of search and release her from liability to e - 

















toinsurgencyin | friendly relations. Therefore it is that there is an pa con 
laws of the United | sideration here to which I wish to call attention. Je are not a 
was referred to by Sen- | neutral power now as between these belligerents, but the very 


was in pursuance of and in recogni- 
and in accordance with the proclamation of the 


connection to the proclamation 


moment we recognize belligerency we become absolutely neutral 
according to all international law. 

What does becoming neutral mean? It means that we have 
recognized the Cuban Republic as a friendly power, that we are 
at peace with that power, and that we can prohibit, as in violation 
of our municipal law, schemes set on foot in the United States in 
hostility to Cuba, as we now can only schemes set on foot in the 
United States in hostility to Spain. 

Another thing—I might stand here and dwell upon this almost 
without limit—in all this matter there is something of higher 
concern to me, something that appeals to my conscience more 
than anything else that has been adverted to in this debate. Do 
you not think it time for the United States to cease to police her 
country and enforce her municipal regulations in the interest of 

in? Is it not time for us to take a position of absolute nen 
trality? What do we do by this? We do not make war on Spain; 
we simply say we will have nothing more to do with your war; 
we will put the contest on the high plane of legitimate warfare, 
and there leave you to fight it out. 

What is the consequence to us? The consequence to us, Mr. 
President, is that we at once cease a responsibility for that which 
has shocked and horrified all Christendom. The United States 
has not any right in a moral point of view to stand longer a quasi 
copartner with Spain in the conduct of this brutal and atrocious 
war. The time has come to put anend toit. It is another “ cov- 
enant with sin and league with hell,” and, for my part, by no 
word or speech or act or vote of mine shall the unholy alliance 
longer continue than until this resolution comes to be voted upon 
by the Senate. {a lause in the galleries. | 

The VICE-PR f ENT. Order must be preserved in the gal- 
leries. 


APPENDIX. 
DEPARTMENT OF State, Washington, April 4, 1896 

Sir: It might well be deemed a dereliction of duty to the Government of 
nited States, as well asa censurable want of candor to that of Spain, if 

I were longer to defer official expression as well of the anxiety with which 
the President regards the existing situation in Cuba as of his carnest desire 
for the pt and permanent pacification of that island. Any plan giving 
senpemsble eavarance of that result and not inconsistent with the just rights 
reasonable demands of all concerned would be earnestly promoted by 
by all means which the Constitution and laws of this country place at his 
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is now some nine or ten months since the nature and prospects of the 
were first discussed between us. In explanation of its rapid 
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and, up to that time, quite meopposed owth and progress, you called atten- 
tion to the rainy season which from May or June until November renders 
regular military operations impracticable. Spain was pouring such num- 
bers of troops into Cuba that your theory and opinion that, when they could 
be used in an active comoaig™. the insurrection would be almost instantl 
suppressed, seemed reasonableand probable. In this particular you believed, 
and sincerely believed, that the present insurrection would offer a most 
marked contrast to that which n in 1868, and which, being feebly encoun- 
tered with comparatively small forces, prolonged its life for upward of ten 
ears. 
It is impossible to ag A the expectations thus entertained by you in 
the summer and fall of 15%, and shared not merely by all Spaniards but b 
most disinterested observers as well, have been completely disa pointed. 
The insurgents seem to-day to command a larger part of the island than ever 
before. eir men under arms, estimated a year ago at from ten to twenty 
thousand, are now conceded to be at least two or three times as many. 
Meanwhile, thir discipline has been improved, and their supply of modern 
weapons and equipment has been greatly enlarged, while the mere fact that 
they have held out to this time has given them confidence in their own eyes 
and prestige with the world at ae In short, it can hardly be quessienns 
that the insurrection, instead of ng quelled, is to-day more formidable 
than ever, and enters upon the second year of its existence with decidedly 
improved prospects of successful results. 
hether a condition of things entitling the insurgents to recognition as 
belligerents has = been brought about may, for the purposes of the fo 
comiunication, be regarded as immaterial. If it has not been, it is 
they are still without an establisived and ized civil government, having 
an ascertained situs, presiding over a defined territory, contro! the 
armed forces in the field, and not only ees the functions of a regular 
— within its own frontiers, but capable internationally of exercis- 
g those powers and discha: ane? obligations which necessarily devolve 
upon every member of the family of nations. It is immaterial for present 
par that such is the present political status of the insurgents, on 
r defiance of the authority of Spain remains none the less pronounced 
and successful, and their disp ent of that authority throughout a very 
longs portion of the island is none the less obvious and real. 
hen, in 1877, the president of the so-called Cuban a was consnres, 
its legislative chamber surprised in the mountains and dispersed, and its pre- 
siding officer and other principal functionaries ki led, it was asserted in some 
uarters that the insurrection had received its deatnblow and might well be 
med to be extinct. The leading organ of the insurrectionists, however, 
made this response: 

“The or tion of the liberating army is such that a brigade, a — 
Lom a ta pen a compney. > peste. of ote Ave pen can pete - 
ependentiy against the enemy in any department without requiring an 

instructions save those of their tentandinte mili officers, because t) 
ac sony heahg one, and that is known by heart as well the general as the 
r, by the negro as well as the white man or the Chinese, viz.,to make 
war on theenemy atall times, in all places, and by all means, with the , the 
machete, and the firebrand. In order to do this, which is the duty of every 
Cuban soldier, the direction of a government ora tive chamber is not 
needed; order of a subaltern officer, serving er the general-in-chief, 
is sufficient. Thus it is that the government and chamber have in reality 
been a superfluous luxury for the revolution.” 
The situation. thus vividly described in 1877 is reproduced to-day. Even 
if it be ted that a condition of insurgency prevails and nothing more, it 
is on 80 ascale and diffused over so extensive a region, and is so favored 
7— the physical features and the climate of the country, that the authority 
Spain is subverted and the functions of its Government are in abeyance 
or practically suspended thro ta great part of the island. § still 
holas the seaports and most, if not ail, of the large towns in the interior. 
Nevertheless, a vast area of the territ: of the island is in effect under the 






















that a war of races would be precipitated, all the more sanguinary for the 
Shore wees tatehenmne ry yee ws iseoulll ache tntooagh tie consbtbioeees 
ere were Oo} esta nm! 
of a white anda bhesk repel which, even it agreeing at the outset upon a 
division of the island between them, would be enemies from the start, and 
vos aeeee rest until the one had been completely vanquished and subdued 
y the other. 

The situation thus described is of great interest to the poe of the 
United States. They are interested in any struggle anywhere for freer polit- 
ical institutions, but necessarily and in special measure in a st: le tis 

almost in sight of our shores. They are interested, as a civ and 
Christian nation, in the speedy termination of a civil strife characterized 
exceptional bitterness and exceptional excesses on the part of both com 
ants. <7 are interested in the noninterruption of extensive trade rela- 
tions which have been and should continue to be of t advantage to both 
countries. They are interested in the prevention of that wholesale destruc- 
tion of es on the island which, making no discrimination between 
enemies and neutrals, is seperey destroying American investments that should 
be of immense value, and is utterly impoverishing great numbers of Ameri- 


can citizens. 

On all these grounds and in all these ways the interest of United States 
in the exist situation in Cuba yields in extent only to that of Spain her- 
self, and has i geod and persons to that intervention 
to terminate the con is the immediate and aes duty of the United 
woul Suatity sae 5 fice Sh tae puamans tam, or how wack lenge 
wou such interven a presen or how much longer 
those conditions should be ured before such intervention would be justi- 
fied. That the United States can not contemplate with com ncy 
ten years of Cuban insurrection, with all its injurious distressing 
dents, may certainly be taken for granted. 

The object of the present communication, however, is not to discuss inter- 
vention, nor to propose intervention, nor to pave the way for intervention. 


Ene parpese ts Seaeky Oe rereee > whether a solution of present 
trou can not be found which will prevent all. thought of intervention by 
mnecessary. States 


control of roving bands of insurgents, w if driven from one place to-day and w would be. 
an exhibition of superior force, abandon it only to return to-morrow | But choula they be such that the States could as 
when that force has moved on for their dislodgment in other quarters. removing Ly, ee w be ex- 
Soe enna G this state of things can not be disguised. Outside of for their acceptance, and it would be most po- 
the towns 1 under Spanish rule, anarchy, lawlessness, and terrorism are | tential for the termination of and the 
rampant. The insurgents realize that the wholesale destruction of fac: | order to the . One result of the course of if 
tories, and machinery advances their cause in two ways. It cri the | other, would be sure to follow, namely, that the re would lose largely, 
resources of non the one hand. On the other, it drives into ranks | if not al , the moral countenance and support it now the 
the laborers who are thus thrown out of employment. The result isa people of a United States. 
tematic war upon the industries of the island and upon all the means Inc tion it is hardl to that it is 
which they are carried on, and whereas the normal annual product of the . the friendliest feelings toward Geeie on the 
island is valued at something like eighty or a hundred millions, its value for Ko meee Os to the United States any hostile or hidden a 
the present year is estimated by competent authority as not exceeding ve and most lamentable error The United States a4 no designs 
re! SS aileseieiien for the present year, it must be even worse for the Saba eae of ae = “oo rr is ivactuated upon 
next year and for every guccestie ear during which the rebellion contin- by any a bed 


ng 
ues tolive. Some planters have nde their crops this year who will not be 
allowed to make them n. Some have worked their fields and operated 
their mills this year in the face of a certain loss who have neither the heart 
nor the means to do so under the present even more Gopreasing condi- 
tions. Not only is it certain that no fresh money is being inv on the 
island, but it is no secret that capital is fast withdrawing from it, tened 
away by the utter hopelessness of the outlook. wey should it not be? What 


and, by founded on truth and should be t. : 
“To aid in that solution, it offers the suggestions Sentuined. They 

will be totally misapprehended unless United States be credited 
entertai fo sie potas toward Spain on thes of its assist- 

can a prudent man foresee as the outcome of e conditions ex the 

complete devastation of the island, the egtire annihilation of its ind an 

the absolute impoverishment of such ts inhabitants as are unwise or un- 

fortunate enough not to sennenelky mane fram it? 

The last preceding insurrection for ten years and then was not sub- 
dued, but only succumbed to the influénce of certain promised refi 
Where is found the promise that Sees rebellion will have a 
lease of life, unless the end is sooner through the exhaustion of 
herself? Taught by experience, Spain wisely undertook to make Soeraamee 

ou 


Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I will take the floor for the 
with the present insurrection short, sharp, and decisive, to stamp 


of submitting some remarks on the ding resolution, 
Le rea aes rience Na utefasnacy netetpment oany | PUG dg nok care togo.on tomight, |”! 
the insurgents goul oppose to them." rete “=y | Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, I move that the 
were put under the command of its ablest general, as well as | Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 


its most renowned sta —of one whose very hame was an assurance to 
the insu ts both of the skillful generalship with which they would be 
fought and of the reasonable and liberal temper in which just demands for 
redress of grievances would be received. Yet the efforts of Campos seem to 


Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Nebraska does not care to go 
on to-night, I should like, if he will allow me, to ask the 
from Illinois to withdraw his motion for an executive session 


i 


have utterly failed, and his successcr, a man who, rightfully or wrongfully, | to renew it after I thro 
seems to have intensified all the acerbities of the struggle, is now being reen- : 
forced with additional troops. It may well be femal testers, itthe | _Mr.CULLOM. I will wi w the motion with that under- 


pee to be of shorter duration than the last insurrection, it will be 

the end is to come sooner or later through the inability of Spain to 

the and through her abandonment of the island to the 

eous combination of elements and of races now ip arms her. 

Such a conclusion of the struggle can not be viewed even by the most de- 

voted friend of Cuba and the most enthusiastic advocate of popular govern- 

ment excep‘ with the gravest apprehension. ene ane aks Se 
sons to fear once were withdrawn from the island, the sole 

of union between the rent factions of the insurgents would disappear; 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I so far thize with the gen- 
tlemen who desire to conclude this aiaeneece 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President-— 
the VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts has 


Mr. PETTUS. I desire tomake a point of order, Mr. President. 


’ 


» 





897. 


VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Alabama will state 


of order. 

F : I do not want to interrupt the Senator, but Ido 
not think he t to until there is order in the Senate. 

The VICE- T. The point of order is well taken. 
The Senate will come to order. [A pause.}] The Senator 
from Massachusetts will now proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I so far sympathize with those a 
sons who desire to bring this discussion to a conclusion that I de- 
a few minutes to-night, instead of consuming another 
the precise distinction between the Senator 
so far as our opinion upon this matter is 

should have authoritative facts, 
set them forth in a finding like a judicial decree on 


it should base action. 
from Ohio does not altogether seem 
tion, although he desires us to act, as I 
information given to him contained in 
which the Senate is not permitted to read 
us a letter from the Secretary of State and an 
ly; and we are asked to vote on this great 
or being able to judge for ourselves 
whether thesentences which the honorable Senator withholds from 
associates here modify, control, or contradict anything which 
I do not use the word ‘‘ garbled” as 
we only know what is contained in the 
he has i to the Senate. " 
appen © paper to my remarks. 
Senator says he will 1 put in the oo on 
case the whole of the letter to the Spanish 
of the answer and the last sen- 
from some on the ground that if he were to 
full, it would disclose to us the author. 
No; on the ground that Iam limited by the 
ieee eens Some me whee I received it. 
. HO. Not to disclose to us its author? 
Mr. FORAKER. That is one of the reasons, and only one. 
not and I would not give that reason. 
I thought the Senator did. Ido not mean to sa 
would prefer not to disclose the author. What 
at liberty to disclose the author, 


right. 


not the way in which great 
eter nee noes — “ e... <a 
oe on of the honorable 
we had Petter bec belligerency and stop. 
Idid notsay that. I said I would rather 
stopped with belligerency because that 


Senator says he would rather have interven- 
belligerency because that is all that is pro- 
hPa ang body else. I say the proper thing 
favor of ee 
well, then; propose it. 
through do so Selene eration h, - Eane. 
will p iation in favor o 
and, if is catettel, then to have the facts re- 
and take the action which the facts require. 
says he does not believe in calling that power into 
to stop with what I think is this little 
a great brass band of proclama- 
place, he says Spain has once declined. 


June. 
was made more than a year ago; and, 
declined was a pro that it strikes 
t on earth would decline, to 
her authority over Cuba the United 
ise and suggest what laws she should 


and most able friend from 

to permit us to tell Spain what 

involves a refusal to accept our medi- 

independence. But if I heard cor- 

read, Secsient Goversess S tobente that 
nt intimat 

condition of things later when she might 


was twenty years ago. 
ago. Verywell. Whenwa 


os 
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be circumstances under which she would not consider such a 
proposition unfriendly, and under which she might accede to it; 
and if the picture drawn by the honorable Senator from Ohio 
be true, I should think that the gentlemen who agree with him 
might think that that golden moment had now come. So much 
for that. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to sug- 

= that the recognition of belligerency will not interfere with 
riendly mediation. We do not undertake by the recognition of 
belligerency to stop the war or to take part with either side, but 
simply to take a neutral position from which we can all the better 
interpose our friendly offices. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not think we can do all of that, but I think 
what the Senator says is quite true, that it will not interfere. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will join with you, if this be adopted, in such 
an effort. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the honorable Senator from Massachusetts 

rmit me to ask him a question? I do not wish to interrupt or 

reak the thread of his discourse. 

Mr. HOAR. I will yield. 

Mr. DANIEL. I observed on yesterday when the Senator was 

king—and I will quote his words from the Recorp as I find 
them—— 

Mr. HOAR. Does it relate to what I am saying now? 

Mr. DANIEL. It is apropos of what the Senator is now dis- 
cussing. The Senator said: 

I think the President of the United States should be asked by Congress to 
use his good offices with Spain to secure peace and independence in that 
island, and that is just what the Republican platform said. 

Then the Senator goes on to suggest that, having offered our 
friendly offices, finally, if these mediatory steps fail, we would 
_ to Spain, “If you do not stop that war, we will stop it our- 
selves.” Are not those declarations of the Senator as to securing 
peace and his intimation that the time might come when he would 
say to Spain, ‘‘Stop that war,” predicated upon the recognition in 
his own mind that there is war now in Cuba with Spain? 

Mr. HOAR. Very well, suppose there is. 

Mr. DANIEL. ell, supposing there is, is it not proper for us, 
in the first place, to recognize the condition which will be the 
basis of our conduct in dealing with it? 

Mr. HOAR. Well, Mr. President, when we get the facts in an 
authoritative form, so that we can settle and affirm them, that 
question will become a practical one. It does not seem to me to 
affect the particular argument I am now making. 

Mr. DANIEL. Would not the natural and orderly procedure 
be first to proclaim and recognize the condition of things as intro- 
ductory to any method which we might see proper afterwards to 
a to deal with it? 

r. HOAR. Mr. President, I will come to that in a moment 
when I deal with what I understand recognition of belligerency 
to mean. I do not understand that by the law of nations every 
| comaitton of belligerency warrants interference or recognition. 

Indeed, I understood the honorable Senator from Ohio to ex- 
pressly affirm that belligerency exists in fact when hostilities exist 
too strong for the constable and where military forces are used 
on either side. The question for us whether a condition of things 
exists which, under the law of nations, makes it our duty to our- 
selves, having due regard to our own interests, to affirm the con- 
dition of belligerency, and if, there being a condition of belliger- 
| ency, we make the affirmation—and I desire the attention of my 
| friend from Ohio—if, there being a condition of belligerency, we 
affirm and recognize and declare it, not because of our own in- 
terests, but from sympathy for or desire to aid one of the parties, 
| we are then guilty of an unfriendly and hostile act to the other. 
This is the law. 

Mr. FORAKER. [I argued, upon that very proposition, that it 
is a question for us to decide whether or not we will recognize bel- 
ligerency, governed by our own interests. 

Mr. HOAR. I cite the anthority of the eminent jurist from 
Ohio to that proposition and in answer to the inquiry of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia. But before I come to that 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, I say we are to 
decide that from the result to the Cubans and the counter result 
tous. That is a beneficial and a legitimate consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. I was about, before coming to that, 

| which was all I wish to detain the Senate abont, to discuss and to 
t out one very instructive fact in the letter of Mr. Secretary 
iney which was not read, and which Senators will find there, 
and which may perhaps not excuse, not perhaps even palliate, 
but may account for some of the transactions which some of the 
Senators on the otherside have dwelt upon with so much eloquence 
and pathos. He says this war is conducted by the insurgents not 
by meeting their antagonists in pitched battles, but by applying 
the torch to the houses of peaceful citizens, destroying their in- 
dustries, burning their plantations, and starving out, or attempt- 
ing to starve out, the Spanish troops by destroying the entire 
resources of that island. 
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That is what the Cubans are doing, according to the information 
which the honorable Senator from Ohio has furnished to the Sen- 
ate. Now, if that be true, and the American citizens who are 
caught by the Spanish armies are doing that as their method of 
warfare, is it or not a violation of the laws of war and the laws of 
humanity to punish them with death for that offense? Who 
knows? Who answers? I should like a report from the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations on that particular proposition, if it shall 
become material. 

Senators talk about this recognition of belligerency sous 
these things. I shail say a word about that presently. But if we 
can act — the authority which the Senator from Ohio says, 
we ought to act upon the Spanish Government. I am not affirm- 
ing this; I do not know; but he knows, and he tells us a good 
deal of what he knows, and a good deal he does not tell us because 
it is in strict confidence. 

Mr. FORAKER, I shall not keep it from the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR, I do not know what is in that paper, but this one 
thing the Senator tells us, that the Cubans have undertaken to 
throw off what used to be the lawful authority of — by saying 
they will turn that island into a wilderness and will burn overthe 
heads of peaceful, neutral, unoffending citizens, women and chil- 
dren, the warehouses, the — houses, the factories, and the 
dwelling houses where they dwell, and will burn the plants on 
their plantations, not cnly the crop for the existing year—that is 
not in the paper, however, but thateverybody has heard as a fact— 
but will 4d y the entire plant, so that there shall be no new 
crop made for years tocome. It is that war which Spain is en- 

ed in putting down. 

Now, I do not know whether, if an American citizen or a Cuban 
be caught red-handed after setting that fire, it be lawful to put 
him to death or no. I have heard that some a peenie, of whom the 
Senator from Virginia and the Senator from Alabama have heard— 
Iwill not reviveany unpleasant memories—caught Northern Union 
soldiers burning a military bridge, and they were put to death 
a drumhead court-martial, without judge or jury, and not 
as prisoners of war. There isa deal of evidence of that fact 
in the archives of this body. But that is merely in passing. 

My honorable friend says that he admits that our interests are 
affected, and to some extent injuriously, if we recognize belliger- 
ency, which we are to do for our interest, he agrees, and not for 


Mr. FORAKER. Ihave his messages here, and he never said 

m such thing officially. That is sure. 
r. HOAR. I do not remember where he said it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I know what he said. 

Mr. HOAR. I know he said it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I know where he said what he did say, and 
if the Senator will allow me, I will read it. 

Mr. HOAR. He said a good many 

Mr. FORAKER, Hewasa great Gem and q great President, 
but not the greatest international lawyer this country has pro- 


duced. 
Mr. HOAR. Perhaps not. I know there are international 


lawyers ter. 

Mr. FORAKER, Here is what he does say: 

lt would give rise to countless vexatious questions, would release the par- < 
ent government from responsibility for acts done by the insurgents-— 4 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator wishes to read something else that 
General Grant said, I will yield. 

Mr. FORAKER. I was about to read upon the point to which 
the Senator referred. 

Mr. HOAR. He said what I have said on the point I referred to. 

Mr. FORAKER. In no official . He may have said it to 
the Senator when the Senator was visiting the ite House. If 
the Senator will allow me, I will read it. 

Mr. HOAR. By all means. I should like to have it. 


Mr. FORAKER. Speaking of the consequences of belligere 
General Grant said in his message: = 


Back reeneeiiion eaten nose She sountes 
from it difficult and complicated duties, og wh Re yp ey 
contending of the strict observance of rights and obligations. 
It confers right of search the high seas by vessels of both parties; 
hy ae ary bee : 


















necessary y desist. 
the interest of the Cubans. All the eloquence, all the denuncia- r.HOAR. Has the Senator read all General says abou} 
tion of Spain, all the a are admitted away by the inexo- | that point? 
rable logic of the honorable tor from Ohio when he admits| Mr. FORAKER. I believe so. 


that it is not for these things we have a right under the lawof| Mr. HOAR. Then I will resume. 


nations to recognize ear ie vay Taking what General Grant says, is there any in any- 
The whole argument of the honorable and eloquent Senator | body's mind that the t of search by Spain lead to a war 
from Utah [Mr. Cannon], the whole argument of the honorable | in t months? We had some ence about that. We 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. ee aes, Se a- | remember when the little English used to come aboard 
ment of the honorable and very polite junior Ecuntee from New | our vessels to search for British seamen. It created a war, and 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], are all gone, because none of those | although England did not abandon the formally, she has 
things, says the representative of the Committee on Foreign Rela- | never since ventured to exercise it against country. 
tions, eee ern ee ae Itisa| Now, Mr. President, another thing is It is not only 
question of the interest of the States. Now, we have that | the right of search, if my honorable from Ohio will allow 
settled from the Committee on F Relations. me to have his attention a minute ae it is the right to 
I say that the interest of the United States is against permitting | seize on suspicion. You propose a into which the law 


in to search our vessels at sea anywhere she catches them, in- | of nations writes, ‘‘ We hereafter accord to anaes ee tone 
dof havin Che Sng yectee See soy ot eaten oe Ce any American merchant vessel, if, after search, the going 
Spain catches within the 3-mile limit. Now, pee B= Aner aboard is of opinion that the vessel contains contraband of war 
on. How does the honorable Senator answer it? says | destined for Cuban ” The of the 
¢ the right of search is bound to be politely exercised; that | right to seize is that the vessel taken into « Spanish po 
er cider heenrcaaresmecetaies beginning, and if he So Spee ee ee ene een 
suspects there is anything con of war, arms or wader, reasonable grounds for suspicion, discharge 
muskets or cannon, or anything else, then he can take | the ship | a long lawsuit, without costs. 
into a ——- rt, and if the Spanish judge thinks he was polite, | If he finds that the officer was — o the property is con- 
he is n , ~ demned e 
If the ish judge, after a trial in a Spanish court, which a condition of things under which the United States guards 
may last years, finds there was no probable cause for the ‘i Cuban shore. Sen- 
the vessel will be dismissed with-costs; and if he finds there was | ators gravely get up here and say that is not much of an incon- 
‘bable cause for the seizure, for the suspicion, although in | venience. 
t the ship did not have any such things aboard, or they were| Mr. GALLINGER. Will it disturb the Senator from Massa- 
not inten for Cuba, then the vessel, after a three years’ deten- | chusetts if I interrupt him for a moment? 
tion, is to be dismissed without costs, And the Senator thinks! Mr. HOAR. Not in theleast. For what purpose does the Sen- 
that is not much of an injury. ae ee ee ae 
It isa very polite ble, and pleasant kind of proceeding. It| Mr. GALLIN To 


; , G 
does not hurt the United States to have it happen, and to have it Mr. HOAR. I will yield if the question is pertinent to what I 
under the control of such an authority as he has described | am saying. 


s Seeaeen Uy eten Seenaenoan ot Seer. : Mr. GALLINGER. . The Senator says that if we 
ow, I wish to put against my honorable friend's opinion, which yooognias tip Senengnees SO8 as belligerents, necessarily it 
Irate a tt deal more than he does himself, with his | w result in war. Spain the Saeapain 
great modesty, the Opiaien of Gen. Ubpenes S. Grant, who said| Mr. HOAR. I never said so. Grant said it. 
the recognition of belligerency and the right of search in| Mr,GALLINGER. The Senator is arguing on that line. The 
Spain could not exist three months and have it possible to prevent | Senator has held up the specter of war in this debate. 
a war with that nation If that be true, bow did it happen that when and Spain 
Mr. FORAKER. Where did he say that? recognized the Confederacy we did not go to 
Mr. HOAR. Either in his message or in one of his| Mr. HOAR. Because the Confederacy nad but one war ship at 
letters. sea during most of the time or a part of the time, 
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Why did we not search the vessels of 
Ge ts ons coved maacry sensean why we ai 

. Hi There are a good many reasons why we did not. 
tor will allow me, we did seize 


confiscated them. 
not have war with those coun- 
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oat is another thing which the Senator said, speaking of 
our rights. We now have, as he agrees, for every injury to the 
millions in Cuba by a mob or lawless- 


of American ae ; 
ness, a right to indemnity Spain; but he says, ‘‘ Do you not 


Mr. FORAKER. Those are claims for damages done by Span- 
iards as well as Cubans. 
Mr. HOAR, Spaniards as well as Cubans. But he says, ‘Do 


you not know that we those claims? Spain has refused 
blank to acknow. them.” I think very likely that is all 
Brno, at ttn it does — at all ow that Spain will — 
able to not be compelled to pay every just claim due 
to on Beeehen ate. Sil audiad Uleatc gitean’ to par the 
Alabama claims, and after Mr. Adams had sent them in one after 
another for a few months the foreign office said to Mr. Adams that 
= would — it as offensive or unfriendly, or some phrase of 
renewed . 
subject was renewed, and it turned 
—— went into our Treasury, and every American 
a loss and had one of these claims which England 
his money, with interest, 
some in our Treasury when we 
through. I think the power which was able to com 
tain to make a recompense which she had point blank refused 
a compensate our citizens for 
am 
be a 
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right in my view, the recog- 
great injury to the United 
it, we are doing it because we think that 
the Cubans, and’ not, as all the writers whom the 
acknowledges ar authority say it is, for our own interest. 
it will become an offensive and unfriendly act. 
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other things, and that is 
licing of our coasts 
in the interest of Cuba. The Sena- 
neutrality. 
in the interest of only one 
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mly one. 
challenge contradiction from any quarter, 
of neutrality, and our national con- 
ular the same after the recog- 
t there will not be the 

whatever. 

Massachusetts a 
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tar A Senator admit that after we recognize 


that prisoners of war shall 
ot be shot without trial? Does 
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before or after the recognition of belligerency. 
oners not American citizens, our right, power, duty, and obligation 
are exactly the same. 
down in Spain or Armehia a government which is cruelly dealing 
with its own subjects, charged with rebellion, as we have to inter- 
fere if there be a war between that country and its own subjects 
conducted in a horrible and brutal way. 
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question. I will yield to the Senator when I have answered this 
question. 


So, as regards American citizenship, the question is the same 
So, as affects pris- 


We have the same right to interfere to put 


Mr. MASON. Does the Senator base that on international law? 
Mr. HOAR. I baseitoninternationallaw. Thatis the opinion 


of the ancient barnacle. 


Mr. MASON. I admit it. 
Mr. HOAR. Very well. 
So there is not one single purpose, one single circumstance, sug- 


Iam not contradicting it. 


gested by the honorable Senator from Ohio or by anyone else in 
which the recognition of belligerency could be of any benefit to 
Cuba or in which it could be anything other than a serious injury 
and grievance and wrong to the people of the United States. 


Mr. MORGAN. 


I desire to ask the Senator a question, if he 


will permit me. 


Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 
Mr. MORGAN. Can the Senator recite any case in which Spain 


has decided, either through her courts or her military authorities, 
that she has no right to execute an American citizen taken with 
arms as a prisoner of war? 


Mr. HOAR. No; I can not. 
Mr. MORGAN. Very well. 
Mr. HOAR. But her Government has assured our Government 


on its demand that it shall not be done. 


Mr. MORGAN. I have not seen the assurance. 
Mr. HOAR. I have, I think. 
Mr. MORGAN. I know that cases have been decided the other 


way. She exercises the pardoning power. 


Mr. HOAR. In that particular it makes no difference. The 


right of this Government to interpose, if there be a cruel and 
brutal treatment, not according to the forms of civil law, of an 


American citizen taken in arms against a government when his 
side is not recognized as a belligerent, is the same as if belliger- 
had been recognized. We have been interfering all along, 
as the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae} suggests to me. So that 
es argument disappears. 

he Senator from Ohio ended his argument by saying we will 
have to police the seas if the present condition of things continues. 
We shall have to police the seas quite as much when we recognize 
belligerency. England was held to the performance of her neu- 
tral duties and to damages for failing in the performance, although 
she recognized the belligerency of the Confederacy almost as soon 
as the rebellion broke out. 

Is there any doubt about that proposition? The Senator from 
Ohio concludes by saying that he sums up the whole thing by the 
fact that before the recognition of belligerency the Cuban is a 
rebel on land and a pirate by sea. I have shown that there is no 
difference in his legal status. In the first place, that would seem 
to be a prett ene contradiction of the Senator’s position that 
we are not doing these things for the benefit of the Cubans, but 
only for our own interest, and with which he, being entirely sane 
on this subject, agrees. 

But, passing that by, I have shown, I think, conclusively that so 
far as his position on land is concerned, there is no difference in it. 
So far as our obligation of neutrality is concerned, there is no dif- 
ference, So far as our interest is concerned, the only difference is 
that we expose ourselves to the right of search and lose the claims 
of our citizens. So far as the Cuban being a pirate at sea is con- 
cerned, I think there is very probably, as far as I have investi- 

or reflected upon the question, some reason for thinking 
t the Senator is right. I should like to reflect on it a little 
further before absolutely agreeing to it. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Massachusetts will permit 
me, I think that when Mr. Frelinghuysen was Secretary of State 
he stated, and afterwards Mr. Bayard stated, that while this na- 
tion had the power to recognize as a pirate or to consider as a 
pirate a case similar to that supposed by the Senator, yet as a mat- 
ter of policy we would not do it; and we have explicitly and abso- 
lutely refused to do it. 

Mr. HOAR. But still I suppose it is true that Cuba not being 
recognized, if she should get at some time in the future a ship of 
war and get it to sea, as our Southern brethren did the Alabama, 
and capture some Spanish ships and take one of them into an 
American port, we would not admit her to hospitality, and our 

courts would not condemn for her her prize or treat the 
capture as a lawful prize, and to that extent she would be worse 
. But I respectfully submit to my honorable friend from Ohio 
that that is a contingency so remote and distant that it is hardly 
worth while for us to go through the great discomfort to commit 
what seems to me, with great respect, the great folly of passing 
this joint resolution recognizing belligerency in order that it may 
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possibly benefit Cuba if at some time in the future she gets a ship 
of war and that ship of war Soupens to come into one of our ports. 

I am sorry to have detained the Senate so long. I “dle no 
apology, however, to those Senators who think we are endeavor- 
ing to delay on this side of the Chamber, because I have taken the 
time to-night instead of waiting until to-morrow. 

Mr. THURSTON. I understand that Ihad the floor and yielded 
it to the Senator from Massachusetts. I shall desire to take it 
to-morrow at 2 o’clock on the pending resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To-morrow at 2 o’clock the Senator 
from Nebraska will be recognized as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock p. m.) the Senate 
oe until to-morrow, Thursday, May 20, 1897, at 12 o’clock 
meridian. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, May 20, 1897, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miipurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


DIFFERENTIAL DUTY ON SUGAR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting, aaieees to the 
request of the German ambassador, copies of correspondence in 
regard to the protest of the German Government against differ- 
ential treatment of bountied sugars in the pendiug tariff bill; 
which was read, and, with the accompanying pape:s, referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printid. 


LANDS IN GREER COUNTY, OKLA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, setting forth the 
necessity for an extension of the time allowed by the act of Janu- 
ary 8, 1897, to bona fide purchasers of lands in Greer County, Okla., 
to place their claims of record in the local office at Mangum, to- 
gether with a =< a draft of a section prepared in the General 

d Office g an extension of time required and 
attention to the necessity of the proposed legislation; which, wit 
the pan ig er pom Toy ray was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, an to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 42) appropriating $50,000 for the relief 
of suffering American citizens in the Island of Cuba. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Ninth An- 
nual Convention of Railroad Commissioners, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation effectually to prohibit the transportation 
evils and abuses, relating to carriers engaged in interstate com- 
merce, such as are descri in the annual reports of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission for the years 1890 to 1896; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SHOUP presented the petition of 8. D. Coulter and 49 other 
citizens of Boise City, Idaho, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation for the more rigid restriction of immigration; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McBRIDE presented a petition of 48 citizens of Washing- 
ton County, Oreg., praying for the abrogation of the Hawaiian 
reciprocity treaty; which was referred to the Committee on For- 


oign Relations. 

e also presented a petition of 41 citizens of Multnomah County 
Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation for the more rigid 
restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie on 


table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of C. H. Ankeny & Co., of 
Lafayette, Ind., remonstrating against the proposed increase of 
duty on watches and watch movements; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Tappan Shoe Manufactur- 
ing Company, of Muncie, Ind., remonstrating against the imposi- 
= of a duty on foreign hides; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Evansville, 


Ind., Seen aan the passage of the so-called Nelson | directed to 
w 


bankruptcy bill; 
He presented 


ch was ordered to lie on the table. 
a petition of the Art Institute, of Ch > 
Th., that all works of art imported into this country 
adinitte free of duty; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also ted the petition of W.C. Rall, past chief con- 
ductor of Division No. 120, Order of Railway Conduc of 
Huntington, Ind., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 
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1479, to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
approved February 4, 1887; which was ref 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Massachu- 
setts, praying for the enactment of legislation for the more rigid 
restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. ELKINS presented sundry petitions of citizens of West 
Virginia, prayi for the enactment of legislation restricting 
immigration; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented 7 memorials of citizens of West Vir- 
ginia, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
referred the bill (S. 135) for the relief of George F. Roberts, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviv- 
ing partner of Thayer Bros., and others, reported it withow 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims tosub- 
mit a supplemental report to accompany the bill (8. 415) for the 
relief of Anna W. Osborne. I ask that the report be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thereport will be printed under the 


rule. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2006) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of J. Hun- 
toon; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ang Senate er ee one Affairs. 

. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 2007) for the relief of John 
Kelly; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying pope. referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. RROWS introduced a bill (S. 2008) ting an increase 
of pa to Rosa S. Webb; which was twice by its title, 
7 with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ons. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2009) to le for the re- 
statement, readjustment, and pa t of dues to army officers or 
ex-officers in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill tet to establish a new 
land district, to be known as the Y land district, in the Ter- 
ritory of Alaska; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S, 2011) to place John Dolan on 
the retired list of the United States Army; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on oe Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. ay — ng that 
circuit court of appeals of the eighth a uit of the Uni 
States shall hold at least one term of said court annually in the 
city of Denver, in the State of Colorado, or in thecity of mi Aone 
in the State of Wyoming, on the first Monday in September in each 
year; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2018) for the relief of Hattie A, 
Phillips; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


TRANSPORTATION OF FOOD CONTRIBUTIONS TO INDIA. 

Mr. HALE. Iintroduce a joint resolution, which I ask to have 
read. Then I shall ask ous consent for its consideration 
on a statement which I[ will make. 

The joint Se (S. R. 48) ow oo seeeheet of the 
Treasury to give an erican register oreign- steam- 
and Menantic,to enable them to 


ships Massa carry 
flag to the sufferers by famine in India 


ate commerce,” 
to the Committee 


under the erican 
was read the first time by its title and the second time at length, 
as follows: 


Whereas there is now stored in New York about 3,000 tons of 
contributed by 


warehouses 
the charitable people of the United States for the fam- 
inhabitants 


India; 
reas there has been contributed about $100,000 for the purchase of addi- 
tages Sant eerie See So anne seen and 

Whereas it -oa upon nited States Government to furnish 


at the earliest moment transportation for this grain to India to re- 
lieve the poor; and 
Whereas it is that this grain should be transported under the 


of the United States; and 
hereas there can not be chavtored a euiaaiant number of United States 


red steamships to this grain to " it is 














1897. 





enter , contract with Charles W. H of said firm, to carry the 
to enter inte sat or equivalent of corn in bulk in the Geemoebipe Massapequa 
and Menantic to India, and a sufficient sum of money is hereby appropria 
for said purpose out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, there is no opportunity in this 
for any committee to consider the joint resolution. 
Senators will remember that by joint resolution approved by the 
President we that the Secretary of the Navy might, either 
in naval or American vessels that he could charter, trans- 
port the — of etc., which have been given by American 
citizens for the people in India. The Secretary has found 
two things. Ne naval ships are adapted to such transportation. 
The statement of that fact will at once carry with it its demon- 
stration. Everyone will see that the ships of the Navy are not 
built for any such purpose. He has also found that he can not 
charter any American registered ships. He can not find them. 
He has searched far and wide, and they are not obtainable. 
Under these conditions and under the act of Congress the Sec- 
is unable to move the large quantities of supplies that 
Sion bon given by benevolent people and are now in New York. 
I sent a moment for a letter from the Secretary of the Nav 
on the subject, but I will ask to have read now a letter which 
have received from an American citizen in New York. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Tue ARLINGTON, Washington, D. C., May 20, 1897. 
Hon. EvGene HAs, 
Chairman 


Committee on Naval Affairs, United States Senate. 
informed that the Secretary of the Navy has sent to Con- 
to your committee) the Som of sa firm, T. Hogan 
to the contributed by the American 
of I inclose copy of ag ares pro tion 
May 13th instant. I have pu since the date 
ps named in the letter 
4) of sale for the same. I am a citizen of the 
of the have arrived in New York harbor within 
and their cargoes can be discharged and the 


em and they can be ready for the voyage in one 
o= the ee inclosing herewith for the con- 
. and committee a joint resolution which I should 


committee report favorably to the Senate. 
of ee will enable United States Government 





to ship grain in wholly owned a citizen of the United States, 
by of the United 8 s8 corsying We 8 of the 

States. It is the speediest method of se the relief to India, and 

hu of hav to send it in vessels 


corned hy foreigners, foreigners, and carrying the foreign fi 
n ore 5 
No can oe oe Sun of this food in » forelen ves. 
co a speedy an can be ie with ae, aned besides the price I have 
the ip made in vessels owned by foreign. by ss he is 

0} subjec t 

no inducement for therm to their rates. The editor of the Christian 
of the transportation of this grain. is convinced that 


our proposition is the one that promises an early settlement of the trans- 
et ate to the Secretary of the 


ae cee rne on a goreptance of our pepe 
our vessels would make a very valuable addi- 
and we are perfectly willing that section 4 of 
May 10, 1 entitled “‘An act to encourage 
the City of Paris and the City of New 

pevy, be added to oint resolution. ese 






prove valuable troop ships, and 


su eet Soe 
ion to 4, 
“aa sheren in the hold. - 
oo CHAS. W. HOGAN. 


P. 8.—Address me care room 88, Corcoran Building, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. Task that there also be read a letter to the Secreta 
of the Navy, which is referred to in the communication just rend. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


T. HocGan & Sons, % Broap Street, New York, May 13, 1897. 
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Mr. HALE. Now [ask that there be read a brief letter from 
the Secretary of the Navy. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 18, 1897. 

Str: Referring to public resolution No. 8, “Authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to transport contributions for the relief of the suffering poor in 
— approved April 7, 1897, 1 have the honor to submit the following state- 
ment: 





mt: 

The resolution, after reciting the fact that a famine exists in India which 
can readily be relieved from the surplus products of this country, now being 
freely contrjbuated by the oe of the United States, authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, first, to employ and place at the disposal of the collector of 
the port of New York any ship or vessel belonging to the Navy best adapted 
for such service, or, secondly, to charter and employ ‘“‘a suitable American 
steamship or vessel” for the purpose, with a cargo capacity of 2,000 to 4,000 


The use of a naval vessel for the transportation of these supplies is wholly 
impracticable. None of the older vessels of the Navy are in a condition to 
warrant their use for such an undertaking, and with respect to the modern 
vessels it may be said that their construction differs so radically from that of 
vessels of the merchant service employed in the carrying trade, the space 
allotted in mercantile vessels to cargo being filled in the latter with machin- 
ery, armament, and necessary quarters for officers and men, as to preclude 
their use for purposes of transportation. There is, therefore, no naval ves+ 
sel adapted or readily adaptable to the purpose. 

The utilization of a vessel of the Navy being out of the question for the 
reasons stated, the Department has made every effort to charter a suitable 
American vessel, but with little success. Indeed, it appears, unfortunately, 
to be a fact that at the present time few American vessels of sufficient size 
are available for the pur s named in the resolution. Propositions have, 
however, been received from the owners of vessels sailing under a foreign 
flag, but deemed to be otherwise suitable, offering to transport to Bombay or 
Calcutta the food supplies referred to, provided such vessels can be admitted 
to American registry and thus brought within the terms of the resulution; 
and it is unders that vessels owned wholly by American citizens, bud 
not admitted to American registry because built abroad, can be chartered 
upon terms deemed reasonable. 

This Department is in receipt of reports indicating that sufficient food 
supplies have been contributed to load two vessels, whereas the resolution 
authorizes the chartering of but one. 

While it seems impossible to obtain an American vessel of 4,000 tons, it 
might occur that two such vessels of 2,000 tons each could be procured, 
Under these circumstances, and in order that the efforts of the contributors 
to this work of international benevolence may not fail of suecess for want 
of the necessary means of transportation, I have the honor to recommend 
that the authority conferred by the public resolution be so enlarged as to 
jap stag this Department to charter two vesse!s having a capacity of two. 
to four thousand tone each instead of one such vessel; and, inasmuch as 
even these smaller vessels may not be procurable within a reasonable time, 
that further special authority be granted by Congress for the admission to 
American r try of one or two such vessels as may be required, of about 
4,000 tons each, for the transportation of supplies from New York to India, 
in pursuance of public resolution No. 8. 

t is su ted that the terms, with respect to inspection, etc., provided 
in section 3 of the “Act to encourage American sipeeeng,” approved 
May 10, 1892, in pursuance of which the foreign-built steamers New ae kand 
Paris were ted American registry, might with propriety be adopted in 
the case under consideration. 

In this connection attention is invited to the inclosed copy of a communi- 

tion from Messrs. T. Hogan & Sons, offering to charter to the Government, 
‘or the pu of transporting food ae to India, the vessels Massa- 
pease. and Menantic, upon terms specified, if these vessels can be “ natural- 


: Very respectfully, 
JOHN D. LONG, Secretary. 


The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 


United States Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [shall ask that the joint resolution which 
the Senator from Maine has introduced, sent here by the Navy 
Department, may goover until Monday. I think the Secretary of 
the Navy has made a mistake in the remedy which he proposes to 
apply in connection with the difficulty which he encounters. Con- 

ess should at once remove the restriction upon the Secretary in 

iring a ship to transport the food products to India which re- 
quires that it shall be an American ship. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, this is the language 
of the joint resolution passed April 7, 1897: 

Or to charter and employ, under the authority of the United States, a suit- 
able American steamskip or vessel. 

That is the trouble with the Secretary. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, but the Secretary should have recom- 
mended to us to strike out the word “ American,” which we 
never should have put into the original authority. When we 
were providing for speedily sending the contributions of the lib- 
eral le of the United States to the starving people of India, 
we should not have limited the means of transportation to Ameri- 
can ships. Everyone knew perfectly well, as the Senator from 
Maine has stated, and as the Secretary of the Navy has stated, 
that there would be found no suitable naval vessel, because aship 
of war is not suited to transport cargo, and the United States 
possesses no naval transport vessels. So that authorization was a 
mere form. We should have authorized the Secretary of the Navy 
to transport the contributions in any steamship which he could 
ee at short notice for a reasonable price. He has discovered 

t there is no American steamship ey available, and he 


now ? that we shall give an American register to one or 
two ships in order that they may carry the contributions. 
Mr. HALE. e Secretary does not enforce this remedy. He 


simply refers to it, and incloses the communication from the New 
York parties who own the ships. I do not understand that the 


Secretary urges Congress especially to do this. 








Sdloweheaainaaiembatiee 
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Mr. CHANDLER. TheSenator willexcuseme. I thought the 
Senator introduced a joint resolution coming from the Secretary 
for the admission of these ships to an American register.‘ 

Mr. HALE. No; the Secretary only refers to the measure. It 
does not to any further extent than that have his indorsement. 
He only refers to it as suggesting a remedy. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The simplest thing in the world is for the 
Senator from Maine to introduce a bill striking out the word 
“American” from that authorization. These ships ought to 
the contributions, if they are ready to go. They ought not to be 
detained, but there is no need of admitting them to an American 
tegister. All we need to do is to authorize the ships, with the 
nationality that now belongs to them, to transport under an 
English register, if they are English ships, these American con- 
tributions to the sufferin le of English India. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Prosi ent—— ; 
— CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges- 

? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama will state 
his point of order. 

r. MORGAN. I understood that the Senator from New 
— objected to the present consideration of the joint res- 

ution. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to suggest, as there have been a good 
many documents read which we have heard only in part, that it 
would be as well that the whole matter should go over and let the 

rs be printed. 

r. PERKINS. That was the request I rose to make, and to 
supplement it with the statement that a few weeks since I was 
the author of a similar resolution. The charitable people west of 
the Missouri River contributed sufficient to load theship. We 
had no difficulty in finding an American ship to transport the gift 
of the American people to the sufferers in India. The price that 
is proposed here to pay for these ships, granting them an Amer- 
ican register, | venture to say, will amount to much more in value 
to the owners of the vessels than will the amount of freight, if we 
are obliged to pay it. I believe we have American ships ying the 
American flag that we can charter to take this freight, and we 


o—_ pay them a larger sum than we pay to any ship flying a | tio 


But i want to second the request of the Senator from Mlinois, 
that all the documents may be printed in relation to this matter, 
and that m lie upon the table until Monday next. 

Mr. HALE, r. President—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I object to the further discussion of this sub- 
ject, inasmuch as it over to Monday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thepoint of order made by the Sena- 
tor from Alabama is sustained by the Chair. 

Mr. HALE, Will the Senator let me say one word? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. I see the force of the points that have been made 
by the Senator from Illinois, the Senator from New Hampshire, 
and the Senator from California, and I do not object to the whole 
matter going over in order that we may have time to consider it, 
and perfect some measure that will per. cover the point sug- 

by the Senator from New Ham 


Task that there also be printed the act of April 7, 1897, so that | at first 


all the documents relating to the subject may appear together. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theact will beprinted inthe Recorp, 
in the absence of objection, and also printed with the other papers 
in document form. 
The act referred to is as follows: 
ae ee a s mer 
reso izi Secretary to transport . 
—— ee the. relief of the suffering poor te ‘India. nex 
Whereas a famine exists in India is daily causing thousands of deaths 
among the poor, which famine can ly be ved from the surplus prod- 
ucts of other parts of the world; an \ 
Whereas generous people of the United States in different States are freely 
ving whea a eae Sone for the relief of the famishing inhabitants in 


am: ‘ore, be 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
America in ss assembled, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he 
: authorized to employ and place at the of the collector of 


, ouey ecessary to carry out 
She anne Por Pate veauigsion is beseby appropriated out of any money i the 
Treasury not otherwise 

Approved April 7, 1897. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution introduced by 
the Senator from Maine lies over. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. HALE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the ind of the United States; which 
was ordered te lie on the table and to be printed. 
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Mr. SEW ELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 


ment and to encourage the industries of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (b oe submitted two amend- 
ments intended to be suapeent by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to 
provide revenue for the Government and to encourage the indus- 
tries of the United States; which were ordered to lie on the table 
and to be printed. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the a appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McBRIDE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
ne by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 

erred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 
VICTOR H. MACCORD. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was 

considered by unanimous consent, agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State and is hereby, directed to furnish 
for the use of the Senate a oie of bee oT. to 


Secretary ‘s Mr. R. 
Neill, No. 210, dated Department of State, December 28, 1896, and copies of ail 
communication and di 


correspondence between the State De ment and its 
iggticn at Lima, Peru, relating to the claim of Victor H. MacCord, a citizen 
ot Penns , against 


Ivania, late a consular agent of the United States to Peru 
the Government of Peru, in South America. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE MISSOURI, MISSISSIPPI, ETC. 
Mr. CAFFERY. A few days ago the Senate passed the bill 
(S. 426) to authorize the construction of across the Mis- 
souri River, between its mouth and the mouth of the Dakota or 
James River; and across the i River, between the mouth 
of the Minnesota River, in the State of Minnesota, and Donaldson- 


to return the bill to the Senate. 
The motion was agreed to. 


FIRST LIEUT. BENJAMIN W. LORING. 
Mr. PLATT of New York. I desire to call up the bill (S. 1837) 
Seaenaie The 


ee as 

was over yesterday information. 
There being no cbjestion, Wis Manate, us in Commute of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. ; 

Mr. BATE. That is the case I to yesterday. I have 
since read the whole of the report. It is a peculiar case. 

I can not it, I do not propose to antagonize it at this time, 
especially as it has come unanimously by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, who, I suppose, in it 

it did not come from the on Military Affairs, as I had 


The bill was reported to the Senate 


without ordered 
to be ossed for a third reading, read the third time, passed. 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 
Mr. HOAR. Let the title of the bill be read 
The Secrerary. ‘‘A bill to commission First Benjamin 


W. Loring as ca’ Si 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama is recog- 





ad 


2 
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ntained. I desire that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THurs- 
oN], who has the floor, may have an opportunity to proceed with 


remarks. « 
bite VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request. of 


E 


the Senator from Alabama that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration. of Jat resolution No. 26 at this time? 
Mr. The Senator proposes to take up the Cuban reso- 
lution now instead of waiting until 2 o'clock? 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes; it is the — order for 2 o'clock. I 
des're to take it up now so that the tor from Nebraska may 
proceed with his remarks. | 
Mr. HALE. I donot object tothatatall. Idid not understand 
uest. 
CE-PRESIDENT. If no objection be made, that will be 
order. 
Ore auetne in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a condi- 
See EEE a iiiet qomtion being on the motion 0 ar. 
be main the on the motion of Mr. 
Hae to ae ee Tank seotnatien to the Committee on Foreign 
lations. — 
a THURSTON. Mr. President, this is the first time I have 
to speak upon the Cuban question. For two 
and a part of an ey ee of Con- 
I have occupied a seat in the Senate of United States. 
7 During all that time the Cuban question has held a foremost place. 
It has considered without limit and without 
It has been referred and reported, referred and re- 
one form or another time 


y and enlisted the interest 
i States. 


wee ee of 
. During ASIN inten cuplolsed by the great newepapers 
correspondents have written their 


the field of battle, knowing that at any moment 
of ing 


4 


5 


38 
. 
: 
i 
F 
B 
E 


During all this time this 
iry by individual citizens 

it been the occasion for platform dec- 
larations on the part of all the great political parties of the coun- 
try assem The records of the Senate 
are filled with reports and information upon the subject, and there 
are volumes and volumes of testimony in the archives of the State 


all this time, in view of the vast 
and varied information as to what has taken place in a little island 

to me that every man in the United 
must be ready for action at this time. 
t information 
, and immedi- 


ately act this uestion, I respectfully commend him to 
the vaimlantie oie constituents for another term in 


where my duty lies. 

tion held in the city of 

deliberations of which I had the 

Republicans of the United 

shout that seemed to lift 

the roof above our heads, ratified and adopted the following res- 
of 


| 


Sacapaat ee the 
) having lost control of Cuba, and being unable 
wre believe that the Government of the United 
an and good offices to restore peace and 
Mr. the Senator from the State of Massachu- 
ok irae terme : 


: to 
sk the Senate Lit 


g 


of 


a 





that le long enough so that, in the opinion of this country, 
their y overthrow is not probable or certain? Is interfer- 
ence on our part for independence justifiable until the revolution- 
ists occupy a itiqn before the world as warriors in the field, 
as defenders of a government of their own, and as accredited bel- 
ligerents before the civilized world? 

For my part, with my weaker apprehension of this great prob- 
lem, it seems to me that the preliminary step of all others which 
would alone justify the active intervention of thiscountry forthe 
purpose of securing independence is to accord to those people a 
standing as belligerents, entitled to the treatment and the rights 
of belligerents. And reading that declaration of my party, as I 
believe aright, I insist that it can not be faithfully enforced, it 
can not be faithfully carried out unless, if the facts justify it, we 
first declare that the revolutionists in Cuba are entitled to the 
rights of belligerents, and thereby lay the foundation upon which 
we can afterwards properly and decently and lawfully intervene. 

It has been whispered about the Halls of this National Capitol 
that we should in some way side-track the pending resolution 
because it comes from a Democratic source. It is said that this 
Administration is of the Republican party and that the Repub- 
lican party should have full credit for any steps taken by tho 
Government to settle this vexed and disturbing question. 

Mr. President, Iam a partisan of the ultratype. I stand by the 
declarations of my party. I labor for its welfare, and I glory in its 
success, but over and above my duty to my party, I hold my love 
of country, my sympathy with humanity, and my worship of 
Almighty God; and Fovait beunworthy of the further confidence 
of my great party if I took any action upon the pending resolution 
influenced in-the slightest degree by party considerations. No 
Republican, from party considerations, can afford to vote against 
the pending resolution, even although it was inspired and intro- 
duced by the venerable Senator from Alabama {Mr. MorGan}, 
who has, unfortunately, wasted so many years of an otherwise 
splendid life in following the false doctrines and worshiping the 
false idols of the Democratic party. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, I 
wish to say, as was stated by the Senator from Ohno | Mr. ForaKER] 
on yes ay, that this resolution, in substance, if not in exact 
words, was copied from a resolution twice otfered in the Senate 
by the honorable Senator from Ohio who is now the Secretary 
of State, and I think before that time it was offered in the House 
of Representatives. So that, if there is any political origin of this 
resolution at all, it originated in the brain of what I suppose might 
be considered the eline Republican to-day in the United States 
next to the President. So that in merely copying this resolution 
I claim no sort of agency in its origination, except in the same 
sense precisely that the honorable Senator is now patriotically 
expressing, disregarding all considerations of party, and looking 
alone to our own duty and the welfare of our own people. I had 


the honor to introduce the resolution, but after it had been passed. 


in another form by the Senate more than a year ago. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I thank the Senator for his 
statement; but, without regard to that, this is a great, patriotic 
question, and for my part I can not consent to tolerate for a single 
moment the idea that any party consideration should be given 
to it. 

The eminent Senator from Massachusetts has sought to inter- 
ae the passage of the present resolution international 

w and the Constitution of the United States. I do not yield to 
the venerable Senator in my respect for international law, that 
great accumulated code of centuries, under which the commerce 
of the world is peaceably and safely carried on; but international 
law was not written by any delegated body representing the peo- 
ples and the countries of the earth. It is a series of chapters that 
were formulated by the cannon and by the sword. It is a series 
of rules laid down by the power of the great maritime nations of 
the earth for their protection and in their interest. 

Mr. President, the book of international law has been con- 
tributed to by all the great powers to secure them in particular 
rights. In 1812 international law permitted a man-of-war of 
Great Britain to stop our merchantmen on the high seas and take 
the sailors from our ships for impressment into the British service; 
but, thank God, the sailors and marines of 1812 wrote with their 
blood another chapter of international law that made the deck of 
an American ship American soil. There is yet ample room for 
the writing of another chapter; and, if it is necessary for the 
proper solution of the Cuban question, I pray to God that my 
country may write that chapter in harmony with the advanced 
and civilization of the closing hours of the nineteenth 


a 


a dent, what is the requirement of international law 
the question of whether or not this Government shall accord 
Cubans belligerent rights? I will discuss it dispassionately 
clearly as I can, without any attempt to arouse sentiment 
up passion or prejudice. International law, as laid down 

writers, requires that a people, in order to have 
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their nelitapeaomaet acknowledged, must first set up the standard of 
a revolution. That has beendonein Cuba. They must for a cer- 
tain length of time maintain a territory against the enemy. That 
has been done in Cuba fortwo yearsand ahalf. Read the declara- 
tion that was presented by the Senator from Ohio on yesterday, 
wherein the fact is thoronghly established that for all the period 
of that revolution one province of Cuba has been maintained and 
held by the Cuban patriots and revolutionists. 

International law says that there must be an established form 
of government. Has there not been in this case? Could a war of 
this character for two years and a half have been carried on, think 
you, unless it were carried on under the form of an organized goy- 
ernment, with some central authority behind it to secure moneys 
to arm and equip its soldiers, to issue commissions, and to author- 
ize and direct the movements of the army? 

International law also says that there must be a seat of govern- 
ment, and I have heard it contended upon this floor that belliger- 
ent rights can not be accorded because there is not found upon 


—— 


\ the map of Cuba a known or a fortified or an important town 


— the seat of the revolutionary government has been estab- 


A seat of government need not be held within fortified wails; 
it need not be a place where the habitations of men are clustered 
together and about. Sir, it need not be held within buildings 
made by hands or under domes erected for the purpose of beauty 
and adornment. It may be that the Cubans, from the necessities 
of the case, have gone to the mountains and have set up their 
seat of government under the eternal stars. 

Liberty has always fled to the mountains for its safety and its 

te In the hilltops the spirit of liberty first knew birth. In 

he eternal hills the standard of revolution for liberty has always 
been raised, and down from the mountains have always come the 
sturdy patriots who have eventually wrested from ew and 
oppression the governments of many of the peoples of the earth. 
bless the bills; and if there is no reason other than that the 
revolutionary government is held in the mountains, where Prov- 
ce has given them bastions and parapets and escarpments and 
cations without cost, then I say that international law has 
been fully complied with and there stands no reason, so far as a 
seat of government is concerned, why this declaration can not 
now be properly made. 

Mr. President, international law requires that a state of war- 
fare shall be carried on to such an extent that the civil authori- 
ties of the dominant government are no longer enabled to pre- 
serve and maintain the peace. Is there aman onall the earth who 
believes that for the past two years the civil authorities in Cuba 

} have been enabled to preserve the and tranquillity of that 
island by the ordinary civil p ure, backed up by any proper 
aid of the military arm? No defender of the Spanish cause, no 
one who apologizes for their atrocities, no one who seeks to hin- 
der and delay action upon this resolution, has so far even sug- 
gested that Spain can hold that island in peace and tranquillity 
under the o ar ee of the civil authorities. 

/ What then, Mr. President? International law requires that the 
revolution must have so far progressed that there is serious doubt 
about the power of the mother government to suppress it or sub- 
due it in the near future. Is there any doubt t the war in 
Cuba has progressed that far? Has anyone challenged it? Why, 
Mr. President let me read to you the dispatch in the newspa' 
of this morning coming from Spain, the utterance of one of he 
greatest statesmen: 

MADRID, May 19. 


“At a meeting of the Liberal senators and deputies to Gog Sefior Sagasta, 
former premier, made an important speech, in the course of which he said: 
**We have 200,000 troops in Cuba" — 

And no war! No war, 7. 200,000 troops gathered from the 
farms and the hillsides of Spain,,the last desperate levy of the 
Spanish authority upon the youth of that land. Two hundred 
thousand troopsin Cuba, andnowar! Cubais pacified; no trouble; 
the day for action by the United States of America has passed 
away! Only 200,000 Spanish troops in that little island!— 

“ but we are not even masters of the territory trodden by our soldiers." 


I do not take the newspaper correspondence; I do not take the 
unverified statements from interested parties; I take bed bans 
declaration made by the former premier of Spain on yes y to 
the Spanish people in the capital of that Kingdom: 

ven masters of the territory trodden by our soldiers. The 
sane aa De ghoomier. We have war in Cuba and in the Philippines. 

War in Cuba, not on the authority of newspaper d- 
ence; not on the authority of a letter from one who is in in- 
surgent ranks; not on the authority of rumor or repute, but on 
the authority of the former premier of Spain. He says, “We 
have war in Cuba;” and can civilized ind question the sin- 
cerity or propriety of the Government of the United States in 
- the same? Yet we are constantly hearing that the island 


commander of 200,000 men has sent his bulletins over all 








the world and announced that peace prevails, What for, Mr. 


President? He who runs may read. 
last available mam; Spain has exha 
centers of Christendom. If she gets 
carry on that sangui 


Spain has driwn upon her 
her credit in the money 
another loan with which to 


war for even afew more months she 


must do it by satisfying the money loaners of the world that she 
is already within sight of ultimate victory, and that the resources 
of that island are within her grasp for the repayment of the loan. 


Peace in Cuba! If there is peace 
devastated fields. Peace in Cuba! If 


in Cuba, it is the peace of 
there is in Cuba, it is 


the peace of blazing homes. Peace in Cuba! there is peace in 
Cuba, itis the peace of ravished women. Peacein Cuba! If there 
is peace in Cuba, it is the peace of starving children; yea, and its 
peeans are sung alone by the silent lips of the un ed dead, 


whose white, upturned faces are 
stars. No, no, Mr. President, there 


tly kissed by the pityin 
war im Cuba; bl on 


guinary, awful war. Our ears can not be dulled to its roar; we 
can not lightly put aside the fact. War isin Cuba; war has been 
maintained in Cuba for two years and a half; and to-day Spain is 
no nearer the subjugation of the revolutionists than was at 


the moment of the first en 


t. 
“What then? All the outa of international law are met. 


That being the case, I state as an absolute and unanswerable prop- 


osition that this Government has the 
erency of the revolutionists, and in a 


ht to the bellig- 
itself of that right it 


does not offer any affront under the law of nations to the Govern- 
ment of Spain. Read what the international law writers have 
said upon this subject. 1 have not the time, nor is it my purpose 
to-day, to present them in detail to the Senate, but I know what 


the principles are. I have read them 
ten on the subject. 
~ The right of deciding when a cause 


and all that has been writ- 


ists is a right its cndaleet ttkn-ontion foci 
ency exists 18 a ; - a 
a With that decick 


takes the action. 


cise, 
great powers of the world. 


on and that declaration no 
other government on earth can find fault. It is a right we exer- 
recognized 


the law of nations, often acted the 
- When Spain recognized the ball r- 


ency of the Southern Confederacy, we neither did nor could we 
have taken exception to that determination and that action on her 
part. It was her right to decide then, and it is our right to decide 


now. 
a should we not act? The 
setts, it 


of this proposition. He puts it _ 
rial and monetary 
and an advan us trade relation. 


f this coun 


great strife and warfare; but 
tance as our relations wi 


commercial 


7 try. 

hy should we not act? There is no nation, there is no 
upon the face of the earth with which we have such iate, 
such direct, such im t commercial and other relations as 
with and in the Island of Cuba. Greece and Turkey may engage 
in war, and it matters little tous. Russia, Germany 
England may embroil themselves; Africa may become 


Why should we not act? Iwill putit 


from Massachu- 


great Senator 
seems to me, has dwarfed and narrowed the consideration 


Why should we not act? 


Mr. President, Cuba lies at our very doors, within a few hours’ 
sail from our . We have with mia had with her, a great 


Cuba for their own advantage and for the trade advantage of the 
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, > an 
the seat of 
it $ rela- 


are our 
tions with them are not _ Le the same immediate impor- 


of Cuba. 
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claimant of despotic authority in America to the other side of the 


tlantic 
. President. I am not asking or urging intervention at the 
t time. The grounds are not properly laid. We can not 
Cusrvene in Cuba now. We can not out the ultimate dec- 
laration of the Republican party now. e must first lay the 
foundation, and that foundation can only be laid by a declaration 
on the part of the proper power in the United States according 
belligerent Fights to the Cuban revolutionists. 
. How shall that action be taken? It has been gravely urged on 
the part of Senators opposing this resolution that this proposed 
action calls for the exercise of one of those constitutional powers 
exclusive in its nature and vested alone in the President of the 
United Sta I yield to no man in my respect for the Constitu- 
tion of my country—that sublime document which has stood and 
will for ages yet to come as the bulwark of human liberty— 
and a we can not close our axe to the fact that constitutions are 
wri statesmen in the light of the knowledge and the experi- 
ence of own times, while they are construed, as generation 
follows generation, by the gathered wisdom and the ripened ex- 
of ve and advancing civilization. 


nited States in all its provisions, and tell me 
in what line there is any eel t — to = President or 
the to e igerency of a revolutionary 

eae wet befound. Criticism has been made upon the fact 
there is no such direct grant in that great instrument to the 
poy are of the United States; neither is there any direct grant 
of that power to the President of the United States. 

In whatever way, by whatever authority that power is to be 
exercised, that action taken, the right to do it must be derived 
from the implied and not the expressed powers conferred upon 
one branch or the other of this Government under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. Congress has power to regulate com- 
merce, Congress has power to make war, Congress has power to 
raise armies, and it is given special power and broad authority to 
exercise all such other powers as are necessary to carry into force 


and effect the powers specifically given. 
Under what on is the Jet made that the Executive 
alone can act in this matter? I call the attention of Senators 


to the effect of that proposition. If the Executive alone can 
years the one-man power in the United 
way of the unanimous desire of the people 
relations to a neighboring people. I assert, 
and in the broadest oo way, that neither 
provision nor by intendment did our fathers ever vest 
wer to stand for four years against the 
the American ae. 
given to the President of the United States the right to 
ministers and am ors, but does that give 
of the United States the sole and exclusive right to 
for himself and for the whole period of his executive 
term what nations or what _— are upon such relations with 
us that pn ag entitled to send ambassadors and ministers to the 


In the President of the United States under the Constitution is 


“tel 
| Ht 
pms 

: Fee 











vested the executive and when you run this question down, 
it will be found that the contention of the a rests finall 
and alone Co beens p*oposition that the recognition of bel- 


7 or of a neighboring people is a 
mere executive act. I deny it. I deny it for the people of this 
, who have a to in any such action. 

power! is executive power? ere shall we 
discover that indefinite, that g, that transitory line 
among powers purely executive and powers quasi 


powers tive and powers tiall 
Guah we tare? Will it be to the fecordod 
























courts of Sard country? 
every case has been cited on the t question 
applied to a situation of this irind. I grant 






























attention to the proposition—that 
" ae tedly dec — 4 
may y give recognition toa 
to that of the Cubans, while the 
that when such recognition is ac- 
President of the United States, it 
I the Senators to find 




















nited States may not 


we turn for the definition of executive power? 
established doctrines of monarchies under 
We can not safely look there. If we do, the Con- 
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gress of the United States, under our Constitution, as to all those 
subjects over which it is given jurisdiction, has the same abso- 
lute power of action as has the Parliament of Great Britain, 
and the power of Great Britain through its Parliament has never 
been limited, but is supreme. Where shall we go? Let us go to 
the spirit of republican izistitutions which animated our fathers 
when they drew that sublime instrument, and going there, I in- 
sist that they did not believe in a government of any one man, 
and they did not intend to vest, and did not vest in any one man 
the sole power of action in great andimportant matters affecting 
the welfare of the whole people. 

Mr. President, I grant you that this act of recognition partakes 
in some de of an executive function, but not wholly and alone. 
It is one of those quasi executive-legislative actions that can be 
taken properly either by the President or by the Congress of the 
United States. Why not? When the Congress of the United 
States acts, it acts as the Senate, it acts as the House, and it acts 
as the President. Allthree branches concurring in the joint reso- 
lution exercise their full power and have their fullsay. Yet the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] has repeatedly upon this 
floor put theapparently posing proposition: ‘‘ Suppose the Congress 
of the United States recognizes Cuba, and suppose that when Con- 
gress adjourns the Cuban revolution is over and the Spanish au- 
thority is supreme. Suppose in the meantime we have accepted 
= received an ambassador from that country. What will 

appen?” 

hen the state of facts ceases to exist the power of the ambas- 
sador is gone. You might as well tell me that because the Presi- 
dent of the United States has received an ambassador from Greece, 
if Greece to-morrow should be wiped out of existence, the @on- 
gress of the United States could not, by appropriate action, declare 
the newly formed relations of this country with Greece and Tur- 
key and the other European powers. 

Mr. President, it is best that the Congress of the United States 
should act in a grave crisis like the one existing at the present 
time. We have the utmost confidence in our present Executive. 
There is no man living upon the earth who has a higher estima- 
tion of his grand and glorious qualities than the speaker of the 
hour. It is not a question of the present Executive. It is a 
question to be considered for all time and as to all Executives 
who may follow him. It is best that this great power of recogni- 
tion and of intervention and of acknowledgment of independ- 
ence should be exercised by the Congress of the United States, by 
the three coordinate branches of the Government acting jointly 
and together, rather than to trust its exercise to any living man, 
or any Executive we may ever have. 

When it is proposed that this great power, upon which may 
depend the peace and happiness and prosperity of this country, the 
improper exercise of which may lead to bloody and disastrous war, 
shall rest with one man alone, I cry to the people of my country, 
“Take care; it is a dangerous ground to stand upon.” I say to 
my country, ‘‘ Take care; it is a dangerous place upon which to 
rest the welfare and the safety of our posterity.” 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] has sought to stop 
the passage of the joint resolution by pointing out that its enact- 
ment will operate eatirely for the benefit of Spain and disastrously 
to the revolutionists of Cuba. Isit not strange that the party who 
is to be most benefited by the passage of the joint pasuienion has 
inspired its opposition wherever that opposition has been found? 

Is it not strange that Spain, which is to be accorded the right of 
search of American ships, is the only power upon all the earth that 
is protesting vigorously against this action on the part of the 
Government of the United States? I judge of probable results by 
the anticipation of the parties in interest, ni when I find one 
party earnestly opposing and protesting against a particular ac- 
tion and the other party earnestly and eagerly seeking it, [ am sat- 
isfied for myself to believe that those two great parties in interest 
know what they want and what the effect of our action will be. 

Mr. President, what will be the changed relations as to the Cu- 
ban people and the Spaniards when the revolutionists are accorded 
the recognition of talieibeney by a great power like ours? In the 
first place—and I say it advisedly, and Spain knows it—from the 
hour that recognition is given, Spain can not borrow a dollar for 
her bankrupt treasury from the money loaners of the earth. She 
can not get another dollar to buy a sword, to load a musket, to sail 
aship. Spain knowsit. From the hour that recognition is ac- 
corded by a great power like ours, the Cuban revolutionists will 
be the parties who can find faith and credit with the money loan- 
ers of the earth. Spain knows that, too. 

To-day there is no government in Cuba of a kind or character or 
of a recognized existence that will make a Cuban bond collectible 
even if independence be afterwardsachieved. But from the hour 
that the revolutionary forces are recognized by a great nation as 
entitled to belligerent rights, from that hour, if they eventually 
achieve their mentees, their securities can be enforced as the 
valid and existing oe sagas of the new government. 
the’ propositions: To-day Spain has the credit. 
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recognized the Cubans, the revolutionists will have the credit in 
the money markets of the world. That means the settlement of 
the whole controversy. That means the favorable termination 
of the revolution. at means the in mdence of Cuba. 

But this is not all, Mr. President. There is something else. 
The great Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] pointedly stated 
yesterday the other advantages that would accrue to the Cuban 
people and the other advantages that would accrue to the people 
of the United States in our maritime relations and at our ports 
by the recognition of belligerency. 

To-day the Cuban cause has not even a name that is accepted in 
the civilized world. To-day her ships have no right upon the 
seas; her armies no place upon a recognized field. To-day, if a 
small schooner manned by Cuban sailors were to put into an 
American port for refuge, we could not maintain our treaty obli- 
gations with Spain and protect it in our harbor. To-day ser 
can sail her ships into the harbors of the United States and load 
them with guns and ammunitions, with soldiers, with horses, 
with cannon, and freely sail out upon the high seas without sur- 
veillance, without detention, without inspection, and she can 
carry those munitions of war to the Cuban shores. 

Mr. President, it is within the oem» of Senators upon the 
other side of the Chamber that the authorities of Spain have been 

urchasing munitions of war and horses in the United States, 
ing them freely from our ports to use against the insurgents in 
Cuba. And yet we are compelled under our treaty, under the law 
of nations, wnder the statutes of Congress, to police our harbors, 
to spy upon every act of any suspected man, to chase every little 
vessel that sails from our shore for fear she carries a dynamite gun 
or a bomb of some kind to be used against the Kingdom of Spain. 

I do not altogether ee with the Senator from Ohio that the 
acknowledgment of belligerent rights will particularly change our 
duty in our harbors and our ports toward the Cubans, but it will 
change our duties toward the Spanish people and Ro Spain and 
Cuba on the same footing in every port of the Uni States. 
That is an advantage to Cuba. That is an advantage to us. 

The Senator from Massachusetts, great in all things, has argued 
upon this floor that we ought not to perform our plain duty be- 
cause if we do Spain, under the law of nations, can search our 
ships upon the high seas. To-day under the law of nations 
Greece can search our ships upon the high seas; Turkey can 
search our ships upon the highseas. If Great Britain and France 
go to war we must maintain neutrality between them, and either 

y may search our ships apon the high seas. Is that inconven- 
ce; is that right on the part of Spain a reason why this great 
— should fail in the performance of a solemn and important 
uty? 
an Senator from en has — Fawy tinge * 
rant—, in war and great in peace—sai e rig’ 
search of American vessels by Spanish ships would lead to war. 
Why lead to war? If that search were conducted in accordance 
with the rules of international law, there could be no provocation 
for war upon either side, and if that search were conducted with- 


power on the face of God’s round globe, then there oaght to be 
war, to maintain the honor of the nation. 
Mr. President, war isan abhorrent thing. I hope that its 
y shadow may never fall athwart our sky again. War is a 
terribie thing, and yet no advance toward liberty has ever been 
made cana the bloody pathway of war. War in defense of 
human liberty and human right is God's thunderstorm; it clears 
the air for humanity’s advance, 


f 


sought, in a to shov the 
that our proposed action is ri and 

‘ S ciameunsunathenosubenmabichia tenant wae t, 
and in action. I hold by inheritance the stubborn conservatism 
of the New England hi By m i i 


tanght that uestion should conside: seruti- 
Sheek, eahaaeaieet, ond thet: dente antien: teed a 


‘ways 
I have not beea hasty in reaching the conclusion to vote for the 
pending jeint resolution. I have not resolved upon my course 
without the most careful and patient examination of the Consti- 
without Hstening to ail this great debate, without fortifying oareaae 
self with a thorough ee ee law and 
will be bobina 2 5 Sidnanie deiaenend, ; i 
my vote ny my conscience, 
manhoed as an American citizen. 
Mr. t, Lam free to confess to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that in the consideration of ae 
love of liberty have gone 


Band wit ae inaunetien the important facts and 
€f the prinsintes of law that gaturm tie ease Tooskd. ueb- ates 


E 


5 


- 
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m . in this important action from all considerations of senti- 
men 

Almost thirty years ago a story went the rounds of the Ameri- 
can press, and was it: The story said that one day a little 
ship was a by the Spanish anthorities in an attempt to land 
arms upon the Cubanshore. The crew were seized, tried by drum- 
head court-martial, and sentenced to be shot at the sunrise of the 
morrow. Among those men was one humble, simple American 
sailor. He had enlisted for the voyage without knowing the des- 
tination of the vessel or the character of the carried; yet 
he was, seized and tried, if you may so call it, and sentenced to be 
shot at the sunrise of the morrow. 

In some way late at night word reached the American consul at 
the nearest seaport town. He had no op wait upon 
the anthorities of Spain; he had no chance to ap for official 
action; but, as a representative of the United States, at daylight 
of the morning he mounted his horse and hastened away to the 
scene of the execution. When he arrived he found these sailors, 
and among them the American sailor, drawn up in line, and oppo- 
site them, with guns in their hands ready to shoot them down, 
were the soldiers of Spain. 

Our consul went to the officer in charge and said, “Sir, that 
man is a citizen of the United States. He has committed no in- 
pe vernon’ oe i oe of Spain. In the nee m 
country mand that he opportunity ci 
courts of Cuba to establish and maintain his innocence.” The 
officer said, ‘‘ Sir, I have the warrant of the King of a to shoot 
that man at the rising of the sun, and he will . 

The sun came over the sea, kissing the distant 
tinge of glory. That same ray of sunshine, it may be, shone 


through the window of alittle cottage in the northern land, upon 
the a face of a devoted wife and the curly head of the 
innocent 


SS ee 
The sun came over the sea and fell upon of this 

can citizen condemned to die. The order was given, es 
Aim!” The American consul, seeing that no other effort 

avail, drew from his bosom a silken flag of our own free land, and, 
springing forward, wrapped i this 
condemned to die, and turning to the soldiery of Spain on 
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The joint resolution was introduced on the ist day of April, and 
there is not officially before the Senate one fact in its support. 
There is no report containing the evidence and the facts whatever 
before the Senate that would enable the Senate to reach a con- 
clusion. There is no finding of facts, as there should be, to sup- 
rt the statements in the résolution. There is no information 
rom the Foreign Relations Committee or any other committee as 
to the effect of the resolution, nor are there any reasons before 
the Senate, except the able speeches of Senators in its behalf, to 
show why it should pass. 

Ordinarily any joint resolution of moment or any bill is referred 
toa committee. Whatfor? To have it investigated, considered, 
and passed upon, and a report made for the information of the 
Senate. We can not take out of the Treasury of the United States 
a hundred dollars without having the report of a committee upon 
the subject. Now, here isa joint resolution which promises to be, 
and perhaps is, the most important subject which the Senate will 
be called upon to consider during the present session. It isa 


read. and, on motion of Mr. WHITE, was, with the accompanying 
ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed. 


To the Senate of the United States: 
I transmit herewith, in response to the Senate resolution of the 10th instant, 
to the Secretary of War. a report from that officer, and accom- 


addressed 

and papers, relating to the completion of the improvement of 
the harior for commerce and of refuge at Port Los Angeles or at San Pedro, 
Cal., under the provisions of the river and harbor act of June 3, 1896. 


WILLIAM McKINLEY. 

Executive Manston, May 20, 1897. 

MANUFACTURE OF ARMOR PLATE. 

Mr. BUTLER. With the permission of the Senator from West 
—— I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the resolution I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

That Secretary of the N: be, and he is her directed tc 
ee amounts of guuner pinto vepehantdl oe 
at various times from the Bethlehem [ron pm, yw e Carnegie Steel 

, and the price paid per , and how much financial 
if any, the nt has given these companies, either by extra 
price per ton for armor plate or in any other way to assist them in building 


H 


. great transaction taking place in the Senate of the United States, 
ee ee ree te oaenet SS ae - Sta the a in the presence of the country and the whole world looking on, 

Mr. HALE. inns —— aoe th T which will either assist in the birth of a new nation or lead to 
er Pot ge + PT he Set ee — and in y Galieeen war, or possibly both, and yet it does not have the consideration 
every item of information that he seeks for; but if he prefers to | °f,3 Committee. 


It is not treated in the usual and ordinary way that joint reso- 
lutions and bills are treated in the Senate. There is nothing to 
establish, prove, or support in any way the statements set forth 
in the resolution. I may remark just here that this extraordinary 
session of Congress was called for one purpose only, to look after 
the interests of the country, provide revenue for a bankrupt 
Treasury, and revive languishing industries. We have trials, 
troubles, and difficulties at home, the welfare of our people to 
care for, and we ought not to take on ourselves the burdens of 
other people. People out of employment, hunting for work to 
support worthy families, need our care quite as much as the 
Cubans. 

The joint resolution recites— 

That acondition of public war exists between the Government of Spainand 


the government proclaimed and for some time maintained by force of arms 
by the people of Cuba. 


er the ground again and oblige the Navy Department to 
a new report, I have no objection. There is no need of the 


iE 
; 


. BUTLER. Iwould prefer to have the information together 
the form of a report from the Department just at this time, 
inasmuch as the question will come before Congress at an early 


“Tine PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I dislike to object, but what the Senator 
from Maine states is exactly true. The report of the committee 
and the report of the Secretary of the Navy, Secretary Herbert, 
give every single fact that the Senator from North Carolina asks 


Mr. HALE. Andin are cerest form. 
can be co! 


oe 


Mr. CHANDLER. And it lated and put together in Now, Mr. President, Senators are here in a double capaci 
; ° esident, Sené ‘ ‘re e capacity, 
eo — — — og Spal Reggae vali a . legislative and judicial. We are called upon to vote whether this 
rm on b the Senate in den tf tee a is a fact or not, and L insist there is nothing before the Senate to 
ene ; aa BORD by the Genator Geck Pumartvenin Mr rove or establish the fact that there is a public war in Cuba. 


ators have their own information and their own ideas on the 
diets Geeuntions pet be the subject; but there is nothing before the Senate that wears the 


Ee 
il 
E 
7 
Fs 


stamp of authority to support the statement. 

Senator in his resolution. : : : , 
If there is a public war there, we are entitled to know, before we 
irises encaen — will ped rin es vote upon the joint resolution, all about the war. We are entitled 
ae ieeaan We shall get it ina tied form. and it will to know the number of soldiers on either side. We are entitled 
give the little t satle to pat it. ’ to know where the imsurrectionary government has its capital or 
Mr Gaeta that the Sution £0 over headquarters. We are entitled to know if battles have ever been 
G OFFICER. The Senatudion will go over fought there of any moment, and if so, where. We are entitled 


to know the number of insurgents, so as to judge how respectable 
their claims are to be called an army. But there is not one word; 
and I challenge the Senators on the other side advocating the im- 
mediate passage of the joint resolution to show, in proper form, 


wis 
i 
q 
: 


Senator from New Hampshire will 
matter is now before the committee. 
Senator wants to have the resolution 


he any fact in support of these statements. I mean facts officially 
ee ee — ' aS make on et ore ascertained and determined in a proper way. 
fact the © asks and which Has this resolution been referred to the State Department for 


report, information, and advice? The State Department has all 
needed information on the subject. The usual rule of the Senate 
is to refer all bills and resolutions to the proper Department for 


i 
j 


seats Gas not ro entanauenents the 
gratify notion one Senator. ow- 
ever, if the Senator wants it on Monday next, I shall not 


object. Ido now, Mr —_— and suggestions, so that ape ee may be advised and have 
pine . the facts before them. If, as claimed, all the facts are in favor 
olution goes over. OFFICER. Objection is made, and the res- of the Cuban insurgents and support this resolution, why not 


bring them into the Senate in the ordinary way? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will the Senator from West 
Virginia allow me to answer that challenge? 

r. ELKINS. I will be interrupted for that purpose. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator, on the 28th day of February, 
1896, last year, voted himself, on two or three roll calls, in sup- 

rt of a resolution in the exact language of the resolution which 
Be has just read. Now, that is something of authority. But 
there werealso before the Senator at that time the report of Sena- 
tor Cameron from the Committee on Foreign Relations, and the 

pers accompanying the report in two documents, Fifty-fourth 
Soneeen second session, Report No. 1160, Senate Document—— 

Mr. ELKINS. I understand the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Wait a minute. Those documents were 
before the Senator then to justify his vote at that time and they 
are before him now. When the Senator challenges the Senators 
who desire to vote upon the joint resolution without referring it 
to a committee for some evidence, here is the evidence backed up 
by his own vote one year ago. 

Mr. ELKINS. That resolution was a concurrent resolution 
and thisis.a joint resolution; one has the force of law, and the other 
is only advisory, and the Senator knew it when he interrogated 
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me. I tell the Senator now there is not a scintilla of ovidence, 
there is nota fact before the Senate wearing thestamp of authority, 
in meer of the pending resolution. There never was a resolu- 
tion like this in this Senate before. The other resolution was 
quite different. This resolution means a great deal more. This 
means the coercion, the embarrassment of the President of the 
United States in the performance of a duty that belongs to him 
alone, and compels him to do what perhaps he may not want to do, 
namely, veto the joint resolution or approve it. I want the Sena- 
tor now to make good his statement. Where is the fact that you 
have before the Senate under this resolution? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Here they are. 

Mr. ELKINS, That is not in es of this joint resolution, 
and you know it. Does that come from any committee? 

Mr.CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ELKINS. What committee? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It was reported from a committee. 

Mr. BLKINS. What on? 

Mr, CHANDLER. A minority report from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ELKINS. On what? 

Mr. CHANDLER. On a resolution—— 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes, a resolution, but not the one now under 
consideration. This resolution proposes, in my judgment, to take 
from the President his rightful prerogative under the Constitu- 
tion. It pro to embarrass in the discharge of a delicate 
duty that belongs to the Executive under the Constitution, and 
not to Congress. 

If you want to help the Cuban cause or do justice between 
Spain and the insurgents, this is not the proper way. This is not 
the way to restore to that unhappy island, but it is the direct 
= to intensify the war and imbitter at least one of the parties 
to it. 


Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, and not get 
excited, in the exact language of the joint resolution that he is 
now talking against, except that one was a concurrent and the 
other is a joint resolution. But that makes no difference in the 
assertion nor in the facts upon which the Senator gave his vote 
two years ago, and now for some reason or other has changed his 
vote 


Mr. ELKINS. The Senator admits that that was in support of 
@ concurrent resolution before the Senate two years ago. 


Mr. CHANDLER. A year ago. 
on. The Senator has not made 


Mr. ELKINS. A year 
= his proposition that there is anything officially before the 
nate in support of this resolution. Senators are not permitted 
to know anything officially. The distinguished Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. ForakER] let in a little official light in the debate yes- 
terday. How eager the Senate was to get this mite of official 
information which he had, and one other Senator, as I know. 
Why not give the facts to the Senate and to the country? Letme 
tell Senators who advocate this resolution that this question is 
of tremendous importance to the whole country, and the facts 
should not rest with a few Senators, who are permitted to know 
all about the case when others are not. This question concerns 
ey the people of the United States; they are entitled to know 

6 facts. 

I repeat with emphasis that you have produced nothing here in 
supportof the joint resolution. Bringing out the report on another 
and different resolution passed a year ago, I hold, proves nothing. 
Courts in the trial of an ordinary case would not proceed in this 
way. A judge who had to —— judgment or give a decision 
would require the facts to be presented. 

It is evident that the resolution is going to pass. Why can it 
not be in the orderly and dignified way? The Senate is 
enga in an important and Serious transaction. Why can not 
the resolution be referred to the Foreign Relations Committee, 
and this great committee bring in a report Monday, Tuesday, or 
Wednesday, giving all the facts, their findings, and the law, 
i stating as well the rights of all parties in interest if the resolution 
should become a law? There is no disposition to delay a vote upon 
this question. Itis evident that Senators are going to vote for the 
— resolution, Ought we not to inform the people of the United 

tates and the world upon what we based our a and ac- 
tion? Should we not leave recorded in the Senate the reasons that 
moved Senators to vote for the resolution? 

History will be made up in this matter after this fashion: A 
resolution of five lines recognizing the belligerency of the insur- 
gents in Cuba passed the Senate on such a day; no facts given; 
no reasons assigned. Those who follow us in the Senate look 
in vain for something, for some reasons for this strange precedent, 
this d from the orderly procedure of the Senate in such 


Oss Se SS 


cases. ose who come after us can not hear and be captivated 
and fascinated by the oratory we have listened to from the dis- 
Senators who have spoken in the last two or 
days. The le are entitled to know, and posterity is entitled 
to know, and the world should know, why and how the Senate 
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reached a conclusion on this subject. Called on to vote, I have no 
light or information on this subject that is authoritative, only 


vague rumor. 
“Phe resolution says: 


A state of public war maintained by force for some time, etc. 


How ane First, we ought to have knowledge as to the char- 
acter and duration of the war. We should know where the capi- 
tal of the insurgents is situate. Where and to whom will you send 
this resolution when it is passed? How is the President of the 
United States to find the post-office address of the president of the 
Cuban Republic? Who knows where itis? You will have to send 
General Miles with the Army to deliver this joint resolution. 
You can not find the Cuban officials. So far as we know, under 
this resolution, there is no proof of their existence. 

The contest in Cuba has likened to our civil war. Why, 
the Confederate government hadacapital. It had acougress. it 
had courts. It exercised authority and jurisdiction through civil 
and military power over a third of the Republic and a third of the 
inhabitants. 

You always knew where to find the Confederate army, Confed- 
erate generals, the Confederate government, its president and 
officers. This government maintained itself for four years. Its 
armies and generals were as fine as the world ever saw, and the 
people engaged in the revolt against the United States were brave, 
courageous, intelligent; nearly a favored their success 
but the cause for which they struggled, and notwithstanding all 
this, we denied the —_ of European nations to ize their 
independence. And the Cuban insurrection is cited as a parallel. 
Why did not the distinguished Senator who drafted the resolu- 
tion say how long the war has been maintained—for two years, 
or three years, or one year, or long enough to authorize us to be- 
lieve and feel it is an actual and public war? The resolution goes 
on to say further: 


And that the United States of America shall maintain a strict neutrality 
between the contending powers, according to each all the rights of bellig- 


ereats. 

Mr. President, the Senate ought to be advised by the Foreign 
Relations Committee as to what these bell t rights are and 
affect or help the 


how far and in what way the resolution 


Cuban insurgents; how far it will affect the e of the United 
States, and how far it will affect the S vernment, and 
present our relations with each and all of those people. We are 
entitled to know this at the hands of the F Relations Com- 
mittee and to be advised on all these points. we could vote 
knowingly and _—- wisely on this subject. 

The question of belligerent rights is a question. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio differs the disti Senator from Mas- 


sachusetts on this subject, but if we had the ese of the Foreign 
Relations Committee, matured, well , fortified by author- 
ities, then we would know, or. feel we w, what the law is in 
this a as well as all the important facts necessary to reach a 
conclusion. 

Mr. President, we do know, from the speech of the Senator from 
Ohio yesterday, that there is danger of war if the joint reso- 
lution passes, so far as the United Statesisconcerned. I have some 
patriotism left in me, and I love liberty, but I stand here as the 
trustee of a great nation, not to be moved by my sympathies nor 
by pure sen nt, nor to work myself up intoa frenzy about op- 
pression and outrage on the part of a people straggling for inde- 
pendence and forget the true interests of my country. 

Sympathy and sentiment should have no part or place in the 
treatment of fi questions, We can only be guided by jus- 
tice, international law, and the interests of our own Government. 

The distinguished Senator from Illinois [Mr, Mason}, in his t 
speech, said the Spaniards taxed children immediately after birth 
and brides at the altar. to him and his lurid eloquence, 
I wondered why = did not tax grown-up men and women. 

Mr. M N. Very few of them grow 


. MASO up. 

Mr. ELKINS. And he reasoned from this unjust taxation a 
state of war existed in Cuba, and therefore we must ize 
act ean The of the distinguished Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON], which moved the Senate, as his glow- 
ing periods always do, is in with the line of argument of 
the Senator from Illinois, He he loves liberty, and there- 
mae —_ this heen senaer 2H ies, 

at is n way to proceed in a dignified transaction whic 
may involve this country in war and the possible expenditure of 
a thousand miilion of dollars of the e’s money. There is 
danger of war; but one of the Senators fav 
says, ‘‘In case of war, what can do?” 
weak and could do n , we proceed with caution and 
justice on our side, I tell you what can do. She can 
declare war and not fire a gun, and it would cost this Government 
$500.000,000 to even get ready to meet Spain. 

We know Spain not conquer us; we know that 











1897. 


and we do not want Cuba. Mr. President, we can not pass this 
resolution without the danger of war. The Senator from Ohio 
brought out this fact in his able speech. The moment that this 
resolution is passed the right will vest in the Spanish Government 
té search our ships. With the inflamed popular mind in this coun- 
try and with the feeling in the Senate, Spain could not take a sail- 
ing vessel of a hundred tons into port without our gunboats going 





down there and taking it away. We would not wait for any pro- 
ceedings in her courts. 
There is danger of war; and I insist that we should proceed 


with caution and be fortified with facts; that we should be advised. 
Why should the Senator from Ohio not let us have all the light he 
has on the subject? He read a long letter of Secretary Olney and 
a part of the reply from the Spanish minister. Why not have 
both of these letters in full, and all other facts, before the Senate? 
We are entitled to them, and the people of the United States are 
entitled tothem. If we are not entitled to them, then the Presi- 
dent of the United States should say we are not entitled, and not 


Senators. 

In my ju ent, Mr. President, this proceeding should be initi- 
ated by the utive. He has the power and the jurisdiction 
under the Constitution. He is in possession of all the facts and 
has all the information. He has his handon the pulse. He knows 
every hour what is going on in Cuba. He is as patrioticas any of 
tho Henabors who become frenzied with patriotism and love of 
liberty. He can betrusted. I am willing to follow where he leads. 
He knows when this Government should take action. His oath 
is as solemn as ours, and the interests and dignity of the Govern- 
ment are safe in his hands. Leave this great question with him, 
where it belongs; in his own way and at the proper time he will 
act and act wisely. It does seem to me to proceed in this way is 
a sort of im hment of the wisdom and patriotisin of the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

As yet he has advised no course of action; he has said nothing 
on this question to us; no message from him has reached us that 
the time has — in his judgment for action. aeeeing - 
popular clamor, the Senate proposes to pass a resolution whic 
coerces the President, forces him to take action before he may de- 


sire todoso. The of this resolution can only embarrass 
him and possibly m into conflict with Congress. He has 
sent hisown agent to Cuba. I am satisfied he is giving this ques- 
tion the best and wisest consideration. Congress is powerless to 
control his action. 

Mr. President, there is no precedent for this proposed action. 


I doubt if 


involve the country in war, and against his judgment. 


not go on in this way, with a conflict between the executive and 
legislative branches of the Government. 
have not had time to examine this question. I do not belong 
to the Foreign Relations Committee. Senators can not pursue all 
t questions coming before the Senate to proper conclusions. 
e are with different duties, and we must rely on the 
oo commi of the Senate. The Foreign Relations Commit- 
makes no ;isnotasked tomakeany. . 
ata FORA The resolution has not yet been referred to 
Mr. ELKINS. No; and it is not intended to be referred. That 
is what I am about. It has been for a month before the 
Senate and not tothe Foreign RelationsCommittee. Iask, 
in common fairness to Senators who have to vote on this question; 


I ask, in the name of the people of the country, who are entitled 
to the confidence of the Senate in this great transaction, Why not 
have a I do not assume to deny anything that is charged 
here for oe the Cubans or Spain. 
There is nothing about the indignities perpetrated by the 
insurgents; are not accused here in the Senate of the United 
not know that they can be accused; but I know 
that in another revolution in that island General Quesada, it is 
680 prisoners. Nobody has tried to brin 
It is the cruelties of Spain all the time of whic 
wor the yo eyry ate on the subject of Cuba; 
oun tone the of Cuba; I am for doing ee jus- 
but I do not believe that this resolution will reach 
the President can and should be trusted to 
due cree he will a a 
any ges against the insurgents in 
to assail; but I am here as an 
to say that I ot advised either by the Ex- 
United States or by the Foreign Relations Commit- 
else, as to just what is the best course to pur- 
justice to Cuba and bringing toa 
on in Cuba, but before I act 
Shae ro the facts. 
ve us some- 
than oratory—even good oratory. 


le 


be 
judges to pronounce 
to pronounce it on 
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What we want is information. If you want to make one of these 
overpatriotic liberty-loving Senators angry, just ask him for facts. 
One of them stated that 800 of our people were impounded in 
Cuba. Who impounded them? Did he learn that from the State 
Department? 

Mr. MASON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes. 

Mr. MASON. Have you read the President's message on that 
subject? 

Mr. ELKINS. I have. 

Mr. MASON. Does it not state that from six to eight hundred 
Americans were confined in the towns there? 

Mr. ELKINS. He did not say ‘‘impounded.” The Senator 
proves a state of war in Cuba by the fact that Americans are in 
towns, and somebody must have driven them there, and there- 
fore there is war. That is the argument of the Senator from Ili- 
nois. 

Mr. MASON. Who do you think put them there? 

Mr. ELKINS. I think alot of the Americans put themselves in 
the towns of Cuba. Theycan get no work, and are therefore des- 
titute. I suppose if I were an American down there, and did not 
have work, and was in need, I should try to get some money from 
the United States; but this would not be a good argument to prove 
a state of war. 

Mr. MASON. Does not the Senator believe that war exists? 
Does not the President state the people there are not permitted to 
go out to work? 

Mr. ELKINS. Well, Mr. President, that is the Senator's argu- 
ment——. 

Mr. MASON. That is the fact. 

Mr. ELKINS. That these poor Americans can not get work, 
and therefore there is a state of war, and we must recognize the 
insurgents as belligerents. Many of these facts are in the imag- 
ination of these Senators. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. ELKINS. Always. That Senator does not oceupy much 
of the time of the Senate, and I always like to hear him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator says this is all in the imagina- 
tion and that we are sensitive when we are asked for facts. When 
the Senator, on the 28th day of February, 1896, voted that, in the 
opinion of Congress, a condition of public war existed between the 
Government of Spain and the Republic of Cuba, what facts did 
he have to warrant that vote of his? 

Mr. ELKINS. Because just such allegations were made from 
newspaper reports as are now made I was led to believe that they 
were; but it was not upon such a proposition as this. Besides, 
Mr. President, I was misled as to the facts then, and I do not 
intend to be again deceived. I want official information, not news- 
paper reports 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the Senator admits he was mistaken 
in his vote of a year ago? 

Mr. ELKINS. No. I donot admit anything. I did not vote 
upon such a resolution as this; one entirely different. Of course 
a majority can force anything through. But really, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I do not think this is the best procedure, even for the insur- 
gents. If the insurgents have the good case that Senators claim 
they have, why not inake out the case, and make it out not only 
to the satisfaction of the Senate, but to the people of the United 
States and the world. 

If the facts exist, this can be easily done. Let the Foreign Re- 
lations Committee make out the case, so that this action of ours, 
whatever it may be, and the record we are about to make, will be 
justified in the eyes of the world. 

This is no trifling matter. It is a great transaction, as I have 
said, and the world looks on. 

Mr. President, I did not feel that I ought, as a Senator, to allow 
this vote to be had without making my protest against action 
being taken here without light, without knowledge, and without 
the facts. 

I am just as good a friend of Cuba as any of the Senators favor- 
ing this resolution. I favor Cuba as much as they. I desire 
peace on the island and the independence of Cuba as much as 
they. I believe in the Republican platform and love liberty and 
hate oppression as much as they; but I believe in a different 
method of procedure to make plain all these things than the 
one proposed by this resolution. I believe in leaving this ques- 
tion where it belongs, to the President of the United States, and 
trusting in him and his good judgment. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, those who are opposed to the 
adoption of this resolution, and those who, while favoring its ulti- 
mate passage, believe that it should be referred in any event, have 
been listening here patiently, by the hour and day, to the remarks 
of those who hold the affirmative. Weare astonished as we stand 
in the presence of the obstructive tactics of those who allege in 
lengthy oratorical effort that they favor the pending proposition, 
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Lam persuaded, unless this obstruction be continued by the al- 
leged friends of the resolution, we can have a vote upon it this 
afternoon and can dispose of the entire subject. 

I propose to make a very few remarks. am not aware that 
more than one or two Senators intend to submit additional views. 
But if the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHanDLer], who, 
I observe, is looking at me, does not obstruct us further, I haveno 
question that he will have the opportunity of recording himself, so 
that the public may know just where he stands. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam always grateful to the Senatorfor what 
he accords to me, whether it be a bottle of California wine or his 
attention when I speak, and I will not interrupt him in the remarks 
that he is about to make, except, as he has said he is to speak a little 
while and then help us to a vote, I should like to ask him a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WHITE. There it is, Mr. President; obstruction already. 
But still the Senator may proceed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly the Senator is willing to have a 
question asked him? 

Mr. WHITE. I have listened so long to obstructive tactics that 
Lam willing for the continuance. I do not feel competent to pre- 
vent the misfortune. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator's waggery isirresistible. The 
Senator a year ago proposed a substitute for the resolution, which 
then passed, which declared that a state of war existed in Cuba 
and recognized belligerency; and it was the opinion of the Senator 
that the Executive should recognize the belligerency of those who 
were maintaining themselves in Cuba in armed opposition to 
Spain. Now, if the Senator please—I do not ask him to speak, but 
I hope I have not frightened him from speaking—will he be kind 
enough to enlighten the Senator from West Virginia | Mr. ELK1ns] 
as to the facts which led him to propose one year ago that the 
United States, by its Executive, should recognize the belligerency 
of the Cuban insurgents? 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I do not shrink from the task of 
attempting to enlighten the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
ELKINs], because I feel that he can absorb a sensible suggestion; 
bat I am glad the Senator from New Hampshire { Mr. Cuanp.er] 
has not put upon me the burden of bringing about a similar re- 
sult as to himself. [Laughter.} I also feel, though itis some- 
what foreign to this subject, that I oughtto correct the Senator in 
reference to a personal remark. He referred to me as having in 
his case donated some California wine. 

I heretofore supposed that there was not anything about the 
transactioa referred to by him to indicate that the Senator from 
New Hampshire was not able to make the proper discrimination 
or to appreciate the exact character of my gift; and I wish to re- 
mark, as the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. ap eg: would say regard- 
ing a diplomatic m not fit for the public ear, that it was 
brandy, not wine, which | contributed to my friend from New 
Hampshire. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, the Senator from New Hampshire forgets the 
resolution which I offered some time ago in the Senate. It ex- 

essed an opinion favorable to the recognition of belligerency. 

did oe to declare, but merely advised a 
was not adopted. I afterwards voted for a resolution which was 
adopted, and which I attempted to quote two or three days agoin 
the absence of the original, but I, find, by referring to the Recorp, 
that I did not quote it correctiy. So [ will now refer to the actual 
resolution which was passed. It reads: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That, in 
the opinion of a condition of public war exists between the Govern- 
ment of Spain and the government ees and for some time maintained 

force of arms by the people of Cuba; and that the United States of America 


d maintain a strict neutrality between the contending powers, accord- 
ing to each all the rights of belligerenisin the ports and territory of the United 


States. . 
Draseteed ferther. Theat the friendly Offices af the United States should be 
ent for the recognition of 


offered by the President to the Spanish Go 
the independence of Cuba. 


The Senator from New Hampshire seems to think that I am 
about to say something inconsistent with my attitude then, and, if 
Ihave that Senator's attention, I may express to him, in rather 
sorrowful mood, too, that he has evidently not listened to any- 
thing I have heretofore uttered upon this topic. 

I took the position then, and attempted to enforce it by such 
— as I was capable of making, that the recognition of 
belligerency and of independence was, in each case, purely an Ex- 
ecutive function. Iam attempting to do the same now. I have 
not made any argument, and do not intend to make any —_ 
ment, with reference to the fact of war in Cuba, or as to wh 
there is or is not sufficient basis for Executive action. 

Tt seems to me somewhat si that my friends upon the 
other side of the Chamber, who have led the credulous American 
pecple to believe that much confidence should be reposed in the 
present Executive, are now casting in his pathway the serious 


ons t here, many of which are pro. by the 
Seuator from New Hampshire and Dy others oq y ardent in 
the Republican cause. 


I do not intend to repeat what I have heretofore stated upon the 
question of jurisdiction. If I understood the Senator from Ne- 
braska |[Mr. TuursTon] aright, he declared that he had i 
all the decisions upon this su , and that nowhere was there a 
case stating that the Executive exclusive jurisdiction. I shall 
not run over precedents again. I have collected many and fur- 
nished them to the Senate. I will refer him to anauthority which 
he and his associates may deem indifferent. I mean Judge Story. 
That great lawyer and judge said: 

It is very clear that it belongs exclusively to the executive department of 
our Government to recognize, from time to time, any new governments which 
“may arise in the political revolutions of the world; and until such new gov- 
ernments are so recognized they can not be admitted by our courts of justice 
to have or to exercise the common rights and ves of ity.”’ 

That phraseology will be found in ‘3. Sumner, 372, and a 
similar interpretation of the Constitution will be vered in 
Judge Story’s Commentaries on the Constitution, wherein he con- 
siders the construction placed upon the ambassador clause of the 
organic law by Mr. Rawle, and from the latter view. But 
it will serve no useful pu to continue this discussion upon 
this line. The matter has fully covered, and I rise princi- 
pally for the purpose of saying a word or two with reference to 
misconceptions, as it seems to me, which prevail in some quarters 
regarding the effect of the of this resolution. © 

have said that I do not intend to run over the facts regarding 
the question of the existence or nonexistence of war. Perhaps if 
IT needed much evidence as to the existence of a war I could find 
it in the statement of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason], who 
stated that a newspaper correspondent from C had been 
killed in Cuba, and the Senator asked, ‘‘ Will anybody now doubt 
that there was war?” Of course it must have been a very serious 
situation which could have resulted in the taking away of any 
life, and perhaps nothing less than a large army. estimated, I be- 
lieve, at 200,000, would have succeeded in troubling a Chicago 
newspaper man. [Laughter.] 

But apart from the question of belligerency, I will d to 
a few suggestions e yesterday. I understood the ator 
from Ohio [Mr. ForRAKER] to say that each insurgent so-called 
can be considered a pirate or should be considered a pirate or 
traitor. The law upon that subject is not in ogg. ope tne 
tion. But I think our y is plainly demarked. It is very well 
stated in a late com i deans on Iateetaliennd Lowe On 
page 101 that author says: 


D evtersned for the purpose of 
community, and are undertaken for a pu 
vate pursuit for the satisfaction cf personal greed or personal vengeance 
their 


méans of murder or robbery on the high seas. 
‘Such rsons are not. not 

















of Cuba as b 


foreign state, 
<> of the country. 


But we can not, as to the subjects 
domestic action unless we intervene and 
take This we may do in any case if 
we have the inclination and the power combined. 

y the distinguished and honorable Senator from 


Ohio . FORAKER], in the course of his very eloquent and in- 
ae remarks, referred to the Revised Statutes of the United 
The — — he eee he stated, a our 
trality law. these parti r provisions of our munici- 
pal law a find the definition of crime and the punishment pre- 
scribed not only as to insurgents, but also as to those who, being 
recognized belligerents, engage in fitting out military enterprises 
or organizing expeditions here. 
These ions of our Federal law are as applicable to recog- 
nized as they are to insurgents. 
time ago that the sections read here had no application to insar- 
. This contention was overthrown inthe Wiborg and Three 
j It was determined, particularly in the latter case, 
that these sections apply equally in cases of belligerency as in 
cases of insurgency, and, indeed, so thoroughly is the distinction 
heretofore attempted to be made demolished by these adjudica- 
tions that it is now immaterial im a libel or in an indictment to 
aver bel atall. It is not a matter upon which the court 
is called upon to make a finding, and it is a recitation which would 
be stricken from a aes as irrelevant and redundant, because 


it is of no y as to whether or not belligerency 
has been 

What ts have the insurgents, then, under prevailing con- 
ditions? rights will they have if belligerency is accorded? 
The consideration, as I remarked, apply equally 


to both cases. Section 5286 of the Revised Statutes is in these 


person who, within the territory or jurisdiction of the United 


States, or sets on foot, or provides or res the means for, any 
military or enterprise, to be carried on from thence agiins: the 
territory of any foreign prince or state, or of any colony, dis- 
trict, or with whom the United States are at peace, shall be deemed 
a misdemeanor, and shall be fined not exceeding $3,000 and 

more than three years. 


Under that law Captain Hart was indicted in the eastern dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania, and on the trial before Judge Butler, in the 
United States district court, that distinguished jurist charged the 
ury in effect as follows: 


Q Setting on foot, within the United States, a military expedition, to be 
on from thence? the territory or dominion of any power, etc., 
whom the United are at peace; (2) providing the means for such 

for rtation. 
means for such a military 


an as, for instance, means 
To a conviction of ar peeeiiien 
it must be a) a ees expedition was organize: 
in country, and that defendant, in the district of his trial, provided 


with knowledge that it was such an expedition. 
men, many or few, to leave this country as individuals, 
SUUEn Dolty of inonreants to Aaht agninet 
a of insurgents to fight against 
immaterial that the vessel also carries arms, 
on shore in ‘kages, as merchan- 
to enlist. And the transportation of such 


a. 


| 


of the tion that was made 
{Mr. Mason}, to the effect that 
arms or ammunition from here to 

cy. I assert that 
e Hart case would be 


pata Sanh yarn pel the recognition of belligerency, and that 
no word would in that event be necessary to its legal 


Te oles words, recognition or nonrecognition is immaterial as 


g 


far as the of is concerned. So true is this 
that if we this fotnt resolution, ifthe House adopts i, if it 
and becomes 


will te — ama oe of bel- 
its legal effect, for no case 

iadhataaeiiion tetas a challenge it. No is- 
presented to the courts of the United States as to the 
the validity of this recognition, 







I concede may have a moral force. Senators who 
tavor the jolut are right as to that. It may stimulate 
se te th Cane zine 

in law, 


It was claimed some | 
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party to fit out im this country an expedition for the aid of the 
insurgents in Cuba. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. It is not unlawful for the Spaniards to fit out an 
expedition here for the purpose of putting down that insurrection. 
Am I correct? If the right of belligerency were granted to the 
Cubans, would it still be lawful for the Spaniards to fit out expe- 
ditions in this country for the purpose of putting down the insur- 
rection in Cuba? 

Mr. WHITE. The question addressed to me by the Senator 
suggests a matter which I was just about to consider, and | will 
consider it immediately. 

As a practical proposition, there is nothing in the suggestion. 
If it were possible for Spain to organize an expedition in this 
country, or to use this country as a basis of warlike supply, there 
would be a practical side to the suggestion, but as it is now no 
one pretends that Spain is equipping any force here. How can 
she do so? She has no sympathy and can expect no comfort or 
assistance here. Public sentiment is so universally against her 
that the proposition of the Senator from Georgia is relieved of 
any practical character and becomes no more than a theory—per- 
haps a legal distinction such as the Senator indicates. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will permit me, I will say that the 
question was suggested by the statement which | understood the 
Senator to make that the legal status of the parties would be in no 
wise changed. I think in that important particular the legal 
status would be very materially and radicaily changed. 

Mr. WHITE. I spoke of this country and the insurgents. To 
those parties I alluded. There is no difference at all in the status 
of this country toward insurgents as between themselves, and no 
practical difference as to Spain, because Spain fits out no expedi- 
tions, and, as I say, in the nature of the situation can fit out no ex- 
peditions in this country. Perhaps theetfect of the Three Friends 
case may be to prevent Spain, even where there is no recognition, 
fitting out expeditions here. Asto this, l am not prepared to fully 
express myself. It is not important. 

I have said that there is nothing to prevent the insurgents load- 
ing arms upon a ship and sending the same as merchandise to 
Cuba except the danger of capture. Wecan not prevent this, and 
if there is any officer of any gunboat or vessel who assumes to 
impede such traffic he is violating the law as laid down on the 
22d day of February by the district court for the eastern district 
of Pennsylvania and long the law of the United States 

Mr. MASON, Will the Senator from California yield to me for 
a question? 

Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. MASON. What are the menin prison for nowin Baltimore? 

Mr. WHITE. I will say to the Senator that if he had honored 
me by being in the Chamber a few moments ago it would not be 
necessary for me to say what I will now repeat. Captain Hart— 
I sup he is the person to whom the Senator refers—was in- 
dicted for violation of section 5286 of the Federal statutes, for 
fitting out and organizing an expedition, and the court in that 
case charged the jury (I will read from the charge again): 

it is lawful for men, many or few, to leave this country as individuals, 
without combination or organization here, to go abroad, even by the same 
vessel, with the purpose of enlisting with a body of insurgents to fight against 
a foreign government; and it is immaterial that the vessel also carries arms 
as merchandise, which are to be carried on shore in packages, as merchan- 
dise, by the men who so intend to enlist. And the transportation of such 
persons, knowing their intemt, constitutes no offens>. 

Now, a conviction was had because it appeared from the testi- 
mony that the defendant organized a military expedition; that the 
vessel was fitted out to fight; that the men upon it were prepared 
for war, and in one of the cases heretofore tried the parties charged 
actually engaged the Spaniards upon the sea. If we recognize bel- 
ligerency, and if Captain Hart does the very things which he has 
done in the past, he will be subject to indictment and punishment 
under the section of the Revised Statutes read by me, regardless 
of whether the Cubans are insurgents or belligerents. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to help hima 
little? 

Mr. WHITE. I am always thankful for the assistance of the 
Senator from New Hampshire, although I hope he will not pro- 
long the debate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I merely wish to ask the Senator a question. 
The Senator is quite right, as I concede, in his statement about 
the law. The neutrality laws are the same, whether the insur- 
gents remain insurgents or are recognized as belligerents. We 
pledge ourselves by those laws not to allow expeditions to be fitted 
out in our ports against a power with which we are at peace; and 
we shall remain at peace with Spain after the passage of the joint 
resolution. So it makes no difference, as the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts said yesterday and as the Senator from California states 
now 


Certainly. 


Under those circumstances, I wish to ask the Senator why 4 
year he wanted the United States to recognize the belliger- 
ency of the Cuban insurgents? 
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Mr. WHITE. I will say to the Senator that at the time I re- 
marked—and I regret that my remarks then made had ny ae. 
ing effect upon the Senator from New Hampshire—that I did not 
believe the adoption of the resolution would | have any real result 
beyond such moral benefit as might be derived therefrom by the 
insurgents, but that, as the sentiment was in favor of such a res- 
olution, I would vote for it. Notwithstanding the somewhat in- 
jurious effect which the declaration of belligerency would have 
upon the country, I was willing to go that far. 1 did not, how- 
ever, vote to declare belligerency, but only to advise the Execu- 
tive, which is not the proposition before the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But the Senator did not vote to advise the 
Executive to do a thing which the United States ought not to do. 
He voted to advise the President to do what he thought he ought 
to do. Now, the Senator did that to help Cuba, as I understand 
him to say——- 

Mr. WHITE. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Because of the moral effect upon the Cuban 
cause of the resolution which he proposed, and which was voted 
down, and the resolution which we adopted, and for which he 
voted. Why is he not now willing to vote to give Cuba the same 
moral assistance which he wanted to give her a year ago? 

Mr. WHITE. Is it possible that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has not arisen to the fact that the present is an attempt by 
Congress to declare belligerency? Does he not know that he is not 
presenting the same proposition? Let him present in lieu of the 

nding joint resolution the resolution proposed by me before, and 

will vote for it; but I will not, with my views of the jurisdiction 
of this body, vote for the pending proposition. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator voted for the resolution that 
was passed before, which is in the exact language, I repeat—it 
seems to be hard to get it into the heads of some Senators—of the 
resolution proposed to-day, except that one was a concurrent 
resolution—— 

Mr. WHITE. Yes; ‘‘except.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. And the other isa joint resolution. But 
the declaration that it was advisable to recognize belligerency was 
the same a year ago that itisnow. A year ago the Senator was 
for it, to-day he is against it. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator does not state the facts. I admit 
that it is very hard to penetrate the minds of some Senators, and 
that there are obstructions to the entrance of ideas into the heads 
of those who do not wish to learn. The effect of the pending 
resolution, if it pass as a joint resolution and receives Executive 
sanction, will be, according to the Senator, the absolute recogni- 
tion of belligerency. 

We do not make a one here of our opinion to the Execu- 
tive, as we did before. There we passed a concurrent resolution 
with the explicit understanding on the part of those who voted 
for it, and our words are of record here, that it was nothing more 
than an expression of _—_ that it was a concurrent resolution, 
which had no effect as law, and was nothing more than advisory 
to the Executive, who treated it as such, negatively. 

Now you assert that the Congress itself has the power to 
the joint resolution as an original —— and to declare bel- 
eee. and, passing it over the Executive's veto, to make it an 
efficacious announcement of eens That I deny, and de 
nying it, I am against the proposition. The argumentof the Sen- 
ator that Iam inconsistent is not warranted by the facts and is 
not sound in reason, and I am astonished that the Senator should 
have interrupted me for the purpose of making a suggestion so 
utterly void of merit. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator whether he 
is just as much in favor of having belligerency recognized now 
as he was a year ago, and only objects to having Congress and the 
President do it by joint resolutjon instead of having it done by 
the President and upon the advice of\Congress by a concurrent 
resolution? Is that the wee | difference? 

Mr. WHITE. This utterly irrelevant question will be answered 
by me as follows: As I am not as intimate with the political pow- 
ers now in possession of the Government as is the Senator from 
New Hampshire, I do not care to advise those powers with refer- 
ence to the discharge of their constitutional duty, unless the con- 
dition shall become so flagrant as to warrant me in saying some- 
thing. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will not continue 
thus to hamper the progress of his own party on the way to.good 
times. [Laughter.] I trust that the joint resolution will get out 
of the way of the tariff bill, because we know that when that 
measure passes, there will be no shortage in our funds, no end to 
our pleasure,and we can then, perhaps, afford to declare war with 
profit to ourselves and disadvantage to our enemies. 

Mr. President, the law as laid down in the district court of 
Pennsylvania is not inconsistent with previous decisions. All 
are in the same line. I had eccasion heretofore, probably a couple 
of years ago, to call attention to the circumstance that when the 
Chilean difficulty was on hand, we refused to ——— the insur- 
gents. Our executive department and the legislative department 


utterly ored the existence of the party there which finally 
became dominant. At the time that controlled the navy, 
had with it nearly all the representatives of the house and the 
senators, possessed a large part of the Chilean territory, and 
finally succeeded. 

During the progress of that revolution the Chilean insurgents 
sent a vessel to a port of the United States convoyed by a ship of 
war as far as Cape San Lucas. The vessel thus convoyed—the 
Itata—came within our waters and shipped $80,000 worth of 
arms, purchased in the city of New York and sent by rail to San 
Francisco and then transferred by schooner on board this vessel. 
Our Government, having refused to recognize the insurgents, con- 
ceived the idea that its duty led to the prosecution of the men 
who had purchased the arms and to libel the vessel. Wesent the 
Charleston down to the harbor of Iquique and seized the Jtata 
and brought her back to the United States. The United States 
filed a libel in the southern district of California nst the ves- 
sel, and, under the criminal laws of the United States, tried a 
Chilean congressman who had purchased the arms; and yet the 
court of appeals, in passing upon the case, said: 

“Tt will thus be seen that the cases relied Bpon are clearly distinguishable 
from the case of the Itata, It istrue that in case there were criminating 
circumstances sufficient to arouse as to a hostile intent on the part 
of the Itata. The sending of Se Se Seep Seeeeene en eenvey for a part 
of the way, the /tata be under the command of a the 
with soldiers, cannon, muskets on board; the concealment of the can- 
non; the change of dress of a part of the crew; the failure to give the bond 
required by law; the circuitous methods ted to take the arms and am- 
munition from the schooner Robert and Minnie, are all r circumstances 
to be considered, and were pernegnentnenasce cen Se burden of roof w 
the Jtata to establish her ocence by showing, as she did. that notwith- 
standing these cumneioes see incriminating Snee, she was not a 
war vessel; that had done noth and did not intend to do anything, 
contrary to the provisions of section ; that she was not fitted out or 
armed, or he to be fitted out or armed, or procured to be fitted out or 
armed or furnished, with intent that she should be employed “in the service 
Cini Rontlen aguas the subfate:etSsun or propartr at aes farien 

rince or state, or of any colony, district, or people with whom the United 

tates were at oF 

The case of Phe Fiorida (4 Ben., 452) was a libel against the vessel for an 
alleged forfeiture claimed to have been incurred by a violation of section 
5283 of the Revised Statutes, and in its facts bears a closer anal to the 
facts of this case than any of the other cases to which our attention been 

led. The court said: 


on that persons acting as agents of the insurrectionary party in 


This was a former Cuban war— 
“were the real owners of the vessel and her of arms and munitions of 
war, and that the transaction of the borrowing by Darr from Castillo of the 
money wherewith the vessel and her cargo were purchased was a sham, 
that the vessel was to proceed with her 
vessel and cargo were to be transferred by Darr, their nominal owner, to 
persons acting for the insurrectionary party in that 
vessel was to take the to some point o 
on the shore by the use of rafts made out of the lumber on 
the steam launch on board —wouan shallow water to the shore, t 
and-such real owners of the vessel and had intent to do all this in fit 
out the vessel and ‘pene her on still a violation of the 
section of the act of 1818 is not thereby made out.” 


A perusal of that case, decided in 4 Benedict, will reaffirm every- 
thing I have said. 

The issues in the Itata case were practically determined in 
United States vs. Trumbull, 48 Federal Reporter, 107. . 

When Mr. Trumbull, the Chilean ar ab rae was under indict- 
ment for his admitted participancy in ing the Itata with arms, 
ammunition, and other supplies for the Chilean insurgents, Judge 
a then district, and now circuit, judge of the United States, 


There is nothing in the evidence tend to show that any of the arms or 
ammunition were intended for use by the On the con the whole 
case shows that the defendants caused them to be put on board of her with 
the intention that she should transport them to for the use of the insur- 


t party there. 
This does not constitute the fi out, , or furnish of the Itata 
to or commit lities in 
the service of the insurrect looney pexty qarost the then Government of 
Chile. In principle the case is, I m like that of the Florida, decided 
by Judge latchford in 1871 and reported in 4 Ben. 452. 


Judge Ross proceeds to show that Judge Blatchford in that case 
adopted the view which justified the purchase and shipment by 
the insurgents of arms and supplies. 

The following are the sections of the Revised Statutes to which 
I have alluded: 


Sec. 5231. Every citizen of the United States who, within territory or 
jurisdiction thereof, accepts to serve a foreign 


the 
ri tate, colony, distri aan by against 
nee, s' , CO} or war, or 
any” prion, stake euigny, district or peop with whom the United States 
are at peace, shall be deemed ity ofa misdemeanor, and shall be fined 
es 


be deemed guilty of Sena aeaer ane See be Sane ast more than $1,000 
— years. 
BO. Every within the limits of the United States, 











out, or arming, of 
= in as service of 
any foreign prince or state, oF any co ° or people, to cruise or 
commit the su cit or property of any foreign 

pay or people. with whem the United 


Bianes areat soe or who es or delivers a commission within the terri- 
tory or jurisdiction of the United States for any vessel, to the intent that 
ap eenplored, shall be deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor, and 

=a than ag and rose iJ oe og ores 

And every vessel, tackle, apparel, an rniture, together 
> a Son. and ettten, which may have been pro- 


ee 
Fi 
Z 


i 
! 
, 
; 
B 


cured building and equipment thereof, shall be forfeited, one to 
the a informer, and other half to the use of the United States. 

5284. citizen of the United States who, without the limits there- 
of, ous and arma, or attempts to fit out and arm, or res to be fitted 
out and ids or 


or kn ‘| 1s concerned in furn , fitting out, or 
pate: ¢ of war, or privateer, with intent that such vessel 
to cruise, or commit hostilities, upon the citizens of the 
who takes the com of, or enters on 
who purchases auy interest in 
rofits thereof. 1 be deemed 
more that $10,000, and impris- 
And the trial for such offense, if committed 
the United States, shall be in the district in which the 
apprehended or first brought. 
within the esaeey jurisdiction of the 
ts, or procures be increased or aug- 
is concerned in ree = augmenting the force of 
or other armed vessel, which, at the time of her 
a ship of war, or cruiser, or armed ves- 
state, or of any colony, district, or 
itizens of any such prince or state, 
the same being at war with any foreign prince 
district, or people, with whom the United States 
the number of the —_ of such vessels, or by 
of a larger caliber, or by adding 
to war, shall be deemed guilty of a 
not more than $1,000 and be imprisoned 


So. 5286. on who, within the territory or jurisdiction of the 
or sets on foot, or pers or prepares the means 


nited 
fon any expedition or enterprise, ed on from thence 
district or dominions of any freee anes or state, or of any 
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, shal 
Dar aise vlbdomenner, snd chal be Anca not exceeding 
imprisoned not more than three years. 
Mr. President, I am ees to the passage of the joint resolu- 
tion, because I believe this subject-matter to be within the exclu- 
sive authority of the Executive, and I base this conclusion upon 


5 
E 


the reasons heretofore ed. When the Executive refuses to 
act, and whenever Congress concludes that a time has come for 
discuss that momentous problem. No such issue is 
t appears to me that when Senators standing in their 
places here assert that the declaration of belligerency is not or 
should not be offensive, and then, in the same breath, proceed to 
make statements in connection with their reasons for that decla- 
ration which are in themselves grossly offensive, the motive is at 
once disclosed, and that the real object is ultimately to bring 
= a war, though they do not venture the direct announce- 
men 
Mr. President, I know that it is easy to incite the fervid imagi- 
nations and patriotic sentiments of the American people. I know, 
glory in the thought, that every American loves right. Lib- 
cherished by each of our people. In the generosity of their 
hearts wish universal freedom. But the man who appre- 
ciates true knows how to conserve it. He knows that in 
liberty is not always ultimately victorious. He 
this Government is powerful enough to sub- 
ough to wrench Cuba from her hands, 
a it is exceedingly dubious 
hether =~ cause of liberty have been promoted here or our 


i 


d 


ago that grave problems confront us now. 

Tom their consideration. Let us defend 

Our Executive has the power to do so. He has be- 

it of the American people, and whenever he 

appeals to Congress for any aid in that direction he will receive a 

ready response. But a few days have passed since Mr. McKinley 

He has sent his own messenger to Cuba to investi- 

He sre ree upon him by the 

Constitution, ~~ he were eames eee cion not feel 
“—e epee tu ° ons. 

e cate decide question for ourselves; but it is satis- 
nee me to feel om the ee nen ae = in his duty 
here, situation properly and wisely. 

The Santi, New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] showed us 

a of a resolution which had been offered here by the present 

aoe ine distinguished and honorable 

ormed us that after all the pend- 

ng waetation eee oF 9 perephrese of one or two that 
of State. 


been offered by the Secretary 
Have we any doubt of his feelings in this matter? Have we 
as to what his sentiments are? Why is it that Sen- 


2. 


they are really anxious to know the facts are 


submit this to eae views. 
aiaabies bake tec tte, Scent ae 
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know more about it than any member of this body? Why is it 
that they are unwilling to trust him or to trust the Executive 
elected by their own votes? 


Though I am opposed politically to both, though I regard the 


policies which they have stated to be theirs as fraught with dis- 


aster to the American people, nevertheless I do not intend to per- 
mit my political views or prejudices to enter into the consider- 
ation of this grave subject; and whatever may be done by others, 
my vote will be cast first for reference. If that motion fails, my 
vote will be cast against the joint resolution. If the joint reso- 


lution passes, we may be relieved from responsibility, as far as 


anything direct is concerned, but I could not avoid responsibility 
in the presence of my construction of the Constitution if I voted 
affirmatively in this regard. I know the sentiment of Senators 
who are antagonistic to the joint resolution. They do not desire 
delay. We have taken comparatively little time in this debate, 
and I believe there is nothing to prevent a vote this afternoon. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, 1 wish to say merely a few 
words. I suppose every man sometimes wonders why the rest of 
the world does not think precisely as he does. I am to some ex- 
tent in that situation now. I wonder why the majority of the 
body does not see that it is the wiser course to refer the joint res- 
olution. I wonder why the friends of the joint resolution do not 
see how clearly it would be an advantage to their cause if the res- 
olution should come back from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions accompanied by a report which should clearly and distinctly 
set forth to us what is meant by a declaration of belligerency; 
what is meant technically in this connection by a state of war, 
with a codification of the valuable papers or extracts from the 
papers submitted by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], add- 
ing to it some suggestions made to us by the Senator from Ne- 
braska Lier. THURSTON], and especially his statement of the re- 
markable and applicable declaration of Sagasta, late prime minis- 
ter, that a state of war does now exist. 

I submit that all of us, though supposed to know these things, 
are not ready with an answer to the legal questions which might 
be asked of us. Such a report would do justice to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations and justice to the Senate in this very im- 
portant and perhaps very serious emergency. Of course most of 
this can be found, if one will read the Recorp for two or three 
weeks, but it might be put in six or eight pages of an ordinary 
miscellaneous document. It would choenatioes the cause of the 
people with whom I shall not vote, but I should be glad to send 
to my constituents a clear, legal statement of the views which in 
the minds of other Senators justify the passage of such a joint 
resolution. I think it would be better for all of us, on whichever 
side we may be, to have such a report made, and it can be well 
done. The speeches made by members of that committee are 
such, and the character of the men who have not made speeches 
is such, that we know the report may easily be made complete, 
logical, legal, instructive, and brief. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALe] to refer the joint 
resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations, upon which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. The Secretary will call the roll, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Colorado — TELLER]. Being advised 
that he would vote the same way that I shall, I will cast my vote, 
I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr]. Were he pres- 
ent, he would vote in favor of referring the resolution and I should 
vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 
ent, I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. ELKINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
my colleague [Mr. FAULKNER]. If he were present, I think he 
would vote ‘‘ nay,” and I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GeorGr’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. GEORGE] has a general pair with the junior Sena- 
tor from Colorado {[Mr. WoLcorTT]}. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye}. 

Mr. BATE (when the name of Mr. Harris of Tennessee was 
called). My colleague Lim Harris} is paired with the senior 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morri..], neither of whom is in the 
Chamber. 

Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). I have a general 
air with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania {[Mr. PENROSE}. 
do not know how he would vote. He not being here, I withhold 

my vote. Were he present and voting, I should vote “ nay.” 
r. KYLE (when his name was called). Iam paired upon this 


I am paired with 
If he were pres- 


I am paired with 


oo with the Senator from Connecticut { Mr. meas l. The 
tor from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] is absent, and would vote 


**nay” were he present. I should like, with the consent of the 
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director of pairs on this side, to transfer my pair to the Senator 
from Nebraska — ALLEN] and vote. 

Mr. MILLS. e Senator from South Dakota can do it. 

Mr. STEWART. There is no objection. 

Mr. KYLE, I should like to ask the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. Pasco] if the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] is paired 
with any Senator? 

Mr. PASCO. Ido not now know of any arrangement to pair 
him. If [ learn that one has been made, I will advise the Senator 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. KYLE. Then I transfer my pair to the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ALLEN] and will vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I have a general 

with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN]. 
he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. McENERY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from New York [Mr. Piatr}. he were 
present, I should vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. MANTLE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin}. I do 
not see him in the Chamber. If he were here, I should vote 
** nay.” : 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. FORAKER. I havea pair with the junior Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. Earie}. Iam told that if he were here he 
would vote “nay.” Therefore I withhold my vote. If I were at 
liberty to vote, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state that if my colleague [Mr. 
Martin} were here he would vote “nay.” Therefore the Senator 
from Montana {Mr. Manrie], who is paired with my colleague 
and would vote the same way, is at liberty to vote. 

Mr. MANTLE. I thank the Senator from Virginia for the in- 
formation. I will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. BURROWS. My co v McMILLAN] + 
with the Senator from Kentucky “ psay]. If my colleague 
were present and at liberty to vote, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PASCO, The senior Senator from West Virginia 
FAULKNER], who is absent, desired me to announce that 
eg with his colleague { Mr. Evxins]. If the senior Senator 

West Virginia were present, he would vote “nay,” against 
the joint resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [Mr. Vest], as has been an- 
nounced, is "geen with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
NELson}. my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to announce the pair of the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRiIcH] with the Senator from Colorado 

Mr. TeiieR]. If the Senator from Rhode Island were present, 
would vote “ yea,” and the Senator from Colorado would vote 
* nay.” 

Mr. HOAR. I think a pair has been announced with the Sena- 
tor fron: Colorado. 

Mr. PASCO. To what pair does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts ret’er? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not remember now. Another pair has been 
announced, I believe. 

Mr. PASCO. I think no other pair has been arranged for the 
Senator from Colorado. I was authorized to make the pair I have 
announced. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 34; as follows: 


Mr. 
to is 


YEAS—19. 
ison, Gear, Hoar, Well 
Some, Hale. McBride, wee 
ery, panee, - Perkins, White, 
" ansbr oug . Ww ilson. 
Fairbanks, Hawley, Spooner, 
NAYS—. 

Bacon, Clar| Mason, Stewart, 

Beker, an Mills, Thurston, 

Bate, Daniel, Morgan, Tillman, 

Butler Harrie Kans. Pettigrew. : 

Cannon, ae . Pettus, Walthall, 

Carter. ones, Ar’ Pritchard, arren. 

Chandler, Kyl Rawlins, 

Chilton, Mantle, Roach, 

NOT VOTING—S. 

Aldrich, i . N.Y. 
“ Frye. McEnery Piatt, ; 
om, Gray. : Mitchel, weil, 

Tenn. Morrill, Smith, 
Earle, Jones, Nev. Murphy, » Teller, 
Fear, Enda, © Boron Waltott 
So the Senate refused to refer the joint resolution to the Com- 
mie PAIRBANKS. “Mr. E 
Mr. F. Mr. President, it has not been my purpose 





Soe eee 

dulge in eriticism upon the Senate or its members, for my brief 
presence here has but increased my respect for both. My obser- 
vation is that there is no one here who possesses more patriotism 
or love of liberty than others; that in that there 
absolute equality here. I further observe. Mr. i as this 
debate has progressed, that there is no 
able Senators with respect to their desire for the freedom of Cuba. 
All wish to see reign and liberty established in the desolated 
island. The ce arises, sir, with regard tothe means which 
shall be employed to attain the hoped-for end. 

The im wat the dieieasnal Eaatat teen ee Te Haan 
the motion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hau] 
to refer the resolution of the honorable Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. Morean] to the Committee on Foreign Relations. Those 
who opposed the reference felt that they had adequate informa- 
tion upon which to act, while those who favored the reference 
desired im an orderly and usual way to secure information in the 
State Department bearing upon the subject under consideration; 
and they also desired to have the deliberate judgment of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations with respect to it. Their 
in this regard was intensified by the partial disclosures made yes- 
terday by the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker}. 


Mr. President, it seems to me that those who favored the refer- 
ence for the reasons indicated i i 
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which 

Some Senators may be satisfied with the 
information of affairs in Cuba, which they have from private 
sources, from the public press, and from the State Department, 
"— speeded for action thi 

t would seem mame oe mprane upon this question, 
so i rtant in its op nanite ek witeh chad Rennes > 
notable precedent, there should be u 
ator all the official information and a well 
report from the iate committee. Each Senator must act 


upon the solemnity of his oath, and a nice regard for the tion 
he has taken upon his entrance to title Ohaiher deusemte that he 
have the essential facts officially ascertained before he records his 

deliberate potential j 
I observe that this course was the Senate at the last 
session. The ba was referred to the Com- 
mittee on F , after mature delib- 
eration, it back to the Senate with substitute resolutions. 
the Senator from 


no What e arisen which demands the present 
from of the Senate in the 
Mr. President, I shall not stop to discuss as to 
whether, the Constitution, the recognition of belligerency 


time 
precedent. 
ee 
an Administration great Shall we 
ing forcignt alana?" Shall the Gemenene tele ene Hoaiaies ant the 

one 

Sener eee and unsettled 
as 
Mr. if I correctly those who favor the 
resnaibes af updos tet aoe ee ected 
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matize the war in Cuba; it is change barbarous Warfare int 
civilized warfare. The purpose is not to stop the war, 
but to alter its character. 

Sir, I hold to the opinion that all waris barbarous. Iam against 
war, civilized or uncivilized, except it be necessary to redeem 
people from oppression, or be for national defense, or to sustain 
ee ES ee ee 
pgctorzed » seteeenes of > a ne ee 

Cee, Ot eee whether under all the 
Feenstra faethe ee ee eenes me 
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dignify it. When will it cease? 
ter continue? How much longer 


loss. 
would prefer a policy more certain, more direct. Let us come 
castes and be for war or against it. If a great moral 


responsibility rests upon us, as I believe it does, let us discharge 
i geal eee : : 
I would forthwith tender the offices of this Govern- 


h 

t to the Spanish cabinet, to the end that war cease. And fur- 
ther, E would amicable negotiations to secure the independ- 
which, under the providence of the Almighty, is its 

If these and honorable methods fail 
and the war should continue, I would have no hesitancy in reach- 
ing out the ty arm of this Government and saying, ‘* This war 
shall cease.” sir, such an extreme measure will not be neces- 


to accomplish an peace. 

ee Senators who belong to the party 

allegiance have professed to support the 
resolution of the Senator from Alabama because, as they hold, it 
is in consonance with the platform adopted at St. Louis. I heard 
the dis from Nebraska [Mr. Tuurston], who 
presided over the deliberations of that great congress of American 
citizens assembled = St. Louis = = a ey 
read the platform morning are his approval of it. 
With due ee eemien tek tae son aan must utterly aan 
entirely on t ution proposed by 
the Senator from Alabama is in accord with the Republican plat- 
form, for, in my oo it is against it. The platform upon the 

ban question that— 


the hour of their own ence the le of the 
vale sinter sepia te Craarien ct elo aces 
‘ves from Eu 


go out for the full success of their deter- 


lost control of Cuba, and being unable 
American citizens, or to comply 


| 


we believe that the Government of the United States should actively use 
its influence and good offices to restore peace and give independence to the 


between the qoceeiing tocesh oft th 
Sieh ee the United States. P 


to no Republican in my attach- 
party. I that 
y. faithfully, and T ain here, Mt. 
; y, an ain » wr. 

President, to.execute it to the of my humble ability. 
the resolution and the blican 
rights 


ing for work; seeking not charity, but a chance to labor. Their 
eyesareonthisChamber. Every houris precionusto them. They 
are not threatened by the barbarity of Weyler, but by the cruelty 


of want. 


For every soldier that falls on the fields of Cuba a hundred fall 
in the ranks of labor. The manufacturers have been discouraged 
and the merchants have been idle in the marts of trade. In the 
name of these, sir, I protest against delay in the consideration of 
the matters for which we were convoked in this extraordinary 
session. ‘‘ Pass the tariff; pass the tariff” comes fro: our ex- 
pectant countrymen night and day. A tariff law and a currency 
commission are the imperative demands of the hour. Whatever 
will interfere with early securing them, no matter how important 
it is, I shall steadfastiy oppose. 

I offer as an amendment to the resolution of the Senator from 
Alabama what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 
The Seeretary will state the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Indiana to the joint resolution. 

The SecreTary. It is proposed to strike out all after the re- 
solving clause and insert: 

That the Congress of the United States views with deep solicitude the de- 
plorable civil strife im the Island of Cuba, which is so destructible to life and 
property, and which is embarrassing and destroying the commerce of the 

Tnited States with Cuba. The highest motives of humanity and public in- 
terest require the cessation of hostilities and the establishment of peace, and 
that the President shall, in a friendly spirit, tender the good offices of the 
United States to Spain, to the end that bloodshed may speedily cease and 
that honorable and permanent peace may be established in the [sland of Cuba; 
and further, 

_ ‘That the President, in a spirit of amity, tender the good offices of the United 
States to Spain in an endeavor to secure the independence of Cuba upon 
terms alike honorable and just to all powers concerned. And if the Presi- 
dent shall be unable by such friendly intercession to secure the independ- 
ence of Cuba, within a reasonable time, he shall communicate the facts to 
Congress, with his reeommendations thereon. 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I do not propose to take up any 
considerable time of the Senate after the question has been so 
thoroughly discussed and so ably discussed on both sides. | will 
say to the Senator from Indiana _ FAIRBANKS] that from the 
vote upon the motion to commit the joint resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations it is very easy to perceive what will 
be the fate of his substitute. It will . voted down likewise. 

While we all sympathize with the Cubans, and while we a!l re- 
spect and admire their efforts to obtain independence, it app -ars 
to me that there is a consideration of much more moment which 
has been entirely lost sight of in this discussion. It is whether or 
not this joint resolution of the Senator from Alabama [{ Mr. Mor- 
GAN] is in conformity with the Constitution of our country, and, 
if it is, whether we have pursued, in the matter of the considera- 
tion of that resolution, the ordinary form of procedure that we 
apply to any matter of the commonest business before the Senate. 

contention has never been successfully met that the prerog- 
ative or power of recognizing the independence of a new nation 
or the fact of belligerency rests with the Executive. There have 
been general assertions, but there has been nothing, in my opinion, 
in the way of argument to show that the Congress of the United 
States is charged with the power of recognizing a new state or 
recognizing a condition of belligerency. 
been met. 

The ts of one hundred years have been adduced to the 
Senate to show that the lawmatking branch of the Government is 
without authority in the premises for recognizing beiligerency or 


independence. The uniform custom and practice of 
the ean if the matter were of doubtful construction, 
would settle the point in favor of the recognition of the independ- 
ence or the condition of belligerency by the executive branch of 
the Government. So the first point, in my opinion, largely tran- 
scends any question of sympathy for a struggling people, for the 
question of a flagrant violation of our Constitution would have a 
much more far-reaching consequence than the question of promot- 
ing the interests of the Cubans in their struggle for liberty. 
Mr. President, it has been shown with as much potency as 
possible that even the recognition of belligerency would do the 
Cubans no good 


That first point has not 


. So weare confronted with the eer that 
the precedents of a hundred years and the plain deductions from 
the © itution itself must be violated in order that this Senate 


may express its views upon a question of fact being enacted in a 
distant country. If there was anything more needed to show the 
utter inability of this body as a mass to properly consider ques- 
tions of fact, we have that evidence in the disclosures of yesterday. 
It appears that several Senators, members of the Foreign Relations 
Committee, visited the Secretary of State in order to glean some 
information as to what was going on in Cuba. This information 
was detailed by them, filtered out by them to the Senate of the 
United States, after a series of questions amounting to aimost cross- 
examination. 

What did we glean? We gleaned the statement from the honor- 
able Senator from Alabama that the communications between the 
United States consuls in Cuba and the Secretary of State ought 
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not to be given out to the public or to the Senate with the names 
of the consuls attached for fear of massacre—I suppose of those 
consuls. The distinguished Senator from Ohio filters out infor- 
mation to the purport or to the extent that if this information is 

iven out there would be some fear of violence somewhere. He 

oes not go to the extent of the massacring of General Lee or 
our consuls; and upon this testimony, delivered before the Senate, 
weare called upon to recognize a condition of belligerency in Cuba! 

First, the testimony has nothing to do as tothe matter of fact; 
second, it does not come to usin proper form. If it be true that 
the lives of American consuls in Cuba are threatened with vio- 
lence, that would be an occasion for us to sever diplomatic rela- 
tions with Spain, which probably, with the strained relations 
existing between the United States and Spain to-day, would de- 
velop into war. But that does not signify that there is a case of 
belligerency in Cuba. 

Mr. President, it is easy to inflame the ease disposition of 
the American people. It is a much more difficult task in times of 
excitement to curb the erroneous patriotic sympathies of a lar, 
mass of ple, and that, in my opinion, is what we ought to do 
to-day. There is no sentiment which will create applause, there 
is no remark which will create enthusiasm in regard to this mat- 
ter, unless it is in an exaltation of the Cubans and in condemnation 
of the Spaniards. Our eer for liberty ought not to lead us 
to undertake, first, a province that we can not fill—the province 
of finding matters of fact; and, second, of passing upon matters of 
_ without the power and the capacity to procure all the evi- 

ence. 

It leaked out in the communication yesterday that the Secretary 
of State did not want even togive the names of the consuls. The 
Secretary of State can withhold and has withheld the information, 
and it is absolutely prerequisite to forming a judgment upon a 
matter of this sort that we should have the evidence, and the 
evidence, in the most official way; and we have none. 

General Grant had this case, or a similar one, under eonsidera- 
tion for ten years. His then able Secretary of State, Mr. Fish, 
after investigating every condition surrounding the insurrection 
in Cuba, rightly declared that there was no cause or no pretext 
for the United States recognizing belligerency in Cuba. 

The last Administration had this matter under consideration, 
and from the testimony adduced before Mr. Olney he concluded 
that there was not sucha condition of affairs as would warrant the 
recognition of public war in Cuba. The present Administration 
has had it in hand, and likewise, with all the information gath- 
ered in advance, and with the fresh information before them, with 
every desire and opportunity to do justice in the premises and 
keep the United States within the lines of international law, they 
have not seen &t to recognize a state of belligerency in Cuba. 

Who, Mr. President, is to recognize such a question of fact? I 
propounded to the honorable Senator from Virginia [Mr. DaNIEL] 
the question, when he was debating this matter before the Senate 
a day or two ago, whether the province of a legislative body was 
to find matters of fact or to enact legislation, and from what arti- 
cle of the Constitution he implied the authority upon the part of 
this body to go into investigations of matters of fact. You can 
not deduce it from the general power of legislation; it does not 
flow as a natural or as a necessary consequence. We enact laws 
for this great nation; we prescribe the rule of conduct of these 
70,000,000 people; but we have no authority or power to go out- 
side of the United States and to establish any matter of fact of 
any kind or character whatever; and the question of belligerency 
is a pure question of fact. 

International law writers differ as regards some of the imma- 
terial facts necessary to exist before you can earns but they 
generally agree, on the whole, and they universally agree, so far 
as I know, and the practice of nations is in accord with it, that it 
is purely a question of fact, to be deduced from a congeries of 
facts, to be deduced from the surrounding facts; and itis a ques- 
tion which a great nation ought to approach witha t deal of 
care, a great deal of circu tion, and a great deal of caution; 
and here we are to plunge into a possible collision with Spain 
without having even the evidence upon which you could send a 
man to the er for stealing a ginger cake. 

No sort of evidence of any kind has been adduced to this body 
which a jury would consent to take and arrive ata poe solution 
and a proper finding of a matter of fact. Our evidence has been 
entirely ex parte; it has been altogether on one side. Inflamma- 
tory a articles, sensational newspaper reports, unauthen- 
ticated and irresponsible, are gravely cited as establishing a mat- 
ter of fact. That sort of evidence, Mr. President, does not satisfy 
me, I have no doubt that some of the —— who give these 
startling statements in regard to Caba believe what they stated, 
if they were a hundred miles off from the scene; but these state- 
ments have been controverted by the facts themselves. 

Some of these newspaper eee a ae have proven more than 
their case. They have established the fact’of a triumphant insur- 
rection; they have established the fact of the Cuban insurgents 


and an locking up the 


holding on of the coun 
Spaniaede in fortified towns. that be so, 


President, their 
independence is already achieved. 

Then, again, pronunciamentos from Weyler are heard, and Span- 
ish sympathizers come into the press and make their statements. 
Upon statements, we may say, of interested parties, statements 
largely emanating from the Cuban junta, which fights its battles 
at a safe distance, the Senate of the United States is called upon 
to pass a this international fact of very considerable and grave 
moment. 

I protest cane this action. I deny the authority of the Senate 
of the United States to sit as a com ioner to finda fact. If it 
has that authority, bring your evidence from both sides; let all 
sides be heard; let there be a patient, careful, and patriotic con- 
sideration of the question, and let not our minds be carried away 
with cosgunones repent or with simulated patriotism. 

The P IDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment pro by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. FarrBanks]}. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Alabama to lay the amendment on the table. 
— HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays on that, Mr. Presi- 

nt. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. E. Now, let the Chair state the question, so that 
Senators a understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
~ ae on the table the amendment proposed by the Senator from 

jana. 

Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after the resolv- 


ing clause and insert: 
That the of the United States views with deep solicitude the 
deplorable civil 


'e in the Island of Cuba, which is so destructible to life and 
Property, and which is em destro: the commerce of the 

ted States with Cuba. The motives humanity and public 
interest require the cessation of establishme 


hostilities and the mt of peace, 
and that the President shall. in a friendly spirit, tender the good offices of the 


United States to Spai~ to the end that bloodshed mer eqeedit cease, and 
See henereis sae Sa SenaRARS Degee aiay te See in the Island of 
That the President, in a spirit of ‘amity, tender the good offices of the 
United States to Spain in an endeavor to secure the independence of Cuba 
upon terms alike honorable and just to all powers And if the 
President shall be unable by pnts intercession to secure the inde- 
ndence of Cuba within a reasonable time, he shall communicate the facts 

Congress, with his recommendations thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the 
motion to lay the amendment which has just been read upon the 
table, upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar], but I transfer 
that pair to the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DaNiEL] and 


vote * _ 
Mr. ELKINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
my coll e [Mr. FAULKNER]. 
. FORAKER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 


the junior Senator from South Carolina {[Mr. Eare}, but I un- 
derstand that, if here, he would vote ‘‘yea.” I therefore vote 


“ce ea.” 

Mtr, WALTHALL (when Mr. GrorGe’s name was called). I 
again announce that my (Mr. GzorGE] is paired with 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. I t this an- 
a may apply to any other yea-and-nay votes taken dur- 

e day. 
r. GORMAN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], and therefore 


withhold AA 
Mr. KENNEY (when his name was-called). I again announce 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PEen- 


my pair with the junior Senator from 
ROSE}. He not being present, I withhold my vote. he were 
present, I should vote ‘* > 
Mr. KYLE (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], as before, to the 
Senator oe NS ee [Mr. ALLEN], and vote * i. 
Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I have a general 
with the senior Senator from Michigan . McMiLian]. If 
e were present, I should vote “yea,” but he being absent, I 


withhold vote. 

Mr. McENER Y (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New York . PLATT], and therefore 
wit! If he were , I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
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the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], and therefore withhold 


vote. 
“i PERKINS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu)], 
who is absent from the Senate Chamber, and therefore I withhold 


vote. 

roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. Lhavea eral r with the senior Senator 
from Delaware |{Mr. Gaayf, and all therefore withhold my 


vote. 

Mr. BATE. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. Har- 
ris of Tennessee}, who is not present, is paired with the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Morri.v}. 
Mr. C. ¥ (after having voted in the negative). I am 
net on this question with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 

ANIEL], who is absent. I voted inadvertently, and therefore de- 
sire to withdraw my vote. re. 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator's vote is withdrawn. 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—35. 

Geek, zones, Ark. Bowiins, 
. ie, oup, 

Bate, Cockrell, Mantle, Stewart, 
Berry, Davis, Mason, Thurston, 
Butler, Foraker, Mills, Tillman, 
Cannon, Gallinger, Morgan, Turner, 
Carter. Hansbrough, Pasco, Turpie, 
Chandier, Harris, Kans. Pettigrew, Walthall. 
Chilton, Heitfeld, Pettus, 

NAYS—15. 
Allison, Hale, McBride, Wetmore, 
Burrows, Hawley | rae nf ee 
Fairbanks, wiley, ner, on. 
Gear, Hoar, Wellington, 

NOT VOTING—38. 

Martin uay, 
sie, are. Mitchell, oach, 
Caffery, Gray Morrill, Sewell, 

‘Cullom, Harris, Tenn. Murphy, Smith, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Nelson, Teller, 
Deboe, Kenney, est, 
Earle, Lindsay, Perkins, Warren, 
Elkins, soege. ey Platt, Conn Wolcott. 
Faulkner, Me 4 Piatt, N. Y. 

Frye, McMillan, r, 


So the motion to lay the amendment on the table was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be Gaanensed for a third reading, and was read 
the third ti 


time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the joint 


ser 
Mr. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The and nays were ordered. 

Mr. Mr. President, I do not think anything further 
that can now be said or done can stay the march of the joint reso- 
eo — eee — in the Senate — Hane so far as 

y oreign policy of the presen ministration 
has been oie of and is to be shaped by its political 
opponent. I ve that to be an unprecedented thing in the 
a Administrations. I believe the passage of the joint 

involves the United States possibly, and I fear probably, 
in the danger of actual war in the near future, and I call atten- 
that is why I have risen—to the record which the roll 


The solid vote against the Republican party, includ- 
Populists, with two exceptions, have declared, 

of 34 to 19, against even arresting this measure long 
enough to send it to the committee of this body which, by its rules, 
the subject-matter. That vote is made up, as 


toate te 
cecomeel the solid opposition to the Republican 


a 


Hi 


sé 


Yy. with 
two Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] and 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery]—and nine Republic- 
ans; and the Administration stands before the country with 
o ioe and a possible war involved, mapped for it by 

7 solid vote of the opposition and a fraction of Re- 


I lament that most remarkable condition. I grieve that at the 
outset of President *s Administration this is to be done, 
deliberation of a committee, without the act of the Presi- 


President has shows his infores 
special 


in bject by communicating 

to usa in which he has or relief and in 

which he has excluded every other tion. We 

have the President of the United States, elected lately as its Presi- 
new in office, on record as submitting to the Senate his judg- 

of the extent to which Congress d go at present, and 
that on 
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Ican not hinder that. No Senator sympathizing with me can 
hinder it. No amount of speaking can deter the Senators from 
voting finally on the subject-matter. It is a fact that here in the 
Senate seems to be the center of this determination to drive Con- 
gress and the United States on to the perilous edge of war, and 
that can not be hindered with the constitution of the Senate, as 
is manifest by the votes we have had this afternoon. Contenting 
myself with the fear—I will not say prophecy—that at no distant 
day regrets will arise in many Senators’ minds for the action of 
to-day, and With my protest against this action, I shall take no 
more of the time of the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have said very little in the 
course of this debate, and I propose to say but little in its closing 
hours. We have heard all sorts of reasons given why the joint 
resolution should not be adopted, and now that we are about to 
take the final vote we have had a new reason thrust upon us, and 
that is a political one. 

I do not share in the apprehensions which seem to fill the mind 
of the distinguished Senator from Maine { Mr. HAs] so far as the 
Republican party is concerned in the record it is making to-day. 
I was at the great convention in St. Louis, and I heard the plat- 
form read, I think, by the distinguished Senator from Oh o [Mr. 
ForaKER], who addressed us so eloquently yesterday, and who 
was chairman of the committee on resolutions; and I remember, 
as I sat there in that auditorium, with probably 10,000 people, in- 
terested and earnest, with what acclaim the resolution relating to 
Cuba was accorded the approbation of that great audienc>. Sir, 
from that time to the present I have stood consistently upon the 
record we made in St. Louis and upon that plank of the Repub- 
lican platform. If I as a Republican violate to-day any tenet of 
my political faith because I stand upon that platform now as I 
did then, I am willing to take my individual responsibility so far 
as my individual act is concerned. 

I think those of us who believe the time has arrived to say a 
word and cast a vote for Cuba need not fear the indignation either 
of the American people cr of the political party to which we be- 
long. Iam ready, sir, to risk my interests in the hands of that 
party upon the platform I occupy and upon the vote I cast, and 
am willing that the distinguished Senator from Maine should 
square his account with the people whom he so ably represents in 
this Chamber. 

Mr. President, what have we said to-day; what are we trying 
to say to-day? We are trying to say to the American people and 
to the world that a state of war exists on the Island of Cuba; and 
that is all we are trying to say. I have in my desk extracts from 
almost every writer upon international law which justify me in 
saying upon their authority that a state of flagrant, wicked, mur- 
derous war exists in the island. and yet we hesitate to declare it. 

What are those 200,000 Spanish soldiers doing in the Island of 
Cuba? Are they there for their health? [Laughter.] Have they 
gone there for a holiday excursion? Are they there for any other 
purpose than to wage a relentless war upon the people who are 
trying to establish the principles of freedom and independence in 
that once beautiful and now desolate isle? And yet all we are 
trying to say to-day, supported by facts incontrovertible, and 
which every Senator can ascertain for himself, if he will take the 
trouble, is that those 200,000 Spanish soldiers with cannon and 
with muskets and with murderous implements of warfare are 
waging in that island a war against the people who are trying to 
establish their independence and to become a free republic. 

Mr. President, that is all Icaretosay. I have no apologies to 
make, either to the distinguished Senator from Maine, to the Re- 
publican party, or to the country, for the action I have taken, and 
which I propose further to take upon the votes on this great 
question. I am willing to risk my political faith; I am willing to 
risk anything that may come to me politically or otherwise, when 
the conscience of the American people is aroused as it is aroused 
on this great question; and I shall cast my vote for the passage 
of the joint resolution with the sincere conviction that I am doing 
my duty to myself, to my State, and the nation [ love as well as 
the Senator from Maine or any other Senator in this Chamber 
loves it. 

Mr. WELLINGTON rose. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does theSenator from Maryland desire to 
interrupt me? 

Mr. WELLINGTON. MayI ask theSenator from New Hamp- 
shire a question? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. The Senator has said something about 
loyalty to the platform of the party adopted in St. Louis. I wish 
to ask him whether he does not recognize the fact that to-day we 
have voted upon this floor against a resolution presented by the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. FarrBANKS] that was couched in the 
exact language of the Republican platform adopted at St. Louis? 

Mr. GALLINGER. hen I amin a battle, 1 do not permit the 
enemy to furnish me with my ammunition. [Applause in the 


galleries. } 
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Mr. WELLINGTON. Upen this occasion, however, the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire has allowed the enemy to furnish him 
with his ammunition. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If I had allowed the Senator from Mary- 
land to furnish the ammunition, it would certainly have come 
from the enemy. There is no doubt about that. [Applause in 
the galleries. | 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, are we to have order in the gal- 
leries, or are we to proceed without order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At the suggestion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, it is the duty of the Chair to notify the occu- 
pants of the galleries that demonstrations of any kind are not per- 
mitted. If they continue, the galleries will be cleared. 

Mr. HOAR. It was the duty of the Chair to do that withont 


my suggestion. 

Mr. THURSTON, I suggest to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that the amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana 
was not in the exact language of the platform of the Republican 
party and, in my judgment, was not in harmony therewith. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is no question about that, but I do 
not care to take a single moment of the time of the Senate beyond 
what 1 have occupied, and which has been so courteously granted 
to me. I am done. I stand upon my individual responsibilit 
and record asa Republican and as a member of this body, and 
shall esteem it one of the grandest privileges of my life, an oppor- 
tunity such as will seldom come to me, to cast my vote in behalf 
of the same principles that underlie our own grand Republic and 
that go to make up the highest possible privilege of American 
citizenship, that of independence as a nation and liberty asa people. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, Iam constrained by my view 
of duty to vote against the joint resolution. I had intended to 
address the Senate with some elaboration—I supposed I should 
have an opportunity on Monday—against the power of Congress 
to exercise what I consider an executive function. My memo- 
randa are not accessible, and I am ill, and shall content my- 
self simply with a statement of the reasons which impel me to 
record my vote against the joint resolution. 

I think the President of the United States, without any aid from 
Congress, has the power to proclaim neutrality and to recognize 
the belli cy of Cuba. President Washington didit in the war 
between England and France, and his action drew upon him great 
criticism, for England had oppressed and made war upon us, while 
France had been our friend. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Was there any belligerency in that case? 
Were they not two established nations? 

Mr. SPOONER. That fact is of no consequence. He did it, 
and as an executive act. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He recognized belligerency? 

Mr. SPOONER. He recognized belligerency. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The belligerency of which one? 

Mr. SPOONER. It was a proclamation of neutrality, and the 
consensus of opinion has sustained his power. Essentially, what is 
the — of belligerency but a declaration of neutrality? 
What follows from a recognition of belligerency except neutral- 
ity? There is nothing in the pending joint resolution—— 

Mr. HOAR. “The United States shall maintain a strict neu- 
trality,” is the la 


e of the joint resolution. 
Mr. SPOONER. 


re is nothing in the joint resolution, in 


fact and in law, but a mere declaration of belligerency. All that |.q 


follows it is surplusage, because, the fact of belligerency being 
recognized or declared, rights of belligerency follow, not from any 
law of ours, not from our Constitution, but from the law of na- 


tions. 
A ship flying the of the Cuban Republic would have a right 
here in 


to enter one of our harbors, not by virtue of any act of 
but because of the law of nations. Senators have asked 

@ sneering way, “ What is the law of nations?” The Supreme 
Court of the United States, in the Prize Cases, answered that ques- 
tion through Mr. Justice Grier thus: 

The law of nations is also called the law of nature. It rests upon the com- 
mon consent and the common sense of nations. 

I doubt not the Senator from Alabama will concede that if 
every word of his joint resolution were stricken out the 
declaration that a state of public war exists between the Cubans 
and Spain, all the rights or declarations which follow would result 
from in i law. The resolution, if passed and valid, woul 


be efficient for no other purpose save that of recognizing belliger- 


ency. 

Mr. President, as I have said, the President has the power to 
recognize the pea of Cuba without any action of Con- 
gress. President Lincoin ne The Sa- 
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It must be one or the other. {it can not be both. From my 
understanding of the theory of our Government and the Constitu- 
tion under which we live, the President has the power, and | 
think the sole power, to ize, sometimes in unction with 
the Senate, independence. Under the Articles of Confederation the 
Congress had the power to send and receive ambassadors. Under 
the Constitution of the United States the power is given to the 
a to send ambassadors and other ministers and to receive 

em. 

That involves in its way nature and its essence the power to 
recognize independence. If he accepts an ambassador or minister, 
that recognizes by an Executive act the independence of the gov- 
ernment which sends him. If he accredits one to another gov- 
ernment, that recognizes the independence of that goyernment. 

It has been argued that Congress has the power to overrule 
that. I deny it. Congress has the power, | admit, to repeal 
every act creating the office of consul or minister or ambassador 
to a particular country; Congress has the power to repea! every 
act fixing a salary to be paidto ambassadors, to ministers, and to 
consuls, if it chooses to exercise the power; but notwithstanding 
all that, the power is lodged in the President of the United States, 
and no Congress can deprive him of it, to send envoys and minis- 
ters if they go without salary, and he has the power to receive 
them from their governments and to conduct our foreign relations 
through them here. 

Congress has power to declare war. That power is conferred 
by the Constitution upon Congress. Congress can declare war 
against the Republic of Cuba, using that phrase, and thereb 
recognize the existence of the Republic of Cuba; but that will 
be a result, an incident in the exercise of a clearly conferred and 
indisputable power resting in Congress. It is another matter to 
declare the fact, for independence is a fact, substantively by Con- 
gressional action. Con has power to an act re ting 
our commerce with the Republic of Cuba. That would recognize 
in legislation the Republic of Cuba; but it would be an incident 
in the exercise of a clear legislative power, and only that. 

Congress might by act regulate commercial intercourse with the 
‘** Republic of Cuba,” and still the President might decline to re- 
ceive a minister from the Republic of Cuba or to send one there. 
Congress can pass an act fixing the value of the coins of the ‘‘ Re- 
public of Cuba” for circulation throughout our country, and in 
that way recognize the existence of the Republic of Cuba; but it 
would be a mere incident in the exercise of a power which con- 
fessedly is legislative, conferred upon the Congress. 

Trepeat, that I do not see how the power in question can be at once 
executive and legislative. The Constitution in my view, 
nosuchanomaly. If it be legislative, it is for Congress to take the 
initiative and Congressalone. If it isexecutive, it is for the Presi- 
dent to take theinitiativeand the President aione. If tislegislative, 
Congress could not delegate the power tothe President. If exec- 
utive, the President can not turn it over to Congress. Congress 
has the power to chroapen & ents, Sa Oa eee itis made, but 
that does not in the slightest ee deprive the President, in con- 
junction with the Senate, the i taking the initiative, of 


course, from exercising the treaty-maki wer given the 
ee [discover in the Constivtion no power, expres or 
im , ce] 
hat is this propesition? It is a in 
ualified way the | gan of Cuba. I donot stand here to con- 
tend that thereis, in fact, no Republic “eens The 
President, in the exercise of using all facilities 


the hands of the t, ascertain facts which ustify 
him a month hence in of a“ b- 
lic of Cuba.” I say thata tion of isa q 

recognition, an 









operation, the Congress can and will it. No 

A pa it. But how about the assertion of a 

fact, something may be true to-day and false next week? 

War day to day the condition of affairs. To-day 

tune may be woondition of public war in Cuba. Sixty days from 

n this attempted recognition of belligerency, 
there may be none. 

Bat you will 


have — = friends call E a upon i eeitte 
book ——_ gerency. How long is this to be 
operative? months later a new rebellion may have been or- 
and carried to a condition of o_o war. Would this 
you call a law be tive? Woulditimposeany duty upon 
the ve? Would have to pass a new law declaring 
the new fact or would this answer Sr me pa 
Mr. President, I stand by the —— ican platform at St. Louis, 
although Imever yet have been willing to admit that a party plat- 
form. can constrain a Senator on either side of this body upon a 
tion of constitutional law. ; 


ques But I yield to no man in my 
loyalty to the blican party or in my loyalty to its platform 
declarations. , however, that this platform commits the 
party to this i 


It issaid thatthe people of the United States demand this action 
orn questioned that the people of the United States deepl 
t is un e oO e Uni ates deeply 
sympathize with Cuba. Sodol. I hope for her independence 
and prosperity. Tam not in ae any friend of Spain in her 
relation to Cuba. She has in 
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t regard forfeited any claim to | declaring it another way. 

















be, in order to be successful, in a measure secret. It is hardly 
possible, I submit to Senators, although | know that I submit it 
vainly, that. if this were a legislative power under the Constitu- 
tion, neither House of Congress would have had from the begin- 
ning, unchallenged, the right to demand information from the 
State Department essential to enable it to legislate intelligently 
upon a subject within its constitutional legislative capacity. ’ 

And yet there is not a writer upon our constitutional law 
Story, Pomeroy, Kent, and all—who does not concede that com- 
munications sent and received in the course of our intercourse 
with foreign nations may, in the discretion of the President, be 
kept away from the public, or, what is nearly the same thing in 
these days, from the Senate. 

Mr. President, I beg leave to repeat that I can not conceive it 
possible that this power can bea concurrent power, that it can be 
lodged in the Executive and at the same time lodged in the Houses 
of Congress. The concurrent jurisdiction and the principle which 
regulates it we all understand. That jurisdiction which first 
attaches goes on. tothe end. Two jurisdictions can not be effi- 
ciently exercised at the same time. 

The conclusion and action of each might differ, and this would 
practically destroy the power. The principle of concurrent juris- 
diction can not possibly apply to coordinate departments of the 
Government; otherwise we might have the Houses of Congress 
passing a joint resolution one way, and the President acting in 
another—Congress declaring a fact one way, and the President 
This joint resolution, if it be passed, 


y or friendship by long years of misrule, oppression, and and it will pass this body, will be a vicious precedent, in my judg- 


Senator thinks it his duty to vote against this joint resolution, 
that he is in hostility to Cuba, that he is friendly to Spain, that 
does not dwell in his heart. Not at all. 
people of the United States have not been advised that this 
tion is a novel one, and that never in the history of the 
has it been earried into effect before, although the power 
public men sometimes asserted. If this were 
expressing the opinion of Congress as to 
what the action of the Executive onght to be, that would be one 


is not = It would then only be advisory. That 
in 


= 


— 
a 


hands of the Executive in a moral way. 
a legal way, if it be law, Mr. President. 


Congress before has passed resolutions expressive of its opinion 
upon such questions. : 

It vi proper that ns should do it in certain certo, 
This is a proposition beyond any precedent, so far as I know, 
and to compel the President to. express his public approval or dis 

al of this. declaration of a fact. 
tion of y isnot only to my mind executive in 
its to be exercised by an Executive who can 


way the facts upon which his action should 
but it is exclusively executive. This is a proposi- 
necessarily to force the hand of the President in a 


grave matter of our foreign . Never from the foundation 
of the Government, as I oe rade it, has the Senate, although 
_—- of the , claimed the right to demand 

the President papers in ent of State relating to our 


President Washington denied thatright. The Senate has always 


vecognized the right of the President to decline. Not so as to 
matters which we have a right to know in order to discharge 
intelligently our duty in laws. Itcannot be possible that 
the Senate can demand of the Administration—demand, 
aoameeliee Stiaintinemente of our consnls 

use OF. or use > of our consuls 
in Cuba, and bona between Secretaries Olney and 
Sherman and Spain. 

Re ee arepan tne d ie yen 
ment a with public interests, no Sen 
would insist was disecourteous.tothe Senate. The right to 
withhold such information must, in the very nature of things, 
Test with ee of te Government which, under the 
ae with our traditions, has charge of 

If the the United States, or the Senate, had 
and ie power during the war to bring out 
by a day the correspondence which was 
Goss cn Setween Seward and the British Government in re- 

to the Trent we would have had war between Great 
Britain 
tion 
for 
of the 





| 


Senators have no right to say, if a | ment, and a fruitful source of weakness and friction in the conduct 


ot our foreign relations. 

We have had in all the years of our history little cause to criti- 
cise the management of our foreign affairs by the executive de- 
partment. Asarule, from the beginning to to-day they have been 
managed with discretion, with ability, and with true American 
spirit. 

There is no occasion now for any innovation. There is no oc- 
casion,if there be warrant, for Congress to attempt to force the 
President into an unwilling partnership in the conduct of our for- 
eign relations, the most sensitive, the most far-reaching, and at 
times the most delicate and dangerous of any function devolved 
upon any department of the Government. 

Mr. Clay went as far as anyone in asserting the power of Con- 
gress jointly with the Executive to recognize independence: but 
Congress never passed anything but an advisory resolution. 
Scattered all through the books are the utterances of the ablest 
statesmen of both parties denying the power of Congress to trench 
in this wise upon the power of the Executive. 

Mr. President, noSenator will doubt thatif this practiceis now in- 
augurated it will be pursued. No Senator who stops to think will 
doubt that there is danger at least that in this most difficult and 
delicate relation and transaction of the Government the Congress 
will at inopportune times for the interest of the people intervene 
in the conduct of our foreign affairs. The President would be 
likely to wait for Congress. Congress would not be as likely to 
wait for the President. In such matters there is obvious weakness 
in divided responsibility. [am not afraid of ‘* one-man power” in 
the President in this regard. 

He is responsible to the people, and is subject to impeachment. 
We heard during the war much about ‘‘one-man power.” We 
heard Abraham Lincoln denounced from one end of the land to 
the other as usurping and exercising legislative and judicial func- 
tions, that we were living under a ‘‘one-man power:” but to-day 
all the people from ocean to ocean rise up and bless him, and his 
memory throughout the world is fragrant, and to be fragrant for- 
ever. 

General Grant was permitted by Congress to pursue his way 
with reference to the recognition of Cuba through many years. 
He was a liberty-loving man; he was a soldier; he was an Amer- 
ican; he wasin favor of the Monroe doctrine. No Congress sought 
to force him in what was then and what is now a situation of 
danger by compelling him to sign or veto a declaration of bellig- 
erency. Shall we do it with our new President? The power 
must at least be considered doubtful, as eminent lawyers in this 
body differ about it. 

If it be a doubtful question whether Congress possesses the 

wer to pass such a resplution, should one be passed and the 
President forced to sign it or veto, except under extraordinary 
circumstances, evincing either blindness or indifference to the 
popular will? 

President might and would likely be placed at avery unfair dis- 
advantage by suchaction. He might, from information in his pos- 
puniom whieh he could not make public, feel it a duty to withhold 


os and be disabled trom giving to Congress frankly and 
y his reasons for disapproval. 


Senators on the other side waited a great many months for Mr. 
Cleveland to act in the Cuban matter, fourteen, I think, or more. 
He was not perhaps very greatly beloved at times by his party in 
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the Senate. Yet you did not insist upon forcing his hand by such 
action upon the Cuban question. The Senate did not vote to force 
him to sign or to veto a joint resolution—the same in legal effect 
as a bill—declaring belligerency. 

Yet now, when this Administration has been in power only since 
the 4th of March, it is proposed to force the hand of President 
McKinley by compelling him to sign or disapprove a bill declaring 
that public war exists in Cuba. I deny the power thus to act 
and I deny the justice of such action. : 

He has sent a messenger of his own choice to Cuba to investi- 

ate. He may employ and send there ts known and unknown. 
fie has facilities for investigation which we have not. He will be 
able to furnish to the Senate after a little, if it is in his opinion 
wise to do it, the result of his investigation, and he will be able to 
act upon full and authentic information in adopting a policy with 
reference to Cuba not only as to belligerency, but in wal. 

I ask again, Why attempt to force the hand of the ident in 
this way, within ninety days after he has taken the oath of office, 
in the absence of any desire expressed on his part for Congres- 
sional action? Is it fair to a President? Is it fair to the country? 
Is it a good precedent, Senators? I do not doubt the ee of 
any eslenens in this body; I do not doubt his love of liberty; I do 
not think because he chooses to speak upon a question 
legislative filibuster. 

believe every Senator in this body wishes to do in a calm and 
deliberate way his duty. I say to Senators on the other side: The 
time may come when the political situation will be changed. You 
may have another Democratic President. I hope you will not, 
but you may have another Democratic President. You may at 
the same time have a Republican Congress, and your President 
may be confronted with a situation of delicacy and danger, as the 
present President is, and as was President Grant. 

I doubt if you would think it statesmanship, I doubt if you 
would think it wise, when he was performing in a confidential 
way, as he must in such affairs, his duty, when he was seeking 
that information upon which alone he could intelligently base 
Executive action, to force him by a — resolution. 

I suspect that if William McKinley had been defeated at the 
last election, if Mr. Bryan had been chosen and occupied the 
White House, and it was posed by a Republican Congress to 
take away from him this important phase of the conduct of our 
foreign relations, to force him to approve or to disapprove a Con- 
quesdaans declaration of fact, to put upon him in this way a 
policy with reference to a t and delicate matter which he did 
not believe to be right or in the interest of the American people 
without further information, which he was seeking, Senators on 
the other side would make the rafters shake in this building with 
their eloquent denunciation of it as unjust to the Executive. 

I deny, Mr. President, that the people are demanding the estab- 


lishment of any new precedent of this kind in the legislative his-_ 


tory of our Republic. They sympathize with Cuba. They wish 
to see Cuba free, as I wish to see Cuba free. But I believe, Mr. 
President, that the American people have implicit confidence in 
the present occupant of the White House. They chose him in the 
constitutional way to be their President. They placed in his 
hands, under the Constitution, the executive power, and I firmly 
believe, if this matter were submitted to them to decide, they 
would say, “Give him a fair chance.” 

There is no reason to doubt his sentiment in regard to Cuba. 
There is no reason to doubt his patriotism. He testified his love 
of liberty under our flag on many a battlefield. He never has 
made an utterance or done an act in public or in private life not 
in harmony with liberty and true, patriotic, American policy. He 
did not falter in his duty as a soldier. He will not falter in his 
ow as a President. Give him a fair chance. 

r. President, I rose simply to explain in a few words the rea- 
sons why I can not, with*my conviction of duty, vote for the 
pending joint resolution. I_am me aware that I have 

»oken in a desultory way, and I have en very much longer 
time than I intended, for which I apologize to the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, during the entire consideration 
of the Cuban question I have contented myself with remaining 
— and not taking part in the discussion, recognizing, as I have, 
the delicacy of the question involved, and with a desire to see the 
executive branch of the Government take such action as the facts 
presented to them would warrant. We have waited for months 
and months, and, so far as we are advised, no action looking to the 
relief of those people, the settlement of that controversy, or the 
protection of American interests has been had. 

I had preferred, in view of the conditions in our own —_ 
the distress among our people commercially, that nothing sho d 
intervene to prevent a steady progress to a better tion of 
affairs. Nor would I now say one word but for the utterances of 
the distinguished Senators from Maine and ae who seek 
to make somewhat a party matter of the consideration of the pend- 
ing resolution, and to arraign, as the Senator from Maine has s 
nearly all of those who are in opposition to the Republican party 


in the Senate as being actuated by motives intended to embarrass 
the present Administration. 

Mr.HALE. Mr. President, did I in the least wise either arraign 
or refer to any motive? Did I indicate that I net any im- 
proper motive? I only brought out the remarkable fact that the 
resolution here, brought in by the oldest Democratic Senator, was 
supported by every Democrat t two and carried by that solid 
vote of the other side, and a fraction, nine only, of Republicans. 
Did I anywhere, may I ask the Senator, arraign the other side or 
intimate an arraignment; and should the Senator be sensitive on 
that point unless there is some to make him sensitive? I did 
not suggest it. He is the first who has suggested any political 
motive why it is that he and his fellows are found solidly voting 
to force the President’s hand. Neither the Senator from Wiscon- 


sin nor Ic any im motive. But it isa pictures 
fact tat the county wil tke nates _ 
Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator from Maine did not intend to 


convey the impression to the country that a solid vote on this side 
and of all in opposition to the present Administration was a 
political movement, I have no idea what he meant; and the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin follows it by the — statement that if Mr. 
Bryan had been elected President of the United States instead of 
Mr. McKinley, we would have found a different condition of 
affairs on this side of the Chamber. What can it mean, I ask the 
Senator in all fairness, if it was not simply intended to convey 
the impression to the country that political sentiments enter into 
the matter of votes upon this question? He denies it. He says 
he does not intend to make such a statement. Of course I accept 
it, but I could not permit such a statement to go out without 
entering my protest against it. 

Mr. President, I know how serious a matter we are dealing with. 
I could not be found to cast my vote, no matter who was Presi- 
dent, for a resolution of this character unless the case was an ex- 
ones ~ President ee rae ae eee, 
and in the message W e ve Congress, informed 
us of the serious condition in Cuba as he understood it. Hoe 
asked Congress not to take action to tate further and 
graver affairs, and Congress waited. But with true statesman- 
ship he informed Congress that the time might come (and he in- 
timated that it might come within a reasonabiy short period) 
when some action would be required to protect life and aay 
and our commercial interests, which are great, in that island. 
Have we reached that period? I was never satisfied in my own 
mind until yesterday that a case was before us where I could not 
hesitate longer to act. That was the most remarkable tacle 
that has ever been presented to the Senate of the United States. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpooneR] and the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALg] say that no such action as is contemplated 
by this resolution has ever been taken by —— from General 

ashington’s day until this. No such case ever been pre- 
sented to the Senate of the United States as was ted here 
yesterday with the statement from the Senator from Alabama 
{Mr. MorGan] and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], both 
members of the Committee on Foreign Relations, that the Presi- 
dent of the United States and the Secretary of State had informed 
them that they could not communicate to Congress the informa- 
tion which they had ee wee our representatives on the 
Isiand of Cuba for fear that tatives would be assas- 
sinated or that their lives would be in danger. Yetthis Adminis- 
tration, with that te in that extraordinary way, 
so far as we are advised taken no action whatever to protect 
the lives of the honored men who represent the United States in 
osvithe a foot ofan t vessels lying in Ham 

ith a oe ton Roads and 

along the coast as far as New Orleans, not a weakens has been 
ordered to Cuba to protect the lives of our representatives, to say 
nothing of the property interests and the commerce which are in- 
volved. When such a case arises, it is the duty, oe judgment, 


Mr. President, of Congress to take some action; seems that 
the only action that is feasible is the passage of this resolution. I 
shall vote for it not with any hostility to the Administration, but 
because I believe the Admi if the which comes 
to us through our own members be true, is in its duty. 
It has not protected American interests or the lives of our repre- 
sentatives, and whether the Administration be 


ic or Re- 
ublican, I want the opportunity to give my expression that that 
a shall no longer Sune e . 


ition 

Is there a Senator here who represents the Administration, who 
is in political accord with it, who will say that the President and 
the Secretary of State, having the powers they have, have taken 
? If so, then I believe that 


absence of such an assurance, 












CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 1185 









































Cuba, is any evidence of the fact of public war, and whether or 
not that danger may not arise from murderous people in a state of 
profound peace as well as in a state of public war? 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator and I both know, and ever) vody 
knows, that there is war in Cuba of very great proportions. There 
is no doubt that it exists. “To what extent the Cubans have a 
government in a fixed place is a question which has been debated, 
and I do not intend to gointoit. The country is satisfied upon 
that point. It is true there is a difference of opinion in this body, 
but the underlying fact that the President and the Secretary of 
State of this great nation of 70,000,000 people are afraid to intrust 
to the Senate of the United States the names of our consuls who 
give the President information is enough, in my opinion, to war- 
rant the sending of war vessels to Cuba, and saying to the world 
that that condition shall not continue. In my judgment, such 
action will not produce war, but if it shall, we have gone to war, 
Mr. President, for very much less cause, 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I did not intend by the question 
I asked the Senator from Maryland to say that our action would 


. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator, before he proceeds to 
his next sentence, whether I clearly understand his last, because 
I should like to know that. Do I understand the Senator to say 
that he puts his ra this resolution and asks for its 
on the ground of the delinquency of the present President of the 
United States, and that he would not vote for it but for that de- 


uenc, 
5 GORMAN . Isay inthe present condition, as communicated 
us by Senators, members of the Foreign Relations Committee, 
becomes, in my opinion, my duty to vote for a resolution which 
expresses the opinion of this t some vigorous action should 
be taken ——- life, liberty, and aor in the Island of Cuba. 
Mr. HOAR. Do I understand the Senator to say further that 
the President has been uent, and but for that belief he should 
not have supported the ution? I so understand him, and I 
want him to make it distinct to the Senate. 
Mr. GORMAN. I joe Ba: it be true that the State Department 


to 
it 


possesses information which has convinced the Secretary of State | produce war or get us into war; but the point of my question was 
and the President of the United States that they can not with | simply whether, with this evidence before us, which the Senator 
safety give the names of our consuls in Cuba who gave the infor- | says has convinced his mind to vote for this resolution, this evi- 
mation, then the Executive is delinquent when he fails to send a | dence that there is danger to life of the American consu! in Habana 
vessel of war to protect our representatives. No great nation on | from some murderous gang or band of assassins, is any proof what- 
the face of the earth that I know of in any case of war or insur- | ever of such a condition of public war as would authorize the 
es rere ee thus in jeopardy | United States to recognize it as a national affair? The lives of 
when they the power to protectthem. Does the Senator from | those gentlemen, or of any consul, can be in danger in any lawless 
Massachusetts deny that proposition? Does not the Senator from | community from attacks of mobs. 
Massncteanetin Sasee with me that our representatives ought to be If the fact that the lives of those gentlemen, or any of them, are 
protected? The nods his head. in danger is conveded, that does not by any means establish the 
Mr. HOAR. I do not agree with the Senator from Maryland | fact of international war or public war. Some time ago | read in 
in the fact that there has been any ne on the part of the | the newspapers that there had been an American envoy or consul 
President, and I do not to vote for a resolution which is | shot somewhere in Central America. That is no evidence of pub- 
based by nine-tenths of its supporters, speaking through their | lic war in that country. It is a very slim basis for Congress to 
leader that tion. predicate the fact of public war on. It might be a case of declara- 
Mr. iN. er it is right or not? tion of war on the part of the United States against Spain for not 
Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from Illinois think it is? protecting the lives of its citizens; but it would not establish at 
Mr. MASON. __I think it is. all the case of belligerency in Cuba, even if it existed. So I say 
Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I should have regarded it as | that we are apt to run off at a tangent in this matter, and not apt 
most unfortunate in this or in any other case where questions be- | to consider the real question before the body. Is there that sort 
tween this country and foreign nations were involved that this | of proof before this body—conceding its jurisdiction—to justify 


{ 
; 


be divi by that aisle. No such division 
existed heretofore when we have dealt with the rights of 
in any country on the face of the globe, and I 
it exists now. I resent the suggestion that there is 
advan or any tical Jeserese or sentiment 
a _ _ on _—_ * _ eens -s far as 
ar ways be so, ope, during the pres- 
Ssienmeing the eos Me aoe ie ok i ; 
welfare of thi ple abroad. He 

from me as had heewo redecessors. 

failure, as I view it, on their part, I believe that 
tosupport this resolution, though it may not be 
expression of the opinion of the Senate of the United 


by whom? The Senator says in view of 
whom? 
executive branch of the Government. 


so. 
the President and the Secretary of State. 
Senator asked me to whom I applied the 
President of the United States and 
this m to the Senate of 
Senators. I assume that what 
th; and coming from those, too, 
clothed with the power by 
Stes of aves 
ility o ng the 
interests must be protected. 

as to party advantage in this question, there is 
none. I know that the great business interests of the country 
centered in our section a ee meeoens, are persis to anything 
‘ w would pu jeopardy for a moment 
their oe and I am in sympathy with their desires 
to an exte Ican not permit that to control me when I be- 
lieve the honor of the country and the lives of our representa- 

tives ina land are in y. : 
Mr. ¢ . Before the sits down, 1 should like 


to apnea tin I desire to know wheth a 
to the vce: our consuls in Cuba has any cdeslen witaevee an 
dictate public war; and, if so, in what 
LA 1. Ihave no idea that we shall have a war, Mr. 
: Y. No; that is not uestion. My question is, 
: ict of the rane ot tosansination by somebody, 
ay Go tgen or the Spaniards, of our consuls in 
_ XXX—75 


any Senator in voting to establish by his vote a case of public war 
between Spain and her revolting colony? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the joint 
resolution pass? 

Mr. HALE. The yeas and nays, | think, have been heretofore 
ordered on that question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been 
ordered. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE], but he 
stated to me before he left here that if the resolution came to a 
vote he would vote for it, and I was authorized to vote. I there- 
fore vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. ELKINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
my colleague [Mr. FAULKNER], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. FAULKNER’s name was called). The 
Senator from West Virginia erg FAULKNER] is not in the city. 
He desired me to announce that if present he would vote “‘ yea” 
on the passage of the resolution. is pair with his colleague has 
already been announced. 

Mr. FORAKER (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Ear.Le}, but I am 
informed that if he were present he would vote ‘‘yea.” I there- 
fore vote “* yea.” 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). I have a gerveral 
pair with the Senator from Maine {[Mr. Frye], which [ have 
observed on all the votes leading up to this final vote, but I un- 
derstand from the Senator’s colleague and from members of the 
committee that the Senator from Maine is in favor of the joint 
resolution. Therefore I take the liberty to vote. 

Mr. HALE. I can say to the Senator that, while my colleague 
left no message of that kind, it is my impression that he would 
vote that way; but I do not know, and I would not claim to state 
how he would vote if present. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think I know that he would vote “‘ yea.” 
Mr: GORMAN. Then I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. BATE (when the name of Mr. Harris of Tennessee was 
called). This a the final vote on the joint resolution, I desire 
to say that my colleague [Mr. Harris of Tennessee} has a pair 
with the Senator from Vermont {Mr. Morri.u], and that my col- 


1 e resent, would vote “ yea.” 
Mr. tnknny (when his name was called). Under the terms 
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of m ir with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania { Mr. PEN- 
nose] am at liberty to vote on the joint resolution, and there- 
fore I vote “yea.” 
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Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I have a general 
ir with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLaN], and 
Thcoctore withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote 
“ ea.” 
Mr, GALLINGER. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] was 
compelled to leave the Chamber a moment ago. He is very earn- 


estly in favor of the resolution, and requested me as a 

courtesy to him to secureapair. If agreeable to the Senator from 
Kentucky, the Senator from Utah might be paired with the Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. McMtLLaN] with whom the Senator 
from Kentucky is paired, and that would allow the Senator to 


vote. 

Mr. LINDSAY. With that understanding I vote “yea.” 

Mr. McENERY (when his name was ). Lam paired with 
the junior Senator from New York [Mr. ta he were 
present I should vote “yea,” but being paired, I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. MANTLE (when his name was cailed). I have a eral 

ir with the Senator from Viawwen See Martin}, but I am in- 

ed that he would vote in favor of this resolution, if present, 
and I shall therefore vote. I vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu}. 
As he is absent, I shall withhold my vote. 


Mr. CLARK (when Mr. WarREN'’s name was called). My col- | of 


league (Mr. WARREN] is unavoidably absent from the Chamber. 
He asked me to announce that, if t, he would wish to be 
recorded in favor of the passage of the resolution. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Delaware {Mr. Grayj. I understand that the Senator from 
Louisiana . CAFFERY] has a pair with the Senator from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Danie]. I suggest that we transfer our pairs, so that 
we can both vote, and the from Virginia will stand paired 
with the Senator from Delaware. Is that agreeable? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will inform the Senator that I voted inad- 
vertently, but intended to withdraw it, the Senator from Virginia 
{Mr. DANIEL] with whom I am not having voted; but 
ander the arrangement suggested by the Senator from Illinois I 
will let my vote stand. 

Mr. CU M. I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. My colleague [Mr. PLatr of Connecticut] is 
absent and paired with the Senator from Nebraska = ALLEN]. 
if my were present and at liberty to vote, he would vo 
“* nay.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [Mr. Vest} is unavoidably de- 
tained upon important work outside of the Senate Chamber. He 
is paired with junior Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. NELSON]. 
If my colleague were present, he would vote “‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—41. 
Bacon, Cullom, Lindsay, Rawlins, 
Baker, Davis, McBride, Shoup, 
Bate, Deboe, Mantle, Stewart, 
Berry, Foraker, Mason, Thurston, 
Butler, Gallinger, Mills, Tillman, 
Ghandier et Nelson, Turple, 
Sark. Holttel = 
k, d, Pettigrew, 
Olay, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
Gockrell, Kenney, Pritchard, 
NAYS—l. 
Alli Gear, Hoar, White, 
Burron Ha mpermer ” 
. nna, . 
Fairbanks, Hawley, Wetmore, 
NOT VOTING—33. 
Aldrich, G é Sewell, 
a 3 
Jones, Nev. Penrose, Teller, 
Daniel, Kyle, Perkins, Vest, 
~ Melivery Platt, N.Y Wolcott 
ES: icc, = 


So the joint resolution was passed. It is as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representati tc., That a condition 
of public War exists  erytaoe the Government of 5 pal "and the . poe 
Baba. and that the United States of ‘America shall mnain Y 
ity between the contending powers, 
ligerents in the ports and territory of the U: 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 

tion of executive business. 


The motion was en Oa Eee 
sideration of executive business. After minutes in 
executive session 


Sp cach all the righteal bel. 
States. 


the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 


48 minutes ) the Senate adjourned until , May 24, 
1807, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 20 1897. 
GOVERNOR OF ARIZONA. 
ss ae Pheenix, Ariz.,to be governor of Arizona, 
SECRETARY OF ARIZONA. 
Charles H. Akers, of Prescott, Ariz., to be secretary of Arizona 
Territery, vice Charles M, Bruce, removed, 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Joseph H. Gaines, of West Vi to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of West Virginia, vice Cornelius C. Watts, 


ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 
Arthur P. Greeley, of Concord, N. H., now an examiner in chief 
a ee ee mice 
Samuel T. Fisher, resigned. 
EXAMINER IN CHIEF, PATENT OFFICE. 
Thomas G. Steward, of Plano, Ill., now a principal examiner in 
the Patent Office. to be an examiner'in chiet in the Patent Office, 
vice Arthur P. Greeley, nominated to be Assistant Commissioner 


POSTMASTERS. 

Earle E. Dond, to be at Sheffield, in the county of 
Colbert and State of im the place of James R. Crowe, 
re 

Daniel E. Sherman, to be at Montrose, in the county 
Sn a , in the place of JamesF. Kyle, 
removed. 

Charles F. Douglass, to be at Ashland, in the county 
ot Cans unk babe ah Miteata Tien enpaie appointment of a postmaster for 


the said office having, hee become vested in the President on 
and after Jan 1, 1897. 


uel H. W te be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in the 
county of pine Geli ge Illinois, in the place of Allen (. 


, Temov 
Hiram Yerkes, to be at Fairmount, in the county of 
fon and State of lilincls, in 


Vermilion the place of Samuel H. Gunder, 

Jasper .H. Thorn , to be at Boonville, in the 

cody at Werctck and take of Latlomn tn the glace of dacsb B 

ant se Lats of Lean the cngubanmont of eer 
a 

oS law, become vested in the President on 

2. i. Maavin, to eb petenniter oh Sianendens. in Grocounty of 


ine Bey Gn ce eee ee Presi- 
dent on and after October 1, 1896. Richard H. Mobley, appointed 
by the President, and by him nominated to the Senate, not hav 
“S.camea then at Garnett, in the county of Ande 
; y 
son and State of Kansas, in the place of J. T. Highley, 
William E. Hogueland, to be at Yates Center, in the 
renga Kansas, in the place of Harrison 
Edward U. to be postmaster at in the 
county af Warten unl Sate at Mebache tn ee phen at B 
J. D. Wileoa, $0 be postahastor at Cloverpert, in the f 
ee ee Lele Henley, 
whose commission expired April 12, 1897. 5 
David M. Donaldson, to be postmaster at South Hadley Falls, 
Da CE 
ee ey 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of George 
John T. aovet, fo be postmaster at Little Silver in the coun 
of Monmouth State of New Jersey, in the place of J. Eiwoc 
arvey, removed. 
Emmett B. ae Foy nay at Huntington, in the 
Py Rep een 2 of York, in the place of 
Ellsworth Sweet, tobe at Waterloo, in the 
Seneca and State of New orks, im the place of Sainuel 8. Welles, 
J. H. pert ye me at New W in the 
county of State of Pennsylvania, t 
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WITHDRAWAL. 


Executive nomination withdrawn from the Senate May 19, 1897. 
Simon 8. Matthews, whose nomination was delivered to the 
Senate on April 20, 1897, to be register of the land office at Jack- 
son, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 20, 1897. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
Frank A. Vanderlip, of Illinois, to be Assistant Secretary of the 


PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
General officer. 
Brig. Gen. Zenas Randall Bliss, to be major-general. 
SOLICITOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
George Morgan Thomas, of Kentucky, to be Solicitor of Internal 
Revenue. 
UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE. 


William W. Morrow, of California, to be United States circuit 
judge for the ninth judicial circuit. 


SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 


Stanton Sickles, of New York, to be secretary of the legation of 
the United States at Madrid. 


PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 
P. A. Engineer Frank H. Eldridge, to be a chief engineer. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Richard 8. Bostwick, of Dlinois, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Galena, in the State of Illinois. 


INDIAN AGENT. 


Samuel G. Morse, of Port Angeles, Wash., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Neah Bay Agency, in Washington. 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
David C. on ae Sterling, Colo., to be register of the land 


office at Sterling, 
POSTMASTERS. 
H. 8. MeGiffin, to be postmaster at Edgerton, in the county of 
San Geckin te be at Vi in th Bi f 
er ua, in the county o 
Vernon and State of W = ~ 
Daniel Gunn, to be er at Kinmundy, in the county of 
Troderick Chepenen to be ter at Woodstock, in th 
aster a ock, in the 
of Windsor and State of Vermont. 


A. Z Kincaid, to be postmaster at Walnut, in the county of 
Pottawattamie and State of Iowa. 7 


to be at Rolfe, in th f Poca- 
nee ee postmaster e, in the county of Poca 
Fletcher W. Boyd, to be postmaster at Covington, in the county 


of Fountain and of Indiana. 


James E. Zook, to be ter at Ballard, in.the county of 
King and State of Washington. 


5 ag a at Iron Mountain, in the county 


igan. 
untington, to be at Benton Harbor, i 
the ret Michigan. m Harbor, in 


mB 


a 


! 


county of Berrien and State of 


' HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 20, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock i , 
H ; 0 m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


THE JOURNAL. 

Seen enneses, Ceetiting the text of the 
on Indian appropriation bill, ecutive 
referred, bills, resolutions, memorials, and peti- 


The Journal of 
conference 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will be con- 
sidered as agreed to. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. 
Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his correction. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I notice here the introduction of 
bills of different kinds, and particularly bills introduced in pen- 
sion cases. Here is a bill introduced by Mr. Borxkin of Kansas, 
which was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, the correction I want made is this: That there is no 
such committee. The Speaker not having appointed the commit- 
tee, there is no Committee on Invalid Pensions; and consequently 
a bill can not be referred to a committee that does not exist. 

Now, the Recorp goes to the public libraries and the newspa- 
pers, and the people out in my State have access tothem. There 
are many old soldiers who are desirous of having their claims 
acted upon in this Heuse who write to me about this matter 

Mr. PAYNE. [I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. And I have to reply to them, ‘‘ You 
can not get any action on the claim, because there is no such com- 
mittee appointed; and therefore I—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has made no proposition. 

Mr. PAYNE. I rise to a point of order. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York rises toa point 
of order. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Kansas stated that he rose 
to correct the Journal, and there is nothing before the House. I 
move, therefore, that the Journal be approved, and on that I wish 
to say a word or two. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. My correction, Mr. Speaker, is this. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not state any proposition. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas (continuing). That this is a false 
record, and that the record ought to be corrected. I said there is 
no such committee—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has stated no proposition, and 
the gentieman from New York [| Mr. Payne] moves that the Jour- 
nal be approved. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say a word or two upon 
that, because I think it better that debate be had before the pre- 
vious question is ordered than afterwards. The Journal has been 
read to the House, not only what is usually read, but the whole 
a been read in extenso; and it does not seem that there is 
anything of criticism to be offered upon the Journal itself. The 
gentleman from Kansas has occupied some five or ten minutes, 
and has not been able to suggest any mistake made in the Journal 
itself. Therefore I move the previous question upon the approval 
of the Journal. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
New York—— 

Mr. BLAND. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Kansas was on the floor, 
and the gentleman (Mr. Payne] can not take him off the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York made a point 
of order that the gentleman from Kansas had made no proposi- 
tion for the House to discuss. 

Mr. BLAND. He made a point of order, but he can not take 
him off the floor on a point of order. The gentleman from Kansas 
has the right to make a motion to strike out matters. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 120, noes 36. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. There is evidently a quorum present. 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to correct the 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The SP ER. The question now is on the approval of the 
Journal. 


The question was taken; and the Journal was approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit a privileged report. 
After the ing I shall demand the previous question. 
Mr. BAILEY. How is that? [understood the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania made some observation about the previous ques- 


Mr. DALZELL. I shall demand the previous question as soon 
as it is read. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, of course, it must be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House resolution No. —, 
have had the same under consideration, and ask leave to report it with the 


recommendation that it do 
That upon the nm of this resolution the House shall proceed 
to the consideration of Senate resolution 42, and at the end of the datate, 


ee Oat enened two hours, a vote shall be taken thereon to its 
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Mr.DALZELL. Iask for the previous question on the adoption 
of the resolution. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to submit the views of the 
minority of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. DALZELL. I submit to my friend from Texas that I have 
the floor, and I do not yield it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks they would have to be filed 
with the Clerk. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania insist 
that he has the floor? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I insist that he has not the floor until the 
Speaker has first stated the question. The gentleman who intro- 
duces a proposition in this House can not retain the floor while 
the Speaker is stating the question; and so the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania—— 

Mr. DALZELL. The Clerk had read the report. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania must cer- 
tainly have yielded the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognized the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania has asked 
for the previous question. 

Mr. DALZELL. I gave notice prior to the reading of the report 
that I should do so. 

Mr. BAILEY. And that evinced your unseemly haste. The 
Chair can undoubtedly, in his discretion, recognize the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania as often as he pleases, but the Chair must 
exercise that discretion as often as the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania seeks recognition. Weare not ing to have it ruled that 
when a gentleman rises for one a and submits a proposition, 
he still retains the floor while the Speaker is stating the proposi- 
tion. And if I needed to enforce that observation, I need only 
invoke the ruling of the Chair the other day, when the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] had appealed from the decision of the 
Chair and the gentleman from New York promptly rose and moved 
to table the appeal. The gentleman from Missouri contended that 
he had not yielded the floor. The Chair ruled that he must have 
or the floor while the Chair was stating the question on the 
appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The ase mage from Texas is correct. The 
mtleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] is recognized. 
Tienghher. 

Mr. BAILEY. Now, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. DALZELL. I move the previcus question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. DALZELL. I decline to yield the floor to the gentleman 
from Texas. I do not want to be guilty of any discourtesy. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DALZELL. I have the floor. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ido not infringe the right of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania when I submit a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. DALZELL. I did not hear the remark of the gentleman; 
I beg his pardon. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman ought to be listening. I know 
he is determined upon his course; but let him pursue it in an 
orderly way. 

Mr. DALZELL. We will try to do so. 

Mr. BAILEY. And with some fair degree of decency. [Ap 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I submit as a question of order that it is not com- 

tent for the Speaker, with the assistance of a mane: to deny 
the minority on this floor an opportunity to be heard. Itis power 
enough that the Speaker bestows recognition. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Texas state his par- 
liamentary inquiry? é 

Mr. DALZELL. This is nota pennant inquiry. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iwill state it. I was proceeding to lay the pred- 
icate for stating it-—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the question hardly 





. needs a predicate. ae 


r. 
ell, it aa it in order to make gentlemen 
to be fair, 
mocratic side. } 


Mr. BAILEY. 
on the other side understand. If they were d 
there would be no need of it. [Applause on the 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I was proceeding to a 
ae SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state parliamentary 

quiry? 

Mr. BAILEY. It would appear that the minority are going to 
be denied the as to present every proposition—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas is not in order. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I say to the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia that if he will withdraw the demand for the previous ques- 


tion and it us to offer our proposition—— 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the demand for the pre- 


vious question. 
Mr. PALZELL, I must decline to withdraw the demand, 





oe ——— (after putting the question). The ayes seem 
ave it. 
_Mr. BAILEY and Mr. LEWIS of Washington called for a divi- 

sion. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 123, noes 84. 

Mr. BAILEY. I call for tellers. 

Mr. DALZELL. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 117, nays 81, an- 
awered “ present” 25, not voting 130; as follows: 


YEAS--117. 

Adams, Davison, Ky. Johnson, N. Dak. Russell, 
Alexander, Dayton, Ketcham, Shannon, 
Arnold. Dingley, Knox, Shattuc, 
Babcock, Dolliver, Kelp, She 
Baker, Md Eddy, Lacey, Smith, 

ber Taek, Southard, 
Barrows, Evans, Linney, 8 e, 
Bartholdt, Faris, Littauer, Stee e, 
Beach, Foote, Loud, Stewart, Wis. 
Booze, Fowler, N. J. Loudenslager, Stone, C. 
Brewster, Gardner, Low. me, W. A 
Broderick, Gibson McCleary, Strode, Nebr, 
Bromwell, Gillet, N.Y. Marsh, iturtevant, 
Brown ‘ Mercer, whey, 
Brownlow, Grosvenor, Mitchell, Tayler, Ohio 

il, rout, udd, ‘ongue, 

Butler. r Odell, Upde A 
Cannon Hawley Olmsted, an 
Clarke, N. H Heatwole, Otjen, Walker, Va. 
Cochrane, N. ¥ Hemenway, Packer, ; 
Codding, Henderson, Parker, N. J. Ward, 
Connell, Henry, Conn. Payne, Warner, 
Cooke, Henry, Ind. Pearce, Mo. We “a, 
Soeeeehats Hiltorn, Pitne Wille: ~ Pa. 

m er, y; 
Curtis, lowa Hitt, Prince, Wilson, N. Y¥. 

rtis, Kans. Howe. fs Yost. 
ji, Howell, y 
Danford, Hull, Robbins, 
Davenport, Hurley, Royse, 
NAYS—81. 

Bailey, De Vries, Livingston, Robinson, Ind. 
Baker, Il. Dinsmore, ve, sapere, 
Barlow, Elliott, Mcvlellan, Settle, 
Bartlett, Flees Shafroth, 
Bell, tzpatrick, M Shuford, 
Bland, L McDowell, Simpson, 
Bodine, Fox, MeMillin, ner, 
Botkin y; M Slayden, 


Bre r ‘ Hartman, Mar 8 kman, 
Broussard Stark 
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following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. McCaut with Mr. McLaurin. 
Mr. JENKINS with Mr. STOKEs. 
Mr. Prrney with Mr. Carmack. 
Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. De ARMoND, 
Mr. Brum™ with Mr. Cox. 
E with Mr. Howarp of Georgia. 
ith Mr. DocKERY. 
with Mr. Ross. 
with Mr. PeTERs. 
RIMER with Mr. Berry. 
with Mr. CLaRDY. 
Srevens of Minnesota with Mr. JonEs of Washington. 
of Illinois with Mr. Sms. 
op with Mr. BREWER. 
ERSON with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
ING with Mr. CRANFORD. 
with Mr. Mappox. 
LYBRAND with Mr. Lentz. 
vipson of Wisconsin with Mr. Norton. 
PKINS with Mr. MCALEER. 
AP with Mr. MAGUIRE. 
GER with Mr. ALLEN. 
ounG of Pennsylvania with Mr. BENTON. 
ILLIAMS of Pennsylvania with Mr. Ropertson of Loui- 
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& 

4. 
= 
= 


; WHEELER of Kentucky. 
Joy with Mr. MARSHALL. 


i 
5 
5 
4. 
5 
& 
e 
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‘ALDEN Situ with Mr. BRUCKER. 
G with Mr. BRADLEY. 
Mr. Pierce of Tennessee, 
Foss with Mr. Davey. 
with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 

SULZ 


pes 
i 


z 


of Massachusetts with Mr. LESTER. 
Pueu with Mr. SUTHERLAND. 
with Mr. LiItTLe. 
with Mr. FirzGERaLpb. 
Sperry with Mr. Griaas. 
rt of New Jersey with Mr. TayLor of Alabama. 
Mr. GAINES. 


Mitts with Mr. SULLIVAN. 

SULLOWAY with Mr. TALBERT. 

MAnon with Mr. Benver of Pennsylvania. 
SAUERHERING with Mr. Srrair. 

DOovVENER with Mr. Davis. 

. BANKHEAD. 


ACHESON with Mr. Wiison of South Carolina. 
Hooker with Mr; Catcuinas. 
SHELDEN with Mr. Rixry. 


BER EREEERESE EERE EEREEREEEER 
5 


aeakbakaaba 
, 
= 
F 


gRREE 


ER 
i 
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Mr. Speaker, on political questions I 
mtleman from Iowa, Mir. Pesere This 


2 be @ political question, and therefore I desire to with- 
Mr. Y. Iwish to inquire whether the eman from 


He did not — 
Vv 

Mr. TERRY. ne 

sire to 


voted ‘‘no” on this question, I de- 
withdraw my vote, being paired with the gentleman from 

Mr. JENKINS. I have voted in the affirmative; but I wish to 
Cecte at aon bain paired with the gentleman from South 
Mr. SIMS. T that the pair I have had with the gentle- 
man from Illinois, Mr. Wurrr, expired to-day; but as that ir 


has been announced, I eit continues, I will therefore 
Mr RAs fnd that T am'paived with the gentl 

* am e eman 
from Vermont, Mr. owns. I desire to withdraw my ¥ole 

3 , Lwish uire whether the gen- 

(tannin foetin Mantnobenotio the’ Wriaar, voted on this question? 


F 


The SPEAKER. He did not. 
Mr. A N. I am with that gentleman. I have 
voted in the negative, but to withdraw my vote. 





‘Americain 


Mr. BALL. Mr. Speaker, I have voted ‘“‘no” on this question; 
but finding that I am paired with the gentleman from Ilinois, Mr. 
REEVES, I withdraw a vote. 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to inquire whether the gentleman from 
my Mr. SULLIVAN, has voted? 

The SPEAKER. He hasnot. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam paired with that gentleman, and therefore 
withdraw the vote that I cast in the affirmative. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I thought that the gentleman 
from Missouri, Mr. DocKERY, with whom I have been paired was 
presentand had voted. I am paired with him, and therefore desire 
to withdraw the vote which I have cast in the affirmative, and to 
be recorded as ‘‘ present.” 

Mr. BRUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague, 
Mr. Wm. ALDEN SmitH. I voted “no,” and desire to withdraw 
my vote and be marked “‘ present.” 

r. DORR. Mr. Speaker, as I find I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Georgia, Mr. Mappox, I will withdraw the vote which 
I have cast in the affirmative. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. Dat- 
= is entitled to the floor for twenty minutes, and the gentle- 
man from Texas {| Mr. BaILEy] is entitled to the floor for twenty 
minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to occupy any 
great length of time. I will simply restate the terms of the reso- 
lution. It provides that the House shall now proceed to consider 
Senate resolution No. 42, and that there shall be debate thereon, 
if the House so desires, for two hours. Senate resolution No. 42 
passed the Senate on Monday last, and is in these words: 

That the sum of $50,000 he. and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the relief of destitute 
citizens of the United States in the Island of Cuba, said money to be expended 
at the discretion and under the direction of the President of the United 
States in the purchase and furnishing of food, clothing, and medicines to 


such citizens and for transporting to the United States such of them as so 
desire and who are without means to transport themselves. 


This resolution was passed by the Senate, I may say, without 
debate, pursuant to a message from the President of the United 
States to Congress, which advised Congress that, according to of- 
ficial reports, there are some six or seven hundred Americans in 
the Island of Cuba who are destitute, poverty stricken, and in 
disease. The House will observe, therefore, that the only ques- 
tion before the House is whether or not the House will join the 
Senate in its action, whether the American Congress will respond 
to the call of the American President and come to the relief of 
suffering Americans in the Island of Cuba, whether we shall pro- 
vide the means that shall take food to the hungry and medicine 
to the sick. No other question, so far as I can see, is before the 
House for discussion, outside of this one. 

Ido not apprehend—I think the Committee on Rules did not 
apprehend at the time—that there was any necessity for two hours’ 
debate; but lest there should be any criticism of the committee’s 
action, that provision was inserted. And I assume, Mr. Speaker, 
that the time will be divided between the two sides of the House, 
although I assume also that there will be only one side when the 
question comes to a vote. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. OGDEN. Before the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL} sits down, will he be pleased to give the House some 
information as to the cause of this suffering of these six or seven 
hundred American citizens in Cuba? Will he state what is the 
necessity for our appropriating this money? 

Mr. DALZELL. The question under discussion now is the 
adoption of this rule. When we come to debate the resolution, 
the gentleman wilPprobably receive information upon that ques- 
tion, if he goes to the proper sources. They are just as open to 
him as they are to me. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania {[Mr. DALZELL] that the only question now before 
the House is the adoption of the Senate resolution, but he must 
not mislead the country into believing that that is the only ques- 
tion which ought to be before the House. 

I desire to read a proposition which does not conflict with, but 
which is supplemental to; the proposition now before the House, 
and which itself would be before the House except for the ——- 
tion of the Republican members. I ask the Clerk ‘lo read the 
resolution which I attempted to offer. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this resolution the House shall pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate resolution 42, and at the end of the debate, 
which shall not exceed two hours, a vote shal! be taken thereon, to its final 


tion; and upon the final disposition of the Senate resolution, the House 
proceed to consider the following resolution, to wit: 


Joint resolution declaring that a condition of public war exists in Cuba, and 
that strict neutrality shail be maintained. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 

ss assembled, That a condition of public war existe between 
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the Government of Spain and the government proclaimed and for some time 

maintained by force of arms by the le of Cuba, and that the United 

States of America shall maintain a strict neutrality between the contend: 

powses, according to each all the rights of bellig@ggnts in the ports and terri- 
ory of the United States. 

Mr. BAILEY. That, Mr. Speaker, is the resolution which I 
sought to offer this morning and the reading of which was pre- 
vented by the demand for the previous question. Last Monday 
the majority of this House evidenced to the country that they 
would suffer American citizens in Cuba to starve rather than per- 
mit this House to vote on a resolution recognizing the mo nese 
of the Cuban patriots. To-day they have shown themselves will- 
ing to trample upon the rights of the minority and to disregard 
the ancient and well-established methods of procedure rather than 
be brought face to face with a vote on this proposition. 

It is well enough for the majority to execute its will, but it 
ought to do so frankly and fairly. There is not a gentleman on 
that side of the Chamber who does not know that, if this House 
were once permitted to vote upon the direct proposition to recog- 
nize the belligerency of Cuba, it would carry by an overwhelm- 
ing majority. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

And so it is, Mr. Speaker, that when we are denied the oppor- 
tunity to bring that question before the House it is not the will 
of the majority which you are enforcing, but it is the will of the 
majority which you are suppressing. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.| If you believe you can vote it down, why not meet 
it like men and vote it down? The country would have vastly 
more respect for you if you faced it in that way than it will have 
for vou xrhen you refuse to face it at all, and run from it every 
time it is presented to you. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a singular course which the majority have 
determined to pursue. They have resolved to take $50,000 from 
the public Treasury to relieve the distress of American citizens in 
Cuba. They admit that the distress which they seek to relieve is 


‘due to the war which now desolates that unhappy island, and yet, 


while they a that great distress has been produced by this 
war, they blindly refuse to recognize the existence of the war. 

If war does not exist in Cuba, Spain has no right to confine 
American citizens in overcrowded towns and cities, thus exposing 
them to the horrors of pestilence famine; and her resort to 
such an extreme measure is a confession before all the world that 
war wages between her and her revolted colony. If war does not 
exist between Spain and Cuba, then war ought to exist between 
the United States and Spain [applause on the Democratic side], 
because the cruelties which have been practiced upon our 
- defensible only upon the ground that they are the necessities 

war. 

There are two, and only two, manly and self-respecting courses 
open tous. Either we ought to demand of Spain an immedi 
and a — reparation for the which she has inflicted 

n our citizens, or else it is our duty to recognize the existence 

a war, which aione can excuse those wrongs. _ 

The attitude of the Republican members of this House upon 
this question must tly surprise the Republican masses through- 
out the country. Buta short time ago you were eager to assist 
Cuba, and you bitterly denounced a former Administration for its 
inactive and indifferent policy. When the Republican party 
assembled in its national convention last summer, it went far 
beyond the resolution upon which we are asking you to vote. 
You were not then. content to let the a of Cuba fight their 
own battles and win their own victories, but, pretending a zeal 
for liberty which you do not cherish, you professed yourselves 
willing to help them. You declared that it is the duty of the 
United States not merely to recognize that a war existed, but you 
went further and declared that it was our duty to terminate that 
war. Without being asked to recognize the independence of the 
Cuban Republic, you went to theextent of rae yourselves 
to aid in the establishment of its independence. Here is your 
platform. It declares that-- - 

We watch with deep and abiding interest the heroic battle of the Cuban 

ots against cruelty and op: out for the 
maeneee of their Gchormmneh e Sovernmen 


lo on the Democratic side. ] 
ose are fine words; but they are in strange contrast with your 
actions to-day. Then you promised more than the deliberate 
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have, the interests of wealth above the rights of ene. you 
are endeavoring to evade and = meta this question. Gentlemen, 
you may escape it here by violating your qaesund wwemiding the 
minority, but you can not escape it before the American people. 
Tothem you must answer, and neither a demand for the previous 
question nor a point of order will'save you from their indignant 
judgment. [Aprons on the Democratic side.] They under- 
stand as well as we do the real question which we are trying to 
settle here to-day. They know that we will join with yon in 
relieving American citizens from destitution and hunger, and 
that we.only ask you to join with us in affording to the Cuban 
people the right to relieve themselves from , 

We do not ask you to declare war against in, or to do any- 
thing which will justify Spain in declaring war against us. Our 
recognition of Cuban belligerency can not constitute a just cause 
of offense to Spain; and if that nation should be so rash as to pro- 
voke a war with us because we had exercised a right conceded 
by all of the authorities on international law, the responsbility, 
sir, will be upon them and not upon us. And muchas I shouid 
deplore a war, even under such circumstances, I would not shrink 
from it; for bad as war is, its calamities can not be with 
the loss of national self-respect; nor would I weigh its dreadful 
consequences against the performance of our duty toward a weak 
and struggling nation. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

We do not call upon you now to redeem your promise to assist 
in the establishment of Cuban independence; we simply ask you 
to recognize the right of the Cuban people to fight for their own 
independence; and surely this Government to be swift to rec- 
ognize that sacred right wherever a brave and an oppressed le 
are striving to assert it. [Applause on the Democratic side.) I 
do not forget that when our in their glorious 
struggle for independence, men of other nations were y wel- 
comed to their ranks; and, remembering that, I shall never vote 
to leave the sentence of a "s death suspended over those who 

ive to Cuba the same aid which America so gladly received from 
rance. apneer on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. DA LL. I yield somuch of my time as he may want to 
the gentleman from Illinois {e- Hirt}. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, ao 
before the House, os 000 


ing fellow-citizens in 


it is necessary that Con 
within the reach of the 
pose without action of the 
thought was available for 
fund,” and the President 
have given an opinion 
The method of employing this $50,000 
The men who need it are many of them 
dispatches. Those who are American 
and suffering, are y known and reported 
sae ag ree 7 “od — a scattered in oe places 
the ndo wegen dispatch from Secretary 
. ee by Se the a 
iately draw for the money necessary 
chase of food for men who are in want, 
onan ae ~ ——— Aves can be = in 
cases; it is urgent, pressing. 
when the m came into this House 


is not an such as reso- 


’ in mind, expression 
ly Tocas octinatiby'are, It is to be a law; and that in the midst of 
a Administration 


; at a time when has come into 
a 


judgment of the country would have sanctioned; now you a with 
an ou 


less than the dictates of reason and justice demand. 
have halted—not becanse conditions have changed, for the 
have a a the conditions—but because po 
influences have been exerted to prevent your ae oo 
stock gamblers have become alarmed, and they would see 
their country insuited than to have their disturbed. 
The mpanenenay rich, always and 


have to you to desist; and as you 


a dae of power, 
always 
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at peace and the independence of Cuba. That is the declara- 
of the Republican party, that is the purpose of the Repub- 
licans in to secure peace with independence. {Loud ap- 
plause on the blican side. } 
The state of rs in Cuba has greatly changed since a year 
The comparative force and respective resources and hopes 
Of the Cubans and of the Spaniards have changed. The war is 
becoming hopeless to Spain. Did yon read the last tele- 
graphic dispatches from —— giving declarations of a man who 
oil within a few days probably be the prime minister of Spain? 
Far different from the confident, repelling, arrogant assertions of 
Mr. Canovas, the present minister, who is conducting this war. 

" said on yesterday that the war was substantially 
hopeless. That utterance is from Spain—Spanish opinion at the 
center, from the man who very soon will be clarged with power. 
That i has been produced by the facts in Cuba and by 
the posi of the Executive of the United States; and while this 
is actively going on a gentleman who desires to play polities 
comes in an oposes by a law to interfere with negotiations by 
legislative cote a ition of belligerency, which 
must be decided within ten days 
President, with all the consequences, giving Spanish naval vessels 
the immediate right to search all our ships, with risks of “ peril- 
ous collision” _ war. He said he did not want war, nor did he 
court it. 


Now, the declaration of belli ncy is a serious step which will 
entail many consequences. I have believed that the Cubans were 
belligerents, because they were in fact carrying on war. That 
was my opinion. I have declared it here; and last year urged it 
u Demsoornde to try to get as many votes as I could on that 

for that declaration of opinion. t I am not charged, nor 

was I then with executive power, and did not taen as- 
sume to interfere by more than this expression of the opinion of 
House. [Laughter on the Democratic side.} The Executive 

is in possession of all the facts, with the whole state of negotia- 
tions, and is directly ible for the result of the action taken. 
We know the general facts known to the world, not what ends 
the Executive is wom - or how it is being done. That makes a 
great difference. Gentlemen think that is amusing. Do they 
not know that the declaration of an opinion on a general view of 
a case as to what the general line of action should be is very differ- 
ent from attempting by law to fix each step that must be taken 
by the Executive, dee all the parts of the power with which 
he is c in the presence of any exigency. [Laughter on the 


side. 
. Then you admit you are speaking ‘‘in a 
Pickwickian sense?” 
Mr. HITT. Ido not. I was ing from the standpoint of 


common sense—the practical and successful conduct of grave 
public business. 





m the time it reaches the 


z 


Now, there was undoubtedly a t deal known to the Presi- 
dent and his advisers then—many facts and details that we did not 


know. But on the face of things there was, we believed, a gen- 
belligerency, a state of war in Cuba. And we think so now. 
The question of ns oe er is for our Coats. 
ment one of expediency. s our duty to act in view o 
the inberests of = of oe areas States. by ea isa oa 
devolving upon ve. this question we. know well the 
ee of the Executive. ‘We know by many declarations— 
acts thus far in these few weeks—the 
the part of th We know the 
was mind of the Secre’ of State, why he 
brought in this very resolution and advocated it as an expression 
F Saunt Ge sympathy with the Cubans. 
But he has to consider all sides, all facts, the whole outlook of the 
And, really, no oneamong us all wants any belli 


y 
at all. We want peace, and we want the independence of Cuba. 
That is the real purpose in view. That is what we should seek to 


I donot pretend to know all the facts connected with the 


e Executive. 


tions that may be in progress, but I do know that no n tion 
taken asker io oes "nie ne Sah a oer 
terfere, acts— w—suddenly chan 
uation. Does any believe that our President or the 


the thy that our people feel for every people in 
the straggling for ial aa Gaited Ghat tie continent 
is destined to and forever? 
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ican citizens who were in prison, we hope and believe that soon 
he will solve, as far as the powers within his reach, the circum- 
stances that surround the case, will admit, and as speedily as pos- 
sible, the whole Cuban question; and then we shall have free 
Cuba by our side. 

Mr. BLAND. I should Jike to ask a question for information. 
I understood the gentleman to say a few moments ago that the 
war was about at an end, that the Cubans were all whipped. 

Mr. HITT. I have made no such suggestion. 

Mr. BLAND. I understood the gentleman to say that the war 
was about at an end. 

Mr. HITT. I did not-say so; I said nothing of that kind as to 
the Cubans. <A Spanish statesman says the Spanish cause is sub- 
stantially hopeless. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Payne). Five minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. How much time has the gentleman from 
Texas remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
his time. 

Mr. BAILEY. 
[Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. As I am informed by the gentle- 
man from Texas that he desires to reply to the remarks of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt], I yield the time back to the 
gentleman from Texas and will take time on the general debate. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I occupied more time than I had 
first intended, and in doing so I left less time than the gentleman 
from Alabama desired. Inasmuch, however, as it suits him better 
to occupy the ten minutes which will be required to complete his 
remarks at a later stage of the proceedings, I will avail myself of 
the time remaining to call the attention of the House and the 
the country to some remarkable admissions which have been made 
by the gentleman from Illinois {Mr. Hirr}. 

The gentleman from Illinois declares that my whole purpose in 
this procedure is to raise a political question, and thus obtain some 
political advantage. Is the gentleman from Iilinois ready to admit 
that whether or not we shall recognize the right of the Cuban 
po to fight for their own independence is a political question? 

am more than ready to accept that test. And let it be under- 
stood that every Democrat is in favor of recognizing their right, 
and that all Republicans are against it. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

The gentieman unwittingly said that in the last Congress, when 
he and his party were not charged with the Executive power, he 
played politics—— 

Mr. HITT. No. 

Mr. BAILEY. And voted for a resolution identical with that 
1 am trying to force this House to vote upon to-day. 

Mr. HITT. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. BAILEY. Here is the record. 

Mr. HITT. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HITT. That the gentleman may do me no injustice, I will 
say that instead of my ‘‘ playing politics” a year ago, I refused 
then to amend the resolution, which was concurrent and expres- 
sive of the opinion of the American people, to do what the gentle- 
man is doing now and which I was asked to do—to put a trap for 
Cleveland and make the resolution a law, so as to force diplomacy 
and take diplomacy in the hands of the House. 

I refused to do it because I did not believe it was a patriotic act 
on the part of an American legislator to invade the proper consti- 
tutional function of another branch of the Government because 
the President was a Democrat. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I am ready to confess that I have 
not reached such skill in diplomacy that [ am willing to vote an 

inion which I would not crystallize intoalaw. [Applause on 

Democratic side.} If I believed that the Cuban people are 
entitled to belligerent rights. I would vote to accord such rights 
to them by joint resolution, by concurrent resolution, or by a 
statutory enactment. The difference between the gentleman from 
Illinois and myself is that he will say what he means, but he will 
not make it effective. |Applause on the Democratic side.| If 
the gentleman desires to assume that position, I do not envy him 
the attitude he voluntarily takes. 

The truth about it is that the Democratic party—no, not the 
Democratic , but a President elected by the Democratic 

—was then responsible for the executive administration of the 
ernment. We had been compelled to repudiate him on other 
questions; and it was charitable enough on the part of the gentle- 
man from Illinois to come to his rescue on this question. {Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Democratic side.| He had done the Re- 
publican so many favors that it was a poor return for the 
tleman to do him that. eens neers, | Yet, 

. Speaker, we are told that for two years this question has been 
avoided, and although these people have been entitled to this 


Ten minutes. 
{ hope my friend from Texas will now occupy 


I yield my time to the gentleman from Alabama 
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-in the right order of things and upon their own motion they will 
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recognition, ~~ have been made to wait until, waiting, they have 
almost despaired. 

We do not oppose sending provisions to the starving Americans 
in Cuba. We favor doing so; but while we are anxious to send 
bread to our own people, we desire to send with it a message to 
the Cuban patriots that this great Republic is not indifferent to 
their noble aspirations for freedom. [Applause.] The Repub- 
licans desire to send the bread without the message. We desire 
to send both, because the message will do more to relieve their 
sufferings than all the bread your ships can carry. [Applause.] 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield the remainder of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio Ae GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, while the gentleman from 
Texas has been masquerading before the people of the country no 
human wisdom can tell how many men of the United States have 
died of starvation in the Island of Cuba. While he has been mas- 

uerading here no estimate can be given of how many women and 
children have been turned naked and near om under the pitiless 
storms of that tropical country. He has delayed the relief sought 
to be extended three days. 

No greater exhibition of unmixed demagogy ever was pre- 
sented to the American Congress than the declaration of the gen- 
tleman from Texas that he desires in good faith to lead a great 
movement of a great nation to settle a great controversy between 
the United States and the Government of Spain. When did this 
zeal of his become manifest? When was it that he first was seized 
by this desire to be a leader of a great crusade on behalf of the 
people of Cuba? He stood silently by while the then President of 
the United States defied the expression of Congress and refused 
to act under its declaration. 

I heard then no protest from the eloquent gentleman. I did 
not understand at that time that he felt clothed with such re- 


sponsibility as demanded that he should rise up here and, at the 


head of the various factions of the army that somebody else has at 
last secured solid action roms ener , Should proclaim his un- 
dying allegiance to liberty and thecause of free Cuba. 

Let me say to the gentleman that the Republicans of the United 
States were born and raised in sympathy with Cuba—free Cuba. 
It was a Republican President who, against the protest of the 
Democratic party, sought to relieve Cuba of her troubles long 
ago. And it is the Republicans on this floor who feel a genuine 
and honest sympathy for Cuba. And when the right time comes, 


be found voting not only for belligerent rights to Cuba, but they 
will be found demanding — and national independence for 
the men of Cuba who have suffered. [Applause on the Repub- 


lican side. } 
But, Mr. ker, they will do itin their own way. [Renewed 
applause. | e minority may shift their commanding officers. 


es The minority may retire their failing generals and 
ng into action new men-to take ch of their conglomerate 
organization [renewed ors) , but the Republicans on this 
floor will stand together behind the great leader of their party, 
and when the Lp an time comes they will march to the music of 
the Union, and liberty, and free Cuba. iSegiowee-] 

But we will not be put into line of battle by the enemy. The 
note of the bugle that will sound the rallying cry will not be blown 
by the breathof a Democrat. [Applause.] Thecurrent Adminis- 
tration in the brief two months of its existence has done more for 
the liberation of Cuba than was ever done in the four years of 
Cleveland's Administration—ten thousand times to one. It has 
organized a public sentiment in this country in favor of action, 
= is ready to lead that sentiment. [Derisive laughter on the 
Democratic side. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. When did that sentiment com- 
mence? I thought it had existea long time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, if the gentleman will not put four 

of that remark into the CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD, I shall be 
greatly obl tohim. [Laughter.] This Republican Adminis- 
tration, by its course of procedure, has liberated more than fifty 
American citizens from the prisons of Cuba and is moving in its 
own ve —_ results. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

A MeMBER (on the Democratic side). Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The ques- 
— is on agreeing to the resolution reported by the Committee on 

ules. 

Mr. BAILEY. I move to recommit the resolution reported by 
the Committee on Rules to the Committee on Rules, with instruc- 
tions to report back that resolution with an amendment providing 
for the consideration of the resolution recognizing the belligerent 
— of the Cuban people. 

r. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the amendment is not e to the pending resolution. 
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argument will change the ruling of the Speaker, and I appeal from 
that decision, and on that I demand the yeas and nays. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has not made any ruling, but the 
Chair will make a ruling in accordance with what the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BaiLey] evidently thinks is the proper parlia- 


meee ruling, which is that the amendment is in no wise in 


order. 

Mr. BAILEY. I doit on the assurance of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] that the Chair would so hold. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Texas 
[iia BaILey] probably had a more ‘inner light” than that. 

lave) 

Mr. BAILEY. I demand the yeas and nays upon the appeal. 

Mr. DALZELL. I move to ye 8 the peal on the table. 

Mr. BAILEY. But when I the yeas and nays, Mr. 
Speaker, what p ven admitting that —— could 
have the right to do that—what purpose is there in doing it? We 
do not delay it, and I insist upon the yeas and nays upon the 


appeal. 

Mr. DALZELL. I have the right to make the motion which I 
have made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DA.- 
ZELL] moves that thea be laid on the table. The r has 
decided that the motion to recommit is not in order. The gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] takes an appeal from that, and 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] maves that the 
— be laid on the table. 

r. BAILEY. But before the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALZELL] moved to lay the a on the table ‘‘ the gentle- 
man from Texas” had demanded the yeas and nays upon it. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely; and if the appeal is not laidonthe . 
—_ ~ House will either order or not order the yeas and nays, 
as it pleases. 

Mr. BAILEY. I simply wanted to demonstrate to the country 
that the majority are not willing to face this question. 

Mr. DALZELL. This does not demonstrate anything of the 


kind. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on the motiontolay the appeal 
on the table. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr, 
BalILEy) there were—ayes 109, noes 79. 

Mr. BAILEY. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. DALZELL. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 114, nays 83, 
answered ‘‘ present” 12, not voting 144; as follows: 


YEAS—114 
Adams, Davison, Ky. Hurley, Russell, 
Alenendér, cee Eeeeeh, ir ak eee 
Arnold. . Shattuc, 
Dorr, Knox, 
Baker, Ma Eddy, Kulp, Smith, 
r, Ellis, ao. 
ws, Evans, . 
Bartholdt, Linney, see. 
Brewster, Fowler, N. J. Low. Stone, g ee 
r ick, 5 eClear y , $s tone, 2 
Bromwell, Marsh, ‘ode, Nebr. 
wn Gillet, N. Y. Mercer, Sturtevant 
Brownlow, . Minor, whey. 
Butler, Grosvenor, Mitchell, Tayler, Ohio 
Cannon Grou Mudd, 
Seanwbe: ie, £ ley Olmsted orhis, 
te w E an 
‘od Heatwole, Otjen, Walker, Va 
Conne! Hemenway, Packer, eager, 
Hi ‘ Parker, N. J. W: 
Corliss, Henry, Conn. Payne, Warner, 
Cousins, Henry, Ind. Pearce, Mo. Ww th 
Crumpacker, Hicks, Pearson, White, N. 
Curtis, lowa Hilborn, Pitney, ; wee? 
Curtis. Kans. tt, ‘ince, Wilson, N. ¥. 
Dalzell, ‘ Guise. Yost. 
Dautord, Howe: z 
Davenport, Hull, Royse, 
NAYS—83.. 
Bail E Robinson, Ind. 
er, TL Fitzpatrick, MeGormick, Sa, 
Barlow. McCulloch, Settle, 
Bartlett, Fox, McDowell, 
; unn, oo Shuford, 
Hartman, i 
Botkin, . 
Bro Henry, Miss. 
Brundidge, '. 
Barke, ceesemen, 
ee a 
ayton, unter, 
Cochran, Mo. a“ Tate, 
ro” 


german 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is very clear, but will bo Venn 


hear the gentleman from Texas. 
Mr. BAILEY. I recognize, Mr. Speaker, that no amount of 
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ANSWERED “PRESENT"—12. 


Brumm, Mahon, ; 
~— Jenkins, Spalding, Young, Pa 
Brucker, McEwan, Sperry, Zenor. 
NOT VOTING—14 
Acheson, Cooper, Wis. Kerr, Pugh, 
Adamson, Cox, Kirkpatrick, Reeves, 
Allen, Cranford, Kitchin, Rixey, 
Cramp, Knowles, Robb, 
Davey, Latimer, Robertson, La 
ad, pave Wis. a. Spueenering, 
Barham, r, elden, 
| ie A i aaicaet, Littauer, Showalter, 
Beach, Dolliver, Living Smith 8 Ww 
ver, mith, 8S. W. 
Dovener, veri, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Ermentrout, d, Snover, 
Fenton, Lovering, Southwick, 
Fischer, L inant Stallings, 
Bennett, Fitzgerald, aie. Stevens, Minn 
Benton, Fletcher, eCall, Stewart, N. J 
Berry, Foss, McDonald, tokes, 
B Fowler, N.C MclIntire, Strait, 
=. McLaurin, Strowd, N. C. 
poutiey. Gillett, Mass. aoe Saver, 
Brantley, Greene, uire, ulloway, 
Brenner, Ohio Griffin, y; Sulzer, 
Brewer, Mann, Sutherland, 
Bull, Grow, Mesick, Swanson, 
Burton, ?, Miiler, Talbert, 
- Campbell, Hamilton, Mil Taylor, Ala. 
ee Ur 
oon, ehslage, 
ec, Movie, «= Wier th 
i ew s, alker, Mass. 
, Chickering Howard, Ga. Northway, Weaver, 
Clark, lows Johnson, Ind Norton, Wheeler, Ky. 
Clark, Jones, Va. Overstreet White, Il. 
Jones, Wash. Perkins, Wilber, 
J Peters, Wilson, 8. C. 
Cooper, Kelley, Powers, Wright. 
_. So the motion to lay the appeal on the table was agreed to. 


are no additional pairs, I desire to say 
“no” on thiscall; but, being paired with the gentleman 
Massachusetts, Mr. GiLLett, I desire to withdraw my vote. 
result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the adop- 
the resolution. 

uestion was put; and the resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now report the 
The 


resolution. 

Clerk read as follows: 
Joint- resolution (S. R. 42) 9 
etc., That the sum of 


a agies 
i 
2 


é 


$50,000 for the relief of destitute 
States in the Island of Cuba. 


,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
the not otherwise supsoe , for 
of the United States in the Island of Cuba, said 
tion and under the direction of the Presi- 

purchase and furnishing of food, clothing, 
and for t rting to the United States 


who are without means to transport them- 
—_ order, debate 
e 


om ye Under the 
resolution to two hours. Chair will recog- 
tleman from Illinois {[Mr. Hitt] to control the time 
and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BaILey] 
= in the negative. If no one desires to debate, 


the question. 
5 Alabama. We all desire to debate. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas is 
recognized. 


Mr. BAILEY. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
WILLIaMs}. 
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Mr, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, it is said that 
times and men change with them—whole bodies of men 
change them. It was but a little time ago when the Repub- 
Sous [otis wae Sonsting in oud tones that it was the party of ‘‘cour- 
age” country; above all things, that it was the patty of 

” But we have become so accustomed of late to see the 


: 


party run away from great public questions that it has 
to be a novelty. We saw it at the beginning of this session 
from the railroad bill; we saw it later on run 
the consideration of the bankruptcy bill as it came 
Senate, and we see it now running away from the con- 
of the Cuban question. we come to examine more 
Mr. Speaker, we find, however, that the Republican party 


: 
i 


f 


i 


has not changed its nor the ——— its spots; we discover 
that back of each of then uestions lies a plutocratic influence 
which is interested in memaction. 

Not do whole bodies of men change as times change, but 
even the of ee name, rene me the laws os _ 
Medes as we fon i , changes with the 

, too. austen time a ttle hile ago when, if he had 
chief of some Indian tribe, they would have called him 

‘Big Man Defiant of ;” and now, to-day, they would 
add another title, and him * Big Man Afraid of His Follow- 
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ing.” He is wiser than Epimetheus. He does not want to open 
Pandora's box. He is afraid to allow you men upon that side of 
the House to consider almost any great public question for fear 
chaos would follow in council; and upon this particular question 
he knows that American manhood, whether Democratic or Repub- 
lican, would assert itself in favor of freedom wherever freedom’s 
battle flag was hung to the breeze, whether in Cuba or elsewhere. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are some other changes of more im- 
portance to the world than these; and the change that I note as 
the saddest is the change in the spirit of the great English-speak- 
ing race on both sides of the Atlantic. Time was when the names 
of Kossuth and Bolivar, or the cause of freedom in South Amer- 
ica, or the cause of freedom in Greece, stirred every Anglo-Saxon 
heart in the world. But to-day it must be said of this great race, 
the greatest that the world ever saw and perhaps ever will see, 
that the British branch of it is aiding the despotisms of Europe in 
preserving the power of the barbarous Turk, while it manacles 
the sea power of Greece in the Mediterranean, while the American 
branch of the race is refusing even a hearing to the cause of free- 
dom at their very back doors, in the very center of the American 
Mediterranean, where a people are struggling for the common 
right which every people possesses to change their form of govern- 
ment when old governments are ‘unsatisfactory to civilization or 
do not answer to the public welfare. 

In the great American House of Congress, where once Clay 
thurdered, and where Benton and Mason and men of their type 
thundered in behalf of freedom everywhere, we can not obtain 
the poor boon of having an admitted fact passed upon and recog- 
nized, if that fact is one the consideration of which would be 
favorable to those people. Mr. Speaker. belligerency is simply a 
question of fact. It is not a question of law. There is nothing 
mysterious about it. Belligerency is ‘‘ a condition of public war- 
fare,” and when you recognize belligerency in a country you 
merely recognize that public warfare exists there, and that asa 
consequence both sides should be accorded equal treatment. 

The republicans in Cuba to-day are knocking at our back door, 
praying only that we shall take cognizance of the fact of existing 
war—belligerency. They are not asking any favor of your present 
Administration, only equal privileges with theSpaniard. Yet the 
Republican House of Representatives has to-day voted down a reso- 
lution which merely recognizes the existence of the fact of belliger- 
ency. I know you will say that you have not votedit down, that 
you have merely refused to consider it; but when you deliberately 
shut your eyes to a fact, and that fact is a fact the recognition of 
which is necessary to neutrality, necessary to doing equal justice 
to belligerents, you can not fool the people long with the idea that 

ou have not deliberately done it. I know that the gentleman 
rom THinois said that the President was about to interfere by 
“diplomacy.” 

By the way, Mr. Speaker, did you ever think how utterly too- 
too mysterious it makes a man to be on the Committee on Foreign 
Relations of either House of Congress? I have known gentlemen 
who were the very pictures of geniality and bonhomie and frank- 
néss go upon that committee and become at once afflicted with the 
disease of mystery. Whenever anything is touched upon which 
affects foreign relations, the cry goes up: ‘‘ Hush, hush, hush, for 
this is the bogey man! The most interminable consequences will 
follow if you put your unholy hands upon this sacred thing!” 

But there is nothing mysterious about the question of Cuban 
belligerency, and the idea that the President. if he is really trying 
to bring about a recognition of Cuban belligerency or of Cuban 
independence, can possibly be injured by having the world know 
that the legislative Saaneh of the American Government agrees 
with him, is entirely too absurd for serious consideration. 

Mr. Speaker, there seems an easy way in which all these House 
and Senate proceedings can be brought to an end. Let the gen- 
tleman who has been and who will be chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs in this House rise upon his feet now or at any 
time and say that the President has told him that he intends, by 
executive action, to recognize Cuban belligerency. If he will do 
so, there will be no other word spoken here. Let the President 
_ it to the country, and there will be no word further spoken 

ere. 

Now, then. Mr. Speaker, as I said a moment ago, belligerency 
is a fact. The question is, Does a condition of public warfare 
exist between certain peoples, or between certain fractions of a 
people? If so, belligerency exists. Is it a fact, then, that a condi- 
tion of public warfare exists in Cuba to-day? I want no better 
evidence than that which was furnished by the gentleman from 
Illinois, when he quoted from Signor Sagasta, the leader of the 
Liberal party in Spain to-day, and who will probably soon be the 
premier of that country. 

Mr. Sagasta said in so many words, ‘‘ We (the Spaniards) exer- 
cise no administration or domination in the territory of Cuba east 
of Sacugeunay.” He says, furthermore: © 


We have 200,000 troops in Cuba, but we are not even masters of the terrl 
tory trodden by our soldiers. 
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Gentlemen say that there are no facts upon which to support 
the recognition of Cuban belligerency. Signor Sagasta answers 
them, 

Mr, Speaker, no facts! There are facts that would support a 
declaration of war upon the part of the people of Americaagainst 
Spain. The gentleman himself says the executive department 
acknowledges, everybody acknowledges, that between 700 and 800 
American citizens are, under military orders, herded up like sheep 
in certain refuge cities in Cuba, without anyone to care for them or 
any ability to do anything for their own support, and without 
any provision being made by the Government of Spain for sup- 
porting them. 

pain has no more right to put men to death by starvation than 
she has toput them to death by the bullet; and yet Spain must be 
affected with the natural consequences of her own deliberate act 
when she drives men, women, and children, under pony of mili- 
oe execution, from their homes, to herd them, while deprived of 
ability to engage in their life avocations, in certain places chosen 
by her, and there leaves them without food, clothing, or shelter. 
It is the crnelest of possible murders, and 700 or 800 of the people 
subjected to this treatment are American citizens! 

What would have been thonght during the late civil war if 
General Grant or General Lee had issued a proclamation, or if 
the government of either of the contending forces had issued a 
proclamation to the effect that all men, women, and children, in- 
cluding British subjects and French citizens, be gathered together 
in four cities—let us me = ew York, St. Louis, Memphis, and 
Washington—and then had made no provision whatever to feed 
them or clothe them, no provision even to furnish them with a 
local habitation while they were there? 

Do you suppose that Great Britain—the other great branch of 
the English-speaki ace—would not have spoken to us in un- 
mistakable tones? you suppose that Napoleon IlI—at that 
time seated upon the imperial throne of France—would not have 
followed that action with action of his own which would have 
meant something against the power that was maltreating defense- 
less aliens and in favor of the power on the other side? Yet this 
is a fact which nobody denies: These hundreds are thus huddled 
and he: Jed. 

Now, what does the Republican party propose todo? Genfle- 
men, I ask you seriously to consider this. You propose to treat 
American citizens whoare thus huddled, deliberately, as I believe, 
for starvation and for pestilence, not like American citizens, but 
like paupers. You propose to send them relief, you propose to 
deal outcharity to them instead of dealing out what this magnifi- 
cent race has always dealt out to its citizens everywhere, under 
every sun and in every clime—protection in the enjoyment of their 
rights. Notice of protection, intervention for protection, is the 
step that you ought to take here to-day. 

shall, of course, vote to send relief, but my only objection to 
this resolution is that it does not go farenough. Even the resolu- 
tion attempted to be proposed by Mr. BaiLzy of Texas, as an 
amendment to the one now being considered, does not go far 
enough,in my opinion. And why do gentlemen object to seceg 
nizing Cuban belligerency, to recognizing a plain and e 
fact-—a condition of existing public warfare in Cuba? y, sir, 
we have objection made based on a condition of things of which 
the American “ middle classes ” and ‘‘lower classes "—meaning by 
those terms the less rich and the least rich—are growing tired day 
by day. The only objection made is that it will ‘‘disturb business 

ons ” 


In this latter end of the nineteenth century, men seem to think 
not only that “the age of chiv has gone,” but that this mag- 
nificent piece of humanity that has created and which we 
call man, with “‘ an imagination to body forth the shapes of things 
unknown,” with an intellect to probe into the very secrets of na- 
ture, with a heart to feel for enfferin and for liberty everywhere 
in the world, is nothing but a m money-making machine 
It is bad enough for an individual to feel that way. He sinks 
immediately to the contempt of all men. He sinks to the con- 
tempt of God Almighty. 

Poetry = out from him; enepestlan ceases to exist with him. 
Chivalry is dead; manhood itself is sapped. But for a nation— 
and, worse than all, for a great race like the two branches of this 
English-speaking race of ours—to come to the conclusion, as they 
seem to have done lately, that the only thing to be corsidered in 
their relations with the other nations of the earth is the money 

ion, the trade question, the effect on stocks and bonds, the 
urbance of business, carries ion so far that I do not 
believe any man was ever gifted with power to express the con- 
tempt that a real man if to feel for it. [Applause.] 


ere the hammer fell. 
. BAILEY. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman from 


Mr. S of Mississi Mr. Speaker, I say away with 
considerations like that, where jastios and freedom stand before 


you! It was said in the old days that a Roman citizen, wherever 


he walked on the face of the ‘ 
of his rights, held himself up proudly and said. ‘‘Civis Romanus 


globe, being disturbed in the exerciso 


sum.” And I want to see the day when, wkerever an American 
citizen may be, he shall hold himself proudly, and in response 'to 
all attempts at outrage shall say, ‘‘I am an American citizen.” 

And I want to see the time when a naturalization paper from this 
great Republic may be like the flag of the Republic itself, when 
it shall protect whatever and whoever stands under it, and when 
all the world shall know that no prince, power, or potentate, no 
nation, no sovereign’s satrap, dares to question it or dares to go 
behind it; when it shall cover a citizen like a shield against all 
outrage and all infamy. 

I said a moment ago that we were coming to the point whero 
considerations of business relations prevented you from oe 
ane officially a fact when it was plain, patent, and acknowl- 
edged of allmen. But that is not all. Weseem to be coming to 
the point where, if civilization itself is confronted with business 
interests, civilization must stand aside; when outrage and rape 
and arson at our very doors—things that curdle the very blood 
when we read about t —are to be passed over lightly with tho 
remark, ‘‘ Do not put your unholy hand on this; you can not tell 
what may follow; this is a matter of diplomacy.” And when we 
push the matter further, we find that behind the “diplomacy” is 
always some matter of business interests. 

But, leaving that consideration, I hold that, from the standpoint 
of business even, vulgar and plebeian as that consideration is, this 
war ought to be put an end to, and we have the power to put an 
end to it. From the standpoint of political iency we ought 
to intervene. Why, not long ago gentlemen cheered as if they 
were wild when so ing was said about the annexation of 
Hawaii and the acquirement of a little station more than 
a i miles from the nearest point on American Conti- 
nent. 

lam not a jingo; Iam notan annexationist. I would not try to 
spread the wings of the American eagle all over the islands of tho 
sea. Nor would I upon every occasion Mop those wings and scream 
in exultant boast at our own prowess. But there is a proper 
sphere of influence within the view of every nation—the e of 
its own proper action; and if the Gulf of Mexico, the American 
Mediterranean, is not within our a then I know 
not what is. The Island of Cuba the mouth of the 
a at River, bearing the greatest inland commerce in tho 
world, 

It will command the mouth of the Nicaragua Canal when it is 
Se Oe er ee te 208 fro of 
American troops and ships from coast to coast. e want it within 
the hands of a friendly , and the Cubans will be friendly. 
Spain is historically, teaditionally, and from the ee of 
the and the Anglo-Saxon an enemy to English- 

race always and everywhere when she dares to show 
her-enmity. 

Therefore, as a mere matter of political expediency, while I 
would reer wrong, while I pone ee no — of nero 
destiny,” I would take advantage of every piece good ortune 
that may befall ourselves, and every piece of bad fortune that 
Se ee ee eee enemies, to weaken them in tho 
American iterranean and to establish there, so far as we can, 
our own power or the power of friendly to us, 
whe from: tno solr, wala a would be friend] Tan: 

i to. 


tea and Meteo adele: oy by eta or scoleaean oad by 
Applause. } 


r. BAILEY. Mr. , I assume, of course, that the gen- 
tleman in charge f the on the other side of the House will 
now consume sone of it. 
Mr. HITT. I three minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
ee a 
r. 


Iam surprised should be termed 
in anywise political; and I know that who are 
its passage by are not familiar with 
“Tao nt bosnuks an Bpdince. Sites oun Ger aimeiald 
Oo . , 
the of this saaien-“duahien Guammens the Presi- 
dent take th initiative in passing a law to recognize the 
of Cuba. I devote my time entirely to 
sho the pressing of American citizens in 
~ thon cf fae aeeaher nollie a ae a 
as are . 
I of the Cuban 
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case that I shall state to this House is a case that 
my own observation and was investigated 
personal satisfaction. 1 want to state the case of 
an American citizen, to show that Spain has no 
e toclaim from us that we are infringing upon 
or any treaty — when we propose to relieve 
suffering on that isl 
reason of the advantages given me, I visited the Cabanas 
ess—I think on the 2d of January. A prisoner was brought 
me who exhibited the marks upon his arms, and told me 
short time before he had been captured in the insurgents’ 
y with one Charles Govin, an American citizen. He told me 
when Govin was captured he was entirely uninjured; that 
he exhibited to the commanding officer of the Spanish guard who 
. took him his papers as a citizen of the United States. his appoint- 
ment as a correspondent of a newspaper in the city of New York—I 
think it was the Journal—and his admitting him to that 
territory. And when the Spanish officer discov what those 
were he struck them from his hands and tied him to two 
prisoners for the night. 
This same told me that the next morning at daybreak 
was taken out in plain view, tied to a tree, and the 
ordered to ride by and cut him with their ma- 


rel 
it 


FEES] 
: 


nish ca 


FE 


as they did so, which — ad ——— until ve — was 
attually cut to the Spanish cavalry. And when this 

- with w Ttaiked. Mr. Speaker, was afterwards put in 
Tie Cabanas he applied to the consul-general of the United 
States, his right as an American citizen and stating that 
he did not assert such ri on the field because he “feared the 
fate of CharlesGovin.” The whole official correspondence is here, 


Mr. Speaker, published in Senate Document 39 of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress. is open to all of us. That is the 
treatment that one American citizen received. 

. Speaker, it was my fortune to meet the brother of 
Charlies Govin at Tampa Bevause the claim is made that 
these same — come to the United States and procure fraudu- 
lent papers go back to Cuba, I want to say that this man was 


* 


as tho an American as Iam myself—a nt resident 
of the ne = ther Charles, who was so 
cruelly murdered Spani 

Mr. SIMPSON ate Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBBINS. If it is not to come out of my time. 

The pro tempore. Of course it will come out of the 
gen 's time. 


Mr. of Kansas. I wish to ask the gentleman a ques- 


tion. 
Mr. ROBBINS. Very well. 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. 
those conditions 


Does the 
an on of $50,000? 
—_ he peg em wa —_ 
necessary, t owing of it up by 
medicine, is the very thing we 
of a great work. We do not 
and diplomacy. We want to 
and send it at once. 






















i 


One case, Mr. . Here is the card of Frederic L. 
who aac the Hotel leterre, in Habana, 
Indiana, I ve. Lam notsure 


Holman’s district. By 
was 26 years of age, 
h consisted of a farm 


a 


were sent by Spain to the 
rveorder. He told me 
from him, and 
with his sword. 
head and saw his 


Wi 


when [I saw 
of Habana, 
, fearing 


Now, what good will this $50,000 


man is not dead. 
Will you let them be killed first and 


man is starving in the city of Habana, 
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driven from his plantation. 
expended, will at least give him bread, that he may live. 


ican citizen who was tried and conde: 
rights with Spain. 
took his appeal at Madrid was deprived of his office. 
some ways in which Spain is treating citizens | 


fight, I saw American citizens, whom c 
from Kansas [Mr. Surpson} would say should be 
appropriation of money. 
dled in the little city of Guanabacoa, within 
more than 2,000 people, they told me, and the stre 
They told me those people had been driven in from the provinces 


bitter experience. 





- 
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Fifty thousand dollars, if properly 


r. Speaker, we all know the case of Julio Sanguily, an Amer- 
ed contrary to the treaty 
His lawyer was imprisoned. The lawyer who 
rhese are 
f the United States. 
Mr. Speaker, after the battle of Guanabacoa, the day after that 
rtainly the gentleman 
be relieved by an 
The day after that fight there were hud- 

6 miles of Habana, 
‘ts were crowded. 


outside. 
—— does not make any pretense of furnishing those people with 
food. They have been driven from their plantations, deprived of 


their horses, deprived of every means of support, and among those 
2,000 fugitive people from the country round about they told me, 
and I heard it officially at the American consulate, there were 
some eight or ten American citizens that were in actual want and 


in actual starvation. 
Mr. BRUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man when it was that he saw all of these horrors taking place? 
Mr. ROBBINS. I went tothe Island of Cuba on the 24th day 


of December and came away in January of this year. 


Mr. BRUCKER. 


Is not what you saw and what you describe 


here the legitimate result of war? 


Mr. ROBBINS. To attack peaceable citizens, to kill women 


and children, to drive old men, defenseless women, and little 


children from the country, from their homes, into the towns to 
starve, is not ‘‘legitimate war” nor the result of “ legitimate 
war.” It is extermination; it is cold, cruel, deliberate murder. 

No, this terrible condition of affairs is the result-of the “ brutal 
policy of Spain” and not the result of “legitimate war.” 

No, I say again, it is not the legitimate result of war, Mr. 
Speaker. In the treaty with Spain which I have here, Spain 
guarantees protection to every America citizen on the Island of 
Cuba, under the articles of 1795, and again in protocol of 1877, 
this right is guaranteed, but under this proclamation of General 
Weyler, issued October 21, 1896, this condition of affairs is brought 
about in Cuba—and I want to read just one paragraph of it for 
the enlightenment of gentlemen upon the other side. This proc- 
lamation reads: 

That all the inhabitants of the country districts, or those who reside out- 
side the lines of fortifications of the towns. shall within a delay of eight days 
enter the towns which are occupied by the troops. Any individual found 
outside the lines in the couutry at the expiration of this period shall be con 
sidered a rebel, and shall bo dealt with assuch.— Proclamation of General Wey- 
ler, dated October 21, 1396, sec. 1. 

Mr. Speaker, all the inhabitants— Americans, pacificos, noncom- 
batants, men, women, and children—are driven into the towns by 
this nefarious proclamation of the batcher Weyler, to starve, as 
they are doing, in those fortified towns of Cuba; for to remain 
outside means to be shot, as these poor wretches have learned by 
To be driven into the towns means death by 
starvation and disease. 

Mr. BRUCKER. I should like to ask the gentleman another 
question, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I can not be interrupted. 
minutes. 

Several MEMBERS. 

Mr. ROBBINS. 

tleman in an 


I have only ten 


Go ahead. 
I do not wish to refuse. I will answer the 
gen way I can; but my time is so short. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Mr. Speaker, this condition of affairs existing 
in the Island of Cuba, this is the condition of affairs existing with 
reference to some 600 or 800 Americans resident in the country 
districts of Cuba, as we are informed by the President’s message, 
and it ought to demand at the hands of the American people some 
immediateand urgent relief. Ifthisappropriationcan beexpended 
for their relief, it ought to be granted gladly and at once. Talk 
about a condition of war! Here, Mr. Speaker, is the list of Amer- 
ican prisoners confined in the Cuban prisons. 

This list, which is officially furnished by the Secretary of State 
to the United States Senate, and is a Senate document, discloses 
the names of 74 American citizens. We have been told to-day by 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs [Mr. Hirr} 
that nearly all of them have, by the urgency of a Republican Ex- 
ecutive, been liberated from those prisons since the 4th of March. 
We want to go further, Mr. Speaker. We want to relieve the 
suffering of American citizens in Cuba in these starvation pens 
in these fortified towns; this condition of affairs which has been 

t about, not by the legitimate results of war, but by the 
results of an order the parallel of which is only found in the In- 
= the order that General Weyler promulgated in the fall 


1896. 
I believe Cuba should be free. I will vote to acknowledge the 
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Republic of Cuba at the first ee. Spain has broken 
every treaty obligation with us. She has murdered our citizens 
and destroyed their property. We owe her nothing now. Our 
duty to our own citizens demands that we protect their lives and 

roperty and relieve them from starvation. Does citizenshipof the 
nited States mean nothing? Will we not protect it? e have 
notified the world that we will not permit any other nation to 
interfere between Spain and Cuba, Yet we will not. We rene 
thousands of dollars guarding our ports and patrolling the high 
seas to prevent arms, men, and a from being ship to 
Cuban patriots, while the Spaniards buy all these here and send 
them openly to Cuba. Let us grant eqaal rights toeach. Let 
us acknowledge belligerency; recognize the independence of the 
Cuban Republic. Let us grant, Mr. Speaker, to the Cubans the 
Spaniard’s chance. 

Let us appropriate this money and pete it quickly, Mr. 
Speaker, and if that does not bring about the release of American 
citizens from starvation and death, let us send after it another 
$50,000, and if that does not bring the result, then I for one shall vote 
for and do all that I can to send after these donations war shi 
and armed troops. I believe first, Mr. Speaker, in attempting in 
some rational and substantial manner to relieve these starving 
Americans quickly and without delay. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. | 

Here the hammer fell. 
r. BAILEY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia ts LIVINGSTON]. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. r. Speaker, we are all agreed as to the 

necessity for relieving these suffering Americans in Cuba, and I 

resume that we are all agreed upon another proposition, that 

ere is war in Cuba. I do not think that any intelligent Repub- 
lican will dare to deny that proposition. 

Now, the only practical bane mer to-day before this House and 
before the ple of America is how best and most safely and 
surely to relieve these peo le in whom we are interested in Cuba, 
Your proposition is to feed them for thirty-one days with $50,000, 
for that is the length of time that it will suffice. At the end of 
thirty-one days you must repeat the appropriation, and.at the end 
of sixty-two days you raust repeat it again. 

Now, I shall vote for the $50,000, but I lay down the proposition 
that it is not the practical way in which to get at this business. 
In the first place, what brought about the necessity for the ex- 

nditure of the $50,000? The simple fact that General Weyler 

a@ war on noncombatants, has ven them from their ru 
homes into the cities and villages of Cuba, without any excuse 
under the heavens but that he intends to exterminate every Cuban 
on the island. 

Those he can not kill or banish he proposes to starve to death; 
and I want to say to my friend from Illinois [Mr. Hirt], of whom 
I am so fond, that it came with very bad grace from him this 
morning to throw across onto this side of the House the a 
that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BariLey], the leader of 
minority, was delaying the provisioning of these starving — 
You and your party could have done just the same thing 
Monday which you did to-day. Your Committee on Rules could 
have brought in this rule on last Monday just as well as to-day. 
Why did you not do it? j 

But there is another thing that I want to bring to your atten- 
tion. John Sherman, Secretary of State, knew just as well on 
the 5th of March of the existing condition of affairs as he knows 


them oe 

Mr, HITT. How do F ne know that? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The gentleman from Illinois scarcely needs 
to ask that question, for he was chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs in the last House. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why, of course he was. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, since the 5th day of March he has had access to the pri- 
vate files and correspondence from‘Cuba, that have been kept 
from Congress, and intentionally kept from the public, for fear 
of creating a feeling which would have compelled decided action 
in behalf of these Cuban people. Much was and is expected of 
this Administration. The last did not meet the demands so ur- 

tly pressed upon it by Congress and the public. This should 
ave and, if acceptable to the le, must have more American- 
ism and less Spanish and less English. 

There should be Americanism in it sufficient at least to insure 
safety to Americans in Cuba. You have an Administration that 
for sixty days, since Mr. McKinley and Mr. Sherman came in, 
knew that there were starving Americans in Cuba; John Sherman 
for sixty days knew that these ple were starving, and yet you 
charge on this side, upon the minority leader of this House, that 
he purposely delayed this provision for four days, when ao have 
simpiy deliberately and knowingly delayed it for more than sixty 


da 

Sow, let me suggest that it would have been delayed sixty days 
more if it had not come to the knowledge of the Republican Ad- 
ministration that the Morgan resolution in the Senate had just 


dragged itself along for thirty days and could drag no longer, that 


the Senate was bound to act u it, and that they were going to 
pass it; and just at the very old or doorway of its p e 
you come in here with a proposition and say, ‘‘Give us a little 
more time and the President will certainly do it.” 

Oh, I remember these promises from the Executive, made when 
the question was up for repeal of the purchasing clause of the 
Sherman Act, that gave so many Democrats on this side so much 
trouble, and that from that day to this made them cover their faces 
in shame. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to sug, in all candor, to 
that side of the House one way out of this whole business. Vote 
the $50,000 to feed these Se citizens, and send 
along with it a notice to General Weyler that he must turn these 
noncombatants loose and let them go back to the rural districts 
where they can get fruits and roots and meat to live upon, and 
get rid of the $50,000 app ted hereafter. Why not? 

Mr, STEELE. Who live on roots? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The a says, Who would live on 
roots? For gentlemen over , I would not be sure but that it 
would be a very good thing for them to live on roots for a while. 

Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.| It might cause 
em to have a little more Americanism if they had to live on 
roots for a while in Cuba. [Renewed laughter. 

But, Mr. Speaker, let me sug; in all candor a removal of the 
cause that brought on these conditions that call for this 
seerceriatce: and I know, sir, that you will agree with me, and 
I know that my friend from Illinois will agree with me, that the 
only way to practically and permanently get rid of this thing is to 
remove the cause that ht about this necessity. Now, the 
necessity is brought about by Weyler’s order. I should notify 


him that it must be revoked. 
Mr. HITT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. LIVING N. i 
Mr. HITT. Do you not think the better way to remove the 


cause would be to have the President, with all his authority and 
with all the ability of his advisers, to secure the in dence of 
Cuba instead of the belligerency or anything else? [Applause on 
the Republican a 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. Will you answer one —— for 
me? Will the President do that? Pa on the Democratic 
side.] Now, answer. That is fair. hen will he do it? My 
friend is an honest man; let him answer that. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I have no right to speak by any au- 


thority. 

Mr LIVINGSTON. Then you have no right to make that propo- 
sition to me. Come on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. HITT. I asked you a question, and you have asked me one. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. 

Mr. HITT. Do you want an answer? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I do want an answer. 

Mr. HITT. ThenI willanswer the gentleman. As one member, 
and speaking for m , [have reason to believe that the Presi- 
dent is taking as ve— ; 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Thiscomesoutofmytime. Bein ahurry 


and go ahead. 

Mr. HITT. The President is taking as active and as effective 
steps as he can looking to securing the independence of Cuba. I 
just stated to you a fact showing the outlook in 
conviction is dhepat at headquarters in Spain, that the minister 
who will probably be in charge of that Government in a few da 
= = padig tet ari goty y eme~ om 

opeless for . ——-. Repu 

r, LIVINGSTON. a es 
uestion. ve you any confidence, to any exten panish 
promiass? Now, come down to it, honestly. 

Mr. HITT. Idonot think that there is any promise in question. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, from the es reoenn 
we cam Tansie ait Clone Se Steane an 
I have a great deal of faith in Mr. McKinl 
Republican. I am afraid, however, that he 
land was. 


be revoked; these noncombatants must go back to their homes in 
the rural sections, so that ae own food. We will 
not submit to it, by the eternal!” is what we ought to do; 
and ae amend your resolution? Why not do that 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has 


ired. 
ie. BAILEY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 


bama. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, the highest parlia- 
mentary body of the greatest Government on earth is call — 
to determine from the evidence before it whether war does or 
not exist on the Island of Cuba. 











1897. 


That is the only question, Mr. Speaker. 

on ventertey’, at the very time prominent Republican 
statesmen were ng that war did not exist on that island, 
the S senator and ex-premier, Sefior Sagasta, 
was making a in Madrid, in which he asserted in the most 
positive tetuen thst war did exist; that Spain had 200,000 troops 





Cuba, but he painfully admitted that Spain was not master 
even of the territory den by her soldiers. I read his exact 
words as appear in the cablegram from Madrid in the Post 
” = MADRID, May 19. 

meeting of Liberal senators and d to-day Sefi ta, fc 

ao pon gh important h, in t > on ae ehiol he said: ae tre 

“We have 200,000 Wwoens in Cuba, but we are not even masters of the terri- 

by our iers. At the same moment Carlism is organizing 
fteclt in the peninsula and menaces us with a new war, thanks to the impu 


nity it enjoys, while the seeds of separatism are germinating in some of the 


“ picture could ier. We ha in Cub: d in th: 
Phillppities, and we _wwinvs<. 

Two hundred thousand Spanish soldiers in arms and in line of 
battle in the Island of Cuba, and an official report before us stat- 
ing that 


EIGHT HUNDRED AMERICANS DESPOILED, IMPOUNDED, AND STARVING. 


hundred American citizens are driven from their homes, 
deprived of their property, despoiled of their estates, impounded 
and corralled and starving in the towns and villages of Cuba, and 
men who have forgotten that honor and chivalry are the price- 
~ heritage of the American ple would make us believe that 
the Island of Cuba is blessed with profound peace. 

For three years the ope bulletins have been reporting fre- 
quent engagements with superior bodies of insurgents. They 
have told us of the slaughter of the insurgents in battle, and the 
sound of musketry shooting down helpless prisoners, including 
combatants and noncombatants, including Cubans and Americans, 
has been heard every day of the reign of the Nero of the nineteenth 


century: “ Weyler the First;” and yet, after allthis slaughter, 
the disti Spanish senator and ex-premier proclaims in 
Madrid, Spain’s beautiful capital: 


We have 200,000 in Cuba, but we are not even masters of the terri- 
tory trodden by Sar ediee 


This is an eeaee statement from a Spanish senator and ex- 
ier, and gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] who has 
ust taken his seat informs us that Sefior Sagasta will in a few 
days again become the premier of that Government, and this fact 
ves even more significance to his words. He tells the people of 
that because of an insurgent army of rere numbers the 
,000 Spanish troops are not even masters o 

stand upon, and the ae from Pennsylvania who spoke 
half an hour ago told us that the warfare carried on by these 

200,000 soldiers was brutal, cruel, and atrocious. 

The statement by Sefior Sagasta that— 

Spain is not even master of the territory trodden by her 200,00) soldiers— 


is an admission that the Cubans have practically the control of 
This alone entitles the struggling patriots to 


All works on international law assert that actual possession of 
tory is sufficient. 
Wildman, quoted approvingly by Halleck, pays 68, says: 


When, in result of a civil war, a state its government, or a 
or colony, that batore har no se existence, isin the possession 
. 


of sovereignty de facto is taken 
power is at liberty to recognize such 

of it as an independent state. In 
is sufficient. 


the territory they 









Davis in international law, page 200, says: 
to called i . 
See 
the laws of war are to ) in the military operations. ee 
Lorimer, Vol. 1, page 142, says: 
a Wie pete et the Chadas ce cae me cbeiity os etna 
pM ey vee is a mere declaration of impartiality. 
from amen for savegettion the rights .. be ligerency, 
eae : paren . would plainly be to take par 
ee this, the money changers and owners of 
Spanish bonds that there is no war in Cuba, and that 
we must not recognize as entitled to belligerent rights. 


SPANISH ARMY IN CUBA FIVEFOLD OUR ARMY OF 1776 OR 1812. 
From 1776 to 1781 the average enrolled force of our continental 
ae dete Gan the srarpae favee of British troops in 
uw that time, which I from eleven different offi- 
, was to which force should be added their 
at one time numbered 8,954 men, 
ities force somewhat in excess of 40,000 
works, incl our school histories, 
period from Lexington and April 19, 1775, 
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to Yorktown, October 19, 1781, was a condition of bloody, cruel, 
and desolating war. 

Our losses during that seven-years conflict was but 2,200 killed 
and 6,500 wounded, a less number than the Spaniards claim are 
killed in a single season, either killed in battle or shot down in 
Weryler’s slaughter pens. In the war of 1812 we had 1,877 killed 
and died of wounds, and 3,737 were wounded and recovered; and 
in the war with Mexico 1,049 were killed and died from wounds, 
and 3,928 were wounded and recovered. 

MANY TIMES GREATER THAN THE ARMIES IN MEXICO 


The greatest force commanded by General Taylor, with which 
he won the victories of Palo Alto, Resaca de la Palma, and Mon- 
terey, was 6,650, and his great victory at Buena Vista was accom- 
plished with a force of 4,733 men, and Santa Anna's entire army 
at that battle was reported on paper as 19,993 men. 

General Scott carried the Stars and Stripes from Vera Cruz to 
the halls of Montezuma with an army whose maximum strength 
was 12,776 men, and the entire force brought against him by Santa 
Anna was estimated to be 30,000 strong [applause]; and yet 
American history has dignified these occurrences as real, actual, 
bloody warfare. Mr. Speaker, we have to either stop Fourth 
of July celebrations and undo the elections of Old Hickory in 
1848 and Pierce in 1852, who the people elected because they 
were told that old Zach Taylor and Franklin Pierce were both 
heroes in actual war, or else we have got to admit that the array of 
hostile armies more than five times.as formidable as those which 
fought the campaign in Mexico or the battles of the Revolution 
have created a condition of actual war in Cuba. 

TEN TIMES JACKSON'S ARMY IN THE VALLEY. 

Stonewall Jackson in his campaign in the Valley had less than 
17,099 men, and much less than that number in his engagements 
at Kernstown with General Shields, at McDowell with General 
Milroy, at Front Royal and Winchester with General Banks, and 
at Cross Keys and Port Republic with Generals Frémont and 
Shields, and yet all these gallant soldiers, driven from these fields 
by the sagacity, skill, and courage of the superb Jackson, hastened 
forward couriers, dispatches, and te!egrams assuring the Govern- 
ment that the once peaceful valley of Shenandoah had become a 
theater of actual war. 

If we are to vote that war does not exist in Cuba, we must also 
vote that there was no war in the Shenandoah Valley. 


LES: THAN TWO HUNDRED THOUSAND CONFEDERATES UNDER ARMS IN 1863, 


Again, Mr. Speaker, the War Record Reports tell us that in 1868 
the total effective of all the Confederate force east of the Missis- 
sippi River was only 153,780 men, and it must be remembered that 
in 1861, before half that number of soldiers were in the field, the 
Spanish Cortes declared that war existed between the United 
States and the Confederate government. If we now decide that 
there are not a sufficient number of Spanish troops in Cuba to 
create a condition of war, we must also decide that war did not 
exist in this country from 1861 to 1865, and we must follow up that 
by repealing all the pension laws, bringing the dead to life, making 
the lame to walk, revising history, and teaching the children that 
there were no such personsas Lincoln, McClellan, Grant, Sherman, 
Sheridan, Hancock, Schofield, or Lee, Jackson, and Jefferson Davis. 
We must do one of these things, Mr. Speaker, or else admit that 
the same facts which created a condition of war in one country does 
not create it in another. 


FRANCE HAD BUT 195,801 BOLDIERS IN 1815. 


The returns of all the armies of France of June 1, 1815, show that 
their entire strength was 195,801 men. This included the Army 
of the North with which the Emperor fought the battles of Ligny, 
Quartre Bras, and Waterloo; Army of the Rhine, under Rapp; 
Army of the Alps, under Suchet; Army of the Jura, under Le- 
courbe; Army of the Var, under Brune: Army of the Eastern 
Pyrenees, under Decaen; Army of the Western Pyrenees, under 
Ciauzel, and Army of the La Vendee, under Lamarque. The en- 
tire force under arms in France was therefore less in number than 
the strength of the Spanish army which Seiior Sagasta tells us is 
now fighting a war of oppression and conquest in Cuba. 

If Republican statesmen are right that war does not now exist 
in Cuba, then war did not exist in Europe, and the stories of 
Napoleon and Wellington and Blucher and Waterloo are fairy 
tales which should be blotted out of history. 

anes SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama has 
expired. 

r. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask two minutes more. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have yielded all the time under my control. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, I ask unanimous consent for an 
extension of two minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I thank the House for this 
courtesy. 7 

The trouble is, Mr. Speaker, that the controlling element in this 
country has changed. 











1198 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 20, 





HONOR THE DOMINANT SPIRIT ONCE; GOLD THE CONTROLLING POWER NOW. 


From 1776 to 1865 the dominant spirit which controlled in this 
Republic was one of honor, glory, chivalry, and patriotism. The 
dominant spirit of to-day is the pride of gold, of palaces, of mar- | 
riage alliances with dukes, and princes, and counts, and an exer- | 
cise of the whole power of the Government in the interests of 
money changers, millionaires, and monopolies, and this, too, 
whether oa Astors, Goulds, Vanderbilts, or Rockefellers of 
America, or Barings and Rothschilds from across the sea. 

I do not know what others may say or how others may vote, but 
lfor one proclaim on this floor that war, cruel, brutal, murder- 
ous war,does exist in that ‘‘gem of the ocean”—that beautiful 
**Queen of the Antilles”—and I here assert that it is our duty as 
the representatives of the greatest people upon earth to so declare 
tA — = councils that exist under the canopy of heaven. 

plause. 

ir this declaration will aid our brethren struggling for liberty, 
‘we are only doing what we promised to do when God vouchsafed 
victory and liberty to us. If we fail to do this, we are recreant to 
our pledges, to Christianity, to civilization, to humanity, and to 
God. if nd pee) 

Mr. HITT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Apams]. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, as I entered the House a moment 
ago, I heard a gentleman from Georgia making an appeal to this 
side of the Chamber to pass these belligerent resolutions to “ stiffen 
the backbone” of the man to whom the American people have 
just intrusted the charge of this Government. 

I wish to say, in reply to the gentleman from Georgia, that the 
man who within thirty days after taking his seat in the executive 
chair forced open the prison doors of Cuba and set free the sixty 
Americans who had been languishing in prison cells, owing to 
the weakness of the Democratic Administration, needs no strength- 
ening at the hands of either side of this Chamber. [Appiwase. 

Mr. Speaker, there have been some comments made here upon 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the last House. As the 
chairman of the subcommittee that had charge of the subject of 
Cuba in that Congress, I wish to say that, while not occupying 
that official ition now—while, in fact, not a member of any 
committee—-I wish to state that we reported to this House a reso- 
lution which called for the protection of American property and 
the protection of the liberty of American citizens to the point of 
armed intervention. And we need no suggestion now from the 
Democratic side of the Chamber as to what the Republican party 


hould do. 

Oar tion on this subject is declared in our platform. -We 
stand pledged to that position, and we will carry it out. But, sir, 
we will do it in our own way and in our own time, and upon the 
suggestion of the executive branch of this Government, not at 
the dictation of a minority party whom the people of this country 
have just sent to the rear. We hold ourselves responsible, and 
we will meet the ore = cee —<— to —— 
, &@ message as us to provide for feeding starving eri- 
cans, we ask no 8 tion from the other side of the Chamber. 

We will feed star Americans; and if gentlemen on the other 
side want to go on record against it on a parliamentary quibble, 
let them doso at their peril, and the people will hold them account- 
able for their actions. The people of the North and of the South 
will ask, Was there any objection when it was proposed to send 
food to Russia? Was there any objection when it was proposed 
to send food to India? 

Nay, more. Coming right to our own homes, was there wey 
objection when, in view of the floods in the Mississippi Valley, 
was sought here? And yet.gentlemen from the other side, i 
from that very section, have the effrontery to stand in this Cham- 
ber and to — by a parliamentary quibble, for the sake of a 
small political advantage, the s¢nding,of food to starving Ameri- 
cans in Cuba. . p 

Mr. Speaker, this is not a question of international law. The 
«question is not whether our country isin danger of being involved 
i any difficulty. Spain, that has kept at arm’s length any : 
sitions from the last Administration, has received praptaiiion 
—has offered no opposition to feeding these e, 
Where is the necessit es Se ee ee ouse to 
‘s the backbone” of the Executive? Has Spain ever ac- 
cepted any proposition of any kind from the last Administration? 
No, sir; for she knew the weakness of the Executive; she knew 
she had the sympathies of the Executive and the ar of 
State on the Cuban question; and she would not have to 
hold out her hand so that this might be done. The ‘‘ backbone” 
is there in the present Executive; and if Spain had dared to re- 
fuse this offer of America to feed her sons residing in a foreign 
land, the force would have been there and food would have gone 
if we had been obliged to fire it down the throats of the hot-headed 


eae etal 


ff BAILEY. I fold ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr, CLayTon]. 


_Mr.CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, toa plain and average American 
citizen it seems to be strange, if not anomalous, for time to be so 
precious here that this House can devote but two hours to the con- 
8 leration of the important question now before us, when it is re- 
membered that under the rule of the Republican majority we ad- 
journed last Monday, when this matter was first presented, over 
until to-day. But in the brief time allowed me I can advert only 
to this offense against r legislative deiiberat’on, this preven- 
tion of free speech, and the injustice done here to the minority. 
And I can not hope to do more than refer to some of the features 
of the Cuban question. 

Mr. Speaker, in the discussion indulged in here to-day, brief as 
it has nee — sae some oun ee 
Some members o majori oare c e respon- 
sibility of acting or of defeating action have said repeatedly that 
this Administration would extend to the Cuban patriots and to 
the suffering Americans in the Isiand of Cuba a complete remedy 
and a complete cessation of the ills which they endure. But when 
these self-constituted witnesses are cross-examined ntlemen 
on this side of the Chamber and are called upon for t author- 
ity to make any such statement, they disclaim their authority; 
and, in the language of the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Hirr], 
they each say: **I have-no right to by any authority. As 
one member, and speaking for myself, I have reason to believe,” 


etc. 

The country has heard too often the language of diplomacy and 
evasion. It has so often heard in to the t economic 
question—that of the currency—which itated thiscountry for 
several years past, the old, ery of ‘‘ Wait, wait; don't discuss, 
don’t agitate, and confidence, prosperity, and happiness will come 
to the people,” until now contidence has been lost in your ae 
sions. ee on the Democratic side.}] Let us not longer 
delay, but let us give the Americans in Cuba some ence, some 
action, that will assure them that this great Government is not 
only willing to contribute the means to alleviate their present 
suffering, but intends to see to it that other atrocities shall not 


rane eae posed by the gentleman from T. 1d 
e resolution pro Vv n ‘exas wou 
doubtless do all this, while the isolated tion emtboiied in 
the joint resolution reported by the ° ican members of the 
Committee on Rules extends temporary succor only. The com- 
plaint against the resolution by the committee is not that 
the pr relief is not timely and proper, but that it falls short 
of m the whole exigency of the case. 
The question inyolved in the resolution which the 
from Texas, the leader on this side, to offer, and has 
had read, is not anew one. Its favorable here ought 
not to admit of any further delay. Is there any man in this 
House, is there any American anywhere, who can read the news- 
papers, the great disseminators of in ce, is there anyone 
thus blessed who can doubt the situation in Cuba and doubt our 
duty to-day? I say that the propositionis notnew. If a of the 
majority have voted down the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Texas upon the ground that you have not information 
of a state of war in Cuba, you stultify the former House of Rep- 
resentatives, including the members here present who were mem- 
bers of that House; you the Senate of the United States. 
In the time of President Cleveland knew of a state of 
war existing there. The Senate and the: 
current a so declared. 


gentleman 


of a war in Cuba can no longer be doubted. The 
made in the Senate on 
utable proof that a war does exist in Cuba. 
bo-any doubting Thomas tet 
wounds laid bare b 
orThen aati d a 

ese 8 g an 
REcorD and are asabsleas fansite to the 
publican side, who tell us to wait and say to 
ought So gees ee a ee 
better info: from the So 


of fuller and 
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Why delay when we are now informed that 
Department should publish to the world the names of 

Cuba who ae official reports told 
conditions and horrors there it probably bring upon 
the protection that this great country 
death by means of the 


not to let the cen- 
line between Americans for 

blicans for Spain, with 
other. No, gentlemen, when you now 
I say we, I speak for this side of the 
common of America, that 
we belong, doubt your sweet and 


wo years thiswar began inCuba. But not until 
we the fullest authentic information in the case, 
nate of the United States and not 
. I might refer to the Sen- 
great popular branch of the Amer- 
——- on the Democratic side. 
latter days to the popular wi 
ander Republican domination. 
TEnEaiE Wiad Menate which hes in the pout, when 
3 w in the past, w 
of the of my ae 
persecution sought to nul- 
eee er aon now is our only 
hope against organized rapacity of the insolent money power. 
cease ago than —— I might say, I trust with pro- 
priety, in that same was a disclosure of the attitude 
of to Cuba, and its offer to Spain 
of friendly mediation, and the rejection of that mediation. The 
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ore what that Administration announced as 
 pdliey was there. I desire to read a part of what 
Mr. Olney, as Secretary of State, said to the Spanish minister on 
April 4, 1896: rs * 
Sate nem cemnates or San ences since ‘os, in expla rot its rapid 
ad, to that oa on, whieh fromm May or ‘June uneil November renders 
ee ee Sue theory and epinion that. when they nae 


and probable. In this ou believed, 
TIES focmeeeation month Gilera mast 


marked 1868 and which, be: feebl 
bak. a a prolonged its life toe apwerd of 
years. 
is Su oeeeaiens thas eutectaine’ by ou in 
and shared not merely b ap Sueeares t b 
the ener and fal of have boon’ : disa in 
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United States had taken care of its own people in the Island of Cuba accord- 
ing to the full measure of its duty, many a life would have been saved in the 
former struggles and in the — one, much property would have been 
from destruction, great anguish of feeling would have been spared to 
our people, both native bornandadopted. But the Government of the United 
States has not taken proper care of her own people in Cuba, and it is time 
that we begin to do so 
The object of the introduction of the joint resolution which is before the 
Senate to-day is to put the Government of the United States in a proper 
legal attitude toward the Government of Spain in Cuba, and to enable us 





simply to take care of our own citizens. I have always declared that this was 
my leading motive, and in fact my exclusive motive, as a Senator of the 
United States, in whatever support I have given to measures here in respect 
of our controversies and difficulties with Spain in the Island of Cuba. I 


have kept my mind fixed firmly and exclusively upon the duty of the Gov 

ernment of the United States to the citizens of the United States in the 
presence of this state of facts. I am trying to get from the Congress of 
the United States—and I hope the Executive will concur with us—a defini 
tion and statement of a legal status or situation which makes it possible for 
us, under the laws of nations, to protect the lives and property of our peo- 
ple in the Island of Cuba. 

In accomplishing this result, Mr. President, it may turn out—and Il would 
be very glad that it should—that assistance will be given to the people of the 
Island of Cuba in the establishment of their independence, in freeing them 

ves from an a inable yoke, which, so far as they are concerned, has 
never resulted in any benefit to the people there at all, but has beer imposed 
upon mand maintained over them for the mere purpose of leeching out of 
them their substance and of keeping them as eools and feudatories to the 
Crown of Spain and to the nobility and gentry of that country. I should be 
very glad taresult of that sort should follow; but whether that result 
shall follow, or one still more disastrous to the people of Cuba, nevertheless 
it is a duty that we can not abdicate to take care, so far as in us lies, of our 
people in that island. 

We are willing on this side to give this relief or remedy as far 
as it may go, but we want some expression and some action, if 
need be, that will prevent further atrocities. In the one hand you 
offer charity, but in the other hand you ought to offer assurance 
that these atrocities shall not again be perpetrated. The world 
ought to understand, and Spain, with all her cruelties and bar- 
barities, ought to understand, that there is an American con- 
science that has been quickened in behalf of suffering human be- 
ings, whether they be citizens of the United States by nativity or 
adoption, or patriots in the Cuban Republic. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. | 

But, "Mr. Speaker, some gentlemen on that side of the Chamber 
have said that the President has been in office but a few weeks: 
therefore let us delay any expression other than what may be 
implied from this appropriation of money. You did not talk 
that way at your convention last summer at St. Louis. You then 
comprehended the situation. Your President was elected upon a 
platform that comprehended the situation. The country under- 
stood it. Instead of affairs growing better they have grown 
worse. So we say, now that you have the opportunity to fulfill 
yonr promises, do not give the country more promises, but relieve 
the necessities of suffering Americans and give some guaranty 
that these atrocities shall not be repeated, that these six or eight 
hundred American people may return to their peaceful occupa- 
tions, that they may be protected in their lives, liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness. 

Also, give the Cuban patriots the kindly assurance that this 
great Republic recognizes the march of republicanism; that on 
the Western Hemisphere monarchy is out of place; that it is our 
belief that only republics should grow and flourish on this side of 
the world. Let the Cuban flag float upon the high seas without 

to the Cuban patriots of being condemned as pirates and 
hanged from the yardarms of their vessels. Let the Cuban flag 
unfold to the breezes on every high sea in every clime. Let it be 
ted among the banners of nations. Let the Cuban patriots 
ve their Yorktown, if they can win it by their own swords. 
Let them have their George Washington, and add another illus- 
trious name to those of the apostles of human liberty. {Applause 
on the Democratic side. 

Mr. aker, I need not say that this resolution for the recogni- 
tion of i cy should not be a dividing line between the 
political es, for, sir, in their conventions last summer, these 
parties declared for a vigorous American foreign policy, expressed 
sympathy for the Cuban patriots, and announ for the protec- 

of Americans in foreign lands. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] has suggested that the 
declaration of belligerency is a serious one, and so it is. But my 
pgp Bae that the gentleman himself voted for such a declaration 
in last Congress, and that if the declaration is serious now it 
Was serious then. Besides, sir, if the condition of affairs in Cuba 
then weresuch as to justify the declaration then, they more abun- 
dantly justify the declaration proposed by the gentleman from 
Texas now, for the conditions in that war-cursed land have not 
been modified by the vast army of Spain, but those conditions have 
been aggra beyond the point of exaggeration. 

If we were concerned a year agoin ending the war, we are much 
more concerned now. Behold the spectacle of the Spanish fleet 
guarding that little island, situated, as it is, within about 100 
miles of our own shores! Witness the long and ineffectual effort 
of Spain to conquer the Cubans. No one on this side of the House 
wants war, but we wish to terminate a war which Spain can never 
terminate until she acknowledges the birth of the new Republic of 
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Cuba. Weare forced to protect our own rights where Spanish 
impotency has failed. 

Look at the Administration of Mr. Cleveland and that of Mr. 
McKinley sedulously and vigilantly taking care that this Govern- 
ment does not permit its citizens to furnish aid to the Cubans! 
Wesee oe endeavoring to suppress liberty by murdering its 
devotees. Absolutism warring for subjugation and continued op- 
pressivetaxation. Powerimpotentagainstthe right. Power that 
can not conquer the unconquerable, and that now confessedly is 
unable to make secure the rights, interests, and lives of the citi- 
zens of a great and hitherto friendly nation. We can not be in- 
different to the spectacle. Our country and its citizens first, and 
our country and its citizens in every emergency forever. Let us 
love the immortal sentiment of Webster, ‘‘Our country to be cher- 
ished in all our hearts; our country to be defended by all our 
hands.” [{Applause.] 





APPENDIX, 


We reassert the Monroe doctrine in its full extent, and we reaffirm the 
right of the United States to give the doctrine effect by responding to the 
appeals of any American state for friendly intervention in case of European 
encroachment. We have not interfered and shall not interfere with the 
existing possessions of any European power in this hemisphere, but those 
possessions must not, on any pretext, be extended. We hopefully look for- 
ward to the eventual withdrawal of the European f+ a from this hemi- 
sphere and to the ultimate union of all English-speaking parts of the conti- 
nent by the free consent of all of its inhabitants. 

From the hour of achieving their own independence the people of the United 
States have regarded with sympathy the struggles of other Amorican people 
to free themselves from European domination. We watch with deep and 
abiding interest the heroic battle of the Cuban patriots against cruelty and 
oppression, and our best h ‘o out for the full success of their deter- 
mined contest for liberty. ¢ Government of ae having lost control of 
Cuba, and being unable to protect the propesty or lives of resident American 
citizens or to comply with its treaty obligations, we believe the Government 
of the United States should actively use its influence and good offices to re- 
store peace and give independence to the island.—From the Republican Plat- 
Sorm adopted at St. Louis in 1896. 

The Monroe doctrine, as originally declared, and as interpreted by the suc- 
ceeding Presidents, is a permanent part of the foreign policy of*the United 
States, and must at all times be mainta'ned. 


We extend our sympathy to the po of Cuba in their heroic struggle for 
liberty and independence.—From the Democratic Platform adop at Chi- 


in 1806, 
We tender to the patriotic people of Cuba our deepest sympathy in their 
heroic struggle for political freedom and independence, and we believe the 
ime has come when the United States, the t Republic of the world, should 
recognize that Cuba is, and of right ought to be, a free and independent 
state.—From People’s Party Piatform adopted at St. Louis in 1896. 


Mr. BAILEY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 


‘ennessee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has nine minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is as much as I shall want, 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield it to the gentleman. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, if anything can show the im- 
pera of this Congress being organized or in condition to do 

usiness, it is the fact that we are in such a disorganized state— 
committees not appointed—that if every man on this side of the 
House, and two-thirds of the men on the other side of the House 
wanted to pass a resolution or to adopt measures concerning Cuba 
or anything else, it could not be done as a matter of right. 

If every man who is to be on the next Committee on Foreign 
Affairs were to-day here and were in favor of the adoption of a 
resolution recognizing the belligerency of Cuba, they could not 
find any way to express it. Let it not be forgotten at any stage 
of these proceedings that the House of Representatives, as at pres- 
ent constituted, is one man and twe committees, and that the 
other members might just as well not be in Congress for the power 
they can have in a or putting through legislation that 
does not meet with favor elsewhere. 

The session drags along; important questions arise daily; the 
country is in a desperate conditjon, and yet the House is unorgan- 
ized, and business can only be done ‘by special rules, and then 
without any investigation by or report from a committee, 

Now, sir, as to the merits of the resolution. Mr. § er, this 
is a proposition to send to destitute citizens in a foreign country 
supplies, without which it is said they will starve. It isa function 

ly governmental. 

It can not be done by individuals, because Spain might refuse 
to allow individuals to send supplies. It can not be done by the 
several States, because she could exercise the same authority as to 
the States that she could as to the individual. But when 70,000,000 
American people, with the American flag, and,if need be, with 
an American squadron along with that flag, send those supplies, 
the Government of Spain dare not refuse to let us feed our starv- 
ing. It is work that individuals and States can not do. What has 
brought about this condition of affairs in Cuba? 

The Spanish Government has ordered all the inhabitants in a 
certain territory to come within the Spanish lines or be treated as 
outlaws and ablic enemies. This has filled the towns with half- 
starved people who have been forced to leave their 
a at their deserted homes. Some here question our right to 

owledge the belligerent rights of the struggling Cubans. I 
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can not see how they can doit. We clearly have the right, and 
ought without further parley to do it. 

war exists there that has taken from 150,000 to 200,000 soldiers 
from Spain, and they have not thus far been able to suppress what 
they call an insurrection. 

Two hundred thousand soldiers mustered, the b tarmy Spain 
has mustered since the Napoleonic wars, the mother country al- 
most exhausted and impoverished, and yet we are told that no 
state of belligerency exists there! Suppose that thesame action that 
has characterized us had characterized France in our war for in- 
dependence, as was stated in the eloquent appeal of my friend 
from Alabama [Mr. CLAyToNn] who has just said, ‘‘Give Cuba 
her Yorktown.” Wecould not doso, because America would have 
had no Yorktown, and independence would at least have been 
deferred. 

Sir, I believe in the doctrine of Thomas Jefferson, ‘‘ Peace, com- 
merce, and honest friendship with all nations, and entangling alli- 
ances with none.” But I believe in that further doctrine of which 
he was the magnificent exponent, that the American Government 
has the power and the American Government ought to exercise 
the authority to protect every American citizen, whether he is in 
the Occident or in the Orient; andif I were President of the United 
States, there would be an American armed vessel in sight of the 
Cuban coast to-day. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

So far as I am concerned, I would be glad to vote for a resolu- 
tion that I understand the Senate is now v on, to recognize 
the belligerency of Cuba. Not belligerents, w the man, as 
has been told us by the gentleman from Ilinois, who is to be the 
next premier has admitted that the war is a failure! Not bellig- 
erents, when they control two-thirds or three-fourths of all the 
territory of the country now! Not belligerents, when the Span- 
iards have been forced to drive American citizens and other citi- 
zens into the towns and herd them so that they are reduced to a 
state of starvation like a lot of sheep! Not belligerents, when 
200,000 troops can not suppress them! 

When a from Pennsylvania has the facts that have 
been detailed within his knowl to-day, how can he hesitate to 
recognize the belligerency of ba? How can the gentleman 
from Illinois, the distinguished gentleman who was chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs in the last Congress, fail to sup- 
port a resolution of that kind, when every intimation he has 
made here to-day is that the war there is a failure? 

Oh, but they say that the Government of the United States ought 
not to declare belligerency in thatterritory. What, = in 
your opinion, does constitute belligerency? When, in your opin- 
ion, may we declare the Cubans belligerents? 

Some reference has also been made to the fact that during the 
Administration of Mr. Cleveland we a@ resolution here 
through both Houses of Con favorable to Cuba and that he 

ed the expressed of the people. Our friends on the 
opposite side criticise him for it. 
beg the gentleman to remember that the resolution faces Mr. 
McKinley, the present President, and ought to be just as potent 
with him as his predecessor. It is just as obligatory, morally and 
otherwise, on President McKinley to-day as it was on dent 
Cleveland at ~~ a 
jo no’ 


Mr. Speaker, to speak for other le. I do 
not know how others may feel upon this question; Patt for one, 
believing that a republican form of government is that which is 
wisest and best for men, seeing the great that this great 
Republic has made under our free institutions, seeing what its 
influence has brought about in France, and that it is moving on 
in other countries, never to see the — Cubans think 
they ought to be free and bit the ey now exhibit that 
I would not say Cuba is entitled to bel t nee along with 





Spain. [Loud applause on the 

Let them have equal rights and an equal chance among our peo- 
ple along with Seatn. Let us not help to crush Cuba by showing 
favoritism to Spain. 


ht will we sit silent? 


our citizens in Cuba to go 
otic voice of a suffering and to go unheard. We 


have given no greedy ear, as we 
Cuba should be accorded belligerent rights and given a fair ¢ co 
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tral power may do, send words of good cheer to the 
oom ene 4 ‘hem in their great struggle. 


c si °] 
ve any time, I yield it to the gentleman from 


Arkansas . MCRAE 

Mr. Se ILEY. eons Spear, I ask unanimous consent that fif- 
teen ) to gentlemen on the floor who represent 
the . I think it ought to be done in all fairness. I 
had in to yield that much time myself, but in computi 
the time I found that I have made a mistake. I have confe 
with the gentleman from Illinois, and he agrees that this is a 

ble request, and I therefore ask for fifteen minutes for them. 


reasona 
The S tem . The gentleman from Texas asks’ 
unanimous etnsenk thet the tim 


e for debate be extended fifteen 
minutes, that time to be controlled by representatives of the Pop- 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I appeal to the gentleman's sense of 


. There are twenty-one members of the Populist party 

we aoe pas I o him not to do that. 
Mr. DING . the gentleman will not put it on any 
such as that. Here is a question on which there is but 


an tive and negative side. The time has been equally 
divided, and the — from Texas has controlled the time of 


opposition. Now, I am entirely willing to grant this request 
po of courtesy, that gentlemen shall have iat ton, 


matter 
but I am not willing that the gentleman shall put it on the ground 


of fairness. 
BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine can 
aoe in fairness I ought ~ iy granted the time. 
i at. 
But I insist that in all fairness these gentlemen 
are entitled to 


recognition. 
Mr. DINGLEY. But the gentleman himself has deprived them 


of their right. 

Mr. BAILEY. I make no point on that. My simple request is 
t be allowed fifteen minutes. I repeat the request. 

The pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
that the time for debate be extended fifteen minutes? 

Mr. SHATTUC. May I ask what is the name of the Populist 


whe see weaee 
Mr. BAILEY. I ask th-t the oo from Kansas [Mr. 
Smpson pene rece t time. 
C. Lobject. 


F 


E 


Mr. 

The SPEAKER tem The gentleman objects. 

Mr. BAILEY. dee. inerher, 1 ask I that the time for de- 
bate be extended fifteen minutes, and that I be permitted to con- 


rties,I would 
he gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BarLgey] asked me what time we wanted as the 
Populist ow I told fifteen minutes. He said he would 
give us minutes, It seems he has already given his hour 
away to his side of the House, and that leaves us outside of the 
breastworks, so to speak. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not want to be 


ee eee Tom Teams Mr. Bate 
aT ee matter. = a 
Mr. pare aa request, [Laughter and 
Mir SIMPSON Kansas. And therefore, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous for fifteen minutes. st 7 
ie. order!”] 


The gentleman from Kansas asks 
time for this debate be extended fif- 
teen a that the time be controlled by himself. 

LA Is that to be used in opposition to this resolution? 
say. I have not 


! 
: 
F 
| 
7 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Ka‘ Mr. 
SucPsox] will accept it, Iwill yield fo himn. ie earls tiene eee 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HITT. How much does the quationen wish for himself 





ites. 
thatmuch time. [A use. 
tleman from Aerie tate 
yield five minutes to the gentleman 





that proposition I agree; but I want to suggest this for considera- 
tion: We are making a great many appropriations, and in this 
case we are.making an appropriation that, unless things change, 
must be repeated and repeated over and over again. 

Now, my friends, 1 want you to look at this proposition. Ihave 
information as to the condition of affairs in Cuba from an eye- 
witness, a man who has been in Cuba for over two months. He 
tells me there is no scarcity of provisions on the Island of Cuba, 
He ridicules the idea of our proposition to send: provisions there. 
He says that the Americans with whom he associated (and his as- 
sociations were mostly with them) ridicule the idea of Americans 
here trying to benefit them by sending them provisions. 

He says there is no famine of provisions on the Island of Cuba; 
but he says there is a famine of guns and powder among the in- 
surgents, and what they want is not to be fed in prison. And 
hs must bear in mind, gentlemen, that if an American citizen is 

orced from his plantation, where he has been living in plenty, 
into the circumscribed military limits of a city, he is as much in 
prison as though he were in the stockade of the Spanish Govern- 
ment. 

Seven hundred or eight hundred American citizens are in prison; 
they are not at liberty. But what they ask—so say the men who 
give us information from there—is that the American people shall 
so aid them that they may return to their plantations, where they 
have abundance, and enjoy the liberties of American citizens. 
They are noncombatants and entitled to return to their peaceful 
homes. 

Now, suppose we make this appropriation. You contribute 
$50,000 to theSpanish cause. You donothing else with this money, 
as they are Spanish prisoners, and Spain should be forced to care 
for them, feed and clothe them, until permitted to return to their 
homes. And bear in mind, I am going to vote for this proposition. 

Mr. CANNON. Why? 

Mr. BELL. Because of the fact that, as you say, our people 
are in distress there and must have immediate relief. 

Mr. CANNON. But you say they are not. 

Mr. BELL. And your party is doing this simply to avoid doing 
something substantial and in order to distract the attention of 
the American people from the real cause of the distress. 

Mr. CANNON. Then why should you help us to do that? 

Mr. BELL. Iam willing to give those people this temporary 
relief, hoping that the American people will be strong enough to 
withstand the commercial spirit and the demands of the vested 
interests which are seeking to put this measure through this House 
to-day in order to prevent a recognition of the belligerent rights of 
Cuba. In this proposition nothing else speaks but those interests. 

Gentlemen may talk of the backbone of their President—and I 
have the highest regard for him; but when it was announced in 
the newspapers that there would be a conference with the Cabinet 
preparatory to sending a message to Congress, practically every 
paper in thiscity, as wellas papers throughout the country, teemed 
with the information that Mr. Atkinson and others came speedily 
to Washington to see that nothing in that message should inter- 
fere with vested rights in Cuba. 

It is not any principle of humanity that actuates this resolution. 
There is nothing in it but a little temporary relief. It does not 
take the men out of prisonin Cuba. And I care not what you 
say, a man forced within the limits of the lines of the military of 
Spain within an incorporated city is in a Spanish prison. Now, 
are you willing to say that the American people will stand by and 
feed those paupers in the Spanish prison? I will vote for a propo- 
sition of this kind once, but I hope I shall never have todo so again. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

r. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, in the first place, I 
want to acknowledge the generosity of the gentleman from Llinois 
[Mr. Hitt] in granting me ten minutes, without which I would 
not have had the opportunity to be heard on this question. 

I have listened to the speeches on this resolution; but I have 
heard very little as to the question before the House. This, as I 
understand it, Mr. Speaker, is a proposition to take $50,000 out of 
the Treasury of the United States, gathered by taxation from the 
people, and to give it to some supposed starving Americans in 

ba. Ordinarily I am very ready to vote for propositions of this 
kind for charitable purposes. I voted to send relief to the sufferers 
along the Mississippi. But, Mr. Spéaker, that was at home. I 
contend that charity should at least begin at home. We have 
many thousands of people on the verge of starvation in this coun- 
try, and it seems to me we ought first to address ourselves to their 


8. 

Mr. Speaker, I picked up a leading Republican newspaper the 
other day, in which 1 read an interview with ex-Postmaster- 
General Wanamaker, in which he gets off somewhat of a ** calam- 
ity howl.” At least it would be called a ‘‘calamity how!” if I 


should utter such werds. He said: 

lconfess that five years of listening toa steady stream of people passing 
through this office with their tales of woe, suffering, and starvation have 
worn upon me, and I confess, also, that Iam alarmed by the increase in the 
numbers of that the last few months. 
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That is in the great city of Philadelphia—the City of Brotherly 
Love. And certainly, if anywhere in the United States, charity 
—— to begin there. 

he gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apams] intimated to 
this House that the Republican party here want no suggestions 
from the minority; that in good time they will attend to all these 
matters concerning Cuba. That is the explanation of the viola- 
tion of their latform declarations and the promises of their 
speakers on the stump. They promise not alone to relieve the 
people of Cuba, but ‘‘in their own good time” to bring prosperity 
to the country. When will that time come, gentlemen? You 
know to-day that you are in power under false pretenses. You 
went before the country and you said: ‘‘ Elect the Republican 
party and you will get prosperity at once.” Yet here is that 
rominent member of your own party, ex-Postmaster-General 
Wausau, declaring — 

The country is not prosperous. Since the outset of the last Presidential 
campaign the party press and political leaders generally fixed the Novem- 
ber election of 189% as the date of the nuing of good times. A full half 
of the year hus expired since the will of the Republican party was declared. 
Thus far but one of the important issues of the campaign is nearing settle- 
ma oan hardly any noticeable improvement of the wretched times is 
manitest. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Wanamaker does not say that. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. That is the language of Mr. Wana- 
maker, one of the great Republican leaders, who goes down into 
ae bar’1” and contributes to the campaign fund every Presiden- 

year. 

Gentlemen on the other side s t that ‘in good time” they 
will attend to all these matters. en will that bugle note be 
blewn? Gentlemen, I want to make here and now the prophecy 
that that note will never be sounded until it comes from some 
back-stairs office of some of the sugar syndicates or bondholders’ 
conventions. Whenever the great ‘‘ property interests,” as you 
are pleased to call them, give consent that the belligerent rights 
of struggling Cuba shall be recognized, then the Republican party 
will fall in line, will march in step to their music, and not before. 
enews) 

i ere the hammer fell. | 

_ "meen I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 

r. Hun}. 

l Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, of course I do not expect or desire, in 
the course of three minutes, to enter into any discussion of the 
Cuban question. lam for all proper measures looking tothe estab- 
lishment of a republic in Cuba. [also want to say that the zeal 
of our Democratic friends for the immediate recognition of Cuba 
is something that rather astonishes me, in view of the fact that for 
four years they had absolute power in the executive branchof the 
Government, and for a large part of that period absolute power in 
Congress, and yet took no steps to secure the recognition of Cuba at 
the hands of their own Executive. 

I want to say further that this measure of relief for starving 
Americans should not be coupled with anything which does not 
relate to its distinct p the immediate relief of suffering 
Americans in Cuba. is relief must be given out under the 
authority of Spain, and would be inoperative if coupled with a 
practical declaration of war. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that the Republicans of the United States 
are in favor of extending belligerent rights to Cuba after our 
Executive has made the fullest effort to learn all the facts on 
which to base action, and then it will be done in a proper and 
substantial way and at the ae time. Within the last three 
weeks the President of the United States has sent to Cuba a man 
of highest character and ability to gather information to: be laid 
before the President. When this information, showing the true 
situation in Cuba, is submitted, we shall hear from the utive 
in a special message, and the wblicans of the House of 
sentatives will respond by anting te relief to , 
gling triots of Cuba. Cotiovs will be the recogni- 

of belligerent rights at least: 

I wish to say further, Mr. Speaker, that to expect our Repub- 
lican President in sixty days to take up this question, reverse the 
foreign policy of the previous i tion, and enter upon an 
entirely new line of policy is asking something unreasonable, Our 
Democratic friends claim to have faith in the Americanism of Presi- 
dent McKinley. Why not trast him? If my friend from Tennes- 
see [ Mr. eaypores at. is — _ ee ney a mgr ob how 
strong the t of t on any we 
can not get consideration of it when the House desires to consider 
it, I want to suggest to him that we need liberty here about as 
much as they it in Cuba. [Laughter and applause. } 

Such astatement from so able and experienced a nta- 
tive is an absurdity. The of the members of this House 
can absolu control its action. majority has eae 

ock all other legislation and force the 
j ay desire. 


the House demanded its consideration. That dominant sentiment 
may not be on the Democratic side, and it certainly is not at this 
time. So that their failure to secure consideration is no eviden 
of lack of power in the j . To say that we can not get 
consideration of a resolution at the proper time is nonsense, an: 
such ee do not Fyn any — of the ayer or any 
citizen of the country. pplanse on Republican side. ; 
Here the hammer fell. 

r. HITT. Lyield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. os” 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I can not fully excuse myself for 
seeking an Wie cule ine a single to this discussion. 
and I would not be ing to consume one moment of time now 
but for the position assumed in the speech made this morning })\ 
the Democratic leader of this House, the from Texas 
[Mr. Bartey]. 

What, Mr. Speaker, is the subject-matter before the House? It 
is something coming to us in the message from the President of 
the United States. statement in that message is: 

Official information from our consuls in Cuba establishes the fact that a 

number of Danortenn eopneen a Matias se in a state of destitution, 


suffering for want of food and medicines. particularly to the 
rural districts of the central and eastern: 


The agricultural classes have been forced from their farms into the near- 
est tewns, where they are without work or money. 


Mr. Speaker, it is a source of some humiliation to me, and cer- 
tainly it must be to all the members of this House who think 
rightly a n a question like this, that we are here to-day consum- 
ing two hours of time in the discussion of a arenes to vote 
relief, not to Cubans, but to American citizens im the Island 0 
Cuba. It certainly would have been a source of pride to every 
member of this House if this resolution bad been agreed to to-day 
without the adoption of any rule, and without the consumption 
of one minute of time. yet such was not the fact. It would 
wy hoy the sourceof still ion if this resolution 


come? From this side? 

this House. Who was it that obj 

House to the consideration of this 

Was it some gentleman who spoke for himself 
the objection to the consideration of this resol) 
last came from the Democratic leader im thi 


estion. 
that came to this House on Monday 


question not for starving citizens of another 
ceuntry, but for hungry and ing American citizens. On this 
side of the House no member raised a voice against the immediate 
consideration of a ion to vote bread to starving American cit. 
izens. The obj as I we all understand it, and it 
must go to the country in the objection that 
the consideration of that 


Licm was not ageesd t thane days ago was because 


oo your objec- 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. Will the yield for a question’ 

Are you not ready to vote for the of the Cubans? 
Mr. BROWN. I shall be ready in my own good timeand in the 

good time of this Republican Administration to meet that ques- 


tion. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. One other question. When will that 


ett, BROWN. ‘That good time will in my opi 
* Ths ep rae Lantos Siac: 
reference to Cuba, and aenba, ee Sueaber, 
time and within oar gat time—— F 
How long, oh, how long! 
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Mr. BROWN (continuing). Within our good time we will 
have an to express ourselves in a manner consistent 
with our , as the friends of men struggling for liberty 
anywhere on earth. 

‘Mr. HITT. Mr. 


. [Applause on the Republican side. } 


r, [ask for a vote. 
question is on the third reading of the 
joint resolution. ; ; . 
The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
MESSAGE PROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, an- 
that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the Honse was 


“2 bill (8, 927) for the erection of a public building at Aberdeen, 
Dak.; 
= bill (S. 995) for the relief of George M. Anderson, of the State 


of Nebraska; : ; 

A bill (8. 1896) to de for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a publi Puilding ing thereon at Salt Lake City, the cap- 
ital of the of Utah; 


A bill (S, 27) for the relief of Isaac Marsh; 

A bill (S. 880) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to set- 
the mutual account between the United States and the State 
Florida, heretofore examined and stated by said Secretary un- | 
der the authority of the Congress, and for other purposes; 

to confer jurisdiction en the Court of Claims in 
book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South against the United States; 


A bill (S. 1310) eee soucopeiation for the benefit of the | 
estate of William Moss, : 
relief of the estate of Charles M. Roberts, 


relief of the estate of 





FF F 


Thomas Sherwin; 
693 relief of John Veeley; 
a to ize Joseph J. Kinyoun, passed assistant 
of the e-Hospital Service, to accept a medal from 
the President Republic of Venezuela; 
construct a road to the national cemetery at 


a the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith 
. Lee, Mary Sheldon, and Florence P. Lee, legal 
Elizabeth Smith, deceased, heirs of Lewis 


for the relief of Fanny B. Randolph and Dora L. 


to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize 
construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River between 
of re and Minnesota,” approved / 24, 1894, 

August 4, 1894, entit ** An act 
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A bill (S. 232) for the relief of A. F. Fleet, superintendent of 
the Missouri Military Acalemy, Mexico, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 1565) to amend and make certain the intent of section 
714 of the Revised Statutes, providing for salaries of judges in 
certain cases after retirement; 

A bill (S. 252) for the relief of William P. Buckmaster; 

A bill (S. 251) for the relief of William Wolfe, of Shelbina, 
Shelby County, Mo.: 

A bill (S. 261) for the relief of Henry J. Hewitt; 

A bill (S. 677) for the relief of Richmond College, located 
Richmond, Va.; 

A bill (S. 233) for the relief of John F. W. Dette; 

A bill (S, 272) for the relief of the heirs of James Bridger, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 253) to permit Anna M. Colman, a widow, to prose- 
cute a claim; 

A bill (S. 1269) for the relief of Olivia and Ida Walter, heirs 
and children of Thomas U. Walter, deceased; 

A bill «S. 249) for the relief of St. Charles College: 

A bill (S. 714) for the relief of L. Robert Coates & Co., of Balti- 
more, Md.; 

A bill (S. 1010) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Com- 

any: 

A bill (S. 487) for the relief of the residuary legatees of Mark 
Davis, deceased; 

A bill (S. 986) for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co.; 

A bill (S. 374) extending relief to Indian citizens, and for other 


at 


urposes; 

A bill (S. 937) for the relief of James Sims, of Marshall County, 
Miss. ; 

A bill (S. 1559) for the relief of Martha A. Bagwell, executrix 
of Sally Hardmond, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1557) to grant medals to the survivors and heirs of 
volunteers of the Port Hudson forlorn-hope storming party; 

A bill (S. 1464) for the relief of Christopher Schmidt; 

A bill (S. 1115) for the relief of the legal representatives of John 
Roach, deeeased; 

A bill (S. 661) to regulate the pay of noncommissioned officers 
in the Army; 

A bill (S. 660) for the relief of John Stull; 

A bill (S. 136) to provide for the payment of the claim of 
Christian M. Kirkpatrick for paving the street adjacent to the 
United States arsenal at Indianapolis, Ind.; 

A bill (S. 436) for the relief of the Continental Fire Insurance 
Company and others; 

A bill (S. 659) to place Francis W. Seeley on the retired list of 
the Army; 

A bill (S. 1594) for the relief of Bvt. Col. Thomas P. O'Reilly; 

A bill (S. 809) for the relief of Orin R. McDaniel; 

A bill (S. 394) for the relief of Charles Fletcher, alias James H. 
Mitchell; 

A bill (S. 1340) for the relief of John Clyde Sullivan: 

A bill (S.. 1194) for the relief of the estate of Richard Lawson; 

A bill (S. 400) for the relief of Dorence Atwater: 

A bill (S. 1273) for a public building at Altoona, Pa., and appro- 
priating money therefor; 

A bill (S. 422) to provide for the erection of a public building 
for the use and accommodation of the post-office at Mammoth 
Hot Springs, in the Yellowstone National Park; 

A bill (S. 134) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Evanston, in the State of 
Wyoming; 

A bill (S. 377) for the relief of Dr. 8S. A. Brown; 

A bill (S. 482) for the relief of the heirs of Sterling T. Austin, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 1687) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of two railroad bridges across the Mississippi River at or near the 
city of St. Paul, Minn. ; 

x bill (S. 1716) making Greatfalls, Mont., a port of entry; 

A bill (S. 1357) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Edwin De Leon, deceased, late consul-general of the United States 


in Eeyp it; 

A bill (S. 706) to provide for the purchase of a site for and the 
erection of a public building at Oakland, in the State of California; 

A bill (S. 1233) extending the time allowed the Blue Mountain 
Irrigation and Improvement Company for the construction of its 
reservoirs and canal in and through the Umatilla Indian Reserva- 
tion, in. the State of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 468) authorizing the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to accept the bequest of the late Peter Von Essen for the 
use of the public white schools of that portion of said District 
formerly known as Georgetown; 

A bill (S. 467) for the regulation of cemeteries and the disposal 
of dead bodies in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 1153) for the relief of John W. Lewis, of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 1451) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Red River of the North at Drayton, N. Dak.; 
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A bill (3. 1492) providing for the selection of the lands within 

ross me Military Reservation, N. Dak., by the State of North 
ota; 

A bill (S. 587) for the relief of the executor of C. M. Shaffer, 

deceased; 

A bill (8. 475) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Patrick Larkin; 

A bill (S. 1979) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi; 

A bill (8. 1788) to provide an American register for the barken- 
tine Sharpshooter, of San Francisco, Cal.: 

A bill (8. 1038) for the relief of Mobile Marine Dock Company; 

A bill (S. 109) for the erection of a public building at Aberdeen, 
8. Dak.; and 

A bill (S. 674) to provide for aids to navigation. 

The message also announced that the Senate still further in- 
sisted upon its amendment numbered 10 to the bill (H. R. 15) mak- 
ing appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the fiscal = ending June 30, 1898, and 
for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, had agreed to the further conference asked by the House on 
the es voies of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Pettigrew, Mr. TeLLerR, and Mr. CocKRELL as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the following resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President of the United States be requested to bring to the attention of the 
Government of Brazil the claim of Helen M. er, executrix of Ernest 

i , against the Gover: nent of Brazil, growing out of a con- 
tract, alleged by said claimant to be obligatory on that Government, for the 
hire of the ship Circassian to transport emigrants from the United States to 
Brazil in the year 1867, with the view to ask said Government to consider the 
said claim and to provide for the allowance and payment of such sum as shall 
be found just to such claimant. 

The message also announced that the Senate had to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the ameadmentof the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
15) makin 4 ne enone for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipula 
tions with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
30, 1898, and for other purposes. 

SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appropriate 
committees, as indicated below: 

A bill (8, 927) for the erection of a Meer building at Aberdeen, 
8. ae the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, when 
appointed. 

bill (S. 995) for the relief of George M. Anderson, of the State 
of ae the Committee on Private Land Claims, when 
appointed. 

bill (S. 1896) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Salt Lake City, the capi- 
tal of the State of Utah—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, when appointed. 

A bill (5. 27) for the relief of Isaac Marsh—to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (8. 380) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to set- 
tle the mnutual account between the United States and the State 
of Florida, heretofore examined and stated by said Secretary un- 
der the authority of the Congress, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 374) extending relief to Indian citizens, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, when —- 

A bill (S. 937) for the relief of James Sims, of Marshall County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (8. 1557) to grant medals to the survivors and heirs of 
volunteers of the Port Hudson foflorn-hope storming party—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1115) for the relief of the] representatives of John 
Roach, deceased—to the Committee on Claims, when — 

A bill (S. 661) to regulate the pay of noncommissioned officers in 
the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 660) for the relief of John Stull—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, when appointed. 

A bi en to provide for the payment of the claim of Chris- 
tian M. for paving the street adjacent to the United 
States arsenal at Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee on Claims, 
when appointed. 

A bill (S. 486) for the relief of the Continental Fire Insurance 
aa and others—to the Committee on Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 659) to place Francis W. Seeley on the retired list of 
the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs, when fo 

A bill (S. 1594) for the relief of Bvt. Col. Thomas F. O y— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 809) for the relief of Orin R. Mc el—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, when appointed. 
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A bil! (S. 894) for the relief of Charles Fletcher, alias James H. 

Mitchell—to the Committee on Military Affairs, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1340) for the relief of John Clyde Sullivan—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, when appointed. 

A bill (8. 400) for the relief of Dorence Atwater—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, when mpg 

A bill (8. 1278) for a public building at Altoona, Pa., and appro- 
priating money therefor—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 422) to provide for the erection of a public building 
for the use and accommodation of the post-office at Mammoth Hot 
Springs, in the Yellowstone National k—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, when appointed. 

A bill (8. 134) to provide for the purchase of a site, and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon, at Evanston, in the State of 
Wyoming—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
when appointed. 

A bill (S. 377) for the relief of Dr. S. A. Brown—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (8. 432) for the relief of the heirs of Sterling T. Austin, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1687) to authorize the construction and maintenance 
of two railroad bridges across the Mississippi River at or near the 
city of St. Paul, Minn.—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1716) making Greatfalls, Mont., a port of entry—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

A bill (S. 1357) for the relief of the legal representatives of Ed- 
win De Leon, deceased, late consul-general of the United States 
in Egypt—to the Committee on Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 706) to provide for the purchase of a site for and the 
erection of a public aro Vakiand, in the State of Califor- 
nia—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, when 
appointed. 

A bill (S. 1283) extending the time allowed the Blue Mountain 
Irrigation and Improvement Company for the construction of its 
reservoirs and canal in and through the Umatilla Indian Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Oregon—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
when appointed. 

A bill (S. 468) authorizing the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to accept the bequest of the late Peter Von Essen for the 
use of the public white schoo's of that portion of said District 
formerly known as wn—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, when a: 

A bill (S. 467) for a of cemeteries and the disposal 
of dead bodies in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 629) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims in 
the case of the book ——_ of the Methodist Episcopal Church 


South against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed, 

A bill (S. 1310) making an appropriation for the benefit of the 
estate of William Moss, deceased—to the Committee on Claims, 
when appointed. 

A bill (8. 


712) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Sherwin— 
to the Committee on War Claims, when —— 

A bill (S. 693) for the relief of John Veeley—to the Committee 
a ares 300) to thon Joseph J. Kin ssed assistant 

A bill (8. 240) to authorize . youn, pa: 

8 n of the Marine-H: Sak Meeviee, to a medal from 
the ident of the Republic of Venezuela—to Committee on 
F Affairs, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 981) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
a Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, when ap- 
pointed. 

A bill (S. 483) for the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith 
Lee, Florence P. Lee, Mary Sheldon, and Florence F. Lee, legal 
representative of Eliza) Smith, deceased, heirs of Lewis Smith, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 956) to amend an act entitled “‘ An act to authorize 
the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River be- 
ao States of crane and _ - lee oo 2 

, as amended by an approved August 4, en 
ac to authorize the construction of a steel 
bridge over the St. Louis River between the States of Minnesota 
and Wisconsin ”—to Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, when appointed. 

A bill (8. 426) to authorize the construction of across 
the Missouri River between its mouth and the mouth of the Da- 
kota or James River; and across the Mississippi River between 
the mouth of the Minnesota River, in the State of Minnesota, and 
Donaldsonville, in the State of Louisiana; and across the Illinois 
and Des Plaines rivers between the mouth of the Illinois and the 
city of Joliet, in the State of Illinois; . to prescribe the charac- 
ter, location, and the dimensions of the same—to Committee 


aE Ee pr yn pry when appointed. 
A bill (S. 665) for the relief of the of certain seamen lost 
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in the foundering “ oe vessel No. 87—to the Committee on 
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A bill (S. 675) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, administratrix of 
James L. Day, deceased—to the Committee on Claims, when ap- 
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Point resolution (S. R. 16) providing for estimate of cost of 
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Committee on Rivers and Harbors, when appointed. 
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A coe bill ( S. 227) for the relief George A. Orr—to the Committee 
on War when 

A bill (8. 228) for the f of Joseph W. Carmack—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (8. 229) for the relief ue John 8S. Neet, jr.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 280) for the relief of John M. Davis—to the Committee 
on Military when a 

A bill (S, 231) for the 
on War when ap 

A bill (8. cee for the 
Missouri Military 
Claims, when 

A ‘pill (8. 1565) to amend and make certain the intent of section 
714 of the Revised Statutes, = for salaries of judges in cer- 
tain cases oa retirement—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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(s. ma) aon. of William P. Buckmaster—to the 


= B. Giddings—to the 
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‘« 1) for the ae of Henry J. Hewitt—to the Com- 


ar Claims, when appointed. 

A bill I (. 677) for the relief of Richmond College, located at 
ond, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 273) for the reliet of John F. W. Dette—to the Com- 


mittee on Claims, when ted. 
272) for the f of the heirs of James Bridger, de- 
on War Claims, when appoin 
(8. 258) to permit Anna M. Colman, a widow, to prose- 
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A bill (S. 475) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Patrick Larkin—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 109) for the erection of a public building at Aberdeen, 
S. Dak.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
when —— 

A bill (S. 1038) for the relief of Mobile Marine Dock Company— 
to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1106) for the relief of Cumberland Female College, of 
McMinnville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims, when ap- 
pointed. 

A bill (8S. 1788) to provide an American register for the barken- 
tine Sharpshooter, of San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, when appointed. 

A bill (8S. 674) to provide for aids to navigation—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1979) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 1559) for the relief of Martha A. Bagwell, executrix 
of Sally Hardmond, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 
when appointed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I presenta conference report on 
the Indian appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] presents a conference report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate numbered 10 to the bill (H. R. 15) making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference, have agreed to recommend and do rec ommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“ The Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to at once allot agricultu- 
ral lands in seve ralty to the Uncompahgre Ute Indians now located upon or 


belonging to the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation in the State of Utah; said 
allotments to be upon the Uncompahgre and Uintah Reservations o r else- 
where in said State. And all the lands of said Uncompahgre Reservation 


not theretofore allotted in severalty to said Uncompahgre Utes shall, on and 
after the Ist day of April, 1898, be open for location and entry under all the 
land laws of the United States.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


J. 5. SHERMAN, 

CHARLES CURTIS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

R. F. PETTIGREW, 

F. M. COCKRELL. 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement. 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 

This report deals with the only remaining matter of difference between 
the two Houses, to wit, amendment No. 10, relating to the lands on which the 
Uncompahgre Indians are located. ; 

The amendment is self-explanatory, and, as it is embodied in the report, it 
need not be repeated here. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question 
on the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Suer- 
MAN] has twenty minutes. Does the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. 
LACEY] rise to oppose it? 

Mr. LACEY. t rise to oppose it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] has 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, this proposition is different from 
any that has yet been broughtin. The first proposition submitted 
was for the opening of these lands, immediately upon the passage 
of the bill, for settlement under the mineral laws of the United 
States. That did not at any time meet my approval or the approval 
of the House conferees, Mr. Speaker, because it in no way provided 
for the Indians now located in that reservation. Under this amend- 
ment the Secretary is given until the Ist day of next April tolocate 
the Indians now situated upon the Uncompahgre Reservation, and 
thereafter all the lands, mineral and otherwise, are open for entry 
under all the land laws of the United States. 

After the first proposition was brought in some weeks ago the 
House seemed to desire that a royalty proposition should be sub- 
mitted, and the conferees onthe part of the House, in obedience 
to its apparent wish, brought in the other day a royalty proposi- 
tion, w ich was quite promptly rejected by the House. Another 
ropalty proposition, submitted by my friend from Iowa [Mr. 
Lacey], and somewhat more stringent, was offered as an instruc- 
tion to the House conferees, and that was rejected; so that the 
conferees went back to meet with the Senate conferees unin- 
structed, 
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Mr. Speaker, the Uncompahgre Indians are located on this land 
in Utah under an executive order of the President. In 1880 a 
treaty was entered into between the United States and these In- 
dians, then located in Colorado, under which they agreed to move 
from their Colorado lands over into Utah, and eventually to take 
allotments. Pending the time when allotment should be made to 
them in severalty, they were located by an Executive order on this 
Uncompahgre Reservation, so that they have no absoluta title to 
that land. 

Now, the proposition here is that the Secretary of the Interior 
shall use the lands of the Uncompahgre ‘‘ Executive-order reser- 
vation,” as it is called, to locate these Indianw. so far as the land 
is sufficient, so far as it is agricultural land, and then to locate 
them on otherland on the Uintah Reservation, the title of which 
is still in the United States, never having been ceded to the 
Uintahs. They simply have been allowed to go there under the 
act of 1864. There is no treaty providing for their location on 
that reservation. 

It ought not to be a difficult matter to locate them all in sever- 
alty prior to the Ist day of April, 1898. When these Indians have 
all been taken care of, with their rights protected as they will be 
by this amendment, I believe this amendment proposes that all 
the lands be opened up under the mineral-land laws of the United 
States. It seems to me a very proper way to dispose of the mat- 
ter, Mr. Speaker, and I trust that the House will take this view 
of the Nag 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CANWON, As to the so-called —_ lands, if this con- 
ference report is adopted, they would subject to entry under 
the mineral laws, as | understand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. What amount could one man enter? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The number of his claims is not limited 
under this proposition. If he located a so-called “‘lode claim,” 
the a of his claim would be precisely 10 acres, if I recollect 
aright. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Will the gentleman permit me? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I think that under the act of 1892 the 
number of claims was limited to two. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was by that act, and if that act is not re- 

led, by implication the number of claims will be limited to two. 
he size of the claim would be either 10 or 20 acres, depending 
upon the law under which the entry was made. 

I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I shall consume the time of the 
House but for a few minutes. This matter has been thoroughly 
debated in the Committee of the Whole, and the House instructed 
the committee of conference, or at least indicated its desire that 
the committee of conference should secure some sort of an agree- 
ment toprevent a monopoly of these mines, and also that the lands 
should be opened up under some form of lease, with a royalty 
coming to the Government. 

The iast conference report came in obedience to this instruction, 
or suggestion, made by the Committee of the Whole, although not 
made by the House; but there were some defects, in my judgment, 
in the form in which the amendment of the conference report came 
here, and therefore I, in conjunction with a number of other gen- 
tlemen in the House, op the amendment. There were, how- 
ever, others who were in favor of giving this property away, or 
opening it under all the general mineral-land laws, which amcunts 
to th 


at. 

In view of the limited quantity of this mineral, and its richness, 
or rather in view of the limited area in which it is found, it 
wietr cocda behd ond Gonk tacaghatian Weaeene merc aeiitanl 

ual could hold, an t there some y growing 
out of it to the Government. In ordi mineral claims the 
discovery entitles the claimant to certain its, and it ought to 
do so. He goes and finds the mineral and loits it, and there- 
fore he is entitled to it in com ion for his discovery, his ex- 
nditure, and his risk. In this case the mineral has already 
examined. 

A Government survey has been made by the Geological Survey, 
and all sas © Coeiepaainan So Sete Se tee peeeemen a ee ae 
which has bean pointed out under the Geological Survey as con- 
taining this valuable mineral. The last Administration refused 
to open up this land because of that fact, and the act of 1894 
limited the claimant to two lots of 10 acres each. 

This present amendment a to it up without any 
limitation, and possibly, under coal and stone act, the claim- 
ant could take 160 acres; and there would be nothing to prevent 
the Barber or any other mnaee Sy ren eee 
or by location of claims, to take all of it. Now, that t to be 
avoided. The House has already fully discussed this question and 
understands it, and I want, in the ited time that I have, to 
yield some to the gentleman from Arkansas. 


- Mr. HARTMAN, Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
ion? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HARTMAN. The gentleman says there is some danger of 
this land being taken under the coal-land act. I wish the gentle- 
man would — to the House in what way gilsonite can be 
taken up as coal. 

Mr. LACEY. This proposition is that all these lands shall be 

under all the mineral-land laws of the United States. 
- HARTMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, yes; it says so in terms. 

Mr. HARTMAN. t think not. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman may be right. It may be that I 
am not sustained in this construction. We ought not to legislate 
in @ way so as to leave it open to any such ible construction 
as this. Whether that be true or not, it makes no difference— 
there is absolutely no difference whatever in the fact. 

It says that anybody, at midnight on the night bef 
day of April, may go on that land and take it, and is 
well that they have desi the Ist day of April. [Laughter. | 
They may go on the ist day of April and take i of just 
as many claims as they can stake off, or take the whole body of 
it if they happen to be in ahead of others. It makes no matter 
whether it is 160 acres or 10 acres. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Without using it in any offensive sense, does 
the gentleman think anybody would be fool enough to go in and 
take one-half of it or even one-tenth of it? 

Mr. LACEY. Very well; there are a great many “fools” in 
this country trying to do that. 

Mr. HART Undoubtedly that is true. ¢ 

Mr. LACEY. Let us ‘‘protect them against themselves.” 

Mr. SAYERS. I want 
is his judgment that the agreement reached by the conferees is 
more vicious than that of any of the agreements that have been 
made 


Mr. LACEY. Iwill not say “‘ vicious,” but I think it ismore—— 
Mr. SAYERS. I did not mean that in an offensi 


limit of the number of claims, and this provides none. 
Mr. —— . Will the gentleman yield to me for another 
question 
Mr. LACEY. Ican not yield. I must yield some time to the 
Arkansas. 


gentleman from 

Mr. HARTMAN. I just wanted to ask the gentleman one 
question. Does not the act of 1894 apply to these claims, and 
would not that limit them 

Mr. LACEY. I think 

Mr. GAINES. What 
the whole of this gilsonite 

Mr. LACEY. Nothing whatever. This proposition would en- 
courage a monopoly. I think we would make a very great mis- 
take to allow them such an opportunity. This matter was very 
fully discussed before. 

Mr. GAINES. We have been trying to avoid a monopoly, and 
now it seeks to create one. 
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t, is the worst. In the act of 
tation as to the area that can be 


f 
cf 
i 


shall be entitled to locate more than two claims, neither 
acres, of any land containing asphaltum, gilsonite, or like sub- 


amendment numbered 10, that the House di 
disagreement we have insisted upon more than once, 


eeu lay 
Hg 


That mineral lands of the Uncom: Indian Reservation, in the 
ue are heoety declared open to public entry under the mineral- 
eee United States, and no one person shall be allowed to make 
more than one claim on lands containing te. And on and after January 
1, 1898, all of said reservation unallot to Indians shall be open to public 
entry under the land laws of the United States. 


The pending pent, adopted, will strike out that amendment 
insert the following: 


That House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

Senate S Saok 10, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: _ 
“The Secretary of the In is hereby directed to at once allot agricul- 


tural lands soreeely to the Uncom Ute Indians now located upon 
or be the Uncompahgre In Reservation, in the State of Utah, 
said ts to be upon the yaeemeshare and reservations or 
elsewhere in said State. And allthe lands of said Uncompahgre Reservation 
Sra nast aura aes fe spon for losin oak ent ees 
after the Ist day open er a e 
land of the United States.” 


laws 
And the Senate agree to the same. 


It will be seen from this that the result will be that all limita- 
tions upon the locations and holdings are to be removed. Ex- 
t that the original Senate amendment does not provide for 
the Indians, it isa better provision than this one, and 
vote to concur in it than to adopt this report. 
do not appear to understand that under the gen- 
there is ao limit to the number of claims that 
each claimant. Each claim is limited in area to 
t as many locations can be made as the applicant 
pay-for. 
work required on each claim each year is $100 
the assessment work, which is exacted as evidence of 
on the part of the locator, is performed, he can hold it 


Hit 
e E : 
Ih 


‘i 


f 


i 


the t of anything for the land. And 
80 aaeaie a aetioveruenent may never get anything 
for this t ‘h was discovered by its aaheers in their official 


ca . 
FF ncaa nicdeeb tin ond es 21 to take the title from 
the Government by a patent to him, he is only required to pay $5 


an acre, but that is not necessary if he is willing to go on with 
his operations. So see there is no limit ae to the number of 
Se. can take; there is no requirement that 
he shall pay for the land unless he prefers to doso. It is true 
that the most of the rich mines are patented, but never until 
shown to be valuable. 

Mr. GAINES. Is there to prevent one person from 


claim of a quantity of land for him- 


is nothing to prevent that being done if 
deliberate judgment that this provision, if 


: 
Ez 
: 


i 
rl 
eek 


passed, will act of August 15, 1894. It will do what it 
——e a eee teen ata eth ceneet cil it 

entry under the general ws, an re ws 
inconsistent with them. an T anid lose Monday, I am not much in 
favor of these lands for royalty or in any way. And 
yet, in view of the fact that the discovery has been made, and the 









Pe 


in the nature of asphaltum, is very limited in quantity and may 
become exceedingly valuable to the various cities and towns of 
the United States that may want to use it in paving their streets. 

As there is no other known deposit of gilsonite having a com- 
mercial value in the United States, the region containing it being 
only about 10,000 square acres, its total market value, however, 
being many millions of dollars, as it is alleged, and as it is almost 
certain to find its way into the hands of a monopolizing company 
if the lands are allowed to be acquired in fee, it ought not to be 
open to purchase under the land or mineral laws of the United 
States. It ought to be preserved from the hands of monopolists, 
that the product may find its way at as low a price as possible 
into the open markets. 

The gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. Lacry] has prepared an amend- 
ment which he intends to offer if the report is voted down, giv- 
ing full authority to the Secretary of the Interior to lease the 
lands containing gilsonite, etc., without much restriction of the 
power so given. That amendment, I think, ought to prevail over 
the conference report. It is a safe provision, though it places 
large power in the hands of the Secretary. I should really prefer, 
however, to prescribe by law certain limitations for the leases, as 
to the main features thereof, at least. On account of the hoarse 
condition of my voice, I am unable to continue my remarks in 
explanation of the amendment I should prefer to see adopted. I 
will therefore send to the desk to be read in my time the amend 
ment itself, which I shall be glad to have adopted, unless the 
House shall prefer that to be offered by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Lacey]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the title to all lands containing gilsonite, elaterite, asphal 
tum or other like substances shall remain in the United States; and the 
Secretary of the Interior is authorized to lease said lands, in legal subdivisions 
of not to exceed 160 acres to any one tenant, for a term of not to exceed ten 
years, to the highest and best bidders therefor, upon such security for the 
payment to the United States of the rental of such lands as shall” be pre 
scribed and approved by the Secretary of the Interior; and the Secretary of 
the Interior is authorized to make regulations for the offering of said reserved 
lands to bidders for such leases, and for the enforcement of the terms of such 
leases: And provided further, That no person, partnership, or corporation 
shall hold or enjoy by assignment or otherwise the right to the use or pos 
session of more that 160 acres of such reserved lands under or by virtue of 
the leases hereby authorized to be made. 

Mr. LACEY. Inowyield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama {Mr. UNDERWOOD]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I have already stated to the 
House my objection to opening this land under the general min 
eral-landlaws. Some days ago the conference committee brought 
in a proposition that was far more acceptable than this one to 
those of us who are unwilling to perpetuate a monopoly in what 
are practically the only asphaltum beds in this country. In pur- 
suance of the mineral laws, under which it is proposed now to 
open these lands, these companies who may desire them can go 
there and take not only one claim, but every claim. 

There is no provision whatever for preventing or limiting mo- 
nopoly control of these lands, which are to furnish the asphaltum 
needed for paving our streets. I feel that as long as we have cities 
to develop, as long as we want to beautify and decorate our towns, 
we have no right to thus give away these deposits; for that is 
what it means. If you open these lands under the mineral laws, 
as proposed in this report, you practically give away a tract of 
land which a Government expert has said is worth a million of 
dollars—you give it away to certain syndicates or combinations 
of persons when the people of your different districts or commu- 
nities need this material for cheap paving. I understand that the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] will introduce a resolution 
which will have a tendency to prevent any monopoly from getting 
hold of this property. 

As a general proposition, I do not believe that the leasing sys- 
tem is a good one for the Government. I do not contend that it 
is wise for us to put our gold and silver mines under a leasing sys- 
tem. But all good rules have their exceptions; and when we find 
a tract of land containing mineral deposits so useful and beneficial 
to the people of the United States as will be this asphaltum deposit, 
I say that, even though it be an exception to our general policy, 
Congress, in of throwing this land open to monopolies or syn- 
dicates, should look to the interest of the people of the United 
States and establish safeguards for the development of this prop- 
erty so as ly to care for the people of future generations. 

s LACEY. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Three minutes. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin {Mr. Coorrr}. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, the statement made 
by the chairman of the committee, that this amendment is a great 

t_on what was originally proposed, seems to me, while 
intentionally misleading, to be a clear misstatement of the 
The amendment was to this effect: 

That the mineral lands of the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation, in the 
State of U are declared open {> public entry under the mineral- 
land laws of United States, and no one person shall be allowed to make 
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more than one claim on lands containing aPeenite. And on and after January 
1, 1898, all of said reservation unallot to Indians shall be open to public 
entry under the land laws of the United States. 

By this provision the asphaltum land to be taken by any one in- 
dividual was limited to one claim—two, I think, in the original 
amendment, and one as it came back tous. Under the amend- 
ment as now agreed upon by theconference committee, the amount 
of asphaltum land which may be taken up under any one claim or 
by any one monopoly is unlimited. 

Moreover, this allotment of the Indians has been characterized 
by Lieutenant-Colonel Randlett, in oe of an amendment 
which was supposed to have been by the last Congress, as cal- 
culated to work an outrage upon the Indians because there was not. 
as he said, enough of agricultural lands there to be allotted in 
proper proportions to the Indians on this reservation; and while 
there might be enough land on the other, yet time ought to be 
ee for the Government to make inspection and to ascertain the 

acts; that to go to work and allot lands to the Indians on those 
reservations, without regard to their rights, would be, in fact, an 
outrage upon their rights. 

The gentleman from Colorado interrupted a moment ago to pro- 
— the question whether we wanted any such laws with regard 

the gold mines of the country as we now propose to apply to 
these gilsonite deposits. I say no, because there can not be any 
monopoly of the gold mines. They are scattered here, there, and 
everywhere, all over the Western country. But this is the only 
body of gilsonite or asphaltum land in the United States; it can 
be acquired by a very few persons, and an absolute monopoly of it 
secured and maintained. In making this statement I rely upon 
official reports of Government officers, 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Does not the gentleman know that there are 
ilsonite beds in California and in Colorado and in the Indian 
erritory, besides these in Utah? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Iam surprised that the gentle- 
man from Colorado keeps asking a question which has no rele- 
vancy or pertinency. If the facts are as he states, there has not 
been anything for yearsand years to prevent anybody opening u 
those asphaltum mines in Colorado and California. ey stan 
in a different situation from the mineral deposit on this reserva- 
tion. Why have not those deposits in Colorado and California 
been opened up years ago? 

Mr.SHAFROTH. The reason is that they are not worth devel- 
opment. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, But we are talking about these 
deposits in Utah, which are worth much, according to the state- 
ments of agents of the Government. These deposits amount to 
28,000,000 tons, making a valuation of over $30,000,000, as stated 
by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEy]. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. Curtis]. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I hope this conference 
report will be agreed to. I disagree with gentlemen who say that 
there is no difference between the amendment as now pro 
and the amendment as it firstcame fromthe Senate. This amend- 
ment proposes to prevent any monopoly from taking possession of 
the gilsonite beds on this reservation in Utah. The other amend- 
ment provided for the opening of the lands in such a wayas would 
permit a monopoly to take possession of all of them. 

By this amendment one year is allowed for the opening of these 
lands, giving the poorest man in the country -_ e opportunity 
to go there and take a claim. The very fact that the time for 
a this reservation is put off one year gives every man in 
the oT an opportunity to take a as claim. 

Mr. McRAE. not the gentleman know that the Senate 
amendment, upon which all this controversy arose, fixes January, 
1898, as the date for opening this reservation? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. It was not the mineral lands that 
were to be opened, but the agricultural lands. 

Mr. McRAE. No. I have the provision here. The last clause 


And on or after January 1, 1898, all of said reservation unallotted to In- 

shall be open to public entry under the land laws of the United Btates. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. But that never was passed. 

Mr. McRAE. That is the amendment now pending. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I beg the a pardon. 

Mr. McRAE. The gentleman will find that I am correct. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Ithinknot. Now,anotherthing. In 
the first place, the conferees on the part of the House objected to. 
the original amendment because it made no provision for the In- 
dians. The Indians on that reservation are entitled to take allot- 
ments. By this amendment about one year is given the eee 
ment in which to allot the lands to the Uncompahgre In 
After that is done, the remainder of the reservation is to be opened 
up for settlement under the mineral laws of the United States, 

I do not agree with the lawyers on this floor when they say that 
this amendment repeals the act of 1894, In our practice out West 


I have always understood that where there are two different laws 
applying to the same subject they are to be construed together if 
possible. There is nothing in this amendment which directly 
epee the act of 1894. Therefore the claims which may be 
taken by any one individual are limited in number to two—virtu- 
ally to one—because the act of 1894 contains a limitation of two 
10-acre claims. 

The gentlemen are surely mistaken when they claim that these 
are the a asphalt beds in the country. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. On what authority does the gentleman 
make the statement that under the gen laws a party will bo 
entitled to two 10-acre claims? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, Under the act of 1894, which applies 
to this reservation. 
oa UNDERWOOD. But this proposition repeals the law of 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Oh, I beg your pardon; I do not believe 
that it repeals the law of 1894. The provision of that law of 1894 
is that no nm shall be entitled to take more than two claims. 

Mr. ERWOOD. Where does the gentleman get his au- 
thority for the belief that the Government has ever classed asphal- 
tum as coming within the mineral laws that provide for the loca- 
tion of fissure veins? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Because it is found in true fissure veins. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. The gentleman from Colorado has 
answered the question. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, but a coal seam may be in a fissure 
vein. It isnot the shape of the vein that determines the law under 
which it may be located. 

Mr. § ROTH. The law expressly limits a coal-mining 
claim to 160 acres, but the asphaltum, being found in true fissure 
veins, must be located under the mineral laws applicable to gold 
and silver mining. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Further, Mr. Speaker, there are beds 
of gilsonite in Utah outside of this reservation. It is found in 
Texas, Colorado, and in the Indian Territory. A treaty has just 
been made with the Chickasaws and Choctaws, wherein they pro- 
vide for the disposition of gilsonite on their reservations. It is 
there in vast amounts. It is found in California and in Montana, 
and within a week it has been discovered in southern Kansas. The 
gentleman says, ‘‘ Why were not these beds opened up before?” I 
might ask the same question in regard to the gilsonite in this 
Indian reservation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


expired, 
“ir, SHERMAN. [yield five minutes more to the gentleman. 
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled joint 
resolution of the following title: 

Joint resolution (8. R. 42) appropriating $50.000 for the relief 
of suffering American citizens in the Island of Cuba. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The consideration of the conference report on the Indian appro- 
priation bill was resumed. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. The gilsonite beds in these other 
places were not worked for the same reason that those on the Un- 
compahgre Reservation were not prior to 1880. These Indians 
were not placed upon this reservation until after 1880. The reason 
was that people did not know aboutit. It is being discovered 
now in various parts of the country. 

I do not believe in the Government exacting a royalty. I do 
not believe in the system of a lands by the Govern- 
ment. I believe that the gilsonite should be opened just the 
same as the gold and silver mines of this country are. 

I want to say to blicans and Democrats alike, if you adopt 
the policy of leasing t gilsonite lands of this country, that policy 
will stare you in the face ever after, and the people will come 
here, Con: after and ask you to apply it to the coal 
mines of the country, to pat yw pen tat | wl the sil- 
ver mines of the country, to all other mineral lands. 

Now, the conference committee has worked hard to get an 


Indians should be taken care of, and then after reasonable notice 
the gilsonite lands shoul: 
Be piven Oe oat tee renee 2 Serene 

Mr. COOKE. Then the gentleman has not struggled very hard 
against the other 

Mr, CURTIS of 
pen ty eta ead bytes t Lang og not 

e line suggested House, was accepted. 

See tants of teetabe on: 4s 
the House did not desire to instruct us, I hope this conference 
report will be agreed to. af 











1897. 





SHERMAN. Just one word, Mr. Speaker. I will not de- 
tain tha louse) . The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CooPer]} 
says that I said report was better than the last. I did so state, 
Mr. , that it was better for the Indians. He quotes the 
re of Major Randlett, in which he says that the original propo- 
sition, as passed by the Senate, was an outrage upon these Indians. 
I thought so, Mr. eons’ and that is why I opposed it just as 
strenuously as I could, all the way through. It was an outrage 
upon the Indians. This report is not. This provision takes ample 
care of all the rights of the Indians before it disposes of a foot of 
this land, and that is what we want; that is what we of the Indian 
conference ttee of this House have been contending for a!l 
“at this amendment the rights of the Indians are cared for. 
Every Indian is given his allotment in severalty before the 
balance of this land is opened up under the general land laws of 
the United States. Now, m 
woop] says that this 


friend from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 
i + oogg ° a here aa = 
one that cameintheotherday. Perhaps my friend is right 
Stout that; but let me call his attention to the fact that the prop- 
osition which came in the other day was rejected by this House by 
a ty of more than two to one, and that thereafter, when the 
“io from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] offered a Pe ow ge as an 
fistraction, which I believed an what we suc- 
in the conference committee—when he offered 

his instruction to the conferees, the House eapneees that. 
Mr. Speaker, the conferees have done their best to carry out the 
wishes of the House, and have brought back here a peice 
we thought was in accord with their wishes, and have seen 


was better even 


should ‘fo; and we have done the very best we could and have 
finally come here with a tion which opens these lands 
under all the land laws of the United States; and for the life of 
me I see no reason why this particular body of land in the State 
of Utah should be ed up differently from what all the other 
lands of the United es have been opened up in the last twenty- 
five years. I think the tion is a fair one, Mr. Speaker, and 
I hope the House will it; and I ask for a vote. 


The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the conference 


question 
noes seemed to have it. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Division, Mr. Speaker. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 64. 
So the conference — was . 
Mr. SHERMAN. . Speaker, I move that the House concur 
the Senate amendment; and I desire to say in making that 
motion that I do not make it in the hope that the House will pass 
it in — that form, but I do it in the hope that the proposition 
so amended that something will be upon, so that 
the Senate will recede and it the desires of the House. 
gentleman a question? 


-_ 


I will say this, Mr. Speaker, that the chair- 

man of the conference committee on the part of the Senate said to 

that if this was returned, that whatever 

came back to the Senate as the will of the House he should move 

that the Senate accede to it, and then, if that motion failed, he 

would then move that the Senate recede from the entire proposi- 
LA 


Speaker, I move to substitute for the 
from New York the following. 


The The gentleman from New York moves to 
recede from the t and concur in the Senate amend- 
ment, and the from Iowa moves to concur with the 

which the Clerk will read. 

The read as $ 

in 
a te following afin thereof out the same and 
“Thes is hereby directed to allot agricultural lands 
ralty to Uncompahgre Ute Indians now | upon or belong- 
to the Uncomp hgre Indian feservation in the State of Utah, said allot- 
; he Uncompahg: Siren Toney ensue or cheaters tn 
e DI neom Reservation not thereto- 


d after the Ist 
re undone the land laws of the 
, therefrom all lands con’ . 


i ey 

Said m | iow to bo upon such royalty as the wid 

; , to ea as be many said leases to 
peereel 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Iowa. 

r. CANNON. Is that in the nature of an instruction? 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands it, it is a motion to 
recede and concur with the following amendment, to strike out 
and insert. 

Mr. CANNON. Is that open to discussion? 
have just a minute to say—— 

Mr. SAYERS, Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa if there is anything in that amendment which he pro- 

that would prevent either two, three, or four men from com- 
ining together and obtaining control of the whole tract? 

Mr. LACEY. The amendment proposes, and expressly says, 
the Secretary of the Interior shall make such regulations as will 
prevent a monopoly. That leaves the question as to the size of 
the leases in his discretion, to make them large enough to work, 
and yet divide them sufficiently to prevent a monopoly. Aftera 
consultation with the gentleman from Arkansas | Mr. oe 
and others who have given this matter thought, it was deemec 
best to not attempt to define the exact size of these claims, that 
there are many things that we can hardly understand with respect 
to this legislation, and it will be safer to leave a wider discretion 
in the Secretary than would be involved in the proposition to give 
acertain number of acres, that may not be enough for them to 
proceed to do the work, and the leases have been limited to ten 
years, so that if there is any mistake it can be corrected. It is 
not as irremediable as would be the effect of adopting the amend- 
ment proposed by the conference committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand the gentleman to say that he has 
submitted it to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRasg], and 
it has his approval, 

Mr. LACEY. I submitted this to him, and made some altera- 
tions at his suggestion. 

Mr. CANNON. I only want a minute to say-— 

Mr. LACEY. I yield such time as the gentleman desires. 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). That this is the Indian appropria- 
tion bill. There seems to be no difference about the House and 
Senate agreeing upon the amoutt of money for the Indian service 
for the coming fiscal year. The House very wisely has provided 
by its rules that appropriation bills shall not carry legislation. 

ow, the history of this bill shows the absolute wisdom of that 
rule. It goes to the Senate, and they proceed to put legisla- 
tion upon it. It comes back to the House, is considered, and the 
difference between the House and the Senate is touching legisla- 
tion. Time and again the conference report is turned down. 

Now, what ought to be done, in my felaoaents is that the House 
and Senate should stop this matter of general legislation upon 
supply bills; and in this case, if an agreement is not practical, I 
should be very glad indeed to see all legislation stricken out of 
this bill touching this matter. Now, there is no one who has a 
greater respect for the gentleman from Iowa than I have. Iknow 
of his industry and ability, and also that of the gentleman from 
Arkansas, but they can not, sir, know all things. No committee 
that originates a general appropriation bill can be equipped all 
along the line touching matters of legislation that should come 
from forty or fifty different committees. 

I do not know what is to be the end of this controversy. 
confess- 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield for a suggestion? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. Possibly the remarks of my friend from Ilinois 
may be misunderstood. The action of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. McRag] and myself, in taking active interest in this 
Indian bill, was not intended as an intrusion into a subject which 
we had not been considering or had not acted upon in the past. 
But land legislation—legislation which would appropriately have 
= to the Committee on Public Lands, of which we were mem- 

rs in the last Congress—was incorporated in this bill by the 

Senate. Therefore, at the suggestion of gentlemen who were 
members of the former Indian Committee, we have conferred and 
acted upon this subject with them, endeavoring to aid them. 
Unfortunately they and we have not agreed. They have taken 
one view—the view adopted by the Senate—while we have taken 
a different view. And the House has thus far agreed with us, or 
rather, we have agreed with the House. I only make this state- 
ment because the remark of the gentleman from Illinois might 
otherwise be misunderstood by some gentlemen not familiar with 
the situation. 
Mr. CANNON. Iam not criticising the gentleman from Iowa. 
On the contrary, I concede his knowledge and good judgment, 
especially touching matters of which the Committee on Public 
Lands of the last Congress had jurisdiction. I am simply trying 
to emphasize the impropriety of loading up these various supply 
bills with legislation. i should be glad indeed if in this matter 
conference committee could agree to strike out from the bill 
all legislation, allowing the various committees which had charge 
of these several matters in the House and the Senate to perform 
their appropriate functions. 


I would like to 


I must 
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I appreciate the ability of the gentlemen. I have the honor to be 
serving as a conferee of this House on the sundry civil bill, carry- 
ing provisions under existing law which run into almost every 
branch of the public service, that could have been agreed to and 


would have been to promptly were it not that the Senate, 
in defiance of the rules of that body and of this House, has 
upcen the bill Se about which the House conferees, charged 
with matters of appropriations purely, have no adequate knowl- 
, 80 that in our weakness and ignorance we have been com- 
ed to turn to the eminent gentlemen from Iowa {Mr. Lacry] 
and Arkansas [Mr. McRag] for counsel; and with their help we 
are proceeding as best we can. 

But under these circumstances a great bill, carrying forty or 
fifty million dollars, is held up upon items of legislation which the 
committees on appropriations of the House are not charged with 
and of which they have not sufficient knowledge to deal with them 
properly. I trust the time is not far distant that this House, as a 
matter of practice, when its bills come back loaded with general 
legislation, which is sought to be put throngh by reason of the 
need of the Government for appropriations, will lay such bills on 
the table. eomnee. | 

Mr. LACEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas (Mr. MoRar}. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I indorse what the gentleman from 
Miiinois [Mr. Cannon] has said with respect to new legislation on 
appropriation bills. This Senate amendment has no business 
here. I have edly stated in this House what I believe is 
true, that almost all the objectionable land legislation which has 

Congress, and about which they have complained since I 

ve been in Congress, has been such as has been, like this propo- 

sition, put upon appropriation bills contrary to the rules of the 
House and the Senate. 

I believe that the best and most speedy solution of this whole 
matter would be that the Senate recede from its amendment and 
leave the law as it now is, and let the Interior Department pro- 
ceed with the allotments. There is no necessity for any haste 
about this ratter. The allotments have not been made and the 
reservation ought not to be opened until this isdone. The pro- 
visions of the act of August 15, 1894, on this subject are better 
than anything that has been proposed by the conferences; yet it is 
not as good as it ought to be. 

There would come no great calamity to the people if this whole 

vision should fail by the Senate receding from its amendment, 
Eoanses the reservation will still be there; the gilsonite will re- 
main untouched, and can be disposed of under that act as soon as 
the ailotments are made. 

If that could be accomplished, it would, in my opinion, be a 

solution to this contro ; and if any further legislation is 
needed, let it be formulated Public Lands Committee when 
appointed. At any rate, this ought not to be held up for such 
Se that have no business upon it. 
. LACEY. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Utah , ag ‘ 
G. thy sept Sey seem to me that some misap- 
exists on part of the di i gentleman from 
owa and some other members of this in regard to the 
manner of operating mines. If the amendment the 
gentleman from Iowa should prevail, if this instruction should be 
— and the provision proposed by him be embodied in the bill, 
t means the absolute dotraction of that branch of the mining 
business to which it applies. 

No person will lease mineral lands and incur expense in their 
development when the title is not in them and when such restric- 
tions are imposed as s 
come from a mining State and I am somewhat familiar with 
mining operations, and I can assure gentlemen from a knowledge 


Mr. 


of the system of mining and the thethods which prevail 
mining men that ou Gun petiin tanh palilie lente baie paul 
Gevstupenente ands ne will be abeaianmiode 0 the ublic and 
bring to the le the mineral wealth which the contain. 
Persons will be reluctant, if not unwilling, to oooee: 
or one hundred thousand dollars to develop a when the 

is not in them, and if do lease a portion of the public domain 
for the purpose of ore, they will obtain the ore without 


placed | it further—thousands and 


in the proposed amendment. I 


other, is willing to sacrifice and destroy if only immediate ts 
are obtained, and when his le«se expires the Government 
a mine that is des and robbed and handed back, 
valueless and bankrupt. And before it can be leased again to any 
advantage or profit—before anybody else will undertake to develop 
tens of thousands of dollars must be 
expended in order to make mining operations safe or to perform 
the necessary development work before the mineral wealth can be 
extracted. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the Government makes the lease, has 
it not the power to provide in the lease protection against the very 
difficulty which the gentleman anticipates? 

Mr. KING. I take it that the Government will not exercise 
qaeeter: care over mining property than an individual usually 

oes. I have known mines to be by private persons, and 
in the leases most drastic provisions would be inserted for the 
preservation of the mines. 

But almost invariably, when the mine was turned back to the 
landlord or lessor, it proved to be ‘‘ gutted” and ‘ ” and 
unprotected, so that a large expenditure was necessary in order to 
prepare it for safe and profitable explorations and development. 
And when you place in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior 
lands two or three thousand miles away, when you attempt to 
operate those mines under the surveillance of the Government, 
can you on better results than accrue when mines are operated 
under the direct supervision of the owner? 

With officials constantly changing, with the mutations coming 
to governments, with the ignorance of Government employees, can 
you predict for this obnoxious, infamoas, system of leas- 
ae ene or revenue to the Government or benefit to the 
public? 

Besides, sir, the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa 
imposes no restriction upon the eng 2 of theInterior. Hecan 
create a monopoly; he can induige in favoritism; and we know 
too well that interests of the people have not been subserved 
or ae by committing to administrative and executive officers 
such unlimited powers. 

Let me tell you, gentlemen, that in my humble opinion it is a 
slander upon the American to say that it can not legislate 
upon these matters, but must relegate to executive officers the 
control of this property of the Government. Can not the Ameri- 
can people be trusted? Are not the treasures of earth and the 
broad domains of our great nation the inheritance of the people? 

n these lands to the American people. 
notintroducefeudalism. Donotrevivemedizvalism. These 
i the and it is violative of the 


was 
The question is upon the amendment of the 
from Iowa. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Irise toa 
AKER. The 
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Mr. KING. I make the point of no quorum. 


MEMBERS. no. 
The SPEAKER. ia riianciis ‘chahen th yeind that there is 


KING. I withdraw the point. 

The SPEAKER. The point is withdrawn; the ayes have it, and 
the amendment i agreed to. The question recurs on the original 
pene concur with the amendment which the House 

The was 


pee to. 
ALZELL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
*.3 One moment. The Chair thinks if the House 


ae finish it up— 
Geir LACEY. I move to reconsider and to lay that motion upon 


thine SPEAKER, aoe peat the Chair wished to suggest was 
that the House —* to ask another conference. 

Mr. . Why, Mr. Speaker, we have receded and 
to concur with an amendment. I think it is hardly neces- 


conference. 

All that would be necessary now would 

be for the Senate to concur in the amendment which the House 

has oa 
The SPEAKER. 


The gentleman is right. 
On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


Mr. CANNON. Did the Senate ask for a conference? 
The No; the Senate did not ask for a confer- 


ence. 
Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SHERMAN] if he is going to ask for a conference? 


Mr. . Tam not. 
Mr. CANNON. I will suggest to the gentleman that while 
haps it should go to the Senate under the yg parliamen- 
y yet there are many precedents for the House on the 
one hand. oF the Senate on other, asking for a conference, 
anticipating “ action of the other “rh in = a = 
the of forwarding legislation. the gentleman thinks 
there wall be another conference— 


Mr; SHERMAN. Well,I anticipate, Mr. 5S er, that the Sen- 
ate will either accept this amendment or re entirely from the 
whole That is what I anticipate. 


Mr. NON. That would take a conference, however, to 
roots SHERMAN 
Mr. 8 . Not atall. That would not need a confer- 


ence. 
Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a further parlia- 


ment 
Will the gentleman state it? 

Mr. fact that we have only two meet- 
ings a week, and no other session until Monday next, if the gen- 
tleman from New York is not entirely satisfied that the Senate 
will terminate this controversy by either anne from itsamend- 
ment or agreeing to the amendment we have adopted, I sugyest 
to him that we will save time by asking for a conference and ap- 


gossting Ge conferees now; because whatever disagreements 
be, if there be any more 
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may ask. 


Mr. LACEY. The conference can subsequently be ordered. 
Mr. McRAE. But that delays consideration, and we are all in- 
terested in this bill on the statute book. Of course, the 
Senate ask a conference if they disagree to our amend- 
peep pe a ee 
as ew ior r. 
SHERMAN] if we ask a conference, as if we did not. It 
seems to me asa 


Pen Vee be better to ask 
three things for the Senate to do: 
to our amendment, or consent 


hangs up the whole bill. 

SHERMAN. Me: fpeateer, the conforess on the part of the 
80 much time in this matter now—most of the 

the summer—that the matter of a month or 
I do not think we will 
We will wait and see if this propo- 
we will move for another con- 
conference until it is absolutely 


’ . Wil 
ase to move the appolmtaont of conference 


i 


! 






f aera: Sd : ais 
i We teh ~ ee a 
a sc! 


to confer with a like committee from the Senate, and that the 
House ask for a further conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves that the House ask for 
a further conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. LACEY. In view of the suggestion made by the conferees, 
it seems to me that we had better give the Senate an opportunity 
to consider this without ordering a conference. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think so. 

The SPEAKER. That is forthe House todetermine. Asmany 
as favor the motion of the gentleman from Utah { Mr. Kina|—— 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman allow the Chair to state 
the proposition? 

Mr. FLEMING. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition of the gentleman from Utah 

Mr. K1n@] is that the House ask for a further conference with the 
nate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, my parliamentary inquiry is 
whether it isin order for one body to ask for a conference with 
the other body unless they have disagreed in some way to action 
which the other body has had an opportunity to vote upon? It 
seems to me that under parliamentary law we are not in a position 
to ask a conference with the Senate until they have had an oppor- 
tunity to accept or reject our proposition. 

The SPEAKER. Still, the practice has been otherwise. 

Mr. FLEMING. Iwas going tosuggest, in that connection, that 
the only parliamentary motion would be to authorize the Speaker 
to appoint a conference committee during the recess, in the event 
that the Senate should disagree to our proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it has been the custom to 
take the action suggested by the gentleman from Utah, but the 
Chair is ready to be informed about it, if anybody has any informa- 
tion. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Utah, 
that the House ask a further conference with the Senate. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announcing that he was 
in doubt, on a division there were—ayes 49, noes 48. 

Accordingly, the motion of Mr. Kine was agreed to; and the 
Speaker appointed as conferees on the part of the House Mr. 
SHERMAN, Mr. Curtis of Kansas, and Mr. ALLEN. 


LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 


Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend in the Recorp my remarks made to-day on Senate resolu- 
tion 42. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks leave to 
extend in the RecorpD his remarks made to-day on Senate reso- 
lution 42, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. MARTIN, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Pirney, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. HaGeERr, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. JEnxKins, for ten days, on account of business. 

To Mr. Perxrys, until further notice, on account of illness in 
his family. 

To Mr. NorTHway, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 
To Nir. ZeNor, for three weeks, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. HamiLton, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Mesicx, indefinitely, on account of illness in his family. 

And then, on motion of Mr. DALZELL (at 5 o'clock and 20 min- 
utes p. m.), the House, under the order heretofore adopted, ad- 
journed until Monday next at 12 o’clock noon. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a let- 
ter from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, inclosing 
a communication from the officers of the land office at Mangum, 
Okla., recommending relief for certain settlers in Greer County, 
with draft of a section of an act therefor—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, recommending legisla- 
tion to admit temporarily to American registry a vessel or vessels 
to as to those starving in India, and transmitting 
comm ion from T. Hogan & Sons recommending certain 
vessels—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, recommending an 
emergency appropriation for the repair of the dry docks at the 





a 
ot 





missing Sergt. Eli Metcalf, Company F, 


May 20, 





Brooklyn Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an 
agreement between the commissioners of the United States and 
those of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians, together with a 
communication from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
- — following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 3288) to provide an American 
register for the barkentine Sharpshooter, of San Francisco, Cal.— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 3289) to create retrenchment 
commission, to reorganize Departments, to abolish unnecessary 
bureaus, to reduce the number of pou in the service of 
the Government, to reduce salaries and expenses, to reform pen- 
sion list, to regulate our system of internal improvements. and 
~ — purposes—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 

rvice. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 3290) to incorporate the National 
Seen of Manufacturers—to the Committee on Manufac- 

ures. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 3291) ceding to the respective 
States the public lands situate therein—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 


By Mr. MAXWELL: A bill (H. R. 8292) to abolish the distinc- | Pensi 


tion between actions at law and suits in equity in all actions and 
suits in the United States courts, and to simplify the procedure 
in such courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. . 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 3293) to establish a depot for 
the Sixth light-house district and to make appropriation for the 
same—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 3294) pe all pen- 
sions of minors commence with the accrual of the right—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8295) providing for the distribution of Gov- 
ernment publications to State universities and colleges—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3296) fixing a rule of evidence in certain pen- 
sion cases and vider pensions for increased disabilities—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A resolution (House Res. No. 45) ep! 
time to consider S. R. 42, appropriating $50,000 for the relief 
American citizens in Cuba—to the Committee on Rules. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and reselutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCKE: A bill (H. R. 3297) to remove the a 
of desertion from the military record of William Henry Wood- 
ward—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 3298) granting a pension to 
Rebecca Paulding Meade, widow of Rear-Admiral Richard W. 
Meade, late of the United States Navy—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 3299) granting a pension 
to Ellen Day, stepmother of Albert L. Day—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

— Mr. CONNELL: A bill (B. R. 3300) granting an honorable 
discharge to T. C. Kennedy, late of Company B, One hundred and 
forty-third a Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry—to the 
Committee on re eo 5 . 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 3301) to correct the mil- 
ee record of Croton Kitchell—to the Committee on Military 
Affuirs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8302) to correct the military record of George 
W. Johnston—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8303) to correct the military record of Sam- 
uel Horner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3304) to correct the military record of John 
Fagin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

Mr. HENRY of Mississi S A bill (H. R. 8305) for the relief 
of William M. Dotson, alias iam M. Ilsley—to the Committee 
By Mr LACEY: A bill (H. R. 3306) granting a pension to 

Yr. : . R. granting a on 
Whipple Handy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3307) to increase the pension of Andrew 8. 


Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. LYBRAND: A bill (H. R. to revoke the order dis- 


Ohio Volunteer 


Cavalry, from the service, and to grant him an honorable dis. 
—- —to ae — _ Military io gaa . e 

so, a . R. 3309 ting an increase of pension to 
Samtibes on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3310) ting an increase of pension to 
Emma Leiter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3311) granting an increase of pension to Solo- 
mon Love—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8312) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Frederick Hugo Steger—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3313) granting an increase of pension to Ann 
E, Bishop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3814) to revoke the order dismissing Lieut. 
Lanson Zane, Tenth Independent Battery Ohio Light Artillery, 
from the service, and to grant him an honorable discharge—to the 
SAT ae Bi) ping «pension to Sis D 

a (H. a pension rown—to 
the Committee on Tavalia Revises. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3316) to amend the military record of John 
A. Maddox—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3317) to correct the an record of Shan- 
non 8. Bailey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 3318) for the relief of Nathan 
Finnegan—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 3319) for the removal of the 
ch of desertion standin the name of John Keys—to 
the ttee on Military 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3320) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Kate Ezekiel—to the ttee on Invalid 

ons. 


By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 3321) for the 
relief of the heir of General Count Casimer Pulaski—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 3322) to remove the cha of 
desertion from the records of the War mt against Rich- 
ard F. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a hill (H. R. 3823) ting an increase of pension to John 
Hoffman, late a corporal of Company D, Fifth Regiment United 
States Artillery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOZE: A bill (H. R. 3324) for the relief of Mrs. Mar- 
garetha Engelhardt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 3325) to refund illegal internal- 
revenue tax collected of the late Alexander W. Baldwin as United 
a: district judge for the district of Nevada—to the Committee 


on ms. 
By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 3326) gran a pension to 
Thomas 8S. Hancox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BOTKIN: A bill & R. 3327) gran a@ pension to 
Constantine Breneman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
by Mr. HOWARD of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 3328) for the relief 
of Stephen Balcomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petone and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Dr. R. S$. Reagan and other cit- 
izens of Broadford, Fayette County; also petition of George 
Cannon and others, of Mount Morris, Greene County; also peti- 
tion of O. J. and others, of Uniontown; also petition of 
John J. Lutton, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the passage of an 
act restricting immigration—to the Committee on ation 
and Naturalization. 

Also, tion of Washington Lodge, No. 33, of the Amalga- 
mated tion of Iron and Steel Workers, against the pro- 
vision of the ee bill allowing drawbacks to importers—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Allegheny War Veterans’ Association, 
in relation to the civil-service law—to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolution of the Trades League of Philadel- 
— in favor of maintaining civil service—to the Committee on 


form in the Civil 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of the Trades e of Phila- 
delphia, in reference to coastwise canals—to the ttee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, petition of the Trades League of Philadelp relating to 
civil service—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 
Also relation to the arbitra- 








1897. 
cation, thoi 
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BELDEN: Petition of the Young Men’s Christian Asso- 
Preachers’ Meeting, and the First Methodist 

, all of Syracuse, N. Y., for the passage of the 
,toprohibit kinetoscope representations of pugi- 

the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


Mr. Or, BINGHAM: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., 
sect an of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 


Naturalization 
andtion of Rebecca Pauldin Meade, widow of the late 
nerd Richard W. Meade, United States Navy, prayin 
for a pension of $100 per month—to the Committee on Invali 


Also, resolutions of the Thirtieth Ward Republican executive 
committee; also resolutions of the Grays Ferry (Thirty-sixth 
Ward) Republican Club, Philadelphia, Pa., condemning the civil- 
service law, and urging its senent—to the Committee on Reform 


in the Civil 
By Mr. : Petition of S. D. Bliss and other citizens of 
es See _ relief of Dorcas Conner—to the Com- 


County, Mo. 
mittee on Invalid 
By a BULL: Petitions of Henry 8. Wilbur and 60 others and 
George W. Chase and 30 others, citizens of Providence, R. I., for 
@ more yy eer of 'immigration—to the Committee on In- 
and 


aturaliza 
Mr. BUTLER: Petition of citizens of Phoenixville, Pa., for 
of a more rigid restriction law relating to immigra- 
da the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. COCHRANE of New York: Petition of citizens of Troy- 
we, asking that the President be authorized to appoint a mone, 
tary com commission—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
Binddock and 


ye Sundry ee of citizens of Pittsburg, 
vicinity, in Pennsylvania, in favor 
of the v a bill cting immigration—to the Commit- 

tee on Fmumigration and Naturalization 
Also. utions of the Wholesale —- Dealers’ Association 
of St. Louis, in aan) _ a reduction of tax on beer—to the Com- 

Mr. TRUENTROUT, Peti 
Birdsboro, Pu = rigid at sitieene of Reading ont 
amore on of immigration—to the 
on Immigration an d Naturalization. 

OvAlso, protest of the Trades League of Philadelphia, against the 
ae Se civil-service law—to the Committee on Reform in the 


aor ab Seg Resolution of the Indianapolis Board 
<a ade, relating m on bankruptcy bills—to the Com- 


ant mee om Bang a Petition of Excelsior Council, Junior Or- 
der United American Mechanics, of Pleasantville, N. J., for the 


He 


Engg ant eral immigration—to the Committee on 
HARMER: Petitions of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., 
asking for thm for pes ny pe of as ation - poet American 
the passage of a similar to that passed in 
si ar Searels and vetoed by President Cleveland—to 
on immigration and Naturalization. 

Mr. MT HENDERSO Resolutions of the Trades League of 
Pa., ite om the maintenance of the civil-service 

law—to the on Reform in the Civil Service. 
ee eee N. Bennett and other citizens of Lamont, 
Iowa, favoring the pe passage of a graded pension bill—to the Com- 
“iy Me HILPORN: ey tions of John Milton and 328 
citizens of Massachusetts; J. H. Swinser and 27 citizens of Ken- 
; James W. Reid and 21 citizens of Connecticut; Erwin C. 
and 316 citizens of Jersey City, N. J.; William E. Barries 
and 96 citizens of New Hampshire 5. Ballard and 77 citizens 
New Cc. and iso citizens of Nebraska; 
. W. Bell and 19 citizens of Idaho; Frank Jones and 400 citizens 
of Texas; Herman Haasch and 412 anne & Wisscnsta: R. N. 


and 1,117 of New York; G. E. Niles and 132 citi- 
coal Goleta W. Hall eli ond’ 1 07 citizens of Missouri; 
W.P. oe of Kansas: S. L. Nelson and 120 
cmeniuent or ant the United tates. pronitnt 
to a iti n, 
sectarian thd Onenmaltecs on the Jehisiary . 
Also, ot 9 clataneone the State of California; aiehiioees 
olutions adopted b the common council of San Jose; also reso- 
Bend Trees of Trade of San Jose; alse resolution of the 
Board of of Santa Cruz, Cal., for the abrogation of 
the reciprocity treaty with Hawaii—to the on Foreign 
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Also, petition of borate and borax miners and manufacturers of 
California and Nevada, asking that a higher duty be imposed on 
borax and borates—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Oakland, Cal., for the pas- 
sage of an act which will more effectually restrict foreign immi- 
gration—to the Committee on. Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of 8 clergymen of Oakland, Cal., for the relief of 
book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Churc h South—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petitions of citizens of Milltown, James- 
burg, Marlboro, and Dunellen, State of New Jersey, urging the 
enactment of legislation restricting immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LACEY: Affidavit of F. M. Cooper, M. D., to accom- 
pany House bill to increase the pension of Andrew S. Evans—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Georgia: Petitions of citizens of Oglethorpe 
and Butler, Ga., for the passage of a bill for the relief of book 
agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LINNEY: Petition of the Tobacco Board of Trade of 
Statesville, N. C., protesting against any increase of the tax on 
tobacco—to the Committee on W ays and Means. 

By Mr. LOUD: Memorial of the San Francisco Chamber of 
Conmmnaren, relative to the appointment by the President of a non- 
oe national monetary commission—to the Committee on 

a and Currency. 

y Mr. LYBRAND: Petition of citizens of Urbana; West Lib- 
ame and Mingo, in the State of Ohio, for a more rigid restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. McEWAN: Petition of J. R. Foden, H. S. Wood, and 
other citizens of Jersey City, N. J., for greater restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 





tion. 
By Mr. MILLER: Petition of H. B. Turner and other citizens 
arboursville, and J. D. Donohoe and other citizens of Roan- 
oke County, W. Va., praying for the passage of an immigration 
law—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MOODY: Petition of Albert S. Haynes and 52 other cit- 
izens of Haverhill, Mass., favoring the enactment of a law for the 
more rigid restriction of ‘immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of W. H. H. Smith and sundry other 
citizens of Annville, Pa., praying for the passage of a law to re- 
strict immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 

uralization. 

Also, petition of Dr. John C. Bucher and other citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, for a law granting a rebate of the tax upon alcohol used 
in the arts, and in medicinal and other like compounds—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: Sundry petitions of citizens of Youngwood, 
Neal, Irwin, Latrobe, Madison, Sutersville, New Stanton, Jean- 
nette, Cokeville, Cribbs, and Bolivar: also petitions of citizens in 
various townships in Jefferson and Westmoreland counties, all in 
the State of Pennsylvania, favoring the restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of E. W. Imhoff, of 
Butler, Ind., asking for a reduction in the tariff on tobacco—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of 41 citizens of Good- 
will Hill, Warren County, Pa., in favor of a more rigid restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

Also, resolution of the Massachusetts State Board of Trade, in 
favor of the adoption of the metric system—to the Committee on 
os . ee hts, and Measures. 

ae LAGE: Petition of 70 citizens of Princebay, 
Ric moeed County, N. Y., asking for legislation restricting immi- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Alexander Loughin, Charles C. 
Lear, and other residents of Port Kennedy and vicinity; also 
arn of H. P. Raysor, D. E. F. Geist, and others, of Royersford, 

and vicinity, for the more rigid restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. YOST: Petition of the Board of Trade of Martinsville, 
Va., protesting against the increase of tax on tobacco—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

tition of Edward Moore and other citizens of Waynes- 
ww... an Basic City, Va.; also petition of W. A. Higgs and others, 
of Staunton and Augusta County, Va., praying for the enactment 
ng immigration—to the Committee on Immi gra- 
tion and Naturalisation. 
Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Sundry petitions of citizens 
of Iphia, Pa., favoring a more rigid restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
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Also, petitions of the M. 8. Quay Club of the Thirty-fourth Ward, 
and of the First Blaine Club, of the city of Philadelphia, Pa., con- 
demnuing the present civil-service law—to the Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Paper to accompany House bill to correct the 
military record of Richard Ff, Parker—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 2957, for the relief of 
Charles 8. Beeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to acco — a House bill to increase the pension of 
= Hoffman, alias William Long—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions, 


SENATE. 
Monpbay, May 24, 1897. 


The Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minevurn, D. D., offered the follow- 
ing prayer: 

Thou in whose hand our breath is and whose are all our ways, 

as in thoughs we stand by a new-made grave, to which has been 
consigned all that was mortal of the late junior Senator from South 
Carolina, we pray that Thy holy spirit may soften, hallow, and 
exalt our hearts with the assurance of resurrection and immortal 
life granted unto us in Thy Son our Saviour. 

Let Thy pity and help “4 vouchsafed to all the mourners left 
by this bereav ement; and upon these his. colleagues may the 
grace of our Lord Jesus Christ descend and abide, so that in their 
daily life and conversation, in the performance ‘of their public 
duties, they may keep in mind the thought that our day of de- 
parture is not far off. So may we walk before Thee in pureness 
= living, in holiness and lovingness, and when the hour for us 

= the earth has come may we gather up our feet in peace 

depart in the faith and hope which Thou hast granted us 
through Thy Son our Saviour Jesus Christ. Amen. 


The Seeretary proceeded to read the Journal of the ngs 
of Thursday last, when, on motion of Mr. Quay, and by unani- 
meus consent, the further reading was with. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The signature of the Vice-President was announced to the joint 
resolution (S. R. 42) appropriating $50,000 for the relief of suffer- 
ing American citizens in the Island of Cuba; which had previ- 


ously been signed by the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Saaenaaetetiren, by Mr. W. J. 
Brown, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disa- 
— to the report of the committee of conference on the disagree- 

votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate num- 
aera 10 to the bill (H. R. 15) appropriations for the 


current and contingentexpenses of the In ent and for 
fulfilling treat _ ns with ee Indian tribes for the 
fiseal year end sce 1898, ne oe mtposes; receded 
from its 10, and agrees to 


the same with an sated site aiaessiirenss with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Suurman, Mr: Curtis of Kansas, and Mr, ALLEN 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. . 


DEATH OF SENATOR EARLE. 


Mr. TILLMAN. 
body last Thursday death has entered our midst and taken from 
among us one of our colleagues. Thursday afternoon, at 6 o’clock, 
Josern H. BARR, a ween South Carolina, passed from 


I offer the resolutions which I send to the desk, nd ask for their 
immediate consideration 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the announce 
SS osmrn H. EaRLg, late a Senator from the State 


That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 
solved, That, asa mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, the 


Senate do now" 
os deatieen to pet be ie in. the 


Se eee not 
cept that prayer of 
Recorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Such will be the order. The ques- 
tion is on to the resolutions: submitted by the Senator 
a end os te 

mm) te Senato adjourned until tomorrow, Puce 
god inten 12 o'clock meridian. 


Mr. President, since the adjournment of this the 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpay, May 24, 1897. 


The House met at I2o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEn. 


The Journalof the ae Thursday last was read. 
The SPEAKER. ithout objection, the Sonanal will be con- 
sidered as approved. 
mn SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I want to correct tho 
ECORD. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his correction. 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. On 1496 it appears the gentle. 


man from senenet ee BLAND] the petition of S. D. Bliss 

and other citizens of Miller re Mo., for the relief of Dorca- 

Conner, which was referred to th e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

F want tocaube te obi tak out. Maen no such committee. 

we — ReEcorpD to be a record; and I move to strike 
t ou 

The SPEAKER. Tostrike it out of the Recorp? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. To strike out the reference to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. There being no Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, I want to strike that part out. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Out of the Recorp, or the Journal? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Out of the Journal. I suppose the 


REcorD is a copy of the Journal. 

The . The question is on the motion of the gent!e- 

Mtr HEN DENSON. - rary adopted I raise the of order 

upon 

that. The ee ine Honse provide fo a 
Committee on Invali 2 ted, it 
Se amet - 
Speaker eee Lmake 
the point of order against that motion. 

The SPEAKER. Itis for the House to determine whether that 
shall be stricken out. 

Mr. DALZELL 


. I make the further point of order that the 
rules provide a method to correct references. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves to strike it out. 
The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Smrpson of 
ees and the Speaker announced that the noes seemed to 
ve it. 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Division, ene 
The House divided; aunties wale ogee , noes 84, 


So the motion was 
4 , I move that the Journal be 


nounce to the House the of Hon, Josepu H. EARLE, one of 
) the State of South Carolina, occurred at 
e, in that State, on the 20th instant. ces 
coiam i neon perfect weclth, in the full maturity 
im / ty 
ar tin powurn Guemeniee Gite tenaion amt : just 


‘That Seeeres f 
a ae ne DS aetiidckdceeen : 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 


from the Chief of , report of of St. Croix River, 
between Maine and New Brunswick—to the ittee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be ted. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, ——_— with- 
eet eee) ter cevtenting ccttidions wpoe 
Ss. 1 to ‘or preventing co Ss upon 
pew — vers, and inland waters of the United States, 
and recommen , in lieu thereof, the adoption of amendments 
indicated in an osed copy of the bill—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 


a. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 


By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 3329) to regulate the trial of 
contempts of courts—*o the Committee on the a 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. .». 3830) granting and ceding to the 
State of Utah | _ within the State of Utah—to the 


Lands. 
By Mr. McDONALD: A bill (H. R. 3331) to increase the pay of 
/ of the Army—to the Committee on 
Affairs. 

By of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 3333) to so 
es Ge coats coed on oe Ba een 
an ‘ity to y use paper 

mone Y is ths Cneabiioc on Hating and Currency. 
By Mr. McRAE: A resolution (House Res. No. 46) relative to 
the consideration of Senate joint resolution No. 26, declaring that 


acondition of public war exists in Cuba—to the Committee on 


By Mr. McMILLIN: A resolution (House Res. No. 47) paws 
— the consideration of resolution No. 26, concerning Cuba— 


By Mr, WHEELER of al 
By Mr. of Alabama: A resolution (House Res. No. 


48) asking that when the House adjourns on Thursday next (the 
Senate consenting) it will adjourn to meet on the following Mon- 
at 12 o’clock—to the Committee on Rules. 
Mr. SHAFROTH: A memorial of the eof the State 
favoring the erection of a United States Government 
building at Glenwood Springs, Colo.—to the Committee on Public 


. OTJEN: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Wisconsin, in favor of an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States relating to trusts—to the Committee on the Judi- 


Mr. BARNEY: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
amendment to the Constitution relating 
to trusts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. . 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
bills and resolutions of the 
~~ wey ae as follows: 
grant a pension to 
bill (H. R. 3334) = ting oom ion to 
gran a 
Huntsville, Ala.—to the Committee on 


for the relief of Mrs. Hepza 
Pensions. 

ee ee 

> of Company G, 

Infantry—to the Committee on 













Also, a bill (H. R. 3342) granting pension to Mary Case—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3343) for the relief of William McCormick— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3344) granting pension to John W. Morgan— 
to the Committee on Invalid. Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3345) granting increase of pension to Margaret 
Jane Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 3346) granting a pension to 
Julia C. Jenkiris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

- Mr. REXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 3347) for the relief 
of Thomas Lee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 3348) for the relief of Edgar E. 
Matthew—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHAPROTH: A bill (H. R. 3349) to increase the pen- 
sion of William H. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 3350) for relief of Calvin 
Johnson, late first lieutenant Company D, Forty-second Missouri 
Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also prezegert) bill (H. R. 3351) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Mary G. Wilhams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 3352) increasing the pension 
of James B. Skinner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3353) for the relief of Kate A. Hill—to the 
Committee on Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Phila- 
delphia. relating to the pooling bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Harvey J. Bachart, Alonzo Moser, and other 
citizens of ake, Pa., for a more rigid restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BRU MM: Petition of Frank Houser and other citizens 
of Oneida and Sheppton, Pa., for the restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DORR: Petition of Hon. J. M. Hensley and others; also 
of M. B. Chapman and others, residents of Mason County, W. Va.; 
also petitions of Ash M. Prince and others, of Bluefield, and T. J. 
Cowgill and others, of Cowan, W. Va., for a more rigid restric- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of John F. Fair and other 
citizens of Reading, Pa., for a more rigid restriction of the immi- 
gration laws—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of Elmer Steinmetz and other citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring legislation for the restriction 
of immigration, and for the protection of American citizenship, 
by the passage of a bill similar to that passed in the Fifty-fourth 
Congress, vetoed by President Cleveland—to the Committee on 

igration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of 8. F. Schuler and 400 other citizens; 
also petition of Mrs. M. J. Black and 36 other ladies of Des Moines, 
Iowa, asking for the passage of the Terry anticigarette bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: Petition of William T. Eichholz and other 
citizens of Cuero, Tex., favoring the abrogation of the treaty with 
Hawaii, and asking for a duty on Hawaiian sugar—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of the Merchant Tailor Exchange of 
Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of paragraph 666 of House bill No. 379, 
relating to the free entry of wearing apparel, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: Petition of Daniel D. Stewart and other cit- 
izens of Quakake, Pa.; also petition of William B. Dewees and 
others, of Cowansburg, Pa., for a more rigid restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Federal Labor 
Union of Fort Wayne, Ind., for the reduction of the proposed tax 
on to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of lron Molders’ Union 
No. 213, of Grand Rapids, Mich., protesting against the passage 
of House bill No. 30, restricting the right to buy and sell railroad 
tickets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of the M.S. Quay 
of ia, Pa., protesting against the so-called civil- 
service law and requesting its suspension or repeal—to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 


§ 


Also, tions of George Stieber and others and George H. Wil- 
son others, citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., for a more rigid 


Ce te of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
aturalization. 
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SENATE. 
TUESDAY, May 25, 1897. 


Prayor by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrusurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


SENATOR FROM FLORIDA. 


Mr. PASCO. I present the credentials of Stephen R. Mallory, 
elected a Senator from the State of Florida by the legislature of 
that State. I ask that the certificate be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the certifi- 
cate of election. 

The Secretary read the credentials, as follows: 


STaTE oF FLORIDA, Executive Department. 
By his excellency William D. Bloxham, governor of Florida: 

Be it known that ihepben R. Mallory, of the county of Escambia, in the 
State aforesaid, qualified according to the Constitution of the United States 
for a Senator in the Congress thereof, was the | lature of said State, 
in conformity with law, on the l4th y of , A. D. 1897, elected Senator 
from said State in the Congress of the nited States. 

In testimony whereof I have hereto set my hand and caused the t seal 
of the State of Florida to be affixed at Talla , the capital, the 15th 
day of May, A. D. 1897, and of the Independence of the United States of 
America the one hundred and twenty-first year. 

W. D. BLOXHAM, 


Governor of Florida. 
By the governor. Attest: 
(SEAL. ]} JNO. L. CRAWFORD 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The certificate does not state that the elec- 
tion was made to fill an existing vacancy. It simply states that 
the person named in the certificate has elected a Senator of 
the United States. The customary form would require a state- 
ment that the election was to fill an existing vacancy. It would 
be better if the certificate contained that statement; but I do not 
think it an omission that is deserving of sufficient notice to delay 
the swearing in of the Senator-elect. Therefore I make no objec- 
tion on that account, although there is a slight defect in the certifi- 
cate as compared with the usual form adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the certifi- 
cate will be placed on the files. 

Mr. PASCO. If it is n , to perfect the records of the 
Senate, a new certificate can be filed at a later day. I understand 
the Senator from New Hampshire makes no objection to the imme- 
diate admission of Mr. Mallory. He is in waiting, and I ask that 
the usual oath be administered to him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the Senator- 
elect from Florida will take his place at the Vice-President’s desk 
and the oath of office will be administered to him. 

Mr. Mallory was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
Pasco, and the oath prescribed by law having been administered 
to him, he took his seat in the Senate. : 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting that the sum 
of $1,803 be included in the general deficiency appropriation bill, 
$1,803 being necessary to supply ees lock boxes, etc., for the 
public building at Pawtucket, R. L., and $500 to meet such exi- 
gencies in the service as may arise, requiring expenditures, at the 
various completed public buildings under the control of that De- 
partment; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRICT PARK LIGHTING CONTRACTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secre of War, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 19th instant, a report from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, United States Army, and accompanying report of Col. Theo- 
dore A. Bingham, the officer in c of public buildi and 
grounds, relative to accepted bids and contracts for park Highting 
in the District of Columbia; which, on motion of Mr. FAULKNER, 
was, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENTS AS DRAWBACKS OR REFUNDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the of the Treasury, transmitting, in voupioe 
to a resolution of the 3d instant, certain information tive 
to the nature and extent of the supervision and control of the 
materials imported subject to duties and stored in bonded ware- 
houses of individuals or corporations, exercised by the officers of 
the United States; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 


House of Representatives to the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 10 to the bill (H. R. 15) 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses 


of the Indian artment and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, 
and for other purposes, and requesting a conference with the Sen- 
ate on the disa ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr, PETTIGRE I move that the Senate further insist upon 
its amendment, and agree to the conference asked on the part of 
the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the of the Senate; and Mr. Perti- 
GREW, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. KRELL were appointed. 


VISITOR TO WEST POINT. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, you did me the honor a few 
days since to name me as one of the Visitors to attend the annual 
examination of the military cadets at West Point. My official 
engagements are such that it is impossible for me to attend on 
that auspicious occasion. ene my hearty appre- 
ciation of the compliment conferred, ly tender my 
resignation and ask to be excused. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to excusing the 
Senator from California? The Chair hears none, and his resigna- 
tion is accepted. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the ninth annual 
national convention of railroad commissioners, praying for the pas- 
sage of Senate bill No. 775, directing the Taterstate Commerce 
ae to prepare and | or yo . re =o arti- 
cles and rules, regulations, conditions for transporta- 
tion, to be known as the “‘ National freight Saneine which 
was read, as follows, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce: 

NINTH ANNUAL NATIONAL CONVENTION OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS, 


At the ninth annual pationsl qonvention of railroad commissioners, which 
was held at Planters’ Hotel, St. Mo.,on May 11 and 12, 1897, the follow- 
ing resolution reported b: committee on uniform classification of freights 

tion hereby recommends the 
enue pe seuerens of Senate SS ean ae ore the Senate Com. 
tee on Interstate Commerce, and that oe copies of the 
of Senate and House of 


ta 
In rdance with said resolution, a of the of the committee 
on ‘uniform classification is aloo, twemauniveed. oo 
EDWARD A. BOSCLUP, 
creta 


To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. _ 


Mr. CAFFERY presen 


Petition of the Manufacturers’ Association of Ge aes States in opposition 


the increase of tariff taxation now pending , and in support 
of such discrimination in the im of taxes as will most fully promote 
domestic industry and protect labor. 


“All taxes that the people pay the Government should receive.” 
To the honorable Senate of the United States: 


The undersigned sete Sato bik tastow pening fer vory 
crease taxation on which they heard. When a 
Part of the Committee on Ways and Means in the House of tatives 
was fram eee eene te Besse ves abncs: 
wholly taken up by the promoters of on specific art whose 
chief motive was of ae ee nee Se ereand that 
in way and 
speveSs hare To the s of ind and 
employers of American labor, manufactures will in- 
frome I Pehle mena! Teast of Pie beens la = 
ing a a law, no 
ity to be ease * 


was 
5 bill was carried through of without an 
vate thie for ts full consideration and Pany ehowante debate 
“Time aune ane the 

same measure has since been Committee of 
the Senate Mf med poiry S Kind. Tes now before Senate. 
ne vel ee Se Ee Sat premote 
but greatly and and that it will 
not protect American labor but 
Gap a saticlens Se So ee 
which has been the 

character six 


plex " not less 

See ee to us to 
We alao ont: thes in tite RetereSoueie horins ends seashore of the 
aasustey, 0 Comte > eee a ‘ oa ee & 
om i pen ban tne us , of the facts as we 
wih top el ee one ae our protest against unjust, 


"Ges la pert pati snd 


















respectfully that on the authority of the United States census 
of manufactures of 1890 this branch of domestic ind is divided among 
Se ea ema Ct ie pers and wow more an 800000 

conga of manufacturing industries been made on 

we su a ent, su such cor- 
ae a be found suitable -when it is dealt with by those not in full 
agreement our to whom we are prepared to submit the 


com details on which this summary is b 
been made the followi: lan: 
This an a ofa mechan jel order of which no product of like 
kind could coun . which ve uan- 
hind conls Bonen eroduct are exparted, including siz subclasecs: 


e su : 
Ogonpetions which have rather the nature of the individual work of 

= of the collective work of the factory. 
1. Occrfpations mainly consisting in the cmversion of the crude products 
of the farm into their secondary product for domestic consumption or foreign 


Timber and its conversion into the secondary or final products. 
ld. Metal working of certain kinds. 
u Petroleum. 
f. Miscellaneous arts. 
Occupations existing of necessity throughout the country of 
a eereiee of like kind in any conmherthie quaniity could be feaperted 
from a foreign country, but of which large quantities of the product are 
3. Seas ot a very similar character to class 2, representin 
products of none of the common or more useful kinds could be i 
irom feestgn countries and of which large quantities are exported, 
subject to the import of some special —— or kinds, mainly of a very 
class, usually representing hand work. 
“an Occupations in arts of which certain products of the same general 
and are imported from an countries, representing a mod- 
in some branches of work. 


of which products of like kind can be and are im- 
ported i eeee S eiaetion Cancle ns 


f 


m foreign countries. 
Canada is not counted as a foreign country 


either in respect to agriculture or manufactures, there being no quantitative 


exchange of with Canada or any very large amount com to 
commerce other countries; also because our more southern ition 
giving us so van over Canada thet our exports of the products of 

our imports from Canada, while our exports of 
man to are proportionately very large. 


Summary. 


ha 


i 
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official or unofficial, at which we may present proofs, orally or in print, of 
the substantial accuracy of this statement, holdin: ourselves ready to sub- 
mit to any examination and to correct any errors which may be shown in 
our computation. , 





A. B. Farquaar Co., Lim 
A. B. FARQUHAR, Chairman. 

Mr. TILLMAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wal- 
terboro, S. C., praying for the adoption of the lumber schedule in 
the pending tariff bill as passed by the House of Representatives; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Alcolu, S.C., 
remonstrating against placing lumber on the free list or reducing 
the duty below $2 per thousand feet on rough lumber or less than 
20 per cent ad valorem while the duties on all other products and 
a are much higher; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Thirtieth Ward Repub- 
lican Club, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the repeal of the 

resent vivil-service law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Jivil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades League of Philadel- 
phia, Seer ne for a continuance of the present civil-service 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the enactment of a law equally protective 
of the rights of shippers and of railroads; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Jamison City, 
Niles Valley, Hillsgrove, Westfield, and Grover, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the imposition of a duty on 
hides; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Pitcairn, 
Huntingdon, Steelton, Philadelphia, Reading, and of Capital 
City Council, No. 327, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
of Harrisburg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
enactment of legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigra- 
tion; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr: PLATT of New York presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Bay Shore, Long Island, New York, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 100 kindling wood factory em- 
ployees of Carrollton, N. Y., praying for the imposition of a duty 
upon kindling wood; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Salamanca, 
N. Y., praying that a duty of 30 cents per 100 be placed upon 
kindling wood; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of members of the First Methodist 
Episcopal Church, and of the Methodist Preachers’ Meeting. of 
Syracuse, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation raising 
the age of protection of females to 18 years in the District of Co- 
lumbia and the Territories; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the Thirteenth Street Presbyterian Church, 
of New York City; of the First Methodist Episcopal Church and 
Preachers’ Meeting, of Syracuse; of the Young People’s Society 
of Christian Endeavor of the Reform Church of Stuyvesant, and 
of the Lake Keuka Baptist Church, of Crosby, all in the State of 
New York, praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for 
the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, 

He also presented a petition of the Lake Keuka Baptist Church, 
of Crosby, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting interstate gambling by telegraph, telephong, or other- 
wise; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

He also presented petitions of the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church me Preachers’ Meeting, of Syracuse; of the Young Men’s 
Christian Association of the First Methodist Church and the 
Methodist Preachers’ Meeting, of Syracuse; of the Young People’s 
Society of Christian Endeavor of the Thirteenth Street Presby- 
terian Church,of New York City; of the Lake Keuka Baptist 
Church, of Crosby, and of the Young People’s Society of Christian 
Endeavor of the Reform Dutch Church, of Stuyvesant, all in the 
State of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting the transmission by mail or interstate commerce of pic- 
tures or descriptions of prize fights; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the Thirteenth Street Presbyterian Church, 
of New York City; of the Young People’s Society of Christian En- 
deavor of the Reform Dutch Church of Stuyvesant; of the Lake 
Keuka Baptist Church, of Crosby; of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Shortsville: of the Christian Endeavor Society of the 
Congregational Church of Northville; of the First Methodist 
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Episcopal Church and Preachers’ Meeting, of S se; of the 

aes People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of Poplar Ridge 
and Sherwood, and of the delegates of the thirteenth semiannual 
Chemung County convention of Christian Endeavor of Elmira, 
all in the State of New York, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol 
building and all Government buildings; which were referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the tion of Edgar Petell and 
—. other citizens of Saginaw, Mich., ying for the imposi- 
= 7. two-dollar duty on lumber; which was ordered to lie on 

© table. 

He also presented the memorial of W.B. Mershon and sundry 
other box-shook manufacturers of Saginaw Valley, Michigan, re- 
monstrating inst the rebate clause in the pending tariff bill as 
applied to lumber; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

ie also presented a memorial of Broadwell & Wolff and sundry 
other dealers in musical instruments, of Detroit, Mich., remon- 
strating against an increase of the duty on musical instruments; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Council of Trades and Labor 
Unions, of Detroit, Mich., remonstrating nst an increase of the 
— on raw tobacco; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
of Grand Saighle, Mach, seapensheahing: agelaeh the enostenenn of 

ran , Mich,, rem agains ent o 
legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket bro- 
kerage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented the petition of Hermann H. Schoeneweg and | jurisd 


sundry other citizens of Detroit, Mich., praying for the enactment 
of legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He ane pomneies the petition of Mrs. Alfred Russell, president, 
and 37 er members of the United States Daughters of 1812, 
praying that an appropriation be made for the erection of a bronze 


statue to the of Maj. Gen. Alexander Macomb, formerly | _ 
Commander in Chief of the United States Army, to be placed in 
some public square in the city of Detroit, .; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented the petition of W. H. 8. Wood and 30 other 

fo enaaien conensing tha Wacoutnnr er th emonee te ea 

resolu e rocure 
and furnish to the oust certain information regardin the cor- 
rect amount of stock and bonds of the United States or its people 
— _ foreign countries; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also ted sundry petitions of citizens of Michigan who 
earn their living by producing lumber and shingles, praying for 
the imposition of a two-dollar rate upon lumber and a 35-cent 
rate on shingles; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented — of the Young People’s of 
Christian Endeavor of the Church of Fremont, of 
the Woman's Christian Tem Union of Ishpeming, of the 


Youn e's Society of Endeavor of the Reformed 
Church of Fremont, and of the Young People’s Society of Uhris- 


combinations to control prod 
ulate for their own benefit the price of 
of labor; which was read, and 
Judiciary, as follows: 


Memorial to 
States to give concurrent jurisdiction with the several 


price 0 


The memorial of the of Wisconsin tothe Congressof the Unit» 
States in the opinion of the legislature the multiplici: y 
other combinations of capital, for the pur- 

including the necessari. s 


and 
pone nf coniadiling the marketetor 
of lif to but is the cause of 









of Seattle, Wash. 
the Islands of 


S 


stifle com 






on, and to reg. 
cts and the 
erred to the Committee on ths 


for the ounpreasion off erases andl other seusiinatianes 60 


y shows 
wer of trusts and 


Mr. MITCHELL gperentel 8 en ae eo Wis- 
consin, praying for adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States giving Congress concurrent jurisdic- 

or the suppression of trusts and other 


regulate for their own benefit the se of 


tion with the several States 
combinations to control 


, seeks and 
remedy for this evil will be found in to the Congress of the 
States power to legislate upon the provide for civil suits in the 
mauge <S the United Cates ant Sh Sie somatess Se Uaieed Sates, and for 
even if these 


os 
Eiinrenpoetatly 


; which was referred to Committee on the J 
Merchant Tailors’ 


He also nted a petition of the 


of Mil , Wis., to pass without amendment 
section 666 of the pendin 
weaeee see, a ceatial effects, etc.; whic 


on . 
Mr. WILSON presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
ying for the annexation by the United States 


Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
OWS: 


tian Endeavor of the Church of Christ, of Fremont, all in the State | foll 


of Michigan, praying for the enactment of 1 rohibi 

the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Carol buildi J 
ground owned or controlled by the United States Government; 
which — referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


He also presented the petition of Rev. W. Bishop Johnson and 
8 other cl en of the city of Washington, praying that the 
Freedmen’s Hospital be accorded all the rights a by the 
other hospitals in that city; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 
He nted a petition of the officers and members of the 
Merchant ors’ Exchange of Milwaukee, Wis., Praying Con- 
a bt relsng tthe few etry of ering appar, Foren 
, relatin, en , 
— etc.; which was ordered to lie on the ta 


Senate. 
Mr, SPOONER presented petition of the of Wis- 
‘ a a 
the of an amendment to the Constitu- 
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to the free entry of 
was ordered to lie 


To the Senate and House 
the honorable Sires ; 
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citizens inthis 


The great trust 














single ship, bound for H 


Seattle tons of American coal, lumber, lime, flour, and other native 

return in a few weeks with fruit and other produce of 
retinas. of millions of feet of Puget Sound lumber have in 
the past gone Togas, and the trade of our people is now 


larger than The ogeeare that met in this Territory of 
Washi of 1854—asked the Federal Government to take steps nec: 
essary to secure of these islands to the United States. The 

; then and po on ee by = 
cooding legislatures and bodies of a commercial and public character. 
‘We can not do better than reiterate their statements and request, which we 


took out of the port of 


now S . The uisition of this group of 
a oS extent, so rich in resources, so vast in trade, 80 
ising the future, so C, Sf} 
ved. a tower of strength to the U States, which our Government 
should not ———— establishing for the protection and benefit of our 
own country and By EDWARD 0. GRAVES, President. 
test: 
a Panest Suri, Secretary. 
Adopted May 12, 1897. 


Mr. PETTIGREW presented a petition of sundry citizens of 


Dead 8. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation for a 
Deadwoot restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 


Mr. NELSON presented a ition of the Board of Trade of 
Minnespolt, Minn., praying for the passage of a national bank- 
rupeoy w; which _ ordered ~ lie on = — eit 

also presented ition Frank McC eary and sundry 

ci of Daluth Minn and the petition of C. M. Simpson 

sundry other citizens of Duluth, Minn., praying forthe enact- 

of legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; 
which ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the ienegetis (Minn.) Ex- 


: 


change, are to pass without amendment section 666 
of the , relating to the free entry of wearing ap- 
parel, effects, etc.; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Minneapolis Board of Trade, 
of Minneapolis, Minn., rem against any delay in the 
work already commenced on Lock and Dam No. 2; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. CULLOM ted a memorial of os Graduate = of 
cago, Illinois, remonstrating against pro- 
= on books and other publications not aa in the 
nited States; lie on the table. 
He also ted a memorial of the Travelers’ Protective Asso- 
ciation, Ill., remonstrating against the enactment of 


intended to destroy the tsystem of ticket broker- 
age; which was referred to the Commitese on Interstate Com- 


merce. 

He also presented a petition of the Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ 
Ded ee es for a reduction of the duty 
cents on proof ts and also to shorten the 
from eight years to one year; which was 

to lie on the table. 
ted a memorial of Federal Labor Union 
ayne, Ind., remonstrating against an increase 
internal-revenue tax on tobacco; which was ordered to lie 


a petition of the Indianapolis Musicians’ Pro- 
a iedlensnaiie Ind., praying for the reten- 
parts thereof, 


the memorial of Phil Goetz, treasurer of 
Company, of , Ind., relative to the 
and corundum; w was ordered to lie on 


a memorial of the Madison Brewing Company, 


ne against an increase of the duty 
ordered to lie on the table. 


a memorial of John R. Hall & Co., of New 
> to the duty on linen thread; which was or- 
a memorial of United Diamond Workers’ 


York, nst the ion 
‘of tho pending tart bill, relating 
; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


ail 


se 
fl tall 


i) 


He also presented a memorial of John Brower & Co., of New 
Xascee. seelive to the duty on pot and curl ashes; which was 
lie on the table. 
a See oe. © Packeiter Compeny of 
duty on cigars and tobacco; w 
to lie on the table. 
a@ memorial of L. A. Salomon & Bro., of New 
= the duty on fuller’s earth; which was or- 


pr @ memorial of Justice, Bateman & Co., wool 
of Philadelphia, Pa., relative to the wool 
tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on 


presented a petition of sundry citizens of Elizabeth- 
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ton, Tenn., praying for the enactment of legislation for a more 
. - reetriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie on the 
e. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented sundry memorials of citizens of 
North Dakota, remonstrating against the proposed increase of 
duty on imported Habana filler and Sumatra wrapper tobacco; 
which were ordered to lie on the table 

He also presented the memorial of R. E. Fleming and sundry 
other citizens of North Dakota and a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Buffalo, N. Dak., remonstrating against the proposed duty of 
$2 per thousand feet on rough white pine lumber; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a resolution adopted at a meeting 
of the board of directors of the St. Louis Cotton Exchange, favor- 
ing the passage by Congress of a bill to establish a new depart- 
ment of the Government, to be entitled the ‘‘ department of com- 
merce and industry,” for the general purpose of fostering a wider 
and more systematic development of our commerce, domestic and 
foreign, and the various industrial interests throughout the coun- 
try, and of concentrating in one department the several matters 
pertaining to commerce and industry which are now included in 
separate and inappropriate departments. They are also in favor 
of including in such department a tariff bureau. I move that 
the resolution be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE. The Committee on Commerce have that subject 
now under consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then let the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
be so ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union 
No. 44, of St. Louis, Mo., and a memorial of the Central Trades 
and Labor Union, of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present system 
of ticket brokerage; which were referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 


PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I present a memorial signed by S. C. Busey, 
M. D., representing the Medical Society of the District of Colum- 
bia; George M. Sternberg, M. D., representing the Biological So- 
ciety; D. E. Salmon, D. V. M., representing the Agricultural 
Department; Walter Reed, M. D., representing the Medical De- 
partment of the United States Army; D. 8. Lamb, M. D., repre- 
senting Howard University; C. W. Stiles, Ph. D., representing 
the Georgetown Medical School; E. A. De Schweinitz, M. D., rep- 
resenting the Columbian Medical School; H. N. Stokes, Ph. D., rep- 
resenting the Chemical Society of Washington; W. M. Sprigg, 
M. D., representing the National University, and Frank Baker, 
M. D., representing the Anthropological Society, remonstrating 
against the passage of Senate bill No. 1063, for the further pre- 
vention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia, and in 
part answering the report of the Senate Committee on the District 
of Columbia upon that bill, Report No.116. Imove that the memo- 
rial lie on the table and that it be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL subsequently said: I move that Senate Docu- 
ment No. 31, Fifty-fourth Congress, second session, in regard to 
the prevention of cruelty to anima‘s in the District of Columbia, 
and Senate Document No. 31, part 2, Fifty-fourth Congress, sec- 
ond session, relating to vivisection in the District of Columbia, be 
printed in connection with the memorial of the representatives of 
the medical and other scientific societies of the District of Coluin- 
bia which I presented to the Senate during the morning hour. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1944) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Clinch River, Kingston, Tenn., reported it with amend- 
ments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1978) extending the time for the commencement and com- 

letion of the railroad bridge across the Lilinois River, near Graf- 
Ill., by the St. Louis, Perry and Chicago Railroad, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 546) for the relief of the estate of A. H. Herr, 
deceased, late of the District of Columbia, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 466) for the relief of the administrators of Isaac P. Tice, 
deceased, and others, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
_— a thereon. 


. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the Library, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 23) amending 
Senate resolution of May 13, 1886, providing for marble busts of 
those who have been Vice-Presidents of the United States to be 


In the absence of objection, it will 
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placed in the vacant niches of the Senate Chamber, reported it 
with an amendment making the joint resolution a Senate resolu- 
tion, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 1123) to provide for the examination and clas- 
sification of certain lands in the State of California, reported it 
without amendment. 


FUNERAL OF SENATOR EARLE. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported the followin 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, an 

to: 


Resolved, That the expenses incurred by the committee appointed by the 
Vice-President on the 2ist instant to make arrangements for and attend the 
funeral of the Hon. Josura H. EAR, late a Senator from the State of South 
Carolina, at Greenville, 8. C.. be. and they hereby are, directed to be paid 
out of the “ miscellaneous items” of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO FUR SEALS. 


Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, re- 
ported the following resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President is requested, if in his gg it is not incom- 
pone with the public interests, to send to the Senate the correspondence 


n Departments of State and of the Treasury, not heretofore printed, 
relating to the fur seals in the Bering Sea and the North Pacific Ocean. 


PAY OF STENOGRAPHER,. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
the following resolution; which was referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Contro! the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the stenographer employed tore statements before the 


Committee on Naval Affairs relative to armor for the Navy be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2014) to provide for the 
sprinkling of the streets of the District of Columbia, and thereby 
to better promote the health and comfort of the people, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice = title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Colum 

He also introduced a bill (8. 2015) granting a pension to Lillian 
M. Yost; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2016) for the relief of David D. 
Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
ponte Ramee referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. NS introduced a bill (8S. 2017) granting to the New 
Mexico and Arizona Railroad Company right of way and lands 
for station grounds; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. CULLOM. [I introduce a bill proposing to amend the act 
regulating commerce, which has been forwarded to me from a 
business organization in Chicago. I do not know the contents of 
the bill very sy but as the organization requests that I intro- 
duce it and have it printed, I do so, and I also ask that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

The bill (S. 2018) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate 
commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on’Interstate Commerce. 

Mr, TURPIE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

bill (S. 2019) granting a pension to Eliza J. West; and 
oo (8. 2020) restoring to the pension rolls Mrs. Damsell J. 


Mr. DEBOE introduced a bill (S. 2021) for the relief of Joseph 


W. Pomfrey; which was read twice sby its title, and referred to | 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2022) for the relief of 
Louis Miller; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
omens "s papers, referred to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas introduced a bill (S. 2023) removin 
the charge of desertion from the name of Alfred Rebsamen, o 
Olathe, Kans.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ROACH introduced a bill (S. 2024) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Grand Forks, N. Dak.; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the woe 
paper, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2025) for the relief of M. 
Causin Waring; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WHITE introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
pa ll 18. 090, to the ee ek « ‘ 

. 2026) granting a pension to Harriett A. Tappan; an 

A bill (S. 2027) granting a pension to John Bryan. 
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AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. FAULKNER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 

overnment and to encourage the industries of the United States: 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. PROCTOR submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
seme by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 

overnment and to encourage the industries of the United States. 
which were ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. BURROWS (by request) submitted two amendments in- 
tended to be proposed by him tothe bill (H. R. 379) to provide reve- 
nue for the Government and to encourage the industries of the 
United States; which were ordered tolieon the table and be printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
— by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 

vernment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CARTER. In accordance with the request of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, embodied in a communication addressed to 
the President of the Senate on the 19th instant, found in Senate 
Document No, 95, and by direction of the Committee on Public 
Lands, I submit an amendment to the deficiency appropriation 
bill, providing for an extension of the time for the exercise of the 
preference right of entry to settlers in Greer County, Okla. I 
at ne it. be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
printed. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency app: tion bill; which 
— eee to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

r. TILLMAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency a tion bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropria’ , and ordered to 
be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 
Ordered, That leave be given to withdraw from the files of the Senate the 


papers relating to Senate 2232 of the first session Fifty-fourth Con; 
*to yee Sugar Loaf Reservoir site in Colorado,” there being no adverse 
repo 


TRANSPORTATION OF FOOD CONTRIBUTIONS TO INDIA. 


Mr. CHANDLER. In the absence of the senior Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Have], the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, I ask that consideration may be given to the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 48) directing the Secre of the Treasury to give an 
American to the foreign-built steamships Massapequa and 
Menantic, to enable them to yo under the American flag 
to the sufferers by famine in I The joint resolution was in- 
wet =< oy him on Thursday last, and I desire to offer a substi- 

e for 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
morning business to be transacted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Morning business is not yet com- 

eted. The Senator from New Hampshire desires to call up the 
joint resolution for consideration? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to call it up as a part of the morn- 


business. 
ae QUAY. I trust the Senator will withhold his request for 
the consideration of the joint resolution until original resolutions 
«the VICE-PRESIDENT.’ 
The VICE-PRESID. .. The Chair understands that the joint 
resolution is on the Calendar and is not a part of the morning 


usiness. 
Mr. CHANDLER. TheChairis technically right; but the Chair 
will remember that immediate consideration was asked for the 
joint resolution when it was introduced, and it went over under 
objection, I have no objection to waiting until the routine morn- 
ing business is d of. I shail then ask for the consideration 
of the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The request for its consideration will 
be temporarily deferred. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GALLINGER. On the 18th day of the present month I re- 
ee ieisas ben Seve, te bAll (21800) co berth anon] 

to amen 
an act entitled ‘An ost asuatine ¢ 


Sait oon soeeee as Siete es 
an ex 

amination it is to be ia many particulars, an 

move that it be taken from the Calendar and recommitted to the 














WICHITA INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. QUAY. Isubmit a resolution, to which I invite the atten- 
of the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs [Mr. 
PeTTiGREW]. If he has no objection, I should be glad to have it 
passed this morning. If he objects to the resolution, it can go 
over under the rule. 
+» The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the right to compensation on the part of the Wichita and 


E 


affiliated ben’ of Indians for their ry right in and to the lands ceded 
to the United States by said Ind under the agreement made and entered 
into between said and the United States at Anadarko, in the Indian 


Territory. on the 4th day of June, A. D. 1891, should be considered and ad- 
justed at the same time and by the same tribunal which shall determine the 
Samed SES Se cident te hereby requested to suspend the allotisente to said 
en ere ues! suspen e allotments to sa’ 
one until ——— nsation to be allowed and paid to 
in excess of allotments shall be finally determined. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Let the resolution go over until to-morrow. 
I do not know that I have any objection to it, but it is quite an 
t matter, and I should like to look at it. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution lies over. 


EXCLUSION OF AMERICAN CITIZENS FROM RUSSIA. 
Mr. PERKINS submitted the following resolution; which was 


a refusal by the cha d'affaires of the Russian legation to 
visé a duly issued by the Department of State by an American citi- 
gen has the question of invidious distinction by the Russian Govern- 
ment certain Americans who are among the most useful, intelligent, 
and of the people of the United States; and 


Prince Lobanow, imperial minister of foreign affairs, under date 

of Anges x. informed the minister of the United States at St. Peters- 

burg - Government ae oo many millions of Jew- 
° 


ish subjects, only admits their congeners oreign allegiance when they 


to ta ty that they will not be a charge and a parasit 
Sieuent be the State, but will be able, on the contrary, oe be ‘useful to the 
internal development of the country; and 


Whereas the citizen refused admission to Russia is one of the wealthiest, 
most progressive, and most public spirited of the residents of California, and 
in no way liable to become a charge upon the Russian Government, but able, 
ifa resident, to be useful to the internal Guyeioqmnens of that country; and 

Whereas said citizen desired simply to visit Russia for the pargere of see- 
ing relatives and not for the purpose of permanent residence; an 


refusal to visé his passport seems to have been based on the single 


fact that_he the Jewish and not the Christian faith, which is con- 
trary to the given by the imperial minister of foreign affairs of the 
class of persons who are bited from entering the Russian dominions; and 


Whereas the apparent contradiction between the theory and the practice 
of the Russian Government gives rise to the suspicion that a certain class of 
our citizens are excluded from the benefits of travel and temporary sojourn 
because of their religious belief; and 
distinction would be abhorrent to all people who believe in 
the right of men to worship according to the dictates of couscience: There- 


this Government request the Imperial Government of Rus- 
whether American citizens are excluded from Rus- 
religious faith, and if so, that said Imperial Govern- 
requested to remove such prohibition and to permit 


of whatever religious faith to visit Russia, if they are not liable 


the Em by reason of poverty or an inab o 
ans we coe 
Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
few words my object in introducing this resolu- 
I shall ask its reference to the Committee on For- 
Relations. 
few days since Mr. Adolph Kutner, a respectable and influen- 
merchant and banker of California, came to this city en route 

for the purpose of visiting his friends in Russian Poland. 
a resident of California for more than forty years and 
or more a citizen of the United States. He has 
confidence of all who know him. 
this city, visited the State Department, and there 

to which he was entitled. He then visited 

and asked to have his passport viséed. The 

See eer ened him if he was a Christian. His reply was 

no; ——— a or. “ rae = the one d’affaires, 

my country do not permit me to visé your passport. 
We have no use for you or your class of people in our country.” 


i 


ei 
il 


8 
a 
i 


geree.g 
i 


d 


ic pense see $0 Bosian Po d, to Warsaw, the 
Te a, that country, where there is a population of 450,000, 
I one-third of whom are Jews. He ed to visit his aged 


sister and relatives, who are unable to come to him. For thirty 
or more he had contributed money and sent it to them from 
coum AME Ide Aectsd canta 6s rotere was seompted by the Aival 
’ was prom 1 
affection well known to the Hebrew race. "ile wished to arees 0 
of those who had died and to pay a last 
affection to those who are living.. 
It seems to me that in these days, when we are extending our 
hag Done ner + commen, 
we gome Co’ 
the oes that in a land where a 
* American citizenshi 2 
See eo ant the mort noble shrine that anyone can in 
to—where as to a man’s religion it is a question be- 


Cl ae ee 
re 
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tween hisown conscience and his God whether he be Jew or Gen- 
tile, Protestant or Catholic, whether he is a follower of Confucius 
or of Buddha, and we do not ask that question if he is a good 
American citizen and believes in the dignity and honor of Ameri- 
can citizenship, we ought not to pass over such a case in silence. 

Iwas not content when this gentleman returned to my office and 
reported to me that he had been denied the right to have his pass- 
port viséed, but I waited upon the Department. There I wascour- 
teously referred to the correspondence that had passed between our 
Government and Russia under the previous Administration, and 
which is printed in our publication upon foreign relations. I found 
that correspondence in a similar case had taken place, and the rep- 
resentative of the Russian Government itunes that the religion 
of the Jews is a political question. Iam unable to find any such 
interpretation in any of the modern lexicons of the day. 

AsI said before, it seems to me that we should not permit this 
matter to rest without further negotiations, so that we may follow 
an American citizen, whether he be Jew or Gentile, with our arm 
of protection into whatever country he may wish to go. There- 
fore, prompted by this patriotic reason alone, and I can conceive 
of none higher. t think we should ask the committee to investi- 
gate this question carefully and make such recommendation to 
the State Department as will relieve our citizens who desire to 
visit foreign countries from being obliged to subscribe to some 
particular religious faith in order to gain admission into another 
country. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The motion is to refer it. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It can only be referred to-day by 
unanimous consent. Is there objection to itsconsideration? The 
Chair hearsnone. The question is on the motion to refer the reso- 
lution to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PAY OF STENOGRAPHER. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report the hearing before the 
Committee on Indian Affairs May 19, 1897, in relation to the Osage Indians, 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer the resolution which I send to the 
desk, and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the President is hereby requested to inform the Senate 
what action, if any, has Leen taken, and with what result, under sections 
3 and 4 of a joint resolution, approved April 1), 1569, entitled “A joint resolu- 
tion for the protection of the interests of the United States in the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company and the Central Pacific Railroad Company, and 
for other purposes.”’ Also, what action has been taken under section 4, page 
509, volume 17, United States Statutes at Large. Have suits been commenced 
and the other provisions of said section enforced, and with what result? 
Have mortgages been made or dividends declared by said company in viola- 
tion of said section, and what has been done in relation thereto? Also, what 
action has been taken to enforce the provisions of the act of May 7, 1878, 
known asthe Thurman Act? And have the provisions of sections 1) and ll 
of said act been enforced, or any steps taken to forfeit the charters of said 
companies? And has the amount paid to the Pacific Mail been first deducted 
from the gross earnings before the amount due and paid into the sinking 
fund was determined? Also, what steps have been taken to protect the 
interests of the United States. as required by section 4 of the act of March 3, 





Is there objection to the present con- 


1887, chapter 345, volume 24, United States Statutes at Large? Also, inform 
the Senate if said Union Pacific Railroad was, at the time it went into the 


hands of a receiver,insolvent. And were the earnings of said company suffi- 
cient to pay its operating expenses and interest on its indebtedness, which 
was a prior lien to that of the United States? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, it seems to me that the resolution 
involves a vast amount of reporting from the President. I should 
like to have the resolution explained by the Senator who offers it. 
I can not understand how so much as that could be needed; in 
other words, I think we have in our possession a good deal of the 
information called for. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I could not hear all that the Senator said, 
but I judge he desires to know why the resolution is introduced. 
I introduced the resolution for the purpose of securing informa- 
tion with regard to the steps which have been takento protect the 
interests of the Government under the various laws in relation to 
the Pacific railroads. I suppose before this session closes the 

nestion of extending the time for the payment of this debt, or 
the question of the foreclosure of the lien of the Government upon 
those roads, will be considered by Congress, and the information 
desired, as expressed in this resolution, is essential, I think. toa 

roper and clear understanding of the question on the part of the 
eats: at least, I desire very much that the information shall be 
furnished before the question of settling with these railroad com- 
panies shall be disposed of by the Congress of the United States. 


Is there objection to the present con- 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 


sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears 


none, and the 
tion is on its ad n. 


ques- 


Mr, GEAR. 1 would suggest to the Senator from South Dakota 
that there is no 1 ation pending with regard to the Union Pa- 
cific Railroad. re is a suit for foreclosure on account of the 


nonpayment of bonds and interest. The matter is in the hands of 
the Government. Everybody knows that a certain deposit has 
been put up and placed in the hands of the Government, amount- 
ing to three-quarters of 4 million, to guarantee some bid or bids 
which it is proposed tomake. The matter is entirely in the courts 
at present. 
. CHANDLER. I do not object to the resolution if it can be 

i of without debate; but if there is to be debate upon it, I 
must object to its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

PAYMENTS TO CHEROKEE FREEDMEN. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
‘was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to inform 


the Senate the reason why the payment to the Cherokee m was 
stopped, and also send to the Senate a copy of all papers in relation to said 


payment. 
MANUFACTURE OF ARMOR PLATE. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I now ask that Senate joint resolution No. 
48, in relation to the transportation of food contributions to India, 
may be considered. 

. BUTLER. I should like to state before that is done that 
on Thursday last 1 offered a resolution calling for information 
which I -desire to have considered. I do not think it will lead 
to discussion, and oe rly comes within the morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be taken up in 
eet order. 

Mr. BUTLER. The resolution to which I refer is a simple reso- 
lution — for information from the Secretary of the ee 

Mr. C DLER. The joint resolution which I desire to have 
considered is to provide a ship to take contributions to the desti- 
tute poor of India. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator think it will lead toany debate? 
If it does, I shall haveto insist on theconsideration of my resolution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator insists upon his right, I can 
not a Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
ButTLer} on Thursday last, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate the amounts of purchased the Government 
Com . tively, and tho price paid Feat how ch al 

’ : e . mn nD: 
nesistance SF ony, the ment has given these companies either by extra 
ee in building 


Mr. BUTLER. I desire to modify the resolution by adding to 
it what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The modification the 
Senator from North Carolina to his resolution will be stated. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask to have the entire resolution read as it 
will stand when modified. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution, as modified by the 
Senator from North Carolina, will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

tary of the Navy be, and he is x 
cee pay yee r of Pome armor nat the 


for 

armor gun for the Army and Navy, and im any other way. 

And corres: mem or on 

the cost of armor under the first and showing the nature 
the and each of the co: 


of such between 

Also why, after the Government had with one company to make 

one Soren Seenet eee Se Pate Pee Saran D necwmary to con- 
another company for same purpose, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tke question is on the adoption of 
e resolution as modified. 


as E 
The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

TRANSPORTATION OF FOOD CONTRIBUTIONS TO INDIA. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I now ask that Senate joint resolution No. 
in relation to the transportation of food contributions to 
India, may be considered. 


£ 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the joint resolution (S. R. 43) direct- 
ing the of the Treasury to give an American register to 
the foreign-built ips 3 and to enable 
oe grain under the flag to the sufferers by 
ne 


Mr. CHANDLER. I now ask that the amendment, which [ 
offer in the nature of a substitute, may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by tho 
Senator from New Ham will be stated. 

The Secrerary. It to strike out all after tho 
resolving clause of the reso and insert: 

That the joi lution of 7, authorizing the Secretary of ti, 
Navy to oer eeeeteeamee the relict of the ooh poor of oa 
be, and the same is hereby, amended striking out the ‘American " 
edie dans anbenaiae Fediduaaneredin a 
two in number, to Carty cad the object of unidl Senebation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment. 

The amendment was to. 


start promptly - 

tributions, the Secretary of the Navy, in his communication of 
May 18, read in the Senate on last Thursday, seemed to give coun- 
a to —— es but Iam —s informed by the a. 
¥ m the 

say Va . ee ee ee ee rere epee the 


make al 


credit our 


on that . 
and ,or the latest, next, bushels of corn 
cian a aeareh anne eaoees Ta 


Se ee ee ee eee ees it 
ought eT without objection. 
Mr. MORG et ee to ask the Senator what was the date 


A 
“+ 
ay 
~ 
+ 
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in which it 
any measure being acted upon at all 
of its becoming a law, to consult somebody at the other end 


as to whether it can be allowed to be taken up and 
like to know of the Senator from New Hamp- 
a matter apparently of considerable urgency, 
mts have been made for the passage of this 
joint resolution ugh the House of Representatives? 

Mr. CHAND . The Senator knows that I can give but one 
answer to that. The Senate is an independent body; it legislates 
according to its own judgment, and never makes arrangements, 
go far as I know, for the passage of any measure through the 
before acting upon it in this. I would ask the Sena- 
tor whether he has made any arrangement for the passage in the 
other House of the Cuban resolutions which passed the Senate by 
such a sees meer last week? 

Mr. MO . None atall. I think the people are arranging 
for that. The have got that matter in hand, and they will 
very soon bring itabontone way or the other. Something will have 
to give way—either the Senator from New Hampshire and myself 
with the on one side or the Speaker of 

other; and I think on that 


count we are in a cae ea cesanel tere: I hope, will be prudent 


and give way. I have not for anything. 
r. D . If the Senator will allow me to say so, I 
shall be glad to do anything we may to get that resolution 


we had better now ind in a habit which we are too much in- 
clined to indulge in, of mixing things in the Senate. We disposed 
of the Cuban resolution, and the responsibility is now upon the 
Houseof Representatives. We have here the case of sending alittle 
aid to the leof India. Now let us act upon that, and 


the responsibility upon the House of Representatives, where 
have no doubt it will ES ascenntty met. I think if the Senator 
will refrain from atone upon this resolution with his usual 
and ability, and let the resolution be passed and go to 

the House of tatives, and then help us with the considera- 
tion of the bill, he will be doing as t a public service as 
he did last week in securing the action which the Senate thought 


proper for the suffering le of Cuba. 
President, I am not trying to mix these 


| 


things. "attain tryin ioe teat ed and get them back 
t Lam trying t them unmixed and get them bac 
on old lines. e ome to be confronted with theories we 
thought we understood. Now we are confronted with conditions 
which we think we do not understand, and I thought it was quite 
a legitimate inquiry to make of the Senator as to whether this 
hich appears to be very urgent, could be ob- 
action of the House of Representatives. I am very 
that that originates in the Senate has 
of going through the other House, though the Sen- 
know any more about it, it appears, than I do. 
There is a feature of the resolution we are about to amend here 
great charm for the people of the United States, and 
those gentlemen who have been always in favor 
American-built ships and letting them carry an Ameri- 
register—that is, that the ships that are to carry this corn, 
of the people of the United States to the 
of Great Britain, should be American ships, 
men, under the American flag. 
There is a very beautiful sentiment connected with that, in my 
) gr or and, I think, a very grand line of policy associated with 
this American benevolence carried to the 
poor wretches, the subjects of 
pwr bar pe in our own national ships and under our 
flag, and that this kind of benevolence should be extended 
with all of the insignia of our na- 
dit. It strikes my mind as being 
moment of time. It indicates 
subject of arbitration 
nvince the British peo- 
terms of charity and 
be constrained by any 
own free will and our 
people, 


k 


4 


° 
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under the American flag and carry this beautiful charity to the 
shores of India? 

There must be some fau!t in our legislation, or in the enterprise 
of our people, or in the poverty of their resources in respect of 
capital, to produce that calamitous situation. that humiliating sit- 
uation, that we can not find an American ship which can wear the 
American flag to take this American bounty to the shores of In- 
dia.. That is a subject that requires investigation and examina- 
tion. Itis thrust upon us here at a moment of time when it be- 
comes very significant indeed in respect of our standing amongst 
the nations of the earth asa great maritime or commercial power. 
We have no American ships, we are informed by the h 
Secretary of the Navy and also by the Senator from New Hamp 
shire |[Mr. CHANDLER], that can be found to carry these supplies 
to India. 

What is the reason for that national humiliation? What has 
provoked it or caused it? It must be that there is some bad law 
upon the statute books, because we are not absolutely stricken 
with poverty, we are not altogether without enterprise. It must 
be, therefore, that there must be some bad legislation that has 
brought us to this direful situation. What is that law? 

I think, Mr. President, it is our navigation laws. I think it is 
the law which prohibits us from naturalizing or domesticating a 
ship that is built in any foreign country, notwithstanding it is 
owned by our own people, and officered by Americans. I would 
respectfully suggest that some substitute ought to be found for 


mnorable 


the House of Representatives, but I do not believe | this condition of things at the present moment of time by a re 


laxation of our navigation laws to the extent, at least, of permit- 
ting certain American citizens—who do own ships that were built 
in Great Britain, it is true; but they own them, and they are good 
ships—of permitting them now to come and take this cargo and 
give them American registry and the flag, and let them go along 
and take this corn over to the people of India. 

Now I know, Mr. President, that our exclusive and seclusive 
system has built up in the United States certain monopolies of 
navigation which appear to be very much in onr way occa 
sionally. They appeared to be very much in our way when we 
wanted to establish a great international steamship line to carry 
the mails between the United States and Great Britain. We pro- 
vided then that those ships upon certain conditions should have 
American registers, and those people have gone on, I believe, to 
make a very profitable arrangement for the transportation of the 
mails and also have built up a very fine traflic in the transporta- 
tion of merchandise and passengers. I am disposed to look upon 
that line of steamships as being a great national success, and I am 
glad to observe that every American who crosses the Atlantic 
Ocean and has the money to pay his fare patronizes those vessels 
in preference toany other. I think it is a finestart we are making 
in the direction of getting a commercial marine in the United 
States. 

Encouraged by that example, I am in favor of the proposition 
which has been submitted to the Senate in behalf of a genfleman 
by the name of Hogan, who, I understand, makes an offer to the 
Secretary of the Navy, which is printed in these papers. He pro- 
poses to furnish immediately two ships, steamers, properly adapted 
to the transportation of the grain, well ventilated steamers, that 
will protect the grain against sweating and rotting on its passage 
across to the hot climate of India, which can be loaded and ready 
for the sea by Friday night, and the rate of transportation at 
which he proposes to take the freight will be about one-half the 
rate we have already engaged to pay to steamers to carry the 
contributions that are being sent from the port of San Francisco 
to Bombay. The guaranty of performauce, of course, is absolute 
in the character of Mr. Hogan. His ships are sufficient guaranty 
for that, and I do not see why we should refuse to grant him that 

uest. 

t is very true that it would introduce his steamers tothe Ameri- 
can registry, and would give them the right to participate in the 
coastwise trade along with a number of others that are now oper- 
ating in the same way, some of them ships that have been built up 
from foreign wreckages and some of them ships built in America. 
I think the Senate ought not to agree tothe amendment, but ought, 
on the other hand, to accept the proposition of Mr. Hogan, and to 
that end I will, at the proper moment, offer an amendment to the 
joint lution as it was introduced by the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Hate]. 

Now, I will read the statement of facts upon which Mr. Hogan 
predicates his claim. The ships Massapequa and Menantic are 
now ready to receive the grain, and can be ready to saii in forty- 
eight hours after the joint resolution is passed and they are char- 
tered. There are no other vessels, so far as known, that can take 
the cargo and sail as speedily as these. Each steamer can carry 
about 153,000 bushels of wheat or about 164,000 bushels of corn, 
whether in bulk or in bag. These vessels are fitted withan excep 
tional number of ventilators, with the object of carrying full car- 
goes of grain, to insure as far as possible the landing of such in 
good condition. If the original joint resolution is passed to-day, 
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all of the grain contributed can be on its way to India not later 

than Friday evening next, in speedy freight ships, entirely safe, 

and in every way suitable for the purpose, and carrying our flag, 

=e eens the United States Government less than cost for the 
reight. 

These ships are in the regular trade of carrying cattle to Europe 
and returning with cargoes to the United States. The ordinary 
tramp foreign steamships are slow; very few of them can exceed 
7 or 8 knots per hour. Hogan's boats can average 10 knots an 
hour. Asthe distance is about 9,000 miles, the saving in time 
would beenormous. Besides, the trampsare not immediately avail- 
able. Another point to be considered is, namely, that Mr. Hogan 


' offered to carry this grain below cost to the United States, while 


these British tramp steamers will charge excessive prices. Mr. 
Hogan's proposition is simply this: He will carry the whole of this 
grain, about 8,000 tons, more speedily than any other proposition 
that has been received, at cost price to the United States Govern- 
ment, in first-class ships, owned by United States citizens, officered 
by United States officers, and carrying the flag of the United 
States, and the vessels will become a part, and a valuable part, of 
the auxiliary navy of the United States. 

One of the amendments which I propose to offer to the resolu- 
tion offered by the Senator from Maine is that these vessels may 
become a part of the wee ae. of the United States. 

It has been said that the Red Star Line will carry the grain. 
Upon that subject, here is an extract from the Washington Times, 
avery accurate and able paper, one upon which I rely confidently 
for the truth in every case. It is dated May 25, 1897, and headed 
‘Food for starving India:” 

The Navy Department has been informed an agent in San Francisco 
that the steamer City of Everett will be in tha rt within six days, pre- 
pered to take a load of supplies to India for the starving population there. 

e steamer is an American, of 2,600 tons COO and the owners want 
$40,000 for making the voyage. The Government | probably charter her. 

There are now at San Francisco nearly 700 tons of supplies, and encuga to 
load the vessel can be collected in a short time. Sofar as can be ascertained, 


the Navy Department is no nearer to providing a vessel to take the supplies 
from New York to India than it was a month ago. 


Now, this ship of United States register is about to be paid by 
the Government $15 a ton to carry 2,600 tons of in to India, 
making the cost to the Government $39,000. The Hogans propose 
to takethe sameamountof grain to India for $6 per ton, or $15,600— 
less than half. The Hogans o— to take 8,000 tons, at $6 per 
ton, making the cost to the Government only $48,000, whereas if 
the same price should have to be paid as is charged by the San 
Francisco ship it would cost the United States $120,000. The ac- 
ceptance of the Hogans’s proposition would in that case save the 
United States Treasury $72,000. 

Those facts are furnished to me by a gentleman of very high 
credibility, in whose statements I repose entire confidence. Iam 
obliged to do so from my knowledge of his character. If they are 


true, then there ought to be some statement made here as to the | h 


cost of c ing the grain that will devolve upon the Government 
of the Uni tates in the event we change the existing law by 
amendment or repeal so as to strike out the words ‘‘American 
ships.” The law providing for this transportation is indefinite as 
to the amount to be expended, It nn grees the Treasury of the 
United States to an unlimited demand for carrying the grain. 
No rate per ton is fixed, no amount is prescribed in the law itself, 
but so much as may be necessary is the requirement of the law 
which is now upon the statute book. 

Now, I am not in favor of paying to British tramps, or to any 
other tramp, or any competitive line between this country and 
Europe or elsewhere, any sum of money that they may choose to 
impose upon the Navy Department for the transportation of the 
grain, when we have from Americans, who are able to respond to 
their guaranties and obligations, a definite proposition to carry the 
grain for about one-half that it already‘has cost the Government 
of the United States to make similar shipments from the port of 
San Francisco to the port of Bombay. 

In view of the practical situation, can there be any reason why 
we, for the sake of getting rid of a question that ought to be set- 
tled, at least for the occasion, as to the effect of our navigation 
laws, chould refuse a register to this American citizen for his ship, 
although it was built abroad? When you charter a ship to take 
a cargo from an American port toa British port, of course you own 
the ship forthat voyage. It is a limited ownership, a limited title. 
You therefore, by the joint resolution as you propose to amend it, 
give the right toa subject of Great Britain, or Game. or France, 
or any other foreign country, to come here, draw his drafts upon 


our ury for money taxed out of the ore of the United | if the 


— in order to carry grain to India to feed the starving poor 
ere. 

If our circumstances are really ae cane that we have no 
American ships to carry this grain a , let us get some Ameri- 
can shi Our er buy ships and put them under a British 
flag, as Hogan's ships are now, and yet we refuse to give them an 
American register and turn right around and for this voyage 
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charter British ships, without requiring them totake out an Ameri- 
can register to carry this food to India. Why does Congress make 
that sort of discrimination against onr own a evirtually 
buy the ships to carry the food to India. That is the practical 
result. And yet, because American citizens have bought British 
ships which are now under British registry, we refuse to allow 
them to take out American registry, although the provision we 
propose to make in their behalf is not a general repeal of the navi- 
gation laws, but, like other cases that have occurred, is an excep- 
tion in favor of these men for the icular emergency. 

Why did we authorize British-built ships to come into the pas- 
senger and maii line between New York and Southampton? It 
was because we wanted to make them the nucleus around which 


should be built up an American line—a very idea. But 
those men would not into it; they would undertake it at 
all unless we would allow certain tish ships»which they then 
owned or could purchase to come in under registry. 


There was an emergency, there was an occasion that required us 
to depart from this ironclad rule, which I was:very glad to see 
broken up. If it ought to have been’ from in that case 
and upon that emergency and for that particular reason, why can 
we not now, with equal justice and p ety, tfrom the iron- 
clad rule and allow these two ships to have an American registry? 
That would arrange the whole business, 

The Senator from Maine brought in his joint resolution with 
the express approbation of the Secretary of the Navy. The Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire now tells us that the Secretary of the 
Navy has er his mind. Why has he changed his mind? I 
should like to have some communication from the Secre of 
the Navy to inform us why he has changed his mind after sending 
here a report a resolution, which was read the 
other day in the Senate and is nowin the Recorp. The report of 
the Secretary of the Navy sustains the joint resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Maine as it was introduced here. His project was to 
give American register to these ships; but now suddenly every- 
thing is changed. Why is it change? Of course I do not know, 
but I feel that it is a subject of legitimate in , and that the 
Secretary of the Navy ought to inform us y and by a letter 
sent to us as to the reasons for changing his ground upon the sub- 


ject. 

I do not know anything about it; but, taking all the circum- 
stances together, 1 have no doubt there are riva!ry and compe- 
tition amongst the different lines which are now conducting the 
coastwise trade of the United States, and some favorite is to be 
benefited. For instance, there is the Clyde Line, an established 
line—I believe established for many d various other lines 
of steamers and other ships in conducting the coastwise 
trade of the United States. They do not want any more ships to 
take an American Paes ee they were built abroad. 
They do not want them whether they were built abroad or at 

ome. : 

No man engaged in business, no matter how legitimate it is, 
wants that business controlled in any sense by competition. Com- 
petition is always averse to him and always repugnant to his in- 
terests. But the — of the United States can not get along 
without competition in all these matters, larly in the mat- 
ter of tion, for whenever we up by our system of 
laws what is virtually a monopoly in favor of any class of Amer- 
ican citizens in the business of transportation, we tax the whole 
ae people to pay the damages. It comes right out of the 


people. 

There may be, and I have no doubt there is, some feeling about 
this business because of the very fact that those two ships, when 
they are admitted to American register, come in competition 
with other established lines in our coastwise trade, and will prob- 
ably cut down the income of some of thoselines. If that is the 
reason —I do not charge it, but I assume that is a legitimate argu- 
ment upon the facts—it is no but selfishness, and no man can 
claim or ought to be allowed. to @ benefit, of a peculiar and 
monopolistic character, under the laws of the United , when 
his claim is founded upon pure and is without a just 
and ee return to the people of the United States, who granted 

eges. 


the pri 

Certainly our coastwise trade is not becanse if it 
were overcrowded, the gentlemen engaged in thetrade would at once 
go te Se aes New York to take the valuable opportunity that 
s afforded here of carrying the grain, in pursuance of the joint 
resolution as it was on an American ship, un- 


it, or else unable, I do not know which. But it is that 
that deplorable fact ab. 
the joint resolution, 
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whole of the commercial and shipping circles of the world have 
been hunted out to ascertain whether American ships under the 
American flag could be found to carry this American contribu- 


tion to India. ce i 

. | would not be willing to endure the humiliation of having the 
British Government send over here and take the grain to their 
suffering , because that would be only a half gift. It would 
be a gift upon conditions, and our people do not give these benevo- 
lences upon conditions. The Government of the United States 
in responding to that noble generosity of the people has attached 
no condition except one that belongs to the nature of the case, 
that, being an American contribution, we want it carried in 
American ships, and we do not want either to implore Great 
Britain to send here to get the grain or to hire ships flying the 
British flag for its carriage. 

The British Government is very quiet about the matter. It 
seems to look upon our efforts to relieve its starving and suffer- 
ing people with complacency, a proper and dignified treatment of 
a courtesy that is splendid and excellent. Perhaps Great Britain 
does not wish to be understood as even accepting this gratuity 
from our pestle or as having any official connection with it what- 
soever. I should not wonder if they felt some reproach, for the 
reason that the bubonic plague now in India is very largely the 
result of poverty, and the poverty in India does not seem to have 
been a Visitation from on high. 

It seems to have been a visitation of the lawmakers more than 

else, and the ane out of which has been bred the 
pome pene oe the laws which have created that ren 

directly to thé privy council in London and also to the 
Parliament of Great Britain. So I should not wonder if Great 
Britain did not want to analyze the subject in a moral way and 
to ascertain the causes which have led her ple into this terri- 
ble condition of starvation, which is so horrid that it has emptied 
the pulpits of the United States of the very greatest clergymen to 
go out among our benevolent and kind-hearted people to seek con- 
a to send to the starving and perishing millions of people 
In 

Now, while we are doing this, I insist that it is only just to our- 

selves, just to our own Government, that not being able to find 
ships to take the freight, when an American comes 
and offers to + ae bee a lower rate than the Government 
can get it done by anybody else, upon the mere condition that you 
will give his ships the benefit of the flag and an American regis- 
ter, to hy re our prejudices in respect of our navigation laws 
auent — one cohen ’ -_ in asomnnnes OS = sug- 
ve . I therefore oppose the striking out 
of the word “American ” irom the law as it exists, and if it shall 
out I will propose an amendment to the joint reso- 
lution of the Senator from Maine, which I will take occasion now 
to read, in order to indicate what it is. Leaving sections 1 and 2 
of the aso resolution to stand just as they are, with the prefixes 
I to insert as a new section in the resolution 
of the Senator Maine [Mr. Hag) the following: 

Sxc. 3. That the steamships so registered may be taken and used by the 
United States as cruisers or transports upon payment to the owners of the 

of the same at the time of the taking, and if there shall bea 
as to the fair actual value at the time of taking between the 
Sertiel appeaioura ene to be eppointed vy cach of eaid parties, who, im cane 
of disagreement, shall select Z hird, the ownré of any wo of the three so 
chosen to be final 8 seaaaaive: Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy is 


= aeons aon. to Sas =" foreign: — ptontners as 
carry grain to India, if, in his judgment, the grain can 
be shipped and delivered without more delay than the chartering of the Mas- 
sapequaand Menantic, hereinbefore provided for, and in vessels as suitable for 
the safe transportation of the m as the Hogan steamships, and without 
any excessive or unreasonable ight rates over and above the offer made by 
the owner of the Massapequa and the Menantic. 


The poe covers the amendment proposed now by the Senator 
from New Hampshire a x 


. because it leaves it at least discretionary 


Sze 


s 


: 


with the Secretary of the Navy, if he can make arrangements that | 


are better than those Hogan, or as good, tomake such 
arrangements with v sof any nationality, and it seems to me 
that we can save ourselves the unnecessary humiliation of chang- 
our ground upon this question and striking out the word 
an” from the existing law by the —s of the amend- 
ment —— I shall suggest, if upon voting the pending amend- 


The resolution was rted to the Senate as amended. 
The Vick PRESIDENT. wae question is on concurring in the 
as in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask for a yea-and-nay vote in the Senate 
on in the amendment made as in Committee of the 


' amendment, which was offered by the Senator from 

New anaes prepoess to strike the word “American” out of 
“Sirus eet tion. I am opposed to it. 

The ENT uestion is, Shall the amend- 


made as in Committee of the Whole be concurred in? 
a substitute for the joint resolution, 
Let it be read. 





The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the resolv- 
ing clause and insert: 


That the joint resolution of April 7, 1897, authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to transport contributions for the relief of the famishing poor of 
India, be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking out the word “Amert- 
can" before the words “ steamship or veasel,”’ and the Secretary is hereby 
authorized to charter and employ any suitable steamships or vessels, not 
exceeding two in number, to carry out the object of said resolution 


* 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the reading of the joint resolution 
of the Senator from Maine for which this is a substitute. The 
amendment is offered by the Senator from New Hampshire as a 
substitute for the joint resolution offered by the Senator from 
Maine. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The SECRETARY. Omitting the preamble, the joint resolution 
reads as follows: 


Resolved, etc.. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to cause 
the foreign-built steamships Massapequa and Menantic, owned by Charles W 
Hogan, of the firm of T. Hogan & Sons, of New York City, a citizen of the 
United States, to be registered as vessels of the United States, upon being 
notified by the Secretary of the Navy that a contract has been entered into 
between the Navy Department and said Charles W. Hogan, of the firm of T 
Hogan & Sons, for the transportation of about 8,000 tons of wheat in bulk or 
its equivalent in space for corn to India for the famishing poor. 

Sec. 2. The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to accept the propo- 
sition of T. Hogan & Sons made to him in their letter dated May 18, 1897, and 
to enter into a contract with Charles W. Hogan. of said firm, to carry the 
aforesaid wheat or equivalent of corn in bulk in the steamships Massupequa 
and Menantic to India, and a sufficient sum of money is hereby appropriated 
for said purpose out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that is the original joint reso- 
lution which was introduced by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from New Hampshire offered 
the amendment which was first read as a substitute for the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is correct. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not catch exactly the objection which 
the Senator from Alabama made to the original joint resolution, 
authorizing the chartering of these two vessels for the purpose of 
transporting the grain. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave no objectian to the original joint reso- 
lution which is now a law; but the Senator from New Hampshire 
proposes to amend that law by striking out the word ‘* American,” 
so as to leave to the Government of the United States and the 
Navy Department—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Excuse me one moment. I want to under- 
stand it. Why does the Senator say it is alaw when it is only a 
joint resolution introduced or reported from the committee? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; it is a law. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was passed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Early in April we passed a law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Which law? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not a copy of the joint resolution here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I beg pardon. This is Senate joint resolu- 
tion No: 43, introduced by the Senator from Maine | Mr. HALE] on 
the 20th day of May, 1897, and brought in for the purpose of being 
enacted into a law. It is not a law. 

Mr. MORGAN. Idonot pretend that it is a law, but I say there 
is another law now, which is already on the statute book, that the 
Senator from New Hampshire is trying to amend, and he is trying 
to amend it by offering a substitute for the pending joint resolu- 
tion. He offersas a substitute for the resolution an amendment 
to the original resolution or law so as to strike out of that law the 
word *‘American” and leave the Secretary of the Navy at liberty 
. ag any ships that he can get in order to transport the grain to 

ndia. 

Now, I say I am opposed to striking the word ‘‘American” out 
of that statute. Let it stand, and let the resolution of the Sena- 
tor from Maine be passed, to which I propose an amendment as a 
third section, which third section is that when these ships receive 
an American registry they shall be used at the option of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States as cruisers or transports, just as the 
mail steamers are subject to the same conditions that run new be- 
tween Southampton and New York, and with a further provise 
that in the event the Secretary of the Navy can make more ad- 
vantageous arrangements with ships that do not bear an Amerie 
can registry he may have an opportunity of doing so. 

That proviso would leave the Secretary of the Navy precisely in 
the condition the Senator's amendment would leave him in, by 
giving to him the option to hire British ships, or American ships, 
or French or German ships, if he can make more advantageous 
arrangements. But if hecan not do that, then he must accept 
Mr. Hogan’s proposition, which is, ‘Give me a registry for my 
ships, and I will carry this freight at certain rates and by a certain 
time. I am ready to doit. I will take my steamers off the line 
on which they are now finding first-rate employment. I want to 
get them under an American registry, and | wi!) put them in this 
trade and carry this corn and wheat to India, in order to secure 
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American registry. I will then submit my vessels, when they 
come back, precisely like the steamers from New York to South- 
ampton, to all the objects and uses of the United States for the 

urpose of getting them into the Navy when there is need for such 
on. More than that, I am entirely content; if you can make 
a better arrangement with any ne ship, no matter where built, 
go and do it; but 1 make this offer to you.” 

Mr. BACON, Will the Senator from Alabama please state what 
is the difference between the offer of the gentleman to whom he 
refers, the owner of these ships, and of the owners of other ves- 
sels! What is the difference in money. 

Mr. MORGAN. The difference is in favor of Mr. Hogan, it is 
stated, by about one-half of the freight. 

Mr. NDLER. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me 
to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER, The object of my amendment is to allow 
the Hogan ships to be taken. The Secretary is to hire them and 
use them, notwithstanding their English nationality, if they are 
the best and the cheapest ships that he can get. Now, the Senator 
from Alabama ought not to delay this great relief here by a dis- 
cussion about the wisdom of our navigation laws, which keep our 
coastwise trade for American ships. He ought not to delay the 
famishing xO of India from getting relief while he makes a 
speech in United States Senate on this great subject upon 
which there is so much difference of opinion. 

Wecan not use the Hogan ships now, because the word ‘‘Ameri- 
can” is in the former resolution. We can use the Hogan ships 
either by striking out the word “American,” which is a limita- 
tion, or Br giving those two ships an American registry; that is 
to say, after they have made one voyage to India under these 
charter ies they can come back to the United States and they 
nt wage tted, and they are admitted for all time, into our coasting 
trade, 

I do not believe that there is a Senator here who wants to do 
that. If the navigation laws are to be changed and we are to 
take away from American ships our coasting trade, Senators want 
to do it deliberately and not do it while le are starving in 
India for want of the food which we can send them to-morrow in 
these ships if you will only remove the limitation. No, they say, 
do not remove the limitation, but grant them American Saree 

I submit that if the Senator from Alabama will think this su 
ject over candidly he will see that the simplest method is the best, 
to take Mr. Hogan’s ships, send this grain in those ships to India, 
= take up the question of our navigation laws at some other 


Mr. MORGAN. I have already stated that Mr. Hogan's asser- 
tion is that the two ships in which he proposes to carry this grain 
are cattle ships, arranged for carrying cattle across the ocean, very 
well ventilated and thoroughly adapted to as oe safely 
across the ocean. Mr, H has a profitable trade in a regularly 
established cattle line and he does not want to abandon it, but is 
ae so if he can thereby get an American registry for 


his 
Mr. CHANDLER. I want to say that there are other ships in 


New York City that can go. There do not happen to be at this | an 


moment any American ships of sufficient carrying capacity, but 
there are ships of other nationalities, and we want to take one or 
two of them and the grain at once. 

Mr. MORGAN. hat the Senator from New H ire calls 
this moment has spread itself in an indefinite number of moments 
—~ ews ee — aad oe _— = of 

e now ng to hunt up can carry the grain, 
and we have not been able to find them. 
sent to us by the Secretary of the Navy. Mr. Hogan comes in 
and oars, ‘*T will take off two of my cattle ships here; I will put 
them in this trade, and I will carr grain for less than half 
the money Be will pay British ine to carry it on, or other 
American ships. I will do that for you if you will give me an 
American register. I can not afford to-do it unless you give me 
an American register; I can not afford to break up my line o 
trade, but I will do it if you will give me an American register.” 
Then comes in the private and competitive interests and say, 
“No, Mr. Hogan, we have got a good thing over here in the 
pope ge a trade, and we do not propose to allow you to crowd into 

a _ 

Mr. CHANDLER. I say the Senator from Alabama ought not 
to insist on a revision of our navigation laws on this one transac- 
tion. Common sense is it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would not for anything in the world stand 
in the way of this beautiful benevolence of ours to the great 
Empire of Great Britain. I want tocultivate good relations with 
them. I want to show them that we are a friendly and 


a very kind-hearted people, and that our p is not con- 
strained in an ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. They have that feeling about the Senator 
now. 
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t is the sad report | retary 


Mr. MORGAN. I have no doubt have. I have no doubt 
I enjoy a great amountof it. Certainly I would enjoy even a very 
small amount of it very y- 

Now, Mr. President, that disposes of that part of it. That ex- 
onerates Mr. Hogan from any culpability in respect to this trans- 
action, because he comes in and says, ‘Give me the register and 
I will carry the food; or if can do better, go and do it, and [ 
will keep, on with my cattl io” is where Mr. Hogan 

nds. Iam that he is av: respectable eman. 
a about oe Soaepahi President. an cabalien which the 

ator from New Ham re is trying to amend was passed forty- 
odd a oe I think. ’ 

Mr. RELL. oe ae 7. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, April7. That be law he proposes to 


amend. The delay that has occurred from 7 down to the 
present time, I repeat, has been a humiliating y to us, because 
it brought out the statement from the of the Navy, 


which is in the Recorp of last Thursday, that he has not been 
able to find American ships to carry this grain. That shows one 
of two things, either that we have no American ships that ar: 
available for this purpose in foreign commerce. or else it 
shows that there has been some deling in trying to find them. 
I do not believe that there has been any delingueney. It is our 
poverty in ships that prevents us as a nation carrying out 
the splendid boast with which we set out when we the joint 
resolution of relief, that we would carry the can grain with 
American hands under the American flagin American ships. That 
was our boast. 

Now, in the lapse of the moments that the Senator from New 
Hampshire speaks of we have come down from that position. Wo 
haul down our flag and we say that we can not doit. We hav» 
overcalculated our resources. Well, our commercial marine is in 
a dreadful condition if that is true, and it ought to be relieved 
from it. I propose to relieve it so far as two ships are concerned, 
to put two more ships into the American marine, and we find oc- 
casion for it in the execution of this public charity. 

Now, about the delay. The Senator from Maine introduced 
this joint resolution on the 20th day of eee it 
by a number of statements which were the Recorp, show- 
ing the necessity for its . Thatjoint resolution,introduced 
by that honorable Senator, who knows so much about the naviga- 
tion laws and who is such a firm, steadfast friend of the naviga- 
tion laws as they are, introduced on the 20th day of May, has been 
before the Senate from that time to this. 

Of course we have had a short interim of adjournment. I pro- 
pore te pane eS Sess co Cite Se ee ee © th 
navigation laws framed it; and to make it still more easy of appli- 
cation and still more just, eee ae Hogan 
named in the joint resolution now before the Senate become 
a part of the naval force of the United States, either as 

. whenever the Government of the oe may 
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ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 379) to ide revenue for the Govern- 
mans amd So eomnanege Ot to. of the United States. 

motion was 

Me. CHANDLER. I desire to give notice that immediately 
after the remarks of the Senator from Rhode Island are concluded 


shall move to proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution 
isp onsideration of which has just been interrupted. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Government 
and to industries of the United States, which had 
been ten the Committee on Finance with amendments. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Rhode Island permit me? 
I desire to a notice before the Senator from Rhode Island 


commences his remarks. . 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the notice. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Mr. Vest gives notice that, when reached, he will move that sections 4, 5, 
4 and 200 of the b viding f i 
Ro AES 
and cigarettes, be stricken 


Mr. er. Will the Senator from Rhode Island yield to me a 
moment? I wish to ask a question of the Senator from Missouri. 
Mr. 


. ALDRICH. ly. 
Mr. QUAY. I that the Senator from Missouri will have 
no objection to a of the question upon his motion to strike 


out, because on at least one branch of his proposition I propose to 
yote with him; on the others to vote against him. As I understand 
his notice, it isa consolidated motion to strike out the entire inter- 
nal-revenue of the bill. 
Mr. . lLassume that under the rules of the Senate any Sen- 
ator would have the right tocall for a division of the question when 
Under the rules of the Senate I could not move to 


i 


myself with this notice. When the sections are reached, 
as a matter of course, the Senator from Pennsylvania can secure a 
divi 


with, I ask unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill 
may be waived and that the bill be read, when we shall proceed 


, for amendment, the committee amend- 
SMMaiit ates ond thon tho’ parsqranb to be open to 
is no objection to that course. 
That is the usual course, I think. 


of Arkansas. The Senator from Rhode Island 


committee amendments to a pending paragraph 
first? 
y- 


. And that then the paragraph shall 
Senate? 


perl 
a 


g 


| 


4 


. Is there any objection to the course 
none, and that will be the order. 

. President, the ne Laer —_ eso 
suspension awaiting on oO e Senate 
consideration. I believe that the anxiety to 
at the earliest possible 
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try in the last political campaign that if the Republican party 
should be again intrusted euib power no extreme tariff legislation 
would follow. It was believed that in the changed conditions of 
the country areturn to the duties imposed by the act-of 1890 would 
not be necessary, even from a protective standpoint. 

It was with facts constantly in view that the majority of 
the Finance Committee prepared the amendments which they 
have submitted for your consideration. Nothing could be more 
conducive to the return and maintenance of real prosperity in this 
country than the well-grounded belief that there were to be no 
violent changes in our revenue policy for some years to come. 
The true friends of a protective policy do not insist upon extreme 
rates, or any that are not necessary to equalize conditions. While 
it is true that rates above this line are often imoperative, yet it 
must be admitted that they furnish needless opportunities for 
destructive attacks. 

The committee believe that in the reductions they have sug- 
gested from the rates imposed in the House bill they have not 
gone in any instance below the protective point, and if the bill 
should become a law in the form presented by them every Ameri- 
can industry would be enabled to meet foreign: competition on 
equal terms; that is, so far as this equality can be secured by 
tariff legislation. The rates suggested by the committee's amend- 
ments are considerably below those imposed by the House bill, 
and in most instances below those contained in the act of 1890. 

In suggesting these reductions the members of the majority of 
the committee reaffirm and emphasize their position as friends of 
the protective policy. The ultimate purpose of this policy is to 
secure, as far as this is_.possible by wise and conservative legisla- 
tion, the steady growth and development of all interests—agricul- 
tural, manufacturing, and commercial. The provisions of a tariff 
law affect all these interests in numberless ways, and unless there 
can be stability in tariff policy there can be no assurance of con- 
tinuous prosperity. 

Industrial conditions in this country, with very few exceptions, 
do not demand a return to the rates imposed by the act of 1890. 
The bitter contest which is going on among the leading nations 
of the world for industrial supremacy has brought about improve- 
ments in methods and economies in production to an extent which 
was not thought possible a few years ago. These new conditions 
must be taken into account in considering the rates to be imposed. 

Without relinquishing one particle of our devotion to the cause 
of protection, we feel that we have a right to ask that the cause 
shall not be burdened by the imposition of duties which are un- 
necessary and excessive. In the readjustment of rates suggested 
the committee have tried in every instance to make them suffi- 
ciently protective to domestic interests without being prohibitive. 

REVENUE. 

The framers of the Horse bill estimate a total revenne from the 
bill of $269,105,710 based upon importations of 1896. This would 
be the largest revenue ever received from customs duties, and an 
increase of $113,479,793 over the customs revenue of 1896, and of 
$70,732,254 over that of 1893. 

The report of the Ways and Means Committee of the House 
recognizes the fact that anticipatory importations will largely 
reduce the expected revenues of the first fiscal year under the new 
tariff; but after making allowance for these importations, the re- 
port estimates an increased income of $76,000,000 for the year 
1898, provided the law should be passed by May 1. If its enact- 
ment were delayed until July 1, the report added that $15,000,000 
additional would easily be lost to the public Treasury. 

This estimated increase of $76,000,000 was distributed as follows 
among the several schedules: 





Estimated | 





She Estimated 
Schedule. increase. | Schedule. increase. 

The ecagnvasibendiighgkantt $4, 000, 000 ) i eee Seoul atlas | $1,500,000 
Sn ddbadnapaasendeyesnandhin EE MbGsh. ansnincenccccevecesecs 5, 000, 000 
TIRES PEE CC TERETE DELS 24, 000, 000 
Siting mendenasinnytipe EE 1, 800, 000 
ETS 20,000,000 |) M.--. o-oo 882, (100 
tL eit: te cannaadeiiin aibnie a ss ans nemenmasoadice | 5,000,000 
edb agiattane Shed cede 3,000, 000 | ten nene 
dit en deneemadtiiimntnne 1,500,000 a te cittaocihl 76, 182,000 











It is not my purpose at this time to enter upon an analysis of 
the estimated revenue for the years subsequent to 1898. In esti- 
mating the revenue likely to accrue from the passage of the bill 
the committee are compelled to take into consideration the exist- 
ence of conditions which render it impossible to reach a safe con- 
clusion by the proposed rates of duty, item by item, to 
the imports of the year 1396. It will be apparent from a critical 
examination of the provisions of the House bill that the estimate 
of $60,000,000 increase of revenue, if the bill should become a law 


by the ist of July, is excessive. 
To indicate the u which this judgment is based, we 
may take the and ae schedule, from which $24,000,000 
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out of $76,000,000 increase is e . The fact is well known 
that there have been unusual importations of wool in anticipation 
of the reimposition of a duty—enough, according to the trade re- 
ports, to supply all the foreign wool needed by the domestic manu- 
facturers for more than a year. Some experts have estimated the 
supply as sufficient for our needs for a much longer period. 

6 total imports of wool into the three principal ports for the 
first four months of the year 1897 were 203,451,434 pounds, as 
against total imports of 224,803,620 pounds in the entire fiscal year 
1896, wben the imports of wool were larger than ever before. Of 
class 1 wool, the importations for these four months reach an 
aggregate of 135,163,760 pounds, against 117,533,750 pounds for the 
entire fiscal year 1896, e imports of wool of class 1 into these 
three ports for the month of April alone aggregated 70,885,265 
pounds, nearly double the largest importation of class 1 wools 
a, imported into the country in any one year under dutiable 
woo . 

These statistics justify the belief that there can be no revenue 
from the wool duties during the fiscal year 1898, except possibly 
asmall amount from third-class wools. estimate of $14,000,000 
increase from woolen goods is equally erroneous, not simply for 
the reason that there have been large importations of woolens, 
but for the additional reason that during the fiscal year 1898 the 
domestic manufacturers will use supplies purchased on a free- 
wool basis, and will have so great a temporary advantage over for- 
eign manufacturers on this account that it is reasonable to ex- 
me that the imports of woolens in 1898 will be less in value than 
n any recent year, and that so far from an increase in revenue 
from this source, by reason of increased duties, we must look 
rather for an actual decrease. 

The same condition exists, in lesser de perhaps, with refer- 
ence to other schedules. Instead of an increased revenue from 
tobacco, we may more safely count upon a small decrease in the first 
year; the increase from sugar will be much less than the Ways 
and Means Committee's estimate, owing to the fact that one- 
quarter of the year's supplies of raw —— will probably be im- 
ported before any new rates of duty can be applied to them. 

The Secretary of the Treasury estimates the expenditures for 
all purposes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, at $466,946,- 
047.28, The Finance Committee estimate the revenue to be derived 
in the same fiscal year from customs, if the provisions of the bill 
reported by them be enacted into law, at $182,744,000. This 
includes an estimated revenue from the temporary duty on tea 
= $8,000,000. The estimate of receipts by schedules is as fol- 
ows: 

















Senate Senate 

Schedule. estimate. Schedule. estimate. 
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The committee estimate the receipts from internal revenue for 
the same period at $170,700,000. If we add to this the Treasury 
estimate for miscellaneous receipts, $20,000,000, and the receipts 
on account of the Post-Office, $96,227,076, we have a total estimate 
of receipts for the fiscal year 1898 of $469,671,076, or an estimated 
excess of receipts over expenditures for that year of $2,725,028.72. 

In estimating the receipts from internal revenue for this year, 
we have added to the usual receipts from this source $23,900,000, 
which is the estimate of the Internal Revenue Burean of the addi- 
tioual revenue which will be derived from the increase in taxes on 
fermented liquors, cigarettes, tobacco, and snuff, provided by the 
su amendments. The additional tax on fermented liquors 
and the duties on tea are imposed until January 1, 1900, by which 
date it is believed the business of the country will have adjusted 
itself to the new tariff, and the customs receipts and internal-reve- 
nue taxes will supply ample revenue to meet the expenses of the 
Government. 

If the estimated revenue from the duty on tea and the additional 
internal-revenue taxesshould be omitted from the committee's esti- 
mates of receipts, there would be an estimated deficiency of $29,- 
175,000instead of a surplus of $2.725,028.72. The committee believe 
it to be the imperative duty of Congress to provide in the measure 
under consideration for a revenue which will certainly meet the 


requirements of the Government for the next fiscal year. The | i 


adoption of a revenue bill which should fail in this purpose, and 
which should create an additional deficiency in the immediate 
future, which would require a further issue of bonds to meet cur- 
rent would certainly be fatal to the hopes of future 
success of any political party responsible for such on. 


In selecting the sources for additional revenue, the committes 
decided to increase temporarily the tax on articles of voluntary 
use, rather than to assess additional duties, which ht prove in- 
operative, upon articles of necessity or upon those which enter into 
our manufactured ucts. that the necessity for 
additional revenue exists, and of this we believe there can be no 
question, there is no economic reason, and none that affects the 
public interests, why beer and tobacco should not bear their share 
of additional taxation, The committee believe that the duty pro- 
posed on tea will not prove a serious burden upon the consumers 
of that article. 

Nothing in the theory of protection interferes with the imposi- 
tion of further internal-revenue taxes by protectionists whenever 
such a course is found desirable for revenue purposes. In the 
future it is almost certain that we shall be obliged to depend more 
and more upon taxes of this nature for necessary revenue. 

In the years to come we must —_) a decrease rather than an 
increase in the customs revenue to be derived under the principal 
schedules of the tariff. Take the revenue from the metal schedule 
as an illustration. In 1882 the revenue from manufactures of 
iron and steel was more than $29,000,000. In the 1896 this was 
reduced to $10,000,000, and a large portion of sum was paid 
out as drawbacks upon tin plate. 

With duties adequately protective upon manufactures of cotton, 
wool, silk, and flax, we may expect a constantly diminishing rev- 
enue from the importations of these ucts, If the rates im- 

by this bill on sugar should be found to lead to the rapid 

sth yh ne of ao ee =e in ~ } egpa - names we 

may expect large uctions year year contemplated 

——— from sugar. — of one ine advocates of the 

policy of encouraging ugar p ionin country believe 

that we shall within ten years produce a sufficient quantity to 
supply the domestic demand. 

e ny result of a protective pe is to give the Amer- 
ican market to American producers. hen this becomes an ac- 
complished fact, the revenue growing out of protective duties 
disappears. It must be evident, ore, that we must look for 
other sources of revenue. Whether it should be along the line of 
an increase of internal-revenue taxes, such as we have suggested, 
or whether some other sources of revenue should be sought, it is 
not necessary now to determine. 

It is safe to assume that numerous objectors will always be 
found to any plan for increased taxation. In this particular case 
the committee are only strenuous that a wise public policy 
requires that our revenues should at all times be equal to our 
expenditures, and that the people of the United States will not be 
satisfied with any revenue measure that does not provide adequate 


income for this —— 

If we examine in detail eagee apne the committee, 
we shail find that the rates in the cal schedule are lower than 
those in the act of 1890. 

In Schedule B, the earthenware schedule, at the earnest solici- 
tation of the manufacturers in this country, we have recommended 
a compound rate of duty on all manufactures of earthenware, 
china, porcelain, etc. The destructive reduction in rates on these 
articles made by the act of 1894 resulted in the complete demorali- 
ne the business, and manufacturers and workmen have alike 
sue ° 

The rates suggested are much lower than the manufacturers 
believe to be necessary. They are, in acertain sense, experimental. 
Other countries levy a specific duty upon manufactures of earthen- 
ware, china, and porcelain, but none of them assess as high a dut 
as that su ted by the committee. The rates in the glass sched- 
ule are reduced somewhat below the rates of 1890, but they are 
still higher than those of the act of 1894. 

In the metal schedule the rates of the act of 1894 have been 
largely retained; in a few cases they have been reduced. 

Among the reductions is the reduction of the duty upon steel rails 
from $7.84 pergon to $6.72 ton. The ve reduction 
which has taken place on im man within the 
last fifteen ishes one of the most striking illustrations 
of the beneficent character of the protective ee the rapid 
rap eat of American ind . Prior wa the rate of 

uty imposed upon steel rails was per ton. It 
the act of 1883 to $15.68 per ton; it was reduced 
to $13.44 per ton; it was red the act of 1894 to $7.84 per 
ton, and we now suggest, as a rate of duty amply v 











In the miscellaneous manufactures of iron and steel, the para- 
relating to pocket cutlery has been reduced to a point some- 
what below the act of 1890 and considerably below the House rates. 
The committee suggests an increase in the duty on lead ore of 
one-half cent per pound, in deference to the wishes of the lead 
producers of the intermountain States. 
Schedule D the provisions of the House bill on sawed lumber 
retained, with a slight reduction of the duties on planed lum- 
The rye oe a great a en of opinion eee 
different parts o country in regar @ proper rate to 
the articles in this schedule. Many hearings were 
interested on one side or the other of the ques- 
the result I have indicated. 


SUGAR. 


sugar schedule, E, we have suggested a change in rates 
manner =“ assessing the — ae be pene my 8 
important one, it seems proper that o explain defi- 
effect of the provisions we recommend. 
nual a of sugar in the United States is about 
tons of 2,240 pounds each, with a value, based on 
ealoee, ting $90,000,000. If the high duties pro- 
ei House or Senate bill should be adopted, the 
cost of toconsumers would be more than $160,000,000. 
consumption of 1896, 40,000 tons, or 2 per cent, were beet 
produced in the United States, and 243,000 tons, or 12 per 
cane sugars, and 157,000 tons, or 8 per cent, 
sugars admitted from the Hawaiian Islands free of duty 
our treaty with the Hawaiian Government. The 2,000,000 
consumed in the United States constitute nearly 30 
of the total consumption of the world, the total sugar 
being a ximately 7,000,000 tons, of which 4,300,000, 
per cent of the whole, were beet\sugars. 
large amount of sugar consumed by every family in the 
States makes the question of ee treatment of sugar 
very important one. @ pressing necessity for 
or et ae ns to ao aoe a return to 
cy sugar adopted in an impossi- 
The demand for revenue purposes, and the belief that 
every reasonable effort should be made to encourage the produc- 
tion of beet sugar in the United States, led a majority of the 
Finance Committee to recommend the high rates upon sugar 
which are contained in the bill now before the Senate. 
It is believed by the friends of the beet-sugar industry that we 
can sv tate the example of Germany in the rapid 
t of beet-sugar production. Germany has within four 
her mct by 50 per cent, and, as the result of 
system of bounties, is now successfully invading the sugar 
markets of the world. She apparently has no natural advantages 
over the United States in the production of sugar, and it is quite 
reasonable to suppose that we may be able, by the maintenance 
of a high duty, or he judicious system of bounties, within a 
comparatively short e to supply a considerable portion of the 
domestic demand. 


The bill, as it came to us from the House of Representatives, 
contains provisions which levy a specific duty, beoek upon polari- 
test, imported sugar, varying from 1 cent per pound 
degrees, to 1{ cents per pound on all sugars above No. 16 
in color, and refined sugars. e effect of these 
to the total importations at the port of New York 


of Jan , 1897, is shown by a table, which I sub- 
ich has bee 


ee which n prepared by the customs officers 
ork. rates suggested show a range of ad valorem 
from 78.2 to 144.3 per cent. An examination of 
will show that the e of rates adopted bears very 
sugars. The character and extent 
led your committee to believe that the 
fied. The committee determined, after a 
the whole subject, to recommend rates 
as high, at least, as the House bill, 
@ manner that would make the ad 
more uniform. 
divided into two very important 
others of much less and constantly diminishing 


two 
— As I have already shown, beet sugars, which con- 
one class 60 per cent of 
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e total produc- 

say. 2,700,000 tons, more than 

of the total ee all su f 
test. 


on a basis of 96 e have, there- 
of the of the world covered 
The remainder is made up of Musco- 
degrees, and sun-dried, clayed, and 

above 87 
York that the amount of 
degrees is but little over 1 per cent, 
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We believe that the imposition of the high specific rates upon 
low-grade sugars testing 37 degrees or below would have theeffect 
to exclude them from the markets of the United States. The 
total amount of these low grades produced is, as I have already 
stated, unimportant as compared with the total sugar crop, but 
their continued importation into the United States is very im- 
portant when viewed from the standpoint of our trade and com- 
merce with other countries. The sugars referred to are imported 
from the Philippine Islands, Java, China, Brazil, the British West 
Indies, Puerto Rico, Haiti, Santo Domingo, Mauritius, Egypt, and 
the Argentine Republic. They are largely brought to the United 
States, especiaily from countries in the East, as return cargoes of 
American ships that take from the United States cotton cloth, pe- 
troleum, and other American manufactured products, the principal 
article of export in many cases being cotton goods, and these coun- 
tries furnish practically the only foreign market for the export of 
these goods. To exclude from the American market all the low- 
grade cane sugars from near-by couniries, and sugars of all grades 
from distant countries, would confine American purchasers to beet 
sugarand tocentrifugals from points nearest the United States, and 
send all other sugars to free markets, like Canada and England. 
They are not important to refiners. In fact, refiners do not seek 
them, as they destroy machinery, unless it be specially adapted 
for the purpose. Upon investigation it will be found that few 
refiners use them. 

This policy would undoubtedly increase the price of sugars 
from near-by countries and necessarily add to the cost of sugar 
to consumers in the United States. These are the reasons which 
led your committee to suggest an ad valorem rate of 75 per cent 
on all sugars testing not above 87 degrees. Butthis rate can never 
apply to but a very small portion of the sugars of the world, as 
from obvious causes the proportionate amount of such sugars is 
constantly decreasing. 

This is owing to the fact that it is never profitable for any sugar 
producer to produce low-grade sugars if he has the machinery to 
make the high grades. In one case the percentage of sugar ex- 
tracted from the cane is very much less than in the other, and 
that percentage is absolutely wasted to the producer. 

There are noconsiderations, in our opinion, affecting the revenue 
or the interests of domestic producers that should lead Congress 
to adopt a policy of exclusion with reference to these sugars. 

Of the cane sugars testing above 87 degrees, very much the larger 

—— as [ have already stated, are centrifugals, testing about 

ees, 

Perhaps I ought to say a word about what “ centrifugals” are. 
Centrifugal sugars get their name from the centrifugal machine, 
which, by a revolving process, excludes the moisture and dries the 
sugars in the process of their manufacture. These sugars are 
boiled in a vacuum pan instead of an open kettle. 

The committee, in considering the question whether they 
should adopt the specific scale contained in the House schedule 
for sugars testing above 87 degrees, were confronted with the 
fact that these rates would discriminate in favor of the sugars of 
certain localities and values against those of others. The detailed 
tables furnished us by the appraisers’ office in New York, show- 
ing the value of the importations for the month of January, 
1897, disclose the fact that sugars of substantially the same polari- 
scopic test vary considerably in value. With high specific duties, 
approximating 75 per cent in ad valorem equivalents, serious 
inequalities would result, unfairly discriminating against the 
sugars of some countries. The extent of the variations of rates 
I have alluded to would not be important when applied to most 
articles of imported merchandise. Sugar is, however, probably 
sold at a smaller margin of profit than any other article in general 
use. 
The large quantity of sugar consumed in the United States 
renders it all the more important that there should be no dis- 
crimination or inequality in the rates levied upon this article which 
would result in restricted markets and higher prices. 

The committee, after full consideration, reached the conclusion 
that the essential elements of a certainty of revenue and an 
adjustment of rates that would lessen discriminations could best 
be secured by the adoption of compound rates. While we, as 
protectionists, are strongly in favor of the policy of adopting 
specific rates everywhere where they can be applied, we are not 
unmindful of the fact that when they are applied to articles vary- 
ing widely in value inequalities are certain to arise. The use of 
eiapound rates is common in every tariff bill. Compound rates 
are adhered to in this bill. They are applied in many, if not in 
most, of the important paragraphs of the House bill, and have 
been retained by the Senate committee. By their adoption in 
this case rates much more equitable in their application to sugars 
of varying values with the same test are best secured. The 
committee therefore adopted the suggestion, which is contained 
in the bill we have rted to the Senate, of imposing a specific 
duty, which is equivalent to about 40 per centum ad valorem, with 
an additional duty of 35 per centum ad valorem on all sugars from 
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87 to 100 degrees, with thirteen-hundredths of a cent per pound 
additional on all sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, 
and on refined sugars, 

We are satisfied from the statements submitved to us by the 
appraising and executive officers in New York that there will be 
no difficulty in the administration of ad valorem rates on sugar 
in the limited form which we have recommended, and no danger of 
undervaluations to any appreciable extent. The prices of all the 
leading grades of =~ in all the markets of the world are trans- 
mitted b ap ily to the principal markets of the United 
States. ifficulties which have been encountered in the ad- 
ministration of a law imposing specific rates based upon polari- 
scopic test have been much greater than in thecase of ad valorem 
rates. In the case of the former the safety of the revenue depends 
largely, if not solely, upon the skill and honesty of the samplers 
and the examiners who use the polariscope. During the time the 
act of 1883 was in force it was found that the tests of sugars im- 
ported at the different cities from the same localities were by no 
means uniform. With compound rates, one method of assessing 
duties acts as a check upon the other, and we believe there can be 
no valid objection, from a public standpoint, to the mixed specific 
and ad valorem rates suggested. 

More than 90 per cent of the sugar which is imported into the 
United States has heretofore been penteh in a raw condition, 
and has been refined here, and it is therefore of importance that 
we should consider carefully the effect which the schedule pro- 

d by the Senate committee would have upon the refining in- 
ustry. I assume that it will be admitted in all quarters that this 











month, This value is equivalent in our currency to 2.30 cents por 
ound. Tiaese prices are taken as a basis for all tables and calcy- 
tions. 

As a basis for the calculation of the number of pounds of suga; 
of each polariscopic test required to make 100 pounds of refine.) 
sugar, I have taken the statement of the en. ewnent, pro- 
mulgated June 25, 1896, Department Circular No. 102. I assume 
there will be no question as to its accuracy. The computati); 
have been confirmed by various statements furnished by th. 
ree office in New York. 

or illustration, I will take an analysis of sugar testing 88 4. 
ees, made by the chemist in charge of the sugar laboratory in 
ew York. This sugar contained 44, per cent of ash, 4.13 per 

cent of invert sugar, and an outturn of 81.85 per cent of crys. 
tallizable sugar. Of this sugar it would take 122.17 pounds t) 
make 100 pounds of refined sugar. The Treasury estimate is 
122.41 for test. It will be noticed that this sugar containe: 
4.13 per cent of invert sugar. This invert sugar becomes sir.) 
in the process of refining, and is worth from one-half to three. 
fourths of a cent per pound, The result in this case would 
probably be a fair estimate of the average result of the value of 
the residuum of invert sugar contained in all cane sugars testiny 
in the neighborhood of 80 degrees. The value of this sirup would 
not appreciably affect differentials. 

The same chemist made at the same time a test of 94 degrees 
centrifugals, which showed ¥, per cent of ash and 2.47 per cent 
of invert 6 and an outturn of 90.27 cent of refined sugar. 
: In this case the amount of 94-d sugar required to make 
industry is entitled to fair treatment. The fact that the business, | 100 pounds of refined would be 110.77 as against 111.20, the amount 
as conducted to-day, is in comparatively few hands, and that a | named in the table, with prunes of 5 
large portion of it is carried on 7 onecompany, while it furnishes |- It must be evident from these examples that the Treasury state- 
a reasun for unusual care in the ustment of rates in order | ment shows the entire amount of crystallizable sugar that can be 
that no undue or unfair advantage shall be given to sugar refiners, | obtained in each case from 100 pounds of raws. 
should not be allowed to furnish a pretext in the preparation ofa | The table is as follows: 
tariff bill constructed upon protective lines for the destruction of 
a great industry. In other words, it is eran from every 
economic standpoint that we make it possible that the refining 
of sugar can besuccessfully carried on here, and that the business 
» not turned over by legislative discrimination to German re- 

ners, 

It is therefore incumbent upon us to show that no protection 
is given the refining interests by the proposed schedule beyond 
that which is adequate forthe continued existence of the business 
in the United States. For this purpose I have prepared a series 















































































































of statements, which I submit for your consideration, showing the | g9"""""""""""" g ang 3 be ‘* i : P 
actual difference between the rates imposed by the schedule upon | 9....-..-.... 83 and 3% = 43 | 12.86 
Taw 8 of different gradesand refined, § §§ | Bh wnnnw nn nnn ° ‘= a ey 

The of these tables to which I will call your attention shows | 93°°*"""""""~" = 88 | 10.39 
the rates imposed upon each grade of capt testing above 87 de- | 94............ an <= 82 | 10.08 
grees by the House bill and the Senate bill. It shows further the | %------------ 2 ‘= =| 3% 
actual tial on each grade in both the House and Senate | 97°""7""""""”" % hes | 9.80 
WN ee a a Oa ke eo gr et ao. Ty, er 9 and 35% = 20| 9.94 





The actual differential between the rates on raw and refined 
sugar must be in every case the difference between the sum which 
the refiner has to pay as duty on a sufficient nuinber of pounds of 
sugar of the given grade necessary to produce 100 pounds of re- 
fined and the sum which his competitor has to pay as duty on 100 
pounds of refined. Thisstatement must, it seems to me, meet with 
universal acquiescence, 

These tables are based upon prices of sugar in the month of 
March, 1897. We have taken the foreign value of centrifugals 
testing 96 degrees at 2.25cents per pound. Wehavetaken the scale 
of variations in value up and down from this point that was used 
by the Ways and Means Committee of the House in their compu- 
tation of the effect of the rates suggested by them on the various 
grades of sugar. . 

The scale to which I refer was based w variations in value 
in bond in New York, but the value at 96-degree test ha 

s to be the same as the foreign dutiable value of centrifu 
or the month of March. The variation in the scale between the ry 
price of 96 test centrifugals and 89 test Muscovados is not the 
actual market variation of to-day. The table, however, shows 
the actual value in March at 96 degrees, and the variation at 89 
d would not affect the differentials appreciably. 

t should be borne in mind that nearly two-thirds of the cane 
sugars test 96 d , and about 25 cent test 89 
degrees, difference between the value of 96 and 89 test 
in January was -six hundredths of a cent per pound. The 
difference shown in scale is twenty-four hu ths. If the 








This table shows that the differential between raw and refined 

8 by the Senate tion varies from 9.77 to 15.40 cents per 
1 pean tial in the House bill varies from 12.20 
tol oer ennts gee $00 ponats. It will be seen from an examination 
of this table the differential between granulated sugar ani 
ee t class 
of raw sugars in amount of the imports of 
87 pounds; on 94-degree centrifacals 

the differential is 10.08 cents; ee ree oemrrmeae awe Gites 

only 
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Differential rates on raw beet sugar, s8-depree analysis, and. on German grant 
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taken March figures, shown by table submitted, as 
I have alee tation, these being 197 for raw beets, 88 per 
for German ulated, the prices in each 
case being f. 0. b. Hamburg. It will be seen that the differential 
by the Senate proposition is slightly less than that 
law. 
a have taken first marks German granulated for the comparison, 
this is the sugar that competes with our refiners and furnishes 
proper for comparison. If I had taken fine German 
granulated, which costs thirteen-hundredths of a cent per pound 
more, as @ basis, the differential would be 15.36 cents per 100 
ands on 96 degrees test, and if I had taken Dutch cane granu- 
ted, that costs thirty-hundredths of a cent dy pound more, the 
differential would be 21.3 cents per 100 pounds ; 

The following statement shows what the differentials would be 
in case the values of sugars were one-half a cent per pound higher 
than those in March, 1897, and if the values were one-half a cent 
lower than these figures : 
Basis of $2.75 per 100 lbs. 96-degree test. 











Rates on num- 
ber pounds Lee 
necessary to Differen- 
Degrees. Price. Rate. produce 100 | tial. 

pounds re- 
fined. | 

202. 52 11.48 

205. 80 8.20 

205. 53 8.47 

SDE Be tidetie woos 

159. 68 19. 22 

165. 58 13.42 

167. 92 11.08 

BREE OO Picinan enn 




















Senate and House differentials based on $2.25, $1.75, and $2.75, respectively, per 
100 pounds, 96 degrees. 
Differential. 
Degrees. .\- —_————— 
Senate. | House. 

Gi cncncnsein eee bewinn marege ceccce cose nccwn concee $1.97 15. 40 17.35 
1.47 19.22 17.35 

2.47 11.48 17.8 

cee atic bocicc ccccenccencccccccess RB 10.21 18.95 
1.6 13. 42 13.% 

2.68 8.20 13. 9% 

Daenasis SUMMED ondnes +0-< maccoccneseccceces 2.25 9.77 12.33 
1,75 11. 08 12.33 

2.75 8.47 12.33 





Greater fluctuations up or down would not affect these figures 


the March figures as a basis for all comparisons, as 
I believethey fairlyrepresent normal conditions. Within the past 
week, however, strangely enough, the foreign value of German 
granulated has been less than that of 96 degree test centrifugals. 
This fact shows clearly the character of the competition which 
American refiner of cane sugars is now obliged tomeet. Under 
law German refined receives thirty-eight hundredths of a 
pound bounty. The countervailing duty here is 
of acent per pound. The German refiner, therefore, 
bounty of twenty-eight hundredths of a cent per 
product at a less price than 
has hide le driving eee It is 
w cane-sugar producers 
world to the wall. 
of prices to which I have called your atten- 
any time until there ia an equalization of 


called to a statement published over the 
William L. Wilson, late chairman of the 
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which itwasmade. Both grades of sugars are further dutiable 35 per cent ad 
valorem. The average value per pound of all the dutiable raw sugars im 
ported in 1896, as assessed at the custom-house for taxation, was 0.02135: of all 
refined, 0.0277. The ad valorem duty on 100 pounds of refined sugar at 35 per 
cent would be 97 cents; on 107 pounds of raw would be 79 cents. This gives 
18 cents more protection to the 100 pounds of refined than was given to the 
107 pounds of which it was made. 


PILING UP THE BENEFITS 


The refiner has 20.8 cents protection on a hundred pounds under 
cific duty and 18 cents under the ad valorem—in all, : 
compensated for the duties he has paid on his raw sugars 


On account of Mr, Wilson’s great reputation and the fact that 
his statement has been used as a basis for criticisms of the pro- 
posed Senate amendment, it seems proper that I should point out 


its strange inaccuracies. Mr. Wilson, after stating that 100 


‘ the spe- 
6.5 cents—alf r he is 


|} pounds of sugar testing 91 degrees by the polariscope would 


produce 85 pounds of crystallized or granulated sugar, assumes 
that 107 pounds of raw sugar of 92 degrees test will produce 100 
pounds of granulated. It must appear at once, upon an exami- 
nation of this statement, that Mr. Wilson has made a serious 
mistake in his figures. If, as he states, 100 pounds of 91-degree 
sugar will produce but 85 pounds of granulated, it must evidently 
require more than 117 pounds of such raw sugar, instead of 107, 
to produce 100 pounds of granulated. If we take the Treasury 
figure of the number of pounds of 92-degree sugars necessary to 
produce 100 pounds of refined, which is 114.94, we shall reach a 
widely different result. It should be remembered that the Treas- 
ury calculations were adopted by the Administration of which 
Mr. Wilson was at the time a conspicuous member. 

Mr. Wilson takes as a basis for his computation of the ad valo- 
rem duty on refined sugars the value of 2.77cents per pound. Now, 
it is well known by everyone familiar with the facts that the only 
refined sugar which comes in serious competition with the Ameri- 
can product is German granulated, the price of which, as | have 
already shown, in the month of March was 2.3 cents per pound. 
Taking this value, as we are bound to do if we desire to treat the 
question fairly, we sha)l have a differential between 92 degree test 
raw sugars and granulated sugars of 10.81 cents per 100 pounds, 
instead of 38.80 cents, as suggested by Mr. Wilson. 

The claim has been made that the committee’s schedule would 
give the sugar refiners great advantages when compared with the 
present law or the House proposition. In order to show the ab- 
surdity of these claims, we have prepared with great care the tables 
submitted. lf we compare the committee’s proposition with the 
present law, we find that, instead of the 40 per cent ad valorem and 
one-eighth cent per pound additional therein imposed, the Senate 
proposal is 35 per cent ad valorem and cansighth cent additional 
on refined, and also a specific rate on raws varying from seventy- 
nine hundredths to 1.03 cents per pound on sugars testing from 
88 to 100 degrees. The specific rates in this case would clearly 
give no advantage whatever to the refiners, but, on the contrary, 
would impose a great burden on them, as a much larger invest- 
ment would be required to the purchasers of sugars and the 
greater risk of loss incident to business. 

The ultimate value of any grade of raw sugar must be based 
upon the crystallizable sugar that can be extracted from it, less 
the cost of extraction and transportation to a market. It must 
be evident that a specific duty, arranged on a scale that bears 
equally upon all these grades of raw sugar, can under no cir- 
cumstances afford any protection to refiners. The ad valorem 
rates and differential contained in the committee’s suggestion 
certainly can not therefore be more favorable to refiners than 
existing law. 

It is undoubtedly true that every sugar refiner of the United 
States would greatly prefer the existing law to either the House 
or the Senate proposition. 

In the tables I have submitted no allusion is made to the bounty 
sige wee contained in both the Senate and House proposals. 

he adoption of these or similar provisions for countervailing 
duties seems to be a necessity if we are to develop the bect-sugar 
industry in the United States. Otherwise it will be possible for 
any foreign country, by extension of its bounties, to neutralize 
entirely the effect of our protective duties. These bounty provi- 
sions can not, I believe, of any practical advantage to sugar 
refiners. Germany pays an export bounty on raw sugars equiva- 
lent to-27 cents per 100 pounds, and on refined sugars to 38 cents 

r 100 pounds. The American refiner would be obliged to pay 

.67 cents additional duty on the amount of raw beet sugar 
which is necessary to produce 100 pounds of granulated sugar. 
There would be no possible escape from this payment. Whether 
it would be possible to successfully collect the 38 cents or 27 cents 
per 100 pounds on any imported refined is very problematical. It 
would be extremely difficult to enforce the provisions of the act as 
against refined sugars from Holland or Great Britain in which 
bounty-paid German raw sugars had been used in whole or in 
part. possibility of securing 7.33 cents per 100 pounds differ- 
ential between the bounty on raw and refined sugar is so uncer- 
tain that, in my judgment, it should not-be given any consider- 
able value in the discussion of this proposition. 
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WHAT THE EFFECT WOULD BE. 
In considering the important question whether the differential 
proposed by either the House on the Senate bill is greater than it 
should be, we are bound, in fairness, to take into consideration 
existing conditions and the changes which have taken place since 
the enactment of the act of 1894. When that act was under dis- 
cussion in the Senate, the difference in the foreign value of German 
uae and raw beets, 88 per cent oes was fifty-seven hun- 

redths of a cent per pound, In March the difference was thirty- 
three hundredthsof acentper pound. Theimportations of refined 
= into the United States amounted in 1891 to 4,000,000 pounds, 
and in 1892 to 14,000,000 pounds. The importations in 1896 amounted 
to 187,000,000 pounds, while the importations in the single month 
of April, 1897, amounted to nearly 32,000,000 pounds. German 
refiners have driven the sugar-refining industry of Great Britain 
almost entirely out of existence. There are only two sugar refin- 
eries now in operation in that country. As I have already stated, 
the Germans are invading every sugar market of the world with 
their product. Most of the German granulated imported is the 
result of a continuous process of refining. 

For months raw beet sugar and German granulated have sold 
on an absolute parity of value, taking only into account the per- 
centages of pure sugar contained ineach. If we assume the cost 
of refining sugar in the United States to be approximately one-half 
@ cent per pound, and if German refined can be sold without loss 
on the same basis with German raws, it must be evident that the 
differentials re amen in the Senate proposition are not only not 
excessive, but they are quite likely in the near future to prove in- 
adequate to secure the continuance of the business of sugar refinin 
in the United States. If the importations of German cyemaluinn 
should increase at the same ratio that they have since the act of 
1894 was adopted, the Germans will certainly secure at an — 
daya vr partof the American market. The protection afford 
by the differentials proposed by the Senate committee is, 1 believe 
not only less by percentage, but less with reference to the actual 
requirements of the industry, than that afforded by the rates im- 
posed upon any other important industry by the terms of the bill. 


HAWAIIAN TREATY. 


The committee will also a gry and tan amendment to 
the House provisions in regard to the Hawaiian treaty. The ex- 
isting commercial treaty between the United States and the Gov- 
ernment of these islands provides for the free admission of raw 
sugars, the product of the ds, into the United States. If this 
treaty should renjain in force, it would result in giving a bounty to 
the Hawaiian sugar producers amounting to more than $8,000,000 
perannum. It was not contemplated, when the original treaty 
was made or when it was extended, that any possible advan 
of this kind cou!d ever result from its terms to the people of 
Sandwich Islands. 

The effect of this bounty would undoubtedly be to stimulate 
enormously the production of sugar in the Hawaiian Islands, 
While we can not fairly abrogate a treaty of this kind with a 
friendly country without notice, we believe that tiations 
should at once be entered into looking to such a modification of 
the treaty as will reduce the bounty to be paid Hawaiian sugar 
producers to a reasonable sum, and the committee will present an 
amendment looking in this direction at an early day. 

There should be no difficulty in securing through the treaty- 
making power such modifications of the treaty as will be sa 
factory to both countries without injury to either. It certainly 
can not be expected that the United States will continue for any 
length of time to pay a bonus of seven or eight millions of dollars 
per annum as an inducement to any foreign country to trade 
with us. I assume there will be no difficulty in securing po 
modifications of the a so that it will not be necessary for the 
Government of the United States to give the one year's notice of 
the abrogation of the treaty, which is provided for by its terms. 

In Schedule F we have suggested a return to the rates imposed 
by the act of 1894 on leaf tobacco. This action is far from satis- 
factory to the growers of wrapper tobacco in the United States. 
There is a vee wide difference of opinion among those whose 
interests are affected as to what rates should be adopted. 

In Schedule G the rates imposed on agricultural products are 
practically those levied by the act of 1890, 

In Schedule H, the liquor schedule, but few changes are made 
— existing law, the only changes being in the nature of slight 


Teases. 

In the cotton schedule the rates, which are practically those of 

a have not oe changed — the oe — — in 

paragraphs relating to iery, underwear, and corduroys 
and velveteens. On these the rates are somewhat lower than the 
House provisions. 

Some changes of im have been made in Schedule J, flax 
and hemp, the rates of duty eraleies Ee the same as in 
the House bill, and the change being in the nature of new 
classifications. 2 


WooL. 

Important changes have been made in Schedule K, both on t 
rates on wool and on manufactured woolens. he 

In dealing with the wool schedule, the committee have suggested 
more liberal rates to the domestic woolgrower than they recom- 
mended for the producer of any manufactured article in the sched- 
ule; they have also suggested for him a more effective protection 
than he ever received under any tariff law of the United States 
at the time of its enactment. The woolgrower is given the benetit 
of a specific duty upon all classes of wool. Under the operation 
of this fixed specific duty, the amount of protection afforded wil] 
Seared with each new decline in the foreign value of this raw 
material. 

The statistics of the world’s wool markets show that there has 
been a constant, steady decline in the prices of class 1 and class 2 
wools, dating from about the year 1868, and equaling in the inter- 
val fully 50 per cent. The greater part of this decline has accrued 
within a Se years, and since the passage of the 
tariff act of 1890. It is due to the enormous expansion of the 
woolgrowing industry in the newly settled countries of the South- 
ern Hemisphere, where the energies of the agriculturists are 
chiefly devoted to this industry. hether this decline has reached 
its limit is a matter of speculation; but no student of the subject 
believes that the old prices can ever be permanently reestablished, 
for the production is increasing faster than the consumption. 

It is difficult to make an exact statement of the average percent- 
age of protection afforded by the Senate bill because of the wide 
variations in the values of different grades of merino wools. 
These values run all the way from 8} cents for a heavy Cape wool 
up to 24 cents a pound for the lightest shri and finest fibered 
Australian fleece, of which the supply is limi Thead valorem 
equivalent of the proposed 8-cent duty will vary, therefore, all the 
way from 33 per cent up to 100 per cent, and the average ad valo- 
rem ¢juivalent of the proposed rates, based u to-day’s prices 
of the a oe of class 1 and class 2 is 66 per cent. 

All the high-priced wools are skirted, and are made subject to 
9 ceats duty, and upon the skirted wools the average ad valorem 
equivalent is even higher. Thelowest ad valorem equivalent falls 
upon the class of Australian wools, which do not compete with 
our domestic clip. The quantity of these very fine merino wools 
grown in the United States is constantly decreasing and entirely 
inadequate to meet our manufacturing reqhirements. Moreover, 
this grade of Australian wool possesses certain ties not 
present in our domestic wools, and ee oe enone certain 
effects in certain goods; and unless our can secure 
a limited quantity of this wool, to use with their domestic sup- 
=, the pk ene Doe = be imported, re of 

e rates u ey m y, thus making a competition from 
foreign wools in the sauaahensanel form more serious for our 
are than any imports of these grades of raw wool can 

y be. 

The great bulk of the foreign wools of class 1, the wools which 
directly compete with our domestic c!ip, > value from 6d. 
to 8d.—from 12 to 16 cents—in the foreiga These are the 
prevailing prices of the wools of the world which are used for the 
same pu as our domestic wools, whether merino or cross- 
bred; and upon these wools the proposed duties of 8 and 9 cents 
are equivalent to from 50 to 80 per cent ad valorem. This a 

than 


tection is found by examination to be 
akeranoieel by = higher by percentage 


Under the tariff of 1867 the ad valorem equivalents on class 1 
Ne ee ee ee a 40 
of 1883 the class 1 duties averaged 45 

per cent and the class 2 wools averaged 43 per cent. Under the 
act of 1890 the class 1 duties averaged Poem oees © 58 per 
cent and the class 2 duties from 50 per cent to 56 per cent. The 
i a rate of duty 
which will average from 10 per cent to 20 per cent higher than the 
rates of either of these earlier tariffs. Se they have 
than upon the 
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Very careful consideration been given to the compensatory 
duty on woolen goods, with the result of ee mpense. 
tory rates on low-gtade goods, into whose e@ more or 
less of other materials than woolenter. ©n the Blah grade goods 

duties at has ob- 

tained in all previous tariffs. The more closely the «uestion is 
error ete mane tena ys apd ce dp nem of ere 
between the’wool duties aties is equally 


In dealing class 3, or wools, the Senate bill makes 
a departure from previous in deference to the widespread 
impression among the woolgrowers that a considerable ey 
6 
carpet manufacture. The House nd has created tore age 
ore 
ul 
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alleged by the wers that this low rate of duty on car- 
_ Sica Salbeve saat siremens of the protection afforded upon 
~ grades of wool, by reason of the tempta'ion it offers to 
ee tase low wools to be used in cheviots, golf suitings, and 
other fabrics which do not require fine wools. 

Without undertaking to affirm the correctness of these allega- 
tions regarding the extensive use of these carpet wools for cloth- 
ing purposes—and they are very emphatically denied by the car- 

manufacturers—the committee recognized the fact that there 
some such use made of them. To remove all ible ground 
for complaint on this score they have fixed the duties on class 3 
wools at 4 cents a pound under 10 cents in value and at 7 cents a 
pound over that valuation. Under these duties the ad valorem 
equivalents will range on the various clips from 35 per cent up to 
60 per cent, and in some instances 70 per cent, and they are higher 
than in any previous law. It is certain that under these duties 
wools can not be imported to take the place of do- 

wools in the cloth manufacture. 
this feature of the wool schedule into account, it is a 
fact definitely demonstrated by the market reports that the pro- 
tection given the American woolgrower under the Senate bill is 
greater and more effective than he has ever before received in an 


can tariff. 
Under this schedule woolgrowing should become in time one 
of the most table branches of American agriculture. 

In Schedule L the committee recommend the adoption of a new 
fixing specific duties on silk piece goods. The remain- 
of the schedule are not materially changed. It is 
that the rates pees will give better protection to 
some classes of silk manufacturers than they have heretofore 
coved. 


> 


‘ 


i 
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the paragraphs have been amended and the rates | 
reduced in most instances. 

Many changes are made in Schedule N. The one which will 
attract most attention is the placing of a duty upon hides of 
cattle. Representatives of the Western States in which cattle 
are raised have been for many years insisting that a duty on hides | 
should find a — ina tariff 
all American interests. 
tanners of the country, who believed that it would place an | 

burden upon their important industry. 
attempt to enter in detail into the reasons which led 
to ee the imposition of the duty. Speaking 
myself, I believe that the fears which have been so emphatic- 
expressed as to the injurious effects of the duty have been | 
and that no very serious burden will be 
either the tanning, the leather, or the boot and shoe 
amendment should be adopted. 
in the free list. Among the more 
a recommendation to return to the liberal pro- 
with regard to the free importation of 
; under certain conditions. 


RECIPROCITY. 


from the committee I stated in 

ndment looking to the more rapid devel- 

reciprocal e with foreign countries 

the committee at a later day. The com- 

d the phen to prepare such an 
that the 





eee 
i . 
- 


: 
: 





i 


rei E 
He 
aiff 
au 


amendment. It seemed to them provisions of the House 
bill in this respect would not prove effective. It is the purpose of 
the committee to & provision which will enable the Gov- 
ernment of the States, within certain fixed limits and 
without further legislative action, to enter upon arrangements or 


to treaties to an ex on of our 
—m—<_ 2 
In cemreing ont of the House provision, the com- 
mittee no of a oning the ublican reciproci 
‘ ha to be able to suggest provisions as wi 
our to greatly extend that policy and make its 
permanent. 
CUSTOMS ADMINISTRATIVE LAW. 


The committee also hope, before the bill passes from the con- 
SE ee eaten to be able topresen t certain needed amend- 
administrative 


ments customs law. The act of 1890 has, in 
the main, Serene oe tions of a  gonionnen wheframed | 
brought about a chan the me of assessin 
duties. has shown ome defects in its seoribone 
Tek it is the purpose of the committee to try to remedy. | 


system of the United States is gro more and | 


year. It is becoming more ult ever 
| ins tariff revision, conflictag claims of sections, 





the 
Meaemcees to interested parties. The amendments 





bill which was intended to protect | ‘i 
This contention has been resisted by the |} 
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reported poe the consensus of opinion of a majority of the 


members o 


the committee. We have no pride of opinion or 


authorship in regard to any of the provisions reported. We have 


iven careful consideration to the numerous important questions 
involved in the various schedules. We present to the Senate the 
result of our labors, and shall cheerfully accept your judgment as 


to the wisdom of our conclusions. 


APPENDIX. 


Extract from Treasury Department Circular N« 


». 102, June 26, 189 


oh 


wing the 


number of pounds of various tests which equal 100 pounds of hard refined 


Number 
pounds re- 
quired to 


Degrees. 


Degrees. make 100 
pounds 
ranu- 
ated. 
iictinmntithDbcienceaase «as | 122. 41 % 
tapi) dachentenasees | 120. 4 Li 
th ae 118. 67 97 
8S, ES | 116. 81 Ms 
la i ue | 114. 94 eg 
a a | ST Ss. wadeet 
F itbndsdiiiniiine tolls wactoe 111.20 


Number 


uunds re 


| quired to 


| 


rake 100 


pounds 


granu 
lated 


100. 34 
107. 47 
105. 60 
108. 73 
101. 87 
100.00 


Quotations of beet sugars, raw and granulated, for the month of March, 1897. 


1897. 


Average for month of March, ls. 7d. 


First 
Beet ago | marks 
t at German 
; gran- 
| ulated 
s. d, s. d 
8 9 10 6 
8 9) 10 6 
8 9 10 6} 
8 9] 10 6} 
8 % | 0 6 
8 9) 0 6 
8 10) 10 6 
8 lh 1 6 
8 104 | lw 6 
8 1h} Ww 7 
8 1h} 10 7 
8 11} | 10 7% 
9 0 WwW 8} 
9 hj Ww 7% 
914} 10 & 
oil joe 
{ | » § 
9 0} 10 8} 
9 OF 10 7 
9 Of 0 7 
9 0 10 74} 
9 0 10 7% 
9 0 Ww 7% 
90] Ww %! 
9 Ww 7} 
‘4 


Differ- 


ence. 


= 
a 


fret et pret ret eh eet et pel fet ee eet eet fest et tp et eh ft fh ph teh fh 
te 


Average dutiable value or price of sugar importations at New York in Janu 
ary, 1897, according to polariscopic test and rates of duty in proposed tariff 


bill CH. R.379). 








Average | Proposed 


Test degrees. | 








price | rates per 
(cents). pound. 
Fev powna 
. 0219137 .O175 
- 02198 172 
0218775 . 0169 | 
021134 0166 
020629 . 0163 
OR025 O16 j 
0195 .O15T | 
01862 01M 
18272 -O151 
017683 0148 | 
. 017386 0145 | 
. 016055 0142 | 
O66 | O139 | 
010061 0196 
OLAS 01283 
014895 | 013 | 
- OL4187 0127 | 
. 0139651 O24 | 
0125 121 
.O117125 0118 
. 010025 O15 
.OL00TS O112 | 
00085 | O19 
. ORAS | . 0106 
-OCTTRS | 0108 | 
. 0060275 Ol 
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Per cent. 
79.8 





eT eee ee ee 


{ 
4 
_ 
i 


ee eed 


we 


ee eer = 


2 ow una ale: 
ny Pw 


» ee ees 
at i Ba 
SL Plt! LEPINE etn Ptr im ee et 


ee ee! eee Pak Rae 
Fs i gf Sis ce aac Bey gi ty Semi SF Seer 


remit GRA ray 


ee ees 


seated pricunenictacc Orne hoc ¥s aes aos AO 





IH ilo BO AY 


1234 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. May 25, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish at this time to offer an amendment 
to the pending bill and ask to have it ted in the Recorp. I 
will state that at the proper time I call it up for the consid- 
eration of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


That all articles on the dutiable list mentioned in this act shall be admitted 
free of duty if said articles or articles of a like character of domestic produc- 
tion are manufactured or their sale controlled or the price affected bya 
trust or combination to increase the cost of said articles to purchasers 
oer competition or otherwise. Every contract, combination in the 

orm of a st, or association or corporation whose effect is to restrict the 
quantity of production or increase the price of any article, or any conspir. 
in restraint of trade shall be deemed a trust within the provisions of this act. 

Any citizen of the United States may file a petition, verified by oath or 

affirmation, in any district court of the United States where the defendant 

an office or place of business or may alleging the existence ofa 
trust as herein defined, and that articles or ucts subject to duty under 
this act, or articles or ucts of like character of domestic production are 
manufactured, or their sale controlled, or the price aff by said trust: 
whereupon a summons shall be immediately issued from said court directing 
the defendant to appear and answer said petition, the case to be governed as 
to time and manner of service, the plead and all proceedings had therein 
as is pee wreveen by law in civil causes ituted in the district courts of 
the United States, 

If any citizen of the United States shall file with any district attorney for 
said district the petition herein set forth, it shall be the duty of said attorney 
to institute proceedings forthwith in the district court for said district in 
the name tue United States for the Rerpose of determining the issues 
mae ae petition, like proceedings to in such case as hereinbefore 
prese j 

The summons to the defendant or defendants herein required shall be 
served upon the president or chief officer, if a corporation, or upon all the 
mem an association or rship, and the tary of the Treasury 
shall also be notified of the existence and nature of the suit. 

All cases instituted as herein provided shall be advanced upon the docket 
of the court so as to have pecsedonne of trial over all civil causes thereon, and 
an appeal may be taken from the decision of the district court to the circuit 
court of the United States for the district, under the same rules as are pre- 
scribed for 1 © eeu in other civil cases, but the judgment of the circuit 
court shall be . 

if the decision of the court sball be that the allegations of the petition are 
trve, an order directing the customs officers of the United States to there- 
after permit the im tion of such article or articles free of a a at 
once issue: Provided, That where a duty is levied upon raw material or any 
article that is improved by any process after being imported, the duty on 

he raw material or unrefined or unim article shall be collected and 
# like amount of duty upon the refined or im article, as provided by 
this act; but the differential or additional duty shall not be collected if the 
roved or refined product is found to be the subject of a trust, as herein- 
of the ‘Treaseny, upon weitlep avoumae’ on ony part) te the provectines epee 
© ry, upon w nm grounds, or any ngs u 
petition, verified by oath or affirmation, may move the court toset aside orsus- 
nd the enforcement of such juagment. If upon hearing it snall be adjudged 
t the trust has ceased to exist, it shall be duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to withdraw or cancel his orders to the customs officers, and such 
ap on wares eee al seaouian are eee th en 
; es 6 original p who do not join e mo’ 
shall have reasonable notice thereof, and the motion be advanced and 




















Mr. tg Mr. President—— 
Mr. T. LI-yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania if he do. 
eet Unless the Senator from Rhode Island intends ; , 
proceed with the bill at to-day’s session, I wish to make a motion 
to proceed to the consideration of executive business. If he do... 
I will defer the motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator will allow the joint rvs. 
olution which was under consideration this morning to be di-. 


posed of. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam anxious to proceed with the bill to-night, 
if possible. Of course, I desire to consult the wishes of member. 
of the committee on the other side as to whether they desire ;., 
proceed to-night with any remarks or whether we take up 
the schedules. } 

Mr. VEST. I would prefer to say now what little I have t, 
say on the subject. 

r. QUAY. I desire merely to say that I wish to have an execu- 
tive session before we adjourn to-day. It is immaterial whether 
it comes now or later. 

Mr. VEST. I shall not detain the Senate very long. It will 
not interfere with the Senator's purpose. 
acne VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri wil! pro- 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, there is no disposition upon my part 
= ae a Ce eee to the passaz: 
of the pending measure. e y apprecia’ desperate con- 
dition of the country. We know how many ruined homes, how 
many broken hearts, how many blasted hopes now surround th: 
Congress of the ee var polisioal if ns ee, from 
any source, even from our opponents, we welcome 
it, and not only welcome it, but bless the moment in which it com-.. 

I do not believe that the imposition of larger taxation, eith:r 
in the shape of import duties or internal-revenue taxes, will |i/t 
the cloud that now rests upon the people of the United States. 
I do not believe that higher tariff duties will bring back sunshin:: 
and illuminate this e country, as we have been told over and 
over again by our blican opponents. 

It is uently that adversity came with the advent of the 
Democra’ are Oe power, and that with the return of Repub- 
lican methods and Republican measures there would be aga 
hope and ee joy in the land. 

T, adversity not come to this country with the advent of 
eee to power. I bring to the Pe ee 
can produced that subj President of the 
When the bill that bears 


5 
: 
i 
E 
4 


his name was pend before the House of itatives, on the 
recedence of trial uses, be taken in c 
Uns Fetal poceding tate cece cour bud We fudgcot of that court | 1st day of April, 1990, he declared that the farming interests 0: 
upon the motion shall be final. 


this country were then prostrate and ruined, and ae 
taxation was necessary in order to back to the 

rT Cal aed was said by Major 
McKinley at that time to show when this cloud of came 


pon United 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

tions of agriculture pa Thatters connected therewith, "This great ry 
Its success and one vial to nation. ‘0 prosperity is possi 


Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from South Dakota 
merely gives notice that at the proper time he will offer this 
amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to say now that immediately upon 
the disposal of the amendments offered the committee, which 
I understand are first in order, I shall ask the Senate to take up 
and dis of this amendment. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. When the proper sections are reached, of 
course it will be in order. 


other re 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Ido not accept the amendment offered b SP ibccmmemmaiens ne helpful it avant Pui derestalty exertas to 
the Senator from Rhode Island as to when I shall offer the amend- | build up and - agriculture. a a. 
ment. I shall ask to have the Senate consider it immediately after quskeas eee wh oe oF penetinnd cttatie hance ee 
of the committee amendments. committee has the proposed measure to meet tho 

. ALDRICH. Oh, the committee amendments. requirements of the situation. 


Mr. President, for the committee I offer certain amendments or 
give notice that I shall offer amendments to certain sections and 


a . These amendments are fargely changes in phraseol- 
ome Changes in punctuation, or ouitadaeans wan ware left out 
of the preparation of the bill to be reported. I ask that they 
may be printed, and I shall offer them tothe tive 
as they are reached. I now ask that the bill be 
and that the first —— 

Mr. STEWART. Before the Senator qui , I should like to ask 
him at what time the amendment of which I wave notice the other 
day, with regard to the reserve, will be in order. That is a very 
important amendment, and the action of some Senators with re- 
gard to the whole nr ong oF Sonne 
whether we are to be alarge amount of circulating medium 
or whether we shall have the reserve regulated so that we shall 


not have a vast amount of locked up and interest. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Geamke te new iets Cn ae 


suffering under the same rests to-day. 
How do you expect by increasing tariff ‘amnion to enable the 
farmers of thie comntey Ss getrnens Seaearan How 
do you a oe the means with which to the arti- 
cles the of which you propose to increase by your tariff im)o- 
The Senator from Rhode Island, an expert in regard to the tari‘!, 
has been fender S pari cre Sep pets! ue eh aloe 
of the United States when he alludes to the want of eee © pay 
Alladmit that there must be sufti- 


expenses of the Government. 
cient revenue to carry on the that its honor must be 
maintained; that its its 


g 





Treasury of the 
take the bill up b subject toamendment. Whenever | country, no matter by whom 
a er ccked abies tek aroviaien wana be i eae be wins ema ae 
or whenever the tariff schedules are of, that | why the necessity of 
Mr. ART Tt ie sertainty to this in to raising oa 
= . Jd germane measure. vue revenue 














upon Why do they now abandon all the arguments, all 
oo ved ‘ay have hitherto made upon this subject, 
and come to en which their political A te neg have as- 


sumed, that taxation should be upon the is of revenue, 
and not for the purpose of putting money into the pockets of 
favored classes and man ? 


oe one f the Tre f th 

. President, what is the condition o asury of the 
cums States? Let us see what the necessity is for increasing 
tariff taxation. : : 

On May 21, 1897, the cash balance in the Treasury available was 
$229, 350,650.50. Taking from this the gold reserve of $100,000,000, 
it leaves, as a matter of course, $129,350,650.50 idle money in the 
Treasury available for any governmental mempece. Yet we are 
told that in order to avoid yon and dishonor we must im- 
pose upon the suffering and depressed people of the United States 

ditional taxes. 
ooyhen the Government of the United States was turned over by 
President Harrison to President Cleveland, the balance in the 


Treasury, including $20,000,000 of fractional or subsidiary coin, 
was $24,128,087. the subsidiary coin be deducted from that 
amount, it showed in the Treasury of the United States available 
for ordinary $4,128,087. There is to-day in the Treasury 


of the United States $105,222,573.50 available for the expenses of 
the Government more than there was at the time President Har- 
rison turned over the Government to his successor, President 
Cleveland. 

How do our Republican friends evade this absolute statement 
of fact? Governor Dineey, the author of the bill which we are 
now considering, admitting the fact that there was this balance 


in the . undertook to dispose of it by saying that there 
was $20,000, subsidiary coin unavailable for the general pur- 
poses of defra; the expenses, and that $16,000,000 was necessary 
in order to pa anticipated deficit up to the Ist day of July 
next, making $36,000,000: and deducting this from the amount in 
the would leave a balance of $93,222,573.50 available for 
any of the of the Government. 


order to meet the balance of this surplus, or to dispose of it, 
DrinG.ey then says that we ought to increase the gold 
reserve from $100,000,000 to $150,000,000, without law, without 
the exi that confronted him when 
aol th iato the House. One hundred 
million dollars of gold reserve in the Treasury to-day is there by 
a statutory enactment which simply provides that whenever there 
should be not $100,000,000 of gold reserve in the Treasury no more 
gold certificates should be issued. 
Will my colleague allow me to suggest that 
that $100,000,000 shall be kept: there? 
I did not say that $100,000,000 should be kept there, 
but I say that it is there by virtue of that enactment. 


law simply provides that when there is not 


. VEST. 
00,000,000 of gold reserve in the Treasury the Secretary of the 
Treasry shall no more gold certificates. That law has been 


Secretary Carlisle had one hundred and fifty 


or one hundred and sixty millions of gold in the Treasury, fifty 
to sixty millions over the gold reserve, he issued no gold certifi- 
cates and declared that he would not issue them. The Secretary 


® 2 
=e 
f 
E 
ae 


tr. Gage, has more than $150,000,000 of 


he does not propose to issue any gold 
certificates. And yet with this basis for the $100,000,000 of 
in ondinr to dispose of the carplus in the Treasury $150,000,000 
e ury $150,000,000 
shoul So pamoedaare as @ reserve. 

Mr. President, even if there be a deficit of $65,000,000 for the 
next fiscal year, as calculated by Mr. DinaLey, giving the largest 

Treasury to-day ae et olf ana “ail leaves wees 
to t o ill leave a surplus for 
the ifs eftolk shoud occur again. 

ora ut taxes on the people of this country 
with org ew ? What intelligent man does 
and SESINGGEE uaenae te tae great Emaactl contore witilot the 
ial centers whilst the 
people of the country at large are suffering for currency to trans- 
neniiiiiineeeince letubenhsiel' tee gountry, und expecially 
a country, and especially 

in Ses Satinks cemiltion tn whicts we now Set tae. 

It is unfortunate for of discussion upon this side of 
the Chamber that our who have charge of the bill, and 
especially the Senator from Rhode Island, have not seen proper 
tare ent wattmates of the amount that will be produced by the 

as they have now reported it to the Senate. 
wh told some weeks that a peeeeesive statement 
ter. We have waited patiently for that exhibit, but it has never 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 










1235 


prepare the comparative statement, and he told us that he had 

e out such a statement, that it had passed from his hands into 
those of the Seuator from Rhode Island, and that he was not able 
to furnish it to us. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Will the Senator from Missouri permit me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Missouri is quite 
willing to admit that with the exception of an estimate of revenue 
the tables furnished by Mr. Ford are the most complete which 
have ever been presented in regard to a tariff measure. The Sen 
ator knows as well as I do that an estimate of revenue is not 
simply a question of mechanical figuring upon the importations 
of a certain year, but it must be an estimate based upon the judg 
ment of the particular person who is making it; and such an esti 
mate we presented to the Senate to-day, which was the first occa- 
sion we had to submit it. 

Mr. VEST. But, Mr. President, that does not answer my state- 
ment. We had a right, I take it, in all fairness of debate, to know 
what the estimates of the framers of the bill were in regard to 
the amount of revenue it would produce. That has always been 
done. Yet when the comparative statement is furnished to us it 
contains no such statement, and for the first time to-day we have 
heard from the other side of the Chamber what they believe the 
bill would produce in the way of revenue, both upon import 
duties and upon internal-revenue taxation. Let me ask the Sena 
tor from Rhode Island whether there ever was an estimate made 
by Mr. Ford in regard to the amount that would be produced by 
the bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Ford made no specific and definite esti- 
mate as to the amount that would be produced by the bill. He 
stated to us that in his opinion neither the House bill nor the Sen- 
ate bill would provide for the next year sufficient revenue to pay 
the expenditures of the Government or revenue greatly in excess 
of that produced under the act of 1894 in the vear 1896. He did 
not furnish us any definite estimate by schedules and paragraphs 
as to the revenue to be derived from the bill. 

Mr. VEST. [donot know, as a matter of course, with what 
duties Mr. Ford was charged. I do know that the very essence of 
this debate, the very essential thing that was to be determined, 
should be the amount of revenue that this proposed enactment 
would produce. I must be permitted to say, in all fairness, that 
the framers of the House bill did not evade that responsibility, but 
did make an estimate repeatedly, and published it to the world, in 
regard to the amount that the House bill would produce. Icould 
not distinctly understand the Senator from Rhode Island in regard 
to the amount that he says this Senate bill will now produce in 
the shape of revenue, but as I heard him, it amounted to something 
like $50,000,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. One hundred and eighty-two million dollars 
from customs and $177 ,000,000-—— 

Mr. VEST. I mean excess over the Wilson bill, as it is called— 
over the existing law. 

Mr. ALDRIC About $50,000,000. 

Mr. VEST. There is a vast difference of opinion between the 
leaders of the Republican party in the House and the Senate upon 
this question, and we are entitled to know exactly upon what basis 
these calculations are made. 

I hold in my hand an authorized statement made by Governor 
DINGLEY widely differing from the estimate of the Senator from 
Rhode Island. Governor DINGLEY states, allowing for the decrease 
of importations by reason of delay in the passage of this bill, that 
for the first year it would produce $75,000,000 in excess of existing 
law, and after that at least $100,000,000 a year. In order that | 
may do him no injustice, I will ask the Secretary to read that 
statement, an authoritative statement published in the press and 
given to the country at large. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Chairman DInGiey, of the Ways and Means Committee, in response toa 
request that he furnish a synopsis of the new tariff bill presented by him in 
the House yesterday, makes the following statement: 

“The bill has two purposes, namely, to raise additional revenue and to 
encourage the industries of the United States. 

“On the basis of the importations for the last fiscal year, the bill would 
increase the revenue about $112,000,000, divided among the several schedules 

ly, as follows: 

“A—Chermicals, $3,500,000; B—Crockery and glassware, $4.(100,000; C— Metals, 

000,000; D—W oods, $1,750,000; E—Sugar, $21.750,000; F—Tobacco, $7,000,000; 

—Agricultural, $6,300,000; H—Liquors, $1,800,000; I—Cottons, $1,700,000; J 
Jute, linen, and hemp, $7.800,000; K— Wool, $17,500,000; manufactures of wool, 
$27,000,000; L—Silks, $1,500,000; M—Pulp and paper, $58,000; N—Sundries, 
$6,200,000. 





ESTIMATED REVENUE FROM WOOL. 


“This estimate is on the supposition that the imports of each class of goods 
would be same the next fiscal year as in the fiscal year ended last June. But 


of wool were three times as great, and those of woolen goods 
more than twice as great in pounds as in 1883, the committee assume that this 
excessive importation would ly reduced by the proposed bill, although 
the fact that our domestic u of wool has diminished 8,000,000 pounds 
since 1893 will im tion of much more wool now than in 
the latter . Assu that the importations of wool will fall off at least 
one-third those of on account of anticipatory imports to avoid 
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duties, we place the increased revenue from this source at $11,000,000. Antici- of eighteen rs of the Ropiien and Democratic Administrations of 
yottns also that the imports of woolens will fall off nearly 80 per cent from | Hayes, and Arthur, ro, Sere Cleveland, arule had 

© enormous imports of 1896, we estimate the increased revenue from this | been established that $5 per capita is all is This rate has covered 
source under the rates at about $14,000,000. From su we esti- | the cost of the new navy, the refund of direct taxes, the sugar bounty, ths 
saate oneness addit: —_ revenue. oT de contin tn Cae falling off ——S and an ty oo for pensions in 1493 

ports o bana tobacco, because e revolution in Cuba, we reduce r cen a , 

the estimates of additional revenue to be derived from the tobacco schedule fiead m therefore, be considered useless and aaa ha 
. The true problem therefore ted is how to raise a revenue 


of $5 head from 73,000.00 people, sa deniithadidn mabupmanbere ; 
With a fraction under $0 cents per head added, to Gia. & nee 


CE GOOG, GAG 5 cach ccsiiphccsdntiipdeedbitaccewensinceso- 85, 000, 000 









: 


DIMINISHED IMPORTS EXPECTED. 


“ The remaining schedules would afford a revenue of about thirty-nine and 
o half millions on the basis of the imports of 1896, but as there would prob- 
ably be diminished imports at some points, although the gradual restoration 
of activity would offset this by increasing the consumption of im- 
ported luxuries, we reduce the estimates of these to $31,000,000. These would 
segrogste an additional revenue of $80,000,000 the first year. 

“ A further reduction of five or ten millions for con ncies would leave 
70,000,000 to $75,000,000 as the probable increased revenue from this bill the 
rat year, which would undoubtedly rise to $100,000,000 the second year. 

‘ estimates are below rather than above the probable result, unless 

a considerable delay in the enactment of the bill should tly enlarge the 
rtunity for imports of articles on which duties are to be raised—particu- 


Mr. Wells ts out that the British is 000,000, assessed on le: 
nae o budget is $450,000,000, on less 


Du the same period of teen years, 1879 to 1896, the normal cost 
iL vil, pal ing maval, Indians, and postai deficiency — 

a Ne ee ee eee oe aces asa nn $2.50 
rest, pensions, sugar bounties, re direct taxes, and purchase 
of Indian lands ica miadhahaped dnaqudaieeiihebatgiihdsniewedeumiain at — 2.50 


lariy wool and woolens—for lative ee. Undoubtedly, any dela: eee, 
beyond the Ist of May in placing the bill on the statute book would result in 5.00 
a large loss of revenue.” 


The last three items are nonrecurrent; the interest and pensions are now 
less than $2.40, and are diminishing. We may, therefore, deal with the prob- 
lem of how to raise a revenue of $400,000,000, or a fraction less than $5.50 per 
head, for expenditures and reduction of debt. At this rate, we provide $1 
a head more than sufficed under Cleveland's first Administration. 


SOURCES OF REVENUE. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I had that paper read in justice to 
the Saeeraee author of this bill and for the purpose of show- 
ing the wide difference of opinion between the framers of the bill 
Se House of Representatives and the framers of the bill in the 

ate. 


j For eighteen re, 1879-1896, the revenue from liquors and tobacco— 
With great respect to the Senator from Rhode Island, I distrust | _ domestic and foreign—has been, per head .............---.-------------- $2.50 
his estimates in regard to what will be the result of tariff legis- | The ™ have been more than...... ...... % 


Th f a f twel 1890, when its abate- 
e revenue from su ‘or ve years a 
ment caused the su uent yD ent enatens Sic Leehenhbtmeeccce 


Oe nietci cv ccsmelicedbdcectien se cee edd beth cna ceste cee.-. 3.65 


The sugar duties are by common consent now to be restored. With this 
assured revenue of $3.65 we have but $1.85 left, which sum assessed on 73,())0) - 
000 amounts to $135,500,000. 


lation, I remember very well in 1894, when that Senator upon this 
floor declared that the Wilson bill, as it was termed, then pend- 
ing in the Senate, would produce $100,000,000 surplus annually, 
and that every intelligent man must come to that conclusion. 

It is true that the Wilson bill at that time contained the pro- 
vision for an income tax, but no one ever estimated the proceeds 


It will be remarked that the tariff yields bs' i 
of the income tax would be more than from $40,000,000 to $50,- pt after deducting liquors oma Giese cae = 
000,000 at the outside 7 year, and yet the Senator from Rhode | , That is to say, if tures are limited to the average sum of $5 per 


{sland was confident that the Wilson bill, now so defective, and | 2¢%¢,which has sufficed for eighteen years, the present system of taxation 


es a the = of wae ae — to ype: Rahman and in udbition 55.000 000 for reduction ot debt. 
ation, would produce ,000,000 annually as a surplus. ‘ 
Mr. President, the deficits—recurring again to that subject—as fulis oltentigd the canine tania a a = peered 
shown by the official statements, are for 1894, $43,805,223; for of course, if the Congress of the United Santee re : i enter 
1805, $25,263,246; for 1897, estimated at $65,000,000. At this time | {nto profligate and unnecessary expenditure, then ‘no human in. 
the deficit is $35,000,000, and in the statement which I have made | ¢enlect cam base any argument upon what will be done in the 
here I ots to the opponents of the Democratic party the full ben- | ¢uture: but I repeat, that in two — the expenditures have 
efit of estimate of $65,000,000 for the next fiscal year. I assert | eon abnormal and beyond all oon I am not here making 
as a matter of fact that there will be no such deficit. There will | , nal or a partisan attack; I simply allude to historical truth 
not be a Setels of more aoe a 0 oe We | when I say that the expenditure of a billion dollars in a Congress 
are now na e more than a month of the end of the fiscal 7 

ear, and it is impossible that the deficit should swell now to is abnormal, outragevus, and, with two exceptions, without prec 


edent in the history of this country. 
,000,000. Yet with this enormous surplus in the Treas : 
we are told that, in order to avoid wepetiation and dishonor, an "Are we to asentie that tis profigay is to continas oo 


to meet the obligations of the Government, we must resort to a 
tax upon tea, increase the tax upon beer, and increase the tax upon the re apt of the people fn both Houses will come here 


: d in all sorts of unnecessary expenditures of the public 
manufactured tobacco and cigarettes, and enormously increase = 7 
the import duties, as I shall show directly from the different money? It would be a confession that our Government is a fail 


cain ure. aS Seat be oy seen were eee 8 peor 
Mr. President, it is unfair to assume that this deficit will be | Y°fe sanieaene? eee Tae tor granted that | me 

increased, as has been done in the estimates heretofore made in a ee Oa no aos what oe zo? in 

other places. One material question that comes before us in this ture - the p 


all the revenue needed, 


é 


to an honest, fair, and economical mublic 
discussion is as to the expenditures of the Government. It is not hme exceed 
fair to assume that the-expenditures of the last Congress will con- of $3 ye wpbss tgs so o 000 last an — 
tinue. They were abnormal. They were admitted to have been | " y¢ Bt be true, there is no for increased taxation in 
beyond all sort of reason by fair men in all es. For the last | tho shape of import duties or in’ taxes. It is an outrage 
os lv the ms tnt ties agsnwene Byrd is as has oo upon the e of this country to take more money out of circu- 

capita, according e number of our zens, and we 

kate me ht to assume, and it is unfair to the representatives of lation to put it into the Treasury for when 


the people to assume, that there will be the enormous and exces- 
sive and profligate expenditure which. has obtained in the two 
preceding Congresses. ey 

I have in my hand an interesting statement in the nature of a 
review of an article published in the Scientific Monthly by David 
A. Wells. Whatever we may think about him in re to his 
position upon financial and other economic questions, his 
ebility, his integrity of opinion, can not be questioned by the most 
bigoted opponent in the land. Tula ‘oo cxiticien ter 

ward Atkinson upon that article, to which I beg the earnest 

attention of the Senate, because, in my judgment, it discusses an 
element in this debate of the most serious an important character. 
I ask that it may be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The a expenditures from 1879 to inclusive, have been a fraction 
under $8 ox hood. wi aaa 


eves the whole country, and especially of the West and 


tobacco of $5,073,342. ; won cigarettes, ve , under pounds, een 
195.82, making an : of tax upon tea and ternal- 


, which sum, assessed upon 73,000,000 people, would come to 


mi. orwess soupentietns wader Rrosttens | Cleveland's . $ Adminten, pepe! —. simply for revenue, — 
But, Mr. President, Iam more interested, I must confess, and 


of veland’s second, on which excessive contracts lapped 
____ Raphanestrumboensesrveayempeapem 


treet 


come to 000. 
average appentivarce under the Harrison Administration, with the 
000. 
In 


two yearsof Cleveland's term the expenditures have again been 
$5 per head. It would therefore appear that on the experience 














and ruin as exists to-day. With abundant har- 


vests, orn a soil responding gladly to the labor of the husband- 
man, the people are without money and appealing to Congress 


for from present conditions caused by they know not 
what. Have high tariffs brought them prosperity? Did the act 
of 1890 sunshine again to the homes of the farmers of the 


West andSouth? Mr. President, who believes that the imposition 
of these taxes will bring relief to the people whom President 
McKinley tells us are the great substratum of prosperity in this 
un 
a me call your attention to some remarkable statistics which 
thrust ves upon us and from which there is no escape. If 
we have heard an ad nauseam for years from the advocates 
of a protective cy, it is that whenever the manufacturing 
in of the country were sufficiently protected prosperity 
would come to all the people. We have been told that it followed 
alos from the sun; that all the people of the country 


would be happy and ‘ous if the manufacturers were placed 
basis nt ufficiently protected. We have heard 

it stated under the Democratic policy there was no balance 
of trade in our favor, but it was always against us. We have been 
told that whenever the manufacturers of the United States were 
ven the domestic market they could then reach out and take the 
a the farmer would have a market for his produce, 
an would come, instead of depression and ruin, joy and 


happiness and prosperity. 
isan to the Treasury Department this morning and obtained 
an official account of balance of trade in favor of the United 
States for the nine months ending March 30, 1897. The balance 
of trade in our favor for those nine months is $323,381,519.50. In 
other words, after supplying our own people, we shipped abroad 
and sold to f this enormous amount of $323.881,519.50 
more than we bought from them in the nine months ending March 
80. Where is the prosperity that comes from the balance of trade? 
If to sell more than you oT be national prosperity, why does it 
exist in this country? I think the balance of trade in our 
favor for the last year was $102,000,000, and now it is three times 
as much, or more than that, and yet the farmers of the country 
are in the same condition of depression—— 


Mr. VEST. And appealing in vain to the legislators of the 
United States for relief. 

I have here a = remarkable statement—I am not intending 
to make a rhetorical address, for the tariff is essentially a business 
and a reine have — a ae a statement 

condition of our export trade, which I propose to put 
in ae lades and ask the attention of the Senate to it. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The 


874,469, 
n twice 
as much as March, 1895. It is estimated that the value of the exports 
<= ae tering the bs ng ending June 30, 1897, will be $281,,0040,0000. 
some more 
has oan made 













Government statisticians, the 
nine months March, 1897, as compared wi 


1896. 
presses have gained 50 per cent during the term 
Gngines an Increase of $05,000; bollers an increase of $147,000; all other 
an : ers an increase o 7,000; other 
classes of machinery large increases; steel rails show a marvelous upbound 
To sum up the total of manufactures of steel and iron (not in- 
), increase during the term specified is more than $12,000,000. 
‘ing are noticed in other lines. For instance, bags, twine, 
an increase from to $1,647,080; ware, $785,143 to $869,626; 
(21; scientific instruments and a paratus, 
manufactures of lead have 


riods compared 
the nine months 








sty $t.cna see, chemicals, 
from $6,647,154 to $7,318,474; clocks, 
to $1,291,129; brass and manufactares thereof, 
rican meee show anin during the nine 
D to $4,165,680. Cotton cloths have increased 60 
c 2 per cent; paper and its manufactures, 10 
and shoes, more than 20 per cent; electrical and scientific 
were other notable gains in the amuunts 

to be remembered 
year, showing a volumi- 
ss sent out of the country over 
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Mr. VEST. Mr. President, in that connection, I ask permission 
to insert a table, for the correctness of which I have the highest 
official authority, showing the enormous increase in the exports 
of our metallic manufactures from the year 1886 to the year 1896, 
the increase being conspicuous under this derided Wilson law, of 
which we hear so many anathemas from so many different quar- 
ters. I do not care about it being read, but I shall insert it in the 
RECORD. 

The table is as follows: 


Talue of exports of finished articles of manufactures of iron and steel, pro- 
gressed above the crude and half-manu/factured state, and of other manufac- 
tures of similar character where metals are the component material of chief 
value, in 1886, 1891, and 1896. 


Fiscal year 


Articlea — 
1886. 1891 1896. 

Agricultural implements: | 
Mowers and reapers _............ $1,288,000 | $1,587,000 | $2, 889,000 
Plows and cultivators. .......... Rez, 000 507,000 680, 000 
All other and parts of ___- 757,000 | = 1,085,000 1,075, 000 
EE ito wcada 2, 387,000 8, 219, 000 4, 644, 000 
Brass, and manufactures of .............- 150, 000 297, 000 1, 026, 000 
Carriages, cars, and parts............. ; 1,928,000 | 4,911,000 2, 747, 000 
Clocks and watches ....................... | 1,866,000} 1,580,000 1, 659, 000 
Copper manufactures -..............-..... 109, 000 | 190, 000 | 819, 000 
Cycles, and parts of ............. es a ee enn 3, 796, 000 

Instruments and apparatus for scien- | 
We PII Sais icac dows cccccuce 7 480,000 | 1,576,000 2,717,000 
Iron and steel manufactures: | : 
Shar Se ee 112, 000 146, 000 188, 000 
i... ee ee lia ei Rninaitions 1,779, 000 859, 000 734,000 
Builders’ hardware, etc......... 2,468,000} 3,858,009 6, 140, 000 
Machinery, sewing-.-...................| 2,585,000 | 2.860.003 | 3,051,000 
EE 4,469,000 | 13,425,000 | 22,513,000 
es oe bi ea ancee 204, 000 440,000 | &21, 000 
Scales ard balances -..............- 281, 000 318,000 | 377,000 
Stoves and ranges --.................-.-. 196, OOO | 248, 000 | 3u4, 000 
et ened. ohne déwccenneces te 335, 000 860,000 | 1,488,000 
Se Gaksad wccduhccccccccncsce] ane, Gee 3, 987, 000 8, 198, 000 
RE ln i aanee be déumesesons 14,801,000 | 27,010,000 | 44,100,000 
Lamps, chandeliers, etc ..................- 546, 000 | 509, 000 730, 000 
Musical instruments. ..... 871, 000 1, 326, 000 1, 269, 000 
Es i oelitien cesatinadnasssabwe 22,618,000 | 40,618,000 | 63,516,000 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I think I have shown, for I am very 
certain of it myself, that there is no necessity for the imposition 
of more taxation in order to meet the demands upon the Treasury 
of the United States. But evenif that necessity existed, experience 
teaches us that our friends upon the other side have taken the 
wrong road, at least so far as import duties are concerned, in order 
to bring about increased revenue. 

I have before me the official statement of the estimates that 
were made in 189), which I happen to have found among the 
papers pertaining to that debate, as to the amount that would be 
Bre into the Treasury of the United States by the passage of the 

cKinley bill. The estimate, which was based, of course, upon 
the importations of 1889, was $201,689,907. In 1891, after the act 
had taken effect enormously increasing tariff taxation, the amount 
collected by the Government was $215,790,686, which is a few mil- 
lion dollars over the estimate made by the framers of the bill. 
But now mark the sequel. In 1892, the next year, the receipts fell 
off under the enormous taxation of the McKinley Act from 

215,790,686 to $173,098,400, and in 1893 to $198,373,452. So in- 
crease of taxation does not always produce increase of revenue. 

For the purposes of my argument. I care not whether the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island be correct in his estimates or the author of 
the House bill, Governor DINGLEY,in his. I answer both of them 
that there is no necessity for increased taxation, because there is 
money enough in the Treasury, and it is a crime to increase the 
dead capital of the nation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me 
to interrupt him at this point? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He began his remarks by stating that there 
is an enormous surplus in the Treasury. The Senator did not 
allude to the reason for the existence of that surplus. 

Mr. VEST. I care not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think it would be a mistake if his speech 
went to the country with that important omission. The Senator 
says it is there, and that it is a crime to increase it, and yet he has 
made no allusion to the way in which it got there. I understood 
the Senator to be comparing revenue systems one with another. 
Did the Senator mean that the great surplus in the Treasury is 
the result of the operation of the revenue system of the Govern- 
ment created under the Wilson Act, or will he state how the sur- 
plus got there before he calls it a crime to have it there? 

Mr. VEST. It does not matter in the slightest degree how the 
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money got there, ided it got there lawfully; and if it did not, 
the Senator from New Hampshire would be the first to detect the 
illegality and to denounce it. We all know it came there from 
the saleof bonds. Formyself, I am not responsible for that action 
of the Government. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ought not the Senator to have stated that 
when he began his arraignment? 

Mr. VEST. ‘The money is there. It is just as illogical to refer 
to the source of that money as it would be in any business calcu- 
lation to leave out what any man receives from inheritance and 
without working for it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me? He began a 
comparison of revenue systems. He neuen to arraign this side of 
the Chamber for bringing in a revenue bill—— 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And contrasted it with the Wilson Act, 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr, CHANDLER. And he went on to make a political speech 
on the revenue question. Was it fair for the Senator, with his 
known fairness, to fail to allude to the source of the $139,000,000 
which he says is in the Treasury, and which he says it is a crime 
for this side of the Chamber to increase by a revenue law to the 
extent of a dollar? 

Mr, VEST. We are confronted with a status. We have got so 
much money in the Treasury of the United States, and a legislator 
who would go back and — about the place from which the 
money came, when considering the question of meeting the obli- 
— of the Government, is unworthy to be called a legislator. 

he money is there, and because it came there from the sale of 
bonds we are pean mang from discussing what shall be done now 
te meet the obligations of the Government for the future. There 
it is; so much money. Do you ey mcg to give it away, to throw 
it away, or to use it? What right have the representatives of the 
aye ae to impose more taxes upon them when the people’s money 

} already there to meet the obligations that come upon the Gov- 
ernment? If I am correct in my statement as to the amount of 
money, whether it came from the sete of bonds or from taxes or 
from any other legitimate source is entirely outside of the propo- 
sition I am considering. ‘It is unfair!” It is entirely legitimate 
and entirely logical for me to ask, Why do you put more taxes upon 
the people when this money is there? 

But, Mr. President, let me ask a question. If we are exporting 
more than we are buying to the amount of $321,000,000 in nine 
months—and I have seen the statement, by estimate, that for the 
fiscal year our balance of trade, as it is termed, would amount to 
$325,222,000—and if the manufacturers of this country, who are 
furnishing more than 26 per cent of the articles that are carried 
abroad, are filling the demands of the home market and then send- 
ing abroad this surplus, where is the necessity for a 
them? ‘Where is the necessity for the increase of tariff taxes? It 
would seem to me, unversed as I am in the science of protection, 
that that would be an ideal condition. They have not only filled 
the demands of the home market, but they are now sending 
abroad 26 cent of the exports, the of their manufac- 
tared 8, and competing with foreigners. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. May I interrupt the Senator from Mis- 


souri? 

Mr. VEST. ew. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I know of an instance where a very large 
invoice of goods went abroad from Manchester, N. H., that was 
sold for less than cost. The fact is that under the Wilson law our 

are too poor to purchase for themselves, and our manufac- 
have to sell their goods for just what they can get abroad, 
which they have been — 

Mr. VEST. I suppose the remedy would be to increase the 
= to the American consumer. I see no otherremedy 

the standpoint of the Senator from New Ham . 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say frankly to the tor that I 
think a tariff law might occasion a little increase in the price of 
goods to the American consumer, but, inasmuch as he would get 
something for his labor and be better able to buy goods, he would 
be better off than he is now. 

Mr. VEST. Let us deal frankly with this question. The only 

balance of trade in 


frankly given some of the 
heard it yet in —that the a 
articles, not only the ucts of 

8, have caused and necessita 


MAY 25, 


will give relief? Did the er we give it? Did the tarig 
of 1894, which was high en all conscience, to satisfy a)- 
most any protectionist, give 

How are you to increase your home market 
taxes, when the home market is already 
mous surplus is going abroad? Can mp Gon 
question in the course of this debate? . 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Missouri will pern j 
me, I will state that the six little New England States cons)... 
3,000,000 barrels of flour fond annum when they are prosper... 
when the mills are running, and it all comes from the \V...:. 
Almost every bushel of corn that is there comes fro.) 
the West, and so as to almost every pound of beef. If our in)! 
are silent, or if our operatives are get wages much less thay 
they have been accustomed to receive, they can not consume 1). 
products of the West, and hence the Western farmer suffers ;), 
—- with the Eastern manufacturer and the Eastern oj.r- 
ative. 

Mr. VEST. We are obliged to the people of New England f.. 
giving us even a limited market for our agricultural product-, 
but it is not in New England that the of our products i, 
fixed. The price is fixed in Liverpool in foreign markets, ai | 
I will tell = what, in my a is the matter with the farm- 
ers of the West and of the South, and why the terrible depressi: 
rests like a pal] of gloom upon the country to-day. It is becaus. 
the agricultural exporter and producer, the farmer of the Unit: | 
States, is brought in competition with the gold premium. ||. 
is confronted with the ucts of agriculture where the labor |. 
paid for in silver, The products are paid for at gold prices, a1: | 
we, being upon the gold standard, are competing now with sily: r- 
using countries, always with the gold premium against us. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. Will it interrupt the Senator if I make « 
eee - 

r 0. 


Mr. GALLINGER. We have heard that argument on this fi): 
a t many times ee ee from Nevada 
[Mr. Stewart] being the one who usually made it. He ha; 
compared this country with Japan, sa that Japan was mui: 
more prosperous, because she was on ver standard while w. 
were on the gold standard. But Japan very recently has rej.- 
diated the silver standard and has adopted the gold standard. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from New pshire means 
that J has been bought out. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. “kh, that is all right. 

Mr. VEST. I take it the answer will never be made during this 
debate, here or elsewhere, to the question how you are to increase 
the prosperity of the farmers of coun increasing tari‘! 
or internal-revenue taxes. What we need isto put money int) 
the hands of the purchasers of the country, the farmers of tl 
country. You can never have prosperity with a fallin market. 

friend of mine will relieve us of the fallin. 
market, I will follow him and fight under his and never asi 


to what es gem he belongs. You may pass laws from 
morn night, until we are but until you stop the 
falling prices you can not have p in the U States. 
Men with money will not invest when the market is going dow: 
men without money can not buy, and men can nab éblain money 
unless can sell for remunerative You are confronte:| 


to-day with a condition of things o to every man, and yet 
of the past 


you are soins for a remedy which the 
— ee the present, it seems to me, absolutely prove | 
wu 

Mz, President; I do not tatend to disenes the financial question, 


for I have 
of 
am of Cee that can pos- 
tariff will not relieve 


and interna!- 
and not brins 


mtting up tarif 
and this enor. 
tor answer that 


revenue taxation 
relief to the people. 
I ee There is time enoug): 
when they are reached. 


to discuss 
notice 


I am com- 
r from 


two observations made by the 
of tariff 
more discus- 


ieee always will. 
bill impossible of 
statements 


from different stani- 
raw and the refined 


presented to us 
= in the bill 


The 

ina os ee pel i 
gebedy an expe 

ne it: How many of 








1897.» 


acertain grade 





of raw sugar will make 100 pounds of refined sugar, 
what will be the waste, as they call it, or the excess after the 


and 
100 pounds are made? 
Take the testimony of the experts before the Ways and Means 
of the House and the numberless publications in news- 
Piliiees pataticneste One yer testifies = o to 
at 75 iscopic test it wi e 147 pounds of raw 
to make 100 pounds of refined, and then that there will be 
twenty-odd pounds of soft yd and 2or 3 lons of mo- 
in the waste, and then the refiner gets his drawback 
for the 147 pounds of sugar which he has purchased from the im- 
porter. some grades of sugar by polariscopic test it requires, 
according to one expert, 117 pounds, another 100 pounds, another 
107, and another 122 pounds. How much the waste is, how much 
the drawback is, is known only to the initiated and to the experts 
inside the refinery, and never will be known to us. 

One of the officers of the sugar trust testified in the Lexow 
tion that their profit last year was 21 per cent net. How 
You know it coulda not have been made upon the 
of any of the tables presented to us. It is made upon the 
back; it is made upon the waste, as they call it, the molasses 
soft sugar, which, after making 100 pounds of refined sugar, 
becomes the clear t of the refiner. 
now care to discuss the question of the Hawaiian treaty; 
the from Hawaii should come in free or dutiable. 
Upon that question I dosay to my friends upon the other side, who 
inserted the provision we find in the bill, that it would have been 
much better and fairer if they had undertaken to repeal directly 
the treaty between this country and Hawaii. Congress, as a mat- 
ter of course, has a right to repeal any treaty stipulation it may 
but we ought nat to attempt to doit by indirection. We 
are told that another provision will be suggested, and I await it 
before I further express myself upon the subject. 

Mr. President, taking the lead schedule, to which the Senator 


i 


° 
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| 
| 


from Rhode Island alluded, howis it possible to defend an increase | 


in the du lead? We export millions upon millions of 
The State of Missouri is more lar, 


gely interested possibly 
galena ore than any other State in the Union. I undertake to 
say we need no protection. When we supply the home market, 
when thelead trust is making millions and millions of dollars and 
declaring its enormous dividends of 12 per cent upon its stock, why 
should we put up the duty half a cent a pound, double the duty 

lead, and nearly double it upon white lead, which goes upon 

cottage of every poor man in the land. 

It seems to me that the increase is utterly indefensible. Ata 
time of great adversity and great depression, we reach into the 
hevel and the humble homes of the poor people of the whole 
country and impose taxes upon them in order to feed the cormo- 
rant greed of this trust and mono . I stand here to-day rep- 
resenting a State which I say is more largely interested in galena 

than any other State in the Union and disclaim any desire for 
such taxation. 
take another schedule. I do not propose to go into it, but 
the crockery and earthen ware schedule, to which my friend 
Senator from Rhode Island alluded. The increases in that 
to say, are appalling. They were too high 
far too high, and none of us upon this side 
them. We were then in the condition the 
Island is in now, when he says that in order 
difficulties upon this floor he had to put in cer- 
The crockery and earthenware schedule, under the 
Wilson Act, as it is termed, isan enormous one, and 1am bound to 
say never should have been put there. But our friends have 
increased it. They have made the duties absolutely prohibitory, 
and I will undertake to prove it mathematically when the schedule 
is reached. 
The duties are put 


on common earthenware, white, plain 


that goes into the homes of the poor men and the 
mechanics country, until it is absolutely impossible that any 
should come in from abroad. Isthatrevenue? Is that protection 
to a eeeares, or is it en outrageous oppres- 
sion, common ° country? . 
Now cums : the enormous 


on wool. There, again, our 
easly derided. Upon one day I read 


the of Fontion Patouan he Os ho represent the 1 
., who t woolen 
want the Senate bill. 
i House bill. 
No; they want the Senate bill, so far as the taxa- 


tion upon the third-class wool is concerned, but to put back the 
first to where were under 

They would be sa with the 
their last communication. About the 
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on the woolgrower; he denounces the Wilson Act, and then he de- 
nounces the Dingley bill and the Senate bill, and says that none 
of them will give relief to the woolgrowers of this country: that 
all the duties should be put higher. ; 
About the time I think I understand something about wvol, and 


am considering third-class or carpet wools, I am told by the very 
highest authority, General Grosvenor of Ohio, representing a 


wool State. that there is no such thing as carpet wool raised in this 


country. Mr. Lawrence says there is. Justice, Bateman & Co. 
say there is. 

Now, I have a statement to make—and I do not pr to go 
into the intricacies of the wool schedule this afternoon—and on it 
I challenge contradiction. The only era, the only time, in which 
there was a stop or a hesitation in the downward fall and gra : 


wool prices was after the enactment of the derided Wilson bill. 
From 1867, when the ideal wool tariff was enacted, according to 
Mr. Lawrence—and I believe Justice, Bateman & Co. say the same 
thing—the price of wool commenced declining. Of course it went 
up in 1872 and 1873 under abnormal speculation, but it went 


Gown 
again, and it resumed its downward grade under the highest pos- 
sible tariff. 

When the McKinley Act was enacted the wool manufacturers 
and the woolgrowers said, ‘‘Iotriomphe! At last we have reached 
the haven of rest, and we will now have the highest prices { 
wool and woolen goods.” Wool never stopped an instant in its 
downward grade. It continued to fall, and the woolgrowers of 
the United States were still complaining until the derided Wilson 
bill was passed, and it had then fallen to something like 174 or 18 
cents for XX Ohio wool. The fall stopped when we put wool 
upon the free list. There was an increase of 2 cents a pound in 
the price, and I believe to-day, or the last time I looked, it is 21 or 


214 cents for the same grade. 
I know we are told that Port Philip wool, which is the same 
grade of Australian wool, did not keep pace with the XX Ohio 
wool, that being sold in the English market and here: but it can 
be shown, and I will show, that whilst there were ordinary fluctu- 
ations here and abroad in both grades of wool, the fact remain 
that, for the first time in the history of the w 
enactment of the Wilson bill, which put wool up 


1 market, after the 


n the free ] 


the fall in the price of American wool was stopped. As a matter 
of course, there has been no great increase, because there has been 
no increase in the price of any commodity; but there was an in- 


crease between the date of the passage of that act and from day 
to day since, with the exception of a very few days when there 
were the ordinary fluctuations in the market, until to-day XX Ohio 
wool is higher in the market than it was when the Wilson bill was 
enacted. 

Now, my friend the Senator from Rhode Island alluded to the 
duty upon hides. A good deal could be said in regard to that duty 
and some of it of a very highly interesting historical character. 
remember in 1890 the hide duty hadahistory. If any Senator wi 
turn—lI believe I have it here—to the report of Mr. McKinley, now 
President of the United States, upon the McKinley bill, he will 
find that he reported that a duty had been placed upon hides, 
When the bill was published, it was found that hides were still on 
the free list. 

It is said—I do not know anything about the secret history 
the transaction—that after the Committee on Ways and Means in 
the House, of which Mr. DInGLEY was also then a member, had 
agreed to put a duty upon hides, certain distinguished members 
of the Massachusetts delegation called upon them and informed 
them very graphically and distinctly that if a duty were put upon 


I 
ll 


of 


hides the hide of the McKinley bill would be found upon the 
fence. It was concluded to put back hides upon the free list, and 
it was done; but in the hurry and confusion of the change Mr 


McKinley forgot to change his report, and to-day we have the 
report reading one way and the act of Congress reading the 
other. 

I do not possess the gift of prophecy, nor do I claim it, but I do 
undertake to say that the duty will not remain upon hides. Our 
Western friends who are clamoring for a duty may possess their 
souls in such patience as they can; hides will go back on the free 
list. I do not pretend to say that I shall resist their going back. 
I believe that they should be free. But those Republican Sena 
tors who think they can coerce New England and the boot and 
shoe mranufacturer of that very thrifty and energ: section of 
the Union into putting a duty upon hides have not read accu- 
rately the history of this country, and especially of political parties. 

Mr. President, great changes have come since 1890 upon this 
tariff question. None of us who were here then can forget the 
constant refrain, repeated so often in the Halls of Congress, about 
a free breakfast table. The Democratic party was told the Repub- 
lican party proposed to give the honest laboring man free coffee, 
free tea, free sugar. 


stic 


We had the most graphic, pathetic, and elo- 
quent picture of the poor man’s family sitting down to an untaxed 
breakfast table, and, in connection with that, we were to'd upon 
the highest authority that there should be never any duty upon 
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sugar, because that duty was paid a by the consumer. In 
some cases they said it was possible that the importer paid a por- 
tion of ihe tax, but it was never the case in regard tosugar. 

I happened, in looking over an old debate and the accompanying 
reports, to find a declaration of the President of the United States, 
which I ask to have read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The present President? 

Mr. VEST. The present President of the United States, Gov- 
ernor McKinley. It goes very far to settle some disputed points 
in regard to the tariff question. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


“So largea 





rtion of our sugar is imported that the home production cf 
sugar does not affect the price, and the wv is therefore a tax, which is 
added to the price not only of the imported, but of the domestic product, 
which is not true of duties imposed on articles produced or made here sub- 
stantially to the extent of our wants."—McKinley’s report on bill of 1890. 

In the ConGRESSIONAL RecoRD of September 8, 1890, volume 21, page 9878, 
Senator ALDRICH said: 

** Whatever a we remove from raw sugars will be for the benefit and the 
direct benefit of the people of the United States. We are dealing with an 
article which cost our people $150,000.000 last year. We will by this legisla- 
tion save to the people who purchase sugar. and it is very nearly a per capita 
tax, because the | sed man uses almost as much as the rich, $50,000,000 that is 
now levied upon them by direct tax.” 

Senator HALE said: 

“The resiprocts amendment, adopted by a Republican Congress and signed 
by a Republican sident, was based spon the determination of the Repub- 
lican party to = upon the tables of the American ple untaxed sugar 
and to reduce the surplus revenue of the country to the extent of $60,000,000 


per year. 

In the ConGresstonaL Recorp of July 30, 1890, volume 21, page 7888, the 
Senator from Vermont {Mr. MorriLw} said: 

* The question of adding free sugar to the breakfast table presents even a 
stronger case than teaand coffee presented in 1872 for like treatment. Ever 
dollar of the duty imposed comes out of the poor as well as of the rich. If 
we can prudently do without the revenue of over $50,000,000, clearly it should 
be done without hesitation. There is no article so largely and so equally 
consumed by the people." 


Mr. VEST. It would be unjust not to supplement those state- 
ments by one made by my distinguished friend from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON], from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 26, part 6, 
Fifty-third Congress, second session, page 5697, June 4, 1894: 


I pause here— 
He said— 


to vall attention to the fact that the sugar schedule, as it is now proposed, is 
in its essence a capitation tax, a tax upon every man, woman, and child in 
the United States of $1. 


Mr. President, [ do not know that it would add much to the 
debate if the opinions of eminent Republicans in regard to the 
ae Senate tariff bill should be placed before us. The bill 

as been denounced for various reasons; but it is enough for me to 
say that, in my judgment, there is no necessity for increased taxes, 
and especially is there no necessity at this time, when great de- 
pression exists throughout the poaaeey. 

We do not propose, as I said in the ginning, to make factious 
opposition to this measure. We intend to discuss it fairly, ear- 
nestly, and justly. We do note t to put unnecessary obsta- 
cles in the way of its being enacted. I think thatI state the feel- 
ings of everyone “<< this side of the Chamber when I say that 
if our friends can bring relief, if they can shed light upon our 
darkened path, I shall hail that light with joy, no matter in whose 
hands the lamp may be. I can say honestly and truly, even to 
the Senator from New Hampshire or the Senator from Rhode 
Island, that— 

Keep thou my feet; 


I do not ask to see the distant scene; 
One step's enough for me. 


Give prosperity to the country, relieve the people, and for my- 
self I shall give the meed of praise where it belongs, and shall 
gladly accept the result, no matter from what source it comes. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. \ 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania allow 
me to make one remark? 

Mr, CANNON, Will the Senator from Pennsylvania withdraw 
the motion for an executive session pending the presentation by 
me of an amendment with a few observations thereon? 

Mr. QUAY. I will do so with the understanding that the mo- 
tion will be renewed at the expiration of the remarks of the Sena- 
tor from Utah. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Wili the Senator from Utah allow me to 
give a notice? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. During the morning hour to-morrow I shall 
ask the Senate to take up the joint resolution to provide for send- 
ing the contributions to India and seek to obtain a vote upon it. 
I hope at that time the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] 
will be ready to agree with me as to the time when a vote may be 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, I send to the desk and ask the 
Secretary to read a proposed amendment tc the pending tariff bill. 
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any other country, the owe export 
to agriculture of the benefits of act to encourage the industries of the 
Jn 


Ss at the Treasury or any su 


such regulations as may be . 
ae and of the Goveransent according to the true intent and meaning of this 


rectly in the interest of the protective 
application to the people of the United States. It was wi 
surprise, upon an examination of the measure,I found that the 
great class of our population who have from the beginning not 
only supported the protective-tariff party by their votes, but have 
supported the protective-tariff — 

the beginning of its operation, were in 
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The Secretary read as follows: 


Amendment intended to be proueses by Mr. CANNON to the bill (H. R. 379) to 
ver 


provide revenue for the nment and to encourage the industries of 
the United States. 


And from and after sixty days from the of this act there shall be 


paid, ont of any moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise 
appropriated, to any exporter of wheat or wheat flour, rye or rye flour, corn 


ye : ; 
ound or ungroun ee ee or tobacco uced wholly in the United 
tates and exported by sea from any port in the United States to any port of 
} bounty, by way of an eq tion 


tates, to wit: Ten cents per bushel on wheat; 50 cents per barrel on 


woes flour; 10 cents per bushel on rye; 50 cents per barrel on rye flour; 5 
cents per 
sound an cotton; 2 cents per pou 


el on corn; 10 cents cental on corn, ground; | cent per 

on : 2 cents per pound on tobacco. 
And all payments of one under this shall be made u negotiable 
vouchers, Yesned by the ector of customs at the port of Gearanee. upon 
ot United States; and 
with making and enforcing 


he Secretary of the Treas is hereb 
3 “- oe tection of the export- 


necessary for the full 
w 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, I do not rise at this time to an- 


tagonize the protective-tariff rane nor shall I occupy the at- 


tention of the Senate at this late in the afternoon in any 

neral or detailed criticism of the bill which has been presented 
ere. On the contrary, the proposition of the amendment is di- 
neiple and its ieeeble 


great 


by their industry from 


a large degree excluded 
from any of its benefits. It is, I say, to supply a very patent 


omission from the measure as it now stands that the amendment 


= proposed and will be advocated here until a vote shall be had 
thereon. 

The bill as it is offered to-day affords no protection to agricul- 
tural staples. There is remaining, I presume, no advocate of the 
protective-tariff system who will contend that in this bill with 
ae duties there is afforded any protection or benefit of 
in rice arising from import duties any of those com- 
modities of which we export our surplus. Nor are there remain- 
ing at the present time in the school of protection very many men 
who will contend, and none who will prove, that the indirect pro- 
tection afforded to the farmer by the tariff on manufactured goods 
is sufficient compensation to him for the vast cost entailed upon 
him in carrying the protective-tariff system upon manufactured 


The day was, Mr. President, when the American farmer, with 
free soil to all, with the most advanced agricultural machinery 
known in the world, could not only pay the cost of his uction, 
but could carry the weight of the great civilization of thiscountry. 
sgricetiaah lank opuned: tn tanctoien of easier aapensina:; 
agricult n steppes rgentina; 
and the Hungarian peasant and the peon of South American coun- 
tries to-day have machinery only one year behind the most ad- 
vanced in use in the United States, and the ent of staples in 
America must sell in competition with theselands. It has become 
apparent to all thoughtful observers, and certainly it is known to 

| who have any direct connection with the cultural industry 
of the United States, that the farmer can , and the man who 
reads him well knows that the farmer will not, much longer bear 
this burden. 

There are three remedies possible, Mr. President. One, and the 
right remedy, is a restoration of money conditions, by which we 
will get a world’s rise in prices particularly beneficial to the agri- 
cultural producer, particularly applicable to the present situation 
ob tn pilaphed tir tile Couiaas Ih GAM Gentine ae proposed 
not . It y be propos 
here. The earths Powell , and one which I, as a believer in pro- 
tection, would be ready to accept rather than to hold to and vote 
for an inequitable , would be absolute free trade, by which 
the farmer might buy as cheaply as he is com ; 
et ee notseek toenforce. There remains, then, 
but the third—the a on of an export bounty which shall in 
& measure give restitution to the farmer for the higher prices 
“Souaeane based 

op n 
to all the industries of 
there be successfully made a 
gives to the rter of staples 
States an equivalent benefit to that given to the manufacturer by 


fh 
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tariff, because where we do not produce in the United States suffi- 
cient for our own consumption and a quantity considerable in 
extent for export, the import duty serves as a means whereby the 
local ucer can enhance the price to the local consumer. _ 

We have the highest testimonials in.behalf of this proposition. 
Some of the and best statesmen the United States has had 
have been its advocates. Hamilton and Albert Gallatin gave their 
voice to it, Hamilton went so far as to say that every dollar of 
duty collected for the protection of manufactures should be given 
back to agriculture through the medium of an export bounty, be- 
cause it was inevitably taken from agriculture. ebster and Clay 
inferentially ind the same proposition, and the people of the 
United States are giving their approval to it now. 

I am in en Silieemens boards 7 — = Pomona 

shi o ions, rds of trade, and clergymen, 

all ar that this 
time in 


principle shall be mepeeotae at this 
of equitable protection to the people of the United 

States. 
Mr. David Lubin, who in recent years has been the unceasing 


advocate of this principle among the people, has found within the | 


last eighteen months scarcely any opposition even among the 
laborers of the United States, who at first imagined that the price 
of breadstuffs was to be increased to them by this means. 

The rates are not excessive. They are scarcel 
imposition of tariff upon manufactured = he cost to the 
Treasury of the United States will not burdensome. If we 
shall take out from the Treasury and distribute among the farmers 
ill cost, based upon our exports of agricultural staples in the 
year endin June 30, 1896, we will only have given back to the 
channels 


bill will otherwise pile up in the Treasury, according to its advo- 


cates. 

At the rates proposed, and taking our staples exported during 
the year ending June 30, 1896, the United States Treasury would 
for. 


for wheat and wheat four sent abroad annually $13,375,440; 
and rye flour $100,734; for corn, ground and unground, 
$5,055,018; for cotton $23,352,263; for hops $335,305, and for to- 
The immediate benefit to the farmer derived from the Treasury 
of the United States would not be all. For this comparatively 
small ture to him he would receive for these staples more 
than 000,000 in higher prices than he now receives. 
that this would increase the price of breadstuffs to the consumers 
= a cities; but coed ~~ a —_ — to-day = 
ree e e wi more able to buy, we wi 
have a larger Sleatepation of wheat and wheat flour and other 
ee a staples in the cities of the country than we ha .c now 
at Ww 
The from Missouri inquired to-day if the remedy for the 
peo le's ai was to tax the people and make goods 
ait 0 that who could not buy to-day might be able to buy 
at prices; and he was answer 
by means of the imposition of a tariff the people would get better 


and thus have the greater se to buy the product of 
farms. It is a noticeable fact that the consumption of 


y, under the argument, will restore tliat con- 
er to its normal figure; and if there be any virtue in pro- 
tariffs, this will give to every man bread enough, because 
tariff on woolen goods will give him clothes enough. 
_Mr. President, the Senator from Utah said he 
was in favor of about $13,000,000 export duty on wheat at 10 cents 
We pay an export bounty of 10 cents a bushel, that 
of every bushel of wheat, whether exported or 

, that much, will it not? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly it will. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, for aninvestment of $13,000,000, which 
the Government would a out in the shape of an export bounty, 
the wheat farmers of country would get their protection of 


— or sev million dollars, would they not? 
. CANNON. They would, if there be any truth in the pro- 
Mr 


. . That would be a very good investment. 

Mr. CANNON. It would be a very good investment if it were 

behalf of any manufacturing industry or any trust 
but anything in behalf of the farmer is looked 

considered a doubtful investment by the 

of the United States. 

Will the Senator allow me to ask him where 

In what schedule would our 


this bill by its friends, it will raise a sufficient 
the of the United States to bear this 
emall charge. it shall not, under the ordinary 


equal to the | 


of the United States the $48,129,546 per annum which this system | and if the House of Representatives shall agree to it, the wise 


of trade some portion of that surplus which the pending | 


It is true | 


that if prices were elevated | 








expenditures of the Government, I would recommend that Con- 
gress limit the amount of money paid for armor plate to an honest 
figure, and the amount of money paid out for chee expenditures 
to an economical basis, and thereby the Treasury will have enough 
means with which to discharge this debt of honor. 

In addition, Mr. President, it is a very poor argument, when 
you have been robbing some man for years and he asks you for 
justice, to say that you propose to continue to rob him of more, 
and say that you do not know where you are going to get the 
money with which to restore that which you have unrighteously 
taken. It is the very first duty of the Congress of the United 
States to provide a bill which shall not only be honest in its pres- 
ent application, but which shall pay back some portion of that 
which has been taken from the pockets of the toilers of this land. 
I believe we can cut the billion-dollar expenditures of this coun- 
try down to $900,000,000 for each Congress, and that will provide 
ample means with which to discharge the obligations raised by 
this amendment. 

I have voted most cheerfully for war ships, for armament, for 
all kinds of expenditures desired by the Eastern Representatives 
and Senators in Congress, but, rather than to leave the farmer of 
the United States much longer without hope, I would be willing 
that we should skip two or three years in the ordering of war 
ships. I would rather see both the Carnegie and Bethlehem 
armor-plate works closed down than to see a million farms sold 
out in the United States. 

I think, Mr. President, that if we shall adopt this amendment, 


financiers connected with the Finance Committee of this body and 
the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives 
will devise a plan whereby, without taking anything from the 
necessary appropriations for ships of war and other proper and 
sacred expenditures of the Government, this little obligation to 


| the farmers may be met. 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CANNON. One word more, with the permission of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. I beg pardon. 
cluded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah will proceed. 

Mr. CANNON. If we donot adopt an amendment of this char- 
acter, or if we do not give to the farmer of the United States some 
remedy, he will at the first opportunity overturn this tariff. 

The distinguished Senator from Rhode Island madea plea, which 
I believe every man in this Chamber echoed, as I believe that same 
plea is echoed from every industrial center of the United States, 
that we should, so far as possible, establish at this time a tariff 
which will endure, so that the country may not be agitated by the 
shock of tariff revision every two or three years. I have talked 
with the farmers in twenty States of the Union since last fall, and 
I firmly believe that this tariff will no longer endure than until 
the farmers of the United States can have a chance to revise it at 
the polls, if you do not give to them some portion of its benefits. 

The farmer is bending beneath a burden which he can not carr 
longer; he has been the backbone of the integrity of the Unitec 


I thought the Senator had con- 


| States; but there comes in the place of the free and independent 
ucts has fallen off in the United States per | 


farmer of this country a race of tenantry, to reap servilely where 
he sowed nobly, men whoreceive their opinions from others instead 
of giving their own independent voice at the polls and in all their 
dec!arations to their fellow-men. 

The Senate of the United States can afford to be absolutely just. 
I believe the amendment should be adopted. On some future oc- 
casion, when we reach a schedule which, with the permission of 
the Senator from New Jersey and some other Senators, may be 
deemed the appropriate one to which to append this measure, I and 
— some other Senators may make some remarks at greater 

ength. 

r. TILLMAN. Put it on the sugar schedule. 
Mr.CHANDLER. May Iask the Senator from Utah a question? 
Mr.CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I heard the Senator speak of robbery a lit- 
tle while ago with reference to the tariff. Does the Senator mean 
that the farmer has been robbed all these years by the tariff? Is 
that the Senator’s argument? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir; decidedly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. When did the Senator first think that the 
American tariff system was a robbery of the farmer? 

Mr. CANNON. Just so soon as the Senator gave sufficient at- 
tention te the subject to understand the truth of it. I advocated 
Republican tariffs as earnestly and as faithfully in my humble 
way as the Senator from New Hampshire, and I believed exactly 
what I taught. I believe in a protective-tariff system in the 
United States to-day, because I think that any nation which will 
not guard its own must perish; and I believe the world is engaged 
at this time in a fight the result of which will be the survival of 
the unfittest if America does not protect herself; but I am not dis- 
posed any longer to advocate a system by which one portion of 
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the population is taxed for the benefit of another portion of the 


ulation. 
PT think that it is unfair to cherish only one class, and that the 
class which has already the most power of self-protection. If the 
Senator from New Hampshire will go across the plains of Kansas, 
as I have gone, and across the plains of Nebraska, if he will see the 
ple there who toil ‘from early morn till dewy eve,” seeking to 
uild up those States; if he will witness their struggles, if he will 
see farms abandoned because men can not pay the mortgages 
thereon, I believe in him sufficiently to think he will come back 
and say that this bill is robbery of the American farmer. 

Mr. ANDLER. Mr. President, I sympathize with the class 
to whom the Senator has referred. I have always believed that a 
ewe adjusted tariff would help them instead of harming them; 

t I did not know until to-day that the Senator, who has advo- 
cated the tariff all this time, thought all the while that it was 
robbery of his people. 
ann owas: aan a a oe “ane tor ~— a 

mpshire ie scarcely fair. ave stat 4 I am in favor o 
8 protective-tariff aystem. I stated that in the guileles:ness of my | ,,13¢, committes of conference on the degra Te Si) ting 
soul, being a Republican, I went out and advocated the Repub- | ations for sundry civil of the Govesament bur Gn teet SURP end. 
lican idea of a protective tariff. I never was brought quite so | ing June 30, 1808, and tor other purposes, having met, after fall and re: con- 
close to responsibility concerning it before as I am to-day. Here- —- are sane to and do recommend to their respect iy. 
tofore I have discussed it on the stump, advocating it in general | ‘That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7, 21, 22, 25, 26, and” 
—e but a as I = ae —. ee ee on =. ae ete — z= dingreems to oe ts of the 
obliges me ook more closely into its application to all the peo- Auseotlenees umethared tae aed er ees agree in ais ; 
ple, lam simply discharging my duty when I seek to amend this | to the amendment of the Senate numbered Sas er See an 
measure so that it shall be enn to all. am — = = 
The Senator ought to know if the agricultural classes of the 
























SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION B REPORT. 


Mr. ALLISON. _I desire to have placed before the Senate th. 
— “i committee of conference on the sundry civil appr.. 
priation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN?. The Chair lays before the Senate ‘|. 
report of the committee of conference on the bill referred to by t),. 
Senator from Iowa, which will be read. 

The Secretary ee eee Te but before 
conclu was interrupted by 

Mr. ISON. eee ee eee eee ne T do no: 
expect to have it acted upon to-night, I suggest that it be printed 
in the Recorp without being in full at the Secretary's desi. 
— . give notice that late to-morrow I shall ask the Senate :, 
consider it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the confer- 
ence report will be printed as a document and also printed in th. 
Recorp. The hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

The report is as follows: 





insert the following: 


United States do not thrive in good contentment there is no safety | aesironted an torent ee eee etn at aaa Reveafter be 
to the Republic. There was another nation in its day as mighty act of Congress appro’ March ie titled ‘An act to aes 


as this Republic, the greatest upon which the sun then shone, and incl 
its people engaged in agriculture sunk lower and lower, until the 
freeholder who was obliged to borrow money had togive a mortgage 
not only upon his land, but upon his crops, and upon himself and 
his wife and his children, and the unborn child in its mother’s 
womb, in order to satisfy the usurer. When that time came, the 
Romen eagles were enclouded in the darkness of the Middle Ages, 
and unless we shall do something to arrest this robbery—I say it 


public adjacent 
the tary of the Interior. 
to_remove any dou! 
nto, the 





deliberately, Mr. President, the robbery of this bill for protective cma Seuueeuntions 
tariff—we, too, will have our bitter lesson. : sree seeeeptions 
FOREST POLICY OF THE UNITED STATES. the of _ pl existing or hereafter 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the —— 
message from the President of the United States; which was ; 
and, with the accompanying , referred to the Committee on 
Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress the re of the 
committee appoin the National Academy of Sciences u the inangu- 
ration of a forest policy for the forested lands of the United States. 


MoKINLEY. 
Execurive MAnston, May 25, 1897. 
LYNCHING OF THREE ITALIANS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the ——- 

message from the President of the United States; which was . 

and, on motion of Mr. Frye, was, with the enarns papers, 

referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to 

be printed: : 

To the Senate of the United States: 
I mn poupeuen te Hise yasctation of the Senate of SoS, 


1007 calling tor co dence regarding ynching in Louisiana of 
‘ rrespon s cer- 
tain Italian subjects, a report from the Secretary of State, with accompany- 


is pe WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
Execurive MANsrIon, 
Washington, May 21, 1897. 


BOUNDARY LINE BETWEEN VENEZWELA AND BRITISH GUIANA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follo 
message from the President of the United States; which was ‘ 
and, on motion of Mr. Frye, was, with the accompanying Frye 
referred to Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to 
be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: , 

I Wwansmee> bteowtth, in roepense Se the venbetten of the Sorte Ce Pees: 
sac Poses el ei Seago os tee Soon of ote 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 








the receiver of such land office 
aseparate accoun and shall 
being sold. shall be 


the Interior ma: pare, under regulations to be pre- 
use of tim ana stone found upon such reservations, 
bona fide miners, residents, and prospectors for 
firewood, fencing, buildings, mining, prospecting. and other 

as may be needed by such persons for such purposes; 
used within the State or Territory, respectively, where 


shall be construed as prohibiting the egress or ingress of 
residing within the of such reservations, or from 


same to and their property or homes; and such wagon 
constructed thereon as may be neces- 
their under such rules and 


by the Secre of the Interior. Norshall 
Troe from entering upon such forest reser- 


proper and lawful purposes, including that of ting, 
resources the : Provided, That. suc. 


the 
an ee with the rules and regulations covering such forest reser- 


which a tract covered by an unperfected bona fide claim 
+ is included within the limits of a public forest reservation, 
or owner thereof may, if he desires to do so, relinquish the tract 
Government, and may select in lieu thereof a tract of vacant land 
settlement not exceeding in area the tract covered by his claim or 
charge shall be made in such cases for making the om, of 
: ided further, 

ms 


the to cover the tract selected: Provid 
Speviocsel claims the requirements of the laws ting 


improvements, etc., are complied with on the new 
for the time spent on the relinquished claims. 
“ The settlers residing within the exterior boundaries of such forest reser- 
in the thereof, may maintain schools and churches within 
that purpose may occupy any part of the said 
reservation, not exceeding 2 acres for each schoolhouse and | acre 


civil and criminal, over persons within such reser- 
not or by reason of the existence of such 
except so far as the 


against the United 
is concerned, the intent this provision being 


of 
such reservation is situated shail not, by reason 
, lose its jurisdiction, nor the inhabitants thereof 
privileges as citizens, or be absolved from their duties as 
such reservations may be used for domestic, mining, milling, 
or irrigation under the laws of the State wherein such forest res- 
ae or under the laws of the United States and the rules 


the ap- 
in two 


i 





t of offenses 


a urpose 
Dother cdapten for mining or 
usage may be res to the pub- 
y forest reservation which have been 
to entry under the existing 

ies and regulati 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. QUAY. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 80 





minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, May 26, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 
NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 25, 1897. 


ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

Edwin H. Conger, of Iowa, to be envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary of the United States to Brazil, vice Thomas 
L. Thompson, resigned. 

CONSUL. 

John G. Foster, of Vermont, to be consul of the United States 

at Sherbrooke, Quebec, Canada, vice James R. Jackson, resigned. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

Gorge B. McLaughlin, of Greatfalls, Mont., to be agent for 
the Indians of the Blackfeet Agency in Montana, vice George 
Steell, resigned. 

PROMOTION IN THE 
General officer. 

Brig. Gen. John Rutter Brooke, to be major-general, May 22, 

1897, vice Bliss, retired from active service. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

_Asst. Engineer Doctor E. Dismukes, to be a passed assistant en- 

neer in the Navy, from the Ist day of May, 1897, vice P. A. 

ngineer Walter S. Burke, retired. 


ARMY. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 25, 1897. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Brig. Gen. John Rutter Brooke, to be major-general. 
INDIAN AGENT. 


George B. McLaughlin, of Greatfalls, Mont., to be an agent for 
the Indians of the Blackfeet Agency in Montana, 


POSTMASTER. 


A. M. Ketler, to be postmaster at Bennett, in the county of 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, May 26, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miisurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
JUDGMENTS IN INDIAN DEPREDATION CASES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 17th instant, a list of the judgments rendered by 
the Court of Claims in favor of claims in Indian depredation cases 
not heretofore reported; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LIST OF JUDGMENTS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 17th instant, a list of all judgments rendered 

inst the United States by the circuit and district courts of the 

nited States under section 11 of the act of March 3, 1887, etc.; 

which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
IMPROVEMENT OF ANNAPOLIS HARBOR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 17th instant, a letter from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, United States Army, together with the reports, exhibits, 
and papers referred to as having been transmitted in 1896 by the 
mayor, councilor, and city council of Annapolis, Md., to Col. 
Peter C. Hains, Corps of Engineers, in support of a project for 
the improvement of the harbor at onanelia, Md.; which, with 

accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
» an to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the officers and 
members of the Kansas City (Mo.) Merchant Tailors’ Exchange, 
praying Congress to pass without amendment section 666 of the 
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pending tariff bill, relating to the free entry of wearing apparel, 
personal effects, etc.; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWELL. I present a memorial numerously signed by 
liquor dealers’ associations of New Jersey, representing several 
thousand retail liquor dealers, and by citizens of different cities 
and towns in that State, remonstrating against the proposed in- 
crease of the tax on beer. I move that the memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Joseph C. Petti- 
grew and 45 other citizens of Portsmouth, N. H., and the petition 
of W. H, White, jr., and 35 other citizens of Portsmouth, N. H., 
praying for the enactment of legislation for a more rigid restric- 

on of en which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce, of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the passage of the pend- 
ing tariff bill at the earliest day possible; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, OCal., reaffirming its adherence to the policy of 
Hawaiian reciprocity and territorial annexation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on er Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of California, 
praying for the free delivery of mails in the rural districts; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation 
ae the appointment of a nonpartisan monetary commis- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also —" titions of W. T. Wallace, F. W. Slaughter, 
Jacob Marhoffer, U. amibe. Olvin Duffy, and 306 other citizens 
of California, yearns for the adoption of the lumber schedule in 
the pending tariff bill as passed by the House of Representatives; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented —t titions of citizens of Alameda and 
Oakland, in the State of California, praying for the abrogation of 
the reciprocity treaty with Hawaii; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. QUAY presented the petition of M. Connell and sundry 
other citizens of Downingtown, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation for a more = restriction of immigration; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Massachusetts Tailors’ 
Association, of Springfield, ., praying Congress to pass with- 
out amendment section 666 of the pending tariff bill, — to 
the free entry of wearing apparel, personal effects, etc.; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Thirty-first Annual Encamp- 
ment of the Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the 
ae favoring the adoption of military instruction in the 

ublic schools of the country; which was referred to the Commit- 

on Military Affairs. 

He also a a petition of 53 citizens of Haverhill, Mass., 
and a petition of 50 citizens of Ipswich, Mass., praying for the 
passage of the so called Lodge bill relating toimmigration; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SMITH presented a memorial of the Retail Liquor Dealers’ 
League of New Jersey, remonstrating against the proposed 
increase of the tax on beer; which was ordered to lie on the ta le. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of 115 citizens of Duluth, Minn., 
and a petition of 113 citizens of Duluth, Minn., praying for the 
enactment of legislation restricting immigration; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the American Chamber of 
Commerce of Paris, France, praying the Government of the 
United States to make provision for a full and adequate represen- 
tation of the interests of the United States at the Paris Exposi- 
tion of 1900; which was referred to the Select Committee on Inter- 
national tions. ‘ 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of Utica, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation for a 
eee rigid restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie on 

e table. 

Mr. PENROSE presented the petition of P. A. Becker and sun- 
dry other citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of 
a —— a rebate of the tax upon alcohol used in the 

and in medicinal and other like compounds; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 
— also — -; a = of the nore nt —— + oe 
‘ ying for the y of the pending : 
eric sree ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of 20 citizens of Pennsylvania, 
rem against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also ted petitions of the anticombine executive com- 
mittee of Twenty-second. Ward of Philadelphia, of the Thir- 


tieth Ward Republican executive committee of Philadelphia, and 
of the Belmont Republican Association of Philadelphia, all in 
the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the of the present 


civil-service law; which were referred to the ttee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment. : 
He also presented petitions of 146 citizens of Upper Turkeyfoot 


Township, 23 citizens of Wooddale, 50 citizens of Vanderbilt, 26 
citizens of Boston, 24 citizens of Stroudsburg, 21 citizens of 
Wanamie, 52 citizens of Duquesne, 52 citizens of Petersburg, 5:3 
citizens of Easton, 140 citizens of Carbondale, 61 citizens of Port 
Kennedy, 81 citizens of Philadelphia, 90 citizens of Riverton, 1() 
citizens of Pennsylvania, 48 citizens of Connellsville, 24 citizens of 
Wilkesbarre, 82 citizens of Braddock, 219 citizens of Pitcairn, 33 
citizens of Versailles, 52 citizens of Steelton, American Council, 
No. 30, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Philadel- 
phia; 32 citizens of Philadelphia, 34 citizens of Minersville, 50 citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, 26 citizens of Quakake, 59 citizens of Cowans- 
burg, 52 citizens of Reading, 98 citizens of Columbia, 81 citizens 
of Fayette County, 25 citizens of Steelton, 18 citizens of Philadel- 
oe 53 citizens of Oneida, 55 citizens of Shamokin, 52 citizens of 

lumbia, 106 citizens of Birdsboro, 31 citizens of Bedford, 28 citi- 
zens of Freedom, 33 citizens of Bunola, 32 citizens of Warminster, 
66 citizens of Pitcairn, 177, citizens of McDonald, 93 citizens of 
Irwin, 98 citizens of Philadel , 108 citizens of Birdsboro, 75 
citizens of Philadelphia, 15 citizens of e, 46 citizens of 
Reading, 17 citizens of New Stanton, 227 citizens of Canonsburg, 
52 citizensof Pennsylvania, and of 21 citizens of Downingtown, all 
in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legis- 
oa restricting immigration; which were ordered to lie on the 

e. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 
Mr. ALLISON presented a communication from the Secretary 


of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of the 
ral Soy prota Tot Were pare 
gene: cy approp: O or of 

, indexing, and the records of the record- 


rearranging 
er's office of the General Land Office; which, with the accompa- 
nying rs, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
ered to be printed. 
e also presented a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Auditor for the Navy 
Department ae estimates of deficiencies in the appropria- 
vances” 
created by the act of June 19, 1878, for pay of the Navy and for 
pay of the Marine ; which, with the enue popers, 
aan op to the Committee on Appropriations, and red to 
e also presented a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Postmaster-General 


requesting that the appropriation for “fuel, and water 
for public buildings” under the control of that tment be 
amended so as to permit of its use for the neumatic 

, with accom- 


harem songpeiieengremegpt: Jed yy agryibivnr why ough yal 
panying papers, was on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia submitting an estimate of riation, 
for inclusion in the general deficiency = to pay 
certain judgments against the District of Columbia amounting to 
$1,115.30, together with costs and interest; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia submitting an estimate of 
inclusion in the general 
for repairs and improvements to 
which, with the accompanying papers, 
ee een tions, and ordered to he 

He also before the Senate a 


in relation to the 

necessity of an additi $500 for examinations 

with th oa papers, or sebortts Committ os 

e accompan was r tee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS. 


Mr. PROCTOR.  peseeen 5 Sonera en, She Secte- 
tary of Agriculture relative to Senate bill No. 1068, for the further 
prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia. I 
move that the communication lie on the table, and that it be 
printed as a document. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I take it that the Senator from Vermont 
desires to have the letter as a document, Am I correct? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Yes, sir. 











Mr. GALLINGER. Before that order is made, I feel it incum- 
bent upon me to make a brief observation concerning the matter. 
the last eg a bill was presented for regulating the 

et subject of vivisection in the District of Columbia. “ For 
tection of animals” was the title of the bill. That 
to a subcommittee of the Committee on the Dis- 
of — I — oa. _ That aupeeane — 
to nterested, occup many hours. e 
the nail bed overt facilit afforded them for present- 
the case. Not oy , but a young gentleman 
the De ent of Agriculture wag given a rea- 
present his views, and, in addition to what he pre- 
-five closely printed pages were given to him by the 
as space in which to further elaborate his views 
t documents bearing on the subject. Others who 
opposition to the measure were treated with equal 

ity, and so far as I know no complaint what- 

Sake thet ng was not fair to all parties in- 
A report was made. The bill went to the Calendar, 
one reason and another it was not reached for considera- 


Immediately upon that report being made, the opponents of the 
bill sen’ protesta and memorials to the Senate, and through Sena- 
tors they presentei and printed as documents. Those pro- 
tests, for the most , reviewed the report of the committee, tak- 
exceptions to findings, and in many instances they were 
misleading, if not absolutely false. 

At the present session a similar bill has been introduced, and by 

of the Committee on the District of Columbia I have 
totheSenate. Immediately these same gentlemen sent 
protests and memorials to the Senate, again reviewing 
one and conuons to the findings of the committee. 
¥ y papers of d were presented, and again to-day a 
is presented, I take it, arguing against the findings of your 


ttee. 
Me, Sree 5 sun not going to object to the printing of this 
as a document, n thstanding I ought to do so, but I want 

y of the Senate to the fact that there ought to 


SEE 
a 


a 
u 


Eg 
: 
it 
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eeae4 
ty 


or 


matter. For instance, suppose the advocates 
present a very formidable paper reviewing the 
these memorialists, and the memorialists who pre- 
ts yesterday, and in to-day, should think 
incumbent upon them to review the opinions of those advocates 
are we going to printing documents at 
expense of the Government te geenpe tl ang eee om 
considered by a committee, the hearings on which have been 
“Mr, President, object to the printing of this parti 
, t,o to the printing of this particu- 
t I want to A we on record the fact that in my opinion 


gas 


ie 
3B 


E 


o 


practice, after a committee of this body has given a 
fair hearing and printed the views of both sides, that then either 
SEREEERTEEEE Tectery ta having printed nt public exponee, 

in havin nted, at public e > 

documents either for or nst the F ae ; legislation. 

toy practice is utterly vicious and indefensible, and it ought 
The PRESIDENT. There being no objection, the com- 


munication will lie on the table and be printed as a document. 
REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 514) for the relief of Warren Hall, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

MARBLE BUSTS OF THE VICE-PRESIDENTS. 


. HANSBROUGH. Yesterday I reported from the Commit- 
the joint resolution (S. R. 23) amending Sen- 
13, 1886, providing for marble busts of those 
ts of the United States, to be placed 

Senate Chamber. It was reported as 
be changed to a Senate resolution. I 
see that it appears on the Calendar as a joint resolution. I ask 


that the resolution be indefinitely ed, and that I be 
to substitute a simple Senate ution for the same. 

should be a Senate resolution instead of a joint resolution. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the indefinite 


indefinitely postponed. 
GH. Let the resolution take the place of the 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be taken up 
when the order of resolutions is reached. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2028) 
B. Moore; which was read twice 


i 





S @ pension 
connection with the bill the pe- 
, With the affidavits of Rolen Gooch, 





_ tI tin 
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Mark Arnold, G. W. Phillips, and Dr. J. Gooch. Imove that the 
bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 2029) granting a pension to 
Margaret E. Cobb, of Madison County, Fla.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 

mmittee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2030) for the relief of the 
administrators of William B. Moses. deceased, and of Lebbeus H. 
Rogers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BAKER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2031) granting a pension to Lydia M. Cutshall, of Cald- 
well, Kans. ; 

A bill (S. 2032) granting an increase of pension to John W. Craig, 
of Arlington, Kans.; and 

A bill (S. 2033) granting a pension to Cora L. Robinson, of Cen- 
tralia, Kans. (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. PETTIGREW {by request) introduced a bill (S. 2034) to 
enable the Secretary of Agriculture to enter into a contract for the 
construction of an air navigating machine of a certain description 
for the exclusive use of the Weather Bureau, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 2035) for the remuster of Fran- 
cisco V. De Coster as captain of Companies A and D, Mississippi 
Marine Brigade Cavalry Volunteers; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him tothe bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Gov- 
ernment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. / 
Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate numbered 10 to the bill (H. R. 15) making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 

year ending June 90, 1898, and for other purposes, having met, after full 

conference have to recommend and do recommend to their 
tive Houses as follows: 
hat the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same 
with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted 
by said House amendment insert the following: 

“The Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to allot agricultural lands 
in severalty to the Uncompahgre Ute Indians now located upon or belonging 
tothe Uncompahgre Indian Reservation in the State of Utah, said allotments 
to be upon the Uncompahgre and Uintah reservations or elsewhere in said 
State. And all the lands of said Uncompahgre Reservation not theretofore 
allotted in severalty to said Uncompahgre Utes shall, on and after the Ist 
day of April, 1808, be open for location and entry under all the land laws of 
the United States, excepting, however, therefrom all lands containing gilson- 
ite, asphalt, elaterite, or other like substances. And the title to all of the 
said lands containing eae asphaltum, elaterite, or other like substances, 
is reserved to the Uni States.” 

And the House agree to the same. 


and 
res 


R. F. PETTIGREW, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Manugers on the part of the Senate. 

J. 8. SHERMAN, 

CHARLES CURTIS, 
Managers on the part of the House 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire that the report shall lie over and 
not be acted upon at this time. I shall call it up later. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the report 
will lie over. 


WICHITA INDIAN LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Quay]. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the right to compensation on the part of the Wichita and 
affiliated bands of Indians for their possessory right in and to the lands ceded 
to the United States by said Indians, under the agreement made and entered 
into between said Indians and the United States at Anadarko, in the Indian 
tory, on the 4th day of June. A. D. 1891, should be considered and adjusted 
at the same time and by the same tribunal which shall determine the alleged 
claim of the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations in and to the raid Jands, and 
that the President is hereby requested to suspend the allotments to said In- 
now in progress until the compensation to be allowed and paid to said 
Indians for the lands in excess of allotments shall be finally determined. 


‘, 
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Mr. QUAY. I desire to have the resolution passed at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


MARBLE BUSTS OF THE VICE-PRESIDENTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution reported by the Senator from North Dakota oe HaAns- 
BROUGH] from the Committee on the Library, amending Senate 
resolution of May 13, 1886, providing for marble busts of those 
who have been Vice-Presidents of the United States to be placed 
in the vacant niches of the Senate Chamber. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire the resolution to remain on the 
Calendar. That is the request I made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will take its place on 
the Calendar. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
Pruven, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 24th instant approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 
42) appropriating $50,000 for the relief of destitute citizens of the 
United States in the Island of Cuba. 


PORT OF FERNANDINA, FLA. 


Mr. PASCO submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of esentatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be requested to fu the Senate with such inf 
as he may have in his possession with reference to the mt condition of 
the harbor of Cumberland Sound, and to inform the Senate whether an 
immediate action is necessary to protect the entrance from being cl 
against the commerce usually entering the port of Fernandina. 

VICTOR H. MACCORD, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the followin 
message from the President of the United States; which was rend, 
and, with the neennenee papers, referred to the Committee 
cn Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 


I transmit herewith, in runes to the resolution of the Senate of May 20 
1807, relating to the claim of Victor H. against the Government of 


MacCo 
Peru, a rt from the Secretary of State, with rs. 
as : “WILLIAM McKINLEY, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 


Washington, May #6, 1897. 
ILLINOIS RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
now consider the bill (8S. 1978) extending the time for the com- 
mencement and completion of the railroad bridge across the Illi- 
nois River, near Grafton, [1l., by the St. Louis, Perry and Chi- 
cago Railroad. The bill merely extends the time for the com- 
mencement and completion, and it is only a few lines long. I 
— it will be now considered. 

ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole ed to consider the bill. 

was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WICHITA INDIAN LANDS. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. A resolution was agreed to this mornin 
with regard to the Wichita Indians in the Indian Territory. 
wish to call the attention of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PeAx) tothe matter. I desire to have the resolution reconsidered. 

therefore move to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
‘was agreed to. My attention was not called to it at the time and 
it slipped thro without my notice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from South Dakota 
enters a motion to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania was this morning 

. Is that all the Senator desires-at this time? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to have the motion entertained at 
this time. I simply want to amend the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution has been sent for and 
will be at the desk in a moment. 

. Mr. QUAY. I object to a reconsideration unless some reason 
is given for it. 

. PETTIGREW. I was present in the Chamber, but I did 
not know that the resolution was under consideration. It went 
through without my notice. I intended to offer an amendment to 
it. I now desire that it shall be reconsidered, so that I can offer the 


amendment. The Senator from Pennsylvania certainly will not 
under those circumstances object to a reconsideration. 

Mr. QUAY. What is the proposed amendment? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. A reconsideration will leave the matter 
exactly where it was when it came up this 


Senator propose to amend 
. PETTIGREW. After it is reconsidered I will present my 


amendment. 
Mr. AY. Ihave ne objection to a reconsideration. 
The . The Senator from South Dakota 


Mr.QUAY. In what respect does 


. the resolution? 
Mr 


moves to reconsider the vote by which the resolution submit:, 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] was passed this 
mo a 
The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is before the Senats 
and will be in read, 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. QuAY was read, .; 
follows: 

Resolved, That the right to compensation on the of the Wichita ») 
affiliated bands of Indians for their right in and tothe lands «. |, 
to the United States | clara Indians, wnat, agreement made and ente...| 
into between said Ind and the United States at Anadarko, in the Inii.; 
Territory, on the 4th day of June, A. D. 1891, should be 
justed at the same time and by 


to be allowed and paid 
of shall be finally deter. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to amend the resolution by strik- 
ing out the words: 
And that the President is hereby requested the allotments to 


to 
said Indians now in until the com tion to be allowed and paid 
oon Indians for the fonds in excess of allotments shall be finally deter- 


I move to strike out those words from the resolution. They arc 
the last three lines of the resolution as it a in the Recor) 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. i 


ta. 
Y. Mr. President, that is all there is in the resoln- 
; e resolution may as well be voted down if the Senator 
from South Dakota is going to have that amendment inserted. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will make a statement in regard to the 
resolution. In 1891 these Indians, who were residing upon lan‘, 
in the western part of the Indian Territory, made an agreement 
with the Government by which they agreed to take 160 acres .' 
land apiece in severalty—in other words, 640 acres for each family 
of four. The rest of the lands were to be opened up to’settlement 
and — 

There is a question as to the ownership of those lands. Tho 
lands were in what is called the leased district of the Choctaw ani! 
Chickasaw nations. The q as to who owns the land in ex- 
cess of the allotments was sent to eo" 

> to the 
nd will 
does not belong to 
for the land 
ds. 
with this 
it shall go 
it can be as 
the allotment, but why 
3 


on ’ 

‘ the resistance will go on among most of th» 
Indians in this country until they are into the pop- 
ulation of the United If we are going tochange our policy 
and cease to allot lands to Indians and cease to try to make citizens 
of them, then this is a in that direction. 

Tam the compensation which these In- 
be determined at the time it is deter- 

land or not. is en- 

tirely proper, and the resolution to that extent; but that wo 
la Sicae menaaen oo not ite rants ad 
WwW a vy 'y proper, , an 
i ee oe ee ee - a 
Furthermore, . President, an exceedingly importan 
question. It has not been ee oe Indian 
Affairs. The resolution is brought withont notice for tho 
the of Department in 

; to the Committe: 

the committee; 

are reasons 

which will cause 

I shall certainly object 


the resolution was not submitted 
Some three — © a dill 


YW ese 


#:: 











The facts in connection with it are about as I shall state them. 
Many years ago the Government of the United States bought 
teem te Quapaw Indians then ae yaecconiny ae oe 
, a large territory covering the present dian ry. 

its mouth band, and it is doubtful whether at 
w Indian could have set his foot 

P indian Terri without losing 
his scalp. These Wichita Indians were the indigenous Indians; 
they have lived there ever since the white man first set foot upon 
the continent, and the land was sold from under their feet without 
their knowledge and consent. That at least is their allegation. 
They were found three hundred years ago exactly where they are 


to-day. . 
fier securing a paper title to the property, while God’s title 
cal in the Wichites, the United States Government ceded this 
to what are known as the Five Civilized Tribes, and 
ae them from Georgia, Alabama, and Mississippi and set- 
tled them there. The question of title is now being tried in the 
Court of Claims and, I believe, is g, through legislation 
heretofore had, from the Court of Claims to the Senate of the 
United States, and we are to determine what amount is due to 
the two civilized tribes from the United States ona 
recent treaty, owing to the occupancy by the United States of 
their land. The ¥ on are no : = — Cony. ve —— 
are brought some sort of interpleader they wi eft, 
a these lands are allotted and when the proceedings of the 
Senate are conch , in the air with nothing but a claim against 
the United States Government for probably two or three million 
dollars, which will be aang on one-half to the Indians 

and one-half to some attorney or lobbyist. 

It is one by those who profess to understand the facts that 
in order to leave the whole proceedings just where they are and 
allow the Wichitas to be treated as the Choctaws and Chickasaws 
are being treated, who have their share of money allotted for the 
of the land, wherever it may belong, this 

, and that the Wichitas should be 


the meantime. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish that the resolution may go 


over, if until to-morrow. 
Mr. QUAY. Ihave no objection to that course, Mr. President. 
Let it go over. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I can not recall at the moment all 
complicated question. I think perhaps I would 
be able to make a more clear and concise statement of it to-morrow 
time. My impression about it is, however, 

took of all the land which is claimed, 
or not, by the Wichita Indians, it will practi 
cally absorb all territory, and therefore if it should be deter- 
itas were entitled, the Government 
would simply have to pay them over again in money for the land. 
my impression about it. The Senator from Arkansas, 
perhaps, is more familiar with the subject than I am just at this 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I concur in the request of the Senator 
from Connecticut that this matter shall goover. My recollection 
of the situation is somewhat confused. I think, however, that the 
controversy was about this way: The United States agreed to pay 
the Choctaws and Chickasaws for certain territory that was in- 


cluded in what was the leased district b wh seo 
some years ee erence no 0° PRS Sty Sectud the 
country by the Indians. The Wichitas had 
before that made an agreement with what was called the 
Cherokee Commission to cede their claim to the land. If I am 
not there is now a suit pending between the Chickasaws 
on the one sis Gao Withites on the other to determine whether 
the which the Government agreed to pay for the lands 
Cnet by the Wichitas belongs to the Wichita Indians or to the 
and Choctaws; that is now pending in 


of Claims. I am not sure, however, that that is the fact. 
AY. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 


: y. 
Mr. QUAY. Was not the agreement the Commission had with 
the tlle challenged for fraud and held up in the Interior De- 


be sold at an acre and the proceeds to go to the : 
to whichever t the , Tf it wae decided that the 
Chickasaws and Choctaws owned the, country, then the money 
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And that question is before the Court 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
of Claims to be determined. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. It is before the Court of Claims. It does 
not interfere at all with the question of allotments. The question 
of determining what amount of money they shall have is the only 
question they are interested in. . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My recollection agrees with that of 
the Senator from South Dakota, with the further fact that the 
Wichitas were recognized by Congress as being entitled to an 
allotment in the land ‘upon which they lived; that this was recog 
nized, no matter whether the land was held to have belonged 
legally to the Choctaws and Chickasaws at the time the Govern 
ment leased the district or whether it belonged to the Wichitas 
outright. Whether it belonged to the one or the other, the 
Wichitas were given their improvements upon the land on which 
they lived; and the controversy is as to whom the money shall go 
for the land not used for homes, for the land not allotted, as to 
whether it will go under the decision of the Court of Claims to 
the Wichitas or to the Choctaws and Chickasaws. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is all. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That question has now been taken 
away from the Court of Claims. 

Mr. QUAY. And is coming into the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And is coming into the Seaate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. How? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Because by the agreement which 
has been made by the Choctaws and Chickasaws with the Dawes 
Commission it is agreed that their claim shall be submitted to the 
Senate for arbitration and decision. But the Wichita claim rests 
upon their suit in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But, Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is as I understand it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Connecticut, I 
think, isin error in that statement in onerespect. Ido not under 
stand that the agreement made by the Choctaws and Chickasaws 
would in any manner upset what has already been determined, 
that they were entitled to pay for the land that was occupied and 
owned near Oklahoma Territory, and was allotted to certain In- 
dians, and to the Wichitas, but the lands held by the Kiowas and 
Comanches was not determined when the other question was de- 
termined. 

The question whether the Choctaws and Chickasaws were en- 
titled to any part of that land was left open, and that is the ques- 
tion which is to be determined by the Senate, the land occupied 
by the Kiowas and Comanches and Greer County, claimed both 
by Texas and by the Indian Territory. As to whether there wus 
any claim on the part of the Choctaws and Chickasaws against the 
Government for those lands is the question to be determined by 
the Senate. It has no relation whatever to the lands occupied by 
the Wichitas, as I understand it. But that is a better reason why 
the resolution should go over. 

Mr. QUAY. Let it go over. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
shall look into it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, it seems to me that in a matter 
where Senators familiar with the subject can not agree as to the 
facts, we ought not to be required to vote on this resolution at all 
until it has gone to a committee. I therefore move that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution has been laid over at 
the request of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. QUAY. The resolution has gone over until to-morrow. 


CLINCH RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. BATE. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of Senate bill 1944. Itisa bill for the construction of a bridge 
across the Clinch River, in Tennessee, and is very short. I am 
anxious to have it disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will it give rise to any discussion? 

Mr. BATE. None in the world. It is just like the bridge bill 
which has been passed to-day. If it gives rise to debate, I shall 
withdraw it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1944) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Clinch River, Kingston, Tenn., 
which had been reported by the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in section 1, line 5, after the words * across the,” to 
strike out “ Tennessee,” and insert ‘‘Clinch;” so as to make the 
section read: 


Let the matter go over, and we 


That the county of Roane, in the State of Tennessee, in its corporate ca 
,is hereby authorized and empowered to construct and maintain a 
over and across the Clinch River at or near the town of Kingston, so 
+ nea said town of Kingston with the opposite or north banx of said 
ver. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS FOR PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iask unanimous consent to present this morn- 
ing a joint resolution making provision for a deficiency in the 
ce of the Public Printer. Unless the joint resolution shall pass 
between now and Monday, the Public Printer will be without 
funds to carry on the great operations of that office. I hope there 
will mn - : een to the re ant gman Be ae whole 
amount of the sum here proposed appropriated is in the gen- 
Shas al passed the 




























Mr.CHANDLER. Then I ask unanimousconsent that the sup. 
stitute may be voted on at fifteen minutes before 2 o'clock to-day, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New — that his amendment be vote 
upon at fifteen minutes to 2 o'clock this afternoon? The Chair 
hears none, and that will be the order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator from Alabama desire to 
debate the resolution further? 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to say something further about it, and 
I have no doubt the Senator from New Hampshire will desire to 
say something about it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No;I donot. Iam ng to pass this res- 
olution uasively, and not entatively. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam trying to secure the of the reso- 
lution offered by the Senator from Maine, and I suppose that I ain 
involving myself in an unfortunate trouble, which always comes 
when a man undertakes to interfere in domestic affairs between 
two beloved and thoroughly wedded friends. 

The Senator from Maine offered a tion here which I 
approve, and the Senator from New ire has offered a 
proposition which I do not a ve under the circumstances as a 
substitute for the resolution of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator permit me a word? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thesenior Senator from Maine [Mr. Hacr}, 
the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, now absent, in- 
app troduced the joint resolution in the form in which the Senator 

god J os but it — a drawn a bmg —— The 
: Sena ntroduced it, an a@ short e resolution 
fic petting techeding tie onct el motation thet Secletoe cat os for the pub. | went over; but the Senator from Maine is now in favor of the reso- 


eral deficiency appropriation bill, which ene 

House of Representatives, but for various reasons, which at some 
time, I hope, will be satisfactorily explained to the Senate, the bill 
has been delayed ia the Committee on Appropriations. So I pro- 
pose to take this deficiency out of the general deficiency bill and 
ask the Senate to pass the joint resolution which I now introduce 
and send to the Se-vetary’s desk. 

The joint resolution (8S. R. 44) making an appropriation to sup- 
ly a deficiency in the appropriations for public printing and 
inding for the fiscal year 1897 was read the first time by its 

title, and the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the follow- 
ing sum be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the 


Treasury not otherwise riated, to supply a deficiency in the appropri- 
ations ees. cone a binding for the flecal year 1807, namely: 
an 


Congress in the CONGRESSIONAL Recogp, and for lithographing, mapping lution as I offer it. So there is no an between the Sen- 
and engraving for both Houses of ( the Supreme Court of the United | ator from Maine and myself on this su Tam acting as his 
Sta the a court of the L et of Columbia, the Court of Claims, his " 
the Library of Congresa, the Executive Office, and the Departments, includ- tative at this moment. 

salaries or compensation of all n clerks and employees, for labor 


. MORGAN. Well, if anybody here is authorized to with- 
draw the resolution of the Senator from Maine, then of course 
the Senator from New Hampshire will have the right of way per- 
haps, and an open track. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to amend the resolution, and the 
Senator from Maine is in favor of the amendment. 
soustivemeast ne 5 ab cael I every highly ~| 

about the join . IL approve y, an 
I will read a little of it to show that he was rely justified 
in his advocacy of his own resolution. If he has now withdrawn 
that support, of course I must take time to consider; at least I 
must have the liberty of whether he has not been over- 
reached in some way or other by genius and the persuasive 
powers of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. HaLx] said on May 20: 


Lintroduce a joint renebution, wal Iask to have read. Then I shall ask 
unanim: t for its eration statement 


ing ecessary 
(by the day, piece, or contract), and for rents and all the necessary materials 
which may be needed in the prosecution of the work, $225,000. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 


ment, ordered to be e for a third reading, read the third 
time, and , 


TRANSPORTATION OF FOOD CONTRIBUTIONS TO INDIA. 


Mr, CHANDLER. I ask for the present consideration of Senate 
oint resolution No, 48, for the transportation of contributions to 
e poor of India; and I will ask the Senator from Alabama [Mr, 
MorGan} if he will consent to a vote at this time upon my amend- 
ment, or, if not, if he will fix some hour later in the day when he 


which I will make. 
will be willing to have the vote taken upon it? The joint resolt resolution (8. R. 43) directing the of the Treasu ry to 
I have aaaeet Ao — os the resolution so ~ a avoid the | give an agen te ts Massapequa and 
appearance of stri out the word “American,” but have made aan — Pg 
e resolution in substance just the same, authorizing the Secre- sufferers by famine in India was read the first time by its title and the second 


time at length, as follows: 
Then follows the resolution. Leaving off the whereases, it reads: 
That the Secretary of the Trey wie, owned by Chaties W. E foreign- 
built owned by . Hogan, of 
: , ted 

Feist dere end ees oe eae cit 


W. 
ty the Couretary of the Sov ne Sora oe se 
Ni t and Charles W. the of T. H & 
avy Departmen Hogan, < jogan 


tary of the Navy to employ the most suitable steamships or ves- 
sels of any a not exceeding two in number. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution (8. R. 
43) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to give an American 


register to the foreign-built steamships Massapequa and Menantic, | Sons, for the of about 8,000 tons of wheat oritsequiva- 

to enable them to ete under the American flag to the suf- —= Pe cokes ae Kn is ae to accept the 

Mir. CHANDLER. tod enter intoa contract with Charles W  Hogun, of aid firm, to cary 
- CHANDLER. Inowask tohave the substitute amendment afor * wheat oe ivalen sat Gale bulk - te Massa 4 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The athendment will be stated. said purpose out of any money in the Treasury net otherwiss appropriated. 
The Secretary. It is proposed tostrike out all after the resolv- 


ing clause of the resolution and insert: 


That the joint resolution of April 7, 1897, authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to transport contributions for there of the famishi r of India 


ized to charter and employ the most suitable steamships or vessels of 
ay, not ex two in number, to carry out the object of said 


The Senator from New Hampshire says that Mr. Hogan drew 
that resolution. If he did, Mr. President, he exhibits a consider- 
able amount of skill and, I think, a valuable trait of otism in 
doing so. It is exactly in line with what I think is the proper 
treatment of sucha su as this. The Senator from Maine said 
in support of it: ; 


Mr. CHANDLER. Now, I ask either that there may bea vote | anu; LAUE, Mr. President, there is no of oe ts suaprgency for 
xpon the amendinent of tia tne or that te Senate from Ale | fh Grisnerecia coped eee 
wi some hour may be a vote. 

wr MORGAN, if the substitu offered by the nator from | The date of that was April 7— 

ew Hamps . CHANDLER] is adop by Senate, that, that the of the N: in naval vessels 
of course. defeats the resulution which was o here by the or Amorioan vessels that bs a gifts of grain, ete. 
Senator from Maine (Mr. HALE]. I am advocating the resolution | Ji2¢h pave been given pans . Spe ied to 
offered by the Senator from Maine as the substitute pro- athe at once carry with it 
posed by the Senator from New Ham: ; and inasmuch as the its demonstration will 808 ¢ of the Navy are not 
vote on his substitute will be a final vote, I propose to have a vote ony ee == SS ee er ak 
upon it at fifteen minutes to 2 o'clock. siinael Gly aoneet 
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Senator should get up here and offer a resolution, advocate it in 
as h, and bring all the papers and documents. some official 
and some nonofficial, in support of it, and then it should turn out 
that he is not in favor of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will permit me to say that the 
Senator from Maine did not advocate it. ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I consider the introduction of such a resolu- 
tion as an advocacy. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It was transmitted to him by Mr. Hogan, 
and he put it in with Mr. Hogan's letter and the letter of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, but immediately objection was made to the 
resolution, and when the Senator from Maine, the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, came to consider the subject, he 
preferred to have the present method adupted. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Maine introduced that reso- 
lution on the 20th day of May, and asked unanimous consent of 
the Senate for its present consideration ‘‘ on a statement,” he says, 
‘which I will make.” And he went on tomake hisstatement; and 
the statement is what pleased me more than his advocacy of the 
joint resolution. I was trying, however, to avoid any personal 
trouble in this matter by interfering between friends on so impor- 
tant a question as this, but I am so ardently in favor of the natu- 
ralization or domestication of foreign-built ships on fair and proper 
terms as the policy of the United States Government that this at- 
tracted my attention and my support, and I was quite surprised 
when the Senator from New Hampshire rose and, in reply to this 





now in N Isent a moment ago 
from of the Navy on the subject, but I will ask to have read 
now a letter which I have received from an American citizen in New York. 


of the contract he ——— to make with the Navy Depz ent 
— provided that the Secretary of the Navy might aaeler 
That of the 
coe a ships with an American register, for the trans- 
tion of grain. It did not fig the compensation per ton 
ee carrying this Treasury did it fix the amount that he might 
xpet out of the of the United States for that purpose. 
r oh abe received op bate f TT Hom & fee 
Na a ion from T. ns 
of ee n of this grain, which is set forth here both 
letter of T. Hi & Sons and in the letter of the Navy 
+ addressed to the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
tare, endl dated May 18, 1897. 
Now, to get at this matter directly, without introducing any 
unnecessary facts or statements, I will read a part of the letter of 
the Secretary of the Navy. He says: 


utilization of a vessel of the Navy being out of the question for the 
ane stated, the Dener tment has pel. A e effort to charter a suitable 


American but little success. Indeed, it appears, unfortunately, 
to bea ae the present time few American vessels of sufficient ae 


F 
& 
. 
2 


vailable for the named in resolution. Propositions have, k, said: 
powever, been received the aceon vessels sailing under a foreign remark, seid 
but to be otherwise suitable, offering to eemenors oe eet Mr. CHANDLER. I shallask that the joint resolution which the Senator from 

Cafsutta the supplies referred to, pro ied such vessels can be admitted | Maine has introduced, sent here by the Navy Department, may go over until 
to and thus brought within the terms of the resolution; | Monday. 
and it is that veesels owned wholly by American citizens, but not 3 P . 
edmitted to American sogitry because built abroad, can be chartered upon So it appears that the resolution was sent here by the Navy 
ormes Sees im receipt of reports indicating that sufficient food Department—an official act of the present Administration. 
supplies hace boom conwribatee to load two vessels, whereas the resolution I think the Secretary of the Navy has made a mistake in the remedy 
au the chartering of but one. which he proposes to apply in connection with the difficulty which he en- 

While it seems impossible to obtain an American vessel of 4,000 tons, it | counters. Congress should at once remove the restriction upon the Secretary 
ae cocer two such vessels of 2,000 tons each could be procured. | in hiring a ship to transport the food products to India which requires that 

these and in order that the efforts of the contributors | it shall be an American ship. 

to this work of international benevolence may not fail of success for wan 


Mr. Haue. If the Senator will allow me, this is the language of the joint 


resolution ene April 7, 1897: 

“Or toc r and employ, under the authority of the United States, a 
suitable American steamship or vessel."’ 

That is the trouble with the Secretary. 


ns of transportation, I have the honor to recommen 
blic resolution be so enlarged as 


Sgea 
ie 
s 
f 
| 
i 
iH 
38 
gE 


even smaller may not be procura thin a reasonable time, Mr. CHANDLER. Yes; but the Secretary should have recommended to us 

Cet terther authority Congress for to | to strike out the word “American,” which we never should have put into 

Apeeiaen a Se at ove avy seouiies teen hee Veck to peat the otigmal onmerey. When ye yore providing for speedily sending the 
con utions o: e ra eoft ited States to the starvi op 

a a oly age people of the Unitec es to the starving people 


i 


of India, we should not have limited the means of transportation to Ameri- 


the terms, With reapect to inapection. etc., provided in | can shi Everyone knew perfectly well, as the Senator from Maine has 
section 3 “Act. to American ship b. oaereved Hs 10, | stated, to as the Secretary of the Navy has stated, that there woud te 
1892, in of the -built steamers New York and Faris 


found no suitable naval vessel, because a ship of war is not suited to trans- 
port ‘0, and the United States possesses no naval transport vessels. So 

hat authorization was amere form. We should have authorized the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to transport the contributions in any steamship which he 

ould procure at short notice for areasonable price. He has discovered that 
there is no American steamship promptly available, and he now proposes 
that we shall give an American register to one or two foreign ships in order 
that they may carry the contributions. 


, t with propriety be adopted in the 
under ® 


ao attention is invited to the inclosed copy of a communi- 
for the Meiimaisrting feck capaliis to India, the vesetis bees” 


these vessels can be “ natural- 


Very respectfully, Mr. HALB. The Secretary does not enforce this remedy. He simply refers 
JOHN D. LONG, Secretary. to it, and incloses the communication from the New York parties who own 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. the ome. I do not understand that the Secretary urges Congress especially 
. 
United States Senate. todo this. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will excuse me. I thought the Senator intro- 
duced a joint resolution coming from the Secretary for the admission of these 
= to an American register. 

r. HALE. No; the Secretary only refers tothe measure. It does not to 
any further extent than that have his indorsement. He only refers to it as 


Now, that proposition all around is entirely congenial to my 
and sentiments in regard to the subject of admitting 
foreign-built ships to Ameri So I know that there is 


can 
" su ting a remedy. 
very strong tion to that; but ve at all times entertained Sr. CHANDLER. The simplest thing in the world is for the Senator from 
the and it has been growing on me by the lapse of time, | Maine to introduce a bill striking out the word “ American” from that au- 
that is based entirely upon a disposition to monopo- | thorization. These ships ought to re the contributions, if they are ready 
lize the trade in favor of the owners of American-built to at ought not to detained, but there is no need of admitting 
an 


them merican register. All we need to do is to authorize the ships, 
with the nationality that now belongs to them, to transport under an English 

ter, if they are English ships, these American contributions to the suf- 
fering people of English India. 

And so the debate went on, other Senators then participating in 
it. The subject then went over until last Monday. 

Now, Mr. President, I can not understand iy it is that we 
have to go back and reform our legislation passed on the 7th day 
of April by striking out of that act of Congress the words ‘‘Amer- 
ican ships.” There seems to have been a sort of patriotic out- 
burst at that moment of time, which justifies Senators in their 
own estimation—and the country has supported them entirely, I 
think—in moving to introduce this grain into India through Amer- 
ican ships and under the American flag. I see no reason why 
we should tire of that patriotic effort when Mr. Hogan comes in 
here and says, “‘ I will carry this grain for cost; it shall not cost the 
Government of the United States half as much as it would require 
to go into the market and hire ships or charter ships floating the 
British flag, the German flag, the French flag, or any other flag. 
I have a line of cattle ships between this country and Liverpool; 
my business is ous, and I have no reason to abandon that 
business and that line; but, inasmuch as the Secretary of the 
Navy for more than a month has made a fruitless effort to find an 
American ship to carry this grain, I propose to take two of my 


— ‘That is all well enough; but in the pursuit of ee policy 
id down so years ago, now a century ago, we have finally 
er ee where we find that when our soars mise on 


be sent to India as a benevolence to the e 
oak ts tabee tien ecmitiine oes 


- 
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ships off of that line and undertake this benevolent expedition at 
the lowest possible cost, at the actual cost to the Treasury of the 
United States, provided you will give me the privileges when I 
am carrying the grain of an American ship; that is, to wear the 
American flag and to have and enjoy an American register.” 
ow, who had a right to object to that unless it is some man who 
in competition with Hogan & Sons in the same line of busi- 
ess, some man who owns a steamship line or some other ship 
e? 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Alabama a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Iwas not here when the original debate occurred, 
nor have I been here when the question was up. I should like to 
ask the Senator whether he understands that the Secretary of the 
Navy can obtain from Hogan & Sons terms that are satisfactory 
for the carrying of the grain? 

Mr. MORGA nee: 

Mr. GRAY. Has an offer been made which is satisfactory to 


tee ere. of the Navy? 
Mr. MORGAN, An offer has been made. 


Mr. GRAY. Is it satisfactory to the Secretary of the Navy? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes,sir. He sent it here along with the joint 
resolution, which, it appears, was drafted in the Navy Depart- 
ment. Iwill read that now: 

T. Hogan & Sons, 9 Broad Srreer, New Yorn, May 18, 1597. 

Sir: In view of the efforts made by our Government to procure American 
steamers to take the cargoes of grain to the apie eyed of India, we would 
Socte Saet anaes aici dks nans canes enedd Ge iaaieneed on as tee 
at the service ot the Government within a short time . 

The names of these steamers are M and Menantic, each of which 
will carry tons gross weight of cargo in addition to 500 tons bunker 
and when loaded will steam about 10 Et hour. were built 

Mesers.Jos. L. Thompson & Sons, Su: d, 

and are first class inevery respect. They are 1,935 tons net oe 
tons ores oom. feet in ey ey ate ye and 28 
6 laches on and are classed 100 Al at British Lioyds. These steam- 
ers to the Steamship Company, Limited, the stock of which 


on all hands—it is admitted by the substitute offered by the Se. , 
tor from New Hampshire— it would be absurd to wait an. 
look for American tered to carry these supplies 


the starving people of and that is to be done, i: 
can only be done efficiently if it is ion aaae® Z 

But I confess that I have anaes sare than a sentimen: 
about it, I think it is right that we avail ourselves an.) 
that the Executive Department should avail itself of the quicke.: 


laws or the laws whic) 
~— buil an American regist::, 

lift the bars now in order that these messengers of and 
good will and benevolence may sail forth under the of my 


country. 
I on that account that the substitute offered by the Senat.r 
from New Hampshire will not be a and that joint res- 
of the Senator from Maine in form, as I under- 
stand from the Senator from Alabama, be adopted. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me 
to make a su ion to him? 


. . 1 ; . 
Mr.CHANDLER. These white-winged , these ships 
Getlih, Galina cnn anit Goda Maier or Cherian cos ed 
all over with American flags if the masters of the ships choose to 


t them on. 

Lt eS i lene ie the steamers — the maere- 
tary eo N® shall emplo 0 
this work are omaeh by een entirely, but, Sine 


asi ie eeiee tho Aeon - I am willing, without di. 


We w be willing to take a full cargo of grain in 
Goverement would these ay ny 
side. On this we would charge for in Seely 66 pee tan of OP 
hence to y, or 87 per ton of Caleu' 
ould it be requisi so caer soe caspene in bags, our price would be $6.70 per 
e are these two steamers would be a uisition 





+e benevolent people desire to feed the poor, famishing people of patrio 
AE , the Soa eet Gnd hapechaen detain: whieh 40 tomaapees Os va 
3 rcommercial marine has actually dwindled to such an ire, 
.% extent that it is ting to think about it. to ex- 
ce Now, I can not see any reason at all why we should not add these Eeagoonic 
ye two excellent suited to this purpose, and get the benefit of we d 
aesenpensaty lense anpeny: Sims Se one ; how much allow thes: 
money we are going to spend; does upon some gen- which 
Lt tlemen who have nage ote the ‘eadealena tee 
t coast or elsewhere in steamships, a with the rest that 
23 of us the burdens of Government. have vo Tight to an ex I 
: clusive privilege of on coasts of do 
or across the and yet they it. Whenever t 
anybody comes in and ter that and to become d 
a with or the trade of the country or of the I think the 
2 sae ee oe “No, we can not admit you into the sacred circle ic 
atall. It Boing us some money; it is goimg to create 
Mr. President, as I stated , Lam in favor of 


matters e 

I am in favor of competition. I do not wish to exclude it, but the 
gto sport, seems to me, of the change in 

of Senators is to obtain for some 


SEE 
e 


[ 

g 
peal 

Z 

| 
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1997. 


They had stored it up for the purpose, because they theretofore 
could go and get rupees and bny bread, and millions of poor peo- 

ure dying to-day in consequence of the English legislation con- 
pei the savings of those who have been enslaved by English 
rule a dominated by English taskmasters for two or three cen- 


The pittance that each gets is so small that the economy they 
have to exercise is perfectly marvelous, It is natural that the 
American people should sym 





, think unnecessary advertisement is essential. If we are 
tee to en let us give, and let it be taken. I do not think we 
want to ad to the world that we are especially benevolent 


because we are to contribute to relieve such horrible suf- 
fering. Iam to all this discussion about ships. Let the 
supply go as commerce goes. Let it go as itcan go. I 
think the gift will be quite as much by those poor 
people if it comes in one way as in any other. It will have just 
as much effect u us. I donot ieve the advertisement or 
i the American people. 
being , send the supplies over, and send 
them q yand savelife. If lish steamers are ready to take 
the s let them . The stores ought to be there now. 
This delay is harmful. All the discussion about how much adver- 
tisement, how much credit, we can get by the di y of the Amer- 
ican flag, when we have no ship to carry it, and proposition to 

t ships in order to make the display, it seems to me, is profitless. 
Let us do the charity quietly and quickly. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the proposition which the Senator 
from Alabama is advoca is, in my judgment, the most impu- 
dent one that ever was to the United States Senate. 

. MORGAN. I must protest against the Senator from Maine 
such an assault upon his colleague. I did not introduce 
resolution. It was the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae] 
who introduced it. 

Mr. FRYE. I will settle that controversy with my colleague 


later on. 
Mr. MORGAN. If it is impudent, it certainly is not my impu- 


ce. 

Mr. FRYE. The proposition. I repeat, is the most impudent 
I ever known to be made to the United States Senate, on 
of Hogan & Sons. Hogan & Sons are very familiar to 
have been before the Congress of the Umited States a 


#8 
zr 


ee? 
ae 
= 


x Will the Senator pardon me for one second? 
L es. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Maine [Mr. Have} stated 
that the joint a was drawn and the proposition sent here 


by the eer the Navy. Does the Senator from Maine pro- 
pose to include — ee in his accusation of impudence for 
, i have no controversy with the Secretary of the 


= 
= 


Navy and can not be led into one. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Maine allow me? I 
read from Hogan & Sons’ proposition: 

SURE aban eeotuttion sebicnT anealh he plomeed to crn pes 
So 

What the Senator from Maine [Mr. Ha.e] did was to put it in 


Ce ee but he nowhere said that he was 

Te MOE 5S net i davoe of it. from the Secretary 
eens t 

of the , and not from the tor from Maine. 

Mr. My did not have nor did the Secretary 
any Sen moreeee of gt a rama 
ery ster “+ 
2a 


s 


~ 
= 


we have a law upon onr statute books by which, if a for- 
waters and is 


Will the Senator from Maineallow me to make 


: 
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thize with their distress, but I do | 





Z ~ 
I 2! ) I 
| Mr. FRYE. No; let me finish my sentence. Why do not Ho- 
gan & Sons let the Secretary of the Navy contract with the two 
ships to whom we ave given American registry to carry these 
supplies to India at cost,as they say they will, instead of insisting 
upon a bargain by which they shail get two more ships (foreign 
built) under American registry? é 

Mr. MORGAN. Allow me to answer that question. 

Mr. GRAY. How does the Senator from Maine know, may I 
ask, that the two ships to which he refers are available? 

Mr. FRYE. I have no doubt they are. They may be off. 

Mr. GRAY. They may be off. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwill say that the statement of Hogan & Sons, 
which I read here yesterday, shows that they are engaged in the 
regular cattle trade between the United States and Liverpool or 
Southampton—somewhere over there—a profitable trade, and they 
are not willing to withdraw any of their ships from that trade in 
order to carry the grain. They want to bring a couple more that 
have not been wrecked. 

Let me ask the Senator from Maine if he objects that so much 
value has been added to these ships by the labor of American 
shipbuilders and their employees in the shipyards of the United 
States. He complains that one of these ships was bought for 
$47,000 and raised to $125,000. 

Mr. FRYE. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. MORGAN. I thought the Senator did. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh,no. I said that the cost of one, to my recollec- 
tion, was $47,000. Ido not mean the cost of the wrecked vessel, 
but the cost of the complete vessel was $47,000. The cost of the 
other complete vessel was $51,000, and by reason of their sharp 
bargaining for wreckage and all that sort of thing they are en- 
abled to value those ships to-day one at $125,000 and another at 
$150,000. 

Mr. MORGAN. That seems to have been a fair profit, and I 
wonder that the Senator from Maine should object to any person 
from his quarter making a good bargain. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator from Alabama will allow me, I in- 
tended to say but two or three words, and I have hada good many 
more interruptions now than I have said words. 

The scheme on the part of Hogan & Sons is in some possible way 
| to get a line of American steamships at half what that line would 
| cost if they were compelled by the existing law of the country to 

do what Clyde & Co., or Mallory & Co., or the Red Star Line, or 
other existing lines are compelled to do—have the ships created in 
American shipyards by American labor. 

That is the entire scheme. They have three ships now, I under- 
stand, admitted to American registry, old ships that were wrecked 
somewhere or other, and through the action of the Secretary of 
the Treasury and of Congress they have succeeded in getting them 
at ee what they would have cost if built in American ship- 
yards. 

Mr. MORGAN. But then the Senator from Maine will admit, 
I have no doubt, that the work which was done on those ships, 
those wrecks, as he calls them, was done in American shipyards. 

Mr. FRYE. Of course, or else they would not have been ad- 
mitted to American registry, Congress recognizing the spirit of 
the law in so admitting them. 

Mr. MORGAN. That much good, profitable labor, then, was 
handed out to the American shipbuilder and his employees. 

Mr. FRYE. Finding that there is a scarcity of American ships 
for the ocean trip—there is no scarcity of American vessels in the 
coastwise trade—Hogan & Sons take that opportunity to say, hav- 
ing already secured, for half their value, an American registry for 
three British ships, ‘‘We now propose to make a sharp bargain 
with the United States and get in two more British ship:.” They 
would thus secure a line of British-built ships with American 
registry, and then could compete with all the American lines that 
have been compelled by law to have their ships built in American 
shipyards, and to have them built from the keel up, so that the 
entire cost of the ship is incurred here, instead of by a speculation 

hasing an old wreck and then putting on the repairs. That 

the entire purpose of Hogan & Sons—to take advantage of this 

ny to get « line of five American steamships, and prob 

ably if you put the five together they would not cost two-thirds 

what every other steamship in any American line that is running 
cost. 











Now, the Senator from Alabama says that competition is valu- 
able: that the people get the benefit of it; and that these ships 
ought to be admitted to compete with the ships built in Ameri- 
can shipyards. Mr. President, does not the Senator from Ala- 
bama know that for the last three years no American ships have 
been running at a profit? Does he not know that the freight 
transportation to-day on rail and in ships is way down to the very 
lowest point possible? Does he not know that the lines of Ameri- 
can ships. even running to Central and South America, have not 
a to the amount of 10 per cent in the last five years? 

he not. know that there is just as munch and just as active 
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competition between the American lines as there is between the 
‘line that Hogan & Sons may establish to compete with another 
line? Does he not know that every steamship is a competitor with 
every other steamship; that every American steamship is a com- 

petitor with every ot er American ship? Does he not know that 
He monopoly is an utter impossibiliiy on the ocean? Does he not 
know that a trust can not found itself on the ocean, and that 
therefore the competition is just as active, just as vivid, and 
results just exactly the same between American ships built in 
American shipyards and —_ built in foreign shipyards and com- 
peting with American shi 

Mr. MORGAN. The sibel asks me if I do not know these 
things. [donot know them at all, but I am willing to take the 
Senator's word for them, and from his account of it I suppose the 
reason of the want of profit in American investments in ships is 
because they cost too much. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no. It costs too much to sail them. Itis not 
the original cost of the ship. The original cost of the ships is of 
small account in the race. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is one other point aboutthat. Why do 
not some of the great number of American ships sailing under 
our fing, entitled to our registry, and built in our own yards, come 
forward and offer to take this contract; and why is it that the 
Secretary of the Navy for thirty-five days has not been able to 
~ oe Benes to do it? 

FRYE. I do not know how they are engaged. I do not 
sean thing about that. Ihave beenabsent. I am very much 
rad that American ships can not be found. I admit that, 

MORGAN. It is very strange, 

Mr. FRYE. But I know that our big ships, our sailing ships 
at any rate, are nearly all the time plying between New York and 
ons or China or Australia or Califorma, and are on the sea on 

vee at least one hundred and thirty days, so that he 
likely to find any of them. 

“Teen on the part of Hogan & Sons! They propose to carry 
this grain to Calcutta, or wherever it may be, at cost. 1 venture 
to say that there is not an American ship going to China or Cal- 
oan. or Ja ne to-day that is not carrying at cost; and who knows 
but that Hogan & Sons have looked out for a return cargo on 
which they will make a profit? 

Mr. GRAY. I =o ey have. 

Mr. MORGAN. They are entitled to it. 

Mr, FRYE. ae leet are entitled to it. They are pretty 
sharp men, too. I think very likely they have looked out fora 


bat 7x ote: 
MORGAN. I hope they have. 

Mr. FRYE. Many of the ships that come from Europe bound 
for San Francisco come in ballast. That is not carrying at cost; 
that is carrying at immense mse totheship. I presume e 
ship that carries oil out of the United States comes here in 
last—every e one of them. I do not believe that in the N eth- 
erlands line or in the German line there is an oil ship which does 
not come to the United States without a single ounce of cargo on 
board. They are ready not —_ to come here without any cost, 
but ready to come here and pay the entire cost, in order to take the 
American oil back to Europe and make their charges on it. So 


that the mere statement that these men are willing to carry it at We 


cost does not amount to anything at all. 
We have had on our statute books for a hundred years these navi- 
gation laws. The Senator from Alabama has tried to repeal them 
again and again. The Senator from Missouri has made a vigorous 
attempt over and over and over again to repeal the laws. a 
been opens They never will be repealed. The navi- 
tion laws of the United States are stronger to-day in the United 
tates Senate and in the Congress of the United States than 
ever were. If it had not been for the navigation laws, we wo 
not have naa, any ships at all now. . 
Mr. GRA e have no ships in the f trade as it is. 
Mr. rive. We have not, because the navigation laws do not 
abtofutly wi in the foreign trade; because on the ocean we are 
absolutely without any pro on against armeey because every 
tramp can compete with me pert eir masters $50 or 
io, rane we pay ours a heared Sutere om from Vancou- 
ver to China y Great Britain is simply paying her stokers and | the 
her coal men, Chinamen, $7 a month, and we are compelled on the 
Pessne Sine 50 pay eee eee 6 eee That is the reason why we 
have not our ocean g@ trade to-day. 
The VICE-PRESID T (at 1 ones ‘and 45 minutes p. m,). 
The Chair calls the attention of the Senate to the fact that tho 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the ame). 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after the resoly. 
ing clause and insert: 

That the joint lution of April 7 authorizing the Secre of tl 
Navy to a ieckenans eemmeinnaden tor 4 the e reliet of the famishi ao = - 
be, and the same is peveby, soamendes ¢ that the Secretary shall }s S authoriz 
to charter and employ the most suitable eeerere i Veaeen of any nati: 
ality, not exceeding twoin number, to carry ou object of said resolut i: 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays are ated ; on 
ez motion to lay this amendment on the table. 
roe yee eas and nays were ordered. 
YE. The motion is to lay 5 2 the table the amendment 
of a Senator from New Hampshire, I understand. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. is the question. 
Mr. FRYE. It should not be laid on the table. 
Mr. SEWELL. I do not sw ehate ngicts ber itis a debatable question, }ut 
I should like to have the 
The VICE-PRESID . It has on stated. 
Mr. SEWELL. I did not happen to bein the Chamber at tlie 
time. I should like to have it read for information. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
] proposes an amendment as a substitute for the 
oint resolution. ‘The amendment has been read. 
Mr. STEWART. Let it be read. 
Mr. GRAY. It has just been read. 
The VICE-PRESID T. The Senator from Alabama moves 
to lay the amendment on the table, on which the ee and nays 
anges been ordered. The Secretary oe call the 


Sovcery yestetee cues 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). I have 
a general pair with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Mv- 
Enery]. I therefore withhold my vote. 
Mr. ILLMAN (when his name was called). 
pair with the Senator from N Sees 
am told that if he were present he woul 


T have a general 
TON], but as I 
vote ‘‘nay,” I will vote, 


I vote *‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after ha voted in the affirmative). 
I am paired with the Senator from [Mr. Hatz]. As he 


introduced the joint resolution, I presume he would vote ‘nay ” 
on this question. 

Mr. DLER. If the Senator from Maine were here, he 
would vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator from New Hampshire 
knows that the Senator from Maine would vote ‘“‘ nay,” I will an- 
and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. FR I know that my colleague would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. In view of the remark of the Senator's col- 
league, I will state that I do know it, because the Senator from 
Maine so informed me in wri 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. nie wal "ate on ean a Senator from New 
"Sir, LODGE. He is not present, and I will not vote. 
Mr. LODGE. Pe Val take this to announce the gen- 

of tie Toman. [Mr. Hoar] with the Senator from 


TURNER 
Mr. BATE (after hav voted in the affirmative) I desire to 
know if the junior Seneler trou Kentucky [Mr. Depor] has 


voted? 
SG hfe noms pe The junior Senator from Kentucky 
ot vo 
Mr. ae. Iam paired with that Senator for to-day, and with- 
draw m 
Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in theaffirmative). I inquire 
if the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON) has 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw —, — with that 
ST TURNER, ‘Tvote you” if present. 

Mr. TURNER. I vote * 


from Washington that « p ea will state to the mga 
that a pair was announced between and 
ee aire ‘not aware of the fact that I 


agate I wi 
wr wav emnonnond_ yon 18,207 as follows: 








Sie ese ee. 
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amendment offered by the Senator from South Dakota 
TIGREW]. Iask that the amendment be printed, and a 
be printed in the Recorp. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be the order. 
Mr. CHANDLER’s amendment is as follows: 


Amendment to the tariff bill by Senator CHANDLER. 
“Amend the amendment offered May 25 by Senator Perriarew by adding 





















— PETs 
so that it 


George, McBride, Smith, thereto the following: 

sa. McEnery, Teller, “The act ‘to protect trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and 
Bate, ; Ma: Thurston, monopolies,’ approved July 2, 1890, shall apply to all companies, corpora- 
Butler, Tenn. Mills, urner, tions, and persons engaged as common carriers in the business of transport- 
Daniel, Hoar, M e pe or property; and all the penalties imposed and methods of re- 
Deboe, Jones, Ark. M i Wolcot st t ap by said act shall take effect and be in force against such 
Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Plat’ é ¥. companies, corporations, and persons; and any contract between any two or 
Gear. Kyle, more of them for the fixing of rates of transportation | the order or on the 

" recommendation of representatives designated on behalf of the various par- 


So the Senate refused to lay Mr. CHANDLER'’s amendment on the 
ble. 
“The VICE-PRESIDENT. The-question recurs on the adoption 
of the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hamp- 


shire. 
Mr. SEWELL. Let the amendment be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey re- 
quests that the amendment be read again. The Secretary will 
the amendmen 


t. 
read the amendment proposed by Mr. 
as a substitu’ °. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 
SEWELL. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine [Mr. 


ties to such contract, or by the order or on the recommendation of a majority 
of such representatives, or for the maintenance of the rates of transporta- 
tion once fixed, or for the enforcement of any such contract by fines or pen- 


alties im upon any of the parties thereto, shall constitute an offense 
tase: July 2, 1890." F 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to tak- 
ing up the conference report on the Indian appropriation bill. 
The report has been read. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Thereport hasbeen read. Iask the Senate 
to concur in the conference report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
report. 

r. CANNON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah desire 

to speak on the pending question? 
r. CANNON. I do, briefly. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah will pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, it would be an injustice to the 
courtesy of the Senate if we were to object to the adoption of the 
conference report. At the same time it would be unfair if a state- 


3h 


The difference this other measure was that you | Ment were not made at this time of the injustice which is wrought 
were to admit two foreign-built ships to American regis- | t0 the people living in the State of Utah and all the people of the 
try, to a with them, and have them admitted to | COU” so long as the status shall be maintained which will exist 
American order to get your provisions carried to India. | Upon the adoption of the conference report. 
Mr. That you and [ would not do. We would not | The most valuable minerals of the Uncompahgre Indian Reser- 
think of it. vation will be withheld from public use during the whole time of 
Mr. FRYE. No; and now the of the Navy reports the existence of the law which will be created by the passage of 


that he can not find an American ship, and of course we do not 

wan and all that sort of thing to spoil. 

ae ee Do you think that he can not find an American 
he 


this bill and its signature by the President. It is a wrong to all 
the people of the United States, because the development of asphal- 
tum and gilsonite and elaterite lands in various States of the Union 
has resulted in a at reduction in the price of paving in this 
country and a further development will still further reduce that 
cost to the cities of the United States. 


e 
5 
: 
i 


tries. 
the joint resolution, it will allow 


F 
: 
H 


him to charter a British i tely. Id ; It is only with a desire to bring to the attention of the Senate 
we. Gatth Ai tend the chesttable contri Pn Salis con cies the fact that the status to be created by this bill should be reme- 
flag than our own, even if we have to a good deal more for died by further legislation at the earliest ible time that I rise 
our own ships because are not adapted! to this use. They are at the present moment. I shall vote for the adoption of the con- 
not they are t for passenger trade. They can not ference report because the Senate has given to us the utmost con- 
carry as cargoes as other ships, and therefore it will cost sideration, and the conferees of both Houses have dealt with this 
more to the relief supplies abroad in them, but if. you are question in an understanding way, and have made various futile 
to send the as a charitable gift offering from the | forts to get the two Houses to agree upon a proposition that 

peopl ot the United , they should be covered by the Amer- | Should be just to all. aa > 

and not by the British flag. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 

Mr. FRYE. But that will be the case conference report. 

axe ng pot If the eer 7 allow _ — mae by The report was concurred in. 

action of ours, wn the American flag. e7 HE TARIFF BILL. 
of April we hoisted it with pride and eclat and glory to . cee 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill; 
and under the order of the Senate the amendments of the Com- 
mittee on Finance will first be acted upon as the reading pro- 


8. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
1, line 3, after the word “of,” to strike out ‘‘ May” and insert 
“July;” so as to read: 

That on and after the Ist day of July, i897, unless otherwise specially pro- 
vided for in this act, there shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all arti- 
cles imported from foreign countries, etc. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that this amendment may be passed 
over for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed over. 

The next amendment was, on page 1, line 6, after the word 
“countries,” to strike out ‘‘or withdrawn for consumption;” so 
as to read: 

There shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all articles imported from 
f countries and mentioned in the schedules herein contained the rates 
of duty which are by the schedules and paragraphs respectively prescribed, 


i 
| 
é 
F 
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The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. WHITE. At this point I desire to insert in the RecorD 
certain tables regarding the pending bill which have been pre- 
— under the direction of the minority of the committee, I 
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Articles paying from 50 to 75 per cent+Continued. 





hink, in view of the information which they contain, it would be | Senate. 


well to insert them here. 

The first is a table of articles paying from 50 to Pee ene un- 
der the t bill; the second, articles paying 75 to 100 per cent; 
the third, a statement, groups, of the articles paying over 100 
per cent; ‘and fourth, ‘Small amounts of duty collected—State- 
ment of the articles and the amount of duty collected thereon 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1896, in amounts of $100, 
$150, and $200 or less, with the rates of daty ander the present law 
~~ the Senate amendments to H. R. 379,” indicating prohibitive 

es. 

Also another table containing “Increased rates over act of 
1890,” that is, this table will the instances wherein the 
— bill discloses rates increased over those of the McKinley 

That is all we care to have done now. 

The tables referred to are as follows: 


Articles paying from 50 to 76 per cent. 





a Artiele. 
Benate. 
te: 
¢ fo park 8 mech tg 
10 Bora os 
16 0. 42 
98 
17 
18 50 
z 16 
a 38 
42 51 
F ‘3 
hiting and paris white, a ; 9. 18 
B vad, af sei bh. ccoe ma 
64 Lend, sostate Of EWR ria ei is causa. 
nent pa 70.51 
67 50 
68 67.27 
69 50 
P 57.70 
54.99 
81 50 
try 
54. 28 
53.55 
58.32 
59.79 
96 Gimerrare, al other, 6 
of eut, 60 
peerass ) 8 
eenceel aon eee ae ae ase “ 
99 sores d 08 est \bove 24 by 30 
and Ss hes ... o gickedibcss id 68.58 
100 Plated fluted, rolled, ete., ail above 21 by 60 
— 74.17 
102 
51. 96 
104 
50. 88 
Plate 24 by ON eto: when = 
ie ao above 24 by 30 and not dbove 2 one 


ia 
Nae : 


E 


115 

or steel— 
133 Oe oe eee F mae Bek, BA cit etek, wales 

above 1 Conon eek So king te a 51.70 
125 for ent to 58.40 
iz? 
128 we 

57.87 

129 





wire 
Thinner 


No. 25 wire gauge-......... eset 












Para- 
graph Article. Per cent. 
Metals, = manufactures of—Contintwed. 
Sheets = a fon or steel, — cleaned 
an or or clean 
y acid, cold smooth 
a A tes than No. 20 and thinner we. Ho 
hinner tuus a 9m ¢3 
as a Thinner 6. % wire gauge. . Wika eacac codecs 70.4 
Eighter than 68 pounds per 100 square fect 1 Te 60.49 
oO Dn nnn enn we ewee we need te eens ewes en ene en eene 55.1 
138 whe, a —. 
140 Cuti No. wire gauge SEUESs bobs Codees < dcccs 65. 29 
ery— 
Penknives or —— at then 
or es a ewe 68.67 
Scissors shears, See dee cents 
as mE more than $1.75 per dozen. ................ 4. 63 
able and carving knives and forks. _............... Bw 
We tile = fn inches iniength| = 
PoreTrrr Trittifi titi iti ttt 57.87 
Firearms— 
154 Shotguns, etc., valued spotting, breschlonding, &t0..tes- » 
6 
Daas & 
OO.» 
pa Bw). 49 
166 50 
174 64.30 
61.85 
176 58. 24 
6.0 
Iss &2.50 
61. 34 
25 Oat qumen cd 14.05 
Su; fa 4a de asso usosw wows 5D 
a | malt - sdenws vevulleelll, Wit......0..0....- COTO 0 FS CoS ss con §2.59 
WOT, VOTMICEII, OW. . 2.66 245 - ew ewows see secs. see- BR. 82 
51.99 
63.37 
SS OY on cc ccewdscsasscsdeusions seovstoussss tadteeseed oss6e5 §2. 23 
- ew eud ores 53.76 
7.85 
cman 6ibcen eden dgecces sneceedeses 600dss 5B. 85 
oi: | Semerteena ween meee. .o.-0cs. 63.57 
zi orca, BSS 
Ae cb ke + eee bdo eethnkas anton oewss = s 
2.19 
= 
CES SEUSS re gt pM 2 ay nae GE §2.03 
TT | ERED ha enc en cnksdebbseée sad whden isin deeclbewbess cotieeoe 72.20 
285 SS SUS Sessa Osos sewessce 7.49 
BGG BOR va sgswesiseigscgyeesgstee <5. 2 cevrsensiesss~-cscwevseesees 71.43 
24 containing more than i pint sndnot} = 
ee ee ee ween 2 ae ‘ » 
205 containing more than 14 per a 
ewe eee ewe een TT eee eee TP eee eee ee eee so a 


WO sécieresadcesvsses.4 58.21 


206 or Pil tiseastuitcbeneve we 67.85 
801 
55 
50 
802 58. 05 
804 
B. 69 
805 
dated is duty -weetecse 50. 64 
306 160 threads 
? 54. 36 
oun : exceeding 6 square s 
yardstothe pound...) 55.47 
50. 80 
307 
64.15 
54. 46 
56.17 
61.15 
. 68 
. 65 
.21 
ie 
67.94 
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Articles paying from 50 to 75 per cent—Continued. 














316 ns ReEnMbirnsecd's060 anpeicerancacequacce 
= Wieking, lamp or candle, wore a= 00000. 
and ee gpa 
= fo hore, Seaiens Citar ceeding 
a 
= i eeboces 
Diabet cactcasct 
a0 ince window curtais,cto...vrenn--cncroon---- 
on + ie eeeeoanenenene ase teas 
nace Spent 
a ene 
— Gino's: Hit ofthe wut apa, 66 
B65 


Valued at not more than 30 cents per pound _. 
Valued at more than 3) and not more than 40 
oonts per pound.......................... 


Valued at not more than 30 cents per pound... 
Valued at more than 30 and not more than 40 


ready-made, and articles of wear- 


868 Other 
ong ins, jackets, talmas,etc................ 
870 axminster, matte, ota............. 
378 Velvet and tapestry velvet....................... 
ie Wool ~ ———s ee cack 
= Felt carpeting... ee nt 
3878 Es otternnetenmnrnnneesaren--+o--- 4 
i ———— 
Mats, SEE tks ono phipancudasemiciipeces 

on Silks and silk 
on which specific duty does not amount to 50 


mete ew tee eee eee een 


elvets and chenilles on which specific duty does not 









IE NM ONG on na nse went meecee conn encese 

Velvets and on which specific duty does not 

a eee WO Oe Or COMMS... 8.8... een ewe on neee 

387 and embroideries, ete....-.--..-.--..-02.....--.--. 

RM Giiisa..-.c0nsnncalebcnadeeckninhacted 

goods... nf nilimagrercunaginametnieteyiereded 

- other manufactures of silk....................---.-.. 

388 ER ian scsc'~snna~ a 0-0~---s 00 ---- orosenorenet 

3883 | Pulp, ne, saa : Papers known commercially as 
401 
404 
407 
415 
417 
s 
to 
435, 

over 
eee 
nal ren’s, “glace: * finish ba Anish | goat, kid, or 
not over a, 
Sm she bs x 


- 


=e 
g 


SSRSSSSS Se S & SSSSSSSSES F KF SSSERRZ 


as ame ss 


Para 
graph Article. Per cent. 
Senate. 
Cotton manufactures—Continued. 
i _ i te ere mre sos 
B12 and velveteens— 


SE5 


& 8 6 
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Articles paying from 50 to 75 per cent—Continued. 











Para 
a Article Percent 
Senate 
a es - — — 
| Sundries—Continued 
Gloves Continued | 
Men's, “glace’’ finish, kid, goat, or other leather 
than of sheep origin 
Unlined iS. 88 
Lined 5 OT 
Women's or children’s, of sheep origin, with 
exterior surface removed, not over 17 inches, 
unlined | 74 
Men's, of sheep origin, with exterior surface re | 
moved— 
U niined . f2. 20 
Lined .. 56. 82 
Women'sand children’s, kid, goat, or other leather | 
than of sheep origin, with exterior grain surface | 
removed— 
Not over l4 inches— | 
Unlined cies | 3.2 
Lined... ; 1. 72 
Not over 17 inches— | 
Lined ee j 64. 80 
Unlined . | 51. 
445 SE ae | 7. 0 
448 | Pipes and smokers’ articles 
Common tobacco pipes, clay --... 1.72 
Pipes and pipe bowls of other material 60 
450 Umbrellas, parasols, and sunshades 
Covered with material composed wholly or in part 
of silk, ete .. 50 
Covered with other material .- | SO 
Articles paying 75 to 100 — cent. 
a. 

Duty col 
graph Article. Per cent.| lected fiscal 
SO hc SS year 1806 

Chemicals, oils, and paints: 
81 Castor oil. ..... ; iiaieutene 98.15 | $8, O10. 65 
41 Morphia or morphine. 82. 64 | 448. 25 
Opium prepared for smoking. - 81. 86 | 741, 261.76 
48 Orange mineral... .... ...... aaddtt 3% 1 28, 806.98 
49 a en 88.71 | 25, 627.16 
51 EE nniddetnunneenaseinations 95.17 | 4, AL. 07 
5T Ne i eek a name ia 83. 33e) 1, ORB. OS 
73 Strychnine a a ei 77.23 2, 629. 80 
Glass and glassware: 
wt Bottles holding not more than 1 pint 89.38 15, 087.00 
100 Plate glass, fluted, rolled, etc., above 16 
by 24 and not abo em aby 80 inches..... 81.13 2,575. 90 
101 Plate glass, cast, 
Above 24 by ve. not above 24 by 60 | 
inches... tae ee 88, 30 134, 660. 53 
All above 24 by 60 inches. 88. 89 36, 043.90 
1m Cylinder and crown glass, polished, sil 
vered, all above 24 by 60 inches 79.16 205. 36 
Plate glass, cast, polished, unsilvered, | 
when ground, etc., above 24 by 80 reds | | 
not above 24 by 60 a... 76.46 428.93 
. i ' Metals: | | 
149 Cutlery— | 
Penknives or pocketknives— | 
Valued at more than $1 per dozen | } 
and not exceeding $i. 50 per dozen 84. 56 149, 823. 31 
Valued at more than $1.50 per 
dozen and not exceeding $3 per 
dogen ...... 04. 46 150, 141.61 
Valued at more than $8 per dozen. 2. 11 124, 404. 56 
Razors and razor blades. ........... 88, 08 122, 180, 80 
179 - Lead, contained in silver ore..............| 04.74 a2, 400. 92 
ugar: 2 nfl 
206 All not above No. 16D. 8. (6) at ae 75 27, 570, 989. 19 
Above No. 16, D.8. 
Beet... .. et eaciceng oa 75. 62 771, 335. 52 
Beet (bounty eC RRA 76.65 | 1,065,115.09 
Cane (bounty)..... SR 77.24 | 50, 318. 33 
210 | Tobacco, leaf, not stemmed................ | 93.61 5, 555, 48. 93 
220 | Barley . be sdidnignas 78.95 03, 667.23 
263 | Currants, Zante _- oa EAE 98. 75 | 20. 478.22 
Currants, saa saa Maeia died taba 89. 74 Free 
Ea A a } 84. 32 | M4, 816. 42 
a ceemenn case i 78 72 | 7, 826. 00 
Spirits, wines, etc 
288 randy .... os aie 83.17 400, 375. 63 
296 Vermuth— | 
Cgeeatos 14 per cent or less of alco- | 
: a | 97.90] 8, 458. 10 
Containing: more than 14 per cent of | 
en a ide coves sentae i 80. 71 1.8 
Wool, manufactures of: 
360-363 Wastes, bur, slubbing, roving, ring,etc...| 82.53 Free. 
Yarns— 
"ae at not more than 40 cents per | 
97.21} 44,830.04 
Valued at morethan 40centsper pound, 89.8! | 52, 620. 90 
364 Cloth, valued at more than 50 cents per | | | 
a 99.38 | 8,155,975.40 
other manufactures of wool waiued | 
ass at ae cents per pound at tigi 93.75 200, 366. 06 
Valued at morethan 40 cents Pt pound! 76.09 | 4, 800. 45 
More than 3 yards in length, valued , 
at more than W cents per pound anand 89.43 1, 483.28 














Articles paying 76 to 100 per cent—Continued. 





Para- 
Duty col- 
a h Article Per ates! lected : fiscal 
Senate year 1896. 
Wool, manufactures of—Continued. 
nels, weighing over 4 ounces per 
square yard, valued at not over 50 cents 
UP EEE bincnddncess sospiudrercnsépenns 83. 48 $7, 827.33 
866-367 ress goods, etc.— 
Valued at not over 0 cents per pound. 80 506, 470. 53 
Valued at more than 50 cents per pound RY 0, 114, 046. 02 
368 Other clothing, ready-made, etc., valued 
at less than $1.50 per SE EAS 96. 81 82, 951. 58 
Shawls, valued above 40 cents per pound. 95. 67 176, 356. 16 
364 Knit wearing apparel.............-.......- 88.80 | 1,026, 366.24 
368 Felts— 
Valued above $1.50per pound.......... 75. 51 11, 895. 50 
Valued at less than §1. r pound... 94. 22 40, 635. 57 
B64 Plushes, valued at over cents per 
wo is ren Meehan at Sc 88. 23 64, 286.00 
869 ebbings, goring, suspenders, braces, 
Ce ntahd évicckewncecs idobinoceok ppnedabbnehun 80 57,051.94 
Cote 
871 xony, Wilton, and Tournay........ 80. 22 51, 222. 80 
372 ED aiks sic nennkobbunetiediaantens 82.56 57, 266. 04 
3874 Tapestry Brussels.............-........ 79. 42 , 417.93 
877 eo Druggete and bockings -............... 82. 22 233. 51 
BAS Velvets and chenilles...................-..- 79.63 | 1,140,411.32 
NE Fiilnc utd jane boston ne sinnnetiiedhuiebinae 96. 19 2, 965. 22 
Sundries: 
410 Firecrackers of all kinds: .................. 75 183, 678.95 
414 PE IG inn sik < vbcnnn cncndstechanbinbne 97.17 18, 596. 17 
NE cis bind anknenkdcindabbartenbebalaealigthcbiedceune 58, 860, 497.54 








Thirty-nine paragraphs, 57 articles. 
HIGH AD VALOREM RATES. 




















Statement, by groups, of the articles ing over 100 per cent of duty by bill H. R. 
879, as pA toy by the Senate Dil reported to the Senate May |,, 1897. 
‘Para. Duty col- 
graph lected fiscal 
Senate. year 1896. 








1 
iciiacainteitetiinin nice oswmtiilialtgiiass askin teilhanale $16, 673.07 
sl cnmpanehs, bikie, ack cgnaedlig poet — 
nds, ic, not specially pro- 
MMs ceetattec. sas crtccemase al 1,948.68 
Ethe 
is Diathan hincens tlaneig hatliinscenel Mapes 76. 40 
eile ith nddiealemaes 2, 264. 49 
Oe linder, crown, and common window glass, 
un : 
Above 10 by l5and not above 16 by 24 inches. 192, 174. 04 
Above 16 by 24and not above 24 by 30 inches. 215, 566.36 
Above & by and not above 24 by % inches. 77, 506. 04 
Above 24 by 36 inches ...................-..- 201, 006. 63 
100 glass. fiuted, rolied, etc., above 24 by 30 
and not above 24 by 60 inches................ 1, 096. 16 
104 | Cylinder and crown glass, when ground, 
OOD <vcccnvdeicidinced Aston seandeduah ceded 23, 895. 43 
149 | Cutlery: 
Penknives or pocketknives, valued at 
more than 50 cents per dozen and not 
exceeding $1 per dozen. .................. 204, 765. 38 
Bee FE SINE . Scene osnc0s b cande conahhaneevinenbened 7, 565. 70 
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Statement, by groups, of the articles paying over 100 per cent, etc.—Continued. 









Para- 








Ad D , 
= - Article. rath | Det "aol 
Senate. rate. year 1896. 
180 | Lead, in pigs and bars pei 
, np an + CHOCO © CO lee O88 SS88 One . 1,3 6. 
Tobaceo: $001, 816. 67 
210 Leaf, not stemmed. ............... 2 vasa dont 124.29 | 6,287,138. 4) 
211 NOE 5 occ ndninnddsnenasts>ehanis 1065.14 622,881.23 
212 A DR chavo 22. 23, 982. 40 
All other manufactures of -. 238.11 124, 368. 21 
213 = ENED SE RE ERIE 110.80 9, 482. 39 
214 gare and cheroots.......... 112.60 | 2,279,710.51 
ET dndcvdad 6ochogdpeepsbucdinsuuegin 138. 62 57. 054. 94 
OTS Ame TOMTOR. . o. ..~ cana sdoses necucnensoonet 814. 20 431.82 
Ef I, MINE nnd dnc cvvsincippankhe oedecanbaed 100. 24 628, 732. 93 
283 A II ss csun ak dininisniel cicsusds 114.23 1,379. 92 
288 | Spirits, distilled: 
From Mi. scdtavteatin beth Was Uieaih naie ovevel 216.27 | 1,522, 213.76 
From other materials__..-....... -| 346.02 185, 956. 89 
290 Compounds or preparations. -.. - 1,206.34 59, 047.17 
291 Oordials, liqueurs, arracks, etc... 112.95 385, 143. 80 
| 28 gk, ee ts, 8 ee 22.72 28. 895. 62 
226 | Wine made of other materials -............... 131.98 10, 081. 58 
Woolens: 
360 Garnetted and carded wastes.............. 192. 86 438.30 
OD ci-scton bake pobasheuctoh ivennsthonn 217.39 1, 930. 95 
Noils; carbonized .......... .....-.-.-20.---- 108. 02 1, 706. 85 
MD boca ovkcensieed 102.09 ree, 
OT ee ae tees Hee | 67,603 
. » ani ps - --* , 683. 40 
864 Clothes vebnell ds ust mare than ib anbhe 
a p Seehcennh wehbe dips teeerabteh' 128.23 | 1,490,378. 98 
wewientw he] Mel oo 
al over 50 cents per pound.......... i , 657.90 
865 Blankets— veo 
ate than’ yardehs at 
os not more 50 cents per pound...| 125.95 1, 164.00 
Valued at more that #0 cents per 
Ns oti cua auiialie seiek sapelile cmd scaie 119.4 1, 470. 34 
eighing over 4 ounces per square 
yard, over 50 per 
ae ddane obuiinnd phakne Ghassan bak tken 102. 81 50, 758. 50 
868 Shawls, woolen or worsted, valued at not 
over E63 scdek hbniatbeee 171. 2,055. 20 
B64 Knit fabrics— 
Valued at not over 40 cents per 
IN in oi cetuchnindicns dhedbaumnes siti a 111,301.75 
Valued at above 4cents per pound...) 117.75 , 940. 27 
Bes of wool 
Valued at not moré than 30 cents per 
WIE; .-. ds bi onts's inated dnakty 121.51 
Valued at more than 30 and not more 
than 40 cents per pound.............. 179. 10 
Valued at more 40 cents per 
denne caguienigieibeenintschhianel 60, 151.13 
Felts— 
Valued at not more than 30 cents per 
SN rons cn chabil Wanksaiiaaces unease 2, 268.00 
Valued at more than 30 and not more 
span coun pee pene co ait soba! 155. 40 
Valued at more 40 cents per es op 
BAL Plushes, valued at not more than 50 cents a“ 
898 | Pulp, paper, and books, cards, playing.......- 2,043.17 
TR is csc ina pbpiiecasdedbUeledaccacuss 15, 602, 764. 06 
Thirty-two paragraphs, 52 articles. 


SMALL AMOUNTS OF DUTY COLLBOTED. 


Btatement of the articles and the amount of duty collected thereon Gutee Oe fiscal year ended June 


the rates of duty under the presen: 





a compounds of pyroxylin..............-.-. 
er——- ; 


eee 


22 ££ 38h shee 


1 i , : ‘ 
Sidenote and $200, or less ws 









































Duty collected fiscal year 1896. 
Amounts of— 





Article. Over $100 | Over $150 


OO orless.| and not | and not 
over $150. | over $200. 

Earths, earthenware, glassware—Continued. 

oped vials, hint Ged lime—Continued. | 








ang mare than | pint and not less than one- |............|...-..-.-..-- $164. 25 | 
Holding Peas than one-fourth pint.................- | ae eee } 
Green on © colored: | 
not more than 1 pint and not less than aD, cceudlaubene | 
one fourth pint. 
Holding ! less than one-fourth pint... etGnnda deyeos SE inched asccantouesee .occes 
nic which specific duty would be less than 40 per cent.|_........... $128. 14 FS hhonWennes | 
99 linder and crown glass, polished: 
wiehe ere Be — Libdiballdanebpeccesos aide coset ces Se Joweeee eens 
= wate te ga.it |-........... TR 
Above 16 by ond not TE So cusknsnvedonsigudbhedioes shh 164. 28 | 
101 Plate uted. S 
above 2%4 i by 00 inches died caeiaccewernenadustals ashes cescne}ten tive descee 174.30 | 
we Plate glass, cast, polished, silvered— 
Not exceeding 16 by 2 inches. one en neee| enon nase] cnneee coon | 198.78 
Above 24 b: and not above 24 by 60 inches.......... WEE Bais inne a Rhine anenwnetnses 
con ol oucinn ci nee tunGsnwantatscocch vceece Se Si itll 154. 74 
4 Cylinder, crown, etc., when bent, ground, obscured, ete.— 
, Above 24 by 30 and not above % by 36 inches. ..!.__-... TUE Bi cncae ticesct ivevoes ecsced 
Plate glass, on, polished, silvered, when bent, ground, | | 
Not exceeding 16 by 24 inches. ...................-.----- 4 =) ah diniddimos Jnncccsscctes 
ES ila etin indeed GE inden ecatan Rs | 
- Motgiecent manstactares of; 
Tron and steel, and manufactures of— 
18 Boiler or other plate iron or steel (except enw pistes), 
eer =. 10 wire gauge. shea: or un- 
iron or steel, sheared or rolled 
in ~ orb yr; 804 )— 
peores (ack of, IE, hia. nei edicts pusBas capedeces 168. 11 
alued above 1; cents and not above 4 cents per |_...........|. 158. 62 
m of specially py or fo! iron and steel com- |_........... 182. 90 
not speciall provided for. 
123 Sheets of as ST cammnan or winek. jadeting 
* iron or steel riot common or 
iron or steel, and skelp iron or ty = at 3 
cents per pound or less, galvanized, or coated with 
= paper, or other metals or alloy thereof (act 
Thinner than No. 20 and not thinner that No. 2% SE ae dik as cacwudcionnn 
wire gauge. 
a No. 25 wire gauge...................- 8 Ee ES 
129 Sheets and Resco of iron or steel, not otherwise pro- |............ Gh aciddanpiat 
vided for what are commercially known 
as tin plates, 4 tes, and rs tin), Y pickled 
= acer t — or by any r material or 
process, or smoothed, not polished (act 
of 1894), thinner hen ‘No. 10 and not thinner than 
No. 20 wire gauge 
wi Sheets =. saw plates of steel, not specially 
for— 
Vi above 13 cents and not above 16 cents per {......_..... BD Vise itnatnisnsbie 
140 Hammersand sled epee (blacksmiths’), track tools, wedges, I itis perdcdslacocecntodes 
and crowbars, of iron or steel. 
143 of every description. cilia eT cules 
% Mellow wise contea glazed, = taaed.. 2 Ce Bea anton 
EEE cacitin’ nents canhcadectonecedh<op ences SE iccahehsilcirencestsen 
159 Of wrought iron or steel. .....................-.....- et 
and washers of wrought iron.....................-..-} 0.2.2.0... |, RA 
SS ESET Te a Nisin mania 
163 oe ae lah d dn ccasdeswarceseocsccnsio ee 
i Saws— 
; Mi saw EL Mtsdisintnkiecdadnere cueseecaceiseseces td IS ea 
- setae tina 
Screws, commonly called w screws— 
One-half less in le papa Nk eli Ze teen ah coh 
and not over 1 inch... spose edulbenities ie detnesnlseednnep id 
not over 2 inches. ...................... ae 
usd sheaseNebaatoocqoukhSbescéaceee 3.69 wee paphedpacestt 
Bbesbe neteistberdcmacccss cos ccctse hi eninwal inartanadnde 
e<< ie A Pethe Rabacne donne 153. 60 
metal. of which copper is the com- Ta tha ag Desed aod anced 
of chief value, a not composed 
part of iron ungalv 
RMR dibsckaa sen. <cne Rs. accion 3.7 Rcandatessba~ps 
or ship’s,and parts thereof........___. ec. 
Mee dh we deals basect ovtece iis Ldcalad cose 
DCL De bos 4 ss cede teense 12.3 ee 
eee i cleckee tl termi enibes 
Ase cBee 5 Udine Suiueccescwevess ooccecosases 57.44 |. See isn angdenk 
eb enee is eo. sca scdencteduladiooeeoons > ft | ae 
i dian ee ond ico “eee we ee ee eee -eeeee “eee eee 58.30 eee ee meee le mew ee ew eee 
than in cartons, paper, etc................---- ins dateb hindi akoebe 
Se 62. 
AE cc iaiaeidltil Asenac.achera ioattsasteliscentipiamans See MONE Boao ceonse 


RRR eee ee ene em eee 





| 8 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Statement of the articles and the amount of duty collected thereon during the Sanat yearvended June 30, 





1896, ete.—Cc 








yntinued. 


Rates of duty under 


Pr 


1; cents per pound 


| 40 cents per gross 


1; cents per pound 
40 cents per gross 


} cent per pound ...... 


2) cents per square foot 


cent per square foot.. 
! cent per square foot 


35 cents per square foot 


6cents per square foot 


.| 233 cents per square foot 


38 cents per square ar 


2cents per pound and 10 | 


per cent. 


6 cents per square foot 
and 10 per cent. 
20 per cent. -.. 


cent per pound ....... 
per cent. ........ 


14 cents per pound 


lyf, cents per pound 


ie i, cents per pound 


cent per pound 


2 cents per pound 


1, cents per pound 


fy cent per pound . .. 
2 cents per pound 
>») per cent... 
25 per cent. .. 
..do 
..do 
do 


idle een tes 
10 cents per lin. ft 
8 cents per lin. ft 


10 cents per pound . 

7 cents per pound 

5 cents per pound ae 
3 cents per pound ..... 


10 cents per pound 
40 per cent 
20 per cent 





.| 2 per cent 


7 cents per pound 
10 per cent 
35 per cent 


20 per cent. 
do .... aeiad 
‘cent per pound bnoall ‘ 
20 per cent : 
l cent per pound . 


-| 2 per cent 


ie = per pound . 


esent hw 
| 


ED 
Senate rates. 


rr 


-| 1} cents per pound. 


| 45 cents per groas. 


1} cents per pound. 


45 cents per gross. 


icent per pound, 


20 cents per square foot. 


} cent per square foot. 
1} cents per square foot. 


| 35 cents per square foot. 


lL cents per square foot. 
25 cents per square foot. 
| cents per square foot. 


2} cents per pound and 10 

} per cent. 

| 

ll cents per square foot 
and 10 per cent. 

20 per cent. 


| yy cent per pound, 
i cent per pound. 


% per cent. 


| 


l eent per pound. 


| 14%) cents per pound, 
23 cent per pound. 


.-| 25 cents per pound, 


| 1} eents per pound. 


| wy cent per pound. 
cents per pound. 
* cent per pound, 
l cent per pound. 
Do. 
Do. 


.| 2 cents per pound. 


25 per cent. 
10 cents per lin. ft. 
8 cents per lin. ft. 


12 cents per pound. 
8+ cents per pound. 


.| 6 cents per pound, 


4 cents per pound. 


5 cents per pound. 
5 cents per package, 
2 cents per pound. 


25 per cent. 
5 cents per pound. 
40 per cent. 


| 45 per cent 


Do 


15 cents per bushel. 
2) cents per bushel. 
: cent per pound 
0 cents per bushel. 
| Leent per pound. 
| 30 per cent 


i cent per pound. 
| i cent per pound. 
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Statement of the articles and the amount of duty collected thereon during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1396, etc.—Continned. 
Duty collected fiscal year 1896. 
Amounts of— 

























Rates of duty under— 


Article. Over $100 | Over $150 


00 or less.| and not || and not Present law. Sena 
over $130. | over $200. . — 


Agricultural products and provisions—Continued. 





Fruit and ou leent 
261 Rated, Bred, Gamloented, O00 ..2000c0.cenccceccvccccccscs). | GURBD isc dcsccsadisgecswncssce 20 per cent ............... Do _. 
265 BD DHE ncn cc cvcscncsnonsesecanasaqecesonevecesen, “aD Reneneoccsunbaonscbmaen a CN po. 
apalis dithinliniandtannnmtive wasiesitiacides wicairiill. ~ . ~ <ni tad a nha Eas, othueh aaa ° ncstondunetntd \ 
me Cee AE oll, cacucteaesaddendebeedadlededesminhbeonentieel aia oaama deste lcent per pound......... x = and. 
Sinithin dlkauhertcnibuetseniepgubeediidiesvcesseanbeesenaival |): SE pees ieiasdabeaaiie Adee cent per pound......... cen’ 
: Cotton manufactures: ™ _ 
308 Not exceeding 30 threads to the square inch, counting 
the warp and a: 
Not oo of fant}. colored, stained, painted, or | $20.66 |............}......-c.eel lcent per square yard..| 1 cent per square yard. 
B04 i ~~ "not exceeding 100 threads to the 
“Kot the aap and filling— 
ot ae ned, dy colored, stained, painted, or 
exceeding 6 ieee yardstothe pound.....;. 8.02 |..... Geecceclowsecs occsee lp cents uare cents per square yar< 
"tees 6 and not oxceeding 9 square yards. aardibinich onan REE, Basncenveeas euteberetume i cents por square as 


Hescting Dee not es 150 threads to the 
“Wot bleached, dyed, colored: stained, pai 

ee yaeetbell ae: cclored’ chained, painted, or 

ag 4 tok eohenmeting Sequane yards vapentémeecd WS bnevcccscavs 2 cents per square yard.| 2 cents per square yard. 

ies, Sang) Ee See Separates at: 

“ste or Tampico fiber, tata, saa Zealand hemp, 


fiber, or 
(act of 1804)— _—o 
Cables and cordage— 
tig TT nr enemaneierrn serge —encenn) .; ” ARTE sepetbennwenstpacnensenie 10 per cent...............| 2 cents per pound. 
412 Gunpowder and all augetive a used for min- 
artillery, or ng 
‘alged af 80 conte or losa pe a mevhetwccwceshesccosh. | SED lensqupaitaatienbesdobines 5 cents pound.......| 4cents pound, 
418| Gun wads, of all ee eee oe ee gat cere 20 per Aa» @ 
420 — cuitabie beds or matireswes .2020000.....) @B8.80 |.-.....0... [on RD carcscwommas enepuced ee conn. 
Ladies’ or children’s “‘ glace’ finish— 
Wot over it inches in emg, lined $2 per dosen. $2.75 per 4 
a et in length wniined oon ate 
6, or oipee oy of sheep origin— 
ot over 14 inches in length, lined..........-.-| 44 |...-...---..}.-..--20..- 75 per dozen.........-. dozen. 
Over 14 and not over 17 inches in length, lined. ald SI fect crnenuitie per dozen. ............ per dozen, 
hae IE EE boc cncce socdioontentonnil per dozen............. per dozen, 
dcink cesses sacendl.:.”: AREA Recmeotladsodiadstin ansinelntaae BD wsceds daub Weenese Do. 
Le ceethuhe teeth ainiks bore cacenene cocese GD.0O |. ncccoceccccfocve cove suou}oe ss O woss ces. <s0+-- senses Qu per Gone. 
eda erie amtoatie TRF |. ncn sssSancttnicveng jutaeet Oe GOR een mini 2% cent. 
Eee bo a eee Maden ee 





This stat. nent exhibits the amount of duty collected—in amounts from 44 cents to $193.73—on the 55 paragraphs and Warticles enumerated, on which 
the total duty collected amounted to $5,749 40.21, or an average of $63.88. 


INCREASED RATES OVER ACT OF 1800. 
Statement of articles on which the rates of duty have been increased over those of the act of October 1, 1890. 






Para- Rates of duty under— . 
graph Article. 
Gentel Act of October 1, 1890. | House bill (H. R. 379). Senate amendments. 
1] Acids: ; 
TN. dinsiecsmonsepireningtinditchngiiens sdeuengnecennmuaantin «~--| Free .......-+-+--++------| 4 conts per pound ......./ 2% per cent. 
NEED <s<stis peduveyacsenodemnnnal Se nubvasapempecceseceran sadmsapaunilpbeesd $00 ncccancnsinsves once se auiie pee pound ...... 
All other, not specially providall tor  wegnionsensses cnt commausuphiienlnbsie BD ang pases tgpencoces 25 per compas wgeitentes 
2} Alcoholic perfumery, inclu cologne water and other toilet waters Ope sullen ent B yer i ents pet pound and ee, mt and 
Compounds, alcoholic, n. 8. Pp. & cdccas cove cnncnnsocsnecosnce ecsecsneneee ope gallon and 25 per ewe EY woewe Sees ee ecen eee Bo. 
DIT TONNE 00 cin etendantslbdinnoe eduiniouensabetenegeus eoccnantiil gran, Pett itetmeneegatl ee 
il Oe, SIN inn cunae-cinteipebetoominnehed utpebtnndshnansetil sssee| &cents per pound.......| 4cents per pean ae § conte per pound. 
12 preparations, all other, n. 8. p. f... ~~~... 220. --nnee-neccececesces| 20 POP CONG. 2... 12 ceeene 10 ants pr iid Gent 
fusel oil or amy Bis SIRE iccien o.cdne cnocesncecencocsencoeanaiiendh aa siahaenaanne uals Ber pou 
or amy. per + eres 
OP Grde or or unmanufac’“vred, ete...... qu wectpDorssseapenesenomtti Free..... sirepeenecewuuibind per pound........... pound. 
morphine, . “......-. esas yousen wosces cowvancccceneeveustl; cents ounce....... osevews 
bl res Se Daecice sneha mateasenenee ssekemainal 2 per gallon and @ Bm pi and and 62 per 
56 
SE Ee EES CEES CESSES CSS FOES EEE CEOS HHO EEE SORE Eee 25 cont ....... seeccee oor 30 iis ae ee i BO cent. 
pas iol ec... ee Oe © SR Oe HE Re OOS Oe eH eRe Oe ewe = eet Cee eee eee eee ——-«! eer geernee 23 
60 haenensotstenceedonssesmanenaaaesene Ls aansine Fr og & cents per pound... 
64 which alcohol is a a pound......- Seer = Sect 
Lddthaiedinpe bbe uniemeitial pibiaipiininiseonaecsnsenmuasinal F100 nog neta cents 
cade etlinbhbegshecetostnnccthgintasawes snoustecemimnbneinty So pound. ---.2--- cent 
Cer te woccee ss yes prend = 





a As Mes. 





3 








& §& $s » | bey 








li 


for use 
ete., 


fl 


im laboratory, n. s. p. 
e 16 by 24 inches and 


h 








| 45 per cent 


not above 24 by 3) | 8 cents per square foot 


5 cents per square foot 
| 8 cents per square foot. -| 


ova ----+-+-eee+---++------| 6 conts per square foot 


| 10 cents per square foot.| 


Blobeneeding 10 by 24 mee neem ett enee 

Above 16 by 24 and not above 24 by 90 inches. -_.............-....---- 
Plate eum. polished, silvered: 

16 by inches... ....... ._.. 

Above 16 by % and not above 24 by ® inches---...........-......... 
Crtigter ant . silvered: 

Above 18 by #4 and not above 24 by 30 inches..---- =... 

and crown glass, polished, silvered, when ground, obscured, | 


Above 16 by 24 and not above 24 by 30 inches 
Plate 
Not exceeding 16 by 24 inches ............................. 
Above 16 by 24 and not above 24 by 30 inch 


e.ate.: 
or 


shears and for the same, finished 
at not more than ¥ cents per dozen. _.._.. 


Mica... 


Watch cases, movements, etc... 
Jewels for use in the manufacture of watches or clocks 


--e+<eee 


Sueputactaves of cotton not specialty provided for 


we eee ~ ee we wee oe ene = ere ne cee ew ece 


or unfinished: — 


Valued at more than 3 cents and not more than §1.75 per dozen 


A ee ee wee we eee eee eee wee eee wee nee meee 
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a EES ae? | $3 per ton 
| 60 per cent 


12 cents per square foot 
8 cents per square foot 
12 cents per square foot 


9 cents per square foot 
18 cents per square foot 


edd 6 cents per square foot | Peents per square foot 


..-.-| 10 cents per square foot_| 13 cents per square foot 


a a Vaivered, wien ground, obscured, 


ee ee eee 





Sugar No. 16 Dutch standard on which export bounty is paid__| {, cent nd 
eens aR ‘ had 3 — aati dis “a 





icc css nynd.as <a. cisdeccs-soseecacs-- 





6 cents 
and 


per cent. } 


} } 
square foot | Scents per square foot 


and 10 per cent. 


10 cents per square foot | 15 cents per square foot 


and 10 per cent. 


| 


6 cents per square foot 
and 10 per cent. 

10 cents per square foot | 
and 1) per cent. 


| 
| 
} 
| 


_—  — square foot 

and 10 per cent. 

8 cents per square foot 
and 10 per cent. 


ll cents per cubic foot 
40 per cent...... ie 
' 
| 


TE ncn odcives osecapedigdbncsee se pd Soinait Te SO Cra 
Pee pw aren manne o-oo enn enw en gana n------- - 222+ oon ne oe Gi per eo 
a oo ieenreannlil 
Shand met above €l’...................----acecc-xc-|--...40--.-.-------0------ 
eet Tg 
Testing above 87° and not above 8° __.............................-.-]..-.------+------- Lia aictircigll | 


fe cent per pound... .. 


cent per pound 
per cent 


i per cent...............} 
2 cents per pound 


“0 


| 9eents per square foot 


| 4 per cent. .... 


Sinib Sunes WwreesSocveecocesscessisummenmnanasceenh, SD Pie 5 


saonet 80 


oe 
RE tlie ait eal ainiiais nbn<nawsuanintedibeis $11.20 per ton 


8) | Bempand jute carpets... enn ne eeee-- ee] SOONtS Per 


and 10 per cent. 


and 10 per cent. 
13 cents per square foot 
and 10 per cent. 


8 cents per square foot 
and 10 per cent. 

12 cents per square foot | 
and 10 per cent. 


do 


ewececcccoweces=- | SO per cent. ............- 
Saaten een wen on wewe on nnn s oo ne cece nnn n oo ene ene e eens cone cn eeee | 25 per cent. ..............|..-.. do 
Patni abies ito 2m ° oe stckingdnddcenathining;dllaesstesnaccesccas do 


10 cents per cubic foot 
40 per cent. ...... 
WW per cent 


50 cents per dozen and 

15 per cent. 

cents per dozen and 

15 per cent. 

75 cents per dozen and 
20 per cent. 

6 cents per pound and 
10 por cent. 


2 cents per pound, etc. 
| 40 per cent... hiibahailinges 
do at creel Mitac 
titel eestitanaeenamiatiis 
OO See 
2) per cent a 


$1.59 per M alpine eaiaal 
#0 cents per M ........ 
Free - 


3 cents per gallon 
6 cents per galion....... 


leent per pound, and for | 
every additional de- 
gree zip cont per 
pound. 


| 14 cents per pound 


$2 per pound and 15 per 
cent. 


| 30 per cent 


$1.50 per ton 

3 per cent 

2 cents per pound 

% cents per gallon 

} cent per pound 
cent per pound 

“) per cent 

2 cents per pound 

6 cents per cubic foot 

25 per cent 

3 cents per pound and 
20 per cent. 

ib conts per pound ...... 
ree 


18 cents per dozen. .-_.... 

Estimated 30 per cent 

40 per cent os “ 

Not carded, 1 cent per 
pound; carded, 1}; | 
cents per pound. 


square yard | 12 cents per square yard 


and 40 per cent. 


of icles on which the rates of duty have been increased over those of the act of October 1, 1990-—-Continued. 
Rates of duty under 
ae aes 
Act of October 1, 1890. House bill (H. R. 379). Senate amendments. 
Asphaltum and bitumen: 
in cucenesinpenewnaseoaqeenconsnect’ MED owcccenccncccece scene $1.50 per ton -....... $1.58 per ton 
or advanced do 


$3 per ton 
®) per cent 
10 cents per square foot. 


8 cents per square foot. 
10 cents per square foot. 


11 cents per square foot. 
13 cents per square foot. 


li cents per square foot. 
13 cents per square foot. 


Ll cents per square foot 
and 10 per cent 

13 cents per square foot 
and 10 per cent. 


11 cents per square foot 
and J0 per cent. 

18 cents per square foot 
and 10 per cent 


8 cents per square foot 
and 10 per cent. 

10 cents per square foot 
and 10 per cent. 


; 45 per cent. 


Do 


| 50 per cent. 


Do 
Do. 


14 cents per cubic foot. 
™ per cent. 
20 per cent 


15 cents per dozen and 15 
per cent 

WO cente per dozen and 15 
per cent. 

75 cents per dozen and 25 
per cent 

5 cents per pound. 


40 per cent. 
Do 
Do. 
Do 
10 per cent. 
2) per cent. 
$1.50 per M 
25 eents per M 
4 cents per gallon; 
cents per gallon. 
4 cents per gallon 


8 


8 cents per gallon. 


| yy cent per pound, and 


for each degree above 
vey Cent per pound and 
5 per cent ad valorem 


| 75 per cent 


lyfe cents per pound and 
% per cent 


4 cents per pound 

1} cents per pound 

$l per pound and 10 per 
cent 

3) per cent 

$1.50 per ton 

% per cont 


| 2 cents per pound. 


20 cents per gallon. 
+ cent per pound. 
| cent per pound. 
2 cents per pound 
do 


6 cents per cubic foot. 

2 per cent 

5 cents per pound and 10 
per cent. 

2 cen.s per pound 

10 cents per pound. 

18 cents per dozen. 


| Estimated 30 per cent. 
| 46 per cent. 


$8 per ton 


10 cents per square yard 
and % per cent. 






















1260 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. May 26, 
Statement of articles on which the rates of duty have been increased over those of the act of October 1, 1890—Continued. 
ie , Rates of duty under— 
graph ag 
Benate. Act of October 1, 1890. | House bill (H. R. 879). | Senate amendments, 
sa ae 5 a 
1 fac f ble fibe t flax, hemp, and ramie| 40 per cent. ..............| 40 per eent............... 
oie Grunny bags and fqamny ie. old poe x ie a * I, somevindt a  saihehieet eden ile 10 ber cont ssthesnaliile agp urinals eee —_ 
875 | Carpets, treble ingrain, 3-ply, ete.... .....--.-- -----40---00 -nenenneneneee cepte per squase vere & conte per square yard 
876 | Carpets, wool Dutch and 2-ply ingrain.........-.....-----------+000-++ Lad 2 ay ios el yard 
$98 | Cards, playing ........-..~-..-----00e00--0 enneee en enee ec nnee an-seeeeeeeeee| 50 conte per pack........ a0 cents Pet pack and 2 
f ONE ire cqevinseneccase veces cance vasonennee coun NC sdiesienansnied GEE eich den pad t 
= —- i wnenked gh whewon Cred Bnevse occeedcccecn conenvbecul nb abeeuubenedsasianalnsccanniad 7 ~ 
Beads, beaded or jet trimmings, etc. ...... ....-----.-.-.---.----0+---+--| 36 per cent...............| 50 per cent........... ..- 60 per cent. 
401 | Braids, plaits, laces, willow sheets, etc................ ..-..+ ---.-.-+- a PA coon pageiavilh Et ictandssddieual 15 per 
SS © RA OOD indhclss suuhsidmnd 6d cannestt dcecsébscncoccosncée otbpekeganennnaniel GBs cocnc svecedegancouel a aanasanindhnendunel 75 cents per ton 
EDF Sabine tien occ ncéndstindidivedunteenceuneantepviwnccces pecssnscsincegeuen 15 cents per pound ...... i per pound; 
415 Feathers end downs, crude: “ i az, 
Cc sce teteceeoaesee 6 cesses coves --} 40 Per CONL. ..--«. ..------| 40 DOP CODD. «nnn ne en ee nnne . 
TT sncntsntiiuibinns ieegdnndbohoussrcseedves esuwnanadenceciosscestalanin = aoa. sip inhiap aang Sgn vont deicnsbsbadsausaetoas —_ 
ERO END BON NID iin isn gnc cag wocccceone cece ccccunsbenceinnucinds Mme wensse otacenanesen sls bat hanives sackbcnmtienl Do. 
421 | Haircloth, known as crinoline cloth ......... ....--..--..-- --<.<---0-+0+- 10 cents per square yard, 
GF FEE 0 iniekccnenektetenaeh nae phage chsh anas cece seas cocaine sqcigucesnccsce] GET EEN care uscchsdecsk I DEN hep so abbene 60 per cent. 
425 | Precicus stones and imitations of, set, not specially provided for......| 26 per cent...............| 30 per cent........-...... 60 per cent. 
BED, GOD niianccioccey nintey anh abec ties aden cutwes occebocestcncatese niasgolien st catcchaceetsocce endl ane wetbesbeiaganioeebel Do. 
on pace ef entte, CR TIE, BOB vivid di tnne ccnces cavicaccncidnaeieess: PEMD acpictabehscccnsaceen .-| 1¢ cents per pound. 
nt en sw cnencmenscsnrenreninn st SPENT GMI cdesensscckeesl SF MMIII nettle che 20 per cent. 
Sie PE SE RETEEI BOD anc ccc concn a cccenncenenceccslen ge endege weeascoozescnsingi ede chenseéccisotabeuhes Do. 
437 LINN Ts on cnuecs teen seer bqceee cheese cece cece coccceswescesy Be EN WEB: doscsececsdwesl GE PEE GER céenstnbeteunte 50 per cent. 
Sper ils ile ie dhl wbninaiish ceag savecsat é6necond banidhiipadetddns shes qahheedetasetaph sie namaeiing anata Do. 
“42 usi 
I IIIT) er comb. neeeneeneens 45 per cent. 
450 | Umbrellas, etc., covered with other material than silk, wool, etc......| 45 per cent...............| 4 per cent*.............. 50 per cent. 
Sticks for umbrellas, parasols, or sunshades...........................-| 85 per cent. ..........-.--|-----dO.. 2.2 ccce coeneeneee 40 per cent. 
* Estimated. 
The above indicates certai In Schedul , J, K, L, M, N, 
enon above iene os a hn, ins in Oa ules LJ} i. et 8. owins to the soiten! 3 modifications in classification, it is impossible to define 
Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from California state the | extraordinary one. The House bill puts ay = this article 
enw, for these tables? at 4 cents per pound. The Ag a duty of 5 cents 
Mr. WHITE. They are made by the expert employed by the | per pound = it, and the Pme nem, w sien the duty 3 cents 
minoritycommittee. Mr. Evans, who, I believe, pre the state- ee und. If attention is to a subsequent paragraph in 
ment used here two years ago, prepared these tables. They are , it will be seen that there is no sort of proportion be- 
made yee same gentleman who sone the tables before. tween the duty w boracic acid and upon , boracic acid 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The ng of the bill will be pro- Sata sueemaan the principal tof borax. It will be 
ceeded with. seen by reference to line 23, paragraph 10, page 8, that the words 
or bora 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before leaving the question of the 
tables, I should like to call the attention of the Senator from 


Rhode Island to the fact that the tables which he submitted to the 


Senate yesterday, and which were not read to the Senate, but which | ing 


we h to find in the Recorp this morning, are not printed. I 
should like to know from the Senator when those tables are likely 
to be printed? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They will be to-morrow morning. 
They should have been printed this morning, but I was unable 
last evening to get time to look over the manuscript the second 


Mr. WHITE. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill whether he has prepared any estimate of the average ad valo- 
rem of the entire bill? ° 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not. That is almost an impossible 
thing to do. 

Mr. WHITE. Can the Senator state the number of amend- 
ments which have been proposed by the Senate committee? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I can not. 

The es the bill was continued. The next amendment 
was, under ‘‘Schedule A.—Chemicals, oils, and paints,” on page 
1, line 11, after the words “acetic or pyroligneous acid,” to 

out “and boracic acid, 3 cents per pound” and insert: 

exceeding the s ic vity of 1.047, three-fourths of 1 cent 
pa axoseding the rake Semis of 1.047, 2 cents per pound. eat 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 2, line 1, after the words 
* boracic acid,” to strike out ‘*‘ wholly or partly dehydrated, four” 
and insert ‘‘ five;” soas to read: 

Boracic acid, 5 cents per pound. 


Mr. VEST. I should like to make a motion in regard to that 
particular part of the paragraph. I move to strike out “five” 
and to insert ‘‘ three” in line 1, page 2. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘Theamendment of the Senator from 
Missouri to the amendment of the committee will be stated. 
—e eee It is a °—— the a 

e », page , by striking out the word “five” and inserting 
word ‘‘three;” so as to read: 

Boracic acid, 3 cents per pound. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I wish to call attention to the 
amendment submitted by the committee, which I consider a very 


d; refined borax, 8 cents - meen rhs 
pound; re , 3 cen are out. at 
aio a those words the follow- 
are inserted by 
10. Borax, 5 cents per pound— 
Whether crude or refined— 
srt ine seein ie Neate etch er eer! 
borates lime or soda. or ather borate material not other wise Ovi 
> aalncedmetins gree! 4 in ian et tastes 
-I have in my hand an authoritative statement by the great Pa- 
cific Borax Company, which was sent to us in 1894, and it has been 
repeated since. The statement madein that paper is as follows: 
Boracic acid is found in the of Tuscany, Italy, and it isa 
ns in that e article has 


borax. 
the base or valuable element in the manufact f 
brea Peo a tr gt tec trent Brahe ne 1 


it will be seen that after allowing refined by th 
addition of soda and water of crystallisation. Piak . 
as 


for, 
nd} 

ed for, 
8 cents per 


expense of which is light, 
the 
duty as it now stands on boracic acid is not equivalent to the duty on re- 
We have in the present bill the anomaly of 5 cents duty on bo- 
racic acid and 5 cents duty on refined borax, when 1 crea of 
boracic acid is equivalent to 3 pounds of refined borax. This is 
an enormous tax, viewed in any This statement, which 
seems to have been y and artistically prepared, 
gives the uses of borax. It entersinto almost all the different pur- 
poses of life. : 
Borax— 
Says this article— 


cleanser 


4 
i 


a ig ad bacteria, Soe, Soret, 

useful in the arts, oak wines 

is an antiseptic—the very best substance to arrest decay fn 

ensnt ts © Sux tor ofl sctale-ften, geld, efiver, ete., enabling them to 
mee 


cer 5 9 aoee in potteries, glass factories, and by enamelers for 
we Boras is an valuable for the toilet; it softens and whitens the 


b 
‘ 
F 











1897. 


ee and prevents fire; can be employed for rendering 
me porax is a medicine, and now enters into many pharmaceutical prepara- 


Borax is s bleach, and is used in laundries for preventing clothes from 


— is used to enamel porcelain-coated iron, known as “granite ware.” 


Borax in solution, mixed with linseed oil, may be used for cheap painting. 
Borax in used as a mordant in calico printing and in dyeing, and asa su 
stitute for soap. 


I submit, Mr. President, that this is an enormous duty of 5 





cents a tipon boracic acid, when 1 pound of boracic 
acid will make 3 pounds of refined borax. I do not know why 
our friends other side have come to the conclusion that 


cents a pound and which scems to me to meet all the purposes of 
protection and revenue, should now be increased to 5 cents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The rates in this ye and in paragraph 
10 were imposed for the protection of the producers of borax in 
Nevada and California, where the native deposits are found. 
The statement made by the representative of these producers to 
the House committee shows an enormous increase of importation 
since the reduction of duties was made by the act of 1894, and 
shows, I think, conclusively that the relations between the rates, 
to say nothing about the rates themselves, suggested in these two 
—— are or It is a harmonious relation between the 

i t rates 


As to whether rates are too high or not, I am not able to say, 
e to repeat the opinion of the gentlemen who represented 
this edustry in the two States to which I have referred. They 
say that, under the peculiar conditions under which the industry 
is carried on there, rates pro by the Senate committee are 
absolutely necessary to protect the industry. Nearly one-half the 
borax consumed in the United States in the year 1896 was im- 

: and it does seem to me that, with these enormous deposits 
of native borax in these two States, that state of affairs should 
not be allowed to continue. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, in the hearings before 
the Ways and Means Committee of the House of resentatives 
there was a statement submitted Sener Manufacturing Chemists’ 
Association in which, speaking of borate of lime, they say: 


The rate proposed— 
That is, the rate they ted, which was not adopted by the 
House. iether Seommed * borate of lime, 1 cent per pound.” 


They say: 
ee faced by on in the United Sta 
oO e 
hs to have the monopoly of the — a _ 
Mr. ALDRICH. From what page is the Senator reading? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam reading from page 10 of the 


heeeings on Schedule A. 
Mr. RICH. Those are not the borax producers. 


the who import borax. _ 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That was the statement of the Man- 
Chemists’ Association, and that statement was made 
before the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Represent- 
atives. Ihave nodoubt they stated what they thought was correct. 
Borate of lime, borate of soda, borax, and boracic acid must all 


is less than the act of 1894 and that of 1890, the article 
or raw material prod 


Those are 


be together, as they are kindred products. 
Ihold coon eae the p of an English com ny which 
aie of facts which I think ought to be entitl to some 


at the hands of the Senate. This prospectus was 
issued on the 19th of June, 1896. It reads: - 
PROSPECTUS. 


list will be opened this day erates), 224 instant, and 
on or before Wednesday next, the 24th instant. 


The Pacific Borax and Red wood's Chemical Works, Limited. 


the Pacific Coast Borax Company, of San Francisco, and Red- 
wood & man f Co wall W Kennington 
pom So cheno! munca (in anak enterthbeumeeins 


The 
will be 


acts, 1862 to 1893.) 
Capital £510,000. 

ey into 20,000 6 por cent cumulative preference shares of £10 
op Ce > PEUREEDbe <didheudendnccdehe occece £200,000 
And ordinary shares of a. Ri aiiadibn Lanta Metbiitclnnts 310, 000 
510, 000 
idition to be issued £100,000 first- 5 per cent deben- 
pond ae ck, Chun ait ee eed vesting all 
of the company in the trustees, and con a 


assets of the company. 
drawings at 110 (extending over # period of bout 
the of an ecommnulntive annual sinking 
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balance, viz, 13,334 6 per cent cumulative preference shares of £10 each, and 


the whole of the debentures, payable as follows 
—— Deben- 
shares tures, 
On Sete Wintinadianil ahadbbie fae ae £2 £20 
On allotment........ ‘ ; 4 40 
One month after allotment ............ ee ; 4 40 


10 100 


Or the whole amount may be paid on allotment, ranking for dividend and 
interest from dates of payment. 

Trustees for the debenture holders.—The Indian and General Iavestment 
Trust, Limited, 308 Winches:er House, E. C 

Solicitors for the trustees.— Messrs. Sanderson, Holland, Adkin & Co., 4 
Queen Victoria street, E. C. 

Directors.—Sir Alexander Wiison, director of the Indian and General In- 
vestment Trust, Limited, chairman; Edward J. Halsey, esq., J. P., director 
City of Santos Improvements Company, Limited; W. T. Holmes, esq., di- 
rector (London board) Bank of New Zealand, Limited; F. M. Smith, esq., pres- 
ident Pacific Coast Borax Company, San Francisco, managing director in 
United States of America; R. C. Baker, esq., of Messrs. Redwood & Sons, 
Belvedere Mills, Kent, managing director in Europe. 

Bankers.— Messrs. Brown, Janson & Co., 2 Abchurch lane, E C 

Brokers.—Messrs. D. L. Thompson & Co.,7 Drapers’ Gardens and Stock 


change. 
Solicitors for the company.— Messrs. Parker, Garrett & Parker, St. Michaels’ 
Rectory, Cornhill, E. C. 
Secretary and registered offices (pro tempore) 


H. Evan Thomas, Dock 
House, Billiter street, E. C. 


Prospectus. 


This company has been formed to take over and carry on as going concerns 
as from April 1, 1806, the businesses of the Pacific Coast Borax Company, of 
San Francisco, Cal., and of Messrs. Redwood & Sons, chemical manulac 
turers, of Cornwall V/orks, Kennington Green, and Belvedere Mills, Belve- 
dere, Kent, and to acquire the lands and buildings in the United Stat»s and 
at Belvedere, Kent, the deposits of crude borax in California, Nevada, and 
Oregon, and the good will, stock in trade, engines, plant, machinery, tools, 
utensils, and trade-marks appertaining to both businesses. 

The properties to be acquired consist of: 

(1) The well-known deposit of crude borax (colemanite), situate at Daggett, 
San Bernardino One; Cal.; (2) deposits of crude borax in the southeast 
part of the State of California: (3) deposits of crude borax situate at Esme- 
ralda County, Nev.; (4) deposits of crude borax (priceite) situate at Curry 
omer, Oreg. The above-named properties comprise a total area of upward 
of 31,000 acres. (5) The land and factory at Alameda, on San Francisc» Pay, 
with modern plant and machinery for refining purposes. (6) The freehold 
works recently acquired by Messrs. Redwood & Sons for the extension of 
their business of chemical manufacturers, and known as Belvedere Millis, Bel- 


vedere, Kent. 
Mr. Thomas Price, the senior partner of the firm of expert chemists and 
assayers, Messrs. Thomas Price & Son, of San Francisco, has made a report 


on the Daggett deposits, which are those at present being worked, and 
which the report states as covering an area of 326.86 acres. [nit he states 
that “there can be no question but that this deposit of borate is positively 
unique among deposits of this nature,’ and that “there certainly seems to 
exist here an almost inexhaustible deposit of available calcium borate.” 

A print of the full text of Mr. Price's report (which is too lengthy to be 
embodied in this prospectus) can be obtained as mentioned below, and in- 
tending subscribers are urged to peruse it. It will be found to afford ample 
evidence, coupled with the accountant's report set out below, of the great 
value of the property to which it refers. 

The business of Redwood & Sons was founded by the late Dr. Redwood, 
Ph. D., F: L. C., F. C.8., etc., emeritus peer of chemistry to the Pharma- 
ceutical Society of Great Britain, and has shown increasing annua! profits 
from its commencement. It is intended to extend the manufacturing opera- 
tions at present carried on by this firm to the United States, where it is 
oy a large and profitable business in addition to that now existing can 

one. 

Various additional chemical manufactures are being undertaken, the de- 
tails of which it is not considered politic to disclose, but which should also 
increase the profits. 

The accounts of the American compan 
have been investigated by Messrs. Price, 
ing is a copy of their report: 


and of Messrs. Redwood & Sons 
aterhouse & Co., and the follow- 


I ask the Senate to pay especial attention to this in view of the 
statement made by the Senator from Rhode Island that it was 
n to protect these interests in order that these men may 
have a profitable industry. . This is the official report issued by a 
London company asking for subscribers and making the statement 
themselves as to the advantages of this investment: 


44 GRESHAM Street, E. C., May 20, 1396. 
To the directors of the Indian and General Investment Trust, Limited. 


GENTLEMEN: We have examined the booksand accounts of the Pacific Coast 
Borax Company, at San Francisco, for the three years ending August 31, 1805, 
and Messrs. Redwood & Sons, chemical manufacturers, Cornwall Works, 
Kennington Green, for the three years ending September 30, 1895, for the 
pu of ascertaining the profits earned. 

Pacific Coast Borax Company.—We find that this company has, in pre- 

their accounts, made no reserve for exhaustion of minerals, nor for 

tion of buildings, plant, or machinery, but we are informed that 

these have been aren out of revenue. Interest on borrowed 
money has not been charged. 

The sales have been conducted through the agency of Mr. Smith, the presi- 
dent, who, out of a commission on gross sal-s, pays the agency expenses at 
New York, me and San Franc and guarantees the sales. 

During the - ‘od under review the borate used at the Alameda refinery 
has been nearly all obtained from the tt mines, the other properties 
owned by the company in Nevada not having been worked. 

Redwood & Sons.—Full reserve has been made for depreciation of plant 
and machi , but no charge has been made for remuneration of managers 
or interest on 

Subject to the above remarks and taking the years as of even date, and in 
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the case of the American company converting the dollar at an exchange of 
$4.87 to £1 sterling, the combined profits as thus ascertained are as follows: 






























The prospectus then says: 


Laird & Adamson, brokers, of Liverpool, in their market report 


2. s&&ie = ber, 1895, state: 
Re TE kneves na cdentektitenteneddbditisnagninéinwencbiinccen tienen 89,200 7 1) *%F mber, ’ , 


Hoar 1908-94 ......---.0nnnenneenenennveeeeneevessceneeeneneeve conten 8] 036 19 1 “ CALIFORNIAN BORATES. 
ear nies pinkie, galt pei tee Negi r9 ¢ 

SM Me eee aid Pee teen ee ee “The material seems to meet with considerable demand from buyers, a1 
adie ates of borax made by the Pacific Coast Borax Company hay ae as pes Par to come into more general use, especially in the eo 
Year ending August 31, 1893...... wancnncnsnrnenanesnercncenceenennee -an= 7,488,542 | In this connection, for fear I shall forget it, I want to say that 
Fear Se A NL Leer 22222 2227222. FB Sas | it has been stated to me by men whom I understand to be reput.- 


ble men, business men, men who are engaged in refining borax in 
the city of New York, that the condition upon which this borax 


We are, gentlemen, your obedient servants, 
PRICE, WATERHOUSE & CO. 
Now, mark this: 


The fall in the profits in the year 1804-95 was owing to the reduction in the 
ce of borax by the American Company, United States of America, for the 
asons hereinafter mentioned. 


That reason, when it comes out, will be that they propose to 
control the American market and to drive out competitors. 


can refiners, they say they have no right to be in the business, 
that they propose to furnish refined borax to the United States’ 


that they want a mon of it, that they do not want any coin- 
ion, and when a bone goes abroad they do not Antend 


The vobumne af business, however, it willbe noted, shows:e substantial in it shall be brought back here. 

crease vious years. The prospectus hen . 

For the seven months to March 3 the sales of the American Compan ‘ goes on to say: 

ha “SOUTH AMERICAN BORATE OF LIME. 


* y 
ve been at the rate of about 11,000,000 pounds per annnm, in addition to 
which a considerable business has been done in boracic acid produced from 
the crude borax, and in borax compens ‘ 
It must be borne in mind, in estimating the future prospects of the com- 
RE, that it will have two distinct sources of profit, the one as owners of 
cP oes. See nee ane eenate «he se 
rax, boracic acid, and compounds, w © possession valuable trade- 
marks relating thereto 


“The increasing sh from California will, howe to ent 
sorve ss 4 check sa absorb consumnars sequirementer ond the fates 
market may depend considerably upon the competition from this quarter. 


‘BORAX, 


: “The, is increasing at a rapid rate in all parts of the world.” 
To check compention in borax in the United States of America and to oo naiitene a compony to the Deugett deposits and to tho 
larize the article, the American Company has largely reduced the selling price | ;®° at auch title in thin narra ae os any 
of bores qusing the t year of 80, submitting to © Semporary decreased vad ees taeiien, tine aad o> r. a ib 
ediate future. In the United Siahes ot hanedien theguic bas new been ee ee Snes Sean, wie mgente thet Gis company can 
reduced so that neither the crude nor refined borax can be imported to com- The ti ‘to the a catenin Red as 
pete with the company at a remunerative profit. situate at Belvedere, in the of Kent, has t ewe a pee —_ 


i 
& Co., the solicitors to the Indian and 


has undertaken to make out a title to the 
taken ever, to the satisfaction solicitors to 


to the vendors is £510,000, ble a: 
ng saaneny, esto 
ee De Eaeeenes Sages can he Remanee, in ordinary shares, 


The Senator from Rhode Island seems to have found in the 
figures somewhere something to alarm him at the t rate of 
importation, but here is an official statement from men who 
own this property, and who are asking for subscribers to an Eng- 
lish company, stating what the facts are. 


Im to the U: States toa duty of ts 
ports in ote pm ee a duty ay cotte per pound, 


| 
| 
: 


i 
! 


ey 
f 


or £6 per ton ( ), on crude borax; 2 cents per being the whole isene of 
or £8 per ton, on refined borax, and 2 cents per pound, or £10 per on ofthe uabilition a at March Si, 1960, and the preliminary expenses up to ul 
These duties were fixed under the Wilson tariff in 1804, the previous duties | pe following o pare heme iis 
under the McKinley tariff hu . & Sons of the seeond part, and ‘and General Invest men: 
The amounts required to meet the interest and fund on the deben- | Rea rere Ae a eit aot dated dome t 1a6 vestment 
tures, and the div. a eh A BE ga we, vis: aia Betiwoon Messrs’ Frank Marion Smith und Wichard Charles Baker of‘) 
Pebentares, 4300) terest.and sinking fund...............-.......- ji first part, the said Redwood & Sons part,and David Charles 
umon dra commencing at £250 ann d in- yay in connection with te curving © 
annie... ainsi hegieilnthbapitertaiedlinndiiieidiannentl eee 690 There are various comeenie in the on of 
Sualerense Snares, BMA CW qn. .cc.0ccnccdnnsyanasennanenvannnesssnance .. 12,000 | the two businesses above referred to, is to set out in this 
‘ a Sppienatin Sor ones eames to have waived their 
20,190 3% eariptoes these contracts, whether under 88 of 
eee eee tle, lean the Compantes h or 
SET OTANI iicnsci-intiinn ohn thin sindniniananaonatahnnininimantennns 53, 481 penaniiansd conirones. deat with eee ee Thomas 
ae and Messrs. ‘i and and ar 
Leaving the sum of ........---....-----cssssseonaneceavaceoneecees 80/201 | ticles of aasociation, can be it the offices of the solicitors to the 
to provide for depreciation, etc. and dividend on the ordinary shares. caspeny, ond 0.cong of the aes ee eas me amamtares can 
oe er greater economy in working, it is intended toconstructa ‘will be made in te + a 
line of railway to the Deggott deposit with the railway, at | sony adventenenaath oe 
Boxt ot #8 00. ds for construction of ralieugy ‘and forms of Price's an 
Saree ne Te peemes She Pee ee, Se ae ia at the of the som the bastkere and salicitor: 
be available for improvements and for working capital. le aiedieee be in Sehen 
Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator if that | Spe number of dchentures or shares ie less than een 


y has purchased the its referred to, or was that weit be eggues inseiniienet the: payable on allotment. 
simply 8 in order to subscribers? 


896: 

The Pacific Borax and Redwood Chemical hair Limited.—At the stat- 
utory of : the . A. stated 
that, Ba ee eer ae whole period cover! 
twelve 





they make it themselves in uence, and when a 
the end of it comes I think Seyator will be satisfied. The | divia the the e preferences 
continues: tsa a " AS ae a ee ay per cant. pant on. the 
sed largely and metal works ene:f " per cen 
s pe, in the manufacture of jase, for honseas purposes in the form oar” aay tiatene ee 
soap powders, 5 also preservation. w s 
farge aud increasing number of industries, and is now one.of the ataple prod- , ‘ 







There was a here was the result. 
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The table referred to is as follows: 











Production of boraz in the United States from 1864 to 1996, inclusive. 
companies, mostly in California and Nevada, a ate on heaiitaicuee 
of the Pacific Coast Borax Company, so called, to which the oo Wasteaste 
Senator from Arkansas alluded, which are organized and ucing Production. | New York Year. | Production. |New York 
porax. Iknow, further, that the natural depositsin both ornia Oona’ | City per 
and Nevada are inexhaustible and that they cover so wide a range an ed =. 
of territory that it would be simply impossible for any company to adie es 1 en 
have a monopoly of the business. Therecan be no question about oon Ot ame |i iene... Ton | “"*.. 
both of thosestatements. The testimony taken by the House com- 250, 000 874 |) 1883 s-| 8, 60, 000 | ist 
mittee shows there are five borax companies in California and ' |[nnneneenees JaS4 ........ 2, 713, 208 | Of 
seven borax companies in Nevada, which makes twelve companies “| oomroncgecnl am naneomony ToS St 
outside of the Pacific Coast Borax Company, to which the Senator ie, pasties mh Les oe) 10, 182) 000 | 6} 
I eg | em enco acne i : Ww} a) nnaren-| 7, 880, 000 8 
a JONES of Arkansas. And at the end, in parentheses, itis i082 NS | doc] Bonen if 
tated are Naa oe Sea sk). oc, St inamecend 000, 000 | 24¢ || 1801 --------] 18,880,000 | i 
. ; say ‘suspended since the passage of the is SS etenatlel Ono, O00 int ine Bi oa 12 3s 198 1 
aa 1894.” y Saintes 5, 433, 658 128 || 1808 ........ 8, 699, 000 | ™% 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; “‘ suspended.” eit] | tet "8h | tee ccc] ison | be 
Mr. ALDRICH. That anne 4 be the reason given by the ier aoa #, 80, 800 8} | 1806 -°-2"-2-) 15, 400, 000 | 5 
oe , bot, 4 sams 
"is, SONS of Arkansas. ‘They do not give’ any reson: they | a) Domes 7. Se eee 
give the date. The reason is that they are all under the manage- 








a Equal to 90,648.1368 tons. 


ment of the eng eg Borax Company, which absolutely con- 


ae nel iam tee vooke of ; oan “aa Mr. WHITE. That table shows that the price of borax has 
Mr. ALDRICH. The senior Senator from Nevada assured the descended from a maximum of 39 cents in 1864 to 5} cents in 

committee that Mr. the gentleman who floated this Pacific | 1895 and 5 cents in 1596. 

Coast Borax Company in Britain, had no control whatever | 1 venture to say that it is an absurdity for anyone, whether the 

over these other ; that they were, in fact, independent author of that schedule or not, to assert that this article can be 


sent to and sold in England at 2 cents a pound at a profit, and it 
appears nobody was gullible enough to believe that statement. 

So far as my personal knowledge of the property is concerned, 
I have not that technical acquirement which would enable me to 
state definitely as to the matter of cost; but in the examination 
which was given to this matter by the House of Representatives 
a statement was submitted by Mr. Yerington, of Nevada, to be 
found on page 44, and an additional statement by Mr. Krebs, 
which can be found on pages 41 and following, from which it 
P, that upon the theory upon which this bill is constructed 

y is not by any means an excessive oot 

Of course, I know there are parties in New York City who con- 
sume borax, and others all over the country, who are naturally 
anxious to have the duty reduced; but this must be remembered, 
that in one of the letters, the most elaborate letter which I have 
seen upon the subject, protesting against this tax, the protest is 

upon the ground that the present company have reduced 
the price of borax so low that these parties can not compete—a 
very curious statement, but it is made in the letter which I have 
here before me. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Nevada {Mr. Jones], who is 
absent, has conversed with me a good deal about this matter. It 
is an industry affecting my own State and the State of Nevada, I 
believe, alone, and of course that sympathy which would be found 
perhaps if located elsewhere is unfortunately absent here. But if 
we are to maintain the theory of this bill, if we are to impose a 
duty which will enable these people to operate their mines at a 

e profit, I do not think that any reduction can be had. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the necessity of a change in 
the . Mr. Krebs explained the curious situation in 
that regard. It appears that under the present law there is a 
a amount of the semirefined matter imported. 

r. ALDRICH. The statement to which the Senator refers 
will be found on page 34. 

Mr. WHITE. That gentleman says: 

Under the operations of the present tariff the American miners and pro- 
ducers have been deprived of about 30 per cent of their market, and this is 
not altogether because the duties were lowered, since ander the name of 

of lime, a calcined, concentrated, and artificially treated material 

), direct from Asia Minor, has been the bulk o foreign importa- 

a crude state, is treated at the mines near Panderma, in 

Asiatic Turkey, by crushing, roasting, separating, and settling in reservoirs, 

and again roasting, to eliminate all traces of water. Thus processed, this is 

no longer a raw materia), but a highly concentrated product of partial manu- 

facture, so that each pound of this prepared article will make nearly 1} 
pounds of refined borax. 

The presént duty on crude borate of lime being 1} cents per pound, this 

raised from 3 and 44 per cent to 54 and 6 per cent, pays in 


only ut lcent per pound in duty, thereby evading payment of 
the Government and bringing upon the American producers 


wad ruin. 
that inerease and disturbing effect of these importations, we may 
York f 


companies, acting y outside of the organization to which 
he refers. 


Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Rhode Island will permit 
me, as I know many of these gentlemen myself and am pretty 
familiar with the , [may state some pertinent facts 
in regard to the matter. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I shall be very glad to hear the Senator from 
California. 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, in the distribution of the alleged 
benefits to be conferred by this bill, if I can prevent it, I do not 
et oe nnn © concerned. 

The Arkansas [Mr. Jovzs] 
are to some extent incorrect. He relies, of course, upon the cir- 


| 
f 
: 


worth. 
do not al state less than the facts justify, and I am 
informed by the gentioman who has already tnon refer to, Me 


theentire quantity of borate of lime imported into the port of New 
orty-eight months under the act of 1890 amounted to 1,167,465 pounds, 

while for twenty-seven months ending December 1, 1896, under the act of 1804, 
they to 10,147,354 this latter quantity, about 10,000,000 
i t,as set forth above, 


a pounds of actual being ly t 
. near en 
half time as was eens the act of 100 
tio depetving the G at its true value the duty should 
the Government of $00,883.20 of revenue. 
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Now, even if it were true that an English company were operat- 
ing in California and developing this property to the exclusion of 
everybody else, I should feel justified in voting for this tariff, es- 
pomene when our friends the Turks seem to be the main bene- 

ciaries of the opposite policy. The California and Nevada prod- 
uct comes into ee with the product from Asia Minor. 

Mr. President, I have no hesitancy, under prevailing circum- 
stances, in voting for the tariff on borax and upon the articles 
mentioned in the bill under that heading. ‘ 

Mr. STEWART. I have very little technical knowledge as to 
this matter, but in my visit to California and Nevada last fall I 
saw a large number of persons who have been engaged in this 
business, and they told me that the reduction in the tariff of 1894 
had been very prejudicial to them. A good many of them closed 
down, particularly in Nevada. I then understood that there had 
been an attempt to make this sale in Europe in good faith, but I 
think the whole thing fell through. It was one of the bombastic 

rospectuses thet the oe put out. It must be exaggeration. 
it there had been any such enormous business as is represented, 
I should have heard something about it, because I have met most 
of these le. 

Mr, ITE. If the Senator from Nevada will excuse me, I 
will state that I personally know the gentlemen who are endeav- 
— and have been endeavoring for a long time to sell their stock 


ata reciated price and can not do it. 
“ 3 TEWART. The Senator refers to the company in Cali- 
0! 


Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART. It is very much like many prospectuses cir- 
culated in Engiand in regard to South Africa, whereby over $150,- 
000,000—some put it as high as $200,000,000—of the open money 
has been lost. If they had gone into this game, it would have 
been a South African game. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I, of course, have no 
—— knowledge of the borax or borate deposits on the Pacific 

Soast. The Senator from California was mistaken in saying I had 
read to the Senate from a circular. I read from a prospectus— 
one of those statements issued by a corporation or proposed cor- 
poration setting out the facts of a proposed business. 


My recollection is that the laws in England are exceedingly | the Pacific Coast 


severe against any attempt to commit frauds by the publication 


of papers of this kind. ee given out to the public, and they 
carry the protection of the law behind them. 
This was an official statement made by the company, and I will 


read now, as the Senator from Rhode Island regrets the absence 
of my namesake and friend the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. J ea: 
a letter written to him from one of the borax producers in Nev 
about the pending bill, which will give some of the facts, I pre- 
sume, although my other distin hed friend the Senator from 
Nevada (Mr. Stewart] says, “IT do not know, but I think the 
whole thing fell through.” I think the Senator is not fully in- 
formed on the question, and I will read what the Columbus Borax 
Company, at umbus, Esmeralda County, Nevy., has to say. I 
regret to say that in preparing the copy which was sent to mea 
yest of it seems to have been left out. However, so far as I have 

e letter I will read it. It says it is a copy of a letter sent to 
Senator Jonn P. Jones: 

Sir: As miners and producers of borax in Nevada and taxpayers of that 
Bente. ae respectfully ben to call your attention to the fact that the changes 


e tariff bill in the Senate Chamber on borax, 
acid, and borate of lime are exceeding): of 


y unjust and to the disadvan 
SSaiaers of borax and boracic 


every one of the producers and man in 
the United States, with the sole exception of an lish Semoeny operating 
under the name of the Pacific Coast Borax and wood Chemical Company, 


They do not seem to have fallen through, in the opinion of these 
gentlemen, who are competitors. 


head office is in London, England, with branches in the United States 
nk 


Their 

at a Timececo, Chicago, and New York. \ 

We that if the tariff on borax was amended to read as fol- 

lows it would be more to the interests of the manufacturers of borax oper- 

a in Nevada, such as ourselves, the Nevada Salt and Borax Company, 

: © Borax Company, and other companies of alike nature, and also 
more of equity to the manufacturers of borates in the East— 


Here is their schedule— 
Borax, refined, 5 cents per poant. 
Refined boracic acid, 1} cents per pound. 


Borate of lime, 1 cent per pound. 


I ¢ these gentlemen are manufacturers of borax. They 
would like to have the raw material out of which it is made at as 
reasonable rate as they can get it, and then they want pro 
on their product. So they want 5 cents a pound on borax, and 
per want boracic acid and borate of lime way below this propo- 

on. 

The fact is, that in Nevada there is not a single manufacturer of boracic 
acid, nor there any miners of borate of lime, and a duty on these two 

t and a co uent loss 
Sr pcer rennet cette ele hae eben 


of borate of lime in the Vai a States, with 
no 
of this company, the foe 
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The enterprise which ey friend the Senator from Nevada thin}.. 
fell through, though he does not know. These men engaged i, 
the business make this assertion in the letter which was sent {5 
Senator JOHN P, JONEs: 


The fact is, that in Nevada there is not a single manufacturer of bora:j, 
acid, nor are there any miners of borate of lime, and a duty on these tw 
articles would only result in s' importations and a consequent loss to 
the United States Government of the revenue derived from these import,. 
tions of boracic acid and borate I while at the same time there ara 
absolutely no sellers of borate of lime in the United States, with the singia 
exception of this lish company, the Pacific Coast Borax and Redwood 
Chemical Company. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Would it interrupt the Senator from Arkansas 
if I ask him a question? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Not at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Possibly the Senator may be aware of the fact 
that the borax deposits of Nevada and California, with a singlo 
exception, I think, are found in the form of borates of soda or 
other borates, rather than borate of lime, and these companies 
are only interested, therefore, in the other borates, borate of soda, 
for instance. Therefore they would like to have borate of line 
come in free or at a very low rate, while they want a very high 
rate on refined borax. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I said a while ago that I presumed tho 
men who are refining borax would like to have the raw material 
as nearly free as possible, but the le mining the borate of soda 
in Nevada have some interest in what shall be paid on borate of 
lime as well as borate of soda. They are miners of borate of soda, 
or at least they pretend to be. I know nothingaboutthat. I pre- 
sume they are a reputable concern. They call themselves the 
Columbus Borax Company, worksatColumbus, Esmeralda County, 
Ney. Its office is at 10 Cedar street, New York, from which this 
letter is written. It is addressed to Senator Joun P. Jones of 
Nevada, as I have said: 


As we believe you are patriotic and dag enough to the American 
home mene particularly the industries of your State, we beg to lay 
before you the this matter, which we believe you are not aware of. 
We ee —_ a ae with the of er oe of your 
State, reiterate beg Impor- 
tation of the crude santoriais ond com therefrom that iter sean. 


exception of the English company, 
Borax and Redwood Chemical ate are anfavorabi 


* y 
situated at t for the manufacture of borax, but ue to th fact that 
the price borax (the man Se kes been Saltneed 20 
materially by the English company 


The one that did not fall er as my friend the Senator 
from Nevada seemed to think it did— 


we are labor- 
due to the 


the materials used labor ed. . It is the avowed polic 
¥ this foreign corporation, the Pacific Const Boras Redwood Chemica 


, to crush all the other by price of the 

ao oo A agh : ona The 

Goast Boras and Wedwood Chemeal Company" the Beglish 

in its prospectus one year ago in England, on page 7 thereof, states as 

ain ‘ the A pote has eae _ it 

ie sell- 

re a eet the past year oF 80, ft a temporary de- 

creased profit. In the Uni ee oe eee eee BOW an 

wetness so at nether theceey aes sean age ee imported to com- 
pete with the company ata 


profit.” 
This is quoted by the company domiciled in Nevada, miners of 


the borate of soda in Nevada, and they give currency to the state- 
ment which was Pag sh ope phos tay a trick of 


, WART. What are the names of the parties? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The letter is written from the Co- 
lumbus Borax Company, works at Columbus, Esmeralda Count 


Nev., office No. 10 Cedar street, New York. As I stated Shen t 
began, a part of the letter seems to have been dropped out 


We believe that if borate of lime and acid to i 
upon the tariff list at the nt rates of duty the Govarament will recess 
revenue such, and ae Saree Pane ni 
penpes wil Se protege coueel Sealers Borax and 







the United 
States, nearly tone par the Eng 
lish company. have 80. the other 
man) can not afford at the same time put 
up the price on the crude, so high that the 
manufacturers of borax able to use the 

same, thongh state in ¢ 
“It is the of as the company 
isina to lay down at a low cost, a good 

business this source 
e su that were a upon the crude 
pewie pok pg mn cents is not manufac 
facturersot N the Seas beret 
as ive no borate 
of lime for sale. Our reate eet 
manufactured isn . man- 
ufacturers of borax are pre on borate 
lime from 1 ! by the 
the duty 4 n borate of the Pacific 
E « ‘ 7 


, ei he et ae 


ert 
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market in the United States by controlling the price of borate 
lall other manufacturers to close their works for 
of reesta such as soon as anew tariff 


was us a fair amount of duty upon the manufactured article 
and a low on the raw material. As the Pacific Coast Borax and Red- 
wood Company are the only sellers of borate of lime in the United 
8 and as they ae in their prospectus. which we referred to, that the 

are their crude goods abroad so to monopolize the business abroad an 

here, we respectfully submit that the duties as stated in the bill reported 
from the Senate will be a lever in the hands of this English company to the 
detriment and destruction of the American companies and of the borax in- 


I appeal to the Senator from Nevada not to shut his ears against 
the entreaties of this Nevada company for protection against a 
rapacious syndicate. 

As the representative of that State, we ask that you use your best effort 

to have this duty changed to 1 cent per pound on borate of 
ot ieee per pound om borncis qcid— 

If the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE} will lend me the 
remainder of his letter, 1 will read it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is only one word more. 

Mr. WHITE. A few words. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There are not a great many; but if 
they are as weighty as those which have been read, I imagine it 
will be more than the Senator from Rhode Island wants to hear: 


and that we may aeeereee a hearing on the subject. 
¥ ” E. C. CALM, Manager. 


Mr. President, it seems %o me that enough has been presented 
to the Senate to show that this business is absolutely in the hands 
of an — company, that they control it now with the rate of 
tariff we have on article, and that it is unreasonable and not 
American for us to propose to increase the duty in this extrava- 
gant degree for the purpose of increasing their profits and, if pos- 
sible, giving them a more absolute and complete hold on the busi- 
ness. Here we are told by competitors that the adoption of this 

by the Senate will give the English concern the whole 
will absolutely destroy all competition; that they are now 
y sellers of borate of lime in the United States, and that it 
entirely fasten their hold upon the other industries of the 


a 


an article of almost universal consumption, being 
in num and numbers of industries, it is not right that 
is raw material as to many industries, requiring high 

be increased in price for the P of enriching a lot 
the other side of the water, who declare, as the result of 
organization, that they have made a dividend of 12 
have laid aside 6 cent more that can be divided. 
Mr. President, I hold in my hand the state- 
M. Yerington, of Nevada, a gentleman who has been 
oes the borax business in Nevada from the 
In , Without him there would have been no borax 
He is a very oom the pee man, and whatever 
own knowledge everybody who knows him will be- 


to have the Secretary read his statement, as then 
better. The other statements come from persons 
known, and whose reputation is not quite so high. I 
ve the whole of Mr. Yerington’s statement read. 

PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


STATEMENT SUBMITTED BY MR. H. M. YERINGTON, OF CARSON CITY, NEV. 
Carson Crry, Nev., December 26, 1896. 
Dear ae & view of the interest now taken in the tariff question, I feel 
that pardon me for calling your attention to some of our Nevada 
which .coguare a little more protection, viz, borax 
details of w please in the accompanying mem- 
have attempted to give a few unquestionable facts for 


years ago a number of our residents secured, by purchase from 
alkali deposit known as Owens Lake, in Inyo 

intention of extracting from its waters soda ash, 
and other by- acts with which those 
. Without doubt the largest alkali de t 
been invested in the lands and works at the 
being over 3,000 tons of excellent carbonate of 


aan gover beam Gectered, although, I ballove, the - 
tons annum the greater portion ‘in the United Statos i 

co an 
countries. put at Owens Lake’could be heavily in- 
a more 


capital, but foreign competition is so at 
that a further investment is not advisable eines 


fi 
EE 


udRSE 
bal 


iti 
aut 






















ete. 
the supplies of beef, pork, vegetables, and ot 
camps, all obtained from the nearest ranches, for which cash is paid and which 





as a rule far distant from railroad facilities; hence the transportation and 
freight of machinery, supplies, etc., to the various works, and the manufac- 
tured product from thence to railroad and market is found to be very expen- 
sive, necessitating the employment of an extensive outfit of heavy teams, 
wagons, etc. The result is that producers now find it extremely difficult to 
compete with the foreign product under its system of cheap labor and cheap 
transportation. But even under this adverse state of things our pe»ple have 
been able to increase their output from the small beginning of 600 tons in 1873 
to over 5,000 tons per annum in 18%, and reducing the price from 33 cents per 
pound in 1873, when the country was entirely supplied by foreigners. to 4 
cents, the present rate, which could not have been done under the operation 
of a free list, for since the tariff of 1883 the prices of borax have ruled lower 
than ever known before. Therefore it is evident that through the action of 
our American peptiewe consumers throughout the country have been im- 
mensely benefited; and they are found in every town and hamlet in the land. 
Aside from the t benefit to consumers generally, the manufacture is of 
reat and vital importance to the people of the States of California and 
—— in this, that very large sums of money are invested in these works, 
namely: 
First. By pases of large tracts of land from the United States Govern- 


ment at $2.50 per acre. Asa rule, those lands are absolutely worthless for 
any other pur , and hence would lie as arid, unproductive wastes for all 
time, both to the Government and people. 


Second. Large sums of money have 
sive buildings, plant, and other machinery, which, without a tariff, would 
have to be a oned and go to ruin and decay. 

Third. The business requires much skilled and scientific labor, for which 
high remuneration is paid. Ordinary laborers are necessarily employed by 
the hundred at good rates of wages. On many of the mapshes vast numbers 
of Indians, the nation's protégés, are given work nearly all the year round 
at never less than $1 per day, thus greatly aiding the Government in taking 
care of them. At one marsh in Nevada 300 Indians are frequently on its 
pay roll, en; in gathering boracic acid, known as “ cotton balls.’’ 

ourth. Further, relative to the labor and industrial question as found in 


en expended in the shape of exten- 


connection with the borax and soda productions of California and Nevada. 


Transportation cuts an important figure in its extensive teaming and [reight- 
ing, requiring the services of great numbers of skilled teamsters, stable men 
e consumption of hay, oats, and Sarney is necessarily very great, anc 

er supplies for the use of the 
the producers could not possibly obtain through any other source 


At all the works immense quantities of wood are used as fuel in the mana- 
facture of borax and soda. is wood is cut in the mountains by white men 


and hauled to the works, thus employing an additional number of men and 
teams at a heavy outla i 
steady employment. 


of cash, at the same time giving many of our people 
he small country merchants scattered throughout 
those regions are also benefited by this trade, which helps greatly to keep 


their heads above water. 


Fifth. The large amount of taxes paid the States and counties incident to 
these industries is important, and their loss would be severely felt by the 
several counties ee 

Of late years the consumption of borax and soda enters into the arts, man- 
ufactures, and home life of the country very extensively, is wonderfully 
increasing every year, and, as above stated, English manufacturers, being 
the great foreign shippers into this country, they by their cheap labor, trans- 
a etc., under our low tariff, are enabled to cripple our home pro- 

ucers of both borax and soda very seriously, in fact, to-day almost driving 
them out of our own markets. 

Soda stands relatively on the same ground with borax, the great natural 
deposits being found at Owens Lake, in Inyo County, Cal, Ragtown, and 
other points Nevada, in an alkali, arid region, entirely devoid of vegeta- 
tion. © production on the coast is comparatively small, at continued re- 
duced prices, owing to the larger and improved works and methods of man- 
ufacture, and yet notwithstanding the desperate efforts of foreign compet- 
itors to hold the trade, it is only a question of time when our manufacturers 
will be able to supply the wants of at least one-half the country, provideda 
little higher tariff is granted them. 

The sales of carbonate of soda or English ash on the coast are about 7,000 
tons per annum, principally from England, less the home production of about 
2,500 tons. Under the present tariff our people are subjected to very sharp 
competition from foreigners, rendered possible owing to their extensive 
moneyed capital, cheap labor, and extraordinarily cheap transportation to 
their shipping ports and across the sea, the bulk of their shipments coming 
over to our ports as ballast. 

The annual consumption of soda and its compounds, viz, English ash (car- 
bonate of soda), saleratus (bicarbonate of soda), caustic, bleaching and wash- 
ing soda, etc., in the United States is about 250,000 tons, the major portion 
bolas from Great Britain, shipped to this country principally in foreign bot- 
toms, thus adding greatly to their receipts from the pockets of our people. 

Notwithstanding the high wages paid in this country, expense of transpor- 
tation to market, etc.. it is not to be supposed that, should the present tariff 
be increased somewhat, as desired, our producers can possibly advance 

rices; but, on the other hand, our works must shut down and foreigners 
ve absolute control of this market, as previous to 1872, force up prices far 
beyond the present rates, and all American consumers suffer accordingly. In 
thic connection it may be stated that in the manufacture of borax 33 per cent 
of soda is required to every ton. 

Glass blowers, paper workers, soap manufacturers, woolen mills, etc., are 

consumers of carbonate of soda to an enormous extent, supplied principally 


from England. Therefore, in advocating a substantial increase of the pres- 
ent tariff, this apoeet is not made wholly in the interest of the producers 
alone, but in that of the manufacturers above stated and that of a vast num- 
ber of our pony in every condition of life, and for the benefit of negrly every 
household in our broad land. 
Under this state of things it is felt by the pretqests in Nevada and Cal- 
ifornia that they are justified in asking that the following duties be fixed: 
° Cents. 
itn cnebdibesnt > basseccnbareysers sercce san-e+---- POF POUNG 5 
soos daneukacccocseqessencsécos- died do 4 
Concentrated, calcined, or treated borate of lime, and other borax mate- 
iti antad apsees cacsns cocesd debates coctes occ -perpound.. 8 
Borate of lime...............-. omsipieaies © 
NT el. cdc d ccapeninnesdd toncessnitadantbnes do.... 8 
Re an oon cad nhmabdunenande nanhisiuasinnes: do.... : 
} le a en aaah sahnseminedece , j 1 
or crys tint minagindapiion cee . Se 4 
et pcnapanesheonescecenwetoe tt eceé 1 
ER A do + 


Mr. STEWART. Ihave several other communications which 
corroborate the statement of Mr. Yerington. They come from 
citizens whom we all know, and who have been engaged in that 
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business. That the borax business is paralyzed in Nevada, I have 
not the slightest doubt. Not only one, but a large number of peo- 
ple have come to me and urged thatif there was a tariff bill passed 
he duties on borax and its various products should be raised, and 
this is the schedule that they have sent tome. It is givenin clear 
language. If we are to have a tariff bill, it seems to me that Ne- 
vada should be protected in the very few things that will do her 
any good. I am satisfied that this tariff proposed on borax would 
set a great many men to work and that it would be very useful. 
Mr. WHITE. I have in my hand a telegram which I received 
from a ge entleman in California with whom I am very well ac- 
quainted and for whom I am ready to vouch, wherein he says, in 
ositag of the mine in which he is himself interested: 


Borax mines are owned by individuals and cempanies, all American. 
I asked for the London price of borax, and he says: 


Price borax London now about 5 cents poont; usually much higher. 
London has big advantage ovor us in freight rates 

Since I was on the floor I have spoken to Mr. Krebs, whose state- 
ment I read. He informs me that the company with which he is 
connected in San Bernardino County, Cal., turn out some thou- 
sands of tons of borax per annum, and that it is an American 
company exclusively and absolutely. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President. | it appears from the statement 
made on this floor that there is an inexhaustible bed of borax in 
Nevada and California. This statement is made the Senator 
from Rhode Island in reply to the charge of monopoly in the busi- 
ness of mining this mineral, He states that a monopoly of this 
business ic impossible by reason of the inexhaustible {apply and 
the competition that a number of persons engaged in the business 
would ae among each other so as to prevent any such result as 
& Mono : 


My distinguished friend and brother from California who is | icans 


on this side of the Chamber (Mr. Waitt] seemed to apply the 
preg pe rane lee ie that - tariff oo a ag issue, o_ 
at if there is an in it going way he wants a part of it. 
Mr. STEWART. Why should we not have it? 
Mr. CAFFERY. I am not about why he should not 
have it, but as to what he wants. If these favors are to be dis- 
with a lavish hand through the medium of this bill, my 
from California does not want California to be left out in 


the cold. 

I am in receipt of satiate eibiiiaieadidtabeheins tions atonal tae 
to the Committee on Ways and Means of the House, concerning 
the tariff on borax and boracic acid. The letter addressed to me, 
inclosing this letter, is as follows: 

New Yor«, May 2%, 1397 


Dwar Srr: We ask Zour etiention to Seaheoed tester; original sent to the 
Coguniies on Sogn ane ene. a 
wich rune from & to ae eee Gee ae Coie eel coats 


118 
ie soecnman article is the natural product of the Italian eset eet ped avin. 
ac pe potters, To a ng my it comes in — SS 


per cent purity, which is already selling to i ear ied 
— business man will o jth pe fit the object in ect in placing a uty 
tiene also efving the 
its importation aa Cecrease ae Scars ae a" 
The present duty of 3 cents per pound is ple protection. If 
revenue is Mee scams adok tale nike anime 


eal now dee ‘tha tether ebiiecuet 40 tho ueten 6k an Oe 


Committee on Ways and Means, dated New York, December 24, 
1896. Both of these letters are from Joseph F. McCoy. 


New Yor, December 21, 1896. 


be by reducing the 
pound crude to one-half cent per duty. If our information is 
correct, the entire product of borax in country is under the control of a 


You can readily learn if this is so; and if so, see the injustice of taxing 
tnd user of borax in this cy bu th to —— outelbers. not ouy through the 
ving (hem a monopoly, but through a combination of f 
In fact, no borax can be imported and sold in competi hence 
a yoo 


Boracic acid, refined, is also made by the same combination of interests, 
their sonnet price being § con cents per pound. The lowest price on foreign 


boraci refined, is per ee 6.1 cents per 
duty 3 conte, making the Lane cna cost 8.1 con SS eer ~eudd, Indeped dent at 


insurance, customs charges, invoices, etc.; present protec- 
ioe Bm h —- 

wine the daty to 2 cents per an increased revenue would be 
a Your a fairer com tion aes a ened to 7 line of manufacture, 
to every household in land, e pert, oe ow by wd branches. 
Crade boracic 215 10a. in Barope ( eens feel t, insurance, and 


e 
other pony 8b cen per pound, now a duty of 3 cents pound, 
bout cent ad valorem. This is used poterstaths 
Uni yes, and Lf =i 
would be bene- 


United The should 
per peunl’ tie duaeles teal all ho decane Every potter 





fited b so much the cost of paid 
by tele foreign compet tare in Ragland and German te article as pais 


‘a hw € much gre: 


cou ne dat pn the bu ptrtrinte feet ant tery in the 
in ; ut 
producers would Se y their price. ys price, but the i yme 


508. F. McCoy ov 

In the hearings before the Committee on Ways and Means, \\; 
Krebs makes a statement. He is asked by the chairman as t), |),. 
natural conditions and the labor in getting this mineral. [ qu. :, 
from page 30, Schedule A, of the hearings: 

The CHAIRMAN. Are the natural conditionsas favorable for the produc 
of the base— 

The base I suppose to be borax; boracic acid is the derivatiy.— 
of Boragic meth ip Cie this country as in any other? 


Se ee at ts 

r. s all mart of 
the manufactured product; ie is in aber ear. . 
layman, an ordinary business my thoughts briefly + 
paper, ete. 

It appears that the only drawback, if any, even in the esti:).- 
tion of Mr. Krebs (who, I am told, is interested in this busine. 
and who, for that reason alone, would not be entirely discredit. d, 
if discredited at all), in regard to this article is labor cost. 
which, I suppose, he wants ee some pauper 
labor somewhere in some other The natural conditi.n; 
ee this borax are quite as good in this country, from th. 

the Senator from Rhode Island, as in any other place 
in the world. There is an ble evada and 


California, the healthiest of our U: . Ashould like to 
know whether an esta t which has for some eight 
or ten years, 18 and to be a monopoly 


h ther the establishment cnugueshet Mnaiideaen, 
(whe or Amer- 
diference in that regard) onght have a. 
ee an ea which we are 
not inf 
~~ or Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me 
to 
Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 
Mr. BURROWS. The Senator will receive some information 
mn the srif hearings and contrast the price of the Parks = 
ofthe hearings and contrast the price of the ish labor 
the manufacture of this competing article with the wag:~ 


I is given in 
of is no kind of 


isiana) the of labor in those numerous industries in which 
boracic or borax is an essential raw material. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Sol ener ene rel er- 

the Senator from whether the statement em- 

braces theindustry of boracic or borax, or whether it itembraces 
all the industries in which it is 

Mr. BURROWS. The table to I made reference is pre‘- 
ee 


industry tthe nthe nitd Stes ani hed ior — 
table showing wages paid in the borax 
wines ian two countries. 


Mr. Y. It is to the business itself, in getting 
Se borax from the mines, that the labor statistics 


Ws. 5 eee nnanennte the Racor). 
The table referred to is as follows: 

LABOR AND WAGES. 
induct intestate Seca seat eres 


[Extract from report of Consul Madden, August 26, 1896.] 
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Mr. President, I take it that whenever the 
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in behalf of borax or any other industry 
te the difference between American labor 
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that we are paying 
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question has been asked and answered 
thousand times, I suppose, by the advo- 


And it has always been answered right. 
Mr. Cea is nothing on earth but the old exploded 
argument of post hoc, ergo 
with me in the discussion o 
with anybody. Ev 
If youclose up our mines, the trust in England 
borax mines will put back the price of 


Mr-CAFFERY. There is a trust or an alleged trust in Nevada 


or California ¥ that be true or not I 
‘donot say, but it is said. an English company forms a monopo- 


I will say to my friend from Louisiana (and I 
because I have been over those fields) there are 
thousands of acres where boraxisin large deposits, 
person can goand locate and work. There 

can be no trust and no monopoly of the borax fields of Nevada and 


California. 

Mr. GRAY. ‘With the leave of the Senator from Louisiana, I 
my friend from California a single question in 
interesting statement he has just made. i 
created by a protective tariff, as I under- 


I so understand it. 


It has:no sort of weight 


the tariff question, and it ought not 
erything has 


The Senator from Nevada says in 1883. I do not 
thateis correct; bu 


What was the rate of duty? 
a —_—_. 
Rhode Island says 8 cents a 


ustry has been built up 
d the motion of the Sen- 
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‘the trusts again come in and ad- 
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it at, and 1 cent per pound more than the borax people themselves 
asked for? 


Mr. ALDRICH. No. 
Mr. CHILTON. As I understood the reading of the document, 


the borax le asked for a duty of 4 cents a pound. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Five. 
Mr. STEWART. What they asked for was that boracic acid 


shall be at 5 cents.a pound, and borax at 4 cents a pound. 


Mr. CHILTON. That is the point. 
Mr. STEWART. And they asked for a duty of 3 cents a pound 


on concentrated, calcined, or treated borate of lime and other 
borax materials. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What page does the Senator read 


from? 


Mr. STEWART. I read from page 46 of the tariff hearings. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Louisiana is en- 


titled to the floor, and will proceed. 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it would appear that there is 


nothing innatural conditions. It would appear that there is noth- 
ing in the ability of the Americans to mine this mineral as cheaply 
as a foreigner can mineit. It would only appear that an industry 
which has flourished and grown to these large proportions under 
a high tariff should now, when it is so well established as to form 
a monopoly, demand of the Congress of the United States an ad- 
ditional tariff on an article necessary in many important indus- 
tries. Borax or boracic.acid, according to the statement read by 
the Senator from Missouri, enters into the manufacture of many 
finished-products. It is not only a material necessary in manu- 


facturing, but it is a material necessary in medicine and in the 


matter of saving meats. 


This article goes into every household in the United States, and 
the duty is without any reason whatever, so far as I can see. 
We should not now be asked to put it upon the tariff list with the 
most exaggerated and untenable tariff rate, a specific rate nearly 
100 per cent ad valorem of the selling price of this article. The 
Senator from California stated to me that this article was selling 
at 5 cents a pound, or had been selling at that rate. 

I submit, Mr. President, that this is cutting a little too deep 
with the tariff knife, even upon a bill which is framed on the 
scientific lines of the highest protective ideas of the Senator from 
Rhode Island. One hundred per cent upon such a necessary of 
life as this, which will enhance the cost of every material into 
which this mineral enters asa raw material, is excessive, and it 
is clearly shown by the letter which I have read from this firm in 
New York that this tariff will produce no revenue whatever, but 
will cut off importations. 

I submit to the Senator whether or not these gentlemen inter- 
ested in this matter, located as these mines are, do not command 
the world as to their locality; and would they deprive the people 
living on the seaboard of the advantages of the sea? Would they 
by this tariff run up the price of this article to the importing 
— and thereby increase the price of animportant necessary of 

ife? Ican see no reason for it, and protest against it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment of the committee striking out ‘‘five” and in- 
serting ‘‘three,” so as to make the rate of duty on boracic acid 3 


cents per pound, 

Mr. VEST. T ask for the yeas. and nays on the amendment to 
the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Danret], but I trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHarp], 
and vote ‘“‘ nay.” 

Mr. LODGE (when Mr. Hoar’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. Hoar] is paired with the Senator from Washington 
{[Mr. TURNER]. he were present, my colleague would vote 
** nw Dad 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). For this day I am 
paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBripe} on the 
amendments to this bill. 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. MaLLory}. 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). 1 am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Mrrcue.i}. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska f[Mr. THursron]. If he were present, 
I should vote “‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLARK. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
meee Dee Harris]. If he were present, I should vote ““nay.” 

Mr. TE. I am paired with the junior Senator from Ken- 

. DEBOE}. If he were present, I should vote ‘* yea.” 
I; tosay while I am up that my colleague [Mr. Harr of 
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Tennessee] is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL]. Both of these Senators are absent from the Chamber. 

Mr. WALTHALL. My colleague [Mr. GzorGe) is absent on 
account of sickness, by leave of the Senate. The junior Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. WoLcort] is absent on public business. 
Those two Senators are paired. 

I ask that this announcement may apply to all the yea-and-nay 
votes taken upon this bill and amendments until further notice. 

Mr. WETMORE (after having voted in the negative). Linquire 
if the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thesenior Senator from Georgia has 
not voted. 

Mr. WETMORE. I have a general pair with that Senator, and 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the affirmative). Ihave 
a general pair with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. WEL- 
LINGTON]. I do not see him in his seat, and I inquire whether he 
has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The junior Senator from Maryland 
has not voted. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I inquire whether the senior Senator from 
Texas |Mr. MILs] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I bave a general pair with that Senator, 
but I will transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Illinois 
{Mr. Mason}, and let my vote in the negative stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Berry, Gorman, Lindsay, Roach, 
Caffery, Gray, Morgan, Smith, 
Chilton, Heitfeld, Murphy, Turpie, 
Olay, Jones, Ark. Pasco, Vest. 
Cockrell, Kenney, Rawlins, Walthall. 
NAYS—. 

Aldrich, ns, Jones, Nev. Quay, 
Allison, Fairbanks, Lod Shoup, 
Baker, Foraker, McEnery, Spooner, 
Burrows, aie MeMillan, Stewart, 
Cannon, linger, Nelson, Warren, 

?, Gear, Penrose, White, 
Chandler, Hanna, Perkins, Wilson. 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Platt, Conn 
Davis, Hawley, Platt, N. Y 

NOT VOTING—-S& 

Allen, Hale, Mason, Teller, 
Bacon, Harris, Kans. ilis, Thurston, 
Bate, Harris, Tenn. Mitchell, Tillman, 
Batier, Hoar, Morrill, Turner, 
Clark a Pettigrew, Wellington, 
Daniel, cBride, Pettus, Wetmore, 
Deboe, Mallory, Pritchard, Wolcott. 
Faulkner, Mantle, Proctor, 
George, Martin, Sewell, 


So Mr. VeEst’s amendment to the amendment of the committee 
was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in line 2, on e 2, after the 
words ‘‘ chromic acid,” to strike ont ‘‘and lactic acid;” so as to 


Chromic acid, 4 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 3, after the words “ citric 
acid,” to strike out “ eight” and insert ‘‘ seven;” so as to read: 

Citric acid, 7 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. si 

The next amendment was, in line 8, after the word ‘“ pound,” 
to strike out *‘ — acid, 10 cents ee und.” 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island to post- 
pone the consideration of that amendment for the present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to the amendment being 


over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 2, line 6, after the word 
* pound,” to strike out ‘‘gallic acid, 10 cents per pound.” 

e amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 7, after the words “ tartaric 
acid,” to strike out ‘‘seven” and insert ‘‘six;” so as to read: 

Tartaric acid, 6 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, beginning on line 8, page 2, 
as follows: 

All other acids not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senators in charge of this 
bill whether they now to do away with the provision in 
the McKinley Act in the Wilson Act that put these other 


acids upon the free list, and to put 25 per cent upon them in this 
basket clause? I take it that is their purpose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the purpose of the committee, to put 
all acids except those that are named spscifically in the free lis: 
upon the dutiable list at 25 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. That is an entire change in the policy of the Mc- 
Kinley law and of the Wilson law. Under both those acts in this 
basket clause all the acids not specified and enumerated were pn: 
upon the free list. I recollect one acid particularly as to which 
the operation of this —— would be most unjust. Take lique- 
fied carbolic acid. That was upon the free list in the McKialey 
Act and the Wilson Act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is also in the free list according to the 
report of the committee. 

r. VEST. I beg your pardon. It was struck ont of the free 
list, if I am not mistaken, and if I am I should like to be corrected 
and should be glad to know it. The committee put it into the 
basket clause at 25 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will look on page 161, line 1s, 
he will find that carbolic acid is on the free list by name. 

Mr. VEST. Liquefied carbolic acid, or carbolium? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Carbolic acid of all kinds is upon the free list. 

Mr. VEST. Is that the intention? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

a a I took it for granted that carbolium was not in- 
cluded. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is intended to be included, and we intended 
to include all kinds of carbolic acid. 

Mr. VEST. I am glad then to know that the intention of the 
committee is to include this article of carbolium; but I have stil! 
to say that this is a large departure from the policy in tariff acts 
heretofore. It reverses the policy of the Government entirely. 
Heretofore when acids were not specifically enumerated, they 
went upon the free list, and now they go under a duty of 25 per 
cent ad valorem. . 

I give notice now that when we come to the free list, I shall 
move to specify carbolium, which is a specific chemical product 
and different from pure carbolic acid, and Inow move to strike out 
this ae of this paragraph, beginning in line 8 to the end of it, 
which reads: 

All other acids not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 2, beginning in line 8, it is proposed 
to strike out: 

All other acids not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was rej 

Mr. GRAY. I should , if 1 am in order—I do not know 
whether 1 am or not at this time—to ask the Senator in charge of 
the bill what is the policy of the committee in regard tosulphuric 
acid, which has been upon the free list, which was on the free 
list in the McKinley law, and is now on the free list? This articlo 
is — largely “aa in the manufacture of fertilizers, and it is 
specially interesting to me, as many of these manufactories are in 


my State. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Sulphuric acid is now upon the free list, and 
will remain upon the list unless it comes from countries 
which impose a duty upon it under the provisions of treaties. 

Mr. GRAY. That qualification is a new one. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; it was in the act of 1890. 

Mr. GRAY. But not in the present act? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; not in the present act. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the Senator from Rhode Island to 
state that sulphuric acid is now upon the free list in the bill as 
re by the Senate committee? 

r. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; unless it comes from a country which 
imposes a duty upon sulphuric acid. : 

Mr. VEST. Then there is a most unfortunate provision in this 
bill, and it ought to be corrected if that is the meaning of tho 
Senator. This provision is: 


octet at eaaiaer cele vitriol not specially provided for in this act, one- 
That is an absolute ion of itself without qualification— 
“not ee ‘ovided for in thisact.” If the Senator means no 
special Dt See the free list would ee it 
specially or, an ortunate on, to say the 
least, and will give rise to trouble. — r 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The same expression is in the 


McKinley law. 
Mr. . I think not. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think it is. 
Mr. VEST. I do not think it is the same D. 
Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the from Rhode Island 
where sulphuric acid is 
re 














. ALDRICH. On page 185, paragraph 647. 
x GRAY. Why do we find in the very first paragraph— 

s uric acid or oil of vitriol not specially provided for in this act, one- 
f of 1 cent per pound? 

I am asking for information now, because I want to under- 

it. 
a ALDRICH. Paragraph 647 provides that sulphuric acid 
shall be free for all these different p , and this provision is 
that sulphuric acid not specially provided for shall be dutiable. 

Mr. GRAY, As to sulphuric acid imported from countries that 
im a duty upon sulphuric acid imported into such countries, 
wil that have to pay this duty of a quarter of a cent, even though 
it be inperes for cial manure, for agricultural purposes? 
Mr. RICH. I should think not. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Iowa says, ‘‘ Yes.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was mistaken as to that. 

Mr.GRAY. Why should we just now, in the depressed state 
in which we find our farmers, impose this duty upon so important 
a raw material of artificial manures, which are absolutely essential 
inthe Eastern States? I sup in the Western States phosphates 
are not used as they are in the East. j : % 

Mr. ALDRICH. I imagine the Senator is familiar with this 
industry. The only ato acid that can possibly be imported 
into the United States is from Canada, along the border lines of 
the United States. It would not be ible, owing to the char- 
acter of the article itself, the manner in which it must be trans- 
ported, and the price at which it is sold, to send any sulphuric 
acid from Canada to Wilmington under any circumstances, as it 


is made so in this country and sold so cheaply. 
Mr. GRAY. nota tdeal of it come from Italy? 
Mr. ALDRI None whatever. 


Mr. GRAY. As sulphur? 

Mr. ALDRICH. None whatever. It can not be brought across 
the ocean and never has — for owing to the danger in trans- 
portation you can not a ship to carry it. 

Mr. GRAY. Why should we put this qualified tax on such an 
article? 


Mr. ALDRICH. Simply because the Dominion of Canada im- 
posea a duty at one time on sulphuric acid and kept the sulphuric 
acid of New York and some of the border States out of the Do- 
minion of Canada. This is simply retaliatory legislation to pro- 
tect the manufacturers of sulphuric acid along the border in our 
own courtry. 


must bear the brunt of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The users do not suffer at all from the retali- 
ation, because I think it is not necessary to say that there is no 
manufacturer of fertilizers anywhere within that limit who uses 
any sulphuric acid or ever did. 

Mr.GRAY. Let me read to the Senator—I do not want to con- 
sume time by any means, but I want to understand this matter, 
as it is Sapertens to many of my immediate constituents—para- 
graph 647, which is a portion of the free list: 

647. Sulphuric acid which at the temperature of 60° F. does not exceed the 


apectie peanmy of 1.380, for use in manufacturing superphosphate of. lime or 
manures of any kind, or for any agricultural purposes— 


That means that is free. Then the paragraph continues: 


Provided, That uponall sulphuric acid imported fromany country, whether 
independent or a ieondonsy, which im a duty upon ealsbarie acid 
a into such country from the United States, t yeaball be levied and 

a duty of one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 


Now, that retaliatory feature of the paragraph of the free list 
must fall, if it falls upon anybody, upon those who use artificial 
manures to some extent. A ator gests to me that it does 
not fall on ey. What is the use, then, of putting it there if 
it does not te? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was simply to keep out the Canadian 


uct. 
Mr. GRAY. If you keep that out, do you not by that much 
enhance the of the domestic product? 
Mr. CH. Not at all. 
Mr. GRAY. Then way do you put it there? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Simply for the purposes which I have stated, 
= the manufacturers along oy ngs in the border States should 
some protection against anadian product in case it 
should be imported here; in order to give them the same protec- 
tion the Canadian Government gives to its producers. 
Mr. GRAY. How about the farmers? 
. The Senator knows very well that the farmers 
do not use 


sulphuric acid. 
Mr. GRAY. They use the commercial fertilizers, of which sul- 


acid is t > 
Mr. ALDRICH. bes thee are made on the Atlantic seaboard, 
south of Wil aoe largely. 


Mr. -& not made south of Wilmington. I 
Be CN 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Sulphuric acid is used in 
It is not used in the ordinary manures. 
Mr. GRAY. That is a most important article of manure. 
There is not a farmer in New York, Pennsylvania, Delaware, or 
Maryland who does not use phosphates to make his corn crop. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I assert that there is no farmer in any one of 
those States who ever uses, or ever did use, a pound of phosphate 
in which the imported sulphuric acid was used. 

Mr. GRAY. ut he uses sulphuric acid, and that is affected 
in some way by this tariff legislation or it would not be here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It can not be affected by tariff legislation, 
because it is so cheap that it is simply the question of transporta- 
tion that affects the cost. It could not be carried successfully 
from my own State, for instance, where it is made very largely, 
to the Senator’s State. It is a very expensive article to transport. 
It has to be transported in carboys, with very great care. The 
transportation companies will not take it at all under ordinary 
circumstances. Itis so destructive in character that it is liable 
to destroy any ship or car in which it is transported. 

Mr. GRAY. Then, as this is retaliation that does not retaliate, 
I can not see for what possible purpose the provision is inserted 
in the bill, and, as there may be some lurking hardship in it to the 
agricultural classes in this country, I move to strike out the words, 


in line 8, on page 2, ‘‘not specially provided for in this act;”’ and 


when we come to the free list I shall move to strike out the pro- 
Whenever the proper time arrives, if it 
Mr. ALDRIC 


suggest that when we reach paragraph 647 


on the free list that will be the proper time for the Senator to 


move to strike out the proviso. 

Mr.GRAY. You would have to strike out ‘‘ sulphuric acid not 
specially provided for in this act, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. By simply striking out the proviso in para- 
gra — the purpose the Senator has in view will be accom- 
plished. 

= GRAY. To what does this tax of one-fourth of a cent 
apply? 

. r. ALDRICH. To sulphuric acid not within the limit of 
specific gravity and not coming from any country which is inde- 
pendent or a dependency, and which imposes a duty upon sul- 
phuric acid. 

Mr. GRAY. And not used for agricultural purposes? 

Mr. ALDRICH. And not to be used for agricultural purposes. 

Mr. GRAY. I give notice that I shall at the proper time move 
to strike that out. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 10, on page 2, as 
follows: 


2. All alcoholic peetomary, including cologne water and other toilet waters 
and sare pecpepenens of all kinds, containing alcohol or in the preparation 
of which alcohol is used, and alcoholic compounds not specially provided for 
in this act, 60 cents per pound and 45 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. I move to restore the old duty. 
McKinley Act and in the Wilson Act was $2 a gallon and 50 per 
cent ad valorem. I am perfectly aware that all these articles of 
alcoholic perfumery are classed as luxuries; but it seems to me 
that this is protection run mad. There is neither protection nor 
revenue in any such taxation as this. Twodollars per gallon and 
50 per cent ad valorem was an enormous tax, and [ resisted the 
tax in the Wilson Act, which was $2 per gallon and 50.per cent ad 
valorem, because it was too high. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that it makes no 
difference if there is but one drop of alcohol in any of these per- 
fumeries; it then becomes subject to this tax by the gallon. Un- 
der the McKinley Act and under the Wilson Act it was taxed by 
the gallon, and under this bill it is to be by the pound. What is 
the result of this change from gallons to Saaeadied It seems en- 
tirely innocent upon the face of it, but it is deadly and makes the 
tax absolutel rohibitive when it goes into actual operation. 
There are in alcohol 7 pounds to the gallon, while there are 8 pounds 
to every gallon of water. That is the statement of the official 
authorities. There are 7 pounds weight in each gallon of these 
perfumeries, and, at 60 cents a pound, there would be $4.20 of spe- 
cific tax,together with 45 per cent ad valorem added, making a 
fraction over $5 to the gallon upon these perfumeries. The value, 
according to the comparative statement, of these perfumeries is 
$1.40 per gallon. We therefore put a tax at a little over $5 upon 
an article that is worth $1.40. 

Mr. President, I take it that this sort of thing can not be de- 
fended either upon the ground of protection or revenue. Nobody 
can say that these articles are noxious or that they come under 
the ban as being immoral. It is true that men and women can 
live without them, but if we live in a state of civilization, there 
are a great many things not absolutely necessary to human life 
that are still necessary to social life and to comfort, and it is unjust 
to say that cologne, which becomes absolutely necessary in cases 
of sickness sometimes, shall be taxed this enormous amvuunt—a 
gallon worth $1.40 taxed over $5. I move to put back the oldduty 
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— the McKinley Act, which was $2 per gallon and 50 per cent 
vaiorem 

Mr. ALDRICH. The act of 1890 provided two different rates 
upon alcoholic perfumery and the other articles included in this 


paragraph. It provided fora duty on alcoholic umery, in- 
cluding cologne waters and other toilet waters, of $2 a gallon and 

per cent ad valorem, and another duty on alcoholic compounds 
not specially provided for of $2 a gallon and 25 per cent ad valo- 
rem—dquite different. 

Mr. T. That is correct. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Under the first portion of this paragraph, the 
importations were very large, _— to $296, in 1893 and 
$347,000 in 1896. Under the last ~— the paragraph, the im- 

rtations have always been infinitesimal and entirely unimpor- 

nt. They were in 1893 $6,200 and in 1896 exactly $1,000. 

The unit of value to which the Senator alluded is on the $1,000, 
of $1.38 a gallon, while the unit of value on the first — of the 

aragraph was $16.02 a gallon in 1896, and $16.99 a gallon in 1893. 
BS the rate which the Senator is now proposing to change, while 
it is a high rate upon the last part of the paragraph, which is en- 


tirely unimportant as to its importation, is only 70 per cent ad | re’ 


valorem on the first and most important part of the paragraph. 

When we impose a tax of 1,100 per cent upon alcohol, a tax upon 
alcoholic perfumery—which certainly is a luxury, if there is any 
luxury in world—of 70 or 71 per cent is notahigh tax. These 
two paragraphs were consolidated in the act of 1894 by the Senator 
from Missouri, and he fixed the same rate of duty. The rate of 
duty which he then suggested was equivalent, as I remember, to 
194 percent. This isnot very much higher thanthat. Itis merely 
for the purpose of simplicity and of consolidation of these articles, 
which areanalogous in their character, that we include the unim- 
portant one, which does raise the a the important one, 
which remains substantially as it has heretofore. 

The Senator from Connecticut 
of 1894 was passed we increased the duty — alcohol and did not 
o> the or on alcoholic products t are provided for in 

iS par ph. 

Tho V E-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘act,” in line 14, it is proposed 
to strike out “‘ 60 cents per pound and 45” and insert in lieu 


the words ‘‘$2 per gallon and 50;” so as to read ‘$2 per gallon and — 


50 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. VEST. That is the McKinley rate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment —— by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
oan = all er on ne of the = > chemical eae 
salts not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


argu ct Gan il St the paangnigh tandreonh incbeiive parte quant 
charge of the e udes paris 
og ALDRICH. I shond aay it a cere 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not believe that a tax of 25 per 
cent ought to be imposed on an article so absolutely necessary as 
is paris green. I move to amend the paragraph so that it 
= — paris green, and hope it may be allowed to go on the 

ist. 

It is perfectly well known to many members of the Senate what 
has been the practice of the men who have charge of this article 
incommerce. It has been handled something like cotton bagging 
has been. It has been bandied about by the few men who contro 
the trade. Just before it is needed,¢he price has been put up. 
Immediately after it is needed, they dissqlve the mutual under- 
standing which they have, and the price goes down again and stays 
until such time as the article is needed for sprinkling potatoes and 
cotton » kill potato bugs and caterpillars. The rate now is 12} 
per cen 

I remember that when the Wilson bill was under consideration 
we had some considerable discussion about this item. I think 
that instead of the tax on the article being increased, under which 
the agricultural classes of the country have been unfairly treated, 


it should go on the free list, and I will move to add the words | tha 


“except paris green,” at the end of the paragraph, with the idea 
that it shall go on the free list. 

Inthisconnection, I will read astatement madeabout the method 
of handling the article in the New York market: 


2 ip agente that any antitrust law will ever catch this will-o’-the- 
t. It NE ee eta onionnat 
a suddenly, shines brightly for a few months, and then is seen no 
wpoce ne, Seaver three . The cole corsets connected with it is 
t the eight or nine manufacturers (all in oe Seen) make 0 Eee eee 
at ce, and that the farmers, who use immense quantities 
eee ee eee ee eee 


days or weeks before they are ready to make 


suggests to me that when the act | abov 


It is also largely used to kill caterpillars in cotton. 

It is also not certain that free trade in paris would prevent al! do 
redations by the oes who pounce apon the market late in the spring. 
advance prices rapidly during the potato bug season, and get away with t),.: 
booty before importers can obtain considerable quantities from abroad ;, i 
find means of distribu it. For it should be that preparatory to 4 
raid orders have been o ed from practically all the Sueers in the coun. 
try, at prices to be fixed later, with the ment thatall jobbers who m: | 
on pendhaaen elsewhere shall receive ites of so much per pound at ti, 
close of the season. In most cases the certain loss of rebates would 1.) 
than cover the ble profits from attempting, in the middle of the seas. 
to sell im: paris green, no matter how great the difference in prie«s 

Consumers are at the mercy of the manufacturers. It is costly and ri.\y 
to import large quantities of paris green at the mning of a season, for t), 
soc man rers are then more than y to “ compete,” as thy 

d in 1893, and keep prices so low that the must sell at a consi..; 
able loss. If, however, all duty were ve loss would be 
small and many importers ee take the risk. would proba! |y 

revent the formation of this intermittent trust. Certainly it would gre: 


ecrease the risk of attempting to mene ane thereby prolong the periv:{s 


- 


It was an off year for the manufacturers in 1893, and green sold for 
ee en ae About January 1, 1804, the t or nine manulac- 
turers (all in New York) signed and sent out acircularsaying to jobbers t});+ 
jobbin later, and that all w agree not to pur- 


be given the following 
: 600 pounds to 2,000 pounds, 1} cent. 
2,009 to 4,000 pounds, 2 cents; 4,000 to pounds, 2} cents. and 10,000 pounds 
or over, 3 cents. Terms, # days, 6 per cent discount for unexpired 
time. The wise not five years ex- 
qoeees Boome ontee Cag eemnnes Se paras yous teat the manu- 


facturers wo prices were fixed about the 
middie of — at 20 cents, with the warning, “subject to change at any 
time withou z 


notification.” 

About the middle of May another circular raised prices 3 cents higher and 
continued the same clause. “It is not improbable,” said the (i), 
Paint and a May 21, “that as the season advances and the 
demand from estern sections becomes more pronoun: 
poe Seeee will be taken of > ee peverd job- 

rs W. large supplies from trust and pun those who did 

are thus bribed to purchase from thetrust and prevent: 
importing. It was too late in the season for other chemical manut!av- 


and besides, for reasons 

he would difficult to place the upon the market. 
paris the manufacturers only 
a. at No. 239 way. Enormous profits were made !\y 
this raid upon market. Next year thetrust expects to and to keep 


retire 
prices down to prevent new on en sae Seid Unfortu- 
nate for the trust. a was under during May 
) rm became so t that they peti- 
though the Fate of duty hd been left at eens is 
rcenti 
a partial was made i eeesoving 


Mr. President, these facts have been stated again and again, and 
I presume it is well known that the prices are put up in this way. 
Ido not know of any articles other cotton bagging and paris 
— on which this method is practiced; but and again, just 

fore the time of consumption begins, when it is too late to im- 
=~ the article from abroad, the price is suddenly put up, and it 

kept up until the season is over, and then it comes down. In 
that way a large amountof money is made. I remember that «1 
year the advance in “Ti hcan mea by one crop was 
easily and plainly estimated at $3,000,000, and smaller amounts 
are made on green. Under the circumstances, it seems to 
me that paris green ought to go on the free list, and I move to 
amend the paragraph by the words ‘‘ except paris green” 
at the end of the 

Mr. ALDRI' I to my colleague on the committee 
that the amendment will not be necessary, as the aph itself 


rovides that chemical ds not specially ed for shall 
dutiable at 25 per cent. if i a 


were specially provided 
for elsewhere, the cmenibnese Witeh ts would not be 
n at ail. All that it is necessary for todo is, when the 
free list is reached, to move to put it on the free list. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then, I give notice that when th» 
free list is reached, I will move to add *‘ paris green.” 

Mr. RAWLINS. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhos 
Island if under this paragraph cyanide of potassium would | 


25 per cent? 
Mr. ALDRICH. It would bein accordance with the ameni- 
ment — by the Finance Committee. It came from tho 


House k, at 6 or 8 cents a 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
Mr. ALDRICH, Six cents, I am informed. 
Mr. RAWLINS. This chemical is of vast importance to the 


mining industry, especially gold mining, and I now give notic» 


t I shall move to cyanide of um upon free list 
wihten we reach that portion of the ae 

a ae ENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


the Committee on Finance was, in 4, line 20, page -, 
after the word “alumina,” to insert “bh of;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: ‘ 

4. Alumina, hydrate of, dr refined bauxite, six-tenths of 1 cent pound; 
alum, alu : cake, 
and Gu ‘ent alum, suiphato of alumina "and afumfnous . 

The amendment was agreed to. 











Mr. CANNON. I move to amend paragraph 4 by inserting in 
23, after the word ‘‘ ground,” the words “‘and alum clay;” so 
it will read: 
Alum in crystals or ground, and alum clay, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Can the Senator from Utah tell us what is the 
ola ‘of alum a 
Mr. CANNON 


tion. Most st of the alum clay comes in ballast, and is 


eEeey 


ice is governed entirely by the cost of 


in the . There are vast deposits of alum 
in the States of ' wal tah, and through the Rocky Moun- 
a and if there were a tariff of one- cent per pound 
charges would enable the domestic producers 
ee en alum meee into the market.. There is none of domes- 
action now in use in the United States. I can not answer 
direct oo of ne Senator from Rhode Island as to the 
at the apres 
. GRA I should like to know something about the cost, 
because alum clay is used very largely in sizing paper, as the 
Senator from Utah stated. Paper manufacturers situated in my 
own State have ne me wo hee cm te this = og = 
they sa itis avery rtant ma in theirindustry. I shoul 
rang why they should be taxed upon that article for an 
which has not yet even come out of the womb of the 


GESEEs 


Mr. CANNON. It has not been born yet. It wants attention. 

It Mil be born if it receives proper encouragement from the Con- 
of the United States in the pending bill. I have sent for in- 
ormation concerning the price of the commodity, but I regret to 
say that I _ not yet received any satisfactory information 


“hte ALDIRICH. I suggest to the Senator that he offer his 
a aie he gets information, so that the Senate 


“CANNON. 
~e We na acting here on other amendments with- 
— = detailed . The bill aims to provide protection 
all possible industries in the United States. While I am per- 
fostiy willing that the matter shall go over, if the question of the 
of objection to its present con- 
this can stand as well as plenty of other 
we are called upon to vote without that 


Hie 


rather a serious matter,that we should not 
an industry, but that we should do it 

rmation. I have no objection inthe world 
industries in the State of the Senator from 
State, but I do not want to be called upon to 
I know there is something of gain or profit or 
ae to the country at large, and especially to 

y represent. 

_ Will the Senator from Delaware permit me? 


Dia I understand the Senator from Dela- 

seat alum clay is used y in the sizing of paper? 
Y. So the Senanee from Utah said. 

ALLINGER. Can the Senator state what kinds or qual- 


7. Ican not. I have some data in my desk at home 


to uce here, 
ALLINGER. I ask the question because we have in our 
having a 


paper manufacturing establishments, and they have 

a very hard time of late years—an exceedingly hard 

should — a any —— burden placed upon them 
Y. T Gacsetaly on 


Tides the Senator from Utah can give 


the paper from the State of the 

if we can get —— r tariff on 

we will ean something with which to e the pur- 
the bills. 


more satisfactory to the Senators who are inter- 
ate this Serene. Label withdraw the a 
| gore sens or t it ma. over until suc 
arte crc en 
I think that ought to be done. 
I will do that. 


eee 
ae cE QQ 
a 


e 


7 


: 
Z 


aioe oe —_ 


| 
A 


at 


of Connecticut. There must now be a duty of $2 
the clause of ‘‘ Clays, ae 
eke eo 


It is 
[ss t. One dollar per ton. 
It is $1 per ton, under “Clays, unwrought or 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
cent a pound. 

Mr. CANNON, Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 

Mr. CANNON, 
per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. 
over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no objection to the Senator having 
the right to offer the amendment at any time he sees fit. It is not 
necessary to pass over the paragraph. We will have it under- 
stood that the Senator has a right to renew his amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be the order. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish tomake a suggestion as to the 
first line of paragraph 4. I do not know anything about it per- 
sonally, but I understand that there are practically no importa- 
tions of hydrate of alumina, but that there are large importations 
of anhydrous alumina, and the adding of these words to the bill 
will have the effect of taking that article, which is largely im- 
ported, out of theoperation of thelaw. I suggest that it be passed 
over until it can be investigated, unless the Senator from Rhode 
Island is satisfied. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam satisfied that it is right, and to put in 
anhydrous alumina would not be right. But I am willing to pass 
over the paragraph if the Senator desires. 

Mr. JONE ES of Arkansas. I merely wished to make the sugges- 
tion. My information was that it was probably a mistake. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; this is the way the committee prefer to 
have it, and it suits their wishes; but of course, if the Senator has 
some other proposition, we will pass over the paragraph, if he 


This would be $11.20 a ton—a half 


That is a pretty large increase. 
The present dvty is one-twentieth of 1 cent 


The Senator from Utah withdraws 


I do not withdraw it. I ask that it may go 


esires. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I know nothing about the matter. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 5, line 1, page 3, be- 
fore the words ‘of 1 cent,” to strike out ‘‘ one-half” and insert 
“ three-tenths;” so as to make the paragraph read: 
5. Ammonia, carbonate of, 1} cents per pound; mnuriate of, or sal ammoniac, 
three-fourths of 1 cent per pound; sulphate of, three-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 3, to strike out paragraph 6, 
as follows: 
6. Argols or crude tartar or wine lees, crude, containing not more than 40 
per cent of bitartrate of potash, 1 cent per pound: containing mors > than i) per 
cent of bitartrate of potash, 1} cents per pound; tartars and lees crystals, 
or pay refined orgols, containing not more than 90 per cent of bitartrate 
of potash, and tartrate of soda or potassa or rochelle salts, 4cents per pound; 
containing more than 9) per cent of bitartrate of potash, 5 cents per pound; 
cream of tartar and patent tartar, 6 cents per pound. 
And insert in lieu thereof: 
6. Tartrate of soda and potash, or Rochelle salts, 3 cents per pound; cream 
of tartar, 5 cents per pound. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 3 
new paragraph the following: 
7}. Bleaching powder, or chloride of lime. one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I wish to pause on paragraph 7}. 
As the enumerations of the paragraphs would indicate, this is an 
afterthought, and has been put into the bill at the very last mo- 
ment as a duty upon an article which has heretofore been free. 
Bleaching powder, or chloride of lime, is a material very exten- 
sively used. It is one of the most important and essential mate- 
rials in the manufacture of paper and paper pulp. The pulp 
makers of the United States who make the raw material, so to 
speak, for the paper manufacturers, depend entirely upon chloride 
of lime as a bleaching powder. It was free under the McKinley 
Act, and it is free under the present law. 
fhe is pretty well known—I think I know it pretty well from per- 
aitsiearvetion—that the paper manufacturers of this country, 
through the tremendous development of their industry and the 
competition which it has created, and for ae reasons, are now 
in a very depressed state. They are making. I am told by those in 
my own State engaged in the business, and who ought to know, no 
profit at all, but are getting along by the momentum of their 
great concerns, in order to keep their labor together and not have 
it scattered, hoping for better times. This would be a very cruel 
blow to the in ustry. Itwould be a burden that they ought not 
to be called upon to bear, and I do not believe that there is any 
sufficient reason or any ground whatever, whether a man believe 
in protection or free ool why an industry employing thousands 
of la and so essential to the civilization of the country and 
wo world as is that of paper making should be burdened in this 


, after line 16, to insert as a 


T "should like to hear why, at the very last moment, after the 
article had been left free under the McKinley Act, free under the 
present law, free in the bill as it came from ‘the House, it should 
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come from the Senate committee with a tax interpolated, as it 
seems to be, it being paragraph 74. In the first copy of the bill 
which I saw not only was it not dutiable, but it was on the free 
list; and I do not know but that now it is on the free list in the 
print I hold in my hand. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say that since the bill was reported 
the Senator from Rhode Island has offered a printed amendment 
to take it from the free list. 

Mr. GRAY. At all events, it was on the free list, and seeing it 
on the free list in the bill as it came here, I informed the persons 
in my own State who are very much interested about the imposi- 
tion of the tax that the article was still on the free list, and much 
to their joy, no doubt, they received that information. 

I afterwards found—it was pointed out to me by the Senator 
from Iowa—that it had been placed, as we have it here, inter- 

olated, as a taxed commodity. I hope that the Senate will not 
feel that it is necessary to put this isolated orticle upon the duti- 
able list, entering as it does into so important an industry and an 
industry which is so widely diffused over the country. There is 
hardly a State in the country that has not a pulp mill, I know 
that in my own State it isa very important industry. I know 
that in the State of Pennsylvania, in all portions where poplar 
forests are found, it is a very widespread enterprise and is pur- 
sued with a great deal of assiduity, and heretofore has beon a 
profitable and flourishing industry. But at the present time it is 
not in a situation to bear the additional burden, and I beg that 
the burden may not be placed upon it. It seems like a wanton 
exercise of our _— for purposes of taxation or protection or 
whatnot so to burden this very important and worthy class of 
our community. 

I am informed that it is very hard to manufacture chloride of 
lime in this country; that there are climatic reasons which make 
it not a profitable industry in this country, and it can n_t be made 
so without this support from the Government. I think our paper 
makers ought to have access to the natural sources of supply and 
not be conrpelled to build up an industry that does not naturally 
belong to our soil and that is driven from it naturally by the dry- 
ness of our climate and other reasons that make it nota rofitable 
industry here. [ do not think the people ought to be called upon 
to make it profitable, and make it a tax and a burden for that 
purpese on the ee manufacturers and through them indirectly 
on the whole ee e. 

Mr. ALDRIC . I do not quite understand what the Senator 
means by stating that the committee inserted this paragraph at 
the last moment. It was inserted in the bill as it came from the 
committee and was put in in its regular order when it was reached 
in consideration. 

Mr. GRAY. It has an earmark, I will say to the Senator from 
Rhode Island, for one thing, that confirmed my suspicion. I may 
be wrong, of course. It is numbered 7}. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We numbered the intermediate paragraphs 
as new ragraphe in that way. 

Mr. GRAY. There is paragraph 6, which is a new paragraph. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 6 takes the place of paragraph 6 
stricken out. That is not a new paragraph inserted. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Rhode Island is right about it. 

Mr, ALDRICH. The United States consumes about $2,000,000 
worth per annum of bleaching powder. It is practically supplied 
by one concern, the United Alkali Company of Great Britain. 
Although a manufactured product, it is upon the free list. The 
fact that it is upon the free list has allowed the United Alkali 
Company to monopolize the American markets. The elements 
that enter into this product are salt and lime, which are found in 
the United States in a great many places and in a great many 
places in juxtaposition. e 

There is no climatic or other reasons why bleaching powder 
should not be made in the United States; and it is successfully 
made in the United States to-day by a newly discovered process, 
by which electric power is used in the treatment of the salt instead 
of the old process, which was entirely different. By this process, 
which is a very simple one, the brine is run over mercury, and 
electricity is run through the brine, producing the chlorine gas 
which is taken up in the lime deposits in another part of the appa- 
ratus; and the resultant product runs off as soda ash almost en- 
tirely pure, it being a process which produces bleaching powder 
much more su lly and more cheaply than it has ever been 
produced before by any other process. 

Mr. GRAY. Then I ask the Senator, if he will allow me—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Why does it need protection if it can be produced 
more o— y than it was ever produced before? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It can be produced just as cheaply in Great 
Britain or as as here by the same process. 

Mr. GRAY. But is not the process that you speak of protected 





by ts there as well as here? 


. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; undoubtedly. 
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Mr.GRAY. They have the protection of a patent that would 
prevent competition in the United States. -Anybody who chooses 
can not participate in that patent, and that creates a monopoly 
such as patents create. I am not finding fault with that in 
proper cases, but it does create a monopoly for those who own the 
patents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the trouble with the Senator's argument 
is that the patents are not owned by the same ple. The pat- 
ents are not owned by the same people in Great Britain, Germany, 
Belgium, and the United States. e American company which 
undertakes to make that process and use it here is obliged to com- 
pete to-day with the United Alkali grees te which controls the 
patents of Great Britain, and makes bleaching powder not alone 
by this process, but by other processes, and they have cheaper 
labor and cheaper materials, cheaper salt and cheaper limestone, 
on account of the difference in labor between the two countries. 

So far as the paper makers, the pulp makers, who do use this 
material very largely, are concerned, they are all, or substantially 
all, so far as I am aware, agreed that it would be a good thing to 
place this article on the dutiable list. They believe that with the 
result which has been attained in the manufacture of soda ash, 
which is a substance somewhat analogous, being made also from 
salt, the price of the product and the article in the United States will 
be reduced oo competition. I think itis absolutely safe 
to assume that within five years we shall be making the entire 
amount of bleaching powder that is used in the United Sta’es, and 
it will be sold at a very much less price than when it is all im- 
— by one concern—the United Alkali Company—from Great 

ritain. 

Mr. Gray and Mr. Quay addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. I will yield to the Senator from Penrisylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. I was about to state that my attention was called 
to this clause of the bill for the first time this morning by a paper 
manufacturer from Pennsylvania. I have not had time to look 
into it, and I should be obl to the Senator from Rhode Island 
if he would allow it to be passed over for the present. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I have no objection to that course. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before that is done, I should lise to put in 
the RecorD astatement on this point. I may not be present when 
"t apuaner foundly with anything th 

sympathize very profoundly an that concerns 
either the industry of wood pulp or paper manufacture, because 
my immediate constituency is very largely interested in both those 
processes. Yet I aii’ in possession of some information that it 
seems to me overcomes any objection that I might have on general 
principles to the imposition of an added burden, if this shall. prove 
a burden, upon the manufacturers of paper in my State or commu- 
nity. Ihave here two letters from a gentleman connected with 
the chemical department of the New pshire College, at Dur- 
ham, N. H., which is an agricultural’ college largely. His letters 
are brief, and I want to read what he says on this subject, and I 
should like to have the attention of the distinguished Senator from 
Delaware while I read them. These letters are from Charles L. 
Parsons, who is a professor in the chemical department of the New 
ge College of Agriculture, at Durham, and in my State. 

@ says: 

Some four ago an American com , the ° 
pany, of Rumford Falls, Me., was formed with » sralred cea oe gane O00 

manufacture caustic soda and bleaching powder under American patents. 
Fair profits seemed certain. Prices, however, greatly declined, and we have 
sented fhe Bingley il tind ors ee asl ah ta = 
couat purchase from New York at an advanced cacear mean ae r cent. 
Accordingly, it would seem that this industry, which promises almost as 
much as tin-plate industry to American ca) 
cumb unless we are pro from the Uni Com t 
an outpal of over SAU) pounds 5 sebath, eat baaticeld te very tarrely {c. 
creased if there was any profit to the company, which at Ha there ie 


+ there is not. 
On the contrary, we are y hold 


in the hopes of higher prices 


soon. Iam y a heavy er in the com; and in the four 
years have never drawn a cent on the money in am accordingly 
deeply interested. 


In a subsequent letter, written only a few days ago, the same 
gentleman says: 


We started under a duty of 1 cent on caustic soda, and this has been 
cut in half by the Wilson bill. powder is now on the free list, and 
as we can soon produce, a fair market. a large part of that 


with caste e 

imported, we feel that we ought to have at least one-half per cent on bleach- 
in der. Weare the onl ucers coun another » 
salve maps hein ate aa . 

I understand that this company are not the only or in 
the country. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] calls 
my attention to the fact that there is a company, I think, incor- 
porated in his own State. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No; in Rhode Island. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In Rhode Island, and operating at Niagara 


Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. And in Virginia. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. And in Virginia, and is producing a very 
large amount of bleaching powder at the present time. 
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We feel that we are working under patents which, when we get a fair | 


start. enable us to compete with any process in the world when we are 
on an wes basis. Once well under way a great industry will have been,es- 
out lished in America, the prodact of which is now wholly imported from 
England 


with the exception of the 300,000 pounds which we are making | 


monthly 


There'came into my possession, in one of these letters, I think, | 


a copy of a letter addressed to the junior Senator from Massachu- 


setts 


Company, located in the State of Maine, and I want to read, with 


the "s permission, some extracts from that letter: 


As the question of a duty on chloride of lime, or, as it is commercially des- 
ignated, bleaching wader, is now before the Senate, as a representative of 
the only concern AT orosent actually making the article in this comets I 
tak ou a few particulars. The Electro Chemical 
e., has been making the article for some years 
and the difficulties of an entirely new process, handicapped 
by cheaper labor and raw materials in England and on the Continent. 
Our principal raw material is salt, and our product is bleaching powder 
and caustic soda. To add to 
reduced from 1 cent per pound to one-half cent per pound. 


Salt.—We are American salt at $1.35 per ton of 2,000 pounds at the 
mine, W’ with freight at $4 a ton from Livonia, N. Y., to our works, made 
the cost per ton of 2,000 pounds delivered at our works at Rumford Falls, 


Me. With English salt as it is under Wilson bill tree, costing us $2.44 per ton | 


2.240 pounds at Portland, Me., and freight $1.25 per ton, or $3.70 delivered 
br the works, we have been rapidly increasing our output and getting ahead 


slowly. 
Dinxiey bill a duty of 8 cents per 100 pounds on salt, and to 
we tainly chould have a duty on bleach. 


offset this 
This is an infant industry, and with reasonable protection a few years 
would see all of the article consumed in the country made here. The trade 
is an t one, and will not be given up by the foreign makers without 
and the duty would not serve so much to increase the price as to 
a severe decline, as increased production here would mean a compe- 
for - trade, which would re t = teen pene as : 

In spite of improved processes, the cost of manufacture must always be 
greater in this country, as we have to contend against cheaper labor, cheaper 
raw materials, and a concentration of these, saving all freight charges and 
other expenses incidental on bringing the raw materials to the power, or the 
power to the raw materials. e power of course must be either water 

wer or coal. 
powith given to all the other industries, we are certainly entitled 


We ought to have a duty of one-half cent per pound on bleach, etc. 
Mr. a I have been impressed with these statements, 
coming from le persons, 


and if this industry is making the 
that it seems to be making, and that under circumstances 
Pian acetate them from any present profit on their product (as 
these gentlemen state that to be a fact, and I am bound to believe 
it), it appears to me that notwithstanding this imposition of a duty 
may possibly work to the slight detriment of the paper interests of 
the country, we ought to protect this new industry and give it a 
, With a view, as the president of this company says, 
to in the near future all of this product that will be 
consumed in the coun 
Mr. GRAY. How long has that company been in existence? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Iconfess I do not know. I think the date 
is notstated here. Some four yearsago, Mr. Parsons writes, it was 


Mr. GRAY. Four years ago? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Four years ago, he states, the Electro- 
Company, of Rumford Falls, Me., was formed. He 

does not state when it commenced operations. Quite likely a lit- 


# 


5 


f 


Mr. GRAY. They seem to have succeeded in getting along 
well up to this time, and I do not see whythey should seek 
an subsidy, especially at the expense of an industry 


quite as worthy as their own, and that being an industry which 
material so widely used and entering into a prod- 
the labor of so many thousands of men, scattered 
United States, I do not see why we should consider 


that as a parasite on this other industry. I do not use that 
term in ‘ul sense, of course. 
Mr. G GER. Of course there may be a difference of 


opinion as to what is meant by getting along pretty well. This 
gentleman in my own State, who states that he has large invest- 
ments in this company, says they— 


ther in the hopes of higher prices soon. I am per- 
in the company, and in the four years have never 
drawn a cent on the money invested, and am accordingly deeply interested. 


Parsons states the fact, as 1 know, knowing the gen- 
tleman as well as I do, and I would say if the Senator from Dela- 
ware or other Senator had made an investment in a concern 
of this or any similar enterprise and had not drawn ae divi- 

four years, and had not ane any profits, he would not 
was getting along very well. 

Mr. GRAY. No; I would not, and it is quite likely the Sena- 
Sie celal tn am'enberprice that to ot canine bine 
; an en that is not paying him. 
Bed cca sek 8 rece hs ones on of other inderie 

f z g un t epression whic 
saieus prevails m the paper-making industry or the pulp- 





our difficuities, the duty on caustic soda was | 


Mr. Lopes! from the president of this Electro-Chemical | 


| 


| 





eee CC 


Mr. GALLINGER. 
idea at all. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not believe that he has that unworthy idea 
atall. Do not understand me as imputing that to him. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly not. 

Mr. GRAY. But it is the selfishness of human nature operat- 
ing within its own sphere that governs the transaction. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They have $300,000 invested; and I under- 
stand that the company which has an investment at Niagara Falls 
has something like $1,250,000 or $1,500,000 invested. If these men 
have that large amount of money invested, and are not making 


Iscarcely think that is Professor Parsons’s 


any money, and are in competition with a great concern in Eng- 
land that has cheaper labor and cheaper raw materials than they 
can procure, it is very natural, and I think very proper, that they 
should ask us in a tariff bill to pay some little attention to their 
interests. 

Now, Mr. President, asingle word more and Iam done. So far 
as the paper interests of my State are concerned, I have had only 
one suggestion from them regarding this matter. No manufac- 
turer of pulp has written to me about it at all, but one paper man- 
ufacturer did, ina private letter a little time ago, say incidentally 
that he thought there ought not to be a duty imposed on bleach. 
In behalf of the paper interests of the coutitry, it must be gratify- 
ing to the Senator from Delaware, as it is to me, to believe that 
under the proposed law they will be somewhat better taken care 
of than they are under the existing tariff law, and that if we pass 
this bill, even though we do them a little harm, possibly, in impos- 
ing this duty, we are legislating for them in such a way, so far as 
their own product is concerned, as very likely to more than com- 
pensate them for any little loss they might sustain. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. QUAY. I understand that the clause has gone over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; but I want to say just a word to the Sen- 
ator from Delaware. I should like to have the Senator state one 
single reason why there should be a duty upon paper or any of its 
products that does not apply with equal force to the article which 
we have under consideration. 

Mr. GRAY. I have this to say: I am not in favor of high duties 
on anything, or protective duties so called, as the Senator knows; 
but here are industries like the paper and pulp industries that have 
existed in the United States for a great many years. They have 
grown up largely upon the faith of a protective tariff, I suppose— 
some protection—but at all events, however supported or whatever 
depending upon them, have become institutions of the country, 
and they have entered into the daily industrial life in this coun- 
try, and in a very large way, too; they have employed a great 
many thousands of hands, and their product amounts to a great 
many millions of dollars. 

I have stated that that industry is now, like many others, ina 
depressed condition; that factories I know (Iam told by those 
connected with them who are entirely credible gentlemen) are 
barely able to meet expenses, and if it were not that their labor 
would be scattered if they were to close down, they would close 
down, for they are making substantially no profit. It is a pretty 
serious thing to close down a concern employing several thousand 
hands and expensive machinery and intricate processes, and they 
have got to keep together as long as they can in order not to suf- 
fer a greater loss by the mere act of closing. 

That is the condition of the paper manufacturers of the United 
States, and on the principle of the Senator from Rhode Island, 
upon his theory of what a protection bill ought to be (I am not 
controverting now the general principle, one on which he and I 
differ), it seems to me that it would be unwise to burden that 
widespread industry with a new tax on the essential raw material 
of their manufacture. 

Mr. GEAR. The Senator from Delaware very properly admits 
that the great industries like paper and pulp manufacture have 

own up and been developed under the protective system. That 

believe to be true. It is the object of this bill, I understand, and 
of this clause to build up just such a development of the manu- 
facture of that article as has been developed in the pulp and paper 
industry. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, a single word more, and then 
I shall not take the time of the Senate further. 

This duty is not a large duty. It is 16 per cent ad valorem prac- 
tically, a very small duty, much less than the average duties on 
paper. I do not believe myself that it will be a burden upon the 
paper indust-;. If I did, perhaps I might not be willing to sup- 

sort it. Iam certain that in time the paper makers will buy their 
leaching powder at a less price than they pay for it now. 

Mr. GRAY. Has it always been free? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has been free for some time. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to know. [I ask for information. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has been free under the last two or three 
tariffs. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President- 

Mr. GRAY. Iam not going to interrupt the Senator except to 
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state that I have something more to say, but I understand at the 
request of the Senator from Pennsylvania, in which the Senator 
from Rhode Island acquiesces, this matter will go over for the 
present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Thatis the agreement. The Sena- 
tor from Michigan. 

Mr, BURROWS. Before the item goes over,I ask to have 
— in the REcoRD a statemeat so comprehensive and so in- 

igent that 1 am sure it will throw light upon this subject. I 
have several letters from my own State in relation to this matter, 
in one of which it is said: 

Some time since I wrote you relative to a tariff on chloride of lime or 
Dleaching powder. I called your attention at that time to the fact that 
almost all our bleaching powder is furnished by an English syndicate with a 
=e ee back of them. 

r. t Dow, who by his genius has revolutionized bromine making 
in America, has invented a new process for manufacturing chloride of lime 
and bleac powder, so that he can make the commodity at considerably 
less expense than by present methods. 

I also have letters from parties in Cleveland, from an institution 
called “The Dow Process Company,” in which they say: 

We beg to call your attention to the inclosed petition, signed by some of 
Oana year and a half have been perfecting for th 

a a we ve a process tor ea 
wath ot ng der, and now nat we have caananaiiained our 
object, we are ready to — a five hundred-thousand-dollar plant for manu- 


factu on & scale. 

In order to secure some protection from the United Alkali Company of 
Great Britain, w Paine eo of $35,000,000, now control the market 
Para that in th s country, we ask for a tariff of one- 
half cent a pound. 


I desire to have another article read and printed. I desire to 
call attention to the following statement in it: 

In the almost exactly parallel case of soda-ash manufacture there was no 
headway made in manufacturing it in this country until a protective tariff 
was placed upon it, and now American competition has lowered the price in 

On November 6, 1896, the chairman of the yotC 1 In- 
cana seotiitom with that an wat lingliel - aon ao 
com at remar e race n ople, 

the Americans. America has made wonderful daring “Re 

ter of a century in mechanical devices mainly, et she is now tu 

a hand to chemicals, and a cad mess she has siundey mnde with E 
ces,"’ 
The article is brief, and I ask that it be read. I think it throws 


= on the a. x 
r. GRAY. If that be so, I should like to ask the Senator 
from Michigan, why seek governmental aid? If they have already 
made this sad mess with Daciteh gelane in bleaching powder, why 
do — - for tion? 
Mr. BURROWS. Let the article be read. 
Mr. GRAY. Let it be printed. We will read it to-morrow. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the paper is called 
for, and it will be read. 


The eet a to read the ro ay 

Mr. BURROWS. To savetime, lask that the paper be printed 
im the Recorp without reading. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is satisfactory. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


= ted States = a — 
' so we are aware, although one company at Erie, ‘ 
considerable amounts on the markets, but failed after 1. shows cundaie 
a are a number of firms, however, who are operating experimen- 


This manufacture is of such nature that it can not be profitably conducte1 
asmall scale. Ca unwilling to in ciemenie eh whee 


tal 

terms with the United Ribas mpany of Great Br ith its 006,000 
: 0 w 000, 

of 4 would be 


Americans. ica has ——— p - ; 

= acentury in mechanical devices, mainly, now turn 

arte ee, ont asad moss n y with 

ces. 

We have an improved and invest $500, 
000 immediately. and more the en United States 

if we can be for a few until we are 

A duty of I cent qenee Be Sve pee nag wtp hg ty Se 


large number of American workmen at remunerati 

of work, or at least receiving very small wages during the present depr«..,..; 

ay — RE SR EES Se | 
e will consume ann in ter tion, 2) (xx 

et rio her cngisechen te ction of these tities fo sp 

be e , i » it 

bddition to that now employed and oo, . 

ican laborer by another. 

To-day oer enterprise in America using bleach is dependent upon a : 


ive wages whoare now. + 


r 


eign trust. th a tariff you will make it pendent upon American cay): | 
atnindribes wiainanintehie a 

ou —. Sk 
Well has that E syndicate mastered the situation, that unless st... 
protective in its features is placed upon the product it isquestionable if .\.., 
American enterprise can hope to cope with them. We earnestly hope ti); 
the committee will find it compatible with the best interests of the country 
to grant our prayer. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senate at this time to take up 1}, 
conference report on the sundry civil appropriation bill, and [ ..); 
for a vote on concurring in the report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I state, for the convenience of Senators, 
that it is not my ag te any further with the consii\- 
eration of the tariff to . Ishall be ready to have an «1- 
journment after the Senator from Iowa shall have disposed of t!\o 
appropriation bill in his charge. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. - 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. [If there be no objection, the Senate 
= consider the conference report on the sundry civil appropria- 


on bill. 
<iits seamqoden adam hee ce 
necessary. am afraid it 
will lead te considerable discussion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from California that 
for the convenience of the disposition of this bill at an early day 
it is important that it should be passed to-night. I have refrain: 
from calling it up from time to time on account ef the progress 
being made with the tariff bill, intending to do so somewhat earlier 
than now but for the fact that the question which has been under 
ee seemed to be a pressing one and occupied much 
attention. 

Mr. WHITE. Iwill say to the Senator from Iowa that some «{ 
us who have been paying very close attention to the tariff bill arc 
interested in this matter, and I am certain that it will lead to dis- 
cussion when taken up. I do not think it ought to be pressed to- 
_—. Why can we not take it up to-morrow in the morning 

ur 


Mr. ALLISON. Ican not think that the report will 
lead to any extended debate. The whole = } is thoroughly 


act eet oe - report is not to be 
ay know it to-night. 
r. PETTIGREW. I 
conference report go over and ask to have it 


f 


up in the 
morning hour to-morrow. There are two Senators absent t!i!s 
evening who did not know the report was tocome up. I ho)! 
they would comein. They wish to be present when question 
is considered. I want to say that the report will lead to consider- 
able discussion. So far as | am concerned, I should be willing to 
take it up to-night, but the absent Senators ought to be allow! 
an opportunity to be present. 

Mr. N. I gave notice to every Senator who express! 
an interest in the conference report that I call it up this 
I to Senators, I 


should 
I do not wish to delay this matter unduly at :1!!, 
i om a, as 
there has been no serious effort, as the Senator from says, to 
bring it go over. 


am are some Senators who desire to be heard 
who are not here now, and who will feel that they are not beinz 


F 
: 
i 
: 


tae: | fairly dealt with if the consideration of the report is now proceed! 


The Senator says he gave notice that the 
up. lomitted to observe that fact or to hear , and only 
learned incidentally that it was up this evening. I am 
certain other Senators are in the same 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from Iowa if thc 


would be taken 


ee eee 
. ALLISON. The report has been read substantially. 
CHANDLER. Then there is no necessity for reading it 


Mr. 

Mr, ALLISON. No. If we are to progress with the business 
Se ee 
Ne ae oe See nec 
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conference to- t as well as we can to-morrow. Itis 
pat nature of a pri report, and the bill to which it relates 
is a very important one. It is that it should sat the 
earliest ble moment. Even if we consider it to-night, it may 


become a law before the early part of next week, and I trust 
nat Senators will not ask that it goover. It is thoroughly under- 
stood. The only question that is involved here is the question of 


forest , and every Senator knows how he will vote 
upon , asit has been debated here over and over again. 
So I must on my motion. Of course if the Senate do not 


want to take up the conference report, that is another question, 
and they can vote down the motion. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. One of the Senatorsfrom Washington and 
one of the Senators from Idaho expressed a desire to be present 
when this matter was of and to be enabled to be placed 
on record on the question. Therefore it seems to me to be entirely 

that it should go over, and that the Senator from Iowa 
should not insist on its consideration at this time. I think it will 


im ble to ee of the report to-night if its consideration 
apr mor upon, and I think those Senators who are absent have 
a right to xo and participate. 

. ALLISON. Lam told that one of the Senators from Wash- 
ington will not be here for many days; the other is here at this 
moment; and whilst I should be very glad to accommodate any 
Senator, I must insist tion. 


ENT. ‘The 
The VICE-PRESID. : Senator from Iowa moves to 
take up the conference report on the sundry civil appropriation 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on fhe amendments of the Senate to the bill 

H. R. 16) ee on for sundry civil expenses of the 
vernment for the year ending June 30, 1898, and for other 


tr. WHITE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. Upon that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll, 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I have a gen- 

with the senior Senator from Texas {[Mr. Mitts]. I 
er that pair to the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason] 
and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. LO (when Mr. Hoar’s name was called). I desire to 
announce again that my colleague [Mr. Hoar] is paired with the 
Senator from W: (Mr. TURNER], and I will let this an- 
nouncement stand my colleague's return. 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). [ am paired with the 

Sa from Iowa [Mr. GEAR], who is absent from the 


Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
e Senator ebraska {[Mr. Tuurston]. If he were present, 


The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE (after having voted in the affirmative). 
the Senator from Ken {[Mr. DEBOE] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Kentucky has not 


Mr. BATE. ThenI[ withdraw my vote. I am paired with that 
Senator for to-day. 


The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 42; as follows: 


, 


e 


I inquire if 


i 


YEAS—14. 
Bacon, , by, Ww. ‘ 
Caffery , —? White 
Gocksell, : Mantle, Rawlins, : 
' NAYS—4. 
Aldrich, Elkins, Lodge, y 
Barrows sy Monies Hews 
ae Ex Ee 
= Perkins; al 
* Kans. Pe Wetmore, 
* Platt, ilson. 
‘ev. Platt, N. Y. 
Lindsay, r, 
NOT VOTING—®. 
George, Martin, Smith, 
Gorman, Mason, oer 
Tenn. Mitchell, 
—— — 
. Pritchard, Ww 
Roach, Wolcot 
sate 
Mr. Mr Preatlont t voted in favor of adjournment 
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terial interests of the 
mitted to stand at this time, or if they are permitted to go into 
force at any future time. 
by Senators heretofore. 

with which to express my indignation against the wrong con- 
tained in those orders of President Cleveland. 
carried into effect, there is no question in my mind but that they 


people of those localities. 


cerned. 





1275 


favor of the proposition to revoke the orders of President Cleve- 
land in regard to these forest reservations ought to be present 
and ought to have an opportunity to vote upon the report of the 
committee of conference at this time. 
present when this subject was discussed, being absent on account 
of illness, but there is nothing that I can say to add to the force 
or clearness or emphasis of what was said upon that « 
favor of the total revocation of those orders. 


I did not happen to be 


cecasion in 


So far as that portion of the conference committee's report is 


concerned which provides that these revocations shall only extend 
until March 1, 1898, is concerned, I sincerely hope that the Senate 
will not concur in it. 
of conference, but from a most earnest belief that to adopt that 
amendment will simply be perpetuating the great injustice and 
wrong which was done in the original orders. 
wrong now, if they contain an injustice to the people of those 
States, as they undoubtedly do, they will be wrong on the Ist of 
March next, when it is proposed that they shall again come into 
force. 
Senate has twice by an overwhelming majority adopted an amend- 
ment absolutely revoking these orders, that it should now insist 
upon that proposition. 


I say this in all deference to the committee 


If those orders are 


I believe it would be much better and much wiser, as the 


I need not reiterate the great harm that will result to the ma- 
ple of those States if these orders are per- 


That has been sufficiently dwelt upon 
I can not find language strong enough 


Should they be 


would result in the stoppage of a great portion of the industries 


of the State which I have the honor in part to represent. 


As has already been said, the great industry of that State is the 


miningindustry. Thatindustry is dependent wholly upon its sup- 
ply of timber for its maintenance and existence. 
any manner tocurtail that supply, as is contemplated and as would 
result in the execution andthe carrying out of those orders, would 
mean the paralysis of that great industry in that State and the 
throwing out of employment of thousands of laboring people. 


To attempt in 


It 
will be answered that the amendment as proposed by the confer- 


ence committee does away with any possibility of this character 
for the reason that it revokes the orders until March 1, 1898. 
is true; but there is another phase to this question. 


That 


The orders in and of themselves are wrong; they are inherently 
wrong; they are unjust; they were made in ignorance, without 


any examination or investigation of the territory set apart as 


forest reservations. It was, I was going to say, an insult to the 
I do not know but that I ought to 
use that word. It certainly was a gross violation of their rights. 
It interferes with every interest in which they are directly con- 

There was no excuse for it in the first place; there was 
no demand for it. Not a single individual in any of the States 
concerned, so far as I know, was ever consulted before the orders 
were made, nor was any single representative of any of those 
States in this body conferred with or questioned in regard to 
what the effect of those orders would be. 

Mr. President, I assert that the orders were made without 
knowledge of whattheir effect would be, absolutely without knowl- 
edge of what area they would cover, or with what interests they 
would conflict, or in what manner they would interfere with the 
vested rights and other rights of the people of those localities. 
Being unjust in the extreme, being wrong all through, having 
been conceived in ignorance, and having been made without ex- 
amination or investigation by gentlemen who have never set foot 
upon any of the territory set apart, who have never pretended to 
make any examination of the localities which they set apart, who 
have made their examination and investigation riding upon a 
Puilman car and looking out of the car windows—in considera- 
tion of those facts, I assert that the orders were wrong in concep- 
tion and in execution, wrong in every particular; and that, there- 
fore, they ought not to be perpetuated even by inference, as is 
proposed by the amendment of the conference committee. 

I do not think that a revocation of these orders could be con- 
strued into any discourtesy to the Administration as it now stands, 

Mr. ALLISON. May | interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. MANTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is my desire, and my only desire, to get 
early action upon this report. I do not wish to press the Senator 
or other Senators unduly this evening, and if we can have an un- 
derstanding that this matter shall be taken up early in the morn- 
ing——. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Immediately after the morning business. 

Mr. FRYE. After the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say after the Journal shall have been 
read, and that we have a vote upon it, say, at half past 1 o’clock, 
which, I trust, will give ample time for Senators to be heard who 
desire to oppose the report, I shall be perfectly willing that the 
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Senator may then continue the discussion, and that he be not re- 
quired to go on this evening. 

Mr. COCKRELL. For one morning, as there is no very im- 

ortant business, but only routine morning business, such as the 
introduction of bills, etc., we might take up the report after the 
ae of the Journal, and get through it, in all probability, by 2 
o'clock. 

Mr. MANTLE. I think we hardly ought to agree that the vote 
shall be taken at that hour. I am not desirous of consuming any 
amount of time myself. I want only to enter my earnest and 
most emphatic protest against the continuirg in any form of those 
orders, because of the gross injustice thet eby done to my people. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator consent to a vote at 2 o’clock? 

Mr. MANTLE. I am perfectly willing, but I want all those 
who are opposed to the acceptance of the conference report in this 
particular to have an opportunity to express themselves. It is a 
inatter of great consequence, of vast importance to the people of 
our State. We feel deeply concerned, and we do not want to be 
forced into a vote until we have had at least our say, and had an 
opportunity to appeal to the members of this body to support us 
in the position we take. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will ask the Senator if he will be willing to 
take the vote at 2 o’clock? 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Montana permit me to 
say a word? 

r. MANTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from Montana will agree to 
take the vote at the earliest moment ible. Lam especially 
interested that the sundry civil bill 1 be passed and become a 
law as early as possible. It contains an appropriation, which is 
made immediately available, for the purpose of closing the cre- 
vasses of the a River, which may be opened again by the 
June rise; and it is all important to a large number of the people 
there that the bill shall become a law, as I say, at as early a date 
as sible. I appeal to the Senator from Montana that he con- 
sent that the vote on the conference report shall be taken as early 


take it. 

Mr. MANTLE. I with what the Senator from Arkansas 
has said, but I desire that he should understand that this is a mat- 
ter of great moment to the people whom I represent. I do not 
want to repeat what I said, but I say that the people of those States 
are deeply concerned over matter, and they want to be heard. 
They want action, but they want that action to be just. 

I have no desire to say anything further than to appeal to Sena- 
tors here to stand by the action which they have already taken, 
which was just and proper; and I hope that in this particular they 
will not recede from the position which they have twice taken upon 
this amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. I have no desire to delay this bill, as I said be- 
fore. I never read the amendment until to-day. Perhaps it was 
my fault that I did not do so, but I was unaware of the presenta- 
tion of the conference rt. It was printed on May 25. I 
merely desire to call attention to a couple of matters in the bill, 
which would take no great length of time if I had the ——— 
to get a few papers that I need for that purpose. erefore 
made the suggestion, not only in my own interests, but in the 
interests of cther Senators who are not here, not for delay, but 
simply for reasonable time. Ido not intend to enter into any 
elaborate discussion, and if I can have an opportunity to get the 
papers I desire to look at, there will be no culty, so far as lam 
concerned, in reaching a vote; but if we are to go on to-night, it 
will take me some little time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Are we to understand that the less time 
the Senator has, the longer the speeches he will make? 

Mr. WHITE. My friend from New Hampshire is again upon 
fla a and obstructing the passage of the saving tariff bill. 

ughter, - . 

Mr, PETTIGREW. 1 think we can come to an understanding 
to take this matter up immediately after the reading of the Jour- 
nal in the morning, and have a vote by 2 o’clock. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. So far as Iam concerned, I am willing to 


do that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think two hours will enable every Senator 
who desires to todo so. Let that be the understanding. 

The VICE-P IDENT, Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Iowa, that the conference rt be 
taken up to-morrow immediately after the reading of the Journal 
and that the vote be taken at 2 o'clock? If there be no objection, 
that will be the order. The Chair hears no objection. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 
to the con- 


motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 


executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjournei until to-morrow, Thurs. 
day, May 27, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 26, 1897, 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY, 
Charles Burdett Hart, of West Virginia, to be envoy extraordi- 


nary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Colom- 
bia, vice Luther F. McKinney, resigned. = 


SECRETARY OF LEGATION, 

Francois 8. Jones, of Louisiana, to be secretary of the legation 
of the United States at Buenos Aires, Argentine Republic, vice 
George W. Fishback, resi; 

ASSISTANT ATTORNEYS-GENERAL. 
James Edmund eo of North Carolina, to be Assistant Attor- 
ney-General, vice J. M. Dickinson, resigned. 

ohn G, Thompson, of Illinois, to be Assistant Attorney-General, 
vice Charles B. Howry, resigned. ' 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Kenneth R. Pendleton, of North Carolina, to be collector of 
customs from the district of Albemarle, in the State of North 
Carolina, reap tment, eee on having expired 
by limitation January 10, . 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

James 8. Fruit, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal rey- 
enue for the Twenty-third district of Pénnsylvania, in place of 
Edmund A. Bigler, removed. 

INDIAN AGENT. 

Lucius A. Wright, of San Jacinto, Cal., to be nt for the 
Indians of the Mission Tule River Agency, in ornia, vice 
Francisco Estudillo, term expired. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Thornton 8. Howard, of Des Moines, Iowa, to be register of the 
land office at Des Moines, Iowa, vice Edward B. Evans, resigned. 

: RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

John W. Miller, of Woodward, Okla., to be receiver of publio 

moneys at Woodward, Okla., vice David H. Patton, resigned. 
POSTMASTERS. 

John I. Fullwood, to be postmaster at Cedartown, in the county 

of Polk and 9 of Georgia, in the place of Augustus J. Tom- 


postmaster at Geneseo, in the county of 
Henry and State of Litincls, im the place of Joseph L. Moore. do- 


William H. Conger, to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the count 
of —e and State of Indiana, in the place of John C. Jilson, 
removed. 

E. E. Buell, oe bean ee of Howard 
and State of Iowa, the appointment of a caauaenen for the said 
office ha , by law, become vested in the President on and after 


= 1, 1897. 
. D. McMahon, to be at Charter Oak, in the county 
of Grawford and State of Iowa, in the of J. J. McWilliams, 
whose commission expired January 1897. John H. Kuehl 
nominated to the Senate and March 1, 1897, but not 
commissioned. . 


Arthur D. Patterson, to be postmaster at Cresco, in the county 
of Howard and State of Iowa, in the of Francis A. Glass, 
whose commission expired April 5, 1897. 

Marcellus L. Hussey, to be ——— at Guilford, in the county 
of Piscataquis and State of ne, in the place of James Hudson, 
remov 

F. J. Heinemann, to be at Kirkwood, in the coun 
< wee ge and aS eee hae the Eee of Henry Ww. 

oO » whose com 1897. 

ae. Piean os camer 


, in the county 
of Yellowstone and State of tana, in the place of Edward W. 
Dunne, removed. 


Wiiliam H, Ilian, to be postmaster at Humphrey, in the count 
of Platte and State of Nebraska, the appointment of a soptenaater 


for the said office the by law, become in the President 
on and after April 1, 1897. 


Fred P. Le ee at Woodsville, in the county 
of Grafton and State of New a in the of Solon S. 
Evans, whose commission expired January 7, ia ' 

’ " ty 0: 
Mercer and State of New Ji , in the of J. M. aaah, wines 
commission A 15. 1807 E 


Henry D. Bonnet, to be postmaster of 
Valverde and Stems of Touma tae eguelamane Sbmemases 0 














1897. 





the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after July 1, 1896; Nora Boothe, having been appointed by the 
President, and by him nominated to the Senate, not having been 
. ed. 
Oe Kinsley, to be postmaster at Barron, in the county of 
Barron and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Henry G. Ells- 
worth, removed. me Ee . 

William F. Brittain, to be eee at Sheridan, in the county 
of Sheridan and State of Wyoming, in the place of Oliver P. 
Hanna, removed. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 26, 1897. 
ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


Arthur P. Greeley, of Concord, N. H., to be Assistant Commis- 
sioner of Patents. 


EXAMINER IN CHIEF, PATENT OFFICE, 


Thomas G. Steward, of Plano, Ill., to be an examiner in chief in 
the Patent Office. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Ephraim H. Smock, of Buffalo, Wyo., to be receiver of public 

moneys at Buffalo, Wyo. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Frank D. Healy, of Beaver, Okla., to be register of the land 
office at Woodward, Okla. 

Frederick A. Tritle, jr., of Prescott, Ariz., to be register of the 
land office at Prescott, Ariz. 

Hiram Yerkes; to be postmaster at Fairmount, in the county of 
Vermilion and State of Mlinois. 

Samuel H. Watson, to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Illinois. 

Charles F. Douglass, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county 
of Cass and State of Illinois. 

Jasper H. Thornburg, to be postmaster at Boonville, in the 
county of Warrick and State of Indiana. 

Daniel E. Sherman, to be postmaster at Montrose, in the county 
of Montrose and State of Colorado. 


Arthur, to be postmaster at Schoolcraft, in the county 
of Kalamazoo and State of Michigan. 
William V. Molloy, to be postmaster at New Rochelle, in the 


county of Westchester and State of New York. 
Wi A. Smyth, to be tmaster at Owego, in the county 
of Tioga and State of New York. 


Ellsworth Sweet, to be postmaster at Waterloo, in the county 
of Seneca and State of New York. 

Emmett B. Hawkins, to be tmaster at Huntington, in the 
county of Suffolk and State of New York. 


SENATE. 
THurRsDAY, May 27, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miisurn, D. D. 
On motion of Mr. QUAY, and by unanimous consent, the 
— the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed 

wit 
WICHITA INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. QUAY. I understand that there is a special order for this 
the of the committee of conference on the 
tion bill. The Senator in cha of that 

seat, and before he comes in I should be glad to 
have pat before the Senate, by unanimous consent, the resolu- 
tion in relation to the Wichita Indians, which was before the 


butt wish monet 
bat I to have a paper bearing upon it read and then 
allow the resol ? go over until to-morrow morning. It will 
a momen 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania? a Chair hears none, and the 
is a statement of fact, I think, prepared by the 
attorney of the Wichita Indians, and I ask to have it read and go 
into the Recorp. I do not know, I may say, that it will be neces- 
Se ee Donation, as I am inclined to think that the In- 
Department will take action which may obviate its necessity. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Memorandum In re Wichita Indians. 


the Wichita Reservation are made 
entered into between the Wichita and 


sundry civil a 
bill is not in 


I do not propose to proceed to its discussion, 
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The United States had, by its commissioners, offered these Indians $286,000, 
being about 530 cents per acre, for their surplus lands (see pages W) and 61 of 
appended brief), but the Indians thought they were entitled to $1.25 per acre 
(see es 62 to 64 of brief). 

The Wichita Indians did not understand the nature of the claim of the 
Choctaws and Chickasaws which had been set up to this and other lands in 
the leased district for the first time by a memerial to Congress in Mareh, 1890, 
and they proceeded in their negotiations to the final agreement o! 
ignorance of the named claim of the Choctaws and Chickasaws. Th 
ment of 1891 was ratified by act of Congress approved March” 
Indian appropriation act. 

Between the date of the agreement of 1891 and the date of its ratification 
Congress had awarded to the Choctaws and Chickasaws $2,991,450 for the 
alleged right of those Indians (Choctaws and Chickasaws) in the Cheyenne 
and Ara oe Reservation, the lands in that and the Wichita Reservation 
being in like case respecting the claim of the Choctaws and Chickasaws 
By the act of 1895, cited supra, ratifying the agreement of 1891, the claim of 
the Choctaws and Chickasaws in and to the lands of the Wichitas was sent 
to the Court of Claims, with the right of the Wichitas to be heard, the act 
further providing, however, that at any time during the pendency of the 
suit which the act authorized the Choctaws and Chickasaws might negotiate 
with the Five Civilized Tribes Commission respecting the subject-matter of 
the suit,and by consent of the Secretary of the Seteplorans Attorney General 
the suit should be suspended until such negotiation should be accepted or 
rejected by Congress. 

On the 23d of April, 1897, an agreement was entered into between the Choc 
taws and Chickasaws and the Five Civilized Tribes Commission under which 
all claims of the Choctaws and Chickasaws are referred to the United States 
Senate as an arbitrator. 

The negotiation by the Choctaws and Chickasaws of April 23, 1897, places 
them in a position, under the terms of the act of 1895, to suspend the action 
in the Court of Claims, the effect whereof will essentially fe to leave the 
Wichitas without a forum to prosecute *heir demand for payment for their 
lands in excess of allotments. The penaing action must die. By the terms 
of the act of 1895, the Wichita Reservation shall be opened to settiement 
within one year after the allotments are made to the Indians 

Wherefore, if the allotments are allowed to be made now, the Wichita In- 
dians will, under existing laws, at the end of a year be stripped of the pos- 
session of their surplus lands, and, being forumless, they will be left with 
nothing but a naked and inchoate claim against the United States 

The allotting of their lands at this time can not be regarded as in their in- 
terests, because by it, under the law, they will be ousted of possession of the 
surplus lands without compensation or any definite arrangement looking to 
eompensation respecting the same. 

This course is particularly unjust because these Indians have been the pos 
sessors of the soil on which their present reservation is located from a time 
beyond their tribal traditions and coextensive with the earliest incursion ef 
white explorers. (See brief, page 7 et seq.) 

No ee rer been made between the United States and these Indians 
canceling their original right of occupancy. 

‘rhere was an agreement made between Francis Walker, Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, and these Indians, dated October 19, 1872, defining the bounda- 
ries of their present reservation, whereby, in consideration of the existing 
reservation being given to them, they ceded to the United States he claim 
to all lands in Louisiana, Texas, and Indian Territory, but that agreement 
was never ratified. 

By treaty of 1818 with the Quapaws the United States nominally canceled 
the Indian title to the lands in question (see brief, page 10); also, by treaty 
with the Sanape of 1825 the Osages’ right was extinguished (see brief. page 157); 
but neither of these tribes ever actuaily occupied lands in the so-called * leased 
lands" or west of the ninety-seventh meridian, nor had the Quapaws any 
possessory right in and to lands west of the present western line of the State 
of Arkansas. On the other hand,the Wichitas and some of the affiliates have 
always lived within the so-called “ leased district ’ and in the neighborhood 
of their present reservation. 

The “ leased district is so called from the treaty of June 22, 1855, between 
the United States and the Choctaws, whereby, for $600,000, the Choctaws 
quitclaimed to the United States all of their pretended rights west of the 
one hundredth meridian, and perpetually leased the territory west of the 
ninety-eighth meridian for Indian ormneeney. The “leased district’ was, 
without qualification, ceded to the United States by the Choctaws and 
Chickasaws by the third article of the treaty of April 23, 1866. 

The same tribunal which tries the alleged rights of the Choctaws and 
Chickasaws should also at the same time consider and determine the rights 
of the Wichitas and affiliated bands, because it is as impossible to fairly con- 
sider the claims of the one tribe or nation, without at the same time consid- 
ering the other as it would be to consider the rights of one claimant upon a 
bill of interpleader to distribute a specific fund without at the same time 
considering those of all claimants to the fund or to hear the case of a plain- 
tiff inasuit at lx without hearing that of the defendant, and unless the 
Government proposes to pay twice for the land in question, the rights of the 
claimants must be disposed of together. 


MAY 26, 1897. 


Norse.—The vital point, not brought out in the discussion yesterday, is: 
The Wichita Reservation will be opened to settlement by operation of law 
(act of 1895) within one year from the date of the allotments. Thereby the In- 
dians be ousted from possession. Under the agreement of April 18, 1497, 
between the Choctawsand Chickasaws and the Five Civilized Tribes’ commis- 
sion the court is subject to be ousted of its jurisdiction in the pending action. 
Thus the Indians will be deprived of possession and left without a forum to 
try their right to compensation. They should be left in possession until the 
question of compensation shall be determined. 


Mr. QUAY. Now the resolution may go over, unless there is 
objection, until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, the reso- 
lution will lie over. 


isd in 
e agree- 


1805, being the 


CHINESE EXCLUSION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 17th instant, certain information relative to the 
alleged illegal entry into the United States of Chinese persons; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the 
table and to be printed. 


SPECIAL EDITION OF THE CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTORY. 


Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent to have a resolution 
adopted, as I shall be compelled to leave the Chamber for a while, 
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The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pstating bo, putt ts bance, directed to 

epare and have issued a edition of tory for 
the use of the special and that the same compensation be allowed 
for sho cones and editing of said edition as is authorized by law for the 
regular edition, the same to be paid out of the contingent fund ot the Senate 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment yesterday, the Chair lays before the Senate the report of 
the committee of conference on the bill (H. R. 16) making appro- 
— for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 

year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes. The 

rt has been read, and the ion is on concurring therein. 

r. WHITE. I understand that the conference report is now 
before the Senate? 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The conference report is before the 

te 


Mr. WHITE. I wish to call attention to a matter in connec- 
tion with the upon page 8. Iam to ask for a call 
of the Senate. I think we ought to havea attendance for the 
consideration of this matter. I sug, the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thea ce of a quorum is sug 
— a oe eee , and the Secretary 

the ‘ 

The Secretary called the roll,and the following Senators an- 
ewered to their names: 


= Ef EF 


Bate, 

Berry, Gear, Murphy, Shoup, 

=. Hastie, Kans. Pasco, Stewart, 

Clay, Hettteld Pettigrew. Vest,” 
5 J A ik. » Walt! 

Davis, Some, Picts, Conn Warren, 
lkner,’ Mallory,” Wilson. 


bill or in this amen@ment? I am now am 
numbered 16, on page 8 of the printed report. e find the fol- 
ating ted ett bo nemmienst a8 ‘the egress or ingress of 


In other words, the amendment reserves and a to 
actual settlers the power of egress and , but it does not 
deal same one who has from a who 


a reservation and is compelled to stay there, and the only relief 
en A toraden action be chanantnchdhoen 
ino: man who has miro cheskaep alte ia Sos comnndiiod 
the t of the U: States to exchange his propert 

_ for else? Why this duress? Sonar Stes aan 
or wrong in the attitude of a man who has bought from the 
owner, and from an owner who has in his hand muniments of 


1 | inserted by the Senate self. 


title derived from the Government of the United States? \\),, 

senmmala agian eae inchoate claim ja 

vena gran owner in fee who |). 
smell a petentl . 


within one of the Calis) 


: nia reservations in this way—that is, they have bought land fr . 


the patentee, acquired title to it, to some extent improved it, 
ing some distance away from the reservation in the pursui: 
their and their lands were taken into this reserya:| ), 
They were not settlers within the technical interpretation of :) ). 
eee but they bought their land from the patentee of 
vernment of the United States; and now we say tothem, « \ 
can not enjoy your property; you are shut ont from it; but \. 
accord the pri of exchanging itforsomethingelsewh::” 
not be permitted to do that, and can ()). 
Government of the United States, to take an honest 
attitude in this matter, justify legislation discriminating a..\\,-; 
the man who has —_ npon the faith of its own patent? 
Mr. ALLISON. ill the Senator from California allow ine (5 
call attention to the matter he is now discussing? 
Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 
Mr. ALLISON. The first quotation made by the Senator from 
California is the exact of the amendment which wis 
© conference committee did 10: 
change that 


. We ra ge in dealing with this 

—e nell aeale allen —_ those friendly to these ¢.n- 
provision as respects these 

actual settlers. So there is noc in thisconference report so 


far as the first paragraph Senator from California is 
con : 
As to the second paragraph, the one which the Senator is 1 \ 


commenting upon, there is no change in substance. The phris:- 
ology mserted in lieu of the in the original Sen:te 
amendment was believed to be better by all those interested in 

the was shown to a great many Svn- 
ornia, perhaps, was not consulted! 


Mr. ALLISON. But it was believed by those who were intcr- 
ested in this matter that the phraseology here is better phrase | cy 


for the on of than the phraseolo-y 
in heed aie Now, iene call the attonti ion of the 
Senator to the for which this is a substitute. 


Mr. WHITE. T will inthoaigited. but it does 
Mr. ALLISO . I understood ’ to criticise the report 


of the conference committee, when, in: the matters which 
he oe there is no cuted bey theo ee oneal 
amendment which was adopted Senate, Which was 
su to be satisfactory to those interested in this matter. 

r. WHITE. Of course I am criticising the report; but there 


is nothi rsonal about it at all, 
Me ALLISON Certainly not. 


been a change, and I say now, when attention 

manifest injustice, it ought to be rectified; and IT assume that no 

member of the conference committee on the part of either Hons: 

would object for a minute to inserting three or four words whi) 
be readily suggested, and which will cure this entire disc1))- 


But I will call the attention of the Senator, if I am not inter- 
‘him too much—— 


; . No; you are not interrupting me at all. 

Mr. WHITE. I call his attention to the second section, which 
redrafting that provision it 

be very easy to protect the right of any owner of land i)- 
Sioded to such owner the right of 
I complain about. I think that 
could be readily done, and I can not see that anyone wou’! 
have any objection to it. If it has been heretofore , either 
by failure on the part of myself or any other Senator to observe 
it, to know that fact would certainly be of no assistance to the s:t- 
tier or to the patentee of the land or the purchaser. What we 


want to do is to get it right. 
Mr. ALLISON I do not think there is the slightest trouble in 
respect to the matter now suggested by the Senator in the gene’! 


as it stands. I am quite sure that owning 
wi a reservation are not to he deprived of the right to 


ds 
oer WHITE,” Will the Senator show 
Mr. the me here giv- 


Es 


: 
E 
i 


ing such right? 1 know it denied by the officers of tle 
and have been excluded by soldiers. 
Mr. BERRY. California state from what 
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herein shall be construed,” and also the other subdivision, ‘“‘ That 


cases in which a tract,” etc. 
iit BERRY. What is the point of which the Senator is com- 
plain HITE. complaint is that the from a pat- 
ts ek oe Government of United States, the 


the 
pet ooo Government of the United States, and 


I yielded to the Senator from Iowa, and then I 

i him more than I should have done. 

inter NNOM, Very well 

_ ALLISON. All I desire to say in regard to this particular 
is that it was inserted for the benefit of those who, hav- 

parr in a reservation, might, because of the reservation, desire 

land somewhere else, and if they so desire that the time 

they had resided on the land or whatever rights they had acquired 

i lap over, and they should 


ner WHITE. I iate the beneficent involved. I 
am onl aiaaiiisatientothoyheanesh , Which isof such a char- 
acter that st procludes froua the bene ial operation of this section 
any owner ee eae en ne Canin seen 
r of an 
title one who possesses a title in fee. 
SwuEEEIE Tice. dees oes erent, it the Sennter from Utah 


The general scope and object we had in view was to give time 
error or imperfections in the provision, and it was 

ne we urged upon the conferees on the 
necessary temporarily to open up 
reservations absolute] a period of time in order that new 
sine be required, could be had in the two 
Houses that —— It may be that there will be 
is is one I do not know, but, if so, it 


ee Hee. That section gives a 
to one who under a patent to exchange the patented 
a apes of hiscase. If there is any other 
in the amendment where the holder of a tithe under a patent 
the right to go in and out of the reservation it has not 
judicial construction itcan not beinserted 

on. That matter is so important, in- 


| 


; 


volving the actual property and almost the whole possession of a 

number of people, that it seems to me it ought to be corrected 

when I mo one will deny that such a provision would be 
wise and absolutely just. 

SMMEEGA. “In the fzet palegrart seat by the Senator 
upon the first paragraph read by the tor 
from occur these words: 
octusl eollineremenen we sene rs = a * - 


and 
has all his land and possessions oes 
act neeee Shaws: Is there any protection accorded to him under 


Mr. , Myvresponse to that interrogatory would be that 
See nine been the intention of Congress, in 
—s amendment, to confer its benefits upon actual set- 
tlers, as pemeokegy 1s used in the land laws of the United 
States, and word ” would be construed with refer- 
ence tothoselaws. I if he had a residence adequate to 
takehiat enectantecttior under theland laws of the Uni States, 

i of that section. 


oa that no persons shall own lands in a reservation 
Mr, It should be “bona fide settlers upon or owners 


Provided further, That in cases of unperfected claims the requirements of 
the laws respecting settlement, residence, improvements, ete., are complied 
with on the new claims, credit being allowed for the time spent on the relin- 
quished claims. 

I will state, for the information ‘of the conferees on the part of 
the Senate, that on one of the reservations in my State come there 
are ovér 4,000,000 acres taken bodily from the State of Idaho on 
the two forest reserves that have just been set aside) there is not 
a single acre of unsurveyed agricultural land. There are farms 
under a high state of cultivation on that reservation, with good 
dwelling houses, barns, and other outbuildings and well inclosed 
with fences. I ask the chairman in charge of this report if those 
farmers would be compelled under this provision to abandon their 
homes and all they could get credit for would be the time spent 
while on that reserve, and that to apply to some piece of land 
upon which they might locate in any other locality? Is that the 
construction? 

Mr. ALLISON. Absolutelynot. If they have any claim there, 
that claim can be perfected under the general provisions of the 
amendment, as I understand it. They are not obliged to abandon 
anything under this provision. It is only in case they desire 
to do so that the Government is directed here to protect them 
elsewhere, and give them the benefit of the time they have been 
upon the land within the reservation. So there is no trouble, 
I will say to the Senator from Idaho, on that point, as I under- 
stand it. 

Mr. SHOUP. I will call the Senator’s attention to another 
portion of the report with which I am not inaccord. It is on the 
first page, the last subdivision of the first paragraph. The time 
fixed is the Ist of March next. In my judgment that does not 

ive sufficient time, and if a time must be fixed it should be a 
ater date. I would much prefer to have that clause stricken out 
altogether, leaving it entirely to the discretion of the President 
as to when the law shall zo into effect. It will be after the Ist of 
July in the event this provision becomes a law before surveyors 
can be placed on the reservations to commence their active work. 
As to the Bitter Root Reservation, a portion of it lies very high, 
the altitude is great, and it will be impossible after the ist of 
September to do much, if any, work in surveying that reservation. 
The same condition of affairs exists on some of the other reserva- 
tions. Hence, in my judgment, if a time must be fixed, it ought to 
be extended far beyond the ist day of March next, giving the 
Secretary of the Interior, the surveyors, and all who have any con- 
trol whatever of the final settlement and location of these claims 
a longer period of time within which to do the work. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I wish to state that when this 
amendment was originally presented to the Senate I voted for it, 
I supported it, and was in full sympathy with those in the West 
who are so much opposed to the President's order. I also voted 
that it was in order to place the amendment upon an appropria- 
tion bill. I have thoroughly and earnestly supported the view 
and contention taken by those residing in the States affected by 
the order of President Cleveland. I believed then and I believe 
now that the order was so extensive in its application, so illy con- 
sidered, that it worked great injustice to those people, and | aided 
and supported them in every way possible. 

But now, when the Senate conferees have obtaiued all that it is 
possible for them to obtain, when it has become evident that the 
sundry civil appropriation bill must fail unless some concessions 
are made by Senate, the question arises whether we would be 
justified in standing by the amendment as originally agreed upon 
and make no concession and thereby defeat this general appropria- 
tion bill. I think that such action could not be defended. We 
can not have all thingsas we wantthem. I think when the Senate 
conferees secured the abolishment of the order until the Ist day of 
March, 1898, they secured all that it will ever be possible to induce 
the House of Representatives to agree to. It seems to me that if 
the lands are left — until the ist of March Congress will have 
ample time, from the 1st of December, a period of three months, 
to correct any wrong or defect. 

In addition to that, the amendment also provides that the Presi- 
dent of the United States can absolutely revoke the Executive 
orders or any part thereof for all time. It appears to me that the 
friends of the measure secure practically all that they would have 
secured by the original amendment. Can any Senator from that 
section show me wherein they are injured, except in their desire, 
in which I sympathize with them, to wipe out an unjust order 
entirely, with which I say I fully agree? I am unable to see 
what have failed to secure under the conference report, ex- 
cept the satisfaction of having the Executive orders revoked 
absolutely. 

Now, I wish to say a word in regard to the contention of tho 
Senator from California [Mr. Wuire|. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia contends that this language would be construed to prohibit 
anyone who owns land, unless he was an actual settler within the 
limits, from going to and from that land. I do not think it pos- 
sible that any court or any Department would ever give sucha 

to the section. [ wish to call the attention of the 
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Senator from California to two or three words that he did not 
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read, or at least that he did not emphasize. The section reads: 


Nothing herein shall be construed as prohibiting the egress or ingress of 
Roles of such reservations, or from 

crossing the same to and from their property or homes; and such wagon 
roads and other improvements mee be constructed thereon as may be neces- 
i under such rules and 


actual settlers residing within the,boun 


sary to reach their homes and to utilize their propert: 
regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. 
In addition to that here follows this language: 
Nor shall anything herein prohibit any person from enterin 
forest reservations for all 
ing, locating, and developing the mineral resources thereof: Provided, 


r 
Kis such persons comply with the rules and regulations covering such forest 


reservations. 

Now, then, there is an express provision that any person can 
enter for all lawful and proper purposes 
regulations as shall be made by the Secretary of the Interior. 
Does anyone suppose that a man fit to be Secretary of the Interior 
of the United States would under that provision make a rule and 
regulation that because a man happened to reside in a town be- 

ond the limits of the reservation he could not be permitted to 

ve egress or ingress from his home to his possessions therein? 

I think such a construction would be exceedingly technical and 
exceedingly narrow. 

One word more, and then I will have concluded, I want to say 
that there are other great interests in this bill as well as that of 
the forest reservations. While, as I said, I fully sympathize with 
the a from the West, I believe they secure by this ar 
all that it is possible to secure on an appropriation bill. There 
are vast appropriations in the bill for many oe in which a 
great many people are interested. In re to my own section 
of the country, there is an appropriation here of $2,900,000 for the 
purpose of repairing the levees and to improve the navigation of 
the Mississippi River, which is made mediately available. 
That is placed in this bill so that the appropriation can be used as 
soon as the bill is passed. By reason of the recent floods a great 
many crevasses were formed which permitted the water to sweep 
over a large section of the country. It has receded and they are 
now planting their cotton crops. Thereisa probability that there 
will a rise toward the latter part of June, and unless those 
crevasses can be closed before that comes, misfortune will again 
oe «a8 people, and the crops now being planted will be de- 

yed. 

For this reason and many others, in which other ies are 
interested in the bill, I do not think we would be justified in 
rejecting the conference report and longer delaying the passage 
of the re civil “re riation bill. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. dent, I want to say a word while this 
subject is under consideration. I had something to do with the 
formation of the amendment which has been referred to by the 
Senator from California (Mr. Wuits]}. In fact, the whole amend- 
ment is practically the bill which was considered by the Commit- 
tee on Forest Reservations one or two years ago. That bill was 
the outgrowth of a report made by a committee appointed by this 
a to investigate damages to residents on the Sequoia National 
Park, in California. I was a member of that committee, and 
visited the Sequoia National Park. We took the testimony of a 
large number of bona fide settlers. It seems that a = 
= there a number of years ago, and had settled upon the lands 

ore they had been declared to be a national _ Those par- 
ties were ejected therefrom, and were forbidden in to or 
egress from the park. There was a great deal of trouble upon the 
part of settlers. Owing to this the committee were sent out there. 

I wish that these matters might be remedied in a better way 
than that indicated in the bill now before us. The comumit- 
tee ae that a commission should be sent out by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior for the purpose of ining the damages 
done to settlers, make a report to Con of their appraisement, 
and that the settlers should be rec et by actual cash. I 
thought that was the proper policy; and-I think so yet. 

The amendment as it now appears in the sundry civil bill is to 
the effect that the parties who own lands in these reservations 
can choose lands elsewhere of the same amount, and can have the 
time credited to them which they have spent upon the land in the 
reservations. That may be in a sense acom tion, but a num- 
ber of these parties have been forced from their claims and have 
= elsewhere, and now are not in shape to take advantage of 

e ee offer. A second homes offer is a poor com- 
pensation. 

In other words, Mr. President, I do not believe that a man or a 
— settled upon these reservations in years gone by and 
esta improvements—trees, buildings, fences, etc., as was 
indicated upon the floor a short time since in the case of a settler 
who ane pone upon a Sierra Park etree ee: 
pensated by being privileged to upon Government lands else- 
where. The of toil spans Ue making improvements would 
indicate that they should have something more. 

I believe we should not agree to the conference report, but ask 
conference, with the hope that a better solution be arrived 


upon such 
proper and lawful purposes, including that of 


under such rules and 


mining purposes; it is land in which the mines of 





at by the appointment of a commission to investigate the 
of damages Soe to these settlers. .. _— 

Besides, as has been stated by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr 
Berry], the parties who live in towns adjoining the reservations 
are to be permitted, according to this report, to enter upon the res. 
ervations for all “lawful” and all “proper” purposes. I belicys 
that refers merely to the privilege, for instance, of getting sto. 
to and from the reservations, and does not refer, as indicated by 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. CANNON] and the Senator from (‘,/- 
ifornia [Mr. Ware}, to the privilege of occupying the lands for 
stock or farming purposes. 

A better provision, Mr. President, can be framed than that 
found in the pending bill, one that will be just not only to those 
who live adjacent to the reservations, but just to the parties who 
have been compelled to leave the reservations and who should be 
compensated by an actual cash settlement. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not propose to enter into any discussion 
of the details of this amendment. I coe nee call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the blunder which has been made in 
inaugurating a system which has led to such lamentable results. 

It is very well for the Government of the United States to select 
particular localities which present novelties, curiosities, and 
strange ee of nature as of resort, such as the 
Yosemite and the other great reservations, but to inaugurate a sys- 
tem of reservations ina country that is to be occupied by settlers ig 
a most absurd proposition on its face. In the first place, it can in 
no view of the question ee any — If large tracts of 
land are and the kept off of them, they will soon 
become barren of timber, for nobody will be interested in protect- 
ing the timber. As a rebuke to such a policy, it would be the 
desire of everybody that the standing timber should be destroyed 
by letting the Indians and others burn it as much as they please. 

So far as the question is concerned of protecting the streams 
for i igating p . the settlers the ves are best guard- 
ians. They will fight against fires; and where they have cut off 
timber in all that mountain region, it takes but a few years for 
lands which can not be cultivated, which lie open, to have a new 

wth of timber, which is a better protection than the original 
orests, for it is thicker, more luxuriant, and better covers the 


and, 

Take California. There was a great waste of timber there in 
the early times in cutting down those magnificent forests; and we 
have heard much of the great evil that that would be to the 
sources of water supply; but when we —— now, we find those 
slopes which are not cultivated thickly studded with a new 
growth, which protects the water and shades the land better than 
= o a So you will find it throughout the Rocky 

oun on. ; 

Besides, these reservations create great inconvenience. Here is 
one reseryation which covers 21,000,000 acres of land. It is that 
oe character of land which it has been the licy of the 

vernment to keep open for loration and dev eent for 
gold—if you 
will not use silver—and of copper and of lead will be found, the 
very lands in which people are hunting for all kinds of metals, 
— a mining of which they rely, and in which there is great 
wealth. 

This reservation of 21,000,000 acres of land contains just the kind 
of land that is nat explored. by the pioneers of the Western 
country. Whyshould there be needed an edict issued from Wash- 
ington that the le of the West should be excluded from the 
use of the country in which they live, and that it should be dedi- 
cated to folly—for it is nothing else, and it will accomplish no 

purpose? Any person familiar with the situation, and who 

been over that country and observed it with his eyes open, 

knows that the ms where le have not been able to settle 

by forest of all vegetation; but where 

inhabitants are scattered son her will oa ing they can 

on thpse depredations. will aid the Government all 
while. 

If are to protect your streams, you must have it done by the 
saenla Those peopie are not bad; 2 adymr as much interested 
for their own prosperity depends 


the organization of a bu- 
botany and some other 


~ 
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That order was a disgrace to American civilization. It took in 

towns which were ces; miners were excluded from their 

without any investigation. What would you think if 

be reservations in West Virginia or Pennsylvania 

taking five or ten million acres of land, taking in your inhabitants, 
and excluding the people from using the land while it was bein 
worked for coal? You would think it would be a pretty roug 

. This is the same. Suppdse you had a reservation 

those localities which stop the whole business and 

excluded the people from the use of that country and its develop- 


mere, iden that band of theorists should be organized in Wash- 
ington and that such a bureau should find an Executive suffi- 
ciently ignorant of the situation to comply with their request is a 
marvel. It is true the last Executive went West in his early life 
to Buffalo, but those localities are away beyond Buffalo. The 
present Executive, I think, knows something more about them; 
and I believe if you who are in touch with the present Adminis- 
tration will represent to the Executive the hardships, the folly, 
the extra , and the wickedness of this order, he will set 
it aside in toto and resort to the great powers he has of regulating 
these reservations. 

When a reservation is made by the Government of the United 
States, it should be made for some public purpose; it should be 
made with some intelligence. It is not the way to carry on the 
settlement of the country to make such orders as these. I tell 
you that that country can be left to the people in it with as much 
confidence as any section of any country on earth. They are as 
good as any other people; they are as much interested in their 
country, and they will do as much to preserve its timber and its 
water. They are public-spirited; they are enterprising men from 
all sections of the country who have gone to the West. They are 
wide-awake; they will do everything they can to prevent injury | 
to their country. The idea of setting aside 21,000,000 acres of 


land, a large m of which is occupied, and all of which is 
necessary for general welfare of the country, is the most bar- 
barous ou that has been perpetrated in the last half century. 


Mr. C. IN. Mr. President, we who desire to have the for- 
estry reservation order revoked have our standing before the Sen- 
ate simply by the courtesy and good will of the members of the 
Appropriations Committee and other Senators. With no desire 
to abuse the kindness they have shown, we ap to the Senate 
that the conference report may be rejected, a further conference 

and a complete revocation of these orders had. 

A more inhumane order was never issued by Executive author- 

o this; and with no desire to reflect upon the Executive 

© issued it, or upon the Eastern people, I say that if any man 

desired to prevent the development of the so-called ‘‘ unde- 

sirable” States in the West, he could not have proceeded upon 

unjust and cruel lines to prevent that development than by 
the issuance of such an order. 

The withdrawal of areas of land that are the best in several of 
the States where the orders were made equals in extent two-thirds 
entire area of the State of [Illinois ’ - —_ ee and 
avery good encouragement to people to settle and build up, 
certainly is in itself so rank an injustice to the yom who 

t States that we think the Senate might well stand 
the plain principle of justice. I appeal to the chairnian of 
Committee on Appropriations, who charge of this confer- 
to further insist with the House of Representatives 

amendment. 
in the State of Utah we are having withdrawn 


by Executive all the desirable portions of the State not al- 
there for further enlarge- 


settled. There is no rtun’ 
of civilization the extebtishmnext of culture or mining. 
on acres of land, 


If this should be pursued, nearly a m 
7,000 e depend for their maintenance, would be 
withdrawn, without consent and against their interest, from 
the public , and there is nothing in the pro of the con- 
which in any sense protects ap peer be- 

cause, as said by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHovur], these lands 
are not Seven thousand people, by their chosen repre- 
sentatives, this Senate, ina submitted on the 6th day 
the table, to have this order revoked, stat- 


of May, now upon 
that if So onkae were enforced strictly according to its letter, 
either perish or have to abandon the possessions which 


be toiled for years to gain. 
seems to with all respect to the view which has been 
from Arkansas Sond Berry], that this 
to upon the 


the 
mare ae 
of the Senate, which was for an absolute revocation 
of . Lwould not have the sundry civil tion 


az 


en character but in estan important the people wi 
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States as the for the River 
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and harbors and other things which have crept into the sundry 
civil bill. F 

In behalf of the needs of the people, I feel grateful for the con- 
sideration the Senate has shown in allowing the amendment to go 
on the sundry civil bill when it was not technically entitled to be 
eee and having taken this step, I appeal to the Senate to stand 

y it. 

It is a cruelty, an inhumanity, and a barbarity that such an 
order should be allowed to remain one day longer than the time 
necessary for Congress to revoke and correct the evils thereby 
created. E 

I do not have the same confidence that Senators have expressed 
in our ability to get a correction of this evil by other means. The 
very ney of this conference report shows that it is in- 
tended to cover these reservations for all time to come. Under it 
the Secretary of the Interior has the power to make rules and regu- 
lations by which those vast areas of the public domain can be 
utilized. It is distinctly wrong that the people of those Western 
States, who are doing so much to upbuild their States and to bene- 
fit the country, should be obliged to send down to Washington 
and ask the Secretary of the Interior, often receiving a refusal, 
for permission to do something absolutely necessary to the devel- 
opment of their land. 

I have here a letter received this morning concerning the cutting 
of timber, which it may be worth while to consider. Mr. Beaure- 
gard Kenner, of Manti, Utah, who writes me on this subject, states: 

If this Administration would go to the trouble to send a few men (witha 
little common sense) out here to investigate the timber, they would see at 
once that the lumber industry is not destroying the timber on the water- 
sheds, for the reason that only about 25 per cent of the timber growing on 
our mountains is taken for lumber, the remainder being too small for use. 
We never cut timber smaller than 12 inches diameter, nothing is made in 
handling small timber, and itis not durable. And they would see what an 
expense the people have gone to in building roads and bridges that they 
might get the timber they use in constructing their homes and upbuilding 
the State. 

Under the circumstances, it seems to me that the Senate can not 
do better than to insist on the original proposition, which was an 
absolute revocation of the order. I am satisfied, if this order or 
anything similar had been made concerning any of the Eastern or 
Middle Western States, there would have been a cry through the 
newspapers of this country which Congress would have heeded. 
The mere fact that this order was made concerning Western 
States, of which so little is known, is all that prevents us from 
having the entire sympathy of the country. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, in order that this question 
may be brought to a vote by the Senate, I wish to amend the 
pending motion, which I understand is to concur in the confer- 
ence report, by moving to add to the report the following: 

And that the Senate ask a further conference with the House in respect to 
the amendment proposed. 

I move to amend by striking out the last proviso on page 1 of 
the report in the following language: 

Provided further, That lands embraced in such reservations not otherwise 
disposed of before March 1, 1894, shall again become subject to the operations 
of said orders and proclamations as now existing or hereafter modified by 
the President. 

Second, to amend by striking out the language alluded to by 
the Senator from California [Mr. WuHiTe] and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following: 

Nothing herein shall prevent any person or persons from ingress and egress 
upon such reservation connected with the use, possession, or ownership of 
lands or other property within its boundaries. 

Mr. President, the effect of these amendments, as I understand, 
is to construe the report which has been made by the conference 
committee, so as to at once revoke absolutely the reservations 
made pursuant to the order of the President on the 22d of Feb- 
ruary last. They permit a full use of all properties and right- 
ul possessions within the boundaries of those reservations. I 
think that the Senate ought to adopt these amendments and not 

7™ this conference report except as amended as thus pro- 
vided. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I would suggest to the Senator from Utah 
that a conference report is not amendable; that under our rules 
we must vote directly upon it, and either accept or reject the re- 


rt. 

PSThe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
is correct. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I was not aware that was the parliamentary 
rule of the Senate. It is otherwise, I understand, in the House, 
where I find the provision in relation to this matter to be that a 
conference report in the House may be concurred in with an 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the rule of 
the Senate to be that the vote must be taken upon concurring in 
the report of the committee of conference. If the Senate does not 
— the report may be amended by a further conference com- 

ttee. 
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Mr. GALLINGER, I ought perhaps to have added that un- 
doubtedly a motion to recommit the report, whether with or with- 
out instructions, would be in order. 

Mr. RAWLINS, Then I will change the motion and propose 
to recommit with instructions by the Senate that the report be 
amended as I have indicated. d 

Mr. WHITE. It appears to me, if the Senator from Utah will 
permit a ey that the better way to do that would be to 
recommit the entire subject, and then the committee could deal 
with it in view of the discussion in the Senate, and not attempt to 
confine the committee to any set phraseology. 1 think the com- 
mittee is more competent to deal with it than any other body of 
Senators so far as selecting a form of phraseology is concerned. 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me that the only thing to do is to 
either adopt or reject the conference report. 

Mr. WHITE. Undoubtedly that is the situation, and I simply 
wish to detain the Senate for a moment, in view of the remarks 
made by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] in reference to 
the criticism which I made a moment ago. 

Iam confirmed in my view by a more careful reading of the 

wn to which I have already called attention. The language 

this: 

Nothi e 8 be const. ‘ohi © egress or ingress of 
actual set ee ee the bean . eS or from 
crossing the same to and from their property or homes; and such wagon 
roads and other improvements may be constructed thereon as may be neces- 
sary to reach their homes and to utilize their property. under such rules and 
regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Then follows the provision to which the Senator from Arkansas 
referred, as follows: 


Nor shall anything horein hibit any person from ente: upon such 
forest acelae or all aieper and lawful purposes, inclu  ¥ that of 
locating, and developing the : Pro- 


prospecting, resources th 
vided. That such persons comply trith the rules and regulations c 
such forest reservations. 

If the last clause stood independently, it would still be exceed- 
ingly doubtful whether it would authorize the crossing of the 
reservation to other properties; but there is no necessity of at- 
tempting to construe it nemditiont because the lawmaking 
authority has, by the explicit of tees from the pro- 
vision permitting this egress and ingress, limited it to the owners 
ey oe ppociany nen If ae had said, ‘‘ Noth- 

g herein construed as egress or ingress 
of actual settlers residing,” ry ge the four words, “‘or 
owners of land,” then there would have been no difficulty. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the clause the Senator from 
California is reading is a clause in the original Senate amendment, 
and was not touched by the conference committee. It is your 
own clause, it is your own provision, which was inserted there, 
and by no ible construction has it been —_ by subsequent 
or other clauses in the conference report. So that if weare now 
at this late day toenter upon a reconstruction of this great amend- 
ment, to occupy us in this body three or four days or a week, then 
of course we are to enter upon a new scheme of legislation with 
reference to these forest reservations, and I to the Senator, 
in the interests which he and those with him have, not 
to undertake to require a conference committee to redraft 
wuole section. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam not making any such attempt. I believe 
that the Senator from Iowa and other Senator admits that 
Tam — as to my contention that privilege should be ac- 
corded to the owners of land on the reservations. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me ask the Senator a question. Su 
I had a title from the Government, a patent to a tract of land, and 
afterwards the Government, for purposes of its own, created a 


reservation which embraced that tract of land, does he believe 
that any tion we can make would deprive me of the power 
to go upon land and exercise whatever right I desire to exer- 


cise as to the o and authority upon the land? Would 
& court sustain any sta’ ee ee ee 
terms would make such a prohibition? y not. 

Mr. WHITE. I attem to state to the Senate and to the 
Senator from Iowa and I will now restate the fact, which per- 
haps is more valuable than theorizing about what a decision ma: 
be. Iam personally aware of tracts of land in the State of 
fornia around w a reservation has been declared, whereon the 
owners of land, purchasers from patentees, have not been permit- 
ted to enter and have been excluded by the armed forces of the 
United States under the direction of the t of the Interior; 
and this legislation will give color to the exercise of that 
ponaeen Sp susene Seten Snaeaert See Se and egress 
to those who are owners of the ues. before, it is a 
discrimination in favor of the possessor of the inchoate title. 

Now, in addition to what I said, I call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the last two lines on page 3: 


boundaries of 
or in the thereof, may maintain schools and 


theft tha purpose may ecoupy apy part of gid Foret 








It is the obvious intention here to exclude from a pepiiel ancy jn 
these statutory permissions the owners of the fee within the reser. 
vation. As far as the land owned is concerned, of course {),, 
owners can do with it what they like; but the use of the land i. , 

of its enjoyment, and whether it be tion or no, the 
act is that Government assumes to the authority 
—_— I have — does a it, — oo exclude from t)\. 
participancy an exercise right of an owner in fee 1))..; 
circumstanced as those to whom I have directed attention. . 

If there is anything sacred in reference to the first clause w))\. }, 
I have criticised, the amendment | have referred to can be inc. y. 
porated in the second clause, which the Senator admits has |». , 
subject tothe scrutiny of the committee and altered there. T),.;., 
is no difficulty in inserting in that clause a half dozen words .:\- 
ing the owners of land in the reservation the same rights of \))- 
gress and egress heretofore accorded tosettlers therein. The o1,\y 
way, of course, to meet this is to send the report back. 

I can not conceive of any argument, I can not conceive of any 
suggestion, which would induce me to think that any rational 1:1, 
anxious to do right, would father a piece of legislation, when })js 
attention was called to it, as our attention is now called to it. 
which would exclude the owner of the land from enjoying that 
land and give a superior right to one whose title is less than {... 
Of course, if it is to meet with elsewhere, if it can not 
be incorporated in here, that is the end of it. We might take tlio 
matter as it is, but we should not refrain from an attempt to «.- 
rect it because of the difficulty of going back, whether it be ow- 
ing to the inattention of m arg- 
ing any inattention upon the committee. The Committee on 
Appro ons does a very vast amount of work in the dischar.. 
of its duty to this body to the country with signal ability, and 


-it is and always has been a matter of wonder to me how that great 


to its many duties. 
But still as we move on examine legislation there is 
perhaps none of us who may not discover some criticism th:t 
ht be a =o ae passes rom tle Chamber 
from the . frequen criticised, uent! 

under the lamp of judicial scrutiny Yefects are Meccversd which 
would have been avoided if they had been called to our attention. 
When ion is nascent is the time to point out defects. 
Whether those defects result from inattention on my part or inat- 
ype ange ager eg goer me part 
anybody cuts no figure with point it out, 
it, and will not consider that | 


WILSON. Before the Senator from California takes lis 
lineof his argument to 
desire the attention of the chuair- 

Scott snd T shoals He's tomer it emp peowieien bes lace 
amen 0 en 
actual foc -wiaien, tot Bnater ia appeal- 

ing 6 Segeesey, CO aes and just; but in this 


8 


hop, skip, and through State Tin esent, 
this se, Tange a wt nn pcg a. in 


000,000 acres. In those we have 
nase. Seen, De wen Se eeermeenee nd 
granted us through enabling re are 
also school lan: OT ioald the to bnew han is made, 
if the forestry reservations are continued, to the State 


ference report, and are merely criticisms which 
proper committees of the Senate and of the House, within the eiz)t 
or nine months intervening, will have an opportunity to 
such remedial legislation as may be It is 
owes these two Houses, from now the ist of March next— 
the Senator from W. me one moment 
oe enactment the 
ethan pe pth et Mach 
e , 
in the revocation taken phsmealngy of the amendment intro- 
duced here by the friends—and I am one of them—of this legis|a- 


j 
f 
| 
: 
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that character, I think I can bear it as well as any other Senator. 
L believe that under these provisions and under the appropriation 
the President of the United States will act promptly and wisely 
for the interest of the people who are chiefly affected by the legis- 
lation. There is ample time between now and the ist day of 
March to deal with the question by ani large through these two 
bodies or through the President of the United States, and I be- 
lieve it would be absolute unwisdom to hold this great appropria- 
tion bill any longer in the Senate. 

Mr. MANTLE. It must be borne in mind that the President of 
the United States can, at any moment when he sees fit, under the 
provision of the pending amendment and under provisions of law, 
make other orders of a like character. There is absolutely noth- 
ing, if these orders are revoked, to prevent him from making 
another order on the following day. 

I wish to state that we are not at all afraid or alarmed as to the 
character of an order which would be issued by the now President 
of the United States. We are willing to take chances upon any 
order which he may issue, but we do not want to be left in the 
position where, if nothing else shall be done in the meantime, the 
obnoxious and unjust orders now prevailing shall again be brought 
into life by the expiration of this legislation, which they will be 
unless action is taken in the meantime. 

I do not believe that the necessary information from the Geo- 
logical Survey can be had upon which wise, discriminating, and 
intelligent action can be had by the ist of March, 1898, and it is 
for that reason that we ask that the order shall be rovoked in toto 
or else that the time be so extended that we may be certain that 
the necessary information will be at the command of the Depart- 


March. ee eee omens wee weeks 
day ching to revoke e orders; and whilst I do not undertake to 
say what will be done in the future, I have no doubt that the con- 
fereee oe Nodida particular matter. Isise lislative prov ion 

as matter. Itisa provision 

which has no place upon the pending bill at all. It was placed 
n it because of the emergency of the situation. We went very 
far in the direction of putting new and important legislation upon 


bill. 
an 2 - 
was necessarily and the Senator from California 
himectl now criticises his own legislation and shows its imperfec- 
tion. However, fortunately us, seven or eight months will 
intervene in which Congress can act either by joint resolution or 
by new legislation, and cure the evils, if there are evils, in the 
legi Yet Senators now undertake to say that because 
they can not have in the amendment which ought to 
be there for future years, for the protection of the settlers 


the amendment. Whatever rights they have ac- 

as po ro the public lands under the public-land laws are 
reserved preserved, and the order of President Cleveland is 
revoked, a citizen of the United States can go 

upon any one of the reservations and do what he could have done 


was issued. 
Mr. TILLMAN, Will the Senator from Iowa answer me one 


question?: ment and of the President. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. Mr. PETTIGREW obtained the floor. 

Mr. . Ifthe order is revoked wholly, as the gentle- Mr. KYLE. Mr. President—— 
men of the West contend for, why can not President McKinley, The VICE-PRESIDENT. The senior Senator from South Da- 
after an examination and the report of such men as he can trust, | kota is entitled to the floor. 
issue another order setting forest reservations which willnot| Mr. PETTIGREW. [yield to my colleague: 
conflict with the interests of those people? Mr. KYLE. I wish tosay just one more word in support of the 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly he can. p ition I made a while ago. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then why not let us get rid of chis trouble y objectiom to the amendment is that it works an injustice to 
which one President has brought upon those people by peremp- | the persons who are settlers upon the forest reservations, and if 
torily and forever revoking the order and keeping it out, leaving | the matter be settled in this way it will be settled for all time to 
these and their constituents to their own affairs | come; and the question of future compensation to those men will 


oe of the question. They might as well know that point first 
as last. 

The case is this: Settlers have gone into the Western country, 
some of them twenty-five years ago, and have settled on lands, 
have established: homes, planted trees, erected buildings, houses, 
barns, etc., and have made improvements, sometimes to the 
amountof three, four, or five thousand dollars. Then comes along 
@ President, and, under authority of Congress, sets apart. a certain 
section of country as a forest reservation. There may not be a 
settler for a distance of 10 or 15 miles; there may be no churches, 
no schools, no privileges of society. 

Now, under the amendment which we have before us, the Gov- 
ernment says, ‘‘ You can get up and go and leave your improve- 
ments; leave your homes, if you do not like the situation; select 
160 acres in‘another portion of the United States, and have tha 
time you have spent a your land accredited to you under the 
homestead laws, and tis all the compensation you will get.” 
It is very small compensation for the years of labor and toil that 
@ mam has placed upon his homestead in the Western country. 

og ee is that the Government should send a commis: 
sion there to appraise the lands and the improvements and pay 
the man $5,000, if $5,000 be due him. Pass this, if you will, and 
it will allow a man to select 160 acres in lien of his homestead 
which he relinquishes, and that is all he will ever get. 

Mr: PETTIGREW. Mr. President, the portion of the confer- 
ence report to which I object is that which is found on page 1 of 
the printed report, as follows: 

Provided further, That lands embraced in such reservations not otherwise 

of ore March 1, 1898, shall again become subject tothe operations 


of said orders and proclamations as now existing or hereafter modified by the 
President. 


If that language were changed so as to provide that the reser- 
vation should be subject to such order as the President might 
*make, after examining the area, so that positive action would 
have to be liad upon the part of the President, I should not object. 
But if, without action, without examination, we, as legislative 
bodies, are to continue the reservations, | am afraid the executive 
t will neglect to act. If the executive department is 
° ‘to.act: before this region can be embraced within a reserva- 
tion, them I am satisfied to give it the power, because then I 
believe it will be wisely exercised. 
If the words which I have read were stricken out and the words 
I will suggest were inserted in their place, I think the amend- 
ment, taken as a whole, would be an excellentthing. I believein 
saving and ing the forests. I believe that fires should be 
prevented, that the ripe trees should be cut and sold, and that 


Mr. ALLISON, nia Eee say to my friend the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, is legislation is passed by two 
Houses, and from all we know the other House do not quite accord 
with the views of the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. [hold a great many other Seeeenstn which 
other House: do not concur. They have no House over there, 
have one man running it. 

; Mr. aes it must be obvious from TM 
especially by Senator from California [Mr. 
esi tp ot nent care other cartons doteot tn the pr 
amendment. I do not care to ng the debate or to take 
of the Senate, but I to ask the distinguished 
the Committee on A . 
here in the debate, he does not think it will be at 
effort to make one more attempt to secure an ex- 
year? 
because, under the provisions of the 
it is certain, or almost certain, that all 
‘ormation which can be obtained from an exami- 
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where trees are cut young trees should be planted in their places, 
so that the forests will be preserved eee: But I do not 
believe that a region where there are no forests, but where there 
are cities and towns and railroads and mills and mines and farms, 
should be embraced within a forest reservation and the entire 
population occupying the same made criminals, as they have been, 
through the ignorant order of Grover Cleveland. 

If we were to provide that the lands embraced within such res- 
ervations, not otherwise disposed of, shall, when the surveys of 
said reservation are completed, or after such examination of the 
areas embraced in said reservations as the President shall direct, 
be subject to such orders as the President may make in reference 
to the same, so as not to disturb the right of any actual settlers or 
claimants now residing upon any of the lands embraced in said 
reservations, it would be entirely satisfactory. Then when the 
President had examined the areas and had done what Cleveland 
ought to have done before he issued his order, and had decided 
that a portion of the area should be embraced within a forest res- 
ervation, so as not to do injustice to the people of that country, 
he could issue his order and I should be entirely content. 

Mr. President, it seems that in 1863, by an act of Congress, the 
National Academy of Sciences was created, for the pu of 
furnishing information to the Executive Departments of the Gov- 
ernment. A year or so ago one of the members of the academy 
called upon the Interior Department and asked them to designate 
the caatleony, or a commission from the academy, to look into the 
forest reservations. The Secretary of the Interior addressed a 
member of the academy a letter calling on him for information, 
and he replied saying an yt mera was necessary. Congress 
appropriated $25,000 for them to make an examination, so that 
the forest reservations could be intelligently designated. What 
was then done? Five men were picked out. They took a palace 
car and started for the Yellowstone Park, and on the 8th of July 
last were importuning the Department for facilities with regard 
to their mail, and so on,etc. On the way they designated a reser- 
vation in the State of South Dakota, passed by it on the train, 
never entered the area embraced therein, and did not even see the 
country which they embraced within the reservation. 

Mr. KYLE. Will my colleague allow me for a moment? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. Was it not done in the hotel room? Was not that 
as near as they got to the reservation? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes, sir. They went by in‘a car, and they 
designated as a forest reservation an area containing 17 = 
offices, 15,000 people, and 50 miles of railroad. They come k 
and report that a great deal of timber has been cut in that region. 
So there has been. Thelandisunsurveyed. One hundred million 
dollars of gold has been produced in that region within the last 
twenty-two years. The ae have used timber from the public 
domain, and have used it lawfully. Not a single suit has been 
_— ae a single yy oe fo er the _— So onnaline 

n their report spend a eal of time describing the steali 
of timber in that locality. 

About two years ago timber was shipped in violation of law 
from the reservation down into Nebr. . The parties were in- 
dicted in the United States court, and in every case where they 
did not plead guilty they were found guilty by the jury. Law 
can be enforced by juries in that country. there is any im- 
provident or dishonest use of timber whatever, if there has been 
stealing of the timber, which is made an excuse for the dishonest 
and ignorant orders, why were not prosecutions had? Simply 
because they have lawfully used the timber. Every miner, every 
settler under existing law, obeying such rules and regulations as 
are laid down by the Secretary of the Interior, can cut timber on 
the public domain. We pro by the amendment to provide for 
the care of the forests, so that improvident cutting can not be 
had, but at the same time we insist that these improvident and 
dishonest orders shall be revoked. . , 

What is more, Mr. President, this junketing commission went 
to Wyoming. I[ will read what the governor of the State of 
Wyoming says about their operations there. Let us see how they 
set apart a forest reservation in Wyoming: 

The commission made no examination whatever. They through 
Sins on the fast train of the Burlington Railroad, which at no place is 
wi 15 miles of these mountains. When this train stopped at Sheridan, the 

ple of that town, having become accidentally ad of th of 
at least for a day and make an 
works already buil 





miles from the area with which 


Then they went into Washington and did the same thing, and 
oR icasies tah then: txvantiguted achegie anon Seles a 
a a area W 
hho oot Gopaxt. I say they ought to be eek 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


. general pair wi 





I say the Senate ought to insist upon its amendment and t 
House ought to yield. pe other 
Mr. President, all Senators and all Representatives in the other 
House from that of the country are united on this ques. 
tion. There is no division among them, and it is a local questi 
Yet their will and wish are to be overridden by a junketing trip 
of five scientific gentlemen from a part of the country 2,000 miles 
away. If we should send a delegation from the far West in:,, 
New England and insist = a policy with regard to that secti,y 
which would be destructive to their ty, protests would 
— —_ stew b> peer neen = threats o nae that came 
rom the ord convention of years ago, an: in they woul 
talk of a dissolution of the Union. ep ahoee 

It is a local question, Mr. President. The cutting of timber ip 
those forests does not affect ae other area in this country, for thie 
reason that the Rocky Mountain pine when once cleared off grows 
up . To-day, in spite of the fact that millions of dollars’ 
worth of timber has been cut in the Black Hills of South Dakota. 
there are more trees there than ever before. The town of Dea. 
wood is called Deadwood because when they first located there q|] 
the timber had been killed by fire and there was no timber fit to 
cut. To-day that country is covered with a dense forest of young 
pine thicker than ever; and so it is all over the Rocky Mountain 

on wherever we cut down trees fitfor use. The young timber 
is better to preserve the water supply than the old timber and the 
large timber. You can cut every fit to use for lumber in the 
Rocky Mountain a and in thirty years, yea, in ten years, 
have a better forest for the preservation of water and the preven- 
tion of floods than you have now. 

I say it is a local question. In Dakota we are interested in not 
having this timber shipped out of the State. We are interested 
in having these forests preserved, so that our people can use 
them. The t mine of which so much has been said has to-day 
in sight $100,000,000 of gold yet to be mined. It will take thirty 
years to exhaustit. Theyare interested, then, in the preservation 
of this timber. They are willing to pay a fair price for every tree 
a use, but they are not willing that an order shall be perpetu- 
ated which makes every man who takes a tree acriminal. Forty 
thousand people are sup by this means, independent of the 
15,000 who reside within the area of the forest reservation. There 
is no other source for timber. Since the 22d day of last Febru- 
ary every tree they have cut, e they have done, has been 
in violation of thecriminal laws of the United States. No wonder 
they are impatient! I would feel that I failed in my duty to those 
people if I did not insist, even to the defeat of the sundry civil 
ap riation bill, u the absolute revocation of this order. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
“ee of the conference committee. 
. PETTIGREW. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
oto a nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I havea 
general = with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. eee) 

Mr. PETTIGREW. TheSenatorfrom Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] 
asked me to secure a for him in favor of the Senate amend- 
ee Isuggest to the tor from North Dakota that he transfer 


. BATE (when the name of Mr. Harris of Tennessee was 
called). I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Harris] is ab- 
oe sick, He is paired with the Senator Vermont [Mr. 

ORRILL}. 

Mr. MANTLE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Virginia . MARTIN]. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when hisnamewascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr, SEWELL]. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was - Lam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska (Mr. Taurston]. Wher this ques- 
tion was up before, he voted in favor of the revocation of the Exec- 
utive order, and as I would vote that way, I do not think my vote 
would conflict with the pair. I therefore vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. TURNER (when his name was called), I am paired with 


the Senator from usetts [Mr. Hoar]. If he were here, | 

should vote “ aad 7 
Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
Benet know 


with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NEtson]. I 
how he would vote. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
AP" SALLINGRE'T ts a gene pt wi 
r. ; ve a the senior Sena- 
tor from Texas [Mr. Z 
Mr. BERRY (after having voted in the affirmative). I havea 
the Senator from Colorado . TELLER], with 
a es ae that I can 
vote when 1 . On this question I think it is probable that 
he would vote ‘‘nay.” I ask leave to withdraw wy 


vote and announce b 
Mr. MANTLE. The Senator [Mr. Cray] has 
general pair with the Senator from [Mr. Lopes]. 
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pair with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mar- 
e desire to transfer those pairs so that the Senator from 
may vote and that I may vote as well. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 
I vote ‘* =. 
UGH. I transfer my pair with the Senator 
. DANIEL] to the junior Senator from Minne- 
gota (Mr. Netson]. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 
Mr. VEST. Thattransfer having been made, Ican vote. I vote 
” 



















‘ 


The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 25; as follows: 
YEAS—22 


rich, Faulkner, McEnery, Proctor, 
— Gear, Morgan, vy, 
Bate, Gray, Pasco, pooner, 
Caffery, Perkins, we 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Pettus, Vest, 
Toomey’ Piatt N.Y. = Wellingto 
; ° we ellington, 
perbenke, Lindsay, : Wetmore. 
NAYS—2. 
Foraker, McMillan, Stewart, 
Butler, Fry Mallory, Tillman, 
Cannon, Harris. Kans Mantle, White, 
Carter Heitf: WwW, Wilson. 
Clark, Jones, Ark. Raw 
y, Jones, Nev. . 
Davis, Kyle, Shoup, 
NOT VOTING—3L 
r, Martin, Sewel 
sie, golines Mason, Senttne 
Berry, Gorman, Mills, Teller, 
Burrows, Hale, Mitchell, Thurston, 
Chil Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Turner, 
Coekrell, Hoar, Murphy, Warren, 
Daniel, Nelson, Wolcott. 
Elkins, M le, Penrose, 
~ So the report was concurred in. 


LIST OF CLAIMS ALLOWED. 

Ee AREMEIIEE af tee Trenenry, Wanemitting, tn, response +0 
from t e ry, itting, in response to 
a resolution of the 17th instant, a fist of all claims allowed up to 
and including the 25th instant by the several accounting officers 
of the Treasury ent under appropriations the nces of 
which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus fund under 
pr) tps on section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, etc.; which, 
with the accompan, papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LIST OF JUDGMENTS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response 

the resolutions of April 6 and May 17, 1897, a list of judgments 
rendered by the Court of Claims, amounting to $159,901.35, which 
been presented to that De ent and require an appro- 
Latoya cone? oy Lema which, with the accompanying papers, 
copa 


s 
5 


Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
unfinished , being the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue 
= the Government and to encourage the industries of the United 


Mr. CARTER. I submit, by request, an amendment intended 
tone tothe pending bill, which Iask may lie on the table 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I submit an amendment intended to be pro- 


by me to the pending tariff bill, which I ask may lie on the 
and be ted. : 


Jel 


VICE- ENT. That will be the order. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to present sundry memorials. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senator from Connecticut. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I present a memorial of the Lexington Print 
Worksand 180 other textile manufacturing companies in the United 


placin -tar dyes on the free list. 
ted. as a document, and referred 


memorial of the Stamford (Conn. ) 
10 other firms in manufac- 
memorial s uber & Co. and 26 

American , Te- 
monstrating placing coal-tar black dyes on the free list; 
Wate ward onfiared $2 the cet toe tale. 






ee 


fie 
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He also presented a memorial of William P. Clyde & Co., of New 
York, and 71 other owners and agents of steamers and sailing ves- 
sels, remonstrating against placing aniline colors or blacks on the 
free list; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the memorial of Jason J. Burley, 
of New Hampshire, remonstrating against an increase of the duty 
on beer; which was ordered to lie on the table. : 

Mr. SPOONER presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union of 
Ashland, Wis., remonstrating against the proposed rate of duty to 
be placed upon Habana fillers and Habana and Sumatra wrappers; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchant Tailors’ Exchange 
of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the passage without amendment 
of section 666 of the pending tariff bill, relating to the free entry 
of wearing apparel, personal effects, etc.; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Deadwood, 
S. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation for a more rigid 
restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom the subject was referred, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropri- 
ation bill, the amendment providing for the relief of George Z. 
French, late postmaster at Wilmington, N. C., and moved that it 
be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. 1514) granting arrears of pension to 
H. Morris Husband, asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Territories, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1040) to provide compensation for a bridge 
and for buildings and other improvements constructed by certain 
persons upon public lands afterwards set apart and reserved as 
the Yellowstone National Park, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 643) for the relief of C. J. Baronett, of Gardiner, Mont., 
reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

. SHOUP, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2010) to establish a new land district, to be 
known as the Yukon land district, in the Territory of Alaska, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CARTER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2036) to increase 
the pension of Mary C. Cook; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2037) granting a pension to 
Ellie Kee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


ADDITIONAL TELEGRAPH OPERATOR. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate be authorized and directed to 
appoint an additional telegraph operator for service at the Senate Annex, at 


a salary of $1,200 per annum, to be paid from the contingent fund of the Sen- 
ate until otherwise provided. 


ALICE JOYCE. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be. and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay to Alice Joyce the sum of $10 for typewriting in connec- 
tion with the hearing had before the subcommittee of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations of rry Earle in regard to conditions in Cuba, the same 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the pending 
amendment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3 the Committee on Finance propose 
to insert the following as an additional paragraph: 

7}. Bleaching powder, or chloride of lime, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. ALDRICH. That item was passed over yesterday by gen- 
eral consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro 
ceeded with. 
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The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 8, in line 19, after the word 
“copper,” to insert “‘ one-half of;” so as to make the paragraph 
Tread: 

8. Blue vitriol, or sulphate of copper, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 3 to strike out lines 23 and 
24, as follows: 

10, Borax, crade, or borate of soda, or borate of lime, 2 cents per pound; 
refined borax, 3 cents per pound. 

And to insert a new paragraph, as follows: 

10. Borax, 5 cents per pound; borates of lime or soda, or other borate 
terial not otherwise provided for, containing more than 86 per cent of anhyd- 
rous boracic acid, 4 cents per pound; borates of lime or or other bora’ 
material not otherwise for, containing not more than 36 per cent 
anhydrous boracic acid, 8 cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. I offer the following as a substitute for the com- 
mittee amendment: 

Borax, crude, or borate of soda, or borate of lime, 1; cents per pound; 
refined borax, 2 cents per pound. 

Under the oe law the duty upon borax, crude; borate of 
soda, and borate of lime is 14 cents a pound, and on refined borax 
it is 2 cents a pound, Under the Mc law the duty was 3 
cents a pound upon borax, crude; borate of lime, and borate of 
soda, and 5 cents a pound u the refined borax. 

I call attention simply to the proposed duties, which it seems to 
me are enormous. I do not propose now to go back and discuss 
the an borax, but I call attention to the fact that the value 
of borate of lime is 2.4 cents, according to the com tive state- 
ment, and upon it the proposed amendment puts a duty of 4 cents 
a pound. This is »n enormous taxation, and there is nothing to 
justify it, as was said yesterday, and I do not care to repeat it at 
any length, u an article which enters into almost all the ordi- 
nary uses of life. For that reason I propose to go back, if possible, 
to the existing duty as now ded by statute. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido notintend to prolong the discussion upon 
this article. I think the —— was fairly settled yesterday in 
the vote of the Senate. But I do desire to call the attention of 
the Senator from Missouri to a fact which may have ae his 
attention. In previous tariff acts the duties upon refined borax 
were very much higher than are suggested by the amendment of 
the committee. In 1862 the rate was fixed at 10 cents a pound, 
and it remained at 10 cents a pound until the act of 1883—nearly 
double, or quite double, the rate ted by the committee. 

Mr. JO of Arkansas. [havem: for the moment a paper 
that I desired to present to the Senate. It was received by me 
subsequent to what I submitted to the Senate yesterday, and shows, 
among other ——_ the price of borate of lime in London now. I 
stated yesterday that borate of lime was sold in London at £9 ster- 
ling perton, lyesterday received a communication, after making 
that statement to the Senate, showing quotations in the London 
market at £8 and 15s ton—less than a cent and a half a pound 
as the London price of an American article shipped to the London 
market, and on which this bill proposes to give a protective tariff 
of 4 cents a pos. Iam unabie to find at this moment the paper 
which I wished to present to the Senate, but I will ask leave to in- 
sert it in the Recorp if I should be fortunate enough to find it. 

I wish to call attention in this connection, for one moment, to a 
statement made by Mr. Krebs before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee of the House, which shows the animus of this proposition 
as distinctly as anything else can. In speaking of the proposition 
to 08 tax on the borate of lime he u this language, on 
page 8: 

As an evidence of good faith, the American miners have offered and stand 
ready to supply this raw material to contracting parties at the foreign price, 
plus the ruling rate of duty. 

This is all we accuse them of, proposing to mine borate of lime 
in this country, send it abroad, and seH it at a cent and a halfa 
a and they are neers So sell it to American consumers for 

e foreign price, which is about 14 cents-a pound plus the rulin 
rate of duty, now about 2 cents a pound, I believe, and if the b 
goes into effect it will be 4 cents. 

I agree with the Senator from Rhode Island that this question 
was about settled yesterday. It is useless to attempt to argue the 
question further, and I am willing to submit the matter to the 

sense of the Senate. I will insert in the Recorp, however, 

© paper which I spoke of just now, which comes from a borax 

manufacturer and refiner of borax who has been in the business 

for ei years, and who states the facts in connection with his 
trade, which I commend to the attention of the Senate. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

The Calico borate mine, near ett, San Bernardino County, Cal. (owned 
by sp Bagiish corporates ot ed Pacific Coast Borax Company, and Red. 


» an am 

Chemical Works Limited), is the only mine of Borate of lime 

United States at the present time, and all their output is 

Eomees ey Shemerives and sold in_this country or is ex in its 

e form to Liverpool and so!d there. Thereportof Thomas 

is that there ‘certainly seems to exist here an almost inex- 

aaa of available calcium borate.” (See page 4, prospectus of 
this company. 
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Fourth reduction Saeiimaaoes tae fact that 
with a duty of 1} cents per pound on borate of under the present law a1,| » 
cents per pound for borax refined shege is a slight but uncertain chance. ;.,; 


refiners to compete monopoly. 
Fifth. With the present rates of duty the Pacific Coast peo le are able to 
uce prices and now control 80 per cent of the domestic market, and yu). - 
existing rates (the Wilson bill), sooner or later, they will destroy the Ea;: 


ie ey 

Sixth. Since the passage of the t law the Pacific Coast Borax ( 

y have any reduced the of refined borax until it is now b ents 
r pound in car lots in New York. The domestic annual product), 
by Gee ennqemnene now, Rat from 8,000,000 pounds in 1893, |:); 

a duty then under the a re 8 Ces Same oe Credo and 5 ents 

per pawns on seteed, token pounds at the time under the pros. 

ent ny of T.gapte per Pome, a8 Seane aoe a per pound on refined. 
Seventh. This company admits that it can oo borate down in San 

Francisco at 6) cent per 100 ; the freight to New York from ther: :}) 

cents per a ane Sota eee Tork. This company 

sells the crude article in the mar soe) Spee M0 pounds, as agus 
the Turkish at $2 100 pounds. The foreign can not be landed in \..\ 

York for less than 3} cents per pound, incl Cay. she peeves @ margin 

ew York and the {). 
eign article laid down there of 2.6 cents yor pound. ce & protection to the 

eee 1} cents per pound rueaiietal ween toes a= a 

r ; ® Finance 

Commi of 4 cents F pound om borate is equivalent to a protection of 425 

a 


per cent, based on of 40 cent. 
To protect such a m ly to o thisextent poommneetrons. The American 


all was intended only to protect do- 
mestic products in which there is possibility of competition. There are two 
conditions onl Sete foresees a monopoly in the United 
States; the impossibility of uctionathome. For this first reason, 
the rete of aaty on. it it ae ieee Raowe in 
r cent on ue own 
the Pacific Coast article. = 


Say: 

“To check competition in borax in the United States the Riserican Com- 

pear Gre the English corporation) has largely reduced the selling pric... 

fone ae aoe focmensed Pitaembenel th in the ion = 

© imme- 

finte future. In the ited States of America price has now been re- 

duced so that neither the crude nor the refined can be imported to 
compete with the company at a remunerative a 

price paid by the company for ee 500.000. 

In October, 1896, this company, called the Coast Borax Com- 

ay and Redwood & Sons orks, after paying debenture 

the en preference f 


&. 
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terest and ying balance o 
profit for tan ei ennthe cnting Geptoues $6, lun eothelent > eas ct 


dividend. : 
Sa ee for the period from April to September, or only five 


mon 
It is very important that you bear in mind these facts. 
an eee Te TaD iG te 188k all bo thie ies increased from 8,000,110 
The domestic consumption pee See Seren woe ES, 0 that this 
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‘niceties ee crude article to all by i one company, has 
re ee re eee pounds in 1896. 

The price of refined borax in the United States is absolutely dictated 
by this eompany. 

All the domestic miners of crude borax in any form haye been driven to 


There is but one domestic eee nee SE foreign borate remaining 


in business. This English company asserts ms that his busi. 
ness has already been made ‘ble under present rates. What, 

would be his condition if rate of duty is ad to4cents from 
+ cents, and what would be the upon the 


many and rsified indus- 
tries which are compelled to use borax, as follows: 

Bleachers, calico cement makers, chemists, china manu- 
facturers, color makers, cosmetic makers, dentists, drug,ists, 
dyers, earthenware makers, ware manufacturers, fish curvrs, 
fruit preservers, glass makers, harness makers, hat manufacturers, imitation- 

makers, imftation-marbie manufacturers, makers, 
lace manghnaterers, eines workers, linen manufacturers, 1)2- 
: ers, me milk preservers, mucilage mak rs, 
o ters, makers, hers, pipe manufacturers, plas- 
2 eee nitcliddn maken patie tema ealeabere, silk manu- 
facturers, soap makers, starch man tanners, timber preservers, 
tile manufacturers, —_ and wk anaietarers. And each 


company will not sell under usual business conditions their cruic 
a this country, claiming that they should have the exclusive control 
sei CHAS. PFIZER & CO. 
(Manufacturers of borax for the past thirty years.) 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The following is a copy of a letter 
which has just come to my hands: 
Below we submit of letter from a firm of brokers in Liverpool, Eng- 


land, showing exports borate or “ : 
i icels Gatate + eolvaaaien eean | 


£8 15s. ton, delivered ex. in bags, less t discount, the 
beats of 10 por cent of anhydrous boracie aide” Oa a : 

* r ve from Jan / 1806, 755 ton 
and 3) bags: 1805, 18745 bage; 1808 bee ised baer tase (Bags 112 


“ DECEMBER 29, 1896.” 
The following is a copy of a letter showing the price of borax: 
4 185 Water Srreet, New York, May 22, a ; 
. OAc 
LRrE Sint cy fata tage nak Mando arses Say 

















1897. 





Please note that orders for concentrated borax can only be accepted subject 
to our having the goods in stock at the time. 7 P 
a ee. 


® PACIFIC COAST BORAX COMPANY. 
This company advanced the price of borax one-eighth of a cent 


per pound, as shown, on May 22. A few weeks ago they reduced 
the price one-eighth of a cent per pound. 
The PRESIDING OFFIC (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 


The question is on the substitute peanaees by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in line 
q, 4, after the word ‘‘ refined,” to strike out ‘‘4” and insert 
6: so as to read: 

Camphor, refined, 6 cents per pound. . 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask why this duty is put 2 cents 
above the McKinley rate upon an article of general use in the 
country? Iask the Senator from Rhode Island why they go above 
the McKinley rate? What sort of reason can there be for an in- 
crease of 2 centsa pound? — 

Mr. ALDRICH. A considerable advance in the price of cam- 

. both crude and refined, rendered the duty of the McKinley 
inadequate at the present time. Whena duty of 4 cents a 
und was levied, it was equal to 15 per cent ad valorem. The 
t duty which we now propose is also equivalent to 15 per cent 
ad valorem. 
Mr. VEST. It is more than 15 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think not. 

Mr. VEST. I know it is; but I have not the comparative state- 
ment here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The figures of the committee show that this 
rate is not over 15 per cent. It is certainly not a very high rate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on e 
4, to strike out line 8 to line 13, inclusive, in the following words: 


12, Chalk, ground, precipitated or only, in the form of cubes, 
blocks, sticks, or disks, as tailors’, biltiar , red or French chalk, 1 cent per 


pound; all chalk a, except medicinal or toilet pre tions, 
and manufactures of c not specially provided for in this act, % per cent 
ad valorem. 

And insert: 

12. Chalk (not medicinal nor prepared for toilet purposes), when ground, 
wep naturally or artificlally, or otherwise prepared, whether in the 

‘orm of cubes, blocks, sticks, or disks, or otherwise, including tailors’, bil- 

liard, red, or French chalk,1 cent per pound. Manufactures of chalk not 
specially for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. I simply want to call attention to the fact that, 
notwithstanding the statement made by the Senator from Rhode 
Island that in very few paragraphs were the duties made higher 
than under the McKinley Act, here again, on —— chalk, is 
another increase over the McKinley rate. If there is any reason 
for it, Ihave been unable to discover it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is the same rate. 

The" IDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the am of the committee. 

The amendment wasagreedto. — 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 4, line 21, after the word 
ee. to strike out “‘twenty” and insert ‘‘fifteen;” so as 

13. Chloroform, 15 cents per pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be considered as to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment in relation to chloro- 
form t not to be adopted in the form that it stands. For the 
present, . [shall not detain the Senate on any motion in 
connection with it, but may subsequently submit a motion in rela- 


A ener pernere h. 
The PRESIDING OFF . The amendment has been 


to. 
The Secretary read paragraph 14 as follows: 


dyes or colors, 35 per cent ad valorem; all other products or 
of coal tar, by whatever name known, not specially provided 
25 per cent ad valorem. 


sata ALDRICH. I ask that that paragraph may be passed over 
The RESID ING OFFICER. The paragraph will be passed 


. QUAY. In connection with the clause which has been 
desk certain protests against placing 
list. Ido not ask to have them read, 
pieecuere teem geinted in tho Recon. 

ICER. Without objection, that order 


i 
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The protests referred to are as follows: 
To the honorable the Senate of the United States: 

We, the undersigned, textile manufacturers of the United States, having 
learned that in the tariff bill now being considered by you blacks enumerated 
as fast-black coal-tar dyes have been placed on the free list, and believe that 
the competition now existing between the aniline log 










t blacks and the wood 
blacks, which we desire to have continued, tends to keep at a lov th 
classes of dyes, and that any legislation which will destro estrict 





the continued production of American extract of logwoo« e hurtful to 
our interests. 


All of which we respectfully submit. 
MAY, 1897. 


John & James Dobson, Philadelphia, Pa.; John Bromley & So 
Philadelphia, Pa.; Southwark Mills Company er 
Brown, president), Philadelphia, Pa.; W. H. Lori 
Company, ey yg Pa.; D. Trainer & Sons Manufacturing 
Company (per W.E. Trainer, president), Thurlow, Pa.; George 
©. Hetzel & Co., Chester, Pa.; Samuel A. Crozer & Son, Upland, 
Pa.; Patterson Mills Company, Chester, Pa.; James Irving & 
Son, Limited, Chester, Pa.; Shaw, Esrey & (i Limited, 
Chester, Pa.; The Lilley & Sons Manufacturing Company, 
Chester, Pa.; Byram Manufacturing Company, Chester, Pa.; 
Wolfenden, Shore & Co. (per John T. Wolfenden, president) 
Philadelphia, Pa.; Robert Callaghan, Philadelphia, p 
ville Woolen Mills (Arch. M. Robinson, assistant treasurer), 
Louisville, Ky.; Knipscher & Maass Silk Dyeing Company (per 
Geo. W. Cole, secretary), Paterson, N.J.; E. Geering Feline. 

N. J.; The R. J. Berdan Company (per R. J. Berdan), Pater 

son, N. J.: Kearns Bros., Paterson, N. J.; Dordoni Silk Dyeing 

Company (Constant Dodronni), Paterson, N. J.; Lawrence 

Webster & Co., Malone, N. Y.; J. O. Ballard & Co., Malone, 

N. Y.; 8. C. Paddock, Malone, N. Y.; Mohawk Valley Cap Fac- 

tory, Utica, N. Y.; Little Falls Wool Extract Company, Little 

Falls, N. Y.; J. S. Barnett & Co., Little Falls, N. Y.; The New 

York Mills Company, New York Mills, N. Y.; Belding Bros. & 

Co., Northampton, Mass. (also Michigan); Springfield Bianket 

Company, Holyoke, Mass.; Beebe, Webber & Co., Holyoke, 

Mass.; Wharton & Co.; Worcester Bleach and Dye Works, Wor- 

cester. Mass.; Worthern Aldrich & Co., Passaic, N. J.; W. 8S. 

Taylor & Bloodgood, jr., Rahway, N. J.; Dexter Woolen Com 

pany, Abbott, Me.; Indian Spring Woolen Company, Madison, 

e.; Linn Woolen Company, Hartland, Me.; Madison Woolen 

Company, Madison, Me.: Newport Woolen Company, W. E 

Whittle Dye Works, Jas. D. Minto & Co. Dye Works, Woon 

socket Worsted Mills, Woonsocket, R. I.; Contrexeville Manu 

facturing Senay, Manville, RB. 1; River Spinning Com 
ny, Woonsocket, R. L; Thomas L. Leedom & Co., Bristol, 
a.; H. S. Henry. Philadelphia, Pa.; Julius Kayser & Co 

Brooklyn, N. Y.; William Carson, 8. B. Rhodes, William Burn 

ley, John E. Burnley, John 8. Butterworth, O. N. Long, 

John Williams Manufacturing Company, Philadelphia, Pa.; 

Charles King, Johnstown, N. Y.; John Burke & Sons, Johns- 

town, N. Y¥.: George A. Stewart & Co., Johnstown, N. Y.: 

Northrup Clove Company, Johnstown, N. Y.; Bellis & Ball, 

Johnstown, N. Y.; Geo. F. Troutwine & Co., Gloversville, N. Y.: 

Booth & Co., Gloversville, N. Y.; Joseph E. Wood, Glovers 

ville, N. Y.; James Cuningham & Sons, Oriskany Falls, N. Y.; 

Seneca Woolen Mills (per John P. Chamberlain, proprietor), 

Stamford, N. Y.; Ayérshire Woolen Mills (Gavin Morton, pro 

prietor), Skaneateles Falls, N. Y.; Fulton Worsted Mills, Os- 

wego Falls, N. Y.; The Hawthorne Mills Company (J. H. Hunt 
treasurer), Glenville, Conn.; The Salts Textile Manufa 

Company (C. Fred Stead, treasurer), Bridgeport, Conn.; Fox 

croft Woolen Company, Foxcroft. Me.; St. Ronans Woolen 

Mills, Sangerville, Me.; Carlton Mills Company, Sangerville, 

Me.; Sangerville Woolen Company, Sangerville, Me.: Piscata 

quis Woolen Company, Guilford, Me.; Pioneer Woolen Com 

many, Pittsfield, Me.; Waverly Woolen Company, Pitt l, 

Me. Lewis Anderson & Co., Skowhegan, Me.; Talbot Mills 

(Fredrick S. Clark. treasurer), North Bellerica, Mass.; Ster 

ling Mills (Benj. Phipps, treasurer), Loweli, Mass.; Cocheco 

Woolen Mills (Benj. Phipps, treasurer), East Rochester, N. H.; 

Gonic Manufacturing Company (Benj. Phipps, treasurer), 

Gonic, N. H.; Devonshire Mills, Goffs Falls, N. H.; Belvidere 

Woolen Manufacturing Company (Chas. A. Stott, tr 

Lowell, Mass.; Georges River Mills, Warren, M: 

Woolen Company. Southbridge. Mass.; L. Sj« 


James 


ner’s Sor 


a.; Louis- 


turing 


sileid 


wetrom. Son & ( 


Lawrence, Mass.; Hillsboro Woolen Mill Company (R. F. 
Greeley, treasurer), Hillsboro Bridge, N. H.; ¢ Mills, 
Marcellus, N. Y.; Auburn Woolen Company, Auburn, N. Y.; 
George Yarnall, Philadelphia, Pa.; Germania Dye Works, Phila- 


delphia, Pa.; Harrowgate Dye Works, Philadelphia, Pa.: Charles 
H. Fleming, Philadelphia, Pa.; Samuel B. Bunting, Philadel 
phia, Pa.; A. L. Oat, Philadelphia, Pa.; Seamless Hosiery Com- 
any. Rochester, N. Y.; York Manufacturing Company (F. C 
icDuffie, treasurer), Saco, Me.; Everitt Mills (F. C. McDuffie 
treasurer), Lawrence, Mass.; Sanford Mills, Sanford, Me.; 
Goodall Worsted Company, Sanford. Me.; Cowan Manufac 
turing Company, Lewiston, Me.; Cumberland Mills, Lewis- 
ton, Me.; Webster Woolen Company, Sabbatus, Me.: Lex- 
ington Print Works, Canton, Mass.; Silver Spring Bleach 
and Dye Works, Providence, R. L; North Berwick Com 

ny, North Berwick, Me.; Great Falls Woolen Company, 
treat Falls, N. H.; Sawyer Woolen Mills, Dover, N. H.; 






Chester ane Company (D. Howarth, president), 
Chester, Pa.; Rockville Warp Miils Company (Frank M 
Adams, secretary), Rockville, Conn.: Crompton Company 





‘ 

(Howard Richmond, secretary), Providence, R. L; Fletcher 
Manufacturing Company (John Ames, treasurer), Providence, 
R. I.; Interlaken Mills (A. L. Ordway, president), Providence, 
R. L.; Union Wadding Company (Lyman W. Goff, president), 
Pawtucket, R. I.; The American Hair Cloth Company (Chas 
E. Pervear, agent), Pawtucket, R. L; Farwell Worsted Mills, 
Central Falls, R. L.; Harrison Y. and D. Company. Pawtucket, 
R. L: D. Goff & Sons (D. L. Goff, treasurer), Pawtucket, R. 1; 
Royal Weaving Company (D. L. Goff, president), Central Falls; 
R. t: Orr Bros., Pawtucket, R. L.; American Curled Hair ( 

(J. C. McCarthy); Glenlyon Dye Works, Saylesville, R. L; 
Green & Daniels Mfg. Co., Pawtucket, R.L; Z. L. Howell & 

(Jas. T. Stewart, supt.); William Hall & Co., Philadelphia, 
Pa.; Arasapha Mfg. Co., (John N. Wilson, pres.) Chester, Pa.; 
Aikens Hosiery Mills, Tilton, N. H.; G. H. Tilton, Tilton, N. H.; 
Elm Mills Woolen Co., Tilton, N. H.; Worcester Carpet Co.; 
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Millville Mfg. Co., (Geo, Wood, Pres.) Millville and Philadel- 
phia; Silver iprings B. and D. Warks (Chad. Wasren a Apes, 


yres.), Providence, Ashland Knitting Co., Ashla 

quam Lake Mills, Ashiand, N. H.; Hodgson & it Mig. Co., 

Laconia, N.H.; Pitan Mf Mis Co., "Laconia, N. H.; Estey Ho- 
siery Co., Laconia W. Busiel & Co., ae H.; 
John Chase & Son, Welsicr, Mass.; Webe r Leather C 10., Web- 
ster, Mass.; H. E. Gordon & Bons, Salem ; Treadwell 
pres. & Clark, Salem. Mass.; C. R. Brainard % O08 Salem, Mass.; 
oe Salem, % : John J. Cunne Salem, Mass.; John 

a Cal Salem, —, Patrick Creedon, Salem, Mass.; N. 
Some. Salem, Mass. ; A. Mouthuy, Salem, Mass.; Peter Simm 
; Salem, Mass.; T. H. O'Shea, Peabody, Mass.; Edward 
n & Sons, Postcay, Mass. ; L. W. Foran, Peabody, Mass. ; 
Calvin J. Larrabee, Peabod ‘ass.; Donohue Bros., Lynn, 
Mass.; Perear & Co., "Peabody, si Moss Blacking Co., Boston, 
Mass.; L. R. Hersom & Sons. Somersworth, N.H.; Queen Dye- 
aif . Rhode Island; prmenea eile Se. Rhode Island; Manton 
ls, Rhode ‘sland; Peter Wood Dyeing Co., Rhode Island; 
Kennedy & Brett, Philadelphia, Pa.; Jas. & Geo. D. Bromley, 
Philadelphia, Pai, Bromley Bros. ‘Carpet Co. Philadelphia, 


Pa.; R. Johnson, Philadelp . a} — elphia Dye Works, |. 
Phiindelpbia Pa.; Ontario M ers & Co.), Phila- 
de anges. Pa.; J. William Lewis, rod Yhester, Pa.; 
et Conshohocken, Pa.; & MacMas Master, Philadel- 
phia, Pa eaere ; moe, Phil ‘dol hia, Pa.; Geo. Branson 
Co., Philadelphia, Pa. ; ©. Tones & Co., Philadelphia, La 


F. W. Smith, hiladel hie’ Pa.; William Watt & Son, Phila- 
delphia, Pa.; Geo. Mac rland & Co., Philadelphia, Pa.; N. F. 
Scatchard, Philadelphia, Pa. 


At a meeting of the dyewood-extract manufacturers of the United States, 
held in the eity of New York on May 5, 1897, it was deemed best to submit to 
the individual Benators of the United States a brief statement of the position 
= their Bw pay! as it would be affected b the enactment of the tariff bill 

ae —_ e Senate Finance Committee; and tosubmit therewith state- 

from the various industries other than the manufacturers of the prod- 

266; which indicate the result to each of legislation which would cripple or 
destroy the manufacture of dyewood extracts. 

The dyewood-extract industry has been established in the United States 
for nearly one hundred years, It reurqerase at the present time an invest- 
ment of eam millions of dollars, and is distribu through the States of 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, vicgina” New York, New Jersey, Pennsyl- 
vania, Delaware, land, and 

It gives direct employment to Keceenae of operatives who are directly 
engaged inthe manufacture of its products, as well as others who are em- 
vlovea in the freighti a hand) ng O of the raw material, which amounts 
approximately to 100, 8 per ann 

All this raw material z brought teno the United States from the West 
Indies, Central America, and Mexico, and for the most part in ships of Ameri- 
can er. It serves as the chiof article of freight from the. countries 
named, and should the extract-manufact industry be crippled or de- 
stroyed, t -eomenees and loss to the shipping interests would renals, as will 
be seen from the petition of the shipowners and agents hereto annexed as 


n exchange for the raw material babes yen into the United States annually, 
many millions of oe of manufactu nom ane rovisions of all classes 
are exported to the West ——. Central Aination, Mexico. The damage 
to these various exporting interests result eet any reduction or cessa- 
tion of imports of dyewoods is shown by the exporters’ petition hereto 
annex: 

In the tariff bill as nepgrie’ es  F yinente Committee of the Senate to 
that body, coal-tar black dyes the free list: These are the 
cnet and bole poate ‘which ‘coupete wg the ‘ood black dyes made 

y the American dyewood-extract manufacturers. ould they be retained 
ie Y the free list, the oy will crappie, if not entirely d , the dyewood-extract 
business, prevent jon of apowacte trem 1e countries now ship- 
ping them tothe United States, and cut off a Sneomaiae amount from the 

rt trade of the country 
hat the mating of the coke tar blacks on the free list is not considered of 
advantage he textile interests, who are the sule consumers, is fully 
eens partie "petition fro a this interest heretoannexed, to which your atten- 
on cularly call 

These colors are eat patented in Germany. They are also fully 

tected by United States “Wetter patent, and can not be manufactu 
Americans on that account. The result of ng them upon the free list 
will be the destruction of a -establ and progressive American in- 
dustry, the throwing out of employment of thousands of men for no pu 
and to no end but the benefit of the German manufacturer and his American 
ees who have no capital invested in the United States, and who, 
owieg to the protection given them by the Government in their patents, 


are .——— of an absolute m naopewy 
For these reasons, and aay roar that this long: ee American im tote 
=e may have a fair es ual chance for existence, you are se See Saeed 
uence to have coal restored to the dutiable | lis which tier 
red ways been ae heretofore. 
All of which is = rengeotany submitted. - 
The ord New York and Bost Hany, of Connecticut and New 
York: ee New York Boston Dyewood Company, of New 
York'and The Sharpless Dyewood Extract vom 
of Phiwieiphicn hia; innis & Co., of New York; The Oakes u- 
facturin: mpany, of New ees The Harway Dyewood and 
Extract Manufacturi on aad York; J. 8. Young 
& Co., of Baltimore; Jo 7 wis, of Pro vidence; Browning 
& Bros., of Philadelphia and New Jersey; The W. G. Johnson 
Company, of Norwich, Conn. 


To the honorable the Senate of the United States: 


We, the manufacturers, sellers, and shi pqereat & of American pens for ex a: 
to the West Indies, Centrai American an em pores, Se ving heard 
coal-tar or aniline blacks have been placed on the list, most pervade 
protest against any such action. 
The manufacture of dyewood extracts in this coun has become a ve 
t and large factor in the business that is done between the Uni 
States and the other countries. Some three millions of dollars’ worth of «aoe: 
woods are brought into this a oveeie) annually, and in return we sell Ameri- 
can produce, ae, one cles to the shippers, agents, and import- 
ers of those 
It is not ae © the injury that would be done to the manufacture of dye- 
py extracts that we pr against, but because of the injury inflicted on 
cave boot now selling American goods for export to these countries, 
—— growing for rman i. 
tar colora, we believe, are ost entirely of foreign make 


rotected by United States letters patent; therefore the 
— 7 free list would be of no benefit to aayoue in the Unite: 


weltoving that the amount of trade created 


May 27, 





——_——— 


piecing o of them 


these foreign countries by 


this dyewood business has not ) many _ sibuchet, we offer you this pet}. 
tion and ask that you do not i e export business that has been 
brought about with these forelg ee owing to the dyewood extract 

manudacturene, = which would be the result were they injured by any 


adverse | 
All of w ant is Tespectfuily submitted. 


May, 1897. 


J. O'Connor, 36 Water street, eral merchandise; Grindal & 


Andresen, ll Water sor t general merchandise; 


13 Water a flou ; & 


Huber & Co., 
Pear! street 


r, @ urzman Bros., : 
general merchan bart tram area, ree 62 peat! street, generai 
& Sons, 94 Broad street, grain, 


ee Henry 'D. M. 
hay, etc.; an Coffin, ” 
pa 2 & OC 


tees 75 street, eral merchandise 
gain & ? Broad street, ra ae, hay, 


duce cal 
Jowell Exchange, ge i oners i uce ee 
W. J. Wil 


cox an 


neral merchandise; Sh 4 Morse Ton Uaeeher Company, 13 


Produce Exchange 


way, lumber, etc.; yee 
annex, lumber, etc.; pany, 
street, general me 1 et Havbana, 


47 Pant street, general merchandis« 
‘0., 42 Pearl street : Somaees er eaetion: Bevce 2 & 


D. D. Man- 


etc.; Tait & Co., % 


Company, Pro- 


ae. Hecker, Jones, 


our, ete. : The 
uce then 


2 and 4 Stone 
Water street, 


general merchandise; C. H. bearson, Produce Exchange, flour, 


etc.; The Isaac Harte r Company, Frodsmce 


Central lard 7 Produce Ex: 

ee noite On —— man. Se tvonbwnt. oe 
2 

Geo A. 2a 


, Produce gen 
briskie, Produce eee, 
Washburn Flour Com Produce chan 


McIntyre & Wardwell, face | nae 


change, pork, etc. ; sete Chas, 


ange, flour, etc. 


. general merc chan- 
merchandise: 
eral Sieechandi-’; 


flour, etc.; Pilisbury: 
ge, ‘flour, etc ; 


: oer i i Rohe & 
Bros., Peetese x , 
Produce Ex Sang parks oe oF: E. MeDovel, ae Ex. 


street, 


= merchandise; ‘homas ee tre a hog Pearl street, om. 
coed 


mer 


Pearl street, 


palate. oils, and varnishes; De Grauw & ‘Aymar & Co.,34 South 


street, coré , jute, and oakum. 


To the honorable the Senate of the United States: 


Your petitioners comprise owners ~ and or of steamers and sail- 


ing vessels under the American 

port of New York to the countries 

porting back from Se esate 
woods $0 She-ports of Now Terk, Romes.ond Fe 


has See 


goods —— the 


Teame. etc., and trans 
fustic, and other dye- 
to the extent of 


bout 009 tons annual! carry e has of many years’ 
Continuance = Eos casuiaieusee te sare sailing vessels and ease “rs 
under American 
We ——— . ‘against the ¢ duties ancnitine satore or 
blacks, presen’ a cent . e rotes ins 
the 3 of ee ierdine becker any coal- bn the free list, 


logwood and other dye- 


which our 


the carrying trade 
veusay are engnper ie wensparteng,tpaee these dyewoods arom peel Jamaica, 
and Mexico to United States be oe entirel , further, 
the loss of the logw and d pied & States would 


af Seen ee 
bove 


man 
country, so that no man 


on a a 
destruction of iecuioan commmnetee. 


Ww . P. OF & Green; James 
"Waibttest: Pred B Dalen south ozet: 
ws Becth cnesks 2. H 


and Mexico to 
carrying car- 


tries. 
to call your attention to the fact that aniline colors, in- 
ufactured solely 


to their being 


Pree aintee We a We theref. regard reduction of ties fr the ee 
e therefore an uw e law 
blacks as tivering tn 


commerce of Germany to the 


gh es BB Co. 113 


& Pot- 


O.. GNew street; 


A. Abs Snow, 108 Hanover square; F. ures FA Dayton South street; 
W. W. Battie & Co. Produce 
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Pear] street; H.P. Brown & Co., 23Coenties slip; Jas. A. Simp 
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street; , 78 South 
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$30 South Delaware avenue, Philadelphia, Pa.; W. F. Hagar & 
Co., 421 Chestnut street, Philadelphia, Pa.; Shubert & Cotting- 
ham, 118 South Delaware avenue, hema mw Pa.; John 
Mair & Son, 136 South Delaware avenue, Philadelphia, Pa.; 
John Middleton, 219 Walnut street, Philadelphia, Pa.; Curtis 
Tilton, 419 Walnut street, Philadelphia, Pa.; Vessels Owners 
and Captains Association (Jno. L. Nicholson, president), Phila- 
delphia, Pa.; Wilson & Crawford, 330 South Delaware avenue, 
elphia, Pa. 


To the honorable the United States Senate: 


Realizing from the information that we have gathered that the dvewood- 
extract buginess of thiscountry isin jeopardy by the placing of aniline blacks 
upon the free list, we, the importers, agents, shippers, and handlers of logwood 
and other raw material co from the West Indies, Central America, and 
Mexican ports, do most earnestly protest against any action that would seri- 
ously affect this branch of trade. , 3 
The amoUnt of business done with these manufacturers in this country will 
amount to &pount 100,000 tons, in value from two and one-half to three million 
dollars, whieh js ly brought here by American steam 4nd sailing vessels, 
and in return for the same we ship large quantities of American provisions 
= oes to those countries, emeenting to a greater amountin value than 
the Ports. 

This is one of the principal sources of business between those countries and 
the United States, and any action taken that will affect the manufacturers of 
the extract would affect also every other line in connection with it. 

The extract of dyewood business is purely an American industry, but as 
far as we d it the aniline business is almost entirely European, and 
the of these dyes into this country free would not in any way assist 


the American shipping interests, either in the importing or exporting of | 


We therefore ask, under these circumstances, that you do not injure an 
industry that will in turn injure and destroy others. 
All of which is respectfully submitted. 
New York, May, 1397. 
T. H. Messenger & Co.. 161 Maiden lane, merchants; A. S. Las 
celles & Co., Coffee Exchange, merchants; H. Marquardt & Co.., 
21 Sonth William street, merchants; Hugo Nainer & Co., 17 
South William street, merchants; H. Becker & Co., 35 South 


merchants; Williams & Co., 113 Wall street, merchants: Sny- 
der & Wheeler, 138 Pear! street, merchants; Frame, Alston & 
Co., 29 Broadway, merchants; A. Behrens & Co., 95 Broad street, 
merchants; Ward & Huntington, 14 Stone street, merchants: 
Ebel & Co., Produce Exchange, merchants and steamships: 
—— & Archibald, Produce Exchange, merchants acd 
ips; W. P. Clyde & Co., 5 Bowling Green, merchants 
and steamships; Lyons & Co., 4 Bowling Green, merchants: 
Kunhardt & 32 Beaver street, merchants and steamships: 
Mecke & Co., 138 Front street, merchants: F. T. Montel! & 
63 Pine street, merchants and steamships; J. B. Vicini & 
Co., Wall street, merchants; Leaycraft & Co., 142 Pearl 
street, merchants; ©. Wessels & Bro., 130 Pearl street, mer- 
chants; W. & A. Leaman, 17 William street, merchants: Leo 
Alexander & Co., 66 Beaver street, merchants; The Johannes 
Haustedt Company, 101 Pearl street, merchants: E. Nelson 
aa tn Pearl street, merchant; Graham Hinkley & Co., 9 
South William street, merchants: H. Wiebke & Co., 5 Stone 
street, merchants; _ rs & Heinlein, 27 William street. mer- 
chants; Mosle Bros., 16 Exchange place, merchants; John E. 
Kerr & Co., 41 Beaver street, merchants and steamships; Flint, 
Eddy & Co., 68 Broad street, merchants; Middleton & Co., 68 
Broad street, merchants; J.Agostini, @2 Broad street, merchant: 
| Wi & Co.,81 New street. merchants and steamships: 
enry W. body Company, 58 New street, merchants and 
steamships; D. A. de Lima Company, 67 New street, merchants: 
Gillespie Bros. & Co., 4 Stone street, merchants; Busk & 
Jevons, Produce Exchange. merchants and steamships; Va'en- 
tine Bros., Produce Exchange, merchants; P. F. H. r & Co., 
18 Broadway, merchants; Pomares & Cushman, 38 Broadway, 
merchants; C. C. Abel & Co., 15 Whitehall street, merchants; 
J.W. Wilson & Co., 52 Front street, merchants; Smith & Greg- 
s, = South street, merchants and steamships; Joseph Ware, 
47 th street, merchants; A. C. Klindtworth & Co., 41 South 
street, merchants; Louis N. Chemidlin & Co., 16 Exchange 
place, merchants. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 5, to strike out the para- 
graph from line 2 to line 7, inclusive, as follows: 

16. Collodion, and all compounds of xylin, by whatever name known, 
and whether rolled or in sheets, but not made up into articles, 90 cents por 
or ly finished articles, including such as are com- 

les, 75 cents per pound and 30 per sent ad valorem. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 
compounds of xylin, whether known as celluloid 


or in sheets or otherwise, but not made up into 


cents nd- if in finished or partly finished articles, 60 cents 
per pound and ‘per cont ad valorem. , . 


Mr. SEWELL. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island to allow 
g° over for the present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. lam willing that paragraph 16 and che amenda- 

™ Th Pale it by the committee shall go over. 

The ING OFFICER. That order will be made, and 
paragraph 16, together with the proposed amendment of the com- 
mittee, will go over for the present. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on 5, line 18, after the word 
“roots,” to strike out “‘nutgalls and other;” in line 20, after the 
word “nuts,” to insert ‘ nutgalls;” in the same line after the word 
“roots,” to strike out the word ‘‘and;” and in line 23, before the 
words “‘ not edible,” to insert ‘drugs and;” soas tc make the para- 


19. Drugs, barks, beans, berries, balsams 
Fn ag he tog oelingy wmr) 


i 
i 
| 


ouds, bulos bu)bous roo 
insects grains, gums an 
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gum resin, herbs, leaves, lichens, mosses, nuts, nutgalls, roots, stems, spices, 
vegetables, seeds (aromatic, not garden seeds), seeds of morbid growth, weeds, 
and woods used expressly for dyeing; any of the foregoing which are drugs 
and not edible, but which are advanced in value or condition by refining, 
grinding, or other process, and not specially provided for in this act, 10 per 
cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to further amend. in line 26, by insert- 
ing after the word ‘‘act” the words ‘one-fourth of 1 cent per 
pound, and in addition thereto.” 

Mr. VEST. You propose to add that to the ad valorem? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to know the reason for that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRIcH] will first be stated 
from the desk. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 19, on page 5, line 26, after the 
word ‘‘act,” itis proposed to insert ‘one-fourth of 1 cent per 
pound, and in addition thereto.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that the reason for that is that the 
existing rate has proved inadequate so far as concerns a large 
number of the cheaper drugs. 

Mr. VEST. How proved inadequate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has given the business to the foreign grind- 
ers of drugs. 

Mr. VEST. Ten per cent ad valorem has been the established 
duty in this country. Under the McKinley Act and under the 
act of 1894 the rate was 10 per cent ad valorem. The exports 
from this country of ginseng alone in 1896 were $770,673 worth, 
and of other herbs $152,896; and yet we are told now that it is 
necessary to put on an additional specific duty of one-fourth of 1 





| cent a pound, which upon a great many of these articles will be 
William street, merchants; Park, Sons & Co., 88 Wall street, | 


absolutely prohibitory. Iprotestagainstthatsort of tax, although 
the majority of this Chamber may overrule me. 
Mr. GRAY. Ishould like toask the Senator from Rhode Island 


| if 1 understood him correctly in saying that the reason for put- 


ting the specific duty in addition to the 10 per cent ad valorem 
was that the importers of these foreign articles control the mar- 
ket as against the domestic manufacturers of these drugs? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Precisely; especially on some of the cheaper 
drugs. 

Mr. GRAY. Then this is distinctly not a revenue item. This 
is aspecific duty and is entirely for protection and not for revenue. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is for protection. 

Mr. GRAY. It would decrease the revenue. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would on some of the cheaper drugs un- 
questionably. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. I just want to be able to know as we 
go through where the line is drawn between a revenue tariff and 
a merely protective one. This will reduce the revenue and will 
not increase it. 

Mr. WHITE. Ishould like toask the Senator from Rhode Island 
if he has any information as to the extent of the consumption of 
these products in the United States. I observe from looking at 
the official record that the importations since 1884, when the duty 
was imposed at 10 ~ cent, down to 1890 have in no case exceeded 
$100,000 worth, and the average has been, I think, about $70,000. 

Mr. VEST. In 1896 we exported of those herbs, lichens, ber- 
ries, etc.. over $900,000 worth, and we imported some $79,000 
worth. How is it possible that the market has been taken away 
under existing legislation? I repeat, and I want it answered, that 
we exported last year in all, according to the comparative state- 
ment, $900,000 worth of these herbs, etc., and we brought in a 
little over $79,000 worth. Now you want to put on these articles 
a quarter of a cent a pound more specific duty. I want the yeas 
and nays upon that sort of legislation, though I do not want to 
take up time. 

Mr.GRAY. I want to call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri as well as the Senator from Rhode Island to the fact that 
this is a very miscellaneous item. I supppose there are twenty 
different articles varying very much in price and value, and yet 
the specific duty is the same astoall. It may well fall out that 
this specific duty will be a duty of 100 or 200 per cent on certain 
articles and not so much on others, and will be a discrimination 
between these different articles, made at random, where it may do 
a very great injustice without our being able to point it ont now. 
Putting a quarter of a cent per — duty on 20 or 30 different 
articles will amount to an ad valorem varying on every article— 
nutgalls, vegetables, weeds, lichens, and all that sort of thing. 
On some of them the duty will be 100 or 200 per cent, and on some 
of them likely a very small per cent, but we do not know as to 
what we are prohibiting the importation of entirely and as to what 
articles we are merely increasing the price to the consumer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is very certain that the cost of grinding 
these drugs is more than the duty of a quarter of a cent and 10 per 
cent ad valorem upon all the articles. There can be no question 
whatever upon that. There isnodanger of imposing, if we ars” 
this amendment, a very high rate upon any of these articles, Of 
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course upon the higher-priced drugs a quarter of a cent is entirely 
inconsequential, and amounts to nothing; but it is upon the 
cheaper class of drugs where the foreigners have the market and 
where the importations have increased from $69,000 in 1893 to 
$79,000 in 1896, which this additional duty was intended to cover. 

Mr. VEST. How about the exports? 
oe ALDRICH. The exports would not be affected by this pro- 

sion. 

Mr. VEST. No; but we export$900,000 worth, showing that we 
absolutely control this market. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have control of this market as to a large 


ps of these drugs, but there are some of the cheaper ones, as | @handile: 


have stated, in which we can not compete with the foreign 
grinders; and it is to provide for them that this additional rate is 


proposed to be im ‘ 

r. GRAY. I ask the Senator from Missouri or the Séena- 
tor from Rhode Island whether these numerous articles do not 
include entirely raw material? Though they may not be regarded 
as raw material after they are ground, they are raw materials that 
come to this country to be ground, I Saal the following: 


Berries, balsams, etc., which are drugs and not edible, but which are ad- 
vanced in value or condition by refining, grinding, or other process. 


So that the clause under consideration prohibits the importation 


of the raw material used by the grinders and refiners in this | ¢ 


country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator's pardon. Those are on the 
free list in this bill, and we do not propose to disturbthem. This 
is simply a duty upon drugs which are advanced in condition by 
grinding or refining, and not the crade product at all. 

Mr. x. ore they come over? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Cer nly; before they come over. Crude 
drugs are free, and always have been, and we do not propose to 
disturb them. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator explain what is the specific 
tax which he pro as an amendment to the pending paragraph? 

Mr. ALDRICH. One-fourth of a cent a pound. 

Mr. CAFFERY. In addition to an ad valorem of 10 per cent? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Yes. 

Mr. eee Saaeee aaa —— nes ee in So 

ee . such as 8, ns, berries, - 
* i toe bulbous roots, excrescences, fruits,” etc., we 
—— abundance as any people on the earth. The mere 


process of ng and grinding these things is a very crude proc- 


ess in pueainatnbe. There is no adequate reason given for this 
increase, and the exports are largely in excess of the ae So 


we hold the American market; and this additional tariff is not for 
any protection whatever, but merely for prohibition. We not 
one hold the American market, but we export a very large quan- 
tity of these drugs. 

should like to inquire what reason there is that lurks behind 
this quarter of a cent per pound additional duty to the 10 per cent 
ad sokoedan? Under the McKinley law, 10 cent was consid- 
ered sufficient, and under the Jaw of 1894 t rate was main- 
tained. The importations under the Wilson law have only in- 
creased about $10,000—from $69,000 to $79,000. That can be 
accounted for, of course, by the increased consumption of those 
articles; it is not by reason of any insufficient duty whatever. I 
shall demand the yeas and oye on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were or . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu}. 

The Seer ed to call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when the name of Mr. GALLINGER 
was called). The a a of the chair is paired with 
the senior ator from Texas [Mr. Mrs}. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I have a pair with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. TauRSTON],,and therefore with- 
hold my vote. “ 

Mr. WETMORE (when his name was called). I havea ral 
~— with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], and there- 

ore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

I desire to make a statement with reference to 
the from Colorado {Mr. TeLLeR]} which will 
a oie seen eee this bill. 
wi from Colorado for ten years. He has written me 
a letter, in which he states that I am at liberty to vote on any 
item in this bill as I see proper, except on certain items which he 
has specified, and stating that he expects to be present before the 
final vote is taken on the bill. I therefore am at liberty to vote, 
and vote “nay.” 
Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. I havea pair with the junior Senator 
from W yoming {Mr. CLark]. If he were present, I should vote 
‘ 

Mz. FRYE. My colleague [Mr. Have] is detained from the 

Senate, being absent from the city. He is paired with the senior 


Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jongs] on all amendments to {),, 

tariff bill. I make this announcement, and shall not renew it _ 

I am ‘paired with the Sematos from Mains [ier Erase eat) 
am r from ; ; rith. 

draw my vote. I voted inadvertently. ve By @nd with 
The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—%. 


Aldrich, Fairbanks, McMillan, 
Aitison, Foraker, Mason, 


Fr Penrose, 
Gear, Perkins. 
Hansbrough, Piatt’ Oomn. 
power, Platt, N. Y. 
Jones, Nev. Pri 
McBride, Proctor, 
NAYS—21. 
Kenney, Murphy, 
Lindsay, Pasco, 
McEnery, Pettus, 
Mitch ieee 
Morgan, Smith, 
NOT VOTING—2. 
Elkins, _—,. 
Gallinger, ones, Ark. 
George, Kyle, 


Hale, 
Har 
~ in 
Daniel, Heitfeld, Morrill, 

So the amendment was ee to. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I ing of the Chair whether paragraph 18, 
in relation to ras, has been ad ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has been 

Mr. CAFFERY. I want to give notice that I shall offer an 
amendment to put epeess, or sulphate of iron, on the free list, 

Mr. ALDRICH. t motion can be made in the Senate or 
later on as the bill p ; 

Mr. CAFFERY. Is reserve the right to move an amend- 
ment when we reach the free list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s rights in that ro- 
spect will be reserved. 

: The reading of the bill was resumed at line 1, on page 6, as fol- 
OWS: 

20. Ethers: S 40 cents pound; spirits of nitrous ether, 25 cent 

per peena trait thers ols or eaenea, per pound; pee of all kinds 
pound: Provided, no article 
of th paragsaph aball pay @ lees gabe oF Suty tend Sh per euuk od valorem 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It seems to me that all these ethers, 
instead of being allowed to remain in the bill as they are and have 
been under two or three tariffs, ought to on the free list from 
the fact that there is prac none of imported. Of sul- 
phuric ether there was im: in 1893 but 20 pounds and in |<.) 
191 pounds, according to the ve statement prepared |y 
the majority of the committee. other ethers were somew)i:t 
more largely imported beh eee cere amounted 
to 1,400 pounds. I think when we the free that these 
ethers ought all to go on that list. There is no revenue deriv 
from them now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will bea anomalous state of affairs if 
we put on the free list certain that are made from alco)! 
while we retain a duty of about 1,600 per cent ll itself. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, The boly vnter 40 cents 
per pound on sulphuric ether and 25 cents per On spirits of 
nitrous ether, which, in some instances, only amounts to 20 per 


cent. 
the dake tate ts ; 
oO a cents @ — 
the ~~ on alcohol is only $2. , 
M The Senator from Rhode Island can probably 
inform the Senate whether these nitrous ethers are manufactured 
any extent. 


account of the value 
be $3 a gallon, when 


have had a general pair | ¢he 


other dyewoods, and extrac 


and 
not 
pot pounds eatiastoof quebrach 











and hemlock bark, one-half of 1 cent pound; extracts of sumac, and of 
es other than dyewoods, not s y provided for in this act, five-eighths 
of 1 cent per t +" 

The amendment was ‘ ] 

The reading of the was resumed at line 16, on page 6, as 
ee . fish gl d pared fish bladd: r fish 

or ue, an ers 01 

- at not above 10 cents oor und, 3 cents per pound; valued 
at above 10 cents per pound and not above 2% cents per pound, 3 cents per 
pound and 15 per cent ad valorem; valued above 25 cents and not above 40 
cents per 5 cents per pound and 15 per centad valorem; valued above 
40 cents per pound, 20 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. BURROWS. [ ask that that paragraph may be passed 
over for the 


resent. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, paragraph | 


will be over. 
ae ee the bill was resumed at line 1, on page 7, as 
follows: 
23. Glycerin, crude, not purified, 1 cent per pound; refined, 3 cents per 
nd 


Mr. GRAY. Ishould like toask the Senator from Rhode Island | 


how that compares with the existing law? I have not had an op- 
a myself to look at it. 

Mr. CH. It is the same as the existing law. 

The of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
was, on page 7, line 4, after the word ‘‘ carmined,” to strike out 
“ or indigotine;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

. In extracts, 
anal Weemts per pound 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 5, after the word 
“ powders,” to strike out “ printers’ ink, and all other ink not spe- 
cially 

2. Ink and ink powders, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 11, before the word 
« gents,” to strike out “five ” and insert ‘‘ four and one-half;” and in 
the same line, after the word ‘“‘pound,” to strike out ‘‘chicle, 10 
cents per pound;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

28. Licorice, extracts of, in paste, rolls, or other forms, 4} cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


or pastes of, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound; car- | 


provided for in this act;” so as to make the paragraph read: | 
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The next amendment was, after line 12, on page 7, to insert as | 


a new paragraph the following: 

28}. Chicle, 6 cents per pound. 

Mr. GRAY. I want to understand something about the Dill. 
and I am in doubt about a great deal of this mysterious chemical 
schedule. Therefore I ask the Senator from Rhode Island what 
this article is? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It isan article used in the manufacture of 
chewi m, a native Mexican gum. 

Mr. Y. Is this a chan om the rate in the present law? 

Mr. ALDRICH. This article is at present on the free list. 

Mr. GRAY. Then why is it to be put on the dutiable list? 


Mr. ALDRICH. For revenue. 
Mr. GRAY. Where is the revenue about that? 


Mr. ALDRICH. It is estimated by the Bureau of Statistics 


gait; ae the rate suggested by the committee, the revenue will be 
‘, . 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the committee inserting paragraph 28}, which has been 


read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 7, line 15, after the word 


a medicinal;” so as to make the paragraph 


carbonate of, medicinal, 3 cents per pound; calcined, medici- 
pound; sulphate of, or Epsom salts, one-fifth of 1 cent per 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 7, line 22, before the word 
“cents,” to strike out “forty” and insert ‘‘thirty;” and in line 24, 
before the word ‘‘cents,” to strike out ‘‘twenty” and insert “ fif- 
teen;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


Oils: 
90. Alizarin ricinoleic acid, ricinoleic acid, by whatever 
game known, whether liquid, solid, or im paste, in the manufacture °t which 


29. Magnesia, 
nal,7 cents per 
pound. 


per more of castor oil is used, 3) cents gallon; in th fac- 
ture of which oss than 0 per cent of castor cll used 15 conts P gallon; all 
— assistant, not specially provided for in this act, 30 per cent ad 


to that last amendment, I want to make 
were no imports, 


there 
the rate of 50 per cent on castor oil there were no imports. 
In the last classification the unit of value, as I understand it, was 
a eS oe 


| 


i or 
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Mr. ALDRICH. The importations for 1896 were all under one 
class. . 
Mr. VEST. That is what I say. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is impossible 

Mr. VEST. The average value was 30 cents a gallon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This is undoubtedly a higher rate of duty 
than that imposed by the Wilson Act, but it is also lower than the 
McKinley Act. 

Mr. VEST. 
Wilson Act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have reduced it from 40 to 80 cents and 
from 20 to 15, as the bill came from the other House. Itisa 
great reduction from the McKinley rate. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that—from the McKinley Act. I was 
making a comparative statement between the Wilson Act, the 
existing law, and the proposed enactment, and it is 20 per cent 
d¥er the existing law. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 33, line 5, page 8, to 
strike out ‘‘seven” and insert ‘‘four;” so as to make the para- 








I understand that, but it is 20 per cent over the 


graph read: 


33. Cotton-seed oil, 4 cents per gallon of 7} pounds weight. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenextamendment was, in paragraph 35, line 8, page8, after the 
word ** Flaxseed,” to strike out ‘‘or;” in the same line, after the 
word *‘ linseed,” to insert ‘‘ and poppy-seed oil;” in line 9, before the 
word ‘‘cents,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty-two” and insert ‘‘ twenty; ” 
and in line 10, after the word “‘ weight,” to strike out ‘‘ poppy-seed 
oil. raw, boiled, or oxidized, 10 cents per gallon of 74 pounds 
weight;” soas tomake the paragraph read: 

%5. Flaxseed, linseed, and poppy-seed oil, raw, boiled, or oxidized, 20 cents 
per gallon of 7} pounds weight. 

Mr. VEST. I simply wish to call attention to the fact as to the 
linseed oil provision that we exported in 1896 $33,260 worth and im- 
ported $4,553 worth, and yet it is necessary, I suppose, to increase 
the taxation in order to protect the American market. 

Mr. GEAR. I call the Senator's attention to the fact that under 
the law of 1890 we put a duty of 32 cents on flaxseed oil, and the 
— went down at that time to 31 cents, 1 cent below the duty. 

t has not advanced very much since. We exported some last year 
because of the short crop in India. This is proposed to be done 
on the general principle that we wish to protect all American 
industries. 

Mr. CHILTON. Did the importations of linseed increase when 
the duty was decreased? Isit nota fact that they did not increase? 

Mr. GEAR. During the interim when the McKinley law was 
in effect flaxseed was lower than ever before. Prior to that time 
there were large importations from India, and they were brought 
by water at lower freight than flaxseed can be laid down in my 
own State from New York. After the passage of the Wilson Act, 
so called, the importations of flaxseed rose to 4,500,000 bushels. It 
has gone down simply because last year there were no products of 
any kind in India, and there was no flaxseed, of course. When- 
ever the normal conditions arise, we will have importations. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Dol understand the Senator from Iowa to 
say that after the passage of the act of 1894 the importations in- 
creased enormously? 

Mr. GEAR. I do, of seed, not of oil. 

Mr. VEST. We are talking about oil. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Under the operation of the McKinley law, in 
1893 the value of the importations of flaxseed was $2,491, and 
under the Wilson Act the importations amounted to $4,553.30. 
So a decline of 10 cents a gallon under the Wilson Act increased 
but slightly the importations. 

Mr. GEAR. As to oil, thatistrue. I am speaking of the oper- 
ation of the Wilson bill and the importations for 1896. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. These are the Wilson Act rates. 

Mr. GEAR. There were no importations because of the abso- 
lute failure of the crop in India. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 36, page 8, line 13, 
after the word ‘‘alcohol,” to strike ont ‘‘ one-half” and insert 
*‘one-fourth;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

36. Fasel oil, or amylic alcohol, one-fourth of | cent per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 38, page 8, line 17, be- 
fore the word “cents,” to strike out “fifty” and insert ‘‘ thirty- 
five;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

38. Olive oil, not specially provided for in this act, 35 cents per gallon. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That can be done. 


I ask to have paragraph 38 passed over for the 





ai 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be over. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 39, page 8, line 18, before the word ‘' cents,” to strike out 
“‘ sixty- five” and insert “ fifty;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


99. Peppermint oil, ) cents per pound. 


Mr. VEST. Under existing law the duty upon peppermint oil 
is 25 percent. It is increased here to 50 cents per pound. The 
comparative statement shows that we —— in 1896 $1,741,810 
worth, and we imported $4,000 worth. w, this is an absolute 
mathematical demonstration of the fact that we control the Amer- 
ican market and export an enormous amount, considering the 
value of the article, and a here is an increase from 25 per cent ad 
valorem to 50 cents a poun 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not very much of an increase; merely 
from 25 to 35 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. Of course it de _ s m the unit of value, but 
it is an increase over existing it is an unnecessary in- 
— paenanne we absolutely peat hn the domestic market and 

rt largely to other countries. 
he PR 3 DING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


40. Seal, herring, whale, and other fish oil, not specially provided for in this 
act, 8 cents per gallon. 

Mr. VEST. As to pareeren 40, **Seal, herring, whale, and 
other fish oil, not spec rovided for in this act,” I wish to call 
attention to the fact that He 1896 we had no imports at all of lard 
oil, no imports of whale oil, and no imports of fish oil. 

Para graph 8 is the basket clause to the present paragraph, and 
it inclahe all other animal oil. While there were no imports, 
our exports of lard oil for 1896 were $426,401; of whale oil, $32,876; 
of fish oil, $163,829; of other animal oils, $50,839; showing that 
there was no competition from f countries, that we oapen 
the American market, and then e these “ere besides 

Mr. CAFFERY. Does the pennher from Missouri say there 
was no importation of whale oil at all? 

Mr. T. That is the way I have it marked. I believe we 
imported sixty-odd dollars’ worth. 

. CAFFERY. 1 suggest to the Senator that the idea of put- 
ting a tariff upon the le is to stimulate the foreigner to make 
it, so that he can import it and pay American taxes. 

"The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragra soneree. 41, 1, page 9, line 4, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘ eig insert “ six; * 
80 as to make the paragraph read: 


nt and ove um, crude or unmanufactured, and not adulterated, containing 9 pe 
—_ Lover of of on salt of opt per pound; morphia or morphine, sul Soke el of, 
Tr ounce; aqueous extract 0: opium, 
SS cakeaaee ? udanum, m other liquid prepara- 
tons of opium, not ae aaiel See Peete a ao ad valorem; 
opium conteining less r cent of ory, ont 


smoking, oe oy pee had —_. other pre’ 
tions o: ashien posited i in fond warehouses Shall m not be removed ed there- 
from without payment of duties, and such duties shall not be refunded 
Mr. ALDRICH. For the committee I withdraw the aitsiaals 
ment and allow the rate to stand as it is. 
Mr. VEST. Idonot understand the Senator from Rhode Island. 
Mr; ALDRICH. I withdraw the suggested amendment of $8 
and allow it to stand at $6. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 
Mr. VEST. I was about to call the attention of the Senate to 
the increase, and I desire to put in the Recorp, because it is a 
ae interesting paper—I shall not detain the Senate by having it 
—a communication made in 1894 to the Senator from Texas 
Ing M1118] from the collector at the port of San Francisco, treat- 
of the tame ium question, in — he says that a higher 
ate of duty than $6 per pound is simply an incentive to smuggling 
a brings no more revenue to the Government. I ask that the 
ogee may be printed in the REcorD as a part of my remarks. 
— PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the paper will 


be 
ue pap paper referred to is as follows: 


Cemscy OF THE COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Port of San Francisco, February 20, 189%. 
Senator Roarr Q. Minis, Washington, D. C. 


My Drar Senator: I inclose copy of my telegram to you of yesterday. 
was done, and I am writing now, on account of a suggestion made to me 
“—s Ifurnish you ~~ my vere =. seen sites an 
red apium,— © duty on repared m was, for man 
years prior to i870, collected at an ad waberaee rate. In 1870 they fixed ome 
specific rate of ae Bio which was collected up to 1883. 1883 they 
raised it to $10, and in 1 or pone, To endenvor to prevent smug- 
ae these high rates of duty, ons 38 and 39 of the McKinley bill were 
These were vee excellent, and I consider that it is absolutely 
contitiued, as I os in meee a 
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: puhccoeunet in the United States, the difference having been legitimately 
n u 
I know of no way in the world, as human nature fs at mt const 
to prevent ’ smuggling oo at these rates. Th The are 
enormous and the bulk so hat a small quan ity, coatty goncealed, will 
last a man a long time, Taeuber unable to ro ont Se . imported 
article, he can go to any drug store in the United 8 and "buy medicinal] 
opium (Persian or Turkish), which can be for smoking, being ad). 
terated with arabic, while his meal is cooked. Upward of 600,009 
medicinal ouppeaes to have been used for 
medicinal purposes, were imported duri last fiscal year. It was eed, 
teeny by ee ee fiends, as. t-medicine manufacturers, an; 
the Chinese, who converted conside into opium prepared for ae 


he leg timately sick x got very little. 
“ | atta Spelntnary 00 to my views on the advisability of collec 


ng es | an ad valorem rate.—As hed you, an ad valorem r; 
based on the comparison between the Sekine and Wilson bills c on i 
by the cleek of the womeee and ee Committee for the last fiscal year would 

be © per ons ous rate of of % ver pound. Since the last fiscal} 
year, or since last duly exchange" China has fallen considerably, and a 
rate of duty based on rate of ex 


tee eee grees a would yield about $5 per 


pound. instead of ve urged. lower, 
amount of duty collected ane be Ly Du this tims the Cc ee 
have oot an made an Yee, in the of opium in silver in China. It is 
~ y the . in in silver that it bas always sold 
e to-day at practical snaatlonel above is only caused in our rate 
. exchanging silver into gold, a ane quarterly by the Director 


of the Min 
But it is my idea, howersy that the wal wale up before long to 
the fact that silver is not what it sant to be oe, particulary i yin cogurd to opium, 
where they come so much in contact with the I do not 
mean by that op air cave wae currency 8 Ido not 
think they will, but they will find that it is ye gb double the 
price in silver of their opium. Sao, ine pee bee ot lum now is 425 
silv: is lower been sold for, and in spite of the 
fact that these silver dollars have only half wre power. I there. 
fore believe, instead of a dollar being able to buy as m' — in Hong- 
kong or Macao as it ever has, that it will not be long before ill only buy 
as much. When that Sine commas, ene box of opium will cost 850 silver 
dollars. This, changed ag dy oh and ce ore on it at the rate of 85 per 
cent, would ?: re — re about $10 _ pound again, and 
the > Saray back hands of the smugglers— position we are in 


Ont the ier & hand, I have u the duty on prepared opium at 
pound specific, in accordance with the following figures: - poe 
A pound of opium costs in Victoria 
Manufacturer, who provides capital, mere} iomnees, ote Li 

The smuggler who Byit to was — U States is entitied to. 2 0 


The seller, a sells thout ae wd toi 
prisonment, is entitled to ait onl want at — - 


pdiinetlipeeesc- 2.00 
EE ciliata dtgdawdes bint ncdindas sabbtddaer miaiditukdielibibess o...-... 2.0 
While tne he imported arti article costs,as percomparativetable ofthe Ways __ 
Ce EE . 05 ak Ch sretbnsnahabibde des esncrideldadbine onc. ---- 7.07 
Is ihn oie Sidecars sncccndnddkaneiieboueiaiap iE bebah cone oo... 6.00 
PIE ti dns «sak ithonksnwinacony Conandiemieaiiaeinad tat atile Sebtenbete--<- 13.07 
From these Se duty that 
can be coll on opium, ~~, for soveral eur ial agents 
of the Treasury LIS yg FE igh, as they 
receuas i Per, bouna. But I have figured, even if it f a little 
‘ 8 esta reputation, and more carefu re 
tion of the won that caman feces Chien will unis tee oes te al erence. 
Feeling as I do that the utmost revenue should be out of opium that is 
possi Ee t cc will the result, I would 
oa rather than be started on any course 


oye, wory perena Nich 

of unce' ty w oe certainly arise to collect so high an = 

valorem rate on such Ra-seeees ee. Of the of collectin high 

ad valorem rates you, a nhagie ser te phase of it I will 
ty on crude — —Both ad valorem and specific rates were collected on 
article fi, $2 and From 1904 to 1800 $290 per pound. a is! vas 


Maniotoe tat In 1870 it was 
bill. 


ums wore Che aunee ae qtetey 60 Sears ones entirely for med- 
retention on the free list, but 
pounds, and it is 


: 
ia 
: 


who are greatest users of crude opium, 
extant on the subject that 1 know of 
those commonly known as * morphine 
Second. The patent-medicine manufacturers, who use large quantities; but 


oogn * P*ze #2 
Third. The Chinese: who use woe ~ oon © By soe its mzoneth and 


aduilte: it with gum arabic for um. They 
eailterating _——e but thule dete no on 

wit costs them less =e & ered opium costs after 

paying $14 por nd. Ifa duty of hemes t on crude opium it 

= 1 sts. But even paying a ate oe $6 oe Doane re ae Baie of what 

the prepared costs. think its use will 

on ganch, os ibe pegnee on Stade is so much 


miley a et cual. 
e an q 
who in the hine al- 
most oa pally, At the a hy} - Sen it in a ($1 per 
oan the tencunh of Galea sick can be figured up 


pou 
as follows: 1 pound opium, containing 10 cent of duty $1, ields 
480 Svala (1 doses; A ton dose 


$1 canes 3,840 average 
doses for 10 cents duty, or 1, 7 si woes ; and to my 
mind these are the people in the U: to consideration 
as far as opium is there is so much te use of 


jum and morphine, I am strongly in favor of getting as much duty as pos- 


linclose a copy of a letter I wrote Se Waite afew towers 
in which voeated duty. 
Ree S weg meee hafta een 
rare 
be taxed as meds as = iS aa as said 
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My idea of the whole thing and its effect on the revenue is: sas should make that statement, because under the Wilson law, 





Opium imported during the last calendar year would yield, 22, one _ oe he had more or less to do, the duty on morphine was 
at $12 per pound, say pase ,000 | 50 cents an ounce. } 
Crude opium, free.....----------------- ce eueeeee Er opet Ee sens Nothing. Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Fifty cents, and you place it at $1. 
eT I said you doubled it. 
prepared opium illicitly introduced into the United States, includ- Mr. ALDRICH. We have doubled iv. 
ing the legitimate importations, would be only 200,000 pounds, 1.200.000 | Mr. JONES of Arkansas. You are astonished at the statement. 


at Mr. ALDRICH. Under the Wilson Act opit ras free, and 
a 1, 200,000 é pium Was free, anc 
Crude opium, 600,000 pounds, at $ ——- | we propose to put a tax of $1 a pound on crude opium, making 


aioe nds oon ence cdeg necren -naonsensene ngs secene 2,400,900 | the increase in this rate a necessity. 
Or, with crude opium at 600,000 pounds at §1 the total would be... .- 1,000,000 Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Increasing the rate on crude opium 


In the first case an increase of $1,200,000 and in the latter an increase of | is no necessity for an increase of 10% per cent on morphine, be- 


$1,800, _| cause the other alkaloids, as pointed out by the chemical com- 
sg fea eae cue SE ot cevumeling, t woald sirongly recorsimend any, more than equal the amount of the tax paid on morphine. 
the specific rates which we know rather than embark on the uncertainties here can be no justification on earth, when 1 pound of opium 
that may arise from the introduction of the ad valorem rate on anarticle | will yield 2 ounces of morphine, to put such a tax on morphine. 


that Rg eenes Saas we 20 mek trouble. JOHN H. WISE, Collector. | Then on codeine and other things you have put a tax of $1 an 


ounce. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before we leave paragraph 41,I wish | Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator tell us on what we have put 
to protest against the increased tax on this medicine of almost | a tax of $1 an ounce—oh! on the alkaloids? 
universal use. Crude opium is now on the free list. The House| Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir. I will move, at the proper 
bill as well as the Senate amendment proposes to impose a tax of | time, to restore opium, crude and unmanufactured, to the free list. 
$ia pound. Morphine now pays a tax of 50centsan ounce. The | 1 now move to amend by striking out the words “one dollar,” 
bill proposes to increase it to $1 an ounce. The other increases | in line 24, page 8, and inserting ‘‘50 cents.” 
run through the pomeqrens in the same way. | Mr. ALDRICH. In order te show that the relation between 

It is a drug absolutely essential to the of humanity. There | opium and morphiais correct in the pending bill, without attempt- 
can be no conceivable reason why the additional tax should be | ing to elaborate the argument, I will say that it is the relation 
imposed upon this article of absolute necessity, and I for one am | which has always existed in every tariff bill for the last half cen- 
unwilling to allow this paragraph to pass without a word of pro- | tury. Whenever there has been a duty upon opium per pound, 
test. Ido not propose to occupy the time of the Senate in discus- | there has been a duty upon morphia at the same rate per ounce, 
sion of the question, but I do wish the Senate to bear in mind that | the theory being that it took substantially 16 pounds of opium to 
this tion seems to me at least to be unreasonable. make a pound of morphine, in connection with the cost of manu- 

I am tempted in this connection to read a letter which I have | facturing, which is a very expensive one. This relative rate has 
here, written by a manufacturing chemist in New York, which | always been maintained in all our tariffs, and I have never heard 
perhaps turns a light on the reasons why some persons want this | the accuracy of it questioned by anybody until this moment. 
change made. It is a letter written to another gentleman, and | Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator certainly will net deny 
the writer says: | the fact that eotesanneant less than 9 per cent of morphine 

comes in taxable at $6 a pound. 
ia pag tg meena Beesets Welobimae tonan potted - Mr. ALDRICH. Opium prepared for smoking. 

As you say the conduct of these men is flagrant when their attitude to- Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Containing less than 9 per cent of 
hese ane aan = o> eo ge Eehce ateaeasihl camiaiee senate nec morphine and prepared for smoking. Of course persons importing 
comt of alkaloid upward, and, of course, yields in manufacture at | Opium will import it containing the largest possible quantity of 
least ee eee tere 2. of ontose ft pen porns. morphine, = the _ a oe 12 to 25 per cent of — 
Tariff on morph - ’ , In opium. ey get a much higher rate in many instances than 
pound 4 eit test eetcd veleen of codeine, which, under | what is stated = the average by the chemical company, who state 
Mr. Jones has induced the Senate to make the tariff on this alkaloid $1 per | that the average of morphine obtained from opium is 1.6 to 2 
me: No one has said a See. Set S Si mave Han Me pee ee pestocton ounces to the pound of opium. If the tariff bills have been framed 
Tha sther emportantaatt of senate sulphate is obtained at the rate of 2,, | 0% the hypothesis that it requires 16 pounds of opium to make 1 
to2} ounces to the pound of opium. This was taxed at 50 cents per ounce and | pound of morphine, that shows of itself that it has been clearly 
— free by Wilson bill: aew sulphate is dutiable at $1 per ounce. wrong; but in addition to that 


phine ealts Powers & Weightman enjoy not lest than {00 per a Mr. ALDRICH. In connection with the cost of manufacturing, 
on. Now, 
reaped 








this is a most valuable monopoly, and one from which they have | in which alcohol and other important materials are used, which 
several fortunes, old Dr. Weightman being reputed one of the wealth | makes the difference. 

iest men alive. Does it not seem to you that such people could struggle along Mr. JONES of Arkansas 

with a duty of 50 Ee cent on jaorghine ad valorem, or its eqaivalent in a | ,.~*  -\. — 
or oo cents to 70 cents per ounce on morphine and its salts, tion of morphine? 

and would well to put codeine back among chemicals not otherwise Mr. ALDRICH. I think it is. 


Te eee ere serce why morphine should shoulder 100pércent | _Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Except in an exceedingly limited 
tariff than any other generally use chemical. Theargument that the in- | Way,I think not. Other solvents are used. Alcohol has in great 
needs 


Is alcohol now used in the prepara- 


a roe Da per a] eee eer on He face, and the pro- | measure gone out of use. Ido not say it positively, but that ismy 
Posal people oom oa Sy infuntelrd: | impression. 
of Dr, Welghtmaan, who has made millions out of this healthy infant Saetified In addition to the morphine which you get out of the opium 


in offering an amendment to the tariff on the lines proposed—say 50 per cent | (which. instead of being 1 ounce to the pound of opium, as sug- 
ad eet an metmnine and _— salts, 25 per centon codeine, or, say, 60 cents | gested by the Senator from Rhode Island, these manufacturing 


-0 70 cents specific on chemists state is 1.6 to 2 ounces per pound), there are other things. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Arkansas give the ; al 
name of his ndent? Morphine sulphate is obtained at the rate of 2.1 to 2} ounces to the pound 
Mr Sof Ae of opium. This was practically 50 cents per ounce, and opium free by the 
. JONES of Arkansas. He is not my correspondent. The | Wilson bill; now sulphate is dutiable at $1 per ounce. A little examination 


letter was written by a manufacturing chemist of New York to | will show— 

another gentleman. The name signed to it is the Albany Chem- They say— 

ical ary of Albany, N. Y., and the letter is addressed to ate 

Mr. W. . who is himself, I believe, a manufacturing that on morphine and codeine and the morphine salts Powers & Weightman 

chemist. D the $ tor f Rhode Island question the cor- enjoy not less than 100 per cent protection. 

rectness of any statement in the letter? Now, all these items, I understand, are got out of a pound of 
Mr. ALDRICH. I question the correctness of most of them, so | opium in addition to the morphine that is taken out, and ieanther 

as y apply to action of the Senate committee. We | the tax is monstrously high, twice as high as it ought to be. 

have not ‘bed the paragraph at all. We left it exactly as it | Mr. ALDRICH. Iam a little surprised that the Albany Chem- 

came from the House, and whatever may have been done by any- ical Company does not go into the business of making morphine, 

body was done before it reached the Senate committee. | if theirstatement is correct. I havein my hand a statement made 
Me JONES of The Senate committee has reported | by the president of the Chemical Manufacturers’ Association of 

y without amendment. the United States upon this question, in which he says: 


* CH. y Ihave this morning received a number of letters u 4 jec rhic 
y : g rece dani er ¢ > pon the subject to which 
Mr. —. of Arkansas. But the Senate committee has re- you refer, and without exception they all agree that $1 per ounce, with the 
u y on opium oT $ per pound, 1s bone toomucna: in tact, two o 1€M asker 
a ye be A oa = ie orig ul every femsite ta the more, one for $1.25 and the other for $1.50 per oance. 
United Staten, and has the back with a taxon mor-| Another letter, from St. John Bros., of New York, says: 


t law. Please “ i i 
amend to read, ‘‘ Morphia or morphine, sulphate of, and all alka- 
Senator from Arkan- | joids or salts of opium, $1.80 per ounce.” 















1294 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


This would be, in their opinion, the proper rate, showing that 
the chemists of the United tates, with the exception of the party 
to whom the Senator from Arkansas has referred, are all agreed 
a a duty on morphia at $1 an ounce is too low rather than too 

gn 

Mr. GRAY. I donot suppose it is hard to get an agreement of 
that kind, that the duty is too low. I merely rise, however, to ask 
the Senator from Rhode Island whether this duty, as I asked 
poy another duty, is a revenue duty or is purely a protective 

uty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Which one? 

Mr. GRAY. The dollar an ounce on morphia. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A protective duty; and the dollar a pound is 
a revenue duty. 


Mr. GRAY. LI observe that at 50 cents an ounce there was a | Clark, Hawl Platt, Conn. Wetnnte, 
revenue of git, 790 collected, while the estimated duty at $1 an — am ev. kee Wilson. 
ounce is $896.50, So we are giving up more than $10,000 of reve- ' om 
nue to the Treasury, but not so far as the pockets of the ate NOT VOTING—2. 

- genres as x this — a aie still a = ecte ; a, a ate, Fereer: 

t will go into the pockets of the olders o e chemica } Harr Satins Mo Wellk 
“Mr. ALDRICH, Hi h does the Senato Goceel, Jones Arte Selon, Waleat. 
ow much does the ator say we are giv- ones, 
ing up? Gallinger, oe Thurston, 
George, Man Tillman, 
ee GRAY. Iam reading from the book I have before me—the So th Sinai ted. 
mparative statement. I say that in 1890, at 50 cents per ounce, the amendment was ges 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 2, page 9, I move to strike 
out ‘‘forty” and insert “ twenty,’ ’ which is the same rate that is 
now in the law as the tax on oe 

eae te aie The amendment will be read. 

The Szecrerary. In line 2, Ce tall il it is 
proposed to strike out ‘‘ forty” an ‘twenty;” so as to read: 

Annee extract of opium for nea sat Repent, 20 lau: da- 
ee 

The amendment was rejected. 

The of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on es oe on "in pulp; in I 43, line 14, page 9, 
insert ‘‘in 


uties collected were $11,790. Is that not right? 

ier ALDRICH. Yes, in 18005, a in 1896 - 

Mr. GRAY. The estimated duty at $1 per ounce is $896.50. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator notice that in 1896, which is 
the most recent testimony we have on the subject, the duty col- 
lected was only iso _ rate imposed by the Wilson Act. 

Mr. GRAY. I notice tha 

Mr. ALDRICH. So that * we are not $10,000, but $448, 

Mr. GRAY. The rate in the Wilson Act is the same as that of 
the McKinley Act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; with free opium. That shows that 
the relation which I have suggested is the proper one; was recog- 
nized by the Senator from Ar and his associates in the prep- | wor “ oil, Mio towel tee akon tae line, after the word 


aration of the act of 1894. ‘ ‘ ” ” 
** water,” to strike out‘ “eight and insert ‘‘six;” and in line 1¥, 
I suppose that the Senator from Delaware will agree with me after the word ‘‘pound,” to strike out “and in pulp or mixed with 


da revenue duty of $1 a pound upon opium, it is - 
sameares that we should put relatively the proper duty upon water, 8 cents per pound on the material contained therein wien 


uct of opium, 

I have no doubt when the vicious circle is com- 
ae it op eb a I wish to call attention to the 
fact that this is purely a oe duty and not a revenue duty. 
and what was collected from the people went into the pockets % 
the protected manufacturers and not into the Treasury 

r. WHITE. Thereisa oo eee odversed toabout 


after the vord ‘‘iron, line 15, after the 


oa 43. and all containing f: 
rolpantiy ota a ie Oy eed ee Ie a een 
per pound. 


Mr. SEWELL. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island to let the 
over. 
PT ALDRICH I have no objection. It can go over. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed over. 
the manufacture of smokers’ opium, which has been referred to. | ‘The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was in pars. 
We have an internal-revenue tax upon that article of $10, and as graph 45 page 9, line 22, after the word “ * to strike 
a result the im eS of vse duty interferes with the importa- | ¢y¢ “under” and insert “ 1 etd so as to make the paragraph read: 
tion of the cru 


product he by-whatever a 
Smokers’ opium is now largely manufactured in British Colum- including Bone binck and in ‘c ee in-oil or eee aa 
bia, and, — smoees, ¢ ere is nothing to indicate that the 
business is transacted in the Se other way than 


by bringing the manufactured opium here without 
any corre- 


ee ee $10apound,| 46. Chrome low, chrome and all other chromium colors in the 
—_ which we collect absolutely noth That provision, how- | manufacture of which lead a soda are used, dr 
was inserted in the act of 1890, I sections 35 to 37, and . ee Sle ae apes — 


it at cient there practically without any alteration except in the 
way I have stated. 
- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment ene the Senator from Arkansas. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Inaccordance with thenotieheretofoe given 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment be read. 


Mr. JONES o On that I ask for the and na TheSecretTary. Strikeout paragraph 46, on page 10, and — 
ales ange ae chparmnNE RE Or, oot: proceeded manufacture met are of Srhich lead a ich lead. and ae ae Poth ae me use, in 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. GaLtinoer’ ‘S-name was Mr. VEST. I wish call saeidion as vs ons ” tha tin 
tor ae a Mute. the chair te paired with the Sen- 1898, under the ae ee otea ian 4} cents, as it 
a exas 
Mr, T (when his name wascalled). I again announce is now to it, we imported 172,409 cose of this 


arti in 1896, with a reduction of duty der the 
my pair with the Senator from Nebraska (Mr. Tmunstox]. If he | ices Act, we imported only 14D B60 pouude, showing that tie 


only 
increase of does not always: in imports, 
Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the keeping 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. wont It he were present, I | ft here ander a Tower duty there was @ smaller import. 


is agreeing to the 
Senator from R 






Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I havea — as a substitute by hode 
car neta junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. | “"m. amendment tin 
UTLER]. He isabsent, and I therefore withhold my vote. Ifhe} The next ioont the — ies in par. 
"he roll cai Seed vote aa agraph 47, page 10, line 10, after, the aot,” to. strike out 
of Arkansas aftr ha voted in the affirmative). | 4.‘ ae et iso wtho ne word ene E 
1 zeta inadvertent , om ote the Senator from Maine: moe eae eee cent per poun 
Mr. Cl Gia bam paired with th the janior Senator. rom Mase | 47, Ocher and umber and umber 




























1897. 





—_——ee : 
Mr. ALD The committee have an amendment to sug- 
gest to this paragraph later on, and I ask that it may be passed 


Mr. . Lean not hear the Senator. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The committee have an amendment to sug- 
gest to the phraseology which they will submit later. I ask that 
be 


the pa over. 
PRESIDENT. It will be passed over. 


over on that account. 
VEST 


The ier ent of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 48, 10, line 14, after the word “three,” to strike out 
“and one-half;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


48, Orange mineral, 3 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 49, page 10, line 15, 
after the words ‘‘red lead,” to strike out “three” and insert ‘‘two 
and three-fourths;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

49. Red lead, 2} cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment -was, in engraee 50, page 10, line 17, 
after the words “‘ultramarine blue,” to strike out ‘‘and other 
ultramarinecolors;” and in line 19, after the word “ ultramarine,” 
to strike out “four” and insert ‘‘three;” so as to make the para- 
omet ma = ixed with d 

blue, whether ,in , or mix water, and wash 
bine ccaaniag ultramarine, 3 beeen 

Mr. SEWELL. I should like to have that paragraph go over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed over at 
the request of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The next was, in paragraph 51, page 10, line 22, after 
the words “ad valorem,” to out ‘and on;” in line 23, after 
the word ‘‘yarnishes,” to strike out ‘‘for the alcohol contained 
therein;” in line 24, after the word “and,” to strike out ‘‘thirty- 
two” and insert ‘‘ fifty-two;” and in the same line, after the word 
“ gallon,” to strike out “‘ additional” and insert ‘‘ and 35 per cent 

valorem;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

51. Varnishes, including so-called size or japan, 35 per cent ad valorem; 
spirit varnishes, $1.52 per gallon 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. In connection with this increase of duty, which is 
a very distinct one, from $1.32 under the McKinley Act to $1.52 
under the act, and an increase from 25 per cent under 
existing law to 35 per cent ad valorem, I want to call attention 

f all varnishes $362,975; we 
impo $5,879, and of all other varnishes 
$100,935, the in favor of this country being that between 
one hundred and five thousand and some hundred dollars and 
$362,975. Why there can be any necessity for an increase of duty 
when we unquestionably command the domestic market and ex- 
port largely abroad,I am unable to understand, either for pro- 
tective purposes or for revenue. The great increase made here 
is upon one yet we imported of them last 
only . There is no use taking a vote upon it; I simply 
it to attention to the fact. 
amendment was agreed to. 
in paragraph 52, page 11, line 2, be- 
word ‘‘ cents,” to strike out “ twelve” and insert “‘ ten;” 

4, before the word ‘‘ cents,” to strike out “ six” ‘and 
;” so as to make the paragraph read: 
other colors containing quicksilver, dry or md 
, 10 cents per pound; when not conning q Shitver tebunbe 
or containing lead, 5 cents per 


gis 


aay 
i 
= 


tat 
Lae 
i 
z 


f 
é 
. 


amendment was, in paragraph 53, page 11, line 6, before 
ord “pigment,” to strike out ‘‘ white;” so as to read: 
white paint, and pigment containing lead, dry or in pulp, etc. 


f 


White lead, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
53, page 11, line 8, after 
the word “oil,” to strike out “ 

fourths;” so as to read: 

a t white ir ee ee ee ey ee Sr yelp, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the amend- 


The next amendment was, in 
’ and insert ‘‘two and three- 
53. White 
~ a 
Mr. VEST. I beg ; Thope 


last amendment will not 
be agreed to until we it for a short time, anyhow 
This is an increase over existing law lead, an le 


¥ Hie ps2 
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into general consumption; the poor man uses it as well as the 
rich man. No house can be built without the use of it, externally 
if a frame house, and internally whether made of brick or frame. 
Why this increase? In whose interest is it made? Who has 
called for it? It is an increase from 1} cents a pound to 2% cents, 
and for no other purpose except to imcrease the profits of the 
monopoly that controls the American market. 

I stated the other day that this trust was paying a 12 per cent 
dividend upon its stock. I was mistaken. I have no intimate 
acquaintance with the people, but it is 7 per cent upon their pre- 
ferred stock, as a friend informed me this morning. Seven per 
cent is above the normal interest. It is as well known that the 
white-lead trust controls the manufacture of this specific article 
as that the sugar-refining trust controls the production and sale 
of 70 per cent of the sugar in the United States. 





I ask, without any disposition to delay action upon the bill, for 
the yeas and nays upon this abnormal and unnecessary increase 
of duty. 


Mr. ALLISON. We reduced it from the House bill. 

Mr. VEST. The House bill was outrageous, and this is only a 
quarter of a cent below the McKinley rate. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the amendment is voted down, I suggest to 
the Senator that the House rate will prevail. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike ont ‘* two and three-fourths ” and 
insert ‘*one and one-half.” That will bring up the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment of the committee. 
Does the Senator ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment to 
the amendment? 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. Itis proposed toamend the committee amend- 
ment by striking out “‘ two and three-fourths” and inserting ‘‘ one 
and one-half.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. The duty fixed in the bill on pig lead is 2 cents 
a pound. The Senator from Missouri now proposes to make the 
duty upon white lead, one of the products of pig lead, 14 cents a 
—— He says we peeuene to increase the duty on white lead. 

hy do we do it? Simply because we haveincreased the duty on 
pig lead, from which white lead is made. 

tr. VEST. The Senator will permit me. He did not under- 
stand me to agree to that increase of duty? When we reach the 
~~, on pig lead, I shall move to strike out the proposed increase. 
r. ALDRICH. You propose to reduce the daty on pig lead to 
a cent a pound? 
Yes; as a matter of course. I have said so all the 
time. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishouldliketoask the Senator from Rhode 
Island a question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Is it not a fact that we export white lead 
largely to other countries? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think not. I know of no export of white 
lead. We export pig lead very largely to other countries. The 
difference between pig lead and white lead, by the act of 1890, was 
acentapound. The makers of white lead (and there are a great 
many others besides the National Lead Company in the United 
States) claim that they ought to have a difference of at least a 
cent a pound between pig lead and white lead in order to live. 
This is partly shown by the fact that the imports of white lead 
have increased from 815,526 pounds in 1893 to 1,628,087 pounds in 
1896. The imports were nearly doubled in those three years. 

There is no use, I submit to the Senator from Missouri, to put 
a ane duty upon lead ores and upon pig lead if you intend 
to admit lead products at a lower rate than you put upon the raw 
material. You will on import your lead into this country in 
the form of white lead and the other lead products and destroy 
the lead ucers of the United States. 

Mr. BATE. Ido not want to discuss this question, but to call 
the attention of the Senate to the fact that the rate under the law 
of 1890 was 3 cents a pound, and it produced $24,465.79; and the 
rate under the law of 1894 is 14 cents, and it produced almost the 
same amount to a fraction, namely, $24,421.34. 

Mr. GEAR.. We allowed the white lead to come in and take 
the place of the domestic, which should have been made in this 


coun and got $100 less revenue. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called on agreeing to 
the amendment.of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment 
of the committee. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (w his name was called). I am paired with the 


Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopes}. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘ — 
Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I again an- 


nounce my pair with the senior Senator from Texas {Mr. Mus}. 

































1296 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. May 27, 


Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I havea 
general pair with the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLark]. 
If he were pees, I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his namewas called). I again announce 
~— with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THuRsTON]. 

he roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 


— 


‘forms commonly known as artists’ paints or colors” and insert 
“form;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


56. All paints, colors, pigments, lakes, cray: smalts, frost: aint 
colors and piginents Commonly Known ag artiste’ paints oF ‘colors 
oregoing, not 8 y pro or w r ixed. o 
ground with water or vi or with solutions other than ae fen of 


tubes, pans, cakes, or other form, 30 per cent ad valorem. her in 
yeas 27, nays 35; as follows: The amendment was agreed to. 
YEAS—27. Mr. aa + on = other aaeaeen to the phraseol- 
Bacon, Faulkner, Mallory, Rawlins, ogy. ter the word ‘‘ whether,” in line 3, on page 12, ! move ¢, 
ete. Gray, Mitchell, Roach, insert the words ‘‘in bulk or,” so as to read “ whether in bulk : 
y, Jones, Ark. Morgan, Turpie, ; kes.” or 
Caffery, Kenney, Murphy, Vest, in tubes, s, cakes,” etc. 
Chilton Kyle, Pasco, Walthall, Mr. CHILTON. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Rootes aneeny. pomerew, White. Island if all those paints and colors, except artists’ colors, were 
—_— vs fg not dutiable at 25 per cent even under the McKinley law? 
Aldrich, Forak nee emia, Mr, CHILTON, What reason exists for i 
c oraker, c uay, r. - at reason ts for increasing the duty 
Creve, Nelson, Bowell these articles above even the McKinley rate or the Wilson rate? 
Cannon, Hanna, Penrose, Spooner, I think it fair that we should have some information on the s)b- 
Carter, Hansbrough, Perkins, 3 wart, ject. 
on Heltteld, cae | Wee “Mr. ALDRICH, Owing to the large importations and the do. 
Elkins, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, Wilson. sire to make the rates uniform and harmonious with the rates 
Fairbanks, McBride, Proctor, upon other colors that are imported in other forms. For instance, 
NOT VOTING—26. under this bill and under all previous laws what are called ¢oa)- 
; fiall 
Allen, Gallinger, Lodge, Thurston, tar colors, which are substan on which are contained in 
al George, ae eam, this paragraph, have been put in rates, and it is for the 
Giark.” Hale, — Mills, Wellington, urpose of these paragraphs consistent and giving a 
Clay, Harris, Kans. Morrill, Wolcott. ttle larger. eae to the Am —— manufacturers. 
Cullom, Harris, Tenn. Smith, Mr.GRAY. This is another case of diminishing the revenue by 
Davis, Hoar, sae, increasing protection 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was —_ to. 

‘ - reading of the bill was resumed at line 10, on page 11, as 
ollows: 

54. Whiting and paris white, dry, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound; ground 
in oil, or putty, 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Rhode Island why, in this paragraph in relation to whiting, ground 
in oil, there is any necessity for a return to the McKinley rate of 
1 cent per pound? Under the operation of the law of 1894, impos- 
ing a duty of half a cent a pound, the importations fell off from 
57,608 pounds in 1893 to 1,620 pounds in 1896. If the tariff or tax 
of half a cent a pound upon whiting, ground in oil, has been shown 
to be ee we reinstate the old rate in this bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The unit of value was, if the Senator will no- 
tice, almost the same in 1896 that it was in 1893, and the ad valo- 
rem rate here is only 4 per cent, according to this calculation, 
which is certainly not a very high rate, whether there are impor- 
tations or not. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The unit of value in 1896 was twenty-three 
one-hundredths. 

Mr. ALDRICH. One cent a pound would be only 4 per cent. 

Mr. CAFFERY. And the unit of value was five one-thou- 
sandths in 1893. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That shows that for some reason or other the 
price of putty went up between 1893 and 1896. 

Mr. CAFFERY. But that does not show the necessity for an 
increase in the duty at all. The price of the article has risen 
under the lower tariff, and there is a decline in the importations. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will not make much difference whether the 
rate is half a centa pound or 1 centa pound. That is a pretty 
low rate to put upon anything. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on 11, line 18, before the 
word ‘‘ pigment,” to strike out “w ;” in line 16, after the 
word “pound,” to strike out “‘sulfid of zinc white, or;” and in 
line 18, after the word ‘‘ pound,” to strike out ‘‘chloride of zinc 
and sulphate of zinc, 1 cent per pound; ” so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

55. Zine, oxide of, and white tor ent containing zinc, but not 
res: dry, 1 cent per a oN oil, 14 oumte per pound; white 


Mr. ALDRICH. 1 do not think it will diminish the revenue. 

Mr. GRAY. You want to diminish the importations. That is 
what I understand. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We should be very glad to do that. 

Mr. GRAY. That is what I understood the Senator to say. 

Mr. VEST. This is an increase of 5 per cent over the McKin- 
ley Act as to ‘‘all paints, colors, ts. lakes, crayons, smalts,” 
etc., and now the Senator from Rhode Island tells us that this is 
put in to give additional protection to the American manufactur- 
ers of paint. 

The comparative statement shows that we exported in 1896, 
after supplying the domestic market, $880,841 worth of these 
paints. at isa mathematical answer totheSenator’s statement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
which has been submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island | Mr. 
ALDRICH] to insert, after the word ‘“‘ whether,” in line 3, on page 
12, the words *‘ in bulk or.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island a question for information. I see in the compara- 
tive statement that as to one of the subdivisions under paragraph 


56 we imported paris and london le. Are they in- 
cluded in This i eT . 


ph? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They would be included as paints not other- 
wise provided for. They would be included there or in this chem- 
ical-compound paragraph—I am not sure which—but if the Senator 
succeeds in having them put upon the free list it would not be 
necessary in either case to make any amendment here, because it 
is said here, ‘‘ not specially provided for in this act.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I did not understand why it was put 


in here. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose it was concluded that paris green 
was a color, although I never knew it to be used in that way. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I did not know it was used in that 


way. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ialways thought it was a chemical compound. 

The reading of the bill was . The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 12, line 6, after the word 
“ white,” to strike out “four,” and insert ‘‘two and three-fourths;” 
so as to read: F 

Lead: Acetate of, white, 2} cents per pound. 


Mr. VEST. I madeno proposition toamend the g para- 
committee 


’ because the Senate had the same rates 
= eot ae an Se calaeai othe existi rm oe acetate <—. but on aeeten, which is : 
e amendment was ; Sharae, which is 
The next amendment was, on 11, line 20, after the word ee ates @ Guty of $ cen 


the committee has reported a du cents and. Under 
the existing law it is 1} cents. y move to ei ont “two and 
one-half” and insert ‘‘ one and one-half.” 


“colors,” to strike out ‘‘and;” in the same line, after the word 
**pigments,” to strike out ‘‘ whether dry or mixed, or ground in 


water or oil, or solutions other than oil, or;” in line 22, after the} The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no , the amend- 
word ‘‘smalts,” to strike out “and;” in the same line, after the | ment reported by the committee, which has stated, will be 
word ‘‘ frostings,” to strike out ‘not speciall provided for in this | first considered, unless the Senator from Missouri desires a vote 
act;” in line 23, after the word ‘‘and,” to atrike out ‘‘all;” in line 


24, after the word ‘‘ pigments,” to insert “‘commonly known as 
artists’ ts or colors; all the foregoing, not speci oe 
for in act;” in line 2, on page 12, before the word “ solutions,” 
to insert “ with;” in line 8, after the word ‘‘oil,” to insert ‘‘and 
whether;” and in line 4, after the word “other,” to strike out 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 

12, line 7, after the word ‘‘pound,” to strike out ‘‘in colors *’ 
insert ** brown gray, or yellow, one and three-fourths;” and in 


2,.* 


#.. 
peer OS eee ee 














line 9, after the words “‘ nitrate of,” to strike out ‘‘ two” and insert 
“on hite, 2} ts d; bro ell pty 

: Ww , 2f cen r pound; wn, ,or ow, 
on cael at nitrate of, 1i cents per pound, ete. ree 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same peregreph, on 
line 10, before the word “cents,” to strike out ‘ fo 
insert ‘‘one-half;” so as to read: 

Litharge, 2} cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. NowI move to strike out ‘‘2” and insert “1.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri will be stated. : eee 

The SecreTary. In line 10, after the word “‘litharge,” it is 
proposed to strike out “two” and insert ‘‘one;” so as to read: 

Litharge, 1; cents per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment of the committee. 
The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the adoption 
of the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on 12, after the word “‘ phos- 
phorus,” to strike out “twenty” and insert ‘‘ten;” so as to read: 


Phosphorus, 10 cents per pound. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that that may be passed over for the 


resent. 
: The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed over. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, under the head of “ Potash,” on 
page 12, line 15, to insert ‘‘refined, in sticks or rolls;” so as to 
read: 


12, 
*and 


60. Caustic or hydrate of, refined, in sticks or rolls, 1 cent per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the sa.ne agraph, on page 12, 
line 16, after the words “‘ chlorate of,” to strike out ‘‘ three” and in- 
sert ‘“‘two;” so as to read: 
or hy of, refined, in sticks or rolls, 1 cent per pound; chlo- 

ne oieae es meamiies 

Mr. ALDRICH. In behalf of the committee, I modify that 
amendment so as to read ‘‘two and one-half cents per pound,” in- 
stead of ‘‘2 cents per pound.” 

Mr. VEST. Under the McKinley Act and under existing law, 
that article was free, and now the Senator, not satisfied with put- 
it, proposes to increase it half a cent more, as I 


erstand 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. VEST. Well, we shall simply content ourselves with the 
ght of inquiry. I should like to know the reason for the addi- 
tional a I suppose there is no use to take a vote upon it. 

Mr. RICH. Chlorate of potash is a very important article, 
not only in medicine, but in commerce, and it is very largely con- 
the United States. It has never been made here until 
vg eet time, owing to the fact that it was on the 
free list. It is a manufactured product, and a large number of 
materials and machines which are dutiable are used in its pro- 
duction. Itis believed by the people now e in the industry 
that it can be largely developed, and that in a very short time 
American man produce the entire product con- 

this country. 
The 


a. 


i 


in * 
Y. eae will not want any tax. 
uty is 24 cents a pound, which is only 
cent ad valorem—not a high one at all. I think it is 
which we t to try. 


PF 
2 
5 


i 


Mr. VEST. This article is a most important one in dyeing | 
ot abe ae idenicd gitamsens tettenuré 40 t0-the 
any en 
policy of all conservative men in the United States was to make 
the raw material used in manufactures as cheap as possible, in 
ST eae 

w you put a u ma’ 
used by SUIMEMiiae he veovtens h'tn tho peice bf the manc- 
factured product from the purchaser. 

The French are to-day the most in Europe in 
on, and recovered 
or almost in ancient in 

because did two things: They 
they admi raw ma free. 


an entirely different pol- 
take it it is useless, when 
the list of chemicals over which 
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we have ieenee emacs that go into manufactures that ought 
to be made as cheap as possible to the manufacturer. 

Now, here we come to an article upon which the House of 
Representatives placed a duty of 3 cents; the Senate committee 
struck it out and made it 2 cents, and now they come back and 
op to make it 24 cents. The article was free under the 

cKinley Act and it is free under existing law, and yet we are 
told by the Senator from Rhode Island, deliberately and coolly 
and frankly, that it is done for the purpose of enabling certain 
manufacturers to build up their interests in the future. At whose 
expense? Thatisthe question. If we put on this additional duty, 
and it costs the manufacturers more to purchase this raw mate- 
rial, who pays for it? My constituents, who do not manufacture 
it, and the constituents of every other Senator who has not a man- 
ufacturing industry of that sort in his State. I enter my protest, 
-y one, against the general doctrine and this specific illustration 
of it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Some gentlemen, believing that at 
the price at which this article was sold in the United States they 
could manufacture it by using the electrical power at Niagara 
Falls, invested a large amount of money in a plant for that pur- 
pose and commenced the manufacture of it. The United Alkali 
Company of England, with a capital of $30,000,000, which controls 
all this product for the world, thereupon put down the price in 
the United States below the price in England and below the price 
at which it can be profitably manufactured here. When it is 
once known that the manufacture here is destroyed, the price will 
go back again to the old figures. 

I thought that the duty ought to be left as it was fixed by the 
House of Representatives, but my associates upon the committee 
felt that it might be reduced somewhat. I believe that with this 
duty the result-will be that in a very short. time we shall produce 
this article in the United States, instead of being dependent upon 
the United Alkali Trust of England for it, with the usual result in 
such cases, that the price will be reduced to the consumer. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I ask the Senator from Connecticut how long 
this depression of the English monopoly or trust, or whatever it 
may be, has crowded out the manufacture of this article in New 
York? How long has it been since they have exercised that de- 
pressing influence over that industry? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. This enterprise was started within 
less than a year; I think about eight months ago. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Only six months ago. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Only six months ago, I am told. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. About nine or ten months ago, I should 


| have stated. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The price at which the article was 
selling before this establishment was started would enable a little 
profit to be made upon it, but the price at which the English 
product is now put for the purpose of crushing out and stopping 
this industry in thg United States will not allow it to be manu- 
factured at a profit. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it is a routine statement made 
that we have to protect infant industries from the greed of some 
foreigner who is selling an article in the United States below the 
cost of production for the purpose of crushing out the American 
industry. Such statements are made very largely, and I have 
never seen any authoritative or authentic proof of their entire 
correctness. 1 for one have not much objection to the English- 
man or the Frenchman or anybody else selling things to America 
— the cost of production, because we enjoy the benefit of their 
product. 

My friend from Missouri [Mr. Vest] seems to regret to have 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber descend from the ele- 
vated plane of the home market when it suits their purpose and 
come down to the old infant-industry idea that when we have the 
market we must hold it by high taxes, and when we have it not 
we must get it by high taxes. That appears to formulate their 
proposition in its exact character. 

But if comparison be made between this country and France, 
showing how France has increased her export of manufactures by 
a low tariff or by having no tariff upon the raw materials, I think 
the Senator has made rather an invidious comparison somewhat 
upon the monetary lines of another country of Europe. That 
country is Great Britain. That country does not happen to have 
what the Senator from Missouri calls ‘‘an expanded currency,” 
and yet, notwithstanding that fact, having nothing but the gold 
aaiient--which seems to meet with opposition sometimes on this 
side of the Chamber—that country has transcended France and 
all other countries in the world in the extent of its export trade. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it seems to me that this is 
a very simple proposition, and 1 am going to say only a word 
about it. 

In what I said to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLarr} as 
to the length of time which we had been manufacturing this arti- 
cle in this country I somewhat misled him. The statement from 
which I got the fact is dated December 28, 1896, in which it is said 
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that the manufacture commenced six months before that time; so 
that it was about ten months ago. 

Now, Mr, President, I want to read a very brief letter from the 
president of the only manufacturing establishment in this coun- 
try that is oe this article—the Chemical Construction Com- 
pany of New York, which is operating at Niagara Falls: 

The Chemical Construction pempany herewith submits to your committee 
oe Leaner why it asks for a duty of 5 cents a pound on chlorate of potas- 

Mr. WHITE, From what page does the Senator read? 

Mr. GALLINGER. From page 118 of the Tariff Hearings be- 
fore the Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Repre- 
sentatives on Schedule A. That company asked for a duty of 
twice the amount that the Senate committee seemed willing to 
give. The statement from which I have been reading continues: 

No chlorate of potassium was made in this country until 1896. The import 
in 1893 was 4,064,176 pounds; in 1804, 4,131,055 pounds; in 1895, 4,549,899 pounds: 
in 1806, 5,526,413 pounds. This company invested a large amount of capital 
in ite plant, which was designed to turn out about 400,000 pounds, or less than 
one-sixteenth of the amount consumed in this country. A duty of 5 cents a 
pound on the , which would still have to be imported, would yield a 
revenue to the Government of over $250,000 per annum. 

Previous to 1896 the price of chlorate of potassium had varied from 14 to 
1 centsa pound. In that year— p 

Which was the year the manufacture was commenced in this 
country— 
the fares, manufacturers, with the intention of stopping production here, 
forced their surplus on this market, and the price fell to 7; cents a pound. 
This was so much below what they were for in Europe that reship- 
ments were made at a profit. The company has now closed its works— 

The only company in this country that has been operating in 
the manufacture of this article has closed its works— 
being unable to operate under these conditions. It is very evident that 
when this industry has been destroyed the foreign manufacturers will raise 
chlorate of um to its normal selling price. The Government will lose 
this revenue without any benefit to the consumer. 

CHEMICAL CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, 
, WALTON FERGUSON, President. 

Mr. President, there it is in a nutshell. We have been import- 
ing nearly 6,000,000 pounds of this product into this country, and 
we have started to manufacture it, when the foreign manufacturer, 
with $30,000,000 or more of capital behind him, puts the price 
down so low that he destroys the American industry; and when 
the American industry is destroyed—and we have had a great many 
examples of that in the history of this Government—the price of 
the product is again raised to the American consumer, and we are 
dependent upon the foreign market for this article. 

think this is one of the industries that ought by all means to 
be protected. My only regret is that the duty is not a little higher 
than re a pound, 

Mr. BACON. I desire to ask the Senator from Connecticut or 
the Senator from Rhode Island if I correctly understand them to 
say that there is an American trust which has put the cost of this 
product below what it is in England? . 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No; it is an English trust—the 
United Alkali Company. 

Mr. BACON. Then I misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is probably no trust in 
the world that corresponds to it in the control of the market in 
this product. 

Mr. BACON. I misunderstood theSenator. I thought he said 
it was an American trust. : 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The article is controlled by an English 
trust, not by an American trust. 

Mr. WHITE. I notice, upon consultation of the record, that 
from 1884, which is as far back as I have traced it, there was a 
duty of 3 cents a pound on this article down to 1890. Then the 
McKinley law dropped the duty, and-the article has been free 
ever since. At that time it was deemed proper to put it on the 
free list. I understood the Senator from Hampshire to state 
that the company he has referred to was the only manufactory in 
the country en in the production of this article. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The only one I have any knowledge of, and 
the only one I find mentioned in the record here. 

Mr. WHITE. I observe in the letter of the gentleman to which 
the Senator has adverted that he makes this statement: 

This amount of in its t, 
decd tara ant set aati pounds, athan Seo aicont at The 
amount consumed in this country. 


Mr. GALLINGER. That is pee but if tection we 
enable this factory to go alongand man eete F obet, there 


will soon be a great many others of a similar 

Mr. VEST. The whole t upon the other side amounts 
to this: We are now to build upa which has utilized the 
water power at Niagara Falls and. out of that has created electric 
wer by which it can produce one-sixteenth of the amount that 
necessary for the e of the United States. I am too much 


of an Americen to that Niagara Falls requires the assist- 


ance of a protective tariff to compete with anything made in 





Er If we can not compete with English manufactur... 
with the enormous natural resources which we admittedly }),.,. 
it is perfectly useless to try to do it by artificial means, ~ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ishould like to ask the Senator (;. 
Connectians a Setetion for atarmation. 7 extensive is tho 
manufacture of permanganate o not caustic potas) 
essential for the manufacture of that article and is not | le 
of potash an article used largely by miners? i, 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. otatall. It is not used in ¢),. 
manufacture of cyanide, as I understand it. Yellow prussia\.. . 
used in its manufacture. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am told it is used in the mani)... 
ture of permanganate of potash. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think not. Cyanide of ));... 
sium is made from the yellow — of potash. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was this morning told by a 1.) 
who said he is interested largely in the manufacture of peri).:;. 
ganate of potash that the increase on caustic potash would |). 
ae that industry, which is alarge one, unless a large corres)):),,|. 
ing’ nerease was given on it. 

r. ALDRICH. Caustic potash in this bill is on the free | is. 
I do not see how there can be—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In this bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. Not refined, in sticks, ete. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Notin sticks and rolls. In any other form it 
Str VEST. In thi 

r. : 8 very paragra 
and you have caustic potash free, 
done it, but it is done. 

. CHILTON. I understood the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to inform the Senate that the factory started at Niagara 
Falls had brought the price of chlorate of potash down tv its 
present low level—about 7 cents a pound. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; the Senator did not quite understand 
me correctly. The factory which man this product, and 
which ran for four months at Niagara Falls, did not sell the arti- 
cle as low as 7} centsa pound; but as it began to supply the Amer- 
ican market, even to the extent of one-sixteenth of the entire 
product, the United Alkali es Great Britain, which is 
an enormous concern, a trust, put the so low that the Amer- 
ican manufacturer could not continue in business, and he has goie 


t. 

Mr. CHILTON. My information differs altogether from that 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. I think the price of cl!o- 
rate of — has steadily fallen for the last four or five years, 

almost all the reduction occurred before the Niagara 
Falls cme began operations. 

Mr. GALLINGER, . Ferguson, whol think probably kn ws 
what he is talking about, and who is president of the Chemical 
Construction Company, says that “‘ previous to 1896 the price of 

um 


you have sticks and rolls. 
do not know why you have 


chlorate of varied from 14 to 18 cents a pound.” 
Of course were some variations. Then it dropped to |: 


cents, showing the Stas poonke of the Cutts eat trust is receiv- 
ing at the e of the of the United States. 
. GRAY. At the expense of what people? 
Mr. GALLINGER. The people who are purchasing the article. 
eee It was not much at their expense if they were !uy- 
ow 
. GALLINGER,. They were paying from 14 to 18 cents a 
pound, and the wal Sa oneaees. 

Mr. CHILTON. et eee at Niag- 
ara Falls had nothing todo the in price of chlorate of 
potash. en er ee In 1894 it was 
one ——— ene gy it had mangos * 

w as 11 cents a poun product of that factory constitt 
only about one-sixteenth of the total current ption in this 


ve 
NTE 1896. - 
Mr. G. GER. Can the Senator from Texas give any 00! 
that up to 18 in 1896, then drop to 17 Gan it be ~ “= ‘that 
up to : possible tha 
peg | eee age in 1896? 
Mr. JO. of Arkansas. a ere ar emer which by 
the desks of all shows that in 15! 
article was 11 cents, instead of |! 


the 
Mr.GALLINGER. Can the Senator give any good reason why 
0 of Arkansas. I do not know that it did, according 


Mr. TON. Ido not believe the price was 18 cents in 1*\''. 
The plain fact is that this one American produced merely 
tr nea: Yoataeteelipptegns ee ae ae <4 Sonsumption. 
This small concern now Congress impose a tax © 
the whole whe gr 


a and con- 
Seer eile, te onde: to 
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tain it in the manufacture of 333,000 pounds, and the employ- 
fnent of about 50 men! Kc 

Of course I understand that the maple here have made up 
their mind to vote these items through, but it does seem to me 
ee that attention should be directed to this perversion of 


of protection. 
St GRAY. Before this subject is dismissed from our atten- 
tion, I wish to ask the Senator New Hampshire if he quite 
derstands the witness, Mr. Overbury, before the Ways and 


un 9 

eans Committee, who was advocating a high protective duty on 
ie article, in regard to the price of chlorate o He tells 
us that the commercial uses of chlorate of potash are very wide; 


that it is used in calico dyeing; it is used in matches and in blast- 


ing powder, two very important industries in this country. 
i to know something about the manufacture of matches 
and powder, both of which are important industries in 


my own State. Therefore I may be excused for scrutinizing as 
well as I may we metennl here to tax those industries in behalf 
of the Niagara industry, which is using the power that 
nature gives to make a small quantity of this material, and to let 
the Senate and the country see what the morals of this proposition 
are; thatit is a ition to tax all these great industries, just as 
worthy of as this particular little industry, for the 
purpose of building it up. Mr. Overbury says that in 1894 the 


price was 13 to 14 cents. 
Mr. WHITE. From what does the Senator read? 
Mr. GRAY. Page 116 of the blue book. In 1895-96 it was 7 to 


23 cents. That was the price as stated = manufacturer. 

Mr. CHILTON. As I understand, it reached the price of 
74 cents a pound before the factory was started at Niagara Falls 
at 


all. 
Mr. GRAY. Thatistrue. - 
There is imported every year, or at least there has been this year, 5,500,000 


pounds— . 

As the Senator from Texas said— 
Our will make a very small proportion of such a quantity. A 
duty of 3 mae a pound— . 


Says this modest gentleman— 
will bring it back to about 12 cents a pound— 

Nearly 100 per cent increase— 
where it has been for a number of years. 

And that eee cent increase has to be borne by the 
manufacturers cinal pee oF the manufacturers 
, which goes into more industries, perhaps, and 
is more used than almost ary other article, and into the 
manufacture of matches. 


Now, L ask why should those industries, and why should the 

who anoutiedied so widely by this tax, be called upon to chip 

in order to su the Niagara Falls industry which Mr. Over- 
advocated the Committee on Ways and Means? 


. GALLINGER. The Senator from Delaware is laboring 
under a slight misapprehension, as is the Senator from Texas, 
when the Senator from Texas says that the decline occurred be- 
fore the started—in 1895. This company was started in | 
June, 1895. the Senator from Delaware makes his estimate | 
upon the statement of Mr. Overbury as to the cost of this product, 
he should remember that the statement was made upon the basis 
of 5centsa pound. There is a slight difference in that respect of 
24 cents a pound. 

I do not care to prolong the debate, but I think the Senator 
Sas RRNNEER er Mistery oene prccieaiy thin thine hacen: | 
our this thing ha 
that we have started a manufacturing ome 
manufacturers have put down the prices so low 
drove the American manufacturer out of business, and 





ces, 


in our , and some striking instan 
hich perhaps, before the debate is throws will cite to the Sen- 
this article 


usi- 
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Mr.GRAY. You can make almost anything if you can geta 
subsidy from the Government to support it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We are manufacturing tin plate at a less 
price than the American consumer paid for it before. 

Mr. GRAY. You can raise oranges under glass in New Hamp- 
shire if you get enough subsidy. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Thatis no argument. We are selling tin 
plate at less price than the American consumer was paying for it 
when the dire prophecies were made by our Democratic friends 
that we could not manufacture it at all, that it was an outrage 
upon the American people and upon the dinner pail of the work- 
man. Yet we imposed that duty. We put that burden upon the 
poor workingmen of the United States, and under that policy the 
American people have gone on and developed this great industry 
and are producing tin plate in almost if not entire quantities to 
meet the requirements of the people of this great country. 

Mr. GEAR. To fortify that argument, I will state that tin cups 
were dled in my State, or proposed to be peddled, at two or 
three hundred per cent increase to show how iniquitous the Mc- 
Kinley law was which placed a duty upon tin plate. 

Mr.GALLINGER. In my judgment this is an instance where 
we are starting by the protective policy,in which the Republican 
party believes, a new industry in the United States; and while it 
may be for a little time something of a burden upon the con- 
sumer—it may be, I am not sure it will be—in my opinion it will 
be but a little while before we will be manufacturing all we 
require in this country, and then the price will be lowered by 
American competition, as prices are always lowered when com- 
petition in this country has a fair opportunity to operate. That 
I may be wrong about it, of course. 

Mr. GRAY. If theSenator will allow me, I do not want to take 
away the foundation upon which he stands—I do not know that I 
shall doit, certainly not in the Senator's opinion—but the illustra- 
tion he uses is an unfortunate one—tin plate. He said we will 
have as to this industry what has occurred in respect to many 
others, and conspicuously tin plate, an industry built up by a high 
protective tariff. Yet up to 1894 the duty on tin plate had been 
2 cents a pound, when the Wilson Act reduced it to 14 cents, and 
if the tin-plate industry in this country has flourished at all, it 
has flourished under the lower duty and not under the higher. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; but it was established under the 
higher, and 1 have no doubt that after a time we can make tin 
plate practically without any duty. 

Mr. GRAY. But in the year 1894 many Senators stated—I do 
not know whether the Senator from New Hampshire did—that if 
we reduced the duty from 2 cents to 14 cents tin-plate establish- 
ments would die, they could not exist, and could not be prosper- 
ous with the lower rate of duty at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very likely. There were false prophecies 
made by Republicans as well as by Democrats. Weare all human. 
But Ido not care to prolong this controversy. Of course, if I 
should suggest that we used to pay a duty of $16 or $18 or $822a 
ton on steel rails and in this bill the duty is $6.72, the Senator 
would say that the fact that we are manufacturing our steel rails 
in this country has nothing to do with it; that if we let England 
sell us steel rails as she used to do, at $160 a ton or thereabouts, 
England would continue to sell them as cheap as they are being 
produced and sold to the American people by American manu- 

acturers. I do not believe that that is true. Of course I do not 

argue the matter. I shall not attempt to convert the Senator 
from Delaware to my way of thinking, because I know I can not 
do it, but nevertheless that is my conviction, and my conviction 
rests in regard to this little industry about which we are talking 
now upon the same belief—that we will build up here an American 
industry and will employ American labor and will furnish this 
product to the American people at a price not larger, certainly, 
than it is being sold for at the present time. 

Mr. GEAR. May I suggest to the Senator from Delaware, as 
to tin plate, that, as almost everybody knows, in the manufacture 
of tin plate it is necessary to secure cheap billets, and the method 
of manufacturing billets is far cheaper now than even six years 
ago. Therefore tin plate can be made cheaper. 

Mr. GRAY. Then it is not the tariff. 

Mr. GEAR. The tariff helped. 

Mr-GRAY. That is what I have contended for all along—that 
the tariff has nothing to do with the tin-plate industry in this 
country; and there is no man who is not so possessed of the pro- 
tective idea as to have lost that common sense which in other re- 

ts bt distinguish him who would not recognize the fact 
that the tin-plate industry at least owes none of its prosperity to 
the protective hand of the Government. 1 was wrong a moment 
ago, for it was even a greater reduction than I supposed. The 
duty on tin plate was reduced from 2.20 cents a pound to 1} and 
not 14 cents, as I said. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 

Mr. GEAR. My friend omits one thing. Of course, as a Re- 
publican, I believe these great industries were built up by the 
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protective system. The Senator from Delaware himself admitted 
that the pulp and gem industry had been built up by the es 
tective system, and now he says that as to tin plate the tariff had 
nothing to do with it or anything else. 

Mr. GRAY. I do say so, and I say the facts which are patent 
to everyone, thatthe tin-plate industry, which did not exist and 
did not flourish under a duty of 2.20 cents a pound, has flourished 
since it was reduced to 1} cents a pound, demonstrate that there 
were other causes for that prosperity than the tariff. 

Mr. CHILTON. While it is a sort of perfunctory performance 
to raise objections, it does not seem ri ht that the claims made 
should go unchallenged on the floor of the Senate. My statement 
about the fall in the price of chlorate of potash was made largely 
from memory. My statement, however, concerning the date of the 
opening of the manufacturing establishment at Niagara Falls 
was derived from the testimony contained in the hearings, which 
have been published, I donot think I can be mistaken in the im- 
pression that the price of chlorate of potash went as low as 7 or 8 
cents a pound in 1895, 

Again, looking at the hearings, I call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire to the testimony of Mr. Overbury, on 
page 116. The testimony was taken December 28, 1896. He was 
asked this question in regard to chlorate of potash: 

How much do you manufacture? 

Se CveenUns. Our one company manufactures not far from one-third of 
" Mr. Payne. How long have you been manufacturing it? 

Mr. OveRBURY. About six months. 


Mr. PAyYne. Six months since you commenced it? 
Mr. OversuRy. Yes, sir. 


If that testimony is true, the caren at Niagara Falls was started 
in 1896, and not in 1895. The great fall in the price of chlorate of 
potash, which seems to have been an accomplished fact in 1895, 
must have occurred, therefore, anterior to the establishment of 
the industry in New York. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I think the Senator from New 
Hampshire (Mr. GALLINGER] has been very unfortunate in the 
witness he summoned to prove his case. It is only one evidence 
of the exaggerated statements that interested parties will make 
when they want the helping hand of the Government to assist 
them in their business. 

The authentic figures of the prices of chlorate of potash put 
down on the comparative statements show that in 1893 the article 
was selling at 11 cents a pound. In 1896 it was 8 cents a pound. 
Now, the witness whom the Senator from New Hampshire has 
summoned to prove his case makes this statement: 

e i in 1893 4,064,176 ds; in 1804, 4,131,055 ds; in 1 
4,540,000 pounds: in Is, 6.808013. pounds This company invested a i 
amount of capital in its plant, which was designed to turn out about 400, 
pounds, or less than one-sixteenth of the amount consumed in this country. 
A duty of 5 cents a pound on the balance, which would still have to be im- 
ported, would Fy a revenue to the Government of over $250,000 per annum. 

Previous to 1896 the price of chlorate of potassium had varied from 14 to 18 
cents a pound. , 

** Previous to 1896 the price of chlorate of potassium had varied 
from 14 to 18 cents a pound.” 

Now, I submit to the Senate whether the statements of this wit- 
ness are to be taken or the authentic finding of the fact by the 
Chief of the Bureau of Statistics? With what kind of grace can 
an industry of this sort come before the Senate of the United 
States or the Congress of the United: States and ask the Govern- 
ment to support it when it ot a only one-sixteenth of the con- 
sumption of the United States 

Mr. GALLINGER,. Upon precisely the same ground that we 
protect sugar produced in Louisiana, which is an infinitesimal 
proportion of what we consume. 

r. CAFFERY. The keystone of the arch of Republican tariff 
taxation is free sugar. It was so declared in 1890. There is not 
a Republican of any prominence who Was then in the Senate of 
the United States or the Congress of the United States who did 


not at that period declare that the tariff upon sugar was not | H 


within the circle of the protective idea, that it was not within the 
grasp of that principle. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr, GALLINGER. We protected it by a bounty. 

Mr. GEAR. That is the statement I was about to make. 
Mr. CAFFERY. And unanimously almost, if not entirely, the 
Con 
the debauching and the demoralizing principle of bounty in lieu of 


the Democratic ple of tariff for revenue on sugar. 
Mr. GEAR. May I interrupt the Senator from Louisiana? 
Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 


y 

Mr. GEAR. Thatistrue. The Republican party in the House 
and the Senate of the United States voted for free sugar. We did 
place a bounty on it, under an t of law, to last fifteen 
years, and the Democratic party, with a moral obliquity that al- 
ways astonished me, refusing to carry out that which was an 
unwritten contract, the law of the land, took away the bounty, 
They refused to pay the bounty which was due, and there had 


of 1890 voted for free sugar, and in 1894 it substituted | Senate 


be a decision of the court to make them per i. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam not one of those individuals who can seo 
any moral obliquity in a party who proposes and makes a gift an. 
then revokes it at any period he chooses, Was no party to 
make a contract with. It was not a contract in any sense. 

Mr.GEAR. TheSenator from Louisianaisalawyer. He knows 
that a contract was made with every man in this land, from oce,;, 
to ocean, who would embark in the growth and production o¢ 
sugar. Therefore it was a moralcontract, a legal contract, in my, 
judgment, of the Con of the United States with those pe yple, 

r. CAFFERY. hen we go into a metaphysical disquisition 
of moral contracts, I would propose to my Republican friends {. 
have some tender regard for the bowed-back labor of this country. 
A moral contract implies a moral obligation, and you have behind 
you a moral obligation of the strongest kind in these depresse| 
times not to be piling up the taxes on the backs of the people of 
the United States. 

To call the bounty of 1890 a legal contract is a misnomer. It 
was never acontract. It can not be acontract. How can a goy- 
ernment contract with itself? Who was the other party to the 
contract? It was nothing on earth but a gift, a pernicious gift, a 
demoralizing gift, a debauching git, the bad consequences of 
which the Senator from Iowa heard the other day in the demand 
of an export gift upon cereals exported from this country. 

Mr. G . Limagine the Senator from Louisiana himself in 

rson and his colleagues from that of the country were 

neficiaries under that gift and of its benefits. 

Mr. CAFFERY. There is an old Spanish proverb which says, 
‘*Never looka gift horse in the mouth.” The gift was forced upon 
us ex invito. e did not want it. Ifor one stand on Democratic 
lines when I ask for a tariff on sugar. It is the keystone of the 
arch of the Democratic idea of revenue. It produces revenue, and 
more revenue than _ other article u the dutiable list. It 
has less evil effect in building up any of citizens at the ex- 

nse of others than almost any other article upon the dutiable 

ist, unless you find one that is not produced at all in the United 
States. It is produced to such a small extent that the tariff upon 
it yields money that goes into the coffers of the Government and 
not into the pockets of monopolists or classes, not into the pockets 
of such a gentleman as you now Fo ae to pay by this tariff upon 
the prussiate of potash. Bring witnesses than this gentle- 
man. He is overthrown and controverted by the facts from the 
Bureau of Statistics. In being falsus in uno, he is falsus in 
omnibus. The statement that the English manufacturers have 
depressed the — of this*article purposely to destroy the Ameri- 
can industry, in my opinion, has no weight. 

It is correctly stated by the Senator from Delaware that the nat- 
ural soulanadinne, the natural the natural ability of 
the American people have created the industry of tin plate, and 
the tariff on tin plate is not the cause of the of the indus- 


try. Sir, we have a new ind force, we havea kind of moral 
machinery which surpasses the er of the mechanics and 
overslaughs all of nature’s resources and advantages. It is the 
artifcial uct of tye minds, that extraordinary pro- 
duction atariff When you have tariff, you have every- 
thing you want. If you do not have tariff, the American indus- 
tries | and suffer and die. There is not a single American 


industry to-day that stands on its own and can compete with a 
foreign market that has not built up in spite of tariff, and 
that can not retain its hold in te of tarift. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to the amend- 
ment of the committee to strike out ‘‘ three” and ** two and 
a half” in line 16, 12. 

Mr. VEST. That is an increase of one-half a cent over the 
amendment of the committee? 

Mr. FRYE. That is right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And a decrease of one-half a cent from the 
ouse 

Mr. VEST. But an increase of one-half a cent over the amend- 
ment before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
gal ga “ three” and insert ‘ftwo and half.” 


. VEST. Very Let me state the tion as I 
understand it. The House bill eae = cents. The 
committee in lieu of that a duty of 2cents. The 
Senator from Rhode on behalf of the of the Com- 


mittee on Finance, proposes now an increase from “two” to “two 
and one-half cents. 
; He proposes to amend the committee amend- 
. . VEST. ‘He proposes to amend the committee amendment 
y. 
VI 


Mr 
cents. 
The Vite: . The Chair so understands. 
Mr. VEST. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

aan nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
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CLAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
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junior Senator husetts [Mr. he were pres- 

ent, I should vote ** nay.” ; 
Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 

with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. Mitts]. I will transfer 


that pair to the Senator from Connecticut (Mr. PLatrT], and vote. 
te “ ” 
: The call ha been concluded, the result was announced— 


yeas 33, nays 27; as ollows: 
YEAS—i3 
Elkins, McBride, Sewell, 
aes Fairbanks, McMillan, Shoup, 
Burrows, Foraker, Mason, Spooner, 
Ca Gallinge Perkins oe 
‘ r, rkins, arren, 
o— Gear, Platt, N. Y. Wetmore. 
Cullom, Hanna, Pritchard, 
Davis, Hawle Proctor, 
Deboe, Jones, Nev. Quay, 
NAYS—27. 
Faulkner, McEnery, Rawlins, 
Bata Gray Mallory, Roach, 
Berry, Mitchell, Turpie, 
Caffery, Heitfeld, Morgan, est, 
Chil Kenney, Murphy, Walthall, 
Coe be Pasco, White. 
Daniel, y; Pettus, 
NOT VOTING—28. 
Allen. Hale, Martin, Teller, 
Baker, Hansbrough, Mills, Thurston, 
Butler, Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Tillman, 
Carter, Hoar, Nelson, rner, 
Clay, Jones, Ark Pettigrew, Wellington, 
George, Lodges. Platt, Conn. Wilson, 
Gorman, Mantle, Smith, Wolcott. 


So Mr. ALDRICH’s amendment to the amendment of the com- 
mittee was . : ; 

Mr. JO. of Arkansas. I wish to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. The vote just taken, as I understood the Chair to an- 
nounce it a while ago, was on the adoption of the amendment 
pro the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment of 
the commi 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Yes, sir; adding the words ‘“ and 
one-half.” The question now is upon striking out ‘‘ three” and 

“two ”— 

Mr. sJNES of Arkansas. ‘Two and one-half.” ; 

Mr. FRYE. The question is on the amendment of the commit- 
tee as amended. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that while it may be in order in the 
Senate, it is not now in order to strike outa proposition which 
the Senate has just placed in the bill by an affirmative vote. 

Mr. BERRY. It not been put into the bill. The Chair 
announced that the question was on the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment of the commit- 
tee, an amendment to an amendment, and the vote was taken on 
that. Now the question would recur on the committee amend- 
ment as 

Mr. ALDRICH, I beg the Senator's pardon, Mr. President. 

Mr. FRYE. As amended, of course. 

Mr. BERRY. That is the situation. 

Mr. WHITE. I notice in the testimony of a gentleman who has 
already referred to, Mr. Overbury, he states that 3 cents would 
not protect him, and therefore we are in the unfortunate and un- 

position of voting for this increased taxation without 
any industry. 

' . Itseems to me that is Democratic doc- 
trine. Weare getting revenue out of it, and it is purely a revenue 
matter, as it does not._protect anybody. 

JONES of Arkansas. As a enenny question, the 
motion I believe now is a motion to strike out “ three” 
and insert “‘two and one-half.” Is a motion to strike out and in- 
sert divisible? Ifso, I should like to have a vote on the first*propo- 
sition to strike out “‘ three,” for the purpose of leaving this article 
on the free list, where it is now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A motion to strike out and insert is not divisi- 
ble under the Senate as I understand. 

The VICE-PRESID . The Chair so understands. 
_ «nt am Then I can not make the motion I 


make. 

. The question is on the amendment 
as amended, to strike out “three” and insert 
"in line 16, page 12; so as to make the para- 


hydrate of, refined, in sticks or rolls, 1 cent per pound; chlo- 
per pound. 
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was agreed to. 
the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
on was, in paragraph 63, page 12, 
* ” to strike out ‘‘ cyanide of, 6 cents 
d;” 8¢ as to make paragraph, under the subhead 


63. Prussiate of, red, 8 cents per pound; yellow, 4 cents per pound. 
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Mr. STEWART. In regard to the amendment of the commit- 
tee, I am in favor of it, but if it were adopted without further 
action it would increase the duty. The duty now under the bill 
is 25 per cent ad valorem. They are selling in this country cyanide 
of potassium as high as 35 cents. I understand it is lower than 
that, and that it is now to be sold for 26 cents. That would be 64 
cents specific. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On the foreign price? 

Mr. STEWART. No; on the price here. They say they are 
willing to sell it here at that. They have not sold any. 

Mr. ALDRICH, The foreign cost would be less than that, and 
the action suggested by the committee would be a reduction of 
the rate rather than an increase. 

Mr. STEWART. Itisonthefreelist. Twenty-five per cent ad 
valorem is absolutely a prohibitory duty. This same article is 
sold in South Africa at about 22 cents a pound. This is the most 
important item in the whole chemical schedule so far as our coun- 
try is concerned. Within the last few years a process of working 
gold ores has been discovered which has been applied to oras that 
otherwise could not have been worked at all. It is used in the 
Western mining States, in South Africa,and elsewhere. It is the 
most important discovery that has been made in many ways in 
regard to the working of gold ores. There are vast beds of low- 
grade gold ores in Nevada, Idaho, Montana, Utah, and in all the 
mining States. These ores have not been worked because what 
they get out of them would not pay expenses. A vast amount of 
them are not worked to-day on account of the cost of cyanide. 
Cyanide of potash costs so much that it interferes with the 
working. 

It must be taken into consideration that they advance in the 
working of these gold mines just as fast as possible. They work 
mines ata loss until they get broke on them, with the hope of 
striking something better. Itisa very fascinating business. The 
slightest tax strikes them very heavily. This is the most impor- 
tant element in the mining industry. The expense of it in this 
country has been a great drawback, and it is prohibitive to the 
working of many mines that otherwise would be worked. If it is 
important to increase the gold product, particular attention must 
be paid to this article, cyanide of potassium. I desire to have it 
perfectly understood. It was not understood in the House, be- 
cause the facts were not brought out so far as the report is con- 
cerned. The House committee did not have the facts before it 
when they considered it, and it has not been fully considered. 

Mr. GRAY. The committee has stricken out the duty pro- 
posed by the House, has it not? 

Mr. STEWART. The committee has stricken out the rate of 6 
cents per pound, but it has left a duty of 25 per cent ad valorem, 
which at a price anywhere above 24 cents would be an increase. 
It never has been sold in this country as low as 24 cents. It was 
sold in South Africa at an average price last year, I am told, of 22 
cents. At 26 cents the rate would be 64 cents instead of 6 cents. 
Soitis doubtful whether the amendment would enlarge or decrease 
the duty. When we get to the free list, I propose to move to put 
it on the free list, and [ shall then show the facts. There may be 
other changes in this same paragraph 63. Yellow prussiate may 
have to be reduced, because that is the base in making the other 
article, and they can be considered together. I hope that the 
amendment of the committee will be adopted, and that the ques- 
tion will then be left open until we come to the free list, so as to 
adjust this matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, I move to strike out from the 
same paragraph the words ‘yellow, 4 cents per pound;” and I 
will state the effect of the amendment,if made. The alkali which 
it is proposed to tax in that way at 4 cents a pound would stand 
upon the free list. I gave notice yesterday, as the Senator from 

evada [Mr. Stewart] has given notice now, that when the free 
list is reached a motion will be made to put cyanide of potassium 
upon the free list. The yellow prussiate of potash is essential to 
the manufacture of cyanide of potassium. 

The only manufacturers of cyanide of potassium in this coun- 
try state that if they could have the yellow prussiate free of duty, 
and Caustic-potash, which is already free of duty, they can then 
compete with all the world in the manufacture of this article. I 
will read a brief statement to that effect from the Roessler & 
Hasslacher Chemical Company, manufacturing and importing 
chemists, in which they use the following language: 

Give us free prussiate of potash and free caustic soda and we are willing 
to let cyanide of potash stand on the free list and to waive the claim to be 
compe by the duty for the higher wages we have to pay in the manu- 
facture of cyanide. We have, however, to take the circumstances as they 


are, or rather as they will be in the new tariff, and only these circumstances 
we want to have considered for cyanide in the new tariff. 





This yellow prussiate of potash used in the mannfacture of cya- 
nide potassium formerly was manufactured out of animal 
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refuse, but a new and improved method of manufacture has been 
discovered. It is now obtained as a by-product from the mana- 
facture of gas. They are now manufacturing it extensively in 
Philadelphia in that way. They are enabled by this method of 
manufacture to compete with all the world. There is now a duty 
of 25 per cent upon the yellow prussiate of potash, but the Ameri- 
can manufacturers have put down the price substantially so that 
the foreigners are unable to compete. As has already been negate 
out, cyanide of potassium is of the utmost importance to the min- 
a of the United States. 
hese propositions ought to receive the unanimous support of 
the members of all the parties in the Senate. The Republicans 
last fall in their campaign made their claim to the American 
people in favor of sound money and a protective tariff. The gold 
standard is essential to sound money, in their estimation. The 
production of gold is therefore a part of their cardinal creed. In 
voting upon this amendment they will have to determine whether 
they prefer protection to sound money. The Democrats are always 
favorable to any proposition which looks to the reduction of tax- 
ation and to the increase of industrial freedom. They are also in 
favor of an enla: nt of the circulation,so that the ple in 
carrying on trade and business may not be hampe and ob- 
structed. As to the members of the Populist , they, too, 
agree that we ought to have an enlarged ula medium. 

Cyanide of potassium is the means by which common earth 
almost is transformed into gold, which is now the most highly 
prized article of our advancing civilization and the very essence 
of sound money. We have in Utah large beds of earth. Nothing 
can be discovered in it. It looks like common clay. They dig it 
out of the hills, put it into vats, and put some cyanide of potassium 
in water and let the water run through the earth, and after it has 
percolated through the soil, it is converted into pure gold and car- 
ried to our mints and made into money. This stuff is taken out 
of the hills by the thousands of tons. e have mountains of it. 
It carries $2, $3, $5, $6, and sometimes as high as $7 a ton. Upon 
a slight increase in the cost of cyanide of potassium depends 
whether we shall have the output of millions or perhaps an out- 
put of nothing in the — of gold. 

I appeal to the Republicans to investigate this question befure 
we reach the free list. I appeal to all members of the Senate, be- 
cause this is a new industry and it depends upon the placing upon 
the free list of cyanide of potassium. 

‘Now, one word as to the manufacture of cyanide of potassium. 
It is eens to protect it. It is true it has heretofore been 
manufactured using prussiate of potash, but they have re- 
cently discovered a new method, by which the cyanide is ex- 
tracted from the air. Wecan not put any tariff upon air to ex- 
clude it. They are now manufacturing it by what is known as 
the Roessler process in Germany out of air. The establishment 
in this county is located at Niagara Falls. 

It can not be for the protection of national labor or to increase 
the wages of workingmen, because the power and force which is 
used to bring about the necessary mechanical combinations to 
produce this result by which gold is obtained is that which is 
given by nature itself at Niagara Falls. These manufacturers 
state that the labor cost is infinitesimal. Therefore there can be 
no reason whatever why any tax should be put upon cyanide of 


“potassium, as it comes as a result of the manufacture of gas; the 


prussiate ought not to be protected, and these upon the free list 
reduce the cost of this article which is a prime necessity for the 
struggling production of gold in such quantities as to enable us 
to remain upon a gold basis and have sound currency in the esti- 
mation of our friends upon the other side, 

Mr. WHITE. I noe a wish to call attention to the phrase- 
ology in the paragraph referred to by the Senator from Utah 
[Mr. Rawiins]. ‘Cyanide of potash” should be “ ide of 

tassium.” I believe the matter will be considered hereafter, 

t I mention that fact now in ordef that,the correction may be 


made. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. The proposition of the Senator from Utah 
should not be adopted, because yellow prussiate of potash is not 
only used in the manufacture of cyanide, but it is used for man 
other purposes. It is a very im t product of potash, and it 
should be allowed to remain as it is now in the bill. 

Mr, RAWLINS. Mr. President, I did not make the motion to 
strike that out with a desire to have it voted upon at present, 
unless the Senator should insist upon it. I am willing that i 
may go over, to be voted upon when we come to the free 


' consider the whole question soc" At that time I shall have 


other facts to present, which will make it plain that this 
motion of mine ought to be sustained. 

Mr. ALLISON. As to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Utah, at any time before the bill is to the Senate 
the motion will be in order which he desires to make. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I give notice, then, that I shall make it when 
aoe the free list, so that these questions can be considered 


Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the Senator from Utah to wit), 
draw his amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no amendment pending. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In view of the fact that we have made con<;\. 
erable progress to-day upon the bill, and in view of the furt),,. 
fact that | know Senators who are in the examination .; 
the bill are greatly fatigued with their work for the past week, | 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator withdraw ¢),,; 
motion for one moment? ’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ihave an analysisof the explanation 
of the sugar schedule presented by the Senator from Rhode Is1:1)| 
[Mr. ALpRricn], made by a gentleman connected with the suvay 
trade in New York. He advocates propositions in which I do 1: 
believe; but as I think Senators ought to be fully advised as tot}. 
views of all gentlemen who are informed on this question, | 4s 
leave to have this statement inserted in the REcorD, so that Sen. 
ators may see it. 

I also have two letters of Willett & Gray, of New York. to- 
gether with certain statements of as to the value of sugars. 
which, I think, will be interesting to all Senators. I ask leave to 
have these letters, together with the statement to which I have 
referred, inserted in the Recorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereobjection? The Chair hears 
none, and that will be the order. 

The statement and letters referred to are as follows: 


STATEMENT OF PIERRE J. SMITH, OF NEW YORK. 


sriek te te Basie POL aeanatnreeete oe 
re e Ev a) reasonable to anyone 
oi Juan communal Gaaal ar anyone in the teoriy me ven or 
op’ compoun are w unsoun d infi- 
nitesimal compared with the toanad valorem duty in any fori, 
First. He states that the tions of sugar 
at New York during January show a range of 73.2 to 144.3 per cent ad 
- are 7 eer? the im- 

portations during January were selected Ww percentages were 
arrived at, but from knowledge of the business I believe such a Statement 
com) were carefully 
the the values ex ship landed tests (which 

is the same oe the results <i aee” be quite different, and 
argu 5 


. Our raw-sugar-trade committee vers of raw sugars from all 
parts of the putea we have “tiue tee Miaoane Committee a the Ways 
and Means Comm that the rates out only about 72 per 
cent ad valorem on to-day’s ex 7 Se ar erent 50 per cent 
so aw neces Sera aspre when the Wilson bill was passed. Fully 

all the sugars between 84° and 97°, and under the 
schedule the variation in duty on these sugars is not exceeding | per 


Second. Revater Ac nunen sites Ses the We wate rateson low grades 
testing under 87° would exclude aereagas the United States. 
In to this I can only say that would not be the case, as the rates 
are so 


in the schedule as to impose fair rates of duty on 
all sugars from 75° to $ 

Can Senator ALDRICH tell why seats Sey nee were imported under 
ne Dill? drawn specific than under present ad 

Can he say the entire euaciee Sete of New York inted our 
fal atiienie. om an ad duty in any formif i had proved 

r, or 

Does he think receivers of all of sugar, both h and low, 
would recommend the Dingioy schedule i woul exclude eaieeere: 

Third. He states the amount of used testing 87° is very 
small, and for obvious reasons the decreasing, but inti- 


viewed from the stand- 


‘This statement is rather remarkable, as it is difficult to see how the impor. 
of sugar (and even that smali quantity rap- 


tation of a very small 
idly duevenchen) nai aa a matter, viewed from the standp«int 
of trade and as 


the bill is to enable 
our domestic producers te a Eo pad of Seriiesenpticn a nd 
what will then become of this “ ee grades,” 
which Senator ALDRICH’s committee has it so to protect? 


ich 
Can Senator ALDRICH say from the ley rates on 
such sugars would not any discrimination against them, 
would not have been a much better plan than 
valorem rates, which opposed by the domestic 
only wanted by the 


were 
low grades and all distant sugars from 
are without 


not borne the yreviows graduated 

specific duties. i noe one-half cent on all 

grades of 16 that the fairly graded 

rates of the schedule the too glad to send their 
to the U States instead 


under 88° will be shut out 


sugars uD 
it Se eis area ae eer sae advance, 
t while sugars over 88° will care ee What will 


that the cow rates were adopted 
over 87° because ae ge nag beware against 


others. 
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why valorem duty in any form is utterly unfair and resulted 

arguments oot = same values caning from different 
mate = —- same countries. a 

t it was unre! ie for revenue and in man 

It is also shown ice ais. 


cases utterly impracticable, and resulting in contin ments, 
ee heartily with Senator ALDRICH in giving our refiners ad- 
nate f bo but it is not necessary to have ad velorem rates todo this, 
sw it can jast as well be given openly under a specific schedule by adding suf- 
ficient extra duty on all sugars over 16 Dutch standard in color. 
Ee by experts that the Wilson bill gives refiners about one- 
fourth to ve-sixteenths cent protection, and the Senate schedule three- 
sixths to seven-sixteenths cent, as long as the bounty on beet sugars remains 


at present. : 
been proved guite conclusively that our refiners have made plenty 
— fison bill, and 


as 
under the leading one has made about 10 per 
cont dividends on 67,0040 capital: and a large surplus besides, although i 
turn outon eave as much su. 
is estimated rorinct int $10,000,000, and could be built and run with a capitel of 
about $15,000,000. 


Under the circumstances it is not likely the refining indust 
; specific schedule, especially if the extra 
— ee mad A 


F 


would suffer 
uty on sugars 
should be ie one-fourth cent. 

The importations of refined during the last few years 
have been owing mostly to the high prevailing here for refined, last 
st-October between 96° centrifugals and granulated be- 
ah Se iiiauns te" anak onl tho prodt chews coe-telt 
and at t erence cent an © profit about one-ha 
The large importations during A were owing to the probable increase 

and sonaee See tariff bill is delayed the 


r will be the im- 
and raw of all grades and d iptions. 
poorer quality and hard to sell, even at one-eighth 
ae tes trom the tapcotereo ieree quentiny of tis torcign 
rn were m m a large quan of t oreign 
refined and remelt it, eathe Seperters had hard work to sell it to the trade. 
these facts merely to show there is no necessity of an ad valo- 
rem duty to prote our refiners. 
M ckle and Doscher are both building new refineries to compete 
th believe any protection over one-fourth cent openly 
ven our refiners will result in still further refineries, which will before 
result in plenty of competition here and greatly reduced profits. 
It seems to me Senator aes is a a Speman out < a soctehill. 
while utter] more serious difficulties which an ad valorem duty in 
vill surely br ing about. 


No. 91 WALL Street, New York, May 22, 1897. 


Dear SiR: Your favor of 2ist instant is received and noted. 
The market value of a degree of sugar is mostly one-sixteenth cent to three 


thirty-seconds cent, after having given the fixed standard to start from, say 
96° for 88° for muscovados and molasses sugar, 84° for lowest 
In detail, the duty-paid value to-day of each grade as per tests is as follows: 
Centrifugals: Muscovados: 
DP tans Shhabe deccud cocccccs 3. PML bch cakibndinmneingued 2. 904 
Re eas Miticcccnes.. ABT Ne i allt daaccccteas SUMED 
OP chiiic dips - es ia cite natiebee 2. 845 
1 dittiibhededintbineess coeccn 3.25 ih need Getemnnnn stone 2.814 
8 RE ae diadion 3. 1875 ES aS 2. 784 
Dati nteeneces ccs 3.125 liad iceiitah te tciiacietpidind eclevtee 2.75 
ES AES 3. 081 i k ewe 2. 6875 
i snatchoah iliiibecsescccss ta ie ecdleenkanses 2. 625 
CP EtMsriticien....... S005 _ _ Satorar eee 2. bt 
ES 1 Ot Se 2.75 ERE ae 2. 
Molasses sugar: Lowest grades muscovados: 
EE oom PiMiindavadduethaiubipettzens We 





Yours, ‘ 


WILLETT & GRAY. 
J. ScnoENnor, Esq. 
Care of Senator James K. Jones, Washington, D. C. 


New York, May 25, 1897. 
Daan Sem: epee Soren of UE tes Pecoivel ond noted. — 
way. UW -paid ces sugar give no in 
ee as they theinde treigut. landing charges, = 


it i> be deere Gm evgnenent or make such an applica- 
> aren. ee ae ae we the cost and 
figure back to the — — for such ports as 





In the haste of making up the values, we find on examination that several 
degrees were wrongly valued, and we send correction of same herewith. In 
explanation, muscovados are sold on 89° basis, with one thirty-second of a cent 
per degree up and one-sixteenth of a cent per degree down, and in other cases 
there is three thirty-seconds of a cent per pound difference per degree in 
selling values. You will note the difference in dutiable values of 96° sugars 
from Java, Trinidad, Santo Domingo, Barbados, and Cuba, caused by differ. 
ence in f. o. b. values and rates of freight, etc., while all have the same value 
on arrival if sold on the same day 

From all this you will see there is no absolutely certain way of confirming 
or rejecting values per degree for specific schedule for duties, and the only 
way tomake itaspecific tariff is by two one-hundredths, three one-hundredths, 
or four one-hundredths of a cent per degree difference induty. Some grades 
should have two one-hundredths, some three one-hundredths, and some four 
one-hundredths of a cent, but the objection is to introducing so many divid 
ing Iines into a specific duty, and so some grades must suffer from a regular 
three one-hundredths of a cent or a regular two one hundredths o° a cent 
difference, and the smaller the specific duty and the larger the ad valorem 
part of the duty the less they suffer. 

Yours, truly, 


WILLETT & GRAY. 
J. ScHornnor, Esq., 
Care of Senator James K. Jones, Washington, D. C. 


87° test. 
Date shipment --.... alata ..Octoher 14, 1893.........October 14, 1896. 
ee einecasaceghées St. Croix . Antigua 
CT EE ee lL Ora 
Description ie Ts cee is 17 hhds. muscovado.. 40 bhds. muscovado. 
inn minae I  ieiiiiaratinnicsleniuctiaee 87.70 


Dutiable value............-._1.485 cents 1.619 cents, 


United States currency...... 1.485 cents........ ; 1, 619 cents. 
Equal dutiable value, 87°. ....1. 535 cents. ............. 1.575 cents. 
Wilson duty 40 per cent...... I idtimeeresonde 630 cent. 
Te cw cun oscnan 1.36 cents....... 1.36 cents 


Difference (increase)... ..... 
Senate bill (75 per cent) . ..... 


730 cent 
3% per cent) 1.34cte. 
October 20, 1896. 


. 736 cent 
.1. lb cents (79 


October 4, 1806.. 


a Demerara Bar badoes 
eh dhd ddl otnctingnwenteate Fontabelle Grace Lynwood 
OS eee 1,020 bags muscovado..°490 hhds. muscovado. 
tee nih dain noccadpial 80. 56° ‘presses 80.55 
Dutiable value................ 1, 738 cents ......... 1. 724 cents 
United States currency ......1. 738 cents Sahel 1. 724 cents 
Equal dutiable value, 87° ...._1. 578 cents ..1. 575 cents 

lson duty 40 per cent ...... . 631 cent ere 
Dingley bill latekjatioenea ...----1.36 (1.44) conts........1.36 (1.44) cents. 
dt netem. 5 ion ins 738 cent 
SE iashliniamnernktnine ones 1.48 cents ..1.48 cents. 


Specific duty of 1.36 cents per pound on 87°-test sugars raises the duty on mus- 
covados 70} cents to 734, cents per 100 pounds, imported from different parts of 
the world, whileit raises the duty on molasses sugars of the same test 77) cents 
to $4, cents per 100 pounds. In other words, the specific duty of 1.36 cents for 
87°-test sugars of all descriptions raises the duty from the 40 per cent ad va 
lorem basis fully one-cighth cent per pound more on molasses sugar than on 
muscovados, while the molasses sugar has an inferior market valuation of 
one-fourth cent per pound. The specific-duty-basis thus gives a discrimina- 
tion against the use by refiners of the lower grades of 87°-test sugar. 


87° test, 


Date shipment................October 19, 1896 October 10, 1896. 









TS, Cl ebiceniinchnoodas a ae, ~ 
0 RR ES G. R. Skolfield . ; H. Stewart. 
Description ...................41,191 mats clayed 2,484 bags molasses. 
sugar. 
hit cne tit Guteteecings i dcdaet sss ante 87.01°. 
Dutiable value...............-. $3.80 per picul; £7 12s. 1.45 cents. 
er ton. 
United States currency ......1.56cents.. .......... 1.45 cents. 
Equal dutiable value, 87°. ....1.638 cents. ............. 1.45 cents. 
Wilson duty (40 per cent).... .655cent............ .. .580 cent. 
Dingley bill. iilinnknAptcaaeesena ean ..."...-1.86 cents. 
Difference (increase) --.-....... 705 cent................_.78 cent. 
Senate (75 per cent) ........ 1.23cents. .. ..1.30 cents. 
Date shipment................ October 10, 1896....... October 27, 1896. 
PG unin euncosmecowwenes sh Atindiveenseipaee Cuba. 
Vessel - . Yumuri , Saginaw. 
Description ..1,000 bags molasses 289 bags molasses. 
Ts ektbanoo i diahesite:arattion ty saci 
Dutiable value ...... ..........1.458 cents. .............. 1.278 cents. 
United States currency -..... 1.458 cents...............1.278 centa, 


Equal dutiable value, $7° . ....1.458 cents .. 1.278 cents. 


Wilson duty (40 per cent).... .583 cent Saisie cicada: A 
Dingley bill atta a epee Ck once ces .1.36 cents. 
Difference (increase)......... .777 cent.............. 849 cent. 
Senate bill (75 per cent) ...... 1.09 cents __ 96 cent. 
October 14, 1896 October 7, 1806, 
..- St. Croix Cuba. 


T. Towner 


nies Santiago. 
502 bags molasses 


384 bags molasses, 





T 87.45" ...... M4). 65 

Dutiable value-...............- 1.38 cents .. 1.427 cents. 

United States currency Succes 1.38 cents SS 1,427 cents. 
nal dutiable value, 87°. ..... 1.349 cents. ..............1.438 cents, 


duty (40 per cent)... .539cent._........ 573 cent. 
y bill TVS ee OS eee 1.36 cents. 
eretice (increase)......... .821 cent ; 787 cent. 
Senate bill (75 per cent)...... 1.28 cents .. 1.08 cents. 
80° test. 
Date shipment................ January 1, 1807.........-. January 25, 1897. 
SR ait nntddscasens cxccee St. Kitts ..-.-----damaica. 
ie cacien occacéoccot Fontabelle __.... ....dason 
Description ...................87 bags muscovado.....100 bags muscovado. 
ee en wnnade odncwanamanseds 77.4. 
Dutiable vaiue................ 1. Wi cents..............- £4 3s. 9d. per ton. 
United States currency -....- 1.291 cents ..............1.04 cents. 
ual a value, 80°_...- 1. 167 cents .......... ..-1. 202 cents. 
uty, 40 per cent...... Ea dtbeccascaccecs 181 cent. 
y stew IE 1.15 cents. 
ubeibalbseteccsosese 4 @3cent................ .0 cent, 
hhc iitcddlicinassedecces< Sind ckeieilipengetiede . 90 cent. 








Date shipment...............- January 14,1897......... October 27, 1896. 
Ss sas onconbanctcammbeu RONEN ciency on nesteadpocon sd 
WOE oc pevcosteconcneteononhhs City of Washington....Hattie May. 
DORE cc nccvescotennmnind pags molasses....... 22 hhds. muscovado. 
incensed hwet maasmebeaiedh ae VE cadiulatibns Habe hcanxees 
Jutiable value ..........-..--.1.146 cents ..............1.25 cents. 
Jnited States currency ......1. 145 cents .............. 1.25 cents. 
Equal dutiable value, 80° ....1.177 cents ...........-..1.159 cents. 
Ison Garr 4) per cent...... SND a nike dsishmetianeon 463 cent. 
pueer Saissld cievdacinn nae titel 1.15 cents ...............1. 15 cents. 
EUMIOD cwkdin ove’ ccdacaualenc -679 cent ............... .687 cent. 
ROD livkcatiwo anécnpeken bead SE. cennsecesaianas . 87 cent. 
Date shipment ................ October 8, 1896.........- October 27, 1896. 
Country .......... dbcmtansiay PR iibun wie deeds ntigua. 
WN ellis BEC Us pile éccwubuse Abed MES eh Ginn hcg din saute Hattie May. 
Deneription ...........-s-.ss00% 23 hhds. muscovado....114 bags muscovado. 
 aetbded iis cane ves> ate nous DET s tick badkokidcundien 7. 
Dutiable value ...............- SURMORS oc cdbvacncdvcess 86 cent 
United States currency ...... . 94 cent 86 cent 
Equa! dutiable value, 80° 987 cent 1.08 cents. 
duty. 40 per cent...... ./ TEGOD wnicceecnudueks . 412 cent. 
ig. BOR vemiaee 1. 5 cents................1. 15 cents, 
ND sétn adducts «dines ccs 9 DERG iconanncduhobead . 738 cen 
| i Seas.  F  - Pua ee, 
96° test. 
Date shipment................ July 28, 1896. ............July 2, 1806. 
pI civkahnnd +)4 void «uch indie pibennndgdaiaens Guad Trinidad. 
dash bkbaen danced save Chap Lismore ................Grenada. 
Description « .....-.... see. na baskets centrifu- 630 bags centrifugals. 
gals. 
4, RAR SES a ape Toes SO ts encevskoths cote 97°. 
Dutiable value................ Flour, } aga per 136} 2.282 cents. 
ands, 
United States currency ......2.21 cents ..............- 2. 282 cents. 
Kequa!l dutiable value, 96°. ....2.16 cents ...............2. 219 cents. 
Ison aif 40 per cent..... . 864 cent ............... , 887 cent. 
8 Re ee OS RRR ETRE 1.63 cents. 
a eh dn terre cectshuanpian . 766 cent ............... . 748 cent. 
WORD RES dip binonecessdenapee 1,726 cents ..............1.746 cents. 
Date shipment................ July 23, 1896. ............ July 31, 1896. 
CXR cocvewkstveennwenmn iiss Santo Domingo. .......- Barbadoes. 
WANE Rabcnhobidsd es bhncened bees IRs cowstuatsosbank Naparina. 
pane Sehdveopunt ons whee 3 5 bags centrifugals.7 N35 bags centrifugals. 
WD bcacc eter eeeeces esvece neecei DW” waned «00s secwneeeened ° 
Dutiable value................1.94} cents. ............- 9s. 6d. per 112 pounds. 
United States currency ...... 1.04) cents. .............2. 04 cents. 
ual dutiable value, 6°. ....2.010 cents. ............. 1, 986 cents. 
Ison aif 40 per cent...... NE UE, Sic cidodedess . 74 cent, 
Dingley WRaGbbks niece vinta eba 1,68 cents...............1,63 cents. 
ERS ao wtcectasens sens ee NS. 5 ins Wobnnab cc . 836 cent 
CD edb’ sociwccncse seus 1,653 cents. .............1. 69 cents. 
Date shipment................ a 6, 1896........... August 8, 1896. 
CRG ai nile tanodn caoncsbion RP ncdénwasupaqeeensch Trinidad. 
WOME diac vonencedscocsvenpaes 1. Balcom .............--Prince William ITI. 
(assenpwen einai hakiakhbode pian 2.497 bags centrifugals. oe centrifugals. 
WEEE edits o0'gs wescoe oncces ch coca EE | BObses we cous eeccenetts ji 
Dutiabie value................ 2. CONG. ..... coer ns 2. 428 cents 
United States currency ......2.552 cents.............. 2. 428 cents. 
ual dutiable value, 6°. ....2.505 cents... ............ 2.822 cents. 
lsen duty, 40 per cent...... 1.08 cents............... .928 cent. 
pingey es s Mab visihincwaetisure 1.63 cents. ..............1.68 cents. 
i | EE ay. 2 SR ee . 702 cent. 
NE aka ce cdne sccttentins 1.86 cents...............1.80 cents, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I renew my motion that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. FRYE, I hope the motion will be withdrawn, and that we 
may have an executive session. 

r. ALDRICH. Very well; I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. ELKINS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to ti con- 
sideration of executive business, After eleven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
22 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
May 28, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 





CON FIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Sendte May 27, 1897. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY, 


. Asst. Engineer Doctor E. Dismukes, to be a passed assistant 
engineer. 


ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY, 


Edwin H. Conger, of Iowa, to be envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary of the United States to Brazil. 

Charles Burdett Hart, of West Virginia, to be envoy extraordi- 
ety and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Colom- 


POSTMASTERS. 


J. H. Porter, to be postmastér at New Wilmington, in the county 
of Lawrence and State of Pennsylvania. 
C, N. Marvin, to be postmaster at Shenandoah, in the county of 
Page and State of Iowa. 
ames L. Berry, to be postmaster at Humeston, in the county of 
Wayne and State of Iowa. 
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L. V. Buskirk to be pea at Bloomington, in the county 
of Monroe and State of Indiana. 

William E. Hogueland, to be pees at Yates Center, in the 
county of Woodson and State of Kansas. 

Joe Carey, to be postmaster at Garnett, in the county of Ander- 
son and State of Kansas. 

James A. Wilson, to be ter at Williamsburg, in tho 
county of Iowa and State of Iowa. 

John T. Lovett, to be postmaster at Little Silver, in the county 
of Monmouth and State of New Jersey. 

Levi F. Burkett, to be postmaster at Bainbridge, in the county 
of Decatur and State of rgia. 

U. G. Holley to be postmaster at Sikeston, in the county of 
Scott and State of Missouri. 

William L. Hunter, to be postmaster at Turtle Creek, in tho 
county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 27, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, 
Henry N. CoupeEn. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Monday, May 24, was read and 
approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 
taries, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker — 

The SPEAKER. The House will receive a message from tho 
Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had di to the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to the amendment of the Senate num- 
bered 10 to the bill (H. R, 15) making appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes, had 

to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Perrti- 
Grew, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. CocKRELL as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 10 to the bill (H. R. 15) making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indians tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed Dills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1978) extending the time for the commencement and 
completion of the railroad bri across the Illinois River, near 
Grafton, Ill., by the St. Louis, Perry and Chicago Railroad. 

A bill (S. 1944) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Clinch River, Kingston, Tenn.; ' 

A bill (S. 1337) to authorize the President to commission First 
Lieut. Benjamin W. Loring a captain; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a condition of public 
war exists in Cuba, and that strict neutrality shall be maintained; 


Joint resolution (S. R. 44) making an appropriation to supply 
a deficiency in the appropriations for public printing and binding 


for the fiscal year 1897; and 
Joint resolution (S. R. 43) in amendment vf the joint resolu- 
tion of April 7, 1897, authorizing the of the Navy to 


—— contributions for the relief of the hing poor of 
a. 
The message also announced that the Senate had the fol- 


lowing resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House was 
request d: 

Resolved e Senate (the House of 
Secretary ar be requested to fu 
as he may have in his 
the harbor of Cumberland 


). That the 
‘ormation 


ntatives 
the Senate with such 
with relerenne $0 Bs yeness condition of 
mediate action is necessary to ies aeieoneetnetaiearebenen agzinss 
the commerce usually entering the port of 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with sorrow the nee- 
ment of the death of the Hon. JosmrH H. late a Senator from tho 


Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
ot Eanccunaaites 4 i 


2, # 


a. 


« ¢ 
stl > ie ee 7 ota ied te we ee 











1897. 





Resolved, That, asa mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, the Sen- 


ate do the Secretary be directed to poqnest the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill {8 426) to authorize the construc- 
tion of across the Missouri River, ietvess its mouth and the mouth 


James River; and across the Mississippi River, between the 
sooth of Sf River, in the State of Minnesota, and Donaldson- 
ville, in the ; and across the Illinois and Des Plaines rivers, 


mouth of the Illinois and the city of Joliet, in the State of 
peer to prescribe the character, location, and dimensions of the same. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker-— 
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 
Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a matter of 


ivil 
Prthe SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his matter of privi- 


. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s 
desk a resolution which, I respectfully urge, raises a question of a 
rivilege of the House, and one of the highest order, and I respect- 
y request that the resolution be now read, in order that the 
question may be ascertained and—— 
Mr. DINGLEY (interposing). Mr. Speaker, I make the point 
of order that the tleman should state his question of privilege. 
Mr. LEWIS of a. I will accept the suggestion of the 
esteemed gentleman from Maine. The resolution suggests that as 
there has passed in the Senate and reported to this House a 
resolution epee the belligerency — 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the gentleman is not raising any question of personal privilege. 
Mr. LEWIS of Washington. If the gentleman will but be 
tient, he will soon see that I do raise a question of privilege. 
y resolution calls for action by this House upon a question of 


foreign policy — 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, that raises no question of per- 
sonal privilege. 

Mr. of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask the opportu- 
nity of asserting and establishing that this is a question of privi- 
lege, and has been so decided by the parliaments of the present 
English-speaking world, and particularly in recent years upon a 
motion made by the honorable gentleman from Maine himself. 

I respectfully assert that a resolution proposing that this House 
shall express its sense of a foreign policy is always a question of 
privilege, superseding and subordinating any other question, that 
it does not require unanimous consent for its consideration, and 
no point of order can be addressed constitutionally to it. 

, I will not violate the courtesy of this occasion by 
into an argument as tothe merits of the resolution itself. 


be ao to the gentleman for allowing me this op- 
portunity that I shall but state my position on this subject froin 
t ing to establish that this question, as one 


1 
a —_ , seekin 
of the so ty of the House, is of the highest privilege and en- 
ao to wet a to pay. —, As are 1782, when 

is country presented to England her peace-conference report, 
Mr. Grattan, of Ireland, having then up for consideration his bill 
in relation to Irish rights, raised the point that it was not in order, 
eee the rule prescribing that day’s business. Mr. Fox 
con that a proposition of a foreign policy, or of the recog- 
nition of a foreign country, for any purpose, was at all times a 
question of precedence which subordinated all other questions, 
and that point was sustained. 

Subsequently to that time the question has been considered at 
different periods. In this country the question arose upon a reso- 


lution of Mr. Clay, of Kentucky, made upon the floor of the House 
of Representatives as early as 1822, resolving that the United 
States the Spanish republics and that the House pre- 
scribe a y concerning thesame. The point was made against 
it that it was not in order, when the gentleman from Kentucky 
poe gi that a proposition which went to the foreign policy of 


as against another country, and especially an inter- 
and not ly an international country, was a mat- 
ter of of the highest order. He was sustained on an ap- 
peal, Barbour had held to the contrary. 
827 . Webster, of Massachusetts, addressing himself to 
the attitudes, respectively, of Greece and Turkey, 
resolution authorizing the President to name 
the House to , on behalf of Congress, 
, had precedence, and was entitled to consideration 
order that could be made, and his contention 


Fi 


, in 1837, Senator Clay's motion in respect to Mexico, 
second session of that Congress, the point of order was made 
the resolution could not be considered because the order of 
prescribed by a previous resolution. It was in- 


% of , that such a question alwa 
as it Janets sovereignty of Congress, a 
was sustained. 


ese oe serie vena te 


ie 


the 


i 


j 
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olution was introduced by the honorable gentleman from Maine, 
Mr. BoureLLg, looking to the establishment of a foreign policy in 
respect to Hawaii. On that occasion the point of order was made 
by Mr. McCreary, of Kentucky, a member of the Foreign Relations 
Committee, that the proposition was not in order and did not pre- 
sent a question of privilege, and the honorable gentleman now 
occupying the chair is reported to have said that it had long been 
settled that questions relating to the foreign policy of the countr 
- connected with other countries were always matters of privi- 
ege. 

The Chair ruled the contrary. An appeal was taken; and the 
House decided that the question of a foreign policy was a question 
of privilege. I refer you, Mr. Speaker, to the Journal of the Fifty- 
third Congress, second session, page 44. The rules adopted at the 
present session on that subject embody that decision. Therefore, 
under that decision and under the rules of this House, my resolu- 
tion becomes at once a privileged question of the first order; and 
it takes precedence for consideration, notwithstanding the point 
of the estimable gentleman from Maine. I read from the Manual 
of the present session, pages 496, 497: 

Resolution expressing sense of the House relative to the foreign policy of 
the United States is privileged. 

In page 495 of the Manual begins a recital of those questions 
which are privileged; and after giving them in collated form the 
Manual concludes on page 496 the recital with the announcement 
of the position I urge here. Therefore, that decision having be- 
come a part of the rules of this House, being there embodied from 
the ruling previously made upon a suggestion by the estimable 
gentleman now occupying the Chair as well as from one of the 
other gentlemen from Maine,I can not understand how it can 
now be held that the question is not both privileged and entitled 
to precedence. I respectfully insist that my resolution is privi- 
leged, and should be submitted to the House and acted upon as a 
privileged question. [Applause.| I ask that my resolution be 
read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By Mr. Lewis of Washington. 
Resolution of the House of Representatives upon the right of the House to 
declare a foreign policy upon the subject of beliigerency and neutrality 


and recognition both by treaty and commercial relations with the Repub- 
lic of Cuba or any other country 


Whereas the United States Senate assembled has duly by a proper form 
of resolution declared for a state of neutrality and the according to the 
Island of Cuba all rights as a belligerent as against Spain; and 

hereas it is asserted that such right of recognition exists only with the 
Executive of the United States: Therefore, 

Re it resolved by the House of Representatives of Congress, That asa foreign 
»oOlicy of the United States it isthe right and authority of the Senate and 
louse of Representatives in adopting a foreign policy of the United States 

to recognize as Congress the belligerency of and declare the attitude of 
neutrality of the United States to the Island of Cuba or any other govern- 
ment or country when in the sense of the House such course is demanded by 
existing conditions. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. 
tion just read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make the point of order that the resolution 
does not. raise a privileged question. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I have already answered the point 
of order as fully as demanded, and offered what I think sufficient 
precedent to prove my position that this is both a privileged ques- 
tion and entitled to precedence for consideration. I now call for 
a ruling on the question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this is not a question of 
privilege. Under the rules of the House such a resolution can be 
presented in the regular course and should have the report of a 
committee upon the subject. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. Would the Chair suggest what would be ‘‘ the regular 
course” at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The regular course would be to file the reso- 
lution under the rules. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Does the honorable Speaker mean 
to suggest that the resolution shall be filed to await the appoint- 
ment of a Committee on Foreign Affairs to consider it? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. 
of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly, it should be filed under the rules 
of the House. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Then the Chair holds that my 
resolution is not privileged, and sustains the gentleman from 
Maine upon that point of order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I takean appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the appeal lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question). The ayes seem to 
have it. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. I call for a division. 


I move the adoption of the resolu- 


I did not understand the remark 
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ag uestion being again taken, there were—ayes 91, noes 57. Mr. Mitts with Mr. SULLIVAN. 
r LEWIS of Washington. Yeas and nays, . Speaker. Mr. SuLLOoway with Mr. TALBERT. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. Mr. SAUERHERING with Mr. Srrarrt. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 89, nays 53, an-| Mr. Dovener with Mr. Davis. 
ewered “present” 17, not voting 194; as follows: Mr. Barney with Mr. BANKHEAD 




















YEAS—99. Mr. ACHESON with Mr. Witson of South Carolina, 
Sicnment Kote’ Satta Mr. Hooker with Mr. CaTcHinas. 
Beco Davison, Ky. Kirkpatrick, Somes, Mr. Pearce of Missouri with Mr. VANDIVER. 
y, Dingloy, Southa Mr. Davinson of Wisconsin with Mr. CLark of Missouri, 
Barro ver, Taeney, South wick, Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. ZENOR. 
earthed, ere ae, qpelding. Mr. TonGvE with Mr, De Armonp. 
nett, a" a Brace, *Mr. McIntire with Mr. Howarp of Georgia. 
. Evans, Ws 5 Mr @G with Mr. BLAND. 
x zoek. ——— Mr. HuLL with Mr. BarLey. 
Brown, Gibson, Mercer, Btone. W. A. = bob ae ee. a 
’ . . e, e ‘ 
Butler.” Harmer. ‘Moody, Sturtevant, or Wascen with ie Sinema. 
Clark, lowa nderson, Mudd, Updegraff, Mr. BisHor with Mr. Norton 
Henry, Conn. Olmsted, Van Voorhis, Mr. Manon with Mr. Benner of Pennsylvania, 
— sary, ind. ee i ae Mr. Lanp1s with Mr. CRanrorp, 
Re ee ee a mee 
™ Tr. . 
somes, Sows eke Qui = a get 8 yr 
‘ord, J N. Dak. r. ELL Wi r. DARTLETT. 
~— aa sr Comite with Mi, Larne 
r. Hicks wi r. ‘ 
Pee. fee Sates, ae simouen, Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. DiNsMoRE. 
Boll Fhepe triek, Lewis, W: Blayden, Mr. Surra of Illinois with Mr. McCuLLocg, 
e, Griggs, Livingston, Smith, Ky. Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. Coonry. 
Brantley, Gena, Maxwell, xk, Mr. Royse with Mr. Mappox. 
Brandidae Hay. <a — aa Tain. ssuingess Mr. SHELDON with Mr. RixEY. 
i rke, eury, . rry, r. JOHNSON iana with Mr. Moon, 
Re seme, SS weet: Mr. Beostvs with Mir, Basenrnove. 
em : I , Williams. Miss. r. LACEY wi r. McRag. 
¥ Gowherd, Kleber, aa i hf pe —_ _ — iN. 
we mmin Dow ses, ; ALL wi r. McLaurin. 
5 ee cocemee sp ee Mr. JEenKuxs with Mr. SToKEs. 
24 | ai aa “PRESENT” —11. ein Mr. came =e a a 
: “ * r, Mahon, ‘ . UMM wi . x. 
iy ertiott eermate, ce, ——— Mr. Apams with Mr. Exiorr. 
( paeer. dentin emer. Mr. Brycuam with Mr. Dockery. 
i: Cooper, Tex. Maddox, Wheeler, _ Mr. Kerr with Mr. Ross 
a NOT VOTING—19. oy pore eee eee 
= Ach Da Rix '. : RIMER . BERRY. 
_ Adame,” Dayton, Tatimer, Robb. Mr. Mriumr with Mr. CLarpy. 
te — a toe Seen te | Ee een ere ee sont Wethingrce, 
cit] Arnold, Elliott, " Lorimer, se, Mr. LyBranp with Mr. Lewrz. 
i 3 al. tees Love, Shel Mr. Hopxiys with Mr. MCALEER. 
we oo. ao. Lybrand, Mr. BELKNAP with Mr. MaGuiRe. 
ag rham, Fischer, cAleer, Simpkins, Mr. Hacer with Mr. ALLEN, 
a Barlow, Fitzgerald, McCall, tL Mr. Youne of pg ene dep Mr. BEenTON. 
ah) Beach, Fletcher, MeClellan Smith, 8. W. Mr. WiL.iaMs of Pennsylvania with Mr. Ropertson of Loui- 
ae: Belden, Foote, Smith,Wm.Alden | siana. 
BS Belknap, Fos MeCulloch, ver, Mr. Joy with Mr, MarsHaut. 
an aes, eo 8 6a =. Mr. Hamruron with Mr. Topp. 
ne eT: : —4 Mr Ww. ALDEN SmirH with Mr. Brucker. 
cs vs Cates MeMillin, Stewart, N. J. Mr. CHIcKERING with Mr. BRapLEY 
* Se tie | con Mr. Dayton with Mr. Prerce of Tennessee. 
B ; atelle, Graff, Mabeny, Strowd, N.C. Mr. Foss with Mr. Davey. 
eS) y, Greene, Mann, Sullivan, Mr. McEwan with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 
a8} : jo — peewre Mr. BELDEN with Mr. SULZER. 
4 1 Grow, Meekison, Sutherland, Mr. SumpKis of Massachusetts with Mr. LesTER, 
¥ =aiow, a a a A oe Mr. Pues with Mr. SuTHERLAND. 
+ mm, Handy, Milter, Tayler, Ohio ws : aon am with Mr. Litre. 
a Campbell, ficks” Mitchell, Told,” Mr. eben with Mr. R 
es Capron Hilborn, rooal a, eee oa Mr. Wuarre of Ilinois with Mr. Hunter. 
: Gatcht ~. Hooker, Northway, Vehslage, Mr. HuRLEY with Mr. Davis. 
ud Chickering, Hopkins, Norton, Wadsworth, Mr. Crump with Mr. Hanpy. 
t Clardy. Howard, Ga. Odell, Walker, Mass. Mr. WiLBER with Mr. Fox. 
et gut. ons — wang Mr. MADDOX. Mr. 1 
py eo, N. H. Hunter, Otey, W. A Tam. the gent eman 
4 Cochrane, N.Y. Hurley, Overstreet, Warner, from Indiana, Mr. Roys, on voc Fm pnd i as this . 
bhi ae, gohaece, Tad. nz, Se. ere , seems to be considered by some polifies! question. I with- 
Sooner a Wilber, OMY. VANDIVER. Tyoted “no, paired with the gen 
Se. ’ ° e 
ei Tete Kelioy, ae. Wilson, 8. C. Soen from Missouri, Mr. ‘iaaioan questions, I erith- 
ra Oranf ’ . wers, oung, w vote. 
Curtin icc, = —_" Mt TERRY. Me. I rise to a parliament parliamentary. inguin 
a vey, Reeves, nestion it 
‘ wersnem, Wie, Laney, Ridgely, Mr W of ima Will the aegenitede prego tie 
+ The ptozing pairs were announced: statement one moment, until I make an announcement with ref: 
a Until further notice ence to my vote. I find that I a eeas from 
s Mr. Lovaninc with Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Massachusetts, Mr. LovERING to change my 
; . Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. TayLor of Alabama. ee 
4 Mr. Powers with Mr. GaInEs. Mr. Y. Mr. 
: Mr. Rezves with Mr. Bay, Mr. LEWIS of Mr. Speaker, I merely wish to 
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By Mr. KLEBERG: A bill (H. R. 3362) for the relief of Bolivar 


J. Pridgen, an invalid Mexican war veteran—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


By Mr. LENTZ: A bill (H. R. 3363) granting an increase of 
sion to George F. Davenport—to the Committee on Invalid 


er to my gt in not yield the 2 . [Mr. Terry] 
vote is announced I do not yield the floor. 
that Un SOPER of ‘Texas Texas. I desire to be recorded as present. I 
am paired with the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. Perkins. If he 
present, I would vote ‘‘no.” 


nsions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3364) to correct the military record of Charles 
Dagenfield—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 3365) for the relief of Eveline 


The SPEAKER. For what Py rs does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. TERRY. I stated to the r that I rose toa question 
relating to the rights and privileges of the House, and to a parlia- 


men: a Pave—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
The Will the gentleman state his parliamentary Also, a bill (H. R. 3366) for the relief of Charlotte A. Heavilin— 
inqui to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


iT TERRY. 1 will state, Mr. Speaker, preliminary to it—— 
The SPEAKER. Does it relate to the present vote that is being 
en? 
= TERRY. It does not relate tothe present vote, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The only thing in order is the announcement 
of the vote. On this question the yeas are 89, the nays 51, pres- 
ent 17—nota 
Mr. DINGLEY. 3 Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as it seems there is 
no quorum t for the transaction of business, I move that 
the House do n oe Sees. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3367) to grant a pension to Edgar Hill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3368) for the reliefof Mrs. Elizabeth D. Pitt- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 3369) granting a pension to 
Martin P. Schaffner, of Loyalton, Pa.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3370) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the — record of Francis Tomlinson—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 3371) for the 
relief of C. J. McConnell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3372) for the benefit of the estate of John T. 
Porter, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3373) for theirelief of J. R. Elkins, of Callo- 
way County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3374) for the relief of P. F. Warterfield—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3375) for the relief of the estate of William 
M. Starks—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3376) for the relief of the estate of S. M. 
Grace, deceased —to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YOST: A bill (H. R. 3377) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against John Dean—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELFORD: Petiti.n of residents of Suffolk County, 
N. Y., asking for a more rigid res‘ciction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BELDEN: Petition of the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church and Preachers’ Meeting of Syracuse, N.Y., relating to 

ictures of = fights by mail; also petition of same for the pro- 

ibition of lottery messages and other gambling matter by tele- 
graph—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
so, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church and Preachers’ 
Meeting of Syracuse, N. ¥., asking that the age of protection for 
girls be rai to 18 years in the District of Columbia and the Ter 
ritories; also petition of same, favoring the enactment of a Sabbath 
law for the national capital—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church and Preachers’ 
Meeting of Syracuse, N. Y., urging that the sale of intoxicating 
liquors be prohibited in Government buildings—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of John H. Cunningham and 24 other citizens of 
Syracuse, N. Y., favoring the enactment of an immigration law 
similar to that vetoed by President Cleveland during the Fifty- 
ed cae-ee the Committee on Immigration and N atural- 


ee eT Mr. ra Speaker, before the-—— 
Mr LEWIS of Washington demanded a division on the motion 
to adjourn, and then withdrew the demand. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Irise toa parliamentary ngeier. Would 
it a be in order to move a call of the House? e might get a 
quorum here for the transaction of business. 
The SPEAKER. On that question—— 
Mr. TERRY. I demand a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 92, noes 35. 
Accordingly, the motion of Mr. DINGLEY was agreed to; and 
(at 12 o'clock and 53 minutes p. m.) the House, under the order 
heretofore adopted, adjourned until Monday, May $1, 1897, at 12 
o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the on oo eral, transmitting a copy of a 
letter to the chairman of the te Committee on Appropriations, 
relating to an tion for witness fees, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on A: ons, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of pw oe , report of examination and survey of 
Mount Hope Bay Fall River Harbor, Massachusetts—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

follow following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ows: 

Aes . WHEELER of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 3354) to raise 


revenue and providing or a tax wu: certain occu 
tions—to the Committee on Wa oe Senet wat 


a MADDOX: A bill (H. R. ee Sos to exclude from the 

ils all matter emanating from any cy which 

ives —— —~ on adie ones connected with—to 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

sade gee eG for the revision and consolida- 

notes nited States—to the Committee 


Me BELL eeeue: Aa R. 3357) for the relief of 
oottlonein Gwe , Okla.—to the Committee on the Public 


own BABCOCE: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
isconsin, for an amendment to the Constitution relating to 
ome the Committee on the Judiciary. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
bills and resolutions of the 





r. BRUMM: Petition of W. L. Loeser and other citizens 
Seeatihes also of H. W. Bachert and others, of Quakake, Pa., 
isan the passage of a bill restricting immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Paper to accompany House bill No. 3300, 
to correct the military record of T. C. Kennedy—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of Thomas J. Houston and 
8 other Union soldiers of Jackson County, Iowa, favorable to the 

+ @ service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 





By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Quakake, Pa., 
in favor of the passage of a law to restrict immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the Trades’ League of Philadelphia, Pa., in 
favor of civil-service reform—to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

Also, resolutions of the Pennsylvania Civil Service Reform Asso- 
ciation, of Philadelphia, against attacks on thecivil-service law—to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Sundry petitions of J. E. Ensminger and 14 
other citizens of nsport; L. J. Thrasher and 49 others, of 
Gormania; Solomon k and 4% others, and Stingley Clark and 
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49 others, of Bayard; M. B. West and 89 others, of Howesville; 
Amos Robinson and 48 others, of Elkins; J. F. Kerrs and 46 
others, of Pawpaw; T. H. Devalt and 52 others, and 8. W. Sat- 
terfield and others, of Rivesville; A. L. Ammons and 45 others 
of Rymer; E. T. Glover and 44 others, and F. E. Robinson and 
25 others, of Wise; William W. Rogers and 48 others, and Thomas 
D. Bennett and 48 others, of Wheeling; J. E. Kidwell and 14 
others, of Grant County; Kirk Dysche and 49 others, and W. T. 
Baker and 47 others, of Morgan County; 8. 8. Wilson and 45 
others, J. R. Gray and 76 others, W. C. Ticesidens and 150 others, 
and H, 8. Leeper and 41 others, of Marion County; B. W. McBee 
and 80 others, and H. P. Graves and 60 others, all citizens of the 
State of West Virginia, praying for the passage of an act restrict- 
i Let the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
zation. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Paper to accompany House bill for the re- 
lief of representatives of win De Leon, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Petition of the Christian Endeavor 
Society of the Christian Church of Salamonia, Jay County, Ind., 
asking for the e of a bill prohibiting the sale of intoxicants 
in Government buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, resolution of the Christian Endeavor Society of the Chris- 
tian Church of Salamonia, Ind.,in relation to sundry bills for the 
improvement of public morals—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. HILL: Petition of H. N. French and other citizens of 
Northfield, Conn., asking for rural free delivery—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LENTZ: Petition of 8. O. Giffin and other citizens of 
Columbus, Ohio, asking for the restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petition of citizens of Atlanta, Ga., for 
the appointment of « monetary commission and a reform in bank- 
ing and currency legislation—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of Harry L. Conver and 
other citizens of Ocean City; Alexander B. Johnson and others, of 
Camden; Fred. A, Garrison, Joseph E. Locke, and others, of Di- 
viding Creek, and Warren W. Vanneman and others, of Bridge- 

rt, in the State of New Jersey, relative to immigration laws— 

o the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MARSH: Petition of sundry citizens of Macomb, Iil.. 
praying for the passage of an immigration bill similar to the one 
— at last session of Congress, vetoed by President Cleveland— 

the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McDONALD: Paper to accompany House bill No. 
3838, for the relief of David C. Winebrener—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 3340, for the relief of 
the crew of the U. 8. 5S. eee the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of Guy Peck and other residents of 
Cabell County, W. Va., praying for the of an immigra- 
tion law—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MOODY: Petition of J. Albert Smith and 32 other citi- 
zens of Ipswich, Mass., favoring a more rigid restriction of im- 
ome the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 

ion. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of Capital City Council, No. 287, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Harrisburg, Pa., 

raying for the passage of a law to restrict immigration—to the 
Jommittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PITNEY: Sundry petitions of 28 citizens of Boonton, 38 
citizens of Butler, 33 citizens of Chatham, 28 citizens of Finesville. 
42 citizens of Frenchtown, 11 citizens of Hanover, 43 citizens of 
Hunterdon County, 82 citizens of Oxford, 24 citizens of Ringoes, 
and 27 citizens of Sergeantsville, in the State of New Jersey, in 
favor of the of an immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 3 . 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Petition of J. 8. Dean and other citi 
zens of New Lebanon, Pa., asking for a more rigid restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


tion. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of Charles Miller and 
other citizens of Allegheny, Pa., favoring a more rigid restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


tion, 

By Mr. YOST: Petition of Virginia people residing in Oklahoma 
Territory, praying for the reenactment of the old homestead law 
for that Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of Charles W. 
Toepfer and others and William W. Mayberry and others, citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, Pa., for the restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the Thirtieth Ward Republican executive 
committee of Philadelphia, asking for the repeal of the civil- 
service laws—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 
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SENATE. 
Fripay, May 28, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miisvurn, D. D. 
The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore 
took the chair. 


The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved, 
POSTAL TELEGRAPHS AND POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a cominn- 
nication from the Postmaster-General, in response to a resolution 
of the 17th instant, calling for the reports received by the De- 
tment of State in obedience to a circular sent out by Secretary 
laine on May 20, 1881, to the consular agents of the United 
States, directing them to obtain from the several foreign govern. 
ments certain information as to the practical workings of posta|- 
telegraph systems and postal savings banks, stating that a most 
careful investigation has been made throngh the archives of the 
Post-Office Department, and he finds that the original responses 
of the consuls to this circular letter of the Secretary of State were 
not sent there, but were retained in the Department of State as 
rt of the files of that ent, etc.; which, on motion of 
r. COCKRELL, was ref to the Committee on Post-Uffices 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition signed by 
15,000 citizens of Ph — County, Pa., praying Congress to 
recognize the right of the Cubans to wage war in defense of their 
liberties; which was read, and referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, as follows: 

To the representatives o of the 
Uni Seater rs assembled, greeting: 


Whereas §; has by a long course of cruelty and ression toward C 
demonstrated ber unfitacss to govern, and armaly belioving that Cobens kane 


the same right to war in ense of their libertios that ur fathers lad: 
Ww the pe “citizens of the United our fathers tad 


e, States, county of Philadelphia, S| 
of Pennsylvan: lly petition for the tmenodinte recognition . = 


Government of t right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore ted a petition of sundry 
citizens of Vinal Haven, Me., ae for the enactment of leis- 
lation for a more rigid restriction of tion; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

je = also oats rh petition of the a oe te Columbus, 

0, praying for speed tariff bill; 
which was oe i ype tb table. sa 
r. presen sundry petitions tizens of Green- 
ville, Tex., praying for the enactment of legislation for a more 
rigi restriction of immigratien; which were ordered to lie on the 
e. 

a nue ON a arereniile f A. L. eee ars P cite 
other citizens o 0 ' other citi- 
zens of Woodland, A. S. Newton and 12 other citizens of Maple 
Rapids, and of H. Sayers & Son and 9 other citizens, all in the 
State of Michigan, remonstrating the imposition of a 
—— rate on rough lumber; which were ordered to lie on 

e. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of 47 citizensof Duluth, Minn., 
and a petition of 50 citizens of Duluth, Minn., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation for a more restriction of immigration; 
which were ordered to lie on the 

He also ted a petition of the Merchant Tailors’ Exchange 
of St. , Minn., praying for the without amendment 
See eal alee a ee ony 
wearing a ’ effects .; which was ordered to 
lie on the OS gia : 


Mr. MANTLE presented a of citizens of Meagher 

ty, Mont., praying for teen at the Hawaiian reci- 

po treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
ions. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of sundry citizens of 


nee: Ind.; for the of the present civil- 
service law; which was eteren to the 
Retrenchment 


a ttee on Civil Service 
an ; 

P a petition of the Endeavor Society 
of the Salamonia Christian Church, of Jay ae praying 
ilocos of any ahocuter Geen enc Tiia aed alco 10 

an or | an 80 to 

suteck Ube Sek day of hb wee aeei ve reet te the District of 
umbia; which was referred to the on the District 
oe QUAY ted a report and resolutions by th 
y a y the 
committee On. trenapetindion and railroads of the ber of 
Commerce of Pi . Pa., favoring the passage of Senate bill 
No. 775, directing the Commerce to prepare 
and publish a of freight articles and rules, regula- 


classification 
tions, and conditions of freight transportation, to be known as the 





hs Mie ta ty ee Tae 











1897. 





“ freight classifice ‘ion;’ which were read, and referred 
oof Committee on Interstate Commerce, as follows: 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF PITTSBURG. 


Report of committee on transportation and railroads. Approved May 6, 1897. 
Whereas there are now several classifications used in the ti rtation 
of freight between points in the United States, of which three of the princi- 
ones are as follows: The official classification, covering the territory west 
pat the Atlantic coast to the Mississippi River and north of the Ohio River; 
t) > Southern rail and steamship c ion, covering the territory 
south of the Ohio and west to the Mississippi River; the Western 
me e points west of the Mississippi River; and 
Whereas we believe it to be to the interest and welfare of both topes 


and railway com that a uniform classification be adopted; an 
there is now before the Committee on Interstate Commerce of the 
present ( Congress a bill (8. 775) directing the Interstate Com- 
merce prepare and publish a classification of freight articles 
and rules, and conditions of freight transportation, to be known 
as the “ National t classification: Therefore, 
Be it resolved, this body respectfully urge the favorable considera- 


; and, 


tion of the aforesaid bill at the of said committee 


Be it t our Senators and Representatives be requested 
to use best efforts to the end that said bill become a law at the earliest 
— GEO. H. ANDERSON, Secretary. 

Mr. DANIEL. I present the memorial and accompanying 
of James Seldon Cowdon, of Virginia, in relation to the 
Pcke Borgne Outlet. I move that the memorial and accompany- 
ing papers be printed as a document and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 
The motion was to. 


agreed 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of John L. Ziskle and sun- 
dry other citizens of Virginia, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation for @ more restriction of immigration; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Charles A. Sykes, of New 
York City for the ag om of an amendment to the pend- 
in bit 5 g certain duties on artificial teeth; which was 
0 to lie on the table. 

Mr. BAKER ted the affidavit of Dr. E. W. Bliss, to accom- 

y the bill \S. 1951) granting an increase of pension to E. 
ierer; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


TRADE RELATIONS WITH HAWAII, 


Mr. NELSON. I present a communication from Worthington 
©. Ford, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department, 
with a statement of our commerce with the Hawaiian Islands un- 
der the treaty of 1876 and its extension. I move that 
the communication and statement lie on the table and be printed 
as a document. - 

The motion was agreed to. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. ALLISON presented a communication from the Gpvetany 
of the Treasury, cepa be letter from the Attorney-General, 
submitting an estimate of deficiency in the appropriation for fees 
of witnesses, United States courts, for the year 1897, $50,000; 
which, with the seeneny ing peper. was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a communication from the Secretary of the 

, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, requesting that an item of appropriation in the sum of $1,800 
be included in the general deficiency appropriation bill for the 
— of oo school at Carlisle, Pa., for ie fiscal yor 

; which, with accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


















Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 710) to provide for 
of additional 

custom-house in the city of Baltimore, Md., and for the erection 
of anew public building thereon for the accommodation of the 

Government said rears it with amendments. 
from ttee on Public Buildings and 
of a site and the erection of a public buil thereon at 
in the State of North Carolina, repo it without 

report thereon. 
, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
whom were referred the following bills, reported 
, 
) for a public building at the city of Wilkesbarre, 
oe therefor; 

to or the erection of a public building 
for the purchase of a site and the 
ig thereon at Nashua in the State of 
ttee on Public Buildings and 
whom was referred the bill (S. 164) to provide for 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
land in the square now occupied by the 
service in i 
cl 
Mr. F. ! the 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1749) to provide for the 
and submitted a: 
without amendment: 
to provide for the erection of a public building 
. with accompanying report); and 
accompan: ) 
ying report 
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the construction of a public building at Butte City, Mont., re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1964) for the erection 
of a public building for the use of the custom-house and post- 
office at Newport News, in the district of Newport News, Va., 
reported it without amendment. 

r. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 967) for the relief of M. S. Hellman: and 

A bill (S. 1029) for the relief of the Portland Company, of Port- 
land, Me. 7 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1711) for the relief of the legal representative 
of George McDougall, deceased, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2038) increasing the pension of W. D. Sigler; and 

A bill (S. 2039) restoring the pension of Daniel Oberly. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2040) granting a pension to 
Mrs. A. McFarland; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2041) to amend section 
4386 of the Revised Statutes of the United States striking out 
“twenty-eight consecutive hours ’ and ‘‘ twenty-eight hours” and 
inserting ‘‘ forty consecutive hours” and ‘forty hours;” which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mitteeon Interstate Commerce, and I desire to have a special order 
made for its printing, so that it will be here to-morrow morning. 
It may be necessary to consider it in the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2042) for the purchase 
of land and the construction thereon of an asylum for insane In- 
dians within the jurisdiction cf the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 





TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 

d by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 

vernment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 

which were read, referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed, as follows: 


An amendment to be proposed by Mr. CuLLoM to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide 
sevens for the Government and to encourage the industries of the United 
tates. 


That on and after the passage of this act distilled spirits, spirits, alcohol, 
and alcoholic spirits within the true intent and meaning of the provisions of 
section 3248 of the Statutes shall be held to include, and shall include, all sub- 
stances known as w« naphtha or methylic alcohol or alcoholic spirits, 
whether ethyl or methyl, produced by fermentation or otherwise from any 
substance whatever, shall be subject to the payment of the same tax and to 
all the provisions of law regulating the manufacture and sale of distilled 
spirits as pe by law: Provided, however, That such provisions as to 
methyl spirits may be modified and changed in such manner and to such 
extent as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, to 
be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


An amendment to be prepetea by Mr. CuLLom to the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries of the 


United States. 

Strike out the item increasing the tax on beer and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 

“ That section 325la, section 48, of the act of August 28, 1894, be amended so 
as to read as follows: 


“* That on and after the passage of this act there shall be levied and col- 
lected on all distilled spirits in bond at that time, or that have or that may be 
then or thereafter uced in the United States, on which the tax is not paid 
before that day, a tax of 70 cents on each proof gallon, or wine gallon, when 
below proof, and a proportionate tax at a like rate on all fractional parts of 
ae or wine galion: Provided, That in computing the tax on any pack- 

spirits or fractional parts of a gallon less than one-tenth shall be ex- 


ems ‘That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent herewith are hereby re- 
pealed.’”” 
AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL. 
Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
— by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
overnment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 


WICHITA INDIAN LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from a former day, which will be 
read 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Quay on 
the 25th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the right to compensation on the part of the Wichita and 
affiliated bands of Indians for their possessory right in and to the lands ceded 
to the United States by said Indians, under the agreement made and entered 
into between said Indians and the United States at Anadarko, in the Indian 
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aeeRgTt 
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c —— 


rtu an charge or charges which may be filed before it alleging that 
ee eemen of on au has been ptly cmproperiy infiuenced in the 
ons eeepenngn ak aa d bill, or that any attempt has made to so influence 
nm.” 
"eco the committee therein designated, and in the pursuance of its du- 
_ ties, examined several witnesses; and 

Whereas ee of these witnesses refused point-blank to answer the ques- 

tions put to them 


Territo tory, on the 4th day of A. D. 1801, should be considered and 
at the same time and ie —= tribunal which shall determine 

he alleged claim of the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations in and to the said 
oe and that the President is hereby requested to suspend the allotments 
to said Indians now in progress until the compensation to be allowed and 
ie to _ Indians for the lands in excess of allotments shall be finally 


UAY. The resolution may oe until to-morrow. 

Tho RESIDENT pro tempore. taining its place, does the 
Senator ask? 

Mr. QUAY. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
resolution will go over until to-morrow, retaining its place. 


PROPOSED SENATORIAL INVESTIGATION. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quo- 


rum, 
ave PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Davis, MeMillan, Shoup, 


Allison, Deboe, Mallory, Spooner, 
Bacon, Fairbanks, Mason, Stewart, 
Baker, Faulkner, Mills, Tillman, 
Bate Foraker, Mitchell, Turpie, 
Berry, aT. Morgan, Vest, 
Burrows, linger, Murphy, Walthall, 
Oarter, Gear Nelson, Warren, 
ndler, Harris, Kans. Pasco, Wetmore, 
rk, Heitfeld, Perkins, White, 
Gag. Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Wilson. 
Cockrell, Kenney, Pettus, 
Cullom, re Rawlins, 
Daniel, Lindsay, Sewell, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-three Senators have re- 
sponded to their names. quorum is present. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I rise to a question of privi- 
lege, and I send to the desk a resolution for which I ask immedi- 
ate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina rises to a question of privilege and asks for the reading of 
the following resolution. 

The Secretary read as fol!ows: 

Whereas “en a os = May, 1804, the following preamble and resolution 
“ wooed. As a —s S pated in the a. a 2 sogeigee: Oot in New 


York, that bribes ae —— offered to to induce them to 
vote against bill; and 

* Whereas it Sine cURL S tals, sheath aatieln tn the Hunek aeies 
paper published in EReeeenea See, the sugar schedule has been made w: 


as it now stands in the proposed amendment in consideration of large sums 
money 1 ae for eye ah of the Democratic : Therefore, 


hues. charges That a commie ot her whetner 

made by the sugar trust, or any person connected toerewtih, to an 

party for cam or election pu or to secure as defeat legisla 

whether any tor has been or in w 

stocks during the senethocation of of the tariff tne 

with power to send exe Sot porerns and pa and to eee oat 
** Resolved further. ittee be 


Whereas one vot Ghose witnesses, after three years of legal contest, is now in 
_ under sentence of the court for ao eee said court having declared 
6 questions put to him pertinent; an 
ereas another of these witnesses was yesterday acquitted on a techni- 
cality, which can not shield him from the pueoumneenat refusing to answer 
ee Hein to a 5 if the Senate will renew the inquiry; 
ereas _ thin > — one pF oF sundry a 


have openl stocks while the 

ve a 

ger == ufo is un is oa discussion, and xd led charged hat brokers in New 
w in advance as to what the Sena’ ee ors re- 


Drivily i. ~ the sugar om all of whieh f involves a q a question of the highest 
Sena members 4 bane mn 
+ rr otect the bods body as a whole from of 


Pca 
Be it resolved. sane a committee of avn be etn sng with power to send for 


ree into to thet aah a = falsehood of of dot the changee vot noua 1894, aL 


the investigat on shall cover 
tee SS ee el ie eee athe Geese ae 
pursued the ican 8) Refini *. oe owns as ‘= 
sigar in control legisintion in favor @ at the SS 

especially whether it has a buted to, or con 


of, a Senator in this body at an 
The resolution will be referred 


’ 


The PRESIDENT pro ergs 
to the Committee to adit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate, under the law 
Mr. TILLMAN. Before the resolution is referred, I su I 
oe have an opportunity to present the reasons which influence 
t the resolution. 
wir. RAY. I ask the Senator from South Carolina if he has 
ust presented the resolution or whether it was submitted yester- 
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Mr. TILLMAN. I prperye the resolution this morning. 

Mr. GRAY. Would it not go over under the rule? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; because under the] 
a goes to the Committee. to Andit and Control the ( 
ag ag mses of the Senate. 

E. Under the rule the resolution must go to the... 
mittee; pe when a Senator rises to a question of personal ;, wrivic 
lege I think. he has a right to a, 

PRESIDENT pro tempo The Chair does not thin ; 
_ ivilege extends to @ Geonediam of a resolution whic h i : al. 
y referred to a committee, but the ao of course, without 
ae. can proceed. Is there objection to the Senator /:. m 
South Carolina proceeding with his remarks on the resoj1\).),° 
The Chair vad, none. The Senator from South Carolin, \;)| 


proceed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, as I have been a mem); 5: 
this body only a little over two years, I have hesitated .) out 
ee “iis taleae ae oe attention of the Senate ani 
country. It is, perhaps, by reason of my short connection with 
the Senate that I do not lie under these accusations affectin. ¢),, 
honor and are and the ee of individual Senators ani 
the body as a whole with the same calmness equanimity 
— some of the older members seem to possess for their oo s0- 


‘When the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] introduced a 
resolution some two weeks back in regard to Chapman, it wis re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Ju with instructions to 

back what was necessary. It came the next morning 

a on for Chapman's pardon pending, and ti 2 there was no 
petition pman’s pardon ore it was not 
worthy the attention of the Senate. 

At that time I called attention to the recent charges of corrip- 
sy which a a blished : ee the ery in all 

e metropolitan papers sent forth mdents in the 
aa under their own name; and it does seem to me that we 

ve arrived Fe ee the Senate when we can 
no longer afford to lie under such accusations. If we 
have corrupt onli debauched men in here owned by trusts and « 
po we ought to find out who they are and purge the Sen: 4 

are lying on Senators and the Senate, then tho 
gallery be Gamat of all dishonest and dishonora))le ¢or- 
ve a the men who have slandered the Senate be jun- 


nye can not afford to Ne Sesto 


n- 


dignity and say it is be- 


neath us to ee eee thischaracter. While the com- 
mittee which was a in 1894 came to ems, While no 
urpose accom except to some of the secrets 
which one of the rich known as thesugar trust is 


rob! Bae Sepce meg grt millions yearly under the tariff 
ie ee to-day face to face with fact that both 
ocratic and Republican, are on trial before the pro le. 
yy as to whether their Finance Finance Committees are honest or wh ther 
are bought and sold like cattle. 
inves —-s of ban involved the President, the Secretary 
of the Seer Finance Committee, and the Democratic 
a a we have a of scene. The Repub- 
mae oe - 
to for the 
another Finance Com- 
a, Therefore 
of the body and its 
emulate each other 
and restore the Senate 
American people once held it. I con- 
in protecting thelr own honor and tel lamang ite mem)xrs 
ting ° own good name. 
m accusa- 
other verti had met 
oa. eae and others, on a 
i a bargain was made, a corrupt |ar- 
gain, which the interests of the sugar trust were to be guardei 
e 


the Democratic party. 
an was no testimony out 


7 


fastened that damn- 
a ae eee ee 
me; and | tor from Arkansas [Mr. ONES], @ member of the Finance («1- 


mittee, has brought forward testimony by a state- 
eee | eet Seer on neiinis at een Feesorted by 
Mr. told him he 


Senator from South 
mera ae. the matter 


That is 
JONES of Arkanass. 140 not know that the expression of 




















the Senator from South Carolina is exactly correct. My state- 

a eet discussion of the tariff bill between 
Houses Mr. Cleveland said to me that he believed or was 
that the one-quarter of a cent between raw 
and refined sugar was necessary to enable the refiners to main- 
tain their business in the United States, and that if the difference 
of onl ighth of 1 cent was made in the bill between raw and 
it was his impression or he believed that the refin- 
driven out of this country and would be unable to 
carry on their business. I think that was about the substance of 

I said. 
wr. TILLMAN. It was simply Mr. Cileveland’s opinion and 
desire, I presume, that the Finance Committee should recognize 
the interests of the trust, and if he had made a bargain, carry 
it out in good faith. e do not know whether he made it or not. 
I do not say he did. I hope to God he did not; but the question is, 
have we an opportunity to find that out? 
sities 


RAY. Mir. Presi 
The Does the Senator from South 


ENT tempore. 
Carolina the Senator from Delaware? 
Mr. 
Mr. GRAY. 


. Certainly. 

should like to make a statement, as the Senator 
from South Carolina has just spoken in regard to the investigation 
of a charge that was made in the newspapers, to the effect that the 
sugar was made up in pursuance of an understanding 
that was had between Mr. Cleveland and certain sugar magnates, 
Mr. Havemeyer and Mr. Searles, on Mr. Benedict's yacht, I pre- 


sume, Se of 1893. 
As I was of that committee, it may not be inappropri- 
ate for me and I may be tted to say that it is not only true, 


as the Senator from South Carolina says, that that charge was not 
en, but it was absolutely and clearly proven that it was un- 

e. Every source of information was explored by the committee 
in order to ascertain the real truth in regard to that charge, and 
every person who was mentioned was examined before the com- 
mittee. Mr. Havemeyer, the ident of the sugar trust, who 
was — substantially with being present, and Mr. Searles 
both not only that no such meeting occurred, but that they 
had never met Mr. eland, then or on any other occasion, and 


did not know him ly except by his resemblance to his pic- 
ture. [just put in because I think justice requires that it 
should be stated. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I want everything to go in that will clarify 
the situation and bring out the truth. I am not attacking any 
man wm or indirectly. I am defending the good name of 
Senators the Senate, and I am trying to get it to defend itself 
along with me. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not misunderstand the purpose of the Sena- 
tor fromSouth Carolina,I think. I merely wanted to supplement 
what he has said by the statement I have just made. 

Mr.TILLMAN. AndI want tosupplement what you have said 
saying that one-half of the American people or more do not 
believe but what there was rottenness and corruption, and a cor- 

t deal between some of the leaders of the Democratic party in 
1892 in to the election, and one-half of us do not believe 
but that is something rotten in Denmark now. 

As I said, both parties are involved, and one is just as deep in 
the mud as the other was in the mire. You all know the cloud 
that rests upon the names of certain men, Democrats, on the 
Finance Committee in to the action they took and the 
votes they cast on the sugar schedule in 1894, when the tariff bill 
rests there, and they can not wipe it out until an 
investigation is had which will either prove the charges or exoner- 


Now, I want to show directly that a more damning charge or a 
damning exists against the Republican members of 
Committee. As far as the question of specu- 
is concerned, it was under investigation and 
had more particularly todo. The very fact 
gone to rather than to testify to the 

in this body more or 
then a member of having done that dis- 
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Mr. PETTUS. I will ask the Senator from South Carolina not 
to deal in generalties. if he desires to put a mark on a Senator 
upon this floor, I demand that he shall mark his man and not 
indicate the Senate generally. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want to mark the man by having the wit- 
nesses who have the proof against the man or the men to tell what 
they know and not sneak out under a technicality discovered by 
the court, and have a millionaire turned loose, whereas if he had 
been a poor man he would be in prison to-day. That is what I 
want. I know of nobody here having been bought or sold, but 
the charges are rife; they are sent broadcast over the country that 
we have been bought and sold, and that corruption exists here; 
and are we to sit quietly under it? That is what I am talking 
about. TheSenator from Alabama has just come into the Senate. 
He, of course, is not to be considered as particeps criminis in any 
accusation brought against the Chamber. 

Mr. PETTUS. And it is because of that very reason that I took 
the liberty of speaking in behalf of men who are, so far as I know, 
all of them honorablemen, true men. They should not by general 
insinuation have a slur cast upon them in a general way; but if 
the Senator has any information, let him give it to us now. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Why do you not wait until the Senator from 
South Carolina has time to make his speech? 

Mr.PETTUS. The Senator from South Carolina is merely deal- 
ing in eneralities. That is the point I object to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have got specifications here, if you will just 
possess your soul in patience. 

Mr. PETTUS. If you name a man, I will be satisfied. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, one of the peculiar things 
about the action of the Finance Committee four years ago and the 
action of the Finance Committee this year is the fact that, not- 
withstanding they have a most luxurious apartment here in the 
Capitol as a Senate committee room in which to transact their 
business, they saw proper to go to the Arlington Hotel to get 
away from the prying and spying correspondents, to get out of 
the way of any sources of information reaching the people. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator is grossly mistaken in his statement 
that four years ago the Democratic members of the Finance Com- 
mittee who had charge of the tariff bill went to the Arlington 
Hotel or any other hotel. Our sessions were held in this Capitol, 
in the room of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
of which I was the chairman, and nowhere else. If there was 
any meeting at any hotel, it was without my knowledge. I do 
not think any member of the committee will state otherwise. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Missouri, if I may be per- 
mitted to say so, should also state that, so far as the consideration 
of the present tariff bill is concerned, the minority meetings, 
when the minority has met at all, have been in this Capitol. 

Mr. VEST. I take it for granted that every member of the 
Senate and every intelligent man in the country knows that the 
majority of the Committee on Finance in both instances con- 
trolled the making of the tariff bill. In 1894 the majority were 
Democrats, and the minority of the committee, the Republicans, 
were not in consultation with us until the bill was reported. 
Now the same thing obtains, the Democrats not having been con- 
sulted in regard to the pending measure until it was reported. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam glad to have my statement corrected. I 
certainly do not want to smirch my own party. I certainly do 
not want to attack any member of the committee who does not 
deserve to be attacked, and I am not attacking any individual; I 
am merely dealing with this question as an American citizen, and 
not as a Democrat, a Republican, a Populist, or anything else; but 
Iam dealing with it as a free man who loves his good name. If 
any Democratic Senators have been corrupt, the party will be the 
stronger if it drives them out of this body and reduces its already 
w numbers, and avoids the very dangers which happened 
in 1893, 1894, and 1895; but nobody denies that there have been 
rooms occupied for two months by the Republicans on the Senate 
Finance Committee at the Arlington Hotel, in easy touch with 
telephones to New York and elsewhere, and in easy reach of the 
agents of the sugar trust. 

Another strange thing—passing strange—is the fact that, whereas 
the Republican members of that former investigating committee 
have put themselves on record as testifying that an ad valorem 
duty isin the interest of the sugar trust, we have more ad valorems 
in the present sugar schedule than were ever known in any one 
before. That is the hocus-pocus by which the dear people are 
sought to be blinded, 1 suppose, to the robbery that they are to 

er during the time this tariff bill shall be a law. 

In that connection, I desire to have inserted the concluding 
statement of Senators H. C. Loper and C. K. DAvis as a minority 
of the former investigating committee. The Secretary will please 
read the paragraphs that are marked. 
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ne ee pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 
rected. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


All the witnesses stated that in all these conferences and discussions nothing 
was presented except the o ry ments offered by any industry 
in regard to its interests in a tariff bill; but the undersigned feel that the 
American Sugar Refining Company occupies a very different position, not 
only in the public estimation, but as a matter of fact, from that of any other 
industry in the commer? Itis a very rich corporation, with an enormous in- 
terest in tariff legislation. It is a matter of complete indifference to the 
trust what duties are levied upon sugar so long as the form is ad valorem 
and e sufficient differential is dem in favor of retined sugar. 

The sugar trust, by the evidence of its president and treasurer, has con- 
tributed freely to the State and city cam: funds of both parties, and 
these contributions were made in years in which national elections were also 
held. Thisis a thoroughly corrupt form of campaign contributions, for such 
contributions, Snes antes to two ng parties, are not for the purpose 
of promoting certain political principles, but to establish an obligation to the 
giver on the part of whichever party comes into power. The trust does not 

ive to political parties for the promotion of political principles in which it 

lieves, but for the protection of its own interests, as pects by the same 

testimony. The fact that it gives to both political parties is sufficient proof 
of the purposes of its contributions and of their dangerous nature. 

For these reasons the undersigned have felt it important to lay before the 
Senate and the country the fact that the sugar schedule, as it now stands, is, 
according to the testizaony, in the form desired by the sugar trust, and to 
point out also the methods which the sugar trust reached what it desired 
and obtained a substantial tory. 

H. C. LODGE. 


Cc. K. DAVIS. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Now, Mr. President, since what has been 
brought out in the language just read, it is incumbent upon some- 
body to say —= the sugar trust can always command such a tariff 
schedule as wi ve it an ad valorem duty instead of a specific 
duty in the face of the testimony recorded in this volume (the com- 
mittee report), in which it is shown that with $50,000,000 of capital, 
or rather stock, which was worth only $25,000,000 and which sold 
for but 50 cents on the dollar, as soon as that trust organized as 
the American Sugar Refining Company in 1890 and the McKinley 
bill was passed, giving it the differentials, aroomnessen that 
they had cle upward of $25,000,000 on that capital in three 


years. 

They cleared it, how? By adding to the cost of the sugar of 
every man in America who drinks coffee or tea, or who uses sugar, 
and that means every man in the United States. Who did it? 
The Republican party. Then who came along and changed the 
bill in 1804, and still this octopus, and still could not 

t from under its influence and control? The Democratic a. 

ow, three years later, when the pendulum has swung e 
other side, to the disgrace and demoralization and defeat of the 
Democratic party, the Republicans come to the front, and we have 
a repetition in most damaging form of the power of this trust to 
control the Senate; and when we endeavor to investigate as to how 
they do it, what are their methods, and how much money — 
have contributed, the judge turns the man loose on the groun 
that the question was really not pertinent! 

Why, sir, is it ible to hold any election in this country for 
a legislature which will not affect in some way the election of a 
United States Senator? Is it possible to conduct a State election 
during a Presidential year which does not involve the triumph or 
defeat of Presidential electors? The absurdity, the puerility of 
such an excuse for saying that the question was not inent, and 
that this man must not be made to answer, and t though he 
did not answer, he must not be punished! Are we to stop there? 
Are we to say we have exhausted our remedies and that we can 
go no further—that the people are jealous of their individual lib- 
erties and will not allow the Senate to preserve its own good name 
and dignity and honor? 

The record shows that in past times when men have smirched 
and accused the Senate of dishonorable action or insulted it, they 
have been brought to the bar, and whey they did not purge them- 
selves, a were imprisoned. Have we lost that power? The 
Senate will determine, I mune by its vote whether it means to 
probe this festering wound to the bottom ard cauterize it, or 
whether it will lie under the charge of the rottenness which now 
smelis to heaven and can not be gotten rid of. 

But I promised the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrus] some 

cations as to recent accusations. I send to the Secretary's 
desk a copy of the New York Journal of May 12, and ask 
: : read the headlines and the text of the paper down as 
ar as ve 


marked, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
Secretary will read the paper. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


SENATOR SMITH AHEAD ON SUGAR—HIS LITTLE SPECULATION HAS NETTED 
HIM $3,000 FOR ONE DAY—SOLP THE STOCK SHORT—THERE WERE 6,000 
SHARES AND A FURTHER DECLINE MEANS GROWING PROFIT. 


{By James Creelman. } 
, WASHINGTON, May 11. 
Senator Smita of New Je po-ey sold 6,000 shares of sugar stock short 
at 116. Sugar stock closed at 115}. His profit for the day, with the broker's 
commission deducted, was $3,000. Ifs stock continues to fall in price, he 
will make a good many thousands of more on this transaction. 





Mr. TILLMAN. I nowask the Secretary to read fro Te 
York Herald of May 11 the marked paragraph, eleding a 
headlines. - " 

The ne pro tempore, If there be no objection, the 


The Secretary read as follows: 

IN THE GRASP OF THE TRUST—EFFECTIVE WORK OF THE SUGAR LOBBY 
SHOWN IN THE SCHEDULE REPORTED BY THE SENATE COMMITTED ox 
FINANCE—DIFFICULT TASK STILL BEFORE IT—GREAT FIGHT W111. \,5 


MADE TO HAVE THE SCHEDULE RATIFIED BY SENATE AND HOUSE —N1¢j;;7 
CONFERENCES HELD—UGLY BUT UNVERIFIED RUMORS AFLOAT As 1, 
SENATORIAL SPECULATIONS IN THE STOCK MARKET—TRYING To sir 
OFF DEBATE—COTERIE OF REPUBLICANS PLANNING A MOVEMENT 1 
PREVENT EXTENDED DISCUSSION OF THE SUGAR DUTIES. 


- [By telegraph to the Herald.] 
HERALD BUREAU, CORNER FIFTEENTH AND G STREETs NW. 

The mighty hand of th rust is ae. 2” 
m of the s t c 
United Bates Senate a a peg the throat of the 
ver since the reconstruction Dingle was com i 
Arlington Hotel the sugar lobby has been in the city. Ite work hes ye’ 
conducted with the usual , but up to this time it has been none the 
less neers. Its hand is so on schedule as re- 


been without the aid aaaoon Geren Senators who —_ it can be 
norance of the intricate questions involved that this schedule was writtea 


altgyeinee in the os of rr trust. : 
aving been able uce the Republican subcommittee to do its biddi 

the lobby is now confronted with the more difficult task of ie en : 
of the committee ratified by Senate, concurred i¢ House of Repre- 
sentatives,and approved by the President. It will be a great fight. and one 
which may leave the reputations of the Senatorial champions of the trust 
ee: with nee. anee who as ee sahegnity of the Senate at 

eart realize w ore them, some misgivi 
they look lorward to the contest. ne that 
SUGAR INTERESTS GUARDED. 


Exact details of the ht conferences which resulted in giving the 
sugar trust all it asked for probably never be known. Some interestin 
facts are co to light, however. While vwemeyer, Searles, | 
other officials of the s' trust in the terests of that 

were well looked in the 1 conferences. 

sae the men interested in sugar who have m and in re- 
pes conferences with the committee are Henry are oe Boston: Herbert 
‘ =e New York; former Senator Fenton, of ornia; Henry T. 
Oxnard, of Nebraska, and members of mo ome family, of California. 

There seems to be no doubt that a fa few persons Ww some days in 

advance exactly what the wager ene to be reported by the subcommittee 
vy ebner d coupl of aye Sore tbe i wad tds Pah 

was @ public wi 
Se tans sees seeniiohe y : 


what he said would and eC- 
yan oe ae on cee a i a request that the protec 
A direct statement has been since then to the effect that a broker 


in Washington filled an order for 900 shares of stock for three United 
States after it had been made 


Senators before the bill was hon coed 
public closed out the deal at a profit of 000 for his Senatorial customers. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Now| ask the Secre to read another arti- 
cle from the New York Herald of May 8. not omit the head- 


lines. They are the only things the average busy man ever reads, 
and he immediately turns around and convicts the Senate of Solas 
rotten on the strength of them. 


The PRESIDEN cee tem . If there be no objection, the 
will read the from South Carolina asks to 
have read, 
The Secretary read as follows: 


SUGAR TRUST OWNS THE BILL—NEW TARIFF MEASURE GIVES THE MAM- 
MOTH MONOPOLY PROTECTION OF HALF A CENT A POUND—UGLY RUMORS 
CIRCULATED—SCHEDULE AS INCORPORATED IN THE BILL IN THE HANDS 
OF A BROKER BEFORE IT WAS REPORTED—BASIS FOR SPECULATION— 
HEAVY DUTIES SUPPLEMENTED BY A CHARGE AGAINST BOUNTY SUGAR 
GIVING THE TRUST ABSOLUTE CONTROL. 


[By telegraph to the Herald.] 
HERALD BUREAU, CORNER FIFTEENTH AND G STREETS NW.., 

ashington, May 7, 1897. 
“The least protection to the sugar trust in the schedule adopted 
by the Senate Committee is nearly half a cent pound.” This fs the 
ecneeneaen ex to we be to-day Representative SwANson of Virginia 
Mr. SWANSON is one of the Democratic members of the House Committee 
oo and ever since the of uo ll was com- 
he has himself toa a ee r question. 
on of sugar = last as sub- 
cued te - on = . F. A. Oxnard. sb 

This price pound, on whic 
the ale we Stes cent Mr. SWANSON 


La ead highest sugars ted 96° 
by te 1075 were valued at centsa iesthe ‘duty 
0.4875 ane The average to aos to She Saeer ere ot 

Yr. 
iss cont pound.”"he, average protection to t een eeeere & 
TRUST IN CONTROL. 

The schedule is particularly shee aR et testing 
below 87° by the ing 
bya Sa et bea ad een mee toa duty of 75 per co 

Sea ge 


venta gegen ak a 


are as low as 1.25 cents 

° leat ty on which = 

Seren caidas Meneame eS nas 
J ; nin 
“One a the ene ae t Te ssor 

‘ AD N, 

“tneating to them absolute country, is that 
bounty an ad 











1897. 





sugars, and last year See was oe 1 pound of refined sugar imported into 
the country Station of even this Sait aenwens was only ble on account 


of the German bounty of about thirty-eight one-hundredths of a cent a 
on refined sugar, while under the present law the countervailing duty 
E but one-tenth of a oe, giving German cnperneee a clear bounty of about 
twenty-eight one-h acent. Asthe Senate bill proposes to make 
tervailing duty equal to the export bounty paid abroad, it will be 
for Germany to ship a pound of refined sugar to this country, and 
every consumer of sugar in the United States will have to pay for it what- 
ever price the trust sees fit to impose.” 
UGLY RUMORS AFLOAT. 
singular facts are coming to light the preparation of the 
aioe by the Senate committee. Iwas to-day by ouneer expert that, 
blic by the committee, he was ap- 
schedule, asking him to figure 
out what would be the differential in favor of the trust in it, and assuring him 
that it was the schedule to be ad in the bill, When the bill came out, it 
contained the identical schedule w was submitted by the broker, who had 
probably taken advantage of the rise in sugar stock which his advance infor- 
ion had made him certain would occur. 
repared, the subcommittee was able to consult 
a ington from Silsitiline saight Want apsiial tktorsestlon regarding 2x7 
w wan ormation r any 
van on a by long-distance telephone in an inner room used by the 


committee at the ae Hotel. It was also ible to talk with the offi- 
the trust Snr nEgal inter epcetell Lelkineobtien ua'ce whet was 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, before I send forward the next 
clipping, I want to say that, so far as I am concerned and feel, 
when a Senator whose vote will influence and perhaps govern in 
fixing the tariff on sugar takes advantage of inside knowledge, of 
the of the secrets of the committee, and speculates, 
knowing that when the report will come the price will go up—I 
say he commits an act unworthy of an honorable man and akin 
to that of the blackleg bler who, in competition with another 
gambler, has cards oe sleeve; and, in addition to that, he com- 
mits a piece of rascality that should make him hang his 
head in shame, if his colleagues here allow him to remain among 


: 
: 
z 
i 
i 


them. 
The mere speculating in sugar, as in cotton or anything else, 
when a man knows no’ about what is going to be done about 


sugar in the Senate, is not reprehensible any more than any other 
bling. It is only when a man can influence the action of this 
body b vote or use secret information that it becomes dis- 
henorable and disreputable. 
l ask to have read the clipping which I send to the desk from 
the ee es Do not omit the name of the author 
of the . itis signed at the bottom of the second column. 


a PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the paper 
The read from.the Chicago Times-Herald of Thursday, 


May 6, 1897, as follows: 

FORTUNE FOR SENATORS—LARGE SUMS MADE BY SPECULATING IN SUGAR 
TRUST STOCK—PROFIT IN TIPS ON TARIFF—LITTLE LIKELIHOOD THAT 
THE MATTER WILL BE INVESTIGATED. 

WASHINGTON, May 6. 
Monday last a certain stock broker in this city filled an order for 9,000 
shares of sugar stock in Wall street. His customers were three United States 


In filling this the broker began buying at 113} and bought up to LI5. 
Yesterday this was closed out at from 117} to 118. The profit on the 
transaction was about 

This is one did. How much stock was handled by other bro- 
kers here in New York for Senatorial account no one knows. ; 
ay. well understood that Senators who were able to get inside in- 
f the sugar schedule in the Finance Committee revision 
have been in Wall street for a week or more. They were speculating 
on a sure reese % weted, the eager schedule favors the trust 
could not put its shares up in the market when the facts should be- 
come public property. 


There is a great deal or Sraile the S these Senatorial investments in sugar, 


but it is not considered the Senate will order an investigation. The 
Senate does not care for any more sugar-speculation investigations. 
> * * * * 


> > 
WALTER WELLMAN. 


TILLMAN. Here is something else which I desire to have 
read—an extract from the same writer. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the read- 
ing? The Chair hears none, and the Secretary will read as re- 


The Secretary read from the Chicago Times-Herald of May 8, 
1897, as follows: . . 


TO BATTLE OVER SUGAR—SENATE'S TARIFF SCHEDULE AROUSES A STORM OF 
INDIGNATION—ALL THE TRUST ASKED FOR—STRONG EFFORT TO BE MADE 
TO RETAIN THE DINGLEY RATES—HOUSE EXPPCTED TO STAND FIRM—CAP- 
ITAL SHOCKED AT THE METHODS OF THE UPPER HOUSE COMMITTEE AND 
THE DEALS IN WALL STREET. 


> * . . * . 

It is Senators who bought sugar shares in Wall street 
before ‘s revision was made public are now 
to be they inside information as to the final - 
tion or are 4 the market in anticipation 
“i and they find opportunity on 

it ‘i at the moment? Unfortunately, we 
have sugar 
WALTER WELLMAN. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Here issomething from the New York World, 

which I ask to have read. 
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Without objection, it will be 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read from the New York World of May 12, 1897, 
as follows: ‘ 


WERE SENATORS IN SUGAR SECRETS!—NEW GROUND FOR SUSPICION THAT 
A FEW SPECULATED ON INSIDE INFORMATION—BROKEK WHITE'S EX- 
PLOIT—OPENED AN OFFICE IN WASHINGTON JUST THE HOUSE 
PASSED THE BILL-—-SENATORS HIS CUSTOMERS— HAD ACCESS TO THE ROOMS 
WHEN SUBCOMMITTEE’S SECRET MEETINGS WERE HELD—SAID TO HAVE 
CLEARED $70,000, 


AFTER 


{Special from a World staff correspondent. | 


WASHINGTON, May 11. 
Senators in sugar stock on the strength of 
advance information as to the Finance Committee's sugar schedule continue 
the topic of conversation here. There is no doubt that the exact schedule 
was known to several persons outside of the committee at least two days be- 
fore May 4, when the bill was made public, and it is generally believed that 
the knowledge was used to advantage in the market. 

One of the brokers who could probably throw considerable light on the 
dealings of Senators in Wall street and who personally profited by advance 
information on the sugar schedule is Abraham White. Mr. White has offices 
at No. 16 Broad street and No. 31 Broadway, New York. He is the broker 
who successfully negotiated, with the aid of Russell Sage, the purchase of 
$1,000,000 worth of Government bonds during the last popular bond sale on a 
br investment of 48 cents for postage. He cleared about $200,000 by that 


The stories of speculation b 


When the Dingley tariff bill went into the hands of the Senate subcom- 
mittee, Mr. White came to Washington and opened an office at 1345 F street. 
He fitted it up in fine style and had a private wire to New York. 

On April 8 his first advertisement appeared in the local papers. He did 
not stint himself on space. He made reference in his advertisement to his 
success in the bond deal, and in large letters announced that Russell Sage 
had helped him to complete that transaction. 

It was noted that the persons who frequented his office and traded through 
him were mostly Senators and Representatives. He lived at the Arlington 
Hotel, where, it will be remembered, the Senate subcommittee held its secret 
meetings. He was frequently seen coming out of the room where these 
secret conferences were being held, although it was impossible for any but 
a few favored Senators and presentatives to enter this private chamber. 

Mr. White spent all his time while in Washington either in his office, at the 
Capitol, or at the Arlington. People who were intimate with him say that he 
always appeared well posted on the movements and decisions of the Senators 
who were framing the tariff bill. On May 3 and 4, it is stated by those ina 
position to know, he bought sugar heavily. At noon on May 4 the bill was 
reported from the subcommittee to the Senate and made public. On May 8 
Mr. White closed his office here and went back to New York. Before going 
he offered to sell his furniture for almost any sum to get rid of it. One of 
the gentlemen to whom he offered it said tothe World correspondent to-day: 
“Mr. White could very well afford to give away this furniture or to let the 
landlord take it for kindling wood. His profits on sugar were probably not 
less than $70,000." 


Mr. GRAY. Is that a signed article? 

Mr. TILLMAN. No, sir; but I know the correspondent. 
is an article of news in the New York Evening | 
which I ask the Secretary to read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Washington houses bought sugar certificates on the prospects of adoption 
of the Senate sugar schedule. Purchasers for Washington account yesterday 
and to-day were estimated at 40,000 shares. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Itseemsthata good many of us havea fingerin 
the pie, or else there are some very big fish inthe pool. I havenow 
presented the basis for the new investigation which I propose, as 
well as having pointed out that the old investigation did not go 
far enough, for the reason that the witnesses refused to testify just 
when the committee got them to a place that was interesting and 
where developments were likely. | think it would be unfair not 
to include the o!d with the new, corral the Democratic sheep and 
the Republican goats, or vice versa, and let us have a fumigation. 

The question presents itself, sir, to us as Americans and as men 
who love our Government whether we shail continue to sit here as 
representatives of the States and of the people in them and have 
the respect of the people for this great body lost entirely by our 
cowardice or our corruption. 

If the Democratic party owed any political debts in 1893 which 
it felt bound to pay to the sugar trust, let it be known. If the 
Republican party, which, by the way, in the last campaign received, 
I think, all of the contributions from the octopus, while the Demo- 
crats got not one dollar, are under party obligations and owe this 
gang debts, let it be brought out before the American people. 

In connection with that, I wish to have Mr. Havemeyer's testi- 
mony as to this baby industry—this little infant—spread on the 
minutes. It is his testimony before the investigating committee 
of 1894, of which the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] was 
chairman. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Senator ALLEN. Mr. Havemeyer, is it not true that you control, that is, the 
American Su Refining Company controls, the prices of sugar to all the 
Louisiana refineries? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Directly we do not; indirectly we do ' 

Senator ALLEN. Through your organization you do. If you fix the price 
at 4 cents for nulated Teco hout the United States the others obtain it, 
don’t they? And in that way the price is controlled. 


Mr. HAvemMEYeR. We undertake tocontrol the price of refined sugar in the 
United States. That must be distinctly understood 


Here 
ost of May 26, 


If there be no objection, the 


If there be no objection, the 
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Senator ALLEN. And the price of refined r in the United States is 
higher to the American people in consequence of the existence of the Ameri- 
can Sugar Refining Cony par oe it would be if the different companies in 
your organization were ct and independent companies’ 

Mr. Havemeyer. Fora short time it is. 

Senator ALLEN. And what difference does it make for the consumers in 
this country in a year, in your judgment? 

Mr. S.veuneee Fe ane yp in ee zeae peas eeoetnas of a cent 

0 € . 
ea onntce Licker and that would be about how sae th sound numbers? 

Mr. Havemerven. It is a large sum in the aggregate 

Senator ALLEN. How many millions? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I should say it was close to 000,000 in three years. 

Senator ALLEN. And you intend to keep your hold upon the American peo- 
ple as long as you can’ 

=. HAVEMEYER. As long as the McKinley bill is there we will exact that 
profit. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now they are trying to put the duty above 
the McKinley Act, according to the best experts. Is not that a 
lovely infant to be here pleading for protection? Twenty-five 
million dollars profit in three years off the hard-working, starving 
American farmers and artisans, with a capital of not more than 
$50,000,000. 

There is no doubt, however, that the same influences which 
carried through the last tariff bill by a narrow majority will pull 
this one through, in spite of the fact that two Republican Senators 
are on record, as I have put them, as saying that they are opposed 
to and believe that ad valorem duties are in the interest of the 
trust, and that they ought not to be had. I suppose the Repub- 
lican caucus will agree as to these things, as to how much this 
gang of thieves and robbers shall have, and the balance of us will 

ve to content ourselves with voting ‘‘nay.” Let it go through; 
let the political debt be paid; let the American laboring man, when 
he sits down to his breakfast table and puts his spoonful of sugar 
into his coffee, realize what a glorious Senate represents him in 
Washington. We will see when the vote comes, 

In conclusion, the question presents itself—coming back to the 

ist of the matter—have the dents lied on the Senate or 
the Senate rotten? If they have , let us prove it on them 
and punish them. If they ve Senators corrupt, let us turn 
them out of here, for at last it is simply this question, and you are 
obliged to take one or the other prong of the dilemma: You have 
od ae those men if they have lied, or you have to purge this 
of the corruption they charge upon 7 
r. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the task of the Senator who is 
charged with the duty of p tariff schedules is at best a 
most difficult and ious one. must enter upon that duty 
with the full know! that certain portions of the press thro 
out the United States are bound, judging by the precedents of 
last ten or fifteen years, to charge un hy motives upon him 
= he may do in connection with very many of the sched- 
ules. . 

In view of what the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TrL1- 
MAN] has said and the extracts which he has caused to be read 
perhaps I ought to make a statement in regard to the question of 
the duties . sugar in the —-— and how they came to be 
imposed. is insinuated rather charged in these various 
reports, or some of them, that the schedule as presented by the 


committee was in some manner or menced or de- 
ee the American Sugar Company, commonly 
e es 


trust. 

Now, I desire to say to the Senator from South Carolina and to 
every other member of this body, nee ae in the United 
States, that no person connected, directly or indirectly, with the 
American Sugar Refining Company or any other com- 
pany, orany other person, at any time or in any manner, 
or dictated any schedule or any rates upon oo to the 
lican members of the Finance ttee; and I wish to make this 
a as broad as it is possible for the English language to 
make - 

I desire to say, further, that the Repu members of that 
committee, and no one else, are solely ble for this sched- 
ale, and that no — living knew what schedule was to be, 
or what the rates imposed upon were, until less than two 
before the bill was reported to the te. It was submitted to 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonzs] for his al or suggestion. 
T chink this wenahout Chiriy atx hearsteatore was finally reported 
to the Senate. No one else ever knew or had any intimation as to 
what that schedule was to be—not a person—and any per- 
son who says or insinuates anything of the sort deserves to be 
denounced in words which it would not be parliamentary for me 


Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow me? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator from Rhode Island under- 
stand that I am fathering these charges? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not atall. Lam now discussing the insinu- 


Mr. TILLMAN, Let me call the Senator's attention to the 
re ———_ the request for the investigation. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Furthermore, every paper I quoted suppo;; 
the Senator's party. a -_— 
Me AIRMAN cpa, exo te 3 
s , ey ournal. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is not a matter of any consequence. 
Mr. op ay i They certainly have a right to accuse y.\). 
can prove i 
r. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly. 
Mr, TILLMAN, And the question is, Will you allow an, |... 
portunity or will you sit here idly? Ss 
Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that, so far as I am concerned, 4), 
Iam satisfied I k for every other member of the subcomm::... 
we not only , but we court the most searc investigation 
into every single act of ours in connection with this schedu). .; 
—— then or at any other time. 
r. CHANDLER. y Lask the Senator from Rhode [-)).)) 


spy 

. ALDRICH. I ee the Senator not to interr:yt 
me for just a second. One of the newspapers brings in a ge,:) 
man by the name of Mr. White. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was about to ask the Senator about \\r, 
White, whether by any possibility he could have known wha: i; 
is said he did know. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I never knew Mr. White and never hear.) ./ 
him. If there is any such man _in existence, I do not know }\):). 
Certainly no such man came into the committee room, and 1) 
oman cer nt - of tiie over a tele- 

one or in any other way to any or else. 

Now, I make all these statements just as broad as it is pos.i))l, 
to make them, and I know that I am for the other mein- 
ane of - metoeeaseas well as . Lmever in my 

e bought or sold a share of sugar stock, ¥ or indirectly, 

other stock, I can say, on speculation. Of course it is \.ry 
easy for correspondents to write a story in regard to any of these 
matters and to insinuate as to what Senators have done or hiv» 


if 


5 


how absolutely and utterly false are Titentioeations crc have 
a anyone in rd to their action. of applause 


ae tin G OFFICER . GALLAINGER in the chair). 


resolution will be referred to the Committee to Audit ani 
Control the Expenses of the Senate. The Calendar 
under Rule VIII is in order. 


i to the considera- 

tion of House bill 379, being the tariff 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of tho 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
Hin wey 1 caaaamae to encourage the industries 


in no case the same pay 
Mr. VEST. I simply desire to call attention to the fact that 
this is an Soreness a the ne eee ae the 
McKinley duty was 50 cents a pound, un the act 
If all these Mekcuas STE eae goed be 
prepara’ were Would be 64 

of alcohol to the gallon, and that would make the duty 

an Srtactanel dara aaa Getter oe al Atd5 
per gallon upon 


be 
Senge oumstteees this practi a harsh one. |t 
was harsh in act of 1890 aeenes = der » 
give at- 
to this they will see that if there is but 1» 


of alcohol in a of of these it then bears 
chokty of $3.60 per eildns ts bas tne being $2.20) 
MILLS. There is a great increase in the equivalent «| 


Mr. VEST. The ad valorem, of course, is increased in prop’ wr 
exported year $2,479 ort of 

patent etieinad oo and we ood Snow to 
this enormous upon lion of a peepers: 
- 2 a Tato of te aden top — 
Let “attention to the fact that when 

was 50 cents ’ 


for im this ack, 8 nd bet 
per pound, but 
un 25 per cent 


: 
| 


4 Mie de me 
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nivalentad valorem in 1893 was 15.51. It hag now gone to70.51, 

ing i three or four times. 

Mr. ALDRICH. One would suppose by the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri that there was some radical change in this 


paragraph. 
Mr. VEST. There is an increase. 


Mr. ALDRICH. There is an increase of 5centsa pound. Since 
the act of 1894 was enacted there has been an increase in the tax 
on alcohol to the American producer or consumer of 40 cents a 

on, 20 cents on distilled spirits. The increase provided for in 
& act is not so t an increase as that on alcohol. 
op LLS. It is m greater. There is 6.85 pounds ina 
gallon. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Seven pounds to the gallon. 
Mr. MILLS. You have increased it from 15.51 per cent to 70.51 
cent. 
Pe ALDRICH, I beg the Senator's pardon. We have simply 
changed the rate 5 cents a pound. 
Mr. MILLS. I know, but the value of the article has gone 


down. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thevalue of the article has nothing to do with 
it. There certainly has been no such increase in the price of those 
articles from 15 to 70. 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly the Senator from Rhode Island does not 
“e the value of the article has nothing to do with the ad 

orem 


tax. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not say that at all. 
Mr. MILLS. I thought the Senator said it. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Qh, no; I say that the price which happened 
be put down here does not show anything. According to that 
would be an increase of from 15 to 70—more than four times— 
while the actual increase is only 5 ne ee 

I know it is 5 cents a pound, but I am stating what 


the amount of the tax is in proportion to the value of the article. 
It is 70 cent instead of 15 per cent—400 cent increase. 
Mr. If the Senator will on me, the increase in 
ee nen 2 eae © gallon: at 7 ds to a 
gallon it is only 6 cents a pound, while the increase is 5 cents a 
pound, or less than the actual increase in the tax on alcohol itself. 


the 
MILLS. All that evades the question of the value of the 
We come back to the proposition that you have 
increased the tax from 15 to 70 per cent. 


Mr. . And the comparative statement 
—— Senator from Rhode Island brings into the Senate shows 

Mr. MILLS. It shows that fact. 

The Sear “get OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 


The Secretary read as follows: 


65. Medicinal tions not con alcohol or in the preparation of 
which alcohol is used, not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad 
yam: calomel and other me medicinal preparations, 35 per cent 


Mr. VEST. I call attention to the fact that there is an increase 
upon calomel of from 25 to 35 per cent. The comparative state- 
ment shows that under the reduced duty in the act of 1894 from 
Serene on tm peloton 59 to 51 cents a d 
in the U; States; and yet wi thele fasts claring we ta the 
face we are to increase the duty from 25 to 35 per cent ad 
valorem upon this medicine of absolute necessity, y 
—— class of people who live in tic ons. 
I like to know from the Senator from Rhode Island, thoug 
it is a small matter, why that increase is put upon 

Mr. ALDRICH. The tion is to restore the McKinley 
rate. a Senator knows, were only $7,000 
per annum, er oon Se © great urden, I take it, 
| ee if preparations are advanced to this rate. 

will be less than the average for preparations of this kind. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 





the manufacture of La nedelio ust cook d not 
w an 

in act, 50 cent ad valorem. 
salts thereof containing 8) per cent or over of santo- 


. , perfumed, and all descriptions 
or medicated soaps, 15 cents 
soaps not specially provided for in this act, per cont od 
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The comparative statement shows that in 1896 we exported of 
toilet soap $163,382 worth, and of all other soaps $1,115,358 worth. 
We imported of all kinds about $800,000 worth, there being a 
large balance in the matter of trade in favor of the United States. 
The exports exceeded the imports. I can not see why it is neces- 
sary to increase the duty, in view of the facts which are plainly 
before us. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 72, page 14, line 14, 
before the words “‘of 1 cent,” to strike out ‘‘one-half” and in- 
sert ‘‘three-tenths;” and in line 15, before the word ‘‘cents,” to 
strike out *‘ three” and insert ‘‘ two; ” so as to make the paragraph 
read: 

72. Crystal carbonate of soda, or concentrated soda crystals, or monohy- 
drate, or sesqaicarbonate of soda, three-tenths of l cent per pound; chlorate of 
soda, 2 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 73, page 14, line 16, after 
the word ‘‘soda,” to strike out ‘‘one-half” and insert “three- 
fourths;” so as to read: 

Hydrate of, or caustic soda, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound; nitrite of 
soda, 2} cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to make an inquiry of the Senator in 
charge of the bill. I should like to know how it happens that 
this article, nitrite of soda, about which I know nothing, happens 
to be as into the present paragraph. It is not in the 
preceding law. This is the first time I have ever noticed it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a new product. 

Mr. VEST. 1 should like to ask if there is any factory in the 
United States; and if so, where is it located? 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the city of Philadelphia. 

Mr. VEST. Is there one m existence, or is one expected to be 

9 


rm? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is one already in existence. 

Mr. VEST. Only one in this country? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that is all. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is there any such reason pertaining 
to chlorate of soda, which is taken off the free list and is taxed 2 
cents a pound? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Chlorate of soda, as the Senator from Arkan- 
sas knows, is analogous to chlorate of potash, and it is treated in 
the same way that chlorate of potash is treated. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I should like to ask the Senator in charge 
of the bill why it is proposed to raise the duty on caustic soda? 
We are exporting a good deal of it, I believe. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; not of caustic soda. 
lar — and are exporting none. 

Mr. ALTHALL. Do we not export it to South America? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. Ithink the Senator is referring to caustic 


We are importing 


of potash. 
Mr. WALTHALL. No. My information differs from that of 
the Senator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I am sure there is none exported, while the 
amount of the importation is very large. 
Mr. WALTHALL. What is the reason for advancing the rate? 
Mr. ALDRICH. The rate under the act of 1890 was 1 cent a 
pound. It was reduced in the act of 1894 to a half cent. 


Mr. WALTHALL. It wasa half cent in the Dingley bil! as it 
came to us. 
Mr. ALDRICH. It was a half cent a pound as it came to us 


from the other House. The importations in 1893 were 55,000,000 
pounds, but they increased in 1896 to 60,000,000 pounds. The 
American producers now have about a third of the American mar- 
ket. They have not been able at half a cent a pound to compete 
successfully with their foreign competitor, the United Alkali 


a 
Mr. WALTHALL. Is the Senator sure we are not exporting? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I am absolutely certain that none is exported. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committée on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 

ph 73, page 14, line 18, after the word ‘‘ pound,” to strike out 
semicolon and the words ‘‘ hypo-sulphite and sulphide cf soda, 
one-half of 1 cent per pound.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 74, page 14, line 20, 
after the word ‘‘ concentrated,” to insert ‘‘two-tenths of 1 cent 
per pound;” and in line 21, after the word “pound,” to strike out 
“and soda ash, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound;” so as to read: 


74. Bal soda, or soda crystals, not concentrated, two-tenths of 1 cent per 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 22, to insert the 
following additional paragraph: 

744. Soda ash, three-eighths of 1 cent per pound. 
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Mr. VEST. This increase in soda ash, it seems to me, is utterly 
unnecessary, and it is very prejudicial to quite a large interest in 
- United States, namely, the people engaged in the manufacture 
of soap. 

Mr. STEWART. I have received a good many letters in regard 
to this matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri has 
the floor. ; 

Mr. VEST. I yield to the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. They want to have the duty raised above 
one-half cent a pound. They say that at the present rate they are 
unable to compete. It is produced largely from the mines of 
Nevada and California, and they take a very great interest in it. 
There is a very large amount imported, and this rise is very 
small, only one-eighth of a cent. I hope it will not be resisted. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave in my hand a remonstrance from the soap 
makers of the United States. I think every city of any impor- 
tance in the United States is represented in this remonstrance. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is caustic soda. 

Mr. VEST. Caustic soda and sodaash. In the statistics fur- 
nished by these gentlemen they say that soda ash at one-fourth of 
a cent per pound, which is proposed here to be increased to three- 
eighths, makes an ad valorem of 50 per cent, while upon caustic 
soda, even under the increased duty, it would only be 35 per cent, 
and upon sal soda, another ingredient used in soap, it would be 
oF 20 per cent, 

ith great respect to the Senator from Nevada, it is the poorest 
argument in the world to say that this is a very smatl increase. 
When you put even a small increase upon an article that is used 
by 73,009,000 people it amounts in the aguregate to a very large 
amount. And besides, even as to the smallest duty, although it 
becomes insectivorous, the first question we ought to ask, as in 
regard to every other duty, is whether it is right and just. 

t is very well understood how this increase happened to be 
made here. It is made in the interest of a few persons who have 
large amounts or small amounts, I care not which, invested in the 
desert factories, as I will call them, out in Nevada; and when the 
Senator from Nevada a member of the Finance Committee put 
in a demand for an increase upon borax and soda ash, as a matter 
of course the committee—those in charge of the bill—were com- 

lled to accede to his demand. The deliberate judgment of the 

ouse and the deliberate judgment of the Senate was in favor of 
a smaller duty, but this increase was put here to meet the demand 
of the Senator from Nevada, and with the aoe that the Senate, 
on account of the small increase, would permit it to go upon the 


ill. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not know thatthe Senator from Missouri 
drew attention to the falling off of imports under the operation of 
the Wilson bill as comp with the McKinley rates. The rates 
were the same, a quarter of a cent per pound on soda ash, and the 
importations in value in 1893 were $4,860,787.77. In 1896, under 
the Wilson law, the importations in value were $1,970,975.31. 
This shows that there is no use for any increase of an eighth—a 
rise from a to three-eighths—for om of protection, if 
that be the design. I think our friends from Nevada ought to be 
satisfied with the increased rate on borax, and not seek to put this 
eighth increase upon soda ash, to the detriment of the soap makers. 

ow, before the Committee on Ways and Means appeared a num- 
ber of gentlemen interested in the soap manufacture, all of them 
protesting against any increase of the duties on soda and soda ash 
or caustic soda, which is one of the main ingredients of soap 


making. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Which is one of the main ingredients? 
Mr. CAFFERY. Caustic soda and soda ash. 
Mr, ALDRICH. Soda ash is. 
Mr. CAFFERY. I will read one from New Orleans: 


, 
New ORLEANS, December 28, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: ; 


We have been advised that your committee will take up the duty on caus- 
tic soda. We see no reason to change the duty. It not n long 
since it was reduced from 1 cent to one-half cent, which we think is a satis- 
factory duty, considering the value of the caustic. 

ours, truly, 
J. H. KELLER SOAP WORKS. 


He omitted to state that it was reduced to a quarter of a cent. 
He must have based his statement upon the prevailing rates. 

From Chicago, the same date, here is another communication 
signed by James 8S. Kirk & Co. They say: 


We do not favor an increase either on caustic soda or sodaash. Any ad- 
vance of duty on these two commodities will simply go into the pockets of 


the few man rs of this country and not tothe consumers. We will 
not say that exists to-day in the United States a com 

omnang coun qanlened ty force mabe but what 
we do know is that we can not contract as usual for any future de- 


received by the Government from these two 


Eee 


I will ask that the communications on this subject found in the 

ariff Hearings before the Committee on Ways and Means, ¢. m.- 
mencing at page 123, down to and including page 129, he printed 
in the Recorp, 

Mr. STEWART. Those are from soap makers? 

Mr. CAFFERY. They ave from soap makers. 

Mr. STEWART. Does the soap maker object to a duty on 


soap? 

Mr. CAFFERY. He objects to the duty on caustic soda. 

Mr. STEWART. Soap has got a heavy duty. The soap maker 
of course wants everything to come tohim free. We get that-king 
of letters all the time. ey all want the in ients they use in 
the manufacture to come in free and a high duty placed on what 


me produce, 
he PRESIDING OFFICER, Without objection, the papers 
will be printed in the Recorp. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 


CHICAGO, December % 
Committee on Ways and Means: 


We avail ourselves of the opportunity offered under your general invita. 
tion to put before the Ways and Means orenities, so far as our own indus- 
try is concerned, such changes in the tariff as w: be beneficial both to the 
nee and ee, yy aoe our letter indicates, we are 
en in the manufactu of soaps ce consequently |: 
users of chemicals, caustic on and soda a. We do not faves an are 
either on caustic soda or sodaash. Any adyance of duty on these two com 
modities will rt go into the pockets of the few manufacturers of this 
conatey sae not to the consumers. We will not say that there exists to day 
in the United States a strong combination among the soda makers of this 
country, assisted by foreign makers, but what we can say and do know is that 
we can not contrac as usual for any future delivery. .The amount of revo. 
nue received by the Government these two items is exceedingly small 

if rem entirely would not be felt veryseriously. Yet. if the present 
duty on caustic soda and soda ash remain as now, we rather think it wil! be 
**'The d  hegoad omy rin is lcent 

uty on crude glyce now 1 cent per ; On refined, 3 cents pe 
pound. e would suggest that the duty on remain as it is now, and 
an ine on crude from 1 cent per pound to 2} or 3 cents per pound. for this 
: The ure glycerin in the crude state is from 75 to 8) per 

of refining it shows 90 to 95 per cent. 
bring known as-refined ore three to four 
distillations are uired, which adds very much to cost. What is now 
and has been im ed for the ree a so comes as crude glycerin in an 
almost refined te, only one n being ro phe to put it into re- 
fined or chemically pure glycerin. This is a shrewd trick, and no doubt will 
receive the atten it deserves from your committee. 

We the committee will not duty on tallow. If any advance in 
gaty is put upon this article, it will simply go into the pockets of the “big 

our. 

We have given you our views. They may be selfish, but as our business 
is a very large one, we are of the opitiion that should any of the suggestions 
be adopted, they will be well received by those engaged in similar business 
to our own. 

Very sincerely, yours, 
JAS. 8. KIRK & CO. 


P. 8.—During the enactment of the Wilson bill duty on soap was reduced 
from 20 to 10 per cent. We think this sufficient for our protection. 


CINCINNATI, OHIO, December 26, 1596. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 


We are advised that are now ven by the Wa i Me 
Copaeees to those oe Pomneten « H seas eae rae? Schedu S A. = 


large manufacturers of soap and large consumers of 
oils, tallows, and heavy chemicals, we ask at as slight modifica. 
tion ap pamae be made in present tariff. ‘orded to soap 


manufacturers under the present tariff law is,in ourestimation,ample. The 
modification that we would would be to change the duty from 


anad valorem to a specific basis. cent per would probably 
be a fair equivalent for a specific duty of 10 cent u **all soaps other 
than castile and and all 


” Our personal ptions of toilet 
te fecrenned. it migh 


rests, of course, are that the rates of duty should 

a= pea See ae we Bane Gee ie r profit, but 
as blicans we feel ve rongly moderation being 
vision of taste whack nee ; 


exerc in the re the present revision we believe is 
absolutely necessary. 
the heavy chemicals mentioned as into the manufac 
ture of our peedass, would say that consist of common salt, 
sore oak, on caustic soda. The rate of upon sodaash and caustic is, we 
enous. We know that in conversation with the writer 
the Solvay Alkali have stated the duty gives them all 


rotection afforded 
have largely increased their plant, and that addi- 


of This country normally produces seeemeemesnufactare 
ah can consume 
and has a sonupentiog surplus for Tt only under very unusual 
circumstances, 


corn crop or a corner- 


Eee ee in that coun n afford to 
impor ae even when duty free. We belioes that this condition should 
continue. 
Yours, very respectfully, 
Procter & GAMBLE CoMPANY, 
WM. COOPER PROCTER, General Manager. 


New Orweans, December 23, 159°. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 


We have been advised that your will take up the duty on caus- 
tic soda. We see reason to the duty. It has not been long 
case ape petnecd feacn tomatoe cent, we think is a satis- 


considering the value 
ae ee 


J. H. KELLER SOAP WORKS. 
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KANSAS City, December 28, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 
Lea that Jour committee is about to consider a revision of the tariff 
on che believing the American manufacturers are now on a foot- 
to com successfully with foreign manufacturers, we would respect- 
fully protest against any increase of tariff on such chemicals as are used in 
the manufacture of soap, and would earnestly solicit your aid in defeating 
any action tending to increase the present duty on such commodities. 
PEET BROS. MFG. CO. 


ZANESVILLE, OnI0, December 29, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 


of soap, we desire to enter our protest against 


As prominent manufacturers 
the advance in duties on chemicals which enter largely into the 
of The present tariff seems enough for ample protection to 
American makers, and also has merit as a revenue schedule on these articles. 


SCHULTZ & CO. 


BALTIMORE, Mp., December 29, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 

As soap aabwe we yompecttulty protest against any increase in duties on 
chemicals used in our industry. 
CHRIS. LIPPS CO. 


Sr. Paun, Mrnn., December 28, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 

The soap makers of the United States can not stand any more tax on 
chemicals, such as soda ash, caustic soda, and caustic potash. 
T MINN. SOAP CO. 


Boston, Mass., December 26, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 
We are informed that the question is up of increasing duties on chemicals 


used by soap manufacturers. We beg to add our protest and say that we feel 
wtih unnecessary for the interests of the chemical qeamafncterers at home, 


and would add that we are getting very severe competition in the East to-day 
from the soap man turers in the world, namely, Lever Bros., Lim- 
ited, of manufacturers of the Sunlight soap, who are in our markets 

8 soap for all it is worth, because they can manufacture so 
much abroad. We do not think itis ithe intent of Con to 


i 


ro 


tect the manufacturer. Trusting this matter will have serious 
attention, that our protest with others will prevail, we remain, 


Yours, sincerely, 
CURTIS DAVIS & CO. 


P.8.—Weare the largest and oldest soap manufacturers in New England. 


New YorkK, December 26, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 
Having been informed that a hearing is to be given by your committee on 


Monday next, 28th instant, in relation vo proposed chan in the tariff 
articles in Schedule A, we rty of odtrossina you coonp 


take the 
ao sone RE Seeerens, we have no desire to see any changes made i 
matter of on any of the items relating to our Seaton We wane 
that efforts are to be made to secure an advance in the rates of duty 
chemicals = 


manufacturers, the items of causti 
and soda ash. in this Se ot consider to be 
cost 


SEgE 


a 


urious to the of our industry, as likely to materially in- 
soap to the people, and as seriously handicapping us in the 
‘ort to hold increase our considerable export trade in soap. 
Hoping that your committee may decide to let well enough alone as re- 
the articles mentioned, we remain, 
Yours, very truly, COLGATE & Co. 


i 


Boston, December 26, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 


Our attention has been called to the fact that your committee are consider- 
ing the advisability of increasing the duties on chemicals used by soap manu- 
ai _ aie time our Samness > in its hat —_ - a 

oO ction and com on e manufac- 
turers of Uiscountry,andany Increase of duty on alkalies would seriously add 
re are two concerns in this country manu- 


at the present time successfully in cone with foreign 


ra protection, and any increase in duties will simp! 

for the boone these two manufacturers, whose interests, compared othe 

gs population of this country—particularly the laboring part, who are 
ae consumers of soap—are hardly worth considering. 


Soecmgae JOHN REARDON & SONS. 


i 


i 


LANCASTER, PA., December 26, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 


Pardon my addressing upon a question that is to come before your 
honorable body—the question of increasing the duty on chemicals used in 
the manufacture of eta. allow me to say, would be most disastrous 
making any soap for foreign counties, and T iaust ask you to have the kind. 

coun and I m ou ve the kind- 
ness todo all in your power to prevent such change in duty, and thereby 


protect our home interests. : 
CHARLES F. MILLER. 
ALO, N. Y., December 26, 1896. 
Committee om iiaiie tone BUFFALO cember 896 
e desire to enter our earnest protest increasing the duties on 
chemicals used manufacturers in their business. The present duties 


soyas 


American manufacturer, and any increase of duties 
would be a serious burden on an important industry. 


—™ GOWANS & SONS. 
Sr. Lours, December 26, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 
Seals used Bey Protest against an increase of duties on soda ash and chem- 
Soap isan article of first necessity in every 
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household, and its cost to consumers should not be increased by legislation to 
protect the few manufacturers of ash and chemicals in this country 


Very respectfully, 


SCHAEFFER Bros. & Powe. Mere. Co., 
Per WILLIS J. POWELL, Treasurer 
PHILADELPHIA, Decemd 
Committee on Ways and Means: 
In considering the tariff question we would like to ask the attention of 
your honorable committee to the duty on soap and chemicals used by soap 
manufacturers. Aswe understand it, the question of duty on chemicals is 


now under consideration. If you will kindly look over the matter, you will 
find that the duty on soap was reduced and changed considerably since the 
McKinley tariff bill was enforced, and under the present condition of things 
there is a great quantity of laundry soaps being shipped into this country 
from England. Of course a large quantity of toilet soap isalso sent here, and 
manufacturers are paying a high duty on chemicals, cousidering the price 
at which the goods are being sold, owing to the very close competition 

In considering the question we trust that your committee is carefully con- 
sidering the protection of our home industries, which are very necessary to 
the welfare of our own country. In looking over the matter carefully it 
would seem to us that greater protection should be arranged for the home 
manufacturers, and we therefore hope that you may see your way to allow 
the ew | on chemicals to remain as it is at the present time, and we would 
respectfully urge upon you the necessity of placing the duty on soap to what 
it was under the McKinley tariff. It would certainly put the conditions 
regulating the soap manufacturing business in a position that will be more 
healthy and beneficial to the home industries. If you will kindly examine 
the matter carefully, you will see that the protection will not then be greater 
than it should be. 

Your favorable consideration to the above is respectfully requested by 

J. EAVENSON & SONS. 
NEw YORK, December 26, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 

We understand your honorable committee are to have a meeting to hear 
arguments preparatory to increasing the duty on certain kinds of chemicals. 
Caustic soda and soda ash are largely used by soap makers, and to enhance 
the cost of their product by an increased duty would entail a severe hard- 
ship, as we believe it would impossible to increase the price of soap suffi- 
ciently to cover the tax. 

It is true some soap makers are making good profits because of their 
superior ability as advertisers, but the competitive manufacturer has a hard 
row to hoe, and makes little more than a living, and he is entitled to your 
consideration. An increased tax on soap imported would not serve to pro- 
tect us from the loss entailed by an increased duty on caustic, ete., while the 
latter would serve to enrich the few manufacturers of American caustic to 
the detriment of the larger number in soap making. 

Your earnest consideration of these facts, and asking that the present duty 
on caustic soda and soda ash may stand as at present specified, in the interest 
of the soap makers, your petitioners will ever pray. 

DAVID 8. BROWN & CO. 
BrRooKLYN, N. Y., December 26, 1896. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 

We hereby petition your committee to retain the duties of the present 
and soap makers’ materials as per Schedule A, paragraphs 63, 
e believe their retention will be a benefit to the soap manufac- 
turing industry of the United States. 

KIRKMAN & SON 


Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator from Nevada says that the duty 


on soap is very considerable and the soap makers have all they 


want and do not want anybody else to get more or to get any- 


thing. That may be very true as regards the selfishness of the 
soap makers, but there are others to be considered in this mat- 


ter, and they are the consumers. If there is a burden on them 
already, why put on them another burden? Have they not got as 
much as they can stand? We ought to equalize the burdens, and 
they should not all fall upon the consumers of soap. 

I understand that cotton-seed oil, or some of the output of the 
cotton-seed mill, makes excellent soap. They have their raw ma- 
terial here; they do not havetoimport it. ‘They may be protected 
by a tariff on soap and they may not be. I have not looked into 
that question to any great extent, but that has nothing to do with 
this additional tariff. The tariff of a quarter of a cent has been 
found to be sufficient. It nas not been found that under that tariff 
the imports increased; on the contrary, they decreased. I should 
like to hear some sufficient reason why at this late day. when this 
duty has stood under the McKinley law from 1890 down to this 
date without any complaint, without any demands for this in- 
crease, this additional burden of an eighth of a cent a pound should 
be put upon the consumers in the United States of this necessary 
article. 1 

I sup the Senator from Nevada does not want our poor 
ee we in the South to wash themselves. Why make soap 

igher? Wecan not afford to keep dirty for the purpose of build- 
ing up an additional amount of income to the soda-ash and caustic- 
cola actories of Nevada. I do not say that they are dirty by any 
means. They manage to keep clean, and will do so no matter how 
high a duty is imposed upon the ingredients of soap. I should 
like to have the Senator in charge of the bill give us some reason 
why upon this very essential article to the poor as well as the rich 
this increase of an eighth of a cent per pound shculd be placed. 

Mr. STEWART. Does not the Senator from Louisiana wish to 
have the reason stated by anyone else? I will say that I have no 
faith in a letter from a manufacturer who has got everything he 

roduces thoroughly protected and is pleading for raw material 
eneute te bine cheaply. That is the substance of every one of 
these letters. They come from some person who demands high 
tariff for himself and free trade for everything that comes to him, 
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As far as this particular duty is concerned, there is a very large 
amount imported. There were im in 1893, 388,841,970 
ounds, and in 1896, 254,063,927 pounds. The duty ali the time 
as been one-fourth of 1 cent. Probably the reason why there 
was not more imported last year was owing to the fact that times 
were so hard that nobody could import, that nobody was doing 
oe and there was a falling ace. But the amount 
imported when we have an abundance of it in this country is alto- 
gether too large, and the slight increase of one-eighth of a cent is 
asking very little. The soap menare the last men on earth to de- 
velop a great business, and they are the last men to complain, 
because if youlook back in this same Schedule A, you will find the 
soap men well protected. I see no reason why we might not de. 
velop that industry in this country by this slight rise of one-eighth 
of 1 cent. LIhopethere will be no further objection to it. 

Mr. WALTHALL. In this connection, I should like to read an 
extract from a letter which I hold in my hand. 

Mr. STEWART. From a manufacturer? 

Mr. WALTHALL. From a manufacturer, though the Senator 
oom Nevada seems not to have any special respect for the manu- 

acturer. 

Mr.STEWART. Not when hespeaks of the other article, which 
is an in ient of his manufacture. 

Mr. WALTHALL. This letter is from Mr. John A. Lewis, vice- 
president of the Mississippi Cotton Oil Company, a gentleman of 
very high standing, and I wish to read it specially to show why I 
addressed the inquiry to the Senator from Rhode Island which I 
did as to the exportation of caustic soda. 

Mr. ALDRICH, We are now dealing with soda ash, and the 
Senator asked me about caustic soda. 

Mr. WALTHALL, Mr. Lewis deals with the two together. 
He says: 

The cotton seed oil industry of the South is also indirectly affected by 
the tariff upon caustic soda and soda ash. These articles are used very 
largely in the refined oil and soap departments, and, if kept where they were 

nT benefit. 


under the Wilson bill, will be of great . 'Wefeel safe in asserting that 
the American manufacturers of caustic soda and soda ash do not n any 
more protection than they are getting at present. Statistics show that they 
have actually ex caustic soda to England, the home of the heavy 
ical ustry, and they are ship: ly to South America in 

competition with foreign manufacturers. tics further show that since 
the duty was placed at cent pet poe on caustic soda, which is present 
rate in effect, the imports are actually less than when the duty was higher. 
This conclusively shows that the American manufacturers are steadily in- 
creasing their plants under the present rate of duty. 

Soap makers are already suffering greatly on account of keen competitio 
and any increase in the price of raw mate caused by additional duty w 
work a great hardship. 


Mr. BACON. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Nevada to the fact that, as appears by the relative prices and im- 
— given in the comparative statement, the price of soda ash 

very materially decreased. Am I correct in that? 


Mr. STEWART. The price of e has decreased. 
Mr. BAOON. Iam speaking of this particular article. 
Mr. STEWART. Iam speaking of prices generally. 


prices 3 

Mr. BACON. Is it not a fact that the price of soda ash has 
very materially decreased? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BACON. Therefore the duty per pound is necessarily in- 
creased, even though the rate of duty is not increased. The rate 
of duty is proposed to be increased in this bill to the amount of 
60 per cent. Am I correct in that statement? 

r. VEST. Yes; the total duty is 50 per cent. 

Mr. WHITE. The total duty now is 50 per cent. 

Mr. BACON. But I say the increase is 50 per cent over the 
former rate. 

Mr. WHITE. No; the Senator is mistaken. The rate is now 
o- in the comparative statement at-48 per cent and a frac- 

ion, which is the total rate. That does not mean an increase of 
that amount over the total rate. 

Mr. CHILTON. What was the former rate? 

Mr. BACON. The former rate was two-eighths; that is, one- 
fourth, and this is three-eighths. That is certainly an increase of 
50 per cent. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam speaking of ad valorem. 

Mr. BACON. Iam not spea of ad valorem. 

Mr. WHITE. I did not understand the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. It would amount to the same thing, though, if 
it was per pound. If the price remained at the same figure, it 
would be 50 per cent. If the price is decreasing, it is more than 


50 per cent. 

oe I will state the point to which I wish to call the attention 
of the Senator from Nevada. I quite agree with the principle 
that if we must have an impost upon articles there should be a 
proper proportion between duties upon raw material and the man- 
ufactured article, but I do not think that for that reason there 
should be an excessive duty upon raw material. It strikes me 
that where Nee ee ee ee ee 
pound and net ad valorem, that decrease would give sufficient ad- 
vance in the ad valorem without increasing the rate per pound. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

tet te I oak onaeerwen very brief staten) + 
to to the Senator from Ney»), 

Mr. STEWART. y. pe orads, 

Mr. ee mg ee ae in this amendme:,: ;, , 
very in one and a oany portant industry. 1), 
manufacture of soda ash in the United States was not comin. = 
until 1884, and it has developed to a very considerable extent - 
two effects—one to reduce importations and the other to Ja: 
reduce the price of the article. I will have published j, 
RECORD a statement of the prices for the years 1887 to 1897, <)\.- 
ing a decline from the enaidlcuatl price of $33 down to a price in 
1897 of from $14.50 to $15.71 per ton, 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


N. B.—In explanation of the figures here gi 


oS & 


Vv 


the 


ven as therange for the past ten 
ears, I beg to say that the price per ton of 58 per cent soda ash wou! |. , 
ollows: 


a aan $25.98 to $26.58 | 1908... 4.17 to $20.0 
BN cncsosaetec ode 25.98 to 26.58 | 1894. -0 0021 7T oo te ; 
No sntaancdiabannies 25.98 to 28.58 | 1805...-................ Mito a5 
WN Gik.ncteecnaneennts 82.63to 33.43 | 1806.................... Wists im 
DE bead ¢dniipnctl ubieins Be Oe MD FP ONOS a cdbdecce eudeccce.e 14. 50 15.71 
SPs cialackcnenae chao 81.04 to 83.83 


Mr. ALDRICH. In this connection, I desire also to make tho 
statement that the price of sodaash which the United Alk:li (1). 
pany charge their own customers in Great Britain is near] y (0\)|)\, 
what they charge to the people of the United States, the jurjiso 
of the great reduction for exportation being, of course, to try to 
destroy the American manufacture. 7 

Mr. WHITE. There is no export, is there? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no export. This company say: 

The market at the present time and for some time past |ing 


relatively in the same position of t £4to £4 10s., while for shipment t) 
this country it has been sold as low as £1 15s., and in instances consid¢r.!y 


F 


under that figure, allowing the English maker to a profit at home while 
he was endeavoring to financially embarrass the lems ender tal ngs 
in this country. ash sold in the United States at same time at a 


12 per ton, forcing the 
coos or close down their works. 


I have not the slightest doubt but that if this duty is imyos, 
within five years the American producers will supply the cutire 
home market. The number of American producers is increasing 
every year. Itis not confined to any one company, nor are they 
co to any one section of the country. A very important 
establishment been built at Saltville, in Virginia, 
another one is being built at Falls, another one at Cleve- 
land, another one at Detroit, all over the country there are 
springing up establishments for the manufacture of soda ash. | 
believe t we can do nothing that is better to develop a great 
American industry than to make an increase in the rate in tho 


Mr CAFFERY. I inquire of the Senator from Rhode [sland 
his authority for the figures he has given from the English mauu- 


? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The prices? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They come from the Mathieson Alkali WV orks, 
the people who own the establishment in Virginia to which [ 
have just alluded, and about whose accuracy and authority there 
can be no question, 

Mr.C RY. It does not occur to me that the Senator 'r in 
Rhode Island has fully covered the question asked him as t) w!\y 
it is that the American product is the foreign product. 
The importations of this article w the + tariff rate of a 
quarter of a cent a pound under the valuation of 1893 woul! |» 
about 20 per cent, and under the valuation of to-day, with t! in 
creased ific and with a lower price, it comes to some 4%.*) | 
cent. is an increase of double the ad valorem rate: an! 
although the Senator from Rhode Island states that the proioct 
of this article is growing in this country, he has not shown (vl- 
terious competition on behalf of the foreign rter, and there- 
fore he has shown no of an increase in the amount «f 


tariff. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thestatistics showan importation of $2,(\").'""’ 
worth of soda ash per annum, even under t conditions. 
Does the Senator from Lonisiana believe that it would be for the 
interests of the American people to have that soda ash produc 
here, provided it did not bring about an increase in the rir! 


r. CAFFERY. What is the question? Wi 
Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Louisiana thin 't 
would be desirable to have + pete a te aed soda ash mae in 
the United States instead of Britain, itcan be done 
without the about of any increase in the price? _ 
Mr. CAFFERY. It is already made here. The Senator '- ask- 
ing me if something ought not to be done when we are doin t 
Mr. ALDRICH. 


to sell at prices irrespective 


We imported last year $2,000,000 worth. I 








1897. 





am about the $2,000,000 worth we imported, not about 
what has been made here. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It is nearly the amount stated by the Senator; 
it is $1,970,000, but on the ratio of decrease of importation under 
the present tariff we will soon make it all and notimportany. The 
importations have fallen off from $4,800,000 to $1,970,000, and why, 
under that state of facts, are we called upon to increase the duty? 

Mr. CHILTON. The question of the increase of duty on soda 
ash involves also the rearrangement of the duties on soap, glass, 

aper, and various other manufactures into which it enters. As 
F understand it, no effort was made in the House to increase this 
duty from one-fourth to three-eighths of a cent a pound, on the 
theory that it would involve the rearrangement of all the other 
schedules. I desire to ask the Senator from Rhode Island if any 
such rearrangement has been made by the Senate committee of the 
tariff on soap, glass, paper, and other things into which soda ash 
enters as an element of manufacture? 

The Senator from Louisiana vo CAFFERY] has pointed out, 
which of course is known to all who have examined the subject, 
that the importations of soda ash were less in 1896 than they were 
in 1893. They have been less under the Wilson Act than they were 
under the McKinley Act. I can not see, to save my life, how that 
is reconcilable with the statement which is referred to by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, that English manufacturers have rushed 
soda ash into this country for the purpose of cheapening the price 
and driving out of business the American manufacturers when 
we see a diminution in the importations of this article. 

It does seem to me that one-fourth of a cent a pound on soda 
ash is anample duty. That was the duty, l understand, under the 
McKinley Act, it was the duty under the Wilson Act, and now 
we are called upon actually to increase the duty of the McKinley 


Act and the duty of the Wilson Act over 50 per cent, although in | 


the progress of these years the importations of this article have 
steadily declined 


question of the Senator from Texas |Mr.CurLton}]. No readjust- 
ment of rates upon any of the articles named will be necessary if 
this rate is imposed. The additional rate is $2.80 a ton, or some- 
thing like that, while the decline in price from 1896 to 1897 was 
over Staton. If the whole duty should be added to the present 
price, we then would not go back to the conditions of a year ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was a: d to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 75 14, line 24, after the word “‘ silicate,” to strike out 
“thr of 1 cent” and insert ‘‘ one-half of 1 cent;” so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

7%. Silicate of soda, or other alkaline silicate, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next paragraph was read as, follows: 

76. Sulphate of suda, or salt cake, or niter cake, $1.25 per ton. 

Mr. VEST. I want to call attention to the fact that under the 
ae Act, where the duty was $1.25 per ton, the imports 
were $221,846, while under the Wilson Act, where the duty was 
entirely taken off, the imports were only $71,801. The price also 
fell from $11.25 to $6.25 a ton. Now, instead of putting it upon 
the free list, in order to make it cheaper to the people of the 
United States, and in order to protect the manufacturers of the 
United States, because under the free list the imports fell off, we 
go back to a duty of 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 2, to insert as 
an additional paragraph: 

76}. Sea moss, 10 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in graph 77, 15, line 4, after 
the word “ ges,” to strike out ‘‘ crude or in their natural state;” 


80 as to : 


77.8 - 20 per cont ad } valorem; momutactures of spony eS, or of which 
in this act, aaer cses ad cal < ef value, not specially provided for 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 
78. sal f, 30 ¢ ; 
i Repeeernemercttnced Seer or ome 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 1 will not make any motion in con- 
nection with the last paragraph read, but l desire to call the atten- 
the that the imposition of $8 a ton on 
the 20 per cent that exists now is an 
cent in the rate of taxation on that 
in regard to flowers of sulphur. It 
than 100 per cent in the rate of taxation. 
is less than the McKinley rate, however. 
want to call attention to the fact that that 
very largely into the manufacture of 


if 
i 


i 
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| “vanillin,” to strike out ‘‘ 70 cents per ounce ” 


| this item go over. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, just a word in reply to the | 
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Mr. ALDRICH. 
Mr. BACON. 
varieties. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The sulphur that enters into th 
of sulphuric acid is on the free list. 
Mr. BACON. In what paragraph is that? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 646, on the free list 


Not this kind of sulphur. 
Possibly not. I do not know all the different 


manutacture 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the com- 
mittee will be considered as agreed to, if there be no objection 
Mr. WHITE. It seems to methat where an amendment is crit- 


icised by any Senator on this side of the Chamber it should not | 
entered as agreed to without objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph will be held 
open if there is criticism of it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is a decided objection to all of 
these increases on this side of the Chamber. They are agreed to 
because the majority is on the other side, but they are not avreed 
to without objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
committee will be stated. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
15, line 12, after the word *‘ ground,” to strike out “‘ four-tenths” 
and insert ‘‘three-tenths;” soas to read: 

8&0. Sumac, ground, three-tenths of 1 cent per pourid 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 


The next amendment of the 


14, after the word 
and insert ‘*50 per 
cent ad valorem;” so as to read: 

$1. Vanillin, 50 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. QUAY. My colleague [Mr. PENRosE] has, within a few 
minutés, been called from the Chamber, and may not return for 
an hour ortwo. Iunderstood him to desire the committee to have 
{ know nothing about it, but shall be glad to 
have it passed over until my colleague returns to the Chamber. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The item will be passed over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before that is passed over, I desire 
to present an article clipped from the New York Times some time 
ago. Iknow nothing myself as to the correctness of the statement, 
but I present it to the Senate. It says, among other things: 


Francis C. Dodge, of Dodge & Olcott, said yesterday that th 


. - pirit in 
which the bill is conceived may be shown by a single illustration There 
are,” said he, “a number of ingredients, oils, essences, etc., that we must 
import. They are not made in this country, and a high tariff can not possi 


bly give any encouragement or aid to anybody. It can only injure those of 
us who are manufacturing certain products for the American market 
vanillin, for instance. 

* Vanillin is a synthetic product, largely used as a substitute for vanilla in 
confections and extracts. I believe that only one man in this country manu 
factures it, and he produces only an infinitesimal part of what is 


Take 


nsed: and 
yet the duty has been put at 100 per cent, I believe, thus doubling the cost to 
us of an article that is necessary and which can not be obtained in the 
United States. 

“Similar duties on other necessary ingredients make the Dingley 
very offensive to us. It seems to me to reveal a settled hostility to this 
section of the country. I believe that the effect of its high duties on drugs 
and chemicals will be to drive the manufacture of a large number of articles 
from America to France and other countries of Europe 

“There can be no claim after this injury is done that the member: 
Congress were not aware of the danger with which the bill threatened our 
own trade interests. I know that the Senators have b fully advised 
the injury to our business. The bill will fail, I believe, as a revenue mea 
ure, and it can only bring injury and disaster to the drug and chemical 
trade.” 

I know nothing of the merits of the case. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We must have suggested, then, a reduction of 
50 per cent in our rates if that statement is correct. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The writer says you have increased 
the rate 100 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. The writer means the House rate. 
We have reduced it to 50 percent. It certainly can not be more 
than that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There are no datain the comparative 
statement furnished by the majority of the committee so that we 
can know what the present cost of the article is, and I have no 
idea what the rate of taxation is except it is stated at 50 per cent 
ad valorem in the Senate bill, whereas it was 70 cents an ounce in 
the House bill. I have no means of comparing the rates. Ido 
not know whether one is an increase over the other or not. 

Mr. SEWELL. The only factory in this country engaged in 
the manufacture of vanillin is located in my city. The price was 
$5 an ounce some time ago, but the German chemists, in order to 
crowd out this factory, have been diminishing the price until they 
have brought it down to $1.50, so that the works are closed. A 
mere ad valorem would not answer any good purpose at all. 
Therefore I should like the item to go over for a further considera- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
in the absence of objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before we pass over the chemical schedule, I 
have an amendment to the phraseology on page 3, lines 13 and 14, 


bill 


‘en 


The item will be passed over, 
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which I desire to offer for the committee. I move to strike out 
= ga as it stands and insert in lieu of it what I send to 
the desk. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 6 and 
insert in lieu thereof: 


6. Tartarate of soda and potash, or Rochelle salts, and partly refined argols, 
areas and lees crystals, 3 cents per pound; cream of tartar, 5 cents per 
pound, 


Mr. ALDRICH. That makes no change in the rates, but simply 
a change of description. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at Schedule B—Earths, 
earthenware, and glassware. The next amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance was, on page 15, line 22, after the word “ deco- 
rated,” to strike out ‘‘thirty ” and insert “ forty-five;” and on page 
16, iine 2, after the word *‘manner,” to strike out ‘‘thirty” and 
insert ‘‘ forty-five;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


82. Fire brick, not glazed, enameled, ornamented, or decorated in any man- 
ner, $1.25 per ton; glazed, enameled, ornamented, or decorated, 45 per cent 
ad valorem; brick, other-thaa fire brick, not glazed, enameled, painted, vitri- 

ed, ornamented, or decorated in any manner, 25 per cent ad valorem; if 
glazed, enameled, painted, vitrified, ornamented, or decorated in any man- 
ner, 45 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before we leave paragraph 82, I have an amend- 
ment to suggest for the committee, after the words ‘‘fire brick,” in 
line 19, to insert ‘‘ weighing not more than 10 pounds each.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Where does that amendment come 


n? 

Mr. ALDRICH, After the words “fire brick,” inline 19, on page 
15. It limits the weight of the fire brick provided for at $1.25 per 
ton to 10 pounds each. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Rhode island will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. On 15, line 19, after the words “fire 
brick,” it is proposed to insert “‘ weighing not more than 10 pounds 
each,” 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator please state the object of that 
amendment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is to make the description of fire brick apply 
to what are commercia!ly known as fire brick entirely, and not to 
apply to other on of fire clay, such as tank blocks and blocks 
of various kinds, made in various shapes, which have become duti- 
able under an ad valorem rate instead of a specific. 

Mr. WHITE. I should like to ask the Senator whether it is not 
a fact that under the Wilson law rates, which are proposed to be 
inereased here, the importation of these bricks is very slight? The 
record which we have before us seems to show that there are com- 
paratively no importations. I notice on page 28 of the compara- 
tive statement that the importations of bricks amounted to prac- 
tically nothing, and I should like to inquire the reasons for this 
general increase? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will look under the last item, 
que nia ~ there were importations of 2,521.68 tons, valued at 

28,510.14. 

Mr. WHITE. Wefindthat ‘‘notglazed, enameled, ornamented, 
or decorated in any manner,” in vaine the importations amount 
to $74,448.22; ‘‘glazed, enameled, ornamented, or decorated,” to 
$10,379.59; ‘brick, other than fire,” $14,929.96: ‘‘ ornamented, 
glazed, painted, enameled, vitrified, or decorated,” $48,662; ‘‘ brick 
(act of 1894) not glazed, enameled, ornamented, or decorated in 
any manner,” $89,605.06; ‘‘ glazed, enameled, ornamented, or deco- 
rated,” $12,054.82; ‘‘magnesic fire brick,” $28,510.14. 

Those importations seem to me to —- but a very small 
part of the consumption. That is the fact, Isuppose. They a 

t to be quite insignificant; but it strikes me as rather remark- 
able that it should befound n to raise not only the rate in 
the Senate bill, but also the rate fixed by the House of Representa- 
tives. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Fire brick remains the same. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRIcH]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 16, beginning in line 4, to 
strike out paragraph 83, as follows: 

83. Tilos, glazed or unglazed, encanstic, ceramic mosaic, vitrified, flint, 
spar, embossed, enameled, ornamental, hand painted, gold decorated, and all 
other earthenware tiles for floors and walls, valued at not exceeding 40 cents 


r square foot, 8 cents per square foot; exceeding 40 cents per square fcot, 
Oo ceats per square foot and 2 per cent ad valorem. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


83. Tiles, not enameled, embossed, glazed, ted, vitrified, ornamented, 

or decorated in any manner, 25 per cent ad valorem; if enameled, embossed, 

lazed, painted, vitrified, ornamented, or decorated in any manner, including 
flint, spar, and encaustic tiles, 45 per cent ad valorem. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that that h may go ov 
The committee are tavetinatiog as to some c wth oe Fis 
be made to it. 

Mr. TURPIE. Will the Senator from Rhode Island say when 
it will be considered? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is being considered now by the committec 
We are considering some changes of the House rates. ; 

Mr. TURPIE. en shall we return here to its consideratio),? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Probably to-morrow. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 19, on page 16, as 
follows: ; 

Cement, lime, and plaster: 
Pg RS pn 
in bulk, 7 ante per 100 Srandet ethan cement, 20 per cont ad ieee mage; 

Mr. ALDRICH. On behalf of the committee, I move to strike 
out in line 21 the word ‘‘eight,” before ‘‘cents,” and insert 
‘*eleven,” and in line 23, before the word ‘‘ cents,” to strike out 
‘**seven ” and insert ‘‘ ten.” 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, that is an increase of 3 cents over 
the McKinley Act and 3 cents over the act of 1894. Under what 
sort of argument can such an increase as that be made? [ should 
like to hear from the Senator. There are some special interests 
now considered in this matter, I su 

The PRESIDENT ee tempore. amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRIcH] will be stated 
from the desk. 

The SrcreTary. In line 21, on page 16, after the word “ pack- 
ages,” it is proposed to strike out “eight” and insert “eleven,” 
and in line 23, after the word’ bulk,” to strike out ‘‘seven” and 
insert ‘“‘ten;” so as to make the clause read: 


84. Roman. Portland, and fo hadtneaite cement, in barrels, sacks, or 


other k . ll cents per 100 pounds, inclu ht of barre ack: 
age; in bulk. 10 cents per 190 pounds; other rating weig per Sieh ad valen ~ 

Mr. WHITE. This article is used, of course, all over the United 
States, and although we have what is called Portland cement 
manufactured in the United States, it is the experience of those 
who have been engaged in the portion of the country from which 
i come in the mannfacturing or making of dams designed to re- 
sist great pressure that the quality of the American cement is 
not equal to that of the real, true Portland cement, which is im- 

ted, and hence as to many of these works it is absolutely 
impossible to substitute the American article. While there is now 
a cement being made in this country which is very good, yet I 
believe for a large class of work it can not be used with equal suc- 
cess as can the Portland cement. 

IT observe that the law of 1880 fixed the rate at 8 cents per 100 
pounds, the law of 1894 the same, the House bill the same, and 
the bill as reported to the Senate by the committee fixed it also at 
the same suni. It must certainly be an im t in the con- 
struction of public buildings, and so on, add this increased 
duty. The American manufacturers of the article are not now in 
a position to meet the demand, and the rates, especially in those 
portions of the United States remote from the Eastern seaboard, 
will be greatly affected by this amendment. Of course, on the 
Western coast, whose supply will necessarily come from England 
by water anyhow, the result of this tariff imposition will be to add 
that specific amount to all of the article there consumed. 

But it seems to me, as the rate has stood so long, as it has been 
satisfactory to all parties heretofore, and as the article is used so 
generally and so necessarily in construction of all kinds, there 
ought to be some adequate reason, some very strong reason, sus- 
ceptible of being urged for this great rise. A change from 8 cents 
to 11 cents is decidedly marked, and I have not seen anything iu 
the hearings before the House committee or elsewhere to justify it. 

Mr. P IGREW. Mr. President, we manufacture in this 
country two kinds of cement. We manufacture 7,000,000 barre !s 
er year of common cement, made from rock roasted and ground. 

e also manufactured 1,000,000 barrels last year of Portland cc- 
ment, equal in quality to the best imported cement. Port- 
land cement is made from a mixture of chalk and clay. The pro- 
portions have to beexactlyright. It is pulverized, and then mixed 
with water so that it flow; it is dried, broken up into 


chunks, dried in the sun, or dried artificially, and_placed in kilns 


with coke and burned to a cinder— very hard; it is then 
again broken under rock pressure; then ground with burr stones 
as fine as flour. That is the process of Portland cement. 
An immense amount of labor is my Sy in manufacture of 
this cement. The difference between the labor cost of a barrel of 
cement in the United States and in is 71 cents. 

The industry started in this country in 1 We then manu- 
factured 85,000 barrels. year we manufactured 1,(00,() 
barrels. We imported last year 3,000,000 barrels. ‘The average 
freight on a barrel of cement from Stettin, y, where most 
of our cement comes from, to just the same as tho 
freight on a barrelof cement from Dakota to Chicago. We 
manufacture in South Dakota—the tariff, I think, is a local issue 
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largely—the best Portland cement in the world, we having im- 
mense deposits of chalk and black clay, having a large per cent 
of aluminum in it, We have raw material enough to supply the 
universe for all time to come. 

We made the year before last 48,000 barrels. If the Govern- 
ment owned the railroads and established honest and decent freight 
rates, and we had duty enough so as to make up the difference in 
wages between this country and foreign countries, we should have 
=a a million barrels in South Dakota, and supplied the entire 
country west of Cleveland. As itis, we supply but a little area 
about the mills, because the cement comes from Germany in ballast 
during certain seasons of the year, and then they meet us with a 
freight rate from Stettin to Chicago as cheap as that from South 
Dakota to Chicago, besides having the advantage of cheaper labor 
in those countries. Therefore I intended to move to increase the 
duty from 8 cents a hundred pounds to 124 cents, which is the 
Canadian rate; but I am willing to accept the amendment offered 
by the committee of 11 cents a hundred pounds. That I believe 
will enable us to reach Chicago, because our cement is superior to 
the imported cement. 

This cement is used in building great buildings and building 
bridges and works beneath the surface and works constructed in 
the water. A large a of the cement used in this country 
is consumed in New York and the other large cities in the erection 
of their great fifteen, twenty, and twenty-five story buildings. It 
is a revenue duty almost entirely, and so far as they are con- 
cerned, [ am willing that they should pay it. I think it ought to 
be higher than itis. Iam willing that the millionaires who are 
erecting those great buildings shall pay this additional duty on 
the cement they use, which is all brought into New York and 
Philadelphia and into the great coast and interior cities. 

This increase of duty will give the American manufacturers the 
trade of the interior cities of this country, and they may be able 
to sell some cement on the seaboard. About 500,000 barrels are 
manufacturedin Pennsylvania and New York. There are twenty- 
two factories making this cement in the United States. I there- 
fore believe that this amendment ought to be adopted. 

In this connection, I ask to have the paper which I send to the 
desk in the Recorp and printed also as a document for 
the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? 
hears none, and it will be so ordered. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


THE PORTLAND CEMENT INDUSTRY. 


Statement of the Portland cement industry in the United States as an argu- 
ment in behalf of a protective rate of duty on the imported product. 


The seventeenth annual report of the United States Geological Survey— 
subject, “ Mineral resources of the United States, 1895 ''— contains these state- 


ments: 
uction of Portland cement in the United States during the year 
a total of 990,424 barrels, as com with 798,757 barrels in 1894, 
an increase of 19 barrels, or 24 per cent. The increase is to be found 
almost wholly in output of the larger factories in New York, New Jersey, 
ich showed nearly double the produc- 


Pennsyl and Ohio, several of w 
Sia 1894. * * The only new factory started in 189 was one 
it 


The Chair 


z. 
7 


There were therefore 22 factories producing Portland 


with 24in the previous year. * * * The im- 


ports of cement for yesr 1895 were 2.907.395 barrels, a decided increase 
over 184. From this it appears that the increased production of the American 
factories has by no means pace with the growing demand for Portland 


882) showing that in five 
[errs the tnsrenes in the domestic production of Portland cement was 191,- 
barrels and the increase in importation was 359,288 barrels. The report 


continues: 

“From this it that the increased production of the American 
factories has fallen short of supplying the increased demand. New uses 
for Portland cement are being found every day, and the rapid adoption of 
concrete construction eeenaearey increasing demand. Portland cement 
ie ee: into use for building purposes in place of cheaper nat- 
ural rock . production of which in 1895 shows only a very slight 
increase over vious year. To meet the increased importation of Port- 
land cement, increase in demand should be maintained, as appears 
decidedly it would be necessary to establish a factory every year 
capable 1,000 barrels per day. 

With extension of knowledge of correct methods of testing, 
American _ cements are rapidly weccuuition, as full om to 
ported, prejudice which once e ns e domestic prodrct 
has almost The writer heltoves that careful Rony of 


the tests of foreign cements, as shown by the records of cit 
and Government engineers in various ts of the counter will show that 
there is no cement made in any fore country which will show as high 


tests, at long or short as the product of any one of the three or four 
eading As ioe eesiee the year iso the capacity of all the 

was taxed to the utmost, and it is safe to say that had the 
roe D been equal to the demand, the increased im- 
Ametion Porton? e 
aa American cement is thus officially vouched for in 
Geological Survey. Unoffi 


cial testimony coincides with 


that : . and shows, further, that in some 
> va portiand cement is produced which tests 
tory than imported article. Results of this satisfac- 

been in South Dakota, where one factory is in 


has been prod cement for a number of years 

of the River bluffs. There is enough 

of South to supply the United States 

of the very best , the deposits of chalk rock 
ly inexhaustible. 
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The cement manufacturers of South Dakota find themselves limited to a 
small area of sale territory for the reason that even in that far West region 
foreign competition restricts their operations to a narrow field. Portland 
cement from Germany, Denmark, a other European countries can be laid 
down in Chicago as cheaply as from South Dakota, and the product of South 
Dakota is unable to meet foreign competition farther east than the Missis- 
sippi River. 





‘rhe same restrictive conditions apply to the Portland cement manufac- 
tured in the States of Pennsylvania, Ohio, New Jersey, California, New 
York, Colorado, Indiana, Illinois, Texas. and Utah. Everywhere the native 


product meets the results of European cheap labor and cheap ocean freights, 
and is unable to thrive in competition without a reduction of wages to the 
starvation level. This occurs with an abundance of raw material awaiting 
the creative skill of the American workman. 

In South Dakota, with the opening of the 1897 cement-manufacturing sea 
son, the wages of quarrymen were reduced from $1.25 to $1.10 per day, the 
men being told that competition rendered this cut necessary . 

The total number of barrels of Portland cement produced for the years 
1804 and 1895 in the eleven cement States was: ’ 





State. 1804 


1895, 


Bae cincie Gentindwe ddenkbuceshia sececn sends 19,300 | 16,283 
ee  ceobavon 15, 000 

SL ae B00 70 
EE A Se 4,000 

New York Pannsieaba a lie aR Se 117,000 159, 320 
os oo nn ncn cin tauesiamewksnghqacnneees 72,223 155,000 
Ohio Eee od a ne i eeknhe aeeonwuaen 80,653 136,608 
NG Diicingsnd ceulbeaneto<ssscaussdes 437,106 504,276 
ee einen tend bhndebbaconeesmeanabeoce 43, 500 6, 497 
ia ale etal een ein eednasamns wiabbacdnmwenuel 8,000 | 10,000 
St sinh. tth ide aguiddimbabes hep indnlaewna dbase ceases 1, 400 1,500 


The United States produced in these two years 1,789,081 barrels of Portland 
cement, and imported for the same pesied 5,635,502 barrels, giving a total 
domestic consumption of 7,424,583 barrels. The bulk value of Portland coment 
in 1894 was $1.73 per barrel, and in 1895, $1 @ per barrel. The importation for 
the two years aggregated in value $9,359,757. The barrel value of this im- 
pentas cement for the period considered is not available for this statement, 
yut it was considerably more than the bulk value. The importations for the 
two years approximated $10,000,000, all of which would have been saved to the 
United States under an adequate protective clause in the tariff law 

To place the American manufacturers of Portland cement in a position to 
utilize the vast supply of raw material at hand, there should be placed upon 
the commodity a duty of 13 cents per 100 pounds in barrels, and 12 cents per 
100 pounds in bulk. 

the present duty on Portland cement does not equal the difference be- 
tween the cost of labor in manufacturing in Germany and in this country 

By the report of the directors of the various German Portland cement 


companies, volume 16, Nos. 24, 29, etc., of the Thon Industrie Zeitung, of Ber- 
lin, Germany, it appears that it takes about one day's labor to make 1} bar- 


rels of Portland cement (the best equipped plants there only averaging 1.5 to 
1.6 barrels to the day's labor). 

The _——- portion of the best Portland cement brought to this country 
comes from north Germany. 

Half or three-fourths of the laborers in a Stettin or North German factory 
get three-fourths of a mark to a mark per day, or 18 to 24 cents per day, while 
the common laborers in the Portland cement factories in the United States 
get not less than $1.10 per day. The difference is 89 cents per day, or 71 cents 
per barrel. 

Over three-fourths of all the Portland cement used in this country is and 
has always been imported, and the quantity imported has increased year by 
year. 

An increased duty on Portland cement would increase the income of this 
Government on that article for a number of years; but after a few years 
a sufficient number of new factories would be built in this country to sup- 
ply the home demand, and it would not be long, under adequate protec- 
tion, before the stimulus of competition would, by inventing improv od meth- 
ods and machinery, enable the American Portland cement factories to defy 
any competition. 

As the tariff has not protected the home plants, European competition 
has ruined many American Portland cement manufacturers and resulted in 
the loss of over a million dollars. 

Some of these plants were located at Kalamazoo, Mich.; New Brunswick, 
N. J.; East Kingston, Wallkill. Rondout, and Cassadaga, N. Y.; South Bend, 
Ind.; Austin, Tex.; Newport, Ky.; Chicago, LIL; Los Angeles and San Diego, 
Cal., and Portland, Oreg. 

The 900 plents in Europe have used this country as a dumping ground for 
their surplus and dregs, and often sell here at less than cost. 

It would be only ae Songs justice if the Portland cement industry in 
this country were recognized by Congress and were accorded adequate pro- 
tection. 

Russia, to start the production of Portland cement, levied a duty of 72 
cents per barrel, and Austria of 46 cents per barrel, although labor is lower 
in thuse countries than in Germany and England, who were formerly sup- 
plying the cement. 

Germany levies protective duties regardless of the difference in the wages, 
which difference is usually in her favor. 

Canada imposes a duty of 12) cents per hundredweight on Portland cement. 

There is probably no industry in this country that deserves encourage 
ment and protection more than the manufacture of Portland cement. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island | Mr. ALDRICH]. 
Mr. VEST. lask for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 

Mr. BACON. Before the vote is taken,! desire to say that the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr, Petrigrew | is very much mis- 
taken when he suggests that the use of cement is limited to cities 
where millionaires are building twenty-story houses. There is 
scarcely a community in the whole United States that does not 
use a very considerable amount of cement, and while 3 cents per 
100 pounds looks like a very small addition, it is in fact an increase 
of nearly 40 per cent over the present rate 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishould like tosay thisis Portland cement, 

Mr. BACON. I understand. 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. We manufacture 7,000,000 barrels of com- 
mon cement, which the duty does not affect, and supply the mar- 
ket for all the country places and for all works above ground. 

Mr. BACON. It is a mistake to say that cement of that class 
supplies all of the country places. I know from personal knowl- 
edge that the imported Portland cement is very largely used all 
through the portion of the country in which I live, where it is 
considered absolutely essential for all high-class work. 

Mr. President, I do not understand from the statement of the 
Senator from South Dakota that the industry which he speaks of 
in his State is one which is not profitable at the present rate; and 
to put this additional duty of nearly 40 per cent over the present 
rate is to impose a very serious burden upon a great many people 
other than class of which the Senator ae. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to say, in reply to the Senator, that 
two years ago we produced 48,000 barrels; but we can not reach 
Chicago or even Dabuque because of the imported cement. All 
that we produced, 48,000 barrels, was used west of the Mississippi 
River, west of Dubuque. We supply that whole country, and it 
took but 48,000 barrels to do it. 

Mr. BACON. Are not these enterprises profitable at the present 

ates? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. On the contrary, last year we produced 
but 6,000 barrels. The production fell off from 48,000 to 6,000 bar- 
rels, because we could not reach the cities in the country, and the 
people are impoverished, and they are unable to buy or build or use 
any cement at all. The cement being used in this country is for 
building the great structures in the centers of business, where the 
men live who are filching from the producers, who live in the coun- 

, the little they uce, 
r. BAOON, e Senator is very much mistaken when he lim- 
its it to that class of people. 

Mr. CAFFERY. do not perceive any demand for any in- 
creased tariff on Portland cement or Roman cement from those 
who have appeared before the Committee on Ways and Means of 
the House of Representatives. Those = a red to repre- 
sent ali the companies engaged in the iness of the cement in- 
dustry, and some of them say—TI have not read the statements 
very particularly—that there ought to be a reduction of duty. 
One very large firm state that the duty ought to be reduced to 5 
cents per 100 pounds from 8, but none of them asked for an in- 
crease. They all say that the industry will flourish under the 
present rate of 8 cents e 100 pounds, and here we are asked, with- 


out any opportunity of looking into the matter any further than 
is diacl by these tariff hearings, to increase this duty very 
argely. 

T think, Mr. President, that this is running protection a little 


mad. The imports have not increased under these rates. There 
is no danger of foreign er running this ny out, but 
there is danger that this additional 3 cents per 100 pounds will lay 
a very heavy burden upon the American ipaee Portland cement 
is used in every structure of stone and iron, and in jetties and 
works of that description. 

Mr. BACON. And in all works under ground. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Yes; and this isan unnecessary raise, uncalled 
for either by protection or revenue. If the pu is to decrease 
revenue, to make a perfect prohibition against the introduction of 
=e or ae cement, then I can perceive why the additional tariff 

asked. 

Here, according to the tariff hearings, there are some eighty-two 
establishments in the work of making cement, scattered 
all over the United States, and from what the tor from South 
Dakota says I understand he wants this tariff rate raised to 
equalize transportation. Some of the gifts of nature and natural 

vantages ought to be left alone. Thoseon the seaboard ought 
. to enjoy the benefit of living there. When there is a tariff that is 
universally accepted, that nobody complains of, to have the gifts 
of nature thrown asitle for the individual or local interest of some 
locality remote from the seaboard, 1 think is a little too hard for 
us to bear. . 

Mr. BACON. I call the attention of the Senator from Loui- 
siana to the fact that the Senator from South Dakota states an 
additional motive. He states that one trouble they are under is 
that the people of the country are too poor to buy that which the 
manufacturers now produce, and he — by this increased 
tariff to give them additional means for t a ‘ 

Mr. P IGREW. Iproposetogivethem an additional market, 
so as to let them reach cities where they can buy, such as Dubuque 
and Chicago. That is the point I e, and I trust the Senator 
does not intend to misrepresent me. 

Mr. CAFFERY. To make them rich by making them poor. 
That is the of the tariff all the way along the line. 

The P ENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
on which the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has called for the 


and na 
w"The yeav andl Sage were ondlered. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be again stated. 

The Secretary. On page 16, line 21, after the word ‘ pack. 
ages,” it is to strike out “ t” and insert “eley...” 
and in line 23, after the word “bulk,” to strike out “seven”... 
insert ‘‘ten;” so as to make the read: . 

84. Roman, Portland, and other hydraulic in barrels, sa: 
other packages, 1l cents per 100 pounds, incl pel or pack 
age; in bulk, 10 cents par 100 pounds; other cemen erent” -_ 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called). Iam paired wit}, ;),, 
junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Depor]. If he were her. [ 
should vote “ oot 
_ Mr. CLAY (w his name was called). I am paired wit}; ;), 

unior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE]. If he wors 
ere, I should vote “ ay. 

Mr, DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired w\:}; 
the Senator from Connecticut |Mr. Hawiey]. If he were jer, 
I should vote “ nay.” . : 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired on 1}; 
vote with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. In his absences 
I withhold a vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner}. If ho 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll was concluded, 

_ Mr. KENNEY. I announce that I have a general pair with tho 
junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose]. hie not being 
present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the negatiy:). [ 
Tie Har my vote. Lam paired with the Senator from Maino 

. Hae}. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to announce that my colleague { Mr. 

TURNER] is paired with the senior Senator from Massachusetts 


[Mr. Hoar]. 
I desire to announce that my colleague | Mr. HH \1- 


cemen 
we 


Mr. BA 
ris of Tennessee] is detained from the Senate by sickness. le is 
with the tor from Vermont [Mr. Morritt}. [ make 
t+ announcement for the day. 
Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the 
senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLoM 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
has not voted. 

Mr. GRAY. I have a general pair with that Senator, and with- 
draw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 18; as follows: 


tive). I ask if the 
voted? 
isinformed that he 


YEAS—20. 
con ike Re Gt 
Chandler, Beam Platt, N. ¥ Wilson.” 
Elkins, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 

NAYS—18. 

Bacon, Faulkner, Mills, Turpie, 
Gallery, Lindsay, Murphy, White. 
Cockrell, Mallory, . hawlins, 

NOT VOTING—40. 
fc ce ee et 
— 2 2. eo 
Clay, Harris, Tenn Mitchell, Thurston, 
=— oo. ve 
bere. wovaae, Sea Wellington, 
George, Lodge, _ Reach, Wolcott. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

ee sn ep resumed and continued to the end 
, on . 
. I to have paragraph 86 passed over for ths 
ae age Ei hy es ace og 
. ALLISON. There is no objection. 

The bap nape pro tempore. Without objection, the para 
othe readlee of the bill was resumed. The next amendmeut of 
the Committee on Finance was,in paragraph 87, page 17, |!) *, 
after the word “manufactured,” to strike out ‘‘one-half of | cont 
ey ia insert “15 per cent ad valorem;” and in lin: |’ 

ee ee ee “twenty” and insert 
Boy Set ghgee os oe. 
° cent ad vai 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in 88, line 21, after the 


word “‘ton,” to strike out “ bauxite, or crude, not refined 
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or otherwise advanced in condition from its natural state, $1 per 
ton;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

Clays or earths: 
Clays or earths, unwrought or unmanufactured, not specially provided 


8. 
ton; wrought or manufactured, not specially provided 
for a ton; china clay or kaolin, §2 per ton; asphaltum and 

itumen, crude, if not dried, or otherwise advanced in any manner, $1.50 per 
dried or otherwise advanced in any manner, $3 per ton. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. I desire to have the amendment passed 
inf . 
“oe VEST. "ihe - aph or the amendment? 
Mr. PRITCHARD. The paragraph. 
Mr. ALLISON. There is no objection to passing the amend- 


ment over. 
Mr. PRITCHARD. Let the whole paragraph be t preeed over. 
88 in full be passed 

pro tempore. It will be passed over. 


Mr. QUAY. I a to ask that paragrap 
over for the 

The PRESIDENT : 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the paragraph is passed over, the com- 
mittee desire to submit an amendment. In line 17, before the 
word “‘asphaltum,” we propose to insert ‘‘ limestone-rock asphalt 
containing not more than 15 per cent of bitumen, 50 cents per 
ton;” and after the word “ bitumen,” in line 18, insert ‘‘ not spe- 


‘on; if 


cially provided for in this act.” Does the Senator from Penn- | 


syivania desire the amendment to be passed over, or can it be 
agreed to? 


Mr. QUAY. I think it had better go over for the present. I do 


not know that I shall object to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be passed 
over. 


Mr. GRAY. I should like the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa for one moment while I — a —e ae in regard to 
a h 744, on page 14, ‘‘soda ash, three-eighths of 1 cent 
rema:* “inat is another ingredient which is objected to by 
me on behalf of paper manufacturers and wood-pulp manufac- 
turers in my State, and I should like to have it go over, as the 
chlorate of lime item went over, until next week. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticat. It kas been voted upon. 

Mr. GRAY. I was called out of the Senate temporarily when 
the matter was under consideration, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent that it may be passed over. 

Mr. STEWART. We had a yea-and-nay vote on it, and I shall 
Object to its going over. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. We hada yea-and-nay vote on it. 

Mr. GRAY. I should be very much obliged if the Senate 
would ee unanimous consent to its going into the same cate- 

. It isa matter about which I have something to say, and 
was called away from the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Nevada will allow 
this item to be over. 

Mr. STEWART. When will it be called up? 

Mr. GRAY. Say on aaa Monday is Decoration Day. I 
will agree that it shall be call p on Tuesday. 

Mr. STEWART. Ihave no objection if it will be called up soon. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, yes; I was away from the Senate when it was 
under consideration. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to passing 


over the ? 
Mr. Stewart Until next Tuesday. 


Tha PRESIDE te og P h 74 14 
e ro tem aragraph 744, on page 14. 
Mr. ALLISON. 


vote by which the amendment was agreed 
to ought to be reconsidered by unanimous consent before the para- 
graph is passed over. 

Mr. GRAY. It ought to bereconsidered by unanimous consent. 

The T protempore. Is there objection to reconsid- 
ering the vote by w the amendment was adopted? The Chair 
hears none. The vote is reconsidered; and the paragraph, with- 
out objection, will stand over until Tuesday. 


Mr. CLAY. Has ih 88 been passed over? 
Mr eee 


reading of the bill was resumed. : . 
was, in paragraph 89, on page 17, line 
yellow,” to strike out the comma and the 
same 


line, after the word “‘ brown,” to strike 
* and gray;” on page 18, line 1, 
out the comma and the word 
word ‘‘ embossed,” to insert *‘ or 
the word “crucibles,” to insert “‘all 

after the words ‘‘ad valorem,” to 
ware, 40 per cent ad valorem;” 


ete 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This being the lowest grade of earth- 
enware and the cheap grade, it certainly ought to bear as low a 
rate as is consistent with the idea of getting revenue. The taxon 
it now is 20 per cent. I believe the bill proposes to make it 25 per 
cent. The revenue was only $66,000 under the 25 per cent rate, 
and $55,000 under the 20 per cent rate. There is a smaller reve- 
nue under the decreased rate of taxation by the extent of about 
ten or eleven thousand dollars, but the total amount of revenue 
from it shows there isa very small amount of importation. It 
seems to me that it is not proper to increase the rate by the small 
rise of 5 per cent. However, as the committee proposes in this 
respect no change in the bill as it came from the other House, I 
will make no motion in connection with it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask to have paragraphs 90, 91, 92, and 93 
passed over for the present, perhaps until to-morrow. The com- 
mittee intend to propose some modifications of all the amendments 
reported to those paragraphs. 

r. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator be ready to take up 
those paragraphs to-morrow? 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope so and think so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Iowa? The Chair hears none. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 21, after line 15, to strike 
| out paragraph 94, as follows: 

#4. Plain green or colored, molded or pressed, and flint and lime glass bot- 
tles, holding more than 1 quart, and demijohns and carboys, covered or un- 
covered, and other plain green or colored, molded or pressed bottle glass- 
ware, not apocaily provided for in this act, | cent per pound; plain rreen or 
colored, molded or pressed, flint or lime glass bottles and vials, holding not 
more than 1 quart and not less than 1} pints, 1} cents per pound; holding not 
more than 1} pints and not less than one-fourth of | pint, 1} cents per pound; 
if holding less than one-fourth of a pint, 50 cents per gross: Provided, That 
none of the above articles shall pay a less rate of duty than 40 i, cent ad 
valorem: And provided further, That any of the above articles, if fille1 and 
not otherwise specially provided for in this act, and the contents are sub- 
ject to an ad valorem rate of duty, or to a rate of duty regulated in any man- 
ner by the value thereof, the value of such bottles, vials, or other vessels 
shall be added to the value of the contents for the ascertainment of the du- 
tiable value of the latter, but if filled and not otherwise provided for in this 
act, and the contents are not subject toan ad valorem rate of duty or toa 
rate of duty regulated in any manner bY the value thereof, or if free of duty, 
such bottles, vials, or other vessels shall pay, in addition to the duty, if any, 
on their contents, the rates prescribed in this paragraph. 


And insert: 

94. Plain green or colored, molded or pressed, and flint, limo, or lead glass 
bottles, vials, jars, and covered or uncovered demijohns and carboys, any of 
the foregoing, filled or unfilled, and whether their contents be dutiable or 
free, except such as contain merchandise subject to an ad valorem rate of 
duty, or to a rate of duty based in whole or in part upon the value thereof, 
shall pay duty as follows: If holding more than t pint, seven-eighths of 1 cent 
per pound; if holding not more than 1 pint and not less than one-fourth of a 
pint, 1} cents per pound; if holding less than one-fourth of a pint, 45 cents 

r gross: Provided, That none of the above articles shall pay a less rate of 
duty than 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask to have the paragraph goover. I donot 
object to the rate particularly so much as to the classification, 
which is different from that agreed to by the House. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no change of classification from the 
resent law or the act of 1890, I will say to the Senator from New 
ersey. 

Mr. SEWELL. Iam aware of that fact; but there is from the 
bill as it comes from the other House. One part of the classifica- 
tion is left out, and a very important one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. ALDRICH. [I am not going to object to the Senator's 
request, but we have already passed over quite a number of para- 
graphs at his request, and it will be necessary to take some of 
them up in the immediate future. 

Mr. SEWELL. The Senator has passed over quite a number, 
and I am very much obliged to the committee for doing so; but I 
represent a State which has great manufacturing interests, and 
this is an essential one and one of our largest. The committee 
have left out a part of the classification under which the quart 
bottle is taxed less than the pint; or less protection is given it. I 
think they_ought to give it further consideration before passing 
upon the paragraph. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that we have left out no part of the 
classification, but if the Senator wants to have the paragraph go 
over I shall not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph will be passed 
over. Thenext amendment reported by the Committee on Finance 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page after line 13, it is proposed to 
strike out paragraph 95, as follows: 

%. Articles of flint, lime, or other glass, molded, pressed, or blown, not 
oes previtet for in this act ont not cut, engraved, painted, etched, 


ecorated, stained, silvered, gilded, or otherwise ornamented, 0 per 
cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 





24 
23, 











The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 19, to strike out 
paragraph 96, as follows: 


96. Articles of glass, cut, engraved, painted, colored, stained, decorated, 
silvered, gilded, etched, frosted, en ad in any manner, or otherwise orna- 
mented, not specially provided for in this pf and porcelain or opal glass- 
ware, 0) per cent ad valorem. 


And insert: 


96. Glass bottles, decanters, or other vessels or articles of glass, cut, en- 
graved, painted, colored, stained, silvered, gilded, etched, frosted, printed in 
any manner or otherwise ornamented, decorated, or ground (except such 

nding as is necessary for fitting stoppers), and porcelain and opal glass- 
ware; all the foregoing, filled or unfilled, and whether their contents be duti- 
able or free, 60 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. I wish to call attention to the fact that thisis a 


return to the McKinley rate. The duties in the existing law are | if 


40 and 45 per cent upon the two classifications. We go back to 
the highest duties that ever have been or upon these goods, 
which were placed upon these articles in 1890. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
me Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 97, as fol- 
ows: 


97. Glass bottles, decanters, or other vessels or articles of glass, when en- 
graved, painted, colored, printed, stained, etched, or otherwise ornamented 
or decorated, or when cut, frosted, or ground, except only such nding as 


o 

is necessary tor fitting s rs, shall, if filled, duty in ngiition to an 
= > ss contents as if not filled, unless Rhorwise specially provides 
or in . 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 98, 24, line 20, before the word ‘‘ cents,” to strike out 
**three-eighths” and insert ‘‘ one-fourth;” so as to read: 

#8. Unpolished, cylinder, crown, and common window glass, not exceeding 
10 by 15 inches square, 1} cents per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro a If there be no objection, the 
amendment will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I donot think these amendments should be en- 
tered as agreed to, for personally I wish to be considered as object- 
ing to all of them. 

r. JONES of Arkansas. The rate on this as. cylin- 
der, crown, and common window glass under the law as it stands 
now is i cent per pound. The bill as it passed the other House 
provides for a tax of 1§ cents, an increase over the present law of 
three-eighths of a cent - pound. The Senate committee moves 
to strike out three-eighths and insert one-fourth. I hope that the 
Senate will strike out ‘‘three-eighths” and will not insert ‘‘ one- 


fo $ 

I believe that the tax —— to remain as it is now in the Wilson 
Act, at 1 cent a pound. t gives an ad valorem tax of 39.57 per 
cent. The bill as it comes from the House proposes to increase it 
from 89 per cent to 55 per cent, and the Senate proposes to reduce 
it from 55 per cent to 49 per cent; but it is an increase over 39 per 


cent. 

Mr. MILLS. That is the first part. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In the first bracket. 

This is an article which enters into universal consumption, as 
we all know. It is useless to discuss it. There is not a family or 
a home in the United States which this provision does not propose 
to tax, and to tax most unreasonably.- The glass tax existing at 
this time is unfair. It is outrageously high. The glass business 
of the United States is under the control of trusts. ere is prac- 


tically no competition. The men who have combined the glass | thet 


interests control the trade. They dictate the market. They regu- 
late the output and the handling of the entire product, and there 
is no occasion, there is no reason, there is no apology for attempt- 
ing further to strengthen the hands of those men. The aie 
paid these people are said to be enormods y, and whether 
they are or not, two window-glass associations control the entire 
output or almost the whole output of the United States. 

. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator from Arkansas if there 
has been any increase in importation under the 1-cent tax? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There seems to have been a slight 
increase, There were 12,778,538 pounds imported in 1893, under 
the particular paragraph we are nar and there were 13,154,- 
889 pounds imported in 1896, a very small increase. 

r. LINDSAY. There has been a decrease in value. 
Ree a JONES of Arkansas. There has been a decline in price in 
that way. 

Mr. CHILTON, There has been a decrease in the other bracket. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There was a decrease in the more ex- 
er glass, above 16 by 24 inches and not exceeding 24 by 30 

nches. There was a decrease of nearly 3,000,000 pounds in the 
importations. 
was also a large decrease in glass exceeding 24 by 36 inches, 
and another large decrease by 3,000,000 pounds in the bracket 
above that, a still larger size. It was only as to the smaller sizes 
that this prevailed. 
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May 28, 


statement was submitted by the Boston Plate and Window Glass 
Company. They make statements of fact which the Senate can 
not afford to ignore, and which the American people will not over. 
look. I propose to call the attention of the on to those state- 
ments as well as some others which I have in my possession, 
Amongst all the iniquities that are involved in the pending bi|] _ 
and their name is legion—the tax imposed in the window-glass 
schedule, for the size of it, is perhaps the most monstrous of tho 
whole measure. The crockery schedule is bad enough, but the 
taxon window glassisabsolutely unpardonable. This statement is: 

As importers and jobbers of cylinder common window glass, we beg to re. 
quest that there be no qavence i the rates of duties over fhose now imposed 
on this article by Schedule B of the present law of August 28, 1894, and that 


— ge be made in the same there be a reduction of said rates, and for 
the following reasons—— 


Mr. SEWELL. What is the Senator reading from? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam capes) Mee on a statement made 
by the president of the Boston Plate and Window Glass Company 
to the House Committee on Ways and Means in the hearing 
before the tariff bill was brought in by the committee. 

Mr. SEWELL. They are importers? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is signed by Mr. Hills, president, 

Mr. CHILTON. What is the ? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Page 259. 

Mr. GEAR. They are importers? 

Mr. JONES of Ar . Theyareimporters. They make the 
statement that they are importers. They say: 

As importers and jobbers of cylinder common window glass, etc. 

So there is no effort on their part to conceal the fact that they 
are es of glass, but to give the reasons, 

a 





ut they propose 
They claim to state the facts. te what they state is true, their 
contention is certainly correct: 
The ote aa opemmetion of such glass in the United States is at pres- 
ent about to 3,500,000 boxes of 50square feet each. Of this total there 
im about 600,000 to 800,000 boxes of 50 


is square feet. At the present 
rate of duty there is oa manufacturers which en- 
ables them to supply about three-fourths, at least, of the total consumption. 
The tduty omperte eae ae our own importations of this article 
are at as large in quantity as of any other importer in the United 
States, they may safely be taken as a guide to show what percentage the 
rate of duty now on the total importations of this article into this coun- 
bears to the cost to the a of the same. 
walge ge fens Ra pana meee oY pe eee 
year per cen’ e total cos 

"This “total cost abroad ” includes the 
yom and the cost of the boxes 
tion to the above, there is the 

Eu to this country and other charges. 
k gives the American manufacturers of this 


abroad to the importer. We beg also to y oppose the adoption of any 


t is now so adjusted 
that the rate on small-sized glass is than that assessed on larger sizes. 
The small sizes are used principally by the poorer classes of the community 
hese classes. Few. articles of such 1 the tot w ich 

. ; cos 1c. 
ran eueieaest et qietoy cle 


are 
@ have thought it best ¢o state simply the above facts and not trouble 
your committee with further figures and details, trusting that the above 
on eee will be enough to cuptings, your honorable committee that 
an of duties over present unwarranted, and that a de- 
bears heavily on the living Redieamempennes of the whole 

10. 

the revenues of the Government by enabling us 
We would add that the business is conducted by us without any combina- 
tors or with any 


manufacturers whom we and 
sell in competition with each other and 


Boston PLATE AND WINDOW GLASS COMPANY, 
HILLS, President. 


A a statement was submitted b to the same com- 
mittee. He says: y hin 


We beg to protest against any increase in the present tariff on polished 
plate glass. 


That is plate glass. I will not read the statement at this time, 
although the arguments to one are to a great extent 
applicable to the other. 

ask Senators who have not taken the trouble to read these 
statements over to listen to me while I read a statement made by 
Messrs. Holbrook Bros., of New York, to the same committee on 
January 9. It is not long, but it is clear and distinct: 


New Yor«, Janwary 9, 1897. 


‘ 

sé 

2 
pe 


We to take the li of our an increase in 
the oe eee ie ems bo an nen wap i y already ex- 


cessive, being very nearly 100 per cent. Taking as an a the whole 
country our own il see by 


for , You will see by the inclosed 

which can readily veriied atthe cx + that our 

renee BS valorem duty is percent. Asan to Mr. Bopine’s argu- 

ment that the increase in since the Wilson bill is over ‘0 per 

cent, we beg to give you a list of the importations at this port of entry since 

1800: Boxes 
SD chinks tdaae kuimdbhinevied el od ccttie halls co cteesncecese 395, © 

BEER wwodacnbie inebeiabe onl a8, 900 acres ssn. <----- 208, Ah 


SED sninepsdistenlbuadeteaiandutele OIG ccsdcsedacsbisioess.-0----- 837, 276 
430, 





so 


—_—— > - 


a 


i ee iene eee a lk 





1897. 





Showing steady decrease constantly, except between the years 
1995 and 1896, and the increase in importations in 1896, as every 
man who has paid any attention to the subject knows, came from 
the strikes in the glass works in the United States, their inability 
to meet the , and the increased price— 

We account for the increase of 1896 over 18% as being due to the lockout 


Wthe total of this country is about 4,000,000 boxes per year, and 
you can readily see that the importations amount to only about one-seventh. 
Four million boxes consumed, 337,000 boxes imported— 


It is needless for me to say that a | part of this glass is consumed in 
building the poorer class of houses, and it woujd therefore inflict a serious 
injury tothem as well asthe florists and gardeners, who are large consumers. 
HOLBROOK BROS. 

In connection with this letter they set out a table of the impor- 
tations of unpolished cylinder window glass by Holbrook Bros. 
from Ant for 1896. They give the number of boxes. I will 
not take the of the Senate to read the table. I will insert it 
in the REcorD, so that Senators may see what the actual shipments 
of this glass paid. It shows the rate per cent by the months 
that were paid by these people on all of their shipments, which 
ranged from 1,800 to 4,800 boxes for each month. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


Importations of unpolished cylinder window glass by Holbrook Bros. from 
Antwerp for 1896. 










Date. | Steamer. Boxes. Value. Duty. = 
: ee | 2.521 | $3,105.00 | $3,158.87 101 
St. Cuthbert... .... | 1,255 1,213.00) °1,005.54| 101 
British King... .... | 1,352 | 1,005.00 | , 332.28 | 101 
St. Enoch .......... 2,245 2,408.00 2,312.23 96 
British King. -..._. 2,220) 2,795.00} 2,308.42 | 853 
ila tele 1,885 | 1,773.00} 1,872.49) 105 
me 2,896 | 2,698.00/ 2,979.32 | 110 
2,895} 2,771.00} 2798.53! 100 
999 | 1,304.00) 1,511.20) 116 
2,931 | 2,749.00} 2,507.90 914 
3,678 | 3,347.00] 3,670.40 | 1003 
4.800 | 5.50.00! 5,352.61 | 96} 
1,839 1, 781.00 1,687.71 905 
1,600| 2,199.00} 1,891.20) 
1,794 | 2,330.00} 2,397.10) 102} 
1,825} 2,458.00} 2,585.47) 105 
104 | 193. 60 171.10 | 89 
8,002 | 3,715.00] 3,647.38 | 98 
1,484) 1,736.00/ 1,618.03) 9% 
1,716 | 1,701.00) 1,701.79| 100 
2,190} 2,924.00) 2,763.94 | 94 
3,001} 4,231.00} 3,817.62| 90 
2,507 | 2,465.00 | 2,492.38) 100 
3,488 | 4,460.00) 4,485.49 100 


—$—— | | 


Average duty, about 93.58. _ 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
well known to all gentlemen who have 
question that the wi 
is in the hands of two companies. They have divided the terri- 


As I said a few moments ago, it is 
id any attention to the 
window-g'ass production in the United States 


Or Fe, Po not tres on each other's territory. One is 
led the Western Window Glass Association and the other, I 
believe, is called the Pittsburg Window Glass Association. They 
have equally divided the country between themselves, and they 
absolutely control the markets of window glass in their own ter- 
ritory. sell the glass for whatever price they please, and it 
isa ity to bring glass from abroad. With the 
be h tariff, the loss in shipment, time, freight, in- 
a its transportation across the country it is practically 
a for the foreign article to enter into consumption at all, 
and the small percentage of 337,000 boxes, coming into a total con- 
sumption of 4,000,000 boxes, is consumed along the Atlantic Sea- 
board, where they have access by cheap ocean freight to the mar- 
with somewhat less difficulty than the people who live 
of the country and in the West. 
to me, as I said in the beginning, that in the midst 
that swarm through this bill from beginning 
more eet care — is so a 
proposition to levy a tax on the poor all over this country 
unreasonable and ou way, and not for the purpose 
an infant industry, but for the purpose of uphold- 
an organized trust that absolutely controls a well- 
ee wah is old enough to take care of itself. 
argument care of infants can not certainly apply 
in this case. They have gone far 
rast eeeenander the rates e under the Wilson Act. This 
trust ae to exist and sti 






artes ry 
BREESE; 
oe 
Hl 
ace 


& 
i 


exists now. 
those who believe that whenever a trust is organ- 


tariff in th's country all the benefit they get 
by the tariff se etheg aay deg away from that trust, and we should 
to face with any competition that can come to 

them from any part of the world. 
Mr. SE\ Ido not wish to allow that statement to go 
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unchallenged. [am intimately acquainted and connected with 
the glass manufacture which is struggling along. A few glass 
manufacturers in my section have closed down at the present time 
by reason of the fact that they can not compete with the under- 
valuation on the other side. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not understand the Senator's 
first statement. I thought he said he did not intend to allow the 
statement that this was controlled by a trust to go unchallenged. 

Mr. SEWELL. That is it exactly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before we get through I think I will 
establish it. 

Mr. SEWELL, I say the glass blowers and manufacturers in 
my section are struggling along without any trust. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There may be individual glass man- 
ufacturers in the United States who do not belong to the trust, 
but I think I will establish the fact, before I get through with this 
discussion, that nine-tenths of the production of window glass in 
this country is controlled absolutely by the twoassociations I have 
mentioned. 

Mr. SEWELL. I do not think the Senator can do that, from 
the very fact I have stated. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If I can not, it is all right. 

Mr. SEWELL. New Jersey is one of the largest manufactur- 
ers of window glass, and there is no trust there. Not one estab- 
lishment there belongs to a trust. 

Mr. MILLS. The paragraphs in the bill which we are nov con- 
sidering have duties ranging from 107 to 168 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Texas will qualify 
that statement as to the rates suggested by the Senate committee. 

Mr. MILLS. I am speaking from the book before me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no such rate in the Senate commit- 
tee’s suggestions as 168 per cent. 

Mr. MiLLS. I find here, above 10 by 15 inches, not exceeding 
16 by 24 inches square, 1$ cents per pound, and it runs out 107.2 

yer cent. I find above 16 by 24 inches and not exceeding 24 by 30 
inches, 2 cents per pound, as fixed by the Senate committee, and 
it runs ont 115.16percent. Ifind in the next paragraph the Senate 
rate at 22 cents per pound, making 126.46 per cent. I find on all 
above 24 by 36 the Senate rate is 2} cents per pound, running out 
168.82 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is evidently a mistake in the computa- 
tion. I myself noticed that the other day. If the Senator will 
look at the price per pound, it is 2.2 cents, and at the rate of 24 
cents the average ad valorem would not be as great as that sum. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Where does the Senator find 2.2 cents 
a — as the price? 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the computations on the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not find it. 

Mr. GRAY. On page 88. 

Mr. WHITE. I think the Senator will find that those compu- 
tations are correct. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Two and two-hundredths is given as 
the price eee und of that glass. 

Mr. AL RICH. No; 2.2. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I believe the Senator is right. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, there may be some slight error in 
these figures, but they are approximately correct. Wecan assume 
that. T want to know on what principle a tax of 115, or 120, or 
130, or 140, or 150, or 168 per cent can be levied on any article. In 
the early days of our Government, when we were without manu- 
factures, we felt the necessity of having them, and especially the 
manufacture of articles necessary to carry on a war for the defense 
of our Government. In those days there were high taxes, but they 
did not approach within a thousand miles the rate we have to-day. 
High rates were imposed to build up infant industries to make 
this country independent and enable us to stand against all the 
powers of the world. So our factories were built up to a certain 
extent; and now. sir, they go beyond those of any other nation in 
the world. We manufacture more than Great Britain and France 
together, and striking Great Britain out of the list, we manufac- 
ture more than the whole Continent of Europe, or somewhere 
approximately near that point. 

t has been stated in the last fifteen or twenty years that our 
tariff system is alone to be justified by the necessity of making 
up the difference in the wage cost paid in this country and in 
foreign countries. A few years ago, when a tariff discussion was 

ecipitated upon the country, and Mr. Blaine returned from 
Paris and came home, he said that tariff rates were not being 
im for the benefit of the manufacturer. He said the capi- 
talists can take care of themselves; they do not need protection; it 
is the labor that needs the protection; and he said it was a question 
of labor from skin to core, and from core back to skin again. I 
quote his exact words. He said it was aquestion purely of labor. 

Now, then, what is the labor cost on $100 worth of glass as shown 

our census returns? Fifty-four dollars. The foreign cost is 
et I give the statement of a manufacturer before the Ways and 

eans ittee. Ten dollars is the difference in cost of $100 
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worth of glass. But here we give them the whole labor cost, all 
the cost of the material, all the cost out for interest on their 
capital, and all the cost expended for the repairs of machinery 
and keeping up their plants. In addition to that we give them 
from 107 to 1 — cent as a clear bonus, besides giving them 
everything that they expend for their labor and for their material 
and for all other purposes. 

Now, they must produce this glass at some profit, after paying 
for labor and material. In $100 worth of glass they ought to 
make a profit of ten, fifteen, or twenty dollars; but if they make 
only $5, they must make something. Why, then, is it that we 
should give them this enormous duty of $68 on $100 worth of glass 
or $25 or $50 on $100 worth of glass? 

Mr. President, there are two things to consider in these rates. 
We are imposing upon imported goods two most serious things to 
our country. One is the enormous burden of taxation that we 
are imposing upon the great body of our people. We talk about 
taxing 100 per cent as though it were atrifle. Lay a tax of 3, 4, 
or 5 per cent wpon the capital of this country; go into your cities 
or into your towns, and you would raise a revolution if you should 
impose a tax of 5 per cent on the wealth of this country. Yet we 
stand here with perfect indifference and pile up a taxation of 100, 
200, and 800 per cent. We pass over an article here carrying a 
duty of over 800 per cent, if these figures are correct, and it seems 
not to attract any attention. The people are exhausted with tax- 
ation—indirect taxation. They do not see it, but.so much the 
worse for them. Such adirect tax would produce a revolution in 
the country. A 5 per cent tax on the wealth of the country would 
produce a revolution all over the ccuntry if it were direct and the 
people saw it. 

That is one serious consideration; and the other pernicious effect 
from these excessive duties is the restriction of importation. But 
we do not stop to think how that affects our country, especially 
the poorer parts of the country, the almost destroyed South, that 
lives by the production of cotton. I represent in part the largest 
cotton State in the whole Union. Two-thirds of that product has 
got to seek a foreign market. Only one-third is consumed in this 
country. Every time we prohibit $100 worth of goods from com- 
ing into this country we prohibit the export of an equivalent 
amount from the country. Cotton is one of the chief exports. 
Cotton, breadstuffs, and provisions are the chief exports, and what 
cuts down the price of exports impoverishes the — At the 
same time you are piling excessive taxes upon them to support 
not the Government—there is no pretense that it is to support the 
Government—but it is to keep imports from coming to the coun- 
try, to pile eae in the pockets of the trusts, corporations, 
and combinations to control the politics and government of the 
country. 

Here common window glass is taxed $168 on $100 worth. Is it 
a crime to look through a window pane? Why are the poor peo- 
ee out, who have their little windows to let the light of 

aven into their humble habitations: and are they to be told 
that it is acrimein the eyes of the National Government for 
them to have window panes? 

But what good does all this do? These high rates will be put 
on, and worse rates will be put on. Your exports will be cut off 
or reduced in value; your people will be f and further o 

, and money will be made scarcer, without which it 
impossible to pay debts or to pay the dues to the National, 
State, and local governments. 

Mr. President, there ought to be some reason assigned why 

these duties are putin here. It is not to protect infant industries. 


It is not to cover the difference in labor between the cheaper labor | cent, 


of foreign countries and ours, It is to give a bounty to wealth, a 

bounty to powerful conpeenanes and trusts. The whole country 

seems to be absclutely in the hands of these powerful creatures, 
whom we are powerless to conténd. _ 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, it would seem'as if the tax that is 
now being discussed before the Senate is one that ought to be made 
and laid upon the shoulders of the people with 
with ge consideration. Thisis ically and really a window 
tax, the most odious form of taxa that is known to the history 
of the Roeimeanching yew. It has more than once, in the 
history of the country which we derived our laws and most 
of our early colonists, been the cause of revolution. It has always 
been the cause of protest whenever it was laid. 

It is taxing one of those articles that enter into the use of the 
masses of the people. It concerns the shelter of the masses of the 

le. it concerns the building of homes, and is a tax on eve 
without peying tax as proposed. by th | aailen, aod tor what 
a as pro is ion, and for w: 
e paid? Not Tor revenue into the Treasury of the 
States, paid into the coffers of a protected class. 


t caution and | N 


ple of the country, while they may feel the burden, will say. « \\-.. 
are honest and patriotic people, and we are willing to a oan 
share of the burden of ne taxation.” But why should {),,. 
be called u to pay this unnecessary and this burdensoim. ; 

not to the Government, but to the beneficiaries of this legisla; ,,,. 

My. President, I only rose to add my voice to the protest «1, | e 
half of my le and the people of the whole country ay.\;,.; 
sucha tax as this. It seems to me it violates those fundamen il 
principles which ought to tg in the taxation of a free pe.),), 
and that we can not be a” ein the Tr sense of that 
term if we submit to the imposition of a tax like this. Woo 

How is it that when this tax bill is brought in here to {|| ;),, 
depleted coffers of the United States Treasury we are told {}),; 
they are not to be refilled unless a toll is levied by the proto t,.; 
classes out of every dollar that goes into the Treasury? They. j, 
a deficit, they tell us, in the Treasury of the United States, a.) 
between expenditure and income, and these people tell us, ©: \’,;; 
shall not fill up that deficit unless you pay toll to us, and dollars 
and dollars must go into our pockets before one dollar cay «, 
into the Treasury of the United States.” This tax on glass is (15 
of those odious taxes which will be felt in every remote hq.) 
in the United States, and they well may inquire why it is that \\is 
burden has been added to the back of erican labor. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the section now under consiier4- 
tion and those following it are of course very closely related. 
There are several documents which have been transmitted t) 1). 
and, I presume, to all other Senators, that bear more or less 11). 
this subject, and in so far as their accuracy is demonstrate: })y 
reference to the statistics of the Government there should }o 5 
question as to the enemys be the t. 

I have here a statement of New York in window glass, 
They, of course, are importers and interested adversely to tho 
manufacturers of glass. The statement made by one is unfair 
unless accompanied by that presented by the other: 

The New York dealers in wind is analysi 
of theDtnaley taxi bill, with theatmple seabemeastaet the mere ysis 


rein are in no instance estimated, but are actual and susceptible of proof 
by comparison with invoices in the possession of the Treasury Departmi.-nt 


The next statement refers to 99. Iwill ask to have 
the whole of the analysis contained in document printed as a 
part of my remarks. 

The Senate committee reduced the amount suggested in the 


House bill, and I understand the Senator from Arkansas has 
either suggested or moved that the amendment proposed }y the 
Senate committee be amended by reducing the amount to the sum 
specified in the Wilson bill. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir; my motion was, as a sub- 
stitute for the Senate amendment, to strike out 14 cents and insert 
1 cent, which is the Wilson rate. 

Mr. WHITE. It isin support of that amendment to paragraph 
98 that [am now addressing my remarks. Of course, if the reduc- 
tion asked for by those of us who believe the amount should !: 
reduced is voted down, naturally we will prefer the Senate amend- 
ment to tting the bill to rest as it came from the Honse. 

The ules contained in the document to which I have already 
adverted, and which I will te asa part of my remarks, 
are ee and there are a few matters contained therein 
— ich I will comment. In anote to the first page I find the 


Nors.—The brackets, 36 40 and 40 did not exist in either the 
McKinley or Wilsom bills and the Introdwation of thon in the Dingley 1 
makes an increase in the three , of 8 per cent, 24 per 
and 106 per cent over the McKinley 


The writer refers to the classification under paragraph 99 in the 
following words: ' 


{Extract from Dingley tariff bill—Schedule B, paragraph 99. 
Unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window gless: 


Cents. 


ot exceeding 10 by 15 Ss un innititidinndgtinksercs<~.-POr d.. lf 
Above that and Taian... 00. li 
Above that and not soe bina aa encne do.... 2 
Above that and not m2 Cn ccan en... do.... 2% 
Snore Sane aes  - 2 square......... per pound. Hy 
ding idee bene enoceeGO..-- UF 

Bhevelieh not ee ne oon do.... 4 


porto in Sx atl contain equate font as Beaty ge ease Wl)" 


and the duty shall be computed the actual weight of 


=. 

* Nore—The 30 by 40 and 40 in either the Mc- 

Kinley or Wilson bills, abd the intredwetign of them in Dingley bil 2k 
ncrease last three cent, anc 

108 per cent over the McKinley bill. —— 


So here is a new classification, and in amount largely in excess 
of the McKinley Act. P 
The document then proceeds as follows: 


Basis for calculating duty. 
Boxes containing 50 square feet of glass. 





ov 8888 
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and duty will indicate the weight of the burden laid upon men of moderate 
means: 





= pounds lalate e - | Wilson | Dingley Dingley 
ri BR Antwerp. | duty duty lorem. 
40 -- —- a ——'— ai 
oe ess, 52 pounds, at rate nd, and double thickn ” Per cent 
Single thickness, at rate per pound, and double thickness, 98 by 28 to 94 by 96 .................-... 1.33 1.60 30 17 
pounds, at rate per pound, produce duty per box of 5 square feet of glass. 28 by 3k to 28 by 44 een epee | 31 48) &3 10 
: the duties levied under the McKinley, Wilson, and Din ay 46 to WO by 50 ................--.- 1.54 1.70 3.10 200 
Comparison of tariff bills. 7 giey 30 by &2 to 30 by 54 ............- eteciiai 1.67 1.70 3.10 190 





These tables may be studied more effectually when they are in- 
corporated in full in the Recorp. 
© Senator from New Jersey {Mr. SEWELL] spoke of certain 
manufacturers in his State which were not in the combination. 
Of course, if the Senator makes the assertion, I know it must be 
correct, but I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the state- 
ment contained in this document, not inconsistent with the asser- 


[Per box of 50 square feet of contents. ] 
















gl. .80} $1.10 |......... . . ; 

DE. OOt ” BOL cépkasnd tion of that Senator at all, but still showing the practical control, 
+= +2 2 neeee eens though not exclusive and universal, but the practical control of 
250| 170| 270\....--~~ | the trust in the premises. I read again from the same document: 
2.50 1.70 3. St inaveeena WINDOW-GLASS MANUFACTURERS’ COMBINATION. 

ee so 3.95 s The total consumption of the country is from 3,500,000 to 4,000,000 boxes of 
331 235 re 108 50 square feet per annum, of which about one-sixth is imported, the remain- 
3 56 22 5.00 4 ing. ve-sixths ing supplied by the American manufacturers 

7 he domestic ustry is controlled by two consolidated organizations— 


the Pittsburg Window Glass Company and the Western Window Glass Com- 
ny—and four or five cooperating factories. Seven-eighths of the produc- 
ive capacity of the country is controlled by these organizations, and they 
also regulate price of labor, duration of operations, and make fixed prices for 
jobbers, dealers, and consumers. 





bill over the specific rates in 


Per cent. The ramifications of this combination will readily be understood by refer- 
a Sti ence to the official achedules issued by the *‘ national executive committee” 
a BO of the consolidated organizations. 
ater n nnn en ne een nn nen eens ce ee en eene= yo The last e of this document is interesting reading in connec- 

si | ,, The last page of t é g 
ST psy, | tion with the particular subject now before us and the whole 
a a a24, | schedule, I read: 
Dt Rietttinincbimneprbsknpbtinsbnce eastenainiiie 106 


FORECAST OF THE LEADING GLASS MANUFACTURER IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Ad valorem rates on first cost of common window glass, according to the [Published in the National Glass Budget, March 27, 1897.] 


experience of the largest im in New York City during the year 1896, ; : . 
Sauer the present law, and van wdlovees on the same importations at the The window-glass situation. 
rates proposed in the Dingley bill Under recent date the Chambers Glass Company, New Kensington, Pa., 
has issued the following circular to the trade: 
Under the Wilson bill ad valorem equivalent of cen “The Ways and Means Committee of the present Congress have reported 
Under the Dingley bill the duty on same im would be an ad | the ley ff bill, which restores the McKinley duties on window glass, be- 
valorem equivalent of 140} per cent. — iD Ly —e oe == by - ©“ by 60), which increases the 
: uties over the Mc y on those and on all larger sizes. 
It is true that the Senate committee F a reduction, but The writer has been in Washington several days, returning from there the 
that reduction, while it reduces the suggested by the original Geet of the week, one from the very best information obtainable has no 
5 i oubt the tari illw ss the Senate and become a law not later than July 
bill, does not reach a point even approximately similar to that 1, and ae pen. June 1, or earlier. This means increased cost, as 
of the Wilson bill. both 3 and material will be very much higher. This, taken in connec- 
The document continues: tion with the further fact that stocks are small and factories have not an 
average of over three months’ additional time to run this fire—a part of this 
Comparison of cost of foreign window glass, f.0.b. Antwerp, with cost of Ameri- | time be the hot months, when production is reduced very materially— 
can window glass, f. o. b. Pittsburg. makes it t certain that there will not be glass enough to supply “ven a 


moderate consumption up to the middle of next September, which is the 
earliest time aow aiese from next fire could possibly come onto the market. 

With these conditions, we feel that we are justified in predicting a stiff 
market and a full demand for all the glass which will be made, with proba- 
bilities altogether in favor of higher prices. We therefore do not hesitate to 
advise our friends to buy at | mans prices all the glass they believe they will 
require up to the Ist of Seto r next. 


Ocean freight, marine insurance, interest, and custom-house charges amount 
g to ya een ot cot, which must be added to the protection afforded by 


SINGLE THICKNESS. 


CHAMBERS GLASS COMPANY, 
J. A. CHAMBERS, President. 


I take it that this assertion is well founded, or it would not 
have been made in this public manner. 






90.87 I have before me a letter accompanying a document illustrating 
8 this situation, which comes from the city of New York, and is 

3 signed by Theodore W. Morris & Co., which is as follows: 

i3 New York, April 12, 1897. 


Dear Sir: We hand you herewith an analysis of the Dingley tariff bill 
which has been prepared from actual experience in the importation of com- 
mon window giass— 


They refer to the statement already read— 


The figures contained in the document are in no instance estimated, but 
are susceptible of proof by comparison with documents in the possession of 
the Government. The enactmentof the Dingley bill will practically prohibit 
the importation of window and reduce the revenue to that extent. 
The ad valorem equivalent of the duty levied under the existing law is 94 per 
cent, and it is based not upon any exceptionally low cost, but upon the high- 
est ruling in Europe for the past five or more years. Upon the same 
valuation the duties levied u the same goods under the Dingley bill would 
amount to 140 per cent ad valorem. We feel confident that the documents 
submitted herewith will influence the action of your honorable committee. ° 
We have the honor to remain, 


RS22se 
gr pope gore 
SSNSSS 








- spams ton, . 
French single, 84 per cent on double, foreign list. 
py a a per cent, American list. 


past. present discount, and also the highest price for five years Yours, very truly, s 
7" tai oe ieeey Ci tiainae THE. W. MORRIS & CO. 
Bere a former bill. ee ee United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Sizes inches ” “above If we look at the comparative table under which we are acting, 
cation, fetes sed int ‘Dingloy bil lassi re fail to find any ae oo ae om ed to be 
ot former make posed consistent 6 theory announ as the theory gov- 
cunts poe 4 on same il (above 0) 4t cents per pound against 2+ | erning the framing of this bill. ‘It is not true that there 1, any 


foreign competition resulting from any anterior legislation. It is 
not true that the foreign competition is of such a character as to 
prevent the profitable carrying on of this industry under the high 
rate of 94 per cent. And this I reason from the fact that but a 
very small portion of the actual consumption of the United States is 


An enormous rate—over 100 per cent. 


Lene eae 
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supplied by the imported goods. Of this there seems to benodoubt; 
and, looking at the comparative table on page 36, we find that in 
1898 ‘cylinder, crown, and common window glass, unpolished 
not exceeding 10 by 15 inches square,” showed an importation of 
12,778,538 pounds, as compared with 13,154,689 pounds in 1896—a 
very trifling increase, exceedingly so. 
aking the size ‘above 10 by 15 inches and not exceeding 16 
by 24 inches,” the importations in 1893 were 15,298,276 pounds, and 
in 1896, 15,873,922 pounds, or almost the same; the figures com- 
are quite closely. ‘‘Above 16 by 24 inches and not exceeding 
4 by 80 inches,” we had in 1893 an importation of 17,471,844 
tng and in 1896, 12,318,075, or more than 5,000,000 less in 1896 
han in 1893. 
Mr. GRAY. Under the Wilson law and under the McKinley 


law? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes. So, asI have already said, if it be an ex- 
cuse that there have been excessive importations supplied from 
forei — that excuse has no applicability here, because the 
supply, instead.of increasing in this grade, has actually dimin- 
ished, and the duty already written in the Wilson law as to that 

articular item was 14 cents per pound, making an ad valorem of 

00 2 cent anda littleover. The committee proposition is 115.16; 
the House proposition 139.70. 

It is interesting to note the extent of the reductions pro by 
theSenate committee upon this particularitem. Thus, in the sizeof 
*‘not exceeding 10 by 15” the House bill is 55, the Senate bill 
49.46, and the old rate was 43.15; in the size ‘‘above 10 by 15” the 
House bill is 125 and the Senate bill 107.02; in the size “above 16 
by 24” the House bill is 139.70 and the Senate bill 115.16; in the 
*‘eylinder, crown, and common window glass, unpolished, not 
exceeding 24 by 36 inches” the House rate is 151.31, the Senate 
bill 126.46, and the rate in the Wilson law is 103.24. 

Mr. President, this schedule has attracted much attention all 
over the country. [have acommunication here from a very promi- 
nent wholesale dealer in the city in which I live. He refers not 
only to this schedule, but also to the earthenware schedule. I 


intended to gee his remarks in connection with another sched- 
ule, and will do so, perhaps, later on as to the phs that 
were over to-day. 1 will, however, ask the retary to 


e letter, as it applies not only to earthenware, but also 
to crockery increases in general. The firm forwarding this com- 
munication is a reputable and well-established institution and deals 
not in foreign goods alone, but deals in domestic articles as well, 
having a general assortment and meeting the demands of the trade 
in bot ticulars. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 


a. 

e Secretary read as follows: 
Los ANGELES, CAL., April 12, 1897. 

Dzar Sir: We call to pour attention the crockery and glassware changes 
in the new tariff bill, which we think is entirely , and give you reasons 
for so thinking, and, if there is any ble way to do so, we would like to 
this matter before Senate committee who has of 
ee has passed the it 


rT reasons are as follows: 

1. English ware, under the present Wilson tariff, costs at port of entry about 
cent more the same e of American ware is se for. 

This difference of about 15 per cent shows that either the American 
manufacturer did not get the protection afforded him or could not take ad- 
van of it on account of the difference in quality between the foreign and 
domestic productions. 

8. As the present nominal duty of 30 per cent is cqntied to the package and 
charges, as well as to the ware itself,and added to this is the foreign 

reign ocean fret es marine insurance, the American manufacturer, 
under the Wilson is actually afforded a protection of about 69 per cent 


Per cous on ginmeware, 
4. Since the change from the McKinley ff to the Wilson, there have 
been but few failures for the last three years, which shows plainiy that they 
are in condition at the rate at which the one een. eee. 
5. The rate of duty of 56 per cent tewhite mware increases 
the protection to the American manufacturér from 69 per cent, as noted in 
paragraph to about 92 per cent. \ 
6. The object of the Ways and Means Committee, as given out, is toin- 
the revenue as well as to afford additional protection. 
he premection afforded, ta | mg ey yo the ae teweeen eee 
cen orces consumer ana 
profit or tribute. if oe haneien do not take the 
van afforded them, but use it to undersell f wares, will not re- 
action on the Government by reducing the importa’ ? 
8. Past tn the china abd earthenware industries hes proven 
that an eareene of protection Goss ach alws an 
the : ld, however, the Ame potters res t 
duction of r cent in wages, there would a 
cent tlonal profite to the American proposed rate 
.. To be more explicit. the American manufacturers, under the Wil- 
have a protection of 69 per cent, and it is have madea 
t, as they have continued and some have business and 
penton bes .. Consequently, if they are given an additional 
8 between 69 92 per cent, or 23 per cent, the 
m ceggua oS ied to nen oes Se ae ae, 
make a total r cent, and deducting a possible tion 
per cent in wages, t would leave  ne¥ approximate margin of 25) Der 


“Tr . F Fe ee ene ae et 
Ree Soe sr oti na errome an 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


to | any theory of protection, 
re- | quate, because under it ee substantial increase of 








ll. Few, if any other, schedules on the new a 
ae if any of ? tariff bill have been advancog 


12. We are dealers in both the American and foreign wares to mect 
; eet th 
demands of aes, ha fe be | —— in any foreign factories, our func, 4 


as me best value for the consumer; “» 
that, as crockery and glassware are used in every household in the land 
there is no necessity on which the new tariff protection will |. <2 
severely felt, for reason that an increase from 30 to 55 and from %5 .) 0 
ee willadd fully 25 per cent to the retail prices which every family yj) 
ioe cone Je0 Spots wih ony other Satoumation ng this tariff, you 

j e Yrockery ; 
Glassware n room 00, Borden Block, Chicegs ery and 

ours, y; 


M 1. 
Hon. STEPHEN M. WHITE, BIBERG BROS, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas (Mr 
JONEs] read a communication which has been transmitted to the 
honorable chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of tho 


House of resentatives by the Boston Plate and Window (\ass 
Company. at institution inclosed a copy of the same letter to 
me, I shall not read the inclosure, however, as it is now in the 


ReEcorpD in the remarks of the Senator from Arkansas, but | wil] 
read the note which was transmitted to me at the time the inclo- 
sure was sent. The letter is as follows: 


Boston, March 31, 1897. 

DEAR Str: We beg to inclose of a letter we sent on January 5 last to 
fee Hon. aaa aroeee Jn ittee on Ways and 

eans, and we make an tional protest any increase what- 
*oehen = oy present rates of duties on eoeleael antes. window yo 

Schedu y 

The rates of duties on this article by the present or Wilson tariff give the 
American manufacturers a protection of nearly 100 t the co 
the glass packed and delivered on board stenmners abroad. — se 

That is a very remarkable statement, but it seems to be entirely 
verified and vindicated by the figures already presented— 


This was the average percentage of protection during the whole year 18%, 

and is se case tora 5 daitinn ne F 
made 'y total importations or year , 1 sho 

the average duty on the ave sizes and qualities used in a — aioe 

The rates by the nt come so near to bei hibitory that three- 

quarters or more of the ly consumption of abou $500,000 boxes of glasg 


Any in Sar tee duties will t 

y increase w ver 0 ra u end to less 

the now small Re ecaai ea any im tion of this arti 
and many employees 


prohibition is the desired ob- 
of 50 per cent of the rates of 


ect of the present tariff revision, a 
io cylinder window glass will increase the rev- 


the makers a of about 50 per 
cent on an article that isa and that 8 the cost of living of 
many ons of our people, while benefit to be derived from an increase 


le. 
in the present tariff rates on this article will accrue solely to only a few man 


IN PLATE AND WINDOW GLAss Co., 
By E. A. HILLS, President. 
. M. Wa 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. President, it must be obvious that the criticism which is 
directed against this schedule is not in any sense an 

attack Ae ge the theory that the American manufacturer must be 
rotected, because, so far as I am concerned, I am-assuming that 

e policy indicated by the majori 
not care, except for the purpose of illustration, to argue the mat- 
of 7 any oa but —_ is ~~ yet before - Sen- 
a dicating present tariff is not adequate; there is 
before the Senate indica‘ that it is not extremely pro- 

e American manufac is gradually obtaining 
possession of the American market, and is obtaining this possession 
not by any slow movement, but obtaining it thoroughly and rap- 
idly. As that is the case, it seems to me we have reached the 
ies where we can afford to rest. 

There is no motion before the Senate to reduce this high rate, 
which is 100 per cent now upon some and much higher 
upon others; but there is very , as is ted by the 
Senate committee, a reduction of the eae in the House bill, but 
no attempt to go back to the rates in the Wilson bill; which, upon 
and complete. It is ade- 


here must prevail, and I do 


importations; it is adequate, because under it the American 1an- 
ufacturer practically has the market; and I do not understand 


is here. 

We have the statement ofthe chairman of the er very 
> to venue 
n re is a ne Fag So which 
subject of rever Senate in connection with this 
has phd in os as the Senator from Rhode oe 
i e or- 
py ee 

is a muc 


so-called, 
Act, I shall not 
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delay the Senate at this time to find the figures, but I will state 
the result, and afterwards can refer to the matter again. 

The last fiscal year of the McKinley Act, during which it was 
enforced ut the whole of the year, terminated June 30, 
1994. The Wilson Act did not go into effect until January, 1895, 
but the last year of the McKinley Act terminated, when we refer 
to the fiscal year, on June 30, 1894. If we take the first fiscal year 
during which the Wilson law was in full force, to wit, the fiscal 

ear terminating on the 30th day of June, 1896, we find that the 
Wilson law petuced more revenue by many million dollars than 
did the McKinley Act during its last fiscal year, showing that 
during hard times—for the times were hard in both instances; 
the markets were in Lad condition; they are in a bad condition 
now, and it might be difficult, perhaps, to determine whether they 
were in a worse condition during the former period than the lat- 
ter—but, at all events, depression was the rule, and yet the Wil- 
son Act yielded more revenue than the McKinley Act, thus dem- 
onstrating, whatever may be its ee no doubt 
they are many—that as a revenue producer, as a means of obtain- 
ing money wherewith to supply the expenses of the Government, 
it was an enactment superior to the McKinley law. 

Why was that? any, among other reasons, because of 
the high duties on certain lines. True, another reason can be 
found, and a valid one, in this, that the people had no means 
wherewith to purchase; but that unfortunate condition yet pre- 
yails, and I have not yet heard anyone who undertakes to assert 
when a change will take place; that is, to assert that he has abso- 
lute knowl on that — 

Can it be policy of the Senate, or of either of the parties in 
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the Senate, to pass a bill containing provisions of a character so | 


excessive with relation to the Wilson Act as to prohibit all impor- 
tations? .If we simply desire to equalize the labor cost and to put 
the American ete in that respect upon a level with the for- 
eigner, to give him an advantage and to afford him an opportunity 
to take possession of the American market, we have done all that 
any advocate of protection could legitimately ask us to do. 

But, from this theory, and entirely independent of the 
notions of extreme protection or halfway protection, we have 

ing in our faces the truth that the McKinle 


maintain the Government, and the view of the present enactment 
is to increase the revenue. The chairman of the committee in- 
forms us that the conditions are such, and the financial results of 


the bill so problematical, that he is compelled to resort unwillingly | 
to sources which he would far rather be permitted to call on at | 


some later and more exigent time. 

Now, I submit that when we have reached the point where the 
American manufacturer has possession of the market, and where 
the statistics showing importations under the Wilson law indi- 
cate that that on is not to be disturbed, we can afford to 
rest our es, whether free trade, or protection, or anything 
else, and say, ‘‘ We have yee far enough.” 

_ There isa great deal o 


possibly I may before the Senate later on. My knowledge 
of the rates and of the effect of the proposed tariff is derived, of 
course, from what I read about it. 
called the National Glass Budget and two or three other papers 
issued by those interested on one side or the other in the business— 
I mean on the part of manufacturers or importers—and looking 
over the whole wy ot I can not find any disagreement as to the 
facts I have stated here; the hearings before the House commit- 
tee disclose no error in the figures which have been given to the 
Senate, and the computations made by the Senate Finance Com- 
mittee and submitted to us for our guidance are directly confirm- 
atory of thecriticisms which we have made here to-day. If there 
18 any Treason to su that the conclusions reached are not 

t, I would c y support the tariff suggested by the com- 
mittee, but as the matter now stands I will certainly support the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. CAFFERY. e Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH], in his speech setting forth the merits of the pending bill, 
said it is a moderate measure. If his mind adverted to the tariff 
ete glass, he certainly must have smiled in- 

mself, for the bill, instead of being moderate, is 
in its rates. Notwithstanding the fact of a decline in 
of glass along the lines of nearly every one of these 
or of paragraphs, higher specific rates of duty 
so that, as stated by the Senator from Texas 
Mitts}, the rates have run up to the excessive point of 168 


Mr. President, if there is a period when the — for protection 
has never yet been discovered. It would seem that 

upon glassware by the Wilson Act itself were 

Teh enough any of protection, or even of prohibition. 
rates are very . Glass worth 2 cents a pound some- 
times at a cent a pound, about 50 per cent ad valorem. 
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rates were 80 ex- | 
tensively prohibitive that a revenue was not afforded sufficient to | 


literature on the glass subject, apply- | 
ing generally to the various subdivisions of the bill, some of which 


I have before me a paper | 
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Under 2 cents a. on cylinder, crown, and common window 
glass, unpolished, not exceeding 10 by 15 inches, under the Wilson 
Act the duty is 1 cent a pound, the equivalent ad valorem being 
47 per cent. Those rates were high enough to satisfy the excessive 
greed for protection, and why raise the specific rates on a declin- 
ing value, unless it be to wall up the United States, completely 
shut out all foreign importations, and allow the home producers 
to charge whatever price they choose for the article? 

Is that the purpose of the pending bill? Is it not confessed here 
in the excessive rates upon glass—the common glass of the people 
that the people are to have no protection whatever against any 
rates that the home manufacturers choose to impose upon them? 
No relief can come from foreign importations. The rates are ex- 
cessive, and the people are to be turned over to the tender mercies 
of the trusts in glassware. 

It is stated by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] that 
there is no trust, but the trust naturally forms itself. There is 
no need of any trust when you have a barrier that keeps out all 
competitors in the same line of goods. That period will never 
come, dreamed of by philosophic and humane protectionists, when 
the home competition will cut down the prices. Ithas nevercome. 
It will never come. There has to be an outside influence to hold 
in check the rapacity of the home producer. He naturally unites, 
and, with or without a trust, the whole range of tariff history shows 
that the domestic price is held up to the price of the imported ar- 
ticle all the time. 

I only rose to express my indignation at the excessive rate of 
duties In paragraph 98, which we are now discussing. The Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island has been predicting estimates; 1 will pre- 
dict results. 1 predict that these excessive rates will destroy the 
very principle which they seek to upho!d—the tariff principle of 
the protectionists. You have made your walltoohigh. You have 
allowed rates to be excessive. Under the guise of those rates the 
American consumers can be absolutely tleeced. Thereis no relief 
for the consumer. Every time an importer of any article comes 


| before the Senate there is an exclamation of derision froin the 


other side of the Chamber. ‘‘ He is an importer, and therefore 
his testimony or hs statements should be utterly despised and 
rejected and scorned before the Senate.” 

From the nature of his position he more or less represents the 
consumer. The consumers can never be heard except through 
this indirect channel. They can not come here to represent them- 
selves. The body is too vast. the consumers are too poor, while 
the manufacturers have paid representatives to advance their 
interests before committees having in charge the formation of bills 
of this sort. 

It should be made very clear to the Senate that under the rates 
of the Wilson Act, as high as they were and as un-Democratic as 
they were in this particular instance, no importations have come 
in to threaten the home manufacturer. The importations have 
decreased. Wherefore is it, we ask, that you want now toimpose 
higher and higher rates, if not to turn over the consumer to the 
tender mercies of the home seller? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before the vote is taken, in view of 
the statement made by the Senator from New Jersey | Mr. Sew- 
ELL], though I do not want to be understood as saying at all that 
there was any mistake about his statement that the glass manu- 
facturers in his locality are not connected with the trust, I wish 
to present to the Senate a communication which [ received from 
James A. Pugh, manager of a glasshouse in Chicago, in which he 
says: 

The manufacturers of unpolished cylinder or common window glass are 
located in Indiana and Pennsylvania, in the natural-gas belts, fuel being a 
large item in the capenee of manufacturing this glass. The window-glass 
manufacturers have formed themselves into two associations, one known as 
the Pittsburg Window Glass Association, which controls the distribution of 
the product for the Eastern market, and the other as the Western Window 
Glass Association, controlling the distribution of the produccion for the 
Western market, these two associations controlling about 95 per cent of the 
production in this country. These associations fix a price at which window 
glass shall be sold, and all orders are divided pro rata among the factories 

The importations of window glass are c maenairey small, compared with 
the production in this country, and what glass there is imported is for the 
Eastern market, the freight being too much to send it out West. 

The manufacturers, through these associations, at the beginning of each 
season, sign a scale of prices to be paid their workmen, the blowers, the flat 
teners, the cutters, etc., which scale determines the wages forthe year. Last 
November, after a long struggle, the manufacturers signed a scale which 
was the same asthe year before, but provided, in the event of a higher duty 
being placed on sheet glass, the men were to receive a certain advance out of 
whatever advance was made in the duty. The duty on unpolished cylinder 
or crown window glass is covered by paragraph 94, and when ornamented, 
by paragraph 104. 

As bearing on this question, I will read a short extract from the 
National Glass Budget, which I imagine is good authority among 
glass men. Under the head ‘‘ Window glass,” of date May 8, 1897, 
the following occurs: 

WINDOW GLASS. 

There is very little new to note in window glass, except that there is no 

material change. Jobbers are buying a little freer, but glass is still being 
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stocked up in large quantities. The changes in the tariff rates made by the 
Senate reduces those originally fixed by the Waysand Means Committee, but 
still leaves a very fair advance. At any rege, American window glass does 
not at present require any tariff prop, and it is a question whether a good, 
stiff reduction would not be the best thing that oot annen for the industry. 
The combines now have the matter of production, distribution, and prices 
down so fine that they can fairly dictate conditions to jobbers and consumers. 
The workers this year are divided into four factions, each bent on securing 
separate craft advantages. 


© settlement of wages will be slow and difficult next fall, and even if no 
tariff advances were likely, a late startin the factories may be looked for,as 
manufacturers are not going to make higher-priced glass with their stock 
sheds fall of eet glass out of which it is in their power to squeeze all the 
trade will bear. It is stated by the officialsof the combine that present stocks 
are considerably lighter than they were last year at this time. and that being 
the case, with more pots in operation than last year,and more constant produc- 
tion, it follows that consumption has been slowly increasing, and that jobbers 
are holding more glass than a year ago. Everything points to the wisdom of 
buying glass at present prices. No one at all informed on the conditions of 
the market believes that glass will be lower. It is dead certain that wages. 
and perhaps raw materials, will be higher next blast, and as soon as the tariff 
bill is passed, manufacturers are certain to advance prices on stock then 

ela. 

This seems to show, from the standpoint of the glass people, 
what the object and intention of this increase in the tariff taxa- 
tion are, that the American people are to be required to pay higher 
rates for this absolute necessary of life than they have heretofore 
been paying. I ask forthe yeas and nays on the question of agree- 
ing to the amendment. 

"he PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. The Committee on Finance report an amend- 
ment, in paragraph 98, line 20, to strike out ‘‘three-eighths ” anil 
insert ‘ one-fourth;” so as to read: 

Unpolished, cylinder, crown, and common window glass, not exceeding 10 
by 15 inches square, 1} conts per pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My motion was. as a substitute fo 
the committee amendment, to strike out ‘‘ one and three-eighths ” 
and insert ‘‘ 1 cent.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair 
under the agreement made that the committee amendments shall 
be first voted upon, it is entirely competent, if the amendment be 
adopted, for the Senator to offer an amendment striking out *‘ and 
one-fourth.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If no question is raised avout the 
right of the Senate to strike out what it has just voted in, I will 
agree to that course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will nod that the 
Senator from Arkansas can do so. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no doubt the Chair will carry 
it through. I do not care for the yeas and nays on the question, 
then. I withdraw the demand. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then,I suppose, 1f the amend- 
ment of the committee is agreed to, the Senator from Arkansas 
will propose his amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there ovjection to the com- 
wittee amendment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is objection, but the other side 
have the vote necessary to have it ogee to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e amendment will be con- 
sidered as agreed to. The Senator from Arkansas moves to strike 
out ‘14 cents” and insert ‘*1 cent,” which is entirely in order. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. : 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). 1am paired with 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WzLLiIneTon], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam pairea with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopez]. Were he pres- 
ent, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Hawey]. 

Mr. ELKINS (when his name was ed). ‘I am paired with 


my coll e (Mr. FAULKNER}. 

® PRESI ENT pro tempore (when Mr. FRYE’s name was 
called). As this seems to be a test vote on an important schedule, 
the Senator from Maine will announce his pair with the senior 


Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN}. 
Mr. HANNA et ieaeanees naib Ihave a permanent 


ir on the pending bill with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. 
PaWLins], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut — Mr. HaAWLEyY’s name was 
called). I desire to announce t my colleague [Mr. mes 
has been called frem the city, and, I understand, is pai wi 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Danie.) If my colleague were 
present, he would vote ‘“nay.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). I have 
a pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr Hate]. If he were 
present, I should vote ** yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called), I am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]},. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). On this vote I am 


paired with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. If he werg 
present, I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). I have a peri,- 
nent — with the Senator from Delaware [Mr, Kenney], whi.) 
includes the pending bill. 1 therefore withhold my vote. 
Mr. WALTHA (when his name was called). I am pair.) 
with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpoonER]. Oth r- 
wise I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire +5 
inquire if the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Dexor) |\,5 


oted? 
_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has not voted, the Chair is 
informed. 


Mr. BATE. I withdraw my vote, being paired with that Sen- 
ator for to-day. 


The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Bacon, Gray, Morgan, Turpie, 
Berry, Heitfeld, Murphy, Vest, 
Caffery, Lindsay, Pet Ww, White. 
Chilton, Mallory, Pettus, 
Cockrell, Mills, Roach, 
NAYS—28. 
Aldrich, Fairbanks, McEnery, Proctor, 
Allison, Foraker, McMillan, gray, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Mason, oup, 
Carter, Gear, Nelson, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Perkins, Warren, 
Cullom, Jones, Nev. Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Davis, McBride, Pritchard, Wilson. 
NOT VOTING—2. 
Allen, Frye, Kyle, Smit 
Baker, George, : ‘ a_i 
Bate. Gorman, Mantle, Teller, 
Butler, Hale, Minced, Thurston, 
Cannon, Hanna, Mitc Tillman, 
Clark, Harris, Kans. Morrill, Turner 
aes Hawley Tenn. —— Walthall. 
aniel, uwley, nrose, en, 
Deboe, Hoar, Piatt, N. Y. Wolcot 
Elkins, Jones, Ark. Rawlins, 
Faulkner, Kenney, Sewell, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 98, page 24, line 2:, 
before the word ‘‘ cents,” to strike out ‘‘seven-eighths” and in: ert 
**five-eighths;” so as to read: 

Seeeees, cylinder, crown, and common window glass, not exceediny 10 
n 


by 15 inches square, 1} cents per pound; above that, and not exceeding 1) Ly 
inches square, 1; cents per pound. , ’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I propose to move an amendment. 
The commi a to strike out “seven-eighths” and ins:-rt 
‘*five-eighths,” which has been agreed to. I move to strike out 
‘‘five-eighths” and insert “one-fourth.” 

The PRESIDENT a tempore. Theamendmentwill be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 98, line 22, it is proposed to strike 
out “‘five-eighths” and **one-fourth;” so as to read: 

One and one-fourth cents per pound. 2 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The last yea-and-nay vote would 
seem to indicate that there is not much hope of undertaking to 
get our friends on the other side to relent at all in the exorbitant 
tax on this necessary of life, but as I have heard “‘ while the |amp 
holds out to burn,” etc., I propose to have one more vote on the 
subject to see if we can not get some additional help. 

The PRESIDENT pro ror The ——s is on agreeing to 
the amendment ene: St Senator Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Ar On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
ap arse nays were ordered; and theSecretary proceede: to 

e roll. 

Mr. BATE (when his name-was called). Iam paired with the 
ve from Kentucky [Mr. DEBor]. he were here, 1 should 
Vv ee ” 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from [Mr. WELLINGTON]. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. Lopax]. Were he pre= 
ent, I should vote ‘- yea.” 

. DANIEL (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLey]. If he were here, ! 
should vote ‘ of : 


Mr. when his name was called). I am paired with 
my coll r. FAULKNER]. 
. Genes Bie eeeee wencelled. I am paired with 
the Senator from Utah {[Mr. Raw ins]. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HaLz]. I should vote 


“é ” if he present. 
Mir, PASCO (when his name wascalled). I againannounce 1y 
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pair with the Senatorfrom Utah [Mr. Cannon}. 
ent, 1 should vote ** yea.” 


If he were pres- 


Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLARK. Iam paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 


Is]. 
5 Vinson. I again announce the pair of my colleague 
TURNER] with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
R}. 
Mr. \STTCHELL. I am paired with the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. SEWELL). 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Bacon, Gray. Morgan, Turpie, 
Berry. Heitfeld, Murphy, Vest, 
Caffery, eer Pettigrew, White. 
Chilton, Mallory, Pettus, 
Cockrell, Mills, Roach, 

NAYS—27. 

ic Fairbanks, McEnery, uay, 
aie, Foraker, MeMillan, Shoup, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Mason, Stewart, 
Carter, Gear, Perkins, Warren, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Cullom, Jones, Ney. Pritchard, Wilson. 
Davis, McBride, Proctor, 

NOT VOTING—4. 

i e, Kyle, Sewell, 
— Deore. Lodge, Smith, 
Bate, Gorman, Mantle, Spooner, 
Butler, Hale, Martin, eller, 
Cannon, Hanna, Mitchell, Thurston, 
Clark, Harris, Kans. Morrill, Tillman, 
Clay, Harris, Tenn. Nelson, Turner, 
Daniel, Hawley, Pasco, Walthall, 
Deboe. Hoar, Penrose, Wellington, 
Elkins, Jones, Ark. Platt, N. Y. Wolcott. 
Faulkner, Kenney, Rawlins, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance will be stated. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 98, page 24, line 25, to 
strike out “‘and three-eighths;” so as to read: 

Above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches square, 2 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out ‘“‘two” and in- 
sert “one and three-fourths;” so as to read: . 

Above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches square, 1} cents per pound. 

That is the present rate. The Senate having voted on two 
amendments in the same line in this paragraph and having voted 
them down, I will not occupy the time of the Senate by asking 
for the yeas and nays. Although it is quite an important para- 
graph and I should be glad to have a record made, I will not take 
up the time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 98, 25, line 2, after the word ‘‘and,” to strike out ‘‘seven- 
eighths” and insert ‘‘three-eighths;” so as to read: 

Above that, and not exceeding 24 by 36 inches square, 2} cents per pound, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out ‘‘two and three- 
eighths” and insert the word ‘‘ two,” which is the present rate; so 
as to read: 

Above that, and not exceeding 24 by 36 inches square, 2 cents per pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Ashestens. " 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
ss page 25, line 3, after the word *‘ d,” toinsert ‘*all;” 

in the same line, after the word “ that,” to strike out “and 
not exceeding et 40 inches square, three and three-eighths” 
and insert ‘* d three-fourths;” so as to read: 

All above that, 2} cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the words “‘ two 
and three-fourths” and insert “two and one-eighth;” so as to 


All above that, 25 cents per pound. 

The amendment was rej 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
gtaph 98, page 25, line 6, after the word “‘ pound ” to strike out: 


stove tiah diame per bows inches square, 3; cents per pound; 
ue amendment was to. 


agreed 
Mr. President, I wish to call attention to the 
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roviso of paragraph 98, and I offer the following amendment to it: 
line 9 I move to insert the wi ra ** upon ” before the word ‘‘ un- 
polished;” in line 11 to strike out the words ‘ 
insert the word “containing,” and in the same 
words ‘‘more or less” after *‘feet” and strike out 
twelfth line. The proviso now reads: 


shall contain” and 
lime insert the 
“and” in the 


Provided, That unpolished cylinder, crown, and comn vindow LSS 
imported in boxes, shall contain 5) square feet, as nearly a es will per- 
mit, and the duty shall be computed thereon according to th tual weight 


of glass. 


I always entertain a very honest suspicion about a proviso in 
any statute. It is the natural site of an ambush; and whether it 
was so intended here or not, I wish to makeit very plain that we are 
not to be led into it without knowing that there is one. I think 
that under the text of the proviso as reported it is possible to pro- 
hibit entirely the importation of unpolished cylinder, crown, and 
common window glass imported in boxes, because, in the first 
place, it may be said that it contains ‘‘ 50 square feet as nearly as 
sizes will permit.” 

Now, what will the custom-house officer do in reference to the 
boxes of glass? It would depend entirely upon his discretion 
whether he would admit it or not. He might say that it contained 
less than 50 square feet, and that would prevent the importation. 
He might say that it contained more than 50 square feet, and it 
would have the same result. He might say that it was a box not 
as nearly as sizes would permit containing 50 square feet, and de 
feat the importation. So there are three methods, and very plain 
ones,in the proviso for the absolute prohibition of the importation 
of glass of the character mentioned in it. It would bea great 
deal better, a great deal plainer, and, according to my view, more 
candid to make the prohibition absolute at once than to doit by 
indirection, as is sought to be done in the text of the proviso. 

I move to amend the proviso so that it will read: 

Provided, That upon unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window 
glass, imported in boxes containing 5) square feet, more or less as nearly as 
sizes will permit, the duty shall be computed thereon according t: 
weight of glass 

This amendment does not come in conflict with the notion of 
computing the duty upon the weight of the glass. After the Sen- 
ate has voted the very excessive increase upon common window 
glass and unpolished cylinder, and crown glass, the estimate of 
it by weight is perhaps as just and fair asany other. The amend- 
ment does not disturb that method, but the amendment does pre- 
vent the arbitrary discretion of the custom-house officer from pro- 
hibiting the importation entirely. 

I believe, sir, that the duties upon all glass certainly are high 
enough under existing law; that no increase of duty is needed for 
purposes of revenue and none is needed for purposes of encourage- 
ment, for there are two things in the title of the bill. I will say 
to the authors of it, whoever they are, that this title is the most 
modest which has ever been suggested for a bill of this kind, from 
the political parties downward upon the other side of the aisle or 
the other end of the Capitol. I recollect the last one was a bill to 
reduce taxation and to protect American industries and manufac- 
tures. This title has only two features—to provide revenne for 
the Government and to encourage the industries of the United 
States. Revenue and encouragement! It is not needful, either 
for encouragement or revenue, for either of these purposes, that 
there should be any increase upon the rateson glass. It is entirely 
a mistake to think that a high rate of duty—not prohibitory 
necessarily increases or encourages importations. It does not 
do so. 

The home manufacturer can prevent importation at any time 
by selling his ware under the duty line, and he can always com- 
mand the market. The opportunity to import affects prices in the 
same way as importation itself. The ability and the opportunity 
to import affects prices in the same manner asactual importation. 
That is the reason why we voted, not only with respect: to this 
section, but with respect to others, against the increase in tariff 
rates. 

I do not know whether it was the intention by this proviso to 
make an absolute prohibition of the importation of the commoner 
and cheaper grades of window glass and other glass goods, but I 
am certain, underany construction of the proviso, that result will 
follow, and I would a great deal sooner make the correction now 
than to trust the discretion of the custom-house officer or the 
rules and regulations of the Secretary of the Treasury upon the 
text of such a statute. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. TURPIE. With inexpressible pleasure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
will suspend a moment. Theamendment of the Senator from In- 
diana will be read. 

The Secrerary. On page 25, paragraph 98, in line 9, before 
the word “unpolished,” insert the word ‘‘ upon;” in line 11, strike 
out the words “shall contain” and insert the word ‘‘ containing;” 
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after the word ‘‘ feet,” in the same line, insert the words ‘‘ more or 
less;” and after the word ‘“‘ permit,” in line 12, strike out the word 
‘‘and;” so that if amended the proviso will read: 

Provided, That upon unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window 
glass, smaperted in boxes containing Mi square feet more or less, as nearly as 
sizes will permit, the duty shall be computed thereon according to the actual 
weight of glass. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The suggestion I was about to make to the 
Senator from Indiana when he took his seat is that the language 
found in the proviso is precisely the language used in the existing 
law, the act of 1894, in a proviso, and it is precisely the language 
used in the act of 1890. As far as my recollection goes (I have 
not the bill here, but I think I am right about it), it is precisely 
the language used in the act of 1883, So I do not think it possible 
to be open to the construction the Senator gives it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the object of the proviso? Will the 
Senator state? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The object is to have the importations made 
in a regular form as near as can be done. 

Mr, TURPIE. Oh, no; pardon me; the object of the proviso is 
to calculate the rate of duties upon weight. That is the object of 
the proviso. I do not interfere with that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not see any objection to the language 
which the Senator from Indiana suggests. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There can be none. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not see any objection to it, and I think I 
will accept the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island 
that if the proviso is to read as theSenator from Indianasuggests, 
it is wholly unnecessary, because, of course, if they areimported in 
boxes containing 50 square feet as nearly as sizes will permit, they 
will pay a duty according to the weight just as they would if im- 
ported in boxes of 100 feet. 

Mr.TURPIE. Nothing would improve my sentiment in respect 
to the whole paragraph better than to strike out the proviso. I 
accept the su tion of the Senator from Iowa. 

. Mr. WHITE. The act of 1883 is somewhat different. 
ere. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the proviso may be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proviso will be again read. 

The Secretary. If amended the proviso would read: 

Provided, That upon unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window 
glass, imported in boxes containing 50 square feet more or less, as nearly as 
sizes on et the duty shall be computed thereon accor ling to the actual 
weight of glass. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I can see no objectic n to the adoption 
of the s tion of the Senator from Indiana. If it is the inten- 
tion that this paragraph shall be construed as we all think it ought 
to be, the words proposed by the Senator from Indiana will only 
make it more certain and can not os in any complication. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let it goin; and if we see any objection to it 
hereafter, we will call the attention of the Senator from Indiana 


to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be considered as to. Itisagreedto. The next 
amendment of the committee will be stated. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 99, page 25, line 20, after the word “square,” to strike out 
**twenty” and insert “fifteen;” and in line 21, after the word 
** that,” to strike out “forty” and insert ‘‘ twenty;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

99. Cylinder and crown glass, polished, not exceeding 16 by 24 inches square, 
4 cents per square foot; above t, and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches square, 
6 cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding %4 by 60 inches square, 
15 cents per square foot; above that, 20 cents per square foot. 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 16 of the paragraph just read 
I —. to strike out ‘‘ four” and insert“‘ two.and one-half;” so as 
to read: ‘ 


Cylinder and crown glass, polished, not exceeding 16 by 2t inches square, 
2} cents per square foot. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question; and declared 
that the noes oo to prevail. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If there is a doubt about it, I should 
like to have the yeas and nays. 


Ihave it 


It is an a vote anyhow. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the tary proceeded to 
call the roll, 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Desor]}. If he were present, I would 
vote “yea.” 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am ed with 


the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON}. 

r. CLAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe}. I should vote 
**yea,” if he were present. 

Mir DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLey]. 
Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired 
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with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Sewet1]. 
present, I should vote ‘‘yea” and he would vote ‘‘ nay. 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). The iia from 
Delaware [Mr. KENN&y] will stand paired with the junior Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Longe), and therefore I will vote. | 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CLAY. Upon that announcement I will have my vote ro. 
corded. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I would vote 
‘“‘yea” but for my pair with the Senator from Wisconsin | ir, 


SPOONER]. 
call was concluded. 


if he were 


The ro 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after havirg voted in the affirmative), 
I voted inadvertently. Iam paired with the Senator from Maing 
[Mr. HALE], and I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. FR If necessary to make a quorum, I will vote. 1 ote 
‘*nay.” , 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. For the purpose of making a quorum 
I will vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” ; 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Bacon, Cockrell, Mallory, Pettus, 
Berry, Gray, Mills, Roach, 
Caffery, Heitfeld, Morgan, Turpie, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Murphy. Vest, 
Clay, Lindsay, Pett Ww, White. 

NAYS—27. 
Aldrich, Foraker, MeMillan, Proctor, 
Allison, ae Mason, ay, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Nelson, oup, 
Chandler, Gear, Penrose, Stewart, 
Cullom. Hansbrough, Perkins, Warren, 
Davis, McBride, Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Fairbanks, McEnery, Pritchard, 

NOT VOTING—41. 

Allen. George, Lodge, Teller, 
Baker, Gorman, Mantle, Thurston, 
Bate, Hale, ae Tillman, 
Butler. Hanna, Mitchell, Turner. 
Cannon, Harris, Kans. Morrill, Walthall, 
Carter, Harris, Tenn. Pasco, Wellington, 
Clark. Hawley, Platt, N. Y. Wilson, 
Daniel, oar, wlins, Wolcott. 
Debo>», Jones, Nev. Sewell, 
Elkins, Kenney, Smith, 
Faulsner, Kyle, Spooner, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, In line 18 I move to strike out. after 
the word “square.” the word ‘‘ six” and insert the word “four,” 
which will make it the present rate. It would then read: 

©. Cylinder and crown glass, ed, not exceeding 16 by 24 inches square, 


4 cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches square, 
4 cents per equare foot. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Ar 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. I wish tocall attention to the generosity of the 
Senators who framed this bill as to the last two classifications of 
th's paragraph. They have put in the Wilson rate, while they 
increased upon the first two classifications 14 cents on one ani 2 
cents upon the other. If Senators will turn to the comparative 
statement, they will understand at once why this generosity was 
exhibited. There was under that last classification but one pane 
of ae that came into the United States in 1896. 

r, ALLISON. That simply shows that the duty was protect- 
ive under the Wilson rate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is ow past 5o’clock, and I suygest 
to the Senator from Rhode Island that he allow us to adjourn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope eee until half past 5, so as to com- 

lete this schedule. I think there is nothing else in it that will 
ead to debate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There are some important matters 
in this schedule that must be considered, and, as far as I am con- 
cerned, I have been here to-day as long as I feel like staying. | 
am tired and I want to have the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think we ought not to adjourn before half 


past 5. 4 
Mr. WHITE. I wasgoing to to the Senator from Rhode 
Island that we have been compelled to over a number of pro- 
visions that were not yet for Guat petion. I think we have 
been y- Ido not see any necessity for 
case of any pressure here- 
anything of that kind, it 
may be of the bill to stay in session longer. In the early consi(- 
pill, I think we ought to adjourn at 5 o'clock unless 





1897. 





Mr. ALDRICH. We have not made much progress upon the 

ill to-day. 
ee JO of Arkansas. It has not been our fault. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not know whose fault it is, but the fact 
remains that we have not. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think we have done very well. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that there can be no ible objec- 
tion to most of the paragraphs which now remain in the pending 

hedule. 

i. JONES of Arkansas. For myself, I want to examine these 

before they are taken up in the Senate, and it will take 
ess time for me to examine them quietly in my own room than in 
the Senate Chamber; but if we are compelled to make the exami- 
nation here, I shall have to read a great a papers to the Senate 
that I should prefer to first read over myself, so as to determine 
which of them ought to be presented for the consideration of the 
Senate. 

I have not attempted to delay the consideration of the bill one 
minute. I have done all that I could in the interests of a fair dis- 
cussion, such as we set out in the beginning to have, and nothing 
more. Ihave not intended to delay the progress of the bill in any 


way. We have done the best we could to facilitate its considera- 
tion, and we have given only such consideration to each para- 
graph as we believed was fair and right. 


Iam not prepared to go on with the further discussion of the 


bill this evening, so as I am concerned, and I insist that the 
Senate ought to adjourn. 
Mr. RICH. In view of the wish of a large number of Sen- 


ators about me that we should have an executive session, I yield 
the floor for the purpose of allowing a motion of that kind to be 
made. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Satur- 
day, May 29, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 27 


a7; 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


William Vaughan, of Alabama, to be attorney of the United 
States _— the northern district of Alabama, vice Emmet O'Neal, 
remo 


1897. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


Solomon F. Stahl, of Arkansas, to be marshal of the United 
States for the western district of Arkansas, vice George J. Crump, 
whose term will expire May 28, 1897. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Alexander R. Avery, of Michigan, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Huron, in the State of Michigan, to succeed Thomas 
M. Crocker, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

DEPUTY AUDITOR FOR NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

John M. Ewing, of Wisconsin, to be deputy auditor for the 

Navy Department, to succeed E. N. Bowman, resigned. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
General officers. 


Col. James Franklin Wade, Fifth Cavalry, to be brigadier-gen- 
eral, May 26, 1897, vice Forsyth, who vacated on accepting com- 
mission as major-general. 

Col. John Kemp Mizner, Tenth Cavalry, to be brigadier-general, 
major 1897, vice Bliss, who vacated on accepting commission as 


William Montrose Graham, Fifth Artillery, to be brigadier- 
general, May 26, 1897, vice Brooke, who vacated on accepting 
as major-general 


| 


CHIEF BUREAU OF ORDNANCE, NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

Commander Charles O'Neil, United States Navy, to be Chief of 

Bureau of Ordnance, in the Department of the Navy, with 
the relative rank of commodore, for the term of four years from 
the ist day of June, 1897, vice Capt. William T. Sampson, resigned. 

CHAPLAIN IN THE NAVY. 

. Thaddius 8, K. Freeman, a citizen of Indiana, to be a chaplain 
in the Navy (subject to the examination required by law), to fill 
a vacancy in that grade. 
POSTMASTERS. 


at Argenta, in the county of 
in the place of Thomas W. Baldwin, 


g 


W. L. Paine, to be 
Pulaski and State of Ar 
removed. 
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C. H. Cornell, to be postmaster at Corona (late South Riverside), 
in the county of Riverside and State of California, in the place of 
Virgil O. Harter, superseded. 

C. G. Brown, to be postmaster at Eastman, in the county of 
Dodge and State of Georgia, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after April 1, 1897, 

Peter B. Smith, to be postmaster at Adams, in the county of 
Berkshire and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Fred W, 
Smith, resigned. 

Percy R. Trubshaw, to be postmaster at Cooperstown, in the 
county of Griggs and State of North Dakota, the appointment of 
a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after October 1, 1896, William C. Jimeson, 
appointed by the President, and by him nominated to the Senate, 
not having been confirmed. 

Ezra W. Woodward, to be postmaster at Newberg, in the county 
of Yamhill and State of Oregon, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, beco:ne vested in the President 
on and after July 1, 1896, Joseph C. Sawyer, appointed by the 
President, and by him nominated to the Senate, not having been 
confirmed. 

Almon K. Goodwin, to be postmaster at Pawtucket, in the 
county of Providence and State of Rhode Island, in the place of 
Almon K. Goodwin, whose commission expired December 14, 1896, 
(Reappointed. ) 





Executive nominations received by the Senate May 28, 1897. 
CONSULS. 
Max Boucbsein, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States at 
Barmen, Germany, vice Henry F. Merritt, resigned. 
Ferdinand W. Neumann, of Illinois, to be consul of the United 
States at Cologne, Germany, vice William D. Wamer, deceased, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 28, 1897. 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

James Edmund Boyd, of North Carolina, to be Assistant Attor- 
ney-General. 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Commander Charles O'Neil, United States Navy, to be Chief of 
the Bureau of Ordnance, ‘n the Department of the Navy, with 
the relative rank of commodore. 

SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

Francois S. Jones, of Louisiana, to be secretary of the legation 

of the United States at Buenos Ayres, Argentine Republic. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Kenneth R. Pendleton, of North Carolina, to be collector of 
customs for the district of Albemarle, in the State of North Caro- 
lina. 

POSTMASTERS. 

John B. Hinds, to be postmaster at Decatur, in the county of 
Morgan and State of Alabama. 

J. D. Wilson, to be postmaster at Cloverport, in the county of 
Breckinridge and State of Kentucky. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, May 29; 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mi.sury, D. D. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Quay, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

VISITOR TO WEST POINT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair appoints the Senator from 
Ohio, Mr. ForAKER, as one of the Visitors to attend the annual 
examination of cadets at the Military Academy at West Point, in 
the place of the Senator from Rhode Island, Mr. Wetmore, ex- 
cused, 


LABOR ON RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in further response toa 
resolution of the 16th ultimo, a supplemental report from the 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, relating to all orders, 
circulars, and instructions issued to and all correspondence with 
engineer officers in charge of public works relative to the applica- 
tion of civil-service rules to the operations in charge of the En- 
gineer Department; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Muncie, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation for a more 
rigid restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie on the 


table. 

Mr. PERKINS ye sundry petitions of citizens of Cali- 
fornia, transmitted through the various boards of supervisors of 
Chico, Colusa, San Bernardino, Monterey, Los Gatos, Willow, and 
Campbell, Santa Cruz, Alameda, San Francisco, Los Angeles, San 
Benito, Napa County, and of San Jose and Santa Clara, all in the 
State of ifornia, praying for the abrogation of the Hawaiian 
reciprocity treaty; which were referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Je also presented a memorial of sundry merchants of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., remonstrating against the abrogation of the Hawaiian 
Spcipeeaes Snags which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relatfons. 

r. GALLINGER presented the petition of K. D. Webster and 
61 other citizens of Gilsum, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented a memorial of the North Carolina 
Liquor Dealers, Distillers’, and Grape Growing Association, of 
Rowan County, N. C., i sewn against an increase of the 
duty on beer; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry lumbermen of Wilming- 
ton, N. C., remonstrating against the imposition of a duty on 
aniline dyes; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


AMENDMENT OF PUBLIC-LAND LAWS. 


Mr. WARREN. Lhave certain papers which I desire to have 
— as a miscellaneous document. I will explain bri that 
hey are — which refer to a subject or to a group of subjects 
that are perhaps the most important before the American people 
in an economic way next to the bill under consideration. Indeed, 
they are so important that while this session was called admittedly 
to consider the one matter of revenue, and notwithstanding very 
grave foreign relations have entered in here, this subject has 
oe out in various ways and has been discussed to a consid- 
erable extent. For instance, the matter of forestry has come 
before us very sharply for consideration; the matter of fortifying 
the country in the Lower Mississippi against the floods that occa- 
sionally devastate that country has become a subject of grave 
concern; the matter of reserv to contain the head waters has 
received some attention; and the matter of the cession of the 
public lands to the States in which they lie has also been pre- 
sented, and very ably so, by several Senators, especially by the 
distinguished Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moraan.]} 

These papers contain resolutions passed by the Society of Amer- 
ican Irrigation Engineers at their late meeting in Denver, and 
also letters and papers from various engineers in the United 
States and Canada bearing upon these questions. It seems to be 
the consensus of opinion of those educated and experienced men 
that the public-land laws of the present are inapplicable to very 
much of the public domain now left, and that there is need of 
legislation as to our lands and our water supply and in relation 
to forestry. 

I ask unanimous consent that the papers may be printed as a 
miscellaneous document. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the request 
of the Senator from Wyoming? The Chair hears none, and that 
is the order. 

DUTY ON PINEAPPLES. 


Mr. PASCO. I present a statement by the Indian River and 
Lake Worth Pineapple Growers’ n of the East Coast of 
Florida, together with com ns, giving the reasons why pine- 
apples grown in the Uni States are justly entitled to the pro- 
tection of a higher duty than that now proposed by the so-called 
Dingley tariff I move that the statement and accompanying 
comparison be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buil and 
Ce rc pe tabs ieee toon tee eee 
erection of a pu o, Tex., 
without joutnllenand: and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. PASCO SS ae 2043) to establish a term of 
i of the United States at Ocala, in 
thern judicial district of Florida; which was read twice by 
, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

See eee res n Nee te Soe ee seer ee cee Dep 
illard grant in the State of Florida; which was read twice by 
title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (8. 2045) to remove 
charge of desertion from the record of Jacob Olark, of 


zee 


ge 


i 
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Ohio County, Ind.; which was read twice by its title, and refer). 
oy ieeknonl bill 2088) 6 | 

e in a bill ¢ ) granting a pension to Ro), 
H. Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to ; 2 
Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 2047) ting a pension 
to Peter Browman; which was read twice by its title, and, wi;}, 
the gr papers, referred to the Committee on Pensi,)., 

Mr. NE N introduced a bill (S. 2048) for the erection of 4 

blic building at Fergus Falls, Minn.; w was read twice by 

ts title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings ,))| 
OMe ales introduced a bill (S. 2049 ting 

n u a kb ) gran &@ pension to Juli; 
M. Johnson; which was twice by its title, al pefenred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, TILLMAN introduced a bill (S, 2050) to establish a sanita. 
rium at Castle Pinckney, in Charleston Harbor, South Carolin, 
for the use of disabled officers and enlisted men of the Regular :::, | 
Volunteer Army and rae of the United States; which was rea) 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referre:| to 
the Committee on ae Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2051) to carry out tho 
finding of the Court of Claims in the case of Mangram EF. Lany- 
ston; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2052) granting a pension to Frank 
Schnider; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 46) de- 
claratory of the intent and meaning of a certain act of Congress 
therein named; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. STEWART. I oa a letter to accompany the joint res- 
olution, which I move be printed and referred with the joint reso- 
lution to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RELIEF OF SUFFERERS BY OVERFLOW OF THE RIO GRANDE. 


Mr. MILLS. I introduce a joint resolution and ask unanimous 
consent for its present consideration. I will make a statement 
after it is read. 

The joint resolution (8. R. 45) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to use rations for the relief of destitute persons in the (is- 
trict overflowed by the Rio Grande River at and near E£) Paso, 
Tex., was read the first time by its title, and the second time at 
length, as follows: 

Resolved se Sesete ind Tasca States o 
America in That the sons ot $10.00 a reef 


ated, out of any money in the riated, to be 


not 
expended and under the direction of the Secretary of War in the pur- 
chase and d bution of subsistence stores to such destitute persons as may 
require assistance in the district overflowed by the Rio Grande River at and 
near El Paso, Tex. 


Mr. MILLS. There has been a most extraordinary overflow of 
the Rio Grande at and near the city of El] Paso, Tex. I have re- 
ceived a —an ag by the mayor of the city, Hon. Joseph 
Magoffin; W. V. Niles, president the board of health, and 
Charles 8. Davis, collector of customs, which says: 

Ex Paso, Tex., May 28, 1397. 
To R. Q. Mrtis: 


The Rio Grande has overflowed lower part of city, inhabited by poorer 
hundred houses destroyed. Three ple homeless 


classes. Five thousand 
es ger. perkape starvation, if not re tor local charity. Many 
to be expended under War Department, to 
errs MAGOFFIN, Mayor. 


cones ‘board of Health. 
§. DAVIS, 
Collector of Customs. 
This is the condition which confronts us, and I ask that the S.n- 
ate pass the joint resolution at once, so that the Secretary of War 
can make provision to feed ae By it to-day 
the House may take it up and it when it meets on Mon- 
day. at El are that they can, 
but the and I hope the 


£ 


to consider the joint resolution. 
The ee pa eee enone amen’, 
ment, ordered @ third reading, read the thir 
time, and passed. 


revenue for the 
of the United States; 
which were ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 


WICHITA INDIAN LANDS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair before the Senate the 
pe seer ng gy app fer wert, Are Senator from Penn- 
sylvaria [Mr, Quay] relative to the Indian lands. 
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Mr. quay: The resolution may go over, retaining its place. 


The . Theresolution will go over. 
being no further morning business, the Calendar under Rule VIIL 
is in order. . 

DISPOSAL OF REFUSE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The bill (S. 1258) to regulate, in the District of Columbia, the 
dis of certain refuse, and for other , Was announced 
as in order on the Calendar; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SALE OF POISONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The bill (S. 470) to regulate the sale of poisons in the District of 
Columbia was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. While I reported that bill, and am person- 
ally in favor of it, [know that if the Senator from Utah | Mr. Can- 
non] were here he would object to its present consideration. So 
I think it had better go over, retaining its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over. 

ADULTERATION OF FOODS AND DRUGS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The bill (S. 471) relating to adulteration of foods and drugs in 
the District of Columbia was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimons consent that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that we return to the consideration of 

phs 90 and 91, on the eighteenth and nineteenth pages, re- 
fating to earthenware and china. I will state that I propose, for 
the committee, to withdraw all amendments to the House pro- 
vision in those paragraphs, allowing the paragraphs to stand as 
they came from the House. The committee suggested in their 
revision of the bill compound rates applicable to these two para- 
graphs. ae stated that those rates were more or less experi- 
mental in their character and that they intended perhaps to sug- 
certain amendments to the rates. They have not been able 
agree oe vf amendment that was satisfactory to them as to 
the provisions if compound rates were to be retained. The im- 
and in crockery objected very strenuously to the 
rates on the ground that they could not be applied 
equitably to the various articles contained in these two important 


paragraphs. 
As the result of our examination and deliberations in regard to 
this matter, _ have concluded that it is safer and wiser to fall 


back upon provisions as they came from the House, and the 
committee therefore withdraw all their amendments to those two 


Te CHILTON. As I understand the Senator from Rhode 


Island, the rates will be the same that they were under the McKin- 


ley Act. 
. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; precisely. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. hat is the proposition of the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island? 


Mr. ALDRICH. To withdraw the amendments that we have 
to both paragraphs 90 and 91. 
. JONES of Arkansas. What do you propose to do with 
92 and 93? 
. We propose to allow those to be passed by for 
the until we can— 
. JONES of Arkansas. Why not let all of those paragraphs 


i 
Mr. CH. We would like to getrid of this question. We 
go on with paragraphs 92 and 93 if Senators prefer that 


ee eee aoe we See, Eons Ro meaty 
ought to have some notice of changes 6 ma: in 
Wetesles meecsdes =e 


we came here 


the that it would be passed over yesterday, but I had 
noi of an of thesort from the majority of the com- 
mittee. We came and the committee had it over and 
took up another schedule. This morning we s we would 
g0 on with the schedule we had under discussion night. Now 
we and we are met with a ition to go back and 
ally submit that the 
of intention on the part of 
in the bill, as we are not 
naturally they would 

it with { 
proceeding with the bill as 





the committee wants to proceed with it; but I do think we ought 
to know what the committee expects to do as to taking up these 
different paragraphs. I can not tell at a giance just what the 
effect of the Senator’s proposition is. I must have a minute or two 
to look at it, so that I can make up my mind about it. Then, so 
far as I am concerned, I shall be willing to go ahead with it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is certainly our disposition to consult the 
wishes and convenience of Senators on the other side of the aisle 
in all these questions. We did not yesterday morning decide that 
we would pass over these paragraphs until we arrived in the Sen- 
ate Chamber. So any intimation the Senator had on that subject 
must have been premature, to say the least. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I had it, and the events proved that 
it was correct. I confess I was a little surprised to get it on the 
street instead of from the majority of the committee, if such was 
the intention. I did not believe it when I heard it, but I found 
the event as the prediction stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will not rely on street in- 
formation. It was the intention of the committee to go on with 
that schedule until yesterday morning, just before the session 
began, when we found we had made a mistake as respects some of 
the provisions and they needed revision, and at the last moment, 
within five minutes of the sitting, it was agreed that those para- 
graphs should be passed over in order that we might revise the 
schedule. That the street could know what noone else knew seems 
to me impossible. 

Mr. WHITE. It seems to me that that is readily explained. 
The Senator from Iowa and the other members of the committee 
undoubtedly came in contact with a mind reader. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will say that the Senator from Arkansas 
must have found the mind reader. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was not the street that gave me 
my information; it was a gentleman, and I can give his name 
when wanted. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not necessary; it is not an important 
matter. I asked that these paragraphs migkt be passed over, be- 
cause I saw that our arrangement was not a wise one, and I think 
I gave notice that the schedule would be taken up to-day, al- 
though I am not certain about that. It is a matter of no moment 
whatever. Of course the Senators are entitled to notice of any 
important changes; I agree to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator asked me to tell him what the 
effect of the changes now suggested by the committee would be. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Texas {[Mr. CuIL- 
TON] asked the Senator from Rhode Island if the withdrawal of 
the proposed amendments would restore the Wilson rate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; the McKinley rate, I understood him. 

Mr. WHITE. The McKinley rate. 

Mr. CHILTON. The McKinley rate was 60 per cent and the 
Wiison rate 35 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Theeffect of the withdrawal of our amend- 
ments would be to leave the bill exactly as it came from the 
House, which would lead to a reenactment of the McKinley 


rate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If a part of the china schedule is to 
be taken up, I should think it had all better go over and be taken 
up hereafter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that course, if Senators 
on the other side think it preferable. 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest that if when sections are passed over 
the Senators upon the other side of the Chamber would notify us 
when they are to be brought up we should be better able to pro- 


Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that at the next sitting of the Sen- 
ate after to-day, whenever it will be, we shall ask the Senate to 
take up the remaining parts of this schedule. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
a question before this matter is passed over. I wish to ask him 
what, in his judgment, is the increase in the proposed Senate 
amendments over the House bill in paragraphs 90 and 91? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The experts who have examined the subject 
say that they think the average ad valorem rate would be a little 
less than the House bill. Ofcourseit wouldapply unequally toany 
specific duty. Covering so large a range, it necessarily would 
apply unequally to some parts or articles. The importers and 
dealers claim’ that it would largely increase the rates of the House 
bill on many articles. Whether that is true I am not able at this 
time to say. 

Mr. VEST. In my calculation I make it a very considerable 
increase; that is, insome of the classifications of the Senate amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. You make it an increase? 

Mr. VEST. I make it an increase in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I suppose the Senator will be gratified 
to know that we have withdrawn these amendments. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Gratified to that extent. 

Mr. VEST. I do not know that I shall make any strenuous ob- 
jection to it, if I understand it correctly. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand the Senator from Rhode 
Island gave notice that at the next sitting of the Senate he would 
take up all the paragraphs in the sch e that have been passed 
over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; that have been passed over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The paragraphs in the previoussched- 
ule which have been passed over will not be taken up yet? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not yet, if it suits the convenience of Sena- 
tors on the other side. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That suits me. All we want is to 
have notice of what we are likely to have considered. 

Mr. QUAY. I wish to be informed exactly what paragraphs 
are to be passed over under the arrangement between the Senator 
from Rhode Island and the Senator from Arkansas. I understand 
. that the arrangement ap lies at least to paragraphs 90 and 91. 

Mr. ALLISON. And 93 and 94, 

Mr. ALDRICH. And 92 as well. 

Mr. QUAY. Paragraphs 90, 91, 92, and 93? 

Mr. ALDRICH. es, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be proceeded with. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 100, page 25, line 23, after the word “rolled,” to insert 
** ribbed; ” so as to read: 


100, Fluted, rolled, ribbed, or rough plate glass, or the same containing a 
wire netting within itself, not including crown, cylinder, or common window 


glass. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in = aph 100, page 26, line 1, after 
the words ‘‘common window glass,” to strike out the words “‘ not 
exceeding 10 by 15 inches square, three-fourths of 1 cent per square 
foot; above that, and.” 

Mr. VEST. As I understand the effect of the action of the 
Senate committee, it is to increase the rate one-fourth of 1 cent 
on two of these classifications and let the others remain as they 
are by existing law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; it isareduction on all. It isareduc- 
tion in one case, I think, below the Wilson rate. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator's pardon; on two classifications 
it is an increase of one-fourth of 1 cent over the Wilson Act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is not my recollection. 

Mr. V . Over the Wilson Act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think not. 

Mr. WHITE. On the goods over 24 by 30 it is an increase. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; on two classifications there is an increase of 
one-fourth of 1 cent. 

Mr. WHITE. The rate of duty provided in the Senate bill on 
the goods over 24 by 30 has anad valorem equivalent of from 116 
to 122 per cent. The Wilson bill rate is 14 cents. 3 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator's pardon; there is a quarter 
of a cent increase on one bracket or two, 

Mr. VEST. On two classifications. 
<— ALDRICH. But it is a reduction from the House rate on 


Mr. VEST. Iam talking about the rate as compared with the 
Wilson bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 100, page 26, line 5, after the word “square,” to insert 
**three-fourths of;” so as to read: 

Not exceeding 16 by 24inches square, three-fourths of 1 cent per square 

Tt. 


001 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same paragraph, 
7, after the word ‘‘and,” to strike out “one-half” and 
fourth;” so as to read: ~ 
s ayers that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 inched square, 1} cents per square 

oot. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same paragraph, page 26, line 
8, after the word *‘ that,” to strike out ‘‘two” and insert ‘‘one and 
three-fourths;” so as to read: 

All above that, 1} cents per square foot. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same , page 26, line 
10, after the word “‘ rolled,” to insert “ ribbed;” so as to read: 


And all fluted, rolled, ribbed, or rough plate glass, weighing over 100 pounds 
per 100 square feet, shall pay an additional duty on the excess at the same 


rates herein im 
agreed to 


26, line 
**one- 


The sraaceeetnaesten tat h 26, lin 
‘he next amendment was, in the same paragraph, page 26, line 
16, after the word ‘‘as,” to insert the word “ finished;” so as to 
make the proviso read: 


Provided, That all of the above plate glass, when nd, smoothed, or 
otherwise absctred, shal! be subject vo the same rato of duty as finished cast 

Mr. WHITE. In relation to this particular of the 
agraph, the following statement has been to me, to 


I attract the attention of the Senator in charge of the bill. It js 
said that— 

Fluted, rolled, and ribbed glass of large sizes is val 
foot, and under the provisions of the proviso, when 
duty equal to 50 conte per square foot, or 1,250 $ pro- 
viso was inadvertently added to the paragraph in the Wilson bil! and is pr “ 
hibitive, there having been but one im tion made, in which the importer 
was compelled to pay an additional cane oe a decision of the court of several 
thousand dollars on a few dollars’ w of material. This error should }a 
remedied by striking out the proviso, as above ‘ 

I do not know that the attention of the Senator from Rhode 
Island has been called to this matter, but it seems to me a subject 
worthy of examination. I obtained this information from a mem. 
ber of the Board of General Appraisers, who stated it to be a fact, 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the Senator from California says, this pro- 
vision was in the act of 1894 precisely as it appears here. It ap. 
pears by the report of the Bureau of Statistics that the informant 
of the Senator m California must be incorrect in his statement, 
because there were importations under each one of these para- 
—_ at the rate of 81 per cent; 22 per cent on the first. 

. WHITE. Mr. Sharretts informed me, and he is verylikely 

to know about it. 
_ Mr. JONES of Arkansas, There certainly could have been no 
importations under the proviso, because the rate of taxation given 
on this glass, if the Senator will notice the comparative state- 
ment, is from 1 cent a foot to 44 cents a foot. The highest 
value of this glass is 44 cents a foot. How could it be possi- 
ble to have the glass imported at 5 cents a foot as the very low- 
est, and from. that running up to 224 cents? It seems to be 
simply impossible that there should have been —: glass imported 
under this proviso. The statement made by the General Ap- 
a spoken of by the Senator from Calif: is that there was 
ut a single importation under this peregrer, , and that a very 
heavy = , amounting to a great sum of money, was visited on 
men W. innocently supposed that they were not violating 
the law or not bri under this particular proviso. [ 


at4 cents per sqr 
red, is sub oct ioe 
rcent ad valorem. i 


nging in g 
suggest that it be passed over, and that the Senator from Rhode 
Island examine this question. I am strongly inclined to think 
that he, on examination, will agree to strike out the proviso. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have great confidence in the judgment of 
Mr. Sharretts, and I am quite willing that the paragraph should 
go over, but Is that the price on obscured glass, according 
to the Bureau of Statistics, is 24 to 36 cents. 

Mr. WHITE. Not of this particular glass. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, of this particular 
fluted, rolled or rough, ground or smoo , or otherwise ob- 
scured,” as will be seen by referring to the bottom of the thirty- 
eighth page of the comparative statement. I am quite willing 
that the proviso shall go over, and I will consult Mr. Sharretts in 


— to it. 

. WHITE. This seems to be the character of proviso alluded 
to by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TurPiE] yesterday, though 
it was not born in this bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam willing to have the proviso stricken out 
now with an understanding that subsequently, if the information 
suggested by the Senator is not correct, we may reinsert it. For 
the present I am willing that the proviso shall be stricken out in 
accordance with the s tion of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The VICE-PRESIDE The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out the proviso of 
paragraph 100, in the following words: 


That all of the above plate glass, when 
otherwise o| , shall be subject to the same rate 
plate glass unsilvered. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 

ragraph 101, page 26, line 22, after the word ‘“‘square,” to strike 
out “‘twelve” and insert ‘‘ten;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


101. Sant pees late gious. Subhed or unfinished and unsilvered, not 
exceeding 2 thches sqnnre, cents per foot; above that, and 


not omeeene 2 inches square, 10 cents per square foot; above that, 
and not ing 24 by 60 inches square, 22} cents per square foot; all above 
that, 35 cents per square foot. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I call the attention of the Senator 
from Rhode Island to the comparative statement on page 4). 
move, in line 20, before “‘ cents,” to strike out ‘‘eight” and insert 
* five;” so as to read: 

Not exceeding 16 by 24 inches square, 5 cents per square foot. 

This een ele eeaere Se ences. weit on oe 

propositions committee in this 

in the’ feet division, on plate glass 

foot. The Senate 

to make it 8 cents per foot. The House ha: 
This is an increase over the McKinley rate 
next the Senate committee 
seer ha hart tae nate po 
was 8 cen on that par- 

The Senate comaniiten proposes to e it 
If the House proposition had 


lass—‘‘ Plate glass, 


nd, smoothed, or 
duty as cast polished 
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prevailed, there would have’ been an increase over the McKinley 


ed 

gay glass of 50 cent, and the Senate committee 

proposition 1s to increase the McKinley rate 25 per cent. 
ow turn to the next paragraph, ey h 102. I will call at- 
tention to the increases proposed by the Senate committee all 
along through this plate-glassschedule. They are simply astound- 
ing. I Senators will pay attention to what is proposed. 
In paragraph 102, which will be the next one to be taken up, the 
Senate comunittee to increase the tax on the smaller size 
above the McKinley Act in the proportion of 6 to 11 cents. The 
McKinley Act — a tax on this class of glass of 6 cents per 
square foot, and the Senate committee solemnly asks us to change 
that 6 to 11 cents, increasing the rate above the McKinley bill 834 
r cent—a bill which was repudiated by the American people, a 
ill which up to that time had been the most monstrous proposi- 
tion of taxation that had ever been conceived or proposed to 
Congress. Yet, when that bill has been swept aside, this commit- 
tee comes to the Senate and proposes to increase the rate on this 

plate glass 83 per cent above the McKiuley taxation. 
Mr. ALDR . Ejighty-three per cent? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir; 83 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On what quality? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 102, the next paragraph | 
you are coming to. I am calling attention to these iniquities in | 
| 


this matter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. You are getting ahead. 

Mr. JONES S eee. am emeeeing all of them at once. 
I am sho the policy that is pursued here. 

Mr. MTLISON, vias vate fixed by the House was 12 cents, and | 
the committee make it 10. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was 6 cents under the McKinley 
law. The House made it 9 cents and you make it 11. You are | 
looking at paragraph 101, I presume, and I was talking about para- | 

102. 


tr. ALLISON. I beg pardon. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In the subdivision of the same para- 
graph, 102, you propose to raise the McKinley rates from i0 to 13 | 
cents, an addition of 30 per cent. 

There is another peculiar thin;; about these increases to which I | 
should like to call the attention of the Senate. In the smaller 
sizes, in the lower-priced brackets, in the smal'er grades of this 
glass, enormous increases are proposed inthis bill. In the higher- 

ced glass, in the large-sized glass, in the glass that costs a great 
eal of money, the rates are very materially and nicely adjusted 
so as to have a reduction of taxation. Why is it that the cost of 
& oe glass that finds its way into the cheaper work is to be 
in by 83 per cent over the McKinley rate, and in the high- 
priced glass, every Senator will notice if he will take the trouble 
to look into the com tive statement, that there are in many 
cases no increases at all; but the Senate committee proposes liber- 
ally to let us have these plates of glass at something under the 
McKinley rates? As a specimen of that, take the next subdi- 
vision, “above 24 by 30 inches and not exceeding 24 by 60 inches.” 
Under the McKinley law the rate was 35 cents per square foot, 
and the Senate committee was liberal enough to propose to reduce 
that to 25 cents per square foot. In the next clause, 60 cents per 
square foot was the rate of the McKinley law, but in this large- 
sized glass the Senate committee is liberal enough to propose, on 
American plate, that large-sized plate glass shall be at 38 cents 
instead of at 60 cents, as in the McKinley law. 

While we are making these comparisons I think we may as well 
run down the whole ule. As to ‘‘cylinder and crown glass, 
poltees silvered, and looking-glass plates not exceeding 16 by 24 
inches,” the Senate committee proposes to raise the tax from what 
it was in the McKinley law, 6 cents per square foot, to 11 cents 
per square foot. 

_I am satisfied that many Senators do not understand the full 
significance of these important increases. We shall discuss them 
more fully when we come to them. 1 see by the smile on the face 
of the Senator from Rhode Island that he fully understands the 
matter. Heknows whereit cuts. Thisisap ition to increase 
the tax on glasses and mirrors that go into the cheap fur- 
niture sets that men are compelled to have by an enor- 


poor 
mous rate of taxation, and the fine French plate mirrors can not 
be t to go on the furniture of the poor people. 

The mirrors of the cheaper furniture sets are made of what are 


called French plates. They are made nowhere except in Bohemia. 
Ihave some samples in my room that I intend to have here to 
exhibit to the Senate at the proper time. They are of thin glass. 
The , highly polished, fine French mirrors that are used by 
the are a very different thing from the cylinder-glass 
— | come 


e 


German tes, and which are for 
There are thou- 


business alone, a but make oo of 
poor. ese people are com use 
ih gem mot be eect in eny way, and 
the committee to raise the that 





kind of glass to such an extent as to make it impossible for this 
class of people to afford this glass, and they must either take the 
French plate glass or nothing. 

Mr. President, in the class of ‘‘cylinder and crown glass, pol- 
ished, silvered, and looking-glass plates not exceeding 16 by 24 
inches,” the McKinley law charged arate of 16 cents per square 
foot. The House of Representatives raised it 50 per cent. They 
proposed to make it 9 cents per square foot; but the Senate com- 
mittee, not satisfied with an increase of 50 per cent, have levied 
upon the poverty of the poor and ieeneneell the rate to 11 cents 
= square foot, making it 83} per cent higher than was the 

cKinley rate. . 

In the next subdivision there is a little higher class and a little 
more expensive kind of glass provided for, ‘‘ above 16 by 24 and 
not exceeding 24 by 30.” The committee propose, instead of the 
McKinley rate of 10 cents per square foot, to impose a tariff of 18 
cents per square foot. That is an increase of 30 per cent. But 
when you get down to a still higher class, to a still more expensive 
class, ‘* above 24 by 30 inches and not exceeding 24 by 60 inches,” 
a large-sized plate, then, whereas the McKinley law imposed a 
tariff of 35 cents per square foot, the Senate committee, in its lib- 
erality, proposes that this class of people may have their glass 
imported at a tax of 25 cents per square foot. That is a peculiar- 
ity running through this entire bill. There is not an exception to 
it from the beginning to the end of the glass schedule. 

On the very largest sizes of this glass, ‘‘ all above 24 by 60 inches 
square,” the tax was 60 cents per square foot under the McKinley 
law, and the Senate committee proposes that that shall be allowed 
to come in now at 38 cents per square foot; when on the glass of 
small sizes, the kind of glass that must be used for the very cheap- 
est and poorest class of furniture, the rate of taxation is increased 
over 83 per cent. When we come to the higher classes, the higher 
styles, then the increase is nearly 50 per cent. It seems that the 
Senator from Rhode Island and his colleagues have read the old 
injunction from the Bible that ‘‘ whosoever hath, to him shall be 
given: and whosoever hath not, from him shall be taken away 
even that which he seemeth to have.” In other words, from the 


| poor, miserable devil shall be taken that which he has. 


Mr. President, there are other paragraphs in this glass schedule 
in which the same rates of increase over the McKinley law will be 
found to exist. In all of the cheaper and lower grades there are 
increases running from 83 per cent to 50 per cent, and then down 
to 30 per cent, until you get to the higher-priced and more expen- 
sive grades, and then the rates of taxation go down with a uniform 
step until you get to the very highest and most expensive class. 

When the present schedule was under consideration in the House 
of Representatives, and the examinations were made, a representa- 
tive of the plate-glass interest appeared before that committee and 
made some interesting statements. I read from the statement of 
Mr. John Pitcairn as follows: 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, from a very small indus- 
try fifteen years ago the plate-glass business of this country has developed 
into a large business, which now gives employment, directly and indirectly, 
to at least 10,000 persons, and isa striking example of what can be accom- 

lished under a protective policy, for, without any material change in the 

uty puter to that fixed by the Wilson bill, protection has established this 
very large industry, and competition has reduced the cost to the consumer 
from $2.50 per foot at the inception of the business in this country to an 
average price of less than 50 cents per foot. So that while plate glass was 
originally considered a luxury, it has now become a necessity within the 
reach of all. J 

We come to you as business men, a 
the country demand that the new tari 

Senators ought not to lose sight of the opinion of this great glass 
manufacturer, that this tariff ought to be a conservative one. He 
says in the course of his argument: 

It is interesting to note that these imports have averaged about 3,000,000 
—_ feet per year, and also that there has been less and less of the large 
= imported in recent years, and about a corresponding increase in the 

ports of the small sizes. 

Further on he says: 


In view of the foregoing, all of which you can easily verify, we, the under- 
signed, representing all the plate-glass works in thiscountry, feel that we are 
fully justified in respectfully suggesting the following as a new schedule for 
duties on plate g 

This gentleman certainly could not consider this rate of 83 per 
cent increase over the McKinley law as conservative. The Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island, in the very inception of this debate, stated 
as follows: 

In the readjustment of rates suggested, the committee have tried in every 


instance to make them sufficiently protective to domestic interests without 
being prohibitive. 


** Sufficiently protective to American interests without being 
prohibitive.” The McKinley law was a prohibitive law, and yet 
this committee comes and solemnly asks the Senate to agree to an 
increase of 83 per cent above the McKinley law in this article, 
which is manufactured by an organization which operates the 
largest plate-glass manufactory in the world, which is an_estab- 
lishment having millions of dollars of capital, and which pays 
enormous dividends, on the ground that we are taking care of an 
infant industry! 


qroceting that the best interests of 


ill shall be a conservative one. 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What company is it that pays 
enormous dividends? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The trust; the whole business; all of 
it together, 


Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator state that this business is 


controlled — en one com 
Mr, JONES as not all the product, but 


pay nearly all of it ier ot he at least 85 per cent of the product is in the 
ds of one concern. I think no Senator will deny that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It has not paid any dividends for 
the last three years. 

Mr. VEST. I want to call the attention of the Senator from 
Arkansas, when he is discussing the question of whether these 
duties are prohibitive or not, to the importations. Under the first 
Classification of paragraph 102, where the committee propose to 
make this enormous increase over the McKinle Act, the importa- 
tion of plate glass in 1896 was $768 only, showing that the Amer- 
ican manufacturers have the absolute control of the domestic 
market. Under the second classification, where the committee 
made another increase, the whole importation for 1896 was $13,722. 

It is a notorious fact that this association, which controls the 
pi late-glass manufacture in the United States, meets every year at 

ttsburg. There is a concern in my State, called the Crystal 
City Manufacturing Company, that is a member of that associa- 
tion, and I believe = resident is the vice-president of the national 
association. The glass product of this country, as the Sena- 
tor from Rhode na knows, is controlled virtually by that asso- 
ciation. There are some plate-glass manufacturers outside of it, 
but the bulk of the product comes from them; and these statements 
as to exports and imports all show that they have absolute control 
of the market in the United States. 

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I have a letter signed 
by a number of glass dealers, dated May 28, 1897. I should like 
Senators to listen to these statements, for I believe they involve 
matters of serious concern, and matters that ought to touch the 
consciences of the members of this Senate. The letter is as follows: 

New York, May 28, 1397. 


Dear Sire: We beg to protest against the proposed i nerease in duty on 
looking-glass plates edule B, paragra pis the and 104). 
The present and proposed rates are as follows: 


Rate of duty per square foot. 
Present | Proposed 
Bize. rate. rate. 








foot and up to 16 by 24 a. a 1 
WE UO Te OF BO ewcecccenccuwcecccess 
or ie by 2 Se 10 13 


Me age rw gem by tee te cent. In addi- 
10 per cent is 
posed by the Senate bill, on uch patos, when boveld, of W over 6 


by the classes shbiene 
not made in Pint Cl n increase of medida can inure to the benefit 
S Pitts’ Plate Com a e two years ago 





8 K & CO 
BE . DREY & CO., 
and 188 Franklin Street. 


VANE RiPFIN & CO. 
SEMON BA 
Hon. James K. Jones, 
United States Senate. 
The gentlemen who this letter deal in this article. 


signed 
Now, as to the question whether there has been any profit paid 
by these plate-glass people, I propose to ta few f gures to the 
Senate. I hold in my and the advertisement of the maint Olt 
ie Glass aay which appears regularly in the Paint, 


or ALDRICH, Importers. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The advertisementis as follows: 
Prrrssure Plats Guass CoMPANyY. 
Largest producers of plate glass in the world, operating nine plants. 


. 1, Creighton, Pa. No. 4, Ford City, Pa. No. 7, Elwood, Ind. 
No. 2, Tarentum, ha No. 5, oe Pa. No. 8, Kokomo, Ind. 


©. 3, Ford City, Pa. No, 6, Charleroi, Pa. No. 9, Crystal City, Mo. 
Manufacturers of 
POLISHED PLATE AND SILVERING PLATE 
of all thicknesses. 
Skylight and floor glass. Glass bending a specialty. 
General office, Carnegie Building, Pittsburg, Pa. 
With h warehouses tn the cities named below, where we shall keep large stocks 
on where can always obtain 
ce oe See enn purchasers ys 
New_York, 40-55 Lateyette Fince, te 80 Sudbury street; Detroit, 


. St. 
we gh Wedeees eatin Pe Louis, corner 





May 2, 


ae have in which the Senator Senator from Connecticut [ite. Par Pittsburg con- 


PLATT] tells us 
on ae dividends in such a long ort is 
sasde by G. Dun & Co, I will read it: pee aeper: i 


PITTSBURG PLATE GLASS COMPANY. 


until for the r 

of appointing eS acer ok aa eee eci 
Raportant matters concerning the t campeny® Some 
on account of lack of WAS notic: 


able for some time and led to depression in value of stock, ndi- 
agp eh, TP A It fell in a teow 

months from 6 to than 50, but there may not have M a special carso 

for this, so far as the intrinsic value of the steck is concerned, beyond the ;, 


plan. insisted upon by some of the others oa ” 

ve-year 6 per cent debenture bonds, to be sold and the proceeds ap))|i. 

— yment of bonds falling a this operation to continue year -. r ar 
pa — oe nee liquidated. The second plan, propose! 


ward Ford, was to issue at once $2,500,000 fifteen-year 6 
mnortaags oe with a redemption clause by which at an tims me after ‘thr rea 
or any part of the bonds could be redeemed. it came t 


a 


vote on their propositions it was found that the notice advertising the )).,. 
posed increase was illegal and that no action could be taken. It was «0)),. 
what of a surprise when Judge Coler offered a resolution that the policy of 
the incoming board be one of the strictest economy consistent with ,°....| 
business, and that the proposed economy commence with the reduction «: ::|| 
the high salaried officers and a vanes oF doubling up of light duties. 1 he 
resolution was seconded by President Ford and passed. eir assets and 
liabilities are said to be as follows: 


anc 


ASSETS. 
I ON... <5 in sions cewdbsed pasa Deedvientundbaedetestawiescses $11, 086,163.73 
ID 66, disias wtdnoan bun cds elnd weuatih tinnteiibhivcnbanden 962, 239.49 
SE oe INOS. .... nn sees suiiepeninniemermtiininbwabsGeensccove 685, 431. 22 
Stock in factories _. ~withadicneddndinas aitladdbad dultepis oe 236, 000. 88 
SED... ....covce «daihitysceeh vedi huksbeacheaestoce ++ 483, 404.63 
SIE 5c Diba 6cccan ensensebeblniindethbdebeteitiminadnos 43, 434.90 
EE Cinekinptinehs nccocisesaarienigeniiatinibells thaaesece 91, 609.50 
13, 838, 236. 40 

LIABILITIES. 
EL Linitiinndcd iuibinsdocemeehniabetacetaaninanwace 150,000.00 
pomameen —_ SS NL EE SREY CEE SE AES NS a 9, 850), 000.00 
nds, Fo Se ED. .nnat 6 cbdes vidbnenduveregihthucheencce 313, 000. ( 
Se: © RN OID oo cincndsss-sovnrdiienbtbatiotsetarnccere @0, 000 0 
Bonds, Howard Din digit ciciheralivtatenenbintdre bebtimbeiadinee coe 140, 000. 00 
Debenture bo: SE AREY BROS ERE en 1,574, 000.00 
EE te an vine, deine cpecdoantaeenduaestelandbinbeocere 414, 458. 66 
Interest on bonds not called for... ............2.-- e-00-0s0------- 19, 734.22 
Dus. Om animrses Of GMICOTS. ... .... . 2. oc ccnccecnconccese ceowccee o--~ 13, 829.22 
Due on salaries of superintendents................-....-.....---- 2, 674. 97 
lek ons «thio bancta 0 cusks chk bela eedinetiinacce« 194, 643. 73 
Proits carried over for 1606. .. 2... 2.000. cc ccowwenreseceves eves eee 380, 473.71 
The profits carried over for 1895 by this company, which the 
Senator from Connecticut assures us has not been making any 
money, were $380,473.71. 

Profits carried OG? 200 1006. 5.6cs c ewiscniciccncccccccoccceccccoccce $725, 471.89 
lai sce can Mitte aa take sree ames 13, 838, 286. 40 


Here eens that we are told pays no dividends, a com- 

y that is g no , with an alleged capital stock of 
$10,000,000; embracing nine of the great ee of the 
we the rate of taxa- 

law to enable these 
and soul together! 


A member of the board is said to have as follows: “In report of 
ie) Chagas canines < eae a while the report for 
last eerceee of 


Notwithstanding the fact that princely salaries have been paid to those in 
high official positions, emt tor the twenty-two months of 
company’s eS ee eeedaak Deben oes, veld off, 
teres paid ‘ n 


"0,9 i per company ‘s 
tor tweney av mom or an average monthly 


in twenty-two monthis in 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Total earnings, or an average monthly 
earning of $110,472.30. 


Be Hoe seeinte of appearance wader the head of expense, a item of $710).00) 
must mak of appears no place 
else. basins of the a Tot bese quite large and 

during the year, but have been much 
more aan geet deem_ necessary. Ford have 
the board of elected George 

Crouse and Charles B. McLean, the of the Lincoln National 

The other directors are (president), of Philade!- 


kindly to the Ways 
and Means Committee why these rates to be increased— 


AL. , A. ni secretary. ‘Tho probabilities ary comptroller. 
A. the ion to 
EN RT LN 


ga 1 


ews 


Bates 















ze bene Runiitties to the — > ae the company to pay dividends, it is 
said. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The sum and substance of that is 
that some’ who wanted to put out a prospectus and to issue 


dsc that in twenty-two months the company had earned 
coer 10 per cent on their ae. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 


ot 7 any manner of means; but the 
substance of it is that R. G. Dun & Co., who are the reporters of 


financial of all concerns in the United States, report 

as the f: connected with the Pittsburg Plate Glass 

Company. is no tus for the purpose of getting gullible 
men to subseribe to 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator think that 10 per 


cent in twenty-two months is an enormous profit? 
Arkansas 


Mr. J . and one-half million dollars on 
an all of $10,000,000 in twenty-two months. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That does not by any means sustain 


statement of the Senator from Connecticut that this poor in- 
at has been nothing all of this time. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I did not say _ such thing. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator said they paid no divi- 
dends. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I made that statement on the 
strength of a communication to me from a friend of mine, who 
happened to own $5,000 of stock of the company, that he had not 


been able to get any dividends since he took stock in the company. 
Mr. JO. of Arkansas. Perhaps that is true, but the com- 


has been going along, and if it has not seen fit to pay divi- 
Penis, nobody can deny the statement which I have presented 


here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not understand the Senator from Arkan- 
gas to make any statement as to the net profits of this concern. I 
asked him whether the earnings to which he referred were net or 
gross, and he did not seem to know. If he now has any statement 
which shows the actual profits in twenty-two months, I should 
like to have him produce it to the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I read the statement as given by 
R. G. Dun & Co. 

Mr. QUAY. If the Senator from Arkansas will permit me to 
interrupt him, I will mention what the Pittsburg Plate Glass 

ny have to say in relation to this question. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator permit me a 


momen 

Mr. QUAY. Yes; and as soon as the Senator has finished his 
remarks, I desire to state the company’s side of the case. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I thought I caught the statement 
that the profits of this company for twenty-two months were 
a That is about 10 or 11 per cent on the capital for 
z ty-two months, or about 5 per centa year. I thought I caught 

correctly. 

Mr. aa Mr. President—— 


With pleasure. 
correspondence to which I have referred it 

that any intimation, statement, or c that the Pitts- 
Plate Glass Company is a trust, or that it has been or is 
or indirectly in combination or conspiracy in restraint of 
trade, or for the purpose of the output or prices with 
other company or im violation of either any Fed- 
= State antitrust law, is wholly unwarranted and absolutely 


The Pittsburg Plate Glass Company was organized many years 
ago for the manufacture of plate glass in this country, an i the 
of 1895 increased its ital in order by aetual purchase 

uire the real personal, of several other com- 
in like manufacture, namely, two properties in 

two in Indiana, and one in Missouri, the object of 

to enable it by economic administration and 

to make and offer to the consumers of this country a 


of this the Pittsburg Plate Glass Company 

Seeckom: in the cities of Boston, New 
Louis, Cincinnati, Detroit, and 
bution of its product direct to 
reductions about eS - the 


g 


it 


refit 
Hi 


FF 


York, Philadelphia, Chicago, 
Minneapolis for the sale and 
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Pennsylvania and one in Indiana, all of whom unite with it in 
asking such protection as will enable them to compete with for- 
eign combinations and their representatives in this country, who 
use this market as the dumping ground for their surplus product 
manufactured on a basis of wages with which our manufacturers 
can not compete without the protection for which they ask. 

The plate-glass business of the country is on anything buta 

rofitable basis at thistime. The Pittsburg Plate Glass Company 
not even a close corporation. Its stock is owned and held by 
over 600 shareholders residing in Massachusetts, Connecticut, 
New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, Llinois, 
Michigan, Missouri, Kentucky, California, and elsewhere. 

They say further that the plates of foreign manufacture to 
which the Senator from Arkansas refers are made almost exclu- 
sively in Bavaria, under the control of a verein or trust, with 
headquarters at Firth, of which trust several of the New York 
importers who urge a reduction of duty on such glass are mem- 
bers. Continuing, they say: 

Over 3,000,000 square feet of such glass were imported for the year ending 
June 30, 1896; and if the American factories can increase their output by that 
amount, they can and will give employment to many idle workmen 

So that even if this were a trust, contrary to this absolute denial, 
it is a question between a German or a foreign trust and an Amer- 
ican trust, and so far as I am concerned, [ am in favor of the 
American trust. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I have read the stand- 
ing advertisement of the Pittsburg PlateGlassCompany. Whether 
you call it a trustor not, here, according to their own statement, 
is an organization of nine large plate-glass manufacturers. The 
claim to be the largest plate-glass manufacturers in the eusbh. 
There are three other small plate-glass manufacturers, I under- 
stand—two in Pennsylvania and one in Indiana or Missouri—and 
but three, and they produce but an infinitesimal part of the plate 
glass produced in this country. The overwhelming part of the 
production is by the Pittsburg Plate Glass Company from its nine 
manufactories, all of which are controlled by a central authority, 
and all of which make the terms of the sales to suit themselves. 

Mr. President, that these people absolutely control the sales, 
make them on such terms and in such ways as they see fit, with- 
out regard to the convenience or the wishes of their customers, I 
imagine no man informed about the facts will deny. When a 
man en in the business wants small sizes of plate glass, he 
is told that he can not have them unless he buys a certain larger 
proportion of larger sizes. The large plates are those on which 
they make their money. They refuse to make or sell small plates 
unless a larger number of the larger size are taken with them. 

I have somewhere among my papers quite an interesting corre- 
spondence on this question, which I propose to present tothe Sen- 
ate. Iam unable to lay my hand on it at this moment, but I hope 
to do so before I conclude. 

I have an order sent by one of the concerns signing the letter 
which I presented to the Senate a short time ago, asking for cer- 
tain sizes of plate glass, and I ask the attention of the Senate to 
the answer made by the Pittsburg Plate Glass Company, which 
the Senator from Pennsylvania considers in no sense a trust. 
They say: 

We beg to acknowledge receipt of your order of 30,000 feet silvering qual- 
ity, but as we find that the allotment of 18 by 40 and % by 8 amounts to 
15,000 feet of the order, we regret that we can not forward the same to the 
factory under such conditions. Under no circumstance will they accept or- 
ders for these two sizes at a greater proportion than 2 per cent of the entire 
quantity under 5 square feet. 

They are told that they can not have it; that under no circum- 
stances will they sell more than 20 per cent of the order in sizes 
fess than 5 square feet. In other words, if a man wants to buy 
one part of a suit of clothes, he has to take the balance of the 
suit, boots, overcoat, and everything else, whether he wants it or 
not. He is bound to do it. 

Your memorandum shows 8,445 feet from 5 to 10 feet, and 6,047 under 5 
square feet, without either of the two sizes. Under the conditions that our 
factory makes you would be entitled to 133 lights of each size or 1,330 square 
feet in 18 by 40 and 24 by 30, instead of 1,500 lights of each. We would thank 
you if you will kindly amend the order. 

We note your request as to impressing upon the factory the necessity of 
using every care in selecting the glass. 

Here is a copy of the reply of the party making the order: 

Weare in receipt of your favor of the Wth, and note the conditions that 
you ee Inasmuch as we can not, in turn, do the same with our trade, 
we see that we have to look abroad for our supply in assortments such as 
our business requires. 

But if these gentlemen can succeed in having this rate of taxa- 
tion put upon glass, then the people who want to buy glass need 
not attempt to look abroad to get any of their supply. They will 
see to it that it is impossible that any American cae shall have 
the audacity to go anywhere else upon the face of the earth ex- 
cept to the Pittsburg Plate Glass Company to get his supply on 

I have a letter from the same concern, written only a few weeks 
ago, in which they take the same position—that they will not sell 
unless 20 per cent of the amount ordered be for glass less than 





Bae ta et Fe 


; 
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5-foot pieces; that they will not furnish any more. The writer 
Bays: 

Repizing to your favor of the 13th instant, would say that the order for 
amall g placed th h our New York house does not entitle you to any 
18-40's or 24-30's, as the 20 per cent allotment applies to orders for silvering 
quality glass. 

This company not only monopolizes the American market, not 
only controls the sale of plate glass everywhere through its agents, 
not only controls the production, but the distribution of the glass, 
and, in addition, they absolutely insist that they shall dictate to a 
man who wants to use glass the sizes he shall use. He can not be 
allowed to use the glass he wants, and yet we are told by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania that it is not atrust. Whatever you call 
it makes no difference; it is un-American, it is outrageous, and 
the American Senate ought not by any legislation to allow the 
continuance of such tyranny on the part of a commercial organi- 
zation created in this country. 

I have a letter from the Boston Plate and Window Glass Com- 
pany, of Boston, Mass., dated April 4: 

We beg to protest against any increase in the present rate of duties on 
polished plate glass (Schedule B), and to pray for a large reduction of the 
present rates, for the following reasons: 

The yearly consumption of this article in this country is about twelve to 
fifteen million square feet. 

It is an article of necessity. 

The present duty is practically a prohibitory one, and, with its different 


schedules, amounts toan ave of more than 125 per cent, taking the yearly 
consumption of glass in each schedule. 
The present rates of duties, with the percentages of same, compared with 
ee se = ard prices of foreign makers f. 0. b. steamers in Europe, are as fol- 
ws, viz: 


———— 





ang | Percent- | Percent 
Present age of used of 








Sizes. cuey per duty upon) total con- 
foot. foreign | sumption 
cost. | (about). 
Cents. 

16 by 2% 5 35 6 
is atkins hse | we oe cine a melml eae 8 5O uv 
CL Aikes ankahdlcndesanwhin debe odnand deed 2 138 24 
IEE 650s Chadietncindédoie ch pandunne 36 (*) 61 
100 





* From 182 per cent to 156 per cent, depending on sizes. 

The above figures of percent of present duty on foreign cost are some- 
what smaller t what they will actually amount to. 

About two years © the principal plate-glass factories consolidated, form- 
ing the Pittsburg Plate G Com y, capital $10,000,000. There are only 
three other, and small, factories in the country. 

We earnestly pray for a reduction of two-thirds of the present rates. 

And that prayer is responded to — increase of 83 per cent, 
not only above the present rate, but above the McKinley Act. 


With the duties fixed at one-third only of present rates the four American 
factories will still have a protection of more than 40 per cent, and this is the 
only way by which the Government can obtain any revenue on this article. 

Mr. President, the only pretense, the only justification we can 
have for levying this tax upon that article at all is to raise rev- 
enue for the Government. There is practically, to which point 
the attention of the Senate was called by the Senator from Mis- 
souri a short while ago, no revenue from the en rate of taxa- 
tion, and yet the Senate is asked to increase that rate enormously. 
It would not have any effect on the importation. A little is com- 
ing in now, but what little comes in will be stopped by this pro: 
sition, and the price of American oe can go on and on, higher 
and higher, especially on the grades of glass consumed by poor 


yeople. 
, T have run somewhat hastily over these different propositions. 
There are a number of other important things connected with it 
which I am sure other Senators will b out. I hope they will 
be fully and thoroughly presented to the Senate. An important 
matter of this kind, it seems tc me, owght to be fairly understood 
and fully discussed. If it is the purpose of the majority, without 
regard to the fact that the production of glass in this country is 
practically in the hands of one concern, and that a concern with 
a —— of $10,000,000, one which, according to the Senator from 
Rhode Island and the Senator from Connecticut, has made a profit 
of more than a million dollars in twenty-two months, during 
which it has been an organization, while other industries just as 
meritorious have been profitless, or losing money—if itis their pur- 
pose, notwithstanding these facts, to increase the taxes levied on 
the American ple to swell the price of plate = for the pur- 
pose of inc: ng the fortunes of this organization, then let them 
take the full responsibility for doing so, but those who have some 
regard for the wishes of their constituents, those who have some 
regard for the interest of the poor consumers throughout the 
country, those who are unwilling to increase the cost of the plate 
glasses that ornament the homes of the poor and add some sort of 
comfort to the masses of the people of the United States, I h 
will be found recording their votes in antagonism to every single 
one of these tions. 

Mr. WHI Mr. President, I have here two or three state- 
ments, some of which, I presume, were submitted to the commit- 


tee when this particular schedule was under consideration, The 
communication which I hold in my band is from Van Horn, (j;\;. 
fin & Co., plate and sheet glass, ht street, New York. This 
document peeeeees to be a copy of a letter addressed to the chair. 
man of the subcommittee of the Committee on Finance, the Sey. 
ator from Rhode Island, and is as follows: 


We respectfully protest against the proposed increase in the rate of gy: 

on polished plate F mon and at the same time request a reduction °"‘Y 

he present rate of duty on all plates con’ ng over 5 square 
cueeset to from 117 to 175 per cent ad valorem, as shown in 
nying e. 

On small sizes of 5 square feet or less the present rate varies from 5) ¢. 9 
per cent, but the consumption of these sizes is only about 5 per cent «{ ti, 
whole. [t is now proposed to the duties on these small sizes to make |: 
equivalent to from 80 to 100 per cent ad valorem. . 


And this notwithstanding the fact, I might add, that it appears 
that the consumption of those glasses amounts to but 5 per cent 
of the whole. e letter continues: 

The annual consumption of plate for glazing purposes is about 


15,000,000 feet. The importation is no’ . The only P ite glass now im. 
ported is the finest quality for mirror purposes. About two years ago the 
pecedoa! ene companies of the peo pe | consolidated, forming the 

ttsburg Plate Glass Company, with a capital of $10,000,000. They practically 
ones the situation. There are only three other small factories in tho 
country. * 


Then follows a table which I will insert without reading: 


feet is no 
8 how 
the accompa- 





as 








Polished — f. 0. b. Dingley bill. 

Percen Percent- 

Size. age of (Duty per) age of 

uare | duty to 

oot. cost in 

Europe. 

Containing up to— 5 Cents. 

24 square feet............. 19 5 8 & 
6 square feet ............. 2 8 664 12 100 
10 square feet 16 2 140 22. 140 
square feet ...... 20 3% 175 35 | 175 
40 square feet ............ 23 35 12 35 152 
0 square feet ............ 24 35 146 35 146 
75 square feet ............ 26 3 135 35 135 
100 square feet........... 30 35 yz 35 117 


The firm continues as follows: 


We would request that no increase of duty be made on small sizes, as pro- 
by the Dingley bill, and that the onan sizes containing over 5 square 
eet be reduced one-half, which would leave a duty equivalent to from 


60 to 980 per cent ad valorem as a protection to the rican manufacturer, 
and also permit of some plate glass being imported, thus adding to the reve- 
nue of our Government. 

I notice that the committee has not reported any changes as to 
certain items in this schedule, and by referring to the importa- 
tions it appears it was manifestly because there were no importa- 
tions under those particular paragraphs. Where it is disclosed 
that the Wilson Act or any anterior measure has fixed a rate 
which is absolutely prohibitive, and where it is conceded that we 
need revenue, it appears in those cases, as in the case of stcel rails, 
triumphantly referred to by the Senator from Rhode Island. that 
there ought to have been some reduction even for the sake of 
looks, although in that case it would not amount to anything as 
a matter of fact. 

I have also another communication from the same firm, of a 
later date, with certain additional facts set forth, as follows: 

Supplementing our letter to of April 6, regarding posed duty on 

te as the Di itions that 
Wii eiet withthe acter of tee ease eo" 












Senate bill. 











Percent- 

Size. r| age of 

mare dutyto 

oot. cost in 

Europe. 

Containing up to— Cents. 

square feet............. x 80 
6 square feet.............. 10 83 
equare feet............. 223 140 
25 square feet... .......... 3 17 
40 square feet. ............ 35 152 
square feet............. 146 


‘celles | 135 
shiairnsiidl 117 
We would state that the annual of s for glaz- 
ing purposes is aout {5.001080 square fect, and hat the importation, owing 
to the enormous duty, ‘spelen reas plate gine DON imported is the 
finest for mirror glass in this coun- 
was bared shows tue poms apeieg ie ae 
c ic 

het ie country. * cae ° ' 
We request that no increase of duty be on small sizes (up to5 


izes con- 
taining over b square fect may be est one‘palfy which vould 
thus 


Lae See aie teee 








1897. 
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I have also a letter from a firm of importers in New York, 

Sutphen & Myer, as et 3 a 
to call your attention regarding proposed duty on plate glass 
onstaa te the duties of the Senate Dill. 

Then follows a computation, in which they figure the matter 
out similarly to the correspondent already referred to, and con- 
tinuing, they say: 

The annual consumption of plate glass for glazing purposes is over 14,000,- 
00 square feet, and the revenue accruing to our Government is absolutely 
nothing by reason of the excessive duty. The Pittsburg Plate Glass Com- 

ny, which consistsof a consolidation of the principal plate glass companies, 
= ically control the situation. There are but three small plate glass 
Pictories fn the country outside of the Pittsburg Plate Glass Company. 

We would request that no further increase of duty be made on sizes up to 
5 square feet, and that the duty on sizes containing over 5 square feet be 
reduced one-half. This reduction would still leave as a protection to the 
‘American manufacturer a duty equal to from 60 to 90 per cent ad valorem, and 
by reason the im m of plate glass being resumed, a most material 
addition would be made to the revenue of our Government. 


The Senator from Arkansas has run over many of these items, 
and at present I do not wish to add anything further until one of 
the not yet read has been reached. I ask that these 
comm ms may be inserted in the RECORD as read. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land whether, since the date of the McKinley Act, the market 

of these various kinds of glass has or has not fallen; and if 
so, to what extent? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Some have increased and some have decreased. 
There is no general answer that would apply to the question of 
the Senator ron Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. Isit nota fact that there has been avery material 
decrease in the market price of most of these grades of glass? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think not, of most of them. If the Senator 
will ask me as to a. one, I will give him an answer. 

Mr. BACON. I ask as to common glass, glass commonly 
used for window glass and looking-glass. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Window glass is not now under consideration. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no common glass included in this 

icular paragraph. We are not now providing for common 


-window glass. 
Mr. BACON. So I understand, but the inquiry was made gen- 


erally. 
Mr. ALDRICH. On ph 101 the unit of value in 1893, 
under the act of 1890, was 23 cents a square foot, and in 1896, 20 


cents. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. That shows a decrease from 23 to 20 
cents. Therefore, if the specific duty is increased, it is a much 
larger increase than it would appear to be on its face. Witha 
decrease in price and an increase in the specific duty, the duty is 
much than it appears. That is the point. I wish to ask the 
Senator if that is not a fact? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Persons sitting in the galleries and listening 
to the discussion, if they were neither familiar with the facts in 
the case nor the methods which are adopted at times in regard to 
tariff discussions in the Senate, would think that some outrageous 
duty was being imposed by the provisions of these paragraphs 
upon an article of necessity for the common people of the United 


States. 
These 

































The fact is that neither of those things is true. ra- 
graphs refer to plate glass, and nothing else, and plate glass is not 
by the common people of the United States for any purpose 
or at anytime. The chan in rates suggested ¥ the Senate 
committee ae y the provisions of the bill as it came 
from the House in that , are simply a readjustment of rates 
provided in the act of 1890, and to some extent in the act of 1894, 
upon the various descriptions of plate glass. It is true that we 
have an increase 


of rate upon some of the brackets, but 
. = larger decrease upon most of them below the rates 


The Senator from Arkansas has taken one of those items out of 
twenty or thirty upon which an increase of rate is suggested, and 
he no changes upon that one item as though it applied to 
the wi 7 * 

of 


Mr. . In every paragraph in this schedule, 
the smaller brackets, the cheaper glass, the duty is increased from 
30 to 80 per cent. The decreases are on the high glass, the high- 
priced as I pointed out in the beginning. 

Mr. . The quality of the glass is the same. It is 
true that a large plate yf oy i foot than a small one, 
for reasons, but there is no difference in their uses or the 
classes of who do use them. 

Mr. . Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow 
me to ask him whether, in traveling over the country, he has ever 
seen of these glasses in windows? 

=: RICH. - houses of the people? 

. TILLMAN. es. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; I never see them. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The country people, the farmers, can not buy 
them; and yet they do buy the glass, 

Mr, ALDRICH, They do not buy any of the glass referred to 


my Sah 
> ae 


for more expensive houses in cities. 
statement that there is not a house in South Carolina, outside of 
the city of Charleston, which has a plate-glass window in it. 
not believe there is one. 


olina of course knows more about it than I do. 
ing my belief about it. 





in this paragraph, I will say to the Senator from South Carolina, 
either in South Carolina or in any other part of the country. 
can rest assured of that. 


He 


Mr. TILLMAN. Where do they buy them? 
Mr. ALDRICH. They buy them for looking-glass plates and 
Lam willing to venture the 


, l do 
But that is not a matter of consequence. 
Mr. TILLMAN. We are very poor, but I think the Senator is 


a little mistaken. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Idonot know. The Senator from South Car- 


I am only stat- 


Asto the reasons which led to the change and to the readjustment, 


the Senator from Arkansas, in a long address to the Senate, has 
stated as the principal reason against the increase of these duties 
that the production of plate glass in the United States is largely 
controlled by one single company, who advertise themselves as the 
largest plate-glass manufacturers in the world. 
ask the Senator from Arkansas, in all candor, whether he thinks 
that is any reason why these duties ought to be changed up or 


I should like to 


down? Does it affect the merits of this case at all whether the 


gentlemen control 40 per cent or 50 per cent or 60 per cent of the 


production of plate glass in the United States? Certainly it is no 
crime, according to my notion, for an American establishment to 
be the largest manufacturer of plate glass in the world. It is an 


evidence, tomy mind, of the energy and the enterprise of those peo- 
ple, and it certainly is no reason why they should be denounced 
upon the floor of the Senate or elsewhere, in my judgment. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But is it nota reason why they ought 
not to be allowed to plead the baby act and to ask to be taken 
care of by high protection? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not understand that they plead the baby 
act at all, or that they are asking at the hands of the American 
Congress anything but equal and exact justice. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator from Rhode Island, if 
he will permit me, whether, if this combination controls the ma- 
jority of the production of this kind of glass and fixes the price— 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does not fix the price. 

Mr. LINDSAY. And dictates the terms upon which it will sell 
certain kinds of glass, that is not a good reason why we should 
refuse to give it additional protection? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They deny most emphatically (and there has 
been no evidence submitted to the committee to the contrary, and 
I think there is no such evidence in existence) that there is any 
combination on their part with other manufacturers to control 
the prices or to limit production or to do anything else that is 
generally understood to be a restraint upon trade. There is no 
evidence of that kind before the committee at all. 

Now, the Senator from Arkansas says that these men have a 
monopoly of the American market; that there is practically no 
importation. The comparative statement which was before him 
and is now before me shows conclusively that that statement is far 
from being an accurate statement of the facts in the case. The 
importations of plate glass in 1896 amounted to more than $2,000,- 
000, and it extended over almost every single one of these para- 
graphs. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will permit me, was there not 
about $1,000,000 worth of glass exported during the last year? 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 think very likely there was. I should think 
very likely there might be a considerable amount of plate glass 
exported. But the fact is that upon the sizes on which the in- 
crease is suggested by the committee and by the House bill the 
importations have been constantly increasing, as I shall show very 
briefly. 

For instance, upon this first bracket, which was made the first 
subject of discussion and criticism by the Senator from Arkansas, 
the importations in 1893, when the duty was 5 cents a square foot, 
amounted to $84,000. In 1896, with the same duty, they amounted 
to $126,000, or an increase of nearly 50 per cent. As to the rates 
of duty which are suggested by the committee, if the Senate com- 
mittee rate had been — to the importations of 1896, the 
average ad valorem would have been 39.42 per cent. So the ulti- 
mate rates that will result from this increase is less than 40 per 
cent. 

One would have supposed to have listened to the Senator from 
Arkansas and the Senator from California that we have reached 
an enormously high rate by the suggestions which we have made. 
We have simply sought to equalize the rates between the different 
paragraphs in the bill. For the information of the Senate, I will 
read the resulting ad valorem in this whole column, so that there 
will be no question about it. 

In the first one it is 39.42; in the next, 44.34; in the next, 88.39; 
in the next, 46.23; in the next, 34.31; in the next, 34.11; in the 
next, 22.79; in the next, 43.25; in the next, 42.52, and so on through- 
out the whole list of the changes which have been made by the 

committee, In some cases the rate is as low as 16 and 17 
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per cent and 29 per cent. In only one case is the rate of 88 per 
cent suggested, and that rate is exactly the same rate imposed by 
the Wilson Act, ———_ by the Senator from Arkansas and his 
associates. So in all these other changes the rates are very much 
loss than the average which was imposed upon the glass schedule, 
and almost half less than what was sropenet by the Senators them- 
selves upon some of the articles covered by this very paragraph. 

Mr. WHITE. Ifthe Senator from Rhode Island will permit me, 
I wish to call attention to the matter he is now considering, on 
page 43 of the comparative statement. In all above 24 by 36 inches 
we find that under the law of 1890 the rate was 3} cents. It is 
now 3% cents, and the ad valorem equivalent is given in the docu- 
ment before us as 118.73. That is a case where the Senate com- 
mittee has evidently increased the rate as compared with the law 
of 1890. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As my colleague from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT] suggests to me, that certainly does not prove that the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Arkansas that we have in- 
creased the duties upon the smaller size glass is correct, because 
that is the largest size of any,and a very unimportant one, in the 
whole schedule. 

Mr. WHITE. I think the statement of the Senator from Ar- 
kansas had reference to the value. [ notice that the unit of value 
is very low in this particular instance. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator will allow me on that 
point, I believe we are on paragraph 101—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam discussing paragraph 101, but the Sena- 
tor from California calls attention to an article in 104. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Rhode Island said. 
my statement was not sustained that the Senate committee were 
increasing the rate much more greatly on the smaller size glass 
than the larger size. I propose to refer the Senator to the com- 
parative statement. Take paragraph 101, page 41 of the compara- 
tive statement. Inthevery first bracket you increase therate from 
5 cents in the McKinley Act to 8 cents here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 understand that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Scarcely anyone will deny that that 
is an increase. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And Iam pointing out what the effect of that 
is, if the Senator will allow me. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas... But the Senator was saying that my 
statement that you were increasing the rates.on the smaller size 

lass and not increasing the rates in the same proportion on the 
arger size glass is not sustained by the facts. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator from Arkansas to 
make the statement that we propose to increase the rates of du 
on the smaller size glass until the equivalent ad valorem is muc 
higher than on the larger size. 

r. JONES of Arkansas. I instituted no comparison between 
the equivalent ad valorem on the two classes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What I said was that as a matter of 
fact you are increasing, and increasing enormously, the rates of tax 
on small-size glass and that you are not increasing the tax in the 
same proportion on the larger size. 

Mr. ALDRICH. For obvious reasons; if the Senator from Ar- 
kansas will permit me, we have increased the rate, as I say, on the 
smaller size glass, for purposes of readjustment; but the effect of 
that increase is at the end only to —— one-half the rate of duty 
which the Senator himself imposed by the act of 1894 u most 
of the articles of plate glass included in this schedule. Now, that 
is the fact about it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator point out where he 
has increased it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam just pointing out that the result of the 
8 cents out of this computation is to impose in the end only 39.42 


per cent ad valerem, while his own rate, suggested by his own 


committee, on sizes from 24 to 60 was, u his own bill, 88.89 
per cent ad valorem, more than double the duties which we now 
suggest upon this item. The reason for that readjustment, as I 
have already shown, is the largely increased importations on the 
smaller sizes, and the necessity, if we intend to do justice by these 
various articles, to reduce the rates and make them equal apon all 


concerned. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator have the goodness 
to show one bracket, one si — one single lot of glass 
on which he has proposed a lower rate than was proposed in the 
Wilson bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not saying that we do? We oars 
tain the rates which the Senator himself retained upon the larger 
sizes, which in many cases amounted to 100 per cent ad valorem, 
double the rate which we now suggest upon the small sizes. The 
readjustment made in 1890 was not a correct one, and it is to cor- 
rect the eee made by the act of 1890 in regard to the dif- 
ferent sizes of glass that these changes are made. They are not 
excessive, they are not unnecessary, they are reasonable, and 


7 Se OHIL TON. Mr. President, a few days ago we had from 


the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpxi. 


1 


very able speech, to which we listened with attention. Ne; ;),, 
beginning of that speech I find the following paragraph: 
It was, I believe, thoroughly understood throughout the country 


last political carapaign that if the Republican party should be inintr 
with power no extreme tariff le tion would follow. It oes be 


that in the oa conditions of the country a return to the duties j;), 
by the act of 1890 would not be necessary,even froma protective stan. 1} ; 


When we take up this glass schedule and examine it int}. }; 
of this declaration, it seems to me that the Senator from k) 
Island owes it to the country not to insist upon such grea; j)). 
creases over the McKinley rates. According to his concepti.,, .,; 
the obligation due by the Republican party, it would not be)... 
essary. Butstronger than this, it isa special imposition upon ¢),,,; 
class of the people who are best entitled to Government fay.; ;,, 
raise the duty upon the particular items of glass now under ¢)),- 
sideration. 

The Senator from Rhode Island a few minutes ago assert... | 
believe, that the glass mentioned in paragraphs 101 and 10)? ws 
not in use among the mass of people. I think he can not be cor- 
rect in that. The glass menti in paragraph 102 is the silyerod 
glass of the kind which is used for mirrors. Many mirrors ir. 
framed in this country, and these are the mirrors which are ¢.1)- 
erally used by the working people. They are used in folding bedis. 
in bureaus, in washstands, and in many other articles of furni- 
ture. 

Now, sir, if you analyze hs 101 and 102, you find that 
the increases are at the point wha they bear most heavily upon 
the common people. T the first bracket in 101, plate glass {i 
by 24 inches square. In the McKinley Act this was 5 cents a 
square foot. e Wilson rate was 5 cents, like the McKin|-y 
rate. Both have been increased to 8 cents a square foot. . 

Now, take the second bracket, plate glass not exceeding °! |)y 
30. The Wilson rate was 8 cents, the McKinley rate was 8 © 11ts, 
and it has been raised by the Senate committee to 10 cents a 
square foot. 

Now, take the third bracket, and you find that the Wilson rate, 
22} cents a square foot, is continu 

n the fourth bracket you find also that the Wilson rate is pre- 
served without change. 

Now, sir, the point to which I wish to attract attention is that 
the glass mentioned in the third and fourth brackets is largely 
u by the tariff rates, because the American factories hayo 
complete control of the home market on these sizes. About 75 per 
cent of the production of this country is glass such as is descriiv! 
in the fourth bracket. Fifteen per cent of the American product 
n wea eg wt of all the. bad a eaianeh te thie 

inety per cent o is country would 
be included in these two brackets of glass, and it is no 
concession to consumers to leave the duty at the Wilson rate. 
But on the first two brackets—the small-sized plate glass in| 
mirrors—the result will be oppressive if the duty is increase. 
While this constitutes 10 per cent of the total domestic 
i small, it is the only plate ylass 


The Senator Island ought not to close his ears to thes: 
— He ought not to resist every demonstration of 
e ——— = these He ought to leave the Mc- 


ao re mo 102, the silvered-glass I bel 

ow, gw » ieve the 
Senate Finance ittee have icleouinn foes accurate pro- 
portion between the rates on silvered and unsilvered glass (i111 
that stated in the Dingley bill. I believe that the House bil! was 
an inartistic measure in that But, sir, while your pro- 
portions between plain and glass are right, I contend that 
you have put the small sizes of glass far too in both peeeraphs. 
paragraphs shoul 
to the McKinley rates. That is certainly a reason- 

able concession to ask at the hands of Finance Committee. 
The increases are even greater in 102 than they are 
On sil not exceeding 16 
by 24 inches square the rate was 6 cents a square foot, 
11 cents a square foot, or nearly 


10 cents ‘foot, the MeKinley rate 10 Sete 8 
cents a square ra cents a 
hea raised to 13 a square foot. 


F 


F 
5 


fact that when- 
from readjustment he 

soe Kigker one” "tues tenella never thinks of cutting down 
. preach that doctrine of real- 


the lower duties, eee a level with 
the higher is a conspicuous example of what has bec 
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1897. 


Take the sizes up to 2}. The present duty is 5 cents; the Euro- 


pean cost is 10 cents; the ad valorem under existing law is 50 per 


mt. 
“eur. ALDRICH. 
souri refer to? : 
Mr. VEST. I refer to that upon the two smaller sizes up to 
94 square feet and then up to 5 square feet. The next is up to 10 
square feet, and then to 25 square feet, to 40, 50, 75, and to 100 
uare feet. As a matter of course, the common people of the 
countey are only interested in the lower grade, the smaller sizes. 


Which paragraph does the Senator from Mis- 


As I was proceeding to say, the duty under existing law is 5 
cents upon the glass up to 2¢ square feet in size, which makes 50 
r cent ad on the European cost of 10 cents. That is 


focreased by the Senate committee’s bill to 8 cents from 5 cents, 
making an increase of 30 per cent ad valorem, the Senate amend- 
ment making 180 per cent, and so on the next grade up to 5 square 
feet. The common people, as Lincoln called them, are 
interested only in these two grades. The European cost is 12 
cents to the square foot, and under the existing law the duty is 8 
cents, or 663 per cent ad valorem. The Senate committee has 
raised it from 8 cents to 10 cents, making it 83 per cent instead of 
663 per cent. But when it comes to the larger sizes, which are 
articles of luxury, used only by people of large means and by 
storekeepers who are able to buy such articles, and by rich people 
in their houses, and in mirror and pier glasses, the duties remain, 
both in the Senate bill and in the existing law, 140, 175, 152, 146, 


135, and 117 a cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the Senator reading from? 

Mr. VEST. Iam reading from a calculation made by Sutphen 
& Mayer, of New York, which, when compared with the compara- 
tive statement, you will find to be correct. 

Mr. ALD . I have just compared it and I find it to be 
strangely incorrect. If the Senator will look at the table fur- 
nished by the Bureau of Statistics, he will find that the average 
value of loo lass plates, 16 by 24, of all that were imported, 
was 31 cents in 1898 and 25 cents in 1896. That was the average 
value of all, and the Senator is basing his figures, upon the com- 
putation of some , at 10 cents a square foot. 

Mr. VEST. Iam basing it upon a computation of 35 cents, and 
if I take the Senator’s reduction it still leaves an enormous duty 
upon that grade. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The average duty is 43.25 per cent of the total 
importation for 1896 on the highest grade which we propose. 

Mr. VEST. That may be very true, but still upon these higher 

that is the ad valorem duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator was trying to make it appear, as 
I understood him, that upon the importations of 16 by 24 and 
smaller looking-glass plates we are imposing some excessive duty. 
Be upon saat caaee mee as shown by Ly Bureau of Statis- 

cs we are posing to impose a rate of 43.25 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. Take the grade up to size 25; I will ask the Sena- 
He what is the rate of duty imposed by the Senate committee's 

ill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. On looking-glass plates not exceeding 16 by 
24 inches square the rate we pro is il cents. That is the 
highest increase in the whole schedule, and even at that rate the 
increase to 11 cents amounts only to 43.25 per cent. 

Mr. CHILTON. The business grew up in this country under 
the old rate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It did not grow up very much. There was a 
million dollars’ worth im last year. It shows that it has 
not grown to the stature of manhood yet. 

Mr. CHILTON. The whole plate-glass industry has been built 


up in the last fifteen in this country under that rate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I know it has, from the very fact that we have 
been im ies; and we want to continue that |- 
policy until we secured the $2,000,000 worth now imported, 
made by foreign manufacturers. 

Mr. . It is remarkable that the Senator from Rhode 
Island never has t of reducing the higher duties, but bas 
pre f and his committee in increasing the 
ower duties, is the point I make. Why has it never sug- 


Or ee ee 
r. Senator can not point to half a dozen 
instances in this bill where rates have been increased over those 


impored by the act of 1890. 
r. - Does the Senator mean to say that he has not 
increased the two sizes here? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I say we have. 


Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator can not point to a half dozen 
instances outside of this particular parngrhah in which the in- 


of 1890, 
a dozen! I have already called attention to 


“Se ADOT 
Mr. Lhave not noticed 


them. 
Mr. VEST. In the schedules through which we have gone. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. VEST. 
half an hour since the debate commenced that I have not called 
attention to an increase over the McKinley Act, and I will under- 
take to do so all through the whole bill from beginning to the end. 
But the Senator can not evade the salient point in the discussion. 
The two grades in which the common people of the country are 


: I have not noticed them. 
I did not enumerate them; but there has not been 


interested are the two smaller grades, and he admits himself that 
he has increased the rate on those. Im one instance he has in- 
creased it from 50 to 80 per cent and in the other from 66} to 83 
per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I deny the accuracy of the Senator's figures, 
I take the average value of importations as the best possible test 
we can get, and [ do not take—— 

Mr. VEST. I will settle the question by asking the Senator 
just this single question: Has he not made an increase in those 
two grades? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unquestionably, and I have so stated, time 
after time. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. That is enough for my purpose. It 
has never suggested itself to the Senator to reduce the higher 
grades in which the common people are not interested, but he per- 
sists in keeping up the duties on the two lower grades, and calls 
that a readjustment. His readjustments always are in one direc- 
tion—in the shape of higher duties. I have never known the Sen- 
ator to bring down duties in order to readjust a schedule—never. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator will agree that we propose a 
very large reduction below the act of 1890 on these higher sched- 
ules? That is what I call a readjustment. 

Mr. VEST. If we take into consideration the prices and the 
condition of the trade of the country, it is not a reduction. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On the two higher brackets in paragraph 102, 
to which the Senator has alluded, we have reduced, first, from 35 
cents a square foot to 25 cents, and in the next one from 66 cents a 
square foot to 38 cents. Is not that a readjustment? 

Mr. VEST. Of course, and the Senator has always readjusted 
rates in order to decrease the importations. Whenever there is a 
large importation, it invariably follows as the night follows the 
day that there is an increase of duty in this whole bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But does not the Senator from Missouri agree 
with me that a very large increase in importations would be very 
good evidence that the duties were not protective? 

Mr. VEST. No; not always. 

Mr. ALDRICH. From my standpoint; not from the Senator's, 


Mr. VEST. It depends upon the amount consumed in this 
country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Other things being equal. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. We consume in the United States, for 


instance, from twelve to fourteen million square feet of this glass. 
And because a million feet came in, is that any reason for putting 
up the duties? Suppose only 2 or 3 per cent of a certain article 
comes into the United States ont of an enormous consumption of 
millions upon millions, is that any reason for putting up duties 
upon the whole aggregate mass? 

Now, take the importations of plate glass; what proportion do 
they bear to the consumption in the United States? That is the 
— Whenever the Senator from Rhode Island (and I un- 

ertake to say it is the unvarying rule) finds large importations 
anywhere upon any article in this bill, he immediately puts up the 
duty. He might just as well put up an advertisement, that ‘‘ there 
shail be no competing imports; we propose to shut out compe- 
tition; we propose to have the sort of tariff that Henry Carey, the 
great father of protection, announced when he said he wished to 
God the Atlantic Ocean was dn ocean of fire, across which no ship 
could ever pass.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
am sure. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALDRICH. . What I said was that where I found there 
was a large and abnormal increase in importations, especially in 
articles in which we have equal natural advantages with those of 
other countries, other things being equal, I would take that as an 
indication that the duties had ceased to be, for some reason, pro- 
tective, and that there ought to be some readjustment. 

Mr. VEST. I would not take that as a rule in all cases. It is 
not. an inflexible rule by any means. There is an increase of pop- 
ulation in this country; there are thousands of things that go to 
affect the condition of trade between us and foreign countries; 
and it by no means follows that whenever you find even the equal 
natural resources and an increase in importations, therefore you 
ought to increase the duties. 

I may be mistaken, Iam not an expert in the business, but I 
understand that the rule adopted by the leaders of the Repub- 
lican party is that there should be a tariff for revenne connected 
with the tariff that will protect American productions, equaliz- 
ing the cost of labor between foreign countries and the United 
States. That I understand to be the conservative and just rule as 


The Senator does not want to misquote me, I 
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announced from the hustings and in the public press of the Repub- | I do not care to say anything more upon the subject, bec 





® SOTBE ORAS AE aa 


2 lican ney. Are we, then, to be governed by the amount of im- | seems to me that in all this debate there has been no tang ; : 
i portations simply and alone? If that be so, you throw away the | the proposition that these duties are too high, and especially apon 
; other conditions and the other qualifications, and as soon as the | those grades of this article which are by the o 


rdinary plaj 
imports increase upon any article, no matter on what account, me of the country. plain 
you increase the duties, although we know that imports and ex- r. CAFFERY. I want to inquire of the Senator in charo. of 
ports vary from causes beyond our control—climatic, productive, | the bill what are the particular brackets under these differe1,; para- 
war, famine; all these things go to make up imports and to make | graphs, where the Senator says importations are so large that tho 
up exports between the nations of the earth, and there can be no | tariff has to be raised in order to make a readjustment of it, ot.» 
Procrustean rule, and there ought to be none. Mr. ALDRICH. In the brackets in which the increases hay, 
Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island and the Senator | been made? : 

from Pennsylvania, as I understood, declared that there was no Mr. CAFFERY. Where you raise, for instance, from 5 to g 
trust in regard to this article. I a to know that they are | cents on page 40, a 101, ‘‘ plate glass, cast, polished, fin. 
mistaken. I do not care how much the Plate Glass Company of | ished or unfinished, and unsilvered, not exceeding 16 by 24 inches 
Pittsburg advertise that it is not a trust, there is no court in the | square.” There is the first rise, I perceive, from 5 to 8 cents per 
land that would not declare it to be a trust by any of the rules | squarefoot. I understand that these different increases are nade 
that govern such discussions in courts of justice. I happen to | to meet excessive importations under this paragraph. 

know that in my State there is a large plate-glass factory, called Mr. ALDRICH. I said they were to equalize the rates as be- 
the Crystai City Plate Glass Company. I have great respect per- | tween the different veregreges. 

sonally for the gentlemen who own that establishment, although | Mr. CAFFERY. Now, I call the attention of the Senate to the 
they have been my determined political enemies, never, I am glad | fact that under paragraph 101, as to all “‘above 16 by 24 inches 
to say, my personal enemies; but I never had a canvass in which | and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches,” the importations for 14%:} werg 
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De I did not meet the influence of that institution. Untilafew y 1,638,407.92 square feet. The rate on that class under the law of 
— ago it has been continued, and,I have always understood, with | 1890 and under the law of 1894 was 8 cents per square foot: in the 
; e| great ability. It had large capital; it was in a flourishing condi- | bill as it came from the other House it was 12 cents, and in the 
as tion. Four or five years ago, possibly less than that, some two or | committee's proposition it is 10 cents per square foot, and the im- 
a three years ago, the establishment closed, and it has been closing | portations in 1896 were 1,968,657.62 square feet. Is it for this 
it from time to time, putting its men out of employment and tak- | trifling increase that the tariff is to be raised from 8 to 12 cents a 


ing them back again into yo ey ag in a spasmodic, peripa- — foot? 
tetic, and nomadic way that nobody in Missouri could understand r. ALDRICH. Ten cents per square foot is the suggestion of 
except the few men interested in it. the Senate committee. 

I remember in the recent canvass I spoke at.Crystal City, and I Mr. CAFFERY. Ten cents, beg pardon. Again, in the class 
was antagonized, as usual, by the political influence of the owners | above that, the increase is from 5 to 8 cents per square foot, and 
of this great corporation. I found by conversation with some of | the importations in 1893 were 375,507.89 square feet, and in 1896, 
the men that they were out of employment, and I said to them, | 620,900.83 square feet. There is a very considerable rise. Then, 


**Do you ae to support the nie: lican ticket, when you are | again, discussing all these phs, as the Senator from Ar- 
here hunting for work? Do you think now that the Crystal City | kansas, I believe, embraced paragraphs beyond paragraph 101 
Company, with its high protection upon plate glass, is not able to | in his discussion, I will refer to 102, where the rise is 


Tea . 


five you employmen? on account of the want of tariff duties?” | from 6 to 11 cents per square foot, and the importations for 1893 
hey answered me that the proprietors had told them it was only | were 52,785.15 square feet, and in 1896, 3,228 square feet. So that 
a temporary suspension and that they would in a few days com- | we see there can not be any sufficient reason alleged why these 
mence and give them their wages again. increases of the tariff are necessary to meet increased importa- 
In the city of St. Louis there is a very respectable firm, the | tions. ; 
yo dealers in plate glass and mirrors in the city, Messrs. Drey | _I should like to inquire whether or not the object of this bill is, 
& Kahn, and I will ask the Secretary to read a communication | not only in these phs which we are now discussing, but 
; from them which explains the condition of this trust and the | throughout the bill, absolutely to cut off importations? The dis- 
< position of the Crystal City Plate Glass Company in connection | tin ed Senator from Rhode Island . ALDRICH], in his 
Fe with it. opening es upon this bill, stated that, in his opinion, the time 
s The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. | was not far distant when the revenues from importations must 
‘a The Secretary read as follows: be laid aside and the sop ro of the United States would have 
, ise si ies be oe Mo., May 25, — to resort more and more to internal taxation. Is this the ultimate 
i 4 RSTR: e u our a ntion e sc e 3 
: a, Ba Ae a coe 7 proposed outcome of the duties of a tariff for protection? I understand the 


ER EB 


> 
rh 


on glass containing lens than § square feat The calating tate atfurde meee | Object of the other side to have been not entirely to cut off impor- 


than an ample p tion to our manufacturers, and a further increase inthe | tations, as the object now seems to be, but to let the foreigner come 


tariff woul be prohibitive; and while the Government would suffer from j essin tariff it is gravel 
the decreased recent, a profit would flow in the ets of the million- inand enjoy the bl of a for us, for it is gravely 


B 7 business corporate name b urged u the other side of the mber that the foreigner pays 
! cig eB known as the Plate sines trast achtupapimedainatese —pays the taxes — imported articles. Is it possible 
- w i] 


This trust operates 9 factories ich 6 are located in Pennsylvania, 2 in | that the Senator from Rh Island now formulates a bill upon 
ve Indiana, and Tin Missouri. ‘The latter was known, until the formation of the r : 


lines that would exclude the foreigner from enjoying that blessed 
t, as th: tal Plate Glass Company, and was in a flourishi diti 
‘ titi the withering hand of the trust has touched it, but since then has often | Privilege? It would appear so. 
i been shut down or only partially operated. Wages in all these factories have | There is no necessity whatever for these increases. Take the 
Bi. oe ee at ee dle tetek ie ert ee tee aoms. put to | increases, again, in cylinder and crown glass under paragraph 10? 
a c ce 9 ’ : ’ 
8 p+ er yh amerable chenpottelon, whouer they 4 sanmatncvarers or Jot where there is an increase from 6 cents a square foot to |! cents 
© bers in plate glass. a square foot, and the im ons under that graph in 1893 
aa The increased duties are asked on the smaller sizes of glass only, which in | were 1,030,091.91 square feet and in 1896, 585 “ah 50, square feet, a 
a ¢ effect are a raw procest only, as they have to undergo the process of beveling i : of z rl t in im , ~—" 
e and silvering before they enter into use aq Mirrors for furniture and house- | decline of nearly 50 per cen tions. . , 
hold aooe. ‘i The [oa wan 99 late gla ot lang # dimensions are! ecoutra: ee ry thei ee the ee erence ae tacit 
pa be be mane upon portations is simply to raise the wall so high as 
, j i by- 1 i tions 
ai patriots i ahd ohees ‘; Seti eeieemhe 0 riett. harika aorure absolutely a agg to any im whatever. Then - - 
P MPLS Gocls nual Go seiogod Col every beeen in the land be tnd | Ree Semueed an ei eee I Ted cll chiat th 
i. : e Island in his opening speech, that end-all, that the 
ee for the sole benefit of the glass trust. terminal. of h ios ‘ Ze texation. I 
ne We respectfully beg to enter with you our earnest protest to the proposed . was internal-reven a I 
T action, and pray you to give voice to our entreaties and make the Senate | Want to know whether the American people are ready for that. | 
ye Chamber ring in your denouncement of the plate-glass trust. want to know whether the exportations of our merchandise will 
Yours, most respectfully, DREY & KAHN. not by a policy of that sort be u destroyed, for we see that 
Hon. Grorce G. Vest, : 1 a these revenue duties are more largely laid, or as largely laid, upon 
United States Senator from the State of Missouri, Washington, D. C. the absolutely necessary raw ma for the complete, fiuis ed 
— Mr. VEST. I shall not attempt to make the Senate Chamber | product of our manufactures as ee the finished ucts them- 
a ring, because I know that would be utterly ineffectual, and even | selves. If, therefore, this re: to be continued, the ultimate 
5 if I were able — that sort of harmony, the Senator from | result of it will be to us up, to corral us, to turn us over to the 
i Rhode Island and his colleagues are beyond any such process as | tender mercy of the home manufacturer, to exclude our flourish- 
oe that. They intend to put up these duties. I think they make a | ing manufacturers from any export trade, and to make the ( nited 
mS mistake in doing so. think in a case like this, where, with great | States a perfect likeness of the ancient Kingdom of China, where 
Fe respect to them, there can be no reasonable excuse given for these | nothing can come in and nothing will go That is the evident 
Ae enormous increases, they make a mistake and they injure the | purpose of this bill; that is the end and purpose of this taxation. 


f 8 they are defending when they insist upon these indefensi- | Such a policy can not be defended upon any line of protection. 
af ble elevations of duty. As I understand that theory, it is ati cramp our industries. 
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original theory of tion was to protect the infant indus- 
a it could stand on its legs, and then turn it loose and let 
it battle for itself. theory now is po wile up taxes higher and 
higher just in p to the age of infant, and instead of 
the squealing, puling cry of the tender infant clamoring for pro- 
tection, we ave now the lusty voice of the ancient Methuselah, 


louder and louder, clearer and clearer, fiercer and fiercer, as his 
desire increases to fleece the home consumer. 

There is not a line of mercy in this bill for the consumer; there 
is not a line of ration for him. It is the very acme, the 
very summit of protection, and protection in its insanest mood. 

e reason by the Senator from Rhode Island in answer 
to the criticism of the Senator from Missouri is about as clear 
and as as his exposition of the sugar schedule. It is one 


of those clear tions that the longer you look at it the mud- 
dier itseems. Here is a distinct charge made by the Senator from 
Missouri that wherever the taxes were low they have been raised 


in order to meet the unnecessarily high taxation in some other di- 
rection, and the answer is that that is necessary for readjustment. 
Readjustment how, where, and for what purpose? Where high 


taxes exist, do not import anything. Is it not absolutely un- 
necessary, ‘ore, to put any higher duties there? The only 
purpose, then, of these high taxes upon the low-priced article is to 


ile up additional burdens upon the — consumers of the United 
Btates. That is the only pretext, the on ae that underlies 
this inverse order of raising tariff—the highest upon the lowest and 
the lowest upon the highest. s 

I do my colleagues on this side of the Chamber who are 
more f with the details of these schedules than I am and 
more able to handle the facts at their command will so e the 
enormities of these schedules that the American people will finally 
see that they are being fleeced; that the hand of extortion is being 
laid upon them for the pretended interests of manufacturing in- 
dustries whose business does not require this additional blood to 
be let from the veins of the American people. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GaLLinGcer in the chair). 
The question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Missouri . VEST]. 


Mr. JO of Ar . On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The and nays were ordered. 

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. Let the amendment be stated at the 
desk. 


The SeoreTaRY. In paragraph 101, page 26, line 20, before the 
word “cents,” it is proposed to strike out “eight” and insert 
“five;” so as to read: 


101. Cast late glass, finished or unfinished and unsilvered, not 
exceeding 16 by 24 faches square, 5 cents per square foot, etc. 


The proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr BUTLER when his name was called). 


the Senator from land [Mr. WELLINGTON]. 
ent, I would vote ‘‘ yea.” 
Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). 


I am paired with 
If he were pres- 


I have a general pair 


with the Senator from Kansas {Mr. Harris], but I will 
transfer pair to my colleague [Mr. WARREN], and vote 
“ nay ” 


Mr. CLAY (when his nameyras called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachts#tts [Mr. LopGe], but I transfer 


that to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], so 
that the junior r from Delaware will stand paired with the 


j Senator from Massachusetts, and that will permit the junior 
Sneeeee Pennsylvania [Mr. PeNRosE] and myself to vote. I 
vo! “ce yea. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut | Mr. Haw.ry], other I should 


vote ar ” 
Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). 1 am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SeweLi]. If he were 


rae vote “‘ yea” and he would vote ‘‘ nay.” 
Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. If he were present, I should 
vote “ ” 
Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). In accordance 


with the explanation made the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 

CLay], I am at liberty to eae” I vote ** nay.” : 

: TT of Connecticut. My colleague (Mr. Haw ey] is 
absent from the Senate. He is paired, as has alread 

been announced, with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Dawns}. 


7S would vote “nay,” if present. 
. (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the jumiee from Florida {[Mr. Ma.tory}. 


eee cane Ris name wascalled). I am paired with 
from 


i: 


loo o oe [Mr. TuHurston]. If he were present, 
Fag call was concluded. 


land (Me, a. ee nee Senator from Mary- 
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The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 29; as follows: 








YEAS—21. 
Bacon, Cockrell, Mills, Vest, 
Bate, Gray, Morgan, Walthall, 
Berry, Heitfeld, Murphy, White. 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, 
Chilton, Kyle, Pettus, 
Clay, Lindsay, Turpie, 

NAYS—29. 
Aldrich, Fairbanks, McBride, Quay, 
Allison, Foraker, McMillan, Shoup, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Mason, Spooner, 
Carter, Gear, Nelson, Wetmore, 
Chandler, Hale, Penrose, Wilson. 
Clark, Hanna, Perkins, 
Davis, Hansbrough, Platt, Conn. 
Deboe, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, 

NOT VOTING—38. 

Allen Gorman, Martin, Stewart, 
Baker, Harris, Kans. Mitchell, Teller, 
Butler Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Thurston, 
Cannon, Hawley, Pasco, Tillman, 
Cullom, Hoar, Platt, N. Y. Turner, 
Daniel, Kenney, Proctor, Warren, 
Elkins, Lodge, Rawlins, Wellington, 
Faulkner, McEnery, Roach, Wolcott. 
Frye, Mallory, Sewell, 
George, Mantle, Smith, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. QUAY. Before the Senate thins out this afternoon, it 
seems to me there ought to be some understanding as to whether 
I shall 
be glad to know from the Finance Committee what is their desire. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Personally, I should be very glad if the Sen- 
ate would continue in session every day. It is the proper course 
to remain in session until this bill is disposed of. I should be very 
glad to have a session of the Senate on Monday, unless Senators 
should see fit to vote otherwise. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And you expect them to vote otherwise? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; Idonot. Iexpect them to vote to remain 
in session. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, there are some of us connected with 
military organizations made up of ex-soldiers of the Union Army, 
which ought to demand the sympathy and respect of Senators upon 
the other side of the Chamber who served in the Confederate army, 
who can not well attend here on Monday. Weare all interested 
in this bill, and as to the expedition of the bill, if the Finance Com- 
mittee will, in their wisdom, suggest that the Senate shall meet at 
11 o’clock on Tuesday, and sit during the week from 11 o'clock 
until the ordinary hour of adjournment, all the time lost by pass- 
ing over Monday can be made up. I appeal to the Finance Com- 
mittee and the Senate that the Senate, when it adjourns to-day, 
shall adjourn over until 11 o'clock on Tuesday next. 

Mr. BATE. Oh, no; say 12 o'clock on Tuesday. 

Mr. VEST. Do I understand the Senator from Pennsylvania to 
make the suggestion or the proposition that we meet on Tuesday 
and from that time on at 11 o'clock? 

Mr. QUAY. That was my suggestion. 

Mr. VEST. For one, I should not make any such agreement, 
and shall defeat it if possible. We have now had this bill under 
discussion about a week. We have made, as I said the other 
day, more progress in a week on the pending bill than we made 
in the first five weeks in the consideration of the act of 1894. It 
is a little too soon to commence 11 o'clock sessions, when our 
friends upon the other side have had this bill in the other House 
and in the Senate for nearly three months and a half, and those 
of them who have had charge of it must be necessarily familiar 
with every detail of the bill. It has been furnished to us a very 
short time, and the comparative statement only came to us a little 
over a week ago, and then in a very defective form, and we have 
been compelled to wait until the Senator from Rhode Island made 
his opening speech to find absolutely what were his calculations 
as to the estimated revenue under this bill. Until we heard that 
speech we had no idea what were the expectations of the framers 
of the bill in regard to the revenue to be produced. I had occa- 
sion to say the other day that we do not propose—and I think I 
can speak for my colleagues as I do for myself—that we do not 
propose any factious fear but we shall oppose the unusual 
proceeding of 11 o'clock sessions commencing upon next Tuesday. 

As to the adjournment over, that is a matter to be decided by 
the other side of the Chamber, although of course we shall vote 
for eI when it is brought up. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. QUAY. I desire merely to say, in response to the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Missouri, that I for one, and I have no 
doubt all the Senators on this side of the Chamber, appreciate the 
generosity and fairness of Senators upon the other side in their 
conduct of this bill; and if it is not their desire to meet at an 
earlier hour than 12 o’clock next Tuesday, I do not desire to press 
that upon them, and will change the motion to one that when 
the Senate adjourn, it be to meet at 12 o'clock on Tuesday next 
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Mr. VEST. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was abont to suggest to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania to make that modification of his request. I for one 
am not disposed to urge any method of procedure at this time 
apon Senators upon the other side of the Chamber that is not 
agreeable to them. Sometimes I have noticed that there seemed 
to be an impression on that side of the Chamber to the effect that 
we were complaining of them. I do not think there has been any 
complaint, and certainly there has been no just ground of com- 
plaint. Iam perfectly satisfied myself with disposition which 
Senators upon the other side are manifesting, and perfectly satis- 
fied with the way they are treating this bill. I believe they mean 
to discuss it no more than is necessary to a fair elucidation of its 
details, and that they e to render all reasonable assistance 
toward a speedy and final vote upon the bill. Therefore I should 
be glad if the Senator froma Penusylvania would withdraw the 
———- that we should begin to meet at 11 o’clock next Tuesday. 
A little later on in the discussion, perhaps, that hour may be 
agreed to by the other side; but, under the circumstances, there 
having been no disposition manifested to unduly delay the bill, I 
— we shall not sit on Monday next. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. Did the Chair understand the 
Senator from Pennsylvania to make a motion? 

Mr, ALDRICH. r. President, being charged with a certain 
measure of responsibility in regard to the progress of this bill, I 
will say that I feel bound 'to press it npon the consideration of the 
Senate at every available hour during every session and upon 


every day. 

The Senator from Missouri says that we have made more prog- 
ress now than we did in the discussion of the act of 1894. We 
have, it is true, on some of the days made some progress; but this 
whoie -~ has been taken up in discussion of one paragraph 
of this and in the reading of papers in connection with it. It 
looks to me as if the progress we have made in the past two or 
three days is all to be neutralized by a prolongation of the discus- 
sion upon the a which are to come. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Rhode Island permit me? 
What I am about to say is not by way of apology, but simply an 
—. I have no apology to make. 

he PRESIDING OFF. The Senator from Missouri will 
dion the Chair. The Chair will state to Senators that the de- 
ibe is ing by unanimous consent. 

Mr. T. Ofcourse. I merely wish to state, in explanation 
of what bas happened here to-day, that no one knows possibly as 
well, certainly no one knows better, than the Senator from Rhode 
Island that in every tariff bill there are certain salient features, 
certain points of debate, which stand out from the remainder of 
the bill and which must be disposed of not rapidly, but with great 
deliberation. Senators are called upon by their constituents to 
op certain features in the bill, and they feel themselves com- 
pelled and justly compelled to do so. 

Now, here is a duty which we consider monstrous, if the term 
is not offensive. I think it is utterly beyond any sort of question 
one of the worst features of the whole bill. It two most ob- 
jectionable features, and we felt it to be our duty to bring them 
out as strongly and plainly as possible before the whole country. 
The first is an increase of duty upon articles used by the common, 
plain people of the country; an increase, as we conceive, directly 
against that class of people, and without any sort of justification, 
in our opinion. In the second place, it is a duty in the interest of 
a trust, admitted to be a trust, which controls the whole trade 

i and absolutely. 

I do not think I am claiming too much when I say there never 

has been a tariff bill in the Senate which has been treated more 


word, and itis only when our friends upoh the other side have gone 
beyond the McKinley Act, which was ideal protective measure 
of the Republican party, that we have ventured to make opposi- 

And plate-glass schedule, which I 
think every fair man will concede to be one of the most objection- 
able in the whole bill, we have taken up some two hours anda 
half or three hours, the Senator from Rhode Island says the day 

Mr, ALDRIOH,. Oh, I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. VEST. I bably used another word than the one the 
Senator did, but he objected to the delay. 

Mr. President, it fan. sym 4 entirely upon the point from which 
the observation is e whether you use the word “‘ wasted” or 
not. We thought it was our duty to act in the way we have done, 
and it was not done in any factio t. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I — to say that my 
recollection of the consideration of the Wilson bill leads me to 
remark that the celerity advised by the Senator from Rhode 


ome ag pare trample we giant pad att tg ; eo 
me seem to adopt any such procedure. 
after day wo stood here and sat here, sometimes seeking the cloak- 


rooms, not only for purposes of relaxation, but for an opport),),:- 
to give vent to the feelings which we were compelled emo 
here; and still upon the other side of this Chamber, as no d..:);; 
yous Mr. President [Mr. GaLLanGer in the chair}, will well y...,). 

ect, reading, reading, reading progressed day by day, whil.. .,.. 
half of the American people were yawning and the other 1; 
were ps swearing. 

Under the circumstances now , because we see fit to 
refer to the glass schedule, which we t' deserves criticis,, — 
we may be wrong about it, perhaps; we will not be able to acres 
in this Chamber upon that point—we are mildly censured. \\,, 
feel that we are giving to the bill only such ration as duty 
requires us to give it. If we were ee ree toward 
the American people, we would wish for its immediate enactin.-);. 

Mr. FRYE. I suppose the Senator from California does ot 
marvel at the magnanimity of the Senator from New Hamps)iir: 
as expressed a few minutes ago, and his compliment to the Demo. 
cratic side for allowing the to progress reasonably. 

Mr. President, I believe that the highest exhibition of patriots), 
on our part is to sit here on Monday and continue the discuss), 
of the pending bill, and I do not believe there isa Union soldier 
to be found in the United States who would not say that we were 
doing more honor by undertaking to save a from the time to 


m 


be consumed in ecting and this than by giving it 
to him a ntly in honor on next y. 
Mr 8. Mr. President, I rise simply to protest against 


the idea of the Senate of the United States being in session next 
Monday. If the people of the United States, especially in this 
part of the land, owe any debt of gratitude, they owe it to the 
Army of the United States. or at least to that of the Army 
intended to be honored on Monday. The devotion of those men 
to the Union, as it was then claimed and as to which I am not 
now disputing, was such that there is no business on earth more 
important than doing honor to the dead of that Army. 

Mr. PROCTOR. . President, I should be as loath as anyone 
to transact any improper business on the that is set apart in 
honor of the soldiers, T do not that Monday is the 
day generally set apart. J know that in my own State to-day is 
being observed entirely, and I have been informed by several other 
Senators that it is true as to their States. That is the opinion of 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Haue], 1 believe. I know that in 
our State they have followed strictly the orders of the commander 
of the @ Army, and that todhey ts the day which is being 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas obtained the floor. 
Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Arkansas yield to me for 
a moment? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 
Arr’ Wo Gide city and in the Iieteseh of Oolmmabin tm thie de pant 
year, city an m this depart- 
ment, Moriday is to be observed in lieu of fay. On Monday 
next all the Departments are to beclosed. The Government her 
is going to —s the day, and I do not think that the Senator 
dros aioe (Mr. Hae], or the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proc- 
oR] either, would think it is proper for this body to travel out- 
side of the line of respect shown by the other Departments of tho 
here about the difference 
in the rate of a quarter of a on glass or window glass 
are resounding to thr 
im this city are march- 
to the Sn ee 
. HALE, Let me ask the Senator from Pennsylvania a (u°:- 
tion before he sitsdown. Whereis he to @ any progress 
sieneaiene: sendureneetanndie teens. Dey 
over y on : q tion Day; 
to relieve that situation, he that the 
Senate shall meet at 11 o'clock, | an additional 


pe eigen he is met with the determined opposition on tv 
© against 
t, 


vith duis will ponding itera! 
with the desire of 
the country - speed, not undue, but aa 


that is ble, where 

get any more time? We one day and another 

ecan not get meetings at 11 o'clock. If the tor from 
) side 


4 


e 


- 


2 
af 


sessions, I have no dou) it 

the same objection which 

the ‘at ilo’clock. In 

the meantime the miypers is and y intent upon 
the ——— here, desires the of business. 

I have been called away for ths oe imperatively and 

but one expression, 

that the tariff bill should be pushed erly 

sises aaate SAP NEE MERON boo f° 

we are one our for 

ae soeaen of the Senta and sooner or later it must, it 

seems to me, come to a test, and those who are utting in 

more ; ‘ that no more 





i 





a Hm tee eee ee ot ee 
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There are no committees at work, or few that need to consume 
time. There isnothing in the evening at this time of the year. 
When the weather is , L appeal to the experience of Senators 
how much betterit is for us to use the present time in long sessions, 
even in evening sessions, than in the heat of late June and July. 
But if it is the will of the majority here, of the Senators who make 
a majority, that we only continue along as we do about other 
pusiness—meet at 12 o’clock and go through the morning hour, and 
then take what time we can and adjourn at 5 or 6 o’clock—of 
course we are hel ; but I do think the attempt should be made, 
seriously, to ms the time that is possible for the consideration 
nding lL 
om ORGAN. I understand that according to law Decoration 
Day is a holiday in the District of Columbia. Am I mistaken 


that? 

Mr. WHITE. That is correct. 
Mr. HALE, It is everywhere. pes 
Mr. MORGAN. Occurring on Sunday, it is of course changed 
to Monday, in deference to the superior claims of the Sabbath. 
The President of the United States and all the executive officers 
of the Government, I believe, on that day suspend business and 
go out for the purpose of making a patriotic and grateful demon- 
stration in favor of the soldiers of the Union who were killed in 
the civil war. . 

1 am in favor, as is my colleague, of paying due respect and def- 
erence to that event. United States has not passed through 
all the wars that it has to fight by a good many, I am afraid, and 


understood that we are never going to have another war, from 
that moment of time this ublic is going to degenerate, and 
her sons are going to forget the lessons and duties of patriotism. 
We are to have many wars, very likely, in the future, and there 
no encouragement to that high and sacrificial sense of 
itude which could be greater or more pertinent than the 
and deference which are paid annually by all the Depart- 
‘Government of the United States in Washington 
the graves of the men who lie buried on the other 
Potomac River and in the Government reserve near 
for one, Mr. President, if I had ever so great a desire and 
to pass any measure before Congress, I should yield it un- 
Peaitatin ly to that national demand, now expressed in the law, 
that we observe this as a sacred holiday. The only regret I 
ne eh opabil a tatives is Se me to oe on 
\ neeat ublican majorr re—gentlemen 

to more devoted to the reminiscences and 

memoriesof the patriotic daysin which men died for their country 
than Democrats are to be. The House of Representa- 
tives, with that , is compelled, by a rule which it seems 
to be impossible to evade or avoid, tomeet on Monday, and in that 
act there is a sort of public desecration that I lament very much. 
I wish, Mr, President, that the House had been in session to-day, 


Oakland, Cal.; Abilene, Tex.; Altoona, Pa.; Salt Lake City; amend- 
ing the,timber-culture laws; to provide free homes on public do- 
mains, btc.; to settle accounts between Florida and the United 
States; to grant to the State of Montana 50,000 acres for a blind 
asylum; regulating the pay of noncommissioned officers; pertain- 
ing to selection of lands in North Dakota by the State of North 
Dakota; to amend cection 714, Revised Statutes, in relation to the 
salary of judges; providing regulations to prevent collisions on 
rivers, harbors, etc., in the United States. 

Among the joint resolutions were those providing for the dis- 
tribution of public documents; to ascertain the estimated cost of 
improvements in Bridgeport Harbor, Connecticut; to supply tents 
for the Mississippi River overflow sufferers; for improving the 
Mississippi River from the Head of the Passes to mouth of Ohio 
River, $250,000; to transport contributions to sufferers in India; 
granting Cuban belligerency; for the relief of flood sufferers in 
the Mississippi Valley; to provide for the expense of the Universal 
Postal Union; appropriating $50,000 in aid of destitute Americans 
in Cuba; to provide for a deficiency in the Public Printer’s Office, 
and a very important general bankruptcy law. 

Those are the measures that have been passed by the Senate. 
The Senate has also passed three bills that have come over from 
the other House for appropriations, one of which I believe is still 
in eonference. 

Under any ordinary circumstances and in any contemplation 
that the founders of our Government had when they ordained the 
Constitution of the United States, the House of Representatives 
ought to be in session to consider these and many other very im- 

nt matters that are included in bills, thousands of which 
ve been offered and placed, not in the hands of committees, but 
in a box in the House. There are no committees in the House of 
Representatives except a Committee on Ways and Means, I be- 
lieve, and a Committee on Rules. That is not the constitutional 
organization of the House of Representatives. That is not the 
organization according to the Constitution of the United States 
or the rules of that House. 

We are here engaged in passing a certain bill that the House of 
Representatives have sent to us, and which is taken up by the Re- 
publicans in this Chamber and by some Democrats and put for- 
ward as the solution of all the unhappiness and all the difficulties 
that environ the ple of this country. On our side we regard 
it as a bill that will have for its necessary effect the destruction of 
the industries and the business and happiness of a large number, 
a great number, of the industrial people of the United States. 
That is our view of it. 

Tn order to compel us to pass the bill, the House of Representa- 
tives is held in this unorganized condition. The Constitution of 
the United States is palpably violated. This idea of having a 
House to meet on a resolution and having it to adjourn on a reso- 
lution passed several weeks before the resolution operates or is to 
take effect as a rule of the Honse can not be a compliance with 
that requirement of the Constitution which forbids either House 
so that it have changed its purpose of meeting on Monday, | to. adjourn for more than three days at a time without the consent 
and so that it would not have been compelled to have obeyed that | of the other House. The Senate has, therefore, under the Consti- 
automatic resolution which convenes it and disperses it like you | tution, a rightful, lawful, and perfect interest in the sessions of 
open or shuta door, with no requirement of any other guardian | the House. The House can not adjourn for six days at a time. 
or any other care taker than somebody to pull the string—some | Why? Because the Constitution requires it to remain in session, 

, who is mow represented in the person of the Speaker | and does not permit an adjournment for more than three days at 
of that great House, who pulls the door open and slams it for the | a time whenever Congress is in session. But the resolution under 
purpose of admitting the Representatives of the ile to their | which the House meets and will meet on Monday, in violation of 
seats or excluding them at his will and pleasure. Phe ouse isin | the traditions both of the Republican party and of the whole peo- 
an unfortunate ent in this matter. | ple of the United States on the subject of decorating the graves of 

Mr. FRYE. ill the Senator from Alabama allow me? deceased soldiers, is a resolution that is self-operating. On Mon- 

Mr. MORGAN. y. | day it will open the door, it will seat such members as may come 

Mr. FRYE. I noticed that one time, when severe restrictions | there, and even without a vote it will adjourn them until Thurs- 
were made in the House of Representatives on a coordinate 
branch , the United States Senate, the Speaker 
of the House very ptly called the to order; and it 
ee due deference — se eee ama 

a t rieties as een 
the two Ht slight degree, the prop 


Mr. MORGAN. If Iam ex ing only in a slight degree the 
ieties between the two Houses, I think I to felicitate 
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ay. 

Mr. President, that is not a compliance with the requirements 
of the Constitution of the United States, and it is a matter of most 
serious doubt—and I suggest it here for the reflection of men who 
still have left some regard for the structure of our constitutional 
system—whether or not to-day Congress is actually in session; 
whether or not one of the Houses has not abandoned its constitu- 
tional post and duty. and has not withdrawn itself from the ses- 
sion of Congress, and thereby worked a dissolution or some dis- 


propr. 
myself that the degree is so , for it deserves much severer 
abling effect. upon the whole Congress, contrary to the Constitution 


treatment than I oy mer ae it. 

1 find on looking in the two Housesaccomplished | of our country. There may be a time when, as to events and pur- 
at this session that the Senate of the United States has passed 111 | poses that. reach a little closer to the human heart than those which 
bills and 16 Tesolutions. Every one of those measures has | are now prominent in the public mind, than this tariff question 

u on of this august body after debate and after con- | with which we are now confronted, that may prove to be of the 
sideration by its committees. I suppose that our action here has | most serious and dangerous character that the human mind can 
not been mere Ly, something perfunctory that we might | conceive of. 
in the of the nation and of | 1 will suppose that we are in a controversy with some great for- 
those 111 bills I anuniber which pertained | eign power; that the question of prolonging a war is on hand, or 

them were bills providing for a settle- | aquestion of the declaration of peace, and ‘he Senate of the United 
and the State of Arkansas; forthe | States wants to vote for peace, and thinks the war has proceeded 

Aberdeen, 8. Dak.; Evanston, Wyo.; | long enough, and the House of Representatives, in order to refuse 

8. Dak.; in Yellowstone Park; at | to act upon our proposition, meets under a resolution and adjourns 
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on Monday to Thursday and on Thursday until Monday, and 
again on Monday until Thursday, and keeps the country in a state 
of suspended animation and Congress in a state of dislocation and 
disorganization, to ayes its carrying out a purpose of that kind. 

Now, whatever the purpose might be, the danger of that de- 
parture from constitutional obligation can not be overrated. We 
can not look too cautiously or too guardedly upon the attitude 
that the Constitution of the United States assigns to us in respect 
to this serions matter. As a matter of public convenience, as a 
matter of duty to the country, can any man state a reason why 
the Senate of the United States, having passed the 111 bills and 
16 joint resolutions, should not be permitted to call upon the 
House of Representatives to consider those measures? Have we 
descended so low in the dignity of our office and its importance in 
a constitutional as well as in a practical sense that the House of 
Representatives can close its doors upon us ewe ageaageey J and re- 
fuse to consider these important ssalaers, which we think legit- 
imately attract and demand the attention of the Congress of the 
United States? 

Mr. President, it is a shocking outrage upon the Government and 
people of the United States. It is a letting down, in the estima- 
tion of the people and of Congress itself, of the sense of duty that 
ought to inspire both these Houses, and it brings the Congress of 
the United States into deserved and sovereign contempt. Here 
are hundreds of Representatives assembled in the city of Wash- 
ington, chewing the cud of reflection or in idle distress, standing 
about and waiting for a word from the lips of a single man to 
determine whether they shall have a voice and exercise it in the 
rovernment of the United States, and whether in fact they shall 
have any of the powers of Representatives of their States or their 

istricts. 

The patience and patriotism of the American people as exhibited 
under these very peculiar and trying circumstances is of itself an 
example that our children may have to point to some of these 
times in order to justify a humiliating escape from greater evils 
than any that are now in contemplation. But weare pushing the 
idea of patriotic submission to the technicalities of an arbitrary 
rule and the arbitrary disposal of a single mind as to whether he 
will recognize a man upon the floor to make a motion to such an 
extremity that the people of the United States now begin to see 
and to feel that the Congress of the United States is dishonoring 
itself by submission to a flagrant wrong. They begin to feel it. 

There has been something said about the pressure to have this 
vill put through the Senate. ‘‘ Pushed through the Senate,” 
** jammed through the Senate,” are the ordinary expressions. M 
correspondents on this subject, who chiefly reside in the Nort 
and the West, for the South feels that its hands are tied upon this 
question, inform me of objections nst the bill, and if I were 
to consider them in the spirit in which they state them, I would be 
found here doing my best to prevent the passage of the bill until 
the meeting of the next Congress. Ido nut intend to follow their 
indications or their demands. 

I intend, so far as I am concerned, to let the bill have free < 
sage through this House. It is no more nowthan a mere stiff laid 
upon a dissecting table. Weare examining it with our scalpels to 
find what is in it and what is its anatomy. Wecan not infuse 
into this bill any amendment whatever, it makes no difference 
how important it may be, how just, how true, or how well estab- 
lished in common sense and public decency. We know that we 
have no power to amend this bill. We know what is its destiny, 
a cast-iron destiny, fixed up by the majority of a committee who 
never invited their confréres on the committee into a consultation 
upon its merits or its terms, or any item of it, until it was 
upon, printed, and submitted to them, and that one day was given, 
and on x one day, before the bill was reported to the Senate of the 
United States as a conclusion of this Committee on Finance. Now, 
there is no liberty in such legislation as that, 

The committee is only the representative of the Senate, and as 
such cg ripe ap you might just as well close debate now and 
say to this side of the Chamber, ‘‘ You shall not open your mouths, 
and you shall not even hear the bill read that you are acting upon,” 
as for that committee, the representative of the Senate, to say to 
their colleagues, ‘‘ We have agreed upon this bill; one day will be 
given to you to look at this enormous mass of printing here, all 
our amendments, which makes it impossible for you to consider 
them—one day—and at the end of one day you are to come in and 
upon your oaths you are to vote for your people and for your State 
upon the merits of this proposition. 

t is not legislation in a deliberative and parliamentary sense, 
and if it has got to be legislation in the American sense, then the 
members of the House and of the Senate are excusable for being 
driven back and forth by the lash of a single man who says, “‘ Pass 
this bill, and do it quick. Stand and deliver!” Ah, sir, 1 remember 
o ix which the demand was made in this Chamber to 
stand deliver, and we had to stand and deliver frequently, 
but after a while the people 1 to our support, and since 
that time our voice has been heard everywhere except in the 
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House of Representatives. Everywhereelse. Itis not heard 

now. We are as dead in the House of Representatives as if wa 
were in the Capulets. We have neither the voice nor the sigy, o¢ 
life about us—a poor, wrecked, miserable relic of Representatives 
of the i the people of the United States. 





May 29, 


there 


Mr. HALE. r. President, I rise to a question of order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine ris:s jo 


a question of order. The Senator will state his question of or jer, 


fr. HALE. It is that the Senator from Alabama. whether jy. 


tentionally or not, is violating the fundamental rule of partiaiey. 
tary law in arraigning a coordinate branch of the Legislature of 
the Government. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 
Mr. HALE. I ask that the Chair enforce the rule. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama wil! 


be seated until the Chair rules upon the question of order raised 
by the Senator from Maine. 


Mr. MORGAN. vot 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will first state that 


there is no provision in the rules of the Senate touching this mat- 
ter. 
Mr. MORGAN. Not an 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. But in Jefferson’s Manual is 


found the following, which the Secretary will read 


Mr. HALE. Itison page 94, 
The PRESIDING O CER. The Secretary will read from 
e 94 of Jefferson's Manual. 
e Secretary read as follows: 

It isa breach of order in debate to notice what has been said on the same 
subject in the other House, or the particular votes or majorities on it there 
because the opinion of each House should be left to its own independency. 
not to be influenced by the proceedings of the other. and the quoting them 


might beget reflections leading to a misunderstanding between the two 
Houses. (8 Grey, 22.) 

Neither House can exercise any authority over a member or officer of the 
other, but should complain to the House of which he is, and leave the punish. 
ment tothem. Where the com t is of words disrespectfully spoken by a 
member of another House, it is difficult to obtain punishment, because of 
the rules ope necessary to be observed (as to the immediate noting 
down of words) for the security of members. ore it is the duty of 
the House, and more particularly of the ae to interfere immediately, 
and not to permit expressions to unnoticed which may give a ground of 


complaint to the other House, introduce and mutual accusa- 
tions between the two H. which can ey — with< at di Mi. 
culty and disorder. (3 Hats., bi.) 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, my friend the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Alabama, I have no dou . will acquit me of any inten- 
tional di or of any design to muzzle him when I say that 
when I e this motion I had no idea that the debate would 
cover so wide a scope as that over which it has since ranged. | 
did not desire to check the progress of the discussion on the tariff 
bill, and I sup that question which I raised would be 

_of within five minutes after its introduction. I[ now, 
therefore, feel it to be my duty, in order that we may return to 
the legitimate subject of this afternoon’s deliberations, to make 
the point of order that all discussion upon my motion is out of 
order, and to object to its continuance, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
debate has proceeded by consent. The Chair took occasion to call 
the attention of the Senate to that fact. Te Chair did not feel it 
to be his duty under the generous interpretation of our rules here 
as s debate to interpose a objection to the debate, 
but notified the Senate of the iamentary status, so that any 
Senator might have terminated the debate at any moment. The 
debate has proceeded by consent. 

The Senator from Maine has now called to order the Senator 
from Alabama on the ground that he has violated the rules of the 
Senate as they are found in Jefferson’s Manual, which the present 
occupant of the chair understands to have been adopted ly the 
Senate for its guidance. The present occupantof the chair is very 
loath to im any views of his own upon the Senate in a matter 
of this kind, and yet, in view of the language which has been read 
by the Secretary, the Chair is compelled to rule that the point of 
order made by the Senator from Maine is well taken, and that the 
See ee ee eee ee 

=. ee a _ Presiden is is 

° ° ow, I desire a ruling int of order 
aac k witenk: a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The of order being made 
that this debate is out of order, the must rule that the point 
is well taken, and that debate can only proceed by unanimous cor- 


sent. 

Mr. MORGAN. Before that is dene I have a right to appeal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama 
from the decision of the Chair on the point of 
order a Senator from 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from 

Mr. HALE. That has to be decided without debate. As the 


takes an ap 

















1897. 





Mr. QUAY. From which decision has the Senator from Ala- 
bama ee i ' 
Mr. MORGAN. I have appealed from the decision of the Chair 


after the Senator from Pe Ivania had eengeens his ob- 
ae that further debate of any kind was not in order, the deci- 
sion being made at that time that I was out of order in the refer- 
ences I made to the House of resentatives—not to its action, 
but to its nonaction. Now, Mr. President—— ; 
Mr. HALE. [rise toa point of order. I make the point that 
no di can be 


scussion had. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The appeal from the decision of 
the Chair upon the point of order, the Chair would hold, is not 


table. 
vr. MORGAN. I was going to ask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate that I might state what my point is, in reply to the 
Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. The Chair has ruled and the Senator has appealed; 
that the Chair has ruled that the appeal is not debatable. 
Mr. TE. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will first ask a ques- 
tion of the Senator from Alabama, that we may have a perfect 
understanding of this matter. The Chair would inquire of the 
Senator from Alabama from which decision he took an appeal? 

Mr. MORGAN. I took an appeal from the decision of the Chair 
that I was out of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon the point made by the 
Senator Ivania? 

Mr. MORGAN. Upon the point made by the Senator from 


ine. 
Mr. WHITE. Irisetoa mes inquiry. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California 


state his en inquiry. 
Mr. ere raid os a to be in = ee oy when this 
proceeding began. Wha the question before the Senate upon 
which the Chair rules? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine made 

int of order that the Senator from Alabama was out of order 

ulging in certain strictures upon the other House. The 

was read from the desk, and the Chair sustained the point of 
made by the Senator from Maine. 

In view of the point made by the Senator from 

I withdraw my point of order. The ruling can be 


GPFIOER. The point of order made by the 
having been withdrawn, and the Senator 

vania having made a point of order that the debate 
, the Chair rules that the point of order is well taken 

debate can sueeeel. 

What is the question before the Senate? 

ING OFFICER. The only question before the 

the motion made by the Senator from Pennsyl!vania, that 

Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn until Tuesday next at 


Let us have the yeas and nays upon that question. 
nays were ordered. 
proceeded to call the roll, and called the name of 


. HALE. Before the vote is taken, let the motion be again 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is that when the 
to-day it adjourn until Tuesday next at 12 o'clock. 
Imoveto amend the motion by — o’clock. 
Mr. MORGAN, I object to any amendment. Let the roll call 


Mr. HALE. I will withdraw the amendment. 

The Secretary resumed the call of the roll. 

Mr. BACON (when his name was called). I understood the 
Senator from to have withdrawn his amendment. Am I 


Mr. HALE. That is withdrawn. The vote is being taken on 
the motion. 


GOFFICER. That is, the motion of the Sena- 
that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
on Tuesday next. 
I vote ‘‘ yea.” 
resumed the call of the roll. : 
(when his name was called). I am paired with 
Senator from Kansas {[Mr. Harris]. I will transfer 
colleague [Mr. WARREN] and vote. I vote “nay.” 
(when his name was called). Iam paired with 
Connecticut {Mr. Haw.ey]. If1am at liberty 
vote ‘ yea. 
Connecticut. I can not state how my colleague 
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would vote. I thiak if he were here, however, under the circum- 
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(when his name was called). I have a general pair 
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with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called), 
with the Senator from New Jersey {Mr. Sewer}. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PENROSE (when hisname was called). Inaccordanc: 
the transfer of my pair which has been made, I will vote. 

‘“* vea.” 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the junior Senator from North Dakota {Mr. Roacu}. 
As he is absent from the Chamber, I will withhold my vote. 

Mr, TILLMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Taurston] on all party ques- 
tions. As this is not a party question, and as I think the Senate 
ought to adjourn, I will vote ** yea.” 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. 
If he were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea” and I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. ; 

Mr. CLAY. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Loner]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY]. The junior Senator from Dela- 
ware will stand paired with the junior Senator from Massachu- 
setts, and I will vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the negative). 1 see that 
the junior Senator from Maryland (Mr. WELLINGTON] has not 
voted, and I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 17; as follows: 


I am paired 


I am paired with 
If he were present, I 


with 
L vote 


YEAS—H. 
Bacon, Deboe, Mason, Spooner, 
Bate, Foraker, Morgan, Stewart, 
Caffery, Hanna, Murphy, Tillman, 
Carter, Heitfeld, Penrose, Turpie, 
Chandler, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Vest, 
Chilton, Kyle, Pettus, Walthall, 
Clay, Lindsay, Pritchard, White. 
Cockrell, McBride, Quay. 
Davis, Mallory, Rawlins, 
NAYS—17. 
Aldrich, ye, McMillan, Shoup, 
Allison, Gallinger, Mills, Wetmore. 
Burrows, Gear, Nelson, 
Cc . Hale, Platt, Conn. 
Fairbanks, Hansbrough, Proctor, 
NOT VOTING—37. 

Allen, Gorman, Mantle, Teller, 
Baker, Gray, Martin, Thurston, 
Berry, Harris, Kans. Mitchell, Turner, 
Butler, Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Warren, 
Cannon, Hawley, Pasco, Wellington, 
Cullom, Hoar, Perkins, Wilson, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Platt, N. Y¥. Wolcott. 

ns, Kenney, Roach, 
Faulkner, Lodge, Sewell, 
George, McEnery, Smith, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thenext amendmentof the Com- 
mittee on Finance will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 101, page 26, line 22, before the 
word “cents,” strike out ‘“‘twelve” and insert ‘‘ ten;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

101. Cast pened late glass, finished or unfinished and unsilvered, not 
exceeding 16 by 24 inches square, 8 cents per square foot; above that, and not 


exceeding 24 ae inches square, 10 cents per square foot; above that, and 
not exceeding 24 by 60 inches square, 22} cents per square foot; all above that, 


35 cents per square foot. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the committee 
amendment by striking out ‘‘ten” and inserting ‘‘eight,” which 
is the rate at present in the Wilson Act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in the discussion of this amend- 
ment I pro to institute an inquiry whether the Congress of 
the United States is now in session, and whether we have a right 
to proceed in the consideration of this bill. In the debate of that 
proposition I desire to raise a parliamentary inquiry and address 
it to the Chair. Would I have, in debating that proposition, the 
right, or would I be in order if I should speak about something 
that the House was not doing or had not done, or if I should 
speak about a vote or a majority that had not been given or that 
had not existed and does not exist? 

I read now a rule, upon which I ask the ruling of the Chair, for 
I propose to say something about what the House has not done, 
and about a vote that has not been given, and about a majority 
that has not existed and does not exist, but nothing at all that the 
House has done, except to speak from the record here about a rule 
or a voteof the House, which I suppose I still have a right to refer 
to, inasmuch as it concerns the question whether the Senate is 
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now in proper deliberation constitutionally upon the amendment 
which was submitted by the Senator from Arkansas. It reads 
in this wise—I read from Jefferson’s Manual, which the Chair 
stated a few moments ago, and correctly stated, has been adopted 
by the Senate as a part of the law of this tribunal: 

It isa breach of order in debate to notice what has been said on the same 
subject in the other House — 

As nothing has been said in the other House, I propose to dis- 
cuss the fact that nothing has been said and not something that 
has been said— 
or the particular votes or majorities on it there— 


As no votes have been given and no majorities have been ascer- 
tained, I wish to comment on the fact that no votes have been 
given and no majorities ascertained, which can not influence the 
action of the House. That is something that is in the past, I su 
pose, and I am referring to these matters historically and not with 
a view of infinencing any legislation 7 the House. I hear that 
the House is not engaged in ~ sort of tive effort, and they 





are o no danger that what I may say can influence their 
ation. * 
ow, the reason stated by Mr. Jefferson for that declaration is— 


eee nc tadhtenged Uy the peosotings of on other, anf Six 7 ee 
oO . e 0 
inight beget as loading to a misunderstanding Geneon two 

USCS. 

I am compelled to leave the House to its own independency, be- 
cause it seems not to be in a state of legislative action, or even of 
organized existence. So the House is in no of bias be- 
cause of anything I could do or say. The House is, fortunately, 


safe, 

I wish to know if, in speaking on this subject on this point, I will 
be in order if I should refer to the fact that the House has not 
been in session for many weeks, or in fact at all in any regular 
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men, who already have wn rich and powerful in this }, = 

then, I repeat, when people ¢ come to discern the true Seale of 

they will kick it into thin air the next time they get to ;),,, 
in 


me 
I ——_ to soul tience 
am trying to possess my pa’ , finding myself 4, 
my colleagues on this side of the Chamber in the minority, trvin : 
to ag, ee and quiet until the people can get a chance a: ;)\;, 

ey see here that on the aaueaee we are 7 in the minor. 
ity in one way and another; they see in the division of th ex, 
spoils across the bargain counter we have not any chance to {\:, 
care of them. The people see that, and they are going to be {.. 
bearing to us until they get a chance at it; and when they \\, 
Mr. President, then your tariff and this protection, as you cl! it’ 
this bounty and this oy, will gointoruinimahourry. Ther, 
will not be anything left of it. 

Now, sir, I desire to speak to that question, and I respectfully 
ask the Chair to rule whether I am now in order in referring ;) 
the fact that the House of Representatives is not in session 41) 
has not been in session for many weeks; and that I understay(, 
and believe, and know, in fact, that it is the fixed policy of +), 
House of Representatives aud the Speaker thereof-—more espe \}|\- 
eo and the Republican party—that that House shall not 

at this session anything except this tariff bill. Ain | iy 
order, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabam, 

und that question to the present occu: of the chair? 
tr. MORGAN. Ido, and I ask fora upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of tho 
chair must decline to answer a hypothetical sere on a point 
of order. When the of order is raised, if it shall be raise, 
the oc t of the will endeavor to rule upon it correctly, 


and constitutional way, and therefore that the Senate can not be | out of order. 


regularly = constitutionally at work, not having its constitu- 
tional « te and partner in business in session at the same 
time that the Senate is insession. This seems to be a curious and 
dangerous situation. 


Mr. LINDSAY. It is the duty of the Chair. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, it is the duty of the Chair; and I want to 
know whether I am in order or not. 

Mr. CHILTON... Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary in- 


I wish to refer to that. I wish to refer to the fact that none of | quiry. 


the 111 bills and 16 joint resolutions that I suppose I am at lib- 
erty to speak about as having been passed by the Senate have 
_ acted upon by the House, and they are not likely to be so far 
as I can see. 

Then I wish also to say something about the pressure or the ne- 
cessity for putting sudden and emergent and — heavy taxes on 
the people while the House of Re ntatives is debarred from re- 
lieving them im any other direction. I would have supposed that 
a people who were about to be very heavily and enormously taxed 
ought to have the benefit, whatever it is, of representation in the 
House of ntatives, to see if their immediate Representa- 
tives in that body could not devise some financial system or means 
by which they could relieve against this awful burden of taxation 
that we are about to as upon them. 

I dislike very much indeed to see either party in this House, 
particularly the ory Ons has now control of the Administration 
of the Government, lay the heavy hand of taxation upon the peo- 
ple who so recently elected them, not to raise revenne—we know 

at is not it, for the Senator who reported this bill said it would 
raise very little revenue, not enough—-but to raise bounty for the 
peo of paying certain classes of men who are engaged in cer- 

n descriptions of business in the United States, engaged in levy- 
ing that bounty upon the great industrial body of the people of 
the United States, without giving them any means to pay it. That 
is this bill; and, Mr. President, we may whitewash and sugarcoat 
it here for a year and we can not make anything else out of it. 
It is a bill to tax the rane ecettend af tan Wall chat 

Whenever the people at the polls get of the bill that we are 
preparing here, they will strip the off of it, and the 
will kick it out of existence, because they can not stand it. If it 


were an appeal to their patriotism for the benefit of the country, if | to his feet. 


we were to ask them now, ‘‘ Put up your money here to keep this 
Government in order and to keep it going, even upon an extrava- 
gant scale of expenditure,” these good peo of the United States 
would take themselves itional labor; they would stri 
themselves their families of absolute necessities; they woul 


- keep their children away from day school and from Sunday school, 


because they could not dress them well ee ane Cae 
would cut down their rations at the breakfast table; they wo 
allow their children to go barefooted; they would make any sacri- 
fice that they were called upon to make for their country, if we 
could only satisfy them that it was to be made for the 
good of their Government, for they love their Government. 

But, Mr. President, when we are told—and we know, and the 


other side oho = ail tanuniaes weet td eon tee 
larger part ; most oppressive it, is for 
Se ee ee ee ustrial body of 
mary 9 agi ey meme poe enn te ge Lawn did. 
—to further enrich favored and specified classes of 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas will 


state his tary inquiry. 

Mr. TON. It seems to me, Mr. President, that there isa 
very wide distinction between an debate upon the action 
of other House and the constitutional which the Sen- 


. and is the point [ was 

ee es ee and told to take my svat. 
Mr. TON. It seems to me that it would be a very serious 
interference with the privileges of a member of the Senate t» say 
= of that kind. _ else could 
legal point involved? Suppose, for example, 
the House of Representatives did not even nominally meet on 
oe = Sg hai is the Senate powerless to cal! attention 

su 

The P’ ING OFFICER. TheSenatorfrom Texas wil! per- 
mit the Chair, in vindication of himself, to say that, as he unider- 
stood the discussion as it proceeded, it did not involve alone that 
question. The Chair that the Senator from Alabama was 
not in order, and ruled that he should proceed in order. Tio 
Senator from Alabama can now proceed, and unless the quest}on 
of order is again raised he can discuss the question as hie sees 


ughter.) He was afraid that I would say s.1\- 
f imagined that ; 

was out of order. I have been twenty years in this Senate. 01! 
was never ordered and I congratulate 
myself that on this occasion it occurred when Iam trying to 
defend the constitutional rights of the Senate. I do not feel wy 
humiliation at all at the idea of being seated by a Republican 10 
Chamber beca: al rights of 


the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will permi' the 
Chair to further say that in asking him to take his seat he was 


ney ene the rule of the Senate. 
nike, MORGAN. That is right, and I am not complaining »f it 


i t rega 


the 
Alabama, that Leama the ruling that he 
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omplaining about having to take my seat, because I am 
faicitating myself that I had to do it in defense of the Constitu- 
tion of my country. 

Now, being strictly in order, I will recur again to the proposi- 
tion that this House has the constitutional right, on every day 
that it is in session, either to send a bill that it passes directly into 
the other House, or to be met at the threshold of that House with 
a resolution of that body passed within three days prior—mark 

ou the words, now—passed within three days prior to that time, 

that the House was not in session. The resolution under which I 

understand the House to be adjourned to-day until Monday was 

-d more than twelve days ago, and has not been renewed. It 

E an automatic oor resolution, by which the House is ad- 

mitted to session excluded from session by the act of a single 
man, and without a vote of a quorum. 

That, sir, is no resolution of the House within the meaning of 
the Constitution. If a House, for any public reason or for a 
capricious reason, chooses to adjourn for three.days, it has the 
constitutional right to do so; and when we send a bill over there, 
it makes no difference what the emergency might be, a’though it 
might be to meet a declaration of war by one of the greatest 
powers in the world, suddenly jumped upon us, and we find that 
that House is not in session, there must be, in order to comply with 
the Constitution of the United States, a recorded vote upon a res- 
olution, not more than three days old, that that House took an 

journment until a certain day. In that case it is a misfortune. 
— Mr. President, the Congress is delinquent. It is just 
as a aie as if it had never been called by the Presi- 
dent. 

The Constitution contemplates that when a three days’ adjourn- 
ment takes place it shall be from one of the periods or days to the 
other, and each time the adjournment must be had by a separate 
yote of the House. They might as well—and that would the 
effect of it—say that they would meet no moreexcept upon Mondays 
and Thursdays until the meeting of the next session of Congress 
as to resolve that ve only meet on Thursdays and Mondays. 
They can leave us lutely without the power to take a final 
journment on a concurrent resolution by simply putting that 
resolution u their hooks and walking off and 
leaving one man to attend the door and take care of the affairs of 


RE 


the House of tatives. No, sir; that is a violation of the 
Constitution of the United States, plain, manifest, and outrageous, 
tyrannical and tory to the last degree. 

Mr. HALE. n ent-——— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 


Mr. HALE. I can not, with my view of parliamentary cour- 
tesy, discuss with the Senator the proceedings of the House of 
even when I think the Senator is making a state- 
ment which the will not bear out; but I can ask him whether 
the Senate does not eopeeneey especially in the first part of the 
long session, adjourn onday until Thursday, and still of- 
tener from Thursday until Monday, without regard to the House? 
The Senator will remember that we gmaly do that in this body. 
Ican pe das applying the remark to the other bedy, that I do 
not und that anywhere else any body has attempted by a 
continuing resolution to do anything more than that. I do not 
understand that anywhere any other course is taken, except upon 
Monday to adjourn until Thursday, and upon Thursday to ad- 
journ until Monday; and I ask the Senator whether, in his expe- 
, which is longer here than mine, he has-not seen that 
repeatedly done by the Senate? Of course, I do not go into the 
consti right. The Senator does not dispute the right of 
, for three days; and I only ask him if the 
done that repeatedly 
I have great sympathy, Mr. President, for the 
from e, who wants to argue this ques- 
to do it, lest he might trample on the feelings 
reeanares or on some parliamentary rule. 
answer eee 
I wish the Senator would. 
AN. Since I have been here there has never been 
journment under a standing resolution of the Senate. 
HALE. I donot understand that there is anything of that 


ORGAN, I understand there is, and there is the differ- 


I understand that nowhere else is there any ad- 
from er sae Thursday and from Thursday till 
a put on the day of the adjournment. 

Mr. AN. It is the standing rule of the House now, as I 

rol taat may be allowed to say so in the shadow of the 

frown of the Senator Maine—it is the standing rule of the 

Jaye that the House shall meet only on Monday and on Thurs- 

day, and stand adjourned without further order, although 
“ce Am I correct? 

I will ask the Senator from Maine whether 
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there can be any standing rule that will authorize an adjourn- 
ment from Thursday to Monday in the absence of a quorum of the 
House at the time? 

Mr. HALE. I understand—I am not very familiar with parlia- 
mentary law—that no standing rule could in any way take away 
from the power of either body or the right of either body, when the 
day came, to adjourn as it pleased from that day. I understand 
that all such proceedings are in that way. I do not think that 
any continuing rule, if there is one anywhere else, could in any 
way change the right. If we had a continuing rule here, I do not 
understand that it would prevent us on Monday night, if we chose, 
from adjourning to any day, and, as I have read the proceedings, 
the course taken in any other body is that way. 

I will say to the Senator that I am not timid about encroaching 
upon the privileges of the other House, for that body, and every- 
thing about it, is thoroughly well capable of taking care of itself. 
There is no doubt about that. But, generally speaking, it is not 
well that either body should permit any member of it to comment 
harshly in the way of arraignment of the proceedings of the other 
body. Iam more interested in that than I am especially about 
the other House. I should not like the House to interfere and 
arraign us. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to his colleague? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to ask the Senator from Maine if he 
asserts as a _— that this body or the other body can 
adjourn for three days without a quorum to act on that motion 
to adjourn? 

Mr. HALE. Ido not know what the rule of the other House is 
upon that subject. I know that constantly we here, where no 
point is taken, adjourn from Thursday until Monday when there 
are not a dozen Senators in the Chamber, and it is good law under 
which we do it, and it is a parliamentary proceeding. Nobody 
raises the question whether we can doit. That I have not looked 
into. We could adjourn without a quorum, no doubt. 

Mr. LINDSAY. For three days? 

Mr. HALE. I say we could adjourn. 

Mr. LINDSAY. From day to day. 

Mr. HALE. The question of whether we could adjourn for 
three days without a quorum is a question I have not looked into. 
I know we do it constantly. and no harm comes from it, and no 
point is raised. 

Mr. MORGAN, I take issue with the Senator from Maine. 
He is mistaken about that. 

Mr. HALE. That we do adjourn over without a quorum? 

Mr. MORGAN. Wecan not do anything of the kind without 
@ quorum. 

Mr. HALE. I say we constantly do it when not more than a 
dozen Senators are here. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then it never appears that no quorum was 
present. 

Mr. HALE. No: no question is raised. 

Mr. MORGAN. When no quorum is present, we can only ad- 
journ from day to day. That is the express language of the Con- 
stitution. When no quorum is present, an adjournment may be 
had from day today. Then in subdivision 4 of section 5 of Arti- 
cle I of the Constitution is the following provision: 

Neither House, during the session of Congress, shall, without the consent 
of the other, adjourn for more than three days, nor to any other place than 
that in which the two Houses shall be sitting 

** Neither House.” Whatisa House? Nota half dozen Sena- 
tors nor a half dozen Representatives. Itisaquorum. Without 
&@ quorum present, the House is not present, except merely for the 

urpose of adjourning from day to day and sending for absentees. 
t can do no business. 

Mr. VEST. In order to make a House. 

Mr. MORGAN. In order to make a House, there must be a 
quorum; therefore the action, when it is taken, must be taken by 
a House; and the question put by iny colleague [Mr. Perrus] is 
not only peffectly relevant, but it is crushing. resolution can 
not be adopted as a standing rule that the House shall meet on 
Monday and on Thursday and on no other days, and shall be ad- 
journed without a vote, or without a quorum. The House of 
Representatives, if it has met and adjourned without a quorum 
for three days, has, so far as it is concerned, and for the time being, 
dissolved this Congress. 

This is not a flimsy or a fine point. It isa broad, constitutional 
question that we have got to take our part and our share in con- 
sidering and acting upon. Otherwise some of these times we 
shall find ourselves in a category or an emergency here from 
which there is no possible escape except in the destruction of the 
peace of our country. 

Sir, if an insurrection were to break out in five of the great 
States of this Union—I will say in New England, if you please— 
and it was telegraphed to the President of the United States, and 
he should immediately demand a vote of supplies, or demand a 
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law to call the militia into active service to put such insurrection 
down, and if we had passed such bill to-day in that most emergent 
condition of the country, and we should send it to the House of 
Representatives, we would not find them there, but we would find 
that on last Thursday they had met, and had then gone to their 
retreats—their places of amusement—and were not to be found, 
nobody at his post, not even the Speaker, ready to take the chair 
if they should suddenly assemble. 

What would be the condition of this country in such an emer- 
gency asthat? Why, Mr. President, deplorable to the last degree, 
and there would not be a man in either House of Congress who 
would not bow his head in shame when he looked the people in 
the face and heard their accusations of how basely we had de- 
serted our duty under the Constitution, Here we are now liable 
to that very condition; and it is only through the mercy of God 
that we are not thrust to-day upon some condition of affairs that | 
would prove to the people of the world that this Republic, through | 
the indulgence, and lassitude, and carelessness of its Representa- 
tives, had been allowed to go to wreck and ruin for the purpose 
of forcing the passage through the Senate of this tariff bill. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If I understand the position of the Senator 
correctly, it is that an attempt on the part of the House, without 
the consent of the Senate, to adjourn for more than three days 
would operate as a dissolution of that body? 

Mr. MORGAN. I would not say a “dissolution.” I do not 
know how to portray the consequences of such a fatal act as that. 

Mr. RAWLINS. What I want to ask the Senator is this: Is it 
not the purpose of that provision of the Constitution to prevent a 
dissolution of Congress without the concurrence of both bodies? 

Mr. MORGAN. Unquestionably so. 

Mr. RAWLINS. And would not a vote by a minority of either 
body to po te for three days, and in violation of the provision 
that the minority can only adjourn from day to day, be a nullity, 
and in legal effect the body remain in session—that is, construct- 
ively in session, if not absolutely? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not think there is such a thing here as a 
constructive session of Congress or a constructive Hous? of Rep- 
resentatives. I thinkit must be actual. That is what the Consti- 
tution reyuires. These representatives in both Houses arerequired 
to swear to do their duty and to obey the Constitution. They can 
not go off and throw down this duty, like a discarded garment, 
and say, “At my convenience I will come back and pick you up 
and wear you.” They can notdo that. It is unnecessary to char- 
acterize such a dereliction of duty. The President of the United 
States could remedy it by calling Congre3s into session again. 
There is no doubt of that, whether it is a dissolution of Congress 
or only a temporary disorganization. 

Mr. President, I do not care about elaborating this matter. I 
have said as much about it asI choose to say just now. The people 
of this country had fot hold of this question before [ took it up. 
Not only are they murmuring about it. but they are in an almost 
belligerent state of mind about it. I get letters from time to time 
asking me what has become of bills that were passed through the 
Senate in which the people are largely concerned. I can only 
answer that the House of Representatives has not taken action. 
ee in an unparliamentary way, in my private correspond- 
ence, I go even further than that, and say that they do not intend 
to take any action; perhaps I may say that the purpose of not 
takin, gg action is to coerce the Senate into the passage of a cer- 
tain bill. 

Sir, we see the newspapers are full of the shameful and humili- 
ating statement that this Congress was called together by the 
President of the United States to pasg-upon a certain bill, and 
that the Congress of the United States ‘have yo business touching 
anything else. When did the Constitution empower the President 
to cae thaserons together in a limited way, as some of the gov- 
ernors of the States may do the legislatures, to pass certain meas- 
ures, and none other? hena Congress comes here, Mr. President, 
it comes with all the majesty and power that belongs to it under 
the Constitution of the United States, with no limitation upon its 

wers. ‘The President of the United States, when he assembles 

august legislative body of two Houses, must stand by and take 
their will and pleasure as to what they will do in the way of 
legislation. 

Congress, Mr. President, is the foremost political body in the 
United States. The destiny of this country is in our hands, not 
in the hands of the President or of the judiciary—it is in the hands 
of Congress; and it was a wise thing that our fathers did when 
they left our hands unfettered, and when they placed it out of the 

wer of the Executive to assemble this tribunal here to perform 

e Executive will by acting upon certain measures and leaving 
others without consideration. That was not the miserable plight 
in which the Congress of the United States was left by the framers 
of the Constitution. We were not called here be pase a tariff bill, 
an( if the President of the United States had in his message, 
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‘“*You are called to a tariff bill and are not expected to (jo 
anything else,” I think there would have been enough of s);. 
senpect in these Houses the day after they got here and organi, 
to have adjourned sine die and gone home, just because the Ex... 
utive had attempted to put that limitation upon us. The Exe). 
tive has not attempted it, but a political party has attempted i; 
and is doing it. : 

The outcome of a certain convention in this country has beep 
the issuance of a ukase that nobody in the House of Represent. 
tives shall be recognized to speak to ae business except to 
the business of the tariff when that is before the House, or sy.-), 
business as a committee of three in that body may permit to coi). 
before it. When you offer a resolution or a bill there you sti: 
it in a box. If you want to call up such a resolution or bill, yoy 
are not recognized, or, if you are recognized, you are told you are 
out of order, 

Now, Mr. President, for the purpose of this party scheme of 
ae the industries of this country and taking from the pockets 
of the laborers of the land hard-earned money to fatten the chiefs 
who stand at the ‘‘ pie counter” and receive their reward for politi- 
cal power and preferment—for these reasons, we are required to 
submit to all of this humiliation and this wrong; and yet we are 
urged here by the other side of the Chamber to hasten in inflicting 
this wrong upon the country. They think, I suppose—they «ay 
they do—that it is going to bring about a certain sort of relief to 
the people. That depends, Mr. President, upon who ‘the people” 
are. 

The men who get the bounties and benefits of this bill undou))t- 
edly will be greatly relieved, and very speedily; but when you 
come to the consumers, when you come to the men who have to 
earn money to pay these taxes and these largesses and these trib- 
utes and bounties, instead of their being relieved, Mr. President, 
we are destroying them. We are dooming them to a lower con- 
dition of penury und more humiliating sacrifice, not for their flag 
and their country, but a sacrifice to the moloch of money, for 
what we extract from them by this increased taxation, they being 
so poor now that they are unable to perform the ordinary func- 
tions of parents to their children, and hand over to these lordly 
misters of the spindle and the loom, and the manufactories, and 
the railroad companies, and the trusts and combines, is blood 
money extorted from the poor to fatten and benefit the rich. 
Therefore I am not going to be in a hurry to doit. I am going 
to move slowly. 

This is the order of the House upon which I have been com- 
menting: 

That from and after this day, the House shall meet only on Monday and 
Thursday of each week, until the further order of the House. 

There is a positive prohibition to the meeting of the House, and 
if we were to send a bill there of the character I mentioned a while 
ago, or any other, a bill of the hest ible emergency. we 
should be met there at the door of the House with the order which 
forbids the House to meet except on Monday and Thursday; and 
in order to get three days between Thursday and Monday again 
they have to hold that Sunday is dies non juridicus, They have 
jumped a day; yet we have been here many a Sunday doing good 
work. It has not been more than three months ago when we were 
in se:sion here nearly all Sunday on an app tion bill. 

We have got intoa condition by this stress of political command 
that we should reverse these wheels and obey the Constitution of 
ourcountry. It is necessary to do it, not from self-respect merely, 
but to preserve the integrity of our action under the Constitution 
of the United States. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Recorp shows that there was no quorum 








present. 

_ M:. MORGAN. There was no quorum present at the last ad- 
journment, and the Speaker so announ and they had to ad- 
journ under the rule. 

Here, then, is a House without a quorum, a meeting which had 
no power in the world, no quorum being present, except to adjourn 
from day to day or to send for absent members. [t cou!d not 
transact any business. It quietly dissolved under the rule which 
I have just read. and members went off. , 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Recorp shows that fact. 

Mr. MORGAN. 1 know it does. 

I thought I would bring this to the attention of the Senators .n 
the other side who are in such great haste to the considera- 
tion of the pending measure. Senators had better relax a litt'e. 
They are putting a weapon in our hands much stronger than the 
antagonisin due to the wrongs of this tariff bill. : 

For political reasons simply, they had better reconsider their 
ground. Nothing would be so grateful to me as to see the House 
cithotentin — bine rly under the ees » 

0 ey have a against views on politica 
en for there are many that we send to them in 
course of our legislation are not political at all, for the 


ene ae Log nh ne Sol rejoice to see the 
House une ins fie pecs, for see it scattered about, to see great 
and brave and strong and powerful men subdued with the lasb of 
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ty, and that lash in the hands of a political enemy, and taking 
it like truant boys at a country school, is something that does not 
suit my Views in respect of American honor or legislation. ‘ 
Mr. ident, the question upon the amendment to the tariff 
pill is an important one, and I will hear from the Senator from 
Arkansas upon that point, if he has any remarks to make. 
| ask unanimous consent to publish in my remarks the RecorD 
containing the proceedings of the House of Representatives—page 
i622 of the Recorp, Thursday, May 27. It is not long, and I 
des.re to put the entire action of the House on that day in the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 
| 


| 


RecorD, in order, as I think, to prove the point I have contended 


for, that less than a quorum of the House voted an adjournment 


of that body from Thursday until next Monday, and in doing so | 


has violated the Constitution of the United States. — 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unless there is objection, that will 


the order. 
vethe extract from the Recorp is as follows: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TAURSDAY, May 27, 1897. 


Tho House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. 
Cotne Journal of the proceedings of Monday, May 24, was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


message in writing from the President of the United States was com- 
attend to the House by Mr. Pruven, one of his secretaries. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


. Terry. Mr. Speaker— 
The SPEAKER. The House will receive a message from the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had to the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives to the amendment of the Scnate numbered 10 to the bill (H. R. 15) mak- 
ing appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
partment and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 

end June 30, 1898, and for other purposes, had to 

House on the yy 
thereon, and had a ted Mr. Perriarew, Mr. TeLLer, and Mr. CockrRELL 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of 

the comanittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
ome of the House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10 
R. 15) making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other 


" also announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint 
resolutions of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was : 
A S. 1978) extending the time for the commencement and completion 
of the coiend across the Illinois River, near Grafton, Ill, by the St. 
and Railroad; 
A 8. ) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Clinch 


River le § 
“A bills. 1387) to authorize the President to commission First Lieut. Ben- 


‘ a captain; 
Joint (8. R. 26) declaring that a condition of public war exists 
in Cuba, that strict neutrality shall be maintained; 
Joint resolution (5S. R. 44) making an coeererenen to supply a deficienc 
a ieee for public printing and binding for the fiscal year 1897, 


Joint resolution (S. R. 43) in amendment of the joint resolution of April 7, 
1997, authorizing the Secretary of the Navy tc transport contributions for the 
relief of the famishing poor of India. 

The yong by announced that the Senate had passed the following res- 
olutions; in h the concurrence of the House was requested: 

“Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be requested to furnish the Senate with such information 
as he may have in his possession with reference to the present condition of 
the harbor of Cumberland Sound, and to inform the Senate whether any im- 
mediate action is necessary to protect the entrance from being closed against 
commerce usually entering the port of Fernandina.” 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the following 


“ Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of the Hon. Josern H. EARLE, late a Senator from the 


State of Carolina. 
> That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
te nea. oo © mark of respect tothe memory of the deceased, the 


the Seere: be directed to request the House of Repre- 
return to the Senate the bill (S. 426) to authorize the construc- 
across the River, between its mouth and the mouth 
or James River; and across the Mississippi River, between the 
Minnesota River, in the State of Minnesota, and Donaldson- 
Ville, in the State of Louisiana; and across the Illinois and Des Plaines riyers, 
Illinois and the city of Joliet, in the State of Lili- 
avis; ogapegrecribe the character, location, and dimensions of the same.” 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


' 


. of W: Mr. 8 . Lrise to a matter of privilege. 
The er ie nre art ce eerie 
Mr. $f Mr. Speaker. I send to the Clerk's desk a reso- 
lution urge, a question of a privilege of the House, 
~ one . I respectfully request that the resolution 
now that the — may be ascertained and—— 
ann N ater roeing). Sanare I make the point of order that 
a? state of 






I will coins the suggestion of the esteemed 

resolution suggests that as there has been 
the Senate and reported to this House-a resolution recognizing the 
, [make the point of order that the gentleman 


WF the piatloa=e will but be patient, he will 
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soon see that I do raise a question of privilege. My resolution calls for action 


by this House upon a question of foreign policy 

Mr. DinGLey. Mr. Speaker, that raises no question of personal privilege. 

Mr. Lewis of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask the opportunity of assertin 
and establishing that this is a question of privilege, and has been so decided 
by the parliaments of the present English-speaking world, and particularly 
in recent years upon a motion made by the honorable gentleman from Maine 
himself. 

I respectfully assert that a resolution proposing that this House shall 
express its sense of a foreign policy is always 


4 question of privilege, super- 
seding and subordinating any other question, that it does not require unani- 
mous consent for its consideration, and that no point of order can be ad- 
dressed constitutionally to it. Mr. Speaker, I will not violate the courtesy of 


this occasion by entering into an argument as to the merits of the resolution 
itself. 

I shail be so grateful to the gentleman for allowing me this opportunity 
that I shall but state my position on this subject from a legal standpoint, 
seeking to establish that this question, as one of the sovereignty of the House, 
is of the highest privilege and entitled to consideration prior to any other, 
Asearly as 1782, when this country presented to England her peace-confer- 
ence report, Mr. Grattan. of Ireland, having then up for consideration his 
bill in relation to Irish rights, raised the point that it was not in order, ac- 
cording to the rule prescribing that day's business. Mr. Fox contended that 
a proposition of a foreign policy, or of the recognition of a foreign country, 
for any purpose, was at all times a question of precedence which subordinated 
all other questions, and that point was sustained 

Subsequently to that time the question has been considered at different 

riods. In this country the question arose upon a resolution of Mr. Clay, of 

<entucky, made upon the floor of the House of Representatives as early as 
1822, resolving that the United States recognize the Spanish republics and 
that the House prescribe a policy concerning thesame. The point was made 
against it that it was notin order, when the gentlouman from Kentucky con- 
tended that a proposition which went to the foreign policy of this country as 
against another country, and especially an intercontinental and not merely 
an international country, was a matter of privilege of the highest order. He 
was sustained on an appeal, though Speaker Barbour had held tothe contrary. 

In 1827, Mr. Webster, of Massachusetts, addressing himself to the question 
of the attitudes, respectively. of Greece and Turkey, contended that his reso- 
lution authorizing the President to name an ambassador and the House to 
propose, on behalf of Congress, a foreign policy, had precedence, and was en- 
titled to consideration —— any point of order that could be made. and his 
contention was sustained. 

Later, in 1837, upon Senator Clay's motion in respect to Mexico, in the sec- 
ond session of that Congress, the point of order was made that the resolution 
could not be considered because the order of the day had been prescribed b 
a previous resolution. It was insisted by Mr. Foote, of Mississippi. that such 
a question always took precedence, as it went to the sovereignty of Congress, 
and that contention was sustained. 

On other occasions subsequently the question has arisen in this House. In 
the second session of the Fifty-third Congress a resolution was introduced 
by the honorable gentleman from Maine, Mr. BouTELLE, looking to the es- 
tablishment of a foreign policy in. respect to Hawaii. On that occasion the 

int of order was made by Mr. McCreary, of Kentucky, a member of the 

oreign Relations Committee, that the proposition was not in order and did 
not present a question of privilege, and the honorable gentleman now occu- 
pying the chair is reported to have said that it had long been settled that 
questions relating to the foreign policy of the country as connected with 
other countries were always matters of privilege. 

The Chair ruled the contrary. An appeal was taken; and the House de- 
cided that the question of a forei »0licy was a question of privilege. I refer 
you, Mr. Speaker, to the Journal of the Fifty-third Congress, second session, 
page 44. © rules adopted at the present session on that subject embody 
that decision. Therefore, under that decision and under the rules of this 
House, my resolution becomes at once a privileged question of the first order; 
and it takes precedence for consideration, notwithstanding the point of the 
estimable gentleman from Maine. I read from the Manual of the present 
session, pages 496, 497: 

“ Resolution expressing sense of the House relative to the foreign policy of 
the United States is privileged.” 

In page 495 of the Manual begins a recital of those questions which are 
privileged; and after giving them in collated form the Manual concludes on 

age 406 the recital with the announcement of the position I urge here, 

herefore, that decision having become a part of the rules of this House, 
being there embodied from the ruling previously made upon a suggestion by 
the estimable gentleman now occupying the chair as well as from one of the 
other gentlemen from- Maine, I can not understand how it can now be held 
that the question is not both privileged and entitled to precedence. I re- 
spectfully insist that my resolution is privileged, and should be submitted to 
the House and acted upon asa privileged question. [Applause.} I ask that 
my resolution be read. 

e SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


“By Mr. Lewts of Washington. 


“Resolution of the House of Representatives upon the right of the House to 
declare a foreign policy upon the subject of belligerency and nettrality 
and recognition both by treaty and commercial relations with the Repub- 
lic of Cuba or any other country. 


“ Whereas the United States Senate assembled has duly by a proper form 
of resolution declared for a state of neutrality and the according to the 
Island of Cuta all rights as a belligerent as against Spain; and 

“ Whereas it is asserted that such right of recognition exists only with the 
Executive of the United States: Therefore, 

“ Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of Congress, That as a foreign 

licy of the United States it isthe right and authority of the Senate and 

ouse of Representatives in adopting a foreign policy of the United States 
to recogtitze as-Congress the belligerency of and declare the attitude of 
neutrality of the United States to the Island of Cuba or any other govern- 
ment or country when in the sense of the House such course is demanded by 
existing conditions.” 

Mr. Lewis of Washington. I move the adoption of the resolution just read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make the point of order that the resolution does not raise 
a privileged question. 

Mr. Lewis of Washington. I have airealy answered the point of order as 
fully as demanded, and offered what I think sufficient srecedent to prove my 

tion that this is both a privileged question and entitled to precedence for 
consideration. [ now call for a ruling on the question. 

The S?eAKER. The Chair think this is not a question of privilege. Under 
the rules of the House such a resolution can be presented in the regular 
course and should have the report of acommittee upon the subject 

Mr. Lewis of Washington. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. Would 
the Chair suggest what would be “ the regular course’ at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The regular course would be to file the resolution under the 

+ 


Mr. Lewis of Washington. Does the honorable Speaker mean to suggest 























es the resolution shall be filed to await the appointment of a Committee on 
oreign Affairs to consider it? 


The SPBAKER. Ce y- 

Mr. Lewis of Washington. I did not understand the remark of the Chair. 
The SPEAKER. Certainly, it should be filed rules of the House. 
Mr. Lewis of Washington. Then the Chair holds t my resolution is not 
privileged, and sustains the gentleman from Maine upon that point of order? 
PEAKER. The Chair does, 


me Lewis of Washington. 1 take an appeal from the decision of the 


r. 
Mr. Dina.ey. I move that the appeal lie on the table. 
The SPEAKER (having put the question), The ayes seem to have it. 
Mr. Lewis of Washington. I for a division. 
eq ons. n taken, there were—ayes 91, noes 57. 

Mr. Lewis of Washington. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The qu was taken; and there were—yeas 89, nays 51, answered 
“present "17, not voting 196; as follows: 


YEAS—89. 
a9 Davenport, Ketcham Shattuc, 
er, Ma. Davison, Ky. Kirkpatrick, Showalter, 

y, Dingley, nox, Southard, 
Barrows. Dolliver, Linney, South wick, 
Bartholdt, Dorr, Littauer, Spalding, 
Belford, Dovener, Loud, Sperry, 
Bennett, Eddy, Loudenslager, eprague, 
Booze, Evans, Low, Steele, 
Broderick, Faris, McDonaid, Stewart, Wis. 

well, Gardner, Marsh, Stone, ©. W. 

wn, Gibson, Mercer, Stone, W. A. 

‘ton, Grosvenor, Minor, Strode, Nebr 

ler, : Moody, Sturtevant, 
Senne. Hemenway, Morris, Tawney, 

k, lowa rson, Mudd, Upd ff, 

, , Conn. Ohbmsted, Van Voorhis, 
Connel ry, Ind. : Walker, Va. 
Cooke, rn, Packer, Pa. Williams, Pa. 
Cousins, Parker, N. J yon A 
Crumpacker, Pearson, os' 

Cu Towa Howe. \ 
Dalze’ Howell, Qu : 
Danford, Johnson; N. Dak. Russe 
Baird "7 
. De Vries, . Simpson, 
r, Til. Epes. Lewis, Ga. 
2 " tzpatrick, rau. Wash. Se he’ 
6, T iggs, ngston, . y- 
a Fiartn Micra Ind Stephens, T 
n, B ms, Tex. 
didge, Hay, Gpien, Tate, 
-_ aon i. ree, Tenn. rnc ‘ 
b enry, Tex. Plowman, cent, 
Cochran, M a a Williams, ai 
0. 5 
herd, Kleberg, 
now 
De Graffenreid, b, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”"—17 
| r, Wis. i White, N. ©. 
Heatwole, Wright. 
Benner, Je 
Brenner, Ohio McIntire, Vandiver, 
Cooper, Tex. ler, 
NOT VOTING—191. 
Acheson, Davis, Rixey, 
Adams, Latimer, Ro 
Adamson, De Armond, Lentz, Ro 
Alex: E ore, Lester, 
Allen, y, Little, Robinson, 
Arnold, Elliott, Lorimer, yse, 
Bailey, Ellis, Love, Shannon, 
—s ead, Ermentrout, Lo » Shelden, 
ber, Fenton, Li 
Rarham, Fischer, cAleer, Simpkins, 
Barlow, Fitzgerald, McCall, j nner, 
pare’ Fleming, McCleary, th, Tl. 

i‘ Fletcher, ae, Smith, 8. W. 
Belden, Foote, McCormick, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Belknap, F eCulloch, Snover, 

a ton, Fowler, N. © MeDowell, rkman, 
ry. Fowler, N. J. McEwan, Stallings. 
Bingham, ‘Ox, McLanrin, Stevens, Minn. 
pbop, aes, McMillin, Stewart, N. J. 
i one, % & McRae, Sto 
illett, Mass. es Strait, 
patie Green Mann, Sullivan age. 
ey, reene, van, 
Seewen, Griftin, Marshall, \ Sulloway, 
Brewster, Grout, Martin, r. 
Brosins, Grow, Meekison, Sutherland, 
Brownlow, Hager. Mesick, wanson, 
Brucker, Hamilton, wake La. bert, 
—. Handy, iller, Tayler, Ohio 
hell, Hawley, et "7 qenet 
Hinrichse Howlands, t wood, 
n, ew nder 
Oatchi \ Northway, Vv 3 
Chicke ; ins, Norton, Wadsworth, 
arey, hon Ga. ooh, we Mass. 

» MO, borne, . 
Clarke, N. H. Hunter, Otey, Wark 

e,N.Y. Hurley, Warner, 

Weaver, 
Pearce, Mo. Wi ou 
re 4 
Pitney. Wilken’ s oO. 
: n, 
Powers, Young, 
Prince, Young, Va. 
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Mr. Dovener with Mr. Davis. 
Mr. BARNEY with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
+ ACHESON with Mr. WriLson of South Carolina. 


HINGS. 

th Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr. DAyrpson of Wisconsin with Mr. CLARK of Missourt. 
Mr OVERSTREET with Mr. Zenor. 


Mr. WARD with Mr. BARLow. 

Mr. McCLBary with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. MereKison. 

Mr. BrsHor with Mr. Norron. 

Mr. Manon with Mr. Benner of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. LAND18 with Mr. CRANFORD. 

Mr. Giuuett of usetts with Mr. McDOWELEL. 
Mr. Mrrcne.t with Mr. Love. 


Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. Rrxey. ; 

Mr. Jounson of Indiana with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. Brostus with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 

Mr. Lacey with Mr. McRar. 

Mr. Wricut with Mr. ADAMSON. 
MeCaL. \ 
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YBRAND with Mr. 
. HopKINS with Mr. MCALEER. 
BELKNAP with Mr. MAGUIRE. 
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vote. 
aired with the gentleman from 
w the vote 


,and to a ques 


gentleman withhold his statement 
make an announcement with reference to my vot’ I 


from Massachusetts, Mr. Lover- 
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I wish to make th oint of 
pene} tase until the Sete is pn 


to be ie present. I am_ paired 
. Perkins. If he were present, | would 
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is taken? 
t of the vote. 

17—not a quorum. 
seems there is no quorum 


that the House do now a¢ 


ee 


to the proanat wot, 


the nays 





gE 
i 
oe 





1 
as 
move 






division on the motion to adjourn, 


a . Would it not bein 
the House? Wo might 


get a quorum here for the 














The House divided; and were—ayes 92, noes 35. 


eee me Gane tater ter esis Shon at 

journed until Monday, May 31, 1897, at 12 o'clock noon. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment, which will be stated. = 

The SecRETARY. In line 22, page 26, paragraph 101, it is pro- 
posed to strike out the word “‘ ten” in the committee amendment 
and insert the word “eight;” so as to read: 
brie inches square, § cents on aenene foot; oS — = = 
{pe 4 by 30 inches square, 8 cents per square foot. 


Mr. VEST. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas st nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
Il the roll. 
Oar. BUTLER (when his name was called). I in announce 
my pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLING- 


e DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw tery]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote “ e : : 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland (Mr. Gorman}. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was ed). I am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. S—EwELL]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). 

with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu). 
his absence I withhold my vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). 


I have a general 


I again announce 


m with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. TuHurston]. 
roll call was concluded. 
Mr. PASCO. I announce my pair with the Senator from 
Utah Lo Cannon}. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.” 
Mr. CLARK. Iam paired with the junior Senator foots Manes 


. Harris}. I transfer my pair to my colleague [Mr. War- 
eae I vote “nay.” : 


Mr. CLAY. I havea pair with the Senatcr from Massachusetts 
. Lope8]), which I transfer to the Senator from Delaware 

. KennEy] and vote. I vote “yea.” 

* The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 

Cockrell, Vest, 
Bats Jones, - urphy, Walthall, 
Caffery, Mallory, Rawlins, — 
Clay, Mills, Turpie, 

waEB--@. a 
Aldric’ : Pritchard, 
Chandler, Gear, Mason, - A 
Clark, Hale, Nelson, . 
Deb, Hansbrough, Platt, Conn. Wilson. 
NOT voume—@. 

George, cEnery, Smith, 
Butler, Gray. Martin. Teller, 
Cannon, Harris, Kans. Mitchell, Thurston, 
—— ae | 

; er, 
Cullom, Perkins. Warren, 
Daniel, Hoar, ttigrew We on, 
Elkins, Keuney, Platt, N. ¥ Wolcott. 
Frye, ’ Eales, Sewell, 
So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


amendment was to. 
reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, after the word “plates,” in line 


5, 102, 27, to insert ‘‘ exceeding in size 144 square 
inches and in 7, to strike out * nine” and insert ‘‘eleven;” 
80 as to read: 

Cast silvered, cylind d la , and 
Jooking glass iealiniibeaueneimabte all wok exccendiner 12 
by 2 11 cents per square f. 

Mr. LINDSAY, . President, before the amendment is voted 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the coinparison of 


on, 
the duties levied upon this article under the act of 1890 and the 
proposed act. I read: , 7 


silvered, exceeding in size 144 inches; not ex- 
52,785 square feet. Under the 
feet 


square a decline of 
only $768 worth of this glass was im- 


ee a. In 
the bill proposes to increase duty from 
pa pel merry a pemhedeny send és 


Ri amet 
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I understood the Senator from Rhode Island to say a while ago, 
where two or three million feet had been imported under the ex- 
isting duty, that that was a good reason why the duty should be 
increased. Here the importation has fallen off until the importa- 
tions have almost entirely ceased, and I will ask him if that rea- 
son applies as well to this instance as it did a while ago. 

The Senator from Rhode Island said in his opening address the 
other day: 


In the readjustment of rates suggested the committee have tried in every 
instance to make them sufliciextly protective to domestic interests without 
being prohibitive. 


If at 6 cents per square foot we import only 3,228 square feet 
now, and the tax is practically doubled, is not this an instance in 
which the duty has been made absolutely prohibitive? The bill 
is denominated “A bill to provide revenue for the Government 
and to encourage the industries of the United States.” Certainly 
this provision is not intended to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment, when it absolutely prevents any of the article from being 
imported at all. 

© next is, ‘‘above 16 by 24 inches and not exceeding 24 by 30 
inches.” In 1893 the importations were 204,158 square feet, and in 
1896, 36,211 square feet, or about one-sixth the quantity imported 
three years ago, and yet the tax is raised from 10 cents a square 
foot to 13 cents a square foot. 

The next is *‘cylinder and crown glass, polished, silvered, and 
looking-glass plates, not exceeding 16 by 24 inches.” In 1893 the 
importations were 1,030,000 square feet; in 1896, 585,000 square 
feet, and yet the tax there is increased from 6 cents a square foot 
to 11 cents a square foot. 

Again, “above 16 by 24inches and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches.” 
The importations there fell away 600,000 square feet, or about 15 

r cent, and the tax is raised from 10 cents to 13 cents a square 
oot. There certainly can be no reason for these increases, unless 
it is to prevent importation, and if it be to prohibit absolutely im- 
portations, then these provisions are intended to defeat the opera- 
tion of the bill to the extent that it is intended to provide revenue 
for the Government. 

Th Senator from Rhode Island said a while ago thata half dozen 
instances could not be found in which the rates in the McKinley 
Act have been increased, and yet here are four material increases, 
nearly from 50 to 75 per cent, in a 10i¢ In this equaliza- 
tion of or readjustment of rates I do find a few instances in which 
the McKinley duties have been diminished, but none of them relate 
to anything that is alleged to be controlled by combinations which 
are in general estimation regarded as trusts. Wherever you find 
a diminution of the McKinley duty, it relates to something that 
the trusts do not control and that nobody suspects any trust of 
controlling. 

It is a little peculiar that when we strike the glass trust or the 
lead trust or the borax trust or the sugar trust, the articles man- 
ufactured and controlled by those combinations always receive 
gracious and liberal treatment at the hands of the gentlemen on 
the other side who prepared the bill. But the glass combination 
stands outin bolder relief than any other, and these four ifems 
are striking illustrations of the increase of taxation where there 
is no necessity to increase it for the a of protection and 
where the increases are manifestly intended to defeat the collec- 
tion of revenue from those articles. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In response to the suggestions made by the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Livpsay], I will say that there are 
more decreases than increases as compared with the act of 1890 in 
the aphs we have had under consideration. This increase, 
I will repeat, is simply to make the schedule symmetrical. Tho 
differences in rates between silvered and unsilvered glass aro 
made to make one correspond with the other, considering the 
question of cost of silvering. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator— 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; hold on a minute, if you please. When 
they are increased, the only result is to increase the rate to 32) 
— in one case and 16.48 per cent in the other, among the 

owest rates in the bill, and less than half the rates which the 
Senator himself and his political colleagues imposed upon three- 
quarters of the articles contained in this schedule. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator whether the symmetry 
of the bill requires that many of the items shall be taxed so that 
they shall Se obectutely excluded from importation to this country? 

tr. ALDRICH. Certainly not, and there is no such item in 
the bill of any nature or description. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Under the present tariff law, during the year 
1896, only 3,228 feet of one character of this glass were imported, 
and you have increased the duty on that particular class of glass 
from 6 cents a square foot to 11 cents a square foot, and yet you 
claim that this is not prohibitive in its operation, and you claim 
that it is only such reasonable increase as is necessary to make 

e ’ 

Now, I insist that you do very little in the way of adding sym- 

metry to a revenue bill, even if it does contain protective features, 
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when you levy duties which absolutely exclude the possibility of 
—aee along some of the lines of the bill. 
r 


. CHILTON. Mr. President, I wish to call attention to just 


one point further in connection with this matter. The Senator 
from Rhode Island referred to the fact that the Senate committee 
has not increased the rates of duty on brackets Nos. 3 and 4 of these 
two paragraphs, but the fact is that the Pittsburg Glass Company 


did not ask for any increase of the duty on bracket 4. Bracket 4 


embraces 75 per cent of the plate-giass manufacture of this coun- 
try. On that bracket the rate of tariff which the glass men them- 


selvesask for iscontained inthe bill. I repeat, and I wish to make 
it as emphatic as possible, that the increases in the bill are on the 


small sizes of glass, silvered and unsilvered, which go into the 


homes of the poor people of the country, and which constitute 


oy 10 per cent of the American product of glass. 
urthermore, the same companies in this countiy make both 
the small sizes and the large sizes. As they are now protected to 
the point of extortion in tne large sizes, they ask for no further 
increase there. But the Finance Committee of the Senate now 
proposes to give them also what is practically a prohibitive duty 
upon the small sizes. 

The McKinley duty was not a reduction from the duty that 


theretofore existed. The duties on these small sizes of plate glass 


had never been higher than they were under the McKinley Act, 


and yet under that rate of duty the plate-glass industry of this 


country has developed until it has become the wonder of the world. 
Only fifteen years ago it was comparatively unknown as a busi- 
ness in Azmerica, but under this very rate of duty which they now 
pro to increase it has are until, as I say, it is now one 
of the largest industries in the United States. 

Another thing, sir. I am informed—I can not speak advisedly 
about it—that taking the glass business as a whole, it is among the 
most flourishing industries now conducted in the United States. 
Iam informed that there has been an increase in the wages of 
laborers in that business, not in every branch, a but in 
many lines, since the Wilson Act went into operation. spool: 
is that so, according to my information, in that part of the glass 
business embracing the manufacture of vases, lamp chimneys, 
bottles, etc. 

The glass industry is not in a decaying condition; it is not ina 
depressed condition. There are more manufactures of glass ex- 
ported from this country than there are imported into it, and yet 
we are told that this particular business should receive signal 
favor at the hands of the Co: of the United States. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. ph 102, line 7, I move to 
strike out of the committee amendment “eleven” and insert ‘* six,” 
60 as to read “6 cents,” for the reasons already stated by the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] and the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. Curiton]}. I call attention in this connection to the 
third bracket under this paragraph, where the importations last 
yeer were only 131 feet, I presume perhaps a single pane of glass, 
and yet there is an increase, a small one, it is true, but an increase 
over the present rate of taxation from 23 cents to 25 cents. Yet 
the Senator from Rhode Island defied the Senator from Kentu 
to point out a single instance where there has been an in 
rate of tax where there was practically no importation under the 
ruling rate. In the next bracket there were but 407 feet of glass 
imported. True, there is no increase in the rate of taxation, but 
it is left at 38 cents. : 

When the Senator from Rhode Island assures the Senate and 
the country that the intention is to provide proper protection, but 
not to exclude importations, it seems to me he has been singularly 
blind, when, looking at the statement of importations under these 
different schedules, he has not reduced the taxes at all. 

In this connection, I wish to call the attention of the Senate for 
@ few moments only to two or three points. The Boston Plate 
and Window Glass Company, on the question of plate glass, sub- 
mitted this statement to the Ways and Meahs Committee in the 
House of Representatives: . 


Boston, January 6, 1897. 
Committee on Ways and Means; 

We beg to protest against any increase in the present tariff on polished 
plate gins and to pray for a decrease on same of 50 cent. The annual 
consumption of this article in this country is about 12,900,000 square feet. 
This manufacture in this country is almost wholly in the hands of one com- 
pany. which is a monopoly, and substantially control the business of the 
country, and by selling just under the cost of importation is now succeeding 
in excluding the imported article. 

The present duty on this article averages more than 100 per cent on the 
present cost aby . Ifthe duty was made at one-half of present rates there 
would be larger im tions, larger additional revenues to the Government, 
and a large reduction to consumers on present selling price of this article. 

Boston PLATE AND WInbOW GLAss Co., 
E. A. HILLS, President. 


All their statements seem to me to carry conviction by the mere 
statement. It is not necessary to argue them at all. 

In this same connection,1 have two letters from Vanhorne, 
Griffen & Co. One of them is pone. It was inclosed to me, 
addressed to oP oe ape rge of the bill. I believe the 
Senator from ornia put this letter in the Recorp. 





—————. 


Mr. WHITE. Yes. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Both of these letters have, however 
been presented to the Senate, and I will not present thein furthe,’ 

As a curious instance of the way this plate-glass company |); 
increased in power and strength, I wish to present the stateinont 
of Dun & Co. of this same plate-glass company in January, |\\); 
a year ago, eight or nine months after this organization had tirst 
been made and this business had practically gone into the hands of 
these people. 

PITTSBURG PLATE GLASS COMPANY. 
PirTsBURG, ALLEGHENY CounrTYy, PA., January 10, 139; 

An old and well-established tion, the capital stock of which hag 
been increased from $2,750,000 to $10,000,000 by the consolidation of the (||... 
ing concerns: Howard Plate Glass pear, Deqscens, Pa.; Charleroi Plate 
a Comeeny. Charleroi, Pa.; Diamond te Glass Company, located at 
Ellwood and Kokomo, Ind., and the,Crystal Plate Glass Company, locat-d at 
Crystal City, Mo. 


The nine companies which I read this morning. 


The officers of this consolidated company are: John Pitcairn, chairman; 
Edward Ford, president; A. L. Conger, of Akron, Ohio, vice-president; 4. F’ 
Howard, secre ; E. L. Ford, treasurer, and A. Pitcairn, comptro!ler. The 
consolidation was for med on April 1, 1395, the stockholders of the new com. 
pany are practically the same as formerly in their respective concerns, and it 

a strong organization. Their works are at the f : Creighton 
Pa.; Tarentum, Pa.; Ford City, Pa.; Dagnes, Pa.; Char Pa.; Eliwood 
Ind.; Kokomo, Ind., and Crystal City, ; 


Those are the names and places which I read this morning. 


A. E. Howard, the of the company, states that they have 
occasion to Ee ioaink aan, as they be cash for all Seeation sien 


no r, do not owe an to any bank, dnd have no labilit.. outs 
thelr bonds and current mon or quarter’ which are alwa 2 con 


as soon as due and are ge y . _He declines 
to give the total of their assets, but it is believed to be w of $5,000,000 
since the recent of the above-named 


the highest 
ebtedness is 
have a practical 
money at present, as 
they are operating under more favorable conditions heretofore. Their 


, but are run to the best 
furnish any occasion to 
u ‘ ane coueey as now constituted is virtually a trust; ant 
cae probably capi above the intrinsic value of its available 
assets, its earning — is considerable, and its credit for business needs 
Sudesh ap enccemtel Gesiness toon Of lange experience sna geo busines 
Jus nes 

Stiity. M'B. Rate(AAAL) 10. . — 

Mr. President, the statement has been made in a private way 
that the laborers are very much interested in this glass industry, 
that they are very much interested in these oes, be- 
cause, by a recent scale made between the employers and the labor- 
ers, it has been aes’ to give the laborers 1 cent of whatever 
advance is made in these rates by reason of tariff, and that, if 
there is an average of 15 per cent—as the understanding is that 
these increases will make—it would seem on the face of the propo- 
sition that the laborers two-thirds of the whole of it. Now 
analyzed and brought down to a common-sense analysis, | wil 
state what the situation is, Iasked the tof that laborers’ 
association what classes of men under new schedule get this 
increased price, and he said the blowers and one other class. [| do 
not remember what they were. I asked bim the _— paid to 
these men, and he said $100 a month was to blower. I 
asked him what they made, and he said 196 of 120 pounds to 
the box, or 19,000 nds of glass pe month. That five-eighths 
increase in the amounts to $178.75 a month upon the product 
of a single laborer. 


This statement says that they are so as to get the full 
benefit of this increase. Now, this is 15 per cent only, but it 
amounts to $178.75 on a box. e laborer gets an advance of 10 
He $10. His hundred dollars will be 


ove 


creased to $110, and in innocence of his soul, while he is 
getting 10 out of $178.75, he that he is getting two- 
of what the company gets. is the kind of stuff with 


which laborers of this sort misled, and these men, shrewd, 


are 
, and unscru , a8 many of them are, succeed in having 
the Congres. of United States levy heavy taxes upon the 
them to pay this increased rate of 


as they pretend. ; 
“Sir, Presiden I will not detain the Senate by a discussion of 
this question further, but will ask for a yea-and-nay vote on my 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansasto the amendment of the committee, 
to insert the word “six ” in place of “ eleven” on the seventh line 
of 27, paragraph 102, so as to read “not exceeding 16 by °4 
Sadkas eauirs, 6 cents per square foot.” On that question the 
yeas and nays are demanded. 
ate nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 

e ° 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called), I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris], but 
transfer that pair to my colleague (Mr. WARREN] and vote. I 
vote “ nay. ut 4 Ai et . 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 








1897. 





































from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcr]. I transfer that pair 
Senthne Senator from aed {[Mr. Kenney] and vote. I vote 


z itr, PASCO (when his name was called). Iagain announce my 
pair with the Senator from Utah [Mr.Cannon]}. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote ** yea.” 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). In accordance 
with the explanation already given of my pair, | will vote. I vote 
aa ay.” : 

. PERKINS (when his name was called). I again announce 
- pair with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu}. 
He is absent, and I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague 

Mr. TuRNER] with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 

Me GAFFERY. I desire to announce my pair with the Sena- 

tor from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. If he were present, I should 


“sé ea.” 2 

= DANIEL. I beg leave to state that I am paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut “Mr. Haw.ey]. If he were here, I 
should vote “‘ yea.” ; 4 ; 

Mr. WETMORE (after having voted in the negative). Has the 
senior Senator from oe — Bacon} voted? 

The VICE-PRESID : e senior Senator from Georgia has 

t voted. 
“, WETMORE. I withdraw my vote. I am paired with that 


Senator. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mary- 
lard [Mr. Gorman}. Iwill transfer that pair to the Senator from 
Utah {Mr. CANNON], and that will allow both the Senator from 
Flori r. Pasco] and myself to.vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. P. I vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Bate, Jones, Ark. Murphy, Turpie, 
Berry, Lindsay, Vest, 
Chilton, Mallory, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Clay, Mills, Pettus, White. 
Cockrell, Morgan, Rawlins, 
NAYS—2. 

Aldrich, Foraker, McBride, Proctor, 
Allison, Galitnger MeMillan, uay, 
Baker , in, ou 
Chandler, 7 Nelson, Ss ee, 
Clark, Penrose, m. 

boe, Platt, Conn. 
Fairbanks, Jones, Nev. Pri . 

NOT VOTING—43. 
Allen, Faulkner, Kyle, Suaith, 
Bacon, George, 5 tewart, 
Burro McEnery, Teller, 
Butler.” — tle, Thurston, 
Caffery, Hanshroagh, in Tillman, 
Cannon, Kans. Mitcheil, Turner, 
Cullom, F Pa kins, Wallin ghon 
r ellin . 

Daniel, Platt, N. Y¥. Wetmore, 
Davis, ' Roach. Wolcott. 
Elkins, Kenney, Sewell, 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 


ment of the Committee on Finance, which will be stated. 


_ The SECRETARY. a> gemarenh 102, after the word “ plates,” in 
line 4, page 27, insert, ‘exceeding in size 144 square 


inches;” and in line 7, after the word ‘‘ square,” strike out ‘‘ nine” 
and insert ‘‘eleven;” so as to read: 
linder and crown glass, silvered, 


102. Cast silvered, 

and . 

ing 16 uy of betes exoceding ue sizo Tad square inches and not exceed 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I desire to move in paragraph 102, 

page 27, line 9, to, strike out “thirteen” and insert “ten,” after 

word “‘square;” so as to read: 

toc\bove that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches square, 10 cents per square 
The 

ot oon The question is on the amendment 
The amendment 


the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
18, before the word ‘‘cents,” to strike out 


was 

The next amendment 

graph 102, 27 

forty” aud insert “thirty cient” so as to read: 

fot llabore tnt, conte persequare tose = “Tar™ #5 cents Per equare 

Me meen. Now, I to d h 
move to amen 

opt ad gph on 27, the words “ cylin- 


Mr. 
102 


der abd crows plates. 
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The VICE-PRESIPENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I earnestly hope that the committee 
will not object to this amendment. [ understand, of course, that 
it is absolutely useless, no matter how meritorious an amendment 
may be, for us to offeran amendmenthere. But the Senator from 
Rhode Island a short time ago said that a number of people sitting 
in the galleries might imagine that some poor man in the country 
was interested in this plate-glass business, that no plate ylass 
entered into the homes of the poor; and he assured the Senator 
from South Carolina that there was not a plate-glass window in 
his State outside of Charleston, and so on. I will not discuss that 
feature of it; but the proposition I now make toamend the bill the 
Senator will not say does not concern the poorer class of people all 
over the United States. It is unreasonable, it is not right, that 
German plate glass, which is used for mirrors in the cheapest class 
of furniture and used for mirrors in the cheapest homes in the 
country, should be taxed on exactly the same basis and at the same 
rate that high-grade French plate mirrors are taxed. 

Mr. President, I have at my desk samples of this glass. An 
object lesson is worth a great deal to Senators, and I wish Sena- 
tors taking an interest in this question would examine these 
samples. That is a specimen [exhibiting] of German plate glass, 
thin and light, easily broken, and of course not valuable. But it 
is the glass made only in Bohemia, and the cheaper furniture is 
supplied only with mirrors of thischaracter. Plate glass can not 
be used in the cheap chamber sets that are made for the houses of 
the poor. Itis not right—it is, it seems to me, a monstrous out- 
rage and iniquity—that the same rate of taxation should be levied 
upon this glass that is levied — this superior and higher char- 
acter of glass. [Exhibiting.] Now, this heavy, costly, and expen- 
sive glass is included in this paragraph with the light-weight 
glass, cast polished plate glass, which is of this high character, 
and silvered, cylinder, and ground glass, which is this light-blown 
glass [exhibiting], not rolled at all. Silvered and looking-glass 
plates are included in the same rate of taxation. 

I am glad to see the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] 
giving me his attention. All over his State there are large manu- 

actories of this cheap grade of furniture, every one of which use 
for every single mirror that goes upon their furniture this grade 
of glass, and when he votes, if he tou. with the majority of the 
committee to retain this rate of taxation, which will absolutely keep 
this grade of glass intended for the use of the poor out of the United 
States and away from consumption, he practically votes for clos- 
ing up the establishments in his State. It is utterly impossible for 
those men to use this high-grade French plate giass to carry on 
their industries. It is a gross wrong; it can not be defended on 
any principle of right or fairness. This glass ought to be taken 
care of in paragraph 99; it ought not to be in paragraph 102; and 
I move to strike it out of paragraph 102 for that reason. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, you would judge from the 
vehement eloquence of my friend from Arkansas that this is 
entirely a new departure in including looking-glass plates in this 
paragraph. In reference to polished plate glass, silvered, etc., I 
will read to him for his information the provision in the corre- 
sponding paragraph in the act of 1894, which he prepared himself 
and secured the adoption of by the Senate: 


Cast polished plate glass, silvered, and looking-glass plates. 


The same language exactly; and you would think from his elo- 
quent denunciation of this bill that this was entirely the first time 
in the history of the country that it had been done. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, if this grade of glass 
was put in the wrong paragraph in 1894, that is no justification for 
the Senator from Rhode Island to put it there now. If the Sena- 
tor would follow the bill of 1894, we might be able to rectify the 
mistakes. There were mistakes made through that bill. We were 
compelled to put grades of glass in that bill that we did not want 
to put in the bill. We did not doit voluntarily. If the Senator 
will take that glass schedule all the way through, it will be less 
objectionable than itis now. But the fact that we did not put 
in the proper paragraph at that time is no justification for 
his putting it in the wrong paragraph now; and I want the Sen- 
ate to note that he does not deny the truth of one single statement 
made by me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And he can not deny it. 

Mr. ALDRIOH. I deny it most emphatically. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then state what the facts are. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I had not got to that part. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. You had taken your seat after you 
made a . 
Mr. ALDRICH. I was simply calling the attention of the Sen- 


ate to the fact that this was not a new departure at all; that look- 
ing-glass plates had always been included inthis paragraph. They 
were included in this ph in 1890; they were included in 
this paragraph in 1894, and they were included in this bill, and 
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properly included, because I can see no reason under heaven why 
one class of glass silvered should pay a different rate of duty from 
any other glass silvered. Take polished, crown, or common win- 
dow glass silvered and it is quite as valuable at times and some- 
times more valuable than plate glass silvered. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator certainly is not serious 
when he states that the process of silvering adds enormously to 
the cost of glass plate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is a comparatively “: process. 
It amounts to but little in addition to the other cost. The process 
of silvering van be easily taken care of in another part of bill, 
and it ought to be. 

Mr. WHITE. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island, who is familiar with this subject, whether the German 
glass shown by the Senator from Arkansas is not less valuable 
than the French plate shown by him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. WHITE. Then, if that be true, when the silvering occurs, 


does that raise the value of the German plate to a level with the | and 


other grade? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not at all; the silvering costs about as much 
on one plate as the other. 

Mr. TE. Certainly; that is what I supposed. Therefore 


the criticism appears to me to be just, because the inferior - Sir, it has 


is taxed just the same as the superior. If you were taxing 
an ad valorem rate, it would be different, but you put a specific 
rate upon it, which excludes the one cally or places a great 


practically 
burden upon it, when, as I understand it, it is not manufactured | the 


in this country; but if it were manufactured here, there seems to 
me to be no reason for the imposition of the same duty upon the 
‘two classes of plate which vary materially as to their intrinsic 
worth, That seems to be the point of the criticism, not whether 
a mistake was made in the other bill, or in this, or in any other 


measure. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from California must be aware 
that Co can not put one rate of duty upon German plate 
lass and another rate of duty upon French plate glass. I do not 
know of Sb gepewt description that can be given. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator knows that this is not 
plate glass at all. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is not plate glass perhaps. 
Mr. — of Arkansas. And the German glass is not plate 
lass at all. 
7 Mr. ALDRICH. There isa difference of opinion whether it is 
or not. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is not a man in the world who 
would —e. 
Mr. WHITE. Is it not what is called cylinder glass? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is cylinder glass. 
Mr, ALDRICH. It is cylinder glass and polished, and some- 
times it is even more v e. 


the ingenuity of the Senatorfrom Rhode Island, who a 
the Reson eee esfound 
in this and other bills, can be adequate to the task of preparing 
something that will make a discrimination between these two 
utterly different pieces of glass. We can all see the difference, 
and —- ight be able to describe them without any very 
great effort. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The fact is that there isnospecial di 
mation shown by paragraphs in regard to 
laws that have ‘passed since 1883 


cheaper now than it was. ¢ 
Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that, but relatively to all .arti- 
cles. That does not apply to German plates more than to French 
tes or any other plates, and the fact that ‘the articles always 
thave been included together is ‘the very best evidence, I assume, 


that no injustice been done ‘to either. 
Mr." . The following criticism has been made to me 
with reference to this matter: 


The character of the a is different, and it should not be provided forin 
connection with plate Cylinder glass is manufactured entirely in 
hemia and on the borders of Bavaria. It is made in no other place. 
to be imported. Tt is silvered extensively in this 

macennny is to givea differential 

vero 


a but it can only be on Te eroend that the sil 
may take the place of their plate glass, which, I am informed, 
rniture from six to 
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iscrimi- 
these articles in all the | the 


as . The changes { 
roval of the © who silver cylinder glass, and the furniture people who. 
avo to use it ap who can:not use te 


| vote ** ee 
Mr. PERKINS (when his name called). TI 
| ‘Mr ‘WETMORE (when hie name wae oalled). el my 
a (Mz, Bacon]. 


May 29, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The question 
wae a Senator from Arkansas . oe 
mieten of Arkansas. I call for yeas and nays on tho 


The — and nays were ordered. 
Mr. RPIE. Mr. President, I have had a good deal of «,.,;. 


is on the amend). nt 


ous reflection as to what be the cause of these large|\ |). 
creased rates and this largely taxation against the (1. 
sumers of window glass and the classes of glass mentioned jy, :};, 
now under consideration. It would appear upo) ¢);,, 

surface that this action is‘a very deliberate raid against a)! ~;;. 
of building and improvement, and that it isa crusade agains: ¢)),. 
establishment of homes in the United States. It does no: .\\, 
affect the exterior of dwellings and other of resort, but the 
interior, as was said by ‘the honorable ator from Arkansas 
Mages Jones], and the furniture which a family may use, a fa1)\|) 
moderate circumstances, hardly able to pay the taxes ),,,\ 


Sir, in traveling through this country; y in the towns 
smaller cities, and very frequently in er cities, you 
will see at present a pone pe and brief legend, To Je.” 
“To let;” ‘To let,” repeated in endless repetition. Sometimes t}e 
ee —— dwellings, but not so often. It is — frequently 
oun upon shops, storerooms, storehouses, and warehouses, 

i become epidemic. I am told that on a very large ay) 
well-known ee the other end of the Capitol the legend 


is put up there over door, ‘* To let,” and that the former in- 
mates of that apartment have been within the limitation of 
decree of the Captain-General of Cuba, in astate of incor 1i- 


caio, —— all os ene under the 
condition a ockade, subject. ships and 
privations of orton : 

It follows, then, that there ought to be some method of ridding 
this of’ { 63 To let,” almost as dangerous 
as the bubonic plague of 8; and T have concluded, after 

t deliberation, that the majority of the Finance Committes 

ve thonght that it was the best way to repeople these vacant 
habitations by preven the building of new ones,. and there- 
fore they have in the taxation on all sorts of building 
material, without reference'to'the question either of revenue or en- 
cour ent, two features of this bill, forif you con- 
sider for a moment, this is not only a tax on a man who is a} wut 


to build a new house, a new storeroom, or a new apartment for 
any , but it is a direct tax upon all.sorts of mechanics en- 
in such work, and it is a direct tax all sorts of mate- 

men who are interested in the of building and im- 
provement in this country. Itis an sition which proposes to 
—_ additional prices upon everything ite and necessary 
‘or new and valuable improvements, y when they are un- 


ns of moderate means and fortune. 
No ‘to use the title of this bill, sir,our action in adopting 
these enormous rates will ‘ revenue,” but the revenue will 
go to the great trusts, the trust.and others, and it will 


not go into the Treasury of the United States. 
The action of the ianiadiiy inare is of such amature as to make 
the Government i a 


e tself Se the plate glass 
trust—not a silent partner, because a partmer may share in 
; — becausea dormant partner has 

a right also to file a bill for an accounting and to share in th» 
buta , honorary who contributes his 

‘ d, his in his good tothe firm ani yet 


ae 
tothis sini Se nap TI believe that 
United in more need of being 
trust, and I 


ts ’. ‘Whe Secretary will call the roll on 
the on of the amendment proposed bythe Senator from 1- 
kansas [Mr. Jonzs}. 

. : LTagain announce 
m . WELLINGTON |. 

I rise in to an- 


nounce that I am paired with the junior from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Lope@r], and that that has been transferred to the 
junior Senator from Delaware j. I-vote “yea.” 
Mr. DANIEL (when his was Tam paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut WLEY]. Ifhewere present, 


a 


Mr. PASCO idea his name was called). The Senator trom 
again transferred our pairs; and! 


announce 


“ 
‘ 





Biit4te 2s | & 


OOeHOCCOUREEr ijGoOOetrr  COSOOrEHP 


om wo 









So Grantee ss Fans wef 
the on Fi was, 

‘unsilvered,” at the end of line 20, 

plates;” so as to read: 

unsil and cylinder, crown, 

silvered or click ohen bent, ground, > 

beveled, etched, embossed, ved, 

or otherwise cmneees or Gecureted: 















| 


to come in? 
Before the word “cylinder,” in line 21. I 
the Senator the whole amendment, so that he may 


After the word “ ”in the same line, I move to insert 
“glass, silvered;” so as to read: 


And polished cylinder crown glass, silvered, or common window glass, etc. 
The of that is that unsilvered crown glass shall not 
the additional 10 ert 


Sooo 
Mr, JONES of I was going to offer an amendment 
after the word “‘unsilvered,” to cover that; but it may be that 
ew aaa offered by the Senator from Rhode Island will 
ver 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think the amendment i covers it. 
ap nr, JORIS of Actomuees. I was going to offer an amendment 


Mr. . I think the amendment I 
what the Senator desires. This only applies to 







will cover 
silvered 


. Theamendment p by the Sen- 
(Mr. ALprica swill Lo skated. 
21, 27, before the 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive busimess. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopenéd, and (at 5 o'clock and 
80 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until Tuesday, June 1, 
1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 29, 1897. 
POSTMASTERS. 

A. L. Thompson, to be postmaster at Springdale, in the county 
of Washington and State of Arkansas, in the place of Thomas J, 
Davis, resigned. 

Samuel M. Griffin, to be postmaster at Quitman, in the county 
of Brooks and State of Georgia, in the place of Lewis L. Joiner, 
removed. 

Robert N. Foster, to be postmaster at Gilman, in the county of 
Iroquois and State of Illinois, in the place of C. M. Wright, re- 
moved. 

W. Morton Mills, to be postmaster at Ladoga, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Indiana, in the place of John E. Tal- 
bott, resigned. 

William W. Woods, to be postmaster at Wabash, in the county 
of Wabash and State of Indiana, in the place of John I. Hoover, 
removed, 

Joseph A. McIntire, to be postmaster at Sidney, in the county 
of Fremont and State of Iowa, in the place of James A. McIntire, 
to correct error in name. 

L. I. Sturgis, to be postmaster at Oelwein, in the county of 
Fayette and State of Iowa, in the place of Henry R. Martin, re- 


omas H. Baker, to be postmaster at Louisville, in the county of 
Jefferson and Stateof Kentucky,in the placeof Charles P. Weaver, 


—. 

wyn J. Barrow, to be postmaster at St. Francisville, in the 
ih of West Feliciana and State of Louisiana, in the place of 
cis M. Mumford, removed. 

Winslow Gray, to be postmaster at Campello, in the county of 
Plymouth and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Walter L. 
Keith, deceased. 

A. M. Chisholm, to be postmaster at Hibbing, in the county of 
St. Louis and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1897. 

William D. Ellsworth, to be postmaster at Eveleth, in the county 
of St. Louis and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, Seams vested in the 
President on and after April 1, 1897. 

Peter C. Van Matre, to be postmaster at Warrensburg, in the 
county of Johnson and State of Missouri, in the place of James W. 
Williams, removed. 

Ada M. Bennett, to be 
of Custer and State of 

, removed. 

Charles Burg, to be postmaster at Livingston, in the county of 
Park and State of Montana, in the place of Joseph E. Swindle- 
hurst, whose commission expired March 23, 1897. 

Fred W. Kiefer, to be postmaster at Antigo, in the county of 
Langlade and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Paul J. Millard, 
whose commission expired March 23, 1897. 


stmaster at Miles City, in the county 
ontana, in the place of Emerson 8. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 29, 1897. 
CONSULS. 


Max Bouchsein, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States at 
Barmen, Germany. 

Ferdinand W. Neumann, of Illinois, to be consul of the United 
States at Cologne, Germany. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
Thaddius 8S. K. Freeman, a citizen of Indiana, to be a chaplain. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
General officers. 
Col, James Franklin Wade, Fifth Cavalry, to be brigadier-gen- 


Col. John Kem Mizner, Tenth Cavalry, to be brigadier-general. 
Col. William trose Graham, Fifth Artillery, to be brigadier- 


general. 
INDIAN AGENT. 
Lacius A. Wright, of San Jacinto, Cal., to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Tule River Agency, in California. 











COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Alexander R. Avery, of Michigan, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Huron, in the State of Michigan. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Albert L. Jurden, to be postmaster at Marshall, in the county 
of Saline and State of Missouri. 

Arthur D. Patterson, to be postmaster at Cresco, in the county 
of Howard and State of Iowa. 

P. D. McMahon, to be tmaster at Charter Oak, in the county 
of Crawford and State of Iowa. 

E. E. Buell, to be postmaster at Elma, in the county of Howard 
and State of Iowa. 

Edward U. Fordyce, to be postmaster at Bowling Green, in the 
county of Warren and State of Kentucky. 

Henry D. Bonnet, to be postmaster at Del Rio, in the county 
of Valverde and State of Texas. 

Marcellus L. Hussey, to be postmaster at Guilford, in the 
county of Piscataquis and State of Maine. 

Kate E. Moore, to be postmaster at Geneseo, in the county of 
Henry and State of Illinois, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpbay, May 81, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. CoupeEn, offered the following 
prayer: 

O Thou who hast compassed all the path of our lives, we thank 
Thee for that Providence which abides through every change, and 
through which we are indebted for our homes and all that makes 
them dear; for our nation and all its sacred institutions. May 
this day, sacred to the memory of those who gave their lives for 
the land they loved, serve to deepen our patriotism, strengthen 
our loyalty, and make firmer our union, that it may abide through 
all time and be a blessing to untold generations. 

Let Thy blessing, O God our Father, come upon the Representa- 
tives of this House, to strengthen them and give them wisdom, 
that they may adjust every question in accordance with Thy will. 

Be especially with the member who is ill. a and com- 
fort him. Grant that his life may be spared, and that he may 
soon be in his accustomed place. 

Hear us in these, our petitions, in the name of Jesus Christ our 


Lord. Amen, 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read. 
ithout objection, the Journal will be con- 


The SPEAKER, 
sidered as ere. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I rise with reference 
to the Journal. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I notice that the Clerk has registered 
me as not voting on the motion to table the appeal taken r¢ the 
— from Washington [Mr. Lewis]. the second call 

ee ” on that proposition, and I desire to have my vote so 
registered. 

r. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I am recorded as not 
voting on the same proposition. I voted ‘‘no,” and desire to have 
the Journal so corrected. 

The SPEAKER. The corrections will be made. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker, respecting the Jour- 
nal, I desire at this time, previous to its approval, to make my 
protest against any assumption on the part of this House to ap- 

rove the Journal, on the ground that there is no constitutional 
ouse that can legally approve the Journal, and if there were, it 
could not legally approve it at this time, in view of the nature, 
kind, and form of tie adjournment Which was taken on Thurs- 
day last. In view of the day and of the engagements of mem- 
bers, I do not intend to nor shall I elaborate my objection, but 
merely make it that I may reserve it for such future instances as 
may arise when it shall be appropriate. 
SPEAKER. The Journal will be considered as approved, 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolution 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was ee: 5; 

Ab + 1258) to regulate, in the District of Columbia, the 
i certain refuse, and for other purposes; 

bill (8. 471) rains the adulteration of foods and drugs 
in the District of Columbia; and 

Joint resolution (8S. R. 45) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to use rations for the relief of destitute ns in the district over- 

by the Rio Grande River at and near El Paso, ‘Tex. 


flowed 
The m also announced that the Senate had 
report af the committee of conference on ae aaeline vent 
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May 31, 


the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
= R. 16) m 


vernment for t 
purposes, - 


the bill 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 

year ending June 30, 1898, and for othee 
THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. 8 , Task unanimous consent to tak, 
from the Speaker's table te joint resolution 44, which makes 
an appropriation to supply a deficiency for work in the Printiy, 
— I hag = - ze -_ - ee it disposed of to. 

y,as wi e expiration 0 y the appropriations fo 
work in that office are exhausted. asta = 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I should like to ask the gentleman if {js 
amount is provided for in the general deficiency bill 

Mr. CANNON. In the general deficiency bill, passed by the 
House about the 20th of March, this exact appropriation is made 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the gentleman from Illinois if ho 
thinks this is a proper mode of tion? We have already taken 
one item out of the deficiency and passed that, and now woe 
are called upon for unanimous consent to pass another piecemeal] 
item that is in the general defi bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I would say to the gentleman that this House 
performed its full duty about the 20th of March in passing a yen. 
eral deficiency appropriation bill that contained items of some 
ee or $9,000,000 for the public service. That went to the 

a _— 

Mr. TERRY. _ I would like to ask the gentleman a question, 

Mr. CANNON. Wait until I make statement. That went 
to the Senate about the 20th of March. That bill has vot been 
acted upon by theSenate. Now, then, in presence of the fact that 
the appropriation for the Printing ,» With its great block of 
emplo is exhausted, o to the special session of Congress, 


nting 


in pub hing the Recorp and doing other public printing, the Sen- 
ate has seen proper to pass this resolution, that takes one item out 


= the general Aslclency bill and passes 
ouse, 

Now, so far as I am individually concerned, I will not raise the 
question of the right of the Senate to originate an appropriation 
bill, as they send us this single item, but consider it substantially, 
if you choose, in the nature of an amendment to the deficiency bill, 
as it takes but one item; and in presence of the fact that the work 
can not go on unless this ap oa 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I like to ask the gentleman one 
question. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I think I can save time, 
I suggest tothe gentleman from Illinois that I shall have to object 
to the passage of this resolution. I understand there is going to 
be a motion to take a recess until to-morrow out of respect to the 
dead, being Memorial Day, and therefore I think that it should 
not be considered until then. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman objects. 

FOREST LANDS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message of 

the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the 


Committee on the Public Lands, when appointed, and ordered to 


it and sends it to the 


be printed: ; 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, the report of the 
committee appointed by the Na’ Academy of Sciences upon the inaugue 


ration of a forest policy for the forested lands of the United States. a 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 25, 1897. 
RECESS. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take 4 
recess until 12 o’clock Tuesday. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman permit me— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Objection has been madeto unanimous « nsent, 
tee it is worth while to up that matter. 

Mr. . Will the to my colleague? 
The question was taken on the motion of Mr. DINGLEY. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the announcement, by unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was ted as follows: . ; 

To Mr. Strope of Nebraska, indefinitely, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. HinricusEn, for two weeks, on account of important 


business. 
To Mr. FirzPaTRIck, indefinitely, on account of pressing bust 
ness. 
To Mr. ConnELL, for ten days, on account of important bus- 
To Mr. BLAND, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
tely, on account of 


To Mr. Cooney, indefini , on t business, 
Indiana, , on account of important 
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. Burton, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
Te Mr. SrewaRtT of Wisconsin, indefinitely, on account of sick- 


To Mr. Marsu, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. ELLI07T, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
RESIGNATION OF HON. JOHN L. M’LAURIN. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following letter: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., May 31, 1897. 
TR: Having been s ted to the United States Senate, I have no- 
tified t Sc roan ie 































the Committee on Finance, I move that the petition be referred to 
that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ore aw eee’ petitions of Asa R. Merrell and 16 other 
citizens of Dunellen, of W. H. Kuhlthan and 82 other citizens of 
Milltown, of James T. Phillips and 127 other citizens of Elizabeth, 
Henry W. Stanley and 34 other citizens of Pennsville, C. Allen 
Eli and 15 other citizens of Millstone Township, James F. Mapes 
and 48 other citizens of Glassboro, W. H. Letts and 57 other citi- 
zens of Waretown, Ada Eiseman and 69 other citizens of Ware- 
town, J. M. Ayres and 130 other citizens of Millburn, William P. 


of my resignation as a member of the 
House of ves, said Tesignation to take effect June 1, at 12} Teed and 19 other citizens of Livingston, W. J. Newman and 77 
o'clock: ae the} ats veny ttully, other citizens of Neptune Township, Andrew G. Apgar and 50 


other citizens of Elizabeth, George H. Kupfrian and 61 other citi- 
zens of Jersey City, and of William A. Jones and 49 other citizens 
of aa, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of the Dan Talmage’s Sons 
Company, of New York City, relative to the duty on rice; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Charles A. Sykes, of New 
York City, relative to the duty on artificial teeth; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chicago (Ill.) Drapers and 
Tailors’ Exchange, relative to the duty on wearing apparel; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Artificial Flower Manu- 
facturers’ Association of the United States, relative to the duty to 
be placed on artificial flowers; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of sundry wholesale liquor 
dealers of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for a reduction of the internal- 
revenue tax on distilled spirits, andalso fora shorter bonded period; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the James E. Patton Company, 
of Milwaukee, Wis.,remonstrating against an increase of the duty 
on plate glass; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

r. WHITE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lompoc, 
Cal., praying for the imposition of a duty on mustard seed; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of Rev. Owen Jones, of Oakland, 
Cal., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Dingley 
tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of California, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the Liquor Dealers’ Benevo- 
lent Association of Missouri, remonstrating against the imposition 
of an additional tax on beer; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of A. D. Dennison 
and 18 other citizens of New Boston, N.H., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Michigan Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, praying for the passage of the so- 
called kinetoscope bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of business men of Michi- 


JOHN L. McLAURIN, 
Representative Sixth Congressional District of South Carolina. 


B. REED, 
Hon. he tone the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


A use. 

[Applense.] to take a recess was then agreed to; and accord- 
ingly (at 12 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.), the House was declared 
in recess until to-morrow at 12 o’clock m. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 1, 1897. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mizaury, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 


approved. 
SENATOR FROM SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I present the credentials of John Lowndes 
McLaurin, appointed by the governor of South Carolina a Senator 
from that State to fill, until the next meeting of the legislature, 
the vacancy caused by the death of Hon. Joseph H. Earle in the 


term commencing 4, 1897. 

The credentials were read and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. McLaurin is present and ready to take 
the oath of office. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the Senator 

ted will be escorted to the desk of the Vice-President and 
the oath of office. 

Mr. McLaurin was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
TILLMAN, and the oath prescribed by law having been adminis- 
tered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


LAWS OF NEW MEXICO. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate copies of the 
laws of the Terri of New Mexico, in accordance with section 
1844 of the Statutes of the United States; which were 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SEWELL. I present a petition, numerously signed by 
window. workers of the city of Bridgeton, N. J., praying 
that the duty on common window glass be restored. 
As the matter is the Senate for consideration, I desire to 


read the reasons given by the petitioners for their petition. It is 
very short: 





. , remonstrating against the enactment of a tariff bill levying a 

We, the _ ocinre of Amer’ ee, ee ee duty of $2 per thousand feet on lumber; which were ordered to lie 
Under the bers had employment with good on the table. dog 

bill led Mr. MASON. I present a petition from the executive commit- 


tee of the National Business League, praying for the speedy pas- 
sage of the ding tariff bill. 1 ask that the petition may be 
read for the information of the Senate. 

The petition wasread, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 
as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States: 


We respectfully represent that, after a careful canvass of business men in 
different parts of the country, we are satisfied that the business of the coun- 
try is es lly suffering on account of the uncertainty as to the termina- 
tion and final results of pending tariff legislation; and that every week of 
delay in the settlement of tariff duties not only intensifies the present situa- 
tion and inflicts enormous loss on genera! business interests, but is greatly 
retarding the date of recovery, as indicated in some measure by current 
custom-house records. 

While we assume that you are proceeding in such manner as you deem 
will best subserve the public oak we believe you will not consider it im- 

roper or discourteous for us to indicate to you what we have ascertained, 

rough the channels of information at the command of our organization, to 

be the opinion of business men generally, and to express to you their urgent 
desire that there be immediate and effective action in this matter 

Respectfully submitted. 

FERDINAND W. PECK, 
ELBRIDGE G. KEITH, 
JOHN W. ELA, 
MOSES P. HANDY, 
BENJAMIN J. ROSENTHAL, 
ALEXANDER H. REVELL, 
WILLIAM A. GILES, 

Executive Committee of National Business League. 
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Mr. FAULKNER presented the 
other citizens of Guyandot, W. 
A. Nixon and 45 other citizens of 
a the enactment of legislation for a more rigid 

zration; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
HALE presented the memorial of Alger 
gundry other artists of Maine, rem 
a — on foreign works of art; 


of D. E. Stewart and 20 
a., and the petition of James 
Boothsville, 


W. Va., praying 


ion im- 


VY. Currier and 


pong Re ansies the paw 
which was ordered to lie 
on the ta 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. HALE presented a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, recommending that provision be made in the general 
deficiency appropriation bill for payment of amounts found due 
by the accounting officers of the tesaneey on account of items 
not heretofore reported to Congress, aggregating $61,699.72; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 36) to 
carry into effect tworesolutions of the Continental Congress direct- 
ing monuments to be erected to the memory of Gens. Francis 
Nash and William Lee Davidson, of North Carolina, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


REPORT OF LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 


eo WETMORE ve the ey, ee of ee eee 
, exhibiting progress brary during the 

calendar year 1896; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
He also, from the Committee on the Library, reported the fol- 
— — which was considered by ous consent, 


Resolved, That the annual report of the Librarian of be ted. 
and that 500 copies, with covers. be printed for distribution by the Tibearion 
BILLS POSTPONED INDEFINITELY. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the Committee on Pensions shall 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 314 
granting a ion to Henry Farmer, because Senate bill 304 was 
a. introduced and is to the same effect. I also ask that 

Committee on Pensions shall be from the further 
consideration of the bill (8. 316) a pension to James M. 
Ray, because a former bili, Senate 286, the same purpose is 


pen 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the committee will be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bills indicated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that these two bills, Senate bill 314 
and Senate bill 316, be we postponed. 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. COCKRELL. f sso sees that the 0 


oC 341 a hctniede the 
nitely’ postponed, an Senate bill $51, for th hes 
or the re 
elsenty passed the rae g in the sue purpose, 


The motion was 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (8. 2053) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of F. W. Zickendrath, of 
Greensburg, Ind.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PETTIGREW letuniennd a bill (S. 2054) to reward cer- 
tain Sioux ere the rescue ee a ves — — i 
satory paymen ponies; Ww was twice ts 

sone Bm be the Committee on Indian Affairs. : 

He also introduced a bill (5. 2055) to provide for the submission 
of certain questions to the legal voters of the United States of 
America and to provide for an election thereon; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BERRY introd introduced a bill aero for the relief of Samuel 
eene, which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


eS ee oe the relief of Martha A. 
Lanford; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

en ee ee a ae eee 


of Frederick 
Srerertae 1 Twentieth New York Volantose latoatay, 
—_ by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on 


Mr. P. CINS introduced a bil (8.205) to authorize a retired 
list for enlisted men and in officers of the United 
States Navy; which was twice by its title, and referred to 
ite, SPOONER introduced bill (8. 2060 ting a pension 

a gran 
to Olive W. Lay; which was read by its title, ne with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the on Pensions. 
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Mr. a: eee ee eee atiting for the a 


pointment of an additional seventh judic 
circuit, and of an additional district j a the northern ds wi 

; which was read twice by its title, and to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WHITE submitted two intended to be proposed 
by him to the deficiency tion bill; which were ref. 


rred 
asec and ordered to be print 
ULENER submitted an amendmen intend ad to be pro- 


ae him to appropriation bill; which 
— to the Deuninans on tne on Roeincibtioan and ordered to ; 
prin 
Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to |). ),., 
by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was re 
erred to the Committee on on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
eo gg 


AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Goyern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed 

Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment intended ‘. be 
— by him to the bill (H. R. “379) to provide revenue for the 

vernment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Re tatives, by Mr. W. J, 
ine followioe , its Chief Clerk, emmeuneed that the House had passed 


Sasatanionn 
a haiat nenation (5. R. 43 my eg mer of pes resolu- 


tion of A 7, 1897, Secretary of the Navy to 
aa enna for the relief of the famishing povr of 

A see ant resolution (8. R. 44 an m to supply 
a y in the eee eee eciitinn and binding , 
for the fiscal year 1 


ee 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ap rs to be 
closed. The Calendar under ‘ute Vill © 4 See ee 
will report the first bill on the 
SEcRETARY. “A bill (S. 10) to regula tho eal ofp isons 
in the District of Columbia. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I object to the consideration of that }i!l. and 
ask that the Senate proceed to the consideration of House |)i\1 \o. 


CE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over, under »})jec- 


press belen oe dediioe. He See: as in Committee of the 
‘Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 


of the United States. 
Mr. ALDRICH. In accordance with the et ve on Sat- 


urday, EF ask that we Lee ie acoumaaiaie 9 and 91 for con- 
sideration. 


The Committee on Fimance reported to strike 
90 and insert a substitute, 
The committee withdraw their amendment 


the Fic PRastoeN 
The paragraph will be read as \t 


a 


> 
Si iain week Diccgncsintits. ch Gitlin 
peren. Sooo. stone, crockery ware, 
Sete and statuettes, es, onan ent led 
oF otherwise decorated oF ornamented in any manner, 60 
Sliema superadded ornament:t) 
Mr. ALDRICH. I a out in the , in the 
seventh and eighth on page 18 ee ading clock 
cases with or without movements. if allowed to 
remain here, will fix a higher rate than _—. elsewhere in 
the bill for clock cases. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The now moved by the 
“the Seonerany. In ney? and b 90, 
e SECRETARY. on paragraph 
after the word “ ware,” See ee iading clock 
ae alike abliens alate 
ee aan te rina a 
. ALDRICH. as it came from ’ 
on 18. Fee ncaa lama cae amendment, or ask 
disagreed to. ; 
4 » oe 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In what line? 
Mr. ALDRICH. In lines 7 and 8. The purpose is to allow 


and clock cases to be dutiable at 40 per cent. 
cocks of Arkansas. There is some mistake about the 
he! In tine 7 and 8 18 h 90, afte 
SECRETARY. es 7 and 8, page 18, agra) ‘ r 
the word “ware,” strike out the words “ including k cases, 
with or without movements.” 
Mr. It is all right. 


JONES of Arkansas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereany objection to this amend- 
ment? The Chair hears none, and the amendment is agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Itis understood that the amendment suggested 
by the committee to ph 90 will be disagreed to. 

The . The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
that the iteva may stand as the bill came from the House, with the 
exception of the clause just stricken out. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee withdraw their amend- 


t? 
Mr. ALDRICH. The committee withdraw their amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the amendment of the committee proposing a substitute 


the is withdrawn. 
ur DRC, We take the same course with paragraph 91. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to offer an amendment or two 
to 90 before we leave it. 


r. All right. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. In paragraph 90, page 18, line 12, I 
move to strike out “sixty” and insert “thirty-five.” I suppose 
I may as well move another amendment to the paragraph at the 
same time. Im line 14, I move to strike out “ fifty-five” and insert 
“thirty.” We may as well have the vote taken on both amend- 


ments. 

The VICE- . The question is on agreeing to the 
two of the Senator } Arkansas, which will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. In 90, page 18, line 12, before the 


“ ” peragragh + ot ” ; “ ‘ ” 
words “‘ per centum,” strike out ‘‘ sixty ” and insert “‘ thirty-five 


and in line 14, before the words ‘‘ per centum,” strike out ‘ fifty- 
five” and insert “ thirty;” so as to make the ph read: 


paragra 
9. China, porcelain, parian, 


ornaments, toy tea charms, vases a ae “painted. 
an . 

Eins, stained, eummetod, printed or otherwise decorated or orna- 

mented in any manner, 35 per cent ad valorem; if plain white and without 

superadded ornamentation of any kind, 30 per cent ad valorem. 


ech?) pamammee I ask for the yeas and nays on this 
nn ae Sematary premesiied to 

Mr. Cay his name was called). Has the Senator from 
Alstane iiemmeat voted? . 


The . He has not voted. 
= Then { will withhold my vote. If the Senator 
— a were present, he would vote “‘ yea” and I should 


Mr. W ma oe er Aer ag I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Florida[Mr. Pasco]. If he were 
present, he would vote “‘ yea” and I should vote “‘ nay.” 
The was concluded. 
having voted in the affirmative). I 
I am with the Senator from West 
,and [ ee bina voted. I 
question I should wi WwW my vote. 
Mr. BURROWS (after voted in the negative). 1 inquire 
canals [Mr. CaArrery] has voted? 


I withdraw my vote. 
BATE. I wish to announce the absence of my colleague 
= Harris of Tennessee]. He is , however, with the 
——— [Mr. Morritt}. I make the announce- 
The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 34; as follows: 





NOT VOTING—2. 


Allen. George, 


i. Kyle, Quay, 
Burrows, Gorman, Mantle, Smith, 
Butler, Gray, Martin, Stewart, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Morgan, Teller, 
Cullom, Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Turner, 
Daniel, Hoar, Pasco, Wellington, 
Elkins, Jones, Nev. Penroke, Wilson. 
Faulkner, Kenney, Pettigrew, Wolcott 


So the amendments were rejected. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Rhode Island propose any 
other amendment of this paragraph? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; not to paragraph 90. 

Mr. VEST. Before we pass from the paragraph, I wish to call 
attention to the effect of these changes and to the effect of the 
other amendments proposed by the majority of the Finance Com- 


On the first classification the comparative statement estimates 
the duties to be from 27 to 57 per cent instead of 30 per cent, as in 
the Wilson bill. Under the amendment which has been adopted 
there is an increase, of course, over the provision as originally pro- 
posed by the Finance Committee. 

Upon the next classification, where the McKinley Act imposed 
60 per cent and the House bill and the Senate committee orizgi- 
nally proposed 1 cent a pound and 20 per cent ad valorem, the 
duties were from 33 per cent to 56 per cent, and under the amend- 
ment just adopted, proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island, 
the duty becomes 60 per cent. 

On the next classification the duties are from 29 to 69 per cent; 
that is, upon printed, gilded, and other ware of that description. 
Under the McKinley Act the rate was 60 per cent, and under the 
Wilson Act 35 per cent. 

On the next classification, found in line 9, upon all other wares 
of this kind not specially provided for, there is an increase over 
the Wilson Act of 15 per cent. 

I suppose it is entirely useless to read the statements of mer- 
chants in the United States engaged in importing these wares 
and in selling them by retail. I have a large number of such 
communications, and they all are to one effect—that the duties 
under the Dingley bill and under the Senate amendments are 
absolutely prohibitory upon an article of prime necessity, upon 
undecorated, untinted, unpainted ware, which goes into the homes 
of the humblest citizen in the land. It will be absolutely impossi- 
ble to import any of it from abroad, and it gives the market 
entirely to the American manufacturers. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 91 will be read, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

91. All other china, porcelain, parian, bisque, earthen, stone, and crockery 
ware, and manufactures thereof, or of which the same is the component ma- 
terial of chief value, by whatever name known, not specially provided for in 
this act, if painted, tinted, stained, enameled, printed, gilded, or otherwise 
decorated or ornamented in any manner, &) per cent ad valorem; if not orna- 
mented or decorated, 55 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Committee 
on Finance, proposing a substitute for this paragraph, has been 
withdrawn. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On page 19, line 24, in the paragraph 
just read, I move to strike out “‘ sixty” and insert “ thirty-five;” 
and to strike out ‘* fifty-five,” in line 25 of the same paragraph, 
and insert ‘‘ thirty;” so as to read: 

91. All other china, porcelain, parian, bisque, carthen, stone, and crockery 
ware, and manufactures thereof, or of which the same is the component ma- 
terial of chief value, by whatever name known, not specially provided for in 
this act, if painted, tinted, stained, enameled, printed, gilded, or otherwise 
decorated or ornamented in any manner, % per cent ad valorem; if not orna- 
mented or decorated, 3) per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This motion toamend is to maintain 
the present rates on crockery and china ware just as the amend- 
ment moved by me proposed to do the same in paragraph 90. Of 
course lL recognize the fact that no amount of argument will change 
the will of the majority in their determination to impose increased 
rates on this article of common necessity—an article that enters 
into the homes of all the peopie of the country. At the same time 
I think it is due to the Senate and due the cause that the facts 
shall be clearly and distinctly stated, so that we may all under- 
stand just what it is we are doing. 

I hold in my hand a letter from a large importer in New York. 
While I will not read the whole of it, { will read enough to pre- 
sent some of the most striking facts in this connection: 

Linclose two authorized reports in the Crockery and Glass Journal, one 

arwick 


to the W China Company and the other to Knowles, Taylor 
& Knowles Company. The firms mentioned are among the largest in the 


I also beg to hand you inclosed price list. marked Exhibit 4, showing you 
the exact relation of prices between American and English manufacturers. 
From this you will readily see that American goods are sold from 10 per cent 
upweed below the imported ware, a fact which vou will find 
corroborated by every wholesaler and retailer in the United States. ‘ 

In the inclosed brief I referred to the protection given to the American 
by natural conditions, such as inland freight, shipping 


fi 


| 
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charges, ocean freight, marine insurance, and the value of cases, crates, or 
barrels, for which the importer has to full price, but which become 
useless after entering this country, while Cerrets used by American manu- 
facturers can always be used for the full value. 

These necessary expenses, as enumerated above, including the present rate 
of duty of #% per cent on white china and earthenware and 45 per cent on 
colored china and earthenware, give the American potters the following pro- 
tection against imported goods: 


1. On enameled amd gilt earthenware.............. 
. Enameled and gilt-handled earthenware 56.7 
Printed earthenware 62.5 
a le a eb dem adipnedepes aiimnnh 69 
PE OD QUED cn acenccsnenngnassuscnnedsceseesqeteethis tase 7 
Sane one i dcmndia titbboddas Chinapadbemmets hiptisacinth poovaks conk 67 
© 75 
92 
69 
96 


ws 


) NE CNEL 5, on me onnguchianelibabohabanedens sothbbedaendé 
Fruit plates........-....... 
Toy tea sets 


PSsensore 


—— 


Bohemian dinner sets. ........ penviptetthdnensbsddivhh thdshienudcksunmln 
(ET Siliie Aid doe wannae nnescotess bagneed iia cavabndithnswdsita semimablid 


I repeat, these figures represent the protection the American manufac- 
turers enjoy under the prevailing tariff rates, and in order to demonstrate 
how I derive these figures | beg to hand inclosed a number of calculations, 
showing the actual cost of each and a And now it is pr 
— or by tariff from 30 and 45 per cent to from 50 to 121] per cent 


In the brief referred to by this correspondent he says: 


As dealers in foreign and domestic wares we desire to state that the largest 
volume of imported carthenware and glassware consists of cheap staple goods, 
consumed by the masses and representing necessities of life, not luxuries. 
In earthenware the largest percentage comaiute in cheap English dinner sets of 
plain and printed earthenware. These goodsare sold at prices which put them 
at the reach of every wage earner. The next in prices are German and Bohe- 
mian cups, saucers, and ppeates, which are sold at prices which exclude any 
possibility of their being luxuries. They are found in every home in the land; 
in some places plain, in others with gold ban in others with cheap 
decoration. ‘These two classes constitute, at a low estimate, fully 70 per cent 
of the total importation of earthenware and china. ‘Th i certain 
amount of high-priced decorated china imported which could be classified as 
a luxury, but the volume is very small in comparison with the transactions 
in staple goods, and it would be a serious tax upon the wage earner if he 
should be forced to pay an excessive price on his necessities in order to make 
the few luxuries pay a maximum duty. In glassware the bulk of goods im- 


(we are not ering plate glass, bottles, or mirrors) consists of 
cheap water sets, blanks for American glass cutters, etc. : 


As we have passed from the consideration of the glass schedule, 
I willnot read the remainder of thatstatement. Here is an author- 
ized statement made by these manufacturing establishments, 
showing what they are doing under the present tax, and how they 


are succeeding under the —— rates ot 30 and 35 per cent. This 
is from the Warwick Ch 


Company, and was published in the 
Crockery and Glass Journal of January 7, 1897: 


The Warwick China Company have a fine trade in hand, and the business 
so far is away ahead of that of last year. Their lines of dinner and toilet 
ware are in good request, while the novelties and ties, all useful as 
well as ornamental, are in such t demand as to keep them busy and the 
decora’ department going all the while. The Warwick struck a rich lead 
in some of the novelties they make, and the jardiniéres in flow blue, with 
gold touches, have been in better demand than they really looked for. With 


such encouraging trade now, they are right alo: re new di 
eae aed chaben tor tas. tell ond Wil oft UF Ue alvente jo venintg atuine 
new features that are certain to be great winners. 


This is an authorized statement in a trade journal by one of the 
members of the concern, showing that they are prosperous under 
the present tariff act, and yet the Senate committee gives them a 
tax of 60 per cent additional protection, and this, too, when the 
importations of the ware amount to practically nothing, and when 
the present tax of. 30 per cent is so much of a tax for protection 
as to prevent almost any era with foreign wares, none 
oat higher grades coming in, for which excessive prices are 


What can be the purpose of giving this additional 30 per cent 
on this ware, except to enable the manufacturers to increase their 
prices 50 per cent, if they choose to do so, to render it impossible 
that such goods should be imported from abroad, and to carry the 
prices still higher, if it is their wish agd desire? 

The Wheeling Pottery Company is another company referred 
to, and it is said of that company: ” 


The Wheeling Pottery Company have made a reputation that brings to 
them the greatest trade they ever handled. This year so far been one of 
pottery in its history. The fiow blue patterns 

re, while res and other 


tery this season are 
ures all the time that have the earmarks 
g some of the unprofitable 


business that 
has been carried on in the And all their goods are * made in America.” 
The Knowles, Taylor & les Company have had a great month's busi- 


ness in April. Vitreous hotel china has been on the move at a lively rate. 


Several carloads are now being packed to fit out several large hotels in both 
the East and West. The 
are good 


orders direct from the hotel ma . 
Satu was “big pay’ in East Live: the amount of money paid 
Knowles, Taylor & Knowles pany was an enormous sum. It 


out be 
is venureed that it was the heaviest pay roll since 1892, or within the last five 


years. 


These are authorized statements which have been printed. I 
have a clipping from the journal to which I have referred, show- 
ing that is absolutely no necessity for this wanton increase 
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in a tax on the absolute necessaries of life. While all other clasces 
of business are complaining of d jon, and while the people 
everywhere are ho up their hands to \agpress and asking 
that there shall be some legislation that will ve the condition 
of present business depression, we propose to relieve the present 
distress, we propose to relieve the pressure on the homes of ;},. 
poor, by increasing the rate on this article of prime necessity, },,, 
already ibitory tax, to double what it is now. : 

Mr, Charles W. Franzheim, who was, I believe, a member .¢ 
one of these concerns, made a statement which appears in ¢}. 
Wheeling Intelligencer. It is as follows: 


The W Intelligencer on New Year's Day printed contributj 5), 


heeling 
from a number of people on subjects, mainly indys. 
and Mr. Charles W. Franzheim, president of the Wheeling Pat. 
Company, was asked to note the progress of Wheeling's potteries during t),. 
past year, and did so as follows 


“The year just ended has been a v remarkable one in the history o 
Wacshnn’ uotvorien. other Seether? 


bee Tnoperative during the past few months cid gry = 
n ent to the un- 
cer ty of the political struggle so happily ended, the local manufacturers 
of pottery ve a very remarkable run. 

“Al ve been low and profits necessarily scant, owing to 
the red of almost 50 per cent in the rates governing pottery, and 


have manufacture 


d more the twelve months than ever . 
aad 7 eae an ever in their 
“This fortunate condition of affairs did not exist, however, in all tho 


ceramic centers of the United States, but was due locally to the fact t\; 
wees rapidly ns a reputation for its pottery products on 
to none 


this ce in an mn eg oe ee pride that we 
can say to-da 8 y of our wares, uty of our designs 
z y artistic effects of our decorations have given Wheeling wares 
a. prest 


during the last few years that has for her the splendx 
Gost has ept her potteries during the year just past. : : 
* the reader may form a com ve and idea of the vol- 
ume of business done in this line in city daring the post year, I have but 
to say that over 6,000 tons of crude materials have been worked over by -\) 


into not less than 8,000,000 pieces of ware. 

“The year just ushered in will doubtless prove an equally busy one, espe- 

cially as we anticipate some seoonin from the next Congress in the shape 

of a moderate ae in —— t a ee aoe pentinnance of 
resen ve some ose who have 

P - of an industry of wees the city of Wheeling 


That moderate increase that this gentleman anticipated while 
he was doing a prosperous business amounts to 100 per cent in- 


crease of pe upon an article —s - —- is the way 
the Republican party respon request manufacturers 
of the country for a moderate increase in their rates of tariff, 


while they say themselves in their own published reports that 
they are prosperous and are a business than ever be- 
fore under the law as it stands to-day. is sufficient, it seems 
to me, Mr. President, to show the purpose of all these increases. 

I have in my hand a number of calculations showing the neces- 
sary waste, loss, breakage, and of tion in bring- 
ing these wares across the ocean, which shows that these people 
have now under the tariff rate of 30 cent a real protection of 
from 60 to 80 per cent by reason of conditions that surround 
the business; and yet we propose to increase the direct tax to ti 
per cent besides these tional expenses, which will increase te 
tax to 100 per cent or possibly more. 

The statement is as follows: 


GERMAN CHINA. 





Total cost of goods laid down in New York.................-....... 27.3 
35 pheriy and expenses, $10.95, or 67 per cent protection 
Fe ies ceabdete cod capeenne aad be Ghar Ue per eons protection. 
Children’s drinking mugs: 
con 56 dozen, value at factory aiden DusKbeecsce-.-- 
35 


ee Rn Re Ree Rene me ewe enw ee meee ern 


it di FE OT OT 
ee tiny te port and shipping charges 





ee 


ee 


pec eet Neu Reet pareenie na ane 
ue, $14. 
35 por cent duty and expenses, or 7% Se eedin. 
So pak Sant duct ond anpensae Guede GOAL te per cent protection. 
Fruit plates, 18 centimeters: o 
48 dozen in case, valug at factory ...........-.....-..00.-------------- $18.3 
Case and packing... ......-...--+0+seccseenncseenseenecenesenceeeeis ES 
35 per cent OM $20.90... ..-. 2. -. ~~ ~~ --nnannancnnnnnnnenennnneen fae 
A Sroms factory to port and shipping charges......-.-...-------- ; a 
Cartage and watine insufanes..........scccccscccceoeeosas-nssse-s-- saad 
30. M 


Total cosh. of goods aid down tn Mow Week..c......s<.-.--.------ 
Value 


at factory, 
35 cent duty and or 69 mn. 
@ por eantdty und expenses woud be 28 oF W por cont protection 
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Children sets: 
area's te 6 dozen, value at factory.......................- $18.14 
Case F| oe - oa eUhious euaces ovccte gece tenede 3 
u dined casecbes occccccesdccuces cocccccscecssescce ‘. 
hen! ry oy to port and shipping charges.................. 22 
Cartage in New York and marine insurance.......-..--.-----... |.) 
Total cost of goods laid down in New York-................---.----- 34.92 
Foreign factory value, $18.14. 
& per cent duty and expenses, $16.78, or we cont protection. , 
60 per cent duty expenses would be $22.03, or 121 per cent protection. 
BOHEMIAN GLASS. 
vases, decorated, 9 inches: 
nn ee 97 dosen, value at factory .........................----. $9.21 
Duty, 40 per cent on $11.05. _..-......-. ..---- ------ eee eee eeee eee eeess-- 4.66 
Breigt fe factory to port and shipping char; += 
t ed dead eueeda Gacsce ce .2 
Sertage and marine insurance aise wedadsleetaddvianconecosors cess cceece 2 
Total cost of goods laid down at New York.....................-.. 23. 46 
Cost at foreign factory, $9.21. 
40 per cent duty and expenses, $14.25, or 154 — cent protection. 
60 per cent duty and expenses would be $16.58, or 180 per cent protection. 
Glass water sets conristing of one pitcher and six tumblers, decorated 
contains 7 dozen, value at factory......................--.-.---. $15.14 
Case and packing ieregne Sita scumbiudeacdes ceseyncocegenccsecsaceee 2.23 
Duty, 40 ea et a iinhbeeindedeneonecanseues 6.99 
Freight from factory to port and shipping charges.........-...-...- 1 4 
Gertansted Waeine inmurence......................-0.--.s eee 30 
Total cost of laid down at New York. ....................--.- 29. 20 
Cost at foreign 24 


» $15.24. 
cent duty and expenses, $13.96, or 91 per cent 
ore cand Guty and expences would be $17.45, or 1 


BOHEMIAN CHINA. 
piece Carlsbad ware: 
” Se connie 15 sets, value at factory 


prctodios. 
4} per cent protection. 


Total cost of goods laid down at New York 
Value at factory, $28. 62. 
% per cent duty and expenses, $19.82, or 69 per cent protection. 
6 per cent duty and expenses would be $27 84, or 97 per cent protection. 

I shall ask for the and nays on the amendment. 

Mr. SEWELL. . President, I want to correct the impres- 
sion that some of the Senators may have received from the state- 
ment made by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs}. 

The phs to be voted upon are not satisfactory to the 
interests in this country by any means. It has become 
of late years that undervaluations are made to such an 
New York custom-house that, while nominally the 
40, 60, or 70 per cent, it is cut down by undervalua- 

20 per cent, so as to be practically no protection at 
these circumstances, the manufacturers of pottery 
have endeavored to get the committee to report compound rates 

and ad valorem, and the committee did so report on the 
advice of the experts of the Treasury Department, but, by reason 
of the attack made on this report and the statement that it cov- 
ered up a very large duty, the committee have withdrawn their 
proposition and have come right down squarely to a duty of 50 
and 60 per cent. 

I have here a statement in relation to this business, a portion of 
which I shall read: 

Previous to the enactment of the Wilson bill the industry was in a flour- 

mm $6,000,000 to $8,000,000 in w: 
ssamiineesaaiel taterials mined and produced in pe pear ents east of the 


also Missouri, Texas, and California. 


-Gorman bill reduced the rate on pottery from 55 per cent on 


cent on decorated ware, to 30 per cent on white ware and 


on ted ware, the result being a greatly depressed condition 
pF tne industry more so than of any other industry which that nefarious bill 


sotipely. 
Working but one-third of the time, our exaployess have become destitute 
and we are powerless e them work. y of the potteries have be- 
come insolvent, while the past two years imports in our line have 
increased over $3,000,000, the Government has lost in revenue over 


We believe and know that you are interested in the welfare of this, as well 
as all industries. 

as passed by the House indicates a willingness to give us 

rates. We what has been done, but the McKin- 

give us the conditions. Fifty-five and 60 per cent 

in 1890, but the business of im —- 

n the 


were bonbon dishes, and 
i ieehare Se 
owned by American ah Seales contlanehente 
to . whatever they see fit to put the 
in of you see ar ad valorem mate will 


going over the entire paper, but 
On a full investigation in relation to 
rates, it was some time before 


be antal We the od could arrive at a 


valorem and not 


E°F 


The 
white and 60 


these seven years. 


interested and 
compeund rate which would 





above it. They had the privilege of the New York custom-house 
for several days and weighed a large number of packages. The 
result of their investigations is to be found in the paper I hold in 
my hand. For instance, on white earthenware, they weighed fif- 
teen packages, which weighed 13,097 pounds, the value of which 
was $524.22, and on which the duty was $203.06, showing an ad 
valorem of 38} per cent under that proposed compound tax. 

Next they took 25 packages, which weighed 23,606 pounds, the 
foreign value of which was $1,085.15 and the duty $453.11, show- 
ing an ad valorem of 41} per cent. Then they took 240 packages, 
the weight of which was 92,932 pounds, the foreign value of which 
was $12,569.49 and the duty $6,094.15, or an average ad valorem 
of 48} per cent. So that none of the duties, except in the case of 
the 45 packages, was equivalent to an ad valorem duty of 56 per 
cent,and none of them came up to the duty that is now before the 
Senate. 

I ask, Mr. President, that this statement may be printed as a 
part of my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
of objection. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

TRENTON, N. J., May 19, 1897. 

Dear Srr: Knowing that with the multiplicity of your duties and respon- 
sibilities you have little time to look into the details of the pottery industry, 
we will state as briefly as possible our condition as manufacturing potters, 
our needs, and our desires. Previous to the enactment of the Wilson bill, the 
industry was in a flourishing condition, distributing annually from 38,000,000 
to $8,000,000 in wages, consuming materials mined and produced in almost 
every State east of the Mississippi, and also Missouri, Texas, and California. 

The Wilson-Gorman bill reduced the rate on pottery from 55 per cent on 
white and 00 per cent on decorated ware to 90 per cent on white ware and 
35 per cent on decorated ware, the result being a greatly depressed condition 
of the industry, more so than of any other industry which that nefarious bill 
did not exterminate entirely. 

Working but one-third of the time, our employees have become destitute, 
and we are powerless to give them work. Many of the potteries have be- 
come insolvent, while during the past two years imports in our line have 
increased over $3,000,000 while the Government has lost in revenue over 
$3,000,000. 

We believe and know that you are interested in the welfare of this as well 
as all American manufacturing industries. 

The Dingley bill as passed by the House indicates a willingness to give us 
the old McKinley rates. We appreciate what has been done, but the McKin- 
ley rates will not give us the McKinley conditions. Fifty-five and 60 per cent 
was satisfactory and adequate in 1800, but the business of importing earthen- 
ware and china has greatly changed during these seven years. In 1890 the 
Germans were making only fancy articles, cups, saucers, bonbon dishes,and 
the like. but were just commencing the manufacture of dinner and tea 
ware. They have made great strides in this direction, the German factories 
being owned and cohtrolled largely by American importing houses, consigned 
only to themselves, and invoicing at whatever price they see fit to put upon 
the invoice, regardless of their actual value, so you see any ad valorem rate 
will not protect. 

The French are practically doing the same thing, having their agents in 
this country. The manufacturers ignore the law requiring the goods to be 
invoiced at the foreign market value at which the goods are freely offered 
for sale in said market, and are ae and paying duty at the factory cost 

rice, being the undervaluation equivalent of from 25 to 3 per cent. From 
800 to 1893 the goods from England were invoiced correctly as to quality. 
They-have since been able to undervalue, and are now bringing their goods 
in at grossly undervalued values as seconds and thirds. 

We believe, and we have some of the best Government experts to fully 

ree with us, that the only way of having a duty honestly collected is bya 
change in the system, which change has been introduced in the Senate bill as 
reported by the committee, but the rates have been so reduced as to give us 
a very low ad valorem equivalent protection. 

The following is an application of the rates as proposed by the Senate com- 
mittee to actual importations of goods imported into this country and pro 
cured from custom-house records on a general assortment of earthenware and 
china, including dinner, tea, and toilet ware in sets and separate packages of 
single articles, such as plates, cups, saucers, vegetable dishes, etc. : 

You will notice that the equivalent ad valorem is in all cases below the 
minimum named in the bill, with the exception of decorated German china. 
You will also remember that these figures are based on their undervalued 
invoices, and show a larger ad valorem equivalent than they would doif hon 
estly invoiced at the foreign-market values: 

hite earthenware—Rate, three-fourths of a cent per pound and 20 per 
cent ad valorem: 


Packages 


It will be so ordered, in the absence 


iivteénsen ace 15 | Duty. . : $203. 06 
Te ticinewed$uce~e 13,097 | Equivalent ad valorem duty, 

Foreign value ...........-. $524.22; percent ........ roe 384 
Printed earthenware—Rate, 1 cent per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem: 
Ee hatwapcceccnacs 25 | Duty , : $453. 11 

et 23,606 | Equivalent ad valorem duty, 
Foreign value ...... .....- $1,085.15; percent .... 41} 


; Decorated earthenware—Rate, 1j cents per pound and 25 per cent ad va- 
orem: 


ached Snacéeccce 13| Dut deitahe diee . $365. 73 
a 8,908 | Equivalent ad valorem duty, 
Foreign value -..........- $839.71 per cent 434 











White French china—Rate, 1; cents per pound and 25 per cent ad valorem: 
SD Giada baecce coccce 13| Duty pinineceati ; $204.77 
ii eane cecces « 5,231 | Equivalent ad valorem duty, 

Foreign value ...........-. $505.25| percent _........ a 403 

Decorated French china—Rate, 2} cents per pound and 30 per cent ad valo- 
rem: 

Packages BED EIN. odie ano cccsantcee- $6, 004. 15 
Weight ... 92,932 | Equivalent ad valorem duty, 
Foreign valu . $12, 569. 49 per cent 48} 

White German china—Rate, 1} cents per pound and 25 percent ad valorem: 
i 16 | Duty --_--.- be $341.85 
Ee idéanachsecse 9,653 | Equivalent ad valorem duty, 

Foreign value ........... ‘ $788.24; percent ........... oat 435 











45 PN a oan anne pr nn soon wane aon ne $1, 167. 62 
a Equivalent ad valorem duty, 
Foreign value - Ec honiptninndén niuiitic cnoie 56 


We desirea vastedanaal of = rates ae by’ Colonel Tichenor (the cus 
toms expert for both the House and Se ittees). viz: 

“ Schedule B, 89. Common yellow, brown, and fey earthenware, plain, em- 
bossed, or salt- glazed common stoneware, chem: stoneware and crucibles, 
all the ‘foregoing not decorated in any manner, 25 per cent ad valorem; Rock- 
ingha m earthenware, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

‘90. Earthen, stone, and crockery ware, and menmionnese of which these 
substances or either of them is the component material of chief value, not 
specially provided for in this act, including Eeenee. ornaments, toy tea sets 
and other toys, clock cases, 8, Vases, statuettes, and other articles not 
ornamented or decorated in any manner, 1 cent aes pound and 25 per cent ad 
valorem; if painted in one color only and not gilded, 1} cents stided’ s pound and 
2 per cent ad valorem; if tinted, stained, Sate printed and 
gilded, printed and filled, or transferred or eau any mechanical 

a8, 2cents per pound and 30 per centad valorem; if han painted. printed 
gold, or otherwise ornamented or decorated in any manner and not herein 
specially p rovided for, 60 ee cent ad valorem: Provided, t+ none of oo 
a ehumerated in aes rhe shall mre a less rate of duty than 50 pe 
ovlded i 


cent : And x her, 'That the datiable w ht ot the 7. 
rovided for in this pasate ph 
one the 


cles shall be their gross weight in packed 
condition as imported, inc weight of crates, casks, boxes, ce other 
comm packing materia! 
poree y — bisque ware, and manufactures of which 
those substances or either of them is the —— materixi of chief value, 
ded for in this act, incl tea sets and other 
vases, pan mang an Vaher artic eos ornamented 
in any manner, 2} cen per bora and 25 per cent ad valorem; 
cade oh selena: Ot cr emi and ot See gube por poand nd. gilded, 
cen lorem; , ename 
ted filled, or ted ea 


i. clock Eg e 


ea and transferred or decora any mechanical process, 
ape per pow pound ond 3 per cent ad valorem; if Shand painted, printed in 
gold, ra or otherwise, or decorated in any manner not herein other- 
wise ‘lally provided for, 00 pe per cent ad valorem: Provided, That none of 
the articles enumerated in this ph shall pay 4 less rate of duty than 
55 per centad valorem: And wake That the dutiable weight of the 
their gross wou packed 


articles provided for in this paragraph shall 
imported, including the weight of the crates, casks. 
coverings and packing material. 


Oe Articles and wares composed wholly or in chief value of earthy or 
mineral substances, or carbon, not specially provided for in this act, if not 
neues in any manner, 3 per cent ad valveaens if decorated, 45 per cent ad 
valorem.” 

We inclose herewith a condensed table, showing the ie on the various 
classes of goods as in the Senate bill, also a table of rates as recom- 
mended by Colonel Tichenor and desired by us asa agents y for the contin- 
uance of our business. another table show sehen ene aed duties 
Saeed vole’ "Wo abt iy brachute tes cqpdvenent cool all al d vaio nian 

6 n e e equivalen ae seme 

‘We most earnestly desire your val ealnable seniatense this matter, and we 
foel that the very existence of our industry ieenies cae a tariff compound 
in character and adequate in rate. 


Condensed table of compound rates on china and earthenware. 


, boxes, or 


As reported by by the Senate Finance | As recommended by Colonel Tiche- 
Committee, which are not sufii- nor, which we desire and are nec- 
cient. essary for our business. 














Rate per| Ad 
Article. jeu. orem. 
EARTHENWARE.* 
, ts. |Per cent. 
ei EE Cine 20 
GE. iting dugubenaiions 1 20 
No. 3 inion daha uy 25 
 Dininccpennnnnaddibbiinnital 50 
CHINA.t 
RS a ilacais. biediebtap id ly 25 
I A ie a otal i ad 2} 25 
No. 7 Puede 24 30 
BE 30s 5 ce ch cians egtidiea gs 55 
* Minimum rate, 45 per cent. ; Minimum rate, 50 per cent. 
+ Minimum rate, 50 per cent. Minimum rate, 55 per cent. 





Table showing the comparative amount of duties on goods actually imported. 
Wil. | | Ding- 








. 
Article. son. | ley. Senate.’ Proposed rate. 
15 packages white earth- 
“bebe per cent 30 55 | 2 centand 20 per | 1 cent and 3 
Fit ce cent (38 per ct.).| cent (SOperct.). 
Cilia in tawke eitie $157 | $288 Adaede nocigalawsl He 
9% packages ®. P. earth- 
enware: 
Rate...... per cent 3 60 | lcent and Wper | 1; cents and 2% 
cent (4lperct.).| per _ (57 per 
OO a cnn $379 | 90G1 | $453...............] gam. 
13 packages decorated 
earthen 

Rate...... per cent. 35 60 | 1} cents and 25 | 2 centsand 30 per 
percent(Sper| cent (51 per 

Det cent). cent). 

13 ck fea French er ee 
w . 

Rate......per cent.. 30 55 cents and 2} cents and 2% 
percent(40per| per cent (50 per 
cent). cent 

DRAP Sendinsircrcsved $151 | $278 | $2056...... jnntep ial $257. 
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2} cents and 90 | 4 centsand : 30} 
— 5 


4 


° 

@ 

3 

or 
“ 


1} cents and 25 | 2} cents and °; 
percent (43per) per cent (53 per 
cent). cent). 


- 


NE icvinyapitibnabel ee Se ncissnbedenacin 
es German 
decorated china: 
Pi acdek per cent... 2} cents and 30 | 4cents and % por 
per cent (56 per cent (71 pp: 
cent). cent). 
i en Ce Ff 8 eee een , 493. 


” Mr. SEWELL. I also furnish a list of the number of potte ries 
in the city of Trenton which have failed im the last few year. 


notwithstandin ing 8 a fairly ve tariff until the time of the 
Wilson law. t of the failures occurred under the present |v, 
amounting in the to $3,670,000. I ask that this state 
ment may be printed in the REcoRD. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 
The statement referred to is as follows: 


FAILURES IN TRENTON FROM 1870 TO 1895. 


Ca: ital stock. 

American Groskery Company (under Pliny Fiske, twice) -......... - $200, 000 
scaraidigh hte ceth pene ite witbnndenene ewes an0- - 10,000 

Brewer & Forman (now East Trenton Tiees.. 100,00 
Gack (Cituton Bt, attereerds Willet Eickel? 10,000 
City Posters Company (now part of Maddocks)...................... 150, 000 
RI EE tings inns pnisisits kubivaiiiin eae debda cde baeeiebitamtinadibe css s--- 50, 000 





Davis, Isaac (afterwards Fell & Th Com: ) 
Dickinson Pottery .- eee ee 


150,000 
20.000 
75.000 

300.000 

150.000 
50, 000 


150,000 


150,000 
150, 000 
100. 000 
150, 000 
159.00) 
A), 000 
150, 000 
75, 000 
50.000 
150, 000 
30,000 
150.000 
150. 000 
150,000 
150, 0p 
308,000 
150. 000 


Trenton China aeeien bictieeats icvistigtinn tint een cotati 
illets (settled, 50 per cent on a dollar) - 


8, 670, 000 
te showing a loss of 
business since 

itucdes as any 


Above list of failures in Trenton alone, in the 
three millions of dollars, will indicate that 


and is not, have been led to believe, always 
It re aie toon while the pottery manu- 


rem 
facturers —— wees ee market, have grow! , 
immensely y, the man of the United States are all men of 


of making an 
Turent whe tue chatee at ieee ro in ail the 

pRICH| who c wn all the 
Bonu: comendaes amendments to — 90 and 91, and that 
the Seek tusk ox Guay ween aie ie came from the House 


of 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the suggestion of the Senator 
from Rhode Island. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. is on the amendment 
oes by the Senator aa eee es which has 
stated, and on which the yeas and have been ordered. 
The Sooretay geneenten ts ae the roll. 
Mr. FA (when his name was —. I am paired 
the from West Virginia [Mr. Exxins]. If he were 


Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). | have 
a general per with the Jenkee Sencher from Wyoming [Mr. 
“aaa 

The roll call was 

Mr. Y. Ihavea with the Senator from Ala- 
bama . Morgan}, I is not present and has not 


* 


Pe 


¥ 

* 
* 

SH 


"ne ie a ee 


— = a 











voted. I therefore withhold my vote. If the Senator from Ala- 


he Sree vee **yea” and I should vote “nay.” 
GTON. I havea pa pair with the Senator 
I inquire if he has voted? 
tor from North Carolina 
has not 


voted. 
Mr. WELLINGTON. Then I withhold my vote. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. | have a general pair with the senior 
— from Virginia [Mr. DanreL}, and therefore withhold my 


be THURSTON. Has the senior Senator from South Caro- 


My. SL 
Hin OY GEMEMADEITE. Ho bes not voted. 


Mr. ane HURSTON. I havea cane pair with that Senator, and 
therefore withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote 


“nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 32; as follows: 
YEAS—21. 
Bacon, Cockrell, Mitchell, Vest, 
Bate, Heitfeld, Murphy, Walthall, 
Berry, Jones, Ark. Pettus, White. 
Caffery, Lindsay, wlins, 
Chilton, Mallory, h, 
Clay, Mills, Turpie, 
NAYS—®. 
Foraker, Lodge, Platt, N.Y. 
— 5 McBride, Pritchard, 
ak » McEnery, Proctor, 
Cannon, Gear, McMillan, Sewell, 
Carter, Hale, Mason, Shoup, 
Chandler, Hanna, Nelson, Spooner, 
Debdoe, Hawley, Perkins, Stewart, 
Jones, Nev. Platt, Conn. Wetmore 
NOT VOTING—36. 
McLaurin, Smith, 
Bers, Gomes, Maing eller 
tler, ra, in, urston, 
Clark, Seashrongh, Morgan, Tillman, 
Cullom, Harris, Kans. Morrill, Turner, 
Daniel, Harris, Tenn. Pasco, Warren, 
Davis, Hoar, Penrose, Wellington, 
Elkins, Kenney, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Faulkner, Kyle, Quay, Wolcott. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. eo Iask now to go back to paragraph 83, which 
was passed ov 


Mr. BATE. “What has become of paragraph 92? 

Mr. ey or pwr’ a not a pean ome . I 
think we r ispose of the remaining paragraphs in 
this schedule. 


The SEcRETARY. The Committee on Finance report an amend- 
— strike out paragraph 83, on page 16, beginning at line 4, 
ms ows: 


83. Tiles, glazed or unglazed, encaustic, ceramic-mosaic, vitrified, flint, spar, 
embossed, ornamen hand painted, gold decorated, sal ail otbes 
earthenware tiles for floors and walls, valued at not exceeding 40 cents per 


square foot, 8 cents ae Bese Sect ceeding 40 cents uare f 10 
cats per eneene per cent ad valorem. — te 
And in lieu thereof to insert: 


8%. Tiles, ename bossed, glazed, 
or caenais ang 25 per pt ad v 
ornamented, or dec 
flint, spar, and encaustic tiles, 45 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, in the nature of a substitute for paragraph 83 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. It is to insert in the place of the 
onmitie amendment the following: 
floor, one color, exceeding 2 square inches in size, 
i gh vitrified, semi- 
hand painted, gold 
valued at not 


ainted, vitrified, ornamented, 
orem; if enameled, embossed, 
orated in any manner, includ- 


nestion is on the amendment 
a as a substitute for 


that aes seeethnny seqnent, in ander that wo 
we i, ALDKICH. I think tho Senator from New Jersey bet- 
for the as the committee has recom- 

into that question later. 


and we 
See5 Got coe a 


77 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the committee amendments to 
this paragraph be adopted. 

Mr. BACON. Paragraph 88? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLAY. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will allow 
paragraph 88 to go over. I have aprepared statement at my room 
that I desire to use in opposing the amendments of the Senate 
committee, and I had not expected the question to come up this 
morning. I should be glad if the Senator would allow this para- 
graph to go over until to-morrow at least. 

r. ALDRICH. Very well. I ask that we proceed to consider 
paragraph 92, and that the amendments suggested by the commit- 
tee be acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 92 will be read. 

The Secretary read paragraph 92, which the Committee on Fi- 
nance propose to amend, in line 3, page 21, after the word “ arti- 
cles,” by inserting ‘‘ and wares;" in the same line, after the word 
**composed,” by inserting ‘‘ wholly or in chief value;” in line 4, 
before the words ‘‘or mineral,” by striking out ‘‘earthen” and 
inserting *‘earthy;” and after the word “substances,” at the end 
of line 4, by inserting ‘‘or carbon;” so as to make the paragraph 
read: 

@. Articles and wares composed wholly or in chief value of earthy 
eral substances, or carbon, not specially provided for in this act, if 
rated in any manner, 35 per cent ad val 
valorem. 

Mr. WHITE. I notice in paragraphs 92 and 93 that quite a wide 
departure has been made from the phraseology of the Wilson law, 
so called. The paragraphs there were 86 and 87,I believe. There 
seems to be a new classification, including, among other things, 
carbon for electric lighting. I believe that was not included in 
the former law atall. Am I not right in that respect? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is right. 

Mr. WHITE. I should like to knowif there is any reason for 
including carbon? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have provided for a classification of the 
articles manufactured from carbon. The number of carbon ar- 
ticles, for various purposes, is increasing every year, and the com- 
mittee thought it desirable and proper that there should be some 
rate established in regard to all articles of carbon. 

Mr. WHITE. I notice in the statistical statement on page 32 
that carbon for electric lighting is put down as disclosing an im- 

rtation for 1893 of $35,734, and in 1896 of $18,941, which would 
indicate a reduction in the importation by some 50 per cent. 

The per cent duty, according to the same statement, in the act of 
1890 was 20; in the law of 1894, 30; and in the House bill, 50. I 
do not know what it is in the Senate bill, as the abstract before us 
does not give any indication. Iam talking now of carbon for elec- 
tric lighting. I see the importation seems to be about 50 per cent 
in 1896 as contrasted with 1893; and I inquire of the Senator from 
Rhode Island if he can state the rate of duty? I notice the per- 
centage is not given in the bill of the Senate committee, and in the 
House bill it is given at 50 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is 35 per cent. 
per cent to 35 per cent. 

Mr.WHITE. That would be somewhat ea yt very much, 
but something higher—than the rate in the law of 1894, and the 
importation seems to be steadily on the decrease. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The actof 1894, I think, provided a rate of 30 
per —_. ad valorem. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes; that is the rate, as I understand it, 
importations, as I say, have been going down. 

On the article of gas retorts, under the law of 1894, there was a 
duty of 20 per cent ad valorem, and there were but 84 imported. 
I understand that $3 each would be very little more that 20 per 
cent ad valorem; I think pretty nearly the same. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is intended to be about equal. 

Mr. WHITE. According to my calculation, the difference is 
very sinall; but I observe that in 1896 there were no importations 
at all; which would seem to show that the duty is merely pro- 
hibitive as it now stands, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Naturally those retorts will be made in this 
pray 0 for they have to be made usually of a size io fit the par- 
ticular places for which they are intended, and it is extremely 
doubtfa Saeemer any will be imported. 

Mr. WHITE. I presume the manufacture will be 
country, and there will be no importations. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from California is undonbtedly 
right about that. 

r. WHITE. In the reclassification on page 34 of the statis- 
tical statement I find as to lava tips for burners the importations 
in 1898 amounted to $18,064 in value and in 1896 there were none. 
Under the Senate committee’s bill the duty is fixed at 8 cents per 
gross and 15 per cent ad valorem, but in this statement, as in 
many other instances, the total per cent is not carried out, so 
that, Y without making a computation, it is difficult to tell what it 
is, and, moreover, the unit of value is not given here. 





or min 
not deco 
orem; if decorated, 45 per cent ad 


We reduce the rate from 50 


and the 


in this 
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JUNE 1, 


I see that the House bill — a duty of 10 cents per gross | the gronnd of protection. In paragraph 93, ‘‘carbon for electric 


and 15 per cent ad valorem, but there is no percentage carried out; 
and it is very difficult from the information given here to tell 
whether the Senate rate is an increase over that in the law of 
1894, or even over the law of 1890, which was 35 per cent. Will 
the Senator explain this difficulty? 

Mr, ALDRICH. The purpose of the committee was to make 
the duty on lava tips for burners equivalent to 30 per cent ad 
valorem. The House bill was about 40 per cent ad valorem; and 
the committee propose to reduce the House rates to 8 cents and 
15 per cent ad valorem for the purpose of making the rate as 
nearly as possible equal to the rate of 30 per cent ad valorem, 
which was im =i the act of 1894. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Rhode Island can not but ob- 
serve, as we go along with the bill, the frequency of the omission 
to carry out these new and especially these compound rates, which 
are im ble of computation from the statement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. at is owing to the fact that the Treasury 
Department has no data whatever in regard to the articles in- 
cluded in these general paragraphs. As to paragraph 92, for 
instance, articles of earthy substance that were not specially pro- 
vided for by name have no distinct place in the report of the 
Bureau of Statistics, and therefore it is quite impossible to furnish 
the data as to what the value has been or what the equivalent ad 
valorem would be. 

Mr. WHITE. However, the Department did furnish the value 
of the importations. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They did, but they had no information as to 
the quantity. The value alone would not furnish any data from 
which the estimates could be made. 

Mr. WHITE. I will say to the Senator from Rhode Island, as 
we are discussing paragraph 93 in connection with paragraph 92, 
that I observe that the Senate committee have eliminated from 
a 98 filter tubes, and in the statistical statement, pages 

and 385, it is stated that the House rate is 50 per cent, but there 

- is no Senate rate. 
other pa _. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They come in under paragraph 92 unquestion- 
-_ = oe oi 

r. . Under paragrap 

Mr. ALDRICH. ae: 

Mr. WHITE. Then it is the understanding of the Senator that 
there will be a duty of 35 per cent on filter tubes? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly. 
to 35 per cent on these two items. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Island why ii is proposed to increase the rate upon carbon for 
electric lighting. The rate of 1890 was 20 per cent. Do I under- 
stand that the equivalent ad valorem, although it is not expressed 
here very distinctly —— 

Mr. ALDRICH. To what item does the Senator from Loui- 
siana refer? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Carben for electric lighting. That is the 
paragraph we are now on. 


I presume the tubes must be included in some 


There is a reduction from 50 


lighting,” I move to reinstate the rate of 1890—20 per cent aq 
valorem. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President ph 92 seems to be an om- 
nium gatherum, It relates, I understand, to earthenware, in use 
by _ a a day, of 2 oe + anaes It seems to try to 
gather is not s in the precedin agraph, No 
91. I have listened to Leunpaniely which Rag gebebg 
and have tried to hear some reason from the Senator from Rhodes 
Island who has the matter in charge which would satisfy my 
mind that the increase is proper. I have failed, however, to hear 
from him a sufficient reason, in my judgment. 

This is something that isin common use, and certainly it ought 
to be purchased at as cheap a rate as is possible by the people to 
whom it is an article of prime ore: I find by looking at the 
comparative statement, in hunting for a reason why the rate 
should be increased, that no income is received from this source, 
only $177 at 40 per cent, under the law of 1894, and I see no rea- 
son for the increase unless it is simply and absolutely to prohibit 
any such wares from coming into this country, hence affecting 
the consumer. 

I heartily approve of the motion made by the Senator from 
Louisiana | Mr. CAFrrERY] to reduce it to 20 percent. It is ona 
of those prime necessaries, entering into everyday life, which, it 
seems to me, ought to come in free, but then, as we are struggling 
to get the best we can, I heartily approve the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana to reduce it to 20 per cent. Iam ata loss to 
know why the articles should be at the proposed rate, unless it is 
simply to prohibit their importation. It does not give protection, 
it seems, only in that way; it gives no revenue to the Treasury, 
only $177, and that, to my mind, is not a sufficient reason for 
maintaining the rate at 35 per cent. So, as I say, I approve the 
motion e by the Senator from Louisiana for its uction to 
20 per cent. 

Mr. CAFFERY. By the act of 1890 it that there was 
a tariff of 20 per cent on carbon for electric lighting. So there 
must be a mistake in the comparative statement. So I will mod- 


ify the motion I made in this way: I move to strike out ‘35 per 
cent,” as reeene by the ding bill in paragraph 92, “ carbon 
for electric lighting.” and rt ‘*20 cent.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to state that para- 
staph 92 is now under consideration. 

r. BATE. Dol understand that the Senator from Louisiana 
moves to insert ‘‘20 per cent” instead of ‘‘35 per cent” in para- 
graph 92 or pasageene 93? 

e VICE-PR ENT. Paragraph 92 is now open to amend- 


ment. 

Mr. BATE. If the Senator from Louisiana has not made that 
motion as to h 92, I desire to make it. 

Mr. eo CH. Mr. President, what is the motion? 

The V. PRESIDENT. TwoSenators desire to make motions 
to amend ph 92. 

Mr. BATE. No, sir; I yield to the Senator from Louisiana if he 
intends his motion to apply to paragraph 92. That is what I 


Mr. ALDRICH. Carbon for electric lighting is rated in the | asked 


House bill at 50 per cent, and is reduced to 35 per cent by the pro- 
vision of pee. h 92. There is no question about that. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Thirty-five per cent? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have reduced it from the House rate, 50 
per cent, to 35 per cent in the Senate proposition. 

Mr. WHITE. An increase of about 5 per cent over the Wilson 
Act, I think. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Why is there any necessity for that increase 
over the rate of 1890? . 

Mr. ALDRICH. In 1890 there was hardly any carbon manu- 
factured here. It was an infant indusfry, absolutely. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the protection get higher as the 
industry gets older? ‘- 

Mr. ALDRICH. And since that time the development of ar- 
ticles manufactured from carbon has been very rapid, until now 
these various articles are manufactured in a great many parts of 
the country. I suppose the low rate of 20 per cent was put on in 
1880 upon the theory that they could not be made in this country. 
They are now made here, and we suggest putting that uniform 
rate of duty upon all articles manufactured of carbon. 

Mr. CA Y. Iunderstood the Senator from Rhode Island 
to say in his very able speech opening the debate—able from his 
standpoint—that it was the pu of the bill not to increase in 
any particular the rates of 1890. Here is an increase of 15 per 
cent over the act of 1800, 

This infant is found to be a very healthy, robust infant. It 
ae Gegete the a sirup of protection, and yet, in spite of 
that fact, there is a very large increase over the rate of 1890 ona 

ime article of necessity. Electric ligh is now the main light- 

g for the large establishments in the United States, and it is 
getting to be the light for private establishments. The Senator 
gives no reason for the increase, nor does he give any reason on 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That was the motion of the Senator 
from Louisiana, to amend line 6, paragraph 92, by striking out 
‘* thirty-five ” and inserting “‘ twenty.” 

Mr. BATE. That is what I want. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. _ 

The Secretary. In paragraph 92, line 6, it is proposed to strike 
out “thirty-five” and insert “ twenty;” so as to read: 


Articles and wares composed wholly or in chief value of earthy or mineral 
substances, or carbon, not specially provided for in this act, if not decorated 
in any manner, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. CAFFERY. On that I ask for the 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator Virginia [Mr. Danrev]. : 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Seweiu]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan}. : 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from South Carolina (Mr. Tittman). If 
he ee I should vote *‘ nay.” ; 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER}. 


The call was concluded. | 

Mr. WILSON. I am paired with the Senator from Florida [ Mr. 
Pasco]. If he were present, he would vote “yea” and I should 
vote ‘‘nay.” ; 

Mr. QUAY. In order to make a quorum I will take the liberty 
of voting. I vote “nay.” 


and nays. 
Secretary proceeded 











Bacon, Cockrell, Roach, 
Bate, Faulkner, Mills, Turple, 
Caffery, Heitfeld, Murphy, Vest, 
Chilton, Jones, Ar’ Pettus, White. 
Clay, Lindsay, Rawlins, 
NAYS—2. 
Deboe, Lodge, Proctor, 
aikee : Metis i 
r, ceMi » oup, 
Barr Halo, Perkin Warren, 
Tr 8, etmore. 
Chandier, Haw. Platt, Conn. 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, 
NOT VOTING—4«& 
George, Mantle, Smith, 
Berry. G : Mitchell amen 
ra 2. stewart, 
pots Hansbrough, Morgan,’ Teller, 
Clark, Harris, Kans. Morrill, Thurston, 
Cullom, Harris, Tenn Nelson, Tillman, 
Daniel, Hoar, b Turner, 
Elkins, Kenney, Penrose, Walthall, 
Fairbanks, yi. Pettigrew, Wellington, 
Foraker, aeaery Platt. N. Y. ilson, 
Gear, McLaurin, Sewell, Wolcott. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that paragraph 86 may now be acted 
“Er. BURROWS. The Senator from Kansas (Mr. BAKER] de- 


sires to in te paragraph 86, and I ask that it may be passed 
over. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will allow that to be 
done. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Very well. 

The next reserved amendment of the Committee on Finance 
was, in paragraph 93, line 10, before the word ‘‘cents,” to strike 
out “ten” and insert ‘eight;” and in line 11, after the word ‘‘ad 
valorem,” to strike out: 


Carbons for electric and filter tubes, 50 per cent ad valorem; 
porous carbon pots 2 et batteries, without metallic connections, 20 
per cent ad valorem. 


So as to make the paragraph read: 


9%. Gas retorts, $3 each; lava tips for burners, 8 cents per gross and 15 per 
cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next reserved amendment of the Committee on Finance was, 
under = head of ‘‘Glass and glassware,” to strike out paragraph 
as ‘ollows: 


94. Plain green or colored, molded or pressed, and flint and lime giass bot- 
tles, more than 1 quart, and demijohns and carboys, covered or un- 
ere green or colored, molded or p bottle glassware, 

not specially pro for in this act, 1 cent per pound; plain green or colored, 
molded or flint or lime glass bottles and vials holding not more than 
not less than 1} pints, 1} cents per pound; holding not more than 
not less than one-fourth of 1 pint, 1} cents per pound; if holding 
less than one-fourth of a pint, 50 cents per qos: Provided, That none of the 
above ar ea Pe @ less rate of duty 40 per cent ad valorem: And 
provided % any of the above articles, if filled and not otherwise 
specially provided for in this act, and the contents are subject to an ad valo- 
rem bo ght EF toa rate of duty regulated in any manner by the value 
of such bottles, vials, or other vessels shall be added to the 

contents for the ascertainment of the dutiable value of the latter, 
but if filled and not otherwise provided for in this act. and the contents are 
ad valorem rate of duty or toarate of duty regulated in any 

manner by the value thereof, or if free of duty, such bottles, vials, or other 
vessels shall mgm addition to the duty, if any, on their contents, the rates 


And insert in lieu thereof: 


%. Plain or colored, molded or pressed, and flint, lime, or lead glass 
red or uncovered demijohns and carboys, any of 
,and whether their contents be dutiable or 
free, except such as contain merchandise subject to an ad valorem rate of 
duty or toa rate of duty based in whole or in part upon the value thereof, 
as follows: If holding more than 1 pint, seven-eighths of 1 cent 

not more than | pint and not less than one-fourth of a 

holding less than one-fourth of a pint, 45 cents 
none of above articles shall pay a less rate of 


2 


a 


Tn line 6, page 23, paragraph 94,1 move to strike 
out “‘seven-eighths” and insert ‘‘ three-quarters.” ~ 
e 


I wish to make a few ob:ervations upon the paragraph. 
majority of the Finance Committee are 

McKinley and Dingley rates, but above the Wilson 

rates, there being an increase in every one of the provisions above 


nT undertake to 
I to say, and the Senator from Rhode Island knows it 
as well as any living, that there is no necessity for an duty 
capecially increased duty, upon these flint or 
the markets of this country abso- 
lutely and can command the markets of the world. I was opposed 
» the duty in the Wilson bill of 1894, and made a protest against 
it; but I was in the condition that the Senator from Rhode Island 
I was conciliating certain influences 
fas foor—and I had to concede the ‘luty upor lime bottles. 


"e Was an association binati cate of 
flint glass boceie manufacturers in West Virginia a1 Ohio, ant 


, 
5 
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they controlled virtually the output in the United States. They 
concluded, for purposes of their own, to close their establishments 
in 1893, and the result was a newspaper controversy amongst 
themselves, which I had occasion to read in 1894, I believe. If 
not, I will read it now. In reply to one of their associates, who 
said they had closed on account of the prospective change of the 
McKinley tariff—in other words, the passage of what is called the 
Wilson bill—Mr. Park, the president of the North Wheeling Bottle 
Works, and Mr. Yost, of the Bellaire Bottle Works, of Bellaire, 
Ohio, published a card in which they denied that it was the change 
in the tariff that caused them to close, stating that it was over- 
production. Here is what they said, and I will ask my friend 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] to read it, as it is fine 
print, and ke is younger than I. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas read as follows: 

As to the tariff on flint bottles, we would not find fault with its entire re- 
moval. Weare in nowise affected by it one way or another. We make bot- 
tles for less than they can be freighted to this country from abroad, leavin 


out the cost of forei production. If we had free raw material, we coul 
send bottles across the water and take the markets of the world. 


Mr. VEST. That is the testimony of the presidents of the two 
principal establishments, one in West Virginia and the other in 
Ohio, that they do not need any tariff at all, and it is a notorious 
fact that we absolutely control this manufacture in the United 
States and are exporting. There is no pretense of anything else, 
and yet the majority of the Finance Committee come in with an 
increase upon every one of the items over the existing law, when 
there ought not to have been the duty even in the Wilson Act 
which was put there in 1894. Of course this is simply a protest; 
it amounts to nothing else, but I shall call for the yeas and nays 
on agreeing to the amendment to the amendment, in order to 
accentuate the position of Senators in regard to this article of 
prime necessity. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, in connection with the remarks 
of the Senator from Missouri, I call attention to the statement in 
the comparative document, page 34, from which it appears that 
the law of 1894 placed the duty at three-quarters of a cent a pound, 
the House bill at 1} cents per pound, and the present proposition 
seven-eighths of a cent a pound, a raise over the Wilson Act. In 
order to see whether there is any ground for this suggestion, we 
have to refer to the statistics which are given us. Of *‘ bottlesand 
vials, flint and lime, empty, holding more than 1 pint,” in 1893 
there were imported 2,243,470 pounds, of the value of $36,613.70. 
In 1896 the importations had fallen to 1,154,511.56 pounds, of the 
value of $24,642.73. 

There can therefore be no excuse whatever for the imposition 
of this additional rate, because the American manufacturer has 
the market, as shown by these figures, and, upon the protective 
theory, that is all he can reasonably ask. If it be true that hecan, 
in addition to taking the market, raise rates irrespective of the 
ability of foreigners to compete with him, he certainly does not 
come within the rule heretofore given for the justification of a 
protective tariff. It is evident that the importations are decreas- 
ing, and have gone down in three years some 50 per cent as to this 
particular item—bottles holding more than 1 pint. 

We come to the next bracket, holding ‘‘not more than 1 pint 
and not less than one-quarter pint;” the importations in 1893 were, 
in value, $23,991, and in 1896 only $2,806.19. There seems, there- 
fore, to benoreasonfortheincrease. There the tariff of 1894 fixed 
the amount at 14 cents a pound, and the present bill proposes to put 
it at 14 cents a pound, while the House proposition was 1} cents. 
Certainly no reason can be given to justify that increase. If we 
take the next paragraph, “ holding less than one-quarter pint,” in 
1893 the importations amounted to but $203, and in 1896 somewhat 
more, but a trifle, $858.60, and yet we find that the prohbitory 
tariff iaw of 1894 thus prevents the importation of these goods; it 
is yet proposed to raise it to 45 cents per gross instead of 40 cents 
per gross, as contained in the law of 1494. 

In the next bracket there is a slight increase, “ filled, holding 
more than 1 pint;” in 1893 there were $24,690.57 worth imported; 
in 1896, $35,175.16, and there is an increase from three-quarters in 
the act of 1894 to seven-eighths of a cent here. Of course the 
House rate is reduced, but still the net result is an increase. 

Now we come to the next, “holding not more than 1 pint and 
not less than one-quarter pint;” the total importations in 1893 
amounted in vaiue to a little over $13,000, and in 1896 the importa- 
tions had decreased to $340.82. Now, there can be no reason given 
for the increase there. The Wilson rate was 14 cents, and it is 1}. 

Taking the next, “‘ holding less than one-quarter of a pint,” the 
importations in 1893 were $15 worth. This enormous competition 
was somewhat extended in 1896, when the amount was raised to 
$89 worth. And yet we have even there an increase of 5 cents per 
gross in this bill over the Wilson bill. I will not run throuch this 
whole matter. It is but a repetition from one end of it to the 
other. The same proposition is apparent. There are a few cases 
where the importation in the three years has slightly increased, 
but taking the whole it amounts to nothing. It seems large when 
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we look at figures running up to millions, but when we come down 
to the value and consider the total consumption and look at the 
exports we find we are in the entire possession of the American 
manufacture and that the manufacturer referred to by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri is undoubtedly correct when he says there is 
no ibility of any competition in this line. 

r. BACON. In addition to what has been stated by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri in reference to the glass industry at Bellaire, 
I desire to state that I was there last summer, and my infor- 
mation was that the decay in glass manufacturing at Bellaire was 
not due to any want of —— under ordinary conditions, but 
that it was due to the fact that development of the supply of 
natural gas in other neighboring localities had made it more profit- 















Mr. WELLINGTON. Has the junior Senator from 
Carolina [Mr. BuT.Er] voted? : mart 

The P. [DING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that {\,, 
junior Senator from North Carolina has not voted. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Iam paired with that Senator. 

Mr. CANNON. I inquire if the junior Senator from Arkansas 
{Mr. Berry] has voted? 

The P ING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that ;)\o 
junior Senator from Arkansas has not voted. R 

Mr. CANNON. I am paired with that Senator for to-day. [¢ 
he were present, I should vote “‘nay.” 2 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 29; as follows: 


able for the manufacturers to manufacture in those localities than 
in Bellaire. I will state that the character of my information was Becom, Paieen, Mitchell, Walthatt, 
such that I could not doubt its correctness. Caffery, Heitfeld, Morgan, White. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, in looking over many of these | Chilton, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
schedules, and in looking over the glass paragraphs, there appears | C01) Maes? ree 
0 a ee ee eee of 1890. : 
I octbents to the Senator fon 5 Island whethee, after the aaa - ps 

ice of an article and we have possession of t ome mar- rich, e, Millan, ay 

t, it is any real reduction to reduce from a cent to seven-cighths fate sor ’ ee a. 
of a cent when seven-cighths of a cent is quite as potent to keep | Carter, Hale, Perkins, arren, 
out importations and to 2 prices upon the consumers as nr ong Hawle Platt, oe. Wetmore. 
the rate of 1 cent itself. This is merely delusive. It is playing ae gonse, ev. Flees, BY. 
false to the American people. It is not even coming up to the! Foraker, McBride, Proctor, 
implied ise of the Senator from Rhode Island in his opening NOT VOTIN 

ch, t it would not do to return to the rates of 1890. When Gs. 
price of an article has fallen, as has been the case in most in- | Alen. George, McLaurin, Smith, 

stances—not especially in this instance—is it not perfectly delu-| Berry: — ae Teller. 
sive to say that we keep the same rates by keeping the specific | Butler, Hansbrough, Morrill, Thurston, 
rate on the lower article which has existed on the higher? cae Harris, Kans. Murphy, , 

It is a pure question of mathematics. In the other House dur-/| ¢ Hoar, r Penrose, 2 Fellington 
ing the te on this bill it was said, in answer to the charge } Daniel, Kenney, W, Wilson, - 
that when the same specific rate was kept on the lower prices as | Davis, ae Ra Wolcott. 
were maintained on the higher, the valorem on the lower | =i. ne Shoup, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestion recurs upon acrce- 
to the amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 
he amendmen to. 


t was agreed 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think paragraph 105 is the next in order. 
The — a. “ the one Fimance was, in para- 
graph 105, ’ , after word “ same,” to insert ‘or 
warts thereat, Buished or ;” soas to read: 
105. pogctacies. . overtones, and goggles, end frames for the same, or parts 


ae was quite equal to the ad valorem upon the higher specific, 
t it was a juggiery of figures. There is no jugglery about it, 
but all through this bill, in nearly every paragraph of every 
schedule that we have passed, this same performance is going on, 
holding out to the American e the mere promise of maintain- 
ing the old rates of the McKinley Act by lowering the specifics. 
There is absolutely nothing in it. It is delusive all the way 
through. 

Now, when you hold the home market, when protection—giving 
it all the due credit it may be entitled to—has built up an infant 
industry and there is an absolute monopoly, and our importations 
fall off, where is the use, what is the t to the consuming 
millions, to maintain the old rates? Is it not for the simple pur- 
pose of enabling the manufacturer of these articles to add to the 
selling price the cost upon the imported article? If it is not for 
that purpose, what is the purpose? You build your industry, 
you wie a market, yet i keep prohibitive rates. 

The only 


Mr. VEST. I intend, if that amendment is adopted, to move to 
a eee ot SS cent ad valorem upon “ parts thereof, fin- 
or un ss 


The effect of the amendment ‘the words “or parts 
thereof, finished or unfinished” is to put the same duty upon any 
portion of these articles that is valued below 40 cents that is put 
upon the finished product. This is manifestly unjust. In the 


corrective possible for higher rates than the consumer | first place, a dozen of the rims of these glasses may not be worth 
ought to ee Oe ee ee ee wae ee more than 1 or 2 cents, and put upon them the same duty that 
enh legitimate lines of the importation of the foreign put upon the ‘product, if under 40cents. Tako 
article. All along in this bill, in every and in every 


schedule, the principle out of absolute tion—not pro- 
tection, but prohibition. Under paragraph 94 here is a decline of 
seven-vighths of a centa pound. The importations in 1893 were 
2,243,470 pounds, and in 1896, 1,154,000 pounds. Here is a decline 
in the importations of about 50 cent, and a delusive, insignifi- 
cant im the rates of the McKinley Act. 

I admonish the Senator from Rhode Island that the people of 
ps to Gulke embiaasetek ain peaketng te loner Se 
eyes by such a as ower 
rates and keeping Se 

The PRESIDING OFFI Mr. PERKINS in the chair). The 
— is on the amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 

ee a the committee, on which the yeas and 
“—_ ve been demanded. . 


6 and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call taal. . 


Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). Has the junior 
Nebraska [Mr. Tuurston] voted? 


you would 
the frames of the glasses and they will bear the same duty. This 
is ; but, in addition to that, what I take to be one of the 
pri objects of our friends upon the other side and of our- 
selves is the encouragement of American industry, and it (is- 
courages American industry. If this provision is put into ths 
schedule, these parts of spectacles, glasses, etc., not be im- 
ported, because the will be just the same as on the finished 
the parts of glasses and of spectacles 
come into the country then be finished by American work- 


a ee ane een eee ee een wecwane pr 
pose afterwards to move to put 40 per cent ad upon the 


: in tothisduty. The 
je Mi Ba mr Aig ec than 65 per cent. 
per cent is the lowest, and it runs up to 180 per cent. 


One hundred and eighty cent upon an article of absolute 
Senator from i adenine 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chale ie informed that the 
junior Senator from Nebraska has not voted. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ihave a pair with the junior Senator from 
Nebraska. He is not present, and I will withhold my vote. 
The roll call was concluded. 

ae Has the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw- 
Lins} voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 


Mr. HANNA. Then I will withhold my vote. 
Mr. CLARK. Iam paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 


Mr. 
- Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This statement was made by the New 
York that under this Senate rate the price 
at 20 cents per dozen and 15 per cent ad valorem would be, at the 


-* 
& 
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Mr. ALDRICH. It must be in the neighborhood of 10 cents a 
dozen. | ONES of Arkansas. He made the statement on the value 


Mr. 
he goods. 

Our, ALDRICH. If the rate is 180 per cent, it must be in the 

neizhborhood of 10 cents a dozen for spectacles. 

Mr. VEST. 1 does not make the slightest difference in the way 
of argument whether it is 10 cents or a hundred cents or a thou- 
sand cents. The question is upon how much the consumer is 
madetopay. The the article, it makes the increased duty 
much . Imakethe rates upon the second division from 45 
per cent, the lowest, up to 120 per cent. Under the McKinley Act 
the duty was 60 per cent upon both classifications. As a matter 
of course, this is an enormous increase, and it is especially objec- 
tionable, beeamse..as the Senator from Rhode Island says, it is a 
cheap article that goes into use amongst the poorer classes of 

opie. 
iy r. PLATT of Connecticut. Spectacles are imported into this 
country, according to the custom-house statistics, at the price of 
18 cents a dozen—a cent and a half a — Itisafraud. Itisa 
fraud on everybody who purchases them. For my part, I wish 
the ad valorem equivalent on that class of goods was 300 per cent 
or 500 per cent. I should like to ~~ it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The price given by the Senator from Missouri 
shows that these spectacles, in order to pay 180 per cent, must be 
sold for 10 centsa dozen; that is, ten-twelfths of a cent per pair of 
spectacles—less than a cent a pair. I think that statement of it- 
self is sufficient to show that it is no great hardship to the people 
of the United States or to the importers if they are obliged to pay 
a cont or even a cent and a half on a pair of tacles. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Spectacles that are perhaps no better 
than the others. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They certainly can not be very valuable for 
use to anyone. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no guaranty in this that the 
quality of the American goods is going to be a bit superior to the 

nality of the goods brought from abroad, which latter excites 

e intiqnetion ot the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it is safe to say that no spectacles are 
made in this country. and there could be none sold in this country, 
at any such as that. 

Mr. W I can understand the remark of my friend the 
Senator from Connecticut that he desires that the spectacles duty 
should be put up to 500 per cent, so that no one could use the 


same, because, by such a it might be ible that the 
neral reading of this bill, if we pass it, would be prevented. 
that we should be inhibited from perusing the daily accounts 


of our proceedings and others, perhaps less in ing, is some- 
what remarkable tome. We ought to have our factories started 
before we shut out the importations. This provision does not 
interfere with me personally, but it would interfere with others. 

I have a number of communications from dealers, small dealers, 
it is true, ce rans the trade in that line of retail trade 

different parts of country. They have requested me not to 
their communications because they did not desire the two or 
three large establishments in this country manufacturing some 
of the goods which they utilize in their business to know that 


ge 


they were this duty. One of them very wisely 
remarked that it was imposition of these high duties upon 
matters of consumption, small matters, the increase of 
sat pee =n Geet Nery nt Se pamena who were 
g gures running ’ that made e tari 
bill in the end anit difficult of enforcement or mainte- 
nance. While 180 per cent, if we figute the amount of cents that 
is thereby meant to be added to the cost of a certain number of 
spectacles, may not be so great, yet it is that amount of increase 


at all events, and it is those things which appeal so largely to the 
= = that while bg 3 _ —- more 

are paying 30, 40, 50 per 
cent, and he is 180 and 200 per cent, he believes that he is 
discriminated tag though the amount of money involved 


may, be a ees 

of yet Serna le tet sees ens 2 ition 
high and upon many the sam 
uber of dollars and cents are not involved wr the imposition 


articles. e find that not onl 


“ 
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or imperfect vision is not confined to wealth, but is the heritage 
of that large class of humanity which come under the general ills 
which flesh is heir to. I believe this is one of the most unpopular 
of the many unpopular amendments in the bill, and therefore if 
I were seeking mere partisan advantage I should take pleasure in 


for it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, all spectacles valued at over 
$1.50 per dozen, that is, 124 cents apiece (and all spectacles that 
areuseful and serviceable for anybody to buy or to wear are worth 
more than 12} cents a pair), pay under this proposed amendment 
of the committee 50 per cent ad valorem. That is 10 per cent less 
than the rate imposed by the act of 1890. 

Mr. VEST. But more than the Wilson Act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. More than the Wilson Act and 10 per cent less 
than the aet of 1890. The spectacles imported into this country at 
the low prices which the Senator from Missouri and the Senator 
from California are talking about are practically valueless. They 
ought not to be used by anybody, and it would be a kindness to 
the people of this country to have them prohibited absolutely from 
being imported and used. The rate of duty upon those is on an 
average in the neighborhood of 60 or 70 per cent ad valorem. It 
varies from 50 per cent to 100 per cent. I believe that in view of 
all the circumstances and the very great undervaluation of these 
articles, the rates imposed are reasonable and proper. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I simply desire to say that 
protection teaches a great many things, and now it is proposed to 
teach people what sort of business they ought to go into. The 
Senator from Rhode Island tells the people of the United States 
that they ought not to pursue certain lines of business, which he 
indicates to them by placing a high tariff in their favor. Perhaps 
that might be done, but when the Senator from Rhode Island 
goes out of the tariff business and wants to tell the people of the 
United States how they can better see—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would it interrupt the Senator from Loui- 
siana if I should ask him a question? 

Mr. CAPFERY. Not at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is unfortunate like myself, and 
occasionally has to wear glasses. I should like to have him tell 
the Senate, as an object lesson, what is the lowest price he ever 
paid for a pair of spectacles. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not exactly remember. 
where from $1.50 to two or three dollars a pair. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And we are discussing spectacles here that 
are worth ten-twelfths of 1 cent a pair. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Exactly. But the general proposition has 
been advanced by the Senator from Rhode Island that these cheap 
spectacles ought not to be admitted anyhow; that the people can 
not use them, and if they try to use them they can not see through 
them. So, then, he is a great benefactor to the eyes of the people 
of this country from his wonderful knowledge about spectacles. 

1 think spectacles are something like razors. I used to buy 
razors sometimes for $5 and sometimes for 25 cents apiece, but 
a 25-cent razor is frequently as good as a five-dollar razor; and it 
may be that a cheap pair of spectacles to a poor man is quite as 
good as a high-priced pair of spectacles to a rich man. 

I submit to the Senator from Rhode Island that if these cheap 
spectacles are not good the people are not going to use thein. 

hat is a matter for them to find out. They are made at this 
price. If they are valueless, they would not be made—nobody 
would buy them. You can not fool aman when he looks through 
a pair of glasses as to whether they magnify or not. If he can 
read with them, that answers the end of the glasses. It is the 

urpose of the glasses to see; and I submit that the Senator from 
Rhode Island can not see for the people of the United States 
through his or anybody else's glasses, through the borrowed spec- 
tacles of those manufacturers who do not want anybody to look 
through any glasses other than the spectacles they have made. 
You may indicate the line of policy you will pursue by an arbi- 
trary rule of taxation, but you certainly can not invade the vision— 
the eye—and say what sort of spectacles the people shall use. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, 1 have heard a great deal about 
the doctrine of protection, and it is being amplified every day, but 
I did not know before that there was a sanitary feature about it. 
I am giad tolearn from my distinguished optical friend from 
Rhode Island that now we are protecting not only the pockets of 
our citizens and preserving the home market, but we are likewise 
attending to their wants with reference to optical matters, and 
that , when one sees well through spectacles or through 
lo he may desire to purchase, opera or other, it will be 

to the beneficent doctrine of protection. The qualifi- 
cations of the Senator from Rhode Island are certainly numerous, 
his great familiarity with tariff bills is conceded, but [ did not 
know that he possessed the ability to inform us accurately with 
reference to this somewhat occult subject now referred to—the 
organ of vision. It seems to me if it is possible for a spectacle to 
be made of this bill it will be accomplished by the adoption of the 

t. 


Ihave paid any- 


committee’s 





os 
t 
' 
¥ 
4 
-~ 
re 
¥ 





1372 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I shall not detain the 
Senate by a long discussion of this matter. There were actually 
impo! in 1896, — the statistical tables presented 7 
the Senator from Rhode Island to the Senate, $296,624.32 wort 
of yor Those glasses are coming into the United States. 

I have the official report, signed by J. B. Dusenberry, written 
to Hon. Walter H. Bunn, United States appraiser, in which, in 
making the ad valorem estimate of what under the Senate bill 
as proposed here will be paid upon the spectacles imported into 
New York, he shows that the rates on those net over 40 per 
cent per dozen, which will be 100 per cent on the highest and 65 
per cent on the lowest, and, as stated by the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest], on the next grade above that the rate will be 
120 per cent on the highest e and 82 per cent on the lowest. 
This is a matter of fact. As appears from the official report of 
the custom-house, where these articles are valued and where 
these arrangements are understood, these are the rates imposed 
by this bill, and they need no comment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the committee. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be considered as to. 

Mr. VEST. We object, but we can not help ourselves. 

Mr. WHITE. If trust that the Recorp will not show there are 
any common-consent votes here: otherwise we may have as much 
trouble as we have had with ieference to the demonetization of 
silver. [{Laughter.] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 105, page 28. line 6, 
before the word ‘‘ cents,” to strike out ‘ seventy-five” and insert 
** forty;” in line 7, before the word “ cents,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty- 
five” and insert ‘‘twenty;” in line 8, before the words “per 
cent,” to strike out ‘‘twenty”. and insert ‘ fifteen;” in line 9, 
before the word “‘ cents,” to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five” and insert 
“forty;” in line 10, after the word “‘ dozen,” to strike out “* forty- 
five” and insert “‘ forty;” and in line 18, after the word “ dozen,” 
to strike out ‘“‘and on parts of spectacle, eyeglass, or goggle 
frames, and mountings or parts thereof for the same;” so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

106, 8 eyeglasses, I d frames for the same, or parts 
thovnof Aaisnen eieeed weieel hat oven 40 ae = dozen, 2) cents 
per dozen and 15 per cent ad valorem: valued at over 40cents per dozen and 
not over $1.50 per dozen, 40 cents per dozen and 20 per centad valorem; valued 
at over $1.50 per dozen, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I move te strike out the paragraph as amended 
and substitute in lieu thereof the following: 

Spectacles, eyeglasses, goggles, opera glasses, and other optical instru- 
ments, and frames for the same, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

That is the present law. I ask for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I hope the Senator from California will amend his 
proposed amendment by inserting ‘“‘or parts thereof, finished or 
unfinished;” so as to put 40 per cent upon them all. 

Mr. WHITE. I will let that amendment be considered as in- 
corporated within the amendment which I have proposed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 105 as 
amended and in lieu thereof to insert: 

10%. Spectacles, e asses, es, asses, r cal i - 
ments, A ecenda for _ same, hei ec enaatned, oy a ae 
per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from California as modified. 

Mr. WHITE. I call for the yeas and_nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. ’ 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). Owing to the 
absence of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. KEnNEy], with whom 
Iam paired, | withhold my vote. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Has the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGan] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
Senator from Alabama has not voted. 


Mr. QUAY. Then I withhold my vote. If that Senator were | slides, 


present, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Nretson}. I do not see 
him in the Chamber, and therefore [ withhold my vote. I should 
vote *‘ yea” if he were here. 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were 
present, he would vote ‘‘ yea,” and [ should vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLARK (after having voted in the negative). I ask if the 
junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris] has voted? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
ite, CLARE. Then I Wade, det 
r. en Ww my vote, as I am paired w; 

that Senator. . oe with 

Mr. CANNON. I am with the junior Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. If he were present, I should vote «nay.» 

Mr. A (after having voted in the negative). I inquire if 
the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw ins} has voted? 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has not voted. 

Mr. HANNA. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BATE (after neveng sees in the affirmative). I ask if the 
Senator from Kentuck { . DEBOR] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
Senator from Kentucky has not voted. 

Mr. BATE. Then I withdraw my vote. I am paired for the 
day with that Senator. 

6 result was announced-—yeas 19, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Bacon, Gray, Mills, Tillman, 
Chilton, Tindeag Murphy We el, 
y: urpay, 
Cla McLaurin, Pettus, White. 
Faulkner, Mallory, Roach, P 
NAYS—29. 

Aldrich, 5 Mason, oe 3 

Allison, Gallinger. Perkins, 8 mont: 

Burrows, Hale. Platt, Conn. Thurston, 

Carter, Hawley. Platt, N. ¥. Warren, 

Chandler, Jones, Nev. Pri Wetmore. 

Fairba McBride, Sewell, 

Foraker, MeMillan, . 

NOT VOTING—4L. 

Allen, Elkins, Kyle, Rawlins, 
ker, ielinery. Smith, 
te, George, Mantle, Teller 

Berry, , Turner. 

ees Hansbrough M ill, Wen gto 

AnD . orr eliin 

ao. elson, Wilson, > 

Cockrell, Harris, Tenn. Pasco, Wolcott. 

Cullom, Heitfeld, rose, 

Daniel, Hoar, Pettigrew, 

Deboe Kenney, Quay, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I rise to a question of personal 


oy 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey 


is secogaeee . 

Mr. H. Mr. President, during my absence from the Sen- 
ate the other day I ascertained from the Recorp that in a very 
remarkable deliverance by the Senator from South Carolina Ee. 
TILLMAN] he became sponsor for a newspaper clipping in which 
my name was mentioned in connection with the sugar schedule in 
the pending tariff bill. 

It is only necessary for me to - that the statement in the news- 
paper clipping in question is abso. a oo eee y untrue. 

have not during this session of gress bought or sold, di- 
rectly or indirectly, a single share of stock, nor at any time 
prior to this when any legislation affec the value of sugar or 


re stock was 7 ng. 
he reading of the bill was resumed at paragraph 105. 
Mr. JO of Arkansas. I move, in line 20, before the words 
‘per centum,” to strike out “ forty-five” and insert “‘ thirty-five.” 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SEcRETARY. In paragraph 106, 28, line 20, before the 
words “ per centum,” it is = to out “forty-five” and 
insert ‘‘thirty-five;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


106. Lenses of or pebble, ground and to a spherical. cylin- 
drical, or a deine a ground and a end vlawe or eoquill glasses, 


wholly or 1 manufactured, with the unground, 35 per cent ad 
caloreans Y their edges ground or beveled 10 cents per ene pairs and 
45 per cent ad valorem 


Mr. WHITE. I desire to inquire whether this paragraph is 
not new, and whether this is not a new classification? 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe it is. 

Mr. WHITE. I find the following information, which has been 
handed to me by one of the experts: 

ic- ' y than as 

moe ted witaieras OE we sen Oe 

as manufactures of glass, seem to be amply sufficient. 


I from this that it is to a tariff upon 
slides which might otherwise be as = I should fike 
to ask the Senator from Iowa if I am correct regard? 


Mr. ALLISON. What is the question? - ; 
ohteenpsitaan: “a ae caeech eee li ietion ‘0 
80 as are ication 
toys which are now admitted under the tes ation of 
a It is stated that this class of goods is not manufactured in 
country. lam so informed by one of the Government ofli- 











._ ALLISON. Very likely. 

- WHITE. I benohe may be discovered and commence work. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from California (Mr. Wurre}, when 
he speaks of this as a new classification, is, of course, not under 
the npenarion that these provisions are entirely new. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a new classification. 

Mr. VEST. It is simply a new classification. 

Mr. WHITE. I ref to it as a new classification. Thus, 
the class immediately preceding, which is paragraph 106 here, is 

100 in the law nowin force. The paragraph of the law 
now in force speaks of painted, tinted, stained, enameled, etc. ; 
but it is differently classified. 

Mr. VEST. The duty on these strips of glass not more than 3 
inches wide, ground or polished on one or both sides to a cylin- 
drical or prismatic form, under the McKinley Act was 60 per cent, 
and under the Wilson Act they were free; and in the pending bill 
«glass slides for magic lanterns” are placed at 45 per cent ad valo- 
rem. are 25 per cent under existing law, and here the rate 


is in arr cent. ‘ 
So, in the line of this aoe. under the McKinley Act, 
in the basket clause, ‘‘ not speci provided for,” the rate was 45 
cent, and under existing law 30 per cent; and here it goes back 
the M rates. So that there is an increase upon the ex- 
isting duties all the way through simply by making a new classi- 
fication. I will move, in line 2, to strike out ‘‘ forty-five” and 
insert “‘ twenty-five.” 

The VICE- ENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 107, page 29, line 2, before the 
words ‘‘ per centum,” it is proposed to strike out ‘“ forty-five” and 
insert “‘ ty-five;” so as to read: 

glass, more than 3 inches wide, und or polished on one 
jess a stiindrical or prismatic form, oa glass slides for magic 
lanterns, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 

pro’ by the Senator from Missouri. 
amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 108, page 29, line 4, 

ter the words “‘lenses and,” to strike out “ other;” and in line 
6, after the word ‘‘same,” to insert ‘‘ all the foregoing;” so as to 

e read: 


make the 

108. Opera and field telescopes, microscopes, pho aphic and 
pro, lenses and instruments, and frames or mount nen for the 
same, all foregoing not specially provided for in this act, 45 per cent ad 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. WHITE. I desire to aauaee of the Senator from Iowa 
whether = — that are affected by this act are manufac- 
tured at all in country at the present time? If so, it must be 


very limited extent. I doubt whether they are made here 
p IN. They are to avery limited extent, I think, but 

I hope will be largely manufactured here. 
Mr. I do not think there areany. This is another 


case where some one is invited to commence business, but has not 
started. 


Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from California that 
this provision only increases the rate 5 per cent over the Wilson 
law, so called. 

Mr. WHITE. It is not a very large increase; but I thought 

haps some one had stated that he probably oe in the future 


per! 
nel to start an opera-glass manufactory in country, but 
= no such tion now. r 


: . it has been found that the protection afforded 
v— Wilson law was not quite enough, and so we have increased 


. GALLINGER. So as to get a little more revenue. 


Mr. ALLISON. Yes; to get a little more revenue and afford a 


ae of the bill was resumed at paragraph 109, on 
Mir. ALLISON, Task that that paragraph may be passed over 


for the 
The PRESIDENT. Without objection, that will be the 
The of the bill was resumed at paragraph 110, on page 
29. The wag amendment of the Committees on Finance was, on 
page 9, beginning in line 19, to strike out paragraph 111, as fol- 
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superficial inches, if not more than 1 inch in thickness, 12 cents per super- 
ficial foot; if more than 1 inch and not more than 1; inches in thickness, 15 
cents per superficial foot; if more than 1; inches and not more than 2 inches 
in thickness, 18 cents per ton foot; if rubbed in whole or in part, 3 
cents per superficial foot in addition; mosaic cubes of marble, onyx, or stone, 
not exceeding 2 cubic inches in size, if loose, 1 cent per pound and 2 per cent 
ad valorem; if attached to paper or other mater‘al, 20 cents per superficial 
foot and 3% per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. WHITE. If there is no objection, 1 should like that para- 
graph to go over. There are some discrepancies pointed out to 
me which I should like an opportunity to examine, if the Sena- 
tor from Iowa has no objection. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say to my colleague that I think the 
committee have agreed upon an amendment that will obviate the 
objection he has. 

r. WHITE. I should like to hear the amendment. I will 
withdraw my request to pass over the paragraph for the present. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state that the committee have agreed 
upon an amendment increasing the duty upon onyx. I suppose 
that is the object of the Senator from California. 

Mr. WHITE. I think it ought to be more than the rate on 
marble, whatever rate you fix that at. 

Mr. ALLISON. It should be more. I think the amendment 
which the committee intend to propose is not completed, as it 
should be, so as to cover the whole paragraph. Therefore | con- 
cur with the suggestion of the Senator from California that it be 
assed over until we finish the schedule, and it may be called up 
ater. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from California will be complied with and the 
paragraph passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 112, page 30, line 23, 
after the word ‘‘ chrysolite,” to insert ‘‘ coral;” and in line 24, after 
the word * crystal,” to strike out ‘including clock cases with or 
without movements” and insert ‘‘and spar;” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

112. Manufactures of agate, alabaster, chalcedony, chrysolite, coral, corne- 
lian, garnet, jasper, jet, malachite, marble, onyx, or rock crystal, and spar 
not specially provided for in this act, 0 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. When the existing law was enacted in 1894, I 
thought the duties were too high, but I was unable to secure any 
reduction. The consequence was we made an increase in 1894 
over the McKinley Act. For instance, upon agate the McKinley 
Act had a rate of 20 per cent duty, and the Wilson Act made it 30 
per cent. Onalabaster the McKinley Act had 25 per cent, and we 
made it 45 per cent. On jet the McKinley Act made it 25 per cent 
and the Wilson Act 25 per cent, and now it is proposed to make 
the duty 50 per cent on these articles over the McKinley Act and 
over the Wilson Act, and higher.than the duties have ever been 
on any of these articles. 

I do not know that it is of any use to make any motion, but I 
will move to put the duties back to the rates of the McKinley Act 
upon agate, 20 per cent, and upon that I will call for the yeas and 
nays to see whether, in the opinion of the Senate, the McKinley 
Act was good legislation or not. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In this connection, it perhaps may be 
as well to read a letter which I received, and which I regard as one 
of the most remarkable claims under this pernicious system of pro- 
tection that Lever saw. I call the attention of Senators to it on 
account of its novelty and originality. I do not think it is like 
anything else I have ever seen, and I doubt if there have been many 
such letters written. This seems to have been printed, although 
my name is written at the top of it. The letter is as follows: 

SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., March 20, 1897. 
Hon. James K. Jones, 
United States Senator. 


Sir: We beg most motpecttolty to call your attention to the fact that the 

proposed in the House tariff bill, now under consideration, on “ mar- 

ble or ws, in the block, rough or squared only, and not dressed or made 

into articles,” of from 50 cents to 65 cents per cubic foot, while affording a sub- 

stantial oe in the case of marble, is entirely inadequate to promote or 
protect products of our American onyx mines. 


This, of course, relates more particularly to the paragraph we 
have just passed; but it may as well come in now. 


Marble and onyx, while derived from the same elements, are entirely dis- 
a een — character. + is an ag: poantion of small 
Cc en y opaque, while onyx isa crystalline mass throughout, of rare 
translucency. and possessing the beautiful play of reflection from the interior, 
which, with its varied colors, constitutes its great beauty. 

Mar erally found in immense natural beds, easily accessible to rail- 
roads and other conveyances, and can be taken out in blocks of any conven- 
ient size at small expense, while onyx is almost invariably found at great 
elevations and in inaccessible locations; the formation is generally in small 
sizes, and it must be handled with great care on account of its brittleness, 

transported at heavy expense. 

Marble is tractable, easy sawed, worked, and polished; onyx is rebellious 
in its nature, of much greater density and weight, and takes from four to five 

as much labor to shape, work, and polish it, particularly in the case of 
the higher qualities. Commercially marble is extensively used in large 
blocks and onyx is used very largely in slabs of an inch thick and under, the 
onyx having an intrinsic value many times that of the marble. 
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There are extensive 4 ts of onyx in Arizona; California contains im- 
mense deposits in San Luis Obispo County, San Bernardino County, Solano 
County, and Siskiyou County; and there are also deposits in Arkansas, Mis- 
sourl, Montana, and Virginia (see the report of Prof. George P. Merrill, cura- 
tor of the National Museum , but owing to the large importations of the 
products of the cheap labor of Mexico, rs, and t. all of the above- 
mentioned mines have been, “3% the present time, lying idle, except the one 
in San Luis Obispo County l., owned by our firm, and that we have 
operated at a loss for several years past. 

We respectfully submit that— 


This is the remarkable part of the letter— 


in view of the foregoing facts—the heavy a of mining, shaping, work- 

ing, and polishing onyx, to which must be added the additional cost of trans- 

rtation and loss from the proposed increase of 15 cents per cubic 
oot will be of no practical utility whatever. 

In order to enablé the owners of those various mines to open up their 
works, to put their products on the market, and thereby to give employment 
to thousands of people. we confidently ask that onyx in the rough block be 
rated under a different heading from marble, and t the tariff be fixed at 
from two to three dollars per cubic foot— 

Sixty-five cents does not reach it at all; it does not come any- 
where in the neighborhood of it— 
with pr manufactured articles; which will be only in 


oportionate rates on 
eoueen to the extra labor expended upon this article as compared with 
mar 


a, 
With great res , we remain, your obedient servants, 
ae r KESSELER BROS. 
They inclose what they call an “ important question:” 
is there enough of domestic onyx to supply the demand? 


This is the important question. 


Louis Falkenau, M. B., State assay office, San Francisco, Cal., upon visiting 
the q in 1890, before much work had been done, wrote as follows: 
“Should the onyx extend all through the hill, as appears highly probable, 
and the thickness be only 10 feet (a very modest estimate), there are 32,400,000 
cubic feet, or 3,240,000 tons of available onyx.” 

In 1892, after more extensive devel ent of the quarries, Mr. Falkenau 
wrote as follows: “The area now dey I est: as about equal to a 
square the sides of which measure feet each, and the vertical height 
and the horizontal extent of the layers of onyx greatly exceed the ave 
taken by me as a basis for computation in my first rt. I consequently 
feel perfectly ustified in sta that by at least doub! the amounts pre- 
viously qu by me I will still remain within the bo 8 of the most con- 


servative estima’ pocuibte to the im and conscientious investigator.” 
is vous make | r. Falkenau's aioe of 1892 64,800,000 cubic feet. (Full 
rts amended. 

n August, 1893, Mr. J. J. Fisher, civil engineer and United States deputy 
ineral surveyor of Arizona, wrote: “On all of the eleven claims onyx has 

n developed. I consider a very conservative estimate would be 205,004,250 
cubic feet ‘i at is, 20,500,425 teeny. lestimate by actual measurement that 
there are 220,671 cubic feet (22,057 tons) of onyx quarried on the dumps.” (Full 


rts 5 
Mtr.J. F. Blandy, M. E.. Territorial geologist of Arizona, writes: “Sufficient 
is known to enable us to say that there is enough to maintain the supply for 
generations. Average importations of marble and onyx are 450,000 cubic feet 
a , 


ith regard to the San Louis Obispo onyx mines in California it may be 
safe) ween ae same one ees eon ore Peat ms anys. = 
cordin, present indications. e are n possession e statistics 
the different other mines in this country. 


So, in the opinion of these tlemen, whenever it can be shown 
that the Almighty has provi us with 205,000,000 cubic feet of 
onyx the old rate as it stood at 50 cents per cubic foot is not suf- 
ficient, and the addition of 15 cents will not reach the necessity, 
but the tariff must be raised from two tothree dollars a foot because 
we are provided with these hundreds of millions of cubic feet of 
it in our hills. 

I have never seen a better illustration of what has seemed to me 
to be the absurd claims of protection than is afforded by. this let- 
ter, and for that reason I tit tothe Senate. When the time 
comes to raise the tax from 50 cents to two or three dollars per 
cubic foot, I hope the ments of this letter will receive some 
consideration at the hands of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
aan oc t proposed by the Senator from Missouri, which will 
be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “agate,” in line 22, paragraph 
112, it is proposed to insert ‘20 per ceyt ad valorem.” 

Mr, VES . On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
“i _ nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to ro . 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name wascalled). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Dante]. 

Mr. QUAY Po ene his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], who, I believe, is not present 


or voting. If he were t, I should vote ‘ - 
it, WELLINGTON (when his name was cal ). IThavea 


Mr. 
eral with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr, 
Gorian . In his absence, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MORE (when his name was called). I have a pair 


Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). a 
from Fl ] 


_ Mr. BATE (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to 
— if the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Deno, hag 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. BATE. I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with that 
Senator. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Caffery, Lindsa: Ma ‘ Vest, 
Chilton. McLaurin, Pottae, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Mallory, Rawlins, 
Faulkner Mills, Roach, 
Jones, Ark. Mitehell, Turpie, 
NAYS—2. 
Aldrich, Fairbanks, Pri 
Allison, Foraker, Mekste, a 
Baker, Frye, MeMillan, Sewell, 
Chanen. fale : Nelson, 8 rt 
c e 
Oerter,” Hanna, — 
Chandler, Hawle Platt, Conn. 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Platt, N. Y. 
NOT VOTING—S. 

Allen, Gear, McEnery, Teller, 
Bacon, George, Mantle, Thurston, 
Bate, Gorman, Martin, Tillman, 

rry, Gray Morgan, Turner, 
Butler, Hans! Morrill, Warren, 

lark, Harris, Kans. Pasco, Wellington, 
oar. Harris, Tenn. Penrose, Wetmore, 
Cullom, Heitfeld, Pettigrew, White, 
oe: ‘ wa 
> e . ‘ lb olcott. 

Elkins, Kyle. Smith, : 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON subsequently said: On the last roll call I yoted 
inadvertently. Iwas paired with the Senator from Arkansas | \r. 
Berry}. I ask unanimous consent that my vote on that rol) ¢:ll 
may be withdrawn. 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. I think there is a rule which pre- 
vents that from being done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FauLkKner in the chair). 
The Chair is of the opinion that the rule does not prevent a chango 
or a correction. The Secretary will read the rule. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


RULE XIl. 
. VOTING, ETC. 
1. When the yee and nays are ordered, the names of Senators shall be 
called alphabetically; and each Senator shall, without debate, declare lis 
assent or dissent to maness qebeed Sy Se Senate: and no Sena- 


tor shall be permitted to vote the have been announced 
by the Officer, but a eran eee unanimous con- 
sent, change or withdraw his No motion to suspend this rule shail be 
in order, nor shall the Presiding Officer entertain any request to suspend it 
by unanimous consent 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Utah that his vote be withdrawn and his pair 
announced as stated? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that we may now return to paragraph 
111, and I move to the committee amendment as indicated 
on the which I to the desk. 

The ary. After the word ‘‘marbie,” in line 3, page 5), 
paragraph 111, it is pro to strike out the words “ or onyx;” 
after the word ‘‘foot,” in line 4, it is proposed to insert the words 


“on pgs or squared, $1.50 per cubic foot.” 
at aoe Staton pairduaiesesoores the existing 
w, is it not? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Just 300 per cent. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think it is so much. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is just 300 per cent. 
Mr. VEST (to Mr. Jones of Arkansas). Is that the article you 
were about? 
Mr. a of Arkansas. Yes; of which we have 205,((),000 
uare feet. 
oun ae Se this is because  ¢ it is oe » the 
ni tates we are dependent upon m ions from 
abroad, or is it because there is too much in icons? It 
must be one or the other. According to the information which 
the Senator from Arkansas read, the supply here is inexhausti!)'c, 
and yet it is proposed to increase the duty 300 per cent over exist- 


iw. - 
r. ALDRICH. I think 200 per cent would be nearer than 300 


cent. 
Mr. VEST. It is nearer 300 cent than 200 per cent. 
CH. It pays now as marble. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 50 cents. 


Mr. At 60 cents. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then it is 250 per cent. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Sixty-five cents. 

_Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. hep iy gp 
Mr. CAFFERY. Fifty cents a foot, and it is proposed to 
increase it to $1.50 per cubic foot. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I thought it was 50 cents. 
Mr. ALDRICH. comes in at 50 cents a foot. The in- 
crease, therefore, is 300 per cent—three times the present rate. 
Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it appears to me, after the 
Senator from Arkansas has read the statement by some gentleman 
in California, that our brethren on the other side of the Chamber 
ought to pause before they put a duty of $1.50 a cubic foot on 
onyx. There has been no statement made as to any necessity for 
the increase of tariff. There is not a single fact adduced to war- 
rant the inerease of duty from 50 cents a cubic foot to $1.50. 


Onyx is not a pamper. 


It isa natural formation. It is one of the | 
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penefactions of Providence. Surely it can not be held that any | 


ective tax of tariff is necessary to make onyx any better. 
Are there any facts produced, even of a superficial character, as 
to the comparative cost of labor in countries producing this onyx 
in the Umited States? Not one single fact of any character 
whatever has been adduced in order to sustain before the Ameri- 


increase. Under the McKinley Act | essentially a luxury. 


can people this extraordinary 3 : 

we are told the tariff was 50 cents a cubic foot. According to the 
= by oe Senator a rege oy = is oe 

the of the pending bill to raise the rates o: cKinley 

Act He pointed out.that that act had failed of its p 


ina 
great many He pointed out that tion had 
ceased to bea revenue- ing article, and he had to turn to the 
Democratic princi a tariff fer revenue to eke out the deficiency 


which he says would be brought about by the operation of a too 
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nature of a luxury. It is not in any sense on the same plane as 
marble, and the Senator from Vermont {Mr. Proctor], who is 
very familiar with the manufacture of marble, I think will coin- 
cide with me when I say that the article itself is a very different 
one; that it is of a much higher grade, more difficult to procure, 
and more difficult to manufacture. 

It is consumed in a far less general mode. Thus in places in 
which the decoration is quite expensive, where it is desired to have 
something in the nature of a marble (but where it is not necessary 
to have something which will bear the wear and tear of marble), 
and will present a more pleasing surface to the eye, onyx is used. 
It is used also for small pieces of furniture, for the tops of small 
tables, but not in large quantities. 

It is not an article of general consumption, as is marble, nor is 
it adapted to many of the uses to which marble is put. It is brit- 


| tle. and while, as I have said. much more pleasing to the eye, it 


| 
| 
} 


| 





i 


drastic protective tariff. He has gone to internal-revenue taxes | 


again, and duties upon tea and sugar, and now he has gone back 
to his ancient love with much more ardor, and embraces the god- 
dess of protection with all the fervor of a new love. 

Mr. President, it occurs to me that the Senator from Rhode Island 
of alarm as to the maintenance of the protective 
to him whether or not the uncalled for and 
7 = tariff will not in the end dig the grave 


s 


onyx in Arizona and other parts of the United States in competi- 
tion with the Mexican product. 
price here of Mexican onyx of the better quality is about $12 per 
cubic foot. Of course $1.50 a foot on that would be 12} pase. 
i i Sen- 


a 


i 
i 
: 
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= 
: 
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a fact that the imports have decreased under the present duty? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think not. I think very much larger im- 
have come in within the last few years. It has gone 
more general use everywhere throughout the country, and it 
does not seem to me that 
one, in view of the character of the uct. 
Mr. VEST. The from R 


In 1893, by the comparative state- 
were $76,603, while in 1896 they were $65,816.81. 


to call the attention of the Senator from 


: 


What the en from Missouri was reading 
manufactures 


marble. 
includes this. 
It does not include onyx in block. There is 
the importations of onyx in block 
in the last few years. 
paragraph is ‘‘Onyx or mar- 
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from which the Senator 
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So far as I understand it, the | United States. The fame of my friend from Vermont 


} 


| 


| 





can not be utilized to stand the strain that marble will. It is 
The figures in the comparative statement 
alluded to by the Senator from Missouri refer to marble or onyx 
in block, etc., and it is utterly impossible to segregate them. Ido 
not know what the importations have been. So far as my own 
experience in the matter is concerned, it is confined to one large 
deposit, which was worked for a while at very small profit, and has 
been worked, I think, with very poor success during the last year 
and by very few men. 

If we are to put a tax upon those things which are used for lux- 
nrious purposes, and I believe most of us are agreed upon that, 
there ought to be a discrimination between marble and onyx in 
favor of the onyx product, just as there ought to be in favor of 
diamonds as against some other kinds of stone of inferior value. 
When these articles were put in the same schedule, a mistake was 
made, and if we are to pursue the policy indicated by this bill at 
all, or, indeed, any such policy, we ought to make the discrimina- 
tion to which I have referred. Relatively, as far as the value is 


not know to what use onyx is applied, | concerned, I suppose the duty upon onyx will be below the aver- 
that it is an articleof universal consumption. | age percentage in the pending bill, and if we are to have marble 
by oeteer and rich alike, and I can therefore see no | on the dutiable list at all, and that seems to have been the policy 


always pursued, there ought to be a discrimination in favor of 
onyx. It will not fall upon the poor. It is not imposed upon an 
article of general consumption, nor is it imposed upon anything 


It is raised in order to develop the deposit of | that is used asa general rule by the poor classes of the country. 


Of course marble has a general use, and it is found all over the 
[Mr. 
Proctor} has extended from one shore to the other, not only 
because of his great personal prominence and ability, but likewise 
because of his familiarity with the subject; and I wish to ask him 
whether it is not true that onyx is of greater value than marble, 
and whether he does not think, from his personal knowledge of 
the matter, although he is not interested in this product, that 
there ought to be a duty discriminating in favor of onyx? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Onyx is more rarely found and is more expen- 
sive in production and manufacture. It is found largely in the 
form of bowlders instead of ledges. I certainly think it is proper 
that it should have a higher duty than marble. It is a more valu- 


the rate suggested is an extremely high | able product and brings a greater price. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I desire to say only a word. I 


Island says he thinks the | hoped that we would have the support of our friend the Senator 


from Arkansas [Mr. Jonrs] in favor of this duty, and therefore I 
was surprised that he should read a letter and prospectus from 
some Munchausen company, who think they have discovered a 
vast onyx mine and propose to distribute the results among the 


the fact that that inclades a great many other things | favoredones. Professor Merrill, curator at the National Museum, 


states that there is onyx in large quantities in the State of Arkan- 
sas. needs the tariff more than the State of Arkansas to 
develop this great hidden wealth and bring it out and put it into 
circulation among our people? In the State which I have the 
honor in part to represent we have made a beginning. A few years 
ago we discovered in one of our counties, San Luis Obispo, a de- 
= of onyx. It lies in strata; as my friend the Senator from 

vermont says, in the form of bowlders. It is very brittle. The 
deposit is a long way from navigation or from railroad trains, is 
usually in high altitudes, and is far more difficult to mine, not 
being in strata, like marble and granite. I read from a document 
before me: 


Marble and onyx, while derived from the same elements, are entirely dis- 
in their formation and character. 


That is well known to all of us who have observed it. 
tion of small crystals, entirely opaque, while onyx is 


Marble is an ag, 

a crystallin mass t ——. of rare translucency, and possessing the beau- 
tiful play of reftection the interior, which, with its varied colors, con- 
stitutes its great beauty. 

Marble is generally found in immense natural beds, easily accessible to 
railroads and other conveyances, and can be taken out in blocks of any con- 
venient size at smal! expense, while onyx is almost invariably found at great 
elevations and in imaccessible locations. The formation is generally in small 
sizes, and it must be handled with great care on account of its brittleness, 
‘and at heavy expense. 

Marble is tractable, easy sawed, worked, and polished. Onyx is rebellious 
din ite nature,of mach greater density and weight, and takes from four to five 
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times as much labor to shape, work, and polish it, particularly in the case 
of the higher qualities. Commercially, marble is extensively used in nae 
blocks, and onyx is used very largely in slabs of an inch thick and under, the 
onyx having an intrinsic value many times that of marble. 

I have been impressed with the fact of its beauty in visiting 
some of the places west.of the Rocky Mountains where temperance 
beverages are distilled. The onyx is sought to be used for coun- 
ters and for panel work. Millionaires indulge in the luxury. 
We wish to give employment to our laboring men, to take the onyx 
from the mines, saw it, and poe it, and thus get some of the 
wealth that the great trusts of the country have and distribute it 
among the workingmen. 

As my colleague has stated, onyx has not been discovered in 
very large quantities nor in very eS The late deposit 
in Arizona of which my friend the ator from Arkansas read 
is all in the future, and I think the truth has been painted in 
Titian colors in the preseneae. It usually is insuch publications. 

I think the amendment should go one step further and that 
there should be a duty upon the a or square feet of onyx 
slab that has been sawn and brought into thiscountry. I believe 
the greatest producer of onyx in its rarest quality and in the gem 
of sparkling light is Mexico. I remember that some years since, 
when in the city of Pueblo, visiting the cathedral. ere were 
magnificent altars and pilasters and beautiful Corinthian columns 
carved out of onyx. ey represented many days and months 
and years of labor, and it is Mexican labor that we have to fear in 
competition with foreign onyx. We on this side do not want to 
take time in debate, but are willing to let our friends on the other 
side, who can talk so much better than the rest of us, debate these 
questions. So I do not want to take up thetime; but if my friend 
the Senator from Arkansas will consider the question in the future 
he will say this is one of the measures that his constituents will 
thank him or the Republican party for having placed upon our 
statute books. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, z the comparative 
statement submitted to the Senate it appears that marble or onyx 
in block, rough or squared, of all kinds, was imported in 1893 
to the extent of 457,600.33 feet, and there were imported in 1896 
358,207.02 feet, nearly 100,000 feet less than were imported in 
1898. The revenue derived from that was $758,749.60 in 1893, 
and $627,736 in 1896. So, while there was a considerable decrease 
in the amount of importations, there was a comparatively small 
decrease in the revenue derived from it under the reduced rate of 
taxation from 65 cents to 50 cents a cubic foot. 

Now, I understand that we pretend, in undertaking to pass this 
bill, that we want to raise more revenue. If this tax is raised from 
50 cents to $1.50, there is not a man in the Senate who believes 
ae will be one single cent derived from revenue under this 
article. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Here is one man who believes that exactly. 
Take the better grades of Mexican onyx, and the rate which we 
suggest here will not keep out one single cubic foot. 

r. JONES of Arkansas. [am very much more astonished at 
the attitude of the Senator from Rhode Island than the Senator 
from California [Mr. Watrr] was to find me not in favor of the 
tax on this article. At the rate of taxation now, the importations 
seem to me clearly to show that we reach about the limit to which 
it can reasonably be expected to go; and yet there is a proposition 
here to increase this tax 800 per cent, and under a bill in which we 
“9 are undertaking to raise revenue. 

r. ALDRICH. I sup that the Senator from Arkansas 
will ee with me that the importation of onyx has never been 
of sufficient importance in any previous tariff bill to have it spe- 
cifically named. The ene and use of onyx in this country 
is practically a new industry, and heretofore in no tariff act, un- 
less in the act of 1894, which the Senator had a great deal to do 
with, was it thought necessary to make a particular and specific 
designation of the article of onyx. \ 

Now for the first time it has become of sufficient importance to 
have a rate fixed, and I am inclined to think that the rate sug- 
gested by the committee will prove exactly what theSenator from 
Arkansas thinks it ought to be, a revenue duty. As I said, the 
expensive onyx which comes from Mexico will come here and will 
be used in public buildings, hotels, and elsewhere, and, in my 
ju ent, the question of a difference of a dollar and a half a 
cubic foot in price will not affect the use at all. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Of course it isa matter of conjecture 
as to what effect this rate will have on the market; nobody can 
tell; it must be a matter of opinion. The unit of value as given 
in this paragraph is $1.66 for 1893 and $1.70 for 1890. A tax of 
$1.50 a cubic foot would be something like 100 per cent on this 


uct. 
Mr, ALDRICH. That is marble. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Marble and onyx. 
Mr. WHITE. The onyx is merely microscopic in quantity and 
tance. 


of no particular im 
Mr. JONES of The two are included in it. We 


have no infcrmation upon that point, That is all we know; and 


oo ae = Bay comparative et as made up by the 
statistician of the Treasury ent and sent to the Sen; 
Mr HALE. ‘That is the bake. — 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But the importations clearly ,, 1m 
under this classification. ; ’ 

Mr. HALE. The basis was the marble. The onyx was not 
reckoned, although it had been put in with it as a part of the 
same clause. The $1.60 does not in any way apply to onyx. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator Saptain under what 
head ~ came in? 

Mr. LE. It did not come in at all except at the general rate 
No special rate was fixed upon it. . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was certainly imported through 
the custom-house somehow. e 

Mr. ALDRICH. As marble. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Precisely; as the Senator says, it js, 
ot oo I can a tell how — was marble, but it 
was inclu paragraph as onyx, use that is the st; 
ment which comes from the Treasury. me 

Mr. ALDRICH. What the Senator from Maine means is that 
it did not furnish any correct information in regard to the import 
price of onyx. . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Of course every Senator understands 
that it does not mean that there was this amount of onyx imported 
and at this — It was marble and onyx, onyx coming in as 
marble and classified as marble under the old law. We all under. 
stand that. What proportion was marble and what proportion 
was —, I do not know, and I do not suppose anybody else does, 
But 1 do know if it had an exceedingly low rate the importations 
of it would thereby, as one would suppose, be very much facili- 
tated, and we would have larger importations of onyx under this 
classification than we would have under the new, especially if we 
make a new classification of it. If instead of a tax of 50) cents a 
cubic foot we make it a dollar and a half, there certainly will be 
less importations under the new classification. 

The junior Senator from California [Mr. ere) says this is 
an article of luxury. I believe in taxing articles of Inxury, but 
not in imposing such a rate of taxation on articles of luxury as 


“will absolutely defeat taxation altogether. I do not believe in 


putting a tax even on an article of luxury so high that none of it 
would come into the country and the revenue be absolutely de 
stroyed from it. 

In reply to the s tion of the senior Senator from California 
. Perkins] that he is surprised to find I am not in favor ofa 

on —Js because it is found in ey oe, Ihave to say that I 
am one of those who conscienti ve that there is no right 
in the Government of the United States to levy taxes upon the 
people of the United States except for revenue p es, and that 
even though the le of Arkansas might be benefited by the 
levying of a tax whic no revenue into the Treasury, but 
simply enables one class of citizens to sell their prod- 
ucts at higher prices to the balance of the country, while they 
might get a benefit from that sort of tax, I for one, while I 
breathe the breath of life, would never be caught favoring a tax 
of that sort. 

I look upon that sort of taxation as robbery clear and simple; 
and no matter if it is done under forms of law, it does not make 
it any the less hensible; it does not make it any the less ob- 
jectionable. I believe that there is no t to do it, and I believe 
that protectionists generally will not and readily admit 
that they are in favor of a tax the sole purpose of which 
is to take money out of the of the masses of the people, 
the consumers of any article, to increase the prices that are paid 
to other people. 5 

There is always a pretense or aclaim that there is some revenue 
~ be pote ar ob tax of this kind. serves — eaaply for 

@ purpose 0: ng money from one class o: people and giving 
it to another will not be y advocated. Ido not believe ina 
tax such as is asked by Munchausen, spoken of by the Sena- 
tor from California. And, oe way, this Munchausen is one of 
the Senator’s constituents. I believe he is the only worker of an 
onyx mine there is in California. I was sorry to hear the senator 
apply lap of that sort to a manufacturer of this article in 

ornia. I supposed that he was 2 man en- 

eee hiner Ghar , and I am sorry the —— 

consi of no ity and importance than the typ- 
ical liar of all the ages, Mandates 

I believe, Mr. termpgpele ch 4 ex. are aaa 4 
California man wants on onyx will utely prevent it from being 
imported into this country. The committee did not go to the 
extent this correspondent asked them to He wanted from two 

a on the ,000 square feet that 


tax such as this 
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the different its in the 
United States. He wanted the owners of it to be able to raise the 
above what it is now two or three dollars a square foot. The 
halfway in his request, an if they 
the price of onyx and get it all inte 
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it will bea lively tax on the American people as a 
= A dollar aoe halt @ square foot on 205,000,000 square 


feet of onyx, which is found in unlimited quantities in all parts of 
the country, would amount to a considerable sum at last. 

Mr. RA S$. Mr. President, the objection to the proposed 
amendment is, I understand, that it raises the duty as provided 
in the present law some 300 per cent. The question which we 
ought to consider is what relation the proposed duty will have to 
other duties provided in the bill. I think if the Senator from Ar- 
kansas Will make inquiry as to the price at which onyx is disposed 
of in the markets oa then compare the duty now proposed by the 
amendment, he will find that it will in no degree exceed the average 

ies in the bill. 

on bable, in my judgment, that we are manufacturing and 
produ State which I have the honor in part to 
represent at not to exceed 30 per cent ad valorem. Itis an article 
which it is ly difficult to produce and to put into form 
for the market. It to be handled with the utmost care when 
manufactured. It is utilized for purposes of ornamentation. 
There is nothing more beautiful, but it is on aluxury. No 
one except those who have money to expend lavishly will ever in- 
dulge in this sort of 1 . . : 

lam thereforein favor of this increase, while generally in accord 
with the a of the Senator from Arkansas on the question of 
tariff re In order that the duties in the bill may be so ad- 
justed that the burden may be as equally distributed as may be, I 
shall vote for the amendment. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, both my friend from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Wuire] and my friend from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs] 
made the statement that we produce onyx onlyfortherich. They 
based their statement upon the fact that it is a rock or stone of 
a lustrous, beautiful appearance, and from that they gather that 
it will be used only as ornaments by the wealthy. 

The senior easter from Calif [ Mr. PERKINS] discusses the 
— from the standpoint of labor cost. So does the Senator 


Rhode Island De. Awpricu]. It appears that there is a 
great deal of this rock deposit in Mexico, and it is as against the 
cheap peon labor of Mexico that he demands this high tariff of 300 


cent over the rates prevailing in the McKinley Act. 
It that there are 205,000,000 cubic feet of this rock in 


3 


one State—the State of California—but the testimony of that wit- 
ness is assailed by the senior Senator from California. 
He calls him Manchausen. Is AD cape that a patriotic gentle- 
man in the delightful ce of this California prospector 


can bea Munchausen? He is asking for the glories of protection. 
Does protection have the effect of making the promoters of that 
delightful scheme of government tell Munchausen stories? Why 
did not the Senator from California compare him to Ananias, the 
original liar? Ido not know that Ananias wanted to be protected, 
but this from California certainly did when he de- 
manded infant rock, placed there by the hands of the 
Almighty in the formation of the universe, a protection of 300 
per 


cent. 

Mr. President, I am not one of those who can see into the state- 
ment made by Senator from California on my right and the 
Senator from , that because a particular rock is lustrous 
* and beautiful, because it is fitted for purposes of ornamentation, 

therefore the poor man ought not to use it. The poor have as 
much right to use and take as much pleasure in using the beauti- 
ful giftsof Providence asthe rich. And behind all this must stand 
some syndicate or promoter who wants to levy upon the con- 
the United States an additional tax—a burden, rather— 
a dollar and a half a cubic foot on the 205,000,000 cubic feet, 
ler en the nice little sum of about $350,000,000 for one of the 
of Providence. I do not care how lustrous it is, how 

beautiful it oer have not shown that it costs a dime more to 


A 
5 





it out of than marble, with which it has always 
Ce allied in the tariff bills. The tariff upon marble of 50 cents a 
the high pleat ane to equalize the labor of pauper Europe with 
the of America. 

I know about the peons. I have seen the peons; I 
have been : the I would not have them if you would 
= their , are dear labor if they are given to you. 

5 comparison of inefficient labor with the most 
efficient Is the world, in America, is becoming a little nau- 
Seating of its You have not proved your case. 
When you proved that the peon laborer of Mexico gets 124 
cents a a free laborer in America gets a dollar and a dol- 
lar and a half a day engaged in these occupations of manual labor, 
you have prove else. You must prove that there 

the eae ota the comparative rates between 
— A peon labor and the highly efficient labor 


There is no or excuse for this tariff. Perhaps local 
interests cre oe OS weit. © ud his 
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United States, our vision can not be circumscribed to the immedi- 
ate locality, but its sweep must take in the whole United States, 
embrace every man, woman, and child in it, and then see how the 
tariff works. 

Mr. WHITE. My distinguished friend from Louisiana slightly 
exaggerates my position—just slightly—when he says that I am 
in favor of a higher tax upon onyx than upon marble because onyx 
appears to be beautiful. So far as I am personally concerned, I 
suppose I agree with the Senator from Louisiana, who would not 
tax anything beautiful simply for that reason. I should like to 
inquire of the Senator from Louisiana whether he ever saw a piece 
of onyx? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not know that I have. 

Mr. WHITE. I thought not. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Did you ever see anybody that has 
not seen it? 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Arkansas asks me whether I 
have ever seen any man who has seen onyx, from which I infer 
that the Senator from Arkansas never saw it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not ask you that question. 

Mr. WHITE. Then 1 misunderstood you. What was the Sen- 
ator’s question? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I asked you if you had ever seen any- 
body who had not seen it. 

r. WHITE. If I had not seen anyone prior to to-day, I have 
discovered an individual of that kind at this moment in the per- 
son of the Senator from Louisiana, who has responded as the Sen- 


ator from Arkansas has heard. 


Mr. CAFFERY. I stated to the Senator from California that I 
did not know that I had ever seen it. 

Mr. WHITE. Precisely. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I have seen what they call onyx, but I did not 
know whether it was onyx or not; and i did not know whether 
the people who told me that it was onyx knew anything about it. 

Mr. WHITE. That is a condition of negation which fully jus- 
tifies me in assuming that the basis of the Senator’s argument is 
entirely wanting. 

Mr. ident, the duty proposed by this amendment is a less 
ad valorem tax than the tax upon sugar, for which myself and the 
Senator from Louisiana will vote when we get a schedule that 
suits us—-not the present schedule, which I understand will never 
be voted upon by the Senate. 

In the classification contained in this bill onyx is included with 
marble, and because there have been, generally, importations in- 
cluding both we are proceeding, it seems, to discuss onyx as if all 
the arguments applicable to the case of marble applied to onyx. 
I have said that — is a luxury, and my friend the Senator 
from Arkansas says that he isin favor of taxing luxuries, but not of 
putting a prohibitive tax uponthem. [agree with him; we stand 
upon exactly the same platform; and I affirm the statement of the 
Senator from Rhode Island to be correct when he says that this 
will add to and not diminish revenue. Onyx, which has not been 
seen, it seems, by a few of those who have spoken upon this matter 
(at least they are not willing to testify to its identification), is an 
article of luxury, and itis used by so few that even my distin- 
guished friend from Louisiana is unwilling to stake his reputation 
upon the proposition that he has ever seen the bona fide article. 

As to the proposition that there is a great deal of onyx in the 
ground, because some one says that there are millions of tons of 
onyx deposited in the womb of nature, my friend from Louisiana 
declares that we are going to tax the American people. Why, it 
is said that there is more gold to be found in the Western moun- 
tains than has ever been taken from them; and I suppose that is 
true. But yet we have not been able to obtain possession of that 
precious metal, and we probably shall not be able to obtain pos- 
session of it all until the present Administration and the present 
Senate have passed into history. 

I repeat, that the tax proposed by the committee on this article 
is between 30 and 40 per cent ad valorem; that it is a low tax, and 
that the circumstances would justify the imposition of a much 
higher tax. The article being used as an article of luxury, it will 
never be generally utilized. It is true, if we could produce it in 
vast quantities and with cheap labor, it might be found in the 
homes of those who are poor; but we know that it is almost im- 
possible now to produce it at a profit-in this country; that enter- 
prises have failed in endeavoring to do so, or have at least gone on 
with very slight profit. While we ought not at the expense of 
public taxation build up individual fortunes, yet when we must 
raise revenue, and when it is very doubtful whether the bil] will 
raise enough revenue, there is no wrong, no crime, no inconsist- 
ency in as small tax upon an article of luxury at least. 

. CAFFERY. I must confess to a want of knowledge of the 
rocks of the earth and the various different varieties of rocks. I 
have been shown in my life various stones and rocks stated to be 
of this, that, and the other character; but when we come to any- 
thing of the kind, in the absence of information, I can only answer 
questions as the Senator from California put to me by 
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general negations. I could not tell onyx or marble, being perhaps| Mr. PERKINS. My friend evidently does not understan, 
similar to some other rock, if specimens of the different materials | onyx is located in the earth as compared with marble. |; |... 
were presented to me. never yet been found and ees in the United States 
My friend from California appears to be avery considerable geolo- | except in the bowlder formation in bunches; and tho 
ist and mineralogist, and to be quite familiar with all these dif- | largest piece that has been found in California of whic) | \,,,,. 
— erent ae. rock, but I must submit again to the Senator that, | any knowledge was some 10 or 15 feet long. It is mined })\ | .\,,,. 
ke whilst | have unbounded confidence in his statements genera'ly, I | that costs $2.50 per day, while the same class of work is per}.)),,,. 
i have not perceived from his statements any evidence whatever of | in Mexico by that costs 50 cents i day. 
} two facts: First, that onyx is a luxury, and, second, that the price | Mr. JONESof Arkansas. What is costof quarrying 1m1r))\o 
A! of it is so high that this raise of 300 per cent will only amount to | at the same time? ; 
ce 30 per cent ad valorem tariff upon it. The comparativestatements| Mr. PERKINS. We have a marble quarry in Inyo (\);,;, 
2 of the Bureau of Statistics or any other official source that I know | where the wages are about the same per day; but one min.» \;))j 
Be of give no sort of information in this , and we must have, | mine 5 tons, 40 cubic feet to the ton, of marble while gettin, 





l how 


I submit to my brother and friend, a lishle Dotter testimony than | ton of onyx. : 

he has produced of the market price of this article, of which he| Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The gentleman whose letter | >. 

does not even declare himself to be entirely competent to k. a short time ago to the Senate gave the statements of tw. <.\,., 

. My friend has branched off from this hard and ro subject of | tific men who gave the contents of ane location at 3,000 («1 ;, 

y ; marble and onyx to the soft and luscious subject of sugar. He | the side and 10 feet thick. That was located in the Senator 5 .,\, 

said when the sugar schedule came up, if it suited us, we wonld | State, and located by a man who claimed to bethe only m1)» 31,4 
vote for it. He in his State is making beet sugar, and I in my | producer of this article in that great Golden State of the WV .<; 

Hf State and my constituents are cane sugar. Now, from Mr. PERKINS. I will correct my friend again. That wa, jy 

E the province of absolute scholastic and scientific attainment, my | Arizona, and was in the imagination of the writer. I think j. 

; friend has branched off into the province of prophecy. Neither | origmally came from Arkansas, and now lives in New Yor a) 


IOan Soong 


‘ the present schedule on sugar nor the pr one in the Dingley | is located in Wall street. His prospectus was drawn in New Y 7 

be bill will meet with my approval. I vote for neither. at all events. It referred to the surface formation. |; 

= Mr. WHITE. The Senutor from Louisiana did not understand | might have been all onyx, or per centof it might have bern 

# me aettont he ved either, I trust. onyx. It has not yet been ceuadion it is yet in its primitive 
Mr. CAFFERY. 1 did not understand the Senator to say so. | state, so faras we have any know 


The present tariff on sugar suits me. It is an ad valorem tariff, Of course it is very easy to write a prospectus in Titian ©. ors, 

i upon an article of revenue. You wanta tariff an.article that in order that people may be invited to see the beautiful j)))ishe) 
F is not shown to be able to produce one dime of revenue. I only marb‘e in some temperance saloon im the ; but, nevertheless, 
: wanta tariff on articles that will produce revenue; and I say here | I speak advisedly when I speak of those in California, in 
ie distinctly that if, in my opinion, sugar were not an article to pro- | San Luis Obispo County, where they have never develope any 
@uce revenne, 1 would not vote for a duty on it. ee S 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator will oma me to say that ifthe| Mr.J of Ar The letter I read was postmarked 
Saye onyx were not a strictly revenue duty, I should not vote a oe “ee I am not mistaken that is in California. 

or that. 4 inly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it would require but infini-| Mr. JONHS of Arkansas. And the writer of it claimed to bea 
tesimal space to hold the vast amount of revenue which would | citizen of California. Whether he was or Idonot know. He 
is come from onyx, when notasingle dime has ever been reported as have been a Munchansen. 1 hope, if he is, he is the only one 
BS: ' ware Sere ived from it; yet it is a little invidious for Demo- California. I have no doubt the writer was in California, and 
crats drawing a distinction between a revenue article and to be mining 

from California knows to be not a revenue Was onyx in Arizona, New 


, and he was 
. f came from a 
4 with the beds of it lying in the States? The transpor- | citizen of California who d to be’ California onyx, 
au —= as i great eardine he has looked 
/ letter. I am sorry it has gone from me to the Reporter, 
‘will be in the Recorp to-morrow morning as it was written 


a typewritten 


not written, but was 
: e the letter 
ae I ume every 
a ee Ee ee Pee You can not put this pro- | Senator had a of it. If the Senator California knew 
‘s tective mantle around oe of Providence. We have | that this wasan Ar. man in Wall street under 
7 a them; lying in a aes Oe mine gepeiauese, ane ESS > a on for the = 
4 is simply w the respectability, Senator ought to have exposed Lin 

of this mineral, to charge ener 
hee Pe imaesongh ya ny could otherwise get.| -Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I dislike to this discus- 
ONES of Arkansas. . President, it seems to me that we ee oS eee us, the case 
eught not to get away from the point involved in this discussion. | seems to be about this, that who to know something 
Br: ‘The only theory on which this tariff is to be imposed, I | about this, who at least affirm that do, and who reside in 
4 presume, eq ween seen are ! ify accord- 
Fe is to equalize the labor cost this country and | California and have to testif 1 
Y ies. Now, the question is the amount of labor that is | ingly, make a declaration eas it, and then witnesses £0 
necessary to get out a cubic foot of: nn eee upon the stand who declare because they do not know as 
io of onyx. Onyx is a softer than ; its location is | much as those who do know, therefore there is nothing 11 ‘h« 
: 4 nnotunineiensent millions of cubicfeet. There is no difficulty SS. lam willing to submit the case upon that kind»! 
. about ns ; 


| uestion of the labor involved in getting out a| Mr. JONHS of Arkansas. It is.a most thing to me 
ce enbic foot of this material. With the greater labor necessary in | that my friend from California should to create the 
i the United States to produce a cubic foot of marble than of onyx, we that there isanything remarkable about onyx. | 00" 
i had heretofore a tax of 50 cents to protect American labor im | if is a house in the city of Washington or in the Sia! 
thoonah eae aes to ae th ic oemeae be rit and everybody a ~ 
er necessar a geen understand: 

ton a 00. that it is a form of marble. wgiee E teya one per mak- 

making tables ‘s sorts of orna- 
honuses aaa it is astonising 

to friend from California should undertake «' |) 5 

price than they could | to speak as if he supposed that a great many had no con- 
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otherwise get for what the Almighty ut within their reach coptonal whatenys was. Doaely understands perfect!) "| 
without xf what it is, and the effort to increase ‘tax 300 per cent ave 

Mr, . Iwill say to my friend from Arkansas that | what it is now is indefensible and can not be langhed into res)" 
«a &t costs fully three to four times as much, to my knowledge, to | ability. ‘ 
ee ee Mr. WHITE. I took the admission of parties a~ \' 
ey Mr. of Arkansas. Why is that? Onyx is softer and I concede coufession alone does not establish (19 
am willing again to rest the case. 


i 
ij 
; 
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PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
a to the amendment reported by the committee. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
the roll. 
to call VAFPERY (when his namo was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows). 

Mr. CANNON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. If he were pres- 
ent, he w vote “nay” and I should vote “yea.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. FavLKNER’s name was 
called). The present occupant of the chair is paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia (Mr. ELK1vs]}; otherwise he would 

ae ” 
“— PENROSE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Delaware (Mr. Kenney]. Were he pres- 
ent, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). Iam 
paired with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McENEry], 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. WETMORE (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll call ded. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I am paired with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Linpsay], who has not voted, and I therefore with- 


hold my vote. 
Mr. TMLLMAN. Lam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
. TaursTon], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. BATE ( having voted in the negative). I desire to 
—_ if the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Desor] has 
voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
Senator from Kentucky has not voted. 

Mr. BATE, Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with 
that Senator. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 17; as follows: 

£AS-—3L 


Gallinger McBride, Sewell, 
‘ Nelson, Shoup, 
a : a 
’ ew . 
Clark, Pritebosd. Warren, 
Paranks, Jones, Nev ay. White : 
; Lodge, Raw ; 
Chilton, McLaurin, a Marph Vv 
. est, 
. en, Pettis,” Walthall. 
Turpie, 
NOT VOTING—41. 
. Kyle. Platt, N. ¥ 
McEnery Scien. 
’ , 
M Til 
— 
Martin, Wetmore, 
Mason. Wilson, 
Tenn. Morrill, Wolcott. 
Pasco, 
. Penrose, 
% Pettigrew, 





So the amendment to the amendment pease to. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The m recurs on the 
the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The the bill was resu at paragraph 113, on page 31. 

Mr. move to strike ont the word * n,” before the 
words “per cent,” and put these articles am the free list. Iask 
Se Eee ree epen the amendmen : 

Burr stones under the Wilson Act, and now it is pro- 
~— to put a of 15 per cent ad valorem on them. If there 

any excuse for 


} sort of on, I do not know what it is. 
Burr tones are articles of abscfuta nest 
tion of the from Missouri to be to strike out paragraph 113. 
Ms. VEST. "Wes; for the purpose of patting bute stoses on the 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senato 
tr cgeoarl (Mr. Vest} will be stated. nan 
The . Itis proposed to strike out paragraph 113, on 


rejected. 
resumed. The next amendment of 


ee on Finance was, in 114, line 9, before the 
to str Gul” ten “and asset “ fourtoon;” sone to 


yey enimainfacfared of unlecsed, 20% 
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Mr. VEST. Imovetostrike out ‘‘ fourteen” and insert ‘‘seven;” 
and on that I intend to call for the yeas and nays. 

I should like to be heard just a minute upon this paragraph. 
Here is a rise of 3 cents over the McKinley Act—from 11 to 14 
cents. The rate in the Wilson Act was 7 cents, and the compara- 
tive statement shows that of manufactures of stone we imported 
into this country in 1896, $625,213 worth; that we imported of 
rough stone $21,333, and of dressed stone $320,432.99 worth, mak- 
ing a balance of trade in favor of the United States of some $175,- 
000 or $180,000. Notwithstanding the fact that we supply the 
domestic market and export this large amount I have mentioned, 
the exports were $635,215. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
was kind enough to inform us, | believe on Saturday last, that 
there were but five or six places in this bill where the committee 
had increased the rates over those in the McKinley Act. Here is 
a plain riseof 3cents. If thereis any sort of excuse for it, I donot 
know it, Of course that is chargeable to my ignorance. Here is 
a manifest and palpable departure from the McKinley Act, which 
was the very highest taxation we ever had in this country, and an 
increase of 3 cents specific. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri {[Mr. Vest] will be stated. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 114, on page 31, line 9, before 
the word ‘‘cents,” it is proposed to amend the committee amend- 
ment by striking out ‘“‘fourteen” and inserting ‘‘ seven.” 

Mr. CAFFERY. Looking at paragraph 114, I see that in 1893 
there were 147,416.11 cubic feet of this stone imported, and in 1896 
there were 65,182.33 cubic feet imported. This, therefore, was a 
diminishing import under a diminished tariff, which the McKinley 
law made 11 cents and the present law snakes 7 cents. Now, I hope 
that a witness whom I will cite in this particular will not be called 
a Munchausen or of any kindred or relationship whatever to 
Ananias. This witness is Mr. John J. Allen, of Brooklyn, who 
states in along communication to the Committee on Ways and 
Means of the House of Representatives: 

The brownstone or freestone industry is therefore essentially an industry 
to be fostered. Sandstone has so largely entered into use as a building ma 
terial that it may properly be regarded asa necessity and not aluxury. It 
has become a standard article of architectural use as well as of ordinary 
masonry construction. 

Now, we have not here an article of luxury upon which the ar- 
gument can be based that the rich ought to be taxed irrespective 
of income or revenue, but we have an article of everyday use, of 
absolute necessity, one that every man of ordinary means may 
avail himself of in making his house or any other structure that 
he desires; and in the face of the fact that we export more of this 
stone than we import, and that under the lower rates of the Wil- 
son law a less amount was imported than under the higher rates 
of the McKinley law, we are asked to raise the rate of duty 3 cents, 
from 11 to 14 cents—3 cents higher than the McKinley rate. 

This is certainly not in line with the declaration of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, who said he wanted a moderate tariff, in order 
that there might be some permanency insured through this tariff 
legislation. submit to the Senate whether this rise can be jus- 
tified on any ground, either of protection or of revenue. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thequestion is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] to the amendment 
proposed by the committee. 

Mr. VEST. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. DeBoer}. 

Mr. CAPFERY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows}. 

Mr, CANNON (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Arkansas | Mr. Berry}. 
he would vote “ yea” and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I announce my 
pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay}. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor}. If he were present, 
he would yote “ nay” and | should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). I 
announce my pair with the junior Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
McENERY]. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Nebraska {Mr. Tuurston}. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HOAR. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. TurNeER] to the Senator from Ilinois [Mr. Mason}, 
and I will vote. I vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. I announce my pair with the Senator 
from Wyomin og CLARK]. 

Mr. UMILE. N. In order to make a quorum I will vote. I 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PLATT of New York, 
I vote “nay.” 


Iam paired with the 
I am paired with 


Iam paired with 
If he were here, 


[am paired with 


Iwill vote in order tomake aquorum, 
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The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 27; as follows: 


CONGRESSIONAL 


YEAS —18. 
Bacon, Jones, Ark. Murphy, gasps. 
Chilton, McLaurin, Pettus, Vest, 
Clay, ills, Rawlins, Walthall. 
Cockrell, Mitchell, Roach, 
Feulkner, Morgan, Smith, 

NAYS—27. 
Aldrich, ere. Jones, Nev. Pritchard, 
Allison, Gallinger, Lodge, Quay, 
Burrows, Gear, McBride, Sewell, 
Carter, Hale, McMillan, Shoup, 
Chandler, Hanna, Perkins, Spooner, 
Fairbanks, Hawley, Platt, Conn. etmore. 
Foraker, Hoar, Platt, N.Y. 

NOT VOTING—4. 

Allen, Deboe, Lindsay, Proctor, 
Baker, Elkins, McEnery, Stewart, 
Bate, George, Mallory, Teller, 
Berry, Gorman, Mantle, Thurston, 
Butler, Gray, Martin, Tillman, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, son, Turner, 
Cannon, Harris, Kans. Morrill, Warren, 
Clarke, Harris, Tenn. Nelson, Wellington, 
Culiom, Heitfeld, co, White, 
Daniel, Kenney, Penrose, Wilson, 
Davis, Kyle, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FauLKNeR in the chair). 
The question recurs on agreeing to the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resurned. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in parents 115, page 31, line 14, 
before the words “ per centum,” to strike out “forty” and insert 
**fifty;” so as to e the paragraph read: 

115. Freestone, granite, sandstone, limestone, and other buildi 
mental stone, except marble and onyx, not 8 ly provided for 
hewn, dressed, or polished, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out “fifty” and insert ‘‘ thirty.” 

Mr. President, it becomes my melancholy duty to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Rhode Island to another rate in excess of 
that in the McKinley Act. He informed us that there were only 
five or six. I think we have already gone over some thirty or 
forty—I have not enumerated them—and here is another dut 
exceeding that inthe McKinley Act. The further we go with t 
bill, I am sorry to say, the more evident it is that our friends on 
the other side have lost all respect and veneration for their great 
ideal tariff act, named after the President of the United States. 
I ask for the yeas and nays on the question of agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr, President, I donot desire to take up any time 
on this schedule or on this icular duty, but I do wish to say 
that it is far from being a high duty. It strikes me and always 
has struck me that it is one of the lowest, in view of the compara- 
tive labor cost. The labor cost here is just double what it is in 
Scotland, and it isa very heavy competition for us to meet. I 
myself think the duty ought to be a great deal higher. The cost 
of the product is almost entirely labor, and having to pay here just 
double wages, renders it ee eee unless we want to 
drive the granite industry out of this country, to give it adequate 

rotection. I consider this very far from what itought tobe. It 
less than what is given to marble. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President, Ishall not occupy much time, 
as I am very anxious to vote on the amendment, but I wish to put 
in the RecorpD some facts concerning the matter under discussion. 

First, without reading, I ask permission to insert in the Recorp 
an extract from a letter received by me from J. G. Batterson, jr., 
who is very largely interested in the manufacture of granite in 
my own city as well as in other cities of the country, and whose 
firm furnished the beautiful granite that was used in the con- 
struction of the Congressional Library. I a&k permission to have 
the letter inserted in the Recorp without reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and that will be the order. 

The letter is as follows: 


or monu: 
this act, 


New York, May 28, 1897. 

My Dear Senator: You will beconferring a great favor and earning the 
everlasting gratitude of the stone cutters and manufacturers of New Eng- 
jand if you sneceed in mnemeecings Ce tariff on finished work to a point where 
American labor can compete with the aug roduct. There are only afew 
concerns in the United States who make it a Gadecs of importing, and the 

ority of those have little or no financial poating: and any statements 
e by them as to hardships imposed upon them by increase of tariff are of 
no importance as compared with the other side of the question. 

There are about 15,000 stonecutters in the United States, and 10,000 of 
those men are employed in New E . The granite centers, such as 
Qu . Barre, Concord, and Westerly, have suffered severely during the 
past few years of hard es; and the small work, such .as headstones and 
Gael mepanent conting from $100 to $500, on which the small manufacturers 
have depending for their work, has , eels with 


so cut to pieces that there is it for any ex 
those handling foredga work on commission. —— 


rit ea J.@. BATTERSON, Jr. 
Inited States Benate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 


* 


Hon. 





JUNE |. 
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Mr.GALLINGER. Ialsoask permission toinsert in the Reco, 
a resolution adopted by the Commercial Club of Concord, N. 1j 
touching this question. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the pox. 
olution will be printed in the Recorp, The Chair hears none. 

The resolution is as follows: 

ConcorD, N. H., May 29, 1: 

Dear Srr: At a meeting of the Concord Commercial Club, held this ,;, 
the following resolution was unanimously adopted: ; 

“ Resolved, That the Concord Commercial Club heartily indorses the action 
of the Concord Granite Manufacturers’ Association looking to the 
of « sufficient tariff on imported granite to equalize 
product between this and foreign countries.” 

Respectfully, yours, 


Securing 


the labor cost of the 


H. H. CHASE, Secreta; y 
Hon. J. H. GALLINGER, 


United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I will read a letter received a short tine 
ago from T. P. Sullivan, of Concord, N. H., who has had very 
large experience in the matter of manufacturing granite, but who 
is not now in that business. He writes me as follows: 

ConcorD, N. H., May 10, 1297. 

My Dear Senator: Your favor of the 6th is at hand; also a copy 0! the 


Dingley amended tariff bill. Lwould say that of course I am inter sted jy 
the granite end of it. although I am entirely out of the business; but never. 


theless I am interested in every item in the bill that-keeps United States 
dollars to be spent’in the United States instead of having them spent in any 
other country. As to the granite of it, the item on the rough material 
is probably all t, because I from the nature of the European 
quarries we can n cae from that source; but there are some in (Canada 
and the Provinces we should have no special cause for allowing to be 
opened up at our expenses; but I think 14 cents sufficient. 

As to the duty on dressed granite,it should be more than 50 per cent ad 
valorem. While 50 per cent ma look , the real fact is that 50 per cent 
of the duty on the actual cost is as much as we ever get on account of no 
real rvision or intelligent i fon a’ 


su t the port of shipment. To-day 
the entire granite importation isin the hands of combinations that co 


itrol 


the price and control who the buyers are to be on this side, and in many 
cases it is the same firm in Scotland that ships and invoices to itsel/ in tho 
United States, and you can imagine what sort of an invoice you might 
ex for ad valorem purposes. The price they sell for here is not con- 
trolled by any honest oe Pree) > Sasa’ ertesin Scotland. but is 
simply low enough to just beat the salesman of American granites. 
One well-paid, competent granite ex in Scotland could have saved, at 
least in some years in the past, over $100,000a year in the establishment of 
roper costs on man red granite when offered for importation int this 
country, and I me same defect will be found in connection with 
every other le that is imported on an ad valorem duty. The granite 
cutters in this country get 60 per diem to, say, atanaverage. The 
es run in about line. same grades in Beotland would run at 
90 cents to $1.25 per day, and 50 per cent of duty will not protect us by 


means. 
granite is not a uct of any particular section of our country. 
feomtur Minnesota, cebreae, Missour! Carolinas are eo ‘taxi 


+ New England 


Ww 


greater granite States than either of our New States. and in either 
can be found as fine a granite as can be found anywhere. An.i with sucha 
vast field to compete from, I don't understand why we should have « single 
foreign te monument in our country. If the same conditions existe | in 
any country of E as to other products, the United States could not sell 
a dagis d "sw there. are granite dealers in every section of 
our comaahy to establish and these people should be given 

The y Monument in Atlanta shows as fine a class of ite as can be 
found in the world. from Petersburg to Fredericksburg, can show 
as fine and as varied tes as can be found, and in all those places men are 
struggling to estab! a business,and I can not.see why the farmer or the 
millionaire who enjoys the privilege of making m and selling his goods 
in the best market of the world should not be to buy his goods in 
that same market. 

In view of the combinations in Scotland and the United States, and in view 
of the easy way goods can be sent at a reduced value, can beat our mar- 
ket if the price was at 80 per cent ad valorem, and it should not be put 
at any less. You find no 


ceaasse he rchsas eal uelase in nenatber net ee poll sosocs 2 
a : 18 attorneys or 
From the millionaire Scoteb granite dealsrs. 


T. P. SULLIVAN. 

Hon. Jacos H. GALLINGER, 

United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 

That, Mr. President, ise testimony from a man of thorough 
American instincts, and whose sole interest is for the welfare of 
American producersandlaboringmen. His words carry infinitely 
more t than that of im who desire to break down 
the Am market so that they can sell imported monuments. 

From the accompanying comparative tables which I des:rv to 
—_-> aoe ams beng a manufacturers arerenite work 
and their workmen, y protected against the low waxes 
are entitled to a duty of 100 per cent ad valorem 


paid abroad, 
placed on finished te to a the cost of labor. If the 
prepeaes duty ns, it would be but fair to make a compound 
uty, adding, say; 15 or 20 cents per cubit foot to the ad valorem 
duty. Even that would only partially protect the Ame ian 


manufacturer, but it would be a great help, and I shall hope thet 
the committee of conference may revise the rates as I suggest. 
I wish to have printed in connection my remarks the com- 
rative tables to which I have alluded, and which have !««0 
i the Granite Manufacturers’ Association of Quincy, 
the relative cost of granite monuments in Sct 
country, and the rate of duty required to equalize 
» came, a it will be seen that in ee otes the 
wou cent upon finished granite to eq 
labor couk bowween this | country and Scotland, from which latter 
country so many of our granite monuments are brought. 


, 


NS a tile oo nei Malet ie 











1897. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. The document will be printed 
in the REcoRD, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 
The statement referred to is as follows: 


Monument No. 1, manufactured at Quincy, Mass., or Concord, N. HL, 








2,800 nds and containing 16 cubic feet, costs $165. 
Veen the * size of the above monument No. 1, manufactured in Scot- 
land— 
COR anc nnonscedtece gevesesse~-<- LO Os. cee Nn oe etng cobene $76. 96 
PERT 262-0002. Add 60 per cent duty .......... 46.17 
aaa ib conte per eubic foot (16 Add 20 cents per cubic foot (16 
100%) acacdnccoccciiesoncesee--2e 2.40 0 EES Ae 20 
Freight ....-.-.2-2--s00-0---0--- BE III. i onc cpdiscsnccen cuss 6.63 
124. 47 182. 96 
above com’ d duty, 50 per cent ad valorem and 15 cents per cubic 
toot, i equal to as per cent ad valorem. 
$76. 96 
53 per cent. 
23088 
38480 
$40.78 
BIE ccwdwedenanccsccccccccccccces 6.63 
124. 37 


Monument No. 1 weighs 2,800 pounds. Specific duty required to equalize 
labor cost, 8 cents per pound. 





8 cents MR adipididnancasassnatsdidubds denuqzdieeus $384. 00 
7s aon Tien naise dhedcute Conduatpiccnpnasianpintone 76. % 
Freight <- 2.22.02 n 0 22 ne nnn ee ence neon ewes ene cee e cone enn e ween nenesaee- 6.63 

167.59 


Table showing relative cost of Quincy and Scotch monuments. 
{Prices marked “Quincy” are f. ta Quincy, and Scotch are delivered at 
n. 





Cost in Scotland, with |Duty required to equal- 
ize la 







































Cost in Quincy, Mass. cost of freight r cost, 1( 
ee added. : per cent. 
Monument No. 1— 
16 cubic feet.. $165.00 | 16.0 equal......._. $76.96 | 16.0 equal........ $76.96 
33 Proposed duty, 50 388.48 | Duty ............ 76.96 
per cent. 
Freight........... 6.63 | Freight.......... 6.63 
122.07 160. 55 
Monument No. 2— e3 
Scubic feet.... 53.50 | 5.5 equal.......... 6.5 equal......... 25. 52 
Proposed duty, 50 12.26 | Duty ............ 2. 52 
per cent. 
Freight........... 1.25 | Freight.......... 1.2% 
39.53 52.29 
Monument No. 3— ge vi 
7 eubie feet.... 81.31 | 6.10 equal......... 31.59 | 6.10 equal -- 31.50 
Proposed duty, 0 15.79 | Duty -..... . 31.59 
per cent. 
Freight. .......... Freight........... 3.12 
66. 30 
Monument No. 4— 
40 eubic feet... 374.18 | 40.0 equal... ...... 40.0 equal........ 194. 
Proposed duty,50 97.20 DP ccctnbecude 194. 
per cent. 
OE Ee Preight.......... 60 
307.20 “404.40 
Monument No. 5— shy fa aT 
M4 cubic feet... 136.00 | 11.10 equal.......- 11. 10 equal. ...... 55. 89 
Proposed duty,50 27.94 Ik aan 55. 89 
per cent. 
RE Freight.......... 5.85 
f 117. 63 
Monument No. pes 
Beubic feet. . 196.64 | 12.10 equal........ 60.75 | 12. 9 equal....... 60.75 
Proposed duty,50 30.37 _ Cas 
per cent. 
Freight. .......... 4.68 | Freight.......... 4.68 
95. 80 128.18 





tters are working twelve 


wih ages pilin Gone SCH Babe une a 
e “9 ’ ’ ne ; ass. , 
pene large granite centers, and it het te Tanned 
in the other they are for hours’ labor $1.80 a 
| Ag a day in Sweden for fourteen hours. 
Mr. For quarrymen? 
ae NGER. Yes, for quarrymen, and we are paying 
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our granite cutters a minimum rate of $2.65 for nine hours’ work, 
while in Sweden they are working twelve hours for 87 cents. 
That is upon the authority of a native of Sweden, who has recently 
visited that country and who brings back absolutely correct infor- 
mation. 

Mr, President, I do not intend te delay the Senate, although 
much other valuable information could be furnished on this sub- 
ject. My own judgment is that the proposed duty of 50 per cent, 
which the Committee on Finance have suggested, while larger 
than the House rate, is entirely inadequate; and if I were not ex- 
tremely anxious to have the bill passed, believing that it will tend 
to relieve the business distress that has overtaken almost every 
American industry, I should be inclined to make a contest for a 
larger rate.- For this reason I will forbear offering an amendment, 
but will repeat the hope that when the bill gets into conference, 
the granite interests of this country may be better protected than 
they are even by the Senate amendment, to the end that the men 
who are engaged in this great industry in the United States may 
be fully a adequately protected from the cheaper labor of for- 
eign countries. hat is all the American granite manufacturers 
ask, and their demand is both reasonable and just. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I understood my friend the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGs] to say a while ago that the 
labor cost in this work is twice as great in the United States asin 
foreign countries. Therefore, he justified the high rate imposed 
by the pending bill for the equalization of the difference in labor 
cost of the foreign and the domestic product. I find by our census 
returns, asto marble and stone work, in the United States, that the 
labor cost in 1890 was $41.58 in every $100 worth of product, and 
as to limestone, $46.61. 

Now, if these two sums are double the labor cost in foreign 
countries, $25 in the $100, or 25 per cent, would cover the differ- 
ence; but the amount given, at $46.61 and $41.58, would cover the 
entire labor cost. So 40 per cent in the bill would cover the en- 
tire labor cost. It would cover not only the difference, but it 
would make a present to the manufacturers of marble and stone 
and limestone—they are all in the schedule. The Government 
would give to those parties a sum amply sufficient to cover all 
their labor—not the difference, but the whole of it. 

My friend the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] 
said we ought to have 100 per cent, if I understood him correctly. 
A hundred per cent would cover all cost—the cost of material, the 
cost of labor, the cost of everything. When we put 100 per cent 
on articles which we purchase ina foreign country, free on board, 
which covers a margin of profit to the man who is conducting the 
business, it covers the entire thing, and not the cost of labor only. 
The quotation of prices of labor by the day amounts to nothing. 
We know that machinery makes the great reduction in the cost of 
labor in this country. The report from which I have read shows 
that the labor cost here is so far beneath 100 per cent; that 40 per 
cent in the pending bill would amply cover the whole labor cost, 
and not merely the difference. 

Mr. LODGE.  Theamount of machinery used in granite cutting 
is very, very small. It is almost exclusively hand labor. 

Mr. MILLS. I understand it is very considerable. 

Mr. LODGE. I am not speaking of getting the stone out, but 
of working it afterwards. have here the figures of cost. The 
cost in Scotland, freight added, of monument No. 1—these are 
samples of monuments—is $76.98; the same monument would cost 
in Quincy, Mass., $165. That is absolute cost, and it is almost 
entirely labor cost. 

I will not take the time of the Senate to go through a series of 
these monuments. It is the same throughout. The labor cost 
here is just about twice as much asitisin Scotland. I referred 
to the difference between this country and Scotland. Comparing 
with Sweden, as the Senator from New Hampshire did, it would 
be rather greater. I think the Senator from Texas will find that 
the labor is largely hand labor and that the cost is largely labor 


cost. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Looking over the tariff hearings, I find the 
following: 

MONTPELIER, VT., January 6, 1897 
Committee on Ways and Means: 

The tariff on granite is now 3) per cent, under the McKinley bill it was 40 
per cent, and before that time it was 20 per cent; but 30 per cent ‘is suffi- 
ciently high for the protection of American labor. 

Ninety-nine per cent of the granite imported into this country is red gran- 
ite. The red granite of the United States is very limited. Th is some 
found at Red sh, in Maine, but it is of a quality that will not hold its 
color gnd is not very desirable, and if the peopie of the United States want 
a red granite, they can not obtain a good article in this country. The result 
is that excessive duty on this granite will take it from the consumer and will 
not be any advantage to the American workmen. 

If you will look at the schedule of qrenste imported into the United States 
within the past year, ycu will find under the W per cent tariff alarge decrease, 
and we hope the duty will be left as it now stands and not increased 

Weare handlers of Barre granite, and know that it does not affect 
the trade in our native stone and would not in any other granite centers in 
the United States. 


ere 


R. C. Bowers GRANITE COMPANY, 
B. C. BOWERS, President. 








There is another communication: 


Committee on Ways and Means: 


I wish to enter my protest against any change in the present rate of duty 
+m ite, as I present cost of the same style work in 
Lite, that the present rate of duty is more than 
oduct. naci reason for sales be- 
vea larger variety of 
_ Soom and Swedish, which 


zo is not Sea piioeanaitte urchasers that 
he imported te work. You will find, by 


Boston, January 5, 1897. 


protect 
ing ra MD the eaeecsten 
ors from which to 


same article in Lapeeted granite 
y interested tn ores granite quarry property at West Quin 
all other American ond do net 
eat industry require any further p: 
than the present tariff prov 
CHARLES CLEMENTS. 


Again: 

BosTox, January 5, 1897. 
Committee on Ways and Means: 
Wy Sth 90 poceeh santas on advance imported 
Stee Sie etn Laer granites, both 
r duty means a hea foun to tae Ub vesmenaat be 
eee. We trust that the present —, on investi- 
t there will be aan on of your saree ne 

no or the 
E. C. WILLISON. 


cy, Mass. 
consider that my 


Again: 

Boston, Janwary 5, 1897. 
Committee on ee 
Weare owners Spepetnent eee toe Sa, 
Vt., and H ee Set rom practical we are satisfied that 
an increase tariff is uamocesenty for presenien On the con- 
trary, it unsettles prices and disturbs the monumental generally. 
The American manufacturers have superior to those in Scot- 


of g granite that is imported at 
the present time is red granite, of which we have very few quarries 
for monumental we tor in of the monu- 
mental business 


Again: 


New Yor«, January ¢, 1897. 

Committee on Ways and Means: 
Tour cumesttins Wil 20 Gout cembber the sabe ct Gedy cn fccuign gases 
ea ~~ The aoe pene wen cs cent. ae ae advanced 
cent then per cen rate considering 
enh matters the inten of aay tad auseme. toe ustice to 
all in concerned, and y bellof that such is the onvo is m culy encase 
for weeping “yen your vetoaite Gane. An examination of the imports 
will show that eent of same is red granite, for which we have noequiv- 
alent in the Un? States. ee ee ee ne comniny ae 


quperior $0 engthing genuiite bo cousee ayeeae. Red granites, such as 
O’Fare, red , and the red Swede granites, are not to be found on 
this side, and when our citizens require such material it is necessary to 
uction of the rete to the old basis of 20 per cent would advance the 
interests i wracpous Syasereet. 6s Shae S be Siiee a Steet, 00 Ee 
granites quarried here are so much anything 
fpvwecure abrond that tho market is practically closed’ toi 


por see quenties, hewewsh, @ te.nocemney tap outside, and a rate of duty 


of over 20 per cen a burden upon who wish to pur ma- 
Tested thnk an aabtunh at un alieodeen color, beau different 
ogee by ae See If any industry in this coun would be 

rate of 30 per cent, 


othe inst to leaving the duty at its 
ara be § bo eaner wpretenh. At least 
in home materia’ 


It is so seldom that 


comin from manu- 
ja cose They = not only manufacturers, but some of them 
; and =~, are quarrymen who own the 


quarries. 
aThey state distinc ~e f "that at least 90 per cent of the granite that | one 


comes into the Uni 
granite aoe not at all compete with gra 


States is red granite; that that character of 


h grey aes the ne Siting! 


monumental granite, as it oaorebeds 

tariff upon the granites is no good whatever to any interesietatinn 
United 8 States, nor ae it — aa a oe revenue, be- 
cause the additional tariff bitive. I submit these 
considerations to we preys. Fa on S ee and claim that they 


ought to be entitled to considerable 

e gentlemen who write these eieeaiinitees certainly can 
not o accused of any leaning toward the horrid idea of free trade, 
for the last cnainanination wound up with a statement that the 
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of the labor, the result of ——— ar 


Pee ee other co o 
tries. This ought to be, I 1 play og interest of the wh.), 
country, y co and the rate, if not lowered, ought ¢.;. 


the Wilson rate 
Mr. GALLINGER. $i Gee geatiees frees whom the Sen, oF 


from Louisiana has read are im of te. Most of th: 
are known to those of us who live in New a. Lrise simply 
ee et eaten ee ee Bowers makes, which the <...;. 


ator from Louisiana has read, that there is no red granite suit: er 
for monumental pu in this country, is so clearly refut:( by 
some literature whic T hold in m that I desire to put it in 


y RD. that we ve in W teed ita, 
Missouri, and Texas la: cuaiiieneh the very best colored gta an- 
ite the world uces that can be used for monumental pur}, 

Mr. WAR . Idesire to state at this point that very |i: 


uantities of the granite in question are found in the State = 

— ing. We useitfor monumental and building purposes, anq 
it proved to be valuable in every way. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I meant to add the State of Maine lik: wise 
Task unanimous consent to have placed in the Recorp, wit):out 
reading, the clippings that I send to the desk, which absolute!) 41; 

refute the contention that we have not in this country 


y 
ana a - colored granite for monumental purposes. 


T hat 


is all I care to 
The PRESIDI! G OFFICER. Is _ to the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire? If be no objection, 


such will be the order of the Senate. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 
peter, Ve, bering made th 
iy, Ve. Serine mode the me that grenite, Ways 


nite of the 


tte ol te Hous of if the of the United States 

ie can not obtain a good in country.” the 
ra ee stoneeutter who knows whereof he writes. ¢01- 
color does not fade as 


Berri, Wis., March 21, 1507 
and describe a few of the red- ite quarries 
and Missouri that I have pers: nally 


whe Montello red-granite quarry, of Wisconsin lies about 100 miles fro: 


Raliroad, it was first opened for wor re eee Ce entra 


about fifteen years 


Present time of writing is one of redgranite quarries in the | nite 4 

is a hard and em aT ian topic eeeenein at the same nature 

as the ja Wee Shee > Senet, if I am not mistaken, 

Brattle’ ‘Vt.) stone takes a very ttering and carving 
show a contrast on polished work. 

As to as SEEN eee re te 20 feet square 
may be ¥ The greater depth the stone is taken from tho 
quarry darker and the granite becomes. There are some s11!! 1 

te near Wausaw, Wis., at a place called Granite Heights, 
are not to much advantage on account of railroad (1: (| 
ities. The granite is of excellent . The red granite quar- 
ries of Minnesota are mostly at or around St. situated 67 miles from 
and St. northwest on the Great orthern and Union Pa- 
The has been used mostly for building purp fo r 

nearly nine years. the last three years it has come into prominen: 
m te. It is an elegant ante and aural al- 
though it will not stand as much as Its 
lighter than Saas ets pa. and will not 
fade through exposure or time. There are Quantities of it. It 


th 
but there is of all and color about St. Clo 
ocquasategnen, Ses © granite grades 


ville, has red The court-! as ef 

ie was Unie trons Uke tana, is not used much f: bn ynu- 

ee oe r quar- 
ne gray q 





it ranks next to ontello, 


country 
know nothing 
nk Texas has 


J 


) 


Montpelier. your issue of 
Your is quite right, and statement should be taken up |y 
interested in granite resented Shs tealin, a0 it ina gross mist A 
ecw solbanceiaiianiesamtinass intern est 
can : 
tho fact uf tho United States Government fas toquallty i ; 
Jonesboro granite and with evide 
it. Aa for smaemannas work well toe been for years and 
isi sede it. We have done quite « lot 
ssfoitsqualty yea come u have never had a question asked 
cents mire nen Fin tack nasa by the best Scotch 
for color and oes of dealers to 
fs shee at hee anaes rit see ball the di ffer- 
ence. It will hold its color = 80 granite, as we 
can show. 


As to the advantage we can show that if 
SEE Sites nec cree et finished, 
could supply the demand here Seoul smgly havo 
have to pay = 

he should do 


matter as yoa and trusting other 


in RR Beurewrox Rep nantes Co. oF 3.155 
Per . G, 


. 
. 
* 

















LLANO, 


TEX. 
Luayo County, TEex., April 5, 1897. 
Stone Trade News an article by a Mr. R. C. 
r. Bowers thinks there is no red granite in the 
monumental or any other purpose, he should 
or even to Llano County. and one day’s travel a 
operation, and the mountains of stone whic 
and which are as as the world can produce, 
would convince him, I think, that he was mistaken in his estimate. In Bur- 
Granite Mountain, a good red stone of unlimited quantity, 


stone. 
County, Frank Teich’s red-granite quarry is as good a red stone 
. 

2 uce. vt isa bree — Peter- 
purposes. even in 
of nd. Also blue 
. From these quarriesstone of any 

entirely free from discoloring matter or seams. 
red granite which is noted for its hardness 
taken from aquarry 


[ 


: 
é 
i 
‘ 


known as Bear Moun- 
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thing to what has been said on the question, but the Senator from 
New Hampshire _— GALLINGER] proposed to put in the Rxc- 
ORD some article from a newspaper—some literature, as he called 
it—upon the point we now have under discussion. I think 
that is a wrong practice, sir. I do not think that any article 
ought to go into the Recorp unless it is read to the Senate, that 
we may see what the language is and know what the article is. 
I call for the reading of the article, or else I shall object to ita go- 
ing into the RecorpD without being read. 

Mr. GALLINGER.’ I will say to the Senator that they are all 
articles published in a trade journal. 

Mr. BATE. It does not make any difference whether they were 
published in a trade journal or a daily paper; but I think what 
ever goes into the RECORD onght to be Scand by the Senate; and 
as‘the articles relate to the question now under consideration, I 


tain call for their reading. 
is also the enchanted rock, of red , covering an 4 . a i. 
nde and rising toa height of 740 feet. If a © cenit tol Mr. GALLINGER. I shall be pleased to read them, and I shall 
see this mountain of stone, he would decide there was at least one geek reciprocate at some time when the Senator from Tennessee wants 
bowlder of oo in the United States, enough for any patposs to insert something in the Recorp. 
x it was tietove avons wh tees a this nd congue _ Mr. BATE. Youcan reciprocate whenever youdesire. I know 
In sfason County Mase ane lnoye eects of red, pink, and white granite. it ee ractice to have anything put in the Recorp with- 
dozens othe places whe re cou uarries | ou 1 . : 
lost When I say quarries I mean just what I ng 


of which 
and character is 


Reference has been made to the granite deposits in 

There are deposits there of colored 

granite, and while I do not know, I suppose it is equal to any 

ee is brought in from abroad or produced anywhere else. 

here to say that there is no necessity for increasing this 

d the comparative statement shows it. In 1893, under 

the McKinley Act, there was brought into this country $439,147 
worth of In 1896 the imports fell to $320,432.99 worth. 

Mr. GER. It was owing to hard tires. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from New Hampshire says it was 
owing to hard times, but look at the difference in the rate of duty. 
Why should = = put back this duty when hard times are 
contin should you increase it to 50 cent over and 

Act, when the depression still rests upon the 
country of which Senator speaks? 

Mr. if we could compromise on this proposed tariff 
act by putting on tariff duties equivalent to the difference in labor 


time. I undertake to say that I can prove from the 
only of the census, from which the Senator from Texas has read, 
but of the labor commissioners in the New England States, con- 
spicuously in Connecticut, that the duties in the 
and this proposed act cover the entire cost in a gr 
stances, and no attention is paid to the difference in labor. 

We had a conspicuous example of that in 


Q 


F 


ph 111, which | 


Mr. GALLINGER. I make the point of order that unanimous 
corisent was given to have the matter printed in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
Chair distinctly asked the question whether there was objection 
to the insertion of the articles in the Recorp without reading. 
Hearing no objection, the Chair ordered that the same be inserted 
without reading, assuming that unanimous consent was given. 
So far, therefore, as the insertion of the articles in the Recorp is 
concerned, the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BATE. I have nothing to say against any particular Sen- 
ator doing it, but I give notice now that I shall hereafter object. 
The Chair has decided that my objection is too late, but the next 
time I shall see that it is made in time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the 
amendment of the Senator frem Missouri [Mr. Vest} to the amend- 
ment of the committee, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 115, page 31, line 14, strike out 
“ forty,” before the words ** per centum,” and insert *‘ thirty” in 
lieu of *‘ fifty,” as proposed by the committee; so as to read: 

il5. Freestone, granite, sandstone, limestone, and other building or monu 


mental stone. except marble and onyx, not specially provided for in this act, 
hewn, dressed, or polished, 30 per cent ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon the amendment to the 
amendment the Senator from Missouri demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays wereordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
eall the roll. 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called). 


Lam paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. DeBor}. 


Ido not see him present, 


| and I withhold my vote. 


Mr. HANSBROOUGH (when his name wascalled). Iam paired 


was adopted here against our protest. The tax on superficial feet | With the Senator frem Virginia [Mr. Danigv}. 


in two classifications was $1.75, and then the bill goes on to pro- 


vide that when og of onyx or granite is smoothed the 
duty is a acubic foot. If 


smoothing of any portion of it, immediately, in the 


it is a place only an inch in size, the | . 
| the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor}. 


Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I announce my 
pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Lixpsay}. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name wascalied). Iam paired with 
If he were present, 





name of labor, the duty is increased to $3.60 a cubic foot. he would vote “nay” and I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
Mr. PLATT of To what paragraph is the Senator ain, QU ay — . pene called), Hasthe Senator from 
from 2 ma [Mr. MorGan] voted? 
Mr. VEST. Iam ing about paragraph 111, which we have = a SIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama has 
adopted. If the Senator will turn to it, he will see that what I | not voted. 
state is absolutely true. > ” Mr. QUAY. Then I will withhold my vote. If he werepresent, 
Mr. ALLISON. That is the duty on marble. I should vote “nay.” 
Mr. VEST. Marble and onyx. The duty is $1.75 asuperficial | The roii call having been concluded, the result was announced — 
fats een a place as big as an inch, or less than an | Yeas 19, nays 28; as follows: Bi 
, Ora hundredth part of an inch, immediately the tariff tax -AS—]D. 
cubic foot attaches j ; 5 Cockrell, Mitchell, Turpie, 
eae at ae Seiiiinars maeesotod ts im — ie Berry Faulkner, é turphy, Vout. u 
: . C “ . , -ettus, falthall, 
Mr. H. The Senator is a little off—— Chilton, MeLauria, Rawlins, White. 
> VEST. I el What does the ees say? be Clay, Mills, eae ~ 
will : — pone be aioe, Fotrtanie, . Hawley, Piatt, ( oan 
he I think not. ison, oraker, oar, Pritchard, 
. Burrow Frve, Jones, Nev. Sewell, 
Mr. ALDRICH. On mao 34 in that paragraph the rate i. 36 Cannon,” Gallinger, Lodge. : Shoup, 
cents a foot and rubbed isi is 3 cents addi- | Carter, ar, Mebride, Spooner, 
tional, witch makes 21 cents a superficial foot instead of $3.00. | oe _, jo. ee 
Mr. VEST. I have been very careful to go over it with an ex- ' NOT VOTING—42. 
oe and to make the calculation. Ido not think I am mistaken. | ajjen. ous, Mantle, Smith, 
ae to the last classification, where any is smoothed, the : ener, Bpnstecash. Martin, Stewart, 
duty cubic foot. The other taxation » ns. Mason, eller, 
a heen it and I do oo the | Butler, Siorsion Tenn. Morgan, Thurston, 
as 10 ma not t am | Clark, Heitfeld, Morrill, Tillman, 
is an increase over the tariff in the name | Selim, seamey, Pases, 7 omer 
: ‘ rle, Penrose, ellngton, 
y —— eae from Fo ) <— Lindsay. Pettigrew, Wilson” 
ee the wens acinar Elkins, anes’ — N. Y. Wolcott. 
George, ce Mi octor, 
Gorman, Mallory, Quay, 


: 


, 1 do not rise to add any- So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the adop- 
tion of the amendment of the Committee on Finance to make the 
rate 50 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read paragraphs 116 and 117, as follows: 


116. Griesetenas, finished or unfinished, $1.75 per ton. 
eC: 


117. Slates, slate chimney-pieces, mantels, slabs for tables, roofing slates, 
and all other manufactures of slate, not specially provided for in this act, 
20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to go back to paragraph-—— 

Mr. VEST. Iwant tosay a word upon the paragraph just read. 
I do not intend to make any motion, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri.* 

Mr. VEST. The majority of the Finance Committee have 
adopted the Wilson duty of 20 per cent, but it ought to be re- 
duced, I will say to the Senator from Rhode Island. I call his 
attention to the rate upon roofing slate. The comparative state- 
ment shows that we exported in 1896, $266,385 worth and we im- 
ported $224 worth. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I assumethat if the rates were reduced, there 
would be no large importations. The slate manufacturers have 
the entire American market. 

. VEST. Asa matter of course they have. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And they are sure to keep it,I imagine. what- 
ever the rates are. 

Mr. VEST. It is a caricature upon tariff taxation to put on a 
“— of 20 per cent when we have the market. 

r.ALDRICH. But the rate is the very lowest that is imposed 
by the bill upon any manufactured article. I see no reason for 
oe 

Mr. T. It is out of all symmetry, if there is any, with the 
balance of the schedule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the request of the 
Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That-we dispose of paragraph 88. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator now to consent to an adjourn- 


ment, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest tothe Senator from Missouri toallow 
one or two poner hs have been over in this schedule 
to be — of. I think there will no-particular discussion 
upon then. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator if everything with that 
exception in this schedule has been acted upon? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Everything in Schedule B has been acted upon 
except the paragraphs that have been passed over. 

Mr. HALE. So that we now have reached Schedule C, which is 
the metal schedule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. All the rest has been disposed of. 

Mr. VEST. We passed over, I think, three paragraphs at the 
instance of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those have all been disposed of, I think, with 
one or two exceptions. ; 

Mr. VEST. I think not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraphs 86 and 88, the Chair 
understands, have been passed over. 

Mr. VEST. More than those were passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is speaking of this 
particular schedule—Schedule B. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 88, I think, can be readily acted 
upon. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let that go over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 88? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; on page 17. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator front Rhode Island to let them 

over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 116 has not been acted on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 109 has also been 


over. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 109 has been passed over. Is there 
“~ one to percocet gpe neg now? 
r. VEST. I would rather let that go over until morning. 
We shall make time if vou will just pass them over entirely. 
Mr. MILLS. Let us have an executive session. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Pending the lull in the business — 
Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that the Senator from Missouri 
desires that both paragraphs 88 and 109 shall be passed over. 
Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator to let them go over until to- 
morrow. 
Mr. WHITE. I should like to state to the Senator—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has recognized the | all 


Senator from Missouri {Mr. CockRELL]. 
Mr. COCKRELL, Let them go on and finish up this business. 
Mr. WHITE. I have seen the statement made (of course I do 
not know whether it is by authority) that there is to be a new 
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sugar schedule interjected into the bill later on. I make the sy. 
gestion simply that as we are now near the metal schedule, pr... 
tically at it, as the wood schedule follows, and we will next be on 
the sugar schedule, unless it is far less complicated than most 
modern sched@wttes, if there is any new schedule to be introduce) 
here, I hope that we may see it at as early a day as practicable. 

Several Senators, I believe, are preparing computations uj) n 
the present schedule, and they may have an opportunity to ex«r- 
cise their intellect upon a new one. So if there is anything of 
that kind, even embryotic, I trust it will fructify into some pro }- 
uct that may enable us to grasp it before the schedule is reac}),.). 
at least a day or two before. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from California will have 
ample notice. At least we shall try to accommodate him. 

Mr. WHITE. I trust so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Rhode Is!and now 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 


8S. 8. ROBINSON. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs shall be discha from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 236) to restore 8S. 8S. Robinson, late of the 
Sixteenth United States Infantry, to the Army, and place him on 
the retired list, and that the bill shall be indeiinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Missouri that the Committee on Military 
Affairs be discharged from the further consideration of the bi!|? 
The Chair hears nene; and the committee is discharged. The bil] 
will be indefinitely postponed, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now -l imtroduce another bill for the same 
purpose, and ask that it be referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 
The bill (S. 2062) for the relief of S. S. Robinson was read 
= by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
rs. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


- A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bill and jo‘nt resolu- 


tions; and they were thereupon signed by the President pro 


tempore. 

‘A bill (H. R. 16) — appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898. 
and for other Peepers: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 43) in amendment of the joint resolu- 
tion of April 7, 1897, authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
omer Se for the relief of the famishing poor of 

ndia; an 

A joint.resolution (S. R. 44) making an appropriation to supply 
a deficiency in the —— for public printing and binding 
for the fiscal year 1897. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 

PORTRAIT OF SITTING BULL. 


Mr. KYLE submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Li is instructed to purchase 
Eiw'hew Libriry balding an of pinging. ie ago Siting Bu 74 
hat ase price shall not excced $180. ‘The p' 


chief, and. t e pure price agreed 
upon shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


WICHITA INDIAN LANDS, 


Mr. QUAY. Lask that the resolution in relation to the Wichita 
spay nds heretofore submitted by me may now be laid before 

e Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FauLknerin the chair). If 
there be no objection, the Chair lays before the Senate the resolu- 
tion referred to by the Senator from Pennsylvania, which will be 


~The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Quay May 
25, 1897, as follows: 


Resolved, That the right to compensation on the part of the Wichita and 
pegs iy of Indians for their right in and to the lands ceded 
onid agreement made and entered 
“ % and aa- 
it the he a by the which sha'l Rtbewine the 
of the w and Chickasaw nations in and to the said lan‘'s, 
requested the allotments to said 
Caen compensation to be allowe.i and paid to said 

for the in excess of allotments shall bs firally determine. 


~ unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
u . 


: s. 


“7 at 


s e ie eres ees Wi 5, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Pertt- 
anew), to strike out of the resolution all after the word *‘ lands,” 
in line 10. 

Me. PETTIGREW. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish toaskonequestion. In what manner 
is this tribunal to adjudicate the questions presented—by a law or 
by a resolution of the Senate? 

Mr. QUAY. The Senate of the United States, I understand, 
under a provision of the convention made by these Indians with 
the Dawes Commission, is made the absolute arbitrator tinally of 
the amount due to these Indians. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. In the first place, in 1895 we passed an act 
of C which referred the question of the title to these lands 
to the Court of Claims, where the case is now pending. I have 
the briefs of the case here. 

Mr. BATE. Where is the case pending? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is pending in the Court of Claims be- 
tween the Wichitas and Choctaws and Chickasaws as to who 
owns this particular section of country. The Chickasaws and 
Choctaws have lately made an agreement to refer their claim to 
the Senate of the United States. That agreement has not yet 
been ratified. I shall insist, so far as Iam concerned, on having 
the Court of Claims dispose of the matter and decide the question 
now pending in the court. This simply delays action until the 
court has’ it, or until the Senate has passed upon it. 

The P IDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


the n. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was to; and (at 5 o'clock and 22 minutes 
. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, June 
p 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 1, 1897. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 

William Haywood, of the District of Columbia, to be secretary 
of the legation and consul-general of the United States at Hono- 
lulu, Hawaii, vice Ellis Mills, resigned. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 

John J. De Haven, of California, to be United States district 

juise for the northern district of California, vice William W. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

John K. Thompson, of West Virginia, to be marshal of the 
United States for the district of West Virginia, vice Charles E. 
Wells, removed. 

SOLICITOR FOR DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

William L. Penfield, of Indiana, to be Solicitor for the Depart- 

ment of State, vice Walter E. Faison, resigned. 
ASSISTANT SURGEON IN NAVY. 


Washington Grove, a citizen of Virginia, to be an assist- 
ant surgeon in the Navy, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 1, 1897. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 


William Haywood, of the District of Columbia, to be secretary 
s the legation and consul-general of the United States at Hono- 
u, Hawaii. 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

James 8. Fruit, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal rev- 

enue for the twenty-third district of Pennsylvania. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

William Vaughan, of Alabama, to be attorney of the United 

States for the northern ict of Alabama. 
MARSHAL. 

Solomon F, Stahl, of Arkansas, to be marshal of the United 

States for the western district of Arkansas. 


POSTMASTERS. 


er at Hightstown, in the county of 


William #. Brittain, to be postmaster at Sheridan, in the count 
. at Sheridan, in the county 
: aa 
. . at a ucKke e 

and State of Rhode Island. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
[Continuation of the proceedings of the legislative day of Monday, 
May 31, 1897.) 


The recess having expired, the House, at 12 o'clock m., Tuesday, 
June 1, resumed its session. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The question before the House is the motion 
to lay on the table the appeal of the gentleman from Washington 
[Mr. Lewis] from the decision of the Chair, on which the yeas 
and nays were ordered, and a quorum did not appear. The 
Clerk will again call the roll. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker— 

Mr. TERRY Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TERRY. Does that matter necessarily come up before 
any other question can.be presented to the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair simply decides that this question 
is now before the House, and the Clerk has been ordered to call 
the roll. . The Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk began the roll call. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry and also to present a question of privilege in 
relation to myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington... Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a par- 
liamentary inquiry and: with it a reference —— 

_ The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman make his parliamentary 
Inquiry? 

Mr. LEWISof Washington. Yes,sir. I would ask the Speaker 
if Ican not withdraw temporarily my demand for the yeas and 
nays. and then, upon the withdrawal, read the exact language in 
the Recorp of the Fifty-third Congress of the proceedings -vhich 
I claim-oecurred in that Congress, sothat.I may inform the House 
literally of what transpired on that oceasion, and particularly 
with reference to the question of personal privilege which I have 
submitted to the Chair. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not. 


the roll. 


The Clerk will call 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 88, nays 57, 
answered “ present ” 35, not voting 172; as follows: 


YEAS—88. 
Adams, Dalzell, Hemenway, Payne, 
Babcock, Danford, Henderson, Pearson, 
Barrows, Davenport, Henry, Conn. Prince, 
Bartholdt, Davison, Ky. Hepburn, Pugh, 
Beach, Dingley, Hilborn, Robinson, Ind. 
Bennett, Dolliver, Hill, Royse, 
Bishop, Dovener, Hitt, Shattuc, 
Booze, Ellis, Johnson, N. Dak. Simpkins, 
Boutelle, Faris, Ketcham, Spalding, 
Brewer, Feuton, Kirkpatrick, Sperry, 
Brewster, Fleming, Knox, Sprague, 
Broderick, Fletcher, Linney, Steele, 
Brownlow, Fowler, N. J. Loud, Sturtevant, 
Butler. Gibson, Low, Sulloway, 
Cannon, Graff, McCleary, Tawney. 
Clark. lowa Griffin, McDonald, Tayler, Ohio 
Clarke, N. H. Grosvenor, MelIntire, Updegraff. 
Codding, Hager. Mercer, alker, Va 
Cooke, Hamilton, Minor, Warner, 
Cousins, Harmer, weeey. Weaver, 
Crum packer, Hawley, Morris, White, N. C. 
Curtis, Kans. Heatwole, Mudd, Wilber. 

NAYS—57. 
Baker, Ill. Griggs, Lewis, Wash. Skinner, 
Bell Gunn, Livingston, Slayden, 
Bodine, Handy, Love, Smith, Ky. 
Brantley, Hartman, McCormick, Stark, 
Brundidge, Hay, Marshall, Stephens, Tex. 

urke, Henry, Miss. Maxwell, Strowd, N. ©. 
Castle, Henry, Tex. Osborne, Tate, 
Clayton, Hunter, Pierce, Tenn. Terry 
Cochran, Mo. Jett, Rhea, Underwood, 
Cowherd, King, Rixey, Vincent, 
De Graffenreid, Kitchin, Sayers, Wheeler, Ky 
De Vries, - Kleberg, Settle, Williams, Miss. 
Dinsmore, Knowles, Shafroth, 
Epes, Lanham, Shuford, 
Fox, Latimer, Simpson, 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT *'—35. 

Adamson, Brucker, Jones, Va. Stone, W. A. 
Baird, Colson, Jones. Wash. Sulzer, 
Ball, Cooper, Tex. Lewis, Ga. Todd, 
Barber, Cooper, Wis. Maddox, Tongue, 
Barney, Curtis, lowa Meyer, La. Vandiver, 
Ba tlett, Davis, Peters, Wheeler, Ala. 
Bingham, Evans, Powers, Wright, 
Brenner, Ohio Henry, Ind. Richardson, Yost. 
Brosius, Jenkins, Sims, 





Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
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Mr. Davipson of Wisconsin with Mr. CLarx of Missouri, 


. yton, Loudenslager, Robb Mr. with Mr, BLAnp. 
Alexander, De Armond, ering, Mr. ARD with Mr. BarLow. 
Allen, ery, oye , Robertson, La. Mr. BIsHo ith Mr. No 
Arnold, Dorr, cAleer, Russell, r. BISHOP wi r. RTON. 
Bailey, i MoCall Sauerhering, Mr. WANGER with Mr. Merxison. 
er, . . non, M AHO BENNER Penns vania 
° Bankhead Ermentrout, eC Shelden, 3 L s — _ CRAN = y: i 
bs Barham. Fischer, McDowell Sherman, r, LANDIS wit FOR 
s Barlow, Fitzgerald, cEw Showalter, Mr. GiuLett of Massachusetts with Mr. McDowe tu, 
P Barrett, Fitzpatrick, MeMillin, Smith, Ml. Mr. Kup with Mr. STALLINGs. 
Rs, Belden Foote, cRae, Smith, S. W. Mr. OvE ith Mr. B LZ 
p Belford Foss, ire, Smith, Wm. Alden Yr. ODELL Wi Tr, BARTLETT. 
4 Belkoap, Fowler, N. C. y; Snover, Mr. Hicks with Mr, Orry. 
ee Benner, Pa. Gaines, : Southar Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. Coonry. 
$e ae Gardner, Mann, Southwick, Mr SmirH of hi . with Mr 
By Berr Gillet, N. Y. Marsh, kman, . ; indi M 
: pave. n ate _— alien. Stevens, Minn. =. ee = >. x 
ae ey grout. i Seat Wie Mr. Lacey with Mr, McRar. 
p Brom well, Grow, Miers, Ind. soewers, Wis. Mr. JENKINS Mr 
F ; Miller, e8, A with Mr. SroxzEs. 
= Brown Mills, Stone, C. W. Mr. PiTNEY with Mr. CARMACK. 
i Brumm, Hooker, Mitchell, a, Nebr Mr. Brum™ with Mr. Cox. 
a! rton, Howard, Ala. pen Sullivan Mr, Kerr with Mr. Ross. 
4 Campbell, Howard, Ga. Northway, Sutherland, For this day: 
a) apron Howell, a pemeeen. Mr. Wison of x ew York with Mr. McMiLiin. 
He Gatohings Hul : Taylor, Ala. Mr. COLSON. I desire to withdraw my vote and be marked 
ip Ghaseis , Hurley, ind = : ve Voorhis, . : ae 
: Clerd obnson, , : ebslage, am with my colleague, ERMEN- 
' i — x. ia N.Y Kalioy, Otjen, we oe TROUT, I desire to be o semniiek specs. 
m4 Connell, Kerr, Packer, Pa. Wanger, Mr. BARNEY. I am re the tleman from Ala- 
E ; Pack gen 
3 Geenet.” i A wer nouth, ae, Mr. Bankuead. I desire to withdraw my vote and answer 
fe . Corliss, Lamb Perkins, White, Tl. ‘—S 
3 Cox, Landis, Pitney, TONGUE. Mr. Speaker, I will ask whether the gentleman 
; foemeert, poe, Plowman, — N.¥ from Missouri, Mr. Dz ARMOND, has voted? 
if ne a Toone Pe The SPEAKER. He has not. 
a Dave se Little, as Young, Va. Mr. TONGUE. I am paired, with him, and therefore desire to 
v . r, 


withdraw my vote and answer “present.” I voted “aye.” 


Mr. HENRY of Indiana. I wish to withdraw my vote ani be 

from New York, Mr. BeLprn, and I withdraw my vote. marked “present.” I am paired with my colleague, Mr. Mii rs. 
The SPEAKER. aoe Canny ee be withdrawn, and; Mr. ae D. I withdraw my vote and ask that I be marked 
the Clerk will announce the pairs. e 


WILLIAM A. STONE. T with to ask whether the centlc- 
ee ees Mr. McCLELLAN, voted on this motion: 
The SPEAKER. He is not recorded. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then I wish to withdraw my vote, 


The following 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Wri.1aM A. Stone with Mr. McClean. 
Mr. McCata. with Mr. Howarp of 


Mr. Wuirre of Illinois with Mr. ComminGs. as [am a with him,and will askthat Ibe marked © present. 
Mr. Loximer with Mr. ny The S KER. On this question the are 88, the nays 57; 
Mr. MiLLrr with Mr. CLarp 


35 members have answered ‘‘ present,” Messrs. PLowm\ and 
Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. Jones of Washington. SLAYDEN have been noted by the Clerk and reported to the Chair 
Mr. Dorr with Mr. Mappox. as being present. The ayes have it; and the appeal is laid on tho 
Mr. Lypranp with Mr. Lentz. table. 


Mr. Horxrxs with Mr. McALErEr. 

Mr. BELKNAP with Mr. Maavurre. 

Mr. Youne of Pennsylvania with Mr. Benton. 
Mr. Wrient with Mr. Apamson. 

Mr. Mgsicx with Mr. Perers. 


RELIEF OF FAMINE IN INDIA. 
Mr. HENDERSON. I rise to make a privileged report from tho 


Committee on Rules. I ask that the report be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Pn Wuiiams of Pennsylvania with Mr. ROBERTSON of Loui- | No bo, wok leave to report the samme with the recommoudetion oe ‘be 
ana, wees 
with That immediately the of this order it shal! be i: 
Ms Yost wath Mi. Lams,” err our in Uh Hone  sesoltion No. hy in 8° 
Mr. Bryewam with Mr. Dockery. Navy to transport contributions for the relief of thefamishing poor of!) 
Mr. Hoti with Mr. Baiey. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I presume that the Hos: 
Mr. MoCimary with Mr. Jozs of Virginia, 


quite familiar with the of this resolution. 

Mr. Strope with Mr, ALLEN. Mr. RICHARDSON, I rise to ask the gentleman from | wa 
Mr. Simpkins with Mr. Lester. whether he intends to debate this resolution before the prey) \\s 
Mr. McEwan with Mr. VensLaGe. question is ordered? 

Mr. Foss with Mr. Davey. Mr. HENDERSON. I to state briefly the nature 
Mr, DayTon with Mr. Prerce of Tennessee. of the resolution, and then I to the gentleman from Ten- 
Mr. Loverine with Mr, Wurre of Alabama. nessee, if he wants some time, which I will ask the previous 
Mr. BELDEN with Mr. SuLzER. ; qu 


Mr. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. Ta¥tor of Alabama, 
Mr. Powers with Mr. Gangs. 

Mr. Reeves with Mr. Bau. 

Mr. Mitas with Mr, SuLLIvaNn 

Mr. Stewart of Wisconsin with Mr. Lirr.z. 

Mr. Evans with Mr. Fitzpatrick. y 
Mr. Baruam with Mr. FirzGEeracp. . TERRY. Lrise toa tink wo 
Mr. Burvronr with Mr. SurmeRLanp, Mr, RICHARDSON. 

Mr. SuLLOWAY with Mr. TALBERT. 
Mr. SAVERHERING with Mr. Strait. 
Mr. CHICKERING With Mr. BRADLEY. 


ee: If the gen- 
matter in yates question, 
we shall omega peda a from the Fb ’ debate after 


question. 
Mtr. HENDERSON. If the from 


Tennessee wants 
Mr. Wa. ALpeN Sutra with Mr. Brucker. to some time, I will to him after the resolutiv: 
Mr. Mircue.. with Mr. E..azort. before the House for ‘consideration. This resolution does not | 
Mr. Barney with Mr. BankHeap. a tianit to the debate after the adoption of the proposed rule. 
Mr. AcHEson with Mr, Wuison of South Carolina. Mr. RICHARDSO That is true; and if the gentleman \\'!! 
Mr. Hooker with Mr. Carcuinas. allow us as much time as we would have ordinarily under ‘'" 
Mr. Parcs of Missouri with Mr. VANDIVER. order for the previous postion, Scene eee oe be fair; but if 
Mr. Tore@vur with Mr. eee. he should cut us off with five of ten minutes and then move the 

ry, OVERSTREET with Mr. OR. previous question, it would not be fair, in opinion. 

Mr. Henry of Indiana with Mr. Murrs of Indiana. Mr. HENDERSON. There ia not much debate needed on tke 





me. 





sie ea ate a ale oe 
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adopti ot Ole aie, eqecial as, after the rule is adopted, 
Sooo ain proposition will ore the House for consideration, 
the rule ee ee eee. ; 
rule (CHARDSON. only t is this—— 
Mr. HENDERSON. I think, if my friend from Tennessee 
wants any debate, he wants it upon the main question, not upon 


Mr. RI DSON. No; the gentleman is mistaken on that 
point. We would prefer to debate the method of bringing this 
matter up rather than discuss the merits of the main proposition. 
lam frank with the gentleman. 

Mr. . I will yield tothe gentleman a reasonable 
time out of my own time. ye 

Mr. TERR I rise to a question wd ege. 

The q now before the House is one of 
the hi i report from the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. Y. has not been adopted yet. 

The But it is before the House for adoption or 


Mr. HENDERSON. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I appeal to the gentleman from Iowa not 

to force us to undertake to procure delay by calling for a division 
is question, but to give us legitimate debate on this resolu- 


essary ming, an hour; and I am 
we RICHARDSON. Give us twenty mi 
Mr. . Give us twenty minutes—that is all we 


ask—in to the resolution. 

Mr. . The gentleman knows that I have never 
taken t upon this or the other side of the House. 
Mr. . Never; but by the adoption of this reso- 
lution the House take snap j t. 

Mr. . I will yi to the gentleman as iiuch 
time as I myself oceupy or as our side may occupy. I want fair 


r. RICHARDSON. The gentleman says he will yield as 
much time as he cccupies himself. He might only occupy one 


HENDERSON, “Ihave alrea 

Mr, N. I have already occupied more than that 
time of of the gentleman from Tennessee. 
How much time does the gentleman want? 


Mr. RICHARDSON. e want the twenty minutes to which 
"Si, HENDERSON. I will yield the gentlonan twenty min: 
r. HENDERSON. twenty min- 
utes. if that will be satisfactory. . 
Mr. HENDERSON. Now I will say for the information of the 
House that on the 7th of April, 1897, the ident a 
blicresolution i 


fndia. ‘The jolut peecintion which is = 
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elapsed after the organization of the Forty-second Congress before 
the committees were 


appointed? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DALZELL. How many? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Forty-second Congress met on the 


4th day of March, 1871, and committees were appointed December 
4, 1871. 


Mr. DALZELL. Well? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But Congress was in session only about 
four days before the committees were appointed. , 

Mr. DALZELL. How many days elapsed before the appoint- 


ment of committees? 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Listen a moment, and I will answer the 


question. 


Con was in session only three or four days during that time. 
Therefore only that many days elapsed. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is the fact I wanted to bring out. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If there is any comfort to the gentleman 
in the fact, he can take it. [Laughter. | That—the Forty-second 
Congress—was a Repubiican Congress that met under a law which 

been for the purpose of tying the hands of a former 
President of the United States. The Republican party was afraid 
that that President would do something which they would not 
approve; and therefore, that they might keep watch upon him, 
they provided by law that immediately upon the adjournment of 
one Congress another should assemble. 

At the time I am speaking of, March 4, 1871, President Johnsen 
had retired. The act had been found convenient, I believe, prior 
to that time, while he was President; but President Johnson had 
retired, and the Republicans did not deem it necessary to keep 
such a watch upon President Grant, his successor, as they had 
done upon President Johnson. Therefore, while the law required 
them to meet immediately upon the adjournment of the Forty- 
first Congress, on the 4th of March, 1871, and while they did in fact 
meet, they said, *‘ There is no necessity for us to sit here now to 
watch the President.” And therefore they adjourned until the 
first Monday in December; and when ‘hey met, on the first day of 
that session, Mr. Blaine, the then Speaker, announced the com- 
mittees. 

Now, if there is any comfort in that, I say the gentleman is 
welcome to it. How was it in the Forty-third Congress? Con- 
gress met on the ist day of December. On the 5th day of De- 
cember Mr. Blaine appointed the committees. How was 1t in the 
Forty-fourth Congress? Congress met on the 6th day of Decem- 
ber, 1875, and Mr. Speaker Kerr, on December 20, appointed the 
committees. The Forty-fifth Congress met on the 15th day of 
October, 1877, and Mr. Speaker Randall, on October 29, fourteen 
days later appointed the committees. In the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress, which met March 18, 1879, on April 11, twenty-four days 
later Mr. Randall appointed the committees. The Forty-seventh 
Congress met December 5, 1881, and on December 21 Mr. Speaker 
Keifer, sixteen days later, appointed the committees. 

In 1883 Congress met December 3, and the committees were 
appointed December 24 by Mr. Speaker Carlisle. In 1884 Con- 
gress met on December 7, and on January 7, thirty-one days later, 
the same Speaker appointed the committees. The Fiftieth Con- 
gress met December 5, and the committees were appointed January 
5, thirty-one days later, by Mr. Speaker Carlisle. In the Fifty- 
first Congress, presided over by the gentleman now occupying the 
chair, Congress met on December 2, and on the 2ist day of that 
month, nineteen days later, he appointed the committees. The 
Fifty-second Congress met ember 7, and the committees were 
appointed December 23 by Mr. Speaker Crisp. Again, the Fifty- 
third Congress met August 7, and the committees were appointed 
August 21, or fourteen days later. In the Fifty-fourth Congress, 
presided over by the present Speaker, Congress met December 2, 
and on December 21, or nineteen days later, the committees were 
appointed. 

us we see, Mr. Speaker, that thirty-one days was the longest 
period that any Speaker has ever taken for the appointment of 
committees. In thecasecited by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{ Mr. DaLze.1], Speaker Blaine actually appointed the committees 
in about four or five days, because Congress was not in session over 
four or five days before they were appointed. The present Con- 
gress mét onthe 15th day of March, 1897. Here it is the ist day 
of June. Sixteen days in March, thirty days in April, and thirty- 
one days in May have elapsed, or seventy-seven days in which this 
House has been in session, and yet we are in an unorganized con- 
dition. We can not consider a measure except by this unusual 
method of having the Committee on Rules bring us in a relief 
measure, an enabling resolution, so to speak, by which you gentle- 
men who have tied your own hands and ours can legislate. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLayTon], 
who desires to state that he wishes to offer an amendment. I yield 
him five minutes. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Richarpson]}, who has kindly yielded 
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to me a small part of his very limited time, might well have said 
that we are not proceeding in very much order here in the consid- 
eration of this or any other measure, 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] has attempted to 
give the history of this Senate resolution No. 43, which is amenda- 
tory of the joint resolution approved April 7, providing for the 
transportation in American vessels of the grain contributed to 
the famishing poor in India. The original resolution of April 7 
provided that the Secretary of the Navy might employ American 
ships to transport this grain to India, while the Senate resolution 
now reported by the House Committee on Rules strikes from the 
original resolution the word ‘“‘ American;” so that if the report of 
the committee is adopted, and the Senate joint resolution passes 
this House without amendment and is approved by the President, 
the Secretary of the Navy may employ any vessel, belonging to any 
person, firm, or corporation, and that may float any of an 
country, to carry this grain—this great evidence of the kind feel- 
ing and the charity of the American people—to the suffering 
poor in famine-stricken India. 

Being aware how little power the minority in this House has to 
influence legislation, I nevertheless desire, Mr. Speaker, to offer, at 
the proper time, an amendment to the Senate joint resolution 
No. 43, which amendment I will ask the Clerk to read, and I hope 
the House will consider and adopt it. : 

The SPEAKER - tempore (Mr. Payne). The amendment 
can be read for the information of the House, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That if any citizen of the United States, owning a 


steamship or 
steamships of fore build, suitable for carrying the to India and being 
immediately available and having satisfactory eed ca offer to the Sec- 


retary of the Navy said steamship or —— for such purpose, free of 
cost to the United States, on condition that suc or steamships 
shall be registered as United tes vessels, the Secretary of the Navy is 


hereby directed to accept such offer, and the er of Navigation is 
hereby directed to cause them or either of them to be registered as vessels of 
the United States. 


Provided further, That any steamships so registered may be taken and used 
by the United States as cruisers or sremepers> upon payment to the owners 
of the fair actual value of the same at the time of the taking; and if there 
shall be a d ment as to the fair actual value at the time of be- 
tween the Un States and the owners, then the same shall be determined 


by two impartial appraisers, one to be appointed b aS Se 
whe. in case of d s ment, shall select third, the award of any two 
the three so chosen to be final and conclusive. 


Mr. CLAYTON, At the proper time, Mr. Speaker, as I have 
stated, I shall ask unanimous consent for thé consideration of the 
amendment which has just been read by the Clerk. Under the 
rules under which we are now proceeding I shall doubtless not 
have the o nora to — my proposed amendment at the 
time at which I be at liberty to offer it. I therefore desire 
to supplement what the gentleman from Iowa {[Mr. HENDERSON] 
has in regard to the ry of this resolution. 

After the approval of the resolution of April 7, the Secretary of 
the Navy informed the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs of the Senate by letter, a copy of which I hold in my hand, 
that American vessels suitable for transporting this grain could 
not be obtained, and suggested in that connection that Messrs, T. 
Hogan & Sons would charter to the Government, for the purpose 
of transporting food supplies to India, the vessels Massapequa and 
i upon terms specified, if these vessels can be ‘‘ natural- 


These terms were that they would be willing to take a full cargo 
of grain in each, provided the Government would “‘ naturalize” 
these two steamers before they leave this country, and that the 
would charge for the grain in bulk $6 per ton of ore 
hence to Bombay, or $7 per ton of 2,240 pounds hence to Calcutta. 
or should it be requisite to ship the cargo in bags, the price would 
be $6.60 per ton to Bombay and $7.70 per ton to Calcutta, and they 
also offered to make these ships a part of the naval auxiliary of 
the United States. \ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the proposition contained in the amendment 
which I shall offer has these several features: It looks to the trans- 
portation of the grain to India free of cost to the Government of 
the United States; it looks to the transportation of this grain under 
the American flag, and it looks to the use of any vessels that may 
be chartered under the provision of the amendment which I pro- 
pose being made a part of our naval auxiliary. 

All that this Government is required to do for this —- of 
transporting the grain is to see that the vessels carrying it shall be 
admitted to American registry, or, to use the language adopted by 
the Secretary of the Navy, to ‘‘ naturalize” foreign-built ships that 
may carry this grain. This is the only condition imposed for the 
free transportation-of this grain, that the vessels so carrying it 


shall be entitled to American registry and entitled to fly the Amer- 
' tean flag 


The amendment which I shall propose will enable the Secre 
of the Navy to accept any offer that ee made to him by ci 
zens of the United States owning steamships suitable for the pur- 
pose, of foreign build, to carry this grain, about 8,000 tons, free 


of cost to the United States, on condition, as I have said, that the 
ships be granted American rs. 

I am reliably informed that if the amendment which [| sha) 
propose is enacted into law to-day, within aur ght hours the 
whole of the 8,000 tons can be shipped to India on steamships 
owned by citizens of the United States, free of all cost to the tax. 
payers of the United States, and carrying the flag of our country 
unfolded above this beneficence, to that far-off country, whora 
famine and destitution appeal to the charity of the world. 

The Secretary of the Navy has recently contracted to pay the 
owner of the steamship Hverett, at San cisco, $15 per ton to 
carry the wheat eo contributed on the Pacific Coast for this 

aur , carrying it under an can registry and the flag 
the United States. - " 

Assuming that the freight would be at least as high from New 
York to India on vessels wu our laws as from San Francisco 
to India, the Secretary would have to y at the same rate paid 
the Everett, $15 per ton on 8,000 tons, Bi: 000. By the adoption 
of the amendment which I shall propose $120,000 will therefore 
be saved to the es of the country. 

The amendment is following out the custom established by for. 
mer Congresses in other cases. Registry was granted to the Brit- 
ish steamship Dessong that ee the Egyptian obelisk to New 
York. The Jeannette, of Bri build, was admitted by act of 
Con to be registered. The City of Paris and the City of New 
York were *‘ naturalized,” or permitted to register, under the act 
of Congress passed in 1892, 

They were permitted to register upon condition that the per. 
sons or company owning them should build in this country the 
like number of ships of equal tonnage and capacity, and that the 
two ships made should be a part of our naval auxiliary. [ am 
asking this House to follow ee eee made in similar cases, 
where some scientific, charitable, or home interests were to be 


subserved. 
viso of the amendment which I have had read, 


The second 
if adopted, put into the auxiliary navy of the United States 


two steamships first class in ae available at any time 
for service. ey easily carry 1,000 soldiers and 600 horses each, 
and, in case of war, would prove valuable transport or troop 


ships. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. CLAYTON. I ask unanimous consent to proceed five min- 


utes more. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman has already had two and one- 
half minutes more than time. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Will the Chair, then, permit me to add one 


‘ . Lyield one more minute to the gentleman. 
Mr. CLAYTON. I repeat, Mr. Speaker, that I am reliably 
informed that, should the ‘ amendment be incorporated 


into this joint resolution resolution No. 48—and the reso- 
lution should become a law, within forty: t hours thereafter 
two ps, suitable by capacity, and other® essen- 
tials to tra this é owned by a citizen (Charles W. 
Hogan) of the United States, be and loaded with 
this grain and on the way to ‘0 to relieve 


utes to the gentle- 


er, this is a strange con- 
by the 2 on we can have 
no legislation ——— pleasure an e Committee 

t t and the course of the 

refuse to obey the rules and appoint 
the committees, we are reduced to the condition that we must go 
supplicating to the Committee on Rules before we can get any 


we have introduced into this House 3,228 bills. Eleven 
been introduced for the 
mostly, and 696 to correct mili- 
ry relief of the old soldiers 
that fought to defend the Union. The Republican party presume 
special guardians of the old soldiers, and here we are go 
ing on month after month to take action upon these bills. 
Thatis notall, One hundred and eleven bills and resolutions have 
passed the Senate and come to this body for action. Sixteen of 
those are joint resolutions. Among those bills and resolutions 
are many re measures that ought to be acted upon 
at once, notably bill. There is a general demand 
for this legislation throughout United States. It is estimated 
— there are 750,000 bankrupts in this country who are seeking 
relief. : 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? 
Mr. 8 IN of Kansas., Certainly. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is there any more demand for 8 
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bankrw law now than there was in the Fifty-second, Fifty- 
third, ea if 





-fourth Congresses? 

Mr. of Kansas. Yes; there is a greater demand. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Why? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Because the prosperity promised by 
the Republican party has failed to materialize [laughter and ap- 

Jause on the Democratic side], and these people are now coming 
[ the conclusion that you ee are not going to bring them relief 
through the tariff bill, and so they are seeking relief through the 

nkru court. - 
oer. IAM A. STONE. You want to bring prosperity by 

? 


w 
: Mr. SE IN of Kansas. I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Now, who is this Committee on 
Rules—that is the question—that we must goand supplicate from 
day to under this new ao. 

Ar. WILLIAM A. STONE. e majority of this House. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. My constituency, your constituency, 
and the constituency of every member here is afforded no oppor- 
tunity to get a measure through concerning their interest or wel- 
fare. Who is the committee? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The committee is the majority of 

this House. 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. There hesitsinthechair. [Laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side.}] He is the committee. In a general 
way the committee consists of five persons, members of this House. 
Two of them being Democrats, of course they do not count. 
pe Three of them are ublicans. How do they get 
on t committee, gentlemen? ey are appointed by the 
Speaker of this House, and the Speaker appointed his own crea- 
tures that will march to his music and do his bidding, as they 
have done in every instance since this session commenced. 

So the Committee on Rules resolves itself into a one-man power. 
He says what bills shall pass and what shall not pass; he is the 

; to-day, and we stand around here awaiting his sweet 
will in order to get legislation for the country. This is supposed 
to be the Crt branch of the Congress of the United States—— 

The . The gentleman’s time has expired. [{Laugh- 


ter. 
ie. SIMPSON of Kansas. I would like to have about five min- 
utes more. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re- 


he SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield that to the gentleman from Ar- 


kansas [e. TERRY]. 

Mr. Y. Mr. Speaker, a t deal of complaint and stir 
has beer oe Mong made jn regard to the order of the House pro- 
viding for two sessions a week—one on Monday and one on 
Thursday; and whilst I regard that as a rule of very doubtful 
constitu’ ity, yet it is a small matter compared with the non- 

tment of the committees of the House, for what is the use 
of meeting here every day unless we can transact business, and 
how can we transact business unless the committees are appointed? 
Therefore, sir, the real grievance is the nonappointment of the 
committees. It isthe right and privilege of this House to be fully 
organized. It is not only the right and the privilege of the House, 
but it is the right and the privilege of the American people to 
have their House of es fully organized. 

There anes ons stirring in the minds and the hearts 
of the ‘an people upon which they can have no expression, 
because their House of tatives, though assembled here, 
is bucked and with no he to expressitself. Itis 

Mr. . that under your “ mild and gentle rule” 
ey su to the House the question as to whether it would 
down and be bucked and , and in a cowardly and true- 
ulent manner it did lie down. I do not know whether it is still 
satisfied with its position or not. I am inclined to think that some 
of the members who submitted to that operation would now like 
to their mouths, and [ think they would 
bmitted to them again. [Lanughter.] 
are like the scouts of the Army. 
rere one S without its = ; mittees the 
oO necessary information on 
nestions sti in the minds 
people at this time is the question 
yet on that great question the 
opportunity to e itself. 
The gentleman's time has expired. 

unanimous consent that I may have two 

be the constitutional limit. 
from Arkansas asks the v5 
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Mr. TERRY. Ithankthe House. Now, Mr. Speaker, with the 
a of the committees we could go on with a good deal 
of business that is necessary to be transacted, but as it is, the 
House is paralyzed, and we present to the people and to our con- 
stituencies a very humiliating attitude. I submit to both sides of 
this House that this condition ought not to continue. It is an 
outrage upon the dignity of the American House of Representa- 
tives. Itisan outrage upon the rights of American constituen- 
cies, and it is a shame ands disgrace that it has been quietly sub- 
mitted to so long. 

Why are you afraid to transact business? Are you gentlemen 
on the other side afraid to allow discussion upon this floor? Is it 
a fact that a guilty conscience makes cowards of you all, so that 
you are not willing to have public matters discussed lest the atten- 
tion of the country be called to your shortcomings? If not, why 
do you not organize this House as the House of Representatives 
has been organized from the very foundation of this Government 
to the present time and let us proceed to do the business of the 
country? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow me to 
offer an amendment? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Not just now. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Speaker, am I not entitled as a matter of 
right to offer an amendment? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I resume the floor, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has the floor. 

Mr. LINNEY. Will the gentleman not yield to me to offer an 
amendment to this rule? 

Mr. HENDERSON. When the bill is up for consideration the 
gentleman can offer his amendment. 

Mr. LINNEY. My intention is simply to introduce another 
bill for consideration in addition to the one contemplated by the 





rule. [Laughter.] 
Mr. HENDERSON. I can not yield now. Mr. Speaker, it has 


not been my good fortune to be here as much as some other gen- 
tlemen have been during this extraordinary session, but I was 
present with my colleagues in this House during the time the 
work was done which we were called here by the President to do. 
I stayed until our part of it was done, and I shall be ready to 
finish that work when it comes back from the other end of the 
Capitol. 

Gentlemen seem to forget that at 12 o’clock on the 4th day of 
March last a new Congress was born, and that, under the laws 
and the Constitution of our country, we were not expected to as- 
semble until the first Monday in next December, unless, under the 
Constitution, the Chief Executive should call us together for some 
specific purpose. A great, patriotic President, looking into the 

reasury, found that it was nearly empty, and that, under Demo- 
cratic laws and Democratic administration, our receipts were 
running nearly fifty millions annually behind our expenditures. 

He called Congress together in extraordinary session to meet 
that condition. If gentlemen will refer to the message assembling 
us, they will find that we were called here for the sole purpose of 
providing the necessary revenues to run this Government. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. No; I will not yield for anything at pres- 
ert. I want to pursue my line of thought. You gentlemen 
have been infernally industrious when you had nothing to do. 
{Laughter.] - Now I want to have a little opportunity myself. 

We met in pursuance of the call of the Chief Executive, and in 
nine days we passed a tariff bill upon which months of labor had 
been previously expended, and we sent it to the Senate—a measure 
which will give abundant revenue to run this Government and 
leave annually a balance to the credit of ‘‘ Uncle Sam.” That is 
what we were brought here todo. But for that call no Congress 
could have been in session under the Constitution; no bills would 
have been introduced; no committees would have been thought 
of. The President saw an exigency, and called us to meet it. 
We assembled and attended to the matter. And that is one of 
the chief matters, I apprehend, that troubles some statesmen here. 

Now, in regard to this rule, my friend from Tennessee admits 
there will be no opposition to the main proposition; that we shall 
all be in favor of it; but he does not like the form of getting at it. 

For modes of faith let graceless zealots fight; 
His can't be wrong whose life is in the right. 

a ape) 

f we are in the right—and the gentleman admits it—why this 
** hell in a teapot,” boiling over finally from the realms of Kan- 
sas? [Langhter. | Why, sir, this proposition now brought in 
from the Committee on Rules, were there the usual Democratic 
side with any ordinary Democratic leadership—not a Democratic 
side under a leadership that has neither gender nor politics— 
would be considered by unanimous consent, without an objection 
from the Democratic side; and it would have passed long ago with 
the sanction of this House. These are extraordinary things that 
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have come up here; and with statesmen and patriots seeking to 
do the business of the country, these little matters coming up 
would be attended to oa om 
Ah, but the gentleman from Kansas and the gentleman from 
Arkansas are ‘‘ bucked and gagged.” I do not believe that the 
gentleman from Kansas claims that. I have seen, I regret to say, 
some bucking and gagging done years ago. It is an infernally 
unpleasant a? contemplate. I have seen since the war occa- 
sions for it that I did not see during the war. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] YetI donot believe in the ‘‘ bucking and ing” prin- 
ciple. But to a certain extent it is at times > 
ow, what is the accusation here this morning of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas? It is that four of us on the Committee on 
Rules are creatures of the Speaker. I suppose that is equally true 
of every committee that has ever been appointed by any Speaker 
of this . All the committees of House are, in a sense, 
his creatures; he appoints them; that is true. The gentleman 
from Kansas, I suppose, does not know that at least since I have 
been a member of the Committee on Rules—and I have reported 
many a rule in the last Congress—each and every cne of them was 
passed by the sanction of a majority of the House. Then, if you 
were ‘‘ bucked and gagged” by the creatures of the Speaker or by 
the Speaker himself, you did it yourselves. It is very nice for men 
to stand here in their places and howl abuse at the Speaker and 
these who may be associated with him; but gentlemen—honorable, 
brave men—would not take such a course. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] Only men who are wa g in the realms 
without the high dignity of thought would pursue such a course. 
We are here in pursuance of the laws of our country and, under 
the rules of this body, doing our 3 If we report rules, oe 
ave for you to or condemn. 
them. The work for which we were called together has been 
done so far as we could doit, and if we had been permitted—I 
will not attempt to state why it has not been completed—we 
would have finished it and set the wheels of industry going in 
this country. We are here now, and e Republican will be in 
his seat when that bill comes from the to perfect a law 
that will give confidence and activity to the business of the coun- 
. We shall all be here when there is work to be done. 
(ou areina terrible hurry to have committees appointed—a dread- 
ful hurry! Gentlemen, it takes time to make epponanesaste even 
if we need them. If you 





be done, you want to give the power that is to make the aj 
aminaliyal teoniniea Talo, for instance, my friend from 


WON. 
Mi CANNON, I have listened to the tleman from Iowa 
Mr. HenpDERSON], and it seems to me that I do not care or need 


Say an ‘ 
Sn ANDERSON. Then I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio . GROSVENOR]. {Loud applause. | . 


Mr. G VENOR. Mr. Speaker, the 
HENDERSON] has 


po : charged 
a of carrying on the legislation of this Congress? Is it the 
gentleman from ananene [Mr. Lewis] in his eee, 

ty or in his capacity as er of the opposition to the Republic- 
ans? [Laughter.] 


I want to be and will be, under all circumstances, absolutely: 


aon aneedlag ea quash ehaanan tiag- een eee 
are us great uw upon us some- 
thing newe once in a while in the form of a leader. - 
ter.] Now, w ee ee eee Se 
from Texas [Mr. Bauey], had in a certain way 
a leadership that he had never earned very successfully 
flaughter], was ing the machine over there, we knew how to 
get along with hin:. ae ee Se Snes eee 
a few kind words, and an appeal to his good judgment, he was 
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constantly, and they go out to the country, 
: end we 





ready to do anything that was fair and which looked to the ».\,, 
ahead with the business of the House. [Laughter and appa. | 
The only trouble was that the d from Ten. 
nessee occasionally bled a little; but we got used to {),; 
onan) But when the man from Kansas sprang i), «1, | 
succeeded that minority of this House jn:, 
utely united and 
to tremble, and I began to 
wonder whether God Almighty for some inscrutable purpos: |, ,,j 
not coneluded to wreck the Democratic party on the leadersii;) 
—. [Ap lause.] But somehow or that gentleman 
p out, I never knew whether it was because his time wa; 
up; I did not know whether he had gone into the leadershi)) ;;,,),. 
a limitation of time, or what other reason might have exist...) 
But, like the great Greek leaders of recent date, he started for }).1.). 
suddenly; but it is not said of him that he tried or proposed oy 
undertook to 


en came the gen rom . ughter.} I° 
have not examined his credentials. Whom he represents in this 
Congress I do not know, and whether he could a solid vote of 
the other side to stand by him I do not know, for has never pro- 


in leadership far enough to get a vote on any question, 
Laughter. ] 


The serious question is, Is the majority on this side 
of the House responsible tiathelenidintion cf Comeent And I speak 
with absolute contempt of oo who will abuse the Speaker 

this the majority. Gentlemen on the 
are the men who are for what is going 

on se ie cle — our ae @ man who by the 
digni ce usages House must sit silent 
it. sin wads at somebody over here 

. Thatis the brave way to do it. PAD lause. | 
es from Arkansas has discovered that somebody on 
a as — with Beeee bucked and 

"ad looking throug spectacles 

oh iis wishes that his aud Setens ane fatter to the thoucht 
of seeing Sat he sees. We have done exactly what we came 
rey el sane ee eee side of 
House your suggestion. eare y your sug- 
gestion, and we will not aie oT 
on. ay pong on the side.] You want to legis- 

any of these you are about should 

mst any one of 


The gentleman from Kansas = A ay for the soldier. 
We are pa out at the of $150,000,000 per annum 
of ag foe) States of America; and or not 

i t amount 


was not enough. have of revenu 
of every Seseription coming into the Treasury, and we are enter 


thecountry. And 


add $10 to it, nine out of ten of 
ey 
a wild an¢ 

ad. o sd baeeenateies bas teoen out to the country 
should be rebuked, Some wy dieters men say, “ Why, 
have adjourned for more than three days, and there is not any 


Just look at that, now! Just think of that, men of the House 
of Representatives! Think of that, the commonest man 0! half 
sense in the United States of Americal We have a Constitution, 

That is to say, if a majority of this House vets 

majority of 1 does Ri Miienres for mor 

an rns for mo 

than three Seuana tee voices sound so musical to 

Sonn, teat tha tite ale ahah thom to tn in this section of 

the toanend. Just — of 

propositions that three stud duces 

as ioress has 

have a body, we have here a (on- 

she Constisniien, but that it is in 

of Smee Sata Sn Sear ee ees © always 

eae an end tc 
How aes the whole of it is. 

_ Gentlemen, this tariff bill is moving at @ ratio equal to the 1! 

rapid movement of legislation of a, Ba peseed this 


House with a rapidity that surprised F will pass 
the Senate. [Derisive laughter on the Democratic side.| \°: 
and in that connection I may say that to-day the people 0! ‘)° 
country stand in an overwhelming in favor of the House 
bill. [Applauseon the Republican And I can tell you 
80 more that that, the Senate bill 
comes back here and the action of the joint conference sh«!! '» 
had, the of the country will be satisfied with the result. 


s ill have 
ee 4 ye ee co = 
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rocks and mountains ‘to hide you from the wrath of the people in 





ture. on the Republican side. 
~~ ‘The question is on ~~ the previous 
question. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


RELIEF OF FAMINE SUFFERERS IN INDIA. 
a. Mr. oo 
_ The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
is rac oe muanped the resolution. 
Lask for the reading of the joint resolution. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


resdiation (6.28. 48) in amendment of the joint resolution of April 7, 
i Sa « the Navy to transport cuntaibutions for 
a relief of eee we of India. 
Ses aS, tatives of the United States o 
anette ruc am Com __ resolution of April 7, 1 
to t contributions for the 


relief of the famishing poor Thai ee and the same is hereby, so amended 
that t the Secretary chal be a sath to charter and employ the most suit- 
eae. not exceeding two in number, 


‘tocerry Gfasid recdlution 
Se Mr. Speaker, I think the House is quite fully 
the merits of this joint resolution and the ne- 


therefor, and I‘twould be very gind to have a vote, unless 
—poeeeena ts a moment ss to the merits of the reso- 
"The SPEAR. The question is on the third reading of the 


nate OHARDSON. ene Sete ieasiinr Go gut, 5 
tie that he be allowed to offer hie au Alabama [Mr. CLayTon] ‘to 
ask that he be to offer his amendment. 


4 


Mr. I a do that. 

Mr. . Or toask eeean anaes Ae Gorn. 
The gentleman can make | 

Mr. CANNON. Im the first , the amendment is not ger- 
mane; and inthe second place, want this food, which has been 
contributed by the oe le of the ie country, to go, with- 
out further veration, 

: May I interrupt Rapadionndom Ilinois? 


“‘T.do not ‘desire to detain the House with an: 


‘but I ask vilege of offering this amen 
Se eeacd ct ene emanates edGerawis 


' was 
on that 
MOAMNNGEL “ie eenenfimmant ie nat germene, ‘and I can not 
aie You object, we ee as I newer en I under- 
stand to-object to amendment ‘that I propose. 
Mr. ae 1 ask for a vote. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 


Ey 
ne 


joint resolution. 
The as ordered ‘to a third reading; and it was 
read the third time, and passed. 
‘On Mr..CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last 


‘DHE PUBLIC PRINTING. 
: . Speaker, I offer the following priv- 


. Before'the does ‘that, ?f ‘he will al- 
a I should be glad to unanimous.consent, for the pur- 
pose of saving ‘time,as there are several conference orts to 
make. I ask unanimous consent maidiodion 44, 


consent to. 
for deficiencies in the - Office. 


i 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


tion of the 
Ms. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. poster, I object. 
. HENDERSON. Then let the resolution be reported, Mr. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will the ln- 
Ph ~ i report following resolu 
The seiliowe: 


ifr 






had under consideration House resolution 
‘the same with ‘the recommendation that it be 


ing | an 
for public printing 


I would like to ask the . if I 
a-speech to cut off debate 
‘am saying all I hope to say, I will state 
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Mr. HENDERSON. That is after the resolution is adopted. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would just as soon have the time then as now. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is the time. Those are all the ob- 
servations I wish to make. [ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman from Illinois 
charge of the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois presents the fol- 





will take 


lowing bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resdlution (S. R. 44) making an ovprepet ation to supply a de ‘ficiency in 
the appropriations for public printing and binding for the fiscal -year 1807 
R etc., Thatthe following sum be, and the same is hereby, appropri 
ated, outof any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, t poumpy 
a deficiency in the appropriations for public printing and binding for the fiscal 


year 1897, namely: 
PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING 


For the public printing,for the public binding, and for pape r for the public 
printing, including the cost.of printing the debates and proceedings of Cor 
gress in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and for lith: aeraphing ig, Mapping, ar vd 
engraving for both Houses of Congress, the Supreme Court of the United 
States, the su e court of the District of Columbia, the Court of Claims, 
_ Library of Congress, the Executive Office, and the Departments, inc lud- 

ies. or. compensation of all necessary clerks and employees, for lab 
(bythe day, piece, or contract), and for rents and ali the necessary materi: - 
which may be needed in the prosecution of the work, §225 000 

Mr..CANNON. Mr. Speaker, a sentence or two in explanation; 
and then, unless somebody wants to be heard, I will ask for a vote. 

Mr. SAYERS. I-will state, Mr. Speaker, that we should like 
to have twenty minutes on ‘this side. 

Mr. CANNON. This-exact item, as I explained yesterday, was 
contained in the general deficiency bill and passed by this House 
with other items in March. That bill has not been returned to 
the House, ‘but‘the ist of June having arrived, there is no longer 
money available to carry on the Public Printing Office. TheSen- 
ate, ascertaining this.condition, I presume, instead of sending us 
‘back ‘the general deficiency bill, to provide for the necessary public 
service there.and élsewhere, pick out this one item, embody it in 
a joint resdiution, pass it, and send it to us. 

Ordinarily , on snch action on the part-of the Senate, I should 
favor, as. onemember,no.action upon the part of the House, be- 
cause the House ordinarily originates appropriation bills; but, as 
l explained yesterday, ‘this item having passed the House, in sub- 
stance, it may, if wesodesire, betreated asa matter that originated 
im ‘the House. Amd besides that, the work ceases im this great 
office. : to the inconvenience of the House, the Senate, and 
‘the country, if this appropriation is not made. Therefore I ask 
that the joint resolution be passed. Now the gentleman from 
Texas some time. 

Mr. SAYERS. Abouttwenty-five minutes. 
side want some time. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield the gentleman from Texas twenty-five 
minutes, or such — thereof as he may desire. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, it is my opinion that in the circum- 
stances this resolution ought to pass, but I do not believe that it 
should without the attention of the House being called to the fact 
that.on ‘the 19th day of March the general deficiency bill passed 
this House embracing this very item. That bill has been im ‘the 
Senate, or rather in the custody of a committee of the Senate,ever 
since the 19th day of March. On the 29th day of March a Senate 
resolution came to this bedy, and items that were borne by the 

ficiency bill were put upon that resolution. On the 3d 

of May another resolution came to this House containing 

another iitem that was in the general deficiency bill, and it, too, was 

passed; and now we are confronted with a third resolution which 
another item which was in the general deficiency bill. 


Gentlemen on this 


Mr.’ . I would like to know from the gentleman from 
ar CANNON], — is charged with leadership in the mat- 
opriations, if it be hiis purpose to allow a coordinate 

ents ‘Congress to extract from the genera) deficiency bill, 


which ‘has «lready passed the House, items here end there, send 
them over ‘to the ican, anil have the House to concur in them? 
In ‘the meantime the genera! deficiency bill, which contains appro- 
priations for every connec of the public service and for every de- 
partment of.the Government, is lying upon the table of a Senate 
comniittee, and has not been considered by that committee and 
tothe Senate. I repeat the question to the gentleman, 
oe to ‘bethe policy and is it to have his sanction? I wish to 
say, Mr. Speaker, if the responsibility rested upon me, if I were 
with the conduct of appropriation bills through this 
louse, I should ask the Senate, in justice to the body of which I 
am @ member, with its constitutional rights in the mutter of ap- 
propriations-and revenue, to pass the general deficiency bill rather 
‘to send ‘here separate and independent resolutions covermg 
oe are in that bill. 
Mr. CANNON. ‘Will my friend yield tome to answer his ques- 


I understand the st aemmam ee ‘tion just at this point, and I will yield him such time as I shall 
occupy? 
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Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 
Mr, CANNON. It is a very fair question, and a pertinent one, 
that the gentleman asks, and I answer it in the light of the facts 
that have existed. He and I both knowthat this is a government 
through parties. The Republican party has power in the White 
House and power in the House of Representatives. In the coor- 
dinate branch of Congress, the Senate of the United States, the 
Republican party has not power. 
he Democratic party, if I understand what it is, has not power 
there. The Populist party, I understand, has not power. The 
result is that, in the absence of a party majority in the Senate of 
the United States, that body, as I understand, does not respond to 
the demands of the country, and when I say this I mean to keep 
well within the parliamentary rule, Therefore the Senate of the 
United States, being in that situation, and this appropriation and 
the other appropriation referred to by the gentleman from Texas 
being necessary to carry on the Government, whenever an oppor- 
tunity is offered to enact such appropriations into law, I, as a 
member of this House, intend to move to concur. 

Mr. SAYERS, Mr. Speaker, I did not intend in my remarks 
to invoke a partisan discussion. My motive in calling the atten- 
tion of the House to the condition of deficiency appropriations at 
this time was not to criticise the pending appropriation, because, 
in my judgment, it is one that ought to be made, nor to find fault 
with the majority in this House because of their proceeding to 
the consideration of this appropriation. My purpose was only 
to call the attention of members to the policy which seems to 
have been adopted in reference to the deficiency estimates—a pol- 
icy which has not obtained ip any previous Congress during the 
period of my service upon the Committee on Appropriations. My 
complaint is that the Senate is permitted to take certain special 
items from the general deficiency bill and send them here in sep- 
arate resolutions and at different times for the consideration of 
the House, neglecting other items in the bill equally as important 
to the country. 

Now, the answer of the gentleman from Illinois is not sufficient. 
He says that the Senate is not under the control of either one of 
the three ng ove That is true; but notwithstanding that fact, 
has not the Senate passed the sundry civil appropriation bill? 
Has it not passed the agricultural < ege ill? Has it not 

? hy, then, Mr. S er, 
of the four general appropriation bills is the deficiency bill alone 
permitted to lie on the table of a Senate committee for so long a 
time without being considered or ig to that body? Besides, 
I must remind the gentleman from Illinois that a majority of the 
Senate Committee on Aeneas is composed of Senators of 
the same political faith with himself. 

I would not advise the House upon this occasion to reject this 
resolution, but hereafter I would have the House, in justice to 
itself, refuse to act upon such special resolutions until it shall be- 
come evident by actual demonstration that the Senate is unable 
to consider and pass the general deficiency bill. As I have already 
said, there are many provisions in that bill of importance and ne- 
cessity to the country, together with judgments long since ren- 
dered, to the payment of which no valid objection can be made. 
I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CocHRAN]. 

Mr. CHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, consideration of 
this resolution was not anticipated 2 —- considerable number 
of the members of this House, and therefore they have not had 
time for proper preparation for its discussion. Is it true, sir, that 
heretofore deficiency bills have frequently been made vehicles b 
which doubtful appropriations have been hurried through bot 
branches of Congress in the closing hours of the session? Why is 
it that invariably one or more of the general appropriation bills 
are held back until the very last days of the session and then 
broaght forward with numerous améndments, carrying millions? 
No matter how lengthy the session, the programme is the same. 

Congress usually assembles early in December, but the appro- 
priation bills drag their weary length along until the very last hours 
of the session and are then hustled through under whip and spur. 
Members are told that they must vote for this or that general 
appropriation bill, regardless of its monstrous contents, or else 
the giede of Government will be stopped. 

Mr. Speaker, there are indications that this extra session is to 
be no exception to this general rule. It seems probable that after 
the passage of that great panacea, the pending tariff bill, the Sen- 
ate will take up this appropriation bill tack ontoit a few millions 
here and there, and then send it over here in the closing hours of 
the session loaded down with ea which otherwise could 
eo piss this body. It is said that unless we we this 

ution no funds for defrayment of the expense of the Printing 
Office will be available. As to the entire bill, when finally it reap- 
pears in the House, no matter what ohana may be e at the 
other end of the Capitol, the same plea be made. 

I shall vote — this resolution. I believe that the general 
appropriation should be passed only after due consideration 
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7 both Houses, and not merely upon consideration by one bran) 
of Congress, the bil!s being thrust upon the other aad in the 
closing hours of the session, to be passed willy nilly, with no proper 
opportunity to consider them upon their merits. ; 

f the Senate proposes to amend the general deficiency bill, why 
not do so now and send it over here while time remains fo {| 
investigation and discussion of its amendments? Mr. Speaker. | 
believe that when next we inspect the bill it will be loaded with 
amendments largely increasing the appropriations. I believe jt jg 
ae in the Senate committee room now for the purpose of t})y3 
loading it, and predict that when in the closing hours of this extra 
session it comes before this body for consideration wo shal] be 
told that the day of adjournment has been set, and that we can 
have only a brief time for debate, and with little or no time for 
investigation members of this House will be required to vote upon 
the measure. Furthermore, the passage of the bill will be ured 
lest we do toall branches of the Government the injury which the 
gentleman from Illinois says refusal to pass this resolution will do 
to the Public Printing Office. e 

I am opposed to this kind of legislation. This H has a right 
to expect the Senate to send that bill back to us in time to be prop- 
erly considered here, and then, instead of adjourning froin day to 
day, we ought to take it up and consider it with due delibe-ation, 

nother thing. We have heard from the early days of the Ad- 
ministration of Grover down to this time in the reign of McKin- 
ley that the public revenues are vastly less than the public ex- 
nditures, and that that is the chief cause of existing hard times, 
f it be true that the Government's — exceed its receij ts, I 
venture to recommend a remedy which deserves at least a trial— 
a remedy that you have never sought to apply, a remedy that has 
hardly been broached in this House. 

How would it do to try retrenchmeng of — expenditures? 
Why not = off appropriations until the outlay becomes less than 
receipts? That is what a prudent individual would do under sim- 
ilar circumstances in the management of his own affairs, and it is 
what this Government ought to do in the management of the 
affairs of the pecple. 

Just such methods as are _— ued in holding up the gen- 
eral deficiency bill have resul n vastly increasing public ex- 
penditures in former years, and have facilitated at least systematic 
profligacy, and probably sometimes something worse than profli- 

y, in public expenditures. The House should not consider the 

ficiency bill piecemeal, as is in resolution, but 

should await its passage by the Senate, leaving responsibility for 
the results of a to rest where it belongs. 

Mr. SAYERS. yield two minutes to the gentleman from 


rT {Mr. Lewis]. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. .I avail myself of the kindness of 
the gentleman from Texas to offer an amendment which I request 
may be read, 

Mr. CANNON. I donot yield foran amendment. I suppose 
the gentleman can have his proposition read in his own time asa _ 
matter of debate. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
does not yield for an amendment. Does thegentleman from Wash- 
nee desire to have the proposition read asa part of his remarks? 

r 


. LEWIS of Washington. I should like te have it read for 
information at this time as a of my remarks. 
The Clerk proceeded to the following: 


That the of War be, and he is x t 
to expend from appropriations “for Salmon Bay and im- 
vement of the waterway connecting the waters of Sound, at Salmon 
with i W: sad cosines —_ materway into 
a canal, necessary connection there 
with,” made by the “act tions for the construction, repair, 
and of and for other pur- 


poses,"’ received by the President August 7, 1894, the sum of $10,000 in making 
a definite survey and location and plans and said improve- 
the head of Salmon 


and directed 


ment from to on Smith's Cove and con- 
—_ with former su from. Washiugton 2 head of Salmon. Bay, and 

a map, showing each y required to! 
donded to the United States or from a release is required, with its 
metes and bounds. 


The SPEAKER (before the reading was concluded). This 
would not be in order as an amendment to the pending propos! 
tion, unless the gentleman from Washington has some new prece- 


dent. [Laughter. 
Mr. JATERS. | do not think the from Washington 
is serious in this matter, anyhow. P 
Mr, LEWIS of Washington. imust differ from my exceedingly 
amiable friend from Texas. Iam serious this matter. 
I brought it up before in Committee of the Whole. The honorable 
tleman from that this is a matter of 
C House is likely to be o 
ved of the hospitable association companionship in th 
ture unless this measure shall be given sane serious considera- 
[ J) But I inaist, te te spoment T 
ve that this is a would ask 
alas Ss it ie in Sead tisk ohare the $10,000 
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the money already appropriated, in order to complete a 
oe ae important tothis country. I respectfully suggest that 
the t be considered, notwithstanding the objection of 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SAYERS. ; yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Kan- 

Mr. Stupson}. 

“ r. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I shall not object to 
the passage of this very urgent appropriation bill. My purpose in 
rising is to speak about another matter on which heretofore [have 
had scarcely the sapeetanity to speak that I desired. I shall ad- 
dress m somewhat to some remarks directed partly to me and 

to the House in general by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
PRosVENOR and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] 
during the discussion on the adoption of the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules. : 

The tleman from Iowa called the attention of the House to 
the fact that this eT ee as he was pleased to 
call it, had been convened by the ident for a specific purpose; 
that the President of the United States had called us here to legis- 
late on the tariff alone, and therefore of course it followed that 
we could not legislate on any other matter. Mr. Speaker, when 
was the President given power to determine what this popular 
branch of the legislative body of the United States should legislate 
upon? When Congress assembles, it is, I take it, its right or privi- 
lege—it had that privilege gs to the time when the present 
occupant of the chair ref to appoint the committees—to legis- 
late upon any matter within its constitutional jurisdiction. And 
I do not believe that we ought now to be restricted to the passa 
of a bill the sole purpose of which is to increase taxation upon the 


le. 
Pee had a Republican “landslide,” they say; and you have a 
Republican were! here in this House, and a Republican Presi- 
dent in the te House, because of your lavish promises to the 


people to bring ity back tothem. ThePresident, in his in- 
4 address, catinied 


the policy, so.to k,of his party. He 
did not in that address limit this House in legislation to the tariff 
alone.’ lainly that there were other 


He said cee clearly and 
matters which d receive consideration by this body. There- 
fore, to the President’s suggestions, we ought to pro- 
ceed at once to consider those matters. 
Now, what I objected to, and what I am objecting to to-day, is 
that this House does not in an orderly manner to appoint 
the committees and go on with the work of legislation. The gen- 


reasons why the committees had not been appoi 
the Speaker had not had ample time to familiarize himself with 


the y of the different members of the House. Usually 
when convenes on the first Monday of December the 
Speaker at once to make up his committees; and we 
a rn from day to day until he has done so. I take it 
there is no purpose on the part of the Speaker to appoint commit- 


tees. Wevhave already been in session more than two months; 
and there is no intimation that the Speaker proposes to appoint 
any The Speaker, when we first assembled here, 
ve as one of his reasons for failing to appoint the committees 
at he ho4 not had time to familiarize himself with the members 
the House. He certainly has had time enough now, and he 
— to proceed at once to appoint the committees. 
¢ gentleman from Iowa singled me out and said, ‘‘ For in- 
stance a dilemma the S er would be in if he had to 
select the committee on which the gentleman from Kansas could 
use to the House!” I think he was entirely right in that 
in view such legislation as the Republicans 
because I would not be of any good on a commit- 
tee if it ble aey that I should cast my vote with the Repub- 
not do that; I do not agree with the kind of leg- 
the country or have been giving the coun- 
as has brought the country to its present 


jnight not have the wisdom of the gentleman from Iowa, I might 


people of my district who have 
selected me for this purpose. That is what I am demanding—the 


to represent my constituents who sent me here, and who are 


| 
ag 
: 
i 
3 
. 
i 


from Ohio. 
from Iowa to-day I 
daily papers that 
, where some 
off the reservation, and that the leader of 
When I heard 
from Iowa here to-day I 
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made up my mind that the papers of this morning were at fault 
in saying that Almighty Voice had been killed. He is on deck, 
[Laughter. } 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] is very much con- 
cerned about the leadership on this side of the House. Hb need 


not be. There are no leaders over here. We are all leaders. 
[Laughter and applause.}] We do not need anybody to lead us 
like a lot of sheep, as the Republicans do. We have an independ- 
ent membership over here; each man leads himself. We do not 
need a leader, as you peopledo. You could not get along without 
aleader. You do not know enough to express an opinion in the 


morning until you read the newspaper and find out what your 
leader has told you to express. That is the trouble with you peo- 
ple. There are intelligent men on this side of the House. They 
understand the questions before the country. They read and 
think for themselves. They do not have to jump over the fence 
behind the leading billy goat. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. When the gentleman employs the term 
‘*we”—pluralis majestatis—does he mean that it shall be applied 
to the Populists, to the Democrats, or to the combined forces on 
that side? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I mean it to be applied toevery man 
who opposes the Republican party in this or in any other place, 
because we consider that party the enemy of mankind. | Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Democratic side.}. I will ask whether the 
language which the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BArRTHOLDT] 
addressed me is Hebrew or ‘* United States?” 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I am aware that the gentleman has not 
had a classical education. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. The gentleman from Missouri has 
the advantage of me, because he knows enough to call things by 
two different names. I only know enough to call them by one 
name; but I generally get there. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Does the gentleman refer to the term 
‘*Popocratic” or ‘‘ Demopopulist.” 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I mean all the opposition. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there has been a very grave attack made on 
this House by a member of the Senate. Some very serious charges 
have been made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must be in order. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. 1 am reminded by my friend from 
Washington [Mr. LEwis] that the Latin of the gentleman from 
Missouri is very bad Latin. Of course, I am not familiar with 
the matter myself. 

I was about. to remark, however, that there has been a very se- 
rious attack made on this House by a member of the Senate. I 
read in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of May 29 a speech by Senator 
MORGAN. He says: 


The Speaker of the House — 


The SPEAKER. It is not in order to read that. 

Mr. SEMPSON of Kansas. Not in order to-re-d the Recorp? 

The SPEAKER. Not in order to read the debate in the Senate. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Does the Speaker rule that it is not 
in order to read the RECORD? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that it is not in order in one 
branch of a legislative body to refer to or comment upon a debate 
in the other branch, because such references necessarily lead to 
disputes, and would interfere with the harmony which ought 
always to exist between the two branches. The Chair hopes the 
gentleman will not pursue that line of discussion. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Does the Speaker rule it out of 
order to read anything in the Recorp? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair rules it is out of order to read that. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. How does the Speaker know what I 
was going to read? 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker knows by what the gentleman 
had begun to read. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I wasmerely proposing to read what 
had been said in the Senate and is now a part of the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Is it unlawful to read that? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is, under the rules of par- 


liamen law. 
Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, that is new parliamen- 
tary law to me. 
he SPEAKER. That is very possible. [Laughter. | 


Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I do not see why there should be 

anything published in the Record that can not be read here. 
e SPEAKER. It can be read, but not in the House of Rep- 

resentatives. - 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Not in the House—-can be read any- 
where except in the House? 

The SPEAKER. That the Chair does not undertake to decide. 
Some of it. he thinks, could not. paces.) 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Then the Chair decides that this can 
be read anywhere except in the House? 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair does not. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. But the Chair decides that it can not 
be read in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has passed on the question. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Well, as I suggested, the Chair could 
hardly know what I was going to read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman doesnot know what the Chair 
can know. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. No; and I think nobody else, if that 
is his ruling. 

The SPEAKER. That may be. The gentleman certainly can 
not. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Well, I very much regret it, Mr. 
Speaker, because this is information that might have escaped some 
of the members of this House, and, as suggested by some of my 
colleagues here, I shall have to commit it to memory and give it 
to the House in that way. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Which I presume the Speaker is 
= glad of. 

heSPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, thefollowing Senate bills and res- 
olutions wer taken from the 8 er’s table and referred to their 
oe committees, as indicated below: 

bill (S. 1258) to regulate, in the District.of Columbia, the dis- 
al of certain refuse, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
on the District of Columbia, when — 

A bill (8S. 1887) to authorize the President to commission First 
Lieut. Benjamin W. Loring a captain—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, when-appointed. 

A bill (S. 1978) extending the time for the commencement and 
= of the railroad en across the Illinois River, near 
Grafton, TIL, by the St. Louis, Perry and Chicago Railroad—to 
the o> ummm on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, when ap- 

a : 

A bill (S. 471) relating to the adulteration of foods and drugs in 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, when soe 

Joint resolution (S. R. 26) declaring that a condition of pub- 
lic war exists in Cuba, and that strict neutrality shall be main- 
tained—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, when appointed. 

Concurrent resolution— 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be requested to furnish the Senate with such information 
op hp hee bere oe cee le ee ae t condition of 
the harbor of Cumber: 


Sound, and to inform the whether an 
qation te uawtannty 90 pusteth am wemaenen Yeo Waing detee 
against the commerce usually entering the port of Fernandina— 


To the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, when appointed. 


PREVENTING COLLISIONS UPON INLAND WATERS OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr.Speaker, I submit a report from the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House resolution No. 43, 
consid and ask leave to report the same, 


the adoption of Civ sscstelien Sin Benes proceed 
consider Senate 1886, to adopt regulations for arent collisions w 
certain harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the United tates, until the 
same is disposed of. zs 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. , the last Congress passed an act 
which chan the rule of the road so far as ocean travel is con- 
cerned. It has been deemed necessary—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. LIrise again to ask the tleman if he 
will allow us reasonable time for debate upon this resolution, or 
upon the measure, if the resolution is adopted? 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. ae. I can not see a for 
occupying forty minutes in the discussion of a such as this, 
a simple matter like this. The gentleman will have unlimited 
time to debate the main ition. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, 
time on the main proposition, that will be sa 

Mr. DALZELL. the main proposition, yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is what I asked the gentleman. 

Mr. DALZELL. I was going on tosay that it had been deemed 
necessary to pass an act of that would make the internal- 
navigation regulations correspond with those the last 
Congress with respect to ocean travel. This i for the 
purpose of getting that bill before the House, 
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agreed to. 
_ The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. P,) . F] 


is Sag 6 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I should be glad, before the ...:,. 
tleman calls a the bill, to ask him how long it will take. 

Mr. PAYNE. It ought not to take a great while. The |,\\| 
itself occupies some sixteen oe pages, and that will hay. 
ag . It ought not to a great while to dispose of ;),. 


Mr. CANNON. I wish the gentleman would allow us t.) | ;o. 
sent a conference report. I do not care to raise the questi), .; 
consideration. I suppose a conference report is always in (Jor. 
I have a conference report on the sun civil bill, which I think 
will take aos a very short time. I likeexceedingly to jaye 
it o-day. 


hrough with both the bills this afternoon. This |,(/| 
has been waiting for some time, and was ready to be acted «)..y 
by the House on the 10th of last month, and would have been \)y+ 
for objection that was raised, not against the bill, but becausy 
some one wanted to into the REcorRD. 

e I will give notice that at some tiie 
will ask sah rng ay to yield, if this 
promises to take any great length of time, _— that I may 


make a conference on the sundry civil 
The SPEAKER. Clerk will read. 
The bill was read at 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. 5 er, there are some amendments to bo 
offered to the no age gentlemen have requested me to make 


a brief e 0 

In 1888 © rena meen aes mmbegates to this 
international marine conference w met in October, 1889. in 
Wa , and they adopted what were known as rules t)) pre- 
vent at sea. These rules, of course, had to be referred 
to the different maritime countries that were represented. 101 
they were finally approved by allof those countries. Every 1:ri- 
time country was represented in this conference. ere was so 
Se ee ee do not go ee finally 
un v next, although they effect so far 

as they relate to aJl the seas. = 
passed an act im 1895 which allowed the Secretary of 
what should be known as the inland 


Island Sound, and other like 

woribed by the Supervising Inspect PE Metter: ona "te 
and the 

Commissioner of Navigation. course these rules were Sadeto 
and in certain respects they 

would conflict with the new rules and would result in confusion 
waters. This bill has for 
= S all ea rales eo 

regulations that ve been prescribed board, an put them 
into a statute, where they would be in convenient form; ani. in 
the second place, to make them conform with the rules on ‘le 


bill does not cover the rivers or the Great Lakes, or in'''- 
Seen fe ae eee eee ee or the 
ri West. It simply relates to the inland waters !vor ‘er- 
ing on the high seas. The !* | was prepared in the conferen of 


bers of es also by the Inspector- 
General of Steam Vi and by the of Naviga- 
tion. It was introduced in the Senate, and after mem considered 
by the Committee on Commerce was reported to the te with- 
out substantial amendment, and passed that body some |r 
the Senate, these 
some of the rules, 
some that were raised to them by persons 


——— 
instance, people engaged in navigating the Great Lakes 
Se ee ecient iy explicit 
in respect to the navigation of the T have an amend- 
this beyond all yabt. 
ie Seen oe, the bill pre, 
some a verbal amendments. every one 0 
approved the of , by the Su- 
of Steam You wy ihe Commie- 
members of this inter- 
it seems to me this bill, wi) 
to technical matters, about which no memb«' «‘ 
can be informed, in reference to the rules of nay'43- 
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gestion to be asked or some gentleman wishes to indulge in de- 
Mr. MINOR. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Wisconsin desires to ask 


mea qo On : 3 

Mr. MINOR. My attention has been attracted to section 3, on 
page 18 of the printed bill. I desire to read the section, and then 

¢ some anation in reference to the application of that par- 

icular : 

. engineer, mate, or ter any steam vessel, 
Bp ey eo aay barge or onal tank. + Sechostn or refuses 
to observe, the Proving acction, shall be liable to a penalty of $80, and for all 
Tamages sustained by any passenger in his person or baggage by such neglect 
or ref 

The question, Mr. , is whether this does not relieve the 
yessel Foom damages she may inflict, and put the responsi- 
bility upon a — very irresponsible person, who may be an 
officer of the The gentleman is a good lawyer, and I 
should like to have him put a construction upon that section. 

Mr. PAYNE. pe my attention —— 

Mr. TERRY. I like to ask the gentleman from New 
York a question. ; 

Mr. PAYNE. Will you allow me to answer the question of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. TERRY. Certainly. ' 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. er, that section certainly does not 
relieve anybody from liability; it simply extends it to the mate of 
the and does not relieve the owner of the vessel in any way. 

Mr. MINOR. All damages sustained by any passenger be upon 
the master, mate, or engineer who neglects or refuses to comply 
with this law. 

Mr. PAYNE. That does not say that. 

Mr. MINOR. That is exactly what it says. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, if the gentleman from Arkansas will pro- 
pound Ma aaeeeem I will try to answer it. 

Mr. Y. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York whether we are not here to consider the tariff question 
alone, and whether we ought to consider anything else, according 
to the view of gentlemen on his side? 
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questions that are presented to this House and to the Senate, it is 
not possible for any one man to understand all the provisions of 
all the bills that come before us. 

It is not possible for all the members to do so, and it is not pos- 
sibleforanyoneman. The consequence is that we are compelled 
to legislate on many questions very largely upon faith. But on 
what do we ground our faith ordinarily? In the regular course of 
proceeding here, when any particular measure comes up for con- 
sideration, the faith of members generally is grounded upon the 
fact that a committee composed of twelve or fifteen gentlemen, 
members of both parties or of all the political parties represented 
here, have examined the measure and have made a report upon it. 

Now, it might seem idle and silly, and we might be accused of 
wasting time and of filibustering, if we should oppose the passage 
of this bill, unless we were able to give some fair reason for tak- 
ing that course, yet the fact is we are called upon to act in this 
matter upon faith, without having any adequate foundation for 
the faith we are called upon to exercise. 

Upon what are we expected to ground our faith in this case? 
Not upon the report of a committee composed of twelve or fifteen 
members of this House who, in the quiet of their committee room, 
have examined and investigated the question and made a recom- 
mendation in the form of a written report, as they are required to do 
under the rules. Wehave nosuch report in thiscase. We really 
s not know what we are doing when we legislate as we are doing 

ere. 

A moment ago I challenged gentlemen on the other side to say 
whether they understood all the provisions of this bill. That 
challenge met with no response. Yet we are going ahead to vote 
upon this bill. As I have already said, we are often compelled to 
legislate upon faith, and generally we are willing to do so under 
the safeguards I have described. 

When a measure comes before this body accompanied by the 
unanimous report or by the majority report of a properly consti- 
tuted committee, we have some ground upon which to act; we 
have some justification for saying that, while we may not all in- 
dividually understand the provisions of the measure, yet we are 
willing that it shall pass upon the report of the committee. In 
this case we have no such foundation for our faith. 









































Mr. PAYNE. Mr. , the House of Representatives have | The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] tells us that the 
~ decided to enter consideration of this particular bill,and | Senate has passed this bill. Is that a sufficient basis for this 


I suppose they decide from time to time to take up such other 


, House to act upon? Let us reverse the proposition for a moment. 
particular legislation as in their good judgment shall seem desir- 


a after it had been about fifteen days in session, passed 
a —__ 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee how much time he intends to occupy? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Only five or ten minutes. I shall get 
through in time for the other bill which the gentleman wishes to 
callup. But, Mr. Speaker, before I sit down I must emphasize tho 
fact to which I was about to call attention. After this Congress 
had been in session about fifteen days, it passed a bill, a measure 
which had not been made up hurriedly, or without consideration, 
a bill which had been pondered upon for months, not exactly by a 
committee of this House, but by members of this body who after- 
wards became members of the committee. 

Those gentlemen had considered that measure for three or four 
long months, and then it was considered here, and was passed by 
this House, so that it may be said to have represented the wisdom 
of the majority of this House. Now, let us see how the rule of 
the gentleman from New York applies in that case. That bill was 
sent to the other branch of Congress, and what was the result? 
Did they accept it and say: *‘We must pass this bill because che 
House has it?” Not at all. 

Ido not know, Mr. Speaker, that Iam accurate about it; but 
my ing is that, instead of accepting that bill because 
the House had passed it, the Senate changed it in over twelve 
hundred particulars. The gentleman from New York tells us 
that because the Senate has passed the bill now under considera- 
tion in this form, we ought to pass it; but the rule does not seem 
to work both ways. 

For my own part, I plead ignorance as to this measure. I con- 
fess that I have not proper information upon which to vote in 


adoption of this rule, and I e mine. I thought we ought 
to take = measure, and majority of the House appeared 


: . Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman 
ot, PAYNE. ‘T3isld to the gentleman from Ten 

; nessee such 
time as he desires. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear the reply of 
the gentleman from New York to what I thought the very appro- 
priate inquiry of the gentleman from Wisconsin, but it seems to 
me that we are not in a condition with respect to this bill to get a 

answer to that or to other similar inquiries that might be 


general matters. Here is an bill, covering twenty | favor of this bill. 1 can not vote for it, because I have not the 
pages, which affects the life and ces of every man who | evidence upon which to base the faith that I would ordinarily 
el ee to which the — or who ships his | give to the ‘report of a committee of this House, composed of 
and yet we are asked to vote upon it without | members taken from both sides of the Chamber. 
proper So we are left here, Mr. Speaker, to take this bill upon the mere 
It has become the custom on the other side of the House to im- | statement of the gentleman from New York without ourselves 
pute ignorance to members on this whenever they ask ques- 


having had any o unity to examine it. I have risen to em- 
phasize the fact that we ought not to consider this bill in this 
manner. We ought not to consider any important bill in this 
manner. We ought either to do as sugges by the gentleman 
from Ohio . GROSVENOR ]—and his side of the House applauded 
thes —we ought to do nothing but pass the tariff bill, or 
we to provide for committees and consider in regular form 
these measures that are presented to us. The gentleman from 
Ohio did not undertake to reply to the arguments which we had 
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attempted to advance; he contented himself with saying, ‘‘We 
are a for legislation.” 

Mr. Speaker, I showed, when I occupied the floor a few mo- 
ments ago. that we have spent over seventy-seven days of this 
session of Congress without the committees having been appointed. 
I showed that this is unparalleled in the history of the Congress 
of the United States. ere has been no reply made to my re- 
marks on that subject. Gentlemen on the other side concede that 
Oy aretrue. Now we are called upon to pass this bill. We were 
called upon to pass one a few moments ago—a bill embracing 
items snatched from the deficiency bill now pending in the Senate. 

A few days ago we had a similar request made by the gentleman 
from Illinois in respect toanother measure. We are told that the 
justification for the course we are pursuing consists in the fact 
that the President called us to pass one single bill—the tariff bill. 
The gentleman from Ohio said, ‘‘The President has told us what 
to do and we have done it—our of it, at least; and there is 
nothing more for us to do.” The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HENDERSON| made substantially the same statement. I desired 
permission to interrupt him to call his attention to the fact that 
we had not done what the President of the United States told us 
to do, but he declined to yield. : 

I have here, Mr. Speaker, a message from the President of the 
United States sent to Congress on the 17th day of April--nearly 
two months ago—a m just as formal, just as solemn, just as 
serious as the message which he sent to us when he conv2ned us 
in extra session and suggested or advised the e of a revenue 
measure. In this message sent to Congress on the 17th of April, 
being dated April 14, the President urges this Congress to im- 
mediate legislation upon an important proposition. 

The gentleman from Ohio and the gentleman from Iowa said, 
‘We have done all the President-told us to do.” Well, sir; this 
message—I will not take time to read it—closes with this language: 

It epeoe. that I should emphasize the need of early action; for if the 
present session pass without suitable provision being made, the postponement 
of the matter for nearly a r longer could not but operate greatly to the 
disadvantage of the Uni States, etc. 

Notwithstanding the measure which, in the President’s opinion, 
is of sufficient rtance to justify that language, you pay no 
attention to the ; but you stand here and tell us and tell 
the country that you have done all the President advised you to do. 

I have here another message from the President of the United 
States, dated April 26, 1897, in which he important legisla- 
tion with respect to the boundary between country and a sis- 
ter Republic, Mexico. He says: 

I that provision be made for the immediate disposition properly of 
tne ae tP | po properly 

Yet you pay no attention to that; you say you have done all that 
you were required to do and therefore you decline to appoint the 
committees. You are inconsistent, however, because you are here 
asking for the passage of the pending bill. If we can consider and 
pass bill, why not consider and pass others of equal, nay, of 
more, importance? The President has not told you to pass this 
bill. Why not consider the measures he has asked you to consider? 
You endeavor to hide yourself behind what you say the ‘‘ President 
called us together to do;” yet ee do what he did not ask you to 
do, and leave undone what he asked to have done. 

I will not occupy further time. 1 wanted to say some other 
things, but I see that my friend from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] is 
restless, and properly so, as he wants to get another measure con- 
sidered. But, Mr. Speaker, there is but one intelligent way for 
the Congress of the United States to 1 te. Notwithstanding 
the assumption made by gentlemen in debate here—notwith- 
standing the statements which have been made and applauded— 
I do not think that there is an intelligent man on either side of 
this Chamber who believes that Congress can or = to legislate 
without having the matters presented first considered by appro- 
priate committees of the House. R 

Mr. PAYNE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CANNON. Irise to a question of the highest privilege. 
It is perfectly evident that the bill of the gentleman from New 
York will take some time—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Iask the gentleman to withhold his matter for 
a little while. 

Mr. CANNON. This bill can be completed when we get rid of 
the conference report which I now desire to present and the con- 
sideration of which will occupy but a short time. 

Mr. PAYNE. It will take only a few minutes to dispose of my 
amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I must insist on making this conference report. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not see how the gentleman can get his con- 
ference re in now in my time. 

Mr. C ON. I am not occupying the gentleman's time. I 
have risen to a question of the highest privilege—the presentation 
of a conference report. 


Mr. PAYNE. We have already before us a question of the 
highest privilege. We are operating under a special rule of the 
House providing for the immediate consideration of this }j)) 
wer’ is no exception in the special rule in favor of con : 
re . 

r. CANNON. Well, I will submit the matter to the decision 
of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.GROSVENOR). The Chair has 
an opinion upon this os. but hesitates to rule upon it, pre. 
ferring to wait until t er is present. 

The SPEAKER resu: the chair. : 

Mr. CANNON. I rise toa question of the highest privilege_ 
to present a conference report. 

r. PAYNE. I make the point that the House already has 
before it a pri matter; it is operating under a rule for the 
consideration of the present bill; and no exception was made jy 
that rule even in favor of a conference er 

Mr. CANNON. I submit, in reply to oe from New 
York, that under the rule adopted this bill is in precisely the same 
position as it would be if it were taken up under the general rules 
of the House and were a I waited until the 
amendable stage of this bill been reached, and then, from 
conversation with gentlemen about me, I became thoroughly 
satisfied that the day is to be consumed in the consideration of 
the bill. Therefore, as I want to dispose of this conference report, 
I did not feel justified in waiting longer. 

Mr. PAYN I disagree with the gentleman from Illinois. [¢ 
he had held his matter back for a few minutes, the bill would have 


been passed. 

Mr. CANNON. It will take buta few minutes to dispose of 
the conference en og hs 

Mr. PAYNE. It will not take long to dispose of this bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well, let the Chair rule. 

The SPEAKER. What does the gentleman from Illinois say to 
the clause in the special rule, ‘‘ until the same is disposed of?” 

Mr. CANNON. Let the special rule be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the rule under which the 
House is now acting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, Tee pee Se oteption of this resolution the House proceed to 


ference 


consider Senate to adopt regulations for preventing collisions 
upon certain harbors, and inland waters of the United States,” until 
same is disposed of. 


Mr. CANNON. The effect of that special order was siinply to 
make it in order to take up this bill. And at the time of the 
adoption of that order, or immediately after its adoption, it was 
perfectly competent for anyone having charge of a conference re- 
port to present that as a question of higher privilege. This isa 

estion of the highest privilege, and if it could have interrupted 
the consideration of the pending matter before, it certainly can 
be considered in con- 


general y hi 
the Manual, and call the attention of the Chair to the following 
language on page 357: 

Under the practice of conference committees may be received at 
any time (except when rules are suspended), even during the pendency 
of a motion to adjourn, and may interrupt a member who is on the floor 


: It A also the — o- a roll call may be interrupted 
or the purpose a conference report. 
p the SPEAKER. The ee oes ware a a ne nape 
ven to it a very high on vilege, not merely by 
the rules of the House, but upon the principles of parliamentary 
law. Bills upon which the two Houses, through conference com- 
mittees, have reached an agreement, are, of course, much further 
advanced than any bill which is ey being considered by either 
Pane =e opinion of the ad the rule — House = 
re rs general principle parliamentary law upon this 
subject; ote ee ie is accorded to a report of 
R and to may take 2 under a 
rule reported by that committee and by the House, yet 
such a rule must be construed with reference to the standing 
rules of the House and the general of parliamentary 
law, unless the express language of the special rule requires 


an construction, 

It has been held in the House that a report of the 
docs not give arto coma aestion of privilege tetas alweys 
oes no’ ve wa evena / : i s always 
ase na ca ei ean, proper os 
contrary, , properly s 
called, concerning the condition of the House and its capacity for 
would the consideration even of 4 
the House itself. Notwith- 
the present order, the Chair 
with reference to the general syst°™ 
of doing business between two legislative bodies. Hence, !n the 
opinion of the Chair, a conference report being now presented, it 
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SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. “ 


Mr. CANNON. I call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. PAYNE. I wish the gentleman would withhold the report 
a little while, for this reason—— 

Mr. CANNON. It will take but a little while to dispose of it. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is not necessary to pom the gentleman's bill 
pefore the ist of July. The present bill has been waiting here 
for some time, and there are a great many interests in jeopardy 
because of its nonpassage. I wish the gentleman would give way. 

Mr. CANNON. I can not give way. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman can call up his report at any 


Mr. CANNON. There are im nt items in this bill which 
it is absolutely necessary should be pa promptly—among 
others, the provision for jurors in the United States courts. 

The . The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the following report: 


committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
nunmain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1898, and for ee ee having met, after full and free confer- 
ence have agreed to and dorecommend to their respective Houses 
“That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7, 21, 22, 25, 26, 


annua the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 4, 5, 8, 9, 19, 35, 36, and 37, and agree to the same. 


, 35, 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows 


as f z : 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“For the survey of the public that have been or may hereafter be 
designated as forest reserves by Executive proclamation, under section 24 of 
the act of Congress approved h 3, 1891, entitled ‘An act to repeal timber- 
ate SEMEEas ta datteoenel for survey by tire Seenetary of the Interior, 
Ww ‘or surve e ry of the Interior, 
000, to be immediately available: Provide , That to remove any doubt 
may exist to the authority of the President thereunto, the 
t of the United States is hereby authorized and empowered to re- 
voke, modify, or suspend pay and all a2 Swae Yr age 
tions, or part thereof. m time as he shall deem it for the 
bile interests: Provided, That the Executive orders and proclamations 
Rated February 2, 1897, setting apart and reserving certain lands in the 
Utah, Mon Washington, Idaho, and South Dakota 
and they are hereby, suspended, and tie lands 
embraced therein restored to the public d n same as though said 
orders and proclamations had not been issued: Provided further, That lands 
embraced in such reservations not otherwise disposed of. before March 1, 
1898, shall again become qaljons to the operations of said orders and procla- 

mations as now existing or r modified by the President. 

he —_—a herein provided for shall be 


EF 


! 


e, under the supervision of 
rson or persons as may be 


the Geological Survey, by such 
eres or under him for that purpose, and shall be executed under in- 
the Interior; and if subdivision surveys 


issued ~ameoretiny 
shall be found ay necessary, zat be executed under the rectangular 


system, as now provided by law. lats and field notes prepared shall be 
approved and certified to by the Director of the Gesledion! Dasve , and two 
copies of the field notes shall be returned, one for the files in the United 


States a office of the State in which the reserve is situated, 


Office; and twenty photolith r = copies 


of the plats shall be returned, one y for the files in the ted States 


surveyor office of the State in which the reserve is situated; the 
——- other copies shall be filed in the General Land Office, 
an ve signature of the Director of the Survey attached. 
Such surveys, notes, and plats thus returned shall have the same legal 
force and effect as heretofore aiven the surveys, field notes, and plats re- 
turned through the ors-general; and such surveys, which include sub- 
division wee patengune system be approved by the 
the General Land Office as in other cases, and properly cer- 

tified copies shall be filed in the tive land offices of the districts 
in which are situated, as in other cases. All laws inconsistent 
with the hereof are hereby declared inoperative as respects such 
survey: hic map and othef 


however, That a copy of every topogra, 
the distribution of the forests. together with such field notes 
shall be certified thereto by the Director of 


as uay'te E 
All heretofore designated and reserved by the President of the 
U States the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1891, the 


orders for be and remain in full force and effect, unsuspended 
ond equevelel tek oe abe lands that may hereafter be set aside and re- 


served foee peveaves under said act, shall be as far as practicable 
in accordance with the pecan, provatiate 
No ne shall be established, except to improve and 
the reservation, or for the pu of securin 


water flows, and to a continuous supply o 
timber for the use necessities of citizens of the United States; eee is 
roe of provisions or of the act providing for such 

to the therein of lands more valuable for the 
mineral therein or than for forest pu ‘ 

The the Interior make provisions for the protection 
against and u ee and for- 
est have set or which may be hereafter 
s of March 3, 1891, and w may be continued; 
~~ such and and establish such service as 

such reservations, namely, to regulate their occu- 





situated, respectively, but not for export therefrom. Before such sale shall 
take place, notice thereof shall be given by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office for not less than sixty days, by publication in a newspaper of 
enon circulation, published in the county in which the timber is situated, 
f any is therein published, and if not, then in a newspaper of general circu- 
lation published nearest to the reservation, and also ina newspaper of gen- 
eral circulation published at the capital of the State or Territory where such 
reservation exists; payments for such timber to be made to the receiver of 
the local land office of the district wherein said timber may be sold, under 
such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe; 
and the moneys arising therefrom shall be accounted for by the receiver of 
such land office to the Commissioner of the General Land Office in a separate 
account, and shall be covered into the Treasury. Such timber, before being 
sold, shall be marked and designated, and shall be cut and removed under 
the supervision of some person appointed for that purpose by the Secretary 
of the Interior, not interested in the purchase or removal of such timber nor 
in the employment of the purchaser thereof. Such supervisor shall make 
report in writing to the Commissioner of the General Land Office and to the 
receiver in the land office in which such reservation shall be located of his 
doings in the premises. 

The Secretary of the Interior may permit, under regulations to be pre- 
scribed by him, the use of timber and stone found upon such reservations, 
free of charge, by bona fide settlers, miners, residents, and prospectors for 
minerals, for firewood, fencing, buildings, mining, prospecting. and other 
domestic pu as may be needed by such persons for such purposes, 
such timber to be used within the State or Territory, respectively, where 
such reservations may be located. 

Nothing herein shall be construed as prohibiting the egress or ingress of 
actual settlers residing within the boundaries of such reservations, or from 
crossing the same to and from their property or homes; and such wagon 
roads and other improvements may be constructed thereon as may be neces 
sary to reach their homes and to utilize their property under such rules and 
regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. Nor 
shall anything herein prohibit any person from entering upon such forest 
reservations for all proper and lawful purposes, including that of prospect- 
ing, locating, and developing the mineral) resources thereof: Provided, That 
such persons comply with the rules and regulations covering such forest 
reservations. 

That in cases in which a tract covered by an unperfected bona fide claim 
or by a patent is included within the limits of a public forest reservation 
the settler or owner thereof may, if he desires to do so, relinquish the tract 
to the Government, and may select in lieu thereof a tract of vacant land 
open to settlement not exceeding in area the tract covered by his claim or 
patent; and no charge shall be made in such cases for making the entry of 
record or issuing the patent to cover the tract selected: Provided further, 
That in cases of unperfected claims the requirements of the laws respecting 
settlement, residence, improvements, etc., are complied with on the new 
claims, credit being allowed for the time spent on the relinquished claims 

The settlers residing within the exterior boundaries of such forest reser- 
vations, or in the vicinity thereof, may maintain schools and churches within 
such reservation, and for that purpose may occupy any part of the said forest 
reservation, not exceeding 2 acres for each schoolhouse and 1 acre for a 
church. 

The jurisdiction, both civil and criminal, over persons within such reser- 
vations shall not be affected or changed by reason of the existence of such 
reservations, except so far as the punishment of offenses against the United 
States therein is concerned, the intent and meaning of this provision being 
that the State wherein any such reservation is situated shall not, by reason 
of the establishment thereof, lose its jurisdiction, nor the inhabitants thereof 
their rights and privileges as citizens, or be absolved from their duties as 
citizens of the State. 

All waters on such reservations may be used for domestic, mining, milling, 
or irrigation purposes, under the laws of the State wherein such forest reser 
vations are situated, or under the laws of the United States and the rules and 
regulations established thereunder. 

“Upon the recommendation of the Secretary of the Interior, with the 
approval of the President, after sixty days’ notice thereof, published in two 
papers of general circulation in the State or Territory wherein any forest 
reservation is situated, and near the said reservation, any public lands em 
braced within the limits of any forest reservation which, after due examina- 
tion by personal inspection of a competent person appointed for that purpose 
by the Secretary of the Interior, shall be found better adapted for mining or 
for agricultural purposes than for forest usage may be restored to the public 
domain. And any mineral lands in any forest reservation which have been 
or which may be shown to be such, and subject to entry under the existing 
mining laws of the United States and the rules and regulations applying 
thereto, shall continue to be subject to such location and entry, notwith 
standing any provisions herein contained.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 24: That the Senate recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
24, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the mat 
ter inserted by said House amendment insert the following: * $2,985,333; which 
sum, in the discretion of the ey of War, may be immediately available 
for expenditure under contract or otherwise. And of the sum hereby appro 
printed $000,000 shall be deducted from the sum of $2.553.335 authorized to be 

propriated and expended for the fiscal year ending June 3, 1890, by the 
‘Act making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation 
of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,’ which 
became a law on June 3. 1896;"' and the House agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: “Improvement of Pearl Harbor: For expense of nec 
essary survey of entrance to and of Pearl Harbor, Hawaiian Islands, and to 
enable the Secretary of the Navy to ascertain and report to Congtess the 
amount of land necessary to be acquired in said harbor and the probable 
cost thereof fora coaling and repair station, $10,000."’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert 
“* $25,000; " and the Senate agree to the same 

The committee of conference recommend to their respective Houses that 
Senate amendment numbered 10 be transferred from line 6, page 4 of the 
bill, and inserted after the word “ available,” at the end of Senate amendment 


numbered 
W. B. ALLISON, 


A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


J. G. CANNON, 

WM. A. STONE. 

JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
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Mr. CANNON (before the reading was concluded). 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the further 


Mr. 


—— of this report. The residue can be printed in the Recorp. 
r, 


ICHARDSON. Is there a statement of the House con- 
ferees? 


Mr. CANNON. There is. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the statement of the 
House conferees will be read in lieu of the conference report. 
Mr. SAYERS. It is understood that the remainder of the 

will appear in the Recorp? 

he SPEAKER. The remainder of the repent will be printed 
in the Recorp, if there be no objection, and the statement of the 
House conferees will be read in lieu ot the report. 

There was no objection, 

The following statement was vend: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
in yotes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 
= 72 makingappropriationsfor sundry civil expenses of the Government 

or the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, submit the following written state- 

ment in explanation of effect of the oon agreed uponan recommended 

by oo con aaeee’ weameeeee “ com st ¢ : a eee: i 

m amendments num an repel as proposed 

the Senate, instead of $4,000, as proposed = the House,for the purchase of 
ten eophones, at $500 each, for “the use of the | Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Onamendments numbered 7 and 8: sea By the Renate $200,000, as proposed by the 
House, ins’ of $275,000, as pro: he pene, for the Omaha Exposi- 
tion, and makes the same i tely available 

On amendment numbered 9: Authorizes the em yment of an assayer, at 

i ae egers, , at $1,200, in the assay office at wood, 8, Dak., as proposed 

e Se 
Ton amendment numbered 16: In lieu of the legislation proposed by the Sen- 
ate relative to the forest reserves, inserts the provision which is set out at 
es in the accompanying conference report. 
amendment numbered 19: on the appropriation of $5,000, 
by the Senate, to continue i to the uction of domestic sugar. 

On amendment numbered “Gicinesowe provision proposed by the Sen- 
ate sathars the use of the apprepriatien for the harbor of refuge at Point 
Judith, R. L., for the yoeseeeies of plans and —— therefor. 

On amendment numbered 22: Strikes out the provisio: oar by the Sen- 
ate requiring the Secretar of War to appoint a superin’ ent of the com- 
dams of the United States upon 


sores and traffic Lae he locks upon the 
geen rete moeeared 24, 25, and 26: Appropriates $2,933,333, instead of 


re 


Mon 


eeapeene the Senate, and aad roposed by the House, for im- 
proving t Pact or oe a d sum eee available 
or for expenditure v under contract oF| ress Seeegeen that thereof 

deducted f be expe uring the 
fee the Senate author- 


ane 1899, and strikes aa ies aon 

izing the Secretar contract for & a = 
app tions by 
last river 


ture in advance of 
the sum authorized by the 


and harbor act for Soak eae $ ver. 
On t numbe: trikes out the authority pro by the 
fonste 30 000 of the for d ng y, in Wash- 
i a cadast 5 ent eee. and for LA peat 


o cation of wad ianeovenans from the head of Salmon Bay to the termination 
m ve. 
see numbered 28: In lieu of the sepeeietien 2 of $50. 
by the Sena somes entrance to Pearl 7 


Senate for the impro of the 
appr a seen $10,000 for expense of necessary survey of entrance to and of 
ice" and to enable the Secretary of = Navy to seoesertety and re- 


Coane, 6 ales uired in said harbor 
port to Congr the thereof, ee occnmne. oan nepal 
On spent pmumbered’ 2 : Appropriates 000, instead of $40,000, as 


* 


KEK? 


geo by the Senate, for maintaining and keeping open the channel in 
oO A 

On canemiaienie numbered 35, 36, and 37: Provides for the appointment of 
the Nicaragua On, aS 


: one 
United States Army, one officer of the Na 
tive or from the retired list, and one cor from civil yo “~ appoint- 
ments to be made — and with the advice ao consent of Ss ate. 

The bill as finally agreed upon appropriates "lg GCA NON 


D SAVERS, 


‘Minagnn an Oe Santa me House. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speake’, one word, and then I will move 
the adoption of the rt, unless the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
Savers] desizes to be heard. 

I think the House understands, wifhout further ee 
what this report recommends touchiig the forestry matter. 
provision on this subject was submitted to the gentleman can 
Arkansas [Mr. McRar] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Lacey], and was satisfactory to them. It is substantially what 
the House indicated as its view of this question in the two days 
——— upon the matter. The Senate on this question yielded 

ew 

Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] desire to occupy 


some time? 

Mr. SAYERS. Only a couple of minutes. 

Mr. CANNON, I to nee 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I agreed to the as read 
at the Clerk's desk, but with the that I should make 
a statement to the ‘House in reference totwoitems. I donot con- 


cur with the committee as to the item making appropriation for 
the survey of Pearl Harbor. It is unnecessary for me at this time 


, Who may be taken from the ac- 


batiiee than the ought to be made. 

There is another in the bill which provides that the survey 
Oe ne ee eee be made under the supervision of 
the Director of the Geological Survey. My judgment is is that it is 


the reasons why I disagree to that item. I do not | 


unwise to devolve this duty upon that service. Those of ns wh, 
were here in the ee Congress will remember—I b«}\.\-, 


it was in the Fifty-second Congress—that the annual appro). 
tion for the support of aoa Saleen anes me belay to erletl largely reduced, {ho 
policy of Ganarnes 4 ae the ti strictly confine its opera. 
tions to ae 

Within a ieve sae, however, that rule has been re}a\..). 


SE a eee er eee Bere pen ceed for sever; 

rs prior tothe Fifty-second , and which was aban. — 
in that Congress. ee is that the operations of the Geo. 
logical Survey ought to strictly to the performan:. 
of those duties with which it was ly charged, and that its 
= not to be enlarged in the direction indicated 3); t)\5 

ogical Survey is now engaged in surveying and 

ma wantin the Indian Territory. 

nder the provisions of the clause in the bill under consij.r,. 
tion it will be required to survey these immense forest reser \-y- 
tions, and very soon I fear that the work of the Geological Survey, 
instead of being confined to the functions for which it was «riz; 
nally ee will continue to be further enlarged unt)! it 
shall have entirely absorbed the jurisdiction and functions of tho 
General Land On ce in the matter of surveying the public Janis. 
so that, instead of the Geological Survey more efficient 
in the performance of the duties originally assigned to it, it wil) 
engage in other matters, —e. sight of the ver Jog ortant pur- 
pose for which it was origi ifty-second 
Congress cut short its se eeeciinan y about sino, 000 and under. 
took to restrain the ae within the sphere of its legitimate 
funetions. This, in my judgment, was a wise policy and cuvht 
not to be —_- from. 

Mr. TERRY. Ishould like to ask the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. SaAYERs] a — . 

Mr. SA Yes. 

Mr. TERRY. " The gentleman states, as I understand, that he 
obj — that po in regard to Pearl Harbor. 

Mr. TERRY. I vai ask the gentleman if it is not a fact that 
ee ee yote on this thing, but that 
we have to vote the report up or down as a whole? 

Mr. SAYERS. There is no way that I know of—none at all. 

Mr. TERRY. Then we shall either have to vote for Pear!) Har- 


rt Said oi not 
statement. 
, I see no rea- 


the conference committee. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 


from California - Lown}. 
LOUD. Mr. that will be sufficient. I 
ates scer meaner 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. the consid- 
eration of this matter in the eee sinnit that ? is nobody's 
fault but my own. 

I desire to call the attention of this House, however, even at this 
late hour, to this matter of forest reservations. The chairman of 
the Committee on Se iat in the last House well knows 
the position taken by myself in the last in relation to 
these forest reservations cea aes sought to invade the forest 


Fe 


I ses chains lepoee ate ta last Congress I did not feel di 1 
n eel dispose. 
to cause serious disturbance here when a matter was under °on- 


in the States of Idaho, 
renee States; but when you 
in the manner in which it is 
invaded in this bill I feel that one of the most serious matters ¢vn- 


ce 


cerning my State is before it now that can come before 
this and I feel ee the of my State, 
and I in the interests of whole country, to resist with 
all the power I have the adoption of this conference rt. 
ee ar eee me call rm cma this . eee #0 tho 
danger on an appropriation which has no place 
therein. The late President set aside a eet 
ee = (nd hsp 
wish House, then legislate upon 
that question alone. Butin endeavoring to to legiiaie on that ans 
tion have sought to ae ene Ss have in- 
grafted in this report measures which destroy the forest 
eecur nade tadle ene oadie te tay oe mane and destroy 
the fairest portion of the State. 
The Senate, with all due respect to that body, must, in accor! 
ance with a tis Roter Should ie tsa be- 
cause it is and House should here to-day defeat 


and demand “ 
Toca toamatetnined. and that if 
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they desire legislation on matters of this importance, they shall 


jntroduce measures and have them considered in the usual man- 
Oh, I know it has been said many times, in the closing hours 


of the session, that _ must accept propositions of legislation 
from the Senate or this or that bill must fail. 


If this bill must fail, Mr. Speaker, then let the responsibility lie 

where it properly ec 7 So far as I am concerned, and the 

ple of my State, I believe the sober judgment of the people 

of this country would prefer that no sundry civil bill should ever 

become a law than that such iniquitous provisions should be con- 
tained in it as are contained in this. 

Mr. CANNON. May I ask my friend a question? 

Mr. LOUD. Ina moment I will yield. 

Let me say that our friends in the Dakotas and in Idaho who 
want this late order of President Cleveland set aside are not satis- 
fied with this bill. Neither are the men who are in favor of 
retaining the forest reserves. There are not twenty men on the 
floor of this House who favor the provision contained herein. 

Then why should we bow and surrender our sovereign right 
and power? ; 

Now, if the gentleman desires to ask me a question. 

Mr. CANNON. If I understand the gentleman, he objects to 
the provision touching the forest reservation in this bill, because 
it gives the President power to annul or modify the reservations 
having once been made. 

Mr LOUD. The gentleman is mistaken about that. The gen- 
tleman does not seem to comprehend my statement. I evidently 
have not made myself clear. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, now, does the gentleman object to that 
provision which suspends the order of February — 

Mr. LOUD. No; I do not care anything about that. 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). Until the ist of March next? 

Mr. LOUD. Ido not care about that. It does not touch my 
8 


tate. 
Mr. CANNON. What does the gentleman object to? 
Mr. LOUD. {will call the attention of the House to the very 
vision, and I know of no way of getting this provision out of 

this measure except to defeat the conference report. I said in this 
House that 1 would not, and I believed it was in the power or 
almost in the power of anybody to defeat the sundry civil bill, put 
I would notavail myself of that power then, because I was assured 
that the bill would not be passed in such a shape as to affect the 
interests of my State; but now the measure is in such shape that 
it does affect my State. 

Mr. CANNON. If I made the gentleman any promise in the 
last session of Congress, I kept it. 

Mr.LOUD. Yes, sir; there is no doubt about that. 

Mr. RICHAR IN. Iunderstand the gentleman to say that 
~ gentleman from Illinois promised the bill would not become a 

w--— 


Mr. LOUD. Oh, no. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I may have misunderstood him. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman misunderstood him. I say I was 
assured that the bill would not become law if it affected my own 
State, and it did not affect my State. If the House will listen to 
me one moment, I will call attention to the particular part of this 
measure [ object to. 

Let me say again, there are not twenty men in this House who 


favor this as putin here. It is simply a compromise 
» 1e 

measure. if we legislation in this direction, let it be 

eee sree ane Oe senien nee 

e ng onan appropriation bill. I can say toour 

friends Soom the Dakotas and Taho t if these forest reserva- 

tions continue for a year more, no great harm can be done. If this 


matter is not upon for one, two, or three years, the land 
will still remain there; and if you have power or right you will 

attain it. But, not content with setting aside the Presi- 
dent's , you have invaded an act passed by Congress seven 
years ago, and have sought to amend an act setting aside forest 


Now, here is the vision to which I desire to call 
‘ particular pro 


For the purpose of preserving the living and growing timber. 
What a title to this iniquitous measure, Mr. Speaker! 


‘For the purpose of oso living and growing timber,” 
when ee br * act to invade and destroy; and that is 
the that given. 


Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask for information, because I am not familiar 
with the land laws of the United States. Can not the Secretary 
of the Interior, under the present laws, permit parties to go upon 
these reservations or upon the public lands of the United States 
and take this character of timber about which the gentleman 
speaks? Has he not done so? 

Mr. LOUD. I understand not. If they have that power, I can 
not understand why they should endeavor to put it in here. 

Mr. SAYERS. I am not able from any knowledge I have to 


‘| controvert the statement of the gentleman, but I have the im 


yression, derived from information given me by gentlemen of the 

ouse, that the Secretary of the Interior has that power. I may 
be mistaken, however, and have interrupted the gentleman only 
for the purpose of being accurately informed. 

Mr. LOUD. I have not read every line of the law on this sub- 
ject, but let me say to the gentleman that repeated effort has 
been made in this House to pass the very measure that is con- 
tained in this bill. 

Mr. KING. Does not the gentleman think it is a wise provision 
to permit the withdrawal from these forestry reservations of 
decaying and dead timber, which encumbers the growth of the 
smaller timber which under better conditions would have an 
opportunity to mature? 

Mr. LOUD. The trouble is, Mr. Speaker, that some gentlemen 
misunderstand the object of setting aside a forest reserve: There 
is a class of technical gentlemen in this country who favor timber 
culture, and they confound timber culture with forest reservation. 
What the object of the forest reservations in the gentleman's own 
State may be I do not know or care. Let such legislation be 
passed for his State as he thinks proper to advocate. I do, how- 
ever, know what the reserves were set aside for in the State of 
California and what their object is. 

_ the hammer fe'l. | 

r. LOUD. lask for a little more time. My time has been 
occupied somewhat by interruptions, and this is a matter of very 
great importance to my State. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam anxious to get a vote, but I will yield the 
gentleman five minutes more, if that is sufficient. 

Mr. LOUD. If I am not interrupted, I can get through in five 
minutes. If I am interrupted, I shall have to ask for more time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California is recognized 
for five minutes. 

Mr. LOUD. In answer to the inquiry of the gentleman from 
Utah, I want to say further that the only object of the forest 
reserves in the State of California is to retain the snows upon the 
mountains, so that the snows and rains of the spring shall not 
bring down all at once the full flood upon our valleys, where 
irrigation is carried on to a great extent and where it is a neces- 
sity, as it is for the production of the crops of the great San 
Joaquin Valley. 

That is the main object of the forest reserves in the State of 
California, and not to encourage the growth of straight trees and 
clean forests; and the more fully you keép the forest in its natural 
condition, witha largeamount of undergrowth and decayed timber, 
the more effectually do you attain the object of keeping the snows 
upon the mountains. I know that to gentlemen who confound 
timber culture with forest reservation the provision in this bill 
appears perfectly harmless; but I believe, and it is the general 
consensus of men who have investigated this question, that the 
moment you open the forest reservations to the cutting of timber 
you begin to destroy the forest reservations themselves. 

In the State of California a territory more than 400 miles in 
length and varying from 30 to 60 miles in width is wholly de- 
pendent for its successful cultivation upon the retention of the 
snows on the Sierra Nevada Mountains. 

If you pass this bill, you will substantially destroy the produc- 
tiveness of more than one-half of my State. Now, why should 
any person in the world seek to amend thelaws which were passed 
many years ago merely for the purpose of suspending an order of 
the President made during the late winter? Mr. Speaker, there 
are many other provisions in this bill that should not be passed. 
Mr LEWIS of Washington. May I ask the gentleman a ques- 

on? : 


Mr. LOUD. Inamoment. Thereisa provision permitting the 
cutting of timber for mining purposes, which, if carried into 
effect, will destroy, as I have said, the forest reservations on the 
western side of the Sierra Nevada Mountains, as it has destroyed 
and denuded the forests on the eastern side. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. DoI understand that the gentle- 
man from California is in favor of the order made by the late 
President of the United States, and against the proposed modifi- 
cation of it? 

Mr. LOUD. I do not know anything about that, neither do I 
care. You are not satisfied with this bill. You come from a 
country where there is more timber than you know what to do 
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with. What I do object to is that, under the guise of setting 
aside an order of the late President of the United States, you 
should invade the State of California and destroy the forest re- 
serves in that State. I regret it very much, but | shall be com- 
pelled to ask the House to reject the conference report and to use 
every means in my power to defeat it. 

Mr. CANNON. r. Speaker, in reply to the gentleman from 
California, I want to say that the provisions in this conference 
report are in substance the provisions which were matured and 
approved by this House after almost two days’ consideration, under 
the lead of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] and the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. McRa®g], both of them formerly mem- 
bers of the Committee on Public Lands, and, so far as I am com- 
petent to judge, perhaps better informed touching the public lands 
of the United States than any other two Representatives in the 
House, I say frankly now, as I said then, that I do not claim to be 
well informed upon that subject. 

I made my protest then, as I had made it on other occasions, 
against legislation upon pe bills. But let us see what 
the condition here is, Under law, 20,000,000 acres of land were 
put ina forest reservation last February, and they are now in 
reservation. The better opinion is that the President of the United 
States has no power to take any one acre out of that reservation. 
It is alleged by the people in Dakota, in Washington, in Montana, 
and elsewhere throughout that portion of the country that the 
President's order works great hardship. 

Now, what does this proposition in the conference report do? 
It enables the President of the United States at any time to re- 
voke, in whole or in part, the order making this reservation. It 
makes that much change in existing law. What else does it do? 
It takes absolutely every acre of these 20,000,000 acres out of res- 
ervation, and keeps them out until the ist day of next March. 
That is all. 

Mr. KING. Was it not possible to have secured in conference 
a provision by which these 20,000,000 acres should still be with- 
=e from the operation of that order until a survey could be 
made? 

Mr. CANNON. It was not possible with the conferees that the 
House sent, because the House conferees refused to go beyond 
what they regarded as practically the instruction of the House, 
given after two days’ consideration of the subject here. 

After we had upon these provisions, the conferees on the 

t of the House, in excessive caution, consulted the gentleman 
rom Arkansas and the gentleman from Iowa for the purpose of 
acorns whether the committee had framed the provision 
substantially as they understood the indication of the sense of the 
House on this subject. 

Now, this provision takes every acre out of reservation that is 
now in reservation under the Presidential order, and keeps it out 
until the Ist day of next March, as theugh that order had never 
been issued. hat next? It ee $150,000 for a survey, 
topographical and otherwise, to made under the direction of 
the Interior Department by the Geological Bureau, which is al- 
ready cxenubent for seryice of this kind. After examination and 
survey, when the Ist day of next March comes, this provision en- 
ables the President to take all or any portion of this land out of 
reservation that ought to be taken out. 

Mr. LOUD. But subject to these new amendments to the old 
forest-reservation law. 

Mr, CANNON. 1 will speak of that matterin amoment. One 
thing at a time. : 

In other words, this provision gives the money for the a 
of making the examination and survey. It gives the President 
power to annul after the Ist of March next the whole of this res- 
ervation, or to change it in any shape or form, upon information 
which may then have been obtained. -In the meantime every acre 
is taken out of reservation. Now, styppose,this conference report 
should be voted down—not adopted. _Then every acre of those 
eee acres is kept in reservation absolutely. So much for 
that. 

There were gentlemen in another body who claimed that this 
land should be taken out of reservation for all time. The con- 
ferees on the part of the House, considering the merits of the 
question, did not believe that this ought to be done. It will be 
seen that the conference agreement conforms almost literally to 
what the House indicated as its view after two days’ debate. 

Now, a word in reply to the gentleman from ifornia. He 
objects, I understand, to this provision: 


For the purpose of preserving the living and oete timber and promot- 
ing the younger growth on forest reservations, Secretary of the Interior, 
under such rules and regulations as he shall prescribe, may cause to be desig- 
nated and appraised so much of the dead, matured, or inp growth of trees 
found 2 such forest reservations as may be compatible with the utiliza- 
tion of forests thereon, and may sell the same for not less than the a 
pore value in such quantities to each purchaser as he shall prescribe, 

used in the State or Territory in which such timber reservation may be 
situated, respectively, but not for export therefrom, 


It is further provided how the timber shall be sold, how it shall 
be warked, etc. 
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Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman allow me one suggestion? My 
great objection was to putting upon an appropriation bill amen,;. 
tory legislation setting aside forest reservations that had }ecoy 
made seven Bay ago. 

Mr. CANNON, ‘The provision here is that ‘“‘the Secretary o¢ 
the Interior, under such rules and regulations as he shal! pro. 
scribe, may ”—not shall—sell this timber; that is, the dead tii |jer. 


Provision is made how it shall be marked, how advertised, }),y, 
policed while being taken off, etc. I donot know whether th). 
provisions are wise or not, but I a they are, if honestly 
administered; and if not honestly administered, of course there js 


aremedy. It is sufficient for me that upon that branch of this 
sranpael legislation we have the approving —— of the gentle. 
man from lowa and the gentleman from Arkansas, and a.so tho 
indication of the sentiment of this House after two days’ de\ ate. 
Under such circumstances,I believe I am justified in regarding 
this as apt and proper legislation. 

Mr. LOUD. My friend from Illinois refers to the gentleman 
from Iowa and the gentleman from Arkansas, I suppose, as pric- 
tical experts on forest reservations, because there are so many res- 
ervations in their States! 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, I refer to the oes action of this 
House, to its two days’ consideration of th question, and the in- 
dications of sentiment which it gave, and which have been written 
in this report, and which, if the report be adopted, will be written 
in the law. ; 

Mr. HARTMAN. What will be the effect. if the Geological 
Survey fails to make the necessary examination between now and 
the ist day of March, so as to furnish sufficient information to 
a whether these lands ought to remain in reservation or 
not? 

Mr. CANNON. On the ist day of next March every acre of 
these 20,000,000 acres will go back into reservation, except so far 
as a President may determine to keep any portion out of reser- 
vation. 

Mr. HARTMAN, Then, if the Geological Survey should not 
find time to make the examination of those 20,000,000 acres in the 
short time which will elapse between now and the Ist day of March, 
those reservations will remain as carved ont by President Cleve- 
land, unless the present President should issue some order to the 
contrary. 

Mr.CANNON. Unlessthe Presidentdetermines tothe contrary; 
and this act gives the President that exact power. 

Mr. HARTMAN. But the President will not make any sus- 
pension until there is an examination and survey, will he? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not know. 

Mr. HARTMAN. If he should, will he make such suspeusion 
upon knowledge, or upon guesswork? 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman this question: If this 
or some other ‘legislation should not be enacted, will not every 
acre remain in reservation? 

Mr. HARTMAN. That is perfectly true. é 

Mr. CANNON. And will it not remain in reservation from 
now until the 1st of March? 

Mr. HARTMAN. That is perfectly true. But let me ask the 
gentleman whether it would not be satisfactory to him and the 
other conferees to permit this report to be defeated and to accept 
in lieu of the provision in the — a declaration that no legisla- 
tion of any kind shall be placed upon the bill with reference to 
these forest reservations, except a provision for the vacation of 
the order establishing them? en let us take up the subject in 
regular order before a proper committee. 

r. CANNON. The gentleman asks whether it would not meet 
_ approval to repeal in toto the orderof President Clevelan | an! 

opt no other legislation—in other words, whether it is not |) t- 
ter to have legislation to suit the gentleman's peculiar notion. ni 
at the same time set aside the views of 359 members of the House. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. CANNON. This whole matter was discussed in this House. 
I beg to call attention again to the fact that we had two days for 
the consideration of this question, and this conference report cm- 
bodies the consensus of opinion as manifested by the members of 
the House at that time. 

Mr. LOUD. What was the vote in the House on that question? 
Does the gentleman remember? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not recollect. 

Mr. HARTMAN. My object in the su 
views of —e who are opposed to p 
to this subject w 0 ee 

Mr. CANNON. Butthe gentleman proposes to place the broa- 
est ble 1 tion on the bill. 

Mr, GANNON, ‘That is to say, he proposes to repeal the ord 

Tr. i say, repea e order 
of President Cleveland putting 20,000,000 acres in reservation ani! 
to stop there and call that ** no — 

Mr. HARTMAN. Because we all agree that that order ought 
never to have been issued. 


ion was to meet the 
legislation relating 





1897. 





Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; there are a great many people who 
believe that it was right to issue it and that it ought not to be 


hed. 

opractically there can be, in my judgment, no possible agree- 

ment between the House and the Senate that will meet the full 

approval perhaps of any Senator or oy sisate. There In mat- 
e 


ate. There is neces- 
sarily “ give and take.” This thing has n worked ott labori- 
ously and at great length by the House on the one hand and by 
the Senate on the other. The only practical solution of it is given 
in this conference rt. The Senate adopted the report after 
full discussion; and I think the time has now come for us to close 
up, adopt the report, and pass the bill. . 

Mr. TODD. ei should like to inquire why this report does not 
embrace some provision that the timber be sold to the highest 
bidder? Will not the provision in the report operate in the inter- 
est of some of the great lumber trusts by enabling them to come 
in and purchase the timber at merely the appraised price? 

Mr. CANNON. I think there is in the report such a provision 
as the gentleman intimates should be adopted. 

Mr. TODD. I think not. It is provided that the timber shall 
be sold at not less than the appraised value; but the appraised 
value may be only 50 per cent of the real valuation; and if there 
are persons willing to pay the real value of the timber, why should 
not the Government get the benefit of such an arrangement, in- 
stead of allowing some lumber combine to get the timber at half 
its value? 

Mr. CANNON. I think this provision, when you come to exam- 
ine it, will be found correct: 

ving the livi ot- 
pe. epee s on oe eee Seater ot tne en 
under rules and regulations as he shall prescribe, may cause to be des- 
ignated and appraised so much of the dead. matured, or large growth cf 
trees found such forest reservations as may be compatible with the 
utilization of forests thereon, and may sell the same for not less than the 
appraised value in such quantities to each purchaser as he shall prescribe, to 


be used in the State or Territory in which such timber reservation may be 
situated, respectively, but not for export therefrom. 


Then provision is made for the giving of notice, etc. Plenary 
— is given to the Secretary of the Interior to make regulations 
0 


ters of this kind it takes a majority to 


r the sale of the timber at not less than the appraised value, the 
object being to utilize the dead timber. 
Mr. TODD. But under the provision to which the gentleman 


refers all the valuable timber may be disposed of. 

Mr. CANNON. It is the dead timber that is to be sold, and 
when sold it is only to be used in the State or Territory in which 
the reservation is situated. 

Mr. TODD. I would withdraw my objection if the language of 
the provision were so modified that all the valuable timber might 
not of in this wuy. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman, as I understand, objects be- 
cause provision is not made for selling the timber to the highest 


bidder. 
Mr. TODD. My su tion is that if the timber is to be sold, 
the Government oul get the real value of it. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Allow me to say that without such a 
pone as that embraced in the report people in remote wooded 

istricts, to obtain timber, might be prevented from doing 
8o by the sa’ men who would come in and bid perhaps twice 
as much as individual consumers would be able to bid. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, possibly something of. that kind; and 
again I can conceive a position where one man ought not to be 


permitted to buy all the timber. He might be an improper char- 
acter. He might not, all things considered, be the best bidder. 


Mr. TODD. But you already haye a saving clause providin 
against that. All I want is that the Governmentshall be entitlec 
to receive all it can legitimately receive when that timber is sold. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, in my judgment, this so provides; 
but the gentleman's criticism comes now for the first time. I 
never even noticed the want of the provision which he refers to. 
In the two days’ discussion we had of this matter, when the House 
was under the lead of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] and 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRae], our friend did not 
even make his 

Now, Mr. 


question on the adoption of this conference report. 
ordered 


suuiion Witten take agreeing to the conf rt 
q en on e conference report, 
Seng by Mr. Loup) th 


on a division ( oe ere re 89, noes 6. 
conference report was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


_ ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS AND BILL SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint reso- 
lutions and bill of the following titles: eo . 
A resolution (S. R. 43) in amendment of the joint reso- 
authorizing the Secretary 


lution of April 7, 1897, of the Navy to 
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transport contributions for the relief of the famishing poor of 
India; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 44) making an appropriation to supply a 
deficiency in the appropriations for public printing and binding 
for the fiscal year 1897; and 

A bill (H. R. 16) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, 
and for other purposes. 


PREVENTING COLLISIONS ON THE INLAND WATERS OF 
STATES, 


The SPEAKER. The House will resume consideration of Sen- 
ate bill 1886. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] 
offers an amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 2, line 5, strike out all after “or” and insert “the after range 
light mentioned in article 2 (f)."’ 

Mr. PAYNE. Iask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 
amendments suggested by the board of experts. 

Mr. FLEMING, Mr. Speaker, it was perfectly competent, of 
course, for the majority of the House to lay down their policy, as 
they did early in the session, that they did not desire committees 
appointed. But, as a corollary of that proposition, we are in- 
formed that the House did not intend to enact general legislation. 
I think, Mr. Speaker, that as long as the House kept those two 
yropositions together the position of the majority was defensible. 

ut now it seems that the House is asked by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne] to engage in general legislation, and to 
ae a bill of the most complicated character, without this House 

aving the benefit of having these questions examined by a prop- 
erly appointed committee. 

Mr. Speaker, as far as lam concerned, I have no complaint to 
make of the policy laid down by the majority, that they do not 
desire to have committees appointed, if they will couple with 
that the further statement that they do not intend to enact gen- 
eral legislation. That was the justification, and the only justifi- 
cation, made for that course by the party in power before the 
country at large. It is the ground on which you have been in 
some measure held in justification by the people and by the press 
of the country. The question was, Why appoint committees 
when you did not intend to enact general legislation? 

As Il say, that position was defensible. But now what do we 
find? Here, for the first time, we are asked to enact a bill of the 
most complicated character. There is not a subject upon which 
we shall be called to legislate at any time which is perhaps more 
involved than are the provisions of this bill. Now, by what au- 
thority can any member be expected to vote for such a bill? I 
know of but one. We are told we can assume that the other 
branch of the legislative department, the Senate, has properly 
investigated this question, and that they have sent us a perfected 
bill. In fact, I have been told that this bill has been most care- 
fully considered by the Navy Department. 

But, Mr. Speaker, that will not do. That position can not be 
defended on the floor of the House. Why? The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne] has informed us that he has numerous 
amendments that he intends to place upon this bill. I should 
like to ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] at this 
stage how many amendments he has prepared to go upon the 
bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will say to the gentleman that I have not 
counted the number, but I should think that there were fully a 
dozen, and perhaps more. I want to say to the gentleman that 
every one of these amendments has been suggested by this board 
of experts, consisting of the American representatives at this in- 
ternational conference, and also the Supervising Inspector-Gen- 
eral of Steam Vessels and the Commissioner of Navigation. They 
have carefully considered this bill, and they propose these amend- 
ments. I want to say to the gentleman, further, that this bill re- 
enacts in large part the existing rules and regulations that now 
apply to the navigation of these inland waters, and that the only 
changes made are in order to make them comply with what Con- 
gress and the international conference and treaties have made 
the rules of the high seas. 

It is not such an intricate matter to these gentlemen, but it will 
be an intricate matter to the gentleman from Georgia and myself 
or any other members of the House not familiar with questions 
relating to navigation; and if you were on the committee and 
considered them, we would still have to rely upon the testimony 
and judgment of these expert and experienced men who do know 
about these matters. 

Mr. FLEMING. To be sure, Mr. Speaker, the committee, in 
the first place, would have an opportunity to investigate this ques- 
tion in the light of the experience of these experts. Now the bill 


THE UNITED 


This is one of the 
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JUNE 1, 
comes here, and we are asked to pass upon it on our faith in the | But Iam entertained in to the tleman from 
Senate. Did it not go through a committee in the Senate? Now, | New York, I felt perfectly safe in allowing him to spea\: as 
if the tleman had told us the bill was already in a perfected | long as he desired, because I know [have an hour, if I choos, 


condition and asked us to vote for it, he might have expected us 
todo so. But, Mr. Speaker, after the bill gone through the 
Senate, and the gentleman has stated he shall offer a dozen amend- 
ments, can such a bill be perfect? If the gentleman has discov- 
ered and has been put in possession of a dozen amendments from 
whatever source, how many other imperfections may there not be 
— in this bill if properly considered by a committee of this 
ouse? 

Now, Mr, Speaker, I submit that if the House does not intend 
to appoint committees—and I am not making «ny complaint about 
that—if it does not intend to appoint committees, let it continue 
to justify its course by not engaging in general legislation. But 
when they ask this House to engage in general legislation, as they 
do in asking us to pass this bill, then, as a member of this House, 
I will insist that this complicated, involved question shall first be 
considered by a competent committee; and I simply put the gentle- 
man on notice now that if this bill or one of its im ce is pro- 
posed to be , 80 far as I am concerned, he will have to have 
@ quorum to do it, because I will raise the question of no.quorum. 

f this bill came before the House from a properly constituted 
committee I would be willing to accept the work of that commit- 
tee. In some kind of way we would be ob to doit. A man 
can not examine all these subjects himself can not investigate 
them. But if we are to vote on faith, I want to have a committee 
on whose action I can ees See and I submit, if the gentle- 
man himself, as an i idual member of this House, can discover 
twelve or fifteen needed amendments to this bill, the probability 


is that a committee might have discovered a dozen more. 
Mr. PAYNE. Will the tleman from Geo allow me to 
ask him one question, and is, if he unders that rules and 


regulations for navigation on the high seas, to prevent the collision 
of ships, and a code of rules of the road, have been established 
between all maritime nations of the earth, to take effect on the 
ist day of next month, and that some of those rules interfere in 
some with our own rules for the navigation of the inland 
waters bordering on the high seas, and that to leave them in their 
present condition and make no changes as proposed by this bill 
would endanger human life; and that in order to carry out his 
theory, whatever it may be, or toemphasize the matter before the 
country that the House has no committees—and it seems that the 
country must understand by this time that the House has no com- 
mittees; that it is the policy of the majority of the House not to 
int committees—and it seems that the country understands 
fact—that in order, uselessly, it seems to me, to emphasize 
that, he to stand here in the way of the passage of this 
Sail and tabes tho sith af neane aulitehen oh mn, Stieeine ek of late 
of human life; and if this is done—— 
Mr. LEWIS of W. I make the point of order that the 
gentleman from Georgia the floor— 
Mr. PAYNE. If the leader from Washington will possess his 


eS 
Mr. LEWIS of Wash . Imake the point of order that the 
ntleman from Georgia the floor, and can not be taken from 


e floor by the tleman from New York in this way. 
The SP The gentleman from Washington rises to a 
point of order. 


Mr. LEWIS of Washington. Iam notatall embarrassed by the 

compliment of the emphatic form in which the Chair referred to 
er 
e SPEAKER. That was by inadvertence. 

Mr. LEWIS of Washington. The Chair need not explain that. 
I would not make any inference from that upon the Chair. I 
make this point of order: That the gentleman from Georgia has 
the floor, and that the gentieman from New York, upon the au- 
thority of the privilege of asking him a question, can not take his 
time and address him while the gentleman from Georgia has the 


: my friend from Georgia if he needs 
the assistance of the leader from W. to protect him in 
this matter? S machadanienasll upon him. 

Now, I simply asked a and I I had the leave of 
the gentleman. I was appealing to him, by way of a question, to 
+ 2 se renpconr pad ing to obstruct legislation and force 

House to meet on occasion, when should be a 


purpose in taking the position I do take was in no way wha:., 
to advertise to the country any farther the fact that this Hoy 


vestigate this particular bill. gentlemen on the other sii. , 
committees 


properly investigated? Why not request the Chair, or why \))! 


mittee, I will vote with him. 





to 
My 
er 


take that much time. I do not want to consume that time. 


without any regular committees, nor was it my desire to ady >); \.,. 
to the cduntry the policy of the majority party, that they dj), 
— to engage in ae ee 

y purpose was bona prevent the passage of a bill w))\¢) 
has not been p y considered a committee of the H my 
Now, I will show my good faith in that respect by stating t)),; | 
am perfectly willing to join with the gentleman from New \ |; 
in requesting the Chair to t a special committee tj). 


—e, - have all the i 
ask is a special committee vestigate this questivn. 
Here is a measure dealing with a v im mt and very _ 
volved subject, and my information is that are provisions in 
this bill which ought not to be there. Why not have the su} jc; 


, 1 do not ask that 


Al 


not the gentleman from New York himself move, to refer this 
bill to a special committee to be ted by the Chair? [f he 
will make a motion to refer it to ei a regular or a special com- 


Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman from Georgia knows «{ any 
provision in this bill that om not to be there, why does he kop 
ee i Why does he not give it to the 
ouse 
Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, when the tleman from New 
York himself has discovered twelve lepetiecdbens in this bill, | 
think it is time that he should allow some other members 0 ti. 
House to investigate it and try to ascertain whether the nwiuiler 
of imperfections may not be much greater. He has discov red 
twelve, but I fear that he has not discovered all of the impo~fec- 
tions, and for that reason I desire that the bill shall be referred to 
a ——— for SS . “a _ 
prefers a special commi instead aregu committee, 
eww dad naartaatee I ae say that asa member of this 
Honse 1 not vote for a bill of this character unless I have the 
report of some committee to me, and I will do what | can 
to prevent the passage of the unless the course I have sug- 
gested or some similar course is 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, [ call for a vote on the pending 


amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire, before the vote is taken 011 that 
amendment, to ask the gentleman from New York a question { r 
information in reference to the matter included on page 1) under 
the heading ‘‘ Note.” I have never seen an like this before 
in any bill that has passed the House. I tothe matter which 
is in print in contradistinction to the text of the bill. | want 
to ask the gentleman what not seem to be any 
SS ee eee but it is here in the bill in print 

tween those two articles. It does not seem to be a part 0! any 

the bill, but it was by the Clerk asa part of the 

i unusual to insert a ‘“‘note” of ths 

a and I want to know from the gen- 
this is to be taken as a part of 


pending 
Mr. Speaker, in line 23, page 27, I move to strike 

RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out thc 
matter to which I have already called attention, which is head 
ee er ee ee ee remem Peee 15 of the 


Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman from Tennessee wait until! 
offer another amendment? 


; 


mdment, it was 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. , by what authority does the 
from New York over other members of 
House in off: amendments to this bill? 
The Chair supposed that there had been <0? 
arrangement 


made by which the gentleman from New York ws 
to be permitted to certain amendments. 
The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from Tennessee wil! )'* 
sent his amendment. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out ‘)° 
matter <P 15, between lines 7 and 8 of the bill, under the 
heading ‘‘ Note.” 


canine = Speaker, i supposed IT had the floor for 22 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman {rom 
Mr. RICHARDSON. [ respectfully asked an explanation of th 











tleman from New York, and I got no answer. That is why I 
move to strike out this language, and I now ask that the 


this * . 
ork PE AKER. The Clerk will report the words proposed to 
be stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

between lines 7 8, strike out the following: 

ON re —When, in Eeaenenee Chad: weather e-ethee enneen, auch veo- 
1 finds herself so close that collision can not be avoided by the action of the 
ying-way vesselalone, she also shall take such action as will best aid toavert 

lision. (See articles 27 and 29.)" 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to explain to the gentleman 
from Tennessee and to the House that this act is a codification of 
the rules relating to the navigation of our inland waters. One 
object in putting them together in the law is to get them in con- 
venient form where they can be printed and posted in every ves- 
gel, and this nete appears here in the body of the act for the pur- 
pose of gi notice at that particular point by reference to 
articles 27 29. Itis simply for the convenience of posting the 
law, and of course, in that respect, it is a part of the statute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, But the question I propounded to the 


gentleman from New York was whether he had ever seen a} 


‘ note” like this in the body of any law that has passed this 


House. 

Mr. PAYNE. I donot think I have ever seen anything exactly 
like it; still I have seen something quite similar in the general 
laws rela to navigation, requiring the posting in each vessel 
of the bill of fare that is prescribed by law for sailors. That is 
inserted in the body of the law in a way almost exactly similar to 
this, and the object is that it may be posted in the cabin or the 
forecastle of the vessel. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I think the amendment of 
the gentleman from Tennessee is a proper one. I have never seen 
anything like this *‘note” in the body of a measure presented to 
Congress. The matter is very simple, however. Article 21 pro- 
vides an absolute and imperative rule when unaccompanied by 
two other articles. Those other articles are Nos. 27 and 29, and 
they specify the cases in which there may be a variance from the 
accurate and strict rule. Now, in posting this law for the benefit 
of seamen, it will be only necessary for the Treasury Department 
to print this note at the foot, as has been the custom in other 
cases, a8 & of the law. 
> Mr. RE ‘DSON. Iam very glad to hear the statement of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR}. 
actly correct. I am glad we agree on this question. I have never 
geen any effort on the part of the friends of any bill to insert an 


explanatory provision of this kind. That is why I have moved to | 


strike it out. 
' The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. RicHARDSON 
‘was to. 


Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment which 
I have already sent up to the desk. 
, The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 24, 


do na ee - 
*(d) or water craft not herein provided for, navigating by 


. or by current of the river, shall carry one or 
more good white which shall be placed in such manner as shall be 
prescribed by the of Supervising tors of Steam Vessels.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I should like to know whence this amend- 
ment comes and why it is suggested. The amendment appears 
! t one. It is almost impossible for us to 
legislate intelligentiy —_—e a measure of this kind in this hap- 
hazard way. I submit that the gentleman from New York ought 
not to press the consideration of this bill any further this evening, 
In view of the lateness of the hour and the fewness of the mem- 
bers in , [ suggest that the gentleman allow the bill to 


g° over until some other day. 
Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman consent to take a recess until 
to-morrow at 12 0’ 
Mr. IN. What is the use of that? 
Mr. PAYNE. For the of going on with this bill. 
_Mr. RICHARDSON. there not be plenty of time to con- 


it when we meet on the next 
there will be any more members in a nce to-morrow 

to-day; lassure the gentleman from New York, from 

all around me, that he can not pass this 

can obtain a quorum. 

we take a recess until to- 
We had a quorum here 


lar = It is hardly 
than 


| 





I think he is ex- | 
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Mr. SAYERS. I ask the gentleman from New York to with- 
draw that motion until my colleague can call up a bill which will 
not take three minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am afraid it is an important bill, and will re- 
quire a quorum. I can not withdraw my motion. 

Mr. SAYERS. All right; then you will have to bring a quorum 
here to pass this bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. If we can not goon with this bill without a quo- 
rum, wecan not go on with any other. 1 do not withdraw my 
motion. 

The question being taken, the motion of Mr. Paynr, that the 
House adjourn, was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 
30 minutes p. m.), the House, pursuant to its standing order, ad- 
journed until Thursday next at 12 o'clock noon. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting copy of a 
letter from the Chief of Bureau of Yards and Docks, with report 
of the board of civil engineers appointed to examine the cause of 
the leak in the dry dock in the Brooklyn Navy-Yard, and recom- 
mending appropriation for the same—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the follewing titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. MAXWELL: A bill (H. R. 3382) to prohibit the grant- 
ing of a patent where the thing sought to be patented is a mere 
rearrangement or variance in constructive devices and details of 
inventions already known; second, to require the party claiming 
an infringement to recover judgment against the party charged 
with such infringement before he can maintain an action against 
w bona fide purchaser of the article alleged to be an infringement, 
and to restrict damages to the actual injury; third, to reduce the 
time to sixty days in which to file an application for a patent—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 3383) to restore med- 
ical freedom to the people of the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Washington: A bill (H. R. 3393) for the re- 
lief of settlers—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3394) for an assay office at Seattle, in the 
State of Washington—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A joint resolution (H. Res. 60) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitutionof the United States— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 61) to provide 
for the immediate repair of Dry Dock No. 3,at the New York 
Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A resolution (House Res. No. 49) rela- 
tive tothe consideration of Senate joint resolution No. 44, making 
an appropriation to supply a deficiency in the appropriations for 
public printing and binding for the fiscal year 1897—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 50) relative to the consider- 
ation of Senate joint resolution No. 43, in amendment of the joint 
resolution of April 7, 1897, authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to transport contributions for the relief of the famishing poor of 
India—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A resolution (House Res. No. 51) to pro- 
vide for the consideration of a resolution for repairs to Dry Dock 
No. 3 at the navy-yard, New York—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. LEWIS of. Washington: A resolution (House Res. No. 
52) moving the appointment of a Committee on Foreign Affairs, to 
— the foreign policy toward Cuba—to the Committee on 

es. ° 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 53) requesting full corre- 
spondence concerning the situation in Cuba or afhy reports of the 
same now in possession or control of the Secretary of State or 
Executive, to be at once submitted to the House of Representa- 
tives—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KING: A resolution (House Res. No. 54) directing the 
Speaker to appoint the Committee on Foreign Affairs—to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. COOKE: A concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. No. 5) 
re to affairs in Cuba—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Wanene. for an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States relating to trusts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PUBLIC AND MEMORIALS 
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By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A memorial of the legisla- 
ture of the State of Wisconsin, in favor of an amendment to the 
ee relating to trusts—to the Committee on the Judi- 
c ry. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill hg . 8878) for the relief 
of James Willard, of Loudoun County, Va.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3379) for the relief of the Culpeper Baptist 
Church, at Culpeper, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R, 3380) for the relief of James T. 
Smith—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 3381) for the relief of M. Robison, 
administrator of T. E. Robison, deceased, late of Henderson 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 3384) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Rebecca 8. Holman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 3385) to provide for the re- 
adjustment and payment of dues to army officers in certain 
cases—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 33886) for the relief of 
James Erwin, of McBee Landing, Marion County, Ark.—to the 
Committee on War Claizas. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 3387) for the relief 
of the heirs of Mrs. Nancy Mitchell, of Lincoln County, Miss.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

7 Mr. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 3388) for the relief of Thomas 
7 : treet, of Person County, N. C.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 3389) to reappoint Warren C. Beach 
a captain in the Army, and to place him on the retired list in ad- 
dition to the number now authorized—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: A bill (H. R. 3390) granting a pension to 
Charlotte M. Bryson, widow of Andrew Bryson, late rear-admiral 
in the United States Navy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 3391) for the relief of 
W.H. Barnard and Robert Thomas—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3392) for the relief of Mrs, Minnie Andrews— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Washington: A bill (H. R. 3395) to place the 
_ name of William Gross on the pension roll—to the Committee on 
Invaiid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3396) granting a pension to Lieut. Col. Ogden 
Street—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A so, a bill (H. R. 3397) for the relief of Twyman O. Abbott—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3898) for the relief of M. 8. Hellman—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3399) for the relief of A. D. Glover—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8400) for the relief of Thomas M. Fisher—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8401) for the relief of John Morrow, alias 
James Henry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 8 and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of the, Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
for an appropriation for the propdsed international exhibition in 
Frauce in response to the recommendations of the President—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of the Original M. 8. Quay Club, of Philadel- 

hia, Pa., protesting against the civil-service law and asking for 
its suspension or repeal—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

Also, petition of John W. Schmidt and other citizens of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., for a more rigid restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the Thirteenth Ward Republican executive 
committee, of Philadelphia, Pa., protesting against the civil- 
service law, and asking for its repeal—to the Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service. 

Also, resolutions of the Civil Service Reform Association of 
Philadelphia, Pa., in support of the civil-service law—to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, tion of the Philadelphia Credit Men’s Association, fa- 
voring the poems of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Drug Ex- 





change, urging the enactment of the Torrey bankruptcy | illt 
the Committee on the Judiciary. : : ’ 
ae, eS sata cons e - Philadelphia, Pa 
protesting against the of the -service act—to _ 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petitions of William Wardell and other ¢;;;. 
zens of Phoenixville, Pa., and H. K. Dunlop and others, of ox. 
ford, Pa., for the passage of an immigration bill—to the Commit. 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Pittsburg, Pa., in favor of a bill for national freight ¢)assig. 
cation—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Drug Exchange. jn. 
ores the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. s 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Mrs. E. S. Mills and 173 others 
of Vinalhaven, Me., praying for the further restriction of iinij. 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FARIS: Petition of F. C, Starns and 85 other ci: izens of 
Parke County, Ind., recommending the oe of the civil-seryicg 
law—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of the Board of Trade of Minne. 
apolis, Minn., favoring the passage of a bankruptcy bil!—to the 

ommittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Resolutions adopted at a meeting 
of wholesale te wed dealers in Indianapolis, Ind., regarJiny a tax 
on spirits and theregulation of the bonded period—to the (\ mmit- 
tee on Mabe and Means. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of Annie S. Blythe and other citizens of 
Bridgeport, Conn., concerning immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Petition of 130 citizens of Rich- 
mond, Ind., and 52 citizens of Connersville, Ind., for the passage 
of a law at the present session of Congress for a commission to 
revise the banking and currency system—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. JONES of : Memorial of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Seattle, Wash., favoring the annexation to the 
gy States of the Islands of Hawaii—to the Committee on For- 
e airs. 

y Mr. LOUD: Memorial of the San Francisco Chamber of 
Commerce, preging Soe the early enactment of the tariff bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Memorial of the Merchant Tailors’ Ex- 
change of Boston, Mass., protesting against the omission of the 
one-hundred-dollar limit of value to free oo of personal 
clothing—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of the Excelsior Brewing Company, of St. Paul, 
Minn.; also of Gluek’s Brewing Company, of Minneapolis, Minn., 
against the proposed increase of tax on beer—to the Comunittee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MITCHELL oe eee) Petition of the Young Peo- 
le's Society of Christian Endeavor of the Thirteenth Street Pres- 
yterian Church of New York City, N. Y., favoring the passage 

of a bill to forbid the interstate transmission of any picture or de- 
scription of any encounter of pugilists—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the Thirteenth Street Presbyterian Church 
of New York City, urging the of a bill to protect the first 
day of the week in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 


the ( ‘OM. 


the District of Columbia. 
Also (by request), petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the Thirteenth Street Presbyterian Church 


e of a bill to forbid the 


of New York City, asking for the — Be nitive on 
o the Committee 


sale of intoxicants in Government 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MOODY: Petition of Mrs. Minnie C. Harris and 15 oth- 
ers, of Marblehead, Mass., praying for the further restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on igration and Naturalization. 

By Mr, PITNEY: Petition of 48 citizens of Rockaway. N. J., 12 
favor of a more rigid law—to the Committee on 
et ae and Natura ; 

By Mr. ROYSE: Petitions of F. M. Mulhollan, Jobn T. Kelley, 
and other citizens of South Bend, Ind., for the restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
y Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of Johen E. Milton and {)) other 
citizens of Portsmouth, N. H., asking for a more rigid restriction 
of eee ee the on Immigration and Natural: 
1za on. 

Also, petition of Florence F. Atwood and 14 other citizens of 
New Boston, N. H., asking for a more rigid restriction of 1mm 
gration—to the Committee on tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of T. Porter and 27 other 
citizens of Westfield, Mass. 


a more rigid restriction of 
on and Naturaliza 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 2, 1897. 


Prayer by Rev. Huen Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


ington. vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore took 


hair. . 
othe Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. TurpPti£, and by unanimous con- 
sent, further reading was dispensed with. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R, 16) m ap oo pneemagen for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the foc, year ending June 30, 1898, and for 
other purposes. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a 
timore (Md.) Annual Conference of the 
Church, for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the 
sale of in liquors in all Government buildings: which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Baltimore (Md.) Annual 
Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to restore to the District of Columbia its 
Sabbath law; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, : 

He also ted a petition of the Baltimore (Md.) Annual 
Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, praying for the 
enactment of tion to raise the age of consent to 18 years in 
the District of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Baltimore (Md.) Annual 
Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, praying for the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting the transmission of pictures 
and descriptions of prize fights through the mails or by interstate 
commerce: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Baltimore (Md.) Annual 
Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, praying for the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting interstate gambling by tele- 
graph, telephone, or otherwise; which was referred to the Com- 

on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of sundry wholesale liquor 
dealers of , Ind., praying that the tax on distilled 
spirits be reduced from $1.10 per proof gallon to 90 cents per proof 
gallon, provided that the present eight-year bonded period be re- 
duced to three years; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also ed sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 147) 
for the of William H. Wilson; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR ted a pet.tion of sundry citizens of Massachu- 

for the enactment of legislation for a more rigid 
restriction 0: on: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Juseph E. Selfe, president, and 
other emer . the es Tailors’ ceases of Boston. 

’ e without amendment of paragraph 
666 of the; tariff bill. relating to the free entry of wearing 
, personal effects, etc.; which was ordered to lie on the 


presented a petition of 152 business firms of the 
and a petition of 11 business firms of the United 
for a continuance of the reciprocity treaty with 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


presented a memorial of 13 business firms of Boston, 
See ae an increase of the duty on tanned 
morocco; was ordered to lie on the table. 

a petition of the U.S. Grant Council, No. 352, 
American Mechanics, of Pottstown, Pa., 
of the so-called Lodge bill restricting 
ordered to lie on the table. 

memorial of P. J. Huth, secretary of 
Rochester, Pa., relative to the duty on 


tition of the Bal- 
ethodist Episcopal 


ir 
5 
: 


i 


ae 


, 
i 
il 


glass bottles; which ordered to lie on the table and to be 
Printed in the RECORD, as follows: . ocr 


RocHeEsTeR, Pa., June 1, 1897. 


_ GREEN, FLINT, AND LIME GLASS BOTTLES. 


The act duty on bottles 25 per cent. About 8 per cent 
of our cost cent higher than Ger- 
ofc San lbr,which nat eat 20 per Gasdle We cusene 0 Pebustion in 


aes 4% 


4 
ht 
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w to meet said reduction in duty. The business since the passage of 
said act has been in a Saptorae condition 

The duty on soda ash, which is a raw material to us, it is proposed to 
advance largely over the McKinley rates, which means a double cut to the 
bottle makers. Owing to the classification, bottles holding more than | pint 
and not more than !} pints come in at a less rate of duty than pints (as the 
extra weight in said sizes does not compensate for the lower rate per pound), 
and on these sizes the importations are very heavy and are increasing, not- 
withstanding the prices of American manufacture are lower than have been 
known for twenty-five years. 

The importation of mineral watersand ginger ales (amounting to about 
2,500,000 pint bottles in 1806) in unlettered bottles, which are being collected 
and resold, is a very serious menace to our business. 

In view of the above facts, I beg to request, first, that the House rates be 
restored and the additional clause therein be retained by the Senate com- 
mittee; second, that all filled bottles shall have the name of its contents (and 
the country from which it came) blown in the glass. 

Respectfully, P. J. HUTH, 
Secretary Point Bottle Works, Rochester, Pa. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 707) for the relief of Ames & Detrick, of 
San Francisco, in the State of California, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 





AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. BURROWS (by request) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue 
for the Government and to encourage the industries of the United 
States; which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NASHUA, N, H, 


Mr. GALLINGER. If the morning business is closed, I ask 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill (S. 479) to 
provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at Nashua, in the State of New Hampshire. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury tw acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or other- 
wise, a site and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, 
including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 
elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommodation of the 
United States post-office and other Government offices. in the city 
of Nashua, N. H., the cost of site and building, including vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, 
complete, not to exceed $100,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire, unless there is objection, to ask the Sen- 
ate to proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 1271) for a pub- 
lic building at the city of Wilkesbarre, Pa., and appropriating 
money therefor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania allow morning business to be transacted? 

Mr. QUAY. Ihave no objection. 


SALE OF ALCOHOLIC LIQUORS IN SOUTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. TILLMAN. I beg to have immediate consideration of the 
resolution I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
information. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Whereas the Supreme Court of the United States declared, in the case of 
Leisy vs. Hardin, 135 U. 8., from Lowa, that no State had the right to prohibit 
the sale of liquor within its own borders in original packages upon the ground 
that it was an interference with interstate commerce; and 

Whereas, in order to give relief to the people of Iowa, Congress passed 
what is known as the Wilson law, in these words: 

“An act to limit the effect of the regulations of commerce between the sev- 
eral States and with foreign countries in certain cases. 


* Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That all fermented, distilled, or other intox- 
icating liquors or liquids transported intoany State or Territory or remaining 
therein for use, consumption, sale, or storage therein, shall upon arrival in 
such State or Territory be subject to the operation and effect of the laws of 
such State or Territory enacted in the exercise of its police powers. to the 
same extent and in the same manner as though such liquids or liquors had 
been produced in such State or Territory, and shall not be exempt therefrom 
by reason of being introduced therein in original packages or otherwise. 

“Approved August 8, 1890." 

And whereas under the authority therein granted the State of South Caro- 
li in December, 1892, passed the dispensary law, under which provision is 
sede for the sale of liquor by State officers under strict restrictions and 
rules: and 

Whereas under this system experience has shown that the cause of tem- 

rance has been advanced and the good order and quiet of the State has 

m promoted; there being now less than 100 dispensaries in place of up- 
ward of 800 s in 1892; and 

Whereas a circuit judge of the United States court by judicial legislation, 
in a recent decision, repealed the act of Congress above recited as far as 
South Carolina is concerned, thus requiring that State to reopen the bar- 
rooms or allow the free and unlimited sale of liquor in original packages: 
Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Judiciary Committee of the Senate be instructed to 
consider what i tion is necessary, if any, to restore to South Carolina 
the right by the act of Congress of August 8, 1800, to control the 
sale of al liquors within its own borders in its own way, in common 
with other States of this Union. 


The resolution will be read for 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the = 
ent consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. ill 
the Senate to the resolution? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I will give a brief explanation 
of the condition in our State which has caused me to introduce 
this resolution. 

Within a week the circuit judge there has declared that the dis- 
ponaney law is unconstitutional, because it conflicts with the 

nterstate-commerce law. The dispensary law provides that liq- 

uor shall not be sold in the State by other than a State officer, who 

is under bond and limited as to the hours of sale. He can not 

sell it in the nighttime, and he can not sell it except in unbroken 

pee packages—and those packages are not to be 
roken on the premises. 

Now, thecircuit judgecomes along and declares that, as the State 
recognizes the sale of liquor as legitimate, it is not an exercise of 
the police power to restrict it in the way we have done, and that 
therefore a citizen of any other State has a right to ship into the 
State in original packages and to sell it within the limitations that 
the State law imposes on its State officers. 

The State has at this time something like $300,000 invested in 
liquor distributed at the different dispensaries. The legislature 
will not meet until January. There is no power in the State 

ernment to suspend the operation of the vast machinery for 
the bandling of this product, and yet under the conditions im- 
posed by this decision any outsider can come in and open a liquor 
shop alongside of the State dispensary or anywhere else and sell 
at any price he pleases, therefore resulting in great injury to the 
morals of the State and to the welfare of the community, as well 
as loss in the expenses which will attach by running the dispen- 
saries under such circumstances, 

There is an erroneous impression abroad that the State entered 
upon this business for the profit in it. That is not true, and it is 
a@ mere second feature of the law, which is itself as remote in 

urpose from thus handling of the liquor as anywhere in any 

tate in this Union. To those who claim that it is an illegitimate 
business, that no decent person ‘will go into it, and that the State 
ought not to go into it, I merely point to the fact that the United 
States Government has always derived a revenue from liquor. 
Nearly every State in the Union to-day licenses its sale, and is in 
league with the licensees, and creates a monopoly from which 
private persons who obtain the business are allowed to sell for 
profit, to be shared by it. 

The opinion of this circuit judge that the State has not the right 
to limit the sale in this way, but must license some private in- 
dividual to do it, is, we think, contrary to the act of Congress 
which I have recited in the resolution. 

Therefore, for the relief of South Carolina and to put her back 
on a plane with the other States, so that her citizens in the 
exercise of their local government may control this a 
traffic in their own way, I ask that the Senate of the United States 
and Congress shall take action. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Will the Senator from South Carolina per- 
mit me to make as tion? 

Mr. TILLMAN 


r. ° rtainly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Personally,I concur in the views of the 
Senator, and I am very anxious to assist him in getting the relief 
he seeks. I think the local self-government of the people there 
requires that they should control this whole subject. I very ear- 

y supported the Wilson bill for the same reason. But I hope 
the Senator from South Carolina will not embarrass the resolution 
he has offered by the preamble which is attached to it. I do not 
feel justified in voting without consideration for the declaration 
in the preamble that this decision of the judge of the Federal court 
is judicial legislation. I think the facts are sufficiently known as 
a matter of public history for the tion to stand on its own 


merits without committing any of us, without an examination into 


the question, to the declaration contained in the preamble. I sin- 
easily hope the Senator from South Carolina will be willing to 
submit the resolution on its merits without the ble. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam perfectly willing to out the words 
‘judicial ae. ‘ 

Mr. BACON, I ask that the resolution be again read. 

The Secre in read the resolution. 


The pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from South Carolina to withdraw the preamble of the 


resolution? 
the words “ ju- 


Mr. TILLMAN. I will substitute in place of 
dicial \” the words “ judicial interpretation,” and let it 


ated. I have no doubt that the of the Committee . 
Judiciary will go to that extent, but I simply suggest. 
interest of the general character of all legislation which 0). 
be had at this time, that the oy teen en ought to be so fra, 


y? the 


it to 


not to a to be specifically limited to one State. oes 
Mr. LMAN. I will reply to that by saying that win), 
original-package decision of the United States Supreme Cou): \.,. 


rendered, the appeal to this body and to Congress for reli: 
from the then tor from Iowa, Mr. Wilson; that it \ 
cited in the report that that was the ific case whic), :); 
desired to remedy; that the act of August 8, 1890, known ag +} 
Wilson Act, was passed in pursuance thereof, and that eyer,),, 
except the judges who interpreted the law has consider: ;),,\ 
act as covering the principle that local self-governmen; s}),\\| , ),. 
tain absolutely in managing liquor within the borders of . s}.;, 

Mr. BACON. The Senator not understand me as :));, 
nizing his resolution, I hope. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I drew the resolution hurriedly. | 
stand that it will go to the Judiciary Committee, whether t), 
ate passes it or not, and it is a matter of small moment to ne 
whether you shall by your votes indorse the preamble ani {)o 
general proposition or whether you shall simply let the reso)y. 
tion go in that way. Ido not want to excite any antagoni.)) to 
the resolution, and I am perfectly willing to accept the an..\(- 
ment ees you will it so as to cover the entire 
subject as to how Congress l act and what it is willing to d) 
in limiting the interstate feature of the Constitution in regar) to 
the traffic in liquor. 

Mr. HOAR. I move toamend the resolution by inserting the 
following substitute: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to consider and 
re SS what legislation, if any, is necessary to give ful! 

ect to purpose of the statute— 

Recited in the resolution of the Senator from South Carolina, 
That will cover the entire subj 

Mr. TILLMAN. I accept amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Sonth (‘aro- 
lina accepts the amendment offered by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. The Secretary will report the resolution as amended. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand that the Senator from South 
Carolina sees Oe eee 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iaccept the substi submitted by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts for the entire thing. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Leaving out the preamble? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Leaving out the preamble. I accept the 
amended resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution as amended 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the amended resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to consider and 


mder- 
»en- 


ie arcane ot Ue hace EE cette Sn set 
ol a en ied **An act to 
limit the effect of the of commerce the several States 
and with foreign in certain cases.” 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Withoutobjection, the resolu- 
tion is to. Itis to. 


agreed 
Mr. TILLMAN. I submit a copy of the South Carolina dispen- 
sary law, which I ask to have printed in the Recorp, so that (vn- 
gress and all other ayer may know just how much of 


a t is. 

P IDENT pro . The Senator from South aro- 
lina asks that there be in the Recorp the law to which he 
refers. Is there The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

The law referred to is as follows: 
DIsPENSARY LAW—AN ACT TO PROVIDE FOR THE ELECTION 
OF A STATE BOARD OF CONTROL, AND TO FURTHER REGU- 


INTOXICATING 
LIQUORS OR LIQUIDS IN THE STATE, AND | FUR- 
THER PENALTIES FOR VIOLATION OF THE DISPENSARY 
LAWS, AND TO POLICE THE SAME. 





Secrion 1. Be it enacted by the assembly of the State ; 
of South Carolina, That thers orex- The keeping, 
receipt or acceptance use, , use, or sale 0 
storing, and keeping in ‘possession of any alcoholic or 
spirituous, malt, “other quors, any ¢ lager brewed liquors, 
rice beer or compounds, 
thereof by prohibited 
Rian Penalty. 
the 
nor 
All liquors 
not ana vyzed 
Stet HS 
agains 
i Dicterioes ene =a a speee peal and 
mental eir use are + morals. 
nial characte and ine yan coasgrma 
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Ce nn een 


0! be onan, wignower found, without a warrant, 
ba iaposed of as provided. Any person resident 
in this State intending to import for use and con- 
snmprionany spirituous, malt, vinous, ented, brewed, or 


alcohol from any other State or for- 
a oe Seeeny £0 She ches ist of Se Seem 
oli in iquor 
Cori Cees hos with the namne nnd pace cf Saline o 
the person, firm, or corporation from whom it is desired to 
Peat hate consignor has been requested to forward a 
1 of such liquor to the said chemist at Columbia, South 
Carolina. Upon receipt of said sample the said chemist shall Analysis of 
immediately proceed to test thesame, and if found to be pure liquors. 
and free from any hurtful, or deleterious matters, 
he shall issue @ to that effect, stating therein the 
names of the consignor and consignee, and 
quantity and of liquor to be imported there- 
under, which certificate shall and forwarded by said 
chemist, post to the proposed consignor at his of 
business. The consignor shall cause such ce te to Certificates of 
be attached to the package containing the liquor when itis analysis to be 
shipped in this Sines Sali Bo package Dooemg such certificate attached. 
Shatt be liable to seizure con tion; but any package 
of spiritu malt, fermented, brewed, or other 
Baer or iq —— ol imported into this Piste 
out 8 or any con ng liquor 
Lom than described in Bo coreihente thanete attached, or 


ackage by or to any or persons not 

Samed age enone, chal be caine gen Gubtheoahed an 

provided in this act. Any certificate obtained from the Certificate to 
chemist as shall be used within sixty os be used in sixty 
after the date of its issue, and shall be invalid thereafter. It days. 

shall be unla to use said certificate for more than one 

importation, = oy eenere. attempting to counterfeit said 


other liquor 
eign coun 


: 


certificate, or r use thereof. or who shall 
make any false statement in o ing or attempting to obtain 
the same, be of a misdemeanor, wu convic- 
tion, shall be mt for not less than Penalty for 


by 
thirty days nor morethan twelve months, or topayafineof false certifi- 
not less than one nor more one thousand dollars. cate, etc. 


Any person or convicted of selling or otherwise un- 
lawfully disposing of any liquor imported under the provision 


of this s suffer double the punishment erevieee for 
asale in violation of other provisions of this act. a Expense of 
incurred in as section, including ansiytte to be 
ee peeises may benecessary paid by State. 
to rom and express charges on samples 

an be the State board of control hereinafter 


establ 


How elected. 


Bookkeeper 
Salary. 

Make rules 
and regula 
tions. 


ra- Appointment 
oP of commis- 
sioner. 


Assistant 
chemist. 


seat, te Sinton 


warrants, or in such manner as they may provide, the amount 
necessary to ry the expenses Snourred in conducting the 

business. All rules and regulations governing the said 

commissioner or county dispensers in the performance of 

ny of the duties of his office, where the same are not pro- 

vided for by law, shall be prescribed by the State board 

of control. he State commissioner shall, before entering 

upon the duties of his office, execute a bond to the State Bond of com- 
treasurer, with sufficient sureties, to be approved in the missioner. 
same manner as the bonds of other State officers, in the penal 

sum of $10,000, fer the faithful performance of the duties of 

his office. In all purchases or sales of intoxicating liquors 

made as contemplated in this act, the State board of control 

shall cause a certificate to be attached to each and every 

package containing said liquors when the same isshipped to Packages 
the State commissioner from the place of purchase, or by shipped to have 
State commissioner to the county dispensaries, certified by on them certifi- 
their official signatures and seal, which certificate shall state cates. 

that liquors contained in said packages have been purchased 

by the State board of control for sale and use within the 

State of South Carolina, under the laws of said State, and 

shall also cause to be attached to all such liquors the certifi 

cate of the chemist of the South Carolina College that samples 

of the same have been tested as required by this act; and 

without such certificates any package containing liquors 

which shall be shipped from place to place within the State, 

or delivered to the consignee by any railroad, express com- 

pany, or other common carriers, or be found in the posses 

sion of any common carrier, shall be regarded as contraband, 

and may be seized without warrant for confiscation, and Liquors with- 
such common carrier shall be liable to a penalty of $500 for out certificates 
each offense, to be recovered against said common carrier to be seized. 

in any court of competent jurisdiction by summons and 

complaint, proceedings to be instituted by the solicitor of 

any circuit with whom evidence may be lodged by any offi- 

cer or citizen having knowledge or information of the viola- 

tion; and any person attaching or using such certificate 

without the authority of the State board of control, or any 

counterfeit certificate, for the purpose of securing the trans- 

portation of any intoxicating liquors within this State in 

violation of law, shall, upon conviction thereof, be punished 

by a fine of not less than $500 and imprisonment in the peni- 

tentiary for not less than one year for each offense. 

Sec. 4. The State commissioner shall, before shipping any How liquors 
liquors to dispensers, except lager beer, cause the same to must be shipped 
be put into paceagte of not less than one-half pint nor more and sold. 
than five gallons, and securely seal the same; and it shall be 
unlawful for the dispenser to break any of such packages or 
open the same for any reason whatsoever. He shall sell the 
»ackage only, and no person shall open the same on the prem- 
ises: Provided, This section shall not apply to malt liquors 
shipped in cases or kegs, or bottles thereof shipped in bar- 
rels; and such malt liquors may be sold by the county dis- 
penser in such quantities, of not less than! pint, as he may 
see proper: Provided, The same shall not be drunk on the 
premises. Dispensers shall open their places of business and 
sell only in the daytime, under such rules as may be made 
by the State board of control, or by the county board of con- 
trol, with approval of the State board of control. 

Sec. 5. It shall be the duty of the State board of econtrolto County board 
appoint a county board of control, composed of three per- of control. 
sons, believed by the said board not to be addicted to the use 
of intoxicating liquors. The persons so appointed shall hold 
their office for the term of two years, and until their suc- 
cessors are appointed, and shall be subject to removal for 
cause by the State board of control. Said county board of 
control shall make such rules as will be conducive to the 
best management of the sale of intoxicating liquors in their 
respective counties: Provided, All such rules shall be sub- 
mitted to the State board and approved by them before 
a. The members of the county board of control shall 
qualify and be commissioned as are other county officers 
without fees therefor. 

Sec. 6. Applications for positions of county dispenser shall County  dis- 
be by oe signed and sworn to by the applicant, and pensers; how 
filed with the county board of control at least twenty days appointed. 
before the meeting at which the application is to be consid- 
ered, which petition shall state the applicant's name, place 
of residence, in what business engaged, and in what business 
he has been en two years oo to filing petition; 
that he is a qu elector of this State and a resident of the 
county; that he has never been adjudged guilty of violating 
the law in relation to intoxicating liquors, and is not a 
keeper of a restaurant or place of public amusement, and 
that he is not addicted to the use of intoxicating liquors as 
a beverage. The appointment shall be made only on con- 
dition that the app t shall execute to the county treas- 
urer a bond in the penal sum of $3,000, with good and suffi- 
cient sureties. conditioned that he will weil and truly obey 
the laws of the State of South Carolina, now or hereafter 
in force, in relation to the sale of intoxicating liquors; that 
he will pay all fines, penanes. damages, and costs that ma 
be or recorded against him for violations of suc 
laws during the term for which said appointment is made, 
and will not sell intoxicating liquors at a price other than 
that fixed by the State board of control. Said bond shall be 
for the use of the State and county or any person or persons 
who may be damaged or injured by reason of any violation 
on the part of the obligor of the law relating to intoxicating 
liquors purchased or sold Cure the term for which said ap- 

tment is made. The said bond shall be deposited with 
he county treasurer, and suit thereon shall be brought at Suit may be 
any time by the solicitor or any person for whose benefit the brought on 
same isgiven; and in case the conditions thereof, or any of bond, by whom, 
them, be violated, the principal and sureties thereon 
shall also be jointly and severally liable for all civil damages, 
costs, and judgments that may be obtained against the prin- 
cipal in any civil action brought by wife, child, parent, guard- 
ian, employer, or other person under the provision of the 
law. All other moneys collected for breaches of such bond 
shall be distributed as other funds arising from the dispen- 
sary. Said bond shall be approved as other official bonds for 
the county. 


Bond. 
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Sxc.7. There may be one or more county dispensers ap- State constables or else turn itintothecounty.treasury. All 
pointed for each county, the place of heakneee of each of County dis- | moneys received by the county dispenser be! tothe Locatio 
whom shall be designated by the county board, but the State pentaries; how | State shall be forwarded on Monday of each to the dispensaries of 
board of control must give consent before more than one dis- located. State treasurer, and at the same time the county dispenser t 0 w ) , to 


Eieed docenaeh's lemdle tes 6 Ghasannoe. pemmie Gane 

esignates a or a , twen 8’ 

blic notice of which 1 be ven, it shall be comme tent 

ora majority of the voters of the township in which such 

Shpensery 3 to located to prevent its location in such 

township by signing a petition or itions, addressed to the 

county board, requesting that nod nsary be established in 

that township. e county board may in its discretion 

locate a dis elsewhere than in an incorporated town 

in the counties of ufort and Horry, and no others, except 

such as are authorized by s of the general assem- 

-- i Provided, however. t any county, town, or city How cities 
wherein the sale of alcoholic liquors was prohibited by law and towns may 
prior to July 1, 1893, may secure the establishment of a dis- secure dispen- 
pensary within its borders in the following manner: Upon saries. 

petition signed by one-fourth of the qualified voters of such 

county, town, or city, wishing a dispensary therein, being filed 

with the county supervisor or town or co, —e 

tively, they shall order an election, submitting the question 

of dispensary or no dispensary to the qualified voters of such 

county, town, or city, which election shall be conducted as 

other special elections; and if a majority of the ballots cast be 

found and declared to be for a dispensary, then a —ypeneety 

may be established in said county. town, or city: Provided, 

ed in the countiesof Wil- 


shall forward to the State board of control a duplicate state. citie. °°" 4 
to the State treasurer. On 


The quarterly settlements herein pro forshallbe Quarter] 
made on the fourth Monday in the months of March, June, settlements y 
September, and December in each year. Such settlements F 
shall be made in the of the county auditor, who 

shall make a memorandum of the items thereof and forward 

the same tothe State board of control. The mayor or in- 
tendant of the city or town in which the d is lo- 

eated may also ex such settlement: in 


i 

that would otherwise go to such cii and towns: L 
That in the county of Barnwell the clerk of the board of 
oar commissioners shall be the clerk of the board of con- 


trol. 
Sec. 10. Before selling or deli any intoxicating liq- 
uors to any person, a request a Se Sa to the Requests for 


That dispensaries may be establ county dispenser, ted or written the trueliquor; how 
HNamsburg, Pickens, and Marion, and at Seneca and other date, stating that he or she is of and the residenceofthe made and to 
towns now incorporated in Oconee County, without such elec- signer, for whom or whose use it is required, the quantity whom refused 
tion or conmptionce with the other requirements of this act: and kind req , and his or her name; and the re- : 
Provided, t nothing in this act contained shall be so con- quest shall be ae by the applicant in his own true name 
strued as to prohibit persons resident in counties which shall and signature, attested by the county dispenser or his clerk 
elect to have no dispensary from procuring liquors from dis- who receives the ests. But the requests 
es in other counties, or county dispensers from ship- , if the county mser filling it pe 

ping same to their places of residence under a labels or knows the pe applying is a minor, that he is intoxi. 
certificates: ‘urther, That n act shall cated, or that he is in the habit of using liq 
be construed to re an act entitled “An act to allow the excess; or if the epeioens ie nes eo pe to 
opening of dispensaries in Pickens and Oconee counties,” said county dispenser, before pains: order or delive: 
weorst December 18, 1894. said liquor, he shall _— the tofa an 

Ec. 8, If the application for the ition of dispenser be Oath of dis- | trustw ge ~and known 

that the licant is not a minor and is 


granted, the appointment shall not be made until the appli- pensers, 

cant shall e and subscribe an oath, before some officer ™ 

authorized law to administer oaths, which shall be in- 

dorsed upon the bond, to the effect and tenor waerane 
, do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will we 


rsonall 
not in the | habit of using in liquors to excess. 
ee. 11. uest oe parte uorshallbe made upon Form of re- 
ks ed cou auditor, in packages of one quests. 


“an hundred each, to the pooded msers from time to time 





ey perform all and singular the conditions of the within as the same shall be n and shall be numbered _con- 
bond, and keep and perform the trusts confided in me to secutively by the auditor. blanks aforesaid shall be 
purchase, weom, and sell intoxicating liquors. I will not sell, furnished to the county auditor by the State board of con- 
give, or furnish to any person an moa uors other- if 
wise than is provided by law, aad especially ‘wilt not sell or 


trol, in uniform books like bank checks, and the date o 
orsed on 


very shall county auditor each 

furnish intoxicating liquors to any minor, intoxicated per- and receipt taken therefor and ed in his office. 
son, or who are in the habit of intoxicated; r e the in the original 
and I will make true, full, and accurate returns to the count: consecutively by the auditor. return therefor 

rd of control, on the first Monday of each month, of is made, the county audicor shall indorse thereon the date 
certificates and requests made to or received by me, as re- of return, and ve the same, to be used in the 
quired by the law, during the preceding month; and such quarterly settlements between such and the 
returns show every sale and delivery of such liquors made by county treasurer. All un or mu blanks shall be 
me, or for me, during the month embraced therein, and the returned or accounted for before other are issued to 
true signature to every request received and ted; and such eens Soest 
such returns shall show all the liquors sold or delivered to any Sec. 12. or before the 10th day of each month, each 
and every person as returned.”’ Upon taking said oath and dispenser shall make full returns to county auditors of Returns by 
the oath required by the constitution, and bondashere- Bond of dis- | all requests filled by him and his clerks ee Peters. 
inbefore provided, county board of control authorize pensers. month, upon blanks to be furnished by the 8 board o 
him to keep and sell intoxicating liquors as in this act pro- control for that and accompany the same with an 
vided; an rertne tment so made shall specify the oath, duly taken subscribed the county auditor 


building, giv 
Intonioniine ray! may be sold by virtue of the same, and 
the length of e in which the same shall be in force, which 
in no case shall exceed twelve months. Appointments made 
under this act shall be deemed trusts re in the recipients 
thereof, not as a matter of right, but of confidence, and may 
be revoked upon sufficient showing, by order of the county 
board cf control; and upon the removal of any county dis- 
mser, or upon the demand of the county board of control, 
e shail immediately turn over to the county board of con- 





trol all liquors and other ~ rty in his possession belongin wn by the req herewith re ; and thatI have 
to the State or county. F oouney board of control County board a observed and complied with the provisions of m 
becharged with the duty of prosecu heme at dispenser to prosecute d an taken by me, thereon indorsed, and with 
or any of the employees who may violate any of the provi- dispensers. the laws to my duties in the premises.” 
sions of this act. On the death, eee, or removal of Sec. 13. Upon failure of any ee to makereturnsto Enforcement 
a county d _ or — of his term of office, the the auditor as herein sat, it be the ony of said of returns in 
county board shall appoint his successor. auditor to as such ure to the State board of control, case of failure. 
Src. 9. The county d of control shall useastheir office Office of | an said State board of control shall ly order 
the office of the county supervisor of their county, and shall county board | the county board to summon said delinquent to 
elect one of their number as chairman and a clerk of the said and clerk. r them and show cause = his appointment 
id not be revoked. And if cause not be shown to 


county board of control. The county bdard shall rve as 

ape of the records and files at =~ office = — ae, bonds, Records. 
other papers pertaining @ a en spensers 

and keep suitable books in which ds shall be recorded. 

The shall be furnished by the county like other public 

records. The county board of control shail designate or pro- 

vide a suitabie place in which to sell the liquors. Themem- Meeting of 

bers of the county board of control shall meet once a month, county boards. 

or oftener, on the call of the chairman, and each member o 

the board shall receive a per diem of two dollars, and five 

cents mileage each war; Sas they shall not receive compen- 

sation for more than thirty daysinany one ee es the 


vounty of Charleston, where they shall no’ ve compen- other person except the , or if he or Dispensers to 
sation for more than sixty days in any one year, and in Barn- they, or any person or persons in his or their employ, or sell 10 !iquort 
well County not more than fi = days in any ue reer. They by is or their direction, shall or for any except that fur- 
shall, upon the approval of the State board of control, employ liquors other than such as have been the nished by State 
commissioner, or shall or to be adulter- commissioner. 


such assistants for the county dispenser as may be necessary. 
The dispenser and his assistants shall receive such compen- Compensation 
sation as the State board of control may determine. All of dispensers. 


profits, after paying all ex of the count 
shall be Pe half the / 


i 
i 
‘ 
: 


to  Seananian } Sich tem Cr t- with water. pe he gy t—, . Reuens 

™ on in whic may * 8e' or or or 

tlements Bite meee ent ee: Provided, That if the author- so adulterated, ae to be such, or Peas 

ities of any town or city, in the ju nt of the State board label upon box, or ae oF ee be 

of control, do not enforce this law .the State board may with- guilty ofa misdemeanor, and be! asumofnotlessthan Penalty. 
bold the part going to the said town or city, and use it to pay or imprisonment for not than six months. If any 











shall misappropriate, misuse, or otherwise Breach of 
county df 1 dispose of any moneys or other property belong- trust to misap- 
Toe the State, county, or m ipality, he shall, upon con-pro priate 
viction. nei punished as in case of breach of trust with fraudu- money. 
lent inten 7 
» 4. That any coun’ r, who, in violation of Dispensers 
bis py office, ells or Farnishes iitozicatin liquors to violating the 


inor, intoxicated person, or person who is in the habitlaw liable to 
af becoming intoxicated, or fails to make full and accurate damages. 
returns as required by law, showing the true signature to 
every request for liquor by him received and granted, or sells 
liquor to any person without first requiring the written re- 
quests therefor to be filled out and signed, as provided by 


law or the State board of control, that on 
such given 


inf any person with sufficient evi- 
dence, it shall be the duty of the solicitor to bring suit inthe Duty of solic- 
of the county for damages on the bond of the said itor to bring ac- 
t the principal and sureties of said tion. 
violations, for which said principal and 
a 4 and eee a 
costs udgmen suit. And on judg- 
a ven : him, ‘the said county dispenser shall be 
immediately ved of his office as dispenser. and his prin- 
cipal and sureties aforesaid shall remain further liable, jointly 
and severally, to the extent of their bond, to all civil dam- 
costs, and judgments which may be obtained against 
the principal in any civil action brought by wife, child, 
parent, guardian, e yee, or other person, under the pro- 
visions of the law: . That if the said county dis- 
rean show to the satisfaction of a jury by way of de- Penalt 
| that the said intoxicating liquor was obtained from making fraudu- 
him by the infant, intoxica person, or persons in the habit lent representa- 
of becoming intoxicated, by fraudulent and deceitful seaee- tions to obtain 
sentations, the person such fraudulent and deceitful liquor. 
representations shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and be fined 
in a sum of not less than , or imprisonment for not less 


firm, association, or corporation shall Dispensers 
manufacture for sale, or keep for sale, exc , barter, or alone may sell. 
dispense any liquors containing alcohol for ony purpose what- 
soever, than is provided in this act. Any person, 
firm, association, or ration desiring or intending to man- 
ufacture or distill an: uors containing alcohol within this 
State shall first from the State board of control a per- 
mit or license so todo. In the case of distillers, such permit Permit to dis- 
or license shall not be granted or renewed <a a tillers. 
signed in bya ty of the resident holders in 
the city, n, or to in which it is proposed to locate 
distillery. And it shall be unlawful for any such person, 
firm, association, or lone tomanufacture or distill any 
liquors con’ within this State without having 
a or Any violation of the terms of the 
Se it or license shall authorize and warrant the seizure of 
uct on hand at any eek. or place where liquors 
eon alcohol are manufactured: Provided, The United 
States has no lien or claim u thesame. And in the applica- 


for 


tion fora or license to manufacture liquors containing 
aleoho! tshall give the State full power, upon any 
violation of toseize and take possession of any product 
on at the or place where such applicant shall 


manufacture such liquors, and shall authorize the State to pay 
the United States Government the tax upon the same if un- 
. thereof as provided herein for contra- 

, barrel, or bottle of such liquor L i uor 

one beyond the its of this State shall have thereon the shipped: out of 

ficate of the sg pet of control allowing same, other- State to have 


wise it shall be liable tion, and the railroad carry certificate at- 
ing it shall be as in section 3: And provided, That cached. 

any person have the — to make wine for his or her ight tomake 
own use ‘from or other fruits. The inspector ap- wine for use. 
pointed by the board of control, as herein provided 

shall have the right to enter and examine, at any and ali Inspector. 


times not forbidden by the United States laws, any distillery, 


brewery, or where liquors containing alcohol is manu- 
factured wi this State. Any manuf. rer, distiller. or 
brewer who may refuse to allow the inspector or constable 


place of business and its appurte- 
nances oe times as the inspector or constable may deem 


proper orfeit his permit or license. 
Sec. 16. oo; ss a strict account of all Account book 
bn kept for tet purpose, which shal be subject tal fim ee. 
a 
to the inspection of the circuit solicitor, any officer o 
Foor faner of the county. or of any other citizen, and such 
show the amount and of liquors procured, the 
ee ay pipt and amount sold. an amount on hand of 
eich kind for each month. be produced by 
oe party keeping the to be used as evidence on trial 
then, amie me on notice duly served that 
Sec. 17. The payment of the United States special taxasa United States 
favor seller, or notice of any kind in an meeae of rows’, ov epectal tex primes 
y or shop, indicating that olic mpere are facie evidence of 
a 4 or oo be Shanes -_ sales. 
“> Eg oush notices are acting in viola- 
act; unless said person or parties ling 
under appointment as this act, they shall be 
oo a of not than nor more $500, 
oer for a term of not less than three months 
more twelve months. Conviction in the United 
States courts of sales of liquorsshall be taken as 
ty dai gana st Guan ete a 
con 
conviction, seteittee license granted kim 
or t 
State contvel in nbditice to other atte 
SEC. conducting drug stores and Privileges to 
to euro cop oeaeey ution. Heonsed drug- 
dense “oe a 
pose tinctures, and e 
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can not b) usedasa beverage. Thedispenser shall not charge 


such licensed druggist more than ten a cent net profits for Ten per cent 


liquors so sold. Such purchaser shall keep a record of the net »rofit 
uses to which the same are devoted, giving the kind and charged 

yy so used, and quarterly they shall make and file with 

the county auditor and with the county board of control 

sworn reports, giving a fulland true statement of the quan 

tity and kinds of such liquors purchased and used, the uses 

to which the same have been devoted, and giving the name 

of the dispenser from whom the same was purchased, and 

the dates and quantities so purchased, together with an in 

voice of each kind still in stock and kept for such compound 

ings. If said licensed druggist shall sel], barter, give away, 

or exchange, or in any manner dispose of said liquors for Penalty for 


any purpose other than authorized by this section, he shall, selling, ete., by 
upon conviction, forfeit his license, and b> liable to all pen- druggist. 
alties, prosecutions, and proceedings at law and in equity pro- 

vided against persons selling without authority, and upon 

such conviction the clerk of the court shall, within ten days 

after such judgment or order, transmit tothe board of phar- 

maceutical examiners the certified record thereof, upon re- 

ceipt of which the said board shall strike the name of the 

said druggist from the list of peepee and revoke his 

certificate: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall 

be construed to authorize the manufacture or sale of any 

preparation or compound under any name, form. or device 

which may be used as a beverage which is intoxicating in its 

character: And provided further, That the State commis- 

sioner shall be authorized to sell to manufacturing chemists Sell alcohol by 
and wholesale druggists alcohol - the barrel at not exceed- barrel 

ing ten per cent above the net cost. 

Sec. 19. If any person shall make ny false or fictitious sig- False signa- 
nature, or sign any name other than his or her owntoanytures, state 
paper required to be signed by this act, without being au- ments, etc. 
thorized to do so, or make any false statement in any paper, 
request, or application signed to procure liquor under this 
act, the person so offending shall be guilty of a misdemeanor. 
and upon conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine of 
not more than $25 or be imprisoned not more than thirty 


Penalty. 


ays. 

Sec. 20. If any dispenser or his clerk shall make false oath False oaths 
touching any matter required to be sworn to under the pro- and illegal acts 
visions of this act, the person so offending shall, upon convic- of dispensers. 
tion, be — as provided by law for perjury. If any 
county dispenser shall qrocare any intoxicating liquors from 
any other person than the State commissioner, or make any 
false return to the county auditor, or use ary request for 
liquors for more than one sale, in any such case he shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction be 
punished x a fine of $300 or six months’ imprisonment. 

Sec, 21. Every person whoshall, directly or indirectly, kee Liquors at 
or maintain by himself, or by associating or combining with clubs prohib- 
others, or who shall in any manner aid, assist, or abet in keep- ited. 
ing or maintaining any clubroom or other place in which 
any intoxicating liquors are received or kept for use, barter, 
or sale as a beve , or for distribution or division among the 
members of any club or association by any means whatever, 
and every person who shall receive, barter, sell, assist, or 
abet another in receiving, bartering, or selling any alcoholic 
liquors so received or kept, shail be deemed guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and upon conviction thereof, shall be punished by 
a fine of not leas than $100 nor more than $500, or by imprison- 
ment for a term not less than three months nor more than 
twelve months: Provided, That the State board of control 
shall have the power, upon a proper showing, and under such 
rules as they may —- , to exempt hotels where tourists or 
health seekers resort from being considered nuisances oras Provisions as 
violating this act by reason of any manager of such hotels to hotels. 
dispensing liquors bought from the dispensary, by the bottle, 
either night or day; but before any such exemption shall be 
granted the State board of control shall require the manager 
of such hotel to give a good and sufficient bond in the penal 
sum of $3,000, conditioned for the observance of all the rules, 
regulations, and restrictions prescribed and imposed by the 
said board, and with all the requirements of this act,and it May seareh 
shall be lawful for any constable or officer thus employed hotels. 
under this act to enter such hotel and search it for contra- 
band liquors at any time, day or night, without a warrant 

Sc. 22. All places where alcoholic liquors are manufac- Liquor re- 
tured, sold, bartered, or given away in violation of this act, sorts declared 
or where persons are permitted to resort for the purpose of to be nuisances. 
drinking alcoholic liquors as a beverage. or where alcoholic 
liquors are kept for sale, barter, or delivery in violation of 
this act, are hereby declared to be common nuisances, and 
any person may go before any magistrate in the county and 
swear out an arrest warrant on personal knowledge or on 
information and belief, ane said nuisance, giving the 
names of witnesses against the keeper or manager of such 
place and his aids and assistants, if any, and such magistrate 
shall direct such arrest warrant either to the sheriff of the 
county or to any special constable, commanding said defend- 
ant to be arrested and brought before him to be dealt with 
according to law, and shall issue a search warrant in which 
the prem in question shall be apy described, com- 
manding such sheriff or constable to thoroughly search the 

remises in question and to seize all alcoholic liquors found 
hereon and e of them as provided in section 31, aud to 
seize all vessels, bar fixtures, screens, bottles, glasses, and 
appurtenances apparently used, or suitable for use, in retail- 
ing liquors, to make a complete inventory thereof, and de- 
posit the same with the sheriff. That under the arrest war- 
rant the defendant shall be arrested and brought before such 
magistrate, and the case shall be disposed of as in case of 
other crimes beyond his jurisdiction, except that when he 
commits or binds over the parties for trial to the next term 
of court of general sessions for the county, he shall make 
out every paper in the case in duplicate and file one with 
the clerk of the court for the county, and immediately 
transmit the other to the solicitor of the circuit, where- 

u said solicitor shall at once apply to any circuit judge Restrafning 

chambers within that circuit, or to the nearest circuit order. 

pn, ed there be none in that circuit, for an order re- 
the defendants, their servants or agents, from 
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keeping, receiving, bartering, selling, or giv away an 
alcoholic aenenes ae the further order of “the court “such 
eircnit jodge er a or aan 
to grant the said restraining order without requiring bond 
or undertaking, upon the hearing or t i 
papers from the court of the said magistrate by the hands of 

he solicitor; and any violation of said restraining order 
before the trial of the case shall be deemed a contempt of Violation of 
court, and punished as such by said j or court, or any order a con- 
other circuit judge, as for the violation of an order of an in- tempt. 
junction. Uponeconviction of said defendants of main 
= a ey trial, they, or any of ay shall be 2 

eemed guilty of a misdemeanor, e prison- Penalty. 
ment in the county jail for a term of not less than three 
months, or a fine of not less than , or both, in the discre- 

tion ef the court, and the restraining order shall be made 

perpetual. The articles covered 7 rere. aaa 

were retained by the sheriff, shall be forfeited to State 
and sold, and the net s sent to the State treasurer, 
and the sheriff shall forthwith proceed to dispose of thealco- 
holic liquors covered by said inveptory,.as provided for in 
this act, as when other liquors are seized. 

Liquors seized as hereinbefore provided, and the vessels 

oqptaining eee Sela an eeaeen = 
officers in possession e same writ 0 or 
other process oko reneiiadaieeneiatias 


mg damages alleged 
o suit shall lie for to arise by seizure and 
detention of liquors under this act. An pen i 


ty. 
Sxc. 29. That all deputy constables, sheriffs, Powors.y,. 
magistrates, or Tagnicipal. policemen shall have the right, stables. 0° 
Se or suspect that any such suspicious ~ = suspicious 
t ey a, thane -. = — 
in on of a common carrier slecboli 
age possessi . 


the terms of any restraining order - nids, 2 reguined by itpaect ? be one-half 
ings shall be punished for contempt by a fine of not than the value of uors or a, 80 aadeiieeee shall 
gah nor mare than 1,000, and by not less than ve been at , @pproved, and 

nah concertina tek emeihdbitentdiationat Te: ee mith, ob- 

co , an EC any ‘erence o Inte ¢ 

injunction — nder the proviaionsof thisact theconrt, struction or resistance of, or abusive = to Officer with orf ; = 
or, in vacation, any ndge thereof, shall have power to or person in the discharge of the , or forbidde: 
summarily and or as the use of abusive language ay ce officer or person to 
by law. , its upon the for con- a misdemeanor, 


other deemed 

tempt issues shall make a prima facie case for the State. At ’ or 80 shall, conviction, 

the beari be punished bye dmeaf not less that p-more than $500, 

or imprisoned for a term of not less three months nor 

“on 31 iva of seizure of Pr: 

EC. 31. ‘Cases any wares, mer- eed i 
te subject to ‘ hereafter oF heretofore when sos r 

Trsc ] roy. 

thisact aramy formar act, which intheagiaicant the ollicer oriy is cit” 

= peneee - a aap i Ra egpeees wine of 

as follows: Firat. Medballesmees 

descri of the 


; 


upon of either 
rty, issue su’ for witnesses, asabove set 
orth, the p m such contempt shall con- 
re as nearly as may to the practice 


pleas. 
That when any solicitor neglects or refusestoperformany Duty of attor- 
duty, or to take any steps required of him by any of —aguenee -general 
ponasting ooction, or the pro when solicitor 
of this act, the yp on his own motion or by re-neglects his 
a ee fecality and coueien oe and duby. 
‘© the < 
take such steps-as ae necessary in the place of me Fe 
cause 











orf ficial miseonduct, tor ather changes justibed ty 
or 4 
San os to the to the extent of a con- 


T x 
liquor in this State report to the State board report 
of control, showing the number of of each kind of ter. 
liquor on d, manufactured, or of the board. 
quarter; and if th the 
retrrn 


Bond to be 
given by claim- 
ant. 


= 
5 
| 
s 
ie 









to view, and a being necessary upon-stidevit : within the ' uors for- 


rson who be 
or in 9 ie aan 


mises for t 


yeonstable : When value 
it or after arrival, whether in possession : . $50 or under. 


r uors onar 
ite, or re- ri in = 
or other State to be sub 
‘rival in this State, ject to its laws. 
oe 
liquors or 
dm this act, Penalty ‘°° 
to transporting 
any liquors in vebi- 
con- l. except as 
forherein pre 
for vided. 


nesa, their 

to be absolutely null and void, nor action 
or suit for the suneuany af the same b> aatereninell 
court in this State. 


ek eo 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


1411 





corporations, or associations doing ae 
te asa common carrier, or any person whatever (exce 
examining 


seizing or the same), who shall remove 
aa liquors from any railroad car, vessel, or 
other vehicle at any place other than the 
nsual and established stati wharves, depots, or places of 
business of such common within some nese coset 
city or town where there is a or who 1 aid in 


sonsent to such removal, or attempt to remove, shall, 
os on sentenced to pay a fine of not less than 
$100 nor more $500, or imprisonment for a term of not 
less than nor more than twelve months: Pro- 
vided, That said shall notapply toany liquor in tran- 
sit when from car to car tofacilitate transportation 
across the State: Provided, That thissection does notapply to 
liquors purchaséd from a dispe ,and bearing the -— 
label or certgficate. All liquors in this State, except dispen- pAguere in 
sary liquors and those throngh this State, consigned transit. 
to points beyond this State be ed contraband, and 
may be seized in transit without warrant. And any steam- 
boat, sailing vessel, railroad, express company, or other com- 
mon carrier or bringing into this State, forsale 
or usetherein, except ty —apEneey seen oueerepenalty 
of $500 and costs for offense, to be recovered by the solic- 
itor of the cireuitor theattorney-general aeeneation brought 
therefor in any court of competent j ion. The State 

sheriff, municipal 


constable, police, or any lawful constable Officer may 


may enteranyr car, or express car, torsteam-enter and 
boat. or othes vessel, without warrant, and search for search cars. 
such con and may examine the waybills and 

i of and one interfering 
with or resisting such officer shall be pu bya fine of not 


than nor more than $50), or imprisonment for a term 
fan neha three months nor more than twelve months. 


Sec. 4. That any person detected openly or in theactof Arrest of 
viola’ any of the provisions of this act shall be liable to open violators. 
arrest without warrant: Provided, A warrant shall be pro- 


cured within a reasonable time thereafter. - 

Sec. 35. That m case of conviction of violations of any Punishment 
of the sections of this act where punishment is not espe- for violation of 
i Sonepeeanens Sethian eote. 


warehouses. Persens eh Protection 

Seite 
same q uor 

kinds to the aiaiietetibenicns 

"= causing to be affixed, to k- Imitati 

ny or ,toany pack- Imitation 
age liquor, any imitation stamp or other stamps pro- 
epee ete gig py eae 

State board of control, shall, for each offense, be lia 
women re sere ees . 

. who dispossesses or rescuesfrom a Rescue from 
: senaualigaratiaraibene, or so to do, alcoholic officer. 
hqeee ere cer charged with the en- 

forcement of this law, , upon conviction, be imprisoned 
not less than three months nor more than twelve months, or 
pay a fine of not less than $100 nor more than $500. 

Bec. #7. Any handling contraband mor in the con- 
nighttime, or the sxme, shall be of a mis-traband liquor 
demeanor, and on shall be punished — at night. 
ment for not less than three months nor more elve 
ne ee = Shee Gon Rae mse $500. 

Wagon, cart, boat, or any other nee, orta- 
quguihar aiiineniieaete:. on clone cragimain, ontl'tien by vehicle 
harness a ~~ RS transporting liquors atat night the 
ee es Sean same. 

shall be to seizure and confiscation, and 

to that end the officer shall cause the same to be duly adver- 
tised and and the proceeds sent to the State treasurer 

Sac. 39. EE eee Cann needie aguinge conten Labels to be 
ing liquor, Seeder Genus ne = or cer- canceled by dis- 

extending from bottom and penser. 
from side to ane, any liquor is Reized Tbecanse it has 
not the labels required by this act, 
the burden ap ah 
to show that no fraud has committed and the 
whisky is act contraband. 









in 
atch 
a 

shi 


i 





will sustain a verdict: Provided, Upon a trial and conviction 
or acquittal, no other bill of indictment will lie for any sale 


occurring prior to bill found on the case tried, and the pun 
ishment shall bein such case as for one sale: Provided fur 
ther, That this section shall not be soconstrued asto prevent 


the prosecuting officer from giving out several bills of indict 
ment for several sales in the first instance, if he thinks best 
to do so. 

See. 43. That whenever in this act it is provided that proc- Affidavits 
essshall issue upon an affidavit based on information and may be oninfor 
belief, the affidavit shall contain a statement setting forth mation and be- 
the sources of information, the facts, and grounds of belief lief 
upon which the affiant bases his belief: Provided, That it shall 
not be necessary to set forth the sources of information, the 
facts and grounds of belief, in the affidavit upon whicha war 
rant of arrest shall issue, but it shall only be necessary in 
cases of search warrants 

Sec. 44. That Chapter I, Title VII, of the Code of CivilPro Actions 
cedure of this State, entitled “Of provisional remedies in against officers 
civil actions,” shall not apply to any officer or person hav-acting under 
ing duties to perform under this act, and in no case shall an this law 
action lie against any such officer or pose m for damages to 
person or property as provided in said chapter 

Suc. 45. The governor shall have authority to appointone Governor 
or more State constables at a salary of not more than $2 per may appoint 
day and such expenses as the governor may deem proper State consta- 
when on duty, and two chief constables at not more than $3 bles; pay of. 
each per day and such expenses as the governor may deem 
proper, and also one or more detectives at reasonable com 
pensation, to see that this act is enforced, the same to be 
paid from the dispensary fund in the same manner as the 
salary of the State commissioner. 

Sec. 46. That this act shall be a public act, and shall go into 
effect immediately upon its approval by the governor, and 
that all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with thisact be, and 
are hereby. repealed. 

Sec. 47. The State board of control elected under this act 
shall not take charge until April 1, 1896. 

Approved March 5, 1897. 

Mr. Davis and others addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair feels obliged to rec- 
ognize the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. I imtended to ask unanimous consent to proceed 
to the consideration of a public-building bill, but as I understand 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] desires to proceed with the 
tariff bill, I will not e the request. 


STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be authorized to em- 
ploy a stenographer, who shall be paid at the rate of $100 a month 

DUTIES ON WOOL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

Mr. MANTLE. [If the Senator from Iowa will yield to me just 
a moment to make anannouncement, I desire to state that I should 
like to address the Senate some morning this week, say on Friday 
morning, at the conclusion of the routine business, upon the woolen 
schedule of the proposed tariff law. 1 donot understand that it 
is essential or necessary that 1 should wait in this matter until 
that schedule of the bill is reached. I desire to submit some sta- 
tistics in reference to the whole question, and perhaps it would be 
better that I should submit my remarks in advance, before that 
schedule is reached for consideration. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Iowa moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill known as 
the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to 
provide revenue for he Government and to encourage the indus- 
tries of the United States. 

Mr. STEWART. Before we proceed further with the bill, I 
should like to give notice of an amendment which I shall propose. 
I ask that it be read at the desk, because I want to get it before 
the Senate for consideration. It is quite an important matter. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Nevada asks 
unanimous consent that the amendment which he proposes at some 


A public act. 


State board 
of control goes 
into office. 


stage of the proceedings to offer to the bill may be read. Is there 
objection? e Chair hears none. The Secretary will read the 
amendment. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


First. It shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to maintain an 
available reserve in the Treasury of as nearly as practicable one hundred and 
twenty-five millions, all forms of available money in the Treasury receivable 
for any public dues to be considered as belonging to such reserve 

Second. there shall be in the Treasury a surplus of five millions 
over the amount of one hundred and twenty-five millions fixed as the normal 
Treasury balance, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to pur 
chase and retire bonds of the Uni States to the amount which can be pur 
chased with the surpius in the Treasury above one hundred and twenty-five 
mailliens, such ases to be made under regulations similar to those here- 
tofore and employed for the purchase of United States bonds from 











Third. Whenever there shall be a deficiency in the reserve of one hundred 
and twenty-five millions, the Secretary of the Ceasers shall have authority. 
in his discretion, to issue and cover into the Treasury a sufficient amount of 
United States notes to make good the deficiency, which notes shall be in the 
same form and have the same legal-tender qualities in all respects as the 
United States notes now outstanding, and whenever there shall be a surplus 
in the Treasury over the one hundred and twenty-five millions reserve, such 
surplus shall be applied to the redemption, retirement, and cancellation of 
an amount of United States notes equal to the amount theretofore issued 
under the provisions of this act, but such redemption of United States notes 
shall not inany way interfere with the purchase of outstanding United States 
bonds when there is a surplus of five millions in the Treasury above the one 
hundred and twenty-five millions of reserve, as hereinbefore required. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, personally I would prefer the 
amendment of which I gave notice some days ago; but inasmuch 
as that amendment involves some questions in connection with 
the currency, and perhaps might involve collaterally the silver 
question, I have thought best to strip it of everything but the 
main question, which is a regulation of the reserve in the Treasury. 

The amendment provides that there shall be kept, as nearly as 
practicable, $125,000,000 reserve, which shall consist of all kinds 
of money, in the Treasury receivable for any public dues. It will 
not be questioned but that that is an ample reserve, probably very 
much too large; but inasmuch as there might be some question in 
regard to the reserve already in existence, it may be well to fix 
that amount. 

The amount now in the Treasury is about $230,000,000. That 
is too much idle money in the Treasury. It is injurious in many 
ways to pile up a surplus of this kind. It leads to extravagance 
in appropriations, and it takes the money from circulation and 
deprives the Government of the interest on that money. So no 
one can contend for a large idle reserve. This provides against 
that. It also puts it in the power of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, if there should be a deficiency in the reserve, or when the 
reserve should fall below $125,000,000, in his discretion, to issue 
Treasury notes to make up the deficiency, or so much of it as he 
shall deem necessary. 

But the Secretary is required, whenever there is a surplus in 
the Treasury, to retire an amount of Treasury notes equal to the 
notes theretofore issued under this act, so that there shall be no 
permanent increase of our paper circulation. It is only to be 
temporary to bridge over an emergency, and it is left to his dis- 
cretion whether to issue any notes or not. But when the surplus 
over $125,000,000 ar-ounts to $5,000,000, it is his a in all cases 
= invest the same in United States bonds and retire them and save 

terest. 

I introduce the amendment and call attention to it at this time 
because the country has been largely excited over the question 
which was raised by an interview with Mr. DINGLEY, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means in the other House. 
It was attributed to him that he stated the object of the bill was 
to accumulate revenue and keep it in the Treasury and thereby 
retire the greenbacks. I understand that he claims he did not 
make any such statement. He has qualified it, at all events, and 
it has been qualified by a great many. Such a scheme has been 
er almost universally. 

till there is an anxiety with regard to it, and as there is a pos- 
sibility that a large revenue will come into the Treasury under 
this bill, Senators in voting for the bill or in voting upon amend- 
ments and in considering the bill will feel embarrassed lest there 
might a large surplus come into the Treasury and be retained 
there, as $100,000,000 or more is unnecessarily retained there now. 
That would be a calamity; and to avoid it and make action on 
this bill perfectly free, I shall ask for the adoption of an amend- 
ment of this kind, which will secure a reserve as large as any 
man’s conscience ought to allow him to ask, and at the same time 
will place it in the power of the Secretary, if there should be a 
tempor deficiency, to supply that deficiency by a temporary 
issue of Treasury notes. A temporary loan of that kind, to be re- 
tired as soon as the revenues of the Government come in to retire 
it, has been the practice of the Government since its foundation, 
it being his duty to retire a like amount as soon as there is a sur- 
lus revenue. In that way we never will be —— without 
Fands. It will be always in the power of the retary of 
the Treasury to provide funds until Congress shall levy more 


It seems to me that we should have a definite understanding 
about this matter before the tariff bill is passed and before the 
important amendments which involve large revenues are 
upon, so that Senators will not be embarrassed with regard to 
voting upon questions, fearing that there may be a large reserve 
which would lie in the Treasury, where a large amount is now 
lying, to the detriment of the community. 

T bope the amendment will be considered on its merits. If any 
Senator can suggest that it interferes with any theory that he has 
on the money question, I should like to hear the s tion. I 
have tried to avoid all interference with the gold and the silver 
question and come right down to the question of reserve, whether 
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we should retire our present circulation by allowing it to lic ij, 
in the Treasury. It is to meet that issue that I have offered th. 
amendment. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill wil! jj. 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at ‘Schedule (. 
Metals and manufactures of,” on p 1. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, jy 
paragraph 118, page 31, line 24, after the word *‘ ore,” to strike out 
‘‘and” and insert ‘‘ also;” soas to make the paragraph read: 


ScHEDULE C.—METALS AND MANUFACTURES OF. 


118. Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or resid yu) 
from burnt pyrites, 40 cents per ton: Provided, That in levying and collet ig 
the duty on iron ore no deduction shall be made from the weight of the or. 
on account of moisture which may be chemically or physically com) ined 
therewith. 

Mr. QUAY. Iwill be glad if the committee will allow that 
paragraph to go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the para- 
graph being passed over for the present? e Chair hears no 
objection, and the paragraph will be over. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


119. Iron in pigs, iron kentledge, spiegeleisen, ferro-manganese, ferro sj}j. 
con, wrought and cast scrap iron, and scrap steel, $4 per ton; but nothing 
shail be deemed scrap iron or scrap steel except waste or refuse iron or stce| 


fit only to be remanufactured. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 120, page 32, line 10, after the word ‘‘iron,” to insert 
**squareiron;” andin line 13, after the word “ diameter,” to strike 
out ‘‘and square iron on provided for in this act;” so as 
to make the paragraph : 

120. Bar iron, square iron, rolled or hammered, comprising flats, not less 
than 1 inch wide nor less than three-eighths of 1 inch thick, round iron not 
less oan seven-sixteenths of 1 inch in diameter, six-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The rates proposed by the House 
bill and concurred in by the Senate committee are the same as 
the rates in the Wilson bill. There is no pro amendment 
that I see except formal amendments that go along through these 
items. At the same time it seems to me that the Senate 
should not lose sight of the facts connec th this matter. 

It appears to me that there can be no occasion for making a 
pretense of putting a protective tariff on these paragraphs which 
is absolutely inoperative, which accomplishes nothing. The trade 
is in the hands of the American people. We to-day are the larg- 
est producers of pig iron in the world. We are exporting pig 
iron, steel billets, and iron rails in open competition with the bal- 
ance of the world. 

The statement was made, I remember, some years ago that pig 
iron could be produced at Birmingham, Ala., at somewhere be- 
tween five and six dollars a ton; that they were selling iron at 
$5.50 a ton; and that iron of the same character was sold on the 
other side at a considerably larger sum. 

I have collected together some statistics and facts bearing on 
this matter that I propose to present to the Senate without taking 
the time to make an argument. It is im t that these facts 
should be known to illustrate the absurdity of proposing to kcep 
up taxes which amount absolutely to nothing. 

I hold in my hand a statement as to the number of tons of 
crude manufactures of iron and steel that have been exported 
from the United States within the last few months. It is a very 
striking statement. There was of pig iron exported from the 
United States last July 3,023 tons; in , 2,001 tons; in Sep- 
tember, 6,804 tons; in October, 8,063 tons; in November, 8,755 tons; 
in December, 17,335 tons; in Jan of this year, 10,191 tons; in 
February of this year, 15,971 tons: in March of this year, 2!.2%0 
tons, making a total from last July until the end of March of 
94,423 tons of Mei exported from the United States, at an 
average price of $14.37 a ton, 

There were imported into the United States in the same time 
19,039 tons, while we exported 94,423 tons. AsI have said. the 
average price of the “S iron exported was $14.37 a ton, and the 
average price of that which we imported was $22.84 a ton, show- 
ing that it was only a small quantity of high-priced and high-class 
iron that was imported into this country for special purposs 
because it could not be t here. 

What, then, is the use, Mr. President, of us being guilty of t!'s 
piece of mummery of putting a tax on pig iron to prevent the com- 


petition of outside pig-iron ucers? 7 
Of bar iron we ae last July 200} tons; in August, 126+ 
tons; in September, 199} tons. I will not read the statement by 
the month, but the total export from July of last year until the 
end of March was 2,078 tons, at an average cost of $39.56 per ton, 
and we im 11,775 tons, at a cost of $43.75 a ton, showing 
again I called the attention of the Senate to in the first in- 


stance, that it was a higher rate of goods and a more expensive 











haracter of 
vouning all —- this tariff bill, from one end of it to the other, 


that were imported; and yet the characteristic 


is to have the highest ible rates of taxation on the lowest and 

cheapest class of g and the lowest rates on the highest class 
‘oods. : 

ote band, scroll, and hoop ingots, bars, etc., of steel—without 


reading the monthly shipments all through—there were 26,995 
tons exported, worth on an average $27.90 per ton, while we im- 
rted 12,621 tons, at an average cost of $88.38 per ton, against 
7.0 per ton for what we exported. Of nails we shipped abroad 
during the nine months I have named 11,126 tons and imported 
none—not a single dollar’s worth. 


Number of tons of the following crude manufactures of iron and steel exported by the United States in each of the nine months ending with March 
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Of iron plates we shipped 1,347 tons, and of steel plates 2,010 
tons. and imported 3,721 tons of both. 

Of wire we exported 34,852 tons, at an average cost of $44.25, 
and we imported 2,329 tons, at an averave cost of $131.50. 

Of steel rails we exported in July last 4,962 tons; in August, 
11,750 tons; in September, 17,034 tons; in October, 4,692 tons; in 
November, 6,045 tons; in December, 10,925 tons: in January, 
1897, 7,761 tons; in February, 7,214 tons; in March, 9,477 tons, 





shee 


making a total for the nine months of 79,860 tons of steel rails, at 

an average cost of $23.28, while we imported 7,758 tons, at an aver- 

age cost of $26.77. I will insert the entire table in my remarks. 
The table referred to is as follows: 


I, 1897. 
{Tons of 2,240 pounds. } 
1896. | 1897, T« - Value Imports Value 
en ; ; a. ee ee 4 = for the | per ton for the per ton 
Name of article. | Septem- | | Novem- | Decem- | Febru nine r per per 
|e 2m- - | > ital r€ or per nine or per 
July. | August. er. poutoher. ber. ber. January.| ary. March. | months pound months pound. 
—_————————— —- —___—— ——__—  _—____ —— —- " —-— —— 
| 
Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons. | Tons. Tons. Tons Tons 
3, 023 2,001 6, 804 8, 063 8,755 17,335 10,191 | 15,971 21, 230 04, 423 $14. 37 19, 089 $22. 84 
200} 1264) 199} = +4 220 ae 225 487 2,073 | 30.56 | 11, 775 43. 75 
Rilinmechinceddgiestedeniennane ee > * G awwcac oe a ie 24 
381 7554 2,980 1,976 678 1, 408 7,321 2, 852 9, 492 26, 995 27.90 | 12, 621 88. 38 
1, 1473 1,185 1,244 1,589 591 1,580 2,070 920 890 | 11, 126 53.85 |.. None. 
54} 2 72 54 98 10 132 440) 820 | 1,747 | 48.08 | | 3.721 5 OT 
524 om 163 8; 120 1, 083 213 43 | 269 2,010 47.30 | f vam aoe 
2, 9584 8, 457 3, 649 3, 045 3,229 5, 150 3, 786 4,216 | 4,755 34, 852 | 44.25 2, R29 131.50 
4,002 | 11,750| 17,04 | 4,602] 6,005} 10,925] 7761 | Tad) ATT | TUS | LBs 7758 | 28.77 





Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, these exportations oc 
curred in this country while the steel-rail trust was maintaining 
during the whole of that year the price of $28 a ton to domestic 
buyers of steel rails. It is perfectly well known to the Senate 
what the effect of breaking up the steel-rail trust was. In De- 
cember and January last the price, which had been held by the 
trust uniformly from the beginning of the year to the end of it, 
was $28 a ton without fluctuation in any month of the year. The 
price suddenly went down to practically $14 a ton, and steel rails 
were sold for $17 a ton in a number of markets, and I understand 
were offered to consumers at a point which would make the sale 
actually about $14 a ton as a result of the dissolution of the pool, 
asaresult of the breaking up of the steel-rail trust, which has 
been maintained under the laws which have been in existence on 
the statute books. 

I have here in my hand a copy of the Bulletin, a high authority 
in iron matters, dated January 1, 1897. This is Mr. Swank’s 
paper, a man whose authority will not be questioned by any iron 
man. Here are the average monthly prices of iron and steel in 
the United States in 1896 given on a number of different articles. 
Steel rails at the mills are quoted in January, February, March, 
and every month down to December at $28 aton. The statement 
from the Bulletin is as follows: 


AVERAGE MONTHLY PRICES OF IRON AND STEEL IN THE UNITED STATES 
IN 1896. 
Tn the follo 











wing table we give the average monthly prices of leading arti- 

cles of iron and steel in Pennsylvania markets in 1896 per ton of 2,240 

pounds, ex for bar iron, w ch is quoted by the pound. e monthly aver- 
ages are ed from weekly quotations: 

gf | €_|44| 4. Es | ss 

Se | Se | a9 | Bs lsc,| 7 
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Cents.| Cents. 

4.25 56 1$11.55 ($10.90 |$11.81 [$28.00 [$16.60 | 1.45; 1.25 

14.75 50 | 11.50 | 11.00 | 12.95 | 28.00/ 17.69} 1.40] 1.25 

15.00 45 | 11.30 | 10.92 | 12.25 | 28.00/ 17.19 | 1.35) 1.21 

Bebe sts 14. 87 25 | 11.19 | 10.85 | 13.32 | 28.00/ 19.80] 1.40] 1.20 
Gatleas.« 14.43 83 | 11.00 79 | 12.83 | 28.00 | 19.55] 1.40} 1.20 
14.0 75 | 11.00 | 10.62 | 12.47 | 28.00 | 19.42] 1.40| 1.29 

14.00+ 12.75 | 10.90 | 10.37 | 12.12 | 28.00/ 19.50] 1.40] 1.20 

Au 14.00 | 12.75 | 10.75 | 9.63 | 10.91 | 28.00} 19.22] 1.40) 1.20 
13.50 | 12.50 | 10.75 | 9.50 | 11.31 | 28.00} 19.41} 1.40) 1.20 

etc cod 12.75 | 12.56 | 10.81 | 9.87 | 11.71 | 28.00 | 19.73] 1.40| 1.20 

N 13.94 | 12.81 | 11.12 | 10.34 | 12.46 | 28.00| 19.89| 140| 12 
14.50 | 12.75 | 11.25 | 9.04 | 11.54 | 28.00] 18.00] 1.40/ 1.25 





At the close of the year Bessemer iron at Pittsburg was quoted at 
115 to $1125, and Bessemer Getllileinds Puidters were Did athe Dur 
December the of steel rails for 1897 was reduced from $2 to $25 at 
Pennsylvania Prices of other articles named in the table also fell 
ane amon We begin the new ear leet with h iron and steel prices in 
lines low as they have an e during the presen 
depression, we date from May, 1893. - . 





} 


I have a clipping from a newspaper giving the report of R. G. 


| Dun & Co. of the date of February 12, dealing with the question 
| of the price of steel rails. 


It is as follows: 


New York, February 12. 

R. G. Dun & Co.'s weekly review of trade to morrow will say: 

“No other event of the week approaches in importance the disruption of 
the steel-rail pool. In two days after it, a greater tonnage of rails was prob 
ably purchased than the entire production last year, reported as 800,000 tons, 
and instead of $23 in December and $25 in January, $17 is now the price at 
which works East and West are seeking orders, the Carnegie Company even 
selling at $17, Chicago delivery. These sales will employ many thousand 
hands, with an important decrease in the cost of track laying or renewals to 
railroads. 

“Even more important is the result that reconstruction of the billet pool 
will bo impossible as long as the contest over rails continues, and the manu- 
facturer of structural forms, bars, rods, wire, nails, tin plates, and many 
other products has a chance to secure cheap material. In the near future 


| also is the struggle between the two great companies producing Mesaba iron 


ore, one allied with the Illinois Steel and the other with the Carnegie Com- 
pany, which is expected to bring about lower prices for ore and to push 
many mines to their utmost capacity. But in the war of rival interests, 
wages are already reduced by some large concerns.” 


Thus, Mr. President, we see a statement made by R. G. Dun 
& Co. that the result of the dissolution of this steel-rail combina- 
tion was to bring the price of stee] rails down at once about 50 
percent. If they are seeking orders for steel rails at $17 a ton, I 
ask where is there any justification for any law now to be put on 
the statute books under which the people of the United States 
shall be compelled to pay them $28 a ton because they have made 
a combination? 

There are a number of other facts bearing upon this matter that 
I wish to present to the Senate, and it may as well be done now 
as at any other time. I read from the Bulletin of February 20, 
Mr. Swank’s journal, which is an authority amongst iron men 
every where: 


DISSOLUTION OF THE RAIL MAKERS’ ASSOCIATION, 


The Rail Makers’ Association, which was organized at Long Branch, N.J 
on August 15, 1885, and which, with slight interruptions, has t 


een in active 
existence ever since, was dissolved early last week, owing to internal dissen- 
sions. The original purpose of the association was to equitably distribute 
among the mills represented all orders for steel rails, so as to avoid ruinous 
competition. This object was afterwards extended to include the regula- 
tion of prices. The dissolution of the association was preceded by a heavy 


cut in the prices of steel rails, and was at once followed by other cuts, some 
sales having been made as low as $17 at Pittsburgand Chicago. The price at 
eastern Pennsylvania mills has been firmly held at about $20. At the present 
writing the market has steadied considerably. A conservative estimate 
places the sales of rails during the last two weeks at not more than 600,000 
tons, We give below the comments of several of our cotemporari 
break in the association and the causes which have led to it. 

The Iron Age, in its issue for February 11, says 

“The steel-rail pool is broken. It has been the greatest comb 
the iron trade and has enjoyed the longest life. It had a checker 


son the 





in its earlier days) The tics which bound the works together wer r 
loose, and from time to time new competitors arose. The pool was reorgan- 
ized in the fall of 1893, after a very sharp fight, in which prices dropped close 
to $19 at Eastern mill. 

“In November, 1804, a meeting of the rail manufacturers was held at Chicago, 
during which an agreement was reached after negotiations had been ! n 
off again and again. As usual, the allotment was figured on the monthly 
shipments, an excess over allotment involving a tonnage payment. distrib- 
uted among the mills which had not shipped their quota. The penalty was 
increased from $2 to $2.50 per ton, and the agreement covered all rails 45 
—— or over, T or girder rails, except for export. An extra of $] was to 

for all rails over 35 feet and less than 45 feet in length, an:! $2 per 
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= on alt rails over 45 feet in length. All girder rails were quoted at $2 per 
extra. 

“This ent was subsequently modified, however, through the negotia- 
tions which grew out of the «ompletion of the new mill at Lorain. In April 
an agreement was entered into with the Johnson Company by which the 
association divided with that company equally the whole tonnage of T and 
girder rails for electric railroads. In turn the company undertook not to 
make any 7 rails for steam roads for the year 1805. 

“Early in September, 1895, negotiations were initiated for the year 18. 
Other meetings teok place in October and November, and it was finally 
agreed to continue the association on the lines laid out for 1805.” 


There are a number of other comments taken from leading iron 
ee which I will not take the time of the Senate to read. 
is, however, one paragragh that I desire to read, taken from 

the Philadelphia Ledger, which says: 

During all of th ars of the 1 the Illinois and Carnegie companies 
worked ther wa wove on the closest of terms. The Illinois Company 
was not known as a member of the pool, but was represented in the associa- 
tion by the Carnegie Company. So far as rails are concerned, the two com- 


















out w steel masters, and the realization of some of the facts ..., 
Sociol with fe hes since my last caused comatiing Bho a somation in British 
steel circles. The scare was first met only by appearance of a cab). ;, 
one of the London papers, from its New York correspondent, anno ),..;,.. 
that 1,600 tons of steel billets were on their way from Philadelphia ¢., ||,” 
coun for delivery in Birmingham, and this was followed by another : 
from Philadelphia in another Journal that “ were in progres 
with Exropean baress for 20,000 tons of billets at secret prices,” but thi: > 
was believed that material could be in md at £3 N5s. ay 
leave a fair margin of profit to the sellers." Now, this week we hay. \... . 
more d fn! tement that the steamship Harvison has sailed from }),;).. 

phia Manchester with @ cargo 2,00 tons billets, “which ar. 
to net about $17.50 f. o. b. steamer.” zs e 
SENSATION IN ENGLISH STEEL CIRCLEs. 

With reiterated intelligence like this before them it has been no |5)),..- 
possible for English steel circles polars what s-me of your journals hvvoa 
rightfully termed the American steel invasion of . Nevertheless ; 
actual SE ee ee ek ee ane es Brent surprise to 
many who were not aagnet with what was going on and who had not 
ee the efforts of your steel makers to secure orders {; 
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out There was, of course, nothing new f. them to 
as wares together as one, dividing the apportionment as best suited | } ane Koy tion of A. ; foutn, wohial ieee he = to 
k thi or ¥.4q SE iemethonie aliediaad atu be gost week nk ices with 


w! Scotch smelters can not pretend to compete. It was... 
tainly a new thing, however, for them to have dinned into their aare that 
er for iron 


making an arbitrary cost price and dividing the profits. which aietene 
and steel was selling for de in the English ds. To the unbeliey- 
a - iver? bet 0 the unbeliey 


This comes from the friends of eee ee showing that they 

were making arbitrary prices and dividing profits, and yet by a 

rate of taxation put into tariff billsand kept up these le have 

been enabled to continue this system of practical robbery of the 

- of this country, because the foreign rails were simply 
out from American commerce. 

As a part of this whole case, 1 may as well present, while we 
are on subject, some facts bearing on the foreign trade. 
have the American Manufacturer of February 12, 1897, in my 
hand, in which I find this report: 

THE BREAK IN STEEL RAILS. 


The monotony of the iron and steel trade was broken rather suddenly this 
week by the excitement which followed a remarkable drop in the ce of 
steel rails. To the eral public it seemed that within a few hours steel 
sats Gocopes Systm to $17 per ton, and in some cases lower figures are re- 

: is is the lowest price ever reached in the American steel-rail 
market, and a glance over the course of prices is particularly interesting at 


In 1867 steel rails were first made in commercial quantities in the United 



















into all the details of the business fully confirm the reports which have }on 

easrs. © ieneaed aatamniereditng aaantabechee 7 imaportine 

mly to-day 

I have visited a works where this is going on. and only to-day 

Im ing steel sheets to be used for tin plate from the United 
States into of a better quality than is there made— 


The bars are coming over here in 30-foot and of 9 inches or 9) 
nema eo eg pete yen aeons aver to be 

eve satisfaction. ould, however, an tage « stee)} 
Sarrtase coubd voll them of ahous Bolt ib-foot bar 


the present length, since a [5-foot \iar 
suitable for our mills and is much ing for all 
transit and cartage included. The are intended for galvan- 

Fain pur and the firm eg Se Sate ee. John Lysagth, 
who not only owns the larcest works in Staffordshire, jut 

at methamshpen age business which isthe in the world. 
therefore, such as this can find it its while to use 
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States. That they were quoted at $166 ton. It was not until 1874 

that the ve area brought the price Solow O50 per tam, as Bae ea eT ee Oe ine wie are civing the 
that was ree re was cut | American material a trial, Sou ales and Lancashire wise the 
cunanebane, neue that in 1877 the rate was 50; but t was metal is likely to get in. More than this: The Lancashire and Shropshire 











owing 

to the business depression, for in 1881 the price of steel rails advanced to and have been for several mont!is }<', 
are gotting their delivered into Liverpool 
bars, such as the sheet makers aro 

same price, and after 
delivered at railway 
ton, which is 7s. 6d 
ton openmarket. Inthe 
of actual sales, however. the difference between our and your price 
would not, I have no doubt, be quite so much as since our billet makers 

some time past t trou would not require the fall here mentioned. 5s. to 7s. 6d. per 
tion. Of allthe trade agreements made in the American market, this one has | ton would more nearly represent the difference between two. 


been most successful in regulating prices. Atthe closeof last year, Same ; 
ee ng up of the poo Under fhis head 2 great of is entertained, while it is, of 
masters here are concerned. There 
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tan breaki 
was staved off. A few since some of the 





























one nae neeenen toe orets steel-rail prod 
ever mea re 
the great difference 


ween the ac eS Set price 





founded, y marked condi- 
tionsare needed to enable American iron and steel rs to Wage aserious 
ish makers even in this ,and that the American 






‘ore, may have a longer life in store for it than casual 
suppose. 






UNDER PRESENT CONDITIONS, AT ALL EVENTS, 
it is abundantly manifest that in certain lines your steel makers can com}! 
with us. it dhoves, and th inageoohenall sides that one great 
reason for the prices at oe ee Genes 208 90 much the 
epee ee ae and materials as the and abundance 

ores available and the superiority of ee memeataring appliances. 

J that a S new Vu 
quesne furnaces as much as 610 tons each of standard bessemer pig daily. «' 4 
conto ouay 1, OP paste of octe Se Tee Sn, Batons ot 8.608 to 2.210 pour: AS 

“Ty isa saving of from 400 to 0 
of coke ton. The boast of ee ey too, that it is 
the markets of the whole world is also seriously recs!io! 







isad $3.60—pe 
and billets. In this country this difference has been as high as $9 per ton 
As to the probable effects of the br it is more than probable that one 
result will be an ae inthe market. For some time past the 
ression 


be some big buyin nas cat acamichadiche teats tines 
eran cnet eben tthere The sales of steel 
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ormal bs. 
for repairs, ond ovetoene Seen amount they reieeed is , with 
the requirements for 1897, h is evident that there will be quites n the 
rail that the will remain 
n thisweek. Rails 
the Bri market to-day are eee per tam and Sn ertens 















that the very low prices reported on this side g the t week were ‘chief Rian if fo 
merely the result of a flurry. ‘The future will be more clearly shown when | _, Whatever the yonees, toward the present importations. '« | 
the market aball bape settled down qnd all danger of = enitheent peliey ae for English stee! ma=ters 





aeeiae Deed meee determine: at- 
doing this to an a? are air may 
eourse of prices which wa 
— eet and shar mart epeeeeeee both inS ruth 
tland, and elsewhere, we, | am assurec, 

en the alarm and are refraining from further advancing prices. |\ 














: ere are some facts in this letter, Mr. President, that seem of . & state of would certainly A gil 
to me will be of unusual interest to American Senators: valle were you noe threatening the mariet, sce eee each, 
OUR ENGLISH LETTER. Consumers welvomr tho American as acheck the tall talk in 


of late indulg- 
Ne ee ee eee ou 












AMERICAN STERL FOR THE BRITISH MARKETS. ENGLISH x 
Not until this week, for some reason or other, has the full extent of the Another which the compeliiies 8 Gevsteging 3 to orton O11 08 
American steel invasion of Europe, Great Britain included, seomed to flash | British steel makers’ attention the great necessity economies 
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tter of processes and plant. Itis admitted that even in times like 
Se ae Ot low prices in America and on this side, and with the 
assistance of low its, ought not to be possible for stee! 
and iron producers in Uni States tosend their manufactures many 
thousands of miles to this country at prices which defy English competition 
The belief is being strongly forced — our geodncess that there are 
chenner mathot= o* making iron and than those which are generally 
adopted in this country 


‘Tnis letter shows, by giving illustrations, by giving the details 
as to sales, that American steel and iron is being shipped from the 
United States, paying freight across the ocean, paying the inland 
transportation in Great Britain, payi , and all other ex- 

nses, and being laid down at the lish mills at a price lower 
from 3 to 7 = ton than the English ironmasters 

the same article to their own people. Why, then, is there 
i tective tariff to protect our- 
ish iron, of steel billets, of 
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oe price at which that material is held in 


country? 

None of the letters I have here give 
sell steel billets in Staffordshire, laving 
ire at the doors of the mills, at from 

shillings less than the English ironmasters sell them. They 
the cartage the = se lak oe Av om 

t, ‘ expenses of laying them down 

at from 3 to 7 shillings per ton less than the price the 

to their own consumers. 

understand that; but is the Senator prepared 

more or less than the same article is sold 


Fe 


? 


go FREE: 
pptte 
i 


F 


I know nothing about the domestic 
we in existence, I have no doubt 
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y might charge the domestic con- 


I have no doubt of that myself, but I thought 
the Senator might be able to give us accurate informa- 


I was 


eo merce Ae fact as a confirmation of what I was 
saying to Senator Georgia as to the rates at which these 
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other nation on the globe, and yet we are told that it is necessary 
for us, to enable us to hold our own in competition with other 
neonle, to put these unreasonable taxes on the articles I have men- 
tioned. 

any of us were unwilling to have put in the Wilson bill num- 
bers of the taxes that are found in the pending bill. I believed 
then that they were too high. I did not believe there was any 
reason for them then, and there is infinitely less reason now than 
at that time. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island 
{Mr. ALDRrIcH] in his opening speech dwelt with some force upon 
the reduction of rates on iron fabrics, and instanced the decline 
on steel rails from $7.84 a ton under the House bill to $6.72, the 
Senate proposition, and asked us all to stop at that point and 
admire the great results of protection. Notwithstanding the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jongs} has shown with great power 
and analysis the immense growth of the manufacturing industry 
in the United States in all iron products, notwithstanding the 
fact that he has shown that the fabrics of iron are to-day shipped 
abroad and sold in the markets of England itself at a less rate 
than the English can manufacture the same articles, the protec- 
tionist will still exclaim, ‘* This is all on account of the beneficent 
workings of a protective tariff.” 

I submit that the question now is wholly aside the theoretic or 
academic discussion of protection. Give protection the credit 
of having brought the iron industry up to the point of perfection 
it has now attained. Does it follow that in order to keep this in- 
dustry going, when it invades the markets of the world and more 
than competes with the most accomplished nation on the earth in 
these products, we must still continue to have these prohibitive 
rates? Isit not entirely illusory and deceptive for the Senator 
from Rhode Island, or Senators on the other side of the Chamber, 
to claim any merit from the reduction of the tariff upon an article 
as to which the course of trade shows the tariff to be entirely and 
utterly useless? 

Mr. President, in connection with the iron statistics which my 
friend the Senator from Arkansas has introduced, I propose to 
read a clipping from the New York Journal of Commerce, which 
I cut out last night, in regard to our export trade generally. The 
Senator from Arkansas has dwelt upon the export of iron fabrics 
of the United States. Those exports, it is true, comprise a large 
portion of the exports of our domestic manufacture, but we have 
others, such as the export of wooden articles manufactured in the 
United States, the export of cotton goods manufactured in the 
United States, and a number of other exports, which swell up to 











articles were selling. When they are protected by a trust, when | 8? a sum err This is —— — I - from the 
they can make an tion so as to contro! the American mar- | New York Journal of Commerce and Commercial Bulletin: 
ket, they will, as they have done in every instance as to all the WASHINGTON, May 29, 1897. 
articles found this schedule, sell their product cheaper abroad Another remarkable record of increase in manufacturing exports is af- 
than they will sell it to our own people. forded b “e Sgusee ive aaa. — _ just — completed ays nant 
But the minute you decide to dissolvetheir trustand break | 0" of the Barca oe eee ie eee oe ene cetacean ees nich te 
: - . . under this classification, according to the long-established practice of the 
up their on, that minute the American people get the Department, amounted to $24,014,318, or 51.56 per cent of the total exports of 
benefit of the competition, the prices of all these articles are re- the month. _ The Gunsee See the ton months of the fiscal Fear ending W ith 
duced and they are obliged ican rll were increased to a k , which is 2.: »percento 1¢ total exports 
: . to se: to Ameri consumers at the for this period. The total for the month has been surpassed only once in the 
same prices at which they sell to foreign consumers. The wire- recent cor-mercial history of the United States. This was during the month 
nail trust, as the Senator will remember, a few years ago exported | of March preceding, when a great movement of imports naturally invited a 
an enormous ; of wire nails, which they were selling | counter movement of exports. The manufacturing caperts of April, 1895, 
: . . ~ were only $16,304,411, so that the figures of this year show an increase of 
abroad at about the price charged in the United States. nearly 50 per cent. The proportion of manufacturing to total ex ports at that 
We could not nails in this country at a reasonable rate, be- | time was 25.49 per cent. The figures for 1896 were $21,384,730, which was 30.51 
cause the wire- trust were able to compel our people to give | per cent of the i exports. The figures for the ten ee ending with 
: April show results in some respects even more striking. The manufacturing 
them higher prices for their goods than they were worth, while aneile during that period in 1895 were $148,710,195, or 21.97 per cent of total 
when went abroad, where they were compelled to go into the | exports, and in 1896 were $14,572,065, or 25.16 per cent of total exports. The 
open of the world, they sold at about half the price the | remarkable record of the peat three years shows an almost c metant ascent 
same a month by month in the volume of manufacturing exports. The figures for 
sold — were sold a? oe por nw They the Gace calendar years have been as follows: 
them at practically half of w ey were sold for here. a th henner Se aeiteaabe 
a is ty ey fixing of ome —o combinations onthe ses a one 
1 compel our people to pay more than the are 
worth. That is the worst iniquity connected with the bill. It is es 
the feature which makes it the most outrageous. It is one, it | January ---....-.-..-.--- $14, 101, 738 $18 a2 BAT $20, 022, 850 
seems me, which j . 12, 221, 807 7, 265, 16 20, 208, 097 
ccoust is GAA MIai Uoeusutaeep under their feel oxy propo. oy ie aoe abt | zi'de'ron | 34°OLe S18 
mt 16, 304, 451 21, 384, 7; 24, 014, 318 
sition to put it in the power of a combination to compel the ees | 6,0 oe 
American consumers not only to pay more than the are | 8, BO, Ie | 808, 972 
* . 17, 306, 192 LD bon coune concen 
ee in a ee — as the American | 19,050,500 | 21° 147,206 ; 
manufacturers are willing to sell their goods for abroad. 16,352,356 | 21,684, 784 : 
Mr. President, 1 shall not detain the Senate lon I willstate 18, 778, 817 3, 470, 279 ; 
: the matt 1 ij i tt a oe 17, 330, 148 21, 639, 358 
State None ae strides in the last ten eiaeee scars. A SaEpEE mercer seriternnramannn-nnnn —— een pmoeresnens 
man who has not examined the statistics is surprised to learn that Ee 201, 153,663 | 253,688, 527 
we are the largest producer of pig ieee We pee | —— 
duced more pig iron in 1895 than was produced in Great Britain, | The rapidity of the growth of exports of American manufactures has been 
at one time considered the mistress of the world in iron produc- striking since 1898. The eens wien ge & ~ ya f that ye ar 
tion. The same as I shall show before we get through the | 725 50 any ee ee ee eee nent 
: rices and surfeited markets caused by reduced demand. The movemen 
debate, is j 
true of Taw cotton, and the manufacture of nu- not cease, however, with the fiscal year 18, nor with 189. The year 
merous articles. Instead of being an infant in the for ae showed a ascending record which will be greatly surpassed when 
industrial res are completed for the two remaining months of the fiscal year 
supremacy, we are to-day a giant. Young as is ae ist “The total exports of manufactures for te n months of the present fiscal 
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year have already exceeded the record of any complete fiscal year heretofore 








1416 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








except 1896, and the additional months of that zooe gave a total only $4,500,- 
000 larger than has already been attained for 1897. e aes during the 
remaining two months of the ae exports of rehand April will 
carry the total for the year to about $272,000,000. This will bea gain of $44,- 
000,000 over the record of 1896, which itself showed a gain of $45,000,000 ove 

the record of 1895. The following table shows the proportion of manufactur- 














ing exports to total exports for representative years since 1859, with an esti- 
mate for the year which will close on June 30 next: 
Exports of manu- 
factures. 
ssdliaseeaiditte dita | Total ex- 
Year P t ports 
‘er cen : 
Value of total. 

1860. $40, 345, 892 12.76 | $816,242, 423 
REED hiins dideaviutashsdnevdkekgiegadeitl 68,277, 764 15 455, 208, 341 
Gad Mi wepiinducatene wevadhatenshige wen 102, 856, 015 12. 48 823, 946, 353 
DOGS hip clccohstns turuvnshsliahibnn nada 47, 187, 527 20.25 726, 682, 946 
Ea Mink ak lt Oceemiuseue teodiaanaamuadiod 151, 102, 376 17. 87 $45, 208, 823 
intl aduliniatiicsuns scodhuedupines weewedee 168, 927, 315 19. 37 872, 270, 283 
aE a ae dies nn wabama cde wes eoie 158, 510, 987 15.61 | 1,015, 732,011 
Naini Die tpinntio cmeraiananb diate auediiomlnnedl 158, 023, 118 19. 02 831, 030, 785 
Rd a Nias oh nihil ialat i aiis andi sieilaiesionins iI 183, 728, 808 21.14 869, 204, 937 
ES Si bikc te Wane co0sEe ted bi bend beugdowsbnee 183, 505, 743 23.14 793, 392, 590 
SED ith hinstihpnliseeeceeicd pia i Gotbenig iieaghw tins etal 228, 480, 893 26. 47 882, 519, 220 
Deisthbibessuaanaiunseesees Glesdenacuadens 272, 000, 000 


25.01 | 1,079; 000, 000 





It will be an interesting question whether the tariff legislation now pend- 
ing results in diminishing American markets abroad when it takes effect. 
There are three ways in which this may occur—by intentional official retalia- 
tion by foreign  poscrenmnte, by the enhancement of the cost of our raw ma- 
terials by new duties, and by the enhancementof other domestic prices which 
might affect the cost of manufacturing. Japan, the Argentine Republic, the 
German Empire, the Kingdom of Italy,and other powers have already filed 
courteous remonstrances against the extreme rates proposed on some of 
their products. Japan and the Argentine —_— have pointed out that 
the restricticn of imports of their mattings, silks, and wool would operate to 
increase freight cha: cripple the merchant marine between the two coun- 
tries, and diminish the tendencies to mutual exchange. Norway and the 
Netherlands have hinted that the same thing might occur in regard to their 
fish and tobacco if the House rates were retained. Notwithstanding thesa 
remonstrances, there would be perhaps a certain momentum in the trade 
movement once established which would ores the immediate shrinkage 
in our export trade; but the discovery that we had raised the price of our 
boots and shoes and ceased our purchases of silks and wool would probably 

ually arrest the upward movement of the export figures and finally turn 
hem in a downward direction. nae 


Mr. President, I contend from these figures that the United 
States has progressed, developed, as it were, from the agricultural 
to the manufacturing status. It is impossible that we can look at 
this large export e constantly increasing and yet place a tariff 
upon all raw materials or other materials necessary for the product 
of these , manufactured in America and exported abroad; 
but such is the case. Not only that, we are attempting, by im- 
port duties upon articles which we manufacture with much greater 
superiority than any other nation, to hold the home market, so that 
pools and combines and all unlawful combinations of that charac- 
ter can be resorted to and will be resorted to in order to make the 
American consumer pay more for the same article than the for- 
eign consumer does when we export it. 

here can be no sort of apol for any tariff whatever upon 
iron or iron ore. It was in order for the Republican party, when 
we struck the t metal schedule, to come out from the wilder- 
ness of protection in which they have been journeying for many 
years into the happy land of a freer trade, especially when the 
would hurt no American industry by it, especially when the tari 
would do no to the home manufacturer. Can anyone, after 
listening to the figures quoted by the Senator from Arkansas, say 
there is any tariff necessary upon steel billets or steel rails or pig 
iron or cut nails, or any of the innumerable fabrics of iron that 
we export abroad? A very large, in fact, the largest, portion of 
our exports to-day consists of iron fabrics made in America, and 
a a portion of it is shipped to England, a great competitor 
nation. Prot 

Mr. President, any reduction upon iron is a sham and a fraud. 
It is a kind of by-play by which the Republican managers attempt 
to amuse the audience, the populace. It does no good whatever. 
It may doand has donea great dealof harm. The history of these 

ools has been recited by the Senator from Arkansas. The Is 

ept the pote of steel rails $6 or $7 higher than the rai!s could be 
sold for a , and were subsequently sold for. There is no ne- 
cessity for the tariff, and the pretended reduction of the tariff upon 
iron and iron fabrics isa delusion. It isa by-play; it is a mas- 
querade in order to deceive; but it can deceive no one when he 
looks at the export trade of the United States on these articles. 

We have now passed ——e hours in the discussion of a few para- 
graphs in the tariff schedule on chemicals, drugs, and dyestuffs, 
earth and earthenware, and glassware. As yet we have not 
touched the fundamental principle which ought to be considered 

ding this discussion. y honorable friend from Rhode Island 
a expressed the hope that there may be no academic discussion 
on the folly of protection, or, as he names it, the principle of pro- 
tection. I do not propose at this moment to discuss the academic 
features of the question. 


il te el hee Pn! ae a te 


My is to promote domestic industry, to develop many. 
factures, and to protect American labor by resisting all taxes |)y 
which their progress will be obstructed and retarded. A1).),, 
these taxes—and at this point I will have to go back to some se}j.). 
ules which we have —there are none more obnoxious ¢}),) 
the long, complex schedule of taxes on chemicals, which lie at {}\o 
very foundation of or enter as component materials into near|y 
every branch of work that can be or is conducted in this cou) (;; 
On what ground are we called upon to put a tax, really intende | jo 
be prohibitive, although not ostensibly so, on acids, on ammonia 
on alkalis, on borax, and the like? : 

If 1 am rightly informed, there is no schedule in this whole })aq 
bill or in the bad acts that have preceded it since the taritf of 
1861 which costs so much for the collection of an insignificant 
sum, which is so complex and difficult of administration, wy jer 
which the Government is so likely to be defrauded, or w)jc-) 
presses with more subtle and malignant influence on the cost of 
nearly every great branch of industry in this country, eating 
away the small margin of profit on which modern industry jow 
depends, than this special schedule on chemicals, drugs, ani dye- 
stuffs. No other nation so stupid, so ignorant of economic gsci- 
ence, or governed by such rd of the industry of the vast 
majority of its people has committed the folly which we are asked 
to commit in enac this bill of taxes on these necessary iate- 
rials which enter into the processes of all industry. 

Mr. President, with all the knowledge of detail of my friend 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and my other 
friend the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], I doubt if they know 
much more than the name of the articles on which they pro- 
pose to levy a tax. I am sure that they do not know what the 
motive of those who have asked this tax is. They do not know 
how great or how small is the industry whose —s they propose 
to raise in price by taxation. They do not know the wages that 
are earned. They do not know the uses to which many of these 
articles are put, except in a general way. They do not know what 
the burden will be, what the influence in wiping out the protits 
of those who consume these articles must be. 

In fact, they can not answer the questions definitely and clearly 
and conclusively which we now es to put to them in the fur- 
ther conduct of this measure. Iam rash in making this stat>- 
ment. I know the complete which my friend from Rhode 
Island has given to the details of this measure in the effort which 
he has e to steer in the middle, between the right and the 
wrong course, between those who would plunder the public for 
private gain and those who resist such measures in order to pre- 
vent the destruction of their own industry. He is a waster of 
that detail as he is not a master of the correct principles of taxa- 
tion. 

I put to him and to you the fundamental of omy Ought not all 
the taxes that the —— pay be received by the Government? 
Have you any moral right—is it not even doubtful if you havea 
legal right—to pervert the power of taxation to raising prices ex- 
cept under the absolute necessity for getting a customs revenue’ 
Have you a moral, if you have a legal, —_ to put the hand of 
the Government upon the p rty of citizen and with the 
other to bestow it to sustain or build up private enterprise or to 
augment private incomes? That is not an ic question. 
That is not a question of protection. It is a question of the fun- 


damental principles of government put in defense of the 
rights of the citizens of this country. On we take our stand, 
and we pro to resist every section, every paragraph, every 


pose ery 

schedule of this bill until debate has been exhausted and until 
every citizen of this country who has failed to get a hearing betore 
the Committee on Ways and Means and the Finance Committee of 
this body shall have had a hearing, shall have had the opportunity 
to state his case, and shall have put in his test against that 
which, according to the decision of J iller in the case of 
People vs. Topeka, ‘‘is none the less rob because it is done 
under the forms of law and is called taxation.” 

In the discussion of the bill I do not propose to follow the order 
of the paragraphs or schedules al . Wherever I can get 
the information, I propose to use it w ver it will fit. I propose 
to find out, for instance: 

What number of establishments are there in this country mak- 
ing. borate of lime? 

rom what is it made? 

How many people are employed in these establishments? 

What wages do earn? 

In what branches of industry is borate of lime made use of is 4 
component material? 

t proportion does the cost of borate of lime bear to the cost 
of the goods into which it enters? 

What influence will the raised price of this article have up 
the margin of profits in thearts in which it is used? 

How many establishments are there using it? 

What goods do they make? 
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How many people are employed in the arts in which borate of 
lime is used as a component material? 

What are the wages in these arts? 

What measures have you taken in granting a compensating tax 
on these goods to offset the tax on the material? ; ; 

Do you expect to raise the price of the goods into which it 
enters? 

Are any of them exported now? 

What will be the inficence of this raised price on the exports? 

I take that special case because it has been made the matter of 
discussion; but you will bear in mind that as we get further on, 
when these questions are applied to wool, to alkalis, and to a 
vast number of other crude or partly manufactured materials on 
which, without regard to the fundamental principle of taxation, 

ou p to put taxes that the Government will not receive, 
at which will pass by perversion of the power of taxation into 
private pockets, you may have grave difficulties in meeting the 
uestions which you will be forced to meet and which you will be 
orced to answer. . 
Mr. President, we have looked over the evidence which has been 
resented in support of this measure. We have taken note of the 
Semandls which have been made upon the Committee on Ways and 
Means and their submission to thesedemands. Wenote that with 
rare a everyone who appeared before the Comuiittee on 
Ways and Means, especially in support of this particular schedule, 
was trying to get the Congress of the United States to lay the hand 
of the Government on the property of the masses of the people, in 
order to pay it over to these applicants for bounties and privileges 
and subsidies to augment their private incomes or to sustain them 
in their effort to build up private enterprises. 
Now, I propose to bring every man in this Senate to the ques- 


tion, Do you or do you not sustain the fundamental princip e of | 


just taxation, namely, that all taxes that the people pay the Gov- 
ernment shall receive? I do not propose to let you escape on a 
subterfuge. If you answer yes, with a reservation, then I will 
put the question in another form: Do you justify putting taxes 
on articles of common and necessary use in the conduct of domes- 
tic industry which shall so raise the price to the consumers as to 
increase the cost of their products without yielding revenue to the 
Government, thus imposing upon them a heavy tax which the 
Government does not receive? The Senator from Rhode Island 
has made a fatal admission, that the Dingley bill—of which his 
present bill is but a modification—would fail to yield revenue on 
this very ground. 

There is a final point in connection with this subject of taxation 
upon chemicals and the like which is of prime interest to my own 
section. A tax on acids and on alkalis is a tax on Southern agri- 
culture. I am not as well informed as I might be. I desire time 
and to summon witnesses to bring evidence before the Senate on 
the destructive nature of taxes on the elements of the fertilizers, 
which are required more than anywhere else in the production of 
our cotton and our sugar. We demand that you shall not tax 

iculture at its source, by granting bounties to the makers of 

alia, of acids, of potash, and of salt. All these are vital ele- 
ments, and we demand that the cost of all our products shall not 
be increased to build up private enterprises and augment private 
incomes at our cost. 

What we ask in our Southland is free access to the great mar- 
kets of the world for our cotton, our iron, our coal, our timber, 
and yet more for our cotton fabrics. You of the North may de- 
mand, if you please, the perversion of the power of taxation to 
hold up your senile manufactures, which have been stimulated 
until totter. Weask nothing for our infant manufactures 
of cotton and iron except that you shall not obstruct the import 
of the means of oo pe for which we wish to exchange them. 
We demand the right to import free of taxation all the materials 
and machinery on which we work, or on which we may work, in 
exchange for our finished fabrics; and if we need gold to build up 
our own banking system and render us less dependent on outside 
capital, we demand the right to be able to make all our fabrics 
and all our products without having their cost increased by tariff 
taxation, to the end that we may obtain the highest price in gold 
to sustain our own local industry. 

Mr. President, I have sketched out quite a work for myself, 
and whether I shall be able to perform it or not depends upon a 
number of conditions ey personal to myself. But I enter my 
protest here at the threshold of the important metal schedule 

st any elevation of taxes upon the ordinary necessaries of 

or materials that enter into the finished product of 

American manufactures, in order that the growth of those manu- 

factures should not be retarded, in order that the weight of taxa- 
tion should not be increased upon the backs’ of our people. 

The PRESIDING OFFI (Mr. Burrows inthe chair), The 

will read the pending amendment. 
The ARY. In paragraph 120, page 32, line 10, after the 
iron;” line 13, after ‘‘ diam- 


word “iron,” insert “ 
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eter,” strike out ‘‘and square iron not specially provided for in 
this act;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

126. Bar iron, square iron, rolled or hammered, comprising flats, not 
than 1 inch wide nor less than three-eighths of | inch thick, round ir 
less than seven-sixteenths of 1 inch in diameter. six-tenths of l cent 

The amendment was agreed to: 

Mr. ALLISON, In line 11, after the word “flats,” I move to 
strike out the comma. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 121, page 32, line 17, after the word * rolled,” to insert * or 
hammered; ” in line 18, before the word * of,” to strike out ** eight- 
tentlis ” and insert ‘‘ seven-tenths;” and in line 21, before the word 
‘‘of,” to strike out “five-tenths” and insert ‘‘ four-tenths;” 
to make the paragraph read: 

121. Round iron, in coils or rods, less than seven-sixteenths of 1 inch in 
diameter, and bars or shapes of rolled or hammered iron, not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, seven-tenthsof | cent per pound: Provided, That all iron 
in slabs, blooms, loops, or other forms less finished than iron in bars, an | more 
advanced than pig iron, except castings, shall be subject toa duty of four- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound: Provided further, That all iron bars, blooms, bil- 
lets. or sizes or shapes of any kind, in the manufacture of which charcoal is 
used as fuel, shall be subject to a duty of $12 per ton 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON, In line 25, after the words ‘ duty of” and be- 
fore the word *‘ twelve,” I move to insert the words ** not less than;” 
so as to read: 

Shall be subject to a duty of not less than $12 per ton. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 122, page 33, line 5, after the word ‘* use,” to strike out * six- 
tenths” and insert ‘‘five-tenths;” so as to make the paragraph 
read: 


less 
iron not 
per pound. 


50 35 


122. Beams, girders, joists, angles, channels, car-truck channels, T 7, col- 
umns and posts or parts or sections of columns and posts, deck and bulb 
beams, and ——as forms, together with all other structural shapes of iron 
or steel, whether plain or punched, or fitted for use, five-tenths of | cont per 
pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,in paragraph 123, page 33, line 7, 
after the word ‘‘steel,” to strike out ‘‘ for whatever purpose used;” 
in line 8, after the word ‘‘ except,” to insert ‘* crucible plate steel 
and;” in line 15, after the word “ pound,” to strike out *‘ thirty” 
and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;” and in line 16, after the word ‘‘all,” to 
strike out ‘‘ plate” and insert ‘‘ sheets or plates of;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

123. Boiler or other plate iron or steel, except crucible plate steel and saw 
plates hereinafter provided for, not thinner than No. 10 wire gauge, sheared 
or unsheared, and skelp iron or steel sheared or rolled in grooves, valued at 
1 cent per pound or less, five-tenths of 1 cent per pound; valued above | cent 
and not above 2 cents per pound, six-tenths of 1 cent per pound; valued above 
2 cents and not above 4 cents per pound, | cent per pound: valued at over 4 
cents per pound, 25 per centad valorem: Provided, That all sheets or plates of 
iron or steel thinner than No. 10 wire gauge shall pay duty as iron or steel 
sheets. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 124, page 33, line 19, 
after the word ‘‘ thereof,” to strike out ‘‘ mill irons and mill cranks 
of wrought iron, wrought iron for ships” and insert ‘1.2 cents 
per pound;” in line 21, before the word ‘‘ forgings,” to strike out 
*‘and;” in line 22, after the word ‘‘steel,” to strike out ‘for ves- 
sels, steam engines, and locomotives, or parts thereof, and other 
forgings of iron or steel, or of combined iron and steel;” and on 
page 34, line 2, after the word “act,” to strike out ‘‘14 cents per 
pound: Provided, That no forgings of iron or steel, or forgings 
of iron and steel combined, shail pay a less rate of duty than 35 
per cent ad valorem” and insert ‘*35 per cent ad valorem;” so as 
to make the paragraph read: 

124. Iron or steel anchors or parts thereof, 1.2 cents per pound; forgings 
of iron or steel, or of combined iron and steel, of whatever shape or whatever 
degree or stage of manufacture, not specially provided for in this act, 3 per 
cent ad valorem; antifriction, ball forgings of iron or steel, or of combined 
iron and steel, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 6 both thecommaand the hyphen after 
the word “antifriction” should go out. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘antifriction,” in line 6, 
strike out the comma. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment will be 
agreed to, and the hyphen, too, will be stricken out. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 

Mr. QUAY. Both the comma and the hyphen will go out. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is not a hyphen. It 
printer’s mark to show that the comma is to be stricken out. 

Mr. WHITE. ILinquire of the Senator from Iowa whether the 
rate here is not changed somewhat from the Wilson rate? I 
believe it was 1} cents a pound before the word “ Provided” in 
the Wilson Act, and it is now all 35 per cent ad valorem, Is that 
a raise, or is it practically the same? 


is &@ 
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Mr. ALLISON. It is practically the same, I believe, as the 
Wilson rate. 
Mr. WHITE. The Wilson rate provided for— 


Forgings of iron or steel, or forged iron or steel combin of whatever 


shape or in whatever stage of manufacture, not specially provided for in this 
act, 1} cents per pound. 


And then: 

Provided, That no forgings of iron or steel, or forgings of iron and steel 
combined, by whatever process made, shall pay a less rate of duty than 35 
per centad valorem. 

Thirty-five per cent seems to have been maintained and applied 
to all preceding. 

Mr. ALLISON. The effect of the paragraph as amended is to 
throw the higher-priced or more valuable steel forgings into the 
ad valorem clause, because at 14 cents a pound a good many of 
these forgings would pay a very small duty. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 
paragraph 125, page 34, line 8, after the word *‘ Hoop” to strike 
out ‘‘or;” in the same line, after the word “scroll,” to strike out 
‘+, or other;” inJine 11, after the word “gauge,” to strike out 
“‘six-tenths ” and to insert * five-tenths;” in line 13, after the word 
“ gauge,” to strike out ‘‘seven-tenths” and insert “six-tenths;” 
and in line 15, after the word “gauge,” to strike out ‘‘nine- 
tenths” and insert ‘‘eight-tenths;” so as to read: 

125. , band, or scroll iron or steel, valued at 3 cents pound or less, 
8 inches or less in width, and less than th hths of 1 inch thick and not 
thinner than No. 10 wire gauge, five-tenths 1 cent per pound; thinner 
than No. 10 wire gauge not thinner than No. 20 wire gauge. six-tenths of 


i ome} per pound; thinner than No. 20 wire gauge, eight- of 1 cent per 
poun 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in paragraph 125, page 34, line 18, 
after the word “ ties,” te strike out “‘ coated or not coated with 
paint or any other preparation, with or without buckles or fas- 
tenings, for baling cotton or any other commodity;” so as to make 
the proviso read: 
wile tae ant they to jt E> tien, barrel Ss o 
steel, and hoop or band iron or hoop or band steel flared, gee or punched, 
with or without buckles or fastenings, shall pay one-tenth of 1 cent per 
pound more duty than that imposed on the hoop or band iron or steel from 
which they are made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. The proviso applies to what are commonly denom- 
inated cotton ties, an article of prime necessity, of course, in the 
South, the cotton-raising section of the country. I call the at- 
tention of the Senate to the fact that under the McKinley Act the 
duty upon cotton ties was two-tenths of a cent a pound. The 
Wilson Act made them free. But this act makes the 
duty seven-tenths of a cent per pound, or an increase of one-half 
of a cent over the McKinley Act. I move to strike out the 


ro- 
viso for the of putting cotton ties upon the free list, ew 
they are under existing law. 

Mr. President, I have but one argument to make. It is very 


well known that cotton | ptorhemy o- is in a very depressed condi- 
tion and that the price of cotton is not such as to give any profit 
to those who are raising it, with a prospect of a decline in the 
near future greater than that in the very recent past. 

Now, it does seem to me that our friends upon the other side 
should be willing to make cotton ties free if they desire to divest 
this bill of all sectional features. One of the main arguments 
made against the Wilson bill was that it was a sectional measure, 
because, amongst other things, it had put cotton ties upon the free 
list. If they desire now to be magnanimous in the present con- 
dition of thecountry, to show any sort of solicitude for the welfare 
of the Southern people, who are peculiarly distressed, they will 
put this article upon the free list, or rather allow it to remain on 
the free list, where it is now. ~ 

I move to strike cut the proviso forythe p of retaining 
cotton ties upon the free list, and upon that I ask for the yeas 


and na 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
desires to strike out the entire proviso? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. It applies to cotton ties. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
moves to strike out entire paragragh from the word ‘‘Pro- 
vided,” in line 16, to the word ‘‘made,” at the endof line 24. The 
question is on agreeing to that amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is to the Senator from Missouri that, 
as is very well known, this is a great reduction upon the duty 
provided for in the McKinley law. The rate in the proviso is one- 
tenth of acent a pound instead of two-tenths of a cent, as provided 
in the McKinley law. 

Mr. VEST. No; it isa duty of seven-tenths, a duty of six-tenths 
upon the iron in the tie and then of one-tenth upon the tie, mak- 

seven-tenths altogether. 

. ALLISON. Very well. The McKinley rate was 1 cent a 
nd and two-tenths additional, so. that is about half the 
cKinley rate, 


Mr, VEST. It is seven-tenths under this proposed act. T),. 
comparative statement shows that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, it is seven-tenths, 

Mr. VEST. It is seven-tenths of a cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Cotton ties are thinner than No. 10 wire gau,.. 
are they not? ; 

Mr. VEST. Yes. Itis one-tenth of a cent per pound more diijy 
than that imposed on hoop or band iron or steel, from which t})..\. 
are made, and that makes seven-tenths, because that is six-teyt).-. 
Mr. ALLISON. The law of 1890 was 1.1 cents per pound, a),\| 
two-tenths in addition on the same 6 

Mr. VEST. We put it on the free list in 1894. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, this isa very heavy burden upon 
the cotton growers of the country, a class of citizens who sui{.; 
more by tariff duties than any other class of people in the United 
States. We have made binding twine free for farmers out in 
the Northwest, We give them free sacks in which to transp.rt 
their wheat to foreign markets. We have — them. We put 
cotton oy the free list and import about $6,000,000 worth to come 
in competition with the cotton growers of the South; and yet w: 
put a duty of 53 per cent on cotton ties. How much does it 
amount to? It takes about 11 pounds of cotton ties to each balo. 
On a crop of 9,000,000 bales saieed in the United States it amounts 
to about 10 cents a bale, or a tax of $900,000 on the cotton crop of 
the United States. 

Mr. President, this duty can not be justified upon any principle 
of taxation hitherto avowed by ourfriends on the other side. Tho 
labor cost of producing iron and steel in the United States, as 
shown by the census, is less than $20 0n $100 worth. If you allow 
a tax of $20 on this article, if we were going totax it atall, it would 
pay for the entire labor cost of making the uct. But instead 
of that the committee have put on a rate of cent—$53 of tax 
on every $100 worth of cotton ties used for the cotton crop 
of the United States. As I said before, it amounts to about 1) 
emeaaen and on a crop of 9,000,000 bales it amounts to a tax 
o 000. 

Why make this distinction between the Southern planters and 
the Northwestern ters? Why do you give the latter free 
binding twine? y do you give them free sacks in which to 
anaes their awe to foreign markets? And why do you im- 
pose this heavy burden upon the people who grow cotton. two- 
thirds of whose crop must go to foreign markets for sale? That is 
not the case with any other product in the United States. There 
is no other product that engages the labor of so many people ani 
that is so a ee ane upon foreign consumption as the 
cotton crop of the United States. 

As my friend from Missouri has said, the cotton crop is dread- 
fully depressed at the t time; prices have been forced down 
from some cause or , and if there is any community in the 
United States whose condition appeals to people who are 
making these laws, both in the Senate and House, for kind consid- 
eration, it is the cotton growers of the United States. 

Why do you put cotton on the free list? Why not tax that, to.’ 
I am not in favor of taxing cotton, but I want to see our frien:s 
act reasonably in this matter and put both cotton ties and cotton 
SS It ought to be done. 

r. NN. I understand the suggestion of the Senator from 
Missouri to be to strike out the proviso, and that his present ameni- 
ment is simply intended as a gaps toa subsequent motion 
to put cotton ties on the free 


x = 
Mr. BACON. Of course simply striking out the proviso would 


not accom ee 

Mr. But I gave notice that if the amendment previiils 
I will make a motion to put cotton ties on the free list. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator gave that so that, in voting 
to strike out the proviso, it is understood that is his intention. 

I desire simply to supplement what has been said by 


other Senators, by calling the attention of the Senate to the fat 
that cotton ties and cotton which come in under another 
it is imy in any manner 
of raw cotton. 

as a rule, that tariff 
there should be an 
are necessarily 
other articles as can not be in any 


: 


from Texas et a Why is it that 

not only in the past, but in this Senators who are 
charged, it and the party here responsible for 
i to the country that so far as the wheat grow: 
list the articles 
bringing their crops to 
~~ put this onerous duty upon articles 
or the cotton producers to use in bringing 
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their crops to market? I should like to know the reason. I sup- 
Senators have some reason for it. I should like to know for 

my personal information, and I think the country should have the 

information as to why this distinction is made. If there isa rea- 

son for it, let us know what it is, in order that it may control our 

action, if itisa reason. If there is no reason for it, and if 

it is pure favoritism, then the country should be equally informed 

the fact. 
ot The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On his 
the Senator from Sdmeri Mr. Vest] demands 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
1 the roll. 

a FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 

with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELkivs]. If he were 

present, I should vote “yea.” 


amendment, 
the yeas and 


The PRESIDENT pro ampere (when Mr, Frye’s name was 
called). The Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] is paired with the 
senicr Senator from land [Mr. Gorman}. 


Mr. HANNA (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw ins]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when Mr. Livpsay’s name was called). 
The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] is absent ee 
to official duties at Annapolis under an order of the Senate, an 
he is paired with the Senator from Michigan |Mr. McMILLAN}. 
At my request, the Senator from Michigan has transferred his pair 
to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], so that the 
Senator from Mic can vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Netson]. I should vote 


t. 
. WARREN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington (Mr. TURNER]. I take this 
opportunity to state that I am paired with that Senator for the 
remainder of this week. 
The roll call was concluded. 
Has the senior Senator from Louisiana { Mr. 


CaFFERY] voted? 

AFFERY 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 


I am paired with 


“ 


Delaware [Mr. Gray] is paired with the Senator from Illinois 
. CULLOM]. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. Harris of 

Tennessee] is absent, and is paired with the Senator from Ver- 


mont {Mr. Morr]. Both Senators are absent on account of | ee . 


sickness, and are paired. 

Mr. MALLORY. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Procror}. 

Mr. VEST. If there is any difficulty about a quorum—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Chair is informed that 
there is a quorum voting. 

Mr. VEST. All right. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—21. 
Bate, Heitfeld, Mitchell, Wairhatl, 
Berry, Jones, Ark. Pettus, White. 
Chilton, Kyle, Roach, 
Cockrell, Mc y Tile 
NAYS-23. 
= lg 
Cannon, Gallinger, 5 Shoup, 
eee Gear, McMillan, . 
Clark, Hawley, i ‘ Th 
aa Ha Platt, oF a ~ 
NOT VOTING—4#. 

Aldrich, Frye, Mantle, Proctor, 
Allen, George, Martin, 
3utler, Gray, Morgan, Teller, 
caery, Hanna, Morrill, Turner, 
Denier” ee. Murphy, Vest, 

rel, Tenn. Nelson, Warren, 
Ee —_— 
a : Pettigrew, Wolcott. 

. VEst’s amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 126, page 35, line 2, 
after the words “flat " to strike out ‘‘seven-twentieths” and 
insert ate, in line 3, after the word “steel,” to 
strike out “* and insert “‘four-tenths;” so as to make the 
see 

iron and rail bars made in of 
steel, T a. GE Minato, theee-tontha ot t cont vee 
oe lone or splice bars, made of iron or steel, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in paragraph 127, page 35, line 5, 
after the word “ black,” to strike out “‘ including all iron or steel 
commercially known as common or black taggers iron or steel” 
and insert ‘‘ of whatever dimensions;” so as to read: 

127. Sheets of iron or steel, common or black, of whatever dimensions, and 
skelp iron or steel, valued at 3 cents per pound or less, thinner than No. 10 
and not thinner than No. 2) wire gauge, Seven-tenths of 1 cent per pound; 
thinner than No. 20 wire gaugeand not thinner than No. 2% wire gauge, eight 
tenths of 1 cent per pound; thinner than No. % wire gauge and not thinner 
than No. 32 wire gauge, 1.1 cents per pound; thinner than No. 2 wire gauge, 
1.2 cents per pound; corrugated or crimped, 1.1 cents per pound 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was not able to follow the compar- 
ative statement through the reading of that paragraph, and I 
inquire of the Senator from Iowa whether the rates there fixed 
are the same as those in the Wilson law? 

Mr. ALLISON. The same. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 127, line 17, after 
the word “all,” to insert “‘ sheets of;” in the same line, after the 
word ‘‘ black,” to strike out ‘‘ sheet;” and in line 18, before the 
word ‘‘ steel,” to strike out “‘ sheet;” so as to make the provisc to 
the paragraph read: 

Provided, That all sheets of common or black iron or steel not thinner than 
No. 10 wire gauge shall pay duty as plate iron or plate steel. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 128, page 35, line 23, 
after the word “zinc,” to strike out ‘‘or;” in line 24, after the 
words ‘‘spelter, or,” to strike out “other metals” and insert 
‘“‘lead;” in line 25, after the word “pay,” to strike out ‘‘one- 
fourth” and insert ‘‘two-tenths;” and after the word ‘“‘ than,” at 
the end of line 25, on page 35, to strike out ‘the rates imposed by 
the preceding paragraph upon the corresponding gauges or forms 
of common or black sheet or taggers iron or steel” and insert “if 
the same was not so galvanized or coated;” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

128. All iron or steel sheets or plates, and all hoop, band, or scroll iron or 
steel, excepting what are known commercially as tin plates, terne plates, and 
taggers tin, and hereinafter vided for, when galvanized or coated with 
zinc, spelter, or lead. or any alloy of those metals, shall pay two-tenths of 1 
cent per pound more duty than if the same was not so galvanized or coated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be glad to have the Senator 
from Iowa explain paragraph 128, and whether it differs at all 
| from the existing law. I think in some of the articles there is a 
| reduction, but I am not sure that there is in all. 

It is a reduction from one-fourth to two- 


Mr. WHITE. The Wilson law provided for a fourth of a cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, and this provides for two-tenths. Itisa 
small reduction. 
| The reading ofthe bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
| the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 129, at the begin- 
| ning of the paragraph, in line 5, to strike out ‘‘ sheet” and insert 
**sheets of:” in the same line, before the word “ steel,” to strike 
out “‘ sheet;” in line 6, after the word “ designated,” to strike out 
‘*two” and insert ‘‘one and seven-eighths;” in line 7, after the 
word “ that,” to strike out “‘ plate or sheet or taggers” and insert 
** plates or sheets of;” in line 10, after the word ‘ which,” to 
strike out “‘ has” and insert ‘‘ have;” in line 12, before the word 
* cold-rolled,” to strike out ‘‘is” and insert ‘‘ are;” in line 13, after 
the word “ pay,” to strike out “one-fourth” and insert ‘‘ two- 
tenths;” and in line 14, after the word “sheet,” to strike out ‘‘ or 
taggers;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

129. Sheets of iron or steel, polished, planished, or glanced, by whatever 
name designated, 1j cents per pound: Provided, That plates or sheets of iron 
or steel, by whatever name designated, other than the polished, planished, 
or — herein provided for, which have been pickled or cleaned by acid, 
or by any other material or process, or which are cold-rolled, smoothed 
only, not polished, shall pay two-tenths of 1 cent per pound more duty than 
the correspon gauges of common or black sheet iron or steel. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. In line 6, after the word “‘designated,” I move to 
strike out “‘ one and seven-eighths ” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ one 
and three-fourths;” the latter being the Wilson-law rate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

TheSecretary. Afterthe word “designated,” in line 6 of para- 
graph 129, it is proposed to strike out ‘‘one and seven-eighths” 
and insert “one and three-fourths;” so as to read: 

Sheets of iron or steel, polished, planished, or glanced, by whatever name 
designated, 1; cents per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from California [Mr. Wurre}, which has 
been stated. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE. In line 13 of the same paragraph, I move to 
strike out “two-tenths” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ one-eighth;” 
the latter being the prevailing rate in the Wilson law. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from California. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 130, page 36, line 20, 
after the words ‘‘one and,” to strike out ‘‘ one-half” and insert 
‘*four-tenths;” so as to read: 

130. Sheets or plates of iron or steel, or taggers iron or steel, coated with 
tin or lead, or with a mixture of which these metals, or either of them, is a 
component part, by the dipping or any other process, and commercially 
known as tin plates, terne plates, and taggers tin, 1.4 cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. I move,in line 20,to strike out ‘‘one and four- 
tenths ” and insert the existing duty of “ one and two-tenths.” 

Mr. President, this paragraph is a conspicuous example of the 
absolute fallacy of the statement and contention that these high 
duties are necessary to foster and encourage domestic manufac- 
tures. We have honestly asserted, and shall continue to assert 
until facts and arguments are produced to change that opinion, 
that these duties are not necessary, but that their only effect is 
to put largess into the pockets of certain favored classes at the 
expense of the large body of consumers inthe country. In 1894— 
and it requires but a very short memory to recollect the transac- 
tion—those of us who were then engaged in eigen | what is 
called the Wilson law proposed to reduce the duty on this article 
to 1.2 cents a pound from 2.4 cents. 

We were met with the statement that that would absolutely 
destroy the American manufacturer and that the Welshmen would 
ane take the market in the United States and put upon the peo- 
ple of this country what prices they pleased. It was a fair, open, 
undisguised issue between the twosystems. We said,‘‘Nomatter 
how this industry has commenced to thrive, we will permit you 
to assert and take the credit of saying that you have given it birth 
and fostered it so far by atariff duty, but your tariff duty is no 
longer necessary,” just as we say, when Jefferson and Madison and 
Polk said in the times when they lived the duties were necessary 
to foster and encourage the infant industries of the United States, 
their declarations furnish no argument for these enormous duties 
of the present era. A very rie mony age and eloquent orator of 
the Republican party has said there is a vast difference between 
the infant, mewling and crying in the cradle, and the young giant, 
7 feet high, ready to kick your head off unless you give him what 
he wants. [Laughter.] 

Here we have now, after a reduction of one-half cent, an enor- 
mous increase in this industry. Look at the imports as shown by 
the comparative statement. The imports under the McKinley Act 
of 1898 were $16,691,765; in 1896, under the Wilson Act, with the 
duties decreased, the imports were $8,587,902, or about one-half of 
the amount that was imported in 1893 under a duty of 2.4 cents 
per pound. 

And, Mr. President, to ‘‘make assurance double sure and take 
a bond of fate” upon this question, here is the official report of 
Mr. Ayers, the special agent of the Treasury Department, made in 
1896. He is not to be suspected of leaning to free trade. This 
gentleman honestly has always been anxious to make all the 
reports he could in favor of high duties upon tin plate, and I had 
occasion in 1890 and 1894 to criticise his reports because I thought 
he leaned over against the decrease of the duties upon tin plate at 


that time. 
Here is his report, all of which ought to be put into the Recorp; 
but of course | do not propose to do that. What does he show? 


He shows that we have doubled, and more than doubled, the prod- 
uct in the United States and taken the market entirely away from 
Wales. Ican produce documentary evidence here from Wales to 
show that the manufacturers of tin plate in Wales have been bank- 
rupted by the American competition. The miners are leaving 
there and hunting employment in this country. Yet, in the face 
of that, here is an increase upon tin plate. 

had occasion the other day to converse With a manufacturer of 
tin plate from Pittsburg, a very intelligent gentleman, whose name 
Ican give, a relative of a Senator upon this floor, who invested 
two-thirds of all he had in the world in atin-platefactory. Heisa 
Republican in politics, and I asked him, *‘ How about this duty upon 
tin plate?” He said, ‘‘ We donot want acent; we are doing as well 
as we possibly could; we have got the market away from Wales, 
and we can hold it for all time tocome. Let us alone.” 

But, Mr. President, this habit of protection is like the drink 
habit—the more you take of it the more you want, and if you stop 
there is delirium tremens economically. There is no pause in this 
system, When men commence it as public men, they never can 
stop it. There is no reformation in regard to that vice. No, as 
my friend from California [Mr. WHITE] says, not even the gold 
cure, the Dwight Institute, can cure it. 

Here is this report, showing absolutely and beyond any sort of 

uestion that there is no necessity for anincrease of duty. Why, 
then, is the duty put on here? Yesterday when I called the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRIcH] to the fact 
tha} the committee were putting up duties on an article of which 


rr; 
we had an absolute pee, and of which but $224 worth came 
into the country and one hundred and fifty-odd thousand dollars’ 
worth went out, he admitted what I said was right and true, )y¢ 
he asked, ‘‘ What harm does it do?” We have got the market 
and it is a mere spectacular operation to put up duties. We hays 
got the market, and we shall continue to hold 1t under any rate of 

uty. Ah, Mr. President, but that is the vice of it. 

When you put up duties, even when we have the whole market 
you an excuse to the domestic manufacturer to put the price 
of his goods just below the cost of the foreign article with tho 
duty added. That is the reason these duties are put on here, [+ 
is not to hold the American market, for we have that; but the 
domestic manufacturers come here and plead with our friends 
upon the other side whose political associates they are, *‘ Give us 
this increase, because then we can put on an additional price and 
get more for our goods from the domestic consumer.” 

I plead, of course, to deaf ears so far as this Chamber is con. 
cerned, and I have not the gift of ial prophecy; but I tell my 
friends on the other side, continue thing and you will repeat 
history as it occurred after the act of 1890. There is an instinct 
of fair play and right in the American — which will not tol- 
erate this sort of logical, indefensible, and outrageous taxation. 
If any Senator can tell me why, with the ae conditions, this 
duty upon tin plate should be increased, I 1 be more aston- 
ished than I have ever been even in my political career. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem . The Secretary will state the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The Secretary. In ph 130, line 20, it is proposed to 
strike out ‘‘four-tenths” and insert ‘‘two-tenths;” so as to read: 


130. Sheets or te of iron or steel, or taggers iron or steel, coated with 
tin or saa or - oO atzteee . these metals, or — of them, is a 
component pa y the p! or any other process, and commercial! 
known as tin plates, terne platens and taggers tin, 1.2 cents per pound and 


Mr. VEST. On that amendment I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri has 
well stated that, whatever may have been the reason for the suc- 
cess of the tin-plate industry in the United States, now, finding 
the industry not only upon its legs, so to speak, but in posses- 
sion of the American market, there is no excuse for an advance in 
the tariff rate. The committee has very wisely permitted the 
drawback provision to remain in the bill. Were the bill passed 
in the form transmitted here by the House of resentatives, it 
would work untold injury, especially to the industries of the 
State which Lin part represent in the matter of canning. I have 
a great deal of literature demunstrative of that proposition, which, 
however, I deem it unnecessary to incorporate in the Recor. as 
I am satistied the Committee on Finance of the Senate in confer- 
ence will insist upon that amendment. Otherwise I should feel 
like indulging in some remarks in regard to it now. 

The statement of the Senator from Missouri is absolutely accu- 
rate with relation to the condition of the American market on the 
tin-plate question, and I do not understand that there is any sub- 
stantial conflict in this regard. 

I have in my hand a very short article, taken from the Econo- 
mist, a newspaper instituted for the purpose of advancing the 
cause of protection and published by a company of which the 
att honorable Secretary of the Interior is the president, and 

ence I feel that I may quote from it-as I would from any ortho- 
dox protection source: 


THE TIN-PLATE VICTORY WON. 


It looks as if the tin-plate industry of South Wales is all but beaten out of 
the American market, —. ao Railway Journal. It is stated that 
American tin plates now lize the market throughout the 
United States, ex on the Atlantic 


—_ on Coast, and are se 
Seaboard at from 25 to 40 cents raoe te price at which Welsh plate of cor- 
responding grades can be laid Importations are now confined, with 
hare on exception, to lots designed for use by the exporting oil and canned- 
terest, which still enjoy a rebate of 99 per cent of the duty on all such 
oreign material reshi abroad. It is true that a comparatively small 
rtion of — ee is still entered for actual consumption on the 
ng to the relatively heavy cost of transportation thither of 
domestic goods cheap | t rates from Europe. But even there the 
American product has entered during the past , and it is merely a mat- 
ter of time when the Pacific Coast market will be absorbed. This is bad 
news for Swansea; but are there no other 
Here, Mr. President, is a statement, as I say, of a journal con- 
ducted by an association of estimable gentlemen, presided 
over by the present Secretary of the Interior, and the: > can be no 
doubt, I assume, that the statement that the American tin-plate 
industry is practically in full possession of the American market 
can not besuccessfully controverted. Indeed, the s furnished 
by the Statistical Abstract not only show as the values of 
the imported article, but the amount given is a demonstration of 
the argument of the Senator from Missouri, that while there were 
885,000,000 pounds, in round numbers, imported in 1896, there were 
five hundred and odd million pounds im in 1895, and so on. 
saugrenet ie va aa Seah parole tae exmegeton of th PE 
P to such an exten’ the exception of the 1a 
cific Coast, it is now in full possession, and there, as stated by the 
Economist, the difficulty is as to the matter of freight rates. 


. 
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I have, as I said, many communications addressed to me by citi- 
zens of the Pacific Coast with reference to the drawback clause, 
which I will not read, with the single exception of the letter 
which is now in my hands, and which refers generally to the sub- 
ject. It is dated April 13, 1897, and forwarded by the Pacific 
Sheet Metal Works of San Francisco and addressed to me person- 
ally. The writer says: 


to the matter of drawback of duties on tin plate, we beg to sub- 
Bnet he facts, which have a direct core cae that question. 

During the packing season of 1806, there were pac in the cific Ocean 
and tributary streams 110,000,000 cans of salmon. Of this quantity about 
25,000,000. cans were packed in British Columbia, leaving 85,000,000 cans which 
were packed by citizens of the United States, the larger proportion of which 
found its market in eu. from the very fact that the drawback on tin 

te in the cans on each case of four dozen cans amounted to 14 cents. 

n you reflect that a trade frequently turns on the difference of 2} cents 

per case, you will readily perceive that the 4 cents is a great inducement to 
to purchase. 

We think it can not be successfully contradicted that the great increase 
in the volume of this business is owing to this very question of drawback of 
duties, which contributes, with other conditions, to make the price so low 
that in d is no longer a luxury for the rich, but is an article of 
food for the la classes. In fact, it is the cheapest meat which can be 
procured in that country. This duty would certainly close the door of that 
market toa very large jon of this business and drive the major por- 
tion of it to the canneries of British Columbia. 

Of canned fruits, there are about six or seven million cans exported annu- 
ally from this State, and the same conditions are applicable to the fruits that 

rtain to the salmon. The production of fruits in California is steadily on 

increase, and the = Se year promises to be the largest one ever pro- 
duced in this State. t shall become of this fruit is the very serious 
uestion which confronts the horticulturist at this time. Shall we close the 
‘oor to the export of this fruit, or shall we rather adopt some measure that 
will stimulate and encourage this industry in which so many people of this 
State are 


? 

May we be excused for calling your attention at this time to some facts 
we the tin-plate industry. Take for example the price of a box of 
plate, 14 by 20, pounds weight, in England, which is generally 10 shil- 
ta eet oe pe of - Pas. =e ed on tin plate ee 
or cent of the above selling price. The Dingley bill not 

to tagunane this duty 30 cents per box, but to take off the 
Ww of duty on plates that are manufactured into cans and exported 


speaege it may not be a very dignified illustration, but 
we are coreeiahy vombes of the man who had the earth, but still wanted 
the rubber fence around it. 


As said before, the Wilson vill provides for 50 per cent protection, at the 
same time the Americans are to-day selling billets, used in making their tin 
plates, to the _ maker, and the American plate maker can 

his tin in covering the black plates from Australia and Tasmania 

as as the English tin-plate maker. 

say, in conclusion, that while weare not interested in the packing 

of salmon, the great ang ¥ a | is largely oo .F Pe able and 
conscientious management. y the large aggregation of ca , the cost o 

Sa has been reduced to a minimum, and that low oon. coupled with 

drawback of duty above referred to, enabled the producers to sell at the 

low price before alluded to. 


Bg 


: 
; 
i 


that you will agree with us in our ideas and that you may be en- 
abled to have the clause in the Dingley bill referred to emented to conform 
to these ideas, we are, 
Very sincerely, yours, 
Pactric SHEET MeTaAL Works, 
IRVIN AYRES, Treasurer. 

Mr. President, as I have said, the injury which might have been 
done if the House bill became a law will probably be averted be- 
cause of the prompt action of the Senate committee in insisting 
upon the existence of a drawback provision. 

But that very fact is illustrative of the proposition that with 
the prevailing duty upon tin plate in force and no drawback al- 
lowed, it would be impossible for these large canning establish- 
ments to maintain themselves at all. When I[ say that the profit 
upon a can of fruit is considered large and remunerative if it 
amounts to a cent and a half or two cents, it shows how close the 
manufacturers and packers must figure in order to conduct their 
business at all. I make these remarks as much for the purpose of 
dee committee in the view they have taken in regard to 
the drawback as to show the absolute absurdity of increasing the 

A great deal is said nowadays by everybody in regard to trusts. 
Weare all nominally at least opposed to trusts, butit: it bea fact— 
and there seems to be no doubt of it, speaking from the record— 
that the tin-plate industry of the United States is thoroughly pro- 
tected so far as on is concerned by the prevailing tariff, 
what argument can be adduced to appeal either to a Republican 
ora Drea ae or a free trader, or anybody else, to 
ia of additional duties unless it be, as already 

t to permit the domestic manufacturer to sell in discrimina- 
tion against his own countrymen. 

Ihave another statement, a very short one, which I will read, 
showing the magnitude of this business. communication is 
from a packing establishment in Sacramento, Cal. : 


to your recent inquiry regarding the amount of tin plate im- 
porten ng the amount é the drawback, we beg to state that the sustoune 
Than, for ratte =peoge ooing Jane 30, 1896, there was imported 

dat£ 493. Drawback paid during the 
same to which represents goods packed in tin cans 
Trosting is the information you require, we beg to remain, 
3 SACRAMENTO PACKING AND DRYING Co., 


Per B. 
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With the tariff on tin plate, and without any drawback, that 
industry will be absolutely stifled upon the figures given. All of 
the gentlemen whom I have read from are Republican authorities 
in the State of California. They have been such for many years. 
In fact, ey every letter I have upon this subject here is from 
parties who claim they are in favor of protection. 

I have here astatement taken from the consular reports, volume 
53, No. 197, being a communication from Mr. Anthony Howells, 
consul of the United States at Cardiff. I merely introduce it for 
the purpose of showing the diminished exportation of tin plate 
from that point, and I will put it in the Recorp without reading 
it. It contains figures that are very instructive, but it will be 
unnecessary to detain the Senate by their perusal now, and, as I 
have already remarked, I refrain from reading the numerous let- 
ters I have here in support of the committee's action in reference 
to the drawback. I hope it will not be necessary to use them at 
all. If it does become necessary, I will use them later. 

The decrease in exports to the United States continues. 





Exports of tin plate from Great Britain to the United States, 1892 to 1896 (in 
tons of 2,240 pounds). 


1896. 


Month. 











1895. | 1894. | 1893 1892. 

| Tons. Tons Tons. Tons Tons. 
| Ee a eee | 11,861 | 18,626 | 18,296 | 23,498 17, 564 
February 6,980 | 23,201 | 13,413 | 20,190 22, 268 
March.... 8,903 | 18,743) 16,907 | 31,334] 22,789 
April. .... 10,903 | 15,946 oe | $1,651 | 31,061 
May ... 9,222} 18,118 21,201} 26,988 | 23,700 
June .... 11,753 | 13,760 | 17,247 | 26,750 23, 550 
ited dise idine Gencinmbanenesinn 13,900 | 16,445 | 17,805 | 22,248 24,750 
August. ....... 8,814 | 23,531 | 19,125] 15,784 24, 221 
ES deascesccinavecusatocs ae | 17,507) 17,672) 13,780 22, 535 
RS 4... Kndinekenyoundeapens Reosavedhs | 19,806 | 24,854 | 13,861 19, 901 
TT. ~secctengeses seanistail neon e=ee] 16,186 | 22,382 | 15,495 20, G34 
SE basten consteseeeo caresses eens | 21,083) 24,677 | 14,081 | 23,417 
RL 22 c, cb cadusduseuiees | $2,366 | 222,901 | 228,879 | 255,628 | 276,479 


ed 


ANTHONY HOWELLS, Consul. 

CARDIFF, October 12, 1896. 

If we add to this the exportation for the months of September, 
October, November, and December, 1896, we have a total for 1896 
of less than 100,000 tons. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I desire to say only a word. 
Among all the minor iniquities of the tariff bill framed upon the 
theory of the pending bill, I think none is more flagrant than the 
matter of the duty 7e tin. If it were merely a revenue tariff 
that was sought, and if the object of the legislation was really 
what it professed to be, there might be a different line of argu- 
ment used and a different way of approaching the subject. 

This was a revenue duty of Gonstiiivabiie magnitude at one time, 
but I do not understand that there is any other purpose in creat- 
ing this than to protect, not the Treasury of the United States, but 
individual manufacturers of tin plate; and if that be true, then it 
is another instance, it seems to me, of a most wanton levying of 
tribute by this industry upon all the other industries of the coun- 
try, no less worthy than itself. 

Mr. President, there is something peculiar about the tin indus- 
try in its relation to other industries. Among those things which 
have most helped the farmer in my region, and I think in a good 
many others, has been the packing of vegetables and fruits, and 
that packing has depended for its prosperity largely upon the 
price of tin. There is nothing which has so much supplemented 
the income of the farmer in the region of which I speak—the in- 
come derived from low-priced cereals—as what he has been ena- 
bled to make from packing fruits and some of the smaller vege- 
tables—tomatoes, beans, pease, and so on—and a very important 
industry it has become. hose packers are not, as a general thing, 
in the region of which I speak, large concerns. They are dotted 
all over the different communities, and almost every agricultural 
neighborhood has its packing establishment, where the farmers 
haul in, from a circuit of 5 or 6 miles, their cart loads of toma- 
toes, and their hundreds of baskets of peaches and vegetables, and 
so on, and are enabled to get fairly remunerative prices for them, 

Now, then, forsooth this industry—it ought to have the name 
of the chevalier industry of France rather than the plain, homel 
Saxon name of industry—this industry, so called, not content wit 
the opportunity that has come to it through the low prices of black 
plates and other conditions which have enabled it, in the face of a 
reduced tariff, to increase enormously the production of American 
tin, now demands to levy this tribute upon the great consuming 
masses of our country and upon these modest little establishments 
dotted all over our agricultural region, in order that it may make 
a profit greater than that which confessedly it is making under 
present conditions, and more natural and normal conditions. 

If this line of legislation is to be followed out, and if we are to 
respond to these appeals constantly, as seems to be the disposition 
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of some to do, then the creation of a new industry, instead of be- 
ing hailed with joyous acclaim, ht to be a cause for mourning; 
it ought to be cause for sorrow over the country, for it only 
means another taskmaster, another despot to levy tribute upon 
=e masses of the American ee. : 
hy is it, sir, that these people disclaimed in the bill as itcame 
from the House even the poor pittance of a drawback, to enable 
the packing industry to export its goods and engage in profitable 
foreign commerce? It is true that the bill as amended by the 
Senate committee restores the draw »ack, but even that, it seems 
to me, is a poor donation to the industries of which I . it 
leaves out of sight altogether the American consumer. It is will- 
ing, for the sake of foreign commerce, to give to the foreign con- 
sumer of canned peaches and canned vegetables and canned 
salmon, and all the various food ucts that have become so 
important in that mode and that fashion, cheaper than they can 
come to the American consumer. There is no drawback to the 
mechanic in our American cities upon his can of tomatoes or his 
can of peaches. The industry, it is true, does get it, but the con- 
sumers are lost sight of, and here is this odious discrimination in 
favor of the foreign consumer and against the American consumer. 
Mr. President, I protest t any duty that shall unduly 
burden these agricultural industries and that shall unduly bur- 
den the great American home market—I mean the home market 
on the other side of the counter, not the home market that is 
constantly spoken of on the other side, but the far more numer- 


ous home market, the le who buy product from the pro- 
tected manufacturers. atis the home market most important, 
in my notion, for us to protect. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I understand that 
there is an association among the tin-plate manufacturers, em- 
bracing about 90 cent of the ion of tin plate in the 
United States. association, I 


ve, have what they style a 
gentleman's agreement as to prices. Theassociation, if the news- 
per stories can be relied on, recently has had a number of meet- 
menage weer omer been raised by the association, and those raises 
in prices have been submitted to by the public. There has been 
amongst theemployees of the members of the association 

to have their wages in¢reased, and this has been positively re- 


I should like to know upon what ground there can be any pre- 
tense for raising the amount of —— that is given totin 
now. If the purpose is to pay difference in wages, ought not 
ioe incmane diel is given, or some part of it, go to labor? But 
this association of great manufacturers of tin , if I am cor- 
rectly informed, has absolutely refused to yield the width of a hair 
to the demands of the laborers for increased compensation for 
their work. They are asking us here to raise the taxes under which 
er ee . Take the official report of the 
Government, paper to which my friend the Senator from Mis- 
souri alluded a few moments ago, addressed to the Secretary 
the Treasury, from which I quote: 

I have the honor to that the ended 
of Mr lt ea va 
fiacal year, showing reby an increased production of more 58 per cent. 

Here is an increase amounting to this enormous cent grow- 
ing up under the present tariff 1} cents per pound. showing that 
the business is profitable; that ae Oe oe 
manufacturers must be making m ‘ 
to make any concession whatever to , they are asking 
shall enable them to still higher and higher increase the price of 
tin plate to the American consumers. They are raising it now 
under the tariff as it stands to-day of 1} cents. Of course - 
body knows that if an additional tariff salen, tiie tmesumen aot 
con ue, as 

What can be the purpose, what ‘can any sane and reasonable 
man believe to be the epee, Oe nen ne eenanen ane Sales 
ecules apmamtoendiie Tin Plate Manufacturers’ Association 
of the United States to increase the prices at which they sell the 
tin plate? It does not 
They are already i production 
——. They are ucing more than 300,000,000 pounds of 

plate, which is being consumed here now, and yet we find they 
are endeavoring to out the narrow of not allowing the 
canners of fish and of t to continue thei ess. ey ore 
not in favor of allowing the laborers one whit more for their 
than they get now, but they are ing us to increase the rate at 
which they shall be allo to sell to public. 

Mr. President, there are some very interesting and important 


& 


“Ata held in Chicago 6 and 7a new Tin Plate Manufac- 
turers’ le scteetaes 
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extract 
umbus on Friday, April 7: 
continue the basis price of coke tins , 


sell 
livered at t 





Again quoting from the American Metal Market: 

As to the ings of a held May 21 in Chicago, we tai. ; 
following: “It is understood that at last macting of the mills ec. 0 ne 
eent or more have agreed to continue their ‘ ‘s agreement rs 
book new orders former price of $3.5 basis for 
14 by 20-100 pound coke tins. It is claimed that through the freju..- », 
association meetings progress has been made on the line of guar)... 
by concerted action in the future, against influences that have hai. \.,, 


manufacturers took place at the Linco!) [1..:, 
Pittsburg, on May 26, all the local tin-plate manufacturers wy, 
represented. as well aa a large number from outof tne city. It was pract; 
to the demands of the workers for an in -r.... 

Amalgamated Association of Iron and Stee! Wo;:.., 
eeSuen sane See time. manufac: 
of the workers means a protracte| s: >); 
unless the tin-plate wage committee of the Amalgamated Association ~ ..\...) 


the tin-plate association 
will not increase the wages paid to labor, but they are incre:.in, 
the prices of tin plate now, and they have been doing it steadi\y. 
and the only effect of increasing the rate of tariff upon tin ) lat. 
will be to enable the association to increase the prices at whic}: tin 


plate is being sold to the American — Wecertainly mean to 
make this possible by our action. Wecan not have any other pur- 
pose, and we can have no other intention. There can be no other 
meaning to it, and we may as well have it distinctly understoo 


deliver the American peo- 
ple, so far wa Ene oe of tin is concerned, bound hand ani 
‘oot, to the Tin Manufacturers’ . 


The Dingley bill makes the rate of duty on tin pla 
on plates 1: cents 
per pound, and the Senate bill thisrateto1.4 cents. The 
t rate is 1} cents per which, stated in ad valorem 

Siesne, ts over 00 gor cont 

The existing rate would seem to be more than ample, since 
American tin plates are sold at from 10 to 15 per cent les: 
than the foreign article plus and As an example, 
the of a box of imported coke tin » 14 by 20 inches, 
100 pounds, and containing 112 duty and freight 


, is about $3.60 laid down in New York or Baltimore. whereas 

a box of tin plates of the same quality and weight of American 

manufacture is sold, delivered at the same points, atabout $)..'). 4 

Souk, aul ev Cut aadiane of talitengy Sommer due Aumarican ‘cri: 

cent, and at ivery nearer ican works 
the difference is J 

The American 


than the for- 
tin-plate bars are ex- 
to be used in making tin plates in Wales 
to the Senate this morning a statement one of the 
eee aie of bars, out of which 
are were being from this country and 
at lower prices at the iron mills in England than they 


plate is oe tel oh pnt tin plate out 
that the great increase in jon is due to 

steel billets are being cheaper than ever 
. getting the ~ mate- 

cheaper, and are thus 
for the manu- 


market to himself, 


: to be manu- 
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have several clippings from different commercial papers show- 
sn the facts I have already set out here. Here is one: 


The tin-plate are getting ready early to grapple with the 

uw A <i the eanaetactarens Yeoh glee ch tan Lin- 

weer, = a)l the local late manufacturers were 
as well as a large number from out of the city 

_ D. G. Reid, of Richmond, Ind., as . Leeds, of 

Anderson, Ind., as secretary of the . It was y decided at 


the workers for an 
be held to-day to decide on to 
meet all con! 


Mr. Reid was seen last evening, and had the f. tosay on the subject: 
“We had notice about three weeks ago from the Association 
that a resolution would probably be ted at the Detroit convention de- 
manding from 33 to tee convention « vance in wi I see that sucha 
resolu has the convention, as predicted. e manufacturers have 
met to take on what shall be done. We talked the matter over care- 

of all present that woe can not 
of the workers before leaving for 
said: ““There is no excuse for the present low price of tin 
plate. workers are a ee oe oe pen, one 
we are doing all we can to defeat drawback (= 


But, Mr. President, it is unnecessary for me to detain the Senate 
longer by these statements of facts. There are a few other points 
in connection with of Mr. Ayer to the Treasury 
shonld like to have the Senate consider for a 
Continuing from the point from which I read a while 


in the official 
Department which I 
moment. 


and terne plates 
the i 





I will t in my remarks a few observations by Mr. Ayer, 
which I will be of value to the American a who I hope 
may have the opportunity of reading them in ReEcorp: 
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Mr. ALLISON. What increase did the Sonator say it is? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not say what the rate of per- 
centage is. I said the mon$trous increase. It is absolutely in- 
defensible, and is made solely and purely in the interest of the 
tin-plate manufacturers’ association. The laborer has no interest 
in it. I have read from the proceedings of the manufacturers’ 
association to show that they do not intend to raise the price of 
wages. They do not intend to give to the laborers any part of 
the profit. When you gentlemen put this in the bill, you do it 
with full knowledge that itis simply to swell the profits of the 
tin-plate manufacturers. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Texas object to my put- 
ting in the RecorpD, without reading, some prophecies which he 
made when the first tin-plate duty was adopted? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam sorry that in the long time I 
have served in the Senate the Senator from Massachusetts has not 
learned from what State Icome. I suppose, however, as he ad- 
dressed himself to me personally, that he meant the Senator from 
Arkansas. I have no objection to his putting in the Recorp any- 
thing I have said about this question, but I have refrained from 
putting into the REcoRD again a number of prophecies indulged 
in by the Senator from Massachusetts four years ago, because I 
did not want to embarrass the progress of the business at present. 

There is a good dealof very valuable reading inthe Recorp. I 
have run over some of it recently, some predictions and some 
statements, perhaps made by a number of other Senators, that 
would not tally very well with the positions that are being occu- 

ied now. Ican remember when again and again the Senator 
rom Massachusetts voted for free sugar, on the declaration that 
it was the policy of the Republican party to make a free break- 
fast table; that that great necessary of life was not to be taxed. 
The Senator so voted a number of times, and perhaps himself 
offered amendments to that effect. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the Senator was talking about tin. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There have been changes on this as 
well as other things. I confess I am surprised at the development 
of the tin-plate business. I believed, when im 1894 we put the tax 
on tin plate at 1.2 cents instead of 2.2 cents, it was all the protec- 
tion the tin-plate business needed; that it was al! it ought to have; 
and time has proved that that was true. 

The increased production came, as I said this morning, from the 
improved and cheapened methods of manufacturing steel billets 
and the dissolution of the steel-billet pool, in my opinion, which 
has furnished raw material cheaper than before, and so cheaply 
that the billets out of which the plates are made are now being 


AMERICAN SHEET IRON AND STEEL. shi to England and sold oe very doors of the English iron 
uantity of American steel made by stamping er | millscheaperthan they can producethem there. This has brought 
aoe auainmaediches and eames which wale ey the cheapened raw material to tin plate, and has made it possible, 
stated by was: under present law, to have the production of tin plate increase 
Quarter ended— = Pounds. | from year to year—in one year 5% per cent. 
December S180 s2ccoccoooe2 ez. EEN | |“ Mr. HOAR. 1 beg pardon for winding up the clock. 
a The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
June 9), 1808... 2. ---- 2-22 -- += -nnnennnnnea anne anne a nea 2,579,008 | the amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] to the 
Total, fiscal year ended June 30,188... "70, 586, 110 | COmmittee amendment, on which the Senator from Missouri de- 
This shows a use of sheet iron and steel in this class of manufac- | Mands the yeas and nays. : 
(ares 770 pounds in excess of that for the year immediately preceding, | The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 


pounds in excess of the average for the four previous years. 
BLACK-PLATE PRODUCTION. 


The of black in the United States during the fiscal year, 
and typquiinaeetiee Ce “aes 
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call the roll. 

Mr. HANNA (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw ins}. 

Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania {[Mr. Penrose}, and there- 
fore withhold my vote. Were he present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. If he were present, I 


I am paired with 


should vote “ yea.” 
Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay]. I will 


transfer that pair to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu], 
and vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont {Mr. Proctor]. 
I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pairwith the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were 
present, he would vote “ yea” and I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HANNA. I will transfer my pair to the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. Jones], and vote “‘ nay.’ 

Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I havea 
general pair with the senior Senator from [llinois {[Mr. CvuLiom]. 
As I observe that he is not in his seat, 1 withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have a pair with the Senator from Nebraska 

. . 1 withhold my vote. If he were present, I 


Iam paired with 
If he were present, 


I have a pair with the Senator from 
If he were present, 1 should vote “nay.” 
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The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 82; as follows: 
YEAS—2. 


Murphy, 
Settlesew, 
Pettus, 
Roach, 
Smith, 
Turpie, 
NAYS—22. 

Lodge, 
McBride, 
McEuery, 
McMillan, 
Mason, 
Nelson, 
Perkins, 
Platt, Conn. 


NOT VOTING—36. 
Lindsay, 
McLaurin, 


Mallory, 
Mantle, 
Martin, 


Bacon, 
Bate, 
Berry. 
Oaffery, 
Chilton, 
Clay, 


Cockrell. 
Faulkner 
J He es, Ark. 


Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 


Vest, 
Walthall, 
White. 


Allison, 
Burrows, 
Carter, 
Chandler, 
Clark, 
Deboe, 
Elkins, 
Fairbanks, 


Foraker, Platt, N.Y. 
rye. Pritchard, 
Gallinger, 
Gear, 
Hale, 
Hanna, 
Hawley, 


Hoar, Wetmore. 


Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Baker, 
Butler, 
Cannon, 
Cullom, 


Gorman, 
Gray, 
Hansbrough, 
Harris, Kans. 
Harris, Tenn. 
Heitfeld, Morrill, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Pasco, 
Davis, Kenney, Penrose, 
George, Kyle, Proctor, 

So Mr. VEst’s amendment to the amendment of the committee 
was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agree- 
ing to the amendment of the committee striking out ‘‘ one-half” 
and inserting “four-tenths,” making the rate on tin plates, etc., 
four-tenths cent per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
next amendment. , 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 130, page 36, line 21, after the word *‘ pound,” to strike out 
the proviso in the following words: 

Provided, That the benefit of the drawback provision in section 24 of this 
act shall not apply to articles manufactured in this country from imported 
tin plates, terne plates, or taggers tin, or to articles manufactured abroad 
from tin plates, terne plates, er taggers tin. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in ome ge h 131, page 37, line 5, 
after the word “bars,” to insert ‘‘mill shafting, wrist or crank 
pins, connecting rods and piston rods;” and in line 14, after the 
word “less,” to strike out ‘‘ seven-twentieths” and insert ‘‘ three- 
tenths;” so as to read: 

31. Steel i ts, i , blooms, and slabs, b hate rocess 
made; die blos “pty HS b lets and bare and cameeed or bevelea bars; 
mill shafting; wrist or crank pins; conn rods and piston rods; pressed, 
sheared, or stamped shapes; saw plates, wholly or ly manufactured; 
hammer molds or awngell sbeake n-barrel molds not in bars; alloys used as 
substitutes for steel in the manufacture of tools; a e and shapes 
of dry sand, loam, or iron-molded steel cast ; sheets and plates and steel 
in all forms and shapes not oneeey provided for in this act, all of the above 
valued at 1 cent per pound or less, three-tenths of 1 cent per pound, etc. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that that portion of the amendment in 
lines 5 and 6, after the words ‘‘ mill shafting,” be disagreed to, so 
that wrist or crank pins, ene rods and piston rods, being a 
part of the forgings, will come in the 35 per cent clause. 

The Secretary. It is proposed toamend the committee amend- 
ment by striking out after the words “mill shafting” the words 
‘wrist or crank pins; connecting rods and piston rods.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 131, page 37, line 16, after the word “pound,” to strike out 
**five-tenths” and insert ‘‘four-tenths;” in line 18, after the word 
**pound,” to strike out ‘‘seven-tenths” and insert ‘‘six-tenths;” 
in line 20, after the word “ pound,” sto strike out ‘“‘eight-tenths” 
and insert ‘‘ seven-tenths;” in line 2, aftet the word ‘‘ pound,” to 
strike out ‘‘ 1.1 cents” and insert ‘‘nine-tenths of 1 cent;” in line 
25, after the word ‘‘and,” to strike out ‘“four-tenths” and insert 
“two-tenths;” in line 1, page 38, after the word ‘‘and” where it 
occurs the second time, to strike out ‘‘six-tenths” and insert 
‘*three-tenths;” inline 38, after the word “two,” to strike out ‘“‘and 
five-tenths;” in line 5, after the word ‘‘ pound,” to strike out 
“three” and insert ‘“‘two and four-tenths;” in line 7, after the 
word ‘‘pound,” to strike out ‘‘three and five-tenths” and insert 
‘two and eight-tenths;” and in line 8, after the word ‘‘ pound,” 
to strike out ‘‘six” and insert “four and seven-tenths;” so as to 
make the paragraph read: 


181. Steel ingots, ingots, blooms, and slabs, by whatever process 
made; die bloc = ogeee eA bars; 


: ets and bars and tapered or bevel 

mill shafting: ressed, sh ped shapes; saw plates, wholly or 

tially sechulactared: hammer molds or swaged steel; gun-barre! molds not 
Ee baxe: alloys used as substitutes for steel in the manufacture of tools; all 
descriptions and shapes of dry sand, loam, or iron-molded_ steel coatings; 
sheets and plates and steel in all forms and shapes not specially provided for 
in this act, all of the above valued at 1 cent per pound or less, tenths of 
lcent per pound; valued above 1 cent and not above 14 cents per pound, 
four-tenths of 1 cent per pound; valued above 1.4 cents and not above 
cents per pound, six-tenths of 1 cent per pound; valued above 1.8 cents and 


Rawlins, 
Teller, 
Thurston, 
Tiilman, 
Turner, 
Warren, 
Wellington, 
Wilson, 
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not above 2.2 cents per pound, seven-tenths of 1 cent per pound: ya), 
above 2.2 cents and not above 3 cents per pound, uine-tenths of l Rae _ 
pound; valued above 3 cents per pound and not above 4 cents per pound. | o 
cents per pound; valued above 4centsand not above 7 cents per pound | 3 
cents per pound; valued above7 cents and not above 10 cents per pound 
2cents per pound; valued above 10 cents and not above 13cents per poun| » i 
cents per pound; valued above 13 cents and not above 16 cents per pong 
2.8 cents per pound; valued above 16 cents per pound, 4.7 cents per poun 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “‘ Wire,” paragraph 
132, page 38, line 19, after the word “‘ wire,” to strike out the fo)- 
lowing additional proviso: 

Provided further, That all iron or steel wire rods which have been tem. 


geree or treated in any manner or partly manufactured shall be c!assed anq 
utiable as wire. : 


d 


So as to make the paragraph read: 


1382. Wire rods: Rivet, screw, fence, and other iron or steel wire rods 
whether round, oval, flat, or square, or in any other shape, and nail rods, jn 
coils or otherwise, valued at 4 cents or less per pound, four-tenths of | cont 
per pound; valued over 4 cents per pound, three-fourths of 1 cent per 
pound: Provided, That all round iron or steel rods smaller than No. ¢ wire 
gauge shall be classed and dutiable as wire. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on 88, beginning in line 23, to 
strike out paragraph 133, in the following words: 


133. Round iron or steel wire, ali sizes not smaller than No. 13 wire gauge, 
i cents per pound; smaller than fo Syne and not smaller than No: 
16 wire gauge, 1} cents per pound; No. 16 wire gauge, 2 cents 
per pound; all other iron or steel wire, and wire or strip steel, including 
such as is commonly known as crinoline wire, corset wire, needle wire, piano 
wire, clock and watch wires, and all steel whether polished or unpol- 
ished, tempered or untempered, in coils or st t and cut to lengths, drawn 
cold through dies or rolls, and hat wire, flat steel wire or sheet stee! in strips, 
uncovered or covered with cotton, silk, or other material, or metal, and all 
the foregoing manufactures of whatever shape or form, valued above 4 cents 
or pound, 45 per cent ad valorem: . cles manufactured 
rom iron or steel wire y the maximum rate of duty which would be 
upon any wire used in the manufacture of such articles and in ad- 


™m 
dition thereto 1; cents per ; drill rods, includ: 


such as are called 
“Stubbs li col 


nd 

steel,” and a “drawn steel rods, of whatever size or shape, 
valued above 4 cents per pound, whether ed or unpolished, in coils or 
straight, 45 per cent ad valorem: And provided further, t wire cloth and 
wire netting made in meshes of any form from iron, steel, bras:, copper, or 
any other metal shall pay a nag Aon ee in amount to that muamosed on the 
w in the manufacture thereof and 2 cents pound in addition 
thereto: And provided further, That there shall be on iron or ste! wire 
coated with zinc or tin, or any other metal (except fence wire), one-half of | 
cent per pound in addition to the rate im on wire of which it is 
made. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 

133. Round iron or steel wire, not smaller than No. 13 wire gauge. |} cents 
per pound; smaller than No. 13 and not smaller than No. 16 wire gauge, 1} 
cents per pound; smaller than No. 16 wire gauge, 2 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 40, after line 16, after the word 
“pound,” at the end of paragraph 133, I move to insert the fullow- 
ing proviso, of which notice was given May 25, 1897, from the 
committee: 

Provided, That all the foregoing valued at more than 5 cents per pound 
shall pay 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
40, after the amendment just agreed to, to insert the following 
additional paragraph: 

133}. Iron or steel or other wire not specially provided for in this act, in- 
cluding such as is commonly known as hat or bonnet wire, crinoline 


wire. corset wire, needle wire. wire, clock wire, and watch wire. whether 
d c corset Cape 9 and dress steels, and sheet 


, Silk, metal, or 


other material, valued at more than 4 cents per 40 per cent aii valo- 


i wire cloth and Ee ee in a - of any soem Srom rca, 
ay . valorem: vided, 
there shall © tal on tron or saad whe conted with eine, tin, or any other 
metal two-tenths of 1 cent per pound in addition to the rate imposed on the 
wire from which it is made. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to uire of the Senator from Iowa if 
poragrepes 133 and 133} in the are di ed to supplant para- 
ap 124 of the Wilson Act? Is not that thefact? They seem to 

a reconstruction. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; ph 124 of the Wilson Act. 

Mr. WHITE. The rates are different. I ask the Senator from 
Iowa if there is not an increase? . 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a slight increase, I believe, in those 
rates. 

Mr. WHITE. Although paragraph 133 has been read through, 
I ask leave, by unanimous consent, to move to substitute for pat- 
agraphs 133 and 133} 124 of the Wilson Act, so calle. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will consider the 
question an one. The Senator from California offers 40 
amendment as a substitute for hs 183 and 133}. 

Mr. WHITE. The section of the Wilson Act, or the present 
law, is lower, as I understand it, than the rates prescribed in the 
amendment by the Senate committee. : 

The P protempore. The amendment of the Sena 
tor from California will be read. 











The Secretary read as follows: 
124, Wire: Round iron or steel wire, all sizes not smaller than 13 


wire 
pound; smaller than 13 wire gauge, and not smaller than 
gangs, |i cee. ty conte per sae smaller thas lé-wire gauge, 2 cents 
pound; et other iron or steel wire and wire or strip steel, commonly known 
as crinoline wire, corset wire, drill rods, need] » plane wire. eee 


he fo: manuf: 
wage or form, valued above 4 cents per nd, shall pa a dut 
roent ad the ea at articles manufactured fyom irok 
maximum rate of duty which wou m 
ome wire used in the manufacture of such articles and in addition thereto 


lcent per 

Mr. ALLISON. Ours is lower than the paragraph in the pres- 

t law. 
“i VEST. I wish tocall the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa to one great difference. Under the Wilson Act, the existing 
law, the duty is an ad valorem one of 40 per cent upon wire, 
whether coated or covered or not. There is the same duty upon 
wire. In amendment there is a distinction made, 
which is an increase upon the coated or covered wire. That is 
the great difference between the two provisions. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a difference in phraseology. There 
is no real difference in the rate. But I shall propose an amend- 


ment to hh 133}. 

Mr. MILLS. desire to add to this discussion by stating that 
the census report shows that the manufacturers of this wire pay 
$19.01 in wages for every $100 worth of wire they produce, and that 
is nearly double the rate of wages generally claimed to have been 

ida Ten cents on $100 worth would cover the difference. 
Fineteen dollars and one cent on every $100 worth of this product 
will pay for all the labor expended by the manufacturers, and I 
suppose that that would come somewhere near being a revenue 
duty on this article. I do not think that we ought to give them 
more than enough to pay for the whole cost of the wages in the 
production of these 

Mr, CHILTON. . President, I should like to have the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Iowa. I notice that in his amendment 
he sochanges the House bill as to strike out the exception in favor 
of fence . The existing law makes an exception in favor of 
fence wire. In other words, fence wire under the Wilson Act was 
not to be embarrassed with the additional c which is made 


upon coated wire meaeraliy. So in the House of Representatives, 
whee the ill was passed, it was provided that fence wire 


should not be su to the additional charge. It seems to me 
that was a wise tion in favor of the people. Fence wire is 
an article of uni consumption in the coun The policy 
of it from other coated wire was adopted in the Wilson 


is the reason for out the a 

Mr. ALLISON. We have provided for fence wire elsewhere. 

Mr. CHILTON. What rate do you give it elsewhere? What is 
the rate on it? 

Mr. ALLISON, 
. CHILTON. Yes. 

IN. I believe fence wire is free—that is, if it is 
is no additional duty for coated. 

If it is not free, I give notice now that when 
the free list I shall offer an amendment to put it upon 
ist. But the sum total of the amendments pro by 
commuttee increase the rate of duty, I think. 

ALLISON. We impose no additional duty upon fence 


On fence wire? 


: 


i 
; 


Mr. 


iF 
H 


ww lowered, is to raise the aggre- 
gate matter affected by the two paragraphs, and for that reason 
have moved a substitute for paragraphs 133 and 133}, the two 


I understood the Senator from Iowa to say a 

had that fence wire should not 
bear duty. Now, that exception in favor of fence 
wire is just what Pte ve distinctly stricken out of the House 
bill. ve put such a clause into this bill at some 


amendment will leave fence wire subject to duty, 


+ Itis somewhere else, I am quite sure. If it is 

Se mistabe. It was so intended. 

ste PRESIDENT pro eee ene ceestion is a at 
amendment proposed as a su or paragra an 

1334 by the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. ’ 
amendment was rejected. 

Now, I move the amendment to paragraph 


which is to be found on the second page of the amendments 
amendment No. 6. 


pro tempore. The amendment to the amend- 
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The SECRETARY. On page 41, after the words ‘“‘ad valorem,” in 
line 3, strike out the following words: 

Wire cloth and wire netting, made in meshes of any form from iron, steel, 

copper, or other metal, 45 per cent ad valorem 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The next amendment proposed 
by the Senator from lowa to paragraph 1334 will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 6, after the word ‘ Provided,’ strike 
out the words ‘‘ That there shall be paid” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words: 

That articles manufactured from iron, steel, brass, or copper wire shall 
pay the rate of duty which would be imposed upon the wire used in the man- 
ufacture of such articles, and in addition thereto 1 cent per pound; and 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa to paragraph 132. Do I understand that the Committee on 
Finance insisted upon the amendment striking out the last pro- 
viso, or was the proviso reinstated? 

Mr. ALLISON. The intention, I will say to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, was to strike out of the amendment originally pro- 
posed by the Senate committee the words ‘‘ wire cloth,” etc., be- 
ginning in line 3, on page 41. 

Mr. QUAY. No; [am speaking of paragraph 132, page 38. I 
inquire whether the committee intend to insist upon striking out 
the second proviso, which I received the impression was to be 





reinstated. J may be wrong. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that was to go out. That was my un- 
derstanding. 

Mr. QUAY. It was not mine. However, I will talk to the 


Senator from Iowa again about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

GENERAL PROVISIONS. 

134. No allowance or reduction of duties for partial loss or damage in con- 
sequence of rust or of discoloration shall be made upon any description of 
iron or steel, or upon any article wholly or partly manufactured of iron or 
steel, or upon any manufacture of iron or steel. 

135. All metal produced from iron or its ores, which is cast and malleable, 
of whatever description or form, without regard to the percentage of car- 
bon contained therein, whether produced by cementation, or converted, cast, 
or made from iron or ite ores, by the crucible, Bessemer, Clapp-Griffith, pneu 
matic, Thomas-Gilchrist, basic, Siemens-Martin, or open-hearth process, or 
by the equivalent of either, or by a combination of two or more of the proc- 
esses, or their equivalents, or by any fusion or other process which produces 
from iron or its ores a metal either granular or fibrous in structure, which 
is cast and malleable, excepting what is known as malleable-iron castings, 
shall be classed and denominated as steel. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask the Senator from lowa if paragraph 135 is 
not a new section, not to be found in the Wilson Act? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is in the McKinley law of 1890. 

Mr. WHITE. It was not changed by the Wilson Act at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it was not changed by the Wilson Act, 
nor is it changed WI this bill. It is the same as the existing law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will proceed 
with the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

196. No article not specially provided for in this act, which is wholly or 

rtly manufactured from tin plate, terne pinta, or the sheet, plate, hoop, 
bead. or scroll iron or steel herein provided for, or of which such tin plate, 
terne plate, sheet, plate, hoop, band, or scroll iron or steel shall be the mate 
rial ot chief value, shall pay a lower rate of duty than that imposed on the 
tin plate, terne plate, or sheet, plate, hoop, band, or scroll iron or steel from 
which it is made, or of which it shall be the component thereof of chief value. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to strike 
out paragraph 137, as follows: 

137. On all iron or steel bars or rods of whatever shape or section which are 
cold rolled, cold drawn, cold hammered, or polished in any way in addition to 
the ordinary process of hot rolling or hammering, there shall be paid one- 
fourth of 1 cent per pound in addition to the rates provided in this act on bars 
or rods of whatever section or shape which are hot rolled; and on all strips, 
plates, or sheets of iron or steel of whatever shape, other than the polished, 
planished, or glanced sheet iron or sheet steel hereinbefore provided for, 
which are cold rolled, cold hammered, blued, brightened, tempered, or pol 
ished by any process to such perfected surface finish or polish better than the 
grade of cold rolled, smoothed only, hereinbefore provided for, there sha'l be 
paid 1 cent per pound in addition to the rates provided in this act upon plates, 
strips, or sheets of iron or steel of common or black finish; and on steel cir 
cular saw plates there shall be paid three-fourths of 1 cent per pound in addi 
tion to the rate provided in this act for steel saw plates. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, on reexamination of paragraph 
137. the Senate committee recommend that it be retained in the 


bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment, then, will be 
disagreed to, if there be no objection. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and it is disagreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 139, page 43, line 13, 
after the word “‘ manufacture,” to strike out ‘* 14 cents ” and insert 
‘‘valued at not more than 6 cents per pound, | cent;” so as to 
make the paragraph read: 


139. Axles, or parts thereof, axle bars, axle blanks, or forgings for axles, 
whether of iron or steel, without reference to the stage or state of manufac- 


The reading of the bill will 
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ture, valued at not more than 6 cents per pound, 1 cent per pound: Provided. 
That when iron or steel axles are imported fitted in wheels, or 


wheels, of iron or stee 1, ang shall be Gutiable at the same rate as the wheels 
in which they are fit 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I wanted to inquire of the Senator in charge of the 
bill why that grade is changed there, and the words ‘‘ valued at 
not more than 6 cents per pound, 1 cent” inserted? That lan- 
guage is not in the McKinley Act nor in the existing law. There 
may be some good reason for it; and if so, I should like to know 
what it is. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose the reason for it is that if valued at 
more than 6 cents per pound, the axles will go into the basket 
clause and pay a duty of 45 or 85 per cent ad valorem, whichever 
it may be. It is intended that very high-grade axles shall pay a 
higher rate of duty than that proposed here. There are fine axles 
sold at 20, 30, 50, and 60 cents per pound. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at paragraph 140, on page 
48, line 18, as follows: 

140. Blacksmiths’ hammers and sledges, track tools, wedges, and crowbars, 
whether of iron or steel, 14 cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. If imtended to make a remark on paragraph 138 as 
to the increased duty upon anvils. The duty under the existing 
law is 14 cents a pound, under the McKinley Act 24 cents, and in 
this bill 2 centsa pound. It is not a matter of any very general 


Mr. ae of ber oir ee I — emf on aave that para. 
gr or a few utes, an ps for day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, paragraph 
142 will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendine:: of 
the Committee on Finance was, in ph 145, e 44, ~ 10, 
after the word “act,” to strike out “14 cents” and insert ‘ 
tenths of 1 cent;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

145. f ble iron not f ct 
(cuiodltelbosscsae not specially provided for in this act 

The ameadment was _— to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed; and paragraphs 146 ay 
147 were read, as follows: 

146. Cast bellow ware. coated planed, or tinned, 2 cents a pound. 

147. Chain or chains of all fies anade of iron or not less than three. 
fourths ef 1 inch in diameter, 1} cents ree three-fourths of 
1 inch and not less than three-cighths 1 inch in diameter. 1 14 cents ‘per 
pound; less than three-eighths of ae eae ane mot jess than 
sixteenths of 1 amcter, 3} cemts por pound: but mo chain than five-sixte 


of 1 inch in diameter, 3} cents per chain or chains of an) 
scription shall pay a lower rate of uty than 45 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, in to paragraph 147, I hay 
a communication here to which I il donee to attract the attent i = 
of the Senate. It is from the firm of Hermann Boker & (o., im 
porters, of New York. It is as follows: 


' importance, but it is one of very t importance to the black- __ Deans - j newt ot March 2, 1397 
smiths of the country, who, asa rale, are not a wealthy class. BAR SIR: ee a tariff calls for a duty cents per p ind 
I make this statement, which the \Goustor from Iowa, I think, hain of all mahie of ivon or not less than five-sixteenths of au 


7 eee ¥ vided that the I t 
will concede to be true, that thereare anvils made abroad—Ican not = er — ee © per cent ad 


just now recall the name, though I have documents in regard to 
the subject—which are absolutely necessary to the blacksmiths of 
this country, which can not be produced in the United States, and 
never have been. They have arebounding quality which we have 
never been able to give to the anvils made in the United States. 


aac 
eae Se ee SRY eT ea aP a aven oF eben! lees th 1an 
five-sixteenths of an inch in diam 
Under the tariff bill of Se such chains was 2} cents per pound, 
provided that the dut ‘be less than 45 cent ad valorem. 
The duty on such Sa whieh ie paid under present Wilson bill is 3) 
per cent ad valorem. 


You can go to the poorest neighborhood in the Western States and aon ortations of chain hed te Bm he the place of the eat wep chait i 
you will find one of these imported anvils. They + ig resonant and in 4 be tohand you, inclosed, a ta table 2 ewes’ duties waicl would have 
rebounding, they endure for an indefinite period, and they have with uties paid 
never bees ‘prodwced in this country. "Tits is a notorious tack | SRash.teetar ot ta, RS youll begenl to zat 90 por 


and I can not understand why there should be an increase upon 
an article of that kind in this great bill, which is to produce mil- 
lions of dollars of revenue. 

if the Senate will permit me, by unanimous consent, I will go 
er and move to restore the duty to what it is under the existing 

w 

Mr. ALLISON. At 1% cents? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not object to going back. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
and paragraph 138 will be again read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

188. Anvils of iron or steel, or of iron and steel combined, by whatever 
process made, or in whatever stage of manufacture, 2 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam told that many of these anvils are very 
expensive. It may be that 1} cents a pound will be sufficient 
anys but I do not think so. 

VEST. The Senator from Lowa knows that the statement 
I made in regard to these anvils is true. I have had occasion to 
examine it under two tariff bills. I can not recall the name, but 
the junior Senator ene aos Sea en oa gives me the first name. 
It is Peter somebody. anvils as they have never 
been made by any body a He has some secret process, and we 
have never been able to reproduce them in the United States. I 
know they are used by every poor blacksmith in the West. I have 
had ere me in Missouri that if it took all they had, 
they would buy one of these an because they could not do their 
oe mf aa ee a ion county, trcase i articles 
not confin any foreign co we uce 
that can not be produced abroad. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make no contest about that statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The amendment submitted by 
anemia teae te ae 43, line 10, before the 

BCRETARY paragra’ page ore 
word ‘‘cents,” it is proposed to strike out “two” and insert “one 
and three-fourths; ;” so as to read: 


sizes. These duties would be prohibitive, prevent all further importation 
of chain, and appear excessi 

We would propose a duty of 30 or 35 per cent ad valorem on chain. This 
would ee een ere eeeennee one still allow 
some imported and continue to give revenue to the Government. 

: = oa HERMANN BOKER & (0. 

a Soe 5 
Nr eran tenate, Washington, D. C. 


cane this letter is a short table, which I will ask to 
the Recorp. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, in the 
absence of objection. 


The table referred to is as follows: 
é Duty on chains. 







Halters, 6 feet 
(per dozen). 


No.2. cnthbaid mabcinintinameiia 
TG tienen dngignntehin aie saadinnine 
OA. pride tannins aenitensanglnanpntetgit 


indie snilirseccukeciadblncccentaiel 






*Per cent. 


Mr. WHITE. pens oe cree seers te 

rates to which this correspondent refers, they seem, in 

tee Sa ene high. 

called. Seen ites St ice 

what canaie Se: all these 

bear not less than 45 per advalorem. I have sev- 
that of Hermann 


steel bined cl ctcaestdeetienshadh eimai Boker 
pelea al inoue —— ec ieee 1 conte aa & Co., of New York, and those coincide with Joseph 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- F. ey emene, a very house, which I happen to 
ment submitted by the Senator from Missouri. {Putting the | know, are very con with all this matter of chains ‘vor 
question.} The “ayes” a to have it. a largely and also deal in the domestic article. Th:) 
Mr. ALLISON. If the ae Seeteen ae iy eapen” hereon the clause putting 45 per cent upon chains is in its |! 
shall not cail for the yeas prohibitive. 


Mr. VEST. Oh, hee tt t is right. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The “ayes” have it; and the 


The reaing ofthe bill was resumed at paragraph 142, 8 fellows 
oe at ae Seehatee etn, Sate oe 
aquare foot; ail 20 cents per square foot. ‘ 


I am informed by an expert, who has examined this clause a1! 
report to me, that it amounts to 4 crease over thee upon 


ber 
> 


ang 








1897. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the letter 
ill be read. 
Withe Secretary read as follows: 
New York, May 15, 1897. 


| 


; 
} 


: 


F 
i 


i 
Bg 
i 


Z 
; 
: 


Hon. SeNATOR VEST. 
Dear Sir: We beg to call your attention to paragraph 147 of the Senate 
tariff bill chain shall pay 1 5 is 
w Teo cham pemebaing, teat me chats oball yay lens them if per cont Gat, 
Wilson bill, and in our o is entirely unnecessary from a revenue stand- 
ee t driving the foreign chain out of the market, 
natn oe oan. of aut at 30 per cent oa veleree. and if revenue is 
wanted, duty should be left at pe cent or reduced below that figure. 

It is only a few kinds of chain that are now imported, most of the principal 
importations of chain being coil and halter chain from Germany. 

he i of this of chain is lessening every year, and how the 
Government is to get any revenue from it in the future by increasing the 
sresent rate of duty, and lessen opportunity for importing in the 
Fata re, we can not tell. : 

To make the duty 45 per cent will no doubt lessen revenue, and to make 
the duty on ncipal sizes sold so extreme, as shown in our statement, 
will cer stop importation and advance prices of American chain to all 
iO hbiting, ua sopaas here, and making every consumer among 
70,000,000 people pay a“ stand up and deliver ” tax, may properly be named 
ome Sanently sought for in the Dingley bill or Senate bill, we are 
with he eel we can whenever necessary, and hope your 
efforts will be given to a tariff bill for revenue proposed including justice 
to all. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as I had occasion to remark, the 
duties can not be less than 45 per cent ad valorem, and withont 

i the Senate, which I have had an expert 
examine, and which declares to be correct, it is enough to say 
in conclusion that the McCoy Company make these duties 102 per 
cent, 87 per cent, 874 per cent, 75 per cent, and 51 per cent, al- 
ways provided that the duty can not be jess than — cent. 

There is no sort of excuse for these increases. e command 
the market of the United States, and we are able to do it upon all 
these articles of iron and steel. We export, and there is no coun- 
— the world that competes with us successfully or can under- 

lus. You go to Europe to-morrow, and you will find all over 
the Continent American steel and iron manufactures underselling 
the foreigners. There are only one or two articles in which they 
can undersell us. 

For instance, take the very low-priced German knives, which 
we can not in this country for less than 25 cents, and 
they are there for 5 and 6 cents. With that ion, even 
when you come to metals, clocks and watches, you will find Amer- 
ican clocks and American watches for sale in Germany and in 
France. We are the most ingenious people in the world; we have 
the largest natural resources; we have the best workmen in the 
world, and why should we continue to put up these enormous 
duties? It can not be to hold the American market, for we have 
8. The only ible reason there can be 

it, the only possible excuse for it, is to enable the American 

manufacturer to put up the price of his goods to the American 
consumer. 

had to produce in 1890, and can produce to-morrow, 

published in the city of New York, showing 

of agricultural implements of every de- 

shovels, hoes, reapers, Ows, 

advertised to be sold at a discount to 

conversing with an Ameriean manufacturer, 

why this was, and told him I liad tables which 

or 50 per cent on these 

oreigners, and that they 

in European and South American , his 

after supplying the Amer- 

y use for it; it is like the rem- 


tL 


l 


them up and sacrifice 
duties are not necessary except 
purpose of putting up the price to the American con- 


a eee emaence wealllnow, who 
the father reciprocity, upon a differential 
Brazil and the South American 

; that is to say,if they would let 
Si eieiiiaadigh, was would mabe a Giscount 


ee 
; 
i 


r 


! 


shows—and I have had occa- 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
he committee will be stated. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
44, paragraph 147, line 15, before the words ** per pound,” to strike 
out *‘and one-fourth cents” and insert ‘‘cent;” in line 18, before 
the word “cents,” to strike out ‘‘one-half” and insert 
fourth;” in line 19, after the word ‘‘diameter.” to strike out 
not less than five-sixteenths of 1 inch in diameter;” in line 20, 
before the word “cents,” to insert ‘‘ and one-half;” and in line 21, 
after the word “pound,” to strike out “less than five-sixteenths 
of 1 inch im diameter, 3} cents per pound;” so as to make the para- 
graph read: 


147. Chain or chains of all kinds, made of iron or stee! 


The amendment reported by 


** one- 
“and 


, not less than three 
fourths of 1 inch in diameter, 1 cent per pound; less than three-fourths of |! 
inch and not less than three-eighths of 1 inch in diameter, 1} cents per pound 
less than three-eighths of 1 inch in diameter, 2} cents per pound; but nochain 
or chains of any description shall pay a lower rate of duty than 4 per cent 
ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to substitute for section 147 the follow- 
ing language, being section 137 of the present law: 


Chains of all kinds, made of iron or steel, 8) per cent ad valorem 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from California will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all of section 147 
as amended and insert: 


Chains of all kinds, made of iron or steel, 30 per cent ad valorem 


Mr. WHITE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). 
trausfer of my pair with the Senator from Kentucky 
to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRIcH}, 
to vote, and I vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Vermont |Mr. Proctor}. 
should vote “yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I have a general 

ir with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THurstron]. He not 

ing nt, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco}. If he were 
present, he would vote “‘ yea” and I should vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I havea 
general pair with the Senator from Illinois {Mr.CuLLom]. Ashe 
is not in his seat, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. VEST (after having voted in the affirmative). I ask unani- 
mous consent to declare my pair with the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALpricu], and I ask to withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GaLiLinGer in the chair), 
That will be the order, in the absence of objection. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 32; as follows: 


Under the 
_— LINDSAY | 
am at liberty 


I am paired 
Otherwise I 


YEAS—17. 
Bacon, Cockrell, Mills, Walthall, 
Bate, Harris, Kans. Mitchell, White. 
Berry, Heitfeld, Morgan, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
Clay, Kenney, Turpie, 
NAYS-®. 

Allison, verve. McBride, Platt, N. Y¥. 

Gallinger, McEnery, Pritchard, 
Carter, Gear, Me Millan, Quay, 
Clark, Hale, Mason, Sewell 
Davis, Hanna, Nelson, Shoup, 
Deboe, Hawley, Penrose, Spooner, 
Fairbanks, Hoar, Perkins, Stewart, 
F er, Lodge, Platt, Conn. Wetmore. 

NOT VOTING—4. 

Faulkner, Mallory, Smith, 
Allen, George, Mantle, Teller, 
Baker, L Gorman, Martin, Thurston, 
Butler, Gray, Morriil, Tillman, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Murphy, Turner, 

Harris, Tenn. Pasco, Vest, 
Chandler, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, Warren, 
Cullom, yle, Proctor, Wellington, 
Daniel, indsay, Rawlins, Wilson, 
Elkins, McLaurin, Roach, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at paragraph 148. The next 
amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 148, 
page 45, line 4, after the word “‘ pounds,” to insert ‘all other iron 
or steel tubes, finished or unfinished, not specially provided for in 
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—_ act, 830 per cent ad valorem;” so as to make the paragraph 
read: 





148. Lap welded, butt welded, seamed, or jointed iron or steel boiler tubes, 
pipes, flues, or stays, not thinner than No. 16 wire uge, 2 cents per pound; 
welded cylindrical furnaces, made from plate metal, 2} cents per pound; all 
other iron or steel tubes, finished or unfinished, not specially provided for in 
this act, #0 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. CHILTON. In this schedule there has been a general 
tendency to follow the Wilson rates, but here is an instance in 
which the Senate committee have raised the Wilson duty from 25 
to 80 per cent, and it seems to me the increase isentirely unjustifia- 
ble. The proviso which has been added to this paragraph reaches 
what are known as hollow billets, such tubes, I may say to my 
friend the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], as are used for 
bicycle purposes. Those billets are produced in Sweden, and none 
of them are made by the iron men in this country. 

The only beneficiary of this particular increase of tariff, accord- 
ing to my information, would be the American patentee of a 
machine used to hollow out solid billets. All the billets made in 
the United States are solid billets, and he has invented a machine 
for hollowing out those billets. The duty fixed in this paragraph 
does not even rise to the dignity of helping American industries. 
It would help but a single individual or firm, and that is the indi- 
vidual or firm which will enjoy a complete monopoly by reason 
of a patented invention. 

There was a revenue last year of $300,000, I believe, from the im- 

portation of these hollow billets, and it should not be cut off by 
making the duty too high. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa 
if he can state any good reason for increasing the tariff gn these 
hollow billets? We should vote down the committee amendment, 
and then put hollow billets in the former clause of the paragraph 
at same rate as boiler tubes. 
Mr. ALLISON. I do not think it is a very great increase. It 
is 30 per cent ad valorem. It is largely confined to hollow tubes 
and hollow billets used for the manufacture of bicycles. There 
is no doubt about that. I do not think it is an excessive duty at 
all, judging from the price we pay for bicycles these days, and I 
think it is a very good revenue duty. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In that connection, I will read a 
clipping which I took from a paper a few days ago, dated Pitts- 
burg, May 20: 


For the past month or so representatives of the four largest Marslesaas 
manufactories in the Midland — have been negotiating with tube plants 
in this country, looking to the formation of an international bicycle-tube 
trust. To-night it is announced that their mission to this country Gee been 
successful, and the first international trust of the kind has been formed. 

The trust has ——_ outright the tabe 


lants at Ellwood and Greenville 
Pa. The price paid fer the two the privilege of using the Stiefel 
seamless-tube process was close to 


> 
The only other tube plants in this country are at Shelbyville and Toledo, 


and Brooklyn, N. Y. It is not probable that these plants will be taken into 
the trust. 


Possibly that may throw some light on the subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not very much. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHILTON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, The 
proviso is proposed to be added by the Senate. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

‘Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. He is not pres- 
ent, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLay]. I do not see 
him present, and therefore withhold my vote. If he were present, 
I should vote “ yea.” . 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Utah | Mr. Cannoy]}. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THursTon], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). For the purpose of 
this vote I am paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALpricH]}, who is detained from the Chamber. Were he present, 
I should vote “‘ nay” and he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called), I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were 
present, he would vote ‘‘nay” and | should vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WHITE. I will transfer the pair which, as I stated a 
moment ago, I have with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr., 
ALpricu] to the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 


I am paired 
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——. 


The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 16; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 

Allison, rte McEnery, may, 
Burrows, Gallinger, MeMilian, pail, 
Carter, Gear, Shoup, 
Chandler, Hale, Nelson, Spooner, 
Davis, Hanna, Perkins, Stewart. 
Rees, = Yee 

rban oar, owe i , 
Foraker, McBride, Pritchard, o 

NAYS—16. 
Bacon, Chilton, Mitchell, Turpie, 
Bate, Cockrell, Morgan, Vest. 
Berry, Jones, Ark. Pet Ww, Walthall, 
Caffery, Mills, Pettus, White. 
NOT VOTING—422. 

Aldrich, George, Roach, 
Allen, Gorman, McLaurin, Smith, 
Baker, Gray Mallory, Teller, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Mantle, Thurston, 
Cannon, Harris, Kans. Marti Nman, 
Clark, Harris, Ten Morril Turner, 
Clay, Heitfeld, Murphy, Warren, 
Cullom, Jones, Nev. Pasco, Wellington, 
Daniel, Kenney, Penrose, Wolcott. 
Elkins, Ex \ Proctor, 
Faulkner, ndsay, Rawlins, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, under the head of ** Cutlery,” on 
page 45, to strike out all after line 7 down to and including line 
15, on page 46, as follows: 

149. Penkni tkni 
knives of all oda rts thereof wholly or partially manufactured, in. 
cluding such as have file blades, or manicure . each of which 
shall be held to be a blade, if valued at not more than 40 cents per dozen, |) 


knives, and erasers or manicure 


cents per dozen Ere cent ad m; all others, having but one blade. 
50 cents per dozen oa cent ad valorem; if having but two blades, $j 
ver dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem; if but three blades, 31.50 per 


dozen and 20 per centad ; if having four blades or more, $2 per dozen 
and 20 Re cont ad valorem; and on all the articles in this paragraph with han 
dies or le coverings of l or tortoise shell, having but two blades, 
cents per dozen, having blades or more, 75 cents dozen, in addi- 
an he & 3 ee ee ed ay or unfinished, 
ued a’ more per Conan, per > ued at more than $3 
dozen, and in addi 


ition thereto, on all razors and 
15 per cent ad valorem. and shears, finished or unfin- 


Scissors 
val at not more than $1.75 per dozen, 50 cents per dozen and 15 per 

cent ad valorem; valued at more than $1.75 per dozen, 75 cents per dozen and 
20 per cent ad valorem. 

And insert in lieu thereof: 

149. Fenknives or ves, knives, knives, and buddi 
-knives of all kinds, coud oi. erasers or re knives, or vere 
thereof, wholly or paeth ufactured, valued at not more than 4) cents 


man 

ee < = ad valorem; eee than monte per en 
and not ex ng ov cen dozen, 1 cent per piece and per cent ad va- 
lorem; valued at more tha 50 cents per dozen and not exceeding $1.5) per 
d valorem; valued at more than 
per dozen, 10 cents per piece and 4) per 
20 cents per piece and 4 
BD = + phe nis _ — 
$1.50 dozen, cen dozen and r cent ad valo- 

than and not re than $3 gue dosen, $1.75 per 


E 
= 
g 
z 
B 


dozen and 20 cent ad Scissors and shears, and blades for the 
same, or at more than 50 cents per dozen, 15 cents 
per dozen and 15 per cent ad ; valued at more than 50 cents and not 
more than $1.75 per Come, 50 cents per dozen and 15 per cent ad valorem; 
valued at more 31.75 per dozen, 75 cents per dozen and 25 per cent ad 


Mr. ALLISON. I wish to offer an amendment. After line 4, 
on 47, I move to insert what I send to the desk. _ 
he Secretary. After the words “‘ad valorem,” in line 8, page 
47, it is proposed to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That handles, or other parts of either or any of the fore- 
going articles, a in any other manner than assembled in finished 
sd for peakniv it 'bo ubject See ERa aires, manicure 

vi «knives, manicure 

erasers Valned at anune than 50 not more than $1.5 per 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the commit- 
tee will be modified according to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 9, I move to strike out, beginning with 
the word * Razors” and with the words ‘‘ad valorem, 10 
line 16, and insert what I send to the desk, which is merely 4 
es phraseology, and provides for a bracket which was 
om 


The SECRETARY. After theamendment just adopted, strike out 
all of the bill down to and including the words “ad valorem, 19 
line 16, and insert: 


ed at less than $1.0 

Razors and razor blades, finished or See colon se ee at $1.50 per 
cent ad valorem; 
per vent ad valorem. 












The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment as amended. — ; 

Mr. VEST. I offer a substitute for the entire paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Missouri offers 
a substitute for the paragraph, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 149 and 
insert: 

tkni lasp kni d erasers or manicure 

pt PIES Rte parte therect, vaely ‘a ‘partially eanaaiactured, 
includin, as have corkscrews. file blades, or manicure blades, each of 
which be held to bea blade, if valued at not more than 40 cents per 
dozen, 10 cents per dozen and 15 per cent ad valorem; all others having but 
one blade, 40 cents per dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem; if having but two 
blades, 60 cents per dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem; if having but three 
blades, 80 cents per dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem; if having four blades 
or more, $1 per dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem: P) ovided, That no article 
of the above named shall pay a higher rate of duty than 70 per cent ad 


blades, finished or unfinished, valued at not more than $4 

per dozen, $1 per dozen; valued at more than $4 per dozen, $1.75 per dozen, 

and in addition thereto, on all razors and razor blades, 15 per cent ad valorem. 
Scissors and shears, finished or unfinished, 45 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. On account of the change of classification it is im- 
possible, from the comparative statement, to tell what have been 
the increases in the duty upon cutlery and razors and erasers. I 
have before me a statement of the house of Alfred Field & Co., as 
reputable as there is in the world, the largest cutlery house in the 
United States, not so an establishment, if hardware be in- 
cluded, as the Simmons Hardware Company, of St. Louis, which, 


possibly, is the est establishment in the world, but they deal 
not only in cutlery, but in hardware besides. The house of Alfred 
Field deals in cu and guns and pistols. 


Before going to the articles in detail, here is a calculation based 
upon the actual import prices at the custom-house in New York 
which you will not find in the comparative statement. It is im- 
possible to run it out under the classificationas made. The state- 
ment which I have shows the duty under the Wilson Act, under 
the Dingley bill, and under the Senate amendment. 


Comparative statement of duties on cutiery. 


Senate | Dingley 
Wilson | Dingley | amend- 





increase| ment 
Articles. average.|average.| ment over increase 

average.| Wilson. | over 
ilson. 
Percent. | Per cent.| Per cent.| Per cent.| Per cent. 
Pocket cutlery .............--. 53 137 99 160 87} 
RI scntediiths tededteveneces- 45 57 60 %6 334 
Scissors and shears .......... 45 72 72 60 60 
Table knives, l handles. 45 65 65 45 45 
a frory handles. 35 80 80 130 130 

knives, ru an 

celluloid handles ........... fs] 55 55 60 60 
Table knives, bone handles 35 150 150 330 380 
Table knives, tel dks, 35 160 160 360 360 
“Tala Didi Galetiaasee 35 65 65 90 9 





oe also give the same information as to breech-loading gans, 

and we have not yet reached that item I will give the 

Under the Wilson Act, the existing law, it is 30 per cent, 

70 per cent under the Dingley bill, 55 per cent under the Senate 

an increase of 133 per cent by the Dingley bill 

the Senate amendment. 

ie prepared by the same house, and I person- 

in ity and correctness of the house. Mr. 

superintendent of the house, I know well. 

since 1890, when he was here representing the 

of his house, Alfred Field & Co. He 

stands at the head of his business. He never has been impeached 

fairness. This shows, without going into de- 

tail, that 7 e lower-priced goods the increase of duty is the 

extends entirely through the whole schedule. 

It is almost incredible that there should be an increase of 330 to 

oo os article of common neces- 
both pocketknives table cutlery. 

. President, the condition of the trade is not such as to war- 


rant such increase. I to have before me an adver- 

cn Age Of 11, 1897, of the Goodell Cut- 

pon Bans ony An , N. H., in which they declare: ‘‘ Our 
business has 2,300 per cent in twenty years.” 


CuTLERY. Table knives and forks, carvers and butchers, shoe, bread, ch: 
putty, kitchen knives, etc., in great variety. es 


increased twenty-three hundred tint t 
aaesle, cunitathe nelane, tee declan wa ik ve 


The best jobbing trade handle our lines. 
GoopeL. Company, Antrim, N. H. 


Our 
years. 
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Two thousand three hundred per cent in twenty years! 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Missouri tell me how 
many the company made the first year? 

Mr. VEST. I have not an idea, but there is the statement. I 
have put it in the RecorpD and the Senator from Connecticut 
can examine it. It makes no difference, it seems to me, when the 
increase took place. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will pardon me, suppose the 
company made only one the first year. 

Mr. VEST. Then they made up in the balance of the years, 
and so much higher the compliment to the existing system of 
tariff taxation. If they commenced at 1 per cent and then went 
up to 2,300 per cent in twenty years, I take it they could not have 
had much more legislation in their favor, if it came from legisla- 
tion. Two thousand three hundred per cent in twenty years! It 
shows that this is no infant industry; that it has not perished 
under the duties of the Wilson Act; that there is no necessity for 
these enormous increases on pocket cutlery of 330 and 340 per 
cent. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Missouri pardon me? I 
have known a great many industries to start in my own city of 
Worcester, which has a great variety, and nearly every one of 
them, I think, has increased 2,300 per cent the first year. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me, 
suppose that twenty years ago they did $1,000 worth of business, 
and now they do $23,000 worth of business. That would have 
been an increase of 2,300 per cent, would it not? 

Mr. VEST. It certainly shows that they have not died. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They have existed. There is nothing re- 
markable in thisstatement. The Senator is confounding the gross 
amount of business done with the tariffrate. Itis simple enough, 
if the Senator would be inclined to look atit fairly. This wasa 
petty business twenty years ago, a few hundred dollars, perhaps 
$1,000 or $2,000,worth of business. Now it is twenty-three times 
as large, and the business has been built up as against the cheap 
cutlery of England by tariff duty, but it is now languishing. 
There are differences of opinion as to what makes the hard times, 
and we might have a longdebate on all the causes that contribute 
to hard times, but that the cutlery manufacture in this country 
needs a very large protection against the methods and the cheap 
labor of Europe there is no doubt, and nobody knows it any better 
than the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr..VEST. I stand here to say, and can prove it, that the 
American manufacturer of cutlery, upon all except the very 
lowest-priced German knives, has taken the trade away from the 
foreigner. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
allow me one word? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not propose to discuss the 
subject very much. The number of dozens of knives imported in 
the year ending June 30, 1896, was 1,266,882. The number of doz- 
ens of knives made in the United States, estimated as nearly as 
ossible, was 250,000 dozen, being about one-fifth of the quantity 
imported. 

Mr. VEST. I have no disposition to deal unfairly with this 
subject. I state that upon knives up to 15 or 20 cents, which are 
manufactured in Germany, the American manufacturer has never 
pretended to compete, but when you go above 25 cents for a knife, 
when you go to $22 and $23 a dozen, we have taken the domestic 
market away from the foreigner. The cutlery business in the 
United States is in a flourishing condition compared with other 
trades and other productions. Of course there is genera! depres- 
sion; that goes without saying; but the cutlery industry has not 
suffered out of proportion or anything like in the same proportion 
with other industries in the United States. 

Now, we have the contention always that without this enor- 
mous protection these industries linger and languish and die. I 
do not care when the 2,300 per cent increase took place. Suppose 
it commenced with a business of $1,000 and increased 2,300 per 
cent upon that capital. The fact remains that it has not lingered 
and has not languished and has not died. 

Now let us go to the other contention, that the tariff is imposed 
for the —. of equalizing the difference in labor cost in this 
country and abroad. I have in my hand the official report of the 
commissioner of labor of Connecticut for the year 1898, upon the 
different interests in that State. The gentleman who made it is a 
aro Laeeene care and he can not be suspected of 
any 8 with me on the tariff question. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. For what year? 

Mr. VEST. For 1893. It is the last one I have been able to 
obtain. On cutlery the proportion of labor out of 100 is 51.57, an 
unusual poe oflabor. Isit necessary to put on a protective 
duty of 100 or 125 per cent in order to cover a difference of labor 
of 51.57? In the census reports the amount of labor in cutlery is 
44 per cent out of 100. There can be no pretense that the duties 
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in the pending bill are for the purpose of equalizing the difference 
in labor. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That report of the labor commis- 
por embraces all cutlery, I think—table cutlery and pocket 
cutlery. 

Mr. VEST. Iam talking about all of it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I sup that, on an average, it 
may be a correct estimate of the rate, but on pocket cutlery there 
is no question but that the labor cost is from 85 to 90 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. This commissioner puts it at 40 to 45 per cent. 
Here is the official report, and Iam bound to state that I believe 
it is correct, because it comes from a witness who has not the 
slightest sympathy with my opinions on this question. 

r. President, in addition to that, I have here a very fair state- 
ment from the importers of cutlery in the United States. I will 
ask the Senator from California [Mr. WuirTe] to read it. His 
voice is better than mine. I will ask the Senator first to read the 
names of the signers, all the large cutlery merchants in the United 
States. I call the attention of the Senate to it, and I state now 
that it is the fairest statement I have ever read upon cutlery. 

Mr. WHITE. The document referred to by the Senator is 
signed a Field & Co., Hermann Boker & Co., Vom Cleff 
& Co.; . Wostenholm & Son, Limited, per Edward Beckett; 
Wiebusch & Hilger, Limited, per W. M. Taussig, treasurer; Graef 
& Schmidt, Fabyan Knife Company; Joseph F. a 
Joseph F. McCoy, president; Geo. Borgfeldt & Co., F. A. Koch 
& Co., and John G. Witte & Bro. 

The statement is as follows: 


CUTLERY. 


New Yorx Crry, May 22, 1397. 
The Finance Committee of the Senate, Washington, D. C. 


GENTLEMEN: We, the unde , desire to make a most earnest and em- 
phatic protest in tion to the complex Teer of duties, based on value, 
as incorporated in the Senate amendment to Dingley bill on cutlery. 

It is claimed that the mixed duties prevent undervaluation. It is the very 
method that makes undervaluation easily possible. We claim to be honest 
merchants, and challenge the strictest investigation of our records, both in- 
side and outside the appraisers’ department, and in some cases our records 
cover a period of arty yesee. 

Prior to the McKinley tariff the rates on cutlery were purely ad valorem, 
and under that system cases of undervaluation were substantially unknown, 
because, in order to make any satisfac’ gain, the undervaluation must nat- 
——e - so great that the risk involved deterred dishonest people from the 
attempt. 

It bas been shown to the Committee on Ways and Means that under the 
complex system of the McKinley tariff on pocketknives, by an undervalua- 
tion of 5 per cent only, a saving of 21 per cent in the cost of the goods could 
be made, and by the same system under the Wilson tariff, by an undervalua- 
tion of 5) per cent only, a saving of 16 per cent in the cost o: pet ore could 
be obtained, and that these results could not be accomplished era purely 
ad valorem system, representing the equivalent rates of duty, without un- 
dervaluations of about 40 per cent and 31} per cent, respectively, which 
would be easil senses, and incur 


honest men, 
honest men. We therefore submit that the 
of ievying — on auch goods as Sty oe 2) 
cent on same descriptions, purel valorem 
understand American aineuarens of 


We man 
‘Ways and Means Committee, contended for an average of 70 cent ad va- 
lorem, but submitted e schedule,which was adopted by that com- 
on 


just and equitable method 
many hun- 


ves, before the 


mittee, and which for the fiscal 


Out an average werage ad valorem 
pocketknives under 


While balding strongly to the opinion that 

an 

would best serve the of the Government and 
on, 


on value, and that way is to follow the scheme of the Dingley bill in tax;, 
the number of blades. We therefore submit the following lation, based 
on the oy of poceemaares ave eo eees year of This calculation 
averages 78} per cen valorem, mite safe against undervaluatio, ... 
is the atenost the goods will bear without utter destruction iteeeens _— 


Welee not — 40 nt. 
cents per dozen. . : 
Value over 40 cts. $44, 999 


24, 960 
315, 952 
201, 958 


O41, B4 
* 1,019,748 


This schedule averages a specific rate of 60 cents 
schedule avereges a specific rate of 43} cents 
Table cutlery, carvers, etc-—The most estimates indicate that only 
about 5 per cent to 7} per cent of the consumption is imported, and t).;, 
mainly on account of the reputation of the makers back of them. On «|| ; 
goods the market price is well known, and no chance for undervaluat i, 
exists. These goods should, without question, be subject to an ad valor. 
rate only; and when we say that the American manufacturers have obts.),0.| 
from #0 per cent to 95 per cent of the consumption under heretofore exist in¢ 
rates of 35 per cent to 45 per cent, we think it must at anyone that 
this rate is sufficient for prot and should be lower if increase. 
revenue isdesired. As the a handle table knives 
one forks _— up to 355 et cent; gebtes, bane, uloid pensles up to 
f Bence, poe ene vi handles, up per cent; carving knives and 
- ss, up to fi per cent, rates are, of course, absurd from any point 
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_ ss rate American earers have 
tured mar on shears, and large quan are exported, 
omestic manufacturers having their own agents and places of })usiness 
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complex rates in the proposed tariff billaverage about 70 cent, and would 
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buy them. There is 
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e close with a strong appeal to the Senate not to permit the adoption of 
any plan of duties that involves specific rates on value, as being dis- 


tinctly Sees Sone practices, and as being seriously 
detrimental to merchan 

Tesweiem that sections 149 and 151 of the tariff be amended s0 as to read 
as follows, , the rates herein mentioned being amply protective to Amer- 
ican manufacturers and as high as the producing of revenue will allow. wo 
protest against any schedules adopting higher rates than the following on 


cutlery: 

“So. 149. Penknives or tknives, clasp knives, pruning knives, an 
budding knives, of all ki or parts thereof, and erasers and manicur: 
knives, or parts thereof, w or partly valued at not more 
than 40 cents per dozen, 10 cents per dozen and 20 cent ad valorem. 

** Valued at more than 40 cents per dozen, one- 40 cents per dozen and 
0 per cent ad valorem. 

“Valued at more than 40 cents per dozen, two-blade, 60 cents per dozen and 
20 per cent ad valorem. 

* Valued at more than 40 cents per dozen, three-blade, 80 cents per dozcn 
and 20 cent ad valorem. 


** Valued at more than 40 cents per dozen, four-blade, $1 per dozen and ~) 
per cent ad 


Razors and razor blades, finished or unfinished, of all kinds, 50 per cent 
valorem. 


‘Scissors and shears, and blades for the same, finished or unfinished, {5 per 
t ad valorem. 


“Src.15L Table, butchers’. cooks’, hunting, kitchen, bread, butter, 
» , . artists’,and shoe knives, 
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ords, we are exporting from this country to England 
other Jing right at the seat of the cutlery interest—in Sheffield. 


It is very true that there are two classes of cutlery in which we 
do not with foreigners, and never will. One is the very 
low-priced cutlery made in Germany. We can not make that 
class of cutlery in the United States. We make no knives under 
95 cents. at 25 cents. Of course we make them at 
wholesale for , but they are retailed at 25 cents. 

PLATT of Connecticut. Knives are made in Connecticut 
which retail at 10 cents. ‘ ; ‘ 

Mr. VEST. I have seen an American knife at 10 cents, but it 
could hardly be called a knife. — 

Mr. GEAR. Yes; a boy’s knife. ; 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. We have in the State where I 
reside a that makes a knife, and edges on it, ‘‘ Miller Bros. 
Cutle Soy 10-cent knife.” 

Mr. T. ; I have seen them. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
is a good knife. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator's pardon, they are not sold every- 
where. They are rare. I have seen the knife. It does not begin 
to ome with the foreign knife at the same price. 

Mr. PLATT of cut. It is much better. 

Mr. VEST. There is one other class of knives in which we can 
not compete with foreigners, and that is the very high-priced 
pocketknives you buy of Rodgers and Wostenholm & Co. They 
are sold upon their stamp and they are sold to people of means. 
A man who pays $2.50 or $3 or $4 for a pocketknife, and they go 
as high as $10, as a matter of course is a rich man comparatively 
in the United States. No poor man pays such prices. 

But [ do not wish to @etain the Senate, and I will show, as an 
objectlesson, knives furnished by the heuse of Alfred Field & Co., 
without any request upon my part, to show how we have ad- 
vanced in cutlery in the United States. Here is a knife [exhibit- 
ing] the selling price of which in Sheffield is $3.62 a dozen, and 
the selling price in the United States for the same knife is $2.80. 
There are the two knives [exhibiting], and I defy any Senator to 
tell them . The American knife, if anything, is superior to 
the British knife, and Mr. Saxton makes the statement—and he is 
willing to make affidavit to it and bring the knives to show it— 
that American knife to-day of the same quality is cheaper 
than the British knife. 

Here is another knife [exhibiting]. I have nine samples here of 
pocketknives. There are two knives éxactly the same, to all ap- 

nee. Theselling price of one of them, of the same knife, in 
d, is $4.55 a dozen, and in the United States it is $4.25. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What becomes of the argument 
that the is added to the price of the domestic article? 

Mr. - Lam talking about the selling price in England. 

Mr. GEAR. What becomes of the argument when the Senator 
said we could not com with that kind of a knife? 

Mr. VEST. I am ery 8 ing about the cost of making 
such a knife. Iunderstand that our friends on the other side— 
some of them—contend that the duty is not added to the price. 

Mr. MASON. You have = demonstrated that fact yourself. 
Mr Not at all. 


tention at all to my remarks they would have heard me state that 
the selling in Sheffield is $4.55 a dozen and the selling price 
of the same knife in the United States is $4.25 a dozen. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Of the Sheffield knife? 


They are sold everywhere, and it 


Mr. VEST. Of the American knife, made like the Sheffield 
knife, and which you could not distinguish from it; and if the 


Senator can do so, I will give up the argument. I am not talking 
about the British knife brought here and sold in our markets—as 
8 matter of course, if it was brought here and 100 per cent duty 
t = the importer would charge the 100 per cent in addi- 
—but Iam talking about your contention that you want to 


Fe 


put ona in order to e the cost of the production. 
= . Will the yield for a question? 
. VEST. Certainly. 
Mr. MASON. Is there an in the climate or soil in Shef- 
field that enables them to make a knife any cheaper than we do? 
Mr. VEST. No; and 


— make it cheaper. I am just 


et they make it dearer. 

Mr. Could we not make the same knife here at the 

mee Wee, We cotld get the labor just as cheap as the can? 
Mr. ; =. President, and we do it now, and make it 

and Tam to show that from all these samples. 

anna . Wemake it cheaper and better, and pay more 
Mr. VEST. we pay more, because the labor is better and 

the materials are chanese We have here better workmen. We 

have taken the cutlery business away from the Englishmen, and 


We Withou the 
Senate, I will state that thie Soe ie put oe eee ee 
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American knife and the English knife, to show that in every in- 
stance the cost of the English knife is higher in Sheffield than the 
cost of the American knife in this country. 

Now, let us go to table cutlery, and there the example is much 
more conspicuous. Here is a knife [exhibiting], and a handsome 
one, a table knife, the selling price of which in England, in Shef- 
field, is $2.07 per dozen, and the cost in the United States of the 
very same knife is $2 a dozen. 

Mr. ALLISON. Are those wholesale prices? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; they are wholesale prices, as a matter of course. 
I have these from a wholesale house. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not see how they could come in here if 
we had no duty at all, under those circumstances. 

Mr. VEST. Very few of them docomein. There is no neces- 
sity for a duty. Here is a knife, an American knife, selling in 
the United States for $2 a dozen, and here is an English knife of 
the very same material, to all intents the same knife, which is 
selling in England for $2.07 a dozen, costing 7 cents more. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will permit me, I understand 
his argument is that the tariff does not hurt anybody at all in 
this country. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, it does hurt somebody in this country, and I 
will tell the Senator from Connecticut in a very few words how 
ithurtsthem. It is nota question, as [ have contended all through 
this debate, as to the difference in labor or the difference in cost. 
We can produce more cheaply than the foreigner. But when you 
put on these tariff duties, the domestic manufacturer, without 
reference to the cost of labor or the cost of material, immediately 
goes up to or just under the foreign price. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But the Senator says we sell the 
American knife here, in spite of the tariff, cheaper than the sell- 
ing price of the English knife in England. 

Mr. VEST. Of course we retail them. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And a better knife. 

Mr. VEST. We retail them here; there is no doubt about it; 
they are sold by the wholesaler and then they are retailed by the 
retail merchants throughout the country. lam talking about the 
cost of the material and the cost of the labor; and there is no ex- 
cuse for putting on these enormous duties. 

Now we come to another article, the carvers, on which the 
duty has been enormously increased. There is a carver [exhibit- 
ing], the foreign cost of which is 65 cents a pair, and the duty is 
294 cents. Here is another carver [exhibiting], stag-handled, as 
it is termed by the cutlery people, the foreign cost of which is 41 
cents, and the duty upon it is 30 cents. It is a foreign article. 
The foreign cost is 41 cents, and the duty upon it is 30 cents. 

Mr. President, I contend that there is no necessity for the im- 
position of these high duties upon cutlery. There is no necessity 
for the increase unless it is proposed absolutely to exclude these 
articles from this market and have no competition by which the 
consumers in the United States may buy them ascheaply as possible. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
offers an amendment as a substitute for paragraph 149. The 
amendment has been read to the Senate. 

Mr. WHITE. The firm alluded to by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, the Simmons Hardware Company, in St. Louis, communi- 
cated some time ago with me regarding this schedule, and I asked 
them to give a detailed statement as to the cost of various pocket 
knives and other cutlery, and also the foreign cost, the tariff prior 
to 1890, the McKinley Act, the Wilson Act, the Dingley bill, and 
the bill of the Senate committee. I have such alist of prices here, 
an estimate of percentages, which I will insert in the Recorp. 
They also accompanied their statement with a short letter, which 
I will read: 

Sr. Lours, May 24, 189 

Dear Srr: In fulfillment of our promise to send you a computation of the 
rates on cutlery under the Senate bill. we herewith inclose you a sheet which 
gives you the prevailing tariff under the various bills in operation, beginning 
with 1864, and that proposed by the House and Senate bills. 


The Senate bill, as you have stated, has reduced the rates on cutlery quite 
materially, but not nearly as much as should be the case. The Wilson bill, as 
you will notice, is not far from an average of 50 per cent ad valorem, and inas- 


much as, with the exception of the four years that the McKinley bill was in 
operation, the manufacturers of cutlery have grown and prospered under 
ractically a 50 per cent tariff, there can be no good grounds for a demand 
‘or more than this. 

On certain articles that are bought and sold by the pound, and even on 
lines of goods that are not complicated in their nature, the specific duty is by 
far the fost, but on a line so complex in its nature as cutlery the ad valorem 
is the wisest from all points of view, revenue purposes included 

Under the tariff which existed from 1464 to 189% undervaluation of cutlery 
was unknown, and it was only when compound duties were put in operation 
under the McKinley bil! that a difficulty in this direction was encountered. 
A compound system that exacts both specific and ad valorem duties on a 
complicated line like cutlery is a vicious and pernicious plan. It is an abso- 
lute invitation to frand, and consequently a handicap toall honest importers. 

The Senate bill on pocketknives, with the exception of those under 50 cents 

cone if passed, would be substantially a reenactment of the McKinley 


The great irregularity in duty on pocketknives not differing particularly 
in wales is the best sommnaenens on the inconsistency of a plan of this nature. 
For i on knives costing, respectively, 44 cents and 56 cents per dozen, 
on which there is a difference in cost of caly 12 cents a dozen, there is a dif- 
ference in percentage of duty of 77} per cent. 
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is can not be done excepting by the importer himself. | 
There are many kinds of pocketknives which have been imported very as 3 ~ on a 101 105 
{ largely that under the proposed bill would not be brought in at all, conse- 2 3% 50 w, - 87 ee 91} 97 
3 —- Bny srepee that has been heretofore received from them would be | 9 gp 50 88) 54 58 A 8; 
a utely cut off, > . 86 
: In our last communication we said nothing in reference to carvers and He ey - 2 55 3 82 
; table knives, it being purely an oversight on our part. Now all we said in 3.25 50 il 50 584 70 80 
i reference to the man teat injustice of arranging a schedule of duties whereby | 3'5) 50 107) 50 50t 65 iit 
= cheaper goods pay a very high rate of duty and the higher priced goodsalow | 3 7. 50 103 a 48) 63 198} 
| rate of duty applies with equal force to carversand table knives. The Senate 4 50 100. 50 e @ | 104 
bill in regard to these goods has not been changed from the House bill, and ‘ 5) 50 57} 100 
: you will notice a carver costing 15 cents a pair = #8175 per cent duty, whereas 4 50 50 a 5b} 964 
: one costing 96 cents pays only 45 per cent. This isnothing more nor less than 4 50 50 i pe 34 
g class legislation, and will certainly be resented, inasmuch as it militates 5.00 50 50 0 li 904 
4 inst the interests of the poor man, who should be protected in matters of Aa pAchonasobasnwad 50 88 
: this — o . pranter extent than the man of better circumstances. 
ours, truly, 
j SimmMons HARDWARE COMPANY. THREE-BLADE POCKETKNIVES. 
Hl J. W. MORTON, First Vice-President. — 
3 Hon, Sternen M. Warts, Washington, D. C. $0. 68 50 128) 
: In connection with this letter, Mr. President, I will insert asa| ‘} 5 i 
: part of my remarks the tables given with reference to pocket 1.04 5 974 
« cutlery. 16 91} 
The bill as it is now framed treats of table knives and carvers in| }-% = 2 
another paragraph, and I shall there insert, when we réach it, a| 1.50 50 80 
table covering that subject. : +o : ® 115 
It is evident from an inspection of this calculation, or rather| s 10. BO 971 = 
this explanation of the bill, that, as the correspondent say , the} 235 _- i) 924 91; 
rates in the present Senate bill are substantially those of the Mc-| 2.60 .. 50 884 si 
Kinley Act. The remarks made in connection with reference to| }% = 2 & 
carving knives are very suggestive. 8.25 50 hy 114 
‘ I repeat, it is shown that where a pair of carvers cost but 15 | 3.50 50 1074 108} 
. cents the duty paid is 175 per cent, whereas on a ye costing 96 | $-?9 ---------------- 3 OM 100 
cents, there is only paid a duty of 45 per cent. I am informed | 5 9) -°°777-°"7-77" 50 90 
e that under the Wilson law, and the record will show it, the im-| 5. 50 864 
i portation of this line of carvers amounts to scarcely anything. I ; wo ttee ene ew enee S OF 
: can not see way an additional duty should be added. — ee ee oe 50 78} 
; I will submit the tables, and ask to have them printed in the | 8.00 --.-............ 50 75 
RECORD. - weneeeeeeeee woes 5 we 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
REcoRD, without objection. 

The tables referred to are as follows: 
POCKETEKENIVES, UP TO # CENTS PER DOZEN, FOREIGN COST. 


They will be printed in the 
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Mr. WHITE. That is all I care to observe about this particular 
paragraph. i 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is now ten minutes past 5 o'clock, 
and I hope the Senator from lowa will let us adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator wish to speak on this para- 

h? 
= JONES of Arkansas. Yes; I want to make some remarks, 
not long, but I do not want to go on this evening. 

Mr, ALLISON. Then I suggest that we pass this paragraph 
for the time being, and see if we can not get through one or two 
of the other paragraphs. 

Mr. WHITE. I think the Senator from Iowa has noticed that 
we will come in contact with the sword section next, and I do not 

ro} to discuss that, as I am a man of peace; but still he may 
find himself on the same subject in paragraph 151, which will 
have to be gone over again. 

Mr. ALLISON. That has been already argued. 

Mr. WHITE. There are one or two tables in reference to that 
su which I desire ta insert in the RecorD when we reach it. 

. VEST. LI intend to offer a substitute for the paragraph in 
relation to butcher knives. 

Mr WHITE. We have gotten along as rapidly as possible, and 
have put most of these communications in the RECORD without 


any reading. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the 
question? 


Mr. ALLISON. Of course, if the Senator from Arkansas de- 
sires to speak on this amendment, and does not wish to go on to- 
night—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understood that we were to adjourn 
a 5 o'clock, and I have something to say on the amendments 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishall not object if we can have some under- 
standing about meeting at 11 o'clock. That will give us another 
ae we ought at least to spend five or six hours a day upon 

is 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. So far asI am concerned, I am not 
willing to to meet at 11 o’clock and shall notagree to it. We 
have in faith on this side done the best we could on this bill. 
Mr. IN. Ihave no doubt of that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We have not delayed it for a moment. 
e have devoted our time to the discussion of the matter fully 
fairly, and after the length of time we are in session every 
I think we are sufficient a to beallowed to adjourn. 
e ee to the bill being taken up in the morning 
hour y after the routine business, as we might have 
we have gone forward as a as we could conven- 

we think we ought to have a right to show what 
the es the inequalities, and the injus- 

We have attempted to do that in good faith, 
the Senator ought to ask us to meet at an 
are certainly getting along more rapidly with 
now than with any tariff bill that has ever been passed 


There was certainly no harm in the suggestion. 
JONES of Arkansas. Certainly not; and there is no harm 


to the en, I hope. 
I hope the Senator from Iowa will also recollect 
circumstances under which we are operating; 
the other side of the Chamber with 
arguments, which would have been deemed con- 
and have met with a uniform adverse vote, 
instance of the protection of anvils, we think it 
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Mr. ALLISON. The anvil scheme was a great achievement. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam afraid the Senator from Iowa will move to 
reinstate the anvil feature when the bill reaches the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I will give the Senator notice that we 
shall have no trouble about that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I really wish the Senator 
from California would make a distinction when he speaks by 
adopting colors. For instance, when he speaks in favor of in- 
creasing a duty that he will put up a red flag, and when he speaks 
in favor of lowering a duty that he will put up a white flag. I 
understand perfectly the Senator from Arkansas ot Sa ae and 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] are for reducing duties all 
the time; but the Senator from California confuses me. I never 
know, when I am listening to him and trying to get the meaning 
of what he says, whether he is for raising a duty to protect an 
industry or reducing a duty and destroying an industry. So 
that if he will adopt colors, as ships do sometimes, and adopt one 
color one day and another color another day, his speeches will 
a be altogether more edifying than theyare. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHITE. I regret that my remarks have not been able, 
owing to his idiosyncrasies, to penetrate the mind of the Senator 
from New Hampshire. I will suggest, however, with reference 
to the color of the flags—and I appeal to his own side to know 
whether Iam right or not—whether the red flag is not usually 
displayed- when the Senator from New Hampshire takes the floor. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. GEAR. A duty isared flag at all times to the Senator 
from California. 

Mr. PETTUS. Imove that theSenate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall not resist the motion of the Senator 
from Alabama, but I hope that Senators upon the other side will 
be able before a great while, in such pleasant weather as we have 
now, to bring themselves to the point of meeting a little earlier in 
the morning than 12 o'clock. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I think it is not usual to debate 
a motion for an executive session. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am not debating, if the Senator will allow 
me; I am merely asking unanimous consent to make a suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the 
Senator from Iowa is proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not wish to unduly fatigue the Senators 
upon the other side who are opposing the bill. 

The PRES.DENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pettus], that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, June 3, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 2, 1897. 
TERRITORIAL GOVERNOR. 


Miguel A. Otero, of New Mexico, to be governor of New Mexico, 
vice William T. Thornton, resigned. 
TERRITORIAL SECRETARIES. 


George H. Wallace, of New Mexico, to be secretary of New 
Mexico, vice Lorion Miller, removed. 

William M. Jenkins, of Oklahoma, to be secretary of the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma, vice Thomas J. Lowe, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 2, 1897. 





ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


John G. Thompson, of Illinois, to be Assistant Attorney- 
General. 
DEPUTY AUDITOR FOR NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


John M. Ewing, of Wisconsin, to be Deputy Auditor for the 
Navy Department. 
POSTMASTERS. 


David M. Donaldson, to be postmaster at South Hadley Falls, 
in the county of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts. 
. I. Sturgis, to be postmaster at Oelwein, in the county of 
Fayette and State of Iowa. 
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Ada M. Bennett, to be postmaster at Miles City, in the county 
of Custer and State of Montana. 

Lewis F. Babcock, to be postmaster at Billings, in the county of 
Yellowstone and State of Montana. 

William G. Earp, to be postmaster at Swampscott, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

George E. Drumm, to be postmaster at Chatham, in the county 
of Columbia and State of New York. 

Andrew J. Pollock, to be tmaster at Pensacola, in the county 
of Escambia and State of Florida. 

Aaron Frost, to be tmaster at Wardner, in the county of 
Shoshone and State of idaho. 


SENATE. 
THurspay, June 3, 1897. 
Prayer by Rev. Hues Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
to 


n. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. MiLLs, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the Honse of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreein 
votes of the two Houses on the anendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 15) maki . appr riations for the current and contin- 
gent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian 
June 30, 1898, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 15) mins Seen for the 
eurrent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes; and it 
was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAN ANGELO, TEX. 


Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent to call up for considera- 
tion at this time a bill reported by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds unanimously, the bill (8. 925) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at San Angelo, Tex. 

There being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or other- 
wise, a site, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, 
including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 
elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommodation of the 
United States post-office, court-house, and other Government of- 
fices in the city of San Angelo and State of Texas, the cost of site 
and building, including vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 
elevators, and approaches, not to exceed $100,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that 
eration of House bill 879. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Routine business ought to be dis- 


posed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Ina moment the Chair will submit 
the motion of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid befére the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting that the sum 
of $1,500 be included in the deficiency appropriation bill for the 
year ending June 30, 1897, and for ro years, to meet such exi- 
gencies in the Marine-Hospital and Quarantine Service as may 
arise during the balance of the current fiscal year; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 


for the fiscal year ending 


WINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRHSIDENT laid before the Senate a con:munica- 
tion from the Court of Claims, transmitting the findings of the 
court in the case of David S. Parker and Forman Matthews vs. 
The United States; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. ; 

Mr. VEST. I call for the regular order. 

a Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to intro- 
uce a bill? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. I want to have the regular routine 
business transacted, 


Senate proceed to the consid- | by 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. NELSON presented the petition of Mrs. Viola Decker 4», 
sundry other citizens of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the «1... 
ment of legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigra;,,.. 
which was ordered to lie on the table. ri 

Mr, PLATT of New York presented sundry memorials of ..;;;. 
zens of Brooklyn, N. Y., remonstratin; —- an increase 0! 
wi | on beer; which was referred to the ittee on Finance. 

r. PENROSE presented a petition of the Boies Penrose R »))\;}). 
lican Club, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the repeal of the ),,-.. 
ent civil-service law; which was referred to the Committee 
Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He — as petition oi Ce eeephis, Pa, 
praying for the Y passage e pen tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. , 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Phi)... 
_ Pa., praying that the various interests of the United S'.;.s 

properly represented at the French International Expositi:), |), 
1900; which was referred to the Select Committee on Internatio.) 
Expositions. 

e also puoeees petitions of 31 citizens of New Stanton, of 94 
citizens of Oxford, of 92 citizens of Reading, 12 citizens of [)y- 
quesne, 34 citizens of Millersville, and of 60 citizens of Wil!iais- 
port, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactinent 
of eo restricting immigration; which were ordered 1) lic 
on the table. 


the 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE, 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 364) granting settlers the right to 
make second homestead entries, reported it with amendiuents, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

ARMOR FOR THE NAVY, 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Printing, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be ted for the use of the Senate Committ+s 
Naval Affairs, 500 copies f the hearing before said 
or Navy. 


n 
committee on May 19, 


UNITED STATES BOUNDARY COMMISSION. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Printing, ed the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House o, concurring), That there 
be printed document the of United States Bo ry Commis- 

the United Statesand Mexico touch. 
est of 


NALS OF THE ASTROPHYSICAL OBSERVATORY. 
. LODGE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
the following concurrent resolution submitted by hims: if 
e 18th ultimo, reported it without amendment; and it was 
idered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
. hat there 
ee es (the ns), T aoe 


1,800 for distribution 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
eee eg see a bill (S. 2063) to eemorise 
° Black River Valley Rail Company to builda 
in Atuatens wiheh Sas seed twice 
to remove the charge of 
of Northboro, Mass.; 
with the accompanying 
j t 
a msion to 
‘= its ie and, with 
on en mensions, 
a for the relief of 
wieemomaes of Daniel FPairex, de- 
its title, and, with the accom- 
on Claims. 
bill (S. 2067) grantins 4 
which was read 


granting a pension t» 
title, and referred to 


pension to Rebe« ca 
Renr-Adeniral Hichprd W, Meade, late 


twice by its title, and 
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§. Holman; which was read twice by its title, and re- | ator Butler with regard to his (Tr.LMan's) connection with the alleged 


Rebecca 
ferred Committee on 

Mr ieTTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2071) to reimburse ex- 
cessive demands and homesteatl settlers on an- 
nulled railroad subsidy grants; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2072) for the relief of Cath- 
arine McCarty; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 

Commi Pensions. 


the ttee on 
THE TARIFF BILL. 
Mr. HALE. What has become of the motion made by the Sen- 


wa? 
ator ti Morning business has intervened. 


PRESIDENT. 
Mr. ie lL ask that the motion of the Senator from Iowa be 


of. 

CE-PRESIDENT. The Senate has heard the motion 
= Senator from Iowa that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of House bill 379. Is there anyobjection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. VEST. What was the motion? — : ee 
Mr. HALE. To proceed to the consideration of the tariff bill. 
Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator's on; we have some morning 
business that ought to be attend I have a resolution here 
that I want to : J 
Mr. ALLISON. I will yield to morning business, of course. 
AMERICAN SOLDIERS KILLED AT BUENA VISTA. 


Mr. VEST. ILoffer a resolution and ask for its immediate con- 
sideration, and in connection with it I will ask for the reading of 


to. 


Whereas in a communication from the consul-general of the United States 
the City of Mexico it has been stated that on account of lect and 


] n 
rs ed at 


te is hereby d.rected to cause imme- 


diate inquiry to be made as to the facts and communicate the same to the 
Senate, with such recommendation as he may deem proper. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. VEST. Now letthe letter from General Crittenden be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


CoNSULATE-GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES, 
No. 5 CALLE Dg Sawn Disco, Crry or Mexico 
(Tomas T. CrirrenDEN, CoNSUL-GENERAL), 
Mexico, May 29, 1397. 


on your time and patience, I in- 


eee 
e autaor!- 

‘ormed of the aici condition of the 
rs who fell in battle in Mexico in defense 

in 1847. I hope you will give this matter some con- 
of the ——— soldiers, if wholly true, 1s 


sideration, as 
somewha' ere. 


t mortifying to the American 
Very truly, yours, 


THO. T. CRITTENDEN. 
This battlefield is about 500 miles from here. 


Mr. VEST. Let the newspaper slip be read. 
Tho Soeseting ee an follnes: . 


THE UNITED STATES SHOULD LOOK TO IT. 


On February 22, 1847, the anniversary of Washi: ‘s birthday, the battle 
of Buena Viste wi fought near the city of Saltillo. and a suaber of the 
United States are weed in a quasi saperens For oe mpnhor of 

wall protected last resting place these so! rs, bu 1s 

now fallon dows A wagon road traverses a number of the graves, and, 

sad to relate, the washing of rains has unearthed of skeletons, which 

bleaching in the sun. ener seem ent the Petecal Soverument of the 

nited States some arrangemen exican orities 
protect the last place of the dead. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
: Missouri. 


+] 


g 


a AT CASTLE PINCKNEY, SOUTH CAROLINA. 
. TILLMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, of War inform the Senate as to the cost of 
be used a = officers and enlisted men of the Regular 
PROPOSED 


SENATORIAL INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I rise to a question 
the 


and ask the Secretary to read the clipping which I send 





whisky rebate steal’ 
hours 
8o. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I am well aware that Senators 
are familiar with the charges that have been recently put in the 
papers by my predecessor here, Gen. M. C. Butler. [I am also 
aware that possibly some Senators have in their desks clippings 
from our State papers in regard to insinuations affecting my 
administration as governor. 

In connection with’ these matters, sir, I desire to have read a 
= of an open letter to the people of our State which was pub- 
ished last week. The Secretary will please read the paragraph 
marked. It is an open letter from me to the citizens of South 
Carolina. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


When these stale slanders about rebates under my administration were 
put in circulation by the newspapers and then taken up by General Butler, 


Are we to have two investigations to while away the 
tween now and the time the tariff begins to get in its work? It 


in the canvass three years ago, [ met them promptly and vigorously at Union 
and elsewhere, and last winter I joined with Governor Evans in asking that 
the legislature should appoint a committee to look into the dispensary's 


management and set the charges of corruption at rest forever. The books 
of the dispen and everything connected with its financial affairs have 
been investigated and reported on time and again by a legislative committee, 
one of whose members was an “anti,” incapable of seduction or of b 
duced to cloak wrong. 

The committee has never yet made a report reflecting on the integrity or 
honesty of its management. Now the cry is “ Investigate!’ and while Gantt 
and no one else has or can give any satisfactory reason why my administra 
tion of the dispensary should be investigated, I desire to ask the governor to 
select a committee of citizens to enter upon an investigation immediately, 
and Iam willing to answer any inquiries made, and I doubt not that every 
other man connected with the dispensary in any official way would be will 
ing to do likewise. The expense can not be great, and could be paid out of 
the contingent fund, and the matter is of sufficient importance, [ think, to 
warrant the outlay. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I am well aware of the fact 
that it is a common dodge among lawyers when a man has a bad 
case to abuse the attorney for the other side. Now, I am not the 
attorney for the other side in this case. I am a Senator of the 
United States who has more regard, it appears, for the dignity 
and the honor of this body than some other members in it. The 
attempt to distract attention from the sugar-trust scandal to my 
ee record as governor in the hope possibly that I would be 

eterred from pressing this matter to the bitter end will fail, if 
that is the object in promulgating just at this moment these old 
scandals, 

No man reaches the Senate of the United States without a bitter 
struggle, and when that man comes from the plow, as I did, and 
walks into the governor’s office over the prostrate political forms 
of every old leader in the State, opposed by every corporation in the 
State, opposed by every bank but two, and by three-fourths of the 
newspapers, he necessarily makes enemies, for ‘‘ He who surpasses 
or subdues mankind must look down on the hate of those below.” 
My administration of the office of governor was one long warfare 
with these enemies, and they have been utterly unscrupulous in 
using the license which the press now seems to think it has a right 
to use in insinuating and charging any and every thing. All the 
crimes in the decalogue have been laid at my door. 

But after four years’ service as governor | went before the peo- 
ple of my State as a candidate for United States Senator and can- 
vassed the State, county by county, with General Butler. These 
questions of rebate in regard to the dispensary management were 
then in the newspapers,and Senator Butler, as he was at that time, 
took them up and undertook to flyblow my character. 

I thank God, sir, that before I went into politics at all, the forty- 
four years of my life had been given to building up a reputation 
for honesty, and decency, and morality, and truth which so far 
sustained me in the office that there was no proof whatever, no 
direct testimony, no basis of accusation itself, or insinuation, ex- 
cept a possibility that I had stolen because I could have stolen; 
so that when the canvass was over, after these questions had been 
— upon, the people of South Carolina then gave me in the 

islature a majority of 131 out of 160, and sent me here. 

ow the same old stale eggs are brought forward and thrown 
at me, so as to give forth an effluvia and try to blacken me; but 
instead of shirking investigation, I court it at home, and I court 
there. If there is any man in this body who desires to have a 
committee appointed to look into my past record, I beg him to 
move the resolution, and I will support it with all the influence [ 
have here, and beg that the Senate shall take the question up and 
set it at rest forever. I have no fears as to what will be proven, 
because nothing can be proven affecting my integrity and honesty. 

But the situation is this: They demand that I shall prove a 
negative, which every lawyer and every decent man knows is 
impossible. There is not a man here who can prove that he is 
honest. It lies on the man who accuses him of dishonesty, how- 
ever, to prove that he is so before a decent man will regard him 
as dishonest. 


ing in- 


Now, sir, so much for that. I court investigation at home. I 
have asked f. 


‘or it. I court it here, if the Senate chooses or desires 
togointoit. In addition to that, | say that any other man whose 
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name rests under an imputation here—and the Senate as a whole 
owes it to itself and its dignity to have these slanders and scan- 
dals and accusations more or less direct sifted to the bottom, and 
have it determined once for all whether we have rascals in our 
midst or not. 

Sir, in making this explanation and courting investigation I 
have no personal motives whatever. I have no imputation to cast 
on any individual Senator. I am nota “sponsor ” for the charges 
which have been made against the Senator fram New Jersey [Mr. 
SMITH], as he seems to think, but I simply brought them along 
with the rest as evidence enough to warrant the Senate to clear 
itself of these accusations. 

I move that the committee to whom was referred the resolution 
I introduced last week be discharged from its further considera- 
tion, and that the Senate now pass upon it and put itself on 
record, as to whether it will have the sugar scandals investigated 
and probed to the bottom, or whether it will stand accused before 
the eyes of the country of being corrupt. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want to make a word of explanation before 
the Senator begins, and it is to this effect: [approached the chair- 
man of the committee [Mr. Jongs of Nevada} day before yester- 
day, learning he was going to leave the city, and asked him, 
‘* What have you done, or what do you propose to do, in regard to 
the resolution sent to your committee?” Hesaid, ‘‘I have seen the 
other two members of the committee and notified them that I am 
ready to consider the matter and report it back. I am going away 
to-morrow and I do not know when I will return.” Therefore it 
rests with the other two members of the committee if the resolu- 
tion has not been reported. With that explanation I am ready to 
hear the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I came into the Senate 
Chamber a moment ago, and hence am not fully aware of what 
the Senator from South Carolina has said in regard to this mat- 
ter. I take it the Senator has—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have said nothing, I will explain to the 
Senator, except just what he heard. I was alluding to an entirely 
different subject altogether. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I presume the Senator has been discussing 
the accusation made—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Against me, individually. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Made against the Senator ina recent issue 
of the Washington Post, and sibly other newspapers, appar- 
ently upon the authority of a distinguished gentleman who for a 
long time had a seat in this body from the State now represented 
by the Senator. 

Mr. President, I am not going to discuss that matter this morn- 
ing. The Senator has met the accusation with a denial, and we 
are bound to accept the denial the Senator has made. We are all 
aware of the fact that—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I beg your pardon. The Senator will permit 
me. You are not bound to accept anything of the kind. I ask 
— it be probed to the bottom, and let me prove the other man 
a liar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We may or may not do that. That is for 
the Senate to determine for itself. I was about to observe that 
in this age every man in public life has felt the sting of accusa- 
tions that are made with such recklessness by certain newspapers 
and by our political enemies. i take it if any one of us, when 
accused, should rise here in his seat and demand an investigation, 
demand that the time of the Senate and the money that is in the 
Treasury belonging to the ae be employed for the pur- 
pose of vindicating hia character and his integrity, we would 
never pass a tariff bill or any other bill through the Congress of 
the United States. 

Mr. President, that is a matter, it seems to me, for the Senator 
from South Carolina to settle for himself. It is a newspaper at- 
tack with which the Senate, I takecit, nothing whatever to do. 
Certainly, as one member of this body, I shall decline, unless I am 
forced into it, to vote to enter upon an investigation into the char- 
acter, the integrity, the reputation, or the honesty of the distin- 
guished gentleman who so ably represents the State of South Car- 
olina in this Chamber. 

Re ing the other matter, a single word. A few days ago, 
possibly a week ago, acting upon charges made in certain news- 
papers, a resolution was introduced by the Senator from South 
Carolina and referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, of which I chance to be a 
member. If the chairman of that committee was present to-day. 
I should probably not say a single word in r mse to the motion 
the Senator from South Carolina has made. But as the chairman 
is not present, I feel it incumbent upon me, as a member of the 
committee, to take exception to the motion that has been made to 
discharge the committee from the further consideration of the 
resolntion. 

I believe that from my induction into the Senate to the present 
time 1 have been a member of that committee, and.so far as I 
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now can recall, no matter has been sent to that committe. that 
has not had careful and conscientious consideration. | think T 
can speak for every member of the committee this morning whe 

I say that the resolution which the Senator from South (°:;, _ 
sent to the committee is not to be an exception, but that th» o- 
mittee, in its own good time, after having examined into tho mat. 
ter with the care that it is their duty to give to it, will mai. , 
report to this body. ® 

r. VEST. Will the Senator permit me, before he passes fro, 
this branch of the subject? : 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I think the Senate is not without precejent in 
regard to the demand of a Senator that there should be a commit. 
tee appointed to investigate charges made against him in the )),)). 
lic press. Theolder members of this body will remember thar < me 
yearsagoa gentleman notnow a member here, ex-Senator Ke! 
rose in oe in the Senate and read a very bitter attack upon 
his personal character and demanded as a Senatorfrom Louisiang 
that a committee should be appointed to investigate those charges 
and claimed that he had a right to that investigation Senator 
Thurman, of Ohio, who was then a leader of the Democratic sijg 
of the Chamber, as I very well remember, and as the record wi] 
show, made a reply to the Senator from Louisiana which seemed 
to me absolutely unanswerable and closed the case. 

He said that a Senator of the United States had a right to enter 
the courts like any other citizen, that his right was no more and 
no less than that of any other citizen of the country, and if the 
Senator from Louisiana wished to vindicate himself and clear his 
character he could enter the courts of the country by the ordinary 
age of law and exercise the rights of an American citizen, 

ut he said for the Senate of the United States to drop its business 
and enter into the investigation of every charge made against any 
Senator would be the absolute suspension of the public business, 
There was not a single dissenting voice from that dec'aration of 
Senator Thurman, and this is the first time since that any Senator 
has intimated that we ought to stop the consideration of public 
measures in order to attend to his private character. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am obliged to the Senator from Mis- 
souri—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will you allow me a moment? 

Mr. GALLINGER. In a moment. I am obliged to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri for enforcing what I so haltingly expressed as 
pepe ey eo I — _ Sa more conservative members 
of this y against suc vi ions upon vague and indefi- 
nite charges, oftentimes instigated by malice and persona! il! will. 
It seems to me that that is the only safe ground upon which the 
Senate can plant itself regarding matters such as seem to be dis- 
turbing the mind of the tor from South Carolina this morn- 
ing: ow I will yield to the Senator from South Carolina. 

r. TILLMAN. You are much mistaken if you think 
anything is disturbing my mind very much, least of all the in- 
vestigation which I pe mee I y made allusion to this by 
reason of the fact that the newspapers are endeavoring to get a 
fire in my = Lae at ndieed ee a the _ which - 

ressing in front, and Ie @ willingness t I should be 
fnvestignted personally if a here sees proper to make that 
line of attack. I have ask Pe ple at home, who are more 
directly interested in this matter on anyone else, to investigate 
it. Thus far they have refused. If — opinion points that 
way, and they desire to probe this matter, they will do it. 

I merely desire to express my willingness to have the Senate do 
so as showing that I do not want one rule of conduct peoptes in 
regard to the Senate as a whole and as to those Senators, all of us 
more or less directly, implicated in the accusations which emanate 
from the n i e Senate as a whole to-day lies under 
suspicion; and I do not want the minds of the country diverted 
and the i diverted from the fact that Iam pressing this inves- 
tigation by the fact that I m lie under accusation. 

If anybody wants to inv me here or in South Carolina, ! 
am will ing, and I do not see why any other man here is not will- 
ing to have the Senate as a whole investigated, and know whether 
the sugar trust has paid ts in here or whether it has bought 
the Finance Committees of this body to havea schedule put in the 
bill, whether it was put in in 1894, whether we are the tools and 
paid agents of this trast, or whether we are free Senators here, 


eee oe upon an honorable basis. 

Mr. G. LINGER. I may not have correctly understood the 
observations of the Senator from South Carolina as I entered the 
Chamber, but I received the impression from what I heard that 
the Senator asserted that after certain accusations had been made 
against him in his own State the people took the matter in hand 
and vindicated him from those accusations ee send- 
ing him to this body. It seems to me that t is the tribunal, 
after all, to try Senators—their constituents, their people, their 
legislatures—and if the people of South Carolina and the lezisla- 
ture of South Carolina have vindicated the Senator from the 
accusations made against him, as he asserts they have, I know of 
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reason in sense or propriety or justice to the public interests 
why We should supplement that by an investigation on the part 
of 


See Mr. President, to the question at issue, the facts are 
that Certain newspa. made accusations specifically, as I recall 
it, first against the mittee on Finance of this body and next 

, e Senator from New Jersey | Mr. Suiru]. 
Those of us who know that committee, and those of us who have 
been associated as intimately as I have been in committee work 
with the Senator from New Jersey, did not require an investiga- 
tion or a denial, believing as we do that the accusations must 
necessarily have been malicious and false—those that were made 
upon the committee as well as those that were made against the 
individual Senator. But since those accusations have been made 
the Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. ALpRIcH] has risen in his 
place and in behalf of the committee for which he spoke has 
entered an absolute and unqualified denial of every accusation 
that has been made against that committee. 

It is the word of NELson W. ALpricu, a Senator of the United 
States, against James Creelman, a correspondent of the New York 
Journal. Which of those men, under the circumstances, are we 
to believe? When Mr. ALDRICH says in behalf of himself and in 
behalf of the committee for which he speaks that every accusa- 
tion that committee is a false accusation, without one tittle 
of truth in it, are we to hesitate a moment to accept the word of Sen- 
ator ALDRICH as the statement of a newspaper correspond- 
ent that that ttee had done something that was not honorable 
as between the of the United States and themselves? 


Further, Mr. t— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Can Senator ALDRICH and the Finance Com- 
mittee afford to deny Mr. Creelman the opportunity to prove the 
charges before a committee when his paper yesterday announced 
his to appear before a committee and either prove 
himself a or prove the accusation? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Suppose the Senate granted Mr. Creelman 
that opportunity, and on the next day the correspondent of some 
other made a similar accusation against the commit- 
tee, does the tor from South Carolina say that we should halt 
in the public poems and go into another investigation—— 


Mr. . t— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Allow me to finish. Doe#the Senator say 
that we should go into-another investigation and waste our valu- 
able time here to give that man an opportunity to try to prove his 
accusation? And after that was over, if some other newspaper 
correspondent made another accusation similar in nature, does he 
say that we should again halt the public business and go into an 
investigation after the Senator accused or the committee accused 
has entered an emphatic and unqualified denial of the truth of the 
statement? Is the kind of work the Senator from South Caro- 
lina would have us engage in in this moment of extreme peril and 

on the part of the American people for legislation of more 
than an investigation of that nature? 
. TILLMAN. Now, will ag permit me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The war to stop this license of the press, this 
free use of ink to slander body and its individual members, is 
when you have proven one of those men liars to bring him there 
before the bar and commit him to prison for contempt, and if he 
refuses to answer questions which will probe this matter, bring 
him there and propound them, and then say, “If you do not an- 
swer, we will commit you to jail.” Until you do that you stand 
accused and almost con in the eyes of the American people 


See re seccality. 
- GER. Fortunately or unfortunately we are liv- 
of the nineteenth century and not in the days of 
cy fen gery The ne - poset nat 0 be meae- 
correspondents of newspapers, whether 
summoned before the bar of the Senate or before the Sen- 
South Carolina, will go on and exercise their own sweet 
(if it is not one man, it be another) in making criticisms 
National ture. The Senator 
not secure what he so diligently is desir- 
Peace of the press who, 
. enterprise, are carrying on 


eee 
F 
z 


~fse7g 22855 

ile FEB 
a 
ir 


& i 
ul 
dl 


ogo, Mr. President, supplemen 
stated a few days ago wit 


well known, tiene 
business integrity an 
whose reputation has never been attacked successfully, also 
in the Senate and made a denial in explicit and 
d terms ity in the slightest degree of the 
has been made upon him by newspaper corre- 
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again it is the word of a Senator of the United 
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States against the word of a correspondent of some newspaper in 
some city of the American Union. 

Mr. HOAR. And the correspondent does not speak of his per- 
sonal rower. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; the charge made against the Senator 
from New Jersey and the charge made against the Committee on 
Finance was a vague and indefinite charge, without specification, 
and without anything upon which to found a conclusion in oppo- 
sition to the explicit and unqualified denial of those Senators whom 
we all honor and respect. 

Mr. President, if that is a basis for an investigation, certainly 
if it is a sufficient basis to railroad this resolution out of the hands 
of a standing committee of this body and into the Senate and 
through the Senate, if the Senator from South Carolina can get 
votes enough to accomplish that result, I do not understand the 
En and the powers that belong to the committees of this 

y. We have had that resolution in our care about one week. 
We have given it all the consideration that we could give it in ad- 
dition to our other duties, and I speak not only in my own behalf, 
but in behalf of the other members of the committee when | say 
that as soon as we have had time to give it the tull consideration 
that we think it ought to have, we will satisfy the Senator from 
South Carolina by reporting the resolution back to the Senate 
with such recommendations as we may think tne subject-matter 
demands at our hands. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. [yield tothe Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from New Hampshire to the fact that his side of the Chamber are 
railroading and pressing with all their might to railroad through 
this body the tariff bill, after which we will adjourn. When 
they will accomplish that,Congress will disperse, and if we are 
to have any investigation which will affect in the slightest degree 
the infamy sought to be perpetrated upon the American people 
in the sugar schedule, as reported from the Finance Committee, 
then it is time we began that investigation at once. That is why 
I am railroading or endeavoring to railroad it. It is because the 
time is so short in which to do anything that we can not accom- 
plish any good unless we move at once. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, once before in my service 
in this body we had an investigation of the kind proposed. There 
were somewhat more specific charges made then than have been 
made recently in the press. I was summoned from my seat toa 
committee room on the gallery floor, as I recall it, and had ten or 
twelve or fifteen questions propounded to me, which I was expected 
under oath to answer, and which I did. I felt then, inasmuch as 
no accusation had been made against me as an individual ora 
Senator, when no man in the newspaper press or otherwise had 
ventured to say that I had been guilty of anything during my 
service here, and especially in connection with the sugar schedule, 
which in any wise affected my honor or my integrity, that it was 
an outrage to drag me from my seat in this body to a committee 
room to answer whether or not I was a criminal. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
has the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator remembers that the reason why 
the committee felt called upon to call on each individual Senator 
and have him swear that he had not speculated was because the 
witness who refused to answer questions had directly exonerated 
one member, thereby leaving the rest of the Senate under charges, 
and that that man has since gone to jail, which in itself in the 
minds of the country convicts this body, or some of those who 
were membersof it at that time, of being guilty of the thing which 
was charged against them, and that they lied when they swore 
they did not speculate. 

:. GALLINGER. Mr. President, Iam just a plain layman, 
and I look at things from what I regard as a common-sense point 
of view. Iam not able to make the nice distinctions that lead to 
the conclusion that because one man in a community is exonerated 
from wrong every other man in the community lies under the 
imputation of dishonesty. I can not make that distinction in my 
mind, constituted as it is to-day. 

I say, Mr. President, I was summoned from my seat to a com- 
mittee room and interrogated as to whether or not I had been 
guilty of a dishonest and dishonorable act. I had no hesitancy in 
answering. I never owned a share of stock except in one corpo- 
ration that took my good money and is now in the hands of a 
receiver. I never purchased a share of speculative stock in my 
life. I have rarely ever had money enough to purchase a share of 
such stock. 

Mr. President, I do not really think that there is enough in this 
matter to warrant us in going through that fiasco again. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me there? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We have just reached a point under the de- 
cision of the court where there will be no fiasco whatever, because 
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we can call Mr. Chapman up and make him produce the books and 
show whether any of those men speculated or not; and until you 
do that the Senate lies convicted in the minds of the public of hav- 
ing speculated and lied out of it. 

r. GALLINGER. Mr. President, again I am unable to settle 
in my own mind whether we can do that or not. Mr. Chapman 
has been put in jeopardy once. Iam not quite sure that he can 
be put in jeopardy again for the same offense. But, however that 
may be, this matter is to-day in the hands of a committee. Two 
members of that committee, at least, are men who do not need 
defense either from myself or from the Senate asa body. They 
are honest men. They have taken up this matter with a con- 
scientious determination to reach a conclusion that will be just to 
all parties interested, and it does seem to me that it is an imperti- 
nence on the part of the Senator from South Carolina—and I use 
the word not in an offensive way—it is an impertinence for the 
Senator from South Carolina to come in here and undertake to 
discharge that committee from the further consideration of a 
resolution that they have had in their hands only a few days, at a 
time when the Senate is engaged in the consideration of a great 
public question that gives every Senator very little time for the 
consideration of other matters. 

Mr. President, I do not know what the report of that commit- 
tee may be, but in the interests of fair play, in the interests of 
just treatment to the committees of this y, I protest with all 
the vigor I am capable of using against any action of the Senate 
that will degrade that committee by summarily wresting from it 
a subject-matter that they now have under consideration, and 
which they have a a to hold in their possession a sufficient 
length of time to enable them to reach a conclusion satisfact 
to themselves. Ofcourse,if the Senate chooses to do this, I 
not areas. but I do not believe the Senate will do anything of 
the kind. 

Mr. President, I do not care to occupy any more of the valuable 
time of the Senate. I have no disposition to cut off debate, but I 
wonclude by giving notice that after a reasonable discussion I shall 
= to lay the motion of the Senator from South Carolina on the 
table. 

Several Senators. Make the motion now. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will make the motion now, but will yield 
to any Senator who desires to be heard before the motion is put. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I just want to answer briefly 
the accusation of ‘‘impertinence” against me in endeavoring to 
take this matter from the committee. I would never have made 
this motion but for the fact that 1 had consulted with the chair- 
man of the committee before he left here, and he assured me that 
he had tried to get the other two members to consult with him 
and determine the course they would pursue, and that he was 
ready at aay See to report the resolution back to the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, on that 
very day the committee had a formal meeting and considered this 
matter, but did not reach a conclusion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. They could not because the other two mem- 
bers overruled the chairman. 

: Mr. GALLINGER. I beg the Senator's pardon, that is not the 
act. 

Mr. TILLMAN. ILonly infer that it must have been the fact 
from what the chairman told me. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is im ible that the chairman 
could have made any such statement, use it was not true. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is not impossible, because he did make the 
statement to me, and will not deny it when he returns here. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I undertake to say that the chairman 
of the committee when he returns will not make any such state- 
ment in this Chamber. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What the chairman said was that he had noti- 
fied you and the Senator from New hire that he was ready 
to take the matter up, and he tried'to get you in the committee 
room or some other room, where the matter could be considered. 
The chairman will not deny that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. He will deny it. He had secured a 
room for consultation, and a consultation took place, and I went 
to the consultation. We considered the subject and talked about 
it. But when the Senator from South Carolina says that the 
chairman of the committee said that the subject was not consid- 
a Iam sure that he made no such statement, because it is not 


©. 
Mr. TILLMAN, I merely inferred that from what the chair- 
man told me before he went away. 
Now, in reference to this indignity which it is said is bei 
practiced upon this committee, it is not a question about 
the committee need feel so much concern. Every Senator here 
has been considering this matter individuclly, and has made up 
his mind as to what he wants. I see a statement in the newspa- 
rs that the Republicans had a caucus on this matter at some 
nner somewhere. I suppose that is a lie, too. 
I see also a statement in the newspapers that the Democrats 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. Tune 3, 


have declared that they do not want the old scandal rev) 
that they are willing to take up a new resolution to iny:.: 
the present scandal; but I am perfectly impartial so far a- 
is concerned. 

I seek to go into the old matters, since Mr. Chapman hi. 
tried and it has been decided that these two other men s), 
turned loose, and that the Senate can ask these questions 11), 
answers. I do not want to investigate the new scandals ani .. , 
the old ones out. If there wasrascality in 1894, I want to k) 
and if there has been rascality since then, we ought to k: 

The American people have some rights which the Senate i. 

to respect, and it will rest with you gentlemen, by your \ 

you lay this measure on the table, which will be the deat! 

to convict yourselves in the eyes of the people as being «. 

to cloak a fraud by being unwilling to openit up. I have 1); \, 
more to ~ ; 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ihope the Senator from New 11 ,:),),.. 
shire will withdraw his motion and allow me a moment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, The Committee to Audit and (\)\:;, | 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate will report this reso). 
back unless the Senate chooses to discharge the committ:« | 
the further consideration of the resolution. But, as one m1) 
of that committee, Mr. President, I can not shut my eyes t) ~))). 
facts that impress themselves very strongly on me. I regari {}) 
Senate of the United States as a respectable body. I believe the 
members of the Senate of the Uni States are gentlemen —as » 
rule. [Manifestations of applause in the galleries. 

But when we undertake to assume to ourselves all the virtue 
and all the honesty there is in this country, and to determine (\;,; 
we are going to undertake to pass on the qualifications of |; 
membe ntlemen who have been elected time after time 
to seats in this body, and have come here to represent the j\).\ 
of their States—we are assuming a good deal. If this Governiuen: 
is not a mistake, if it is not a failure, the people of our countr; 
ought to be capable of sel their Senators. If the people of 
the States and if the ee ee want honest nen 
to represent them. they are men of i igence, they want 
men of intelligence to t+ them; and I respectfully subiit 
that when the Senate of United States undertakes to pass npon 
the question as to whether sovereign States have sent in.) «{ 
respectability here, we ought only to proceed upon the gravis: 
occasion and vapen the circumstances are such as to impel acti. 

Mr. President, if a charge is madein a te’s court against 
a fellow for stealing a chicken, there must be the solemnity ©! «1 
affidavit behind the prosecution, or else the man will not b« pro- 
ceeded against. There must be some solemnity about the prv- 
ceedings; and I submit to the Senate that the fact that a man :s 
member of this body, bearing the credentials of a sovereign Stat» 
and the indorsement of the of his State, who have perhaps 
See ee time after , Should at least weigh for s.me- 


ng. 

Under these circumstances, I believe it is a duty that this com- 
mittee owes to itself and owes to the Senate that when a propvsi- 
tion of such a grave character as this is submitted for consiiera- 
= pep shall — time to consider the question farly 
an y and dispassionately. 

I have no in this matter. I believe that the Senite 

y and fearlessly into any accusation that «ous 

here with a sufficient of force to it to believe that it 
but I do not believe that 
on every proposition, made 
‘the greatest honesty in the 


Wi around on the street aoe persons are 
made to believe that things exist even when 


do not exist, and 

charges are made b correspondents, who, without any 
disposition to > can be imposed on as we'll 
as other men. hear these worked up from different 
uarters until they that there is something in them. ind 


desire that unfortunately controls newspaper men to a erat 
extent, to be first to get thenews and to produce a sensation, <0" 
times precipitates men, who do not mean to do injustice or wr. 


‘to give to statements which really ought not to find their 


to 
ye these circumstances, it seems to me that the Senate »u_)\' 


to proceed calmly and deli . If the Senate chooses to (is- 
charge the committee, I have say. [am ectly will- 
ing for it to do so if it wants to, but if it wishes to leave the 1.11 
ter in the hands of the committee, the committee will act 11° 
reasonable time. 


The Senator from South Carolina said the Senator from 
Nevada told him that he was going away in the afternoon «1! 
that he did not know when he was coming back. The Seni" 
from Nevada told the Senator from New Hampshire and me t!i' 
he would be back to-morrow. I do not know when he wil! )e 











I think this matter will be taken up in the committee and dis- 
posed of at the proper time. I am perfectly willing that the Sen- 
ate shall take its own course. I am not prepared tosay that 1 am 


being done further than I have already indi- 
in favo Ot Least. I Shall not act hastily, and no effort, no 
motion to the committee is going to produce any haste 


on my part. I go ahead, if the Senate trusts the committee 
with the investigation of the subject, and examine it to the best 
onde at understand the full force of the Senator's ground of 
complaint in speaking of the great desire to get this resolution 
back to the Senate by charging that there was some effort to fire 
in his rear, and that there must be some effort to relieve him 
from that. Mr. President, the Senator seemed to me to be un- 
fortunate in that reference. The first charge of this sort that has 
been mentioned here this morning was the one published in a 
newspaper by ex-Senator Butler ut the Senator from South 
Carolina. Six hours later the Senator from South Carolina brings 
into the his , and it does not seem to me that he 
can make out a case against the other side of firing in his rear 


der the 
ar. Ww Mr. President, the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. TiLLMAN) stated that a vote to lay his motion on the table 
would end the entire investigation. This matter has been referred 
to the committee but a few days, and the Senator from Arkansas 

Mr. Jongs}] who sits near me has, as everyone in the Senate 

ows, been diligently at work endeavoring to reform this very. 

icious tariff bill, Lregret to say without very much success, 
but, however, he has been doing something in that direction; at 
all events, he has been very busy. He has been occupying his 
seat in the and at work here all the time. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] is necessarily absent. 
I had a conversation with him just before he made his present 
trip. Heisin the city of Philadelphia, and will be back very soon. 

Thave perfect and entire confidence that the committee will take 
the matter up and report it back, and if the Senate do not like 
the report they will act as they wish to act. But as the matter 
now stands I do not feel justified in convicting that committee of 
disregarding its duty, and the majority of the committee being 
present in the Chamber, informing us that the matter is under 
consideration and will be back as soon as icable, I 
shall vote to lay the motion on the table; and when the resolution 
comes before Senate, I shall act as under the circumstances 
seems to An tds 

= demand the regular order on the motion to lay 
on table. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator will withhold that one 
moment. eee Owes, and then I will quit. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; I will withdraw the demand; but it 
seems to me we are wasting a deal of time. 

Mr . The Senators who are members of the com- 


mittee, and who are t, having assured us that the resolution 
will be and that it will not be buried, and as I have 
no intention—not the slightest—of casting any imputation on the 
committee of dereliction of duty, if the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will me after he has made the motion to lay on the 
table, I withdraw the motion to have the committee dis- 


and we will await the deliberations of the committee, 

act upon the question when it comes up without the in- 
that would now cause a many Senators who are in 
the motion on the table. 


being taken. 


The Senator has the right to withdraw the mo- 
the rule, at any time before the yeas and nays have 


TILLMAN} moves that the Committee to Audit and Control 
Contingent Hxpenses, of the from the 
further of the resolution which he offered on May 
28. The Senator from New Mr. GALLINGER] moves 
<a that motion on the table. Is Senate ready for the 
Mr. BERRY. The Senator from South Carolina asked to with- 


“rn, te metion, Mz. President. 
The VI . The Chair did not so understand him. 
Chair understood the Senator to say that he was willing to 


withdraw it. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I asked to withdraw it and let the committee 
sr $e iat it go one way or the other. 
Chair understood the Senator 
from to say that he was willing to withdraw the 
the Senator from New Hampshire would permit him 


Vell, the Senator from New Hampshire not 
he assented to the request. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
has the undoubted right to withdraw his motion if he so desires. 
What is his desire in the matter? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course I withdraw it under the circum- 
stances, because I have no intention of reflecting on the honesty 
or the integrity of the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did not know that the Senator from 
South Carolina appealed to me at all. I am perfectly willing that 
he shall withdraw his motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn. the Chair 
understands. Is that correct? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes, sir; I asked that. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is called for, the 
title of which ill be stated. 

The SecreTary. A bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United States. 

Mr. BUTLER. -I hope, now that the Senator from Lowa has 
submitted his request to have the tariff bill laid before the Senate, 
that we may be permitted to present morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa with- 
draw his request? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not. 

Mr. BUTLER. It would have been very easy for any Senator 
to object to the request of the Senator from Iowa, and I rose to do 
so; but at least one Senator near me assured me that it was the 
—— of the Senator from Iowa to have the bill laid before the 

mate, and that then we could present morning business. I 
could see no objection to that course, and so I interposed no objec- 
tion. Certainly the Senator from Iowa does not desire to compel 
Senators who have morning business to object when he makes 
such a request hereafter. 

Mr. ALLISON. I certainly yield for morning business. I did 
not understand the Senator from North Carolina to interpose any 
objection to my request, but if he or any other Senator has morn- 
ing business to present, I am perfectly willing to yield to it. 

ir. JONES of Arkansas. Fou stated that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I stated that. I yield to the Senator from 
North Carolina. He need not be disturbed about the matter. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator from Iowa to say 





that he would yield to morning business, and I rose for the pur- 
pose of presenting morning business. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the Chair 


will receive morning business. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present a memorial of several firms engaged 
in the lumber business in my State, protesting against the reduc- 
tion of duties and the placing on the free list of certain articles in 
the tariff bill. Inasmuch as the memorial is short and signed by 
a number of large firms, I ask that it be read at the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be read, if there 
be no objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the memorial, but before con- 
cluding was interrupted by 

Mr. ALLISON. ILhope the Senator from North Carolina will 
not ask to have that communication read. It relates, I suppose, 
to one or two schedules of the tariff bill. I have no objection to 
its being printed in the Recorp. The lumber schedule will be 
under consideration, I hope, some time to-day. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well; that will answer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be printed in the 
REcoRD, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

The memorial was ordered to lie on the table and be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 

WILMINGTON, N. C., May 24, 1897. 
To the honorable the Senate of the United States: 


Your petitioners have been engaged for many years in the lumber busi- 
ness to a ve extent, shipping cargoes of pitch pine lumber to the 
countries of ti, San Domingo, and Mexico. These countries have been 
shipping back toa large extent logwood and other dyewoods to the United 
States, principally to the ports ot Boston, New York, and Philadelphia, to 
the extent of about 100,000 tons annually; these dyewoods make remittances, 
as American produce, and to stop or greatly curtail the sale of log- 
w will naturally much reduce the extent of shipments of American 


We therefore earnestly protest against the reduction of duties on analin 
colors or blacks, at presen paying a duty of 3 per cent; we earnestly protest 
against the p of naphthazarin black, or any other coal-tar black, on the 
= as such action would greatly diminish the use of logwood and other 

yew . 

We 


in the United States 
to to your notice that analin colors, including blacks, are 
manufactured solely in Germany, and rey ton patented in this country, 
no manufacturer can produce them in the United States. 
We therefore any reduction of duties from the present law on 


as favoring the commerce of Germany to the detri- 


ment of Ame commerce, and as tending to greatly reduce and restrict 
our business in wae lumber with the countries shipping logwood. 
APE FEAR LUMBER COMPANY. 


HILTON LUMBER COMPANY. 

BRIDGERS & McKEITHAN LUMBER COMPANY. 
CHADBOURNE LUMBER COMPANY. 

EDWARD KIDDER'S SON. 

8. & W. H. NORTHROP. 
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POSTAL TELEGRAPHS AND POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS. 
















Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was 


considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Whereas on April 22 the Senate passed a resolution directing the Secretary 
of State to send to the Senate any information received by the De ent 


about the nature and practical workings of postal savings banks in foreign 
countries; and 


Whereas the Secretary of State replied on May 12, stating that replies re- 
ceived from diplomatic representatives of the United States in answer toa 
circular sent them ny, Becnenery, of State Blaine under date of May 20, 1881, 
were referred to the Post-Office Department without being printed, which 
answer is contained in Senate Document 83; and 

Whereas on May 17 the Senate passed a resolution directing the Postmas- 
ter-General to send to the Senate the said information relating to postal 
tel phs and postal savings banks; and 

hereas the Postmaster-General, under date of May 27, replies that the 
Post-Office Department has never received such information from the State 
Department, which answer is contained in Senate Document 127: Therefore, 
esolved, That the Secretary of State be, and: he is hgreby, directed to 
secure and send to the Senate the reports received by the State Department 
from the consular representatives of this Government in obedience to the 
circular sent them by Secretary of State Blaine on May 20, 1881. 


INCOME TAXES. 
Mr. BUTLER. I introduce a joint resolution, which I ask may 
be read at length. 
There being no objection, the joint resolution (S. R. 47) to 
amend the Constitution of the United States, giving Congress the 
wer to lay and collect income taxes was read the first time by 
ts title, and the second time at length, as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of both Houses concurring therein) 
That the following article be proposed to the 1 tures of the several 
States as an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, which, 


when ratified by three-fourths of said legislatures, shall be valid asa 
of the Constitution, namely: 


ArtIcLe XVI. 
yasgutions tt the sugren tote wilin the tencuse ig Sstivoa op atanivoly bat 
all income taxes shall be uniform throughout the United States. 
Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the joint resolution be printed and 
lie on the table; and I give notice that to-morrow morning, dur- 
ing the morning hour, I shall submit some remarks upon the ques- 
tion, and I shall ask the Senate at an early day to consider it. 
“ie VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will lie on the 
e. 

THE TARIFF BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H: R. 379) to provide revenue for the Gov- 
ernment and to encourage the industries of the United States, the 
pending question being on the amendment of Mr. Vest to strike 
out paragraph 149 and insert: 

149. Penknives, pocketknives, or ry 4 knives, and erasers or manicure 
knives of all kinds, or parts thereof, wholly or partially manufactured, in- 
cluding such as have corkscrews, file blades, or manicure blades, each of 
which shall be held to be a blade, if.-vaiued at not more than 40 cents per 
dozen, 10 cents per dozen and 15 cent ad valorem; all others ha t 
one blade, 40 cents per dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem; if havin “hu two 
blades, 60 cents per dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem; if paving t 
blades, 80 cents per dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem; if havi our blades 
or more, $1 per dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem: Provided, t no article 
¢, the above named shall pay a higher rate of duty than 70 per cent ad 
valorem. 


Razors or razor blades, finished or unfinished, valued at not more than $4 
per dozen, $1 per dozen; valued at more than i per dozen, oper dozen, 
and in addition thereto, on all razors and razor , 15 per cent ad valorem. 

issors and shears, finished or unfinished, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the ding amend- 
ment proposes to continue the rate on pocket cutlery in the —_ 
ent law. The proposition submitted by the bill as it came 
the House was one of the largest increases over the present law 
that was proposed in this bill. The Senate amendment modifies 
the rates as they came from the House quite mens and the 
paragraph as proposed by the Senate committee is nothing like so 
objectionable as the proposition as it came from the House; yet 
the present proposition seems tome to be extreme and unreason- 
ably high and absolutely without justification. It seems to me 
that the Senate ought not to lose sight of the facts bearing upon 
this question. 

On , een the Senator from California [Mr. Warr] had 
a table printed in the Recorp which I hope Senators have 
read, showing the enormous increases in the rates on cutlery, I 
believe ensttling 400 per cent on certain classes of cutlery in the 
schedule as it came from the House of go and 250 
or 270 per cent in the p schedule, e truth is, that these 
_~ duties or that any duties over 60 or 70 per cent are - 
cally prohibitory. If such provisions as these are embed in 
the law, the result must necessarily be that there will be no im- 
portations of the low es of cutlery which come now from 
abroad, and none of the high-class cutlery comes here now, or 
practically none. The carvers, the table cutlery, and others are 
altogether in the hands of the American manufacturers. It seems 
to me the American people are entitled to the right of competi- 

oc between the producers abroad and here on something like 

r terms. 


I hold in my hands a comparative statement showing the effect 
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on the revenue to be derived from the bill as it came 


fro 
House on pocketknives in comparison with the Wilson a "b the 


on imports for the year 1896. According to the statist;.. a 
Treasury t, the total on of pocketini 
valued at not more than 50 cents a = 


ozen was $148,788.12. 7 
duty on these under the Wilson law would amount to §¢) 49° >; 
The duty on this importation under the Dingley bill as it ca: 
from yet my w Z be pean. The duty on this grade of 
goods under the Dingley w average 51 r cent, anc 

next higher » all bbeataiion, valued at frou 50 sents coat 


as was stated yesterday ef the Senator from Missouri, js },, far 
the largest importation. I believe, however, that the Senato: did 
not give the 8 to the Senate, and I will do so. 


There were imported of goods valued at between 50 ¢«, 
$1.50 per dozen, $648,888.22. “—- 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. When? In what year? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is the importation of t})j, clasg 
of knives for the last fiscal year. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is a mistake about that, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This statement was made up by 4 
man who is thoroughly skilled in these matters. He says he took 
it from the statistics. I do not think there is any doubt about it 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is right here in the statistics 
363,000 dozens, valued at $393,000. In 1896 there were 444 009 
dozens, valued at $375,000. 

Mr. WHITE. To what does the Senator from Connecticut 


refer? 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iam referring to the compara 
tive statement. 

Mr. WHITE. What paragraph? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Paragraph 149, the bracket between 
50 cents and $1.50 a dozen. The Senator from Connecticut, [ 
think, is somewhatinerror. The subdivision to which he alludes 
seems to give the importation for 1890. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Oh, no; it gives the importations 
under the laws of 1890 and 1894, respectively, for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1893, and the fiscal year en June 30, 1896. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator, I believe, read the im. 
portations at 363,156.65 dozens. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That was the importation for 1890, 
as shown by the comparative statement which the Senator has 
before his eyes. . 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator is certainly mistaken. 
If he will look in the column in front of that, under the head ‘‘ Year 
wa? une 30,” he will find that the importations are for 1403 
an . 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I still think the Senator from Con- 

necticut is mistaken. Let me read: 

Valued at more than 50 cents per dozen and not exceeding $1.5), 1890. 

Then the figures are run out. Yes; the Senator from Connect- 

icut is correct. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes; that is the law of 1890, and 

= — are run out for the year 1893. That is the importation 
or : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, the Senator is correct about it. 

Valued at more than 50 cents a dozen and not exceediug $1 per dozen. 


Then it gives the importation for 1896. There does not seem to 
be any subdivision in the com tive statement, giving the im- 
portations between 50 cents a and $1.50 a dozen. ‘‘ Valued 
at 50 cents a dozen and not exceeding $1 per dozen,” 414,(00 
dozens, valued at $375,000. And then, *‘ valued at $1 per dozen 
and not exceeding $1.50.” The two d be added together, 
and the two, I presume, will make the figures I have. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What are the figures which the 
Senator has? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Six hundred and forty-eight thou 
sand eight hundred and eighty-eight dollars and twenty-two cents. 
It is wero todetermine. Itcan be done inamoment. | 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think the Senator is practically 
right about it. 


. JONES of Arkansas. After making the calculation I find 
it is exactly right, Mr. President. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The classification is divided here. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes. I think the Senator's error 
came from the fact that he did not notice that there was 2 sub 
division in the classification. 


So the as stated by me showing the im: tions for last 

= of knives between 50 cents a dozen and $1.50 a dozen, $645, 

, are correct, and upon that the duty under the Wilson Act 
would be $354,588.69. 


knives valued at from $1.50 to $3 a 
and tions of knive® 

. Presi large margi n, as was stated 

by the Senator from Missouri yesterday, the importations of 











1897. 


pocket cutlery come in the class between 50 cents a dozen and $1.50 
a dozen. Twill include the table in my remarks. I see by a note 
at the foot of the table that, according to the calculations made by 
the gentleman who prepared this statement, the Wilson tariff would 
make these importations produce $691,032.61, while he estimates 
the tariff to be derived from the Dingley bill on the same sched- 


ules to be much less. 


parati statement showing the effect on revenue of Di tariff on pocket- 
Mies in comparigon with the ‘hice of Wilson Sip banet on , hades for 
fiscal year ending June, 1896, according to Mr. W. C. Ford's statistics. 








Total. 








Importation of 
more than 

Duty. Wilson tariff 

Duty. 


etknives valued at 
cents a dozen......... $148, 788. 12 





tknives valued at 
.50 per dozen ........ 





hich could cleo Lew t 
ave u 
wiih Weel be about O8 por cent) .|..............|............ 
tion ves valued 


EN ERE b ones 920060 62 200.|- 22... ...-2-.- 

2" for goods = Bp € ea oy 

cecessive duty, leaving $165,280 whic 
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aoe e eer we ween wee nee 
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Duty, atid dedisesocssa)-s.-4.--a0se- 
Duty, Dingley tariff (average duty 59 
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Wilson tariff as a revenue producer ................................ 
Dingley tariff as a revenue producer ....................-.....----- 496, 188. 64 


In 1892 there were imported into this country of pocketknives 
not over 50 cents a dozen, 324,890 dozens; from 50 cents to $1.50, 
235,000 dozens, and between $1.50 and $3, 72,173 dozens, and over 
$3, 28,977 dozens. 

The values between 50 cents and $1.50 were 84 per cent of the 
total importations; the values from $1.50 to $3 were 11 per cent of 


the im ons, and the values over $8 per dozen were 4} per 
cent of the importations. 2 

This was in 1892, and it shows how strongly the statement of 
the Senator from Missouri is corroborated by the figures. 

Mr. GEAR. I think the Senator is mistaken about the number 
of knives at the rate of $3 a dozen and upward. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In 1892? There is nothing in the 


comparative statement about 1892. The importations for the year 


1893 there, I ce. 
Mr. GEAR. It is 29,000 dozens, showing a large increase. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Twenty-ninethousand in 1893? In 1893 


there were imported of knives not over 50 cents per dozen, 437,555 
dozens; between 50 cents and $1.50, 363,000 dozens; between $1.50 
and $3, 81,263 dozens, and over $3, 29,283 dozens. But still in 
1893 88 = cent of the total importations were of the knives 
between 50 cents and $1.50 dozen. That is the point we were 
endea to establish. knives between $1.50 and $3 per dozen 
the im were 9 per cent; of those over $3 per dozen there 
were but 8 per cent, showing that the present market is absolutely 
the can manufacturers. They do not com- 
Germans in the low class of knives. They do not 
to do so, and there can be no justification for impos- 
— high taxes upon these knives except to render it impos- 
for the American people to buy the low-class knives and 
buy the higher-priced class of knives made by 
manufacturers. ere can be no other purpose. 
1894 there were imported of knives costing not over 50 cents 
50 cents to $1.50 per dozen, 180,714 
per dozen, 39,546 dozens; over $3 per 
88 per cent of all the impor- 
-50, 9 per cent between $1.50 and 


—not over 50 cents, 533,000 doz- 
000 between $1.50 and 


.000 dozens; 
$3, 118,916 dozens and over $3, 49,000 dozens, making 88 per cent 
of the between 50 cents and $1.50, 8} per cent be- 
and $3, and 3} per cent on knives costing over $3 per 


s 


: 
: 


were 449,000 dozens; from 50 
647,000 dozens; between $1.50 and $3, 115,000 dozens; 
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over $3, 54,000 dozens, or 86} per cent of the importations between 
50 cents and $1.50, 9 per cent between $1.50 and $3, and 44 per cent 
over $3. 


Comparative statement of importations of pocketknives and erasers 





Per cent 








Year. Class a — of impor- 
- tations 
a ae i cite aan dia cinideies teeiteee 324, 890 
| 2s 235, 900 a4) 
iad aneieap 72,173 il 
shed cadeubusdwke iwc cdgeuuens 28, 977 4} 
| 661,940 
tnaantddetedecnn Not over 50 cents............ eta 487, 555 — 
ann wc cedwased Gatien 368, 157 8&8 
i a a 81, 263 9 
Dt ithatehssanssdeseqeccen 29, 283 | 3 
911, 258 
Mitcacsateencneden Not over 50 cents...... nan onenind | a 
| 50 cents to $1.50........... Vietios 180, 714 x8 
RR ¥ haan 39, 46 9 
Mg aa 13, 775 3 
430, 708 
1895. .. seccecasescel (ee over Sieunts....... oe 633, 380 |...... . 
I an ao een cl | 568, 330 a8 
Ee a as i | 118,916 8} 
tical \elaidcactesse cnseeneeenee| 49, 273 3t 
| 1, 269, 899 
Ee ee 
50 cents to $1.50...... stipe adlaunartalandts 647, 454 sOy 
| OY SEN A Peat on 115, 430 0 
IN died inciin cient PRESSES 54, 687 43 
“1, 286, SRB 





I submit these figures to show the absolute correctness of the 
statement of the Senator from Missouri yesterday, when he stated 
generally that by long odds the largest part of the importations 
came within these two prices, 50 cents and $1.50 per dozen. 

Yesterday some allusion was made to a letter written by the 
vice-president of the Simmons Hardware Company, of St. Louis, 
Mo. It isa strong letter, well written, by a man whois absolute 
master of his business. I understand it is the largest hardware 
company in the world. They are men who are thoroughly 
familiar with their business. 

The man who writes the letter is an old, trained, and skilled 
hardware man. He writes the letter in a temperate, reasoning 
style. It is addressed to Mr. MorRILL, chairman of the commit- 
tee. Ihave acopy of it, and I propose to read it to the Senate, 
for I think it is worthy of consideration by all Senators. It is 
dated April 29, 1897, and says: 


Being the largest importers and dealers in the United States in guns and 
cutlery. we feel that we are at liberty to encroach upon your time to a lim- 
ited extent, and ask your consideration to the facts that we are able to pre- 
sent to you in relation to the proposed duties on these goods. We have pur- 

ely postponed doing this until a time when we could feel positively sure 
n regard to the feelings that these duties, if enacted, would create, as we do 
not want to deal in conjectures, but solely in facts. 

We have 181 salesmen on the road, traveling for us in every State and 
Territory excepting those in the extreme East. As guns and eutlery are 
more largely sold in the fall than at any other time, it isa custom with us 
to take orders for them for fall shipment, and we have not this year made 
anexception. In consequence, however, of the pending tariff legislation, it 
has been necessary for us to protect ourselves and sell for fall shipment only 
under certain conditions. 

“ Self-preservation is the first law of nature,” and all business houses are 
protectionists when there is any element of doubt in regard to what prices 
may prevail in future. Our salesmen of necessity have to be informed in 
regard to the changes that the Dingley bill as it has passed the House would 
create, if enacted, on the goods they sell. They have been, ever since the bill 

‘ the House, taking orders for fall shipment under the following condi- 
on: 

“It is understood and agreed that prices are subject to any advance that 
may be created by the enactment of a new tariff bill prior to the time of ship- 
ment; that is to say, that the exact difference between the duties on these 
goods under the present tariff and of any one that may be enacted in the 
meantime is to be added to prices.” 


And yet we have gentlemen on the other side telling us again 
and again. that the tariff is not added to the cost and is not paid 
by the consumer, that it isan ingenious method adopted by the 
American people to compel foreigners to pay our taxes and that 
our citizens do not pay it at all. Here is a letter written by one 
of these gentlemen to the chairman of the committee, giving full 
information of the exact terms of the contract they make in pro- 
posing to sell their goods. 

Our salesmen are of all sorts of political leanings and opinions, yet tariff isa 
matter of business that affects them, their customers, and their customers’ 
customers. 

We are now in position to state that the proposed duties on these goods 
are unwise and will be resented. On general principles it can be safel 
stated that any cause is weak where parties resort to misrepresentations an 
misstatements to achieve their ends. This has been done by both parties 
representing the gun and cutlery manufacturers. 
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Mr. Hunter, representing the manufacturers, stated before the House 

‘Ways and Means Committee that his information was obtained in person by 

thelr treasurer and general manager, who visited Europe for this particular 
urpose. He said that the better grades of guns came from England and 
rance, 

France sends us nothing whatever in the gun line, and a lar; rtion 
of the higher grades comes from Sarueany ee Belgium. He further stated 
that the importers had undervalued guns by importing them in parts instead 
of in whole, his idea being to insinuate that the importers resorted to 
dishonorable methods. 

The manufacturers themselves were instrumental in having the eateies 
tariff arranged so that parts of guns, which they themselves imported, cou 
be brought in at a low rate of duty. The intent of the law was that com- 
pore guns should not be separated and brought in under that classification 

t the language of the law permitted this, and the decision finally render 
was that the poo were cntitled to bring them in according to the lan- 

age and not the intent of the law. The ition that the importers took 
fr this matter was purely a business one, with no intent whatever to deceive. 

In our own case we were very particular to tell the officials of the - 
house in our own city just what we intended to do, and that they could ap- 
praise the guns, as they undoubtedly would, at the full valuation as comple 

ns, and we on our part would pay same under protest and have the case 
fated by the courts. It was also stated before the committee, that under 
the operations of the Wilson law the importutions of firearms had increased 
enormously, and that if the American manufacturer was to hold the Ameri- 
can market the McKinley rates must be restored. 


In this commection, about the importation of firearms having 
increased enormously, I will state that Government statistics 
show that we exported $770,862 worth of firearms and imported 
$617,235 worth. 

Mr. GRAY. Under the Wilson Act? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; last year. 


There has been no increase in imports of guns under the Wilson bill to 
apeak of. Under the McKinley bill guns were imported in parts and classi- 
ed as “manufactures of w or of iron,” and cousouoenty, they do not 
Sgere in the statistics of gun imports for the period in which the McKinley 
bill was in operation, 

The total value of imports of firearms in 1895—that is, under the full a 
plication of the Wilson Act—was only, to statis . Th 
with the exception of the records for 1893 
forth above, are m 


g, is far below the statistics for the last ten years, 
which are as follows: 


cheaper grades of guns are not made in this country, and in 

and other countries are manufactured —_ a system, Ww we 
sincerely trust will never prevail here. © proposed duty is the a 
on the cheaper grades, which are used by the poor man, w will be the 
means of forcing the farmer boy, who uses them mostly, either to go with- 
out a gun entirely or else buy something which he can illy afford, in the 
— of a very much higher priced American gun. 

enormous increase on the cheap grades can best be appreciated by an 
examination of the following table: 


Breech-loading guns. 


Foreign cost. 


proposed tariff under the Din 

greatly in excess not only of the aektinoy 
which is a sufficient refutation of the statement 
they can not prosper save under the proposed new schedule. 
<a a Se ee te ie % 
cutlery in particular than prospectus issued June 21, 1892, 
Taintor & Holt, of a Lay =f am 5 eon <a — Slates Cu 
Com : —— under Ws State ew Jersey, from w 
we les have quote, as follows: : 

I have the prospectus in full, and I was thinking that I would 

nt it to the Senate, perhaps. However, I read 
t from it: 
“This corporation has been formed to 
concerns, four of the oldest, largest, and best- business 

in the United States, viz, those of the Miller Bros. Cutlery Reny, Meriden, 


Com 
n.; the New York Knife Company, Walden, N. Y.; the Knife 
Company Walden, N. Y., and that of Dwight Divine, Ellenville, N.Y. The 
eration for purpose is the sum of $1,000,000 in preferred and com- 
mon stock of the company.” 


* These four concerns man 65 
lery made in the United States. They all have 
xtensions with 


are capable of large & ; 
with a vesora of over twenty grown in’ 


has snl, 
dertaking. Th fact oods now best and 
is lenponat ble now toturn the chaunal it teede back eaclgcuandocss 


This was in 1892, not very long after the 
ley law, and it is a right striking fact (I 
it before I take my seat, if I do not forget it) that these four com- 

gave the total value of in an examination 
a@ committee of Senate or of 


each one stating the value of his 


very moderate outla 


JUNE 3, 
own pr ty. It was put down at $400,000, and the compan was 
capitalized in the new trust, under the McKinley Act, at $1 .))) \,,, 
r. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator say that is ti), 
or either of them’ 

Says it was & prospectus 

put out by Messrs. Taintor & Holt. Ihave the full prospecti. ayq 
will present it to the Senate, so that the Senator can see ex, 0+), 
where it purports to come from. * 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is unauthorized. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was put out by Messrs. Tajn:., & 
Holt, of New York City, in behalf of the United States Cii\.:) 
Company, and they state in the prospectus that the purpose \./s 
to absorb the four companies. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Now will the Senator let me siy 
one word about that? ; 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. With the gees ements. 

Mr. ae a ee co can S was eae out by the 
companies which they pro’ was lated by ther 
publiels and never was carried into operation. , : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was not aware of that fact. My 
impression was that it had been organized and had become tha 
operating company. I will interrupt the reading of the Jetter 
right here, and read the whole of this, since the question has }ye., 
raised by the Senator from Connecticut. I know, of course. t}a: 
what the Senator from Connecticut states is true. I do not want 
to be understood as challenging the correctness of anything he 
says, so far as his information goes. I will —7 submit to the 
Senate these facts as they come to me from w consider repu- 
table sources in New York, from dealers in these articles. 1),'s 
statement is made in full, and I was assured that it is a fact: 


During the tariff hearings, the American manufacturers of pocke 
cutlery submitted a etwas wae several investments, which i } ; 
found in Miscellaneous Document No. 176, page 72. In that statement will be 


Capits 
, Meriden, Comm.-....----------------- oan 
'e Company, lenville, N. ¥ 
Walden (ime. aaa... 


400, 000 
Within a few months after the passage of the McKinley tariff, the pocket- 
knife manufacturers, by frequent advances, came to a total increase in sulees 
of over 30 ver cent. On June 21, 1802, the above-named companies issued a 
offering their plants for sale for $1,600,000, of the following 
a@ copy: 
PROSPECTUS. 
New YorkK, June 2!, 1392. 
Messrs. Tarnror & Hort, New Yorx, 


Have been authorized to offer for subscription $800,000 of 8 t cumul 
tive preferred stuck a4 QI0RS00 of commen stock, aa mentioned below.” 
Tae Unirep States Cutiery Company. 
Organized under the laws of the State of New Jerscy. 


Capital stock, $1,600,000, divided into 


8,000 shares 8 cent preferred stock of each $800,000 
6,050 chron commnen stock of $100 ee 800, 000 


1, 600,000 


All shares are full-paid stock and nonassessable. Stockholders wil! have 
aegereen liability whatever. 
pean ee Cte WAT. , 
compan provide that no md or mort- 
can naithent Gos ccmaeutot 0 cent of the preferred stock- 
ficlders. also that this can not be 


Registrar of stock: Company of New York. 
Transfer : Taintor & 


Counsel: Ruggles. 

Fo mening ppg ok ate . w a ian 
2. . « A ce-president, 

Dircctars W. FY Rockwell of Miller Bros Guilery Cevspany. Merten, 


He seems to have been a member of the company— 


Thomas W. Bradley, of New York 
head, of Walden Knife 


Walden, N. ¥.; EB. White- 
N. ¥.; James E. Campbell, ek 
ae ‘Sualdes Binney. ast, N. 5.5 H. Shel ton, 
ieagesteiion & Binney, Providence, Br: A. Chi president Home 


«Application will bo made to ist the securities of this company on the New 


A 
The preferred stock will be to er dividends 
of 8 per cent per annum, of the of the company, ani»! 
also rank against the of company in preference to the «mn 
common stock will be to the earnings, when declared 
> dividends, atver payment of the dividend of per cent on the preferred 


And so on, giving the terms of the division, etc.: 
The vendors retain a majority of the common stock: 
Then they state the terms as to subscriptions: 


Saunt scone 
—- following statement is submitted by the same ind’ 


THE UNITED STATES CUTLERY nr gm = 
has been formed to take over as go't 
concerns of the oldest, largest, Seu Ceees properties ia 











: those of the Miller Bros. Cutlery Com , of Meri- 
— York Knife Comqenr, of Walden, N. Y: the Walden 
. and that of Dwight Divine, of Ellenville 


. ¥ . 
The company begins business on or about July 1, 1892. “ 


hese concerns manufacture about 65 per cent of all the pocket cut- 
le . ay United States. They all have excellent water power, and 
pat capable of large extensions with a very moderate outlay. 


business, with a record of over twenty years, has steadily into 

Tatable undertaking. The manufactu Teds now equal the best for- 

Sign makes, and it is impossible now to turn the channel of ie back to the 
foreign manufacturers. 


The members whose names are given are connected with this 
concern. Whether or not they succeeded in floating their scheme 
of selling out at four times the value of their plants, it seems to me 


they must be held to their own statement as to the profitableness 
of their and what they were likely to do in the future. 
com) acqv free of incumbrance, all the property of the four 
pa with their business, including real cetate, build. 
ings, and machinery, with the good will, patents, trade-marks, de- 
signs, etc. é 
estate, machinery, fixtures, patterns, etc., used 
= roel ens have wateed, under oath, by Hon. Geor; 
B.C treasurer Ellenville Savings Bank, Ellenville, N. Y.; 
Uriah Terwiliger, trustee Ellenville =a Bank, Ellenville, 
N. Y.; John R. r, Walden, N. Y.; Walter C. Ste- 
vens, cashier Walden National Bank, Walden, N. Y.; Judge Levi 
E. Coe, president Meriden Savings Bank, Meriden, Conn.; John 
L. Bil Meriden, Conn.; John 8. Taylor, merchant, Walden, 
N. Y.. = eee trustee Walden Savings Bank, que, 0 
oun manufactured goods on hand at cost price, with cash in 7 
the treasury «~~~ <<-000 «00 0 ~ + ~~ oo + oo oe ne eee ee eee enn een ene 420, 000 
1,122,000 
Noth 


is included in the f ing total for any of the patent rights, 
or will, valued a $500,000. . 
all these concerns have been examined by Messrs. Yalden, 
accountants, and according to their rt the 
has steadily increased pear ep year, and the net 
for a period of over three years are in ex- 
to have 8 cent dividends upon 000 pre- 
amount a’ le for dividends in 1891 was 500, and 
to hand since then, taking into a aoe 
produced no goods w anuary, 1892, the 
estimated to be not less t sufficient to pay 8 
and 15 per cent on the common stock. 
was as important to the manufacturers as 
the im of knives with the names 


trade- 


TR 
a ff 
tl 


: 
2 
F 


of smorienn Senbenetenped upon them. ‘ore the of this law, for- 
eign houses placed on the market bad qualities of knives ped as Ameri- 
which gave the that Lsnesiesn made knives were of poor 
quailty, whereas it has conclusi demonstrated that the home prod- 
uct is superior to the best imported Even if the tariff be reduced, it 
will have of e that have been exclusively occupied 
by foreign and which can never again be taken away. This 
has been by the fact of the largest jo houses in 
the contracted largely for supplies from the A meri- 
can = we them before, and 
which have been pronounced satisfactory in every way. 
The eo a eee bare never t reached those which could have 
been — increased rate of tariff. 
The owners keep a majority interest in the common stock of the 
eee tee et 
It it is the present managers have agreed the different 
works of this company at moderate salaries, the maximum of which is fixed, 
and bind themselves not to go into the manufacture of pocket cutlery 
in the either directly or indirectly, for the period of seven 
Pn Iggtachtcg cpecly of tens comptes sat pr cont large 
com a Tr cen r 
than in 1891, and seedecl So ost months ahead at the 


present mar- 


one and one-half times the amount 
y preferred as to income, but also as 


[een tothe fact that the business of manufacturing 
infancy in this country. Starting from small begin- 
to its and the opportunity 

of. It is not a business which has 

rity, but, on the contrary, it has 


shareholders in this company will be benefited by 


least that there was an effort 
this enormous —_——- 
organize a combination, they 
total production of the 

the same time to unload 
ts value. This must have 
‘ Act gave them over what 


oa that was and now we 


will continue to read this letter from St. Louis: 
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The real machinery, patterns, manufactured 
on ; 

sof aoa gn te remap oy wat: Raar ck HPS 
ona . Mn the Unio , chartered qocountante, than whom 
This letter is about the matter concerning which I have just 


and the 






C that their profits for a of over three 
of the en aren entane 
stock, and that the profits for 1808 tony be taivly 


eS Epa ae 
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estimated to be not less than sufficient to pay 8 per cent on preferred stock 
of $800,000 and 15 per cent on the common stock, also $800,000. The tangible 
assets of these four concerns were $1,132,000, which, according to their state- 
ment, makes the profit on the actual investment 16 percent porannum. The 
prospectus further states that even if the tariff be reduced it will have 
opened up channels of trade that have been exclusively occupied by foreign 
makers, and which can never be taken away again; yet these same four 
manufacturers testified before the McKinley Ways and Means Committee 
ee Document 176, page 72), that their investment only amounted 
000. 

© American manufacturers of pocket cutlery to-day control nearly the 
entire American market.on the higher priced goods, which invariably bear a 
very much larger per cent of profit than the cheaper grades. The sole effect 
of the proposed schedule will be to bar out about 80 per cent of the pocket 
knives heretofore imported, thus rendering the new tariff in this direction 
an utter failure asregards being a revenue producer, and compelling the 
= man to pay enormously for the knives he is able to pay for. This will 

made clear to you when you consider that the importation of pocket cut 

lery from the year 1802 to the year 1897 shows that 87 per cent of the total 
amount in dozens consisted of knives costing $1.50 and tan The following 
table speaks for itself, and shows clearly the discrimination against the poor 
man’s goods: 





TWO-BLADE POCKETKNIVES. 


Dingley. 




















McKin 7 | Other | 
Foreign cost per dozen. ley pun than Pear! 
tariff. * | pearl or jand shell 
shell | handles. 
handles 
Per cent.| Per cent.| Per cent.| Per cent. 
etic hiticiatitrtsl atnitenateileantail 78 i 250 | 360 
ahi biesicitiadichitea indie ccaiaibincepatiaabeeiied 140 69 | 200 2R8 
. 125 | 62 | 168 2 
-f 113 | 56 145 207 
-f 104 2 128 183 
1. 102 | OH | 116 165 
1. 8 | 6O | 104 10 
1. 00 | 56 ov 138 
1. 88 | Dt 92 | 128 
Lf 83 | 62 | 87 | 1 
, bi | ae me 
THREE-BLADE POCKETKNIVES. 
.| 125 62 241 2 
-| 113 | 56 210 | 20 
| 104 i 183 265 
; . aa 102 4 165 237 
a i ween 98 | oo 1590 214 
i ace 90 | 56 1374 196 
| AEN a 88 Bt | 1273| 181 
cl cases | 83 | 52 120 | 170 
| 
FOUR-BLADE POCKETKNIVES. 
——____— r : mae 
90.90 ----nnnenen----eeenneenneenveesanees 113 | 56 | 270 | 385 
EE | 104 | 52 | 237 1] 
Oe 102 | 64 213 285 
1. 1G... eennenneeeeennenceetnenenes ones | 93 | 60 198 257 
i an 56 77 235 
a | 88 mf 163 216 
a | 8&3 52 53 | 208 








The present tariff on scissors and shears is 45 per cent, yet it is proposed to 
increase this in some instances on the cheaper grades to as ech as 325 per 
cent. Ninety-seven per cent of the shears used here are manufactured in 
this country, and, furthermore, a considerable quantity is exported to Eng- 
land. Weourselves last month took an order for over 300 dozens in Sheffield, 
England, at a very satisfactory profit to us. 


Exporting the goods in these quantities from this country abso- 
lutely to Sheffield itself, to the henDanastens of the manufacture 
of cutlery in Great Britain, and selling them there at a profit to 
our exporters, and yet insisting on increasing the tariff over 45 
per cent, which the Wilson Act now gives. 


The grades of scissors which are imported are not made in this country at 
all, nor, in our opinion, are they likely to be. 

The present duty on razors is an averageof 45 per cent. Very few of these 
goods, in fact, a very insignificant quantity only, are made in this country, 
not entirely on account of the price, but on account of inability to get the 
peculiar kind of skilled labor necessary to their manufacture 

If industries with a protection of 45 per cent have not gained a foothold 
im our country, as has been the case with certain classes of scissors and 
razors, it clearly proves that they are not indigenous to the soil and have no 
right to exist here, and al! legislation intending to increase enormously the 
a. them is a direct tax on the poorer people. 

@¢ mannfacturers of pocket cutlery are on record in regard to their busi- 
ness through the prospectus of the United States Cutlery Company. If the 
cutlery schedule, as it now stands in the Dingley bill, becomes effective, this 
P us will be made use of as showing the most inconsistent feature ever 
passed in tariff legislation, and will tend to inflame the minds of the masses, 
who are already sensitive in the extreme regarding what they consider class 
taghietion. Can it be defended on any grounds whatever? Not on account 

necessity for protection; their own prospectus denies it. Not on account 
of obtaining more revenue; the duties are prohibitive. Their prospectus 
and the enormous per cent of duties, as shown on the table which we inclose, 
are irreconcilable, excepting as a measure to permit pools. 


Mr. President, it does seem that the intention of these things 
must be that way. We are assured again and again by protec- 
tionists that the of tariff laws is to promote the produc- 
tion of goods in this country, and that competition amongst our 
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own manufacturers will bring prices down; and yet we have in- 
stance after instance, until we have instances by the hundred, in 
this country of combinations of producers to regulate prices by 
trusts, pools, or gentlemanly agreements, as they are sometimes 
called—a gentlemanly agreement to rob the masses of the people 
for the pu of swelling the profits on their investments in 
this class of business. 

Where combinations are possible under the laws of this coun- 
try, I tell you, Mr. President, competition is absolutely impossi- 
ble. We can have no competition unless we can prevent the 
combinations of these people; and when you put these high rates 
on the articles, you are offering a premium to these people to 
combine and increase the price enormously. I could mention 
instances by the dozen where this has been done. We instanced 
a <7 of them a day or two ago—nail trusts, trusts in steel rails, 
and so on, 


The people of this country in the last five or six months have had some 
very strong object lessons before them in the way of protected duties that 
are not at all necessary to manufacturers, excepting for the purpose of en- 
abling them to make combines among themselves. e steel-rail pool which 
has just gone to pieces is also going to have quite an educational effect in 
this direction, inasmuch as manufacturers have demonstrated their ability 
to sell rails delivered in England at less than —e makers can produce 
them; yet during a long pe of years they have forced the home consumer 
to pay » $8 per ton more than would have been the case without an unnec- 
essary duty. 

The manufacturers of steel rails, some of whom are also makers of billets 
and rods, in 1896 sold fair quantities for export, in one case a large lot of rods 
being sold at $7 or $8 per ton less than the prevailing price in America. 

The Wire Nail Association in a brief period of n months more than 
doubled the are of some of its m f 
export at Spy lf the price ~ home use. This was only possible 
because of an all protective duty, and this notwithstanding the fact that 
the ar oS re nails has been for a number of years past a steadily 

ing business. 

We —~ § to enter our and earnest poeta against the passage of the 
measure, as far as it relates Fane, Docks cutlery, scissors, and razors, in 
the sincere belief that it will be zislation and politics, and in using 
the expression “ bad tics” we do not mean to apply it to any particular 
party, and only use it in the sense that it will create intense fee amo 
an enormous ¢ of people at a time when all measures appease to be 
for the benefit of the country should be invulnerable against an honest attack. 

It is the Sumepenee7 advance on little articles of everyday consum mn, 
such as scissors bought by wont, pees cutlery, ard cheap guns t by 
boys and farmers, t causes irritation and creates discontent. In order 
that you may see our point in this connection, it will be but necessary to say 
that if the wishes of the cutlery and gun manufacturers are carried out, our 
salesmen, in exp’ tion of the advanced prices at which these goods be 
invoiced to customers this fall, will be compelled to show that the average 
increase of duties on etknives been 218 per cent, and in extreme 
cases, on aap es, 540 per cent. This naturally provokes them, and 
leads them to ae in turn to the parties to whom they sell their ; in 
other words, the jobber is aggravated, the salesman is vated, and in 
turn the re r and the consumer to whom the retailer se 

where statements are so greatly multiplied that 


taile 

It is these little th’ 

have great effect. It an every-day topic of conversation among 
many people, and in this way it becomes the means of having many people 
condeimn the measure. 

In conclusion, the schedule on these items is wrong in as le, because 
the parties who can least afford to invest their money are legisla against. 
The enormous increase of duties on these goods 1 be resented and the 
measure as a whole will be condemned in consequence. 

Yours, truly, 


Simmons HARDWARE CoMPANY, 
J. W. MORTON, 
First Vice-President. 
This was signed by Mr. J. W. Morton, the vice-president of this 


couspany as he states, the largest dealers in hardware in the 
United States. 

Mr. President, we all know, of course, that it is utterly useless 
to show up these enormities; that it is utterly impossible to make 
any impression on the Senate. The fact that these taxes are to 
be levied upon the masses of the people, that the poor are to be 
compelled to contribute in small taxes and in small amounts upon 
a article that they purchase for domestic consumption, to 
swell the pockets of those who are already rich, fall upon deaf 
ears when presented to the other side of the Chamber. 

There is but one satisfaction connected with it, that there is an 
a which lies from this body to one\beyond, and one which 

not refuse to listen—one that will not close its ears when this 
ustice and these gross inequalities are — out to them. 
ere are numbers of these things, but I hesitate to take up the 
time of the Senate in presenting them. I shall from time to time 
present such as seem the most glaring and most imperatively de- 


meas 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Carter in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment of the Senator from Missouri to the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

aero and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, 1 have kept personal account of 
the recurrence during the reading of the bill of what I shall call 
superpum rates of tariff, rates imposed not for perpen of 
oa or p of protection, but exactions Fst 
simply for the sake of exactions and the effects that are to follow 
them. Take, for example, the present instance. It is admitted 
that, with the exception of a very low-priced grade of articles, cut- 


lery is manufactured in the United States; that the only imyoy a, 
tion is of the low grade. The object of these increased rates ;, to 
prevent importation; the object of these increased rates is to dest, yy 
revenue— ’ 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. TURPIE. At the close of my sentence. The object of 
these increased rates can not in any manner affect wages, Hecanse 
the question of wages is simply between the employees ani tho 
employers here. So this is evidently a case of the imposition of 
superfluous and supernum increased rates of tariff sii 
the sake of the increase. I yield with great delight to the | 
able Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish merely to say that it js 
not admitted we have the market on the higher grades of cutlery 
or that we have no market on the eee eee There has been 
no such admission ted to the ttee, [ understand. 

Mr. TURPIE. 1 did not use the word ‘‘admission.” Pam jot 
asking the honorable Senator to admit — . I refer, how- 
ever, to the papers before us. They will show that we have the 
markets on the higher grades. There are some importations of 
the higher grades. Why? Because when a man prefers Britis) 
or French cutlery, he | have it, no matter what it costs. But 
that brings very little revenue. All the revenue we get is on the 
lower grades, the importation of which is now proposed to be 
stop entirely. There will be no importation of the cheaper 
class of if the rate is increased as proposed in this bill. The 
very object of this increase is to orn importation and to dry 
up the revenue heretofore derived from that source. So this is a 
supernume rate of tariff taxation, entirely supertiuous, im. 
posed for the sake of the tariff and its effect. 

Now, Mr. President, this is not a single instance, it is the 
twelfth instance which I have counted of the imposition of these 
supernumerary rates. Oneof the principal features in this bill, its 
controlling descriptive feature, is the eon of these super. 
numerary rates imposed merely as for the sake of tariff. 
They can have but one object. They bring no revenue to the 
Government. Their purpose is to prevent t. They make no 
effect upon the , because the question of wages becomes 
domestic entirely. ey do not relate to protection. Why, then, 
do the beneficiaries of the bill insist- upon those rates being a part 
of its contents? Merely to make space, to make room, to make an 
open field, to p e a park, a reserve for the operations of mo- 
nopolies in the United States and to enable incorporated monopo- 
lies without question to fix their own prices on their own wares. 
That is the purpose of these supernumerary rates. 

i umerary and superfluous rates is al- 
ways accompanied with the direst vice relating to prohibitory and 
rotective legislation. It is always accom with the unpar- 
onable sin which adheres to and infests this sort of lawmaking. 
It is always a part of its feature that the highest superfluous and 
supernumerary rates, imposed simply for the sake of imposition. 
are imposed and a on the lowest and the cheapest rates of 
Why? e highest rates imposed on high-priced goods 
allowing their importation would bring a very small revenue. 
The taxpayers are very fewin number. But when you impose 
the highest rate upon the lowest-priced goods you make every 
man, woman, and child in the country a yer; the number 
of taxpayers would make many millions, and the sum so laid and 
becomes large. The poor e of the country—the 
millions not rich—are thus subj to the principal burdens 
under this fiscal . Those least able to pay taxes have im- 
posed u them the chief burden of taxation, and those more 
able and most able to the taxes are released by this policy 
from the payment of proportionate burdens toward the 
public expenditures of the country. 

This unspeakable vice of the protective and prohibitory system 
would be sad enough in itself, but itis a sadder thing yet to reflect 
that this system is authorized by law. It is not the result of acc'- 
dent or contingency, but we are asked by an act of Congress and 
under the authority of law to legalize this unjust and oppressive 
distribution of the of taxation and the pool formed 
now among the manufacturers of cutlery in the United States, or 
waiting to be formed upon of this tariff bill. This 

is a violation of law. Itisa of the old law against 


ts, a crime against justice, against public policy; an‘ 

this v tlemanl t is roposed under this act ol 
eas to be extended to the lawmakers, 80 that the lawmakers 

, in conjunction with the lawbreakers, perpetrate this crime 
against the rights of the majority of the taxpayers of this country. 
Shee be some excuse, sir, for the imposition even «f 4 
rate as high as this and as in its character, wholly bearing 
upon the class of able to pay it, if the revenue to be 
derived were to go to the Government. But itisnot. Nota dollar 
of this supernumerary rate of tariff goes into the public Treasury. 


ly for 
1Onor- 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





E 


penny of it will go into the treasury of the trust. It is 
simply an oat for the increase of the value of shares, stocks, and 
dividends to inco J 
manufacture of cutlery in the Uni 
These three 


NOT VOTING—3. 
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7)  — ~~ Martin, Teller, 
: . en, arris, Tenn. Morrill, Turner, 
ted trusts e ed in the business of the Butler, Heitfeld, Teleemn reat. : 
‘ States. ; Daniel, Jones, Nev. -ASCY, Walthall, 

paragraphs remind me of that universal decree of | Davis, Kenney, Penrose, Warren, 
Augustus Cwsar by which all the world was taxed. All the ter- | Elkins. Lindeay ee wom 
ritorial limits are already taxed, but it is proposed now to tax | George, Mallory, Spooner, Wolcott 
knives (that includes the world of boys, a very large constitu- | Gorman, Mantle, Stewart, 

So Mr. VEsT’s amendment to the amendment of the committee 


ency), and to tax razors cat includes the world of men), and to 
tax scissors, Which includes the world of that sex to which legis- 
lators have so often deferred, but which are not spared in this 
proscription. It is a universal tax inversely imposed the highest 
rates upon the cheapest articles, so as to make the greatest num- 
ber of taxpayers and to inflict the greatest possible degree of 

justice upon those who are compelled by law to make this con- 
tribution to the public fisc. 

I intended to ask the honorable Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
son], who I am to see is not in his seat at this time, to 
consider whether he had not some error in the committee to which 
the bill should have been referred. I believe, sir, upon consider- 
ation, especially of the descriptive feature to which I have alluded 

rvading the whole measure, the bill ought to have been referred 

o the Committee on Pensions. It is in fact and in law an act 
granting ions to the incorporated owners of machinery en- 
gaged in the 1 manufacture of cutlery in this country. They are 
pensions, sir, and they are pensions not subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the general law. They are pensions, sir, per- 
petual in their nature, because they are granted to corporations, 
and only to tions. There is no limitation in amount and 
there is nolimitationinterms. They are seer pensions with- 
out limit to the monopolies now establis and hereafter to be 
established in this line of businessin our country. Not even death 
will make any vacancy in this pension roll. 

I know it may be seemented that these are service pensions and 
it may be claimed thatthey are quite meritorious. They are service 
pensions, sir. They are ions for services performed in the 

t campaign of prosperity which culmina last November. 
are pensions for services performed in the grand army of 
which dispersed at the same time—forces which have 

— almost as suddenly as they were summoned, forces 
which have disappeared to-day in the sands and in the wastes of 
t expectations, of broken promises, of pledges unkept and dis- 
onored to the le, sought now to be condoned by granting 
immeasurable subsidies, bounties, pensions, and subventions to 


dul trusts of the United States. 
The ING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment of the com- 


“Te leenaeer reeeded and na, a nere) been demanded. 
to e roll, 

Mr. BATE (when the name of Mr. Harris of Tennessee was 
pe I desire to state that my colleague Sot Harris of Ten- 
nessee| is absent sick, as is well known, and that he is paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriL], who is also absent 
sick. I desire to make the announcement now and let it apply to 
all votes taken to-day. 
Mr. MALLORY (when hisname was called). I am paired with 

Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. If he were present, I 
should vote * ” and he would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator [Mr. NELson]}. 
, hen his name was called). 
with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Florida _ Pasco]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have a general pair with the Senator from 


: 


I am paired 


Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay]. I transfer that pair to the Senator 
from Island RICH] and yote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. KENNEY. I announce my pair with the junior tor 
from . PENROSE] and withhold my vote. If he 
were I vote ‘‘ yea.’ 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 31; as follows: 

Recon, Rawlins, 





a BE 





was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the committee 
amendment by inserting, after the words ‘‘ ad valorem,” in line 16, 
the following: 

Provided, That none of the foregoing rates in this paragraph shall exceed 
60 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment 
of the committee. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). On this ques- 
tion I am paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror]}, 
If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON}. 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WILSON. I again announce my pair with the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. lf he were present, he would vote 
**vea” and I should vote ‘* nay.” 

Mr. WALTHALL. I announce my pair with the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. I also announced the pair of the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] with the Senator from IIli- 
nois [Mr, CULLoM]. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Has the Senator from Nebraska { Mr. Tuurs- 
“i voted, Mr. President? 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then I withhold my vote, as I have a pair 
with that Senator. 

Mr. WILSON. Itransfer my pair with theSenator from Florida 
[Mr. Pasco] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JonEs], and vote 
ee » 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the negative). I have 
just been reminded that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray}, 
with whom I am paired, is absent, and that I ought to withdraw 
my vote. Idoso. I supposed he was in his seat when I voted. 

r. CHANDLER (after having voted in the negative). Has 
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. ey) voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 29; as follows: 


Iask for the yeas and nays on that 


I am paired with the 
If he were present, I 


. 


YEAS—17. 
Bacon, Clay. Mitchell, Turpie, 
Bate, Cockrell, Morgan, White. 
Berry, Harris, Kans. Pettigrew, 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
Chilton, Mills, Rawlins, 

NAYS—29. 
Allison, Foraker, Lodge, Quay, 
Baker, erie McBride, Sewell, 
Burrows, Gallinger, McEnery, Shoup, 

r, Gear, Mc Millan, Wetmore, 
Clark, Hale, Perkins, Wilson. 
Davis, Hanna, Platt, Conn. 

Deboe, Hawley, Platt, N. Y. 
Fairbanks, Hoar, Pritchard, 
NOT VOTING—43. 

Aldrich, Gray Martin, Stewart, 
Allen, Hansbrough, Mason, Teller, 
Butler, Ha , Tenn. Morrill, Thurston, 
Cannon, Heitfeld, Murphy, Tillman, 
Chandler, Jones, Nev. Nelson, Turner, 
Cullom, Kenney, Pasco, Vest, 

: zis. Penrose, Walthall, 
Elkins, Lindsay Proctor, Warren, 
Faulkner, McLaurin Roach, Wellington, 
George, ory, Smith, Wolcott. 
Gorman, tle, Spooner, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and paragraphs 150 and 
151 were read, as follows: 


180. Swords, sword blades, and side arms, 35 per cent ad valorem 
151. Table, butchers’, carving, cooks’, hunting, kitchen, bread, butter, vege 
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table, fruit, cheese, plumbers’, te, artists’, and shoe knives, 
forks and steels, finished or unfinished, wit handles of mother-of- -pearl, shell, 

of ivo ry 16 cents each; with handles of deer horn, 12 cents each; with han- 

dles of hard rubber, solid bone, celluloid, or any ne material, 5cents 
each; with handles of any other material than those above mentioned, li 
cents each, and in addition, on all the above articles, 15 per cent ad valorem: 

Provided, That none ot the above-named articles shall pay a less rate of duty 
than 45 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. I offer a substitute for paragraph 151. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 
The SecorEeTARY. Itis proposed to strike out paragraph 151 and 
in lieu thereof to insert: 
151. Table, butchers’, carving, cooks’, hunting, ki bread, butter, vege- 


table, fruit, cheese, Tumbers’. painters’, palette, artists’, and shoe knives, 
forks and steels, finished or unfinished, 0 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, in the course of my or yes. 
terday I filed certain tables with reference to pocket cutlery, com™ 
piled by the St. Louis house to which I then referred—the Sim” 
mons dwareCompany. I have nowhere a table of knives and 
forks, ivory and rl handles, also rubber, bone, and celluloid 
handles, stag ha and carving knives and forks, stag handles, 
with the foreign cost and the tariff from 1864 to 1890, the Mc- 
Kinley rate, the Wilson rate, the Dingley rate, and the Senate com- 
mittee’s rate, Some of these rates are ce yt bn throughout. 
For instance, take table knives and forks, stag dles, costing 42 


cents. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There are no such -. 

Mr. WHITE. Well, this firm, which is said to be largest 
hardware establishment in the United States, informs me to the 
ee I presume that they must know what they are talking 
about. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. Stag-handled table knives? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is no such thing. There 
are such carving-knife handles. 

Mr. WHITE. Horn handles, I believe, are called stag handles. 
Iam so informed by this establishment; ‘and while I have great 
confidence in the views of the Senator from Connecticut, yet I 
shall be compelled to submit this evidence 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Worse than all that, the term 
** stag handles” is not in the bill at all, 

Mr. WHITE. That may be oneot the occult features of this 
bill which render it more reprehensible than if it spoke openly. 
That is a feature of the celebrated sugar schedule, that we are to 
come to after a while, that ev is upon, and each 
produces a different result. t is an occult feature which is 
not a the bill. I have no doubt that the gentle- 
man who devised schedule man to get everything taxed 
under some name. If stag handles have been left out, it is an 
omission of a nature seldom made by “ ——— who concoct 
—_ wonderful schedules, confounding, and -perni- 
cious, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The term is “deer horn.” 

Mr. WHITE, As to whether deer horn would be the proper 
designation of stag handles I do not propose to inquire. The 
trade definition seems to be s 
me. They may be called deer horn. I will compromise on that, 
if I can help the bill through. 

Mr. PLA of Connecticut. Deer horns and stag horns are 
as om for table knives. The Senator never saw one, I venture 


Mr, WHITE. Ihave seen some very 
very peculiar knives, and though the 
may not have seen a ‘table knife with as handle, the Senator 
from Missouri, I have no doubt, who lives in a State where 
cutlery establishments are located, will be able to convince 
Senator that west of the Mississippi River, and ibly in the 
eet east of it, knives with stag handles have been 


‘an eee of ee. Carvin knives. 

Mr. WHITE. bility of the tor from Connecticut 
is no doubt , ‘S doubt whether he has been able to in- 
vestigate all knife handles of the country. However, we shall 
we os ee as to whether they are called handles or horn 

es. I refer again to the table which I nd to print as a 

— = remarks, from wich it will be seen that on table 

niv forks, stag handles, costing 42 cents per dozen, the duty 

under the tariff xe 1864 to 1890 was 35 per cent ad valorem; by 

the McKinley law the duty was 55 ; under the Wilson 

law, 35 per cent, while un the y bill it is 855 per cent, 
and the same rate is ed in the bill. 

Mr. Sharretts, of the Board of General A: 
that the rates of duty under this paragra 
knives er to from 45 to 255 per a With 
comment, I will offer this table and have it prin 
RECORD in connection with what I have said. 


uliar handles and some 


tag handles, but it is immaterial to | ule was 


tor from Connecticut | such 


The table referred to is as follows: 
Table knives and forks. 
IVORY AND PEARL HANDLES. 


Tariff, 
1864 to — Wilson. | Dingley.| Senate. 
1890. . 


ee 
=o 
oe 


wanes’ 
SESRRSEA! 


Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. There has been a good deal said 
about this schedule, and I desire to say one word in reply. This 
schedule was the of the Board of ade Ts 

request of the Ways and Means Committee of 
Representatives, and he was consulted by the sub- 
committee of the Committee on Finance of theSenate. The sched- 
was prepared by him, and I desire to read a word of his mei- 
orandum annexed to it. I think it answers all this talk. 
151. The rates on table cutlery thought to be a great 
on thw a the act of a and the preset act, It is thought 
ges spewenditio th 
some 0 18 
were seereenem Sees ot the act of 1s 
be considerably erage on 
sed. caneel cheet' ts Pain nere as on 
most of those of higher value the ad valorem rate of per cent will accrue. 
It should not be forgotten that these calculationsalso are based upon inv 6 
prices of i which have been more or less undervalued, part: 
those of the lower grade. 
ion as to 
understood 
of New 
York, but is the view simply of one board. =v 
other member of that board, whose have given, and who 
distinguished expert on these matters, makes this commit 
upon that paragraph: 


151. The rates of ae sare other oss by this pa be paragraph 
a py a Rou con aoe "alorea day ranging from at 3 Pods. is. 
— Seneendenn $0 06 apni MLAAInaInaNEEtamongst the Gen ral 


ae amongst Senators. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amind- 
n| He Wl on mascot [Mr. Vest] to para- 


gra’ 
Fak added cee anette os 
yeas nays were ordered; rocee( 
to call the toll, a 
Mr. MALLORY (when hisname wascalled). Iagain announe 
my pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procro:]. 











Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELson]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am paired on political questions with the 
senior Senator from New York [Mr. Murpny]. I transfer that 
pair to the Senator from Nevada j Mr. ——, and vote ‘‘nay.” 

KENNEY 


Mr. (after having voted in the ive). Hasthe 
junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENRosE] voted? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GaLLinGer in the chair). 


The Senator from Pennsylvania has not voted. 
Mr. KENNEY. Then I withdraw my vote. 


The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—32. 
Baco: Clay, McLuurin, Rawlins, 
on Gockrell, Mills, . 
Berry, Faulkner, Mitchell, Turpie, 
Caffery, Gray, Poulos Walthall, 
Cannon, Harris, Kans. Pet Ww, White. 
Chil Jones, Ark. Pettus, 

NAYS—3. 

Fairbanks, Lodge, Quay, 

Baker, Foraker, McBride, Sowell, 
a MeMilian, —— 

. , Cc er, 
Chandier, Gear, Mason, Stewart. 
Clark, Hale, Perkins, Thurston, 
Davis, Hanna, Platt, Conn. Wetmore. 
Deboe, E Platt, N. Y. 

Elkins, Hoar, Pritchard, 
NOT VOTING—22. 

i ie Tenn. Martin, Smit 
— * Heitfeld, Morrill, Teller 
Butler, Jones, Nev. Murphy, Turner, 
Cullom, Kenney, Nelson, . 
Daniel, Kyle, . Warren, 
George, Landsay, Penrose, Wellington, 
Gorman, Mallory, Proctor, ilson, 
Hansbrough, ° Mantle, Roach, Wolcott. 


So Mr. Vest’s amendment was rejected. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
ih 152, line 18, before the word “inches,” to strike out “four” 
and insert “‘two and one-half;” in line 19, before the word 
“inches,” to strike out ‘‘ four” and insert ‘‘ two and one-half;” in 
line 20, before the word “‘ inches,” to strike out ‘‘ nine” and insert 
“four and one-half;” in the same line, before the word “cents,” 
to strike out ‘‘sixty” and insert ‘‘fifty;” in line 21, before the 
word * * to strike out “‘ nine” and insert ‘‘over four and 
one-half;” in 22, before the word “inches,” to strike out 
“fourteen” and insert ‘‘seven;” in the same line, before the word 
“cents,” to strike out ‘‘ one dollar and fifteen” and insert ‘ sev- 
enty-five;” in line 23, before the word “inches,” to strike out 
“fourteen” and insert ‘‘seven;” and in line 24, after the word 
“ dollars,” to strike out “and 60 cents;” so as to make the para- 


graph read: 

182. file blanks, rasps, and floats, of all cuts and kinds, 
1 h and under, 30 cents per dozen; over 2} inches in length and under 4} 
in 50 cents per dozen; over 4} inches in length and under 7 inches, 75 
cents per dozen; 7 inches in length and over, $1 per dozen. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. 1 wish to offer an amendment to a para- 
graph we passed over the day before yesterday, at the end of line 


on . 
y IN. Does the Senator desire to offer his amendment 


inches in 


now? 
. I wish to offer the amendment now, and 


have it acted _ 

Mr. ALLISON. Weare not acting on that schedule now, and 
I hope the Senator will not press his amendment at this time. 

Mr . lam anxious for a vote on the amendment, 
away the last of this week, and shall be gone two 


or 
Mr. . Wewill try to take up the matter before the 
Sonate eae If not, it may remain open until his return. 


; . Very 
Mr. PRITCHARD. I hope the matter will be left open for the 


a eT Very well. I shall not offer the amend- 
state the amendment le proposes to offer? “T ahould iike to have 
the amendment stated, so that we may know what it is. 

bottom of the page, move to insert the following ome 
toot!Phur ore, or pyrites, or sulphuret of iron in its natural state, $2.25 per 


It is 
he on free list now. 


as I am 
three 


The committee propeses an amendment to 
154, and I ask that it may be considered out of its reg- 


PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


ular 
The 
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The SEcRETARY. On page 50, line 5, paragraph 154, it is pro- 
posed to strike out all after the word ‘‘ thereof” and insert in lien 
thereof the words ‘*75 cents each and 25 per cent ad valorem;” so 
as to readg 


Revolving pistols or parts thereof, 75 cents each and 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. How much is the proposed increase of duty? 

Mr. ALLISON. Over the paragraph as it stands? : 

Mr. VEST. Yes; as it stands. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not so large a duty as that provided for 
in the paragraph. 

Mr. VEST. The paragraph is 60 cents each and 15 per cent. I 
understand that to be an increase. 

Mr. ALLISON. Upon the !ower qualities. 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Upon the lower-priced article—pistols valued 
at more than $2.50—the paragraph now under consideration pro- 
vides for $1.50 and 25 per cent ad valorem. The committee rec- 
ommend one rate for pistols. It is a slight increase upon some of 
them, but a great reduction upon others. 

Mr. VEST. But it is an increase upon the lower-priced article. 

Mr. ALLISON. A slight increase, very. 

Mr. VEST. That is the most objectionable feature of the bill 
to me, that whenever we strike a lower-priced article, there is an 
increase of duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not a high duty. 

Mr. VEST. And as a matter of course it falls upon people the 
least able to pay it. 

I wish to call attention, without the hope of converting anybody 
on the other side of the Chamber—— 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator whether he is speaking in 
favor of the poor man’s revolver? He says the particular matter 
which is up is revolvers. 

Mr. VEST. I am speaking in the interest of every honest man, 
poor or rich, who wants to use a revolver for legitimate purposes. 
A revolver, as is said sometimes about that instrument in Texas, 
is not needed so often, but when it is needed it is needed very 
badly. I have no doubt every Senator, certainly those of us who 
have lived in the West, has seen the time when a revolver was 
the most indispensable article in the world, not because he wanted 
to violate the law, but he wanted to defend himself with it. 

But I wish to call attention, without expecting to make any 
converts, as I said, to the changes that are made in the bill in 
regard to the low-priced breech-Joading guns. In the matter of 
sporting guns, not muskets, there has been as much revolution as 
there has been in any other article in recent years. All of us 
can, and we are not very old men, remember when such a thing as 
a breech-loading gun was unknown. We had the old muzzle- 
loader with percussion caps. I remember very well when the first 
breech-loading gun appeared in my State. It wasa great curiosity. 
People came to see it. Noweverybody uses a breech-loading gun, 
and it is the rarest thing possible to tind any man, even the poor- 
est, white or black, who has not a breechloader. We do not in 
this country make the cheap breechloaders. They are made in 
Germany and in France. 

Mr. HOAR and Mr. GALLINGER. In Belgium. 

Mr. VEST. And in Belgium. A large number are made in 
Belgium. The unit of value is $4.55. That is the foreign cost of 
some of these guns. My friend the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
es says it is the average. We donot make these guns in the 
United States, and here is a change in existing law, putting up 
the limit as to cost from $6 to $10, and then increasing the duty 
enormously over the rate that now prevails. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is the Senator speaking of the bill as it comes 
from the other House or the amendment proposed by the Senate 
committee? 

Mr. VEST. I am speaking of the existing law and the amend- 
ment moet by the majority of the Finance Committee. 

Mr. AL ISON. And the Senator says it enormously increases 
the present rate? The Committee on Finance recommends that 
on the cheaper guns the rate shall bean ad valorem duty of 50 per 


cent, 

* Mr. VEST. Exactly, and that is an increase of 20 per cent over 
the existing law. In other words, where the gun is worth $6 you 
put $3 additional tax upon it, making it cost $9 besides the cost of 
transportation and profit. 

To an increase of duty upon high-priced sporting guns that are 
made by distinguished and celebrated makers abroad and in this 
country, and which cost from $150 to $500, and even $1,000 apiece, 
there could not be so much objection, because a man able to buy 
a gun of that sort, and who thinks he needs it, would consider it 
the most trivial matter in the world if he had to pay $25 or $50 
more in the shape of tariff tax. But when you go to the cheap 
breech-loading, double-barrel gun, bought only by the poor class 
of people, and which the poor people alone can buy, it is an out- 
rage to put a tax of a cent upon it when we do not pretend to 
produce the article in country. 
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There can not be the slightest pretext that it is done for protec- 
tion, because we make none of those guns. It must be done alone 
for revenue, and as everyone knows who has noticed the imports 
into this country, as you put up the tariff rates upon articles of 
this sort you decrease revenue. So there can be no excuse for 
this sort of taxation in the bill before us. I movetostrike out ‘‘50 
per cent” and insert ‘‘30 per cent,” which is the rate under the 
existing law. 

The committee have raised the limit from $6 to $10, and under 
the amendment a large number of guns costing abroad $7, $8, 
and $9 would be included in this provision. I move to strike out 
fifty” and insert ‘‘thirty,” so as to make the rate on double- 
barreled, sporting, breech-loading shotguns, combination shot- 
guns, and rifles mentioned in this clause, 30 per cent ad valorem, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 8, paragraph 154, page 49, it is pro- 
posed to strike out the word “fifty” and insert ‘ thirty,” so as to 
read ‘‘30 per cent ad valorem.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont |Mr. Proctor]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. QUAY (after having voted in the negative). I understand 
the Senator from Alabama {Mr. Morgan] has not voted. If that 
is the case, I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am paired with him. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to announce my pair with the 
senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL}. 

Mr. THURSTON (after having voted in the negative). Ilearn 
that the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], with 
whom I have a general pair, has not vot I therefore with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Nevada {Mr. Jones], and will allow my vote to stand. TheSena- 
tor from Nevada will stand paired with the Senator from Ala- 
bama (Mr. Moraan}. 

Mr. WILSON. I am paired with the Senator from Florida 


{Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the affirma- 
tive). I notice that the Senator from Maine [Mr. Haz] is not 
recorded as having voted. I have a pair with that Senator, and 
therefore withdraw my vote. 


The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 32; as follows: 


I am paired with 


Iam paired with the 


YEAS—2. 
Bacon, Cockreil, McLaurin, Rawlins, 
; Faulkner, Mills, Roac. 
nary, eee, oenel, — 
ery, ra urphy, ‘urpie, 
Chilton, Harris, Kans. , Walthall, 
Clay, Kenney, Pettus, White. 
NAYS—32. 
Allison, Davis, Hawley, Platt, N. Y. 
Baker, Dobos, oar, Pritchard, 
urro ge, uay, 
Gentoo Fairbanks, McBride, aoeyi, 
Carter, Foraker, cMillan, Shoup, 
Chandler, Frye, Penrose, Spooner, 
Clark, Gear, Perkins, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hanna, Platt, Conn. Wetmore. 
NOT VOTING—33. 
san. Pattee. a ; aareer, 
en, ones, ; oO est, 
Butler, Jones, Nev. Morrill, Warren, 
Daniel, nye. Nelson, Wellington, 
Gallinger, Lindsay, Pasco, _. Wilson, 
. E ery. Seen: Wolcott. 
a, ory, er ‘ 
Hansbrough, Mantle, Thurston, 
Harris, Tenn. Martin, Tillman, ~ 


Se the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to present several communications with 
reference to the gun matter. One is addressed to the senior Sena- 
tor from New ae Situ], and is dated March 25. It is 
neat Se y & Gales, 302 Broadway, New York, and 
is as follows: 


Dear S1r: Permit me to call your attention to the proposed tariff (House 
: ue No. 379) as far as it refers to breech-loading sporting shotguns, section 


That is the paragraph immediately after the t one, but it 
may as wel! be comseerel in connection wit this. 


Tam much surprised that the committee should have adopted such radical 
rates. The average duty on double breech-loading shotguns (the only kinds 
that are now imported to any extent) is 75 per cent; the lowest rate, 58 per 
cent; the highest, 102 percent. Ican not comprehend whe the Waysand Means 

always nm 80 severe unreasonable in the matter of 
guns. In 1890 this matter was to a considerable extent and the 
rate changed, after the bill reached the House, to 40 per cent; but the con- 
ference committee finally advanced the duty to the original House rates. 
In na « plmaa lar line the views of the manufacturers seem to have been all- 
powe 


As a matter of fact, during my own business career the number of many, 
facturers of firearms has c—_ from three to over thirty, and the output 
increased more than ten times; and notwithstanding the hard times 4. 
panics of the last several years, not one of the principal factories has fai... 
and only two or three of the embryo concerns, who would naturally hay, 
succum even in prosperous times, have gone out of business. On the ot hor 
hand, under a varying duty of 35 to 40 per cent from 1870 to 1890, the thirty. 
odd factories mentioned have grown up to large pro; ions, while the per. 
centage of imported guns has continually decreased, so that the extinc |... 
of the importing business in this line, under any conditions, is only a question 
of time, just asin edged tools and repeating rifies. ” 

1 have dealt in and sold bothdomestic and foreign — ever since domestic 
guns have been made, and every word I write is the result of personal ex. 
perience. 

‘The manufacturers who have appeared before the Ways and Means (1) 
mittee have brought up no- question of equity. They simply desire the ox.)\;. 
sion of all imported guns, thinking thereby to insure their own prosperity 
whether their factories are managed or mismanaged, not recognizing the fa. 
that they have no direct competition from the foreign guns which are son 
and strong, but of common construction, and intended for a different class 
of trade. The American — go to our merchants and sportsmen; the for. 
eign guns to the farmer's boy and laboring meu, who must shoot a gun of this 
price or else go without. 

As to the question of revenue, I do not believe the commiitee fully recog. 
nize how strong the tendency is to use American rather than foreign goods. 
My observation leads me to beli¢ve that re next ten years the tend- 
ency to decreased imports will be very marked, even under reasonable 
rate the qanitt oposed into effect, it will d 

e tariff on guns, as pr , goes into effec ecrease the im- 

rtation two-thirds within twoy . Why add the specific duty and then 

powones ang valorem rates also? On cheap guns $1 and 20 per cent would 
enough. 

I urgentl uest you to look into this matter at once and to vigorously 
oppose section 155 on breech-loading spo shotguns as unreasonable, 
excessive, and nonrevenue producing. 

Respectfully, 


Also 231 South Broad street, Elizabeth, N. J. 


I also have a letter written before the bill was reported to the 
Senate. It comes from California, from an extensive and well- 
known house, a most stable house, that of Baker & Hamilton, 
one of the oldest of the don the Coast—I think perhaps the 
oldest. It is as follows: . 

SAN FRANCISCO, April 8, 1897. 


DEAR SrR: Our attention is called to the proposed tariff on firearms. While 
we are in favor of protecting the American manufacturers, we do not deem 
it wise to impose prohibitory duties. Therefore take the'‘liberty of calling 

our attention to the incl copy of the proposed tariff bill as it applies tu 
h-loading shotguns, etc: 

Valued at more t and not more than $12—proposed duty, $4. 

Valued at more than Rt a duty, $6. 

This specific duty, added proposed ad valorém duty, would make a 
total equivalent to an ad valorem ranging from 75 to 100 per cent, which we 
consider excessive. 

We do not know of any American manufactu: 

need this protection. If 


JOSEPH GALES. 


rers of low-priced double- 


barrel shotguns that the duty is imposed it would 
make a fair quality, ote ene shotgun cost so much that it would be 
beyond the reach of the and lower classes of our citizens, on whom 
the entire burden would fall. 

e Ame manufacturers, as a rule, devote their attention to the 
making of high ie guns, Ww! are purchased by sportsmen well able to 
pa price asked for fine guns. 
quake Celnan dealt te Galaa eae te pet ted doce whe his 

e n oO cen uty, while his 
more fortunate fellow-sportsman should be able to fore gun valued at $50 or 
more and only pay 47 per cent =. 

We submit these facts for your kind consideration, and remain, 

Yours, respectfully, 


Baker & HAMILTON, 
WAKEFIELD BAK 


ER, President. 
Hon. STEPHEN M. Wurrte, Washington, D. C. 


The next is a tabulated statement showing the interpretation 
placed by this firm upon that feature of the bill: 


FIREARMS. 

Double-barreled, sporting, neers shotguns, combination shotguns 
and rifles, valued oe not more each; val at more than 3 and 
not more than ; ued at more ; double barrels 
for sporting, breech-loading and advanced in manu- 
facture than bored only, wo stocks for eeereree. short ing. 
breech-loading and holly or manufactured, $3 each; 
and in addition thereto, on all such - 


guns, and barrels, 35 per 

cent ad valorem; onall other porte soa gunserre and fittings for such 

stocks or barrels, finished or cent ad valorem: Provided, 

That all ole eee, Ste, ee shotguns and rifles im- 

without a lock or or fittings be subject to a duty of 

each and 35 per cent ad valorem; single-barreled loading shotguns, 

or » OX! as provided for in this act, $1 

and 35 per cent ad valorem. or thereof, valued 

at not more than $2.50, 60 cents each and 15 per cent ad valorem; valued at 
more than $2.50, $1.50 each and 25 per cent ad valorem. 








Equiva- 
lent ad 








Foreign value. 













9B. - 2. nercnrenece cence coceenee secon snes 4 $1.00 $2. 14 
B.D 2 sang ccncep cca ciwcsecnovscssumcts ‘0 1.00 2. 40 
5.00 Wc cccenvnececccccescecsue cosesncsssee 1.% 1.00 2.75 
G90 < acne sncecccnsn wocveseprcccccen meee 2.07 1.00 3.07 
CO. cansebbtnss nears sunpetercesniméacwes 2.13 4.00 6.13 
FeSO vances 2.45 4.00 6.45 
8.00 .. 2.80 4.00 6.80 
10.00 . . 3.50 4.00 7.50 
12.50. . 4.37 6.00 10.37 
15.00. . 5.25 6.00 11.25 
DOD isi Sdiccde Jone cn sents teeeniecoee 17.50 6.00 23. 50 





article. 


I have no further comments to make upon 


es es wile ite thie > 

















1897. 





Mr. ALLISON. These letters relate to the bill as it came from 
the House, and not as proposed to be amended by the Senate com- 
me, WHITE. Yes, sir; but I think they are pertinent to be 
considered here. The bill is not in a perfected state, and any in- 
formation which may be conveyed to the Committee on Finance 
or the committee on conference in enforcing the reduction should 
properly be given here. 

The CE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa, which will be 

ed. 
othe Secretary. After the word “thereof,” in line 5, page 50, 
it is proposed to strike out the remainder of the paragraph and 
insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘75 cents each and 25 per cent 
ad valorem;” so as to read: 


Revolving pistols or parts thereof, 75 cents each and 25 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 154, page 49, line 6, 
before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘six” and insert ‘‘ ten;” 
after the word “ dollars,” in the same line, to strike out ‘$1 each; 
valued at more than $6 and not more than $12, $4;” and in line 8, 
after the word “each,” to insert, ‘‘50 per cent ad valorem;” so as 
to read: 

, breech-loading sho’ s, combination shot- 
one el Pact nore = 0 mf t ——< ‘ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be to. 

Mr. T. There is objection. 

Mr. WHITE. Do not let it be recorded that the amendment 


is sgreet to without on. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood, at the request 
of the Senator from Missouri the other day, that all these amend- 
ments are to be considered as objected to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 154, page 49, in line 
10, before the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ twelve” and insert 
“ten;” so as to read: 

Valued at more than $10, $6 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 154, line 16, after the 
word ‘* ,” to strike ont the comma and insert “ and;” and 
after the word “ rifles,” in the same line, to insert ‘‘ valued at more 
than $10 each, and on such;” so as to read: 

And in addition thereto on all such ga and rifles, valued at more than $19 
each, and on such stocks and barrels, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of paragraph 


156. 

Mr. VEST. Paragraph 156 is as follows: 

Cut nails and cut spikes of iron or steel, six-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

This is an increase upon existing law; a small increase, it is true, 
from 22} per cent to 25 per cent, and I challenge the Senator from 
Towa now, in the kindest manner possible, to show me that there 
is the slightest excuse for the increase. The comparative state- 
ment shows that we absolutely control this market as to these 
nails, and we do the same thing, I may say parenthetically, as to 
all these iron and steel manufactures. The world can not success- 
compete with us. The comparative statement shows that 
in 1896 we from this country, after supplying the home 
market, $425,630 worth of these cut nails, and we imported $143 


Now, what a parody it is upon tariff taxation, for protection or for 
revenue, to say that there ought to be an increase upon this article 
of prime necessity. There is no pretense of any competition with 
us. , beggarly amount of $143 in a whole year is 
all we have congas in, when we exported the enormous amount, 
relatively, of 630. 

If there is any excuse for this sort of thing I should like to hear 
it. As I said the other day, if our friends have just t into this 
habit and can not break themselves of it, and are bound to increase 
, Whether it is right or whether there is 
% ought to a 
Mr, ALLISON. I will simply state to the Senator that we found 

cent on these articles. 


z 


a duty of c 
oa ye the Senate committee propose to make it 25 
Mr. ALLISON. The duty of 22} was placed there by the Sena- 


See ao theorem his associate the Senator Soom Ashenate 
we supposed there must have been 
some good reason for it at that time. We hore tonde ib specie, 

an of 24 cent to the rate 
Senator in what is known as the Wilson Act. If 


os 
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Mr. VEST. No; it is an increase upon existing law, the law of 
1894. 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. VEST. 


It is a very small increase. 
[I am prepared to say that the law of 1894 was too 


high. 

Mr. ALLISON. I might ask the Senator to explain the law of 
1894. 

Mr. VEST. But, as I had occasion to say the other day, and as 
the Senator from Rhode Island frankly stated in his opening 
speech here, there were reasons connected with the management 
of the bill on the floor which induced me to accede to 22) per cent 
after a long, hard struggle, because the attempt was made to 
make it 30 per cent. We were able to cut it down to 224. 

Mr. WHITE. I would ask the Senator from Missouri whether 
the threat of a two-wheeled barrow full of eloquence had nota 
good deal to do with it at the time? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say that cut nails are very much in the 
same situation as are knives and the articles shown here by the 
Senator from Missouri yesterday. They are sold here about as 
cheaply as they are anywhere, and as the Senator truthfully said, 
there are large exportations of these articles. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; only $143 worth coming in. Yet it is pro- 
posed to put up the duty to exclude foreign competition. 

As Mr. Blaine once said here, in similar circumstances on a dif- 
ferent subject, anaes the Senator from Iowa is like the boy 
who, when some ruffians were killing his father, said he saw the 
old man was bound to be murdered, and he concluded, in the in- 
terest of humanity, that he would just hit him a lick himself, so 
as to put him out of his misery. So this duty is to be increased 
from 224 to 25 per cent, in order to settle the question finally in 
favor of protection. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 

Mr. VEST. I move to reduce it to 20 per cent, where it ought 
to have been in 1894. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is another fact in connection 
with this matter that ought not to be lost sight of. The unit of 
value in 1893 was $4.20 a hundred on these nails. Nowit is $2.40. 
Twenty-two and one-half per cent is less than six-tenths of a cent 
per pound. The specific tax of course increases the duty con- 
siderably, and I think it is very much more than 25 percent. I 
have not been able to make the calculation. 

Mr. WHITE. I will say that Mr. Sharretts figures it at 30 per 


cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think it is considerably more than 
25 per cent. I believe it is more than 30 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. These experts vary very much in their figures, 
I take it itis not very important whether it is 25 or 30 per cent, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Suppose we make it 20 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the proposition of the Senator from 
Missouri. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is the proposition; but as the 
Senator from Iowa did not think there was much difference be- 
tween 25 and 30 per cent, I thought he would not think there was 
much difference between 20 and 25 per cent—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Very little. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And I thought he would vote with 
us on that proposition. ‘ 

1 wish tocall attention to a paragraph in the Iron Age of the 20th 
of last month, ten or twelve days ago, about the matter of cut 
nails: 

Cut nails.—The agreement between the owners of the Eastern mills in 
regard to prices of nails delivered at the different points in their territory 
is referred to as working quite satisfactorily, with but few complaints of 
irregularities. 

There are very few complaints of people selling below the price 
fixed by the gentlemen's agreement among the cut-nail manufac- 
turers under the present rates of taxation. 

The demand is, however, only moderate, and the manufacturers are not 
anticipating a large volume of business in the near future. In the East the 

rices for nails, delivered, continue as before: New York, $1.40; Boston and 

ew England, $1.42; Philadelphia, $1.38: Baltimore, $1.35. These prices also 
hold for nails delivered at other points in the territory which carry the same 
freight rates. For delivery wherea higher freight rate rulesa proportionate 
advance is made. Inthe West the market is represented in a general way by 
the quotation of $1.20 to $1.25 base for carlead lots f. o. b. mill. Less than 
carl lots command 5 cents more. 

Chi (by telegraph): The movement is small, carload lots selling at 
AO, , and small lots from stock at $1.45. 

St. Louis (by telegraph): The rumors regarding a proposed combination 
of the nail manufacturers has had a benefiting effect on cut nails. Mills are 

vancing their prices and are slow to quote on large quantities, except for 
immediate delivery. Wequote $1.40 rates for carload lots from mill; less than 
carload lots command $1.43 rates. ; 

Pittsburg: Thedemand for cut nails continues small, the season evidently 
being pretty well ended. We quote at $1.20 to $1.25 in carload lots at mill. 

I especially call the attention of Senators to the fact that ‘‘the 
rumors regarding a proposed combination of the nail manufac- 
turers has had a benefiting effect on cut nails,” and the advice 
to parties is to hold on and not sell cut nails, as the price will 
probably go up. The increased tax following on the rumors re- 
garding the combination of the nail manufacturers would seem 
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to indicate that the increased rate is simply to result in an in- 
creased price for American consumers and an increased benefit 
to American nail manufacturers. 

Mr. ALLISON. The price — of, I will say to the Senator, 
is from $1.25 to $1.45 per hundred pounds, the unit of value here 
nein .024. Ido not think there will be any great harm resulting 

rom it. 

Mr. WHITE. Itseems to be conceded that there isno necessit 
for any duty so far as the manufacture of this article is concerned. 
I believe there is noconflict in thatregard; and the duty is placed 
for the purpose of aiding in the maintenance of the trust combi- 
— dominating this industry. It can not have any other 
object. 

I havein my hand a telegram published in the Washington Post 
of June 2 with relation to the effect upon the laborers pe | 
in a very large iron and steel establishmentof See Ishoul 
like to have it read as an indication of the beneficial effects to fol- 
low this bill. Now that it is apparent that the pending measure 
will receive the votes of the majority of the Senate, it is natural 
that the good effects of the bill should begin to manifest them- 
selves, and that no one need be disappointed. I will ask that the 
article be read; it is encouraging. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested, 

The Secretary read as follows: 


[From the Washington Post, June 2, 1897.) 
IRON WORKERS ON A STRIKE—SIGNIFICANT REDUCTION OF EMPLOYEES AT 


PITTSBURG—ABOUT 2,000 MEN ARE AFFECTED, AND OF THESE ABOUT 300 
HAVE REFUSED TO WORK—AMALGAMATED SCALE WILL BE REJECTED. 


Prrrspura, PA., June 1. 

A 10 per cent cut in wages affecting all men not under the amalgamated 
scale was ordered at Jones & Laughlin's American Iron Works to-day. Asa 
result the open-hearth workers and some other ome ees, in all about 200, 
refused to work last night. The firm quvags nearly 3,000 men. 

The stories of the number of men who quit work are conflicting. At the 
South Side office a superintendent thought about 250 men had quit work, 
but these had not cri the . The workmen claim that between 400 

nd 500 have refused to work for the reduction. The superintendent said 
would rather have the old ge resume, but if they do not new men 
ll be employed to take their p About 2,000 men are affected by the 


cut. 
The laborers have been paid $1.25 per day, and these have been cut to $1.12}. 
The present reduction is significant, inasmuch as the ama ted steel 
scale comes up tor consideration thismonth. The present 
1. tf Jones & Laughlin refuse to sign the amalgamated 
telling where the trouble will end. 

W. L. King, of the firm, was asked to-day if the reduction did not indicate 
that the new amalgamated scale will be rejected when it comes up for con- 
sideration and that the firm will demand a reduction of the present wages. 


He said: “ That is the assumption.” 
Mr. King added: “ We have hoping since last fall that we would not 


op 
be compelled to makea reduction, but prices have had a downward tendency, 
and we put it off as long as we could, h oe eee agoows. 

“We must either operate our plant at these prices or close down. Thou- 
sands of mechanics and laborers apply every week for work, and it will be no 
trouble to men. Our orders have largely been from hand to mouth, and 
and it has n difficult to get orders to keep the men at work.” 

The Commercial Gazette to-morrow will say: “‘ The furnace men through- 
out the Shenango and Mahoning valleys contemplate a general strike about 

creased wages. men have no ization as yet, but are 
insistiu z on havin nizers from the <r Labor sent among them. 

“Th. plan for the strike, which will inel 10,009 men, is to wait until the 
weather gets at summer heat, when it will be impossible for new men to do 
this class of work, and it is believed the furnace tors will capitulate. 

“The present wages of furnace men vary from $1.50 to $2 per day.” 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to call the attention of the 
Senator from Iowa to the fact that since he called attention to the 
valuation of these nails as given in the Iron Age, which I just now 
read, from 100 to 145 cents a hundred pounds, six-tenths of a cent 
per pound on those valuations instead of amounting to 25 per cent 
amounts to from 41 per cent to 60 per cent on the value of the 
article, and that the amendment proposed by the Senator from 

uri will carry a tax of from 20 to 29 per cent. An exclusive 
tax, I believe, of 20 per cent would be the equivalent. 

The complaint the Senator from Missouri made was that the 
cominittee was undertaking to raise this tax from 22 per cent to 
26 per cent, whereas the values show that six-tenths of a cent a 
= is increasing the tax on cut nails from 224 per cent under 

present law to from 41 to 60 per cent; that where the nails are 
sold at a dollara keg the tax would be 60 per cent, and where they 
are sold at §1.45 a keg the tax of six-tenths of a cent a pound would 
be 41 per cent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], which the 
Secretary will state. 

The Secretary. On page 50, line 14, it is pr 
out * six-tenths of 1 cent per pound” and insert in lieu thereof 
**20 per cent ad valorem;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


156. Cut nails and cut spikes of iron or steel, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the 
amendment. 


The and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to-call the roll. sn 
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Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I havea gon. 
eral pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. T);;. 
MAN]. If he were present, I should v “ign 8 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Lam paired with ¢),, 
Senator from Minnesota pe NeEson]. 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was oe I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Florida (Mr. Pasco] to the Senator {).)., 
Nevada [Mr. Jones]. Ivote “‘nay.” 

Mee SUAS" havesrpenaal pic with, tho Senn 

is ‘ vea tor from Ala- 
bama [ Mr. ees I transfer that pair to the Senator ieee 
Nevada [Mr. Jones], so that the Senator from Nevada ani t})o 
Senator Alabama will —— the return of the 
Senator from Nevada to the Sena I will let that pair stand 
without making any further announcement. 

Mr, PLATT of necticut. I to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania that on this vote a er was made by the Sena- 
tor from Washington [Mr. Witson] of his pair to the Sen:tor 
from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. The transfer suggested can possi\)|y 
be arran, for the next vote. : 

Mr. AY. I stand paired, then, with the Senator from A\|a- 
bama . MorGan], and accordingly will not vote. 

Mr. TIN. I desire to know if the senior Senator from 
Montana [Mr. MANTLE] has voted? , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana has not 
voted. 

Mr. MARTIN. I withhold my vote in his absence. Were he 
present, I should vote ‘* yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 36; as follows: 


Bacon, Faulkner, McLaurin, Roach, 
Bate, Gorman, Mills, paith. 

; " Barris, Kans. Murphy, Walthall, 
— —, . be » White. 
Cockrell, Kenney, Rawlins, 

NAYS—%. 
Allison, Deboe, Haw Platt, Con 
Baker, Elkins, — Platt. N. a 
urro Fair 
compen Foraker, Motieite, Sewell, a, 
Chandler Gallinger MeMillan, eee 
Clark, Gear, Mason, Btewart, 
OCullom, Hale, * . Wetmore, 
Davis, Hanna, Perkins, ilson. 
NOT VOTING—27. 

Aldri Jones, Nev. Morrill, Tillman, 
—_— Kyle, Nelson, Turner, 

tler, ndsay, Pasco, Vest, 
Daniel, pallor. Proctor, one 
irate. Martin, Ronse, Wolcott. 
Harris, Tenn. Morgan, Thurston, 

So the amendment was rejected 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 


157. nails, hob eel nail 
Ms. a iad l 3 
Mr. TURPIE. I move to strike out ‘‘ 2} cents per pound” and 
insert ‘‘ oy! cent ad valorem.” 
eae emi, 4 Mga nee — stated. 
@SEORETARY. In » page are 157, it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘‘2} cents pound, and to insert ‘25 per 
cent ad valorem;” so as to at ag 


157. Horseshoe nails, hob nails, and all other 
specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad 


Mr. TURPIE, I ask for the yeas and on ing to the 
he y nays on agree 


dron or steel nails not 


The and nays were ordered. 
Mr. Fé AFFERY. Mr. I desire to state in reference to 
this paragraph that the apparent of rate from 4 cents a 


pound in the act of 1890 to 24 cents a pound is purely fictitious: 
that it amounts to nothing and is no good whatever. it is only to 
afford an opportunity to our friends upon the other side during 

man the fact that they 


It appears ‘that in 1893 there were 8,180 pounds of these 21/5 
— worth $897, and in 1896, 61,814 pounds, worth $3,!*!, 
the 1896 6.4 cents 
table of exporis we find that iron- 
wrought horseshoe and all other nails were exported last yeer to 
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,863, and the im of these at he highest 
rate vas only $3,981. So here is the fact demonstrated by this 
excessive export over the imports that we not only hold the home 





market, but we are these identical nails all over the 

world. What, therefore, is the use of any kind of duty upon this 

icular of horseshoe nails as descr ed in agraph 

57? So no capital whatever can be made from any cl of low- 

ering duties for the benefit of the American people in this para- 
graph or any other ph of the iron schedule. 

t us look, for , at the h below—paragraph 


Le ; 
Jn 1893 there were 238 pounds of nails mentioned in that 
» . The value was $15.40. The unit of value 
65 body say that a lowering of the rate from 2 
cents a pound in 1890 to half a cent a pound in 1897 is of any benefit 
to an when $15.40 worth of these nails were imported into 
the ayo States? Is not this — fictitious and illusory? 
Why not gothe whole hog and put these items upon the free list? 
wey is he pala that protection is ever going to stop? The in- 
fant is a very strong, wart man; he walks all over the United 

controls the — raarket = the ee — 
If there is any question of dumping the surplus of the foreign- 
i Tine of nails on this country, it is manifest that 
We are exporting a very large quantity of this material 
r excess “The idea of holding the home 


market to the dumping ess, Which it is alleged the 
foreigner resort to to get rid of his surplus, is of all imagi- 
. : 


nary and illusive ar used the most imaginary and the 
illusive. People never raise anything below the cost of —_ 
than once. The foreigner is no more idiotic n 


| 


regard. No one is ever going to raise an 
of production for the benefit of anybody 
man or a foreign man. does not occur, 


not occur, it never has occurred, and it never will occur. 

here is an aoe to do the right thing in the matter 
in behalf of the American people—not only in behalf of 

, but in behalf of the well-to-do, in behalf of the rich, in 
the 


whole population—for if there is any one article that 
into universal consumption than nails, I do not know 
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simply call attention to the fact of the excess of the exporta- 

on of these nails to show that our friends 
can lay no claim to any kind of virtue, to any 
kind of desire to aid the man in America, by reason of low- 
ering the rate on the article of nails below the rate of 1890. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, 1 am very much obliged to the 
honorable Senator from Louisiana for the careful detail in which 
he has gone into this question. He has reenforced every reason- 
able objection which can be made to the rates mentioned in the 
ing bill. My own objections are based upon the opposition 
any increase in the price of horseshoes. That is the operative 
principal item in this section. When horses themselves have be- 

to increase immeasurably almost the 
. to make this increase upon horseshoe nails 
shall reach the point when the nails and the shoes will be worth 
than the horse. That is the point to which I wish to attract 
of the Senate and of the country. 
The Senator overlooks the fact that the importa- 
nder the Wilson Act in 1896 amounted to nearly $4,000. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TurPrr],on which 
Secretary ed to call the roll. 

Mr. QUAY ( his name wascalled). Ihave ageneral pair 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], who is tempo- 
rarily absent from the Senate ber. If that Senator were 
present, he would vote ‘‘yea” and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I havea general 

with the senior from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. 
he were : ee aa ; ‘ 

. ‘when hismame was called). am paired with the 

from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 
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to state that until the return of the Sena- 
. JONES], he will stand paired with the Senator 
; AN], I having transferred my pair tothe 


(after having voted in the affirmative). LIinquir 
Senator from Pennsylvania {Mr. Panett lee 


VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
KENNEY. Then I will withdraw my vote, as Iam paired 


‘voted in the negative). I inquire if 
from Kansas ee cae voted?" 
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Mr. CLARK. Then I withdraw my vote and announce my 


pair with that Senator. 


The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Bacon Cockrell, Mitchell, Smith, 
Bate, Faulkner, Murphy, Turpie, 
Berry, Gray, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Pettus, White 
Chilton, McLaurin, Rawlins, 
Clay, ilis, Roach, 
NAYS—31. 

Allison, Fairbanks, Hoar, Pritchard, 

Foraker, Lodge, Quay, 
Cannon, Frye: McBride, Sewell, 
Carter. Gallinger, McEnery, Shoup, 
Chandler, Gear, McMillan, Spooner, 
Cullom, Hale, Mason, Stewart, 
Davis, Hanna, Perkins, Wetmore. 
Elkins, Hawley, Platt, Conn. 

NOT VOTING—%. 

Aldrich, Hansbrough, Mantle, Teller, 
Allen, Harris, Kans. Martin, Thurston, 
Baker, Harris, Tenn. Morgan, Tillman, 
Butler, Heitfeld, Morrill, Turner, 
Clark, Jones, Nev. Nelson, Vest, 
Daniel, Kenney, Pasco, Warren, 
Deboe, Kyle, Penrose, Wellington, 
George, Lindsay, Platt, N.Y. Wilson, 
Gorman, Mallory, Proctor, Wolcott. 


£o Mr. TURPIE’S amendment was rejected. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 158, page 50, line 19, 
after the word ‘‘steel,” to strike out ‘‘2 inches long and longer,” 


and insert “‘not less than 1 inch in length and;” in line 21, after 


the word “number,” to strike out ‘‘twelve” and insert “ sixteen;” 


in line 22, after the word ‘‘pound,” to strike out ‘‘from 1 inch 
to 2 inches in length, and lighter than No. 12 and not lighter 
than No. 16 wire gauge, seven-tenths of 1 cent per pound; shorter” 
and on page 51, line 1, after the word “inch,” to 
insert “in length;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


158. Wire nails made of wrought iron or steel, not less than 1 inch in length 
and not lighter than No. 16 wire gauge, one-half of 1 cent per pound; less 
than 1 inch in length and lighter than No. 16 wire gauge, 1 cent per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out all after the word ‘‘steel,” in 
line 19 of paragraph 158, and imsert in lieu thereof *‘25 per cent 
ad valorem.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘steel,” in paragraph 155, 
line 19, page 50, it is proposed to strike out the remainder of the 
paragraph and to insert ‘‘25 per cent ad valorem;” so as to read: 


158. Wire nails made of wrought iron or steel, 2% per cent ad valorem."’ 


Mr. VEST. I call attention to the fact that here is another in- 
stance in which we command the American market and make 
large exportations, and still there is an increase of duty in the 
pending bill. In 1896 we exported of wire nails $321,055 worth, 
and we imported $25,068 worth. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me, I 
wish to add to his statement that the weight of the nails exported 
was eight millions and odd pounds. 

Mr. VEST. We neal in 1896 $300,000 worth more of this 
product than we imported. That shows absolutely that we con- 
trol the American market. 

I call for the yeas and nays on the proposition to make this duty 
25 per cent ad valorem. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, from the Iron Age of 
the same date Iread from a few minutes ago I have made the 
following clipping on the article of wire nails, to which I desire 
to call the attention of the Senate, and, in addition to what the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest} has just now stated, I wish to 
remind the Senate that it has come out in this debate more than 
once that wire nails were sold abroad while the wire-nail pool 
was in existence at about one-half of what they were sold for to 
American consumers, I now read this paragraph from the Iron 
Age: ; 


Wire nails.—There is little new to report in the wire-nail market. The 
current in regard to the formation of a rod pool seem to have some 
uence on the trade, as a good many inquiries for prices for future ship 
ments are being received by the manufacturers. The leading mills are still 
well supplied with orders sufficient to cover them for the next two or three 
weeks, bat there is more evidence of a desire to obtain new business. Prices 
are without change on the basis of $1.35 for carload lots at mill. The low 
freight rates which are ruling tend to make the delivered price at many 
points slightly lower than it has been. The disturbance in the Northwest, 
owing to the offering of nails to the small trade at relatively close prices, 
still continues, and is the source of a 
bing trade in that section. 
other portions 


ood deal of embarrassment to the job- 
It has also something of an effect on prices in 
of the country. 
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Chicago(b telegraph: ): The wire-nail trade is beginning to show the effects 
of the reports which have been current for some time regarding the control 
of the manufacture of wire rods— 


This comes, as I have said, from the Iron Age, which is the or- 
gan of the iron business, and is a paper which would certainly not 
inclined to make reports adversely to that interest— 


These results have become much more pronounced within the past two or 
three days, and the belief is now being confirmed that the control of the 
protas of all the mills has been secured. Large inquiries have been received 
xy wire-naii manufacturers for May and June deliveries, but most of the 
factories are either out of the market or report themselves not in condition 
to —_ Sales made during the ped week have ranged from $1.40 to $1.45, 
Chicago, for factory lots, but few, if any, manufacturers will now sell at such 
orices, tia have a good demand for small lots from stock and continue 
quote $1.50. 

t. Louis (by telegraph): There are persistent rumors to the effect that an- 
other combination of the nail manufacturers is about to be formed. It is 
stated that Commissioner Parks, who was the guiding spirit in the last nail 
combination, is at the head of the present agreement, and it is also reported 
that the wire-rod men will act in harmony with the nail manufacturers. It 
is not the purpose to advance the price of nails to an exorbitant figure, but 
rather to make a price which will show manufacturers a profit, w 
claimed they can not make at prices ruling to-day. It is difficult to get any 
definite information regarding the formation of the combination, but cir- 
cumstances point strongly in that direction, and the developments of the 
next few days will be awaited with interest. The demand for wire nails 
keeps up remarkably well, and manufacturers are unwilling to quote for 
delivery beyond the present month. Prices are well maintained at $1.50 base 
for carload lots f. o. b. cars St. Louis. Jobbers quote $1.55 to $1.60 for lots 
from store. 

Pittsburg: The nail trade seem to have become pretty thoroughly advised 
regarding the probable formation of a rod pool, and have been placing very 
liberal orders for nails during the past week. In fact, the demand has ex- 
panded considerably, and there is yet some difficulty in securing prompt ship- 
ments of nails. Should the rod pool go through, which now seems probable, 
it is very likely higher prices on nails will result, It is not proposed to form 
a nail association, but the market can be controlled by the larger millsif the 
rod pool is successfully formed. While prices on nails have not shown an 
actual advance as yet, they are very firm, and we continue to quote in car- 
load lots at $1.35 at mill. 





So, Mr. President, according to the report of this authority in 
iron production, there is being formed at this moment a combina- 
tion to control the price of wire nails and at the same time con- 
trol the price of rods, The wire-nail manufacturers have an 
organization under the present law; and I submit that any tax 
which enables these conspirators to make a combination of this 
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sort is pernicious and ought not to be allowed to exist. When 
ever they undertake to take advantage of the tariff to incrogce 
their profits, the American people ought to have the power to i. 
port nails from abroad and procure them at something like reso, 
able rates. F 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, in the Monthly Summary of 
Finance and Commerce of the United States there are some \or 
interesting facts connected with our export trade in the \ arions 
matters of iron. As the Senator from Arkansas {Mr. Jox rs) yo] 
stated, the lower rates under the Wilson law were not sufficient 
to prevent these unlawful combinations of the wire-rod inany. 
facturers, the wire-nail manufacturers, and the steel-rail many. 
facturers in the United States from putting up the price to the 
American consumer and shipping abroad their product at a much 
less price. 

It is very interesting, Mr. President, to look at the monthly 
summary of our trade and see the bearing, or rather to seo th» 
tendency of our American products in iron and steel, and partic. 
ularly to note the countries to which this exported product goes 
In 1895 the gross exports of iron and steel,and manufactures of 
for the nine months of that year were $11,662,154; for the nine 
months — October, 1896, the exports had craw'ed up to 
$18,022,638, and this in the face of what is called hard times. [pn 
the face of depressed industries the American exporter of these 
articles increased his exports at a rate in excess of 50 per cent in 
one year. That points conclusively to the fact that we need no 
sort of tariff upon these iron fabrics. 

It is further instructive to note the countries to which these iron 
fabrics were exported, and to see where our trade relations really 
are among the nations of the world. The exports to the United 
Kingdom in 1895 were $1,962,814; to the same country in 146 the 
exports had gone up to $3,732,177; to Germany $532,971 in 1895, and 
to $1,264,482 in 1896. I shall not read the whole of this statement, 
but will ask that it be incorporated in the Recorp. It is part of 
the table.on page 577 of the monthly statement of the Bureau of 
Statistics, including the exports of iron and steel, and manufac- 
tures of,for October, 1895, October, 1896, ten months ending 
October, 1895, and ten months ending October, 1896. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


——> 


Ten months ending October . 
1895. 1 896. 


— 


October— | 

















cost QUIS bicnesconese $546, 029 |............ $1,962,814 |............| $3,732,177 
eae » 400 |. 2.00.0 TEE Lsckeecansers 608,971 |............ 1, 264, 482 
aca). EE Aides scenes ET WGacks cassie 901,906 |............| 522,675 
pad TEE So winidpiiewits 908, 304 |............ 804, 166 |............ | 3,380, 301 
---| 148,808 |....... SEER iincescnasee 1,906,805 |...........- | 1,331,508 
are SEED Inetisatec nes ain uivesny 1,658, 448 |....... 2, 148, 398 
ie 877, 195 482, 250 
ws 404, 181 121,339 
> 44, 483 71,250 
4 95, 141 84, 653 
214, 849 118, 206 
180, 907 |- 333, 146 
1, 417,085 991, 150 
166 86, 455 165, 252 
069 407,977 410, 721 
oll 3 | 2, 583 5, A9 46, 055 
ak: COREE Biarewcente 40,218 }............ 255, 895 572, 480 
sakd BRU Ye cusennnne 7,125 |............ 62, 238 78, 986 
sid; LAE daakneneneey 151,608 |............ 632, 792 997, 640 
wd 2 MIE Un whtew cents BREED Pocictivcnced 894. 835 1, 160, 768 
wal bbbg tbh Aad shaves <4 ccs s soul naka 1,633 219 
.--} 1,606, 600 |........... 2, 148,824 |....... ©....| 11,002, 154 |.........-..| 18, (22, 638 
---| 1,816, 586 |. ..........| 2,425,487 |............ | 14,185,417 |.......----. 18, 728, 498 
eS Se et ————<—- TTS ee ee | -= 
” 














pirhand songs dienbecatan as$<x xpnn sncnns sbavangives s+ snes’ cone) Speen 7 nn | orn ore 48,189 | 14,456,860 | 289,120 | 21,098,200 | 404,709 
Wire, wrought, horseshoe, and ali other, including tacks..| 682,768 25, 907 4 26, 4, 267,517 195,210 | 7,379,945 201, 363 
Plates and sheets (pounds) — 

ONE Siikge = ain Ovedp ie cb ecnsessdvegt sons econ take sescusadsusestas 43, 980 1,688 | 120,751 3, 202 866, 655 29,194 | 1,172,730, 4,027 
BDU poen ov cnsgin oweve vo nisecicenss Cecase wocaccsnestecvececccee! "Se 5,000 | 182, 3,449 | 1,545, 664 64,200) 1,548,109, = 41,508 
Railroad bars or rails (tons)— Mi 
Raa ene a dicteliiaded Ganstagabplindespadds anae cdenae voce wawass 91 2,196 2 109 6,741 137, 658 563 | 16, 708 
SOE cai acin smaste anton canned webede cess seeccenosnsa yesnc canes 16, 290 4,692 | 104,568 8, 408 208, 891 55,533 | 1,203, 674 
AR ONE III io cnn cb cabs beldent'spesensecse oesas ccsndudal sande ie MOE 2c, oa SOet Fic oka 07,045 |-..-....-.--| 304, 118 
Stoves and ranges, and parts of. ................0..----------se-lecceceenee} 90,080 | ........-.- Cet 236,076 |......------ | 246, Oz 
HO . .- 2... ~s+5- nbtinahe sss Micaseihsh neaeny SubaRsseesouns pee. 15 108,479 | 8,837,557 | 176,419 | 51,759,981 | 1,073,478 | 66, 418, 637 | 1. 384, 648 

All other manufactures of iron and steel............-.....--.-.|......-.---]| 0,971 |........... 665, 496 |............ 6,546,048 |............| 6,614,% 
Total iron and steel, etc., not including ore.. Sain kvaqetll SEE Teveitc oeeces 4,408,855 |............ 28,149,001 |............| 38,957, 665 
Mr. CAFFERY. I desire further to include in this state- | and the total exports to the United K from the United 


ment the total imports from the United Kingdom of the articles | States for the same year, as appears 
mentioned in this statement for 1896 into the United States page 85, 


in Statistical Abstract, 








1897. 





The paper referred to is as follows: 
peice 




































United King 1888. 1889, 1800. | 1801. 
dom. Bie eres 
bengertn FU; 805, 422 | $28, 205, 90683 | $90, 048, 069 | $38, 418, 499 
Dutiabie .. 694 | 147,202) 553 | 150,063, 104 | 155,842,887 | 158, 904, saz 
Total...... 165, 067, 443 177, 807,975 | 178, 269, 067 196, 488, 956 | 194, 723, 262 
: —————————_————————— — ee — : 
a .| 963, 101, 143 5a, 208, 790 | 879,900,131 444, 459,009 | 441, 599, 807 
Foreign .-.-- 8, 200, 536 8, 276, 913 | 2,901,543 | 3,436,653 | 3,814, 219 
Ss 906, 310, 679 | 361, 515, 708 | Bee, 961, 074 | 447, 805, 062 | 445, 414, 026 
"United King- ; 
. 1892. 1898. | 1894 1895 1996. 
—— EE 
from: 
mages gas, 907178 | #43, 108,473 | $24 464, 5 | $50, 414,000 | 5, 982,71 
Dutiable ....| 120,983, 708 , 693,206 | 82,908,402 | 108, 669,144 | 113, 980, 723 
Total......| 156, 900,881 | 182,859,769 | 107, 372, 995 | 150,083,243 | 169, 068, 434 
rts to: es Oe as 
Exo rrnentic ...| 499,957,868 | 414,966,004 | 428,968, 879 | 384,142,970 | 401, 145, 206 
Foreign seer 5, 357, 464 6, 168, 457 7, 090, 388 ” > 488 4, 596, 164 
Total...... 400,315, 2 | 421,134,551 431, 060, 207 | B87, 125, 458 “405, 7141, 339 





Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it occurs to me that the lesson 
to be derived from these figures is so plain that none can fail to 


see its im It will not do for the other side of this Chamber 
to claim this industry now needs protection. The question is 
wholly beside the original proposition of stimulating an infant 


industry. The proposition has to be squarely met. When an 
industry obtains the proportions of the iron industry of the United 
States; when that industry is capable of supplying the markets of 
the world almost from the excess of the American product, com- 
peting with all the other nations of the world, and when that 
industry has invaded the market of our great competitor and 
almost captured it, I want to know whether any kind of a plea 
can be set up in justification of these high tariffs? 

The only purpose that I can see in placing these high tariffs on 
these articles that we are rting hence is not to create monop- 
olies—for Ido not believe the Senators on the other side would 
willingly do that—but it is certainly to enable the home producer 
to charge more to the American consumer than to his coconsumer 
throughout the world. If protection can be justified in this case 
under any kind of reason, it must be to give the home manufac- 
turer im excess of the foreign manufacturer, and that rea- 
son fails when we show that the home manufacturer is more than 
competing with the foreign manufacturer and shipping these arti- 
clesabroad. But the effect, if not the purpose, of this tax is to 
es, to build up trusts, asmonopolies and trusts are 
already built up, already existing, and already fleecing the Ameri- 
can people by reason of these high tariffs. 

i the reference of the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. RICH] to the great benefits conferred upon the American 
people by reducing the rates upon iron and steel is a mere mock- 
ery, a travesty; it is almost an insult to the intelligence of the 
American e to say that they are offered a boon which is con- 
ferred y to the other ples of the earth. All the boon 
we want is the same prices of these articles in America that these 
trusts and monopolies charge when — ship the articles abroad. 
That is the boon that we crave for the American people; it is the 

fair trade; it is the boon of honest contract, of honest 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
Mr. KENNEY. ThenI withdraw my vote, as I am paired with 
that Senator. 


The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Bacon, Clay. Mills, Rawlins, 
Bate, Cockrell, Mitchell, Smith, 
Berry, Gray, Murphy, Turpie, 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Chilton, McLaurin, Pettus, White 

NAYS—29. 
Allison, Foraker, Lodge, uay, 
Burrows, Frye, McBride, Sewell, 
Carter, Gallinger, McEnery, Shoup, 
Chandler, Gear, McMillan, Spooner, 
Cullom, Hale, Mason, Wetmore. 
Davis, Hanna, Perkins, 
Deboe, Hawley, Platt, Conn. 
Fairbanks, Hoar, Pritchard, 

NOT VOTING—4. 

Aldrich, Gorman, Mantle, Stewart, 
Allen, Hansbrough, Martin, Teller, 
Baker Harris, Kans. Morgan, Thurston, 
Butler Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Tillman, 
Cannon, Heitfeld, Nelson, Turner, 
Clark, Jones, Nev. Pasco, Vest, 
Daniel, Kenney, Penrose, Warren, 
Elkins, Kyle, Platt, N. Y. Wellington, 
Faulkner, Lindsay, Proctor, Wilson, 
George, Mallory, Roach, Wolcott 


So Mr. VEst’s amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at paragraph 159, as fol- 
lows: 

159. Spikes, nuts, and washers, and horse, mule, or ox shoes, of wrought 
iron or steel, 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask for information 
of the Senator from Iowa, as there is nothing in the comparative 
statement to show the value of these articles, how the rate of 
duty here proposed of 1 cent per pound compares with the present 
rate of 25 per cent ad valorem? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is about the same; not quite so high, I 
think. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It occurred to me that it was some- 
what higher, but I was not sure. Some of my colleagues think it 
is not. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and paragraph 160 was 
read, as follows: 


160. Cut tacks, brads, or sprigs, not exceeding 16 ounces to the thousand, 
1} cents per thousand; exceeding 16 ounces to the thousand, 1} cents per 
pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to’strike out all after the 
word ‘‘ sprigs” and insert ‘‘ 25 per cent ad valorem.” 

The SECRETARY. After the word “sprigs,” in line 5, page 51, 
paragraph 160, it is proposed to strike out the remainder of the 
paragraph and insert the words ‘‘25 per cent ad valorem;” so as 
to make the paragraph read: 


160. Cut tacks, brads, or sprigs, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 


161. Needles for knitting or sewing machines, including latch needles, $1 
pa thousand and 30 per cent ad valorem; crochet needles and tape needles, 

nitting and all other needles, not specially provided for in this act, and 
bodkins of metal, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. This is an increase of $1 a thousand over existing 
law upon needles, which it is hardly necessary to observe are an 
article of prime necessity, used by seamstresses and the poorer 
class of people everywhere. I move tostrike out the words ‘‘ one 
dollar per thousand and,” and to strike out ‘30 per cent ad va- 
lorem” and insert “25 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee propose to reduce the rate from 
30 to 25 per cent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “needles,” in line 10, strike 
out the words “one dollar per thousand and;” so as to read: 


Needles for knitting or sewing machines, including latch needles, 30 per 
cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee amendment will now 
be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 10, page 51, paragraph 161, after the 
word “and,” it is pro to strike out “thirty” and insert 
“twenty-five;” so as to read “‘ 25 per cent ad valorem.” 
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eed to, 


The amendment was . 
The reading of the bill was continued to the end of paragraph 
4 


164. 

Mr. ALLISON, lLask that paragraph 164 may be passed over 
for the moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, paragraph 164 
will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 165, page 52, after 
the word * h,” to strike out ‘‘3 cents per pound; over 1 inch 
and not more than 2 inches in length, 5 cents per pound; over one- 
half inch and not more than 1 inch in length, 7 cents per pound; 
one-half inch and less in length, 10 cents per pound; screws, com- 
monly called wood screws, made of brass, more than 2 inches in 
Scant, 5” and insert ‘‘ four;” in line 11, beforethe word ‘‘ cents,” 
to strike out “‘ seven ” and insert ‘‘six;” in line 18, before the word 
‘** cents,” tostrike out ‘* ten” and inseri ‘‘ e and one-half;” and 
in line 12, before the word ‘‘ cents,” to strike out ‘‘ fourteen” and 
insert ‘‘twelve:” so as to make the paragraph read: 


165. Screws, commonly called wood screws, made of iron or steel, more 
than 2 inches in length, 4 cents per pound; over 1 inch and not more than? 
inches in 1 6cents per pound; over one-half inch and not more than 1 
inch in le 8% cents per pound; one-half inch and less in length, 12 cents 
per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call attention to the fact that we abso- 
lutely command the American market as to this article. We 
exported in 1896 $320,659 worth of screws and imported $136 worth, 
showing that we absolutely, I repeat, command the American 
market, and export the enormous amount of $320,659 worth. 

Under the amendment the duty is raised over the Wilson Act 
from 10 to 12 cents on the smallest sizes, and the increased reve- 
nue on account of that raise will amount to the enormous aggre- 
gate of 85 cents. Just think of the Congress of the United States 
making a raise in order to get 35 cents more revenue! 
Wilson Act we got $1.10. On the next size the raise is 1} cents, 
which will give an increased revenue of 42 cents. There is no 
danger to the Treasury when we get that much revenue. Forty- 
two cents! On the next size there is a raise of 1 cent, and the 
increased revenue is $2.21. On the next size there is a raise of 1 
cent, Lege het increased revenue of $1.21. 

What is truth in regard to this matter? And I wish to call 
the attention of the Senator from Lowa to it, and I should like to 
hear his answer. I have in my hand the annual report of the 
American Screw Company, of Providence, R. I.,madein February, 
1897. It is an elaborate review of their year’s work and of the 
condition of this interest, and I will ask the Secretary to read 
what I have a ee Sean the increase of 
~ which I have already demonstrated will bring no revenue 


. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Weare a of ualed for duration and 
Meeeegees ge 

necessity for a high ff sols have proven to be of no Permanen ad 
e tari ; - 
to ourselves to new methods of mamuinebate 
ustment which only time can accomplish, 
confidence in 


wi general business and a 
er demand for our product—the greater because of enforced 
time may inform 


economies 
of late—by this next year we iy you of a more prosperous 
business and a tot our plant than for many years past and 


at moderately voomumerative rates. M 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, in view of the authentic report of 
this company, which I presume is an importan 
scre ws—— . 


t corporation, mak- 
. VEST. It is the largest in the éountry. 
Mr. GRAY. The Senator fro i 


ou tt hos t past the point where protection ls be 
on go w 0 or can 
a benefit to it, and that its busin a that 
prosperous, and in view, further, of the fact that there is no rev- 
enue now produced or from this source, I desire to ask 
what the meaning of this raise is, for I should really like to know. 
ho be @ reason. : 


shown 
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= = think, Therefore we have only slightly increased the p.;,. 
oO 4, 

Mr. GRAY. They say they have got beyond the necessit, ; 
protection at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I have the report here: 

We have gotten beyond the necessity for a high tariff. 


Those people are the largest manufacturers of wood screw: jy 
our country. I notice, in loo at the report, that they }i\o 
some advantages, perhaps, that other manufacturers in the () || 
States do not have; that is, a ae a large amount of capita) 
invested in a wood-screw plant in Canada, and also large ¢.,, ; | 
invested in a wood-screw establishment in Great Britain. So {),,. 
seem to have taken pretty good care of themselves in various \\.,< 
as their investments, whatever may happen to the w., \). 
screw duty. I think this rate is in accor © with their view: 
that is, it is not a high tariff. ; 

Mr. GRAY. If I understand the Senator from Iowa correc: |y. 
there is no other moving cause for the increase of tariff on }\)\, 
im and widely consumed article than the fact that je). 
lieves that thiscompany, and others, I suppose, would rather jr. 
to have that much raise. 

Mr. ALLISON. TheSenatormisunderstood me. I meant: <ay 
that this is a fairly low rate as with the other iron ani 
steel duties. Of course the si during the last one or two 
years has been in a sense abnormal as respects prices not o1!\ i, 
ourcountry, butelsewhere. I gather from the reading at th.) ~\; 
that this company have had sharp competition, because other m.\)- 

are ing at a loss, which they are not doing. 

Mr. GRAY. is the very home competition which it is said 
the tariff is eet to create. 

Mr. ALLISON. Selling at a loss? 

aa thet If I ee oe en = ome -parhed protection 
ar proposition been that if you wi iequately pro- 
manufactures you will create within the taritf wall 
a domestic competition which will reduce theprice to the consunier. 


Sa Nn a nvr ect which 
: A i very 0 Was sought to 
the tariff, or one of the great objects, why is it, 
y it has been produced, and presumably to tiv 
benefit of the great mass of the consumers, we seek thus, with ut 
provocation or reasonable motive, as it seems to me, with 1!! r- 
to raise the duty even in this 
ee meant deere 
ing or languish- 


or 
There is the widest sort of am association or ¢on- 


ena oe and why we 
may make, merely because they 
make it, without some good reason back of it, I am utterly at a 
loss to conceive. es COND 
try who use these enter into the daily use of eviry 
throughout the land are entit!:| to 
upof this schedule of the tariff. 
. FORAKER. I wish to state, for the benefit of the Senat r 
Delaware, that establishments of this chara 
im our State, and I know what the experience has been (\0rin 
Wilson Act went intoeffect. Every 
ee this whole period 
They have been running at a er than stop busi- 
rather than on They put their 
thinking they could hold on to market against 
versaries there would be legis!ation 
atthe usual: profit. 
protectionists that a protective 
in the end will reduce 
I hend, that the 
the point at which the 
profit to those who invest their 
capital in it, for the minute it is so reduced the business wi | 
oo this rate eee absolutely so, in the judgment 0! '! 
> 80, mdgment of those 
in my own State whom I represent i ie that they may 
conduct their business at a reasonable profit in the futur: 4 
against the conduct of their business at a loss in the years - 
since the Wilson Act went into effect.. 
So far as the American Serew 


i 
fi 


i 
i 
E 


i 
i 


s 
5 


= 


Zi 


is concerned, as 1s 


been suggested by the Senator from Iowa, jence is not a 
fair illustration of what is required @ company different'y 
situated. That company has its not only in the 


United States, but it also has a brauch in Canada and ano(li' 
England, and in the one, report which was sent to the desk by 
e 


of those different aoe oe Screw Company speaks 
Guenter it says become necessil} 
England. its manufacturing from the United States 















Mr. President—— 


Mr. Will the Senator from Delaware permit me to 
ask the Senator from Ohio a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Cama. . 

Mr. a alg = = oe — Mine how 

is that under uty, which appears to be prohibitive, 
= factories find it difficult to proceed, and whether, when the 
duty is itive, it is necessary to have it prohibitive in the 
secon 


ad ? 

Mr. FORAKER. I answered the inquiry made by the Senator 
from California when I said (at least that is the answer I would 
make, and I was making the statement for that purpose) that the 
reason why there has been no importation since the Wilson law 
went into effect is that the American establishments have been 
making and selling their goods at a loss. Every one in the State 
of Ohio is losing right straight along. They do that in 
order to hold the American market until there can be legislation 
under which they can continue with the ordinary profits. They 
would have closed down long ago, and would have discharged 
their employees and withdrawn their capital from the business 
had it not been for the hope that the day would soon come when 
they would have a protective tariff under which they could con- 
tinue their business with safety and with profit. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, this is only another illustration of 
the fact which seems to have been made abundantly obvious in 
the last six years since tariff bills have been so widely discussed, 
that there never comes atime when the struggling infant indus- 
try has had enough of the nourishment and support and paternal 
care of the Government to enable it to do business profitably. 
The struggling infants grow into lusty adults, but they never ar- 
rive at the point when they are willing to give up their infantile 
food. They are just as fond of the bottle as they were at the 


start. 

I do not find fault with my friend the Senator from Ohio for 
listening with friendly ear to the worthy gentlemen who tell him 
this tale of woe. I know a tmanysuch. It is human nature 
spunpathotic ear such a tale as that. 


that they should pour into 
I have had many such poured into my own ears. I live in a com- 
munity where are many men—worthy American citizens, as 


as any, patriotic, industrious, enterprising men—who are 
oes in many of these industries mentioned in the schedule, 
feel just the same way. He and I would feel the same way 
were there. Thatis human nature. We are here in a dif- 
t attitude, ever. We are here, some of us at least, as the 
or from Maine said the other day, to t the American 
, and we are bound to scrutinize these statements and not 
take them without a grain of salt nor to take them as absolutely 
without examination. 

It eer to me that this is a reasonable request of theirs, 
in face of the that they now absolutely control the American 
market and are g from that very competition—suffering 
as all in industries having competitors have to suffer— 
which the ve tariff, according to its friends, was designed 
to create. I do not think we ought, just at their demand and 
without a reasonable cause assigned, thus to erect the tariff wall 
alittle higher. Ido not know that it would make much differ- 
ence. One might say there are no importations now and there 
will be none hereafter, and nobody is hurt, but we can not tell. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me? 

Mr.GRAY. Inone moment. We can not tell what motive is 
behind it, what interested motive, nor what the exact result is 
going to be of mak'ng this absolutely prohibitive and forbidding 

in their favor. The for 1896, as the Senator from 
Missouri read, amounted to $136 worth of wood screws, and for 
there were exported of wood screws from this coun- 


of the Senator from Ohio. He was about to inter- 


It is not a matter of sympathy. This is in 
been doing here. I refer to those of us who 
tariff policy. We want to retain this in- 
continued, and we have come to 
be on ownere nh ad it must be ares 
important industry to us in Ohio. 

in other States where it finds a location and a 
many people in our State; there 
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is invested, and they have come to the 
Place, where, unless they can have adequate 
a“ labor, withdraw their capital, 

We believe it is a good thing for the American people and for 
fie, yho use wood screws manufactured by these enterprises that 
this 2 be maintained in our own country, and that 
ines y be furnished by American labor to the Amer- 
ood pane We are not discussing the question of free trade 
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Mr. FORAKER, 
discussing it. 

Mr. GRAY. No, not so far as this particular industry is con- 
cerned, nor as to this particular time. We are discussing the 
question why these screw companies should ask for the higher 
building of the tariff wall—in other words, for more protection— 
when the statistics show that they have accomplished all that the 
highest protection ever seeks to accomplish 
of foreign competition. 

The Senator from Uhio says, if I understand him, that the com- 
petition which now exists among the domestic manufacturers of 
screws is so great that it has compelled a decrease in the price and 
therefore a decrease in the profits. Howare you going to remedy 
that by a tariff? 

Mr, FORAKER. I did not say that. 

Mr. GRAY. How can you prevent that domestic competition 
by building the exterior wall higher? 

Mr. FORAKER. What I said was that by reason of the re- 
duction of tariff by the Wilson Act it became necessary for these 
establishments, in order to hold on to their market and continue 
their business, to sell their product at a loss, and those in our 
State have been selling their product at a loss throughout all the 
eriod in which they have been operating since that law went 
into effect, and they are continuing at a loss. They do so in order 
to hold on to the market and keep out the foreign producer until 
there will be protection under which they can continue their 
business at reasonable profit. 

Mr. GRAY. How, then, would the Senator explain the fact 
that the great American Screw Company, said to be the largest 
in the United States, in the report made by the president to their 
own stockholders, I believe-—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr.GRAY. Whenthey arediscussing their own affairs, within 
the privacy and the intimacy and the confidence of their own di- 
rectors’ parlor, undertake to say that the period is gone when 
they need high protection, and never allude to this distressing 
state of things which the Senator has portrayed as existing among 
other screw companies, and only speak of the fact that they are able 
to hold on for the present, and look confidently to next year for 
increased business and increased profits? 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator asked me a question, and I hope 
he will allow me to answer it. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. ave 

Mr. FORAKER. I explain it—and I have made the explana- 
tion—by the fact set forth in their report, that they are not onl 
an American concern, but theyare an American corporation wit 
a branch manufacturing establishment located in Canada and an- 
other one located in England, and they say in that very report, as 
I remember it, for I saw it once before, that it may be necessary 
for them to transfer their machinery from the United States to 
England to a greater extent than they have already transferred it, 
and transfer the manufacture of their product there. Therefore I 
say that what the American Screw Company say is not to be taken 
as a criterion of what should be applied toa company that is solely 
an American concern. They have their branches in other coun- 
tries, and are differently situated. 

Mr. GRAY. Reasoning from the same facts that the Senator 
from Ohio has spoken of (I understand he was only drawing con- 
clusions, and I am at liberty to draw conclusions myself, althongh 
I will not dispute any assertion of his made of his own knowl- 
edge), I should say that a different state of things obtains. It 
would seem to me that the American Screw Company, which is 
so extensive in its operations and so strong in its foundations, has 
been able so far to reduce the price that the other screw com- 

ies in Ohio have been compelled to come down to a rate that 
1as not been remunerative to them, or at least not so remuner- 
ative as they think they have a right to expect. I can not draw 
“— other conclusion from the facts, so far as we have them here. 

8 it possible that, that being the case, having brought about this 
desirable condition, this haven to which all protection voyages 
tend, we are then to be called upon for some inscrutable reason to 
build higher the tariff wall that surrounds us, and, in face of the 
fact that there was $320,659 worth of these screws exported and 
none imported; to do their bidding and erect this prohibitive tar‘ff 
for their benefit, presumably? 
VEST. I move to reduce those three duties there 1 cent 
each, so as to bring them back to the existing law. The first is 4 
cents, in line 10. I move to make it 3 cents. The next is 6 cents, 
inlineill. I move tomakethat5 cents. The nextis in line 12, 8} 
cents. I move to make that 7 cents; and in line 14 I move to 
make the duty 10 cents instead of 12 cents; soas to make the para- 
graph read: 


I thought the Senator from Delaware wa3 


absolute exclusion 


165. Screws, commonly called wood screws, made of iron or steel, more than 
2 inches in length, 3 ——_ pound; over Linch and not more than 2inches in 
length, 5 cents per pound; over one-half inch and not more than 1 inch in 
length, 7 cents per pound; one-half inch and less in length, 10 cents per 
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I will submit one motion as applied to all of them; and I call for 
the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hate in the chair). By 
unanimous consent, the amendments will be considered as one 
amendment; and on agreeing to the amendment the Senator from 
Missouri demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. : 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was i Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. If he were present, 
he would vote “‘ ray” and I should vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. : 

Mr. VEST. I announce my pair with the Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Netson]. I would vote “ yea,” if he were present. 

Mr. THURSTON. I have a general pair with the senior Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. TiLtMaNn]. If he were present, I 
should vote “nay.” 

Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I ask if 
— Senator from Massachusetts [Mr, Hoar] is recorded as 
voting? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. GRAY. I promised temporarily to pair with that Senator. 
I therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 29, as follows: 





YEAS—21, 
Bacon, Harris, Kans. Mitchell, Re. 
Bate, Heitfeld, Murphy, Walthall, 
Berry, Jones, Ark. Pett’ Ww, White. 
ry Kenney. Pettus, 
Chilton McLaurin, Rawlins, 
Ouckrell, Mills, Smith, 
NAYS—29. 
Allison, Deboe, Hawley, ay, 
Burrows, Fairbanks, ae8%5, 
Cannon, Foraker, Me e, Shoup, 
Carter, ate McMillan, Spooner, 
Chandler, Gallinger, Penrose, etmore. 
Clark, Gear, Perkins, 
Cullom, Hale, Platt, Conn. 
Davis, Hanna, Pritchard, 
NOT VOTING—®. 

Aldrich, Gray Martin, Teller, 
Allen, ; Hansbrough, Mason, Thurston, 

er, E Tenn. Morgan, Tillman, 
Butler, Hoar, or’ Turner, 

y, Jones, Nev. Nelson, Vest, 
Daniels, y e, Pasco, Warren 
Elkins, Lindsay. Platt, N. ¥. Wellington, 
Faulkner, McEnery, Proctor, Wilson, 
George, Mallory, Roach, ; Wolcott. 
Gorman, Mantle, Stewart, 


So the amendment was os 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 
paragraph 166, page 52, line 16, after the word “ metal,” to strike 
out ‘‘45 cents per 100 ribs and stretchers, and 15 per cent ad va- 
lorem; umbrella or parasol frames, including skeleton frames, i’ 
with not more than eight ribs and stretchers in each frame, 65 
cents per dozen frames and 20 per cent ad valorem; if with more 
than eight ribs and stretchers in each frame, one-half of 1 cent 
additional per frame for each rib and stretcher in excess of eight; 
if with handles or sticks, such handles or sticks shall be dutiable 
as if imported separately,” and to insert ‘‘50 per cent ad valorem;” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 


bs tretch 

ional tenes aan poses = sane 8 e ers, composed in chief value of 
The amendment was agreed to. , : 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 


strike out paragraph 167, in the following words: 


167. Vessels: Foreign-built ts or other foreign-built vessels undocu- 
mented, brought to the United States after this act shall take effect, for use 
or for sale as vessels, 


praeuse whether so brought as freight or on board 
another vessel or by sailing there cent ad valorem: Provided, 
‘That on a yacht or vessel so such duty shall be levied, collected 
an oe first val the : And That a 
like duty le , * upon cost o all equi ts 
pure f repairs and al ons 
o— the made inany f try, in 
waters of the United States and re vessels condemned as prize 
war and th a be forfeited fora breach of the laws of the 
nited States, r admitted to vileges of of the ted 
under the conditions of the laws relating to the cing ane oe 
t of vessels, 35 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That such duty shall 
val the wrecked vessels as the same may 


be n> vd tis United States sod on the raised value of 

2 eet ue 

seid 'confemned and forfeited vessels at the time and place of their sale as 
The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, in paragraph 168, page 53, lino 0: 
after the word “Wheels,” to insert “for railway purpos > 
line 2, page 54, after the word “manufactured,” to strike oy} « 1 ; 
cents per pound;” and in line 5, after the word “ wheels,” ¢, int 
sert “ for railway purposes;” so as to make the paragraph read. 

168. Wheels for railway purposes, or parts thereof, On or ate 
and steel-tired wheels heositwer purposes, eee on ty fin sheer 
wholly or arty mesntaceasid aid ingots cogyed Tage, Wana 
for the same, without regard to the degree o mannfacture. i or blanks 
pound: Provided, That when wheels for railway purposes, or parts Shenset 
of iron or steel, are imported with iron or steel axles fitted in ther. the 
wheels and axles —- shall be dutiable at the same rate as is provided 
for the wheels when imported separately. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert ‘one and one-half” in lien of 
‘‘one and one-fourth,” in lines 4 and 5. 

Mr. VEST. As I understand, the Senator moves an increase of 
one-fourth. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. One-fourth of a cent per pound. 

Mr. VEST. In line 5? 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 5. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Iowa will be stated. 

The Secretary. In lines 4 and 5 strike out ‘‘1} cents” and 
insert ‘‘14 cents;” so as to read: 

168. Wheels for railway pu or parts thereof, made of iron or stee 
and steel-tired wheels (or railway purposes, whether wholly i oart ne 


ee ee or steel ae aoe 7 pares or parts 
e » Who or partl ufactured, OTS, Dlooms 
or blanks for the same, Without regurd $0 | wp re ay Guamafacture, h come 
per pound. 

Mr. VEST. That is an increase. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection—— 

Mr. GRAY. There is objection, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment pro by the Senator from Iowa, on page 54, 
lines 4 and 5, to strike out ‘‘ one and one-fourth” and insert ‘one 
and one-half.” Is the Senate ready for the question? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, under 
the heading of ‘‘ Miscelianeous metals and manufactures of,” para- 
graph 169, page 54, line 11, after the-word ‘‘ aluminum,” to strike 
out ‘“‘in crude form” and insert “‘and;” in line 12, after the word 
**value,” to insert ‘‘in crude form;” in the same line, before the 
word ‘‘ cents,” to strike out ‘‘ten” and insert ‘‘five;” in the same 
line, before the word “ plates,” to insert “‘in;” in line 14, after the 
word ‘‘rods,” to strike out ‘“‘of aluminum, of any kind, in which 
aluminum is the component material of chief value, fifteen,’ and 
in line 15, before the word “ cents,” to insert ‘‘ten;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

- MISCELLANEOUS METALS AND MANUFACTURES OF. 

169. Aluminum and alloys of any kind in which aluminum is the component 
material of chief value, in crude form, 5 cents per pound; in plates, shects, 
bars, and rods, 10 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. By request, I ask that paragraph 16‘ may be 
passed over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 169 will be passed 
over, and ph 170 will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed by the committee to strike out 
paragraph 170, in the following words: 

170. Manufactured articles or wares of aluminum of any kind. in which 
aluminum is the t material of chief value, and whether partially or 
wholly manufactured, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
amendment will be agreed to. 
nae es Paragraph 170 goes over with the other paragraph, 

Mr. ALLISON. Not necessarily, If the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania desires, it =e oe over. ; 

Mr. QUAY. I should like to haveit goover. While! havethe 
floor, I will also ask, for my colleague . PENROSE], that para- 


174 be over in the same way. ' 
IO of Arkansas. Does 170 go over’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 169 and 170 go over. 
Paragraph 171 will be read, 


The Secretary read paragraph 171, as follows: 

171, Antimony, as regulus or metal, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was. in at 
agraph 172, page 54, line 24, after the word ‘‘ unmanufactured,” to 
strike out “1 cent per pound and fifteen” and to insert ‘twenty 


five;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

172. Argentine, albata, or German silver, unmanufactured, 25 per cent 94 
valorem. ws 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the committee 
amendment by inserting “fifteen” instead of ‘‘ twenty-five. 











1897. 


ING OFFICE 
The PRESID 





R. The question is on the amend- 
ment of Arkansas to the amendment of the 
committee. ‘ 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agreeing 


to the amendment of the committee. 
The amendment was to. 
amendment of the Committee on Finance was to strike 


The next 
out paragraph 178, in the following words: 
173. Brass, in bars or pies. old b: clippings from brass or Dutch metal’ 
or 


and old sheathing, w metal, fit only for remanufacture, 1} cents per 
pound. 
The amendment was to. 


ext amendment was in paragraph 174, 55, line 5, 
ante word ‘‘leaf,” to strike out ‘‘ four” and font “* five;” so 
as to make the paragraph read: 


74. Bronze powder, 12 cents per pound; bronze or Dutch metal or alumi- 
.* leaf, 5 cents per package of 100 leaves. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. This paragraph goes over at the 
request of the Senator from Pennsylvania i Mr. PENROSE]. The 

of the bill will proceed. 

Mr. IN. Paragraph 173 has been stricken out, I under- 
stand, and paragraph 174 was passed over at the request of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pa ph 173 has been stricken 
out, and 174 has been moaned evi: 

Mr. JO. Arkansas. The peraaes of striking out para- 
graph 173 is to _ brass in the basket clause? 

= . It will either go into the basket clause or on 
the free list. I do not remember just at the moment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It bears a tax of 10 per cent now, and 


if you send it to the basket clause it will bear 45 per cent. 
ALLISON. It is in the free list at page 1 It was to go 


to the free list. The Senator will not object to that, I suppose. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No,sir; I donot object. My impres- 
sion is that it carries a tax of 10 per cent now. 
Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator want it restored to a rate of 


10 per cent? 
ir. JONES of Arkansas. The comparative statement submit- 
oe majority of the committee shows that the tax on this 
is 10 per cent. Iam not sure that the comparative state- 
m 


ent is correct. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is on the free list now. 
ONES of Arkansas. In what paragraph of the free list? 
of Connecticut. At the top of page 168, paragraph 


of Arkansas. In this bill? 

of Connecticut. In this bill. 
IN. I guess the Senator will find it there. 
. JONESof Arkansas. This bill yoapeas to put it on the free 
not been on the free list heretofore? 


IN. No. 
of Arkansas. Iam pees willing to have it there. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. e reading of the bill will pro- 


Secretary read paragraph 175, as follows: 


plates, called Supine” ocuger, shasta, rode i 
bottoms, 2} cents per d; sheathing or yellow metal y ich 

ma’ of chief value, and not composed wholly or 
2 cents per pound. 


the Senator from Iowa why he makes the 

cents a poun’? The first specific is 24 cents a pound, 

is 2 cents a as Under the existing law the duty 

cent on each of articles. 

Mr. ALLISON. The only reason I could give for it is that the 

or oa gee metal is partly com of copper, while 
part of the paragraph is wholly composed of 


ir. PLATT of Connecticut. The equivalent ad valorems are 
per cent on the first bracket and 21.5 on the second. 


J 


psf peneeee 
soecha 3 


i pas 
! 
E 


SEB pe He 
HIE i 


Bike 


is 
FEE 


is another reason why I un- 
ought to bear an ad valorem 
variation in the values of 


lece 
‘a 
aaae 
qi 


ge 
{ 
i 
z 
i 
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the amendment. 
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The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, under 
the head of ‘“‘ Gold and silver,” paragraph 176, page 55, line 13, 
after the word “leaf,” to strike out ‘‘two dollars” and insert 
“one dollar and seventy-five cents;” so as to make the paragraph 


Gold and silver: 
176. Gold leaf, $1.75 per package of 500 leaves. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next paragraph was read, as follows: 


177. Silver leaf, 75 cents per package of 500 leaves. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to strike 
out paragraph 178, in the following words: 


178. Tinsel wire, lame or lahn, made wholly or in chief value of gold, sil- 
ver, or other metal, 6 cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem; bullions and 
metal threads, trimmings or other articles, not specially provided for in this 
act, made from tinsel wire, lame or lahn, or of which the same is the compo- 
nent material of chief value, 6 cents per pound and 45 per cent ad valorem. 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 


178. Tinsel wire, lame or lahn, made wholly or in chief value of gold, sil- 
ver, or other metal, 5 cents per pound; bullions and metal threads, made 
wholly or in chief value of tinsel wire, lame or lahn, 5 cents per pound and 
35 per cent ad valorem; laces, embroideries, braids, galloons, trimmings, or 
other articles, made weer or in chief value of tinsel wire, lame or lahn, 
bullions, or metal threads, 6) per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was, in paragraph 179, 
page 56, line 12, after the word ‘‘ cent,” toinsert ‘‘and one-half;” in 
ine 21, after the word ‘‘establishments,” to insert ‘‘ whether des- 
ignated as bonded warehouses or otherwise;” in line 5, page 57, 
after the word ‘‘and,” to strike out ‘‘upon his report of the lead 
contents of the ore” and insert ‘‘report the results to the proper 
customs officers, and,” and in line 8, after the word ‘‘ thereon,” to 
insert ‘‘except in case of ores that shall be removed to a bonded 
warehouse to be refined for exportation as provided in this act;” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 


Lead: 

179. Lead-bearing ore of all kinds, one cent and one-half per pound on the 
lead contained therein: Provided, That on all importations of lead-bearing 
ores the duties shall be estimated at the port of entry, and a bond given 
in double the amount of such estimated duties for the transportation of 
the ores by common carriers bonded for the transportation of appraised 
or unappraised merchandise to properly equipped sampling or smelting 
establishments, whether desi ted as bonded warehouses or otherwise. On 
the arrival of the ores at such establishments they shall be sampled accord- 
ing to commercial methods under the supervision of Government officers, 
who shali be stationed at such establishments, and who shall submit the 
samples thus obtained to a Government assayer, designated by the Secretary 
of the Treasary, who shall make a proper assay of the sample and rope rt the 
result to the proper customs officers, and the import entries shall be liqui- 
dated thereon, except in case of ores that shall be removed toa bonded ware- 
house to be refined for exportation as provided in this act. And the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is authorized to make all necessary regulations to 
enforce the provisions of this paragraph. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 180, page 57, line 15, after the word “bars,” to strike out 
“and” and insert ‘‘ lead in any form not specially provided for in 
this act; and in line 18, after the word ‘‘ manufactured,” to insert 
‘‘all the foregoing;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

180. Lead dross, lead bullion or base bullion, lead in pigs and bars, lead in 
any form not specially provided for in this act, old refuse lead run into 
blocks and bars, and old scrap lead fit only to be remanufactured; all the fore- 


going, 2 cents per pound; lead in sheets, pipe, shot, glaziers’ lead, and lead 
wire, 2} cents per pound. 


Mr. ALLISON. At the request of several Senators, I ask that 


lead be nen over. 

Mr. MILLS. Both paragraphs 179 and 180. 

Mr. THURSTON. Including paragraphs 179 and 180? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLS. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By agreement, paragraphs 179 
and 180 will be passed over. 

Mr. VEST. NowI suggest to the Senator from Iowa that we 
adjourn. 

r. CULLOM and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. VEST. It is 5 o'clock, and it has been a very sultry after- 
noon. 

Mr. MILLS. I second that motion. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I ask that paragraphs 181 and 182 be 
passed over temporarily. 

The paragraphs referred to are as follows: 


181. Metallic mineral substances in a crude state, including monazite sand 
and metals unwrought, not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad 


The Committee on Finance proposed to amend paragraph 182, 
after the word “‘ Mica,” in line 1, page 58, by striking out ‘‘ 2 cents 
per pound on dimensions of 1 square inch or less, and 2 cents per 





1458 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


— additional for each additional square inch: Provided, 
t the maximum rate of duty shall in no case exceed 50 cents 
r pound ” and inserting ‘‘ 40 per cent ad valorem;” so as to make 
he paragraph read: 
182. Mica, 40 per cent ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina asks that poner 181 and 182 be passed over for the pres- 
ent. If there be no objection, that will be done. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask to insert, after on 178, ‘* Tinsel 
wire, lame or lahn,” a new paragraph recommended by the com- 
mittee and found in our printed suggestions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will come in at what point? 

Mr. ALLISON. After line 10, on page 56, as a new paragraph, 
and before ‘‘ Lead.” It will be paragraph 178}. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. On page 56, between lines 10 and 11, adda 
new paragraph, as follows: 

178}. Hooks and eyes, metallic, whether loose, carded, or otherwise, includ- 


ing weight of cards, cartons, and immediate wrappings and labels, 5} cents 
per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be agreed 
to, if there be no objection. 

r. VEST. I ask the Senator from Iowa if that is not now 
under the basket clause? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is now under the basket clause. 

Mr. VEST. This is an increase of duty, then? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No; it is not an increase of duty. 
The equivalent ad valorem u the specific duty will average 
less than the een 45 per cent of the basket clause, but there has 
been such undervaluation that the few American manufacturers 
who are left would prefer to take a fic duty, even though it 
would average less than the duty under the et clause. 

Mr. VEST. Let the proposed paragraph be passed over and we 
will ascertain about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 178}, proposed as an 
amendment by the Senator from Iowa, will be passed over until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to its going over until to- 


morrow. 

Mr. VEST. I just want to look at it. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 
agraph 183, 58, line 6, after the word “nickel,” to insert 
sa (except ni matte);” in line 7, after the word ‘‘is,” to strike 
out “a” and insert ‘‘the;” and in the same line, after the word 
**material,” to strike out ‘‘and nickel steel” and insert “of chief 
value;” so as to make the paragraph read: ° 


183. Nickel (exeept nickel matte), nickel alloy of any kind in which 
nickel is the component material of chief value, 6 cents per pound. 


Mr. McBRIDE. I ask that h 1838 be over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, ‘The 4 Senator Oregon asks 


that pa: aph 183 be over for the present. 

Mr ALL: iN. ashen eae teed on to that course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be done. 

Mr. WHITE. We are almost at the wood schedule. Consider- 
ing the condition of the schedule which we have been examining 
to-day, I presume it will be impossible to deal with it any further 
to-night. I desire to say that if there is any intention (I do not, 
of course, know whether there is or not) to over 
schedule temporarily, we ought to be ele: of it at once, c 
cause there is only one schedule before the sugar schedule is 
reached, and we necessarily prepare for the schedules a day or two 
ahead of time, and bring our documents, and so on. If there is 
any intention to = the sugar schedule, certainly we ought to be 
as YT of that fact now, as we are so near it. 

r. ALLISON. If any Senator desires to have it passed over 
temporarily, it can be done. ¢ 

Mr. WHITE. I do not, and I do not know of any Senator on 
this side of the Chamber who desires to have it passed over. 


side desires it. If any Senator desires, it will be passed over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no intention of that sort on 
pag) age oo pag eg 

. ALLISON. There is no intention of that sort on the part 

of the committee at present. Of course the Senator is very well 
aware that the Senator from Rhode Island {Mr. ALDRICH], who 
is on the committee, has not been well for a day or two, and it 
might ag necessary, possibly, to pass it over for a day on that 
accoun 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. All Wo eee fe analy So ba nat 
ansiedd Gecteltcniatermaneien theta ook cee 

would pro pass over the sugar e, and we 

like to know whether it is true; that is all. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee had not considered the ques- 
tion yet of passing over it. 





a. of Arkansas. There is nothing of that sort |, con. 
r. ALLISON. Not at present. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. As the Senator would seem to indicate. {),,; is 
an important matter; and I have already stated that if {)\. <;., 
tor from Rhode Island is here, I take it for granted th: ....., 
schedule will be disposed of when it is reached. If he shii,.\. 
ee I would myself suppose that it would be passed oy. 
porarily. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator think the <..,,, 


from Rhode Island will be here by that time? oe 
Mr. ALLISON. I think he be here by Monday morning 

certainly, and if we reach the sugar schedule before that i. j 
ight want to pass it over. 


r. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask that paragray) 
189, relating to watches and watch movements, shall be passed 
over. We have not quite reached it, but I will not be ready ¢, 
take it up when it is reached, and I would rather have it jaiseq 
over now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, para. 
graph 189 will be over for the present. That will be done. 

r. PETTIG . I-wish to state that if the sugar schedule 
is not to be di of this week I should like to have it go over 
until next Wednesday, as I shall be absent on Monday and Tues- 
oz. ot I desire to be here when the sugar schedule is coy. 
sidered. 


Mr. VEST. Iam certain the Senator from South Dakota knows 
I would not be discourteous to him, but I want to make one gen- 
eral remark about the schedule. I think all of us will agree, 
upon a little reflection, we ought to dispose of it. it is an 
irritating, nasty subject, asweet one. It is full of scan- 
dal and abuse and for one I want it settled and put 
a of the ae the Senate as soon as possible. I have myself 

Mr. P. GREW. Then I should like to have it taken up to- 
morrow morning. Why not agree to take it up to-morrow morn- 
ing and of it? 

Mr. VEST. The only trouble about that is that here is one of 
our brethren sick, and, asa matter of course, if he is not in a phys- 
ical condition to be here, no one would insist on taking it u)). 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Can we not. agree to take it up next 
Wednesday morning? 

Mr. VEST. It to be got rid of. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ithink there will beno difficulty about arrang- 

it, I will say, to the satisfaction of the Senators interested in 
this matter. 

I suggest that for to-morrow we meet at ilo’clock. There are 
two or three Senators who desire to somewhat in an ex- 
tended way upon one or two of the schedules, and I think that for 
to-morrow we could well meet at 11 o’clock and thereby make 
some progress to-morrow on the bill. I there will be no ob- 
jection to that ong on. I will only ask it for to-morrow. 

The PRESID! OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent that when the Senate adjourn to-day it ad- 
journ to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. For one only, I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. For one day 7. ask unanimous consent 
that that may be done, and I hope will be no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. WHITE. I understand that there are to be some speeches 
delivered 


to-morrow. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that two Senators have given 
notice that they desire to speak upon the tariff question at some 
length, on the wool feature of it. The Senator from 
Montana . ] has given notice that he desires to speak 
at some length to-morrow on the wool schedule. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
The tion to; and the Senate proceeded to the con 
mo was 1€ COn- 
sideration of business. After four minutes sont in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock aud 
10 ane m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, }'riday, 

June 4, 1897, at 11 o’clock a. m. : 


s CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 8, 15°°. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
Grove, a citizen of Virginia, to be an assis 
avy. 


Wi 
ant wargecn in te 











POSTMASTERS. 


W. Kiefer, to be tmaster at Antigo, in the county of 

untale and State of Wisconsin. 

William H. Conger, to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county 
of Marshall and State of Indiana. 

E. R. Allen, to be me tad at Columbus, in the county of 
Warren and State of Pennsylvania. 

Fred B. Kinsley, to be postmaster at Barron, in the county of 
Barron and State of Wisconsin. 

Winslow ay, Se be er at Campello, in the county of 
Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 

William D. Ellsworth, to be postmaster at Eveleth, in the 
county of St. Louis and State of Minnesota. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, June 3, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEN. : 

The Journal of the proceedings of the last legislative day was 
read and approved. 

CUBA. 

Mr. TERRY. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, on last Thursday I endeavored to 
present to this House a matter very gravely affecting its rights 
and privileges; and I trust that now, with the kind indulgence of 
the Chair and the patience of members of the House, I may be 
permitted to do so. 

Mr. ee, Iam a Southern man and a Democrat. I love jus- 
tice and I hate ear: which is another name for inequity. 

The h e gentleman will please state his question 
of privilege. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, in a just, proper, and orderly man- 
ner I will proceed to state the — of privilege. 

It has been repeatedly ruled, Mr. Speaker, that in the presenta- 
tion of a question of = lege there is even greater latitude allowed 
than in debate. at has been repeatedly ruled, and I 
have the ties here to support the position. 
my own manner—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to remind the gentleman 
that he should state his question of privilege. 

Mr. TERRY. It is a matter, Mr. Speaker, affecting the rights 
and ae et ey House in the matter of committees. 

The . As to the appointment of committees? 

Mr. TERRY. I have just stated, Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER. Is it as to the appointment of committees? 

Mr. TERRY. I did not understand the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state what his question of 
privilege is? 

Mr. TERRY. It affects the appointment of committees—one 
particular committee, Mr. Speaker. 

= SPEAKER. The House has already passed upon that 
ques 


Mr. TERRY. I understand that, Mr. Speaker, but that fact 

= not ude the question being raised again, because I will 
a — 

Mr.PAYNE. I make the point that the 
resolution or motion for the action of the 
any question of privilege. 

Mr. TERRY. I will present m 
Now, if I may be permitted, Iwill 
ment—— 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman kindly present his 
tion of privilege? 8 ee or , 

Mr. TERRY. I will, Mr. Speaker. I wanted to make just one 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman knows he ought not to make 


remarks until he has ted his question of privilege. The 
business of the House is being by his action. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. as to that matter, I will state we 
have of time. i ter. 
Tee ughter. } 


trust that in 


tleman presents no 
ouse which involves 


resolution. I have it here. 
make just ene other state- 


I raise the point that the gentleman presents no 
vilege. 


SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas declines to 
‘eee ee 
Mr. . Iwill do so, Mr. Speaker, and as the resolution 
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is written in my own peculiar handwriting, I will, with the per- 
mission of the Chair and of the House, read it myself: 


Whereas tlie people of the United States are taking a deep interest in the 
Cuban question, and the Senate has passed and sent to the 
tion recognizing the belligerency of Cuba; and 

Whereas for the due and orderly consideration of the same. and in accord- 
ance with immemorial usage and the rules and practices 


fouse a resolu 


of the House, it is 


necessary that there should be a Committee on Foreign Affairs to which said 
resolution may be promptly referred for proper consideration and report: 
Therefore, 

Resotved, That it is the sense of the House that the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, authorized by Rule X, should be appointed as soon hereafter as 


practicable, so that said Senate resolution 


Mr. PAYNE. That is no question of privilege. 
Mr. TERRY (continuing the reading)— 


or any other matter in the proper jurisdiction of said committee by refer- 
ence thereto under Rule XI may be duly considered and acted upon as con- 
templated by the Constitution of the United States*and the rules of this 
House. 


Mr. PAYNE. I renew the point of order that the resolution 
as read by the gentleman presents no question of privilege. 

Mr. TERRY. Now, Mr. Speaker, upon that matter—and I trust 
my friend from New York will permit me to proceed; I will do 
so in an orderly manner—I have great respect for the rules of this 
House and its presiding officer and for the gentlemen on both 
sides of the Chamber with whom I am associated. 

I stated in the beginning, Mr. Speaker—and that was the state- 
ment [ wanted to complete before I was taken off my feet—I 
stated in the beginning—— 

The SPEAKER. The point is made that this resolution does 
not raise a question of privilege, and the Chair decides that it does 
not. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, upon that question 

Mr. PAYNE and others. Regular order! 

Mr. TERRY. I wish to be heard briefly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has passed upon the question. 

Mr. TERRY. I have the authorities here, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has passed upon the question. 
Does the gentleman appeal? 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I desire—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman appeal from the decision 
of the Chair? 

Mr. "TERRY. I desire to state that I have the authorities here 
to the effect that when a question of this kind is presented—— 

Mr. PAYNE. I insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. TERRY. It is the right of the House and not the privilege 
of the Speaker to determine whether or not the matter is privileged. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from NeW York [Mr. Payne] 
is recognized. 

Mr. PAYNE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I have the authorities here affirm- 
ing that it is the right of this House, and not of the Speaker, to 
determine this question of order. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from New York is recognized. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I cull for the regular order, which 
is the amendment that was pending on Tuesday last, and the con- 
sideration of which was interrupted by the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. TERRY. I most respectfully appeal from the decision of 
the Chair, if he rules that this resolution is out of order. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The appeal comes too late. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman makes the appeal too late. 

Mr. TERRY. I have the authorities here showing that this 
matter—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas will resume 
his seat. He is not in order. 

Mr. TERRY. I trust, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will resume his seat. 

Mr. TERRY. That this discussion may be permitted to pro- 
ceed in order. 

Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of order that the appeal comes 


It has been ruled—— 


too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asked the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas if he appealed, and he did not do so. 

Mr. TERRY. Idid that for this reason: I stated that I had the 
authorities here to show that a question of this kind was a matter 
for the House to decide, not for the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. It would have been for the House to decide if 
the gentleman had made an appeal, but he did not. 

Mr. TERRY. I do make an appeal, Mr. Speaker, and I hope it 
will be heard by the House. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman state that he intended to 
make an — 

Mr. TERRY. I did, sir, after-—— 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair will entertain the appeal. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, 1 move to lay the appeal on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] 
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moves to lay the appeal on the table. 
ill say “‘ aye.” 
Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, may I be heard before the House 
from the ruling of the Chair? 
The § AKER (continuing). 
is ages os enue 


on the appeal 


ae 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks for a division. 
as are in favor of laying the appeal on the table will rise in their 


As many as are opposed, ‘‘ no.” 


to have it, the ayes have it. 


I ask for a division, and I ask to be heard on my 


places and be counted 
The House divided; ‘and there were—ayes 99, noes 60. 
Mr. TERRY. I ask for the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 9), nays 66, an- 
swered ‘‘ present ’*27, not voting 169; as follows: 


Adams, 
gesenerr, 


Babcock 
Baker, Md. 
Barrows, 
Bartholdt, 
Bennett, 
Bishop, 
Booze 
Bou telle, 
Brewster, 
Broderick, 


Jann 
Clark, I Iowa 
Coding, 
Sonate. 

Jous 
Crumpacker, 


Adamson, 


YEAS—90. 
Curtis, Iowa Henderson, 
Corts, Kans. ate Conn. 

lzell, ne 

Danford, 
Davenport, Hitt, 
Dayton, Howe, 
Dolliver, Howell, 
Dorr, Hurley, 

* Dovener, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Ellis, etcham, 
Faris, Kirkpatrick, 
Fenton, nox, 
Fischer, Linney, 
Fletcher, Littauer, 
Gibson Loud, 
Gillet, N. ¥ Loudenslager, 
Graff, Low. 
Griffin, McCleary, 
Grosvenor, Minor, 
Hager Mo 
Hamilton, Mudd, 
Harmer, Parker, N. J. 
Hawley, Payne, 

NAYS—6. 
Davis, Knowles, 
De Graffenreid 
De Vries, wis, Ga. 
apes, Lewis, Wi 
eming, Love, 
Fox, McCle . 
Gaines, M 
Greene, MeMillin, 
Gr ; dox, 
Gunn, 
Henry, Maxweil, 
Henry, Tex Meekison, 
Hunter, Norton, 
Jett, en, 
King, Os 
Kitchin, Peters, 
Kleberg, Pierce, Tenn. 
PRESENT—27. 
5 ion , Ind. 
Sooper, Tex. 
a eee 
vey, v . 
—o Ky. on er, La. 
rT, 
Gilet, Mass. Odell, 
NOT VOTING—10. 
Cranford, Jones, Wash. 
Crump, Jo oy, 
Davidson, Wis. Kelley, 
De Armond, Kerr, 
Dingley, Kulp, 
Dinsmore, Lacey, 
ery, Lam 
Eddy, Landis, 
Elliott, Latimer, 
Ermentrout, Lentz, 
Fitzgerald, r, - 
Fitzpatrick, Little, 
Foote, Lorimer, 
Foss, 3 
Fowler, N. C. aye 
Fowler, N. J cAleer, 
Gardner, McCall, 
Grout, McCulloch, 
Grow, c . 
dy, McDowell, 
% e 
Hay, McIntire, 
ae, cRae, 
emenway, 
Hicks, ony, 
Hinrichse —¥ 
n mn, 
Hovkin: Marsh, 
ns, 
RoretGe Meu” 
ty) 
all, Miers, 
Johnson, Ind. Mills, 


As many as are in favor 


Pearson, 
Powers, 
Prince, 
Pugh, 

yse, 
Shannon, 
Sherman, 
Simpkins, 
Spalding, 


Tayler, Ohio 
Tongue, 


Walker, V Va. 


Wanger, 
Warner, 
Weaver, 
wee. Pa. 
Wright 


iethagdsen, 
Ridgely 
Doblnnen, Ind. 


Sims, 


Stephens, Tex. 
Strowd, N.C. 
Terry, 
Vincent, 
Wheeler, Ky. 


Smith, Il. 
Sullivan, 
Sulloway, 
Wheeler, Ala. 


Mitchell, 
Moody, 
Moon, 
Newlands, 
N a a 
Olmsted. 


R 
Sauerhering, 
Shafroth, 1. 


As many 


Steele, Southard, Todd, White, N. ©. 
Stevens, Minn. Southwick, Underwood, Wilber, 
Stewart, N. J. Sturtevant, Vandiver. Wilson, N. Y. 
Stewart, Wis. Sulzer, Van Voorhis, Wilson, 8. C 
Stokes, Sutherland, Vehslage, Young, Pa. 
Stone, C. W wanson, Wadsworth, Young. Va. 
Strait, Talbert, Walker, Mass. Zenor. 
Strode, Nebr. Tate Ward, 

Smith, Wm. Alden Tawney, Weymouth, 

Snover, Taylor, Ala. White, Tl. 


Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I am paired mentally with the 
gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. Pirrce. I believed he was not 
on the floor. Since then he has appeared | and voted. I desire to 
a my vote from ‘‘ present” to ‘ ee. 

he SPEAKER. The change will 

Mr DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I have a general pair with the 
—— from Minnesota, Mr. HEATWOLE. The gentleman 

as been present lately. I am informed that he is not present 
to-day. 1 voted “ yea,” and desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. S er, I should like to withdraw my 
vote and answer “‘present.” I am paired. 

The SPEAKER. The nee 8 vote will be withdrawn, and 
he will be marked ‘‘ present. 5 

‘Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, © desire to inquire 
whether the gentleman from Arkansas, Mr. McCu.wocng, has 
voted or not? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not voted. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. rT desire, then, to withdraw my vote, as 
I have a general with him, and answ nt. 

The SPEA The gentleman’ 's vote will be withdraw n, and 
he will be marked ‘* present.” 

Mr. BODINE. Mr. Speaker, I answered on the first call, but I 
understand that m 3 name was in called. I wish to know 
whether I am recorded as vous. voted ‘‘nay.” 

The SPEAKER. The tleman is not recorded as voting. 
Does the gentleman state he voted. 

Mr. BODINE. I did, on the first call. 

The SPEAKER. How does the gentleman vote? 

Mr. BODINE. I vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. aor: I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Illinois, Mr. reed **present,” but not 
voting, for the reason that I am paired with the gentleman. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. ker, my colleague, Mr. Carmack, 
is detained from the House by reason of sickness in his family. i 
ask indefinite leave of absence for him in addition to this expla- 
nation. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request will be con- 
sidered as granted., 

Mz. BRUCKEN,” Mr. Speake Lam paired generally with t 

r r, lam generally with the 
gentleman from Michigan, Mr. Wm. ALDEN SmiTH. I under- 
stand he is not a and I desire to withdraw my vote and be 
marked ‘ present 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman’ 's vote will be withdrawn, and 
he will be marked ‘‘ present.” 

Mr. YOST. Mr. , 1 was present in the House, but did 
paired with ge - i desire to ae “present.” Iam 

t einan m Virginia, Mr. Lame. 
Porno PEAKER. Th tleman will be marked ‘‘ present.” 

Mr DAN FORD. ae. or ny name recorded? 

The SPEAKER. 


not recorded as voting. 
Mr. ae _Lanswered wu "the first call. It has been 
es that m 


upon the second call. 
eo anneaaa’ 8 name. 
The name of Mr. DANFORD was called, and he voted “‘ yea.” 
women DAVISON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be re- 


resent.” 
othe SPEAKER, The gentleman from Kentucky will be re 
cond as ** present.” 
ollowing ae were announced: 
Until further 
Mr. Smita of itinols with Mr. McCuLLoca. 
Mr. Henry of Indiana wth Mr. Miers of Indiana. 
Mr. QuieGe with Mr. BLAND, 
Mr. WarRD with Mr. BaARLow. 
Mr. Manon with Mr. Benner of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Lanpis with Mr. CRAWFORD. 
Mr. GILuett of Massachusetts with Mr. McDow ELL, 
Mr. Kup with Mr. STALLINGs. 
Mr. ODELL with Mr. Bartlett, 
Mr. Hicks with Mr, Orry. 
Mr. Hemenway with Mr. Rosertson of Louisiana. 
Mr. MERCER with Mr. De ARMOND. 
Mr. Perkins with Mr. CooPEr of 
Mr. Yost with Mr. Lams, 
Mr. Wuarrte of Illinois with Mr. Hanpy, 
Mr. Dineiey with Mr. Swanson. 
Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. Dinsmorg, 
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_ McIntire with Mr. Lester. 
ie McCatt with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 
Mr. Davipson of Wisconsin with Mr. How rp of Georgia. 
Mr. Wricut with Mr. ADAMson. 
Mr. Youne of Pennsylvania with Mr. Benton. 
Mr. BeLKNaP with Mr. Maauire. 
Mr. Hopkins with Mr. McALEeEr. 
Mr. LYBRAND with Mr. LENTz. 
Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. Jones of Washington. 
Mr. MILLER with Mr, CLarpy. 
Mr. Lorm™mer with Mr. Berry. 
Mr. Brom with Mr. Cox. 
Mr. Kerr with Mr. Ross. 
Mr. Prrney with Mr. CARMACK. 
Mr. Jenkins with Mr. STOKEs. 
Mr. Lacey with Mr. McRae. 
. Brosius with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 
. Jounson of Indiana with Mr. Moon, 
. Evans with Mr. FirzpaTrick. 
. Joy with Mr. MARSHALL. 
. BrineuamM with Mr. DocKERY. 
. Hunt with Mr. BaILey. 
. SrropE of Nebraska with Mr. ALLEN. 
. McEwan with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 
. LOVERING with Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
. BELDEN with Mr. SuLzer. 
Mr. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. TayLor of Alabama. 
Mr. REEVES with Mr. BALL. 
Mr. MILLs with Mr. SULLIVAN. 
Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin with Mr. LitTLe. 
Mr. BARHAM with Mr. FirzGERALp. 
Mr. Witson of New York with Mr. SUTHERLAND. 
Mr. SAUERHERING with Mr. Srrair. 
Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. BRADLEY. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMitTH with Mr. BRUCKER. 
Mr. MircHELL with Mr. EvLviorr. 
Mr. Barney with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
Mr. AcHESON with Mr. Writson of South Carolina. 
Mr. Hooker with Mr. CatTcuinas. 
Mr. Pearce of Missouri with Mr. VANDIVER. 
Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. ZENoR. 
Mr. Foss with Mr. Davey. 
For this day: 
Mr. Marsu with Mr. Cooney. 
On this vote: 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts with Mr. TATE. 
On this question: 
Mr. WILBER with Mr. TaLBerr. 
Mr. DAVEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my vote, as I 
the SPRARER. 
The 8 The gentleman's vote will be withdrawn and 
he will be marked a 
Mr. GILLETT of husetts. Iheard my name read among 
the pairs. I was not paired with my knowledge or with my con- 
sent, but withdraw my vote. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be marked as “‘ present.” 
Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I understand my name was 
read, pT ae I withdraw my vote. 
The The gentleman's vote will be withdrawn. 
On this question the yeas are 90, the nays 66, present 27—a quo- 
rum; the yeas have it, and the appeal is laid on the table. 
NAVIGATION OF INLAND WATERS. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order, which 
is the further consideration of the bill in relation to the navigation 
of our inland waters. Just before the adjournment the House 
pee nie on an amendment, on which a division had been 

or. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I want to ask the 
New York a question. Is not this a bill which 
effect until next Jul 
Mr. PAYNE. 
ter its 


Mr, of Texas. Then will not the gentleman kindly 
at this time Senate bill No. 45, making a 
of sufferers from the flood at El Paso and 


a from 
oes not go into 


bill does not go into effect until four months 


aiina ts Uaeeed of, f cbadl be very pied 
pending or, i 8 very ¢ 
unanimous consent for consideration of the 
mentions, but until that time I must object. 
question is on the pending amendment, 


2%, page 7, ada: ; 
SP gikee woter craft not herein ed for, na 


tin 
, or by the currert of riv , shall : 


viga 
carry one 
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more good white lights, which shall be placed in such manner as shall be pre- 
scribed by the Board of Supervising Inspectors of Steam Vessels."’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, 1 offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

At the end of line 22, page 14, insert: 

“Rule IX. The whistle signals provided in the rules under this article for 
steam vessels meeting, passing, or overtaking are never to be used except 
when steamers are in sight of each other and the course and position of 


each can be determined in the daytime by a sight of the vessel itself, or by 
night by seeing its signal lights. In fog, mist, and falling snow, or heavy rain 
storms, when vessels can not so see each other, fog signals only must be used.” 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I think time will be saved if I oc- 
cupy the attention of the House for a few minutes now in repeat- 
ing the explanation which I have already made, but which some 
gentlemen do not seem to have understood. In the first place, 
this bill comes here on the recommendation of the American com- 
missioners to the International Maritime Conference. The amend- 
ments also come on the recommendation of those gentlemen and 
on the’recommendation of the Commissioner of Navigation and 
of the Inspector-General of Steam Vessels. The amendments are 
not mine; they are not suggested by me; they are suggested by 
this board. 

The amendments are designed mainly to embody in the law 
rules which are now, and have been for many years, in operation, 
because prescribed by the board in the Treasury Department 
which has authority under the law to prescribe rules in relation 
to the navigation of our inland waters. Every one of these 
amendments is recommended by all these authorities. This ques- 
tion is a technical one, a question upon which the authority of 
experts is the end of the law; and if this bill and the amendments 
were sent to a committee, no matter how intelligently consti- 
tuted that committee of this House might be, it would still have 
to rely upon the very gentlemen who recommend this bill and 
these amendments. 

Having said this much, [ do not intend to occupy any more time 
in debate, but if any gentleman on the other side, or any gentle- 
man opposed to this bill, wishes to indulge in debate in regard to 
it, and will indicate how much time he desires, I will yield to 
him. 

Mr. TERRY. . Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman from Arkansas desire time 
to discuss this bill? 

Mr. TERRY. Iam addressing myself to the Speaker. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman declines to 
answer my question, I demand the previous question on the pend- 
ing amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks for the 
previous question. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have a few min- 
utes, perhaps not more than ten. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the demand for the 
previous question, and yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the atten- 
tion of the House for a few moments on this question. It is not 
my purpose to place any obstacle in the way of the proper con- 
sideration or the proper passage of this bill. I am perfectly will- 
ing to vote for it when it is brought before the House in perfected 
form and in such a manner that we can have some kind of author- 
ity upon which to rely for the correctness of our votes. Butas it 
is the bill is brought before the House without having been ex- 
amined by any committee of this body. It is true that, as the 
gentleman from New York told us the other day, this bill has 
passed the Senate. 

It is true that_he informs us now that it is recommended by a 
board of expert% But since the bill passed the Senate not less 
than one dozen, and perhaps two dozen, imperfections have been 
discovered in it, and the gentleman desires to have those imper- 
fections corrected. The billand amendments are before the House 
on the single statement of the gentleman from New York, and 
upon that alone we are asked to legislate. I submit, sir, that the 
whole principle of such a legislative proceeding is radically wrong. 

The experts of whom the gentleman speaks as recommending 
this bill are not responsible to this House, and when the gentle- 
man asks the members of this body to cast their votes in favor of 
& measure presented as this is we are certainly entitled to have 
the recommendation of some committee or of some body respon- 
sible to this House. There is no legislative body in the world that 
undertakes to act upon an involved and complicated question of 
this kind until it has been examined and reported upon by a com- 
mittee. 

The gentleman from Arkansas {Mr. Terry] very properly stated 
on the last day the House was in session that the committees are 
the scouts of the House, and he might have added that they are 
also the generals of the House, because they furnish the brains 
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and the plan or outline upon which the House acts. So much on | sented by this bill—provisions which affect every vessel, w});},., 
the general proposition that a body of this kind ought not to act | it be the largest steamer or the rowboat on every in|anq 
upon a complicated question like this without proper and regular | creek, river, or harbor of the entire Atlantic and Pacific ¢o,.;,_ 
investigation. when such a measure is brought before us, presenting new 44 
Now, the next proposition to which I desire to call attention is | complicated legislation, it to be scanned carefully by « 
this: The majority party in the House of Representatives early | mittee. 
in this session decided that they would not have the committees What faith can we place in the action of the Senate? Tho... 
appointed and the organization of the House completed in the | tleman from New York himself states that more than a do7..), 1). 
usual way. Against that decision I have now nocomplaint what- | perfections have been discovered in the work of the Seni | 
ever to make, nor do I rise to criticise it in any way whatever. I | therefore urge in—and I put it to the gentleman fro.) Vy, 
do, however, wish to remind gentlemen that the making of that | York in good faith, for I have no desire, nor do I believe ay yoyo 
decision was exceptional; that it was something that had never | on this side of the House has any desire, to obstruct the ).<s,.. 
been done before in this country; and I wish further to remind | of this bill—I suggest to him that he ask that the bill be reforr-q 
them that the country demands some satisfactory explanation for | to a special committee. If gentlemen on the other side (|), ),,; 
such an unprecedented course of conduct in our legislative pro- | want all the committees mere the Speaker name a ¢yec\,) 
ceedings here. committee to take charge of this bill and report it back to ¢)o 
The explanation given by the majority of the House was that | House; and if it should prove to be proper and right, we wil! yt. 
we did not appoint committees for the reason that we did not in- | for it. 
tend to legislate. It has been stated that the House was brought| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 
together for the pu of passing the tariff bill; and such was| Mr. FLEMING. I ask to be allowed a few minutes mor:—),; 
the burden of the President’s message, and the Committee on | more than five. I have another point I wish to bring out, on w\)\¢-) 
‘Ways and Means was appointed for the purpose of preparing and | I think the gentleman from New York himself may not be iy. 
reporting the tariff bill. You did not ask us to passa tariff bill | formed. 
miinoat its first having been pened spon by the action of the Mr. PAYNE. [yield the tleman five minutes more. 
committee of this body. It was perfectly proper for the majority Mr. FLEMING. I am not a nautical man; I am not familiar 
of the House to defend themselves against the criticisms of this | with nautical matters. I do not know whether the chairman—{ 
side of the House and to justify themselves before the country as | was about to say the chairman of the committee, which wo) 
long as they kept those two pr itions together—‘‘ We will ap- | have been a mistake; 1 mean the gentleman from New York —| 4) 
Feit no committees because we do not intend to engage in general | not know whether the gentleman from New York is aware of tho 
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islation.” matter to which I now wish to call his attention. There are tw. 
t is true that one or two measures of a charitable nature have | sections of this bill which do not deal with nautical terns nor 
been allowed to pass the House without the examination of a | specially with matters of that kind, and I do understand somethinz 
committee, but in a large degree those measures did not need | about them. I refer to the first section, embracing the enacting 
committee examination. Now, for the first time, we have a ques- | clause, and the last section, which undertakes to repeal certain 
tion of the most involved and complicated character before us | laws. 
for consideration. Now, for the first time, we are refused com- I say that in these sections the bill is fatally defective. If this 
mittee examination into a question of general legislation. In at- | bill be passed in the form here proposed, the law will be left in a 
tempting to pass this bill under these circumstances the majority | slipshod cundition, which will be no credit to us and woul) 110% be 
party in the House is attempting to do something in the way of | any credit to a town council in the smallest city of the United 
overriding rules and precedents which they have not done up to | States. Let me read the firstsection. The object of this bil! is to 
this hour. adopt certain general legislation in reference to the navigation of 
The gentieman from New York [Mr. Payne] told us at the last | inland waters, but it is not intended toapply to all inland waters. 
sitting of the House that this bill ought to be passed for various | The intention is to — certain waters, mainly the tributaries 
reasons, one being, as he said, that there was very little, if any, | of the Mississippi and the Red River of the North. Let us see 
new matter to be added to the existing law; that this was in a | what the language of the bill is. 
large measure a revision and modification of existing law. It| Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman will allow me to say that [ pro- 
seems to me, sir, that when we consider the experience of the | pose to offer a substitute for that section when we get to it. 
American House of Representatives in revising and a Mr. FLEMING. We have already passed it. 
laws we ought at least to be on our guard. I have read—and Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no. 
prone there are members of this House who personally remem- Mr. FLEMING. Oh, yes; we have amended several sulse- 
oe 72 = S eo a to — and rye tpg a quent sections. The language of this section is as follows: 
age laws of the Uni States, and under cover of such a a wing ie ees 
a stab was made at one of the money metals of the Constitu- ensil be taliend oR ah em er eeerene es collision 
on. ne 
The chairman of the committee at that time got up on the floor | 4, = - PAYNE. I did not know the gentleman was referrin: to 
of = eo a me a the — a the — —— = Mr FLEMING That is the ¢ Tam making—a point, | 
new legislation; that it was simply a revision and codi on 0 a ; aoe. 
existing law. Yet when the oulaie awakened to the truth they | tink, which the gentleman from York has not observed. 
found that an act had been committed which was either a piece | _ Be it enacted, etc., That the following regulations for preventing © !<ion 
of blundering legislation or the climax of cunning knavery and | Shall be followed by all vessels navigating all harbors, rivers, and inland 
ckery. 
The gentleman from New York, therefore, can gain nothing, it| Now, mark the language— 
seems to me, in the good opinion of this House or of the country | except the Great Lakes and their 
when he tells us that this bill simply revises and codifies existing | east as Montreal and the Red River of the N 
laws. Such a bill should be scanned with an eagle's eye—every | Now, I understand where Montreal is located; I can understand 
line of it, every section of it, every word of it. It is true, as the age of this section 
gentleman says, the bill has passed the Senate and has the ap- y, River of the 
proval of the naval board. ¢ orth,” it shows that whoever drafted this bill was deficient either 
Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman wil? allow me to say that | jn his y or his grammar; in one or the other he is very 
Solty Suncees open Son paish goer Sababed to, bousees te aebere | MEeGEATT Ekadcae ik te GEO Ok ae cle 
ye upon the now 0, use in a : msand miles to 
from this International Marine Conference it is stated that the | tho weet of Manteca. | 0) miles away; ® tho 
reason they desire these regulations enacted into law is because | Now, what do we expect acourt to do with a sentence like that? 
the Su e Court, in the case of E. A. Packer (140 U.S. Su-| You are undertaking to describe the territory over whic) this 
art a decided that they were not the law. So | pill is to go into effect, the ground over which it is to 0) tate; 
the gentleman from York must be mistaken on that point. | and you say that you except “theGreat Lakes and their connct- 
we GAINES. Of course we can not ‘‘ revise” what is not the and tr waters as far east as Montreal and the Red 
w. issial which simpl ms nothing at 
Mr. FLEMING. It seems, then, that under cover of a ‘‘revi-/ aj, If such ee goes out to SE eetey with the 
sion” a part of this legislation is designed to reverse a decision of it certainly can do 
the oem Court. needed at that point. 
Mr. BARTLETT. ae turn to the last 
Mr. FLEMING. Now, it may be that decision ought to ' even greater mo- 
be reversed, It may be that the court was right and the law was I call 
wrong. But I submit, Mr. Speaker, to the thoughtful a 
tive members of this House, no matter to what made in ae eer 
that when questions so complicated and so involved as na : 
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Evidently the scope of this bill is not limited to steam vessels at 
all. it expressly —- to all craft. Yet, when you come to in- 
sert the repealing clause you repeal everything except those laws 
relating to pilots of steam vessels; so that a raft or ferryboat or 
rowboat on those waters would not be affected in any way what- 
ever; the act would only apply to the pilots of steam vessels. 

Not only is the lan of that section confused and inaccurate 
with reference to what is intended as to the character of the ves- 
sel, but by comparing this section with the previous section you 
will find it is inaccurate also with reference to the men who are 
managing the vessel. In section 4 a liability is to be placed on 


every pilot, ineer, mate, or master of any vessel. But when 
you come to repealing clause, in section 5, you except only 
the pilots of steam vessels 


I make these remarks for the pu merely of enforcing the 
view that gentlemen on the other side ought not to insist on put- 
ting through this House a bill of this kind in an imperfect condi- 
tion. It ought to be ected by somebod y—— 

SPEAKER 


The a time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question on 
the amendment. 


The previous question was ordered. 

The Ep (having put the question on the amendment). 
The ayes seem to have it. ~ 

Mr. FLEMING. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 57, noes 18. 

Mr. G. Lraise the point that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point. 

Mr. FLEMING. I make the point that there is no quorum 

esent, 
P The SPEAKER. That isa different point. [Having counted 
the House.} There are 130 members present—not a quorum. 
Under the rules of the House, the yeas and nays will be con- 
sidered as ordered, and at the same time there will be a call of the 
House. The Doorkeeper will close the doors. Members are not 
at liberty to leave the Hall during the call. The Clerk will call 
the roll. Those members who are in favor of the amendment 
will, when their names are called, answer “‘aye,” and those op- 

“no. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 94, nays 39, an- 

swered “‘present” 49, not voting 170; as follows: 


YEAS—94. 
Adams, Danford, Hepburn, Pearson, 
Alexander, Davenport, Hill, Powers, 
Babcock, Davison, Ky. — Pugh, 
ton, owe, 
Dolliver, Howell, Siemese, 
Bishop, Dorr, Johnson, N. Dak. Sherman, 
Booze Dovener, Ketcham Simpkins, 
Bontelle, Ellis, Kirkpatrick, Slayden, 
Brewster, Faris, Bee in, Spalding, 
Broderick, Fenton, nox, Sperry, 
Brown, Fischer, Linney, Seceane, 
Brownlow, Fletcher, Littauer, Stephens, Tex. 
Burton, Gi mad, Stone, W. A. 
Butler, G 44 Loudenslager, ‘Tawney, 
Cannon, Gillett, Mass. Ww Tayler, Ohio 
Capron. Graff, McCleary, Tongue, 
Clark, lowa Griffin, McClellan, Van Voorhis, 
Clarke, N. H. ‘ a Walker, Va. 
Codding, Hager, eyer, anger, 
Cooke, a, Minor, Warner, 
iw. . eaver, 
Ourtia tows Teen, Mudd. Williams, Pa. 
Kans. Henry, Conn Parker, N. J. 
Dalze! Henry, Ind. Payne, 
NAYS—39. 
Baker, Tl. Davis, King, Ogden, 
Bilin, utyaiireid, lcberg, = Orne 
‘\ nowles, rs, 
Botkin, Fox, Lewis, Ga. Richardson, 
Brundidge, Greene, ve, Ridgely, 
Sees : Gunn, Me Millin, Robinson, Ind. 
Clark, Hay, Maddox Sayers, 
Cochran, Mo. Henry, Miss. Maxwell, — " 
Cummings, le eekison, cent. 
Davey, Hants, Norton, 
Acheson, a ee 
Cooper, Tex. Lewis, ‘Wash. Sulloway, 
——s) Cooper, Wis. Livingston Terry, - 
Baker, Cow Miller, Todd, 
Ball, ker, Odell, Underwood, 
= ae oo 
Benner, Dinsmore, Shafroth, ecler, Ala. 
Bingham, Evans, Shuford, + Wheeler, Ky. 
Brantley, Sims, Williams, Miss, 
Brenner, Ohio Skinner, Wright, 
Brosius, q Sparkman, Yost. 
Brum, Sonam, Wash, trod, N.C 
Clayton, Lanham, Sullivan, 
NOT VOTING—170. 
: Beach, Benton, 
; a, ae 
: ; Belk Bradley, 
. Bommcte Brewer, 
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Bromwell, Heatwole, Mann, Smith, Ky 
Brous \ Hemenway, Marsh, Smith, 5. W 
Bull, Hicks, Marshall, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Campbell, Hilborn, Martin, Snover, 
Carmack, Hinrichsen, Mercer, Southard, 
Castle, Hooker, Mesick, Southwick, 
Catchings, Hopkins, Miers, Ind. Stallings, 
Chickering, Howard, Ala. Mills, Steele, 
Clardy, Howard, Ga. Mitchell, Stevens, Minn. 
Cochrane, N. ¥ Hull, Moody, Stewart, N.J. 
Colson, Jett, Moon, 


Connell, 
Connolly, 


Johnson, Ind. 


Jones, Va. 


Newlands, 
Northway, 


Stewart, Wis. 
Stokes 





Cooney, Joy, Olmsted, 

Corliss, Kelley, Otey, 

Cox, Kerr, Otjen, 

Cranford, Kulp, Overstreet, 

Crump, Lacey, Packer, Pa 

Davidson, Wis. Lamb, Pearce, Mo. 

De Armond, Landis, Perkins, 

Dingley, Latimer, Pierce, Tenn 

Dockery, Lentz, Pitney, 

Eddy, Lester, Prince, 

Elliott, Little, Quigg, 

Epes, Lorimer, Ray, Wadsworth, 
Ermentrout, Lovering, Reeves, Walker, Mass. 
Fitzgerald, Lybrand, Rhea, Ward, 
Fitzpatrick, McAleer, Rixey, Weymouth, 
Foote, McCall, Robb, White, Il 
Foss, McCormick, Robbins, White, N. C. 
Fowler, N. C. McCulloch, Robertson, La. Wilber 
Fowler, N. J. McDowell, Russell, Wilson, N. Y. 
Gaines, McEwan, Sauerhering, Wilson, 8. C. 
Gardner, McIntire, Shattuc, Young, Pa 
Grout, McRae, Shelden, Young, Va 
Grow, Maguire, Showalter, Zenor 
Handy, Mahany, Simpson, 

Harmer, Mahon, Smith, Ill. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following as a substitute 
for the pending bill. 

The substitute, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
substitute in lieu thereof the following, was read: 


That the following regulations for preventing collision shall be followed 
by all vessels navigating all harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the United 
States, except the Great Lakes and their connecting and tributary waters 
as far east as Montreal and the Red River of the North and rivers emptying 
into the Gulf of Mexico and their tributaries, and are hereby declared spe- 
cial rules duly made by local authority 


PRELIMINARY. 


In the following rules every steam vessel which is under sail and not under 
steam is to be considered a sailing vessel, and every vessel under steam, 
whether under sail or not, is to be considered a steam vesse! 

The word “steam vessel” shallinclude any vessel propelled by machinery 

A vessel is “ under way.” within the meaning of these rules, when she is not 
at anchor, or made fast to the shore, or aground. 


RULES CONCERNING LIGHTS, ETC. 


The word “ visible ” in these rules, when applied to lights, shall mean visi- 
ble on a dark night with a clear atmosphere 

ARTICLE 1. The rules concerning lights shall be complied with in all 
weathers from sunset tosunrise, and during such time no other lights which 
may be mistaken for the prescribed lights shall be exhibited. 

Art. 2. A steam vessel when under way shal! carry 

(a) On or in front of the foremast, or, if a vessel without a foremast, then 
in the fore part of the vessel, a bright white light so constructed as to show 
an unbroken light over anare of the horizon of twenty points of the com 
pass, so fixed as to throw the light ten points on each side of the vessel, 
namely. from right ahead to two points abaft the beam on either side, and of 
such a character as to be visible at a distance of at least 5 miles 

(b) On the starboard side a green light so constructed as to show an un- 
broken light over an arc of the horizon of ten points of the compass, so fixed 
as to throw the light from right ahead to two points abaft the el on the 
starboard side, and of such a character as to be visible at a distance of at 
least 2 miles. 

(c) On the port side a red light so constructed as to show an unbroken 
light ove= an arc of the horizon of ten points of the compass, so fixed as to 
throw the light from right ahead to two points abaft the beam on the port 
side, and of such a character as to be visible at a distance of at least 2 

(d) The said green and red side lights shall be fitted with inboard s 

rojecting at least 3 feet forward from the light, so as to prevent these 
rom being seen across the bow. 

(e) A seagoing steam vessel when under way may carry an additional 
white light similar in construction to the light mentioned in subdivision (a 
These two lights shall be so placed in line with the keel that one shali be at 
least 15 feet higher than the other, and in such a position with reference to 
each other that the lower light shall be forward of the upper one. The ver- 
tical distance between these lights shall be less than the Ssetnentel distance. 
(f) All steam vessels (except seagoing vessels and ferryboats) shall carry in 
addition to green and red lights required by article 2 (b), (c), and screens as 
ee by article 2 (d), a central range of two white lights; the after light 

mg carried at an elevation at least 15 feet above the light at the head of 
the yessel. The headlight shall be so constructed as to show an unbroken 
light throigh twenty points of the compass, namely, from right ahead to two 
points abaft the beam on either side of the vessel, and the after light so as to 
show all around the horizon. 

ART. 3. A steam vessel, when towing another vessel, shall, in addition to 
her side lights, carry two bright white lights in a vertical line, one over the 
other, not less than 3 feet apart, and when towing more than one vessel shall 
earry an additional bright white light 3 feet above or below such lights, if the 
length of the tow, measuring from the stern of the towing vessel to the stern 
of the last vessel towed, exceeds 600 feet. Each of these lights shall be of the 
same construction and character, and shall be carried in the same position as 
the white t mentioned in article 2 (a) or the after range light mentioned 
in article 2 (b). 

Such steam vessel may carry a small white light abaft the funnel or after- 
mast for the vessel towed to steer by, but such light shall not be visible for 
ward of the beam. 

Art. 5. A sailing vessel under way or being towed shall carry the same 
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lights as «re prescribed by article 2 for a steam vessel under way, with the 
exception of the white lights mentioned therein, which they shall never 


carry. 

Arr. 6. Whenever, as in the case of vessels of less than 10 gross tons under 
way during bad weather, the green and red side lights can not be fixed, 
these lights shall be kept at hand, lighted and ready for use; and shall, on 
the approach of or to other vessels, be exhibited on their respective sides in 
sufficient time to prevent collision, in such manner as to make them most 
visible, and so that the green light shall not be seen on the port side nor the 
red light on the starboard ©, nor, if practicable, more than two points 
abaft beam on their respective sides. To make the use of these portable 
lights more certain and easy the lanterns containing them shall each be 
painted outside with the color of the light they respectively contain, and 
shall be provided with proper screens. 

Arr. 7. Rowing boats, whether under oars or sail, shall have ready at hand 
a lantern showing a white light which shall be temporarily exhibited in suffi- 
cient time to prevent collision. 

Art. 8. Pilot vessels when engaged on their station on pilotage duty shall 
not show the lights required for other vessels, but shall carry a white light 
at the masthead, visible all around the horizon, and shall also exhibit a flare- 
up light or flare-up lights at short intervals, which shall never exceed fifteen 
minutes. 

On the near approach of or to other vessels they shall have their side 
lights lighted, ready for use, and shall flash or show them at short intervals, 
to indicate the direction in which they are heading, but the green light shall 
not be shown on the port side nor the red light on the starboard side. 

A pilot vessel of such a class as to be obl to go alongside of a vessel to 
puta pilot on board may show the white light instead of carrying it at the 
masthead,and may, instead of the colored — above mentioned, have at 
hand, ready for use, a lantern with a n on the one side and a red 
glass on the other, to be used as prescribed above. 

Pilot vessels, when not engaged on their station on pilotage duty, shall 
carry lights similar to those of other vessels of their tonnage. 

Ant. 9. (a) Fishing vessels of less than 10 gross tons, when under ver and 
when not having their nets, trawls, dredges, or lines in the water, shall not 
be obl to a the colored side lights; but every such vessel shall, in lieu 
thereof, have at hand a lantern with a green glass on one side anda 
red glass on the other side, and on aperonching to or being approached by 
another vessel such lantern shall be exhibited in sufficient time to prevent 
collision, so that the n light not be seen on the port side nor the red 
light on the starboard side. 

(b) All fishing vessels and Gehing boats of 10 gross tons or upward, when 
under way and when not having their nets, traw)s, dred or lines in the 
water, shall carry and show the same lights as other vessels under way. 

(c) All vessels, when trawling, dredging, or fishing with any kind of drag- 
nets or lines, shall exhibit, from some part of vessel where they can be 
best seen, two lights. One of these lights shall be red and the other shall be 
white. The red light shall be above ht, and shall be at a verti- 
cal distance from it of not less than 6 feet and not more than 12 feet; and the 
horizontal distance between them, if any, shall not be more than 10 feet. 
These two lights shall be of such a character and contained in lanterns of 
such construction as to be visible all round the horizon, the white light a dis- 
tance of not less than 3 miles and the red light of not less than 2 miles. 

“(d) or other water craft not herein provided for, navigating by 
hand power, horsepower, or by the current of the river, shall carry one or 
more white lights, which shall be placed in such manner as shall be 
prescribed by the Board of Supervising tors of Steam Vessels.” 

Arr, 10. A vessel which is being ove en by another, except a steam 
vessel with an after-range light showing all around the horizon, shall show 
from her stern to such last-mentioned vessel a white light or a flare-up light. 

Art. 11. A vessel under 150 feet in length when at anchor shall carry for- 
ward, where it can best be seen, but at a height not exceeding 20 feet above 
the hull, a white light, in a lantern so constructed as to show a clear, uni- 
forms, ame unbroken light visible all around the horizon at a distance of at 

east ] mile. 

A vessel of 150 feet or upward in length when at anchor shall carry in the 
forward of the vessel, at a height of not less than 20 and not exceedin 
40 feet above the hull, one such light, and at or near the stern of the vesse 
and at such a height that it shall be not less than 15 feet lower than the for- 
ward light, another such ges 

The length of a vessel 1 be deemed to be the length appearing in her 
certificate of registry. 

Art. 12. Every vessel may, if necessary, in order to attract attention, in 
addition to the lights which she is by these rules required to carry, show a 
— _ or use any detonating 1 that can not be mistaken for a dis- 

ress signal, 
Arr. 13. Nothing in these rules shall interfere with the operation of an 
—_ rules made by the government of any nation with respect to ad- 
tional station and & 1 lights for two or more ships of war or for vessels 
sailing under convoy, or with the exhibition of recognition signals adopted 
by shipowners, which have been authorized by their respective governments, 
and say tered and published 
Arr, 14. 
y 





steam vessel roceeding under sail only, but having her funnel 
up, may carry in daytime, forward, where it can best be seen, one black ball 
or shape 2 feet in diameter. 


SOUND SIGNALS FOR Foa, ETc. 


Ant. 15. All signals prescribed by this article-for vessels under way shall 
ven: 6 

1. By “steam vessels" on the whistle or siren. \ 

2. By “sailing vessels’ and “ vessels towed" on the fog horn. 

The words “ prolonged blast’ used in this article shall mean a blast of from 
four to six seconds’ duration. 

A steam vessel shall be provided with an efficient whistle or siren, sounded 
by steam or by somesubstitute for steam, so p that the sound may not be 
iaeeroeraes by any obstruction, and with an efficient fog horn; also with an 
efficient bell. A sailing vessel of 20 tons gross tonnage or upward shall be 
provided with a similar fog horn and bell. 

In fog, mist, ine snow, or heavy rainstorms, whether by day or night, 
the signals descri in this article shall be weed os follows, namely: 

(a) A steam vessel under way shall sound, at intervals of not more than 
one minute, a eee blast. 

(c) A sailing vessel under way shall sound, at intervals of not more than 
one minute, when on board tack, one blast; when on the port tack, 
| a blasts in succession, and when with the wind abaft the beam, three blasts 

n su on. 
(d) A vessel when at anchor shall, at intervals of not more than one min- 
ute, ring the beli rapidly for about five seconds. 

{S), A steam vessel, when towing, shall, instead of the signals prescribed in 
subdivision (a) of this article, at intervals of not more than one minute, 
sound three blasts in succession, namel blast followed by 


ts , one prolonged 
two here Sean. ‘A veasel sowed mang sive tis chanel end eho thall not give 
€D er. 
bs All rafts or other water craft, not herein provided for, navigating by 
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hand power, horse power, or by the current of the river, shall 
of the fog horn, or oxurvalal signal, at intervals of not more hn bast 


minute. 
SPEED OF SHIPS TO BE MODERATE IN Fog, etc. 


Art. 16. Every vessel shall, in a fog, mist, falling snow, or heav insto 
go at a moderate speed, having careful regard to the existing c eres, 
a 1 hearin, tly forward of her beam i, 
vesse| Z, a y fo er . the f fons 
a vessel the tion of which is not ascertained, shall, so far ~ t ae 
stances of the case admit, stop her engines, and then navigate with cauti.y 
until danger of collision is over. ' 


STEERING AND SAILING RULEs. 
PRELIMINARY—RISK OF COLLISION. 


Risk of collision can, when circumstances permit, be ascertained by care 
fully watching the compass bearing of an a: g@ vessel. If the bear. 
ing does not Srperecen hy change, such risk be deemed to exist. 

Arr. 17, en two sailing vessels are approaching one another, so as to jy- 
volve risk of collision, one of them shall keep out of the way of the other as 
follows, namely: 

(a) A vessel which is running free shall keep out of the way of a yosse} 
which is closehauled. 

(b) A vessel which is closehauled on the pew Soe shall keep out of the way 
of a vessel which is closehauled on the star tack. 

(c) When both are running free, with the wind on différent sides, tho y.. 
sel which has the wind on the port side shall keep out of the way of the other 

(d) When both are running , with the wind on the same side, the ves 
sel which is to the windward shall keep out of the way of the vessel which is 
to the leeward. 

oe) a vessel which has the wind aft shall keep out of the way of the other 
vessel, ° 

Arr. 18. Rutel. When steam vessels are a ing each other head and 
head, that is, end on, or nearly so, it shall be duty of each to pass on the 

ort side of the other; and ei vessel shall give, as a signal of her inten- 

ion, one short and distinct blast of her be ie Rpts 1 the other vessel shall 
answer promptly by asimilar blast of her w , and thereupon such vessels 
shall pass on the port side of each other. But if the courses of such vessels 
are so far on the starboard of each other as not to be considered as meeting 
head and head, either vessel shall immediate] ve two short and distinct 
blasts of her whistle, which the other vessel answer — tly by two 
— blasts of her whistle, and they shall pass on the starboard side of each 
other. 

The foregoing only applies to cases where vessels are meeting end on or 
nearly end on, in such a manner as to involve risk of collision; in other words, 
to cases in which, by day, each vessel sees the masts of the other in a line, or 
nearly in a line, with her own, and t to cases in which each vessel is 
in such a position as to see both the ts of the other. 

It does not apply by day to cases in w. a vessel sees another ahead cross- 
ing her own course, or by night to cases where the red light of one vessel is 
opposed to the red light of the other, or where the green light of one vess-! 
is opposed the green light of the other, or where a light without a 
green light or a green light without a red light is seen ahead, or where both 
green and red lights are seen anyw 

RuLe IIL If, when steam vessels are app’ each other, either vessel 
fails to understand the course or intention of the r, from any cause, the 
vessel so in doubt shall immediately the same by Siving several short 
and rapid blasts, not less than four, of the steam ; 

Rue V. Whenever a steam vessel is nearing a short bend or curve in the 
channel, where, from the height of the banks or other cause, a steam vesse! 
approach from the opposite direction can not be seen for a distance of 
half a mile, such steam vessel, when she shall have arrived within half a mile 
of such curve or bend, shall give a by one blast of the steam 
by a similar even by any ap- 


, such signal be 

a steam vessel upon the farther side of such bend. then the 
usual snes or Sotes ane passing shall immediately be given and an- 
swered; but if the first alarm signal of such vessel be not answered, she is to 
consider thé channel clear and govern herself " 

When steam vessels are moved their docks or hs, and other boats 
are liable to pass from any direction toward them, they shall give the same 
signal as in the case of vessels meeting at a but immediately after 
clearing the berths so as to be fully in sight they shall be governed by the 
stee and sailing rules. 

Ruse VILL When steam vessels are running in the same direction, and 
the vessel which is astern shall desire to pass on the t or starboard hand 
of the vessel ahead, she shall give one short blast of the steam whistle as a 
signal of such desire, and if the vessel ahead answers with one blast, she shall 
put her helm to port; or if she shall desire to on the left or port side of 
the vessel ahead, she shall give two short blasts of the steam whistle asa sig- 
nal of such desire, and, if the vessel ahead answers with two blasts, shall put 

: ahead does not think it safe for the 
point, she shall immediately signify 
the steam whistle, not 


“ 
s 
5 
S 
2 
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ess than four, and under no circumstances shall the vessel astern attempt to 
pass the vessel until such time as they have a point where it 
can be safely done, when said vessel ahead shall her willingness by 
moans ee proper — The vessel in no case attempt to 
cross bow or crowd w the course of the passing vessel. ; 

Rule IX. The whistle danaie provided in the rules under this article for 
steam vessels ng. or | are never to be used except 


when steamers are in ht of exch other. and 
can be determined in da, bya 


b its signal lights. fog, 
wuss vee can Sadia ees each ae tg only must be given. 


ART. 19. When two steam vessels are so as to involve risk of col 
vessel which has the other on her own starboard side shall keep 
eo the —< = other 


course and position of each 
t of the vessel itself, or by night 
snow, or heavy rain storms, 


RT. 20. a steam vessel and a sailing vessel are proceeding in such 
directions as to involve risk of collision, the steam vessel shall keep out of 
the way of the sailing vessel. 

ART. 21. by any of these rules, one of the two vessels is to keep out 
of ewer the keep her course and speed. 

RT, ‘Every which is directed by these rules to keep out of the 
way of another vesse! shall, if circumstances of the case admit, avoid 
crossing ahead of the other 

Arr. 2%. Every steam vessel which is directed by these rules to keep out 


, if necessary, slacken 


in these rules, every vess«! 
of the overtaken vessel. 

Every v up with from any direction more than 
two points her that is, in such S eapen with reference to the 
vessel w! she is ov that at night be unable to see either 
of that vessel's side lights, be deemed to be an overtaking vessel; and 








psequent alteration of the bearing between the two vessels shall make 

= overtaking vessel a apreeeng vessel within the meaning of these rules, or 

velleve her of duty of keeping clear of the overtaken vessel until she is 

finally, by —_- overtaking vessel can not always know with certainty 

al rection from the other vessel, she 

she is forward of baft this direction f the oth 1, sh 

should, if in doubt, assume tshe isan overtaking vessel and keep out of 

herr a In narrow channels every steam vessel shall, when it is safe and 

ractical tothat side of the fairway or mid-channel which lies on the 
precticonie > such vessel. 

‘Arr. 26. Sailing vessels under way shall keep out of the way of sailing ves- 
sels or boats fishing with nets, or lines, or trawls. This rule ll not give to 
any vessel or boat engaged in fishing the a of obstructing a fairway used 

essels other than 


by ¥ vessels or boa 
Arr. 27. Ino’ and construing these rules due d shall be had to 


na and collision, and to any special circumstances which 
oi meee departure from the above rules necessary in order to avoid 
immediate danger 


SounD SIGNALS FOR VESSELS IN SIGHT OF ONE ANOTHER. 
Ant.28. When vessels are in sight of one another, a steam vessel under way 


whose are going at full speed astern shall indicate that fact by three 
short on the whistle. 
No Vesse UNDER ANY CIRCUMSTANCES TO NEGLECT PROPER PRECAU- 


TIONS. 


Arr. 20. Nothing in these rules shall exonerate any vessel, or the owner 
or master or crew the: _ from the censequences of — § negloct to carry 

hts or signals, or of any neglect to keep a proper lookout, or of the neglect 
pao precaution which may be required by the ordinary practice of sea- 
men, or by the special circumstances of the case. 

Arr. 90. The exhibition of any light on board of a vessel of war of the 
United States or a revenue cutter may be suspended whenever, in the opin- 
jon of the Secretary of the Navy, the commander-in-chief of a squadron, or 
the commander of a vessel acting singly, the special character of the service 
may require it. 

DistREss SIGNALS. 

Arr. 31. When a vessel is in distress and requires assistance from other 
vessels or from the shore, the following shall be the signals to be used or dis- 
played by her, either together or separately, namely: 

IN THE DAYTIME. 
A continuous sounding with any fog-signal apparatus, or firing a gun. 
AT NIGHT. 


First. Flames on the vessel, as from a burning tar barrel, oil barrel, etc. 
Second. A continuous sounding with any fog-signal apparatus, or firing a 
gun. . 
Sec. 2. That the su inspectors of steam vessels and the Supervis- 
shall establish such rules to be observed by steam ves- 
7 in each other and as to the lights to be carried by ferryboats and 
barges and canal boats when in tow of steam vessels, not inconsistent with 
the rovisions of this act, as they from time to time may deem necessary for 
safer: . which rules, when spuseses by the Secretary of the Treasury, are 
hereby dediared special rules duly made by local authority, as provided for in 
article 80 of chapter 802 of the laws of 1890. Two printed copies of such rules 
shall be furnished to such ferryboats and steam vessels, which rules shall be 


posted up in conspicuous places in such vesse 
=e? 3. That every pilot, engineer, mate, or master of any steam vessel, 
and every master or mate of any barge or canal boat, who neglects or refuses 
to observe the provisions of this act, or the regulations established in pursu- 
ance of the preceding section, shall be liable toa penalty of $50, and for all 
sustained by any passenger in his person or baggage by such neglect 
or : Provided, That nothing herein shall relieve any vessel owner or 
from any liability incurred by reason of such neglect or refusal. 
EC. 4. oes avesy vessel that shall be navigated without complying with 
the of act shall be liable to a penalty of $200, one-half to go to 
a ae for which sum the oe 80 = a be a ane ~~ 

seized proceeded against by action in any ct court of the Unit 
States having jurisdiction of the offense. 

Seo. 5. That sections 4233 and 4412 (with the regulations made in pursu- 
ance thereof, except the rules and regulations for the government of pilots 
of steamers aviesting the Red River of the North and rivers emptying into 
the Gulf of their tributaries, and except the rules for the Great 
Lakes an and tributary waters as far east as Montreal) 
and Revised Statutes of the United States and ro ge 202 of the 
laws of 1893 and sections 1 and 3 of chapter 102 of the laws of 1895, and sections 
5 Bot ved March 3, 1897, entitled *‘An act to amend the 
la , and all amendments thereto, are hereby re- 

rivers, and inland waters aforesaid (except the 
their connecting and tributary waters as far east as Mon- 
treal and the Red River of the North and rivers emptying into the Gulf of 
their tributaries) are concerned. 
this act shall 


oi e effect four months from the date of its ap- 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I have offered this amendment, sub- 
stituting this prec after the enacting clause, commencing 
with line 3 of 1 of the bill, for the double purpose of includ- 
in it, as I vn Nap the amendments heretofore adopted by the 
House, including the one offered by the gentleman from Tennes- 
see (Mr, Ricuarpson]}. I have also included four other substan- 
amendments , reenacting the rules now in force and which 
ve oe = — ow ag owas the oe = the board 
ent according to law, consist- 
te the Inspector-General of Steam Vessels, the Commissioner 
avigation, and one or two other officers. 
These rules and the new Rule IX, which the House heard read, 
another rule or rules read now, are reenacted in this law, for 
of having them posted as a part of the law, and for 
reason only. I have also offered an amendment to section 5— 
two or three amendments to section 5—by striking out as many 
lace thereof the word “and,” so as 
to improve the text of the bill. I have also added in section 5 an 
excepting the Mississi River, its tributaries, the 
of the and the Red River North from the operations 


This is done to cure the question raised not only by the gentle- 
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man from Georgia [Mr. FLEMING], but by other gentlemen who 
have considered the question, and to remove any possibility of 
doubt of the bill being confined to the waters bordering on the 
high seas and excluding the great Western rivers and the Great 
Lakes. Another amendment was suggested by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Mtnor], when. the bill was up two days ago, 
to section 3 of the bill—that section which makes the engineer, 
mate, master, etc., liable for damages in any case of collision from 
disobedience to these rules. The gentleman from Wisconsin raised 
the question whether enacting that these different officers should 
be liable for damages might not relieve the vessel or owner of the 
vessel from damages. 

lam very clearly of the opinion that the language, as it stands, 
does not change the liability of the owner of the vessel or of the 
vessel itself; and I have simply adopted this amendment because 
the gentleman from Wisconsin is in doubt upon that subject. It 
does not change the present status of the pill if it should become 
law in its original form, and does not change the law in that 
respect; and for that reason I have adopted the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have moved the substitution of this lan- 
guage after the enacting clause for the purpose of incorporating 
the additional amendments which I wished to bring before the 
House, and in order to save the time of the House by requiring a 
separate vote on each one of these amendments; and I now ask 
the ee question on this substitute, to the third reading of 
the bill, and on the bill to its final passage. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the gentleman to withdraw that 
motion for four or five minutes. I only ask for that time, and I 
am not making any fight on the bill itself. 

Mr. PAYNE. [ will withdraw my motion for the present, and 
yield five minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I shall not use the time in 
opposition so much to this measure, because I stated yesterday, 
and repeat it again here to-day, that there are not three members 
on either side of the House who understand what this measure is. 
Now, the gentleman from New York has set aside the work which 
we thought he had gotten up to his notion when he brought this 
bill forward, and he has now offered a substitute which has not 
been printed, and which we do not understand as well as we did 
the original bill. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of this House 
and the country simply to the fact that the majority party of this 
House deem it wise to set aside all pending legislation in order 
that this one measure may receive consideration in this House, 
We have none of the ordinary instrumentalities of legislation here 
by which a particular measure can be brought forward and offered 
in antagonism to this bill. This bill is brought here by the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Now, why is it more important, Mr. Speaker, than any other 
measure pending here? I ask gentlemen on that side of the House 
why it is that they sit silently there and make no protest of any 
kind or character against the course of the management of this 
House, by which hundreds of other meritorious measures are 
utterly ignored by the Committee on Rules and this measure is 
forced and pressed upon the attention of the House? What is the 
matter with all those bills for the relief of old soldiers of this 
country? 

The Senete has passed over a hundred bills, many of them giv- 
ing pensions to meritorious soldiers of the late war. Are you 
willing for every one of those measures to be ruthlessly set aside 
by the dominating committee of this House, the only committee 
that can bring a measure to our attention, and that they shall 
force this measure upon Congress? Are you going back to your 
constituencies and say to them that this bill is far more impor- 
tant to the country and to their interests than those pension 
measures? That is what you are doing when you stand up here 
and support the leaders of that side of the House in the course the 
majority is pursuing here. 

You say youarevery happy init. Idonot believeit, gentlemen. 
I do not believe you are happy init. Here are nearly 100 pension 
bills passed by the Senate for the relief of the soldiers and the 
widows of soldiers of the late war, yet you utterly ignore them, 
while you press this measure upon our attention. But that is not 
all. ht are the Cuban resolutions which were passed by the 
Senate of the United States and sent here. The country is clam- 
oring for the consideration of those resolutions, but you treat them 
as of no importance; you set them aside and decline to consider 
them, while you bring in a rule here and force the consideration 
for three or four days of this unimportant bill—unimportant com- 

with the measures I have mentioned, and others that are 
ready for consideration. 

You even pay no attention to the respectful recommendations 
of your own President, who has sent two or three messages to this 
Congress urging action upon several important matters. I called 
attention to them on Tuesday last. One important question in 
respect to which the President has sent a messaye is the boundary 
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line between this Republic and the Republic of Mexico, but you 
pay no attention to that. Another matter has been deemed of 
such importance that the President has sent a special message 
urging upon Co its consideration, but you set it aside, pay 
no attention to it, and bring in a rule requiring the House to give 
two or three days to this pending bill. 

Mr. Speaker, there are more than 3,400 bills that have been in- 
trodu by the members of this House, and that are sleeping 
to-day without receiving, and without the prospect of receiving, 
any consideration at the hands of this body. Are you willing to 
go before the country and say that you applaud your leaders 
when they set aside these thousands of bills and yet can find time 
for the consideration of a bill no more important than the one 
that isnow ding? Is that satisfactory to you? I donot believe 
itis. I will not occupy time in going into details of the measures 
to which I have referred. I simply desire to challenge the atten- 
tion of the House and the country to this unusual condition of 
affairs. 

Here the hammer fell. 
r. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
from New York yield me five minutes? 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman is going to speak on the same 
line as the nee who has just sat down, no; if he wants time 
to discuss the _— bill, yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. My remarks would not be in the 
same line as those of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman want time for discussion in 
relation to this bill? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. My remarks would be in reference 
to the old soldiers’ widows who are asking me to secure consider- 
ation for them here. 

Mr. PAYNE. I decline to pe Mr. Speaker. I wish to ~—s 
word to the House in reply to the gentleman from Tennessee. He 
wants to know if members on this side of th» House are satisfied 
with the action of certain of their leaders, or supposed leaders. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I did not say “‘supposed leaders.” I ad- 
mit your leaders. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, ‘‘supposed leaders” was my language. I 
ould not accuse the gentleman from Tennessee of saying ‘‘ sup- 

leaders,” because—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But you did accuse me of it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no; I would not accuse neh pepe eee of 
using that eee. because it might be consi as reflecting 

on — y on that side of the House—somebody nearer home. 
ughter. 

Mr. cou’, this side is satisfied with the action of the House 
_ the time it has been assembled in this session, It is satis- 

th it, because this side of the House and the members on 
this side seem to have an intelligent appreciation of the situation. 
We came together in this extra session for oueee purpose, a 
great purpose, namely, to provide revenue s ient to pay the 
expenses of the Government from week to week and from month 
tomonth. Wecame todo what the other side had failed todo when 
they had the power, and what the country wants done as soon as 
it can be done. Our object was to bring forward a revenue bill 
here and enact it into law at the first — moment. 

We did that. We sent the bill to the Senate on the ist day of 
April, and it has been there ever since. Of course I will not sa 
pny nag hare about what is done at the other end of the Capitol, 
but I will say, for the members on this side of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, that we do not mean tolay a single straw in the way 
of the other branch of which can in any manner delay 
the of that bill and its enactment intolaw. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] The country wants relief, and the mem- 
bers of the majority of the House of er are, to a 
man, anxious to have that relief given to country at the first 
possible moment, and now—— e 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Do you want the Dingley bill or the 
Senate bill? \ 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope the gentleman will allow me to complete 
my sentence. 

. RICHARDSON. ee but you had concluded your 
sentence when I interrupted you in a ‘ul manner. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Tennessee is very anxious 
about the old soldiers and their claims. Mr. Speaker, the old 
soldiers are content to wait until we can get money enough in 
the Treasury to pay their claims, and when that is done we will 
take care of them, as this side of the House has always taken care 
a them since the close of the war. [Applause on the Republican 


2. 
Mt ROBINSON of Indiana. Does not the gentleman know—— 





Mr. PAYNE. I decline to be interrupted in every sentence. 
aces pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
ec 

Mr. PA Gentlemen on the other side of the House are 
very anxious that this body should mark out a policy for the Ex- 

tive. Mr. , we have confidence in our Executive. 


Applause on Republican side.] Unlike the gentlemen on 
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the other side, we have confidence in our present Executive... 
have always had confidence in our Executive ever since th. a 

Have you gentlemen on the other side ever had any confi, 
in your utive since the war? You donot seem to under-;,,;,,; 
our position. We are willing to trust our Executive to dea) \ ;), 
the Cuban question, and we are willing ~ipre him time enough 
to examine into it before he declares his policy. m 

Mr. GAINES. How much more time do you want? 

Mr. PAYNE. We want at least time enough for him to s..,) a 
man down there who can investigate and return and m.':.. |,,, 
report to the Executive before any policy is declared. Gent)... 
on the Democratic side are v: ion about the Cuban quest ioy, 
and some gentlemen not far this Hall seem to manifest th¢ 
same kind of anxiety. are won 

Anxious about it, why? Simply because they think they j;¢ 
appealing to the prejuc of the populace; that is all. P)yo, 

ink that popular opinion is that way; that the popular ti\\.. |, 
running in that direction, and they are jumping to catch at < .). 
straw in order to try to resurrect themselves from the 0)))iy\,, 
that seems to have come over them because of their record i: t). 


past. 

Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. KING. Did th pagpeieans take that view in voting on 
the belligerency resolution 

Mr. P. YNE. I do cme be permitted to procs ( ad five 


minutes without being 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Hepsurn). The Honse will 
be in order. The gentleman from New York declines to yield, 
Mr. PAYNE. Now, we on this side of the House propose ty) vo 
right on in our own way. We have stood by the Speaker ta 
man. We have sat here and seen him insulted from day to day, 
because we knew that the insults coming from that side of the 
House could not harm the § anywhere in this country. 
Why, sir, that was tried in 1890 and 1891. The gibes ani tio 
threats and the foul names and the violations of every rule «f 
decency coming from some men—and one or two of them are stil] 
left on that side of the House—recoiled upon their authors; and 
the country sustained the Speaker of this House in every ruling 
made in the -first Congress. And you came back here and 
made haste to every rule of that Con and reaffirm 
every ruling that the Speaker had made, And so you stand by, 


without Se ae 
ae RIC DSON. Will the gentleman permit an interrup- 
n 


Mr. PAYNE. I wish the gentleman would allow me to finish 
my sentence, and after I am through I will allow him to inter- 
rupt me to his heart’s content. 

. RI IN. Will the gentleman yield at the end of 
the sentence? 


Mr. PAYNE. I decline to yield now. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The remarks of the gentleman have mis- 


eee the position of the Democratic y. 
. PAYNE. If the tleman had followed me attentively, 
he would have seen that 1 was not at the end of the sentence, but 
was in the midst of it. 

A Memper (on the Democratic side). Will the gentleman per- 
mit an interruption when the sentence is ended? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New York 
declines to be interrupted; and interruptions of this kind are not 


tlemen on that side 
. fame _ — to 
members of the Fifty: Congress eet eir places 
and hur insult after insult at the Speaker of House, simply 
because he is in the chair, where he can not answer their gibes an’ 


Why, sir, the tri ae ages mug: * some by the Fifty- 
and some of these men were members 
And when 
became simply 


the from Maine, were very careful how they 
ei ee him, wth was on the floor to defend 


N ts sgh ch ye this bill 
oe s up this Dil. 
Gentlemen on the other to understand the 
the tion in ssongrene 

orgotten what made it necessary t): 
Congress took action 
Government in an internation! 
and adopted ‘rules ot 
it was necessary that 
nations taking part in that 


met 
the road” to the high seas, and 
the lawialing power of each ot the 
conference ratify those rules before they could go 11'0 
We have had the subject up time and in until 
finally the 1st day of next month has been fixed for those rules ‘0 
take effect. Then it was found that some of our rules applica!° 
to the inland waters bordering on the high seas conflicted with 


















applicable on the high seas, and consequently there was 
oe : collisions with loss of property and life. So 
these same gentlemen who have been engaged in framing the in- 
ternational rules sat down to revise the rules for the inland waters, 
so as to make them correspond to the aie eene to the high 
seas; and at the same time they incorporated in one body all the 
rules that they wished to preserve applicable to the inland waters, 
so that the whole legislation on the subject might be in one com- 
statute. 
<o law was presented here. Congress happened to 
be in session for another ——— The Senate passed this bill and 
sent it over tous. It has n brought up here now, under a 
special rule, and we are about to pass it. But gentlemen on the 
other side **No, you must not pass this bill; you must not 
save human life; you must hot remove these dangers at sea until 
the measure has been submitted to a committee of the savants of 
this House and passed upon by them.” 
Suppose a ¢ were appointed to 


upon these rules. 
Why, sir, there are one or two men in this 


ouse who have a lit- 


tle p knowl on this question, and when they have read 
these rules they have so modest as not to engage in debate at 
all on the question, because they knew the rules were right. But 


a committee, if appointed, would have to take the word of these 
experts on the question, because the experts understand this tech- 
nical subject, and gentlemen on the committee would not under- 
stand it. 

There is no reason for referring this bill toa committee. If the 
House had been in session, with the committees appointed, and 
this bill had gone to a committee, the committee would have 
adopted the ——— of these gentlemen familiar with the sub- 
ject; and the bill would have come in here and gone through with- 
out criticism, as similar bills did in the last Congress, when there 
was not found a man on the other side of the House to try to 
obstruct them. 

Why, then, do lemen try to obstruct this bill? Why is it that 
they oppose it? are vainly endeavoring to make some capi- 
tal out of the situation. If they will go home to their constitu- 
ents, if they will consult the le of the country, they will find 
that ninety-nine ont of a hundred of their fellow-citizens are 
anxious for Congress to pass a tariff bill and leave every other 
matter bey the tariff bill is passed. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. 

A Memper (on the Democratic side). Why do not you do it? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, gentlemen over there do not seem to know 
7 that the tariff bill passed the House on the 31st day of March 

t. This is the style of question which gentlemen are anxious 
to interjectinto my remarks—why? Has some new leader come to 
town? mghter.} Some new man who wants to take command 
of their forces? The gentleman from Washington [Mr. Lewis] is 
still here. You can not get any patent on his prerogative. The 

tleman from Kansas does not seem to be in his seat to-day, 

t he will hasten back if any new leader tries to get in his place. 
Do not attempt it. Do not try to enter into that rivalry. 

Now, gentlemen. I oa have made myself sufficiently clear. 
I hope you understand situation, and I hope you understand 
this I hope you will be able to vote intelligently upon it. I 
now renew my motion for the previous question. 

The pro tempore (having put the question on order- 


“i vinainaat thn tel ore te 
SOREEMAING Skate poet We ae Ws pein 

The SPEAKER, hy t is ban = that there is 
no quorum in the ewe. 


Mempers. Oh, yes. 
Pm The regular order is for the Chair to make a 
YW 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (having counted the House). 
members 


One 
week aus Soeaone are present—not a quorum. 


I move that the House do now adjourn. 


The motion was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro The Doorkeeper will close the 
doors. The Clerk will the roll. Gentlemen favoring the 
pending proposition will, as their names are called, answer “‘ aye;” 
those opposed, “no.” not desiring to vote will answer 

Ths queations wan taken; and there were—yeas 84, nays 66, an- 
Swered “ present” 27, not voting 175; as follows: 

YEAS—S. 
Adams, Cannon, Curtis, Kans. 
‘ ‘ Sark. he Danford, 
Baker, ee Codding, 
Bera, . Gooke, Deviece, ty. 
” Cartis, Iowa’ - 


Gibson. 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Hager, 
Hamilton, 
Hawley, 
Henry, Conn. 


Broussard, 
Brundidge, 
Burke, 
Castle, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton, 
Cochran, Mo. 
Cowherd, 
Davey, 
Davis, 


Acheson, 


Ball, Cooper, Wis. 
Benner, Pa. Dayton, 
Bingham, Dinsmore, 
Brantley, Evans, 
Brucker, Griggs, 
Brumm, Hartman, 
NOT VOTING 

Allen, Dockery, 
Arnold, Eddy, 
Bailey, Elliott, 
Bankhead, Ermentrout, 
Barber, Fenton, 
Barham, Fitzgerald, 
Barlow, Fitzpatrick, 
Barney, Fletcher, 
Barrett, Foote, 
Bartlett, Foss, 
Beach, Fowler, N. C. 
Belden Fowler, N. J. 
Belford, Gardner, 
Belknap, Grout, 
Bennett, Grow, 
Benton, Handy, 
Berry, Harmer, 
Bland Heatwole, 
Boutelle, Hemenway, 
Bradley Henderson, 
Brewer, Bicks, 
Bromwell, Pinrichsen, 
Brosius, "{ooker, 
Bull, Hopkins, 
Campbell, Howard, Ala. 
Capron, Howard, Ga. 
Carmack, Hull, 
ene. Johnson, Ind. 
Chickering, Jones, Wash. 
Clardy, Joy, 
Cochrane, N. Y. Kelley, 
Colson, Kerr, 
Connell, Ketcham 
Connolly, ulp, 
Cooney, e 
Corliss, Lamb, 
Cousins, Landis, 
Cox, Lentz, 
Cranford, Lester, 
Crump, Linney, 
Cummings, Little, 
Davidson, Wis. Lorimer, 
De Armond, Love, 

ley, Lovering, 

The SPEAKER. 
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Hepburn, McCleary, 
Hilborn, McDonald, 
Hill, Minor, 
Hitt, Morris, 
Howe, Odell, 
Howell, Parker, N. J. 
Hurley, Payne, 
Johnson, N. Dak. Pearson, 
Kirkpatrick, Powers, 
Knox, Prince, 
Littauer, Pugh, 
Loud, Royse, 
Loudenslager, Shannon, 
Low, Sherman, 
NAYS—6. 


De Graffenreid, 
De Vries, 

a 
Fleming, 
Fox, 

Gaines, 
Greene, 
Gunn, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hunter, 
Jett, 

King, 
Kitchin, 
Kleberg, 
Knowles, 
Lanham, 


ANSWERED “ 
Cooper, Tex. 


Latimer, 
Lewis, Ga. 
Lewis, Wash. 
McClellan, 
McCormick, 
Me Millin, 
Maddox, 
Maxwell, 
Meekison, 
Norton, 
Ogden, 
Osborne, 
Peters, 
Pierce, Tenn. 
Richardson, 
Ridgely, 
Robinson, Ind. 
PRESENT "—27. 
Hay, 
Henry, Ind. 
Jenkins, 
Jones, Va. 
Livingston, 
Miller, 
Newlands, 
175. 
Lybrand, 
McAleer, 
McCall, 
MeCulloch, 
McDowell, 
McEwan, 
MelIntire, 
McRae, 
Maguire, 
Mahany, 
Mahon, 
Mann, 
Marsh, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Mercer, 
Mesick, 
Meyer, La. 
Miers, Ind. 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Moody, 
Moon, 
Mudd, 
Northway, 
Olmsted, 
Otey, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Packer, Pa. 
Pearce, Mo. 
Perkins, 
Pitney, 
uigg, 

y; 
Reeves, 
Rhea, 
Rixey, 
Robb, 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Russell, 
Sauerhering, 
Shattue, 
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Simpkins, 
Spalding, 
Sperry. 
Stone, W. A. 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Tongue, 

Van Voorhis, 
Walker, Va. 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Weaver, 
Williams, Pa. 
Wright. 


Sayers, 

Settle, 
Shuford, 
Slayden, 
Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Strowd, N. C. 
Tate, 

Terry, 

Todd, 
Underwood, 
Updegraff, 
Vincent, 
Wheeler, Ky. 
Williams, Miss. 


Plowman, 
Shafroth, 
Smith, ll 
Sparkman, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Yost. 


Shelden, 
Showalter, 
Simpson, 
Sims, 
Skinner, 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, 8. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Snover, 
Southard, 
Southwick, 
Sprague, 
Stallings, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Stokes, 
Stone, C. W. 
Strait, 
Strode, Nebr. 
Sturtevant, 
Sullivan, 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Taylor, Ala. 
Vandiver, 
Vehslage, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, Mass. 
Ward, 
Weymouth, 
White, Ill. 
White, N. C. 
Wilber, 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wilson, 8. C. 
Young, Pa 
Young, Va. 
Zenor. 


The Clerk has noted as present Mr. Meyer of 


Louisiana, Mr, Vanpiver, Mr. Youn of Virginia, and Mr. Covus- 
ins. The vote is—yeas 84, nays 66, present in addition to those 


announced 27. The ayes have it. 


he previous question is or- 


dered, and the question is on agreeing to the substitute. 
The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
RICHARDSON) there were—ayes 88, noes 11. 
Accordingly, the substitute was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 


read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference 


on the Indian a 
r. STEPHENS of 


ropriation bill. 
exas. Mr. Speaker—— 


The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Str STEPH. 
Mr. HENS of Texas. 


EPHENS |] rise? 


I rise to ask unanimous consent 
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for the present consideration of Senate resolution 45, for the relief 
of the El Paso flood sufferers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think this conference report will take but 
amoment. We ee way twice for other matters, anyhow. 

The SPEAKER. e Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. STEPHENS) as soon as this matter is disposed of. The 
Clerk will read the conference report and then the statement of 
the House conferees. 

The conference report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the d g votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate numbe 10 to the bill (H. R. 15) making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, ise, and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 

ve Houses as follows: 
hat the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same 
with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted 
House amendment insert the following: 

“The Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to allot agricultural lands 
in severalty to the Uncompahgre Ute Indians now located upon or belonging 
to the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation in the State of Utah, said allotments 
to be upon the Tpormnahare and Uintah reservations or elsewhere in said 
State. And all the lands of said Uncom Reservation not theretofore 
allotted in severalty to said Uncompahgre Utes shall, on and after the Ist 
day et April, 1898, be open for location and entry under all the land laws of 
the United States, excepting, however, therefrom all lands containing gilson- 
ite, eacnelt. elaterite, or other like substances. And the title to of the 


lands containing es asphaltum, elaterite, or other like substances 
is reserved to the Un States.’ 


And the House agree to the same. 
J. 8. sPEEMax 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
R. F. PETTIGREW, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


Statement tc accompany conference report No. 4,"Indian appropriation bill. 


Conference of tie disagreeing committees of the two Houses on Senate 
amendment numbered 10: 


This amendment is in regard to the gilsonite, which has been before the 
House upon several occasions. By this agreement provision is made for the 
allotment of agricultural lands in severalty to the Uncompahgre Indians and 
for the ning for location and entry, under all the land laws of the United 
States, the of the Uncompahgre Reservation not allotted prior to 

ril 1, 1898, excepting the lands containing gilsonite, asphalt, elaterite, and 


A 
S r like substances, the title of which, by amendment, is reserved to 


e ted States. 

is augents ) of the gilsonite lan ves that question 
waktons to the er Ss at some Ss = 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. pete this rt leaves the gilsonite 
and asphaltum deposits still undisposed of. The title of all lands 
containing any these d its, about which we have had so 
much discussion heretofore, is retained in the United States, and 
the matter is left for future action by Co > 

Mr. SAYERS. There is, then, no legisiation whatever in this 
bill res those lands? 

Mr. SHERMAN. None whatever, so far as these deposits are 
concerned. I move the adoption of the report. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will state to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. Savers] that there is legislation in this concerning these 
ands, but it withdraws from entry entirely, and reserves the title 
in the United States. I am opposed to it, but nevertheless I do 
= see that we can make anything by fighting it further at this 


e. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 


rt. 
The conference report was to. 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr Part, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had — the following resolutions; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 


\ Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed as a document the report of the United States Boun Commis- 
sion, pursuant to the conven between the United States and Mexico 
touc’ the re-marking of the boun line between those two countries 
west of Rio Grande, and in addition thereto 300 copies of 
the use of the Department of State. 


Also: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be ted and bound 800 copies ofa special report dewcriving tho methods 
and resul vestigations condu ysical observatory 
the Smithsonian Institution, entitled Annals of the bserva- 
tati and 
Ves, 


said report for 


e 

ner —— ea ee ot Rerecemtedven, at Liv canes bor Alario 
or use House 1,500 copies for distri 
by the Smithsonian Institu 7 


The message also announced that the Senate had a bill of 
the following title; in which the concurrence of the House was 
"4 bill (8. 479) to vide for the purchase of a site and the 
2 blic building thereon at Nashua, in the State of 
ew 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled })j! 
On Ry ning sprocations or ecaret won 

. R. 15) ng appro’ ons for thecurrent and coy. 
tingent expenses of the Indian ent and for fulfilling t reaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1898, and for other purposes. 


RELIEF OF EL PASO FLOOD SUFFERERS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas et. STEPHENS]. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I now ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of Senate joint resolution 45, authoriz. 
ing an appropriation for the relief of flood sufferers at E! Paso, 

x 


‘ex. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of Senate joint resolution 45, whic} wij] 
be reported to the House by the Clerk. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 45) authorizing of War to use ration 


ut! the Soaretery 
for the relief of destitute rene in the district overflowed by the Rj 

Grande River at and near El Paso, Tex. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Sictes o 
America in assembled, That the sum of $10,000 is hereby ap oo 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be 
expended oa under the direction of the of War in the pur. 
chase and d bution of su stores to such destitute persons as may 
require assistance in overflowed by the Rio Grande River at and 
near El Paso, Tex. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I have a telegram 
here which I wish to have read for the information of the House, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr.LOUD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I should 
like to have some information on the subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Lovp}, 
reserving his right to object, asks for information. 

Mr. § HENS of Texas. I ask for the reading of the tele 
gram which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the telegram. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joun A. StepHens, M. C.; 
The Rio Grande has overflowed lower yest of ii Sababited by poorer 

ee tant al orion eS 
u or . will suffer hun- 

gor, perhaps starvation, f not relieved immediately. Ask Congres a7 

\ under War n er 
. JOSEPH MAGOFTIN, 
Mayor, 


8 
) 


( 


Ex Paso, Tex., May 28, 1397. 


W. N. VILOS, 
President Board of Health. 
CHAS. 8. DAVIS, 
Collector Customs. 
oe 7 — — ee a 8 =. wish es state to the 
ouse that Iam acq wi e gentlemen sending 
this telegram. f know that they would not ask for this appro- 
priation unless it was needed. 
The city of El Paso is situated on this side of the Rio (irande 
River. e flood is greater than it has been for the last forty 
ens and, as stated in the telegram, these 3,000 people are desti- 
ute and homeless. We ask for the of this resolution. 
Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I like to make a suggestion 
or two. Ido not think I shall object to the consideration of this 
resolution, because there seems to a sentiment here 


s 


endeavoring to ee me to not object to its consideration. 
I want to call the atten of the House to the position in which 
we are placed in to this matter. Of course, first coming to 


Congress the ov sections of the Mississippi River, cover- 
ing many States, and a ee made in days gone 
by to relieve a condition that no ty could relieve, we have 


ursued this course, Mr. § of relieving sections of the coun- 
try until we are asked to $10,000 of public money to relieve 
thin the precincts of one city in the United States, 


and it has proceeded up to this position, that hereafter when any 
ted States shall overflow its banks and drown out 
any citizen, he has just as much right eegent to Congress to 


relieve him as has the city of El Paso. The taken, per- 
mit me to say to my Democratic friends, is in contradiction of 
their interpretation of the constitutional privileges vested in the 

We have taken the first step. Now you have seen the absurd, 
logical conclusion of the whole a Texas is a great 
State, rich in its resources, I oe ate that that 
State should come portion of that should come 


or 
— Aor to the nation to relieve one or two hundred people 
every 10n thi 
o are now In the case of con nflagra a 
"that, Mr. Speaker is what Se wil inovitaly Toad tT 8: 


to 
t of this House 





.* 
% 





| 





1897. 


to the extreme of relieving in one city two or three 
oer weans that are temporarily in distress. Then let the 
House assume the responsibility. 
against it. It is wrong. 
.G oe Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman 
Texas a question. 
oo STEP Sof Texas. Certainly. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Are you acquainted with the town of El 


Perr. STEPHENS of Texas. I am well acquainted with that 





I shall content myself by voting 


Mr. 


an GROSVENOR. How anne pene are there in El Paso? 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. About 15,000. I will state this 

further, that the portion of the town that has been flooded is occu- 

pied entirely by poor people. Their houses were situated — 
i e 


and, as I have said, they have been washed out. 
houses were adobe, made of sun-dried brick. They melt at once 
when the waters have surrounded them. The levee, I will state, 
was thrown up by the city, and these people built their homes 
under that levee. ; 

Mr. FERGUSSON. Mr. Speaker, I also am well acquainted 
with that valley of the Rio Grande, and with the condition exist- 
ing at El Paso, which is just across the river from New Mexico. 
This flood has been caused by unusual warm spring rains in the 
mountains of Colorado and New Mexico. It is just like the Johns- 
town food cae, The housee that have been washed away—— 

Mr. D. . I would like to say to the gentleman that the 
Johnstown flood sufferers were taken care of by the people of the 
State of Pennsy!vania. 

A Memper. They were aoe the whole country. 

Mr. TERRY. They were assisted by people all over the United 
States. I know they were from my town. 

Mr. DALZELL. _I think not. 

Mr.FERGUSSON. The second ground upon which this resolu- 
tion ought to be passed is that this is a very unusual flood, because 
all the snows in the mountains have been washed away at one 
melted snow has poured down the valley, and the 
have been washed away are not able to resist a flood. 
that country are not at all usual. These houses are 

and the moment the water strikes the foundation 
the whole house crumbles and falls into the flood. I am also ac- 
e who live in the district which has been 
to say that they are the poorest class of citi- 
I believe that this is a meritorious proposi- 
the facts stated to me and as published in the papers 
less than 3,000 people who are sufferers from the 
on I get from sources independent of that 
has had read here. 
to the Johnstown flood, I will remind the gentle- 
were sent in from the whole country to 
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= 
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itu 
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. Speaker, I also am very familiar with the 
m the RioGrande. Iknowthatthe unfor- 
ve suffered the loss of practically all the 


in the world in this flood are composed 
. cope ays this entire Union, people least 
‘ortunes of that sort; and I do hope that in this 


the mt misfortunes and great distress pre- 
the House will not abandon the precedent which 
established the other day in sending.a large contribution from 

by public expenditures, to the people of 
that country which boasts itself to be the 


can afford to vote money to relieve the suffer- 
nen Foie. it certainly can afford to help to 
t 


E 
= 
3 


UHI EGU 
re 


i 


sustain temporarily 3, he people of our own country who 
have had their homes and fortunes washed away by a flood. 

Mr, HILL. I wish toask a question for information. I under- 
stand that this flood occurred about a week ago. Has the city of 
El Paso, with its 15,000 inhabitants, or has the State of Texas 
i this epeiianioe a officially for the relief of the sufferers; or 
is this to Congress the first movement that has been 


E 


to relieve 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I can not say whether the municipality of El 
Paso itself has contributed or not, but I know that the citizens of 
Paso have done so. 


a 









Mr. HILL. Oh, the citizens always contribute under such 
Mr. BALL, Mr. in reply to the inqui f th 

: 6 \ e inquiry of the gen- 

tleman foomn Wheeneethone ‘titear that the governor of the State 

of Texas, toatelegram from the mayor of El Paso, stated 

ee the matter before the Stateof Texas, and I have 


= a eee duty ~y do it liberally. 

‘as the legislature in session 

not in session at the time. ; enti 
Congress m very well 

Gas hate of Tones ts thle mate. 
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I will state in reply to the gentleman that 


Mr. FERGUSSON. 
the legislature of the State of Texas has appropriated $5,000. 


Mr. FISCHER. Cash? [Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I offer a substitute for the joint 
resolution, and after it is read I shall ask to be heard for a moment. 

The proposed substitute was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution reappropriating the sum of $10,000 not expended for the 
relief of sufferers by the floods of the Mississippi Hiver 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That so much of 
the appropriation made by the joint resolution approved April 7, 1807, for 
the relief of sufferers by the overflow of the Mississippi River and its tribu- 
taries as remains unexpended, not exceeding the sum of $10,000, may be used 
by the Secretary of War in the purchase and distribution of subsistence and 
payment for necessary transportation to aid in the relief of destitute persons 
a district overflowed by the Rio Grande River in the vicinity of El Paso, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentle- 
man whether that money is at present available? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have read the telegram 
which I send to the desk. 

The telegram was read, as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, June 1, 1897. 
To Hon. J. G. CANNON: 
About $94,000 of flood sufferers’ appropriation remains unexpended. 
SULLIVAN, Commissary-General. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, aword. Weappropriated, 
if I recollect aright, $150,000 for the relief of the flood sufterers in 
the Lower cops Valley. The appropriation was extended 
so as to apply to sufferers from the overflow of the Red River of 
the North, but as I understand (relying upon newspaper reports) 
no portion of that money was in fact expended for the flood suffer- 
ers along the Red River of the North. 

There was, however, a portion of the $150,000 expended for the 
relief of the flood sufferers of the Lower Mississippi. Gentlemen 
understand that from Cairo south to the Gulf the Mississippi 
River passes through many States and that the bottoms on each 
side extend to an average of from 60 to 100 miles, so that the 
great body of water which comes down that river in flood time 
sweeps over large portions of the valley, where there are many 

r people, and the legislatures of ao of the States not being 
in session at such time, there is great suffering. 

Having these facts in view, Congress made an appropriation for 
relief. lam glad to say that it seems not to have been necessary 
to expend more than about one-third of that appropriation in tak- 
ing care of the suffering in that great section a country reaching 
from Cairo to theGulf. Now, I do not object to the consideration 
of the pending resolution, but I want to submit one observation 
upon it. We are told that since the flood the legislature of the 
great Empire State of the South—and it is a great Empire State, 
of which its citizens are justly proud and of which the citizens of 
the whole country are proud—we are told that the legislature of 
Texas has assembled, and we are informed by another gentleman 
that $5,000 has been appropriated by that body for the relief of the 
identical sufferers. 

Whether the legislature of Texas is still in session I do not 
know. Whether the $5,000 was sufficientI donotknow. Whether 
there is a disposition to appropriate more I donot know. During 
the Administration of President Cleveland one of his most signa 
acts was connected with one of these relief appropriations. It 
was relatively, perhaps, a small matter, but it attracted attention. 
There was a great drought in Texas, and an appropriation was 
made, so far as the House and Senate could make an appropria- 
tion, for the purpose of buying seeds for distribution to the people 
in the area that was affected by that drought. 

The then President of the United States, Mr. Cleveland, vetoed 
that appropriation, and, upon the whole, I believe we are all, 
whether in Texas or out of Texas, glad that he did vetoit. It is 
true, Mr. Speaker, that in the presence of extraordinary calamity 
in this country humanity prompts us to appropriate money to re- 
lieve suffering. It is true that oe prompted us a short 
time ago to make an appropriation to send supplies to relieve suf- 
fering outside of our own territory, to relieve the suffering poor in 
India. It is true that humanity ee us again the other day 
to make an appropriation for the relief of suffering American 
citizens in Cuba. 

Now, I am not going to oppose this appropriation, but with the 
Texas legislature in session, and that legislature having acted, I 
have some doubt as to whether this calamity is of such a grade or 
size as to require action by Congress. Still, if the gentleman in 
charge of this joint resolution, after having considered the mat- 
ter, thinks that it is, 1am not here to say no. I would say no, I 
suspect, if it were not for one consideration. Some years ago 
there was a great flood in the Ohio River and in the Wabash. 
An appropriation was made for the relief of the flood sufferers 
along the Ohio. Some of the money was distributed in Pennsyl- 
vania, some in Ohio, and some in Indiana. And I am sorry to 
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se in has been a source of regret to every Representative, I 


beginning of this session until March 14, inclusive—ten day. 


he 

ieve, from Illinois from that time to this, and substantially | did it with the understanding that they were to be paid, 3: +r y 

to every citizen of Illinois—I am sorry to say asmall measure | right that they should be paid. The Committee on Aceo));,;, | ™ 
of relief was given to some of the citizens about Shawneetown, | approved the resolution. Stes 


in my State. Those citizens were suffering, it is true; yet we 
felt that, after all, our great and powerful Commonwealth of 
Illinois, rich in material prosperity, should have taken care it- 
self of that small block of sufferers. The case was not like that 
of great suffering, extending over hundreds of miles, running 
through many States. 

I wanted to say just this much—not by way of criticism, but 
because I felt it my duty to say it. I have offered the substitute; 


r. CANNON. As I understand, this service would 1; },,,, 
been performed, except in contemplation of the extra ses<j, 
Mr. BARTLETT and Mr. ODELL. That is true. 
There being no objection, the House proceeded to the cv 
tion of the resolution; which was adopted. 
On motion of Mr. ODELL, a motion to reconsider the | 
was laid on the table. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the other re. 


and, if ae asses, I hope the substitute will pass. sent to the desk by the gentleman from New York | Mr.\),);; . 
Mr, LOUD. Wil the gentleman allow me a question? The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CANNON. Certainly. Resolved, That the Postmaster be, and he is hereby, authorized ; 
Mr. LOUD, The gentleman says he will not oppose this resolu- | three messengers, at $100 per month each, during the sessions of the (11, 


fifth Congress, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this resolution? 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us have some explanation of it. 

Mr. ODELL. This resolution contemplates the reemp|. yey 


tion. Are we to assume that, because we have been doing wrong 
in large degree in days gone by, he is willing to continue a little 
further, and run this sort of thing into the absurd? 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman from California 
{[Mr. Loup] that all my life—in an individual capacity in a 


small way, or in a representative capacity—when suffering from | Of messengers who have heretofore been employed in the pos:. 
hunger or cold has appealed to me, 1 have been slow to say ‘‘no.” office during the sessions of che House. There is at preseut no 
[Applause. —— for the Rey of these messengers, although they are ren. 
Mr. LOUD. That was highly commendable, if the gentleman | dering service. This resolution is to provide for their compensa. 
contributed the relief out of his own pocket. tion d the sessions of the House. 
Mr. CANNON. I am not defending this proposition; but I} _ Mr. SAYERS. These are not additional officers to those here. 
have felt it my duty to say just what I have said. tofore employed? 


In matters of this kind, involving the appropriation of money,| Mr. ODELL. Two of these gentlemen have been provijled for 


Congress has unlimited power. ntlemen on one side or the | regularly. The Postmaster has asked for one additional messen- 
other may say that measures of this kind violate the Constitution; | et. His letter to me can be read. 
yet when we make an appropriation, we are the judges of the ae The Clerk read as follows: 
— of the appropriation; and there is no power to withhold House OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED States, 

@ money when once appropriated. The appropriation of this Washington, D. C., April 1), 1397 
sum of $10,000 is not very important one way or the other, except | , 51: At your earliest convenience please secure the passage of a re<«lntion 


to the persons who may need this relief. I have made my remar 
with reference to their possible effect on the future, hoping that 
our people everywhere will take care of the suffering citizens in 
their various sections, unless, in the presence of some great disaster, 
it may not en for the local authorities to give the 
nD relief. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I accept the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon}. 


to provide for the employment and payment of three messengers to serve in 
the House “office through the sessions of the Fifty fifth C ess only 
Tw on eee in the having a . 
° Inessengers are now m employed 
the Fifty-fourth Congress. They were contin from the first ae of the 
t extra session, but they can draw no pay until the resolution author- 


custom at the beginning of the first session of 

to authorize by ation the employment of two additional! men 
ffice. One of these, however, has been classe and paid 

as a laborer, w in fact he has at oe ear duties 


of mes- 


The SPEAKER. The House will have to vote on the question. | 8enger, and it seems but reasonable that he be sworn and paid as 
Mr.. FLEMING. May I ask the date of the telegram from El | {Tow renew the request made at the first session of the Fifty-fourth Con- 
Paso which was read? that three exis or additional oe 50 eathorized in place of 
‘0, as ore. , documents, anc 

ae — The telegram from the War Department is as ee et ae nevenins =o r, document 


Mr. FLEMING. I mean the tel from El P venient and efficient handling of the Congressional mails that yo wait = 


messenger be added to the force in the House post-office. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable at present to give the This will be t to any member of Congress who will take tho pains 
gentleman the information, Sete dase cesoauted fae Beds Be Seeks mate ON eke Te starr as 
Mr. FLEMING. Very well; it is not of material importance. | fributing and delivering four maile daily 1620 Congressmen, with 1 sec. 
The — being taken, the substitute of Mr. CANNON was ence anes what tho menenger who the branch mail from the Capitol 
The joint resolution as amended by the adoption of the substi- | qnreveh the treation trom Marek bt March Tectenion beeen ere 
tute was ordered to a third reading; there being—ayes 98, noes 11. tion has been made to pay thoes; are each entitled to ten days’ pay. at 
The joint resolution was accordingly read third time, and the rate of $100 a month, to wit: A. E. Werner, W. O. Detrick, L. E. Bridge- 


passed. man, Joseph Hannam, Frederick Elleby, P. B. Johnson, George (lugs), 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the proposed amendment 


Ba 


The above-named mastengics are.» part of the regular post-office force, 
to the title. and their prvinw wove — to keep ape rors jand handle the 
unusuall, mails, they were y @ presence 
je Clerk read as ee he ° sana of 1 ex-members" mails, Which we were to handle and " ward 
ot expend their respective homes, was increase of Congressiona 
relict of the a ny by tee dosdatot the Mississippl River. pote mails in the month of March that canenaler at the city office was com- 
The amendment of the title was to. Finis iodiehs tara vesceoman tee for the payment of these 
On motion of Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, a motion to reconsider | nine messengers who served Ceronal tas tomatoes trom March 5 to 15. 
the vote by which the resolution was passed was laid on the table. Yours, very respectfully, J. 0. McELROY, 
PAYMENT OF HOUSE- EMPLOYEES. tee Postmaster House of Representatives 
Mr. ODELL. On behalf of the Committee on Accounts, I ask Chairman Com 


Committee on Accounts, House of Representatives. 
the adoption of two resolutions which-I send to the desk, - are 


the bus of the House, 
The SPEAKER. The first resolution sent to the desk will be 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


There being no o the House to the considera 
tion of the recketien wate was — 

On motion of Mr. ODELL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE CLINCH RIVER, TENNESSEE. 


to Warner WO Botte, EE: Witasmess Jocepk Haynes: Feed. | Mr. RICHARDSON. | Task unanimous consent for the present 
erick Elleby, P. B. Johnson, George Clu J. and Paul Bray of the bill (S. 1944) to authorize the constrution 
for extra service from March 5 to March icbctve, in the Hotes ce 

eS aaiten cee aaron th each. paces, of a across Clin ver, , Tenn. 


The was read, as follows: 


of america te J teat eaeeteneer east me si d States 
i Roan nm the State ol 
nad over Sp apiiesions aod empowered to 
construss ind makita ® & : 

80 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
resolution? 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the gentleman from New York 


mak explanation bjection Ri t or near 
cee » Gor tes ph | Raqnen. as iPoateeaead toon of with th » Oppo- 
Mr. ODELL. The resolution has the approval of the Commit- | “°° 3°mme a [ Deri eecmably free and 


tee on Accounts. 
Mr. BARTLETT. aa eee ae 
in this resolution did special work necessary to be done from the 


be ; 

unobstructed craft navigating said 
at as adraw 
rr, Se ae eeraae eee ie 








thereof shall maintain, at their own expense, from sunset to sunrise, 
thereon as the Light-House Board shall prescribe. 
Sec. 3 shall not be built or commenced until the eo 
and location of the same shall have been approved by the Secretary of War; 
and no change shall be made in this construction, and no alteration of it shall 
be made after its construction, unless such change or alteration shall in like 
manner receive the approval of the Secretary of War. 

Sec, 4. That the ery of War, upon receiving the design, drawings, 
and specifications of said b age, and a map of the location, and such other 
information as he — = or, and upon being satisfied that the bridge, 
when built ng such designs and drawings, will be in accordance 
with the ts of this act,and will not unreasonably obstruct the 
navigation of said river, be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to ap- 
prove said esign, drawings, and specifications, and to so notify said county 
of Roane. Upon receiving such notification the said county of Roane may 

roceed to comstracs oxida bt dge, conforming strictly to the approved design, 
* ’ tions. 

ee 8 That any bridge built under this act, according to its limitations, 
shall be a lawful structure. and shall be recognized and known as a post 
route, upon which the mails, troops, and munitions of war of the United 
States snall be transmitted free of charge. 

Sec. 6. That the right is hereby expressly reserved to alter, amend, or re- 

| this act. 
Pee ec 7. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
bridge herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed 
within three years from the date hereof. 


Mr. PAYNE. Is this bill in the usual form, and has it been 
submitted to the Secretary of War? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. so understand. 
more immediately under the charge of my colleague | Mr. Brown- 
Low], but I am informed by him that such is the fact. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Reserving the right to object, I wish to 
inquire of the gentleman-from Tennessee [Mr. RicHarpson} 
whether he does not think this bill ought to go to a committee 'to 
be examined before we pass it? [Laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This is a very simple bill, and I think it 


can safely be without reference to a committee. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman thinks it ought to pass, 
I will not object. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BARNEY, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. STURTEVANT, for two weeks, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. McCormick, for fifteen days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Henry of Indiana, until Jane 22, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 o'clock and 50 
minutes p. m.), the Honse adjourned, pursuant to its standing 
order, until Monday next at 12 o’clock noon. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 


¢ Bn following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 


_ By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 3402) to provide for the exten- 
sion of the ere known as Dwyer avenue, San Antonio, 


Tex., through the of the United States known as the 
— nal grounds, in said city—to the Committee on Military 
airs, 
By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 3403) to amend section 
ras. ‘Same Statutes of the United States—to the Commit- 
on . 
By Mr. : A joint resolution (H. Res. 62) authoriz- 
ional J ( ) 


os the Secretary of War to contract with Charles 
t the improvement of the Harlem Kills, New York 
City, ite the lower Harlem River with Long 
Island 3,400 feet in , 300 feet in width, and 15 feet 
oe a low water, or by a similar canal 18 feet in depth 
at mean , in strict conformity with the survey and report 
made thereon in 1881 by Col. John Newton—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 


e 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following tithes wore intrcdiees’d and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 3404) granting a pension to 
Second Lieut. Henry Fenner—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


James J. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
5 of Texas: A bill (H. R. 3406) for the relief of 
the Vi Burch, deceased—to the Committee on 





The matter has been | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3407) to confirm certain Rio Hondo claims 
unto Pedro Flores, Elizabeth Lafitte, Maria Cordova, Louis La- 
fitte, Antoine Dubois, and Vital Flores—to 
Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 3408) to increase pension of 
James A. McGaughey—to the Committee on Invalid Pi 


the Committee on 


nsions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3409) granting a pension to Emma M. Elliott 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 3410) granting a pension 
to James R. Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8411) granting a pension to George D. Boyd 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 3412) for the relief 
of the heirs of certain seamen lost in the foundering of light ves 


sel No. 37—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 3413) granting an honorable 
discharge to Robert Henry McNeal—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3414) to increase the pen- 
sion of Henry H. Geiger—tc the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 3415) granting an hon- 
orab‘e discharge to Benjamin F. Hildenbittle 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3416) restoring to the pension rolls the name 
of Mary A. Rusher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3417) granting an honorable discharge to 
William Sinclair—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3418) granting an honorable c&scharge to 
David Clancy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H+ R. 3419) granting an honorable discharge to 
George G. Patterson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


to the Committee 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petitions of L. A. Rice and other citizens of 
Duquesne; Robert V. Malone and others, of Canonsburg; Clark 
G Rete and others, of Wooddale, and R. 8. Shannon and others, 
of Boston, in the State of Pennsylvania, favoring the passage of a 
bill to farther restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania (by request): Petition of the 
Brotherhood of the Union, in favor of American ownership of 
American land, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 

bor. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Carlisle, Gettysburg, York, River- 
ton, and Dallastown, State of Pennsylvania, favoring the passage 
of a bill for the further restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURTON: Resolution of the Tippecanoe Club, of Cleve- 
land, Ohio, protesting against the passage of House bill No. 30 
and Senate bill No. 1575, restricting the right to buy and sell rail- 
road tickets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire: Petition of 52 citizens of 
Gilsum, N. H., asking for legislation restricting immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GAINES: Petition of bankers, merchants, and other 
citizens of Nashville, Tenn., asking for reform in currency and 
banking laws—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of Coven- 
try, Conn., for free delivery of mails in country districts—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petitions of 78 citizens of Neptune Township 
and of 17 citizens of Milestone Township, Monmouth County, 
N. J., urging the enactment of legislation restricting immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: Petition of Almer C. Huff and other 
citizens of Bethlehem, Pa.; also petition of Frank F. Heller and 
others, of Hecktown, Pa., favoring the passage of an immigration 
bill similar to that passed in the Fifty-fourth Congress, vetoed by 
President Cleveland—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Protest of the William Bierbaner Brew- 
ing Company, of Mankato, Minn., against the proposed increase 
in the tax on beer—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: Resolutions of the Louisiana 
Sugar Planters’ Association, in favor of the abrogation of the 
— reciprocity treaty—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 

airs, 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of citizens of Bethel, Windsor 
County; Vt., praying for the passage of a bill restricting immi- 

ion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of F. C. Phillips and 100 other citi- 
zens of Moline, Ill., for a more rigid immigration law—to the 

on Immigration and Naturalization. 





Also, petition of brewers of Peoria, Ill., protesting 
mpesnnes revenue tax on beer—to the Committee on 

eans. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of machinists of Gar- 
rett, Ind., to investigate the discharge of union men at the Brook- 
lyn Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of George H. Greiner 
and other citizens of Carnot, Allegheny County, Pa., favoring 
more rigid restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 


SENATE. 
FrRIpAY, June 4, 1897. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
wae by Rev. Hues Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


mn. 
he Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Hoar, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
PAYMENTS TO CHEROKEE FREEDMEN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in mse 
to a resolution of the 25th ultimo, copies of all papers in relation to 
the payment, and of the correspondence in connection therewith, 
showing the reason why the payment to the Cherokee freedmen was 
suspended, and the action taken by the Department to complete 
the same; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 759) for the relief of William H. Crook, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1016) for the relief of the Atlantic Works, of 
Boston, Mass., reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

r. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Civil Service and 


t an 
ays and 


Retrenchment, to whom was referred the amendment submitted | pa, 


by Mr. GALLINGER on the 20th ultimo, intended to be proposed to 
the general deficiency appropriation bill, reported it with amend- 
ments, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 224) to limit the effect of the 
regulation of commerce between the several States and with for- 
eign countries in certain cases, reported it with amendments. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2073) to reward certain 
Sioux Indians for the rescue of white captives, and their com- 
pensatory payment of ponies; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2074) providing for the erec- 


tion of an addition to the public building at Los Angeles, Cal., 


and appropriating money therefor; which was read twice by its 
— 4 refer to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
roun 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 


be printed. 

Mr. STEWART. I nt two letters to accompany the amend- 
ment just submitted by me, which I move be printed as a docn- 
ment and referred to the Committee ati Appropriations. 

The mo.ion was agreed to. : ‘ 

Mr. SMITH submitted an amendment intended to be Epon 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
. ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee ‘to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations have authorit 
ploy an assistant clerk, to be appointed by its chairman and to be 
rate of $1,440 a year out of the contirgent fund of the Senate. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 


- the ist instant approved and signed the following joint resolu- 


ons: 
A joint resolution (S. R. 43) in amendment of the joint resolu- 
tion of April 7, 1897, authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 


to em- 
at the 
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transport contributions for the relief of the famishing poor of 
ee lution (S. R. 44) maki 
joint resolution (S. R. making an a 
ply a deficiency in the a a 
nding for the fiscal year . 
REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
pong ey the ae of the on me pag which was read 
and, e accom g papers, refe to the Committee on 
MLMaMidn aah 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith the ninth report of the Commissione 
bor, which report relates to tne aces social and economic condition of te 


La 
Italians in . 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, WILLIAM McKINLEY, 
Washington, D. C., June 4, 1897. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 
oe VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning buriuess appexrs to be 


c E 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to thie consid. 
eration of the bill (H. R. 879) to provide revenue for tise Govern- 
ment and to enco the ind es of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the motion 
of the Senator from Iowa? The Chair hears none, and the bil] is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MANTLE. I gave notice the other day that I would like 
to address the Senate with particular reference to Schedule K, or 
what is known as the wool schedule, and if there is no objection [ 
will now proceed with my remarks upon that subject. 


riation to 8 
tions for public printine: oma 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Is the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. @ absence of a quorum being sug- 
gested, the Secre will call the roll. 

The Secretary ed the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Ec = fe gu. 
Barrows Gray, no 
Chandier, Harris. Mitchell, Thurston, 
Clay. Hawle Perkins, Vest, 

vis, Heitfeld, Pettigrew, White. 
Faulkner, Hoar, Pettus, 
Frye, Jones, Ark. Pritchard, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Thirty-eight Senators have answered 
to their names. No quorum is present. 

Mr. GRAY. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 

uest absent members to attend the session of the Senate. 
e motion was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute 
the order of the Senate. 

After a little delay, Mr. Trautman, Mr. CuLiom, Mr. Cannon, 
Mr. CoeKRELL, Mr. SEWELL, Mr. CuiLton, and Mr. Morcan 
entered the Chamber and answered to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-five Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is D caper 

Mr. GRAY. I move that order to the Sergeant-at- Arms, 
made a moment ago, be vacated. 

The motion was agreed to, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of tatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief a that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1944) to au the construction of a bridge across 
the Clinch River, Kingston, Tenn. 

The m also announced that the House had 
resolution ‘S R. 45) authorizing the War to use ra- 
tions for the relief of destitute in the district overflowed 
by the Rio Grande River at and near El Paso, Tex., with an 
amendment in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WILKESBARRE, PA. 

Mr. QUAY. The Senator from Montana is entitled to the floor 

to make some remarks on the pending , and he has con- 

ted to to me for the purpose of calling up the bill (S. 1271) 
c building at the city of Wilkesbarre, Pa., and appro- 
priating pry Papen py na ae had laid over two or three 
m at uest of the Finance Committee. 

The VICE- ENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. it directs the Secretary of 

to purchase by private sale or secure by condemna- 
= or and cause eee inl 

fireproof vaults therein, accommodation of the Uni 
States and other See offices at A oly - 
plans, speci cations, 
shall be previously made and 
not exceed for the site and 
sum of $225,000. 


the joint 


sen 
for a pu 











1897. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
RELIEF OF SUFFERERS BY OVERFLOW OF THE RIO GRAN DE. 


Mr. MILLS. A joint resolution has just been returned from 
the House of resentatives that passed the Senate the other day 
providing for the relief of sufferers by the overflow of the Rio 
Grande. As it is a matter of pressing importance, I ask that the 
joint resolution may be taken up and the amendments of the 
House concurred in. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 45) authorizing the Secretary of War to use rations for 
the relief of destitute persons in the district overflowed by the Rio 
Grande River at and near El Paso, Tex. : 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were to strike 
out all after the resolving clause and insert: 

oO e by the joint resolution approved 
art ee elet Ot catterers by ee of the Mississippi 
River and its tributaries as remains unexpended, not exceeding the sum of 
$10,000, may be used by the Secretary of War in the purchase and distribution 
of subsistence and payment for necessary transportation to aid in the relief 
of destitute persons in the district overflowed by the Rio Grande River in 
the vicinity of El Paso, Tex. 

And to amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A joint resolution reap- 
propriating the sum Of $10,000 not expended for the relief of the 
sufferers by the floods of the Mississippi River.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made by the House of Representatives to the joint 
resolution. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

. PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Union Veterans’ 
League of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the repeal of the pres- 
ent civil-service law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. LODGE nted a petition of 19 citizens of Marblehead, 
Mass., praying for the ge of the so-called Lodge immigration 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also mted a memorial of 33 shipowners of Boston, Mass., 
reneninniions nst lowering the duties on aniline colors; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also ted a petition of 33 citizens of South Hadley Falls, 
Mass., and a petition of 76 citizens of Boston, Mass., praying for 
the speedy passage of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. FORAKER presented 55 petitions, containing 3,608 signa- 
tures of railway employees in the United States, praying for the 
passage of Senate bi 0. 1479, to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act 
to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to enco the industries of the United States. 

Mr. MANTLE. r. President, I should not have presumed to 
take up the time of the Senate with a discussion of the wool ques- 
tion at this time but for the fact that, owing to the very brief 
time allotted for the discussion of the pending measure in the 
other branch of Con , the wool schedule was not reached at 
all, hence no ectaton + whatever of this most complicated and 
im of all the tariff schedules was had in the debate in that 

y,and no public opportunity was therefore afforded for the 
presentation of the woolgrowers’ side of the question. 

if of the House bill or of the Senate amendments 
had been at all satisfactory to the million or more men engaged in 
this industry, there would, of course, be no necessity for me to ask 
the indulgence of the Senate, but as both the House and Senate pro- 
visions are eee by the woolgrowers as utterly inadequate to 
afford them the protection they require, and which has been prom- 
ised them, it is manifestly the duty of some one here to speak in 
their behalf. are many here who could do this far more 
ably and effectively than I can hope to, but as I have the honor to 


represent in was sheep-owning and wool-producing 
State in the Union, it is perhaps not inappropriate that I should 
undertake the 


task I do, however, with many misgivings 
as to my ability to discharge i» in a manner befitting the extent 
and magnitude 





of the interests concerned. 
WHAT I8 JUST AND PROPER. 

The question of what are just and proper duties to be laid upon 
the t classes of wool is one of the most important we have 
to consider for many reasons, chief among them being that, in so 
far as the universal lowering of prices, shrinkage of values, and 
consequent loss and which have prevailed for the past 
few may have resulted adverse tariff legislation, the 

of the country have been peculiarly and disastrously 
This statement is borne out fully by the statistics bear- 


XXX—93 
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ing upon sheep and wool production, which show that since 1893 
there has been a decrease in the number of sheep in the country 
of 10,809,148, and a loss in their value of $63,919,776. Last vear 
the domestic wool clip had decreased in amount 76,068,430 pounds 
as compared with the wool clip of 1893. The farm value of the 
American wool production in 1892 was $47,185,283. In 1896 it had 
fallen to $20,800,000. The total estimated loss of the woolgrowers 
upon wool in the last four years, as compared with the prices of 
1892, has reached the enormous sum of $178,793,121. 

Of course I do not pretend to assert that all this loss is due to 
the free-wool provisions of the Wilson law. Muchof itis, beyond 
doubt, attributabie to the constant fall of prices which has been 
going on all over the world since 181-92, due to the general de- 
pression which has existed everywhere, as well as to increased 
production. It can not, however, be denied that under adequate 
protection the number of sheep and the quantity of wool pro- 
duced. have always steadily increased, and there is no reason to 
doubt but that with a just protective tariff, which shall be so 
framed and adjusted that the protective benefit willactually reach 
the woolgrower, instead of finding its way into the pocket of the 
importer and manufacturer, the tlocks of sheep will increase and 
the production of wool gradually be enlarged, until finally the prin- 
ciple of protection as applied to this most important industry 
will find its vindication, just as it has in the steel-rail industry, so 
we!l described by the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island in 
his opening speech the other day, and just as we hope it will in 
the near future find its vindication in the development of the 
sugar-growing and other industries. 

Another reason why the wool duty is important is because the 
great body of men engaged in producing it, numbering from one 
to two millions, are farmers, and I think it will be admitted that 
ne class of our citizens are more entitled to the earnest considera- 
tion of the Congress of the United States than they are. They 
constitute the foundation upon which all our commercial and in- 
dustrial interests rest; and unless they are made fairly prosperous, 
there can be no permanent prosperity for this country. Unfortu- 
nately, from the nature of their occupation, the character of their 
products, and the circumstances of their environment, the bene- 
fits of a protective tariff can not, in a large number of instances, 
be conferred directly upon them. A large surplus of their chief 
products can find no market at home. and is therefore compelled 
to seek the open markets of the world, there to compete with the 
products of the cheap labor of other lands and to be sold at prices 
which practically fix their prices at home. Hence, whenever a 
protective tariff is framed, it should miss no just opportunity to 
correct, in so far as tariff legislation may accomplish it, these dis- 
advantages under which this numerous element of our people rest, 

Then, again, it is well known that in anticipation of tariff legis- 
lation the woolgrower is being injured beyond all others whose 
interests are affected by the enormous quantities of wool which 
have been and are now being. imported. A careful computation, 
based upon the known stock on hand, and taking into account the 
increase in domestic production and consumption, shows that if 
not another pound of wool should be imported there would still 
be a surplus of at least 100,000,000 pounds on hand January 1, 
1899, It can, therefore, readily be seen that under the most gen- 
erous treatment the American woolgrower is likely to receive but 
slight benefit from a tariff for three years to come. 

We must bear in mind, also, that when a tariff law is to be en- 
acted the powerful manufacturing interests of the country, with 
their compact and effective organizations, are always to be found 
upon the ground pressing their claims and pushing their interests 
at every opportunity. while upon the other hand the farmer and 
the woolgrower, and the producers of what is called ‘‘ raw mate- 
rial” generally, are from the very nature of their vocation,which 
widely separates and isolates them, lacking in this essential par- 
ticular. ence their interests are not always presented with the 
same force and persistency and plausibility as are the interests of 
others. The result of this has been that in past protective-tariff 
legislation they have not always received the consideration which 
was due them in fairness and equity. 

But, Mr. President, because I speak of the unfortunate condition 
of the farmers of the country I do not wish anyone to think that 
I do so from any desire to pander to any prejudice, to draw any 
class lines, or to create any class distinctions among the people. 
I realize that there is depression and suffering everywhere, in the 
cities as well as in the country, in the factories as well as upon the 
farms, and that all are entitled to whatever relief can possibly 
come to them through tariff legislation. But I do sincerely be- 
lieve that there is greater stringency and more poverty and suffer- 
ing in many of the agricultural sections of the country than is 
generally supposed or known. 

In this connection, I want to present a letter, which I shall not 
stop to read, written by Hon. William E. Dodge, of New York. 
Mr. Dodge was a delezate to the late Indianapolis mortary con- 
vention—a gold delegate. His letter treats of the conditions which 
exists in the country among the agricultural classes particularly, 
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and he gives a most vivid picture of the conditions as related to 
him by delegates to that convention congregated from all over the 
Union. The letter treats more particularly of monetary condi- 
tions, and as I do not care to mix up these questions, I will 
simply insert the letter, and I trust it will be read. 


I was fortunate enough to be appointed as one member of the delegation 
to Indianapolis, and while acting on the committee on rules and regulations, 
to which all the business was referred, 1 was shut up for two days with rep- 
resentatives from twenty-eight different States, and I bad an opportunity of 
free and unrestricted intercourse and conference with those gentlemen, and 
the information received there was confirmed afterwards in Washington, 
where, as chairman of the arbitration committee, I had conferences with a 
number of Senators from those same States, and I came back very Goorlg 
impressed with the conviction that I had not been entirely informed, an 
those living in tne Fast were not entirely informed, as to condition of 
things in very large portions of our country. 

I was surprised, sir, te find the assertion constantly made by men from the 
far Western States and the South and Southwestern States that it was not 
Mr. Bryan and that it was not silver that they were in favor of, but they 
needed some change to bring relief from the terrible condition of poverty 
and ecarcity of money under which they labored. They felt that their con- 
dition was so extreme and so painful that any change would be of value, and 
when I came to look into the matter and to talk in a friendly and kindly way 
with them, they all confirmed the same feeling which I had found at a long 
conversation in the Treasury Department at Washington, that the circula- 
tion of the mee quite out o oo that the —— heart are con- 

es and that the extremities of the country are absolutely without any 


I found that there were great sections of the Southern and Western coun- 
try where there was absolutely no money at all; where the most primitive 
dorms of barter obtained; where everything was most d nized. 
gentleman told me that in his counsr which was quite a rich agricultural 
country, by some happy accident a fifty-dollar bank bill had come down into 
the county and that he had taken a horse and bugey and spent four days in vis- 
iting all the towns in the county striving to get it changed into smaller bills, 
but had been unable to do so, and finally was obliged to send it to Richmond. 
There were Senators who told me that their constituents never saw a dollar 
of money from the beginning of the | to the end, with the result that they 
had constantly to go into debt tothe local storekeepers. The local storekeep- 
ers received thelr pay tm ikind. In fact, ns eas back to the 
old times before money was invented. And this was not in one section of the 
country only, but in large sections. 

We can quite ae Sean that where there is not sufficient money to 
establish a national under the very onerous laws at present in force, 
there is nothing else to take the place. The same difficulty has come up in 
other of the world. 

In country every man has a chance to care for the Government, and 
unless we instruct our good friends and show our sympathy with them and 
understand whemeny pare of the country suffers whole country suf- 
fers, we are sure to have ity ahead. It was out at the Indian- 
is convention that after the first sad, serious made by 


One bit of legislation necessary to eee 

met with another; with every issue bonds and 
every other form of currency, legislative enactments have been made, and 
they contradict and overlap each other, and the business of the Treasury is 


exceedingly hard and difficult. 
I came @ from Indianapolis WD Op yen Som Seasenion, ond I have 
only ven to submit it because I feel it so y that unless those of us 


in more favored parts of the country understand condition of our broth- 
ers and our fellow-citizens in the other parts of the country, unless we wisely 
instruct and educate them and bring about some wise methods for their 
relief, when the year 1900 comes we shall be swamped by an infinitely more 
powerful vote against us than during this last election. [ think the change 
will be a very serious one. Every man that I met em 

Therefore I make the motion that a committee be a to act with that 
commission, so that we can bring back to New York and to our friends here 
such information as may lead them to give their advice and experience and 
help to any wise efforts determined upon by the Government. [Applause.] 

ere it is appropriate to say: 


* t bold pe ae their country 
uta r ‘3 
When once ioral, be 

Mr. President, a very effective way in which the farmers can be 
sided is to create, if possible, a home for some of their 
surplus ucts. This, of course, is the understood purpose and 
intent o tective legisiation in , but it can, to some ex- 
tent, be given direct and almost immediate effect by affording to 
the woolgrower such practical and effective protection as will at 
once stimulate the growth of sheep. 

With its present population, this country requires annually 650,- 
000,000 pounds of wool, to produce which would require from 
110,000,000 to 125,000,000 sheep. With this gumber of sheep upon 
the farms and ranches of this country. a market would be created 
for the surplus crops of corn, oats, and hay which are now rotting 
and wasting in the granaries and in the stacks in Ohio and Mich- 
igan and Indiana and other middie Western States. 

Next to being able to feed itself, there is no question so directly 
affec the welfare and prosperity and independence of a nation 
as its ability to clothe itself. A nation that can both feed and 
clothe itself out of the production of its own soil and by the labor 
of its own citizens occupies an impregnable tion. Itcan never 
successfully be assailed without, has the best possible 
guaranty against dissensions within. 

In this view of the subject it is therefore our duty as a nation 
to pursue such a policy as shall enable our people to produce all 


the wool necessary to clothe themselves, to the end t in this 
vital particular we may be in t and free from the danger 
and vicissitudes which await upon those who rely upon others to 


do for that which they may do for themselves. 
Of course, Mr. President, in making these remarks upon the 
subject I am speaking as one who believes in the policy of a pro- 


tective tariff. I believe in the doctrine of protection as a ..)--..... 
economic principle for this country, as a broad national ;,).., 
intended to promote the development of the resources of {),.. 
tion, and, by diversifying our industries, to furnish empl.) ;,,,.,; 
for labor. Therefore it is as a protectionist that I vent\;.. ;, 
criticise the provisions of the pending tariff bill. 

The great majority of the woolgrowers of the country ar: ));,. 
tectionists and Republicans. They may, I think, fairly bo <,\) 
to constitute the backbone of the Republican party in may .¢ 
the middle West and far Western States. ey have always 
stood by the Republican party, although they have more thin «))),, 
thought that the eee a had not always stood by ther 
in the adjustment of its tariffs.. In the far West 95 per oo: .¢ 
them are believers in the doctrine of independent bimetal!i<;,, /,,, 
this country, and a large majority of those in the middle \V.<; 
hold the same financial views. The issues of free coinage ani), 
tection, however, were divided in the last national campaign.) 
those who believed in both principles were compelled to make , 
choice. _The Republican platform contained a specific promise to 
the woolgrowers of ‘am protection for wool” in the event « 
Republican success. Believing protection to be the paramvnt 
issue, and relying upon the pl thus made to them, the woo! 
growers gave their support to the Republican party; and it is 
beyond question that in the doubtful of the middle West 
it was to this element of the Republican party, which then }.- 
lieved and still believes in the free coinage of both gold and silyer 
by the ind ent action of this country, that the Republican 
party owes its victory last year. 

The law of 1890 in its wool schedules was very unsatisfactory 
> - ene a e under it demonstrated that 
it did not affor necessary protection, for reasons 
which I will diseuss later, and so they have by numerous 
petitions and memorials presented to this body at different times 
protested earnestly against its reenactment. The Republican 
majority in Ley et on st ignoring these petitions and 

, and despite promise of ‘‘ ample protection ” con- 
tained in the national platform, have seen fit to substantially re- 
enact the law of 1890 im relation to wool, while the Repub- 
lican members of the Senate Finance Committee have shown 
their total disregard of their party by reducing the House 
rates on wool of the first and second class, which is the chief jrod- 
uct of the American wer, 3 cents und—a cut of 25 
per cent. To compensate for this wh 
some insignificant coneessions on skirted and third-class wools, 
ee eae utterly fail to nee mee os cut made on 

o hi grades, particularly as original loopholes 
for fraud and evasions are still left in the bill, such as admitting 
washed second-class and scoured third-class wools without a:ii- 
tional duty. 

As a result of this treatment the woolgrowers of the country 
are naturally and justly indignant. They feel that they hav: 
asked for bread and have thus far been given a stone. They are 
outspoken in their condemnation of the proposed schedule of rates, 
and are not slow to proclaim that they have been deceived and 
that the pledge of “ample i under which their votes 
were secured when badly needed has already beef broken by the 
Republicans in both branches of Congress. They believe, too, 
that this result has been accomplished at the behest and to satisfy 
the demands of the wool manufacturers, whose interests lie in 

uring their raw wool as cheaply as possible, while obtainin: 


sec 
for their own a . 
slightest will toward the wool manufactur- 


uction, they made 


I have not 
ers. I suppose they are simply a natural instinct of 
humanity in stri to best of bargain. But after 
reading many of their sta ts before the Committee on Way< 
and Means, to which I shall refer hereafter, I am fully convince! 
that very many of them are selfishly to regard any duty 
and injurious to their business, and tir 


upon wool as 
e now, as in the past, are in the direction of securing the | w- 
est possible duties in to the wishes of the woo!lgrowvrs. 


Iam sorry to feel compelled to say this, for I believe, with (!« 
istinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}, that tle 
interests of the woolgrower and the wool manufacturer are i!) 
tical and ought tobe one. The woolgrower knows that he can!) t 
prosper unless the manufacturer prospers. Hence he never «'- 
ts to dictate what the duty on the manufacturer's produt 
8 be. He is quite willing that the manufacturer should have 
the most ample protection” necessary to ussintain his industry. 
This is the condition of affairs at 


prese 

sultin tholom of thoamadnef volesto the Bepuitienn party. How- 
ever, it isnot yet too late, and I hope that my Republican frie: 
will reconsider their action and conclude to accept amendmen'< 
that shall put the measure more in accord with the woolgrowe'> 
necessities and more in consonance with the pledges in their party 
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In his -— able address at the opening of this debate, the Sena- 


tor from Rhode Island stated that “in dealing with the wool 
schedule the committee have suggested more liberal rates to the 
domestic grower than they have recommended for the pro- 
ducer of any manufactured article in the schedule; they have also 
suggested for him a more effective = than he has ever re- 
ceived under any tariff law of the United States at the time of its 
ent.” 

a much fear that with their past experience under the laws 
of 1883 and 1890 the distinguished Senator will have a difficult 
task indeed in convincing the woolgrowers of the country of the 
correctness of this statement, and especially as to that portion of 
it where he says the woolgrowers have been treated more liberally 
than the manufacturers. I think a full examination of the details 
of the subject will disprove this statement and will show that the 
manufacturer, as usual, will get much the best of the proposed 
rates as COM) with the wool producer. 

The Senator in of the pending bill further says that the 
committee have to give the woolgrowers a rate of duty 
which will average from 10 to 20 per cent higher than the tariffs 
of 1888 or 1890. far as I am able to discover, this statement is 
not borne out by the statistics on the subject. 

The av ad valorem rate on first-class wools from 1884 to 
1890 was 48.8 per cent, and from 1891 to 1894 it was 57 per cent. 

The value per pound of importations of first-class wools for 1895 
and 1896 was 16 cents. On this basis the proposed Senate rate of 
8 cents would be exactly 50 per cent, and would be but 1.2 per 
cent than the tariff of 1883 and 7 per cent lower than the 
tariff of 1890, which was unsatisfactory to the woolgrowers and 
did not afford them the necessary protection. Of course, if the 
value per pound of wool imports rises, the ad valorem per cent 
will be lower; if it falls, the ad valorem per cent will be higher. 
But the prime consideration to be kept in mind in this connection 
is that because of the unusually low price of his product and the 

j ing future prospects, due to the enormous stocks of wool 
already in, the woolgrower is in need of greater protection 
than he has heretofore received. This, of all periods, is not the 
time to cut him down. 

The Senator from Rhode Island lays at stress upon the 
changes made in the carpet-wool schedule, and the advantages 
which he says are to accrue to the woolgrower; but here again I 
can find no confirmation of his expectations from an examination 
of thestatistics bearing upon the subject after a most careful inves- 

tion. To the extent that the duties are chan from ad 
valorem to specific there is a direct gain to the woolgrower, but 
the rate proposed is so low as to not ——— change the result. 
The a unit of value of the imports of carpet wools from 
1884 to 1891 was 10.1 cents per pound. From 1891 to 1894 the aver- 
age unit of value was less than 9 cents per pound. 

The average unit of value in 1895 1 under free wool was 
9.5 cents per pound, the specific equivalent of an ad valorem rate 
of 32 per cent being 3.04 cents — pound. Therefore, on the basis 
of the im valuation under free wool, the Senate committee has 
incre: the rate on third-class wools less than 1 cent per pound, 
and when we remember that these wools are to come in washed 
and scoured, without any additional duty, we see at once how 
trifling and cant this alleged concession is. The lowering 
of the dividing line of value from 13 to 10 cents per pound is of po 
consequence whatever, for the reason that from 1890 up to 188, 
98 per cent of all these wools have come in at an average value of 
about 9 cents per pound. 

On the other hand, the rate of 7 cents on these wools above 10 
cents in value is an actual lowering instead of raising of the rate, 
for the reason that the average value of imports has been not less 
than 15 cents per pound, which, under the ad valorem duty of 50 
per cent in the House bill, would give a c rate of 74 cents, 
which would be one-half a cent a pound higher than the rate now 
proposed by the Senate committee’s amendment. I therefore deny 
that the Senate bill, as stated by the distin- 


guished Rhode Island, “‘ gives the American wool- 
pores greater and more effective protection than he has ever be- 
ore received in an American ” It gives him far less than 


the act of 1890 gave him, and the woolgrower failed to prosper 
under that law. As ing directly upon the statement of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, I here wish to have read a letter froin 
Theodore Justice, of the wool firm of Justice, Bateman & Co., 
rine mata Mr. Justice is a ps well eteaee as any 

man upon many phases e wool question, an takes 
direct issue with from Rhode Island as to the protect- 
ive benefit of the on Senate rate. 

as follows: 
a PHILADELPHIA, May 28, 1397. 
W w 
ga thenabjct ofthe tari. awed yo «tite whe toe apr tal 
to of the 
there would 


in 
w 
the tariff bill 





A of were estimated, 
por to dita unde io ino "The 
mem an bearing oa the continuation in er the Reputy 
cacy of protection to aa rs — 
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months of this year. which greatly exceed the 
paper, and [ therefore inclose herein an amended « 
provided for a 5 per cent annual increase in the 

the 463,000,000 pounds which was the a 


is a Republican and a very ardent protectionist. 
familiarity with many branches of the wool question. 
always agree with him in some of his conclusions, particularly 
with reference to the protective benefits which the woolgrowers 
of this country have enjoyed under former tariff acts, because | 
do not think he makes proper allowances for many of the disad- 
vantages under which they labor, especially in competition with 
the importations of foreign wool. 
all the information which I can gather from an examination of 
the statistics bear him out in the statements made in the letter. 





1 now have the official Treasury figures of wool imports for the first four 

statements of my previous 

opy. In the latter I have 

consumption of wool over 

the McKinley period, which 
nile y 


verage of 


is indicated by the lower hands on the inclosed schedu No account what 
ever has been taken in this calculation of the im.ports that will arrive between 
the 30th of April and the passage of the tariff bill. Without taking any of 


the latter into consideration, there seems likely to be over 80,000,000 pounds 
of wool on hand on the Ist of January, 1900 


The lesson which this table teaches is, first, that the cost of clothing to the 
consumer is not likely to be much increased owing to the high duties upon 
wool and the compensatory duties upon manufactures thereof. Therefore. 
the Senate need not hesitate to generously accord adequate protection to 
woolgrowers out of fear of the cost of clothing to the consumer being in 
creased, for the enormous supply of cheap foreign wool now here, and being 


increased by daily arrivals, will keep down the price of clothing to the con 
sumer, and will also keep down the price of domestic woo! 
growers are bound to be disappointed with the results of the new tariff under 
any circumstances. 
his disappointment is to concede to him the benefit of the McKinley rates of 
the House bill on wool of the first and second classes 


and our wool 


The least, therefore, that you can possibly do to modify 


Senator ALDRICH has revealed his unfamiliarity with the subject of duties 


upon wool in his statement on the floor of the Senate that the Finance Com 
mittee rate of 8 cents would give the woolgrower from 10 
cent more protection than he had ever had at the time of the passage of any 
previous tariff bill. 
it were true, the duties would have to be from 13} to 15 cents instead of 8 cents 
in order to be 10 per cent or 2) per cent more than the tariff law of 1867 
They would have to be from I1 to 12 cents instead of 8 cents to be 


ver cent to per 


The Senator can not substantiate this statement, for if 


1 per 


cent or 20 per cent more than the tariff law of 1883, and they would have to 
be from 12.2 to 13.2 cents instead of 8 cents to be 10 per cent or 20 per cent 
more than the tariff law of 1890. 


Thus it will be seen that the Senator's recommendation with regard to 


wool is utterly without value, and if his suggestion were followed the pres 
ent Administration would be blamed for withholding the relief which this 
great industry requires, an industry conspicuous for the serious injury sus- 
tained from the hand of the Cleveland Administration 


Yours, truly, 
THEODORE JUSTICE. 
Hon. Ler MANTLE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. MANTLE. I may state, Mr. President, that Mr. Justice 
He has great 
Ido not 


However, all the statistics and 


Ialso present here a valuable table prepared by Mr. Justice, 


showing the amount of surplus wool on hand at this time, mak- 
ing due allowance for increased consumption and production, 
which shows that there will be 80,000,000 pounds surplus of wool 
on hand if not another pound is imported between this and Janu- 
ary 1, 1900. This takes no account of the enormous quantities of 
wool which have been imported during the month of April and 
which are still being imported. 
that in Boston they are taxed for warehouse room in which to 
store the vast quantities of wool which are now being imported 
prior to the enactment of this tariff law. 


I have seen it stated somewhere 


The table referred to is as follows: 


Comparison of the supply and consumption for 1895 and 1896, with estimates for 


1897, 1898, and 1899, showing that there will be little or no revenue from im 
ported wool, nor will the domestic producer receive the full amount of the 
protective advantage of the tariff much before the year 1900 


1896. 1896. 1897. 1808 1899 
—————_|_--—— cies iniodoens 
Carried over | 
from previous | Pounds. Pounds. Pounds Pounds Pounds 
yoar ...... | 130,520,400 | 231,724,651 | 448,986,523 | 490,413,114 | 200,361, 557 


American clip_.| 204,296,726 | 272,474,708 | 272,474,708 (286,008,443 300, 408, 765 


Imports of | 


wool ¢.........| 248,989,217 | 150,776,015 | 210,521,000 
Imports of | 
shoddy, noils, 
waste, etc.t - 20,918,108 | 17,011,149 | 21, 430, 883 
i | 604, 724,651 | 690,986,523 | 953,413,114 | 776,511,507 | 590, 764, 922 
Consumption 468, 000, 000 | 222,000,000 | 463,000,000 4486, 150,000 1510, 457, 500 
ee = - - - 
Carried over 
into next 
inns cece 231, 724,651 | 448,986,523 | 490,413,114 | 200,361,557 | 180,307,422 
» 


timated for 1804 and 1800, at 5 
per cent increase over each previous year 

+ Wool and shoddy imports from January 1 to April 30, 1897 

+Estimated surpius on hand January 1, 1900, without importing another 
pound. This calculation takes no account of the wool to be imported after 
April 3, which, before the enactment of the tariff bill, may reach 2,000,000 
pounds more. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ishould like toaskthe Senator what theaverage an- 
nual importations of wool have been for the last three or four years? 

Mr. NTLE. I can not state in exact amounts, but I sup- 
pose in the last three or four years under normal! conditions it 
wonld require from one hundred and fifty to two hundred million 
—— ee. a including the wool in imported manufac- 
ured order to make up the difference between the 

> 





ae 


—. 





home production and the consumption. I state this in round| Edward F. Mason, of Schofield & Mason, ca 


numbers. Under the free-wool provision of the Wilson law, 
especially last year, these importations increased enormously, and 
latterly, during the past few months, they bear no legitimate rela- 
tion whatever to the normal importation. They are out of propor- 
tion. There has been already imported a great deal more this year 
than was imported during all of last year, and the importation is 
still going on at an increased rate. f course this is in anticipa- 
tion of the enactment of the present bill into law imposing a duty 
upon wool. 
- appendix for importations. ) 
also wish to include here a table showing the increase and 
decrease, respectivel y, of the number of sheep in the country at 
different periods under the operation of the different tariff laws. 
I wish to say in this connection that the increase under the 
operation of the McKinley law seems to have been about 13 per 
cent. That increase was not brought about by the prosperous 
conditions following the enactment of the McKinley law to the 
woolgrower, but it was brought about as a result of very large 
investments in sheep about the time of the enactment of that law, 
under the impression that sheep growing and wool raising were 
going to be a prosperous business. However, the woolgrowers 
were utterly disappointed in the result. 


WHAT THE MANUPACTURERS WANT. 


It must be manifest to those who have followed former tariff 
debates and who have read the hearings before the Ways and 
Means Committee of the House that there always has been and 
is now a wide difference of opinion between the wool producer 
and the wool manufacturer as to what are just duties upon wool. 
The ee ay ge bases his request upon his experience under for- 
mer tariffs; he knows how they have affected him in the past, and 
what he may expect in the future under the same conditions. 

The manufacturer is intent upon securing his raw material at 
the lowest possible cost, and-out of this condition of affairs arises 
an irrepressible conflict. The manufacturers’ position and con- 
tention may be briefly summed up as follows: 

First. That ad valorem duties on all wools would be preferable, 
but are essential on those of the third class. 

Second. That the values of wool, like those of wheat and cotton, 
are so well and universally known that frauds are practically 
impossible to any marked degree under an ad valorem rate. 

hird. That the practice of skirting imported wool does not 
materially increase its value. 

Fourth. That cheap third-class wools do not enter into the man- 
ufacture of clothing to any appreciable extent, and do not com- 
pete with domestic wools. 

Fifth. That the compensatory duties do not compensate him 
for the additional cost of his material and other disadvantages 
under which he claims to suffer because of the tariff on wool. 

Sixth. That while ad valorem duties are necessary and proper on 
wool, they lead to frauds, and are unjust and improper on man- 
ufactures of wool. 

Seventh. That generally speaking, a tariff on wool is a great 
disadvantage to him; that it restricts his choice and adds to his 
price; that it widens the field and cheapens the price to his foreign 
competitor; and that the restrictions and limitations in the clas- 
sifications of wools are placed there for the sole purpose of embar- 
—s 
Mr. ident, in order that it may not be said that I am mis- 
representing the manufacturer, I have taken from the Tariff 
Hearings a few extracts from statements made by some of the 
largest wool-manufacturing concerns in the country. 

Here I desire to add that, so far as I can discover from their 
statements, while a majority of them hold the views which I have 
just enumerated, there are a few who seem to be fair in their 
treatment of the subject, and seem to be willing that the wool- 
grower shall enjoy a degree of protection commensurate with that 
which they ask themselves, but their number is very limited. 

Abbott & Co., wool manufacturers, of Graniteville, page 1627, 
Tariff Hearings, say: 

Whatever the duty, we desire it to be so levied that we shall not be re- 
stricted by the American definitions of washing, skirting,or sorting, * * * 


and the duties on these wools should be an ad valorem duty, as was the case 
under the tariff act of 1800. 


Mr. Arthur T. Lyman, of the Lowell Carpet Company, page 
1631, says: 


With free wool we can make an ingrain carpet so cheap that it is much 
harder to pass off a cotton and hair carpet on the consumer. In carpets and 
all woolens the buyer at retail is easily deceived. 

We are satisfied with the present conditions of the tariff. I think there is 
nota big millin Lowell or Lawrence that cares to have the present tariff 
disturbed, though there is, of course.a preference for s fic duties u 
goods. The advanced rates of the McKinley bill did much harm by starting 

competition at home. The wool-carpet trade is or | liable to 
injury from high duties, as its whole supply comes from abroad. the dut 
is not over 30 cent, a all wool-carpet makers would prefer one - 


treasurer of the Carpet Company, of Lowell, 1 wish also to 
eotbumeae any form of du on wool ¢ one wnforin ad valorem Fate 
especially against any system of du feed te Sf Sling Use ot value: 
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, i rpet manufacture 
Philadelphia, page 1633, says: _—— 
The duty should be ad valorem on third-class wools, not s = 
objections not existing to ad valorem duty on raw materi { ee 


¢ al as in the mar, 
factured articles, where much greater opportunity for fraud oxic." 


There should be no change in the classification of carpet Wools tnfayoe.)) 
to the manufacturers. * * A very high duty should be placed on a)” 
ental fabrics, such as high-class rugs, jute rugs, mattings, carpetin.. .. 

This gentleman, with a candor and modesty alike refyes)i), 
insists that there shall be no change unfavorable to the manuf, 
turer in the classification of carpet wools, but demands a very j,\,), 
duty on such manufactured products as come into competition 
with his own. 

William M. Wocd, of the Washington Mills Company, «f Bs. 
ton, Mass., which he states is the largest consumer of woo) jn the 
United States, on page 1633 says: 

The demands of the. woolgrowers for protection, as expressed hy Judge 
Lawrence, appeal to me as absurd and unjust toward the manu; 2 
* * * In our experience it is unjust for the woolgrowers to demand a «ye 
cific duty on wool. * * * A specific duty on wool arbitrarily plac 


* * * any rate per pound on wool handicaps the manufacturer ng 
. + x . 


* * . 

I contend that the only proper and fair duty on wool should be an ad yajo. 
rem one, not exceeding 25 per cent; that the duty on woolen goods remain 
substantially as it is, say 50 per cent ad valorem, with the proviso that the 
equivalent of the duty accorded wool be added as compensation, and that 
portion only made specific, the distinction being that wool is an article of 
merchandise the value of which can be easily ascertained, while that of goods 
is attended with much confusion, due to a and adulteration, and 
therefore easily made the object of fraud, inviting undervaluation 

Here is a gentleman who says he represents the largest wool. 
manufacturing corporation in this country, denouncing the re- 
_ of the million woolgrowers of the United States, as expressed 
through their chosen representative, for an adequate protective 
duty on wool, ‘‘as absurd and unjust to the manufacturers,” and 
who, to prove his entire disinterestedness, proposes a straight ad 
valorem duty of 25 per cent on all wools, which would amount toa 
duty of from 1 to 5 cents per pound on the bulk of ail importa- 
tions! But while asking that the duties on the farmer's wool be 
cut from 40 to 70 per cent, this representative of the “largest wool- 
consuming corporation in the United States” demands that the 
rate on manufactured goods ‘remain substantially as it is.” In 
other words, he is willing that the woolgrower shall have just 
one-half the protection he claims for himself. 

The secretary of the National Wool Manufacturers’ Association 
also appeared before the House Committee on Ways and Means. 
His statementis found on pages 1636 to 1655, Tariff Hearings. Tis 


cific, t) 


acturer, 


gentleman is very cautious and conservative in his statements 
respecting what the tariff on wool should be, but it can readily be 
discerned that he believes an ad valorem duty on woo! would be 


practicable and just, and that such a duty would afford relief from 
the embarrassments under which he claims the manufacturers 
have suffered and will continue to suffer because of specific duties 
on wool, As Mr. North is the spokesman for a very powerful 
organization, whose ts and representatives are always found 
upon the ground and in the committee rooms when tariff leyisla- 
tion affecting their interests is pending, and as the statements of 
its secretary no doubt carry great weight with the committees, | 
shall beg the indulgence of the Senate while I quote briefly from 
his testimony and answer a few of his propositions which | deem 
incorrect and misleading. 

First, he has the following to say in favor of ad valorei duties 
on wools: 

I do not believe there is a commodity sold in the world of any description 
the market value of which is more accurately, publicly, and universally 
known than that of wool. It is like cotton, wheat, and aur staple products 
in that a All the wools of the world, peateny. which reach the 
public market are sold atauction. Thiscountry isthe only large manufactur- 

ng country where the sale of wool is not in open market. 

I deny that the market value of wool in the world is ‘‘ more ac- 
curately and universally known than ‘any other commodity. 
Nor is it like cotton and wheat and numerous other commoilities 
which are so staple in character and of such comparatively limited 
range in quality as to t of extensive ing and specula- 
tion in them for future delivery. And thisstatement is borne cut 
by the fact that there is no dealing in “ futures” in wool, as in 
other commodities, for the reason its value in the future can 
not be predetermined. 

: There are over 400 samples of wool in en ae 
ouses, representin erent grades, , and character 0 
wools, and the clip the same flock may differ materially in 
value from _— to year. But if it were true, as alleged by man- 
ufacturers their argument for ad valorem duties, that the 
value of wool is so well known and established as to render 
fraudulent valuations impossible, then I maintain that no better 

ment could be adduced in favor of specific duties, such as are 

laid upon iron, coal, lead, wheat, and other les the value of 

which is universally known, It is true man the wool sales in 

the different markets of the world are public-auction sales, but 

there are many private sales as well. It is also well known, and 
record, that 











1897. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1477 


a 


put little doubt, in the light of past experiences, that if an ad 
valorem rate were fixed upon all wools, as demanded by some 
manufacturers, both public and private sales would be so manipu- 
lated that not only would the American woolgrower be defrauc ed 
of his protection, but the Treasury would also be defrauded of its 
wr ie to be said in this connection that the foreign holders of 
wool now make (in order to evade the duty, by foreign perjury 
and undervaluation) contracts abroad to sell delivered in our 
American markets, requiring no oath on this side of the water. 

In a report made to the Department of State in 1887 by Thomas 
E. Heenan, United States consui at Odessa, Russia, he shows— 

(1) That all of the wool ay on from South Russia to the United States is 
the property of three or four American importers. ; : 

(2) t these importers, in combination with shippers, have contrived to 
prevent the nyecest on of a market price for so-called Donskoi washed wools 
st Bonet the loss on duties will reach between $15,000,000 and $20,000,000 is 


bable. (See Lawrence's argument in U.S.Senate Report No. 2332, 
Firdeth Congress, first session, October 4, 18°8, Part ILI, page 1964.) 


In the report made to the State Department by Consul E. L. 
Baker, dated Buenos Ayres, December 30, 1893, published in the 
Consular Reports for April, 1894 (Volume XLIV, No. 163, page 
663),on Argentine trade, 1892-93, it is said: 

But for the two items of hides and wool the exports from this country to 
the United States would be quite insignificant. In regard to the latter, the 
only wools which, owing to our high duties, it is possible to ship at a profit 
are the long, coarse carpet wools of Cordoba. These are included in class 3 
of the schedule, and their value being 13 cents or less per pound, they are 
able to pay the duty of 32 per cent on the same. These wools have for many 


years been annually bought up by a syndicate of Massachusetts carpet man- 


ufacturers, who thus, instead of competing with each other, get the product 
at the lowest ble price, and then distribute the clip by some arrange- 
ment among themselves upon its arrival in Boston. 


The wool manufacturers claim that there have been enormous 
frauds in the way of undervaluations on cloths and other fabrics 
under the ad valorem duties of the Wilson law, and yet, while 
making this claim for their own industry, they put forth the self- 
ish and inconsistent plea that a system which cheats and defrauds 
them will deal honestly by the-woolgrower. If the ad valorem 
system permits of fraudulent practices as applied to manufactures 
of wool, it follows logically and necessarily that the same evil re- 
sults will flow from its application to wool, with its innumerable 
grades, classifications,and valuations. The fact is that these wool 
and carpet manufacturers weaken the cause of protection when 
they seek to a upon the woolgrower a system of duties which 
oer are unwilling to accept for themselves whenever they can 
avoid it. 

Mr. North further says: 

Never until he had experience under free wool did the manufacturer real- 


ize the full extent of the disadvantages he suffers by reason of the wool duty 


and the im ty by any compensatory duty of fully offsetting these dis- 
advantages. 


. « © « + 7 * 
In answer to this I might say that never until he had experi- 
enced the disadvantages which he suffered under free wool did 
the woolgrower realize the impossibility of offsetting this disad- 


vantage by the compensatory benefit derived from being able to 
= his clothing a few cents cheaper. 
r. STEWART. Would it interrupt the Senator from Mon- 


tana if I were to make an inquiry? 
Mr. MANTLE. Not at all. 
Mr. STEWART. TheSenator from Montana has examined the 


testimony ty thoroughly. Did he find any manufacturer who 
was not to buy in a free-trade market and to sell in a pro- 
tected market? 


Mr. MANTLE. I think what I have said generally answers the 
uestion of the Senator from Nevada. I have shown, or tried to 
w, from the hearings and statements, that the belief among 
— manufacturers seems to be that their industry is greatly in- 
jured by the m of any duty upon wool. That is the gist 
of , although of course they _ they are perfectly 
willing to accord the woolgrower just and fair rates upon his 
product. But when we come to follow many of their arguments 
and examine them closely, we find that ne them is a pro- 
test in general against the imposition of wool duties, and then 
a desire so to them that the manufacturers will become 
the e preten of the duty in the end. That is the con- 
el at which I arrive after a very thorough examination of 

what of them have said upon this question. 
Mr. bn . of + agen Will the Senator from Montana 

a@ momen 
- MANTLE. Certainly. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I know the Senator from Mon- 
wien to be - fair, bus it seems to me the yomests 
making time are scarcely fair 

great bulk of Giebion Seenutecterers in this country. Whether 
it would be an advantage to their business to have free 
Not T ogame say. Some of them do; some of them do 
not; but & very few exceptions I believe the sentiment of 


the woolen en sone of this country is that there should be 
a sufficiently pPotective duty upon wool. 

Mr. MANTLE. I am quoting literally the language used be- 
fore the Committee on Waysand Means by some of the very largest 
wool-manufacturing concerns in this country. 
speak for themselves. 

I wish to state that I have no quarrel with the woolen manufac 
turers. I simply ask that justice be done the woolgrowers, and 
that the selfish presentation of the woolen manufacturers’ 
the question—and I believe it is selfish—ought not to carry weight 
with the Senate of the United States or the Congress in its consid- 
eration and determination of what duty shall be imposed upon 
wool. 

If there are any great number of manufacturers who believe 
that there ought to be a fully protective duty on wool, as stated 
by the distinguished Senator from Connecticut, they have failed 
to appear before the committee, or I have failed to discover their 
statements. I repeat that many of them do say they are not 
opposed to a fair and just rate of protection upon wool, but when 
we come to analyze the whole of their testimony we discover, 
underlying it, a sentiment in opposition to a just rate of duty upon 
wool. We find a strong sentiment in favor of ad valorem duties, 
which all the statistics bearing upon the subject show are utterly 
offensive and detrimental to the woolgrowing interests of this 
country. That is one proposition. We find them opposed to 
other features of the request of the woolgrowers, such as impos- 
ing a duty upon washed wool of the second class, which is justi- 
fiab'e from every point of view. 

So we find them generally arrayed against the desires of the 
woolgrowers. That is what I am trying to bring out. I do not 
know that they have any active hostility, but their efforts have 
always been in the direction I have indicated, so far as I am able 
to discover from my reading and from conversations with repre- 
sentatives of the woolgrowers who have been upon the ground 
constantly during the preparation and enactment of all former 
tariff bills. The woolgrowers and manufacturers have met to- 
gether and time and time again have parted in disagreement 
because of the extreme and unfair demands of the manufacturers. 
I have no ill will, | wish it distinctly understood, to the wool 
manufacturers. I simply wish to call the attention of the Senate 
to the conditions which exist, to this clash of interests, to the end 
that a fair adjustment of these rates may be had when the matter 
is finally adjudicated. 

Of course free wool is an advantage to the wool manufacturer, 
just as free hides is an advantage to the tanners and the boot and 
shoe manufacturers, just as free lead is an advantage to the lead 
refiners and manufacturers, just as free *‘raw material” is an ad- 
vantage to any manufacturer. But everyone knows full well that 
a protective system, to stand and to be just, must cover all inter- 
ests, all sections, and all classes that require its sheltering arm. 
The protective policy was not devised for the benefit of the wool 
and carpet manufacturers solely, although some of them seem to 
think it was: It was designed to be a broad national policy, whose 
purpose is to diversify our industries, to furnish opportunity for 
the talent and genius and labor of our own people in every practi- 
cable and possible branch of industry, and to make us a self-sup- 
porting, self-sustaining, and independent nation. 

That I conceive to be the object and purpose and general scope 
of the protective policy justly applied, under wise, unsectional, 
and unselfish laws. Laws framed in the interests of the great 
masses of the people, and not such as will conduce to trusts and 
unlawful combinations of capital for the purpose of controlling 
the price and supply of commodities, will beyond doubt tend to 
bring about these results. 

The weakness of the protective policy lies in its abuse, growing 
out of the selfishness of individual interests, which demand more 
than they are entitled to receive, and especially because of the 
unwise contentions which arise between interests which are mu- 
tually dependent upon each other, such as wool manufacturing 
and woolgrowing. The manufacturer does not strengthen the 
cause of protection by his plaintive talk about the advantages of 
free week when he is fully compensated, and, as many believe, 
more than compensated, for any duty which he pays upon wool by 
the additional duties laid upon the manufactured article. But of 
this I shall speak more fully later on. 

The woolgrower is not finding fault with the rates of duty ac- 
corded other industries. He is not insisting upon any particular 
rate of duty, or special manner of levying it, upon the manufac- 
turer's products. He is willing to leave that to the manufacturer 
himself and to the committees and to Congress. He asks simply 
that the manufacturers cease their more or less covert attacks 
upon him and their attempt to fix upon his product rates and 
methods which he knows full well have defrauded him in the 
past. He believes in protection. He has given the principle his 
support and has helped it to triumph, and he now asks for an 
honest redemption of the pledges made to him, uninfinenced by 
the selfish representations of those who seek to profit themselves 
at his expense. 


Those statements 


side of 





aa cabin, eet 


_ todiscuss the wool question somewhat more in detail and with par- 
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I quote Mr. North once more, for the reason, as stated before, 
that he represents a greatand powerful organization of manufac- 
turers. He says: 

Third. The wool duty not only rest ricts the choice and adds to the price 
of the American manufacturer, but of course correspondingly enlarges the 
choice and cheapens the price of the wools of the foreign manufacturer. 

It would be strange, indeed, and contrary to all human experi- 
ence in every other direction, if there were not some slight disad- 
vantages to offset the numerous benefits accruing from the policy of 
protection. That the wool duty adds to the. price that the Ameri- 
can manufacturer must pay for his wool is of course true. Itmay 
be true, also, that the duty in a measure restricts his choice of 
wools in foreign markets, but he is far more than compensated for 
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ticular reference to the experience and the complaints of +; 
growers under the McKinley law, which is practically , ale 
in the House bill and which is modified but slightly by ¢),.. ...,,,, 
amendments. 

The objections of the woolgrowers may be stated as {\)! 

1. To the so-called ‘‘skirting clause” in all the bills, 

2. To the ad valorem duties on third-class wools as e011}. ),,.) ;, 
the House bill. - 

3. To the admission of washed wools of the second clas. \, 
the payment of additional duties as _ in both bills 

4. To the admission of washed and scoured wools of ¢)\.. ;), rd 
clace withont payment of additional duty as provided in tho <..,. 
ate bill. - 


hont 
aUU 


these disadvantages by the fact that ee gives him the 5. To the totally inadequate rates on first and second clas. w.)), 
»rofitable home market, which ee 1im over and over again | as provided in the Senate bill. 
or the comparatively insignificant loss and incon venience to which 


6. To the imperfect classifications, which permit evasi.),- 

There are also other objections, such as the adjustment 
pensatory duties, which I shall touch upon in passing. 

The woolgrowers assert that under the ad valorem duties of +). 
McKinley law gross frauds were perpetrated in the way 0! yy). >. 
valuations, and that, largely because of these undervaluati.)). ,;, | 
the low rate of duty thus secured, great quantities of <.-¢))). 
carpet wools went into the manufacture of clothing, ther«\)y (js 
placing clothing wools of domestic growth. : 

Upon the general question of the wisdom and justice of ad ya. 
lorem duties I need say but little. I understand the Rejui ican 
party to be opposed on principle to this form of levying custi1, 
duties whenever it can be avoided, and no good reason ver ex. 
isted for the adoption of this system in respect to third-clas. wo). 
It was incorporated in the law of 1890 upon the demand of t}). 
manufacturers and against the wishes of the woolgrowers. Anil 
oe same ae aoe the — influences it has been 
made a part of t ro new tariff act as it passed the House 
ee is true the subcommittee of the Senate Finance Committee 

s proposed amendments in part changing these ad valorem 
duties to specific duties, but as this change is unsatisfactory to 
the manufacturers, and as a strong effort will no doubt be made 
u their part to restore the House isions, it will not be out 
of place for me to review this partic phase of the wool sched- 
ule and to show, by an examination of the statistics bearing upon 
wool importations, that the charge of fraudulent practices under 
the ad valorem duties of the McKinley Act of 18990, as made by 
the woolgrowers in respect to third-class wools, is undeniably 
true 


I shall not stop to read to the Senate all the statistics, tables of 
importations, percentages of values, and rates per pound, which | 
have gathered after much investigation from the Treasury reports, 
except to say that they bear out absolutely and beyond contradic- 
tion the ment which I have just made in reference t) the 
practice of frauds in the matter of undervaluations ani also \f 
classifications under the McKinley law. I summarize them as 
follows: They show that for five years prior to 1890 the ayeraye 
import value of the bulk of third class wools had been 10).! cvuts 

r pound; that immediately ie eee of the McKinley 

w their importation i enormously, while in 18%) their 
average value dropped to 7.6 cents pound; that foreign prices 
did not fall ae ; that the importation of other wouls 
did not thus increase, their value did not so fall; that upon 
the enactment of the Wilson law, with free wool, the imp rts «f 
third-class wools did not materially increase the first year, and fell 
off heavily the second year; but that their average value inc. 
2 cents per pound. 

That is an im t point to be considered, that upon the re- 
peal of the McKinley law, under free wool the importations 0! 
cheap third-class wools began to fall, while their value !oo1" ') 
ee ere ee ne eatemen that 
frauds were practiced. 

The statistics further show that under free wool the imyjor's 0! 
other wools increased enormously, while their value decor sed. 
Hence we have the proposition that under free wool the vilve 0! 
third-class wools increased 2 cents per pound, while the iy)orl 
tion fell off. On the other hand, the importation of fir! |\~ 
wools increased enormously and their value fell 2 cents por). 1". 
showing conclusively that the ad valorem duties of the Moh: 
Act on wools led to enormous importations a1! (0 
values fraudulent entries and undervaluations. 

Mr. W. - Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montan:))"!! 
to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. MANTLE, Certainly. a 

Mr. WARREN. I take i that by the table from whic) ‘° 
Senator has been ing he desires to show that the reas) "''" 
the fall in third-class was because it had been frandv''": 
entered, and that the reason for its great consumption ws" 
because it was used in the manufacture of carpet, but tha! | 
used in the manufacture of clothing, thereby supplanting fi" |" 
second class wools. Am I right? 
Mr. MANTLE. There can be no doubt of the truth of the 


the duty on wool may subject him. 

Mr. MASON. Anda compensatory duty, besides. 

Mr. MANTLE. And a compensatory duty, asthe Senator from 
Tllinois suggests, of which I shall speak later on. 

So far as the duty on wools cheapening the price of the wools 
of the foreign manufacturer is concerned, I may add that this 
statement is open to serious question. For myself I very much 
doubt its accuracy. It is true that a duty based on wool in its 
unwashed condition creates a demand in the foreign markets for 

ht shrinking wools for the American market, for the purpose 
of avoiding the duty as much as possible; but after all, the price 
of all wool is fixed on the basis of scoured or clean wool. In other 
words, the value of wool depends — its shrinking in cleaning, 
and, generally speaking, this shrinkage regulates its value in all 
the markets of the world. It is not clear, therefore, how the 
foreign manufacturer is greatly benefited over the home manu- 
facturer Kf our laying an import duty upon wool. 

Again, the secretary of the National Wool Manufacturing As- 
sociation says: 

All the restrictions and limitations of the old law upon the importation of 
wool were put there toembarrass and impede the manufacturer in his choice 
of wools. do have that effect, and are thus an additional disadvantage 
under which he labors, and for which he gets no compensatory equivalent. 
Nothing akin or equivalent to them appears anywhere else if any tariff 
schedute. They imply that the whole business of laperting wool is a fraud 
or tainted with fraud. 

Mr. President, it is not true that the restrictions and limita- 
tions of the law were placed there to embarrass the manufacturer. 
They were put there, after full and careful investigation, for the 
purpose of giving the law effect, and for the further purpose of 
preventing, if possible, a repetition of the frauds which experience 
proved had been practiced under former laws. 

These restrictions zre no more embarrassing as to wool than 
they are to numerous other schedules of the tariff bill, which ex- 
perience has rendered necessary to insure an honest compliance 
with the law. 

Neither do these limitations and restrictions ‘“‘ imply that the 
whole business of importing wools is tainted with frand,” any 
more than the innumerable and inexplicable limitations and re- 
strictions which surround the duties on the manufactures of wool 
imply that the business of importing these goods is tainted with 
fraud. No honest importer of wool will draw any such inference 
as indicated by Mr. North, and the opinion of dishonest importers 
need cause no concern. 

I quote him just once more. He says: 

The manufacturers for whom I speak do not appear here to resist the res- 
toration of the wool duty. ‘They affirmatively favor a reasonable duty u 
wool, as they have always done, because they believe in the policy of 
tion, and are willing to make sacrifices in order that the policy may » - 

cs 


om- 


tied to all products that need protection. * * * They havea right 
hat there shall be no return to the extreme and restrictive 
of previous wool schedules, - 


Mr. President, the manufacture?s are not asked to make sacri- 
fices in the interests of the woolgrewers or any other interest. 
They never have made any. What sacrifices have been made in 
respect to wool have been made by the woolgrower, for it is a 
well-known fact that he has never yet received the full protective 
benefit of the duty named in the law. If the woolgrowers get the 
equivalent of the protection given the manufacturers, they will 
be more than satisfied. So far they do not feel that they have 
ever received such equivalent protection. They do not expect to 
receive the same protection granted “‘ the most-favored industry,” 
but they do expect to receive the ‘‘ample protection” promised 
them in the St. Louis platform by the Republican party. 
deny that there have been any ‘‘extreme and restrictive charac- 
teristics in previous wool schedules.” On the contrary, as- 
sert that hitherto the provisions of the wool schedules have 
so lax as to deprive them of the benefit intended to be conferred 
by the spirit of the law. 

FRAUDULENT UNDERYVALUATIONS UNDER LAW OF 1890—AD VALOREM DUTTES. 


Mr. President, I will now, with the indulgence of the Senate, 
endeavor, as briefly as the importance of the subject will permit, 








1897. 





statement made by the Senator from Wyoming. The enormous 
importations of third-class wool under the McKinley law, and 
especially the second year, I think, when about 130,000,000 pounds 
were im , twice as much as ever before imported in one 
year, have never been satisfactorily accounted for. It can not be 
shown that the wool went into the manufacture of carpets, and the 
inference is logical and legitimate that it went into the manufac- 
ture of clothing and of textiles other than carpets. That is the 
ground of the woolgrowers’complaint. The foreign wools thereby 
supplanted the use of American wool. Their low rate of duty, 
their low valuation, all tended to drag down the price of home 
wool, to the injury of the home grower. 

In 1890 the law of 1883 was in force, and the provision relating 
to third-class wools was as follows: ‘* Value 12 cents or less, duty 
24 cents per pound; value over 12 cents per pound, duty 5 cents 

r pound.” 

P There was im in that year 61,626,656 pounds, valued at 10 
cents pound, and 18,307,429 pounds, or 29.70 per cent of all, 
valued at 16 cents per pound, making a total of 79,934,085 pounds, 
at an average value of 11.37 cents per pound. 

In October, 1890, the McKinley law went into effect, the specific 
rates on third-class wools having been changed, on the demand 
of the manufacturers, as stated, to ad valorem rates, as 
follows: ‘* Valued at 13 cents per pound or less, 32 per cent; valued 
at over 13 cents per pound, 5 r cent.” 

In 1891 the law of 1883 was in force a portion of the fiscal year, 
and the law of 1890 the remainder of the year, which serves to 
complicate the averages; but the same general tendency is ap- 
parent after the law of 1890 went into effect. The imports in 
1891 were 78,148,022 pounds at 10 cents per pound, 6,403,112 pounds 
at 17 cents per pound, 4,841 ,471 pounds at 15 cents per pound; total, 
84,392,605 ds, at 10.8 cents per pound average value. 

Under McKinley law the imports of third-class woo! in 1892 
were 83,697,810 pounds, valued at 10 cents per pound, while there 
was only 2,106,212 pounds, or 24 per cent of all, valued at over 13 
, the total being $5,804,022 pounds. This was an 
sin imports; but it will be observed that 
16,201,217 pounds, which had come in at a specific duty of 5 cents 
and a valuation of 16 cents per pound in 1890, came in below the 
13-cent limit in 1892. In 1893, under the stimulus of low ad valorem 
duties, the of third-class wools had reached the enor- 
mous amount of 125,611,283 pounds, the value per pound, however, 
having fallen to 7.6, the duty upon which, reduced to a specific 
rate, would be 2.43 cents per pound. 
ports of third-class wools above 13 cents for the same year 
was only 3,041,337 pounds, or 24 cent of all, at a value of 15 
cents per pound, It is noticeable, however, that while the im- 

of third-class wools increased enormously under the 
cKinley law and their value decreased, there was no such phe- 
nomenal increase in the importations of clothing wools of class |. 
The reason for this is found in the fact that the duty on wools of 
the first class was specific, and there being no incentive for under- 
valuation, the value pound of the imports of first-class wool 
for the years 1891, 1892, and 1893 differed but slightly from that of 


the five oe 
It wae oubt be answered by those who argue for the ad | 
valorem duties 


of the House bill on third-class wools that the 
sudden drop in the import value of these wools in 1892 and 1893 
was due to ageneral fall in price. But an inspection of the market 
at that will not sustain thiscontention. Nosuch fall 
price was indicated in the imports of first-class wools. No 
reasonable explanation can therefore be offered for this sudden 
in the value of third-class wools from an average value of 
10.1 cents in 1890 to 7.6 cents pound in 1893 except fraudulent 
undervaluations, which were induced and made easy under the ad 
valorem duties. 
In a under free wool, the importations of third-class wool 
were 96,661,663 pounds, at a valuation of 9.6 cents pound, being 


2 cents per pound higher than in 1898, although the imports were 
28,949,620 pounds less. In 1896, however, the imports of first- 
class amounted to 117,533,750 pounds, at a valuation of 16 
cents per pound, as a et pounds in 1893, at a value of 
18 cents pound. it rs that while the value of the 

of first-class wool fallen 2 cents pound from 
1893 to 1896, the importations of third-class wools had actuaily 
risen in value 2 cents per in thesame period. The reason is 
plain. In under free wool, there was no incentive to under- 


was there any incentive to undervaluation on 
in 1893, the duty then being specific. 
absolute-certainty of frauds under 
the law of 1890 in the importation 
beyond dispute. 

usive, the total imports of third-class 
poeoe —- ove fan pounds, = an 
OF ee paper’ 602,835 pounds, of an average value 
of 10.1 cents paying 24 cents per pound duty. Durin 

the pa ane imported 105,068,703 pounds of third: 
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class wool, or an annual average of 15,438,399 pounds, at an aver. 
age value of 17 cents per pound, paying 5 cents per pound duty- 
Under the ad valorem duties of the law of 1890 the bulk of this 
higher grade of third-class wool was forced in below the 13-cent 
limit. 

I have made an examination of the importations for the first 
three months of this year, which bear out all I have already said 
upon this important point. ; 

The imports of third-class wools for the three months ending 
March, 1897, were 34,722,543 pounds, valued at 10.4 cents per 
pound, a higher valuation than has obtained any year since 1884, 
thirteen years, on the lower grades of imported third-class wools. 

For the same period of three months the imports of clothing 
wools of class 1 were 58,734,272 pounds, of a value of 15.75 cents 
per pound, being a reduction of one-fourth of a cent per pound 
from the import value of 1895 and 1896 on the same class. 

In these latter figures, therefore, we find additional confirmation 
of the woolgrowers’ contention as to the fraudulent character of 
third-class wool imports under the law of 1890. In the three 
months’ imports just quoted, with free wool and no incentive to 
undervaluation, the value of third-class wool continues to rise, 
and is nearly 3 cents per pound higher than it was in 1893, while 
the import value of first-class wools has steadily fallen. Thecon 
clusion is inevitable that the law of 1890 led to immediate and 
wholesale frauds in the importation of third-class wools and 
ought, under no circumstances, to be incorporated in the law now 
under consideration. 

OBJECTIONS TO AD VALOREM DUTIES 

Another conclusive objection to ad valorem duties is that their 
tendency is to destroy the essential principle of the protective pol 
icy; that is to say, they fail to afford protection when protection 
is most needed. For example, under an ad valorem duty on wool, 
the lower the foreign price the lower will be the duty and the less 
protection will be afforded; while, on the other hand, the higher 
the foreign price the higher will be the duty and the higher will 
be the protective benefit at a time when protection is needed the 
least. 

To illustrate further: In 1895 there was imported 26,098,418 
sounds of China wool, at a valuation of 5.15 cents per pound. 

nder the House provision this would have been dutiable at 32 
per cent ad valorem, which, reduced to specific rates, would be 
1.64 cents per pound—a rate so ridiculously low as to afford neither 
protection nor revenue. Yet, if the House ad valorem rates are 
retained, we shall see millions of pounds of wool, much of it 
available for clothing purposes, coming in at just such rates of 
duty. 

In this connection, when we reflect upon the light shrinkage of 
these wools, we see at once that the duty of 1.64 would be practi 
cally cut in two again, so that it would only be one-half of that in 
comparison with the shrinkage of American wool. 

While upon the subject of importations of China wools, I wish 
to state that the imports of these wools are increasing year by 
year. In 1870 there were but 9,106 pounds; in 1895 there were 
26,089,418. They are among the very cheapest wools that come 
to this country, although the bulk of the imported cheap wools 
come from countries where labor is of the cheapest and most de- 
graded character. And while upon the subject of cheap labor | 
am reminded that we exclude the Chinese because they work so 
cheaply that their labor undermines the labor interests of this 
country. In this connection, therefore, it is a pertinent inquiry 
whether or not the importation of cheap Chinese and other wool 
produced by like cheap labor, and which comes into competition 
with American-grown wool, at rates of duty which afford no pro 
tection whatever, is not quite as hurtful to the American wool- 
grower as Chinese cheap labor was to the industrial wage earners 
of the country? 





Nore.—Prior to 1869 there were no imports of China wools. Since thenim 
rts have gradually increased, as indicated by specified fiscal years, as fol 
ows: 
Import 
Year. Quantity. Value price per 
pound 
Pounds Cente. 
ea ot ie eoou 0, 016 $1,312 10, 45 
et a a 66, 751 0, 188 13. 76 
i ipeiitheapemenndanenscencqen ss 8, 587, 57% B14, 204 9.48 
hihi bdidaniebetnednete oc 20,753,803 | 1,812,250 8. 74 
ih sionnascschueccocoys 10, 186, 264 818, 157 8. Os 
Te es emanwoe 26,080,418 | 1,600,414 5.15 
Note the steady decrease in the value year by year 
Nore.—The Wool and Cotton Reporter of June 15, 1893, page 754, sald 
“When the McKinley bill was under discussion, the evidence was that only 
a small fraction of carpet wools was used for clothing purp 5, mainly for 
blankets, and this evidence was undoubtedly correct. Since then fashion and 
excessive competition in the goods market have made it possible to utilize 


these wools in the manufacture of clothing. A tariff that 


mprehends pro- 


tection of domestic wool should take cognizance of these facts. 
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Tomy mind, the importation of cheap goods, produced by ill- 
paid «nd degraded labor, which come into competition with like 
products of our own country, without the payment of adequate 
protective rates, is, if possible, more harmful than the importa- 
tion of the cheap laborer himself. If the laborer comes, he must 
at least live, and must help to consume some of the surplus prod- 
ucts of our farms and factories. Not only this, but he becomes 
amenable to our laws. If he acquires property, he must pay taxes 
upon it, and thus contribute to the support of our Government. 
If he engages in business among us, he must pay. for the privilege 
of doing so, and under these conditions there is at least some slight 
hope that by contact with an enlightened and progressive people, 
living in an atmosphere of liberty and enjoying the blessings of 
a free Government, he may possibly gather inspiration from his 
surroundings and in time become a useful citizen. 

But when this cheap labor comes in the form of a box of mer- 
chandise or a bale of wool, without payment of an adequate pro- 
tective duty, it monopolizes our markets, injuresour producers, 
degrades our labor, and takes employment from our own citizens 
without any just compensatory advantage. If the laborer him- 
self comes, he may perhaps be induced to cooperate with our own 
laborers for the protection of labor interests; he can be talked to 
and reasoned with; but the American wage earner can not argue 
with a box of cheap foreign merchandise; neither can the Ameri- 
can farmer argue with a Bale of cheap Chinese wool. 

Still another reason given by the manufacturers in favor of low 
ad valorem duties on third-class wools is that they do not compete 
with domestic wools; that we do not and can not produce coarse 
wools of a similar character in this country, and that therefore 
a protective duty is not necessary, and would be of no benefit to 
the American woolgrower. 

As a matter of fact, I may state, and it so appears in the tariff 
hearings before the Committee on Ways and Means, these coarse 
wools are even now grown in fifteen States of the Union. 

Judge Lawrence, president of the National Wool Growers’ Asso- 
ciation, who speaks with great authority as a result of knowledge 

ained by years of study of the wool question, says that “at 
east one-eighth of every fleece of the mutton breeds of sheep is 
coarse third-class wool. A portion something less of many fleeces 
even of Merino sheep is of the same class. A portion of every 
fleece of sheep, the crosses of Merino and mutton breeds, and of 
crosses of common coarse-wool sheep, is also of the same class.” 

This means that of every flock of 800 of this class of sheep, 100 
are producing coarse woolssuitable for ae and coarse clothing. 

Just what proportion of these cheap third-class wools go into 
the manufacture of clothing is, of course, difficult to determine, 
Manufacturers themselves will not tell, and wool merchants and 
dealers, as a rule, are loath to furnish information, for fear of in- 
curring the ill will of their customers. Then, again, different 
mills are engaged in the manufacture of different kinds of goods. 
Many of them have pee lines requiring special kinds and 
grades of wool. It is therefore fair to assume that the manufac- 
turers themselves, in —_ instances, can not tell just what char- 
acter of wool is being used in other mills, Mr. Theodore Justice, 


CARPET WOOLS. 
[From the Boston American Wool and Cotton Reporter of March 18, 1897.] 





Concerning the duties on carpet wools, the following is an extract from a 
recent letter to us by President Jesse M. Smith, of the Utah Wool Growers’ 
Association, whose late visit in New England won him very kindly opinions 
from merchants and manufacturers: 


Layton, UTAH, March 4, 1897. 
Epiror or Woo. AND Corron REPORTER: 


* * * There seems to be some doubt as to what rate the manufacturers 
really advocated, but if it is a 6 or 7 cent rate, that somany talked of when I 
was down there, they might as well save their breath for other game. Iwas 
given some credit for being a reasonable man by y of them, but a wool- 

wer would be lost to reason if he would submit to such low rates. Ido 
ope that the manufacturers will support us on reasonable grounds and not 
try to engender more strife between them and the grower. If the Western 
woolgrowers can not get what reason and common sense would give them 
under the promise of the St. Louis platform, we will be obliged to ask our 
Senators to vote against any tariff of any kind; and while it will not take as 
much to satisfy the wer of the West as it wil! the grower of the East, I do 
not believe it would be altogether right to follow strictly the idea * let every 
man take care of himself.” 

If the grower east of the Mississippi needs a farm value of 20 cents to make 
his business profitable, he should have a rate that would give him the price, 
and I believe a single duty of 11 or 12 cents on the grade of wool in we arenes 
would do it—that is, upon merino and combing wools. Carpets wools should 
pay nothing short of 7 cents, and I would be shoulder to shoulder with those 
who asked for 8cents. This is not a high rateupon wool. The claim that we 
raise no carpet wool is not entitled to as much consideration asin the . 
Wool circularsare now quoting carpet wools as grown in nearly all the West- 
ern pene at least fifteen of them, at an average price of about 7} cents, 
which would yieid to the grower from 4 to5 one, according to closeness to 
market. It is the first year I have noticed sach and have at- 
tributed it to le breeding coarse wool rams for mutton since wool be- 
came profitable. e manufacturers must understand that they can not 
dictate the whole of the coming tariff bill. The 


‘ woolgrowers are as much in- 
terested in the peaseaes. the measure as they, and pro to get u 
a plane that will be re ble and just to all concerned, and any opposi 
to this wili ve defeated. 
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the Philadelphia wool merchant, estimates that from 15 to 
cent are so used. 

Another prominent wool merchant, John Consalus, of ‘Tyoy 
N. Y., estimates that 40 per cent are so used. Others equally 
well informed maintain that as much as 50 per cent go ints ¢)\> 
manufacture of cheap clothing, blankets, linings, window ¢),- 
tains, and backings for cloths of various kinds. It is cert, jy 
that immense quantities of carpet wools have been import.) 
which never went into the manufacture of carpets. 

For my own part, after considerable inquiry, I am convince, 
that a much larger and constantly increasing proportion than js 
generally supposed finds its way into the manufacture of textile 
fabrics other than carpets. 

During the three years that the McKinley law wasin force there 
was imported 254,138,204 pounds of third-class wool, at an ayer- 
age value of 8} cents per pound. Assuming that only 25 per cont 
is used for other than carpet pu , it would reach the enor- 
mous quantity of 63,534,501 pounds, which, on account of its very 
light shrinkage, would equal at least 127,079,002 pounds of Amer- 
ican merino, thus displacing that amount of the domestic product, 

There is manifestly but one way to remedy this wrong, and 
that is to increase the duty on these wools to a protective point. 
If this is done, it will stimulate their production in those States 
98 Territories where the conditions are peculiarly adapted to 
them. 

Asa result of my investigation of the subject of the duties on 
third-class wools, I arrive at the following conclusions: 

First. That because of their cheapness, changing fashions, and 
improved methods in- manufacturing, a very large percentage of 
the importations find their way into the manufacture of clothing 
and other textile fabrics aside from carpets, thereby lowering 
the price and supplanting the use of American-grown wools. 

Second. That as these wools may come in washed and scoured 
under the Senate amendment without additional duty, and there 
being therefore little or no shrinkage, 1 pound of this wool as 
imported will take the place of from 2 to3 pounds of domestic 
wool, so that the ee duty of 4 cents on wools of a value of 
10 cents or less would not actually amount to more than | to 2 
cents per pound on the basis of unwashed wool. 

Third. That the Senate amendment reducing the dividing line 
from 13 to 10 cents is no concession, as the market value of these 
wools has fallen fully 3 cents since the law of 1890 was enacted. 
Further than this, 98 per cent of all: these wools imported in 
aaa and 1894 came in at an average value of 8} cents per 

und, 

Fourth. That the low ad valorem duties of the law of 189) 
en this class of wools (which are exactly reproduced in the 

ouse bill) stimulated their im tion and use, and led to 
fraudulent undervaluations and classifications. 


Norsg.—The wool-tariff act of 1867 provided duties as follows: 

On e wools, unwashed, value 32 cents per or less, 10 cents per 
pound and 1 cent ad valorem; value ex 82 cents per pound, 12 
cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem; washed, double duty. 

On com value 32 cents or less Ee pound, 10 cents per pound and 
ll per cent ad v: ; value exceeding 
pound and 10 per cent ad valorem. — 

On carpet wools, value 12 cents per pound or less, 3 cents per pound; value 
over 12 cents per pound, 6 cents per pound. 

On all ¢ scoured, tre uty. 

Chothcigs weal vated le conba pee seoaed oy temp, 19 conte A; val 

oO w value 30 cen r or less, 10 cen r pound; value 
over 30 cents, 12 cents per poumts § wool, double dey. 3 

Com wool, value 30 cents per pound or less, 10 cents per pound; value 
over 30 cents per pound, 12 cents per pound. : 

: t “ 7 —- a or less, 2} cents per pound: value 
over 12 cents per pound, 5 cents per pound. 
All classes scoured, treble d 


; uty. 
The Suleeai baie ar craeie tk Eennieh at 100 wreak dellows: : 
On class 1 wools.—Merino, etc., unwashed, 11 cents per pound; merino 
washed, double duty; me: scoured, treble duty. 
On class 2 wools.—Down and other long wools, washed or unwashed, |” 


cents per pound; scoured, treble duty. 

‘On vase wools.—Native coarse <4 if of the value of 15 cents or less 
per pages 32 per cent ad valorem; if value exceed 13 cents, duty 5) per 
cen orem. 

The McKinley bill as reported to the House of Representatives 
April 1 after di wools and other animal fibers in three classes, 

as fo! : 
at ‘Ths Gaty upon all Wools aad bale Of the Seat cletis Shall be 1! cents per 
pound, and upon all wools or hair of the second class shall be 12 cents })T 


nd. 
POS. Wools of the third class the value whereof shall be 12 cents or less 


, the duty shall be 3} cents pound. 
PP Wonks of the third ame the talus whereof shall exceed 12 cents per 


20 per 





cents per pound, 12 cents per 


pound, the d ge bedan gag) ogy 
In the tariff to October 3, 1888, page 141, by Sena- 
tor Allison, as asu te for the House ** Mills bill,” the duty 01 third-class 


wools was placed at 2} cents for wools of the value of 12 cenis or less, and " 


| 
| 


McKinley bill 7 finally passed 

facturers, and that after a prior conference of ilsteets and wool 
manu 00 
manufacturers, including carpet oe peat agreed upon specifis 











1897. 

Pifth. That we have ample territory in which much of this 
wool can be and will be grown under the stimulus and encourage- 
ment of specific protective rates of duty. 

Sixth. That as compared with clothing, carpets may fairly be 
considered a luxury; therefore to the extent that these wools are 
actually used in the manufacture of carpets, the reasons for ade- 
quate and specific duties are quite as forcible as upon any other 
‘lass. 
one That if ad valorem rates are to be insisted upon for 
these wools, then none but ad valorem duties should be laid upon 
manufacturers of carpets. Bo 

Eighth. That there should be no dividing line of value in the 
duties, as all experience heretofore proves conclusively that the 

cut bulk of the importations will come in below the dividing 
ine at the lower rate of duty. 


“THE SKIRTING CLAUSE.” 


Mr. President, I now come to the consideration of a clause in 
the McKinley law which has been retained inthe measure before 
us, and which has produced more antagonism upon the part of 
the woolgrowers than any other, and perhaps has done them more 
injury, and that is what is known as the ‘skirting clause.” I 
dislike to detain the Senate at great length, but it is a matter of 
go much consequence that I have felt that it was my duty to go 
into this question somewhat technically, to the end that all may 
have a correct understanding of what skirting means and what 
its result is upon the American woolgrower. 

Under the provision in the law of 1890 known as the ‘“‘skirting 
clause” it is asserted wools were freely imported in what was 
practically a ‘‘sorted” condition, without the payment of any 
additional duty, thus taking from the home woolgrower a large 
proportion of the protection nominally given him by the law. 

In considering the woolgrower's objection in this particular, it 
must be kept in mind that when the wool classifications were 
made and the duties adjusted account was taken of the conditions 
which surrounded the woolgrowing industry in this country, as 
well as the character of the competition which it had to encounter. 
Thus, when the duty of 124 cents was laid on merino wool in 
1895-97 and 10 cents in 1883, it was done with the full knowledge 
that the av e shrinkage of American wool of this class was 66} 

r cent, and the purpose and intent of the law was that the Amer- 
ican woolgrower should receive this amount of protection on this 
class of wools. The evils of which the woolgrower now complains 
are the result somewhat of changed conditions in the character of 
foreign competition, but more directly of a constant and success- 
ful effort upon the part of importers to evade and defeat the true 
intention of the law. 

The practice of “skirting” imported wools was not extensively 
ca on, or at least did not excite much comment or discussion 
in the tariff debates, prior to 1888 and 1890. By that time, how- 
ever, it had develo to such an extent as to arouse and alarm 
the woolgrowers, who discovered that this method of improving 
the quality of imported wools, by rejecting the heavier and infe- 
rior portions and importing only the lighter and finer parts of the 
fleece, had the effect of defrauding them of a large share of the 
deen intended to begiventhem by thelaw. They there- 
ore went before the House and Senate committees and secured 
the adoption, in the law of 1890, of a provision imposing a double 
duty on woo!s which should be roe in any other than their 





original condition, or which, in the e of the law, should be 
c in character by ‘‘sorting,” or by the rejection of any part 
of the original fleece. 

But, unfortunately, after the woolgrowers had secured the ac- 
ceptance of this just and reasonable clause, some one else came 
along and the adoption of a proviso as follows: 

That skirted wools as now imported are hereby excepted. 

Of course the proviso absolutely nullified the intended effect of 
the provision for doubling the duty. Skirted wools continued to 
come in under the McKinley law without any penalty, and the 
pe of cheating the woolgrower out of his protection for the 

nefit of the manufacturer, whose compensation was based upon 
the pelive benefit which the woolgrower was supposed to and 
eo to have received, but did not, was continued. 

e saine misleading and deceptive provision is contained in the 
pending tariff bill, both in the Senate and House reports. The 
provision for doubling the duty on skirted and sorted wools re- 
mains in the identical of the McKinley law, but accom- 
panying it is the proviso, * That skirted wools as imported in 1890 
and ar thereto are hereby excepted.” 

Mr. . for the woolgrowers have been pleading 
that this injustice to should be corrected. They have peti- 
tioned over and over again, asking that this proviso be 
stricken out, so that they may stand upon fair and equal terms 
with the and Bonedily secure in practice the pro- 
tection them in the law. ey assert that the law as it 
stood in 1890, and as it is now d to reenact it, is upon its 
face a “legislative lie;” that it holds out to them a pledge of pro- 
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tective benefits which has not and under the proposed terms never 
can be realized; that it is ‘‘a fraud, a delusion, and a snare,” 
thrust upon them in spite of their earnest protest, against their 
wishes, and without their consent, and that, too, at the instance 
and demand and in the interest of an industry which has received 
more protection than any other in the land. They are growing 
tired of the constant effort of wool manufacturers to make it appear 
to the country that the high rates of duty accorded the manufac 
turing industry are a result of unusual and exorbitant duties in 
favor of the woolgrowers. 

The woolgrower asks that whatever protective duty is laid on 
wool shall beso laid that he will get it. He protests against being 
nominally given 11 cents in the law and then being made the victim 
of provisos and loopholes for fraud and evasion, so that in actual 
practice in the States of Michigan, Indiana, and in Ohio he gets 
but 5or6cents per pound instead of 11, and in Montana but 8 or 4. 
Whatever the duty is to be, he asks that it be placed in such a 
manner that he will in fact receive it, and so that he will not here- 
after be held accountable for a rate of protective benefit which 
loses more than 50 percent in the process of being filtered through 
the hands of others before it reaches him. 

An examination of the testimony before the Ways and Means 
Committee of the House upon this branch of the wool question 
shows that the manufacturers have striven hard to make it appear 
that the practice of skirting imported wools does not materially 
reduce their shrinkage or increase their value; and in order toprove 
their contention they have prepared a large number of tables re- 
lating to prices and shrinkages of imported Australian merino 
wools, which are to be found in the testimony of the treasurer of 
the Arlington Worsted Mills, on pages 1593 to 1596 of Tariff Hear- 
ings. Of these tables I may say that to me they appear to be 
largely irrelevant and misleading, being based upon ‘‘ estimates” 
and assumptions rather than on conditions in actual practice. The 
deductions drawn from them, however, by the manufacturers are 
that the process of skirting reduces the shrinking of a skirted 
fleece from five-tenths of 1 per cent to 3.8 per cent, or an average 
of only 24 per cent, and that it enhances the value of a skirted 
fleece only 5 per cent. 

Of course it must be borne in mind that *‘ skirted” wools as 
imported under free wool, with no incentive to reduce the shrink- 
age for the purpose of evading the duty, and “ skirted” wools as 
imported under a protective tariff are two entirely different propo- 
sitions. 

Referring to these tables, which are very complete and elabo- 
rate, I wish to say, with all due respect, that the results stated 
are absurd and preposterous upon their face. They mean in effect, 
if I understand them correctly, that on an Australian merino 
fleece, such as is imported to this country under a protective tariff, 
weighing say 8 pounds, less than 4 ounces would be removed in 
the process of ‘‘ skirting,” while its whole value would be increased 
only 7 





7 or 8 cents. 

Mr. President, I venture to assert that there is not a boy 10 
years of age herding sheep in this country who does not know 
that to skirt a fleece—that is, to remove the stained, coarse, and 
matted portions from the belly, legs, neck, and hips—would neces- 
sitate the rejection of at least 20 per cent of the fleece, and fre- 
quently much more. This would amount on a fleece weighing 8 
pounds to from 2 to 3 pounds, as the rejections or skirtings are by 
far the heaviest portions of the fleece. In per cent it would 
amount to at least 37}. 

In this connection, I desire to state that a controversy arose some 
time ago between a gentleman widely known as a woolgrower in 
the country and a wool merchant, as to what per cent or what por- 
tion of the fleece would be removed in the process of skirting. 
So the woolgrower sent to Michigan and had sent to him a fleece 
just as it was sheared from the sheep, and brought it to Phila- 
delphia, and there he met the wool inerchant. He spread the 


fleece out, and he said, ‘‘ Now, how sha}! I skirt this fleece?” The 
wool merchant said, ‘‘ Skirt it according to your idea.” And he 
did, and they agreed that 10 per cent had been removed. But 


the wool merchant said, ‘‘ My dear sir, that will never pass as a 
skirted fleece: you must remove a great deal more than that.” 
And before they had gotten that fleece into the condition of a 
‘‘ skirted ” fleece, according to suggestions of the wool merchant, 
40 per cent of the fleece had been removed. I cite this as illus- 
trating the process and method of skirting. 

On page 27 of the Special Consular Report on Australian Sheep 
and Wool, issued in 1892, will be found a very complete and accu- 
rate description of the manner in which the “ skirting ” and ‘‘ sort- 
ing’ of wool for the American market was carried on in that 
country. 

It is a complete answer to the extraordinary statement of the 
manufacturers to which I have just referred. The report was 
written by the American consul-general, Hon. George H. Wallace, 
himself a practical woolgrower, and who had made a very com- 
plete and careful investigation of the subject while on the ground. 
Among a number of examples given in this report, I select one 





at 


"chy ee TNS 


epee 


3 Rs 


thn III peas STO NA HC RNS 


an 


EMRE S Hint NE ATA NEN Me 


— 


RP sad center Ae eet os ee 


% ede Goad oe a bs a 


Tif hee 


2 Ma pr soe erg 


7 ee 


Pie eg d oS ak) Pe 


fs 


ees 


Mure 


i? 
x 

< 

tg 

ic 

r 





1482 


which is to be found on page 27, and which deals with the entire 
clip taken from 30,313 sheep at a single station or ranch. 

t shows that the ‘wool is divided into 110 sorts;” that is, a 
fleece is so divided, according to the Australian custom, in prepar- 
ing the wool for the American market, that 47.41 per cent was 
what is known as “first combing ”—that is to say, the choice por- 
tions of the fleece—and the remaining 52.59 per cent was what is 
known as ‘‘rejections,” so far as the Uni States market was 
concerned; that 22.27 per cent were “stained pieces,” “bellies,” 
and locks, which were sent to be scoured, not shipped, while 32.26 

r cent were ‘second combing,” ‘‘ clothing,” ‘‘dingy,” ‘‘ broken 

leece,” etc., which were not shipped to this country, but which 
found their way to some other market. Thus, according to Mr. 
Wallace, the American consul-general, instead of from 4} to 15 
per cent of ‘‘rejections,” as estimated by the manufacturers in 
the tables referred to, there was 52.59 per cent, so far as importa- 
tions to the United States were concerned. 

Accepting Mr. Wallace's report of the method of skirting and 
sorting as being correct, we find that more than 50 per cent of the 
imported fleece is removed by the “skirting” process, instead of 
24 per cent, as claimed by the manufacturers, and that the value 
of the skirted fleece is increased at least 35 per cent by the oper- 
ation instead of 5 per cent, as alleged in the papers to which I 
have referred. 

I have prepared a statement bearing upon this particular point 
and carrying out the matter in detail, which I will not stop to 
read, as it is rather technical, an‘ which I ask leave to print with 
my remarks. The table is as follows. 

Allowing 66} per cent as the shrinkage of the whole Australian 
merino fleece, we shall have 33} per cent of scoured wool, and 
accepting the manufacturer's estimate of 50 per cent shrinkage 
(which is generally conceded to be about the average shrinkage 
on imported Australian skirted merino wools, although much of 
it shrinks less), we get the following results as to shrinkage: 


Pounds. 
47.41 pum of “ first combings,” shrinking 50 per cent, yield of scoured iv 





Which is equal to 100 pounds of wool in the grease, shrinking 
66% per cent. 

Accepting the manufacturers’ assumption that the rejections 
sell for one-half of the price of the skirted wool, and taking 20 
cents as the price of the skirted fleece, and making the calculation 
_— same basis as before, we get the following results as to 

ue: 


47.41 pounds of “ first combings,”’ at 20 cents............ secdadeeibesbiteas ts eters $9. 48 
62.59 pounds of “rejections,”’ at 10 cents. ....................2..---0.-----. 5 


Total value of 100 pounds equals...... ...............-.02-+.--- 2s ~~ 14.74 


Thus showing that the process of skirting had increased the 
value of the skirted portion the difference between 14.74 cents per 
ponnd, the average value of the whole fleece, and 20 cents per 
pound, the value of the skirted portion, or 35.68 per cent, instead 
of 5 per cent, as claimed. 

In order to show in just what manner this skirting injures the 
American woolgrower, we will now follow this skirted fleece 
from Australia tothe United States. Thereport I have just quoted 
shows that 100 pounds of greasy Australian merino wool has been 
reduced by on sorting 52. ow cent, thus leaving but 
47.41 pounds to be imported to the United States. Ata rate of 11 
cents per pound, as an in the House bill, this 47.41 pounds 
of skirted wool would pay $5.21} duty. 8 
at 50 per cent, there would be left 23.71 — scoured 

n which had been paid a duty of but 22cents per pound, while 

e theory and language of the law is that spousal wade shall pay 
a duty of 33 cents per — 

This shows very conclusively how the duty upon wool is avoided, 
and how one-third of the duty was evaded through the process of 
skirting and sorting these light, shrinking Australian wools. 

Here, then, we plainly see that by importing his wool skirted 
the American manufacturer or importer has saved just one-third 
of the duty which he would have to pay if he imported it in its 
If. as alleged, there is some er in Australian fine merino 

uired for the manufacture of extra fine cloths, which are worn 
p Poss Beco rich, then this character of wool is in effect a luxury 
and should pay a a 

The distinguished r from Rhode Island in his opening 
address the other day, when touching upon the very point to 
which I have alluded, that these very light fine Aus- 
tralian wools were of such a superior quality that they were 
eavential to the American manufacturer for the production of cer- 
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tain very fine goods. We used to hear the argument a g0)) y,),) 
ago, not, however, from ublican sources, that these ; oo 
wools were absolutely essential to manufacturers in this «.,,,, 
because they were coarse and long and because they ).........) 
some other peculiar qualifications—that they were esse);\,) , 
mix with American wools. ve 

Isay that argument did not come from the Republicay .),), 
Now, however, it is intimated that these wools are necess.\)\ },.. 
cause they are soft and fine and are required in the manufa‘t, 
of very fine clothing. I simply desire in this connection {., ;..\;. 
— what og a eee said, a ae are such they becom: 

uxuries, and they ought ndingly to pay a higher rate.) 
duty. In any event, whatever i duty may be under the law. the 
manufacturer will be compensated by a multiple of the dut\ 
unwashed wool, whatever it may be. 

The average shrinkage of American merino, at a low est jy), 9;. 
is 6} per cent, although far Western and Texas wools wil! <));):)); 
more. It is, therefore, self-evident from the foregoing tha; \; 
our heavy shrinking wools are thus brought into competition wi;), 
imported skirted wools that shrink only 50 per cent and less, 4),4 
which pay only the single unwashed duty of 11 cents per jojyd, 
the protective benefit to the American woolgrower is reduc! jy: 
one-third, and is only 74 cents instead of 11, a loss to him of 2.24; 
cents per pound, And for every per cent of shrinkage below 5) 
per cent there is a corresponding tective loss of a little over 
one-eighth of a cent, very many of these imported wools shrink. 
ing less than 50 per cent. 

Then, again, the process of skirting in effect ‘‘sorts” the wool 
recvd ae ao and ee fleece, cory saving the 

r which wo n ‘or purpose, and still further 
increasing its value; ond a eee elements together combine to 
reduce the actual benefit to the home producer. 

Mr. President, I here wish to include in my remarks ex:erpts 
from statements made by anumber of gentlemen, wool merc}iaits 
and others, who are familiar iar with subject of skirted wools, 
among them Mr. W. B. Thornton, wool merchant, of Chicago, 
who is very pronounced in his demands for an increased duty on 
skirted wools, and who supports his demand with strong argu- 
ments; also John Consalus, a wool merchant of Troy, N. Y.: also 
Hon. John T. Rich, formerly governor of Michigan, a practical 
woolgrower himself. Governor Rich wasa member of the commis- 
sion ted in 1890 to examine and establish standard s:111))\es 
of wool for the use of the custom-house officials, and is therefore 
the best of authority upon the subject. 

I also wish to include a diagram which I have taken froin the 
consular reports of 1892, and which was for Hon. George 
H. Wallace, consul-general to Melbourne, Australia, by one of the 
most expert wool sorters in that country, a member of one of the 
largest wool firms in Australia.. It fully the process of 
“skirting ” as practiced in that country, and throws a clear light 
upon this whole question. As bearing directly upon the question 
of what percentage of Australian wools constitute ‘*rejectivns.” 
I have from the Australasian of 8, 1897, which con- 
tains full reports of wool sales, a few quotations, showing the 
respective number of bales containing the different parts 0! the 
fleece. These quotations confirm Mr, Wallace's report in respect 
to a of rejections. I ask leave to print them with my 


ire 


upon 


the 
remar’ 


Hon. Newson W. ALDRICH, Chairman Senate Finance Committec: 
Srr: I have read speech in explanation and defense of the tariff !)ill 
Sonate Finance 


as amended by the , and while willing to concede 
that to the public that and defense may seem fair and 
reasonable, Siace Wie Ries becntys yenetinney aoqusinted with the work 
wares Sak Somenee Saree the intricacies of your propose rates 
uty, your will be regarded as : 
me to one or two features of the Australian skirted 
fleece, according to the a , shrinks only 50 per 
Cea Se See. Tee een Seer pounds of it for one pound of 
goods—50 per lost in scouring and cent of the scoured lost in man 
ufacturing. Mr. Aldrich, I know this is and so do you 
OD ph ae of worth not less than one 
dollar, 91 cents. The wool that makes this of s pays, on the un 
wasted Cates £2 coats pee Ses See te eae. @ decline in foreign 
ue 


Ss Sf cents, Bow ments will our wool get? 
in ols, your seems tobe to make the term © car)' 
of wool required by the man- 


free-trade rates, t! 
pe lg him to become ‘independent of the home product. ‘>: 
the proposed 8 cents will give the American w' 
, 4 ‘te has ever cored under any former 


; that is, your 8 cents is better than the 11 cents of the law «{ ), oF 
Soles teaita the law of °67, when foreign wool was much higher in 
ice now, and conseq' less protection required e ou argue 
that the lower the foreign more protection we So if the for- 
eign eatee or how eee ee Re ae cents duty, it can 
be imported, take possession of our market us out, we still have 


.— scheme is in » interest of the manufacturing trust ani <4 
. : DAV'S COSSITT. 











Percentage of 


—————EEeeerereree tt tt:t=“‘=s™SC:S*sésS 
bales of rejee- 


Number 








Shipment. : Description. | tions to bales 
of bales. of skirted 
| wools. 
; i 49 | Skirted __..__| 
Shipment 33 jeces ___. a) “st 
; 2 ee 5 ee 
pment No, 2......------------ ------ 48 | Skirted —..... 
Su 76 | Pieces ..... ? 
18 | Bellies-....... 40. 87 
; N —— a 4 
j Es Cidakietdeparceserencene 0) | Skirted ...... 
 aeasii 64 | Pieces ? 
21 | Bellies. >’ 43. 96 
17 Locks ee 5 
8 4 | Skirte } 
saad &@ | Pieces ....... 2 40.50 
12 i aticthinchiin 5 = 
Shipment No. 5........---------------- 13? | Skirted 
91 | Pieces ......../2 47.99 
33°) Locks .. -1§ - 








Tt must be borne in mind that the bales of “‘ rejections” weigh | 


niuch more than the bales of skirted wool, as they are made up of 
the heaviest part of the fleece; hence the percentage by weight is 
higher than by bales. 

I wish to state that these tables ~yhich I have prepared, taken 
from this late number of that journal, completely bear out the 
statement made by Consul-General Wallace, which I have hereto- 
fore referred to. They show the percentage of the bales of ‘‘ re- 
jections "—that is, of the inferior portions of the fleece—in the 
whole number of bales. 


SORTING. 


Mr. President, the practice of importing these wools in what is 
really a “‘sorted” condition is a matter that should appeal with | 
peculiar force to the Republican members of this body, becanse it | 


Nore.—Skirting as practiced to evade the duty consists in cutting out of the | 
center of the fleece the choicest, test, most valuable part, equal to about | 
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|; pounds for sorting Australian fleece 


| seen a laborer and boy, whose combined pay was $2.08 per day 
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is alleged, and I believe with truth, that this practice deprives 
thousands of American wool sorters of employment. 

The evil would not be so glaring if the Government received 
any compensatory advantage in the way of increased revenue. 
But I have shown that it doesnot. I haveshown that “ skirting’ 
and *‘ sorting” are largely synonymous terms, and that both prac- 
tices. as carried on, are evasions of the law, and result in defrand- 
ing the Government of revenue, cheating the woolgrower out of 
his legitimate protection, and depriving American labor of em- 
ployment which rightfully belongs to it. Upon the subject of 
sorting there was much interesting testimony before the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. It was shown that 71,627,131 pounds of 
wool were imported from Australia alone last year, the sorting 
and scouring of which would distribute among our own working 
people $716,271. If all imported wools were sorted and scoured 
here, it would mean the distribution of miilions of dollars among 
American workingmen which are now paid toforeigners. There- 
fore our policy should be to so frame the law as to induce the 
importation of wools in their unimproved condition. 

Among others, a Philadelphia wool sorter—a workingman— 
appeared before the committee, and this is what he said: 

How does this skirted wool affect the workingman who is a wool sorter? 
In this wise: Before skirted Australian was known I was paid $1 per hundred 
I have known men refuse and leavea 
shop rather than sort it for 9 cents, and yet in tiiis same wool room I have 


put down to 
the wool washer from five to seven thousand pounds of this skirted wool in 
aday. This same wool is used by many manufacturers as assorted wool. It 
takes the place of sorted wool. Theretore, if the manufacturers want their 
wool sorted in Australia, [ think in justice to the wool sorters, who are far 
more numerous than manufacturers and dealers combined, that they ought 
to be willing to pay for it in the shape of extra duty on skirted Australian 
Senate Document No. 17, December. 1806, pages 4), 42, 20, 155 


Mr. President, I think I have fully shown that the practice of 
permitting imported wools to come in “ skirted ” without the pay- 
ment of adequate increased duties is exceedingly detrimental, 
looked at from the protective as well as the revenue-producing 


| 


| 
| 
| ’ 
i 





to Melbourne, in his special consular report to the State Department on 
Australasian sheep and wool, Angust 5, 1802, gives a diagram of the Austral- 


one-half the fleece. Hon. George Wallace, United States consul-general ! asia fleece showing the extent of the skirting, as follows: 
An Australian sorted fleece. 
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¢ First pieces (necks and skirts. H¥leece. 
d@ Stained pieces. 
And he says, 24: ! of the fleece; so the skirting, which originally consisted in removing only the 
The in determining the value per pound of a fleece of wool | stained portions, was enlarged and a portion was removed from the legs and 
eae ot or loss it will sustain in being and it was | a strip around the whole outside of the fleece, which was called * pieces. 
part of loss was sustained from the or rim = was alsoanother reason for this increased skirting in the trefoil bur, 
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standpoint, and that the complaint of the woolgrower that it de- | wools. This is an admission that the skirting process does enhancg 
frauds and robs him of his protection is a just complaint, and | the value, but a 1 cent per potind penalty is utterly inade yuato {5 
entitled to our earnest consideration. equalize the difference. 

The argument of the manufacturers and importers touching Mr. Justice makes a much larger allowance for rejections thay 
this matter is founded largely upon estimates and figures of their | the manufacturers, but he falls into the same error of computing 
own selection, made to suit the occasion, and not upon actual con- | the shrinkage of the rejections on the basis of the shrinkaye o; ¢),, 
ditions as they exist in practice. But if the contention of the | whole fleece, whereas, in fact, under a tariff, it is very much p76 
manufacturers that skirting does not increase the value of the | Then, again, his allowance of one-fifth in weight for skirting is to, 
imported fleece is correct, then it is pertinent to inquire, Why do | little, as practical woolgrowers all know, and as the Australian 
they so strenuously oppose an additional duty on skirted wools? | statistics prove. Another common error in the computations of 
If skirting is not an aicvesans to them, why do they antagonize | those who oppose an additional duty on skirted wools is that they 
the woolgrower and deprive American labor of employment by | all insist upon taking into the calculation the percentage of shrink. 
insisting upon the proviso that skirted wools shall not be subject | age and value of the rejections. I maintain, however, that this has 
to an additional duty? Mr. Theodore Justice concedes that skirt- | nothing to do with the question, so far as the American wool gri wer 
ing increases the value 1 cent per pound, and following his sug- | is concerned, The rejections or skirtings are not brought here 
gestion the Senate subcommittee have offered an amendment | when there is a tariff on wool in force, and therefore do not coine 
providing for an additional duty of 1 cent per pound on skirted | into competition with the domestic product. 


which was introduced from South America. This spread over many of the | pay a double duty. What wools were admitted under that act as skirted 
runs, and being a low-growing plant, became attached to the fleece when the | wasa ae to deceive the producer of wool. Any Australian merino 
sheep lay down. The presence ot this bur decreased the value of the wool in | wools unskirted would bring in Boston or the Chicago market 5 or 6 cents per 
which it was found 2d. (4 cents) per pound, and the practice grew into always — more than any American merino that is wn east of the Mississippi 
removing burry portions. As this practice was extended to a greater or less iver; or. in other words, Australian merino unskirted, grading X and aboye 
degree, there was obtained a third ‘sort’ of wool formarket. Butthe spirit | would sell in the markets mentioned at about 19 to 20 cents in the grease. 
of rivalry among both breeders and woolgrowers brought aboutastill greater | while for American merino we could only realize 13 to 14 cents for the same 
amount of ‘skirting,’ and the neck being slightly coarser wool was torn | quality of stock in the grease, or, as termed, unwashed. 
from the fleece and added to the pieces. e odds and ends and sweepings 2. There would be about the same difference in value between Australian 
were sacked separately and called ‘locks.’ The custom of the Melbourne | and American delaine unwashed merino if the former came in unskirte 
market in 1860 was to put up the entire clip from any one station and sell as 8. Australian merino, unwashed, that comes in skirted is simply sorted 
one lot, including all fleeces, lambs, pieces, and locks. The price at which it | wool in disguise, and, if combing stock, there is a difference in prices bet ween 
sold was so much per pound for the fleeces and lambs’ wool, two-thirds of | this choice unwashed merino product from Australia and American un- 
such price for the pieces, and one-half of the same for the locks. washed merino as produced east of the Mississippi River of the same grade 
All wool at this time was washed on the sheep’s back. To-day at shearing | and classificatoin as sold in the Boston market at 10 to 13 cents per pound. 
the sorter is often a highly paid man, who has been educa in a millin | These are facts which defy contradiction. It shows conclusively with what 
England, is an adept in (1) classifying, (2) sorting, and (3) judging wool. | pernicious reasoning large Eastern manufacturersare trying to delude those 
His skill is such that the fleece after passing through his hands is, as stated regresqes Western interests. * * * 
in the Manufacturer, published in Philadelphia, January 2, 1892: ink of it! Australian unwashed skirted merino staple wool in Boston sells 
“so well skirted on the station as to seed no sorting at the mill, and the | from 24 to 28 cents per pound in the grease, while American unwashed wools 
shrinkage is reduced from 48 to 52 per cent.” of merino blood only bring from 14 to 15 cents per pound, also in the grease. 
“* * * In the market of Melbourne it has been the rule of buyers for the An editorial in the New York Weekly Tribune, of February 17, 147, prop- 
American mills to refuse all wools which show a shrinkage of much, if any, | erly says: 
over 52 per cent, and this action has no doubt had much to do with continu- “The abating sfeuee {of the McKinley act of 1890] was made the means of 
ing ond even increasing the amount of skirt and sorting done.” defeating the n object of the law toa extent.” 
r. Wallace, in his article of the January, , number of the Quarterly Here is what was said by Hon. John T. h, governor of Michigan, in an 
Bulletin of the National Wool Growers’ Association, page 18, says : address to the National Woolgrowers’ Association at Chicago, September 28, 
“Tt has been asserted, and never contradicted, that unwashed Australian | 1893: 
wool has been imported so manipulated in the processes of skirting and sort- “ The Fifty-first Congress (1890) enacted a law which was intended to give 
ing, or, as our law expressed it, ‘skirted wool as now and heretofore prac- | raw woola fair measure of protection against foreign competition. Like the 
ticed,’ as to be clean enough to goon the cards without any washing—wool | race between the safe manufacturers and the lars is the race between 
without any shrinkage.” tariff lawmakers and tariff Jawbreakers, and it es some years after uny 
A Troy, N. Y., wool merchant, John Konsalus, cm bag new law is passed before it is finally settled by ent decisions just 
“TI consider wools that are ‘skirted’ worth fully 20 per cent more than | what the law ee ere So far as the fine- interests are concerned 
, what is known as ‘skirting clause’ has proven to be the weakest part of 
“The merino wools of South America and Cape of Good Hope shrink in | the fence. Section 383 carefully provides against the sorting of wool to 
scouring an average of 67 ag cent; the Australian imported into thiscountry | avoid the duty, but after having done this a proviso is inserted ‘that skirted 
only from 42 to 50 per cent. wools as now impo are hereby excepted. The effect of this proviso is 
“Tf all wools except Australian should be made dutiable at 10 cents per | to let in wool worth quite as much as Ohio washed fleece at a duty of only 
unwashed pound, the Australian should pay 15 cents; and if the duty on | 11 cents per pound, when, if it came in whole fleeces, washed, it would pay 
others be 12 cents, Australian should be 17 cents.” 22 cents — "Fete 
Another wool merchant, William H. B. Thornton, of Chicago, in a letter The follo table is taken from the published statement of the Boonoke 
published in the Inter-Ocean of March 15, 1897, says: Ranche, or Station, in the Riverina section, Australia, and gives all the details 
1. There is very little merino wool from Australia that comes into this | of skirting and sorting, showing number of “sorts” to be 110. The lighter 
country unskirted. The wool skirted is aay a blind used by importers so ions of this clip were bought for a number of years for export to the 
as to bring in sorted wool, which was intended in the McKinley Act of 1890 to nited States. 


Average sheet, Boonoke, 1888. 
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Page 27, Consular Report on Australian ont "Weal. Devestmens of Cats, See ee. 
The above shows the skirted portion to be 47.41 per cent and “ rejections” or “ skirtings ” 52.59 per cent. 
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PROTECTIVE BENEFIT TO WOOLGROWERS UNDER HOUSE AND SENATE RATES 
AND LAW OF 1890. 

I submit herewith an elaborate table red by Mr. Justice, 
showing the actual protective benefits w ic the woolgrowers re- 
ceived under the McKinley law, and what they would receive 
under the Senate amendment of 8 cents on first-class unwashed 
wool. This table shows that with a duty of 8 cents, as proposed 
by the Senate amendment, the increase in price of Ohio XX 
washed wool would be only 84 cents per pound, whereas it should 
be 16 cents. It shows that on far Western wools the increase 
would be but about 5 cents on the average; and when we consider 
the increased cost of getting Western wools to market we find 
that the protection under the Senate amendment would be reducea 
to 24 cents per pound, which is worse than no protection at all. 
If the woolgrower had no protection, he would go out of the wool- 
growing business and give up at once rather than try to struggle 
along under an alleged protective duty, which is utterly inade- 
quate, which simply enables him tolive along, struggle along, and 
eventually become bankrupt. 

The table referred to is as follows: 

The following is an estimate of the increase in price, or protection benefit, 
on nineteen leading grades of domestic wool that would result from a duty of 
8 cents per pound, as proposed by the Finance Committee of the Senate, to- 
gether with the protective benefit that resulted from 11 cents per pound duty 
under the law of 1800, and that which would have resulted with the same 
conditions under I 10-cent duty of the law of 1883 and under the 12}-cent 
duty of the law of 1867. This clearly demonstrates that Senator ALDRICH 
was py Sap ma Foon when he stated that the reduction of omer 8 pee 
cent in the duties provided for by the Senate amendments to the House bill 
would give a protective benefit to the woolgrower equal to 10 or 20 per cent 
more t that received by him at the time of the passage of any previous 


tariff law. This table shows that the House rates on wool of the first and 
second classes should be restored without any hesitation whatever: 
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The protective benefit of the House bil! (McKinley law) was about 37 r 
cent higher than the Senate e amendments (proposed). ‘ ats 
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PROTACT THE WOOL SORTERS.—WHY ROB AMERICAN LABORERS? 
Theodore Justice has said : 


While it.is true that the skirting of wool has deprived 20,000 American wool 
sorters of employment, it is a oes bat marks an advance in the method of 
ee wool and peace the buyer of wool, just as the invention of a 

© deprived hundreds of ine women of employment, but 
benefits: mankind. It is in the march of improvement.—Terif Hearings, 

ge 
"7 “The march of improvement "—“ benefits the Fool ers er!” How about 
the woolgrower? How about the wool sorters? The buyers object to 
giving emplo ge to 20,000 American wool sorters, do they’—Senate Docu- 
ment No. 36, April 14, 1887, page 97. 
WHY WOOL SORTERS DO NOT APPEAL TO CONGRESS. 


Judge William Lawrence su suggyeted to a prominent wool sorter that he 
procure from wool sorters a petition to Congress asking for increased duties 
on skirted wool. Here is his answer. 

FEBRUARY 2%, 1897. 





Hon. W. LAWRENCE. 


Dear Sie: It will be impossible for me to get sucha petition as you require, 
ee i so many sorters fear to it on accoun Ss 
their work, and Funemey eae tne are well 
; know from the stand I have taken that in many mills where I am known, if 

topped for work, I should be ordered off the premises.—Senate Document 

April 14, 1807, page 17. 
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unjust provision, which has been found in every wool tariff‘. , 
1267 to this time. 
second class at the single or unwashed rate of duty. Ti; , 
cession was granted to the manufacturers in the first in.. 
for the purpose of aiding and encouraging the worsted in«\\- 
but the necessity for this exemption from the payment of 
duty has long since 4 ' 
in methods have placed the worsted manufacturers upon an «;:),| 
footing with all others, and to-day there is not a single go. 
son which can be advanced why they should enjoy this bc n 
the expense of the woolgrowers. 








JUNE 4, 


SECOND-CLASS WASHED GOODS. 
Mr. MANTLE. I come now to another very objectiona}), 


I refer to the admission of washed woo). 


The improvements in machinery 4), 


But it is not alone the woolgrowers who now object to thi. 


gift of 12 cents a pound duty on second-class washed woo! ¢. the 
worsted manufacturers. I find on page 1608 of Tariff Hear 
most earnest and forcible ne 

manufacturers and spinners of Philadelphia, against the in jist ico 
done a by & giving the worsted manufacturers this unfair jdyay. 
ta 


stop to read it. 
against this inequality in rates and the injustice done the wo.)- 
growers and the favoritism shown the worsted manufacturers. 


gned by fifty firms of w: nes n 


I shall not 


ote ‘that that ep be printed with my remarks. 
t is a very forcible and most emphatic protest 


The paper referred to is as follows: 


STATEMENT SUBMITTED BY THE WOOLEN MANUFACTURERS AND SPINNERS 
OF PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


PHILADELPHIA, January 11, 139 
Committee on Ways and Means: 

The tariff act of 1890, otherwise known as the McKinley bill, it has |< en 
stated before your cominittee, w. ‘as sutisfactory to woolen manufactur: 
Wedo notsoconsider it. Having had experience under its operation we have 
found that it pony eee 

ahead one fabrics is such that we have to eats our market ts 
with fabrics and cloth manufactured of worsted. respec — ly 
call your attention to the following mene of facts iiaine to the 
tion of the act of 1890 as to pe 

he ools: Class No.1, clothing wools and 


ie eal eacnaebetaetnee eit c woolen 
concerned. The term “woolen manufacturer ' 

here is understood to mean the production of woolen goods by the carding 
com ond Sees pe estas w at is term d 

Act, class No. | wools 

, washed, and scoured, the duty upo n 
per pound; scoured, 


un : 2% cents 
% cents per . Class No. 2 being into three classes, unwashed. 
washed, and scoured the duty unwashed and washed, 1” « ate per 
: yu unwashed. 
We desire to call Se. to the fact of the manifestly unjust dis 


a as he duty @ Woolen manufacturer was nowy on ac’ ount 
of nconsistency o uty on San Seeeeeties of 22 cents 
ae tee cents pe 


worsted manufacturer to 
—— his washed james wodiet ibeon at pone ne ll The duty upon 
wool oe pate ob the 


upon these 
being. 5 per result is the er pou 
wool: th he clothing ool, washed, 22 —_ per pound uty T he 


cents, a difference in 
: a os oe Wools of 13} cents 
, or cent more clothing woo! l after scouring 
lh oo jet gent more duty. 


of course, to the extent as 
— 
tea all industries, and the labo: 


iy, dhe conctaslon ma table levying of the 
ion must be that there 


the worsted man his wools at relatively lower rates of 
o_o him to manufacture his goods and place the same upon the 
et at such aprice that precludes the successful competition of the woolen 
manufacturer. 
eae the woolgrower or the worsted 


, yet it does appear to us Shes here wae.en inconsistency in our 
tariff lemethateheuld mos contin tinue in the new bill now tunder conte!" 
Either soe Bvower ce the Waele contins wes should ha pee @ Spo m his is 
a ae are S See fee eee. . ident Cl dk heh 
ce m iy Ww a 
aS intents of the tariff oar en mamta if 
ustry ce ened gt gn ,or oolen nufactt a" 
to P BP rece clea wool 


_— to which objection is here nainand oeald ‘ae so sim 

ule. 

ind yarns, Germantowa, oy knit goods 
Wilson 


H. Brown, 
yarns, Germantown, Phila 


Saker . M. Seear monuiacturer®. Ger- 
i & Bro., manufacturer: at 

. : Pebudy, manu 
pcesree | Fling’s 
farer of kal goods, German Greer, 
Germantown, ae BO German me, yarns an and 
goods; Samuel eerie eee Bett - Hamill ©.,. Ger- 


mantown, yarns & Co., German 
town, Pap ont Son. manufac- 







F Clayton G 

paring Jorns A. ; Yarns, Manayunk: CA)! * 
Arkonia Manufacturing ee 

a bert Crenshaw, ia; J Norris, fabrics Sy 

s ilad la, 0s. 

A. "yarns the 4 SS & Bie 











& Bro., yarns, Philadelphia; McGinley & Klenk, 
= man turers, Adams and Emerald streets, Philadel- 
: J. N. Laudenberger & Co., ae eeees Credential Manu- 

Company, anny awe urers; Moore Manufac- 
turing 


Monre ino @, Canuth & Co., goods: W. A. Gardner, 
. Levis Moore, Jno. G. Canut Co., s; W.A. mer, 
<a : John Dalton & Co., yarns and goods; A. goods; 

m. Rhodes & Son, manufacturers of woolen shawls; A. Oli- 
ver, manufacturer of underwear; Star and Crescent Mills 
Company, Lehigh avenue and Hanover; W. B. Thuapleton, 
Howard and Huntingdon, manufacturers of hosiery; M. 
McCloud & Co., yarn manufacturers. 


Mr. MANTLE. The effect of this discrimination against the | 
woolen manufacturer is as follows: He imports 100 pounds of un- | 
washed clothin 


wool of the first class, shrinking 50 per cent, upon | 
which, under House rate, he pays a duty of 
which he gets 50 pounds of scoured wool. 

On the other hand, the worsted manufacturer imports 100 pounds 
of washed wool of the second class, which shrinks only 25 per cent, 
upon which he ysa duty of $12 and from which he gets 75 pounds 
of scoured a: Thus, by the payment of only $1 more duty, he 
gets 25 pounds more of clean wool; or, in other words, he gets, on 
the payment of 12 cents in duty, what costs his competitor 16; cents. 

Its effect on the woolgrower is, however, far more disastrous, 
for the reason that 16,000,000, or nearly 50 per cent, of the sheep in 
the United States, are producing crossbred wools with which 
these imported washed second-class wools come into direct com- 
petition. I may state that this estimate is based upon the judg- | 
ment of woolgrowers and wool merchants who are very familiar | 
with the character of the domestic product. is 

Our wool last year was 272,000,000 pounds, and it is 
therefore to assume that at least 100,000,000 pounds of this | 
is of a character that competes directly with the imported washed | 


second-class wools, ot 
washed wools from Canada and the United | 


11, and from | 


The second-class 
Kingdom shrink only 25 per cent, while the domestic crossbreds | 
shrink 50 per cent. The woolgrowers of Ohio, Indiana, | 
Michigan, Kentucky, Illinois, Wisconsin, lowa, New York, West | 
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Virg!.ia,and Pennsylvania, who grow what are known as the mut- 
ton breeds of sheep, are the ones who suffer chiefly from this un- 
fair competition, which practically reduces their protection one- 
half. 





The imports of second-class washed wools for the year endin 





18 W r June 30, 1806, 
were 15,756,318, valued at $3,500,796 
Pe is Value 
From the United Kingdom (London), shrinking % percent) 6,505, 645 24.5 
From the Dominion of Canada, shrinking %5 per cent 3, #17, 160 8 
| From Argentina (heavier shrinkage) --...- : : 8, 273, 075 4.1 
From other countries ............ wade 2, 160, 438 





This is equivalent to 20,000,000 pounds of American crossbred wool shrink 
ing 50 per cent. 


CLASSIFICATIONS. 


Much dissatisfaction also existed among woolgrowers over the 
classifications of the law of 1890, the belief among them being 
that, owing to defective descriptions, many varieties of wools 
from Europe, Asia, and Africa which properly belonged in the 
tirst class were passed through the custom-house as third class, 
thus avoiding the higher rate of duty. 

The difficulty, however, in this respect, was not wholly due to 
the faulty classifications of the law. Some of it had arisen out of 


| the fact that since the passage of that law changing fashions and 


es processes of manufacture have made it possible to 
utilize many of these low-grade wools in the manufacture of 
textiles other than carpets. Hence many of these wools have to 
all intents and purposes become clothing wools. 

In the House bill an attempt has been made to correct these 
defects in former classifications, and to remove the causes of com- 
plaint by transferring to the first class some of the wools which 
have heretofore been included in class 3. 





Table showing scoured wool values of fine wool in London and Boston, differ- 
ences of same, scoured wool duties, and number of sheep in the United States 
each year, 1880 to January 1, 1894. 


[Compiled from official sources. } 











Scoured wool Number 

Y values. Differ- paar ee of sheep 

ear. —————j———n| | | CS, , in United 

Boston. | London. weer. States. 

ee Slitieiit Met des ’ . 00 . 90.306 | 40,765,900 
Th ni -esulie tected “7 saat a3 .358 | 43,576,899 
) RE uiipliccasescas -90} .B 3 of 45, 016, 225 
Wiekscrsarddetbtinbebstewsion 86 51 . 0 49, 237, 291 
Mh... .ccacdiies Swieqocssnece oH 8 oe 2 5D, 626, 626 
Beee.-ccsg gael edhidtece coocte .Tmh 41 wh 0 50, 360, 243 
RR rt ey .74 .41 38 . 30 48, 322, 331 
TEE cocansbeatituaanabbiods . 73} .2 8 2 44,759,514 
FEED coon cnsstitbines Sienirewe - 2 2 BO 43, 544, 755 
Be cncwwtalad chiaaiebodan keene . 734 6 . 255 . 30 42, 509, 079 
TUR... s oogeslabcdthawincesh . 13t 4 204 30 | 44,838, 072 
TEs csnadind RS cmc patience . 703 40 30} 33 | 43,431, 136 
Top asecssacuien sinbae coupagdaoe .6 34 23 ss 44, 938, 365 
) RR re BS 8 2 38 47, 273, 553 
FEDS. «i cddeniiaiiants dé-naite: 0 a 18 8B 45, 048, O17 





It takes 3 pounds of unwashed wool to yield 1 pound of scoured or clean 
vee daty on 1 pound of unwashed merino wool being 11 cents, “ 


wool in Boston, in order to secure to the American wool- 
er the protective duty intended by the law, should be 33 cents more 


the London reference to the foregoing table, however, it 
Wills seen that under the MeKiniey law the difference in the two prices— 
London and ee eeathy grew ess, until in 1904 it was only 15 cents, 
which meant that the duty 1 cents per pound on unwashed merino wool 
had dwindled to 6 cents. 


Statement of Mauger & Avery, wool dealers: 


8. N. D. Norra, Esq., Boston. 
Dear Str: Your favor of the 2ist instant is received, 


New York, July %, 1892. 


inclosing proof slip 
of the letter and tables us @ year for the Senate Finance 
mnie with the weeto resus tae eiculssiens with which said letter 
concludes, upon the prices of Ohio fine washed fleeces and Port Phillip 
(Australian) pecans goeaee as these prices stood July 1, 1893. 
Con’ same of calculation, we reach the following result,viz: 
Ohio fine washed fleece costing 24 cents July 1, 1898, and shrinking 55 per | 


cent, costs 584 cents per scoured pound. 
Port a 







verage conine in London July 1, 1803, 18 cents, 
and also 55 enk conte in the United 8 ty and charge: 
paid. 67 ee per = _ tates, duty and charges 
Wodl ....tsiiasasscnas SE a a 9.18 | 
sumac cadoucceuecescees 0150 | 
A Petedtle nose 3060 | 
or 67: 
Cont conte pears pauna. 
na ween £9} « cents 40 cents. ts, is the amount 
end of Ohio fine scoured wool is en because of the duty 
in the on fine Ohio, shrinking 55 per cent, is equivalent to 6 cents 
If we assume of 11 cents per pound removed, and take the prices 

















of Ohio and Port Phillip that ruled July 1, 1893, as the basis of another calcn- 
iation, viz: 

Ohio fine-washed fleece costing 24 cents and shrinking 55 per cent gives 
clean cost 53} cents, and 


Port Phillip, ave . costing in London............ 90. 18 
Freight ~— charges added haacstesicnstialens ial 010 
Making cost landed in the United States ........ “1950 


which, shrinking 55 per cent, gives clean cost of 434 cents, we still find Ohio 
fine washed costing more than Port Phillip on this calculation, 10 cents per 
scoured pound more; but it would really be greater, inasmuch as Ohio fine 
washed fleece is not skirted, and its cost is thereby increased over that of 
Port Phillip at least 3 cents per scoured pound, in our opinion. The differ 
ence of, say, 13 cents per scoured pound is, on fine Ohio, shrinking 56 per cent, 
equivalent to about 6 cents per pound in the washed condition. 
« © 7 * * ; 


Yours truly, 


MAUGER & AVERY. 
This estimate was on prices as they stood July 1, 1893—that is, on Port 
Phillip. London price, 15 cents per pound, and the New York price, same 
date, of Ohio unwashed merino, 24 cents. 

The effect of the 11 cents per pound duty then was: 

(1) It gave no protective benefit to Ohio unwashed merino 

(2) It x to Ohio washed, shrinking 55 per cent in scouring, a protective 
benefit of 6 cents per pound. 

(3) On scoured Ohio merino the protective benefit was about 12 cents. 


The f results are verified by the statement of the Government in 
= Treasury Department, as follows, in answer to the inquiry from William 
wrence: 


Wasatnaton, D. C., January 11, 1397. 
Str: Please answer for use before the Committee on Ways and Means in 
Congress on the following facts the questions thereto appended. The value 
of wool as shorn in the grease depends on the clean product it will yield in 


scouring. The Australian unwashed merino, as imported, shrinks in scouring 
anav of 30 per cent. Ohio merino unwashed shrinks in scouring 654 per 
cent. It has been demonstrated by Mauger & Avery that a tariff rate of ll 


cents per pound gave to Ohio washed merino, shrinking 55 per cent, a pro 
tective benefit of 6 cents in competition with Australian, as conditions and 
prices stood July 1, 1808. 

1. What is the protective benefit to an unwashed pound of such Ohio 


no’ 
2. What is the protective benefit to a pound of scoured wool? 
ANSWER. 
Assuming that the price of such Australian Port Phillip washed was, July 
1, 1898, 18 cents per pound, and that Ohio washed was, in Boston, 24 cents per 
pound; then, owing to the different shrinkage of the wools, the prices of the 
several stages 6f the wool would be as follows: 





—- Boston re 
Phillip).| “0™°)- | benefit. 
Centa Centa. Centa. 
Unwashed . 12 12 | 0 
hed 18 24 6 
24 rh 12 


o 


Yours, respectfully, 


JOSEPH 8S. McCOY, 
Government ictuary. 


Jos. 8. MoCoy, Esq., Government Actuary. 





1 RE Mire ce 
= Th ree 


ora 


PER * rh ae 
ie np cAI arte 2» Pe aH. oat 


COU AR: SAR etal Cade” eS Ml 


1488 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. Turn 4, 


In the report accompanying the House bill from the Ways and 
Means Committee I find the following: 

The wool and woolen schedule is substantially that of the tariff of 1890, 
except that a few kinds of wool cl under that and previous acts as 
carpet wools, which have been largely used for clothing purposes and whose 
use for a purpose not intended by the old classification has caused much irri- 
tation among woolgrowers, have been transferred from third-class to first- 
class wools. 

It will be observed that the House report confirms the claim of 
the woolgrowers that these cheap third-class wools have been 
largely used for clothing purposes. 

I find on examination that six varieties of wool have been trans- 
ferred from class 3 to class 1, as follows: 

. Bagdad wool; 

. China wool; 

. Castel Branca; 

. Adrianople skin wool or buther’s wool; 
. Egypt; and 

6. Morocco. 

According to a London wool circular of last December the 
average value of these six classes was 15.66 cents per pound. 

I find, however, quoted in the same circular six other varieties 
of third-class wools of the same kind, which it is asserted can be 
used for clothing purposes, the average price being 14.8 cents per 
pound, and still fifteen more of the same grade or character, the 
average price of which is 15.23 cents per pound. I also find in 
the same circular eight varieties of unwashed merino wools, the 
average price of which is only 12} cents per pound, showing that 
there are more than twenty kinds of third-class wools of very 
light shrinkage, the value of which is from 2 to 2} cents per pound 
higher in the London market than unwashed merino wools. 

Manufacturers will not, of course, buy American or other merino 
wools under a duty of 8 or 11 cents per pound whenever they can 
supplant them with these third-class wools, shrinking only a quar- 
ter as much, and get them in at a duty of 32 per cent ad valorem, 
or 4 cents per pound specific, 

In this view of the matter, therefore, it appears that the trans- 
fer of six classes of third-class wools to the first-class by the House 
bill will not result in much relief to the woolgrower in the way 
of removing this character of competition, since there is a wide 
field not enumerated from which the manufacturer and importer 
may still select. Not only this, but it is asserted by experts on 
wools who are familiar with the practice in the customs depart- 
ment that the specific mention by name in class 1 of such wools 
as ‘‘ Bagdad,” *‘ Morocco,” ‘‘China lambs’ wool,” ‘‘Adrianople 
skin wool,” and ‘‘Castel Branca,” will operate inferentially to 
exclude a great many wools of the same character which are 
grown in contiguous localities, and that therefore the ch in 
classification, while designed to benefit the woolgrower, will in 

ractice, as has so often been the case before, actually result in 

is injury. 

This is the opinion of Hon. E. A. Greene, who was the president 
of the commission appointed in 1890 to examine and classify stand- 
ard samples of wools for use in the Government custom-houses. 
There is no better authority than Mr. Greene, and this is what he 
says upon the subject: 

It is a mistake to mention Morocco or Adrianople wools in the first class; 
they have never been anything else under any bill, and by naming them 
specifically it leaves an opportunity to get in other African and Turkish 
wools as third class. 

Mr. Green’s opinion is that all European wools (with two exce 
tions) and all wools from Turkey in Asia and from Africa should 
be included in the first class, where they properly belong, and in 
this opinion he is joined by Mr. Justice. 

The same objection lies against the classification of goat hair. 
‘‘Angora goat” is especially mentioned in the second class, and 
thus a large number of mohairs of practically the same quality as 
Angora will be excluded if this designation is permitted to stand. 
Mr, Green says, in a letter to Judge William Lawrence: 

2225 Trinity PLACE, PHYLADELPHIA, March 30, 1897. 

My Dear Jupae: * * * I wish wecould haveaduty on wool of 15 cents, 
but the people will not stand it; therefore whatever is settled on I want to 
see the law so there will be noevasion. Herdwick is a wool raised in York- 
shire. There are third-class wools in Holland, Germany, Austria, zortoen. 
ae. and are but advantage has been in the past taken of the c ca- 

on to bring in second-class wools as third from Germany and Holland. 
Donskoi is essentially a carpet wool, very stiff, and is a necessity. No duty 
would ever lead to its being grown here, but many third-class wools can be, 
and if they were it would help the Merino and English blood sheepmen. 

It is that the Herdwick is as good mutton as the best Down. They are 
hardy and could be raised to advantage on our Northern land, and many Asi 


atic wools could be grown to advan in the States and Territories I have 
oe apne’. ona mean by — — ree . third-class wools is ' 
rst-c native Euro; wools, exce 
Black face Highland, and Donskot Also all native Aivicen woels, om 
fines third c to Asia and South American. * * * 1 do not think it 
would hurt — men with compensating duties to havea high rate on wools, 
but they are id that it can not be gotten through. If it did, it would bring 
a big revenue to the Government. 


Sincerely, yours, EDWARD A. GREENE. 


PHILADELPHIA, 2225 TRIniry PLACE, April 1, 1897. 
My Dear Juper: * -* * Castel Branca has beenthird class. Butchers’ 
wool is commercially known as taleteca—Turkish for butcher; with 
the exception of coarsest grade, was class under McKinley bill. Y: 


aillies 
not be too extreme to suit me, but we must keep so the le wil 

The public think sheep require no care, and wool duty Seetesmas, red wite 
favor. Only a few days ago a Republican said to me, “I think it a. °°" 
to puta duty on wool; it requires no labor.” And he was astonis!i.. .),°° 
showed him that the percentage of labor cost was greater in wool t},.. 2°"! 
kinds of goods. many 


Sincerely, yours, EDWARD A. GREENF 

Another apparent inconsistency in the classification ix that 
while “China lamb’s” wool is placed in the first class, all ot}. 
China wools are relegated to the third class. A practic, wool. 
grower can easily understand why a lamb’s wool, bein, muel 
softer and finer, should command a higher price than t)). ee 
from a matured animal, but he fails utterly to comprehen jow 
the fleece from the same individual sheep, which pays a duty of 
11 cents this year, can so change its nature and character as t) [jo 
admitted at a duty of from 2 to 4 cents next year. He knows fy)] 
well that no such sudden metamorphosis can possibly occur in an 
American sheep in so brief a time, and he naturally wonders what 
reasons influenced the committee in making this remarka))|o ¢| 
sification. 

_I mention these objections for the purpose of showing the neces. 
sity of amending the pro bill in these important particulars 
so that the purpose of the law will not again be defeated in its 
administration. 


ag- 


ADMINISTRATION OF THE LAW. 

It must be borne in mind that in the administration of the cus. 
toms laws the importer is always oo the ground to defend his 
interests and protect hisclaim. The wool importers are largely 
aliens, they owe no allegiance to this country. They are here 
simply for the youre of making money. As a rule, they are 
possessed of great influence, which they do not hesitate to bring 
to bear whenever doubtful questions are to be passed upon by 
custom-house officials. 

But while the importer is on the ground, ready to take adyan- 
tage of every technicality which the wording of the law may afford, 
the woolgrowers, who have such a vital interest in the question, 
are scattered all over the United States. They are upon their 
farms and ranches looking after their flocks and herds, and have 
no special agent to protect their interests. They must rely en- 
tirely upon the Government agents at New York, Boston, and 
Philadelphia. These officials are men of the strictest integrity, 
Their honesty is not questioned. ; 

_ But when weconsider the magnitude of the transactions involved 
in the business of importing wools, the wide latitude left for the 
exercise of the judgment of the Government inspectors, and reflect 
that the pressure is all from one side, it is not a matter of surprise 
that in the general administration of the law the importer always 
gets the benefit of the doubt. It is wise, therefore, to profit by 
_ experience and remove as far as possible all ambiguities and 

oubtful phrases from the classification clauses of the pending bill. 

Wool imports for 1895-96—One year. 


Ad valo-! Ad valo- 
Val rem rem 
b ue niva- | equiva 
Articles and countries. a Values. | per Tent of | lent of 
pound.| 8 cents | |! cents 
(Senate | ( House 
bill). | bill). 


Wools, hair of the camel, | 


t, alpaca, and other 
e animals, and manu- 
factures of: 
Unmanufactured— 
Class 1, clothing (free)— 
Belgium 


| 
Per cent. Per ce 
51 0 


we 
- 
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Ad valo-| Ad valo- 











ae Quanti- Vel Value com com 
coun es. ues. r ulva- uiva- 
Articles and ties. pdund.| lent of 9 {lent of 12 
cents. cents. 
-__itielaetiaalatalliaeteperees 
hair of the camel, 
goat apace, and other 
imals, u 
tks ares of Continued 
Unman = : 
tinued. 
Class 2, combing (free)—| Pounds. Per cent.| Per cent. 
tai itt 85, 593 748 
ee a 6, B45 1,71 
et aa a cambes 545,934 | 120,975 |) 21.4 56 
iin ntenb ane a “i 
8 Dee 741,490 | 253,374 34.1 28 35 
Ta 6, 505,645 | 1,597,112 | 24.5 36 48 
22,316 4,977 
8,780,333 | 789,443 |S 20.8 43 57 
14, 511 1, 404 
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VP HEC 1,557,705 | 158,320] 10.16 |..........]......-... 
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ats. mar 142, 988 SD die nes accel ves conese 
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This table shows that the great bulk of the imports of wools of 
class 1 come from the United Kingdom, British Australasia, 
British Africa, and South America, in the order named. The 
value of those from British Africa and South America is much 
lower than the others, due principally to their heavier shrinkage. 
It must be remembered, however, that the above imports were 
under fxee wool. Under a protective tariff the value of all these 
woolsas imported will be increased by skirting, sorting, and other- 
oe ore as tae Ha can . puly be done - order - reduce 
us avo! @ payment of duty. course 

as their value is thus increased the ad valorem valent of the 
rate of duty will be ce And what is true of wools 

China, South America, Turkey al heals Anamn oo coal 
ina, + an n examination of 
the es topeine with the testimony of Mr. Edward A. 
commission which selected the standard 
samples of wool for the Government customs-houses, and other 
ee will, I think, show that the transfer of the 
referred to in the House will be of but slight 

grower, as but a comparatively small 


the ss most effective, and most equitable method 


eee le rate of duty upon 
value, this rate should not 


; 
d 
RQ 


is absolutely certain that the 
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heretofore as to wool. The dividing line of value, therefore, leads 
to fraudulent undervaluations, and we ought not deliberately to 
again open the door to a repetition of the frauds which have been 
practiced in the past. 

COMPENSATORY DUTIES 

Mr. President, in consideration of the fact that a large number 
of woolen and worsted manufacturers are opposed to a just duty 
on raw wool, it may not be amiss to glance for a few moments at 
the matter of the compensatory duties which these manufacturers 
receive to indemnify them for the duties they are supposed to 
have paid upon wool. 

In order to make this matter as plain as possible, I may again 
repeat that the McKinley law placed a duty of 11 cents per pound 
on unwashed wool of the first class, and then. to compensate the 
manufacturer for the duty he was thus compelled to pay upon 
wool and to place him upon an equal footing with the foreign 
manufacturer who gets his wool free, he was allowed a ‘‘ com- 
pensatory ” duty of four times the duty on 1 pound of unwashed 
wool of the first class, which would be equal to 44 cents upon 1 
pound of finished cloth, the presumption being that it took 4 
pounds of greasy wool, shrinking 66} per cent in scouring, to make 
1 pound of cloth. 

hus, if the manufacturer imports 100 pounds of unwashed wool 
of tlie first class, shrinking 66} per cent, he will pay $11 duty and 
will get out of it 334 pounds of scoured wool, out of which he will 
make 25 pounds of finished cloth on the basis of 4 pounds of greasy 
wool to 1 pound of cloth. 

If, however, he imports 100 pounds of unwashed skirted wool of 
the first class, shrinking only 50 per cent, he wiil still pay but $11 
duty, but he will get from it 50 pounds of scoured wool instead of 
334 pounds, and he will make out of it 37} pounds of finished cloth 
instead of 25 pounds. He has thus gained 12} pounds of cloth 
without any increase in the amount of duty paid and has saved 
out of his compensatory duty of 44 cents 14.6 cents, which is a 
clear protective gain. 

Then again, it must be remembered in this connection that 
while washed wools of the first class are required to pay double 
duty washed wools of the second class are not. They come in at 
the single rate, which was 12 cents per pound in the McKinley 
law, and is the same in the House bill. The average shrinkage of 
this second-class washed wool, as imported, is less than 25 per 
cent. It is used in the manufacture of worsted cloths. and the 
compensatory duties are the same ‘as upon other cloths. There- 
fore, if the manufacturer imports 100 pounds of second-class 
washed wool, he will pay $12 duty and will get out of it 75 pounds 
of scoured wool, out of which he will make 56} pounds of finished 
cloth. He has thus gained 31} pounds of cloth upon the payment 
of but $1 additional duty, and has saved out of his compensatory 
duty of 44 cents 24 cents, which is again a net protective gain. 

Of course I make this computation upon the assumption that 
the manufacturer actually puts the scoured product of 4 pounds 
of unwashed wool of the first class into a pound of finished cloth. 
If he puts less, which he often does, or if he uses cotton and cheap 
substitutes for wool, which he very often does, or if he uses in 
part the cheap third-class wools with their very light shrinkage 
and very low duties, which no doubt he does whenever he can, he 
saves still more out of his compensation, which goes to him as 
clear protective profit. 

This compensatory duty provided for the manufacturers in the 
several paragraphs of the woolen schedule in the pending bill 
varies from one and one-half times the duty on 1 pound of un- 
washed wool of the first class to four and one-half times, accord- 
ing to the weight, character, and value of the goods. 

For instance, paragraph 364 of the House bill, relating to ‘* knit 
fabrics,” “cloths,” etc., provides that when the value is not more 
than 30 cents per pound the duty shall be three times the duty on 
1 pound of unwashed wool of the first class (which in the House 
bill is 11 cents), and in addition thereto 6 cents per pound and 
20 per cent ad valorem. I find that the unit of value of the im- 

rtations of this class of goods in 1895 was 25 cents per pound. 
: he whole duty to the manufacturer, therefore, would be as fol- 
Ows: 


Three times the duty on 1 pound of unwashed wool, at 11 cents per pound .$). 33 


Additional specific - idieoiel iteiasin : ; 06 
Twenty per cent ad valorem on value of 25 cents................ 06 
Making the total specific protection on 1 pound of goods valued at 

2% cents per pound .............. soe ‘ “4 


If we reduce this to an ad valorem basis, we find it to be 175 per 
cent. 
It will be noticed that the compensatory duty which the manu- 
facturer is to get in this case is 33 cents, or 7 cents more than the 
average value of this class of imports in 1895. Of course it must 
be assumed that 3 pounds of unwashed wool goes into the manu- 


facture of 1 pound of these ‘‘ cloths” and “ knit fabrics” in order 
to justify this compensatory duty. But the language of the law 
reads *‘made wholly or in part of wool,” and as a matter of fact 


it is well known that these low-priced goods are not made wholly 
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of wool, but that every sort of cheap adulterant, such as cotton, 
rags, shoddy, and other substitutes for wool, including the cheap 
third-class wools, are used in their manufacture. 

It is manifestly unreasonable to suppose, however, that the 
scoured product of 3 pounds of unwashed wool of the first class goes 
into a pound of these goods, as the wool itself would be worth 
much more than the value of the finished product. But no mat- 
ter how small the percentage of wool actually used, the manufac- 
turer receives a compensatory duty on this grade of goods of three 
times the duty on unwashed wools of the first class just the same. 
And what is true of the case I have cited is also true of all grades 
of manufactured woolens and worsteds. Cheap substitutes for 
wools and cheap third-class wools enter to a greater or less extent 
in their make-up, but the manufacturer gets his compensatory 
duty on the basis of two, three, four, or four and a half times 
the duty on 1 pound of unwashed wool of the first class, whether 
that amount of wool goes into the imanufacture of the goods or 
not. Therefore it is perfectly plain thatin many instances alarge 

rt of the so-called compensatory duty given the manufacturer 
is, in fact, protection pure and simple, and ought not to be charged 
up to the woolgrower, which it is. 

Ihave made the foregoing computation upon the rates con- 
tained in the House bill, but the tion between the woolgrower 
and the manufacturer is not iy ag by the proposed Senate 
amendments, except simply that the compensatory duties are 
lowered in the same proportion as the duties on wool are lowered. 
In other words, the cut all comes off the woolgrower and but 
little from the manufacturer. 

Mr. President, I am not prepared to say that the manufacturer 
gets too much protection. I am not finding fault with the rates 
proposed on manufactured woolens. I am simply trying to show 
the relation which these compensatory duties bear to the wool- 
grower, and to prove that they are by no means a true indication 
of the amount of protection which the woolgrower actually re- 
ceives, and must not be accepted as the basis upon which to meas- 
ure the protection accorded his, 

In all the tariff acts which have been considered from 1864 to 
the present time the woolgrowers have never so much as offered 
a@ suggestion as to what the manufacturers’ rates should be, while, 
on the other hand, they have never yet come before Congress to 
express their wishes that they have not found themselves con- 
fronted with the active opposition of the wool manufacturers more 
or less openly expressed. In short, the manufacturers have here- 
tofore written the wool tariff for the woolgrower, and the indica- 
tions — to point to the conclusion that they are striving to do 
80 again. 

Mr. President, in what I havesaid upon this subject I have but 
imperfectly presented the woolgrowers’ side of this contention as 
to what are just and proper rates on wool. The woolgrowers 
themselves have given the subject much consideration, and have 
formulated a bill which aubalien their views, and which I have 
heretofore introduced as an amendment to the wool schedule of 
the pending measure. This bill has received the sanction and in- 
dorsement of the woolgrowers of the whole country, and has been 
approved bythe National W ool Growers’ Association. Itischarged 
by the manufacturers that the rates ed are excessive, but 
for my own part I am convinced that if viewed from the true pro- 
tective stan — of desiring to stimulate and enconrage the 
woolgrowing industry so as to produce all the wool we consume, 
the woolgrowers’ bill is a just, sound, and defensible measure. 

If, however, the Senate in its wisdom shall decide not to grant 
the request of the woolgrowers by accepting their amendment, 
then I respectfully suggest that simple justice at least demands 
that the House rates on the first and second classes shall be ad- 
hered to; that an additional duty of at least 3 nee ae pound 
shall be laid on the light, shrinking, skirted Aus an wools; 
that washed wools of the second and third classes shall pay double 
duty the same as those of the first; that scoured wools of the third 
class shall pay treble duty the same as those of the second; that a 
single specific rate of not less than 8 Cents be placed upon third- 
class wools, but that if the dividing line of value is to be 
it shall be reduced to 8 cents; that the minimum rate below 8 
cents shall be raised to 5 cents, and that the maximum rate above 
be raised to 8 cents; that the classification be amended 
include all wools from Turkey in Europe, all wools from Africa, 
and also China wools, and that such penalties be provided as will 
insure a strict and impartial administration of the law. 

These amendments, while short of what woolgrowers 
require, will go far toward the imperfections and ine- 
qualities of the bill. 

And now, Mr. 
tained the Senate 
need of the w 
injustice done 
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recognized champion and great defender of “protection,” ,;,, 
now fills most worthily the highest place within the gift .; ; 
American people as a result of his advocacy of the pro: 
policy, the other one of the ablest and most honored mem) 
this body, whose words always command the most prof.); 
tention and respect. 

Speaking to a convention of woolgrowers at Columbus | 
uary 12, 1893, President McKinley said: 


More than once they have demonstrated their power in this St.:.. 
not fail to recall what punishment _ inflicted upon the Republica: 
in 1883 for having in a tariff act of that year reduced wool from 1” - 
more, according to value, to 10 cents per pound. You defeated th» |: 
lican candidate for governor and e the oeratic candidat \ 
carried the caghmaeere for the Democratic ty by a great majority. a), 
thereby placed in the Senate of the United States a Democratic: <. ; 
You did all this. You organized to do it, as you had a right to do, |) 
you believed the Republican party in this ht reduction on wool had 
your interest a positiveinjury. * * * You have made yourselves /.\;, 
than once and given evidence of your power. * * * You are ent ™ 
full and uate protection, as every other interest is entitl«d ;., ; 
protection of itsown Governmentagainst com products, and you 
express your convictions in this respect in every possible and legal a) | 
stitutional way. * * * 


This was the lan of President McKinley, addressed ¢)) ;},, 
woolgrowers of Obio in 1893. He tells them they “are entit|.; 
to full and adequate protection.” I commend these utterances, ;. 
the earnest consideration of the Republican members of thio s..)- 
ate, and particularly to the distinguished Senator from that <1; 
whose reelection to this body depend upon the result of this 
fall's —_ The woolgrowers of Ohio are watching the 
action of ee with vision by long suffering and 
great loss, if ee 1 shall fail of materialization 
they will again ‘‘ defeat the ublican candidate for governor” 
and again ‘‘carry the legislature for the Democratic party by a 
= majority,” and once again “ in the Senate of the 

nited States a Democratic Senator Ohio.” 

In the Senate, on February 26, 1896, the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts used these which possess an added force and 
significance at this moment. said: 

I have al been of those who, in a public life lasting nearly 
twenty-os a yonre in this and the other Hoven. have voted in te ‘ ; 
with the desires of the representatives of the woolgrowing communiti:. in 
this country. There has, sofar as I remember, never been a discus: (01 «! 
that subject in which I have not given my voice and my vote for the larzes: 

rotection on wool and on other interests of those communities that they 
cove themselves desired. * * * I believe that when,asa permanent ))lic-y 
in this country, protection to wool is doomed, protection is doomed. As [ 
had the honor to say when the Wilson bill was pending in the Senate, it is 
with protection and wool as in Byron’s prophecy: 
“ While stands the Coliseum, Rome shall stand; 
When falls the Coliseum, Rome shall fall.” 


he 


And he is a purblind manufacturer, whether in New England or e!s»- 
where, who supposes that the American will consent to continue the 
protection on his own industry which is to the farmer and the wool- 
grower of the great West. 

And again, on the 14th day of April last, upon the occasion «i tlic 
a of the woolgrowers’ memorial, the distinguished 

nator used the following language: 

Without a proper tariff on wool there will never be a protective systein in 
this country of any value, and the question, What is a proper eee on wool? 
as to where the] t 


f the necessities of the from the 
ical p is lodged and is to be —I am not speaking 
of the 


but parts of country—has to be set: in accordance wit! 
ho wool. We have got 

the same sound and 
tected if woolens 

that is done it will 
much as if it came in in 


I commend these utterances of the senior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to the careful consideration of the protectionisis in t)is 
wisdom, uttered a full knowledge 


body. are words of . 
of the of the situation and of the necessities of th 
oat of farmers and flockmasters whose interests are 11- 
President, no protective tariff can hereafter endure that 

does not full e interests of the great mass of producers 
etntusienes “raw materials.” Gectection to wool is the 
arch of protection, and unless it be well 

the whole structure must fall to the 
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APPENDIX 1. 


The Moufion (Ovis aries),even yet found wild in the mountains of Sardinia, 
Corsica, Barbary, Greece, and Asia Minor, with short, course fleece resem b- 
ling hair quite as much as wool, is the parent stock—the genus—from which 
all our various breeds of sheep have been evoluted by domestication and 
breeding. (Cas Hundred Years of American Commerce, Chapter XXXV.) 
New York, D. O. Haynes & Co., 189. ; PED 

The sheep of the world may now be placed in three general classes (Tariff 
Hshe fest a best are the Merino, with their subvarieties of Saxony, pro 
ducing the picklock wool, the delaine merino, and various other varieties, 
with superiority of wool in the order stated. The wools are frequently 
quoted simpl as “ fine” wools or ay aes ” wools. 

The second, the sheep of English blood, the mutton breeds, embracing 
Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, Shropshire, and others of the Down vari 
ties, including the Canada long wool,etc. These for convenience may be 
designated by the general name Down sheep, their wool down wool, gener- 
ally but improperly called “combing” wools, since all wools now can bl 
“combed.” 

The third, the Mouflon, the sheep of the parent stock, but generally much 
improved by domestication and breeding in the progress of evolution. These 
include the Russian Donskoi, native South American, native Mexican, native 
Smyrna, ete. This class of sheep is found in Russia, Greece, Mexico, and 
elsewhere. : : 

The value of all wool as shorn from the sheep depends on (1) its quality and 
2) on the scoured or cleaned product. Al! wools, as shorn, without cleans 
ing—called “ grease” wools—shrink in scouring. ‘The clean product is called 
“seoured "or “clean” wool. Wool washed on the sheep's back is advanced 
only one stage im the process of scouring. 

Wools quoted in fore! wool circulars as “ fleece *' wool is wool washed. gen 
erally spout washed. The average merino wools of the world will shrink in 





scouring 67 per cent, the down wools pent Ss a - ver oumn Ld oo 
ioc. NO. li, Vecember, id9o, p. ov, Pilty- 


Hearings, pp. 1360-1382, 1408; Senate 
fourth Congress, first session. ) 

The merino and down wools are both used in the manufacture of clothing 
goods, both “ woolen “and “worsted goods.” 

By reason of the light shrinkage of the down wools, 1 pound of these un 
washed wools will give as much clean-scoured wool as 2 pounds of average 
unwashed merino; hence the duty should be much more than on merino wools. 


APPENDIX 2. 


The follo table shows the effect of the free-wool act of August 27, 1894, 
resulting in a to flock owners of $178,798,121, with items thus: 












ae : Losson | Number | . y 
Number j | Farm Loss on 
Year. Value. value pounds | — 
of sheep. | of sheep. } wool, | Value. wool. 
nal tae ed i . i r 
1808... .... 988, 985 $116,121, 270 |............ 333,018,405 $47,185,283 |... 
1808... ...}47, 278,553 | 125,900,264 |......._- . 348, 588, 138 | 23,164,040 124, 021, 
1904... ... 048,017 | 89,186,110 ($36, 723,154 825,210,712 | 22, 122, 828 | 25, 00 
1805 .. .... 064 | 68,685,767 | 22, 500,343 (294, 206, 726 | 23,543,738 | 28, 641, 54: 
1806... ..../36, 464,405 | 61,989,488 | 4,606,279 (270,474,708 | 20,800,000 | 26,385, 28 
Total seveessere|ennnneseecece| DI i eects hess Saree 99, 110, 825 








The prevailing sentiment of the woo! wers of the West is expressed by 
their leading journal. Wool Markets and Sheep, published in Chicago. The 
following extract is from an editorial article in its issue of May 13: 

“ The billas reported to the Senate is a tricky. deceptive measure, and places 
the woolgrower in a still worse position than the Dingley bill which was per 
forated with innumerable loopholes for fraud. Wool men who have the 

rs’ interests at heart are commencing to realize the dastardly attempt 
on the part of the East tocontrol both Houses of Ouagrem to defeat Western 


interests by giving to New England all she wants. @ measure, as agreed | 


upon by the Committee, is an insult to the great Western domain, 
and which should be rebuked by all who follow in the wake of agriculture. 

“ The West is tired of this one-sided legislation. Itistoo much East. The 
Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives and the Fi 
nance Committee of the Senate have experts only from Eastern corporations 
to assist them in wool duties. They take for their clerk 8S. N. D 
North, secretary of the National Woolen Manufacturers. They use a promi- 











nent wool dealer, who is not only interested in the importation of Australian 


wools, but has brothers-in-law w 
stock. How can the , 
as this? Isit not tir 











many of our Western S torsand R 
this treachery upon the part of the East, w) 
West? The Dingley bill, as amended by ¢ 
suit the woolgrower. Better no b at a 
a law. There would be no prot 
eptive influence millions of pou . rool 
country so greatly undervalued that disaster a 
in its wake.” 
APP ix 
Number of sh < hea ‘ b wen) 
January | Number January 

ES 22, 471, 275 SN 
its 23, 471, 275 i 
YE OS See 24,971, 2 g 
ES 26.971, 275 | 18838 
i ntibien<¢encineedenn 20, 471,275 ISS4 
1805 $2,471,275 || 1885 
1s86 35, O71 > Isad 
1867 i a 30, 35, SSG 1887 
1368 ines ‘ ‘ 38,901,912 |) 1888 
Lse9 a - 87, 724, 279 TSs0 
S70 thd 4). 253, 000 1800 
1871 nina 31,851,000 | 1891 
SS $1, 679,300 || Tao 
1873 eR, 400 Lis 
Is74 008.200 1804 
1875 re ee 33, 783, 600_|) 1805 
“teagan se 5, 135, 300" | 1806 
1877 sone onneal 35, 804,200 || April 1, 1806 
1878 ; 3, 740,500 | January 1, 1897 
Se s webane eee 3, 123, 800 
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b Estimate of W. B. Snow, formerly statistician of Agricultural Department. 


APPENDIX 4 
Total ex nsumption of wool. 


Domestic 
Total consumption of wool | woolclipof| Imported 


for years ending June previous wool. 
year. 

Pounds. Pounds 
Es. aii ed apeaepenandenasdt GEE | Bae aeeGe 
tt Mali dil ntinciteththeie eon | B07, 101, 507 | 148, 670, 652 
d,s amet | 330,018,405 | 172,433, 808 
at ..| 364,156,666 | 55, 152,558 
Senta 828. 487. 858 | 203. TOS. 635 
18065 | 204,296,727 | 230, 811,473 


Total consumption of wool. 


Allowing that some of the wool imports of 1895 an 
warehouses, it is safe to estimate that the people of thi 
annual consumption under normal conditions 660,000, 


Wool 
imported ir 
hape of 
grooda, 
shoddy, 
rags, and 
waste 
Pounds 


123, 180, 240 
Lis, 697, 637 
117, 145, 45 
», O18, 060 
107, 254, 143 


2a), G00, O00 


ad 1896 wer 


country ! 


WO pounds raw we 


: 


which would require 110,000,000 sheep for its production. The 
Abstract of the United States, 1895,"’ frontispiece, gives the population June 
6.22 pounds, of which 





1, 1805, at 69,753,000, with a per capita consumption of 
46.1 per cent was foreign wool. But this does not includ 


woolen manufactures. North’s Wool Book for 1894, p 


i 
capita consumption at 9), pounds. 


Year ending June 30— 
1991. | 1902. | 1893. 1804. 
Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds 
Domestic wool clip of previous year_.................------- ee ene nee nen ee nee | 900, 474,857 | 307,101,507 | 330,018,405 | 364, 156, 666 
Imported Wh tas bee ons | 129, 808, 647 | 148, 670,652 | 172, 453, 538 5S, 152, 558 





Wool imported in shape of goods, shoddy, rags, and waste ...............-.......... | 123, 180, 240) 106,697,687 | 117,145,545 | 55, 318, 050 
en ence cccnnsccnnccnnnenennna} O08, 008, 748 | GOR, 400, 798 | 619,507,788 | 474, 087, 274 
| 





Production, imports, exports, and consumption of wool in the United States by years, 18%0 to 1895. 


Year ending June 30— 


2 ee me 


Ba 52 2522 









$e ere te~toeseee-n- 269,000,000 | 113! 15, 887,217 2. 
W9QQ OR nnn n mre nnn nen mn nnnn nnn nnn conn one nn nw nnn nanan ne en ne seen enn nnn ean ene ee ence een eee eee eee 265, 000,000 | 126, 17, 074, 51S | 141, 
VAD nae renw te nnn nen nn nnn nanan anew nnennnnnnnsnneanneee consaneenceneesanene ree cc eens seen eens sees | 276,000,000 | 105, 4 15,204,083 | 231 
[GGG ORR Rn en nere nn mencnnennnne ennwwwacnn anne wenn aewene onrwns nnn onsen eneee enee serene cree nnn eee ee ee ene 285,000,000 | 129, 308, 648 18, 231, 372 291 
Se mre occncoce SOS SSHS Sete scede cowewecesos owes erse cess + Eee Hose cccese soeceeee-<<-! 204, 000, 000 148, 670, K32 19, 688, 108 ar, 
agg 727 Tori tannin renee enone wmnnee === -22- 2-n- 2= === one ee --- ++ i ie | 308, 153,000 | 172, 433,838 | 21, 064, 180 91 
MOG Teter rene nn a nnn nn nn nnn nnne nnn ne nn enn ene ee eee one Cae noms cecccesogenccesces-e--| 208,007,904 | 55,153,585 | 6,107,438 520 
See nmsncdutibeccesemdanscuccccececcccccees 309) 748, 000 200, 8, 906 | 
i er 


ae 










| Imports. 
Produc- i 
tion. 
} Quantity Valu 
Pounds, Pounds 


} 232,500,000 | 128,131,747 | $23,727 
..| 240,000,000 | 55, 964,238 9, 703 
| 272,000,000 | 67,861,744 11, 096 
290,000,000 | 70, 3 10, 949 
--| 300,000,000 | 78: 12, 384 
| 308,000,000 | 70.5 8, 879 
| 902, 000.000 | 129, 
| 


285, 000,000 | 114, 16, 424 








the wool 


1805. 


Pounds 
B28, 437, 858 
208, 7u8, 635 


107, 254, 143 


639, 400, 638 


ze Ob, wis 


Total. 
} 


Pounda 


Mi). O48. 744 
WR, 460, 706 
619, 507, TRS 
474, G27, 274 
6500, 400, 636 

Onn ") 


statist cal 


nir 4 or ted 


per 


1896. 


Pounds 
204, 206, 7 
ZW), 811,473 
250, 000, 000 





755, 007, 200 


Exports of 


| 
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16, 746, O81 | 146 


49 27 


omestic 





6. (Quantity. Value 
Pounds 

650 191, 551 

, 068 71,4565 

, 060 116, 179 

, 81 64,474) 3 

708 10, 388 | 3,073 

923 | 88. 008 16, 739 


3) 19,62 


wy) 78, 00 
, 14 5, 272 
576 23, 065 


042 33, 543 
ye2 30, 425 
is | BO, 664 
OM 14, 808 
247 90, 675 


25, 556,421 | 4,279,109 | 484, 463 
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APPENDIX 5. 
Wool clip of the United States and the amount of scoured wool produced. 








Yield of Number 














Yield of oe 
Year. ie neamred Weel, of sheep Year. Wool in the wy inkage eves, a ber 
; \ } Of Sheep 
wool. “pulled.” | (millions). ee | eee pulled” | (millions), 
Pounds. Per cent Pounds. Pounds Per cent. nds. 
SOU. cpbntechncte bach dddesovs 264, 000,000 53 124, 080, 000 COE BOD. cnncasdinéedeenvtdéaced 205, 779, 479 56. 23 134, 795, 350 | 42 
TIRE conse conereansane ovenenan 290, 000, 000 53 136, 300, 000 Gb 8 PEED wnccpvesensnccec cece ond 309, 474, 856 54.88 | 130, 628, 290 | 44 
BEA cesbshencccihesencasanvl 300, 000, 000 54 138, 000, 000 eM aeckchbndicieasanecwecdill 307, 101, 54. 87 139, 826, 708 ah 
eiinstikaserisusthsweidedd 820, 400, 00 54 147, 384, 000 404 |) 1802 2... conn e eee eens 383, 018, 405 59 145, 300, 318 | rt 
RRS RRS NCEE 837, 500, 000 55 151, 875, 000 RE fais dante eagennanunteiek 348, 538, 133 59. 27 151, 193, 776 | ni 
Bieta ob Say 829, 600, 000 55 148, 320, 000 50} | SE hcccttetadisedinasocedtil 825, 210, 712 59.71 140, 292, 268 | a 
SC raqeenpbeea 081, 026 55. 74 149, 365, 625 EN aa Gdns dad , 206, 60 125, 718, 69) 423 
SS ee BREE i 02, 160, 950 55.58 | 140,556, 685 SR EE peli esitn ibudvanen> anes 272, 474, 708 60.70 | 115,284,579 | 36} 
icebsudsdhdadss sacuisinubl $01, 876, 121 57.43 136, 501, 955 434 
Nore 1.—The shrinkages and scoured yield, 1880 to 1885, inclusive, are estimates of Justice, Bateman & Co. 
Nore 2.—The shrinkages and ecoured yield, 1886 to 1896, are estimates of the National Association of Woolen Manufacturers. 
Nory 3.—-The number of sheep is from the reports of the United States Department of Agriculture, with the exception of 1896, which is the estimate 
of the National Association of Woolen Manufacturers 
oT 


8 4.—The wool clip is from the Wool Book of 1895, published by the National Association of Woolen Manufacturers. 


APPENDIX 6. 
The following statistics are appropriate in this connection, taken from Circular No. 12, of the Department of Agriculture, January 22, 1897: 
Values of important agricultural products imported into the United States from the leading countries of supply during the five years ended June 30, 1394. 








Country from which imported. | 


WOOL, UNMANUFACTURED (TOTAL). 


Year ended June 30— 
| Annual aver 











; . age, 
| 1892, 1808. 1894 1895. 1996. 1892-1896. 

Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. P. ct. 
IIA is stat nine peeled mbansinditnaseumetldtebsee olubeeatithecdaguat 130, 238 128, 869 48 8, 463, 983 9, 210, 716 2,585,771 | 1.6 
PERIOG «00 ne vencccwcsene cenceec secces cnon woeees coccenunee 8seiee eveses coos 4, 882, 555 8, 128, 213 062,734 | 10,245,426 | 13,279,720 7,499,730! 4.6 
SNE sna cea nncandnnde hcenadines bosned tpanatdepsambas shebnaies ered 415,815 1, 481, 560 246, 389 1,235,315 2,021, 443 1, 080, 104 7 
SRR iM niin dictieiGnepbenktha teh $ axnedaphnanntceatidaokeapabhnntiiilee 82, 460, 709 30, 835, 238 9, 055, 087 12, 388, 082 9, 945, 248 15, 936, 862 11.6 
ROE oo ndes vvcrerkbocdhbene sugk bhi be sebtbanendudus cing otel 2, 458, 3, 238, 602 1, 158, 128 2,819, 710 5, 803, 833 8, 004, 843 | 1.9 
Uni Kingdom nddiensenhttibes abvink not addteaweaeldiwebtedtabincyanhd 43, 473, 171 61, 107, 704 11, 546, 327 78, 301, 661 90, 907, 989 57,085,370 | 935.1 
SL Oidandbn vite disbechudics scadbésactocemiblambohedss dbteon debt secsde 1,137, 1, 402, 858 602, 628 7,081, 178 4, 964, 753 8,027, 727 | 1.9 
Argentina 14, 127, 13, 842, 868 8, 988, 667 25, 745, 854 22, 736, 851 17, 087, 406 10.5 
TT a et eh oral ied bdabalah npein dimmneibaan’ 2,374,910 1, 644, 889 1,418, 219 2, 149, 749 8, 438, 140 2, 205, 181 1.4 

RR SIR £ EEE RRS REE ER 0 ER SEY SIRES SS 4, 832, 652, 080 247,797 10, 347, 873 8, 114, 961 4, 839, 045 3 
RN ae ee a oe sebhdiheelnebeed abenneceia 138, 889, 957 20, 758, 883 10, 186, 264 26, 089, 418 nS 19, 093, 324 11.7 
i i el ieee Aeignail 568, 408, 937 267, 047 884, 272 123, 449, 420 | 3 
RN eo esses emtihensehendbelnnionaeten 9, 194, 835 18, 316, 552 8,904,201 7, 829, 877 5, 453, 664 7, 839, 826 | 4.8 
RTE IRE ET ETIN EST HEP AG 15, 359, 722 9, 176, 282 4, 917, 396 12,383, 814 SP ie 12, 444, 696 | 7.6 

a i a ee pn omabbGbnune eka , 148, 112 2,134, 255 1,221, 742 8, 871, 253 8, 262, 8, 824, 561 2 
I ann nee unos. dindudieediuviapeteuwiedwebos okie 2, 220, 511 4, 191, 083 439, 961 1,656, 441 1,725, 120 2,046, 625 | 1.3 

UN a ‘ 148, 670, 652 100 


rious countries are taken to London for sale and export. 





MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. Mc- 
KENNEY, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1886) to adopt regulations for preventing collisions 
upon certain harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the United 
States, with an amendment in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

INCOME TAXES, 


Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the joint resolution which I intro- 
duced yesterday morning, to amend the Constitution so as to give 
Congress the power to lay and collect income taxes, may be taid 
before the Senate and be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
joint resolution, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (S. R. 47) to amend the 
Constitution of the United States, giving Congress the power to 
lay and collect income taxes, as follows: 


Resolved the Senate and House of Representatives of thenited States o 
America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), 
That the following article be pro to the legislatures of the several 
States as an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, which, 
when ratified by three-fourths of said legislatures, shall be valid as a part of 
the Constitution, namely: 


“ARTICLE XVI. 


“The Co’ shall have power to lay and collect taxes on all incomes 
regardless of the source from which the income is derived or acquired; but 
all income taxes shall be uniform throughout the United States.’ 


— ALLISON. What is the request of the Senator from North 
Carolina? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution is laid before 
the Senate in pursuance of the notice given yesterday by the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina that to-day, immediately upon the con- 
clusion of the morning business, he would submit a few remarks 
on the joint resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator from North Carolina wish to 
go on now? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; I will say to the Senator that I have no 
ere 8 h, and I shall not detain the Senate long. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 


will proceed. 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I offered the joint resolution and 


ae ye the imports from the countries of production, but do not necessarily include all the wool which comes from those countries. 
rom va 


"172, 433,838 | 55, 152,585 | 206,033, 906 200, 911, 43 | 162, 640, 491 


asked that it be not referred to the Judiciary Committee, but that 
it might lie on the table, to be taken up for consideration by the 
Senate at an early day. Ido this because there isa joint resolu- 
tion to the same effect now before the committee, and has been since 
the beginning of this session. Besides, a similar resolution w:s 
before the committee during the two sessions of the Fifty-fourth 
Con: . Itis animportant matter. It ought to be passed upon 
by the Judiciary Committee, and I trust it will be. But the fact 
stands that we have no report from that committee. Over two 
years ago the Supreme Court decided, in a famons decision, that 
Congress has no power to lay and collect income taxes; that is, 
without apportioning them among the States, which would le 
monstrous and absurd. 

Only a few weeks ago the same court rendered a decision on the 
anti-trust law which is a little em to the great trans- 
portation lines of the country. At once a movement was started 
to have the decision of the court set aside by legislative action—! 
might say with almost indecent haste. The power of those great 
transportation companies was focused on Washington. A hulf 
dozen, or at least several, bills have already been introduced to 
nullify the decision. The Committee on Interstate Commerce has 
been holding constant meetings considering the bills that have 
been off to set aside the decision. . 

We have been expecting. tall for aaveek or two a pooling ill 
to be reported from the mittee on Interstate Commerce for 
the consideration of Congress at the earliest possible day. [n fact, 
it seemed at one time as if the tariff might have to stand to one 
side to give this matter, important to the transportation comp:- 
nies, the right of way. 


Why is it that we, the representatives of the people in (on- 


gress—— 
Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from North Carolina allow 
me to interrupt him? 


Mr. BUT . Certainly. 


Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from North Carolina has been 
we —_- here about which, in my judgment, he knows 
very little. 

Mr. BUTLER. TheSenator from North Carolina would be very 
glad to have information, as it is a matter of im nce 
The Senator says that a 


Mr. CULLOM. dozen bills have 
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peen introduced in the Senate to cure a condition brought about 
py a decision of the Supreme Court, and that they have been in- 
troduced with indecent haste. I believe that was the term used. 
The truth is, one bill was presented looking to the subject of 1- 
ing, with amendments to other provisions of the law, which have 
been urged upon the attention of the Senate for years, tostrengthen 
the act to te commerce, or, in other words, to strengthen 
the power of the commission in the administration of its duties. 

Mr. GEAR. Let me suggest to the Senator from Illinois that 
the bill was introduced prior to the decision of the court. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think it was. 

Mr. GEAR. I know it was. 

Mr. CULLOM. I introduced one bill myself, which was sent 
tome by a number of gentlemen or an association of gentlemen 
not connected with the railroads at all, I understand, except so 
far as it is their duty to deal with the railroads in handling 
freight. Those two bills have been before the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

The further truth is that from time to time for very many 
months the committee have considered just such bills in the ho 
that we might agree upon what was best in our judgment in the 
interest of the public welfare, and we have never met except at 
our regular meetings. (nce a week, like other committees, meet- 
ings are held, unless possibly in one week there were two meetings, 
although I am not sure about that. So when the Senator states 
that so far as the Committee on Interstate Commerce are con- 
cerned we have been appearing to act with indecent haste, if he 
applies that remark to the committee, he entirely misrepresents 

e committee. The committee have the subject now under con- 
sideration. We met yesterday, I believe it was, and had the mat- 
ter under consideration. We adjourned as we usually do, and as 
other committees do, when 12 o’clock came, andif the committee 
meet next week, we will consider the matter again, with other 
bills which we have there. . 

I desire to say to the Senator that whatever his judgment ma 
be about the matter, the committee are not disposed to act with 
indecent haste, but that when they do act, if they report a bill, 
they will ars according to their best judgment in the premises, 
lookin gt 


e public welfare. 

Mr. UTLER. Will the Senator from Illinois answer a ques- 
tion before he takes his seat? 

Mr. M. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is the bill which the committee is now consid- 
ering the same kind of a bill as the bills introduced before the 
decision of the court on the antitrust law? 

Mr. CULLOM. Most assuredly. It is just such a bill as has 
been before the Committee on Interstate Commerce many times 
. before. Such bills have heretofore been considered, and once or 

twice have been reported to this body. 

For the information of the Senate, I will state that the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, or a portion of its membership, 
anticipated that the Supreme Court would render a decision which 
might to some extent weaken the authority of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission in the enforcement of the interstate-commerce 
law, and one of the pu of the bill now is to amend the law 
so that the decision of the Supreme Court, which holds that under 
the present act the Commission has not the power to make rates, 
if you please, in cases of disputes between the railroads and the 
people, shall not apply to the law as we propose to amend it—in 
other words, that Commission shall have power to say not 
only that a given rate is too high, but that another rate would be 

the Commission as reasonable and just. 
.B The bill will legalize pooling. 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill also has such a provision in it, and 

similar bills have been before the committee almost time out of 


Mr. CHILTON. Will the Senator from North Carolina permit 


me to make a statement? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHILTON. The controv between the Senator from 
Illinois and the Senator from N Carolina, so far as it relates 
to the form of ion used, is one in which I have no interest, 
but Ido not it would be just for the impression to be created 
that the bill has not been ,and was not immediately 


je upon rendition of the decision of the Supreme Court. 
have been a member of the Interstate Commerce Committee for 
two years,and I for one havenever been called upon to vote for the 
report of — bill until since the Supreme Court of the United 
States delivered its recent a in which transportation lines 
were su the 


of the antitrust law. 
Sir, I differ in toto with the chairman of the Interstate Com- 
In 


statement that the bill which is now 

a the Interstate Commerce Committee would 
the hands of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

He is his opinion; I am entitled to mine. Not only 
does the proposed bill contain a pooling provision, but it also con- 
tains an amendment of the present law which, in my judgment, 


Reh we 
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imprisonment. 
in all the courts of the country the right of the courts to compel 


some other agent or some other manager. 


me to sa 
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is calculated to undermine the efficiency of interstate-commerce 
regulation. 
road managers and agents shall not be punished for violations of 
that law by imprisonment except for a second offense. 


I refer to the amendment which provides that rail- 


The present interstate-commerce law provides punishment by 
The transportation lines of this country litigated 


witnesses to give testimony which might criminate themselves, 


even though they were exempted from punishment in consequence 
of that testimony. 


After the Supreme Court of the United States, 
upon the termination of long litigation, held that it is within the 


power of the court to compel witnesses to testify under such cir- 
cumstances, and in consequence convictions seemed probable, 
then we find a bill introduced here and sent to the Interstate 
Commerce Committee changing the law so that the imprisonment 
clause was omitted. 


That bill was reported favorably at the last session of Congress. 
At this session, though that particular bill has not been reported 


again, there is incorporated in the measure, which the chairman 
of the committee tells us will strengthen the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, a clause which provides that the penalty for the first 
offense of violating the terms of the interstate-commerce law shall 
not include imprisonment. 
get the same man a second time. 


As a minatter of course, you will never 
The same manager or the same 
agent will never commit the second offense. It will always be 
So much in connection 
with that subject. 

Iam a member of the Interstate Commerce Committee. 
very much opposed to the pooling bill. 
detrimental to the public interests. 


Iam 
I think it would be very 
[ think it would be a vicious 


experiment; and so believing, I am not willing—and that is the 


only interest I feel, and it is my only excuse for interfering here 
between the Senator from North Carolina and the Senator from 
Illinois—that the.impression shall be created that the pooling 
bill has not been pressed since the Supreme Court of the United 


States decided that the Sherman antitrust law applies to railroad 


companies. 

Mr.GEAR. May I suggest to the Senator from North Carolina 
that it was pressed before? ~ 

Mr. CHILTON. It was not pressed before since I have been a 
member of the committee—two years. 

Mr. GEAR. I beg pardon. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from North Carolina allow 
a word further? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I regret to interrupt the Senator, but I did not 
feel that I could afford to let his remarks go by without some 


notice. 


First, in reply to the Senator from Texas, who is a member of 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce, I will say, as the Senator 
well knows, that the amendment proposed to the fifteenth section 
of the present measure under consideration in the committee does 
strengthen the law in taking into account the recent decision made 
by the Supreme Court with reference to the powers of the com- 
mission. Does he not know that? 

Mr. CHILTON. It is very true that a proposition to strengthen 
the law is pending before the Interstate Commerce Committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. Exactly. 

Mr. CHILTON. But Iam talking about the pooling clause of 

the law. 
Mr. CULLOM. That is another subject entirely. I wish to 
state that such a provision has been in a dozén bills before the 
present one now in the hands of the committee and under consid- 
eration. Whether an amendment to the pooling section, if it may 
be so called, would strengthen the law or weaken it is a question 
about which Senators and other people differ. That is a question 
under consideration. 

But when the Senator intimates that, so far as the chairman or 
any action of the committee is concerned, we are attempting to 
crowd things through in a way before unheard of in that commit- 
tee, I desire simply to state that he and I differ upon the question. 

The Senator says, in referring to the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States as to the antitrust law, that the rail- 
roads rushed here to secure an amendment of the law, so as to get 
around the decision. The bill was introduced, as I said, before 
the last decision, but perhaps not until after the antitrust decision 
was made; but is it an unheard-of thing that bills shall be intro- 
duced to amend statutes in view of what the Supreme Court may 
have decided in reference to such statutes? Take the case | have 
just referred to, the Supreme Court decision a week ago on the 

uestion of the power of the Commission. I anticipated that 
decision, or the committee did, and we sought to get an amend- 
ment to the law continuing the power of the Commission so that 
it might grapple with the railroads, and where a rate was made 
too high might not only say that it was too high, but determine 
what a reasonable rate would be and fix it for the guidance of the 
railroad company. 





1494 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Therefore, so far as that branch of the subject is concerned, I 
insist that neither the Senator from North Carolina nor the Sen- 
ator from Texas has any ground for attacking the action of the 
Interstate Commerce Committee, which has now under considera- 
tion these several bills. There are other bills there which the 
committee is considering, as well as the one referred to by the 
Senator from North Carolina, but I will not take up his time 
longer. I do not desire to interfere with his speech. 

r. CHILTON. Will the Senator from North Carolina permit 
me to make one further statement? I take no part in the contro- 
yersy concerning the action of the Interstate Commerce Commit- 
tee. I would have made no allusion toit. But there was a point 
in the remarks of the Senator from Illinois which I thought needed 
correction, and I only referred to the action of the committee be- 
cause it was necessary to do so to meet the inference I thought 
might be drawn from his remarks. That was, that we had been 
considering the matter of pooling from time to time, and that 
the action of the Supreme Court in deciding that railroad com- 
panies fell within the antitrust law had not spurred on the Inter- 
-— Commerce Committee in considering the proposed pooling 
I repeat, that I have been a member of the committee for two 

ears. I have endeavored toattend every meeting of the commit- 
. Never in that time was my attention called to a pooling bill 
until after the decision of the Supreme Court was rendered, a short 
time ago. I know that three or four years ago there was a propo- 
sition poe in Congress to grant railroad o ies the right 
to pool, but I refer to what has ha _ within the last two 
years, since I have been a member o committee. I am clear 
that the subject was not brought up in committee until after the 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States was rendered. 

I thought it was due to the members of the committee who are 
opposed to the pooling bill that there should be no uncertainty in 
respect to that matter. 

I have no interest in the contention between the Senator from 
Illinois and the Senator from North Carolina. Whether the haste 
which has been displayed is indecent or not is, of course, a matter 
of opinion, but as to the facts I think there certainly should be no 


controversy. 

Mr. CULLOM. I merely wish to state that the Senator from 
Texas has been a very g member of the Interstate Commerce 
Committee, and I hope he will continue to be so. I trust we will 
produce such a result from our committee in the way of legisla- 
tion to be presented to the Senate as shall benefit the great masses 
of the people of this country. I hope the Senator from North 
Carolina will now _ nd his speech on his joint resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. her my statement was too harsh, whether 
it was fully justified or not, I will allow the statement of facts 
made by the Senator from Texas, which the will observe 
has not been contradicted by the chairman of the committee, to 
stand as my verification and justification. The facts as stated 
him speak for themselves, and I am willing for the Senate 
the country to decide what terms or adjectives should be used to 
describe the hasty ure to get through some bill to relieve 
the transportation lines from the effect of the decision of the Su- 
preme Court. 

When the Senator from Texas states that he has been a member 
of the committee for two years, and that the question was never 
brought up and pushed before the committee or even considered, 
I believe he said, at all until after the decision of the court, it 
speaks for itself. 

Tam nota member of the Interstate Commerce Committee, I 
ain sorry to say, but, if my memory serves me right, a i 
was pressed in before the Senator from Texas and I 
served in this body. The bill was defeated, I think, in the closing 
days of the Fifty-third espe -one great trans- 
portation lines, in defiance of law, formed'‘a pool, or a joint traffic 
association. Thus the railroads have been — in defiance of 

them. During 


railroads did not need it as long as they were allowed to 
seolina, then the taioenad kata Wagon to-hane Cictgotarae-s 
pooling, ve to passa 
poo bill. cms kakins ean, 
Mr. t, there is a feeling in this country, whether justi- 
fied or not, and it is 
of the court was 
not supposed it would affect 


gress could give them relief from it, and that or 
ies whom the decision affected might appeal in vain for 
= See ee ae of the court 
income-tax \ 
I am glad the Senator from Dlinois favors 


terstate-commerce law and gi the commission more 
certainly the law is a farce as it stands. But 


when we are a so-called 
vive inane peur Ga aan a 






them. Let us be 


give to the commission to check and regulate 
careful that it is not a tub thrown to the whale. 
I do not intend this morning, however, to discuss the inters;..;... 
commerce act. I willdo that when the pooling bill is repor:,.. 
I wish now to call attention specially to the difference i; ;),, 
course pursued by Congress when a decision of the court is ;..),. 
dered which affects great corporations and one is rendered ; 


affects 69,000,000 American people by imposing unjust taxat 
The Committee on the Judiciary has had before it this joint y. 
lution ever since the first session of Congress after the income :.. 
decision was rendered. No action has been taken on it. If ti... 
is any hope of amending the Constitution of the United Stat. 
would seem that it be amended so as to remove this })...; 
monstrous decision of our highest court. It takes a long tin« +, 
amend the Constitution if the lawmaking power moves speediiy, 
Then why should we wait two years, three years, four years. {5 
give the of the States a chance to pass upon this (u0. 
tion? We can not take up the matter in Congress until the e:.)- 
mittees report. We can not even speak u the question as | 
fore the body until the committees sapeti anllese 1 do as I have 
done this morning, offer a joint resolution and ask that it lie on 
the table, and then be forced to go further and ask the Senat. :, 
tne ap eee consider so important a matter as a constitutiona| 
amendment without ever having a report from a committee. 

Mr. President, the proposed amendment to the Constitution that 
I have offered is very plain and simple. It is as follows: 


Articiz XVL 
shall have power to lay and collect taxes on all incomes. re- 
the source from which the is derived or acquired; but al! 
be uniform throughout the United States. 


There is no doubt about the average American citizen unider- 
standing what it means. But I wanted the help of the Judiciary 
Committee to frame an amendment that the courts could not mis- 
understand. If the committee does not see proper to report ujon 
a measure of this kind, then I shall ask the Senate, at as eariy a 
day as possible, to take ~~ in Committee of the Whole this re<o- 
ee consider it in \/ommittee of the Whole, and to pass 
upon 

I want to say further, Ma. President, that in view of the facts 
which I have stated, I will ask the Senate to pass upon this «ues- 
tion before poe bill ever comes toa vote in this body. I 
will ask the te to gc on record as to whether it will first give 
the American people a chance to say whether they want, as a art 
of their fundamental law, the to have er to lay and 
collect income _— we had till the court stab! «od 
the Constitation, or whether, first, we shall grant to the trans- 
portation lines of this country the legal right and power to become 
a mammoth and d tic trust. 

The proposed ing bill will create, if it becomes a law, tlio 
most gigantic trust that the world has ever seen; a trust compo» 
of the great 2 tae Fem es the country, which are the 
throbbing arteries of commerce, prosperity of every State ani 
section largely depending upon them, every citizen in Ameria 
ee management directly or indirectly; a trust with 

including water) controlling the hix!- 

that t possibly collect more 
the American people 

. The trust is an infant 


Tue Beandard Oil cemniea compared vast 2 ae would 
a to a trust that woul 
hold the Cestiinnunol tie aaien tates 
This pooling legislation is asked so that the railroads ca be re- 
lieved of the vestige of 


aoe asking Con- 
gress to keep them from competing with each . They donot 
t at terminal points, when they fall out. A 
Take the Southern Railway. 
Southern Railway is there compe'- 
tion? At every small station their power is absolute to char. 
hatever rates It is only where two gre! 
at Atlanta, that they are sub- 
sow wee penis gm th It is to escape competition at even thos» 
points, so that there can be no competition anyw)':. 

have absolute power to raise and fix rates 00! 
for 


i 
E 


i 


is asked. 
oo corporatic.ts 
to own and operate the transportation lines of the country andr): 


them as private property for private gain that the protection 


cre 


rung into 
our ears every time that an: voice has been raised to point ‘> 
of Every time anyone who belies 
that public functions like s0 necessary to the we- 
every should be as a function of the Gov- 
ernment atcost for the benefit of the public, has so stated, we have 
been told that competition cured all the evils and prevented ail 
UE sick tnnientibien eliadiaibeini tn wwrdiove thaw 
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of all competition. Whenever they reach the point to say to Con- 
ess and to the country that competition is a thing of the past, 
that it is detrimental to their business, then they confess that 
private corporations should no longer be intrusted with the 
management of the great transportation lines of the country. 
When there can be no competition, then every excuse for private 
ownership is gone; the time for public ownership hasarrived. Con- 
ss must now decide whether it is best for the American people 
allow the great transportation lines to be manipulated by pri- 
vate corporations and further allow them to form one mammoth 
syndicate, one gigantic transportation trust, or best for the public 
to own and control this great transportation system in the interest 
of all the people. a 

Now, I am not an advocate of the competitive system, for there 
can be no competition that will result in justice and equity to the 
shipper and the general public. 

I think it best for all the railroad lines of the country to be 
operated as one system, provided that system is operated as a pub- 
lic function at cost for the public good. I think the transporta- 
tion lines should be operated as one united, harmonious, and com- 
plete system, just as the mail lines are operated in one perfect 

tal system. But how any sane man who has any regard for 
the public welfare can want to see such a monopoly, such a trust, 
in private hands is more than I can understand. Public owner- 
ship and not pooling is the remedy. The railroad corporations 
want a | ized trust for their own profit and power, not for the 
welfare of the public. This is what they are demanding from the 
Interstate Commerce Committee to avoid the decision of the court, 
that was a little inconvenient to them. This is the demand that 
is being pushed with indecent haste. 

What is the other proposition that the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary have not had time to consider since the decision of the court 
over two years ago? It is a proposition to equalize taxation to 
some extent; a proposition to allow Congress, if the people's rep- 
resentatives see fit, to levy a fair rate of taxation on incomes, on 
accumulated wealth earning a big profit. Simply a proposition 
for the wealth of the country to bear its fair share of the taxation 
necessary to support the Government. 


4 


If I were the special guardian and spokesman in the Senate of 
the very people who would pay an income tax, if I were here as a 
special r mtative of the small per cent of the people of this 
country who have enormous incomes, and if I were asked what 
my advice would be for the better protection of their property and 
for the better government of the country in which they live, I 
should tell them that it was to their interest that taxation should 
be equalized by anincome tax. The rich, if they were wise, would 
not an income tax, but would favorit and cheerfully pay it. 
One of the justices of the Supreme Court in his dissenting opin- 
jon on the income-tax decision took the same position. The posi- 
tion of those who enjoy the protection of our Government, who 
have amassed large fortunes, and who enjoy princely incomes, in 
a influence and power to prevent their property from 
its share of taxation, is shortsighted and unwise for them 
individually. {f they are wise, they will lose no further time in 
a themselves on a footing with every other American citi- 
zen pay their fair share of taxation. 
The men who would pay this income tax contribute freely to 
tothe cam They give freely when they are called upon 
the leaders of the political parties, I am informed. But when 
called upon under the law to contribute to bear the burdens of 
taxation they revolt and exert their power to prevent Congress, if 
not to try to influence the court to save them from paying a 
fair share of the burdens of taxation. They contribute Sberally 
in It must be because they expect a princely re- 
refuse to contribute, if they have the power to pre- 
vent it, to support the Government, though they expect the 
Government to call out soldiers if necessary to protect their prop- 
erty, if such an emergency should arise. Let them remember 
that the ninety-nine out of every hundred of such soldiers are the 
men who are y forced to pay double taxes in order that the 
rich and powerful privileged few may escape taxation. 
Mr. President, it is astonishing, when we stop to look where the 
th of this country is located, to see that the court should feel 
in straining and perverting the Constitution to prevent 
majority of the wealth of the country from paying taxes. It 
that does not move its hand to correct the 


wrong. Bat a little over 1 per cent of the le of the United 
70 per cent of the of this country. Over 98 
the —— have left distributed among them less than 


i per cent of wealth of the country. Under any system of 
taxation the bulk of the duties collected and the burden of 


a 


fazation falls upon that 98 per cent who own only 30 per cent of 
The doctrine that fs preached in su of protection and high 
tariff duties is that we must protect eslons Iabor ww 


against t 
Suiantetes aguiast Soreien 
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labor is labor that has to work cheap under competition, because 
no laborer works for less than what would support him if he can 
help himself. Now let us see how the pauper labor of America 
compares with the pauper labor of Europe. In Europe the aver- 
age of tenant farmers, the average of men who do not own homes, 
who rent houses, who work for their daily livin s about 40 per 
cent of the population. How is it in this country Between 70 
and 75 per cent of the American people are tenants enters. 
We have a larger per cent of people who do not own nes and 
who work one day for their next day’s bread than the cheap pau- 
per-labor countries of Europe have, and yet under the false prom- 
ise of protection we continue to lay the burden of taxation upon 
the shoulders of that class of people and allow to go scot 

those who own 70 per cent of the wealth and who are each \ 


iree 


ear 


accumulating to themselves nearly all that labor produces. They 
own more wealth than they know what to do with, yet they ob 
ject to paying a fair share of the taxes for the support of the Gov- 


ernment, and Congress acquiesces. 

History tells us that every country that has gone down under 
commercialism reached the stage of decay when less than 10 per 
cent of the people owned nine-tenths of the property. We havo 
already passed that period, that danger line, long ago. If w 
had a fair and just income tax on the statute books, it would not 
remove the conditions, the special privileges, that to-day are con 
centrating the wealth in the hands of a few. It would sim 
equalize taxation. The evils that make an unfair distribut 
the wealth created would still remain. Other legislation would 
still be needed to remedy that. 

The wealth of this country has doubled since 1880. 
then about $43,000,000,000 worth of property. To-day we have 
over eighty-six billions. How has that wealth been distributing 
itself while it has been created? Out of every dollar, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that has been added to the wealth of this country since L880 
it has gone about asfollows: To one man out of twenty, two-thirds 
of that dollar has gone; to the other nineteen out of twenty, only 
one-third of that dollar has gone, to be livided among the nine- 
teen, less than two cents for each; and the fact stares usin the face 
that the nineteen who have gotten one-third out of every dollar's 
worth of property created since 188) have been the producers of 
wealth and the others have been the speculators and accumu 
lators of wealth by special privileges granted by Congress in unjust 
and vicious laws. 

Now, Mr. President, this disproportion, as I have said, is not 
due entirely to the want of an income tax. It is due chiefly to 
other causes. Those causes should be removed. There are great 
financial and transportation problems before the country tha 
Congress will be called upon soon to consider. The causes that 
have brought about this startling disproportion of the distribution 
of the wealth must be removed if our Republic is to be preserved. 
But even if these causes were already removed and there was 
equal opportunity offered every citizen to work and enjoy the 
fruits of his labor, still the duty and responsibility of Congress 
would be just as great to see that taxation was so levied and col- 
lected that each individual would pay in proportion to his ability 
to pay. The income tax is the fairest and most just method of 
accomplishing this. 

Inasmuch as the tariff bill is now under consideration, and inas 
much as the last tariff bill had an income-tax provision, and it 
was that provision that the court rendered its decision upon, i 
will probably not be out of the way to read an extract from t 
dissenting opinion of Mr. Justice Harlan. He is a Republican. 
He no doubt believes in the principle of protection. If heisa Ri 
publican such as the majority on this floor is, he was not even 
satisfied with the high protection of the Wilson bill. Now, what 
does he say about the tariff bill being a fair measure of taxation? 
In speaking of striking the income-tax provision out of the Wilson 
law he says: 


We had 


It nevertheless results that those parts of the Wilson Act that survive 
the new theory of the Constitution evolved by these cases are those imposing 
burdens upon the great body of the American people who derive no rent 


from real estate, and who are not so fortunate as to own invested person 
property, such as the bonds or stocks of corporations that hold within thei 
control almost the entire business of the country. 

He recognized the fact that the Wilson bill with the income-tax 
provision struck out was not a fair and equitable measure of taxs- 
tion. He recognized the fact that it laid the burdens most heavily 
upon those who did not own much property and who had not the 
means to pay. 

In this connection I might call attention to the fact that whether 
it is a Democratic tariff or a Republican tariff, whether it is a 
tariff for protection or a tariff for revenue, yet a tariff is still 
practically a poll tax. In every State in this Union we raise our 
taxes by a tax on the poll and a taxon property. Why? We 
recognize the fact that every man, whether he owns property or 
not, receives certain protection from the Government as an indi- 
vidual. Therefore we place a uniform tax on each individual on 
his head and call it a poll tax, so that everyone, even if he has 
nothing but his limbs and his muscle, is called upon to contribute 
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g0 much to support the Government. Then, in order to equalize 
taxation, we turn to the individual and look at his property, and 
we tax him according to the amount of his property, a certain per 
cent on his property. 

How is it with the Federal Government? We raise nearly all 
of our taxes by a tariff; that is, a tax on a man’s necessities, a tax 
on his mouth, on his back. Therefore each individual is taxed 
on what he consumes and wears. He is taxed not according to 
his means but according to his necessities, without any regard to 
the amount of property he owns. If the man worth $1,000,000 
eats no more than the man who mauls rails for 50 cents a dayand 
does not own a dollar’s worth of property, if a man worth 
$1,000,000 wears no more clothes than a man who mauls rails for 
50 cents a day and does not own a dollar's worth of ee then 
they both contribute exactly the same to ayer the Federal 
Government. To that extent the tariff may called, for it is 
the nearest illustration you can give to the system of State taxes, 
a poll tax—not literally, but near enough for illustration. Now, 
will we raise all of the money necessary to run this Government 
upon the individual; that is, by a poll tax? 

I have a tenant. He owns nothing but a little personal prop- 
erty, which he moves from one tenant house to another when he 
moves. He has ten children. He buys more pairs of shoes, if he 
buys any for his children at all, in a year thanI buy. The mills 
that you want to open now in order to restore prosperity depend 
upon being kept open on his nee to buy, upon his power to con- 
sume. He has his wife and his children, and his children are in- 
creasing. His power to purchase is less now than it was five years 
ago, though his family is larger and his necessities greater. Shall 
we place upon that man, in order to increase his capacity to con- 
sume, burdens of taxation out of proportion to his ability to pay? 
If your American manufacturers prosper and keep their mills 
open, it must be because the American ple are able to con- 
sume and to purchase. When we raise all of our taxes by tariff, 
then we not only put a poll tax on the tenant, but an additional 

11 tax on his wife and on each one of his ten children—a poll 

ax on every mouth that is fed and on every back that is clothed. 
Then we make this poll tax very high, high enough to raise all 
the tax necessary without placing a dollar of tax on property. Is 
that fair, is it just? 

Mr. President, it is clear that the burdens of taxation to-day 
fall largely upon that great mass of the American people who are 
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it appears through every line of these dissenting opinions ;¢),. 

here was an opinion from the highest court in the land ie 
would not only tie the hands of Congress—for they used that |). 
guage eat prevent Congress from equalizing taxation, but they 
real that the court was rendering a decision that struck at +}ys 
very foundation stone of the Republic, and that would shake ¢},. 
oe of the American people in the highest tribunal in :),, 

nd. 

Mr. President, no man can read those dissenting opinions wit}. 
out feeling that every justice who rendered them would have bev 
astonished if he had been told when that decision was rendere.| 
that two years would pass before either branch of Congress ad. ypted 
a resolution to submit an amendmenttothe Constitution. Justice 
Harlan, in his dissenting opinion, said that the decision was deeply 
to be deplored, and was a national calamity, and we could not to 
soon amend the Constitution to restore the national authority. 

It begins to look as if the Constitution may never be again 
amended by submitting an amendment to the States. Surely if 
this amendment can not be submitted to the States, then no amend- 
ment in the interests of government and justice will ever he 
submitted, unless there is a radical change in the American (‘on- 


gress. 

There is more —_ sentiment, founded on the commonest and 
broadest principles of equity, behind this question of an income 
tax than behind any other question that I can conceive of that 


will have to be submitted to the a asa constitutional amend- 
ment. If we can not amend our Constitution; if the court can 
render decisions digging holes in it from time to time, and the old 
hulk of the Constitution has to stand with the life taken and 
amended out of it by judicial decisions; if with the progress of 
events we can not amend the Constitution to keep pace with the 
development of civilization and commerce, then the quicker the 
American people know it the better. 

If we can not submit to the legislatures of the States this amend- 
ment eae for an income tax, then there is one other way 
of amending the Constitution, and the people ought to know, 
and know quickly, that their only hope is through a constitu- 
tional convention. A constitutional convention, if called, Mr. 
President, will not be called under the auspices of a political 
party; it will not be called when voters can be appealed to on the 
ground of standing by *‘the dear old party.” Men will vote their 
honest judgment; the evil effects of machinery that warp 


not accumulating wealth—men of moderate means and men who | men’s ju ents will not be in play then; and the delegates, com- 
work for daily wages. For what reason I will not stop now to | ing fresh the people, will not be so easily controlled by cor- 
discuss, but they fall largely upon that great mass of erican | porations and trusts assome members of Congress are. The dele- 


citizens who work more hours in a day than they should be forced 
to work in order to supply their families with the necessities of 
life. The wealth that is accumulated by the fortunate few in this 
country, whether honestly or dishonestly, is not a question to be 
considered with reference to an income tax, but that wealth should 
a pay in proportion to its amount with the man who has 
accumula only a small amount, and who is forced to be a 
daily toiler and producer. 

I had intended reading several extracts from the decision of the 
court, and also from the four very able and convincing dissenting 
opinions. I will not takethe time of the Senate to do so now, but 
I will at a future time when this joint resolution is taken up for 
action. However, I will call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that the Chief Justice in rendering the decision of the court which 
struck down the Constitution seemed to realize that it was neces- 
sary to apologize for the decision. Therefore, he said: 

If it be trne that the Constitution should have been so framed that a tax 
of this kind could be laid, the instrument defines the way for its amendment. 
In no part of it was greater sagacity displayed. 

The Chief Justice in nase i the decision felt called upon to 
apologize for it by pointing out that the American people, if they 
did not like it, could amend the Constitugion so as to nullify the 
decision. \ 

Mr. MASON. You can hardly call that an apology. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, I will not, at the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Illinois, but I will simply state that he did call attention 
to the fact that the American —— could by an amendment re- 
store the Constitution as it stood for over a hundred years. The 
Chief Justice realized that he was rendering a decision in the face 
of every decision of the Supreme Court for a hundred years on this 
point; he realized that he was for the first time questioning that 
the Constitution gave Congress the power to equalize taxation by 
levying an income tax. 

urther, the justices in dissenting called attention to the fact 
that taxation could not be equalized in this country until the Con- 
stitution was amended after this decision. The minority of the 
court was so shocked at the decision that they used stronger lan- 
guage, I think, than has ever been used by a justice of the Supreme 
urt 


in rendering a dissenting opinion before. I do not think 
Senator on the floor of the Senate has ever shown stronger 
or used Ee ees than did the 

able jurists who dissented it. They 


seemed to realize, and 


gates in a constitutional convention will stand nearer the peoj)le 
than © now does. The privileged few, who now enjoy so 
many unjust advantages, had best submit to a just income tax a 
dozen times than force the le tocall a constitutional convention, 

Such a convention would destroy the evils that cause the une- 
qual distribution of wealth. I shall press this amendment, but I 
ae to see a convention held. If the privileged classes 
were , they would — me to thisamendment. But they 
will not, and I wish simply to call the attention of that class of 
our citizens, and of those who sympathize with them so strongly 
as to probably be unable to do exact justice between ai! our citi- 
zens, to the fact that this amendment is a small reform compared 
to what the American people will demand in constitutional con- 
vention, if they meet—~—and they surely will meet soon, unless Con- 
gress measures up nearer to its duty—and that then there will be 
a supreme effort of the American — to go back to first prin- 
ciples and place this Government where its founders thought they 
had placed it, and better guard it, and, I think, more carefully, 
— = ancestors were able to do in the primitive stages of our 

ublic. 

r. President, I have talked longer than I intended to, for at a 
later day I intend to ask the Senate to take up this question. I 
intend then to address the Senate at some length. [ have now 
called it up, this proposed amendment, for the a of attract- 
ing attention to how long it has been since the Supreme Court 
rendered the anti-income-tax decision, and the difference between 
the procedure in Con with reference to this decision and the 
recent antitrust decision, and also to say that unless the Judiciary 
Committee may see its way to give usa report on this proposition, 
which is before them, I shall be forced to ask the Senate in Com- 
mittee of the Whole to take ry ps question, and, further, I shall 
ask the Senate to do it before the pooling bill is considered by this 


body 
THE TARIFF BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 9, page 58, and para- 
graphs 184 and 185 were read, as follows: 

184. Pens, metallic, pens, 12 cents per gross, 
oan OSE INS thee, peabebione Oe even Ueereae aan gold pens, 2% per cent 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. [inquire what was done with paragraphs 
182 and 183, relating to mica and nickel? 

Mr. ALLISON. a were passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Those paragraphs were passed over 

st evening. 
a P IGREW. I desire to offer an amendment to those 
two phs, and I think I might as well do it now and sub- 
mit what | wish to say upon the subject. Ido not care, however, 
to have those ae disposed of at this time. 

RITC D. 


Mr. P I hope that those paragraphs will not be 
disposed of now. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not care to press my amerdment toa 
te now. 
bas ALLISON. We have agreed to pass over those paragraphs, 


but, of course, if the Senator desires to make some observations 
upon them, he can do so. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very briefly, and that with regard to mica. 
The House provision with regard to mica was: 

182. Mica, 2 cents per pound on dimensions of 1 square inch or less, and 2 


cents per pound additional for each additional square inch: Provided, That 
the maximum rate of duty shall in no case ex 50 cents per pound. 


That is proposed to be changed by the Senate committee to 40 
per cent at valorem, which will be pretty nearly equivalent to no 
duty at all because of the low valuations placed by the exporters 
upon these articles. 

We can produce in this country all the mica used in the United 
States, and there would be no necessity for importing any what- 
ever if a sufficient protective duty were placed upon the article to 
make up for the difference between the cost of labor in India, from 
which it is ones. and the cost of labor in this country. India 
mica is mined by labor which costs from 10 to 15 cents aday; the 
mines are owned by Englishmen and Americans, and the mica is 
shipped to this country unassorted and unmanufactured, and 
valued at about 17 cents a pound; so that the duty would be 
about 8 centsa pound. It is here manufactured or parted into 
sheets, and much of it—the larger sheets—brings a price of from 
$3 to $5 a pound while it comes in at this exceedingly low price, 
but the which is cut off from the sheet is sold for electrical 
Pp . and therefore the mica industry in this country has 
Pe aenty declined under this tremendous competition. 

In North Carolina there are inexhaustible beds of this material, 
and in South Dakota there is enough of it to supply the United 
States for all time to come; but we can not furnish it and pay two 
dollars and a half a day for labor and compete with the India 
mica, with labor there at 10 to 15 cents a day. 

If we are going to a protective-tariff measure, its benefits 
and advantages should extend from Delaware to the Dakotas, and 
embrace every industry within this country. There is no justifi- 
cation, because an industry has been established by a protective 
tariff in Delaware or in New Jersey, or in any Eastern State, for 
its continuance, unless the benefits as well as the burdens are 
shared with the ple of the Dakotas. I therefore desire that 
this paragraph 1 be amended by providing that there shall be 
a duty upon mica of 10 cents a pound and, in addition thereto, 
40 per cent ad valorem. 

I am not much of an advocate of ad valorem duties, I 
think perhaps such duties are fully as applicable to this article as 
to almost any other in this bill, and for the reason that mica may 
be worth 2 cents a pound, that is, the scraps and remnants, or it 
may be worth $4.50 a pound, and all made out of the same sheets. 
The refuse, the trimmings of sheets, used for stoves and other pur- 
poses, are worth 2 cents a pound, while the sheets themselves, 
er to their size, are worth from $2.50 to $5 per pound. 

AsI before, I shall not press a decision of this matter at 
this time. I simply wish to submit a statement now in regard to 
it, which I desire to have printed in the Recorp in connection 
with my remarks; and I give notice that I shall ask for a vote at 
some future time upon the amendment which I have offered. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


MICA. 


North Carolina now produces a considerable portion of the mica mined in 
this i rong peed deposits have been uncovered and worked in 
New Ala New Mexico, and the Black Hills of South Dakota. 
The product now averages in value $78,691 per year, while impor- 


average $161,759 year. Ten years the domestic product was 
times eo wacatity than the Seportations. Denies the six 
the average annual value of American-mined mica was 
importations S mica oer * same me ereceed sanaaly 

value less than $15,000. will thus seen e indus $s in its 
decadence, in its beha stimulus. 


If the application of a high-tari 
ual Report of the ical Survey says: 

opinion has sometimes been by mica men that all of the 
mica deposits in the southern n have been discov- 

cen antees va.8 Gegth where supply of water and the increasin 

so 'y tothe of mining as to make 
segion would no longer be a con- 
The opening of several new 
iy. 2 —— — the 
a ound near future if care- 
And w the fact is borne in mind that much the 
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greater part of the mica-bearing areas of this southern Appalachian Moun- 
tain region from Alabama to Virginia is still covered with an accumulation 
of humus and living plants, it is seen that the region has been as yet only 
partially explored, and there must be numerous undiscovered mica veins 
which will yield as rich returns as those already discovered and partiall 

worked. * * * There can be but little doubt that in the case of a consid- 
erable number of these mines, by the use of the steam pump, the steam drill, 





and other modern appliances, a number of these old mica mines could be 
opened up anew and worked at considerable profit." 

But the market need not depend wholly upon the old mica deposits of this 
country for its supply. In the Black Hills of South Dakota there is a large 
area rich in this important mineral, which would be opened to the profit of 
human toil under the influence of an adequate protective duty. To some ex- 
tent these Black Hills mines have been worked fur several years and they 

roduce an excellent quality of mica. For reasons best known to dealers, 





uth Dakota mica is sold as North Carolina mica; so the State I represent has 
never acquired the reputation it deserves in connection with this product 
The employment of mica in the construction of electrical dynamos has en 
larged the field of its usefulness, and its production has become an industry 
well worth the fostering care of the Government 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
to the fact that an electrical supply company has stated that that 
mica could not be used for electrical purposes, and to ask him 
whether he has inquired into the truth of that statement? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 1 have had occasion to inquire into that 
subject, and I find that our mica is, if anything, superior for elec- 
trical purposes to that which is imported. Not only that, Mr. 
President, but mica is imported from India and sold in this coun- 
try as North Carolina mica in order to give it credit and charac- 
ter; and it is the same with South Dakota mica, which is sold as 
North Carolina mica, because the North Carolina mica is regarded 
as the best in the world, though the Dakota mica is equal to it, 
but it has not gained as much reputation and notice, and, there- 
fore, because our mica is sold for North Carolina mica it has not 
attracted the attention that it would otherwise have attracted. 
We have produced large quantities of it, and are continuing to 
produce it each year, however, in more and more limited quanti- 
ties, owing to this East Indian competition. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. In this connection,I desire to have the 
letter which I send to the desk read, which fully corroborates the 
statement of the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam obliged to the Senator for question- 
ing me. 

r. PRITCHARD. 
brought out. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam very glad to have it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Inthe absence of objection, the letter 
referred to by the Senator from North Carolina | Mr. PrircHarb] 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


I only desire to have this information 


PHILADELPHIA, April 12, 1897. 
Dear Sir: I have been requested by Mr. W.8. Harvey to write to you 
concerning what I know as to the production of micain the United States, 
and whether or not the statement, which he informs me has been made by 
the New York Micanite Company, that no mica is found suitable for electrical 
work in the United States in large quantities 
I beg to assure you that I know that excellent mica for electrical purposes 
is found in large quantities in North Carolina, New Hampshire, and else- 
where. 
Very respectfully, yours, 
EDWIN J. HOUSTON, 
Hon. J. C. PRITCHARD, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C 


Mr. PRITCHARD. [also desire to have read a letter from Dr. 
Holmes, the State geologist of North Carolina, bearing upon this 
subject. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


NORTH CAROLINA GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, 
Chapel Hill, N. C., April 8, 1897. 


DEAR Sir: Your telegram is received. In reply, I beg to say that I am 
informed by dealers in North Carolina mica, and I believe their testimony to 
be correct, that a large part of the North Carolina mica now being mined is 
shipped to electrical companies, and is being used by them both in the con- 
struction and in the repair of electrical apparatus. Iam further informed 
by these parties that the companies so using this mica from the North Caro- 
lina mines have pronounced it equal to any on the market for electrical pur- 
poses; and the analyses of the North Carolina micas, and comparison with 
those from other States in the United States and from Canada and I[ndia, 
lead me to believe that for electrical purposes it is equal to any. 

It may be true that the larger electrical companies in New York do not now 
use North Carolina mica in their business, for the reason that by the system 
of undervaluation which they have practiced on all their imported micas in 
the past few years and by the use of cheap foreign labor in the mining and 
preparation of this mica thvy have been enabled toimport foreign micas much 
cheaper than they could buy the American mica. And I beg tosubmit the 
counter proposition that if they are allowed to continue that sort of practice 
the time will soon come when the statement which you quote the elec- 
trical companies as now making will be literally true, and the numerous de- 

its of mica which are known toexist in North Carolina, Virginia, Maryland, 
Teonevivente. New Hampshire, Wyoming, South Dakota, Washington, Cali- 
fornia, Colorado, and New Mexico will remain undeveloped as long as Con- 


is willing for these American interests to remain in a dormant condition, 
Pecanse the American miner and laborer can not afford to compete with 
foreign labor, which is paid not more than 8 cents per day. 


I think the proposed specific duty on mica is right and fair, because (1) I 
believe in this sort of protection for American labor. (2) Owing to the large 
number of deposits of mica which are known to exist in different States, 
there is every reason to believe that if properly protected this American in- 
dustry will ‘develop into one of much larger proportions than it ever bas in 
the past, and that ultimately the introduction of better mining methods and 
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ng machinery will finally reduce the cost of producing Amer- 
mica 60 that it can be mined and sold at prices lower than those now 
ruling without awe = the interests. (8) The 
mica at the present need not at ail increase the cost of stoves or elec- 
trical apparatus, for the reason that the importers of fore mica put on it 
so low a value before they import it and so high a value after it is imported 
that they can afford to increase considerably im values without in- 
ng the price at which they sell mica to the manufacturers of stoves and 
electrical apparatus, and besides this, the cost of the mica is so small a part of 
the cost of a stove or an electric motor or d © that it really enters but 
little into the total cost. (4) l regard this debt over the proposed increased 
duty on mica asa contest between plain, poor, scat: American miners 
on the one hand,and on the other hand a combination of wealthy mica deal- 
evs who are endeavoring to control the mica market and supply it with for- 
eign mica, which they can mine so cheaply that it costs them but little and 
yet they can sell it at whatever price the snag choane, ; 
My eae to the duty proposed in the Dingley bill on mica is that 
eno ° 
I beg to refer a to page 487 of the CONGRwSSIONAL Reocorp for March 
89,1 for additional information. 
Yours, very truly, 
J. A. HOLMES, State Geologist. 
Hon. J. O. Prrrowarp, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. PRITCHARD, I have taken a good deal of pains to in- 
vestigate this matter and have pre the amendment which I 
offered the other day, which reads as follows: 

Mica cut into rectangular or other definite sha 80 cents per pound; 
sheet mica, 20 cents per pound; mica in blocks of other forms not specified, 
15 cents per pound. 

I think this amendment would come nearer meeting the de- 
mands of the mica interests than the amendment offered by the 
Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I shall be glad to support that amendment 
in preference to my own, and therefore not offer my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I have every reason to believe that the 
committee will adopt this amendment in the end, and that we 
shall get it incorporated into the bill. 

Mr. CHANDL Mr. President, I only want to say that it 
geetis to me that mica presents a very plain case, first, for a pro- 
tective duty, and, secondly, for a specific duty. 

There are, as been stated in the communications which 
have been read to the Senate, mica mines in New Hampshire. 
The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] says there are 
mica mines in South Dakota sufficient to supply the whole Ameri- 
can demand. There are such mines in New Disnashien also, but 
it is absolutely impossible to work those mines profitably and pay 
from $1 to $1.50 a day to the individual laborer, when the 
India mica is mined with wages at from 10 to 20 cents a day. 
The mica is here in this country in abundance; it is here in large 
sheets sufficient for every purpose; but you can not get capital 
and labor to take it out of the ground in competition with this 
cheap mica of East India, where labor is from 10 to 20 cents a 


day. 

Secondly, the necessity for a specific duty on mica grows out of 
the fact + it is almost impossible to raise the valuation of the 
mica coming from the East Indies. It is valued as being of low 
oe at the port of exportation. There is no way of confuting 

© prices which are named, and mica comes in substantially at 
any valuation, however low, which the importer chooses to put 
upon it. So it is absolutely necessary, if American mica mines 
gre to be successfully developed, that there shall be not only a 

uty, but that it shall be a specific duty. A large nominal ad 
valorem duty is of little value. A very moderate specific duty 
upon uncut sheets of mica, upon cut sheets of mica, and upon 
mica waste or ground mica will give the protection which is nec- 
essary. 
I supplement what has been said by the Senators from North 
Carolina and South Dakota by urging the committee to adopta 
schedule of specific duties. It does not somuch matter what they 
are as that they should be specific and nof-ad valorem. 

Mr, STEWART. Mr. President, I thittk the committee can take 
it for granted that there is no doubt whatever that there is an 
abundance of mica in the United States. Mica mines are found 
niore generally over the United States than almost any other kind 
of mines. There is mica in Nevada, Oalifornia, Oregon, and I 
believe nearly all of those Western States contain mines of mica, 
which has been a well-known fact for years. The question is con- 
stantly discussed whether they can be worked at a profit. That 
we have abundance of mica mines, there is no doubt. Recently I 
have received a large number of letters—I have not them here 
now—describing these mines, and s ting that we make the 
duty fic. far as getting a supply of mica in this country 

a price that would pay the workmen thereif we had a sufficient 

uty, there is no doubt. 

r, CHANDLER. If the Senator from Nevada will allow me, 
I will call his attention to the fact that this 10 and 20 cent East 
India labor, with which mica is got out in the Orient, is paid for 
in silver; that it is silver 10-cent and silver 20-cent a day wages 
which gets out the mica, and that is only 5 and 10 cent inher in 


1d. 
“a. STEWART. Iam aware of that. 
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Mr, CHANDLER. I was afraid the Senator had over)... a 
that fact. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEWART. I am aware that they buy our silver ¢ , ; 
cents and sell it for 10 cents; and that is the way they make 1,.,, 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to addres. |), 
Senate on this matter, but as to the duty on mica, I agree \; 
my colleague [Mr. a and also with the Senator {:.., 
South Dakota [Mr. Pettigrew]. Lintended to call especial :;;,... 
tion to the fact just brought out by the Senator from New [/,;,,,.. 
shire (Mr. CHANDLER}, that it has always been a recognize {,: 
in tariff bills, where you are protecting American industr, , 
American labor against the competition of a silver-using cous), 
that the duty has to be higher than when you are protectijc 
against competition in other countries. It has been recogniz«| j:, 
every tariff bill that has been here that the rate of duty ¢},,: 
would protect an article in this coun ainst Europe, for i. 
stance, would not protect it as against India or any other prt ,,; 
Asia, but that you have to make the duty higher on aceow 
the difference of exchange. This is a case where we have t., 
pete with the labor of silver-using countries, and therefore «.:)|. 
for a higher duty than in a case where the competition is bet. 1, 
American and European labor, 
‘ Mr. PETTIGREW. | also wish to call attention to paracrs)) 


83. 

Mr. VEST. Before the Senator proceeds to another paragraph, 
I want to call attention to the enormous increase which he ))0- 
—_ upon this raw material of mica. The Dingley bill provi, 

or 2 cents per pound, and the Senate committee propose 4\) | 
cent ad valorem. I understand the Senator from South Dak. ta 
now to pro 10 cents a pound and 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr, P. IGREW. I accepted the amendment offered by tho 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Prircuarp], which, I think, 
makes the rate even higher than that. 

Mr. VEST. I did not hear what that rate was. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let that question be passed over. 

Mr. VEST. Let us be heard just a minute about it. I am 
waiting to hear what the amendment of the Senator from North 
Carolina was. . 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I have an amendment, which I offered a 
moment ; 

Mr. JO of Arkansas. What is the proposition? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Theamendment proposes on uncut mica— 
that is, mica in the rough—15 cents a pound, on sheet mica 2) 
cents per pound, and on mica cut into rectangular or other defi- 
nite forms 30 cents pound. 

Mr. JONES of sas. I should like to ask the Senator what 
is the value of mica in the market? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. It varies according to the size. It runs 
from 90 cents a pound up to $13 a pound in certain cases. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The comparative statement furnished 
by the ar Department to the Senate shows that there were 
1,031,499 pounds of mica imported last year at a cost of 19 cents a 


r 


S 
r 


pound. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Undoubtedly, and that is the very thing 
that we oe of—the enormous undervaluation. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. In that connection, I desire to call the 
Senator's attention to the fact that while it was valued at 19 cents 
a pound, the same mica sold at from ten to twelve dollars a pound 
in the American market. That is exactly the reason why we do 
not want an ad valorem rate and we do want a specific rate. _ 

Mr. VEST. Let us understand exactly what the purpose is. 
As I understand it now, the amendment of the Senator from 
North Carolina puts five times as much duty specifically as tho 
oe bill upon one grade of mica and ten times as much upon 

e other. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I will say to the Senator from Missouri 
that I do not propose to have the amendment considered now, |) 
when the committee adopts it, as I feel sure it will, I wil! be 
ready to discuss the matter with him. I think I can convince 
him that this rate of duty ought to be The only ones 
who are opposed to it are the electrical and mica companies, “!)) 
constitute a trust, as the Senator very well knows. They 0!)):°t 
to it because they want to handle the mica of the country anu 
roguie’s the price of it. Here is the amendment I offer. ' 

. VEST. I should be very glad indeed to know whether t!:'s 
enormous increase is n to cover the difference in labor 
between countries and North Carolina? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I can convince the Senator of that fact 
without any trouble when I come to it. 

The amendment reads as follows: ; 

Mica cut into or 80 cents per pound; 

ss ee Soe fetes Seoee mat Epectied, 13 
cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. Without detaining the Senate, I wish to have read 
8 letter from Mr. Weston, whose as an electrician 1s 


national. He and Mr, Edison stand at the head of the electrical 
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ofession. Isubmit that the Senate ought to hear from electri- 
Pans who use this article, which is their raw material. 

The Vi0e- REED posted The Secretary will read as requested. 

_ —- Newark, N. J., April 6, 1397. 


r R SENATOR: Permit me to bring to your attention the vision 
ae Ding ey tariff bill which proposes to impose upon impo mica an 
increased duty of between 100 and “00 per cent. 

The t which has been agreed to provides for 2 cents per pound 
dimensions of 1 square inch or less,and 2 cents per pound for each addi- 

Sonal square inch, p that the maximum rate of duty shall in no case 

: ts . . 

exceed OOo that the electrical industry may be encouraged in this country, it 
ears to all interested in it that the Government should afford every facil- 

fy possible for the obtaining of those materials which can not be secured in 

this country, and which are essential to the highest development of the art 

with as little in the way of taxation as possible. 

lam informed that the effort to increase the duty on mica has been fos- 
tered by the miners of North Carolina, but it is necessary for the electrical 
industry to have a superior mica which will wear down tothe copper, and 
this quality has thus far, been found in the United States. 

Wil you not kindly use your influence with the Finance Committee to pre- 
yent the duty being above the 15 per cent ad valorem and 3 cents per 
pound coriied in the Dingley bill as published, or better, to have the duty 
remain where it is at present, 20 per cent ad valorem, if it is not among the 
a to have mica admitted free under the classification of raw ma- 

, yours, 


j ee peak belongs, in my judgment. 


3 EDWARD WESTON. 
SrrH, r., 
Hon: ited States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In this connection, I should like to 
call the attention of the Senate to what seems to be the effect of 
the effort enormously to increase the tax on mica. It seems, from 
the letter just read at the request of the Senator from Missouri, 
that mica is necessary in the great electrical industries of the 
country, as well as a number of other interests in which it is used. 

The Senator from Nevada assures us that we may be satisfied 
that there isan abundance of mica in the United States. It would 
seem that no greater misfortune could befall a great many inter- 
ests here than to find we have mica. We learn from the compara- 
tive statement submitted by the Treasury Department that the 
article is brought here and sold at 19 cents a pound. 

Now, we must pay a tax of 15 to 30 cents a pound on the article 
because the Almighty has blessed us with mines of it in the hills. 
We must pa 
given us a supply. It would be a blessing to the country 
and to mankind if no natural resources of this sort were fur- 
nished to us, if every time the Lord provides us with some abun- 
dant resource of this sort we are to be taxed out of sight and out of 
conscience, so as to enable the men who happen to own the land 
on which it is located to get ten times as much for it as it can be 
bought for abroad. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Will theSenator from Arkansas permit me? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I rise simply to make an observation. The 
Senator from Arkansas is not quite so frank as he usually is when 
he says that this article is sold at 19 cents a pound in the American 


market. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What I said was that the tabulated 
statement furnished by the Treasury Department shows the unit 
of value on the more t. 1,000,000 pounds imported last year to 
be 19 cents a pound. 

: GER. Certainly. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. It does not mean the American mar- 
ket. It means the market from which the mica was shipped. We 
all understand that, and I did not suppose there would be any mis- 
understandin 


about it. 

Mr. GALLIN GER. Certainly; but that is a very different 
thing. The Senator said it is sold in this country at 19 centsa 
pound,as the Recorp will show. It isinvoiced abroad at 19 cents 
apound. There isnoquestion about that. Itis brought into this 
market and sold for twenty times that amount or more, but there 
are such and undisguised and outrageous frauds in the 

porta’ of mica to this country that something certainly 
seeks tobe Gene ie the tariff bill to correct that great injustice to 


ucers. 
The Dingley bill, as it was sent over to the Senate—very likely at- 
tention has been called to this matter, but I have been absent from 


e 


the Chamber—provides that mica shall pay 2 cents per pound on 
dimensions of 1 square inch or less and Joonts additi for each 


tional inch. That is a schedule which ought not to be 
lopted by for the reason that the foreign producers of 
it will all, the mica into blocks of less than 1 square inch, and 


gE 


in form, I understand. 

have not given very careful attention to the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from North Carolina, but as the of 
my State are interested in mica, as well as the people of North 
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enormously more for it because Providence has | 
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Carolina and Nevada and other States, I simply rose to say that 
some different schedule ought to be adopted than either of those 
found in the bill. 


Mr.GRAY. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit me? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator know —and if he does, I would 


be very glad if he would inform the Senate, or inform me at least— 
what is the proportion of mica of domestic production used in 
the United States? 


Mr. GALLINGER. [fam under the impression that under the 


low tariff rates of the existing law the proportion of domestic mica 
is small. 


I can not give the Senator the exact proportion. 

Mr. GRAY. But it is small? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is small. 

Mr. GRAY. There are great frauds, the Senator says, in the 


operation of the tariff. 


Mr. GALLINGER. There is no question but that if mica is 


invoiced at 19 cents a pound and comes into this country and sells 
in competition with domestic mica at 10 or 15 or 20 cents, there 
must be frauds. 


Mr. LODGE. It is brought in here at 19 cents and sold at $7 a 


pound. 


Mr. GRAY. Frauds on whom? 
Mr. GALLINGER. I would say the fraud was, first, on the 


customs depariment of the Government in taking from us a reve- 
nue that properly belongs to us. 


Mr. GRAY. Is that all? 
Mr. GALLINGER. That is one. 
Mr. GRAY. Is that the only and chief fraud that occupies the 


Senator’s attention? 


Mr.GALLINGER. Iam not quitesure about that. Themica 


is mined by much cheaper labor than we can obtain in the United 
States. 
it is sold in competition with the American product, which I sup- 
pose can not be produced for less than the amount, and very likely 
costs more than the amount, that the mica is sold for after it is 
brought into this market. 


Itis brought in here under that fraudulent valuation, and 


Mr. PRITCHARD. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 


him? 


Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I desire to suggest that the greatest fraud 
is the fraud perpetrated on the American mine owner. 

Mr. GRAY. The American mica-mine owner? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. That is what I thought. Iam glad the Senator 
from North Carolina said that, because I think the Senator from 
New Hampshire meant it, although he confined himself to the 
Treasury. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam not going to have the Senator from 
Delaware reach conclusions in my behalf. I say again that there 
is a fraud upon the customs department of the Government, inas- 
much as we are robbed of legitimate revenue by the undervalua- 
tions, and that the mica is then brought into this country and sold 
for certainly as low an amount and, in my judgment, for a less 
amount than we can produce domestic mica for at the enhanced 
price of labor which we must necessarily pay in the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. If the frauds are committed under the present 
tariff of 20 per cent, I think it is—— 

Mr. G£ KINGER. Twenty per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. And they are such as grieve all just men like the 
Senator from New Hampshire and myself, I think the best way 
to get rid of the frauds is to abolish the duty and give us free 
mica, and then a fraud would be entirely circumvented which is 
being practiced upon the great body of American consumers. 
The fraud upon the mica owners is insignificant in comparison 
with the fraud that is practiced upon the American consumers of 
this quite important article of commerce. 

We have been told by the Senator from Nevada and others that 
mica is abundant in the United States; but, unfortunately per- 
haps, the mica is in private ownership; it is in private hands, and 
the abundance will not avail unless there is not only the natural 
compensation that comes from free commerce, but an additional 
law-imposed profit given to the owner. That must be done before 
he will let go of his abundance for the fruition of the great masses 
of mica consumers. 

I have in mind an industry as worthy as that of the mica pro- 
ducer on the Atlantic Coast. Some years ago there was discovered 
a large deposit of mica upon the inhospitable shores of Greenland, 
and they sent American vessels with American laborers to get the 
mica out, and it came down in quantities sufficient for the purpose. 

It was exceedingly good, sol am informed. It wasequal to any 
found in this country. That wasa natural bit of American enter- 
prise; and yet that industry now, forsooth, because it has discov- 
ered the deposit of mica upon those bleak hills, is to be fined an 
additional fine to the 20 per cent now imposed by law for the 
benefit of other industries not a bit more worthy than the industry 
of which I speak. I believe that is a fraud on the American con- 
sumers of mica, as long as the word “fraud” has been used in 
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regard to this matter at all. The Senator from North Carolina 
says it is a fraud upon the mine owners. I say that this superim- 
posed tax is a fraud upon those who would use, according to the 
possibilities that God has given them for their exercise, their facul- 
ties and their means in the way most profitable to themselves. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, as I understand it, the mines in 
India, from which the mica is brought, where it is mined with 
very cheap labor, are owned exclusively = English and American 
capitalists, persons interested either in the electrical business or 
the production of mica. It is all right, according to the Senator 
from Delaware, to select those American mine owners in India, 
and so to legislate as to give them an enormous profit, because 
they employ tropical labor; but it becomes a criminal fraud so to 
legislate as to give profit to the American mine owner in the 
United States who desires to employ American labor. 

I do not see why it is so wicked to legislate in favor of a man 
who owns a mine or works a mine in the United States and per- 
fectly admirable to legislate in favor of another American who 
happens to own a mine in India, worked with Indian labor. 

Mr. GRAY. I never said I was in favor of legislating in favor 
of the American mine owner in India. I want no legislation. I 
want free opal al and let them take chances with the com- 
petition of the world. 

Mr. LODGE. That is legislation. 

Mr. GRAY. Is it? 

Mr. LODGE, Of course it is legislation. Free trade is legis- 
lation. Free trade is legislation of the most distinct kind. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. And in the worst form. 

Mr.LODGE. Andinthe worstform. Legislation which would 
give a profit to one class of Americans, who are investing their 
capital and es cheap tropical labor, is all right, but to 
legislate so as to give an opportunity to an American who invests 
his capital here and desires to employ American labor is all 
wrong. [can not myself see that there is any crime in so legis- 
lating as to enable American labor to be employed and American 
capital to be employed profitably, and it seems to me that it is 
better for the country that our capital should be invested in the 
United States and employed here than to be employed in India. I 
do not see any reason for talking about it as a fraud and a crime 
because we desire to help any class of American citizens to make 
money by their enterprise or their labor. 

Mr. HALE. We have a great mountain of mica in Maine 
named for the product. Our people are a good deal interested in 
it, but I understand that this paragraph, 7 unanimous consent, 
has been passed over, and therefore I shall withhold anything I 
have to say in favor of our mountain of mica in Maine until it is 
actually before the Senate for consideration and a vote is to be 
taken. I hope the Senator in charge of the bill will succeed in 
going on with the measure where there are subjects in controversy 
and not simply for debate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, it seems to me that the issue 
of free trade or protection is not involved in this controversy. I 
undertake to assert, and I believe it is a fact—— 

Mr. HALE. I shall object to the paragraph going over unless 
the discussion upon it is to cease. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have ceased to discuss it. I believe I 
have the floor. 

Mr. HALE. I certainly shall object if this subject is to be de- 
bated after it was asked unanimously that it might go over. I 
shall object to its going over unless debate ceases. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. I think I have unanimous consent to dis- 
cuss the question at this time, and I stand upon my rights. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator does not have unanimous consent if 
it requires my consent. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I had consent before the discussion com- 
menced, I asked unanimous consent to submit some statements 
in regard to mica and nickel. : 

Mr. HALE. The Senator asked to have the paragraph go over. 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest that the remarks of the Senator from 
South Dakota would apply to any paragraph in the bill. They 
are relevant anywhere, under our rules. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I do not believe there is a 
Senator in this body who would vote for absolute free trade. The 
issue of a tariff for protection or free trade was settled with the 
passage of the Wilson bill, which is a protective-tariff measure 

rom the first to the last line of it. No political party will ever 
again carry this country if the people suppose for a moment that 
the issue is free trade, and no Senator can be returned to this body 
who is an advocate of free trade if his constituents believe he 
would vote for absolute free trade. Senators may vote for free 
trade upon Dakota mica, but ~~ not vote for free trade on 
Delaware manufactured erefore the issue of free trade 
or protection is not in this controversy at all. We are simply 
contending about the amount of duty. ; 

It is a controversy over schedules, and that is all there is to it. 
There is not enough in it to make two political jes in this 
country, and neither can you maintain two poli parties in 
this country on the issue whether the tariff shall be 10 cents a 
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pound or 2, The question of schedules is too small a ‘ ori 

to divide great political parties contending for the lain we 

this grest country. That issue is out of American politics. \y). 
abou 


should we talk t it? Why 
The great issues that are before the people of the Unite States 
to-day reach further than a controversy over the amount of t,; i; 


on any item in the pending bill. They are the great questiong 
which determine whether we will march on in the course of f poo. 
dom and liberty and maintain our Republic, or whether wo will 
become a plutocracy—not a plutocracy of natural persons, jy; g 
plutocracy of artificial persons; whether we will continue ;, be 
what in fact we are to-day, a government of the corporations 
for the corporations, and by the corporations, or whether w» will 


go back to what we were in the past, a government of, for, ang 
by the people. 

The provision of the Senate committee in regard to nicke) js 
equivalent to no duty at all. The Senate committee has provieg 
as to nickel a duty of 6 cents per pound, and then has inserted jn 


brackets ‘except nickel matte.” Of course, under that provision 
all of the nickel would come in, fo. nickel matte is simply the 
nickel extracted from the ore, with such other metals a: acoom.- 
pany it in the ore. Then they can be separated in this con: 

t would all come in free, nickel matte being free. Therefore it 
is absolute free trade. That provision is a good deal like a good 
a provisions inthe bill, obscure; not intended to deceive 
but having that effect. We can uce all the nickel used in 
this country, and yet what is the history of this industry’ There 


itry, 


_are nickel mines in Missouri, Pennsylvania, Arkansas, W ashing- 


ton, North Carolina, Colorado, New Mexico, California. Oregon 
Nevada, and South Dakota. e 
Mr. aes. The mines in Pennsylvania have been abandoned, 
Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator from Pennsylvania says that 
the mines in Pennsylvania have been abandoned. So they have 
been in every one of the States I have named. Pennsylvania is 


no exception. So would the Pennsylvania mills be abandoned if 
you free trade. a your doors te the low-paid labor of 
Asia, compensated in silver, and your mills will be abandcned; 


the doors will be closed. There is no question about it. 

Let us see what is the history of nickel. We produced in the 
United States in 1885, 275,000 pounds of nickel; in 1886, 214,000 
| goo in 1887, 205,000 pounds; in 1889, 252,000 pounds; in 140, 

.000 pounds; in 1891, 118,000 pounds; in 1892, 92,000 pounds; 
in 1893, 49,000 pounds; in 1894, 9,000 pounds. I have not the fig- 
ures for 1896, but I understand the production went on declining, 
one mine after another closing throughout the country. 

When they are all closed, you will pay twice what you now have 
to pay for nickel. What is the occasion of the decline in the in- 
dustry? A deposit of nickel was discovered in Canada which is 
so rich in nickel and copper that the copper pays the cost of pro- 
duction. Therefore the nickel costs nothing. They can put the 
price at any figure they choose. The moment they have destroyed 
the industry in this ae ee you will pay two prices for your 
nickel again, and no one dare to open mines of the United 
States in view of this known competition, because they know the 
moment they open the nines and invest their money in the indus- 
try the Canadians can come in and put down the price so as to 
wreck their enterprise and make them lose their capital. 

What we want, then, is a duty upon nickel sufficiently large so 
that it can be produced in this country constantly and so that we 
shall not be in the hands of a a producer and so that with 
our high-priced labor we can continue the production. It will 


not shut out the Canadian nickel, because it can come to this 
market sare y, no matter what the duty is. Their nice! costs 
nothing. e have mines in Oregon, for instance, the ore froin 


which has taken the premium, but it is not accompan ed with 
copper in sufficient quantity so that the =, ow will pay for min- 
ing both. Yet men are ready to-day to go ahead, but not under 
the provisions of this bill, and put up works costing $15'),())0) to 


| mine nickel in Oregon and Washington, provided a sufficient duty 


is placed upon the article so that they can mine it and be safe 
from absolute ruin by Canadian competition. I hold that there 
is pt in their claim. 
e can mine nickel a Dakota, but we can not do it, 
we can not get capital to do it,if we know that at our doors 4 
on which can put the price where it will absolutely destroy 
all profit and not even permit us to make enough to pay the cust 
of ee gaa ace I hold it is good policy to p a duty upon 
nickel sufficient so that we can keep our mines open. Then we 
will always keep the price at a reasonable . Then if the 
duty is enough, so that it will assure the wor of the Ameri- 
can mines, we will not be at the mercy of the f ers to double 
the price when our mines are closed. I hold that it is good. |)a- 


c policy again to open the mines which produced almost 
enough nickel to supply our wants in the past. and do it by 4 
upon nickel, and not admit nickel matto 


la , but I desire to 
eta tes whack Se tee subject printed 


duty of 15 cents a poun 
free e 


have the statements I have 
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in the Record. I ask unanimous consent that they may be 
inted in the RECORD. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and that will be the order. 
The papers referred to are as follows: 


NICKEL. 

Deposits of nickel exist in the States of Missouri, Pennsylvania, Arkansas, 
Washington, North Carolina, Colorado, New Mexico, California, Oregon, 
Nevada, aud South Dakota. 

Mines have béen worked and nickel produced in Lancaster County, Pa.; at 
Mine Mo.; at Lovelocks, Nev., and at Riddles, Oreg. 

Com a its of nickel exist in the Province of Ontario, Can- 
ada. and the of New Caledonia, South Pacific. 

The nickel industry in the United States has steadily declined since the 
year 1876, in which year the value of the nickel product was $523,554. For the 

$3209. Since that year all the reduction works have ceased 

no nickel is now produced in the United States. 
IEEE ae ctpper cbtained trom the nicwe\ producing ore pare 
ro e nickel-producing ore . 
veddcing and gives the manufacturers a ee pron 
nickel produced. The cost of producing nickel in the Oregon dis- 


el is about 34 cents per nd. 
pending tariff bill provides a duty of 6 cents a pound on nickel and 
free. These provisions Sapente the nickel provi- 
present law. The tariff law of 1890 was the same, except- 
on refined nickel was 10 cents per pound instead of 6 cents 


and McKinley laws permit ore and matte to come in free, 
beneficial to the Canadian operators, who mine nickel ore at Sud- 

is an advantage to them to bring the matte into the United 
here the ronecne process. The Canadian mines and 
owned largely by United States copitaliots, and they favor free 
ore, the owners of mines and works in the United States 


on nickel matte and ore. 
the f tables are given the statistics of the imports of nickel and 
cobdit azide into the United States from 1888 to 188: 


Nickel imported and entered for copeneatian in the United States, 1868 to 1895, 
inclusive. 


eeeas 
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Nickel. Oxide and alloy of 









nickel with copper. Total 
Year ending— | CT 
Quantity. Value. Quantity. | Value. 

June 30, 1868 $118, 058 oe $118, 058 
REET lndhtbhnhtescnedisbapcatkuer 134, 327 
Diiivskdisccescesecorce SEE Uithelonnondn bentiibvenddices 99, 111 
) ——= 17, 701 48, 133 4,438 | $3,911 52, 044 
Tcens- 26,140 Si nteitiibincamidetessnade 27,144 
1873...... 2, 842 Dit Decksnhintendcndiinbtnband 4,717 
Wibweccs 8,172 SUEEEE Ednadiivonscedieloteacd open 5, 883 
1875...... 1,255 8, 157 12 36 3, 193 
oo pallial banbqnndgecsenlotcccasacece 156 10 10 
Seeaye 5,978 9, 522 716 824 10, 346 
am said 7,436 8, 837 8,518 | 7,847 16, 684 
pon 10, 496 7,820 8,314 5, 570 13, 309 
1880... 4 88, 276 25, 758 61,869 | 40,311 66, 069 
1881...... 17,983 14,508 135,744 | 107,627 122, 130 
1682...... 22, 906 17, 924 177,822 | 125,736 143, 660 
1883...... 19,015 13, 088 161, 159 | 119, 386 182, 484 
deb hidneeccWdpec|acrcee wescce @1%,711 | 129,733 129, 733 
i ndenetedé saceleseveccevces 105, 608 64, 166 64, 166 
A RT 277,112 | 141,546 6141, 546 
indiabecteccesel<sceacccecce 439,087 | 205, 282 C206, 232 
SS a ee 816,895 | 138,200 d 138, 290 
Ee nt cones asace 387,288 | 156,331 e 156, 331 
1800...... 7566, 571 247,200 | 115,614 376, 279 
1801...... 855, 455 172,476 | + g10,245,200 | 148, 687 821, 163 
dk sedunten}ccceonoecee h4, 487,800 | 428,062 428, 062 
| Sh a titel ecenieogucen h 12, 427,986 | 386,740 886, 740 
= es ES Ae h9, 286,733 | 310,581 810, 581 
—! D es e S he 629, 910 






nickel. 

worth of manufactured nickel. 

worth of manufactured nickel. 
281 worth of manufactured nickel. 

worth of manufactured nickel. 

nickel oxide, alloy of any kind in which nickel is the 
of chief value. 
‘= nickel and nickel matte. 
nickel imports except manufactures. 


Cobalt oxide imported and entered for consumption in the United States, 1868 
to 1895, inclusive. 













1 — 17,758 | $12,764 
oO} 0 0ti“(<i‘éi BW... 13, 067 22, 323 
S@e) .—«5.:—s 4... 25, 963 43, 611 
2,766) ° — 1885...... 16, 162 28, 138 
4,920 || Dec. 31, 1886...... 19, 866 29, 543 
4,714 26, 882 30, 396 
6,500 |} |= 1888...... 27, 446 46,211 
2,604), | | 1880...... 41, 455 82, 332 
bed sescee 33, 338 63, 202 

OO —.. 23, 643 43, 188 
aoe |) Tags 2asek | 42,004 
18,457 || = 1806...... 24, 020 29, 857 
Bo | = 18H... 88, 155 80, 839 
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tematically mined, and the onl 
in 1895 was that produced at Mine Lamotte, Mo., which yielded 180,737 pounds 
of matte, con 
addition to this, the smelting of coreign matte makes the total product of 
nickel larger than heretofore. The price 

cents 
from 


together, and he was followed by a number of experimenters. 
seems to have been first made by a manufacturer named Wolf, in Schwein- 
furt, Germany, in 1832, and was 
cened steel. 
under the name of “meteor” steel, but it was not until 1888-89 that nickel 
steel was successfully introduced into large use, when the attention of gov- 
ernments was drawn to it. 


steels and the results of the tests made upon them. 
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NICKEL AND COBALT. 
PRODUCTION. 
The nickel ores of Oregon, Nevada, and elsewhere have not yet been sys 
nickel (and cobalt) mined in the United States 
ning 14,458 pounds of cobalt and (0,302 pounds of nickel. In 


of nickel ranged from 28 cents to 38 
r pound, according to quantity and fineness, and that of cobalt oxide 
40 to $1.45 per pound. 


USES. 
The effect of nickel upon steel and iron has become a favorite subject of 


experiment, discussion, and some speculation in the last three or four years, 
since its use was found to be advantageous in armor plates. 
manufacture, properties, and applications of nicke 
Stahl und Eisen, 1895, page 718 et seq., gives a comprehensive review of the 
subject, the substance of which is here reproduced. 
a chemical work by Christofle Girtanner, published in 1792, to show that it 
was then known that iron would unite with nickel. 


A paper on the 
steel by O. Vogel, in 


The author quotes from 
Later, in 1820, Faraday made nickel-iron alloys by melting the two metals 
Nickel steel 


escribed by Liebig as resembling damas- 
It was introduced into trade, although not very extensively 


The preferred methods of making nickel steel consist in adding the de- 


sired proportion of nickel to the molten metal in a Martins furnace, for ex- 
ample, and the nickel is introduced either as oxide, together with a reducing 
agent, or in the metallic state as ferro-nickel. 


The author gives several tables showing the composition of various nickel 
The tests were made by 
leveland Rolling Mill Company in 


the Canadian Copper Company and the ¢ 
slaces in Europe. The results show that in 


this country, a in several 


steels having very nearly an identical composition, except that one contains 


nickel while the other does not, the steel containing nickel is superior in 

strength and elasticity under the same conditions. One table may be given 

in illustration of this point. 
CHICAGO, April #7, 1897. 

GENTLEMEN: We are owners of extensive nickel deposits in the State of 
Oregon, which deposits have been pronounced by experts equal to any nickel 
deposit in the world. Notwithstanding the great extent of our ore bodies, 
an ae Ss ore is of higher grade than the Canadian ore, we 
are debarred from the markets of the United States by reason of the admis- 
sion of the Canadian ores and matte frew of duty. 

We therefore ask that the tariff bill now before your committee be 
amended to read as follows: 

“ Paragraph 183. Nickel, nickel oxide, alloy of any kind in which nickel isa 
component material, and nickel steel, 15 cents per pound. 

“New paragraph 183}. Nickel in ore, 5 cents per pound; in matte, or other 
crude form, not ready for consumption in the arts, 10 cents per pound on the 
nickel contained therein. 

“ Paragraph 605. Strike out the words ‘nickel and nicke! matte.’ "’ 

Certain persons who are interested in having the Canadian product ad- 
mitted free of duty have falsely stated that there are no deposits in the United 
States that can be made to pay under any reasonable duty, and state that we 
have no workable deposits in Oregon. e had our property examined by a 
very eminent mining engineer, Mr. J. Elton Bott, of Manchester, England, 
and I quote the following from his report: 

“There are thirty openings or incipient mines, and the amount of ore on 
their respective dumps wicaqremee 5,000 tons of nickel ore. The twomost 
important workings are tunnel No. 1, which is 175 feet long, in addition to the 
open cut of 50 feet. This shows an enormous vein of high-grade nickel ore, 
with no signs of giving out. My opinion is that from this opening alone 
600,000 tons can be quarried. 

“Tunnel No. 2 is 80 feet long, exclusive of the open cut 40 feet long. This 
also shows as rich a deposit of high-grade ore as No. 1, and I estimate that 
100,000 tons can be quarried.” 

r property was also examined by Mr. J. H. Pomeroy, a mining engi- 
neer in charge of the Prosser Iron Mines, near Oswego, Oreg., who reports 
very favorably, and submitted analyses of samples which he collected. 
These analyses were made by Mr. George 8. Miller, analytical chemist, at 
the Quinton Smelting Works: 


Nickel. Iron 
Per cent.| Per cent. 
1. Ave tl hiined dient beadsslomecacs cebpaceasate 9.97 8.20 
I nk ce code eseasocubecces cestbesedese 14. 85 1. 54 
& Soil from surface .................... ae 9.50 21. 67 
an ar ta ncacesnadesneccia tedaden 11.23 18. 60 


At the Columbian Exposition at Chicago ore from our mine took the first 
remium as the best exhibit of nickel magnesian silicate, notwithstanding 
he fact that the mines of New Caledonia were represented with their choicest 

‘imens. The deposits have been examined and reported on by other emi- 
nent men, who all ageee as to the extent and value of the deposits, but they 
also ee that it is impossible to compete with the Canadian mines so long 
as their ucts come in free of duty. We have expended in the neighbor- 
hood of $150,000 on our property, which is pony a loss unless we can se- 
cure this duty. We have already installed a 300-horsepower Sterling water- 
tube boiler, an 18 by 48 Corliss engine, pump, heater, efc. This is housed in a 
large brick building. The foundations for the breaking, crushing, drying, 
concentrating, and smelting _ are all complete, and the machinery, con- 
sisting of breakers, roasting furnaces, dryers, blowers, and a large smelting 

lant are at the railroad depot at the foot of the mountain, and have been 

ere since 1802. 

If we can secure this duty, we propose to complete our plant at once, which 

can be done in a couple of months’ time, and we can then furnish at least a 
jon of the nickel required in the United States, and the other mines of 

e country will be able to supply the balance. 

Respectfully, SAMUEL P. PARMLY. 
JOHN W. SWEET. 


GEO. OLIVER 

J. H. WINSLOW. 
J. W. STEWART 
H. M. WEIR 

A. N. STOMMEL. 
8. J. EASTMAN. 
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The company could easly produce twenty times as much as it is now, or 
ever has produced, and do it at a cost of not more than - per ton for a prod- 
uct containing 25 per cent copper and 25 per cent nickel, or wed a penny of 
metal tothe ton. You can be your own ju of how cheaply nickel can be 
produced after taking the copper out of t matte, which can be done ina 
refined state at a cost of not exceeding one-half cent per pound. In other 


words, ee can take 500 pounds of fine out of this ton of matte for 


copper 
c= you add this to the whole cost of producing the ton of matte, you 

ave 500 pounds of fine copper for less than $30 and the 500 pounds of nickel 
in the matte thrown in. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 186, on 
page 58, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

186, Pins with solid heads, without ornamentation, including hair, safety, 
hat, bonnet, and shawl pins; any of the foregoing composed wholly of brass, 
copper, iron, steel, or other base metal, not p , and not commonly known 
as jewelry, 35 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 187, page 58, line 23, be- 
fore the word ‘‘ cents,” to strike out “ ten” and insert “ five;” so 
as to read: 

Quicksilver, 5 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. The majority of the committee instruct me to 
propose 7 cents a pound in lieu of 10, and instead of 5 cents, as 


— by the committee originally. 
ra iT) VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. It isproposed to amend the committee amend- 


ment by striking out “ five” and inserting “‘ seven; ” so as to read: 
Quicksilver, 7 cents per pound. 


Mr. STEWART. Let me make an inquiry as to the amend- 
ment. The bill as it came from the House provided for a rate of 
—_ at 10 gee ee 

r. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. WHITE. Seven cents is the rate of the Wilson law, is it 
not? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to say one word. During all 
the time when the price of the commodity was fluctuating, I was 
living in the mines where the |] t demand for quicksilver was, 
in a mining region in California first, and afterwards in Nevada, 
where they consumed very large quantities. Then they devel- 
oped quicksilver mines in California; in fact the Almaden was dis- 
covered before 1850, and was being worked on asmall scale. When 
they commenced a uicksilver in California, so that it 
tended to supply market , they put down the price which 
they were at the mine in , owned by a corporation 
in n, to such a low figure that it closed the California mines. 

hen the mines were closed, they put the price of quick- 
silver more than double—I think they got 75 cents and a a 
und—and made it almost prohibitory, with greatembarrassment 
the miners. Afterwards a tariff of 10 cents was put upon quick- 
silver, and then the California mines were again opened, and the 
ice went down. They dared not open their mines, as they were 
iable to be destroyed by this foreign quicksilver, and the tariff 
in that instance saved them from a monopoly which would have 
proved absolute destruction to our industry. A tariff of 10 cents 
a pound brought it down to more than 50 cents, because the Cali- 
fornia mines were reopened and were kept open. The tariff 
on this article is quite an important factor. I do not know that 
the tariff is the same as in the Wilson Act, but it may answer the 

—s It ‘s not too much, I am satisfied. 
r. WHITE. I desire to call attention to a former paragraph. 

Mr. VEST. That will be all right after we get through with 


this cular h. 
Me ad "ALLISON. | ack the Senate to disagree to the next amend- 
ment to this Ve 


ph. 
Mr. WHI EL sbould like to state to the Senator from Iowa 
that by inattention, doubtless, on my part aph 186 was 
and as soon as the quicksilver item is disposed of I should 
+e ih for a thoment. 
CE-PRESID 


7 it. 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senate to disagree to the amendment 


a ee oes and 2 on the next page. 
The VICE-PRESID . The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘pound,” in line 23, strike 
out the remainder of the paragraph, in the following words: 

The flasks, bottles, or other veasels in which quicksilver is poner eae 
| ~~ feegeataerateenrmns oe crt cog they would be subjected to if imported 
Mr, ALLISON. Lask that that amendment be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


The amendment was rejected. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The clause stands in the paragraph 


as it y — the House. 
he veer ow I want to call attention to a fact that has not 


‘been mentioned in connection with omen , the quicksilver 
duty. Under the McKinley Act it was 10 cents a pound; under 
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the Wilson Act it was 7 cents a pound; under the House | 
cents a pound, and I understand it is now proposed to put i: 
to the Wilson rate. 

Mr. WHITE. It was 10 cents a pound under the House | 

Mr. VEST. Yes—I beg pardon—it was 10cents a pound |), r 
the House bill. A majority of our committee put it at 5... . 
pound, and are go back to7 cents a pound. Is that. ) 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I should like to ask why it is ) 
sary to go back to a rate of 7 cents? It was too much un. 
Wilson bill. The comparative statement shows that we ex), 
1896 $628,673 worth of quicksilver and imported $45 worth. \\) ,; 
are we protecting ? Unquestionably we get no reyes). 
Our imports amount to less than $50 worth. Ungquestiona))), 
have the American market. None comesin from abroad. \ 
why the necessity of putting back this duty? I take it for ¢.,;,, 
that the majority of the Finance Committee who construct... | 
Senate bill reduced it 2 cents for this very reason, and they \., 
right; and now, about the time we are congratulating our. | 
that we are coming together upon something like an Am.er;.., 
basis, Senators recede and put back the old duty of 7 cents, w),., 
ought never to have been put there. I remember very wel! w),.; 
this matter was under discussion in 1894, and I insisted on a rei), 
—_ of the duty, which was 10 cents a pound under the Mc kK i1)), 

Mr. STEWART. There is a very good reason for havin, i: 
cents. Notwithstanding we exported last year and import«:! \«-; 
little, that is no reason why there should not be a duty im). 
on this article. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the reason for it? 

Mr. STEWART. The reason for it ison account of the great 
combination that own the other mines of the world. They |:.:\6 
a perfect monopoly of the quicksilver, and if there were free trio 
at any time, they would ship it in and put it down in this country 
for a short time and then force our mines toclose again; and w)iv-n 
they are closed, then the price oe up. 

r. JONES of Ar . y do they not keep us from ex- 
porting it if they would drive us out of the market? 

Mr. WART. They are able to drive us out of the market, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Why do they not doit? We are ex- 
porting it and selling it in their market. 

Mr. STEWART. Because we have the advantage of 7 cents 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We have no advantage of 7 nts 
when we come out into the open market with them. We take 
hundreds of thousands of ds and send it out to the open 
market without any protection, and those — can not stop it. 
They can not break it > Why do they not break it up if they 
have the power to do so 

Mr. STEWART. Because they are not willing to lose mony 
ss in that business when we have that advanta. 

ust take that off and they can afford to lose money for a fiw 
months until they close up our mines and get the benefit of tho 
home market, and when they close our q ver mines—mines 
of that kind fill with water and the runs down—and 
then they will not be opened again. That is the way it was |. - 
fore. amg afford to lose something, and of course they will 
lose som . They have a there, and they wil! sell 
at a loss in thiscountry. They did it before. They sold at a |: xs 
until the mines were ¢ , and then they put it at exorbitant 

. Wehad an actual ee oy , and I think if the 

uty were taken off there would be danger that they would «!0-» 

the mines again. It is an article that can be operated ly 4 

monopoly in that way. They can afford to make a sacrifice and 
close us out. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will state what would seem to 1110 
to be the plain common sense of this situation. Our people «in 
produce quicksilver now, send it abroad, and sell it in com): ''- 
tion with the quicksilver abroad. We want to increase tle tariff 
here, so as to enable them to charge our consumers of quicksil\«r 


eo? 


‘err ao oS ee GS: 


~~ Ss 


—_ 


higher prices than they have to pay now. a rotected 
in these exactions levied upon our 6, an oe 1 be pro- 
tected by the tariff against abroad. But they can 
enter into open competition without any tion; they can go 


into the market of the world and quicksilver at a profit 
a with these people. They — have not an op- 
people to pay an arbitrary price raised 

the means of a tariff. It is simply ©- 

or to rob the consumers in this country to tt 


STEWART. But with free trade they would just glut (he 


market for a little while until broke up the small produc:'s, 
a again put price back. That is the way 


, . only afew wor'ls 
PERKINS. Mr. President, I desire to say only a a san 
cinnabar mines of the world exc’) 

, and until we opened those 





Se 


ee pene eee Tae _OsereE. 





















mines and them the average price of quicksilver was 
from 80 cents to @ pound. To-day it is 38 cents a pound in 
the markets of country. The only quicksilver that we pro- 

for export we have sent from the Pacifi ic Coast to British 


dorembia and to Mexico. 


It may be a crime, perhaps, that we have employed American 
workmen to develop the cinnabar mines of California, and have 
patronized the farmers and mechanics in developing those mines 
and sending. to Mexico and to British Columbia, but 
our action, meets the approval of the American people. 
ae to-day is cheaper than it was ever known before in 


igcountry. If my from Missouri and Arkansas desire 
to close up our mines and give the quicksilver business of the 
world to » who, as is well known, control all the 


cinnibar mines abroad, I do not believe the people will sanction 
their action. It was one of the wise measures that prevailed in 
the Senate in 1894, when we defeated the report of the committee 
and placed a duty of 7 cents a upon quicksilver. 
Mr. CAPFERY. Mr. President, the Senator from Californiais 
mistaken about cksilver being lower to-day than it ever was 
before. It has from 40 cents a pound in 1893 to 60 cents a 
pound in 1896. He says the Rothschilds are engaged in this quick- 
silvet business, they are crushing out the industries of California 
in this direction. We have been uently treated with essays 
the baneful effects of the Rothschilds upon the importation 
silver. Now we have got them into quicksilver. I shouldlike 
to know of the Senator from California whether it was not as easy 
for them to buy up the quicksilver of California as it is alleged to 
be to con’ money market of the world in a much greater 


Mr. I will state to my friend, who evidently is not 

as well posted upon cinnabar as some others who have worked in 

mines, that cinnabar in California does not average more than 
be 3 per 


i 


cent. It is not owned by any one company or half a 

but it is divided up among twenty or thirty 

ies, while in the quicksilver mines of Austria and south- 

ern Spain their cinnabar yields from 15 to Se. They do 

not er mines as we have in California that pay 
only 2} to 3 per of quicksilver 

It would not pay them to do it amd pay the wages that we com- 
pensate our with. They prefer to employ labor in Austria 
and Spain for 50 vents a day and pay them in the silver that they 

from other mines in the wor I will state to my friend from 
isiana further that California is the only spot on the Western 
Continent where quicksilver is found in paying quantities. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It appears, then, that we are not asked to 
give protection against pauper labor or on account of the unequal 
advantages between the United States and other coun- 
tries, but we are asked to protect mines in this particular 

If the mines the Senator mentions in Spain or Austria 
eld 15 per cent of quicksilver and those in California yield only 
oaoarieee ieee tha submit that ~— os ee a = 
the pauper mines of California wit 
oe richer mines of and Austria. In ae words, you aoe 
ar means, legislation, to equalize unequal natu 
conditi which I think is a matter very difficult of attainment. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

of the committee, making the rate on quicksilver 7 


agreed to. 
the next paragraph, as follows: 


per pound for the lead contained therein; new 


vi 
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I wish to call the attention of the 
first clause this paragraph doubles 
t law and raises it 15 to 
I move to strike out “14 cents” 


$e 
i 
F 
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. amendment will 
After the word “‘ metal,” in line 3, page 59, 
*“ one and one-half” and insert ‘‘ three-fourths 
the word “‘ twenty-five” and 


[ieee 
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called). 
Tennessee 


pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania {Mr. Penro 
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Mr. BATE (when the name of Mr. Harris of Tennessee was 
I desire again to state that my colleague [Mr. Harris of 
] is absent sick, and is paired with the Senator from 


Vermont [Mr. Morrit.}, who is also absent sick. This an- 
nouncement a rr for the day. 
Mr. KENN (when his name was called). I announce my 


| I. 
Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). [ des to state 


sire 
that I am paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror},. 
If he were here, he would vote ‘‘ nay” and I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when hisname was called). I havea pair with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THurston]. He being absent, I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. VEST when his name was called). 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELson}. 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco}. 
should vote “‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HANNA (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw ttns], who has not 
voted, and I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to announce my pair with the junior 
Senator from Washington _ TURNER]. 

Mr. BURROWS. My colleague {[Mr. McM1..an] is paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Livpsay}. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


Iam paired with 
If he were present, I 


YEAS—18. 
Bate, Cockrell, Mills, Turpie, 
Berry, Gorman, Mitchell, Walthall, 
Caffery, Gray, Morgan, White. 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
Clay, McLaurin, Smith, 
NAYS—238. 
Allison, Pairbanks, Hoar, Platt, N. Y. 
Burrows, Foraker, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, 
Carnon, arte Lodge, uay, 
Carter, Gallinger, McBride, Sewell, 
Cullom, Gear Mason, Shoup, 
Davis, Hale, Perkins, Spooner, 
Deboe, Hawley, Platt, Conn. Watmere. 
NOT VOTING—4. 

Aldrich, Hanna, Mantle, Stewart, 
Allen, Hansbrough, Martin, Teller, 
Bacon, ris, Kans. Morrill, Thurston, 
Baker, Harris, Tenn. Murphy, Tillman, 
Butler, Heitfeld, Nelson, Turner, 
Chandler Kenney, Paseo, . Vest, 
Clark Kyle, Penrose, Warren, 
Daniel, Lindsay, Pettigrew, Wellington, 

McEnery, Proctor, Wilson, 
Faulkner, MeMillan, Rawlins, Wolcott. 
George, Mallory, Roach, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BACON subsequently said: Upon the vote on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs] relative 
to type metal, on accountof the confusion in the Hall at the time, the 
clerks failed to hear my response. While I do not ask that there 
shall be any correction made of the vote, as the result has been 
announced, I take this method of stating that I did vote, and that 
I voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. WHITE. With the consent of the Senator from Iowa, I 
desire to go back to paragraph 186, which was passed by inadvert- 
ently afew momentsago. 1 understand that there is no objection 
to considering the paragraph as being reconsidered for the pur- 
pose of amendment. I move as a substitute for the amendment 
proposed by the committee the following: 

Pins, metallic, including pins with solid or glass heads, hairpins, safety 
pins, and hat, bonnet, shawl, and belt pins, not commercially known as jew- 
elry, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

With reference to paragraph 186 as proposed by the committee, 
I desire to state that the change in the language of this paragraph 
from that of the Wilson Act and the McKinley Act is of such a 
character as to limit pins only to such as are made entirely of 
metal; whereas in the former acts common glass-head pins did 


not pay a duty at a rate exceeding 30 per cent. Under the pres- 
ent designation in the bill the duty on the same will be, as I am 
inf by General Appraiser Sharretts, 60 per cent. That offi- 


cer, ina. communication upon this paragraph, says: 

I know of no industry im this country which demands such an exorbitant 
rate of duty on an article used by the poor, both for their personal use and 
for manufacturing purposes. 

I therefore move the substitute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment ed as a substitute for paragraph 186 by the 
Senator from California [Mr. WurrTe}. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to strike 
out paragraph 189, as follows: 
oi Watch movements having not more than seven jewels, 3 cents eachj 


more than seven jewels and not more than eleven jewels, ¥) cents 
each; if more than eleven jewels and not more than fifteen jewels, 
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15 cents each; if having more than fifteen jewels and not more than seventeen 
jewels, $1.25 each; if having more than seventeen jewels, $3 each, and in 
addition thereto, on all the f ng, 25 per cent ad valorem; watches, watch 
cases, and parts of watches, including watch dials, chronometers, box or shi 
and parts thereof, clocks and thereof, not otherwise provided for 
this act, whether separately packed or otherwise, 40 per cent ad valorem; all 
jewels for use in the man ure of watches or clocks, 15 per cent ad valorem. 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following as a new paragraph: 

189. Watches, clocks, and chronometers, and parts thereof, finished or un- 
finished, whether separately packed or otherwise, and not specially provided 
fur in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem; jewels for use in the manufacture of 
watches or clocks, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask the Senator from Iowa in charge of the 
bill if he will be kind enough to pass over paragraph 189? 

Mr. ALLISON. It may be — over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 189 will be passed over. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 190, page 60, line 1, after the word ‘‘ one,” to strike out ‘‘and 
three-fourths cents” and insert ‘‘cent;” in line 2, after the word 
“sheets,” to strike out ‘‘two and one-half” and insert ‘ one and 
three-fourths;” and in line 4, after the word ‘‘ remanufactured,” 
to strike out ‘‘ and zinc dust or ashes, 1} cents” and insert ‘‘1 cent;” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

190, Zine in blocks or pigs, 1 cent per nd; in sheets, 1} cents per pound; 
old and wore out, fit on rte be vemnalnewened, lecent AS oouek ~ 

Mr, ALLISON. A majority of the committee have reconsid- 
ered this paragraph, and suggest 14 cents a pound in lieu of 1 cent 
in line 1, and 2 cents a pound instead of ao in lines 2 and 3. 
I hope there will be no objection to that change. It isa small in- 
crease over the Wilson Act. The first clauses of the paragraph 
would then read: 


Zinc in blocks or pigs, 1; cents per pound; in sheets, 2 cents per pound. 


Mr. VEST. I object to any increase —— this article of zinc or 
any of its products. There is no necessity for it either for pro- 
tection or revenue. The comparative statement shows that of 
zinc we —e in 1896 $187,318 worth and imported $29,730 
worth, and of the other products there were exported $41,287 
worth and imported $1,901 worth. I think I am qualified to speak 
in regard to this article, because it is produced more largely in 
Missouri than in any other State in the Union. The largest prod- 
ucts in southwest Missouri are zinc smelters, and there is a v 
flourishing city there, Joplin, which is called the zinc met lis 
of the Southwest. There is no necessity for this increase. It is 
not asked for by the parties interested in zinc mining. “Why this 
increase should be made I am at an utter loss to know. If there 
had been any necessity for it, I certainly would have heard of it 
from some of my constituents. The town of Joplin is dependent 
almost entirely upon zinc mining, yet I have not received a single 
communication complaining of the present duty. So far as I 
know, the miners are entirely satisfied with it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not understand the proposition 
of the Senator from Iowa. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment. 

The Secretary, In paragraph 190, page 60, line 1, after the 
word “one,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘and one-half;” and in line 
2, after the word “ two,” to strike out ‘‘and one-half;” so as to read: 

Zine in blocks or pigs, 14 cents per pound; in sheets, 2 cents per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment, 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to hear that paragraph read now as 


ainended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary willread the paragraph 
as amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

190. Zine in blocks or pigs, 1} cents per pound; in sheets, 2 : 
old and worn-out, fit only to & remenetzovared, lcent per —_Ae_-- 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Fowa be kind enough to tell 
me ne pe yacponee to put up these duties? 

Mr. ALLISON. We have only increased them a quarter of a 
cent a pound here over the Wilson law. 

Mr, T. Ido not ask as to the amount, but as to the reason. 

Mr. ALLISON. Those who manufacture this article say the 
proposed rates are necessary to enable them to successfully com- 
= in its production. I know perfectly well that for many years 

hey have exported more or less of this article, and the ator 

from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] thoroughly explained that on the 
paragraph relating to quicksilver, where he showed very clearly 
that there are certain duties that ought to be placed upon these 
articles, notwithstanding now and then there are exportations of 


them, or no im tions, or very small importations. 
Mr. VEST. But, Mr. President, the Senator speaks of persons 
who are e in the manufacture of these articles, and pro- 


— to e an increase here upon zinc in blocks or pigs. 

e tell me where the miners are who have demanded this increase? 
Mr. ALLISON. The miners did not a before the commit- 

tee. The zinc in the ore or the raw is free, As the Sen- 
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ator very well knows, it is much more expensive to treat 7)... 

than it is to treat lead ores. I think it costs four or five 1n.c°°8 
much. To convert this ore into zinc blocks or pigs is more ex ye." 
+g ‘sone 2 is to convert the = lead into blocks or pigs oan 

e du tte ekg pes necessary. It is areductiy 
the rate in the McKinley Act, which was supposed to be a — ah 
protective measure, and it stands midwa comeen the duty in the 
act of 1894 and the protection of 1890. ‘Therefore I think in 1° 
= of es is aaa eee ay of these duties, ang 

seems to me 1t oug: meet wi approval of the Se 
ator from Missouri. 7 re 

Mr. VEST. If there has been any compromise, I have been so 
unfortunate as not to have discovered it in this bill. Thore hag 
been a steady, a persistent, and a consistent increase not only over 
the rates of the existing law, but over those of the McKinley Act 
Time and time again we have called attention to the increases 
over the McKinley Act, one of which escaped my attention whilst 
I was conversing with somebody a moment ago, that is in para- 
graph 186, where there is a clear increase of 5 per cent, without 
any necessity in the world, over the rate in the McKinley Act 
Now, here is an article about which I happen to know something, 
because the people of my State are largely interested in it, and in 
my section of the State especially. Only yesterday a gentleman 
largely interested in zinc from southwest Missouri, one of the 
most ed men in the State, was in my committee room 
and we talked about this very subject of zinc. He said: «Let it 
alone. Weare doing well enough; we are satisfied with the exist- 
ing law; and we do not want any increase upon it at all.” 

ow, my friend from Iowa, for whom I have the greatest re 
spect, as he knows, contents himself in this debate by saying 
without iving the authority for the increase, that the people 
in in industry desire that this increase shall be made, 
Here is an industry or a production—both a production and 4 
manufacture of the raw material—perfectly satisfied, so far as [ 
know, with the present rate, and my sources of information are 
equal to any other Senator’s, on account of the interest of my 
le in the subject. This article is an article of prime necessity 
t goes into the poorest houses of the land, and still we have 
this increase, which I say can come from nothing else but force 
of habit—absolute force of habit. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Iowa to the fact that the duty on zinc under the McKin- 
ley law was 13 cents per pound; under the Wilson law, 1 cent per 
pound; under the Dingley bill, 14 cents per gem The rate pro- 
—_ by the Senate committee is equivalent to an ad valorein of 

.69 per cent. Under the McKinley law the ad valorem was 
29.19. Before the increase now by the Senator from 
Iowa is adopted, the rates under the Senate bill were an increase 
over the McKinley law of 1890. Sothedoctrine enunciated bythe 
Senator from Rhode Island is certainly not complied with in this 
article of prime necessity to everybody in the United States. 

Zinc in sheets is an article of common use, of valuable use, and 
more largely used, I believe, by the poor than the rich. About 
that, however, I do not know anything. But the reason given by 
the Senator from Iowa, which he takes from the Senator from 
Nevada, strikes me as being a very peculiar one. The Senator 
from Nevada says that these high rates under declining prices 
and decreased importations are necessary in order to keep off the 
remote danger of some f er somewhere sending to the United 
States the article and selling it below the cost of production, in 
order to run out the home producer. 

That is a very remote stretc of protection; that goes a little 
further, perhaps, than I ever ‘ore, that you must not only 
pee against immediate and visible danger, but you have got 

protect against remote possibility, leaving out of consideration 
all question as to whether or not the American can compete even 
upon equal conditions with the foreigner. I have to accept the 

lanation of the Senator from Lowa for these increases, but I 
su ont gh nn gat — sappy mgr 

The VICE-PRESID . The question is on the remaining 
— of the committee to paragraph 190; which will be 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘remannufactured,” in para- 
graph 190, line 4, the committee propose to strike out the words 
“and zinc dust or ashes, 1} cents” and insert ‘1 cent;” so as to 


—_— 


190. Zinc in blocks or pigs, 1; cents pound; in sheets, 2 cents per pounds 
eal ceil cerneak. th ees te eeeaL, Taeed par pean’, 


Mr. VEST. I am to substitute the Wilson rates for 
those other rates, and I make that motion. I move to insert 
**1 cent” in line 2 and ‘‘ 1} cents” in line 3. 

Mr. ALLISON. The first two amendments have been agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The vote has been taken on thos@ 


Mr. ALLISON. The amendment is on lines 4 and 5, 


and I want to call the attention of the Senator to the fact that we 
reduce the rate a quarter of a cent per pound. 
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Mr. VEST. I donot want the yeas and nays on that, but I do 
want them on the first two items, and I will ask unanimous con- 





gent to have the vote again taken as to those items. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then let the last amendment be agreed to, and 
I shall have no en to having the vote the Senator desires. 

The VICE-P. ENT. The Chair will then put the question 
upon the amendment of the committee on line 4, paragraph 190, 

r the word “remanufactured,” to strike out ‘and zinc dust 
or ashes, 1} cents” and insert ‘‘1 cent.” 

The amendment was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will now be stated. 

TheSECRETARY. In paragraph 190, line 1, after the word “ pigs,” 
it is proposed to etrike out ‘‘14 cents” and insert ‘‘1 cent;” and 
in line 2, after the word “sheets,” to strike out “two” and insert 
‘sone and one-fourth. 3) 

Mr. VEST. I call for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The 7 an nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 

call + 
Or. MALLORY (when his name was called). I have a general 
ir with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], and there- 
Pere withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HANNA. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Rawins] to the Senator from Montana [Mr. CarTER], 


who y left the Senate Chamber. I vote “nay.” 
Mr. QUAY (after having voted in the negative). I understand 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGaAN], with whom I am paired, 


the 
has not voted. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I desire to announce my pair with the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska [Mr. TaursTon]}. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 

Bacon, Cockrell, ills, Vest, 
Bate, Gorman, Mitchell, Walthall, 

i Gray, Pettus, White. 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Smith, 
Clay, McLaurin, Turpie, 

NAYS—28. 
Allison, 2, Jones, Nev Platt, N. Y. 
Burrows, Inger, Lodge. Pritchard, 
Cullom, Gear, McBride, Sewell, 
Davis, Hale, Nelson, Shoup, 
Deboe, Hanna, Penrose, Spooner, 
Fairbanks, Hawley, Perkins, Stewart, 
Foraker, Hoar, latt, Conn. Wetmore. 
NOT VOTING—4. 

Aldrich, Faulkner, Mallory, Rawlins, 
Allen, Mantle, Roach, 
Baker, Hans) gh, Martin, Teller, 
Butler, Harris, ; Mason, Thurston, 
Caffery, Harris, Tenn Morgan, Tillman, 
Cannon, Heitfeld, Morrill, Turner, 
Carter, Kenney, Murphy, Warren, 
Chandler, le, Pasco, Wellington, 
Clar y; Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Daniel, McEnery, Proctor, Wolcott. 
Elkins, MeMillan, Quay, 


So the amendment of Mr. Vest was rejected. 
The reading of the bill was resumed at line 6, page 60, as follows: 


191. Articles or wares not s y provided for in this act, composed 
ld, silver, 


wholly or in part of iron, steel, copper, nickel, pewter, zinc 
num, aluminum, or other metal, and whether partly or wholly manufac- 
45 per cent ad m. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out ‘‘ forty-five,” in 
line 10, before the words “ centum,” and insert ‘‘ thirty-five. 

The VICE-PRESID . The amendment will be stated. 

he SkoreTaRy. In paragraph 191, line 10, before the words 
5 centum,” it is proposed to strike out “‘ forty-five” and insert 
= — -tive;” so as to read: 
or wares not vided for i 
suaie eek oie ne ter cna os Se 
anraeet al r me Ww. er partly or wholly manu 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is the rate under the present law. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 


submitted by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs]. 
Mr. JO of Arkansas. I call for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 20, nays 30; Sadie 


Bacon, McLaurin, Simi 
Bate, eXren, Milla. __. 
Caffery, Gray, ° Pn Walthall, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Pettus, White. 
an eS gre 
. y 

Cullom, . elson, well, 

: Nev. pare ‘etmore. 
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NOT VOTING—50 
Aldrich, Faulkner, MeMillan, Roach, 
Allen, George, Mallory, Teller, 
Baker, Hansbrough, Mantle, rhurston, 
Butler, Harris, Kans. Martin, Tillman, 
Cannon, Harris, Tenn. Mason, Turner, 
Carter, Heitfeld, Morrill, Warren, 
Chandler, Kenney, Murphy Wellington, 
Clark Kyle, Pasco, Tilson. 
Daniel, Lindsay, Proctor, Wolcott 
Elkins, McEnery, Rawlins, 


So the amendment of Mr. Jonrs of Arkansas was rejected 

The reading of the bill was resumed at page 60, line 11,‘ Sched- 
ule D.—Wood and manufactures of.” The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 192, line 12, after 
the word ‘‘ timber,” to insert ‘ hewn, sided, or squared, and round 
timber;” and in line 13, after the word “spars,” to strike out 
**and ” and insert ‘“‘ or;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


192. Timber hewn, sided, or squared, and round timber used for spars or 
in building wharves, 1 cent per cubic foot. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be glad if the Senator from 
Towa would explain just how that modifies the present law. This 
would seem to apply to hewn, sided, or square logs, leaving, I 
presume, round logs ont of the paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. Round logs come in under the free list, but 
the paragraph does include round timber used for spars and 
building wharves. 

While I am up, I wish to offer an amendment in behalf of the 
majority of the committee, in line 13, by inserting ‘‘1} cents” 
instead of ‘1 cent.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will be stated. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 192, line 13, after the word‘ one,” 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ cent” and insert ‘‘ and one-half cents;” 
so as to read ‘‘ 14 cents.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 


———- by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]. 
e amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This does not include sawed logs, as 
I understand. 

Mr. HALE. They are provided for in the next paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance to paragraph 192, which has 
been stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Arkansas that 
this paragraph does not include sawed logs. 

Mr. GRAY. By “sawed logs,” I presume I may ask the Sen- 
ator from Iowa or some other Senator, is meant logs that are 
manufactured and brought into this country? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to understand that. 

Mr. HALE. Sawed logs are free. 

Mr. GRAY. Free? Under the present law all lumber is free? 

Mr. ALLISON. All of it is free except manufactured lumber. 

Mr. GRAY. ‘Timber hewn, sided, or squared, and round 
timber used for spars,” is that free? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is all free. 


Mr. GRAY. Is not ‘‘timber hewn, sided, or squared” manu- 
factured lumber? 
Mr. ALLISON. Itisnotsoconsidered. Manufactured lumber, 


I believe, is not understood to include lumber sawed or hewn. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not think so important an item ought to go 
without an explanation, and I should like to ask the Senator from 
Iowa why this exceedingly important raw material (if there can 
be any such thing as raw material, it is as near it as almost any- 
thing else) is to be taken from the free list and put upon the duti- 
able list? 

Mr. ALLISON. Chiefly, I understand, to provide revenue, and 
secondly, to give a little incidental protection to that vast body of 
people in our own country who produce timber and manufacture it. 

Mr. GRAY. I observe here that the revenue that is estimated 
to come from this item is $14,000. Therefore, the revenue is unim- 
portant, and can be obtained in a great many other ways in greater 
abundance and without the hardship that this class of duties is 
going to produce inevitably. 

The Senator from Iowa says, and says truly, and I think that is 
the gravamen ef the whole proposition, that it is to protect a very 
worthy class of people who are engaged in producing timber. If 
there is any class of people who, in comparison with other classes 
of people in the country, can get along without this protection, it 
would seem to be the millionaire owners of great tracts of timber 
land all over the country. The white-pine timber of this country 
is the timber that is to be especially protected by this provision 
against the white-pine timber that comes across the Canadian 

er. 

If the estimates of experts in this matter are correct, we have 
only about six years’ supply of white-pine timber in the white-pine 
lands in the United States, and hefe is a premium offered for the 
destruction of white-pine forests in this country—a profit to be 
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iven to the fortunate owners of the remaining supply in the United 
States, and the whole people of the United States, every man who 
builds an humble home, from the Atlantic to the Pacific and all 
along the dreary prairies of the West, are to contribute and be 
levied upon ip order that the people who own the white-pine for- 
ests may make larger profits. 

Now, sir, it is well known that those who have engaged in the 
white-pine lumber business are amongst the most fortunate busi- 
ness men of this country. They have amassed large fortunes. 
They do not need protection, and it is unjust that they should be 
mendicants upon the poor people of this country in order that 
their profits may be increased. They are getting along and the 
men they employ are getting along. I have not g word to say, 
of course, as to the racterization of the _—— who work in 
the pine forests as worthy people. Of course they are worthy, 
but they are not more worthy than the millions upon whom they 
seek to levy this tribute, and when you come to compare the class 
of people. as to importance and numbers, who seek this unjust toll 
on the other industries of the United States, they sink into insig- 
nificance both as to numbers and importance and in regard to the 
merits of the two " 

Mr. President, I protest against the destruction of this little bit 
of unrestricted commerce. I protest against this legislation to 
artificially increase the price of an article universally used, a com- 
modity that is a necessity all over the country, and there is no 
class of people anywhere who need it less than those in whose be- 
half the Senator from lowa says this imposition is to be made. 

Another thing. Why should we place a premium upon the de- 
struction of our own forests?) Whyshould not the world’s supply 
of lumber, wherever it is available—and it is available in all aan 

arts of this continent that are contiguous to our borders—be sub- 
ject to the enterprise and to the commercial activities of our people? 
hy; when they reach out their hands to where they can ned 
obtain it with most advantage to themselves, should the interfer- 
ing hand of the law stay them and tell them, “ You must not ex- 
ercise this natural right of buying your material fora home where 
you can purchase it the cheapest, unless you pay toll to some 
so-called industry, to the men who own the land u which the 
trees grow, the bounty that nature has given them?” That must 
be protected, forsooth, and a fine be placed upon those who would 
do otherwise than pay this unjust tribute to the landholders or 
forest owners of America. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I presume this duty is laid 
with a view to the protection of American timber against the im- 
portation of Canadian timber. Weare not much in the dark re- 

rding the cost of producing white pine, of stumpage in the 

nited States and Canada, and of milling the lumber after it is 
brought into the mill. In pursuance of a resolution of the Senate 
of April 29, 1897, which reads as follows: 


Resolved, That the Commissioner of Labor be, and is hereby, directed to 
want $0 ths Renate s etetemnent ot Se cos eet, board measure, 
of ypedading =e ee ee States and in Canada, respec- 
tively; the statement to include the cost of lumbering, or the work in the 
pe Ay and the cost of manufacturing, or the millwork, in two separate 
items, including also the cost of s 


The Commissioner of Labor submitted a report, with which 
I suppose the Senator from Iowa now in charge of the bill is per- 
fectly familiar. 

This is the report of Commissioner Wright on the resolution of 
the Senate of the 29th of April of the current year. He states: 


In octecting information in accordance with a joint resolution approved 
August 15, , providing for an inv: relating to the effects of ma- 
ry on labor and the cost of os , a8 well as the relative produc- 

ve power of hand and machine labor, the cost of manual and of machine 
power as they are in uctive industries, and the effect upon wages 
of the use of machinery, Department of Labor has secured facts in con- 
nection a lumber industry showing wages paid and the cost of pro- 


the Senate 
Isubmit herewith two tables, Table I giving the occupations and rates of 
of employees of four lumber-sa establishments in the United 
States and four in Canada for the years 1891 to 1886, inclusive. 

The absence of employees in the columns fur the United States in many of 
the occupations, which will be noticed in studying Table I, is dus in part to 
the use of different terms in the United States from those used in Canada, in 
part to the more minute classification of occupations in certain establish- 
ments both in Canada and in the United States, and further, in part to the 
greater general use of machinery in the United States than in Canada, thus 
creating a new class of occupations, which take the place of certain other 
‘Sooupations. It will be noticed that in the establishments for Canada there 
‘are more persons employed in certain divisions of labor than in the United 
States. but these remarks fairly indicate the reasons for the appearance of 


the tabl.. 

Tawie II is practically a summary of occupations and average wae of 
em, loyees of The same Yamber-sawin establishments in the United States 
| in Canada for the years 1891 to 1896, inclusive. This summary is drawn 
j Table I and puts the information in that table into a more compact 


ae 
the wage rates given in these tables were taken from the pay rolls of 
tho etnies meclved. 
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United States and five in Canada, the concrete resu i 
following tabular statement: Its being shown 


PRODUCTION OF Wurre-PInE LUMBER. 
Average daily wages in five lumber-sawing establishments in the Uni.) <, 
and five tn Canada, ue tates 
IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Establishment number. 


In mill. | In yard. 
| 


$1.9384 | $1. 5123 1.7 ‘ 
1.213 1.5430 "1 woe 
2. 0882 


1.5700 1 87s] 


1.71] 1344) fs 
2. (B82 ee ee 
LOL} 1463) 1 Tx 





$1.4629 | $1.4350| 1. 4495 


1.6786} 1.4940) “1 Gyn 
1.3023 | 1.3386 1.3160 
1.5449 1. 4081 1.4007 
1.9202 1.5237 1. 7289 


1.4310 1.3950 1.4164 

The average labor cost of 1,000 feet of white-pine lumber in the same fy. 
establishments in the United States and inthe same five in Canats sc) 0° 
the same peers day in the year 1896 is shown in the following brie? 
table, both for mill work and for yard work, together with the tota| 

Propvucrion or Wuire-Pine LuMBER. 
Average labor cost of 1,000 feet of lumber in five lumber-sawing estc)lish jen ts 
in the United States and five in Canada, 1396. 
IN THE UNITED STATES. 





Dien cecc ccccmcnces concce const cenqwossaencce cnee cucces 9. 5145 $0. 3080 $0). 8225 
Bo ate on nenn nnn n ene ewe cane nnn e anne pen ene eenenesneenens - 5489 .4124 613 
Bo concoconncacson conceconcessetens cece cennebecccesors - 6528 . BARD 1.0017 
4 wane Cw cene eeeeeeeeaseee pee ee mene wmww en ew ecw eee cece . 088 . 3470 oe 
GB... 222 eee ene ween erence nen eee conn eeneceesewsnees- - 5250 4043 903 

Slik hie lebanese 61} 36% | 8 


$0.6682 | $1. 4027 





. Bl 1.612 

. 4866 1. 2005 

p . 4019 1. 0747 

pone cosesscepanbapendcan 6csdeecasnsteobeeaddenséooes . . 5054 | 1. 3838 
re ee uae a HST | 4965 | 1.2398 
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ip Ge lepes table the ous includes labor cost on) nines is, wages paid 
to The cost material, management, interest, wear an 
tear, supplies, deprocat and all other costs are excluded. ; 

° . progeing table, that an examination 
of the pay rolls and books of sawmill esta in the United States 
shows a greater uction per man per day thanin Canadian mills, owing to 

etter methods of handling No wheel carts are 

al to another, the lumber being carried 

h the mill by ° also states that an examination of tho 
bee LD, books of establishments in the Canadian district inves- 
Eigated shows low average production per man per day as compared with 
In some Canadian mills old-style is used, with many hand opera- 
oe SaaS 2 men and boys are used to 
load it on wheel carts and carry it to the saws, where it is unloaded and 
— ms inten Yeoded cmhaerted toGe unloaded and trimmed, 
platform. Thea production per man 

per day in the same five establishinente in the United States and the sun tive 





the United and in Canada, 1896. 
IN THE UNITED STATES. 7 
Establishment num der. In mill. In mill 


and yard. 
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the not be given with the same accuracy #s ©" 
the wages and the cost of sawing, but Mr. Sheridan ascertained in his inv'~ 


fanudian lumbering fr from the memorandum books of American 0» 
cost feet of from the stand 
fig timber vo tho boom at haill isin bo United States $4iti, and in Cansda 
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ave Gxtend from five establishments in 
in Canada, covering, entirely or 
establishment, the aye Sy inclusive. He 
sss sates - ft the costs, as given, include only w: paid and camp ex- 
of stumpage, dues, management, interest, wear and tear, 

fore chaeead ae other costs being excluded. 
of the cost of production of logs from the stand tim- 
ber Fhe the boom ao tail was entirety incidental to the investigation being 
condu the De mt. Time was not taken to make it complete, 
yet Mr. She os special agent in charge of this branch of =e work, feels 
that th the fi ng ve stated are fairly correct; but the on too 
as statistically accurate, a $4 they lack a com- 
plete eager it ot for each item of nh, which I conaiaue absolutely 
essential in arriving at a full and a te. He informs me that an 
anion of they pay rolls of | ents in the United States 
shows the extensive of well- ico roads and the employment of teams, 

and road t Remn 


I do not know oo sort - monkeys they are— 


keep such roads in d that together with the use by some 
ie ee aan in the “fhe United States of locomotives, railroad cars, and 
to the Oe ences in = yeoms where the timber is cut, indi- 

crate nn uick hauling of | in the dis- 

invertignted; w!: while an cn investigation of the pay rolls of logging 

me establishments Canada shows - absence yr aamsee in the 

ods, an +s eh or oO} Ta A ioyees, and of loaders asa 
in This is accounted for by the x pipet cal characteristics of 
the , the tributaries, and the country in anche the logging opera- 
of the wa mills district are carried on, and which apparently ren- 

such employment im cable. 
These characteristics the mountainous nature of the country and 
make the 


ss ot logging railroads and well-equi ped ice roads in the 
on the American pn ee 


Ottawa nvoesthie The inac- 
cessibility of the ae district investiga’ 
provisions 


fie On eCinted P Beates and four Sy Tea establish: 


es it n to ship sup- 
for fall operations during the previous w yenten, on as they 
transported team after the rivers and streams t! The dis- 
tance Soom Se location of mills to the = of ween. operations ¥ varies from 
150 to 300 The _—— per man, team. og driver, under 
Mr. dan reports, seen na not aoare ethate of the northern 
rhe the United States, where superior ‘approach and facilities prevail; 


cost of labor and supplies per 1,000 feet of logs, as 
shown, = he Es statement. 


very respectfully, your obedient servant 

s CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
Commi. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


I offer these minute statistics to bear out the general results 
— this publication, and I ask that they may be incorporated 
the RECORD as a part of my remarks. 
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Mr. ALLISON. This has already been printed as a document. 
Isuggest to the Senator from Louisiana that it is hardly necessary 
to print all these pages, numbering 20,in the Recorp. The docu- 
ment is on our desks. 





Mr. WHITE. I suggest tothe Senator from Iowa that the value 
to be derived from this document is not only in its perusal here, 
but the country is entitled to know exactly what we are doing and 


the various —— made pro and con on this measure. 

Mr. ALLISC Of course that is true; but I do not believe 
that it would be very interesting for the country to examine in 
detail all of these tables. 

Mr. WHITE. They are valuable statistics. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be printed as a document. 

Mr. ALLISON. It might be printed as a document, and extra 
copies might be printed, or something of that sort, so that the 
country could get it. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ordinarily I would be satisfied with the 
eral conclusion to be drawn from these minute statistics. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that the Senator has read all of 
the report, the first six pages? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. That will appear in the Recorp, and I am 

perfectly willing that that shall appear; but as to printing all of 
the tables, I do not consider it necessary. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I say ordinarily I would yield to the Senator's 
suggestions in that particular, but I submit to the Senator that the 
scanning or the reading of these statistics would be of great value 
as information to the people at large, for the whole minutiw from 
the stump to the mill are given in these statistics. I ask leave to 
incorporate the whole of Senate Document No. 70 as a part of my 
remarks. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Louisiana thinks it is very 
important—and I do not know but that it is so—I shall not object 
to his having it printed in the Recorp, though I think it is a bad 


precedent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
printed in the REcorD. 

The tables referred to are as follows: 


ren- 


Without objection, the tables will be 


PRODUCTION OF Wuite-Pine LUMBER. 
TABLE L—Occupations and rates of wages of employees of |, lumber-sawing establishments in the United States and 4 in Canada, years 18: 91 to 1896, inclusive. 
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TABLE I.—Occupations and rates of wages of employees of |, lumber-sawing establishments in the United States and |, in Canada 
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TABLE 1.—Occupations and rates of wages of employees of |, lumber-sawing establishments in the United States and 4 in Canada, ete.—Continued. 
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TaBLE L—Occupations and rates of wages of employees of 4 lumber-sawing establishments in the United States and | i tnada, etc.—Continued 
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8 | 3 8 3 8 3 8 3 8 3 # 3 g a|é8 3 g 4 g 3 i 4 
Sie ia Sie eS ae es iag ei we eae el ee ele ew a Re el ee le 
eenesianaslibenstttanemnmenamennen tie ea " : en 
| 
latform men .........-- SS |, a S291.68 |.....|......| BSl.o8 32 $1.58 $1.58 3] 
" Ir--- ooese} it th dirwclspedie 1 1.66 1 1% 1. 1 1% 1 Lo 
| Dit Ec attictdine 3 3.75 anes s 1.75 } 1.75 1.75 y 1 
APU co ncccd s---|..-..}..-.--)6 187} 3.279} .....|.....- alge 1.27 al97, 1.27) 1197, 1.23 197 1 l 
| 
Refuse handlers. -.....-- De 3 1.33) 3 1.33; 3 1.33% 1 12 1 1 1.25 
3a | 1} 2.089) .....]...... 1, 2.08) 1) 2.08 2 1.8 2 1 1.33 
lei eee elie see lh cniigle dati ataraye 1) 2.08 1 2.08 1) 2.08 
Average . eae 4, 1.524 4) 1.52) 4) 1.52 4, 1.50 4 1.50 4 1.50 
Rubbish carviers........1.. * 1 1.16 : 1 1.16) 1 1.163 1 1.16 1 1.16 11 
Sawyers, band..........- 2 $3.50 1 1.41) 2 $3.50 | 1 1.414) 2.33.50 1 1.41) 1'$3. 00 1 1.41 1 $3.00 1 1.4) > $3.00 ! l 
1, 5.10 15 2.00 1 5.00 li 2.00 1 5.00 In 2.00 1 3.00 1) 2.00 1 3.00 3 2.00 1 4.500 ll 2.0 
ee 2 2.2 akin ¥ 2.25 2 2.3 1 4.50 2 2.10 1 4.00 2 2.10 2) 2.10 
me * 2 2.20 1) 2.25 ! 5 
heduguledscetooes - 1 2.2 1 2.00 m %. oe 
cai 1 2.50 1 2.64 
Average .........-. 34.00; 191.90), 34.00; 181.99) 3400; 181.9% 33.70!) 182.0% 33.53) 18 2.02 50 | 18 2.085 
ers, band and cir- | 
nae i nt eoed j * 4.00 palcaitnios 2 4.00 fk OO i 1 4.0 Z 3 4.00 ‘ 2 4.0 » 4.00 
|. 06.90)-....)...... SOc ne. § 0001... 1) 4.50 1} 5.00 
Average .........-- | 3) 4.50 | BH 4.163)... .|. ~ 4.8331... 8 4.00 3 4.16 4 
: | —. . a : — — = ; 
Sawyers, circular _......| 1| 4.00 11% 2 4.50 1) 1.75 | 2) 5.00 1 1.7% 2 4.00 1 1.75 1 4.00 1 1.75 l ar) 1 1.75 
i 1| 4.50 2; 1.88 |. 2) 1.8 ; 2 1.8 2 1.8 1 5.50 2) 1.83 1) 4.50 2) 1S 
Average .........-.- | 2} 4.25 3) 1.80) 2 4.500 3 1.80) 2 5.00 3 1.80 2 4.00 3 1.80 2 4.7 > 1.80 { l 
Sawyers, gang........... | 1) 2.00 5) 1.50 1 2.00 5 1.50 1| 2.00 5 1.50 1 2.00 1.50 1 2.00 5 1.50 l| 2.00 » 1.50 
1; 3.50 7 1.58) 1 3.00 8 1.58) 1 3.50 7, 1.58) 1 3.00 7 1.58) 1 2.0 9 1.58 1) 2.50 9 1.585 
= ee 1 16 1 1.6 1 1.6 1 3.00 1 1.65 1) 3.00 1 1&5 
| 4 1.66 aad 4, 1.66 | 4 1.66 a + 1.66 4 1.06 $ 1H 
’ 1) 1.75 1 1.75 1| 1.75 1) 1.75 1 1.75 l j 
Average ........... | 2| 2.7% 18| 1.59 2} 2.75 19, 1.59 2 2.7% 18 1.59 2 2.50 18| 1.59 3 2.50 20 1.59 | 2.50 1.50 
OO 91.8 2) 1.583 1 1.75 2) 1.58) 1, 2.00 2 1.58; 2 1.75 2 1.58 1 1.50 1 1.50 ) 1.50 
Oe BREE Seow <headtes 2) 2.25 esd 2.25 oa 2 2.00 1 1.75 1 1.& l ) L 1.0 
ta Sea B SGP t.....)..... 1 2.50 1) 2.23 1, 2.00 1) 3.00 
wale idhiieaaiied conde pe l' 2.25 
i Rs a isiiciadll dicate: tiie 1 et) 
Tats — + — —_ 
Average ........... | 42.313 21.58) 42.315 2 1.58) 4) 2.25 1.58 5 1.95 1.5 2.0 ! 
| 2 2.00 6 1.40 2 2.00 7| 1.40 2 2.00 7 1.40 ; 2.00 6 1.40 } 2.00 6 1.4 1.40 
1} 2.235 2 1.41 6 2.50 2 1.41 2.25 2 1.4) | 2.25 2 1.4] 4 2.35 1.41 ' ) 1.41 
2) 2.35 ED Nevins 10, 1.50 4 2.50 10 1.50 Ww 1.50 1 2.0 11 1.0 l oy 11 1.500 
2 2.59 2 1.6 2 1.85 2) 1.65 2 1.65 2 1.65 1.65 
li 2.75 3 1.06 + 1 66s 3 1.6 3 1.6 3 1. oe 1. 64 
1 1.75 11.% 1 1.% 1 1.7 1 1.7 1 1.75 
Average .....-....- | 8 2.33 4! 1.51 8 2.374) 25) 1.5 2.31 25) 1.50 8 2.15 {| 1.51 > 18 1 
Setters’ helpers ......... ee ead a 1.25 a 1.25 8 1.25 s 12 
2 13 2 1.3 i 1 1.33 
Average ........... | 10 1.26 10, 1.26 10; 1.26 10 1.2 
Slab boys .............-.- a 4) .6O ee | 60 ‘| 60 ‘ ; oO 
— ED 6 1.00 6 1.00 6 1.00 6 1.0 6 1.00 
em } 2 1.16 2 1.16 2 1.16 2 1.16 2 1 l 
Average ........... I. 12.894 12, .8 12 9 l x 1 ) 
Blab boys, gang saw -.... oo Me S .i.... , 2, .9 7 a 2 > © ? " , 
podned & 1.16 nieediens § 1.16 8 1.16 81M 1.16 8 116 
Average ..........- 10 1.11 10 1.11 10) 1.11 1 1.21 11 
Blab handlers............ 3) 1.87j| b2 .%5 } 1.373] b2| .% | 3) 1.3%) b2 .%5 31.2) bf .% 1.25) be .% ’ 
salle dingina i EE aon Teme 6 1.16 ).. 6 1.16 6 1.16 6 1 ‘ 6 
eg CE eee | 4 By | 1.38 ¢ 1.33 y 18 x3 
Se oi.) Peet A! 6S Lee wu} 2.1.50 |) 1.59 2) 1.40) ‘ 
md ceed tdiathied Decte dp hdsat Mees ed 1 1.00 1 1.50 
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Average ........... 3 1.37 cl 1.20 3) 1.374| cl4 1.20 3 1. 87/4 cl 1Lae 31.2 cl 1.20 3 1.25 14 » 1.25 14 1.22 
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LW 1.1 1.0 

2) 1.124 1) 1.32 2 1.12 1 1.32 ; | 

2 1.25 % 1.25 1 

1 1.90 : 5 1.30 1 1.40 

2 1.0 

41.0 
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TABLE I.—Occupations and rates of wages of employees of |, lumber-sawing establishments in the United States and 4, in Canada, ete.—Continued. 
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the years 1891 to 1896, inclusive. 





Occupations 
and years. 








E 
3 
3 
Edgers—Con’d. 
131.50 oes actitto’s 10}. 61 27 $1. 7 
1} 1.50 | RS IC} 2. 23) 2) 1. 
11.50 | i talbiinpel 132.19) 21 
: o } heer ea lt} 2.21 2} 1 
. | rs’ elp- 
118 on ” 
i ican wo eed 2) 1.56) of} 1 
3} 1. 66}) 1892... od 2) 1.56i} @] 1. 
8 1.75 | 1893. . 3 211.50] 6%) 1. 
8) 1.75 |] 1894 1.374} 71} 1 
8) 1.75 | irae 4)1.42| 7) 1. 
3 1.75 Sten Giedad 4) 1.40) 7:11. 
3| 1.75 || Electricians: 
I ho amianis sSnpsid Reith 1 
i nncehicas Masti l 
1) 1.25 1893 Jedi 1} 1 
1} 1.23 iticastde casiedardae 1 
1) 1.25 I seas Hd 
11.3% 1896 shah 1} 1 
1, 1.23 || Engineers 
1 1.25 a eisetaiena 4) 2.7% |..... 
| 1892... a 4| 2.75 
Ee, Bk anes 4} 2.75 | 
i ilaiediecoccee 23, .68 1804. _ cue 4) 2.55 |. 
Siibeivnesciececec 68 | i aicpboaiaih ET Bib ce Ne nccen 
Pht hedeivewsnlcecsce -68 | 1896. . ania 4) 2.614) baal 
oS ee 28; .68 || Filers: 
23) .68 1801... a deneliesetie 2t) 1 
Sv aadwdeees 26) 1 
isbn ih. <dnafoe<eon 5, 1.214 Ks cnncodpncngian 2} 1 
i shindcagnslineesee 5) 1.214 1804_. oe = 2} 1 
IEEE dt hs cocce 5) 1.214) SEE -xcocusdivagatitatinat. | Sar i 
SUR RetS tn cteacces 5) 1.214) ak ihchveass Ei catoe! ‘ 2) 1 
5, 1.214 || Filers. band: 
RE Ban ion 5 1.214) 189i..2......| 6) 5.123, 2 
eres é| 5.12 2 
Soeehsire 4) 1 203) ss Gio a 6) 4.874 ft} 2 
snniitiie 5 1.203) 1804. ead 6) 4.474 {12 
ee 1.20) | Bs cstds one 5} 4.60 (| 2 
S hewdies 1.324 | Be itictea na 5) 4.70 (| 2 
1.22} || Filers, circular: 
Sein dau 1.323 SI tis aedeedaaiintal aie 1} 2.50 
} a Se ee | 2.50 
Dititiel ss halverces 1.50 | eee. Se 
SeEbS nn saléeccee 1.50 | saint 1| 4.00 | 2.50 
SURRheeis Stuhe. o<-< 1.5) | Beith oan 1} 4.00 1) 2.50 
I a 1.50 | Se diietnnins 1| 4.50 }} 2.50 
[ahi cacleescoo 1.580 || Filers, gang 
puibecctlés«daleecsse 1.50 acetone 2) 3.00 | 2.044 
Cant setters, ERE 2} 3.00 5 | 2.04) 
oni | re 2\ 3.00 °} 2.01 
cine aimee 2.00 1.433 | eee 2) 2.50 ‘| 2.01 
| 2.00 1. 433 Ppccdeods 3} 2. 83} {| 2.01 
Te ties bese 2.00 1. 43} SS ae 3} 2. 83} | 2.01 
WBbr icone 1.40 1. 43} || Filers’ appren- 
Pe esitanst 1. 1.43), tices: 
pence 1. 464 1. 434 1} 1.50 7 1.355 
Cutigeieen: } 1) 1.50 7\ 1.355 
itn ite. 1.93), 6 1.414) + LOL FL 
Ci tesdeeks 1.964 1.41; | na 1, 1.50 7 
Pibeticasae 2.00 1.41) | 1, 1.50 8 
MS ocs as 1.85 1.41} ) 1} 1.50 8 
1800 em Las" Lait 1.9 
Steetine> Ls 414) 4} 1. 
Carrying -out 4) 2.00 |. 
ie ne 4) 2.00}. 
a eo | a : > , 
| 1.00 | 4.1.68 |. 
1804. 1.00 | 
secesloccece . eéceclececce - 
Cee er Ok Ree ce cloocare 1.25 
1608... a 1.3% LS 
2) 1.37) 183 
initio. 1.38 1.18} 
TL eendinia 38) 1.375 | 
1995.2... 2... j i= < 
Stic. leks lecacec 1.3% +++ 
SE iiibil sins decercs ee ok SOD Lt ues 
1898 an) wee........) 4 1.08}....-]...... 
1804 2) 1.355 
1900.22 y Last 1.66 
Clearers 1.66 
, 1. 1.354 1.66 
oe ee iss 
1908.22 2-27 1. 1.35 1.66 
1i--.---.--]. 1. v4 LM 
aceon 1. 2, 1.35) 2.86 
2. 86 
Rik eh econ 2. 1.78 2. 86 
oe cececs 2. 1.78 2.86 
a Including tail sawyers and other occupations which can 
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United 











| Statue Canada, 
j % 2 
| Occupations . Se 3 ~ 
|} and years. @ zB © > 
j S + 
lsiaials 
| & = is =} 
Laborers, slash | | 
butter: | 
1801 os Si$l. 245 
1892 8) 1.24) 
LS03 8) 1.245 
1804 8) 1.243 
L805 8) 1.24) 
1806 8) 1.245 
Laborers, 
transfer: | 
LS9] 41.16 
182 4 1.16 
1sh3 4, 1.16 
IS 41.16 
Laa5 4, 1.16 
1806 41.16 
Log deck men: 
1891 5 $1.47 0 1.34 
1802 5) 1.47 9 1.34 
1893 G 1.44 w 1 
1804 5) 1.34 0) 1.34 
1895 5) 1.41) 9 1.94 
1806 5) 1.37 ® 1.34 
Log handlers: | 
18] ‘ | 21. 
laa | 2) 1.26. 
1893 ei cesel 2) 1.3% 
Isat 2} 1.25 
1805 2} 1.25 
1896 211.2% 
Log rollers: 
1891 7 1.458 
1so2 a 7) 1.455 
| 7) 1.455 
1804 m 7| 1.465 
1895 } 7| 1.463 
1896 , 7} 1.464 
Log slide men: | 
1891 | 21.60); 10:10 
1892 .| 211.624) 10) 1.40 
1993.........) 21.423) 8] 1.333 
1904.......... 91.254 8 1.333 
1895 | 2) 1.50 | 8) 1.33% 
1896 } 2 1.8%] 8} 1.334 
Log trimmers: 
1891 al 4) 1.335 
1892 4) 1.33% 
1803 | 6) 1.335 
1894 | .| 6) 1.985 
1895 | 6 1.333 
1893 : Rd 6) 1.335 
Machinisis: | | 
1891 | 1| 3.00 1; 1.75 
1392 | 11 3.00 1) 1.75 
183 | 1| 3.00 1) 1.75 
184 | 1) 2.70 1) 1.75 
1895 } 1| 2.70 1} 1.75 
1896 | U2) 11% 
Mechanics: | } | 
1891 ae 15) 1.414 
1892 y ities 15) 1.414 
8 15) 1.414 
1304 os 15) 1.41) 
1805 ee 15) 1.414 
18065 ee 15) 1.41) 
| Mill-wagon 
makers: 
1891 Mai 7 ann 
Se 1) 1.50 
1803 ee | 1) 1.50 
1894 | 1} 1.50 
1895 J 1} 1.50 
1896 | 1 1.50 
Millwrights: | 
1291 | 2%] 1) 2.27 
1292 | li 2.75 | jl} 2.27 
1893 | 1} 2.75 | a 2. 284 
1804 | 22.00.) 12] 2.28% 
1895 | 2.2.00} 12} 2.28) 
1906.........1 22.00} 1c! 2.285 
Millwright’s | 
assistant: 
1891 1) 2.20 
Ise 1) 2.20 
1803 1, 2.20 
1804 | Ll 2.20 
1895 1| 2.20 
RTS 1| 2.20 
Oilers: | 
1891 3 1.81 27| 1.534 
1892 . 3 1.81 27| 1.534 
1893 | 3 1.72 27) 1.53% 
1894 ! 3 1.38 27| 1.53% 
1895 3 1.30 7 1.535 
1895 | 38 1.33 1. 534 
Pilers: | 
1391 58) 1.61 | 6205) 1.38% 
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— value with the pine in Canada or of any other country of 
which I have any cognizance. Here is an authoritative official 
statement which, in regard to this icular industry, belies tho 
statement that protection ought to laced u the industry or 
in behalf of the industry to tect t male labor, and the 
reason of it is that the is a more efficient man both asa 
controllerof industry and as a manual laborer. 

Mr. GALLINGER. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator manifestly is not aware of 
the fact that there is no class of people in the world who wil! do 
as much work in the woods as the Canadian Frenchman. If (ir- 
roll D. Wright, who, I presume, is the author of the document, is 
correct in his statement that the labor cost is less in the United 
States than Canada, I should like to ask the Senator how it hap- 

that almost —_ that is felled in the woods in New 

—— is felled by a h Canadian? 

r.GRAY. Then it is not American labor that you are trying 
to protect? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, I am on one point now. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator from New Hampshire asks moa 
question which is answered by Mr. Carroll D. Wright. The labor 
cost, as shown by this investigation, is less in the United 
States than it is in Canada, and it makes no sort of difference 
whether theaxman of the United States is imported from Canada 
or not. There are superior methods; they handle it better, they 
have better roads, they have better wagons, they have better a})))'- 
ances in the United States than they have in Canada; and yu 


Canada. 
gi 3 
B| 
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& 3 
= ~ 
20 
1.20 ; _ 
30 ‘St 5 
1.22 is 5 i6y 
1.22 1 4 «| i hoy 
1.1 L4l Bee 
1104 1.434 2f 1 45 
1:10 143s ais 
1.10} L * 
1.10} ™ 1} .O 
l| . 
1.82 1. nf 
18 Lost : 2 
1.22 1.254 1) 50 
1.82 1.26 li .80 
1.32 1.26 
1.22 1.26 3 
S036 Be od ER a een) 38) 1.58)1-._..|__ 5 
1.25 -% mn 
1.25 ee cece «BS 1.88). | 
1.25 1 
1.25 * 
1.25 —e 
1.40 
1.40 Mr. CAFFERY. This official document settles the contention 
+2 in regard to the labor cost in this particularindustry in the United 
1.43 | States and im Canada. Not only is the labor cost greater in the 
1.43} | forests at the stump in Canada, but it is greater all along the lino 
: to the finished product of the mills. It will not do to say now in 
reer answer to this, as was stated by the Senator from California | Mr. 
1.58} | PERKINS] in rega.d to quicksilver, that our lumber is pauper 
1.58: | lumber. There can be no contention on that ground. 
9 | Our white pine and all other lumber in the United States is of 
L. 
1. 
1. 
1. 
1. 
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1.26; | can not argue from the narrow basis that a Canadian axmaii 's 
1.26 | superior to an American axman; that therefore the American 
+2 laborer is inferior to the Canadian laborer. : 

1.27 It is the brain, it is the inventive genius, it is the organizing 
1.27 ity behind the ax and behind the axman that gives ‘!10 


capaci 
United States laborer the advan Even in the matter of 
manual labor, notwithstanding the from New Hampshire 
knows so much about the su of the Canadian laborer 
over the laborer in the United States with an ax, it can not be 
contended, if you take all these facts together, that there is any 
qound tox the imposition of a tariff lumber to pro- 
coulant the Canadian lum- 
berman. That fact speaks out in this ; you can not deny 
it unless you impeach the efficiency of Mr. Carroll D. Wright or 
his care, vigilance, and ability in the matter of making this report. 
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Not only is this 


t significant in the matter of labor and the 
timber, but it is ificant all the way along the line. We 
are not only superior to the Canadian in the matter of logging, 
and in the matter of milling, but weare superior to any other men 
on the earth in that regard. If the statistics could be extended so 
as to embrace the labor cost in the United States and in Europe in 


cost of 


any line of industry wherethe American genius can apply machin- 
ery, it will be found that the American product isa cheaper prod- 
net, and therefore the plea that protection is needed in behalf of 


the American laborer against the pauper labor of Europe falls to 
the ground without any significance or weight. 


Mr. IN. May I interrupt the Senator to ask him a ques- 
tion, not to ong the debate? 

Mr. CAF Y. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator has examined this report? 


Mr. CAFFERY. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON. He has examined it very carefully, I take it. 
Is there any place in the report that shows the rebate allowed by 
the Canadian Government for all lumber exported? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Nothing that I perceive. 

Mr. WILSON. It is a well-known fact, especially in British 
Columbia, that the Government charges 50 cents a thousand for 

page. They do not hold the fee in the land. The fee re- 
mains in the Crown, and they pay no taxes. For all the lumber 
exported they get a rebate of 25 cents a thousand. They have an 
advantage over us not only in the rebate and in taxes, but in the 
shipment of their lumber by every tramp vessel, while in our coast- 
wise trade we must ship under the American flag. They have ad- 
tages in that way, and they shipped last year over 15,000,000 


Mr. CAFFERY. Even if the statement made by the Senator 
from Washington be true, and I have no doubt of its correctness, 
then your 50-cent stumpage would not equalize the advantage 
from this report that the American has over the Canadian, if you 

the Canadian the 50-cent stumpage or rebate, whatever you 

it. But I say that the instance of the Senator from Washing- 

ton is a strong object lesson of the inutility and unwisdom of 
bounties given in any direction, for notwithstanding the bounties 
iven in way of this rebate to the Canadian he is unequal to 

e American on even lines, and no artificial protection of that 
kind can ever even up unequal conditions of nature or of human 
—— : i 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee to paragraph 192. 

Mr. BACON. I do not know whether the Senator from Iowa 
proposes to go further this evening. I desire to say a word on 
this matter 


Mr. WHITE. I trust we shall have an adjournment. 

Py ALLISON. I hope the amendment of the committee will 
0 
ae CON. What _— to say can be said on the succeed- 
just as well. 

nae. Let us t this paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to make a little progress before 
we adjourn. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to paragraph 192 
will be to in the absence of objection. It is agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. I wish to move an executive session. 

Mr. ISON. It is understood that the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Bacon] will have the floor to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia will be 


recognized. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask to have printed in the Recorp a letter 
from the chairman of the executive committee of the National 
Lumber Convention, reviewing the report of Carroll D. Wright, 


which has just been read. I will not stop to read it, but I ask 
that vee the REcoRD. 
Mr. . Why not print it as a separate document, 


too? 
Mr. BURROWS. It is brief—only two pages, with tables. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed asa separate document 


also. 
The Senator from Missouri was not here when 


Mr. ALLISON. 
a document of some 26 was ordered printed in the Recorp. 
printed in the Rzc- 


Mr. BURROWS. I ask that this letter 
Mr. HOAR. But the Senator from Missouri wants to have it 


ORD 
ted as document also. 
Pr OOORRELE. 


And let the other d t also be printed 
wih er documen prin 


Mr. BURROWS. Ihave noobjection. Let the two be printed 


in the Recorp and also as a document. 
= BACON. One in conjunction with the other. 


The other has already been printed as a docu- 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there the 


i | ae 
Gitzr Feferred to in The 
hair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


as a document? 
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The letter referred to is as follows: 


Letter from the chairman of the executive committee of the National Lum- 
ber Convention, commenting upon the report of the Commissioner of Labor 
relative to the cost per thousand feet, board measure, of producing white- 
— lumber in the United States and Canada, in response to the resolution 

troduced by Senator PeTriGrRew, of South Dakota, in the Senate of the 
United States, April 29, 1897, as follows 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Labor be, and is hereby, directed 
to send to the Senate a statement of the cost per thousand feet, board 
measure, of producing white-pine lumber in the United States and Can- 
ada, respectively; the statement to include the cost of lumbering, or the 
work in the woods, and the cost of manufacturing, or the mil! work, in 
two separate items, including also the cost of stumpage 


Printed as Senate Document No. 70, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session 


Itisa regrettable fact that the information sought by our Senators and Rep- 
resentatives from the various Departments of the Government and their 
bureaux, in order to be properly advised upon matters of great public im- 
portance, is so meager as to be utterly useless for the purposes intended. 

In the report under consideration, Mr. Wright admits he has no data upon 
which to base an answer to the question—that is, upon which to estimate the 
cost of producing 1.000 feet of white-pine lumber—but simply submits a re- 

rt, saying that the cost of labor in the United States is 91 cents, and of 

ing, $4.27}, as against $1.23 for labor and $5.57} in Canada. He states that 
the cost of stumpage, interest, taxes, insurance, wear and tear, su yplies (ex- 
cept camp expenses), repairs, depreciation. management, including office 
and other general expenses, are not included in the estimates submitted in 
this report, an omission so important as to entirely nullify the value of the 
figures given and render his report a complete failure, so faras securing the 
o t sought by the resolution is concerned. 

n the first place, according to the recent report of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, from which has been deduced the opinion that there are but five or 
six years of white pine remaining in the United States, it is clearly shown 
that the entire amount of white pine to be received from Canada during the 
next fifteen years, the time named in that report for the exhaustion of the 
Canadian supply, would be barely sufficient to supply this country for six 
months, while facts deduced from that report and previous ones from the 
same De ment show that the supply of lumber from the American for- 
ests is sufficient for generations tocome. This would indicate that the ques- 
tion in a broad sense—that is, the cost of production of 1,000 feet of lumber 
rather than the cost of production of a particular kind of lumber is desired 
for proper enlightenment on the subject. 

e Commissioner starts out by saying that the information on which this 
report is based was gathered for the purpose of showing the relative pro- 
ducing power of hand and machine labor, in which he was successful in prov- 
ing the economy in the use of high-class machinery in the United States as 
against the cruder methods prevailing in Canada. 

In the table as to the cost of handling in the yard, 36 cents per thousand 
feet are the figures for the United States, as against 49 cents in Canada, the 
cost of production by Canadian labor being, therefore, 36 per cent higher 
than by American. 

As the wages for labor in the yard are $1.39 in Canada and $1.46 in the 
United States, the laborer of this class in the United States receives only 3} 
per cent higher wages than his Canadian competitor for 36 per cent greater 
efficiency. This is purely a demonstration of the actual relative efficiency of 
labor in the res ive countries, as in neither case is any machinery used. 
The superior efficiency of the laborer of the United States over his Canadian 
neighbors seems hardly a matter within the province of an American Con- 
gress to attempt to neutralize. 

The table on page 4, showing the average production per man in five estab- 
lishments in Canada and five in the United States, states the average in the 
American mills to be 3,508 feet per man as against 1,927 feet per man in Can 
ada, a difference in favor of the American laborer and improved methods of 
about 82 per cent. In American mills the wages are $1.93 as against $1.43 in 
Canada, the laborer in the United States receiving, therefore, 35 per cent 
higher wages for a superior efficiency of &2 per cent. 

The table showing the result of the labor of one man in the “ yard” gives 
for the United States 1,874 feet, as against 1,143 feet in Canada, where im- 

roved methods are not a considerable factor, an advantage to the American 
Cherer of about 64 per cent. 

These facts are sufficient, to a certain extent, to account for the difference 
in the cost of logging in Canada, $5.57}, as against $4.27} in the United States, 
when to the latter is added the usual trackage charged for the use of logging 
railroads in general use in the United States, which, the Commissioner says, 
are not used in Canada. 

The writer has no experience as to the cost of logging white pine in the 
United States nor in Canada, but is extensively engaged in logging in the 
South, where there are no physical difficulties in the way of railroad con 
struction, and is now having logged a tract of 60,000,000 feet, 85 miles from the 
mill, at a contract price of $5.60 per thousand feet; another tract of 20,000,000 
feet, on a 40-mile haul, for $5.02 per thousand feet. This lumber comes in 
competition with the white pine and spruce of Canada, as well as the white 
pine of the Northwest. 

The most important information given in the report of the Commissioner 
of Labor is that given on pages 22 to 25 of the report, which are herewith repro- 
duced for easy reference, They show that under the operations of the tariff 
law of 1890, when the duty on white pine was reduced from $2 to $1 (although 

ruce still remained at the two-dollar rate), and the more recent law of 
Thos, placing both spruce and white pine on the free list, a gradual reduction 
in the daily wages of the American wage earner took place, while the Cana- 
dians engaged in similar labor retained their rate of wages practically un- 
changed for the whole period, in some instances the wages in Canada being 
advanced, as shown by the percentages herewith tabulated, to say nothing of 
the enforced idleness of fully 25 per cent of the American mill operatives 
resulting from the operation of the tariff laws and general business depres- 
sion: while the Canadians increased their exportations to the United States, 
which would indicate that they were constantly employed 


{Senate Document No. 70, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session. ] 


TABLE II.—Summary of occupations and average wages of employees of four 
lumber-sawing establishments in the United States and four in Canada for 
the years 1891 to 1896, inclusive, showing the percentage of increase or decrease 
under the operation of the tariff laws of 1890, when the duty on white pine was 

reduced to $1, and the law of 1394, when it was placed wpon the free list. 






Rate of wages. 
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Occupations and years. soataa ie | 
United Canada. 


| States. 
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*In Canada, wages for this class of iabor remained unchanged. 
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MEY Bits SE hcibestunnpespicievapbensendidightinealibitinadsuveateoes 1.61} oF 
nk ©, Sai dissatcadipunehaiwegpotccesaitithdebhatetbidastnes~ess 1.654 1-81 
MENTE. TEE Ap tndjlap spnaene-enciiyntndccnlagbbinalicathieinaemenaane 1.554 BT 
OE RD cnnccnves woccnecccennce cccneses senenseccccesssooccocces 1.554 1.87 
FT: Pans Scttenvesotbieanesiingann<deantscgh ctaetans 1.83 sit 
cotincadieh Eh posi) HE enicadcatend sisneaieliadiaadse seated Rbsticcne 
a $1.56) | $1.2 
1. Ti avind cote thnitdcecclpedins eduuaeedetaianacilbens ; ; 
Ta 14a Lg 
1. 1.31; 1. 
ITE ; (a ili sol dhiaetecdinde einenceeinniiateeaiienen 1.824 Lo 
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SS: 2 ciel 1.47 1. 
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BA Be PUM ticelitiies scsanoss .pck sanicqseinesGlitedasan sdnen Scliaheke 1. 484 L 
natniibeinds 1 (5 :ARMMRIIE ij lesstesiacninad-diianatibiesameinendel 10 ital 
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1.27 
Lent 
tz | Mr. FRYE. Is the tariff bill closed for the day? 
1.27 Mr. HALE. We are about to have an executive session. 
-7 | Mr. QUAY. I wish to move an executive session. 
¢2.73; | . Mr. FRYE. I should like to have that motion postponed for 
2.734 | five minutes. 
ere Mr. QUAY. Very well. 
oa REGULATIONS FOR INLAND WATERS, ETO. 
ee “|. Mr. FRYE. There is a bill on the Vice-President’s table which 
on oo ee one Senate. It will not be neces- 
. , in my judgmen 
io a the VI PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
1.89 Se nmiidate ot ee age to the bill aed 
regulations for preven collisions upon certain harbors, 
141 | rivers, and inland waters of the United States. 
‘ee 2i| Mr. FRYE. The one amendment is a substitute for the Senate 
bill, and the substitute contains some four or five amendments 
$1.40 | which the American delegates finally concluded to have made 
1.33; | They are of no cular nce. There are 
1.33; | some five or six other amendments which are mere matters of form 
13) The word “and” is inserted in two or three places where we had 
1.0 | @ semicolon in our bill. I think ours was the better, but the 
amendments are not material. I remember one of the amend- 
a7 ments simply was a provision that the bill should not apply to the 
17 | waters of the Great Lakes. It could not apply to the waters of 
1.7% | the Great Lakesanyway. We have aseparate provision for them 
te entirely. I have examined the substitute with tcare. I have 
| aoe Doge over. curr ens = S. The whole bill has read. 
Mr. HOAR. How long is it? 
22 Mr. FRYE. The House amendment isa substitute for the Sen- 
ate bill. It is the entire Senate bill which was sent over, with 
eit two or three little immaterial amendments, 


Mr. HOAR. How long is it? 


+ 





| 
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1897. 





Mr. FRYE. It would take an hour to read it, I suppose. I 
have written out here the changes made by the House, which I 
ask may be in the Recorp. As I was stating, I have 
examined the substitute very carefully, and the Commissioner of 
Navigation has examined it with me. We have been over the 
whole of it, - there is no objection that can possibly be made 

at of it. 
Mr OAR. I never have known a bill or an amendment to 
the Senate without being read. While I have the most abso- 
Pate confidence in the Senator from Maine in the matter of accu- 
racy and fairness and sound judgment, I think we shall get into 
a very strait if we set such a precedent. I think the Sena- 
tor ought, under the circumstances, to have the amendment read 
the Senate. 
“a FRYE. ShallI read the changes made in the House amend- 
t? 
mr. HOAR. It makes no difference. 
Mr. FRYE. I will read them, instead of having them read at 


e desk. 
as HOAR. I shall not insist on agtiag more than that, but 
I think the amendments should be read. 

Mr. FRYE. I will read the amendments, then. 

On page 5, for the words ‘or (e)” the words “‘ the after range 

ight mentioned in article 2 (f).” 
t was necessary. There were two white lights mentioned 
in article 2, and that was a necessary amendment. 

Article 9 (d) and article 15 (f), inserted by the House, provide 
tem of lights and sound signals for canal 
boats, rafts, etc., shall be retained. That is simply a provision 
rafts shall have certain lights. That is all right. 

Article 18, the House has added inspectors’ Rule IX, providing 
that the rules of article 18 shall not apply in fog, etc. This is en- 
tirely sw uous, as article 15 expressly establishes the fog sig- 
nals, article 18, as a matter of course, relates only to sound 
signals by day in clear weather. That does no harm. 


Article 21 (page 15), the House has stricken out the “note.” 
There was a@ e note in the Senate bill. The House struck it 
out, because it was asserted tha 


t it had never ‘ " in any leg- 
islation before. Ithas. They were mistaken, It appeared inthe 
very last bill touching vessels at sea, and the note can be added 
Commissioner of Navigation in issuing his instructions. 
no harm in that. 
page 18. The House has retained the power of the 
pervising Inspectors to prescribe rules for steam ves- 
Sow other, but they must not conflict with general 
8, pages 18 and 19. The House has added a proviso that 
tion of a fine on the pilot shall not relieve the vessel 
yg apd damages. The House te ae is entirely 
law now will continue to be so that the vessel 
not be relieved. It does no harm. 
5, page 19. The House has used the word “‘and” where 
Senate semicolons. The Senate form is better, but of 
course that change does no harm. The House has also added at 
d of the section the exemption of the Great Lakes, the Mis- 
, ete., which is superfluous, as the same exemptions are es- 
d on the first of the bill. 
are all the changes made by the House amendment. I 
move that the Senate concur in the House amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison concurring in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. gaa. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Satur- 
day, June 5, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 4, 1897. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
Lawrence Townsend, of Pennsylvania, to be envoy extraordi- 
nary and minister of the United States to Portugal, 
vice George W. Caruth, 
TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Ellis H. of New York, to be Treasurer of the United 
States, Saleen Dein N. Morgan, resigned. 
ASSISTANT TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 


tele ot ae Ly hs be ae ane of 
United States ew Yor , @ reappointment, his com- 
mission having expired. 
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AUDITOR FOR TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
William E. Andrews, of Nebraska, to be Auditor for the Treasury 


Department, to succeed Ernest P. Baldwin, resigned. 


AUDITOR FOR WAR DEPARTMENT. 
William W. Brown, of Pennsylvania, to be Auditor for the 


War Department, to succeed T. Stobo Farrow, resigned. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander Richard P. Leary, to be captain in the Navy from 


the 6th day of April, 1897, vice Capt. Albert Kautz, promoted. 


Lieut. Commander William Swift, to be a commander in the 


Navy from the 6th day of April, 1897, vice Commander Richard 


P. Leary, promoted. 

Lieut. Herbert Winslow, to be lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 6th day of April, 1897 (subject to the examinations 
— by law), vice Lieut. Commander William Swift, pro- 
moted. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) William J. Maxwell, to be a lieutenant 


in the Navy, from the 6th day of April, 1897 (subject to the exam- 
inations required by law), vice Lieut. Herbert Winslow, promoted, 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) Franklin Swift, to be a lieutenant in the 


eas from the 29th day of April, 1897, vice Lieut. George A. Cal- 
oun, 


deceased. 
Lieut. Commander Henry B. Mansfield, to be a commander in 


the Navy, from the 16th day of May, 1897, vice Commander Tim- 
othy A. 


ons, retired. 


Lieut. William H. Turner, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 


Navy, from the 16th day of May, 1897, vice Lieut. Commander 
Henry B. Mansfield, promoted. 


POSTMASTERS. 
John Alfred, to be postmaster at Leadville, in the county of Lake 


and State of Colorado, in the place of John H. Stotesbury, re- 
moved. 


Nathaniel Barnes, to be postmaster at Kansas City, in the county 


of Wyandotte and State of Kansas, in the place of T. Fitz Hugh, 
removed. 


Charles E. Bowman, to be postmaster at Argentine, in the count 


of Wyandotte and State of Kansas, in the piace of George W. 


Killmer, resigned. 
Harry H. Lusk, to be postmaster at Parsons, in the county of 
Labette and State of Kansas, in the place of F. W. Frye, removed, 
Richard 8. Oakford, to be postmaster at Herington, in the county 
of Dickinson and State of Kansas, in the place of Thomas M. Bixby, 


—— 

York, to be postmaster at Fort Riley, in the county of 
Geary and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 


and after January 1, 1897. 


Frank M. Atkinson, to be postmaster at St. Joseph, in the county 
of Buchanan and State of Missouri, in the place of Frank M. At- 


kinson, whose commission expired January 17, 1897. 


Edwin Abrams, to be postmaster at Lawrence, in the county of 
Queens and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1897, Mary A.S. Kavanagh nominated to 
the Senate and confirmed, but not commissioned. 

Leroy L. Brinkley, to be postmaster at Edenton, in the county 
of Chowan and State of North Carolina, in the place of Leroy L. 
Brinkley, whose commission expired January 23, 1897. 

Reuben J. Mott, to be postmaster at Port Allegany, in the 
county of McKean and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
George Weber, removed. 

George H. Swearingen, to be postmaster at Dunbar, in the county 
of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1897, Margaret B. Doonan 
nominated to the Senate and confirmed, but not commissioned. 

Arthur B. Gibson, to be postmaster at Mercur, in the county of 
Tooele and State of Utah, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1897. 

James F’. Posten, to be postmaster at Elkins, in the county of 
Randolph and State of West Virginia, in the place of Milford M, 
Smith, removed. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 4, 1897, 
INDIAN AGENT. 


Asa C. Sharp, of Gary, Md., to be agent for the Indians of the 
Ponca, Pawnee, Otoe, and Oakland Agency in Oklahoma Terri- 
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PSSTMASTERS. 


Fred P, Dearth, to be postmaster at Woodsville, in the county 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire. 

Ezra H. Woodward, to be postmaster at Newberg, in the county 
of Yamhill and State of Oregon. 

Charles A. Burg, to be postmaster at Livingston, in the county 
of Park and State of Mon 

Thomas H. Baker, to be postmaster at Louisville, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Kentucky. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, June 6, 1897. 
Prayer by Rev. Huan Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


n. 

e Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ene when, on motion of Mr. Quay, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


BOUNTIED SUGARS. 


The ee ene ees a Mo nagewe- peor — = 
Secretary tate, transmi , agreea e request 
minister of Austria-Hungary, the jranaiatien of a note containing 
the protest of the Government of Austria-Hungary a the 

treatment of bountied sugars; which was read. 
r. HALE. What is the communication that has been laid 
before the Senate? 

Mr. VEST. Let it be read again. 

The communication was again read, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, June |, 1897. 
Sin: Agreeably to the request of the of Austria-H , here- 
sees Ee eee 
e 
conte ‘the — at puenh under tion in the Se 
¥, yours, 
Hon. GARRET A. Hoparr, 
Vice-President of the United States. 
$ A: i S 
ont. on er minister of Austria-Hungary, April 13, 1897. From 
Mr. HALE. ioute TL aeont hee rede vey ay met | 
Secretary 0: was attempted ught 
eet, whick would not have been in accordance with any 
Mr. VEST. Unless it is a lengthy communication, I should like 
to hear it read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is short. The Senator from Mis- 
= requests that the accompanying papers be read. There 
g no objection, they will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


IMPERIAL AND RoYAL AvusTRo-HUNGARIAN LEGATION 
Washington, May 28, 1897. 
Mr. Smorerary or Srare: I have had the honor to receive your note of 
the 17th ultimo, No. 159, te te 
The relati Suty ge one tained 


JOHN SHERMAN. 





of occasion to renew to sir, the 
myself 4 you, eae a 
His Excellency Jonn SHERMAN 
Secretary of Btate, ete. * 


IMPERTAL AND Roya AUSTRO-HUNGARIAN Laoarzon, 
Mr. SRORETAY OF STA Purmoant to instructions {hu coil 
. oF TE: ve honor, Mr. 
to invite pour attention te the provisions of the tert will 
fiow befure the Senate ofthe United States which relate to the duty on sugar, 
on one of the most-fa treat- 
tens vily damage Austro- 
bill provides, namely, in ule E, No. that 
r es Se sete eee 
payy® from the actual duty upon entrance set forth in No. 206, 
UGA eG OSes Easel ere 
excess an or u 
Taw materials (beet oF cane) used in their manufacture. sa 
nD 2 tariff treatment against our sugar 
ready been the subject of <So Saperial and Royal Gov- 
and Government of the States. Imperial and 
: t had looked upon a ¥ one-tenth per 
coming from A § for in the act 
st a violation of the: tof most-favored nation 
Ng the treaty of instructed me on that occasion 


I had the honor to carry out in a note of January 
to a teehee ae eer eet 
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the views advanced therein, which my Government entertains to. ty 
entirety. On the other hand, I be : eaay in thei 
ernment of the United States recognized our right to protest a ainst ans 
it will Gresham to t eaiMhents’ oo 
October 12, 1804, and that the President in his annual message of 1: — 
NS ee Sen & additional uty in g - 


now in a@much greater inerea if 
the discrimina additional duty on s , and threatens, there... » 
trade with the United States with new . In view thereof, the |: 
rial and Government has me to call the attention of ;| 
—————— provisions to infri, 


t and, in connection , to xe ho 
fiat 6 wil ena in order to enlighten Congress upon the... 
obligations between our countries, and to prevent that th. |, 
increase of the additional duty upon our r, inst which the 
Seay aa Government must further protest, shovld become a law. 
aoe HENGELMOLLER 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication and accompa. 
nying papers will lie on the table and be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the legislature 


of Wisconsin, praying for the enactmentof legislation to stren gt}. 


the national credit; which was read, and referred to the Comunit} es 
on Finance, as follows: 


Memorial to Congress for the passage of an act to strengthen the national 
To the honorable the Senate and the House of Representatives 
of States 


the Ui in Congress assem)le: 
The aqnetth of the legislature of the State of Wisconsin respectfully 
; the people of the United States in recent years have been dis 
petra es Se ene ees ye Seere valve of the money 


by cothassts mney ho Hemonees ond business transactions |» 
eanductod, and if was the = purpose of the verdict gendered at the 








can ee of yr 
tance tha Se Eat eee at tll ce that the leg- 


ere ne respond to the popular 


ve 
as . 
Now, therefore, to the end that all uncertainties in that regard be effe!n- 
removed, your memorialists Co: peal iodo 
be to 
ve 
1B, 
to 


aera 
Ge by t of the United States, so as 
ha 
of 


branch 
rendered 
be 

the of law in the form and in the spirit of the declaration of 
which was similarly made to meet a similar emergency. after 
the yment of Te obligations ate _ oe 
rculate as 
and aft of its other i 


ers and to the of all -tend oney 
aac Goleen ot ths Ceeh Weetes oll otis of the promt cant 
Resolved, That the Senstene 908 Seeives of Congnen trem this State be, 


and are . epqnested honorable means tosecure the Con- 
. indicated, and that a duly authenticated copy 
and of these resolutions be to the President of 

States, to the of the , to the President of the 


ives, and to each of our 


EMIL BAENSCH 
President of the Senate 
G. A. BUCKESTAFF, 
Speaker of the Assembly 
Given eater my jeatent see seal at the capitol, in the city of Madi- 
son, this 2d day of June, A. D. 1897. 
(sEat.] HENRY CASSON, Secretary of State. 


presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
for the enactment of legisia- 
; which was or- 


Mr. SEWELL presented memorials of Frank Meyer and |,°'5 
other citizens of Hudson , of Thomas E. Elleford and 255 
other citizens of Essex and counties, of Siegfried Cron- 
hein and 19 other citizens of Jersey City, Jacob Hepp and 5 
other citizens of Newark, P. N. ee. and 25 other citizens 

yy and Newark, ey Tilford and 20 other 
citizens of Newark, and of Charles A. Hunly and 26 other citizeis 
of Newark, all in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating against 
an increase of the duty on beer; which were referred to the (om 


the petition of Mrs. M. L. Johnson an‘ ') 
other citizens of Newark, N. J.,and the petition of R. J. {ll 
and 87 other citizens of East Orange, N. J., for the enac'- 


of legislation restricting immigration; w were ordered 


ment 
to lie on the table. 

@ memorial of sundry c zens of 
Stockton, Cal., a memorial of sundry citizens 0’ Ao mes 
County, Cal., remonstrating against the abrogation o. 1. © !!0- 
waiian treaty; which were referred to the Committee on Fore 4" 


Mr. TILLMAN presented a petition of 
tanburg, 8. C., praying forthe enactment of 


citizens of Spar- 
tion fov a more 


See eee which was orde.’ed to lie on the 


eat of A. H. Skeel and sundry 
other citizens of Point, Wis., praying for the enactment 











legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; which 
Hs ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of St. Paul, 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation for a more rigid 
restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2075) granting a pension to 
William Cole; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompan pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. introduced a bill (S. 2076) panting a pension 
to Johanna Krueger; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (8S. 2077) for the relief of the estate of Elizabeth Zurke, 

late of Memphis, Tenn.; 

A bill (8. 2078) for the relief of the estate of John Morrison, 
deceased, late of Memphis, Tenn., as found due by the Court of 
Claims under the act of March 38, 1883; 

A bill (S. 2079) for the relief of Jacob Glenn, of Memphis, 


Shelby County, Tenn. ; . : 
A bill (8. ) for the relief of M. Robison, administrator of 
T. E. Robison, deceased, late ot Henderson County, Tenn.; 


A bill (S. 2081) for the relief of J. J. Bailey, of Shelby County, 


Tenn.; 
A bill (S. 2082) for the relief of the estate of Augustus B. Pharr, 
. of McNairy County, Tenn.; and 

A bill (8. 2083) for the relief of the estate of Mathew Brown, 
deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn. 

Mr. MURPHY introduced a bill (S. 2084) granting a pension to 
eat C. Tracey; which was read twice by its title, and re- 

to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced a bill (S. 2085) to remove a sus- 
ion upon the disbursement of an appropriation; which was 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2086) for the relief of 
Susana Marion; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


a 


the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. =m) waaiies a pension to 
Phebe L. Peyton; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WELLINGTON introduced a bill (S. 2088) for the relief of 
the crew of the United States steamship Wyoming; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to Committee on Naval 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2089) to increase the pay of post 
ts of the Army; which was read twice by 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2090) to grant a pension to 

Alice A. Hines; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2001) giving William K. Mayo 
the and pay of a rear-admiral on the retired list of the Navy; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 2092) providing for the hear- 
ing, trial, and adjudication by the United States Court of Claims 
bert Wood,and removing the same from the 


operations of the United States statute of limitations; which was 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 48) 


= permission for the erection of a monument in Washing- 
, D. O., for the ornamentation of the national capital and in 
honor of Samuel Hahnemann; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Library. 


AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. McBRIDE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
— by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
‘ and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
Which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. WELLINGTON submitted an amendment intended to be 


by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 

which was Pefered to the Committee on Glaieeh, andl ordered to 

. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 

Boe to the deficiency appropriation bill; which, with 

was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, to be printed. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 
ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
of House bill 379. 


ge 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business being con- 
cluded, House bill 379 is the order. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pendingamendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Paragraph 192, page 60, line 12, after the 
word ‘‘timber,” insert the words ‘“‘ hewn, sided, or squared, and 
round timber.” 

Mr. HALE. That was agreed to yesterday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This amendment was agreed to yes- 
terday. 

The next amendments of the Committee on Finance were, in 
paragraph 193, page 60, line 21, after the word “finished,” to 
strike out “fifty” and insert ‘‘thirty-five;” in line 23, after the 
word “grooved,” to strike out ‘‘one dollar” and insert ‘‘ seventy 
cents;” in line 25, before the word “ cents,” strike out “‘ fifty ” and 
insert ‘‘five;” and on page 61, line 3, after the word “ grooving,” 
to strike out the remainder of the paragraph, in the following 
words: 

Provided, That in case any foreign country or dependency shall, either 
directly or indirectly, impose upon pine, spruce, elm, or other saw logs, or 
round unmanufactured timber, pulp wood, stave bolts, shingle bolts, or 
heading bolts, an export duty, discriminating crown dues, ground rents, 
customs regulations, or other duty or tax, when such articles or any of them 
are exported or intended for export to the United States from such country 
or dependency, then a duty of 25 per cent ad valorem upon the lumber men- 
tioned in this paragraph shall be levied, collected, and paid, in addition to 


the duty herein imposed, when the same is imported from such country or 
dependency. 


And in lieu thereof to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That if any country or dependency shall impose an export duty 
upon saw logs, round unmanufactured timber, stave bolte, shingle bolts, or 
heading bolts, the amount of such export duty shall be added, as an addi- 
tional duty, to the duties imposed upon the articles mentioned in this para- 
graph when imported from such country or dependency 


So as to make the paragraph read: 


198. Sawed boards, planks, deals, and other lumber of whitewood, syca- 
more, and tanmpesd, tt per thousand feet board measure; sawed lumber, not 
y provided for in this act. $2 per thousand feet board measure; but 
when lumber of any sort is planed or finished, in addition to the rates herein 
provided, there shall be levied and paid for each side so planed or’ finished 35 
cents per thousand feet board measure; and if planed on one side and tongued 
and nes, Sean thousand feet board measure; and if planed on two 
sides and tongued and grooved, $1.05 per thousand feet board measure; and 
in estimating rd measure under this schedule no deduction shall be made 
on board measure on account of planing, tongueing, and grooving: Provided, 
That if any country or dependency shall a an export duty upon saw 
round unmanufactured timber, stave bolts, shingle bolts, or heading 
bolts, the amount of such export duty shall be added, as an additional duty, 
to the duties imposed upon the articles mentioned in this paragraph when 
imported from such country or dependency. 


Mr. VEST. I give notice that at the proper time I shall move 


to put all these articles upon the free list. Was there any vote 
taken upon paragraph 192? 


Mr. LE. ‘That was adopted last night. 

Mr. VEST. I give the same notice in regard to that paragraph, 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator gave the notice last night. 

Mr. VEST. No; I didnot. I donot know who else may have 
done so. 

Mr. FRYE. Some Senator did. 


Mr. HALE. We might go over these provisions and act on the 
committee amendments, and the Senator make his motion later, 
or he can make it now if he prefers. 

Mr. VEST. I wish tocall theattention of the Senate to the pro- 
vision, commencing at line 15,in regard to an export duty. This, 
it seems to me, is an extraordinary provision in the shape of re- 
taliation. It provides that if any country or dependency shall im- 
oe an export duty upon saw logs, round, unmanufactured, etc. 

he amount of aaah export duty shall be added as an additional 

duty. I should not be surprised if the provision were that if an 
export bounty should be imposed by any foreign country or de- 
pendency, then this duty should be imposed; but here it seems we 
retaliate for an export duty by a foreign country, that duty, of 
course, being added to the cost of the article when brought in and 
sold to our people, by putting an additional duty, an internal duty 
in the United States of the same amount, which increase is paid 
by the consumer also. 

In other words, we retaliate upon the foreigner by increasing 
the price of the imported article to our own people. It is the first 
time within my recollection, after some limited experience in tariff 
matters, that this has beendone. After the article has come here 
with the export duty of the foreign article upon it added to the 
cost, 1 do not understand how it can affect the foreigner when 
we add the same duty in retaliation. 

Mr. HOAR. Itseems to me that the answer to the Senator from 
Missouri is that in such cases the export duty in all probability 
will be taken off. 

Mr. VEST. I do not know anything abont that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated 
singly. 
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The SecreTary. In paragraph 193, page 60, line 21, after the 
word “ finished,” strike out “ fifty” and insert ‘ thirty-five;” so as 
to read: 

But when lumber of any sort is planed or finished, in addition to the rates 


Docetn paovines. there shall be levied and paid for each side so planed or 
finished 35 cents per thousand feet, board measure. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be agreed to. 

The Secretary. In the same pone. page 60, line 28, after 
the word ** grooved,” strike out ‘ one dollar” and insert ‘‘ seventy 
cents;” so as to read: 


And if met on one side and tongued and grooved, 70 cents per thousand 
fect board measure. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. In the same paragraph, page 60, line 25, after 
the word ‘‘and” where it occurs the second time, strike out 
fifty” and insert “ five;” so as to read: 


And if planed on two sides and tongued and grooved, $1.05 per thousand 
feet board measure. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be agreed to. 

The Secretary. In the same paragraph, page 61, line 3, after 
the word “ grooving,” strike out the proviso in the following words: 

Provided, That in case any foreign country or dependency shall, either 
directly or indirectly, impose upon pine, spruce, elm, or other saw logs, or 
round unmanufactured timber, pulp wood, stave bolts. shingle bolts, or kook: 
ing bolts, an export duty, discriminating crown dues, ground rents, customs 
regulations, or other duty or tax, when such articles, or any of them are 
exported or intended for export to the United States from such country or 
dependency, then a duty of 25 per cent ad valorem upon the lumber men- 
tioned in this paragraph shall be levied, collected, and paid in addition tothe 
—_ herein in.posed when the same is imported from such country or de- 
pendency. 


And insert: 


Provided, That if any country or dependency shall impose an export duty 
upon saw logs, round unmanufactured timber, stave Sette, shingle bolts, or 
heading bolts, the amount of such export duty shall be add: , as an additional 
duty, to the duties imposed upon the articles mentioned in this paragraph 
when imported from such country or dependency. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be to. 

Mr. VEST. I object. 

Mr. HALE. Then let us have a vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator desire a vote or 
simply make a note of his objection? 

r. HALE. Let the question be put to a vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
a of the committee to strike out and insert a new pro- 

80. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend the proviso in line 16 by in- 
serting after the word ‘‘logs” the words ‘‘ boom sticks and chains 
used in towing logs.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. One of the material effects of this 
proposition is to take a quantity of timber which is now on the 
free list off the free list and make it taxable at the rate of $2a 
thousand. There is a change, however, in the paragraph from 
what the law has been heretofore which is more significant than 
appears on the face of it. Sawed lumber not speciaily provided 
for in this act is to bear a rate of $2 per thousand feet board 
measure. This includes white pine, and puts a rate of tariff on 
that article that has not been in existence for a long while. 
There seems to have been a very determined effort on the part of 
the lumbermen in some sections of the Union to have this cha 
made, and a systematic effort has been made to bring it about. 

1 hold in my hand a letter which explains a deal of what 
has been done in this matter. It is from the National Lumber 
Convention, office of the executive committee, 1421 G street NW., 
Washington, D. C., April 9,1897. This has been addressed to the 
lumbermen all through thecountry, and in response to the request 
of this letter a great many petitions have been sent to the Senate 
and a great many have beer sent to me which have been presented 
and sent to the proper committee. It says: 

NATIONAL LUMBER CONVENTION, 
Orrice OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, 
1421 G Street NW., Washington, D. C., April 9, 1897. 

Dear &S1r: After consultation with some of the Senators, it is found to be 
very important that the Finance Committee of the Senate ‘be convinced, as 
as possible, that there is a decided sentiment among the laborers — 

lumber industry favorable to the lumber-tariff schedule as passed by 
ie of Representatives. There seems to be a feelii the mem- 
ce Committee that the active interest in behalf of this lum- 

ule exists only the wealthy owners of mills and timber 

It therefore of great secure rig 

of 


we at once 
ipe that “tig "Senate ate pans ‘zaged th tndanty ie iene 
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I therefore earnestly urge you to take immediate steps to secure the signa 
tures of all operatives in your employ. . 
It is important that petitions —_ that the signers are wage earners, that 

ir families are dependent upon the lumber industry for their «.,, 

port, and they earnestly urge the Senate to pass the lumber schedulo 2. 
ec pe ee , 
w we set fo n the petition the condition 

the business. low wages, and lack of employment. - dition of 
I would gladly pre the petition for you, but think it will be much bet. 
ter if each person pespere his petition separately, so that it will not ap- 

, vidual, 


pear that t were all prepared by the same indi 
Z course, be addressed 


_ — an : + i = Vatied States Senate 
and when you have signatures em ees W ‘ou please f ame 
to the National Lumber Convention at Phe address fndicated on the aT of 


this letter. 
Earnest and effective efforts are required at once. If you will spend a few 


hours, or days, if necessary, we feel that we shall secure a favorable tari: 


Do not confine yourself to your own operatives, but get all the si; . 
you from lumber operatives anywhere in your vicinity. — re 


ours, truly, 
OC. W. GOODYEAR. 


The fact of there being hundreds of petitions sent here signed 
een people alleging that they are laborers and deeply 
interested is sort of business makes an impression on a good 
many people of course; but when the explanation is given of the 
source from which all of it originates, that after all it is a mere 
expression of the mill men or the owners, the men who are to get 
the benefit of all this, having no effect whatever on the wages of 
the laboring men, having no sort of interest to them; in point of 
fact, when you understand the truth of it, those things will have, 
I imagine, less effect with the Senate. I havea number of letters, 
all, Ihave no doubt, printed and signed in the same way. The 
name is written at the top. My name is written after “Hon..” 
and then it is addressed as printed, ‘‘ Washington, D.C.” I have 
no doubt that these letters were sent out and signed by thousands 
of individuals all over the country, and returned at the request of 
the lumber headquarters at 1421 G street NW.., in this city, where 
eo —— sort of interest is felt in a high tax upon this class of 

umber. 

Mr. President, other members of the Senate are more familiar 
than I am with the facts connected with the lumber industry. It 
has been for quite a while on the free list. The people of the 
Northwest and of the prairie States and many of the central parts 
of the Union have a hard enough time in providing homes and 
shelter for their families if they may be allowed to buy lumber as 
oe as it can be had, without any additional tax imposed upon 
them for that purpose. I for one believe it is unwise that there 
should be an increase in the tax on this article, and especially the 
enormous increase that is to be found in this bill. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to say deliberately that in my judgment 
there is not a single item in entire 80 utterly indefensible 
as that which increases the duty upon white pine from the free 
list to $2 a thousand. In the tariff act of 1890 was a duty of 
$1 a thousand upon white pine and $2 upon spruce. To those who 
never analyzed and epttreee eo the reason of this distinction it 
will be interesting to note that spruce is the production of Maine, 
that State producing no white pine now amounting to anything 
worthy of consideration. Therefore the duty upon spruce has 
always in the tariff bills for twenty-odd years retained at §2 
but upon white pine it was reduced in 1890 in the McKinley Act 
to $1 a thousand, and in 1894 all these different sorts of lumber 
were put upon the free list, as is well known. 

White pine has been justly called the king of the coniferous 
woods, It is superior toany other. Itisjustassuperior to spruce 
or to the pitch yellow pine of the South as y is superior 
to the softest wood that can be used for any purpose whatever. 
White pine is, then, the salient tin this discussion. At last the 
lumbermen have been s ,and put white pine upon a par 
with spruce at$2athousand. That a absolutely prohibitory, 
and it is intended to be such. The before the Ways and 
Means Committee, which I have here, shows the intent to be to 
make the duty range Bes es & On 554 of the Ways 
and Means testimony colloqu between Mr. Evans, 
a member of the committee, and Mr. Winchester, a prominent 
lumberman who was urging the imposition of the two-dollar duty 
upon white pine: : 

Mr. Evans. What do you 

Mr. WINCHESTER. It Zeina ne 


Mr. Evans. Would $2 do that? 
Mc. YincneEster. Yes; just about. 


There is the frank testimony, and it runs all h the testi- 
mony, that the object is to absolutely prohibit this white pine, the 
: of the coniferous woods, from cuming into the United States 
a 
Mr. President, a strange and anomalous thing has happened in 
regard to this lumber interest. Heretofore the West and South 


have stood in opposition to this prohibitory duty upon 
white pine; but, with the that comes frien greed, the 
lumbermen of the North in and Minnesota, have 
( succeeded in forming an offensive and defensive, with 
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the lambermen of the South. I make personal mention of it be- 
cause I am absolutely certain of the fact,and other Senators know 
it to be true. In the last campaign, in the lumber region of Mis- 
souri, in what we call the Ozark country where the lumber mills 
are owned by people not living in the S:ate—by large capitalists—I 
was confronted with the statement that 1 had voted for free lum- 
ber and was therefore opposed to the lumber interests of Missouri. 
I spoke in every one of the lumber camps, and I asked every- 
where, ‘‘ What wood do you saw here that comes in competition 
with white pine? You are engaged here in sawing the hard 
wood. What little white pine we had in Missouri was long since 
exhausted. The mills are sawing hard wood; and the soft yellow 
pitch pine will not be used to any considerable extent in the con- 
struction of houses.” Their answer to me invariably was, ‘‘ Oh, 
yes; we have no white pine, but if we can exclude the white pine 
from the United States our — will be compelled to buy the 
hard woods that we saw and the soft yellow pine of the South.” 
That is the whole of it. 


No Senator will stand here and say that the South produces a | 


white pine, a coniferous wood, that comes in direct competition 


C 
man 
to use 
white pine or the hard woods that are sawed in my own State 
and in Arkansas and Mississippi. 


says here in his testimony, to force the people of this country 


I have been deluged by a from my own State and from | 
t 


all over the South to put this duty of $2 upon white pine, which 
amounts to absolute exclusion, and they boldly make the argu- 
ment that they want to force the people of the United States to 
come to the use of the soft yellow pines and hard woods. 

Mr. President, I referred to the fact that Maine has always re- 
tained this duty upon spruce pine; and it is a compliment to her 
delegation in Congress, the ablest that any State has. I will do 
her the ustice to say that. Il ask the Secretary to read the testi- 
mony of Mr. Goodyear, a most intelligent witness, who was ex- 
amined before the Committee on Ways and Means of the House. 
Heisa lumberman, the president, I believe, of a lumber asso- 
ciation; at any rate, of a large company. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. He wrote the letter which I read. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; he is the gentleman who wrote the letter that 
= colleague on the committee read. Mr. Goodyear explains the 
difference 


between the tax heretofore upon white pine and upon 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Mr. GoopyRar. In a t many instances Southern pine has taken the 
lace of finishing in the where white pine used to enter into the finish- 
ce and be regarded as absolutely essential, and that is true of hemlock also. 
The clearer grades of hemlock are to-day Corte the place, in some in- 
stances, that white _ formerly occupied, so that t uestion of taxation 
can not be confined, it strikes mre, to the fact of the scarcity of any particular 
item, for the reason there are many varieties of other woods to take the place 
of that which may become scarce. 


Now, that being so. we can only divine one reason for 
this, I say to you I believe that the lumbermen themselves are charge- 
able with the tion of the tariff bill. The State of Maine, be it said 


to its everlasting eee has always, so long as I can remember, been rep- 
resented by the most e t statesmen that the country has produced. fe 
had its James G. Blaine, than whom there was no more devoted servant to 
the interests of his State, and to-day it has within the Halls of Congress rep- 
resentatives who stand in the foremost rank of our nation’s great men. fe 
has its Reep, and if I were allowed to whisper it, I would say it has its Drna- 
LEY also: it has its BouTHLLE, and it has men who have come hure year after 
year after the interests of their constituents, and you will notice in 
all these tions, during all the various changes through which these 
= —, ve gone, spruce has at all times and forever remained in 
w 


From 1874, with the sinnge of 3078, and n with the change of 1890 under 
the McKinley bill, I never to find the ew) product of the State of 
Maine protested to the extent of the $2. Whi pos and hemlock and bass- 
wood and and all the rest got only $1, but through the vigilance, I 
say. and the justice of Maine's representatives spruce has always been 


granted a tax of 
The CHATRMAN. You f we are the Pine Tree State. 
Mr. Goopyear. Without any pine, but with a whole lot of spruce, and 
r crop of every thirty years. It is unlike 


spruce that can raise 
white pine hemlock, which disappear practically when the first crop is 


removed, but it grows rapidly to saw-log proportion in about thirty years. 
Mr. VEST. When General Hancock was a candidate for the 
awe ver much ridiculed because he dared to say 
the tariff is a 1 question. The American people, the in- 
telligent portion of them, are fast coming to the conclusion that 
right. He could repeat that assertion now without 
in so august a body as the Senate of the 
Mr. Goodyear gives a reason, a local reason, 
why this distinction is made between ce and pine. I will not 
whisper what I think about the Maine delegation. I think Maine 
more wisely than any other State in the Union in picking her 
and ablest men and keeping them in public 
in a great many returns to that State. 
invidious remarks, if you take the list of public 
that Maine has more in proportion to 
State in the Union; and when in 
is the subject before us, you will find 


E 





or approximates in value to the white pine of the Northwest and of | 
ane but they hope by shutting out white pine, as this gentle- | 
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| duty is for the 
e soft yellow pitch pine of the South, far inferior to the | 
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that spruce, which is the peculiar product of Maine, has always 
had a duty of $2 a thousand practically, while white pine, a far 
superior wood, much more valuable, but not produced to any 
extent in Maine, had the duty diminished to $1 in 1890, when that 
hegira of protection came upon the country. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator please state, as I have not the 
information myself, what he regards as the average commercial 
value of white pine? I ask the question with a view to ascertain- 
ing what is the ad valorem duty which $2 per thousand will im- 


Mr. VEST. If the Senator will turn to the comparative state- 
ment, he will find the unit of value given. I do not remember it. 

Mr. BACON. Ihave it not before me. If the Senator has it, 
will he state it? 

Mr. VEST. I have not the comparative statement here. I 
could refer to it if 1 had time in my copy of the bill, where I have 
marked the units of value. White pine, I will say, is more valu- 
able than any other of the coniferous woods, and whatever the 
exact amount may be, it 1s safe to assume that its commercial 
value is larger than that of any other of the pines or coniferons 
woods. 

Mr. President, I take it no one will assert that this increase of 

ourpose of protecting labor in the United States 
engaged in the Sasaher business or in the cutting and sawing of 
white pine. We havea report from Professor Fernow, an official 
report from a disinterested officer of the Government. It was 
read yesterday by the Senator from Louisiana — CAFFERY], 
and any Senator can obtain it by sending to the document room. 
This report shows that the cost of cutting the white pine in the 
wueie bendie it or bringing it tothe mill, cutting it and putting 
it into market, is higher in Canada than in the United States. 
Whilst our labor here, according to Professor Fernow, is 50 cents 
a day more than it is in Canada, they have natural obstacles and 
impediments, which do not exist in the United States, on account 
of the nature of their country, their roads, and the difficulty of 
transportation. 

I submit that in view of this statement, made by a disinterested 
party, it is useless to talk about the increase to $2 a thousand upon 
white pine from the free list being in the interest of the lumber- 
men of the United States. Professor Fernow gives the amount of 
white pine and of other woods that are brought into the United 
States or that were cut last year. Of white pine, the amount was 
12,000,000,000 feet; of spruceand fir, 5,000,000.000 feet; of hemlock, 
4,000,000,000 feet; of long-leaf pine, 4,000,000,000 feet; of short-leaf 
pine and loblolly, 3,000,000,000 feet; of cypress, 500,000,000 feet; of 
redwood, 500,000,000 feet, and of all other conifers, 1,000,000,000 
feet; making 30,000,000,000 feet. 

Of this amount, there came from Canada of all sorts 750,000,000 
feet, or about 2} per cent, and yet we are told that this almost in- 
finitesimal amount is ruining the lumber interests of the United 
States, even in the South and in the West, where we do not pro- 
duce any lumber that comes in competition with the white pine 
of Canada. 

Mr. President, I assert here as a notorious fact that this whole 
movement to increase the price of this absolute necessary of life 
to the poor people of the West is in the interest of the lumber 
barons, who have accumulated millions upon millions of dollars 
at the expense of the consumers of this country. Here is a com- 
munication from a responsible gentleman, whose name I am au- 
thorized to give, Mr. I. M. Weston—and I will ask the Secretary 
to read it—giving a list of these multimillionaires who are now 
pressing upon us in every direction for this increase of duty. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

MICHIGAN PINE KINGS-—-SOME INTERESTING FACTS ABOUT THEIR HOLDINGS— 
THE INFANTS THAT ASK PROTECTION FOR LUMBER. 


Aside from David Ward, the heaviest pine land owners in the Lower Pen- 
insula are John Canfield and E. G. Filer, of Manistee,and D. A. Blodgett, of 
Grand Rapids. Their holdings aggregate $20,000,000. Among the heavy hold- 
ers of timber lands in the Upper Peninsula are Theodore M. Davis, of New- 

rt, R. L., who has the old Portage Lake Canal grant, 400,000 acres, valued at 
15, 000,000, bought twenty years ago for a few hundred thousand dollars. 

M. Longyear, of Marquette, is credited with 200,000 acres worth £5,000,000. 
One section, which contains the Norrie iron mine, paid $500,000 a year in 
royalties during good times. The Michigan Land and Iron Company. Limited, 
bought the Marquette and Ontonagon Railroad grant. 464,000 acres, for $7,500,- 
000 in 1881,and the property is now valued at $10,000,000. Lord Brassy, the 
present governor-general of Victoria, Australia, is the principal stockholder 

n this company. ; 

The Dr. J. C. Ayer estate, of Lowell, Mass., bought the military wagon 
road land grant of 200,000acres, now worth $3,500,000. The Chicago and North- 
western Railway has about $1,000,000 worth of land grants. The samuel J 
Tilden estate is alsoa heavy holder of Upper Peninsular timber land Sena- 
tor McMILLAN and the Newberry estate havea largeslice of the old Detroit, 


Mackinac and Marquette Railroad grant. The Grand Rapids and Indiana 
Railway yet holds about 269,000 acres of choice timber lands in the Lower 
Peninsula. The above are some of the hollow eyed infants for whose benefit 
the party of protection proposes to levy a tariff tax on lumber, to be paid by 
the home builders in the vast treeless sections of the Northwest. In fact, 
the above-mentioned tracts include a large proportion of the pine timber 


left in Michigan. 
David Ward's loggin 


railroad has 40 miles of main track from Frederic 


on the gan Central, crossing the Grand Rapids and Indiana Railroad 
and then running west to East Jordan and Lake Michigan near (harlevoix. 
He also has 60 miles of lateral track which connects all parts of his big tract 
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with the main line. In this group Mr. Ward has 40,000 acres of choice cork 
pine and 80,000 acres of hard-wood timber. The estimates are 400,000,000 feet 

f cork pine and 600,000,000 of hard wood. Last winter Mr. Ward cut his first 
Jo.0004 feet of pine logs, which are being railroaded to West Bay City to be 
sawed. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have had that communication 
read after inquiry in regard to the character of the author and 
after ascertaining that he is an entirely responsible person. I did 
not have it read in order to attack the gentlemen who are fortu- 
nate enough to own this very valuable property. They had a 
perfect right to acquire it legitimately, and to hold it, and to be 
protected in it. Lam making no invi 
them on that account, but I am confounded with astonishment 
when you propose to put upon 75,000,000 people in this country 
this additional tax upon a necessary of life; and when that neces- 
sary comes peculiarly near to the people among whom I have 
lived for nearly fifty rears, and whose conditions I thoroughly 
understand, I should be a coward not to protest against it. 

I speak with some feeling upon this — for I went to 
Missouri when it was the frontier. I hauled lumber to build my 
first cabin—the first home I ever had—60 miles from the Missouri 
River, and paid enormous prices, for lumber then was gold— 

uivalent to gold. The prices were, of course, immensely above 
what they are to-day. How will this sort of legislation be met by 
the men of the West who live in sod houses out in the Dakotas 
and in Nebraska, and upon the prairies of Missouri and of Illinois? 

Remember, if you please, sir, that this class of people do not 
build houses of brick or stone, for they are too expensive. Go to 
the ordinances of your cities and you will see that cheap frame 
houses are excluded within the fire limits, ostensibly because of 
the danger of fire, but really to improve the worth and character 
of the structures. 


What would be the amount of oF — would receive if you. 


would make this increase? Upon al ese schedules, $340,000 a 
year. And what isthe penalty that is to be paid by the consumers 
of the United States for that pittance, compared to the revenues 
of the whole country? The poor settler, struggling with an in- 
clement climate, with all the vicissitudes and absolute horrors of 
frontier life around him, and a growing family calling u him 
for support, is to have these additional taxes put upon him at a 
time when every cent becomes a dollar and every dollar is almost 
ual to a drop of blood. 

know something of these things, for I have passed through 
them. This is the most indefensible item in this bill. There is 
no sort of justification or even palliation for this being done. In 
1890, when our Republican friends went to the full extreme in 
regard to protection, they put a duty of but $1 upon white pine. 
‘Now it is to be put up to $2, and that, in the face of a stat 
— of a a —, Professor vaesi in an i 

ument from the Agricultural Department, that in seven years, 
if we pursue the same course that we have pursued in the last ten 
years in regard to our coniferous timber, the entire supply of 
white pine will be exhausted in the United States. 

Do our friends in the South intend to impose their yellow — 
upon the people of this country instead of white pine? They 
may reach the © in the Dakotas and in tne treeless States, 
living in sod houses, but they will never be able to reap the 
fortunes which these circulars attempt toshow that they 
if they can exclude white pine from the use of the people of "this 


country. 

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the yellow pine of the 
South is not such wood as white pine. It is practically a hard 
wood. Itis used for flooring, for finishing, used for a dif- 
ferent.class of purposes from white pine, which is a soft, smooth 
ete worked, light, and not strong, whereas the yellow 

© is strong. 

There must be some reason for pr g to change the tariff 
on an article of this sort 100 per cen ve the rate in the Mc- 
Kinley law. Propositions to increase taxes Above those of the 


McKinley law, as a rule, have been apo for on the other 
side of the Chamber, and members of the te are not willing 
to vote for such taxes, as arule, without an explanation and with- 
out an @ 

Some of 


© reasons ey See ee eee. I think, very 
a in a copy of a letter which I have. The original 
was written to a member of this body, a copy was sent to another 
momber of the Senate, and I have a copy of the letter in the pos- 
session of ~ — a mG. Burleigh ot written b 
an ex-mem r Congress, on. . . ’ W hi 

N. Y., and as it is fall of facts from an intelligent and practical 
‘man, I ask the attention of the Senate to what these statements are. 
The writer says: 


The bill should be modified lumber. Lumber 
mngald by Ste tre fat an entre toa sono of One banal mea a 
a 


} 


$7 per thousand feet, and spruce is 
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The 
dious distinction against | district 





The average value of pine lumber in Canada is about = : 
the average value of weenloake in Canada isabout $6 per tbotnan = a, *y 4 

ee and hemlock would be about 80 per cent, while on»)... 
cent. It pores Saat a move bas been made to havo pine ¢ 


an mlock gb togratity Mr, Dingle and the Maine @ncan tee th’. 
on account ihe greater vain i ibars is te dienes it should be to 


very limited, and more so now : 
ever on account of the withdrawal, practically, of the Adirondack fore, 
from the belt of spruce in Vermont and a «». 
wise policy to protect ; 
cut off theirs 


vians in New York and Brooklyn and i: ;),, 
Greater New Yor cep Gerece te t 
and the spruce fi. 


scrub han y. seru hes as they do in 
the old country. You remember in the canvass of German speakers 
t up giepetion &f p # tax upon the lumber of the poor po), 


brought u 
of New York an pee ty. 

The trade relations between New York City and Canada are more inti: 
than between New York City and the State of Vermont, or even the Stata ./ 
Massachusetts. About 500 erican boats ary coal and clay and other 
American products eo ae and bring out lumber and other Canad», 


products. If I remember rightly, we sold in 1896 almost double wa: 
we bought of her. Thisshows there should be y te tear . 
and Canada. Two-thirds of our exports to were from New Yor} 
City and Boston. 


is a very sin thing that there should be inserted in a tariff })j)|_ ;, 

a different place from the wood schedule, where it would not attract at'. > 
the owing (H. R. 379): 

“xo. 14, That the produce of the forests of the State of Maine upon tho 

; ts es. by American citizens, and say oj 

or hewed in the Province of New Brunswick Wy Annerionn citizens, the same 

being unmanufactured in whole or in Ww. is now admitted into the 

ports of the United States free of duty, 1 continue to be so admitted, 

under such regulations as of the shall from time to 


uce of the forests of the State of Maine upon tis 
American { 


That the prod 
St. Croix River and its tributaries, owned citizens, and sawed 
or hewed in the Province of New American citizens, the samo 
in Sa pans, salt Se admitted into the ports 
of the United States free of duty such regulations as the Secretary of 

© e 

et one all the lumber in New Brunswick can come into 
the United States le my the State of Maine free of duty. Why, then, not 
have the lumber on the St. Maurice River and on the St. erite River, 
that empty into the St. Lawrence, come in free, as nearly all of this territory 
is o American citizens (to the extent of acres), which was 

mainly for the pulp wood and lumber, an American 
millsinthefuture? Your esteemed friend, r, will confirm this 
t, can give you more information than I can. 

We have been in lumber business since 1852 and are familiar 
with all its branches. If there is any information you would like, [ 
ehalt bo happy to supyly itae tar a0 as CS 

every class people, and pply this coun ng limited, 
it Bho allowed to come in free. 

That Senator ALLISON and other fapttenen of the committee may know 
what sections 14 and 15 in House mean, I will state that these mills aro 


at St. John and ete SOS ee and the logs Sewn the St. John and St. Croix 
Se fre ot DLillings. Whitweys & Barnes salt thet Bete hed ores 
enou ad gone 
Gown these rivers frees Row Bransyiek in Se last me | Seams to coves the 
State of Maine with logs 20 ous Seep. Who is to whether the logs 
come The Owners certainly will not, 
log owners’. These two 
yy eament poe | 
re an this matter t they wil 
yt Be see and find. if eee tare Americans who 
own large tracts of on the rivers entering into the St. Lawrence, espe- 
cially the St. Lawrence River, where the paper-mill owners and lumbermen 
of northern New York alone own 3,000,000 acres of land. 
You will notice these two sections are not put :n where they properly }- 
the wood schedule—but placed where they will at no particular 


Should the committee desire, we can send men up there and give them a 


of what has been going on in the sections covered by these 
Eigraraeraps ~ 


Sou oe intimate relation that New York has 
about as free as it is with Vermont. 


H. G. BURLEIGH 


This gentleman, as I said a while ago, is an ex-member of (on- 


gress, as I am inf Ns 
I have another letter from Rouse Point, N. Y., from a lumber- 
man, in which ‘he says: 


f 


Rouse Point, N. Y., April 10, 15°" 

DEAR Sir: Gur a, covering ma pero, SSS of ground, is sit- 
uated ont. on Canadian line, right next to our Govern- 
ment and Fort ey For this very reason we, if aaron. 
most particularly oaes Sat yous committee w ake 
res fully from a personal ex- 
and representing a firm, 
the grandfather of the writer), that the. dut fuer should bef 
‘ been : ieee ener “We 
report from your cone of tance to us 


cre = 
all the lumber manufacturers on the border. 


is not that we 
think is to be such an in but we believe that woe 
will be to lumber ia Ouandes fal’ ab lonat £ per thouaand less; 
—\ fact, the ve to reduce their 


_ the time, the plea 
for the imposition of this tax, 's 
protect the mill owners, and that the people «' 


SEEE 
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da, and that it will not affect the price of lumber in the 
United States. The letter continues: 


the very cheapest lumber that we have been purchasing 
last ten to twenty years, when the two-dollar duty was 


pF for 
on— 
That duty has not been on for the last ten or twenty years— 


ychased for $6 per thousand, and now, when the duty is off, they ask 
= : per me The duty of $2 per thousand on lumber, in many in- 
stances, will not be more than 5 to 10 per cent ad valorem. I| am sure this 
would not be unreasonable. It is our honest conviction that if only $1 per 


thousand duty is put on we can move our mill into and manufacture 


a profit than we can in the States. 
a ory that can not be disputed, because we are the ones who have 
had the experience. The gravity of the situation is our apolog for 
asking you to consider the matter favorable, to our interest, and we hope 


stand by us on the lumber schedule as passed by the House, 
ae to hat they may do on the general bill. 7 
: we MILLARD LUMBER Co., 
WM. B. MILLARD, President. 
Hon. James K. Jonzs, Washington, D. CO. 


Mr. President, I have been somewhat interested in some clip- 
pings taken from the New York Evening Post, which I shall pre- 
sent to the Senate later as bearing upon the question of the pine- 
jumber trade, but I will not present them now. My colleague on 
the committee has just handed me another letter, with a clipping 
inclosed, which is as follows: 


Burra.o, N. Y., June 4, 1897. 
“ONE POINT OF VIEW ON LUMBER. 
“ ToRONTO, ONTARIO, June 2.—The proposed American duty on lumber is 
. White, Canadian 


chief topic lumbe . 
era Lie daaeee Mae ira. anys the pecs a 


m 
duty would cause American 


in Canada to float their logs to on for manufacture, 

while export duty on logs that would surely follow 

would com the trade for a time and result in giving Southern 
sie the wen “ive 1 yan tel Northern timber has bee 

-five y o r m pro- 

and a great industry jan 


built = many States by a tariff on C 
ber. The time seems now to have come for a similar development of 
thern timber. Is it not reasonable to ask an adequate tariff protection 
for it, viz, $2 per thousand? 
Very truly, yours, 
NEW YORK LUMBER CO. OF LOUISIANA. 


This is addressed to a Southern Senator. One letter is written 
here from one of these lumbermen in this very same locality dem- 
onstra that the effect of this duty will be simply to reduce the 

ce of ian lumber; and when a Southern man is written 
the argument used is that it willincrease the price of Southern 
ber and increase the price of all lumber; so that there is abso- 
lutely no consistency in what they claim nor in the arguments 


many other considerations, Mr. President, in connec- 

tion with this matter; but I shall not detain theSenate longer. I 
hope the Senate will not lose sight of the fact alluded to by one of 
, that we have quite a large trade built up with 

in the last two years and thata very large part of the Cana- 

dian imports are imports from the United States. Whenever we 
énter upon a system of levying high taxes, which some of these 
pa aay will be prohibitory as against this great industry 
Canada, of course we may expect that to affect our trade un- 


: 
i 


a if we are to have any for reciprocal obliga- 
tions in matters, we are likely to hurt ourselves more than 
OS na? ne yropoeea tax. 

Mr. URIN. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator who 
just spoken in one respect at least, that the schedule of this 
on wood and wooden manufactures was not designed to bene- 

fit any Southern , and I assert that the benefits which 
come are more by accident than design. 

Being familiar with these schedules from my ex- 
ence as a member of the Ways and Means Committee of the 

ouse, I trust I will be pardoned so early in my term of service 

part in the discussion now pending. I know somewhat of 
the manner in which the present rates were framed, and the com- 
mittee of the Senate has increased the sectional features of the 
House bill not only in this, but in e other schedule. I am not 
& protectionist in any sense of the term, nor do I believe in a sec- 
a eterevense teri. e ae 
know how can emphasise t any better than by 
reference to 194. You will find in that paragraph that 
the committee is responsible for this measure in the Sen- 
AL enn eaneeatr te collar anil other Northern woods, 
which are used for railroad ties or telegraph poles, while in the first 
and mans Earnareebect the schedule they to do the 
Same thing whitewood, , which are 
used for batlding . In fact, the entire schedule 
seems to be framed for aslo purpose of woods 
which are grown in the northern of Sinise, and 
wan 
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I am not an expert in the railroad-tie industry, but I had some 
experience in the other end of the Capitol while this schedule was 
being arranged, and I have here a letter from a gentleman 

Mr. ALLISON. May I interrupt the Senator long enough to say 
that the Committee on Finance propose to recede from the amend- 
ment on lines 22 and 23 of paragraph 194, striking out the words 


“or other woods”? I understood the Senator to make some criti- 
cism of that provision. 

Mr.McLAURIN. Yes; and! am delighted to hear the Senator's 
statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee propose to recede from that 
amendment. 


Mr. McLAURIN. ThenI will not continue my remarks on that 
line, but will ask the Secretary to read a letter from a gentleman 
engaged in the tie industry in South Carolina. 

he Secretary read as follows: 
GEORGETOWN, 8. C., May 21, 1897. 

Dear Srr: We are informed that that section of the tariff bill relative to 
20 per cent duty on ties has been changed so as to admit ties free, and we 


would like you to use your utmost endeavors to have a duty of at least 10 per 
cent imposed on ties imported into the United States from Canada or else- 
where. You,no doubt, are well posted as to the condition of the tie business 
in this section and the class of people who manufacture the ties, and we will 
only call your attention to a few points of interest regarding the matter 


In the first place, the ties are cut from trees that are too smal! for lumber 
or timber, and are cut from such lands which have already been cut over 
for sawmill timber, and are practically worthless for any other purpose 

In the second place, this timber is owned in most instances by very poor 


people, who make a living from year to year by cutting ties,and in a good 
many instances it is their sole dependence. 
In the third place, they are all cut by hand and are the direct production 


of American labor, just as much so as anything manufactured in the United 
States. 


These ties are manufactured with saws and axes which are both fully pro- 
tected, and we see no reason in the world why ties should be admitted free, 
when everything that goes to the manufacturing of the tie is highly pro- 


We trust that you will give this matter your immediate attention and do 
what you can to have it remedied. 

We believe that duty in the Dingley bill was 20 per cent. This duty we 
think is about right, but rather than to have no dutv at all we would suggest 
a compromise of 10 per cent, which we think might meet the approval of 
some of those who possibly opposed the bil! on the 20 per cent tari 

Yours, very truly, 
H. KAMINSKI & OO, 

Hon. J. L. McLAuRIN, Senator, 

Washington, D. C. 


Mr. VEST. In line 19, paragraph 193, after the word “ meas- 
ure,” I move to insert ‘‘except white pine;” and upon that I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 193, page 60, line 19, after the 
word “‘ measure,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ except white pine;” so 
as to read: 

193. Sawed boards, plasins, deals, and other lumber of whitewood, syca- 
more, and basswood, $1 per thousand feet board measure; sawed lumber, not 
specially provided for in this act, $2 per thousand feet board measure, except 
white pine, etc. 


Mr. BACON. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. V mad 
he regards this as the most indefensible schedule in the present 
bill. Such a statement as that, coming from a Senator of his 
prominence in this body and his familiarity with this general sub- 
ject, and a member of the Finance Committee, uttered with the 
earnestness with which he uttered it, is apt tocarry conviction to 
the minds of those who might not stop to consider whether that 
was an extreme statement. 

In the discussion of this bill the Senator has himnself frequently 
criticised the rates of duty here exceeding 100 per cent on various 
articles of prime necessity. This schedule is one in which the av- 
erage ad valorem duty is not 20 per cent. The very highest duty 
on any class of lumber, according to the document read by his col- 
league on the committee, is 30 per cent, and some of it is as low as 
10 per cent, but the general average of it is certainly below 20 per 
cent, and yet the Senator, in the face of the fact-— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The rate is prohibitory. 

Mr. BACON. You say so, but I am discussing the question 
whether it is or not, and it is for every member of the Senate to 
decide for himself whether it is a prohibitory duty or whether less 
than 20 per cent on any article is a prohibitory duty. Weare to 
judge of that for ourselves. 

1 was proceeding to say that the general average is less than 20 
per cent, probably about 15. Does that statement bear out the 
extreme expression of the Senator from Missouri, that this is the 
most indefensible schedule in this bill? 

Mr. BURROWS. The Senator will allow me to say that the 
average rate of the entire schedule is less than 17 per cent. 

Mr. BACON. The wood schedule? 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BACON. lam speaking generally of the schedule and not 
res h now under consideration, and I under- 
stood Senator from Missouri to speak generally of the schedule 
when he made that assertion. 


says that 
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Mr. VEST. I have no objection to the Senator’s putes that 


construction on it, though what I did say, as the Recorp will 

show, is that the increase to $2 a thousand upon white pine was the 

— eee item in the bill, and the Reporter’s notes will 
ow it. 

Mr. BACON. I accept the Senator’s statement—— 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no; I make no apology. 

Mr, BACON. I did not say apology. I said statement. The 
Senator does not disclaim the statement? 

Mr. VEST. I said this item, but still I will accept the Senator’s 
statement. I think the whole tax on lumber of every sort is the 
most indefensible part of the bill. 

Mr. BACON. I think it is one of the most reasonable in the 
whole bill, and a very proper one. 

The Senator from Missouri says that, entertaining the views he 
does, if he did not express them with the earnestness which usu- 
ally characterizes him, he would be a coward. So, entertaining 
the opposite views, if I did not express them and sustain them 
with my vote, I should be equally a coward, and I am prepared 
to say here and elsewhere that I regard this schedule as a proper 
one, irrespective of the question as to which party it comes from, 

I am not a protectionist. Ido not believe in the protectionist 


‘ system, Of course we recognize that any tariff, in the fact that 


it influences prices, to some extent is an advantage to the particu- 
lar article upon which the duty is levied, but Iam not speaking 
of it in that sense. I am speaking of protection as it is generally 
understood, which is designed to be an arrangement by law on 
account of which and through which parties are enabled to sell 
their products at an abnormal price, higher than they otherwise 
could, and where the design of the law is that such should be the 
effect, and where the prime design is not the raising of revenue. 

In that sense I do not believe in a atall. I do not be- 
lieve in the imposition of protective duties on any article; cer- 
tainly not as a general rule. It would have to be a very extreme 
case where I would ever admit its propriety. At the same time I 
do not believe as a general rulein a free list, I think tariffs ought 
to be levied as far as possible so as to operate uniformly, so that 
whatever burdens there may be may rest with comparative uni- 
formity, and that whatever benefits there may be may also be en- 


joyed el 

bones ings exist that no man can shut hiseyesto. In the first 

lace, whether a man believes in protection or not, he is obliged 

be in favor of a tariff. The necessities of this Government 
make a tariff a of whether a man believes in 
tection or whether he believes in a tariff for revenue only. It 

a stern fact that the great necessities of this Government re- 
quire not only a tariff, but a high tariff, and there is no party, I 
care not what its doctrines may be, but when it comes into power 
and to the test, finds it necessary to impose a high tariff. 

Mr. MORGAN, Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to 
ask him whether a low tariff on the free list, which now consists 
of more than one-half of the imported articles, both in number 
— value, would not be a revenue producer that would satisfy 

im? 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir. A revenue tariff would satisfy me not 
only on those, but on all articles, and that is the only kind of a 
tariff I want; but when I find a low tariff im upon a particu- 
lar article, and I find by admeasurement and by comparison with 
other tariffs that it is a tariff for revenue, and upon the scale of 
a tariff for revenue, I am not to be deterred from supporting it 
because of the cry of “protection,” when such charge is not sup- 
ported by the fact. 

I was proceeding to say that there are two things whicu have 
to be ized. One is the absolute necessity for a tariff, and a 
very derable one. The other one is that whatever may be 
the design cf the tariff, whether it be imposed by those who de- 
sign it as protection to industries or whether it be im by 
those who design it simply as a tariff for revenue only, the neces- 
sary, unavoidable effect of it is to affect prices. Whether it is in- 
tended to protect or not, the products similar to those upon which 
duties are imposed are necessarily raised in price by the imposition 
of those duties. 

The great defect of the protective system is the absolute impos- 
sibility of making it uniform and impartial. If it could be made 
so that it would benefit every man in the country in exactly the 
-— way, if it could be —_ © Fe ye it ae put the oe 

urden upon every man equally, then the great argument aga 
it would be gone; but as that is an impossibility, I submit that 
the next best thing to it in the administration of the Government 
through means of this system of taxation is to approximate this 
uniformity and this impartiality as nearly as may be. If you do 
not do it, what is the result? 

The result necessarily is that the parties ape in the produc- 
tion of articles upon which the tariff is levied—and I am speak- 
ing now only of a revenue tariff and not of a tective tariff— 

their goods at a higher price than they otherwise would be 
sold for, and the parties engaged in the production of articles upon 


which there is no tariff do not have their goods raised in the : ‘ 
proportion, and the consequence is that they must sell > same 
they buy dear. y sell cheap while 


Mr. President, I t, and I can not emphasize it stro 
that Iam not aaa i : rae 


n defense of a protective tariff: on ey; 
contrary, I am opposed to a protective tariff; but I say when wa 
come to levying a tariff for revenue, we should, as nearly as 
ble, approximate uniformity, so that all classes should, as far ag 
possible, enjoy its benefits, whatever benefits there may be crow. 
ing out of such tariff, and that all parties should have imposed 
upon them, as far as practicable, ormity of burden. 

Iam supporting this schedule not because it is protectiye—jr 
Senators can satisfy me that it is a protec‘ive duty, I will vote 
against it—but Iam su it because I do not consider jt a 
protective duty; because I consider it within the legitimate seoyo 
of a revenue duty. What are the general ranges, not to speak o¢ 
the extreme schedules, of rates of tariff? Under the Wilson Act 
it is over 40 per cent. The Senator from Missouri speaks of thio 
fact that this rate of duty exceeds that in the McKinley Act. T)a; 
is not the question. It might have been freein the McKinley Act. 
The question is, Is this rate above that which is recognized as a 
revenue rate? That is the question. If it is, 1 am against it. jf 
it is not, I am for it. 

Mr. President, I said that as far as practicable I am in favor of 
uniformity in the imposition of a tariff, and that leads me to the 
proposition that while I am generally opposed to a free list, | am 
particularly opposed to a free list of raw materials. I can not yo 
into a discussion of that question; it would take too much time, 
and 1 know Senators are _— to proceed with the considera- 
tion of the bill. I probably have occupied more time than I ouvht 
to have consumed. Iam now coming to the specific question as 
to whether or not this is a tariff duty which ought to be sustained 
by the Senate. 

The Senators who have spoken have confined their discussions 
exclusively—I will not say exclusively, but in the main—to the 
question of effect on the particular woods grown on the Northern 
border. Senators are very much mistaken if they suppose that it 
has no effect upon woods grown in the South. If parties inter. 
ested in Southern pine were here asking me to support a protect- 
ive tariff on their production, I would refuse to do it. They 
come to me and say, ‘‘This is very much less than the ordinary 
revenus duty. We are en in the production of lumber, and 
in its production we have y articles not one of which has so 
low a rate of duty imposed upon it as this. We have to buy our 
tools, our machines, our vehicles, the clothes that our laborers wear, 
ores = a scale of prices far above that which would pre- 
vail if those things were upon the free list, and yet we are asked 
to sell our products upon basis of the free list; and we say it 
is unjust.” Iam prepared to say here and elsewhere that it is un- 
just. And while I would not support a protective tariff, 1 am 
ready at all times to say that parties in legitimate indus- 
tries, where there is a necessity, an absolute necessity, for the 
imposition of the tariff, should have duties, not protective, but 
revenue duties, in proportion to the revenue duties imposed upon 
other articles. 

Mr. President, we hear a good deal in this Chamber about |um- 
ber barons. I know nothing of them. I am not familiar with 
that matter, but I know that one-third of my State, if not more, 
is a timber- ucing area. I know that thereis avery large pro- 
portion of the State where it is the leading industry—the industry 
of felling timber and carrying it to the mills and having it put 
into the shape of merchantable lumber. I know that not only the 
men who are actually engaged in that business, but the people all 
through that country, in whatever occupation they may be en- 
gaged, are dependent upon the success of that industry. I know 
that even the railroads are to a large extent dependent upon tle 
ee of the ind ae ii ; sie 

very large proportion eSouthern manufactured into 
lumber is shipped to the northwestern boundary, and an immense 
amount of it goes to the — of Chicago. Almost all the freight 
cars that are manuf; in this country are mude out of 1. 
It is largely used in buil houses. In a t many uses it 
comes in direct competition with the lumber that is brought across 
the oe. These men eee what their oe », I pevterde y 
recei a telegram from very prominent men in my State, 
engaged in this Susteesy-dvadiineneash who know their interests — 
saying that every man, woman, and child—using those words— in 
= eee is looking to the successful passage of the |um- 

8c e. 

If they had telegraphed to me—I repeat it, because I do not wish 
to be misunderstood on this subject—asking me upon that ground 


PoOssi- 


to support a protective duty, I should owe refused. But this is 
not a p ve duty, and no man can say that less than 20 per 
cent on any article can possibly constitute a protective duty, what- 
ever the article may be 


Mr. President, in front of the house where I live runs a rail- 
road, and I do not think I exaggerate when I say that two-thirds 
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of the trains which pass along that road are freighted with lum- 
ber going to the Northwest, and I do not hesitate to say that not 
only that railroad, but other railroads in the State, if this industry 
should be stricken down, would have to stop their business within 
a very short time. 

None of these arguments would be sufficient if the question were 
whether or not we should protect the industry of these people; 
whether we should take, asthose of us who do not believe in the 
protective system say, the money out of one man’s pocket to im- 

rove the business of another man. I do not believe in any such 

octrine; I do not support a such doctrine; but I do stand on 
the ground I have announced, that where there is a legitimate 
revenue tariff, the very worst form of protection, the most offen- 
sive form of protection, is that which gives the tariff to the man 
who manufactures the finished product and denies it to the man 
who furnishes him the raw material from which he makes that 
article. 

You are in that case not only protecting the man at the expense 
of the Government, but you are protecting him at the expense of 
the man who furnishes him the raw material. A mancan havea 
margin between the price at which he sells and the price which 
it costs him to make the article, either by raising the price of the 
finished uct or by a reduction to him of the cost of the ma- 
terial out of which he makes his product. By no possible system 
of reasoning can the —— be defended that, in order that a 
man who makes the finished product shall enjoy the full benefit. 
the man who furnishes him the raw material shall be compelled 
to furnish it at a price less than he would if the law put them both 
on the same plane. 

That is all we ask for the raw material. We ask not for pro- 
tection for raw material. I aim opposed to protection for the raw 
material or for the finished product, but I do ask for equality in 
the imposition of duties both upon the finished product and upon 
the raw material. 

The learned and distinguished and eloquent Senator from Mis- 
souri grows unusually eloquent in depicting the great injury that 
will result to those who live upon the plains if the price of their 
lumber is raised, not by putting on a protective tariff, but by giv- 
ing the producer of the raw material the same advantages that 
you give the finished product by the imposition of a purely reve- 
nue tariff duty. How these men, he says, will sweat with drops of 
blood! I want to know in what particular the man upon the plain 
is more d t upon getting lumber cheap than on getting 
clothing cheap, or furniture cheap. Yet the great outcry is that 
if these producers of raw material, who are the least able to pro- 
tect themselves, these men who can not band themselves together 
and have the influence upon legislation that other industries have, 
are simply given equality before the law—and in fact not equality, 
because this rate of taxation does not give them half what it gives 
the other industries—the great crime, the great outrage is that the 
_ = the Western plains will have to pay a little more for their 

umber. 

Do they not have to pay more, necessarily, for all articles out 
of which revenue is raised; and if this is a revenue duty, by what 
right can they or any other claim that they have the right to have 
cheaper material at the expense of the men who produce it? 

Mr. VEST. I understand the web and woof of the Senator’s 
argument in favor of this rate is that it is a revenue duty and not 
a protective duty, 

r. BACON. If the Senator calls it the web and woof because 
he means to include the entire garment, then he is correct. 

Mr. VEST. I will not put the question, if it is disagreeable to 
the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. No; I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
Mr. VEST. I will say the gist of the argument. What does 
he do with the statements made by the men at the head of the 
great lumber companies to the effect that $2 upon white pine is 
absolutely prohibitive, and they intend to have it that way, not 
for te ome to keep it out of the country? Here are their 


ts. 

Mr. BACON. I simply say I know nothing about who they are 
or anything else, or what particular motive they may have had 
in making the statement. I do say—and every Senator, I think, 
will bear me out in the statement—that it is absolutely incredible 
that it should have any such effect. 

Mr. VEST. Here is the evidence. 

Mr. BACON... The evidence that they said so; but I say it is 
contrary to the experience of this Government, contrary to the 
experience of all business, contrary to the experience of all mat- 
ters connected with imports, that a duty of less than 20 per cent 
= should be a prohibitory duty. 

. . Tam ed at the Senator’s statement. Asa 
matter of course, it is not the amount of the duty which of itself 
makes it probibitory. It is the condition of the trade. There 

be such competition that a 5 per cent duty will keep an 

out of the country. 
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Mr. BACON. That is true, but— 

Mr. VEST. You can not put down any rule of 20 or 30 per 
Here is Mr. Winchester, a gentleman very well known in 

the lumber interest, advocating $2 on white pine, and he states 


before the committee that that would absolutely keep it out of 


the country. 
Mr. BACON. And yet the Senator’s colleague on the commit- 
tee read as an authority here a statement from somebody else that 


it would have no effect whatever and that it would be exactly the 


same. Therefore we are called upon to exercise our own judg- 


ment in the matter, because you have brought two witnesses, one 


of whom says it will be prohibitory and the other one says it will 
not raise the price at all. Between the two,I will reject both and 
appeal to the common sense of the Senate as to whether or not less 
than 20 per cent would be a prohibitory tariff under such circum- 
stances. 

Mr. VEST. Let me ask the Senator a question. Does he be- 
lieve that the imposition of a tariff duty has no effect upon the 
price to the consumer? Does he not know that it adds to the price? 

Mr. BACON. Most undoubtedly. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. Then it is absolutely impossible—— 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, | think the state- 
ment made by the correspondent of the Senator from Arkansas is 
utterly incredible, and I think the statement by the correspondent 
quoted by the Senator from Missouri is equally incredible. 

Mr. VEST. He isnocorrespondent. It is the testimony of Mr, 
Winchester. 

Mr. BACON. Testimony, if you please. In my own mind I 
am perfectly satisfied that 20 per cent would not act as a prohib- 
itive tariff. 

In the first place, these Canadian lumbermen, so far as any com- 
petition with the Southern pines is concerned, have an immense 
protection in the large amount of railroad freight—I say protec- 
tion; it isan immense advantage in the way of market price— 
necessary to carry the lumber a thousand miles. But I will not 
pursue that line of argument further. 

Mr. President, [ am unable to appreciate the strength of the 
arguments which are made in favor of free raw material. I can 
not go into the question now, but I do say that unless other things 
can be free there is no reason why raw material should be free, 
and I have never seen or heard the argument which is convincing 
to my mind that there can be any stability in a position of that 
kind. 

I owe an apology to the Senate, and especially to those in charge 
of the bill, for having trespassed this long upon their time; but I 
have ventured to do so in view of the fact that I am called upon 
to antagonize gentlemen on this side of the Chamber, and it is 
necessary that I should make clear the point that I am not in any 
manner abandoning the position I hold, that the correct duty is a 
revenue duty, and that I support this particular schedule because 
it is a revenue duty, and a very moderate revenue duty, and only 
about half or less than half of the average duty which the Senator 
himself, three years ago, when in charge of the bill, assisted in 
putting through this Chamber, where the average, if I am not 
incorrectly informed, was 40 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. Lumber was on the free list. 

Mr. BACON. I know the Senator put lumber on the free list. 
I am bringing it up to test the question as to whether or not the 
present rate exceeds a revenue rate, and | said that my party, of 
which the Senator from Missouri is a most distinguished and 
honored and valued member, found it necessary, when it came to 

ut through a revenue bill—under the name of a revenue bill—to 

ave tariff duties which exceeded 40 per cent in the average. I 
was taking that as a test as to what is a revenueduty. This duty 
is less than 20 per cent and can yot be said to be a protective duty, 
and therefore I am for it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I enter my protest against the act 
of 1894 being considered as a peventens for the Democratic party, 
or that those of us who voted for it, entertaining the opinions that 
I do, should be held responsible for the duties in that act. i have 
stated repeatedly that that bill was passed, so far as my vote was 
concerned, under political duress, because the President of the 
United States, the head of my party, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury said it was absolutely necessary to pass a tariff bill, and 
we had to inake concessions, even against our judgment, in regard 
to the duties that were imposed. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. Leaving that bill out of the question, if the 
Senator were called upon to frame a tariff bill and to state what 
should be the general average of the revenue duties or the tariff 
duties im , 80 as to raise the requisite revenue, so as to con- 
fine it strictly to a revenue basis, what would the Senator say 
would be the lowest limit of the average duties which the measure 
should contain? 
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Mr. VEST. That would depend entirely upon the necessities 
of the Government. 

Mr. BACON. Well, the present necessities. Does the Senator 
think it would be so low as 25 per cent on all? 

Mr. VEST. If we would do our duty and cut down the ex- 
penses of the Government—— 

Mr. BACON. Ah! 

Mr. VEST. That is the first thing to be considered. Then 25 
per cent would be ample, and would make a surplus. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator think it could be reduced below 
25 per cent? 

Mr. VEST. I think it could go below it. 

Mr. BACON. Below 20 per cent? 

Mr. VEST. It is impossible to answer the question without 
going into a discussion as to the necessary expenses of the Gov- 
ernment. I can not, by any possibility, ay, as a matter of con- 
jecture, what the 4 cent ought to be. content myself with 
ga that I would lay no duty for protection. If there come in- 

mtal protection, as it is called, it must come of itself. It 
should not come from any vote of mine. 

When we passed the bill of 1894, I stated at the time, and I re- 

t, that it three things in it which mollified its objectionable 
Sateen, and those three things, the only three, according to those 
who believe like I do, were free salt, free lumber, and free wool; 
and I am sorry that a member of my party—he has a perfect right 
to do it, and I have no right to criticise him—is now willing to 
strike out free lumber and to put this duty upon it which the ad- 
vocates of the duty themselves say is a ibitory duty. A Sena- 
tor can not say that one cent or the other is proper in any case 
and is a revenue duty. You must consider each article for itself 
in framing a tariff bill. 

Take the article of lead and put the duty upon it at 2 centsa 
pound, which is an insignificant one, not amounting possibly to 15 
per cent, and yet it isan enormous duty when you consider the 
condition of the interest. You can exclude an article from this 
country with a oo cent tax. It depends upon the amount that 
isproducedabroad. Itdepends upon the competition. It depends 
upon the condition of the interest at home. 

I do notcare to enter into a general discussion as to raw materials, 
butI will say incidentally that I never had any doubt that the true 
policy of this and every other civilized country is to admit raw 
materials, free in order to enable the domestic manufacturer to 

roduce as cheaply as possible, which necessarily gives the per- 
ted or produced article as ly as possible to the consumer. 
You must follow the relative conditions of the country when you 
consider the — of tariff taxes. France is the wisest coun- 
try in the world to-day as to manufactures, as I said the other day, 
and why? Because French statesmen admit raw materials free, 
increase their value in French factories, send them abroad, and sell 
them for an increased price and ata profit; and it isnot to be won- 
dered at that France has paid off its enormous billion-dollar debt, 
the result of the disastrous war with Germany, and to-day its 
credit is equal to that of any other country in the world, not except- 

Great Britain. France isinferior toGreat Britain only because 
it has no cartying trade. 

Every time you put a duty upon the raw material you handica 
the manufacturer. Every time you handicap the manufacturer 

u give him an excuse to put up the ~_ to the consumer, and 

use I believe as conscientiously and honestly as I believe any- 
thing in the world that our great object in all taxation should be 
to relieve the body of the people, the t masses of the consum- 
ers who are not skilled workmen and who are not capitalists and 
who com the web and woof, to use that expression again, of 
the er tion of this country, I believe in free raw materials, 
and I would make them all free it I could. 

Mr. BACON "Visaweeiecetiaga don 

r. ‘ ope my ill par me a moment. 

Mr. CLAY. Certainly. i \ 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Missouri need not worry him- 
- in regretting that members of his party should take this posi- 


Mr. VEST. I do regret the division in the party. 

Mr. BACON. Very well; if the Senator expresses it that way, 
I have nothing to —— party. I simply say 

Senator can not 
raw material is a principle of the party. 

The Democratic has never said so in a platform. When 
the great issue was e for free raw material, there were some 
very curious whisperings as to the influences which 
which might 
viduals who 


particular 
were behind that doctrine—very powerful influen 
result in very great i 
were thought to 


y 
can not it is a tenet ever expressed 
snd ho cau not square it with that gret fundamental of 
Democratic party that there should be equality of and 


t to some 
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great p 
turer. r. President, when you come to the ultimate co. |: 
any article, that cost is not represented 

facturer alone. The ultimate cost of an article represents )).,: 
only the finishing touch of the manufacturer, but it goes back +, 
the original wor - it, and in that ultimate cost the labor and 
the com tion of all those is represented. 

— . 


enabled to get hi 


p | that its purpose is twofold: First, to 


w anything now or at any other time that 
Diemeoemptie 






party 
that seeks to put a burden upon one man which i 
y by is not Democratic. re 


his fellows, 
The thing which seeks to put a benefit in the possession of , 1,5 
man and deny it to another is not Democratic. ding upon 


Stan 
that as the fundamental principle of the Democratic party, | 3, 
that it is an ingens that anyone should be out of sympat)), 
—o t fundamental principles in general who stand< upon 
pa 


platform. 

a I can not go — he disenssion. We are 
robably ee upon more matters. But tho 
tor is rtunate in some of his allusions. France is 10: , 
roducing country, and she has not paid her dei (5 
owes it to-day im the shape of a bonded de})t, :\,, 

t bonded debt that any nation has. 

r. VEST. She has paid Germany. 

Mr. BACON. And, aside from that, the Senator says that t\\o 
is to aid the general public by ai the manufac- 


by the work of the manu- 


I sho like to know by w tit is sought, in order tha‘ 


the benefit in 


there may be —— pul vanelcaremnel the profit and all 
e possessi 


on of the man who puts the finishing 


touch upon it, and to say the others shall have none, instead of 
having it properly distributed between them all. 


The fact that powers oor = —— that they are 

ra duty say, “If you give th 
free raw aed the equality which he ds, the ame 
facturer must have acompensatory duty,” the fact that they have 
Seubatbhag io dense ein taninanioun teaumdtiog ie ts00 ie 
proper 0, in i may ity, is to so dis- 
tribute these tariff duties that whatever benefit there may bo 
lacie be enjoyed not only by the man who puts 
the touch upon the article, but by every other man who 
has contributed his labor to produce it, eee what- 


ee of address- 
am fully aware that | labor 
under disadvantages. It could not be that a new 
the details of so 

intervening since tho 
Finance Committee made its report; hence I shall confine my re- 
marks to some of the leading features of the bill. I may vivlate 
the unwritten law of ee to discuss so im- 
portant a matter at the beginning of my Senatorial term, but the 
bject », but of 
great interest to the ple I have the honor in part to represent 
i Shamber, hence I feel ita duty I owe to th: m 

to record my reasons for voting against this measure. Mr. Pres:- 
dent, the advocates of this bill do not to disguise the fact 
the Go Schepens bogus mre op ea a i 
vernment, ‘ ‘ industries of the 
United States. It has never been that the Constitution 
gives to us the power to eran’ collect taxes, duties, imports, anil 


excises to pay the honest legitimate expenses of the Govern- 
ment. Wewent have sufficient revenue to meet the needs of the 
t, honestly and administered. This rev- 


economically 

enue can be raised either by direct taxation or by customs duties 
onimports. That pe ee or ener to the former I am will- 
ing to admit; but I do not to state that in my opinion if 
the revenue now raised to pay the expenses of the Government 
were collected by direct taxes, so that the great masses of tho 

could see and fully understand the burdens they bear, our 
annual would not exceed three-fourths the present 


amount. e American le under such a system would never 
submit to the of $140,000,000 annually to pensions. We 
should exercise same 


economy in expenditures, 
revenue is by direct or indirect 
has time declared in 
, and unalterab — toa 


ave been 















to enrich and build up some one at the expense of some one else. 
Again, taxation should always be limited to the needs of the Govern- 
ment when honestly and economically administered. Thus far 
should Congress go and no farther. 

The Government should treat all of its citizens alike. Undera 
government so administered the — will be happy, prosperous, 
and contented, and patriotism will find a lodgment in the breast 
of every good citizen. Taxation is a necessary, but a very dan- 
gerous power. It was Chief Justice Marshall who declared that 
the power to tax is the power to destroy. This has been fully 
jllustrated when Congress levied a tax of 10 per cent on the cir- 
culation of all other bank notes except national-bank issues. 
Everyone knows it had the effect to drive out of circulation at 
once all State-bank issues. ‘‘ When the Government uses the tax- 
ing power and takes the labor and property of one citizen to aid 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


j 
| 


| the present law is let alone and tariff agitation ce 
| nues will gradually increase and the business interests of 
| country will settle down and know what to expect? 


private enterprises and build up private fortunes, or to enrich one | 


class or section at the expense of another, the Government ceases 
to do justice to all of its citizens.” 
It is legitimate to raise revenue to meet the honest demands of 


the Government, but it is absolutely unjust and indefensible to | 


take from one class to enrich another. 
a revenue tariff itself gives to our manufacturers an advantage 
over foreign competition. This I am willing to concede them; 
but I ask that every section of our common country share alike in 
its benefits, and I insist that reason and justice demand that all 
should be satisfied with a Government that pursues such a policy. 
No man’s private business, simply because it has proven unprofit- 
able, should be kept up at the expense of our Government. The 

roposition can not be successfully disputed, when one citizen's 
Tocknens is aided and protected by legislation, it must be done at 
the expense of some one else. It must necessarily follow where 
taxes and restrictions confer wealth and property upon individ- 
nals or sections, an equal amount must be taken from another. I 


otic and unselfish standpoint, and see to it that one section of our 
country shall not be made rich at the expense of another. What 
the producers need in this country is intercourse with the mar- 
kets of the civilized world. Class legislation centralizes wealth, 
builds up classes, and encourages monopolies. It encourages de- 
signing men to accumulate unjustly large and dangerous fortunes. 
It creates the spirit of unrest and dissatisfaction, and justly so 
among masses, who, finally suffering great injustice at the 
hands of their Government, cease to respect, honor, and obey its 
laws, which can but result in the ruin and destruction of the Gov- 
ernment. Our farmers, if they get justice, must have the right 
to sell their s 
the highest ble prices, and purchase articles for consumption 
they can not produce themselves in the cheapest markets. hat 
they want is to create a demand for their surplus products. The 
manufacturer's business has been protected from competition at 
the expense of the consumer. 

Protection has stifled competition, which has enabled protected 
parties to form trusts and combines and regulate the prices of the 
necessaries of life, and, in my honest judgment, the great inequal- 
ity of wealth now existing can be largely attributed to the pro- 
tective system. When it was born its defenders declared that its 
~~ was to encourage our infant industries, to enable them 

advance in that strength and equality that would give them 
ability to compete with the markets of the old country, and the 
father of the system declared himself that three years would 


be sufficient time for them to obtain the necessary strength to | 49 per cent of the amount imported came in packages : 


accom: this Lor pee But now the Government is more than 
a hun years old,and the older, more powerful, and stronger 
these favored industries grow under the protection of the Goy- 
ernment the more determined they become to increase their de- 
mands. It is the doctrine of the Democratic party that all shall 
stand equal before the law, and the Government in making, en- 
forcing, and construing the law shall not discriminate between 
Citizens. It was Andrew Jackson who said: 


When the laws undertake to add to those natural and just advantages 
distinctions and exclusive privil to make the rich richer and 
potent more powerful, the humble members of society who have neither 


nor the means to secure like favors for themselves have a right to com- 
plain against their Government. 


Now, let us examine this bill, or a few items of importance in 
the same, and let us see whether or not, measured by the rules of 
and measured by the rules of justice and equality, it 


deserves of the American people. Let us compare it 

Pith the Wilson bill, which was simply eee te the right direc- 
and is far preferable to the measure. 

Why the necessity of tariff agitation at this extra session of 

the necessity to change our entire tariff laws? 

there be a arene ae een ioe snlive present 

Jaw? Under the present statute markets have been by our 

industries, commerce has adjusted itself to the 

fA the Wilson bill, and now to change the whole 

will upset the entire business of the country. y the neces- 


us products in the markets where they can obtain | 


It must be admitted that | 


| moussum would more than readily meet any deficiency in « 


| it is not revenue alone they are after; their prime purpose is px 
i a 1 : 4 | tection for home industries. 
insist that when it comes to legislation, we must act from a patri- | 


| list under the Wilson bill and placed on the dutiable list 
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sity of raising a hundred millions additional revenue? Does the 
Government need this large, enormous sum to meet its current 
demands? It is not the purpose of the friends of this measure to 
raise revenue to meet current expenses, but to protect favorite 
industries. It is simply class legislation. Is it not true that the 
deficit for 1896 was only twenty-five millions? And this was made 
necessary by the decision of the Supreme Court declaring against 
the constitutionality of the income tax incorporated in the Wilson 
bill. Is it not true that the monthly receipts of the 
now exceed the monthly expenditures? And is 


Government 
it not true that. if 
ase, our reve- 
, It was pre 
dicted by Mr. Carlisle that the finger the Wilson bill remained on 


the statute books the more revenue it would produce. And how- 
ever much we may differ with him about other questions, no 
public man in this nation is better authority on tariff legislation 
than Mr. Carlisle. He has already predicted that if the Wilson 
bill is let alone, instead of there being a deficiency in the revenue, 
the receipts would exceed the expenditures by more than seven 
million dollars. This constant agitation and change of tariff laws 
has done the country incalculable injury. 

Is it not true that there 1s available in the Tr hundred 


asury a 
and thirty million dollars surplus outside the hundred millions 
constituting the gold reserve? Is it not true that thi r 
tures over receipts for the next three years? Give the present law 
a trial, cut down the appropriations, economically administer t! 
Government, and make an honest and faithful effort t the 
present receipts will not meet the honest and legitimate demands 
of the Government. But the friends of this measure declare that 


ive 
Is this justice to all of itize 


I desire to call attention to some of the items taken from t 


our ¢ rs? 


he fre a 


unde 


Senate bill. Bagsfor fertilizers will be called upon to pay a duty. 
equal to 31 per cent ad valorem. On bagging for cotton the duty 


is fixed at one-half per cent per square yard and 15 per cent ad 
valorem. There was imported in 1896, 1,694,758 square yards of 
bagging, valued at $70,191.23. Should the same amount be im- 
ported under the Senate bill, the revenne paid by our farmers in 


| the South who produce cotton will be $19,002.48. 


Cotton ties, used by the same class of farmers,are to pay a duty 
of seven-tenths of acenta pound. There was imported in 1896, 
7,804,420 pounds, valued at $102,527. This would cause our same 
farmers to have to pay extra for their ties used, for preparing 
their cotton for the market, $54,630.94. Under the Wilson bill 
they had the right to go into the markets of the world and pur- 
chase their bagging and ties where they could obtain them the 
cheapest, but the Senate bill denies them this right. In fact, if 
this class of our agriculturists are to receive any benefits under 
the Senate bill I have been unable to discover them. Under the 
Wilson bill salt was placed on the free list. This is one of the 
necessities of life. But the Senate bill expects to raise a revenue 
of more than $500,000 from this article alone. There was 
imported into this country in 1896, 533,264,708 pounds of salt. 
Being on the free list,the quantity in bulk or packages is not 
specified. The Senate bill fixes the duty on salt in bulk at 8 cent 

r handred pounds; in bags, sacks, or barrels, at 12 cents per 

undred pounds. From the best information I can obtain about 
nd 58 per 
cent in bulk. This would make the tax placed on salt equal to 
$516,199.13. The total value of salt imported into this country in 
1896 was estimated at $738,787.36, which, compared with the pro- 
posed duty on salt. is equal to a tax of 70 per cent ad valorem. 

How can the friends of this measure justify before the people 
the increase of the duties upon wool and woolen goods? The Wil- 
son bill placed raw wool on the free list, so the manufacturers 
could go into the markets of the world and purchase it where they 
could obtain it cheapest. Its purpose was to enable them to buy 
cheap raw material, that they might furnish to the consumer cheap 
woolen goods. Should the importations of raw wool and woolen 
manufactures remain the same as they were under the Wilson 
bill, raw wool will be called upon to pay a tax of more than 
$14,000,000, and goods manufactured of wool will be called upon 
ore of fully $45,000,000. The tariff on wool and manufac- 
tured woolen goods will amount to fully $60,000,000, nearly three 
times the amount paid under the Wilson bill—in round numbers, 
an increase of nearly $37,000,000. Now. who pays this vast, enor- 
mous sum? Every man, woman, and child who uses woolen goods 
will be called upon to assist in bearing this burden. Now, who 
receives the benefit of it? Simply those who are engaged in man- 
ufacturing woolen goods. While the sheep grower receives a duty 
of 46 per cent ad valorem on his raw wool, he pays to the man- 
ufacturer more than 70 per cent for the cloth consumed, manufac- 
tared of the same wool on which he received a duty of 46 per cent. 
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The class whose business is thus protected and aided by the Gov- 
ernment at the expense of their neighbors, who receive no similar 
advantages, but whoin reality give part of their substance to carry 
out the favors of the Government granted in the form of law, must 
necessarily grow rich and prosperous in business, while their less 
fortunate neighbors, who bear the burdens of taxation and receive 
no aid or encouragement at the hands of the Government, struggle 
for existence and are unable to even provide the necessaries of life 
for their homes. 
I desire to call special attention to the increased duties and 
protection given tosugar. This additional tax applies both to the 
yroducer and the refiner. If I have any wane with either it 
is with the producer rather than the refiner, but the comparison I 
wish now to make is in behalf of the great mass of consumers, 
for we all know we have seventy millions of consumers of this arti- 
cle of necessity, and while we should give both to the producer 
and the refiner an opportunity to make reasonable profits on their 
investments, let us not forget that the entire people are deeply 
and vitally interested in seeing to it that the cost of sugar is not 
increased as proposed by the Senate bill. We all know thata 
large percentage of the sugar consumed in this country comes from 
foreign countries. We all know the y =p the duties on imported 
sugars the greater will be the cost to the consumer. The Wilson 
bill placed a duty on raw sugar of 40 per cent ad valorem and 
one-eighth of 1 cent per oman additional on refined sugar. The 
cost of refined or nulated ao without a duty is $2.30 per 
hundred pounds, Under the Wilson bill, which gave 40 per cent 
ad valorem and one-eighth cent per pound additional on refined 
sugar and one-tenth of 1 cent per pound countervailing duty, the 
cost of sugar was increased about $1.15 per 100 pounds. 


Cost of sugar without a duty per 100 pounds.__...-....... $2. 30 


Duty under the Wilson bill: 





40 per cent ad valorem, equal to .................---.. - 92 
to SUC FR, DUE ok a oo nc nkiccsndesccsdnensm .12 
ountervailing duty, equal to..............-....-...-- .10 
Total cost per 100 pounds under the Wilson bill _.. .- 8. 44 


Now, let us see what effect the Senate bill must necessarily 
have to increase the cost of sugar to the great mass of consumers. 

How much higher, other cog hae ual, will 100 pounds of 
sugar necessarily be under the Senate bill as compared with the 
Wilson bill, the former a Democratic and the latter a Republican 
measure, : 

The duty on sugar under the Senate bill gives to the refiner $1.16 
per 100 pounds and 85 per cent ad valorem additional,and the 
countervailing duty is equal to 38 per cent. Now, what will be 
the price of sugar under these circumstances? The duty on raw 
sugar is seventy-nine one hundredths cent per pound oo 35 per 
cent ad valorem and two-tenths additional for every degree test- 
ing above 88. 

We know it takes 1074 pounds raw sugar testing 96 degrees to 
make 100 pounds of refined sugar. Granulated sugar will cost as 
follows under the Senate bill: 


Without a duty e IN ss ndiy. nnehoniniiainhtinnmninndners $2. 30 
Duty added by the Senate bill: 
AMIE an. sn Vana dan daw naneduiieivediiadehaaawe 1.16 
Ad valorem duty, 35 per cent, equals.................. . 80 
Countervailing duty equals ..............-..........-- . 38 


which would make the cost of sugar under the Senate bill, 
por 200 pounds, Squall 00...06.6565 0 eccncnewscp ed Wiaeate tks 


The common mind can easily grasp the situation, and see that 
there is a difference of $1.20 per hundred pounds in favor of the 
refiner and against the consumer. 

Now, what is the real protection on refined sugar as against 
raw sugar? ‘ . 

That depends entirely upon the quality or price of the article. 
Take raw sugar testing 95 degrees. The duty on 1074 pounds of 
this class of raw sugar, which would produce 100 pounds of refined 
sugar, would, under the Senate bill, be $1.81. e duties on re- 
fined sugar would be $1.16 specific, 80 cents ad valorem, 38 cents 
countervailing, a total of $2.34 per hundred. Deducting the duty 
on raw sugar, $1.81, would leave a difference of 53 cents per hun- 
dred pounds in favor of therefiner. This is the real protection he 
would enjoy under the Senate bill; and of course in lower-grade 
sugars his protection would be much greater. 

f the calculation is made without taking into consideration the 
countervailing duty, then the difference would be about 15 cents 
per hundred pounds; but it is just and proper to include the 
countervailing duty, for the reason that most of the raw sugar 
imported by the refiners comes from countries which do not 
pay ew while refined sugar comes from bounty-paying 
countries. 

If the Senate bill shall becomea law it means that the Republican 


party by this one change regulating the duties on imported sugar 
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has increased the price more than 1 cent a pound to the great m; 
of a 

ow, W reason or argument can we give to the people th; 
will justify the lawmaking power in adding an additional « oe 
$1.20 for every 100 pounds of granulated sugars used by the eon. 
sumers, The census of 1890 shows that there was invested in t)\j, 
country $24,000,000 in sugar refineries, now owned, controlled, )1),| 
operated by what is known asthe sugar trust. This trust paid in 
dividends to its stockholders last year 10 per cent on $75,000.00) 
It is estimated that $50,000,000 of this was watered stock, the ro] 
ones invested only being about one-third of the amount, 

, in reality, the sugar trust, which has become the scandal of 
the nation, must have paid 30 per cent dividends on the actya] 
capital invested. Now, does this infant industry, under the eo). 
trol of the Havemeyers, deserve at the hands of this Senate this 
additional protection? Is it just and right to the entire people 
that the lawmaking power shall take from the masses by increas. 
ing the cost of living and adding additional millions of profits to 
the pockets of the American Sugar Refining Company, which 
now practically controls the entire sugar refineries of this conn- 
try and which is commonly designated as the sugar trust? The 
lawmaking power of our country is responsible for the organiza- 
tion of this trust. The bounties and favors given by the Govern- 
ment to the sugar interests, thus stifling competition, have brought 
about a condition of affairs whereby the different refiners hive 
organized their properties into a trust, crushing out all small 
enterprises, destroying local competition, and have attained a 
position and standing in both the political and financial world 
condemned by both justice and common honesty. No political 
party can stand before the poe and justify a law which in- 
creases the cost of sugar $1.20 per 100 pounds to the consumer and 
adds additional profits and dividends to a trust that saved under 
the present law more than 30 per cent dividends to its stockholders 
on the capital actually invested. Let every consumer take notice 
that the Senate bill, if enacted into a law, the Republican party 
by one act of legislation has added a duty of $1.20 to every 100 
pounds of sugar consumed and legislated millions of dollars into 
the pockets of the refiners. Have we met here for no other pur- 
pose except to increase taxation? Is the financial issue, so thor- 
oughly discussed among the people, to be entirely ignored? Are 
our friends on the other side determined to do nothing to bring 
about bimetallism by international agreement or otherwise? 

Do they mean for this entire extra session of Congress to be 
devoted to the rearrangement of the entire tariff Jaws, which 
- ly an the re of —— on they believe this is 

the people expect of Congress? Suppose the people had been 
told during the campaign that our friends would simply come to- 
gether to change the tariff laws and increase the duties on the 
necessaries of life. Do you sup now that they would have 
charge of all three branches of the Government? Another item 
in this bill to which I desire to call attention. The Senate bill 
places a duty of 10 cents a pound on tea. For six months previous 
to December 31, 1896 (I take this statement from the Monthly 
Summary of Finance and Commerce issued May 1), there had been 
imported into this country 61,597,497 pounds of tea. From the 
best information I can obtain there will be on hand held by the tea 
importers of this country July 1, the time this law is to take effect, 
about 45,000,000 pounds of tea imported without a duty. Now, 
any man with common sense knows, with a duty of 10 cents a 
ound on tea, we have legislated into the pockets of the tea men 

500,000 by this item alone. Do the friends of this measure cx- 
vec the importations to be as large as they were under the Wi'son 

ill? Ifso, what do they expect to do with the revenue raise? 
Do they expect to give relief to the le by increasing the tax 
on wool and woolen goods $37,000,000, and by increasing the 
tax on sugar $32,000,000, and by placing a tax of $9,090,000 on tea, 
$500,000 on salt, $50,000 on ties, and $20,000 on bagging? Is this 
the kind of relief our friends at this the extra session of Congress 
expect to give to the people?. On three articles alone—woo! and 
woolen goods, sugar, and tea—the Senate oD ergy to collect 
$78,000,000 over and above the amount collected under the Wilson 
bill; and add to this $14,000,000 extra on beer, we have in round 
numbers an increase of $92,000,000 proposed in four items by the 
Senate bill. Will it give relief to the people to thus increase the 
cost of clothing, sugar, and tea, three prime necessities of life? If 
the —— can be made to understand this measure, drawn to (e- 
ceive, it means the doom of the political party responsible for its 
pasenge. Why increase the duties on sugar, tea, and wool, and 

ecrease them on rice and refuse a duty on the importation of 
long-staple cotton, beauxite, and manganese, productions and en- 
terprises of the South? When amendments on these articles are 
reached, will our friends on the other side accord to our section 
the same justice that they ask for theirown? Let us not, Y all 


O86 


18s 


means, this bill sectional. I hope to be heard on t 
amendments when they are reached. 

What protection do we give the millions of men, women, and 
children who toil all day in the burning sun in the cultivation of 

















the soil in the cotton fields of the South? Why should the wool 
manufacturers and the sugar trust be the recipients of favors at 
the hands of the Government, at the expense of the cotton planters 
of the South and the grain growers of the West? 

Why, especially, should this be the case when there is no neces- 
sity for more revenue to run the Government economically admin- 
istered? Why should one section of our country, or one class of 
business forever receive aid and assistance from the Government 
at the exper of the masses? Is there never to be an end to this 
injustice? Why should the Congress of this Government take 
from one class or section toenrich another? Or why should all be 
taxed to benefit a part? 

The Democratic party stands for the freedom and equality of all 
our citizens. What is the real object and pu of this bill? It 
is to enable that section of the country engaged almost exclusively 
and entirely in manufacturing to obtain a higher price for manu- 
factured goods, and it necessarily follows that the purchasers o° 
clothing and other necessaries must pay the increased price. No 
wonder certain sections and classes have advanced in wealth and 

wer while other sections less favored by the Government and 

aring the burdens of unjust taxation have felt the pangs of pov- 
ertyand want. Iknow, Mr. President, I have no prejudice against 
any section of my country. I stand upon this floor and proclaim 
that I am ever ready to oa equality and justice to every section 
and to every class, but if the people whom I have the honor to rep- 
resent have suffered injustice and almost unbearable wrongs they 
have a right to complain. 

Let us examine and see what progress our farmers are making. 
Why is it that our young men are unwilling to remain on our 
farms and cultivate the soil? It is because farming has ceased to 
be profitable. It has always been said the condition of the agri- 
cultural classes mark the civilization, progress, and power of any 
country. Happy, thrifty, and contented farmers are absolutely 
essential to the perpetuity of any nation. It was Thomas Jeffer- 
son who declared: 


The cultivators of the earth are the most valuable citizens. They are the 


most vigorous, the most pemepensen. the most virtuous, and they are tied 
to their country and wedded its liberty and interests by the most lasting 


If we expect our Government to endure and to retain the 
respect, dence, and love of the American people we must 
adopt and sustain a policy that reaches out to and among the 
masses who toil for a living, and give to them the blessings of a 
wise, just, and good government. 

The products of the farm have declined in prices until they 
have fallen below the cost of production. I desire to attach and 
have printed as a part of my remarks five tables showing the 
av ces of corn, wheat, oats, rye, and cotton each year 
from 1878 to 1895, and also a table showing the expenditures of 
our Government each year from 1856 to 1893. In 1873 the farmer 
averaged 23 bushels of corn per acre, which brought in the mar- 
ket $11.40. In 1874 the yield decreased slightly and he received 
for his corn crop $13.40 per acre. In 1879 the yield was about 29 
bushels per acre and he realized in cash about $11 per acre. In 
1895 the average yield was 26 bushels of corn per acre and he only 
received $6.91 per acre. While the yield increased only about 3 
bushels per acre the price went down nearly half. 

Let us take wheat for the same period. In 1873 the average 
yield was 12 bushels per acre and the average price was $14.59 
= acre. In 1879 the average yield of wheat per acre was approx- 
mately 13 bushels and the tarmer realized from the wheat pro- 
duced on each acre $15.27. In 1894 the average yield of wheat per 
acre was the same as it was in 1879 and the farmer realized $6.48 
per acre on the land cultivated in wheat. While the yield per 
acre remained about the same, the price of wheat went down form 
$1.15 to 49 cents per bushel. 

In 1878 the average yield per acre of oats was 27 bushels and 
the farmer realized $10.88 per acre on the land cultivated in oats. 


In 1879 the av yield was 28 bushels per acre and the amount 
realized was $9.50 per acre. In 1895 the average yield per acre 
was 29 bushels—an increase of 2 bushels per acre over 1873—but 


the farmer only realized $5.87 per acre cultivated in oats. Oats 
had declined in price from 52 cents to 19 cents per bushel. 

Tam inde to Mr. Alfred D. Shepperson, of New York, for 
a table given me, ovens the average price of cotton for the same 
period of time. The highest price paid for cotton in 1873 was 214 
trought t pound. A bale of cotton, then, weighing 450 pounds, 

t to the farmer $96.18. In 1892 the highest price paid for 

cotton was 10 cents pound. The same bale of cotton would 
in the market Bis. In 1894 the highest price paid for cotton 

was 8 cents jg higey and the lowest price paid was 5,°, cents 
pound. e of cotton at the lowest price, then, would 

to the farmer less than $26. Farmers who pure 
and contracted debts when farm ucts were selling for 
prices soon realized when co ne wo © Goes 

eee nce pez beshel that there was no hope for 
nothing to expect but bankruptcy and financial ruin; but it 
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may be truthfully said that while the yield per acrein corn, cotton, 
oats, wheat, and rye during the last twenty-two years has remained 
practically the same, nevertheless the general productions of these 
articles have more than doubled. The total number of bushels of 
wheat produced in 18783 was 281,254,700. In 1895 the total crop 
produced was 467,102,947 bushels. The crop of 1895 was not quite 
double the wheat crop of 1873, and while the number of bushels in 
1895 had nearly doubled, the entire crop brought nearly a hundred 
million dollars less than the crop of 1873. The crop of 1873 brought 
$323,594,805 and the crop of 1895 $237,938,998. 

The same could be said of the oat and rye crops. But how 
about cotton? The very existence of the people of my State and 
section depends upon the successful cultivation of this plant. In 
1873 we produced about four and a half million bales. In 1895 the 
crop had about doubled. The highest price paid in 1873 was 218 
cents; the highest price paid in 1895 was about 98 cents, and the 
lowest price paid was about 5,% cents. The price of cotton had 
gone down from 21 cents to 5, cents per pound. This would 
hardly be just had we remained at a standstill in population. If 
you will examine the census you will find that the United States 
has almost doubled in population during the same period of time. 
In 1873 we had a population of about forty million people, and in 
1895 our population was estimated at about seventy million. Then, 
with this increase of population keeping pace with the production 
of this staple, why has the price fallen far below the cost of pro- 
duction? ith this state of facts looking us in the face, how can 
we, as Senators representing great and sovereign St»tes, legislate 
high duties on wool, clothing, blankets, and carpets? The Dem- 
ocratic party, representing now, as it has ever done in the past, the 

eat masses of the people in its popular sympathies, is struggling 

o defend them from this great, unjust, and discriminating tax. 

We learn from the Commissioner of Labor, Hon. Carroll D. 
Wright, that in 1894 the average annual wages paid in the manu- 
facturing industries in the United States was $347 per capita, 
The average daily wages, estimated, paid cabinetmakers was $2.41 
per day; carpenters, $2.75; molders, $2.65; machinists, $2.71; 
painters, $2.82, and plumbers, $3.48. Mr. DINGLEY, the author of 
the House bill, estimated himself, in his speech delivered in the 
House of Representatives April 29, 1894, that the average yearly 
wages paid laborers in manufacturing enterprises in this country 
in 1880 was as follows: 


cs ccnn Uslewandadinetaensecas $300 
I ls cence eteininnel 246 
ite auieacaboswewes 890 
gk cccueduscacnonuccucuese 450 
os aw vei moniahiadaiek 860 
Boot and shoe manufacturers.. __....____._.____..-.. 370 


I thought I would examine and ascertain what were the earn- 
ings of our farmers and the men who follow agricultural pursuits 
for aliving. Being unable to get any definite and satisfactory in- 
formation on this line, and finding in the tariff discussions hitherto 
had no light on this subject, I addressed a letter to the present 
distinguished Secretary of Agriculture, and I ascertained from him, 
through a letter which I now havein my possession (and he made his 
calculations from the last census), that 5,391,573 farmers, plant- 
ers, gardeners, vine growers, and other persons engaged in agri- 
cultural pursuits, deducting from their earnings the interest on 
the capital invested, averaged $6.33 per month, which was not 
quite $76 ~ year. I had him to estimate the average wages 
paid farm laborers, and the lowest amount paid was found to be 
$7.43 per month, including board. 

With the low price of the products of the soil and with the 
financial distress pervading the country, is it just and right to add 
an additional burden of taxation of $100,000,000? Would it not 
be well to look to the expenditures of our Government and to 
endeavor by the most rigid economy in every department of the 
Government to reduce expenses and save the people from another 
change in our tariff laws? We should remember that the total 
expenditures of our Government in 1861 were only about 
$66,000,000, whereas these expenditures now nearly equal a half 
billion. The annual cost of pensions since 1866 has increased 
from $15,000,000 to $140,000,000. 

Pass this bill and place it upon our statute books and its advo- 
cates. and those who reap its benefits will come back with renewed 
energy and demand more protection. This bill will not give re- 
lief to the people. I deny that it was the real issue in the last 
campaign. During the last Presidential election the money ques- 
tion was the paramount issue before the people. 

The platform of the Democratic party declared for the free and 
unlimited coinage of both gold and silver at the present ratio 
without waiting for the aid or consent of any other nation. That 
platform demanded that the silver dollar should be a full legal 
tender equally with gold for all debts, public and private. That 

latform declared that Congress alone had the power to coin and 
ie meaner, and that this power could not be delegated to cor- 


porations or individuals. The Republican party declared against 
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the free and ge pe ges by independent action, butin favor Cereal crops: Estimated production and value, ete.—Continued. 
of the coinage of both me by international eement. And TABLE 1.—Corn—Continued. 

Be: during that heated and exciting campaign the tariff issue was ? 

FA scarcely ever mentioned. We are to judge by their platform that Total. Average. 
is our bliean friends believed that free and unlimited coin SN BR te SSeS ~~ gee 

would a to the country, provided it could be o Value of | Value} Yield | Valno ot 

ro tained by in agreement. This was at least their posi- bushel) dere. [pe s.., 
es tion previous to the election, but since Congress has convened in ative | 

this extra session they seem to have abandoned the money ques- Cents. | Bushels. : 

< tion and have given their entire time to legislation to increase the coats mH =. | $8.93 | 
a burden of taxation. The House of Representatives have practi- 607,918,829; 283.3) 21, 7) 

I 3s cally adjourned so far as legislation is concerned since the new 754,433,451 | 50.6 D7) was 
ne tariff bill passed that honorable body; and mark my prediction, Site oi) Z | 10.98 
oi free coinage by international agreement will prove a failure. Soresesr| g65| sal 
ea At the end of this Administration I predict we will be no nearer 554,719,162 | 45.7| 19.4 a 

: bimetallism by international agreement than we were twenty 567,509,106 | 26.4) = 26.2 i 

= years ago. If you can accomplish free coinage by international Pass &~Wownas. — 

ey eement and restore prosperity you will have redeemed your a ., 
ie pledges to the people, but if you fail to accomplish this desired | 1873 --....-... 254,700 | 22,171, 676 504,805 | 115.1 27} $14.59 

result through international agreement let us have the courage | 187 ---------- —p a oer ois - aa os 12.3 fo 
to grapple with this paramount issue and demonstrate to the | tg7¢7-------~ ’ 356,500 | 27" 627’ oxi | 300) 259,300 | 308.7 FI ‘. 
world that this the greatest ene anon ee ee “ WEEE aon ennn me, us roe Seas 108. 4 13.9 | Ss 
nations, representing seventy millions of people and seventy bil- | {fo ---------- soren , 7. 3.1 | 10 
es lions of wealth, is capable of adopting a financial system that will aetna cos Foon Ti? Sc ane = oe ae 
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Se not expect to see prosperity until there aced upon | 1886 -....-.... 57,218, . 7 12.4 s 
Fe our statute books a iaw providing for the free and unlimited J ener ee ae oe ao san one oe i . 

7 coinage of be inetals ne . any ee eat’ either, ise Se a 400. 5), 000 Be Ih Bee. 705 7s 29 | 0. 
At accompanied, as it must be, by a tariff for revenue sufficient to | 189 --.-..---- 262, 000 | 3a, 087, 1k | S88, 773, 83.8 11.1 4 
be support this Government honestly and economically administered, | 18% ---------- Hicseslmeasiaentent ast at 
a And in order to meet the gro expenditures of the Govern- | iggg------"-""| 306, 181,725 | 34,629,418 | 219,171,381 | 538) 14!) 6s 
f ng Bt, G2, 3%, 171, 

Sl ment, now amounting to half bil of dollars annually, let us | 1894 ........-- 400,267, 416 | 34, 882,436 | 225,902,025 | 49.1 13.2 6.48 
ie place on the statute books, even should it require a constitutional | 1% ---------- recmones wll Lxtenoeiieemns est woman Saad Mlleeadll Mlbahad 
ie ndment to permit it, an income tax, that wealth may bear its TABLE 3.—RyYn.* E 
ae Jost roportion of the expenses of this Government. Let us not | ———————— 

ere. 73 15, 142,000 | 1,150,355 | $11,548,126 | 76.3 13.2] $10.04 

n this age no question is of more importance to the masses of Wutue| tamme| mares| wet we) 3 
the people than the question of transportation. The consolida- 20,874,800 | 1,468,374 | 13,635,8%| 66.9) 13.9 9.20 
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re except as it may be absolu necessary to carry on TABLE 4.—OaTs. 
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then it will not be necessary to increase the cost of living by 320,884,000 | 13,358,908 | 112,865,900 | 32) 24 8.45 
additional customs duties on what we eat and wear. These are ia bre oon eee et Sao oo St +7 
the principles which I have been taught constitute the Democratic 363, 761.320 | 12,688,500 | 120,593,206) B81) 28.7 9. 50 
a creed, and are principles which are founded upon justice and 417,885,380 | 16,187,977 | 150,243,565 | 86 25.8 9.28 
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i Government the sun of heaven ever shone upon.” 571,302, 400 | 20,224 962 | 187,000,264 32.7} 28.1 9.20 
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Cereal crops: Estimated production and value of the United States, from 1873 tao 3,9 3. an ¢ zi ri 
e [From reports of the Department of Agritulture. ] 751,515, 000 or see aie 171. 781,008 | 22.9 27.4 6.26 
ve TABLE 1.—Cory. ~- 23, 621, 000 | 26, 431,389 238, O08, s08 24 19.8 8.4 
e 738,394,000 | 25,581,861 | 232,312,267 | 31.5) 28.9 pb 

4 661, 036,000 | 27,068,835 | 209,253,611} 31.7 24. 4 7.7 
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* Expenditures in excess of revenue. 
TrEAsURY DerPARTMENT, Drvision OF BOOKKEEPING AND WARRANTS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Tuurston in the chair). 


The question is on ing to the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 193, page 60, line 19, after the 
word “measure,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ except white pine.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, paragraph 198 provides for 
a duty on “sawed Inmber not specially provided for in this act, $2 
per thousand feet board measure.” is, of course, includes 
white pine. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has moved to 
add “except lumber made from white pine.” I think the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Missouri should be adopted, but 
Ido not wish to dispose of that question to-day and hope it will 
go over. I therefore desire that paragraph 193 shall be passed 
over, and that we to dispose of the rest of the wood sched- 
ule, if there is no objection. 

Mr. HALE. I shall object to that, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. Pettigrew] asks unanimous consent that aph 193 be 
passed over until the remainder of the wood schedule has been 
considered. To aon, Oe Chair understands, objection is made 
by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hue}. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. If the Senator from Maine insists upon 
his o we shall make less progress with this bill than we 
should if he did not object. 

Mr. HALE. Iam not to be frightened from a legitimate posi- 
tion byathreat. The main subject-matter of the lumber schedule 


is found in 193. Every statute puts that foremost, the 

committee put that foremost in this bill, and it ought to be 

considered , before we to the other and minor 

details. My objection is based upon logic, and I certainly shall 

Se oe ne oaneer Createning thet he ill con- 
me 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I believe I have the floor, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 


is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I see the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] is in his seat. I do not feel myself like discussing this 
this afternoon. The Senator from i 


should go over and 


Het shoal be taken up next , just arrived in the 


eee eae eee himself. However, if 
We have to go on with this schedule, we shall go on with it now 
and go on with it next week also. 
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87 | 8, 407,988.15 | 28,340,202.17 | 129, 235, 498.00 309, 653, 560.75 | 28, 151,900.00 
21 | 7, 426,907.44 | 84, 443,804.88 | 125, 576,565.93 202, 177, 188.25 | 20, 988, 250.00 
99 | 7,061,728.82 | 28,533, 402.76 | 117,357, 890.72 277, 517, 942 450. 00 
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27 | 8,384,656.82 | 29, 456,216.22 | 103, 003, 544. 57 274, 623, 302. | 70, 400. 00 
82 | 5,966,558.17 | 28, 257,895.69 | 100, 243, 271.23 258, 450, 707. 3: 3, 488. 00 
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66 | 6,514,161.00 | 50,050, 279. 42 2,508,741.18 | 260,712, 887.: 4 a1. 05 
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74 | 6,009,158.17 | 63, 404,864.08 | 60,580, 145.97 242, 483, 138.50 | 44,551,043. 36 
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65 | 6,249,307.87 | 80,288,508.77 | 44,715,007.47 | 267, 924,801.13 | 43, 722, 550. 00 
31 | 6,802,207.78 | 87,624,779.11 | 41,001,484.29 | 290, 288,978.25 | 99,086, 173.35 
24 | 6,708,046. 67 | 106, 996,855.07 | 86,000, 284.05 318, 040, 710. 66 | 3B, 847, 859. 50 
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B62, 179, 446. 08 6, 333, 349. 85 





+ Excess supplied from cash in the Treasury. ‘ 


Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. I just returned at 12 o'clock to-day from the most 
delightful country in the world, and am not as familiar with the 
stage of the discussion upon this paragraph as I should like to be. 
I desire to submit some remarks upon the advisability of taxing 
lumber, but I do not feel that Iam prepared to do so this after- 
noon, I certainly heartily join with the Senator from South 
Dakota in asking that the paragraph go over, and I believe with 
him that progress can be made in letting it pass ower until next 
week. I shall then endeavor to get myself in shape to discuss it 
very concisely and without any particular elaboration. 

Mr. BACON. Before the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW] begins his remarks, I hope I may be allowed to say 
that in my general approval of the wood schedule, as to which I 
made no reservation, I had no reference whatever to the two pura- 
graphs alluded to by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jonxs], 
which excepted certain forests outside of this country, in New 
Brunswick. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No; they are forests in Maine, where 
the wood is cut and carried to New Brunswick and manufactured, 
and then brought back free. 

Mr. BACON. I did not mean to commit myself to the approval 
of those particular paragraphs, because I do not regard them as 
part of the wood schedule. As that, however, has been brought 
into the debate, I might possibly be misunderstood if I did not 
make this disclaimer. In my approval of the schedule I had 
reference pasty to those paragraphs now under consideration. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, the principle of protection 
as advocated by the Republican party during all its history is 
that by building up industries in this country through a tariff for 

rotection those industries will compete with each other,and thus 
ower the price of the article to the American consumer. That is 
the fundamental principle of the doctrine of protection, and it has 
been taught on every stump since the Republican party came into 
existence. We have been furnished time and again with exam- 
ple after example of this doctrine and the effect and force of its 
ration. We have been told on every stump in the country 

if we placed a duty of 2 cents a pound on nails that were 6 
cents a pound when imported from abroad, by the applicatian of 
American genius, nails would be reduced through competition 
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resulting from the creation of factories in this country, and sold for 
acenta pound. So always and everywhere we have been taught 
the doctrine of competition, the fundamental principle of our civi- 
lization. 

It was well that the Republican party took that position. Has 
it abandoned that position, or does it stand upon it to-day? If it 
stands upon that doctrine to-day, then it has no application what- 
ever to the proposition to place a duty of $2 a thousand upon 
white-pine lumber. 

The white pineof this country is a peculiar tree, and it requires 
two centuries for it to grow and become fit for lumber. It ex- 
tended from Maine to the western part of Minnesota, following 
the St. Lawrence River and the Great Lakes. It does not repro- 
duce itself when the forest is cut off. 

This map, which I propose to use in illustration of the distribu- 
tion of the white-pine forests of this country, shows where these 
forests were once located, nen in Maine and running down 
through Pennsylvania into West Virginia. The portion of the 
map colored yellow shows the areas which they occupied. Very 
little remains in West Virginia, and but few trees remain in Penn- 
sylvania; the rest has been cut off, and very little still remains in 
Maine. A little white pine is still wing in northern Michigan. 
This spot [indicating] represents the area—a little in Wisconsin, 
a little in Minnesota, and the rest of it has been cut off and de- 
stroyed. Two hundred billion feet have been taken from this 
area in the last twenty-five years, and in the last ten years about 
77,000,000 feet, and all that is left, according to the report of the 
Agricultural Department, made by Professor Fernow, is 17,000,- 
000,000 feet in Minnesota, 10,000,000,000 feet in Wisconsin, and 
5,000,000,000 feet in Michigan. There is a supply, then, to last 
about six years at the present rate of cutting, and then it will be 


ne. 

oeThe lumber supply for the great States of North and South Da- 
kota, Iowa, and western Minnesota was taken from these two 
areas [ifidicating] in Minnesota and Wisconsin. One company 
owns of those two areas of pine 10,000,000,000 feet, and there are 
27,000,000,000 feet in all. A very few companies own the rest. 

The proposition, then, is to place a —_ of $2 a thousand upon 
this timber for what purpose? Mr. P = if a duty of $2 a 
thousand is placed upon this timber, it will be sent down the Jakes 
into the New England market and into New York and Massachu- 
setts. They are supplied with white-pine timber now from Canada, 
and it comes across the lakes and the St. Lawrence River into 
Ohio, New York, and New England. Put a duty of $2 a thou- 
sand on this timber, and then these States will draw upon our 
own sources of supply in Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, 
already two small. 

The surplus in these States, all that the owners can cut, will be 
cut and sent down the lakes into the Eastern market, and the 
Canadian timber will not come into this country at all, but will 
be shipped abroad, for white pine is scarce throughout the world. 
The demand for it is everywhere, and instead of our getting it it 
will disappear from this country, and we shall be compelled to 
pay for what is cut in this country $2 additional a thousand for 
every foot we use. I wonder where the American chyene | Asso- 
ciation is Win this effort is being made to deplete and destroy 
these forests in the interest of a few millionaires who own them, 
which has been going on now for weeks and weeks. There has 
been no protest from them in this direction to preserve the forests, 
and instead of this being an effort to protect an American indus- 
try, it is an effort to absolutely ae | it in the interest of a few 
men who have cornered the entire product. Neither can it be re- 
stored again. 

Our theory of protection is that one factory after another will 
be built up and thus industries be increased, but this proposition 
is to destroy this industry, for these trees do not regrow, as every- 
one familiar with this matter knows, for over this vast region 
where the white pine has been cut other timber has grown up, 
and the white pine is gone forever. Therefore we see there is no 
good argument for this proposition. Are Republicans going to 
vote for this? Are the Senators from Minnesota going to vote for 
it? Are they going to compel the people who live on the prairies, 
their constituents, to pay to the men who have cornered the pine 
of Minnesota and Wisconsin $2 a thousand more than they now 
pay? There are more consumers of pine in Minnesota and Wis- 
consin than there are producers; more men who have to buy lum- 
ber than men who produce it. What ar ent can be made why 
the people of the Dakotas shall be compelled to pay tribute to the 
men who have cornered the pine in these two States? It may be 
argued that it would make a market for Southern pine. We 
already buy Southern pine. 

I bought 2,000,000 feet of Southern pine in one season. That 
pine comes up from this region, Mississippi and Louisiana. We 
use that in connection with white pine. It will not materially 
increase the market for hard — to put a =o white pine. 
You simply put us in a position to be robbed by the men who 
have our timber ly. Take 400,000,000 feet of white 
pine from this region, in esota and Wisconsin, down the 





tree; but this pine, the already short supply, will be draw 
supply the markets of the East, and th king of 
that 400,000,000 feet, which is about the amount of whit. ,;, 

used in the East, will be to add the $2 per thousand to all th. )))..° 
our people bu 


os ——s party—I ought to be silent and allow you to 
the bi n 
carry the State of South Dakota next year or North Dakota, eit) 
Politically, I ought to be silent and let you go on with your work 
Where we h ; me 
year. There is no possible ground on which to justify this sort 
ofathing. But I propose to have it thoroughly understood just 
what you are doing, and then if x 
pro to plead the cause of the brave people who have yone out 
on the frontier and who have built homes on the prairies, many of 
them still living in sod houses because of the agricultural] depres. 
sion which has made it impossible for them to purchase the white 
pine at peocent prices. 


viduals or firms own the white 


like to have the Senator from Nebraska do so if he can. 
stand that the fire warden who has charge of the forests of Min- 
nesota says that there are 200 
kinds of timber in the State of Minnesota. 


«fh ae he United States 
ine su in the 3 
r Mr. PE 


— 


lakes to an Eastern market. What effect must it have upon or 
market? No Canadian pine will come into our count = 


TY—nota 


n off 
© effect of the ta oo 


ard 


y. 
Politically, selfishly—for I do not e t to seek reelection from 


with this provision. I should like to see you do it. 
er, 


ad only 183 majority last year we will have 8,00 nex} 


ou want to doit, very well. [| 


Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator how many indi. 


_ in this country? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I can not answer the question, but I should 


I under- 
firms engaged in the cutting of all 


Mr. ALLEN, Ihave been informed that less than a dozen men— 
possibly, I should put it—own the entire white 


IGREW. I think that is true of these three States, 


Enormous fortunes have been made. I understand the stock of 
one corporation, the wee Boom Company, I believe it is, 
used to be $100 a share, and i 

proposed to add to the price of that whic 
these rich corporations. It hardly seems possible to me that we 


s now $6,000 a share, and yet it is 
h is left for the benefit of 


can indorse anything of the sort. 
It is urged in the interest of protection that you want to equalize 
the cost of producing pine lumber in this country and the cost of 
roducing in Canada. Then, in response to a resolution from this 
y, Carroll D. Wright has shown that it costs more to produce 
1,000 feet of pine lumber in Canada than in the United States, 
Therefore the plea for labor is destroyed. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand, if the Senator will permit me, that 
the theory of protection contemplates the increase of an industry 
rather than its decrease. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. I have enlarged upon that 
point somewhat. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator has shown that the forests are rap- 
idly disappearing, and that in the course of a few years they must 
become extinct entirely. Therefore the theory of protection cer- 
tainly can not a — an industry of that kind. 

Mr. PETTIG . Certainly not. Ithink I stated that within 
twenty-five years we cut 200,000,000,000 feet of white pine and 
used it up. There is left in this country and in Canada about 
75,000,000,000 feet, not over 85,000,000,000 at the outside. 

There is not ten years’ supply of white pine in both countries, 
and yet the proposition is to drive the white pine across the sea 
and to seek markets off from this continent and turn the whole 
attention of those who are destroying what is left to the small 
tracts remaining in these three States. Why isit? Who urges 
it? Is it the men who use timber on the prairies? Who wants 
this done? Simply the men who have cornered the pine in these 
three localities and are already many times millionaires. They 
are in haste to realize upon their investment. They have to pay 
taxes. They are in haste to close this market, so that they can 
take advantage of the cheap freights down the lakes and dispose 
of the entire timber and realize at once, and then perhaps do ag 
some of our millionaires, move to Europe and enjoy the rest of 
their days. 

I do not know that they will goto Europe. I donot blame them 
at all or gw rich; I do not blame them at all for advocatin; 
this tariff, but I do blame the — . of those States i 
they will allow them to do it. ho must be opposed, then, to 
this increase in the value of the small areas of remaining pine? 
The people who live throughout this aes. on the prairies of 
Minnesota, Iowa, and the two Dakotas. How longare they going to 
bear the burden uncomplainingly? Not more than one more elec- 
tion, and I doubt if they do that. : 

There was presented (I think it was printed in the 
RECORD) a statement showing amount of pine, from a report 
of the icultural Department, and also a statement from Car- 
roll D. Wright as to the difference in the cost of production in Can- 
ada and the United States. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Would it disturb the Senator for me 


Oe ee 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Not at all. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator explain the map a 
little? Ido not understand just what is meant by the different 
colors on Somer. For instance, what does the green indicate? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This green area is Canadian white pine, 
about 40,000,000,000 feet board measure. That is the country 
which it occupies. This yellow area [indicating] is the region 
in the United States that once had white pine, and these [indicat- 
ing], the green spots, show the region where there is still white 


ine. 
Pir. JONES of Arkansas, I see. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. These three green tracts here [indicating] 
represent the area covered by white pine, but do not represent 
the exact locality of the white pine in those States. For instance, 
it is sca more. ; . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It gives the proportion? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It, however, gives the proportion of area 
which is now occupied by white pine and that which was occu- 
pied by white pine. I presume in Minnesota, for instance, some 
of the very best white pine still remains in this locality [indicat- 
ing], near Red Lake. 

. JONES of Arkansas. What is the coloring below; the 
yellow in the Southern States? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Theyellow pine, the long-leaf pine. There 
are three varieties of pine in the Southern States, long-leaf or hard 
pine, short-leaf, and loblolly pine or soft pine; this peaientiog! 
represents the area of that pine. For instance, in North Caro- 


lina— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What does the coloring on the Pa- 
cific side represent? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It represents the forests of the Pacific. 

Mr. CULLOM. What kind of wood is it? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Not white pine. There is not a tree of 
white pine on the Pacific Coast. Itisthe redwood. There is some 
redwood in this locality [indicating]. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will permit me, I will state that 
the redwood on the Pacific Coast runs from the point indicated on 
the in California clear up nearly to the northern line, but 
toward the coast. The redwood is on the coast, right in there [in- 
dica’ , in Mendocino and Humboldt counties. 

Mr. GREW. That is where I sup it was. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The other embraces the coniferous 


trees? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Cedar, Douglass fir, spruce, and hemlock. 
er body of timber in all this region, with which I am more 
than the other,is the Douglass fir. It is a hard fir, of 
great strength, and very valuable, but it isnot white pine; neither 
ould it be affected by a provision putting white pms on the free 
list, for all the timber of British America, west of the Rocky Moun- 


é 


tains, is of the same character—entirely so. I understand that 
there isa little white pine on the mountains of Idaho, not 
exactly like the white pine of this lower region near the Great 
Lakes [ ], but it is very near akin toit. That is all the 
white ing in this country. 

Mr. t, I now intend to answer some of the ar. ents 


which have been made in favor of putting a duty on white pine. 
It was stated yesterday, I think, in debate, that the stumpage in 
Canada is only 50 cents a thousand. That is not the fact. The 
Canadians first estimate their timber. They advertise for bids and 
sell it subject to a stum of $1.25 a thousand. For instance, 
it is advertised in time so that men who wish to purchase can go 
in and explore the forests themselves. They go in and explore the 


forests and estimate the timber. The price is about $2.50 a thou- 
sand, subject to a stum of $1 to $1.25, which is to be paid when 
the timber is taken. en a purchaser makes an investment in 


standing trees of $2.50 a thousand, subject, when he cuts it, to an 


additional ent of $1.25 a thousand. 

_ It has also stated that the Canadian logging streams are 
improved by theGovernment. Thatisnotcorrect. I do not care 
to go into the subject further than to make the statement that it 
is not correct and to cite my authority. The matter of protection 
f.om fire in Canada has also been urged as one of the advantages 
of lum but the owners are required to pay one-half. They 
have to Pay | 50 a thousand, while the Canadian Government is 
insereatan the $1.25, which is not paid until the lumber is taken 
off. 

Ihave in my hand a statement made by a large number of 
American citizens seorenns every objection raised against plac- 
Governor Bich, of Michigans Albert Pack. FW. Gilchrist, of 

gan; A oe. We christ, o 
Michigan; W. L. 


W. L. Procter, of New York. It is also signed bya 
onan of ay tg to = fyiecioe « Pa ne ree, ye " 

argumen vor g a duty of $2 a thousan 
aor lask the Secretary to read the document. It is 
short, and it will get into the Recorp in that way, and I wish to 
present the facts to the Senate 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 


THE LUMBER TARIFF. 


To the members of the Ways and Means Committee 


of the Fifty-fourth Congress. 
GENTLEMEN: On December 31 last a hearing was had by your committee 


on “Schedule D” of the new tariff bill in preparation, covering wood and 
manufactures of wood. 


The undersigned were not present at this hearing, for the reason that we 


looked upon the former action of your committee, in framing and recom- 
——— and posing Songn the House of Representatives what was known 
as the 


relatively proper tariff to be placed upon white-pine lumber 


ingley tariff bill, as a deliberate expression of judgment as to the 


From the entire list of imports, free and dutiable, only the wool schedule 


and the lumber schedule were singled out for individual consideration 


We had noted that wool and woolen goods were made dutiable at the rate, 
generally, of 60 per cent of the duty imposed in the McKinley bill of 1890, and 
that lumber was likewise made dutiable at the rate of 60 per cent of the duty 
under the 1890 law, or at the rate of 60 cents per thousand on undressed white- 


pine lumber. 


And when this bill was reported to the House it was shown that it would 


add to our national revenues about $40,000,000 annually; that it would meas- 


urably restore the woolgrowing industry; that it would put the nation on a 


debt-paying basis,and so bring in an era of business confidence and pros 
perity. 


Thus it was that we naturally relied upon your committee to take such 
moderate, just, and considerate action on the wood schedule as was had when 
the McKinley law was framed, and as had been foreshadowed in your so re- 
cent action along the lines of the McKinley bill in its treatment of lumber, 


and we therefore did not appear at the appointed hearing. 


It was not foreseen that a committee appointed at a meeting originating 
with the Southern Lumber Manufacturers’ Association, a body of gentlemen 
who produce no white-pine lumber, and who have a large natural home 
market for their products, with an extensive and growing export trade, 
would come before you, and with representations as to facts, often know- 
ingly and willfully incorrect, create such a prejudice against Canadian lum- 
ber producers as.to lead you to double the rate of the McKinley tariff on un- 
planed white-pine lumber, making it § per thousand instead of $1, thus in 
effect probibiting ts importation. 

To be specific, we refer to the printed report of the tariff hearings upon 
which your action was based. 

It was stated by the chairman of the lumbermen's committee, as appears 
on pages 489 and 490, that the Canadian Government ‘demands only 0 cents 

r thousand for their lumber (stumpage) instead o: $3, as our Government 
Seenandes” that this 50 cents per thousand is not paid until the lumber is 
ready to ship; and he asks if this is fair to compel American lumbermen to 
compete with foreign producers on such a basis 

Another member of the lumbermen's committee adds the misinformation 
that in Canada the timber can be bought from the Government “ at ali times"’ 
for 50 cents per thousand. 

We here state in contradiction of these gentlemen the fact, well known to 
at least some members of their committee present, that Canada pine timber 
can not be bought “at all times’ from the Canadian Government for 3) cents 
per thousand, nor at any time. 

At intervals, averaging, perhaps, three years, the Canadian Government 

sells the right to cut certain territory definitely subdivided into what are 
called “timber limits,’ which are sold at auction to the higher bidder, sub- 
stantially for cash. The money thus paid is called the ** bonus,”’ and amounts 
in Ontario, where most of the lumber is produced which comes to this coun- 
try, to from two to four dollars per thousand feet on the timber standing on 
the limit, with an average of about $2.50 per thousand. 
Once bought, these limits are sold or lumbered by the purchasers just as 
pine lands are in this country, and when cut, the Government requires the 
agama of a final stumpage charge, ranging from §1 to $1.25 per thousand 
eet. 


It can be safely stated that the average cost to the lumbermen of the white- 
pine Canes cut in Ontario during the past three years, including this final 
peepee, nearly, if not quite, $4 per thousand feet for the merchantable 
t r. 
Again, the chairman of the lumbermen’s committee states (page 496), in re- 
ly to a question by Mr. Johnson, that the labor cost of lumbering is higher 
this country than in Canada, while it is well known among lumbermen 
that such is not the case. 

Since American lumbermen have entered so largely into the operation of 
Canadian timber, it isa rule that wages have advanced there fully to the 
American standard. Further, and by reason of the broken and mountainous 
surface and the long, rocky, and difficult streams to be driven, the labor cost 
of lumbering is not less than §1 per thousand more than in Michigan, Wiscon- 
gin, and Minnesota. 

On 502 it is stated in the memorial individually signed by the ways 
and means committee of the lumbermen, including gentlemen who knew to 
the contrary, that “the Canadian Government carries the timber until it is 
cut without interest or hazard tothe manufacturer, besides improving the 
streams and supporting a corps of forest rangers." 

We have already pointed out the payment of a bonus for the right to cut 
of an ave of not less than $2.50 per thousand feet, which is surely at the 
hazard of the purchaser. 

The Canadian logging streams are not improved by the Government for 
the lumbermen, but are improved, instead. when necessary, by companies 
and individuals, as in this country. 

The claim that the Canadian Government carries the fire risk is the near- 
est approach to « correct statement of Canadian conditions made before your 
committee, since it may be said to be one-third true. The limit holder car- 
ries, say, $2.50 of risk and the Government $1.25 of risk in each thousand feet, 
but the advantage of the Government carrying this risk is really considered 
and paid for when the right to cut is purchased. 

As to the fire-ranging expenses, the limit holders are charged with the 
pa 


ent of dne-half. 

e have gone over this matter categorically in order to bring before your 
committee plainly the fact that it has been imposed upon in these formal 
statements made to it regarding the stumpage cost, labor cost, and the nature 
of timber holdings in the Canadian pineries. 

These statements were made to create the impression that Canadian lum- 
ber competition was unequal and ruinous and tofurnish a foundation upon 
which to stand and ask for protection against it. 

But it is not for protection nor for revenue as politico-economical prin- 
ciples that this lhumbermen's committee has established itself in this city, ‘to 
sit as long as Congress sits,"’ with its president and its two vice-presidents and 
its three stenographers of which it boasts. 

Their business here is to prohibit Canada pine lumber, which is nearly all 
used in New England and New York, and to compel people to buy their 
Southern lumber, whether they want it or not. 
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On page 554 of the record is the following from one of the lumbermen's 
executive committee: 
“@. Mr. Evans. What doyou think the duty gught to be? 
‘A. Mr. Wincuester. It caans © . be prohibitive 
. Mr. Evans. W 

“A. Mr. WINCHESTER. oh stat shout” 

We submit, gentlemen that e when our forest: 
conditions warrant a rohibition of Loe Sie e, and that the day 
not now, and never will come, when the people who use it will meekly sub- 
mit to see it shut out in order that they may be forced by a special interest 
to use an inferior and unwanted lumber which that interest has for sale. 

Not only would the imposition of ae duty work injustice 
upon our own people ut also upon toward which country we must 

reafter la for a qonsenseie eames of our supply of white-pine 

and lumber. Such a duty would the trade relations between the 

two countries, which should amicable and a profitable, strained 

and mutually damaging, a condition which legislation should seek to avoid 

“ae an papers, 

dont oe te condition - the bumber peters ry is pointes = asa ecnnen 
thid probit itive legislation a wn in response 

questions by Mr. Jonmnson and Mr. vatwe oS nddremod to one of the executive 

coi1nmittee, that lumber did not to decl until 1898, or three 
after the reduction of the duty on eine etne bam umber from $2 to 

i per 5 outa under the McKinley bill; t it was in fact higher in 1892 

by $1 ‘= housand than in 1890, 4 the tariff change was made; 

oan that tas =, rice later was only in ay in apap’ == correspondence 


th the a tat the price of commodi ga period of great 

siness depression, 

To attribute the fall in the price ot Samatoms lumber to the effect of the 

ian importation is either —— en. 

The distress in the lumber business is sah s from the At- 

Bow lon te be oon niity om "he ar iNew vor. — 
umber enters In quan ew an ew Yor 
The claim of the the chairman of emabermea’s committee that it seriously 


enna eaten alaaets is unfounded, as the trade well knows and as 
the table of imports y my 
And here are the figures the “* total annual cut, inck uding all material 
uiring bolt or log size,” as shown by Prof. B. E. Fernow, Chief of Division 
of Forestry, in his circular dated February 10, 1896, as to coniferous woods: 


Feet B. M. 
WIGS EMO «ooo. concen ndincee ncescesecoss nesersocdnencacnendsswensee 12, 000, 000, 000 
POCO OE Bionic concen ccbendicnnge< ccccqccdsé dcecssosence ceccos 5, 000, 000, 000 
— a dtieneniencesatseandetiabanadiinmnthes dtninkbentind 4, 000, 000, 000 
iiaitiemaneelaitiidtnanpetneinikimecimatiadstasentd sins 4, 000, 000, 00 
rele Tone PERG COE DORRIT «2.200 2nccaccoeccee cowcccecenesesceses 8, 000, 000, 000 
Shenae saniksaien Adibipuldatatiiduinn nets dnsleiSminpiiiidinenaadineaitaiiinanes 500, 000, 000 
wood sii yin aipemmenne eiien aimtnatitalonaiddatiannainiitiiadiiaiainitiigeniiiats 500, 000, 000 
SEI INGE wo ncccice ctivnscwcdetstuncshtescdnieddann nbehiibouen 1, 000, 000, 000: 
eRe... cnncunesddandempesnnccencthnadentbancagntns 30,000, 000, 000 


fal Supertation of lumber trem Casede 
under Ts, feet, or less than 2} per cent of mnesota, with mills lvuated | ®2 
rmen of Mississippi, the luambermen of Minnesota, with mills situated 

the of the W: rn prairies, w who send lumber to Canada asa part of 
ir eee t it is this insignificant Canadian import into 

remote Eastern States that has broken down the price of lumber through 


ache 
Tt 1s a fact to be noted that it is white pine (the home su y of which will 
be exhausted at the ne eee ee ek, eel te years), a timber which 
does and the most valuable wood known to men, that it is 
ee ene 


-pine forests. 
“a this lumbermen's committee threatens 
the public press that i'we do not wnte with them and insist upon the two- 
Cane Siene enill 


dollar duty on ~y— eae aoe 
on logs eta or as though the 
Congress of the United a 

To coerce us to hole, <i stentpeins | pene pee be 1 oe = ma- 
terial, which, under the Sage alwa ~ 1 

In con , we call om at the w 
lumber industry in on, the St State which f for nearly half a cuntund haa 


nit es its pein. 
rn shore, from Mackinaw to Detroit, Pitnstading the great 


Saginas ¥ er ceaus ten hous guotnest Gpeing. Oe ears an aver- 
auanal’y of 1.100,000,000 feet of pine lumber. *sthe he amount ._—— 

ahrunk since 1888 because of the passing away of forests w 

oot & only petaral bos su oe apres lies just across Lake 

Huron in tario, from which - ha nae ve been rafted to the 

in 4 ear, oo ean tie amount will « wale sw rous times to 

a no and — oo ete., will keep 

saw mills 


wood and i 
euauing compere Se chain of towns which have been built 
Beer ee ustry until other and permanent enterprises shall have 


forests now ate See ep ene RAE ae ine Gey Sees 


ten years ago, aud are on ee. 
ten years t State has farnished one-half of the white- 
pine lum wey et ee res ae ee come, as will 


refore, not only from a State but from a mae entostnt, the 
shore should be kept in commission, and om only 


by stoc tee wih Canation ow SO. 
Under a two-dollar duty on Canadian lumber this would be impossible, as 
% oe ould naturally retaliate with an au export duty or some forms 
n 
But with not over e one-dellar dut =a Canadian white-pine lum- 
ber we believe relations of comity which will give us logs 
The cakes Gaaies i wien bags temas interests, rep- 
e® unde 
resent M lumbermen with a capacity for an annual production of 
r foot of bumben, Gr meu them the Gamual fagertation trom 


was looked upon recognition of the passing 
Caer renee 
— the wood of the proposed tariff bill shall 


‘not exceed the rates in the MoKinley ; and we earnestly protest against a 


two-dollar duty pn rough white-pine lumber as prohibiti ‘ 
by our forestry conditions, and as not Justifiable before the people o mnneg 
see a good plain reason for a tax upon the roof st 


Wy. L. CHURC 
Ww Soon et. 


eae CHRIST, 
& E. MOULD, 
Comm i+ 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. The paper is signed by a very large » 
ee of orn in oo eee. of lumber in Mic es n 
and other States ne 0 r; firms engaged in lumbering 
in New land also the aad . 

Mr. W N. May aaa. Maerees the Senator from South Dao- 
kota to ask him a question for information only? 

Mr. PETTIGRE I should be very glad to have the Senator 
a me, 

ILSON. Is it not a fact, also, that these gentlemen who 

signed the paper are large owners of Canadian stumpage, ae th 
desire to manufacture upon that side and ship it into this sid. (> 


*s dut, mee 
STTIGREW. I should not be sed if many of them 
we cas of Canadian stumpage. I think that is very likely the 


fact. > oe _ ta ned one le from my argument, |: 
ever. ve simply read respectable gentlemen a ref) 
tation of many of peatens made on the other side. "So o fa 


as my argument i: cena it is not affected one particle ly the 
fact that those men own timber in Canada. Nota single stick of 
Canadian timber will come into the country where I live, and you 
pee shut out the Canadian timber which these men wish to «ut 
ut hich supplies the co ag a - oe take the timber 
supplies coun represent and supply the New Eng- 
, and thus all the sooner exhaust — ply and make 
aos y $2 a thousand additional. My amendment does not affect 
the Coast. You have no white pine eee into that 
country—not a tree, not a stick, not a board. Every partic!+ of 
lumber which will come in competition on the Pacific Coast is 
the Canadian lumber on the Coast, which is not white pine. 
Mr. WILSON. It is commonly called Portland pine. 
Mr. wives, _ is Domains fir and cedar and spruce. 
Mr. WILSON. _ fir and cedar and spruce. 
Mr. PETTIGREW t what is more, Mr. ident, in 1893 
in Puget Sound there were wo 4 atone time loading with |um- 
eee Se. a = en al 
America. get their the forests of 
acer ade ae - thet load How fi, 
a y — Sound good, that th 
free lumber? If lumber was 
r in Canada, why they not load in Canada instead of 
J down into Puget 


: 
a 
spt 
on 
: 


F 
: 
: 
: 
a 


ng at different 
ts in a Sound when I was there in 1893, and they were 
or foreign trade. So did not load in Canada. 


However Mr. President, the of Carolina can be man- 
ufactured for $6.50 a ana The white , owing to the 
of , can not ae for less than 
$1 oS Donate. Ever een ae ew be used m 
with w en figures regare to the 
cost and the production ng umberin North Carvin om 
Saltetin Bee ot te Moe Carolina Geological Survey, J. A. 
Holmes, State geologist, in which he says: 
seasons of the year. The price paid at the mliefor this tinier sf 
to $5 2 thousand feet board for "pina, and from $8 to $i for 


and oth of the 
pine. 


The cost, which is stated at $3.75 to $5 a thousand, would make 
if we add the cost of 

ae not exceed $2.4 six dollars and 4 
to | half manufacture a thousand feet of pine lumber in Nort! 


It is well known that along the coast anywhere, wiiite 
elements — feet, even for coarse |un- 








— 


emaaaocre | 
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for some , but for others it is not worth so much. For 
instance. for exterior work white pine takes paint, while pitch 
ine will absorb more or less moisture, it will not absorb paint. 
nsequently, in our Northern latitude, the moisture gets in 
under the paint and drives the paint off. Therefore for outside 
work in our Northern ions it is not good, but for inside work 
it is excellent, and we finish our houses with it, more or less. We 
use it where great structures and heavy timbers are required, etc. 

Further than that, an absolutely clear board of white pine is 
worth $50 a thousand in New England to-day. An absolutely 
clear board of Southern pine will bring about $25 a thousand. 
They can not compete, with that great difference in price. They 
are used for different purposes. Therefore the proposition here 

ented in insisting upon a duty on white pine is simply that 
ire owners of the forests in Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Michigan 
shall be allowed to levy a tax of $2 a thousand upon the people 
who live upom those prairies; and that is all there is to it. 

Now, let us seoabout thesupply. It has been said by a Senator 
that I do not tell the truth about it; I will let Senators quarrel 
with somebody else besides myself upon the subject. 1 have in my 

ds an ‘“*extract from a statement prepared by the Chief of the 
orestry Division, transmitted by the Secretary of Agriculture to 
the United States Senate in response to the resolution of Sena- 
tor Wit1AM E. CHANDLER of New Hampshire, passed April 14, 
1897; referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered printed, 
ril 19.” 
ADnder the head of ‘‘Supplies,” I read as follows: 

For Minnesota the chief fire warden of the State has attempted a canvass 
(see Appendix 2), the result of which would indicate nearly 18,00).000,000 feet.as 
standing in the State, ee Sway pine, the estimate having been made 
for 15. This has been criticised by competent judges as much too high; 


nevertheless. adding the estimates of ali other kinds of coniferous woods, 
some of which as yet remains unused, it is thought that a statement in round 


numbersof 000 feet of coniferous wood in Minnesota fit for lumbering. 
though large, be reasonably enough near the truth for our purposes 
In forecasting the probabilities. 


Now, of that, between three and four billion feet is Norway 
pine, and not white pine. 

I have in my hand the report of the chief fire warden of the 
State of Minnesota. In this report he undertakes to give an esti- 
mate of all pine timber in the State by counties, and of all other 
timber in the State by counties, and then he sums up and makes 
this statement: 


Feet. 
OE 14, 424, 000, 000 
OE i tina einen noc c cece enaseccens o--<-0 3, 412, 475, 000 


Gray (or jack) pine 640, 000, 000 
So there is the authority for the supply in the State of Minne- 


fota. 

Now, about Wisconsin. The data with regard to Wisconsin is 
not as accurate as E should lik., and yet it shows considerable in- 
vest'gation upon this subject: 

For Wisconsim, official data are entirely lacking. An estimate of ten billion 


as the maximum stand of white pine and Norway pine has been made by a 
competent lum! 


Then he cites: 


(See A 3.) Asthere is considerable hemlock and other coniferous 
wood in the State, and as it is preferable to overstate, we may treble this 
ount and take 30,000,000,000 feet, a probable overstatement of SD) per cent, as 
a of coniferous timber fit for lumbering standing in 


Now, from that I make the statement that there are 10,000,000,000 
feet of white pine; of other kinds of pine, of Norway pine, spruce, 
and hemlock, 5,000,000,000 feet. 


For Michigan a canvass from township to township has been made by the 
commissioner of labor of the State for (see Appendix 4) which develops 
one-quarter million 


an area two and acres in pine and hemlock— 
Which will cut 000,000 feet of lumber. 
The reason why I e the statement that 10,000,000,000 feet of 


white pine is all there is eee remme os oa of _ eoment 

e ma gricultura part- 
fact, established by authority, by care- 
estigation, somewhere near with the 
yom of destruction which has 


0 —- in Michigan and 
innesota, where we have authoritative data upon the subject. 
We know well that the pine 


forests of north Wisconsin 


Dakota very largely, our people having drawn 
entire supply from the forests of north Wisconsin 
during the last few 


If this is eorrect, these white-pine forests are bound to disappear 
or and no possible excuse can 
be urged why we Rawey fas Gcotractions 
Of course the price of pine timber has declined, but it was not 
Prause Canadian pine could come in free. The price of white 
ee mene won, We tee Best place, to 1893, 
an enormous demand which stimulated eu of the trees; 
but to the depression which came with a decline im prices 
the complete demonetization of silver in this coun- 
Tepeal of the Sherman law in 1893, with the misery and 


2 

E 

g 
sis 





000,000 feet. 
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distress which came to the farming community all over the land, 
our towns ceased to grow and our people ceased to prosper, and 
they were unable to purchase. But the lumbermen had continued 
the cut, and the dull season found a large amount of pine on 
hand, and competition among the luambermen lowered the price; 
and that is all there is to it. 

Now, there is another thing, Mr. President. These same men 
who can combine and open an office here in the city for the pur- 
pose of securing a duty of $2 per thousand on pine can easily com- 
bine, after they have secured a duty, to maintain the price at the 
full limit of the tariff. 

Sometimes I have thought that the condemnation of trusts was 
left out of the Republican platform at St. Louis on purpose to 
get an excessive tariff upon a great number of items that con 
sumers use in this country, and then combine without violating 
their party pledges in putting the duty up to the limit of the 
tariff. The two conventions before the last denounced trusts, 
but when the trusts got together in convention at St. Louis they 
concluded not to abuse each other, and left it out entirely. 
so we have these excessive raises all through the pending bill. 

In 1890 the consumption of white pine produced from the mills 
of Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Michigan was 8,.352,000,000 feet; 
the price per thousand was $11; the duty, $2 per thousand. In 
1891, with the duty reduced to $1, the consumption was 8,333,- 
000,000 feet; the price was $12 a thousand. Im 18% the con- 
sumption was 9,123,000,000 feet; the price was $12.50 a thousand 
and the duty $1 a thousand. Im 1893, the year of the general 
panic, we consumed 7,073,000,000 feet; the price was $12, the 
duty $1. 

Now what happened? The lumbermen produced as much that 
year as the year before, but the consumption had fallen off 2,000,- 
The consequence was a stock on hand, so that in 1894 
this lumber fell to $9.50 a thousand. In 1895 it rose to $10, and in 
1896 it fell to $9.50, and the consumption fell off to 6,082,000,000 
feet. 

Now, I contend that these men are anxious to realize; they want 
to shut the Canadian pine out of New England and the Eastern 
States and make a market for their pine, and thus destroy com- 
pletely those forests from which we draw our supply, and make 
us pay $2 a thousand more than we are now paying for their prod- 
uct. The question is whether the Republican party is going to 
help them do it. That is all there is to it. It does not affect any 
other interest. The lumber producers not only in this region, but 
in other regions of the country, have combined for the purpose of 
carrying this out. Of course you may help them do it, but I am 
bound that you shall do it knowing the facts. . 

Now, a few words upon the subject of revenue, Mr. President. 
I do not know that my friend from Georgia said that he is in favor 
of this duty, but he said he is in favor of no duty unless it is a 
revenue duty—that no protective tariff whatever would receive ap- 
yroval at hishands. There isnot very much revenue in this. For 
instance, white pine is used for boxes. They do not want pitch 
yine to ship meat products, because it makes them taste or smell. 

ey do not want pitch pine to ship a high class of goods, for in- 
stance, such as clothing, dress goods, etc., beeause it gives a taste 
or smell, or the pitch melts out and destroys and injures the goods, 
White pine makes the best boxes because it does not warp, it stays 
in shape; and they use it to ship dressed meats, they use it to ship 
petroleum, they use it as cases for bottles, and so on; and the quan- 
tity used is enormous. 

The bill provides that there shall be a rebate of the duty if it is 
exported. It is within thirty days that the Standard Oil Company 
let a contract for $30,000 worth of boxes, and they specified (per- 
haps here is the reason why we want a duty on white pine) that 
the boxes should be made out of Canadian pine. Why? Because 
they would get the rebate of $2 a thousand. When they were 
asked why they insisted on Canadian pine they said, ‘‘ There is 
going to be a duty of $2 a thousand on pine, and we will get the 
rebate.” Armour ships large quantities of boxes to Europe, and 
he will be placed in thesame situation. Sothe Government really 
would be imposing the duty for the purpose of putting it into the 

kets of these people. Here is another trust to be taken care of. 
wo hundred million feet it is estimated are exported in this way. 

Mr. CAPFERY. Will it interrupt the Senator if Iask hima 


And 


question? . 
Mr. PETTIGREW. It will not interrupt me at all. 
Mr. CAFFERY. What is the amount of the rebate allowed? 


Mr. PETTIGREW. The same as the duty, $2 a thousand. 
Mr. CAFFERY. Then it is practically free? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes; it is free to those people. We are 
ting to the point where we do not care how much the pro- 
ucer of wealth pays, so we let the fellow who gets away from 
him what he produces go free. We imported from Canada in 
1895, 750,000,000 feet. This country consumed, 1 suppose. twelve 
or fourteen billion feet of lumber. So this amounts to about 24 
cent. Of the 750,000,000 feet imported from Canada, about 
$00,000,000 was spruce, so that in reality we imported 550,000,000 
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feet of white pine. Then we in boxes, say, 250,000,000 
feet, leaving 300,000,000 feet on which to pay duty. That is the 
revenue feature of the case. There is very little revenue in that 
—- for the men who e the boxes made out of the pine. 

I do not know, Mr. dent, that I care to say anything fur- 
ther at this time. At some future time I shall probably enter 
into this subject again, for I apprehend it will not be disposed of 
this afternoon. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire to submit some remarks, 
— brief ones, upon this paragraph, but I am not di to do 
so this evening, and I trust the Senator in charge of the bill will 
permit it to be passed over until Monday. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me to offer some 
amendments on behalf of the committee to other paragraphs of 
the bill and have them disposed of, I think I will consent to an 
adjournment. It is the general expression that we — to ad- 
journ at an earlier hour t usual today. The amendments to 
paragraph 198 have, I believe, been agreed to—— 

Mr. VEST. N 


0. 

Mr. ALLISON. Except the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. I have an amendment pending. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the pending amendment. That can 
be passed over informally. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FatrBANKs in the chair). 

That amendment will stand over for the present. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the next paragraph may be read. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 194, line 22, after the word “ cedar,” to strike out ‘‘or other 
woods;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

194. Pa railroad t' d e, trolley, electric-light, 
telegraph po seal 20 can oe < “ss 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that that amendment may be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator state the reason for striking 
out “ or other woods”? 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee originally proposed to strike 
out ‘or other woods,” but they have abandoned that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 195 will be read. 

Mr. VEST. Let ph 194 be read the way it is proposed 
to be amended by the Senator from Iowa. 

The Secretary read paragraph 194, as follows: 

194. ilroad and telephone, trolley, electric-1 
scheme edo aaaae or Sir inetia 20 per cent ad iz orem. oan 

Mr. VEST. That is the paragraph as it came from the House? 

Mr. ALLISON. It leaves the paragraph as it came from the 


ouse. 
ae OFFICER. The next amendment will be 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out paragraph 195, in the following words: 

1%. Kindling wood in bundles not exceeding one-quarter of a cubic foot 
each, three-tenths of 1 cent per bundle; if in r bundles, three-tenths of 
l cent for each additional quarter of a cubic foot or fractional part thereof. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understood the Senator from Iowa 
to state that he P to offer his amendments that they might 
be pending. I did not understand that he wanted them acted on 


now. 

Mr. ALLISON. They may be acted upon now. They are not 

jially important. However, if any ator desires to have 
them over, that course can be taken. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The articles in paragraph 194 are free 
under the — law, and while I do not want to keep the Senate 
in session, 1 am not just ready to agree that 20 per cent shall be 
put on those things without a vote against it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am ectly willing to take a vote on it, if 
the Senator desires a vote upoyt that question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then we willstake a vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator move to strike out the para- 


h? 
a JONES of Arkansas. I do not object to the committee with- 
drawing its amendment, because, while I do not agree to it, I shall 
make no resistance to that action; but I will move to strike out 
pecegree® 194 and take a vote on it, with the intention of putting 
e c E 


les named on the free list 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 
Mr. HALE and others. ion! 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Arkansas to strike om ones 194. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On that I for the yeas and na’ 

— — An Hy nays were ordered; and the Secretary prosteieh 
to e A 


Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 


the-senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. He is not pres- 
ent, and I withhold = vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUG a his name was called), I am paired 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DaNnrIEL}. 


eral pair with the junior Senator from Wyomin ant 
a oelotore withhold my vote. y g (Mr. Ci, 








JUNE 5, 
Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). | ae 
RK}, 
Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I havea general 


pair with the Senator from Kentucky {[Mr. Linpsay}], whic; | have 


transferred to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDric i) and 
I am therefore at liberty to vote, I make announcement ag 
to the remainder of the votes for to-day. I vote “ nay.” Z 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). Iam paire: with 
wi Senator from Vermont (Mr. Proctor], otherwise | shouid 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am paired with the Senator from New Jor. 
"i SEWELL]. 

r. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota (Mr. NELson]. I should vote © yea” ig 
he ee. : 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). | have a 
general — the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. 2 TLER) 
and in his absence I withhold my vote. If he were present. { 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” ; 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were pres. 
ent, he would vote ** yea” and I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 17, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Allen, Cockrell, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
pate. nes, Ark. Ro White. 
, e, 
Caffery, Mills, Smith; 
Chilton, Morgan, Turpie, 
NAYS—33. 
Allison, Foraker, McBride, Shoup, 
Bacon, e, McEnery, Spooner, 
Baker, Gallinger, McLaw Stewart, 
Burrows, Gear, Me Millan, Thurston, 
Carter, Hale, Mason, Tillman, 
Clay, Hawley, Perkins, Wetmore. 
Davis, Platt, Conn. 
Elkins, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, 
Fairbanks, , Quay, 
NOT VOTING—39. 

Aldrich, Gorman, Mantle, Rawlins, 
Butler, Gray, Marti: Sewell, 
Chandle oe SR sn io 

r, te rner, 
Clark, Harris, Kans. Murphy. Vest, 
Cullom, Hi. Tenn. Selon. Warren, 
Daniel, Heitfeld, Pasco, Wellington, 
Deboe, Kenney, Penrose, Wilson. 
Faulkner, Lindsay, | te A Wolcott. 

Mallory ’ Proctor ’ 


So the amendment of Mr. Jones of Arkansas was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 1/5, in the 
following words: 

dling w in bundles ceeding one-quarter of a cubic foo 

oie destained can per handles it in larger bundles, three-tenths - 
l cent for each additional quarter of a cubic foot or fractional part thereof. 

Mr. ALLISON. A majority of the committee recommend that 
the amendment stri out paragraph be disagreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
amendment will be disagreed to. . 

Mr. QUAY. What was done with the amendment of the com- 
mittee in lines 22 and 23 in paragraph 194? I was absent at the 
time 


Mr. ALLISON. That amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. Then the rate of duty stands as it was in the bill 
as it came from the House upon all railroad ties? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WHITE. Dol understand that the committee propose to 
put k wood on the free list? 


Mr. IN. They did propose that ly. 

Mr. WHITE. But 7 opinion as to the 
dutiable character of the ? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Iowa be good 


enough to explain why the committee has changed its opimon 
oa ‘AL ISON. Iwill explain with very great 1 After 

= 3 pleasure. / 
examining this question more at , we have discovered that 
the kindling-wood industry is a very in and rather an 
important one; and, of course, finding it to be an indus'ry of im- 
ce requiring the protecting hand of the Government, wé 


* I notice in this bill that sometimes 
we have put taxes on articles because we had abundant natural 
supplies, and at other times we put on taxes because our natural 
supplies were getting 


extremely limited. I should like to know 











1897. 


— 


her we are putting a tax on kindling wood on the ground 
oa have a great deal of kindling wood or no kindling wood 
11? 
rim ALLISON. We have a very large industry in kindling 
wood in the United States, but Canada is competing with us. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Itis not an infant industry, I sup- 
9 
Per. ALLISON. No, sir; but we want to get revenue and at 
the same time protect our own people. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the committee withdraws its 

roposition, I will new a oni of the committee to 

ike out p , and ask a vote upon it. 
"=. LEISON. If that is what the Senator from Arkansas de- 
sires, all he has to do is to ask for the yeas and nays on the motion 
to disagree to the amendment of the committee. I have asked 
that the Senate disagree to the amendment striking out the para- 
h. 

=. JONES of Arkansas. That will be the same thing. My 
idea is to put kindling wood on the free list. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understood the Senator from Iowa to say that 
he was willing that this schedule should be passed over until 

onday. 
= LLISON. No; the paragraph which was under consid- 
eration, on which the Senator, I understood, desired to make some 
observations. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understood the Senator to say that after offer- 
ing a certain amendment, which was agreed to, he would consent 
to an adjournment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I stated that after the amendments to the re- 
maining paragraphs of this schedule were disposed of I would 
consent to an adjournment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I had hoped that the entire schedule would be 
passed over until Monday. I desire to move as a substitute a por- 
tion of the Wilson law for this entire schedule. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; there can be no objection to that. 
That will be still open to the Senator after the schedule is per- 
fected. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the agreement? I under- 
stood the schedule was to go over. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; but the Senator from Nebraska desires to 
move the provisions of the Wilson law as a substitute for all these 

hs. That, of course, will be in order after paragraph 193 


over. 
=. BERRY. What is the question? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
a JONES] moves to disagree to the amendment reported by the 
mittee on Finance to strike out paragraph 195. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The vote ma 
mittee’s motion to strike out the paragraph. 
Mr. BERRY. [If I understand the matter, the committee moves 
to strike out that paragraph. Thatisthe report of the Committee 


taken on the com- 


on . 

Mr. ALLISON. That was the first report of the committee. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator in charge of the bill now asks the 
Senate not to agree to the report of the committee striking out 
the paragraph, and the question is, Will the Senate agree to the 
report made by the committee in striking out the paragraph? Is 
that the on? 

Mr. ISON. That is avery reasonable statement made by 
the Senator from Arkansas; but 1 also stated that, upon reconsider- 
ation, the committee had instructed me to make the motion to 
disagree. It was not my own motion. 

Mr. BERRY. I want to get the question properly stated, so as 
to know how to vote upon it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The question is on disagreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. BERRY. Then the parliamentary motion is the commit- 
tee recommend as an amendment to strike out this paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 

Mr. BERRY. Then the question would be es agreeing to the 

proposed by the committee, and those who want the 
stricken out will vote ‘* yea.” 
Senators. That is right. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The motion will beupon agreeing 
to the committee amendment striking out the paragraph. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 
and nays were ordered. 

Mr. . President, if there be no objection, I should 

like to ask the Senator from Iowa whether this item of kindling 

wood was dutiable under the McKinley law? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was not. 


Mr. We had free kindling wood even under the Mc- 
Kinley law. . 


WHITE. 
_ The ry proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CULLOM (when his name wen called). Iam paired with 


ware |Mr. Gray]. If he were pres- 


ent, I should vote “nay.” 
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Mr. MALLORY (when his name wascalled). Iagain announce 
my pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror]}. If he 
were present, I should vote ** yea.” 

Mr. VEST. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. 
NELSON]. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. [again announce my pair with the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLer}. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand the junior Senator from New 
York [Mr. Piatt] is not paired. I will transfer my pair with the 
Senator from Delaware |Mr. Gray] to the Senator from New 
York, so that I may cast my vote in order to make a quorum, I 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 27; 





as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Allen, Chilton, McLaurin, Tillman, 
Bacon, Clay, Mills, Turpie, 
Bate, Cockrell, Morgan, Walthall. 
Berry, Gorman, Pettus, 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
NAYS—27 
Allison, Foraker, Jones, Nev. Platt, Conn, 
er, Frye, Lodge, Quay 
Burrows, Gallinger, McBride, Shoup 
Carter, Gear, McEnery, Spooner, 
Cullom, Hale, Me Millan, Thurston, 
Davis, Hawley, Mason, Wetmore. 
Fairbanks, Hoar, Perkins, 
NOT VOTING—4 
Aldrich, Hanna, Mitchell, Sewell, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Morrill, Smith, 
Cannon, Harris, Kans. Murphy, Stewart, 
Chandler, Harris, Tenn. Nelson, Teller, 
Clark, Heitfeld, Pasco, Turner, 
Daniel, Kenney, Penrose est, 
Deboe, rle, Pettigrew, Warren, 
Elkins, Lindsay, Platt, N.Y Wellington, 
Faulkner, Mallory, Pritchard, White, 
George, Mantle, Proctor, Wilson, 
Gray, Martin, Rawlins, Wolcott. 


So the amendment of the committee to strike out paragraph 195 
was disagreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and paragraphs 196 and 
197 were read in the following words: 

196. Sawed boards, planks, deals, and all forms of sawed cedar, lignum- 
vitee, lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla, mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, 
and all other cabinet woods not further manufactured than sawed, 15 per 
cent ad valorem; veneers of wood, and wood, unmanufactured, not specially 
provided for in this act, 20 per vent ad valorem 

197. Clapboards, $1.50 per thousand. 

Mr. VEST. I call the attention of my friend from Iowa to the 
fact that this is a part of the white-pine question in paragraphs 
197 and 198, and if we pass over paragraph 193 we must pass over 
these paragraphs, or else bring up the whole question. Here is 
an increase upon pine clapboards and pine shingles. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee offer no amendment to para- 
graph 196. It is open to amendment, of course. 

Mr. VEST. lam talking about paragraphs 197 and 198, which 
are part of the white-pine business. You increase the duty there 
on white-pine clapboards, and in the next paragraph you increase 
it upon white-pine shingles. That, of course, is a corollary from 
the increase to $2 a thousand on white pine in paragraph 193. 
When you start in you will have to go throngh it all. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 198 has no reference to the question 
of white pine. 

Mr. FRYE. That refers to hard woods. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is in the act of 1894. 

Mr. VEST. ‘‘ Paragraph 201,shingles,” is the one I meant. 
pine shingles you make an increase. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well, we can pass that over. The Secre- 
tary, however, has not yet reached it in the reading of the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Paragraph 197 must be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 197 will be passed 
over, without objection. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not think paragraph 197 is connected 
with the question of white pine. 

Mr. VEST. It makes an increase on pine clapboards. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I know; but the amendment with regard 
to white pine will probably only embrace that which has not been 
dressed or improved, simply the rough lumber, and this is an 
improved product. 

Mr. VEST. In the McKinley law pine clapboards were $1 and 
spruce $1.50, and in this bill the rate is $1.50 upon all. That is 
what I mean. If the Senator will look at the comparative state- 
ment, he will find that in the McKinley law there was only $1 up- 
on these pine clapboards and $1.50 upon spruce, which was right, 
under the duties imposed by that law. Now, in accordance with 
the increase upon white pine in paragraph 193, of course the com- 
mittee logically have increased the duties upon the products of 


pine. 


On 
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Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that if his amend- 
ment shall be adopted, I shall cheerfully consent to go back to 
clapboards and to make an amendment accordingly, so as to make 
the rate correspond with the McKinley law. 

Mr. FRYE. And shingles, too. 

Mr, ALLISON. And shingles as well,when we reach that par- 
agraph. 

Before paragraph 198 is read, on behalf of the committee, I pro- 
pose a modification of the amendment by inserting the words ‘‘ex- 
cept fence posts” after the word ‘‘ posts,” in line 12, and leaving 
heading bolts and stave bolts as they are in the bill as it came to 
us _— the House of Representatives; so that the paragraph wiil 
Tread: 

198, Hubs for wheels, posts, except fence posts, heading bolts, stave bolts, 
last blocks, wagon blocks, ete. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 198, page 62, line 12, after the 
word ‘ posts,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘except fence posts,” and 
to strike out ‘“‘heading bolts, stave bolts” and insert ‘‘ except 
fence posts.” 

Mr. ALLISON. No. Let the original amendment striking out 
‘‘heading bolts, stave bolts” be disagreed to; that is to say, the 
only amendment I propose is to insert ‘‘ except fence posts,” in line 
12, after the word “ posts.” 

Mr. HALE. Leaving the rest as the House of Representatives 
passed it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I propose to modify the amendment so as to 
read as I have stated it. 

Mr. FRYE, The one amendment is agreed to and the other is 
disagreed to. 

Mr. VEST. What do you pro to do with fence posts—put 
them on the free list or in the basket clause? 

Mr. ALLISON. We shall dispose of them later on by putting 
them on the free list or somewhere else, but we do not propose to 
put them in here. 

Mr. VEST. I should like, as this is Saturday afternoon, to be 
able to spend the Sabbath in a calm frame of mind; and if you 
are potas te ut them on the free list, it will be some consolation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph as proposed to 



















Mr. BACON. If it was 30 cents? 
Mr. HALE. If it was 30 cents, but it is only asked to »,:\., the 
rate 25 cents. ” 
Mr. ALLISON. I should say it would be about 2) 6; »>,,.,, 
cent ad valorem. i 
Mr. BACON. Hardly that much. It can not be 20. " 
centad valorem. Thatisimpossible. A thousand laths ¢-r{.),,). 
cost more than 60 cents. ae 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps it is not more than 15 per cent, jy: ; 
is a very low rate of duty. “i :. 

Mr. BACON. I doubt that very much. For instance, | \)),,y; 
that laths in my section of the country cost in the neigh)or)yo) 
of $1.75 to $2 per thousand. j 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The comparative statement s. 
would be worth $1.14. ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 5) 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa { Mr. A; 
SON}. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired wi; 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name wascalled). Lagain announ 
my pair with the Senator from Vermont oo Proctor}. 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). I am paired wit), 
the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], and there{, 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with tho 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called]. I am paired wit), 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER], who is «)- 
sent, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). lagain announces 
my pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were 
present, he would vote “‘ nay ’ and I should vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. TILLMAN. [inquire if the Senator from Nebraska | Mr, 
THURSTON] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 


be amended will be stated. anam eg Then I withhold my vote, as I am paired wit) 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the Senator. 
to cake —" Sanaa ee Mr. BATE. I desire to announce that my colleague [ Mr. H.»- 


Ris} is absent sick, and is paired with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MorriL.], who is likewise absent. I make this announce- 
ment to apply for the day. 

Mr. CULLOM, I have announced my pair with the Senator 
from Delaware {Mr. Gray], but I transfer that pair io the junior 
Senator from New York [Mr. Piatt], and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 17; as follows: 


198. Hubs for wheels, posts, except fence posts, penting bolts, stave bolts, 
last blocks, wagon blocks, oar blocks, heading blocks, all like blocks or 
sticks, rough hewn, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in the 
same paragraph, line 14, after the words “‘ rough hewn,” to strike 
out ‘or;” and in line 15, before the word “‘ twenty,” to strike out 
“ only” and insert “ or bored;” so as to read: 


YEAS 29, 
Zim anv like blocks or sticks, rough-hewn, sawed, or bored, 20 per cent ad Allison, Fairban! Seinen, Wer. Pritchard, 
Baker, mn Foraker, I ay, 
The amendment was agreed to. Burrows, Frye, Meliie, Show, 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I had intended to move to strike out, Garter. , McEnery, one. 
- order _ or ee the ae 201, with oe so agg Hite, oo etmore. 
ntention of putting all the articles referred to in those phs | Deboe, Hawley, Perkins, 
on the free ist; but I presume the whole question wil 1 be raised | Elkins, Hoar, Platt, Conn. 
by fp — oe -_ = from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], NAYS8—17. 
and sols not make the motion now. : Chilton, Mills Walth 
Mr. HALE. That will put it all in one motion. a, "7 Morgan, Whiten” 
Ths venting cf fe vill wen sutneel, and h Berry, doncn. Atk Roach. 
e readi e bill was resumed, and paragraph 199 was " 
read in the following words: : . , 
198. Laths, 15 cents per 1,000 pieces. trick ee NOT VOTING—43. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee recommend the insertion of Setlon” Harris, Kans, —. Teller, 
“25 cents ” instead of ‘15 cents” in that paragraph. Cannon, Tenn. Nelson, Thurston, 
Mr. WHITE. I ask the Senator from Iowa whether 15 cents | Chandler, ee en ee, 

was not the McKinley rate? “ Daniel, Kyle, Pettigrew Vest, 
Mr. ALLISON. It was the McKinle? rate.\ ceammer, iid y; Platt, N. Y. wee 
3 eorge, ory, Proctor, e on, 
aa of Arkansas. I want the yeas and nays on that Gorm tle Ra ven Wilso a 
The yeas and nays were ordered. Hanna, Mitchell, Smith, 
Mr. VEST. This is an increase of 10 cents over the McKinley 


So the amendment of Mr. ALLISON was 


to. 
rate. 
Mr. ALLISON. Per thousand. Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator from mri ask that para 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by | Spb 201 De passed over? 
“5 a an ree [Mr. ee will ———— senaeiiees Mr. ALLISON. ‘Let 201 be ome 
© SECRETARY. » page 62, line 16, ore passed : aad 
word ‘‘cents,” it is pro to strike out “fifteen” and insert | °° PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 201 will be pa 


“twenty-five;” so as to make the paragraph read: 
199. Laths, 25 cents per 1,000 pieces. 


Mr. BACON. I ask the Senator from Iowa what is the ad 
Teer prone’ 
Mr. N. Twenty-five per cent. 
Mr. HALE. I will state to the Senator that if the rate was 30 
Rear it would about agree with $2 upon pine. It is made to con- 
‘0 


over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 202, page 62, linc -'. 
before the words ‘‘ per centum,” to strike out “thirty ” and insert 
“‘twenty-five;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

202. Casks and barrels shooks. boxes and 
packing-box shooks, of Sood. Sob minced: provided foe'tn this act, 25 per 


rm to that. The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in paragraph 203, page 63, line 2, be- NOMINATIONS, 
“e ” ; “es ” : 
oo < tae wate pan era fifty” and insert Executive nominations received by the Senate June 5. 189°. 
‘fo N ; agT ‘ ' . , “WED 
23. Chair cane or reeds, wrought or manufactured from rattans or reed*, CONSULS-GENERAL. 


10 per cent ad valorem; osier or willow prepared for basket makers’ use, 20 Andrew D. Barlow, of Missouri, to be consul-¢ 
per cent ad valorem; manufactures of osier or willow, 40 per cent ad valorem. | {Jnited States at the City of Mexico, Mexico, vice Thomas T. 


Mr. VEST. That is an increase of 10 per cent over the McKin- | Crittenden, resigned. 


law Carl! Bailey Hurst, of the District of Columbia, now consul at 
hr GAFFERY. Osier or willow is to be placed back at the | Prague, Bohemia, to be consul-general of the United States at 
McKinle rate of 40 per cent ad valorem. } Vienna, Austria, vice Max Judd, resigned. 
Mr. ‘ALLISON. I believe so. CONSULS. 


Mr. VEST. It is an imcrease over the McKinley rate. 
Mr. I wish the Senator from Iowa would consent 


parsers 203 be ed 
t may be passed over. 
on AL TSON. Let it be passed over. 


Harold S. Van Buren, of New Jersey, to be consul of the United 
| States at Nice, France, vice Wilburn B. Hall, resigned 
Henry H. Morgan, of Louisiana, to be consul of the United 
States at Horgen, Switzerland, vice Ethelbert Watts, resigned. 
William W. Canada, of Indiana, tu be consul of the United 
States at Vera Cruz, Mexico, vice Charles Schaefer, res 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Fimance was, in ph 204, page 638, line 5, 
before the words “‘ per one thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ 2 cents” and 
insert “1 cent;” so as to read: 


24. Toothpicks of wood or other vegetable substance, 1 cent per 1,000and 15 
per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. WHITE. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
what was the McKinley duty on butchers’ and packers’ skewers, 
which come later in this paragraph. Was there any duty at all 
in the McKinley Act? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand not. 

Mr. WHITE. This is an addition? 

Mr. ALLISON. This is an addition. 

Mr. WHITE. I inquire whether there appears to be any undue 
importation of skewers at present? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no information as to the importations. 
I propose to modify the amendment of the committee by striking 
out what the committee have already proposed, 1 cent and 15 per 
cent ad —s leaving 2 cents stand; so that the paragraph 
will stand: 


Toothpicks of wood or other vegetable substance, 2 cents per 1,000. 


gned. 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 
Louis A. Pradt, of Wisconsin, to be Assistant Attorney-General, 
vice Joshua E. Dodge, resigned. 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE, 


Stephen J. Weekes, of Nebraska, to be register of the land office 

at O'Neill, Nebr., vice John A. Harmon, removed. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry arm. 

Lieut. Col. Henry Erastus Noyes, Second Cavalry, to be colonel, 
June 1, 1897, vice Mizner, Tenth Cavalry, who vacates on accept- 
ing commission as brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. Guy Vernon Henry, Third Cavalry, to be colonel, 
June 2, 1897, vice Wade, Fifth Cavalry, who vacates on accepting 
commission as brigadier-general. 

Maj. Adna Romanza Chaffee, Ninth Cavalry, to be lientenant- 
colonel, June 1, 1897, vice Noyes, Second Cavalry, promoted 

Maj. Michael Cooney, Fourth Cavalry, to be lieutenant-colonel, 
June 2, 1897, vice Henry, Third Cavalry, promoted. 

Mr. WHITE. Can the Senator state the ad valorem on that Capt. William Curtis Forbush, Fifth Cavalry, to be major, 

? June 1, 1897, vice Chaffee, Ninth Cavalry, promoted 
Mr. ALLISON. It is impossible to state the ad valorem onthe | Capt. Jacob Arnold Augur, Fifth Cavalry, to be major, June 

2, 1897, vice Cooney, Fourth Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Henry Joseph Goldman, Fifth Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain, June 1, 1897, vice Forbush, promoted. 

First Lieut. Augustus Canfield Macomb, Fifth Cavalry, to be 
captain, June 2, 1897, vice Augur, promoted. 

ond Lieut. Lawrence Julian Fleming, Tenth Cavalry, to be 

first lieutenant, June 1, 1897, vice Goldman, Fifth Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. James Joseph Hornbrook, Second Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant, June 2, 1897, vice Macomb, Fifth Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 


Japanese but I think it is about 15 or 20 per cent on 
the other toothpicks, which sell at 8 or 10 cents a thousand, foreign 
value. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance as modi- 


The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 264, line 6, after the 
ror “skewers,” to strike out ‘‘40 cents per thousand” and insert 

*20 per cent ad valorem;” so as to read: 


Butchers’ and packers’ skewers, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the paragraph may now be read as 
The Secretary read as follows: 


A. —— of wood or other vegetable substance, 2 cents per 1,000; 
‘butchers’ packers’ skewers, 20 per cent ad valorem. rr 


The reading iar the bill was resumed and continued to the end 


r. IN. Lhave one or two amendments in addition, but 
they = give rise to some little discussion. I do not know that 


Artillery arm. 

Lieut. Col. John Isaac Rodgers, Second Artillery, to be colonel, 
June 1, 1897, vice Graham, Fifth Artillery, who vacates on accept- 
ing commission as brigadier-general. 

Maj. William Lawrence Haskin, First Artillery, to be lientenant- 
colonel, June 1, 1897, vice Rodgers, Second Artillery, promoted 

Capt. James Monroe Ingalls, First Artillery, to be major, June 
1, 1897, vice Haskin, First Artillery, promoted. 

First Lieut. Clermont Livingston Best, First Artillery, to be cap- 
tain, June 1, 1897. vice Ingalls, First Artillery, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Edward Fenton McGlachlin, jr., Fifth Artillery, 
to be first lieutenant, June 1, 1897, vice Best, First Artillery, pro- 
moted. 


of 


I will now move an executive session, with the under- 

ae we go back to paragraph 193 on Monday. 
Mr. G ae the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa fora moment. Iam going to be absent from the city Mon- 


day and Tuesday. I shall be here again Wednesday, and I desire 
that paragraph 198 shall not be disposed of until I return. 


Infantry arm. 
First Lieut. Hunter Liggett, Fifth Infantry, to be captain, June 
1, 1897, vice Romeyn, Fifth Infantry, retired from active service. 
Second Lieut. Charles Carr Clarke, Ninth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, June 1, 1897, vice Liggett, Fifth Infantry, promoted. 


Mr. Several Senators have remained here in order to Candidate Sergt. Fred L. Munson, Company A, Sixth Infantry, 
193, hoping that it would be acted upon to- to be second lieutenant, June 3, 1897, vice Clarke, Ninth Infantry, 
tay. the I do not think we ought to agree | promoted. 
ee: : POSTMASTERS. 
The ING OFFICER. Is thereobjection toconsidering | Benjamin M. Foreman, to be postmaster at Texarkana. in the 
193 as passed over? county of Miller and State of Arkansas, in the place of William 
Mr. I must object. R. Kelley, resigned. 
Eugene H. Merriman, to be postmaster at East Hartford, in the 
org niger teycreammeares connty of Hartford and State of Connecticut, th appointment of 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- | a postmaster for the said office having, by !aw. become vested in 
eration of executive business. the President on and after July 1, 1806, Wiliam A. Lowry, ap 
penguntion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded tothecon- | pointed by the President, and by him no:minsted to the Senate 
sideration of business. After ten minutes tin exec- | not having been confirmed. 
utive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 30 John H. Daugherty, to be postmaster at Frankton, in the county 
eyrpes m.) the Senate adjourned until y, June 7, 1897, | of ison and State of Indiana, in the place of William T. 
12 o clock meridian. Wright, resigned. 
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Oliver C, Gordon, to be 
of Randolph and State of Indiana, in the place of Amandus B. 
Schuyler, removed. 

Ira Kidwell, to be postmaster at Elwood, in the county of Mad- 
ison -_ State of Indiana, in the place of Francis M. Harbit, re- 
moved, 

Morris B. Pote, to be postmaster at New Harmony, in the county 


of Posey and State of Indiana, in the place of William Richards, 
removed. 

















Benjamin L. Robertson, to be postmaster at Purcell, in the 


Chickasaw Nation and Indian Territory, in the place of William 
Cae, removed. 
E. D, Powell, to be postmaster at Exira, in the county of Audu- 
bon and State of Iowa, in the place of J. B. Connrardy, resigned. 
W. W. Colfax, to be postmaster at Wyandotte, in the county of 
Wayne and State of Michigan, in the place of Henry Roehrig, re- 


signed, 

Toaes 8. Upson, to be postmaster at Durand, in the county of 
Shiawassee and Stateof Michigan, the appointmentof a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after July 1, 1896, John P. Gerardy, appointed by the Pres- 
a by him nominated to the Senate, not having been con- 


Frank Sigel Jones, to be postmaster at Sarcoxie, in the county of 
Jasper and State of Missoari, in the place of Diocletian A. Smith, 
removed, 

James R. Barr, to be postmaster at Cambridge, in the county of 
Guernsey and State of Ohio, in the place of W. H. H. Mclilyar, 
removed, 

ee W. Farmer, to be postmaster at Martin, in the county 
of ee ley and State of Tennessee, in the place of W. P. Gibbs, 
resigned. 

John E. Shields, to be postmaster at Alderson, in the county of 


Monroe and State of West Virginia, in the place of John M. Alder- 
gon, resigned, 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 5, 1897. 
GOVERNOR OF NEW MEXICO. 
Miguel A. Otero, of New Mexico, to be governor of New Mexico. 
TERRITORIAL SECRETARIES. 


osvee H. Wallace, of New Mexico, to be secretary of New 
exico, 


William M. Jenkins, of Oklahoma, to be secretary of the Terri- 
“= Oklahoma. 


arles H. Akers, of Prescott, Ariz., to be secretary of Arizona 
Territory. 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
Thornton 8, Howard, of Des Moines, Iowa, to be register of the 
land office at Des Moines, Iowa. 
POSTMASTERS, 
Robert N. Foster, to be postmaster at Gilman, in the county of 
Iroquois and State of Illinois. 


athaniel Barnes, to be ee at Kansas City, in the county 
of Wyandotte and State of Kansas. 


SENATE. 


MonpDay, June 7, 1897. 
Prayer by Rev. Huan Jonnston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


on, , 
he Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. ° 


WICHITA INDIAN LANDS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, stating, in response to a 
resolution of the ist instant, that, by direction of the President of 
the United States, the work of allotting lands to the Wichita In- 
dians was on the 5th instant suspended; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION CONTRACTS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of March 24, 1897, statements pre by the secretary of the 
Mississippi River Commission, t er with a aay of several 
indorsements, including the = of Colonel Gillespie to the Chief 

f , ete.; which, with the accompan 


o ying was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
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tmaster at Union City, in the county 































JUNE 7, 





MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. {1 ; 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House ja] 
passed the following bills and joint resolution: z 

A bill (8. $56) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
the construction of a steel eee over the St. Louis River bet ween 
the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota,” approved April 24, (x:; 
as amended by an act approved August 4, 1894, entited “An cf 
to amend an act to authorize the construction of a steel bridge (yu, 
the St. Louis River between the States of Minnesota and W is¢on. 


Sono 99 


authorize 


A bill (8. 1979) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi: and 

A joint resolution (8. R. 40) authorizing the Secretary of Way 
to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 
Carlos Gutierrez, of Salvador. 

The message also returned to the Senate, in compliance wit) i:g 
request, the bill (S. 426) to authorize the construction of bridges 
across the Missouri River between its mouth and the mouth of 
the Dakota or James River, and across the Mississippi River |je- 
tween the mouth of the Minnesota River, in the State of Minne- 
sota, and Donaldsonville in the State of Louisiana, and across t}-¢ 
Illinois and Des Plaines rivers between the mouth of the Illino's 
and the city of Joliet, in the State of Illinois; and to prescribe the 
character, location, and dimensions of the same. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon — by the Vice-President: 

A bill (5. 1886) to adopt regulations for preventing collisions 
upon certain harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the United 
States; 

A bill (S. 1944) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Clinch River, ton, Tenn.; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 45) enerneenaing the sum of $10,000 
not expended for the relief of sufferers by the floods of the Missis- 
sippi River. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of sundry citi- 
zens of Jersey City, N. J., and a memorial of sundry citizens of 
New York City, remonstrating against an increase of the duty on 
beer; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present a petition of the legislature of 
Wisconsin, praying for a declarationin reference to strengthening 
the public credit. As acopy of this petition has already been pre- 
sented and read by the Secre , 1 do not ask to have it again 
read. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN ——s the petition of F. M. Thompson and 
74 other citizens of Detroit, Mich., praying for the passage at the 
earliest possible date of such tariff legislation as will adequately 
secure American industrial products against the competition of 
foreign labor; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Leander A. White and sundry 
other citizens of Ogemaw County, Mich., praying for the passage 
of the pending tariff bill substantially as it was passed by the 
House of res which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MURPHY presented a tion of sundry manufacturers of 
Troy, N. Y., and a petition of 10 citizens of Cohoes, N. Y., pray- 
ing for the speedy of the pending tariff bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of 75 citizens of New York City, 
remonstrating against an increase of the duty on beer; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. as 

He also presented petitions of 63 citizens of Mion, of 24 citizens 
of Chautauqua, of 60 citizens of Lockport, and of sundry citizens 
of ve all in the State of New York, praying for the enact- 


ment of le; tion for a more rigid restriction of immigration; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. PLATT of New York ted a tion of sundry to- 
bacco growers and farmers of Savona, N. Y., praying for a reten- 
tion of the duty on tobacco as pro in the led Dingley 
tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. ; 

He also ted sundry petitions of citizens of New York 
City, Peusibenal>, and Buffalo, all in the State of New York, 
praying for the enactment of protective tariff lation such as 

uately secure American industrial products against tle 
— ‘ion of foreign labor; which were ordered to lie on the 
e. 

He also presented —_— memorials of citizens of Brooklyn, 
New York ty, Long Island City, Farmin , Rochester, Green- 
point, and , all in the State of New York, remonstrating 

the proposed increase of the duty on beer; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 2 
Mr. FAULKNER. I present the petitions of C. W. T. Rider ard 
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101 other citizens of Mo County, of E. F. Johnson and 52 other 


citizens of Mono unty, of G. W. Simon and 50 other citi- 
zens of Alton, of N. W. Robinson and 17 other citizens of Burton, 


ed of H. B. McDowell and 115 other citizens of Rock Cave, all in 
the State of West Virginia, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion restricting immigration. As the bill to restrict immigration 
has already been reported from the committee, I move that the 
petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of the Winter Wheat 
Millers’ League, of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against the 

ro duty on burlaps and burlap bags; which was ordered to 
Fe on the table. . 

He also presented a memorial of John Glenn & Co., of New 
York City, relative to the duty on paper; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a statement oe by J. Schoenhof, con- 
cerning the wool situation of the world; which was ordered to lie 

n the table. 
» Mr. DANIEL. I present a memorial of the Strother Tobacco 
Gloss Company, of Lynchburg, Va., together with indorsements 
of sundry Sibesco manufacturers of the United States, remon- 
strating against the proposed increase in the duty on tobacco. 

I would state, Mr. President, that this is a very important com- 
munication, expressing the views of many tobacco manufacturers 
as to the effect of the policy of the proposed change in the tobacco 
tax, and I ask leave that it may be printed as a public document, 
because it contains information which is valuable to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the request 
of the Senator from Virginia to have the memorial printed as a 

ublic document? The Chair hears none, and that is the order. 

em will lie on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL presented petitions of R. A. Tyree and sundry 
other citizens of Richmond; of J. L. Munn and sundry other citi- 
zens of Manchester, C. E. Hunt and sundry other citizens of Nor- 
folk, and of J. H. Swope and sundry other citizens of Loudoun 
County, all in the State of Virginia, praying for the enactment of 
legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the board of managers of the 
Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., praying Congress to take 
such action as may be necessary to increase the capacity of our 

system of canals for defense and commerce, and to re- 
lieve that section of the country from discriminating tolls now 
authorized by Congress; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Snead & Woodson Tobacco 
Company and sundry other tobacco manufacturers of Lynchburg, 
Va., remonstrating against an increase of the duty on tobacco; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1905) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act toau- 
thorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct 
and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River, between the 
State of mand the State of Washington, and to establish it 
as a post- ,” reported it without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2093) providing for a library 
for the Government Printing Office; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2094) setting apart Fort 
Omaha, in the county of Donglas and State of Nebraska, to be 
used as a school for the education of Indian youth, and for other 
perpen which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

mmittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 209) granting a pension to Howard 
C. Friend, of Douglas, Nebr.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill A 2096) nting an increase of pen- 
sion to Almon Stuart, of Minden, Nebr.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 

ttee on Pensions. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 2097) to grant to the city of 
Wilmington, Del., the use of certain real estate in said city on 
which is situated the building recently occupied for Federal pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. N introduced a bill (S. 2098) for the relief of J. E. 
Davis; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
hying . referred to the Committee on Claims. 

. introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 49) providing 
for a joint Congressional committee to examine and report on un- 
paid claims the United States, and for other purposes; 
which was twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on 
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AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


UAY. I | ogee four amendments to the pending tariff 

The effect of the amendments is to substitute for the pro- 

d duty on tea and the internal-revenue features of the bill a 

uty of 10 per cent ad valorem upon the entire free list. The 

amendment is in the form of striking out what has not vet been 

adopted, being committeeamendments. The proposition is merely 
tentative, and I have put it in its present form. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let the amendments be read at the desk. I 
should like to hear them. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. QUAY to the bill (H. R. 379) to 
rovide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries of the 
Jnited States: 

Strike out lines l4, 15, 16, and 17, on page 16! 

the following: 

“Sec. 2. On andafter the Ist day of July, 1897, and until the Ist day of July, 
1901, there shall be levied, collected, and paid upon the following articles im 
ported from foreign countries a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem; after the Ist 
day of July, 1901, they shall be exempt from duty.” 

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. Quay t 
srovide revenue for the Government and t 
Jnited States: 

Strike out paragraph 286}, providing for a duty on tea 

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. QuAY to the bill (H. R.379) to 
»rovide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries of the 

Jnited States: 

Strike out sections 4, 5, 6, and 7. 

Amendment intended to be proposed by 
rovide revenue for the Government anc 
Jnited States: 

At the end of peegrer) 118 add the following 

* And provided further, That all iron ore produced in foreign countries from 
mines owned by citizens of the United States or by corporations or partner- 
ships in which citizens of the United States have the controlling interest, 
and imported for their own use and not for sale, shall be exempt from duty.” 


Mr. QUAY. That duty on tea, of course, is not at present in 
the bill. It appears in the printed bill as a proposed amendment 
of the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be printed and 
lie on the table. 


Mr. 
bill. 


and insert in lieu thereof 


o the bill (H. R 
» encourage the industries 


379) to 
if the 


Mr. QUAY to the bill (H. R. 379) to 
to encourage the industries of the 


AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the motion of 
the Senator from Iowa. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Schedule E.—Sugar, molasses, and manufactures of 

Mr. ALLEN. What has become of the wood schedule? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that para- 
graphs in that schedule were passed over Saturday afternoon, to 
be called up as Senators desire. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was understood that this morning we would 
take up the remaining paragraphs relating to lumber. I had one 

yaragraph passed over until to-day at the request of the Senator 
rom Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. It is paragraph 193. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire, if in order at this time, to offer a sub- 
stitute for the entire schedule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that there is 
an amendment pending to paragraph 193, the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], proposing to except 
white pine from the payment of the rate of $2 per thousand 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Nebraska can offer an amend- 
ment, of course, to the whole schedule, which would be voted on 
after the minor amendments are passed upon. 

Mr: ALLEN. Yes, sir; let my amendment be pending. 

Mr. HALE. What is the Senator's amendment? 

Mr. ALLEN. I offer Schedule D of the Wilson Act of 1894 as 
a substitute for the entire wood schedule of this proposed act. [ 
propose to offer it at the proper time. I do not know but that I 
will offer it now, so that it may be pending. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not hear what the Senator says. 

Mr. HALE. He offers the provisions of the Wilson Act. 

Mr. ALLEN. [I shall offer now, and let it be pending, Schedule 
D of the act of August 27, 1894, as a substitute for the schedulein 
the bill. 

Mr. HALE. For the entire schedule? 
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Mr. ALLEN. For the entire wood schedule I move to substi- 
tute paragraphs 672 to 684, inclusive, of the actof August 27, 1894, 
transferring all those articles to the free list. Iwill put itin form, 
however, before the matter comes up formally. 

Mr. President, upon the paragraph that is auiion and soon to 
- voted upon I desire to offer some brief remarks in opposition. 

I was thoroughly convinced from the speech of the Senator from 
South Dakota |Mr. Perricrew] on Saturday and from the map 
he presented on that occasion that we ought not to levy a tax of 
any kind upon white pine. It would seem from his argument, 
and I believe his argument to be sound, that we have left in this 
country but 33,000,000,000 feet of white pine, and according to the 
rate of the annual disappearance of white pine we shall be with- 
out that kind of lumber in the United States within the next six 
or seven years. 

Of course the theory of protection proceeds upon the thought 
that it increases an industry rather than decreases it. Every man 
who is convinced of the benefits of a protective tariff (and I am 
not now saying that protection in some respects is not proper) 
bases his argument upon the theory that it increases the home 
market, increases the industry itself, increases wages, and in- 
creases the opportunity of wage earners to earn a livelihood for 
themselves and their families. That kind of protection, however, 
which is destructive of an industry, it occurs to me, can not be 
sustained by those who are thoroughly convinced of the sound- 
ness of the doctrine of protection. 

What is the result of the adoption of oe 198, in 
duty of $2 a thousand upon white pine? It was shown before . 
Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives that 
a tax of that kind would be prohibitive; that it would turn over 
the domestic market entirely to the domestic manufacturer, and 
prohibit the introduction of white pine from Canada or from any 
other source. I quote from page 554 of the Tariff Hearings before 
the nnn — Means Committee: 

oo EVANS: 
What on yom think the duty ought to be? 
Speaking with reference to white pine. 


Mr. Wrxcuester. It onght to be prohibitive. 
Mr. Evans. Would $ do that? 
Mr. Wixcnestrer. Yes; just about. 


Mr. BURROWS. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment there? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is the Senator quite clear that that answer 
refers to white pine? 

Mr. ALLEN. I think it refers to white pine. I think that is 
the subject which was under discussion. 

Mr. BURROWS. I know; but I had a talk with Mr. Winches- 
ter this morning, and he says that he had no reference to white 
= in it, as we would observe by looking at the context. 

Mr. ALLEN. Lask the Senator from Michigan, who is thor- 
oughly familiar—— 

Mr. BURROWS. I simply want to call attention to this and 
have it read in connection. The subject was a duty on lumber. 
To Mr. Evans this witness says: 

We are tanning hides for South America in West nia; we are tan- 


ning hides for Texas. The trees are cut oe and peeled for the bark. If 
you take a trip up the valleys, 


Mr. Evans. How much ¢ culans-anlh oa: ry hemlock bark do you produce in 
Weat Virginia? 

Mr. Wincrester. The bark is mostly wasted now, because the lumber 
interest pays nothing. The eee tannery in the United States is in Chatta- 
nooga, and the second is at Davis, which we 


pply. 
Mr. Evans. What do t. io engaged in the puodmotios of this kind of bark 
say about its being put on the free list? 
r. WrncuEsteR. They do not like it. 


After omitting something. 


Mr. Evans. What do you think the duty ought to be? 
Mr. WiIncHrster. It ought to be prohibitive. 

Mr. Evans. Would $ do that? a 

Mr. WincnestEer. Yes; just about. ‘ 


Now, Mr. Winchester tells me he had no reference to white 
pine, but it related simply to the bark industry. 

Mr. ALLEN. That signifies nothing one way or the other. 
The subject was a tax upon lumber. 

Now, we know that the supply of spruce, yellow pine, redwood, 
and fir of different kinds is greater than the supply of white pine, 
andif a tax of $2 a thousand feet upon lumber manufactured 
those kinds of wood would be aoe ee ibitive of the importation of 





that kind of lumber from Canada nan = ere else, would it not 
be doubly so as — vhich is practically exhausted 
in this country? has reference to one 


eppeating in t country like a conahell te hot sun, would 
be prohibitive of the importation of a like grade of lumber from 
Canada or from any other source. 

If Iam correctly informed, Se nae i 
trust, a svadbanbes and the entire stampage 
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is controlled by less than a dozen men or a dozen firms. [ shov)4 
like to ask my se from Michigan, who interrupted 1.0 ., 
moment ago, w n he or any gentleman upon the other s: |, 
of the Ghestenesinattian: for placing atax of $2 a thousand 1) 
white pine? I am — willing to yield at this point for : 
explanation of that 

r. BURROWS. If theSenator from Nebraska will allow :,, 
I will respond to the statement just made by him in which . 
asserts that a two-dollar duty would be prohibitive, as I und»; 
stood him. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURROWS. [I call his attention to the statistics. W),..» 
the two-dollar duty was in operation the amount imported fy.) 
1887 to 1888 was 608,000,000 feet: from.1888 to 1889, 747,000,000 fe; 
and from 1889 to 1890, 659,000,000 feet, yielding the first year a1 
nue from 1887 to 1888 of $608, 000; from 1888 to 1889, $747, 000. n dl 
from 1889 to 1890, $659,000, Now, if a two-dollar duty i is prohi 
itive, how did the lumber come in and yield such a revenue? 

Mr, ALLEN. That does not answer op — estion atall. That 
is, if my friend will permit me to. say, very lful fencing. Tho 
a is, Will this duty be practically prohibitive of the intro- 


uction of white pine into the ——- 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President, Senator from Nebraska 


ee Sena Michigan a question? 
Mr. ALLEN. Certainl Y: ™ 
Mr. VEST. Of course I do not want to do Mr. Winchester avy 
injustice. I — his testimony, taken by the Ways and Meas 
en eae that ee they were eemeing the 
uestion they been discussing t © whole ques- 
flon of white-pine oe and other kinds. Mr. Evans, a = ‘m- 
ber of the committee, asked Mr. Winchester: 
What do you think the duty ought to be? 


aaa as a matter of course, I take it, to all that had pre- 
They had been discussing white-pine lumber and yellow- 
= ian and then had come viene to bark—all a part of the 
ber schedule. Mr. Winchester said: 

It ought to be prohibitive, 

Mr. Evans asked: 

Would $2 do that? 

Mr. Winchester answered: 

Yes; just about. 

I should like to ask the Senator from , if Mr. Winches- 
ter referred to bark, what he meant by $2? wo dollars on how 
much? Two dollars on a thousand feet of bark? 

Mr. BURROWS. He said to me this morning, $2 a cord 

Mr. VEST.. That is a most remarkable statement. 

Mr. ALLEN. That would be more than the bark is worth. 

Mr. VEST. Two dollars ona cord of bark! 

Mr. BURROWS. Of course it is a heavy percentage. 

Mr. VEST. Nothing had beensaidaboutecords. They had heen 
talking about a tax of $2.a thousand feet on the lumber, and tien 
t off into an incidental talk about bark for tanning purpos 

en Mr, Winchester said, “About $2.” I submit to the Senit ir 
from Michigan in all fairness that anyone wonld conclude that 
he meant $2 a thousand, which is the rate proposed in the Senate 
bill and in the House bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Ith t I onght to make the statement in 
justice to Mr. Winchester, what he said to me this morning 

Mr. VEST. I do not want to do him any injustice. 

Mr. BURROWS. On page 558, the Senator will ‘observe, Mr. 
DOLLIVER inquired of him, ‘‘ Why do you want the duty on sy. :i- 
more wood advanced to ray T think that the Senator will find 
that there was no discussion about the duty on white pine, an |\ 
made the statement in connection with bark and cross-ties.  [n 
loo! it over I had some doubt about it, and so I called on him 
and asked him ae it, and he said he never intended to hav: it 
a to — aye and he was not so understood at the time. 

the immediate context of his reply it seems t)iat 
they were rey heen cross-ties. Mr. Evans asked: 


and Be Renee eee ete nS ef bark os bout its 
being put on the free — 


Mr. Wincuzstrer. They do not like it. 

Now he goes on: 

Something has been said about cross-ties. There are no “gentlemen ™ in- 
terested in cross-ties. Th ba 
footed met ed men in the fa Theis iivine dovenas r, bar 


Se emengm once tise. Ayhe on you 
pruteedion thay seeks dulier any of yon need a dime. 


Then Mr, Evans asked: 
What do you think the duty ought to be? 


I would take it that he was: talking: about cross-ties, if he was 
not about the whole lumber schedule. Then Mr. Win- 


Mr frase as Wonid #2 do that? 
Now, $2 on many cross-ties? Certainly he does not mean 
on a thousand feet of cross-ties, That is absurd on the face of it. 
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He certainly does not mean on a thousand feet of bark, because 
that is more than absurd. 


Mr. A Bark is not measured by the thousand feet. 
Mr. VEST. No, of course not; it is measured by the cord. 
Mr. ALLEN. Two dollars a thousand feet on bark would be 


three or four times the original cost. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course, and $2 on a thousand feet 
of cross-ties would be nearly as bad. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I do not think it signifies the 
slightest whether this witness was talking about white pine or 
yellow pine or any other kindof lumber. The simple fact, and the 
fact that I desire to make patent, is that the owners and controllers 
of white pine in the United States are endeavoring through the 
instramentality of this schedule to prohibit the importation of 
white pine from Canadaor from any othersource. Thatis the piv- 
otal thought of this paragraph as applied to white pine. I have 
not yet heard the Senator from Michigan explain why there is any 
necessity for it or what necessity there may be to levy a tax — 
white pine. It can not be for the pu of increasing the indus- 
try, for white-pine trees do not reproduce themselves, if I am cor- 
rectly informed. When a tree is once cut down, it is destroyed 
for a'l time, and is not replaced in the course of years by another 
white-pine tree, but another species of timber grows in its place. 

Mr. dent, a tax upon white pine that would make impor- 
tation prohibitive and which would result in raising the price of 
that article to the consumers of this country would not benefit to 
exceed a dozen men or a dozen institutions. Why should a tax 
of $2 a thousand be levied upon every farmer and every home 
builder in this country who may be compelled or who may desire 
to use white pine in the construction of his home? The natural 
effect of it would be that the owners of white pine in Minnesota, 
Michigan, and Wisconsin would ship their pine to the Eastern 
markets, and the people in Nebraska and the treeless States will 
be compelled to go to the same cormorants who own the majority 
of the pines of the South and purchase their lumber there, and by 
that meansthe entire pine output of the United States will be placed 
fp the —— of this syndicate or these fewnen. The great mil- 

ons of people who are struggling to establish homes upon the 
rairies, who want to build schoolhouses and churches and other 
stitutions for their benefit and for the accommodation of their 
children and themselves, will have a tax of $2 a thousand or more 
levied upon them to pay tribute to this syndicate or these few men. 

Mr. President, when the white pine disappears in this country, 
if this paragraph shall become a law, do not our friends upon the 
other ide know that these same men will control the white pine 
forests of Canada, and will not the people of this country be at 
the absolute mercy of the owner or owners of Canadian pine? 
Then the cry will go up through the length and breadth of our 
country that white pine is gone and the tariff must come off of it, 

d the Canadian and the Yankee in secret partnership across the 

ne, owning and controlling the white pine of Canada, will raise 
the price of it to the American consumer, and he will be at their 
absolute mercy. Mr. President, there is no escape from this prop- 
osition. 

I notice one peculiar thing in the tariff hearings, or rather the 
absence of one thing. In examining these hearings upon wood, 
and the manufactures of, there isa singular absence of any witness 
representing the agricultural interests of this country. Among 

of the competent men in the United States, and there are some 
very com t men representing the yon ee interests, the 
master of the grange, the presidents of the different alliances, not 
one of them was invited by the Committee on Ways and Means 
to give his testimony upon this schedule. Why, sir, it was a race 
of jackals beforethatcommittee. Everyman who appeared hefore 
it was interested in the lumber trade or in the timber trade in some 
form or another. ‘ 

The men who wanted protection, the men who owned the forests 
and who wanted to growrich out of the people who are compelled 
to use their product, were there in great numbers. The men who 
were handling the lumber as an occupation, or thought of making 
an occupation of it, werethere. Nota home builder in the United 
States, not a tative of the humble classes who are build- 
ing up the cities and the villages of the great West and South, 
was . These h were not open tohim. Neither the 
doors of Congress nor the doors of the committee room were open 
to the tatives of that class of people. They were open 
ss those who fatten and grow rich out of tariff taxation. 

- President, the adoption of this ph will place every 
farmer in the Missouri and Mississippi basin and the great West 
and Southwest at the absolute mercy of the men who control the 
yt ve of this country. What does it signify to a farmer 

y? pees the tacit tax on a thousand feet of lumber means 
20 bushels of corn to the farmer according to current prices. It 
means between 16 and 17 bushels of oats. It means about 4, or 
between 4 and 5, bushels of his wheat. If he builds a home 

10,000 of lumber, which will be a humble home 
takes 200 bushels of his corn at current prices to pay the 
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tariff tax. What reason is there in permitting less than a dozen 
men or a dozen institutions of this country to levy upon every corn 
field and every oat field and every wheat field of the United States 
a tribute of this kind? Why should not these men be put upon 
an equality in the market? Why should not the men who are 
dealing in white pine to-day be compelled to walk out into a com- 
petitive market and take their chances in that market as other 
people are required to do? 

Mr. President, it will not do to say that the American wage 
earner in the pine woods of the United States is paid more and 
better wages than the Kannck is paid. The truth is, the wages 
across the line as a whole are higher than they are in the United 
States for like services. There is nothinginthatargument. The 
claptrap so frequently used in these discussions, that the interest 
of the wage earner is advanced and the poor man’s condition in 
this country is improved over the condition of a like laborer in 
another country, can not be urged in this case. No, Mr. Presi- 
dent, it is simply an attempt, in my judgment, to pay back to this 
great syndicate or these great syndicates of lumber owners a com- 
pensation which possibly they advanced less than a year ago. 

Mr. President, larceny is larceny; it makes no difference what 
name you may giveit. You may call ita breach of trust, you may 
call it a breach of good faith, you may call it embezzlement, you 
may give it any soft-sounding name you see fit, but a law that 
permits one class of people to take from another without compen- 
sation their just and honest earnings is, in the eyes of the law, of 
the higher law, and in the eyes of honest men, nothing short of 
absolute larceny, legalized larceny. 

We have thirteen and a half million of homes in the United 
States. Many of our people are undergoing the privation of pio- 
neer life. Life at best in the great West and in the undeveloped 
portion of this country is a constant struggle. Why should not 
those who are marking out the pathway of civilization and en- 
deavoring to build up homes be encouraged to some extent at 
least? Why should not the material that enters into the construec- 
tion of their humble abodes be free from taxation, especially when 
there is no necessity of levying a tax for revenue upon lumber? 

Mr. President, there can be no excuse for this. The people aro 
disorganized; they are not organized like the syndicates control 
ling almost one-half of the white pine of this country. They are 
too poor to come to Congress and hang around these lobbies and 

alleries to influence the action of Congressmen. They can not 
do that. Many of them would be unable to get here and return 
from the profitsof theirfarms. They must depend upon the sense 
of right and the patriotism of their representatives here to pro 
tect them from such an enormous evil as the imposition of a tariff 
upon lumber would be. 

Every prairie in the land, every interior section of the United 
States, under just legislation upon this and upon other questions 
would have a schoolhouse and a church and colleges as gorgeous 
and commodious as the most populous city. Is there any reason 
why they should not have these accommodations? Are they not 
American citizens? Do they not bear their burdens of taxation 
and the other burdens of Government when called upon, and do 
it patiently and uncomplainingly? Why should any man ina 


populous city have a greater opportunity to enjoy the blessings of 
life in this country than should be enjoyed by the farmers and the 
industrial classes under a just and humane system of legislation? 

At the proper time I shali urge the passage of the amendments 
I have offered. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the question pending before the 
Senate, if lam correctly advised, is the motion of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] to strike white pine from the list of lumber 
proposed by the House bill to be taxed at $2 per thousand feet. I 
think from the argument used here on Saturday it is admitted that 
the great body of white pine in the United States has been con- 
sumed, and that which remains is owned by a comparatively few 
syndicates of very wealthy men in the States of Michigan, Minne- 
sota, and Wisconsin. This proposition is to place a tax of $2 on 
the thousand upon Canadian lumber, which will thereby increase 
the value of the white pine owned by these syndicates $2 on the 
thousand. 

It is also argued, Mr. President, and was, I think, by the Sena- 
tor from Georgia | Mr. Bacon] on Saturday last, that if the price 
of white pine is increased in those Northern States, it will have a 
tendency also to broaden the market for the yellow pine of the 
South, and will also, if not to the same extent at least to a large 
extent, increase the price of the yellow pine which is grown 
throughout the Southern States. 

It is argued, however, upon the other hand by a great many 
persons, that the tax on white pine will not affect the yellow pine 
of the South either one way or the other, that it is used for diifer- 
ent purposes in a large measure, and that no tax levied upon 
white pine can increase the price of the yellow pine. 

Let that be as it may, if it does not increase it, then there is no 
reason why Southern Senators, as I believe, should vote to cause 
the people of the Dakotas and Nebraska and Kansas to pay the 
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owners, this syndicate, in certain Northern States $2 a thousand 
upon all the lumber that they buy to build their houses. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Arkansas permit me to 
interrupt him at that point? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to state for the benefit of the Senator and 
for the benefit of the Senate that the yellow pine of the South is 
rapidly displacing the white pine of the North in the treeless 
States. Whereas twenty years ago we built our houses with white 
es largely, 90 per cent of the construction of our houses to-day 

of the yellow pine of the South. 

Mr. BERRY. I was going to state, if it does not affect it, then, 
unless a man believes in protection for the sake of protection, [ 
can not see why he wouid vote to increase the price of white 
o that is located in the States of Michigan, 

innesota. 

If, upon the other hand, it does increase the price of the yellow 
pine of the South, then, unless a Senator be in favor of protection 
for the sake of protection, I can not see why, as to those engaged 
in other pursuits—in raising cotton, wheat, corn, fruit, or any 
other pursait—he would vote to impose this additional tax upon 
them in order to increase the price of the lumber throughout that 
section. 

Unless it be in the State of Mississippi, the State of Arkansas 
has probably the largest amount of yellow pine of any of the 
Dentiaern States. The southern part of Arkansas and all parts of 
it has more or less yellow pine. Throughout the eastern and the 
northeastern part of the State there is alarge interest in cypress, 
while in the north and in the northwest there is hard wood of 
various kinds, 

I have been urged again and again, by letter, by telegram, and 
by petition from the mill owners in my own State, to vote to place 
this tax upon lumber. If I could justly and conscientiously aid 
those people, Mr. President, withent working an injury to any 
other human being, if I could do them a benefit without doing a 
wrong to the agriculturists of my own State or of other States, 
then | should have every disposition on earth to help them; but to 
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JUNE 7 


fy 





of that State, if the people of Georgia were compelled to get {},,.; 

lumber from some other State in this Union, the S-nator w., d 
not have been so anxious for revenue from this particular arti, le 
but would bave found some other article upon which a tax )\))4 


| have been levied. : 
| Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me? 
; 


Mr. BERRY. I yield to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have no disposition to inteyy,,,, 
the thread of the Senator’s address. It I shail have any reply j, 
can not allow his misstatement of my position to go unc)ia!|o:).-, : 
The Senator is entirely mistaken in attributing to me any sich 
expression as that which he has just stated. He can not tind i 
and the Recorp will not show it. ; 
| Mr. BERRY. Which expression, please? 

Mr. BACON. The Senator stated with very great emphasis 
that I had said that my sole purpose in favoring this wood sched. 
| ule was to raise revenue for the Government, and then he pro- 

ceeded very effectually to demolish that position. I never mado 





any such statement, and the Senatorcan not find it in the printed 

RECORD. 

| Mr. BERRY. I was not undertaking to quote the exact 

| language used by the Senator from Georgia, but I stat d that he 

said not only once, but reiterated it again and again, that he was 

| not a protectionist, and that if this tax was levied for the purpose 

| of protection, he would not support it. 

| Mr. BACON. That is not whatI said. I said if it amounted 

to a protective rate, I would not support it. 

| Mr.BERRY. Well, Mr. President, they are fine distinctions 

| which the Senator draws, and if they are satisfactory to him, they 

| are satisfactory to me; but I stated that the Senator had said that 

| he was not a protectionist, and he said that more than once. 

| Mr. BACON. Oh, yes; that is correct. 

| Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, if the object of the tax is not to 

| increase the Lae of lumber, then it must be for revenue only, and 

| if the object be to increase the price of lumber, then it is protec- 
tion. Whether the tax is large or whether it is small, whether it 


ask me, in order to enable them to get more for their lumber, to | comes incidentally or directly, wherever and whenever the pur- 
vote to impose an additional tax upon the man who is raising cot- | pose behind it is to give one man more for his product than he 
ton, out of the proceeds of which he may build his house, seems | would otherwise receive without the enactment of such a law, 


to me such rank injustice that I can not in conscience cast such a 
vote. 

The manufacturers of lumber tell me that they can not sustain 
themselves unless they get an additional price for lumber. On 
the other hand, the men who are engaged in raising cotton, wheat, 
and corn say, ‘* With the present prices, if you force us to pay an 
additional amount for lumber to build the houses that shelter our 
families, we can not buy the lumber with the prices that we 
receive for our wheat and our corn and our cotton.” 

Mr. President, in a Government like ours, which professes to do 
equal and exact justice to all, under a Government which pro- 
fesses to confer no special privileges, how can we justify a vote 
which takes from a man engaged in raising cotton and gives to 
the man who is running a miil in the sameState? Thatis notmy 
idea of justice; and much as it would gratify me to be able to do 
that which these citizens of my State ask me to do, I believe that 
it is wrong in conscience, that it is contrary to principle, that it is 
contrary to every profession that [ have ever made, and that it 
is contrary to the Democratic faith and the Democratic doctrine 
aslunderstand it. Therefore, notwithstanding the wishes of these 
large interests, I shall be compelled to vote to strike off the tax 
of $2 a thousand feet upon white-pine lumber, which is placed in 
this bill for the benefit of large syndicates in the Northern States. 
I can not believe that it is just or fair that I should force the peo- 
ple in Nebraska, in the Dakotas, or in Kansas to contribute to the 
wealth already held by these enormous syndicates by placing a 
tax upon the lumber which the people are compelled to purchase. 

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Baconj, however, says that this 
tax is purely a revenue tax. He said he was aoe a protectionist, 
and he repeated more than once that if he believed this tax was 

Jaced here for the purpose of protection he would not vote for it. 

ut, Mr. President, what is a protectionist? What does the Sen- 
ator understand protectionist to mean? I understand it to mean 
the man who believes that it is right to impose a tax upon im- 
ported goods in order to increase the price of the same character 
of goods or of goods used for the same purpose which are produced 
in our owncountry. I understand protection to mean a tax upon 
foreign goods for the purpose of increasing the price in this coun- 
os of the domestic goods of the same character. I care not 
whether it is done directly or indirectly, if that is the purpose, if 
that is the idea, if that is the object, it is protection. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia said—and I give him 
credit for stating that which he honestly believes—that his sole 
object in voting for this tax wasin order toobtainrevenue. I donot 
dispute his word. Ihave no doubt that he honestly believes what 
he stated; yet I can not resist the conclusion that if there was no 
yellow pine in Georgia, if there was no sawmill within the limits 


| then it is what I call protection. 

I do not believe in protection. 1 believe that protection is a 
great curse to thiscountry. If I had been inclined to believe in it, 
when I had seen, as I have seen this winter, men gathered around 
this Capitol, gathered around the members of the Finance Com- 
mittee, and urging in every possible way that the taxes be increased 
upon this article and upon that article, protesting that they could 
not make a living unless Congress ped in and passed a law 
which would aid them in getting more from their neighbors than 
they could get without the law; when I have seen a bill framed, 
as this was framed, in the interest of every trust and combine in 
this country; when I have seen Senators who here three years ago 
opposed the sugar tax, and denounced it as a capitation tax, bring 
in a schedule which gives the trust far more than it was receiving 
under the bill which they op so strenuously three years ago; 
when I have seen that every increase of rate has been where there 
rer wealth and combinations of capital behind it—I say, if 
I been inclined to favor protection before, these things would 
be sufficient to show that a bill framed u protection lines ought 
never to pass the Congress of the United States. 

I know full well, Mr. President, that in my own State those 
who are en in the sawmill business, and many merchants, 
too, who are dependent u that interest, are earnestly urging 
the delegation from that State to vote for this tax. It has been 
said by certain Southern members, though not by the Senator 
from rgia, that notwithstanding it is all wrong, yet, while 
these benefits are being divided out, *‘ Why should not the South 
come in and get her part?” 

Mr. President, I can not subscribe to such a doctrine as that. 
If it be wrong in principle, if Congress has-no right to do it, if, as 
the Democratic convention in 1892 declared, every dollar levied 
for any a except for revenue was a robbery, then no man 
can justify himself in participating in that robbery by insisting 
that as others will reap the benefit anyhow, he shou!d have 1's 

That may be sufficient for others, but it is not sufficient 

orme. Ican not call ita robbery to put a tax upon an article 

consumed by the people of my State and at the same time say }t 
is a virtue to put a tax on an article that we have to sell. 

Then, as I say, Mr. President, notwithstanding these interests 
in my own State, notwithstanding the petitions which have come 
from them, I know full well that while the large body of peo) le 
who are engaged in agricultural pursuits and engaged in every 
other vocation of life have not been heard from, yet I know they 
will not and can not a ve of a proposition that we should leg- 
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Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question before he sits 


down? 7 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. L[ask the Senator if,in his judgment, there should 
be any revenue duty upon white pine? 

Mr. BERRY. In en, knowing the present condition, 
white pine ought to on the free list, so that every farmer 
throughout the land can buy it for the lowest price possible. 

Mr. HOAR. Why should there not be a revenue duty on that 
as much as on anything else? 

Mr. BERRY. I do not propose to be cross-examined by the 
Senator from Massachusetts in regard to the various tariff sched- 
ules of this bill. I am arguing as to the white-pine schedule; and 
I tell him the duty which is oe ree has been shown to be pro- 
hibitive; and, that being true, the only purpose can be to give the 
men who own the white pine in the Northern States this additional 
amount of money. 

I repeat to the Senator, as I have said before, when he asks why 
there should not be a duty upon white pine, that there are many 
other articles upon which a revenue duty could be placed which 
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ington that the report from the Agricultural Department, I am 
informed, states that the white pine of which he speaks will be 
exhausted in about seven years. So that the supply of white pine 
is very limited,and the argument made by the Senator from South 
Dakota is in no manner impaired or weakened by the statement 


| of the Senator from Washington 


Mr. SHOUP. 
a word? 

Mr. CAFFERY. 

Mr. SHOUP. 


Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to say 


Certainly. 


I wish to call the Senator's attention to the fact 
| that just before the expiration of the term of President Cleveland 
|} something over 4,000,000 acres of ‘timber lands were set apart as 
| forest reserves in the State of Idaho. These reserves, however, 


| do not embrace all the white pine in Idaho, for we have some white 


| 
| 


pine in other parts of the State not set aside for reservations, along 
the Salmon River,in the Bitter Root reserve, extending something 
like 200 miles along the Salmon River and extending back to the 
Bitter Root Mountains. 

In the extreme northern part of the State and on the borders of 
the State of Washington there is another great forest reservation. 


would bear less hard upon the agricultural classes than a tax on | Itisa fact, however, that only a portion of this timber is white pine; 


lumber, 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, in 1896 there was imported 
$1,947,280 worth of woods, and manufactures thereof, into the 
United States. The exportations from the United States were 
$31,947,108 worth of woods.and manufactures thereof. In the 
same year there was imported of woods, and manufactures thereof, 
about $30,567,000 worth. It is known of all men that the forests 
of the South are covered with a growth of pine and other timber 
sufficient not only for all our domestic purposes, but they consti- 
tute a large amount, if not the most considerable amount, of the 
exports of wood from the United States. 


t was perfectly apparent from the exposition made of the | 


white-pine industry by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Prr- 
TIGREW] that the only purpose and object of placing a tariff on 
white pine was to enable the syndicates and owners of the mills 
in the United States engaged in the white-pine industry to levy 
just the amount of the tariff on the home consumer. It was 
stated by that Senator that there were only some 50,000,000 feet of 
white-pine lumber left standing in the United States, and it was 
in order to monopolize the remainder of this white-pine lumber 
that this tariff was ased in behalf of the white-pine sawmill men 
in the States of Michigan and Wisconsin. 

Mr. WILSON. May I interrupt the Senator on that point? I 
can give him some information, 1 think. I shall occupy but a 
moment. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. WILSON. We had exhibited here on Saturday a map re- 
lating to the white-pine regions, and the statement has gone out 
to the country that the only white pine was in Michigan and 
Wisconsin. ese very able statisticians seem to overlook the 
fact that there is to-day standing in the State of Idaho more white 

ine than was originally standing in the States of Pennsylvania, 

est Virginia, and Maine, and the State of Idaho selected those 
white-pine lands under the grant by Congress to that State when 
it was a Territory. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question right there? 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator says that there is more white pine 
standing in the State of [Idaho than there was in what States? 

Mr. WILSON. That there is more white pine in Idaho than in 
the States of Pennsyivania, West Virginia, and Maine originally. 

Mr. GRAY. And yet they call upon the Government to give 
them something in addition to that bounty of nature. 

Mr. WILSON. We call upon the Government to do the same 
that is done upon the other side of the line. We do not have re- 
bates on this side of the line as they have on the other side. 

Mr. GRAY. With such a bounty as nature has given you, I 
do not commend the attitude of the Senator in seeking to obtain 
an additional advan by the imposition of a duty to be paid 
by eee of the United States. 

Mr. . Mr. President, Ido not desire the commenda- 
tion of the Senator from Delaware upon that. 

Mr. MANTLE. May I interrupt the Senator from Louisiana a 
moment? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. MANTLE. I merely want to ask, in connection with the 
statement just made by the Senator from Washington [Mr. WiL- 
80N]}, whether it is true or it is not true that this great body of 
white pine in the State of Idaho to which he has just referred has 
not been set apart in the late forestry reservation order, and if it is 
not, therefore, or if it will not be in a few months, withdrawn 

public use? 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, in answer to the Senator— 
Mr. CAFFERY. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. WILSON. I the Senator's pardon. 
Mr. CAFFERY. I to state to the Senator from Wash- 


but of the 9,000,000 acres of timber land in the State of Idaho 
nearly one-half of the timber is of white pine. 
Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I do not desire to branch off 


| into the discussion suggested by the argument of the Senator from 


| forest reservations. 


Idaho [Mr. SHoup] as to the propriety or impropriety of these 
It may be that there is a large amount of 


| timber land included within those forestry reservations. My own 
opinion is very decided in that regard, that the Presidential order 
exempting thoze lands from depredations and reserving. those 





| timber monopoly in Michigan and Wisconsin that has 


lands was a wise one and a proper one. 
the denudation of forests 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator permit a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I wish to ask, Does the Senator think that the 
forestry-reservation order was a wise one in the interest of the 
been 


[ think it is evident that 





spoken of? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ihave no reference to the timber monopoly, 
I believe that the denudation of the forests of the United States 
is a fruitful cause of excessive droughts and excessive floods. Ido 
not believe, further, that these timber reservations ought to be 
open to the indiscriminate spoliation by which they have been 
devastated in the past. But that question is wholly aside from 
the one I am discussing. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me a suggestion there? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not care, however, to be drawn into any 
argument in regard to the policy or the impolicy of the forest- 
reservation order. 


Mr. ALLEN. [simply wanted to inform the Senator of a fact 


| of which he appears to be in ignorance. 


| five trees to the acre. 
| trees, not to exceed 10, 15, 20, or 25 feet in height. 





Mr. CAFFERY. 
no doubt. 
Mr. ALLEN. 


Iam ignorant of a great many facts, I have 


One-half of these forest reservations do not grow 
What they do grow are little, scrubby 
They are 
scarcely fit for firewood. Does the Senator think that settlers 
should be deprived of the privilege of settling on that land by hay- 
ing immense reservations of that kind set apart? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Land that will only grow scrub trees will not 
grow much of anythingelse. The agricultural properties of that 
soil are very well defined by the Senator from Nebraska when he 
says that the land will not grow forest trees. 

Mr. ALLEN. I say, take it along the base of the Rocky Moun- 
tains—if tthe Senator knows anything about that country—the 
land does not produce good trees; it is good grazing land and pro- 
duces good grass, but the little knotty trees, 10, 15, or 20 feet in 
height, would barely make firewood. Thousands of acres of that 
kind of land have been set apart in forest reservations by the very 
intelligent order of the recent President of the United States. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I know the Senator's animus toward the re- 
cent President of the United States. 

Mr. ALLEN. No: I have a very high respect for the great 
ability of the recent President of the United States, but I think 
he should have traveled over this country and seen it before he 
made any order affecting forest reservations. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ihave no doubt if he had traveled over the 
country his views and those of the Senator from Nebraska would 
be much wider apart than they are now, for more extended 
knowledge perhaps on his part would make the divergence very 
great indeed. 

Mr. ALLEN. The late President of the United States has not 
traveled over this country. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not think it is necessary to travel over 
this country at all to arrive at an intelligent conclusion as to the 

licy or impolicy of making forest reservations; but Ido not care 
Reenter into that question. 
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Mr. ALLEN. I say the late President of the United States, Mr. 
Cleveland, practically knows nothing about any section of the 
conntry west of the Alleghany Mountains. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will state that the forestry-reservation order 
of the President of the United States was founded upon the report 
of the forestry commission, That commission was com of 
men entirely familiar with the subject, both as a practical mat- 
ter and as a scientific matter. It is impossible for the President 
of the United States at any time to travel all over the United 
States and to look into these details. President Cleveland had 
therefore, to take the conclusions of the forestry commission and 
base his order upon those conclusions. I do not care, however, 
about being drawn into such a discussion. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me in that connection? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I decline to yield further on that ground. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well, then; I will take another ground. 
Will the Senator yield to me on that? 

Mr. CAFFERY,. Very well; go ahead. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish simply to say that the commissionof which 
the Senator speaks was composed of a lot of Eastern theorists who 
knew nothing whatever practically about forests. It was com- 
posed of a few men calling themselves the American Forestry 
Association, who live upon the Atlantic Seaboard, and they have 
practically set apart a great scope of country from actual settle- 
ment and actual use for the purpose of a forest reservation. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tho Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
CaFFERY] has the floor. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I voted to revoke the order of the late 
President on the assurance given in the Senate that there were 
vast tracts of this land that were tically treeless, and that 
there were thousands of settlers in the midst of them, and post- 
offices and villages scattered all through them. I confess that I 
am astonished now to find that the bulk of them are solid white- 
pine forests from side to side, containing nothing but white-pine 
trees, 

Mr. ALLEN. Where did the Senator get that information? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. From Senators on the other side. 

Mr. CAFFERY. These gentlemen seem to corroborate the for- 
estry commission. But the question concerns the denudation of 
these forests. Itisa very great question, and it is a wide question. 
Whether the trees are little or whether they are big, they shade 
the ground, they prevent the too rapid precipitation uf the water 
falling from the skies into the rivers, and they therefore hold back 
floods and are an immense benefit to the people living in the val- 
leys of rivers which overflow their banks. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. vo has kindly handed me 
an extract from a statement prepared by the Chief of the Forestry 
Division, and I will read it. It is as follows: 

Inall these estimates of standing timber the writer has leaned toward ex- 
travagance rather than understatement, and thus the total is found toadd 
up 10.1,000,000,000 feet of coniferous growth in the Northern States, of which 


less than half is pine, to satisfy a cut of at least eighteen to twenty billion 
feet per annum. 

The writer does not ere hak in less than six years avery stick of pine 
spruce, and hemlock will cut, for such figures as these do not admit of 
mathematical deductions, but the eas of the question of supply is cer- 
tainly apparent. Even doubling the estimates it is found that, with the 
present rate and method of cutting, ten years must have exhausted our vir- 
gin timber of these classes. We should addthat much more intimate knowl- 
edge exists now regarding these —— than was possible in 1880, when 
much of the country was still unope: and unknown. 

To be sure, there is some new growth and reproduction going on. The 
probability as to the former is that decay and destruction by fire offsets the 
accretion on the old timber of coniferous growth, and no one familiar with 
our forest conditions and present methods will indulge in a hope that the 
reproductions and young growth can materially change the results. Lon 
before any new ene can have attained log size we will have got rid 
of the virgin supplies. 


There is a statement, I suppose, from one of those impractical 
theorists who do not know anything about trees as they exist; but 
as we have to take our statements from these sources, we are 
bound to accept this finding of the forestry cofmmissioner that in 
less than ten years the forests of coniferous growth will be ex- 
hausted and not reproduced. 

But, Mr. President, this question assumes a wider scope than 
the mere question of the monopoly of white-pine interests in the 
States of Michigan and Wisconsin. The Senator from Nebraska 
has argued the question of free lumber upon purely Democratic 
lines. He has assailed to some extent, as has the ator from 
Arkansas, the principle laid down by the Senator from penn 
[Mr. Bacon]. The Senator from Georgia says that he adv: 

a tariff on lumber purely upon a revenue basis. 

I venture to say that with the enormous forests of the South, 
with their almost inexhaustible supply of yellow pine, with the 
constantly growing export trade of the lumber from those forests, 
and its manufactures, no revenue of any kind can come by the 
imposition of a tive tariff upon the yellow pine of the 


South. How will it work? Before you can put on a protective 
tariff you have to have imports, and an conuinaiien of the sta- 







tistical table here shows that there is no import of yellow I 
into the United States. 7 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. A protective tariff might not yield revenue, 4), 
a@ revenue tariff might. The Senator hogs the question when ho 
says there will be no revenue from a tariff levied upon yellow ),,,, 
There can be a revenue from a tariff, such as is proposed |)..:.. 
levied upon the importations of lumber; and without tresp:s- 
apon the Senator’s time I desire to call his attention to the (,.: 
that the comparative statement, which I presume he has a)))\\)).- 
the voluminous documents I see upon his desk, shows that |. 
year there was nearly $17,000,000 worth of lumber imported j));, 
this country, and a rate of 20 per cent, which does not exc 4 
revenuerate, would produce between three and four million (\)\),:;5 
of revenue for the Government. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Where does the Senator think {i 
lumber comes from? 

Mr. BACON. I presume itcomesfrom Canada. I do not ky jw 
where else. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The importation of lumber fro (')- 
ada was seven and a half millions. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will examine the document. }|,5 
will see—I got it from the Senator from Texas, who showed it to 
me in a document on his desk—that it amounted to between six- 
teen and seventeen million dollars. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think the Senator will find that tho 
importations from Canada are about seven and a half million (0}- 
lars and the domestic production about four and a half or fivy 
hundred million dollars. So it is about 2 per cent. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not say the importation is from Canada. I 
do not know where itis from. It does not state that it does cone 
from Canada. It states the amount. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We are discussing the importations 
of Canadian lumber, and it is pertixfent to know the amount of 
lumber that comes from Canada. 

Mr. BACON. We are not aaa ees We are discussing 
the importations. The Senator from Arkansas asked me wher) 
the lumber came from. I said I presumed it came from Canada. 
I do not know where else it comes from, Mexico not being a 
lumber- ucing country, and none of it, I presume, coming 
across sea. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. South America. 

Mr. BACON. We export lumber to those countries and do not 
import it. Certain w come from South America, but they aro 
not woods that come into mn in the ordinary construction 
of houses. Woods out of w. furniture and things of that kind 
are made come from South America. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I understand the proposition of the Senator 
from ia to be that a revenue tariff might not yield revenues 
on all lumber, and that a revenue tariff upon pine lumber may 11:1 
yield protection. That is what I understand the Senator to sav. 

Mr. BACON. I confess that, while the Senator is usually very 
lucid, I do not understand his statement. 

Mr. CAFFERY. My statement is that a revenue tariff, a tariff 
of sa! ge cent, as he says, may yield revenue on all lumber, but ‘ 
would not yield a revenue and ‘ore no protection on yellow- 
pine lumber. Is that straight enough? 

Mr. BACON. I say that the levying of a revenue duty new s- 
sarily affects the prices of all a es with which the article thus 
tuned would come into competition, and that when you hay: a 
general tariff upon the importation of all kinds of lumber, whet!:r 
there is any yellow pine imported or not, if the lumber upon w!i ')1 
the duty is imposed comes into competition with yellow pin«. it 
will affect the ~ of yellow pine. 

Mr. CAFFERY. As a matter of fact, white pine does not como 
into competition with yellow pine. They are used for differvit 


, . BACON. That is a matter of fact upon which the Sen:tor 
from Louisiana is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Very well. 

Mr. BACON. There are a great many uses of white pine in 
which yellow pine is not used, but white pine is used in a grit 
many things, in the building of houses rding, siding, and 
things of that kind, where it does come directly into competition 
ee pine. It is not used for making boxes, and wl!) 

e 

Mr. CAFFERY. Therefore the proposition is that if wiit» 

pine is used for purposes for which ine is used and white 


ing 


pine has a revenue tariff upon it, it affects the price of yellow 
ne. 


Mr. BACON. re 

Mr. CAFFERY. So that the duty as to yellow pine, from tho 
admission of the Senator from Georgia, is purely for protection, 
because none of it is imported. , 

Mr. BACON. Not at all; not in the least. ‘The revenue is de 
rived from that which comes into competition with it. 


pi 
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Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir; but none from yellow pine. You 
ut a tariff upon an article to protect it, or to produce revenue. 
my simple Democratic faith I would consent to have a tariff 
nt upon an article only to produce revenue, with no sort of idea 
re protection. It does not enter into my calculation. 

But I dispute the proposition of fact. The tariff upon lumber 
can only affect that lumber which is imported into the United 
States toa great extent. The yellow-pine lumber of the South 
can not legitimately be raised in price by a tariff im favor of the 
white-pine lumber of the North. We export large quantities of 

ellow pine. a from my country go every week to Mexico. 
fnmense quantities are shipped from Mobile, and nearly every 
Southern port is a port of export for sawed pine lumber or split 

ber. 

mS President, in my opinion a tariff of $2 a thousand upon 
white pine is rd eee er, You can not getitin. The 
tariff istoohigh. So the feature of revenue spoken of by the Sena- 
tor from Georgia cuts no figure atallin this matter. If this tariff, 
as it is alleged to be and as it is shown to be, is prohibitive of the 
introduction of white-pine lumber, you can not get revenue, by 
reflex action, upon the yellow pine of Georgia, for the white pine 
will notcomein. Itwill prohibitit. Therefore it is that the com- 
petition amon the home producers of yellow pine fixes the price 
at home, and the price of the exported article of yellow pine has a 
tendency to fix the tic price. 

A tariff on lumber, while useless for revenue and for legitimate 
protection, would only provide a means for the easier formation 
of lumber trusts. : , 

I can find no point upon which the tariff on lumber can rest, 
either for revenue or protection. It is designed simply to allow 
a few mill owners and white-pine forest owners on the border 
between the United States and Canada to charge an unconscion- 
able price for their lumber. It will not affect the Southern in- 
dustry. That industry is broadening and extending to a wonder- 
ful degree. It isseeking foreign markets in every direction. We 
have an inexhaustible supply, and I speak knowingly when I say 
thatthe cypress-lumber industry of my State, notwithstanding the 
fact that a representative of it came before the Committee on 
Ways and Means and asked for the imposition of this tax of $2 a 
thousand, ap to be in as flourishing a condition as any other 
industry in State. 

The cypress is finding its way all over the United States. It is 
being used for a number of purposes for which cedar was used. 
It is very valuable in making water tanks to keep a supply of 
water. "The shingles are of extraordinary durability, lasting as 
long as the best shingles ever made, and they are finding their 
way to the markets of the United States. While I am glad to see 
any industry in State flourish as I know now that the cypress 

ustry is flourishing, I should be very sorry to see any imposi- 
tion laid upon the consumers of lumber in the United States 
merely to afford the mill owners of Louisiana an opportunity to 
add more to the price of the lumber than the lumber ought legiti- 
mately to sell for. 

Why is this tariff songht to be placed upon lumber? With 
these inexhaustible forests of lumber in the South, with the abso- 
lute impossibility of any competition with our mill owners, with 
the fact ing us in the face that we are exporting large quanti- 
ties of the uct of our forests in the South, I can not find it in 
my conscience to place a tariff upon lumber. Providence has so 
ordained things in the United States that we have prairie land 
and timber land in juxtaposition. 

The lumber of the South exchanges for the corn and the hogs 
and the other products of Kansas and other States. There has 
sprung up between us a most profitable trade in the interchange 
of products—our Southern products for the products of the prairie 
States—and I submit it would be a very heavy blow to our indus- 
try to shatter or to embarrass the purchasing power of the dwellers 
inthe by placing upon them an additional price to be paid 
for the lumber necessarily used by them. It will bave a tendency 
to cripple the home industry. lt will not add one single cent to 
your revenue, for none of it comes in. You can not put a tariff 
where there is no importation, or if you do, it is useless. I can 
not find any one single point upon which the tariff on lumber can 
Test so far as the lumbermen are concerned. 

I am curious to know how an advocate of the tariff-for-revenue- 
only principle can rt a tariff on lumber. The absolute pre- 
requisite is wanting. A tariff upon white-pine lumber is prohibi- 
tive, and in consequence 
imported from Canada. A tariff infavor of yel 

operative, because none is imported. 
revenue? Bither this tariff must be 





w-pine lumber is 
re, therefore, is your 
justified upon the ground of 
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Mr. BACON. I recognize the fact that the Senator from Louisi- 
ana may not concede the orthodoxy of this document, but the plat- 
form on which I stand dees not use the language he now uses. 
The platform of the Democratic party in its last convention on 
this subject was in these words: 

We hold that the tariff duties should be levied for purposes of revenue 

And I call the attention of the Senator particularly to what fol- 
lows, because it is upon that that I base my position in this mat- 
ter— 
such duties to be so adjusted as to operate equally throughout the 
and not discriminate between class or section. 

That is my platform, and the one, I say, on which I base the 
position I take as to the wood schedule; that it is that which in 
sures equality to all sections in imposing equal rates of tariff, or 
approximately equal rates of tariff, upon the raw material as well 
as upon the finished product, and that the other plan, favoring 
the finished product and not the raw material, is to discriminate 
between class and section, that which the Democratic party con- 
demns, and which [ also condemn, because , 
with it. 

Mr.CAFFERY. There appears to bea little difference between 
the platform adopted at Chicago and the platform adopted at 
Indianapolis. It may suit the ideas of some Senators to say there 
is but one Democratic platform, and that is the platform of Chi- 
cago; but take that platform and let us see how it squares with 
the doctrine enunciated by the Senator from Georgia. 

‘* We believe in a tariff for revenue,” ieaving out ‘‘only.” Very 
well. ‘‘ We believe in adjusting the tariff so that all classes wilil 
be equally operated upon.” Those, substantially, are the words 
of the platform which the Senator quoted. Now, how does that 
square with the facts in this case? A tariff on lumber only bene- 
fits the white-pine producers of the United States lying on the 
Canadian border. 

Mr. BACON. 
facts. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Very well; that is my argument. A tariff 
upon lumber can not affect the yellow-pine interest of the South. 

ou can not have a tariff for revenue—leave out the “ only,” if 

ou please—unless you get the articleimported. Your tariff wpon 
umber of $2 a thousand will prohibit the introduction of lumber 
from Canada. Where is your revenue without the imports? It is 
begging the question to say that, with no imports of yellow pine 
into the United States from abroad, a tariff on lumber generally, 
which is prohibitive of the introduction of all lumber, will by re- 
flex action benefit the yellow-pine lumber of the South. 

Perhaps I am obtuse; perhaps I can not see the exceedingly fine- 
spun point of the Senator from Georgia, but in my humble way 
of Seaikiens at things it is catching before killing; it is importing 
an article before you can put a tax upon it. When you place 
a tax which is proved to be prohibitive of the only lumber that 
comes into the United States, I should like to know where the refiex 
action is that would beneficially affect lumber in other localities. 
We are bound to import into the United States lumber that we do 
not and can not raise in the United States. We are bound to 
import dyewoods and other hard woods which we do not produce, 
and upon them a tariff is purely for revenue; but they are intro- 
duced to such a small extent and are so necessary in the mannu- 
facture of articles that a tariff upon them is unwise and injudi- 
cious, inasmuch as it cripples other manufactures. 

Nor do I agree with the Senator from Georgia in the matter of 
his uniform tariff wpon raw material and the finished product. 
He challenges any precise statement in any Democratic platform 
of a tariff upon raw materials. I concede that so far as my obser- 


trv 


I thoroughly agree 


There is where the Senator and I differ as to the 


| vation goes there is no express Democratic declaration on that 


point, but, sir, it flows from the very nature of Democratic prin- 
ciples. It is a part of the essence of Democracy. If you impose 
a tariff upon the raw materal, you must necessarily impose a tariff 
upon the finished product to compensate for that duty. You 
thereby impose a tariff for protection, pure and simple, to the 
manufacturer, and the argument therefore leads to the conclusion 
that as the Democratic principles in their essence deny the impo- 
sition of a tariff for protection, therefore you can not place a tariff 


| upon the raw material, which necessarily introduces protection. 


It may be that manufacturers are unduly protected. It may be 


| that it is in violation of Democratic principle, and it is that they 


should be unduly protected, but I submit to the Senate whether 
ox not, one wrong being conceded, you want to multiply wrongs 


ro do not get — of that lumber | and godeeper intoerror by placing a tariff upon the raw material 
oO 


because the manufacturer is protected. In other words, if the 
protected hand slaps you on one cheek, turn around and slap your- 
If there is error, multiply it. If it is wrong to 


protection, eee nls, or it can not be justified at all. Not | put a tariff upon the manufactured article, place one upon the raw 


are we making umber we want, with capacity to ex- 
its manufacture to eat povertens, but we are export- 
Seustie-tioes Georgia finds a basis to place the wril-for 
a tariff-for- 

Tevenue-only principle on lumber. 


material. Is that the logic of Democracy? 

Mr. BACON. Thelanguage of Democracy is that tariff should 
be levied for revenue, and if it is levied for revenue on the manu- 
factured article, it should also be levied for revenue on the raw 
material. 
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Mr. CAFFERY. But when you place it on the raw material 
ou do not secure revenue. You have to compensate the manu- 
acturer, and the tariff he pays upon the raw material is added to 

the selling price of the article. It comes out of theconsumer. It 
does not go into the Treasury. It is a tax, pure and simple, upon 
consumption. It does not come within the grasp of Democratic 
principles in my construction of what Democratic principles are. 
As a matter of course, gentlemen differ with me in this opinion. 
That is their privilege. I am now only attempting to show, in 
my humble way, that it is un-Democratic to place a tariff on the 
raw material because there is a tariff upon the manufactured 
article of which the raw material is one of the ingredients or com- 
ponent parts. 

Mr. BACON. Ishall] not interrupt the Senator to the extent of 
discussing the question whether, where there is a tariff upon the 
finished article, it should all be in favor of the manufacturer who 
puts the finishing touch, as Isaid Saturday, on some particular arti- 
cle, or whether it should be distributed so as to include the manu- 
facturer of the raw material out of which the finished product is 
made, As I say, I shall not stop to discuss that now. It would 
take too much of the Senator's time, and,in addition, I expressed 
my views on that point upon Saturday. But as I called the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the question of the amount of imports of wood, 
and there seemed to be some doubt expressed by Senators as to 
whether I was correct, I will give the source of my authority. 

In the document entitled Imports of Merchandise for Consump- 
tion, 1896, on page 76, there is a statement of importations of 
woods not elsewhere specified, and manufactures of. In that 
statement it is shown that of the class of woods which we natu- 
rally expect to find imported from South America, such as box, 
cedar, ebony, lancewood, lignum-vite, mahogany, rose, sandal, 
and all other woods of that class, the total imports amounted to 


one million eight hundred and forty-six thousand and some odd 


dollars. Of the woods other than those, and of the kind which 


are being dealt with in this particular schedule, the imports free 


were $16,806,589. 


Of manufactured woods of the material not embraced in the 
South American woods there were $3,505,972. So, exclusive of 
the South American woods, the imports into this country free last 
year were $16,806,589, upon which, it strikes me, a very consider- 
able revenue could be gotten for the Treasury of the United States 
by the imposition of a duty not protective, but strictly within the 


revenue limits. 


Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator must remember that the wood 
which he speaks of as being imported was imported under free 


trade. 
Mr. BACON. Oh, yes; and so I stated. 


Mr. CAFFERY. It does not follow (in fact, just the contrary 
follows) that if the tariff is reimposed you will have revenue 
from it. I doubt not that a very large portion of our imported 

Canada is a new country, and it is full 
of wood. The wood industry is necessary to the people living 
upon the border, and the beneficial effects of an exchange between 
the Canadian and the American with regard to timber does not 
extend beyond that narrow frontier. It is confined there. The 


woods are from Canada, 


Senator from Georgia never saw any timber imported from Eu- 
rope. He will find nolumber imported from the old countries, 
because they have none. 

You can not have wood from those countries which largely 
compete with us in manufactures. You must have your wood 
from countries like Canada, or from the Tropics—from new coun- 
tries. It is absolutely impossible for any importation from the 
old countries to affect us seriously. There may bea certain growth 
of timber in old countries that I am not aware of that is imported 
to some extent, but it could only be very small. The figures cited 
by the Senator from Georgia prove but very little, for if he will 
look further into the tables from which he has quoted he will find 
that the importations jumped up under free trade, and that the 
high specific tariff which is now being im upon a d 
price of lumber will have the undoubted effect of prohibiting the 
importation altogether. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows inthechair). The 
question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest] to paragraph 193. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Iwas going to propose, before the Senator from 
Arkansas proceeds, what I think might be satisfactory to the Sen- 
ator from Georgia and the Senator from Louisiana, and would save 
an immense deal of the time of the Senate in debate. It is that 
the Senator from Georgia should agree to apply to sugar the pro- 
tective principle which he thinks ought to 6 applied to iensban, 
and the Senator from Louisiana should agree to apply to lumber 
the protective principle which he thinks ought to be applied to 
8 . That would save a great deal of time. [Laughter.] 

ir. BACON. If the Senator from Massachusetts will simply 
strike out the word * protective” and put “revenue duties” in 
place of it, I will accept the proposition, 











JUNE 7, 
Mr. HOAR. By any other name it would taste as sweet By 
7 other name it would give high protection. 7 
r. CAFFERY. By any other name the statement of 

ator from Massachusetts would be just as erroneous. He ¢ a not 
make me out a protectionist by “ay side questions like that. There 

is not any protection in me. If I knew where it was, [ w, vald 

forthwith cut it out. Ido not want protection on sugar. [ jaya 

never asked for protection onsugar. [have had the hardilood ¢, 

ask for a tariff for revenue on sugar. 

Mr. HOAR. Why is the Senator pleading so piteously for a tax 
on that necessary of life which the poor people in Louisiana haye 
to consume, unless he wants the tax to protect them in rajsiy> it? 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senatorfrom Massachusetts is so infused 
so inoculated, with the virus of protection that he can never seg 
the strength of any argument for a tariff for revenue purposes, | 
propose a tariff on sugar because that tariff will go into the Treas. 
ury. You want a tariff upon manufactured articles, the proceeds 
of which will go into the pockets of the manufacturer. There js 
the distinction. I want a tariff upon articles that yieid a reyvennye 
to go into the coffers of the Government, and I point to sugar ag 
one of these articles. As I have said to the Senator from (ieorgia 
you could not get the reveuue from lumber, and therefore it does 
not come under the tariff-for-revenue doctrine. There is the dif. 
ference between us. 

Mr. BACON. The trouble about the Senator's argument is that 
he bases it upon a bald assertion that such a thing can not be or 
that such a thing will be, and there is no evidence upon which the 
Senate can act which would bring us to the conclusion th it he js 
correct. He says because one man—and that was disputed this 
morning in the statement made by the Senator from Michigan— 
said it would be prohibitory, therefore it must be prohibitory. He 
takes that as an accepted, conclusive, indisputable fact. and there- 
fore he says his conclusion deduced therefrom must be correct. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The statement that all lumber in the United 
States ought to be protected is a statement which can not be borne 
out. If we made all the sugar that we wanted and exported a 
vast amount of sugar, could I have the hardihood to come before 
the Senate of the United States and ask for a tariff upon it on the 
line of a tariff for revenue? Icouldnot. Wehave lumber in that 
category. We have inexhaustible fields of lumber. Our forests 
are our wealth. We are disseminating the blessings of that 
wealth all over the world. Weare exporting lumber. Woe have 
more than enough. We are giving to those who have no lumber 
out of our abundance. I want to know whether that article 
comes within the category of a tariff for revenue. 

Every market of Central America, a great many markets of 
Europe, Canada itself, are recipients of our exports. I[t can not 
be a tariff for revenue, or, if so, to a very small degree. The im- 
ports show an insignificant amount. In 1889, or the year before 
the McKinley Act went into operation, the amount of revenue 
from sugar was $58,000,000, three times the amount of thie gross 
importof lumber into the United States. So, sir, I stand on clear 
ground,on defensible ground, on Democratic ground, when | plant 
myself oe 8 as a revenue-producing article. 

Mr. TILL But you do not object to the incidental pro- 
tection that you get on sugar? 

Mr.CAFFERY. I have no regard forincidental protection. I 
never look backward; I look forward to the principle. Place the 
tariff on a revenue-producing article and let it operate as it will. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I simply desire to 
state that his disclaimer reminds me of the fact that Macaulay, in 
his History of England, in of the Puritans, said that they 
objected to bear fighting, or bear baiting, as I believe he termed 
it, not because it gave pain to the bears, but because it gave 
pleasure to the eae I suppose, on the same line, the Sen- 
ator from Loui objects to every imposition of the tariif, not 
because it will cause an me to the ple, but because there 
may be some indirect or incidental benefit derived therefrom. 
Mr. CAFFERY. The historical allusions of the Senator trom 
Georgia are as pointless as hisargument upon a tariff for }um/er. 
Mr. BACON. Does the Senator doubt the correctness 0: it’ _ 
Mr. CAFFERY. The correctness or the incorrectness oi 1! 1s 
of io sort of moment. Whether Macaulay or Socrates or Plato 
or orsy else said it, it has no application to the point we are 
now discussing. I want the pleasure for the people. The bears 
can take care of themselves. ' 
Whom is the tariff on lumber to benefit? It will give an in- 
finite amount of satisfaction to the lumber syndicates upon ‘16 
Canadian border. It will give pain and suffering to every }0°" 
man who wants to erect a shelter to cover his head. 1/\a' 1s 
what it will do, sir. You want to place a tariff upon this inci 
pensable article, an article that shelters the poor from the pitil:ss 
storm, and you cite to me, as a reason to show the fallacy of '"y 
argument, the ideas of the old Puritans in regard to be w ba'tins. 

: o, sir; I speak ~~ a - = a any emmnents! a 
point, from the standpoint ng the poor, and in advocac 
of the correctness of the Densnenalio principle of tariff for revenue 


the Sen- 
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only. I say that the tariff on lumber can be brought within 
neither of the principles. What is the principle of protection? | 
Protect until you stimulate the whole enterprise in order to bring 
the pricecheapertotheconsumer. Thatistheirtheory. The fact 
has never jumped with the theory. If you want to stimulate the 

roduction of lumber, you dennde the forests, you kill your 
industry by protection. Under the situations that exist in the | 
United States, it is absolutely impossible to protect at en- 

ed in the lumber business, and you can only protect the ht 

ber industries along the Canadian border. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not question the sincerity of 
the declaration of the Senator from Louisiana. Of course I have 
no doubt whatever that he is one of those instances of gentlemen 
which often oceur—very honest and worthy people who deceive 
themselves. But the fact is this: He represents a State which is 
largely engaged in raising sugar, and which can not make a profit 
uniess there is a revenue duty on sugar, or a bounty, which is out | 
of the question this year. Putting that revenue duty on sugar 
raises the price of sugar to everybody in this country, and raising 
the price of sugar to everybody in this country raises the price of 
a neceeeeey of life of which the poor men consume as much per 
capita as the rich. Whenever there is a question as to other rev- 
enue duties the Senator is not found rising in his place and insist- | 
ing that there shall be an increased excise tax on beer because it 
js sure to go into the Treasury, or that there shall be an increased 
excise tax or duty on a dozen other things which are situated in 
the same ar will go into the Treasury; but his whole cry 
is, “Sugar, Mr. Speaker; sugar, sugar, sugar, sugar!” When the 
Wilson bill passe, the honorableSenator was so doubtful whether 
sugar had nm taken care of sufficiently that if | am not mis- 
taken he voted ‘‘nay,” against the bill, when his name was first 
called, and ‘* yea” on the final vote, and his vote turned the scale. 
Now, he is as sincere a man asever lived—I do not say this for the 
sake of imputing any want of absolute sincerity to the Senator— 
but he has theory, and the result of his theory is that the one 
thing which on free-trade principles is to be protected is the sugar 
of Louisiana and nothing else. 

The honorable Senator from Georgia, who is also a sincere man, 
aman of the greatest personal worth and intelligence. as we all 
know, has a theory, under which the lumber of his State is to be 


1m- | 








protected. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will allow me to correct him. My 
view of the subject is not limited to lumber. I am in favor, asa 
general rule, of a tariff on all raw materials, whether they are 
produced in my State or not. 

Mr. HOAR. On all raw materials that compete with the prod- 
nets of Georgia? 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; whether they do or not. 

Mr. HOAR. Then there area lot of other Senators who see the 
point of this and who are laughing about it, who have an idea 
that a duty of something like 80 or 90 per cent on rice is all right; 
that it isa revenue duty. Rice is a necessary of life; the duty 
raises the price of rice to every poor man; it is the poor man’s 
food; but after all the good old Democratic doctrine of free trade 
is exemplified by putting a duty of 80 or 90 per cent on the rice 


that our people raise. | 
Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 


tion? 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, if you commit the making of a 
tariff to the gentlemen who are conducting this debate against 
the pending bill on the Democratic side of the Chamber, and tell | 
them if they will write out a tariff we will all shut our eyes and | 
open our mouths and vote for it, they will make a tariff which 
they will call free trade, but which will amply and thoroughly 
protect every important industry of their own States. That is 
what they did when they had a chance to make one before, and 
that is what they would do if they had a chance to make one now. | 
There is a t deal—— 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will allow me to ask hima 
question. 
Mr. HOAR. No; let me finish the sentence and then I will 

ld. Mr. President, there is a great deal of human nature in | 


fe Taesins: 
Mr. BACON. I re to ask the Senator from Massachusetts, if 
the unity were given to us to draw a tariff bill, and we | 
should put into it a tax on hides, would he support the bill, or 
would he insist upon free hides in the interest of the leather and | 
manufacturers of Massachusetts? 
Mr. HOAR. If the bill seemed to me to be a sound measure, as 
I think the psoas one is likely to be, one which will protect the 
industries of the country generally, I should certainly defer to the 
of the eayerty of my co ues in regard to one single 
and I would vote for the bill. 
. But the Senator is speaking about what individ- 
favor as it may affect their own particular localities, 
desire to know of the Senator from Massachusetts whether 
he would favor a tax on hides, or whether he would prefer to favor 
@ tax on the manufactures of leather? 








Mr. HOAR. That is not the question the Senator asked me be- 
fore. 

Mr. BACON. Well, I ask it now. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator asked me whether, if there wasa duty 
on hides in a tariff bill, I would vote for it, and I said. if it was a 
wane bill in other respects, 1 should, 

Mr. BACON. I will change the question to the latter form, if 


| the Senator will permit me. 


Mr. HOAR. The Senator puts that question. I do not want 
to prolong the debate, but I will say just this: The hide is nota 
thing which is produced byitself alone. It is a part of an animal 
which must be killed to make it. Now, if there is a duty upon 
hides alone of a cent a pound, the hides averaging 60 pounds in 
weight, so that it would be a tariff of 60 cents on an animal, 
which would be, on an average, worth $60, it would be a tariff 
of 1 per cent only on the product. I think that a tariff of only 1 
per cent on any product is an absurdity as a matter of protection. 
it never would have any effect at all. You can not put a pro- 
tective tariff upon the horns of an ox of 3 or 4 cents only and have 
it a stimulant or an aid or an assistance in raising the ox. So I 
think a tariff on hides of that sort, not a tariff on the whole 
product, but upon a little piece of it, is utterly absurd. But if I 
do not succeed in convincing the judgment of other gentlemen 
that that is true, I shall think that I am probably mistaken, and 
if the tariff in other respects is sound, I shall support it. That is 
my attitude exactly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. 

Mr. STEWART. 
make a remark? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, I concur with the Senator from 
Massachusetts that a tariff of 1 cent a pound on hides is entirely 
inadequate. But I am unable to distinguish between the principle 
of the tariff on hides and a tariff on any other products of the 
United States, whether of the loom, the factory, or the farm. 
Farmers are more generally interested in a tariff on hides than any 
other article that can be named. There are more farmers who 
raise some cattle than persons engaged in any other one pursuit. 
Everything depends on the farmers. The farmers have to sell 
abroad in a free-trade market and buy at home in a protected 
market. They pay your imports, the interest on your foreign ob- 
ligations, and maintain the credit of the country. Our exports 
mostly come from the farmers, and we should relieve them as 
much as possible. 

I do not have in mind now just how much we pay for foreign 
hides, but it is a very large amount. Perhaps some gentleman 
can answer as to that. Ido not understand why we should not 
protect hides in order to benefit the farmer and enable him to 
make something in raising stock. Weshould give him the mar- 
ket for hides when we put a tariff on the finished material, on 
boots and shoes. When we build up that industry, a manufac- 
turing industry which is confined to a very few people, and com- 
pel the farmer to buy his boots and shoes in a protected market, 
we should not deny him the protection that we give to others. 

I deny that the raising of beef cattle is a profitable business in 
this country. It hardly pays at present prices. Farmers can 
hardly afford to doit. But if you puta tariff on hides, so as to 


Mr. President-—— 
Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to 


| make the hides of some value and distribute the protective prin- 


ciple among them more generally, you will make it much more 
satisfactory. 

I tell you there is nothing in any argument that may be made 
for a tariff upon anything that does not apply to hides more 
emphatically than to any other one article, because they are more 
generally produced by a larger number of people, and produced 
by those people who have to buy boots and shoes. The idea that 
any class of people in this country should be indulged with the 


| purchase of what is needed to furnish them in a free-trade market, 


and should always be allowed to sell in a protected market, is 
unfair. There are very few things that you can protect for the 
farmer. He is forced to buy in a protected market and sell his 
surplus, which pays for what you buy abroad, in a free-trade 
market. That is unfair. 

It has been suggested that 1 cent a pound upon hides is not a 
sufficient duty. 1 will say that I think it isnot. The duty ought 
to be 10 cents a pound at least; it ought to be protected. We have 
hides enough in this country to supply the home demand. Thou- 
sands and thousands of hides are left where the beeves are slaugh- 
tered and not used at all; they will not bear the cost of transporta- 
tion. If we had such protection as would enable them to get the 
hides to market, we could produce enough in this country proba- 
bly to supply the demand entirely. I have never been able to see 
an argument on the part of anybody that could make a distinc- 
tion between a duty on hides and a duty on boots and shoes. 

Mr. WHITE. I understand it is claimed by the other side, 
however, that hides are raw material. 

Mr. GRAY. Rawhides? (Laughter. | 

Mr. STEWART. Everything is raw material, and it is so de- 
clared in all the letters that come in here. Every man regards 
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everything that he uses in his business and that he has to buy as 
raw material. Every letter that comes here goes on to speak of 
everything else as raw material, no matter how many processes it 
has gone through. No matter how much labor has been bestowed 
upon it, if he wants it for manufacturing purposes he calls it raw 
as. There is nothing in such a claim. Raw material is 
t material wpon which no labor has been expended, and you 
can not draw any other line. If you say that any material upon 
which labor has been expended is raw material, then everything 
is raw material. That is the only line thet can be drawn. 
Why, I ask, should not the laborer in raising cattle or sheep or 
in producing coal from the mines be protected from competition 
ith thé cheap labor of the Old World as well as those who stay 
. the cities, the employees you import into cities and who work in 
‘factories? Is not the labor of the farmer, the pioneer who goes 
out and develops the resources of nature and produces wool and 
hides and minerals and all that goes into manufacturing, as meri- 
torious as the labor in the factories, which is mostly imported? 
That labor has not developed anything; it has not breathed free 
air; it is not always the labor of American people; it has been 
herded in cuntel cities; it has not gone out and developed the 
try. I ask why the pioneer labor of the farmer that develops 
country is not as much entitled to protection as any other 
labor. The laborers who produce this kind of raw material are 
mostly American citizens, native born for the greater part, and 
they are entitled to some recognition. Why should they not be 
protected equally? I do not understand that. 
The object is to protect American labor. I want to know why 
American labor in the fields, why American labor that develops 
e resources of nature, is not as much entitled to protection as 
American labor that dwells in the cities. Are not these valu- 
Do we not want them as a foundation for the Re- 


to me, the raw material of one man is the finished 
uct of another. That is the way it goes. The rule should be 
anything which is uced by labor should be protected. If 
i > to be protected, if the protective principle is to be 
ied, it should be applied so as to protect labor. 
what the competition is in this business. Look at Mexico, 
South America, other countries where the cattle run free and 
eee by the lowest kind of labor. Wecome 
tion with them. So itiswith wool. In that industry 
ea oy my conflict with the cooly labor, the inferior labor of India. 
it is in all this question of raw material. 
Why, I ask, are not the American citizens, upon whom this 
fabric of liberty rests, who develop the resources of nature which 
make this Government great, entitled to protection? This would 
not have been a 
natural 


should tect labor, 
Any om 


¥ protective 
account of its injustice, and 
_ time will come when no 


£ 
e 
: 
: 
d 
t 
: 
: 


ket and sell in a 
le are 


ment. 
Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, in the course of the remarks of 
Massachusetts Las Hoar] he referred to my 
ilson Act, and he opened his 
I had succeeded in i 


decei 
to the theory of tariff for revenue 
ve this consolation, Mr. President, in that respect, that 
may be deceiving myself, the evil stops with me. I may 
be the victim of my own but ever since the Senator 


i 
z 
A 


Massachusetts has been in this 
rin deceiving the whole or a portion of the le of the 
nited States in regard to the pern workings of his tariff for 


protection. I may deceive myself, but I have not been the instru- 


President, t have no apologies to make for the vote I gave 
upon thatsugarschedule, nor would I have adverted toit but for the 
ner and style, more than for the matter, in which the Senator 
Massachusetts adverted toit. Upon the final passage of that 
I did get up in my seat in the Senate and vote “nay,” and after- 


ving See ee Se See. Ce es 


into effect on the succeeding ist of January. That . _ 
violated, and it was for no other reason, Without at, 
tariff-for-revenue princi 
that I cast that vote. I 


the 
or the tariff-for-protection principle 
. a ht to cast it, and I have no a)),) . 
gies to make for casting it. When the Senator from Massi¢))). 
setts attempts | introducing that vote before this body to «\\o, 
that I had vacillated in the application of my principles, },.. ),,,, 
sadly failed of ane. ; 
Sir, he saysa upon hides is an absurdity, because it is (1), 
i per cent of the value of the animal, and we have it fro. ¢)),;; 
igh authority, the Senator from Massachusetts, that a tax ;. 
to be le , only to be placed, when it reaches up into yer) 
high percentages; that it is an absurdi mse it is low and 
does not pileenough upon the backs of American people. \ 
tariff on hides of 1 cent a pound, in the beautiful light of the ),., 
tective theory, is denounced by the Senator as an absurdity. 
, pon the backs of or You have not got 
enough tariff on hides. _—ae satisfy your theory—tho 
ry ved the American people, or 
a large part of them—unless you pile such enormous tariff |); 
dens upon their shoulders that they are bowed and bent to tho 
earth itself. 
I do not wish to go into an academic discussion of the princip|o 
of tariff for revenue or for protection. It is a great prin. 


ciple which divides the two ; it is a great principle that 
will ever divide mankind. Your isa principle of selfish- 
ness; ee ee en men are debarred by the 
civilization of the God, they are debarred in the 


section in which I ve—from owning human property, the nex 
is toown human industry. _ 
ve tariff you are attempting to spoliate a man 


y this 
of his industry and apply it to particular classes. That, in my 
, is the en a tariff for ion. There is no 
8 now in human , but sla the proceeds of human 
toil. is what you want. You beauties of 
the when you denounced the tariff upon hides as too little. 


theory 

atc oC. 
y pro in your Y may work in 

beautiful order all along the line from the hide to the shoe. 
Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Louisiana (Mr. Carrrry | finds 
fault with eee that a tariff of 1 cent on an animal does 
80 per cent or 40 per 
but a revenue duty, and not protection 
ys he does not find fault, however, so much 
with the matter as with the manner of whatI said. I wish to say, 
through, aby steel like to withdraw the man- 
The Senator further says that he has not deceived anybody. | 


wish to sa oe with him that he has not de- 
ceived anybody, because 


# 


answers itself. 

Mr. President, I was not in the Chamber when 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] is rted to have 
said that the tariff on hides was simply a tariff of 1 per cent on 
the statement was made, it is entirely incor- 

animal, unfed—that is, unfatted— 
to-day is worth about $32 or $33 in the average market. The hide 
from $3 to $3.25, according to its condi- 
great deal more than 1 per cent of the 


a 
But, aside from that, I think I ete call attention, Mr. Presi- 
inthis bill escaped my attention when 
Sut entigaiy Guetanee Eeein te sukipst enetter of 1x1 
page ’ subject-matter of lum 
cheer costes that pertain So tember and tim- 


a 
i 
: 


ch 
. That the produce of the forests of the State of Maine upon the St 
citizens, and sawed or 
American citizens, the same 
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being unmanufactured in whole admitted into the 
porte Of the United tates free of Gat diel comiinins to be so admitted 
ae the Secretary of the Treasury shall from time tv 
So. 10. That the produce of tate Main: on the St 
Oroix River and its tributarfes, owned by American citizens, an cwwed or 
wed in the Province of New WD apron) the same 
en eee Soe admitted into the ports 
* States free of . such as the Secretary 
the shall from time to time to 
Mr. President, I should like to know, as one Senator who will 
be a I suppose, to vote this bill one way or the 
other, ust why those sections are in the bill, and I know 
is more familiar,or who should be more familiar. 


. Hare}. If! 
ined. 


page 207 of this bill, with 


i 

£4 
! 
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: 
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familiar with the facts, state what necessity there is for these 


Pr HALE. Mr. President, I donot wish to delay the considera- 
tion of that part of the bill that the Senate is actually engaged in, 
and I did p later, when the sections referred to by the Sen- 
ator are reac ed, to make a brief explanation of what is entirely 
and easily The two provisions—it will take me onl 
a minute to make @ statement in answer to the Senator—whic 
are found later in the bill, on page 207, sections 9 and 10, are known 
St. Croix and St. John river acts. They have been entirely 
misinterpreted and their meaning perverted. The letter that was 
on vi aenet by Mr. Burleigh, of New York, 


; e case. 

The of the case is this: By the fundamental treaty with 
Great Bri ven to float down in the British 
waters of the St. John River lumber cut on the upper branches 
and the affluents of that river in the State of Maine, and the two 
acts which are in this bill, and which have been in 


ish waters of 
a and manufactured and brought in free, because they are the 
product of our forests. a , 

The argument has been made that if this is true it ought to ap- 
ply to an, American-owned lumber on British or provincial ter- 
ritory. But that is an entirely different case. This lumber, cov- 
ering some hundreds of to ps, unless taken down the St. John 
River, could never be removed from the place where it grows. 
The waters all run that way; the streams run into the St. John; 
and the ax of the woodsman would never be heard in those town- 
ships, and the product would lie absolutely useless if it did not 
come down the St. John waters. Acting u that knowledge, 
those two acts, the St. John River Act and the St. Croix River 


Act, were passed. 

It has been said that you can not tell what is the product of these 
forests in Maine. The answer to that is that it is like everything 
nS eave 8 river ar ge 

isticated could hardly make it appear wou 
Pe 7 Aibtaiietnen in cue seem, i all their 


to 


that way through British waters 
under the provisions of the law and treaty are all marked, and the 
eee eee them. While I do not say that 

some slight abuses, yet, as a 
Maine forests is followed and 
to these provisions. 
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that these two 
schedule and placed over 


ves. 

not take the slightest stock in any 

tariff question free from 

naturally would affect his opinion. It is 
and every man more or less, if he 

interests of his State or 
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90 _ cent, practically speaking, of the men who fell your forests 
and who convert the logs into lumber are foreigners? 

Mr. HALE. Oh, no; nothing of the kind. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit me right 


there? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. I find in the Recorp of Friday last that the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] said in a colloquy 
with the Senator from Louisiana {Mr. Carrery]: 

I should like to ask the Senator how it happens 


Said Mr. GALLINGER— 


that almost every tree that is felled in the woods in New England is felled by 
a French Canadian? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I noticed that at the time, and I had the same feel- 
ing then as I have now about it, that the Senator had entirely 
misapprehended the conditions. I live myself in a lumbering 
community, on a lumbering river, where a great part of the in- 
dustries of the people is made up of that business, and I do not 
suppose of the hundreds and perhaps thousands of men who are 
employed in lumbering that 3 per cent are of foreign birth and 
residence. There are some portions upon the line where the per- 
centage is larger; but it is not the fact that the great amount of 
labor is performed by foreigners. Neither is it, I may say, the 
fact that any great portion of the lumber that comes into our lum- 
ber market is furnished under those sections which have been re- 
ferred to. 

The amount is comparatively small. The proportion of the New 
Brunswick product that comes from the Maine lands that is 
shipped down the waters of the St. John is small. American citi- 
zens own the lands, put in the crews, float the logs down, own the 
mills, saw the lumber, and bring it in; but it is a limited business; 
it is not very large; it does not cut much feature in connection 
with the whole lumber business; and it is not enough to arouse 
the opposition or the indignation of the Senator from Nebraska. 
It is a small feature relatively in the whole great question; and 
its needs come from just what I have stated. This lumber never 
would come out in any other way, but the amount of it is not 








large. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska is not 
indignant at all. The people whom I represent in part in this 
Chamber gre victims of the lumber interests of this country, the 
lumber trusts, and the syndicates. I speak for my people; and I 
say, Mr. President, notwithstanding the statement of my friend 
from Maine, for whom I have great respect personally, that the 

t bulk of the men engaged in felling the trees and sawing 
umber in this country are men of foreign birth. I say that 80 
= cent of them from Maine to Minnesota are men of foreign 

irth, and a great portion of them are not citizens of the United 
States. 

You can not secrete the fact from a person who takes a trip 
through these great pine forests, who watches the industry, and 
looks at the men engaged in the labor, that they are men who do 
not naturally belong tothiscountry. They come here, as many an- 
other man comes, for the purpose of making afew dollars; and when 
those few dollars are made they return to their foreign homes. 
They do not get any particular protection or increase of wages in 

uence of a protective tariff. Show me an industry in the 
United States—one of them alone—the wages of whose operatives 
have been increased by tariff taxation, and I will show you an 
isolated instance in the history of this country. I say, sir, thereis 
not an industry in all the ramifications of the industrial pursuits 
of this country where the wages of the man who performs the 
labor have been materially increased by the imposition of tariff 
taxation—not one. 

I know Senators will rise in their places and discourse upon the 
beauties and sing the song of protection; and yet, look at our 
country and see who profits by the imposition of a tariff of that 
kind. Where is the millionaire who has earned a livelihood or a 
fortune by his hand or his craft? There is not one. But, Mr. 
President, the Atlantic Seaboard has its thousands and thousands 
of millionaires who have made their millions within the last 
thirty years under the pernicious influences of high protection. 

Mr. oHANDLER. ill the Senator kindly tell us how many 
thousand millionaires there are on the Atlantic Coast? 

Mr. ALLEN. I think about 4,000. 1 do not know that the 
Senator from New Hampshire is one of them. I hope not. I° 
think it is generally conceded that there are about 4,000 of them. 
Mr. President, a third of a century ago there was not one. Before 
the imposition of the tariff of 1861 there was not a millionaire in 
this country who had made his fortune through tariff taxation. 
Yet, sir, they have increased until they amount to thonsands, and 
where in all thenationcan be found a man who is dependent upon 
his hands or upon his brain as an operative who has been able to 
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do more than to keep soul and body together and care for his little 
family in an humble way? 

I know that this was called to my attention very forcibly a few 
years ago. I noticed a little factory. The man had grown rich. 
He had accumulated a fortune, and when I came to investigate, I 
found out that he and his neighbor a few years before were alike 
humble farmers, living upon adjoining farms, each industrious, 
each possessed of about the same amount of ability, each econom- 
ical. One had grown to have a tremendous fortune as a manu- 
facturer. The other had barely held his own during those thirty 
years, being able to hold on to his little homestead. Can any man 
convince you, sir, that a law which will produce results of that 
kind is just to those two men? A law the result of which will 
makeone class rich and keep the other poor is unjust and inequita- 
ble; and when you come to apply alaw of that kind to thousands 
and tens of thousands and hundreds of thousands who are carry- 
ing the torch of civilization upon the great prairies and in the 
mountains and valleys of the West, you are imposing upon civili- 
zation a burden which it ought not to be called upon to bear. 

Sir, make our homes free—as free as they can be made consist- 
ently with the raising of sufficient revenue to conduct the affairs 
of the Government. Make the three great essentials to human 
life, shelter, clothing, and food, as free as the air and sunlight. 
The American people are entitled to have them as free as they can 
be made, consistent with the raising of revenue to conduct the 
Government. 

Mr. President, while we are imposing a burden in the form of 
a tariff of $2 a thousand upon white pine (for I suppose the yoke 
will be put upon our necks after a time), why permit the constitu- 
ents of my friend the Senator from Maine to go over upon British 
territory and cut logs by the millions of feet and use British labor 
in manufacturing them into lumber and come into the ports of 
the United States free, as they are doing every day now? Why 
should that be done? 

Mr. HALE. It is not done. 

Mr. ALLEN. I vy ! to the Senator from Maine that I am pre- 

red to prove that itisdone. Iam ns to prove that the 

ws of the United States are violated by the manufacture of 
British 1 into lumber and imposing them upon the people of 
the United States as American lumber. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, itis not my purpose to in- 
—- in the luxury of a speech on the tariff at the expense of the 
millions who are waiting, watching, hoping, and praying for the 
— enactment of a Republican law; nor is it, necessary 
that the ar; ent for the — theory of tariff should again 
be made. That argument has been made in the last four years by 
the silent spindles, the rotter. water wheels, the smokeless chim- 
neys, the rusty dinner pails, the er armies, the ragged women, 
andthe hungry children. But what I desire now, in just a moment 
or two, is to express my reasons for ——e a tariff of $2 a 
thousand upon white pine, as upon all other similar classes of 
manufactured lumber. , 

Under the tariff law logs are admitted free. The tax is upon 
the manufactured lumber. If the trees are grown across upon the 
Canadian side of the line and it is Canadian timber which the 
American people are to build their houses with and my people are 
to use upon the broad prairies where we grow no timber, the only 
result, in my ns will be to transfer the location of the saw- 
mills and the lumber manufactories from the American side of the 
line to the Canadian side of the line. In my judgment it will not 
make a difference of one cent a thousand in the price of lumber to 
the consumers in the State of Nebraska. Logs will come into this 
country free. They will be manufactured on this side of the line 
under the present bill, and the price of lumber generally will be 
as it should be—that price which the general American competi- 
tion in all kinds and classes of man lumber and the cost 
of its manufacture produce and fix upon ite 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like toaskmy ones a question before 
he takes his seat, if he will submit toit. Iunderstand the prin- 
ciple of protection to be to make a scarce market. It is prohibit- 
ive, either entirely or partially, in its theory and in its effect. 
The very theory of imposing $2 a thousand duty upon manufac- 
tured lumber is to give the American manufacturer of lumber 
control of the Americs: market. 

Mr. THURSTON. No, Mr. President. It is for the purpose of 
securing the benefit of the manufacture of American logs on 
American soil by American men and in American mills, 

Mr. ALLEN. If my colleague will permit me, we will not have 
any American logs to manufacture in the course of four or five 
years more. 

Mr. THURSTON. I did not refer to American logs. 
Mr. ALLEN. I understand my coll e to say American he 

Mr. THURSTON. Itis to give the ican people on 
side of the line an op to manufacture the Canadian 


“Mr. ALLEN. 
THURSTO 


They are doing that now. 
N. Put manufactured 


e pretend to tell me that a 


oS \ 
from the Canadian side to be manufac 


the free list, and does my coll 

will ever come in as a] 

tured on this side of the line? 
Mr. ALLEN. Why not? 


Mr. THURSTON, Why should it? 

Mr. GRAY. Do they not come in now? 

Mr. THURSTON. To a certain extent, where they can pe 
floated in without being transported, as the lumber would |)o on 
the railroads; but wherever the Canadian logs can not reach {his 
country except upon the railroad lines, Gis teaber and not the 
“— comes here now. 

r. GRAY. Will my friend the Senator from Nebraska [Mr 
ALLEN] permit me for one moment? I wish to make a remark i, 
line with what the Senator said. I am informed that the great 
fear in upper Michigan now among the manufacturers of lumber 
is that if this duty is put upon Canadian lumber it will interfere 
with the trade they are now doing in sawing the logs that come 


across from Canada. The American manufacturers are now 


doing the very business of which the Senator from Nebraska was 
5 ‘th ad and they fear that this tax on lumber will interfer 
wi : 


Mr. THURSTON. If the Senator from Delaware, representing 
those American manufacturers in their objection to this tari; 
can inform me in what way a tax on the manufactured product 
would prevent the continued free importation of the logs for man- 
— a bac oe I — be — 2 hear the peeenent. 

r. . Lam not represen em particularly, excep 
as I wish to stand up for all the great interests of this country. : 
far as I can understand them; but the point I wish to make is that 
the manufacturers of lumber in northern Michigan say that they 
are now we eee lumber largely out of Canadian logs, 
And how, then, is the $2 a thousand tax on sawed lumber further 
. — them in the particular industry of sawing Canadian 
umber 

Mr. THURSTON. I understand that the most of the mills in 
that particular part of the country are now on the Canadian side, 
and, as I said before, wherever the Canadian timber, in order to 
reach this country, requires railroad transportation, not a log 
comes in, or will come in, for manufacture on this side, but it is 
always and at all times the manufactured product, because of the 
better facilities for railway transportation of the lumber as against 


the logs. 

Mr. ALLEN. I simply wish tos that the sawmills in the 
United States have been so th y established at such great 
expense that they are not going to remove from American soil 
without some great reason. I am informed that logs are coming 
over from Canada constantly and are being manufactured into 
lumber by our American , even under the present tari(f, and 
I have every reason to believe that if the tariff is entirely removed 
from white pine, its removal will not be an obstruction to the logs 
— over here and being manufactured into lumber. 

But if there be anything moreapparent than another in the logic 
of my colleague it js this: If lumber can be manufactured in Can- 
ada cheaper than it can be in the United States, then under a sys- 
tem of tariff taxation here, where we have higher priced labor 
as it is said, than in Canada, we will naturally, under a system of 
a force the opening of mills on the Canadian shore, the 

a of railroads there, so’that the low-priced manufac- 
tured lumber of 


hi may be made to compete successfully 
y 


tected article manufactured in the United 
of all the poetry and the glory with which 
my ——_ has clothed the subject of protection, it occurs to 
that only safe course we can , if we are looking 

, and the American wagé 


em as possible. 
Senator from Ne- 
nm the Senate three or 
cost in the forests, in the 
d in the yard, measured by the results of labor, is cheaper 
the United States than in Canada. The — was made 
an expert employed by Commissioner of Labor Carro!l D. 
, which was published 
ks I made upon the sub- 
are free and we can 
than in Canada, 


7 
: 


: 
E 
| 
: 
4 
: 


as has been shown statement, then the manufactured 
product both the ee a and cheaper labor. 
Mr. oe not doubt the statement made by Mr. 


arguing, however, upon the hypothesis 

a protectionists, ce of pro- 
assumed | that in consequen = . 
labor is cheaper in Canada, 


oe er than ta the Talted Bintes,s high protect” duty 
on lumber in this country necessarily ventually drive 
the mane of leniber to the vagion of cheap laboc. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, it seems to me there 
are one or two facts in connection with the trade between this 
country and Canada which ought to be considered before we 
determine to change our narene. - ny that Government in the 
material way we propose now 0. 

The im: * into Canada from the United States amounted 
last year to $58,574,024. The exports from Canada to the United 
States were $44,448,410, leaving a balance of trade in our favor of 
$14,125,614. There were admitted into Canada free American 
imports amounting to $29,472,378 out of $58,000,000. There were 
admitted free into the United States from Canada $17,167,000. 
Weshipped into Canada free $29,000,000 and — $17,000, - 
000 call over imported from Canada into the United States free. 

Now, if we change the tariff as proposed in the pending bill and 
the im are the same, there will be free importations 
from into this country of $2,975,000 against $29,472,000 
admitted free into Canada from this country. hen we contend 
that we are undertaking to build up reciprocal trade relations, it 
seems to me we had better consider for a moment the fairness of 
a proposition of this sort. — 

e average rate of duty imposed in Canada upon all imports 
was 18.28 per cent. The average rate on dutiable imports was 
30.06. The rate of duty on all American imports was 13.26 per 
cent. The rate of duty on British imports was 22.31, and on im- 

rts from all other countries 26.75. e rate of duty on dutiable 
a from the United States was 26.35; on British goods 30.02, 
and all other imports 36.97 per cent. 

That shows that the importations from the United States are 
received in Canada on more favorable terms than importations 
coming from the mother country into that colony, and yet we 
propose to shut out from this country importations of lumber 
which bear a —_— relation to the lumber consumption of 
this country. amount of lumber consumed here is estimated 
now at about ,000,000. The census of 1890 showed it to be 
$450,000,000. ere is now imported from Canada about $7,500,- 
009 worth of lumber out of $500,000,000 produced and used here. 
Yet gentlemen who are insisting on having this tax imposed use 
very extraordinary ressions. One of the members of the lum- 
ber association which appeared here by a large representation 
before the Ways and Means Committee, in speaking of the matter 
of the importation of Canadian lumber, said: 

This timber luces the same character of lumber with which our mar- 
kets have been during the last four years by Canadian manufacturers. 

Our markets have been flooded by the Canadian manufacturers! 
Seven million five hundred thousand dollars out of $500,000,000! 
Floo ‘our markets and running the price down to practically 
nothing! Yet this is the sort of argument presented to the Ways 
and Means Committee for putting white pine on the taxable list at 
a rate that was not even pro in the McKinley Act. It is 100 
per cent higher than the rate of duty in the McKinley Act. 

Thereis one other argument which I will mention before I forget 
it. Oneofthearguments used before the Waysand Means Commit- 
tee was the high price to be paid to the United States for stumpage 
on white ; that $3 a thousand was = by the lumbermen of 
the West repemnege. We allremember that there was a sale at 
Crookston, Minn., afew years ago, of a lot of lumber bought from 
the Chi Indian Reservation. ent was made that 
the timber on land not allotted to the Indians should be sold. It 
was to be and put on the market and sold, and large 
quantities of it were sold. After the sale had gone on, a suspicion 
arose that everything was not going just right, and an investiga- 
tion was instituted. I hold in Nene Document No. 85, the re- 
port which Secretary Bliss has submitted on this question. I shall 
not detain the Senate by going into the matter to any consider- 
want to call attention to a few facts. I do 
understand about the high rate of stumpage 
is paid by the people who are now asking to have a tax of $2 
on this lumber to make their lumber holdings 


On page 6 of this report a statement is made which I will sum- 
are 40 acres of land, section 24, township 150, 
eae thwest of northwest, reported by the appraisers to 

tain 65,000 feet of lumber. It was found by a special exam- 

look the matter over, with several able assistants se- 
himself, who counted the trees on the 40 acres and meas- 
ured their size and figured up what they would produce, to con- 
tain by one examiner (Ayres) 865,000 instead of 65,000. Mark 
Jou, the sales were made on the Government estimates. They had 


pay - a thousand for what the Government estimate was that 

theland held. They had to pay on the 40 acres, for 65,000 feet, $3 

& thousand—the poor Indians must have com tion for the lum- 

ber those le absolutely had 865,000 feet in- 

stead feet, which was . The poor, innocent 
rt 
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you will find marked ** Not sold; not sold;” it runs clear down, 
while in those underestimated every one was sold. 

Ayres estimated the lumber on that quarter to be 865,000 feet; 
McGuigan estimated 700,000 feet, ‘‘the difference being due to 
difference in opinion in regard to defective timber.” 

Subsequently— 

Says the general examiner who was sent out— 


with two men I personally tallied the calipering and measuring of each tree 
on this tract, and found 1,611 trees, which it was computed would make 2.000 
feet of lumber, as shown on list submitted herewith marked “A.” 


He gives all the particulars—40 acres of land, bought on the 
basis of having 65,000 feet of lumber, at $3 a thousand, whereas 
in point of fact it had 902,000. Yet, because the Government re- 
quired those a to pay $3 a thousand stumpage, they say the 
rank and file of the American people ought to be compelled to pay 
an increased price on lumber of $2 a thousand to compensate them 
for the high prices they pay for the standing trees. 

This thing runs clear through the report; there is instance after 
instance here, as any Senator who will take time to look into it 
will see. There is not a Senator here who believes those men did 
not understand what they were getting. They knew perfectly 
well what they were buying. Otherwise how did it happen that 
in the case of 40 acres where the lumber was overestimated, it 
was not sold, and where it was underestimated it was sold? ‘“ By 
their fruits ye shall know them,” I think I have read somewhere, 
= see the result of action of this sort. There is no mistak- 

ng it. 

call attention to another instance just below in the same 
report. The southwest quarter of the southeast quarter of section 
32, township 150, range 33, reported at 11,000 feet, all Norway, 
was- found , + Ayres to contain 222,000 feet, and by McGuigan 
225,000 feet, almost all white pine. It was reported to contain 
11,000 feet of Norway; yet one of them found it contained 220,000 
feet and the other 225,000 feet, allwhitepine. Of course the outrage 
to the Indians in selling the lumber for less than it is worth by 
just this sort of fraud is one part of the consideration; but when 
we are asked to put a high tax on white-pine lumber for the pur- 
pose of enabling those people to recoup the high rate they are 
compelled to pay the Indians for the timber, the facts may as well 
be understood by the Senate. 

All trees on this tract were subsequently measured with calipers, and tal- 


lied by myself, and found to contain 338 trees, which it was computed would 
make 295,00) feet of lumber. 


Another one was the southeast quarter of the same section, 
reported at 135,000 feet. Ayres found 361,000 feet and McGuigan 
383,000. 

Each tree on this tract was subsequently measured with calipers, tallied 
by Special Agent Parke, found to contain 513 trees, which it was computed 
would make 421,000 feet of lumber. 

But what is the use of detaining the Senate longer to go through 
these statements? 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me ask the Senator if there is any instance 
in the report where Ayres or McGuigan overestimated the amount 
of lumber? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No, sir; on the contrary, in each one 
of the cases the timber was subsequently senna by the man 
sent out by the Government, J. George Wright, United States 
Indian inspector. He counted the trees and measured them by 
calipers, and made the calculation accurately; and in every in- 
stance these two men, Ayres and Mc(Giuigan, were found to be 
below the facts. It was increased by actual measurement in each 
instance. 

Mr. President, on the same page from which I read a while ago, 
in the statement made by the lumbermen’s association before the 
Ways and Means Committee, I notice, with reference to this indi- 
vidual, the following: 

Bearing on this state of the case, it may be stated that Otis Staples, who 
was the chief officer having charge of the duty of estimating the timber on 
the Chippewa Indian Reservation in Minnesota, and who is probably as well 
informed a timber cruiser as there is in the State, expresses the epteion, ina 


letter to the State fire warden, that more pine has been destroyed by fire than 
has been cut. 


They were showing the Ways and Means Committee about the 
great risks that were incurred by fire. They referred to this man, 
and as these marvelous estimates had been made, and this man, 
Otis Staples, was the man who made them, I felt a little curious 
to look through this report and see if [I could find anything relat- 
ing to Mr. Staples. I thought perhaps there would be some allu- 
sion made to him, as he is brcught in by the lumbermen’s associa- 
tion as being the authority which explains the muddy and vgly 
and foggy places and makes it all clear. In two or three lines in 
this offic! report, on page 58, I find the following, which is of 
some interest: 

It is also represented that a Mr. Staples, chief of former corps of exami- 


ners, purchased large tracts on the duy of sale, and has continued to do so at 
intervals since, both in his own and other names. 
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Yet this man’s statements are to be as a sufficient reason 

for raising the tariff 100 per cent above McKinley Act to pro- 
tect these people by it and to pay high rates of stumpage. 

Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate by repeated instances 
of this sort. What 1 have already stated is sufficient. I can not 
peng myself that under the circumstances the Senate will 

eom it wise or proper or just that the American people shall be 

lied upon to pay a tariff tax twice as high as the McKinley rate 

for the purpose of increasing the profits of men-who have resorted 
to methods cf this kind to increase their fortunes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I have no doubt that the re- 
\port referred to by the Senator from Arkansas as to fraudulent 
underestimation of pine upon certain Indian reservations is cor- 
rect. But that Senator can hardly be willing to arraign before 
the Senate and before the country the great y of lumbermen 
of the Northwest or of the country upon any such basis as that. 

I lived for twenty years in that portion of Wisconsin which is 
largely devoted to the lumbering interest, and I can say as to the 
great y of those men, some of whom I think are millionaires, 
that they are men of great integrity and of great public spirit. 
The lumber industry of the United States is not to be dealt with, 
I take it, by the Senate upon the basis of that report or by any ac- 
cepted impeachment, because of that report or the use which the 
\Benator attempts to make of it, of the men who are engaged in 
this business. 


I shall not take much of the time of the Senate, Mr. President, 
upon this subject or any other during the pendency of this bill, 
but I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the remarkable 
‘amendment which is now pending, and to some of the arguments 
which have been made in support of it. The lumbering industry 
in the United States is a very greatone. Ido not know that there 
ds any larger. It is stated that $750,000,000 are invested in the 

umbering industry i the country, and that about 600,- 

men are employed at daily wages in the various departments 

of the industry. Nearly 3,000,000 people are dependent upon it 
for a comfortable living. 

I can understand how Senators on the other side could brin 

ermnsel ves to vote to put lumber upon the free list, notwithstand- 
ing the magnitude of this industry, or to put upon lumber a low 
'yate of duty for revenue only, because many Senators on the other 
‘pide believe in a tariff for revenue only; but I can not for the life 
‘of me understand how any Senator can arrive at the conclusion 
that it is just or in any sense logical for the Senate to adopt the 
‘amendment pro by the Senator from Missouri. 

What is it? It isa proposition, Mr. President, to leave a two- 
dollar duty upon the spruce timber of Maine; to leave a two-dollar 
duty upon hemlock, which is called “ the — man’s lumber;” to 
‘eave a two-dollar duty upon the pine of Arkansas and the pine 
ont throughout the South; to leave a two-dollar duty upon 
‘the Cali ee ee eee : 
ind to a white-pine lumber, a act y now of 
(States, Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, upon the free list. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Lendeavored to state as distinctly and emphaticall 
. I could that I favor the putting of lumber, manufactured, an 
jthe raw material, logs and all, upon the free list, and that I pro- 
a at the proper time to make the motion which has already 
made by the Senator from Nebraska . ALLEN}. I made 
motion to except white pine because it is the salient point in 

whole discussion, and | wanted a test vote as to how the 
\Senate stood upon that particular lumber. 

Now, I will state, if the Senator will permit me yeeros ig 
that under the McKinley Act spruce was taxed $2 a .a 
| uct of Maine, whilst there was $1 a thousand put upon white 

©. In the act of 1894 all were put upon the free list, which is 
position that I and a large number of colleagues upon this 
de of the Chamber main now. Buti responsibility 


excepted or not. 

Mr, SPOONER. Iam as the motion which the Sena- 
\ter made, and not the motion which the Senator intends to make. 
‘I say now what I said a moment ago, that if it were a 
\to put lumber upon the free list, from the Senator's t, I 
ae should make it and why he should sup- 
Ser. VEST. Lintend to support it and to follow it up by the 
\further motion I stated. 

Mr. SPOONER. But I can not understand why all other lum- 
‘per should be left dutiable, as it would be by the adoption of this 

ndment at $2 a thousand, and the white-pine industry of Mich- 
en ee 2 ee 
_ Mr. PRITO . Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit 


yme? 





ginia, in Tennessee, and in Kentucky. 

mission, I ask the Secretary to read a te 

geologist showing the amount that we have in our State. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Senator J. C. P 


ing at the map 


to have it read. 






to call attention to the fact that 
= im my State, in Vir. 

ith the Senator's por. 
m from our State 
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. C, PRITOHARD, 
1890 I street NW., Washington, D. C.: 


Two hundred thousand acres dense white- forest, besides consid; 
quantity scattering timber. pine es consid 


Mr. PRITCHARD. With the Senator’s permission furt)\«r, [ 
desire to call the attention of the Senate to the following | toy 
bearing on this question, from Mr. Winchester, a resident of tho 
State of West Virginia, a gentleman who is engaged in the lum. 
ber business. Ia 

The Secretary read as follows: 


NATIONAL LUMBER CONVENTION, 
EXECUTIV 


1,41 G Street NW., Wi 
Dear Sir: Being in the Senate 


bited by 
was indicated in the States of West Virginia, 


North Carolina, with the mountain 
, and know from 


nd 
“PiThe 


Kentu 
at eae inte 


mountain 
or nearly 


the manufacture of pine in Wisconsin, and it is a 


There has 


£ 


w.V. iotesaean and Ohio Rail 
‘ on ‘e 
in Doashontes Count 


t for fifteen years to come, 
In the counties of Mercer and Monroe stand 


laliosinseatente 


It is a great industry in the South. 
in the influence of the Southern pine-lumber product upon 
the Western markets within the last few 


need . It is 


an unfair 
the difference in 
theory of 


of which lam most thoroughly 
that in each of these States 
stand ‘orests of the true pine, altitude having made up for lati- 
tude, giving to this section the same forest growth that is found in corre- 
Mm north 


Lumber Company, with mills at Ronceverto 

taken from their forests 

over 20,000,000 feet 

sufficient tim 

or a total of 300,000,000 feet. 

as much, while the greater 

i = - orest, containing, at 
a thousand 1,000,000,000 

have in the State of West Virginia, of which I am a citizen, 

1,600,000,000 feet: of white pine. 

Asan active lumberman, 

to the extent of 250,000,000 

rested in and now know of 500, 

North Carolina there is an equal 

So it is that within my 


have 


of standing white 
feet, and in the Sta 
090,000 


that 


A. H. WINCHESTER. 


millions of dollars 


, to Minneapolis, to St. 
Canadian refuse 


petition in many 


5 is it, Mr. Presi- 
and the industry 
by a duty and that the white- 
States should be stricken 
there 


and 
should be 
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to-day, I was surprised upon look. 
PETTIGREW to find that no w nite pine 


‘ine in the State of 
of Tennessee I was 
Across the line in 


knowledge there stands within the 
mentioned an 
,000 feet of white pine, while the 
from the map exhibited PETTi 

be that not a single foot 


in the Senate to-day would 
Very truly, 2 


great industry. 
been a wonderful 


Tam glad it is so. 
and prosperous. 
they are called here—the men 
in the manufac- 


built up 


is a peculiar reason, 
protected 


t is because those States lie along 
by lakes and streams whic! 
for Canadian lumber, while the States 
‘Canadian competition, although 












e sat here day after day voting for duties to build up and pro- 
or industries in different States. 
lam ready to vote for a protective duty on rice, and one that is 
adequate, because! believe in protection. I am willing to vote to 
build up and tain any industry in this country. I want 
the American market for the products of American labor. But 
this proposition to single out adversely the industry in the State 
of Wisconsin, or one branch of the lumber industry in the States 
of Wisconsin, Minnesota,and Michigan, seems to me utterly with- 
out warrant or foundation upon any principle of justice. — 

Mr. VEST. If itis at all satisfactory (I should think it would 
be) to the Senator from Wisconsin, I am willing to withdraw my 
amendment and to have the question taken by yeas and nays upon 
the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN}. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is a very different proposition. 

Mr. VEST. All I want is a test vote as to free lumber. 

Mr. SPOONER. To vote for free lumber is one thing; to vote 
for free pine lumber only is another. _ 

Mr. VEST. That is a mere technicality. 

Mr. SPOONER. That isthe proposition which I have been con- 
testing. If the Senator withdraws it—— 

Mr. VEST. No; Ido not withdraw it after the Senator has 
made that statement. I will take the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir; I am not satisfied with it. 

Mr. VEST. You can not conciliate eee. 

Mr. SPOONER. I willtake but a momentlonger. Under this 
bill Canadian lumber may come in free. The opposition—another 

2 of selfishness—to the duty on white-pine lumber comes 
mainly from men from some of the States who rely now for the 
support of their mills upon Canadian logs, which under this bill 
are free, or who manufacture in Canada. Those men had for 
many years, upto 1890, enjoyed the benefit of the two-dollar duty 
on white-pine lumber. They exhausted their supply of white-pine 
timber and transferred the industry, so far as they were concerned, 


to Canada. 

Now they want white-pine lumber free. They care nothing for 
the hundreds of men who have invested millions in the States of 
Michigan, Minnesota, and Wisconsin, whose forests have not yet 
been exhausted. Thereis no justiceinthat. There is no fairness 
init. Under the operation of the Wilson Act, which put this lum- 
ber on Tt deeeaseet, gooey ew of oe emg has 
been greatly . ere have m more failures during 

last three years, I think the statistics show, in the lumber 

in the United States than in = other industry. 
has been a reduction of wages all along the line, while in 
wages in the lumber industry have either bee 1 increased 
two or three exceptions, have been maintained. Canada 
uch interested in this subject, but I am here to legislate 
or the United States and the whole United States and not for 


I quote from pamphlet No. 10, issued during the Ontario gen- 
elections of 1894: 





ie 


5 


, 


H 


The lumber trade is of Dominion concern, and perhaps ranks second in im- 
portance in All the provinces are more or lessaffected by the prices 
the markets available for sawed lumber, but to Ontario, Quebec, 
ew Brunswick, and Columbia (all large exporters of sawed lumber) 

¥ 


British 
the of the tradeis of vitalimportance. The United States is prac- 
our market for sawed lumber and shingles— 


Observe it— 
The U: States is practical) vy 
its value may be judged from the fact that Canada sent there 
last year 1,061,000,000 feet of sawed lumber, valued at $8,900,000, and 357,000,000 
valued at or a total value of $9,634,000. The rougher grades 
of lumber were now capable of being marketed there at a profit— 


That is what hurts the Southern lumbermen— 


and it has been estimated by Colonel O'Brien, member of Parliament for 
Muskoka, and corroborated reports from the Crown timber agents, that 
80 to 0 per cent more white pine is cut and marketed from the same 
no territory than was formerly thecase. This means ala 
in the revenue of the provinces for material which had former 
gone towaste. It also means a large increase in the employment of labor and 
markets for produce. 


Mr. President, something has been said about preserving our 
to talk about preserving our forests by 
putting this product of the sawmills upon thefree list. The Gov- 


i 


y our only market for sawed lumber and 


ii 


vested their money in it. 
ora great many years. They have 
. and now it is pro- 
= have paid $3, $1, and $a 
men who large taxes every year 
aaane nas SnabUaan dimtent, chal fo re- 
on in & w using their 
diectiminati in a tariff law from usi 
own property, in the interest of forest . 
the timber of Wisconsin— 


‘ 
| 


If want to 
12,000,000,000 feet of it—of of Minnesota, buy 
and hold it free from taxation, as one a ee pr 
‘free'from taxation; but to put it upon the free list and say to the 
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men who have invested their money in it, who have built large lum- 
ber plants, and who have built up towns and villages and cities 
by this industry, ‘‘ We will so arrange our tariff law as to com- 
pel you to wait year after year, paying taxes and paying interest, 
standing the loss by fire, until Canada has exhausted her almost 


illimitable supply of white pine.” is confiscation and nothing less. 

The very argument upon this subject based upon forest preser 
vation admits, or there is nothing in it, that to put this pine tim- 
ber on the free list means to give an advantage to Canada, and to 


thereby preclude the use by the owners of this property for the 
markets of the United States, otherwise it would not tend even to 
preserve the forests. 

Now, let us have fair play in this tariff law. I shall vote to take 
care of every interest in this country, North or South, East or 
West. I have voted for some duties concerning which I had mis 
givings, the facts in regard to which have been disputed between 
the different sides of the Chamber. I resolve the doubt every 
time in favor of American labor and an American industry. — 

Senators talk about this pine being in the hands of ten or fifteen 
men. Thatis not true. There are wealthy men, as I have said, 
who own vast tracts of pine timber, and who own interests in 
other tracts of pine timber, but there are at least 150 or 200 sepa- 
rate concerns, | am told, in Wisconsin alone, engaged in the man- 
ufacture of white-pine lumber. Some of them owe for the timber 
still. They expect to cut it off and use the proceeds to pay their 
debts. 

Six concerns in Wisconsin and Minnesota paid in one year 
$570,000 wages alone to men dependent upon that for their daily 
bread, and within two years after white pine was put upon the 
free list those six concerns paid nearly $300,000 less in wages. Up 
in Wisconsin, at Superior—on the border of the St. Louis River, 
which divides Wisconsin from Minnesota, is a city called Superior. 
In that city, on the banks of that river, is a sawmill in the midst 
of a lumber yard. Over on the other side, in Minnesota, is a saw- 
mill and lumber yard. 

A year anda half ago, when those mills were both shut down, 
when those luraber yards were filled with sawed lumber waiting for 
a market, when the men were all thrown out of employment, a 
company undertook to build a bridge across that river under au- 
thority from Congress, and one end of that bridge was in the 
Wisconsin lumber yard, and the other end in the Minnesota lnm- 
ber yard, and every stick of lumber, 1 am told, which went into 
that bridge came in from Canada free. If it had not been free, 
it would not have come in from Canada. 

As I said when I began, I can see some logic and reason from 
the standpoint of the Senator from Missouri in a proposition to put 
lumber upon the free list, but I can see no justice, no logic, in a 
proposition to single out this one class of lumber and put it upon 
the free list, leaving the Maine lumber, the Southern lumber, and 
the Western lumber all protected by a two-dollar duty against 
Canadian competition. 

It is true, and it is not to be successfully denied, that wages are 
lower in the lumber industry in Canada than they are in the 
United States; that the difference in conditions is otherwise very 
marked because of the system they pursue there in permitting a 
man to pay for his timber in the main only as he cuts it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to ask the Senator would not the putting 
of a tax of $2 a thousand upon white pine hasten the disappearance 
of white pine in this country? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not think it would hasten it much, for 
the reason that they are obliged to cut it to prevent its destruction 


linferred—and that is the logical conclusion of 
the Senator’s argument—that it would hasten the disappearance 
of our white-pine forests, and by that means prevent white pine 
from Canada coming in. If the white pine from Canada could be 
permitted to come here under free trade, would not that conserve 
our forests for some time? 

Mr. SPOONER. I am willing that you should conserve your 
forests. I do not want you to conserve mine. 

Mr. ALLEN. But Iam interested in your forests as much as 
you are, because I must build my home from your forests. 

Mr. SPOONER. You did build your home from our forests, 
probably. 

Mr.ALLEN. I think I did, but I did not build as good a home 
as I ought to have built for the money at the time, and would 
have built but for the tax. 

Mr. SPOONER. That may be. 

Mr. ALLEN. Aside from that, if we protect our white pine by 
a tax of $2.a thousand, and by that means hasten its disappear- 
ance, I infer that in six or seven years, from the manner in which 
it has been cut off, it will probably disappear. What, then, hin- 
ders . when our forests are entirely gone, placing the 
price of white pine as high as a cat's back, if necessary, to the 
American consumer? ; 

Mr. SPOONER. When the duty was reduced by the McKinley 


law 'to'$1 on white pine, the price of Canadian pine lumber went 





up $1, and that one dollar did not go into the pockets of my friend 
from Nebraska, who probably about that time was building his 
mene home, but it went into the pockets of those people over in 
Canada, 

Mr. ALLEN. If theSenator will permit me, I was told by very 
competent authority—an authority I think I have a right to rely 
upon, no less than the grand master of the Knights of Labor, a very 
competent and very worthy gentleman whom I have known since 
we were boys, and I say in all sincerity he is a very competent 
man to judge—that when the McKinley Act was put in force and 
became a law he was called to the Canadian border to adjust mat- 
ters between the Canadian workmen and the American workmen. 

The American simply said to his laborers, ‘‘The Kanucks are 
going to get their lumber in here by reducing their wa on the 
Canadian side, and we must make a corresponding reduction of 
wages to our laborers to meet the reduction upon the Canadian 
side,” and instead of benefiting the American laborer who was 
engaged in that industry it had the direct effect of lowering his 
wages. I sey that is the statement based upon a thorough investi- 
gation of the matter by this gentleman. 

Mr. SPOONER, I have the data here which show the wages 
paid in every department of the lumber industry in the United 
States and the wages paid by every department of the lumber in- 
dustry in Canada. It not only — that much lower wages 
are paid all through Canada in the lumbering industry, but it 
shows another thing, that since white-pine lumber was put upon 
the free list the of men dem pg in the lumber industry in 
Canada have either been incre or have been maintained, while 
the wages which theretofore were paid to the men engaged in the 
lumber industry of the United States have been greatly decreased. 

Of course I do not attribute all of this decrease to the tariff 
legislation as to lumber; a part of it is probably to be accounted 
for by the general depression throughout the country; but I have 
no doubt whatever that in part it is to be attributed to putting 
this product upon the free list. 

Mr, President, I did not rise to make a speech on the tariff. I 
only desired to call the attention of the Senate to the remarkable 
discrimination made by the Senator in hisamendment, under which 
the entire lumbering industry of the United States would be pro- 
tected by this bill except the white-pine lumber industry of a few 
of the States, and those States lying along the border of Canada. 

I spoke about ‘‘ my forests” in a colloquy with the Senator from 
Nebraska. It might be inferred from that remark that I am in- 
terested in some pine forests of the United States. I desire to say 
that Iam not. The only personal interest I have in any timber is 
beyond the jurisdiction of the United States. Some of my asso- 
ciates in that enterprise I think want lumber free. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not know that any apology is 
necessary for anyone who rises to discuss this very important 
question of the imposition of a tax on one of the great necessaries 
of life which this schedule a tous. It isone of those three 
things which the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] well said 
constitute the elementary necessaries of human well-being—food, 
clothing, and shelter. But, nevertheless, I will say that I am not 
dis to trespass upon the patience of the Senate except in very 
brief fashion, 

I know very little about the details of prices and the wages that 
concern this great subject. but I have thought a great dea! of the 
underlying principle that governs a tax like this, and that must 
apply, if principle is to apply at all, to the imposition of a burden 
upon one of the necessaries of life. There ought to be something 
to — it; and yet we have sat here for these two or three da 
and we have not heard a single word from those who pro the 
tax in defense of its imposition. We have heard no explanation 
of why this great staple. which concerns the trade, and business, 
and comfort of the masses of the American people, should be 
taken from the free list, where it now ig, and placed upon the 
taxable list. ¢ 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER] who has just taken 
his seat has made a very interesting speech in regard to the sup- 
posed discrimination which the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri ag Vest] would make in regard to white- 

ine lumber, in which he is specially interested as a product of 
is own State. I ph with him ing that;,but I occupy what he 


admits is the logi ition of being opposed to a tax upon lum- 
ber atall. In sagen to that I feel aul ; and in regard to that 
I believe that too many protests can not be made on behalf of the 
American people 


Mr. President, here we have heard time and time again one Sen- 
ator after another arise, not to defend this tax, not toexplain why 
this burden should be placed upon the backs of the American 

le, but arise and boastingly state that in their own States the 
unty of nature had given them la tracts of valuable timber 
land, t Idaho had more timber the States of West Vir- 
ginia and Wisconsin and Mich put together, that North Car- 
olina has a great tract of valuable white-pine timber lands; and 
so we go on aud hear from time to time of these great bounties of 
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nature that God has given to this fruitful and blessed lang of 


ours, and then that is supposed to make the groundwork and jus. 


tification for putting barriers between the people 
those bounties of nature. 

Of what benefit are the hundreds of thousands of acres of white. 
pine timber lands in North Carolina to the struggling, hard wor. 
ing masses of this country if they are not to enjoy the natural 
advantage which commercial activity and enterprise will viv, 
them in order to avail themselves of that bounty, but are to lim}, 
over a tax that is to enhance the difficulty of getting at what they 
want. Why should we undertake here to tell these 75,())) (i) 
American people that ‘‘ You are to be held back from these great 
timber supplies necessary to build your homes in order that the 
fortunate owners of the lands upon which that timber grows may 
levy an additional tribute upon you in order toincrease their own 
well-being and their own fortunes?” Upon what theory of public 
morals—I will not say political economy—can such a tax be 
justified? 

Mr. President, in this time of unrest and social upheaval wa 
hear a great deal in denunciation of the private ownership of |and 
atall. If, sir, it is to be defended, it can not be defended upon the 
ground that there is any right in those who have that ownership 
to tax the great body and mass of the — before they shal! en- 
joy the bounties that nature gives t that land. If theyare 
fortunate in owning timber tracts, if valuable revenue or income 
shall accrue to them, all right, but why seek by legis!ation to 
make it harder, to make it more difficult for the toiling masses of 
this country. to enjoy this bounty than it would be under natural 
conditions, untr ed and uninterfered with by the hand of 
legislation? 

he Senator from Wisconsin ke & moment ago about the 
owners of this white-pine land in his own State, and said witha 
good deal of eloquent interrogatory, Why should they not be 
allowed to do with their own what they choose and not be inter- 
fered with by legislation? Why should not those who own the 
white-pine timber land of Wisconsin, who had bought it and paid 
for it and built up towns and citiesand accumulated great wealth 
and paid taxes on it, he asked, be allowed to sell it and not have 
that sale deferred until the Canadian forests are exhausted? 

Nobody wants to interfere with the owner of white-pine timber 
land, or the owner of any other timber land, in doing what he 
pleases with his own; but, I retort, Why should not the millions 
and millions of people who use white-pine timber be allowed to 
do with their own what God hty gave them the right to do 
under natural conditions, and that is, spend it where theycan get 
the most for it? Why should be restrained by the power/ul 
hand of legislation from bu the timber across the Canadian 
border, or anywhere else w it has been allowed to grow, in 
order that. they may pay tribute to the owners of the timber land 
in W sconsin and nesota? 

Now, who can answer that question? Who can undertake to 
say why | and the 75,000,000 other people in this country who 
have honestly earned the money in our pockets shall be restrained 
from spending it where it will avail us most because of the de- 
mand of those who are so fortunate as to own that portion of the 
earth’s surface upon which timber grows? Nobody answers. 
Even the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] sits silently in 
his seat and can not be provoked into an answer, because I know 
and he knows that votes are more powerful than speeches or ex- 
planations. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Will the Senator from Delaware permit me? 

Mr. GRAY. awa 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I understand the Senator, he desires to 
know why we ask the right to sell our white-pine lumber. | 
want to say to the Senator that in my judgment the American 


and access to 


citizen who pays taxes to up American institutions should |e 
pea into the Am market on an equal footing with 
viduals living on the outside. 


Take, for instance, the lumber industry in North Carolina. 
ae you live in Newbern, N. C., and want to sell a lad of 
lumber, where do yousell that lumber? Yousell it in the distrib- 
uti kets—in ’ phia, and New York. Now, I 
ask the Senator to compute the freight from Newbern to Boston, 
Philadelphia, and those other markets. Then take the freight rat» 
from Canada and ee the two, and you will see that tho 
Canadian has a won advantage over the North Carolinian. 
All we ask of the American Congress and all we ask of the Amer- 
ican Senate is to B ges the North Carolina lumber dealer upon an 

ual footing with the Canadian lumber dealer. 

see no reason, and I can not for the life of me understand, why 


peo- | a Southern Democrat can stand up in this body and advocate free 


lumber, because on every page of this bill we find protection for 
cutlery, and we find on for other industries that have been 
built up in the N and the New England States. 

Mr. BERRY. It was not put in there by the votes of Southern 


Mr. PRITCHARD. Now we have an opportunity to develop ab 
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industry in our own section, an industry that will enable the 
Southern people to make something out of the product of their 
soil, and we find Southern men standing up here and stubbornly 
saying, ‘No; we will not have it.” 

at policy, Mr. President, has done more to hinder the South 
and keep us in an unfortunate condition than any other one thing. 
The Southern politicians have in the past sullenly refused to accept 
the benefits growing out of the protective system, while our friends 
from the Northern States have displayed more wisdom. We find 
they are advocating protection for every single industry in their 
States. The result has been that the North has grown powerful 
and rich and zoe Bave had a development of all their interests. 


We should have a similar development in the South had we 
pursued a different policy. 
I for one, re ting in part the State of North Carolina, 


ropose to stand here while this bill is being framed, and to see to 
i so far as I miay be able to do so, whenever an industry is to be 
affected by my vote, I shall vote so as to put the North Carolina 
citizen on an equal footing with the citizen living in New Eng- 
land, and, if needs be, I shall vote to give him an advantage over 
the or any other foreigner; and any man who has any 
Americanism in his soul, it seems to me, ought to advocate that 


kind of ee ; ; 

Mr. G . Iwas proceeding, Mr. President, a while ago to 
state that it seemed to me impossible to give any good reason why 
this legislative interposition between the millions of this country 
and the bounties of nature should be made. And now the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina comes to the front and says, very patriot- 
ically and with a great deal of emphasis, that he intends and is 


more , by legislation, to equalize the conditions of 
what he calls the North Carolina timber grower and those in Can- 
ada, and that he is going to so legislate, if I understood him cor- 


rectly, or that he is willing to so legislate, that it may be just as 
hard for a man who lives up on the northern tier of States and in 
the northern part of that northern tier of States, along the Cana- 
dian border, to get Canadian lumber as it is now to get North 
Carolina lumber. That is the Senator's idea of justice and equal- 
ity and the beneficence that the law should distribute to a free 


le. 

ne. President, I want to equalize the conditions of the people 
who consume lumber, and I want to deny your right to levy that 
tribute them. If God has given you a State or a country in 
which bounty has been s lly conspicuous, that does not 
furnish a reason why you should lay a tribute upon the people for 
whom that is a necessity, in order that Ay. may be further en- 
riched than nature has already enriched you. There can be no 
ustification for it. It destroys the only defense you can make for 
private ownership of land; it destroys the only defense you can 
on and control by individuals of those great 

natural monopolies and bounties of nature. 

If you claim that you can by legislation enhance the value of it 
to the ucer by raising the price to the consumer—for that is 
the only way in which you claim that you can equalize these con- 
ditions about which the Senator from North Carolina speaks— 
then are doing just what would be accomplished if you made 
this timber supply scarcer, and thus neutralized to the consumer 
the benefit of abundant forests. 

You — call this a freeGovernment, you may call it what you 
please, but it is nothing less than the despotism of wealth if the 
men who live along the northern tier of counties of that northern 
tier of States can not reach out their hands across this line that 
divides us from Canada to take the bounty thas nature has given 

Timber pl there not by the contrivance of man, but by the 
pour of the great Creator; and why should not that man living 
in northern tier of counties of that northern tier of States 
at advan that has come to him with- 
out the contrivance of the Senator from North Carolina or of any 
of hisconstituents? And why does the Senator reach out from that 
distant State, hundreds of miles away, and seek to stay him by 
the hand of his Government, and say, ‘‘ You must not 
make the of the income of your toil, but you can only have 
these necessaries of life by pa. tribute to me, who lives a thou- 
sand miles away?” Mr. ent, it is because I believe—— 
WILSON. Will I interrupt the Senator while he is speak- 

northern tier of States by stating the conditions which 
in one of them; for example, we in the State of Washing- 
have more lumber than nine Southern States and 
isconsin, Pennsylvania, New York, and Maine com- 
have before me an exceedingly interesting statement— 
for the State of Washington and the estimates for 
States I have mentioned. 
or while ae ees yi can take 
land out any of Congress, yet 
the land is acquired under the timber- 
and is all by small holders, farm- 
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ers, who sell timber to the mill owners in order to clear this land 
of this immense deposit of timber. 
mill owner. 


That makes it higher for the 


Another condition enters—I will detain the Senator but a mo- 


ment with this matter—and that is the question of transportation, 
To get our lumber to the Californiamarket we must ship it under 
the laws governing the coastwise trade, as the Senator well knows, 
under the American flag. 
that comes along, as they can in British Columbia. 
farmer must pay a tax on his land. 
Columbia; they only pay stumpage under what is known as the 
timber law at 50 cents a thousand and get a rebate of 25 cents on 
all kinds of exported lumber. The third is the matter of the kind 
of labor. They may employ in British Columbia Japanese, Chi- 
nese, and al] other kinds of labor, which can not be 

side. The matter of transportation and ownership of land is not 
all that enters into this business which unfavorably affects the 
people on this side of the line. 


We can not ship it in any tramp vessel 
Second, each 
They pay no tax in British 


one on this 


I do not wish to detain the Senator longer. 
Mr. GRAY. Notatall. TheSenator did not detain me. Iam 


There it is again, though, the same old argument. Here is this 


rich inheritance, into which the Senator and his constituents have 
come in his State, and he tells us that because they happen to be 


there and because they own the land upon which this great growth 


of timber exists, that they have the right to reach down to San 


Francisco and say to the mechanic and laboring man who seeks 


to build a home, ‘‘ You shall not get cheaper lumber because for- 
sooth——. 


Mr. WILSON rose. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, no; do not interrupt me, as the Senator from 
Maine (Mr. HaLe) has suggested to you, it will just take up time. 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator from Maine did not say anything 


of the kind. 


Mr. HALE. What I was going to say to the Senator from 
Washington was that the Senator from Delawareis talking, as he 
always does, eloquently, of course, in favor of real free trade. 

Mr. GRAY Yes; real free trade. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Delaware says if the Canadian 
can furnish lumber cheaper, we ought to let him do it. 

Mr. GRAY. Isayso. 

Mr. WILSON. Ido not desire to interrupt the Senator from 
Delaware, but there are some things which enter into the produc- 
tion of lumber on the west coast that I thought even in the Senate 
of the United States somebody ought to know something about its 
production, its shipment, and its transportation in competition 
with the rebate allowed by the British Columbian Goverment, and 
all that sort of thing. Weare not seeking to exact toll; we are 
supplying the people as far east as the Senator's own State with 
cheaper shingles and cheaper lumber than they have ever received 
in the history of this country. 

Mr. GRAY. But you can not supply them as cheaply as they 
can from Canada or you would not want this legislation. Is not 
that so? 

Mr. WILSON. I think not. 

Mr. GRAY. Then why do you want a tariff? 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator was talking so eloquently just now 
about ships loading with lumber on the waters of Puget Sound 
that I wish to say to him that that was when we had a tariff, in 
1893. 

Mr. GRAY. Then,if you do not need that protection, and can 
furnish my State with lumber as cheaply as we can get it from 
Canada, why do you not do so? 

Mr. WILSON. If it does not hurt the gentleman, why is he so 
vociferous in his opposition to it? 

Mr.GRAY. Because I know full well that behind every pro- 
tective tariff, not revenue tariff, there is the motive that you are 
to help a class by raising the prices of a product that they own, 
ard you can not help them in any other way. 

Mr. WILSON. No;I want to help the 100,000 people interested 
in the production of lumber in my State-—— 

Mr. GRAY. Exactly. 

Mr. WILSON. Who have almost gone into bankruptcy since 
the passage of the Wilson bill, that gave us free trade. 

Mr. GRAY. Thatis the class of people the Senator wants to 
help. 1 am speaking of a far larger class, the 75,000,000 people 
whom he would rob in order that the class he represents may be 
protected; and [ do not use that phrase in any other but its 
economic sense. Of course the Senator knows I do not use it in 
any offensive sense. 

r. President, I am not to be scared from this argument by 
being told it is free trade. I have no prejudice against the words 
** free” or ‘‘ freedom,” and I do not know why the presumption of 
freedom should not obtain in regard to trade and the intercourse 
of men as well as it does in other respects in which a free, self- 
governed people can use that term. Freedom of trade ought to 
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be the rule, and protection and restriction ought to be the excep- 
tion; and when they prevail they should be grounded upon rea- 
sons that will satisfy reasonable minds. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Why does the Senator from Delaware draw 
the line at the free coinage of silver? [Laughter. 

Mr. GRAY. The free coinage of silver, which the Senator from 
South Carolina takes up in the absence of the Senator from Nevada, 
like the flowers of spring, has nothing to do with the case, any 
more than the free coinage of copper or the free coinage of any 
other metal. 

Mr. TILLMAN, If free coinage is so dear to our hearts, why 
not let us have it?. 

Mr. GRAY. Why not give the free coinage of copper or the 
free coinage of nickel? , 

But I am not to be drawn aside either by the newly fledged 

rotectionist from South Carolina or by the gentleman who casts 
cae trade inmy face. I think protection and free silver ought to 
go together. They belong to the same class of economics. Both 
aim to raise prices by law. But I do say that having the concrete 
example given by the Senator from Washington, there can be no 
basis or justification in law or in morals or in political economy 
why heshould seek tolevy a tribute upon the artisan or the me- 
chanic of San Francisco who seeks to buy lumber for his home, by 
making him, through legislation, pay more than he otherwise 
would, for the benefit of the class who own the lumber region. 

Mr. President, it is just because the interests of the great mass 
of my countrymen should be predominant and the interest of 
classes should be subordinate that I am opposed to protective leg- 
islation. 1 believe there is no justification for a tariff except for 
revenue. I do not believe, sir, that you have a right to arm any 
class of men, however good and worthy they may be, with the 
taxing power of this great Government, in order that they may 
= their hands into the pockets of the people and take from them 

e dollar they have earned and put it into the pockets of those 
who have not earned it. That is the reason. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to ask the Senator from Dela- 
ware a question right here. 

Mr. GRAY. I will be through in a minute, and then the Sena- 
tor from Nevada can take the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not want to take the floor. 

Mr. GRAY. Is it anything about free silver? 

Mr. STEWART. No; Iam not going to ask the Senator about 
“oe he can not understand. 

: r.GRAY. That may be. I can not understand that, I con- 
ess 


Mr. STEWART. I should like to have the Senator state to me 
how a tariff for revenue can be levied upon articles similar to 
— produced in this country without operating as a protective 
tariff? 

Mr. GRAY. You can not levy a revenue tariff on any article 
that comes into this country without raising the price to the 
consumer. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Of course that is true; but because it is, there is 
no reason why, for the sake of protection, you should levy a tariff 
that produces no revenue. If one justifies the other, I will hear 
the Senator some time when he gets off the free-silver question 
and can devote a little time to it. I do not believe in a tariff for 
revenue with incidental protection any more than I believe in 
virtue and incidental prostitution. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator believe in either of those things? 

Mr. GRAY. No, sir; I do not. Ican understand that a rev- 
enue tariff may result, as the tariff on sugar, the great revenue 
producer of the tariff list, results, in advantage to the sugar 
growers. There is no reason why we should discard that great 
revenue producer from the tariff list becanse of the incidental 
advantage. Suppose you were to put a t public building, an 
absolute public necessity, near the land of my friend the Senator 
from Massachusetts. There is no doubt he would derive an inci- 
dental advantage from the increase in the value of the land he 
holds by the erection of this great public improvement. The 
building would be put there for the sake of the public; it would 
not be put there for the sake of improving the land of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, but I will not refuse to put it there because 
it happens in that way to work to his advantage. 

It is only by preferring the interest cf a class to the interest of 
the whole people that you can defend the ive tariff, and I 
believe in those wise and nt words of Mr. Gladstone, which 
pal: mnringn at the floor of the Senate, and are as true 
now as they were when they were uttered in his address to the 
voters of Midlothian. He said: 


Steg’ 25008 tine for every tone Erion of thivoonn: toremind the masses 
that hoy ome this Drewy? pola elevation tone principe lw broad and 
than these: Love of wag eg ag of class, creed, 


I try, so far as Iam able to understand it, to place myself 1), 
Pt ew and noble declaration, and when I can —— that 
the interests of a whole pene are to be subordinated to the int... 
ests of a class, and think that I perceive it, then I must refu... ;,, 
lend the sanction of my voice or vote to such a proposition. 

Mr. President, the gifts of a bountiful Providence to the }...,,) 
of the world were not meant to be segregated or confined for ;| 
benefit of a few, and to be made difficult of access to the may, 
artificial means. ; 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Delaware a (;; 
tion in regard to the quotation from Mr. Gladstone which he +...) 
where, if I understood him, Mr. Gladstone said that the }..,),): 
ought to be governed by the interest of entire humanity, ay.) 
the interests of a few, or something of that kind. Is that iy :),, 
same letter or speech in which he says, “England ought nott. ).\:, 
in any proposition for the restoration of silver to its place of (.,j),. 
age, because England is a creditor nation, and if the burdey. ..° 
the debtor nations of the world should constantly be increas.\, |; 
would only be a benefit to us?” 

Mr. GRAY. I will leave the Senator from Massachusetts 11 
Mr. Gladstone to settle that between them. I admire the ge); 
and the eloquence of my friend the Senator from Massachu«.::; 
but he can not, by that rather impertinent intrusioninto my s).0«\), 
keep me from giving my meed of ho and praise to the noble 
senti t uttered by that great Eng statesman. Whatever 
he may have said at other times and on other occasions and in 1- 
gard to different lines of ht, the Senator from Massachuseiis 
can ae own time and in his own way produce and coi: 
upon it. 

Tear that, so far as I am concerned,I try to stand upon that 
P tion. I may fail to doit. I may fail to appreciate fully 

widely and highly, perhaps, the situation in which we fin‘ 
—— ae : one st Soeaiiaes he mma that there is 
in the proposi oO pending bill, and 
especially in the seis as to which we are now concerning our- 
se a a subordination of the interests of the people to the inter- 
ests of the few that I have interested 
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oe A. vy sao much as I have 
an ve trespassed upon patience o mate so long. 
Mr. President, the commercial activities of a great anid freo 


people ought not to be trammeled without an excuse and wit! it 
an explanation that can be given reasonably to a reasonable ia. 
The great ae resources of world ought to be 
= everywhere to the endeavor of man, and every lezislativ» 
obstruction ought to be removed. Su the Canadian border 
had been brought down 150 or 200 ing its present 
ooo lsu Pr advocates of i ——. oe eek 
it just as suici as to trade with the people who 
live in that belt as they cow ikink is to trade with the peop'e 
of Canada, and yet we all know that a factor of enormous ma1- 
tude in the a of this people is the perfect freedom of trade 
oe ae and has sway from ocean to ocean and from the lak«s 
to 

If it is economically to trade with Canada, if we are to 
be injured by it, then it is wrong for the le of Maryland and 
Delaware and Virginia to e with husetts and New 
York and New Hampshire, for the same reason exactly applics: 
and knowing that the prosperity of this great country, which 1s 
the largest pentignens area over which free trade reigns in t)o 
whole world, is due to that free trade, I am willing to ap)'|y 
] y that doctrine to our trade with those who live across the 

fence that separates us from Canada. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Will the Senator from Delaware perii# a 

ae I understand that the philosophy of protection to 


establish industries is to ee American manufacturers and 
ultimately to reduce the prices of products. 

Mr. GRAY. So I understand. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Llask the Senator whether it is likely that tho 
two-dollar tax will the timber industry and ultimat:'v 
reduce the price of lumber to the American consumer lower ti) 
it would be if we left it to Canada to supply it? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not think anybody so contends. [ do nt 


think it would be a grateful argument to the owners of t!» 
valuable timber land in North Carolina and Georgia, in Ia) 
and W t is going to reduce the 
value of the timber lands in that coun 


. WILSON. There is one thing, if the Senator from }:!:- 
ware will permit me, of which he is probably aware better than ! 
am. Two or three years when we had a tariff on lumber an‘ 
could buy it, a party came een nes eee ** We will give you 
free trade in raw materials, and by the free trade in lum!«r an‘ 


coal and lead we are to have and ty and pros- 
perity, and the great tank Somatelvas _ 


is going to spread itself «!! 
over this country and give the people of yment and 
happiness.” Has it come? Is it visible to eye? Isths 


ee eee ann ae Cae Re epee er eee ty, 
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Mr. GRAY. I am not going to answer questions which it is 
incumbent upon the Senator himself to answer. He is one of the 
advance agents of prosperity, and if he has got so far ahead of 
the procession, he can look back and tell us how far off it is. 

Mr. WILSON. About as far off as the prosperity under the 
Wilson Act. ; sis , 

Mr. THURSTON. Thereisnothingin the way of itnow but talk. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President,I am through. Perhaps I should 
have concluded before, but I want to say there is no reason, it 
seems to me, why this schedule should remain, and why we should 
not have this free raw material and allow the people of this 
country access, untrammeled and unhindered by legislation, to 
that bounty which has with lavish hand been distributed all over 
this country and all over this continent by nature itself. We 
should be no better of if consuming fire had devastated every 
forest north of the Canada border, and yet that would produce 
the precise effect that you are seeking to produce by a protective 
tariff. The world’s wealth would be that much decreased, and 
every man, woman, and child who depends upon lumber for 
shelter would suffer an appreciable loss, but of course the owners 
of the timber land would gain, because the price of timber would 
be increased, and that is what a protective tariff seeks to do. It 
seeks to do what fire and flood might do, to make a scarcity, as 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] so well said a while ago, 
and fill the pockets of those who are fortunate enough to possess 
the article to be sold. 

Mr.RAWLINS. Mr. President, I have not long been a member 
of this body, and I have listened with some attention to the discus- 
sion as it has proceeded in regard to the tariff question. I started 
upon the same platform which has been so eloquently defended by 
the disti ished Senator from Delaware {|Mr. Gray]. Commer- 
cial and ial freedom, together with all kinds of freedom 
spoken of by the Senator, ought to be, in my opinion, dear to every 
American heart. 

In my feeble way oe late campaigns I advocated that 
cause before the people. hen the convention of the Democratic 
party convened at Chicago and made its declaration of principles, 
we submitted the issues to the American people Tam compelled 
sincerely to sympathize with some of the gentlemen who find them- 
selves in an unusual dilemma. We have had from the eloquent 
tongue of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] and other Sen- 
ators upon this side a vivid depiction of the evils of the protective 
system which is now proposed to us for consideration and adop- 
tion by Senators upon the other side. We have had portrayed to 
us and the American people the great burden which is to result to 
the immense body of American consumers by the increased cost 
to them of the necessaries of life, resulting from the application 
of that in the administration of our Government. 

But does surprise me is that when that issue was presented 
to the American people voices which are now so eloquent were 
then silent. I wonder now whether they may not be somewhat 
conscience-stricken for having contributed to the success of the 
party which openly declared its purpose to inaugurate this system 
of which they now so bitterly complain? If we had heard then the 
voices we hear now, perhaps the result might have been different. 

For myself, sitting here and listening to this discussion, I think 
it is but vain resistance to the inevitable. The measure has 
been eno gg It has been decreed. It will be passed as it has 
been No eloquence now upon this side or opposition at 
this time will have the least possible effect in mitigating its evil 
consequences, if evil consequences are tocome. The time when 


that measure of support from some people who ought to have 
been in — us then which seems so in evidence now. 
Mr. @ ; y I interrupt the Senator from Utah for a 


moment? 

Mr. RAWLINS. In one moment. 
Mr. GRAY. I wish to say only one word. If the Senator and 
had paid as much attention to free trade as they did to free 
silver, or had paid more attention to free trade than to free silver, 

perhaps we would have had a different result. 
Mr. RAWLINS. Perhaps we should have had a different re- 
if the the Senator made in 1893, to restore pros- 
if financial y should be acted upon and 
in country, had verified. You said to us the 
of would cease. You said to us, “ Repeal the Sherman 
w.” You said, “Stop the coinage; stop this creation of dis- 
money. We promise you that will be immediate 
confidence. The evils that afflict the country will 
away.” Unfortunately for you and those who m the 
at that time, your predictions have been falsified by 
Unfortunately for you, as well as for others who co- 
with you last year in bringing about the very result 
reat the eu or dene of the vote in last No- 
not the truth of the assertions which you then 
ee nena pee tho alate, Ses 
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Mr. President, I did not rise to diseuss the financial question. 


When it is opportune and proper to talk about it, we may meet 
that issue. But I desire to say, in this connection, that it seems to 


me we ought to let the gentlemen now do at once, and quickly, 
the inevitable. Let them take the responsibility of it. When 
the time comes, we will again make the appeal, perhaps, to the 
American peopie. We shall then hear the voices of the dis- 
tinguished Senator and other Senators, perhaps, when, in the light 
of experience, the result of the election may be different. I sin- 
cerely hope it will be, 

One word more. Something has been said about free raw ma- 
terial, which implies that the improved or finished product, of 
which it becomes an ingredient, shall not be free. That means 
discriminating protection. As I view it, it means class favorit- 
ism. It meanssectional inequality. It is an attempt to discrimi- 
nate between the different degrees or stages of development and 
production, between the crude and the improved and the finished. 

Its usual effect is a discrimination between the seller and the 
buyer, because what is one man’s finished product is another 
man’s raw material. What is one man's principal is another 
man’s instrumentality. 

It means usually nothing more thana discrimination between the 
rural and the urban, the crude and the artistic, between section 
and section, and in the end, if you analyze it, it comes down toa 
question of discrimination between the sweat of the brow and the 
friction of the machine, the blood flowing in the veins of the work- 
ingman and the falls of Niagara. 

I wish now to enter my protest, because some votes which I 
shall cast in this body will be upon the principle which I now de- 
sire to state, and I do not care to be required to make explanation 
of it later. That is my only justification for detaining the Senate 
at this time. 

Here is an economic policy, in my judgment a paradox, an Irish 
bull, the very statement of which involves a denial of its correla- 
tive: For the factory owners it is claimed that if their materials 
are taxed they can not enter into the markets of the world upon 
the same terms with their foreign competitor. The correlative is 
if their materials are untaxed they can enter the markets of the 
world upon equal terms with their foreign competitor. That is a 
confession that there is no necessity for protection for the sake of 
protection. That is eliminated. 

Then the remaining question is, How shall we equitably and 
justly distribute the burdens of taxation among our own people? 
Then, again, we hear from the factory or mill classes of this 
country, ‘‘ We can not afford to be taxed; our business is unprof- 
itable; we are in distress, and must be exempt from taxation.” 
But from the farm, from the mine, from every industry through- 
out the length and breadth of the country that same appeal for 
exemption, resulting from distress, may as well, in intensified 
degree, be made, be echoed and reechoed. If you exempt one on 
that account, you must exempt all the others. There is but one 
class of people who can not truthfully raise this cry. That class 
is safely secured and guarded from the inroads of taxation behind 
the bulwark of the Constitution of our country. 

Then the question which confronts the people—those of us who 
plead that this Government ought to be economically adminis- 
tered, but that the people should bear their just share of taxation, 
which is necessary for its preservation and maintenance—is how 
to do it upon terms of equality. Sothe Democratic convention at 
Chicago set itself right upon this and other fallacies into which it 
temporarily fell, in deference to an accident, in adoration of a 
fetich, by declaring for the imposition of duties for the purposes 
of revenue, such duties to be so adjusted as to operate equally 
throughout the country and not to discriminate between class or 
section. 

If you tax woolen goods, which shelter the people from the in- 
clement weather, there is no reason why you should not tax the 
materials which enter into the composition of those goods. If 
you tax for one section, you must distribute the burden by taxing 
for other sections, if youcan. It is impossible to form an equi- 
table basis of taxation upon the protective theory, operating and 
falling alike heavily upon all our people. We must, in the nature 
of things, under existing circumstances, keep uniformity and 
equality as an ideal to which the nearest possible approach should 
be made. 

Iam opposed as much as is the Senator from Delaware to the 
imposition of duties in favoritism to manufacturers to conserve 
wealth, to create monopolies. It does not benefit labor either di- 
rectly or by any process of filtration. I can by no wild flight of 
imagination conceive my fortune improved because some other 
man is elevated in the scale of magnificent wealth and luxury, 
when I occupy no relation to him by which to share the bounty 
or become heir-expectant to his fortune. It is equally absurd to 
say that the toiler in the mill is to reap any part of the fruit of 
advantage which you, by the pending tariff bill, give for the bene- 


fit of the proprietor. You but increase the power to enslave and 
oppress. 
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Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, the Senator from Utah, as has 
been done before, has injected a silver issue into this discussion. 
He seems to resent the fact that because some of us claiming to 
be Democrats would not uphold the Chicago platform upon the 
m:n-y issue, therefore we should now keep our mouths closed. 
The Senator from Utah and all his silver colleagues, not only at 
the time of the adoption of the Chicago platform, but ever since 
that period, have proclaimed,in and out of season, that the money 
question was and is the ——— question of the day. The 
great leader of the forces that marched under the banners erected 
at Chicago has stated that the campaign just passed was only the 
initial struggle; that it was only the first gun in a battle to be 
continued until silver triumphed or silver was defeated. 

I have regretted the attitude of the Republican party on the 
tariff question. I thought and think now that a moderate reve- 
nue tariff, framed to meet what was alleged to be a deficit between 
the expenditures and receipts, ought to have been presented by the 
Republican majority, and not a bill framed upon lines of protec- 
tion. pure and simple. Neither that party nor any other party can 
evads the issue that is pushed upon them by the adherents of the 
Chicago platform. I thought then,and think now, that the adop- 
tion of free silver at 16to 1 is beyond all expression more danger- 
ou; to the prosperity and peace of the country than any tariff law. 

Now, sir, while we who have been separated from our brethren 
on the money question, honestly divided, patriotically divided, 
choose to add our voice to the voice of a large constituency that 
we represent in deprecation of the theory of this bill, we are met 
by the censures of the Senator from Utah. I have formed my 
opinion upon the question of silver with as much deliberation, 
with as much honest study, as I am capable of giving to it, and I 
tell the Senator from Utah now that, whenever that question is 
raised, whenever the battle with silver is to be fought, I will be 
upon the side opposed to the free coinage of silver at 16to1. I 
thought that there was great danger to the country from the 
adoption of the principles of the Chicago platform. I thought 
my duty lay in the direction of supporting a ticket opposed to the 
princ'p'es enunciated in that platform. Subsequent reflection and 
subsequent _ have Sa me in that opinion. 

You want free silver. ou want legislation to legislate value 
into a piece of metal. I am not astonished at the Senator from 
Utah when he couples a tariff upon the raw material with a de- 
mand for protection u silver, or embraces silver within the 
same lines as wnvdanell the tariff upon products of the soil, or of 
the loom, or any other product. Free silver is a misnomer. It 
is an attempt to turn k the hand of civilization, the fiat of 
commerce which gives its value to one metal or the other, and 
mr sn the artificial value to be imputed to these metals by 

egislation. 

T believe neither in national nor international bimetallism. I 
believe that any effort on the part of legislation to give one 
centime of value to silver more than the commercial sense of 
mankind gives it, is nugatory and idle, and if you coin silver at 
16 to 1 now or at any time when the market gives it the value 
that it has now, you will have silver monometallism. That thing 
that circulates all commodities, that thing upon which all trans- 
actions are based, must be stable and certain, not disturbed by 
legislation, and when the common measure of value is tam 
with, threatened with annihilation by these constant assaults, 
then trade becomes demoralized, paralyzed, threatened, and it is 
Jess because of the tariff, but it is more because of this constant 
agitation of the silver question that trade does not manifest sta- 
bility and health. That is my opinion. 

I never have believed, and do not believe now, that you can 
make this people rich and prosperous by adding to the burden of 
tariff taxation or any other burdens, 1 never could see how a pro- 
tective tariff could make — at large prosperous, for it is a 
diminishing of the amount of the consuming individual's property 
and placing it into the hands of a favoréd few, It can not aug- 
ment the aggregate wealth. It only transfers from many pockets 
into a few pockets. I predict now that when this bill passes, as 
it will pass, the prices of the leading commodities, mostly the 
produce of the farm, will not advance one step. Highly protected 
manufactures probably will advance. You may add to the sta- 
bility of commerce, you may put business upon a little safer 
foundation, because this tariff agitation certainly disturbs business 
to some extent, but you can not regulate all prices by a tariff any 
—_ you can regulate the prices of a metal commodity by 

islation. 

protest, Mr. President, against the constant injection into this 
debate of the silver question. It has no sort of connection with 
the tariff. The tariff is a broad proposition; so is this monetary 
proposition, but the two are not related in this debate. 

I will ar in my feeble way, sir, notwithstanding the eager 
haste to is bill, to show up what I consider to be its injus- 
tices and its enormities; nor will I be deterred in that line of con- 
duct by any statement that the voices that are now loud in behalf 
of the principle of tariff for revenue were not raised in behalf of 
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silver when its supporters were marching upon the Capitol, 
—- to the destruction of the prosperity of the country, 
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amendment of the Senator from Missouri [ 











JUNE 7, 





in my 


. HALE and others. Question! 
Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending enon is upon the 
r. VEST], which wil] 

be read. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 193, after the word “ measure” 
= 19, page 60, insert the words ‘‘except white pine; so as {o 
read: 


Sawed lumber, not specially provided for in this act, $2 per thousand fect 
d measure, except white pine. 

Mr. HALE. On that let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

_ Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. Were he pres- 
ent, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

as HALE. TheSenator from Massachusetts, if present, would 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CLAY. Then I will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Lopar| is 
unwell and is compelled to be absent. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). On this vote I am 
—- paired with the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. 

ODGE}. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER}. 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I have a 
~ with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. ButLer}. 

n his absence I will withhold my vote. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If present, he would vote 
**vea” and I should vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. VEST. LIannounce my pair with the Senator from Minnoe- 
sota [Mr. NeLson]. If he were present, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. LINDSAY (after having voted in the affirmative). 1 with- 
draw my vote and stand paired with the senior Senator from 
Rhode Island {[Mr. ALDRICH]. 


The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 38; as follows: 
YEAS—2. 
Allen, Carter, Jones, Ark. Morgan, 
Bate, Chilton, Kyle, Murphy, 
Berry, Cockrell, Mantle, Pettus, 
Caffery, Gray Roach, 
Cannon, Harris, Kans. Mitchell, Walthall. 
NAYS—33. 

Allison, Foraker, McBride, Rawlins, 
Bacon, . e, McEnery, Sewell, 
Burrows, Gallinger, McLaurin, Shoup, 
Chandler, Gear, McMillan, Spooner, 
Clark, Hale, Martin, Thurston, 
Clay, Hanna, Mason, Tillman, 

om, orb ath Perkins, Wetmore, 
Davis, Heitfeld, Platt, Conn. White. 
Elkins, Hoar, Platt, N. Y. 
Fairbanks, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, 

NOT VOTING—3L 

Aldrich, Hansbrough, Pasco, Turner, 
Baker, Harris, Tenn. Penrose, Turpie, 
pater Kenney, Pettigrew, Vest, 

iel, Lindsay, Procter, Warren, 

boe. x guy, Wellington, 

Faulkner, or ith, Wilson, 
George, Morrill, Stewart, Wolcott. 
Gorman, Nelson, Teller, 


So Mr. Vest’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator from Nebraska asks a vote 
on his motion to amend, I desire now to perfect the ning 
poteueese that were over until this matter was dispose: 
of. = 201, I believe, was passed over. 

Mr. JO of Arkansas. And paragraph 197, I think. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 197 was also passed over. __ 

Lon pny + Arkansas, ee it Saad am not positive. 

. es, ph 197 was over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. cae: 197 will be read. 
The read the paragraph, as follows: 

197. Clapbourds, $1.50 per thousand. 


Mr. ALLISON. As the paragraph stands now there is no 
amendment pro > 

her VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 197 is open to amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Some one asked to have it passed 


over. 
Mr. ALLISON. Line 19, page 62, paragraph 201, was passed 
over. 
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The SECRETARY. In line 19, paragraph 201, after the word 
“shingles,” the Committee on Finance propose to strike out 
“thirty ” and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;” so as to read: 


201. Shingles, 25 cents per thousand. 
Mr. ALLISON. The committee recommend that that amend- 


ent be a to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. After paragraph 202 the majority of the com- 
mittee recommend the insertion of a new paragraph, 202}. It is 
a peg corm from another part of the bill. 

The SECRETARY. After line 23, page 62, insert as a new para- 
graph: 

ther articles containing oranges, lemons, limes 
pa For ay P owe Ty oor a ae 30 per cent valorem: Provided, That 
Se thin wood, so called, comprising the sides, tops, and bottoms of orange 
and lemon boxes of the growth and manufacture of the United States, ex- 

MN ccnpgen end Manonn, by the payment of duty at ous alf ie 
rate imposed on similar boxes of entirely foreign growth and manufacture. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On line 2, page 63, paragraph 203, I ask that 
the committee amendment may be now agreed to. It was passed 
over on Saturday. 

The SECRETARY. On line 2, page 63, in paragraph 203, after the 
word “‘ willow,” the Committee on Finance propose to strike out 
“fifty” and insert ‘‘forty;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

208. Chair cane or wrought or manufactured from rattans or reeds, 
10 per cent ad valorem; r or willow pre for basket makers’ use, 20 
per cent ad valorem; manufactures of osier or willow, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 

be to. 

Mr. IN. Thecommittee propose nofurtheramendments. 
I suppose the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ay is now in order. 

Mr. EN. I now call up my amendment. 

Mr..JONES of Arkansas. as not paragraph 204 passed over? 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 204? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think so. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 204, relating to toothpicks and 

was 


skew to. 

Mr. HALE, es; that aph was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to strike out the entire schedule—Sched- 
ule D—and to substitute what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all of Schedule D and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: 


ScHEDULE D.—Woop AND MANUFACTURES OF. 


Osier or wee. roperes for basket-makers’ use, 20 per cent ad valorem; 
man of r or willow, 25 per cent ad valorem; chair cane, or reeds, 


t or manufactured from rattans or reeds, 10 per cent ad valorem. 
packing: Eaiiein, of Wook, not pecially proviled for ta this act 30 per 
wood, not specially pro or in this act, per 
cent valorem 


ble substance, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

House or cabinet furniture, of wood, wholly or partly finished, manufac- 
tures of wood, or of which wvod is the component material of chief value, not 
specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WHITE. If I understand the effect of the amendment of 
the Senator from Nebraska, it is to restore the Wilson Act pro- 
vision. Am I correct? 

Mr. ALLEN. I supposed I had the floor until I could explain 


the matter. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska has the 


oor, 
Mr. ALLEN. My motion is to substitute Schedule D of the 
Wilson Act for the schedule in the pending bill. 
. JONES of Arkansas. To strike out this schedule and 
the schedule of the Wilson Act. 
\ . Tostrike out this schedule and insert Schedule 
the Wilson Act. 
. BATE. It is the schedule of the Wilson Act which has 
been read, and which is intended as a substitute? 
Mr. ALLEN. Yes. It is to be followed by proposing for 
hs 671 to 684 of the Wilson Act, transferring 
forms of lumber and timber to the free list. 
Mr. HALE. That is, if the Senator's amendment carries, then 
the free-list provision he refers to will have to be changed accord- 


Si 


D 


ee 


. ALLEN. Yes, sir; I shall then ask the Senate to adopt the 


aes peoviclon of the Wilson Act. 
= of Arkansas. We all understand it now. 
. ALLEN. In other words, I want the Wilson Act as it stands 


on the question of lumber adopted. 





SD 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 


Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays upon agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. , 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Hansprovan}. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). [am paired on this 
vote with the junior Senator from Massachusetts {|Mr. Lopae}. 
If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea” and he would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BATE (when the name of Mr. Harris of Tennessee was 
called). I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Harris of Ten- 
nessee] is out of his seat this evening and is paired with the Sena- 
tor from Vermont [Mr. Morr]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELson] or I should vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I again announce 
— pair with the foo Senator from Washington | Mr. TURNER], 

ere he here and voting, I should vote ‘* nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WILSON. I again announce my pair with the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were present, he would vote 
‘*yea” and I should vote ** nay.” 

Mr. WELLINGTON. [again announce my pair with the junior 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLeR]. Were he present, I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. LINDSAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I again 
withdraw my vote, and will stand paired with the senior Senator 
from Rhode Island [ Mr. ALpnicu|. If he were here, I should 


vote ‘‘ yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 37; as follows: 
YEAS- 21 
Allen, Cockrell, Mills, Turpie, 
Bate, Faulkner, Mitchell, Walthall, 
Berry, Harris, Kans. Morgan, White 
Caffery, Heitfeld, Murphy, 
Cannon, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
Chilton, Kyle, Roach, 
NAYS—37. 

Allison, Fairbanks, McBride, Sewell, 
con, Foraker, McEnery, Shoup, 
Burrows, Frye, McLaurin, Spooner, 
Carter, Gallinger, McMillan, Stewart, 
Chandler, Gear, Mason, Thurston, 
Clark, Hale, Perkins, Tillman, 
aT Hanna, Platt, Conn. Wetmore. 

Cullom, Hawley, Platt, N. Y. 
Davis, Hoar, Pritchard, 
Elkins, Jones, Nev. Quay, 

NOT VOTING—3L. 
Aldrich, Hansbrough, Morrill, Teller, 
Baker, Harris, Tenn Nelson, Turner, 
Butler, Kenney, Pasco, Vest. 
Daniel, Lindsay, Penrose, Warren, 
Deboe, Lodge, Pettigrew, Wellington, 
George, Mallory, Proctor, Wilson, 
Gorman, Mantle, Rawlins, Wolcott 
Gray, Martin, Smith, 


So Mr. ALLEN’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have heard it intimated that the 
sugar schedule, which comes next in sequence in the bill, for some 
reason may not be considered to-morrow. That is one of the 
most important schedules we have in the bill, and we should like 
very much upon this side of the Chamber to know from the 
majority what is their intention in regard toit. To be entirely 
frank, I will first mention something that I have heard of some 
change of that schedule. I do not know it, and I am not author- 
ized to state it, but I make that inquiry respectfully of the Senator 
from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. In response to the suggestion made by the 
Senator from Missouri, I will say that it is possible that some 
changes may be made in the Senate committee’s amendment to the 
sugar schedule. I think it will be impossible, however, for us to 
go over that so as to be ready to take up the sugar schedule to- 
morrow. It is the purpose, as I understand, of this side of the 
Chamber to consider that schedule at as early a date as possible, 
taking into account the facilitating of its passage in some form. 
That { understand also to be the object of Senators on the other 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. President— 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator please wait for one moment? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Should any changes be made or proposed, they 
will be presented to the Senate at a very early day, so that the 
sugar schedule, if delayed to-morrow for that reason or any other— 
possibly we shall not want to take up the sugar schedule to-morrow 
even if the amendments are ready—the amendments will be of- 
fered and time will be given, if the other side desire it, to consider 
them before they are taken up intheSenate. If the sugar schedule 

d be over to-morrow, I hope we shall arrange to go on 
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with the tobacco schedule, although it is barely ble that we | act according to the convenience of those who have this bi!) jn 
shall ask that that be postponed fora day. If that be true, then | charge, we shall be ready to-morrow to take up any schedule t)),+ 
we shall be ready to take up the agricultural schedule. I ho will suit the converiience of Senators on the other side. 
that either the sugar schedule or the tobacco schedule will Mr. MORGAN. I protest that I made no sort of intimai;,, 
taken up to-morrow, and that one will follow the other. against the capacity of the committee. I sympathize with ¢),..,, 
Mr. MORGAN, I will ask the Senator from lowa whether he | very deeply in their involvement in troubles which are unay,, )- 
would not be willing to take a recess for, say, two days, in order | able. I can conceive how the Senators are facing questions «,. 
to give the committee a chance to prepare a bill? tremely difficult to handle; and I putin my suggestion in ode: {5 
Mr. ALLISON. Ido not quite understand the intimation of = them full breathing time, that they might come back to tii. 
the Senator from Alabama. nate with their minds made up and their consciences all re.) 
Mr. MORGAN. I merely made a request. ciled to what they were about todo. That is all. 
Mr. ALLISON. Of course the Senator from Alabama is well Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid:-ra- 
aware of the fact that we have passed over many paragraphs and | tion of executive business. 
many schedules with a view to hearing people who are interested, Mr. JONES of Arkansas. With the permission of the Se1.::,,; | 
and some, perhaps, who are disinte , and the sugar schedule, | from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], I should like to ask the Senator 
for reasons that are perfectly known to the Senator from Ala- | from Iowa [Mr. ALLIsoN], before he leaves the Senate Cham)». 
bama, we have not been able to consider at all in the committee | what we are to do to-morrow? It ye omg in order 
for several days. As to the tobacco schedule, I will restate that | that we may have some idea of what is to be done. For hii to 
we hope to be able to take that up to-morrow. tell us that either the sugar schedule, the tobacco schedule. {}). 
Mr. MORGAN. If 1 had heard of any Democrats who desired | agricultural schedule, or some other schedule will come u) to- 
to be heard before the committee, I should be quite content if the | morrow seems to be too indefinite, and the Senator from Iowa ix 
committee would give a little delay so that those Democrats _— too fair a man to think it is just to us that we shall be asked 1.) 
express themselves. I believe, however, this side of the House adjourn thisevening and come back to-morrow morning kno i), 
never been invited into a consultation at all. nothing on the face of the earth as to what will come up to-morr.w, 
Mr. ALLISON, I will say to the Senator from Alabama that| Mr. ALLISON. It was in deference to what I a to be the 
very many Democrats have a before the committee with | wishes and desires of those opposed to this schedule that I en iay- 
a view of changing paragraphs in the various schedules, and I | ored to state with frankness the difficulties that might be in our 
have taken it for granted that they were interested—possibly they eat to-morrow. I will say to the Senator that I think it is 
may not be; but I suppose people are interested one way or the ubtful whether the sugar schedule will be taken up to-morrww. 
other in this bill whether they are Democrats or Republicans,and| Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then say the sugar schedule will 
we want to get it as nearly right as we can for the general interest | not come up to-morrow. 
without reference to party. Mr. ALLISON. That is the next schedule in order. 
Mr. MORGAN. Iam glad to hear that any Democrat hasever| Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly it is, and I should like to 
been permitted to go before the committee at all. I suppose they | have the Senator say now, before adjourning, whether the su-ar 
have ascertained now what their fate is to be. There is to be no | schedule will or will not come up to-morrow. It seems to me we 
modification of these schedules except according to the will of | are entitled to know that much. 
one side of this committee, and I think, inasmuch as the commit- Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morc,.} 
tee are evidently not prepared to go on with this bill now, the | took occasion to say that we ought to take a recess that we might 
best thing we can do is not to ask consent to take it up by piece- | know what is ee » to-morrow. The sugar schedule is in 
meal or a schedule at a time, and skip some and goon with others, | order now, and sufficient unto the day is the evil or the good 
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; but that we had better just take a recess and give the committee | thereof. 
time to e the bill, They are not ready now, it seems. Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The minority has some rights in this 
Mr. WH . Will the Senator from Iowa yield to me for a | matter as well as the majority, and I deny that the majority his 
question? the right to say to the minority that “ sufficient unto the day is 


Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. the evil thereof,” and that we shall know nothing of what is to 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to ask the Senator from Iowa whether I | come before the Senate. 
understood him as saying that it was probable that the sugar| Mr. ALLISON. I said “the good thereof.” 
schedule would not come up to-morrow, but that still it might| Mr. JONES of Arkansas, There is no good in it. 
come up, and that it was —- that the tobacco schedule would | Mr. ALLISON. [If the Senator desires that I shall give notice 
come up to-morrow, but that stillitmight not come up? Itseems | of what shall be done to-morrow, I will give notice that on to- 
to me that statement was a little uncertain; and, not wis to | morrow the su schedule will be over, if that suits the 
annoy the Senator from Iowa by this reference to it, I think that | convenience of 
those of us who find it ey to examine these schedules day | Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Anything suits us that the Senator 
by day would like to know definitely someschedule that is tocome | wishes; but I should like to know what is going to be taken u). 
up to-morrow unless unforeseen circumstances intervene; andI| Mr. ALLISON. [understand that. On to-morrow the tobacco 
suggest to the Senator from lowa to state, if possible, a schedule | schedule will come up. I shall ask that that schedule be consid- 
that is certain to come up to-morrow. If he will do so, it may | ered to-morrow. 
perhaps lighten the labors of those who have to carry ponderous} Mr. CANNON. May I ask the Senator a question? 
protests to this Chamber. Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. a. 

Mr. ALLISON. My emgueaien was perhaps a little indefinite,| Mr.CANNON. In view of the uncertainty of the first state- 
and the Senator from California, acute as he is, has made it appear | ment as to the tobacco schedule, I was about to ask the Senatir 
more indefinite than I intended it. We have been told two or | from Iowa if he would not consent to have the agricultural schil- 
three times by those in charge of the opposition to the bill on the | ule taken up to-morrow, and I make that request now. ’ 
other side that they wanted some notice if there was to be a post-| Mr. ALLISON. After what has been on both sides of this 

nement of any of these schedules. It has been well known that | Chamber, and the apparent good will and good feeling that )r- 

e Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who has been quite | vails on the other side, I should like very much to accommodate 
ill for a week or more, e to be present when the sugar | those who are on the other side and take up these schedules as 
schedule is taken up; at least I hope h¢may be. He may be in | rapidly as we can in the order of their succession, and therefore 
the Chamber to-morrow, or he may not be. I hope he will be. It | the schedule will come up to-morrow, as I have alrealy 
is also possible that there may be a modification of the sugar | stated. It will occupy, I think, only a portion of the day. Then. 
schedule, and I hope that will not be offensive. if the schedule is not ready to be taken up, for the conven: 

If a modification is made, the Senators on the other side would | ience of sides of the Chamber the agricultural schedule w'!! 
possibly require it to be printed in order that they might be en- | be next in order; but it will be taken up at the earliest possi)! 
abled to throw such light upon it as a night would give them an | time to-morrow, and certainly by the next day. ; : 
opportunity to do. In that event, the schedule would not be| Mr. CANNON. If the Senator from Iowa will continue 1}. 
taken up to-morrow. That is one of the uncertainties. Now, if | kindness, if the schedule is passed over to-morrow, as I now 
the uncertainty should solve itself in the way of a nement | understand to be the intention of the committee, will the agricul- 
of that schedule, we should take up the tobacco schedule, unless | tural schedule be taken up immediately following the tobacco 
something intervened, as matters time to time have inter- | schedule and before the recurrence of the sugar schedule’ 
vened. It mar be pponpenss but I hope it will not be. Mr. ALLISON. Iam not able to state for I donot know; 

Mr. WHITE. t is quite clear. but I should think the schedule be taken up at the 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President—— earliest possible day and gotten ont of the way, if that is e wish 

Mr, ALLISON. I wish to say one word more, and then I shall | of 

. Inresponse to the intimation and tion of the - QUAY. Regular order, Mr. President. 
Alabama {Mr. Moraan] of the i ty of those who have| Mr. CANNON. With the permission of the Senator from 


charge of this bill to conduct it without a recess, I can assure him lvania, I notice that at the conclusion of ph 
snd Sssure Senators on the other side: that if they do not wish to | 288 of the bill, belng the agricultural schedule, T shall move to 
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ae rant the insertion of the amendment offered by me 


feet fo the of export bounties to ship of agri- 


anit United States, and I s make some 
reach a ae ask that the amendment I have proposed 
be inserted in the REcorD. 
VICE. PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the amend- 
a it intended to be proposed by the Senator from Utah will be 
inserted in the Recorp. i 
a amendment referred to is as follows: 
the agricultural schedule inse 
and ne on after 
Pout — an 


days ns the of this act there shall be 

ys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise 
of wheat or wheat flour, rye or ryo flour; 

cotton, hops, or tobacco, produced wholly in the 

by sea on ioe any port in the United States to ony 
waka erie ee County. by way of an equa 

act to encourage the industries 

the States, l on wheat; 50 cents per 

jon wheat flour; ea cokes dar speabe e on rye; 50 cents per barrel on rye 

Sty ts l on corn; ath cents per cental on corn, ground; | cent 
enetion; ee nd on hops; Soumte pee vane on tobacco. 

Rd all Sere, oy ! er this act shall be = negotiable 

the “ot customs at the port Hp! clearance, upon 

eeatien at the Treasury or any subtreasury of the United States; and 

of the Treasury is hereby ones with making and enforcing 


as may be necessary for the protection of the ex ters 
Government according to true intent and meaning of this law 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. quae. I renew cee tan, bower mo that the Senate proceed to the 


considera 
The motion oe 
sideration a execu 


as re 
andof t 


to; and ti the Senate proceeded to the con- 
ve business. After fifteen minutes spent in 





executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
45 a m.) bw Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
June 8, 1 at 12 o’clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate June 7, 1897. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF CHARITIES. 


Herbert W: Lewis, of Maryland, to be superintendent of chari- 
ties for the District of Columbia, vice John Tracey, deceased. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Benjamin W. Wel eee ae (junior grade) 
in the Navy, from the 2ist of March, 1897, vice Lieut. (Ju- 
nior Grade) William E. Safford, promoted. 

Ensign Newton A. McCully, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from the 6th day of April, 1897, vice Lieut. (Junior 
Grade) J. Maxwell, promoted. 


—— a C. Bertolette, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 


the 29th day a April, 1897, vice Lieut. (Junior 
Grade) Prankiin Swift, promoted. ( 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 7, 1897. 


SOLICITOR FOR DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
William L. Penfield, of Indiana, to be Solicitor for the Depart- 
ment of State. 
AUDITOR FOR TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
William E. Andrews, of Nebraska, to be Auditor for the Treas- 
ury Department. 
AUDITOR FOR WAR DEPARTMENT. 
William W. Brown, of Pennsylvania, to be Auditor for the War 


if 


CONSUL. 
William W. of pat. Meine, to be consul of the United 
States at Vera Cruz, 
—. IN THE NAVY. 
Bncag? Oy to be a captain. 
Lieut. Coenen wift, to be ” commander. 


nior Grade) William J. Maxwell, to be a lieutenant. 
Junior Grade) Franklin Swift, to be a lieutenant. 

Henry B. Mansfield, to be a commander. 
H, Turner, to be a lieutenant-commander. 
POSTMASTERS. 


at Cambridge, in the county of 


be postmaster at Elkins, in the county of 
West Virginia. 


gute York, to be pontnaster st Fort Riley, in the ty of 
. county 0’ 


postmaster at Herington, in the 
county of Dickinson and State of Kansas. re 


+2 





Harry H. Lusk, to be postmaster at Parsons, in the county of 
Labette and State of Kansas. 

Charles E. Bowman, to be postmaster at 
county of Wyandotte and State of Kansas. 

Frank M. Atkinson, to be postmaster at St. Joseph, in the county 
of Buchanan and State of Missouri. 

John Alfred, to be postmaster at 
Lake and State of Colorado. 

William Drawe, to be postmaster at Cuero, in 
Dewitt and State of Texas. 


Argentine, in the 


Leadville, in the county of 


the county of 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


June 7, 1897. 


o’clock noon, and was called to order by 


MONDAY, 


The House met at 12 
the Speaker. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. , 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. Pru- 
DEN, cne of his secretaries, who also announced that the President 
had approved and signed a bill of the following title: 

An act (H. R. 16) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, 
and for other purposes. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT. one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1271) for a public building at the city of Wilkesbarre, 
Pa., and appropriating money therefor; and 

A bill (S, 925) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
San Angelo, Tex 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to joint resolution 
and bill of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 45) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
use rations for the relief of the destitute persons in the district 
overflowed by the RioGrande River at and near EF] Paso, Tex.; and 

A bill (8. 1886) to adopt regulations for preventing collisions 
upon certain harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the United 
States. : 

CARLOS GUTIERREZ. 


Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of Senate joint resolution 40, authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to receive, for instruction at the Mili- 
tary Academy at West Point, Carlos Gutierrez, of Salvador. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas {[Mr. Dins- 
MORE] asks nnanimous consent for the present consideration of a 
joint resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized to 
permit C4rlos Gutierrez, of Salvador. to receive instruction at the Military 
Academy at West Point: Provided, That no expense shall be caused to the 
United States thereby: And provided further, That in the case of the said 
Gutierrez the provisions of sections 132) and L321 of the Revised Statutes 
shall be suspendec 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of this joint resolution? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Arkansas if there are precedents for this, and what is the 
reason for it? 

Mr. DINSMORE. There are precedents for it. It has been 
done a number of times. Itis merely a courtesy which is fre- 
quently extended to foreign countries by our Government. This 
is the son of a distinguished citizen of Salvador. As will be seen 
by the reading of the resolution, no expense whatever will be 
caused to the United States. It merely gives this young man the 
privilege of being educated in our Military Academy. I feel sure 
that nobody will object to it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DINSMORE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE OVER THE ST. LOUIS RIVER BETWEEN WISCONSIN AND 
MINNESOTA. 
Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
t consideration of Senate bill 956, relating to the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the St. Louis River between the States of 
Wisconsin and Minnesota. 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota { Mr. Morris} 
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asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
the title of which wili be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read the title, as follows: 

A bill (8.956) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the construc- 
tion of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River between the States of Wis- 
consin and Minnesota,” approved April 24, 1894, as amended by an act ap- 
proved August 4, 1804, entitled “An act to amend an act to authorize the 
construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River between the States of 
Minnesota and Wisconsin.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. , . 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That sections 3 and 9 of the above entitled original act 
and section 3 of the same, as amended by the said act approved August 4, 
1804, entitled * An act to amend an act to authorize the construction of a 
steel bridge over the St. Louis River between the States of Minnesota and 
Wisconsin,” be amended so as to read, respectively, as follows: 

“Sno. 3. That the accessory works referred to in the preceding section 
shall be such booms, dikes, piers, or other suitable and proper structures for 
confining the flow of water to a permanent channel,and for the guiding of 
steamboats, rafts, and other water cratt safely through the draw and rafting 
spans, as shall be required by the Secretary of War; and in addition thereto, 
and before the construction of the bridge to be built under this act, the com- 
pany or persons owning or holding such bri shall be required, under the 

irection of the Secretary of War, or such officer as he shall designate, to 
dredge above and below said bridge to such depth and for such distance as in 
the ju ent of the Secretary of War, or of such other officer as he shall 


a uate, shall have been rendered necessary by the erection of the piers to 
said b; ” 


“Sno. 9. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
bridge therein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed 
on or before August 1, A. D. 1397.” 


Sec. 2. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill whether it has been reported on by any 
committee of the House? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; it passed the House at the last session. 

Mr. MORRIS. This bill was reported upon by the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce of the last House and passed 
unanimously. It went to the Senate and there failed to pass. It 
hus now been passed by the Senate and comes back from the Sen- 
ate to this House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It has never been considered by any commit- 
tee of the nt House? 

Mr. MORRIS. Not by any committee of the present House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And this House is working up the remnants 
of the failures of the last Congress on its recommendations, in- 
stead of recommendations of committees appointed by this House? 

Mr. MORRIS, That is for the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
MecMILLIN] to say. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MORRIS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS PEARL RIVER, MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. LOVE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill 8. 956, which is a similar bill to 
the one just , and also to the bill which was passed here 
last Thursday. It is an altogether local matter, and no objection 
can be made to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman a copy of the bill? 

Mr. LOVE. No, sir. I thought the Clerk told me he had a 
copy of it. There is a mistake in the number of the bill. It is 
the bill S. 1979. 

a SPEAKER. The gentleman had given the Clerk the wrong 
number. 

Mr. LOVE. The Clerk gave me the wrong number. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER. There is a wrong pimber somewhere [laugh- 
ter]; but while the papers are being obtained, the Speaker will 
announce his signature to the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1886) to adopt regulations for preventing collisions 
upon certain harbors, rivers, and inland waters of the United 


tates; 
A bill (S, 1944) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Clinch River, Kingston, Tenn.; and 
A joint resolution (8. R. 45) reappropriating the sum of $10,000 
not expended for the relief of sufferers by the floods of the Mis- 
sissippi River. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
concurrent resolutions were taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

A bill (8. 479) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Nashua, in the State of New 
Hampshire—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


ted. 
A (S. 129) to amend ‘‘An act for the correction of the mili- 
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tary record of Wilhelm Spiegelburg,” approved July 21, 1992_; . 
the Committee on Military Affairs, when sepenaes. 

A bill (8. 925) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
San Angelo, Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings ang 
Grounds, when appointed. 

A bill (8. 1271) for a public building at the city of Wilkesharre 
Pa., and apareptetin money therefor—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, when appointed. 

Concurrent resolution No. 8— 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That thor 
be printed and bound 3,000 copies of the special report describing the mar. 
ods and results of the investigations conducted by the astrophysical o)jsory. 
atory of the Smithsonian Institution, entitled Annals of the Astrophysical 
Observa , of which number 500 shall be for the use of the Senat. = 
the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 copies for distribution } 
the Smithsonian Institution— y 

To the Committee on Printing, when appointed. 

Concurrent resolution No, 10— 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of R sentatives concurring), e 
be printed as a document the re of the United States Doumdary Genny? 
sion,  penenaes to the convention between the United States and Mexico 
touching the re-marking of the boun line between those two countries 


west of the Rio Grande, and in addition thereto 3,000 copies of said report tor 
the use of the Department of State— 


To the Committee on Printing, when appointed. 
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC CONDITION OF THE ITALIANS IN CHICAGo, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following messago 
from the President; which was read, referred to the Committee on 
Labor, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith the ninth special report of the Commissioner of Labo 
ae report relates to the social and economic condition of the Italians ig 


cago. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 


Washington, D. C., June l, 1897. 
Nore.—The manuscript of this report has been delivered to the Senate. 
RETURN OF BILL TO THE SENATE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution of 
the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (8. 426) to authorize th» construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River between its mouth and the mouth 
of the Dakota or James River, and across the M iver between the 
mouth of the Minnesota ~—— in the State of Min 


and Donaldsonville, 
in the State of Louisiana; and Des Plaines rivers be- 


across the Illinois 

tween the mouth of the Illinois River and the city of Joliet, in the State of 
Illinois; and to prescribe the character, location, and dimensions of the same. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the request of the 
Senate will be complied Se pause.} The Chair hears 
no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. VINCENT. Mr. 8 er, [ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I will ask the Clerk 
to read, with the consent of the House. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi has been 


BRIDGE ACROSS PEARL RIVER, MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. LOVE. Mr. Speaker, has the Clerk found the bill to which 
I referred a few moments ago? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following Dill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 1979) to authorize the construciion of a bridge across Pear! River, 
in the State of Mississippi. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the board of supervisors of Marion County, in the 
State of Mississippi, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain 


a highway b and approaches across Pearl River, at or near the 
town of Colum in said county and State. 

Src. 2. That said bridge be located and built under and subject to 
such oo for the security of navigation as the Secretary of War may 
prescri the 


,and tosecure that o said board of supervisors shall sub- 

mit for his examination a design and drawing of the bridge and a map of the 

consi eee until the said are approved by him the bridge 
no 


be made in said 


plan and location 
commenced or built; and should any chan; 
ch change shall be likewise subject to 


bridge before or after completion. su 
the approval of the Secretary of War. 

Snc. 3. That the said bridge shall be so kept and managed as to offer rea- 
sonable and proper means for bya = me of vessels and other craft through 
or under the same, and for the ty of vessels at night there shall 


be displayed on bridge, from sunset to sunrise, at the expense of the 
owners thereof, such lights or other as the t-House Board may 


scribe; and any changes in said which the tary of War may, 
at any iene, Gon a aad cue the interests of navigation shall be 
mae Ra is et al Monel Sed Sole chan contraction of 0 
the Pate in one year and completed in three years from 


te fs 
Sec. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved. ie ; 


a sae. Is there objection to the present consideration 
. . 
Mr. PAYNE. I want to ask the gentleman from Mississinpi, 
for the information of my friend from Tennessee _ MoMIL- 
Lin], who I hope will give attention to it, if this bill has been con- 
sidered by any committee of this House? 
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Mr. MCMILLIN. My friend from New York needs information 


than I do. 
“ir PAYNE. I think I know; but I wanted to have it under- 
stood, so that the gentleman from Tennessee would know. 
Mr. LOVE. I would just like to say that that bill has not been 
re‘erred to a committee, because there are no committees to refer 
3 Mr. PAYNE. It has not been reported by any committee of 


this House. : : 
AINES. That is the fault of the Republicans of this 


Mr. G 
House. so 

Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill? (so a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

The was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LOVE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The SPEAKER oo to put the question. 
Mr. BAILEY. fore that motion is submitted—— 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand it is not. I simply desire to say 
before the vote is taken that so long as the Cuban resolution and 
the bankruptcy bill are undisposed of we will feel compelled to 
resist these motions to adjourn. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. lar order! 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam ready for the regular order now. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Division, Mr. Speaker! 

The House divided, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The yeas and nays! 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio demands the yeas 


and na 
Mr. BAILEY . Ishould like to have the vote announced. 
The ee Oe ned ane the ayes are 79, the nays 80. 
gales om ocratic side. 
t . RICHARDSON. Another leader wrecked! 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 92, nays 79, an- 
swered ‘‘ present” 11, not voting 170; as follows: 


1897. 








Dalzell, Hitt, 
Adams, Hitt, Royse 
‘Alexander, Danford, Hooker, Showalter, 
ee Davenport, Howe, Simpkins, 
. Dorr, Hurley, Smith, 8. 
Barrows, Dovener, see, M. Dak. Soe 
Ellis, ohnson, ng, 
ee 
‘en nney, wart, N. 
Fletcher, a Stone, C. W. 
i Lybrand, Sulloway, 
Fowler, N. J. cDonald, Tawney, 
Brewster Gibson, McIntire, Tayler. Ohio 
Broderick, Gillett, Mass. Miller, Tongue, 
onehiee Griffin, Morris’ Wadsoorthe 
oO sworth, 
Barton, Grosvenor, Mudd, Walker, Va. 
Clark, Hamilton, Olmsted, Weaver, 
Codding, Harmer, Overstreet, White, Il). 
Cooke, Hawley, Packer, Pa. White, N.C 
Cousins, Henry, Conn Parker, N. J. Williams, Pa. 
a: la” Poares — 
earson, 
Curtis: Kens, = Hill Pugh, Yost” 
NAYS—79. 
Adamson, Cowherd, Knowles, Robinson, Ind. 
Bad Davey, Lanham Sayers, 
Da Latimer, Settle, 
Baker, Ill. De Graffenreid, Lentz, Shuford, 
Bertiork, De Vries, Lewis, Ga. Sims, 
Elliott, Lewis, Wash Skinner, 
Flexing Livingston, Stark, 
Fox, Medittin Sto = on 
’ ’ oO 
Brenner, Ohio Gaines, Maddox Strowd, N. O 
Brandt, Griggs, Sutherland, 
Gunn, Maxwell, ate, 
Burke, Hay, — Dede wood 
Castle, Henry, Miss. en, nderwood, 
Cmte Henry, Tex. Qebo Vandiver, 
Howard, Ala. rs, incent, 
Clark, Mo. Hunter, , Wheeler, Ky. 
: Mo. a ieearacon, by | iss. 
Ridge ; oung, Va. 
Cooper, Kleberg, Rixey. 4 
a “PRESENT "—I11. 
, Wis. McClellan, Swanson, 
Betiver, Pa dg McCulloch, Vehslage. 
. King, Pierce, Tenn. 
NOT bisa eg 
e knap, Botkin, 
; Benton, Bradley, 
Bland! enw 
Bromwell, 
Se Booze, Brosius, 


- beh re = So 
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Brumm, Grow, McEwan, Shattuc, 
Bull, Hager, McRae, Shelden, 
Butler, Handy, Maguire, Sherman, 
Campbell, Hartman, Mahany, Simpson, 
Cannon, Heatwole, Mahon, Slayden, 
Capron, Hemenway, Mann, Smith, [il 
Carmack, Henderson, Marsh, Smith, Ky. 
Chickering Henry, Ind. Marshall, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Clarke, N. H. Hilborn, Mercer, Snover. 
Cochrane, | & A Hinrichsen, Mesick. Southwick. 
Colson, Hopkins, Meyer, La. Sparkman, 
Connell, Howard, Ga. Miers, Ind. Sprague, 
Connelly, Howell, Millis, Stallings, 
Cooney, Hull, Minor, Steele, 
Corliss, Johnson, Ind. Mitchell, Stevens, Minn. 
Cox, Jones, Va. Moon, Stewart, Wis. 
Cranford, Jones, Wash. Newlands, Stone, W. A 
Crump, Joy, Northway, Strait, 
Cummings, Kelley, Norton, Strode, Nebr. 
Davidson, Wis. Kerr, Odell, Sturtevant, 
Davison, Ky. Ketcham, Otey, Sullivan, 
Dayton, Knox, Otjen, Sulzer, 

De Armond, Kulp Pearce, Mo. Talbert, 
Dingley, Lacey, Perkins, Taylor, Ala 
Docxery, Lamb, Pitney, Todd, 
Dolliver, Landis, Plowman, Updegraff 
Eddy, Lester, Powers, Walker, Mass. 
Ermentrout, Littauer, Prince, Wanger, 
Faris, Little, guigs, Ward, 
Fischer, Lorimer, ay, Warner, 
Fitzgerald, Loudenslager, Reeves, Weymouth, 
Fitzpatrick, Lovering, Robb, Wheeler, Ala. 
Foote, Low, Robbins, Wilber, 
Fowler, N.C. McAleer, Robertson, La Wilson, 8. O. 
Gardner, McCall, Russell, Young, Pa. 
Gillet, N. Y. McCleary, Sauerhering, Zenor. 
Greene, McCormick, Shafroth, 

Grout, McDowell, Shannon, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the pairs, 
The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Hacer with Mr. Hanpy. 

. McCay with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

. YounG of Pennsylvania with Mr. BENTON, 

. BELKNAP with Mr. MAGUIRE, 

. FaRIs with Mr. Zenor. 

. Henry of Indiana with Mr. Mrers of Indiana, 
Smuts of Illinois with Mr. McCuLLoca. 

. ACHESON with Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 
. BARNEY with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

. Wa. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. BRUCKER, 

. CHICKERING with Mr. BRADLEY. 

. SAUERHERING with Mr. STRaIr. 

. BARHAM with Mr. FITZGERALD. 

. Stewart of Wisconson with Mr. LITTLaA, 

. MtLus with Mr. SULLIVAN. 

. REEVES with Mr. BALL. 

BELDEN with Mr. SULZER. 

. LOVERING with Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, 

. McEwan with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 

r, STRODE of Nebraska with Mr. ALLEN, 

. JOY with Mr. MARSHALL. 

. JOHNSON of Indiana with Mr. Moon, 

. Brostus with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 

. Lacry with Mr. McRar. 

. Pitney with Mr. CARMACK, 

. Kerr with Mr. Ross. 

. Brum™ with Mr. Cox, 

. LORIMER with Mr. BERRY. 

. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. Jonrs of Washington, 
. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. Kine, 

. Minor with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

. Huy with Mr. Dockery. 

. SPRAGUE with Mr. McDowELL. 

. HEATWOLE with Mr. DINSMORE. 

. PERKINS with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

. MERCER with Mr. DE ARMOND., 


Mr. HemENWAY with Mr. RoBERTSON of Louisiana, 
Mr. Qvuiaa with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. Manon with Mr. BENNER of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. LAnpis with Mr. CRANFORD. 

Mr. Kup with Mr. STALLINGs., 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts with Mr. SLAYDEN. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE with Mr. McCLeLuan. 

Mr. DAvipson of Wisconsin with Mr. Howarp of Georgia, 
Mr. Russe._i with Mr. SWANSON. 

Mr. McCLeary with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. MITcHELL with Mr. TayLor of Alabama, 

Mr, OTJEN with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. MCALFER. 


. WRIGHT with Mr. ADAMSON. 
For this day: 

Mr. Cor iss with Mr. Lams. 

Mr. Low with Mr. Orry. 

Mr. Marsu with Mr. Cooney. 
Mr. OpELL with Mr. Firzpatrick. 
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Mr. HICKS. Mr. Speaker, I was paired with the gentleman 
from Virginia, Mr. Orgy, but the pair has been transferred to Mr. 
Low, of New York, and I have voted ‘‘aye.” 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I voted in the negative and 
would so vote, but finding that the gentleman from Connecticut, 
Mr. Russe, has not voted, and being paired with him, I desireto 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I voted ‘‘no,” but lam paired with the 
gentleman from New Hampshire, Mr. CLARKE, and I withdraw 
~ vote. 

fr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening 
when his name was called, and did he fail to hear it? 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s name will be recorded. 

Mr. BROUSSARD voted **no.” 

Mr. BRUCKER,. Mr. Speaker, I voted ‘‘no,” but I am paired 
with the gentleman from Michigan, Mr. WM. ALDEN Smira, so I 
will ask to be recorded as present. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, how am I recorded? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded as present. 

Mr. EVANS. I desire to vote. I was under the impression that 
I was paired, but I am not, the pair having been transferred, and 
I vote “aye.” 

Mr. YOST. Mr. Speaker, I answered “present,” thinking that I 
was paired, but I desire to vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s vote will be recorded. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, lask that my colleague, Mr. Siay- 
DEN, be excused on account of business. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BALL. Mr. Speaker, I voted “‘no,” but I findthat lam paired 
with the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Reeves, and I withdraw 
my vote. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
Orey, be excused for ten days, on account of sickness in bis family. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know 
whether the gentleman from West Virginia, Mr. Dayron, has 
voted? 

The SPEAKER. He has not. 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Pending the announcement of the vote, leave of absence was 
granted, by unanimous consent, as follows: 

To Mr. Kirkpatrick, for ten days, on account of important 
business, 

To Mr. ButLer, for one day, on account of death in his family. 

To Mr. Minor, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Davison of Kentucky, indefinitely, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. McCugary, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

" et Lage Orey, for ten days, on account of sickness and death of 
rother. 

To Mr, LOUDENSLAGER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

Mr. TERRY. I make the point, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. TERRY. I make the point, Mr. Speaker, and I would like 
to be heard just a moment—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair anticipates the gentleman's point, 
and answers it by stating that 92 members have voted in the af- 
firmative and 79 im the negative, while 11 haveanswered ‘‘ present,” 
making a total of 182; and although that may be of no consequence 
in any gentleman's estimation—— 

Mr. TERRY. My point is that the House can not adjourn with- 
out a quorum for more than one day, and I desire to be briefly 
heard on that point. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines_to hear the gentleman, 
even on his own basis, because it is pot a fact that there is no 
quorum. % 

Mr. TERRY. I unders that to be the fact. 

The SPEAKER (at 1 o’cl and 10 minutes p.m.). The ayes 
have it, and accordingly the House stands adjourned until Thurs- 

day next, at 12 o'clock noon. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Ru‘e XXIV, the following communications 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed the court in the case of 
Joseph M. Middlekauff against The United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of Na- 

leon B. Allen against The United States—to the Committee on 

ar Claims, and ordered to be ted. 

A message from the President, transmitting a special report of 


RECORD—HOUSE. 





the Commissioner of Labor. relating to the social and e.), 





condition of the Italians in Chicago—to the Committee on | ~—_ 
and ordered to be printed. a 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIA 

INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 83 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and mem; ,). 
of the following titles were introduced and severally ref, 

follows: , ” 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 8420) to establish a life <..;,. 

station at Swampscott, Mass.—to the Committee on Interst:,,,,, 


Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 3421) toestablish a sanity»), 
at Castle Pinckney, in Charleston Harbor, South Carolina. {.;,,.. 
use of disabled officers and enlisted men of the Regular a.) \ 
unteer Army and Navy of the United States—to the Com, 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 3435) fixing times when, re.))\,;. 
ing the manner in which, and declaring the character of t)). 4... 
counts between the United States and the several public |.) 
States, relative to the net proceeds of the sales. and other (ix), .; 
tion of the public lands made and to be made therein |, -\. 
United States, which shall hereafter be stated and certifie:| ;,, ;),, 
aa for payment—to the Comunittee on the ?)) 
lic Lands. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A memorial of the legislature of the Sito 
of Wisconsin for the passage of an act to strengthen the national 
credit—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BABCOOK: A memorial of the legislature of th» st.15 
of Wisconsin for the passage of an act to strengthen the nati.) | 
credit—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

eo Mr. GRIFFIN: A memorial of the legislature of the Stato 
of Wisconsin, for an amendment to the Constitntion of the United 
States relative to trusts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature.of the State of Wisco: 
for the passage of an act to strengthen the national credit—t. t 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BULL: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
Rhode Island, relative to a memorial to be placed over the gray. 4 
of American soldiers and sailors at Put in Bay Island—to the («1- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A memorial of the legislature of the Stat» 
Rhode Island, relative to a memorial to be placed over the graves 
of American soldiers and sailors at Put in Bay Island—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 


n, 
he 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private ‘bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as f0!- 


ows: 

By Mr’ BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 3422) granting an honorablo 
discharge to Jesse Dotts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3428) ing back pension to Isaac Lanty 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 3424) mting a pension to 
Levi R. Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 3425) for ‘the relief of Georze 
A. Dickel & Co., at Nashville, Tenn.—to the Committee on tho 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 3426) granting a pension to 
oe J. wy ae oo Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
80, @ (H.R. granting a sion toSarah A. Denham, 
oe of Benjamin F. ae oo Committee on Invalid 
ons. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 8428) for the-relief of J. E. Gilling- 
waters—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 8429) t0 remove the charge 0f 
desertion aguinst Hiram Lane—to the Committee on Military 


Ts. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8480) to remove the charge of des rt)n 
against E. A. Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3431) a pension to O. C. Denslow— 
to the Committee on I Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3482) franting a pension to David W. Thurs- 


‘orkIso, a bil (HB 5493) pension to Martin M. I"): 
a H.R. a to tin M. Flint— 
ee cine Seep eines pte Seta Cor 
80, a . KR. I a to John Carr—to 
the Committee on Inv: Readions : 
By Mr. BLLIS: A bill (H. R. 3436) for the relief of Wilbur F. 
Cogswell—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Underclause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 





ons and papers 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as ws: 
By Mr. BULL: Petitions of citizens of Providence and of East 
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Providence, R. L., for a more rigid restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petitions of citizens of Hope and East Prov- 
jdence, R. L., for the farther restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on i on and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of Local Union No. 20, Belmont 
Central Trades and Labor Union, of Bellaire, Ohio, praying for 
the p< of the so-called Minnesota label law—to the Commit- 

on Labor. 
oe Mr. DOVENER: Petitions of John L. Hunt and 37 other 
citizens of Church district, Wetzel So E. R. Coffman and 27 PHILADELPHIA, J 
others, of Sardis, Harrison County; Ww. ° Rogers and 45 others To the Senate of the United States, Washingt: n, D. C.: 
and Thomas D. Bennett and 47 others, of Ohio County; James | We, the undersigned momnhere of the Philadelphia Wool Merchants’ Asso 
Welch and 52 others, of Viola, Marshall County; A. E. Sutton and ciation, earnestly petition and urge your active cooperation in securing pr 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. QUAY. I present a petition of the members of the Phila- 
delphia Wool Merchants’ Association, praying for the early pas 
sage of the pending tariff bill, and remonstrating against the im- 
position of lower rates of duty on articles under Schedule K than 
those proposed by the so-called Dingley tariff bill. As these 
gentlemen are wu very respectable body of men, | 
petition be read. 

The petition was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as foll 

PETITION. 


ask that the 


. tective tariff legislation at the earliest possible date which will adequat ly 
$8 others, of Gaston, Lewis County; J. N. Conley and 29 others, Sen eelgredacte agen the competition « reign labor 
tate of West Virginia, for a more rigid | Any lower rates than those provided for in Schedule K by the House bill 
of Sacto Soe a the leununttben on Immigration 6 l (H. R. 379) will not furnish adequate protection to the wool industry 
restriction immigrati eration anc Paul Jagode, president Wool Merchants’ Association; J. Philip 
Naturalization. dagode & Co.; Justice, Bateman & Co.; Kayser, Fisler & Co.; 


Also, petition of Lee Haymond and 17 other late officers of the 
Volunteer service, United States Army, of Clarksburg, W. Va., 
for the relief of George J. Stealey—to the Committee on Invalid 

ons. 
Poy Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of the National Arbitration 
Committee, of Washington, D. C., for international arbitration— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Robert Stuntz, of the Persian Rug Factory, of 
New York City, for higher duty ou Persian rugs—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Merchant Tailors’ Exchange of Boston, 
Mass., for limit to amount of clothing travelers from abroad shall 
be allowed to import without duty—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of the Board of Trade of Oakland, 
Cal.. in favor of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on 
the J are 

By Mr. HUNTER: Paper to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to Sarah A. Denham—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


J. Reifsnyder, Son & Co.; Bullock Bros.; Jno. M. Leslie & Co.: 
Chas. J. Webb & Co., Jno. S. Whilldin, attorney; H. B. Heston 
& Co.; Cunningham's Sons; Wm. Mower’s Sons; H. L. Cooper; 
Patrick Roach; Jno. J. McCloskey; Sam'l Lee & Co.; Lee & 
Bacchus; Joseph C. Mance, jr.; Coates Brothers; H. Cowan & 
Son; Stone & Christie; Bradford Smith: T. Kenworthy & Bro.; 
James G. Kibben & Co.; Jagode & Lewis 
Hon. M. 8. QUAY, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. QUAY. Ialso present resolutions adopted by the general 
assembly of Pennsylvania, favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 
1747, providing for the reappointment and retirement of David 
McMurtrie Gregg, late captain, Sixth United States Cavalry, and 
brevet major-general United States Volunteers, with the rank of 
captain, which will be read under the practice of the Senate. 

he resolutions were read, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, as follows: 


In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, May 51, 18 

Whereas there is pending in Congress Senate bill No. 1747, which provides 
for the reappointment and retirement of David McMurtrie Gregg, late cap 
tain, Sixth United States Cavalry,and brevet major-general of United States 
Volunteers, with the rank and grade of captain; and 

Whereas in consideration of the long and faithful military services of this 
distinguished son of Pennsylvania betore and during the late war of the re 
bellion, especially for gallant conduct at the battle of Gettysburg, we ask 
proper recognition at the hands of the Government he so faithfully served, 
and that the acknowledgment thereof may be testified by the prompt passage 
of said bill: Therefore, 

Be it resolved (if the senate concur), That our Senators and Represent 
tives in Congress be requested to support and use their utmost effor 
effect the speedy passage of said bill reappointing and retiring General Gregg 


sions. 

Also, petition of Fenry H. Wright and other citizens of Effing- 
ham, Ill., veterans of the late war, favoring the passage of a serv- 
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOY: Petition of Edward G. Burles and other citizens 
of St. Mo., for an Se for the payment of all 
judgments of the Court of Claims in favor of letter carriers and 





others reported j y Congress— Yommi Resolved further, That a copy of the above preamble and resolution b sent 
on ceeiaetn. the Fifty fourth to the Co ittee by the governor of this Commonwealth to our Senators and Representatives 
: ; in Congress. 
Also, petition of D. I. Bushnell & Co. and other business firms JERE B. REX, 


of St. Louis, Mo., protesting against the free distribution of seeds 
by the Government—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of citizens of Leesburg, 
N.J., for the restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of D. E. Stewart and others, of Ca- 
bell County, W. Va., asking for the passage of a bill to further 
restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 


By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of H. W. Moyer and sundry other 
citizens of M wn; also of E. R. Payne and others, of Harris- 
burg; also of John A. Berry and others, of Annville, in the State 


Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
IN THE SENATE, June 1, 18 
The foregoing resolution concurred in 
E. W. SMILEY 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
Approved the 3d day of June, A. D. 1807 


DANIEL H. HASTINGS. 
Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of 8S. J. Steven and sundry 
other citizens of Pulaski, Va., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. CARTER. I present a communication from the governor 
of Alaska, together with a petition from citizens of the Yukon 


rs 






| 
of Pe lvania, praying for the passage of a law to further Valley district ety er ee praying - the on of a 
restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and court of competen jurisdiction tor Alaska, 1 move that the com- 
Naturalization. munication and accompanying petition be printed as a document 
and referred to the Committee on Territories. 
awa an ee The motion was agreed to. 
EN Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of North 
SENATE, Platte, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation for a more 
TUESDAY, June 8, 1897. -| rigid restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Prayer by Rev. Huau Jounsron, D. D., of the city of Wash-| Mr. WETMORE. I present a petition of the general assembly 
° of Rhode Island, praying that an appropriation be made for the 
Fes eaielingr pevnsodea to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- | erection on Put in Bay Island of an appropriate memorial over 
ating ny when, on motion of Mr. Quay, and by unanimous con- | the long-neglected graves of the patriotic soldiers and sailors of 
sent, further reading was dispensed with. the battle of Lake Erie; which I ask, under the rule, may be 
SANITARIUM AT CASTLE PINCKNEY, SOUTH CAROLINA. — in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Military 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-| The petition was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

tion from the Secretary of War, , in response to a | and ordered to be printed in the Recor», as follows: 
resolution of the 3d instant, a from Quartermaster- [State of Rhodelsland,etc. In general assembly, January session, A. D. 1897.) 
b the Arm relative to cost of constructing suitable Resolution relative to a memorial to be placed over the graves of American 

uildings at Castle Pinc ,near Charleston, S. C., to be used as soldiers and sailors at Put in Bay Island. 
& Sanitarium for disabled o and enlisted men of the Regular Resolved, That the delegation in Congress from Rhode Island be, and they 
and V, Army of the United States; which was read. - mages, | yn ae ey euntictent a 
: ‘ ation bb 8 ene ove nent a ashingto oO erect on ut in 
Mr. : move that the communication and accom- Island sn appropriate memorial over the long-neglected graves of the pate? 
the Quartermaster-General be printed and re- a asilore of the anttle of Lake bee: rie 

‘Committee i solved, it the secretar state be. and is hereby, directed to for- 
now = Military Affairs, a accompany the ward copies of these wentwitens to each of our members of Congress and to 


the governor of the State of Ohio and to the mayor of the city of Cleveland, 
‘was agreed to. Ohio. 
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STATE OF RwovDE IsLAND, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Providence, May 24, 1897. 
I certify the f: ing to be a true copy of a resolution popes by the gen- 
eral assembly of State on the 19th day of May, A. D. 1597. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State aforesaid the date and year first above written. 
[SBAL.} CHARLES P. BENNETT, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. WILSON presented a petition of the legislature of Wash- 
ington, praying for the establishinent of a national soldiers’ home 
upon the site of Fort Sherman Military Reservation; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Unirep STATES OF AMERICA: 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, Office of the Secretary of State. 

I, Will D. Jenkins, secretary of state of the State of Washington, do hereby 
certify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of the house joint 
memorial No. 16, adopted by the legislature, session 1897, apgroves by_ the 
governor March 3, 1897, with the enrolled memorial now on file in this office, 
and find the same to be a true and perfect copy thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washington. 

Done at Olympia this Ist day of April, A. D. 1897. 

[SBAL.] WILL D. JENKINS, 

Secretary of State. 
House joint memorial No. 16. 


A memorial to Congress in regard to a national soldiors’ home at Fort Sher- 
man, Idaho, by the senate and house of representatives of the State of 
Washington. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives 

of the Uni States of America in Congress assembled; 

Whereas by act of Congress and the orders of the War Department, the 
troops will, at an early date, be removed from Fort Sherman to the newly 
established military post at Spokane, Wash ; and 

Whereas the ee site of Fort Sherman, with all its buildings and im- 
provements, will be worthless to the United States, and can not be sold for 
any very great amount of money; and 

hereas it is located at the north end of Coeur d'Alene Lake, a beautiful 
body of water, u which are many steamers, with Coour d'Alene City near 
by with good rai facilities; and 

Whereas there is not a national soldiers’ home in the extreme Northwestern 
States: Therefore, 

We earnestly ask that you give this matter due consideration and estab- 
lish a nationai soldiers’ home upon the site of Fort Sherman, in order that 
those men who defended the country's flag in time of peril may have a pleas- 
ant, healthy place to spend their last days upon earth; and that a copy of 
this memorial be sent to each of our Senators and members of the House of 
Representatives in Congress. 

dopted by the house February 25, 1897. 

Adopted by the senate February 27, 1897. 

Approved by the governor March 8, 1897. 


[Certificate. ] 


STATE OF WASHINGTON, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Olympia, Wash., April 1, 1897. 
I, Will D. Jenkins, secretary of state of the State of Washington, and cus- 
todian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true 
and correct copy of the enrolled document now on file in this office. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washington the day and year above written. 
[SBAL.] WILL D. JENKINS 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. WILSON nin a petition of the legislature of Wash- 
ington, praying that the claims of William A. Newell as the origi- 
nator of the system of Life-Saving Service of the United States 
recognized by the Government; which was referred to the Com- 
—— on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as [OLLOWS: 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, Office of the Secretary of State. 
I, Will D. Jenkins, secretary of state of the State of Washington, do hereby 
certify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of the house 
memorial No. 12, adopted by the legislature, session 1897, approved by the 
governor March 6, 1897, with the enrolled memorial now on file in this office, 
and find the same to be a true and perfect copy thereof. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washi mn. - 
Done at Olympia this Ist day of April, AND. 1897 
[SBAL.} WILL D. JENKINS 
- Secretary of State. 
House memorial No. 12. 


Whereas the le ture of the State of New Jersey did, at its last session, 
in the year 1896, adopt the following preamble and resolutions, to wit: 


“Preamble and resolutions matting fort and acknowled the claims of 
William A. Newell as the originator of the system of Life-Savine Service 
of the United States and thanking him for his agency therein. 


* Whereas William A. Newell, Boquessutastve in Congress from the Second 
Congressional district of this State to the Thirtieth oaarom of the United 
States, did, on the 3d day of January, 1848, introduce the following resolution, 
viz: ‘Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruc to inquire 
whether any _— can be devised wore the d rous navigation 
the coast of New Jersey between Sandy Hook and Little Egg Harbor may 
be furnished with additional saf to life and property, and that the 
report to the House by bill or otherwise,’ which was passed without oppos- 


tion; an 
“ Whereas the committee made no report whatever upon said resolution, 
and William A. Some’ “ on the oe of anaes hres a fete = 
speech de 8 m & as is recorded in the appen 
onal Globe of month did 


date, onl on the 9th of the same 
offer the f comes eee the light-house bill, to-wit, ‘ For providing 
lifeboats. rockets, carronades, and other necessary apparatus for 


surfboats, 
the better preservation of life and 
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of New Jersey between Sandy Hook and Little Egg Harbor, $10.000. +). 
to be expended under the supervision of such officer as en oats : ated te 
the Secretary of the Treasury,’ which passed unanimously; and : by 

“Whereas William A. Newell, at the second session of the Thirtieth O¢ 

introduced and secured the passage of an amendment appropriatin, 

000 for the extension of the s from Little Egg Harbor to ©). \,.° 
and the Atlantic coast of Lo land, Fire Island, and Montauk Poin: 3 
did, on July 14, 1866, when im deliver a h in the H 
of Representatives calling for an addi ional appropriation of $20.1«,) and 
strongly urging the justice of paying the life-saving crews, whic}, propos! 
tions were adopted: and se 

** Whereas it is thus made clearly a nt that William A. Newell did, whi) 
a Representative from this State, te the system which has been instr. 
mental in saving many thousands of human lives from shipwreck ind a. 
untold amount of property from destruction: Therefore, -= 

“Be it resolved by the senate and house of anemiy of the State of New Jerse 
That we do hereb cqnegenee William A. Newell as true ethos and Orie 
inator of the Life-Saving Service, and that the thanks of this legislat urs | a 
are hereby, exvended to him for his agency in establishing this mo:t suc... 
ful instrumentality in the cause of humanity. : 

“Resolved, That these resolutions be spread upon the minutes, an: 
governor of this State be requested 
an ae copy of the same.” 

And whereas William A. Newell was a governor of Washington Territory 
and is now an honored citizen of this State; and ? 

Whereas Washington is preeminently distinguished aS @ maritime State 
by reason of ocean frontage, straits. huge inland salt seas, naviva!)|« rivers 
and lakes. and as many of our people are engaged in commercial and seafar- 
a pore and thus interested in all measures tending to diminish dangers 
to life and property from shipwreck: Therefore, 

Be it resolve he senate and house per penmntatincs of the State of Wash- 
ington, That we do heartily approve of indorse the action of the legisla. 
ture of the State of New Jersey in according to William A. Newell the honor 
of originating and carrying into successful operation the Life-Saving Service 
of the United States. 

Resolved, That an engrossed copy of these proceedings be transmitted to 
Governor Newell; and 

Be it further resolved, That a copy of this memorial be sent to the legisla- 
ture and the governor of the State of New Jersey; also that copies thereof be 
forwarded to our Senators and Representatives in Co . With the request 
that they secure from the Congress of the United States, where the system 
was inaugurated, an indorsement of these testimonials of the State of New 
Jersey and of Washington, so Sees peenes and 80 long withheld. 

Adopted by the house Feb: ll, ; 

Adopted by the senate March 3, 1897. 

Approved by the governor March 6, 1897. 


(Certificate. ] 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Olympia, Wash., April 1, 1397. 
I, Will D. Jenkins, secretary of state of the State of Washington, and cus- 
todian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that the foregoing is atrue 
and correct copy of the enrolled document now on file in this office. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washington the day and year above written. 
[ j WILL D. JENKINS, 
Secretary of State 


Mr. WILSON presented a petition of the legislature of Wash- 
ington, praying that the forest-reserve proclamation issued by 
President Cleveland on February 22, 1897, be revoked; which was 
ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in the Recorp, as 
follows: 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
- STATE OF WASHINGTON, Office of the Secretary of State. 

I, Will D. Jenkins. secretary of state of the State of Washington, do hereby 
ce: that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of the senate me- 
mo No. 12, senate joint resolution No. 25, house memorial No. 17. adopted 
by the 1 ture, session 1897, Sereret by the governor March 11, March 
10, and arch 10, vel ’ the memorials and resolution 
7 on file in this office, and find the same to be a true and perfect copy 

th testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
toe one at Olympia this ist day of April, A. D. 1897 

e .D. , 
[SwAL.] a . WILL D. JENKINS, 
Secretary of State. 


i ths 
to forward to the Hon. William A Ne a 


Senate memorial No. 12. 
To the honorable the President and Congress of the United States: 
Whereas there has been set within the State of Washington three 


man acres as forest reservation; 
Whereas these tracts are in ral resources and contain many of 


the best mines in the State ; 
Whereas mining is one of the greatest industries of this State and this act 

strikes at the foundation of our present and future rity; and 
Whereas we ve that these of land be opened to pres. 

pectors and miners, wan cee pri to find, develop, and operate all and 


ag Ba pe rties therein 
e it resolved by the senate (the house of representatives concurring), That we 
memorialize the t oot Cees the United States to revoke, as 
oy as may be, that Lowes the ean pees mining within the 
above-mentioned reservation, and to enact a law permitting tho finding, 
developing, and operating of of roads and bridges, 
and all the other necessary to a full development of the 
mineral resources of these reservations. 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 

Passed the senate March 9, 1897. 

the house March 


Passed 10, 1897, 
Approved by the governor March 11, 1897. 
(Certificate. ] 


STATE OF WASHINGTON, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF S~ ATE, 
Olympia, Wash., April 1, 1897. 


and correct copy of the enrolled document now on file in this office 
In whereof 1 news Reromuse out sey fens out afiixed the seal of 


ashington abo 
(SEAL.] — aon ve WILL D. IEMEINS. 


‘| 


ta. 
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Senate joint resolution No. 25. 


reserve proclamation issued by President Cleveland 
1897, ludes many mining camps, villages, and homes of 
settlers wi the State of Washington; and this hinders the advancement 
of one of our most promising industries and retards the efforts of many 
to up homes: Therefore, 
resolved by the senate and house of representatives of the State of Wash- 
ington, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be, and they 
hereby most sernestly urged to secure as speedily as possible action 
0 es: 












































damage has been done to the mining and commercial interests of all the citi- 
zens of this State: Now, therefore, 

We, your memorialists, the legislature of the State of Washington, respect- 
fully memorialize the President and the Congress of the United States for 
the immediate revocation and cancellation of the order of proclamation of 
February 22, 1897. And we request our Representatives in Congress and in- 
struct our Senators to use every diligence and honorable means to that end. 
And that copies of this memorial be forthwith transmitted to the President 
of the United States, the President of the Senate, the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives, and to our Senators and Congressmen. 

Adopted by the house March 8, 1897. 

Adopted by the senate March 8, 1897. 
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timber on all forest reserves, under proper restrictions, and’ to . - 7 07 
to use the to Wikies thele satan sulin ana fewees Approved by the governor ee a 1897. | 
rese Certificate. 

Second. Failing in the above, to induce President McKinley to modify the 


STATE OF WASHINGTON, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATS, 
Olympia, Wash., April 1, 1897. 

I, Will D. Jenkins, secretary of state of the State of Washington, and cus- 
todian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true 
and correct copy of the enrolled document now on file in this office 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washington the day and year above writter. 

(SEAL. ] WILL D. JENKINS, 


Secretary of State. 


tive tion of the new forest reserve, if possible, so as to remove 
ren t placed on the growing industry of mine development in the 


Third. Failing in these eff. toseek at once, by Con: ional enactment 
ann ee 


proclamation of ry 22, 1897, by which nearly one-sixth of 
te So State were withdrawn from settlement. . ? 


‘And be it fur.der resolved, That, inasmuch as it has been manifested in the 
rs that the nation is willing to relinquish all further profit 
the aM cll tints to the Beateot Washington, ond thet the manenennnt 

0 , an e ment 

Poe ntrol of the forest reservations within this State be placed with the 


And be it further resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded im- 
mediately to each of the Senators and Representatives in Congress from the 


Mr. WILSON presented a petition of the legislature of Wash- 
ington, praying for the establishment of a life-saving station on 
the coast of Washington at some point between the entrance to 
Grays Harbor and Point Giaseville: which was referred to the 


ee | = pl ay ‘ _- Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the Recorpb, 
Approved by the governor March 10, 1897. as follows: 
(Certificate. ] UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 


STATE OF WASHINGTON, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Olympia, Wash., April 1, 1897. 

I, Will D. Jenkins, secretary of state of the State of Washington and cus- 
todian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true 
and correct copy of the enrolled document now on file in this office. 

In Levey A whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 

ashington the day and year above written. 
(SEAL. } WILL D. JENKINS, 
Secretary of State. 


STATE OF WASHINGTON, Office of the Secre tary of State. 
I, Will D. Jenkins, secretary of state of the State of Washington, do hereby 
certify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of the house memo- 
rial No. 3 and house memorial No. 8, adopted by the legislature, session 1897, 
coareves by the governor March 6 and March 9, respectively, with the en- 
rolled memorials now on file in this office, and find the same to be a true and 
perfect copy thereof. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washington. 
Done at Olympia this Ist day of April, A. D. 1897. 
[SBAL. ] WILL D. JENKINS, 
Secretary of State, 


House memorial No. 17. 


Whereas the late President of the United States, Grover Cleveland, by a 
proclamation issued Fe 22, 1897, created a forest reserve in the State 
of Washington, nes a that territory in said State from the one hun- 
dred and twentieth of longitude to the one hundred and twenty- 
meridian, and from the forty-eighth parallel of north latitude to the 

-ninth parallel, or the northern boundary of this State, containin 

ountainous arca of the e range of 60 miles from north to sout 
east to west, which cuts off from the four t mineral- 
this State—Okanogan, Whatcom, 8 t, and Snoho- 
the territory of each county from settlement and de- 
per cent of the said territory ha’ little or no timber 
nee is, on the cont , a rocky, mountainous coun- 
practically valueless for any other t its great and almost un- 
ral deposits, ast gold, silver, copper, iron, coal, asbestus, 
other minerals, and very territory is the great mineral belt 


aeington. and is now conceded by many of the best experts 
be greatest gold, silver, and copper belt in America; 


millions of dollars of the people of the State of Washington 
et ane ouilding qevee ent é the C_ re- 

‘ 0. of populous an ng towns. 

and churches, and easing and improving of sma 
of the mountain recesses, the construction, equipment, 
and railroads and telegraph lines, the development and opera- 
tion properties that are producers of gold, silver, 
employment at this 6 to more than 5,000 men 
and a means of support to more than 20,000 peo- 
wry are included the thriving and prosperous towns and min- 
Monte Cristo, Silverton, Cascade, ena, Sultan, Index, Sky- 
Creek, Methow, Squaw Creek, Chelan, and many others. ‘That 





House memorial No. 3. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 


We, your memorialists, the legislature of the State of Washington, respect- 

fully represent as follows: 

hereas that portion of the coast of the United States between.the en- 
trance to Grays Harbor and Cape Flattery on the west coast of the State of 
Washington, a distance of 130 sailes, is entirely without either light-house or 
life-saving station; and 

Whereas strong ocean currents setting in along said coast make navigation 
——_ coast extremely hazardous; and 

ereas many ships have been wrecked and many lives have been lost 
along said coast: 

Be it therefore resolved by the legislature of the State of Washington, That 
the State of Washington respectfully ask the Congress of the United States 
to take such steps as will result in establishing a life-saving station on the 
coast of Washington at some point between the entrance to Grays Harbor 
and the promontory known as Point Granville, and in extending to said Grays 
Harbor the Government telegraph line now having its terminus at Tatoosh 























nd. 
Adopted by the house February 15, 1897. 
Adopted by the senate March 3, 1897. 
Approved by the governor March 6, 1397. 


(Certificate. ] 


STATE OF WASHINGTON, OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Olympia, Wash., April 1, 1897. 
i I, Will D. Jenkins, secretary of state of the State of Washington, and cus- 
locations have already been made in this very dis- | todlan of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true 
ety be doubled during the year 1897, and | and correct copy of the enrolled ducument now on file in this office. 
of dollars of investors’ and capitalists’ money is In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
Grace hoy, for the spring season to open and develop and | the State of Washington the day and year above written. 
iden stores of gold and silver deposited by nature [SBAL. ] WILL D. JENKINS, 
these es which will furnish employment to thousands of idle and 
men, a@ means of subsistence to thousands upon thousands of suf- 
and children who are now without the bare necessities of 


Whereas if this reserve is continued and maintained and further prospect- 
! development retarded, this promised and assured pros- 
from us aanens pease to the British possessions across 

United States, volume 26, page 1103, any 

or locators on any of the lands in such territory, 
wouldclearly be trespassers, and as 

already in the country would be unable 
its without going over other unsettled or 
reserve, all would trespassers; therefore the 
bstructs all improvemen railroad building, and 
and disastrous blow toevery commer- 









Secretary of State. 











House memorial No. 8. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 


We, your memorialists, the legislature of the State of Washington, respect- 

fully represent as follows: 

hereas that portion of the coast of the United States between Grays 
Harbor and Cape Flattery on the west coast of the State of Washington 
containing an areaof two and one-half million acres of the best agricultural 
land to be found within the State of Washington; and 

Whereas said area of land is immensely rich in timber and mineral re- 
sources; and 

Whereas the Olympic Mountains, on the east side of said area of land, isa 
bar of obstruction to constructing modern railroads and transportation lines 
State: and into the Quillayute Valley; and 

of this State is ly dependent upon the Whereas a harbor constructed at the mouth of the Quillayute River will 
resources of tory directly tribu- | open up said territory to settlement by the home seekers and homeless; and 

Whereas many ships haye been wrecked and many lives have been lost 
near the mouth of the Quillayute River: 

Be it therefore resolved by the legislature of the State of Washington, That 
the State of Wasbington respectfully ask the Congress of the United States 
to appropriate $150,000 for the purpose to build a harbor and light-house at 
the ob of the Quillayute River. 

Be it further resolved, That the Senators and Representatives of this State 
in Congress are requested to use their most earnest efforts to procure an 

ropriation for harbor and light-house at the mouth of the Quillayute 
iv ; for which your memorialists will ever pray. 
by the house Pesruasy 15, 1897. 
Adopted by the senate March 3, 1897. 
Approved by the governor March 9, 1897. 
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[Certificate. ] 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, Orrice or SecREeraRryY oF Strats, 
Olympia, Wash., April 1, 1897. 
I, Will D. Jeutinn. secretary of state of the State of Washington and cus- 
todian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true 
and correct copy of the enrolled document now on file in this office. 
In eetineey whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 

the State of Washington the day and year above written. 

(SEAL.] WILL D. JENKINS, 

Secretary of State. 


Mr. WILSON petentten a petition of the legislature of Wash- 
ington, praying that an appropriation be made to cover the claim 
of the survivors of the Indian war of 1855 and 1856 in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs (to 
accompany Senate bill 1756, for payment of balance unpaid of 
Oregon and Washington Territory Indian war claims for suppres- 
sion of Indian hostilities in 1855 and 1856, as found due by com- 
mission appointed by Secretary of War, ete. ), and wane to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Uniten STATRs OF AMERICA: 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, Office of the Secretary of State. 
I, Will D, Jenkins, secretary of state of the State of bee pes ae do hereby 
certify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of the senate memo 
rial No. 10, adopted by the ature, session 1897, a proved by the governor 


memorial now on in this office, and find 
the same to be a true and perfect copy thereo 

In testimon = I — hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washi 

Done at Olympia S ist day of April, A. D. 1897. 

(SEAL. } WILL D. JENKINS, 


Secretary of State. 

Senate memorial No. 10. 
In relation to the survivors of the Indian war of 1855 and 1856 in the Territory 

(now State) of Washington. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 
Your "apa mneneee its, the legislature of the State of Washington, would re- 
rs represent. that many of the earl eeaee of the Territory of 
ashi , during the years 1855 and 1856, in the protection of the lives of 
themselves and families and their pn having to contend against the 
hostile Indians occupying the country at that time, upon the call of the gov- 
ernor of the enn oy! freely volunteered to suppress the hostility of such 
Indians; that while fighting these Indians many valuable lives were lost 
and much property dastroved that of those volunteers and early settlers 
but few now survive; that while the Baga of the soldiers of the Regular 
Army during that war were prom promptly y provided for by the rh yee 
without di ution of any kind, received full recognition at the hands 
of the General Government for their services, the brave men wae volun- 

teered and defended the Northwest territory from the hostile Indians in 


at 
they are entitled; that by the eleventh section of the 
the Secretary of War was Se teenie “to eee, into = amount of the 


ys deg! rom by ferritorial owe 
Jate Indian war in Oregon eed Washington br th the Territorial governors 
said Territories for the maintenance of the forces engaged in 
ar, including the pay of the volunteers,” and he was au if in his 
—— necessary, to appcint a commission of three persons to ascertain 
such expenses; that by an order issued from the War 
het, 4, 008, Capt, 4. J. Salts, United States Army: ufus 
os nited States ne tte 
Grover, afterwards novesnet wane te of and United States 
tor from said State, were appointed a 
upon the e pee incurred by the Territories spree’, The commission 


met at Po d, Oreg., October 20, 1856, roceeded to the 
cprenenes of the duty assigned them, and — full in tion and con- 
ee on found, among other ti that the number of troo 
in this war “— the a W: m was 1,896, that the 
approximate —_- 2 of tr any one perce was 1,000; and in 
——— {wasn Ge pay of the Srsretlen Territo pat ne 
on, In 


the absence = any law of the Territory upon the subject, 
Conus > Eee ans yes sen eee rates of pay and Ww 
of the volunteer of Oregon. The 
pro : henever such volunteers are called 
and received into the service of the Territory each noncommissioned officer 
and private shall be entitled to receive $2 per day and rations, and 
day for the = of his horse, oon t for horses actually killed in 
unavoidably lost, or reported unfit for service, in which cases the owner 
shall receive the “pp value Guennet All commissioned officers shall 
receive the same pay as officers of the same rank in the Army of the United 
States: Provided, That commissioned officers shall receive the same wey for 
Se wupon that basi, found that ther is ae Somes te’ rvice of 
sion, u oun re © service o 
the Territory of of Washington a total of is, due for trogps in the ecrvice a 
in examining into the amount of expenses necessarily incurred for the 
wan fl of these ee that the total omen due for e 
was 


commission visited Te 
informed fully as to the nature and extent of the 


ue 


h the view of being 

Indian hostilities, means ae for their supp the rates of labor, 
prices current for ore ———- the service, and the facili- 
ties and expense of hes examined into into each distinct depart- 
‘> filed a exhibit of the total expense n y 
suppression of the the a indian war 

y the Tormtberial governors of said Torvitorion ios, ad further that 
onnes Os tor the maintenance of the volun in said war 
the Territory of Washington. sssbedten Pay. was 1,475.45, and for 
State of Oregon the sum of $4,499,.949.35, an | amount reported 
the commissioners as due the vTerrivorias of Washington was 


Oregon an 
(011,457. ~ That on the 7th day of Februery, 1860, the Thint Anditor of the 
ad report, only $2714, Si thus ewving el Saee aoa 
on us v a ance 
ao 3 643.81, memorialists respectfully 


he volunteers from the State of Washington and State of Oregon du the 
war of 1855 and 1856; that your ever pray. 
senate Fe : 1897. 
by the governor March 6, 1897. 
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(Certificate.] 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, OFFICE OF SECRETARY or Sr, ) E. 
Olympia, Wash., Apr ui 


On, and en 


eee 
copy of the iele document now on file in this is offies =e tue 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set hand and affi — 
the State of Washington the day and janrahowe ey aus th 
[SBAL. }] WILL D. JENKINS 

Secretary of Stat 


Mr. ee ince ate ee New Jer. 


sey, t the increase of the tax 
beer; which were eet to lie on the table. _—— 


Mr. ELKINS Se eentianns of New um- 
berland, Wyan Pawpaw, Burton, Monongalia (1 nty, 
Cabell es and a Morgan pone Sens all in the State of West Vir. 
giuia, poe’ or the legislation for the more rigiq 


on; which were ordered to lie on the table, 

ioe SEWELL Ss of John Bullock and 3 
other citizens of ik, Du praying for the speedy pas. 
ae ee eer was ordered to lie on the 


He aiso presented the petition of L. Fischel and 24 other citizens 
of Newark, N. J., and the petition of Edward Ruff and 38 other ¢it)- 
zens of Newark, N. J., praying for the enactment of levislatioy 
for a more rigid restriction of immigration; which were oricr< 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of Alexander Roth and 74 oth»: 
citizens of Newark; of Lewis Fimk, jr., and 24 other citizens 
Newark; of Lewis Johnson and 24 other citizens of Bloomfield, 
and of Philip Messner and 24 other citizens of Newark, al! in th. 


State of New Jersey, against the proposed increas 
of the tax on beer; which were to lie on the table. i 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands. to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1985) granting to the State of 
hed tome | 50,000 acres of land to aid im the continuation, enlarge- 
ment, and maintenance of the W ing State Soldiers and Sailors’ 
Home, reported it with and submitted a report 


Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2099) to grant medals to the 
officers of the Fifty-fourth Infantry, Massachusetts Vol- 
unteers; which was read by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 2100) ting a pension 
to Hepza Hobson Werden; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 


Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2101) granting a pension 
to John C. Emery; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. DANIEL introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


A Dill (S. 2102) for the relief of Thomas D. Gold, administrator 


er eo ee nee , State of Virginia; and 
A bill (8. 2103) for the relief of om lawot Maj. Tarleton 
deceased, in accordance with the findings of Court of 


TRANSMISSISSIPPI AND INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION. 


resolution which is purely of 
unanimous consent for its ¢ con- 


the j 
exhibitors at 
mr "of Ona, in the St International to be held in the 
the year 1898, to 
laborers from their countries, 
for and making exhibits, 
e first time by its and second time at length, 


ition Company of 
nations to make 


Omaha, Nebr., has 
exhibits at the and International Exposition to be held «' 
said city in the year A. which have been accepted ani 
space for installing has been for and duly awarded 
and concessions and have been. by the exposition manage 
ment to the citizens and of nations; and 


_———. on the exposition 
et ee habits, and modes of 


ion, amuse 
e, occupation, rerengn gy n Tgcomotion and tr eeietes. it 
‘ tional Exposition 
to certain firms and corpora 
Therefore, 


America in Congress assembled, _— United States 
ar . Congress ed Febru- 


25, A. D. 18%, prohibiting States of for- 

== acts of Congress 

fem coming or Semeeniate me United States, 
7 








ee oe lll 













1 amendatory of said act or acts, shall not be construed 
god al Tot te raging Into 


to fo prob the United States under contract to labor such 
mecha artisans, agents, or other eegens or persons natives - their 
respective ve fi countries as pants or mnay be deemed necessary for the 
urpose of for instailing or conducting f exhibits, 
pre pre for or conducting any business autho or por- 
mitted by e of concession or pri which may have been or may 
hereafter aa by th the Transmississippi and International Exposition 
Com of in connection Peith such exposition. Nor shall 
any such a act or acts of operate to prevent, hinder, or in any manner 
restrict foreign exhibi pogrennte ve, or citizen of a foreign nation, 
« vider of a conn ee cece erie ae tae ee tate eer 
. y. from bringing eo Un: under 
eaten caneneh *, artisan, agent, or other employee deemed nec- 


essary or proper for the of maki panenionn ‘or installing or 
sonducting foreign exible os cepeving teu inetall —— or ccadincting any 
business authorized or permit under = by virtue of or pertaining toa 


een or which may have been or may be granted by the said 
nebo irc tional Exposition Company in connection with 


Seen, Pravked however, ‘That no alien shall by virtue of this act 

a ermitted to enter the United a rform labor therein except by 

| aoe such alie then not fora longer time than 
one year after the close of i and International Exposition, 
hereafter such person shall be mai to all the processes and penalties 


t 
Sie to aliens comming into the United States te violation of any act of 
— alien contract labor from being brought or cueg! into 
the 


nited States. 
Sec. 2. And be it further resolved, That all articles and property of any 
kind ~~ ee to the United States from any foreign country to 


be placed on nsmississippi and International Exposition, 
as well as all feaebien ements aoceseney or proper to be used in prepar- 
for an es ae he equipment and raphernalia of the exhibitors, 
laborers, and be adinitted te the ports of the United 

free of ae “anlar ok seks rules a lations as may be prescribed 

the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided, ver, That said articles shall 


be removed from the United States within one year after the close of said 
an 2 so removed, and the same shall be sold or disposed of in 
the United States, me shall be subject to the customs laws thereof. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthereobjection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not object to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution, but I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska 
to allow it to E pcacly ee oma we. and be —— 
I suppose it is y what we have done as respects other 
international 

Mr. ALLEN. I think so. I have no objection to its being 
— and going over. 

IN. It is necessary to have it passed at an early 

day, yaad will confor with the Scantor. 
ir. HAWLEY. Before the joint resolution goes over, I should 
=e to ask a of the Senator from Nebraska. Foreign 
not usually accept an invitation fo a local exhi- 

ow or to any exhibition in m the country unless it has been ex- 
tended to them the State Department or formally through 
the United States Government itself. Has the Secretary of State 
invited f governments to participate? 

Mr. . I am not able to say. However, 1 may state 
that the ee of the exhibition inform me that they have 

Mr HAN HAWLEY. As governments or as individual exhibitors, 
manufacturers, etc.? 

as ALLEN. As individuals, and I think in some instances 

the governments have dane so. I will not be certain as to that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It has been the rule in this matter that a 
government would not act Lo a government unless our Gum 
ment acted as a governmen 

. ALLEN. I think, aes they are mostly private indi- 
viduals and "who desire to make exhibits 
—_ Nebody makes any objection to governments, 
tions, or individuals coming here and making 

exis Seed & government abroad will not send a commission to 
formal part in the exhibition unless an invitation comes 

ant the United States Government. 

Mr. ALLEN. That matter will be attended to without delay. 

es Before the resolution goes over, I desire to sug- 

Re a the measure ought to contain—a clause au- 
Secretary of the Treasury to make regulations for 


the of these provisions for the admission of foreign 
laborers eae to see that the existing laws are followed, 
so far as the joint resolution remits them. I hope the 
will ada such a clause when the joint resolution comes 
up to-morrow. 

ALLEN. ca the resolution comes up to-morrow morn- 
ing, I will the suggestion of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts such an amendment. 

The VICE-PR ENT. The joint resolution will be printed 
and lie over. 


AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL. 
Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
Ree the bill (H. R. 379 ovide revenue for the 
and to encourage the i setaiedeaes of the United States; 
which was ordered to iste oe th on the table and to be printed. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


eee ns President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
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on the 7th instant approved and signed the act (S. 1886) to adopt 
regulations for preventing collisions upon certain harbors, rivers, 
and inland waters of the United States. 


THE TARIFF 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is concluded, 
and the unfinished business, being House bill 379, will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R, 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage the industries of the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that Schedule E may be passed over tem- 
porarily. 

Mr. VEST. The sugar schedule? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed. 

The Secrerary. Schedule F.—Tobacco and manufactures 


BILL. 


Mr. VEST. Let me understand this matter. 
sugar schedule? 
r. ALLISON. 
Mr. VEST. The S« 


Schedule E is the 


It i is the sugar schedule. 


Senator, | understand, asks that it be passed 


over. We ought to be entirely frank with each other about this 
matter. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I hope there will be order in 
the Chamber. These are very interesting moments and we would 


like to hear what is said. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Iowa, I understand, asks in be- 
half of the majority of the Committee on Finance that the sugar 
schedule be passed over and that the next schedule shall be taken 
up. It is an open secret already in the Senate that our friends 
— the other side, the majority, have modified the sugar sched- 

e, and in common fairness to us those modifications ought to be 
announced and printed, and some agreement made as to when this 
most important schedule shall be taken up. 

Mr. ALLISON. I entirely concur with the suggestions made 
by the Senator from Missouri. There are no open secrets that [ 
know of, or other secrets, about the sugar schedule. 

Mr. VEST. I used that as a conventional term. 

Mr. ALLISON. I asked that the sugar schedule should be 
passed over temporarily in order that we might take up another 
schedule for the moment. 

I will now announce on behalf of the majority of the committee 
that that majority proposes to modify the amendments originally 
proposed and as now found in the printed bill. It proposes to modify 
the schedule by asking the Senate to disagree to the amendments 
reported by the committee, or, if it is in order, to withdraw those 
amendments; and it further proposes, on line 22, page 63, to strike 
out *‘ eight hundred and seventy-five one-thousandths ” and insert 
‘*ninety-five one-hundredths.” 

Mr. VEST. What page does the Senator say? 


e 64? 

> ALLISON. It is on page 63. It is to strike out “ eight 
hundred and seventy-five one-thousandths ” and insert ‘‘ ninety-five 
one-hundredths.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
pro 
read. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On what page? 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 64, after line 19. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. At the end of the paragraph? 

Mr. ALLISON. At the end of paragraph 206 to insert a new 
paragraph (which will be paragraph 2064, I suppose), as follows: 

2064. That the duties on molasses, clayed, i. gery, and other sugars test- 
ing not above 87 degrees by the polariscope s all be one-tenth of l cent per 


pound less than those imposed by the preceding paragraph on corresponding 
tests of sugars. 


I ask that this amendment may be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that the c mamnittes, 
as notice was given when the bill was reported, have not yet pre 
pared a provision relating to the question of sugar imported from 
the Hawaiian Islands. Therefore, in considering the sugar sched 
ule, that may possibly be temporarily passed. But I have no doubt 
that am amendment will be prepared to-morrow. 

Now, I suggest, if it suits the convenience of Senators on the 
other side, thafthe sugar schedule be passed over for the day and 
that we have it understood that the schedule shall be taken up 
to-morrow morning immediately after the assembling of the Sen- 
ate, as soon as the routine morning business shall have been con- 
cluded. 

Mr. VEST. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. ALLISON. And I suggest that during the day we go onas 
best we may with the other schedulesin the bill. I hope that will 
be satisfactory to Senators on the other side. 

Mr. VEST. Itis satisfactory, Mr. President. 
jection to that course. 


Is not that on 


In what line? 
In line 22. The majority of the committee 
ses also to add after line 19 a new paragraph, which I will 


There is no ob- 
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Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from lowa if he 
will have the amendment which he has presented on behalf of a 
majority of the committee printed to-day, so that we can see it? 
Can it not be placed on our desks to-day, so that we may know 
what it is? 

Mr. VEST. It can be printed by special order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have already asked that the amendment— 
the second amendment—be printed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But let it be printed immediately. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let it be printed immediately, so that we can see 
it this afternoon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that monition will be regarded by the 

clerks at the desk and elsewhere, and that the amendment will be 
printed at as early a moment as practicable. 
' Mr. CANNON. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa in 
charge of the bill whether, if we shall reach the agricultural 
schedule before to-morrow and shall be engaged in its considera- 
tion, it is his intention to postpone the completion of that sched- 
ule in order to return to the sugar schedule? 

Mr. ALLISON. My belief is that we shall proceed with the 
agricultural schedule later in the day, if that will be agreeable to 
the Senator from Utah, and I think on to-morrow (I had an un- 
derstanding with the other side at least) the sugar schedule will be 
disposed of, or, at least, we shall commence the disposition of it 
to-morrow. 

Mr. CANNON. That would be perfectly satisfactory if it were 
not that we may not reach the agricultural schedule until very 
late this afternoon. Then to begin itsconsideration and be inter- 
rupted therein to-morrow by returning to the sugar schedule I 
think would be very inconvenient to those who are disposed to 
pay attention to the agricultural schedule. So far as I am con- 
cerned, Iam ready to go on now or at any time with the consid- 
eration of the agricultural schedule; but I desire to complete it 
after once taking it up. I should like to have some understand- 
ing on that point, if it will not inconvenience the Senator from 
Iowa and the other tlemen who are in charge of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it suits the convenience of the Senate, I am 
willing to go on with Schedule G and to pass over for the time 
being the tobacco schedule. I intended, at any rate, to-day, to 
ask the Senate to pass over the first paragraph in the tobacco 
schedule. If it suits the convenience of Senators, [am perfectly 
willing to go on with the agricultural schedule now and allow the 
tobacco schedule to be passed over until we have completed the 
sugar schedule, and then take up the tobacco schedule immediately 
afterwards. 

Mr. CANNON. I submit this alternative to the Senator from 
Iowa then, that if it will not inconvenience those in charge of the 
bill, we can either take up the agricultural schedule now or take 
up the sugar schedule immediately after the tobacco schedule and 
fix a time for the consideration of the agricultural schedule. 

Mr.. ALLISON. I will suggest that we proceed with the agri- 
cultural schedule instead of Schedule F, if that course is conven- 
ient to Senators, 

*Mr. VEST. I speak only for myself. I would prefer to go on 
with the tobacco schedule, with the understanding that the sugar 
schedule is to be taken up to-morrow morning. I will be entirel 
frank about it. I want to dispose of the sugar schedule. As 
had occasion to say the other day, it is the most troublesome, the 
most scandalous, the most irritating of all the schedules in the 
bill, and I want to get rid of it as far as we can in the Senate and 
let the country know what we intend todo. Now, if we goon 
with the agricultural schedule, it is a long schedule, and we shall 
not finish it to-day, the result will be that the sugar schedule 
will be crowded ont in the ee The tobacco schedule is a 
very important one to a large number of —_ in this country. 
There is no reason why it should be postponed. 

My only objection to taking up the agrieultural schedule is that 
it is a long one, and it will be a troublesome one. The probabili- 
ties are that we would not get through with it to-day, and then in 
the morning we would find that schedule in front of the sugar 
schedule and ahead of it. I want to take up the sugar schedule in 
the morning. 

Mr. ALLISON, Then, if it will suit the convenience of the 
Senator from Utah, | suggest that we proceed with the tobacco 
schedule and take up the agricultural schedule afterwards, and go 
as far as we can to-day. I think the tobacco schedule will not 
occupy much time. : 

Mr. CANNON. Iam quite disposed to acquiesce in that sug- 
gestion, but I renew the point that it will be extremely inconven- 
ient to those Senators who propose to discuss the agricultural 
schedule to be interrupted in its consideration. If we are to take 
up the sugar schedule to-morrow it would be far preferable not to 
enter oe the consideration of the agricultural schedule to-day. 

Mr. ALLISON, I think we will have no trouble in accommo- 
dating all Senators. 

Mr. VEST. As to the discussion suggested by the Senator from 
Utah, under the rules of the Senate he can offer his amendment 
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(I believe he has already offered it) and discuss it on the toh 


schedule, which is an agricultural product. There is nothing in 
the rules of the Senate to prevent him from doing so. If gen¢y,) 


speeches are to be made upon an export bounty on agricu)t);. 
products, they can be made just as well upon om schedule - ~ 
other. Tobacco is essentially an agricultural product. 

Mr. CANNON. It was to avoid a discussion of this question 
except directly in connection with the schedule itvelf, that we 
have been waiting for this supposed opportunity. I will bow to 
the wishes of Senators in charge of the measure on the two 
sides, but it seems to me that there is a very simple arrangement 
which could be made. The tobacco schedule, being an important 
one, will occupy some time. It nes that the sugar schedule 
will be ready for presentation and consideration by the time tio 
tobacco schedule shall be ended. If we could have an assurance 
of that sort at this time, subject, of course, to necessary changes. 
then those who are iaumedion in the agricultural schedule would 
know that their question would not come up until after the deter. 
mination of the sugar schedule. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I ask that paragraph 210 of the tobacco 
schedule be passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. I stated when suggesting to take up the tobaceo 
schedule that I would ask that the first paragraph—paragraph 
210—be over for the day; and I hope that will be done. 

Mr. VEST. That is essentially the whole schedule. It is about 
all the salient point of discussion in it. The balance of the sched- 
ule does not amount to anything. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then, if that be true, I trust the suggestion of 
the Senator from Utah may be adopted, and that we shall go on 
with the agricultural schedule rather than defer doing so until] 
later in the day. 

Mr. VEST. If we are to pass over paragraph 210, of course the 
balance of the schedule should be passed over also. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present re- 

uest that the tobacco schedule be passed over and that Schedule 
be proceeded with? The Chair hears none, and the Secretary 
will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill on page 68, line 
16. The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 
Schedule G, ‘‘Agricultural products and provisions,” paragraph 
215, e 68, line 19, after the word ‘‘ cattle,” to strike out the words 
‘valued at not more than twenty,” and also tostrike out the comma, 
and insert ‘‘if-1 year old or over, valued at not more than ten; in 
line 21, after the word ‘‘ head,” to strike out ‘‘if 1 year old or over, 
six” and insert ‘four;” and in line 22, after the word ‘‘ head.” to 
insert ‘‘if valued at more than $10 and not more than $20, $6 per 
head;” so as to read: 

ScHEDULE G.—AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND PROVISIONS. 
Animals, live: 

215. Cattle, if 1 year old or over, valued at not more than $10 per head 
#4 per head; if valued at more than $10 and not more than $20, $6 per head; if 
ess than 1 year old, $2 per head; any cattle valued at more than $20 per head, 
30 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amendment 
of thecommittee? Withoutobjection, theamendment is agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. This is taken up in such a hurry we can hardly tell 
what it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will not put the question 
until Senators are ready. The amendment will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment of the committe». 

Mr. QUAY. I ask the Senator from Iowa to allow this jara- 
graph to go over. ¢ 

r. ALLISON. vee 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania that the amendment be not con- 
sidered at the present time? 

ae JON omg nage ene —_— — an agent _— may 
remain pending to this paragraph. I move to strike out the entire 
paragraph as it stands and insert: 

All live animals not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad 
valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read, so that 
Senators may understand it. 

The Secretary read the amendment of Mr. Jones of Arkansas. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to passing over the 
ragraph? The Chair hears none, and the next paragraph will 


The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 
216. Hogs, $1.50 per head. 


Mr. ALLEN. I desire to ask the Senator from Iowa if this 
paragsees is intended to cover pigs also? A pig is a hog under 
mon 


, | understand. 
as. VEST It covers all. 
Mr. ALLISON. I think so. 
Mr. ALLEN. I understand that farmers make a distinction 








1897. 
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between a hog and a pig, and that animals of this kind under 6 
months of are not classed as hogs. 

Mr. IN. This is the —a which has always been 
nsed in these laws. I am not sure as to the particular time when 
a pig ceases to be a pig, but I should think it would be a shorter 
time than six months. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know what construction may be placed 
upon the agnege by the authorities. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it covers what the Senator desires to 
cover in the schedule. : ‘ ; 

Mr. ALLEN. I was going to suggest the propriety—I will not 
move it, however—of inserting the words “and pigs” after the 


word “hogs” in aph 216. 

Mr. ISO at is the amendment suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska? 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest that the paragraph read as follows: 


Hogs and pigs, $1.50 per head. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the paragraph, after 
the word ‘* Hogs,” in line 3, by inserting the words “‘ and pigs;” so 
as to read: 


Hogs and pigs, $1.50 per head. 


Mr. HOAR. The best way is to use the word ‘“‘swine.” That 
is always used in crimiual legislation on the subject. 

Mr. ISON. I think the suggestion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts is a better one. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; I accept it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that the word ‘‘ Hogs” be stricken 
out and “Swine” inserted, if that is satisfactory to the Senator 
from Nebraska. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. In line 3 strike out “Hogs” and insert 
“Swine;” so as to read: 

216. Swine, $1.50 per head. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the amendment is to. 
The Secretary the next paragraph, as follows: 


217. Horses and mules, valued at $150 or less per head, $30 per head; if val- 
ued at over $150, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Was there any action taken on para- 

graph 216? 

. FRYE. Yes; it was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I intended to offer an amendment to 
that paragraph. The amendment which I gave notice would be 
offered in room of the first paragraph will apply to all these para- 
graphs—to paragraphs 215, 216, 217, and 218. If it is adopted at 
all, it onght to be adopted in the room of the whole of them, and 
I offer it now. 

Mr. ALLISON. As a substitute? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I offer it now, and ask for a vote on 
itas a substitute for these paragraphs. One poccemgh has al- 
ready been passed over, and of course that will have to remain, 
but as I do not like to have agraphs over, I will move 
the amendment now as a substitute for all of these paragraphs 
and ask for a vote on it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to a vote on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My p is to substitute an ad 
valorem tax on all live animals ins of the specific rate. I pro- 
pose to substitute the rate in the present law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas is in order as a substitute. 
an eee T ask ee the amendment - the Senator from 

kansas may be postpo: ‘or a moment until we pass upon par- 
agraph 218, as I understand he also desires to have his amendment 
apply to ee 218, 

J of Arkansas. Yes; I propose to strike out all these 


The PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


oat Sheep, 1 year old or over, $1.50 per head; less than 1 year old, 75 cents 


Mr. ALLISON. Now the Senator from Arkansas proposes to 
strike out the four paragraphs which have been read and to insert 


a substitute. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out yenngrenin 215, 
216, 217, and 218 and insert in lieu the following paragrap 


215. All live animals not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
<a proposed as a substitu 


uestion is on agreeing to the 
by the Senator from Arkan- 





Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Hanssroven]; otherwise I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I havea 
general pair with the Senator from Wyoming [| Mr. CLark]. He 
not being present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). 
Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. MARTIN. ThenI withhold my vote, as I have a general 
pair with that Senator. I should vote “yea” if he were present. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. Were he 
present and voting, I should vote ‘** nay.”’ 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco}. 
should vote ‘*‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I inquire 
if the junior Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. LopGe] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not. 

Mr. CLAY. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with 
that Senator. 

Mr. BATE. I will state that my colleague Sax Harris of 
Tennessee] is absent on account of sickness, and is paired with 
the Senator from Vermont — MORRILL]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
will ask whether the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
ELKins] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. FAULKNER. On this vote 1 feel that I should observe 
my pair with him, and I withdraw my vote. 

r.CLARK. lLinquire if the junior Senator from Kansas [ Mr, 
Harris] has voted? 


Has the senior 


I am paired with 
If he were present, I 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not. 

Mr. CLARK. Iam paired with that Senator, and withhold my 
vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 38; as follows: 

YEAS—323. 
Bacon, Gray, Mitchell, Tillman, 
Bate, Jones, Ark. Morgan, Turpie, 
Berry Kenney, Murphy, Vest, 
Caffery, Lindsay, Pettus, Walthall, 
Chilton, McLaurin, Roach, White. 
Cockrell, Mills, Smith, 
NAYS—38 
Allen, Deboe, Heitfeld, Quay, 
Allison, Fairbanks, Hoar, Rawlins, 
Baker, Foraker, Mcbride, Sewell, 
Burrows, Frye, McMillan, Shoup, 
Butler, Gallinger, Mason, Spooner, 
Cannon, Gear, Nelson, Thurston, 
Carter, Hale, Penrose, Wellington, 
Chandler, Hanna, Perkins, Wetmore. 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Platt, Conn. 
Davis, Hawley, Pritchard, 
NOT VOTING—%. 

Aldrich, Gorman, Mallory, Proctor, 
Clark, Harris, Kans. Mantle, Stewart, 
Clay, Harris, Tenn Martin, Teller, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Morrill, Turner, 
Elkins, Kyle, Pasco, Warren, 
Faulkner, Lodge, Pettigrew, Wilson 
George, McEnery, Platt, N. Y. Wolcott 


So the amendment of Mr. Jones of Arkansas was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, beginning at paragraph 
219, on page 69, and continued to paragraph 220, which was read 
as follows: 

Breadstuffs and farinaceous substances: 

220. Barley, #) cents per bushel of 48 pounds. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 14, after the word ‘ barley,” 
I move to strike out ‘‘30 cents per bushel of 48 pounds” and in- 
sert ‘*30 per cent ad valorem;” so as to read: 

220. Barley, 30 per cent ad valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 


’ 


proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 
r. VEST. Mr. President, we enter now upon a series of enor- 


mous increases upon agricultural products in the interest of the 
farmers of the United States. Confining myself to parliamentary 
language as far as possible, these increases are a fraud, a sham, 
and a pretense. The idea of protecting the farmers of this coun 
try upon corn and wheat and barley and oats when we export 
millions of dollars’ worth and import but a few thousand dollars’ 
worth is an insult to the intelligence of the whole country, and 
especially to the men who raise those cereals. There is not an 
intelligent man in this country who believes that this is for any 
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other than political purposes and to deceive the agricultural 
classes. 

I commence with barley. The same thing applies to animals in 
the schedule, the specifications as to which we have passed over. 

We export an immense amount of barley and import a very in- 
considerable amount. We export of corn some thirty-odd million 
dollars’ worth, and we import some $6,500 worth. 

As to wheat the comparison is much stronger. These increases 
are made as they were made in the McKinley law, for the purpose 
of cajoling the farmers of the country into the idea that they are 
protected and that the prices of their products are increased by 

yutting these absolutely spectacular duties upon their products. 

t did not succeed in 1890, as the elections after the passage of the 
McKinley law gave strong evidence to the country. The agricul- 
tural States voted against the Republican party, notwithstandin 
the fraudulent increases—for they were nothing else—contain 
in the act of 1890; and these increases will not succeed in deceiv- 
ing the people now. The farmers of the country are not mistaken 
in regard to the object of these increases. 

I will ask the Secretary to read a statement made before the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives by 
the head of the grangers of Pennsylvania, a the farmers 
of that State. This is a statement before that committee express- 
ing the official action of the farmers of Pennsylvania, assembled 
at Altoona, on December 8 to 11, 1895, and it was embodied in 
the shape of resolutions, of which I shall ask the Secretary to read 
the I have marked. 

e Secretary read as follows: 

That we can not deceive ourselves with the idea that any measure of pro- 
tection to our industries offered by a tariff on importscan avail in the slight- 


est degree to benefit the wer of those crops of which he ces asurplus 
for export, and whose price is necessarily made in the world’s market, where 


ag ace and must continue to be d of, 
at we have a right to de that the same proportion of advantage 
shall be given to the agricultural industry that is accorded by law to any 
other in this broad land. 

That while protection countries which are 


ucts may in a measure remedy the evil of iow 


. 


of agricultural prod- 
by increasing the duties 
of agricultural imports, it is manifestly impossible for those which produce 
a surplus for export to give the least icle of relief to the interest of their 
farmers by a high tariff on these ucts, 

That the lessening of production of these farm staples so as to bring them 
within the limit of our own home a is no remedy, as it is an eco- 
nomic impossibility, and in any event co only injure by limiting the op- 
portunities of employment to our people, reducing l resources and 
wealth of our couse 

Again, that diversification of our production can afford no certain nor per- 
manont relief, as experience has proved that a are eens production 
of specialties, such as dairy products, truck, berries, t, etc., only tends to 
eventually lower these things, as well as the staples, below the profit point. 

At a time when the American farmer had a world monopoly in the produc- 
tion of staples, when with cheaper lands he was the almost exclusive user of 
improved icultural machinery, he was then able to pay the ultimate net 
cost of a high protective tariff and live; but when, as now, the world’s prices 
are down to one-half their former rates, in the face of this to even maintain, 
let alone raise still higher, the protective tariff would be economic suicide. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I want to give some object lessons 
from the official reports to show what a fraud this is. In 1896 we 
exported $37,836,862 worth of corn and we im $2,974 worth; 
yet the increases in this bill, in order to decetve the farmers, are 
from 20 to 100 per cent upon Westerncorn. Does anybody believe 
that will benefit the farmers in the country who are raising this 
cereal? Where is the competition with $37,000,000 against $2,974? 
No wonder the head of the Grange in Pennsylvania, testifying be- 
fore the Ways and Means Committee, in ucing thisresolution, 
said that the farmers at the next election would resent that attack 
upon their intelligence; that they know very well that this will 
not help them. 

Take oats. By the official report, we exported in 1896, $3,497,611 
worth, and we imported $6,933 worth. Of wheat we exported 
$39,709,868 worth, and we imported $9,506 worth, and that was 
seed wheat to improve the crop in the United States. Yet the 
farmers are told, ‘‘ We are your friends; the Republican party 
will undertake to deceive you now in 1897 as We did in 1890, and 
we will put an enormous increase u thodse articles with which 
there is no foreign competition at all, relying upon yourignorance 
to catch your votes.” 

This gentleman, the head of the Grange, is obviously a very in- 
telligent farmer. When he had filed those resolutions, he pro- 
ceeded to give his statement. I know the Senate is not listening 
much to this testimony, but I will ask the Secretary to read the 
parts of it I have marked. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Tho population of the State-— 
Mr. VEST. That refers to the State of Pennsylvania. 
The Secretary continued the reading, as follows: 


eo eoemeent about as fast as the property of the farmers has diminished 
these twenty-five years. 


But while ture hasso retrograded, manufac’ has e forward 
wondrous strides. Capital thus invested has — $516.000.000 to 
000,000 (it was $991,000,000 in 1890), the number of employees has been 


ed, the amount of wages hasincreased 60 cent, and the product 
Si ths chain toun beanies ae. ee 
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While the population as well as the wealth of farming communit 


shrunken, the towns and centers of business have know 7 Hes hag 
agricultural counties have less Saaeeeks. ° 


population now than sixteen years — 
uring towns have doubled their population and ioade tpled 
That the coal-mining industries do not_make an equal showing is },. 
ent is more concerned to roll up big ores iin > ian, 
t, and prefer the increment in dollars rather than in tons. 
hile Pennsylvania farmers have lost 000,000 in the assessed y,! 
has in the Same ti 


000, 
rotective system, which has prevailed ever sin. 
because it seemed yp. 
red business enterprises },\, 


18 


‘ depreciated. 
Tf this condition prevailed in Pennsylvania alone it might be held that | 


ered it; but it is notorious that it is al 


coextensive and affects 


every State and Territory over which our starry banner waves; morc. 


in some and less in other localities, but eve: here, and the | ad 


farmers is greatest where they have had the most to lose. That it s) al i 
exist in Pennsylvania, of all tes in the Union, is perhaps the gre: 


angen if thereis any truth in the home-market Sqpments for protect . 
The facts as they stand, however, utterly disprove them, and show that 1. 
ae eee asa cient or remunerative home market has been furnis)).. 


return for the immense and incalculable sacrifices made by the fari,:4 


the foreign market than wo 


us 
on the altar of protection for now a full 


If anything, we are now more d 


ent on 
have ever been, and the only reason that the volume of our agricultur:! 
plus is not greater yet than it is now is because of the 
our farmers and their inability to continue production without profit 


increasing poverty of 
That the capital of the farmers of Pennsylvania, situated as they are 


the heart of the most heavily protected industries of this country. bas 
diminished at least 25 cent is . 


by 
show that the value their real estate alone fell in those twenty 


censuses of 1870'and 1800, wi +h 


from $1,063,000,000 to $922,000,000, and that the capital of the manuta~. 
augmented in the time 000 to’ 1,000,000, while tho 


, tel aph, an 
other speculative properties nearly tripled. = 
esu that we are entirely satisfied that, whoever may have gotten 
the benefits of a protective tariff, we certainly have not. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I take it that ought to be sufficient 


warning to our friends upon the other side that the farmers of t}i:. 
country are not caught by this chaff of putting up enormons duti:s 
upon articles of which we export a la 


rge surplus and which do 


not come in competition with the products of agriculture in the 
United States. 


true, al 

the United States since 1892 have lost $500,000,000 in the fall in 
price of farm products. That fall went on under the McKinl-y 
Act, and for the two years that act was in force, notwithstandins 
the enormous duties, as high in a free many instances as some 


have seen a statement made, and I believe it is 
lam not an e statistician, that the farmers of 


that are imposed in this pending b 

Our friends in St. Louis told us when they indorsed the Mv- 
Kinley Act that they did not pro to make the tariff higher 
than that of 1890; and yet they have done it here upon nearly 


every page in this whole bill, and now, losing fhe farmer vote as 
they have done 


in the agricultural States, they propo-e 
to attempt this old stale subterfuge of touching the farmers !)y 
increasing upon their the duties that were impose! by 
the McKinley Act of 1890. In 7. ent that can not be done, 
Mr. President, and the head o: range who testified, and 
whose testimony has been read from Pennsylvania, the great pro- 
tective State of the Union, is a sufficient answer to this attem)'t. 

Mr. GEAR. May I interrupt the Senator for a moment? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. GEAR. This duty upon barley is the same as that which 
was in the McKinley law. 

Mr. VEST. lam not calling attention to the duty on barley, 
but to others. 

Mr. GEAR. In 1889 we imported from Canada, where they })1 
cheaper labor, ch lands, ron than the 
American farmer, eleven and a half millions of barley. 

Mr. GRAY. For the brewers? 

Mr. GEAR. For the brewers. And at the expiration of tho 
McKinley law we only imported about three millions. It is truc 
that last year we exported some barley to England, for the rea-o1 
that there was a comparative failure of the crop in Russia. 

The farmers in my State indorse the duty on barley, and t!0 
grand master of the National Grange helped to form the agrict!- 
tural schedule of the McKinley law, and every rate put in tht 
bill on and every other agricultural product was the work 
of the grand master of the National Grange of the State of lows. 
So a officer of the Grange at least indorsed in the high -t 


“—— st ven to agricultural products. 
, : Does the Senator pretend to say that the committeo 
a the duty on every cereal over the rates in the 


of : 
Mr. GEAR. That may be; and if so, there has been a good re2- 


Mr. GEAR. I call the attention of the Senator from Missouri 
to the fact that they have also increased very largely the duties on 

Mr. VEST. But I want to know why theseincreased duties are 
proposed to be placed on corn and on wheat when we are exporting 
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much more largely than we did in 1890? Does anybody pretend 


to say we are not now sending out from thirty-five to forty 
million dollars’ worth of corn and wheat and bringing in only four 
or five thousand dollars’ worth? How do you protect the farmers 
of this country by the imposition of a duty on these cereals? 
What intelligent man can pretend to say it does? What Repnb- 
lican Senator will rise here and say that will protect the farmers 
of this country? Then what are we doing it for? That is the 
question. re not some political reason hidden under this, 
and do you not know it? You are playing upon the ignorance, as 
you assume it to be, of the farmers of the United States by pre- 
tending that you are helping them by giving them protection 
against nothing—absolutely nothing. 

We brought in $9,504 worth of wheat—seed wheat—and exported 
$39,000,000 worth of wheat; and then you go to the farmer and 
say, ‘‘My dear bucolic friend, let me embrace you; I am your 
friend. Ihave protected you against this $9,504 worth of foreign 
wheat!” lf the doctrine prevails that we are to tax everything 
we have here, without regard to whether it ought to be taxed or 
not, in the name of a: I have nothing more to say; if we 
are to take up this bill and put a duty upon everything because 
of revenue to be derivedfrom everything in the country, that is 
an answer to any expostulation at all; that is the end of it. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] yesterday, I un- 
derstood—but I did not have the honor to listen to him, as I was 
out of the Chamber on business—was kind enough to say that all 
of us on this side of the Chamber prominently engaged in this dis- 
cussion had at one time or another voted to protect articles of 

roduction in our States. If I had been here, I should have said 
the Senator what I propose to say now. 

There was a time in my public career when I believed in the 
doctrine advocated by Monroe and Polk, called a revenue duty 
with incidental tion. I was ignorant enough once, foolish 
enough—and I use the wor.) myself—to say here that I did not 
blame a Senator for voting to put a revenue duty upon an article 
in his district or his State; and I went into the discussion of the 
first tariff bill upon which I was engaged in this Chamber with 
that sort of idea. My mind, however, was very rapidly disabused. 
I found that whenever you went beyond the limit of a tariff for 
revenue without d to protection, you turned the Congress of 
the United States into that famous convention of monkeys of 
which a great writer once wrote, who were engaged in a solemn 
discussion of affairs of state, when some one, without regard to 
the dignity of the occasion, threw in a handful of nuts, and imme- 
diately the Senators and Representatives commenced grabbing for 
nuts and f the public business. [Laughter.} Whenever 
you once admit the idea of protection into a tariff bill, all re- 
straints are gone, and it is merely a question of who will get there 
first and the most. You can not satisfy them. When you 
put ona a year, the very same men who secured it 
will come and up their emaciated and pallid hands the next 
year and beg for an increased duty, because, they say, ‘‘ Weare still 
suffering and languishing and dying,” and some Senator or Rep- 
resentative, listening to the domestic appeal, whose election is in 
danger, says to some gentlemen interested, ‘‘I will stand by you 
in the name of the people of the United States and give you an 
duty in order that money may flow into your pockets 
coffers.” 

t is the old, old story, as old as the world, whenever you allow 
arice and greed to enter into any discussion, avarice and greed 
control that discussion and the result. 

The old doctrine of the Democratic party was protection and is 
— to the poor, to those who need protection if protection 

to be given, tection in the shape of equality, no govern- 
mental that is the curse of all tariff legislation—no 
partnership between an indvidual or any class by which govern- 


r 


£2 


mental functions are used for individual profit. 

I know it is said that Mr. Jefferson, the founder of our party, 
at one time spoke of a protective tariff. If Mr. Jefferson were 
living to-day, he would be false to every doctrine of his life if he 
did not — this high yewective tariff system. I can under- 
stand in age in w he lived, confronted with the great 
rivalry and ion of Great Britain, he could have said, and 
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would retire from Chamber to-morrow than 
fire 8 vote to tax = lumber, the salt, me week of the 1 Unleed 

They were only three features ilson 
Teconciled me to its passage. To take them out now, or either of 


them, is to strip that bill of what commended it to me more than 
anything else. 

Now, Mr. President, I return to the immediate article before 
the Senate, the duty upon barley, and ask the Secretary to read 
the communication which I send to the desk. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


OSWEGO BOARD OF TRADE, Ositeego. V. } 
To the honorable the Finance Committee of the Senate, Washin » ¢ 
GENTLEMEN: The rate of duty on barley prior to the enact e what 
is known as the McKinley Act, the act of 1800, was 10 cents per bu-h« The 
rate was fixed hy legislation, following the recommendations of the Tariff 


Commission of 1885. 

Atter an exhaustive investigation, aided by the best attainable testim 
the commission decided to reduce the existing rate of duty on barley from 
15 cents to 10 cents per bushel; and in order to protect American manufsa 
turers of malt against the competition of Canadian n the rate of 
duty on malt was fixed at 20 cents per bushel. Following the adjustment of 
these rates of duty on imported barley and malt, the business of converting 
Canada barley into malt was vastly increased along the northern frontier on 
the American side of the line dividing the United States and Canada. Large 
sums of money were invested in malting plants. The investment in this in- 
dustry was angmented in the city of Buffalo alone from $1,362,000 in 1880 to 
$3,299,195 in 18900, and during the same period of time like investmerts in the 
city of Oswego grew from $35,000 to $802,000. 

tt is searcely too much to say that this investment of capital has been 
rendered valueless by the prohibitory duty on Canada barley under the 
operation of the tariff enactment of 1890, and not remedied as yet by the later 
act of 18M. In addition to the destruction of the value of plants and correla- 
tive loss to individuals engaged in the business of malting, all revenue, or 
practically all, for the Government from that source has ceased. 

It isalleged that the prohibitive duty would benefit the American farmer: 
that he would command, in consequence, a higher price for his barley. The 
facts and the developments since the enactment of the prohibitive duty 
show conclusively that no such result has followed. Prices of American 
grown barley have never before been so low as since the enactment of a 
prohibitive rate of duty. 

The production of barley in the United States is far beyond the malting 
demand, and the surplus is sold for feed at home and abroad, and the feed 
price regulates the price of the whole crop. The quantity of barley imported 
never exceeded, if it ever equaled, 10,000,000 of bushels in any one year, while 
the production in the United States as far back as 1800 reached the 65,000,000 
bushel mark, and is now much larger. The total quantity malted that year 
was about 40,000,000 bushels, showing a surplus of 25,000,000 bushels. In L895 
the production in this country was 57,000,000 bushels, and the malting con 
sumption did not exceed 50,000,000 bushels, showing that a surplus of about 
37,000,000 bushels was necessarily pean of for feed 

We defy any body to prove that if barley is admitted into the United States 
under a 10-cent-per-bushel rate of duty, the quantity hkely to be imported 
under such a rate would lower the price of the home-grown article or do 
anyone any harm whatever. On the contrary, it would be a great benefit to 
many citizens of the United States and would yield the United States Gov 
ernment some revenue. 

Finally, the subscribers would respectfully suggest that your 
recommend a duty of 10 cents per bushel on barley, and also fixa that 
will establish a just equivalency of protection on malt-—say 2% cents per 
bushel. Such rates, it is believed, will bring considerably increased revenue 
to the Government, and at the same time make a revival of the malting in 
dustries on the northern frontier a possibility, although at a largely reduced 
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margin of profit to those engaged in the business as compared with the profit 
under conditions as they existed prior to the tariff enactment of 1890 
Craving your consideration of the statements herein set forth, and trust- 
ing that your action will be the means of restoring life to an industry seri 
ously crippled, if not yet quite wounded to death, with sentiments of pro 


found respect, we subscribe ourselves, 
Very respectfully, ROBT. DOWNEY, President 


F. O. CLARK, Secr 
I wish to inquire from whom the communi- 


Mr. MANTLE. 
cation comes? 

Mr. VEST. From the Oswego Board of Trade. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. From the Oswego Board of Trade. 

Mr. VEST. There is a vast amount of literature upon the 
question of barley which I shall not inflict on the Senate, as | 
know the result is predetermined and adjudged. I shall content 
myself simply with moving to strike out the rates proposed in the 
bill and to insert those under the existing law. Barley is pro- 
posed to be taxed at 30 cents per bushel of 48 pounds. That is 
the McKinley rate. Under the Wilson Actit is 30 per cent ad 
valorem. I move to insert ‘‘30 per cent ad valorem” instead of 
**30 cents per bushel of 48 pounds.” 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, on the question of barley, while 
I do not care to make any extended remarks, I wish to state that 
I take it that the communication which has just been read is from 
what might be called that branch of the barley industry that rep- 
resents what would be the manufacturing interest as opposed to 
the producers of barley—what might be termed the raw material. 
It is about the same contest that is going on all along the line in 
the matter of the tariff. 

So far as a practical result following the levying of aduty upon 
barley is concerned, I can speak with an absolute knowledge as to 
the State of Montana. We have in Montana a valley which is 
especially adapted to the growing of barley, due to some peculiar- 
ity of the soil, and I believe it is said that we produce the finest 
barley that is produced in the United States, or in fact in the world. 
That is evidenced by the fact that a great brewing concern, known 
as the Manhattan Company, has bought some 30,000 acres of land 
in that valley which it has devoted to the growing of barley, and 
the barley from the valley has been shipped to foreign countries. 

Now, I know that by reason of the duty which the McKinley 
law laid upon barley the value of the barley grown in the valley 
was enhanced, and the farmers prospered accordingly. 
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Mr. VEST. Will my frien¢ the Senator from Montana permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MANTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. The comparative statement shows that in 1896, 
under the operation of the present duty, we exported $3,100,311 
worth of barley. We imported only $312,224 worth. Of barley 
malt we exported $126,942 and imported $4,774. Now, I would 
ask him if the interest of the growers of barley does not seem to 
be in pretty fair condition from that statement? And yet he pro- 
poses to increase the duty from 38 to 78,42 per cent. 

Mr. MANTLE. Iam not familiar with the statistics just read 
by the Senator from Missouri. What I say I am saying from 
practical and personal knowledge of the conditions that exist in 
my State with reference to the barley growth. I know that the 
price of barley, under the operation of that law, to the farmers of 
the valley, was enhanced. The farmers were benefited by it. 

I made some examination into this subject a year or two ago, 
and J found that prior to the enactment of the McKinley law the 
importations of barley had been very much larger than they were 
subsequent to that law, and that a resultant benefit had been en- 
joyed by the barley growers of Montana and Minnesota and Wis- 
consin and the States running next to the Canadian line. Nat- 
urally the brewing interests in the great cities of the East would 
be benefited by the ability to import barley from Canada at a low 
rate of duty or free of duty. As I said before, they represent the 
manufacturing end of the industry, and their interest lies in get- 
ting their raw material just as cheaply as they possibly can. 

Mr. President, I am in favor, as has been so well said by other 
members of this body, in the adjustment of the tariff, of a duty 
being laid at every opportunity where the farmer may derive any 
direct or indirect benefit from it. We are going to have a pro- 
tective tariff here. I say, let us apply it in every rection, and let 
us make its benefits felt, so far as it is possible to do so, in all sec- 
tions and by all classes and all! interests. In the very nature of 
things the farmers of this country are the last to receive a benefit 
from a protective tariff. It is something that can not be helped. 
It is natural that it should be so. But I do believe that whenever 
the opportunity presents in the framing of these duties we should 
lose no opportunity to make its benefits apply to them, if it is pos- 
sible to do so. I speak from a practical knowledge, so far as this 
question is concerned. Without going into the broad details of 
the subject, I know the duty on barley did benefit the barley 
growers in the State of Montana. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas | Mr. Jongs], 
supplemented by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest}. 

r. VEST. Il withdraw my amendment. I did not know that 
my colleague had offered one. On agreeing to the amendment of 
my colleague I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary. proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loper]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am. paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELkins]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I havea 
pair with the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLark]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS of Tennessee (when his name was called). I am 
— with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morri.1]. 

f he were mone I should vote “ yea” on this amendment. 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Dene es KENNEY]. I think he has 
not voted, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was cailed). rn announce 
my pee with the junior Senator from Washington [| Mr. TurNER]. 

The roll call was concluded. ; 

Mr, VEST. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Netson]. If he were present, I should vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. MANTLE (after having voted in the negative). I inquire 
if the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN] has voted? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. MANTLE. Being paired with him, I withdraw my vote, 
The result was announced—yveas 17, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Bacon, Daniel, Mills, Walthall, 
Bate. Gray, Morgan, White. 
Berry, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
Caffery Lindsay. Roach, 
Cockrell, McLaurin, Turpie, 

NAYS—34. 
Allen, Carter, rit Hawley, 
Allison, Cullom, Gallinger, Heitfeld, 
Burrows, Deboe, Gear, Hoar, 
Butler, Fairbanks, Hale, Jones, Nev. 
Cannon, Foraker, Hansbrough, McBride, 
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McEnery, Platt, Conn. Sewell, Tillman 
McMillan, Pritchard, Shoup, Wetmore. 
Mitchell, guar, Spooner, 
Perkins, wlins, Stewart, 
NOT VOTING—38. 
Aldrich, Gorman, Mason. Teller, 
ker, Hanna, Morrill, Thurston 
Chandler, Harris, Kans. Murpby, Turner, - 
Chilton, Harris, Tenn. Nelson, Vest, 
Clark, Kenney, Pasco, Warren, 
Clay, Kyle, Penrose, Wellington, 
Davis, Lodge, Pettigrew Wilson, 
Elkins, Mallory, Platt, N. ¥. Wolcott. 
Fanikner, Mantle, Proctor, 
George, Martin, Smith, 


So the amendment of Mr. Jones of Arkansas was rejected, 
The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 


221. Barley malt, 45 cents per bushel of 31 pounds. 


Mr. VEST. I move to strike out ‘45 cents per bushel of 34 
pounds ” and insert *‘ 40 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri, hay- 
ing settled barley, that barley malt should follow practically jy 
the same ratio. I do not think Mr. Dawney, the president of the 
Oswego Board of Trade, would enjoy the rate proposed by the 
amendment. p 

Mr. VEST. We will have a vote on it, anyway. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

. Barley, pearled, patent, or hulled, 2 cents , 

at Beezibes 15 clan per bushel of 48 ene. mg 

Mr. VEST. In paragraph 223 I move 5o. strike out ‘15 cents 
~ bushel of 48 pounds” and insert ‘20 per cent ad valorem.” 

call attention to the imports of this country, alarge and destric- 
tive importation. In 1896 it amounted to $162 worth of buck- 
wheat, and the farmers of the United States are languishing and 
dying under thecompetition. I call for the yeas and nays on my 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TURPIE. r. President, I wish sincerely that the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [| Mr. Vest] would move to place buckwheat on 
the free list. I do not feel even like voting for the reduced rate 
which he proposes. It is very clear that the duty is unnecessary. 
The only revenue derived from it is from the seed for planting the 
earth and soil of the United States. The seed is a germ—a verm 
of export. Itis a germ of wealth in this country. It ought not 
to be taxed. It is said seed can be taxed. Certainly we can tax 
it. All thingsare lawful tous. But all things are not expedient. 
I think we might derive a revenue to the Government in abun- 
dance without placing a penny of tax upon seed for planting. I 
tink that all seed ought to be admit free of duty. Nor is it 
necessary for the protection of the farmers in this country or for 
their encouragement, because their product is exported as a sur- 
plus, the price of which is fixed in the foreign market, and no 
home or domestic legislation can affect that price. 

I agree fully with the Senator from Missouri that the whole of 
this schedule is fraudulent and is false. There is only one condi- 
tion upon which it could pets as protection to the farmers or 
benefit the farmers of the United States. This enormous increase 
of duty upon cereals would be an absolute benefit to the farmers 
of the United Statés if they could form a trust, the same as other 
favored and protected industries, but the farmers of the United 
States have never been able to form atrust. I do not know that 
they wish to form one, 

In the first place, they are too numerous. Six or seven million 
persons is too large a number to go intoany combination. In the 
next place, they are too much divided and scattered, with respect 
to their habitations and localities, to undertake those sudden 
changes and shifts which are necessary for the successful opera- 
tion of a trust in the market. Instant communication, very brief 
and subtle communication, with every member of the trust, when 
a <7 is made, is one of the absolutely indispensable things whic) 
attend it. 

In the next place, the interests of the farmers of the United 
States are as diversified and varied as their habitations and places 
of abode. The —s of this great industry—the surplus of the 
agricultural crop—is ex and must always be exported, an! 
it meets with the agricultural products of all the other nations of 
the world in free competition, and this trust, even if it were pos- 
sible otherwise—the agricultural trust of the United States, em- 
bracing every member of a family in this country in that 


business—could not control “the price of its surplus products. 
Therefore there would be no means, no efficient means, to regu- 
late prices, and no means of gain in forming such a trast, if it 
were possible. 

These rates here make opportunity for a trust. These rates 
make the ability to the farmer to form a trust, if it were physically 
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ible to form one. But the farmers’ trust is a phantom, and Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I again announce 
these increased rates of duty, vxcept for the purpose of taxing the | my pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], If he were 
seed imported for planting, are also phantoms. present, I should vote “nay.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri, on which the | yeas 16, nays 30; as follows: 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 












The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. i YEAS—16 
Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I rise for the purpose ae. —— re Ark Mit hell, 
of announcing my pair with the junior Senator from Massachusetts | Berry, Denice ante ~ rgan, 
[Mr. LopGE}. ere he present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” Caffery, Faulkner, Mills, Walthall 
Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired NAYS—30 
with the Senator from W est Virginia (Mr. ELkins]. If he were | 4 jon, Secinee McBride. Rawlins, 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea. 4 Allison, Frye, McEnery, Sewell, 
Mr. HARRIS of Tennessee (when his name was called). Iam | Burrows, Gallinger, Me Millan, Sp oner, 
paired with the Senator from Vermont (Mr. Morritv}. a — —,, . peretom, 
Mr. MANTLE (when his name was called). Iam paired with | Deboe. enter, Piatt Ny Seas 
the junior — from Virginia [Mr. Martin]. I therefore Elkin ae Hoar, “a Pritchard, 
withhold my vote. alrbanks, Jones, Nev. Juay, 
Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the NOT VOTING--43 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELson]. I dnehd vote “yea” if | Aldrich, Gray, Morrill. Stewart, 
he were present. Baker, Hansbrough, Murphy, Teller, 
Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I am paired with | Bruen Harris, Kans. Nelson, Turner, 
the Senator from Florida {Mr. Pasco}, who would vote ‘‘ yea” if | Clark," Heit ee Turple, 
he were present, and I should vote ‘‘ nay.” Clay, Kenney, Perkins, Warren, 
The roll call was concluded. a eye Pettigrew, Wellington, 
Mr. KENNEY (after having voted in the affirmative). Has the | Goa,” aio he _ vo 
junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENRosE] voted? George, Mantle, Shoup, Wolcott. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. Gorman, Martin, Smith, 


Mr. KENNEY. I withdraw my vote, being paired with that 
Senator. 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Bacon, Cockrell, McLaurin, Turpie, 
Bate, Daniel, Mills, Walthall, 
Berry, Gray, Morgan, White. 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
Chilton, Lindsay, Roach, 
NAYS—238. 
Allison, e, McEnery, Quay, 
Cannon, Gallinger, Me Millan, Sewell, 
Carter, Gear, Mason, Shoup, 
Cullom, Hale Perkins, Spooner, 
Deboe, Hawley. Platt, Conn. 2urston, 
Pairbanks, Jones, Nev Platt, N. Y. Tillman, 
Foraker, McBride, Pritchard, Wetmore. 
NOT VOTING—4. 

Aldrich, George, Mallory, Rawlins, 
Allen, Gorman, Mantle, Smith, 
Baker, Hanna, Martin, Stewart, 

Hansbrough, Mitchell, Teller, 
Butler. Harris, Kans. Morrill, Turner, 

» Harris, Tenn. Murphy, Vest, 

Clark, Heitfeld, Nelson, Warren, 
Clay, Hoar, Pasco, Wellington, 
Davis, Kenney, Penrose, Wilson, 
Elkins, Kyle, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Faulkner, Lodge, Proctor, 


So Mr. VEst’s amendment was rejected. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


2%. Corn or maize, 15 cents per bushel of 56 pounds. 
Mr. VEST. I move to strike ont the duty proposed in the 


bill and to insert 20 per cent ad valorem, the Wilson rate. 
The ETARY. After the word maize, on page 69, line 21, 
hh 224, strike out the remainder of the paragraph and in- 

7 


per cent ad valorem;” so as to read: 
24. Corn or maize, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. This is an increase from 20 per cent to 100 per cent 
in order to protect the farmers of the country of this staple. We 
exported in 1896, $37,836,862 worth of corn. We imported $2,975 
worth, which was not for consumption, but was seed corn brought 
in principally from Canada. Yet in the interests of the agricul- 
tural community we are to increase the duty from 20 per cent to 
100 per cent. I call for the yeas and nays upon my amendment. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The —— is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri, upon which he de- 
mands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

CLAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce]. I should vote 


“yea” if he were t. 
Tennessee (when his name was called). 
paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILv}. 
Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from: Minnesota [Mr. Netson]}, or I would vote ‘‘ yea.” 
Mr. orn (when his name was called). I announce 
teh with junior Senator from North Carolina {Mr. But- 
« Were he present, I should vote *‘ nay.” 


Iam 





So Mr. Vest’s amendment was rejected. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 
225. Corn meal, 20 cents per bushel of 48 pounds 


Mr. VEST. I move to strike out ‘‘20 cents per bushel of 48 
pounds ” and insert ‘20 per cent ad valorem.” 

The Secretary. In line 23, page 69, after the words ‘‘ corn 
meal” it is proposed to strike out the remainder of paragraph 225 
and insert ‘* 20 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. VEST. his is a small raise over the existing law. I want 
to call attention to the fact that we exported in 186, $654,121 
worth of this product and imported the enormous amount of $287 
worth. But, as a matter of course, the farmer must be protected 
against that a. I shall not call for the yeas and nays 
upon the amendment, but I will ask for a vote upon it. 

Mr. BATE. 1 desire to state in this connection, that 1 for one 
should like to have an opportunity to vote upon the question of 
the duties upon these necessaries of life, these cereals, particularly 
corn and corn meal, etc. I do not believe in imposing any tariff 
upon them. They ought to be free. I should like to have the 
minority members of the committee, if they see proper to do so, 
move to put them on the free list, so that we who feel this way 
can put ourselves upon record properly, and show that we are in 
favor of placing these products upon the free list. 

Mr. VEST. I should vote for the Senator’s motion if he moved 
to put it on the free list, but I am afraid we would be alittle more 
lonesome than we are now. 

Mr. BATE. I think we should try it. 

Mr. VEST. I will stay with the Senator. 

Mr. BATE. I shall be glad to have your company. 

Mr. VEST. But our votes on this side of the Chamber are get- 
ting smaller and smaller. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri {Mr. Vest}. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BACON. I move to insert as a new paragraph: 

2254. Raw cotton, 20 per cent ad valorem 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I am unable to understand why 
the Republican members of the Finance Committee, in their gen- 
eral disposition to give at least equality to some extent in the 
recognition of all agricultural products, should omit one of the 
principal agricultural products of the United States. 

Before I pursue that, though, I want to say something else. I 
am going to return toit, and I hope to have some explanation 
from thé learned and distinguished gentlemen as to why they 
make this discrimination. 

I want to say that I offer the amendment in the utmost good 
faith. I believe that a duty ought to be placed upon all importa- 
tions of raw cotton, and I believe the rate which | have suggested 
in the amendment is a strictly moderate revenue rate. Ido not 
desire to repeat what I have already said to the Senate upon a 
similar question, and therefore I must omit a great deal that is 
apt and pertinent to this particular discussion. 

I recognize the fact that there can be such a thing gs a legiti- 
mate revenue duty, and I recognize the fact that one who opposes 
the principle and the system of protection can legitimately favor 
and support the imposition of a duty which is a revenue duty, 
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Mr. PRITCHARD. Will the Senator frcm Georgia yield to me 
for a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
oes Sie Deteter from Georgia yield to the Senator from North 

arolina? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Does not the Senator think it would bea 
— idea to put a specific rate on cotton as well as on these other 
articles? 

Mr. BACON. 1 do not think so. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, I have offered an amendment fixing the 
rate on cotton at 14 cents a pound, Why not agree on that? 

Mr. BACON. I will state to the Senator from North Carolina 
the reason why I do not think a specific duty is a proper one, 
outside of any question as to whether as a general ee 
specific duties are to be preferred to ad valorem rates. e have 
two distinct kinds of cotton. One is worth twice as much as the 
other—sometimes three times as much as the other. That, I 
think, is a sufficient answer to the suggestion of the learned Sena- 
tor from North Carolina, 

I appreciate. of course, the fact that he favors the imposition of 
a proper tariff duty upon the importation of cotton, and it is 
——, a question of difference between us as to what is the proper 
method of imposing the duty. If it were not for the fact which I 
have mentioned, I would be willing to waive whatever preference 
I might have on the subject of an ad valorem in favor of the 
’ : 7 duty, in order that those who favor a duty might not be 

vided, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What is the price of Egyptian 
cotton as compared with other cotton—the foreign price? 

Mr. BACON. I do not know anything about the foreign price. 
The comparative statement, I think, shows the value of the im- 
ported cotton. 

Mr. MILLS. The imported cotton is 12 cents a pound. 

Mr. BACON. Twelve cents is the average. But the Senator 
will understand that that is not the extreme price. Some of it is 
Me much higher. 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. The principal importation is of 
— cotton, is it not? 
r. BACON. I presume it is. I know it is the principal im- 
pean. but it is not the exclusive. I am not prepared to state 
the Senator the extent of the importation. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator from Georgia will 

rmit me, I will read from the imports. The imports of unmanu- 

tured cotton show that there is asmall amount from Germany; 
# small amount from Russia and the Black Sea country; from 
the United Kingdom 9,530,000, and from Peru 1,661,000 pounds. 
There are small quantities from other countries. From Turkey 
in Africa and Egypt the importations amount to 43,574,000 pounds. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Making in all 55,350,520 pounds, 

Mr. MASON. Those are the importations? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, The importations, 

Mr. McLAURIN. I have here a dispatch from Mexico that 
bears on this point. I should like to give the Senator from Geor- 
gia the benefit of it, and I ask the Secretary to read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested, 

The Secretary read as follows: 


MEXICO SHIPPING COTTON—THE HIGH RATE OF EXCHANGE FAVORS HER 
PRODUCTS. 
Mexico Crry, May 1. 
Mexico is now shipping cotton in certain forms to the United States, thus 
reversing what has heretofore been the rule. This is particularly true of 
cotton waste, which, at present, is being bought in quantities by Amer- 
ican firms. There are seventy cotton fac in the ublic, and the total 
available amount of waste from them per month is about 50,000 pounds, which 
is handled here almost exclusively by one man. He, by the high rate of ex- 


change at t prevailing, is shipping large consignments of this commod- 
ity to the Gnited States - ges 


Two large lots, the first of 400,000 pounds andtthe second of 700,000 pounds, 
have clveniiyy gone forward. \ po 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, as I was proceeding to say, I am 
effering this amendment in the utmost good faith, because I think 
as a Democrat and one who does not believe in the protection prin- 
ciple it is a legitimate duty, and a proper duty, and that its omis- 
sion from the schedule is a violation of the principle enunciated 
in the Democratic platform, which says: 

Such duties to be so adjusted as to operate equally throughout the coun- 

and not Trentente ween class oF section. - 

I want to illustrate, if I do not trespass upon the time of the 
Senate, by what I will admit to be an extreme case, but which will 
prove the rule. Everyone will admit that the imposition of duties 
upoun imports raises price of similar articles in this country, 
and necessarily so. 

Now, su , just for the sake of the illustration, that the tariff 
bill sho fay'a uniform duty of 25 or eee ae 
cle imported this country except one, Can any man bt, 
whether it raises the price to the extent of 25 or 30 per cent or 


not, that it would raise the prices of all these various articles \..;\- 
materially; and can any man doubt that the one single art;.-/, 
which was omitted would be left behind and would not hay. ;;- 
price raised to the same plane and in the same proportion as (), 

others? If that were done, is there not the gravest injustice. ,,; 

side of any protection feature, considering it solely as a reyes), 
measure, confined strictly to revenue duty? Is there any possi\)))- 
ity of denying the proposition that there is a grave injustice to +), 
particular article of produce which is left not included in this |); 
of duties? If it would be true in that extreme case, it is trouc. , 
a different degree, but equally true, when there is a larger num); 
of articles not included in the list upon which duties are imp. s:.|. 

Now, the particular article that we have under consideratio.) js 
one which can derive at best exceedingly small benefit by the way 
of the raising of its prices equally with the prices of other artic}: 
which its producers have toconsume. There is no class of jo. 
ducers in this country upon which there falls with such abs.) 1;) 
dead weight the burden of the tariff as the class that produce «+ 
ton, for the reason that in the main it is impossible for a tariif 
duty to affect the a F in the oy of raising them, and for the 
other reason that there is not a single thing that the cotton plant«-r 
has to use in the production of his crop that he does not have to 
pay a high price upon by reason of the imposition of the tariif. 

very implement that he uses—plows, trace chains, harness—eyery 
imaginable appliance that he has to use in the production of |\\s 
crop is raised in price from 25 to 100 per cent by reason of th. 
tariff; and yet, while he has to pay these extreme prices, he is to be 
left in the lurch. 

Mr. President, before I to ask the distinguished gentle 
men of the majority of this committee the question that [ ho) 
they will answer me, I want to call attention to another fact in 
connection with the question of the of the imposition of 
thisduty. I have not the slightest , and I presume no Senator 
will pretend, that the imposition of this duty would exclude « 
single pound of Egyptian cotton.or cotton from any other country. 
The comparative statement shows that last year there were in- 
ported into this country 55,350,530 pounds of cotton, and that the 
value of it was $6,580,823. The imposition of a tariff of 20 per 
cent ad valorem would yield to the Government over $1,300,000) of 
revenue. Therefore I say this is a legitimate subject for the im- 
position of a revenue duty. 

Mr. FAULKNER. How much would it produce? 

Mr. BACON, It would uce, at 20 cent ad valorem, 
more than $1,300,000 to the Treasury of the United States, if there 
— the same amount of importation in the future that there was 

ast year. 

The uses for imported cotton seem to be constantly growing, 
because the importation constantly grows. In 1887 there were im- 
ported into the United States =e 8,900,000 mds. In 1896—I 
trust the Senators who are in charge of this on the other side 
will notice these figures—there were imported 55,000,000 pounds. 
To be accurate, the age 4 was 3,924,531 pounds in 1887, and in 
1896, 55,350,530 pounds. Therefore there is no reason to apprehend 
that this slight duty would deter the importation of that cotton. 
for which there seems to be this growing and increasing deman1. 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to state to my colleague that I hold in my 
hand a letter addressed to both of us from our State in regard |) 
this matter. It gives the details, and with his permission | will 
send it to the desk and let it be read. 

Mr. BACON. I hope it may be read. 

Without objection, the Secretary 


BLACKSHEAR, GA., June, 1897. 
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Three memorials were presented to the Ways and Means Committe: «f 
Congress, for this duty. One was from a convention of the =a 
of the planters of Georgie and Florida, bala iu Valdosta, Ga, and on‘. 
., and one was 
from a convention of the planters of Florida, held in Gainesville, Pla. Wien 
the matter came up before the Ways and Means Committee, two Republicans 
voted for the duty and two Democrats voted against it. 
We beg to inclose you tables showing the size of the various the past 
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hteen years, the a price of the grade “fine” in Savannah, and t!: 
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double those of last year. 

You will notice that our sea-island cotton is worth only t+ one-half now 
of what it was worth four years ago. If the importations of igyrtion long- 
chaghe sete contenns on a increasing scale (and this is very likely), prices 

still further decline. ‘This means ruin to the planters producing this 
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hardship on those least able to bear additional taxes, for the following rea- 


s. viz: One-half of our of sea-island cotton is used by the spool-thread 
manufacturers, to the consumer is the same in price as when 
the raw material costs from 40 to 50 per cent more, and it is only slightly 
cheaper than when the raw material costs 100 per cent more. The balance of 
this crop is used in @ fine grade of lawns, laces, silks, etc., which the poorer 
clacs of people do not buy. , 

The Ways and Means ttee, not content with refusing to = a duty 
on the impor long-staple cotton, have put a duty on the bagging to 
cover it, alth not asingle yard of this bagging is manufactured in the 
United States. is an additional hardship. 

The rate of freight from Alexandria, Egypt, via direct ship to New Eng- 
land points is momorethan the freight from our ports to New pn points. 
You no doubt well understand that the Egyptian planter will receive his 
bagging free of duty, and that he is enabled to buy, trading as he does with 
free-trade d, many articles of consumption at a very much lower 
priee than our have to pay, trading as they do in the United States. 

It is clearly evident that our planters can not produce sea-island cotton in 
competition with the Egyption without reducing labor to the condition of 
fellah labor of unless ourplanters can buy their supplies as cheap 
as the Egyptian buys his supplies. : 

We token a schedule showing the cost of the bagging used for sea-islund 
cotton for the past 

Respectfully su : 

Yours, very truly. A. P. BANTLEY, President. 

Mr. BACON. I want to call the attention of Senators on this 
side of the Chamber as well as of Senators on the other: side to 
the question as to whether this is a — thing to do according 
to the measure of Le ceed which they themselves haveset up. I 
do not su it will be contended by anybody on either side of 
the Chamber that there is anything peculiar in cotton which makes 
it an improper subject-matter for the imposition of a revenue duty. 
Some might go further; but there is nothing peculiar in the cotton 
itself, or in the who raise it, or in the methods by which it is 
raised which properly exclude it as an article to be included 
in a revenue tariff. If that is true, Mr. President, then whatever 
is recognized as a proper revenue rate for other agricultural prod- 
ucts ought to be accepted as a proper revenue rate for this agricul- 
tural product, unless it can be differentiated in some way. 

Now, what said the Republicans as to other agricultural prod- 
acts? Almost every agricultural product which could be named, 
certainly every important one, was put into the tariff bill by the 
Republicans at a rate of from two to four times as high as that 
which I now for cotton. Therefore the particular rate 
can not be ob ble to Republicans. ; 

What have said the Democrats as to what is the proper rate to 


teen years. 


impose upon the importation of agricultural products? The Wil- 
son law has been brought here as a test in this particular thing, and 
the distinguished Senator on my right [Mr. Vest], the leading 
member of the minority, as I understand, on the Finance Com- 


mittee, himself offers, in behalf of that minority and asthe repre- 
sentative of the party, amendments putting a rate of 20 per cent 
on each one of these agricultural products. Now, l want to know 
by what right and upon what reason the Democrats would say 
that cotton should not enjoy an equal rate of 20 per cent ad 
valorem? So it seems to me that, taking this question by the 
rule of , there ought to be a unanimous vote on each 
side of this Chamber, if we are controlled by the rule which they 
—— have laid down, and that this amendment should be 
opted. 

r. President, I asked the distinguished Senators composing the 
majority of the Finance Committee last week a question which 
they would not answer. I say I asked it. The senior Senator 
from Texas [Mr. Mriis] first asked the question, and they did not 
answer him. I do not know that he put it in the form of a ques- 
tion, but I did, and I called for an answer. It was stated by the 
Senator from Texas that not only in this bill, but in former tariff 
bills controlled by the Re gravcemoed rats they had exempted from 
all duty the which are by the wheat growers in the 
peas of their crops for market and in the bringing of them 

market, and that they put binding twine and the material out 

of which grain sacks are made upon the free list, and at the same 

t cotton bagging upon the free list and 

on the free list. Yet thecotton bagging 

as essential to the cotton grower in the 

La pi} Sapae product for market as binding twine and grain 
are to wer, 


Senators in c¢ of the bill not having 

the statement made by Senator from Texas, I 
the question to them direct; and I asked 
this discrimination was made between the 
growerand the cotton grower. I said tothem that if there 
for it we ought to know it, in order that our 
controlled by that reason; and that if there was 
they ought to say so, in order that the country 
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as a square case of favoritism in favor of one 
1 took my seat I , of course, there 
from the distin: Senators who sat 


there no reply, but there was no 
eng bap for a vote, the 

whether cotton ties should mt on the free list 
placell upon thom, which 


would involve an expense to the cotton planter of the South of 
$900,000 a year at the lowest estimate, taken out of the pockets 
of the cotton planter, 10 cents on every bale of cotton at the 
game time when they were letting the wheat grower have his 
binding twine and his grain sacks free. I say that beine the 
question, the vote was immediately taken without any respense 
from the learned Senators as to why it was that this discrimina- 
tion existed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
Georgia to have a vote now? We shall be very glad to vot 

Mr. BACON. Most undoubtedly, if the Senator is prepared to 
vote with me, and if the pressing of this inquiry has brought the 
Senator to that frame of mind, I am very glad. 

Mr. CHANDLER. We areready to vote with the Senator if he 
will only let us. 

Mr. VEST. Of course the Senators on the other side will vote 
with the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have been absent from the 
Chamber, and have not heard all the argument of the Senator 
from Georgia, but I know what he proposes—a 20 per cent or ad 
valorem duty upon cotton—and I shall vote with him. I can not 
see sound logic in a bill which taxes barley and lets cotton come 
in free. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, I see that there is this logic 
about it, that, instead of tending to increase, it would tend to 
diminish the price of cotton if this duty were put on. 

It seems to me that the Senator from Georgia {| Mr. Bacon] ad- 
mits his whole case away when he says that there would be the 
same number of bales of Egyptian cotton imported after this duty 
is imposed as before. I understand him to make that distinct 
statement; in other words, that the tariff which he proposes would 
not diminish the competition he complains of, now existing be- 
tween Egyptian and American cotton. 

Mr. President, I should feel very kindly disposed to this propo- 
sition if | believed it would tend to increase the price of American 
cotton. The Senator from Georgia is right in the statement that 
the cotton raisers in this country are the most defenseless victims 
of the protective-tariff policy. There is no method by which they 
can be made the beneficiaries of such a system. That is unfortu- 
nately true. They are discriminated against by a tax on their 
bagging and by a tax on their cotton ties. Their product oceu- 
pies that peculiar position in the industrial world that no tariff 
scheme devised by man can enhance its price. 

Now, sir, what is there in this cotton question? There is the 
upland cotton, which has a staple of, say, 1 inch; the sea-island 
cotton, which has a staple of, say, 1.61 inches, and the imported 
Egyptian eptton, which has a staple of about 1.41 inches. The 
Egyptian cotton has a different color from the sea-island cotton 
or the ordinary upland cotton. The Egyptian cotton is of a dark 
color, while the other cotton is white. 

What is the Egyptian cotton imported for? For usein the man- 
ufacture of a certain class of goods, a sort of silk-finished cotton 
goods, or mixed with silk, such as balbriggan, hosiery, and certain 
sorts of yarn and threads. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CHILTON. Yes. 

Mr. MASON. Would not the American cotton take the place 
of the Egyptian cotton? 

Mr. CHILTON. It would not. 

Mr. MASON. Why not? 

Mr. CHILTON. It would not, as I will show you. It can be 
demonstrated that the Egyptian cotton does not interfere with 
the sale of the sea-island cotton. Turn tothe statistics referred 
to by the Senator from Georgia. He tells us that during the last 
half dozen years the importations of Egyptian cotton have 
creased wonderfully. That istrue. But what further does the 
record show? It shows that just in proportion as the American 
consumption of Egyptian cotton has increased, just in that pro- 
portion has the American consumption of sea-island cotton in- 
creased; so that if my friend from Georgia will go into the 
figures, he will find that by this increased importation of Egyptian 
cotton there has been brought about an increased American use 
of sea-island cotton. 

Mr. McLAURIN. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. CHILTON. Certainly. 

Mr: MeLAURIN. There isan upland long-staple cotton, known 
as the Allen long staple, and if the Senator will investigate he 
will find that the importation of Egyptian cotton has driven our 
upland country peop'e ont of the production of that staple. That 
has oceurred in the upper part of South Carolina on account of 
this very importation of Egyptian cotton, which prevents the use 
of the Allen long staple in connection with the sea island and 
upland short staple. 

air. CHILTON. 


W ouldit satisfy the Senator from 


in- 


T will tell you why those planters gave up the 
business of raising the Allen long staple. It was becanse the price 
of this cotton fallen throughout the world, so that those people 
could find a better profit in other lines. 
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I have examined this question, and there is a conclusive answer 
to all this argument in Swen of a tax on cotton. What fixes the 
price of sea-island cotton? What fixes the price of the ordinary 
upland short-staple cotton in the markets of the world? It is the 
Liverpool price. Why is it fixed in Liverpool? It is fixed there 
because the surplus of the American product is sold there. 
The surplus of the American product of sea-island cotton is 
sold in Liverpool just as the surplus of the upland cotton is sold 
there. What effect, therefore, would it have upon the price of 
cotton in the United States to keep Egyptian cotton ont of our 
market and throw itinto the Liverpool market? Would there not 
be just that much more surplus cotton sold in the Liverpool 
market? And it would have exactly the same effect upon the 
price-of cotton in this country as it would when sold in the 
American market. . 
_ If the home consumption of our cotton approached the produc- 
tion, then there might be something in this argument; but as our 
whole surplus of cotton, both of sea-island cotton and of upland 
cotton, is sold in Liverpool, so the price of both kinds of cotton 
is governed by the Liverpool market; and it does not make a bit 
of difference what tariff is put on cotton, we can not raise the 

wriee of it one tittle. It is impossible, in the nature of things, so 
on as the surplus is sold abroad. It is just like your wheat 
tariff, and things of that kind. When the surplus is sold in for- 
eign markets, you can not raise the American price? The price 
of the surplus in the foreign market will fix the American price in 
spite of your tariff. That is the condition of this cotton question. 

I would ask the Senator from Georgia if he does not believe that 
this bill will raise enough revenue without adding this tax to it? 
I do, and therefore to put this tax on Egyptian cotton will sim- 
ply add that much more to the price of the goods made from this 

yptian cotton and sold to American consumers. Either that 
will be the effect or it will drive out from this country the manu- 
facture of those goods, 

This cotton question does not stand like manufactures. It stands 
by itself, or like wheat, as I have said, or somesuch product. The 
surplus is sold abroad, and therefore the price of the surplus fixes 
the price of the domestic crop. You can not raise the price of an 
article by tariff when you raise more of it than your home con- 
sumption. 

That is our condition in this country with regard to sea-island 
cotton as well as upland cotton, and it is impossible to do o— 
thing for these products by means of this tariff bill. The only 
result, as I say, would be to burden the consumer of balbriggans 
and hosiery, and other goods made in this country in mixture with 
our cetton. with an extra price. 

If you place such a burden on manufacturers as to drive the 
industry over to England, then you rather hurt the price of your 
domestic cotton. 

As our cotton is used in mixture with Egyptian cotton to make 
certain classes of goods, and you are fo to buy those 
from England, then the American cotton to be mixed with Egyp- 
tian must be carried across the ocean, there manufactured into 

,and then brought back to this country. In such case some- 

y must pay the transportation charges both ways. Whereas if 

ou leave the manufacture of these bal ns, hosiery, and cer- 

in classes of yarns to thrive in this country, then you increase the 

American consumption of ra upland cotton and your sea-island 

cotton, because they are all mixed together. When you increase 

the American manufacture of these articles, you are saved the 

transportation of upland and sea-island cotton across the ocean 
and back again. 

Mr. President, you can raise revenue—that is undonbted—you 
can raise more revenue by imposing this tax upon cotton; and if 
the Senator from Georgia really believes that we ought to have 
more revenue, then I think he can cast a logical vote for the 
amendment. But if, as the Senator says, there will be just as 
many bales of this cotton imported into this country after you put 
this 20 per cent ra on as there is now, that very fact shows that 
you can not raise the price of our cotton. If the tax raised the 

rice at all, it would be by reducing the competition of the 
Seoeien cotton with the American cotton. How are you going 
to reduce that competition if the same number of bales of 
tian cotton will still be imported? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as a matter of course, this amend- 
ment will be adopted. The Republicans will vote for it because 
it isin the line of high tariff duties, because they have committed 
themselves to larger duties —_ all sorts of agricultural produc 
without regard to the fact of the enormous amount of exports a 
the small amount of imports. It will furnish them with an addi- 
tional argument for disrupting the solid South and producing dis- 
satisfaction there with regard to the Democratic party, a large 
majority of whom, I hope, will op this amendment. 

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] talks about revenue as 
if this Government was impoverished and famished, while we 
have, according to the Monthly Statement this morning, 6136. 
000,000 of surplus money in the Nyensery over and above the gold 


they? raw material, 
and yet we are told now this modern Democracy that the 
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reserve. Where, then, is the necessity for breaking thronc} the 

precedents of the Government and of the Democratic pariy anq 
utting a duty upon cotton which will enhance the price of 1; 


actured cotton goods to the consumer? -derees 
Mr. BACON. The Senator from Texas [Mr. CuILron}, as I un. 
derstand his remarks, denies that proposition. 


Mr. VEST, I care not who denies the proposition; it wil] on. 
hance the price of the manufactured article to the consuimor. 


if it does not, then your whole theory of protection is a ae 

fraud, and an insult to the intelligence of any man wh» must 

listen to it. 
What do you mean by protection? Do you not mean to protect 


the American manufacturer and es! How do you protect 
him? By giving him a larger Pp ce for his product, or e se it js 
ene That is the end of it mathematically, not to say 
ogically. 


y. 
ow, if the Senator from Hy re es abandons every argument of 


the Democratic party against high protection, he must admit what 


I say, that this 20 per cent he proposes upon raw cotton wil! enable 
the manufacturer to add it to the price of his finished product. 
The Senator talks about the Chicago platform. I was a mem. 


ber of the Chicago convention and voted for that platform, but [ 
never would have voted for it if I had thought it could be what 
he says. I understood it to mean that taxation should be equal 
and just, and not sectional, not discriminating in favor of classes 
and monopolies. If I had thought it meant this universal expan- 
sive protection to everything in the country by imposing a tariff 
upon everything, without regard to exportations, without regard 


to importations, without regard to the necessities of the Giovern- 
ment, I would not have touched that platform any more than I 
would touch a rattlesnake when there was no whisky within 100 


miles. [Laughter.] 


But, Mr. President, when it comes to platforms, what would 


my friend from Georgia think of the platforms of the Democratic 


rty, not nebulous and indistinct and liable to misconstruction, 
ut so emphatic and so plain that the wayfaring man, though a 
fool, need not err therein? In 1888 we made a platform unani- 


mously. before the Democratic was divided as it is now in 
regard to these ——_ of tariff and finance, and the very first 


clause of that platform declared for the Mills bill and for free 


lumber. That platform declared that the Mills bill must be en- 


acted s ly, and that its principles were correct. What were 
fee lemon free salt, and free wool; 


Democratic party is not to free raw material, but must 


tax everything in the whole country. 


God help us, Mr. President, if the new evangel is to prevail. 
All my life has been given to an utter misunderstanding of the 
principles and the doctrines of the party to which I belong, if we 


are now to be told that we must put a duty upon raw material— 


upon cotton, upon wool, u salt, and uw lumber. 
Mr. President, I have sioate cuhemtned ted I have given a 


little attention to this tariff ene it has been my duty to do 


so—that while depression and gloom have rested upon the wool 
manufacturers of this country at —— times, the cotton manu- 
facturers have flourished in spite of adversity prevailing every- 
where else. 
I have understood that this has been ially the case with 
the cotton mills of the South during these five or six years of un- 
exampled adversity. I have stood upon this floor as a Southern 
man and boasted of the fact and pointed with pride to the fact 
that the cotton mills of the South were paying regular dividends; 
that they, in spite of the clouds that rested upon the balance of 
the country, were prosperous and bathed in sunshine; and, tomy 
surprise, I hear now from a Southern Senator that cotton is de- 
. and that the cotton raisers of the South are peculiarly 
e people who should have the bounty of the Government. 


I want to make no sectional distinctions here. If I understand 
the oe of my , they apply without sectional division to 
all the people of all country; but I distinctly disavow the truth 


n 

of the statement that the cotton raisers of the South are in any 
worse condition, so far as their products are concerned or the 
burdens placed upon them are concerned, than my constituents 12 
Missouri or the people in the Northwest. 

Sir, if I chose to uce the argument, I could prove mathe- 
matically, it seems to me, that we are in much worse condition 
than the wr of that a who need less clothing, who 
need less food, to whom the nty of nature takes the place of 
artificial methods. In the northern and rigid climates, exposed 
to the snows and blasts of winter, wool is an absolute necessity of 
life, without which comes discomfort, and not only discomfort, 
but disease and death. In the South this is not the case. 

Who proposes to lift the prices of the altural products of 


agric 
the Northwest? Who expects to do it by this false method of 
patting enormous duties upon products none of which come into 
is country and enormous quantities of which go abroad? As 
was said by the Senator from Texas [Mr. Curiton], the price of 
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cotton is fixed in Liv l, and we can not raise it by a tariff tax. 
It is fixed abroad, as the prices of our corn and wheat are fixed 
abroad; and the same arguments apply to the condition of both 
the people in the North and in the South, with the distinction 
that the le of the North need more and must have more to 
meet saoetietes demands of nature. 

Mr. President, in regard to competing cotton from abroad, I 
received a letter—and the Senator from Arkansas doubtless has it 
here—from the Protective Tariff League, the apostles of the high- 
est protective taxes that are possible, asking me to vote for 3 cents 
a pound tax upon cotton, all cotton that comes into this country, 
in order to protect the cotton raisers. They use the specious and 
delusive argument that there were 55,000,000 pounds of cotton that 
came into this country in 1896 and only three million and some odd 
huudred thousand pounds in 1493, and that this was an argument 
for excluding this cotton by a high protective tarifftax. They did 
not for one instant fairly and candidly and honestly state the 
truth, that 43,000,000 pounds of this cotton, out of the 55,000,000 

unds which came into this country, did not compete with the 
American cotton and could not compete with it. 

The same argument which applies to wool applies to cotton. 
We have contended for free wool because we say we can not com- 
pete with the woolen manufacturers of the world unless we have 
certain forms of foreign wool that can not be produced in the 
United States. Soin regard tocotton. I am told by cotton manu- 
facturers, and have the statements in my committee room, that 
this Egyptian cotton is necessary for the rough cotton goods now 
so fashionable in this country and abroad. They can only be 
made with the long-staple cotton, and we have no cotton in the 
United States that is equivalent to the Egyptian cotten for that 
purpose. When mixed with a small quantity of silk, it makes 
a beautiful textile that the fashionable and wealthy intensely 
demand. It does not come in competition with the short staple, 
about which my friend from Georgia is so intensely enthusiastic. 

But we are told that we must put on this duty for the sake of 
revenue, when we have an overflowing Treasury, when the Mc- 
Kinley law, that citadel of protection, did not put any such duty 
upon cotton. There was no contest even in 1894 in the turbulent 
scenes of discussion over the Wilson bill, and there was no dis- 
cussion which involved the question of a tax upon cotton. 

As a Democrat, I have always voted for free cotton, always 
pointed to free cotton as an exemplification of the truth that 
with free raw material the manufacturers of the United States 
could com with those of any country in the world, and now 
from the Senth comes a proposition to break down the precedents 
of our party, to abandon its traditions and its legendary history, 
and to put a duty upon this raw material of cotton, which justi- 
fies a duty upon wool, lumber, salt, and every agricultural prod- 
uct, without regard to exports or imports, and leaves us naked, 
without ar; ent. 

Mr. JO of Arkansas. Mr. President, [am a cotton grower; 
I have lived all my life on a cotton farm, and if any man living 
has a deep _ thy with the struggling thousands who are en- 
gaged in this business I have, but I have too high an opinion of 
these people to fear that they can be imposed on by this movement. 

I was out of the Senate Chamber for a few moments, but there 
are some considerations in connection with this a amend- 
ment which are conclusive with me. I think it is perfectly natural 
that the Republicans should fall in with and accept this amend- 
ment for several reasons. One is that which was mentioned by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. rel @ moment ago, because it 
can be oe as an example of the fact that we have been able 
to say that this was a clear illustration of the practical 
working of things, that cotton was not taxed, that there was no 
necessity for it; and this has given trouble to the other side. They 
would be to be rid of it; they would be anxious to put a tariff 
on cotton for the very same reason they have put a tariff on wheat 
and on corn, not because they believe it will do any good except to 
mislead and deceive those in the country who they think can be 
misled by this sort of chaff and this sort of talk. 

But, Mr. President, in my opinion there is another substantial 
reason why the gentlemen who are advocating these high rates of 

in favor of a tariff on cotton. They know perfectly 

that it will not increase the price of cotton one iota. While 
they make a pretense of protecting American cotton growers, 
ca set will get no benefit from it whatever; that when 

is on cotton and when an en _— Ad asking 
necessary to enable it to make its business 
profitable, this committee, before we get through with the cotton 
schedule, will propose to increase the rates on cotton goods to com- 
for the tax put on the raw material. Where will the 
proceed — it? We will answer that no benefit 
comes to people of this country who raise cotton; 
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just so much above what was necessary for them to have before 
the tariff was put on. They get a substantial benefit in that 
respect. 

The increased tariff will go on because of this. and vet the cot- 
ton will cost them not one cent more than it did before. and instead 
of getting the protection they get now, they will get protection 
increased by whatever this tax amounts to, without any compen- 
sation whatever tothe public. The consumers of cotton goods 
will have to pay an increased price for cotton over and above the 
proposed rates under the pending bill because of this proposed 
tariff, which amounts to nothing and will bring nothing to the 
cotton raisers except additional taxes. Instead of its being some- 
thing for the benefit of the cotton growers, it is an additional bur 

den upon the cotton growers, and they will have to pay for it. 

There are 10,000,000 bales of cotton produced in this country. 
All the high-sounding millions of pounds which gentlemen have 
been talking about on this floor, after all, amount to 100,000 bales. 
What figure will 100,000 bales cut in fixing the price of 10,000,000 
bales? The price of cotton is not fixed, even now, in the m'‘lls of 
New England. The prices are fixed in Liverpool, where two-thirds 
of the American cotton crop goes, and where the prices of cotton 
are fixed. It will make no difference whether 100,000 bales, more 
or less, come from Egypt to New England or go somewhere else. 
The price of American cotton will be fixed in Liverpool, and if 
New England chooses to buy this cotton abroad, which has the 
peculiarities mentioned by the Senator from Missouri for making 
rough fabrics, and for which they say no other kind of cotton can 
be used, and brings that cotton in, and has to pay a tax on it, the 
foreign producer will simply have to lower the price by the amount 
of the tariff the manufacturers have to pay here, because they can 
easily say, ‘‘ If we donot buy this, we can manufacture something 
e'se.”’ So, in my opinion, there will be no increase in cost to the 
New England manufacturer by reason of this tax, but there will 
be, I have not the slightest doubt, before we get through the bill, 
as a compensation, an increased tax on manufactured goods. 

I do not believe the farmers of this country have been satisfied 
by the pretenses that they are being benefited by the taxes on 
wheat and corn. The Senator from Missouri this morning had a 
statement read at the desk which I wish every Senator had listened 
to. It was a clear, strong, forcible statement, showing that these 
people can not be caught with this sort of chaff. The cotton 
growers of the South have as much sense as that class of people 
anywhere else in this country or anywhere else in the world. 
They will see through this pretense. They will see through all 
this stuff about increasing the price of cotton as clearly as anybody 
else. They will not be misled or deceived by an argument so pal- 
pably thin and fallacious as it is. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri 
made the statement that the Egyptian cotton does not come into 
competition with any American cotton. I deny that statement. 
When the Egyptian cotton was first imported into this country, it 
was used as a substitute for long-staple cotton in the making of the 
finer thread. It is now used in the cotton factories for making 
the cotton warps in cheap woolen goods, and to that extent has 
supplanted upland cotton. As I said to the Senator from Texas, 
we produce a grade of long-staple upland cotton, and I defy any- 
body to distinguish between it and the Egyptian cotton. It is 
almost exactly the same grade, but owing to the difference of ex- 
pense in cultivation we have been forced out of the production of 
this cotton by the importation of the Egyptian cotton. I can my- 
self remember plantations where ten years ago there were large 
quantities of the upland long staple grown which have completely 
abandoned its selection in recent years. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I dislike very much to delay the 
Senatein the consideration of thisamendment. Somethings have 
been said here, however, which makes it necessary that I should 
occupy a little of the time of the Senate, and I trust I may be in- 
dulged. 

If positiveness of statement and vehemence of assertion would 
establish a proposition, then the distinguished Senator from Mis- 
souri has correctly established that for which he contends. But 
in this forum I submit that argument is the thing which is to con- 
trol action and that neither I nor any other Senator is to be set 
down by the vehemence and unqualifiedness of assertion of the 
distinguished Senator from Missouri, however long he may have 
been a member of the party, however great an ornament he may 
be to it, however much we may all respect him. 

What is the proposition upon which | base my support of this 
amendment? I base it, first, upon the proposition that the rate of 
duty does not make it a protective duty. I stated that plainly. 
Does the distinguished Senator from Missouri take issue with 
that proposition? I am always very glad to follow the distin- 
guished Senator, and I endeavored to do so to-day. I had in- 
tended to put a higher rate as that which I would suggest to the 
Senate to & imposed upon the importation of cotton. I had sug- 
gested to my distinguished friend on my left [Mr. MiLts] that I 
would put it at 30 per cent; but as I sat here the agricultural 
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schedule was taken up, and the distinguished Senator from Mis- 
souri himself rose in his place, as the representative not only of 
the committee, but of the party, and as agricultural product after 
roduct was named he himself offered as the rate of duty which 
e would recognize as a revenue rate 20 per cent ad valorem. He 
certainly does not regard 20 per cent ad valorem as a protective 
tariff rate. herwise he would not have proposed it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. It is well enough for us to understand each other, 
in order that we may avoid any criticism or adverse argument, 
I stated distinctly to the Senate when the Senator from Tennessee 

Mr. Bate] suggested that we put agricultural products on the 

ee list that I agreed with him, but I said to him in the present 
instance, knowing I would be defeated, I should content myself 
by simply going k to the duties of the Wilson Act. I was 
opposed to them at the time they were put there, in 1894, but a 
majority of my colleagues overruled me. That is all. I do not 
concede that those duties are necessary. I do not think they will 
help any farmer, even those that I propose. Where we export enor- 
mously and import nothing, I would put all these articles on the 

list. 


Mr. BACON. The difference between the honorable Senator 
from Missouri and myself is this: I ask the Senate to impose a 
duty which I earnestly believe is a correct duty, and the Senator 
rises in his place and asks the Senate to impose a duty which he 
himself says he does not believe is a correct duty. That is the 
difference between us. I do not ask this duty because of any 
other fact than that I believe it is a proper duty. 

1 was stating, in order that we may determine this matter by 
reason and not by bald assertion, that the fundamental principle 
upon which I base the application to the Senate to include this 
amendment is that 20 cent ad valorem is not a protective 
ry and the distinguished Senator has not taken issue with that 

t 


Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

ae Bee to ene mg val if he believes seo tax 

y him increase the price o erican cotton ugh- 
a the United States? 

Mr. BACON. I will state to the Senator that I think it will have 
very little or no effect upon the general class of cotton. How much 
effect it will have upon the particular kind of cotton that is im- 
ported, I am not prepared to say. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. 


Will the Senator permit me? 
Mr. BACON. In just one moment. 
Mr. PRITCHARD. I wish to have a statement read. 


Mr. BACON. Let me complete the sentence, and then I will 
yield to the Senator with pleasure. 

Everyone admits—the Senators themselves admit 
it either in direct terms or eee implication—that the 
imposition of the duty will have an upon the price of the 
articles similar to that upon which the duty is imposed and the 
article which will come in competition with that upon which the 
duty is imposed. Therefore it will affect the price of the 1 
staple cotton. How much,I am unable tosay. NowlI yield wi 
pleasure to the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I desire to have read a letter from Mr. 
Wilbur F, Wakeman, secretary of the Protective Tariff League- 
a BACON. I hope the Senator will not stop me to have let. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. It bears upon the amount of cottonimported 
and thecharacter of the importation. I presume the Senator would 
like to have that information. Z 

Mr. BACON. Yes; but I should like to have it introduced at 
some other time. It breaks up the thread‘of my argument. I 
—_ the Senator will excuse me. Howéver, I have no objection 
to its being read. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Isend theletter tothe desk and ask that it 
may be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


THe AMERICAN ProTEcrive Tarirr LEAGUE, 
New York, June 7, 1897. 
DEAR Sir: The phenomenal increase in the im of cotton deserves the 
attention of every legislator. Until recently importations have been 
chiefly of Egyptian cotton, but now u d or staple eotton is also being im- 
pr to a considerable extent. To illustrate, we give the importations for 
fiscal years 1887 and 1896, as follows: 


Imports of cotton. 
Pounds. 
TIE Jcqiciinaberipeins snot ciKepe tote seven secubes bektie ddtmas cedgonbecese 8, O24, 
SEP Sabah aindhadh ditinitisp tn tatnaaan ac ewnnndahitintintincienithaptenanoupns 55, 350, 520 


We 
in the pending tariff measure. 
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Based upon the importations of 1896, a duty of 3 cents a pound wou! | »>; 
duce a revenue of more than one and Se heal million dollars ree — 
tection to the cotton-growing industry. 

Yours, very y, 
WILBUR F. WAKEMAN 


General Secretary 
C. PRITCHARD 


on. J. , 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. CAFFERY. I should like to ask the Senator whet})>» | 
advocates placing wheat, neiey, oats, and these other av, 
tural products on the protected list? 

Mr. BACON. I follow the lead of my distinguished frie), , 
my right in making it 20 per cent ad valorem, which he })j), 
weer and which the Senator from Louisiana voted for. 

. CAFFERY. Very well; but I ask the Senator whet}, },. 
now advocates ee the agricultural products mentioned }\\ \),. 
on the protected list? 

Mr. BACON. I listened to the distinguished Senator fro) \\ jc. 
souri without interrupting him, when had said some thine: 
very decidedly personal to me and when I could have interri)));..) 
him. I listened to the distinguished Senator from Arkansas wt}; 
out interruption. I am endeavoring to reply to them. [ ¢))i); 
my distinguished friend from Lacie have enough to do to 
answer the questions which the Senator from Massachusetts | \{;, 
Hoar] asked him yesterday about a duty on sugar, without st.))- 
Pag rer to interrupt this argument. 

. CAFFERY. The Senator from Georgia has quite as much 
to answer as to lumber. 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. And not only to the Senator from Massac})u- 
setts, but to the Democratic —— in that ee 
—— OFFIC Senator from Georgia has 

e 

Mr. BACON. The difference between thedistinguished Senator 
from Louisiana and myself is very much like the difference })o- 
tween the distinguis Senator from Missouri and myself, ani 
that is, I advocate that which I say I believe, while these distin- 
guished Senators put their support of the particular things which 


I was endeavoring to reply to the tof the Senator from 
i nity. I wanted to present a 
fact. I had stated the proposition which I submitted to the Sen- 
ate, the reasons upon which I base it. I had endeavored 
to clearly before the Senate, and the Senator from 
t earnestness and very 
to either of the things 
It may be that they were 
again to have them consider: 

by the Senate. 


I say the moh pnp ion upon which I base it is that 20 per 
cent ad valorem is not a protective duty, and therefore everything 
which the learned Senators say with reference to the vy of a 
protective tariff has no application to this particular duty. Is 
there an answer to that? can be but one answer to it— 
that is, that it is a protective duty—and yet we have two distin- 
guished Senators, one of them sa that it will raise the price, 
and the Senator from Texas, on hand, saying it will not. 

ae VEST. Isaidit would raise the price of the manufactured 
cotton 

Mr. BACON. The Senator does not think it will raise the 
price of cotton? 

Mr. VEST. I do not think it will. 

Mr. BACON. Then here we have these two distinguish 
Democrats who believe in raising revenue out of goods that (o 
not come in competition with domestic uction, and we have 
the plain fact that $1,300,000 can be out of this duty, and 
yet men ete param Lane ggg pry ny hog that they do not 

elieve it will raise price. If that is the old evangel, it 's 
That is the fret proposition upon which I base it, and which | 

8 Ww , and which 
say has not been answered, that 20 per cent ad valorem is not © 
protective tariff duty, and that therefore nothing which is «:\! 
with reference to a protective duty hasapplication to this parti 
lar amendment. 

The second proposition which I made was that there is nothin 
in the nature of cotton or in the methods by which it is produc! 
or in the locality in which it is produced which makes it an 1- 

article for the imposition of a tariff duty. 

Mr. President, if those two propositions are correct, wher: 's 
the If it is a rate which is recognized as a reven” 
rate and if no reason can be — here why ec 

to rate, where is the heinous- 
me emg ae 


a man is a free trader, then any tariff is an imiqnity. oe 
good; ) 
he is not a free trader, if he believes in a tariff for revenue, there 
is no basis for his argument, because this is within the bounds of 
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a revenue tariff, and noreason is shown why it should be excepted | Mr.GRAY. Suppose that by prohibition or the reduction of 
from it. imports the revenue should be incousiderable? 

Mr. President, the learned Senator from Missouri talks about a Mr. BACON. Ifthe effect of the imposition of the tariff is to 
new evangel. What is the new evangel? If it is anywhere, it is | prohibit, practically, the introduction of cotton, | should not be in 
in the platform which he says he himself assisted in making. favor of that high tariff, because | am not in favor of a prohibit- 

Mr. T. It is in the new interpretation. ory tariff on anything. That is the answer to the question. 

Mr. BACON. I do not put any inte tation upon it. I let Mr. GRAY. The Senator is in favor, if I understand him 
the language speak for itself. I will read it. I ask the Senate if | aright 
this language from the Chicago platform needs any interpreta- Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President—— 





tion? Mr. BACON. One at a time. 
We hold that the tariff duties should be levied for the purposes of revenue, Mr. GRA Y. Ishall not interrupt the Senator from Georgia if 
such duties— : , | he intimates to me that he prefers not to be interrupted. 
They are talking about nothing but duties— Mr. BACON. I have not the slightest objection. 
as to operate equally throughout the country and not dis- Mr. GRAY. I do not believe in breaking in on a speech. 
eae tween class or section. : Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I should like 


I say that is plain; it does not need any interpretation, and yet The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware is 
as the Senator seems to think two constructions can | Speaking. : 
be put upon t, it is proper to examine the construction. What is Mr. MASON. I simply ask for order, so that we may enjoy 
the object of the convention when it says that tariff duties shall | this family jar. , 
be so levied that they shall operate equally thronghout the coun- Mr. GRAY. I understood the Senator from Georvria to say 
try, unless, forsooth, the convention had in mnind the fact that in that he is for a tariff for revenue, and that on the principle of a 
the the tariff laws had not been so framed as to operate | tariff for revenue he advocated this tax. Now, the question, which 
equally throughout the country; unless they had in view the notori- I do not think he has exactly answered—— 
ous, well-recognized fact that for a generation the tariff has been Mr. BACON. I desire to say to the Senator that I am not in 
so framed that a particular class of industries has enjoyed all its favor of a tariff for revenue only. Iam opposed to any tariff that 
a particular section of the country has been the one in | has not for its primary purpose the raising of revenue. 
which those particular industries have been most found, and that Mr. GRAY. Does not the Senator thmk that is Democratic 
therefore it has eee in the past to the benefit of class and to | doctrine? 





the of section? What else could they have meant? How Mr. BACON. But I am not one of those who object to a tariff 
did they propose to remedy it? They proposed to remedy it, if lan- | by reason of the fact that somebody is going to get a benefit from 
guage means g, by recognizing the fact that so far as an | !t- I only object to a tariff so far as it 1s an injury and a burden. 
article comes the legitimate range of a revenue duty it} Mr.GRAY. Does not the Senator think that a tariff for reve- 


shall be included in a revenue tariff. What else could it mean? | nue only is good Democratic doctrine? 

Do we not stultify ourselves when we seek to say that it means| Mr. BACON. I do not think—— 

— else? | Mr.GRAY. The Georgia Democratic convention declared for 
. President, that is all there is in the new evangel, that the | 2 tariff for revenne only. : 

country still an a tariff for revenue purposes; but, recog- | Mr. BACON. They followed the national platform which was 
izing the fact that wherever a revenue duty is laid it affects the adopted before that. I take the platform as it now exists. 


nizin 
price of the particular article upon which it is laid, recognizing Mr. GRAY. I have the Georgia platform before me, and it 
the fact there is an injustice in raising the price of one class | declares for revenue only. 
of articles and lea’ the other class unraised, the platform seeks Mr. BACON. We were loyal to the party and we adopted the 
to establish the le and to inaugurate the plan by which | platform just as the national convention of 1492 had adopted it, 
there shall be a more general inclusion in a tariff bill than there | but the platform of 1596 does not say that, and | am one of those 
has been of all articles upon which, legitimately, reve- | Who stand upon the platform adopted at Chicago and agree to 
nue can be raised. What other inte tation can be put upon | every line and every letter of it, and until it has been reversed by 
it? Istand here and present an article which, according to the | another national Democratic convention | am bound by it. 
[arene = the Senators’ desks, is one where a revenue duty of | Mr.GRAY. Then I understand the Senator from Georgia to say 
will place | 





im the Treasury over $1,300,000. that a tariff for revenue only is not Democratic doctrine to-day? 

Mir, President! I deny that there is any new evangel in this mat- Mr. BACON. I mean to say that a tariff for revenue is Demo- 
ter, so far as principle is concerned. the contrary, I say it is | cratic doctrine. : 

a recognition of the great fundamental principle of the Demo-| Mr. GRAY. I said “for revenue only.” 

cratic party as expounded by Jefferson, that the guiding star of Mr, BACON. If the Senator means by the term ‘‘for revenue 
the Government in its administration is that there shall be perfect only” that in framing a tariff bill the Congress of the United 
ea burden and benefit, and I say that it is an impossi- | States should have exclusive regard to the question how much 

ity there shall be an equality either of burden or benefit 


money it will raise, and should utterly ignore the question 


so long as one class of industries and one class of products have | whether it does justice or injustice to any particular section or 
whatever benefit there may be in a tariff law and another class of | any particular class or any particular person, then I say it is not 
industries and another class of products have no such benefit, | Democratic. ; 

in there should be only a tariff for| Mr.GRAY. All right. 
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that you are doing that Mr. BACON. I say the Democratic doctrine is that primarily 


| 
: 


which gentlemen and whi condemn, to wit, the taking of | the object of a tariff is to raise revenne. I say that must be the 
one the benefit of another. great object, that without the necessity for revenue there should 
ask the Senator from Georgia a question? be no tariff; but as we have to raise revenue, when we raise it we 


3 undoubtedly. ought to haveregard for the needs, the necessities. and the advan- 
the imposition of this tax should result largely | tages and disadvantages of different classes and different sections, 
introduction of ian or foreign cotton, the | 80 as to carry out the balance of the platform adopted at Chicago, 
object will be secured, does he not? to which I owe allegiance— 
? So adjusted as to operate equally throughout the country, and not dis- 
tax results in prohibiting in whole criminate between class or section. 

Egyptian or foreign cotton, Mr.GRAY. Mr. President—— 
object had been attained? Mr. BACON. So, if the learned Senator will permit me long 
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Mr. BACON. No, sir; I would not; but I would be glad if the | enough to say it—— 
Senator, when he speaks of my object, would specify which par-| Mr. GRAY. I shall not interrupt the Senator.if he objects. 
ticular object he means. He may have one idea and I another. Mr. BACON. I do not object to the interruption if the Sena- 
Mr. GRAY. Would he be content with the tax then? tor will merely permit me to complete a sentence. 
Mr. BACON. No; 1 would not. Mr. GRAY. I myself submit so freely to interruptions that 
Mr. GRAY. The Senator would not? perhaps I trespass upon others. 
Mr. BACON. No, sir. | Mr. BACON. lam perfectly willing, and I think the Senator 
Mr. GRAY. If it should result in reducing the importation of | knows by experience that I do not object to interruptions 
or foreign cotton, then he would not be in favor of re- Mr. GRAY. I think I do, and I think the Senator is right 
the tax, for then it would not be a revenue tax. | about it. 
«Me . The Senator goes a little too far when he says| Mr. BACON. TheSenator has so interrupted me that I am not 
if you succeed in reducing it.” That depends upon how much | sure that I am continuous in my expression. The Democratic 
the reduction is. If it were , I should eth doctrine and that u which I stand, not only as a loyal Demo- 
Mr. GRAY. Suppose it substantially reduce the reve- | crat, but which I believe as a man, is this: That a tariff should 
nue? : be a tariff for revenue; that that should be the prime purpose and 
Mr. BACON. There is no revenue now. object, but that in the levying of that tariff, keeping that primary 
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object always in view, there still ought to be a reference to the 
question of equality of burden and equality of benefit growing 
out of it; and that in the sense that the expression “tariff for 
revenue only” means that it shall ignore everything else but the 
question of the amount, that it shall be indifferent to equality and 
— between sections and classes, it isnot Democratic, and never 
1as been so declared but once, and was repudiated by the party as 
soon as we had a lick at it. 

Mr. GRAY. I will not interrupt the Senator again if he will 
allow me just there to say a word. 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. If I understand the Senator then, being in favor 
of this tax because it is essentially a revenue tax, as he supposes, 
if it should result by its prohibitive effect in not producing suffi- 
cient revenue, he will not be in favor of it? 

Mr. BACON. I would certainly not be in favor of it if it had 
the effect to prohibit importations. 

As these Senators are so persistent upon that question, I want to 
see whether they are in favor of protection or not. I think that 
the very worst form of protection, the very rankest and most 
olfensive and -w form of protection that can be devised, is 
a tariff law which” ‘upon certain classes of products a tariff, 
and thus increases to te consumer the price of those articles, and 
at the same time says #0 the producers of another class of prod- 
ucts,‘ You shall not have your property raised correspondingly, 
but the man that we have y benefited shall have the further 
benefit of getting your property at less than he would have had 
it if he was put on the same plane as yourself.” 

Now, let us see how that works. I want to see whether the 
istinguished Senators who take issue with me on this question 
for equality or whether they hold to the purpose of protecting 
ustries. any lar article that enters into 
of ture, in the raising of cotton, for instance. 
Man who makes plows. You upon the im- 
of plows of a certain kind to use, 
manufacturer gets plows 
















= ' cae ye ria 

Saree nd there be an equ . Butwhen you 
say, ‘ We will ison the tibwe aed aieielll deny it to the saan 
who has to use the plows as to his product,” you are taking from 
that man who makes cotton his product at a less price and you 
are gi the benefit of that reduced price to the other man who 
makes . Are you not in that way benefiting the one to 
the loss of the other? 

Senators grow eloquent on the subject of lumber and say that 
lumber is manufactured into furniture and the man who manu- 
furniture has to use lumber. You have a tariff on 
_ The price of that furniture is raised by reason of the 

meee lumber has to buy the furniture, but 
say to him, ‘‘ You shall have no tariff upon your lumber.” If 
ere was a tariff on lumber, the price would be raised, and he 










would have a correspondi elevation of prices. But you say to 
him that the man as the furniture, in whose favor the 


Senator from Daewere aa so eloquent, shall have the lumber 
of the man at a less } than he would have had it if the law 
dealt: witheach one. Is not that protection? Is it not the 
worst of protection, because there is no possibility of excuse 
of any revenne feature in it? - 

Mr, President, I will not detain the Senate. I desire to say, 
however, as we have been talking about platforms, that you may 
look the Democratic platforms for the last forty years, 
further back than that, to the od the Senator from Missouri 
himself referred to, and you will find that while here and there 
there are extrgme expressions, through them all has run that 
—s of the t fundamental Democratic doctrine of 
equality, and while all have held that the principle that tariff for 
revenue is the guiding star, that it should never be lost sight of, 
at the same time they have held that it is ee in the framing 
of a tariff bill to have r to the question o gf rege between 
different occupations and different industries, so that there might 
be no injustice to the one at the expense of the other. 

Mr. President, if Senators are free traders, then their argument 
is good. If they are free traders, then it is right to op every 
feature in a tariff bill. If they are not free traders, if they recog- 
nize that there should be a tariff, if they recognize that the Gov- 
ernment can not be supported properly in any other way than 
a tariff, if they are opposed to inaugurating direct taxation an 
wish to adhere to the collection of revenues, in the main, upon 
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imports, then it is not a question whether every tariff rate j. 
necessarily unjust, but it is a question as to whether a partie y!,; 
article has too high a rate of duty put upon it or whether from 
any particular reason it should be excepted from the genera! ri,\o 
which would put upon all imports equality of tariff, at leas} 
approximately. 

r. President, as I said the other day, the great defect in the 
protective-tariff system is the impossibility of equality in its op. 
eration, The great defect in it is that it does not benefit all men 
alike, and that consequently burdens are placed out of which 
result greater benefits to some than to others. But that is an 
inseparable and unavoidable characteristic of a tariff so lony as we 
have no uniformity of tariffs. So long as that is necessary, the 
highest obligation to my mind is the obligation to see to it that 
tariffs are as near as possible equal. 

Now, Mr. President, only a single word more and I have done. 
Certainly I had no expectation of occupying the time of the Sen- 
ate. Senators have time and again spoken of the fact that my 
State is interested in oe ee articles upon which [ adyo- 
cated duties,. Is that a g argument? If I advocate any duty 
which is not right in itself, then that of itself is a sufficient argu- 
ment against it; but if the argument that it will affect some in- 
dustry in my State is pressed, I say that of itself is not a good 
argument. I am free to say, and I do not hesitate to say. that 
while I will not abandon the view which I hold as to the impro- 
priety of a protective tariff, Iam not indifferent to the fact that 
my people will be injured or benefited according as this tariff bil] 
is equal or unequal in its operations. 

Ipropose, so far as I am able, not to do that which is improper, 
not to seek to get that which ought not to be granted because 
somebody else may succeed in getting it. Ihave no patience with 
any such doctrine as that. But I do say that so far as I am able, 
recognizing the propriety of a tariff duty, of a tariff for revenue, 
I do propose to see to it, so far as I am able, that the industries in 
my part of the country shall be placed upon an equality with those 
in other parts of the country. 

Mr. President, if 1 may quote from the Bible, there is an ex- 
pression in it somewhere substantially to the effect that the man 
who will not provide for his own, specially for those of his 
a house, is pecs an infidel; oe so far as I am able, with- 
out going outside e lines which I recognize as proper, so far 
as 1am able within legitimate limits in what I consider to be 
revenue duties, I pro to see that the industries in my State 
have the same impositions that are made upon the products of 


other States. 
Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I regret that I do not nnder- 
stand a good deal of the that is being used in the debate. 


Consequently I do not enjoy the debate on the tariff question as 
much as I ise would. For example, when I hear some talk- 
ing about a tariff for revenue andothers talking about a tariff for 
haps ~ Lam very much confused by those two names for tariff. 

do not knew why a tariff should have those two names, as if 
there were any difference in a tariff. I am for a tariff for protec- 
tion, and I am for a tarifffor revenue. Any tariff whatever upon 
any article will have a tendency to some extent to enhance its 
price, because the imported article must pay for coming in. It 

as that tendency because it keeps out the imported article. The 
only tariff for revenue which would not have that tendency would 
be a tariff on articles not produced in this country. That is the 
only real revenue tariff in any just sense. 

The only item in a revenue tariff that I have heard suggested 
for a good many years, ever since the war tariff was first modified, 
is the one brought in by the Committee on Finance to put a duty 
on tea. That is purely a revenue tariff. The amendment of the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], which I believe is a good 
amendment and for a good purpose, is purely a protective tariff as 
well. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLavris] gets up 
and says that is not true; that there is nothing in this country to 
protect by your tariff, because cotton is taking the place 
of the long-staple cotton in the of his part of the country; 
that they have been driven out of the business in a vast region. 
Twenty per cent ad valorem is proposed. The rate ought to be 
more; it ought to be 2 or 3 centsa pound. Butif you make any 
charge upon the importation, it make the tian cotton 
more expensive, and if the rate is sufficient the farmers in |is 
State who raised ose island cotton will be enabled to go 


into the business again. It will have that tendency. It will have 
a protective tendency. It may not be stion, but 


sufficient 
anything that out fi tion has a tendency to 
P tect American industry. It may not be adequate protection, 
ut you can not raise revenue at all without shutting out foreign 
com 
home industries. 
tariff and what is a rev- 


tion to the extent of that revenue. . That is the fact. It 
raises the price of what they have to pay to bring it in, and con- 
uen 
meg this about what is a 
enue tariff is Greek to me. I do not understend it. I+ is confus- 


ing. For example, suppose you put a duty of 10 cents a pound on 
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an article, and the article is worth $10 a pound in the market. 
You say that rate is so reasonable that it would be only a revenue 
tariff. But sw there should be some new device invented 
whereby it could be produced for 10 cents a pound in the foreign 
market, then the rate would be 100 per cent ad valorem and it 
would be prohibi . It would be protection, but it would be a 
prohibitory tariff. re is no such thing as a revenue tariff on 
an article —< in this country that is not protective in its 
nature, and there is no such thing as a protective tariff not abso- 
jutely prohibitory which is not a revenue tariff. 
Ican understand people when they say they are opposed toa 
hibitory tariff. I am opposed to a prohibitory tariff. I am in 
eon of a protective-revenue tariff. I can understand that very 
well. But in order that a revenue tariff shall not be protective, it 
must be put upon things not raised in this country or it must be so 
high as to be absolutely prohibitive, so that it will produce no rev- 


ue. 

All this talk about revenue and protection and about a change 
of a half cent or some little change to bring it into one classifica- 
tion and then into another is too retined for me. We hear Sena- 
tors talking about those things for hours and hours. I can not 
make those classifications. Theyconfuse me. Please talk insome 
language that Ican understand. I have been thinking about this 
matter for thirty years, and you have a new language here that 
I do not understand. I hear Senators talking about the slightest 
change, but it is the difference between tweedledum and tweedle- 
dee. Yet they say one rate will make it protective and the other 
rate will make it a revenue tariff. 

Now, that is my view. I believein a good many things that the 
Senator from Georgia said. He said he desires to equalize the 
tariff as far as in human skill it can be done, and that when a man 
has to pay a higher price for what he buys he would compensate 
him if he could by giving him a higher price for what he has to 
sell; that he would protect all alike. Thatis the kind of a tariff 
that Iaminfavor of. We allagree that we shall have a protective 
tariff. There are no free traders inthe country. The Wilson Act 
has not a free-trade clause in it. There are no prohibitory duties 
absolutely in it; but that is not free trade. There is no article 
taxed that I know of in that act but what is produced in this coun- 
try. It is a protective law, as is every law that has been passed. 
Its principle is protection from beginning to end, and nothin 
else. Every tariff bill that the Democratic party has ever pas: 
has been a protective bill absolutely. 

The Democratic party is as thoroughly committed to protection 
as the Republican party. There is no difference, so far as the 
principle is concerned, if you look at the acts. Bring me the acts 

by either y,and I will show you that they are built 

— the same _— of protection precisely; that there is no 

in principle upon which they are built. The only 

question is as to the legislative acts, and these agree. I do not 

care for your platforms, what you have said in the vague planks 

of your orms that had no meaning at all, that nobody could 

in ; but in your legislative acts both parties have been from 

time orial protective parties, and theonly question was how 
to levy that protection so it would be fair. 

The Senator from Georgia is acting right when he says that he 
will try to look out for hisown constituents. Thatis the only means 
by which a fair protective tariff can be levied. What do we have 

tatives different sections for except to represent the 

of our constituents? A Senator near me suggests that 

are also here to offices for our friends. That is not true, 

because only part of us ever have achance to dothat. The offices 

are always monopolized by one side or the other. We are all here 

to see to the various interests in our parts of the country, to enact 
laws to protect them equally and live under equal laws. 

When a gentleman from one section of the country says that an 
article is raw material and it is raised in his section, and although 

have labored to produce it, there is no duty on it at all; 
he will have no protection; that the laboring men in his State 


a5 


in 
although his people labor in the fields to produce it, they shall 
labor in tion with the Asiatics, he says that those who live 
manufacturing shall buy in the free-trade 
State or in Asia or elsewhere, and sell in a 
protected market, and that his constituents, after having sold in 
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to it that everything that comes to New England shall come as 
raw material, and that everything New England sellsis acompleted 
product to be sold in a protected market. 
country should look to its own interests as New England does. 


Every section of the 


We would then have the thing distributed, and the tariff would 
not be so unequal and unfair, and.there would not be so much 


agitation. 


Equality, as the Senator from Georgia says, is what we are seek- 


ing for, and Iam glad to see a representative from Georgia and 
the South—and there are several of them—crying out for this 


principle of equality, because we are going to havea protective 
tariff under any Administration, and it is the duty of the South to 
get her share, and of the West todo the same. Then there will 
be less complaint. 

Here is the place to carry that contest on. It is honorable for 
each section and for the Senators from each section, representing 
the rights of their constituents, to see that that is accomplished: 
and that being done, the tariff may be equalized and so modified 
that it will not create such inequalities as to destroy the party 
responsible for it. 

very tariff has brought disaster to the party which has framed 
it on account of its inequalities. It is almost impossible for any 
party to go before the country successfully after having passed a 
tariff bill because of the glaring inconsistencies which will be 
pointed out in it. People living out in my section of the country 
will say, ‘“‘ Why has not our labor in the production of a certain 
article as much right to protection as the labor of the people in 
New England? We are out in the field; we are herding our 
sheep; we are cutting hay to feed the sheep; we are shearing 
them; we are working all the time "—it requires a great deal of 
work to produce wool—‘ and we are competing with Asia, with 
South America and Mexico, where the laborers are paid starva- 
tion wages. Whyshould not we be protected as well as the woolen 
manufacturers?” 

As toevery article there will be dissatisfaction, and no tariff law 
will stand the glaring inequalities which will creep into it if the 
theory of free raw material is indulged in for a moment, because 
every man regards everything as raw material which comes to his 
shop to be manufactured, and everything which he produces is a 
completed article so far as he is concerned, and he wants a tariff 
on that. Wemust recognize the fundamental princip!e that noth- 
ing is raw material upon which labor has been bestowed. If we 
are to protect labor, I hope we shall recognize the fact that all 
labor is equally entitled to protection, and that all tariff, by what- 
ever name, upon articles produced in this country is protective, 
and the name will not change it; it will only confuse matters and 
lead to further agitation. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. 
STEWART], in my opinion, has correctly characterized the position 
of the Senator from Georgia {[Mr. Bacon] in his application or 
demand for a tariff upon cotton. He states that this tariff is 
bound to be protective, that the idea of revenue is incidental, the 
idea of protection is paramount. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator hold the same view with refer- 
ence to the tariff on sugar? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I would gladly answer the Senator from 
Georgia, but on two occasions he has declined to answer my ques- 
tions, and I decline peremptorily to yield to him. 

Mr. BACON. Well. sir-— 

Mr. CAFFERY. . I do not want to be interrupted. 

Mr. BACON. I accept that status as between us with pleasure. 

Mr, CAFFERY. You made the status yourself, and you must 
lie on your own bed. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. 
endeavor to bear up under. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I hope you will have the patience and forti- 
tude to stand it. I amsure it will not disturb my equanimity one 
particle. 

Mr. President, the proposition that is laid down by the Senator 
from Georgia is that the statement of the Senator from Missouri 
{Mr. Vest] in regard to the tariff on raw materials, or his inter- 

retation of the tariff in a particular instance, was based upon a 

ld assertion, and that assertions never made arguments, and 
that he would proceed to argue the question; and forthwith he 
made as bald a statement to predicate his argument upon, with- 
out any support of reason or fact to back it; and the statement 
was that a 20 per cent ad valorem tariff was not protective. This 
statement was made broadly. It did not stop at the tariff of 20 
per cent that he asked upon cotton, but he made the bald, general 
statement that a 20 per cent ad valorem tariff was not protective. 
Mr. President, these invectives, these disclaimers against unsup- 

rted, bald statements seem to come home to the Senator from 
Georgia with great force. 

Why is not a 20 per cent ad valorem tariff under certain condi- 
tions absolutely protective, and sometimes prohibitive? It clearly 
depends upon the margin of difference as between the value of the 
home article and the foreign article imported, that is all; and a 


That is a deprivation which I shall 
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tariff of 20 per cent ad valorem in certain cases would not only 
work high protection, but in other cases would work prohibition. 

Another statement made by the Senator from Georgia is that 
the tariff copes by him would not raise the price of cotton; 
that the tariff of 20 per cent would have no effect of raising the 
price of domestic cotton. 

Again, the Senator states that he is in favor of laying a tariff 
all along the line upon any article that will produce revenue, with- 
out any sort of ae to the Treasury itself. Therefore, when 
this proposed bill, according to the statement of the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRIcH], would produce a surplus of 
$50,000,000, he proposes to pick out something else, pick out cot- 
ton, to swell this $50,000,000 with an additional million or so of 
dollars. Is that Democratic argument or any other sort of argu- 
ment? Are tariffs to be raised simply for the pu of swelling 
the volume of money in the Treasury? That isthe bald proposition 
made that, notwithstanding all the money that is now in the 
Treasury and that is proposed to be placed in the Treasury, you 
must still increase the taxation upon the people in order to follow 
out this theory that taxes must be laid all along the line upon any 
and every article that will produce the slightest amount of revenue. 

Mr. McLAURIN. MayI be allowed to ask the Senator from 
Louisiana a question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Louisiana 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Would the Senator be willing to make a 
little reduction of the duty on sugar and place a little on cotton, 
adjusting it between the two articles in such a way as not to 
increase the revenue? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I see that the bad precedent set by my friend 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] in his various at- 
tempts to put me in a hole on s are being followed by my 
colleagues on this side. [Laughter. 

Mr. HOAR. Some other Senators seem to have got into a hole 


also. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator from Massachusetts crawls out 
of his little casemate once in a while, and now he pokes out his 
head and asks if there is not somebody else in a hole. Now, Mr. 
President, I will say that I favor a tariff upon sugar not because 
T live in a sugar State. While I am not the most unselfish human 
being in the world, and claim no right to any immaculate purity in 
any direction, I believe that I favor a tariff on sugar solely upon ac- 
count of its eevee pear qualities, and I would be perfectly 
willing to lower the tariff upon sugar in any line that would bene- 
fit the public, but not place it on cotton, use I believe 
that would be harmful to the public, would be harmful to the 
ae ens and of no good whatever to the cotton growers of 

er ° . 

While the Senator from Georgia, with very great vehemence 
and no inconsiderable amount of ingenuity and ability, disclaims 
any idea of protection, he wound up his urse and argument 
by a quotation, as he said, substantially from the Scriptures, to 
this effect, that a man who will not take care of his own house- 
hold is worse than an infidel. So, however much the Senator 
may claim he is not for protection, his Scriptural quotation erf- 
tirely negatives his statement. He has care of his house- 
hold, and that is what he is after. He is for a tariff upon cotton, 
because he thinks it will do some good somewhere. With an over- 
flowing Treasury we do not want the —- but it is merely for 
the pu of taking care of the ld gods of the Senator 
from ia that demands ‘that the Senate of the United 
States adopt this amendment. 

The argument of the Senator from Missouri is entirely conclu- 
sive; the admission of the Senator from Georgia is to the same 
effect, that a tariff upon cotton will not raise the price of domes- 
tic cotton, but it will disturb and hurt thé domestic manufacturer, 
it will prevent him, if this tariff should sous tobe rohibitory, 
or if it should work so that the tian co would not be im- 

rted and the manufacture of cotton into cloth should be 
Constant or largely take place in England or some other forei 
country—in that event, the American manufacturer would be 
turbed and hurt without any a whatever to anybody, 

IT am not one of those who think there is any antagonism be- 
tween one business in the United States and another when con- 
ducted w legitimate a. I believe that the tariff has 
been piled upon manufactured articles in the country unnecessa- 

. The tariff upon domestic manufactures had a the 
wing out of the war of 1812; and the hard- 

est thing in the world is to remedy asettled evil; the hardest thing 
in the world is to take the protective hand off of the throat of the 
country when once it is placed there, There never has been, in 
my opinion, any necessity for the of a tariff upon the do- 
n.anufactures of cotton in oe otection. Our 
natural advantages, our possession of the product 
in cotton, the ingenuity, the genius of our 
opinion, always been enough protection for cotton manufac- 


turer. But this businesshas grown up under the guise, und.- ;) 
shelter of protection; and when once a business ee - d 
built up, protected and sustained by a tariff, then the levis)... 
in removing that tariff, must proceed with due caution an ..,,’ 
—— to those nae ns a iene 
e Democratic party, p 1, was rapidly taking st. 

the direction of free trade. It has been asserted tn this Char 
that there was no free trade in it. When a Democrat plants |, 
self upon a tariff for revenue only, he comes as near to }e\)_ ; 
free trader as the Constitution of the United States will per; 
and that is the sort of a DemocratIlam. Free trade has no ;., 
rors for me—not one particle—and I believe that when the 1, \,). 
ufacturing interests of this country develop into larger and y1...;..- 
Se ge we than they now have, the enlightened self-inter:.) .; 

ew England itself will take the initiative step in the dir), 
of free trade in cotton and other manufactures. Under pr 
conditions the tariff must rest upon imported articles. In pli... 
@ tariff upon im articles itis essential, in order to fo)|.\ 
out the creed Democracy, announced in every conventioy,. |), 
every platform of the party, if not ressly, by necessary ))n- 
pear that the tariff should be upon articles which pro- 

uce most revenue with the least burden to the people. 

The primary object is that the money by the tax upon 
consumption should go into the Federal coffers. It is not {ho 
purpose of the Democracy, I understand, to build up prote tid 
interests in any direction, in any form, and you inevitably (i. s) 
when you place a tariff upon raw material. That tariff is bound 
to be recouped in the manufactured product, and that tar if, 
therefore, does not go entirely, or nearly so, as it should, into the 
Federal Treasury, ee in cases of domestic manufactures 
which nearly supply domestic demand, for the ratio then of 
the receipt into Treasury is very small in —_—e to the 
receipts into the pockets of the protected interes 

Sir, I have been attempted to be twitted aboutsugar. It appears 
that certain Senators can not understand how a Democrat can be 
born and reared in the a’ of protection and yet be true 
to his principles. They do seem to understand that becaus» 
there is an interest, a small interest in sugar, an infinitesimal 
interest almost, compared with the o- volume of the consump.- 
tion of sugar in the United States, therefore, a man can be lifted 
out of a narrow, selfish condition and stand forth an honest and 
patriotic Democrat. 

It is not because me is raised in my section of the country 
that I am a Democrat; itis because I believe in the truth-grouni::! 
Se of the Democratic and their broad and compre- 

nsive humanity. I believe any other principle of taxation 
than the Democratic principle of taxation bears with a heavy hai’ 


18 


>in 


mn 


upon the toiling masses of the le. I believe that this tariff 
for protection is the remnant of monopoly of privileges of the 
Middle ! I believe that it gives the t to the protected 
man to his hands in the pocket of labor; and that, in my 


opinion, is diametricall canner principle of the Demo- 
cratic i. Eual ig to all, stielleges to none,” 
is the the immortal of the Democratic party; 
and can you ome with that declaration when, by an imposition 
of protective tariffs, you build u ists and privileged 
classes, legalized to rob and cantar the le? That, in my 
inion, is the tendency of Hen emer reg , and I believe that 
doom of that idea is at to-day. I believe the handwrit- 
is on the wall. 

the Senator from Rhode Island got up and confessed th» 
failure of protection, it occurred to me that he had a forecast 0! 
the doom to come of his ve He had to borrow 
the Democratic revenue in order to eke out a sur)!" 
necessary to uphold credit of the nation; he had to go to th 
een he had to go to beer, and also tea—to ps" 
tariff beer, to be retained until that blessei tm» 
can with them, 
the or incom aeecy - 
a tariff based upon protective principles to meet what the Repu!- 

lican deems a public exigency. 

Pro is a failure, in the words of its apostle; it has pass’! 
out. The United Statesis reaching abroad for the markets of ) 
world. No longer are we an agricultural exclusively. 0! 
indies an manele font now far ied 2 

’ A now ni ptates 
the of itself. 

Mr. us buy our ships where we can. Take dow” 
the barriers, lower the and our will plow the seas, an! 
the proceeds of our manufactures will be in every market of th: 


wor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
preponed iy tise Bonster. Some Seeeee Dee Bacon}. 
4 . On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 


to call the roll. 
Mr. CLAY (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 











1897. 


junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopae], but I transfer 

that pair tothe senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] and 
ote “yea.” 

. Mr. iORMAN (when his name was called). 

the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye}. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Danie}. 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). On this vote Iam 

sired with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopacr}. 
Pao not know how he would vote, but if he were present, [should 
ote “nay.” 
e Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). 1am paired with 
the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. Ma.LLory]. 

Mr. ROACH (when his name was called). [ am paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. If he were present, I should 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 
and voting, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were present, I 
should yote “ yea.” Ido not know how he would vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CHANDLER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
inquire if the senior Senator from New York [Mr. Murpny] has 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
with that Senator. 

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—42. 


I am paired with 


Iam paired 


I am paired 


I am paired with 
If he were present 


Allen, Elkins, McEnery, Quay. 
Allison, Fairbanks, McLaurin, awlins, 
Bacon, Foraker, McMillan, Shoup, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Mantle, Spooner, 
Butler, Gear, n, Stewart, 
Cannon, Hale, Nelson, Thurston, 
Gay” Hawle Perkins’ Welling 
w -rkins, ellington, 
Cullom, Heitfeld, Platt, Conn. Wetmore. 
Davis, Hoar, Platt, N.Y. 
Deboe, McBride, Pritchard, 
NAYS—19. 
Bate, Faulkner, Martin, Turpie, 
Berry, Gray, Mills, o Vest, 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Morgan, Walthall, 
Chilton, enney, Pettus, White. 
Cock Kyle, Smith, 
NOT VOTING—3. 
Aldrich, Gorman, Mallory, Roach, 
Baker Hansbrough, Mitche Sewell, 
Chandler, Harris, Kans. Morrill, Teller, 
Clark, Tenn. Murphy, Turner, 
Daniel, Jones, Ney. 20, Warren, 
Frye, Lindsay, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
George, Lodge, Proctor, Wolcott. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
| 226. Macaroni, vermicelli, and all similar preparations, 2 cents per pound. 


Mr. VEST. It seems to be useless to have any votes, but I sim- 
ply wish to call attention to a few facts. In paragraph 226 the 
uty is raised upon a food product, macaroni, from 20 to 58 per 
cent, an increase of 38 per cent. It is very well known that maca- 
roni is manufactured in this country, but we do not manufacture 
any macaroni equal to the foreign article. But this is an entirely 
consistent tax as our friends on the other side are framing the 
present bill. It is intended by taxation to force the people of this 
country to eat American macaroni whether they like it or not. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 229, line 6. before 
the word *‘ cents,” to strike out ‘“‘two” and insert ‘* one and one- 
half;” in line 9, before the words “per pound,” to strike out ‘‘1} 
cents” insert “eight-tenths of 1 cent;” and in line 12, after 
the “sieve,” to strike out ‘‘one-half” and insert ‘one- 
” g0 as to make the paragraph read: 


Ae 


228. Rice, cleaned, 1; cents per pound; uncleaned or rice free of th 
outer hull and still pens fnner cuticle on, eight: tenths of I cent oF 
pound; rice broken w: will pass through a 


4 Penn sne wees mesi, ant rise 
as No. 12 wire sieve, one-fourth of 1 cent per 
; paddy, or rice the outer hull on, three-fourths of 1 cent per 


Mr. PRITCHARD. I should like to have the paragraph passed 


"ir, ALLISON 
Mr. . The majority of the committee recommend the 
of the House rates in the first bracket and also in the 
bracket. They recommend the withdrawal of amendments 


1 and 2 in this paragraph. 


Ht 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Sena‘or from North Caro- 


lina request that the paragraph shall be passed over? 
Mr. PRITCHARD. [I withdraw the request. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator fr 
the Senate disagree to the amendment: 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 


mm Iowa moves that 
he has named. 
It is not orten 


that we get an yppor- 
tunity to vote with the majority of the Committee on Finane I 
want to vote with the committee occasionally, and I ask for the 
yeas and nays. Iam not willing to disagree to the proposed Sen- 


ate amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. There are a couple of communications here 
which I have received from people in my State, which | desire to 
have read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


SAN FRANcrsco, M 
Dear Str: We have before us the new Dingley bill regarding the rice 
tariff. and learn to-day that representatives from the South are not satisfied 


with the proposed law, but want to increase the duty 

We take the liberty to address you on this subje« 
tion in the interest of this Coast, as you have 
the rice tariff of the Wilson bill was discussed 

We can not possibly object to the protection afforded the Southern rice 
planters by an increase in duty on cleaned rice, and if the rate is fixed at 2 
cents per pound as proposed by the new measure. no harm will be done to 
California. The Hawaiian grower will reap part of this benefit and the Gov 
ernment will share another part thereof. Chinese importations will con 
tinue because our Chinese population is averse to using other than Chinese 
rice, 

What we object to is an increase of duty on “uncleaned rice," because it 
would destroy an industry on this coast which has only lately been developed 
and would compel us to shut down our mills when just about to earn an in- 
terest on the capital and labor invested. 

The present differential duty —eight-tenths of acent per pound on uncleaned 
rice, with duty of }} cents per pound’on cleaned rice—is barely sufficient to 
pay the cost of milling. If the Dingley bill, proposing 1} cents per pound on 
uncleaned rice and 2 cents per pound on cleaned rice, is carried through, we 
will have hard work to keep our mills running without a loss 

We are of the impression that the demand of the Southern planters is un 
just and unreasonable. The Louisiana rice miller has no market here, and 
no matter how high the duty on uncleaved rice is fixed the Hawaiian Islands 
will always supply us as long as the reciprocity treaty is in force 

The increased duty on uncleaned rice over and above the same proportion 
as it is fixed by the Wilson bill in relation to duty on cleaned rice would be 
equal to wiping out the existing rice mills on this coast, depriving a large 
numberof workingmen of their earnings, besides the total loss of capital in 
vested in buildings and machinery, and, toal! appearances, without the least 
benefit to those who propose this measure 

We earnestly request you to use your influence in favor of the existing 
rates of duty on uncleaned rice; ond. as far as paddy is concerned, we have 
already found it impossible to import the same at the rate of the McKinley 
and Wilson bills, although we have originally prepared our mills for this 
kind of rice. Any increase of over 80 cents per hundred pounds on uncleaned 
rice will make it impossible for our business to exist 

If we understand the tendency of protection correctly, the principal aim 
is to encourage home industry by free admittance of the raw material, and if 
we only ask to be protected by a duty not exceeding 2% cents per hundred 

younds on paddy, 80 cents per hundred pounds on uncleaned rice, and $2 per 
ae wad pounds on cleaned rice, as demanded by the Southern interests, it 
seems a very moderate request. 

Hoping this will receive your immediate attention, we remain, 

Respectfully, yours, 


on uncleaned rice 
1 ‘ttand ask y r interven 
been kind enough to do when 


HINZ & PLAGEMANN. 

Hon. SterHen M. Warre. 

Mr. WHITE. The other communication which I ask to have 
read is a copy of a letter addressed to the Senator from Rhode 
Island {Mr. ALDRICH]. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SAN FRANCTSOO, May 18, 1897 

Srr: In the public prints we find a notice which Senator BurLEeR has given 
of an amendment to the lately prepared Senate bill on rice, increasing th: 
rates to: Cleaned, 2 cents per pound; uncleaned, 1} cents per pound; paddy, | 
cent per pound. 

We are importers of rice, especially in the uncleaned state, it being after- 
wards milled b ya local rice mill. By close watching and economical work 
we have caveneled in finding a market for our rice, particularly in such dis 
tricts as the Louisiana is not directly interested. Under the rates proposed 
by Mr. BuTLER, it becomes very questionable whether we will be able to con- 
tinue rice importations in the future, thus giving the Hawaiian rice, which 
under the reciprocity treaty comes in free of duty, a clear field 

So far as we are able to judge, the Wilson tariff gives ample protection to 
the home rice interests. No doubt your committee had ood reasons for 
changing the rates proposed by the House back to those of the Wilson bill 

We have before us an article in the Louisiana Planter of the 9th of January, 
issue No. 2, in which is given the history of a committee of gentlemen from 
Louisiana and South Carolina before the Ways and Means Committee, ox 
plaining, on their part, the reasons why an advance over the existing rates 
should made, and we beg leave to take up the different arguments which 
they have made, and which, in our opinion, do not hold good 

1. “Inthe two Carolinas, Louisiana, and Georgia the crops had been reduced 
one-half by the reduction of the tariff, on account of the competition of 
Asiatic chi labor.” 

This is not based onfacts. Prices on rice declined owing to the large crops 
roduced in Louisiana and the other States, and the eagerness of the holders 
o dispose of their products. This was done to such an extent that it con 

siderably reduced the importations of Hawaiian rice, lowering the price of 
the same to 3} cents. The importation of Japan and other foreign rice was 
likewise curtailed, but we could not follow the decline of the market, as the 
cost and the high duty which we have to pay would not permit us to do so 

However, there isa certain trade for Japan rice which, to secure the same, 
is willi rw a higher price. Thus, during the constant decline from the 
spring to 1896, the prices of Japan rice hardly varied, except in accord 

ance with the fluctuations of the Japan markets. 

We add further that during the time mentioned all rice markets 
were weak. You will therefore see that it was not the competition of cheap 
Asiatic labor, but a state of affairs brought about by the Southern planters 

millers lves. s 

2. “It was stated ie Spo opening that the annual consumption of rice in this 

country was about 228,000,000 pounds, valued at $6,540,000, and that destruction 
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fo the industry was threatened by foreign capital and foreign cheap labor. 
he committee asked that, in framing the new tariff bill, the definitions in 
the present law be retained, and that the rates on the different grades of rice 
be fixed ona a with each other according to values.” 


It appears to us that the consumption of rice is considerably in excess of 
the above-mentioned quantity. However, the imports of foreign rice are regu- 
lated by our home crops. en the latter are large, the imports will fall off, 
and with small crops we have to look to other countries to secure our require- 
inents. Up to December 1, 1896, the imports amounted to 73,530,608 pounds 
against 109,967,552 at the same time in 1895. The last domestic crop was small, 
and consequently a larger business was done in the foreign article. 

5. “If cleaned rice is required to pay a duty of 2 cents per pound, the rela- 
tion of values of the imported article to the cost of production will be only 
in a measure restored to what was obtained under the old tariff, while the 
dnty of 1; cents a pound on rice, uncleaned, will approximately maintain 
the true parity, according to the values of cleaned rice and uncleaned rice, 
ont, at the same time give ample protection to the interest of the American 
miller.” 

Our Southern friends wish to make the committee believe that 50 cents per 
100 pounds would be an ample protection for the American miller. The out- 
turn of uncleaned rice varies according to the different kinds of rice from dif- 
ferent countries, While Japan, being the most favorable, will turn out about 
80 per cent, Java will not give more than 75 to 78 per cent, according to —_ 
ity, and Ran; will run even as low as 60 per cent. duty is payable 
the gross weightof the rice. Thus, at the rate of 1} cents, it amvunts to lj 
cents on the polished rice, leaving only one-eighth of a cent margin, which is 
not sufficient to pay even the expenses of storage and cartage, while the offal 
will not cover the cost of milling. You will readily see that with the other 
grades the result is still more unfavorable. Twocents per pound duty for 
polished rice is aes, except in times of a total failure of our domestic 
crops. and then it would only mean an unnecessary increase in the cost of an 
article of consumption for our rer classes, and could es be overcome by 
placing the duty on uncleaned rice on such a basis that it would pay the 
American miller to import it, and which, if we understand correctly, is the 
tendency of the proposed protective tariff—to provide for this margin. 

4. “It has been our sad experience that the boldest and most active and 
successful attacks upon the interests of the producers of rice in the - 
tion upon the tariff have come from two individuals in New York, who have 
erected machines of inexpensive character for polishing into cleaned rice the 
article which has been imported under the name of uncleaned rice.” 

We believe this may have been true to some extent when, under the former 
decision of the General Appraisers, rice which went under the commercial 
name of “rice in the meal’’ was permitted as uncleaned in New York. and 
which did not require much machinery for cleaning. However, the Wilson 
tariff has abroga this and a dist: on between this and uncleaned rice 

as nm maintained since then. 

The mill which is located in San Francisco was originally intended to mill 
™” penny, ” but was hardly in a fair way of promising results, even under 
the old McKinley tariff, with a difference of 1; cents between this and cleaned 
rice, when the Wilson bill, with a reduction to 80 cents, gave a new impetus to 
the business, and although returns were not obtained, a fair rate of 
interest was secured on t tal invested. 

56. “Although this interest is confined, as far as known, to these two per- 
sons in New York and one other person owning a similar machine in 
Francisco, employing about ten operatives, who appear as the American 
millers, impo uncleaned rice.’ 

We are not pocmeees to oy what the New York mills can do, but, jud 
by the imports, their y must be quite considerable. As to the little 
mil! in San Francisco, it turns out, in busy times, 600 100 pounds each 
per day. Furthermore, there is a somewhat smaller mill in Portland and 
another in Seattle. 

As to “ paddy,” it is impossible to work it at the rate of 75 cents, which is 
readily petans by its turnout being only 50 cent on the harder kinds of 
rice; much less on soft rice, such as Java and India rice. 

Concerning China rice, the higher duty on cleaned would probably be an 
inducement for the Chinese in our country to purchase rice which is milled 
here. and which, under the Wilson tariff, we also attempted to do, with small 
success as to its sale. 

As to an advance in the duty on cleaned rice to 2 cents, we do not care to 

‘ive an . but we would suggest that the duties now levied under the 
ilson bill on uncleaned rice remain undisturbed, and that, to provide for 
home industry in the full sense of its meaning, the rate on “ paddy ” be 
reduced, so that we may be enabled toimport the article in this state, receiv- 
ing the fall benefit of all the work that has to be performed in producing the 
clean ce. 

We trust that, in view of the general benefit to be derived from the pres- 

ent tariff provision, you will excuse us for intruding on your time. 


Yours, respectfully, 
PARROTT & CO. 
Hon. Ne cson W. ALDRICH, 


Chairman Finance Committee, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. McLAURIN,. The proposed legislation in regard to rice 
involves an important industry in South Carolina, and I should 
like to understand if it is proposed to return to the House rate. 

Mr. ALLISON. The rates proposed are the rates of the other 
House, except upon broken rice. ¢ 

Mr. McLAURIN. What rate is proposed‘on broken rice? 

Mr. ALLISON. One-quarter of a cent per pound. 

Mr. McLAURIN. There is no oa classification? 

Mr. ALLISON. No change in the cation and no change 
in the rate except on broken rice. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, there is a matter connected 
with the rice industry of more importance even than the rates of 
duty; I refer to the classification under which the rice is imported. 
I send to the Clerk's desk and ask to have read a letter on this sub- 
ject from an intelligent rice planter in South Carolina. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


McCLELLANVILL®, 8. C., April 9, 1897. 
aoe Srr: Ilearn from the papers that the tariff bill has 
is now is 


bill 

protection ratios sal in aaa aeintes eae 
a cen r Wi rue, lo very well. 

with the outer hull on, is dutic ble at the rate of 1} 
cents per can be or polished by the millers for 
one-eighth of a cent nd. You see that class of rice could be on 
the market ata y oF conte per peed. For this reason there would 
codeenel aes . " _— = 
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Rough or paddy rice is dutiable at three-fourths of a cent 


to illustrate how it would work with this class of rice, ooinde - aoa 
rice is a bushel, and the mills in Charleston 8 cents for cleaniny 
bushel. The duty on 44 nds at three-fourths wena 


a cent pe ro 
be 83 cents; add 8 cents for milling and we havea total of tl cesta ya 


The 4 
pounds of rough rice will turn out 30 pounds of clean rice and about 2 »)..,, 
of emall rice and rice flour. So you see rough rice can be ert - a 
turned into clean rice at a dutiable rate of about 14 cents per pound. 1}, 
again, would be cheaper than the duty on cleaned rice. . 

The small rice and rice flour come in ata very low rate indeed. and aro \; sed 
by the brewers for making beer. I think that those who drink rice can ai), 
to pay as much duty as those whoeat it. There are great frauds perpet rat, d 
through the importation of this class of rice. Whole rice can be mixe:| \ ith 
it and smuggled through the custom-house, and then separated and put on 
the market at a low rate. 

As the bill stands, there is but little in it for the rice planter. It fayors 
the mill owner and the tor. I would suggest to you to have the bil} 
altered so as give cleaned rice a duty of 2 cents per pound and rough rice | 


cents per pound, and have but these two classes. Ha 


eli 
ve the 80-called s 


cleaned and cleaned in one class and the rough, broken, and rice flour in the 

other. This would prevent fraud and help the rice a 

soe re. =. “14 all you can for us and get all tariff you can for the 
Yours, truly, 


T. W. GRAH: 
Hon. J. L. McLAurrny, 1AM. 


Washington, D. C. 


Mr. McLAURIN. I shall not consume the time of the Senate 
further, but will direct the attention of the committee in charge 
of the measure to just one point connected with the classification 
of rice. The two classifications of rice in a general way are 
cleaned rice, fit for food consumption, and rough rice, as it comes 
from the farmer. 

Now, last year the imports of cleaned rice were 41,915.000 

unds; of the uncleaned, 22,748,000; of the rough or paddy rice, 

5,894 pounds; of the rice flour, meal, and broken rice, 63,894, 


unds. 

This statement is sufficient, it seems to me. to condemn the 
present system of classification. The intermediate grades are the 
uncleaned, the meal and broken rice, and the rough or paddy rice. 
Of the general classifications there were 41,900.000 pounds im- 
ported, while of the intermediate grades 91,773,000 pounds came 
in from abroad, and I venture the assertion that of these inter- 
mediate grades a large proportion were, to say the least, irregular 
and a fraud on the revenues of the Government, besi ‘es being an 
injustice to the rice planters and millers of this country. 

I have here a book which gives the testimony taken before the 
Waysand Means Committee, containing the statement of a promi- 
nent rice dealer in New Orleans, Mr. Ernst. [ shall not con- 
sume the time of the Senate to read it. Mr. Ernst stated that 
the rice is broken up and crushed by rae seers in order to 
take advantage of the present system of tion, and to fur- 
nish to the brewers of this country a cheap article out of which I 
suppose they make beer and _ it off as being made from hops, 
or something of the sort. These facts are well known. They 
were presented to the Ways and Means Committee of the House, 
and I doubt not were presented to the committee on this side who 
had charge of the measure. 

Then why, L ask, is the present system of classification allowed 
to remain in the bill? Are the brewers and speculators of this 
country of more importance than its rice planters and iillers’ 
Must a legitimate line of material production be sacrificed to the 
interests of those two classes? L 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from South Caro- 
lina what would be the result on the revenue of the change he 


? 

Mr. McLAURIN. On the revenue? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. I presume this is a revenue measure. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Yes, sir. I should think it would produce 
more revenue, because you will notice that where there is the 
least importation, as in the rough or paddy class, there is no 
change made in the House rates. Of course, if you made but two 
general classifications, and the ro and broken rice in 
one of these classes where the rate of duty is much higher, there 
would be more revenue than is now received under a lower rate 
of poninaly hence the revenues of the country would be cor- 


— ae 
.G ¥: isentirely a revenueduty. That is the Sena- 
tor’s proposition. 
Mr. McLAURIN. Iam aa} geepesing any duty atall. Itisa 
change in classification to w) I refer. ; 
Mr. GRAY. And a change in the direction of more revenue: 
Mr. McLAURIN. I am not trying to avoid the question. | 
will state that, irrespective of revenue duty or anything else, the 
rice planters in this country have just as much right as any other 
class of people in the country. That is my position on that ques- 


tion. 

Mr. GRAY. There we agree. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Now, if the Senator wants to know my po 
sition, I will give it to him. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not want it. Iask the Senator from South 
the effect will be upon the revenue. I want to 


. 4 : 








1897. 





Mr. McLAURIN. I think the effect will be to increase the 
ue. 
a GRAY. I notice, carrying out the ad valorem, that there 
is about 100 per cent duty on rice now. 
Mr. MoLAURIN. Yes, sir; but I have not made the computa- 
Oar. GRAY. And the House rate would figure out about 133 per 


nt. 

McLAURIN. I presume so. 

Mr. GRAY. So I really wanted to know what effect it was 
going to have on the revenue with this enormous ad valorem duty. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I think that it would really increase the 
revenues of the Government. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the change in the classifica- 
tion which the Senator from South Carolina proposes? 

Mr. McLAURIN. The ao I would propose is, instead of 
four, to make only two general classifications, and strike out all of 
the inte te grades and put all rice into the general classifi- 
cation. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Senator from South 
Carolina if it is not a fact that under a schedule like this a great 
deal of rice will come in as broken rice at a low rate which would 
come in and pay higher duty if it were not for the low classifica- 
tion on broken rice? 

Mr. McLAURIN, I think the Senator trom North Carolina is 


correct. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does not that explain why such an enormous 
amount of broken rice, or rice classed as broken rice, is imported? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. Larger than under any other schedule, and 
chiefly because a great deal of it imported as broken rice was not 


reall . 

Mr. McLAURIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. The importers take advantage of the very duty 
on broken rice to import rice under that classification. It is just 
the same thing we have to contend with in trying to protect our 
mica in North Carolina. Under the ad valorem duty they bring 
in mica under the lowest classification, or rather they undervalue 
it and get it in without paying much duty, and it yields very little 

revenue. In the same way they will dodge the duty under the 
_ rice schedule as it is now, and therefore in this classification we 
will always have the largest amount of rice imported under the 
lowest schedule. 
‘Mr. McLAURIN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BUTLER. So you do not get either protection or revenue. 
As the Senator from South Carolina so well says, it is purely a 
quéstion between the farmer and the brewer. Of course the brew- 
ers would like to have the rice they use free. Now, we make a 
loophole here so that the rice that the brewers want they can get 
y free, and therefore not only no revenue will be derived 
rom it, but no protection will come to the farmers under it. If 
this schedule is left at one-fourth of a cent per pound on broken 
t eeaeety ot rice imported under any schedule will 
under it. erefore it reduces the whole schedule 
down to one-fourth, or near that, in practical effect. 

The committee, it seems to me, should restore the House rate of 
one-half a cent. It is enough favoritism for the brewers, because 
one-half a cent is the lowest rate under the House bill. Now,I un- 
derstand the Sevate committee propose to lower the House rate 
from one-half to one-fourth. I hope if the Senate committee are 
ing to ¢ back to the House schedule on all other kinds of 
that they will maintain the House schedule on broken rice. 
the farmer. It is pretending to give him some- 
togive him nothing. It is pretending tocollect revenue 
none. 
great aa letters here from rice planters, but I will 
the time of the Senate to read them. I have two letters 
the governor of North Carolina, who is one of the 
planters in the State, who makes a very clear state- 
hole case. I have letters from other rice planters 


. I will only interrupt the Senator from 
1d him the floor. 
ENT. The Senator from North Carolina 


. Mr. President, I have stated the case clearly, I 
I can not add to it except to produce facts and data to 
statement. No one will question, I think, the state- 
made, and if no one questions it I need not ask more 
coe & appeal to the committee in restoring a 
ule to restore all of it, and give us the one- 

cent on broken rice as it was in the House schedule. I think 
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from North Carolina [Mr. PritcHarp 
statement that that is simply fair an 
ters from North Carolina. 
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Mr. ALLEN. I do not think the Senator from Iowa has in- 
formed the Senate whether this is regarded as purely a revenue 
measure or a protective measure. If it be protective, I think the 
Senate ought to know in what respect and to what extent it is be- 
fore we are compelled to vote on it. 

Mr. ALLISON. _It depends, of course, upon the point of view. 
The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery] would call it a reve- 
nue measure, as I suppose would the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon]. I call it a revenue measure with protection added, as 
we think the rates here, especially upon the first two paragraphs, 
one embracing 133 per cent and the other about 83 per cent, can 
be called fairiy protection, if not excessively so. 

Mr. BATE. Will the Senator from Iowa please inform us 
whether it is his desire to have the terms of the House bill upon 
rice to remain, or does he want the Senate committee amendment 
adopted? They are in conflict, and I am myself in doubt, as are 
others around me, to know what the Senator in charge of the bill 
desires. 

Mr. ALLISON. The last suggestion of the committee, I will 
say to the honorable Senator from Tennessee, is that the first two 
brackets, if I may use that term, in this paragraph shall be re- 
stored as the House provided, and thatthe last bracket shall remain 
as recommended by the Senate Committee on Finance, it being 
the exact provision of the law of 1890. I confess that the large 
importations of rice under the last clause seem to indicate that 
perhaps a higher duty would give us more revenue. I think the 
duty as provided in the McKinley law, as to all, was fairly satisfac- 
tory to the rice interests, as I understand the House provision is, 

Mr. BATE. It seems, if I read it correctly, that your commit 
tee has sought to lower the rates in the rice paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was the intention of the committee. 

Mr. BATE. Now,I want to know whether your committee 
desire to stand by what you have done, or whether. you desire to 
return to the rates fixed by the House? Has there been anything 
withdrawn? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have endeavored to state that the committee 
proposes now to return to the rates of the House, and therefore 
abandon the first amendments in the paragraph. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I merely desire to call the attention of the 
Senator in charge of the bill to the fact that if he will go to the 
House schedule, or specification, or tariff, of one-half a cent a 

ound on broken rice, according to the best evidence you have 

ere of those of us who represent the rice States, you will give us 
protection and you will get morerevenue. Now, if you are a pro- 
tectionist from principle, and want equality, as you have just said, 
for the South, along with the rest of the country, why can you not 
do two good things at one stroke by going back to the House rate 
of one-half a cent a pound, thereby getting more revenue for the 
Government and giving the Southern rice growers more protec- 
tion. And I will say, by the way, that in my State nineteen- 
twentieths of the rice growers are negroes. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. In reply to the suggestion of my colleagne 
that I back him in the advocacy of this rate of duty, 1 beg to say 
that I have seen the committee and got them to agree to adopt the 
House rate except this last item, and I still hope to be able to get 
them to adopt my suggestion in that particular. The rice growers 
of the South will be satisfied with the rates adopted by the House. 

Mr. GEAR. I just want to say a word, Mr. President, about 
broken rice. Everyone who is familiar with the rice trade knows 
that broken rice is used solely and expressly in the manufacture of 
beer. We are the only people in the world possibly tbat use it for 
that purpose; therefore,.a large quantity of broken rice from the 
East Indies comes to this country and is sold at a very low rate. 
Now, does any man of sense think for a moment, notwithstanding 
the large importations of this kind of rice, that any man who owns 
a hundred bags or a thousand bags of sound Rangoon rice would 
take it and breakit up for the sake of getting it in at a low rate of 
duty and selling it for half the real value of sound rice? I think 
that answers the whole argument. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, I understood the 
statement to be made a moment ago that it was expected to break 
up rice for the express purpose of reducing the tariff upon it 
in that form. 

Mr. GEAR. That is what isclaimed. That is what the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina claims, and my friend from North Caro- 
lina also. 

Mr. ALLEN. If that be true, it would seem—— 
one GEAR. If it were true, it would be all right; but it is not 
ue. 

Mr. ALLEN, It is not true, the Senator says. 

I do not know that my State is particularly concerned in rice 
any further than it forms food for babies and young children, and 
possibly some of it may be consumed in the form of beer. How- 
ever, I can not help embracing this opportunity to express my 
deep regret at the seeming disturbance in the ranks of the Denio- 
cratic ee in this Chamber, which has been such a faithful ally 
of the Populist party for a year or more. 
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Yesterday, when one of the vital interests of my State was in- 
volved, namely, the levying of a tax upon lumber, which must 
shelter our people from the great storms of the Northwest, I dis- 
cores, to my utter surprise, that six Southern Senators here, 


who had professed the doctrine of Jefferson and Jackson and of 
the illustrious statesmen of the past, and who claim to be revenue 
reformers and to levy a tax for revenue purposes oe were 
willing to place my people absolutely at the mercy of the lumber 
trust 


It seems from the discussion to-day that my good and amiable 
friend from Delaware [Mr. Gray], who entertains very correct 
views in the main upon some subjects and incorrect views on oth- 
ers, as | view it, and my friend from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] got 
into a discussion as to what constitutes Democratic doctrine, and 
there was some slight difference, if I heard correctly, between the 
— Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and the senior Senator 
: om Georgia [Mr. Bacon] upon what constitutes Democratic 

octrine. 

I do hope, Mr. President, that these faithful allies of ours will go 
into their caucus room and get together upon the great question 
of the tariff taxation again; that they will make an effort, like a 
jury struggling to reach a verdict, to come to some conclusion and 
reach some definite plan from which they can act harmoniously, 
so that in three years from now they can unite with us under the 
Populist banner and bring about victory in this country and res- 
eue the Government once more from dominating influences 
of the Republican party. 

I regret to see the tendency u the part of my friend from 
Georgia [Mr. een and my illustrious friend the senior Sena- 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. T1LLMAN] to run after strange 
and after false doctrines. All through its d and illustrious 
history (and it has not a ae d and illustrious, but bril- 
liant in many respects) the South has been preeminently the 
apostle of equality and freedom to the ——. It has been awd 
eminently the advocate of the doctrine that that which should be 
applied to one man should, under like circumstances, be applied 
to every other human being, and that there should be no special 
privileges and no inequalities created by legislation in this country. 
And yet, all over this side of the Chamber during the discussion 
thus far upon the pending measure, which is to the salvation 
of the American people if our ublican friends are to be relied 
upon, there has been manifested time to time a disposition 
to abandon the tenets of the Democratic upon this question, 
notwithstanding Jefferson has been to do duty for the pro- 
tectionist and the free trader, too. 

There has been, I say, a disposition to abandon the tenets of the 
Democratic party upon this question and have every man go in 
for himself, and, as my friend the senior Senator from Texas [ Mr. 
MILs} says, let the devil have the hindmost. man seems 
to be disposed to run his hand into the grab bag clear up to the 
shoulder and take everything he can get for his particular local- 
ity, notwithstanding it may impoverish a great portion of the peo- 

e of the United States, notwithstanding it may turn them from 
shelter of their own into hired or charita r, and notwith- 
standing it ~~ reduce their state of we 

Mr, P US. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. ne 

Mr. PETTUS. Is not his language too broad when he says 
ae, ALLEN. ell possi language little broad. 

r, : . my was a eb 
My friend at my left has ean heave but a few months and I think 
oo been corrupted by the corroding influences of this 


Mr. President, it occurs to me that it is eer absurd to 
put a tax as high upon rice as is proposed here. Rice can be 
oe in this country as cheaply as corn, as cheaply as any other 
product, and why should it be selected to ve the special 
favors of this pro tariff measure 
We will have the travesty of p @ tax upon corn, a tax 
—_—_ wheat, and a tax upon other farm products. There is nota 


in the United States who does not know that a tax of that 
kind will not be — of revenue and will not be ibitive 
in the slightest degree of the importation of like icles from 
other countries. 


Mr. GRAY. It will not be protective. 

Mr. ALLEN, It will not be protective. We are preeminently 
a corn-growing country. We uce a surplus. Itis the 
surplus of these products sold in the market that fixes the 
price at home, and ae tariff can enhance the value to 
the producer. Sir, y corn is selling in my State at from 7 to 
10 cents a bushel, and I 


gods | Populist, the Senator from Nevada 


d to the doctrin, f 
country absolute), 


I think the time has come when we must 
; when we must yield the people of 


into the of the men who are constantly sending Senators 
letters and lars po mi yonens | protection for their pecn)\,; 
interests, or when we must stand firmly for the great milli... ; 


men, women, and children who are not represented here ex... 
ing as they send Senators and Representatives to make laws /,, 


Mr. President, there is not a trust in this country that js »+ 
constantly importuning the Finance Committee. ey want a 
tariff as high as it can be written. They care nothing abou: | 
revenues the Government; they are not concerned th. ;),, 
nation shall pay its debts and levy a just and fair rate of tax.) 
They want a high tariff for the sole of creating a scarce 
market that they may have an ty to tax the people o 

their restraint. 


t 
’ TON. Mr. dent, I think all have been much « |). 
fied by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and especial|\ }), 
that part of his remarks in which he gave advice to the Detnoc:);. 
to unite on a revenue-reform policy. He says that we shon!) », 
into caucus and get  S think his advice is seasonai)|. 
But, sir, would it not be a thing for the ast party to 
go into caucus ny also? e of the chief architects 
of this one-sided which is about to be thrast upon th: 
American is that member of the Populist party who. as | 
understand, holds the balance of power in the Finance Cominittoc. 

Mr. ALLEN. Point him out. 

Mr. CHILTON. ‘The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones}. \.: 
only so, but who has not noticed here how that other distin guisi-| 
. STEWART], has been vot 
protective duties? It seems tome that gentlen: 1, 
like our distinguished friend on the left [Mr. ALLEN}, who | 
cast some g votes in connection with the tariff, should firs: 
clear up the difficulties which exist in his own household be... 
— to remedy those which disturb the family of |\; 
n r. 

r. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me a question? 

Mr. CHILTON. 


ing for all these 


Mr. CHILTON. I have voted for the lowest duty invarially. 

Mr. STEWART. Was it not a protective duty? 

Mr. CHILTON. That cireumstances. Of course 
I would rather have a duty than a high one. 

Mr. STEWART. Point out one that is not protective. 

Mr. CHILTON. I to put the considered this 
morning on the free Let any man make the motion and | 
will vote to put them on the free I do not deny that ther» 
are occasions when the Government needs revenue, and whien it 
needs revenue it is necessary to select articles upon which to rii-: 
it; but at this juncture the Government of the United States dus 
not need revenue, 

There is no occasion for a tariff bill at all at this particular m- 
ment. This whole subject might have been med until the 
December session of No man can claim that ther is 

of the a people atest there 
xtraordinary session —— calied to 
paiee OF vying tase te SRE MAREE Sembramscatalty 0% 
to a entality of 

—— are it will fall by its own weight. 
t cKinley fell whenever it comes to the test 
before the American people and they learn its results by actual 
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, I will say 
. Itmever has 


I did not understand the Senator. : 
tariff is not an issue with the Populi+t 

find it in one platform. ; 

There are very few practical things which »' 


made by the ; 

But, sir, the ‘organization ean not escape the respons'- 

stain from taking grou Populist party can not afford to a! 

Mr. President, I noticed that in of the Senator from 
painted to t 


Georgia a few moments he the Democratic plat- 
such a vote as he feels wilting 


cotton, and other articles. 
Ripabeeiedenalion that we ieliov 
ng sections and classes. That 1s 
the declaration in another form of that great 
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proposition contained in the Constitution that all the taxes in this 
country shall be uniform. Everybody believes in that. Let us 
not haggle about generalities. us come to actual cases, to 
actual to actual brackets in actual paragraphs, and 
see how our votes shall be cast. Follow the votes upon this bill 
from the first paragraph of the first schedule down to the item 
now under consideration, and an examination will verify the 
statement that there has been far more unity in the Democratic 
party upon this floor than has been exhibited in the Populist 


Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator allow me to suggest to him that 
the Democratic party has been very willing to follow in the wake 
of the Populist party upon the silver question? The Populist 
party is the first political organization in the United States that 
ever declared unequivocally for the coinage of gold and silver at 
the ratio of 16 to 1. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, valued Democrats of the olden 
time advocated the free and unlimited coinage of silver before the 
re party had ever been conceived in the womb of American 
politics. 


Mr. ALLEN. When and by whom? 

Mr. CHILTON. Why, sir, it was the standing policy of this 
country from the origin of our Government down to 1873. Who- 
of the Populist party before that time? 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Texas 
that the question of the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the 
ratio of 16 to 1 never became an issue until about 1887 or 1888, and 
your never did declare in favor of the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 until 1896. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, 1 do not wish to be understood 
as denying to the gentleman from Nebraska and other Populists 
due credit for having supported the doctrine of the free and un- 
limited coi of silver. Let no man misunderstand me. For 
one, I am in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of silver. I 
welcome the help of every Populist in the United States. I would 
not turn the back of my hand on any one of them. In the ranks 
of that party there are found many good men. But the attempt 
to claim that the Populist y is entitled to the credit of first 
advocating the free and unlimited coinage of silver as an issue in 
this country is as bald and arrant a pretension as the claim of 
<a Vespucci that he discovered the continent upon which 
we live. 

Mr. STEWART. The issue between the Democratic party as 
announced in its platform and the Republican party as announced 
in its platform is not a tariff issue; it is a financial issue. The 
Repuliionn party is for the gold standard so long as England is. 
The Democratic party, the Populist y, and the free-silver Re- 
— are for the restoration of the coinage laws of the better 

of the blic. They are opposed to contraction, falling 
prices, and 
os emer party proposes now to restore prosperity by 
one tariff. That has been tried from the foundation of 
the ent without eminent success. There was never more 
than half or seldom half of the people who were in favor of any 
i bill that has been a wa 
mblican party say that they can uce prosperity by 
this saad. I propose to let them try Mt: taewine,’ os T és. 
that it can not supply the place of money with which to do busi- 
ness, and that so long as the'volume of money is shrinking busi- 


ness will shrink and times will grow worse. Knowing that, I am 
willing they shall make the experiment; and in making that ex- 


iment I want them to give the country the best possible tariff 
Unfortunately, some of my Democratic friends do not under- 
stand the tariff , because they have never considered it. 
have been free trade. That is not a question to 
be There are no free traders of any consequence in 
this country; they are mere outsiders. 
law, as I said before to-day, is a tective law, 
aim in getting this protective law to make it as fair as 
My colleague [Mr. Jones of Nevada] is in favor of 


hoe good a protective tariff as ible. I say a protective 
tariff will not protect what is raw material is a fraud 
onthe Cention reported in fa 

n favor of protection on articles pro- 
duced in my section—and there are many produced there that need 
protection—and they are as much entitled to it as those in any 


the country, for those articles are produced by 
and I vote for the protection of 
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I think my friends 
from the South should look tothe articles produced by their labor 
and see to it that they are protected. : 

After it has been established by all parties that protection is 
necessary, when it is the law of the land and the policy of both 
parties, it is the duty of men from tke South to see to it that rea- 
sonable ee ce is placed uport articles produced there by their 
labor. hey know best what articles are produced there and what 
taxes are necessary, and it is their duty, as well as the duty of my 
colleague and myself, to see to it that the people of the West shall 
share equally in protection, because protection is a foregone con 
clusion. My colleague would have been untrue to his section if 
he had not stood out for protection upon those articles which the 
labor of the West and the South produce. He is for honest prote: 
tion, protection which will protect all labor everywhere; and is 
opposed to discussing free trade, when there is no free trade in the 
country; when the thing is impossible; when all parties say that 
we will raise revenue by tariff on all articles produced in this 
country; when all parties have put tea, coffee, and other articles 
produced in other countries on the free list as a rule; when all 
agree that there shall be a protective-tariff system, he regards the 
man who will not look out for his own section as really denying 
the faith and worse than an infidel. 

My colleague is for the protection of the whole country, and I 
indorse what he has done. It was right and proper. It is not to 
be suggested that we are untrue to our faith, that we are untrue 
to the principles, and untrue to the grand movement upon which 
the fate of humanity rests—the great financial question—becanse 
we are willing to help to have a protective-tariff law enacted that 
shall be the best that can be made. lam willing that our Repub- 
lican friends shall have the best legislation in that direction that 
they can have. 

I wish the tariff would give prosperity. I know it will not. It 
may help some special interests; it may do that; though it can not 
furnish money with which to revive enterprise; and as long as the 
iron hand of contraction paralyzes enterprise in this country and 
throughout all civilized countries we will be on the downward 
march toward barbarism. There is not the same freedom in the 
civilized world now that there was fifty years ago. I have heard 
it said that we haye abolished slavery. Yes, we have abolished 
chattel slavery im this country, but we have made more progress 
toward universal slavery in the last twenty years than was ever 
made in any of the centuries in all the history of man. 

Look at the slavery that Great Britain has estabiished. India 
is enslaved worse than any country ever was in the Dark Ages. 
The last stroke was to rob them of seventeen hundred millions of 
their hard earnings and lect them perish by the million in the re- 
cent famine. Recently Egypt has been enslaved. Now England 
is marching on to enslave South Africa and break down the strug- 
gling republics there. Slaveryis progressing, and we find in Itaiy, 
we find in Austria, and we find everywhere throughout Europe 
the condition of the people of the laboring classes harder than it 
has been foracentury. We find the Christian world united to 
maintain the Turk in the right to kill Christians on account of 
this money question. We find the world moving bacisward into 
the Dark Ages. In America, with resouTtes unparalleled, with 
70,000,000 enterprising citizens, with every reason why we should 
have prosperity, we find grinding poverty and misery and gloom 
such as has never existed since the landing at Jamestown. 

That is the great issue. We must have financial reform before 
we shall have prosperity or liberty; and in the name of al! that is 
decent, let us make this tariff as equal as we can; let us protect 
laboreverywhere. That is the patriotic duty of every lover of his 
country. My colleague was right, and he has been right for the 
last twenty years, in promulgating the issue which now divides 
the Democratic and Republican parties, and I indorse what he did. 

Mr. PETTUS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator withdraw the motion for a 
few moments, in order that I may say a word? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 


a to the Senator from Alabama to withdraw his motion for 
a few moments. 
Mr. ALLISON. I hope we shall go on for a little while with 


the tariff bill and have a vote on the first two brackets of this par- 
agraph, and then I think I shall be content to have an executive 
session or to adjourn. 

Mr. PETTUS. I should be willing to do that but for the fact 
that I do not think we are getting toa vote. I think we shall 
vote more coolly in the morning. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I am anxious to get a vote ona 
part of this schedule, but I wish the indulgence of the Senate for 
a few minutes, as I can not allow the statement of the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. CarLTon] to go unchallenged. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has nochoice except to put 
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the motion of the Senator from Alabama, if he so desires. Does 
he insist upon his motion? 

Mr. PETTUS. I insist upon my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama insists 
upon his motion, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope the Senator from Alabama will with- 
draw his motion for a few minutes. 

Mr. PETTUS. I would for an —— that was not intermina- 
ble; but this debate is interminable. f aughter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Alabama, that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I can not allow the statement 
of the Senator from Texas [ Mr. rs to go unchallenged. 
He states that his party has always stood for the free coinage of 
silver, the money of the Constitution, and that he is glad to accept 
our assistance to help them to secure what they have always been 
most ardently striving for. Unfortunately for the Senator, the 
record of his party is to the contrary. 

Mr, President, the People’s Party, it is true, has not been in 
existence as long as the Democratic party, but it came into exist- 
ence when there was t need for such a party, when the Demo- 
cratic party backslided from the principles upon which it was 
founded and organized and fought manfully for a number of 
years, The People’s Party came into existence when the Demo- 
cratic party stood no longer for the principles of Thomas Jefferson 
and Andrew Jackson; the People’s Party came into existence 
when the Republican party stood no longer for the principles of 
Abraham Lincoln. It came into existence to preserve, support, 
and defend those principles. We stand there to-day. I challenge 
any Senator or anyone else to — to a single principle for which 
the People’s Party stands that is not good Republicanism as repre- 
sented by Abraham Lincoln and good Democracy as represented 
by Jefferson and Jackson. 

It was after the great fundamental en of good govern- 
ment had been ignored and trampled under foot by these two old 

rties, and while they were fighting sham battles over schedules 

n tariffs. that the People’s Party came into — nee. It planted 
itself at the beginning on the t fundamental principle of good 
government represented in the beginning by these two parties, 
and it stands there to-day. 

We brought to the front the financial and the monopoly ques- 
tions as the great vital issues that the Democratic party had run 
away from. The People’s Party forced these issues to the front 
and forced the Democratic party in its last convention to reform 
to some extent—to get nearer back to first principles. The Chi- 
cago convention never would have declared for what it did had it 
not been for the People’s Party. They realized that the rank and 
file of their party would leave them, as we had left, and get back 
to the original principles of government if they did not reform 
themselves, and they partially reformed. 

Now, I wish to say to the tor from Texas ani to his Demo- 
cratic colleagues that_if they do not backslide before the next 
election we will accept*their help as far as they can help us; that 
is, as far as they are reformed; as far as 2, Sag get back to the 
original principles of their party we shall glad to have their 
help; but they must reform further than they have before they 
will be in good fellowship with the original Democrats and origi- 
nal Republicans represented in the People’s Party. 

The Democratic party and the Republican party have both been 
in copartnership with the enemies of good government, they have 
both been in copartnership with the trusts, the combines, the 
monopolies, and the shyloc They are both responsible for the 
national-banking system, the demonetization of silver, the con- 
traction of the currency, and the rule of monopolies. Both par- 
ties had me to keep in the background the great vital issues. 
It was while these two parties were fooling the people with a sham 
fight over schedules and rates, the difference hetween tweedledee 
and tweedledum, while the monopolies, the shylocks, and the privi- 
leged few were absorbing the wealth of the country and the mil- 
lions were growing poorer each day, that the People’s Party came 
into existence and raised the banner —. democracy and pure 
republicanism. It is standing there y, and nothing can take 
it from its true and impregnable position; but if either one of 
these old ae will reform itself entirely, then we will gladly 
accept their fellowship or help. 

The Senator from Texas shaoots to the rice or I should like 
to ask him if he could put a duty on cotton, and thereby protect 
the cotton farmers of his State to-day from the competition of 
India and other silver-using countries, so ruinous to our farmers, 
if he would not do it? 

The Senator says the People’s Party has no position on the tariff 
uestion. Isayithas. The tariff is a third or fourth rate ques- 
on, but our is always on the right side of every question. 

position is to do whatever will benefit the American people; 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





the United States at 









to do what will help in any way to restore prosperity. If we 
could put a moderate duty on cotton to-day and protect the Amor. 
ican farmer from the ———e of silver-using countries, ang 
thus make cotton again g 10 or 12 cents a pound, I shou gd 
most cheerfully vote for it; and I challenge the Senator froiy 
Texas to say in the face of his constituents that he would not. 

Now, if we can protect the rice farmers with an import duty 
let us do it. We can protect the American wheat and cotton 
farmer with an a the Senator from Texas w)!] 
be called upon to vote with People’s Party for that reform. 
He can protect his people and raise the price of their cotton jn 
that way, and before another week he will have a chance to go on 
record to help the People’s Party to help the farmers of this nation, 
Will he do it? 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
45 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, June 9, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 8, 1897. 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


He M. Hoyt, of Pennsylvania, to be Assistant Attorney- 
General, vice Edward B. tney, resigned. 


MARSHAL, 


John M. Barnes, of Georgia, to be marshal of the United States 
for oe district of Georgia, vice John D. Harrell, to be 
remov. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF MINT. 

Frank A. Leach, of California, to be superintendent of the mint 
of the United States at San Francisco, Cal., to succeed John Dag- 
gett, removed. 

ASSAYER OF MINT. 

William M. Lynch, of Louisiana, to be assayer of the mint of 
the United States at New Orleans, La., in place of Frank F. Claus- 
sen, deceased. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 

Second Lieut. Vernon Avondale Caldwell, Twenty-fifth Infan- 
try, to be first lieutenant, June 7, 1897, vice Defrees, Fifth Infan- 
try, retired from active service. 

Candidate Sergt. Thomas M. Anderson, jr., Troop G, Fourth 
Cavalry, to be second lieutenant, J ane 8, 1897, vice Fox, Thirteenth 
Infantry, retired from active service. 

Candidate Corp]. John E. Hunt, Troop H, Eighth Cavalry, to 
be second lieutenant, June 8, 1897, vice Caldwell, Twenty-fifth 
Infantry, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 8, 1897. 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 
Louis A. Pradt, of Wisconsin, to be Assistant Attorney-General. 
| ‘TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 


e Ellis H. Roberts, of New York, to be Treasurer of the United 
tates. 


CONSUL. 


Henry H. Morgan, of Louisiana, to be consul of the United 
States at Horgen, Switzerland. 


CONSUL-GENERAL, 


Carl Hurst, of the District of Columbia, now consul at 
Prague, Bohemia, to be consul-general of the United States at 
Vienna, Austria. 


MARSHAL. 


John K. Thompson, of West Virginia, to be marshal of the 
United States for the district of West Virgina. 


DISTRICT JUDGE, 


John J. De Haven, of California, to be United States district 
judge for the northern district of 


ASSISTANT TREASURER OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Conrad N. Jordan, of New York, to be assistant treasurer of 
New York City. 

















POSTMASTERS, 
Peter P. Smith, to be postmaster at Adams, in the county of 
Berkshire and State of Massachusetts. 


Earle E. Dond, to be postmaster at Sheffield, in the county of 
Colbert and State of Alabama. 

E. D. Powell, to be postmaster at Exira, in the county of Audu- 
bon and State of Lowa. 

Benjamin M. Foreman, to be postmaster at Texarkana, in the 
county of Miller and State of Arkansas. 

Eugene 8. Upson, to be postmaster at Durand, in the county of 
Shiawassee and State of Michigan. 

W. W. Colfax, to be peteester at Wyandotte, in the county 
of Wayne and State of Michigan. 

Eugene H. Merriman, to be postmaster at East Hartford,in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 

Ira Kidwell, to be postmaster at Elwood, in the county of Mad- 
ison and State of Indiana. 

Oliver C. Gordon, to be ggg at Union City, in the county 
of Randolph and State of Indiana. 

John H. Daugherty, to be postmaster at Frankton, in the county 
of Medison and State of Indiana. 

Patrick B. Gibbons, to be postmaster at Paris, in the county of 
Lamar and State of Texas. 

John E. Shields, to be postmaster at Alderson, in the county of 
Monroe and State of West Virginia. 

Morris B. Pote, to be postmaster at New Harmony, in the county 
of Posey and State of Indiana. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 9, 1897. 


ro by Rev. WALLAcE Rapcuirre, D. D., of the city of 
Washington. 

‘he Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Quay, and by unanimous con 
cont, Oe further reading was dispensed with. 

MANUFACTURE OF ARMOR PLATE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 25th ultimo, a statement prepared by the Chief 
of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, showing the number of 
tons of armor plate bought from the Carnegie Steel Company and 
the Bethlehem Iron Company; which, with the accompany.ng 
pers, was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and or- 
vered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented sundry memorials of citi- 
zens of New York City, Brooklyn, Richmond, Long Island City, 
Yonkers, Buffalo, Haverstraw, Hurleyville, and Sheldrake, all in 
the State of New York, remonstrating against the proposed in- 
crease of the tax on beer; which were referred to the Committee 


on * 

Mr. FRYE. I present a petition of the Stove Flexible Shaft 
Company and sundry citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., and the petition 
of F. D. and sundry other citizens of Hampton, Va., pray- 
ing for the early of the pending tariff bill. I am heartily 
in favor of the prayer of the petitioners. I move that the petitions 
lie on the table, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a memorial of the legislative com- 
mittee of the Medical Society of the District of Columbia, remon- 
strating against the passage of Senate bill No. 1063, for the further 
prevention of cruelty to anima!s in the District of Columbia, in- 
troduced at the present session. I move that the memorial lie on 
the table and that it be printed as a document. 

in aban Pie eeeted ax dry he bill 

° presen sun papers to accompany the bi 
(8. 2096) granting a pension to Almon Stuart, of Minden, Nebr.; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2104) for the recognition of 
the service of the officers and enlisted men of certain 
mili organizations; which was read twice by 

— and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


. introduced a bill (S. 2105) authorizing the res- 
toration to the Reform School of boys who have been discharged 
on and for other p ; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. introduced a bill (S. 2106) granting a pension to 
ames Willard, late assistant surgeon First Regiment Potomac 


nee Bente, United States Volunteers; which was read twice 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


oo 
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Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2107) granting an increase of 
pension to Theodore S. Cross; which was read twice by its title, 
and. with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CARTER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 


TRANSMISSISSIPPI AND INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION, 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives 
concurring), That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
requested to invite, by proclamation or otherwise, as he may deem most 
proper, foreign nations to make exhibits at the Transmississippi and Inter- 
national Exposition to be held at the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, 
from the Ist day of June to the Ist day of November, A. D. 1898. 


Mr. ALLEN. [ask unanimous consent to call up a joint reso- 
lution lying on the table which went over until this morning, 
It is a local resolution pertaining to our expositionat Omaha. It 
has been submitted to the senior Senator from Massachusetts | Mr, 
Hoar}, and, at his suggestion, 1 will offer an amendment to it. 

Mr. FRYE. Is it a joint resolution? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is joint resolution No. 50. 

Mr. ALLEN. It wasintroduced yesterday and passed over. It 
is now in print on the table of each Senator. It was parsed over 
at the suggestion of the Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLISON] 
yesterday. 

ur. ALLISON. I read the joint resolution in the Recorp this 
morning, but I have not had time to compare it with the statutes 
that were passed for the expositions at Chicago and other places, 

Mr. ALLEN. I can say to the Senator that I think it is in sub- 
stance the same as the resolutions that were passed respecting the 
W orld’s Fair and the Atlanta Exposition. 

Mr. ALLISON. My recollection is that the former statutes pro- 
vided that the foreign exhibits, etc., should be returned within 
six months after the close of the exposition. I see that the Sen- 
ator provides for a period of one year. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; I willaccept an amendment as to the 
time in which the articles shall be removed from the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only ask the Senator if that is not true as re- 
spec.s former expositions? 

Mr. ALLEN. I think, in reference to the World's Fair, it was 
the case, although I am not certain as to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think six months is a period long enough. 

Mr. ALLEN. [shall be perfectly willing to accept an amend- 
ment of that kind and make the period six months. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I shall make no objection to the passage 
of the joint resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent to call it up. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course I yield for -this purpose, with the 
understanding that it will not occupy time. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir; I think not. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it should lead to debate, I must call for the 
regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (S. R. 50) authorizing 
foreign exhibitors at the Transmississippi and International Ex- 
position, to be held in the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, 
during the year 1898, to bring to the United States foreign labor- 
ers from their countries, respectively ,for the purpose of preparing 
for and making exhibits; and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. ALLEN. - In section 1, line 33, I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘act”’ and insert the word ‘‘resolution;” so as to read: 


That no alien shall, by virtue of this resolution, be permitted to enter the 
United States to perform labor therein, except by express permission, etc 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. In section 2, line 11, I move to strike out ‘‘ one 
year” and insert ‘‘six months;” so as to make the first clause of 
the proviso read: 

That said articles shall be removed from the United States within siz 
months after the close of said exposition. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. In compliance with the suggestion of the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], | move to add at the 
end of the joint resolution the following additional proviso: 

Provided further, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to make such rules and regulations as may be neces- 
meri in his judgment, to carry into execution the provisions hereof and to 
probi 


bit the infraction of existing statutes, except as the same may be tem- 
porarily modified and changed by this resolution. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
amendments were concurred in. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. ALLEN. In the fourth line of the first clause of the pre- 
amble, after the word “city,” I move to strike out the words “in 


the year. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The preamble as amen was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
Prvupen, one of his secretaries, anno that the President had 
=. ee day approved and signed the following act and joint reso- 


An act (S. 1944) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
“= joint pedenian Tk ie tay acenntbiitei ties f $10,000 
nt resolution (5. ) reapp: iating sum 0 H 
not expended for the relief of sufferers “ the floods of the Missis- 
sippi River. . 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 379. ‘ 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 87) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to enconrage the industries of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The pending question is on agreeing 
to the amendments of the Committee on Finance to the first two 
brackets in paragraph 229. The amendments will be stated. 

The Secretary. In par 229, line 6, before the word 
**cents,” strike out ‘‘two” insert ‘‘one and one-half;” and in 
line 9, before the words ‘* per pound,” strike out “1; cents” and 
insert ‘ eight-tenths of 1 cent;” so as to read: 


220. Rice, cleaned, ein pen pound; uneleaned rice, or rice free of the 
outer hull and stil! having the inner cuticle on, eight-tenths of 1 cent per 


Mr. ALLISON. AsIstated yesterday, the majority of the com- 
mittee recommend that these two amendments be disagreed to. 

The amendments were re ‘ 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 
sgraph 229, page 70, line 12, after the word “‘ sieve,” to strike out 

words ‘* one-half” and insert the words ‘‘ one-fourth;” so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

229. Rice, cleaned,2 cents per pound: uncleaned rice, or rice free of the 
outer hull and still having the inner cuticle on, 1} cents per d; rice flour, 
and rice and rice broken which will pass iaemman a sieve known com- 
paar a. 12 wire sieve, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound; paddy, or rice 

ving outer bull on, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. After having received a letter which I shall 
ask to have read, I have concluded to withdraw my ition to 
the committee amendment bearing on this question. I ask that 
the letter may be read, in order to explain the matter. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

WaAsHInorton, D. C., June 9, 1997. 


Dear Srr: It was agreed by the representatives of the rice industry from 
Charleston, Savannah, and Louisiana that they would make no contest over 
the duty on rice flour and broken rice that would through a No. I2 sieve, 
as this m rive fs nota home product of enfficlent quan te materially 
affect the producing interest. It is never sold upon the general market, and 
toa 

ery res y. 
8. A. ENAPP, 


Representing South Carolina, Georgia, and Louisiana. 
Hon. J. C. Prrrenarp, 
Washington 


, D.C. 
Mr. ALLISON. The committee desire that the amendment 
in line 12 shall be agreed to. » 
amendment was to. \ 


Mr. MILLS. Before we leave the question of a duty on rice, I 
move to strike out the whole paragraph and insert: 


Rice in all forms, 40 per cent ad valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
a a by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. M . Let us have the yeas and nays on that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the osstary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair. with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose], and 


withhold my vote. 
Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 


the Senator from New Jersey [{Mr. 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was I am paired with 
the Senator from Florida . Pasco}. he were present, he 
would vote ‘‘ yea” and I vote ‘* 
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The roll call having been concluded, the result was announce.) 
yeas 19, nays 40; as follows: ; 


YEAS—19. 
Bate, Harris, Tenn. organ, T 
Berry, Jones. Ark. ——. Var” 
uiite Lindsay, bevins, wanna, 
‘ ry, . wilin . 
Gray, Mills, Smith, e 
NAYS—40. 
Allen, Davis, Hoar, Platt, N. Y. 
Allison, Debne, MeBride, Pritchard, 
Bacon, Fairbanks, M , Proctor, * 
pe am ws, Foraker, ae ls rv, 
tler, ‘ lian, 
Caunon, Galltager, Mason i) cae, 
Carter, Gear, Morrill, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hale. Nelson, Thurston, 
Clay, . Hawley. Perkins, Tillman, 
Cullom, Heitfeid, Piatt, Conn. Wellington. 
NOT VOTING—®. 
Aldrich, Gorman, Mantle, Teller, 
Baker, Hanna, Mircab, econ, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, M Warren, 
Clark, Harris, Kans. Pasco, Wetmore, 
ante, Z ones, Nev. Penrose, ee 
is, e 4 olcott. 
Faulkner, a? — sae 
George, Lodge, Sewell, 


So Mr. Mrius’s amendment was rejected. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 
230. Rye, 10 cents per bushel; rye flour, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. VEST. I wish to call attention to the fact that in 1894 wo 
exported $445,075 worth of rye and imported $291 worth. (f rye 
flour we exported $11,163 worth and imported $1 worth. Under 
the doctrine which obtained yesterday in the Senate upon the 
votes, I know it is entirely useless to make any protest and to show 
that this increased duty is absolutely unnecessary upon rye. 
Everything is to be taxed now, and I su the importation of 
rye flour, although only $1 worth comes into the United States, is 
a standing menace to the farmers of this country, and we mist 
therefore increase the oa seme it. Iwill not make any motion 
to.amend the paragraph, but let it go. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to strike 
out paragraph 231, in the following words: 

231. Tapioca, cassava or cassada, fari e, or flou 
one-half of 1 cent per pound; ae haie eee — 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 


a to. 
r. RAWLINS. Mr. President. I rise for the purpose of 0ccu- 
pying the attention of the Senate fora few moments with re(er- 
rence to the which was delivered { "Tete by the distin- 
guished Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. The feeling and earn- 
estness which he displayed on that occasion, it occurred to me, j»-r- 
haps were by reason of some remarks which I had made on thie 
us-day in regard to exempting from duty raw material. | 
ve always had and still have the respect and admira- 
tion for the Senator from Missouri. seems to think that the 
declaration in the platform, as construed by the remarks 
of mine and some other upon this side, is a new evangel, 
a political heresy, a departure from the Democratic faith. My 
sole pu in rising now is to give the genesis of that declara- 
tion, to show that it is in strict acenrdance with the teachings of 
the Democratic . That declaration, as contained in the ))lat- 
form adopted in 1896, is in this language: 
We hold that the tariff duties should be levied for parpens of revenue, 


such duties to be so adjusted as to operate equall the country 
and oS pica ween Sh thot fention should be 


y adminis- 


is 


and resolutions in 


much criticism, and upon my 
it a heterodox in the political history 
Sine temas adenine aenttcanty to. 1h: 

came y to the 

t im 1824, and there was a revision of the tariff in 1832. -\s 


the basis of that revision a petition was presented to the Congre=5 
of the United States by Albert Gallatin. a 
Mr. LINDSAY. the Senator from Utah permit a question’ 


Mr. RAWLINS. With pleasure. 
Mr. LINDSAY. I understood him to say that this part of the 


vaso et The pa relating io tho nality of duti 

r, nties. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the « .” after the word 
” was intentionally omitted 


‘revenue from the platform? 
Mr. RAWLINS. 1 think not. » 


Mr. LINDSAY. Was it accidentally omitted from the plat 


form? 
Mr. RAWLINS. It was omitted from the 
Mr. LINDSAY. Accidentally or 


Task the question 








pecause the Senator said that he proposed that particular clause 
of the platform. and I took it for granted that he knew whether 
the old-fashioned Democratic word ‘‘ only” was omitted purposely 
or accidentally. 

Mr RAWLINS. Perhaps what I say will be a sufficient an- 
swer to the question as propounded by the Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I can give some light on that subject, if the 
Senator will allow me. 

on. 
ind RAWLINS. Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the 
Senate any longer than possible upon this question, but simply to 
set ourselves right in regard to it. I will read a letter from Al- 
bert Gallatin, addressed to the Congress of the United States, in 
this instance to the Hon. John C. Calhoun, Vice-President and 
President of the Senate, under the date of 23d of January, 1832. 
I read from @ compilation, Stute Papers and Speeches on the 
Tariff, by F. W. Tausig, professor of political economy in the 


University of Harvard 
New York, 23d January, 1832. 
Srr: Ihave the honor to inclose the memorial of the committee appointed 


It was omitted purposely, after discus- 


by the convention of tes from several States, held at Philadelphia in 
September and October, 1531, for the purpose of paring and presenting to 
Congress & memorial forth the evils of the existing tariff of duties, 
and asking such a modification of the same as shall be consistent with the 


rposes of revenue and equal, in its eperation, on the different parts of the 
Bnited States and on the various interests of the same. 
I pray that the said memorial may be laid before the Senate; and have the 
honor to be, with t respect, sir, 
Your most t servant, 
ALBERT GALLATIN, 
Chairman of the Committee. 
The Hon. Jonw C. CALHOUN, 
Vice-President of the United States 
and President of the Senate. 


This thus presented to Congress is an elaborate, candid, 
te, and most able presentation of the question of the 
tariff in —- to the theory of Hamilton. The very end and 
pape the discussion was to establish, or, to use the language 
of the petition, ** asking such a modification ” of the existing tariff 
law “as shall be consistent with the purposes of revenue, and 
equal in its tion on the different parts of the United States 
and on the various interestsof thesame.” In further explanation, 
I read from page 117 of the same paper: 
The question then at issue is, simply, whether the amount wanted shall be 
so ra as to fail equally upon all the consumers, or, in other words, on the 


community, and so as to encourage equally every branch of industry, or 
ether certain branches shall receive special protection by high and some- 


w 
times prohibitory duties. 

Whether taxes are laid on income or on consumption, it is cgually the duty 
of a government founded in justice to lay them equally on all in proportion, 
as the case may be, to the income or the consumption. Were there no taxes 


of the latter every part of the country and every class of society 
would be left at supply its wants on the cheapest terms and to 
pursue that industry for which each was best fitted. If a tax 


equivalent to an average duty of 20 per cent (or at any other rate) on all for- 
becomes necessary for the support of government, and is 
at an and uniform rate on all such commodities, all the sections of 
country, of society, and individuals are left as far as practica- 
in the same relative situation as before. But any law materially varying 
rate on any of the taxed articles will in some respect change that rela- 
ve situation and, toan extent proportionate to the change, render the bur- 
den of the tax unequal. 
I next invite attention to another leading state paper which, 
aaa than any other in the history of the country, has 
referred to as containing a correct representation of the 
Democratic view of the tariff question, and upon the basis of 
which a tariff bill was framed which has ever been held up as a 
modelfor imitation by Democratic advocates before the American 
yoogio. I refer to the Treasury report of 1845, by Robert J. 
ker, an able statesman from the State of Mississippi; and I 
read from this same compilation at pages 219 and 220, where the 
following 


language is used: 


SPEPES 


nn improvements in the revenue laws, the following principles 
First. no more money should be collected than is necessary for the 
wants of the Government economically administered. 
That is in the Chicago platform. 
Second. no be i on any article above the | st rat 
which will Tro tanent ee Sevens. " ss oor 
Third. below such rate tion may be made, descending in 
the scale or for imperative reasons— 


Mark the language— 


or for reasons the article may be placed in the list of those free 
: maximum revenue d should be imposed on luxuries. 

Fifth. and all duties should be abolished and 
ad in their . care being taken to guard against 

tual and underval and to assess the duty upon the 

Sixth.— 

This is embodied in the Chicago platform. It is the origin of 
the declaration which was the subject of animadversion by the 
distinguished Senator from Missouri— 
gi througout the Un, @iscrininatiy nother Ua aor against aay" 

neither for nor against any 
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No article is to be exempt from duty except for imperative rea- 
sons. It excludes the idea of free raw material as does this last 

rinciple with reterence to which the Walker tariff was framed. 

have that tariff bill here and I desire to call attention to the free 
list or articles exempt from duty as contained in thatact. It 
covers a little more than one-half of a page of this volume and it 
contains no hint or suggestion of exempting raw materials from 
duty. Iwill ask permission to print it in the Recorp at the 
end of my s h as an appendix, but I shall not detain the Senate 
by reading it. 

What is the interpretation according to this standard of well- 
recognized Democratic authority of the declaration which has 
been embodied in the Chicago platform? I call attention, further, 
to the language of this report on page 227, and I desire Senators 
to mark the language, because we have a contemporaneous, a rec- 
ognized, and a clear exposition and interpretation of the meaning, 
not only of the principle upon which that Democratic tariff was 
framed, but of the same declaration as contained in the Chicago 
platform. 

The present tariff— 

Says this distinguished Democrat— 
is unjust and unequal, as well in its details as in the principles upon which it 
is founded. On some articles the duties are entirely prohibitery and on 
others there isa partial prohibition. It discriminates’in favor of manufac 
tures and against agriculture by imposing many higher duties upon the 
es fabric than upon the agricultural product out of which it is 
Tlaade. 

It discriminates in favor of the manufacturer and against the mechanic 
by many higher duties upon the manufacture than upon the article made out 
of it by the mechanic. It discriminates in favor of the manufacturer and 
against the merchant by injurious restrictions upon trade and com merce, 
aud against the shipbuilding and navigating interest by heavy duties on 
almost every article used in building or navigating vessels. It discriminates 
in favor of manufactures and against exports, which are as truly the product 
of American industry as manufactures. It discriminates in favor of the 
rich and against the poor by high duties upon nearly all the necessaries of 
lifeand by minimums and specific duties, rendering the tax upon the real 
article much higher on the cheaper than upon the finer article 

That is not only a good criticism of the pending measure, but it 
is a clear exposition of the doctrine of the Democratic party as 
embodied in the Chicago platform. 

Mr. President, in 1884, and again in 1888, and it was repeated 
in 1892, at the suggestion, I believe, of the factory and mill owners 
to a large extent of New England, as a sop to the people whose 
support in that direction was sought by the Democratic party, 
that the traditions of the party should be so far departed from as 
to exempt from duty. for the benefit of one section of the country 
largely, all the product or a large part of it of the greater propor- 
tion of the country; I said it was taken upin deference to that 
sentiment and that it was as vicious in principle as it was unequal 
in operation. Asa result of that, the Democratic party came to 
disaster. No Democrat can stand in the West or the South ov in 
any of the great producing regions of this country as justifying a 
monopoly to the Eastern or Northern manufacturers, their polit- 
ical enemies, by saying that the burden of taxation shall not be 
imposed upon them to the degree that is possible in a just and 
equitable distribution of tariff burdens. 

Then this declaration in the Chicago platform, excluding as it 
does the idea of free raw material, is not a new evangel; it is not 
an evil genius; it is not a vile reptile or rattlesnake. There is no 
need for any Senator, in order that he may be protected from it, 
to make any solemn and dramatic invocation to the Almighty and 
in ugony and despair to ask God to help him. It comes to us fresh 
and pure and undefiled from the very source and fountain of 
Democratic faith, and, so far as any vote that I cast is concerned, 
it will be in accordance with the declaration and principles of my 


party. 





SCHEDULE I.—(Exempt from duty.) 


angered for breed; bullion, gold and silver; cabinets of coins, 
medals, and other collections of antiquities: coffee and tea,when imported di- 
rect from the place of their growth or production in American vessels, or in 
foreign vessels entitled by reciprocal treaties to be exempt from discrimi- 
nating duties, tonnage, and other charges; coffee, the growth or production 
of the possessions of the Netherlands, imported from the Netherlands in the 
same manner; coins, gold, silver, and appr: copper ore; copper, when im 
ported for the United States mint; cotton; felt, adhesive, for sheathing vessels; 
garden seeds, and all other seeds not otherwise provided for; goods,wares, and 
merchandise, the growth, produce, or manufacture of the United States, ex 
ported toa foreign country and brought back tothe United States in the same 
cond as when exported, upon which no drawback or bounty has been 
allowed: Provided, That all lations to ascertain the identity thereof pre- 
scribed by existing laws or which may be prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall be complied with; guano; household effects, old and in use, of 
,ersons or families from foreign countries, if used abroad by them, and not 
ntended for any other person or persons, or for sale; junk, old; models of 
inventions and other improvements in the arts: Provided, That no article or 
articlesshall be deemed a model or improvement which can be fitted for use; 
oakum, oil, spermaceti, whale and other fish, of American fisheries. and all 
other articles the produce of such fisheries; paintings and statuary, the pro 
duction of A artists residing abroad, and all other ——- and 
statuary: Provided, The same be imported in good faith as objects of taste 
not of merchandise; personal and household effects (not merchandise) 
of citizens of the United States dying Suen: plaster of paris, wnpreness 
platina, unmanufactured; sheathing copper, but no copper to be considerec 
such, and admitted free, except in sheets 48 inches long and l4 inches wide, 
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and weighing from 14 to % ounces the square foot; sheathing metal; speci- 
mensof natural history, mineralogy, or botany; trees, shrubs, bulbs, plants 
and roots, not otherwise provided for; wearing apparel in actual use, an 


other personal effects not merchandise, professional books, implements, in- 
struments, and tools of trade, occupation, or employment, of persons artes 
in the United States: Provided, That this exemption shall not be construe 
to include machinery or other articles impor for use in any manufactur- 
establishment, or for sale. 
pproved July 30, 1846, 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, we have been listening for two 
months to the efforts to adjust and ee, and unadjust and 
readjust again, the relative claims of the beneficiaries who are to 
share in the monumental trust fund that this measure is intended 
toraise. The Ways and Means Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives struggled with this question all through the winter, and 
in the early spring the House sent to this body the product of their 
long labor. Their work has been again considered with great 
deliberation, and the relative shares of the claimants have been 
again readjusted, and as we progress with the bill the controversy 

oes on, former decisions are reopened, and new decisions made 
The claimants are not content with the shares of the spoil as they 
have been divided. 

The relative proportions distributed to each have not been satis- 
factory. The work of redistribution goes on, and the representa- 
tives of 73,000,000 of peop one —— Capitol of the Republic 
are engaged day by day and hour by Hour trying to settle, as in a 
court of equity, the relative shares of each one of these claimants 
in this great fund which is to be raised by Congress for distribu- 
tion. Little, sir, has been said about where this money is to come 
from, Senators and Representatives dispose of it, and levy these 
great shares as though it was to be let down in asheet from heaven, 
as if it was to be taken from no one,as if it were a bounty which, 
like the atmosphere and the rain which God gives to the people, each 
one of these favored classes was to have a certain share of; and 
we are sitting here to determine the proper amount to be given to 
each claimant. 

I come, sir, to _ for the forgotten man—the taxpayer. I 
come to speak for those from whose pockets this vast sum is to be 
raised: from whose labor and sweat, day and night, this vast con 
tribution is to be taken. They have some right to be heard in the 
councils of the nation when their property is to be taken by an 
act of legislative rapine and distributed among men who have 
paid no consideration for it. 

I have been surprised, Mr, President, when we have called upon 
the originators and constructors of this measure to explain it, 
that they have sat in silence, feeling conscious of power, and have 
not deigned even to give a reason to the taxpayers of this country 
for this measure which they propose to put upon the statute books 
of the nation. 

Where is this money to come from? I look upon the rates of 
taxation in this bill with the profoundest astonishment, and ask 

ou where this money is to come from? Commencing at the very 
ginning of this measure, I find that — have put a tax upon 
boracic acid of $126.89 on $100 worth of that product. Who is to 
payit? Whatright have you to take the property of the taxpayers 
of = country and distribute it among the men who own boracic 
aci¢ 

Here are some, and only some, of the rates of taxation imposed 

upon the necessaries of life: 


Rates of duty levied by Senate bill, 


Boracic acid ............. EE IR kink nn ckvee seanscgidssos $82. 64 
EE ROO. 65 cnn cncosntenwecth 128.15 | Opium for smoking............ 81. 86 
Alcoholic perfumery .......... i Oe ince ncivadin s onsansned 88.71 
Alcoholic com pounds ......... 349.27 | Spirit varnishes............... 95.17 
Borax. refined. ................ 71.48 Sl bnuetvkishcentsbaiomie 63.96 
OS ea, EP Se 
osasene Danses dbcibony ons dunneu,” Lenn Uncle dedbcnonses tas 77.00 
Sulphuric ether ..............- 318.33 | Glass bottles................... 80.38 
Fruit ethers ................... 128.90 | Window glass ................. 115. 16 
AT NE (ID. bintiendaecusnsnee Sh GS Minh inkcdcnteviah baareenecehe 114.23 
Plate glass. .................... 100.72 | Compounds of distilled spirits 1, 206.34 
ye eae ih cia dacenes ostakddnne 346. 02 
Tron and steel in sheets....... 67.28 gg Dnequbt ind hamdcandéons 112.95 
Tron and steel in sheets....... 70.48 ikiednioes 272. 72 
SET iidentelen dbavigv<nenecs 111.05 | Plushes, cotton..............-- 74.67 
Razors and razor blades...... CBE 1 EE Sdercéandtitowbecevcutccns 217.39 
Shotguns \ SERENE | SRR ee 109. U2 
ETM. « K0dd> chibee Staunese i po . SS 102.00 
RVI kn stn icehunucdiceden 188.88 | Woolen rags.............---... 172.63 
nd nens ecéglavaniupaaden 111. EE adthad nccctswcenonn 128.23 
Sugar .... % - £5.82 ets uth - 15.6% 
TIE TOE 6. ogc cncancknencccu 124.29 FRET 119.41 
Tobacco leaf.................-« 222.28 | Wool shawis................... 171.15 
TOG BIEN. <6 u6'sces veqtbaenios 238.11 2 ee aera 224.55 
CONG ceckncnxchokiieehende 110.80 | Plushes, woolen ............... 127.00 
CR RPOOGDR . « «10: cdbesdencnueed 133.62 | Wool carpets .................. 80.22 
EE RE OE | SSCS a ee 164. 17 
Currants ....... ee 


When the Constitution of the United States was formed, it was 
intended to be the great charter for the government of a free 
people. It laid down distinctly the just powers of the Govern- 
ment it created, and it defined in the clearest language the limita- 
tions of those powers and guarded, as far as words could guard. 
against their abuse. It gave to Congress power to lay and collect 


taxes. For what purpose? Was it to ch ae money to distribute , 


among favored classes? It does not say so; but to lay and collect 
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taxes to pay the debts and provide for the common defens» and 
general welfare. 

Mr. President, no clearer definition of the proper functions of 
government on this continent has ever been given than that which 
was given by the noble old Commonwealth of Massachuse's jp 
her constitution of 1780. She knew what liberty was worth. anq 
she knew the proper functions of justgovernment. She esti:natoq 
the blessings of freedom as we estimate all blessings—by ¢),,j; 
flight. She was then struggling against the oppression of arj)itra;y 

wer located on another hemisphere. She was the first to lay jer 

ambs, without spot or blemish, upon the altar of sacrifices. sii, 
poured in the streets of Boston, in 1770, the first blood offered ag 
a os inst tyrannical taxation. 
he emphasized her devotion to liberty at Lexington, Coneorg 

and Bunker Hill before this greet charter of free government was 
written. She made the declaration while the struggle was «ti}| 
on and the warm blood of her own children was still flowing, and 
before the coveted boon came to her and her confederates at Y ork- 
town. Let me call your attention to her words: 

The end of the mstitution, maintenance, and administration of gover). 
ment is to secure the existence of the body politic, to protect it, and to fur. 
nish the individuals who compose it with the power of enjoying in safety and 
tranquillity their natural rights and the blessings oflife. * * * Govern. 
ment is instituted for the common good, for the protection, safety, prosper- 
ity. and happiness of the people,and not for the profit, honor, or private 
interest of any one man, family, or class of men. 

Virginia, by the hand of George Mason, wrote the same great 
truth in the bill of rights to her constitution in 1776. She said: 

No man or set of men are entitled to exclusive or separate emoluments or 
privileges from the community but in consideration of public services. 


It is the same thought, it is the same idea, but not the way in 
which Massachusetts spoke it. Was it true in 1780 that in a free 
government no one man, no one family, no one class of men were 
entitled to separate emoluments? Was it true in 1780 that yoy- 
ernment was instituted for the common and for the protec- 
tion, safety, prosperity, and happiness of the people, and is it now 
to be administered for the profit of one man, or one class of men, 
or one family of men? If the declaration was true then, it is true 
now. 

The Democratic party, that started with the birth of the Gov- 
ernment, started with the idea that liberty could only be perp:t- 
uated on this continent by strictly cons the words of that 
grant. There was where the battle started. ey did not mean to 
construe the wordsof thatinstrument soastomake them mean what 
ae not mean, but toconstrue them to mean what they meant 
in the common conversation of the day. Thereis nota word in that 
Constitution that authorizes Congress to take one man’s property 
and give it toanother. It is contrary to the fundamental princi- 
ples of honesty as well as of Sag ot meaner and ali our consti- 
tutions contain the interdiction t government shall not even 
take private property for public purposes without paying for it. 

But here is a bill of scation, pro to take the property 
of the forgotten men, who are not s in this grand slush 
fund, who are under the ban of their Government, laboring in 
their fields on their crops and in the highways trying to make a 
support for themselves and their wives and children. and tho 
all-powerful classes, built up by the plunder of the people by 
legislation, put their hands upon the throats of the people, and 





when we stand here and ask for some explanation of these exor!i- 
tant levies, they look at us as much as to say, ‘‘ What are you 
going to do about it?” They may £9 on recklessly in their bold 
career, but I call to their memory the admonition of the wise man 
who speaks from the Bible: 

Joice, oung man, : heart cheer thee in the 
anit thy youth and walk aoe a tk and in the sight of 
S e — t know thou, that for all these things God will bring thee into 


We have got no tribunal here. These doors are slammed in our 
faces. The old fundamental maxim of Saxon liberty, that every 
man shall be heard before he shall be condemned, has no place in 
this court. Thank God, there is a tribunal whose doors stand 
wide open day and night; and to that tribunal we will take you 
gentlemen. - 

You made a bill like this in 1890, and while you were making it 


you were outraging the public sentiment of this country. The 
came to you in the elections that followed. 

ou talk now ut the of the business interests of 
the country. It in 1890, and the evidence of it was in the 
eas a meea es Retademesteee ak Gea ter 
mo’ 8 2 they pu 
the ubiioan party in q there to remain until it had 
been Now, Mr. President, it is proposed 


ted. 
to reenact that er with all its horrible eer cematie’. 
Look at the enormous rates of taxation in list I have men- 
tioned; $100 worth of tannic acid taxed $128.15; $100 worth of alco- 
compounds taxed $349.27; $100 worth of compounds of ‘is- 
spirits taxed $1 


206.34, All this levy on the 
pockets of the forgotten man, whose pockets, alas, are now empty. 








i 


1897. 


1597 





Where is this money to come from? Who is to pay it? It is to 
come from somebody. We have been told when we have pressed 
for an answer to this i ** Why, the foreigner pays that tax; 
you have nothing to do with it; it gets into the public Treasury, 
and is ded by the Government, and the foreigner pays it.” 
Do you think that the foreigner contributes the material cost, the 
labor cost, and all the expenses incident to the production of a 
hundred dollars’ worth of product, reserving to himself a little 
profit to live on and carry on his business—that he pays all that 
and pays $1,200 besides that to get to sell it for $100? No man in 
his senses believes any such thing. 

But if the foreigner pays the tax, if we compel him by law to 

y a tax for the support of our Government, in which he has no 

nterest, what is the difference between that and piracy on the 
high seas? Why should we take from any foreigner a solitary 
dollar for any purpose in the United States? It would be high- 
way robbery if done upon land, and it would be piracy if com- 
mitted u the high seas. But every child 10 years old knows 
that the loreigner oes not pay a particle of this tax. 

But, Mr. President, if we grant that the foreigner pays all the 


taxes the foreign imports that come into this country, 
amountiag now to about $160,000,000, who pays the protective tax 
on domestic goods consumed in thiscountry? The foreigner never 


touches them. Who pays the enhanced price placed upon those 
goods by these exorbitant tariff rates? There is no escaping the 
answer to that a that it is the forgotten man who pays 
: ae earhons t of the 73,000,000 of A i 
72,500,000, , out of the 73,000,000 of American people. 
Mr. Proadent. I hold in my hand a book, written by a man 
recognized throughout the world as a statistician and a man 
skilled in financial matters, entitled Industries and Wealth of 
Nations, written by Mr. Mulhall. We have often bad quotations 
from him. He gives the value of the manufactured products of 
the various countries, and compares them with each other. He 


tells us in his book that he has converted foreign money into | 


unds sterling at $4.80 to the pound. I haveconverted his values 
Into dollars at $4.80 to the pound, and they stand as follows: 





$4, 204, 800, TEGED. cancce canecescccesee $912, 000, 000 
2, 860, 800,000 | Spain ................... 580, 000, 000 
3, 312, 120, Belgium -......- “e 569, 000, 000 
1,824, 000,000 | Switzerland 196, 000, 000 
1, 574, 0,000 | United States .......... 9, 369, 600, 000 


We can form some estimate of the correctness of his figures for 
other countries by his approximate estimate to our official reports 
of 1890, Our census reports show their value to be $9,372,437,283, 
and his figures show $9,369,600,000. In making this comparison, 
listen to what Mr. Mulhall says: ‘‘ The value of American manu- 
factures is artificially raised by protective tariffs fully 383 per cent 
over the real value: the latter amounts, therefore, to about one 
thousand four hundred and sixty-four millions sterling, or the 
value conjointly of British and French manufactures.” In his 
table, in pounds. he put the value of our manufactures 
at £1,952,000,000. He says the correct value is £1,464,000,000; that 

he ve tariffs have added £488,000,000 to their true value. 

Four hundred and eighty-eight millions of pounds sterling, at $1.80 

tothe pound, amount to $2,342.400,000! Deducting the $2U0,000,000 

worth of manufactures we export, we consume $9,172,437,283 at a 
33 per cent too high because of high tariff rates. 

value in the open market would be $6,879.327,000, and 
827,000 is the increased price we pay annually for protec- 
tariffs. The value of the products of labor in agriculture, 

ualture, dairies, vineyards, orchards, ens, forests, mines, 
manufactures, and fisheries are less annually than $15,000,000,000, 
and more than one-sixth of that is extorted from the taxpayers 


a 


ay, 


every year as bounty to protected producers. Where does this 
monumental pile of e come from? 


Not out of the pockets of the foreigner, but out of the pockets 
of the forgotten man, out of the taxpayers of the United States; 
and yet we do not hesitate to put a tax of 200, 300, 400, and even 
500 cent on many articles contained in this bill. Many of 
those articles escape attention because the cheaper product bear- 

a is eliminated and ot = autos to 

) ; our are compel to pay higher rates 
Gan dren Cae eantieel tn these schedules; and the forgotten 
ae farmer in the field, the miner in the mine, the laborer 
on highway, the man behind the counter and in the offices 
and in the schoolhouses all over this country have got the strong 
and of the Government rammed down into their 
yocaae to take out of the whole annual income of the people of 
United States almost $2,300,060,000 annually of their 
Iwant the Public Printer to put these figures in heavy 


to fix the attention of the country, if possible, to this stu- 
m of legislative rapine and robbery. Two billion 


and ninety-three on dollars annually goes to the 
beneficiaries of this fund. to the protected classes, contrary to 
the of liberty as written by Massachusetts, contrary to all 


e forgotten men, women, and children, about | 





| 


| 
| 
| 


i 





the teachings that are written in Virginia, contrary to the teach- 
ings of our fathers from that day to this; and the attempt to 
bring this idol into camp and compel us to uncover our heads and 
bow down and say our prayers to this god of Dagon will not be 
accepted in the Democratic camp, no matter where it comes from. 
When you attempt to bring this Philistine idol into our temple 
and compel us to worship it, if it does not fall down like the statue 
of Dagon fell before the Ark of the Covenant, the American peo- 
le will kick it down, and then kick the life out of it after it is 
own. 

What is the reason for this harsh, oppressive; and destructive 
measure? Why is it that these enormous exactions are demanded? 
What cause exists for it? Therevenues areincreasing. ‘The Gov- 
ernment Treasury is full tooverflowing. We know of no such in- 
stances of taxation in any of the States or in any of the cities. Go 
to the great city of New York, the great city of Chicago, or any 
other great city, and you do not find the tax rate over 3 per cent; 
and if it does go beyond that, it almost raises a revolution. Why 


| is it that the people resent a 3 per cent tax in the States and sub- 


mit to a tax of 300 per cent by the National Government? Be- 
cause the tax in the States is levied upon wealth and every man 
knows when he pays his tax that he is paying it upon his property, 
and there is a boundary bevond which no government can pass. 
But here this taxation is indirect. 

The people do not know it; they pay it in the stores where they 
buy. ft is constantly taken from them under false pretenses, 
They only know that depression and distress exist all over the 
whole land, and they are told that it exists because this tariff bill 
is delayed here. We are told that the wheels of machinery are 
standing still and rusting; we are told that the people are in rags 
waiting for the coming of a Messiah—the tariff bill, that is to be 
**the be all and the endall” of everything fur which they can hope 
for their benefit. They are standing still and waiting tor the tax- 
gatherer to come and bring them good times by demanding more 
taxes! 

Mr. President, when this Government was first formed we had 
no manufactures. We had just passed through a most trying and 
bloody ordeal of seven years, one which I do not think we ever 
could have passed through but for the friendly hand of France. 
All through that revolution we felt the necessity of the products 
of manufacture, of arms, munitions of war, clothing, wagons, and 
everything to transport, to mobilize an army, and to support and 
maintain it while it was struggling in the field. Hence our great 
fathers at that time agreed, for the public benefit, for the national 
safety, to put a protective duty of 5 or 10 or 15 per cent on goods 
coming into this country. in order to encourage an infant industry. 

a Clay, who is said to be the father of the Amer‘can sys- 
tem, called it an infant industry, and after it had existed for some 
years—in 1833, I believe—when introducing the compromise tariff 
of that year, which every two years was to reduce by 10 per cent 
the rate of existing duties until they would come to a horizontal 
level of 20 per cent in 1841 or 1842, he gave nine years of time, at 
the expiration of which the infant was to arrive at maturity, put 
off his boyish garments, and stand forth as a man in full stature. 
The period of infancy, in the judgment of the proiectionists of the 
early day, was to terminate by 1840, and when the Whig partyin 
1842 restored our manufactures to their state of infancy it was 
assailed all over the country in the campaign of 1844, James K. 
Polk was made President of the United States, and the Walker 
tariff of 1846 was placed upon the statute book—the first step in 
advance toward free trade. 

I speak that word regardless of how it may grate on the ears of 
some of my Democratic friends. They then took the position that 
this country was to embark in manufactures, to give employment 
to its people, and send the products of their labor all over the 
whole world and compete with the whole world. How was it to 
be done? It was to be done by putting the raw materials of 
mannfacture upon the free list and reducing the finished products 
to a low revenue duty. The revenue turiff of 1846, Mr. Walker 
tells us, did not accomplish so much as he intended that it should, 
because of the efforts of Mr. Calhoun. But I will read you what 
he says. In a letter written by him in 1867 as the financial agent 
of the Government of the United States, he says to the world: 

But the tariff of 1846, although it remained much longer in operation than 
any other tariff, and produced much more beneficial results, was susc>ptible 
of great improvements, especially in its application to the present condition 
of our country— 

First. The raw material of manufactures, as recommended in my first an- 
nual report, shou'd be duty free, as is the practice of all enlightened na- 
tions. is proposition, then made by me, was to some extent defeated at 
that time by Mr. Calhoun. His argument was this: That. so far as no rev- 
enue was collected on the raw material of manufactures imported here, we 
must e good the loss from other articles, and that this was an unjust and 
unconstitutional discrimination in favor of American manufactures 

We hear something of the same sort to-day. 

My answer was: First, that it would never be unconstitutional to permit 
any one or more articles to come in duty free: second, that Mr. Calhoun had 
agreed. to a large free list in the compromise tariff of 1832; third, that, in 
— of fact, there was no real loss of revenue, but an actual gain, resulting 

this way: That, as our imports were measured by our exports, specie 
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only liquidating occasional balances, and that,as we reduced our exports, we 
were necessarily diminishing our imports, and decreasing our revenue. To 
illustrate this, I said that dyestuffsare now free from duty, and we havea con- 
siderable export of dyed goods to foreign conn t if we impose a tax 
= dyestuifs, which are admitted duty free by all other countries, we shal! 
ther annihilate or gradually diminish our exports of dyed goods, corre- 
ndingly decrease our imports, and d the revenue. This proved to 
the case, as shown by the tables of our exports of dyed goods under the 
tariff of 1846, as compared with those of 1842. 

After a close investigation of this subject, and after examining the tariffs 
and the manufacturing establishments of foreign countries in 1851-52 and 
1863-44, Iam convinced thet to admit the raw material of manufactures in all 
cases duty free would greatly increase our wealth, augment our exports, 
imports, and revenue, and diminish the burdens of taxation. Let us remem- 
ber that in taking the duty off the raw material, the consumers, the people 
of the United States, get the manufactured article at a lower rate. This, 
then, is another step in the reduction of taxes. With this principle in view, 
we could take up the 5 and 10 per cent schedules, and, having admitted, duty 
free, all the art specified in them constituting the raw material of man- 
ufactures, we should abolish those two schedules and put the remaining arti- 
cles into the 15 per cent schedule, thus simplifying and improving the system 
aad increasing the revenue. 

Mr. President, we have been told what Democracy is, as though 
it were a revelation that just came down from heaven in 1896 
at Chicago. Have there been no Democratic utterances in this 
country except at Chicago in 1896? Have there been no battles 
fought for Democratic doctrine prior to 1896? Was there an in- 
spiration direct from heaven that selected each one of the words? 
Tam reminded that there has been a struggle of late years to 
switch the Democratic party out of its beaten path as the enaee 
of liberty on this continent and to make it blindfolded into 
the Republican camp as the defender and vindicator and espouser 
of protective-tariff legislation and tariff abominations. 

t was tried in 1884. It was tried in 1888. It was tried in 1892 
at Chicago. I happened to be there when the committee on plat- 
form brought in the equivocal declaration made by some mem- 
bers in the interest of protective tariffs. The was brought 
to me by a friend of mine, and I said to him, ‘‘ Make open battle 
before the body of the convention for Democratic doctrine.” It 
was done. What was the result? 

The platform, when it was reported to the Democratic conven- 
tion in 1892, was equivocal. It was a straddle. It contained a 
provision on which we could either go into the ublican camp 
or some Republicans in disguise in our ranks could stand upon 
the platform and say, ‘* is Democracy.” But when it was 
brought before the convention the Democratic doctrine was writ- 


ten out in clear, words, nivocal, and it was adopted 
by a vote of 564 to 342. I find casting 22 votes for it and 
4againstit. I find South Carolina 18 votes for it and none 


against it. Utah cast 2 Territorial votes for it and none against it. 
* Mr. pupae bor! simply declared in that platform, as I will 
show later on, old doctrine of Democracy, the doctrine that it 
is the duty of the Government to secure to every citizen in the 
anny Set La San ae ee eene aes ee him. 

That is old Jeffersonian as declared by Massachu- 
setts, and Massachusetts was the hold of Democracy in 1780. 
Mr. Jefferson, after the tariff of 1816 neal. ae 
departure from that principle, said in a letter that legisla- 
tors are not sufficiently apprised of the rightful limits of their 
power; that their true office is to declare and enforce only our 
natural rights and duties and to take none of them from us.” You 
notice he says “‘only.” Only isa Democratic shibboleth. The duty 
of the legislator is to d and enforce “only” our natural 

his and duties and take none of them from us. He says that 
‘the idea is quite unfounded that on entering into society we give 
up any natural right.” 

Mr. President, I will go back to the first national convention 
the Democratic ever had in the United States, if I am not 
mistaken, that of 1836, and, copying from that letter of Jefferson, 
they say in this one sentence—they do not give it all, but itisa 
a as clearly written as that in the constitution of Massachu- 
setts: ? 

Every man is under the naturai duty of contributing to the necessities of 
society, and this is all the law should enforce on him. 

Taxation to os the government that protects him in his 
natural rights, and nothing else. That is the only contribuiion 

ne sees a right toexactfromhim. The government 

y society, to whose necessities he is required to contribute. 
If one man is not making by his occupation as much money as he 
wants, the others are not bound to contribute to a fund for that 


Clared agai t such perversions of governmental power 

In 1840 they said 

J and forbid the Federal Government foster one 

branch of industry to the detriment of another, or techeriah the interests of 
to ano of our common coun 


Did the Democratic national convention of 1896 antagonize this 


principle? Did they intend to renounce the faith of 
no. The convention intended to reiterate the fundamental 

principle for which the had stood all its history. 
e are told the commi on platform 


the convention did not 


the word “only.” But 








r If it had, the convention would have run over the .. ; 
mittee as they did in 1892. It seems the committee attem));..; 


tention. 


derail the train and run it into the woods. They intende,| 
majority of them intended, to blindfold the old guard and | 
away from the citadel of liberty, around whose walls it })a:) 


doing duty for a hundred years. 
Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator from Texas permit ., 
question? . 


Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If I understand the ition of Mr. Je-ffor. 
son aright, it was that one class of citizens should not be fos:..;,.) 
at the expense of another. The question which I desire ¢., ,..,.. 
— is this: If you arrange a tariff bill in favoritism to 1)... \,. 

acturers by imposing taxes to give them a monopoly, on on «||. 
and in favoritism of manufacturers by exempting material: ;). 
use in their manufactures, on the other side—double favorit... — 
and you bestow no corresponding benefit to the other class, \ |): 
as I understand, is the cqenntion of the principle for which :); 
Senator now contends, is it not the grossest violation of the pr.),- 
sition Mr. Jefferson founded? , 

Mr. MILLS. I do not know that I can answer the Senat.1s 
long question. I am stating what Mr. Jefferson believed a) 
what the Democratic party believes, and I will goon and sta‘ «it, 
and my friend the Senator from Utah can draw his answer fy. 
what I am going to say. 

In 1848, after the enactment of the Walker tariff, when tho 
Democratic y assembled in convention again, they said thy 
reaffirmed what they had said in 1844. Theyreaffirmed their {ur- 
mer declaration of nena een sense then they congratu- 
lated themselves “on the f of the hopes of the Demuvc- 
racy of the Union in the noble impulse given to the cause of frie 
trade by the repeal of the tariff of 1842 and the creation of tho 
more equal, honest, and ve tariff of 1846.” They were not 
afraid of the question of free trade. It was no nee to men 
who loved freedom, free labor, free speech, free thought, free 


y 


religion, free , free occupation, free exchanges, ani the 
freedom to take to the consumer the ucts that you make tor 
the consumer and take back his w he makes for you, a natural 
right upon which both lives 


depend. 

In 1852 they reaffirmed and in 1856, without going straight 
to free trade, they said, * time has come for the people of the 
United States to themselves in favor of free seas and pro- 

the world.” No protective tariff 
in that. The men who carried the 

and who worshiped liberty as the 
her when she got in 
or a sawmill orasheep ranch. They 
y it. Why did they say they were in 
Because it had not been very long since Great 
the seas were her private property. 
a short time be- 


| 
i 
i 


negotiation 
sound dues that Denmark 
world. All the ee eee were 
the them to be the common prop- 
tage of of the earth, and that 
they had a to traverse them aaeaens sound dues or 
ocean dues or having their vessels an ord on the 
be ig with Great 
i to strike down all this class legislation, that it was bwil(- 
an nobility, building up titles, 
neues and monarchies. They 
earth the blessings of 
that 


word, and in 1855 

made f er progress, How didthey doit? They reduced 

theduty on fnished goods and a large number on the free list, 
we 


to 
Hamilton's, in 1789, to the present that does not discriminate «| 
first tariff that was made put w! 
> fees Wash n’s tariff, 
he was Secretary of State in the 
measure of suc 
Hamilton's 
the ; Hamilton was ° 
Not after the idea of to-day, however. Every «0: 
of our old leaders followed them without a faltering step and | 
the materials of manufacture should gee —. 
, no. as 


: 
a 
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our boundaries. 


If we discriminate against him by increasing the 
cost of his product a half cent a pound, it closes the markets of 


nst him. We must strip him to the waist, 
‘Jay aside weight, and thesin which doth so easily beset us;’” 
and if any sin more easily beset than a protective tariff, I have 
yet to learn about it. 

Leave all these free of duty to the manufacturers. What, then? 
We have got cheaper labor than any country in.the world, be- 
cause machine labor is cheaper than hand labor. In many branches 
of manufacture one man with a machine does ten times as much 
work as one man ee. Everyone who has studied the ques- 
tion knows that. ulhall gives that as the reason why we excel 
all the world in the value of the products of our manufactures. 
He says, “American manufactures have multiplied wy twenty- 
fold since 1840, while those of Europe have only doubled. Nearly 
all American manufactures are produced by machinery, while in 
Europe more than half is hand work. The result is that the out- 
put per hand in the United States is much greater.” He puts the 
average value of uct per hand in British manufactures at 
$513.60; France, $638.40; Germany, $379.20; Austria, $350.40. 

It is amusing to contrast these figures with the value of product 
per hand in the United States. Here it is $2,204 per hand—more 
than three timesas muchas the Frenchman; more than four times 
as much as the lishman; more than five times as much as the 
German and A , and more than eight times as much as the 
Russian and Italian, the first of which turns out $242 worth of 
product, and the latter $266 worth. 

Mr. GRAY. Thatis the reason why he gets more wages. 

Mr. MILLS. Of course that is the reason why he gets more 
wages; and yet he gets almost double the wages of the man in 
Great Britain, hardly double those of France, nearly three times 
more than thoseof Russiaand Austria. Yet when you look at the 
fact and see a British laborer turning out about $513 of product a 
year, and look at the American turning out $2,204 worth of product, 
when you look at the others turning out two or three hundred 
dollars’ worth of the products, you see how far we have distanced 


the whole world 


Now, what is the policy of the party? Is it not to stand trve to 
the faith of our old fathers, that the natural right of the citizen 
is what we should secure? They believed that is wiser than 
man; that He has so created man and endowed him with these 
natural rights, and that in their enjoyment he rises to his highest 
beneficence all over the globe. 

Mr. RAWLINS. the Senator from Texas allow me to ask 
him a If I understand the logical conclusion of the 


Senator's argument, it is that there is no necessity for and there 
ought not to be n either to the raw material or to the fin- 
ished product; the ideal condition is universal freedom of 
commerce or trade. If he will put himself there and demonstrate 
that that is a proposition in American politics to-day, I 
shall be stand with him. 

Mr. . lL would say to my friend the Senator from Utah 
Set a had better quicken his steps if he wants to get with me on 

sat line, 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MILLS. I must goon. I have the greatest respect in the 
world for my friend, but he is breaking the line of my argument. 


Iwill oy cnt to the best I can with this matter. 
Mr. RAWLINS. I understand, and I shall not interrupt the 
Senator further 


Mr. MILLS. I want to illustrate the free-raw-material position 

a little, We had afew years ago a taxon wool. We have not 

now, but we will have one in a very shorttime. It was a tax of 11 

cents a pound. The manufacturers say that it takes 4 pounds of 

ae the grease to make 1 pound of cloth. Let us see how that 
wor 

The American manufacturer and the ~~ manufacturer go 

‘ h buys 4 pounds of 

grease, making 60 cents. The 

Englishman goes and expends for labor 80 cents on that 4 pounds, 

90 cents for the whole cost, lea him a margin of profit, 

things, of 10 per cent to him. e American goes along 

peti 1 modems buys ds of wool costing 60 cents, brings 

his home, and cents duty at the custom-house. That 

ys 30 cents for labor, which makes $1.34. Now, if 

i u leave those two persons right there in that situation, the Eng- 

Sensis We Amnaricam by 44 conta in the 


market. 
The demolition and destruction of every 
wool-manufacturing establishment in i United States, the throw- 


ing out of of perhaps ® lion men, and if you 
tr ah | branches of manufacture, you will 


carry 
throw of eaplorment 5,000,000 people. You d your 
mieediees, only that, but let us see what condi the 
os 2 = Comenting this thing, The 
| now free wool compels the wool producer in Ar- 
Russia and Australia and everywhere else to pay the 





cost of transportation to the American market to compete with 
himathome. Merchants tell us that is equivalent toabout 10 per 
cent. Now, with this wool market gone at home, he has to trans- 
port his wool to the English and German and French markets and 
pay 10 per cent cost to compete with the foreign wools in their 
own markets. Is that the policy which is commended to us? 
They say, “No; that will not do. You must put a duty on the 
woolen goods of the Briton and the Frenchman and every other.” 

What for? To compensate the manufacturer for what he has 
advanced to the woolgrower. Of course you will have to do it, 
and put back in his pocket the 44 cents that he expended for the 
duty on his 4 pounds of wool. Now, then, you leave him exactly 
as he was at the beginning. Then what have you got todo? To 
= him on equal terms with the woolgrower, you have to protect 

im to the extentof llcents a pound. Thereare two taxes, double 
taxes. And itissoas you go on with the schedule, as all know who 
have investigated the subject, and none know it better than the 
two distinguished Senators who are so ably representing our party 
in this controversy [Mr. Vest and Mr. Jones of Arkansas]. 
Every step we advance toward the finished product we have to 
increase taxation. 

Mr. GRAY. Who compensates the forgotten man? 

Mr. MILLS. Nobody compensates him, and nobody cares for 
him but Democrats. Protectionists tell him he is getting rich 
when he is poor. They tell him that the advance agent of pros- 
perity is coming on horseback, but he never appears. They tell 
him when he is plundered with taxation that he is better off than 
any other people in the world. But he is forgotten, badly for- 
gotten. 

Look at your tax on iron ore, on raw material; your tax on 
coal, another. It takes coal and iron ore to make pigiron. You 
tax pigiron. There are three taxes on one product. When the 
pig iron is converted into steel, bar steel or any other, it is taxed 
again. There are four taxes. When the bar steel is converted 
into cutlery it is taxed again, and there are five taxes—taxes piled 
on top of each other like Ossa upon Pelion—all to be paid by the 
forgotten man. 

Then, what does it all amount to? It amounts to keeping our 
manufactures from going into the world. It keeps us from the 
employment of our labor to the best advantage. It denies work 
to every laborer in this country who is out of employment, be- 
cause it is a fact beyond question that with free trade, with all 
imports on the free list, with this Government supported by tax- 
ation on wealth—as it ought to be, like the State government—or 
by the tax alone on the last finished product that goes into con- 
sumption, and that a light one, we could manufacture the four to 
five hundred million dollars’ worth of cotton goods that Great 
Britain is shipping to the world, for she shows by her own statis- 
ticians that we have cheaper labor and better machinery. Woe 
have the cotton at home, and we do not have to pay any cost of 
transportation to Great Britain on it. 

The two-thirds of our crop of 9,000,000 bales could be manu- 
factured at home and give employment to three times as many 

pleas we employ in manufacturing one-third of it at home. 

ould they not be more prosperous? Would they not make more 
money? ould they not have more wants, and would they not 
want more bread? ould they not give a higher price for wheat? 
Would they not, by the increased demand for bread, raise the 
demand for wheat to the farmers of the country? Would they 
not eat more meat? Would there not be an increased demand 
for that meat? Would it not increase the price of meat? Would 
not the wealth made by the labor of our people distribute itself 
all over our country, in the pockets of all our people, by a 
natural God-given law? Unquestionably it would. All agri- 
cultural products would rise in value. All manufactured prod- 
ucts and others now raised by law would fall to the level of the 
world’s markets, and wealth created by labor would remain around 
the homes of the laborer. 

Mr. President, as I said, in 1857 we started on in the line of prog- 
ress toward free trade—toward that happy condition that our 
fathers had been looking for. We put all wool under 20 cents a 

und on the free list, and put a small duty on the other—a trifling 

uty. They ought to have put the whole of it on the free list, but 
the advance thought was not strong enough at that time. 

Mr. Biaitie says in his book that about that period there was 
ro the United States contending for a protective tariff. 
The idea had been so strongly embedded in the brain of the people 
of the United States that protection was wrong and ialieen of 
trade was right that there was nobody contending for it. Hence, 
after the war was over and these high-protective duties had been 
imposed to raise an extraordinary fund to support the war, we find 
in 1870 a large body of the people, I think clearly a majority, be- 
= to ery for low taxes; and I do not believe that there has been 

than a pronounced majority of the people who have not been 
in favor of low taxes from that day to this. I have never found 
it the case anywhere. If the issue is directly made and all money 
is kept away from the polls and nobody bought or intimidated, the 
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people of the United States would vote by more than a million 
majority for low taxes. 

So in 1870, after they had been demanding a reduction of the 
then existing rates, Congress responded to it, and what did they 
do? They reduced the duties on imported goods and put 178 
articles on the free list. That was not sufficient to satisfy the 

ublic demand, and in 1872 they further reduced the duties on 
ished goods and put 213 articles on the free list. They did it 
under a arenes of the manufacturers. They thought 
that it was going to decrease the revenue $57,000,000. They did 
not want to increase the revenues. 

The two acts resulted in an increase of revenue, just exactly 
what Democrats have been contending for all the time, and when 
they found out that instead of decreasing the revenue $57,000,000 
and stopping the payment of the bonds of the United States in the 
interest of another allied money class, then light shone in on the 
minds of the protectionists, and that was that the idea of going 
toward free trade and pushing their products into the markets of 
the world would not be as productive of wealth to them as to stop 
the whole business and fortify and build np trusts in this coun 
to control the product and levy two thousand three hundred mil- 
lion dollars a year out of the forgotten man’s pockets in the United 
States. That has been the policy and that is now the ae 

Everybody knows that the increased rates in this bill do not 
make up a difference in labor cost, which is cheaper in this coun- 
try than anywhere else. Everybody knows that there are no 
infant industries in this country, when our product was $9,372,- 
000,000 in 1890 and over ten billion to-day; asI said the other day, 
leaving England out, almost equal to the entire product of the bal- 
ance of the world, on account of machinery and theinventive genius 
of a free people standing by their natural rights and believing that 
their highest material development comes from freedom, and that, 
standing fast by it and defending it on all occasions, this Republic 
would rise and overshadow the whole earth with its glory. 

But, alas, we are taking the backward track now, and what are 
we doing? Building up a vast and sordid eer in this coun- 
try. Somebody asked the other day how many millionaires there 
are in the United States. You could count them on the ror gw 
of one hand before 1860. The policies and measures adopted by 
the Democratic Administrations before the war did not permit 
the growth of such monsters in this country. Republican policies 
have fostered and fattened them. They now insolently refuse to 
be taxed, and insolently demand that other people s work out 
their lives to pay them tribute. 

Iread from a paper written by Thomas G. Shearman, one of the 
ablest lawyers in the United States. It was published and repub- 
lished euale in the ee. It was published in 1890. It has 
never been questioned. It has been sent broadcast; it has been 
commented on everywhere; and never have I heard one breath of 
contradiction or criticism of the article. I will read what he says, 
and he = the names of some of them in his discussion, and they 


do not deny it: 

There are 200 persons worth bryeeyeay BRAD... citiindpantimatas enaben $4,000,000,000 
There are 400 worth $10,000,000 each ................---... 4,000,000,000 
There are 1,000 persons worth $5,100,000 each ...................--- 5,000,000,000 
There are 2,000 persons worth $2,500,000 each....................-. 5,000.000,000 
There are 6.000 persons worth $1,000,000 each .................--... 6,000,000,000 


Twenty-four billion dollars owned by 9,600 ms! 

Then he puts down 15,000 le who own ,000 each, mak- 
ing $7,500,000,000. Thus, these 24,600 people own $31 ,500,000,000, 
or more at that time than one-half of the nati: wealth of the 
United States. Startling as are these figures, the work of creating 
and — ying millionaires still goes on, and to-day the people are 
confronted with a bill proposing to levy one-hundred-dollar taxes 


and two-hundred-dollar taxes and three-hundred-dollar taxes on | P™ 


a hundred dollars’ worth of the necessaries of life—not to raise 
revenue and pay the debts of the Government, but to raise revenue 
for the private pockets of a favored class, and to an amount esti- 
mated at nearly $2,300,000,000a year. Now, then, the democratic 
ple want to stop this business and return to the old canons of 
ree government, and we are met with the assertion that the 
creed was changed at Chicago in 1896. This I deny. 

In 1887 the House was Democratic by asmall majority, and Mr. 
Cleveland, then President, sent to Congress a ringing message, 
calling on Congress to reduce the duties on imports. In April, 
1888, a bill was reported to the House and in July, which 
took from the dutiable list articles amounting to more than 
twenty-two millions in value and made a reduction of about 
thirty millions of taxes on dutiable goods. The Democratic 
national convention of 1888 indorsed that bill and indorsed the 
men who supported it. The Seneenaey ene advancing, not re- 
treating, then. We were progressing toward freer trade, 


markets, just government, and economical expenditures. e 
were back around the old family hearthstone. There were 
some gentlemen in that convention who were opposed to ‘‘ only,” 


but the great body of the convention were not, and the Demo- 
cratic people of the nation were not. The bill, largely increasing 


NE 9, 
the free list, with lumber, wool, and tin plate among the jt. 
freed from taxes, was indorsed by the national convention and 
almost every State convention of that in the United States 

In 1892, in the national convention a , there were some 
protectionists who wanted to evade the direct fesue and put in the 
platform some words that could be construed both ways; iit the 
scheme failed, The Democratic — of taxation was not ro. 
vealed to the world for the first time in 1896 at Chicago. Who 
the differences were carried to the body of the convention for do. 
cision, they spoke the ancient faith in words that it is impossille to 
misunderstand. 

Here is the plank put in that platform by the vote of the cop. 
vention: 

Sxc. 3. We denounce ublican protection as a fraud, a robbery of the 
great majority of the American people for the benefit of the few. 


That sounds like the old doctrine. 


We declare it to be a fundamental principle of the Democratic party that 
the Federal Government has no constitutional power to impose and Collect 
tariff duties except for the me Roses of revenue only, and we demand that 
the collection of such taxes s limited to the necessities of the Govern. 
ment when honestly and economically administered. 


That is the canon of the old faith as I understand it. 


We denounce the a tariff law enacted by the Fifty-firat Congress 
as the culminating atrocity of class legislation; we indorse the efforts mada 


by the Democrats of the present Congress to its most oppressive 
features in the direction free raw materials and cheaper manu/actured 
goods that enter into general consumption, and we promise its repeal as one 


of the beneticent results that will follow the action of the people in intrust- 
ing power to the Democratic party. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We won on that. 

Mr. MILLS. And we won ly on it; yet we are told that 
to tax imports coming into the United States is not Democratic, 
and we are told that Democratic doctrine was the doctrine pro- 
claimed at Chicago by striking out the word ‘‘only.” In other 
words, that taxation is for the ane of protection against com- 
petition and building up a rich and powerful class and inciden- 
tally to raise some money for the su of the Government. 

Let me quote for the delectation of my friends some utterances 
from old tariff literature which I have culled from the Library. 
It is not complete, but it is to show conclusively that the 
Democratic people have been, without variableness or shadow of 
turning, in favor of limiting the power of taxation and confini: 
it to its constitutional purpose. They have declared over al 
over again in State and national conventions that that power was 
to be exercised ‘‘ only ” to raiserevenue for the Government. The 
national conventions from 1840 to 1860 were for ‘‘ progressive free 
trade.” From 1876 to the present they have been for revenue 
‘‘only,” which is the same thing in different words. 

In 1870 the Democratic State convention of Maine said: 

‘* Free trade is the right of the people.” 

In 1876 New Ham said: 

** We favor a tariff for revenue only.” 

ra tari f the ae f ly.” 

of ‘or the purpose of revenue only, 

In 1871 Massachusetts said: 

‘* We demand a tariff for revenue only.” 

In 1876 Connecticut said: 
si The tariff law should be adjusted for the purpose of revenue 

y.” 

They had no war to make on “‘ only.” 

New York in 1871 said: 
= Government should lay no tax on imports except for revenue 


7 poses. 

In 1874 New York said: 

‘Federal taxation for revenue only.” 

In 1876 New York said: 

‘* We are in favor of a tariff for revenue only.” 

In 1877 New York said: 

“ A tariff for revenue only.” 

In 1880 New York said: 

‘* A tariff for revenue only.” 

How strange it is the word “only” has hung all along in our 

as a proper limitation of the taxing power of the (iovern- 

ment, and now we are told that it is to be carted out and dumped 
in the rubbish 


Mr. LINDSAY. And . 
Mr. MILLS. And mest amt gL to define the new doctrine of 


ton to free trade.” 
Wen te fore ol strictly tariff.” 
“We are vor of a revenue A 
Ohio in 1875 











1897. 


Ohio in 1876 said: 

“ We are in favor of a tariff for revenue only.” 

In 1877 Ohio said: 

«A tariff for revenue only.” 

Indiana in 1870 said: ; 

« We are in favor of a tariff for revenue only.” 

In 1871 Dlinois said: 

“Taxes should be levied solely for the support of the Govern- 


ment.” ; 
Dlinois in 1880 said: 
“No tariff for protection.” 
In 1874 Michigan said: 
“We demand a tariff for revenue only.” 
In 1877 Lowa said: 
“A tariff for revenue only.” 
Iowa said in 1878: 
“A tariff for revenue only.” 
Minnesota said in 1874: 
“A tariff for revenue only.” 
In 1876 Minnesota said: 
“A tariff for revenue only.” 
Wisconsin in 1871 said: 
“A tariff for revenue only.” 
In 1876 Wisconsin said: 
“A tariff for revenue only.” 
Kansas in 1878 said: 
“A tariff for revenue only.” 
Nebraska in 1874 said: 
“A tariff for revenue only.” 
Nevada in 1878 said: 
“A tariff for revenue only.” 





pe oe in 1872 said: 

“We are in favor of a tariff to raise money only for the neces- 
expenses of the Federal Giovernment.” 

“California in 1876 said: 

“A tariff for revenue only.” 

Missouri in 1874 said: 

“A tariff for revenue only.” 

Kentucky in 1876 said: 

“A tariff for revenue only.” 

Tennessee in 1870 said: 

“No candidate is worthy of support who is not in favor of alow 
revenue tariff which closely approwimates free trade.” 

in 1894 said: 

“A tariff for revenue only.” 

Texas in 1882 said: 

“A tariff for revenue only.” 

Mr. GRAY. And Georgia in 1896. . 

Mr. MILLS. Yes; Georgia has said it, and all the rest of them, 
because the cardinal doctrine of our faith, the fundamental, bed- 
rock doctrine of Democracy is that the taxing power of this Gov- 
ernment should be limited to the purposes of raising revenue to 
su the Government. 

. President, we are told that there is a new doctrine, and a 
new definition of Democracy, which has come down to us in these 
latter days after the Democratic party has carried this country 
in triumph from its infancy up to its gigantic proportions, and 
that new revelation is that we must go into the camp of the 
enemy, that ‘“‘only” must be stricken out, that the limitations 
upon the abuses of the taxing power must be destroyed, that the 
enemy must be let in, and we are all to be blindfolded and led 
into the camp of the Republican ey and to cry hosannas when 

are re up this monster fund for the corruption of the 

this country and the overthrow of republican institu- 


Mr. President, the Bible tells us that one of the prophets of God 
smote the army of the Syrians with biindness and led them into Sa- 
maria and delivered them captive to the King of Israel. But the 

le of the United States are not Syrians and there 
are no this country authorized by God to sinite the 
Democratic people with blindness and lead them into the Repub- 


Ke 
E 


Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Texas yield to the Senator from Utah? 
MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. To whom does the Senator refer when he 
speaks of some gentlemen leading other gentlemen into the Re- 


What is that? 
RAWLINS. To whom does the Senator refer? 
. ae that the doctrine of protection—— 
RA I thought the Senator was alluding to those 


¥ 


gentlemen on this side who voted the blican ticket last fall. 
Mr. MILLS. I am alluding to men who assert that the Demo- 
cratic party must abandon the word “only,” that it must tear 
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down the limitations upon taxation and become a party for pro- 

tective tariff. Ido not name anybody. Every man can wear the 
rment if it fits him, and if it does not, he can throw it aside. 
hat is what I am talking about. 

Now, Mr. President, what is all this for—this building up of 
great fortunes, this enormous fund creating and multiplying mil- 
lionaires? Have we not been witnessing for the last few vears a 
thing that must be humiliating to every lover of the institutions 
of this country? 

Have we not seen the daughters of the millionaires endowed 
with money wrung by legislation from the pocket of the forgotten 
taxpayers of this country shipped to Europe like fatted heifers 
and peddled for titles? What a spectacle to see American women 
exported and sold like so many carcasses of mutton or fresh beef 
for aristocratic titles forbidden by the Constitution of their 
country to be worn within its jurisdiction—titles declared to be 
at deadly enmity with its institutions. And yet we are constantly 
beholding it. 

Of what moment was it that the old fathers of the Republic, 
whose bodies wore the wounds and blood stains of the Revolution, 
fought to secure their liberty and the liberty of their posterity? 
Of what use was it for them to declare that titles of nobility should 
not be conferred in this country? It was natural that they should 
do so. It was the democracy of a free government that they were 
creating—a free, ‘ig or government, whose whole power came 
from the governed. It was a government of the governed; a self 
government; a free government; and there was no place in our 
system for titles or titled classes. And yet we see, as soon as 
these people get this inordinate wealth, their daughters are shipped 
over to Europe and put on the market, hawked and peddled and 
sold with American money, to become princesses and duchesses 
and countesses and marchionesses, and we are here levying upon 
the pockets of the poor laboring people $200 and $300 and $400 
and $500 on $100 worth of the necessaries of life to raise the money 
to enable our girl to make the trip and buy the title. 

Do you think there is no hereafter, gent!emen? Wait until the 
swallows homeward fly. -There is a tribunal whose doors are 
always open, and we will invite you to meet us there. If the peo- 
ple of the United States indorse your doctrine and the policy that 
you write on the statute books to-day, they are not fit for self- 
government. Nor will they doit, either. They will bring youto 
an account, and the places that know some of you to-day will know 
you no more hereafter forever. 

Mr. President, why pile up duties 150 per cent on woolen goods? 
Why put up the duty to 75 and 80 and 100 per cent on sugar? It 
is because the forgotten men pay these taxes, the fellows whom 
you think you can fool by telling them that they are not paying 
the taxes but the foreigner is paying them. 

Suppose you should put a tax of 10 per cent on a yard of do- 
mestic woolen goods made in the United States. You would hear 
the thunders and see the lightning. Why should you not tax 
domestic woolen goods as well as tax beer? You have already an 
internal-revenue tax on beer, you have an internal-revenue tax on 
whisky, you have an internal-revenue tax on tobacco, you have 
an internal-revenue tax on oleomargarine, you have it on cheese. 
Do you know any good reason why you should not have it on 
woolen goods, and on cotton goods, and on iron, and steel, and 
lead, and leather? 

The distinguished Senator from Rhode Island {[Mr. ALpricu 
said very truly the other day that the time is coming (and it wil 
come much sooner, perhaps, than he thinks, if he pushes this 
measure any further) when we shall have to rely on internal- 
revenue taxes. When we have to ee internal-revenue taxes, 
why not put the tax on some things that we protect against com- 
petition? If we put in the pockets of the woolen manufacturer 
$100 worth of bounty or booty, whichever you may please to call 
it, why should you not tax $10 of that ont for the support of a 
Government that is so beneficent and kind to him? Is there any 
reason why it should not be done? When we put a tax on cotton 
goods, why can we not put a tax of 5 or 10 per cent on the domes- 
tic goods, and let that tax come out of the pockets of the mann- 
facturer? It would not come out of the pockets of the forgotten 
men. 

The manufacturers had to pay these taxes during the war, but 
those gentlemen came to Congress and said, ‘‘This money all 
comes out of our pockets; the war is all over now; take it out;” 
and Congress took it out and repealed the taxes and stopped taking 
the money from them. 

If we are in favor of equal taxation, of equal and just laws, why 
should we not require the protected industries of the country into 
whose pockets we pour this enormous bounty to contribute money 
enough at least to support the Government thatdoes it? Five per 
cent on $9,300,000,000 would support the Government and give you 





nearly $500,000,000. While we are creating this enormous fund, 
two billion and nearly three hundred million dollars, of pure 


bounty every year to build up these enormous fortunes, can we 
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not ask these gentlemen kindly and condescendingly to submit to a 
taxation of just 5 P= cent instead of 100 or 150? 

Mr. President, 1 shall give the gentiemen a chance to vote on 
a proposition of that sort to lower the taxes on imported goods 
and put some taxes on the domestic products as well as on Tr, 
that already has an internal-revenue tax, and as well as on whisky, 
and tobacco, and cheese, and playing cards. If that policy is 
wise, let us apply it all along the line. 

I wonder if our friends think of the pernicious results to come 
to this country from stopping importations? They boldly proclaim 
that this duty is necessary to stop the imports, and, of course, 
stop the revenues. But have you ever thought what the conse- 
quences of stopping importations would be? Every dollar of im- 

rtation that is —— from coming to this country stops a dol- 

ar of exportation. There is nothing truer than that all foreign 
trade is an exchange of products. 

A few years ago I asked a distinguished Republican member of 
Congress the question, * a you stop all imports from coming 
into the country, what would you do with our products that we 
send away, our cotton, breadstuffs, and provisions? What would 

ou have in exchange for them?” He said, ‘‘Gold and silver.” 
Let us see how perfectly fallacious that b ge ype is. There 
are eight thousand million dollars of gold and silver in all the 
world. A great quantity of it is in the vaults of governments. 
We export from 300,000,000 to $1,000,000,000 of products every 
ear. 
. In ten years, if the thing were possible, we would exhaust all the 
gold and silver in the world, and what would we do on the elev- 
enth year and all the other years that are tofollow? How su- 
—- ridiculous that pr ition is!) When silver and gold 
gin to leave a country, prices of all commodities rise behind 
them and attract the precious metals back and restore the equi- 
librium of prices throughout the world. The thing is impossible. 
One product must go to bring the other, and when one stops the 
other stops. Then what would we do? 

We must import in order toexport. Old Dr. Johnson once said, 
“If you want to bring the wealth of India to England, you must 
take the wealth of England to India.” Whenever you stop the 
importation, cotton, breadstuffs, and aetna must go, but they 
will g° at a lower price. In 1887, 7,000,000 bales of cotton were 
worth in our markets $291,000,000, but in 1894 9,000,000 bales were 
worth only $259,000,000. At the prices of 1887, the 9,000,000 bales 
would have been worth $374,000, Here is a loss of more than 
a hundred millions. Whether it was caused by lessening the de- 
mand for it by a the import of things to exchange for 
it or not, that is one of the causes that will lower the prices of 
all exports. The farmer is the man who is the worst hurt of all, 
and the cotton farmer is the most seriously injured of all farmers. 
at are all among the forgotten men, but he is forgotten with a 
re 


Supporters of this bill know that the foreigner can not buy our 

ae when we will not take his. They know he has nothing 
give in — They know he has nothing but the surplus 

products of his iabor to give for the surplus products of ours. But 
what do they care? 

The Republicans have been fooling the sheep men “Il over the 
country and making them believe that they are benetited by the 
tax on wool. In 1890 atax of 274 centsa pound was put on woolen 
yarns to compensate the yarn manufacturer for what it was as- 
sumed he paid the woolgrower as protection on 2} pounds of 
wool. He demanded this for com tion for the increased price 
on wool. But wool did not rise; it fell. Imported woolen cloths 
were taxed 33 cents a pound to compensate the manufacturer for 
83 cents on 3 pounds of wool, which he assumed he would pay 
by reason of the tariff of 11 cents a pound on imported wool, a 
wool did not rise; it fell and the manufacturer got what the wool- 

wer thought he was to get. The compensation floated in the 
material regions of the imaginatign of the woolgrower, but it 
materialized beautifully in the ets of the wool manufacturer. 
The same thing occurred with blankets and other manufactures 
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pounds of camel hair and 2,136,244 pounds of mohair, [,, 
ound of these substitutes took the place of a pound of , 
hey were mixed with 207,584,746 pounds of scoured woo!. 

All these substitutes are cheaper than wool, and will be use. |), ;; 
stead as long as wool is higher than they and as long as th... 
ernment pays the manufacturer a compensatory duty on. ;; , 
shoddy and hair used in wool manufacture. Wool was wo::), ; 
and 60 cents a pound forty years ago, but it has been fallin. . ,... 
since. It had high rates of duty till 1894, but still it continjog 
to fall. In 1890 the duty was put at 11 cents a pound, and iy. )s:); 
the price in the Philadelphia market of Texas wool was |? ;., », 
cents; in 1892 it was 14 to 18 cents; in 1893 it was 10 to 12 cen;. 
and it was at that in 1894 when it was put on the free list. ;; |; 
now 13 to 15 cents. 

It has been slowly rising since it was put on the fre. |ic: 
Within the last few months the rise has been rapid, and [ se» |); 
the paper put in my hand by the Senator from Kentucky | \\;. 
LinDsaY] that in the Louisvilie market it is quoted at 5 ¢.:. 
higher this year than last. With the fact staring them in +), 
face that duties on wool do not raise the price of wool, it is astuy. 
ishing that woolgrowers continue to demand it. 

When I was in the other House, a gentleman from Texas ea)no 
before the Committee of Ways and Means toask for higher duti:s 
on wool. He had, he said, $128,000 invested in the business, | .(\) 
sheep, and more than 80,000 acres of land in his ranch, and jo 
said he wanted protection because the woolen manufacturer got 
it. He wanted his business to be as remunerative as other peop\'s 
business, He was willing to increase the price of the shirts on 
the backs of the men he was pues $15 = month, and gave us 
to understand that he and his e would vote the Republican 
ticket if they did not get what wanted. 

In fact, he said at the Presiden election in 1884 his precinct 
gave “ Cleveland two hundred and odd and Blaine 11,” but in 1.x 
‘** Cleveland got 11 and Mr. Harrison got two hundred and 01d.” 
He said he was a Democrat in 1884, but with $128,000 invested in 
sheep raising he could not vote the Democratic ticket while wool 
was so low. His loyalty to his y was on a parity with the 
loyalty of the Turk to Mohammed: 


Thou for my sake at Allah’s shrine, 
And I at any god's for thine. 


ae money by taxation to give to favorites is a scourge to 
the people and exhausts the strength of the Republic. It has 
already built up a tremendous power whose heavy hand is felt on 
legislation every day. It is felt everywhere. e see it at the 
ballot box. We see it in the executive and judicial departments 
of governments, and everywhere its ive features are scowl- 
ing ppee our institutions and their overthrow. 
what use was it for our fathers to warn us against perpe- 
lies, entailments, and mitures? Why did 


tuities, monopo 
they tell us in the early constitutions that they were against the 


genius and spirit of a free people? And yet they have hung those 
signboards ali along our path. 

The fathers of the Republic of Texas, when framing their first 
constitution, wrote those words down for our guidance. We have 
had five constitutions, and one of them to this day proclaims 


to us these ominous words. e have had line upon line and pre- 
cept one to warn us away from the rocks upon which 
the ship of state may be driven. e have been told that concen- 
trated money is equally as powerful for evil as concentrated swor|s 
and bayonets, and that li must leave the land where either 
tyrant rules. We are trampling to-day all these admonitions 
under our feet. 


We are cas our pearls away faster than our enemies can 
gather them. eare turning dead ears to the voices that come 
tous from Massachusetts and 


_— ia that our Government is for 
free men, for the preservation of our natural rights, for the sec\- 
rity of our happiness and well-being, and not for the profit of any 
one man, or family, or class of men. Our shipis driving upon tli 
rocks, and unless we seize the helm and change its course, the ]11- 


: : torian will from the darkness to write the melanch|y 
of wool. In every instance where duties were imposed on woolen 0 
goods to compensate for duties paid to the woolgrower, the wool- of the decline and fall of the / pemaemg oP = cain) 
wer was left in the lurch. When he pushed his hand down | 7, : ts on the adlonti the ee Saf the commit- 
to his pocket to realize his share of the good things, he recoiled | ee ra amendmen 
and whispered to his inner consciousness— The amendment wan ’ to. 
a) Alas! empty is the cradle—baby's gone! The reading of the bill was resumed at paragraph 232, on pax 


; 70, line 21. 
Tariffs have never raised the price of wool. Wool has been Mr. VEST. I that hs 282 and 233 be read 


citoves the world, The Reece’ has becn Increasing im weight on | together, aa f desire to submit a motion which will apply to bo 
| Se anna cant Gat has oneal asiendy Sccize | Tapas 202 and 2 aerequested, 
ki Se ee eer eee OE ta anes de ae ee 
: Seer cie enone me eee ae ence fa Bee oreo 
a [ 73,673,006 pounds of shoddy and animal » besides 7,684,804 I from 20 to 44 per cent, and upon wheat flour from ” to 71 per 
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cent. We in 1896, $39,709,868 worth of wheat, and im- 
ported ,506 worth. Of wheat flour we exported in 1896 fifty- 
two million seven hundred and odd thousand dollars’ worth, and 
imported $6,258 worth. 

I move to strike out both of those paragraphs, for the purpose 
of moving hereafter to put them on the free list, and I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment pro by the Senator from Missouri to strike out para- 
graphs 232 and 233, on which he asks for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). 
the Semcttor from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. 
‘‘vea” if he were present. 

r. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE}. 

Mr. HARRIS of Tennessee (when his name was called). Upon 
this, and indeed upon all other questions, [ am paired with the 
senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL]}. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am 

ired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae], who is absent 
an the Senate Chamber. If he were present, I should vote 
“yea.” 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. MaLLory}. 

Mr. QUAY (when bis name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morean}. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELson]. 
should vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 
should vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I announce my pair with the senior 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Dante.]. I should vote ‘‘nay” if he 


Iam paired with 
I should vote 


Iam paired with the 
If he were present, I 


Tam paired with 
If he were present, I 


were present. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 35; as follows: 

YEAS—45. 
Bate, Harris of Kans., Murphy, Smith, 
Berry, Kenney, Pettus, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Lindsay, Rawlins, Walthall. 
Gray, Mills, Roach, 
NAYS—35. 
Allen, Fairbanks, McBride, Pritchard, 
Bacon, Foraker, omer, Shoup, 
Cannon, e, McLaurin, Spooner, 
Carter, Gallinger, McMillan, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hanna, Mason, Thurston, 
Clark, Hawley, Penrose, Tillman, 
Cullom, Heitfeld, Perkins, Wellington, 
Davis, Hoar, Platt of Conn. Wetmore. 
Deboe, Jones of Nev., Platt of N. Y. 
NOT VOTING—39. 

Aldrich, Faulkner, Mallory, nay, 
Allison, Gear, Mantle, goe7s, 
Baker, George, Martin, Teller, 
Burrows, Gorman, Mitchell, Turner, 
Butler, Hale, Morgan, Vest, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Morrill, Warren, 
Chilton, Harris, Tenn. Nelson, White, 
Clay, Jones, Ark. Pasco, Wilson, 
Daniel, Kyle, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Elkins, Lodge,’ Proctor, 


So the amendment of Mr. Vest was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to amend the bill by inserting what I | 
send to the ‘s desk, tv come in after paragraph 233, the | 
new matter to be known as = 2334. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Utah will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. On 70, after line 22, it is proposed to in- | 
sert as paragraph 283} the following: 


And from and after sixty days from the 





of this act there shall be 


paid, out of moneys in the of the United States not otherwise 
exporter of wheator wheat flour, rye or rye flour; corn, 
or ; cotton, hops, or tobacco, produced wholly in the United 
_ and exported by sea from any port in the United States to any port of 
country export bounty, by way of an equalization 
to of the benefits act to en > the industries of the 
Uni to wit: Ten cents per bushel on wheat; 50 cents per berrel on 
wheat ; 10 cents per on rye; 50 cents per barrel on rye flour; 5 
pdibant tonnes p ok acre Baie tes poend cw tokoen, 
per on 5 « cen und on cco. 

under this act shall Se emee 


! 
i 


—_ negotiable 
customs at the port of clearance, upon 
at he Trenenry y subtreasury of the United States; and 
Shiota ty bonne fu potato he Perr 

e ex rs 
and of according to the true intent and meaning of law. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment submitted by the Senator from Utah [ Mr. Can- 
NON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Iyield a moment, Mr. President, to the Senator 
from Nebraska | Mr. THurston], who desires to be heard briefly. 

Mr. THURST‘* N. Mr. Presid nt. I do not rise ton 


tke aspeech 


on the bill, but 1 wish to announce to the Senate that a little of 
the expected prosperity has appeared, perhaps in the most proper 
place in the world where it should appear first, in the city of 
Omaha. In evidence of this, I ask to have read a double-leaded 


editorial from the Omaha World-Herald of Sunday last, one of our 
great Democratic free-silver papers, of which the Hon. William 
J. Bryan was the editor in chief. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

tary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
[From the Omaha Sunday World-Herald, June 6, 1897.] 

OMAHA RETAIL TRADE GROWS 


Never before in the history of Omaha has so much building been in prog- 
ress for retail-business houses. 


Without objection, the Secre- 


The new addition to Hayden Bros.’ store; the enlargement of the Boston 
store, just announced ; the building of the Nebraska Clothing Company store; 
the alteration of the Karbach block for Nicoll the tailor—these are the lead 


ing building improvements being made at this time, and they are significant 
They are not made on a haphazard plan. They are being carried on by the 


shrewdest and most successful business men in this city because the present 
growth and immediate prospects for their trade demand the enlargement of 
facilities. 

But the big stores are not the only ones which have commenced to feel an 
increase in business. It came to the wholesale houses first, and «hen it ex 


tended to the big retail stores; but inquiry proves that the small retailers, 
where they have shown any enterprise at all, have done far more business 
this year than last up to date. 

The improvementin business in Omaha is gaining momentum weekly now. 
Last year every month grew duller than its predecessor; but this year, from 
January on, the reverse has been the case, and the present prospect is that 
the summer months, usually dull, will be very lively 

There will be more demand for labor in building operations in Omaha dur 
ing July and August alone than there was for the whole twelve months of 
1896. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Nebraska if the Wil- 
son tariff law is not still on the statute book? 

Mr. THURSTON. The expectation of the new tariff law is in 
the minds of the people; and if Senators upon the other side will 
give us a chance to pass it, we shall then commence to realize in 
full measure what we can now only hope to see the beginning of. 

I also ask to have read, Mr. President, an article from the same 
paper of the same date. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
BUSINESS HAS DOUBLED—MANUFACTURERS SPEAK WELL OF THE MONTH 
OF MAY. 

Mr. W. H. Roberson, manager of R. G. Dun & Co.'s mercantile agency, 
speaking of trade for the last week, says: 


Without objection, the Secre- 


‘One of our leading manufacturers says his business for May was double 
thatof one year ago, and another in an entirely different line reports his 
trade better for May than it has been for three years past. The new facto 
ries manufacturing envelopes and chicory are quite enthusiastic over the 


outlook and are loud in praise of Omaha as a center for their lines 

“At the banks money continues easy. Regular customers are allowed lib 
eral lines and 8 per cent is the ruling rate. There isa demand for gilt-ecge 
commercial paper and well-secured bonds and mortgage notes 

“In real-estate circles inquiries are active, and some sales are being made, 
usually small properties to wage earners, who are taking advantage of the 
very low prices of lots to secure homes and holdings. There is more building 
and repairing in progress now than before in five years. During the week a 
strike of carpenters for increased pay was reported. This is significant 
The thought of striking has not entered the mind of the workmen for many 
moons, for the reason that work at any price was not availab! 


“At South Omaha the receipts continue heavy, and large for ure at worl 
in all the packing establishments. The packing town takes on something like 
its old-time life and energy, and at the yards there is evidence of present 


prosperity and future promise in the improvements progressing thers 


Mr. THURSTON. I also ask to have printed as part of my re- 
marks the tables which I send to the desk, and will only ask the 
Secretary to read the printed portion of the article. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
document submitted will be printed as part of the remarks of the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. CANNON. Before that document is read, I should like to 
ask the Senator from Nebraska what the vote of his State declared 
for last year? : 

Mr. THURSTON. What was the question of the Senator? 

Mr. CANNON. I ask the Senator what Presidential candidate 
received the vote of Nebraska last year? 

Mr. THURSTON. It declared for all the heresies of the Chi- 
cago platform; but that was the first time that my State has ever 
taken that position, and I believe it will be the last time. 

Mr. CANNON. I should like to ask the Senator if he is quite 
sure that he has not mistaken the cause of this prosperity which 
has come to Nebraska? One hundred and fifteen thousand of the 
population there declared for what the Senator calls the *‘ heresies 
of the Chicago platform.” I think, perhaps, they are building in 
Omaha in expectation of disappointing the Senator and his con- 
fréres and voting with the vast majority of the people of the United 
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States in the year 1900 for many of those same so-called heresies 
and bringing actual prosperity to the United States. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I am not here to make an 
argument or to make a speech at this time, but the le of my 
State do not anticipate so far in advance. They are looking now 
to the immediate future, and it is for the development and pros- 
perity of the immediate future that they are beginning to build. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Presiden 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield the floor? 

Mr. CANNON. I will cheerfully yield. 

Mr. BERRY. I wanted to ask the Senator from Utah to yield 
to me for a moment. 





Mr. THURSTON, Ialso ask to have printed in the ReEcorp 
certain tables from the same issue of the same paper, showing thg 
prices current in Omaha on ucts. 7 

Bd i acer OFFI . Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

The tables referred to are as follows: 

Hogs.—The week closes with a moderate run. There were 84 fresh |, 


5,795 head, or about 2,000 short of last arr arrivals. Receipts for r~ 
week foot up 42,001 head. This was nearly 11,000 short of last week, but 3.49 


more than were here during the same six days last year. 
REPRESENTATIVE SALES. 





Number. | Average. Price. || Number. |Average. 














Mr. CANNON. I do so with great pleasure. oo ieee 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to have read a short extract from a - 
statement said to have been made by Mr. Wanamaker, a distin- | }6----------| 53 |-------.-- as eee 287 80 | $3.90 
guished citizen of Pennsylvania. A ia recke 8.273]| 79......... tl se 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will suspend a mo- | 64.......... RG M-.c..<... 80 | 330 
ment. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] had the floor. _ oa. 40) 3.30 
Mr. CANNON. AndI can not yield to the Senator from Arkan- | 55 °°.""""""" srrrrreet| Bap Ul ag a) 32 

- as for the purpose he indicates. Ido not believe in unconstitu- | 53.......... 8.30 |! 84.222... sesee] BR} 
tional punishment, and the reading of the declaration of Mr. a sense ne--- += e wenneeene --| 3.32) 
Wanamaker after the declaration of the Omaha paper here in the | 44°"""""""~" pense er ae o | oa 
nora of the Senator from Nebraska would be inflicting cruel, | 69-- i 8.80 |! 56......... | 3.23 
nhumane, and unjustifiable punishment. [Laughter.] I decline | 68---------- e-} - a eeneenee 3. 22} 
to yield to the Senator from Arkansus. ones 390 | 5 et S at 
Mr. BERRY. Well, Mr. President, I will ask the Senator from | 57°---""""" 8.30 || 60......-.- 160 | 3.39) 
Utah if he will permit a short extract to be read from a letter | 63--.-.-----| 287 |.--------- 3.90 || 68......... 3.22) 
written by Mr. Creelman, of the same date, June 6, at Cleveland, = weveeeeeeep BBL J ......---- +3 S seaeeeees oO) 8a 
Ohio? It is very short, and I should like to have it read. ee a ae a 2.9 | 71......... ' 3 4 
Mr. ALLISON, I object to any further reading of documents | 27-..---.-.- 3.30 || 6B......... 10} 3.33 
at the Secretary’s desk. S Sanreyeree be & “peso e tg: See od detail : not 
Mr. ALLEN. I hope my colleague will be allowed to proceed. | 59°°""""""""]} ss ag0 J... 8.20 || 2......... ol 3 pt 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, TheChair understood the Sena- | 7%4..........| 254 |.....--.-- 8.30 || 60...-..... 80| 3.32) 
tor from Utah [Mr. Cannon] to yield to the Senator from Ne- S weevereeee| BOT |. nnn . = weeeeeeee a) om 
braska [Mr. Taurston], and the Chair did not know whether the | 99°""""""""| ss bg7 |....... 3305...) ol” 310 | 3 9 
Senator from Nebraska had finished. ec cecasae BE ccisceae 6 GED |-----0. 3.32) 
Mr, CANNON. I should be perfectly willing to allow the con- a °° 2 seeeeneee | oR 
clusion of the reading. cascada kasere 8.90 || 74......... 338 
Mr. THURSTON. I think it will appear by reference to the | 30.---------} BIB Jee. De Mctieste Mee 1....... | 3.3% 
caer desk that ‘‘the Senator from Nebraska” has not fin- = wane eeneee ‘3 s waneeceee 160 | 3. 
iia aiiiains nn ities te ke et ge lw Ace cankead | ORE Beevcncones Ee ft Ea anccess 80 | 3.35 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The portion of the document || a7" B90 || 2-2. ei te 
will be read, as requested by the Senator from Nebraska. SB.....0.-.-] 988 }.......... 12 2 oe oO) 3% 
The Secretary reed as follows: ee 80 | 890 | tess. w| dae 
THE LIVESTOCK MARKETS. --_ | 8#-......-.. 200} 8.80.) T1.........) 2A}........-- 3.35 


Union Stock Yarps, South Omaha, June 6. 


Receipts for the last week, with comparisons. Omaha feed and grain market. 
[Prices quoted are for the best quality.] 
Date. Cattle. | Hogs. | Sheep. o WHOLESALE. 

















Wheat, north Nebraska and Dakota, hard, by carload_per bushel.. $0. 68 
UE ion ckdiantiinwnene tesein thous 1,583 | 3,128 1,958 | Wheat, No. 3, by carload, new. ........-+-----.-+--+-+--+------ aS 
SERENE Dangn-vsererenonse nnee on aren'sonppons ool Sos wee ee edo... 70 
Thureday, June 3.......2...eee cence] «62990 6998} Som | Flour, best patents <2. < 2222s e ccc e per hundredweight.. 2.2» 
ET ca nrnchiebaloceres spvtdeungh eaters 8,783 | 8,050 4,104 | Flour, best patents. ......--.-+--0-+--+e0esereee =o eee- =-- +> 
DOURNUNY, BORO Boon oon cc ons ccansononcsecaacnntect 1,807 | 5, 795 S00 Fepeens toy 000s «-.---------- potent etibetominseseciae---- 1.2 
Recei iiteiie se on eae gon | 30,867 | Corn, new, by carload. ooo eee eee eee per bushel... .17 
wend... ines | oe ig | Oats, new, by carload...........-.s...sssss2sssssssssos-ensese do... M@ 17 
Same week last year....---- 222222202 7,073 | 38,832 3,514 Hay: RE reas =~ “nm eh tienen set or eC 
. Hay, lowland, by carload, color makes the price--------~..-- do.... 4.00 
Most of the trading was on a steady basis, the market becoming tolerably Bye straw ; a 8.00 
active as the morning advanced. There were some choice 1,305-pound beeves | yidalin, Ts ond nonin bcc SG SI cab aang dadhnos-es " 900 
that; brought Oe, See ighows rice paid in several weeks; but, as usual, RR ee, od carep aera 8.00@8.50 
of tae offerings were on the fair-to-good order, and sold at aes Dee thee ioee ee ae 17.00 
common-to-fair 1,000 to 1,250 pound steers ht from $4.10 to $4.40, 
Toward the close the oot = —— wae a and a son en 
clearance was made. Receipts for the week; were abou 251.30 
heavier than last week, and nearly 7,000 heavier thana yearago. During the | manne! mee phere oovenoueniipairstae Smieiiy votes tnas per peck... Leis 
greater part of the week the mar t has been in very good shape, with prices | Gorn ’ ere ene rere stossaisege aie ote per bushel. .25 
~—s u wack. ee week's advance on desirable steers being pretty Oe ne ea, ta hae ed do 25 
law Ce Ry | ORB acces nnnneonvonnntnsns~nnavenersn sensoenasere shiesesiens=-< Swe 
Beef steers. Ceo ee ee. 






Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator, with his permission, 
whether or not all these evidences of prosperity are confined tb 


— Average.) Price. sg Average.| Price. — Average, Price. 
the city of Omaha? That is the way I understand it. 


nr | ere ff ce | | eee | 
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ied’ 985 | $3.75 || 2.....| 1,085 | $4.00 || 43....| 1076) g4.90| Mr. THURSTON. I am introducing now the evidence of the 
weeeee Le re -4 ao i‘ +3 a ae $2 ene ee ee I have noother witnessss 
co] Tame) as 8S] ga) a | a] a) os | a elections th ie Da ir ee 
dias 1,18} 440} 2620-0) Low |] 440] 2%...) Le) 445] wisely in the finest city of the United wherein to 
ee 1208) 4.45) 81...) Lew] 445] aol) lee) 48 her j 

prnees Pan! fe Soon] bb) £8) Ba] PSS] £R] Mr. LINDSAY. 1 will ask the Senator if the Congress of the 
Su} Yaak} aay) 86 2222"] age | 450] 7--| Lazo | = 450 | United States did not. act with ae Sete shen it chose the 
anu 1,270; 460 /)16.....) 1,250] 450/107... 1,274! 4.8 | city of Omaha in which to $200,000 of Federal money 11 
= tel $e] tm] i) | "| “ec 

ae 198} 490) 7002) 11m] 4.10 Mr. N. is no doubt about 


it. 
Mr. LINDSAY. And whether the State of Nebraska did not 














1897. 





choose equally wisely, and whether the beginning of the ex- 
penditure of those sums of money in the city of Omaha is 
not coincident with this revival of prosperity in that particular 
| THURSTON. Not one dollar of those moneys has been 

ded yet, and in all these declarations of the Omaha 
World-Herald not one reference is made to any prosperity or 
any increase of prosperity or any increase of prices which could 
in any manner relate to the Omaha or Transmississippi Exposi- 


vs CANNON. All this movement in Omaha is doubtless due 


tothe tancy—— ; 
Mr. DSAY. Of the expenditure of the money. 
Mr. CANNON. As I was about to say, of the expenditure of 


these hundreds of thousands of dollars. 
Mr. ALLEN. I should like to interrupt the Senator from Utah 


just once. 
: Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not want to rob my eolineaes of any glory 
for the prosperity that may attach to Omaha. e are both inter- 
ested in the mere of Nebraska and Omaha, its metropolis, and 
Ishould be glad to know that prosperity, that is, permanent pros- 
perity resulting from legislation or proposed legislation, is makin 
itself felt in that city and that State. Of course I can not affor 


to put myself in the attitude of saying that our people are not 
getting len so well as the people of any other Western or South- 
ern sectio: use it would be incorrect, and I should subject 


n 
myself to the argument sometimes used by the demagogue, that I 
was undertaking to run down and belittle my own place and my 


own le. 
My ea eague lives in the a of Nebraska, a splendid 
city of splendid possibilities, and I have no doubt that under 
legislation Omaha, instead of being a city of one hundred 
ae fifty-odd thousand people, might be, within a very few years, 
a city of a half million population, with its industries increased 
500 cent, and that a wave of general prosperity would not only 
Omaha, but every section of the State. 

Now, it is due for me to say that in my judgment the pros- 
ty that has reached Omaha now, or is reaching it—that is, 
t ty which is greater than the prosperity at like 
age at the present time—is due in a very large measure to 
a eee that are being made for the holding of the 
sippi and International Exposition in 1898. I had 
t the city but a few days ago, and my informa- 
that effect. I have no doubt, knowing the World- 
its managers as well as I do, that they are speaking 
pes to the approaching exposition when they speak of 

ve —— A 
Let me say another word, through the kindness of the Senator 


e3 
5 


from Utah, as prices in South Omaha, where our cattle 
— market is found. It is true that the prices of cattle in 
e 


are higher than they have been for some little time, but 
the slightest de: to any kind of legislation. In 
1894 the farmers of the State of Nebraska were compelled to sell 
short on their cattle, and in 1896 there was and in 1897 there is 
done in the State of Nebraska what has never been done in 
before, namely, cows are being put into the feed pen 
and fattened and sent to market, thus each year shutting off the 
of cattle. I have occasion to know to some extent, because 

a small way engaged in raising cattle. 
the prices which the farmers of Nebraska receive 
grain, permit me to say that the reports from this 
Wvdaeneceatt oo ome — a en e amy _ 
on is a great thing with the farmer of Ne- 
have occasion to say from experience, and experience 
days, that corn has been sold and is being 
to-day by the farmer at from 7 to 10 cents a 
some within thirty days for 7 and 8 cents a 
within 125 miles of the Omaha market, and it was good 


were true, and I would rejoice with my colleague, not- 
we differ politically, if it were true, that the million 
in the State of Nebraska, all of them, not a few 
feel a genuine wave of ty coming back to that 


and growing Commonwealth, but what has been re- 
to is, in my judgment, due in a very large measure, if not 
prospect of the n. 


rs 


i 
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- Mr. dent, support of the motion to 
amend the bill, I lay down the following preliminary grounds: 
LA BES festly to claim the name of protection and justly to 


ran believers in that doctrine must be as nearl 
a intellect of its framers, conscientiously devoted, 


IL. The p measure is grossly, ly inequitable. It 
ancriminals gaat tho Amerean producer of agriciearal x 
ples, since, its provisions, he must sell his commodity at 
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the lowest price of the world and must buy manufactured goods 
at the highest price of the worid. 

Contributory to the foregoing: 

An import duty on agricultural staples, of which we export con- 
siderable quantities, does not add one jot or tittle to the price at 
home or abroad. 

An import duty on other articles aids our staple agriculture 
only indirectly and to an almost inappreciable extent, since what- 
ever advantage is derived therefrom is shared equally by all the 
producers of staple agriculture in all the world. 

II. An export bounty on staple agricultural commodities will 
give protection prices to their producers. 

Mr. President, every nation has its primary industry. With us 
it is agriculture. It has always been so. It always will be, so 
long as the Republic is to survive in strength and dignity in this 
world. Not necessarily because agriculture is the first essential 
to the sustenance of human life, for other nations may have 
manufacturing for a primary industry, since by the character 
of their people, by their experience in the mechanical arts, by 
their financial situation they may be better disposed as well as 
better qualified to pursue manufacturing industries than agri- 
culture. 

In the beginning, of course, as all new nations with vast area, we 
were producers of raw material, so called, and it was the thought 
of the fathers of the Republic that we should stimulate the diver- 
sification of employment for our people for high patriotic as well 
as practical reasons. It was not deemed by them to be the part 
of wisdom that this new nation, setting a mark for all the ages yet 
to come, should be dependent for any of the necessaries of life 
comprised within manufacturing on those countries which at that 
time were our enemies, because we differed essentially with them 
in the purposes and objects of government and of community life. 
Nor was it deemed wise that the agriculturist should be compelled 
to sell that which he produced entirely in a market over which he 
had no control. 

I think if there was a thought of a practical nature absolutely 
crystallized at that time in the purpose of legislators, and in the 
view of those who gave their support to the first protective tariff 
bill, it would have been this: We will protect manufactures until 
the two great pillars of community strength shall have reached 
an equality, manufacture and agriculture, each employing its 
hosts within the land, and neither one trespassing upon the 
proper domain of the other or being an unjust burden upon the 
other. 

I give my adherence now, asI always have done and believe I 
always shall, to the doctrine by which it was proposed to stimu- 
late manufactures at that time. Had agriculture remained the 
sole industry of the country, as it was and is the prime industry, 
we could not have achieved the distinction among the nations 
which we have acquired, nor could our people have been so pros- 
perous and contented at home. But, Mr. President, the day came 
when the equilibrium was reached, and we passed it without a 
pause, passed it as a thief in the night. The farmer had been 
taught to vote for protective tariff for the benefit of the country, 
for the sustenance of his own industry, so that he might have a 
better home market for the product of his toil. The day came 
when manufacturing in the United States more than balanced 
agriculture, and the farmer continued to vote for the protective 
tariff upon manufactured goods while not receiving directly any 
benefit from it. 

I can not state exactly when that equilibrium was reached, nor 
when there should have been such modification of the method of 
applying tariff law as to have insured to the farmer his just ben- 
efit therefrom. We are never conscious of the exact moment of 
a crisis or a great occurrence depending upon thought or general 

rogress e often predict with absolute certainty. We look 

Sack ond point the exact time of any occurrence. But in the 
doing of great formative matters we are unconscious of the 
crisis. 

The moment the manufacturing industries of the United States 
in manufactures had reached such magnitude and such volume of 
participation by our industrial popuiation that those pursuits 
were as well equipped to sustain themselves at home as agricul- 
ture was oi ns to sustain itself the tariff laws should have 
been modified. They should have provided equitable protection 
for all classes, and by equitable protection, I mean they should 
have reached out to the farmer exactly the same proportionate 
benefit that they extended to manufacturers. That we have long 

sed the point of equilibrium is proved by a table compiled 
rom the United States census reporis, which shows the num- 
ber of wage earners in various occupations in the United States. 
I submit it at this time, and ask its insertion in the Recorp as a 
part of my remarks, if I may have the consent of the Senate 

The PRESIVING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the table 
will be printed in the Recorp. 

The table referred is as follows. 
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Comparative statement of population, and of wage earners, pregeesers, capital invested, value of products, etc., in agriculture and in manufactur; g 
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mechanical industries in the United States, 1850 to 1890. and 
[From United States Census Reports. ] 
1850. 1360. 1870. 1880. 1890, 
Population, wage earners, etc. ance Sneseenel Eavevess th ee - 
Total. Total. over 1850. Total. over 1860. Total. over 1870. Total. e > iter 
Per cent. cent. Per cent. ip , 
OD a ee 23, 191, 876 31, 443, 821 35. 58 38, 551, 371 22.63 50, 155, 783 Su. 08 62, 622, 250 4 af 
Wage earners, 10 years of age and over, 
in cultural pursuits (a) .......-..-- (b) (B piaemitees 2,908, 478 |.......... 3, 433, 812 17.06 3, 209, 905 Ko 
oprietors in agricultural pursuits (d) (b) ie ORES 3,016, 068 |.......... 4, 286, 099 2.15 5, 355, 931 6 
age earners, 10 years of age and over | 
in manufacturing and mechanical 
SNEED wetink siankn ine etnies today builiewend (b) C-* :Be bien 2,306, 414 |.......... 3, 344, 754 39. 63 4,937, 400 | 7.09 
Proprietors and officials in manufactur- 
ing and mechanical pursuits.........-. (d) (BD)... Jewsetinees 56,829 |.......... 69, 595 22.47 153, 893 121.13 
Wage earners, 10 years of age and over, | 
, in all other occupations (¢)............. (b) >: Kncsastnas 8, 168,420 |.......... 4,835, 279 62.84 6, 773, 157 40.08 
Proprietors and officials, etec., in all 
other oceupations (/)......---.-----+--- (b) (0) - Peostaseats 941,490 |.......... 1, 422, 560 51.10 2,305, 312 5 
Agriculture: 
Number of farms..........-..-...-...- 1, 449, 073 2,044, 077 41.06 2, 659, 985 30. 4,008, 907 50.71 4,564, 641 | 88 
Average size of farms (acres) .......- 208 199 | c—L. 153 | c—23.12 134 | c—12. 42 137 | > oH 
Value of land, improvements, im- 
plements, and live stock . ..........| $8,967,343, 580 | $7,980, 493,063 101. 15 | g $11, 124, 958, 747 39. 40 104, 001, 538 8.80 ($15, 982, 267, 6s9 OM 
Estimated value of farm products --. b) O° Boe g $2, 447, 538, 658 |... ...... $2, 212, 540, 927 9.60 | $2, 460, 107, 454 11.19 
Munefacturing and mechanical indus- 
es: 
Number of establishments........... 123, 025 140, 438 14.15 252,148 Pe 253, 502 4 822, 638 77 
Capital invested ...................... $533, 245, 351 | $1, 000, 855, 715 89. 38 $1, 604, 567, 015 80 | $2,780, 766, 895 64.10 | $6, 130, 397, 725 120.78 
Value of products, including custom 
work and repairing................. $1,019, 106,616 | $1,885, 861, 676 85. 05 $3, 385, 860, 954 79.54 | $5,349, 191, 458 57.99 | $9, 056, 764, 996 | 69,31 


om - a coe te a ee 


@ Including dairymen ‘and dairywomen, lumbermen and raftsmen, stock raisers, herders, drovers, and wood choppers. 7 


Not reported in censuses of 


c ‘rease. 
dincluding overseers, apiarists, fardenere, florists, nurserymen, and vine growers. 
s) 


e Including miners, quarrymen, 


hermen and oyster men, and persons 
J Including pretessional occu 


pations. 


in trade and transportatien, and in domestic and personal service. 


gin currency at a discount in gold, which was worth an average premium of about 25 per cent during 1870. 


Mr.CANNON. Mr. President, thatacontinuation of protecti e 
tariff upon manufactured goods, with absolutely no protection to 
agricultural staples, is an injustice, and that if we shall continue 
the present form of imposition of tariff the farmer must, as de- 
clared by me in the beginning, buy at the highest price in the 
world and sell at the lowest price in the world, seems to me to be 
beyond dispute. The whole theory of protection and the whole effi- 
ciency of its maintenance before the le of the United States 
have been upon the idea that the Uni States was the greatest 
market in the world, the best market in the world; that its toilers 
were paid higher wages; that there was more opportunity here 
than anywhere else under God's sun. 

If that be true, then the manufacturers have received better 

ices; they have had greater stability in the market in which 

ey have had to sell than prevailed en else; and therefore 
the farmer of the United States has had to pay higher prices. 
Everyone knows that the home market has never been sufficient 
to absorb the great product of agricultural staples in the United 
States, and that the man who has produced cotton year after year 
and wheat year after year, and tobacco and rye and om has 
been looking vainly for the time when manufaeturing should have 
been so stimulated by the farmers’ unselfish willingness to peers 
protective tariff that all the staples produced in the United Sta’ 
would be consumed here. 

On the contrary, all the surplus staples have been sold in the 
markets of the world at the world’s free-trade prices, and the 
world's free-trade prices have controlled the domestic price. The 
American farmer has received in England the English free-trade 

ice for his ee product; and, more momentous to him, 

has received that same — for all which he has sold at home, 
and at the same time he — thre protective prices for the 
goods which he received in exchange. ‘ 

Inco far as the pending bill contains any intentional protection— 
and some of the protection which it does contain, I am grieved to 
yearn, is unintentional on the part of some of the gentlemen who 
propose amendments to the schedule—it is necessarily in behalf 
of labor. The 7 ground cf morality upon which the protective 
doctrine can stand is that our people in the United States—those 
who toil, not those who live off the toiler—are of more value to the 
sum of human progress than any other people in the world. 

Protection is for the labor of this country, to guard it against 
the industrial fight inaugurated in the pauper lands of the world. 
How can any man say that the hand which has toiled in mills, in 
factories, and at the forge must be guarded from competition 
with pauper labor abroad, but that the farmer of the United 
States must go into the worid and are with the most degraded 
labor there is on the face of the earth? If any man can contend 
it here, I hope he will be able and will have the frankness to con- 
vend ft before his yey constituents. Put it in that exact 
form of truth, for that is what itis, The farmer sells in open 
competition with all the pauper labor engaged in agriculture in 


all the world, and the agricultural labor in other lands than this 
receives less compensation than a toiler of the same land in any 
other industry. , 
One of the great elements in the consideration of this }il], as 
enunciated by the very able Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. A: - 
DRICH] upon its tation, one of the essentials which he pr- 
oop coe ie colt onbe os oe I take it there 
no very mu ) resulting from expec- 
tation or mesdiceeton of lactlt met in any other place in the United 
States, long to endure through or realization of a new 
tariff enactment, if we are to be plunged anew into the agony «fa 
tariff — before the people of the United States next year or two 
years later. 
I fancy that our friends, who have had to make so many ap lo- 
within the last few months that they are adepts in formula'- 
and presenting them, would give to us next year this idea: 
. ty was ready to spread her mt wings over the 
anes United States. Omaha, the greatest city of the worl. 
lt the reviving effect of the prospective protective tariff; but ju-t 
as soon as we got the bill we ventioed that the people were 
intending to agitate for its and all prosperity came toa 


sudden — e are not the framers of 
the law, and not the political party which proposed the law.” 

Let us have this just, and it willendure. It is a homely 
trath, but it is absolutely the truth, that into every tariff })i1 0! 
recent perhaps from the beginning, there crept the 
deadly of wrong toward one class or another. The 

class has ee oe redress, and, happily for 
the dignity and of ca, any class, however small, whic! 
agitates for the of a real grievance can find plenty of s\\)- 
port from the es classes of the country. 

Mr. President, I should like to see the ing bill passed in 
such form that it would endure, with slight modifications at m.-’. 
for many years, because this world is waiting for some other 1 - 
forms than the revision of the tariff. Weightier matters ():0 
this pause on the threshold of the Senate Chamber and the o!!) ” 


House of Con There are ty questions of principle 
which the people desire to see ieee, and I shall hope 
that the tariff may be so framed and be so acceptable 


not be any great 


h : of its porate Pah * ‘ Sa 
stand entirely within the lines Eowtiee proposing this 
amendment, because I do believe in the policy of protection, !- 
cause [ that self- is as m the law for a na- 
tion as it is the first law of did not believe in this 
method of protecting the when I first heard of 


from New Hampshire |r. 


eae Se the chair. inquired of me the other 
when the amendment was proposed with some few remarks 
by me in support of it, when I 


first came 














1897. 


——————— 


tariff was a robbery of the farmer. I replied to him, as became 
my weakness, very inefficiently, but truthfully, that I thought 


system of imposition of tariff, so-called protection, was a rob- 
a of the farmers just as soon as | had the opportunity and 


the occasion to look into the question to such depth that I found 
the injustice of it. 

No man in this Chamber who shall oppose the amendment was 
ever more determined against the idea than I was. Lf, in answer 
to the Senator from New Hampshire more fully than I was able to 
answer him the other day, because of not desiring to continue the 
discussion, I may be permitted to be reminiscent to this extent, I 
will say that a man named David Lubin brought this proposition 
to the Transmississippi Congress three years ago, when I was 
chairman of the committee aeeeeeies by that body to consider the 

uestion. I was full of zeal for the farmer, for free silver, and 
or the a rty. I had just been elected a Delegate to 
Congress from the Territory of Utah. I was as grateful to the 
Republican party as the Republican party at that time Fs ay 
to be grateful to me for the great result achieved in the Territory. 

When Mr. Lubin offered this, I said to him, ‘‘ Free silver is the 
remedy for the farmer,” He answered that he would not contend 
against that idea, but the realization of it was too remote. I then 
stated that protection of manufactured goods would so stimulate 
the consumption of agricultural staples in the United States that 
we would soon cease to be exporters; and then, with high pro- 
tection on corn and wheat, on cotton and tobacco, on hops and 
rye, the farmer of the United States would set his prices for him- 
self within the t domain reserved to him by legislation. 

I — and contended for the Republican interpretations of 
the tariff, as I had never been brought into any other than remote 
contact with the schedules, and when it was put forth asa car- 
dina! doctrine of the Republican party that protection on manu- 
factured goods could and would eventually give efficient, substan- 
tial, and commensurate protection to the American producer of 
agricultural staples, I believed it. 

Heaven forgive me, I was instrumental in defeating Mr. Lubin’s 
proposition before that Transmississippi Congress. 

I looked into the question and I found I was wrong. Having 
found that I was wrong, I had the zeal which a man usually has 
when he discovers that he has been treading a wrong path and 
chooses to take the right one. I said that at the first opportunity 
I would contend for ee protection for the farmer of the 
United States, who all these years had borne the burden of a pro- 
tective-tariff system, not only by payments from his pocket, but 
had sustained the protective-tariff system by his vote. 

Mr. President, we have reached a new-world condition. We 
are in an eraof falling prices. However sufficient may have been 
the remedy of protective tariff for ills which existed in an earlier 
day, however efficient it may have been to create a condition of 

ustrial equilibrium which the fathers desired to see attained 
within the ublic, it is not sufficient now unless it shall be mod- 
ified, unless it shall be added to, unless it shall be so thoroughly 
rebuilt as to answer and meet the requirements of to-day. 

There has been a fall of prices so tremendous that the industrial 
world has cally been shattered by that fall. From within 
the Repu party the doctrine is enunciated that it is overpro- 
duction; and from within the Democratic party thesame announce- 
ment is made, that it is overproduction. And the people starve 
because there is overproduction of wheat, and go naked because 
there is ov tion of clothes, and are shelterless in the land 


is the duty of lawmakers to confront the new condition, to 

rise to the same plane of devotion to the interests of all the people 

of the United States that our fathers stood upon when they formu- 

lated the first great act for the peeetion of the industries of this 

. That was new. They occupied hitherto untrodden 

ground in thiscountry. Why should not the lawmakers of to-day, 

my Fee = animated by the same spirit, say, ‘‘ We will 

conditions of this time with the same sacred devotion to 

the interests of the people that our fathers showed when they met 
and eee difficulty.” 

There have been two causes for the fall of prices. One has been 
the multiplication of all kinds of labor-saving machinery, by 
which one man has been able to perform, through the assistance 
iron and wood fashioned cunningly to his hand, the 
work which was formerly done not alone by ten men, as the Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. MiLis] stated, but often by a hundred or a 
men. 

Another cause of the fall of prices has been the withdrawal of 
cana aan of the power of the people to buy. It follows, 

, that ren can not sell what no one else has the power to 
purchase, and that excess in the stock of produced articles neces- 
sarily tends to a fall of prices. 

Mr. STEWART. May I interrupt the Senator from Utah to 
make a suggestion on one point? 


| 
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It never interrupts me to hear the Senator 








Mr. CANNON. 
from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. I know it is the popular idea that the use of 
machinery has produced a great fall of prices. That is true as to 
the articles upon which machinery operates, but there is a coun- 
tervailing force. In the intellectual development of the country 
new articles, new luxuries, are invented that are high priced and 
bring up the average. On an examination, if you take the aver- 
age price of all commodities, including new luxuries that have 
been created sincé machinery has made the common article so 
cheap, you will find that it has raised the average to about the 
original level. I do not believe there has been a fall of all prices. 
If you go into any household you will find high-priced luxuries 
created by the genius of man. Take the plumbing and the paint- 
ing and all that is done in the house, and you will find that the 
average cost of furnishing that house, or the average cost of com- 
modities in the house, will be as high to-day as fifty years ago. 
That ought to be taken into account in studying this question, 

Mr. CANN‘ N. Mr. President, before l shall com lude, l he pe, 
if I do not trespass too much upon the time of the Senate, to sub- 
mit a brief observation on the fall of prices induced in special lines 
and within certain circumscribed areas by inventions in the me- 
chanical arts. In the main, I agree with what the Senator from 
Nevada has stated. I am not proceeding now to discuss this dual 
proposition in detail. I put forward, as a generality, the declara 
tion that falling prices have been produced in part by the inven- 
tion of labor-saving machinery, so sudden, so almost miraculous, 
that the people of the world have not been able to keep pace socially 
and in the application of law to the needs of men and customs to 
the requirements of men with this wonderful development in 
mechanical arts. It will be no news to Senators here for me to 
declare that I regard as the chief factor in the fall of prices the 
restrictions upon the money of the people. 

Mechanical development is a blessing to mankind. God never 
gave an inspiration to the mind of man, in poetry, in art, or in 
mechanics, except for the blessing of the world. It is our fault if 
we turn it to a curse. Money restrictions are not a blessing. 
Mechanical development which has led to a fall of prices destruc- 
tive to the opportunity of people to buy in some slight direction is 
a blessing, but the money restriction placed upon the people which 
forbids them to buy because they have not the wherewithal! to pay 
for that which they buy is an unmitigated curse. 

Falling prices have come with terrific weight upon the mannu- 
facturers. No onedisputesthat. Mills are closed; factory hands 
are idle; warehouses are overstocked with goods. The shelves of 
mercantile establishments rot away with their burden of goods 
which can not be sold. Therefore the manufacturer can not have 
good prices. 

But under any distress which threatens the manufacturer he 
has opportunities to ward it off that do not exist with the agri- 
cultural producer. The trust in the United States is the absolute 
outgrowth of the spirit of self-defense and self-preservation which 
animates the manufacturers. 

When prices fall and the people have not the same extended 
power to buy, the manufacturer of one town joins with the man- 
ufacturer of another town, and they combine together to hold up 
the prices of their product. The result has been trusts; trusts 
which will go on, I fear, stimulated and defended as they are in 
this country, until we shall see the natural result, which will be 
the taking possession of all natural opportunities by the one great 
trust, the Governmert, in order that they may be administered 
for the good of the people. 

The trusts are making Populists of the people of the United 
States. The trusts were organized to withstand the fall of prices, 
and they are used to fight against some of the remedies for that 
fall proposed by our friends the Populists. If they shall continue 
to demonstrate that the greater the combination the cheaper the 
article to the consumer and the better wages paid to the producer, 
they will have taught to the people that in order to have abso- 
lutely just prices for that which you buy and absolutely good 
wages for your daily toil there must be one gigantic trust, under 
the name of the Government, whose profits go to the people. 
That is the result which they will produce if we continue unre- 
strainedly in the same line in which we have been proceeding for 
some time past. 

The farmer can not make these combinations. He is their vic- 
tim. The farmer knows nothing in advance concerning what he 
will get for his product. It is largely true of the whole country, 
it is especially true of that region of semiarid America from which 
I come, that there is no science more exact than that of agricul- 
ture. The farmer can tell almost to an hour largely all over the 
coantey and absolutely within the semiarid region, how many 
days of toil he must devote to the production of a given quantity 
of agricultural product. After all, that is a better test of the cost 
and enables us to form a better judgment of the cost than the 
number of dollars that have to be paid for anything. We have 
gotten so that we make asacred standard of the dollar. The real 
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standard which God Almighty set was how many pulse beats of 
the human hand it took to produce anything, how much of labor 
it took to create it. That is the measure; and we will never have 
righteousness in social popeotay: until that is not only a method of 
seagment, but is the finality of the judgment. 

The farmer can only tell how much he knows it costs in toil and 
sweat to produce a bushel of wheat or a bale of cotton. My dis- 
tinguished friend from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], who is to benefit 
his cotton producer by a tariff, nay pass through the whitened 
fields of his State and say to the men engaged in the production: 
‘* Taking the years by and large, my friend, you know just what 
time in the year you have to begin your labor; you know what 
time in the year you have to devote yourself and the help of your 
assistants to any given stage of this production; you can tell in 
the dawning springtime precisely how much of labor will have 
been devoted by you to the production of a bale of cotton. But 
can you tell me whether you are to get 5 cents or 16 cents a pound 
for your cotton?” The farmer will have to answer, ‘‘ No.” He 
has no means of setting a price on his product; nor can he have 
advance knowledge of what thet price is to be. 

I have seen men engaged in the wheat fields. I have watched 
their labor from the time they sowed the seed through all the steps 
of irrigation and harvesting and cee. I have asked the 
farmer how much he was going to get per bushel, and he has al- 
ways answered that he did not yet know; that he found out from 
his local merchant, who not only set the price of the goods which 
the farmer bought from the merchant, but set the price of the goods 
which the farmer sold to the merchant, and the farmer had no 
guess on it either way; that the local merchant found out from 
the commission house in the nearest large town; that the commis- 
sion house ascertained from Chicago, and that Chicago ascertained 
from Liverpool. Some manin Live ll who never saw an Amer- 
ican wheat field, and some man in Liverpool who never saw an 
American cotton plantation, is the man from whom the American 
planter and the American farmer receives dictation as to the price 
of his commodity. 

Congress proposes to wi gens the power of the local manu- 
facturers within the Uni States to combine together for their 
own protection and benefit by giving to them the aid of law. If 
= vote against this proposition, you propose to vote to deny to 


@ man who most needs it that power of protection and that par- 


ticular benefit which tariff acts are eg one to bestow upon all 
American industries alike; and ne will leave the American pro- 


ducer of agricultural products still the victim of free-trade prices. 

There is a threat of a continued fall in manufactured products 
as well as continued fall in agricultural products. We stand on 
the Atlantic Seaboard and gaze through purblind eyes into Europe 
thinking that the land from which the menace was first directed 
against us, the land from which we got most of our thought of 
political economy, is likely to descend upon us with an avalanche 
of manufactured products to destroy the American market. We 
are looking in the wrong place. There rises an industrial power 
in the Orient which will do for the manufacturing industries of 
the United States precisely what has already been done for the 
— industries in this country, and no protective tariff will 
avail you. 

We pay an export bounty to the Chinaman of 100 per cent on 
all he sends to this country, and we rear an import duty in his 
behalf of 100 per cent on all he buys from us by the system of ex- 
changes permitted under the gold standard. The manufacturer 
who thinks that 30 or 40 per cent or 75 per cent or 100 per cent 
will be sufficient on for him when that wonderful people 
of the Orient shall have risen from the ashes of their past and 
shall assail the industries of the United States will find himself 
sadly mistaken. 

Mr. President, I do not think that the fall of prices is a general 
advantage to the world. It would be true if all things fell exactly 
alike, that is, in exact relation to each other, but there are so many 
things which donot fall. Asa commodity down, public taxes, 
public salaries paid out of public taxes, the demands of a luxuri- 
ous civilization, rise in proportion to the fall of commodities in the 
market, and so we can not have that exactitude of relation which 
would make a general fall in prices advantageous to the people of 
this country. 

I do not contend that a fall in prices directly resulting from a 
mechanical invention ought to be an evil. We simply ought to 

rovide to — any evil effects from that fall. But we do not 
us provide; we have come to a strange social condition. If Mr. 
addresses himself to a financier, a politician, or even a min- 
ister of the gospel and says, ‘‘After — of investigation I have 
discovered a means whereby I can telegraph from one place to an- 
other without the use of a wire; I can put in a million of my in- 
struments in the United States and telegraph from one to another 
and no two will conflict,” the politician, the financier, or even the 
minister of the answers him, * Form a joint stock com- 
pany quick and let me in on the ground floor.” 
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No tale of physical possibility is too wild for men to accept ; 
this time of miracles in physical advancement. But let ome man 
who has worked for years in his study evolving plans for the bet. 
terment of men go to the politician, or to the financier, or in somo 
instances even the minister of the gospel, and say, ‘‘I have dis. 
covered a method whereby we can make the application of law 
more just to all the people and the disposition of nature’s bounty 
more equitable to all who need; I have discovered a method by 
which no child shall be without shoes, and no man shall be hungry 
and no woman shall cry because there is want in the home,” and 
that same politician and financier, and even perhaps the minister 
of the gospel, will answer, ‘‘ Thisis my busy day; call to-morrow.” 

We have not time nor willingness for the consideration, to say 
nothing of the acceptance, of great social truths. 

Mr. ident, there is a righteous and world-wide remedy for 
falling prices. I shall not a e to the Senate for stating what 
that remedy is, nor shall I feel that the time has been wasted, by 
me at least, no matter how much of an infliction upon the Senate 
and upon the country, which is devoted to a declaration that this 
fall of prices will go on until we restore money justice to the peo- 
ple of the world—not only to the United States, but to all the 
world. Some of — friends of the bimetallic cause in this Cham. 
ber have authorized me to say for them, as I say for myself now, 
that this bill for a protective tariff will not Baar ane prosperity to 
the American — in any general sense. It will not give to the 
people the power to buy, no matter how easy it may make domes. 
tic production. 

e must have a wider basis for the money of this world and 
the business of this world if we would have p rity. When 
we make the dollar measure too much of everything else in the 
world, then the wise investor who likes to have his wealth in the 
thing least subject to mutation puts his wealth in dol!ars and 
hoards them. If you make dollars less attractive to tie investor, 
and the things which the people produce by toil a little more at- 
tractive to the investor, there will be more dollars go into things, 
and there will be more dollars in circulation in the United States 
and the rest of the world. No labor is ever uplifted under an ap- 
preciating money standard. I challenge contradiction at any 
time upon this assertion: Labor is not generally uplifted under an 
appreciating money standard. 

the protective tariff for the wetting of labor? So the teach- 
ing has been. But it can not elevate toil under that appreciating 
money standard which now exists in the United States and through- 
out the world. Not only should there be, and not only will there 
be, I think—if I also may pose as a prophet, since the role has been 
taken up this afternoon—a restoration of silver to the money of 
the world, but there will be such wider on of the money 
volume as the needs of the people of the world shall dictate. 

Does any man in his senses suppose that a great, intellectual, 
courageous people will forever submit to having general poverty 
simply beeause the thing with which we measure commodities has 
been contracted? That thing created by law called money is not 
now sufficient to do the measuring of to-day; and as we can get 
nothing without its first being measured, we can not get it except 
we have a sufficient volume of money with which to measure it. 
That is true of all the world, but what ur without a parallel it 
is for the people of the United States, a debtor nation, to permit 
conditions to prevail which essentially depress the price of that 
with which they pay their debts! 

If a farmer deliberately did that, the probate court in his county 
would send him to a lunatic asylum. he practiced that in his 
private business, his friends and relatives, his wife and children, 
who had been defrauded by his folly, would have a guardian ap- 
pointed for him. The people of the United States are doing it; 
and yet we are told that every man who raises his voice in remon- 
strance must be either “heretical,” to quote the word of the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska {Mr. THursToN], or an anarchist, to use the 
word which was so much abused last year. 

We pay our interest and other money obligations to the world in 
money, of course—$600,000,000 of it every r, some writers say; 
but we get the gold for such payment from the commodities which 
we sell to the world, and we are in reducing the price 
of these commodities—agricultural staples—so that our creditor 
shall have twice as much in payment of any given dollar of our 
obligation to him as he could have when the debt was in- 
curred. And the opponents of that are called ‘‘ heretics” and 
anarchists. ‘ 

The creditor nations of the world are forcing the silver-using 
nations to the gold standard; and they are doing it while we are 
waiting on international bimetallism. Japan, for the sake of be- 
ing able to borrow, has tothe gold standard—not as the gold- 
standard press and its advocates would lead the to believe, 
for while Japan has made her coinage at the ratioof 32.34 of silver 
to 1 of gold, yet she has done it by giving to the gold yen twice 
the value it had before, so far as value can be given by legislative 
enactment. Peru is being forced to the standard. Every 
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debtor and borrowing nation is being crowded in these 
critical days gold oo to go to that standard, so that 
after we ve finished our international minuet in behalf of 
bime’ there will not be any country on the earth to join 


with us in the effort. ; ; : 

There is not time here and now, nor is there occasion at this 
hour, to discuss the question of independent bimetallism. But I 
ask of the Senate to print as an 7 to my re- 
marks an article published in a magazine called Money, issued at 
New York, written by Hon. Charles A. Towne, under the title, 
“« Js independent free coinage of silver practicable?” I am satis- 
fied that the Senate will consent rather than to impose the use of 
the time for me to read the article. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
paper referred to by the Senator will be printed in the Recorp. 

r. CANNON. Mr. President, 1 stated a little while ago that 
we gave an export bounty of 100 per cent to oriental producers 
of agricul goods and to oriental producers of manufactured 

, and that we reared a wall of 100 per cent protective tariff 
around the Orient to prevent those — from receiving our 
goods, Theexplanation of that statement belongs properly within 
my brief, cursory statement of the general remedy for the ills 
from which the agriculturist is suffering. 

Take the producer of cotton in China, for China does produce 
cotton, though not much of it reaches the markets of the world 
yet, but it will. Russia is going down through Manchuria to 
reach the Yellow Sea. There is a secret arrangement between the 
Czar of Russia and the Emperor of China by which she can estab- 
lish a military outpost every 10 miles, and she proposes to guard 
those outposts by railway and telegraph lines, which they are 
ostensibly themselves to guard, and thus she will open a vast 
region, where, within the latitudinal extent of 14 degrees, you can 
produce upon the same soil both wheat and cotton growing side by 


side. Tam advised by a gentleman who comes from the cotton- 
roducing States that the latitudinal range of that production 
fn the United States is only 4 de ; that, perhaps, with the 


exception of Texas and the Indian Territory, you can not produce 
from thesame land both wheat and cotton. hen the Chinaman 
gets into the markets of the world—— 

Mr. BACON. The Senator is mistaken as to the limit of that 


ra I have seen the same thing in the upper part of the State 
of in which that can be done. In the upper part of the 
State, in Floyd County, we produce both wheat and cotton. 


Mr. TILLMAN. It-can be done in every part of the State. 
Mr. BACON. It can not be done in the lower part of the State. 
Mr. TILLMAN. It can be done in all that section of country 
in Florida. 
Mr. CANNON. I did not quite grasp what the Senator from 
Georgia —, 2 the — range of cotton in this country 
Mr. BACON. I did not understand that to be the 


articular 
thing to which I addressed my remarks. I understooc 


the Sen- 


ator to say that there was but a limited territory in which both 
ee and wheat could be raised on the same land. I understood 


limit it to Texas and some other portion of the country. 
. CANNON. The Indian Territory. 
. BACON. Yes; the Indian Territory. 
Mr. CANNON. I was so advised by the very able senior Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery], who is not now here. Yes- 
terday I made the inquiry, not being certain as to the facts, and I 
have a his statement substantially as he made it to me. 
Mr. BACON. I think it is substantially true that the territory 
pat ag both of those products can be advantageously raised is 
Mr. CANNON. It was only a general statement, of course. 
_ Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will permit me, I observe, look- 
ing at the statistics of the Agricultural Department with reference 
to the seamerapeen of wheat, that,while it is true that wheat is pro- 
duced to some extent in the cotton States, the production is not 
very extensive; I do not know what the pm ities may be, but 
the production is limited. On page 596 of the report of last year 
it is shown that it is not very great comparatively. 
CANNON. I thank both Senators for the information. 
it can be maintained—it certainly is undisputed— 
tural producer in China, the man who raises cot- 
has not only the advan conferred by nature, 
an , if it be an advantage. in 
the country. nst those things a protect- 
supposed to erect a guardian wall; but, Mr. Presi- 
of staples in China receives under the money 
the world, the gold standard; 100 per cent of export 
the producer of manufactured goods in China has 
of import duty arising from the maintenance of that 


of cotton in China will sell his cotton in the same 
same prices, under the same exchangesas the South- 
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ern planter will sell his cotton, and the Chinese producer of cot- 
ton will get 10 cents in gold while that is the metal in which the 
world's exchanges are written. He will take it home to his coun- 
try and he will exchange it for 20 cents of the money of his coun- 
try at the —_ ratio of gold and silver in the commercia! world, 
and with that 20 cents he can pay 20 cents’ worth of the obligations 
which exist upon him as a member of the community. And this 
is equivalent to an export bounty of 100 percent. But the unaided, 
unprotected American planter will sell his cotton for that same 
amount of 10 cents, and will bring it home, and it will pay just 
10 cents of the obligations which he must meet as a member of the 
community. The system which works so advantageously to the 
oriental producers of agricultural staples is reversed when you 
come to manufactures which those countries import. It takes 200 
— the money of their country to make $1 of the money of the 
world. 


Not long since a steamship company doing business upon the 
rivers of China wanted to renew its fleet. It found that under the 
changed conditions which had arisen in the money of the world 
within twenty years it would cost $10,000 of the money of China to 
buy one of the little launches which had formerly cost $5,000 in the 
money of China and $5,000 in the money of the world. Instead 
of buying those ships from the United States or from Great 
Britain, they made them right on the banks of the Chinese river, 
for under the gold standard they have 100 per cent of protection 
against the gold-standard world. 

We can not withstand that competition. Agriculturists suffer 
most from it now, because rivalry is reaching out from Argentina 
and from Uruguay, as well as from all the countries of the Orient, 
and taking away the market where the farmer of the United States 
formerly sold his surplus, from the proceeds of which all the bal- 
ance of trade was paid and all our civilization was maintained. 
But the manufacturer will have his day of darkness. 

Mr. President, I ask permission to insert here some documents 
relating to the special interest of agriculture in this question, be- 
ing the remarks of Mr. M. G. Boutmy before the Imperial Eco- 
nomical Society at St. Petersburg, April 9, 1897, and the views of 
the economists gathered at the agricultural congress in Budapest. 
If I may have the permission of the Senate, I desire to have them 
inserted as part of my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, that will be 
the order. 


The papers referred to are as follows. 


[From the address of M. G. Boutmy before the Imperial Economical Society 
at St. Petersburg, April 9, 1897. } 

Ido not know whether the united efforts of France, the United States, 
England, and Germany will shortly rid the world of the tyranny of gold, the 
effects of which are becoming more serious daily and are tending to the ruin 
of producers; but I hope and trust that they will sneceed, in the interests of 
the commerce, progress, and prosperity of the whole world, and of Russia in 
particular. But so long as the monetary schism exists which divides the 
world into two camps—the yellow camp, where agriculture is ruined, and 
the white camp, where the farmers are protected from the crises that occur in 
the yellow camp—lI fail to understand how any Russian patriot can desire tosee 
bis country go over from the white camp to the yellow camp, or how a Rus- 
sian minister can pursue sucha reform with so much tenacity, without re- 
gard to the consequences, and in spite of the law and the legislature 

The gold standard will mean the ruin of agriculture, manufactures, and 
commerce—the ruin of Russia asa nation. Moreover, the reform that pro- 
poses to bring it about would be a disgrace toour country. Instead of main- 
taining the par of our credit ruble at 1 silver ruble = 4silver francs, in accord- 
ance with the law and the obligations entered into by the State, it is proposed 
toruin Russian aericulture, in order to make | credit ruble equal to 2} francs 
in gold. It is acombination of prodigality and bankruptcy. Very well, but 
we neither wish to deceive others nor be deceived ourselves; we simply de- 
sire to maintain the law in its present state, and this we can and ought to do. 

The gold standard, while ruining debtor countries like Russia, is a source 
of profit to none save the international bankers and speculators. I do not 
know what motive the minister of finance may have in advocating this bane- 
ful régime, but I fully realize that the time has come for all friends of the 
Russian fatherland and Russian social order to unite and exert all their 
strength in order to prevent the accomplishment of this reform. If we are 
to be vanquished, let the calamity come upon us while fighting it to the last. 
VIEWS OF THE ECONOMISTS OF THE INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS OF AGRI- 

CULTURE AT BUDAPEST (SEPTEMBER 17-2, 1896) ON THE MONKFY QUESTION. 

Alphonse Allard, director of the mint of Belgium, Brussels: Allthe nations 
that accept but gold ruin themselves; the prices go down 

The products of the earth having gone down by \ per cent, the soil itself 
must go down by the same per cent 

The decrease of prices caused by the present standard of money has ar- 
rived at 50 to 6) per cent. 

To the demonetization of silver in Germany in 1871, in the Latin countries 
in 1876 (August 5), and since then successively in all Europe we must attrib- 
ute the changes wrought in the relation of value of the precious metals 

Thw prices have gone down by 50 to &) per cent everywhere where the gold 
standard has been adopted. 

The crisis of low rolves would be arrested by the remonetization of silver 
or by the creation of a bimetallic union. 

Al the countries are prepared for that step. 
point of marching alone. 

Dr. Otto Arendt, member of the Prussian Landtag, Berlin: The variation 
of the relation of value must be attributed not to the change of the conditions 
of production, but to the modification of monetary legislation 

Phe fall of the value of silver, the increase of the value of gold, have accen- 
tuated the differences of values and almost changed an exception t=toarule. 
Value is a factor of price in the international competition. In proportion as 
the differences of the standard of the two precious metals increase the pro 
ducer of the countries with an inferior money can lower the prices of the 


The United States are on the 
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‘world’s market by his simpleoffertosell. Anefficient exportation is not even the mission which it fulfilled before with gold, Mr. Cha, 
necessary. Lon has well shown that there was circulation before 187; 
Nowhere is there a thought of the introduction of silver monometallism. 000 livres oes. Since then and America must eon: 
But a bimetallic union would raise and consolidate the price of the white — livres hs a yearly productic: 
, would make the differences of values an exception, would establish . Chaplin values at only 30,000,000 livres sterling. on 
similar conditions of seston everywhere, and would arrest the Sugecetion There is consequently less than one-half of the volume of money a: , 
of prices in the world’s market. Even the partisans of the gold standard ex- | that there was formerly as the metallic basis of exchange and of || : 
yest — bow vane a lowering of the - - of gold; — is, ee — — or the ontat ~ 
goldversc terung,” or an increase o} © price of merchandise in pro- explains clearly general pabess © proportionate sex) 
portion to the natural (not artificially raised) value.of gold. of money which serves to pay for products. re ‘as . 
If the prin countries coin gold and silver ata fixed standard or fixed Instead of seeking the onpleun of on in the 
relation of value, the price of the precious metals on the regulatin kets | tion of the volume of money, the driven the interna: 
can not waver from that fixed relation. This would mean the lerging of | service in Burope, the monometallists seek by all kinds of false reas.,,, 
the fluctuations of the relation of values and the ceasing of losses produced | complicate the question and to render it Seeaneaety incomprehensib|c ; 
by these fluctuations, All the countries have an equal interest in the reali- le by enveloping it with a cloud of led sch: hip. 8 esr 
zation of this agreement, and the opposition to this needed reform will indeed fy England, in the great city of London, that the opposition to )i1.; 
be overcome one day. Even if England will not join, bimetallism will be | seems to have its seat, and — pitilessly, with an almost «\; 
introduced without and against England. eynicism, how much the country suffers by destruction of its agr 
car ane ~ pe toa vet — of > industries. ' 
Barfoot-Saunt. delegate of the Central Chamber of Agriculture, London, e director of an English company of navigation ( 
gold monometallist): The cause of the variation of the relation of the prec- soon be obliged to have his Sonstructed or repaired in 
metals is the cheapness and the great quantity of silver produced in com- | the Orient, where silver was in circulation, and that it would cost his); (7 
parison with the woGuction of andt edema toe gold. ae Comree of story what tpt te es ch Condip @ Masten the Indi 
gold always was the more precious metal; equally, the demand for gold was enorm ndies, |) 
never inferior - the offer of the anme. A weaver, the demand tor it could and China, will soon have the same advantage over English manus. ), 
ways be sa ed, and even oversa . us the relation of gold to silver adil 
sank from 1 to 11.8 in 1581 downto 1 to16 in 1818. This decrease of the value of | ,, Count André Bethlen, deputy to the Hungarian Parliament: The (0: no. 
silver took place between 1867 and 1874 to such an extent that France and the | tization of silver, rs an insufficiency of money, respecting: eins? 
Latin Union were obliged to cease gotsiog, sliver in order to escape a financial | Civculation, is one of the cipal. causes of the general debasement 0 | >... 
catastrophe. But this diminished the demand for silver still more, and oqaaiy those of grain. 
lowered yet its value in comparison with gold. e restoration of bimetallism by international action will have as a oop. 
The remonetization of silver would produce a still further decrease of the | Sequence the rise of prices, the diminution of public charges, and a yory 
cost of production. It is just this cheapness which permits the producers of | ST¢at revival in business tra 
the countries with the silver standard to com with the gold countries. The rapid propagation of the bimetallic movement, as well as the jy por. 
The reestablishment of the former value of silver respectin the former | tance of the personages who direct it, assure its future success. 
relation between the two precious metais (16 to 1) wo sealie mean the ae 
demonetization of gold and the establishment of the silver standard in all the Dr. Charles Bunele, attorney and political economy writer (Vienna), js 
countries of the world. The relation of value between the different articles | against bimetallism. . 
of consumption would be absolutely the same as to-day, except the actual _ 
debts of the gold-standard eountries, which could be paid by a depreciated Everett, member of Parliament ushmore, Ipswich ys The 


R. Lacey 4 
money. Bane C 

Thore is absolutely no prospect that the relation between the two metals Le canes tm eemine tae: —— United States, = Ln a : 
will ever be rearranged by the gold countries. and silver. As long as the mints were both metals, the old relation 
- he great differ- 

Charles Baross de Bellus, political economist, Budapest: The cause which eee Peemeerest differ 
ht about the varie the relation value between the precious = ries. - to a ae tae 
metals is the preference given to gold a countries and the colossal has uded Circulation in the markets 
ot a tl " moueapere = gold we 7 SS of Samana ee ek which a to it | ¢ ae ¢ Gace gas must now accomplish the 
d which co’ not be reached by the production of the yellow metal. eee ak ae tee ke — meat Gee tne perm wad -, ; ~ _ 


term price one understands, . gold 
e special increase of the value of gold as against silver (for the value of bro about by the increase mand (silve aa 
d rose without that of the silver going down in its purchasing power) “adnan a Lat = ae es wed - , 


merchandise 
still more the value of money. half of the quantity of gold paid before the demonetization of silver, \ 


ured 


an 


he silver still continued toserve as standard in a great many States impor- : of 
tant from the point of view of political economy, but in the vorid’s toathet Sele we See ae Fe ak sh icone Saaeete 
ho of 


t there is to-day 
id prevailed. Thus the cultural ucts have to struggle not onl ' Seeeeiond u: andine. { 
gold p tn 1 he: of ete iall 7 only | a statesman who isa sincere partisan of an understanding, it 


against the “ hausse” | soems may betterment. English re is pro- 
gold. means: You must, for a certain uautity of gold, give in ex- poh by A ete a ee mean agriculture is pr 


iii Stesigstnelovetat daa eaiea ie rte = 
. a 6 lowe © prices of the products. 

The vemponetiont of the Value of sitver would tmske coase the ever-con- | __Louis Frankl, oer to the Landtag and landed proprietor: The changes 
tinued efforts of raising by force the value of gold; one would suddenly see uced in the relation of value between the two precious metals can uot 
on the market a much more considerable quantity of “sound money; the ted to : — cnn of sil- 
. ent § od Sn —— iand. the — = Low = idl tie os changes in q —y" “a by the aetna ‘of silver in 
fail ina sarin maaan and for a certain — “For all these vomene’ oo most of Lp eae gt oo Reap eo gt he te pe These changes 

er lism as a very important factor, but not entirely as a panacea been by the that, though increased considers)ly 
for all the economic faults. In the interest of the agricultural population | by production, has not by far to such an extent as would hay» 
bimetallism must be established as @ rational part, but, as I vecdyaien, only been necessary in view of the enormous extension of its need for industrial 
as a part of a new system tical economy. requirements. 

Inmy inion the stardare of the still remote future times will be neither oer influence upon the constitu- 

ld nor ver, bat paper mone sustained by a special convention between | tion. 2 anes ses. seh oh De Roles =! seesee bas been 
OSS ee ee ee ee expecially by the diminution of the-xisting meuns of elreulation, owing (th 

The establishment of international bimetallism is aquestion of might, pure | Tetirement of paper money. which has taken place these years ona large 
andsimple, Bimetallism will surely be established if the poor men lee scale. But the decisive reason lies always in the great rise of the vali: 
farmers will prevail in the direction of political economy in the world. It gold. for every increase in of money has as a necessary conse 110 
will not be established if supremacy romaine with the bankers and merchants. dames Seeeaiiiies with silver 


ie considerable 
D. F. A. Bauduin, president of the Dutch Society of Agriculture, member | 224 paper in view that the of labor, and eouse- 
of the National Society of Agriculture of France: I express my full and en- manufactured in the 
tire conviction that the only 3 remedy for the critical condition o agriculture SF ee ian an Shien stati Mey. 
countries an exclusive gold standard consists in the necessit ted 
@ union of all these states for the reestablishment of the bimetailismof gold —— ural This become considerably aggravate! 


and silver in a certain ae. ltural products which 
silver were admitted in the international the creation of a bime 


No one can deny that i 
transactions in a fixed proportion with gold if the ernments again ed or, aa 
their mints to the cotmage of silver, the reat advantage of the British indies ° enough to maintain a definite relation between gull « 
"eae Sioned ait nea eee and at the eametet tener which would be 0! 
Undoubtedly also the Argentine Republic woul see its value at . . ada 
in no remote time, if it could revert to specie payment in silver instead of its a increase of the value of merchan 
extremely depreciated paper. On the other the eee Rs follow only ren eeprwerds: conse 
Everyone can easil Calcuiate that in this case the competition with this become . oo pa oa 
tegrful enemy would be much easier for us. vate ir aes action of ~— ats 
R is our only hope for an amelioration which is not very far re- " ,and a > ee co 
moved. wait till the ction of gold in the 1d surpassed to such | only market their — a eater prop rtion. 
If we had to uction world su su ns 
an extent that of silver Onan te coederemeiek eel The economic consequences of s shullar ane would then be extreme) 
only 
seeing 


measure 

expose the working and producing population to that crnel and cynical ex- | #dvantageous for the producer in first of allfor the agriculturis', — 

ploitation Wied en ee or ee tee on the pict of the anal teeeeene ene in Aad eet 
— a len ne Soe no dou opposi to bimetal- | otherwise tl SS dispossessed by silver. 

sins enjoys senaeey he arate which the gold of their a 

ee hich, f > oe eeeers is about thet : caticaieasean ust aoa 
Ww , for exam a vu! m 

to-day two soonllete of grain for £1, while formerly one single hecto- 

It is to be remarked that this general fall of of the agricultural 

ucts for a number of years went sence with bbe tall of 2 SS of sil- 


ver, and in almost equal 

coincidence must its explanation in the fact that in 1873 a sum 
of silver valued at 2,000,000,000 livres a Tee had been excluded 
or demonetized for the international excluding the silver 











fluctuations; the establishment of a bimetallic union would then 
orate the situation. These are the remedies to extenuate the agricul- 


pre vent 


ameli 
tural 


Charles de Alberti Givola, delegate of Argentina, agricultural engineer, 
Buenos Aires: Statistics show that the change between the value of the two 

recious metals can not be attributed to an overproduction of silver, for the 
Poantity of silver produced is far from su ssing the growing needs of com- 
merce and industry. It is its ns or payment which diminished 
its value. Atthe same time gold issought more and more, especially since the 
establishment of the gold standard, and though its production has not dimin- 
jshed. it has not increased either in the Rropec es required by the necessities 
of industries and its function in countries with the gold standard. 

Gold has become more scarce, owing to the destruction of half the volume 
of money, i. e., silver, and its demand has increased considerably. A by far 

ater quantit; merchandise is necessary in order to buy the same quan- 
fity of gold, ma the price of goods, _—- ly 4 wages products in gen- 
eral, has decreased. t it is not gold alone which has provoked this baisse; 
also the multiplication of the means of transportation, the diminution of 
freight expenses, the development of international competition have exer- 
cised a great influence upon prices. 

The restoration of the silver standard would produce an increase of money 

and better prices for the a. which would be favorable for egrical. 
ture; but at thesame time the wages and other expenses of production would 
increase; life would become more expensive, which would tend toward level 
ing the benefits which the pecple hope to derive therefrom, and after some 
time the situation would become the same. The conditions of production of 
exporting countries would not be much modified, and the situation of inter- 
national culture would not be much benefited. 
a disordered monetary circulation, an agreement between the in- 
terested States would be necessary; but this seems hardly probable. The 
countries which have im to themselves great sacrifices to establish the 
gold standard would not enter into the proposed reform, and the certain 
absence of other countries would make the union worthless. 


William James Harris, Beauworthy, Devonshire: To the enparesion of 
silver as a general means of Pa in some countries; to the introduction 
of paper money im lieu of all the other species of money. This exercises a 
considerable influence, because the nations of western Europe have an un- 
favorable of the value of foreign money which they can not coin 
anew in own mints. 

If ali the nations could be forced to admit silver money in a fixed, deter- 
mined ratio with gold, countries like Argentina, Russia, and India would 
probably lose their important advantages in regard to their products. [ do 
not believe that any group of States could force the nations who have a paper 
standard toadopta metallic valuata. Moreover, certain States—for instance, 


the A tine blic—would be unable to retire their paper money from 
circula’ and to replace it by silver which they would have to buy on the 
open 


Hugo Hitschmann, editor of the Landwirthschaftliche Zeitung, Vienna: 

The cause of the variation of the relative value of gold and silver must be 

attributed-on one side to the great demand for the yellow metal, in conse- 

nence of the introduction of the gold standard in a number of European 

aioe, Se there was no great increase in the production of gold; on the 
r , 


othe the demonetization of silver by the adoption of the system in 
question, though the production of the white metal has not diminished. 

Ace to economic laws, the = of merchandises go down when they 
are more @ dant than money. wing to the introduction of the monetary 


system by which silver is deprived of its character as money, gold has in- 
cron value so that a er sum will buy a far larger quantity of mer- 


c 

The restoration of the double standard would bring about an increase of 
the means of circulation, a rise of prices of merchandise, and consequently 
economic prosperity. 

Mr. Hitschmann urges strongly international bimetallism, in order to rem- 
= essentially the economic situation and to arrest the depreciation of agri- 
cultural products. 


Emile Levasseur, membre de l'Institut, professor at the College de France. 
gold-standard man): One must attribute the changes to the considerable 
of the uction of silver for twenty years; to less coining of silver 
several states, though os generat the coinage of silver money by the 
mints is far from havin minished in the world as much as is said gen- 
erally. The increased offer of silver and the decreased demand would have 


in 


lowered the price of any merchandise. 

If silver has sunk in value, has gold risen? I believe that there is a tend- 
ency to little accentuated. Indeed, the production of gold 
has increased considerably for twenty years. The procedures of credit have 


large trade, Gold Seleigeieaal rote ta the enchengerequipeed by the 
e. san n mal rodle in the exchange regulat »y the 
bank. Statistics apiny that the wholesale prices of certain common merchan 
at baisse. But is it the gold that has risen in price or the 
has sunk in price? The retail prices have not dimin- 
imperceptibly, and the salaries—probably the most im- 
portant factor—have increased. 
The economy in the production and the abundance of the products are cer- 


tainly the ae Snceal causes of the baisse of the wholesale prices, espe- 
cially in grain. agricultural products have decreased in value because 
they sve o@eren in tities than before on the regulating markets, 


r quantit 
a smaller latin from countries where the production is 
to ch tere or to cheaper economic paocniere of work 
cultural taxes. Thesé are the great influences. 
money, however, exercises an influence. Countries witha 
aera” an advantage when they sell their grain in countries 
This advuntage is shared in various proportions be- 
producer, the exporter, and the intermediary agents. If this in- 
fluence wee great as certain publicists have said, India would be to-day 
elu n. 

conned fatvests and Europe 0 luged with its 
of the restoration of the double standard in the gold 
countries be the gradual diminution of the circulation of gold. the rise 
Sas most caarniemtiians, first in wholesale, then in retail. The agri- 
products would probably be among the first to profit from this baisse, 
Ss sanene the last prices that would rise. The transition would 

to farmers, noxions to the Jaborers. 

certain number of years the equilibrium would adjust it- 
consequently be no particular profit for aa , except 
contracts concluded before the baisse (rents, obligations, pen- 
on ). in which cases the creditors would be robbed and 
All would be raised and the country would find 
eurrency, in a state of unfavorable exchange, and 
situation in general as regards its commercial relations 


ert Oat bimetallism, but it is possible that a 
the United States to voting separately for free 
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coinage of silver, which would become an argument for the bimetallists of 
Europe. As regards England, it uses the theory of bimetallism only as an 
article of exportation for the use of foreign countries! ; 





Dr. W. Lexis, privy councilor, professor at the University of Gottingen 
(gold-standard man): The depreciation of silver in relation to gold has been 


produced (1) by the enormous increase of the production of the white 
métal within the last twenty-five years? (2) by the cessation of free coinage 
of silver ina certain number of countries, especially the Latin Union. Of 
a demonetization of silver one can, however, speak at most from November 
1, 1803, since the repeal of the Sherman Act in the United States r up to 
that time, i. e., twenty years, there has been coined or deposited for the cir 
culation of bank notes a larger quantity of silver than ever before during an 
equal course of time. But,in spite of the agitation of the bimetallists 

state has been able to decide upon a legal recognition of silver in the fom 


proportion of value with gold. Therefore the tendency is toward gold mo! 


metallism in spite of all difficulties. 





There has, however, come no increase of the intrinsic value of gold: the 
variation of the relation of the two precious metals has been du y to 
the diminution of the value of silver. The decrease of pric if several mer 
chandises can be perfectly explained by the conditions o ternationa m 
petition and the diminution of the expenses of pro i nd transportation 
An increase of the intrinsic value of gold is therefore impossible, because th 
production of this metal has doubled within ten years, and | avel 
age production of gold and silver is more considerable than betw » 1860-70 
and 1850-60; because the stock ot gold of the great Europea ‘ntral bank 
rises to a quantity which would have been deemed incredible formerly; } 
cause in, the important exchanges the use of coined gold is reduced more and 
more by the check and clearance system: because for severa ars tl 
Bank of England has possessed always from twelve to fifteen million pou 
of sterling more than the amount of its bank notes in circula » 3 : 
all the branches of production and commerce have been in a favorable con 


dition excepting agriculture. . 

The depreciation of silver has had only a minimal influence upon the con 
stitution of the prices of agricultural products 

The creation of a bimetallic league—suppose that it could maintain itself 
would undoubtedly raise the price of silver quite close to its legal relat of 
value with gold, but there would always remain a premium on gold which 
would have to amount only to 1 per cent to drive the gold from the daily 
transactions and to make of silver the only means of current circulation. 
Such was also the situation in France under the régime of the double stand 
ard before the invasion of the Californian and Australian gold 

The production of silver would surpass the actual amount so much that 


the legal value of silver as against gold would rise comparatively to its actual 
value on the market. If we admit the ancient legal reiation between the two 
precious metals, it would rise to twelve hundred m‘llions and more, in view 
that the European capital and that of North America would be extremely 
tempted to exploit the mines of Mexico and South America, and, indeed, with 
the best technical means of modern times. The conseq ce would be a 


great depreciation of all the money—that is, the increase of the nominal price 
of all’the merchandise in the trade. As to agriculture, it might happen that 
it would derive no profit therefrom, because the rise of value of its products 


might be neutralized by the rise of wages and other expenses of production, 
and by the general higher price for the means of subsistence 

Andre de Llaurado, engineer, inspector general of forests (Barcelona): The 
monetary question may be summed up as follows: I. Unfavorable balance, 
not only commercially but financially. Ll. Scarcity of gold on account of the 


demonetization of silver and the increase of business transactions 


Dr. Rudolph Meyer, economic writer (Austria): In the countries with the 
silver standard—India, Japan, China—the prices of agricultural products have 
risen by 10 to 20 per cent since the period of 1865-1875. In the countries with 
the gold standard they have fallen by about one-third and sometimes by 


half since that period. I see the pernicious character of the gold standard for 
the states which have adopted it, in so far as they present themselves as ex 
porting countries and not only as creditor countries, inasmuch as the silver 
valuata respecting the paper valuata (Argentina, for example, with 8) per 
cent) acts as a premium of exportation of grain and other products, and as 
a tariff of protection against the importation of merchandise coming from 
countries with a gold valuata. 

It is very likely that the remonetization of silver in several great states 
would have as a consequence a very important increase of all the products 
and merchandise. But the encouragement which would result from i r 
agriculture, an agricultural and industrial overproduction, would terminate 
fatally ina general crisis. Thus the remonetization of the white metal would 


surely be more dangerous than its Jemonetization. 

The European States will not decide to abolish the gold standard except 
under the pressure of the great political parties, and I do not 
sarties would be, in view that they would have to be recruit 
rom the landed proprietors. It is true they are debtors for the most part, 
and the debtors are normally weaker than theircreditors. But this pres 
could be exercised by the American farmers, whose monetary situation is al 
ways very independent. If they succeed in conquer the United States 
the counter act will make itself momentarily felt Eur but I 
lieve that it may exercise a lasting effect l have not fa l in its time to 
strongly advise against the introduction of vid met i but I shall 
beware of participating in the agitation which demands its suppression 


h these 
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do not be- 


Paul Orosz de Balasfa, landed proprictor, delegate of the Society Agri 
culture, Hungary: In view of the fact that the production of ’ vd 
ant and that this metal is little employed in industry, there isan excess of 
the white metal, and consequently a larger quantity of it has to be gis 
price. On the other hand, the introduction of gold monometallism has con 
siderably increased the price of gold. This has lowered the prices f 
cultural products. 

The restoration of silver would at all events have beneficial « 1ences 
the Fiseof-prices, more active trade and commerce, and the lowering of in 
ests for borrowed capital, which is the most important t rl 
be bimetallism, if the aims of certain inter 


sted er« ups can | 
Leon Louis A. Raffalovich, counselor of 
(St. Petersburg): The change of value between 
been brought about, one may say, solely by the legis! 
1871 and from that date on. 

These changes have produced a pernicious influence upon the movement 
of prices by provoking a baisse which has never had its li 
Phe reestablishment of the status quo ante is desir 
The establishment of the silver standard, pure and 
real advantages and is not possible at present, though more reali 
gold monometallism, which is not realizable at all 

A bimetallic union is the sole possible and acceptable lution 
tem is well known; it has existed very long and its restoration w« 
quently only be the return to a normal condition 
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Arthur Raffalovich, correspon 
it unlikely that the countries whic 
reform their ener order to have stable money and to live a normal life 


member de l'Institut de France, holds 
im upon themselves sacrifices to 


with an unchangea 
gold monometallist. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. President, speaking generally, the restora- 
tion of the money conditions which will enable the people to buy 
freely is the right remedy for the distress of the times. 

A protective tariff alone will not do it. A protective tariff 
makes a country rich, and bad money laws make the —_ yon: 
What object is it to a Christian nation that we should build the 
general fabric so high to the ruin of the masses of the people who 
stand beneath the Government? Thestatistics by which we show 
that every person in the United States has got an average of a 
thousand dollars are no longer satisfactory. It is no use to make 
the country rich and the people poor. That is not a remedy for 
existing ills. But at present we can not get a just money law. 

There is an alternative. If one class of our people, and that the 
largest individaal class, the one upon which we must most rely, is 
to be compelled by conditions which exist in the world and by our 
method of making law to sell in a free-trade market, then com- 
mon justice demands that they shall be itted to buy in a free- 
trade market; and I renew here the declaration that, coming, as 
I think I have, to the comprehension of the justice of this case, I 
should prefer to stand for a 7 which enabled the farmer to 
buy in a free-trade market if he must sell there, rather than to 
speak for and vote fora policy which compels him to sell in a 
free-trade market and at the same time buy in a protected market. 
A house divided against itself will not stand; and while this t 
proposition of inequity abides in the United States the people are 
not united—they are severed upon the one great vital proposition 
of life and the means of living. 

But no y is going to propose free trade. 
Democratic faith, I regret to see, are torn b 
ment some one of their Senators says that he is not afraid of the 
word “ free” as applied to trade. And we who share their money 
views witness the harrowing spectacle of a quarrel about the 
tariff, which is not an issue before the American people and will 
never be made the vital issue again before the people of this coun- 
try. No great party will stand on a declaration for free trade. 


le currency will enter anew upon bimetallism. Heisa 
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| 1887. 1888, 


1880. | 














1890. 
Wheat: | i 
Bushels ...... indieancia 101,971,949 | 65,789,261 | 46,414,129 | 54,387, 767 
Value $90,716,481 | $56,241,468 | $41,652,701 | $45,275,906 
a: Wheat flour 
ta PETONE v cascddescneee 11, 518, 449 11, 963, 574 9, 374, 803 12, 231, 711 
ee ho SS Oe A ave bekliineunanne $54, 777, 710 
ue ye: 
ey PGIOND...cctnceseicnnn 857, 256 | 78, 783 287, 252 2, 257, 377 
be VEE cccadulens toesta $216, 190 $50, 705 $158, 917 $1, 279, 814 
pe : Rye flour: 
eS 2 2 BOTPOS ...5 cess senses 8, B41 2, 674 3, 669 3, 983 
et WEED évensakéivineined $11, 781 $10, 068 $13, 370 $13, 782 
Bushels 40, 307, 252 24, 278, 417 69,592,929 | 101,973, 717 
EEE $19, 347,361 355 $32, 982, 277 658 





, 312, 186 
$765, $870, 486 $896, 879 

























All agricultural prod- : | 
ucts, value*............| $515, 725, 865 $492, 887, 433 $524, 614,719 | $616, 890, 690 
| 







and sauces), wax (beds), and wool. 
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Quantities and values of certain agricultural products exported from the United States from 1887 to 1896. 
[From reports of the United States Treasury Department. } 











IY os ciccinsasmenal 260, 721 12,580,202 | _7, 540, 854 17,523,988 | 16, 765,24 
ME scans onniningens $4, 1, $2, 823, 832 $1, 110, 571 $1,872,597 $1, 478, 919 
Tobacco, leaf 
Pounds .............. 206, 666,993 | 249,195,681 | 211,521,051 | 244,343, 740 203,805,855 | 287,700,201 
cowie slohakinghaeaanel $25, 637,983 | $21,507,778 | $18,546,901 | $21, 149, 869 $25, 622,776 | $24 405,245 
nm: 
Pounds ./2, 169, 457,330 |2, 264, 120, 884, 816,669 2, 471, 799,853 BIT, 433, 109 (2,335, 226, 385 
WEE isons <n chdgeiete $206, 222, 057 | $224, 016, 780 | $237,775, 270 | $250, 968, 702 461; 900,990 | $190; 055, 480 
Total value........ $304, 852,248 | $370,023, 583 | $380, 120,328 | $420, 389, 768 | $438, 707,175 | $571,911, 445 | $400, 183, O11 





* Comprising animals (horses, sheep, ete.), breadstuffs, broom corn, cotton, eggs, feathers, fruits and nuts, hay, hides and skins (other than fur skins), 
honey, hops, oil cake and oil-cake meal, meat and dairy products, rice, rice bran, meal, and polish, seeds, tobacco 


Amounts of money that would have been required to pay bounties on exports of certain agricultural products from the United States from 1887 to 1396. 





Products and rates of export 
ae | 1887. 1888. | 1389, 1890. | 1891. 192, 1896. 

Wheat, at 10 cents per bushel... .. $10,197,195 | $6,578,926 | $4,641,413 438,777 |. 523 , 610, 270 |, 065, 008 
Wheat flour, at 50 cents rbarrel| 6,759,225 | 5,986, 787 , 687, 402 % 115, 856 Be 767 Oe is S10. 432 
Rye, at 10 cents per bushel... ..... 35, 726 7,878 , 725 225, 738 O82 O44 98, 846 
Rye dour. at 50 cents per barrel... , 671 1,387 1, 835 1, 967 528 R84 1,389 
Corn, at 5 cents per bushel........ 383 1,213, 620 8, 479, 646 5, 008, 686 - 557 4, 990, 642 
Corn meal, at 10 cents per barrel 533 27,061 31,219 86, 125 357 27, 688 
ney Lea geet peed seme 214 135, 876 251, 785 150, 817 459 468 335, 305 
leaf, at.2 cents per pound MO 4, 083, 014 4, 230, 421 4, 886, 875 = uz 5, 754, 006 
Cotton, at 1 cent per pound. ...... 578 | 22,641,208 | 23,848,167 | 24,717,909 4,331 | 23, 352, 264 
45, 008,840 | 41,576,607 | 41,200,673 | 46, 672, 840 47, 944, 580 








It is foreign to the genius of America. We believe in ourselyas 
and in our self-sufficiency. We believe that all the work and |) 
the wages of America belong to Americans, and that as much of 
the work and wages of the rest of the world as Americans (11, got 
belong to Americans. No will stand long in the United 
States on a free-trade platform, but no party will stand very |, ng 
upon a platform one-half of which is free trade. : 

We can not have free trade in America any more than they ¢ay 
in England, and have the satisfaction of the masses. It is yoo 
for the rich and the powerful, who can buy where they please, |yyt 
it is poor policy for the people who produce. 

There is a partial remedy for ing ills, and there is absolute 
equity for the farmer of the United States under a protective tariff 
if the amendment I have offered shall be adopted. It gives to the 
American ——— of agricultural staples a protection price, and 
that is all it does. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator 
made an estimate of the expenses attending the administration of 
this amendment if it become of the law? How much wil! it 
cost the Government of the United States? 

Mr. CANNON. Calculated upon the exports of the calendar 

ere will cost the Treasury of the United States annually 

Mr. ALLEN. On the rates fixed in the amendment? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. The figures are slightly different from 
those which I gave in my remarks at the time the amendinent 
was introduced, because those were based on computations 
for the fiscal year ending in June, 1896. I have been able since 
to prepare tables from which I give the figures for the calendar 
year 1896. 

To fully answer the inquiry of the Senator from Nebraska, and 
in order to give a full showing upon this question, I ask the privi- 
lege of inserting the table which I have here, prepared trom the 
reports of the United States Treasury De t. This table 
meets in detail the inquiry of the Senator Nebraska and all 
similar questions which may be p unded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The table referred to will be printed 
in the Recorp, in the absence of objection. 

The table is as follows: 


t me to ask him if he has 






1891. 























76, 102, 704 60, 650, 080 
$45, 805,663 | $39, 700, 868 
15, 268, 892 14, 620, 864 
$51,651,928 | $52,025,217 
9, 437 988, 466 

$5, 349 $445, 075 

3, 768 3, 777 

$12, 062 $11, 163 

, 691, 137 99, 992, 835 





$37, 836, 862 


276, 885 
$654, 121 



















$029, 882, 151 | $785,320, 046 | $001,968, 291 | $612, 050,110 | $537,056,875 | $553, 883, 24 







(leaf), vegetables (including canned, pickles, 
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Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, if this amendment to grant an 
t bounty shall be accepted and shall become a part of the 
law, the Treasury of the United States will be compelled to pay 


out to private individuals, citizens of the United States, that im- 
mense sum of money, that great bonus, that largess of $47,944,580 
every year, and more if we shall export more of the staple com- 


ties. 

Republicans believe in a bounty. I do not see how they can 
afford to vote against the amendment. They believe in govern- 
mental aid to the industries of the United States which can not 
stand alone. That is a general proposition, but it has not been 
applied to the farmer. He has been supposed to stand alone or 
. But the idea that it is right to extend governmental aid to 
any industry in the United States capable of development here 
which can not stand alone has been advanced from the begin- 
ning of the until now. 

T have here a few words uttered by William McKinley, jr., in 
the House of Representatives in the Fifty-first Congress. which 
will be found in the speech from which this extract is taken, in 
volume 21, 11, of the ConGREssIONAL REcorD. The present 
President of the United States then said: 

This is called a “sectional” bill. Now, what has this bill done? 
en care of every product of the South, unless you —- sugar. 

C 


= ven to the producers of sugar a bounty equal to the 
fore have been enjoying—a direct and assured protection. 


A bounty is called by the present President of the United States 
“g direct and assured protection.” 


And we propose, Mr. Speaker, to go right on protecting the South. We 
to on giving them such protection as will still further increase 

Prete ind prosperity and development. We have done it for twenty 
years or more, and we not stop so long as we have a majority in Congress. 


I appeal to the Republicans in this body, who belong to the 
which has a majority in Congress, to see that these words 
of the present President of the United States are vindicated before 


It has 
And it 
uty they hereto- 


the American le, and that we shall give a direct and assured 
protection to the agricultural classes of this country. 
The distinguished Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALprRIcH], 
in his speech in the presentation of this bill, said: 
It is believed the friends of the beet-sugar industry that we can suc 
cessfully imitate example of Germany in the rapid development of beet 
production. Germany has within four years increased her product by 


50 per cent, and, as the result of her system of bounties, is now successfully 
invading the sugar markets of the world. 

There is an inferential commendation of bounty. But why 
should it be limited to the one great agricultural industry of the 
United States which can be protected by atariff? The production 
of sugar, either beet or cane, can be protected by a tariff, and there 
is no absolute need—if the tariff be placed high enough—why we 
should have a bounty; but the production of agricultural staples 
of which we export large quantities can not be protected by a 
tariff. That is why the bounty is demanded. 

The farmer would not only get the $17,000,000 from the Treas- 
ary of the United States, but he would receive an enhancement 
in the price of his commodity in the domestic market to the full 
extent of the bounty granted by Government. The farmer sells 
his —- , and receives at home and abroad the world’s 
price. He would continue to sell his surplus abroad and continue 
to answer the needs of the domestic market, and he would receive 
for all his wheat, whether exported or whether consumed at home; 
he would receive for all his cotton, whether sent abroad or used 
of the United States; for all his tobacco, whether 
smoked in Europe or America; for all his hops, whether they went 


into beer in Germany or into beer in Milwaukee, the world’s price 
plus the beens | ted by the Government. That would yield 
to the farmer of the United States an enhancement of 


225,000,000 
per annum, sreeking in round figures, on the normal production 


The manufacturer of the United States derives under protective 
an enhancement of more than $4,000,000,000 per annum, and 
me of my friends on the Democratic side contend that he re- 
more, if the figures given by the Senator from Texas 
of correctness the average of the burden 
buyers of manufactured goods. 
to this ition say that the Government can 
the bounty. That is always the first proposition ad- 
van those who oppose the amendment. The distinguished 
chairman of the Waysand Means Committee of the other House 
gave out an interview to the press not long since, authoritative, | 
think, in which he intimated that there would be no trouble about 
the gold reserve when we should get the tariff law fairly at work; 
that there never had been any considerable withdrawal of gold so 
long as we had more revenue than expenses. Every inan in this 
knows that the gentlemen who entertain the idea of a 
necessary retirement of the greenbacks rely entirely upon the ex- 
cessive revenue to be produced from this bill in order to insure 
that retirement by stealthy action. If it be true that the bill will 
produce an excess of revenue, the greatest blessing which could 





come to the United States would be to have that surplus disbursed 
among the people equitably and honestly within the channels of 
trade. 

But I waive that. I confess that I have no means even of form- 
ing an opinion as to whether the bill will produce a surplus of 
revenue or a deficit. I plead absolute ignorance on the question, 
although I have examined carefully the statements of the leading 
Senators of this body who have had the formulation of various 
tariff bills within recent years. I find absolutely no prediction 
fulfilled upon which I can hinge any judgment. No man has 
been able to tell what the result would be, in a revenue sense, of 
any bill proposed. Wecan provide the means, however, even if 
there shall be no surplus, based upon our present expenditures. 
The people would welcome economy in Government expenditures 
to the extent of $50,000,000 every year. 

I have been struck repeatedly by the declarations which have 
emanated within the last two years from the distinguished senior 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] on this subject. He has 
repeatedly called attention to the fact that the Government is 
waking too many expenditures for the good of the Republic, for 
the satisfaction of the people. That sentiment has been echoed in 
every hamlet in the United States. Wecan give two great bene- 
fits to the people of this country—economizing in our expenditures 
to the extent of $50,000,000 a year and then paying the $50,000,000 
to the producers of agricultural staples in the United States, so 
that they may have a share in the protection which they have 
maintained. 

Another objection is that the bounty would not reach the farmer, 
but would get to the speculator. I refer anyone who chooses to 
advance that objection, which I have heard repeatedly, to the 
remarks made by Mr. George F. Stone, secretary of the Chicago 
Board of Trade, which are shown in Report No. 1999 of the House 
of Representatives, Fifty-third Congress. 

Another objection is that the bounty would be paid again and 
again; that a man would take out a cargo of wheat or of cotton 
or of tobacco from some port in the United States, receiving the 
bounty therefor, and, without unloading it, would bring it back 
and reship it, receiving a repetition of the bounty. The last pos- 
sible ground upon which that objection can stand was removed by 
the Senator from Georyia [Mr. Bacon}, under whose amendment 
cotton is to be protected by an import duty. Thus all the com- 
modities mentioned in this amendment are protected by import 
duties, and therefore can not return to the country. 

Another objection is that staples consumed in the United States 
would not be increased in price and that all the good a farmer 
would get would be from the bounty of the Government, and that 
he would still sell his wheat and cotton at the free-trade prices of 
the world within the markets in this country. That is answered 
by another objection from the same people, who say that the price 
of breadstuffs will be increased by the bounty, and that therefore 
it would be an injustice to the toiler in the cities who buys the 
products of the farmer. The toiler in the cities would pay more 
for his breadstuffs, but under the Republican theory he would find 
it easier to buy. 

All through the campaigns of 1888 and 1892 as Republicans we 
proclaimed the doctrine that high prices were absolutely neces- 
sary in order to have plenty, and that a coat for the American 
artisan or farmer to cost him $20 was better than a coat that cost 
him $10. A distinguished gentleman, now in the happiness of 
private life, who was during that period the Chief Mazistrate of 
this nation, used to say that it was better to have a coat costing 
$20 and have $25 to buy it than a coat costing $10 and have only 
$5 to buy it with. 

People do not eat more wheat when wheat is cheap, and recent 
statistics demonstrate that when wheat was the lowest in this 
country there was less of it being eaten per capita than at any 


othertime. Jn February, 1894, there were 30,000 unemployed men 
in Liverpool. I saw thousands of them, idle, penniless, hungry, 
gathered around Wellington Column in that city, and on that 


very day you could buy a ton of wheat at Liverpool docks for the 
same price that a ton of hay would cost. Hay,of English pro- 
duction, cost as much a ton as American wheat, and 30,000 hungry 
men were gathered in the city on that day. You can not give 
plenty to the poor by merely making goods cheap. 

If you can, then a protective taritf—I will not say aprotective 
tariff, as I-know the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. CHan- 
DLER] would be justified in challenging me; but this Republican 
tariff bill is not only wrong to the farmer, the producer of agri- 
cultural staples, but it is an iniquity from beginning to end upon 
all classes. If cheapness is the consideration, then let us have 
the cheapness of the great fight that is going on through all the 
world. t us have the cheap man who wears the cheap coat, 
and the cheap man who buys the cheap loaf. The higher the 
price of wheat in this country and the higher the price of cotton 
in this country the better off are the employees of the manufac- 
turing industries of the country who have to buy wheat and 
whose employers have to buy cotton, 
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The final objection which I have heard is that this proposition 
would be unjust, because the benefit of protection percolates 
through the manufacturing industries and reaches the farmer, and 
this wouid give to him adouble benefit. If the indirect advantage 
of a protective tariff is sufficient for the farmer, then the indirect 
benefit of the bounty will be sufficient for the manufacturer, and 
we can take off the import duties, because if import duties perco- 















































manufacturer. We can disposeof all this trouble about s:-)), 
and remove the whole difficulty by just giving a bounty : 


farmer of the United States on every staple that he procluc...” 
At this point I desire permission to insert inthe Recon)... 


tables of statistics taken from Government reports show . a 


prices of agricultural staples for a term of years. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, Without objection, the tables \;) 











































late through the manufacturing industries down to the farmer, | printed in the Recorp. | be 
then export bounties will percolate up from the farmer to the! The tables referred to are as follows: 
Cotton crop: Estimated annual acreage, product, and value by States and Territories, in 1850, 1860, 1870, 1878 to 1880, 1882 to 1888, 1890, 1898, 189!,, ai.) ; 
[For 1850, 1860, 1870, and 1890 from the Census Reports, and for the other years from the Annual Reports of the Department of Agriculture 
| Alabama. Arkansas. : a 
Year. }-——....-— $$ —_———————$ $$$ % 
Area. Product. Value. Area. Product. Value. Value 
Acres. Bales Acres. Bales. 
ETS SMR SEE Sescuvncctatindheusivashsead * SE Rladiadincudvaibionabieddn a 
ack sottnaschdoastte SE Et inlabiceie adediddiaisiicandt: > ©’ GUM Mncebmsiiehel eke eae ae ae 
BET i diatertelin Machete ME: Richiictitiatalinibewentnda eéah,  §. ETE Masseenitielegiia ata iad aid eee 
Pounds Pounds 
1878........} 1,887,550 , 556, 600 | $19,880,641 | 1,165,850 | 318,277,050] $26, 098, 718 819.585 167 
SOUP ait eo 1,892,700 | 221,759,000 | 85,908,490 | 1,177,500 | 323,812,500 | 82,981,250 | "94" eae’ ony 
e«--| 2,460,600 | 378,932, 87,808,240 | 1,080,200 732, 243, 23, 224, 300 45, 416. 690 
Bales. Bales , 
Diccasewn 2, 610, 420 810,000 6,450,000 | 1,188, 545 697, 81, 365, 000 41, 448. 500 
ie wadiowns 2, 610, 420 630, 400 28,062,800 | 1,188,545 518, 500 22,814, 000 33.110 0 
1884 2, 740, 941 648, 700 29, 862,905 | 1,250, 858 531, 23, 711, 068 | 25.141 978 
BB ndaveva , 795, 760 pa ma as 31,349,428 | 1,348, 048 610, 666 25, 226, 612 39; 413 898 
ounds le | 
1686........ 2, 823, 718 083, 80,467,917 | 1,354,788 | 325,149,120] 26,662,228 | 33,210 
8. i 
BE inte nets 2, 809, 590 842, 880 85, 881,402 | 1,388, 658 611,010 761 39, 388.513 
Pounds. Pounds —— ‘ 
ose wwee 30, 394, 14 
32, BAY ROI 
* The crop of the preceding year. 
Cereal crops; Estimated production and value of the United States, from 1873 | Cereal crops: Estimated production and value of the United States, from 1378 
to 1895. to 1895—Continued. 
[From reports of the Departmnt of Agriculture.] 
CORN. RYE. * 
Total. Average. Total. Average. rg 
Calendar Ae Syn rrr ene ennai Calendar —___ 
year. Production, | Ateaof | Value of — oy en year. Area of | Value of — oy V a f 
wap. Crop. pushel.| acre. {per acre. crop. crop. - |pushel.| acre. | per acre. 
Bushels. Acres. Cents. |Bushels. Bushels. Acres. Cents. |Bushels. 
1878 .........-] 982,274,000 | 39, 197, 148 7,183,020; 48 23.8 $11. 41 15, 142,000 | 1, 150, 355 | $11,548, 126 76.3 13.2 $10.(4 
1874 ..........| 880,148,500 | 41,036,918 | 550,043, 080 64.7 20.7 13.40 14,990,900 | 1,116,716 | 12,870,411 85.9 13.4 11.'3 
1, 321,069,000 | 44,841,371 | 555, 445, 980 An 29.5 12.39 17,722,100 | 1,359,788 | 13,631,900} 76.9 13 10.13 
1, 283, 827,509 | 49,083, 475, 491, 210 37 26.2 9.70 20,374,800 | 1,468,374 | 13,635,826 | 66.9 13.9 9.2) 
1, 342, 558, 000 | 50,360,113 | 480,643,400) 35.8 | 23.6 9. 54 21,170,100 | 1,412,902 | 12,542,895) 59.2) 15 8, 88 
1, 388,218, 750 | 51,585,000 | 441, 153, 405 31.9 26.9 8.55 25,842,700 | 1,622,700 | 13,502,826 52.6 15.9 8,38 
1,547, 901, 790 | 53,085,450 | 580, 486, 217 37.5 29.2 10.98 23,639,460 | 1,625,450 | 15,507,431 65.6 14.5 9.54 
1, 717, 434, 543 | 62,317,842 | 679, 714, 499 39.6 27.6 10. 91 24,540,829 | 1,767,619 | 18,564,560 | 75.6 13.9 10.50 
1, 194, 916, 000 | 64,262,025 | 750,482,170} 63.6] 18.6 11.82 20,704,950 | 1,789,100} 19,227,415| 98.3) 6) los 
«| 1,617,025, 100 | 65,659,545 | 783,867,175 48.5 24.6 11.9% 29,960,087 | 2,227,889 | 18,439,194) 61.5 13.4 8, 28 
1, 551, 006, 895 | 68, 501, 889 | 658, 051, 485 42.4 22.7 9. 63 28,058,583 | 2,314,754 | 16,300,508) 58.1 12.1 7.04 
«| 1,796, 528, 000 | 69,633,780 | 640,735,560; 35.7 25.8 9.19 28,640,000 | 2,343,963 | 14,857,040 | 51.9 12.2 6.34 
1, 836, 176,000 | 73,130,150 | 635, 674, 630 22.8 26.5 ‘= 21,756,000 | 2,129,301 | 12,504,820 57.9 10.2 5.2 
1, 685, 441,000 | 75,004,208 | 610,311,000} 36.6] 2 8. 24, 489,000 | 2)129,918 | 13,181;890| 538] 11.5 6.19 
1, 456, 161,000 | 72,302,720 | 646,106,770 | 44.4) 20.1 8.93 20,693,000 | 2,053,447 | 11,283,140} 54.5) 10.1 5.49 
1, 987, 790,000 | 75, 672,763 | 677,561,580] 34.1] 26.3 8.95 28,415,000 | 2,364,805 | 16,721,869) 58.8] i2 07 
2,112, 892, 000 | 78,319,651 | 597,918,820} 23.3) 27.1 7.65 26,555,446 | 2,088,485 | 13,612,223| 51.3| 13 6.68 
a erase owes arora os hd 2e 26,727,615 | 1,944,780; 13, 476 | 50.1 13.7 6.89 
’ ’ ’ '* : 'y , ° i. 27,21 . 14. 6.33 
1,628, 464,000 | 70,626,658 | 642,146,630 | 30.4] 23.1 9.09 eT et 
1, 619, 496, 131 | 72,086,465 | 591, 625, 627 36.5 22.5 8.21 <a 
1,212, 770, 062 | 62,582,269 | 554,719, 162 45.7 19.4 8.86 
2, 151, 188, 580 | 82,075,830 | 567,509,106 26.4 26.2 6.91 
























ee 281, 254, 700 | 22,171, 676 504,805 | 115.1 $14. 59 
BBT4 ...ccorces B01, 102, 700 | 24,967,027 | 201,107,895 | 94.5 11. 66 
. . ees 202, 136,000 | 26,381, 512 | 204,580,990 | 100.8 11.17 
STD S ceinnenee 280, 356, 500 | 27,627,021.) 800,250,300 | 103.7 10.86 
ee BO4, 104, 146 | 26,277,546 | 304,695,779 | 108.4 15.08 
420, 122, 400 | 82,108,560 | 326,346,424) 77.7 10.16 
448, 756, 630 | 32,545,950 | 497,080,142 | 110.8 15.27 
498, 549,868 | 37,986,717 | 474,201,850) 95.1 12.48 
883, 280,000 | 37,709,920 | 456,880,427 | 119.2 12.12 
504, 185, 470 | 87,067,194 | 444,602,125 | 88.2 11.99 
421, 086, 160 | 36,455,503 | 383,649,272 | 91.1 10. 52 
512,765,000 | 30,475, 885 | 330,862,260 | 64.5 13 8.88 
357, 112, 000 | 34, 189,246 | 275,820,300) 77.1 10.4 8.05 
457, 218,000 | 36,806,184 | 314,226,020] 68.7 12.4 8.54 
456, 829,000 | 37.641, 783 | 310,612,960) 68.1 2.1 8.25 
415, 868, 000 | 37,336, 158 | 385,245,090 | 92.6 1L.1 10.32 
490, 569,000 | 38, 123,859 | 842,491,707 | 69.8 2.9 8.98 
390, 262, 000 | 36,087,154 | 384,773,678 | 83.8 11.1 9.28 
611, 780, 000 | 39,916,897 | 513,472,711 | 83.9 4.3 12.86 
515, 949, G00 | 38,554,430 | 822,111,881] 62.4 13.4 8.35 
306, 131, 725 | 34,629,418 | 213,171,381 | 53.8 1L.4 6.16 
450, 267,416 | 34,882,436 | 225,902,025) 49.1 13.2 6.48 
487,102, O47 | 34, 047,382 | 257,988,908 | 50.9 13.7 6.99 















340,000 | 9,751, 700 m0] 37.4] 2.7 
Fn on OOD 10,008 ate 128, Oty. oo 52 22.1 

354,317,500 | 11,915,075 499,930 | 36.5| 29.7 

320, 884,000 | 13,358,908 865,900| 35.2) 2 

406,394,000 | 12/826; 148 | 118,661,550 | 29.2) 31.7 

413, 578, 560 i 500 | 101,945,830 | 246) 314 

363, 761, 820 500 | 120,583,208) 33.1; 28.7 

417, 885, 380 | 16,187, 243,565 | 38 25.8 

416, 481,000 | 16, 831, 970| 46.4) 24.7 

488, 250; 610 | 37.5) 2.4 

1883 _.........| 571,302, 400 (040,264) 82.7) 28.1 
viiisc2222} 888) 628, 000 917 470| 27.7| 27.4 
629, 409, 000 860 | 28.5 27.6 

624, 134,000 "930 | 29.8) 26.4 
pasts|gemeslmeris| ei | 5° 

751,515, . @s| 29} 27.4 

523,621, 493} 424| 19.8 

Se S| et) & 
‘Bes cae mes| ei] F: 

824; 443, 5687 | 27,878, 408 8} 19.9) 2.6 











a 
“a 


OS 3-2-9 
_ 


z 


at -3* 


* No estimates of crops prepared by Agricultural Department for 155) 
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production and value of the United States, from 1873 
to 1895—Continued. 


BARLEY.* 


reared is just as strong for inclusion as it is for exclusion, and, 
righteously applied, when the American producer is to sell in the 
best market of the world under protective tariff, that will be his 
only market, and it is only when you attack the protective-tariff 
= itself that you can give him any other market. There- 
ore the measure of the farmer’s prosperity is the measure of the 
prosperity of the people of the United States. 
Mr. President, it is in no spirit of self-importance in connection 
with this question that I say that, in my humble judgment. the 


Total. Average. 






Value | Yield | Value of 
Production. Area of Value of pe 


r per yield 
rm op. bushel.} acre. | peracre. 





















Bushels. Acres. Cents. |Bushels. action of the American Congress upon this amendment, and the 
82, 044, 491 ones $29, 333,529) 91.5 23.1 $1.15 | action of the Executive, if it shall pass beyond this body and be 
os oD 1700 we moon ee e =¢ =o considered by the Executive, will show the course the Republic is 
38,710,500 | 1,766,511 | 25,735,110 | 66.5 21.9 14.57 | to pursue. t no man deceive himself with the idea that the peo- 
34,441,400 | 1,614,654 | 22,028,644) 64 21.3 13.65 | ple are not thinking of this matter. The plan was called at first 
oe i Tie aad me = a “a wild idea, properly emanating from the West.” I wish | 
45, 165,346 | 1,843,823 | 30,000,742 | 66.6 24.5 16.32 | Might have been the modern author of it. Itis not an absolutely 
41,161,330 | 1,967,510 | 33,862,513 | 82.3 20.9 17.21 | original proposition, but to another than myself belongs the credit 
48, 953, 926 2, 272,108 30, 768, 015 62.8 21.5 13.54 of bringing it forth anew 
50, 136,007 | 2,379,009 | 29,420,423) 68.7) 21.1 12.37 , . - 
61,208,000 | 2,608,818 | 29,779,170] 43.7 23.5 ll 4 All over this country the pone who produce agricultural sta- 
Se oe ooo os a3 m4 18.06 oo and who buy manufactured goods are saying that they must 
> , ° » . b 2.00 i i i 2Aa8 > ro ity f emse 28 0 ev 
56,812.00 | 39011953 | 20'404.300| 5L.9| 19.6 er ~ sea some — measure oa for themselves or they 
63,884,000 | 2,996,382 | 37,672,082) 59 21.3 12.57 | Will rebel against the protective-tariff system. And some of the 
60,869,495 | 3,220,371 | 28,729,386 | 41.1 21.7 8.92 = men who occupy pulpits in the large cities are indorsing 
ore ta 3 200, 973 oe as “? me = the farmer’s demand. We have seen an exhibition of the chaos, 
, ’ ’ , . a 5 le 


politically speaking, in which protection is thrown on the tariff 
question. All the exhibition has been from the other side of the 
Chamber, but in reality Republicans are no more ata unity of 
faith on this question than are Democrats. 






BUCK WHEAT. * 








; 
$06 «.icaieane a om 8,3 08 si.4 1. 4.5 We all remember the time when for a man to say within Re- 
( » 477, . ° 4.3 i y > markets » world was t 
a ieee yoo | 575.590) Ties) T11 a +o Sa — pemenie the - arket x the w rid was to 
1876 .. 9, 668, 800 666,441) 7,021,498) 72.7 14.5 10.54 | Commit heresy. e had no rig it to the markets of the world; he 
SOFT . ..ccasii 10, 177,000 649,923 | 6,998,810 | 63.8 15.7 10.77 | did not want them. Steadily the manufacturer of the United 
1878 -.....---- 12, 246, 820 673,100 | 6,454,120) 52.7 18.2 9.59 | States has been moving to the opinion that he wants to compete 
1879 13,140,000 | 630,900} 7,856,191| 50.8) 20.5 12.28 , I 
, * aa0" 5. : ~ = | for the trade of all the human race. We have found that the 
eee 1 8200 fe 815 8 205 708 88.5 is re policy of noncommercialism, which vy tablished 1 
1881 . . » , 205, . -4 9.90 cy 0 0 alism, Which was established under pro- 
1882 .. 11, 019, 358 847,112 | 8,088,862) 72.9 13.1 9.48 | tection, is not thoroughly satisfactory even to the immediate ben- 
188) 7.008.954 | 857.39} Gus; 22) 8.9 7.35 me os ee 
1884. 11, 116,000} 879,403} 6,549,020 | uo 12.6 74g | Cficiaries of protection. Noncommercialism would be the abso- 
1885 12, 626, 000 914.394} 7.057.363| 55.9 13.8 7.72 | lute result of absolute protection—that we should not trade with 
4 ccanseepal Ty at O00 as oie we =. =: ro the world because we were competent to maintain ourselves within 
sececccoes . , . . . -) lers 
ol 000 912,630 | 7.627.647} 63.3 3 & a5 | OUr own bor« : 
eo sinakoaaindl 12 ie at 815,614 | 7,074,450) 58.3 as ‘3 The manufacturer finds that with us, as with England, the won- 
WS ..ccanides 12, 668, 200 789,232) 7,040,238) 55.6 16.1 8.92 | derful producing capacity of the people has been multiplied into 
1805 15,341,300 | 763,277 | 6,996,5%5| 45.2| 21.1 9 ; ow 
—avanee ’ 6, 906, , ’ 09 | such ay ne energy that it threatens now with us, as in the 
—______________. | case of England, to become a battering ram to break down the 
mee crops prepared by Agricultural Department for 1889 to | wall of protection. My friends on the Democratic side who have 


contended always for the markets of the world for the manufac- 
turer need only to possess their souls in patience a little while 
longer and the manufacturer will be here asking for those mar- 
kets in his own proper person; and, if we may judge the future 
by the past, he will probably get what he demands. 

England built up her industries under protection, and, even 
without the magnificence of mechanical development which be- 
longs to our people to-day, she found that she had to reach out for 
the trade of all other lands. I do not believe init. I think the 
world is entering upon a struggle which should make every Amer- 
ican desire to put the most irrefragable guardianship around 
the shores of the United States and its boundary lines, so that we 
may not share in the sins of the world nor partake of its plagues. 

I believe there are coming movements which will shatter thrones 
and destroy republics, and that the policy of noncommercialism is 
the policy for usin America, Butit must bea just policy of non- 
commercialism. If not, then the elements within the wall of 
tariff, incited by injustice and indignation, will turn and tear the 
fabric of our own social order. 

The very logic of Republican tariff, as opposed to the Demo- 
cratic idea of free trade, is that we will care for our own, and 
that every man in the United States is the Government’s own; 
that we will provide means under statute by which willing hands 
shall have toil, and a method by which they shall be justly com- 
pensated. There is a great law: “In the sweat of thy face shalt 
thou eat bread.” It is the universal law of labor that every man 
must work if he would live; and the Government of the United 
States, when it a a protective tariff bill, took upon itself the 
responsibility of providing toil for the men who want to work in 
this country. 

There is no escape from the logic that the responsibility is on 
the Government to-day, and the people will demand such laws 
under this policy of noncommercialism as will insure the oppor- 
tunity for every man to labor. The people have taken advanced 
= Some political parties are taking advanced ground. The 

ttle of the future will be fought far beyond the river which has 
separated a in the past; and the party which does not 
march forward to the needs of humanity and say that so long as 
society compels obedience to the law of God that men shall work, 
society is under a solemn obligation to provide opportunity for 
that obedience, will not be intrusted with the responsibility of 
government. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, it is time that we relieved the 
congestion of the cities. We have stimulated manufacturing 
under protective tariff, city life itself has had so many attractions, 
and great centers of population have had such magnetic force to 
draw the people of the United States that there is a menace and a 
danger of vast importance to the people in the magnitude of one 
element at least in the cities of this country who should be out 
learning the lessons of independence for themselves and teaching 
the lessons of industry and patriotism to their children. 

It is not too much to say that under every great city in this 
an slumbers a volcano. We should make agriculture more 
a and relatively, therefore, city life less attractive, to the 
m the The strength of our civilization comes 
from wider Manhattan Island, splendid as is its civil- 
ization. You can not expect a race of great, liberty-loving people 
to grow up within the cities where every man can touch the hori- 
zon of his whole life with his finger tip. You can not expect a 

to do honor to the history of the past and to 
ate the _ ~ sake . the future if een of Amer- 
great congested cities of this country, 

— the masses live aaa ee ky of this 
. President, can not expec rosperity of this country 
to begin in the not even in Oma’ The first announce- 
ment of it will not be in the Omaha World-Herald, even if that 
paper was once edited by William J. Bryan. There wasa happy 
conjunction in some of the declarations of the Senator from Ne- 





wspapers. The 
—— of Trinity Church. 
the toiler of the West 


hear the cheerful lullaby sung by a 
the United States at the es of 
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APPENDIX. 


18 INDEPENDENT FREE COINAGE OF SILVER PRACTICABLE?! 


[By the Hon. Charles A. Towne, chairman provisional national committee 
Silver Republican party.) 


In the short answer I have been asked to make to this question I shall not 
enter at large upon the general discussion of the subject of bimetallism nor 
attempt any exhaustive treatment of even the relatively narrow field here 
indicated. I can only point out the main conditions on which the practica- 
bility of free coinage hi and some of the more obvious facts that, in my 
judgment, seem to meet and satisfy these conditions. 

he very statement of the question, indeed, relieves us from considering 
the evils of the gold standard. because it admits them. It admits free coin- 
age of silver to be desirable. For why discuss whether it is practicable to do 
a thing which it is undesirable should be done? And if bimetallism is desir- 
able. it can be so only because the single gold standard is undesirable. 

The question also assumes that bimetallism is possible. The query is 
whether independent free coinage is practicable, the necessary — on 
being that an international concert of action on the subject would effec- 
tual. Thus the mentalattitude of the euppanet inquirer is that of perfect con- 
viction as to the evils of gold monometallism, assurance of the necessity of the 
restoration of the full-money uses of both gold and silver, confidence in the 
ability of “the leading commercial nations” to nm their mints to the free 
coinage of both metals and maintain them at a parity; but doubt whether the 
United States alone oy any undertake to do it. 

Let it be remarked that the argument deals with probabilites and not with 
absolute certainties. It lies rather in the domain of historical reasoning than 
in that of mathematical demonstration. It is this fact that has supplied the 
gold-standard advocates with much reenforcement of their arguments. All 
men are naturally conservative. Every presumption isin favor of that which 
now is. The gold standard has thus far been upheld not so much by reason- 
ange Se its behalf as by capning!y, stimulated doubts as to the efficacy of the 
substitute proposed, and by lurid representations of ruin as sure to follow 
the somesy. Indoubtedly, with la numbers of men, these aroused sus- 

icions and factitious fears will avail to cause submission to the existing sys- 

*m until such time as its rigors shall have become so intolerable that its vic- 
tims are ready to seek relief in what it will no longer terrorize them to hear 
called an “experiment.” 

The believer in the adequacy of the international treatment must, of 
course, eschew the common of the gold-standard cult, such as, “ You 
can not change value by law;" “ You can not make 50 cents’ worth of silver 
into a hundred-cent dollar;” ‘The value of gold is independent of statute,” 
etc. For they are as valid against the bimetallism brought about by inter- 
national cooperation as against that brought about by independent action. 
If law per se is povesreep to affect value, the law of many nations wouid be 
as impotent as the law of one nation. 

Law can, and does daily, affect value. It affects value by astling in oper- 
ation forces that act upon the equation of supply and demand; and value is 
ratio between supply and demand. This principle, essentially true of com- 
modities, is absolutely true of basic money substances. The cost of produc- 
tion of bullion bears an infinitesimal relation to the value of the full-money 
coins made out of it. The sole determinant of the value of such money units 
is the ratio between the number there is of them and the demand there is for 
them. No sophistry can elude the demonstration of this truth. A piece of 
money is wo: what it costs to get it, not what it costs to make it. It will 
call for more things in exchange in proportion as it grows scarce; and it may 
grow scarce from either of two causes: Lessening the supply of it while the 
exchanges to be performed by it remain the same, or increasing the exchanges 
it must perform while its supply remains unchanged. 

The pu power of d has been enhanced by both of these proc- 
esses, one operating natu and the other artifi y. The increase in 
the world's population, and the relatively much ter increase of its ex- 
changes, have together furnished a natural ex on of the demand for gold 
out of all proportion to its increase in supply; while contemporaneously 
therewith the nations have been guilty of the inexcusable and immeasurable 
folly of artificially—that is, by statute—adding vastly to that demand by tak- 
ing away, in gradual but growing increments, the power of silver to resnond 
to the practically limitless money demand, and imposing this magnified ,- 
den on the gold alone. Prior to 1873 not 40,000,000 of people were using oe 
alone for full-power money. To-day, to use Bismarck’s expressive metaphor, 
the number engaged in tugging at the gold blanket and trying to make it 
cover them is more than 400,000,000. 

That gold and silver are in some of their forms commodities and subject 
toa demand for use as such, has occasioned much of the muddy thinking on 
monetary matters. The fact is that in consid these metals when 
as money we must practically neglect their comm: pee. As commod- 
ities, gold and silver are fitted by their physical and chemical properties for 
certain purposes, and are necessary thereto, and will be so employed no 
matter wha 7 may cost. There are some other uses where their cost un- 
Se a es the extent of their consumption. In the great field of 
ornamentation, decoration, and display, however, it is safe to say that thair 
em pene will rather increase than otherwise in proportion as they become 
costlier. 

There their dearness is their chief charm. If gold were as plentiful as 
iron, very few rich men’s tables would groan under the weight of gold serv- 
ice, and watches and bracelets of gold would be anees with objects of more 
precious material. Take away from gold oe, use as Money, and a man 
would not have to be a moral philosopher to hold it as “dross.” With at 
least seventy years’ supply for all other on hand, it would become 
a veritable drug in the market. 

The demand for money has sometimes been-called an “ unlimited demand,” 
an expression that has come in for no small share of the ridicule of the advo- 
cates of gold. And yet the phrase embodies an almost literal truth. Since 
the economic demand for any commodity is a desire for it by some one ready 
to exchange an equivalent, and since the instrument of exchanging com- 
modities is money, we may truly say that the demand for money is practi- 
cally equal to the demand for all other things together; and since commod- 
ities will always be exchanged as | as human wants remain unsatisfied, 
and the imagination can set no bou to human necessities and desires, it 
may be claimed with a close a h to scientific exactness that the demand 
for money is “ unlimited.” concl is emphasized by the era- 
tion that untold millions of dollars are annually necessary for the payment 
of taxes and of the principal and interest of debts, not to mention the vast 
sums disbursed as wages and salaries. 

Suppose that <4 law you confer u a substance not ae in use 
as money the right so to be used without restriction. The comm 
was one thing, but the new-money use is a totally different thing. The 
former applied to a very small mt in the great circle of human wants. 
The latter touches that whole le at every point. The grea’ 
hends the less, and, where the whole is so almost infinitely 

ne St nat Bee Sat Gee velan of money must be stu and understood 
hrough the oeenety that w out of money function? Nine-tenths 
the analogies adduced be m commodities as such and commodities 
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which have lost commodity individuality, so to speak, by beco : 
a Je it te < for the t of “ate ane 
‘or example, common for opponen tallism to state 

position. that the law can not restore the relation of 16 to 1 Detwenn te, his 
and gold, in terms that treat the attempt to do so as an ordinary cas. 9; sell. 
ing and buying, of prices by law. ‘“ You might as well,” says he 
re to fix a price upon farmer's wheat as upon the miner's si] yo; 

t is not an attempt at all to fix the “ price ” of silver. @ chief vice of the 


gold-standard intellect is that it can not rid itself of the superstiti..;. and 


awful prepossession for gold that habit and false teaching have bre {))..,.- 
the unconscious acceptance of the notion that gold is somehow not +. ia tte 
the frailties that attach to every other material thing, and the inst jno; of 
com: ng everything with as a mental rd even when the nature 


of the argument is su 


to postulate an exact equivalence of dicni:. 
power and right in bo tes ce lignity, 


metals. 
nder bimetallism it is no more the business of silver to be at parity with 
gold than it is the business of gold to be at parity with silver When byte 
a ratio is established between two, at w hey may be freely taken to 


the mints and, not exc the one for the other, but coined ani given 
back to the one bringing . and when, after being coined, either may be 
used indifferently for ony arpoee for which the other may be used. the per- 
son that has a payment to make (for example, the debtor) being always a). 
lowed to choose in which kind of coin he will make it, and nobody being per- 
mitted by contract to discriminate either metal, the law has not 
fixed a “* arse ” (in the usual sense of that term) upon anything. It has 
simply de ined the ratio to each other at which two substances may dis. 
charge, not a commodity function, but a new and added function, which the 
law itself at that very moment confers. “Prices” will be fixed by the rela- 
tion between things and these money units, as always. 

aay viewed, then, as it seems to me, the question of ratio is a relatively 
simple matter. When we consider how all-dominating the money function 
is, and how limitless and constant the demand is for whatever will fully per- 
form that function, it appears reasonable that the law, in the very act of 
conferring on two substances interchangeably the right to discharge this 
function and vespene to this demand, may have quite a latitude in fixing the 
ratio each-to- at which they may do so. law itself in granting the 

wer to both im the condition on which alone either can exercise it. 


en so tied her they become, as Cernuschi said, practically one money. 
These observations seem to be confirmed by historic facts. For hundreds 
of poems, in spite of the widest fluctuations in relative production ani in the 
midst of a t variety of ratios prevailing in different countries, the market 
ratio, ed, of gold and silver remained almost constant and very close 


to the coinage ratio of the most powerful mints. Between 1687 and 1473 the 
extremes were 14.14 to 1 in I and 16.25 to lin 1813. The coinage or mint 
ratios in Europe varied from 12 to 1 to 16.50 to 1, tbat of England beiny. in the 


earlier t of this period, 15.21 to 1,and that of France from 1785 to 1873, 15.50 


tol. ce 1873 the market ratio has fallen to about #8 to 1l.no great mint 
now being open to the free co of both gold and silver. This fall of silver 
since 1873 been coincident with a less rtionate production of the 


two metals than has taken place for over four hundred years. 

Confining our attention to the last two hundred years, there was produced 
from 1681 to 1720 80 per cent more silver than gold, from 1721 to 1760 38 per 
cent more silver than gold, from 1761 to 1800 150 per cent more silver than 

, from 1792 to 1848 100 per cent more silver than gold, from 1449 to _ 
per cent more gol 


per cent more gold than silver, from 1863 to 1873 1 
4 to 1897 10 per cent more silver than gold. From \ul- 


than silver, from 
hall’s Dictio: of Statistics and the of the Director of the Mint we 
may also learn the following curious and interesting facts: Between 180) and 
1897 the relative porti in we of gold silver “coin and bullion 


ons, . 
available for cobnae ” in the world have been as follows: 
Ratio by weight of coin and bullion available for coinage in the world. 









Silver | Gold 

Period Period stock. | stock. 
OTE « cnccicncovt esos 82.2 1860-1870 __............ 22.6 1 
SEMEEDs cwacnbeast keene 81.1 EET tie dbasavcccce 18.6 | 1 
1840-1800... ............ 81 1892-1806 .............. 16 1 


Considering, therefore, the facts, and remarkable ones they are, that 
for hundreds of years the market ratioof and silver remained practically 
coincident with mint ratio, t ratigot gold and: disproportionate produc- 
tion for many years, at a time amounting to as much as r cent, while 
what we may term the quantity ratio over 100 per cent from the coin- 


ratio; and that the market ratio began to fall as soon as the mints were 


d has fallen over 100 cent during a time when gold and silver 
uearl ios 


in more mal quantities than at any period in 
pty a itks reached 83 tol when the quantity 
ratio is 16 to 1, f venture to think that it has been demonstrated that law has 
had incalculably more to do with determining the relation between gold and 


silver used as money than all other influences combined; has been in fact 

the ‘almost exclusive factor. ae. copy the cemaeeeglo Gate of Bie, 

tory relation ation for all practic 
peee a t wi ide limits 


uw at any convenient poin \ 
But can the United States alone this? I have myself no doubt 
of it. Let us first reason by It isan established fact that France 


her mint open to the free coinage of gold and silver at 


of the se — her ve 
terri and cally even on markets. e London marke 
qustaleies aoe or wide di 


vergence from the French _ relation, the 
greatest being naturally, during the N. ic wars; but are so close 
as to show that, making allowance for cost of shipment, insurance, etc., the 
parity must have been in France. 
eed, correcting the mint by for the different charges 
(nominal) for coining gold and us becomes 15.58 to 
verage market ratio for years (1792-1873), by the London quota- 
almost exactly tallies it, 60 to course, during part 
of time the name of France em countries of the Latin 
Union—Italy, Greece, Belgium, and Soleetcan, as I remember it, they 
nearly all their coining, which was very Some in France, snd were 
es y no task : 

t is often said, when the case of France is , that her exam- 
ple affords no tous now she then the assistance, in the 
maintenance of silver, of several of 
adopted the gold standard. 


that have since 

our - friends eed to be 
and that France 

as as that of silver with 
silver, we should now have it 


events occurred 
to put system to violent 
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and revolutionary increase in the output of gold, | Treasury management; that is, if the Treasury exercises its op.ion to redeem 

coupled the tion of it by Holland and Germany, act- | United States notes in silver. A premium on gold [which, let us remember, 
under fear that it might : “and “dishonest * money, | is conceded, for the sake of argument, as a probable, immediate, and tempo- 

mE jected of France to a severe shock and threw a heavy bur- rest result} will not occasion a contraction of the currency, bank hoards of 

den upon mint. t she met it, and her system survived p ically gol continuing toserve as a portion of bank reserves against their liabilities. 

t demonstration of its ws and practicability. pee on gold will tend to increase our exports by causing a higher rate 
su \ Aldenham \ 


evidence cceeded is overw of foreign exchange; that is to say, by yieldi 1 xr net , 
damerly Sir TE ater ete Toutes Meets cae fer a tees | on twee ef Walle of exchange ewe guint: eek ee 


rawn against goods exported. Such pre- 
of the Bank of , has emphatically and authoritatively de- | mium will tend to diminish our imports by increasing the cost of balls = 
Robert Peel, in a speech in the House of Commons May 24, | change with which to pay for goods imported. 

1844, bore the same effect when he declared that because of the “The tendency of increasing our exports and decreasing our imports will 
bimetallic syster® international remittances could be made as well | be, first, to set ourspindles running, swell the numbersof paid operatives, in- 
in silver as in gold. pomauety the great economist, Bagehot, was of the — crease their wages, thereby adding to the number and paying capacity of 
ion that France might safel ve continued the — and that if she consumers, and thus enlarge our ‘heme markets for all home products and 
done so the of the gz by Germany of her mass of silver would | manufactures, with prosperity in general as the result assu rol The tend 
have been rendered “scarcely observable.’ The findings of the English royal | ency of increasing our exports and decreasing our imports will be, second, 


commission of 1886 are enough. I quote briefty from that part of its | to establish a credit balance of trade for the United States. A credit balance 
commissioners—six monometallists and six | of trade means that Europe has become our debtor and must settle with us 

in money. Europe's silver money is overvalued in her gold, compared with 

“So as the bimetallic system of the Latin Union wasin force we think | ours, by from 3 to 7 cents on the dollar. {He refers to the European token 
the changes in the production and use of the precious | coinage ratios of about 15 tol, at which their coined silver is employed, as 

metals, it Kept the market price of silver approximately steady at the ratio | compared with our l6to 1.) The European merchant or banker will there 
fixed ae them, namely, 15; tol. The fact that the owner of sil- | fore make his trade settlements with us in gold more profitably by from 3 to 


ver in the last resort take it to the mints of the Latin Union and have | 7 per cent than in his silver. With the instant that European trade settle- 
it converted into coin, which would purchase commodities at the ratio of 15} | ments with the United States are made in gold, parity for our gold and sil- 
of silver tol of gold, would, in our opinion, be likely to affect the price of | ver money is established in the markets of the world.” 
silver in the market rally, whoever the purchaser and for whatever Our products are in constant demand abroad. With the advance in their 
country it was It would enable the seller to stand out for a price | prices that would follow an addition to the money fund that measures them, 
approximating to the legal ratio and would tend to keep the market steady | and with the destruction of the advantage now enjoyed by our chief com 
at about that point.” peters through the loss of the par of exchange between silver and gold, by 
The last emery t shall cite in sappert of the statement that France | the restoration of that par, our products exported would yield us a tremen 
realized practical is the late and ented Gen. Francis A. | dous and continuing favorable balance and prevent any possible disaster due 
Walker, universally esteemed the aes name in the list of American | to an excessive drain upon our resources in either metal. How little, indeed, 
economists one of the test of histime. At 101 of his last book, | is to be feared from the alarmist cry about driving out gold may be seen in 
International says (the italics being @): the events following the same dire prophecies made in 1578 upon the passage 
+ The artontahing spectacle is exhibited of one nation, alone, unaided, not | of the Bland-Allison Act. In 1876 our net exports of gold had amounted to 
only maintainin monetary system unshattered and almost unshaken, | $23,184,341. In 1878 (the act was passed in February) the net_import of gold 
through the storm of centuries, but even preserving the monetary | was $4,125,760; in 1879, $1,087,334; in 1880, $77,119,371; in 1881, $97,466,127; in Las, 
peace of the world and carrying Europe safe through what threatened to be | $1,789,174; in 1883, $6,133,261. 
acomplete wreck of industry and finance.” The speculative element would greatly assist the establishment of the 
It seems to me that what France did the United States cando. This is rity in the market in correspondence with the ratio of the mint. Every 
the opinion of Lord Aldenham, Moreton Frewen, W. H. ¢ pnfell, also an ex- ody is familiar with the fact that when, June 26, 1803, the Indian mint was 
governor of the Bank of land; Dr. Arendt, the famoks German econo- | closed to the free coinage of the rupee, the market value of silver bullion 
mist; Prince Bismarck; President Andrews, of Brown University, and an in- | fell 25 per cent in a very few days. Conversely, in 1800, when a bill for the 
number of students and statesmen with whom it is a satisfaction to | free coinage of silver in the United States appeared to have some chance of 
be in accord. becoming a law, the London market price of silver went up,in anticipation 
Las uses. perephracing the above citation from the English commission, | of the restoration of the demand of our commerce for the use of silver 
“Tf the owner of silver could in the last resort take it to the mints of the | equally with gold, from a ratio of 22.10 to 1 (the average ratio of 1889) to 
United and have it converted into coin which would purchase commodi- | about 17 to 1, or withia one point of par (the average for the whole year 1890 
ties ( let me ope may tanen, debts, and interest) at the ratio of 15} of silver | being 19.76 to 1). 
to 1 of gold, would this fact be likely to affect the price of silverinthe | . It seems wholly reasonable to me that the certain prospect of the passage 
mar’ , Whoever the purchaser and for whatever country it were | of a free-coinage law in this country would instantly start gold and silver 
WwW it not enable the seller to stand out fora price approxi- | toward a parity, and that its actual enactment would be speedily followed 
wetag Ge legal ratio, and tend to keep the market steady at about that | indeed but for eeapeneeny effectual manipulation would be actually pre 
point . ceded, by their absolute equivalence in every portion of the world—a condi 
Whether or not under bimetallism the metals were maintained at a parity | tion of inestimable importance to the progress of the United States and to 
would depend upon the sufficiency of the demand for them to give them use | the peace and happiness of mankind. 
enough to absorb them at par. &@ man could wee 154 ounces of silver to CHAS. A. TOWNE. 
the mint — it stam into coins with which he could do himself the WASHINGTON, April 19, 1897. 
same service he could do with the coins struck from 1 ounce of gold, and . : 
vice versa, then silver and gold would be and remain at a ty, and no man Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, the amendment offered by the 
onywhere i the world would take less than such an equivalent for either. | Senator from Utah [Mr. CANNON] is as follows: 
It isa question of use and demand. All that is needed is enough demand and ; , il ade : 
enoughuse. If one great nation can afford such use and create such demand And from and after sixty days from the passage of this act there shall be 
it is as well as if a dozen nations did it. * | paid, out of any moneysin the Treasury of the United States not otherwise 


What could a man min y appropriated, to any exporter of wheat or wheat flour, rye or rye flour; corn, 
What use air ine wet maemer aoaty. pan eg ne intent ground or unground; cotton, hops, or tobacco, produced wholly in the United 
that more scope and opportunity for its employment oon States and exported by sea from any port in the United States to any port 
anywhere on earth e has been when the exchanges of the of any other country, the following export bounty, by way of an equalization 
of the United States exceeded $65,000,000,000 in a sin je year. The total to agriculture of the benefits of this act to encourage the industries of the 
and private, of the country is protan! $35,000,000, 000. United States, to wit: Ten cents per bushel on wheat; 50 cents per barrel on 
Po are constantly maturing, and on which the interest, | Wheat Sours 7 eae per or on rye; Soret per barrel on rye flour; 5 
>| cents per bushel on corn; 1) cents per cental on corn, ground; | cent per 
S.aotoo ton at 4 per cent, payable each year, would amount to at least pound on cotton; 2 cents per pound on hops; 2 cents per pound on tobacco 
total taxes And all payments o sunty under this act shall be made upon negotiable 
reach at Teast G0 AHL. "These Tg aon einaie te Gaels extent tee vouchers, issued by the collector of customs at the port of clearance, upon pre 

in the United States. 


F 


sentation at the Treasury or any subtreasury of the United States; and the 
Ces of square miles on eee. en renee Secretary of the Treasury is hereby charged with making and enforcing 
resource of soil climate, as yet scarcely subdu ‘from the wildness of such regulations as may be necessary for the full protection of the eupertere 
nature, yearning for settlement and civilization, and ready, as soon as the and of the Government according to the true intent and meaning of this law. 


and employ aries sae Sates pee Se Saeaaee, SP WeneEe F lee inequalities in the pending tariff bill. Its purpose is to extend 


remember the mncrense < of pate L — two wiiijons © year in our | @ measure of justice to the American farmer, and this has never 

en’ ormance 0} share in pro- | been done by any Democratic or Republican tariff measure. 
San Ee EE ees Taian eeretore cals for s pec he vont waecdt | _ If the revenues to sustain the Government are to be derived, in 
SE ese eke cence reats ore 00 chender, but whoseexpan- the main, from imposts, and the policy is to be continued that 


b Seen inn elec full money shall once more be succeeded | The purpose of this amendment is to correct, to some extent, 
ae 


es only upon the procurement of an enlarged support in more | articles not produced in our own country are to be exempt from 
The figures will chow with whatsoever thoroughness they be examined, | duty, then protection upon articles produced in this country simi- 
that, in every a a nation to absorb money, the United States | lar to those upon the dutiable list becomes an incident to the col- 
peace be ts power of the world sodey a relative proportion | lection of all duties regardless of whether the law be passed by 
worlea test in ee ee eee Serene tee Democrats or Republicans; and I submit that the measure should 
poten nae equal preponderance is ours; in agriculture the mee be so framed as to distribute the burdens and extend the benefits 
two to. ;.in manufactures, more than two to one; in rail- | as equitably as it is possible so to do between all classes of our 
_— pei t tonnage, about eight to one; in | citizens. This I believe to be Democratic doctrine. 














England together. ng ay AT emer 4 But the Wilson bill—the present law—in no sense approaches 
of production and exchange and | that standard. The Wilson bill justly characterized would be 
pyr the values of Pwo Fresiy Zain - ® ba of the called the McKinley bill, junior. All of the benefits, or incidental 


ius Lethe Yiedene te ead oe as it is called, accrued to the manufacturers, while the 
we 


as we should expect it te appear ee nterests of the farmers and the other producers of raw materials 
Soe oe ae ——— ae late Wil. | were either sacrificed or overlooked. In short, the present Dem- 
re *ot | ocratic tariff law, like its predecessors, is unjust to the farmer 

She coinage qncstion 20s gold Pp 


Sates Genel ak lo end, by be- | and discriminates against him. ; 
deeply to be deplored: ae ey a we are oe a tariff for protection—and every eet that 
: . aces import duties on articles which are produced in this coun- 
in there. ft Gicente ceane divcatec the is a protective tariff—then I submit that such protection 
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should be fairly and equitably distributed between the various 
sections of the country and the various industries in each section. 
The Republican party stands pledged to that doctrine, but it has 
never applied it or even attempted to do so in good faith. The 
pending bill fails to measure up to their campaign declarations. 
On manufactured articles the duty is placed so high as to be 
almost prohibitory, thus making it impossible for much, if any, 
revenue to be derived from such duties, because few such articles 
can be imported under it, while, on the other hand, it will give to 
the manufacturers a monopoly on these articles. 

The protection thus given to the manufacturers will enable them 
to so advance the price of their products that it will give them 
several hundred millions additional profit each year before reach- 
ing the point that will admit of foreign competition. The authors 
of this Pill, fearing a diminishing revenue because of its prohib- 
itive character, have included in its provisions an import duty on 
articles not produced in this country and have increased the in- 
ternal-revenue tax on tobacco and other domestic products. 

There is no protection in this bill for agriculture. Those who 
produce wheat, corn, cotton, and other staples of agriculture, of 
which we produce a surplus for export, have the prices of their 
own products fixed in Liverpool in competition with the —— 
of the pauper, serf, ryot, and coolie of Europe and Asia, the fellah 
of Egypt, and the cheap labor and cheap lands of South America. 

The farmer is forced to pay the advanced price not only for 
domestic manufactured goods, but also forced to pay more for the 
articles upon which a revenue duty and an internal-revenue tax is 
placed, and at the same time is left to struggle with the free-trade 
markets of the world in which to sell his products. 

In short, the farmer is forced by law to buy his supplies in th 
dearest market in the-world and to sell his products in the cheap- 
est markets of the world. He must buy in a protected market; 
he must sell in a free-trade market, Is this fair? Is it just? If 
this is not robbery, then what is it? 

The Republican party offers this bill to the American people as 
the measure that will redeem their promise to restore prosperity. 
Can such a measure possibly contain this boon? Can it accom- 
plish this universally desired result? 

If the effect of this bill will be to enlarge the ability of the one- 
half of our people who live by agriculture to purchase the products 
of our manufactories, a general revival of business will follow. 
If it fails to do this, the increased price of the manufactured goods 
will compel the farmers to consume less than they now do, and more 
factories will be shut down or work on short time and the yearly 
income of factory operatives will be less than before its passage. 
Thus the laborers in our mills and factories will find themselves 
unable to purchase as much of the products of the factory or the 
farm as before, and the effect of the bill will be to aggravate and 
intensify the evils which its authors proclaim it a oe to cure. 

The pending tariff bill is framed upon the idea that the American 
people are purchasers and consumers of — of foreign 
manufactured goods. It is framed upon the idea that if we shut 
out from our markets foreign goods our na will buy and con- 
sume the products of our own factories, and that then the mills 
will start up, labor will be employed, and the prosperity that has 
been promised will be restored. 

If the authors of this bill will go with me to any town in my own 
State and follow up a drummer or salesman as he enters one of 
our stores with his samples and price list for the pu e of sell- 
ing one of our merchants a bill of goods, I will be able to show 
them a practical illustration that would teach them an important 
lesson. They would learn through the medium of their own eyes 
and ears why it is that somany mills of this country have shut down 
and labor is out of employment. They would hear the merchant 
tell the salesman either that he could give him no order or that 
he must give him a smaller order than formerly. The merchant 
would either point to the goods on his shelves unsold or to his books 
which contained the accounts of his cistomers showing where he 
had sold on credit and had not béen able to collect—accounts 
against customers who in prosperous times paid promptly but who 
now are unable to pay. 

What is the matter? Are the needs of the people growing less? 





Is population diminishing? No. The merchants in every section 
of the country will testify and statistics will prove that the po 
ulation around him is increasing and that the needs of the people 


in his county and town are increasing; that there are more 
mouths to feed and more backs to clothe, but that the people do 
not buy. Why isit? Is it because his customers have ceased to 
work? No. The merchant will testify and statistics will prove 
that his customers are creating each year more and more produce, 
more wheat, more cotton, more corn, and more of all of the great 

es ever before; yet this merchant tells the salesman 


that these people are economizing, economizing because they must 
because ee unable to pay. Whatis the result? The sales- 
— sends in smaller and fewer orders, and therefore the jobber 


wholesale man place fewer and smaller orders with the facto- 
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ries, and therefore the factories must make fewer goods, an.| {},,.-,.. 
fore some of the labor employed in factories is thrown ..... 
employment. 

Mr. President, this tells the whole story. It is the cond): 
the consumer, the inabili the masses to purchase, tha: jax 
shut down some mills and caused others to run on shor} |); 
You =: | open the mills again, but you can not keep thei, \: 
they will close down and simply have increased the surplus «,,,..), 
each additional day that they run, until you do somet)ii. ;, 
improve the condition of agriculture. Will this bill ace), 
a No. Even its authors are not rash enough to make <4.) 
a claim. 

The cause of industrial depression is much deeper than ¢). 
difference between the Wilson Act and the proposed tar {? |)\)) 
It is deeper and wider than the difference between a 50 ¢))..) 
revenue tariff and a so-called protective tariff. We hav 
fered business depressions, strikes, lockouts, and hard times jij, 
under Democratic and Republican tariffs. We have alway; {.); 
the pall of business stagnation whenever the agricultural ¢|,s<e<. 
who create the wealth of the country, have not reaped a fair yo. 
ward for their labor and products. 

The Republican party pr two remedies to restore pros- 
perity—the gold standard and a protective tariff. This is an 
illogical combination. It is an attempt to ride two horses .0j), 
in different directions. 

The gold standard is a decree that prices must continue to f.)] 
rapidly for a protracted and indefinite period in the future as tho 
world’s money demands are narrowed to conform to the volume of 
gold alone, and a universal price level shall govern exchanys |) 
tween all the nations adopting it; while the purpose of a protectiye 
tariff is to uphold domestic prices and exempt the people of our 
own country from the competition of lower civilizations and 
cheaper labor. The two propositions are antagonistic and irrec- 
oncilable, and, joined together as the policy of a political party, 
are absurd. 

Free trade and the gold standard go together hand in hand, 
The tion of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] when he 
pleads for free trade and the gold standard is more logical than 
the Republican position. If I were for the —_ standard, I would 
be for free trade. If I favored this so-called money of the wor!, 
then I would favor going into the international scramble for the 
markets of the world. To my mind there is a greater objection to 
free trade than the one advanced by the Republican party. Free 
trade would at once send our merchants and traders seeking for- 
eign markets. This would lead to far-reaching consequences that 
would, to say the least, be w e in a republic like ours. 

We do not seek special f markets for the staples of agri- 
culture. They are put on the market at the world’s price, ani 
distribution takes care of itself. But when our manufactured 
a are forced to seek foreign markets they must seek and 

old special foreign markets. This leads to colonization and oon- 
quest, and conquest leads to monarchy. The history of Phienicia 
and of Carthage in ancient times, and of England in modem 
times, tells the ae short, free trade leads to international 
commercialism, which is an mistic and fatal to the genius of 
our republican institutions. I believe that it is best fora great 
ublic situated as ours is to a domestic policy. 

the other hand, I do not in or indorse the system of 

tion as it has been —_ and illustrated by the Repub- 

ican y. Nearly all, if not all, the ¢ nations of the world, 
ex ours, that have the protective in any form have what 
we may call a dual system—that is, they not only protect their 
manufacturers with an import duty, but they also protect their 
agriculturists with an . If we are not to have free 
trade, then certainly equity that culture should be 
— equally with manufacturing. I believe in an American 
nancial system, in a domestic currency sufficient in quantity to 
meet the needs of our oe tion and business, and 
therefore I believe in a home market and an American industrial 


system. 
I will not, however, at this time attempt to discuss the financial 
aber ihthateaceanantetantiane Aseatos the ioctin® 
who have on merica the doctrin 
be glad to co tie Papel ase tin, cae iain this 
see ou aith in this 
bill its cg oe and B rte v American le. Will this 
bill do it? No Repu Senator will attempt to prove that tho 
or any dope meme Se ge ee tions. Nine- 
nths of the benefits which this bill affords is given to a few) 
cial industries and to a very small class of our people. 


of 
i 


uf 


It is nota measure in any fair sense. Labor is 10t 
protected. bill as framed does not and can not afford anys." 
just protection to in the factories. 


and even the labor me pte 
The price of labor depends upon thedemand for it, and the deman'! 


isd dent w the primary industry, agriculture. The farmer 
men be pecepurts, mae be able to buy and consume, before tle 














emplo. in the factories will get steady employment at 
abe 7Vhenthe farmer can not buy, themanufacturershuts 


own. has sufficient to live on while his factory is closed, but 
his laborers arethrown out of employment and theirfamilies suffer. 

But let us suppose, for argument’s sake, that this bill will give 
ample to the labor employed in the factories. Let us 
suppose that the bill will carry out in good faith the Republican 

romises to the manufacturer and to the laborers he employs. Is 
t all of the Republican promises? The promise was to protect 
American labor and American industries against cheap foreign 
competition—not a part of our labor and industries, but all Ameri- 
can can industries. Do the manufactuting con- 
cerns of this country comprise all of our industries? I now put 
this question to ae ublican friends: Do you consider agricul- 
ture an American industry? Do you consider the labor employed 
upon the farms of the nation American labor? You must answer 
this question now, or you will have to answer it on every stump 
in the United States. You have done nothing for agriculture or 
farm labor in this bill. 

The American farmer who has voted for protection for lo these 
many years has done it knowing or feeling that he got little or no 
benefit from it, but he did it because he felt that he was protect- 
ing some American citizen from competition abroad. I wish to 
om you how you can satisfy that farmer in the next campaign 
when he is shown that re could protect him by this amendment, 
that you could protect equally with the manufacturer by ap- 
plying your principle of _— through an export bounty, and 
that you would not do it 

Protection is the principle. These import duties are simply the 
method you to apply the protection to the manu- 
facturer. bounty is the method which you should 
em to extend the same protection to the farmer. ill you do 
it? If not, how can you expect the farmer to continue to support 
this ust and one-sided protective system? Such discrimina- 
tions drive him to free trade, if anything will. How many 
laborers are employed in the manufacturing concerns to-day? 
Only about 4,000,000. How many are employed upon the farms 
of the nation? How many American laborers are employed in 
the wheat fields of the West, the cotton fields of the South, and 
in the agricultural interests of the country generally? More than 
twice as many as are employed in the factories. Are they not 
American Are they not forced to — with the 
cheap pauper labor of India, t, Argentina, and Russia, just 
America would be if we had 
general free trade? When the farmer exports his products, he 
meets competition in Liverpool. 

The See — labor that you are so afraid of, that 
ves the your manufacturing concerns, stands in 
eee roe the life out of agriculture. You setae the 

such competition by an import duty. You 
can protect the from the same competition by applying the 
principle of protection by the method of an export bounty. But 
you have not doneit; you have deliberately drawn a tariff bill that 
says to the 9,000,000 American laborers engaged in agriculture that 
* vou muststand under free trade while paying tribute toa minority 


ES. 


class protected; must sell in a free-trade market and at the same 
time pay more for what you buy from the protected class.” You 
know, and every farmer who 


as supported protection knows, 
that these duties increase the price of the manubectared goods that 


he buys; want him and expect him to continue to support 
this protection while you refuse to give to him the same 
benefit ae give to the manufacturer. He will not be satis- 
a a discrimination anylonger. He is growing too poor 


factee — of the farmer = ~ ae 
. uu protec armer against the cheap for- 
eign sen then put the manufacturer under free trade 
and force him to compete with the world; and when he began to 
grow competition, you should attempt to ap- 
= under such tition, that should 
pease telling him that he should go into some other business 
or should , as you now tell the farmer. How long would 
the manufacturer submit to such injustice, such insult, such im- 
But the American farmer is more conservative than the 
is more patient and long-suffering. You ad- 
cotton, wheat, and the other great export staples 
a profit, to diversify 


i 


In the South he has begun to take your advice. He has begun 
to raise beans, , strawberries, cabbages, and all 
the other farm ao which are not exported. He 
is rushing them into the Northern and Eastern markets in larger 

each =: He is com with your New England 
farmer. has lowered ces of such products, to the 


England farmer. To illustrate, in 1894 
there was raised in the United States 170,787,338 bushels of pota- 


which eo 1,526,787; in 1895 there ised 297,- 
207 B00 bach Selatece, whisk cals brought $78,984,901. Over 
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100,000,000 bushels more ; otatoes produced in 1895, yet the whole 
crop sold for nearly $13,000,000 less. This has caused your New 
Engiand farmers to consume less of manufactured goods and has 
helped to shut down the mills and to throw factory labor out of 
employment. : 

his is but the beginning. If you do not do something to in- 
crease the price of the great agricultural staples for export, the . 
competition at home will grow fiercer and more destructive. 
To-day my own State is sending train loads of such perishable 
products to all of the markets of the North and East. Why? Be- 
cause you have made cotton raising unprofitable. This competi- 
tion will continue to grow in volume until it is again profitable 
for us to raise cotton and the great staples. No; diversification is 
not the remedy. It aggravates and spreads the disease. 

The Senator from Missouri {| Mr. Vest] held up the agricultural 
schedule of this bill on yesterday and pointed out with derision 
the import duties which you have placed on wheat, corn, barley, 
cotton, and the other export staples, and showed that it would 
give no protection to the farmer. He grew eloquent denouncing 
these pretended import duties on export articles as a sham and a 
fraud. He was right. But he offered no remedy. He should 
have gone further and put the sincerity of our Republican friends 
to the test. He should have pointed out to the country the fact 
that you could protect the farmer by placing a bounty upon these 
exports equal to the import duty given to the manufacturer. But 
he did not. He and the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILs] satisfied 
themselves by simply declaring that they favored ‘‘a tariff for 
revenue only.” 

What do our Democratic friends mean by a tariff for revenue 
only? If we are to judge by their record, they mean that an im- 
— duty of 40 per cent on hats and shoes is for protection when 
evied by the Republican party; that when this duty is lowered 
by the Democrats to 35 per cent, then it is a tariff for revenue 
only. Are they correct? No. An import duty of 35 per cent on 
hats and shoes is a protective duty; it protects the manufacturer; 
and when our Democratic friends in addition, put hides and wool 
on the free list, they do what the manufacturer most wants, and 
they give him in fact more protection than the Republican duty 
of 40 per cent gives while hides and wool are protected by a duty. 
If free raw material (while the manufacturer is protected) is the 
essence of Democracy, as we have been told, then I have no sym- 
pathy with such Democracy. It is to that extent worse than the 
essence of Republicanism. 

But what is ‘‘a tariff for revenue only?” It isa tariff oaly on 
articles imported which are not produced in this country, suchas 
tea, coffee, etc., and no duty whatever on articles imported which 
are produced in this country. Have our Democratic friends ever 
offered such a bill? No. Every bill which they have offered has 
been a bill for protection to the manufacturer, with no protection 
for the farmer. Every import duty, high or low, placed upon im- 
ported articles which we produce is a protective duty pure and 
simple. No one will question this. The Mills bill, the Wilson 
bill, and every other tariff bill offered by our Democratic friends 
has been full of such duties. Therefore every Democratic tariff 
bill offered or passed has differed from the Republican bill, not in 

rinciple, but simply in the percentage of the duty levied. The 
Mills bill would have discriminated against the farmer. The 
present Wilson law discriminates against the farmer. 

Indeed, there is no way to protect the farmer and put him on an 
equal footing with the manufacturer under the present Democratic 
law except to amend it by adding an export bounty on agricul- 
tural staples thatare exported. I challenge any Democrat to deny 
this. Now our Republican friends propose to increase the protec- 
tion which the Democrats have been giving to manufacturers. 
Therefore let them now give the farmer the export bounty, 
which he should have had before, and let them increase the export 
bounty to the farmer every time they increase the import duty 
to the manufacturer. This is fair; nothirg less would be just or 
fair. 
The farmer is now discriminated against in two ways. Notonly 
is a bounty given to manufacturers, from whom the farmer must 
buy and pay an increased price on account of the tariff, but a 
bounty is also given to his competitors who raise wheat and cot- 
ton in foreign countries. The Republican party is to a great 
extent responsible for this double discrimination, this deadly 
competition which the farmer is to-day struggling against. Our 
competition comes largely from silver-using countries. That com- 
petition is deadly largely because of the enhanced price of gold 
and the fall in silver exchange. The cotton farmer in India and 
Egypt raises a pound of cotton, takes it to Liverpool, and sells it 
for, say, 5 cents in gold, which he takes home, where it becomes 10 
cents in the money of his country. With this 10 cents he makes 
2 pounds of cotton and faces the American farmer in Liverpool 
next year. The American farmer sells his 1 pound of cotton for 
5 cents in gold, takes it home, and it is still but 5 cents, in gold- 
standard America. He has 5 cents capital, his competitor has 
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10 cents. 
petitors. 
Those of you who favor the gold standard favor a policy that 


It amounts to a bounty of 100 per cent to our com- 


ives this bounty to our competitors. The competition would be 
d enough on the farmer if our competitors did not have that 
bounty. In fact, if you would restore the money of the Constitu- 
tion and thus take this bounty from our competitors, still the 
American farmer ought to have an export bounty as long as the 
manufacturer has an import duty, which is but another name for 
a bounty. 

Mr. President, this is no new doctrine. It is not a doctrine 
started up since the gold standard has been fastened upon our 
country. One of the clearest-headed men that this country has 
ever produced preached this doctrine of justice in the early —_ 
of the Republic. Alexander Hamilton, when Secretary of the 
Treasury, in 1780, in an official document, said: 

As often as a duty upon foreign articles makes an addition to its price, it 
causes an extra expense to the community for the benefit of the domestic 
manufacturers; a bounty does no more. 

The true way to conciliate these two interests (agriculture and manufac- 
ture) is to pay a duty on foreign manufactures of the material the growth of 
which is desired to be encouraged, and to apply the produce of that duty by 
way of bounty. 

It was the clear head of Alexander Hamilton, at the beginning 
of the Republic, looking at our broad country, foreseeing that 
there would be a clash of interests between agriculture and 
manufacturing if one was protected and the other was not, see- 
ing that they ought to work in harmony, seeing that they both 
ought to be treated alike as American industries, seeing that it 
was necessary for agriculture to prosper in order that the whole 
country might eon r, who made this proposition, who offered 
this solution. He favored giving all the money collected from 
import duties which would enhance the price of domestic manu- 
factures to agriculture in export bounties as a compensatory — 
tection tothem. Yet this amendment proposes to apply only a 
small portion of such wagers duties to agriculture by way of an 
export bounty. Henry Clay gave utterance to the same opinion 
when discussing the tariff bill in 1824. In the same debate Daniel 
Webster substantially approved the position of Hamilton and Clay. 
If it was just and fair then, it is tenfold moreso now, with America 
on the gold standard and our competitors on the silver standard. 

Mr. President, this is such a plain, simple proposition of wis- 
dom and justice that it seems only necessary to be stated to be 
comprehended and assented to by all: That, if we are to have an 
American system, not only should all industries and all classes of 
labor be treated equitably and justly, but that above all agricul- 
ture should come first. It should be the first care of any man and 
any party that has any regard for the future of the Republic and 
the welfare of our people. 

Our Democratic friends can not help the farmer by simply 
standing up and fighting this tariff bill and denouncing it in the 
name of the farmer. He has grown poorer each year while they 
have pursued that policy, and when they came into power they 
continued to discriminate against him and gave him no protec- 
tion. They gave protection to the manufacturer and gave no equal 
benefits to the farmer. He has grown i gre each year under the 
Wilson bill. If that law were to stand, it should be amended by 
adding the provisions contained in the amendment now before 
the Senate. 

Qur Republican friends have gone along all the time promising 
that the farmer would get the benefit of the tariff after a while in 
some indirect way. He has not got it and he can not get it in this 
bill. There is no sentiment about this matter. This proposed 
bounty is a simple business proposition. Every Senator, whether 
he be a free trader or a protectionist, will admit that it will raise 
the price of the farmer's products; that it will protect him to some 
e: tent against the deadly competition which he now faces. If it 
will do that, why, in ’s name, shall we not give it to the 
farmer? . 

The farmers of the South assent each year to an res 
of ge for pensions to the Unien soldiers. we com- 
plain? It is voted in five minutes, but you have no right to ask 
us to on your manufacturers at our expense. The farmer is 
taxed to help ees , but nobody helps him. Here is a proposi- 
tion to d only $47,000,000. hat will be the effect? It will 
put over ,000,000 into the pockets of the American farmers 
each year. Is that not a fine investment? The Government will 
only pay the bounty on the articles exported, but the result will 
be to raise the — of every pound of cotton and every bushel of 
wheat used in country. It will be a direct and immediate 
benefit. It will increase the capacity of the farmer to consume. 
Therefore it will beneSt the factories and every other industry in 
the whole country. 

It is true that this alone will not remove the causes of industrial 
depression or restore prosperity, but it will to some extent be a 
measure of justice to the farmer and improve his condition. 


Therefore I am ready and willing to vote for this amendment and | H. Stro’ 


for any other fair and equitable measure that will give the farmer 
a modicum of justice and relief. Foreign competition has beep 
as deadly to the farmer every hour since the war as it would hay 
been to the manufacturing concerns of this country had they been 
under free trade. How much longer will you put free trade on 
the farmer while giving his neighbor ample protection? ; 

Mr. President, I do not believe that present conditions can jj. 
righted by any tariff bill, however wise or just. I consider the 
tariff only a third-rate question. There are other questions tore 
vital to American interests and welfare. I believe that a contract. 
ing volume of money and the rule of monopolies are the twin 
curses that are bringing stagnation to business and poverty to the 
masses of the country. I believe that there must ce legislation 
to remove these causes before our people will ever enjoy the pros- 
perity that the Republicans have so profusely promised. 

But, sir, I put the welfare of the people above every other con. 
sideration, and I am ready to vote for any proposition that will give 
them a measure of relief, however small. It can be done to some 
extent by the Republican eee this amendment and 
carrying out its principle of protection fairly and equitably. I am 
ready to cast my vote to nel doit. I hopethatevery Democratic 
Senator will dothesame. Every Populist and every Silver Repub- 
lican Senator will vote for it. Therefore if every Democrat on the 
floor of the Senate will vote for this amendment, it will be adopted, 
even if every Republican voted against it. It is no excuse for you 
to say that it is against your principles. ; 

Remember that the pending ta ill will become a law; and re- 
member also that until we have an income tax or some other means 
of —enens taxation, we will always have a high-tariff bill, 
whether you are in power or the Republicans arein power. Now, 
shall the farmer be discriminated inst during all of this time? 
The ee bill may be ever so unjust, yet Democratic Senators 
now have an opportunity to take some of the money which they 
have said it will wring from the farmer and pile up in the Treas- 
ury and distribute it back to the farmer. The Democratic party 
has now an opportunity to give at once some relief to the farmer, 
for whom they have recently pleaded so eloquently. 

I would be glad to see the Republicans vote for this amendment 
because it is their doctrine and they have promised to protect all 
alike. If they will, the Silver Republicans and Populists will fur- 
nish the votes to give them a majority, but I fear they will not. 
They favor protection, not for the farmer but for the other fellow 
only. The Senator from Texas {[Mr. MIL1s) on yesterday made 
an eloquent plea for the ‘* forgotten man” (the farmer), anc said 
that everybody was ready to help the farmer with chin music. 
Now let the Senator from Texas and his Democratic colleagues 
help us to test the sincerity of the Republicans and at the same 
time prove that they are ae help the farmer with some- 
thing more than chin music. t every Democrat vote with us 
for this amendment and we will place it on the bill. Then the 
Republicans must pass the bill with the amendment or not pass it 
atall. If either one of the old parties are willing to treat the 
farmer as they have the manufacturer, he will get this relief and 


get it at once. b hee ou doit? The vote will show. 
Mr. y AY. . President—— 
Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me? 


Mr. QUAY. Iwas aboutto move an executive session, but I 
will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senate to consent that when we ad- 
journ this afternoon it be to meet to-morrow morning at || 
o'clock. I have an understanding with those who are in charge of 
the —— to the bill that that shall be done. 

Mr. BATE. Will the agreement extend beyond to-morrow? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave no agreement as to that. My motion 
is simply that when we adjourn it be until to-morrow morning at 
11 o'clock. LI hope the Senate will consent to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa, that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
until to-morrow at 11 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
87 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, June 10, 1897, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 

Executive nominations received by the Senate June 9, 1897. 
ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
Henry L. Wilson, of W to be envoy extraordinary and 

minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Chile, vice Edward 
: bel, resigned, 











William F. Powell, of New Jersey, to be envoy extraordinary 


and minister potentiary of the United States to Haiti, vice 
Henry M. Sm. resigned. 
John G. A. , of Pennsylvania, to be envoy extraordi- 


and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Switzer- 
land, vice John L. Peak, resigned. 


CONSUL-GENERAL, 


John F. Sou, Washington, to be consul-general of the 
United States at agawa, Japan. 


ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 


Michael J. Brown, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of Phil adelphia, in the State of Penn- 
syivania, in of Sheppard G. Young, removed. 

Fred P. V: t, of Sey ae to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, to fill an existing vacancy. 


DEPUTY AUDITORS. 
Daniel A. Grosvenor, of Maryland, to be deputy auditor for the 
War t, to succeed John C. Edwards, resigned. 


S. Person, of South Dakota, to be deputy auditor for the 
Interior Department, to succeed George W. Sanderlin, resigned. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Asst. ae John K. Robison, to be a passed assistant en- 
gineer in Navy, from the 9th day of May, 1897 (subject to the 
examinations required by law), vice P. A. Engineer Frank H. 
Eldridge, promoted. k 

P. A. Edgar T. Warburton, to be a chief engineer in 
the Navy, the 28th day of May, 1897 (subject to the exam- 


a required by law), vice Chief Engineer John A. Scot, re- 
ti 


Medical Inspector James M. Flint, to be a medical director in 
the Navy, from the 6th day of June, 1897, vice Medical Director 


Surg. Charles U. Gravatt, to be a medical inspector in the Navy, 
from the 6th day of June, 1897, vice Medical Inspector James 
M. Flint, 


Navy, from the 
Gravatt. 


| 


[ 


s. Victor C. B. Means, to be a surgeon in the 
day of June, 1897, vice Surg. Charles U. 


POSTMASTERS, 
Lee McLaughlin, to be postmaster at Sanger, in the county of 


Fresno and State of California, in the place of Lee McLaughlin, 
whose § expired April 8, 1896. 

George E. Smith, to be postmaster at Laurel, in the county of 
Sussex and State of Delaware, in the place of M. Ellis, whose com- 
mission — April 14, 1897. 

Charles W. Warner,to be ter at Hoopeston, in the county 
of Vermilion and State of Illinois, in the place of William Finley, 


sone M. Long, to be postmaster at Clay City, in the county of 
Clay and State of Indiana, in the place of George E. Oberholtzer, 


ter at North Manchester, in the 
tate of Indiana, in the place of Samuel 


ed. 
Elizabeth M. Broadwell, to be postmaster at La Cygne, in the 
county of Linn and State of Kansas, in the place of William H. 


Edson E. Burnham, to be postmaster at Amite City, in the par- 
ish of Seen and State of Louisiana, the ceuiaiaienanh of a 
office having, by law, become vested in 


hs Peeled hand after July 1, 1897. 
B. Leland, to be postmaster at Water Valley, in the 
county of Yalobusha and State of Mississippi, in the place of Henry 


Mathew J. Orr, to be postmaster at Osceola, in the county of 
of Missouri, in the place of John S. Smith, 


be postmaster at Columbus, in the county of 
Nebraska, in the place of D. F. Davis, removed. 
postmaster at Versailles, in the county of 


le 


fi 
i 


i 


Darke and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
fu nip trae by law, become vested in the President on and 
after July 1, 1896, Isaac Marker, appointed by the President and 
by him to the Senate, not having been confirmed 
Walter , to 9 be postmaster at Lead, in the county of Law- 
rence and State of Dakota, in the place of Albert R. Gar- 
to be at Huntingdon, in the county of 
Tennessee, in the place of James P. Wilson, 


|e 
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E. B. Atterbury, to be postmaster at Comanche, in the county 
of Comanche and State of Texas, in the place of A. L. Hamilton, 
removed. 

George J. Elam, to be postmaster at Marlin, in the county of 
Falls and State of Texas, in the place of Isham J. Pringle, 
removed. 

William C. Smith, to be postmaster at Bowie, in the county of 
Montague and State of Texas, in the place of Elbert A. Gwaltney, 
removed. 

Orrin H. Jones, to be postmaster at Wilmington, in the county 
of Windham and State of Vermont, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1896, Eli H. Porter, appointed 
by the President and by him nominated to the Senate, not having 
been confirmed. 

May Mosby Campbell, to be postmaster at Warrenton. in the 
county of Fauquier and State of Virginia, in the place of Lizzie 
C. Yates, removed. 

Luzerne P. Harper, to be postmaster at Suffolk, in the county 
of Nansemond and State of Virginia, in the place of E. B. Britt, 
whose commission expired April 11, 1897. 

Verlin M. Scott, to be postmaster at Saltville, in the county 
of Smyth and State of Virginia, in the place of Rufus K. Sanders, 
resigned. 








CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 9, 1897. 
ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Lawrence Townsend, of Pennsylvania, to be envoy extraordi- 
nary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Por- 
tugal. ‘ 

enry L. Wilson, of Washington, to be ervoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Chile. 

John G. A. Leishman, of Pennsylvania, te be envoy extraordi- 
ay and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Switzer- 
and. 


CONSUL-GENERAL. 


Andrew D. Barlow, of Missouri, to be consul-general of the 
United States at the City of Mexico, Mexico. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Artillery arm. 


Lieut. Col. John Isaac Rodgers, Second Artillery, to be colonel. 

Maj. William Lawrence Haskin, First Artillery, to be lieutenant- 
colonel. 

Capt. James Monroe Ingalls, First Artillery, to be major. 

First Lieut. Clermont Livingston Best, First Artillery, to be 
captain. 

Second Lieut. Edward Fenton McGlachlin, jr., Fifth Artillery, 
to be first lieutenant. 


Infantry arm. 


First Lieut. Hunter Liggett, Fifth Infantry, to be captain. 

Second Lieut. Charles Carr Clarke, Ninth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant. 

Candidate Sergt. Fred L. Munson, Company A, Sixth Infantry, 
to be second lieutenant. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Ensign Benjamin W. Wells, jr., to be a lieutenant (junior 
grade). : se 
Ensign Newton A. McCully, to be a lieutenant (junior grade), 
Ensign Levi C. Bertolette, to be a lieutenant (junior grade), 


POSTMASTERS. 


George W. Farmer, to be postmaster at Martin, in the county 
of Weakley and State of Tennessee. 

W. L. Paine, to be postmaster at Argenta, in the county of 
Pulaski and State of Arkansas. 

William H. [llian, to be postmaster at Humphrey, in the county 
of Platte and State of Nebraska. 

Tracy R. Thomas, to be postmaster at Prescott, in the county of 
Nevada and State of Arkansas. 

Cyrus E. Hunter, to be postmaster at Wakefield, in the county 
of Dixon and State of Nebraska. 

C. H. Cornell, to be postmaster at Corona (late South Riverside), 
in the county of Riverside and State of California. 

F. J. Heinemann, to be postmaster at Kirkwood, in the county 
of St. Louis and State of Missouri. 

George W. Tilton, to be postmaster at Epping, in the county of 
Rockingham and State of New Hampshire. 


” 
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SENATE. 
THURSDAY, June 10, 1897. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. WaLLace Rapcuirre, D. D,, of the city of 
Washington. 
On motion of Mr. FAULKNER, and by unanimous consent, the 
a of the Journal of yesterday’ 8 proceedings was 
wi 
COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. BERRY. I ask that I may be excused from further service 
upon the Committee on Railroads. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any Sttestion to the request 
of the Senator from Arkansas, that he be relieved from further 
duty upon the Committee on Railroads. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection, and the Senator from Arkansas is excused. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the junior Sena- 
tor from Florida [Mr. MALLORY] and the junior Senator from 
South Carelina [Mr. Peer ncmmrn assigned to committee vacan- 
cies now existing as 4 ted in the paper I send tothe desk. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Mr. MALLORY: Committee on Fisheries, Committee on Patents, Committee 
on Territories, Committee on Revision of Laws, Committee on Railroads, 
Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. McLAuRIN: Committee on Cla Committee on Coast Defenses, Com- 
mittee on imemeratien. Committee on Indian Naive Select Committee on 
International Expositions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no ereice. the assign- 
ments proposed by the Senator from Maryland will be ordered. 
The Chair hears no objection, and that is the order. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


jap AL cad: Fes gy tangle pone sundry a of citi- 
zens of New Yor ty, anes gees sa ae in- 
crease of the tax on beer; which were ordered to lie on ogo 

Mr. FAULKNER. I present the ——— of J. A. Avey and 27 
other citizens of Hi ville; of J and 61 other citizens of 
Pawpaw; of J. W. land and 66 other citizens of Hancock 
County, and of Guy Peck and 51 other citizens of Cabell County, 
all in the State of "West Virginia, praying for the enactment of 


legislation a gration. I move that the petitions lie 
on the table, the bill ee. 


The motion was 

Mr. GALLINGE ae _ tition of A. E. Stearns and 
11 other citizens of Maze ester, N ee ral for the enactment 
of immediate tariff legislation. ‘As ¢ tion relates to the 
tariff bill now under consideration, I move Hhat it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. PLATT of New York ‘presented petitions of sundry citizens 
of New York City, Buffalo, and Philmont, — in the State of New 
York, » praying for the immediate of a protective-tariff | , 


bill; were ordered to lie on 
He also Pree lashing sundr aa of citizens of N = wey 
City, Brooklyn, Fl estchester, Nyack, paopen, 0 

Mamaroneck, Long Island Cit ty, Rochester, Waverly, Richmond 
County, and Commack, all in State of New York, and memo- 
rials of sundry citizens of Jersey City wae Hoboken, in the State 
of New Jersey, remonstrating against the proposed increase of 
the tax on beer; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HALE as a petition of sundry citizens of Hartland, 
Me., praying for the enactment ab claeabae ast legislation, at 
the earliest possible date, which ce ae secure American 
industrial products against the competition of foreign labor; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Bismarck, N. Dak., remonstrating against th eee duty of 
$2 per thousand feet on white-pine untber; sa was 01 to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of ‘Samuel Pancoast and 
43 other citizens of Vineland, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
one restricting immigration; w was ordered to lie on 

e table 

He also presented the petition of Watts Cook and 189 other citi- 


zens of Paterson, N. J., and the petition of William Hemethy and | be 


66 other citizens of Newark, N. J., praying for the early passage 
of the oe tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
ted memorials of C. J. Wilson and 48 other citi- 
ae sof Soentinnets of Richard A. Boyce and 24 other citizens 
of Plainfield, of Peter J. Brady and 25 other citizens of Bay 
and of William W. Gaertner sok 114 other citizens of anenale 
in the State of New Jersey, remonstrati nst the proposed 
increase of the tax on beer; which were to lie on table. 
Pe ae ot Halsioh, Oe a memorial of the en Board 
of Trade remonstrating against proposed | A: 
— in the tax on tobacco; which was ordered to lie on the 


JUNE B 10, 
Mr. PROCTOR presented the patties of James H. Habber) 
and 35 other citizens of Frerare oe Vt. , praying for the en - 
ment of immediate protective- legislation; which was ordered 

to lie on the table. 

Ronen oe Deetaten Wer teeenniaiing a Vance and 45 other 
citizens of Lunenburg, Vt. ng against the enactment 
of legislation intended to ‘destroy the present system of ti). 
brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Inters).,;, 


Commerce 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of sundry brewers of Lancs. 
ter County, Pa., — a memorial of sundry business men of [,.,). 
caster County, Pa., remonstrating against the proposed inc... 
of the tax on beer; ‘which were ordered to Ho on the table. 


Mr. FORAKER to accompany the bil! 
(S. 128) granting an honora See ae and status of pilot in 
the United States arvien to Ontipr B. Jolly; which were referred 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN, oo the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
Suet Bee SS) Se cee oe eee oe 20000 E. Davis 
eo ¢ amendment, and submitted a report ther... 


from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the the bill (S. 2063) i ute and Black River 
ey way Company build a across the Blac 
River in Arkansas, reported it with amendments. _ 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr, FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2108 
4 of the act of | entitled “An act 


to amend section 
ng to the supreme 
éune 21, 1870, and 


— and referred 
Colum 
He also introduced a bill Fie t .for the relief of James V 


Moore; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com. 
mittee on Claims. 


Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 2110) to remove the charg» 
Volunteer Infantry, and for other 

pornos ttee on Military 
e also introduced the following bills; which were severally 


poten ag abe comer tc bey ee late , Twenty- 
Seana twice by its title, and referred to th 

) tS] 

I twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


ie 


act can 


of pension to conte Kautz; 


( 
ea 117) outed 
{ 


8. 2118) gran ae to Daniel Uptegra 
r. ALLEN alias (S. 2119) haeiies’s 1 a ten to 
Elsie Desmond, of Norfolk, Nebr.; which was read twice by its 


Eb ibbpppp> 


title, and, with the accom papers, referred to the ( ommit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2120) granting a pension t» 
William A. P. Fellows; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. Soe introduced a bill 7 2121) for the relief « 

ao Regim: at 


Peas gead twice by its title, 


Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2122) to remove the charge of 
from the ie eked Edward T. Lewis; which was 
ee referred to the Committee on Military 


AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 
Mr. ol by him to art ery pers intended to bv 
to ( a revenue for the 


of the United States: 
which were onereh te on Finance, and ordered to 
printed. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. FA ag eae an amendment Eatewted to ee 
to me deficienc appropriation bi! 
hh was referred to the Committee Gn. Appropriations, and 


ordered eek. 
wr CARTER. 1 Sa ee Selene apogee sub- 
rpriation Dil bo. changed from peereet gene Té al 


eee See ne 
the absence of objectior, it wil) 








RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES, ETC. 
Iask for the present consideration of a reso- 


Mr, COCKRELL. 
jution simply calling for statistical information from the Treasury 
t. 


he resolution was read, considered by unanimousconsent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


sol That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to make to 
nee ssepertshowing in tabular form tha total Hee from all sources, 
x 


excepting from sales of United States bonds, and the total ex 
all pu for each fiscal year, 1875 to 1896. both inclusive, the excess of 
either for each ; and the total recelpte from all sources, except from 
sales of U: States bonds, and the total expenditures for all Darposes, 
with the excess of either for each annual period, =e 1, 1885, and 
: showing in tabular form pemente of the 

of any premium of the ec debt and any 
Se Sate ti inpemnts of te deinclual, of the taterest, and c¢ on ree- 

r prin ; e in and of any pre- 
pt for each annual period from March 1, 1885, to March 1, 1889, and the 


mditures for 


B 
Be 
z 
4 
ay 


total f four years; and from March 1, 1889, to March 1, 1893, and 
totmtotal for such four years; and from 1, 1898, to March |, 1897, and 
the total for such four years. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business appears to be 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection to that re- 
quest, the Chair lays the bill before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to the industries of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon], 
which has been read. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Let the amendment be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 70, after line 22, it is proposed to in- 
sert, as paragraph 233}, the following: 


And from and after sixty yz from the of this act there shall be 
paid, out of ee eames in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise 
exporter of wheat or wheat flour, rye or rye flour; corn, 

or : or tobacco, produced wholly in the United 

tes and exported by sea from any port in the United States to any pers of 
any coun’ the following export bounty, by way of an equalization 
to of benefits of this act to encourage the industries of the 
Uni to wit: Ten cents per bushel on wheat; 50 cents per barrel on 
wheat ; 10 cents per bushel on rye; 50 cents per barrel on 4 flour; 5 
cents per bushel on corn; 10 cents per cental on corn, ground; 1 cent per 
pound on cotton; 2cents per pound on hops; 2 cents per pound on tobacco. 
And all payments of bounty under this act shall be made upon negotiable 
vouchers, issued by the collector of customs at the port of clearance, upon 
pe at the Treasury or any subtreasury of the United States; and 
of the ‘Treasury is hereby charged with making and enforcing 

such as may be necessary for the full protection of the exporters 
and of according to the true intent and meaning of this law. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. Is the Senate ready for the question? 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, it is my intention to discuss 
this — at some oe, oat before — _ i. there is to be 
seein. any Senator on either side desires to main- 
is 


an 
tain that nota proper just, and righteous provision to in- 
sert in this tariff law, I would prefer to let him speak 
before I do. 

Mr. CULLOM. If you have a speech to make, go ahead and 
make it, 


Mr. TILLMAN. If the discussion is to go on in this one-sided 
manner, I would prefer to have all my colleagues here, and I note 


the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, The absence of a quorum is sug- 
gested by the Senator from South Carolina. The Secretary will 





a Ny oo called 
the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 7 
fie” omer’ MCs, Same 
Berry, Gallinger, : wiins, 
Burrows, — Mi . Sewell, 
Caffery, . Morgan, Shoup, | 
. , Nelson, Tillman’ 
Penrose, Vest, 
| ae. 
Cullom, Pettus. Wellington, 
vis, Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Pele Platt, N. Y. ilson. 


, 


VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-fiveSenators have answered to 
A quorum is present. The Senator from South 


Mr. President, the discussion of the tariff bill 
: , Or progressing, in a on 
way, for some ten days, presents a remarkable condition of politi- 


Fy 









. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATHE. 


1623 


cal feeling and a nebulous state of mind on the part of many men 
on both sides of the Chamber. The Republicans by common con- 
sent, under stress of party orders, | suppose, given by the caucus, sit 
quietly by and vote. They say nothing. They seem afraid to say 
anything. The iniquities they are perpetrating upon the Ameri- 
can people are so outrageous that they prefer not to discuss them 
even, but they press relentlessly forward with the intention of 
carrying out their compact with the trusts and mondpolies; and 
every schedule prepared by the party caucus is voted for by them 
unanimously. 

The Democrats are in a condition of transition. They do not 
know exactly where they are. The older, more renowned, more 
experienced leaders of the party stand up and proclaim their alle- 
giance to the old doctrines, time-honored, ancient. We had an ex 
hibition yesterday of an impassioned speech based upon the Walker 
tariff, brought forward at this late day as true Democratic doctrine. 
Secession, nullification. and other issues which have been settled 
and have passed out of the minds of men as living questions had 
just as well be brought in here. 

The tariff is not a principle unless it be that it rests on principle. 
It is merely a question of policy as to how the Government shall 
derive its revenue. It has been talked about so much and so long 
and so ably that I can not expect to present any new phase of it; 
but I propose, as onehumble representative of a State on this floor, 
to give some views that may be mine only, but which appear to me to 
be those which should obtain in governing men who come here to 
frame tariffs. 

What is the true doctrine of tariff taxation, the American doc- 
trine, the patriotic doctrine, the statesman's doctrine? I for one 
stand ready to confess and announce my faith in the belief that it 
is to the best interests of the American people as a whole that 
everything consumed by our people should be produced by our 
people, if it is possible. If that be Republican doctrine, then I 
am a Republican. If it is not Democratic doctrine, it ought to be 
Democratic doctrine. 

It is not necessary for me to stete, because it is known to all 
students of history, that those nations which confine all their 
labors to one product, or to agriculture only, are pauper nations. 
They do not progress; they do not achieve any place in history 
that amounts to anything. They do not gather wealth; they do 
not produce culture; they bave not advanced civilization. There- 
fore, I announce as a sound policy that we ought to diversify our 
industries as far as we can and give employment to as many men 
of as many occupations as can get work at a profitable figure. 

We do not want all farmers in this country. We want to have 
manufactures. And why do we not want any more farmers just 
now? Because we are to-day producing more of the staple crops 
of export raised on the farm than we can get a living or decent 
price for; and why, in God's name, should we undertake by a tariff 
policy to drive from the factories and from the cities to the farm 
more competitors to produce cotton and wheat to export at a loss? 
We do not want any more farmers. What we want is a tariff so 
levied that the farmer shall not be robbed for the benefit of the 
laborer in the cities and that he shall have an equal chance in life 
to get that for his family and for his comfort that the Declaration 
of Independence declares is the inalienable right of every freeman. 

There is a reciprocity of interests here. The farmer wants a 
market for that which he produces; the manufacturer wants a 
market for that which he produces. There is no conflict of inter 
est between these two when their interests are weighed in an 
equal balance by honest legislators. It is only when yon throw 
into the scale in favor of manufacturers your laws which give 
them undue advantage, when you rob the producing farmer for 
the benefit of the manufacturer, that any man has a right to com- 
plain. 

From the foundation of the Government there have been those 
who contended that the manufacturers should be protected and a 
home interest built up which would supply the American market 
with all the manufactured articles necessary. On the other hand, 
those engaged in agriculture have declared that they were un- 
justly dealt with and were forced to buy from these men at a 
higher price than they could buyin Europe. The tariff discussion 
has gone on along those lines from the beginning of the Govern- 
ment until to-day. 

Now, for the first time in our history, when this protective 
policy has borne its fruit and the pauperized farmer stands here 
with his skinny, bony hands begging justice and equality, and 
the opportunity is given you, by a bounty on his exports, to give 
him some compensation for the robbery that he has undergone for 
half a century, yon sit in stony silence, you sneer, you elevate your 
eyebrows, you refuse to discuss the proposition as unworthy of 
debate, and you expect to see this idiotic farmer not know that 
you had the opportunity to give him some meed of justice and 
you refused it. 

But I pledge you my word and honor, gentlemen, you are face 
to face with an issue that you can not shirk or dodge, and both 
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parties will have to face it in the near future; because the 9,000,000 
men in this country who are en in agriculture and who are 
face to face with 7 and bankruptcy, whose farms are slip- 
ping from beneath them and are being absorbed by loan and trust 
companies that loan them money, will settle with you at the bal- 
lot box, as to whether you shall continue to take from their pockets 
their hard-garned dollars to give to the manufacturing industries, 
and give them nothing in return. 

How has the tariff policy of protection, which has been the gov- 
erning principle ever since the war, and even before the war toa 
limited degree, worked? It was intended by domestic competition 
to reduce prices; but instead it has been the means and instrument 
of building up domestic monopoly to raise prices, and the wealth 
that has poured into the coffers of a few thousand men, or 10,000, 
or 50,000, or 100,000 engaged in and who own manufactures, has 
been taken from the hard earnings of the masses of the people, 
and you have got to settle with these farmers if you now refuse 
them redress. 

Trusts and monopolies could not exist if the products of those 
trusts were admitted free of duty; but when you erect barriers 
between us and the foreign market and allow no opportunity for 
the import of these things, you put it in the power of the domestic 
manufacturers, by forming combinations among themselves, to fix 
the price that they choose to charge in the home market, and the 
= must pay a bounty to these men and can not help them- 
selves. 

You Republicans proclaim the doctrine a cardinal one, of 
‘“‘America for the Americans.” To that I say amen, for 1 am an 
American. But I want you to include in that charmed circle of 
America for Americans the farmer along with the rest, and give 
us an equal showing. As I ama farmer pure and simple, as I 
never had any other occupation and never had any other means 
of income but from the farm, I can stand here with more pro- 
priety, possibly, than any other man and demand equality and 
justice. I can not hope to do more than supplement the able, 
masterly, unanswerable argument presented yesterday by the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon], but I am prepared to advance 
some arguments that will stagger some of you to answer. 

The cry is, ‘* Protect American labor against the pauper labor of 
Europe.” It is your sole reliance in appealing to the voters to say, 
**We do not want the prices which we pay you for your work to 
sink to the level of your European competitors.” 

Whocompetes with the Americanfarmer? Whereare you driving 
him? Takethe producerof wheat. Who arehiscompetitors? The 
ae of India, Argentina, and Russia. Take the cotton grower. 

ho compete with him? The people of Egypt and India. You 
are driving the oe of those staple crops, which are largely 
exported, to the level of the paupers who work in Egypt, in India, 
in Argentina, and in Russia. You can not deny the proposition. 

As long as we had a mone system which gave us fair prices 
for our exports, we could stand the competition by reason of our 
rich virgin soil and our improved machinery and the superior in- 
dustry and intelligence of the American farmer. But we have 
reached a point, since the repeal of the Sherman law and the final 
annihilation of silver as money, where we are face to face with a 
crisis in agricultural affairs in this country; and you gentlemen 
who are pressing madly onward, imagining that you can-hold your 
farmer vote, that you can hold the wheat grower to your standard 
by pretending that he will be benefited indirectly while you can 
not give him a bounty and can not compensate him. will find 
when this question is presented to him, as it will be presented in 
the next two years, that you must explain why you refuse to give 
the farmer equality and justice in this scheme of protection. If 
you can hold his vote after he shall be made to clearly understand 
the class favoritism involved in the refusal to vote this bounty, 
then he will deserve his fate, and will be a fit ‘‘mudsill” to serve 
as a basis of the plutocracy which nowvontrols in this cet 

I have too much respect for the descendants of the New Eng- 
landers and citizens of the Middle States, who have moved to the 
West and who are oy ae wheat at a loss, to believe that 
you Republicans can hold them in your party if you refuse to do 
them justice. And as for my friends on this side who elevate their 
brows and sneer at the idea of a bounty as not being Democratic, 
I will, before I get through, show to you that you are clinging to 
the letter and not the spirit of Democracy, and that if you refuse 
to do justice to your own fellow-citizens by your votes here, they 
will hold you to a strict accountability. 

I said a moment ago that the American farmer furnishes the 
exports with which you pay your foreignexchanges. I will give the 
exact figures. All the exports senta d by this country in 1896 
amounted to $863,000,000. Of that sum, the farmers dug out of the 

und and shipped, because the home market would not take it, 
$508,000,000 , or nearly three-fourths. You are not able to 
consume the farmer’s surplus, and he is forced to sell wherever he 
can find a buyer. You force him to buy at home in a market the 
prices of which have been raised from * r cent ad valorem,” 
which is the true Democratic proposition, I believe, to somewhere 
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between 100 and 150 ova cent on many articles, and an averay. of 
over 50 per cent on oe 

Then you turn around and in this tariff bill you offer him « all 
the protection possible” by giving him 25 cents a bushel on wheat 
15 cents a bushel on corn, 30 cents a bushel on barley, and so 61, 
through the agricultural schedule. And while the taxgatlicror 
comes around yearly and while the mor eats and gnaws day 
and night — ome, the one that this Government inay |), y3 
given : aang that it is slipping from beneath his feet py 
these unjust conditions, you expect him to vote the Republica), 
ticket because, forsooth, you have given him “ protection ” in ¢},js 
scheme by a tariff on these articles. 

It is an insult to his intelligence, and if the man who fraieq 
it—I do not know who did it—has an agricultural constituency 
that is worth a fillip, he would never see the light of this Cham\ey 
any more after they got a chance to vote upon it. You know it 
is an insult to proclaim that the farmer gets any benefit from 
these tariff duties. 

But, Mr. President, who and what are some of these men who 
are thus discriminated nst? Let us consider for a moment. jf 
we pereee, two brothers born in Germany, who, feeling that they 
could better their condition by emigrating to America, set out 
from there twenty years ago and came to our shores. One of 
them stopped somewhere eastward of here, in New York, or 
Massachusetts, or Pennsylvania, or some one of those manufac- 
turing States, and went into manufacturing. The other one 
moved westward, pressing on beyond the Mississippiinto the virczin 
fields of Iowa, Kansas, or Nebraska, and by the bounty of the 
Government was given 160 acres of land, upon which he settled 
and began to farm. 

Let us follow them on and see how they are treated. They 
both became American citizens, and they are both Awerican 
laborers, so to speak. They came to this ‘‘land of the free and 
home of the brave,” its Government founded upon the immortal 
declaration that ‘‘ all men are born free and equal, and have an 
inalienable right to life, liberty, and the De ve of happiness.” 
From the day when the farmer settled in Nebraska on his quarter 
section he has been mulcted and pinched and some of his sub- 
stance taken by tariff taxation for benefit of the brother who 
went to manufacturing under the protective tariff. 


How many of the farmersare foreigners? meg ore as clever and 


as good men as we have, many of them—lI mean the intelligent por- 
tionof them. But to give youa little insight as to the situation, I 
will take the nine States of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, New Jer- 
sey, and Pennsylvania. The total of foreign-born citizens 1) 
years of age and upward in gainful ees there is 
2,199,120. How many of are engaged in farming? Two 
hundred and forty-six thousand eight hundred and seventy-five. 
How many are engaged in manufacturing? Eight hundred ani 
ninety-nine thousand nine hundred and forty-six. That is all 
very well. It seems very well to some men to have the 245 ,0(\) 
farmers mulcted and taxed on what they buy for the benetit of 
899,000 who went into manufacturing. 

But let us go further. Take the twelve wheat-growing States 
known as the Middle West—Ohio, Indiana, Dlinois, Michigan, 
Wisconsin, Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, North Dakota, South Da- 
kota, Nebraska, and Kansas. The total number of foreign-born 
citizens engaged in gainful occupations was 2,173,693; the number 
engaged in agriculture was 837,357. The number engaged in man- 
ufacturing industries was 524,831. You make the 837,000 farmers 
pay tribute to their brethren who are in manufacturing 

ustries in their own States as well as in the Eastern States, and 
when they go to sell their own products of wheat, beef. cheese, 
butter, and other things, after they have given to this country al! it 
can consume, they have to send the surplus abroad, where they 
compete with their brethren in Europe on an equality, while the 
foreign-born American manufacturer competes with his brethren 
in Europe with the protective tari around him, by which 
he is enabled to rob the same brother who came with him, and to 
rob the native-born American who is fool enough to farm under 
these conditions. 

Now we come to the Ishmaelite section, which has no rights, 
which never has had any rights since the war that any! oily 1s 
bound to t. I give the ten cotton States, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Tennessee, Alabama, Missis- 
sippi. Louisiana, Texas, and Arkansas. The total foreign popu- 
lation of those States in occupations is 172,505, of whom 
58,142 are e in agriculture and eoreresnenaes in manu- 
t does not nee ae course, that the South ong! 

on possesses a larger proportion 0 
Americans, descendants of those who fought the bat- 

tles of the Revolution, than any otber portion of the country. 
But though we are laboring under the ban of secession and the 
effort to disrupt the Government, and have paid our thousands of 
millions for with the demand of 








1897. 


1 ask leave to insert a table here from the census of 1890, giving 
the figures more in detail: 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Ifthe Senator from Nebraska will allow me, 
he will realize that that bounty or rebate, or whatever you may 


Total number of white foreign-born citizens, over 10 years of age, engaged in | term it, was put in that tariff for the benefit of New England. 


eee in several divisions of States. 




















“Agrical- -| Manuf Manufactur- 
State All occupa- -—_ — ing, mechan- 
. tions. _“tshing. cal, and 
ing. industrial. 
| 
42, 897 7,213 19, 302 
42, 587 4,199 26.411 
23, 390 7,941 7, 241 
381, 060 24, 885 198, 337 
62, 381 2, 985 36, 062 
105, 618 1. O86 51, 701 
878, 366 76, 908 2, 919 
183, 491 13, 750 78, 633 
478, 330 98, 008 154, 340 | 
a 2, 199, 120 246, 875 899, 946 
i ccs : 230, 985 51,277 | 81, 73 
78, 369 27, 236 | 21,827 
457, 262 108, 705 146, 846 | 
5, 314 107, 658 68, 419 
266, 082 119, 077 61,519 
257,119 120, 143 45, 848 
172,918 9, R22 24, 821 
125, 040 3A, 805 40,015 
43,018 30, 468 2, 789 
48,513 4, 410 3,717 
116, 967 50, 046 | 15, 48 
79, 006 49,715 | 10, 393 
a 2,173, 608 837, 357 524, 831 
' 2, 22 40 ‘M1 
3,779 617 058 
7,49 800 2, 34 
10, 520 2, 254 4,551 
12, 074 2.512 3, 502 
8, 867 2, 678 2,493 
5, 208 1, 341 1,260 
28, 492 5, 3090 7,044 
M4, 933 38, 329 11,799 
8, 865 3,572 | 1,817 
72.5 38, 142 36, 429 





is: Meet your competitors i in India ont in Egy rt and 


The cry 
fight it out. — an effort is made here, through a bounty on ex- 


a , to give those men a scintilla of the amount taken from them 

ust tariff taxation, the representatives of those cotton 
States ae will stand here and vote against the proposition, no doubt 
upon the ground that it is not Democratic doctrine. 

ALLEN, Will the Senator permit me to call his attention 
to the fact that this country, on August 10, 1790, passed a tariff | 
act which contained an export bounty? 

. TILLMAN. Oh, my dear sir,1 recall and recollect the fact 
that, in order to seduce a certain lot of people in Louisiana into 


F 


the of acertain party, they gave a bounty on sugar, which 
was @ a on oe and not on export. 
Mr. am talking about the export bounty in 1790, 


and not in 1890—one hundred and seven years ago. 

TILLMAN. 1 was unaware of that. 

. ALLEN. With the Senator's permission, I shall read a 
of that act. 

. TILLMAN. I shall be glad to hear it. 

aie Section 4 of the act provided: 

enacted, That there shall be allowed and paid on dried 

<a fate of the fisheries of the United States, and on other provisions 


within theeaid States, which, after the said last day of December next, 
et» therefrom to any foreign port or place, in lieu of a draw- 
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ty on salt which shall have been expended thereupon, accord- 
inet the rates, namely: Dried fish, per quinta), 10 cents; pickled 
and other per barrel, 10 cents. 


down e: Sealy the doctrine of an export bounty. 
Mi HOATE as that not in lieu of an import duty? 
ALLEN. It does not make any difference what it was in 


lien of; it was taking money out of the Treasury of the United 
States to pay it — producers of atl articles in consequence | 


their 
Mr. HO 


a 


But was not the export bounty regulated in sub- 
the amount of the import tax? 
. How is that? 
Mr. oe My question is whether that was not a bounty— 
that phrase is not used—but in fact was it not the refund- 
Sh an get os They madea rude calculation of what the 
had been on the imported salt and paid it back to the salt 


ALLEN. If the Senator from South Carolina will permit 
neither here nor there. No matter what the specific 
the d doctrine that in this country we have 
Constitution to pay an export bounty, and 


seven years years ago we did adopt that i, 


ie 


Mr. ALLE) 
| Mr. TILLMAN. 


Yes. 

Just as anything and everything connected 

with the tariff in the way of protection has had its genesis and 
ablest champions from that section of the country. 

When interrupted, Mr. President, I had just given the figures 
showing the immigration here and how unfairly the immigrant 
from Europe who had gone to the West and settled there as a 
farmer had been treated in comparison with his brother who had 
settied in the East and began manufacturing. 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], whose State has up- 
ward of 150,000 of these foreign-born citizens, nearly all of them 
farmers, may explain to them when he gets home where they 
come in under these tariff schedules, and what good protec tion 
| does them unless this bounty feature is incorporated in the bill: 
and the Senators from those other Western States will have an 
opportunity to explain why they will vote here against this prop- 
osition to give compensation to the American producer on the 
farm when we hear so much about compensatory duties for the 
woolen manufacturer by reason of the tax that is given in these 

schedules here to the wool producer. 

Why are these men to be left out in the cold? 
ignored in this scheme of tariff taxation? 
tion given to them? 


Why are they 
Why is no compensa- 
Why is there no equality, no equity, no jus- 
tice to them? Gentlemen, when you meet your constituents and 
they ask you why, I hope you will have your answers ready, be- 
cause I tell you they are going to ask you. 

You may drag this juggernaut-car policy with its double team 
of protection and gold monometallism over the prostrate forms of 
the farmers, you may mash them deeper into the mire of poverty 
than they are already, but a day is coming when they will turn 
and say, ‘‘ Your party of Republicanism to-day is a byword and 
ahissing. We inherited the principles of Abraham Lincoln: we 
fought for those principles during the war, and one of those prin- 
ciples, which was dearer to us than any other, was the equality 
of men, even the black man withthe white. We shed our blood to 
emancipate the negroes of the South, and you have in turn placed 
us in a condition of slavery that is as hopeless as that of the slaves 
who were held as chattels.” 

We have it here boldly proclaimed that there is an alliance be- 
tween the Eastern manufacturers and the woolgrowers of the 
West by means of which alone this tariff billcan gothrough. The 
two sections in alliance against the balance of the ¢ ountry boldly 
march up here through their representatives, join forces, and say, 
**Give us wool duties and take your compensation on the woolen 
manufactures.” Then they join in and give the sugar trust and 
every other trust all it asks for. Will there be no day of reckon- 
ing? If there be none, then the spirit of liberty in America is dead 
and the farmers of the West are hopelessly enslaved already. 

Here is a quotation from Albert Gallatin, in a memorial to Con- 
| gress in 1831, in which this very danger is pointed out. and the 
danger which always confronts a legislative assembly which comes 
here composed of men who do not rise to the dignity of American 
Senators, who come here as the representatives of States only. 
Mr. Gallatin said: 


The true problem to be solved in the United States is not wheth« 
people can govern themselves, of which not the slightest doubt can be enter- 
ined, but whether that government can be successfully applied to an ex 
tensive territory embracing interests which must occasion ally be in collision 


r the 


with each other; whether majorities formed by combinations of sectional in 
terests will be so governed by a sense of justice and a spirit of conciliation 
| as not to oppress those partsof the country whose rights, though they may 
be in a minority, ought nevertheless to be respected 
What is the wool clip of the United States worth? Thirty 





million dollars, while the aggregate value of our farm products is 
$2,000,000,000 annually, and yet there is acombination between the 
Senators representing the States largely interested in woolgrowing, 
who make that a condition upon which their votes shall be given, 

with the States interested in mannfacturing, ‘while both through 
this tariff bill, which is higher in many respects than any we have 
had, utterly ignore the rights and interests of the great masses of 
people engaged in farming. Boldly you ally yourselves together, 

the extreme sectional West and the East. Dare you oppress the 
Middle States and the South engaged in the production of agri- 
cultural exports? You are offered an opportunity to give them 
compensatory duties by a bounty. Will you doit? Dare you re- 
fuse it? There is very little you will not dare, but there is a day 
of reckoning for you Republic ans, as there has been for the 
Democratic party when it was false to the people and recognized 
not that there was a day of judgment coming. 

Democrats here proclaim that *‘ tariff for revenue only ” is alone 
true Democratic doctrine. It has already been pointed out that 
this word “ only” was stricken out in the last Democratic conven- 
tion. I could give the history of it, but it is not necessary, except 
that we saw after the passage of the Wilson bill, whic +h was @ 
protective tariff, that any contention along those lines was simply 
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a waste of time and would put the party in a false position. The 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. ee he voted for the Wilson 
bill under protest, but he stood by rty. Is it Democracy to 
do wrong because the party says so? Ts it Republicanism to do 
wrong because the party says so? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. ident —— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina consent to be interrupted? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. I was unfortunate if I was understood by the Sen- 
ator to say that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not want to do you an injustice, and if I 
misquoted you I should like to have you set yourself straight. 

Mr. VEST. I did not use the word ‘‘straight.” I stated the 


fact. 

Mr. TILLMAN. ‘‘Correct,” then. 

Mr. VEST. I voted in the Chicago convention, amidst great 
confusion and uproar, for a long, rather intricate, and, in parts, 
nebulous platform. I sat by the side of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. WALTHALL], the chairman of his delegation, and he 
knows that both of us were in doubt as to the meaning of some 
portions of that platform. 

I want to state now, frankly, that I never knew until it was 
stated in this Chamber that that word ‘‘ only ” was left out of that 

latform. The issue in the carnpaign was the money question; 

e tariff was not discussed in my campaign in Missouri at all; 
and I state now, frankly, that I did not know that that change had 
been made. . 

If I had known it, I should have risen in my place and moved 
to insert that word “only,” because I believe that it is the creed 
of the Democratic party. I never would have supported that plat- 
form with that word taken out of it. I may have been guilty of 

t pepe and inattention, but that is the truth, and I do not 

lieve that the great majority of that convention knew that that 

change had been made. All our attention was concentrated upon 
the money issue, and very little was said about the tariff. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, it is not worth while for us to 
discuss here how the word ‘‘ only” came to be left out of the plat- 
form, or why. I will say this, however, that the reason it was 
stricken out was because we wished to confine the attention of the 
country and fight the battle on the money question only. We did 
not care to have the tariff brought into it as an issue at all; and 
after the passage of the Wilson bill, those of us who were perhaps 
more advanced than the Senator from Missouri in our ideas on this 
question did not feel that we could consistently contend about the 
word ‘‘only” when the Wilson bill from one end to the other had 
recognized the protective principle, and that the pay stood com- 
mitted to the acknowledgment that it was right and proper—or 
expedient, if you choose—to protect American industries. 

he tariff was not an issue in the last campaign, except as it 
was made such in those States where we did not fight, where 
there was no contention by the followers of Mr: Bryan at all 
against the onslaught of the other side. We surrendered the 
northeastern section of the country as committed wholly and ir- 
revocably to the gold monomania, and we made our fight in the 
West and South. It is not the issue now, and it can not be made 
the issue: and the way we vote here will not affect the next elec- 
tion one way or the other. except that those of you who have 
fooled your constituents by proclaiming that we must ‘open 
the mills instead of opening the mints” have to show prosperity 
in the next eighteen months or you will stand condemned and 
the thousands of workmen who voted your ticket on that pledge 
will vote for somebody else. You have to show how you can 
give prosperity under the gold standard by increasing taxes, and 
without any effort—or rather with only a futile effort—to increase 
the prices to the farmer on export products; and if you give him 
none of this money which you pro to wring from the people 
b ae bill, he will settle with yqu the sooner and the more 

ec y. 

Somebody will ask, and all of you afe asking in your minds 
now, what right have you to take money out of the Treasury and 

y a bounty to anybody; what right have you to raise money by 

tion and pay it out in bounties? You Republicans can answer 
that when you 2 by what right you took money out of the 
Treasury and paid a bounty to the s planters of Louisiana, 
not on rts, but on what they uced. But I want to ask 
you who dispute the right to take money out of the Treasury and 

y it out in bounties, what right have you to levy taxes which 
fake money out of the pockets of the people and pay bounties to 
the manufacturer? You may call it a tariff, but it is a bounty on 
manufacturing, and the farmer has to pay one-half of it. hat 
Imean is that the agricultural population of this country being 
about one-half of it, therefore, in as consumption, they 

y one-half of the tariff duties of this country, and they get noth- 
ne in return. What right, if we come to the question of right 
and wrong, have you to take money from these people and give it 
as a bounty to manufacturers? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





I believe that it has been asserted here by almost every De), 


O- 


crat who has had anything to say about the iniquities of ‘this |; 


that it pro a scheme of robbery by which the people ar. jo 
be mulcted, robbed, not so much to yet money into the Treas), 
but indirectly by raising the price of all that is consumed j), ;|;, 
country. I think the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILs] calew!,;..., 
— y that the bounty to the manufacturing industries \,,,.,\,; 
something like twelve hundred million dollars. The ficy;.. 
were staggering. To take the most conservative estimate, if ;),. 
benefits to the protected industries by means of the tariff ai.)\),); 


to $3 to the manufacturers and their — as compared to $1 
received by the Government, it would still be an enormous aini1i))|. 

Is it not robbery? Will some Democrat dare say that he \\)..s 
not think it is robbery? How many of you have stated that i: js 


robbery? Well, my colleagues, my fellow-Senators, my brethren 
of this party, who stand up and proclaim the doctrine of (1) 
rights for all and special privileges to none as the cardinal prin. 
ciple of es if it robbery in this bill to take from tho 
masses of the e these hundreds of millions of dollars and }..y 
them into the coffers of the manufacturers and into the coffers of 
the Government, how will you face — farmer constituents and 
vote against a provision in this same bill which will restore a 1)\)- 
mum amount, a very small proportion of the amount that they 
have been robbed of? ; 

It is not a question of whether it is Democratic policy or not to 
pay bounties, because ro are not res ble for this measure. 

ou have to take it whether you like it or not, and you have an 
opportunity by this amendment, with the help of a few Repub- 
licans over there who are not lost to all sense of shame and decency 
and patriotism, to put the farmer on some basis, however sinaii, 
on an equality with the balance of the country; and you can not 
be accused of having deserted your party policy or your party 
platform or anything else if you try to amend the bill so as to do 
justice to your own States, to your own constituents, and to the 
farmers throughout the country, without regard to politics or 
section. 

You can not get around the proposition that if it is robbery to 
take it away, it would be honesty and patriotism and Democracy 
to restore it. It is not a question of party policy. It is not a 
question of whether you would favor bounties per se as a party 
policy if you had the framing of the bill, but it is simply a ques- 
tion as to whether you will endeavor to amend this bill in a way 
to do justice to your people. 

This may be ‘“‘a new Democracy, which seeks to lead some of us 
into the camp of the enemy,” as the Senator from Texas twitted 
us with yesterday. It may be ‘‘a new evangel of Democracy’ t. 
ask you to amend this iniquitous tariff measure or vote to amend 
it so as to restore to your people that which you say they have 
been robbed of; but to my mind it is the essence of Democracy 
to proclaim equality, the cardinal doctrine of our party, rather 
than to offer your constituents the dry husks and the om apples 
of old party platforms for “revenue only.” 

It is not a question of how you are going to get the money. 
The money will bethere. They proclaim that they expect a surplus: 
they are proclaiming that they want to increase the gold reserve 
to $150,000,000, so as to absorb some of this prospective surplus. 
They have proclaimed a desire to retire the greenbacks by locking 
up this money in the Treasury. You have the opportunity to 
force them to show their hands by voting to pay out $47,000,000 
to the farmers who make wheat and cotton, who have been ro})}i! 
in every schedule of this bill, and you say, ‘No; I will not do it 
because it is not Democratic; it is not for revenue — Great 
God, such Democracy! They ask you for bread and you offer 
them a stone; they ask you for an adherence to your princijles 
and instead of the dess of Liberty you put up a mummy labeled 
‘* Tariff for revenue only.” The question is with you gentlemen. 
No — you will vote in eoconiance with what you believe is 
your duty. 

I say this as a farmer who has felt the iron enter his soul by 
reason of the injustice and iniquities practiced by the protective 
tariff; and in the name of the cotton and the wheat growers, [ say 
here thatif it is not Democratic to vote for this, then [am no Demo- 
crat. You have got the te! with the big end close to your 
eye, the little away off , and at the other end you se, 
“Tariff for revenue only.” Turn it around and you will se» 
** Equality ” as the cardinal doctrine of Democracy; ‘‘ Equal rights 
for all, special privileges to none;” ‘‘The greatest good to tlic 
greatest number.” These are the fundamental principles of De- 
mocracy as I understand the word, and 1 propose to stand by 
them. “You will not accept it, you will not support it, you wil! 
not vote for it because you put is ‘orms above party prin- 
ciples, and a policy above of Jefferson and of 
Jackson. ell, explain it if you ean when you come to face your 


2 ~~ of this ae 
business that we can for if the of vernment is 
ss ee classes and privileges, 











while I know it is impossible for the Southern States to get any- 
thing like their share, then when I can put anything into the bill 
which will give us only a small proportion of what is our due, I 
shall vote to put it there. A tariff tax on cotton will do us no 

ood. There are very few planters out of the millions who raise 
cotton who grow sea-island or long-staple cotton or anything of 
that kind, The tax on wheat, the tax on corn, will do the Western 
farmers no good, and you know it. Do you think we are idiots 
and fools, that you can cram that down our throats and get us to 
yote with you on that proposition? Do you not know that this 
country can not absorb our surplus and that we must export it? 
Do you not know that the surplus is lowered in price by reason 
of the destruction of one of the money metals of the world? Do 
you not know the only way in which you can raise the price of 
agricultural exports is to restore silver and thereby increase the 
yolume of the money of the world? 

You do know it; and yet yousay, ‘‘ Wecan not relieve the Ameri- 
can farmer we must have international bimetallism.” 
You erect a barrier between us and Europe, your tariff, and then 
you say, ‘‘We can not allow English free traders to dictate our 
tariff policy;” but we allow the English bondholders to come in 
and buy our Government and control our Senate and dictate our 
policy in sreeees, 00 hove these men down as though they were 


under the dastardly of the Spanish butcher, Weyler. You do 
these thing and yet you stand here claiming that you are the 
apostles of Lincoln, when you are unworthy to untie the shoe 


latchets of that great man, if he were living; and you, my Demo- 
cratic friends, stand here and proclaim that you are the followers 
of Jefferson, when you refuse to undo this iniquity so far as you 
can, to restore to the people a small proportion that you say this 

ill robs them of, 
take my stand for “‘ equality of benefit and equality of burden” 
the highest and noblest principle of Democracy, and will fight 
or it here and elsewhere as long as I have breath. I may be 
one now, but the time will come speedily when that principle 
ll in this Government or liberty will cease to claim 
America as her home. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I shall occupy the time of the 
Senate for a moment only, to express my fe of the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. While I 
have refused, and ie meena, Se commit mae 4 the me af 
a -protective cy, yet y realizin t the pending bi 
tems to become a law, I deem it highly just under the cir- 
cumstances that the agriculturists of our country should derive 
some benefit from it, and that all its benefits should not be per- 
mitted te go to a few thousand manufacturers. While we will, 
by the bill, im duties on imported cereals, ostensibly for the 
ag se ting our farmers and planters, there is not a child 

United States who does not know that any duty, however 
high or in whatever form laid, will not protect them in the slight- 
est for they are exporters of wheat, corn, cotton, tobacco, 
and o farm ucts and are compelled to sell in the open and 
— itive markets of the world, where trade is unre- 
8 and unhampered by tariff taxation. 

The farmer, then, will be placed in the peculiar attitude of being 
forced to purchase everything hisfamily may consume in a noncom- 
petitive and scarce market, made so by laws which have a tend- 
ency to create a monopoly in the hands of the American manu- 
facturers, while he is oe to sell the products of his farm 
and obtain the money with which he shall make purchases in a 
competitive market. He will therefore obtain no efit from a 
protective tariff, either direct or indirect, and to the end that he 
may share in some measure in the benefit to be derived from the 

of , if benefit is to follow its adoption and enforce- 
ment, I am in favor of the amendment which will operate in the 
nature of a rebate and will return some of the millions the farm- 
ers are compelled to pay to advance the interests of the American 


It would be useless to the subject at length. It is all 
stated in the simple tion that under the law as now pro- 
1 go to a few thousand, while under the 
the Senator from Utah some benefit 
Ww the millions of our agriculturists; and I take 
ts no Miao damithy Rinnonlt in voting special benefits to a few 
farmer is as worthy of protection 
the manufacturer or any other class 
realizing this truth, I shall 
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and 
of my remarks certain rs 
Lubin, of California. ae 


Is there objection to the uest of 
cok Gee 


© gave the definition of a 
what he wants, but that 
add this definition of a 
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Democrat: As a man who does not know what he wants, but 
damns the Republican party for not getting it. 

“We all know what a Republican wants. He wants protec- 
tion, and manages to get it; but can anyone tell us just what a 
Democrat wants, apart from wanting an office? Does he want 
free trade? Well, sometimes, and on certain occasions. Does he 
want protection? For himself, as.a rule, yes: but for others, no. 

* But does he not have much to say about ‘tariff reform?’ Yes: 
very much, and often quite a good deal on a ‘ tariff for revenue.’ 
What does he mean by ‘tariff reform?’ As a rule, he does not 
know what he means, bat he talks about it anyway, because the 
term sounds well, especially the word ‘reform.’ 

* Who, in this sinful world of ours, is not in need of reform? No 
one. Hence ‘reform’ must be in general demand, and so our Dem- 
ocratic brother is trying to supply the demand. 

** Whenever he is forced into a definition he begins to flounder. 

Sometimes he works himself up toa great pitch of enthusiasm, but 
you seek in vain for the cause of the elation. You can not find it; 
and, in truth, there is no cause. 
* After a thorough analysis and much mental effort you will 
conclude that ‘tariff reform’ means a low tariff on suspenders 
andahigh tariff on peanuts; that is, provided this particular Demo- 
crat aa. But if he manufactures suspenders he wants 
a high tariff on these, and ‘reform’ for peanuts. 

“ We may now inquire what he'means by a ‘tariff for revenue.’ 
This seems clear enough, so it does to everyone but an average 
Democrat. The question is not what it means; but what does a 
Democrat say it means? Ask him, and the chances are you will 
get a great talk with the word ‘reform’ plentifully thrown in. 

‘‘Analyze carefully all that he says and you will find that he 
means a lowering of the tariff for everyone excepting for himself. 

**But are there not some free-trade Democrats? Yes; but so 
few in number as to be no political factor. 

“Tt is clearly a fact, then, that the people want protection, and 
in the opinion of the writer protection is the best policy for this 
nation. Why is it the best policy? Because it will best serve to 
maintain and perpetuate the Republic. 

“The uniform history of free-trade countries, from Phoenicia to 
Carthage down to England, shows in these an intensified eagerness 
for foreign markets. With foreign markets obtained, there is as 
great an eagerness for foreign colonization. After foreign colo- 
nization comes the same eagerness for foreign conquests; and then 
good-bye to a liberal form of government. Commercialism has 
conquered, and liberty is sold for a mess of pottage. 

‘*Shall we then always live under the irksome and restraining 
system of protection, rather than in the free and ethical atmos- 
phere of free trade? By nomeans. There is perhaps no intelli- 
gent protectionist to be found who holds to such an opinion. 

** Free trade will come as soon as the social and political con- 
ditions of competing races and nations will permit it to come 
without loss to our social and political standard. 

** Will not the leveling influence which free trade exerts tend 
to speed the time of progress? For some races, some nations, 
yes; for the American people, no. At this time in the world’s 
history it is perhaps best for this nation to preserve that state of 
semi-isolation which protection permits, and which international 
commercialism woul tend to destroy. 

‘* But because we grant protection let it not be understood that 
we favor an unjust or one-sided protection. Protection is only 
defensible as a policy whenever it is just andequitable. It would 
be far more expedient to have free trade than an injury-working 
system of protection. 

**Any injury through free trade would press upon us from with- 
out, but the injury of an unjust and inequitable protection system 
would generate trouble from within. Asitis easier for this nation 
to withstand outside pressure rather than internal disorder, it 
would therefore be preferable to adopt free trade rather than con- 
tinue a protective system which in its operation produces inequity 
and injustice in our midst. 

**We may now properly inquire, Is our present protective system 
just? And the answer is ‘no.’ 

‘Wherein is it unjust? In failing to protect the producers of 
agricultural staples. But are these not protected as manufactures 
are, by a tariff on imports? They are on the tariff schedule, but 
this can not protect them like manufactures, because they are ex- 
ports and not imports. But are not some manufactures also 
exported? Yes; but manufactures are sold at local prices at pri- 
vate sale; the staples of agriculture are sold at the world’s inter- 
national prices for the exports. But what about the greater quan- 
tity for home use? These bring no more than the exports do, for 
the price is the same to home or export buyers, both buying in the 
same place, time, and quotation. 

** But are not the agricultural staples protected indirectly? No; 
for before our higher wage rate through protection by its in- 
creased consumption can raise the price it must first of all raise 
the world’s price, and which gives the foreign competitor an ad- 
vantage whereby he can increase the area under cultivation, and 





Me A 2 tS cased 


beige le 


¥ 


1628 


thus lewer the world’s price. Besides, what equity is there in 
wees the farmer to pay a 47 per cent tariff, with profits of 
middlemen added to it, and giving him in return a probable ad- 
vance in the world’s price of perhaps 1 per cent, and which 1 per 
cent goes to his competitor, who has not been compelled to pay the 
47 per cent with middlemen’s profits added? 

‘* But must we not tax some industry to build up manufactures? 
Are not manufactures already built up? But how can our manu- 
facturers compete with the pauper labor of France, Italy, Ger- 
many, Austria, or England? Well, how can the American farmer 
compete with the pauper labor of eastern Europe, North Africa, 
and South America? 

‘* Does the drift of all this mean that we must have free trade? 
No; not necessarily. Protection as it is now is one-sided, unjust, 
and inequitable, because it is limited to a tariffon imports. To 
be just and equitable it should be as Alexander Hamilton wanted 
it to be, by a tariff on imports, on manufactures, and by a bounty 
on exports for the staples of agriculture. 

*** Would not the exporter get the bounty?’ ‘Yes.’ ‘Of what 
benefit, then, would that be to the farmer?’ ‘The farmer would 
receive the world’s price, with the addition of the bounty, whether 
the product be exported or for home use,’ ‘What would prevent 
some speculators from combining and pocketing the eer 
‘Other speculators in various markets of the world.’ ‘Would this 
not enhance the price of agricultural staples to the poor man?’ 
‘Yes; and to the rich man, too.’ ‘Would this be desirable to the 

rman?’ ‘Yes; for it would increase the purchasing power of 

he primary industry, which would create the demand for labor.’ 

To bustreine: The Sierra Nevada Mountains, when covered with 

a plentiful supply of snow, supply moisture to the fruit lands of 

the valleys in California. A deficiency of snow on the mountains 
would cause drought in the valleys. 

‘* Now, what the snow is to the Sierra Nevada Mountains for 
the fruit plains of California, that is the purchasing power of the 
primary industry, agriculture, to the workingmen in manufac- 
turing centers. Then why would it not be wise to have free trade 
on manufactures and papers by an export bounty for agricul- 
ture? Because it would be as unjust as to protect manufactures 
at the expense of agriculture. Does it not seem that this propo- 
sition of protecting manufactures at the expense of agriculture by 
a tariff on imports, and, again, to protect agriculture by a bounty 
on exports at the expense of the manufacturers—does this not seem 
like trying to lift ourselves up by boot straps? Is it not an at- 
tempt to tax ourselves rich? Not at all. It is simply providing 
a means to conserve that political semi-isolation which would best 
tend to maintain our institutions. 

‘** Protection as a national policy is as defensible as any other 
means of national preservation. But what is the use of this ad- 
ditional mode of protection for agriculture when its need was not 
felt in the past, when there was prosperity without it? There was 
prosperity so long as farmers of this nation had almost a monop- 
oly of prices in the production of staples. 

** That time has gone, gone for good, as hundreds of European 
factories for the manufacture of agricultural machinery for the 
cheap land and labor countries will show. 

** So, then, this question narrows itself down to this: The time 
has come when we must adopt one of two plans, free trade ora 
twofold protection by a tariff on 7 for manufactures anda 
ae on exports of agriculture? Yes 

‘* Right here is where our Democratic brother should line up. 
He should drop his hypocritical, unmeaning mumbling and mur- 
murings about ‘ tariffreform.’ He should take the stand of a man 
for free trade or for equitable protection. For free trade pure and 
simple, with no ifs, ands, or buts, or he should take the stand for 
equitable protection, for protection by a bounty on exports for 
agriculture so long as manufactures are protected by a tariff on 
imports. By taking either of these stands his demand will be 
— on a principle of justice and equity, and it is an unal- 

rable and eternal law of God that justice and equity must in 
the end prevail. 

**To form conclusive opinions for present guidance derived al- 
most exclusively from generalizations of passed marked events is 
conservatism; to do so from the present is radicalism. 

** There is, as a rule, an element of truth and of error in conserv- 
atism and in radicalism, and it is the function of the critic to point 
out ‘the happy medium,’ the path we should go. 

‘‘In the affairs of government the critic performs an important 
function. The more so in arepublic, in which the power of deter- 
mination is vested in the individual citizen. 

“The citizen critics of the United States are confronted by a 
most serious problem—a 4 aderg it is true, which not alone clam- 
ors for solution in the United States, but also in the important 
countries of western and central E The problem referred 
to is in the adoption of proper means for the removal of the dis- 
turbance in the economic conditions. That such a problem is 
here, no one can truthfully deny, but its cause and remedy is not 
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so clearly manifest. Schemesand plans are offered in abundance 
but the question still remains, Which of the schemes ani plang 
shall be adopted? ‘Adopt mine,’ says the conservative go\ci toon, 
‘ Ho, bat adopt sain," says the radi a tame. ‘Adopt mine, 
says the conservative protectionist. 0, but adopt mine.’ say. 

the radical free wee . . me, says 

‘Before we adopt any it is the duty of the citizen critic to a) ae 
lyze and synthesize all the important factors which cause, the 

sturbance, with the aim in view of more accurately arriyin gat 
a conclusion which should remove it. 

‘*In the endeavor to do this we may find it advantageous to first 
understand what we mean when we say that ‘agriculture is tho 
foundation industry.’ Do we oa mean that it is so because 
agricultural products come from the earth, and as the earth: is the 
foundation. therefore its cultivation is a foundation industry: 
Clearly such a definition would be of little practical value. 
really mean that agriculture is the primary industry, and that qj] 
the other industries are secondary. If this is a truth, it is ay jm. 
— ae reg sg | ae are or, and neces. 
sarily dependent upon the m ustry for their prosperity 

“Not to be shlemndersoee in we may draw om inf Sent 
from an illustration. A carpenter, for instance, has a twofold 
economic cycle, one his w: for carpentering, the other in the 
expenditure of his wages in his home by his wife. The‘ primary’ 
is his w ing power and the ‘secondary’ is his expenditure 
cycle. Every reasonable person can see that the carpenter's ‘sec. 
ondary’ cycle is governed by his ‘ primary’ wage-earning j ower, 

“‘As with the carpenter, the individual, so with anation. Every 
nation has a ‘primary’ and a ‘secondary’ industry, and its pros- 
perity, like that of the carpenter, depends upon the prosperity of 
its ‘primary ’ industry. 

‘**When we admit, therefore, that in the United States the 
foundation or primary industry is agriculture, we admit as a 

hase an element which becomes a most important factor in our 
nvestigation and in our conclusions. 

“And is not agriculture a ees It certainly is, 
and in no country more so than in the United States. In England, 
for instance, the primary industry is manufactures; under free 
trade she sells her manufactures to all parts of the world, with 
the profits of which she buys food. In the United States, and 
under the protective system, we can find no general market for 
our protected manufactures abroad; these are almost altogether 
sold to ourselves; whereas cultural products are not alone 
produced for home consumption, but these besides form from 66 
to 76 percent of our exports. Therefore agriculture in the United 
States is not alone the foundation industry, but is substantially 
the primary industry. 

‘‘Any cause, therefore, which in its ation affects adversely 
the agricultural industry in the United States must in a corre- 
sponding degree affect the other or secondary industries. 

‘**Has, then, agriculture been adversely affected? Certainly, and 
to a marked degree; to a 80 radically adverse and so gen- 
erally acknowledged that it is not deemed necessary at this time 
to oceupy space with facts and res so generally admitted. It 
is a recognized fact that agricultural eae: and agricultural 
land values have seriously declined in the past few years. 

“It is, therefore, in order for us to ask, ‘What has caused the 
adverse condition of agriculture in the United States?’ Here 
three general answers are given: One, demonetization of silver; 
another, the lowering of omen care tariff; and the third, to 
the inequality in the ratio of values caused by the protective tariff. 

**It now becomes the duty of the citizen critic to examine these 
answers with care; the more so because the interest involved is not 
alone that of the pri industry, ture, but, as we have 
before seen, through it, all the other and secondary industries. 

“That demonetization, by diminishing the volume of the money 
metals, may have caused a general decline in prices to some extent 
is admitted by many able economists. That this cause s)iould 
have operated in the United States most adversely on the agricul- 
tural interest is problematic. ——_ decline, while adverse in 
some minor directions, is not nearly so damaging and destruct ve 
ee special ~ee And agriculture in the United States has 

ered a special decline. 

‘*Why special? The reasons are these: Agricultural staples, 
being exports, are sold at the world’s . The world’s price 
having declined, all these tural products in the United States 
have dingly , but man were not per- 
mitted to decline by this rule; for these there is prote:tivn, 
which is but another name for bounty to the protected. How this 

affected the free-trade prices of agricultural 

staples in the United States can be made evident by an examp!e. 
per cent when wheat is, say. $! 

per bushel on the farm. In the event the operation of protection 

bounty for protection Sagtier of nes nd. without 
25 cent, it would, withou 

any raise of the protective tariff, cause him to double 
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the ratio of the m bounty whenever the farm price of 
wheat should have fallen to 50 cents per bushel. 

« Theclaim that the adverse condition of agriculture was caused 
by any lowering of the protective tariff is therefore false. 

We may now safely conclude that the cause of the adverse 
condition was in the e of the world’s price of the staples on 
the one hand and the destructive operation of the protective tariff 
on this decline on the other. ; 

“What, then, is the remedy? Shallit be remonetization? Can 

remonetization remove the artificial bounty which protection af- 
fords to manufactures at the expense of the free-trade staples of 
agriculture? Certainly not. Hence it offers no remedy, so far as 
this inequality is concerned. But will not remonetization en- 
hance the world’s price of the staples? This is by no means so 
certain. Cheap silver may have been one of the causes of agri- 
cultural development in the cheap land and labor countries, but 
this development is now a fact and is on the increase, and which 
remonetization can no longer prevent or arrest. Were this de- 
yelopment in countries of dear land and labor, any temporary 
aivantage removed would remove the adverse competition. But 
the facts prove the contrary; our new competitors have chea 
land and cheap labor, with a transportation facilities, an 
have, in addition, revolutionized their mode of production by em- 
ploying our agricultural machinery. 
“Do the people of the United States realize the bearing upon 
our economic condition of this new factor? Have the Be son 
journals and magazines given it consideration? Has the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture inquired into it? 

“The writer of this in 1894 drew the attention of the Secretary 
of Agriculture to this matter and requested an investigation of 
the subject. A reply was received that the foreign consuls were 
too busy to spare the time for the purpose, but that the request 
would remain on file for future action. Up tothe present date no 
action has yet been taken by the Government to ascertain the 


fact. 

“ The statistics, indeed, show the exports from the United States, 
and which are about $5,000,000 a year, consisting largely of harvest- 
ers, reapers, mowers, seeders, and gang plows and cultivators. 
But this amount is insignificant when compared with the very 
much greater amount now produced by European manufacturers. 
It was the significance of this fact, observed by the writer during 
several trips to Europe, which induced him to advocate a modifica- 
tion of the ve system, in order to avert that economic dis- 
turbance which he saw must come through it. 

“ The result of the information in Europe on this head was re- 
peatedly submitted by the writer of this article in public addresses 
and in pamphlets. But it seems to be a difficult task to impress 
upon the mind of the people the importance and the direct bear- 
ing of this factor our economic condition. 

“Not alone is it cult to make it plain to the average citizen, 
but it is likewise difficult to make it plain to our national law- 
makers, as the following illustration will show: Senate Document 
157, 11, contains a portion of the remarks made before the 

on Ways and Means of the present Congress. At that 

session of the committee some 25 pounds of catalogues of European 
manufacturers of tural machinery and modern implements 
were exhibited. committee was informed in precise and em- 
= terms that a new industry had grown up in Europe which 
a direct adverse effect on American culture; that agricul- 
tural was being manufactured in Europe, and was being 
applied in the land and labor countries of the world in the 
production of tural staples; that this was the main cause 
of the decline in the world’s prices of eee staples, and was 
On ie elien adverse Sermounic con min in tae james States. 

. were wn as @ ce, but Congressman 
pa a member of the committee, after seeing these cata- 
logues and hearing the explanations, seemed to misunderstand the 
oe p= re these catalogues, for he said, ‘ What is 
the in su these books?’ Again the explanation was 
made, and it is manifest from the first and continuation 
of the document, in the clearest manner possible. And with what 
result? cy heme heey neither Con DOLLIVER nor 
any other of the on Ways and Means took any notice 
nw they right 

ere in ignoring this evidence? We will leave the 
conclusion to the intelligence of the reader, the American citizen 
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would have been excusable, but its neglect by a national law- 
maker, a Congressman, was inexcusable. Much more so was it 
by its neglect on the part of the entire Committee on Ways and 
Means. : 

**The time has come when the importance of this factor can no 
longer be safely ignored; when we must recognize as a factor in 
our adverse economic condition the general employment of agri- 
cultural machinery in the cheap land and labor countries of the 
world, 

‘*What, then, is to he done? Can we not by some means with- 
draw these machines, and thus restore former conditions? 

‘*No; this is an impossibility. On the contrary, the increase in 
the European manufacture of agricultural machinery is going on, 
and is expanding in an almost geometric ratio, over which we have 
no voice or control. 

‘* There is but one thing that we can do, and that should be done 
promptly; as promptly as we wish to restore prosperity to all in- 
dustries. We must either entirely abolish the protective system 
or we must extend protection to the staples of agriculture in a 
form which will be aseffective in enhancing its home-market price 
as protection by a tariff on imports is effective in enhancing the 
home price of manufactures. And this can only be done bya 
bounty on exports of the staples of agriculture. 

** Many objections have been raised against this, especially by 
interested protectionists, but not a single objection is valid. 

‘* There is just as much necessity for the protection of agricul- 
ture by an export bounty as there is for that of manufactures by 
a tariff on imports. More so, in fact, for under the present eco- 
nomic conditions protection for manufactures at the expense of 
agricitlture means a continuation of adverse conditions, not alone 
for agriculture directly, but for all other industries indirectly. 

‘*The opponents of this proposition refer to it contemptuously 
as an attempt to foist a ‘ bounty system’ upon the people, in the 


meantime designating their own bounty-receiving system ‘ pro- 


tection.’ This gives them an apparent advantage, for the word 
‘protection’ is a more acceptable term than the word ‘bounty.’ 
But what are the facts? Can any honest and capable political 
economist deny the fact that protection by a tariff on imports is 
really and fully as much a ‘bounty’ as an export bounty is ‘ pro- 
tection’? 

‘“*The American Protective Tariff League was asked just this 
very question by several State granges, but up to the present 
time it has significantly persisted in a reticence on this subject 
wholly out of keeping with its eagerness to impart ‘literature’ on 
protection. 

‘**Signs are not wanting which indicate that the people are at 
last beginning to examine into this matter with open eyes and 
willing ears. It was predicted that this proposition would only 
find favor ‘in the wild and woolly West.’ This prediction was 
wrong. The writer, on invitation, has addressed many meetings 
in the Eastern States. At every meeting a vote was taken for or 
against this proposition. While there were altogether but six 
votes against, the rest, numbering thousands, were in favor. 

‘* When this was seen, the sneering remark was made that only 
‘hayseeds’ and Eastern Populists would favor it. This also was 
an error, for the Central Labor Union of Chicago and New York 
indorsed it by a large majority. 

‘*Last, but by no means least, in point of influence, is the in- 
dorsement and cooperation of the clergymen of various denomi- 
nations, fifty-two of whom in Philadelphia are pledged to promote 
this measure of equity from their pulpits. Ten of these clergymen 
have delivered sermons memorializing Congress for the adoption 
of this proposition. These are in print, and may be had free of 
charge from Senator Frank J. CANNON, under the title Senate 
Document No. 60, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session. 

**In conclusion, it may be said that this proposition is intended 
not merely as a means of economic equity, but likewise as a means 
of political expediency. 

**There is no greater factor in the maintenance of a liberal form 
of government than equity, and there is no swifter road to decay 
onl anarchy than through inequity. Especially hazardous is it 
when the inequity is of a kind which, in its operation, tends to 
convert the conservative farmers of the United States into bands 
of discontented radicals. 

“A continuation of such a condition must in the end produce 
national disorders as destructive to our Republic as similar dis- 
orders were to nations which have ceased to be. 

**The time is now at hand when we must act, and in a manner 
which will be in harmony with industrial and economic equity, 
to the end that not alone shall prosperity come to agriculture, 
our primary industry, but through it the prosperity of all other 
industries. 

‘*And this can be had by the removal from agriculture of its 
unjust and inequitable protection system, either by granting it 
protection by an export bounty or by the total abolition of tariff 
protection, 
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‘‘Ordinarily protectionists oppose free trade on the ground of 
closed factories, paralyzed industries, etc., which seems conclu- 
sive. In the presentation of this proposition I have always taken 
adifferentstand. Free trade wou!d no doubt close down factories, 
but only foratime. Eventually the hungry workingman would 
go to work, if not at high, then atlow wages. In time our factories 
would not alone supply our home needs, but would also enter the 
world’s market as an international competitor. 

‘‘ Witness the effect in the lowering of the tariff even in a lim- 
iteddegree. In 1893 ourexportsof manufactures were $158,023,118, 
or 1.02 per cent of our entire exports, which under the operation 
of a lower tariff gradually rose until in 1896 it was $228,571,178, or 
26.48 per cent. is indicates clearly what free trade would do. 
It would not close up factories; on the contrary, it would keep 
them going. Objections to free trade, therefore, on that score are 
not va We may go even further and safely assert that so far 
as national wealth is concerned, nothing is more calculated to aug- 
ment it than free trade. But is national wealth the chief end to 
be sought in our national life? Is it not rather in the further de- 
a of our peculiar American institutions? Are not these 

tutions of much more importance to the ey of this 
ublic than any mere increase of wealth? hat, then, are 
hese institutions of which we speak? They are those which seek 
to maintain, perpetuate, and develop to the fullest those princi- 
ples of government which have e this nation peculiar among 
the nations of the earth. 

*‘Not least in beneficent results is this influence operating upon 
the other nations, thereby placing us in position of the teacher, 
the prophet nation of the world. 

‘Is not this position preferable as a choice rather than-one of 
increased national wealth? If one or the other must be chosen, 
which shall we take? Every true and loyal American must un- 
hesitatingly answer that our stand should be for that which shall 
most conserve, pore ae) perpetuate the true trend of this 
Republic—American li , 

‘*To do this we must preserve that certain measure of commer- 
vial isolation which protection makes possible. Commercial inter- 
course with foreign nations when nearly limited to the sale of 
agricultural staples is best calculated to promote commercial isola- 
tion to the desirable degree. This is so because these products, 
being sold at international prices at the world’s auction rooms, 
commonly called exchanges, offer less temptation for commercial 
= political entanglements with other nations. Not so with manu- 

actures. 

‘*Manufactures being sold at local prices and at fluctuating 
pee when having the world fora market invites local ener, 

be directed in foreign quarters, and in its endeavor to set asi 
foreign obstructions it seeks to overcome them by various means, 
chief — oe are these two: 

“ sae ough foreign alliances, treaties, and political en- 

ents. 

‘Secondly. Through conquests. 

‘Tt is a historic fact that foreign conquests by a commercial 
nation, as a rule, are rooted in the endeavor by merchants to find 
Gistant markets. This was the case with Phoenicia and C 
in ancient times. Modern examples are those of Russia and Eng- 
land. Northern Asia was first invaded, not by Russian soldiers, 
but by Russian traders, and England's invasion of India was also 
first begun by British traders. 

‘‘Conquests and foreign political alliances may aid to aoa 
the national wealth, but it would surely give the deathblow to 
American liberty. It would be m for this nation, and 
through it to the world. It is because we object to this that we 
object to free trade, and when we object to free trade on this 
—_ it places us as protectionists on the solidest ground possi- 

for the advocacy of protection. This declaration, once for all 
is sufficient to establish in the minds of all reasonable and logical 

ple that we are not here merely masquerading (as some say) in 
the guise of protectionists, and that we are free traders in ty; 
we have shown that we are protectionists in every sense of the 
‘word, and have given our reasons for our stand. 

“Are we, then, inculcating and living under these principles of 
ii which we enjoy? Are these, then, exclusively our own, not 
sh by others? Notso. The fates have decreed otherwise. If 
not by our own inclination, then in spite of it do the themes we 
teach become public er to all the world in the higher walks 
of life, but even — n the lower. 

- ess the departure of a great ocean steamer toa f 
country. About the last thing to be done is the storing away 
the hold of the vessel of the many mail sacks for hundreds of 
thousands of foreign homes. Millions of these annually go to the 
poor in the slums of the different foreign nations, and what a 
potent teacher these millions of letters are. Though written 
tude, unlettered hands, though directed by crude, unpoli 
minds, there is yet in them an educating potency of infinite 


deur, enligh , civilizing, uplifting, teaching the poor of the 
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world in kindergarten fashion the object lesson of lilerty 
Such is the lesson of the United States mail bags going to {......., 
countries. an 
‘* Have we, then, anything to fear from foreign nations .., \,,, 
as this educator freely goes abroad, and in the spirit in w); ),. 
does? Certainly not, so long as these very letters tend to j).:.\\,, 
any effort of the foreign coldions which may be directed acai jc: 
us, and so long as these soldiers have been converted by our );\,. 
ciples and to our principles of liberty; converted to a dj... 
which makes the Stars and Stripes a holier and grander ©:,.) },., 
in - mind’s eye of the foreign soldier than the flag of his fat) 


“Let it be conceded that the mission of this Republic is a <.;.) 
one, not alone to be a light to itself, but to bea lamp for th: \\),, ),. 
earth. Let it be that it is the peculiar mission of {),;. 
people how to gain, maintain, and perpetuate liberty. \,,) ;; 
must be conceded that this may be best attained by comm).:.{,) 
isolation, and when we so declare we have declared in mio) oy. 

hatic terms, in terms irrefutable, that we are protecti .)j.:. 

ut no sooner have we made this declaration clear then we w 
this to be co with 


sh 
one more proposition, which we s)\q)] 
make equally clear; and that is, protection shall be not ali). {,; 
manufactures, but also for agriculture. It shall be effectiy. ,; 
agriculture as it nowis formanufacture. It shall not be a re.jity 
for one and a seeming reality for the other. It shall be acty.)\\ 
real for both. It must be actually real for both, for unless jt bo 
we can have no liberty, for liberty is first of all justice, and thor. 
is no liberty where there is injustice. 
‘* Within the past few years the — of the annexation of 
foreign lands has been submitted an ws. Samoa, the Sand- 
wich Islands, Lower California, and Cuba have been more or |»ss 
minently before the American people for annexation, aid haye 
— rejected. Would these lands have been rejected under free 
trade? In all probabilities, no. For free trade would make of us 
eager seekers of foreign markets and cause us to follow closely 
in the footsteps of Great Britain, and in time we would Jose aij] 
relish for our peculiar institutions in the eager chase after foreign 
markets and in the acquisition of foreign territory. 

“Under free trade commercialism would devour 
and in the end would itself be devoured by anarchy. 
of free trade as a means of supremacy 
sale of our ht for a mess of pottage. To preserve the Re- 
public, and the it for which it stands, we must maintain cow- 
mercial relations with countries as they now are, and 
this would not be the case free trade. 

**Some may criticise this asa farmer's cry. And does not the 
farme uire some attention? Must all our energies and effvrts 
be directed in the interests of manufactures and to the exclusion 

i Would such a policy be in the 


Bip per wen brad a Seeeeeeking to obtain 
any special vantage or privilege re. @ are con- 
ee nn a the adoption of a plan which 
when adopted will as effectually enhance the home market pris 
of ture as protection by a tariff on ge now enhances 
the of manufactures by 


atriotism, 
he getting 
be equivalent to the 


ome market exclusion of the 


it be erring a special to manufacture, nor would 
aeal - vilege on agriculture. It woul 
y give the same privilege to agriculture that is now and has 


been — by manufacture. 

Yo Pg apn Saati unvedites lagi —— Who 
can we, then have class legisla on? No; not 
j ; and the time has come when we may not even have it 


unjustly. 
Aud what is to prevent it? A new economic world condition! 
A condition which we can not and dare not ignore, unless we 11- 
vite destruction. A condition as permanent as progress ani as 
astime. It is here to stay. Wwe must meet it. 
new 


condition? : 

we were the exclusive users of 

. ‘This gave us a world advantage in the 
disposition of 


tural staples. This 
never to be 


now introduced into the 
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“That it is not irrelevant is evident, because even the dullest Mr. CHILTON. I desire to ask the Senator if he does not think 
mind can comprehend that the employment of agricultural ma- there ought to be a bounty also to the railroads that transport the 
chinery is @ t factor in the production of agricultural staples. | goods to the seaports? 

‘That it is true is evident, because it is true that we export Mr. CANNON. I think the railroads have already had their 

000,000 worth of cultural machinery a year, which fact is | bounty. : : 
verified by the Uni States statistics. It is also evident that it Mr. TILLMAN. If not, they have the pooling bill here ready 
is true from the fact that we submit here the catalogues of the | to get it. 

European manufacturers of and dealers in these agricultural ma- Mr. CANNON. So far as I am concerned, if the Senator from 
chines. Here are illustrations of combined harvesters, self-binders, | California will agree to the proposition which I advance 
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mo reapers, seeders, cultivators, gang plows, engines, pumps— Mr. CHILTON. I did not hear the observation of the Senator 
eve which we have, and of which we until recent times were | from South Carolina. 
the exclusive users. (Here see page 3, Senate Document No. Mr. TILLMAN. I said if the railroads have not a bounty, it is 


157.) Itisevident, therefore, that the facts submitted to the Ways | wanes to give it to them in the pooling bill. 

and Means Committee were relevant and true. Mr. CHILTON. I agree with the Senator from South Carolina 
“ both relevant and true, it is important. Being so, it | on that. 

becomes the solemn duty of the Senate to consider it. And it| Everybody understands my position on the pooling bill. I have 

devolves upon this Senate not mierely to assent to the fact, but | been contesting itstrenuously. While Iam on the floor, I willsay 

likewise to point outa method of modification of the adverse state | that, individually, of course I do not wish to give the railroads a 

which the new economic world condition has brought about.” bounty for the transportation of freight, and my suggestion on 
Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- | that point was merely in the line of demonstrating the impracti- 

ment. cability of applying the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment tothe amendment | Mr. CANNON. My reading of history on this subject has not 
will be stated. brought me to the view that it is impracticable to pay a bounty 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment by | upon domestic exports sent in American vessels, but such exami 
inserting after the word ‘‘ tobacco,” in line 15: nation as I have been able to give the sabject has demonstrated to 

Provided, Such export bounties shall be paid only on such of the products | Me and convinced me that we should separate absolutely the two 

as exported in American ships built in the United | bounties. I submit my proposition to the Senator from Califor 

States and documented in the custom-houses under the navigation jaws | nia, and hope that he will reply affirmatively, that we may have 
of the United States, a modified or enlarged amendment which we can both support. 

Mr. PERKINS. The amendment is self-explanatory. While | I yield for the answer. 
we all admit that the agricultural interests of our country are| Mr. PERKINS. The amendment proposed by my friend the 
greatly depressed, the same can be said about our marine com- | Senator from Utah is so simple that he who runs may read. It 
merce, Surely if agriculture is the mother of other industries, | proposes to pay so many cents a pound as an export duty upon 
commerce is her handmaiden, and there is no reason why, if we | wheat, cotton, tobacco, and other articles enumerated; and I am 
are to pay bounties, they should be given to foreign-built | prepared to vote with him upon his proposition provided he will 
vessels, built in othercountries, and operated and manned | confine it to American vessels, vessels built in the United States, 
i, foreigners, and paying their taxes to other governments. | flying the American flag, and documented in the custom-houses of 

erefore if we are to help the great agriculturists of our country, | our country. 
let us at the same time extend a helping hand to the commerce of Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from California permit me? 
our country. The country that builds ships owns those ships, Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 











and the of the worid follows the flag. Mr. ALLEN. What is there to prohibit American-built ves- 
I will not the Senate by enlarging upon this proposition, | sels, under the amendment proposed by the Senator from Califor- 

which in the was so ably dwelt upon at length by the dis- | nia, from absorbing all the benefits of the amendment of the Sen 

tinguished Senator from West Virginia [Mr. E.kins] when he | ator from Utah, and taking the bounty which the farmer himself 

advocated in his discriminating duties upon imports. The | should receive? 

same arguments, same line of reasoning, apply to exports from Mr. CANNON. If the Senator from California will allow me 

our . Today we are paying out to foreign-built vessels | to interpose here, I will state that my proposition to that Senator 


morethan $150,000,000 annually for the carriage of freight exported | was to guard against any absorption of the farmers’ bounty by 
prteenigg, onan cr Ghee sh transportation of people who are trav- | shipowners, and to give to the shipowner a sufficient bounty to 
. Let us, , at the same time that we extend this | justify the Senator and his friends in supporting the original 
hand to the agriculturists, extend our other hand to the | amendment on the floor. I submit this Metinct proposition to 

of our country. the Senator from California: That we shall amend the amend- 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to submit a proposition to the Senator | ment by adding thereto a clause which shall give an additional 
from California as to which perhaps we may all agree. I have a| export bounty of 50 per cent of the original proposition upon all 


strong feeling in favor of the shipping interest of the United | staples sent from the United States in American vessels. 
ar only that it shall be mninteined, but built up, so far as 








r. PERKINS. Inasmuch as the expenditures of our Govern- 
by the extension of just governmental aid. If this shall | ment for the last four years have exceeded its receipts by about 
the amendment, will the Senator vote for the | $40,000,000 per annum and we have increased our national indebt- 

edness $262,000,000, I think we should stop and see what will be 

prepared to vote for the amendment pro- | the revenue to be derived from the bill under consideration, whether 
to the amendment which I have proposed | it will pay the running expenses of our Government, and then 
Senate. I believe then that whatever is given | after we have demonstrated that fact, two years later, we can per- 

or subvention will be given to our own | haps afford to be more liberal to the commerce of our country. 
build ships to transport the products of th the meantime, I join hands with my friend in supporting his 
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and wn people will be the best market in the | amendment if he will join hands with me by saying, ‘‘ We will 
world for the of the farmer. not give thisexport bounty to foreign vessels; we are paying quite 
Mr. BACON, I desire that the amendment of the Senator from | enough to them to-day.” 

to the amendment may be read. Mr. ALLEN. With the permission of the Senator from Utah, 

The PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the | I call the attention of the distinguished Senator from California 

amendment to the amendment. to the fact that the author of this bill, whose name it bears, has 
The amendment to the amendment was again read. said that it will produce $125,000,000 surplus revenue a year. 

Mr. CANNON. If this informal way of holding a caucus does| Mr.CANNON. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will not pur- 


dignity of the Senate, I should like to pro- | sue that line of argument for the moment, because my friend the 
to the Senator from California. Will it | Senator from California and I are going to get together on this 
to have his amendment enlarged so that | proposition if he means what he says and any justice at all will 
the export of agricultural staples | answer the requirement of the shipowner. 
amendment, and an addi- It would be unfair to the Treasury of the United States (jo grant 
the amount upon all export ~~ additional bounty to that proposed. Will the Senator from 
vessels? If Cali 


i 
i 


i 
i 


American the Senator from fornia vote for the proposition as it stands if we take down 20 
let ue — benefiting both of these great industries, | per cent of the bounty proposed for the farmer in the original 
have 80 


| 


segregated and so simplified that | amendment and give it to the American shipowner? I will agree 

aa or ow phage know the exact amount —— him if he will consent to that, that we shall modify the 
whole proposition as it now stands before the Senate, my amend 

. CHILTON. Will the Senator from Utah permit me to ask | ment and his amendment thereto, so that there shall be paid on 


” Oaitinee all exports of staples of the United States from any port of this 
+ Certainly. 


country to any foreign port 80 per cent of the bounty proposed in 


i 
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the original amendment, but if shipped in American vessels there 
shall be added thereto the remaining 20 per cent; and I take it the 
Senator from California would not contend that more than 20 per 
cent of this bounty, ostensibly for the farmer, should go to the 
shipowner. 

r. PERKINS. My friend presents a mathematical proposi- 
tion which I presume we could all solve if we took the time. The 
shipowner takes nothing directly by this plan. The shipowner 
receives no subsidy, no subvention. The shipowner and ship- 
builder are contributing money to pay the bounty to the farmer. 
I simply ask and pro in my amendment to the amendment 
that this bounty, which the mechanics, the laboring man, the 
farmer will pay, shall not be given to the foreign shipowner. It 
is to me the simplest proposition imaginable, and if my friend the 
Senator from Utah accepts my amendment, he gets one vote for 
his amendment as amended. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator from Utah allow me to 
make a suggestion? 
Mr. C ON. Certainly. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. As I understand the amendment offered 
by the Senator from California, it would take $4,500,000 out of the 
ury. An amount equal to 50 oo cent of the bounty given 
the American farmer would give the shipowner $25,000,000. 
It seems to me that the Senator from Utah will get the worst of 
the trade, for if the amendment offered by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia is not adopted, he will not vote for the amendment of the 
Senator from Utah. Therefore the Senator from Utah is trading 
with the Senator from California to receive nothing in return, as 
the amendment of the Senator from California is sure not to be 


— 
r. PERKINS, It ought to be. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do hope, if the Senator from Utah will per- 
mit me, that he will not belittlethis question by any trafficking of 
that kind. Let it stand on its broad merits—9,000,000 farmers 
and only about 100,000 men engaged in transportation on the sea. 
We do not want to traffic away the rights of the 9,000,000 with 
those fellows. I do not say that in any invidious sense. 

Mr. CANNON. The distinguished Senator from South Caro- 
lina has demonstrated to us to-day that this is all a traffic. Un- 
seemly as this traffic may be on the floor of the Senate, there 
are some of us who unfortunately have no other way of caucusing 
with those who think partly as we do; and I am compelled to have 
my personal conference with the Senator from California upon 
the floor of the Senate. 

The Senator from California will not, I think, escape the logic 
of this proposition. If the American farmer may ship his staple 
surplus to any country of the world where there exists a market, 
in any vessel flying any flag, he will receive an enhancement of 
= equal to that bounty. I do not think the Senator from Cali- 

ornia will contend against that declaration. If, on the other 
hand, the farmer of the United States, the producer of export sta- 
ples, is es before he can have any benefit of this bounty, to 
ship his wheat or cotton or corn or tobacco in ships flying the 
American flag, it is er adding to the burden of protection 
which he must c in behalf of other interests than his own. 
He will get no benefit from it for yearstocome. We will build 
7 a great merchant marine, perhaps, in the United States for the 
nited States, as one was built up for Great Britain under her 
ee, law, but I call the attention of the Senator from 
California to the fact that the great origin of this proposition of 
the shi ane of the United — > em rape oe 
export-bounty law was passed purely for the benefit of the ship- 
—— to build up a merchant aaiie and not for the benefit of 
culture. 
do not believe, under circumstances which would be created 
by the adoption of the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from California, the farmer, in whose behalf this appeal has been 
made, would receive the benefit intended by the original amend- 
ment, but I am willing, although the proposition may be de- 
nominated as trafficking, to come to some arrangement with the 
Senator from California. Surely, with his intimate knowledge of 
the needs of agriculture and his great experience with shipping, 
he can decide what popertes of ap bounty of this char- 
acter ought to go and would go to the American shipmaster. 
Either American shipping would receive an additional benefit in 
the rates to be paid for transportation, or else there is no object 
in the amendment pro by the Senator from California. 

Once more I renew the request. If 20 per cent of the entire 
bounty is not satisfactory to the shipowners of America, if that 
will not be sufficient to build up our merchant marine, then I will 
make it 25 per cent. I shall be willing, sir, in order to obtain the 
See: docharmnnt thes 96 por atebal tea sotainel Geopeet brand 

oor, to consen t 75 per cen 0 pro un 
on ultural export staples shall be a bounty absolutely to the 
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will go directly to the shipping interests of America, and th. 75 
per cent will go directly to the agricultural interests. We w:)} 
accomplish th o great object, and we will know the exact amount 
of governmental aid extended to the two great interests. | asi 
the Senator from California if he will consent to that arrange. 
ment, and will then vote for the measure? . 

Mr. PERKINS. Only one word in reply. My friend insists 
upon placing me in a false light. I am asking nothing in the 
shape of a subsidy for American ships. I am asking nosubventioy 
and no aid. I simply say that this aid to be given by our people 
to the farmer in the form of a subsidy shall not be granted unless 
he ships in American vessels. I care not to modify my amend. 
ment. If the Senator does not accept it, it shows that ho is in 
favor of one interest in the country and does not favor the other, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Utah allow me’ 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Icall the attention of the Senator from ('a)j- 
fornia to the difference between the American shipowner and the 
American farmer, There are no taxes on the shipowner. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The tariff does not fall on him, 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But the farmers are to-day being strip) ed of 
their hard earnings on everything they buy by reason of the tariff 
protection given to the manufacturers, and we are trying siiply 
to get compensation or equality or equity. : 

r. CANNON. The question can not remain justly in the at- 
titude in which it was placed by the last remark of the Senator 
from California, who says that if I do not accept his amendment 
I demonstrate thereby that I amin favor of one interest as against 
another. I do not desire to be offensive to the Senator from (ali- 
fornia, but surely his remark re more seriously upon him 
than u me. Hesayshe is willing to vote for the export bounty, 
notwithstanding the t burden which it will lay upon the 
Treasury of the United States, if only the shipping interests are 
taken care of, and if the shipping interests can not havea bounty, 
Iam left to infer that he will not vote for the amendment, nor 
will he vote for it if I make the proposition now that the shipping 
interests shall be insured 25 per cent of the bounty. 

Mr. President, I am in favor of trea all classes of American 
citizens alike under this bill, and that is the reason why I proposed 
this export bounty. I will not accept the amendment under the 
circumstances. I will leave this question in its present simple 
attitude, so far as I am concerned, to be fought out before the 

le of the United States if it shall fail in Congress, as 

oubtless it will. I would not consent to have the amendment to 
the amendment added in its present form. The farmer already 
has too much dealing with the complication of tariff bills, and he 
would never know whether he was to receive—and I doubt very 
much whether he would ever know that he had received—any of 
the export bounty if I were to accept the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from California. 

Therefore I shall resist it, and I trust that all those who favor 
the proposition of an export bounty in behalf of the farmer will 
vote against the amendment to the amendment, and not only that, 
but that all those le who do not believe ene subsidies 
and subventions e er, Rompres ill vote against it. 
The Senator from California will have ey on many occa- 
sions to present his proposition. WhatI have said is not in an- 

necessarily to the interests of the United States. 
. PERKINS. It is evident that the friends of the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Utah do not look with favor 
upon shipping the product of our farms in American ships, but 
by implication would rather give it to foreign countries. The 
Japanese Government to-day is pa: a larger subsidy to its line 
of steamers plying the Ocean was ever given to any 
steamship line before with vessels of the same tonnage and 
capacity. The Ja operate their ships for from 40 to 50 per 
cent less than we ericans operate our vessels. But enough of 
this. As the friends of the amendment do not seem disposed to 
accept the amendment to the amendment, indeed, they say they 
will resist it, I withdraw it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
is withdrawn. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Utah how 
he proposes to the 10 cents a on wheat, 50 cents a bar- 
rel on wheat and so on, into hands of the farmer. | 
observe here that it is to be paid exporter of the articles, 

is trade, I presume. 

eee will come out of 
will not be waylaid, so 
honest farmer be <e- 


ucer of the staples, and that 25 per cent of it shall be added | rience 


the exports be sent abroad in American ships. The 25 per cent 
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its way to the farmer for his benefit will not be waylaid some- 
where and captured by brigandage. Many things have started 
toward the farmer that never arrived, and it is barely possible 
that under some manifestation of cunning, which I can not now 
conceive, some one else would get this; but as some one else gets 
everything else anyhow, and he will only be retaining that which 
he has already, let us make the attempt to reach the farmer with it. 

Mr. LIN Y. Isuggest to the Senator, with his permission, 
that the guaranty to the farmer here is equally as good as the 
guaranty to the laborer that he will get the benefit of tariff taxa- 

n. Is it not? 
4 CANNON. It is even better, because we have had demon- 
strated to us that the laborer does not get the benefit in the other 
case, We may have a doubt as to the extent, but the weight of 
the ent is on my side in the comparison of the two cases. 
There is not any doubt in the other case. That has gone into the 

t. We know that the laborer in many cases did not receive 
the benefit of protection. 

Mr. LINDSAY. With the permission of the Senator, I will ask 
him what he has to say in answer to the intimation of the Senator 
from California [Mr. Perkins], that it is only a question between 
the foreign shipowner and the American shipowner as to which 
will get the benefit of this bounty? 

Mr. CANNON. I thought that the Senator from California was 
alittle unfair in intimating that the friends of this amendment had 

iven inferential approval to the idea of shipping these American 
ucts in foreign vessels rather than in American vessels. 





a declaration that the foreign shipmaster would receive this 


bounty in lieu of the American shipmaster if we had free access | 


toa ship flying any flag in any port of the United States with which 
to send out these exports. 

But I call the attention of the Senator from California to one 
weak point, to which I had not intended to allude had it not been 
for the remark of the Senator from Kentucky. The moment the 
Senator from California says that with free trade in the shipment 
of these exports the foreign shipowner will get the bounty, just 
that moment he proves that if his amendment were adopted the 
domestic shipowner would get every cent of it. He disproved his 
own case. e only proper thing to do, after making that admis- 
sion, by which he gave his case away, was to withdraw the plea. 

Mr. PERKINS. Admitting the statement of the Senator t rom 
Utah to be true, it would be the people of the United States who 
were receiving the money instead of the people of Japan, England, 
and other foreign countries. The money would be in our own 
comntry aoe our own people. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from California permit a ques- 
tion, with the permission of the Senator from Utah? Is it not 
true and has it not been announced repeatedly in this Chamber 
that 90 per cent of the men who are manning our ships are for- 
eigners, and therefore the argument that is usually used by pro- 
tectionists does not apply to the seamen? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think the Senator from Nebraska is mis- 
taken. That applied to only one line of vessels plying upon the 
Atlantic. It is not true that there are 90 per cent of foreigners in 
our vessels. In the coasting trade of the United States 90 per 
cent are American citizens, and as to those engaged in the foreign 
trade, no one can have a license as an officer of a vessel unless he 
is an American citizen. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am talking about the foreign trade and the 
men who are to get the benefit of this bounty, as the Senator pro- 


poses, 

Mr. PERKINS. It would be sailing ships principally, and we 
would build up a great shipping industry in our State. We voted 
the other day to place a §2 duty upon lumber. My friend from 
South Carolina thought we would buy the pitch pine from the 
Carolinas and put it into our vessels, and our mechanics would be 
— and patronizing the farmer and using the product of the 
80 


Mr. ALLEN. I understand all that. 

Mr. PERKINS. No one industry in this country can be pro- 
tected without kindred interests being benefited thereby. 

Mr. ALLEN. WhatI call] the attention of the Senator from 
California to (and I hope he will not run away from the point or 
amplify it by argument) is to the fact that the large majority of 
seamen who man the American vessels carrying the foreign trade 


are of birth and owe allegiance to some other country —— 
Mr. PERKING I think that applies only to the American line 
of between New York and Great Britain. 
Mr. . And so much has that been the case that we have 
been to take foreigners into our Navy. 
I Mr. a that on all ogy American sites, and 
speak advisedly as coasting trade, 90 per cent of them are 
American citizens. 


any ALLEN. But the coasting trade is not at all affected by 
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There | 
isno such idea; and there can not be maintained here or elsewhere | 





| bounty on it, making it 55 or 60 cents, he will look after that. 


| which could transport it. 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah is entitled to 
the floor. Does he yield further? 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield to the Senator from Nevada [| Mr, 
STEWART] for an inquiry. 

Mr. STEWART. I want to make an observation. 
set the gentlemen right. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield for an observation, then. 

Mr. STEWART. [ will make an observation to set them right. 
It is proposed to mix up another question with the amendment 
under consideration, cal that is the shipping interests. I am in 
favor of reaching that, but the direct way to do it is to do it gen- 
erally and to do it as it was done by the first act of Congress, by 
a less duty on articles brought in American ships, and make it 
apply all around. Such a provision belongs to the whole tariff 
system. But do not make an exception here and attempt to hitch 
it on this particular branch. It ought to be made to apply to the 
whole measure if we are going to do anything with it. 

Then one word as to the absurdity of the claim that some one 
else would get the bounty and not the farmer. It will be so much 
paid on wheat, and the farmer will understand that there is so 
much more on his wheat, and he will not be likely to sell it with- 
out taking that fact into consideration. If wheat is worth 50 
cents a bushel, he will look out for that 50 cents. If thereisa 
He 


I want to 


can look after one part of it as well as the other. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Utah allow me a word? 
Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I call the attention of the Senator from Cali- 


| fornia tothe fact that the poverty of the American shipping inter- 


est, the diminutiveness of it, the disgraceful condition, so to speak, 
in which it now exists, was emphasized the other day by the fact 
that when we wanted to send a shipload of corn, wheat, and 


| other charitable contributions to the starving people of India 


we did not have an American vessel! carrying the American flag 
Your proposition amounts to this, that 
you must wait five, ten, or twenty years until a certain lot of 
capitalists, who are now wealthy and have grown wealthy by all 
the stealings which they have gotten from the farmers, shall go 
into another industry and build up a carrying trade to transport 
the product before any benefit is to be derived from a bounty. 

Mr. PERKINS. I simply want to correct the history of my 
friend. The City of Everett sailed from San Francisco, carrying 
some 3,000 tons of wheat and other cereals to the people of India, 
which were contributed by the charitable people of this country. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am only speaking of the resolution which 
passed the Senate. You donot deny the authenticity of it? Now, 
another word. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
me a word? 

Mr. TILLMAN. 


Will the Senator from South Carolina allow 


Certainly; but this is a crisscross kind of a 


debate. 
Mr. CHANDLER. It has some reference to the remark of the 
Senator. As almost everything has been discussed in this debate, 


I want to state to the Senate that the ship which we authorized to 
be employed in New York to take the New York contributions 
to India is not to be hired. The money is tobe saved. The grain 
that has been contributed is to be sold in New York, and the 
money has already been sent by telegraphic transfer to India. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Do they eat money in India? 

Mr. CHANDLER. This is a slight contribution of mine to the 
debate, and it is quite as pertinent as many things that have been 


said. 

Mr. TILLMAN. One more word in answer to the question of the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray}. He asks you what assur- 
ance you have or how you would go about proving that the farmer 
would get the benefit of this bounty? I am going to tell you a 
very simple fact that he will acknowledge, and which will dem- 
onstrate that you can not keep the farmer from getting it. This 
is the reason: There can not be two prices of wheat upon the 
market; you can not have a price for export and a price for home 
consumption. The amount that will be paid for wheat in the 
market will depend upon the amount of the bounty. After the 
export price has been fixed in Europe, then that plus the bounty 
will be the domestic price; and it will be 10 cents more a bushel 
here minus the transportation charge. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Utah will proceed. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, I have been holding the floor 

urely for the purpose of answering the Senator from Delaware, 
if I were able, and I was only led into a slight digression because 
of his use of the word “ waylaid,” which struck me as being a 
matter for very grave consideration at this time, in view of the 
fact that here was a very grave avowal of an attempt absolutely 
to waylay and completely to confiscate the whole of the bounty. 

I leave the question of the shipping interest entirely upon the 
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final admission of the Senator from California, who admits the 
logic of my contention as deduced from his remarks and his prop- 


’ osition. 


The Senator from Delaware doubtless will admit it to be a fact 
that when we send abroad wheat or cotton to be sold at the world’s 
market price, the exporter, by this bounty, if the amendment shall 
become a part of the law, will receive from the Treasury of the 
United States the amount of money specified in the amendment. 
I do not mean aow necessarily that the farmer will receive it, but 
in order to assert an indisputable proposition I maintain, and ask 
the Senator from Delaware if it be not correct, that the exporter 
of an American staple, if the amendment shall become a part of 
the law, will receive for that staple the world’s market price plus 
= amount which he draws out of the Treasury of the United 

tates. 

If it were possible, and I do not adr it that it would be, for the 
exporters of our agricultural staple, as contradistinguished from 
the producers of our agricultural — which goes abroad, to 
waylay every dollar of the bounty and confiscate it to their own 
use and their own aggrandizement, still the farmer would receive 
all the enhancement of price within the domestic market, which 
is very much larger than that abroad, because the men who deal 
in wheat and the men who deal in cotton or the other staples 
would not allow an ounce of any one of the commodities to be 
sold in the American market except at the international price 
plus the bounty. They certainly would not sell it at one cent less 
than they could get, and as by exporting they could get the world’s 
price plus the Government bounty, those things would be sold in 
the domestic market at the international price plus the Govern- 
ment bounty. 

The quotations of wheat, therefore, in Chicago, which govern 
the prices to the commission houses in the agricultural districts, 
the quotations of cotton on the New York exchange, which govern 
the prices in the Southern commission houses, would regulate the 

ice which the farmer and planter would receive for his products. 
Pa not think it possible, under any circumstances, that any con- 
siderable portion of this bounty 1 be — unless under 
some more mysterious form, unless some other proposition of 
brigandage shall be introduced here which we can not expose so 

y as the one recently offered and just withdrawn. 

Mr. GRAY. Iamas loath as anyone to continue this debate, 
and I will say only a word in answer to what the Senator from 
Utah has just stated. An ounce of experience is worth a good 
deal of theory to the pound. UnlessI have been misinformed, the 
whole effect of the export bounty on sugar given by European 
governments for the export of beet sugar goes to the exporters 
and not to the farmers and producers. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Utah [Mr, Cannon]. 

Mr. CHANDLER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcz]. Iam informed 
that he would vote “nay” if present. I will therefore vote. I 
vo “ nay. » 

Mr. TILLMAN (when Mr. McLavurin’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. McLaurtn] is absent, and is paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. Prircwarp}. 4 colleague au- 
thorized me to state that if he were here, he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was an ns Tam paired 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLauriy]. 
Tf he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). I havea standing 
= with the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. Not 

owing how he would vote, I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN when his name waacalled). I am paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Taugston]. Ido not know how 
he would vote. If he were present, I should vote * yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name waséalled). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TurRNER]. Not know- 
7“ ow that Senator would vote if present, I withhold my vote. 

tr. WILSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Florida {Mr. Pasco]. Iam not ad how he 
would vote on this question, but I think he would vote “nay.” 
However, I will wi ld my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I inquire if the senior Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Mus} has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam paired with that Senator. I suggest 
to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TrLLMan] that the 
ator from Nebraska {Mr. TaursTon] may stand paired with the 
senior Senator from {[Mr. MILLS}, so as to enable us both 
to vote. 


Mr, TILLMAN. All right, sir. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. TILLMAN. I vote “yea.” 
_ Mr. CHANDLER (after having voted in the negative), | am 
informed that if the senior Senator from Colorado [ Mr. T):; | ; R] 
were present he would vote “yea.” Therefore I will pair it} 
him, and withdraw my vote. , 

The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 59; as follows: 


YEAS—10. 


Allen, Harr Pe 
Butler, Heitfeld, honk , “iam. 
Cannon, Mantle, Stewart, 


NAYS—59. 


pion, Pettus, 

-on, Platt, Co 

Baker, Me Platt! N.Y. 

Bate, M Proctor, 

Berry, y; 

Burrows, wiins, 

ear, Martin, Sewell, 

Gray, Mason. Smith, 
Hale, 


Hanna, Morgan, 
Gey. Harris, Tenn. Morrill, . 
Cockrell, Hawley, Murphy, Walthall, 
Cullom, Hoar, Nelson, Wellington, 
Davis, Jones, Ark. Penrose, Wetmore. 
Deboe, Kenney, Perkins, 


NOT VOTING—20. 


Aldrich, Hansbrough, Pasco, 

Chandler, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, Warren, 
Daniel, fe Shoup, White, 
George, 5 Teller, Wilson, 
Gorman, Thurston, Wolcott. 


So Mr. CANNON’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. In accordance with the understanding day be- 
fore yesterday, I ask that-we now return to the sugar schedule— 
Schedule E. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read. 

The Secretary. Schedule E.—Sugar, molasses, and manufac- 
turesof. The Committee on Finance report tostrike out paragraph 
206, in the following words: 


206. Sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, tank bottoms, sirips 
of cane juice, melada, concentrated me’ concrete and concentrated mo- 


oo ae the inriacope not aye leent per pound, and 


ic test three one-hun- 

dredths of 1 cent per additional, fractions of a degree in propor- 
Soe sae sugar above No. 16 ae Saw in color, and on an sae . 
w gone through a refining, 1 cent e undred and 
seventy-five Guekhounuiihe of oe : Spollasses testing abov : 1) 
and above 56 3 per gallon; testing 56 degrees and 
above, 6 cents per gallon; sugar and sugar sweepings shall be su) - 
ject to duty as molasses or sugar, as ease may be, according to polari- 
: tank bottoms, cane juice or beet juice, melada, 

concrete trated ane. te product 

which directly or a bounty on the export 
nether Seondeed beni aah in aeeatick ee een therefrom, 


rates, a duty equal to such 


Turner, 


or in ay affect Visions of the treaty 
of commercial reeiproc| States and the King 
of the Hawaiian on the 30th day of January, 1875, or the provisions of 
any act of Congress heretofore passed for the execution of the same. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

206. Sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, tank bottoms, siru}s 
of cane juice and of beet concentrated concrete and 
Sa ear aEneneeieaterevery additional 

2 seventy-nine cen orevery addition: 

sions a Seceeenreraten rp hundred No 16 Dat Sedard 

al a oO. ch standara 

in color, and that has a of refining, one an( six 

teen heneirede of ene Seal eer bea oad te atin thereto, on al! the 
foregoing, 35 per cent ad valorem. ; 

not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, tank bottoms, siru)s of 

melada, concrete and con- 

not more than &7 degrees. > 

above 40 and not more than 56 degrees, 

3, 8 cents per 


beet-sugar fac 


Mr. . Will the Senator from South Dakota allow m:°: 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish simply to make an announcem: nt 


very briefly. 

“At the end of line 15, on 66—that is, at the end of the sugar 
a — offer ask to a. a ad on 
ment whic keane: articies 
af Gee 1 denice eaten tek ebdien ater ob tae beginnivz 
of duty. now nning 
of the consideration of the schedule. : 

Mr. ALLISON. In accordance with the notice given a day ot 








1897. 


ince, I ask that the Senate may vote negatively or that the 
tr maniteee may be permitted to withdraw its amendment, printed 





in italics, on line 20, on page 64, and ending with line 
20, on page 65, originally proposed as a substitute for para- 


h 206. 
othe VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the with- 
drawal of the amendment proposed by the committee as a substi- 
tute for 206, and the offering of a new one? 

Mr. J Arkansas. There is no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. That can be done by unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Noobjection being made, the amend- 
ment of the committeeis withdrawn. The committee proposes an 
amendment to the paragraph, which will be read. 

TheSECRETARY. TheCommitteeon Finance propose, on page 63, 
line 22, 206, to strike out ‘‘ eight hundred and seventy- 
five one-thousandths” and insert ‘‘ ninety-five one-hundredths;” so 
as to make the paragraph read: 


206. § not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, tank bottoms, sirups 
of cane melada, concentrated melada, concrete and concentrated mo- 
lasses, by the riscope not above 75 degrees, | cent per pound, and 
for every egree shown by the polariscopic test, three one hun- 
dredths of 1 cent per pound additional, and fractions of a degree on poaper 
tion; and on sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, and on sugar 
which has through a of refining, 1 cent and ninety-five one- hun- 


cent per ; molasses testing above 40 degrees and not above 
56 degrees, 3 cents per gallon; testing 55 de sand above, 6 cents per gal- 
jon; sugar drainings and sugar sweepings shall be subject to duty as molas- 
ses or sugar, as the case may be, according to polariscopic test; sugars, tank 
bottoms, sirups, cane juice or beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, and 
concrete and concentrated molasses, the product of any country which pays, 
directly or indirectly, a bounty on the export thereof, whether imported di: 
rectly and in condition as exported therefrom, or otherwise, shall pay, in 
addition to the foregoing rates, a duty equal to such bounty, or so much 
thereof as may be in-excess of any tax collected by such country upon such 

rted article, or upon the beet or cane from which it was produced: Pro- 
vided. That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to abrogate or 
in any manner —— or affect the provisions of the treaty of commercial 
reciprocity concl between the United States and the King of the Ha- 
walla Islands on the 30th day of January, 1875, or the provisions of any act 
of Congress heretofore for the execution of the same. 


Mr. ALLISON. Before we proceed to consider that amend- 
ment, I desire to say that, on page 64, after the word ‘ test,” in 
line 3, down to and including the word ‘‘ produced,” in line 12, the 
committee recommend that these lines be stricken from the bill, 
the same paragraph in substance being inserted on page 195, sec- 
tion 8, making this countervailing duty apply to articles in- 
stead of to this article alone. I ask that that may be done. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator from Iowa propose 
to take thatamendment up now? I prefer that it should be passed 
over. I shonld like an nity to examine it. 


Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I also desire to give notice that I 
shall ask at a later | in the consideration of the bill that the 


proviso, in line 12, on page 64, be passed over and 
a considered at this time, that being the question relating to 
waiian sugar. 

I desire to say in this connection, that although it has often 
been repeated that the Committee on Finance, or a majority of 
the committee, recommended that a duty should be imposed upon 
Hawaiian sugar by the operation of this bill, the committee never 
made such a declaration and never had such a purpose. That 
question was not —— = ——— to the me - 
proposing a provision, intending that, when reported. it sho 
— over until fhe matter should be fully considered. At a 

day it be that the committee will offer an amendment 
to this aeuan for the present we ask unanimous consent that 
it may LF ee over. 
Mr. J of Arkansas. I think that this provision ought to 
be cons while we are considering the sugar schedule. I do 
= object to the Senator's proposition that a vote on it shall not 
now. 
. ALLISON, I mean that we shall not vote on it to-day. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to that. 
Mr. ALLISON. I have asked that it shall be passed over tem- 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think it pertinent that it should be 
considered in connection with the rest of this schedule. 
ALLISON. It is a pertinent matter of debate, of course, in 
the spe consideration of the subject. I ask that we pass over 

a that a of bill that is found between 

on a 
ma the oy. A Tt the ball aes _ the aeons — 
e to the abrogation o 

the Hawaiian “at ager over? ee J ai 
0 provisions to whic ave calle 
attention are to be passed over for the present. 
There was so much confusion and noise in 
the Chamber that I could not hear what the Senator said. 


¥ 
* 
Tt 
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countervailing duties, the committee having inserted a new pro- 
vision covering that same subject. It is found on page 195 of the 
bill as section 3. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, it seems to me that the 
first amendment which onght to be offered to this paragraph is to 
strike out the words “‘ and on all suar.” in line 10. page 63, and I 
hope the committee will be willing to accept that amendment. 
The purpose is clear. Beginning at the semicolon above, in line 
19, the language reads: 

And on sugar above No.16 Dutch standard in color. and on all sugar which 
has gone through a processof refining, | cent and eight hundred and seventy 
five ope-thousandths of 1 cent per pound , 


If the committee amendment should be adopted, it would be 1 
cent and ninety-five one-hundredths of a cent per pound. The 
effect of striking out the four words I have indicated would be to 
limit this tax of 1 cent and ninety-five one-hundredths of a cent 
per pound, if the Senate should adopt the amendment of the Sen- 
ate .committee—which I hope it will not do—to such sugar as is 
above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, and it will not apply to 
classes of sugars which are under 16 Dutch standard in color or 
which have gone through a process of refining. 

As is well known to the Senator in charge of this bill, there are 
sugars imported in great quantities mto this country and largely 
used which test about 88 degrees in saccharine strength, which 
are below 16 Dutch standard in color, and which have gone through 
a process of refining; and these low-grade, cheap sugars, which 
would not sell for but very little more and which have very little 
more value in the market than raw sugars, testing && degrees, 
ought not to pay the higher specific tax, which is intended to keep 
the high-grade sugars out of the American market. 

Without regard to the contention which exists between the two 
sides of the Chamber on this general sugar schedule, I think no 
Senator who examines this proposition can fail to see the justice 
of striking these words out, so that the tax of $1.95 per hundred 
pounds, which is now proposed by the committee, shall not be ap- 
plied to sugar which is practically raw sugar. 

I have samples here of sugar. This sugar [exhibiting] tests 87 
degrees. Itisarefined sugar. It has but little more value than 
raw sugar testing about the same. It is not right that that sugar 
should bear the same specific tax that that sugar should [exhibit 
ing]; it is not just; and I hope the members of the Senate will not 
agree to such a provision, and I hope the Senate committee will 
not insist upon it. 

I propose, Mr. President—and I may as well give notice of it 
now—to strike out also, in lines 21 and 22, on page 63, these words, 
“one cent and eight hundred and seventy-five one-thousandths of 
one cent” and insert “twelve and a half one-hundredths of a 
cent.” 

The effect of this proposed amendment, if it should be adopted, 
will be to apply the rate of taxation now proposed by the commit- 
tee to the low-grade sugar, and apply the same rate of taxation to 
the high-grade sugar in proportion to its saccharine strength, and 
that on refined sugar there shall be a tax of twelve anda half one- 
hundredths of a cent in addition to the tax levied by the general 
provisions of the bill. 

Under the bill as it stands at present the proposition is to levy a 
tax on low-grade sugar of 1 cent per pound on sugar not above 75 
degrees in saccharine strength and three one-hundredths of a cent 


per pound additional for each degree above that. If that is ap 
plied to raw sugar, why not let it go through refined sugar as well, 


and then put a clear, distinct difference between the tax on raw 
and refined sugar stated explicitly, so that the members of the 
Senate and the people of the country can know exactly the differ 
ence we propose to give between refined and rawsugar? As it is, 
we have this provision applying to raw sugar, and instead of ap- 
plying the same provision to raw sugar and then adding one- 
eighth of a cent more, which the present law allows, and under 
which the refining interests have lived, we propose to put a spe- 
cific tax on refined sugar of $1.95 on a hundred pounds. 

Mr. President, in a new country, such as ours was a century 
ago, where there was no accumulation of wealth, it was doubtless 
necessary for each member of the community to contribute from 
the proceeds of his daily labor toward the support of the Govern- 
ment under which he lived; but when there has been an accumu 
lation of wealth, when the community has grown rich, then it 
would seem just and fair that the entire burden of taxation of all 
sorts ought to fall on the wealth of the community rather than 
upon the daily labor of its citizens. It is especially improper in a 
Government like ours that there should be any tax on the homes 
of the people. We exempt churches and schools from taxation for 
obvious reasons, and I believe that when there is a sufficient ac- 
cwnulation of surplus wealth, of hoarded wealth. to justify it, that 
the homes of the people, and all the things that go to make up a 
home, as well as the persons composing the community, should be 
exempt from the exactions of the taxgatherer. i 

The home is the nursery of manhood, virtue, and patriotism. 
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Without the foundations laid by the mothers and fathers and ing the House rate of 1 cent and eight hundred and seventy. 


homes, the churches and the schools would accomplish little. The 
home js the very foundation of the Republic, and ought not to be 
taxed, directly or indirectly. The system of taxation prevailing 
in this country at this time is, however, the exact reverse of this. 
It began in the infancy and poverty of the Republic, and has been 
continuously kept up to this time. It is not surprising that 
reforms intended to shift the burdens of the Government from the 

r tothe rich and powerful are very difficult of accomplishment, 

or obvious reasons. 

There has never been any serious effort to take a substantial 
step in this direction but once, and this effort was promptly sup- 
pressed by the Supreme Court when it declared the income-tax 
provision of the Wilson bill unconstitutional. No more just, fair, 
or equitable tax has ever been laid; but wealth is always unwilling 
to do even its fair share toward the support of the Government. 
In the administration of the present system of laying taxes upon 
homes and men rather than upon wealth, of taxing people aceord- 
ing to consumption rather than according to ability to pay, the 
Democratic and Republican parties have differed materially. 

Democrats have always insisted, and yet insist, that there is no 
power given to the Government to collect taxes except for public 
purposes, and this only, while the Republicans have exercised the 
right to levy taxes to provide for private benefit. For the reason 
that almost all the tax possible of collection on sugar goes into 
the public Treasury, sugar has always been regarded by Demo- 
crats as a desirable subject of taxation, so long as the present sys- 
tem continues. Four-fifths, perhaps nine-tenths, of the sugar con- 
sumed in the country is imported. Hence when the cost of sugar 
is increased to consumers by tariff taxes, four-fifths or nine-tenths 
of this added cost or tax goes into the Treasury. Republicans 
have never liked a sugar tax for this reason. A tax on woolen 
goods, on the contrary, is their ideal tax, because four-fifths to 
nine-tenths of the cea goods consumed in the country are made 
here, and whatever increase in cost of woolens may come from 
taxation goes, four-fifths to nine-tenths, to the woolen manufac- 
turer, and one-fifth to one-tenth to the Government. Hence the 
woolen tax is the ideal Republican tax, while the sugar tax has 
been the ideal Democratic tax. 

The present President was reported some years since to have 
said, upon taking the chair to preside over some Republican meet- 
ing, that as between tariff for revenue with incidental protection, 
or a tariff for protection with incidental revenue, he was decidedly 
in favor of the latter. This clearly illustrates the difference in 
Republican and Democratic ideas of administering this present 
system of taxation. As long as the present system of raising rev- 
enue by taxation upon consumption and not upon wealth is al- 
lowed to exist, I am in favor of a tax on sugar rather than a tax 
on woolen goods, and for these reasons. 

I believe, however, the time has come when the people of the 
country should insist on the burdens of taxation being placed 
upon the wealth of the country, and that manhood and home, like 
churches and schools, should go untaxed. 

The Senator from Rhode Island in charge of this bill, who I 
regret is not physically able to be present now, in his speech at 
the beginning of the consideration of the bill stated to the Senate 
that the proposed Senate schedule, then reported from the com- 
mittee, gave less protection to the sugar refiners than was given 
by the original ill as it came from the House—the Dingley bill. 
I will read it, so that there may be no mistake about what the 
Senator from Rhode Island said: 

This table shows that the differential between raw and refined by 
the Senate proposition varies from 9.77 to 15.40 cents per 100 pounds, while the 
differential in the House bill varies from 12.20 to 17.35 cents per 100 pounds. 

The majority of the Senate Finance Committee have abandoned 
this proposition of giving the sugar refiners a smaller margin than 
they had in the House bill, and they have returned to all that was 

ven them by the House bill, and Have increased the margin of 

ifference in favor of the sugar refiners from what it was in the 
bill as it came from the House. Thére was an understanding 
around the Senate Chamber that there would be difficulty in hav- 
ing this provision as reported by the Senate Committee adopted 
by the Senate, because of the feeling of antagonism to the dispo- 
sition to give the sugar refiners a larger margin of profit than was 
given by that bill, though, according to the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, it gave a smaller margin of profit than 
was given by the Dingley bill. This has been abandoned, to the 
astonishment of all of us who believed in the good faith of those 
criticisms. 

The present proposition coming from the Finance Committee 
— the sugar refiners a higher m than even the House gave. 

t pro to increase the profit of the sugar refiners in every 
single point from top to bottom. ’ 
e House provided that the tax should be 1 cent = on 

raw sugar not above 75 de; , and three one-hun ths of a 
cent per pound for each additional degree. Then, instead of tak- 
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one-thousandths of a cent on ed sugars, which, according to 


the calculation of Mr. Dine.ey, the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee of the House, would amount to twelve ang one- 
half one-hundredths of a cent, the Senate committee increase the 
tax on refined sugar from 1 cent and eight hundred and sey); 
five one-thousandths of a cent a pound to 1 cent and ninety-five 
one-hundredths, increasing the margin of difference between t}. 
raw sugar and the refined seven and one-half one-hundredthis «; 4 
cent in addition to all that had been allowed by the House bill, ay 
which was declared by the Senator from Rhode Island to be greater 
than the amount allowed by the original proposition of the Se), 
committee. 

If such was the purpose of the managers of this bill, it would je 
well enough for them to avow it and let it be known, let it be 
understood. 

I stated a few minutes ago that I am in favor of a tax on sugar 
as long as we resort to the present system of raising the reyeyje 
of the country, because the overwhelming majority of the money 
raised in this way goes into the Treasury, and because it is not 4 
means of legislating money out of the masses of the people gener. 
ally and into the hands of the few, except in an exceedingly |i1)- 
ited way. But, while I am in favor of a sugar tax, I believe the 
sugar tax should be so laid as to bear as lightly as possible upon 
those who consume sugar, and that there should be no especial 
benefit given to anybody by the way the sugar tax is arranye1. 

There is another gross injustice in the method of comparison 
which the committee has given out to the world. The Senator 
from Rhode Island in his opening speech stated that the compari- 
sons ought to be made between what is called the first-marks (er- 
man sugar and raw sugar. It is not fair to institute a compari- 
son between first-marks German sugar and raw sugar for the 
reason that the first-marks German sugar does not compare with 
the American product made from the raw sugar; and when you 
are figuring up the difference between the amount of money 
which ought to go to the manufacturers of refined sugar. you 
ought to take into consideration the grade of German sugar which 
is equal to the American sugar. 

Mr. President, there is nothing that so well establishes a fact 
such as an object lesson. Here in this vial fexhibiting) is a 
sample of the first-marks German sugar. This is the kind of 
sugar with which these gentlemen insist the comparison ougiht 
to be made. Here is a sample of the sugar made by the sugar re- 
finers of the United States. [Exhibiting.] This came from the 
refinery of Havemeyer & Elder. The two speak for themselves. 
Noman can doubt the difference between the two. When we 
are talking about the difference in the margin of price between 
the two, we ought not to measure the difference by the difference 
between this sugar and raw sugar, but between this sugar |«x- 
hibiting] and raw sugar, because this is the American product, 
and this is the article the American refiners propose to sell, aud 
the price of this sugar in the market is the value that ought to 
determine the difference between the raw sugar and the retined. 
The Senator from Rhode Island said the proper estimate was to 
be made with this sugar at $2.30 a hund unds. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Rhode Island, as I under- 
stood him, simply gave. the ne of the granulated sugar at Ham- 

y. 


ite 


burg on a particular did not understand him to make a 
contention on the matter about which the Senator speaks now— 
namely, as respects the character of the sugar which he is exhi})t- 
ing here. There is a difference in price as between that and the 
first-class refined sugar from Germany. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I propose that there shall be some 
contention—it may not be a great contention, but I propose that 
there shall be some contention—before the Senate adopts as the 
proper basis of estimate of value between these sugars, this first- 
marks German —— and the kind I have just exhibited to the 
Senate. I will what the Senator from Rhode Island said. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt that the Senator from Rho:e 
Island stated what he understood to be the fact. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no doubt about that. I will 
read to you the remarks of the Senator from Rhode Island, as re- 
— in the Recorp, and I assume that they are correct. lle 
said: 


I have taken first-marks German 
compar mat come tes with our 
com on. 


ulated for the comparison, as this is 
furnishes the proper basis for 
taken fine German granulated, which costs thirteen: 
hundredths of a cent per pound more, as a ween, $8 differential would be 
ted. th 100 pounds on 96 di test, and if I had taken Dutch onne 
a es 
Now, Mr. President, we have the Senator from Rhode Island 
ing the differences between these three es of sugars. He 
takes the first-marks German granulated at 2.30 cents. He says 
that the finer grades of would be thirteen one-hundredths 
of a cent a pound more the other, that the Dutch sugar 
would be thirty one-hundredths of a cent more; and in making this 











calculation, instead of counting sugar worth $2.30 a hundred 
pounds, if eles compare it with the Dutch or English sugar, it 


would be $2.63 a hundred pounds. 
I sent to the New York custom-house for samples of Dutch 
granulated oe and samples of English sugar, and here they 


are [exhibiti and here is the Havemeyer sugar made in this 
country. f biting.] Any man can see by looking at the two 
that there is no difference between them atall. The sugar we are 


talking about giving protection to in this bill is the Havemeyer 
sugar. It is sugar made by the American refiners, and it stands 
equal to the Dutch standard or the English sugar. It is made 
from cane. ° i : 

So that, when you institute comparisons between the margin of 
profits of the refiners, you must take the value of the sugar that 
is made in this country in competition with all the balance of the 
sugar before you can determine the profits they get. Instead of 
making the calculation on sugar at $2.30 a hundred pounds, we 
have the right to make it at $2.66, because that is the value of 
the refined sugar. I took the Senator's prices as given in one of 
his tables, and have had a careful statement made, by giving the 
total amount of the sugar, and I shall subsequently put this in 
the RecoRD, so that Senators may have the opportunity of criticis- 


ing it. : 

Take sugar at 87. Theline of demarcation between muscovados 
and granulated sugar on the price given is $1.88 a hundred pounds, 
The duty on that under the present proposed schedule is $1.36. 
The duty and the price added together amount to $3.24. The cus- 
tom-house makes an allowance for drawbacks on it. It takes 
124.27 pounds of sugar, testing 87 degrees, to make 100 pounds of 
granulated sugar. Accepting that as correct, and making the 
calculations on this basis, we have the duty and the cost of this 
raw 8 enough to make 100 pounds of granulated coming to 
$4.27 a Comaved unds. 

Now take $2.30 as the basis. I am not making any comparison 
of $2.63, as 1 think I have a right to do, or taking $2.43, as I have 
a right to do, but Iam making the comparison on the basis pro- 
posed by the Senator from Rhode Island, at $2.30. Add the tax, 
according to this statement, as I have it made, of $1.95, and then 
adding the German bounty of 38.3 cents, we get a total cost of 
refin “a at $4.633, as against $4.27, leaving a margin of fifty 
three one-hundredths of a cent between the cost of the amount of 
sugar testing 87 necessary to make 100 pounds and 100 pounds 
of this $2.30 granulated sugar. I have not made the calculation 
to ascertain how much wider the difference would be if we had 
taken $2.43 or $2.63 as the proper sugar with which this is to be 
com It makes the difference fifty-three one-hundredths of 
a cent, more than half a cent difference on the grade of 87, adding 
the taxes on the raw and comparing that with $2.30 as the price 
of the refined sugar, which, as I have already stated, is lower than 
it ought to be taken at. 

Now take 88, and the difference is fifty one-hundredths of a 
cent; 89, and it is five hundred and two one-thousandths of acent. 
90, forty-six one-hundredths of a cent; 91, forty-four one-hun- 
dredths ofacent; 92, forty-two one-hundredths of acent; 93, forty- 
three one-hundredths of a cent; 94, four hundred and thirty-three 
one-thonsandths of a cent; 95, four hundred and thirty-eight one- 
thousandths of a cent; 96, four hundred and forty-one one- 
thousandths of a cent; 97, forty-three and one-half one-hundredths 
ofacent. Here we have, taking the Senator from Rhode Island 
at his estimate of $2.30 for granulated sugar, a difference ranging 
from forty-three one-hun ths of a cent to fifty-three one- 
hundredths of a cent as the margin of difference, the profit to the 

refiners in the manufacture of this product. 

t may be that theintention of the Senate is to make this differ- 
ence, vt Uconfess I have doubts about it. The argument made 
by th; chzirman of the Ways and Means Committee in the House 
was that the difference allowed under his bill was only twelve 
and one~aalf one-hundredths of a cent. If he believes twelve and 
one-half one-hundredths of a cent is the fair difference between 
raw and cefined, if twelve and one-half one-hundredths of a cent 
is fair provit to be allowed to the sugar refiners, if he made a mis- 

in m his schedule so as to give more than that, he 
iught to be willing to make his schedule conform to it. 
If the inance Committee of the Senate intended to make a 
schedo’e which would give a smaller margin to the refiners than 
raven in the House—and I have shown them that so far from 
it smaller they have made it larger—but if they are will- 
ing to make.a schedule that is smaller than was intended in the 
House, I ask them so to frame this schedule as to carry out their 
intention. The figures will show in a way that can not be denied, 
that no man can gainsay or get away from, that the profit to the 


u 


sugar refiners by this provision is away beyond the profit that 
would be them if the Dingley bill had been a 
Pure and , anda long ways above what is professed by both 
of the couami 


as being the margin they intended to give. 
Mr. President, there are so many things in the bill that ought 
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to be considered that I scarcely know what to take up first. I 
have pointed out briefly that the Senate committee, while leaving 
the Senate and the country to understand that their intention is 
to leave the profit of the sugar trust at something like they now 
have, have increased it. I am in favor of treating the sugar refin- 
ers as fairly as anybody else. But they have lived under one- 
eighth of a cent differential. We were told four years ago, when 
we were proposing to pass the Wilson bill, that if that measure 
were passed with no more margin to the sugar refiner, he would 
leave the United States; that he could not live in this country: 
that he could not exist. I confess an i.npression was made upon 
me that there might be danger that that was true. 

For one I gave the most careful scrutiny and attention to the 
question. I looked into it conscientiously. I have no prejudice 
against anybody engaged in any branch of this industry, but I 
only felt that justice and fairness ought tobedone. After I looked 
into it to the best of my ability, I was satisfied that a clear differ- 
ential of one-eighth of a cent was all that ought to be allowed. 
That was adopted. It passed the Senate and became alaw. The 
sugar refiners have gone on; they are engaged in manufacturing 
sugar now, and the sugar industry has been increasing under the 
present law. 

Now, lask, whereis the excuse? Whatisthe reason for increas- 
ing the margin given to the sugar refiners over what it is under 
the present law? How can it be justified? What is the occasion 
for it? What is the excuse for it? Itcertainly will result in levy- 
ing taxes upon the people of the country by making the cost of 
sugar higher and higher tothe people who consume it, and simply 
for the purpose of increasing the profits of people who are engaged 
in a business already profitable. If the Senate committee desire to 
make the sugar schedule mean what they say it means, then I ask 
Senators carefully to consider the amendment which I propose to 
offer, and which I conscientiously think ought to receive the votes 
of gentlemen on both sides of this Chamber. I am not proposing 
the amendment in a captious spirit; I am not proposing it to 
find fault with the schedule as proposed by the Senate committee. 
Iam proposing it because I believe, as God is my judge, that it 
presents a fair difference between the refined and the raw and 
gives the refiners all the margin they are entitled to. 

The bill as you propose will put on raw sugar of 75 degrees a 
duty of 1 cent a pound and three one-hundredths of a cent addi- 
tional on every degree above that. That is, on all raw sugar. 
Now, why should not the same rate be applied to raw and refined, 
and then say that, in addition to this tax, on all refined sugar there 
shall be levied and collected one-eighth of 1 cent a pound addi- 
tional? That plainly gives the difference. That lets the people 
of the country and the men in the Senate understand the amount 
of margin that is being given to the sugar refiners, and there can 
be no mistake about it. There is no jugglingin it. The way it 
is done here now it provides that there shall be 1 cent a pound on 
75-degree sugar and three one-hundredths of a cent additional for 
each additional degree, and upon the refined sugar $1.95 on the 
100 pounds. 

If raw sugar goes down in price, the nargin of the trust be- 
comes larger and larger. As I have read from the figures here, 
taking Mr. ALDRICH’s own figures, if shows a margin ranging 
from forty-three one-hundredths of a cent to fifty-three one- 
hundredths of acent, instead of twelve and one-half one-hundredths 
of a cent, which the refiners get at present prices, and, as | say, I 
take his own figures. But when you institute a compari: 
tween the raw German sugar, the first-marks German sugar, and 
the Havemeyer & Elder sugar, take that at its value in the mar 
ket, instead of taking the price of $2.30, which the Senator from 
Rhode Island took—when you take it at $2.63. which the market 
fixes it at, you have a margin to the sugar refiner nearer a cent 
a pound than a half a cent. Why should intelligent pe 
men who mean to do right, men who intend to do what is fair, 
advocate a schedule here which wil! allow such a margin to the 
refiner, when théy are proposing to give one-eighth of acent a 
pound difference? 

I am inclined to believe that the sucar-refining business would 
succeed on a margin less than one-eighth of 1 cent per pound. I 
am led to that belief by a number of facts which have developed 
here and there from time to time in my investigation of the sugar 
question. It is a question which perhaps requires expert knowl- 
edge to cmberetenl all the facts. Noman not familiar with all 
the ins and outs of the sugar trade, no man not familiar with the 
details of sugar manufacture, can tell exactly what is right and 
what ought to be done. I have no disposition to strike down any 
interest, even one with the name of sugar trust. I would not 
~~. unfairly against anybody, even if he were in a trust. 

do believe that the general law ought to be enforced, and that 
whenever there is a combination in restraint of trade or for the 
urpose of putting up prices it should feel the heavy hand of the 

w; but when we are framing a tariff bill, although it may be 
charged that the sugar refiners or a large number of them are in 





n be- 


yple, 
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a trust, still I believe in looking at these things fairly and dispas- 
sionately, and I would not object to one-eighth of a cent margin 
between refined and raw if it were confined religiously and safely 
to that one-eighth. I am inclined to believe it is more than is 
necessary to make the business profitable, but still, as lam not 
sufficiently familiar to be able to say that that is true, I should be 
disposed to let that matter go. 

There is another feature about these tariff taxes which I do not 
like. I know it is frequently charged that the sugar refiners want 
an ad valorem tax and that the sugar trade want a specific tax. 
i know that the committee of the sugar tradesent from New York 
which appeared before the Ways and Means Committee was 
strongly in favor of a specific tax. I had one of the papers writ- 
ten by one of the men who constituted the committee printed in 
the Recorp, so that Senators may see it. I read the argument 
carefully. I have considered the reasons which they presented 
in favor of a specific tax and as against an ad valorem tax. 

I confess that my strong predilections in favor of an ad valorem 
tax have not been shaken by ees I have read in any of those 
arguments. It seems to me to —— and fair method. When- 
ever a tax is to be levied, if an ad valorem tax can be honestly and 
fairly levied there can be no doubt it is the ideal method of levy- 
ing taxes. An article worth 1 cent a pound ought to pay half as 
much tax as one worth 2 cents a pound, and no more and no less. 
It is unjust and it is unfair to provide a method of taxation which 
puts the same taxation on an article costing 2 cents as on one 
costing 1 cent. It i poy the double rate of taxation on the 
low article and one-half on the high grade. 

I know perfectly well that the practice of the Republicans has 
always been to levy the highest taxes on the lowest grades and the 
cheapest articles, and to levy the lowest taxes on the highest grades 
and the most expensive articles. It has been a part of their finan- 
cial system from the inning. It is so now, and I can under- 
stand why they can believe that the levying of a specific tax is 
better than an ad valorem tax, because the people who use cheap 
sugar will be compelled to pay a higher rate of taxes than the 

ple who use high-grade sugar. But I have no ——— with 
that system of taxation. 1 believe that taxation ought to be equal; 
that it ought to be ad valorem; that it ought to be levied accord- 
ing to the value of the article to be taxed. 

e one argument made against an ad valorem tax which seems 
to have force, and which | confess has force with me, is the charge 
of undervaluation, the charge of dishonesty in the administration 
of the law. In framing a tariff law we must assume in the first 


place that the Government is a ee of getting honest men to 


administer the laws. If men can be hired to do wrong under an 
ad valorem tax, a be as easily hired to do wrong under a 
— tax. If we have honest and com t administrators of 
the law, then it eliminates that part of the trouble. Is it any 
easier to carry out frauds of this character under an ad valorem 
than under a specific tax, assuming that the officers of the law are 
equally competent under each? 

We have been living under an ad valorem tax on the su 
schedule since the last law was passed. While complaints come 
from sugar traders and sugar growers and sugar ers as to the 
difficulty of enforcing the law, I have not heard one single com- 
plaint from the Treasury Department that there is any difficulty 
in carrying it out. On the contrary, they report that it is easily 
enforced. [remember that when we talked about putting on an 
ad valorem tax four years ago, there were questions as to whether 
the difficulties of administration would not be so great as to make 
it practically nugatory. I talked with Treasury officials at the 
time. Some of them believed it could be done; some thought 
} there was doubt about its being done; but all agreed that if you 
would vide competent and honest men, it ought to be worked 
' out. e put it in the law, it has been tried, and the Treasury 
‘ Department has not a of its aperation. 

So I believe, Mr. President, that the:just and fair way to levya 
tax is to levy an ad valorem tax on sugar, and if I were proposing 
a sugar schedule and intended to proposé the same rate that this 
schedule seeks to levy, I should put it in the form of an ad valorem 
tax and not in the form of a specific tax. Ido not know that I 
shall make any motion in this direction, but I call attention to 
this as one of difficulties which has to be considered. 1 think 
before I get through I will present some of the arguments which 
have been presented by those who are in favor of a specific tax, and 
compare them with the practical experience under the existing 
situation. 

The sugar dealers, the sugar refiners, and the sugar growers 
have all been here in force and in numbers presenting their pecu- 
liar views on each member of the committee and each member of 
the Senate and House. Senator Mu.1s’s forgotten man, the con- 
sumer, the seventy-odd millions who have to buy and consume 
sugar, have not been here. They have been wai , hoping, be- 
ar that the members of the Senate would listen to reason, 
would find ont what the truth is, and among themselves would do 
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right. That class of men can not come here to present their viow« 
but it if none the less our duty to look after them than it is ..,, 
duty to look after what is presented so ably and shrewdly by 1,6 
who have private and pecuniary interests in having their pecy|),; 
views adopted. 

I have a letter from a sugar maker in California which is f)| ,; 
information, and the few Senators who do me the honor to |i<;..: 
to what I am saying will, I think, be edified by hearing the |o1;.; 
read. Itis not a long one, but it is as full of information as 
egg is of meat. It is from the Alameda Sugar 
Market street, San Francisco, Cal., and is as foll 
Hon. James K. Jonxs, 

Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sir: The Alameda Sugar Com , an association of 65 Ameri-ay 
— with a paid-up capital of $000,000, begs to present the following 


<n decent tamen Teks your we onpect tae bane ned re 

wee Selned euset’ ty 
aiabuares, orowe ty Gb didieeces Peaeee sugar, from 
Islands called reciprocity treaty. 


From the Hawaiian , under the falsely 
ae ane 8 ee eet 

This equals the product of twenty-five such asours. These 27.. 
000 tons the most oes product of 165,000 acres of land, an: 
robbed 10,750 American farmers of their most crop. 

The manual labor which these 10,74) American farmers would have em. 
ployed in the intensive farming which the cultivation of the sugar beet re- 
quires is still another ; the factory another. 

Now, Senators, mark this: 


To refine a ton of duty-free Hawaiian sugar requires the labor of one man 
for one and one-third days. 


Yet we are asked to put a tax in this bill amounting practical|y 
to one-half of 1 cent a pound profit to the sugar refiners to co1- 
pensate them, according to the Republican , for the differ- 
ence in labor cost of soiuian sugar on this side of the water and 
on the other, and here is ah American producer himself who states 


that a ton of sugar requires the labor of one man for one and one- 
third da: 


Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Arkansas does not object to 
an interruption, I should like to ask him a question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not object at all. 

Mr. BACON. Iam very much in accord with the Senator as to 
the of an ad valorem duty. I wish to ask the Senator, 
before I put the question which I wish to propound, to state again 
the amendment which he suggests as the one that ought to be 


accepted. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Instead of having in the bill a tax 
of $1.95 on 100 pounds of refined sugar, I propose that the rate 
levied on raw sugar of 1 cent a pound on 75 degrees, and three- 
tenths of a cent additional on each degree above that, shal! apply 
to refined as well as raw, and then that there shall be a difference 
of twelve and one- one-hundredths of a cent specific between 
raw and refined s \ 

Mr. BACON. Se I wish to ask the Senator is this: 

would the Senator consent to a higher rate of 
dut sugar than he would upon raw sugar? 

Mr. ONES of Ar Because the refining of sugar in- 
volves labor and expense. Ithas been the practice to allow some- 
thing like a half cent difference between raw and refined sugar 
on account of the difference in labor, as it is called. 

If I understand the Senator correctly, then, he 
difference in rate between raw and refined sugar for 
the benefit of the refiner? 
y 


; of course. 
; It is not for revenue, then, but for the beactit of 
the refiner? 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is the practical effect of it. 
We all know that that is what it means. I do not believe that 
any of it ought to be’ sustained; but as between fifty on- 
hun ths of a cent for the refiners and twelve and one-)a!! 
one-hundredths of a cent, I would rather submit to twelve and 
one-half one-hundredths. 

with the Senator that the 


apeition seaibnw ecodiente great profit is not justifia! 
propositi w not justifiable, 
and I ain to vote with him, but I want to know the partic 
lar on which the Senator any difference. 

r. JONES of Arkansas. Idonot justify any difference. Th 
is a difference submission and justification. ; 
Mr. BACON. Why is the Senator willing to have any differ- 
ence? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is a difference between sub- 
mission and justification. When aman can not help himself, |: 
has to submit. ; 

. The Senator does not propose that as his partic: 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No, sir; I do not. I propose it a 
fully meeting what is the pretended view on the other side: a 
meeting exactly what they pretend they want to do; as accom 

i thay setbind bs bane a view. It fully meets it, and 
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oes it at one-quarter cost, and perha 
as their own proposed scheme would do. 
Mr. BACON. Does not the Senator think that in proposing an 
amendment here it is better to propose an amendment which 
would be exactly in accord with his view, and as to which, I am 
frank to say, I would be glad to vote with him? I believe in a uni- 
form rate on sugar, without distinction between raw and refined 


ar. 
“= JONES of Arkansas. I will vote for any proposition of that 
sort which the Senator may offer. 

Mr. BACON. lam not offering one. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am undertaking to deal now with 
conditions as we find them. We know the majority on the other 
side of the Chamber can do as they please with this proposition. 
When I undertake to show these gentlemen that what I have of- 
fered here carries out what the committees in both Houses have 
said they wanted to do, and will accomplish it clearly and dis- 
tinctly, and there can be no doubt about it, but that it allows no 
hidden advantage to the refiners, I do have hopes that men on the 
other side of the Chamber will vote for the proposition because it 
does what they vy pes want ‘to do. That is the reason why I 
offer it. That is reason why I propose it, not because I be- 
lieve it is a proper schedule as within itself, but it is a better 
schedule than the one they p , and it is one that will result 


at one-eighth cost, of 


in enormous saving to the people of the country. 
Mr. BACON. I will vote with the Senator on it. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope that a good many others will. 


Mr. BACON. Iam going to vote for one uniform rate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will vote for the proposition of a 
uniform rate which the Senator suggests. I have no hope of a 
perfect tariff bill under existing conditions. If we can get rid of 
some of the worst features of the bill as we go along, we will be 

ing amazingly well. I have no hope of changing its worst fea- 
tures, but when I offer a ye oe omg which does what these gen- 
tlemen propose to do and clearly does it, and I show that their 
own Ss does not do it, but gives the refiner an advantage 
absolutely m: justifiable, I do hope that we will have support from 
the other side and that the committee will agree to accept this 
modification. 

But to go on with this letter. I will read the last line again. 
There may be some Senator who did not hear it: 


To refine a ton of duty-free Hawaiian sugar requires the labor of one man 
for one and one-third days. 


This comes from a sugar grower, from a sugar refiner, from the 
Alameda Sugar Company of San Francisco. 

To grow from the soil up and manufacture one ton of refined sugar re- 
quires the labor of one man for 38 days. 


This 227,000 tons of Hawaiian duty-free sugar yearly displaces in money 
value— 


WEEE ocliiewepcvec. Ee ee $1, 500, 00 
Parm laborand rentals .... 9,000,000 | Other supplies .............. 659, 000 
ERRATUM oe nigtin on o<e0- 400, 000 





Tho labor of allied industries, foundries, jute and cotton mills, etc., remain 
still to be reckoned on, and all this native labor displaced that a coolie-made 
contract-labor product may thrive in a foreign island. 

The three localities in California where the three beet-sugar factories are 
already established are the only really prosperous agricultural communi- 
ties in that State to-day. 


Domestic to Hawaiiin 1895 were not so large as in 1883; less by 
000,000 than in 


nearly $l, 1890, and less by over a million and a quarter than in 
ER cosines MENA bkee seco I Ne cieaditincbpanncwns $3, 781,000 
0 ee ay wT 1 eee 3, 648, 000 
1891 935, 000 | 


In this connection, before I forget it, I wish to make a sugges- 
tion about the importation of sugar from Hawaii. I have state- 
ments in yg loys from reputable men, men of business, 
who state t the standard, fixed — by which the sugar 
of the Hawaiian Islands is sold to the refiners on the Pacific 
Coast is one-quarter of 1 cent less than the New York price 
for the same grade of sugar. What is the effect of it? The 
effect of it is that where, as we supposed, we were reducing the 


cost of for the American consumer, by remitting the tariff 
S Ponce sugar, the Hawaiian sugar growers get all of 
r 


except the one-quarter of 1 cent, and the sugar refiners 
get that, leaving nothing as the result to the consumers of this 


Mr. I will state, if the Senator will allow me, that 
$100 the census report of 1890 the labor cost of refining 
Mr 


to 
of was $2.29. 
bil r. JONES of senens. Yes; me eve a asked by this 
give an cents on the 100 pounds to compensate 
for the difference in labor cost eee this country and rane. 
iy . 

"wal pon mite te 

was over $19,000,000, upon 


2 the value of Hawaiian sugar imported 

Yor the of mabiainiag Torelan cocnmcnce of $2,048,000 d in ord 
a 000, 

that a few San Francisco may benefit by the trade and 

This 


rep control of the large cash balances of Ha’ planters, the nation at 
is reciprocal trade with a vengeance. This is a high price 
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to induce the Hawaiian people to buy products from the Ameri- 
can people. 


For the sake that coolies may work in a for 








eign climate which white labor 
can not stand, and where the white and dominant race forms about 3 per cent 
only of the population, the laboring men of San Francisco now parade its 
streets calling for work, and a charitable fund aggregating $25,000 is daily 
published in its newspapers and is now being disbursed to an idle crowd who 
clamor for the tickets doled out to them in the order of application and which 
entitle each to a day's work at $1 per day upon an unnecessary boulevard 


That prosperity we heard about having arrived at Omaha the 
other day does not seem to have reached San Francisco. It seems 
to have been confined to rather a limited location. It has not 
spread around very generally. 


Should a Coxey army again march on Washington and class ever be ar 
rayed against classin our fair country, it will be because home labor is denied 
a right to work for its own market, in order that foreign coolie labor may 
add to the wealth of a class now actively at work to influence national legis 
lation in a perpetuation of their privileges. 

The local agents of Hawaiian planters, without any possible accruing benefit 
to themselves and as mere retaliation against the producer of native sugar, 
are to-day so unpatriotic as to be collecting figures 

I shall be glad to have Senators listen to this, because there is a 
sequel to it. These gentlemen go on, giving us valuable informa- 
tion: 

The local agents of Hawaiian planters, without any possible accruing ben- 
efit to themselves and as mere retaliation against the producer of native su 
gar,are to-day so unpatriotic as to be collecting figures from native California 


sugar factories, in order to produce them at Washington and support their 
claim that native sugar needs no protection 


I have heard that when a certain class of men fall out honest 
men get their due— 


whereas up to January 1, 1897, they knew that the Alameda Sugar Com 
pany 


That is, this company— 


had. since 1889, paid out in dividends $130,000 and received in bounty §226 
744.93, showing a loss without bounty of $06,744.95 

Conditioned upon favorable legislation, within two years the 75,000 tons of 
sugar needed on the Pacific Coast would be entirely made from the native 
»roduct, and not a pound of this Hawaiian sugar would be required to sup 
ply the coast consumption. 

The opposition to tariff legislation has always contended that tariffs were 
Gedenel to aid manufacturers, trusts, and the moneyed class generally 

The abrogation of the Hawaiian treaty is respectfully asked in the interest 
of the agricultural class and of native labor 

For the purpose of diverting attention from the main question of protect 
ing the California farmer and the investments of American capital in an 
American industry, the advocates of the continuance of Hawaiian reciprocity 
have recently begun the use of part of the California press in appealing to 
the prejudices of the peopleon the ground of an admission that Claus Spreck 
els had sold a minority interest in his two beet-sugar factories to the Amer 
ican sugar trust. While this fact may be regarded by many as a misfortune, 
the facts remain that there are other sugaries uncontrolled by the sugar 
trust and the development of the industry on so large a scale will tend to the 
permanent benefit of che depressed agricultural interests of the State 

Let the example of California in the matter of beet sugar be imitated by 
the different States along the northern and temperate belt of our country, 
and the multiplicity of factories would make the control of the industry by 
any concentrated power a commercial impossibility. 

Very respectfully, 


JAMES COFFIN 

James Coffin is the secretary of this company. 

Now, I call the attention of Senators, as I read this letter, to the 
charge made by this man that— 

Local agents of the Hawaiian planters, without any possible accruing benefit 
to themselves and as mere retaliation against the producer of native sugar, 
are to-day so unpatriotic as to be collecting figures from native California 
sugar factories in order to produce them at Washington and support their 
claim that native sugar needs no protection 

The charge is true, I presume. Whether these things have been 
procured by the Hawaiian sugar planters for the purpose of show 
ing that the sugar business needs no protection, I do not know, but 
I hold in my hand a letter sent tome by a reputable citizen, a gen- 
tleman in whose personal integrity I have entire confidence, in- 
closing to me an affidavit, which I will read to the Senate as con 
nected directly with the statement of the Alameda Sugar Company 


which I have just read in the hearing of the Senate. It is as 

follows: 

{Norman McLaren, public accountant, 307 Sansome street. Member of the 
American Association of Public Accountants, New York.} 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., April 21,1 


4 


Oscar T. SEWALL, Esq.., 
202 Market Street, San Francisco 


DEAR Srp: I beg to report that I have examined the books of the Alameda 
Sugar Company, and find that the net earnings of the company for the year, 
April 1, 1896, to April 1, 1897, (exclusive of bounty), were $99,231.16, being 39.002 
per cent on the capitalization of $250,000. 

Yet here we have the company writing this strong and eloquent 
appeal showing the crookedness of the other side of the sugar 
interest, pleading the baby act for themselves, that their infant 
industry must be nee and provision made under the law 
by which they can live, and here an accountant, who seems to be 
a reputable man, states that the percentage of profit made last 

ear, down to the ist day of last April, was more than 39 per cent. 

e signs it: 

Tam, dear sir, yours, faithfully, 

NORMAN McLAREN. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 2ist day of April, A. D. 1597. 

[SEAL. } G. W. T. KNOX, Notary Public. 
(In and for the city and county of San Francisco, State of California.) 
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Mr. PERKINS. What is the name of the man who made the 
affidavit? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. His name is Norman McLaren, of 
807 Sansome street, San Francisco, Cal. He says he is a member 

' of the American Association of Public Accountants of New York. 
The letter is addressed to Oscur T, Sewall, 202 Market street, San 
Francisco. He states that after an examination of the books the 
— they have made is over 39 per cent, and then he swears to 

t before a notary public—G. W. T. Knox, notary public, San 
Francisco. 

Mr. ALLISON. Was that of the crop of last year? 

Mr. JONES cf Arkansas. The examination was made of the 
books of the company for the year from April 1, 1896, to April 1, 
1897, exclusive of bounty, he states. 

Mr. ALLISON. There was no bounty then. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suppose it is a State bounty; I do 
not know. 

Mr. PERKINS. We have no State bounty. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I donot know, buthe says “‘ exclusive 
of any bounty.” Ido not know how that comes in, but that is in 
theletter. Ihavereaditasitis. The letter is dated April 21, 1897, 
and the jurat is of the same date. 

Mr. President, I do not know whether the statement made by 
either of these people is true or not, but one thing that I do know 
is that in making the argument in favor of one branch of the sugar 
business they make statements about another part of it that I be- 
lieve to be literally true, and I am inclined to think that they are 
both true. 

I have acopy of a statement by Professor Wiley, chief of a divi- 
sion in the Agricultural Department here, who makes a statement 
about the figure that ash cuts in beet sugar compared to what it 
did some years ago. Members of the Senate will remember that 
in former discussions here great importance was given to the 
amount of ash that was involved in beet sugar. It was said that 
the outturn was very much less on account of ash and the sugar 
that will not crystallize. I do not remember the technical name. 

Mr. ALLISON. Invert sugar. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. es; invertsugar. The statement is 
that this amounts to very much less now than it did formerly. I 

_ will read only a few words of it, and let the whole of it go into 
the Recorp. 

By modern methods of manufacture, however, the influence of ash has 
been very greatly lessened in respect of its molasses-forming properties; in 
fact, molasses has almost disappeared as a product of beet-sugar factories, it 


being possible, by the best modern improved methods, to extract almost the 
entire quantity of sugar. 


The statement referred to is as follows: 


It gives me pleasure to comply with your request apongnem my views in 
regard to the influence of ash upon the rendement of sugar during the process 
ofrefining. Inthe older methods of manufacture the influence of the ash was 
felt to a more or less extent in the refining of sugar. The ash of the sugar 
cane, being less molassigenic than that of the sugar beet, was regarded as of 
less importance. In former times it was the custom to estimate the ash in 
raw beet means to multiply the contents by 3or 4 and deduct the product 
from the polarization in computing rendement. By modern methods of man- 
ufacture, however, the influence of the ash hus been very greatly lessened in 
respect of its molasses-forming properties. In fact, molasses has alinost dis- 
appeared as a product of beet-sugar factories, it being possible, by the best 
modern improved methods, to extract almost the entire quantity of sugar, 
even from the lowest grade molasses. 
hile it is true that the ash content of a raw sugar has doubtless a dis- 
turbing effect in the refining of ange. it is nolonger just to magnify it. as 
was done in former days. There is no reason whatever for discriminating 
between the raw cane and beet sugars in this respect: in point of fact, the 
raw beet sugars which are imported into this country have so little ash as to 
make any discrimination in their favor unnecessary. Raw beet sugars im- 
ported into this country polarize from 92 to %} per cent, and the quantity of 
ash they contain is of little consequence, in view of the improvements in re- 
fining which have been lately introduced. It is not necessary for me to call 
our attention here to the fact that the sugar is completely separated from 
he iowest grade molasses, even in the case of sugar beets, by precipitation 
with lime. The lime compound is afterwards broken up with carbonic acid, 
and the sugar obtained in almost a pure state. In this way a complete sepa- 
ration of the sugar, even from the most alkatine salts, is easily obtained. 
’ H. W. WILEY, 
Chief of Division of Chemistry. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I read what I did only to lay a predi- 
cate foranother letter, which I wish now to present to the Senate, 
if I can put my hands on it. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Before the Senator gets on that point, I will 
state to him that I was absent from the Chamber while he made 
his preliminary statement, and I desire to know to what degree of 
saccharine strength you run raw sugar before you commence add- 
ing a differential upon refined. Is it 96 test? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In the comparisons that I made, I 
took, first, sugar testing 87 with its price, as given in the table sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Rhode Island { Mr. ALpRiIcH}, at $1.88 
a hundred pounds. I then took the tax under this bill, which 
would be $1.36 on a hundred pounds. The cost of that sugar, 
$1.88, and the tax, $1.36, added together makes $3.24, which would 
be the cost of 100 pounds of 87 sugar. The Treasury Department 
holds that it takes 124.27 of 87 sugar to make 100 pounds of gran- 
ulated. I multiply $3.24 by 1.24 and get $4.62 as the total amount 
of cost of 87 sugar to make 100 pounds of granulated sugar. 
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I then took granulated sugar at the rate stated by the Senator 
from Rhode Island, at $2.30 a hundred pounds. I called the atten. 
tion of the Senate before I began to the fact that this is Geran 
sugar, costing $2.30 [exhibiting]; that this is American sugar 

exhibiting]. The difference between the two is very apparent 

he Senator from Rhode Island stated that the better clas of 
German sugar, instead of $2.30, would cost 13 points more, ma\jy> 
$2.43, and he stated that Dutch sugar and English sugar won! 6s 
33 points more, making it cost $2.63 instead of $2.30. Here is Dutch 
sugar {exhibiting}, here is German sugar [exhibiting], and here jc 
American sugar [exhibiting]. I defy any man living to show tho 
difference between them. z 

I stated that the fair way to make these estimates would be to 
compare the cost of the raw sugar with the value of the Americ.) 
refined that was made out of it, and that $2.63 would bea proper 
basis on which to institute this comparison. Butfor the purpose of 
conservatism and to be sure that it would give the other side all it 
was entitled to, 1 made the calculation not at $2.63, but at 82.20, 
which would make the difference between the cost of the two 
fifty-seven one-hundredths of a cent. The margin will be greater 
if you take the actual value of the American sugar and compare 
it with a certain class of German sugar. If you compare it with 
German sugar, it will make a wide margin; but taking it at the 
lowest price, getting rid of all the difficulties they get rid of by 
taking a price to suit themselves, it makes a difference of more 
than half a cent a pound. 

Following that down, I stated what the margin would be on 
each degree from 87 to 97. The whole statement will appear in 
the Recorp, and it will show just what the margin would be to 
the trust. Before the debate closes, I think it is due to the Senate 
and due to the public, for the sake of gaining a knowledve of this 

uestion, that they shall know what the margin is between these 
deures as stated here and the figures if the price were put down 
at $2.63 instead of $2.30. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President—- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair), 
ae the Senator from Arkansas yield to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. With pleasure. 

Mr. LINDSAY. lIask forexplanation. I understand in ascer- 
taining the saccharine matter in sugar by the polariscopic test 
100 is the unit. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir; it is purity. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Howclose tothe unit of purity does American 
refined sugar or any refined sugar approximate? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think all such sugar as this [ex- 
hibiting]|—Havemeyer, Dutch, Austrian—goes above ‘)), some 
above 994. Some of it goes to 99.8. But I do not suppose that 
there is any sugar that is absolutely free from some foreign mat- 
ter. usually water. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Then, if no sugarabove 87 can be refined under 
this bill without any differential, the refiners will get the advan- 
tage of the difference allowed between 99 and 87 to cover the 
expense of refining? 

r. JONES of Arkansas. Necessarily. 

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand the Senator from Arkansas 
to contend that there are no sugars refined below 87 degrees? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Not at all. Iwas making this cal- 
culation on the basis of 87. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was the inference drawn by the Senator 
from Kentucky. 

_ ONES of Arkansas. The great bulk of sugar is really from 
92 to 96. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Then the sugar refiner gets the difference under 
this bill of the tariff between 92 or 96 and pure sugzr, {9 and 100° 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Whatever of puresugar fails to come 
up to 96 will be a practical benefit to the refiners, because this cal- 
culation is made on the basis of refinedsugar. But the advantage 
to the sugar refiners, after all, comes from the difference be. ween 
the cost of the raw sugar and the cost of the refined with the tariff 
added. When you take a sufficient amount of sugar of any grade 
to make 100 pounds of refined sugar and figure up the entire cost, 
and then take 100 pounds of foreign refined sugar andadd the tariff, 
taking one from the other, you get the margin of protection that 
the refiners have in their business. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Then I understand the Senator from Arkan- 
sas to say that at 87 degrees the differential in favor of the fine 
sugar is fifty-seven one-hundredths of a cent —. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I believe I read it fifty-seven. 
itis -three. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will state to the Senator from Arkansas 
that the 96-test a which are the base of ali raw sugar, are 
nearly purity itself. There is only 4 per cent left of moisture. or 
dirt, or whatever substance there may be in pure sugar. The 
Louisiana centrifugals will Se coime up to 100 per 
cent purity. After having 1 the coloriag matter out of 
it centrifugal sugar will polarize by the polariscope just about 


I think 
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98 per cent of the sugar on an average, and I think the sugar of 
the American refining institution or the trust will more often than 
otherwise approach 100 per cent pure sugar. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have been looking anxiously for a 
letter which I have from Mr. Farr. I hadit among my papers, I 
find two letters from him, but not the one I want. I can state the 
substance of the letter, but not half so well as the writer himself 
states it. I regret exceedingly that I have it not. His statement 
is pertinent to this particular question. Instead of being a 
to take 107 pounds of 96 sugar to make 100 pounds of granulated, 
while it may be true that something approaching 107 _—— of 
96 sugar are necessary to make 100 pounds of granulated, and 
while something approaching 112 pounds of 92 sugar may be nec- 
essary to make 100 pounds of granulated, this man, who is a mem- 
ber of the committee sent by the New York sugar trade to the 
Ways and Means Committee to present the schedule that was 
adopted by the committee, states positively in his letter to me 
over his own signature that they make 100 _— of sugar actu- 
ally out of every 100 pounds of sugar melted; that instcad of this 
calculation being proper which adds one-fifth, as it did, thereby 
decreasing the apparent difference between the value of sugar and 
decreasing the price to the sugar refiners, they get absolutely 100 
pounds of sugar out of every 100 pounds of sugarmelted. He told 
me that personally at first. I said, ‘Mr. Farr, that must be an 
impossibility: there are but 96 pounds of sugar in 109 pounds of 
95 sugar. ow is it possible to get 100 pounds of sugar out of it?” 
He said, ‘“‘Itisas simpleas ABC. If you made every ounce of 
your 100 pounds of sugar of centrifugal like that, it would take 107 
pounds todoit. But that,” hesaid, ‘‘isnever done.” He told me 
that the very week before he was talking to mea sugar refiner told 
him that they were then making but 60 per cent of refined, gran- 
ulated sugar out of the sugar they refined. 

Mr. Farr inclosed to me, which I wanted to present to the Sen 
ate (I am sorry I can not find it; I will put it in the Recorp), a 
certificate from a New York firm giving the saccharine contents 
of what he says are the fourteen varieties of sugar made by the 
American Sugar eS oneeny. They certainly understand 
how to manage sugar. They know what they are doing. They 
make, as he says, on an average 75 per cent of dry granulated 
sugar out of the sugar they melt. Then they make 25 pounds of 
soft sugar; thatis,refinedsugar. They make sugar going through 
all es. Here isa sugar [exhibiting] that only tests 874. 

Thatsugar is 12} percent water, anditis white. [havein my pos- 
session samples of sugar testing only 84 degrees, and they are very 
white, but they are soft. Thereis 4 per cent of water in 100 pounds 
of 96 sugar. and there is 96 pounds of sugarinit. If they take 75 
pounds of granulated sugar, and if they have only 4 pounds of 
water in the 25 pounds remaining, they would have a grade of 
sugar that would show less of water than this sample does. |Ex- 
hibiting.} This is a sample of white sugar [exhibiting] which 
has more than 10 per cent of water in it; yet in making up the 
calculations of the profits to sugar refiners no account is taken of 
this fact, and we make the calculation as though the whole of it 
was brought down to fine granulated sugar. Such is not the case. 
Such is never the case. 

How can any member of the Senate who will look these facts in 
the face as I have presented them have any doubt that this sugar 
schedule, as it has loon brought into the Senate, gives an uncon- 
scionable advantage to the sugar refiners and gives them a margin 
of profit which can not be justified on any ground in the world? 

I have already stated that I propose to offer an amendment to 
this bill which will bring the margin of profit down to what they 
say it is, 12} cents on the hundred pounds. I stated, while I was 
willing to do that, that I did not believe even that was necessary 
to make their business a profitable one. 

I told you what Mr. Farr said in his letter, and I presented a 
letter of a New York chemist, showing that there is absolutely no 
loss on account of impurities in the sugar, because, after all, the 
sugar that is below the 100 standard is made up of saccharine 
matter and water. There is the smallest possible amount of color- 
ing matter and other stuff of that sort in sugar; it is infinitesi- 
mal in weight and amounts to practically nothing when refining 
takes place. When all these advantages are considered, I do not 
see how any man can hesitate for a moment to admit that the 
change I propose in this schedule would give the sugar refiners 
more than they are fairly entitled to. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President—— 

_The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
yield to the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. With pleasure. 

. CAFFERY. I did not hear all the Senator from Arkansas 
, and I will ask him to tell me what will be the difference be- 
this bill and the Wilson law in the margin allowed to the 


. ALLISON. On the 87-degree test? 
CAFFERY. No, sir; on the basis of the 96 test, the basis 
which the refiner calculates the cost. 


Ta thes 
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Mr. ALLISON. Why not give the 87 test, as now stated by the 
Senator, instead of the 96 test? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Because the basis of the 96 test of sugar is the 
basis from which the refiner calculates the cost of all raw sugars 
under that test. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; but the Senator from Arkansas is now 
making the comparison with the 87 test. Thope he will answer the 
question of the Senator from Louisiana and give us the differential 
upon that test in the present law as compared with the proposed 
schedule in the bill, and then I shall be very glad also to have the 
96 test. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I shall answer the question of the 
Senator from Louisiana to the best of my ability, and then I shall 
endeavor to answer any question the Senator from Iowa may 
desire to ask. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no question toask. I only wanted to 
get the scope of the question of the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I thought [ had the figures here. I 
have them somewhere among my papers, but I came here some- 
what hastily this morning and have mislaid some of them 

My impression is that under the Wilson law on sugars testing 
96 degrees the refiners get a margin of twenty-one one-hundredths 
of acent a pound. I have the exact figures in relation to this 
matter, but I can not put my hand on them now; but it is about 
twenty-one one-hundredths of a cent under the present law, as 
compared with fifty-three one-hundredths as proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. That is about the difference, I take it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, I will venture to ask the Senator a ques- 
tion, if he will allow me; but [donot wish to interrupt him. The 
Senator draws the differential as respects this bill and the cost of 
the sugar upon the 87-degree polariscope test, and makes the dif- 
ference fifty-three one-hundredths. Then he takes the differen- 
tial, in answer to the question of the Senator from Louisiana as 
respects the present law, and makes a difference of twenty-one 
one-hundredths on the test of 96 degrees. I merely want to call 
attention to that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think, since the Senator has called 
my attention to it, that the margin on 96 sugar is only about 13 
or 14 under the Wilson law, and the margin on 88 sugar would 
be about 20. With the comparison between the two under the 
amendment as the Senator proposes it, the difference on 96 sugar, 
a3 I make it, is about 43, and the difference on 87 or 88 sugar is 
about 53 now. As this is a mere matter of impression, | will 
make the figures and present them later; but I think under the 
Wilson law that the difference on 96 sugar is about 13 or 14, and 
the difference on 87 sugar would be about 20 or 21. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be very glad to see this expert whose 
tabulation the Senator has produced give the difference on each 
scale of sugar between the present law and the proposed amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the proposition? 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish whoever makes these tables 
the Senator does not make them himself 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do. 

Mr.ALLISON. Very well. ThenI hope the Senator will draw 
the distinction all along the line of these different grades of tests, 
showing the difference between each degree of sugar between our 
amendment and the present law. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I shall endeavor to get an expert 
familiar with that to do that for me. The figures from which I 
have been quoting to-day and which I quoted some few moments 
ago were made by an expert and furnished to me, but every one 
of them I had made before and had them in pencil. I took his 
because they were typewritten and because I could more readily 
read them; but I have made every one of the figures I have given, 
and I believe they are absolutely correct. 

Mr. ALLISON. Are they in that table? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. A part of them are. 
to put all of them in as well as I can. 

Mr. President, there are one or two other points in connection 
with this subject that I should like to present if I can find the 
data that I had, but I am afraid I have mislaid them or left them 
at my room. 

There have been some very remarkable arguinents presented to 
maintain the Hawaiian treaty, and they are sending here newspa- 
per clippings and letters and arguments of one sort or another 
which are very striking. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. As I was necessarily absent during the first few 
hours of the session to-day, I should like to inquire whether the 
Senator from Iowa presented any amendment with reference to 
the provision relating to the Hawaiian treaty? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. He did not; but he asked that the 
portion of the bill referring to that treaty should go over. 

Mr. WHITE. Is it understood that some amendment will be 
presented? I presume there will be an amendment offered later on, 


of course 


I will endeavor 
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Mr, ALLISON. I have no doubt the whole question will be 
fully discussed, and it is possible that the majority of the com- 
mittee may present an amendment and itis possible they may not. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam inclined to agree with the Senator in that. 
(Laughter. | 

Mr, CAFFERY. I will inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
whether we will know, efter that very unequivocal statement, 
what the committee Lpeepoes to do? 

Mr. ALLISON. € provision respecting Hawaii is in the bill 
and it can not be got out of the bill without an amendment, and 
therefore the question is already before the Senate, whether the 
committee propose an amendment or not. If the committee can 
agree upon a _— or a scheme of their own, they may possibly 

resent it, and if they do not agree, they will not present it, but 
eave it tothe Foreign Relations Committee, which deals with 
these subjects, to present such amendment as it may think proper. 

Mr. WHITE. f will ask the Senator from Iowa if it is possible 
that this bill is to get into the Committee on Foreign Relations? 

Mr. ALLISON. No one knows into what committee it may get 
before it is completed. But the question is before the Senate, and 
if the committee choose to make no amendment, the subject must 
be considered by the Senate. The Senator from California cer- 
tainly understands that. 

Mr, WHITE. Mr. President, I will say tothe Senator from Iowa 
that of course I understand that; but as we have been informed 
two or three times that there was an amendment in process of con- 
struction somewhere and by somebody, I merely desired to know 
whether that amendment was of a practical character, whether it 
really had some essence, and would perhaps appear, but the Sena- 
tor not being able to tell more definitely as to the matter, I shall 
not press it. I do not wish to intrude upon the secrets of the 
caucus chamber at all. 

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, while I have not 
found the letter from Mr. Farr, I have found the chemist’s cer- 
tificate, which he sends, and which gives the different grades of 
sugar, and I call the attention of the Senate to the saccharine 
strength of the various grades he gives as being made by the sugar 
refineries. His statement is as follows: 


SUGAR CERTIFICATE. 
(Duplicate. ] 
A. Weitcnhert LABORATORY, 
101 Wall Street, New York, December 22, 1896. 
Messrs. Nevers & CALLAGHAN: 


I hereby certify that I have examined the samples of sugar marked as be- 
low and find them to contain as follows: 


Marked. Cane 


15 
Yellow Scotch 
Dutch granulated 
German granulated 
American granulated 


FERZANS: 
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A. WEICHERT CHEMICAL LABORATORY, 
101 Wall Street, New York. 

This shows the grades of sugar made by the refineries, and it 

8 at least to the extent to sustain the statement made by Mr. 
arr, that the sugar refineries make 100 pounds of sugar out of 
every 100 pounds of sugar melted. 

Mr. CHILTON. Do they make it from the German sugar? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I do not know as to that, but I pre- 
sume there is some German sugar used, The great bulk, however, 
of the sugar of this country is the cane sugar, 

Mr. CHILTON. I understand that; but I want to know what 
is the per cent of adulteration. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think there is moreadulteration of 
German sugar than of cane sugar. I know two or three years ago 
there was a much larger per cent of ash in German sugar; -and 
it was to show that improved methods had got rid to a great ex- 
tent of those difficulties that I read the statement of Professor 
Weichert. 

Mr. CHILTON. I understand that this which is called the re- 
fined sugar is supposed to test 100 degrees, that there is such an 
amount of water poured into it that it does not test 100 degrees, 
and all I want to get at is whether the German refined sugar that 
is brought here is subject to the same difficulty or trouble. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is, of course, water present in 
all sugar below 100 d . In sugar testing 100 degrees there is 
no water; it is perfectly dry; but the sugar below 100 degrees, as 
a rule, has no deleterious substances present; it has no foreign 


matter except water, Sugar testing 96 degrees, as a rule, means 
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96 pounds of sugar and 4 pounds of water. There is no sp 
harm in it. 

There are some crudities and impurities that are taken out. |); 
they are infinitesimal in point of weight, and this, of cours 
less and less the case as the sugar is higher and higher in tes. 
the lower grades of sugar there ismore molasses. Of course t]) 
impurities and ingredients are less in the higher grades of 5... ,. 
but even where there is a considerable amount of molasses });, ., 
ent it is saccharine matter—sugar that has not been crystalli,.. |. 

Mr. President, I have a sort of circular which was sent to 11) 
from San Francisco in favor of maintaining the Hawaiian tre; \-. 
It is a remarkable paper in many respects, and I will ask the jy. 
dulgence of the Senate to read it as a specimen of the sort of ar.-i)- 
ments that are used for the purpose of maintaining that treaty. 
The circular says: 

Dear Sir: Your attention is directed to the following article published jp 
the San Francisco Examiner of Monday, May 24, 1897: 

“THE PROFITS OF HAWAIIAN TRADE. 

“The sugar trust is weakening in its efforts to smash the Hawaiian revi- 
procity treaty. According to the reports from Washi m, it is now ready 
to compromise by providing fora levy on Hawaiian productsof but one-third 
their ordinary duties. 

“This is, as a matter of course, to be preferred to the proposition to put 
Hawaii on the same footing as foreign countries and tax her products ai {\;|| 
rates. But the proposition should none the less be resisted by the (alifor- 
nia delegation in C and beaten out of the tariff bill. sf is but the 
cha rom a p tion to kill our trade with the islands to a proposition 
to take away part of the trade. ‘ornia has no trade that she is willing to 
spare, and the effort to deprive her of any part of it should meet with stron- 
uous resistance, 

* The efforts to prove that our trade with Hawaii is a losing business for 
the United States still continue, in spite of the demonstration offered that it 
is the most profitable t of our local commerce. that we bought 

15,244,.%7 from Hawaii in the last calendar year, and sold Hawaii only $4,1=4,- 
351 worth of goods in exchange is advanced as a proof that the trade is cost- 
ing more than it brings. 

“The absurdity of this view has already been by the Examiner. 
So far from showing a loss, the aqetee show a profit. We received $15,244,977 
in goods. We sent only $4,184,351 in ex ” any system of bookkeep- 
ing in private business these figures w: show that we made a profit of 
$11,060, . The prevalent theory that this is a ‘balance of trade’ against us 
is probably founded on the idea that this difference between exports and i1- 
ports is a ‘due bill’ that must bs settled in coin. The customs figures show 
that this is a error. We sent to Hawaii in the calendar year 1) 
$1,065,278 in gold and $73.000 in silver. This isthe total shipmentin settlement 
of the ‘balance.’ The other $9,921,448 was We swapped off $5,525,529 
of merchandise and cash for goods worth 977.”" 

Mr. President, I shall not read the remainder of this statement, 
but the idea of anybody solemnly sending a document of that sort, 
printing it, and und to make men of sense believe that 
we have made a — of over $9,000,000 in a transaction of that 
kind, because it did not show how they were paid for, is such an 
absurdity that there is no use of anyonestopping to discuss it. If 
the profits were made by the people of San Francisco out of the 
investment, it makes no difference. Suppose you admit, for the 
sake of argument, that these absurd claims are true, who would 
get the benefit? The individuals who bought the goods at one- 
third the value have obtained the profit. 

It has been of no benefit to the American public, no benefit to 
the Treasury, no benefit to any taxpayer in the United States, and 
even if the absurd statement were true, it would be no reason for 
maintaining a condition of things such as is existing now. Tho 
statement made by this company that we are giving up 
more than $7,000,000 of tariff a year for the purpose of inducing 
the Hawaiian people to buy $4,000,000 worth of goods from us is 
a plain statement of the common sense of the situation; and if the 
American —— refuse to continue to remit this amount of 
Ones Ae tariff A mage: the statement ey, me a sad ates 
ago that the standing agreement @ sugar refiners and 
the sugar producers was that the sugar producers of Hawaii 
should have for their sugar what the sugar was worth in New 
York, less one-fourth of a cent, shows where the — goes. 

What is the value of thes in New York? It is the value 0! 
the outside article obtained in Cuba, the Philippine Islands. or 
anywhere abroad, and the tariff paid to lay it down in New York. 
Now, as to the foreign cost of sugar in the Hawaiian or the Phil- 
— Islands, or the West India Islands, or in South America, 
they sell this sugar higher than any Cuban can sell his sugar, an 
by so much as the American tariff, less one-fourth of a cent 
a pound, which goes to the trust. 

t seems to me, Mr. President, that that statement ought to 
make it impossible for the American Senate to continue a systei 
which takes out of the Treasury —— $7,000,000 a year which 
is all to go into the hands of the Hawaiian sugar producers except 
en of a cent a pound that is to go to the refiners of New 

ork. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Where do the persons live who make the Ha- 
wr JONES ; 

Mr. JO of Arkansas. In San Francisco, I eee et is, 
I suppose most of the men who own the plantations live there. | 
understood that at least a great m= Tether live there. 
labor that uces that sugar is cool and there is only 3 
per cent of the population in the Sandwich Islands white people. 








1897. 


If this profit went to the labor of the Sandwich Islands—as all the Mr. VEST. It pays 7 per cent on the preferred and it pays 12 

other taxes we levy here are for the benefit of labor—it would oo cent upon the common, which is equivale.t to 21 per cent, 

not be for the benefit of the white laborer, but it would go to 2cause When a dividend is payable every three months the calcu- 

coolies; it would not go to Americans or people speaking the lan- | lation is that 1 per cent is added to itsannual value. That would 

guage of our country. It may be possible that a lot of San Fran- | make it 13 per cent upon the common stock and 8 per cent upon 

cisco or California people may own the plantations in Hawaii, and | the preferred—in the aggregate 21 per cent on the common and 

it may be of enormous value to them to be allowed to bring their | preferred. 

sugar in and sell it at the same price it would sell for duty paid; Mr. BATE. I will ask the Senator from Missouriif the stock 

but is there any justice in levying a tax upon the masses of the | has been watered? I just came into the Chamber, and I did not 
»ple to ena those who happen to own plantations in Hawaii | hear the Senator's statement. If it has been watered, to what 

to sell their — to the American people at a higher price than | extent has it been watered? 

they would it but for this law? Mr. VEST. As a matter of course it has been watered. I vield 
Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator if the sugar planters | to the Senator from Louisiana {Mr. Carrery] to make a state 

live in the United States and pocket the profits whether that does | ment. 

not account for the fact that we do not send the money out to Mr. CAFFERY.. I simply desire to read the quotations of the 

Hawaii? | stock of the American Sugar Refining Company for a number of 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is precisely the way I account | years. 

for it. For the year 1892: Common, 1153; lowest, 78$; closing, 1114. 
Mr. President, there are many other facts in connection with | Preferred, 1078; lowest, 90; closing, 994. Sales, 4,514,617 shares 

this matter that I should like to present to the Senate, but I have | of common. 

already been on my feet so long that I feel that I ought notto| For the year 1893 the highest quotation of common was 134); 

trespass any longer on the time or patience of the Senate; but be- | lowest, 61}; closing, 81j. 1 will not read the whole of the table. 

fore the de is closed I shall attempt to elucidate some other; For the year 1894: Common, 134j; lowest,75§; closing,89}. For 

points on the question to the best of my ability. | the year 1895, 1214; lowest, 90}; closing, 102}. The figures all run 
Mr. MILLS. Iwant to state that on the vote taken this morning | above par both for common and preferred for 1592, Is¥8, 1894, and 

I was paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Taurston} on | 1895. 

the amendment offered to the bill by the Senator from Utah {Mr.| Mr. WHITE. While the Senator from Louisiana is upon his 
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Cannon]. Had I been present, I should have voted *‘ nay.” | feet, I should like to inquire whether the introduction of this re- 
Mr. . Mr. President, it is not my purpose to attempt any | form sugar schedule by the other side of the Chamber has had any 


elaborate address on this important schedule. There has been a | effect on the stock market in reference to sugar stock? 
yastamount of irritation exhibited whenever the schedule hascome Mr. VEST. It went up five points. 
up for discussion in any tariff bill. In 1894 it was the Cape Hat- Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In one day, and it has gone up since 
teras of debate, and caused investigation, vituperation, libel, and | then. 
slander until the character of individual Senators and the char- Mr. CAFFERY. This is a report for the period from 1892 to 
acter of the Senate at large became involved in the discussion. 1895, and the proposed bill would have no effect on that term. I 
The sugar trust is a plain, palpable, bald, admitted trust. It | simply read the figures to show the amount of premium the stock 
controls, according to statements of its own members, 70 per cent | is carrying. 
of the of sugar in the United States; and it is stated Mr. WHITE. My question was addressed to the effect of the 
by experts who are not in the trust that the amount it controls is | bill upon stock at a recent date. 
96 per cent, leaving only 4 per cent outside of its cormorant grasp. Mr. VEST. Some of us may be mistaken with regard tothesugar 
1 know that the decision made by the circuit court of the United | schedule, but there are certain people who are never mistaken, 
States and affirmed by the Supreme Court, involving the effect of | and those people are in Wall street. The speculators of Wall 
the antitrust law, misnamed the Sherman Act—with which Mr. | street understand immediately and almost instinctively the effect 
Sherman had no more to do than the inhabitantof another planet— | of legislation here. There is no question in regard to the correct- 
the antitrust law, which was framed by the Judiciary Committee, | ness of their conclusion. When our friends in caucus the other 
chiefly by Mr. Edmunds, then Senator from Vermont, and reported | day decided upon the present and pending schedule, sugar stock 
to the Senate and by both Houses, and construed by the | went up five points in thirty minutes, and it has continued to go 
Supreme Court of United States, first by the circuit court in | upever since. I am told that to-day it is as high as 124, having 
New Jersey, in acase where the sugar trust was a party—it was not | started immediately on the adjournment of the caucus from 119. 
pretended that it was not a trust, but that case went off upon the | There is no question about the correctness of their conclusion. 





question whether the product of the trust had entered into inter- | They know whether this schedule is more favorable to them than 
state commerce so as to bring it and bring the trust within the | the existing law, or than the Dingley biil, or than what is called 
sphere of the operation of that law. That was the only point vir- | the Aldrich amendment, and the result is shown in the stock 
tually decided. board, and it is now predicted, as I understand from a gentleman 
As to its being a trust, as to its controlling the sugar consump- | in speculation, I believe, to some extent, that sugar will go to 150, 
tion in the United States, there was no pretense of denial. It is | The trust has all it wants. 
not only an open and undisguised and palpable and admitted But I have not contented myself with conjecture in regard to 
trust, but its operations have been flagrant, bold, and its mana- | this matter, and with the assistance of the best expert in the 
gers have been men of the greatest financial and economic ability; | United States, in my opinion. [ have arrived mathematically at 
= it ae with a confidence that arose from a seuse | the effect of the caucus amendment, and I have here tables show- 
has been estimated that this trust has invested in the refining | with absolute vertainty, and they put the question beyond doubt. 
of sugar some $25,000,000. It has bonght up all the rival refineries | Of course I shall not undertake to go throngh this labyrinth or 
that were of sufficient importance to interfere with the general | wilderness of calculation upon an occasion like the present, and I 
design oe. will content myself with results. I take it for granted the Senate 
In the city of St. Louis the old Belcher refinery, which at one | wants to know the difference of protection given to the trust un 
time was considered a marvel of prosperity and production in the | der these different measures, commencing with the existing law 
way of refined sugar, was bought by the trust and closed; and the | and winding up with the proposed amendments or schedule of the 
same thing ee an the large refinery finished in 1895 in | caucus which we are now considering. 
the city of Its doors were suddenly closed and its One question which has to be determined is upon what grade of 
have been smokeless from that time. When the facts | sugar shall we make the calculation. Of course Senators know, 
came out, it developed that this retinery, like the Belcher refinery | and it is an elementary fact in regard to the sugar schedule, that 
and the in San Francisco, had passed into the control of | there are two systems upon which to tréat this question. One is 
this giant monopoly, and for its purposes had gone out of practical | that of color, and the other is that of saccharine strength. When 
operation. you k of 16 Dutch standard, you mean a color about like that 
To show the enormous profits of this business, it is only neces- | of coffeé. When you speak of the polariscopic test, you mean its 
sary to refer to the testimony of Mr. Searles in the Lexow inves- | saccharine strength, running from 75 to 9 degrees, making alto 
tigation. Mr. Searles made no phenomenal revelations, because | gether twenty-six grades or degrees, according to the polariscopic 
the of the com and what can be read by any man in | test. 
to its stock its dividends show its enormous profits. Governor Dina.ry, in framing his bill in the House, took 92- 
$24,000,000 thie invested, or $25,000,000 at the largest | degree sugar as the test upon whieh he based his bill and sent it to 


: 


the consciousness of great financial resources. | ing all the different phases of the sugar question, worked out 





estimate, the trust has $37,500,000 of erred stock and $37,500,000 | the Senate. He assumed, and I think correctly, that 92 is about 
$75,000,000. Upon the $37,500,000 of | the mean or medium degree, going up from 92 to 99 and from 92 
stock it 8 per cent every three months, or 12 per | down to 75. The sugar dealers of New York, and conspicuously 

equivalent to 13 cent. the great house of Willett & Gray, took 96 as the grade upon which 
My understanding is that it pays | the sugar schedule should be determined and argued. As was 
6 per cent on its preferred stock and 12 per cent on the common. | said by my colleague upon the Committee on Finance, the Senator 


el 
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from Arkansas {Mr. Jones], the lower grades of sugar are full of 
impurities, with large quantities of water, and they are not the 
favorites of the trust, but the higher grades of sugar produce the 
article which competes with the granulated sugar of Germany, 
which is refined sugar, coming into this market in large quanti- 
ties, and there is the battlefield between the foreigner and the do- 
mestic refiner in the United States. 

I repeat, that the 96 polariscopic grade is that upon which this 
question must be argued and determined, because that is the grade 
in which the trust is more interested than in any other, and not 
in the lower or muscovado sugars, which are full of impurities 
and which the refiners never buy if they can helpit. Asamatter 
of course, there has been a vast change in the sugar market of the 
world produced by the Cuban revolution or war. If Senators 
would go to the official reports, they would find that from impor- 
tations of a billion and half pounds of sugar brought to us from 
Cuba and the Philippine Islands it has fallen off to some 200,000,- 
000 pounds, and if the war continues it is safe to assume that the 
oe of Cuba will practically disappear from the American 
market. 

The trust, compelled to have its raw material in spite of war, 
was forced to go to the beet sugar of Germany, and the result 
was that the beet sugar of Germany, as shown by official reports, 
increased in importation in 1896, or in the nine months preceding 
July of this year, from 400,000,000 to 900,000,000 pounds. So there 
has been a revolution, In 1896, 2,230,000,000 pounds of cane sugar 
were brought into this country and refined, but that has fallen off 
to a billion and a half, and the place of the Cuban cane sugar has 
been taken by the beet sugar from Germany. 

Mr. President, I come to the real question in which every Sena- 
tor is interested, and in which the people particularly are inter- 
ested. What is the protection given to the trust by existing law? 
What is the result of this amendment? Have the speculators of 
Wail street been mistaken in regard to its effect when they put 
sugar up from 118 to 124 inside of the past two days? I assert that 
this calculation is mathematically correct. I have gone over it 
carefully, deliberately, and am responsible for it, because I know 
that it was made by a man, in my judgment, the most competent 
that can be found for such work. 

We will take, in the first place, 96-degree sugar, which is the test 
sugar. Under the Wilson Act the protection is thirty-four and a 
fraction cents on the hundred pounds to the trust; under the Ding- 
ley bill instead of 34 it is 59 cents on the hundred pounds; under the 
Aldrich amendment itis 61 cents; under the present schedule pro- 
posed by the caucus it is.66, an increase over the Aldrich amend- 
ment, which was itself an increase over the Dingley bill, which 
was itself an increase over the Wilson Act; and the difference be- 
tween the Aldrich armendment and the caucus schedule is over 5 
cents on the hundred pounds. 

Mr. President, this caleulation is made upon the prices civen by 

the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] in his speech. I 
believe those prices are too low, but for purposes of fair, legitimate 
——— I took his own prices and made this calculation upon 
them. 
There are 26 grades of sugar, running from 75 to 99 degrees, inclu- 
sive. On 17 of those grades the caucus amendment is a slight de- 
crease from the Aldrich schedule. Upon 9 of them it is a very 
considerable increase, and I come now to the salient point in this 
discussion, to which I challenge the attention of the opposite side 
and their contradiction. lt is most significant that all these re- 
ductions in the protection given are upon the muscovados or lower 
degrees of sugar, below 87. Upon all the higher grades, which 
constitute the favorite raw material of the trust, there is a very 
marked and significant increase of protection. 

Take, for instance, 75, the lowest grade. Under the Aldrich 
amendment the protection is $2.87; under the caucus amendment 
it is $2.29, a reduction. On 76 it is $2.68 under the Aldrich 
amendment and $2.16 under the gaucus amendment. On the 
next grade it is $2.50 under the Aldrich amendment and $2.04 
under the caucus amendment. On thé next grade it is $2.34 under 
the Aldrich amendment and $1.91 under the caucus amendment. 
On the next grade it is $2.19 under the Aldrich amendment and 
$1.81 under the caucus amendment. I leave off the thousands in 
the shape of fractions. 

On the next grade it is $1.87 under the Aldrich amendment and 
$1.58 under the Senate amendment, and so on with a small de- 
crease of from 1 to 8 cents until you reach the fated grade of 87, 
when a new section, an amendment of our friends upon the other 
side, takes effect, and from that time on, above 87 and up to 99, 
there is a most significant and marked increase of protection given 
to the trust. 

We will take, for instance, 98, and you find the protection given 
to the trust is 77 cents under the Aldrich amendment, 78 in the 
Senate amendment; in the next grade it is 68 under the Aldrich 
amendment and 71 in the Senate amendment; on the next it is 62 
cents in the Aldrich amendment and 67 in the caucus amendment; 
on the next it is 61 under the Aldrich amcndment and 66 under 
the Senate amendment; on the next it is 59 under the Aldrich 


LT 
amendment and 64 under the Senate amendment; in the next, 59 
under the Aldrich amendment and 64 under the caucus amend 
ment, and on the next it is 60 under the Aldrich amendment anq 
66 under the caucus. 

Then follow in the calculations the price of refined sugar under 
the different bills. Under the Wilson Act it is $3.44; uncer the 
Dingley bill, $4.55; under the Aldrich amendment, $4.64; unger 
the Senate amendment it would be $4.63. - 

These are the rates of protection, and the hand that cons ructed 
and the intellect that devised that schedule understood ¢x.¢1} y 
what was wanted. It is a artistic, and calculated to 
hide the increase so effectually from all except experts that it ig 
almost impossible to make the detection. The men in Wal! street 
understood it, and in five minutes after the lightning had flasheg 
the news that our friends in caucus had decided upon this scheq- 
ule prices jumped from 118 to 123}, and now it is 124 and possibly 
more. 

I will ask that these tables for the use of the Senate may be in- 
serted in my remarks, and I challenge criticism upon them, | 
have taken the prices of the Senator from Rhode Island | Mr, 
ALDRICH] himself. I have dealt fairly with every one of these 
measures, and I assert that this is an enormous bounty to the 
sugar trust upon the grades of sugar which they always desire to 
use, while for the purpose of deluding the ple at large, and 
those who have given no special attention to the sugar duty, they 
have decreased with great clamor and ostentation the protection 
upon the lower grades of sugar least desired by this giant monopoly. 

In fixing any rates of duty and attempting in advance to an- 
nounce their effects on the revenue, on the interested industries, 
and as burdens to the taxpayers, it is necessary to note the condi- 
tions abroad and the probable tendencies of markets for the future, 

The false encouragement given in bounties by continental coun- 
tries has resulted in overproduction abroad, and in so depressing 
the world’s sugar markets that since the enactment of the present 
law prices of sugar have so declined that our revenues have fallen 
away more than a third below what was computed these rates 
would yield at the time the law was , and has so cheapened 
sugars to the consumers that they have hardly noticed the burden 
which 40 per cent on this necessary of life has imposed. 

It does not seem possible that prices can go much lower than 
now; but our consul-general at kfort, in the February Con- 
sular Report (page 167), shows that new legislation in Germany, in- 
stead of reducing the trouble, as anticipated, by reason of the same 
tendencies of greed-grasping benefits that prevail there as here, 
has exaggerated the embarrassments and encouraged still more 
burdensome overproduction in Germany, and France retaliates 
with like legislation. 

The result is that while the Germans can only afford 12 or 15 
— of sugar capita annually for home consumption, they 

elp England and the United States pay for the 50 or 60 pounds 
per capita consumed in these countries. 

It seems a foolish policy, as anyone must admit who reais 
Consul-General Mason's letter, but it is continuing and progress- 
ive just now, and will probably result in still lower prices. which 
will set at naught any calculations offered at this time on the 
effects of the duties proposed in this bill. 

The amount of protection afforded by any system of rates on 
sugar, especially when these are partly or entirely ad valorem, 
depends, of course, in great measure upon the relative invoice 
prices of the raw and refined sugars, and these are just the ele- 
ments which the layman has no means of determining, and which 
the parties most interested decline to furnish. 

If the latter were quite ingenuous, the matter would still be 
complicated and uncertain by reason of fluctuations, of diff-rences 
in different markets, at different ports, and in different seasons. 
When the present law was enacted su was more than a cent 
higher than at the present time, and the 40 per cent rate fixed 
was calculated and realized, a half cent more per pound on our 
tremendous importations. 3 

In criticising the estimates made by Hon. William L. Wilson 
on the rates proposed by the Senate bill, tor ALDRICH (REcORD, 
page 1557) says: 

German granulated, the price of which I have already shown, in the month 
of March was 2.3 cents per pound. 

And on page 1559 of the Recorp, in a table given to show how 
irregularly and unfairly the rates of the Dingley bill 
affect the various grades of raw sugars, the import price for each 
grade of such raw sugars is given by Senator ALDRICH. 

Taking these prices as a and using the drawback allow- 
ance of pounds of each grade established by the Government — 
from 101 pounds of 99-degree to nearly 147 pounds of 7- 
degree test to make 100 ——— of ulated—the margins found 
in the following tables show the ces of the duties paid on 


the raw and ed sugars, usually accepted as the measure of 


protection. : 
These are of course misl , since in the 114.94 pounds of 9°- 


eading. f 
degree sugar there is not — realized 100 ds of hard refined 
sugar, but several pounds of valuable mane otanes and molasses. 
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Before the Ways and Means Committee, Mr. W. J. McCahan, of 
Philadelphia, a refiner, stated that he had calculated the cost of 
refining in his refinery for a year. ; 

In that time, running - from ——_ to two-thirds or 

sing 96-degree centrifugals, it cost him 56 cents per 100 pounds 
to refine the sugar; but he added, ‘‘ There is 26 cents waste to 
come out of 56 cents.” 

This is on 96-degree sugar, and there is but 7 pounds out of which 
to realize the 26 cents. It ought not to be less on lower grade 
sugars, where the allowance runs as high as 46 pounds, and this 
sds a quarter of a cent per pound protection to any calculation 
which makes the Government drawback allowance the basis for 
computing the margin of profit to the refiner. 

It is assumed in all these calculations that the refiners turn out 
no white sugar except of 100 degrees test. Yet centrifugals of 96 
to 97 degrees may be used and 4-degree refined white sugar re- 
sult, in which case, instead of a waste, more pounds of refined 
sugar come out than went in of raw sugar. 

his condition can not, ought not to have any bearing upon 
any calculation as to margins, but ought to be an answer to the 
brazen and the foolish, who alone claim that the protection in the 
-rate on refined sugar is limited to what is left after subtracting 





the duties paid on 115 pounds of 92-degree or 122 pounds of 58- | 


degree sugar. 


To show how entirely these calculations rest upon the values of | © 
the sugars, it is only neces:ary to compare page 636 of the Ways 
and Means testimony, where Mr. Payne, of the committee, suc- | 


gests, and Mr. McCahan, the refiner, does not dissent, that the 

rates established by the committee do not vary 5 per cent on any 

grade, and Senator ALDRICH’s table (Recorp, page 1559), which 

shows these rates range from 78 per cent on 99-degree sugar to 

144 per cent ad valorem on that of 75 degrees test. 

Table showing protection under rates in Senate bill on prices given by Senator 
Aldrich (Record, page 1559). 

















} Duty on 

Senator Senate! Duty per) Govern-| enough | Differ- 

Degrees, |Aldrich's * Sper | pound | ment raw to | ential 
polari- rice. cific ceutSen-| under | draw- make | under 
scopic test.) ( rd, | rate. | #terate.| Senate | back al-| 1 pound | Senate 

page 1559.) ms | bill. (|lowance.) granu- bill. 
lated. 
Son a gee 
| | 

75....--.---] 0.00275 \/ 0.51956 | 146.63 | 0.76208 | 1.53622 
Ve onscains . 7735 i} .S8012 144. 82 84012 | 1.50818 
Paccitheas . 85428 64071 | 142.95 | .91589 | 1.4241 
Wh. cannot 935 | i} . 70125 141.08 98932 | 1. 35808 
9 S ceillin 1. 0078 | Tg 130.21 | 1.05180 | 1.20841 
pecigianteaei " ~ ; i} . 81937 37.35 | 1.12540 1, 22290 
Soc aosthe 1, 17125 |(*5 Per cent -.... ‘87843 | 135.48 | L190 | 11521 
a ar 123 | 9875 133.61} 1.25259} 1.00571 
St dedi 1. 33651 |} 1.00288 131.74 | 1.32053 1.02777 
8 .....<aceah. ee || 1.06402 | 129.88 | 1.35194]  .96636 
& 1. 4895 1.11712 128. 01 1.45002 .o1s23 
86... 1.5484 it 1.1613 126.14) 1.46456 | 88344 
87 1. 6051 79 | 0.56178 | 1.35178 124.27 | 1.67985 | . 66815 
RS 1.6633 81 58215 | 1.30215 122.41 L.7413 | . 64417 
89... 1. 6955 83 . 59342 1. 42342 120. 54 1.71579 . G51 
90. 1.7336 85 60576 | 1.45876 118. 67 1, 72873 . 61957 
91... 1, 7683 87 - 61890 | 1.4889 116. 81 1. 75918 . 60012 
1. 8272 ao 63082 | 1.62052 114. 94 1. 75808 . 00R7 
1.862 91 -O170 | 1.5617 113.07 | 1. 76581 . eae 

1.% 93 -OR250 | 1.6125 111.20} 1.79309 . 21 
2.025 95 . 70875 | 1. 65875 100.34 | 1.81967 54 

2. 0629 97 T2201 | 1.692 107.47 | 1.81839 . f2901 
2.1134 Ut) . 73969 | 1.72989 105.00 | 1, 82655 52175 
2.13775 101 74821 | 1.7582 108.73 | 1.82378 . 52452 
2. 198 108 . 76030 | 1.7993 101.87 | 1.83205 51535 


* Senator ALDRICH, says German granulated | sugar is worth 2.3 cents per 
pound. saree per cent of this is 0.805 cent, plus the specific rate, 1.16 
cs equals 1.965 cents, plus the German bounty, 0.3833 cent, equals 2.3483 








Table showing protection under rates of Dingley bill on prices given by Senator 
Aldrich (Record, page 1559). 





Govern- Duty on| Differ- 

4 Duty , 
Senator ment raw ential 
Degrees, polariscopic test. | Aldrich’s | )240T | draw- | sugar in| under 
prices. bill ey back al-| 1 pound |Dingley 

* llowance.| refined. bill. 





| 
| 


ij 0. 69272 1 0.7915 
76 7733 1.08 . 7667 
7 85428 1.06 7431 
8 - 935 10 7206 
; 1.0075 1B 6992 
£0 1.0925 1.15 6733 
1.17125 1.18 6597 

1.25 1.21 6417 

1. 33651 1.2% 6248 

1.4187 127 . 6089 

1. 4805 1.90 . 542 

1. 484 1.3 5807 

1.6061 1.3% . 5684 

1. 6633 1.39 5509 

1. 6955 142 407 

the duty on refined cents, and on 








Degrees, polariscopic test. 


Degrees, yp lariscopic test 





Senator 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Senator 


1645 


Table showing protection under rates of Dingley bill, ete-—Continued. 
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Duty | Govern Duty on Differ- 


r ander ment raw ential 
Aldrich’s |i), yley|,@raw- |sugarin under 
prices bill *' back al-| 1 pound Dingley 
lowance.) refined bill 
1. 7338 1.45 118. 67 1. 7207 0. 5376 
1.7683 | 1.48 116. 81 1. 7287 S206 
Lave | (1.5) | 114.98] 1.7355 58 
1.8 1.54 113. 07 1.7412 5171 
1.% 1.57 111.20 1. 7458 5125 
2. 025 160; 100.34) 1.74% S80 
2. 0629 1.63 107. 47 1.7517 . 5006 
2. 1134 1.65 105. 60 1. 7h20 . 504 
2.13775 1.69 108. 73 1. 7520 . 04 
2.198 1.72 101. 87 1. 7521 HOGS 


Table showing protection under Wilson Act on prices given by Senator Aldrich 
( Record, pag 


40 per | Govern-| Duty on! Differ- 





cent un ment raw ential 
Aldrich’'s der draw sugarin under 
prices. | Wilson | back al-| 1 pound Wilson 
| bill lowance.| refined bill. * 
0.69275 | 0.2771 146. 68 0. 40645 0. TARAS 
7735 4 144. 2 4480); 60883 
S428 Sti712 142. 95 4847 O53 
1 74 141.08 §2763 61737 
1.0075 | .408 139.21 56101 5X00 
1. 0825 437 137. GO0RT 5479 
1.17125 . 4685 15. 48 HT 51028 
1.235 5 133. 61 HOSS 47605 
L351 S4004 131.74 TOS 44072 
1. 4187 56) 48 120. 88 TST 10796 
1. 4805 | Se 128. 01 TUS Save 
L5ist | 61996 m.14 7TS126 WTS 
1. 6061 64204 124. 27 T0786 M74 
1. 6633 OR 122. 41 1440 S000 
1.6955 | .67R2 120.4 81750 32750 
1. 7336 | OUST 118. 67 SN) R10 
1. 7683 TOT32 116.81 RE s1878 
1. 8272 TOS 114. 4 SHIT NOAM 
1. 862 | 1448 113.07 | 84214 SULR6 
1.0 is 111.20 | .SOT36 
2.025 | 109. 34 RAD 
2. 0629 82516 107. 47 BS679 
2.1134 S4536 105. 60 See70 
2.13775 8551 1. 73 RAtit9 
2. 198 o2 101. 87 . 80564 


*Senator ALDRICH (RECORD, page 1557) gives the value of German granu 


lated sugar as 2.3 cents per pound. 
would be 40 per cent 





Wilson. | Dingley.| Senate 


Under the Wilson Act the duty on this 
0.92 and 4 cent, is 0.125, or together 1.045; with 0.10 
differential against bounty-fed sugar makes the total duty 1.145 


Table showing protection under rates of Senate bill on prices furnished by New 


York committee of the raw-sugar dealers 


| Govern-| Duty on Differ- 
Degrees, Senate Total ment raw ential 
polariscopic| by su- jcent Sen-| specific | rateper| draw- |sugarin under 
test. rate. pound. | back al- | 1 pound | Senate 
lowance.| refined rates 
er al 
» ondee cocese 8925 1/6. 68 1. 3001 1. 0392 
en | | 9375 144, 82 1. 3576 9007 
sc eaadialitadh R25 142.95) 1.4044 . 9439 
noo slasencaiinatsinestial } 1. (275 141.08 1. 4495 RUSS 
abdedbeowee | 1. 0725 139.21 | 1.400 BOS 
le 1.1175 37.151 1.508 8135 
Cie a 1. 1625 13.48) 1.5749 7734 
1. 2075 133. 61 1.6133 7350 
1.2525 | 131.74) 1.6500 6983 
} 1.2075) 129.88] 1.6851 6632 
1.3350 128. 01 1. 7089 . 6304 
1. 3725 126. 14 1. 7312 6171 
.79 1. 448 124. 27 1. 74 . 489 
81 1. 482 122. 41 1. S141 iA 
mS 1.516 120. St 1. 8273 5210 
85 1.55 L118. 67 1, 8303 5000 
87 1. 584 116.81 1. 82 4981 
89 1.618 114. 4 1. 8507 iN 
91 1. 6485 113. 07 1. 8639 {S44 
93 1. 679 111.20} 1. 8670 i313 
.% 1. 7005 100.34) 1.8691 | -4792 
7 1.74 107.47 | 1.8600 4784 
99 1.7705 105, 60 1. 8606 | 4787 
1.01 1.801 108. 73 1. 8681 | 412 
1.06 1, 8315 101. 87 1. 8657 4826 


Differentials in bills of 
New 
schedule. 





‘ 0.7985 | 0.7915 | 1. 5862 1.0139 

| 6969 . 7667 | 1. 5081 9873 

|, 6565 THB | 1. 4324 | . 9618 

| 178 7206 | 1. 3589 | 0374 

5839 | 6902 | 1. 2004 91 

es edtieihbene AAT 6788 | 1, 2229 8919 
la a ade |} ‘[608|} ‘e507; 1.1882 8709 
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Differentials in bills of— 


Degrees, polariscopic test. 7 i ae 
Wilson. | Dingley.| Senate. | are 


1. 0957 
L. 0277 
. 9668 


. ae 
. e8 
. 2776 
. 25938 
. 2582 
- 223 
. 2580 
. 2408 


A 
. 5UBR 
2. 2583 


2 3483 


The tables are made to show the differentials under the different 
bills, and it should be remembered that the calculations are based 
on a vaiuation of 2.3 cents per pound, which must be an under- 
valuation, since the last cropin Germany realized an average price 
of 2.48 for the year, and no refined sugar of any great quantity 
has come in yet at that figure, though it may go below in time, 
for the survival of the cheapest is as inexorably a comercial tend- 
ency as that death follows birth. It must not be forgotten that 
this sharp decline in price of sugar is in spite of the temporary 
cutting off of a part of the sugar supply of Cuba, though we re- 
ceived more Cuban sugar in March, 1897 (78,029,093 pounds), than 
in the corresponding month of 1896 (73,294,680). 

The refined sugars which came in in 1896 were valued at 2.8 
cents per pound; for the first nine months of the present fiscal year 
the little refined sugar imported was valued at 2.55 cents, and for 
the month of March last at 2.42 cents. Any of these would givea 
somewhat higher margin to the refiners than the 2.3 cents on which 
the tables were computed. If refined sugar was entered as for all 
the year 1896 at 2.8 cents, then the margin would be 17.50 cents per 
hundred pounds higher; and if to this be added what is realized 
from the softer sugars and molasses, the by-product in refining, 
admitted in one case to be 26 cents per hundred pounds, then the 
margin would be 43.50 points higher. , 

The House committee assumed, as has long been admitted, that 
the average of raw sugars imported into the United States was of 
92 degrees polariscopic test. This does not mean that any great 
proportion of the sugars below 16 Dutch standard was of that 
grade, but that Cuban centrifugals and continental beet sugars 
were about as great in volume as the lower-grade cane sugars of 
the Southern republics, the islands, and the Indies. The cham- 
pions of the Senate schedule at one fell swoop wiped out the cane 
sugars of the world. The two and three-quarter billion pounds 
which came in in 1896 of cane sugars disa like the smoke 
from the fisherman's jar, and in its stead the horrible Afrite rose, 
labeled German beet. German refined could come in at 2.3 cents 
~ pound, and if on this the retaliatory duty of 38.33 cents should 

counted as part of the protection, then, too, the 27 cents bounty 
on the raw sugars of Germany must be counted as part of the 
duties against all raw sugars. 

No matter that the German raw sugars do not grade below 90 
degrees, orat any rate carry no bounty below thatfigure. No mat- 
ter that our share of the cane sugar of the world, between two and 
three thousand million pounds, carry no such bounty. Germany 
is hereafter to furnish our meee She will = out our refiners 
as she has done those of and. Our cane fields of the South 
which the flood has spared shall be neglected; our beet farms in 
the West shall once more be waste places. But be it remembered, 
when all this is done the ‘Tropics will still raise some cane, and 
the trust will be found doing business at the old stand. 

No account is to be taken of the fact that Europe produced 
886,744,520 less pounds of raw beet sugar last year than the year 
before. No matter that Germany cultivated 160,051 less acres of 
beets in 1896 than in 1895, or that she produced 499,013,760 less 
pounds of beet sugar, or that she exported 239,926,400 pounds less. 
All these facts are ignored in the cry, ‘‘ Beware the bogie man from 
Germany!” As has been said, the preceding tables are not a 
measure of profit of the refiner, but only intended to show the 
differential of duties which would result on the prices as quoted, 
for which no guaranty is given. 

If the margin of profit is to be calculated, a different method is 
necessary, for in that case it must be borne in mind that the re- 
finer — also for the extra es of sugar which he buys to 
make his hundred pounds of refined. As an instance, take the 
raw 8 of 92 caprens, the eo worth, as Senator AL- 
DRICH said, i. cents. On this, under the Senate schedule, 
the specific rate is 0.89 cent, and the 35 per cent ad valorem is 
0.63952, or together, 1.52952 cents. If the sugar cost 1.8272, and 
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the duty is 1.52952, the duty- value of each pound of th»: 
grade of s aaa _e hat 


To this add the 0.27 cent of the German export bounty on 
sugar and we have the total duty-paid cost of the sugar, 3.( 
On the export of this sugar of 92 when refined, our Goy. 
ernment allows a drawback on 114.94 pounds, estimating it ¢)\.,.. 
that much of this grade to make 1 unds of hard refine 
sugar. Multiplying the cost of 1 pound by this drawback «)),,... 
ance of 114.94, and we have for the actual duty-paid cost of e1.)\..-), 
raw sugar to make 1 pound of refined, 4.1682 cents. , 

Now, the price of the refined sugar is 2.3 cents, according t. \\; 
Avpricu, and on this the duty is 2.3483, or together the duty.) 
price of such sugar is 4. cents, and the margin of prvi: js 
therefore the difference between these two prices, or ().4s\)|. 
which should be added 0.26 cent admitted as realized out 6) {\), 
soft sugars which result in the process of retining, which tovet}\, 

make 0.7401, or ate Ces of a cent protective marvin 
within which it may be sold under the German sugar. 

The point is made against all the estimates on the sugar «:-)),.\- 

| ule that if the retaliatory duties on bounty-fed sugars of :). >; 
cents be counted on the refined sugar, 27 cents should be added 
to the price of the raw sugars and reduce the nominal prot.: 
by that amount. . 

When it is suggested that these bounties do not apply to cine 
sugars, but only to beet sngars from two or three continent,| 
countries, hands are thrown up and one is asked in surjri<o 
where these cane sugars are to come from. Cuban sugar is gone. 
“Seventy-seven per cent of our raw sugar comes from Germany.” 

This is arrant nonsense. Admit»Cuba ships no sugar to-day. 
It is a convenient moment to make a tariff that will add a quarter 
of a cent of profits to Cuban r to-morrow. Because Cuba 
ships no sugar this 4th of July, do friends of the trust claim that 
she will ship none in thefuture? Dothey think because they 
virtuous there shall be no more cakes and ale?” 

In 1896 we imported 2,752,012,512 pounds of cane sugar with ut 
counting the Hawaiian, on which there was no bounty. Shall 
all this be ignored in calculating probable profits under this |)i!l’ 

Besides, Germany under the new law gives no bounty on any 
sugar under 90 degrees. (See letter from ury Department to 
mente a Her — : ties are mted on an analysis of 

per cent, equivalent to egrees polariscopic test, and on all 
the sugars enlier this there are no countervailing (German) (utics 
to be added. 

France, whose bounty system has just been remodeled in retalia- 
tion on Germany, sent us only $488,000 worth of beet sugar in 
1896, and none for the nine months of the present year. 

German sugars will perhaps be imported in progressively in- 
creasing quantities. As long as that Government pursues tlic 
pe taxing their own le to furnish England and the 

nited States cheap sugar, countries are likely to continue 


to t by such ———. 

pay 12 cents per pound for the sugars they eat, while 
we get it for half the price. They have an import duty of alive 
4cents per pound, and an internal-revenue of 2.16 cents on 
each pound consumed at home. 

While we may continue to increase oo from that 
country, the 750,000,000 already taken in fiscal year must be 
left out of the calculation. 

That was abnormal, and only in response to a quick demani to 
anticipate the new tariff. 

When the new law becomes effective, prices will be readju<t:, 
and if German raw sugar, with the compensatory duty of 27 certs 
per 100 pounds, can be secured at a more profitable to refin- 
ers than came ougnen ianene Stee burdens, the former 
will be pref , and may gradually crowd out the cane sugars, 
though the operation will be slow, for the latter would soon fl! _ 
without demand—to a Besides, there is a limit 
to the amount on w Germany or any country can pay these 
bounties, and the burden is likely to become heavy enough to ovr 


sos to law, such raw sugars as come 
tional impost of 27 cents on sugars 
In taking this off the probable mary'n 

it should not be forgotten to add 26 cents 
where the Govern- 

of the estimates, as 
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+ 
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Protection under Wilson bill on Aldrich prices—Continued. 

















wh Duty- Goce | Dut y-paid | 
Degrees, son to. ment | costof | 
polariscopic — rate, 40 per _—— draw- | rawsugar Pee 
test. Pi cent duty. | wad, | back al- | inl pound | . 
= ; | lowance.| refined. | 
-. see 1.0025 | 0.437 1.53 137.35 2.101; 1.34 
t ..cocaubeunn 1.17125 - 4685 1.64 135. 48 2222) 1.233} 
cael 1.25 5 1.75 133. 61 2.338 1.107 
8 ...ccassuunaae 1. 33651 . 54004 1.87 131.74 2. 463 . 982 
a. aoaee 1. 4187 678 1.986 | 129.88 2.579 S66 
& ...--seeeee 1. 48% . 5058 2. 085 128. 01 2. 669 776 
58 ..c-ccosenenene 1.5484 . 61936 2. 168 126.14 2.735 70 
Sakasi. ee . 64204 2.247 | 124.27 | 2. 702 | 653 
8 1. 6633 . 68532 2.29) 122.41 2.851 at 
99 1. 6955 . 6782 2.374 | 120.54 2. 862 | 583 
9 1. 7336 . 6OG44 2.427 | 118.67 2. 880 | eels) 
91... 1. 7683 - TTR 2. 476 116.81 2. 892 | is 
1.8272 . T3088 2. 558 114. 94 2.940 | aris 
1. 862 -7H48 2.607 113. 07 2.948 | 497 
1.% 3 2.73 111.2) 3. 085 410 
2. 025 81 2. 835 109. 34 3.100 3 
2. 0629 . 82516 2. S88 107.47 3. 104 341 
2. 1134 . 84.536 2.959 | 105.60 3.125 220 
2.13775 8551 2.998 103. 73 3.105 0 
2.198 8792 3.077 101. 87 3. 135 | 310 





~ Aldrich price, 2.3 cents per pound; Wilson rate, 40 per cent, or 0.92 plus 4, 
or 0.125 cent, equal 1.045 cents plus (one-tenth) 0.10 cent against bounty-fed 
sugar 1.145 duty. Duty-paid cost of refined sugar is therefore 3.445 cents. 


Protection under Dingley bill on Aldrich prices. 








; Govern- | Duty-paid | 

Price per eT yl Protec- 

Aldrich |Dingley| pound. | pent | Price of | _ tion, 

prices. cares. oe back al- |in 1 pound | Dingles 

— lowance. | refined. rates 

0. 69275 . fF 2a 146. 68 2 2.076 
175 1.06 | 1.804) 144.8 2. 1.946 
“85428 106 | 194) 142.9% 2.7: L823 
005 1.09 2.025 | 141.08 4 172 
1. 0075 1.12 2.128 139.21 2.4 1.597 
1. 0025 1.15 2.243 | 137.35 3.08 1. 478 
1.17125 1.18 2.351 | 135.43 | 3.18 1.374 
1.23 1.21 2.46 | 133.61 | 3. 1.272 
1. 33651 1.24 2.577 | 131.74 ‘ 1. 164 
1. 4187 1.27 2. 689 129. 88 ‘ 1. 067 
1. 4805 1.30 2.79 128. 01 3! ONS 
List 1.3 2.878 126. 14 3. 630 my 
1.6051 1.36 2.985 | 124.27 3. 685 864 
1, 6633 1.3 3. 053 122. 41 8. 787 | R22 
1. 6955 142) 3.115) 120.56} %. 735 | nod 
1. 7336 1.45 3. 184 118. 67 3.778 781 
1. 7683 148 3. 248 116.81 | 3.74 | 7 
1.8272 L5i| 38.387; 14m) = 3.8 123 
1. 862 1.54 3.402} 118.07 | 8. 847 | 712 
1% 1.57 3.52 111.20 | 3.914 mie) 
2.025 1.6 3. 625 100. 34 3. O64 5 
2. 0629 1.6 8. 693 107. 47 3. 060 noo 
2.1134 1.66 3.773 105. 60 | 3. 84 | ATS 
2. 18775 1.69 3. 828 108. 73 8.971 | 588 
2.198 1.72 8.918 101. 87 3. 991 56S 








on refined, 1.875 cents per pound, plus German bounty, 38.4, | 


Dingley rate 
equals 2.50; with Aldrich price, makes duty-paid cost of refined sugar 4.559. 
Protection under Senate bill on prices of Senator Aldrich. 
| Duty- 


Duty | 
















































IDuty per pai Gov- 

Senate| 35 per | pound |°stof| ern, |cost of |Protec- 
powmes- cent | under sugar | draw- | su a 1 as 
soopie | Senate inl | ‘back | inl |Senate 

eis. | Pound | allow- | pound | rates. 
. of re- | ance, | of re- 
fined. fined. | 
[a 0.51956 | 1.212) 146.68} 1.778] 2.871 
, Ss: 58012 | 1.354 | 144.82] 1.961 | 2.688 
TF .coulee 64071 | 1.495 | 142.95 | 2.137] 2.502 
8 shel -70125 | 1.636 | 141.08 | 2.308] 2.441 
| eae 75562 | 1.763 | 199.21] 2.454) 2.195 
OP caouned 81987 | 1.912 | 137.35 | 2.626) 2.02: 
© nncnnpid 1.17125 87343 | 2.060 | 135.48 | 2.776 | 1.873 
9. cae 1.23 9875 | 2.188 | 153.61 | 2.923) 1.726 
© a ncisousl 1.33051 1.00288 | 2.330! 131.74] 3.081! 1.568 
Ob sont 1an 1.06402 | 2.483 | 129. 3.235) 1.424 
Bh. ncpisied 4805 1.11712 | 2.607 | 128.01 | 3. 1.312 
$B ...c250 1.5484 1.1613 | 2.710 | 126.14| 3.418; 1.231 
, . Se 1.6051 -7 | 56178 | 1.35178 | 2.967 | 124.27 | 3.675 . 974 
ES 1. 6633 -81 | .58215 | 1.30215) 3.055 | 122.41 | 3.740 909 
© cccnnaed 1.6055 -83| .50042) 1.42342) 3.119 | 120.54 | 3.760 . 889 
= onsece 7336 -85 | .60676 | 1.45676 | 3.190 | 118.67 | 3.736 . 863 
. 7683 :87 | .61800| 1.4889 | 3.257 | 116.81 | 3.805 844 
93 -89 | .68062 |) 1.562052 3.357 | 114.94) 3.8590 . 790 
. 1.862 91} .65170| 1.5617 | 3.424 | 113.07 | 3.872 TIT 
~ 1.% -93 | .68250/ 1.6125 | 3.563/ 111.20] 3.962 . 687 
S- 2.025 -9 | .70875 | 1.65875 | 3.684 | 109.34 | 4.023 621 
7 2.0829 07 | .7T2201| 1L.ee 3.755 | 107.47 | 4.085 .614 
soc] Eig] xet| cromt| Lime’| S| tor'e| toa | on 
. ; , . 608 
99. . 2.198 te 76080 | 1.7993 | 3.007 | 101.87 | 4.072 577 
German 2.3 cents; 35 per cent duty is 
Korg at poner wy ed metas Ane pln 
cost refined sugar, 4 649 cents. 
> s f 
5 yee 6 
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Protection of caucus bill under prices of Senator Aldrich 
| Duty-paid 
| Senator Govern-| °Stof | Protec- 
| Aldrich’s | Duty | Duty-paic ut |enough | tion 
Degrees, polar- | “oS **" * | under; cost per | MeBl | ray qe a 
iscopic test. ooo amend- pound on GIOW- | a, salen t hee ofit 
(Reeord, a back al oe 
j page 1559) ment. raw sugur owancs } d in soft 
| 1 suignatr 
ee 0. 68275 0.9 1. 50275 146. 68 Sh 2 2078 
_ STRATED TT?) a8 1. 70 i44. 82 wie 2 1870 
rites dh acsdtedipseial S423 | O68 1. 81428 142.0% Ke > (MOK) 
a Ti. a5 90 1. 225 141.08 > T1A7 l x 
ae 1. O75 1.@ 2. 0275 138, 21 y. 4 1 1 
sO 1.005 1.@® 2.1435 137. 35 N27 1. 69 
Sl 1.17125 1.08 2. 25125 135. 48 (MK) 1. 5841 
a 12 L. 11 2. tb Lbs. Ol 1531 1. 4800 
NS 1. 33051 1.14 2. 47051 131.74 225 Lofld 
St 1. 4187 1.17 2. SSR7 12). 88 wie 1 is 
& 1. 4805 1.20 2. GRO 128. 01 4428 1. 1912 
SO 1. 5184 13 2.7484 126. 14 468 1. 1672 
87 1. 0051 1.26 2. 8651 14. 27 wi 1. 0736 
NS 1. 1633 1.39 3. 0638 12.41 Tah SUD 
su 1.605 7 3.1155 p20). Dt ne | Shi} 
~ . 1. 7336 1.45 3. 1836 118. 67 , TRIO 850] 
91 1. 7688 1. 48 | 3. 2483 116. 81 3. 743 ew] 
2 . 1. 8272 1.51 3. 3872 114.94 3. 8357 TORS 
REE RS 1. 862 1. 54 3. 402 113. 07 3. 3466 | t 
OF 1% 1.57 3.52 111.20 3. M142 . 7198 
a 2.0R5 1a 3. 05 100. 34 3. S685 sf , 
i 2, OD 1. 63 3. H020 107. 47 3. 0687 6653 
% 2. 1LéM 1.66 3. 77a4 105. 60 O84) 6148 
OS 2.13775 1.69 3. 82775 106. 73 3. VTUS GS 
a" 2. 198 1. 3.018 LOL. 87 3. 9012 64.8 
rhe duty on refined sugar is 1.%, and with the retaliatory duty on Ger 
man bounty-fed sugar 38.4 (see Senator Carrenry’s letter from Treasury), 
equals 2.334 cents per pound; invoice price (Senator ALDRICH), 2.3 cents per 
pound; total duty-paid cost refined, 4.634 cents per pound 


Protection under different bills 





Degrees, polariscopic test Wilson. |Dingley Senate \ hed =) 
schedule 
re 2. (23 2.0 2. 871 
76 1. 877 1. 946 2. 688 
7 1. 736 1, 823 2. 02 
73 1. 506 1. 70 2.341 
79 1. 482 1. Wi 2. 105 
a) 1. 344 1.478 2.22 
s1 1. 223 | 1. 374 1. 873 
B82 1.10 L. 272 1. 726 | 
a3 PR2 1. 164 1. 568 
St Hie 1. 067 1. 424 
a5 776 (RS 1.312 | 
i anidviae .710 928 1. 231 | 
Tee nies peti 653 ait! O74 | 
eS oie eo? 900 | 
au 5aB | mM RAY 
wo 55 | Sh wes 
91 ed | i | 44 
92 aT aes Ga 50 | 723 790 | 
«3 hevtelaingin Sasa 497 | 72 777 
DN db diemaea e-cdedite 410 | O45 Us7 
ik at catalan eat) 5 @1 
% 41 O00 614 
Se | Ah 1 
RUS nccpasigbenaeuns B40 | Bes 608 | 
v9 oie i icadiiee sential estiea datas 10 | 56S 577 
Duty-paid cost foreign refined b. 445 4. 550 4.649 
} 





Mr. CAFFERY obtained the floor. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Before the Senator from Louisiana commences 
to speak, will he give way to allow me to offer an amendment? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will read the amendment and send it to the 
| desk. I ask the attention of the learned gentleman in charge of 


~ | the bill to it, so that he may explain to me, after the amendment 


has been read, whether it reaches the object which I propose to 
| attain. A gentleman very high in authority in the Government 
| discussed this schedule with me the other day, and when I ex- 
pressed the difficulty I had in comprehending it, he not only con- 
curred in my statement, but said the explanations he had received 
always darkened the mystery of the schedule. 

My object is to amend section 206 by striking out of lines 13 and 
14 the words “not above 16 Dutch standard in color,” and also 
all of the said section between the words ‘‘ proportion,” in line 1%, 
and the word ‘‘ molasses,” in line 23. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment pro; 
| Senator from Kentucky will be stated. 

The Secretary. Itis proposed to amend section 206 by strik- 
ing out of lines 13 and 14 the words ‘‘ not above 16 Dutch standard 

| in color;” and also all of said section between the word “ propor- 
| tion,” in line 19, and the word ‘ molasses,” in line 23. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I ask that the amendment may be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed 
and lie on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to 
send to the desk and have read an amendment to the pending 
schedule which I propose to offer at the proper time? 

Mr, CAFFERY, Certainly. 


9° 


osed by the 
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Mr. MORGAN. Iofferanamendment, which I ask may be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


A tax of 1 cant per pound is hereby levied and shall be assessed and collected 
on oa that is the product of any refinery of sugar in the United States; 
but the persons or corporations engaged in the business of refining sugar, in 
whose business there Senerores less than $100,000 of cash capital, and who are 
not connected in business by agreement with any eer poress or corporation 
engaged in refining sugar, are exempt from such tax. The laws for the collec- 
tion of the tax on tobacco, so far as they are applicable to the subject of this 
enactment, shall apply to the collection of the tax imposed by this act upon 
refined sugar. And no person or corporation shall be exempt from the tax on 
sugar refined at any sugar refinery who shall not clearly establish the right 
to such exemption under the rules and regulations to be prescribed by the - 
retary of the Treasury for the execution of this law. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask that the amendment may be oe 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be printed and lie on the 
table. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, ° 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. | hich are embraced in this schedule, either in the amendment at 


BrowNn1nG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a joint resolution (H. Res. 64) relating to the payment of salaries 
in the consular service; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate calling upon the Secretary of 
War for such information as he may have in his possession with 
reference to the present condition of the harbor of Cumberland 
Sound, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 


had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and | 


they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 


A bill (S. 956) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to authorize | 


the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River between 
the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota,” approved April 24, 1894, 
as amended by an act approved August 4, 1894, entitled “‘An act 
to amend an act to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
St. Louis River between the States of Minnesota and Wisconsin;” 

A bill (8. 1979) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Pear! River, in the State of Mississippi; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 40) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to receive for instruction at West Point Carlos Gutierrez, of 
Salvador. 

CONSULAR SERVICE SALARIES. 


Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Louisiana yield te me? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the joint resolution which has come 
from the House of Representatives may be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine esks unani- 
mous consent that House joint resolution No. 64 may be laid before 
the Senate. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the 
joint resolution will be read by its title. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 64) relating to the 
salaries in the consular service was read the firs’ time 

Mr. H 
length. ; 

he joint resolution was read the second time at length, as 
follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the salaries 
ap ropriased by the act making a me riations for the diplomatic and con- 
sular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, approved February 20, 
1897, for consuls-general and consuls at certain places hereinafter named, 
may be paid to the consuls-general and consuls heretofore appointed at cer- 
tain other places until consuls-general or consuls are appointed, qualify, and 
enter upon their duties at the places named in said of February 20, 1897, 
as follows, namely: The salary of the consul-general at Apia and Wukualofa; 
‘Tonga, to the consul-general at Apia; the consul-general at Yokohama to the 
consul-general at K wa; the consul-general at Monterey to the consul- 
— at Nuevo Laredo; the consul at Elberfeld to the consul at Barmen; 

e consul at Edinburgh to the consul at Leith; the consul at Ciudad Juarez 
to the consul at Paso del Norte; the consul at Ciudad Porfirio Diaz to the 
consul at Piedras Negras; the consul at Sydney to the consul at Pictou; the 
consul at to the consu! at Merida; the consul at St. Michaels to the 
consul at Fayal; the consul at Valencia to the consul at Denia; the consul at 
Utilla and Truxillo to the consul at Ruatan and Truxillo; the consul at Lou- 
renco pearquee to the consul at Mozambique, and all allowances for office 
rent, clerk hire, and transit salary are also continued at the above-named 
once as now established until the contemplated changes have been fully 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I think there will be no objection 
to the passage of this joint resolution, and it ought to be passed 
at once. It is to avoid the accounts of consuls a held up by 
the Comptroller. In the last diplomatic and con appropri- 
ation act the names of about a dozen consulates were changed, 
and in some cases the location of the consulate was removed, 
another consulate eps | created by a new name. For instance, 
the old consulate at Leith was removed and changed to the con- 
sulate at Edinburgh, and we appropriated for the next fiscal year 
for the consul at Edinburgh. Now, unless a new appointment is 
made by the ist day of July, the consul at Leith, who is now com- 
missioned as such consul, can get no pay. This joint resolution 
simpl vides that in such a case the accounts may be allowed 
and that the consuls may receive their pay. There is no objection 


yment of 
y its title. 
ALE, I now ask that the joint resolution may be read at 
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to the joint resolution, and I hope it may be at once put on its pas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present eon. 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committe 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was re to the Senate without amenq. 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and psceq, 

THE TARIFF BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the coy. 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the (joy. 
ernment and to encourage the industries of the United States. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, although I come from a sec. 
tion of our country where sugar is more largely raised than jn 
oe oe part of it, lam yet unfamiliar with the intric:¢ics of 
polariscopic tests and differentials and all the other technical terms 


e of the 


the Senator from Rhode Island to the schedules of the [)j; 
bill or the bill itself as it came from the House. 

The American Sugar Refining Company, commonly called g 
trust, has, as said by the Senator from Missouri (Mr. Ves1 |, song 
of the ablest and most efficient business men and experts in the 
sugar industry in the world, They know all the ins and outs ang 
all the advantages and disadvantages of any schedule projosed by 
Congress as affecting their interests. 

The old fight between the producer and the manufacturer, which 
crops out in a number of instances, is on hand in th's suvar 
schedule. The old fight between the amount of revenue to be de- 
rived from an article and the amount of compensating duty to be 
given the manufacturer ee article for the manufacture of 
a finished product is now on d. 

The American sugar refiner has an unenviable reputation for 


igley 


| the facility with which it is said he has molded legislation in his 


favor. I do not suppose anyone has forgotten the amount of 
scandal that ensued upon the report of the Wilson bill, and the 
same scandal, to a somewhat less d . has fallen upon the for- 
mation of the schedule of the pending bill in regard to sugar. I 
have no nee against the American Sugar Refining Com- 
pany, and I would not care to visit animosity, if I had any, in wy 
capacity as a legislator. 

ut the article of sugar presents a case where beneficial or harm- 
ful legislation can very materially affect the interests of the largest 
sugar-refining company in the world. Before thecultivation of the 
beetin Europe, thecane of the Tropics supplied the civilized world 
with sugar, and after the artifi product of beet was largely 
developed in Europe the beet slowly made its way in Europe to 
the command of the markets there, and now, under the peculiar 
condition of the bounty and tariff laws of Germany and other 
eee countries, beet sugar monopolizes the European mar- 

ets. 

The consumption of sugar in the world is enormous, and the 
consumption of sugar in the United States is larger than that of any 
other country except England. The consumption of sugar in the 
United States, according to the Statistical Abstract, embracing 
~ home production and imported sugar, from 1883 to 155, is as 

ollows: 


Quantity in tons of sugar consumed in the United States, 1883 to 159°. 
[Data furnished by Messrs. Willett & Gray, New York. | 
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into the United States. The rise or fall of a half a cent a pound 
makes an enormous amount of money. In round numbers the 
amount of s consumed in the United States is 4,000,000,000 

unds annually; with half a cent a pound in favor of the trust, 
which melts all our sugar, it amounts to $20,000,000. Soit is easily 
perceived what is the animus, the impelling cause, that brings the 
American Su Refining Company to the doors of Congress at 
every session demanding a tariff in its behalf. 

‘he American oeaae Kefining Company practically monopolizes 
the purchase and sale of cane sugar. It monopolizes the sale of 
not only the cane sugars of Louisiana and the t sugars of Ne- 
braska and California. but the cane sugars of the world. 

As I stated, the production of beet sugars in Germany, France, 
Russia, Sweden, Sisiew, of the whole of continental Europe, 
supplies the European demand. Up to last year there was but a 
small amount of beet sugar imported into the United States, and 
that was only on account of the war in Cuba, which forced the 
sugar trust to import some raw beet sugar, and some refined 
sugars came in on account of the very low price to which refined 
sugars had been driven by the excessive production in Germany, 
stimulated both by a prohibitive tariff and by an export bounty. 

There was some very interesting testimony given before the 

ial committee to investigate attempts at bribery in 1894, con- 
tained in Senate Document No. 606, in regard to the monopolistic 
character of the American sugar-refining interests. Mr. H. O. 
Havemeyer is the witness whom I propose toquote. He appeared 
before that committee to testify in regard to the question then 
under consideration, which was whether United States Senators 
had been speculating in sugar stocks. The Senator from Nebraska 
{Mr. ALLEN] asked Mr. Havemeyer the following questions: 
Senator ALLEN. And when you sell in this country you control the price? 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. Yes, sir. 


Senator ALLEN. And it was organized, Mr. Havemeyer, as I understand 
it, with the view of controlling the price and output to the people of this 





country. 

Mr, HAVEMEYER. That was one of the objects of the consolidation. 

Senator ALLEN. And you have succeeded in doing it? 

Mr. HAVEMEYeER. Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. That was the principal object in organizing the American 
Sugar Refining Company? ‘ 

r. HAVEMEYER. It may be said that that was the principal object. 

Mr. Havemeyer is exceedingly frank. He does not equivocate a 

rticle. The object of organizing the American Sugar Refining 

mpany was to control the price of sugar in the United States, 
and he succeeded in his object. He controls the price, or his 
company does. Here it is, plain, unequivocal, unambiguous: 

Senator ALLEN. And making money, incident to that control? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. At the time of your organization, in 1891, I understand 
you were capitalized for $50,000,000? i 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. At the time of the reorganization the capital was 
$50,000,000, 

_I will read again where this monopolist, this confessed monopo- 
list, says that he controls the price in America, and he runs up 
the price precisely to the importing point. 

Senator ALLEN. The American Sugar Refining Company is able to control 
the prices of the sugar sold in the United States, is it not? 

r. HAVEMEYER. Up to the importing point, it is. 

I will read further from this witness. He goes on in his testi- 
mony and states that after the formation of this trust they bought 
up Leven Ho outside companies. After stating that purchase, 
Senator ALLEN asked him this question: 

Before that— 

That is, before the consolidation— 


you had not been able to control the price of sugar absolutely? There was 
comeeeseen between the American Sugar Refining Company and these out 
side factories? 


Mr. Havemeyrer. Yes, sir. 
Senator ALLEN. That competition you succeeded in destroying by bring- 
ing Soom into the trust, did you’ 

r. HAVEMEYER. Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. And made the price of sugar to the American Sugar Re- 
fining Company much more favorable than it had been before that time? 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. Precisely. . 
So they not only control the price, they not only hold up the 
price to the importing point, but they advanced the price immedi- 
after the consolidation of the companies. 

r. Havemeyer testifies again as to what he had been making. 
The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] asked to know how 
much was the price additional to what it would have been had 
there been no consolidation. Mr. Havemeyer answers with great 


tor Aten. And what difference does it make for the consumers in 

country in a year. in your judgment? 

That is, the additional price asked over and above the competing 
before the consolidation. 

Mr. Havemeyenr. It has been in threo years three-cighths of a cent 
more on every pound they ate, as against doing ness at a loss. 

A half a cent a _— would be about $20,000,000; three-eighths 
would be $15,000,000 that the American Sugar Refining Company 
See, Sas Gay placed upon the ie of the United States in 
excess of the price was for sugar prior to the forma- 


igi 
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tion of this trust. 
question: 





1649 


Then Senator ALLEN asked him the following 


And that would be about how much, in round numb 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. It is a large sum in the agg 
Senator ALLEN. How many millions? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I should say it was close to $25,000,000 in three vi 


It would be a little closer to. $45,000,000 in three 


rs 
egate 


years. I sup- 


pose he thought, as he was dealing in millions, that $25,000,000 
was close enough to get to $45,000,000. 


In his testimony somewhere, which I read a little hurriedly this 


morning, not expecting to take the floor, Mr. Havemeyer makes 
the further statement that the profit he makes upon every pound 
of sugar refined is a quarter of a cent a pound. 
that profit. 
This was before the Wilson Act took effect. 
a profit of a quarter of a cent a pound. 

- »0se to show, Mr. President, that 
the 


He says he made 
That was under the operation of the McKinley law. 
He acknowledged to 


under all tariffs, under 
ilson Act, under the McKinley Act, under the act of 1883, 


the profits of the sugar trust, while somewhat irregular before 
the formation and consolidation of these companies, was very 
extensive. 


The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has taken the proper 


predicate on which to base any calculation on as to the price of 
the different degrees of sugar. 
of making sugar have been very much improved on. 
trifugal has been introduced in lieu of the open-kettle process, as 


Of late years the old-time methods 
The cen 


yas explained by the Senator from Rhode Island. 
The centrifugal is nothing more nor less than a machine with a 


centrifugal force, a vessel into which the sirup, after being boiled 
to the point of crystallization, is placed, and the action of the 
centrifugal force throws the molasses from the center, and thereby 


dries the molasses and refines the sugar toa state of almost purity. 
When the sugar comes from the centrifugal, it will polarize 96 per 


cent of saccharine matter: and this being the mode of making 
sugar in the Tropics or in the semitropical countries, the sugar is 


of 96 test. Saccharine matter is naturally the basis of the calceu- 
lation for the pries of ail sugars below and above that price. 

I am told by gentlemen who know about this subject and who 
are perfectly familiar with sugar that the price is ranged up or 
down from 96 test. If sugar is 95 test, the seller gets one-sixteenth 
of a cent less than the basis of the price agreed on at 96 test, and 
if thetestis above 96, he gets about one thirty-second in excess of 
the price at 96 test. So any differential between 96-test sugar and 
the price of the standard granulated sugar in the New York mar- 
kets will show very accurately the amount of profit that the trust 
is making. 

From Willett & Gray’s Sugar Journal, a publication entirely 
in the interest of the sugar trust—I am told owned by them, but 
about which, however, | do not make any positive assertion—the 
following figures are gathered: 

In 1883, prior to the formation of the sugar trust, which was in 
1887, the price of 96-test centrifugal in the New York market was 
7.50; the price of the standard granulated was 8.44; differential, 
ninety-four one-hundredths of a cent. In 1884 the price of stand- 
ard granulated was 6.87 cents, and the price of 96-test centrifugal 
6.19; differential, sixty-eight one-hundredths of a cent, competi- 
tion getting sharper. In 1885 the priceof granulated was 6.50, the 
price of centrifugals 5.87; differential, sixty-three one-hundredths. 
In 1886 the price of granulated sugar was 6.37, and the price of 96 
centrifugals 5.69; differential, sixty-eight one-hundredths of a 
cent. In 1887, the year of the formation of this trust, granulated 
sugar was 6.01, centrifugals 5.24; differential, seventy-seven one- 
hundredths of a cent. 

Now, mark the jump, Mr. President; mark the effect of the con- 
solidation of all these independent refineries into this gigantic 
trust. In 1888 the price of standard granulated was 7.01, and the 
price of 96 centrifugal, 5.75, differential, 1.26, double the differ- 
ential when there was competition in 1884, 1885, and 1886. In 
1890 the differential was seventy-three one-hundredths of a cent 
per pound; in 1891 it was seventy-eight one-hundredths of a cent 
per pound; in 1892 it was 1.04 cents per pound; in 1893, it was 
1.12 cents per pound; in 1894 it was eighty-eight one-hundredths 
of acent per pound; in 1895 it was eighty-eight one-hundredths, 
and in 1896, ninety-one one-hundredths of a cent per pound. 

I will not read any further, but will insert the table in my 
remarks. 

Average annual quotations in New York of granulated 
centrifugal sugar for each calendar year, 


{Compiled from circulars of Messrs. Willett & Gray, 
street, New York. | 


sugar and eqree 
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Average annual quotations in New York of granulated sugar, etc.—Continued. 


| 1990. | 1801. | 1892. | 1898. 1896. 


4.15| 453 
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| 
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1804. | 1895. 


Granulated sugar 


4 | 78 0 | 1.12 ry 88 | 9 


. 4. 
@-degree centrifugal sugar j ‘ 8.31 
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Difference 


Mr. President, it will be seen that notwithstanding the sugar 
trust said that the tariff of 1894 would ruin them, they have made 
about as much differential in the prices between the raws and the 
refined at 96 test as they enjoyed under the McKinley Act of 1894, 
and more than they enjoyed under the very high tariffs prevailing 
from 1883 to 1890. So all they want is enough tariff to keep out 
the German or any other granulated sugar, and then they would 
work their sweet will as to the prices of cane sugar. 

Another remarkable fact appears from the statement in the 
investigation of the trust before the Lexow committee. It was 
claimed in behalf of the trust that they had reduced the price 
of sugar to the American consumer, and after they showed that 
the price of sugar bad been reduced to the consumer, some of the 
New York newspapers based leading editorials upon the benefi- 
cence of trusts in general, stating that while aggregations of cap- 
ital to control trade were generally improper and illegitimate, 
sometimes a were an unalloyed benefit to the people; and it 
was strongly intimated that the sugar trust was one of these 
angelic benefactors. 

How have they reduced the priceof sugar totheconsumer? By 
hammering down the prices tothe producer. Their differential has 
been as great under low prices as under high prices. Whoever 
loses, they win; and the lower price of sugar to the American con- 
sumer is on account of competition between the German sugars 
and thecane sugars, and not on account of the illegitimate forma- 
tion of this trust to control prices and to restrain trade. 

Here were the prices of Cuban centrifugals‘in 1896: 3.62. 

Mr. ALLISON. What test? 

Mr. CAFFERY. The 96 test. 

In 1888 they were 7.50; and yet in 1883 there were only three 
a of difference between the profit the trust made out of refin- 

[oe and the profit they made in 1896. 

>k again. In 1885, for instance, the price of centrifugals 
was 5.87, the price of granulated 6.50. That is more than the 
difference between 3.62 and 4.53, and the differential in favor of 
the trust in 1885 was sixty-three one-hundredths of a cent, while 
in 1890 it was ninety-one one-hundredths of a cent. 

This very peculiar institution sets up extravagant claims for the 
admiration and aoe of the American people. It never loses. 
All it wants is differential enough and a tariff wall high enough to 
keep out the importer of the foreign article, and then it has the 
American consumer at its mercy. 

But, as I said. in regulating a tariff the legislator ought not to 
be animated with vindictive feelings toward an institution which 
avails itself of the opportunities that these high tariffs give of 
fleecing the American pve for if the legislator proceeded upon 
these lines there would be found very few manufacturing inter- 
ests that did not take advantage of their opportunities to charge 
the American consumer the highest price allowed by the duty 
upon the imported competing article. 

Mr. President, it was said by the sugar trust that they would 
be ruined, slaughtered, by any differential less than a clean quar- 
ter of acent. Under the differential of one-eighth of a cent given 
under the Wilson law, the ad valorem bringing it up some, they 
prospered. 

Mr. GEAR. How much protection did the ad valorem afford? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ido not understard the Senator's question. 

Mr. GEAR. The Senator from Lotisiana stated that the Wil- 
son law gave an eighth specific duty, and he stated that the ad 
valorem brought that protection up somewhat. Will he kindly 
state how much? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Here is what the protection was under the 
Wilson law: For sugars testing 96, thirty-four one-hundredths. 

Mr. GEAR. And an eighth of a cent added to that? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir; that is all; that is the differential; 
that is the concealed benefit in the ad valorem; and that is the 
countervailing duty to offset the benefit, and all added together 
make thirty-four one-hundredths of a cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Under what law? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Under the Wilson law. 

Mr. GEAR. Iam glad to know that. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Thirty-four one-hundredths of a cent per 
— Under this present amendment it is sixty-seven one- 

undredths. 

Mr. ALLISON, Does the Senator include in that thirty-eight 
one-hundredths countervailing duty on account of imported Ger- 
man sugars? 
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Mr. CAFFERY. This includes that. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very weil. 
Mr. VEST. That is the German export bounty. 
Mr. CAFFERY. That is the German export bounty added «+ 
course, to the duty, and it makes sixty-seven one-hundredths .( , 
cent. Under the original Senate amendment it is 62 cents a |) \,),. 
dred, and under the Dingley bill it was 59 cents a hundred. 
I will refer to the prices given by the Senator from Rhode [s|,,;, 
Mr. Aupricu}, though I do not believe them to be corre:t (..- 
guring upon the compound specific and ad valorem rate wit), ; 
ene amendment, it was clear that, in order to get the |. 

ifferential, the prices of raw and refined sugars must be bro), 
close together. The Senator from Rhode Island took the )r 
for March, 1897. Why did he take the pricesof one month? \, 
did he not take the prices of a year? as it possible that the iy 
genious Senator from Rhode Is discov that in taking the 

rices for March, 1897, when the prices of raw and German gr:\;); 
lated su were very close together, the cloven foot of the ben.i: 
in the ad valorem would not appear? prices of a vear, taken 
by Mr. Wilson—and that was the correct way to take the price, — 
made the differential substantially 0.48. 

The distinguished Senator from Rhode Island, in criticising {)).. 
caiculation made by the Hon, William L. Wilson, stated tha: |. 
had made a mistake in not giving enough pounds of raw on {\). 
basis of 87 or 75 pounds, Ido not remember which, to make a })u))- 
dred pounds of refined, but when Mr. Wilson's statement is ¢\;- 
ried down and predicated upon the price of 96-test sugars. wher. 
it takes 107 pounds of raw to make 100 pounds of refined, the cal. 
culation is substantially correct. So, therefore,we would hay: 
this difference: oo one-hundredths of a cent, under the 
calculation of Mr. Wilson, the basis of the calculation : 
same as the Senator from Rhode [sland took. 

Now, I submit to my distinguished friend from Iowa that if 
the sugar trust flourished and made money and commanded th: 
markets of the United States under a differential of thirty-four 
one-hundredths of a cent under the Wilson law, how has he t!:e 
face to submit, mach less the cruelty to submit, to a differential 
of sixty-seven one-hundredths of a cent per nd? 

I remember what hot shot was pou over on this side of the 
Chamber when the sugar schedule of the Wilson bill was up for 
consideration. My learned brother from Massachusetts | \\r. 
Hoar], whom I now see before me, waxed a on sugar. 
He was not trying to put me in a hole, which has been his amuse- 
ment here for a day or two _ but he was attempting to throw 
obloquy upon the whole Wilson tariff. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I never attempted 
to put him into a hole. I called attention to the fact that he was 
in one, [Laughter.] 

Mr. CAFFERY. Oh, yes. The Senator from Massachusetts 
has got so purblind that he can not see the difference between a 
man being out of a hole and his attempt to put him into one. Il 
thinks everybody is in a hole. Sometimes we think over here 
that he has y crawled out of his hole. [Laughter. | 

I remember the hot shot which was pou on this side of the 
Chamber on the sugar schedule of the Wilson bill. I remem)vecr 
how some of my weak-kneed brethren on this side took to | 
woods when you shelled them so fiercely they could not stand 1) 
fire. Grape, canister, shrapnel, slugs, chain, every projectile that 
could be cast was slung over here. 

Then came on the heels of that the investigating committee. WV» 
were investigated; we were solemnly sworn to say whether w: 
had not speculated in sugar stock, and every mother's son of us 
said ‘* nay,” Republicans as well as Democrats; nobody hai sj«c- 
ulated in sugar stock. Ido not believe they had. But the enor- 
mous amount of noise you made about this thing cast oblojuy 
around that — of the Wilson bill. Have you taught instric- 
tions which, being taught, return to plague the inventor? 

Are you not now of the poisoned ingredients of your 
own chalice? You thought # was an outrage upon the Americ: 

to propose to put thirty-four one-h ths of a cent dif 
ntial between raws and refined. You proclaimed that from 
every house top. There was not a newspaper in the United State: 
that was not lashing the Democratic oy on account of this 
enormous bounty in favor of this hated tution; and now you 
come forward with a differential of sixty-seven one-hundredtlis «! 
a cent per pound, when we only aenatleandeer one-hundredths 


of a cent oe pound. 
Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator from Louisiana if he \- 
in favor of striking out the thirty-eight one-hundredths provide: 
for here as the coun iling duty to the German bounty? 
Mr. CAFFERY. Do you think that that countervailing duty 
makes up the difference the Wiison law and this bill’ 
Mr. ISON. I will answer the Senatorif he will answer my 
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wee vicious principles. I believe that ordinarily a nation does 


not protect itself against an export bounty which makes a product 


cheap when imported imto its borders by placing a countervailing 
duty against it. 
Mr. ALLISON. Then I understand the Senator favors the 


striking out of the bounty provision? 
Mr. CAFFERY. No; you do not understand me in that way. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well. What I want to understand is 
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I think that the bounty system of Germanyis built | bas reached a higher standard of scientific perf: 


| 


| 


whether those who are making these calculations respecting dif- | 
ferentials are im favor of striking out the thirty-eight one- | 


hundredths of a cent which is involved in all these computations? 
Mr. CAFFERY. I will tell the Senator what [ am in favor of. 
There will be about 30 points left after you take ont the counter- 
yailing duties, and Iam in favor of reducing those 3!) points to 12}. 
Mr. ALLISON. 


In other words, then, the Senator does agree | 


that we ought to retain this thirty-eight one-hundredths of a cent | 
a pound, or 38 cents upon the hundred pounds, asa countervailing 


duty to the German bounty on sugar. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I doin this instance; but I do not subscribe 
to the principle generally, and I will tell the Senator why. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iunderstand that. 

Mr. CAPFERY. And I propose to read what an American 
consul says on that subject. 


sugarinGermany. Theproductionof sugar in Germany is wholly 
artificial. In my opinion it is a signal instance of the failure to 
bring up by arti legislation an unnatural and unadapted prod- 
uct. The whcleGerman system istoppling toitsfall. This whole 
vast sugar superstructure that rests upon the basis of a prohib- 
itive tariff and an export bounty must fall in ruins and crush 
everybody in it. I will now read what the American 
consul-general at Frankfort says on that subject. 

This is from the United States Consular Reports, volume 51, Nos. 


1651 


‘tion than has been attained 
in auy other European country. Every *p. fro reparation and fe 
tilization of the land to the smallest ck n \ ae } ben 
redured as nearly as possib to exa i } i { 

results attained in ¢ ’ sin ‘ unt r 

next in rank in respect to the perfe .of its istry, tl 
lowing statistics of the campaign of 1505-06 


Factories operated. ..... ..........-.- number 5 
Area of beets pianted hex es 3 ‘ 0, HOS 
Beets harvested .. 
Sugar obtained 

Beets required f¢ 


wv unit of sugar 4 5 


All these statistics were cited to prove ‘ Lue 
ave safe from all Exropean compe on and do not i the } ‘ in 
increased export bounty: but nothing could w : 


Agrarians, and their victory is one 
German legislation. 


Whether Austria and France will follow this lead by ine r ex- 
| port bounties remains to be seen; but. in any event, tl N ( y 
can not fail to increase its fnture sugar product, and t eby exert a1 
less tangible effect upon the general market 
To this complexion has the highest protection ever accorded 
| brought the German people. What does it amount to? The per 


188 to 191 of 1896, page 510. I beg Senators to listen to this state- | 


ment of the American consul-general in regard to the sugar-beet 


industry in Germany. It teaches an object lesson which in the | 


United States ought to bear good fruit and prevent, if possible, 
the application of bounties to unnatural productions. 
TH NEW SUGAR EXPORT BOUNTIES IN GERMANY. 

The sugar tax amendment law, over which has been waged in the German 
Parliament one of the longest and most determined battles of recent years, 
was finally enacted as a concession to the agrarian interest, and went into 
effect on Monday of the present week. 


That is about equivalent to our protection interest over here. 
Mr. CHILTON. What is the date of the report? 
Mr. CAFFERY. It is dated Frankfort, May 28, 1896. 


Its influence will be to increase the sugar production of Germany, and to 
that extent exert a effeet upon the general market and the inter- 
esta of in beet-growing countries. 

The cireumstances which have led to the present situation are, briefly, 
these: From the time when the Prussian Government began the systematic 
encouragement of the beet-sugar industry down to 1887 the tax on sugar for 
home consumption was calculated upon the quantity of beets worked up by 
each separate _ it being assumed that the quantity of roots. required to 
tof sugar would be uniform and invariable. The pro- 


| is madeshould, upon an indispensable, necessary article lil 
pay a double price? 


ss adopted was 20 units of raw beet root to | unit of sugar, which, at the | 


e when the law was enacted, was approximately correct. 

But, under the stimulus of the export bounties provided by the same law, 
the German beet growers and sugar makers worked hard and intelligently 
to improve and increase their product. By careful selection and cultivation 
the beets were so improved that from 12 to 4 tons of roots would yield a ton 


of sugar. was also made in the machinery and processes em- 
ployed in the factories, so that. as a final result, the German Govern- 
ment, which nearly 12 cents per hundredweight bounty on all sugar ex- 
a and c' a tax of the same amount on all sugar for home consump- 

ion that could be made from 20 hundredweight of beets, found that the ex- 
port bounties ly absorbed the revenue derived from the sugar tax. 


This tendency of the system had become apparent as early as 1869, and an 
attempt was made at that time to revise the law, but the sugar-producing 


interest was f enough to resist this effort, and during the sugar sea- 
son of the Government was paying about $1.17 bounty on each 100 
lnlograms (220.46 pounds) of sugar expo to foreign countries. This was 
more than the treasury could well withstand, and the export bounty 
was reduced to 2.50 marks (59.5 cents) per 100 kilograms—a little more than 
one-fourth of a aren pound. 

a continued to be the most profitable form of culture 


‘area of cultivation and number of su factories 

continued to increase, lond complaints were heard in 

favored one class of farmers at t 

1891 the Imperial Diet reduced the 

29.7 cents wd 100 

cease on 
and 


against a system that 
expense of the entire —- and in 
sugar export bounty by half, that is, to 
and decreed that such bounty should entirely 
Bist of July, 1897, provided that, in the meantime, Austria, 
. other eraip-qagiae countries should likewise reduce their 
bounties on 


sugar. 
attempts have been made to reach such an international agree- 
without sucevssful result, and under cover of this failure to secure 
reduction or zholition of bounties the German agrarians have 
the adoption of the present law, which restores the export 
bounty of 1887 (58.5 cents per 220.46 pounds) and raises the tax on sugar for 
id marks ($4.28) to 21 marks ($4.99) per 100 kil ms, 
This increased tax will, of course, be added to 
, and tend to still further retard 
eensumption in rmany, which is now only 23.8 
pounds per capita in England and 77 pounds 


This low rate of consumption will not unnatural when it is - 
orp how large a perenmtage of the working classes in Germany omant teow 


f 





Jith the utmost economy. and that ‘ h sells in the United States at 
Se 
recen ie a 
that system of beet culture and sugar manufacture in Germeny 
> 


, character of the government or in the genius of the people. 


. ; ‘ aid .| Capita consumption of sugar in Germany is about a third of what 
That brings me, Mr. President, to the question of the raising of | ! I . 


it isin the United States. 


They pay 3 cents a pound for sugar 
more per capita than we do in the United States, and more than 
they doin England. For the same sugar that we buy for 4to5 


cents they pay7icents. With the German population at 60,000,000, 
with 3 cents per capita extra, there is $18,000,000 a year for the 
benefit of an agrarian interest that is never satisfied. 

German beet culture had its origin, I believe, in the Napoleonic 
wars, when England would not permit vessels loaded with sugar 
to be carried from the West Indes to France, and from that time 
on this industry has been stimulated by government subsidy and 
by prohibitive taxes until if has arrived at what point? At the 
point where the demand for bounty never ceases, at the point 
where the German consumer has to pay 3 cents more for his sugar 
than his civilized brethren in America and in England pay. Is it 
the end of this kind of a policy that the people in whose behalf it 
e sugar, 
Does the amount of money that the Germans 

ve to pay in order to keep this industry alive compensate them 
for the benefit of a few agrarian sugar planters who ship their 
surplus product, under the stimulus of a bounty, to the United 
States? 

L answered the Senator from Iowa that in this particular in- 
stance, even at the expense of the people of the United States, I 


believe the agrarian idea ought to be rebuked. I[t is true that 
they are sending their surplus here and selling it at a very small 


price, and in order to correct that evilour people have to be de- 
prived of the benefit of the cheapness of that sugar. Otherwis 
suppose this case: Suppose the ideal condition of free trace I 


a 


have heard some Senators say here that nobody believe free 
trade and nobody dares to advocate free trade. Iam one of those 
hardy individu us wo be ieve in it and who will advocate it at 
the proper time. But suppose the ideal condition of free trade, 
where there is a free interchange of products, where what ons 
nation raises with greater efficiency than another is exchanged 


for the products of that other nation, in turn raised with greater 
efficiency. 

Now, suppose there was in the United States or Germ 
the Tropics conditions not varying much in their natural Lit 
or varying none, and one of those nations should interpos« 


an obstacle to the free interchange of the product as to give an 
export bounty on one of its products. That would violate the 
cardinal principle of free trade, and as the Democratic party, in 
my opinion, is tending inevitably in that direction, I believe we 
ought to put the brakes upon this German agrarian, bounty-fed, 
tariff-built sugar and not permit them to come into the United 
States with their artificial product to run out the natural product, 
if so it be that we have it. 

IT think the lesson taught from the communication of Mr. Mason 


is full of interest and significance to our people. Commence your 


artificial industry and it never ceases its clamors. Germany wants 
an international agreement to take off the export bounty Che 
other nations will not consent. Theagrarians besiege the German 


Reichstag. They get what they want. as the protected interests 
generally do, whenever there is a monopolistic tendency in the 
Sup- 


pose we built up your beetindustry. Suppose it is built up under 


a highly protective tariff or one prohibitive of the introduction of 
the natural product of the Tropics, and you get your industry to 
the perfection that the Germans have theirs. Is there a time 
when you can take down the wall? Is there not some justice in 
the demand of the people whom you have induced to go intoa 


business of this sort, that the governmental prop should not be 
takenfromunderthem? As you placed it there, you induced them 
to go into the business; they have invested their capital and their 
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energies and their labor in an enterprise of this sort, and is there 
not some justice in the demand, conceding that the enterprise or 
business is built upon a wrong basis, that the Government or the 
people who induced the entrance into the enterprise should not 
take away the prop by which it raised it into being? Andif the 
prop has to be removed, it must be removed so as not to entirely 
destroy the protected business. 

That is the problem which confronts the Germans. The Ger- 
man sugar raisers own large factories. The beets are cultivated 
under the direction of the factories, down to the very minutest 
detail, I am told—the time to prepare the land, how to prepare it, 
how to fertilize it, all being prescribed with great minuteness. 
The culture employs a large number of women and boys. Itisa 
very tedious and laborious culture. Now they claim that it must 
be protected by the Government in order to keep the industry 
going which experience has demonstrated to them can not stand 
on its own legs, and if our people by high tariff, or by bounties, 
or by Government subsidies in any direction are induced to go 
into this business it will share the fate of the Germans, and, in 
my opinion, this wall will have to come down, this artificial prop 
will sooner or later be removed. 

The German people pay a bounty of $18,000,000 a year or there- 
abouts, and besides that starve their people in the consumption of 
sugar for the benefit of a few large factory owners. That is the 
condition of the German sugar interests. That is precisely what 
itis. Itisartificial. Itis against the laws of trade. Itis against 
that natural freedom of trade and of intercourse among men that 
ought to prevail as against these highly protective tariifs and this 
artificial restrictive policy. 

I will advert somewhat to my own country. The sugar belt of 
Louisiana lies in the delta of the Mississippi River. It is one of 
the most favored regions in the world, both for soil and climate. 
The water transportation and the rail facilities are abundant. 
The enterprise and thrift of the people are acknowledged by all 
who have ever visited them. Since I have been in the Senate the 
sugar growers of that State have, until this session, besieged me 
with clamorous demands to place the highest protective tariff upon 
the article of sugar that the Congress of the United States would 
stand. 

In the formation of the Wilson bill I did vote for and sustain a 
40 per cent ad valorem tariff plus an eighth plus atenth, solely 
upon the ground that as sugar had been a revenue-producing ar- 
ticle for one hundred years, as it had formed the foundation of all 
tariffs made by either party for revenue, it was not improper, it 
was not un-Democratic, toask for a tariff of 40 per cent, especially 
in view of the fact that under the pernicious workings of the 
bounty system those people had been induced to incur great ex- 
pense and to contract debts which under a healthier and better 
régime they would not have entered into or contracted. 

rior to 1890 sugar had always been on the list of dutiable arti- 
cles. It was never questioned that it was a revenue-producing 
article. Nobody ever doubted that it came within the lines of the 
strictest construction of the Democratic principle of tariff for rev- 
enue only. I have adverted to the fact that we consume about 
4,000,000,000 pounds of sugar and the domestic production is 
hardly in excess of 600,000,000 pounds. In 1865 it was only 
10,000,000 pounds of sugar, or thereabouts. So. therefore, under 
any construction and under any party principle, sugar is justly 
entitled, if revenue is sought, to be put upon the dutiable list. A 
very great many erroneous impressions have been circulated in 
regard tosugar. . 

it was said that sugar could not live unless there was a tariff of 
8 or 3} cents a pound, or thereabouts. This was afterwards re- 
duced to 14 cents per pound as a living basis. 

I propose to read some statistics to show that under the 24 per 
cent ad valorem the domestic production of sugar was about half 
the reas” sey of sugar in the United States at the opening of 
the war. Now itis not more thah one-seventh. I will read the 
production of sugar under the tariff of 1846, which was a 30 per 
cent tariff, and under the tariff of 1857, which was a 24 per cent 
tariff. 

In 1850-51 the crop was 231,200,000 pounds of sugar, all made 
in Louisiana. In 1851-52 the crop was 257,100,000 pounds. In 
1852-53 the crop was 368,100,000 pounds of sugar; in 1853-54 it 
was 495,200,000 pounds. That shows a very good advance under 
a 30 per cent ad valorem tariff—231,000,000 pounds in 1850; 495,- 
000,000 in 1853. I donot see any backward movement there. In 
1854-55 it was 385,200.000 pounds: in 1855-56 it was 254,600,000 
pounds; in 1856-57 it was 81,400,000 pounds of sugar. 

Why was that dropping off? It was not on account of the 
operation of any tariff or any artificial means. 

Mr. GEAR. It was a bad season. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It was because of the total failure of the crop, 
from a drought, grievous and hard to be borne. I remember it 
distinctly, for I was making sugar atthe time. These figures are 
from the census returns. 

For 1857-58 it was 307,700,000 pounds; in 1858-59 it was 414,800,- 
000 pounds; in 1859-60 it was 255,100,000 pounds; in 1860-61, 
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263,100,000 pounds, and in 1861-62, 528,300,000 pounds. Now how 
much was imported? In 1861-62 there were 557,738,382 pounds of 
sugar imported into the United States, as against a producticy, o¢ 
528,300,000 pounds. We produce about one-seventh of our svar 
consumption. In 1861-62 we produced about one-half, and that 
under a 24 per cent ad valorem tariff, and the prices of the syy, 
in Cuba were not much higher at that period than the Culjay 
centrifugal prices in New York last year. All sugars made at 
that period were open-kettle sugars; we had no centrifug.) pr -. 
ess. The brown sugars went directly into consumption. 

Refined sugar or granulated sugar was considered an article of 
luxury. lt was only the rich who could use it as a genera! ¢})j 
and it was the brown a the ordinary kettle product of Lou. 
siana, that largely supplied the home consumption of the Uniteq 
States. This shows that Louisiana was rapidly advancing towarg 
supplying the home demand when war broke out. The industry 
there appeared to be on a solid basis under a low tariff. Her poo. 
ple need not despair of being able to hold their own under norina) 
conditions. The pernicious policy of beet-growing Europe ig 
their great danger. 

I submit the following letter from the Statistician of the Avri- 
cultural Department: 


Unitep States DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
DIVISION OF STATISrics, 
Washington, D. C., Jun: 

Str: In answer to your telephone message and letter of yesterday, [ have 
the honor to communicate the information contained in the accompanying 
table. The production is that of Louisiana only, and the authority is said 15 
be M, paw for the years prior to 1861 and L. Boucherau since that 
date. For the years since 1871, see Statistical Abstract, page 286, where it 
appears that Louisiana produced on the average 9 per cent or more of the 
product of the United States. Substantially the same ratio is given by the 
census figures for 1850-1880. The addition for the production of other States 
to the figures here furnished must therefore be about 6 per cent, making 
say. 3.230,000,000 pounds of cane sugar for the decade 1850-186), 1,300),000,00) 
pounds for 1860-1870, or 4,590,000,000 for the twenty years. 

The amount of beet-sugar production during this period may be neglected, 
Tho maple-sugar poor in 1850 was 34,300,000 pounds; in 1860 was 4:),100,009 
pounds, and in 1870 it was 23,400,000 pounds. Wemay therefore add 37))\K0(.0) 
pounds for maple sugar to the total for the first decade, and 340,000.00) tor the 
second decade, to allow for maple. This gives sums of 3,600,000,000 and Jj). 
000,000 pounds, respectively; 5,300,000,000 pounds in all. 

The first column of prices is from the Senate report on wholesale pri 
etc. (the Aldrich report), part 2, 112, where the figures are said t: 
been furnished by Messrs. Hitchcock, Darling & Co., of New York Cit) 
to belong to “fair refining sugar.” The quotation is that for January of 
each year. The second column is that supplied by the Treasury figures, 
equal to total value divided by total quantity of imported sugar for the fiscal 
year, the values being those at the points whence exported. All theso fig- 
ures, except those here supplied for the first two years, are copied from tho 
Abstract, p 285. The same may be said of the figures in the column fol- 
lowing, show ng amounts im 

I greatly regret my inability to 
mation as to the product of refin 


ng, 


ve full particulars or satisfactory infor- 
sugar. For the years of your inquiry I 
can find no authority except the census, and the library of this Departncn 
is unfortunately without the Seventh and — Census volumes relating t 
manufactures. The Ninth Census (Compendium, page 926) gives as the ma- 
terial consumed by 59 establishments in the country (33 of which were ir 
New York and Pennsylvania) 804,408,427 pounds of sugar. besides 23,952.1 
gallons of molasses; and as the product therefrom 754,010,951 pounds retin 
sugar, ae with 18,168,279 ane Mt sirup, and some other products. Thes 
figures app y to the year en May 31, 1870. Doubtless similar particular 
could readily be found in the volumes for 1860 and 1850, and an estimate coy- 
ering the intervening years be made from them. 
I hope these facts may be of assistance to you. 


spectfully, 
HENRY A. ROBINSON, Statistician. 
Hon. DoNELSON CAFFERY, 
United States Senate. 
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Mr, PETTIGREW. About four weeks ago I introduced and 
the Senate passed a resolution authorizing the Committee on 
Pacific Rai to investigate the issue of land patents to those 
roads. I have heard nothing from it since. and I desire to ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Pacific Railroads what has been 
done in that connection by the committee? 

Mr. GEAR. In reply I beg to state, as chairman of the commit- 
tee, that the gentleman will hear in due time what action the 
committee has taken and will take. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GEAR. I should like to state, further, that there have been 
a good many important matters pending, and I ordered the clerk 
of the committeeto call a meeting for Saturday. If itis agreeable 
to the other gentlemen, a meeting will be held on Saturday, and 
when the committee comes to report, the Senator will be the first 
to hear it, if he is here. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It appears, then, that the committee have 
not had a meeting since the resolution was referred? 

Mr. GEAR. We have not had a meeting. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I said at the time the resolution was sent 
to the committee that I thought it would be a graveyard of the 
resolution, and it looks very much like it. 

Mr. GEAR. The Senator is simply mistaken. 
tention to graveyard the resolution, as he calls it. 





There is no in- 


Recollect that | 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, June /0, 1897 
The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and was called 
the Speaker. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Monday, June 
read and approved. 

SWEARING IN OF 


The SPEAKER. 


to order by 


» 4 . 
s. SY 


‘, Was 


A MEMBER, 
The Chair has notice of the presence of 


. anew 
member, and the Clerk will read the certificate of his election. 
The certificate of election of Hon. James T. Lloyd, Representa- 


tive-elect from the First Congressional! district of Missouri, was 
read. 

Mr. Lloyd, accompanied by Mr. CLARK of Missouri, 
at the bar of the House, and the oath of office 
to him by the Speaker. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following joint and 


appeared 


was administered 


| concurrent resolutions: in which the concurrence of the House of 
| Representatives was requested: 


the Senator's resolution asked for a special committee, a junketing | 


committee, if you please, to go around and gather information 
which I stated then, and believe now, can be obtained from the 
re Department by asking for it in a proper manner. 


Joint resolution (S. R. 50) authorizing foreign exhibitors at the 
Transmississippi and International Exposition, to be held in the 
city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, during the year 1898, to 
bring to the United States foreign laborers from their countries, 


| respectively, for the purpose of preparing for and making exhibits. 


It is true | 


have not called a meeting of the committee before this time, be- | 


cause I have been exceptionally busy on other matters, as almost 
every other gentleman has. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WHITE. It seems to me rather late in the evening for a 
funeral, and if the Senator from Iowa has no objection, I will 
move an adjournment. 

Mr. QUAY. Ishould be glad to have an executive session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLERin thechair). The 
Senator from South Dakota has the floor. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to know from the chairman of 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads whether the meeting which 
— been called for Saturday has been called to consider the reso- 
ution. 

Mr.GEAR. Ido not know that that is any of the business of the 
gentieman. It is for the purpose of considering such business as 
may be brought before the committee. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to state that if at the next meeting 
the resolution is not taken up | shall move the Senate to discharge 
the committee from its further consideration. 

Mr. GEAR. That is the gentleman’s right. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The chairman said that no investigation 
was necessary, and yet he was anxious to have the resolution re- 
ferred to his committee. 
fact that the chairman takes that position. 

Mr. GEAR. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 





} 


| 





I said I did not be- | 


lieve that an investigation of the character the gentleman wanted | 


was ae I still adhere to that view. What the committee 
does the eman will be advised of. If he possesses his soul in 
patience, he will be advised as to what will be the action of the 
committee when it meets. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment proposed b 
paragraph 206 of the pending bill. 
question? 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was a to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 10 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
June 11, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


Is the Senate ready for the 





NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 10, 1897. 
SOLICITOR OF THE TREASURY. 


D. O'Connell, of Iowa, to be Solicitor of the Treasury, 


A. Reeve, to be removed. 


MARSHAL. 


William M. Griffith, of Arizona Territory, to be marshal of the 
United States for the Territory of Arizona, vice William K- Meade, 


Maurice 
vice Felix 





the Committee on Finance to | 


, Norte; 
Icall the attention of the country to the | : 





Concurrent resolution (Senate Con. Res. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concur That the 
President of the United States be, and he is hereby, requested to invite, by 
proclamation or otherwise, as he may deem most proper, foreign nations to 
make exhibits at the Transmississippi and International Exposition to be held 
at the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, from the Ist day of June to 
the Ist day of November, A. D. 1898 


No. 11) as follows: 


ing 


SALARIES OF CONSULS, ETC. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of a joint resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resolution 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in 
Congress assembled, That the salaries appropriated by the act making appro- 
riationsfor the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending 
June 3), 1898, approved February 20, 1807, for consuls-general and co isuls : 


certain places hereinafter named, may be paid to the « 

consuls Eeretofore appointed at certain other pl until consuls-gener: 
consuls are appointed, qualify, and enter upon their duties at the pl 
named in said act of February 20, 1897, as follows, viz: T 
sul-general at Apia and Nukualofa, Tonga, to the cons nera 
the consul-general at Yokohama, to the « il eral at 
consul-general at Monterey, to the consu at 
consul at Elberfeld, to the consul at Barmen; the con 
the consul at Leith; the consul at Ciudad Juares, to 
the consul at Ciudad Porfirio Diaz. to the consul 
the consul at Sydney, to the consul at P mu; the consul at | 
consul at Merida: the consul at St. Michaels, to the consul at Fayal: the con 
sul at Valencia, to the consul at Denia; the consul a tilla and ‘T'ray 

the consul at Ruatan and Truxiilo; the consul at Lourenzo Marg 
consul at Mozambique; and all allowances for office rent, clerk | 
transit salary are also continued at the above-named 
lished, until the contemplated changes have been fully effected 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Pending the request for unanimous con 
am very free to say that I know absolutely nothing about th 
matter, and I reserve the right to object until the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Dinsmore], who I am sure is familiar with the 
subject, can tell the House whether this is proper or not 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, the 


onsuls-general ¢ 


ices 





ge 







ut Piedr 
rovrre 


ome Ss how « 


net, I 


gentleman from Illinois 


{Mr. Hitr] was about to make a statement concerning the mat- 
ter. Lam acquainted with the conditions making th tion 
necessary; but I should like to have the gentleman from Llinois 
[Mr. Hirt] make his statement. [If it is necessary, I will make a 
subsequent statement, but I should not like to interrupt the gen- 


tleman from Illinois. The resolution is wholly unobjectionable, 
and its only purpose is to make the appropriation of mone 
able as compensation to the persons for whom it was int 
the appropriation bill. 

Mr: BAILEY. I did not notice that the gentleman from Illinois 
was about to address the House. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, in the appropriation bill which was 
passed by the last Congress to provide for the consular and diplo 


avail 
nded in 


nations of which were more or less changed upon the rec 


n- 
mendation of the Secretary of State. 


None of these are important 


matters, but the Comptroller holds that the new designations in 
these cases will make it requisite to have new appointments, or the 
consuls can get no pay after the 30th of June. That is, the consul 
who is now the incumbent can not draw any pay, if he remains 
incumbent after the 30th of June, without a reappointment. The 
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ce eioe so states in the communication which I hold in my 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois al Hirt) if this resolution be adopted, would it 
have the effect to establish additional consulates to those which 
were authorized in the appropriation bill? 

Mr. HITT. No. This resolution which the Comptroller has 
drawn enables the Government to pay the same person who is 
now serving at the post under the ol cone. to be paid under the 
new name without a new appointment. For example, the city of 
Leith is the of the city of Edinburgh. There is a consul at 
Leith. At the suggestion of the Secretary of State, the designa- 
tion was changed so as to make the consul there consul at Edin- 
burgh, and there is no appropriation for the consul at Leith after 
the 80th of June. So this consul will get no pay unless he is ap- 
pointed anew to Edinburgh. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then this resolution can not be construed as 
authorizing the establishment of any new consuls? 

Mr. HITT. It can not. ; 

Mr. SAYERS. Or affecting the aoe of those now existing? 

samme HITT. In nothing does it affect the pay except to author- 

yments to be made as they were manifestly intended to be 
> in aes sores bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


HARBOR OF CUMBERLAND SOUND. 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the im- 
mediate consideration of Senate concurrent resolution No. 9, that 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives Gaewrme) That the 
Secretary of War be requested to furnish the Senate with such information 
as he —. have in his with a to the present condition of 


bor at Cumberland Sound, and to inform the Senate whether any im- 
osed against 


mediate action is necessary to protect the entrance from being cl 
the commerce usually entering the port of Fernandina. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the nt [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the word “ Senate," in the second and —_ lines, and substitute 
in lieu thereof in each of said lines the word * Congress 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
ee the concurrent resolution was agreed to was laid on the 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
onmaee PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 

urn 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Division, Mr. Speaker! 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 87, noes 87. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair votes in the affirmative, and the 
ayes have it. ne laughter and applause. } 

Mr. BAILE Mr. Speaker, I desire tellers. 

The question was taken on 0: tellers. 

Mr. DALZELL. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 100, nays 88, 
answered ‘‘present” 11, not voting 154; as follows: 


‘ 


Alexander, 


Stone, 6. 
Tawney 
Tayler, Tonio 


De Vries, 
Elliott, 


, 
Fox, 
Gaines, 
Greene, 
Griggs, 
— 


a. Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hinrichse: 
Howard, 
Hunter, 
Jett, 

Kile 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—1L 


Dayton, 
Diusmore. 
Gillet, N. ¥. 


J UNE 10, 


Skinner, 
Slayden, 
Smith, Ky 
Stephens, Tex 


Strowd, N. ( 

8 atheriand 
Swanson, 
Tate, 

Terry, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Vincent, 
Wheeler, Ky 
Williams, Miss 


Otey, 
Vehslage. 


Sauerhering, 
Shafroth, 
ttuc, 
Shelden, 
Simpson, 
Smith, M1. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Snover, 
Southwick, 
Foss, M : nee, 
Fowler, N. C. Sprague, 
Grosvenor, McDowell, lings, 
Grout, Stark, 
Grow. McRae Steele, 
Stevens, Minn 
Stewart, Wis 
me, W.A 
Strait, 
Strode, Nebr. 
Sturtevant, 
Sullivan, 


Van Voorhis, 
Walker, Mass. 
Ward, 


Warner, 
Weym ou th, 


Wilson. N. Y. 
Wilson, 8. C. 
Young, Pa. 
Young, Va. 

> Zenor 

Robertson, La. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Witson of New York with Mr. Youne of Virginia. 

Mr. Wiii1aM A. Stone with Mr. McCLELuan. 

Mr. McoCLeary with Mr. TaLBert. 

= MrroHe.. with Mr. TayLor of Alabama. 


¥ . SULZER. 
. LOVERING with Mr. WuHee er of Alabama, 
. McEwan with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 
. Strope of Nebraska with Mr. ALLEN. 
. JOY with Mr. MARSHALL, 
. Jounson of Indiana with Mr. Moon, 
. Lackey with Mr. McRazr. 
. Prrney with Mr. CaRMACK. 
. Kerr with Mr. Ross. 
. Brum with Mr. Cox. 
. Hicks with Mr. Orry. 
. STEVENs of Minnesota with Mr. Jonrs of Washingtoa. 
. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. Kina. 
Mr. Perkins with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 
Mr. Hacer with Mr. Hanpy. 


with Mr. Dinsmore. 
Mr. Stewart of Wisconsin with Mr. LitTLs. 
Mr. BarHAM with Mr. FitzGEeRap. 
Mr. Mitis with Mr. SuLLIVAN. 
Mr. SAUERHERING 


with Mr. Srrarr.. 
Mr. 


CHICKERING with Mr. BrapLey. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN Smita with Mr. BRucKER. 
Mr. AcuEson with Mr. Wiraos of Carolina. 
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Mr. Surrs of Illinois with Mr. McCuLLocs. — to pay the bonds issued under the contract of the Secretary of the 
Mr. Henry of Indiana with Mr. Miers of Indiana. Treasury with August Belmont & Co. and others, bearing date 
Mr. Ferris with Mr. Zenor. February 8, 1895, interest and principal, in not less than one-half 
Mr. Be.knaP with Mr. Macuire. in standard silver dollars—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
Mr. Youne of Pennsylvania with Mr. BENTON, Also. a bill (H. R ; $441) to authorize the « xploration and pur- 
Mr. McCauu with Mr. Jones of Virginia. chase of mines within the boundaries of private land claims—to 
Mr. Muvor with Mr. Sparkman. the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. Huu. with Mr. Dockery. _ By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 3442) making an appropria- 
Mr. a@ with Mr. BLanp. tion toward the construction of a dry dock at the navy-yard, 
Mr. Ineway with Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana. League Island, Pa.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. Lanpis with Mr. Crawrorp. By Mr. BELL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 68) proposing an 
Mr. Kup with Mr. STALLINGs. amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing 
Mr. Davipson of Wisconsin with Mr. Howarp of Georgia. for election of Senators by the votes of the quaililied electors of 
Mr. Bascock with Mr. Dr Armon~s, for one week. the States—to the Committee on Election of President. \ 
For this day: President, and Representatives in Congress 

Mr. Barney with Mr. Topp. By Mr. ADAMS: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Mr. Marsu with Mr. Cooney. Pennsylvania, urging passage of Senate bill 1747, to reappoint and 
Mr. OpELL with Mr. Firzpatrick. retire David McMurtrie Gregg—to the Committee on Military 
Mr. Grosvenor with Mr. Rixey. Affairs. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. Stark. By Mr. BINGHAM: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts with Mr. PLowMAN. | of Pennsylvania, urging passage of Senate bill 1747, relative to 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, being paired, I withdraw | David McMurtrie Gregg—to the Committee on Military Affairs 
my vote, and desire to be marked *‘ present.” By Mr. DALZELL: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
r. BRUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman | of Pennsylvania, in favor of the reappo.ntment and retirement of 
from Mi en —— ee I therefore withdraw | po McMurtrie Gregg as captain—to the Committee on Military 
my vote mar ** present.” Affairs. 
r. GAINES. Mr. Speaker,I desire to know whether the gen-| By Mr. OLMSTED: A memorial of the Pennsylvania legisla 
tleman from Vermont, Mr. Powers, has voted? | ture, urging the passage of Senate bill 1747, for the reappointment 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont has voted. | and retirement of David Mc Murtrie Gregg as captain—to the Com- 
Mr. KING. a S a, being paired with the pines | mittee on Military Affairs. 
from New Hampshire, Mr. Ciarke,I desire to withdraw my | 
vote and to be marked as “ present.” 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. | Onder clause 1 of Rule XX twate bills and resolutions of the 
Restieh Milemmemncemont cf tho vote, tho Speaker sxnonncod | ¢,)/24¢" “lnuse tof Role XXII; private bills and resolutions of th 
that he had signed the following enrolled bills: | By Mr. BARLOW: A bill (II. R. 3443) for the relief of Morgan 
A bill (S. 956) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize | pyorts—to the Committee on Claims ee 
the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River between | 4 iso, a bill (H. R. 3444) to graut & pension to Louisa E. Linn— 
the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota,” approved April 24, 1894, | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
as amended by an act Lc ae tahge August 4, 1894, entitled * An act By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 3445) granting a pension to George 
to amend an act to authorize the construction of a steel bridge | 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 











: : E. Tuttle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
over the St. Louis River between the States of Minnesota and Also, a bill (H. R. 3446) for the relief of Mrs. Julia A. Hum- 
Wisconsin; ; ; : phries—to the Committee on War Claims 
b Riek tx Ge tune of Miceinls ead of a bridge across |“ Ajso, a bill (H. R. 3447) granting a pension to Simon D. Kohl— 


er to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Joint resolution (8. R. 40) authorizing the Secretary of War to Also, a bill (H. R. 3448) granting a pension to Lemuel Kings 
receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 


bury, of Denver, Colo., and late of Company A, Twelfth Regiment 
Carlos Gutierrez, of Salvador. Michigan Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. | sions. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Livney, for one week, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Warte of Illinois, for ten days, on account of important | sions. 
iness. | Also, a bill (H. R. 3450) granting a pension to Thomas B. Roark 
To Mr. Borxmy, for three weeks, on account of sickness of rela- | to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3451) for the relief of Irving W. Stanton—to 

The SPEAKER (at 12 o'clock and 53 minutes p. m.). On this | the Committee on Claims. 

question the yeas are 100, the nays are 88, and 11 members are re- By Mr. BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 3452) granting 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3449) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Logan, of Buenavista, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 





i 





a pension to 
ported “ t.” The ayes have it, and accordingly the House | D. 0. Leary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
stands until Monday next at 12 o’clock noon. Also, a bill (H. R. 3458) granting an honorable discharge to 
Marion M. Barton—to the Committee on Military Affairs 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. Also, a bill (H. R. 3454) granting a pension to William S. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- Hanna—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 3455) for the relief of Miss E A, 
follows: Lewis—to the Committee on Claims. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter| By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 3155) granting a pension to Julia 
C. Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (BH. R. 3457) for the relief of Louis 
Miller—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 3458) granting a pen- 
sion to L. Emma Boone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 













to be printed. 
letter from the Third Assistant Secretary of State, inclosing a 
copy of a letter from the Comptroller of the Treasury and a draft 


of a resolution for the payment of certain consular officers—to the Also, a bill (H. R. 3459) granting an honorable discharge to 
Committee on F Affairs, and ordered to be printed. James Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


pee By Mr. VEHSLAGE: A bil! (H. R. 3460) to correct the military 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS record of James H. Tucker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
By Mr. MAXWELL: bill (H.R. 3437) to ereate postal savings 
or investing money—to t Jommittee on 

the Post-Office and Post- 


‘ PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 

were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows 
By Mr. ACHESON: Petitions of T. D. Schuyler and other citi- 
zens of McKeesport; W. T. Sterling and others, of Carnot; Adam 
Behm and others, of Duquesne; J. O. Parkenson and others, of 
cDonald; C. G. Creel and others, of Point Marion, and J. W. 
on and others, of Cheathaven, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
pray ng for the passage of an act restricting immigration—to the 
mimittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


: 


; full title to mineral lands, etc.—to the Committee By Mr. ADAMS: Resolution of the Grocers and Importers’ 
arte pm 


ge of Philadelphia, urging the passage of the Torrey bank- 
ruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, petition of Herman A. Cohen and other citizens of Phila- 
delphia, favoring a more rigid restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BARLOW: Resolution of the Council of Labor of Los 
Angeles, Cal., favoring the abrogation of the Hawaiian treaty—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL: Petitions of E. G. Cleverdon and others and 
A. B. Wilson and others, citizens of Cripple Creek, Colo., for a 
more rigid restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolution of the Sixth Ward Republican 
Club of Philadelphia, Pa., condemning the civil-service laws—to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petition of various labor organizations of 
Dallas, Tex., in favor of restricting immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of the Grocers and Importers’ 
Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa., indorsing the Torrey bankruptcy 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of the Board of Trade of Minne- 


apo is, Minn., urging the immediate passage of atariff bill—to the 
C 


ommittee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. HARMER: Petitions of Edward Cushmore and others 
and Charles H. Davis and others, citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., in 
favor of further restricting immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolution of the Trades and Labor 
Congress, Dubuque, Iowa, remonstrating against an increase in 
the tariff on tobacco imported and used in the manufacture of 
cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of Annie Pisle and numerous other 
residents of Steelton, Dauphin County, Pa., praying for the pas- 
sage of a law to further restrict immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts: Resolution of the common 
council and board of aldermen of the city of Fall River, Mass., urg- 
ing upon Congress the necessity of adopting the most comprehen- 
sive plan for the dredging and improvement of Mount Hope Bay 
and Fall River Harbor, adopted June 7, 1897—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, June 11, 1897. 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 
; Prayer by Rev. Hueu Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ngton. 
The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore took 
the chair. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT me tempore presented the petition of C. J. 
Barker and sundry other citizens of Lewiston, Me., and the peti- 
tion of Dennison Walker and sundry other citizens of Pittsfield, 
Me., praying for the early enactment of a protective-tariff law; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

1: Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of A. B. Lawrence and 
45 other citizens of Bennington, of A. M. Frink and sundry other 
citizens of Gilsum, and of Edward E. Grimes and sundry other 
citizens of Piermont, all in the State of New Hampshire, praying 
for the early enactment of a protective-tariff law; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of sundry citi- 
vens of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the early enactment of a 
protective-tariff law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of New York 
City, Brooklyn, and Syracuse, all in ‘the State of New York, re- 
monstrating against the proposed increase of the tax on beer; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SEW ELL presented the petition of George H. Wocke and 
27 other citizens of Haledon, N. J., and the petition of Heinrich 
Bros., of Paterson, N. J., praying for the early passage of the 
pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of J. H. Francisco and 51 other 
citizens of Little Falls, N. J., and the petition of Charles E. 
Thurston and 49 other citizens of Camden, N. J., praying for the 
enactment of legislation restricting immigration; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of J. H. Stells and 49 other citi- 
zens of Jersey City, of August Genzel and 24 other citizens of 
Bayonne, and of Felix Graf and 24 other citizens of Newark, all 
in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating against the proposed 
increase of the tax on beer; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of the John L, Rober Lum- 
ber Company, of Norfolk, Va., and 13 other lumber manufactur- 
ing firms in the State of Virginia, praying for the imposition of 
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a duty of $2 a thousand feet on rough lumber; which was orde:.4 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. NELSON — petitions of the Board of Trade of 
Minneapolis, of J. E. Muzzy and sundry other citizens of \{.))- 
kato, and of E, C. Willard and sundry other citizens of Mank»t, 
all in the State of Minnesota, praying for the early passage of {}), 
pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented sundry petitions of citizens of: 
Terre Haute, Warren, Evansville, and Goshen, all in the State .¢ 
Indiana, praying for the enactment of protective-tariff legislat:,,) 
at the earliest possible date, which will adequately secure Aim.,;. 
can industrial products against the competition of foreign 1,\), ,- 
which were ordered to lie on the table. ; 

Mr. FAULKNER presented the — of T. T. Bonar and 50 
other citizens of Marshall County, W. Va., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation restricting immigration; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the National Association of In- 
ternal Revenue Officers, through L. J. Frazee, president. remon- 
strating against the removal of United States revenue collecto.s, 
storekeepers, and gaugers from the classified service; which was 
referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. BURROWS presented the petition of William Saterle> and 
19 other citizens of Birmingham, Mich., and the petition of Harry 
J. Nichols and 11 other citizens of Marion, Ohio, praying for t)\o 
early passage of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Baraga County, Mich., remonstrating against tlie imposition of a 
duty on imported hides; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of John B. Cahill and 20 other 
citizens of Hart, Mich., praying for the enactment of protective- 
tariff legislation, at the earliest possible date, which will ade- 
quately secure American industrial a against the compe- 
tition of foreign labor; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the American Medical Associa- 
tion, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill No. 1003, 
for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of 

Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of George E. Thompson and 100 
other citizens of Detroit, Mich., praying for the passage of Senate 
bill No. 1063, for the further prevention of eruelty to animals in 
the District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LINDSAY presented a petition of sundry wholesa!e liquor 
dealers of Louisville, Ky., praying that the tax on distiiled spirits 
be fixed at the rate which will produce the greatest revenue, and 
that the bonded period be made not longer than three years on 
future production; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a communication from the Secretary of Avri- 
culture, together with a letter from S. D. Goff, of Winchester, Ky., 
relative to the adulteration of Kentucky blue-grass seed; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HOAR presented sundry petitions of citizens of Wor ester, 
Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation for a more 1i-id 
restriction of immigration; which were ordered to lie on the tab'e. 

He also presented petitions of 36 citizens of Fitchburg and West 
Fitchburg, of 8 citizens of Athol, and of 28 citizens of Massachu- 
setts, all in the State of Massachusetts, and a petition of 11 citizens 

| of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the early passage of the pending 
| tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

| He also presented a memorial of the Massachusetts Dental Soci- 
| ety, of Cambridge, Mass., remonstrating against the proposed 
| duty on mineral teeth; which was ordered to lie on the tab‘c. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Gainesville, 

, Ga., praying for the enactment of protective-tariff legis'ation. at 
the earliest possible date, which will adequately secure Aimeric:n 

| industrial products againstthe competition of foreign labor, which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GRAY presented a petition of sundry citizens of ‘t. 
Georges, Del., praying for the enactment of legislation for a more 
Fa restriction of immigration; which was ordere:! to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition of 37 citizens of Mount Ayr, 
Iowa, and a petition of 4 citizensof Mount Ayr, Lowa, pray ny for 
the early of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered 


to lie on the table. 
: REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 743) for the relief of Thomas Guinean, of Oregon; and 

A bill (S. 1149) for the relief of Avery D. Babcock and wife, of 


Oregon. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2123) to carry out the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Napoleon B. Allen; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 












TEL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2124) for the 
tt , mith: which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 2125) for the relief of Clem- 
ent Marciel, of Portland, Oreg.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2126) to recognize the gal- 
lant conduct and meritorious services of Francis M. Charles as a 
volunteer aid in the late war; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2127) authorizing the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue to prescribe regulations for storing, handling, 


nsporting, and conveying distilled spirits, and fixing penalties 
pa visietionn of the same; which was read twice by its title, and 


referred to the Committee on Finance. 
AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PETTUS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McBRIDE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill: which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 
AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
oe ee and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordéred to 
be printed. 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. I submit a resolution, and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas by an act of Congress entitled “An act authorizing an investiga- 
tion of the books, accounts, and methods of railroads which have received 
aid from the United States, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1397, 
it is provided: 

“seo. 4. That whenever, in the opinion of the President, it shall be deemed 
necessary to the promction of the interests and the preservation of the 
security of the United States in respect of its lien, mortgage, or other inter- 
est in any of the property of any or all of the several companies upon which 
e@ lien, mortenge, or other incumbrance paramount to the right, title, or in- 
terest of the United States for the same property, or any part of the same, 
may exist and be then lawfully liable to be enforced, the Secretary of the 

shall, under the direction of the President, redeem or otherwise 
clear such paramount lien, mortgage, or other incumbrance by paying 
the sums lawfully due in respect thereof out of the Treasury; and the United 
States shall thereupon become and be subrogated to all rights and securities 
rtaining to the debt, mortgage, lien, or other incumbrance in 
ne w such payment shall have n made. It shall be the duty 
of the Attorney-General, under the direction of the President, to take all 
such steps and ings, in the courts and otherwise, as shall be needful 
to redeem such mortgage, or other incumbrance, and to protect and de- 
fend the rights and interests of the United States in respect of the matters 
in this on mentioned, and to take steps to foreclose any mortgages or 
liens of the United States on any such railroad property 

, Sec. 5. That the peeing funds which are or may be held in the Treasury 
for the security of the indebtedness of either or all of said railroad companies 
may, in addition to the investments now authorized by Jaw, be invested in 
any bonds of the United States heretofore issued for the benefit of either or 
all of aS eens. or in any of the first-mortgage bonds of either of said 
companies w have been issued under the authority of any law of the 
United States and secured by mortgages of their roads and franchises, which 
by any law of the United States have been made prior and paramount to the 
ee lien, or other security of the United States in respect of its ad 
vances to either of said companies as provided by law."’ 

And whereas certain first-mortgage bonds on the said Union Pacific Railroad 
Company have matured, and the holders thereof have instituted foreclosure 

in several of the United States circuit courts to foreclose the 
jens thereby sell said railroad and all other properties and 
rights Pelongi thereto, and said foreclosure proceedings may, unless pre 
vented by t! President. proceed to final decrees and a final sale of all said 
be made: Therefore, 
it resolved by the Senate of the United States, That it is the sense of the 
that lent should, in strict accordance with the above-quoted 
statute, direct the ape © the Treasury to carry out the provisions ot 
said act redeeming or otherwise clearing off the paramount liens, mort 
gages, incumbrances on said railroad by paying the sums lawfully due in 
thereof out of the Treasury to the holders of prior liens, and direct the 
Secretary of the Treasury thereupon to take control and management of said 
railroad and all the property, real and personal, in any manner belonging 
thereto; or, if that not be deemed the wiser course to pursue, that the 
President should direct the Attorney-General to take such steps and proceed- 
ings in the courts and otherwise as shall be needful to redeem such property 


from any mortgage, lien, or incumbrance necessary and proper to de- 
fend the Drona the United States in respect to the matters in said act 
the Ouhreny mentioned, and to take steps to foreclose any mortgage or lien of 


States on any of said railroad 
And the President is here 


& 


rty. 
it any.ban by requested to a the Senate aa action, 
* been taken under rovisions t tect the interest 
of the U: Pp w to protec e erests 


The PRESIDENT tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
consideration of ution? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The preamble states a variety of 

facts. It islong, and I donot aresolution of this kind 

ttobe passed without the Senate having an opportunity toex- 

Th it in a. pam Chanetens, Sas it mo over ing prinned. 

protempore. jection being made, the reso- 

lation will go over and be printed for the information of the Senate. 


8 
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PORT OF FERNANDINA, FLA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Senate passed May 26, 1897. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, in line 
2, to strike out the word ‘‘Senate” and insert the word ‘‘Con- 
gress;” and in line 5 to strike out the word ‘* Senate” and insert 
the word ‘* Congress.” 

Mr. PASCO. The amendmentsare proper, and I ask that they 
be cond@mrred in. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the resolution itself? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theconcurrent resolution will 
be read as amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be requested to furnish the Congress with such information 
as he may have in his possession with reference to the present condition of 
the harbor at Cumberland Sound, and to inform the Congress whether any 
immediate action is necessary to protect the entrance from being closed 
against the commerce usually entering the port of Fernandina 


THE TARIFF BILL. 





Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to 
provide revenue for the Government and to encourage the indus- 
tries of the United States, the pending question being on the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance, in paragraph 206, page 
63, line 22, after the words ‘‘one cent and,” to strike out “eight 
hundred and seventy-five one-thousandths ” and insert ‘* ninety- 
five one-hundredths;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


206. Sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, tank bottoms, sirups 
of cane juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and concentrated mo- 
lasses, testing by the polariscope not above 75 degrees, 1 cent per pound, and 
for every additional degree shown by the polariscopic test, three one hun- 
dredths of | cent per pound additional, and fractions of a degree in propor- 
tion; and on sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, and on all sugar 
which has gone through a process of refining, | cent and ninety-five one hun- 
dredths of | cent per Sound: molasses testing above 40 deg. ees and not above 
56 degrees, 3 cents per gallon; testing 56 degrees and above, 6 cents per gal 
lon; sugar drainings and sugar sweepings shall be subject to duty as molas 
ses or sugar, as the case may be, according to polariscopic test; sugars, tank 
bottoms, sirups, cane juice or beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, and 
concrete and concentrated molasses, the product of any country which pays, 
directly or indirectly, a bounty on the export thereof, whether imported di- 
rectly and in condition as exported therefrom or otherwise, shall pay, in 
addition to the foregoing rates,a duty equal to such bounty, or so much 
thereof as may be in excess of any tax collected by such country upon such 
exported article, or upon the beet or cane from which it was produced: Pro- 
vided, That nothing herein contained shal! be so construed as to abrogate or 
in any manner impair or affect the pros isions of the treaty of con 
reciprocity concluded between the United States and the King of the Ha 
waiian Islands on the 30th day of January, 1875, or the provisions of any act 
of Congress heretofore passed for the execution of the same a 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yesterday in submitting some re- 
marks to the Senate I[ alluded to a letter which I had received 
from Mr. Farr, of New York, who insisted that the sugar refiners 
got 100 pounds of sugar of different grades out of every 100 pounds 
of sugar melted. I wanted to put the letter in the Recorp or have 
it read, but I did not find it until after the Senate had adjourned, 
I will let it be inserted in the Senate this morning, so that Senators 
may see the statement made by this member of the committee 
sent by the sugar trade from New York to present a schedule to 
the Ways and Means Committee of the House. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


mercial 


New York, Moy 
Sir: Referring to your letter of 2th instant to Mr. P. J. Smith, in 


osing 
statement of Messrs. Willett & Gray, to which you ask a reply, I beg to say 
that many of their statements are misleading and not in accordance with the 
facta. 

The average test of all raw sugars imported and melted by refiners at 
present is about 92 degrees polarization. It is the custom, howe r re- 
finers to figure in their raw sugars on a basis of ¥) degrees, and the difference 
in price between 96 degrees and 92 degrees test, at present five-sixteenths cent 


per pound, is sufficient to cover the additional loss by waste 


and cost of 
refining of the lower grade. 


In the figures furnished by Messrs. Nash, Spalding & Co., proprie‘ors of 
the Revere Refinery, of Boston, to the Ways and Means Committee, they 
state positively that it requires 105 pounds of 0-degree centrifugals cane 
sugar to make 100 pounds granulated, and in the testimony of Mr W. J. Me- 
Cahan, before the same committee, he claimed it required 112 pounds &&-de- 
gree analysis beets testing 4 degrees, or 110 po nds beets testing % degrees, to 
make 100 pounds granulated: Assuming that these figures are true, and that 
refiners use one-half of each grade, it would require 107} pounds of %-degree 
test sugars to make 100 pounds granulated, which were also the figures ar- 


rived at by the Treasury Department in their calculations for drawback 
Now, all these calculations are made on thte assumption that granulated 
is the only product of the refineries, whereas, as a matter of fact, 75 percent 


is the usual outturn of granulated and 25 per cent low grades on soft sugars, 
while at present one of the largest refineries in the country is not turning 
out more than 60 per cent granulated. 

For your information I inclose chemists’ certificates showing the polar- 
izations of the sixteen grades of sugar manufactured by the American Sugar 
Refining Company, from which it will be seen that while granu ated tests 9.8 
degrees, the other fifteen run from 4.4 down to “4.5, balance bei ater 


tis perfectly evident, therefore, that the average test of the re fined ugars 
manufactured by the refineries is less than the test of the raws melted, and 
this corresponds with the statement made to me not long ago bya prominent 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


refiner that no first-class refinery turned out less weight of refined sugar 
than was melted in the shape of raws. I therefore repeat without hesitation 
the statement made you as to this fact and trust I have made the point clear. 

In regard to the other on by Messrs. Willett & Gray, that the 
countervailing oy should only be assessed on German or other refined 
sugars and not on the raws, I beg most emphatically to deny both their prem- 
ises and conclusions. The bounty paid to German manufacturers of sugars 
has been the curse of the whole sugar trade of the world, and is of great det- 
riment not only to the domestic producers but to all other legitimate sugar- 
producing countries against which it discriminates. 

If a German shipper of sugars pays the same rate of duty as other shipp-rs 
and receives the bounty of 27.2 per pound on his shipment, he is mauifestly 

ting an advantage equal to this bounty against the other foreign pro 
ducers and our domestic producers; in other words, he is beatingipur 
to this extent. 

Messrs. Willett & Gray are acting as the agents of the refiners in this mat- 
ter, and while I have every reason to desire that our refiners shall have am- 
ple protection, I can not understand why they should find it necessary to 
resort to misleading and confusing technical statements which seem to be 
ase up with the idea of tangling people up instead of making the subject 
clear. 

Yours, respectfully, 
aE a JOHN FARR. 
Hon. Jamus K. Jow 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Iowa yesterday 
asked me to make or have made a table showing the difference, as 
I see it herethe margin, the differential, as it is usually called— 
between raw and refined sugar under the Wilson Act, and also 
under the present proposed amendment. I requested Mr. Schoen- 
hof, who is a careful accountant and a man familiar with these 
things, to make a statement of the kind. I have gone over a con- 
siderable part of the figures, and I am satisfied that they are cor- 
rect, 

I asked him to make it somewhat wider than was requested by 
the Senator from Iowa. I will present and have printed in the 
Recorp a comparison showing the difference between raw and 
refined sugar under the Dingley bill as originally passed, under 
the bill as first reported by the Senate committee, and under the 
bill as it is now proposed to be amended, and then the difference 
between the amerded bill as it is now proposed on molasses aud 
the lower grades of sugar and the Wilson Act. 

I will state briefly to the Senator from Iowa that I stated from 
memory yesterday what I thought the differences would be be- 
tween the Wilson Act and the pending measure. Under the 
Wilson Act at 88 the difference was 164. It is 58.7 under the 

ding schedule. At 96 under the Wilson Act it was 13.6. 
nder the pending proposition it is 52.1. These differences run 
through all theschedule. I willlet the statement go into the Rrc- 
ORD so that Senators may see the figures as they are made, show- 
ing the differences between the various propositions. 


ifference between cost of ons id raw sugar contained in 
German bounty equivalen Cased on $2.30 net dutiabie value), under the 
present tariff law. 


| pis ae 
erence) under 
Difference “under | amended 


amen Senate 
Senate bill— 
bill. 


Difference 


u 
Senate 
bill. 


- 593 
479 
. 859 
2% 
13 
- 062 
- 976 
- 869 
. 74 
. 709 
- 668 


oo 
5% 


SASSERE 


= 
Sik 
eee 


Drawback|__ Duty- 


allow- 


$0 0 90 ge 9999 


I will not- 


100 pounds of refined sugar and cost of 100 pounds 
ue of the Dingley bill, the Senate biil, 


paid price} raw and 
refined 


JUNE 11. 


detain the Senate by going over the figures in detail. I am y;)). 
ing to state, if any Senator desires me to do so, what the differ. 
ences are between the different propositions on any degree o/ ,,,, 
lariscopic test and to give the as I understand they ar. ., 
that Senators may see the m by which these conclus),), 
were reached. . 

I think the table is absolutely correct, and in connection w ;}, 
the table I will send to the desk and have printed the calcula: ; ,,,, 
by which these results were arrived at, showing the price at )), ); 
the different grades of s is taken, the rate of taxation |, 
each, the calculations as are made step by step, so that «.-), 
Senator may see for himself just how the conclusions are arriy..:| .; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from A+}:.,,., 
— desire to have the papers printed as a document, or in {)\, 

ECORD? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I presume they had better go jn, 
the PRESIDENT The papers 

e pro tempore. , if there b 
objection, will be printed in the Recorp. 

r. ALLISON. I take it for granted the Senator includes jy 
that calculation the three-eighths countervailing duty and t). »> 
cents a hundred pounds countervailing a raw sugar. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I count the three-eighths coun:er- 
vailing duty on all refined sugar, but none on raw, because these 
are cane sugars and there is no bounty on them. 

Mr. ALLISON. On all refined ? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The ions I have made as to 
raw sugar have been on centrifugal; it is cane sugar, and on ths 
—_— is no countervailing duty, because there is no bounty to 
this sugar. 

Mr. ALLISON, Undoubtedly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And I counted the one-tenth of a 
cent countervailing duty now levied in all tions under the 
present law when refined or German sugar is considered. 

Mr. ALLISON. That countervailing duty applies in the prvs- 
ent iaw to both raw and refined. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Toall shipmentsof it from Germany. 
Under the proposed schedule there is a difference between tle 
coun i duty on raw and refined , one being about 
three hun and eighty-three one- ths, the other twenty- 
seven one-hundredths. I ask that these tables be printed as a part 
of my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there 


be no o y 
referred to are as follows: 


The ta 
of German gunetotel, duty paid, including 
amended Senate bill, and the 


no 


Difference 
—- ad Difference 


under 
a present 
molasses, tariff law 


$0. 182 
1 
12 
12 
8 
(a7 
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2 
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135 
.148 


pteneghaese 
SPSRREEESEE 
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of sugar | duty-paid 
in re- raw and 
fined. refined 
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paid raw 
and refined 
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Molasses sugar, jaggery, etc. 


Centrifugal | | 




















oe jvado oe r 
Price Duty- Duty- uty: paid ence be- | ' . 
given by Puy por = price anes \paid price raw and tween duty-| Price of a Dutv- Duty Differential 
Degrees. a r 100 ow- | of sugar | refi paid raw | molasses | “™)},P®® ipaid price paid price, between 
a. pounds. Sanda, a in refined under i refined | jaggery, : per 100 of sugar | duty-paid 
Dingley | under | "ete. pounds pounds in re raw and 
aL amended fined refined. 
| Semate | bill. } 
| 
Pounds. | i | 
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rs. ’ | pounds. ; an raw an , ,ounds pounds ; — 
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Mr. TURPIE. I amauthorized by the minority of the Commit- 
tee on Finance to submit an amendment to the pending bill. I 
ask that it be read and ordered printed, and I give notice also that 
when we reach that ion of the bill relating to internal reve- 
nue, | am to offer the amendment for adoption. I 
shall ask at that time the courtesy of the Senate to make some re- 
marks upon the subject-matter thereof. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Indiana pre- 


sents an amendment to the bill, and asks that it be read for the | 


information of the Senate and printed. The Secretary will read 

amendment, offered on behalf of the minority of the 

committee, as the Chair understands, if there be no objection. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


F 


gust tin Sttewing: , 
“S20. —. That on and after the Ist day of Jan , 1898, and for five years 
thereafter, there shall be laid and le asum equal to the rate of 2 per cent 


of the value of decedent's estate, as an tuieetianee, whether it be tes- 
tate or intestate, which pa De be = the executors, administrators, or 
i 6,000 and ape or legatees, when 
and upward, except where 
table, educational, or other 

tun Territory, or District in 
of his death exempt from 
of internal revenue of 
his death, within 








| 


value of the estate as an inheritance, and to record therein the amount of 
the impost levied according to the provisions of the foregoing section in each 


se. 

“Sec. —. That as soon as the amount of the impost is ascertained and re- 
corded as in the foregoing section provided the collector shall send, by mail 
to the person or aauene tekte for the payment thereof notice in writing of 
the amount of the same, with a demand for its payment. Any person 
aggrieved by the amount of such levy in any such case may, within thirty 
days after the receipt of the notice aforesaid, bring suit, without regard to 
the amount in question, in the district court of the United States tu have the 
said levy set aside or reduced. Such suit shall be tried and determined in 
like manner as other civil causes in said court. and the district attorney of 
the United States shall appear therein for the Government; and in such suit 
the court is euaewesel to enter a judgment against the pe rson who may 
have brought the same for the amount, if any, of the sum levied against him 
as may be determined in said cause, together with the intere at thereon and 
penalty thereon, as provided in the section next following 

“Seo. —. That if the amount of such levy be paid it shall be credited in the 
entry of the record aforesaid, and a receipt shall be given by the collector to 





the person making the yment. In case of the nonpayment of the same, 
upless the person liable for the same shall have brought suit to set aside or 
reduce the levy, the collector shall, within ninety days after the time of send 
ing the notice mail, as heretofore mentioned, notify the district attorney 
of ifthe United States of the district, who shall, upon the receipt of such notice 
of nonpayment, bring suit on behalf of the United States i n the district court 
of the United States, without regard to the amount of the same, for the pay- 
ment thereof, against the person or persons liable under the foregoing pro 
visions for the payment of the same, which suit shall be tried and deter 
mined as civil suits in other cases in said court; and upon recovery against 
the defendant 6 per cent interest shall be collected from the ae of the com 
mencement of such suit, together with 10 per cent in damages penalty 
ior nonpayment. The hen of the judgment re nde red in such » against 
he veal on tate of the defendant therein shall relate back to the time of the 
Saino of the suit, and take effect at such time 
“Suc. —. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to make 
such rules and regulations an prepare such books, forms, and papers as may 


be necessary to carry into effect the provisions in this enactment, and a sum 
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of money is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Liweng? that 
may be sufficient to « eee the expenses needed for that purpose, the said 
appropriation to be immediately available upon the passage of this act.” 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The proposed amendment will, 
without objection, be printed. The pending question is on the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance,in paragraph 206, page 
63, line 22, to strike out *‘eight hundred and seventy-five one- 
thousandths” and insert “ninety-five one-hundredths.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask for the yeas and nays on the 


amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would like to be 
Did the com- 


informed as to the exact status of the amendment. 
mittee report a substitute for the sugar schedule? 

Mr. ALLISON. It did not. In line 22, page 63, it pro 
strike out ‘‘ eight hundred and seventy-five one-thousandt 

‘insert ‘‘ninety-five one-hundredths.” 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is the question to be taken first 
on that amendment or the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Arkansas? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not offer an amendment. I 
stated to the Senate yesterday that I would offer an amendment. 
The amendment which I had in contemplation I do not care to 
offer. Iam willing to take a vote on the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Iowa in behalf of the committee. There was an 
amendment that I a offering just before that, but I 
can offer it later. Iam willing to take a vote on the proposition 
as it stands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will then submit 
= question once more on the amendment of the Senator from 

owa. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Before the vote is taken, I inquire whether it 
will be in order, should the committee amendment be adopted, to 
press the amendment I offered? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It undoubtedly will be in order. 

Mr. ALLISON, I wish to state, in oraer that Senators may 
understand the situation, that the amendments which are found 
in the printed bill have been withdrawn, including the amend- 
ment striking out paragraph 206. Now the committee propose an 
amendment to the original text, which is the amendment pending. 

Mr, CAFFERY. Mr. President, before the vote is taken on the 
amendment, I desire to add to the remarks I made yesterday by 
reading from the New York World of 1894. about the time the 
sugar scheduie of the Wilson bill was pending in the Senate, a 
sketch giving the history of the sugar trust. I read as follows: 


To fully understand the sugar trust and to appreciate its officials, it is nec- 
nner to go back a few years and to study the conditions out of which the 

rust grew. 

It is evident from the prices of raw and refined sugars between 1880 and 
1887, when the sugar trust was formally formed, that some kind of an “ un- 
derstanding *’ or pooling agreement existed between the leading refiners from 
1880 to about 1884. The average difference between the prices of raw and re- 
fined sugars for 1880, 1881, 1882, and 1883 was 1.33 cents pe pound. 

Deducting the cost of refining, then estimated a aoe cent per 
pound, the total profits for refinin; papeese’ sugar during these four years 
are seen to have been between $50,000,000 and $60,000,000—fully twice the 
amount of capital invested in the refining business. Such unusual profits 
attracted capital to this industry, and new refineries were soon competing 
with those in the pool, until the principals of the pool gradually lost their 
grip. and were unable to limit production sufficiently to sustain prices and 
profits. 

The average difference between prices of raw and refined sugars declined 
to nine hundred and twenty-three one-thousandths of a-cent in 1884, and to 
seven hundred and twelve one-thousandths of acent in 1885. In 1886 it was 
seven hundred and eighty-one one-thousandths and in 1887 seven hundred 
and sixty-eight one-thousandths of a cent, respectively. During these four 
years profits averaged about $6,000,000, Meanwhile the Havemeyers and 
others, who had tasted of the profits of monopoly and restriction in 1880 to 
— > busy trying to induce refiners to “ get together * to loot the coun- 

ry again. 

During this period the same gentlemen who have lobbied the preeent sugar 
schedule through the Senate swindled our Government out of about $3,000,000 
ee of false statements in regard tothe number of pounds of refined 
that could be made from a certain numbepof pounds of raw sugar, a misrep- 
resentation on which drawbacks were baséd. During th years 1885, 1886, and 
1887 we exported 638,000,000 pounds of refined_sugar, on which our refiners ob- 
tained a fraudulent export premium or bounty of ey. $3,000,000. During 
these years the average export price of refined sugar (after deducting draw- 
back duties) was about 4.6 cents per pound, while the average price (in foreign 
ports) of foreign refined imported was over 5 cents. 

These facts make it clear that our refiners were then not only able to hold 
their own in our markets without any special privileges, but that, with a 
slight export bounty—scarcely sufficient to pay expenses of transportation to 
Europe—they could and did sell refined sugar at the very doors of their foreign 
competitors. Our exports of refined sugar then went to fifty-nine different 
countries, but over half of all went direct to England, where it competed with 
the cheap-labor sugars from Cuba and the East Indies, as well as with those 
dumped into England because of the export bounties of France, Germany, 
and other European countries. 

We shail see later that our refiners are now better able to compete with 
foreign competitors than ever before. 


ses to 
” and 


THE TRUST IS FORMED. 


The sugar trust was formed in 1887, when eight of the leading refining cor- 
porations transferred their stocks to the Si fineries Company. elve 
more companies “came in” a little later. company paid for the stocks 
by the issue of trust certificates. The deed of agreement was dated August 
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6, 1887, but the trust was notin working order until November, 1887 ¢ 
ing to Dr. E. B. Andrews (see Qnsrtees Journal of Reonomics, aa i 
these eight establishments represen 85 per cent of the refining c:iy.,.;+ 
nn side of the Rocky Mountains. The alleged objects of the new orv.,;,, 
on were: Se 


I think if Senators will pay attention to this historical sk,, 
the trust, it may not be uninstructive to them. 


First. To promote economy of administration and to reduce the eo« 
refining, thus enabling the price of sugar to be kept as low as consic:, 
with reasonable profit; second, to give each refinery the benetit of a!) ap, 
ances and processes known or by the others, and useful toimprove tha 
quality and diminish the cost of refined sugar; third, to furnish protecrj,y 
against unlawful combinations of labor; fourth, to protest against jj)... 
ments to lower the standard of refined sugars; fifth, generally to pron, 
the interests of the parties in all lawful and suitable ways. i 

The trust authorized $50,000,000 in trust certificates, but only 94° 5), 
were outstanding at the time of the Congressional inquiry in }sss. | 
these certificates represented, and what was the real value of the various 
refineries’ S- at the time of their absorption by the trust, has jaw. 

y 


hof 


e ofticers of the trust. The senate committee of New Vor: 


which investigated this trust in 1888 came to the conclusion that the face 
value of the certificates was about four times the total stock which had been 
replaced. One of the few facts drawn out by this committee was t 
000 in certificates was id for the North River Sugar Refinery Company 
which had just before m sold for $325,000 in cash. oe 

When the trust was undergoing reorganization in 1890 to escape the laws 
of New York State, the books of woumpane were overhauled, at the request 
of the trust, by Messrs. Deloitte, Dever. Griffiths & Co.. London experts 
They said in their report (see Financial Chronicle, November 1, 180): The 
statements furnished to us indicate that the original organization included 
no working capital, and that about $10,000,000 was subsequently borrowed to 
be used for that purpose.” 

Their statement shows that the entire working capital of each company 
was withdrawn when the different refineries went into the trust. and that 
they turned over to the trust only their bare plants. Based upon reliaile 
authorities, James H. Maury estimates the total value of the eighteen plants 
mentioned in a suit woe by the Saupe Generel (see Financial Chroni- 
cle, January 21, 1803, and New York World, January 8, 1894) at $8,900,000, their 
original capital stock being $15,650,000. Against these plants have been issued 
the $10,000,000 of bonds, to obtain working capitdl, and stock certificates with 
a face value of $75,000,000. 


concealed 


hat $595,. 


TYPICAL WATERED STOCK. 


That the trust certificates represent little else than water in its most ex- 
nded form is shown in another way. The Havemeyer & Elder Sugar Re- 
ning Company was capitalized at $500.000. Its three properties in Brooklyn, 
the only ones turned over to the trust, were assessed in 1589 at $420,(}0 and in 
1893 at $510,000. Now, $15,000,000 in trust certificates were issued to this 
Brooklyn company. 

As some of the plants were old, others badly located, and others filled with 
antiquated machinery, it is safe to say that, based on their earning capacity 
as competitors, their total aggregate value did not much exceed $15.()).\\W), 
But the trust was preparing for the inordinate profits which it hoped to 
cover up by a big capitalization. As Dr. Andrews put it, “ The certificates 
were apparently proportioned not to the old getting power but to the larger 
one which was in prospect.” As its realizations have exceeded it. fondest 
hopes, we now know that it was very conservative in its issue of certificates, 

According to Willett & Gray, sugar statisticians, the trust made a net profit 
of five-eighths of a cent per pound, or $14 per ton, in 1888 and 1889. and ove 
hundred and forty-four one-thousandths of a cent per pound, or $3.25 per ton, 
in 1890. This enabled it, after paying dividends of $5,000,000 each year (10 per 
cent) and $2,500,000 for January, 1891, to transfer a cash surplus of $11,745.64 
to the American Sugar Refin Company, which n business January 
12, 1891, regularly organized under the laws of New Jersey, whither it had 
fled to get a legal status and to stop “all this howl in the newspapers about 
trusts,’ as H. O. Havemeyer designated the persecution of the trust which 
made Wall street less eager to late in its certificates. 

Soon after it was formed, in 1887, the trust, by dismantling some and an- 
nexing others, reduced the number of refineries in operation from 2), witha 
daily capacity of 32.300 barrels, to 10, with a daily capacity of 28.5/)) barrels. 
At this time there were 5 refineries, with a total daily capacity of 1).40 Lar- 
rels, outside of the trust. Thus, having control of the market, the trust was 
not slow in inaugurating an era of high prices. The following table shows 
pe Sree prices of raw and refined sugar for the years 1887, 188%, 1880, and 


Price per pound. 
%-degree) Granu- 
centrif- | “lated. 

ugal. 


Cents. | Cents 
6.013 | 0. 786 
7.007 1.258 
7.640 | 1.207 
6.171 720 


Differ- 


ence, 


SOME STARTLING FIGURES. 


An idea of the enormous profits of this period can be obtained from what 
Willett & Gray said in their Analysis, 1888, 1889, and 1890, and February, 15"I. 


They said: 

Sammary, 1888: Total consumption of United States, 1,457,264 tons, or 
10,200.848 barrels; sugar trast refined 867 570 tons, of 6.912.900 barrels, an) ‘> 
Brae tana ar cbt oor barteley sneas ramtereraasd mi pea barrels daily, and the 

vs ; ave ily, an¢ 
nontrust averaged 8,677 barrels daily. 
* * * . 

“Sugar trust paid $5,000,000 dividends in 1888. 

haeutinoes asabove, from refining in 1888 equaled 27.5 per cent 


on 
“1889: Total 
rels; 


trust refined States, 1,412,813 tons, or 9,839,817 bar- 
tons, 30) tons, or 5,074,304 barrels, ond the nontrust 
258 tons, or 208300 barrels; consumed without refining, 12° 
: ® . i = 

10,111 barrels daily. barrels dail 








1897. 


“Sugar trust paid $5,000,000 cash dividends in 1889 and distributed 8 per 
tes. 


ca 
ont S. sugar trust's earnings, as above, from refining in 1889 equaled 23.9 per 
cent on the certificates. 
e . * * « * * 
“1890: Total consumption of United States, 1,522,731 tons, or 10,650,117 bar- 
rels. trast refined 974.937 tons, or 6,824,559 barrels; the nontrust refined 
TSI Tt fons, or 3,253,558 barrels; consumed without reftning, 85,000 tons, or 





1.000 barrels; sugar trust averaged 22,748 barrels daily, and the nontrust 
camel 10,845 barrels daily. 
. - + * . * . 


“ trust paid $5,000,000 cash in dividends in 1890. 
ee peger eee earnings, as above, from refining in 1890 equaled 6.4 per 
cent on the certificates. 


+ * * * x“ * * 


“Estimate for 1891: Total meltings, 12.5 per cent over 1890, 1,620,000 tons; 
American come Refining Company, 1,085,000 tons; other refineries, 535,000 
tons; total, 1,620,000 tons. 

“American § Refining Company, 1,085,000 tons, at one-fifth cent per 
pound (profit, $4.43 per ton), $4,860,000; 7 per cent on preferred stock, 12.44 per 
cent on common stock. 

. * . “ « + 


“Tt is always encouraging to have a good ‘send-off’ for a new business in a 
new year, and the American Sugar Refining Company has this fortune in 
havingat this time a profit as good as secured of, say, one-half cent per pound 
on at least 100,000 tons of raw sugar bought, which includes a large amount 
of the Sandwich Island sugars, say $1,120,000 profit on the import account.” 

During 189%and 1891 there was competition between the trust and antitrust 
refineries. The trust could have maintained prices, but not without great 
future cost to itself, which it attempted to avert by reducing the price of 
sugar and making it easy for it to purchase the leading outside refineries at 
reasonable figures. T scheme was baffled mainly by the opposition of 
Claus Spreckels, a California refiner, who had made many millions ouf of our 
“reciprocity " agreement with Hawaii, and who was prepared to play a game 
of bluff with the great Havemeyers themselves. 


CLAUS SPRECKELS'S BLUFF. 


He built, at a cost of about $4,000,000, a model refinery in Philadelphia. 
began operation in 1890, and at once became a thorn in the side o 
trust. Its ca ae 5,000 barrels a day. The trust made overtures to 
5 ‘kels, but the tter turned a deaf ear. He declared it to be his inten- 
tion to fight toa finish. Columns of interviews were given out in which he 
porsd as the advocate of chéap sugar for the people and as the inveterate 
enemy of dishonest competition. The trust carried the warfare to the Pa- 
cific; Spreckels carried it tothe Atlantic Coast. For atime it looked to those 
who did not understand the game as if Goliath had met David, and the cheap 
sugar would be the outcome of Goliath's destruction. 

t is noticeable, however, that at no time were prices low enough to pre- 
yent fair profits. The removal of the duty on raw and the reduction of the 
duty on refined sugar from 3 cents to one-half cent per pound on April 1, 151, 
caused the consumption to increase neue 20 pounds per capita. The in- 
creased demand made competition less intense in 1891 and prolonged the 
erage. By 1892 the refineries in operation were more than able to supply 
the 

ice 


This 
the sugar 


emand, and the trust was forced to capitulate and pay Spreckels his 


rice. 
. Good authorities say that the price paid for his Philadelphia refinery was 
$10,000,000, and that the total sum paid for this and three other Philadelphia 
refine: the Franklin. the Knight, and the Delaware Sugar House—was 
$18,500,000. This was probably more than twice their first cost. 
The wily Claus Spreckels, chuckling over his bargain, returned to Califor- 
nia to make presents of $1,000,000 toeach of his two sons. His great sincerity 


his refinery and the Havemeyer refinery, both in San Francisco, have united 
under the title of The Western Sugar Refineries Company, and that, with 
Spreckels as manager of this end of the trust, prices of sugar west of Colo- 
rado have been even more exorbitant than Eastern prices. 

In order to pay for the properties acquired in March, 1892, and to prepare 
to cover the enormous profits which could be easily extorted from the peo 
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control of a considerable portion of the remaining 10 per cent. Here are the 
prices for raw 9-degree centrifugal and granulated sugar for March, 1892: 


Price per pound. 


Date. -degree . 

centrif Granu Differ- 

ugal. lated ence, 

Cents Cents. 
PI Di iainss 2 cuca ccccce neceee - 4.07 a0 
RE ‘ 4.19 20 
Ts cnnudasssdéeesee o« 4.29 915 
i ceneinhencnn 4.29 1. 040 
ST 4.28 1.155 





Notwithstanding that the average difference between raw and granulated 
was less than one-half cent for January and February, 188. the average dif- 
ference for the whole year was 1.055 cents. In 1803 it was 1.153 cent it thus 
oppeees that the trust made nearly $30,000,000 clear profits in 1892, and more 
than $30,000,000 in 1893. 

ENORMOUS PROFITS IN RAW SUGAR 





Besides the profit on refined, the trust speculates in rawsugars. It buys 
large quantities when it is cheap, and is thus nearly always making far 
one pee than the market quotations would indicate. Willett & Gray 


said in February, 1891: *“We estimate that the American Sugar Refining 
Company will make more profit in 1891 from their import account of raw 
sugar than from their refining account. The total profits of refiners this 
year will require to be estimated from their purchases of raw sugars rather 
than from the correct market prices of raw and refined at time of melting 
the sugar. The latter may, and probably will. at times show less than a re- 
fining profit. The American Sugar Refining Company has this fortune in 
having at this time a profit as good as secured of, say, one-half cent per 
pound on at least 100,000 tons of raw sugar bought, which includes a large 


| amount of the Sandwich Island sugars, say $1,120,000 profit on the import 


ple during the two or three years which must intervene before important | 


new refineries could be built and before the probable removal of the one-half | 
cums megne duty on refined sugar, the trust increased its capitalization | 
y 
t here is a good place to insert a few words about the methods | 
emp this almost omnipotent monopoly to obtain favorable legisla- 
tion. after hearing sugar refiners give testimony so perpendicular 
to facts that it would shock the nerves of a Baron Munchausen, the largest 


duty that Major McKinley's elastic conscience would permit him to leave on 
refined, after giving refiners free raw sugar, was four-tenths of a cent per 


ee Arey this was satisfactory to the refiners, though one of them | 


t “we consider ourselves to be public benefactors when we 
take ra that cost us 5 cents per pound, containing 4 per cent of im- 
purities, give to the public refined sugar at 7 cents per pound.” 


CORRUPTING THE SENATE IN 1890. 


But when the bill reached the Senate, unexpected opportunities opened 
~~ the sugar magnates. Senator ALDRICH was chairman of the Commit- 


on . In the quiet hush of the Senate committee room an addi- 
tional duty of one-tenth of a cent per pound, worth $3,000,000 to the trust, was 
os to Mc rates. it has been openly charged by Col. A. K. McClure, 


tasa result of a bargain made with Senator ALDRICH 
the sugar men fought the battle in Rhode Island which reelected ALDRICH, 
and that they contributed a very large sum to the Republican campaign cor- 


power of the trust is not limited to the Republican party. 
when body was wondering why the Ways an 
not report which it had long been considering, to place refined suger 
on the Bae Bet, She New York Daily Commercial Bulletin sent a special cor- 
respondent to Washington to learn the cause of the inaction. Thecorrespond- 
ent, after interviewing various members, declared the committee dare not 
the because when it had reached the Republican Senate, it would 
be paged, t would be held, ** like the sword of Damocles, over the sugar 
Benise oreo it to contribute an enormous campaign fund for the tse of the 
— areonne, asthenia lo Cnn 5 Miabery of his hich hel 

pas this trust w elp to es- 
tablish the fact of the monopoly as well as the oppression and corruption due 


a 


In 1892, 


A 


“i 

° evidence of a monopoly can be obtained than that drawn from 

the prices of Fay and refined > eines the trust, in March, 1892, gained 
Wper cent of refineries in this country, and indirect 

Ln i i a : 








as an enemy of the trust and a friend of the people is shown by the fact that | ;* probably between twenty-five one-hundredths and three-tenths of a 


| which the cost of refining might be deduced are jealously withheld, not 


Means Committee did | 


account.” 

In their Analysis for 1888, 1889, and 1890, Willett & Gray said imating 
the profits of 1500 we have giver: the refiners the benefit of the lower cost of 
melting larger quantities and the savings from improvements which have 
been introduced, and reduced our estimate of cost of refining to nine-six- 
teenths of a cent per pound instead of five-eighths of a cent per pound, as 
in 1888 and 1889. We expect that the cost of refining in 1891 will be still further 
reduced to one-half of a cent per pound by economies already being intro- 
duced and the saving in the interest account by the removal of duties 

In other paragraphs they stated that al! excess of differences over these 
estimates represented “ net profits from refining.” 

It must not be forgotten that Willett & Gray's interests are bound up with 
those of the trust and that they speak as agents of thetrust. It isquite cer 
tain the cost of refining is much less than they stated. Reports of the census 
of 1800 have been issued for only three cities in which sugar refineries are 
mentioned. The two principal of these are Philadelphia and Brooklyn 

In Philadelphia the total cost of producing $46,508.524 worth of refined sugar 
was $2,082,002, 286 of which was for wages. In Brooklyn the total cost of 
producing $16,629,982 worth of sugar was $062,355, $330,558 of which went for 
wages. Thus the total cost was 4.36 per cent of the product in Philadelphia 
and 5.78percentin Brooklyn. The average price of retined sugar from May 31, 
1889, to June 1, 1890, was 7.265 cents per pound. It thus appears the total 
cost of refining in 1890 was three hundred and seventeen one-thousandths of 
a cent per pound in Philadelphia and forty-two one-hundredths of a 
Brooklyn. 

While Porter's statistics may be very unreliable, it is probable they have 
not overestimated the cost of refining sugar. If the cost of refining in the 
great refineries was between three-tenths and four-tenths of a cent in 1890, it 
cent 
limates 
no refiner 
data from 


only 


rr ‘ 
In est 








cent in 


in the still greater refineries of 1593 and 1894. Indeed, these 
of many familiar with the conditions of the industry 
in or out of the trust will state the facts. 


are the est 
Of course 
On the contrary. all 


from the public, but from importers, dealers, and all others in the 
AMERICAN REFINERIES THE BEST 

Our refineries are the largest, contain the most ir 

are inevery way superior to those of Europe. In fact, there are no modern 

refineries outside of the United States. Thisstate of affairs comes not merely 

from the fact that Americans usually distance all competitors where machin 

ery is the chief productive factor and where the labor cost is less than 2 per 


trade 


iproved machinery 


and 





cent of the product, as in the case of sugar, but it is the result of conditions 
in Europe. 

England has practically gone out of the refining business because she can 
obtain her supplies cheaper from continental countries, which pay their re- 


finers a premium for dumping their sugars in En 
countries. 

Small refineries have been hastily and poorly constructed in 
Europe to take advantage of these foolish export bounties wl 
But not only are our plants superior to all others; the 
is lower here than elsewhere 

Few Americans now tind employment in refineries 


rland and in other fo 
continental 
lile t 


labor cost of refini 


Nearly all employees 


are Huns and Poles. The work has become so slavish under trust manage 
ment that even Italians refused to be stewed to deathinthe intensely heated 
rooms of the refineries at the low wages paid. Last summer the fir n in 
the Havemeyer refinery in Brooklyn refused to work twelve hours a day 
during the summer. During the previous summer several hundred were 
overcome with heat and had to be taken to hospitals, where manydiced. The 
men feared a repetition of this. They sent a committee to see Havemeyer 
That gentleman coolly did a little figuring to prove that such a move 
would cost the company several thousands, and it was therefore out of the 
uestion to grant the demand. He told them so in language more f 1e 
than choice. This practically settled the strike, the trust being the only em 


ployer in this country of this kind of labor. Some of the strikers refused to 
o back and some reluctantly returned, to jump out of the refinery into the 

cast River—as many do—when their existence was no longer end 

Such is the kind and the condition of the workers who refine our sugar and 
who make the millions for the rich beggars who infest Washington and cor 
rupt Congress. 
he followin 


rable. 


table shows that nine of the trust's refineries were closed 


last year, that five more were connected with larger refineries, and that the 
remaining eight were working. It will be seen that the smallest refinery 
now o saeed by the trust has a capacity of 1,500 barrels a day—™ per cent 
snore than the lar est refinery in Germany, whence competition is most feared 


All of the small or badly located ones, in which the cost of refining was 
comparatively high, were promptly closed by the trust and the machinery 
removed or allowed torust out. Of course labor was thrown out of employ- 
ment by the closing of these plants. The process was necessary, however, 
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in order to restrict production, obtain higher prices. and receive the full ben- 
efit of McKinley protection. The following table also shows the composition 
and condition of the American Sugar Refining Company in July, 1893: 


Refiners in the trust. 
Daily 

capac- 

ity. 


Companies. Condition. 


Barrels. 
8,000 | Working. 
4,000 | Connected with H. & E. house. 
3,000 | Closed since 1887. 

3,000 | Burned September, 1889; not re- 


built. 
500 Connected with F.O. M. & W. 


Hav. & E. 8. R. Co., Brooklyn 

Brooklyn 8. R. Co., Brooklyn 

De Castro & Donner 8. R. Co., 
proomize. 

Dick & Meyer Co., Brooklyn 


Havemeyer 8S. R. Co., Jersey City. 


F. O. Matthiessen & Wiechers Co., 
Jersey City. 

Mollers & Sierck Co., Brooklyn ..-. 

North River 8. R. Co., New York.. 

Oxnard Bros. Co., Brooklyn 

Standard 8. R. Co., Boston......... 

Bay State Co., Boston 


Continental 8. R. Co., Boston 

Boston 8. R. Co., Boston. -_.........- 
Forest City S. R. Co., Portiand.... 
St. Louis S. R. Co., St. Louis....... 
Louisiana 8. B. Co........-...------ 
Planters’ 8. R. Co., New Orleans.. 
American 8. R. Co., San Francisco. 


California 8. R. Co., Spreckels, 
president, San Prancisco. 

Harrison Frazier Co. (Franklin), 
Philadelphia. 

E. ©. Knight & Co.. Philadelphia... 

Spreckels 5. R. Co., Philadelphia. - 

Baltimore 8. R. Co., Baltimore... 

Delaware 8. R. Co., Philadelphia... 


house. 
4,500 | Working. 


Dismantled. 
Do. 
Do. 


500 
500 
400 
3,000 | Working. 
500 | Dismantled: machinery used in 
Standard house. 
500 | Connected with Standard. 
1,500 | Working. 
Gaps since 1887. 


} 
500 
1,000 ; 
-.---.-| Working. 
6,000 | Connected. 
2,000 | Under lease to Western 8. R. 
| Oo C. Spreckels, manager. 


Working. 

Connected with Franklin. 

Burned 1893. 

Connected with Spreckels. 
Total 

Deducting closed and dismantled 

plants. 

Total in operation............ 


The only refineries even ostensibly outside of the trust are the Revere 
ar Refinery (Nash, Spaulding & Co.), Boston, with a daily ee of 

1,000 barrels; Mollenhauer Su Refining Com y, Brooklyn, built in 1892, 
witha opeaty of 1,800 barreis; Cunningham Miller, Sugarland, Tex., com- 
eted in 1892, with a capacity of 500 barrels; m's refinery, New Or- 
of 300 barrels; Howel’s refinery, in 


erected in 1801, with a ca t 
last ot @ capacity of 1,000 barrels, and the 


Yonkers, finished December, wit 
McCahan, in Philadelphia, finished last ber, with a capacity of 2,000 


barrels, 
These six putnerin, with a total daily capacity of 6,600 barrels (1 cent 
ries in th 2 :. running. iP thos 


of the total for all re is country), are all y were 
all entirely independent, and sharp competitors of the trust, they could not 
have a tible influence on the power of the trust to control production 
and prices. ly, however, because of a common interest, and because 
many of the same men are interested as in both trust and anti- 
trust refineries, there is no real competition. 

The on that naturally suggests itself here is, “ Why, if profits are so 
unusually high, are there not more independent refineries?’ It is because it 
takes a long time to construct a model refinery; there are but few 
who understand the requirements of such a refinery and can command the 
requisite capital; because these few are now either large holders of sugar- 
trust certificates or are bribed by good positions—like that of Spreckels—to 
continue loyal to the trust; because of the uncertainties as to tariff and anti- 
trust legislation, which may at any time introduce competition and reduce 
profits to normal, and because of the fear of the h of the great and 


wealthy trust. 
COST OF THE SUGAR LEECH. 

The United States has probabl meget more money in various ways 
in connection with the sugar industry than with any other leech ind 
that has attached itself to the protection pap. The expensiveness of inter- 
fering with private business is well illustrated in this case. Here are some 
of the ways in which we have been bled be the — industry: 

Mr. Lindqvist, in Tariff Reform of Ju 1 estimated the total net 

rofits for refining imported suger from 18380 to 1830, inclusive, at $101,316.443. 
Phis estimate was — statistics of Willett & Gray. Since 1800 they 
a 3 eves tables adjusted to net cash prices" which show 
much greater profits. c 

Thus the difference between the prices of raws and refined in 1881 is changed 
from 1.254 cents to 1.426; this changes the for fits from six hun- 
dred and twenty-nine one-thousandths to eighty one-hundredths of a cent 

, and raises the total for the ten years to about $115,000.000. The 
teri bounties to ucers during this were about $75,000,000, $3,000,- 
to refiners, and $36,571,614 in bounties went to the sugar 
Sandwich about $230,000.000 in ten years 
! The profits of re- 
ae at will average fully $25,000,000 a year above 
nm , 

Based on Willett & Gray's circular, the profits of refiners are over re 
000 for these four years; but, as we have seen, the actual cost of refining has 
2 preset De ss between three and four tenths of acent per pound, 
of over cent. 


sugar, bought at 
quoted, when it sells its 
as the trust is conce 


ucts. an Sack, Ss qeetes of rawsa, so far 
fter it has 
supplies at low 


, are merely nominal. purchased large 
there are no large available supplies in sight, it 
price of raws to rise one-quarter or one-half cent. to the 
isadvantage of the independent refiners, who have not sufficient cap- 
markets. As before stated by Willett & Gray, these 


s} quantities of cheap beet 
degrees test, and then es- 
as if it were all produced from 9% 


8&8 or 90 degrees with 
.- thomateie-ef cova Xe fev yet 


Putting together all these profits and including tariff and actual }0.,,; 
paid to our producers, we have a total of fully $770,000.00 worse than w. 
during the last fourteen years. It has been worse than wasted, bec... 
has produced a monopoly that has thrown more men out of employment 
it has found employment for in a protected and bounty fed industry __ 


THE GERMAN EXPORT BOUNTIES. 


One of the slickest of bunco games was worked upon the present Way. , 
Means Committee. Without any apparent reason, either for revenue >. 
tection purposes, a duty of one-fourth cent per pound was left on y; 
while raw sugar remained free. But one rational explanation has |.. 
fered—the committee was duped by false statements in regard to (; 
capert bounties on refined sugar. 

‘he Sugar Trade Journal of September 23, 1893, stated: ‘German r. 
receive a discrimination or protection of 21} cents per 100 pounds 
one-fourth cent per pound}, because this is the amount of bounty w}j 
German Government pays on the exportation of granulated sugar ; 
Angust 1, 1892, to July 31, 1895."". This statement was worked for «|| 
worth before the committee, and it saved, or promised to do so, $10.(i1)\ 
year bouus to the $75,000,000 sugar infant. 

As soon as the statement reached Germany, it was criticised and corr. 
by the Berlin Zuckerindustrie and the Prager Zuckermarket. These av: | 
ities stated there is an export premium on 111 pounds of raw sua 
amount required to make 100 pounds of refined) of 15cents. This acts | 
an interior tax on raw sugar, and has to be by the refiner. Hen. 
though he gets ee bounty of ait cents. net export premium js 
6} cents per 100 po . The Sugar e Journal gave space for this. 
rection in its issue of October 26. 103, but the trust bably took no pai 
to bring it to the attention of the Ways and Means ttee. [t was the 
exposure of this and many other false claims in. the House, by Jolin De W’;: 
Warner, that caused that y torefuse to accept the decision of its comm it: 

But it is unnecessary to protect our refiners even to the extent of 4. ©. 

r 100 pounds to prevent from going to Germany, as it is declar: | 

illett & Gray they willdo. Not only will this rate of export bounty. 
in 1895 (and all German export bounties cease in 1897), but while it lasts i: 
not equal to the cost of transporting sugar across the Atlantic. This. - 
dom or never falls below 8 cents per 100 

Nearly all German refineries are in interior of Germany, and the 
of ca ng sugar to the coast is often greater than the ocean freight. H.) 
notwithstanding the export bounty, our markets are well protected wit! 
any. duty on imported sugar. 

ange the wenase eneeseee Bae reported a bill placing a duty of 1 cent per 
pound on sugar testing lariscope, g@ one one-hundredth of 
a cent for each ap to $0, two one-hundredths of a cent for each je 
gree from 90 to % test, and a duty of 1.4 cents on all above 6, the sugar trust 

le have been pretending to be very much displeased at the result a1) 
ve asserted not only that it would leave them no protection but that under 
it they would be worse off than with all free. 

The Sugar Journal of March 8 says: “The above schedule affords the re- 
finers very little, if any, protection, and would be cestructive to the suyar- 
refining industry in this country.” 


PROTECTION IN THE NEW SCHEDULE. 

As usual, the facts are dead against this statement. It is not possible to 
state just what protection this complicated schedule would give to refiners, 
= it io tenpoantite to deal with facts and not find considerable protection for 


m. 

Able and reliable men who have been connected or inted with the 
wane business for assert that under the new conditions which <i: h 
duties would bring about, the protection would be nearly one-third of a «ent 

r pound. They claim the average hich is now about 

r pound. and 
about offset by the gains from 
free admission into a protected 


jon will be rather 
of imported cane sugars 


half cent per pound. ‘Phe average 
would be 1.20 per pound 


now being about 95, the average duty 
nearly 9 pounds of refined 


pounds of this 
and d of waste. The duty on % pounds» 


as Pin on the 100 pounds from which 

tection of abou th of a cent. ne 
To this should be added the protection to the 4 pow sirup. This is 
probably very little, because we ha to be a molasses or sirup cou 
suming nation, and we now ex large quantities of sirups to Europ:, 
where caay aeons in distille and as a substitute for linseed cakes in 


f 

On the protection would be about one hundred and twenty- 
four ths cent per jon sugar, about seventern 
one-hundredths cent. From down to sugar the prote: ion 
declines somewhat, but as the a ae penne ot the molasses yie\ced 
increases greatly, should be on this aceount. 

It is not improbable that sugar trust would beglad to get more proies 
tion. a as prerhs loaded dice an that it 
lobbied present ra’ rou nate, inte later ow the in 

ustice of such dutiesand tosecure more Stata Wikscinemees the vis es 
which the sugar schedule needs ; ; 

Beet sugar, as now imported, actually tests 94 or above by the polariseo):, 
~— e Sa more eee = ——o~ rs, vere" masare the 

uality © ie rand are extract, mary deduct from 
esbent ‘oak about 5 per cent for —= cent of sits. The average 
sold is ahout polariacane, though they are rated 
“88 oF ad 3 makin oe the 
acen jess than cane 
that dutics based strictly upon polariscope 
beet sugars, which form about one-fifth of 
PRICE OF SUGAR STOCKS. 


upfountend these facts, but they did not 
thet t tnt after they secured an admission from the 
there besome protection left on refined sugar. 
fine work when the schedule is revi-e! 

ad valorem duties on all sugars as the on!y 
the pd duties 

tween 85 and 


facts think of the pros 
in sugar, stock sunk 


many cases of trust 
, estimated the total 
claiming that it 

y taken 











trast isfoxy in every way. When the New York State legislature was 
gnaving ret and asked for its books, it was discovered they had disa 
from their accustomed places, and none of the officers appeared 
Eoow or care where the accounts were. The books were never produced be- 


legislature. 
uary, when the House was discussing the proposed duties, the time 
In Janear?, * trust to mest and declare its usual quarterly divitends of 3 
pe tee ee of men and of 1} per cent on pa epee me 
ferred stock. Strange to say, no quorum was present. month later 
of preriit skies had not yet eored. and not a single official saw fit to attend 
the meeting—a remarkable unanimity of forgetfulness. Last Saturday the 
officers met on the quiet and declared the dividend. ; 
One of the trust’s ways of concealing surplus profits is to pay large salaries 


to all con with the business. e proprietor of the Forest City Refin- | 
ery, at Po! Me., is said to receive stor )a year, though his refinery has 
peen closed since it entered the trust in 1887. Others are said to receive as | 
much as a year for equally onerous work. It is also quite probable 


that many refiners were induced to join the trust by giving them fat con- | 


barrels, tanks, It is certain 


bags. gas, etc., to the trust. 
industries of making barrel=, bags, etc., 


tracts for supplying 


in many cases all of the allied 
pom ‘ithheld from the trust. 

The trust is now baring oll su. in sight and is chartering vessels to go to 
the West Indies and here, to return with cargoes of sugar before the 
new tax shall take effect. 

Withant reading it, I will ask that the remainder of the article 
be in in my remarks. ; ' 

The PRESI pro tempore. That order will be made, in 


bsence of objection. 
—— remainder of the article is as follows: 


e have seen that the sugar trust can refine sugar more cheaply than it 
» Soe an else; that it has by far the largest and best ogee 
wore ee pa ae ie a pe oman om = ae 
other country; employs c y imported Huns an ‘oles, anc 
ae them ina nas degraded, slavish manner; that it is paying enormous 
dividends on highly watered capital; that there is no justification for pro- 
it because of export bounties in Europe, or for any other reason; that 
it has a chief source of bribery and corruption in our legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial halls; that it has a complete monopoly in this country, and 
is most greedy and exacting in its demands, and that it is a constant violator 
of Federal State antitrust laws. 
MR. HAVEMEYER 15 ON GUARD—IN CHARGE OF THE SUGAR FIGHT IN THE 
SENATE—WILL HILL ATTACK THE TRUST? 


[Special to the World.] 
WASHINGTON, March 13. 
Henry O. Havemeyer, head of the trust, has returned to his old quar- 
ters in the Arlingtoa, and has Southend bis condorences with Senators on the 
sugar 
the charge that certain Senators have been speculating in sugar stock, his 
——— are as m. 

r. Havemeyer 
to the trust it will be hard to get it through the Senate, and it is his plan, if 
no investigation is ordered, to remain here and personally direct the cam- 

SS cenddandlen Ieininieiod $0 inaere the pasengec! the tnx on redned sant. 
eom e insure passage of t x on refined sugar. 
The Se ueNEttnnd thas the enahr sctedelo wil te focekt tr many 
Demecrals whe favor free sngar, but it is not this opposition that the trust 
pee Ly It has been a Nae peepee - — = paizn, ay ee both 
ties, and sugar ve p no small part in the political fights in 
ew York State. panes has a a sharp game, but according to re- 
heard here err it into the Democratic factional struggies in 
ew York State, and it is this that promises to upset its plans in the Senate. 
Senator Hill has learned, it is said, t the trust contributed $25,000 to the 
aia movement,and is awaiting an opportunity to expose it. He will 
not discuss this rumor. 
= Havemeyer aoe heard the rumor and he has arranged to stay here and 
awai 


first, then in Hi if the Senate passes the bill, and finally in conference. 
nee inion that sensa’ facts about the trust methods will be brought to 
ex 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, a basis has been taken to ascer- 
tain the amount of raw sugar it requires to make a pound of the 


challenged as 


Notwithstanding that the Senate has refused to investigate | 


ysterious as before. 
has discovered that while the sugar schedule is acceptable | 


There is a long and bitter fight ahead in the Senate | 





| the Treasury estimate, which is 124. 
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B. W. Holt, a competent tariff expert. These statements show 
that the Treasury estimate is too high; that the Treasury esti- 
mate requires more pounds of raw sugars ata certain specific test 
to make a pound of «efined sugars than is actually the case. 

The sugar trust has evaded all inquiries into its business. It 
refused to give to the census takers the data necessary for them to 
have in order to make up the proper census returns of the sugar- 
refining business. That is well known to the Senator from Iowa. 
They referred Mr. Porter and his agents, when they were taking 
the census, to other persons than themselves for the desired infor- 


| mation, and it is supposed that the Treasury officials, having no 


other means of ascertaining the number of pounds of raw sugar 
that were required to make a pound of refined sugar, obtained the 
information from the trust officials themselves. 

I shall read what purports to be a true estimate of the number 
of — of raw sugar it takes to make a pound of retined sugar 
and compare this estimate with the estimate made by the Treasury 
officials. At 100 degrees of polariscopic test, of course there can 
be no difference; at #9 degrees, the Treasury report is 101.87. The 
corrected statement, or the statement which I introduce as correct, 
is101.01lof apound. At 98 degrees, the Treasury estimate is 108.73 
of a pound; the corrected estimate is 102.04 of apound. At 97 de- 
grees, the Treasury estimate is 105.60; the corrected estimate is 
103.09 of apound. Soitrunsondown. At 87 degrees, I will take 
27 of a pound, and the cor- 
rected estimate is 114.94 of a pound. 

Mr. President, it is easily seen that if there had been any jug- 
gling with figures or any incorrect estimate derived from the 
officials of the sugar trust in regard to the number of pounds of 
raw sugar it requires to make a pound of refined sugar, a calcula- 
tion on the basis of the Treasury official statement must necessa- 
rily be erroneous and necessarily be in favor of the trust. 

it will be further seen from an investigation of the amount of the 


| differentials in favor of the trust upon raw sugars and refined under 


the proposed sugar schedule that the protection is mucly greater 
upon the lower grades of sugar; and how easy it is, if there were a 
market abroad for the export of our refined sugars, for the sugar 
trust to make an enormous amount of money in exporting sugars 
under a false estimate of the number of pounds it requires to make 
refined sugars from the low-degree polariscopic test of raw sugars. 

Some years since there was a very large amount of money that 
the sugar trust obtained from the Treasury of the United States 
upon the drawback allowed them on the export of refined sugars 
by falsely estimating the number of pounds of raw sugar it re- 
quired to make a pound of refined sugar. So the same thing can 


| be done under this bill, were there an opportunity for the sugar 





trust to export its refined sugars. 
ket for all cane sugars. 

The i fear of competition they have is from the German 
granulated sugar, and I propose to show that that fear is over- 


They practically hold the mar- 


| come, if it exists, by reason of the differential allowed to them in 


this bill. If, then, they can import raw cane sugars and overesti- 
mate the number of pounds of raw cane sugar of a certain polari- 
scopic test it requires to make 100 pounds of refined sugar, and can 
find a market for the export of whatever surplus they make beyond 


| supplying the home market, there is a fine opportunity for them 


ator from Iowa, who is in charge of this bill, upon what is based | the corrected statement as to the number of pounds of raw sugars 


the statement from the Treasury as to the number of pounds of 
Taw sugars it requires to make a pound of refined sugars at any 
degree? 1 amnot aware of the basis of the statement made by the 


Treasury officials as to the number of pounds of raw sugars it | 


ra to make a a of refined. 
. ALLISON. have not the Treasury circular before me, | 
peed it for that it is very well stated in the table 


the Senator from Missouri {Mr. — on yesterday. 


I believe are correct. It is also found on page 10. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Does the Senator state that in his view these 
tables are correct? 

Mr. ALLISON. They are taken from the Government circu- 
lar and estimate. 

Mr. CAFFERY. But I ask the Senator from Iowa u what 
the Government officials base the statement? It is a well-known 


fact that all the secret processes of refining are known only to the 
pr yerhocers as ee en er eemate the mean 
W sugar specific degree it es to make a pound o 
refined sngar. ad tee 
as its correctness by other experts. 
ir. . lunderstand that these statements from the 
Treasury have been made up by experts of the Treasury Depart- 
ment from Of course, I do not know what the proc- 
are by which experts reach their conclusions, but they 
Se pn pete thal pg pear terrae by those 


“ee ciate! 
Mr. ~ L have the paper now containing another esti- 


mate made from statements by competent chemists and by Mr. | 
Bo ee wo es 


| to reap a rich harvest abroad. 
the Treasury statement, and that statement is | 


to its correctness. I will ask the distinguished Sen- | 


In connection with these figures, I will submit a statement pre- 
pared by Mr. Holt, the gentleman who kindly furnished me with 


it requires to make a pound of refined—the statement that I have 
just read. I will ask my friend from California to read this state- 
ment for me. 

Mr. WHITE read as follows: 


The amended Senate sugar schedule protects American sugar refiners in 
several ways: 

First. By a direct bonus of 20 cents on every hundred pounds of refined 
This amount is undeserved and indefensible from any other standpoimt than 
that it is the business of the Government to help those who help themselves 
As we consume annually over 4,000,000,000 pounds of refined sugar, this gratu 
ity for the refiners amounts to over $8,000,000 per year. This is fully twice 
the amount of wages paid in refineries in this country, even when includ 
ing the $250,000 salaries paid to five sugar-trust officers. Statistics obtained 
from the Census Office in 1894 show that only seventeen establishments 


were reported as engaged in the refining of sugar in the census year of 1800. 
These did not include the trust's largest refineries, in which the cost of refin- 

| ing is lowest. 
trust absolutely refused to comply with the census laws. The seven- 


statement of the Treasury officials is chal- | 


| thousandths of a cent. 


! 


teen establishments reporting paid $1,725,417 in wages, other than salaries, to 
3,454employees. The value of their products was $110.492,163. The labor cost, 
therefore, was only 1.56 per cent in the smaller establishments, or, including 
salaries, 1.78 per cent. he average value of refined sugar in 1890 was about 
6} cents per pound. Therefore the labor cost per pound was only twelve ten 
Why, then, even on protection grounds, should the 
refiner receive a direct and clear protection nearly double the total labor 
cost? Asa matter of fact. the “ difference of labor cost” between this and 
other countries is all in our favor. In no other country is sugar retined as 
cheaply as here. 
Second. The refiners are protected by the difference between the present 
Sper acne ad valorem) and the proposed duty on all of the sugars in the re- 
mers’ hands at the time the new bin becomes a law. About 2.060,000,000 
nds of sugar were imported during the months of March. April, and 
y. 1807. It will come in rapidly during June and July. According to Wil 
lett & Gray's ar Trade Journal of June 3 there was 616,880 long tons or 


1 1,381,811 pounds of sugar in the hands of refiners and importers on June, 





_— 


This amount will probably be increased to 2,000,000,000 pounds when the 
new tariff becomes a law. ere is over one-half cent per pound difference 
between the present and the pro rates of duty. The refiners, therefore, 
will profit by about $10,000, their speculations in sugar and by their 
foresight in chartering so many nae eoee rng ships that it is at present dif- 
ficult for outsiders to import sugar. Besides,the outsiders have not, as has 
the trust, constantly on hand $4,000,000 or $5,000,000 belonging to wholesale 


grocers—unpaid rebates—and miilions of sarplus profits awaiting just such 
op 


ortunities for investment. 

hird. The countervailing duty of 38 cents per hundred pounds on refined 
sugars from Soomeny is practically all protection for refiners. If our refin- 
ers should import and refine German beet-root sugar, they would have to pay 
on enough raw to make 100 pounds of refined sugar a countervailing duty of 
about 3l cents. Therefore this net protection against German refined sugars 
is about 7 cents per hundred pounds. As amatter of fact, our refiners are not 
at all dependent upon Germany for raw sugars, and under the new law they 
would practically cease to import German raw sugars. They would thenen- 
joy almost the full protection of the 38 cents per hundred pounds on German 
refined sugars, these being the principal sugars which compete with our re- 
fined sugars in our markets. : 

These countervailing duties are virtually discriminations against German 
sugars as between our market and the markets of the rest of the world. 
Stated in another form, German sugars, because of the export bounty, have 
an advantage over competing sugars in all markets of the world except ours. 
Our countervailing duties would therefore result in excluding German 
sugars from our markets. This would be so because the markets of the 
world, outside of Germany and the United States, are so big that they afford 
ample eT both for our refiners to purchase raw sugars and for Ger- 
man refiners to dispose of refined sugars. This countervailing duty would 
therefore permit our refiners to elevate prices about 38 cents per hundred 
pounds higher than would otherwise be possible. 

Fortunately for the refiners, they are in shape to pull together to take full 
advantage of such favorable conditions. It is an appreciation of all these 
facts which has caused Germany and Austria to protest strongly against such 
discriminations. Our consumers should also protest. If Germany has such 
friendly feelings toward the rest of the world that she ys her sugar 
makers to dump sugars in other markets, why should we object to having 
them dumped here and to giving our »eople the full benefit of cheap sugars? 
Engiand has for years taken such gifts from Germany and France, and by 
so doing has not only given her people the cheapest sugar ever known, but 
has built P her canning and preserving industries so that she supplies the 
whole world with jellies, jams, and preserves. 

Fourth. The sugar trust will get considerable protection and relief by the 
insertion of the provision which makes all refined sugars dutiable at $1.95 per 
hundred pounds. Heretofore only such refined sugars as were above No. 16 
Dutch standard in color have had to pay the highest rates on refined. Small 
quantities of refined sugars, some above and some telow No. 16 and testin 

rom 87 to 93 degrees, are being imported. They are used by bakers an 
manufacturers of certain kinds. The American Biscuit Company uses lar 
quantities of these sugars. While the quantity imported is comparatively in- 
significant, yet these sugars compete with several grades of the trust's 

“soft sugare and prevent the trust from getting exorbitant prices for 

such sugars as can be consumed in an uncrystallized form. 

Under the Pa duty, a pound of cheap refined sugar testing 87 would 
pay a duty of 1.95 cents, while a pound of raw sugar testing 86 would pay 
only nine-tenths of a cent. It is needless to say that with such unjust dis- 
criminations against these sugars, they would be excluded from our markets. 
The trust will then say to the users of these sugars: *‘ Buy our hard refined 
sugars at our prices or take our ‘softs’ on the same terms.’’ Withoutapos- 
sibility of producing revenue, this slyly inserted provision will put an occa- 
sional odd million into the trust's already fat pockets. 

Vifth. The extra deduction of 10 cents per hundred pounds on raw sugars 
below 87 degrees gives so much additional profit on the low-grade sugar im- 
ported. These being the sugars which compete largely with the raw sugars 
produced in this country, the trust will not be likely to overpay our beet- 
sugar farmers for their products. 

Sixth. There is much concealed protection in the proposed specific duty 
on raw sugars. These duties are apparently adjusted to the allowances for 
100 pounds of hard refined sugar made by the Treasury Department in the 
payment of drawback duties. Even if these allowances were correct, the 
specific duties decline so rapidly that they slightly favor the ae of 
low-grade raw sugars. There is, however, good reason for believing that 
these allowances are unfair, and that they will operate to give export bounties 
to refiners whenever the refiners care to engage in the export business, which 
they will probably do as soon as the sugar duties are fixed for afew years. 

They “gouged” our Treasury Department out of about $3,000,000 in this 
way in the early eighties, and can be expected to do so again when “‘all this 
howl about trusts” and tariffs is out of the way for awhile. They would 
probably be exporting now but for the heavy German Spers bounty. The 
following table has been prepared after consultation with numerous sugar 
brokers, importers, and chemists. It is believed that it makes liberal allow- 
ances. The profits shown in this way do not include those made on soft 
sugars and molasses, nor those from contravailing duties: 

ACTUAL PROTECTION ON REFINED SUGAR WHEN MADE FROM EACH GRADE 

OF RAW SUGAR. 

Statement showing the actual number of pownds of raw sugar of each grade 
needed to make 150 pounds of refined.compared with the present Treasury 
table of equivalents, and the actual yet protection of refiners based on these 
equivalents, ‘ 

Pounds required. 

Theo- | Treas- 

retical. | ury. 


| Duty | 
-| per” |"acthat'| 02 100 [Protec 
actes. Polen Venous. pounds| tion. 


ie 2 | 
Cents, | 


Raw “test” 
degrees. 


100 1.7% 
101. 87 , 42 
108. 73 ; 


$1.95 
1.95 
1,.% 


a 
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Putting together the different kinds of protection to refiners )).. 
pre rate, we have, for %-degree cane sugar, which includes tm... ; 
of all imported, the following protection on 100 pounds of refi), d enn 
I i iad oN smatonrce nee Cents, 
Graded specific duty oo 
Countervailing duty "* - 
61% 

On 84-degree sugars, which include about 5 per cent of our in». 
protection on 100 pounds of refined is about as follows: ur imports, the 
ab 
- 1 
- 2.17 


- BH 


Tn. - <cccpuinkedebdnigeeige Hath wies oeneseonsucccess -. o 
Countervailing duty 


Senator ALDRICH stated in his ch of May 25: 17 
‘“ As a basis for the calculation of the number of pounds of sugar of wh 
aaa test required to make 100 pounds of refined sugar, | have taken 
he statement of the Treasury Department, promulgated June 25, 1x0, Do. 
partment Circular No. 102. I assume there will be no question as t) its 
accuracy. The computations have been confirmed by various state, nts 
furnished by the appraiser's office in New York. ae 
“ For illustration, I will take an neve of sugar tested 88 degre. 
by the chemist in charge of the sugar laboratory in New York. ‘his sugar 
contained seventy-four one-hundredths per cent of ash, 4.13 per cent of inven 
sugar, and an out-turn of 81.85 per cent of crystallized sugar. Of t},; 
would take 122.17 pounds to make 100 pounds of refined sugar. T}):- 
estimate is 122.41 for this test. It will be noticed that this sugar 
4.13 per cent of invert sugar. Thisinvert sugar becomes sirup in the | 
of refining, and is worth from one-half to three-fourths of a cent a poun 
The result in this case would probably bea fair estimate of the averave resy|t 
of the value of the residuum of invert sugar contained in all cane suirs test. 
ing in the neighborhood of 89 degrees. The value of this sirup would not 
appreciably affect differentials.” 

This statement is lacking in several particulars. It leaves unaccounted for 
6.15 pounds of crystallizable oneee. his sample tested 88 degrees. it con- 
tained 88 per cent of crystallizable sugar, He says that it yielded 1.55 per 
cent. Where is the remaining 6.15 per cent? The invert sugar is not a part 
of this 6.15 per cent, because invert sugar does not materially affect a polari- 
coome As a matter of fact, 3.70 of the 6.15 per cent is crystalliza}) 

eld in 


3, made 


: e sugar 
in chemical combination with the seventy-four one-hundredths p:r cent 
of ash or salts. The most of this 6.15 per cent is, in practice, either made into 
erystallizable sugar, or, with the invert sugar, into low-grade sugars and 
sirups. In either case, both are of considerable importance, and s})ould be 
considered in making up a tariff schedule. Even with 6.15 per cent of crys. 
tallizable sugar unaccounted for, Senator ALDRICH finds that the Treasury 
Department allows twenty-four one-hundredths of a pound too much 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, there are several points in this 
statement which are very forcible. The percentage of labor cost 
in refining is a very material point. The percentage of la!or cost 
of the product is 1.56 per cent, without including enormous sal- 
aries that this institution pays to its officials, and including those 
salaries it is only 1.78 per cent; second, the trust has already im- 

ried into the United States a very large amount of sugar; and 
it is estimated that before this bill can be enacted into a law about 
2,000,000,000 pounds of sugar will have been imported. That isa 
half year’s supply. 

Mr. President, the sugar-trust managers are among the most 
astute of men. They would never have imported this suzar in 
anticipation of the enactment of this bill into a law were not the 
terms of this bill more favorable to them than the teris of the 
Wilson law. 

Mr. GEAR. Would it disturb the Senator if I should ask him 
a question? 

Ir. CAFFERY. Not at all. 

Mr. GEAR. I understood the Senator to say that the sugar re- 
cently imported into this country has been very largely in excess 
of the ordinary importations? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEAR. What is the amount? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will read it from this statement. About 
2,050,000,000 pounds of sugar were imported during the months of 
March and April. 

Mr. GEAR. The report of Willett & Gray shows that the im- 

orts for those months were but 646,000,000 pounds, in round num- 
rs, and that the amount in the hands of the refiners yesterday was 
894,000,000 pounds, showing that the difference between 3°) | (00.00 
pounds and 646,000,000 pounds was held by these people. | will 
read from Willett & Gray. 1 have the statement here in my han. 

Mr. CAFFERY. According to Willett & Gray’s Sugar Trae 
Journal of June 3, there were 616,800 long tons, or 1,281.81 1,200 
pounds, of sugar in the hands of refiners and importers on «J une ». 

Mr. GEAR. That does not show, if I may be permitted to say 
it, that there is any very undue excess of importations tliis ycar. 
It is little more than usual, but not very much. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It is more than double the amount. | 

Mr. GEAR. I beg pardon; because the consumption is 400.000 
tons for four months. The consumption is 2,000,000 tons annually 
in this country, in round numbers. 

Mr. CAFFERY. About that. 

Mr. GEAR. About that, in round numbers. 

Mr. CAFFERY, Yes. 

Mr. GEAR. That shows that only one-third of the annual 
consumption in this country has been introduced into this coun- 
try in four months, So there must be some mistake about the 
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importations 


being of an unusually large amount in view of the 
possible Pere ST havescen it stated that the im ions of 
Mr Y. Ihaveseen it ¢ the importations o 


this year are in excess of any previous year in the history of the 
im on. 
GEAR. Itcan not be. The Senator can not make a state- 


ere that will not pan out with the consumption. 
out ls Y. I propose to make this statement good. 

Mr. GEAR. Thatis right. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I propose to show that the importations of 
sugar into the United States this are in excess of any year 
heretofore. If Iam mistaken in the statement, of course I will 
acknowledge the error. ; 

Mr. GEAR. I have no question that the Senator makes the 
statement in earnest, because he believes it. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do believe it. 

Mr. GEAR. I call his attention to the fact thatthe annual con- 
sumption is only 2,000,000 tons, and that the importations from 
the ist of January and for the first four months have not been in 
advance of the consumption of this country. The two must be 


D ’ 

“a CAFFERY. That may be true, but this is in excess. This 
js the stock on hand. This will last six months. That is what I 
say, and it isa larger amount of sugar imported than ever has 
been imported before. 

Mr. G@ . To make the statement perfectly correct, the Sen- 
ator must add to the amount of importations the amount of sugar 
on hand on the Ist day of PT. That will give the exact 
amount of the stock on hand and the amount imported. Then 


you can prove whether the importations and the stock on hand 
are equal to the consumption. 
Mr. CAFFERY. All I desire to show is that there is a stock 


now on hand and prospectively to be imported six months in ad- 
vance of tif %msumption. If I prove that, I prove mycase. Itis 
idle to inqture any further. 

Another tmadein this communication, which in my opinion 
is very f le, is that the countervailing duty of 38 cents per 100is 
quiteasufficient differentialin favor of the trust. Thereisnoother 
competitor than the Germans. Thecane sugars used in the world 
are in the hollow of the hand of the sugar trust. The Germans 
occupy all other markets. If the Germans can be kept out, then 
the trust has the sole monopoly of the trade of the United States. 

The differential of thirty-eight one-hundredths of a cent a 
pound looks to be sufficient to keep out the import of the German 
granulated. If that be true, then the trust has the markets of 
the United States in the grip of a monopoly which has never re- 
laxed since there was a large differential imposed between the 
raws and the refined. 

Mr. President, I will send to the desk and ask the Secretary to 
read both the letter written by Mr. Carroll D. Wright to the 
Hon. John De Witt Warner and the statement which the Com- 
missioner sends with it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins in the chair), The 

will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, April 11, 189%. 


Sre: In reply to your letter of April 6, 1894, I take pleasure in handing you 
the inclosed presentin Beale for 17 establishments located in The 
United States to this office as engaged in the refining of sugar dur- 


ee ecw May 31, 1890. These 17 establishments are included 
in 393, establishments resen in the published reports of this office 
under the title of A = refi 7 

ery 


Sugar and molasses ng.” 
: CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
Commissioner o. Labor, in arge. 
Hon. Joun De Wrrr WARNER, . 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
ELEVENTH CENSUS OF THE UNITED STATES—STATISTICS OF MANUFACTURES. 
Statement of the totals for 17 establishments in the United States reported as 

















engaged in the of sugar during the census year ending May 31, 1390. 
i Pennsylva-| All other 
Items. Total. | Louisiana. | nia, tates * 
Number of establishments " 
ee. 9 3 5 
330 684, 806 167,060 | $10,729, 474 
ber | “peocteco |“ hanstano | Saat git’ sos 
(es 1,995 1,174 1, 456 
662} 72566 | ge29.1i2 | goes; so4 
31 46 om 
$26, 316 $47,518 | $164,311 
fi1-cs u1 pon 4. 100, 705 
372, 508 838,548 | $54,231,017 
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Manan mente dinteivuted as follows: California, 2; Maine, 1; 
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Mr. CAFFERY. There is no speculation about that. It comes 
direct. Itshows the correctness of the figures of Mr. Holt. There 
is the gross value of the output of these refineries; there is the 
gross amount of wages they pay; and the percentage is easily as- 
certained from those two factors. The percentage stated in the 
statement of Mr. Holt of 1.56 per cent, 1.78 per cent including the 
salaries of officials of the sugar trust, is wll authenticated by the 
letter of Mr. Wright. : 

This information has been eked out, not by any particular state- 
ment of the sugar trust, but by investigations of Mr. Wright in 
all the refineries that he could reach, the sugar trust always on all 
occasions smothering up the real facts surrounding its business, 
and it was only by importunity and constant demands on the part 
of the census officials that what little information is put down in 
the census was obtained from them. 

Here is an institution which under every bill that comes before 
Congress appears to be eens of peculiar favors. Itisnoan- 
swer to say from the other side that the Wilson Act gave a too 
great differential in favor %° the sugar trust. The pending bill 
carries more than the Wilson Act, and the Wilson Act carried too 
much. Asthe Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. JONEs] said yesterday, 
he was at the time of opinion that the differential in favor of the 
trust of one-eighth with the countervailing tenth was deserved, that 
their business required it, but subsequent developments have 
opened his eyes in that regard and he does not think they ought 
to have any. 

Here is an institution where the labor cost of the product is 14 
per cent in the largest refineries in the world, making the cheapest 
output in the world, with the largest market in the world, selling 
more sugar*than the combinea factories of Europe or as much, 
and this institution, with its enormous plant, with its diminished 
labor cost, and with its market right at its hand, is constantly 
importuning the Congress of the United States for special privi- 
leges and favors. 

The first report that came from the House was based upon 
specific duties. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu] 
in introducing his amendment stated that the bill gave the trust 
too much. He proposed to give them less. There has been no 
calculation made by any expert acquainted with thesubject which 
has not shown that his differential is greater than that contained 
in the Dingley bill. Calculate it from any point you please, take 
even the statement of the Senator from Rhode Island, and you can 
not make the differential less than between forty and forty-eight 
one-hundredths of a cent per pound. 

I propose now to have read a statement from the New York 
Staats-Zeitung of June 4 and 5, 1897. It was prepared evidently 
by an expert familiar with German sugar and familiar with polari- 
scopes and with the whole subject of sugar. I send it tothe desk, 
and ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


THE SUGAR TARIFF. 
[From the New York Staats-Zeitung of June 4 and 5, 1897.] 


When, less than three years ago, the Wilson tariff was being discussed in 
the Senate, the sugar trust exerted a powerful influence. It could, indeed, 
be seen that the trust decided in what form the sugar duty should be levied, 
and that no tariff bill was then possible which did not satisfy the wishes of 
the trust. It is now conceded that similar conditions exist, and we may 
assume that the sugar trust this time also approves of the schedule, if it has 
not actually dictated it. 

That Senator ALDRICH's assertions that the trust has had nothing at all to 
do with the tariff bill can not be believed without further proof follows from 
the fact that in an entirely unnecessary manner a mixed duty—that is, both 
@ specific and an ad valorem duty—has been laid upon sugar. It follows 
from this fact, not alone, as has already been explained, that the trust can 
bring in sugar bought in far-away markets cheaper than others who can not 
qvell thomatives of this important aid, but al-o makes it more difficult to 
determine in practice where and how heavily the tax would fall 

For this reason we have so far seen in no paper an exact calculation of the 

rotection offered this trust by the Aldrich tariff, and it has been with much 
labor that we have collected, from the statements of experts, the following 
tables, which we consider correct. 

The Senate tariff imposes the following taxes: 

Cents 
(1) Raw sugar, not over No. 16 Dutch standard of color, standard sugar 
polarization (“ testing "’) at least 87 degrees but not over 8 degrees, 

per pound ....... 


Por each additional per cent over 88 degrees in addition to the fore 
I Ds athhce onnsaewacsee owscceicte dantaveona se per pound... .@ 

(2) Raw sugar over No. 16 and refined sugar and in addition 35 per cent 
ad valorem i in oe scene cdhbte agntan beudes per pound.. 1.16 


Upon the operations of this duty we consider in the first case European 
t sugar, for the trust wishes protection against the importation of Euro- 
pean, especially German and Dutch, refined sugar. The greatest part of the 
raw sugar amperes from Germany consists of the so-called first products, 
which, upon the basis of 88 degrees analysis (not to be confounded with polar- 
ization or “test™), are sent to America, and the greater yess of which is 
capable of a polarization of 94 to 95 degrees; the equally valuable imported 
so-called after products, the second, third. and even the fourth product— 
strontian and osmose sugar polarization apparently lower—are on the average 
reckoned at 90 to 91 degrees, but the importation is not considerable enough 
to reduce the average polarization of the beet sugar sent to America lower 
than 04 degrees, and for that reason we take this standard as the normal one 
in our calculation. 





_ intimate friends of the trust, 
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A 94-degree sugar would have to pay the following tariff: 


pay up to 88 degrees 
88-04 degrees—6 per cent, 0.02 cent 


to which the ad valorem duty of 35 per cent is added Following the esti- 
mates of the tax collector, we set the present value as 2.3 cents per pound for 
raw sugar and 2.9 cents per pound for refined gree. This is not exact. for 
the present values are lower, but as sung a0 the ‘erence between the prices 
of raw and refined sugars is about six-tenths of a cent per pound this little 
variation is of no account. Conte 
nts. 


Whe hae ROW, OS GOTO Mabel .. ..3. nos c0e cow enncs con cce cocccc nce snccccen 0.91 
Add 36 per cent ad valorem on 2.3 cents, equals.-...........---.--.- 805 


ees os Cate tit OE occ cccescrntweieepeniiornce riewesnecasen -- 1.715 
per pound, 94-degree raw sugar, which is almost 75 per cent of its actual 
selling price. 

Now we come to the sugar over No. 16 Dutch standard, and refined sugar. 
(Really it relates almost entirely to “ granulated.”’) 


Cents. 
The tax thereon levied ............-.......------------.--.----per pound.. 1.16 
And the value of the goods, as already stated, being 2.9 cents, the % per 
cent ad valorem tax levied equals per pound... 1.015 
per pound... 2.175 
or exactly 75 per cent of the value of the sugar. According to percentages, 
the raw and Fonned sugars are treated alike, and a difference arises in the 
duty of between 2.175 on refined sugar and 1.715 on raw sugar of forty-six one- 
hundredths of a cent per pound. 
From Hamburg, for example, to New York it costs now, laid down (the 
freight need not be considered. as it is exactly the same in both cases): 


Cents. 
ape OIG ics cnddaskncdevoccsaccdestacconqeseissccscdcusks nacenumh 2.90 
uty ‘ 


a ate Oe NA Sea 5.075 
And further-— 
Oents. 


pened SRI viii cin cet opnnss shvcteonetncssacet cocccnsspaeine 2.30 
ty..... pi tpbbhansdieabinlbaedbuteptatadibnendgbaptcbicdnasneninccnspeshniginl 1.715 


a “4.05 


And also a — and puzzling difference of 1.06 cents between raw and re- 
fined sugar, about which we have more to say to-morrow. 
IL 


As we showed yesterday, the difference in value between raw and refined 
sugar (we speak alwa granulated) before the pa: of the tax was six- 
tenths of a cent, but after payment amounts to 1.6 cents—the difference there- 
fore cleverly raised to forty one-hundredths, which amount represents the 
actual pr on which the trust enjoys. When it is taken into era- 
tion that the trust, owing to its far-reaching connections and its great re- 
sources, seldom pays the full, and never the highest market price for itsraw 
sugar, it can be plainly seen that under the Aldrich tariff it will not place 
itself in a worse position than it occu under the McKinley bill, when raw 
anger was free and refined sugar one-half cent per pound. 

Ramee the protection is still greater. To be able to calculate it ac- 
curately we must know the cost of , which is exactly what can not be 
discovered. That is a trade secret which any other refiner will betray as 
little as the trust. Wecan not expect that business men will give that infor- 
mation. Certainly, however, they must then be content if the public draws 
its own conclusions and acts upon them. We believe to-day, and we base our 
belief upon the testimony of experts as well as the statements of officialsand 

at we can refine sugar cheaper here than in 

That has been so often clearly demonstrated that it is not neces- 

Even if refining would cost as much or 

trust would not aeed protection, forit has many 
ropean competition, as, for example, a better meth 

of packing which causes them to be preferred by their customers, of 

mpt delivery, and a greater f. in financialexchange. There is, there- 

, at present not the least excuse for putting a higher duty on raw than 


on refined i 
In spite of facts, Senator ALDRICH, who himself his great 
tariff ae that the cost of refining, incl 


uding ( fr ding the 
ery even 
. given the trust a 


Germany. 
sary for us to refer to it b> 
more than in Europe, still 
other advantages over Eu 


of price, so long can 
apes mere eee © cna > perce aes ae 
re, it can complacently allow some cen 
a better eabhnens thew if it rednoed the 
wad tee ep ertaiten: 
asa 
Therefore in every way it 


8 te and support the schedule is almost 

unbelievable. It is not possible to believe that Senator ALDRICH is misin- 

formed. knows exactly what he does and the amount of his gift to the 

sugar trust. The trust may count about half a cent more fore pound of 

oe it sells. p= yearly fare | tap oan ja - on coer 

= = wulah nak cans tea dais tor ony tate tha Pecseury 
cow . 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, the calculation made by the 
writer in the Staats-Zeitung shows the difficulties of unraveling 
the schedule introduced as an amendment by the Senator from 
Rhode Island to the Dingley bill, which amendment he subse- 

uently withdrew and adopted the Dingley till to a t extent. 

basis of the calculation makes the erential the 
raw German sugars and the refined article at the start only 6 mills, 
and by appl the exceedingly intricate provision of the schedule 
as by the Senator from Rhode Island the differential 
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and if there is any error in it Ican not perceive it, forty-six... 
hundredths of a cent is the outcome between the raw ani :|,,. a 

fined. Starting with 6 mills differential only between t),.. -.,., 

and the refined, the outcome under oo of the amend. 
ae by the Senator from Rhode Island is 46 1))\, 4); 
erential. 

That schedule was a dazzling piece of business. Nobody ¢),)4 
understand it hardly; nobody but an expert in the Aierc,y 
Sugar Refining Company, outside of the Senator from [i),,\. 
Isiand, could understand it, and I suppose it was in defers)... ;,, 
the protests of those who failed to understand the intric-;.i.. ,+ 
the schedule that it was abandoned and the specific rates ./ t), 
Dingley bill adopted in lieu. 

This shows, Mr. President, the exceeding caution with w))\.), 
we ought to move with regard to any ule containing a dif. 
ferential in favor of the sugar trust. Here are statements )).)\. 
that the Treasury estimate itself is erroneous; that the Tr:a i; 
estimate is upon information from the sugar trust as (0 {jj 
number of pounds of raw sugar it takes to make a ponnd of y.. 
fined. All these calculations are based upon the Treasury ¢s:;. 
mate, and where could the Treasury get its estimate? Nv \jo\y 
knows exactly but a chemist, and I am told that a chemi. wi! 
give no information to a private Why is this informa. 
tion concealed? What is t hidden about this thing, wile<s jt 
is for the benefit of this enormons institution? This is the only 
gigantic trust in the world that rests entirely upon legislati.», {.; 
its support. 

The ordinary battle between the producer and the manufactyrer 
of the finished product in regard toa tariff upon the raw materia) 
pales into insignificance when it comes tothe demand of the sjjvar 
trust for a difference between the tariff upon the raw sugar and 
the tariff upon the refined. It is islation that it controls 
the price of the cane sugar of the universe, and whenever t)\,1 in- 
stitution thrusts its presence into the legislative halls there is 
always a feeling that an evil genius is around. 

There appears to be a kind of malodor arising from the efforts 
of the sugar trust to obtain legislation in its favor. 

If it appears by reasonable showing, if it appears from the face 
of the papers and by intelligent and sufficient evidence that this 
institution ought not to desire or ought not to demand and cuit 
not toreceive the great differential that has been given it between 
the tariff on raw and refined, now is the time to refuse its demas. 

The political play that was indulged in during the enactiwent of 
the Wilson bill does not influence me at all in the position | take 
upon this subject. I think that any political advantage to be ‘ec- 
rived by es to place a one side or the other of 
this Chamber in framing a has little weight with one 
who desires to frame a tariff bill in the interest of his country. 
It has no weight with me. 

The animus that impelled the investigation during the pendency 
of the Wilson bill in the Senate was more political than other 
wise. It was an attempt to smirch the reputation of Senators 
supposed to be Democratic. It was not an attempt to advance 
the interests of the country, because here is a bill that carries 
more differential than the Wilson bill, and the question is as to 
whether the consumers of this country are interested in this (if 
ferential, and whether the Senate of the United States is going to 
accord to this giant industry, which overshadows the earth with 
its power, which goes to the Hawaiian Islands, to the West Indies, 
to Asia, to , and to every quarter of the globe to get its sup 
plies, and w ver its ships go there the trust commands the 
price, a further lease of power to control the price of this iniis- 
pensable article of food and raise it or lower it at its sweet will 
and caprice. 

ile I have no animosity against the trust because it has her 
tofore been laying a —— part in the industrial réle in this 
country, I consumers of sugar shall get it at the 
commensurable with an adequate tariff for revenue. 
the differential to the degree that it has been allowe'! 
in favor of the sugar trust on the ground of unjusti!i- 
able favors. 

On one occasion, before some committee of Congress, at soic 
time in the past, one of the members of this -trust organiza- 
y nen na Setaion Chant who is — emeeees the 

ne a trust or not | do 

not know; wibter it was prior to the organization of the trust ! 

am not certain), testified that his concern could make sug: 

than any other refinery in the world. The evidence, | 

rived from the Commissioner of Labor, in regard to the sill 

percentage of the labor cost of the refining process, more t)i" 
corroborates Mr. Havemeyer's statement. : 

According to the figures of the experts who made the tab!:s 
introduced by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], the dit':' 
ential in favor of the trust is about sixty-seven h dths of a 

t of saccharine strength 
, and that is too much. 
thirty-eight hundredths of 








a countervailing duty is quite sufficient in be- 
half of the trast the circumstances as they exist now in the 
United States. I am not in favor of giving them any more, 
h, as the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jongs] well said 
y, we can submit to some exactions in consideration of 
getting a rebate of a too great allowance. 


a cent allowed as 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator allow me a ques- 
ion? 
iotr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Suppose that the differential, as 
it is called, was made exactly the thirty-eight one-hundredths of 
a cent, which is equivalent to the German bounty on refined 
sugars—that and no more—and then suppose that the Germans 
should repeal that bounty, what would become of the industry in 
the United States? 

Mr. CAFFERY. The German Government repealing the 
bounty of thirty-eight one-hundredths? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It would flourish much more; it would do it 


oor. PLATT of Connecticut. There would then be no protec- 
tion to the sugar-refining industry here? : 

Mr. CAFFERY. It would be twenty-eight one-hundredths. 
Suppose the Germans should repeal the bounty; they would have 
twenty-eight one-hundredths more. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator has referred to the 
counter veaag e: i 

Mr. CAF Y. I say the countervailing duty is now suf- 


ficient, in A on. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. ad that only applies when the 
foreign coun ts on an export bounty. 

Me CAFFERY, Then they would stand on an even keel. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then, if they took off the export 
bounty, the countervailing duty would be taken off? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. en I say the trust can survive 
and do better than any other industry in the United States. I 
believe that from their processes of refining, from the minimized 
cost of their production, from the enormous market at command, 
the sugar trust could make more money under that condition of 
affairs than any other industry. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then what the Senator from 
Louisiana wants is a duty which will protect the production of 
sugar and free trade in refined sugar? 

Nr. CAFFERY. The Senator from Connecticut is another in- 
stance, a sad and aeeeoey instance, of the fact that you can 
not attribute to anybody who argues for any kind of tariff any 
other view than having somebody in his mind to protect. I have 
repeated time and again in the Senate, and I now repeat, that a 
duty on sugar is the ideal duty of the Democratic party for reve- 
nue only, and that ground I sustain it. Ifit were for protec- 
repeat, 1 would not support it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisiana 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator think that no 
duty on sugar would be as beneficial to the sugar producers of 

as the duty on sugar? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. TT of Connecticut. Then how does hemake it appear 
not pr ive to them? 

Y. Ido not say that a duty levied will not under 

protect. If the sugar were not raised at all 
United States,it would protect nobody. As it is raised only 
extent, the amount of protection is insignificant com- 
amount of revenue. That is all there is about it. 
PLATT of Connecticut. But itis a good protection to those 


Mr. CAFFERY. Iam not considering protection. If m 
ple are the es of a tariff levied for revenue, we 
pod: but, so far as I am concerned, I have never advocated, and 

shall advocate, any duty for on pure and simple. 
tariff off of sugar. You did it in pursuance of a 


You succeeded in destroying the 
revenues of the United States. And now in your extremity, when 


ate a = revenue in order to tide over the financial 
bles which you in the face, you go to the rejected article 
go to the Democratic sources of revenue 
Then you fling into the face of a Democrat who 
revenue the insidious doctrine of pro- 
nor in the time when you pile 
over it can you assai 
by an attack upon a 
on y. 

which showed that the sugar industry 


= 


peo- 
and 
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of Louisiana under the ad valorem tariff of 24 per cent in the dec- 
ade between 1850 and 1860 flourished to a greater extent than it 
ever did before. I read that statement to challenge the statement 
that the pernicious bounty had been the only incentive to increased 
production of sugar in Louisiana. I do not believe in my own 
mind that there is much difference between the semitropical 
country where I live and the tropics of the West Indies in regard 
to the production of sugar. While our part of the country does 
not produce as much sugar as the Tropics, there are advantages to 
compensate for the deficiency of production, advantages which I 
now need not advert to. 

While I think of it, Mr. President, I will make a statement sug- 
gested to me by my honorable friend from Texas yesterday even 
ing. In acolloquy between me and the Senator from New Hamp 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] he seemed to imply by his statement that 
I was personally very largely benefited by a tariff on sugar. That 
must have sprung from his idea that I was an owner or a share 
holder in a large central factory in my State which is named after 
me. I never owned one single share of its stock: I never had the 


| slightest pecuniary interest in that refinery; and I am but a very 


small sugar 
terest that I 

Mr. GEAR. 
tion he owns? 

Mr. CAFFERY. 
pounds of sugar. 

Mr. GEAR. Then the Senator is not a very small planter. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I own 500 acres. 

Mr. GEAR, The Senator's plantation is a good deal larger than 
the average in his own State? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir. 

Mr. GEAR. I think so. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I have one of the smallest in my parish. 

Mr. GEAR. That may be true in regard to the parish, but not 
as to the State. 

Mr. CAFFERY. 


lanter, a modest sugar planter. 
ave—— 
May I ask the Senator how large a sugar planta- 


If every single in- 


Yes, sir. I made last year about 700,000 


I used a good deal of outside cane to make 
the 700,000 pounds. My friend from lowais trying to magnify 
my business. I wish it were so. He is trying to magnify my 
little modest business into one of these overgrown sugar planta- 
tions. He can not do it. My little farm is about 500 acres. I 
have but very indifferent works uponit. I bought a little out- 
side cane, which, with my own, made the number of pounds 
stated. Iam not quite sure that I stated the number accurately, 
but I made something like the amount stated. 

I was going to state that if every single industry I have in the 
world were in sugar (and that is all the interest I have; that is 
the sum total of my private fortune), and if it were all involved 
in this bill, I would not sustain a tariff for anything else but rev- 
enue. A public man who can not get out of the narrow confines 
of a selfish interest is not fit to be in the Senate of the United 
States. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I understand this proposed spe- 
cific duty on sugar averages somewhere from 75 to 80 per cent 
ad valorem? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. How high a duty does the Senator 
think could be put on sugar which would be only a revenue duty? 
Would 100 per cent be a revenue duty? 


May I ask the Senator one more 


Mr. CAFFERY. Any per cent you please. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Would 200 per cent be a revenue 
duty? 


Mr. CAFFERY. Any per cent you please. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iam trying to get at what is the 
Senator’s idea about a revenue duty. . 

Mr. CAFFERY. Itcan go just as highas you please. If a 
tariff is on consumption, as an import tariff must be, it makes 
very little difference to the consumer whether he pays all his 
taxes in a lump or whether the taxation is spread over a number 
of articles. If you put all your tariff on sugar, you take it off of 
other things and equalize the tax to the consumer. A tax too 
high might be prohibitive, thereby defeating the end to be ob 
tained. What the consumer might pay on any one article, on the 
revenue basis, would relieve him from taxes on others. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to put in the Recorp 
at this point the report of the Bureau of Statistics of the impor- 
tations of refined sugar during the calendar year 1896, for the first 
four months ending April, 1897, and for the month of May. 1897, 
showing a total importation in the calendar year 1896 of 197,000,000 
pounds, not counting fractions; for the first four months ending 
April. 1897, of 64,000,000 pounds, and for May, 1897, of 30,000,000 


pounds. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the state: 
ment will be printed in the Recorp, 
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The statement referred to is as follows: 
UNITED STATES. 
Imports of sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard. 


Four months .end- 
Calendar year 1896. ing April, 1897. 


Pounds. | Values. | Pounds. | Values. 


Countries from which imported. 


Germany 
qotpertenes 


na 
Hongkong 


le is LL 
Hawaiian Islands 


Imported May, 1897 (countries not received ), 30,285,831 pounds, $695,121. 
WORTHINGTON C. FORD, 
Chief of Bureau, 
“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Bureau of Statistics, June 10, 1897. 
Hon. Jonn H. Grar, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I wish to make a very few obser- 
vations with reference to the pending sugar schedule, and will re- 
fer especially to the attitude of the other side of the Chamber 
upon this interesting matter. 

Preliminarily, however, I will submit and have printed as a part 
of my remarks a comptitation made by General Appraiser Shar- 
retts, a highly skilled and reliable expert and Government official, 
with reference to the protection given by the present law, the 
House bill, the original Senate bill, and the Senate committee 
amendment or caucus amendment of June 8. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


The appraising department at the port of New York to-day (June 9) reports 
that the value of German granulated sugar, first marks, which is the kind 
imported, is 8s, 74. per hundredweight. or $2.39 per hundred pounds. The 
value of the sugar testing 89 degrees, from the Ist of January to the present 
time, has fluctuated between §1.81 and $1.97 per hundredweight. The present 
value is $1.88 to $1.90. 

It is further reported that little or no sugar testing less than 87 degrees is 
manufactured into granulated sugar, for the reason that the additional ex. 

nse of using low-grade sugar for that purpose makes it unprofitable to 

0 80, 

For the puapenes of a comparison, we shall confine ourselves to the raw 
sugar fonting degrees by the p polarons. and granulated sugar, which are 
the only kinds of sugar owt . The Treasury Department in a published 
circular has estimated that it takes 120.54 pounds of raw paar testing 89 de- 

»*s to make 100 pounds of granulated. e shall accept this as the of 


calculation also. 
The comparison of the present law, the House bill (No.379), the Senate 
amendments thereto, and the amendments offered in the Senate yesterday 


(June 8) shows the following results, namely: 


PRESENT LAW. 
Value of 120.54 pounds of raw sugar required to make 100 pounds of 
granulated sugar 
Duty on the same at 40 per cent ad valorem 


Value of 
ulated 


Value of 100 pounds of German granulated sugar 
Duty on the same at 40 per cent ad valorem 


Value of the same, duty paid 
Add for purposes of comparison (German bounty) 


. 
\ 


Deduct value of raw sugar..................--.. lai a heii dan et 


HOUSE BILL. 
Value, raw, of sugar required to make 100 pounds of granulated sugar, 


German sugar, granulated 
Deduct the value of the raw sugar 


Difference 
Add German bounty 


ORIGINAL SENATE AMENDMENT. 


unds of sugar, 89 degrees 1 
pounds of raw sugar necessary to make 100 pounds of . 


granulated 
Duty at 79 plus tro one-hundredths on 120.54 pounds.......... 


Ad valorem duty on 2.29, at 35 per cent 


Value of 100 
alue of 120. 


Value of the 120.54 pounds of raw required.............-.++.-----+ 4. 6679 
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GRANULATED FIRST MARKS. 
Vanes OF 100 HOUR isinse cv cusiscnsesesnadcawencsecceecsatnceseccesse. 
BE UD kneocudenndhedsccnnineeuinen apommipaebansénnedudencscc...0i, 16 
Duty at 35 per cent ad valorem on $2.30 


Value of 109 pounds of ulated sugar, dut: 
Value of raw sugar, duty paid, required to S 


5904 
Nore.—Granulated sugar is not made from sugar testing less than 87 de- 
grees. 


AMENDMENTS OF JUNE 8. 


Value of 100 ponnte of 80-degree sugar. ........-.-.-................ 
Value of 120.54 pounds uired to make 100 —— of 

Duty on same at $1 plus one-hundredths above jegrees.....__. 
Papen of oe some, < - ee Senet eeseressesern=oa--------- 
alue o nds of German u PE ekGtiiies voscan «- > 
Duty on the ea at $1.95 = _ 


Value of the same, duty paid.............-....-..2-2.-.-.-.-.--..... 143, 
Value of raw, 120.54, necessary to make the same 


NN eee et enecceeeee o 
Brought forward (protection) ....................---.----.--.----- ve 
Add German bounty 


EEE eh Ee f 
RECAPITULATION. 


Protection under the present law, with 38.33 (German bounty) added 


for purposes of comparison r100 pounds... .49 
Protection under House bill e ™ 1 ; . . 5588 


Protection under original Senate amendments 5a 
Protection under Senate committee amendments of June 8 6333 

Mr. WHITE. The conclusion thus reached is that the present 
committee amendment, the caucts amendment, or the reformed 
amendment is higher than the original Senate amendment, that 
that in turn is mod than the House bill, and that that in turn is 
higher than the Wilson Act. So we are climbing up. Thus has 
the trust a — by changes made. 

Mr. ALLISON. o not wish to interrupt the Senator from 
California, but the figures given on the other side seem to differ on 
this question. The table which was put in by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] yesterday shows that the caucus schedule, 
which seems to be the designation of the matter now before us, is 
a shade less than the schedule as a from the Com- 
mittee on Finance. The Senator from Missouri vouched for the 
accuracy of this gentleman as to the making of the figures. I 
merely wish to note that there seems to be a difference. 

Mr. WHITE. I think an inspection of the table submitted by 
the Senator from Missouri will show that as to the sugars mainly 
imported there is a difference in favor of the caucus amendment. 
However, if there is any preponderance the other way, it is excee |- 


ingly _ 

P, ident, I do not claim to be an expert as to sugar differ- 
entials. I have observed that there is some variance ih the com- 
putations made by all of the experts. I have not yet observed 
any two expert calculations on this problem which agree abso- 
lutely. I might refer to the leading authority of the Senate, for 
such | consider the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to 
be. I believe he is more familiar with these matters than either 
or any of his colleagues. He is authority on all tariff affairs. 

He stated in effect that the Senate as then reported by his 
committee contained less protection than the House bill or the 
Wilson bill, and yet. after authoritative statement the House 
bill was adopted by the Republican Senatorial caucus and its pro- 
tective features increased as to the higher grades of sugar, which 
alone are extensively im Hence, if the cme eee of the 
meno al from wees ne correct, the Soouseet ts ot ee be 
voted on, except as to very low precrenes m , is all in favor 
of the] r differential, to wit, in favorofthetrust. The trust has 
eee y each and all amendments and changes made by the 

ublican ority. 

ere is ano point that we must keep in mind. Undoubt- 
edly it is necessary to raise a | amount of revenue; but we 
must remember that the effect of bill and of this particular 
item will be the imposition of an immense tax upon the American 
people. I believe sugar to be a proper subject for a revenue im- 
position, but I notice an entire c of view on the other side 
of the Chamber as contrasted with sentiment expressed elo- 
Gane — often in this Chamber during the consideration of the 


As far as that measure is concerned, no one, I believe, will ques- 
tion that its provisions are less ivethan the proposal before 
us. German refined sugar, it is conceded, is to be taken at °.'. 
An ad valorem of 40 cent means ninety-two one-hundredths. 
Then we add th for the tax on (one hundred and 
twenty-five one-thousandths) ; also the countervailing duty of one- 
tenth, and we have $3.445 per hundred pounds as the cost of Ger- 
man refined sugar coming into this country, duty paid, under the 












bill—the nt law. It is well to keep these 

Taking the present bill, we have $2.30, the same 
value of the German refined. Then the caucus amendment gives 
95 as the duty on refined. The meres Say is three 
undred and ty-three one-thousandths, which brings the duty- 

d cost up to $4.633, a difference of $1.188 as between the Wilson 

1 and the proposed caucus amendment, the latter containing the 
" mn other words, sugar will cost $1.188 more under this bill than 
under the tlaw, to wit, the Wilson Act. If it be true, as re- 

ted by the Agricultural ee of the United States, that 
Phe per capita consumption of last year was 62.6 pounds (less by 
nearly 4 pounds than the previous year’s consumption), and if it 
be also true that we have 75,000,000 people within the limits of the 
United States, it is easy to ascertain the immense burden which 
the pro legislation necessarily imposes upon the public, a 
burden to some extent required for essential revenue, but the im- 

ition of which is absolutely inconsistent with the position which 
Pe | Senators on the other side of the Chamber occupied in 1894. 

{ have looked over several of the eloquent hes made during 
the of that debate, and I have been, 1 must say, somewhat 
a ed. I will make limited extracts from the suggestions of 
Senators, some of whom are not in the Chamber at this time, but 
they are entitled to be here. Perhaps the remarks which | design 
quoting are familiar to these distinguished legislators; if not, a 
veronel of the citations will refresh the enn, 

My 4 ed friend from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], a mem- 
ber of the F Committee, made the following remark during 
the consideration of the Wilson bill while speaking of the sugar 
schedule. 


He said: 
It is clothed in that it requires an expert to determine, but it was 
_ sufficient to put up price of common sugar stock in New York $15 a ehare. 
Mr. President, when I noticed in the newspapers of yesterday 
(my attention ha been attracted to the fact by people who are 
better posted in stock matters than myself) that the introduction 
into this Chamber of the caucus-reform amendment forced up 
sugar quotations several points, and when I heard every Senator 
in private conversation and in public statement concede that of 
all tariff schedules this is the most technical and difficult to 
understand, and when I know that no one has denied or wi!l deny 
that a schedule is peculiar when honest, intelligent gentlemen, 
a in the business, are unable to reach coinciding results, I 
felt that the of the Senator from Connecticut in criticism 
of the Wilson 
proceeded: 








ought to be read as a comment on this bill. He 


enough to prevent the introduction of refined sugar into this country, 
and anybody who has studied this matter knows it, whether he be Senator 


or whether he be speculator in Wall street in sugar-trust stock. 


I quote from the CoNGRESSIONAL REcORD, page 4706, volume 
26, part 5, May 14, 1894, The same Senator continued on the same 
page: 


The bill has been changed, increasing the proposed duty upon refined sugar 
cinoly became it could not be passed unless that concession was made to the 
sugar 





Now, is it not a — coincidence, is it not startling, that 
these strictures lev: at that bill at that time can be truly ut- 
tered with reference to this bill at thistime? When reading at the 
a ae the language which I have quoted a person not 

iar with the circumstances would assume that the criticism 
was justly made during the present debate. 

Mr. we know that the Republican party was in 1890 
and 1894 committed to a bounty on sugar. During the consid- 
of the Wilson bill, day by day, it was dinned into the pub- 
of this country that the only true method of bringing 
& correct solution of this entire tariff subject regarding 
, and the only way to build up the sugar industry, was to 

a bounty. Sieeaghout the consideration of that bill, from 
the debate until it concluded, we were informed by 

on the other side of the Chamber that a tax on sugar 
an 


me certain excerpts from our brethren of the opposi- 
. then speaking the Republican language of the day, which, 
however, for reasons unknown to me, has become a lost tongue. 
The Senator from New Hampshire (Mr. GALLINGER] said: 

The advantage which the new tariff act— 

It was the McKinley Act of which he then spoke— 


i 


fefftHll 


i ecccencce cocece , 000, 
Amount paid for bounties............... SE TNR SER +P O00. OO 
saved to the people the new reciprocity trea 

ea Deb nidnainwes abedee « = ibdibeeteddccdases ’ reamed 61,000, 000 


Record, page 4972, volume 26, part 5, May 19, 1894.) 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Sherman], now the distin- 
of State, elaborated this subject, and he 


upon . 
that it was absolute! to give 
tothe refiners; thatenysllowance made tothe an 
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ers was not only injudicious, but was a contribution to the most 
—, monopoly of the day. During the entire course of that 
debate it was charged that we were under the influence of the 
trust, and that the ad valorem tariff of 40 per cent was placed in 
the bill especially for the benefit of that institution—so loyal to 
Democracy’s opponents. Yet, Mr. President, these very Senators 
are here to-day ready to vote for a differential greater than that 
which they then denounced in unsparing terms and which they 
even insinuated. challenged the honesty of the men who sup- 
ported it. 

But I am told that this is ancient literature. It is not so very 
old. It is new enough to be important and instructive. 

The distinguished Senator from New Hampshire {[Mr. Cuanp- 
LER], who, I regret, is not in his seat, commented upon the sit- 
uation thus: 

I wish again to show (1) that duties on sugar have failed to develop the 
home industry, becauss cane sugar can not possibly be supplied in quantities 
to meet more than one-.ifth of the American consumption; (2) that under the 
bounty system the growth of the cane-sugar and the beet industry is rapidly 
increasing our home production, and (3) that the abolition of the bounty and 
the return to the duty system, the duty to be 40 per cent ad valorem and one- 
eighth of a cent a pound in addition on refined sugar, will tend to check the 
American production of sugar and tostop the growth of the beet-suvar indus- 
try, while unnecessarily taxing the American consumers over $60,000,000 an- 
nually, and enriching the monopoly known as the sugar trust by devices which 
will enrich its owners nearly $75,000,000 profits during the next year and per- 
manently fasten the trust upon the households of America at a cost of $70),000,- 
000, one-half of which will go as an unfair profit to the trust and the other 
half into the Treasury as a tax, not needed, upon one of the necessarjes of 
life.—Congressional Record, page 5719, volume 26, part 6, June 4, 1804 

This speech surely could not be made upon that side of the 
Chamber now, for our Republican friends tender us a direct propo- 
sition to impose the tax which they formerly repudiated. They 
now threaten to inflict it in a more obnoxious form and to an ex- 
agzerated extent. 

The “‘American breakfast table” was a source of great solicitude 
on the other side of the Chamber during that debaie. We were 
told that the poor man was entitled to have his sugar without any 
tariff mixture. Untaxed sugar was something that the Repub- 
lican party guaranteed to every American consumer. 

He must have sugar, and he must have it free from tax. Yet, 
Mr. President, the same distinguished gentlemen, I repeat, who 
at that time so roundly denounced the Democracy in this Cham- 
ber because of the imposition of a small sugar tariff are here to-day 
levying a greater tax, as the result of all their experience and in 
the face of their own advertised promises and record. Even the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], whom we all know to be an 
extremely conservative man and an able Senator, made this 
remark: 

Mr. President, if I had my way, I should strike from this bill every vestige 
which provides a duty upon sugar, and I would .continue the bounty as we 
are bound under our contract until 1905 by a moral obligation which is as 
binding on the United States as any contract that I may make can be binding 
upon me. And if additional revenue is required, I would look around among 
the luxuries that are consumed by our people and find that revenue 
gressional Record, page 5708, volume 26, part 6, June 6, 1894. 

Something was said recently, Mr. President, regarding a sup- 
posed contract with sugar producers underthe bounty law. Ithink 
that my friend the Senator from Iowa |Mr. Gear}, in an inter- 
rogative way, remarked that that contract was binding, and that 
we did not do our duty when we ignored it. I say to him and his 
associates, here is your golden opportunity. You affirm that there 
was a contract so binding upon your consciences that it was with 
the greatest difficulty that you remained in your seats and saw it 
repudiated. The unfortunate expectant beneficiaries of that 
moral obligation stand outside of this Chamber. They can be 
found in various parts of the United States suffering by reason of 
the nonperformance of this obligation. Why do you not restore 
to them that which the Democracy sought to take away? Why 
do you not stand by the agreement thus violated? Why do you 
continue to repudiate it? 

Mr. GEAR. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that, in 
my opinion, it should be paid now, as I said in 1894. If I hadmy 
way, I would permit the bounty to go on. The reason that we 
have resorted to these taxes on sugar is owing to the manner in 
which the Democratic party, of which the Senator is a member, 
administered the affairs of the Government for four years and 
caused the diminution of the revenue $200,000,000. So, under pres- 
ent conditions, wecan not do otherwise than impose a tax on sugar. 

Mr. WHITE. I understand, Mr. President, that there has been 
a Republican caucus; the newspapers have announced that there 
has been a caucus, and the statement the Senator from lowa has 
just madeis corroborative of another proposition—that that caucus 
ound its members to sacrifice their judgment and to vote accord- 
“— rogramme upon this floor. 

. GEAR. I did not say that I sacrificed my individual judg- 
ment. Iam just simply accepting the condition of affairs brought 
about by a Democratic administration of the national finances, 
which has caused this great deficit and which makes it necessary 
— tax should be levied. The Senator knows that as well as 


Con- 
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Mr. WHITE. I trust the Senator will not leave the Chamber. 

Mr. GEAR. Iam not going to leave the Chamber. 

Mr. WHITE, It is a notorious fact that the McKinley law was 
not as good a producer of revenue as the Wilson law, and that 
fact is proven by the statement of the Treasury Department, show- 
ing that in the last fiscal year of the McKinley law it yielded less 
revenue, the times being bad, than the first year of the Wilson 
law, the times being equally bad. 

Mr. GEAR. That was owing to the fact that the Democratic 
party had come into power and announced its declaration of free 
trade or low tariff; and with that threat hanging over the people, 
of course the revenues fell off. 

Mr.WHITE. But the statement made before the last Presiden- 
tial election was that prosperity would come to us on the advent 
of the Republican party to power. The Senator from Iowa and 
all other eloquent and able champions of aw moved about 
the United States and absolutely seduced, by reason of their 

rsuasive eloquence induced, the American peopie to believe 
aed peonpeety would immediately follow the election of Mr. 

cKinley. 

Mr. GEAR. I hope the Senator will possess his soul in pa- 
tience, and that his party will do the same. 

Mr. WHITE. My soul is being possessed in patience. 

Mr. GEAR. The nt Administration has only very recently 
come into power, and it has not yet had an opportunity to legis- 
late. It is endeavoring to legislate and will legislate, God willing, 
in such a manner as to restore prosperity. 

Mr. MASON. Give us a vote on the bill, Mr. Senator. 

Mr. GEAR. Yes; 1 will agree to vote, and I am ready to vote 
now, a ; 8 to aa! friend — vg ot eee soe a should 

romptly le te so t pros y can ought about. 
Pr Mr. WHITE. If my friend _ Iowa will preserve his soul in 
patience, I will say that it is a poor rule that does not work both 
ways. If the triumph of the ocratic party at the polls pro- 
duced hard times because the people feared there would be unwise 
legislation, so should confidence, that great essential of rig ag 
and necessity of the hour, have followed the triumph of Re- 
ublican party. But confidence did not come; it hasnot appeared; 
f is not here. Why not? : 
The public knew and know that the party to which the distin- 
ished Senator from fowa belongs is in power; they knew and 
ow that a tariff bill is going through just as the Republican 
members of the Finance Committee construct it—everyone knows 
that—and yet with this absolute certainty before them the le 
of this country do not seem to be overburdened with confidence, 
money coffers haye not opened, industry has not awakened, en- 
terprise remains fettered, poverty stares us in the face. These 
conditions are more emphatic than ever. The looked-for panacea 
fails to act. The real er will not, in my judgment, be found 
in this or any other tariff bill. 

Mr. GE The country knew just as well as the Senator from 
California knew that the Republican party had no majority in this 
Chamber, but ew now that we have got votes enough to 
—— bill and that we are going to passit.and bring prosperity 

0 the 


le. 

Mr. Wiltte. If the Senator from Iowa will look back a little, 
he will recollect that the statement was made by him and every- 
one of his party that the mere election of the Republican - 
dates would instantly produce prosperity. Wecame to this Cham- 
ber, after the extra session was called, to enact the promised 
remedy. It was publicly proclaimed by members of the Populist 

rty and by Silver Republicans that they would interpose no ob- 

tion to the passage of the tariff bill and that some of them 
— vote for ae hentai 

t was an assu act from the very moment that this Congress 
was convened that this bill, or some bi] formulated in that foun- 
tain of creative wisdom, the RepuWlican.caucus, would be en- 
acted by the Congress of the United States; and yet we did not 
have and have not now aes: The e who were fright- 
ened because Mr. Cleveland was about to President of the 
United States and who were scared out of prosperity have not 
rushed into happy lines since. They have not, as I said before, 
become confident. They still seem to prosperity. The 
promise of the ition has not been verified. 

Now, let us alimited perusal of this literature (constructed 
by Republicans), which seems to be somewhat un ble. The 
Democratic party was censured for passing the Wilson bill upon 
the und that that measure did not uce enough revenue. 
No doubt the argument ‘‘took” and its effect. But are we to 
blame the Senators upon this side for their action when distin- 
guished Republicans 


much revenue? 
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and I inquired of some of my more enced associates whi }or 
there was not danger that we would be overcrowded with «:,.,, in 
of the United States. 

r from Maine {Mr. Haz] said during the pri..,.; 
of the debate alluded to on y 21, 1894, page 5020, vole 
ume 26, part 5, ConaressionaL REcorD: 

The Senator from Missouri shall not escape by declaring that a (\); 0 
cents a ton upon iron ores may be a revenue oom The Senator kno, st 
by the bill he has presented here, or that he and his associates hay» ;,,; 
fore this body, that all the amendmen have been put upon us, wi: 
reckoning the income tax and the tax that they lay upon sugar. the tw. ; 
increasing the House bill over re not be a deficit « 
them to resort to protective to raise a revenue, but ther. \v;\) 
beasurplus. * ® 

How could I, Cees the arts of legislation and y+ 
conversant with the intricacies of tariff computation, dow): ¢),, 
accuracy of sucha statement emanating from such asource’ }\o 
same Senator continued: 

They have got on these two one of which taxes the br.-; 
table of the American people and other of which makes it next t../ 
ulate property. * * * 

There is the breakfast table again. The supper table and +)\5 
dinner table seemed to be rather immaterial, but the poor |), 
fast table! Is ize with that breakfast table. It is forgotten 
in this bill. Itis ened now; not with untaxed sugar, but wt) 
taxes for sugar and on sugar. Itis loaded with taxation. It cro.ns 
under taxation. I assume that no one in this Chamber wi!) (.ny 
that the tariff tax is paid by the consumer in this particular (..:. 
Of course the foreigner has been in the habit of paying al! tari? 
taxes, even in cases where rates are prohibitive. Imay be pardone| 
if I deny that where there are prohibitive tariff rates the fore) ener 
ee the tax, because it is necessary to catch the foreigner |» -fore 

can be made to pay. 

But in the case of sugar there has never been any doubt that: 
the consumer does pay the tax. Again I rested cheerfully ini 
with the utmost confi upon the other side of the Cham)er. 
During the course of that thesame distinguished Sea- 
tor, already quoted, RecorD, page 3663, volume 26, part 4, 51111: 

High duty on sugar puts up the price to the consumer. 

That is t. It is correct. Then the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. RICH] made this comment, to be found on jave 
4670, volume 26, part 5 of the ConGrEssionaL Recorp, May | 


1894: " 
If it is to be the of the Democratic party and of the majority of 
the committee ee areas Len mamaeeee © $0 be decreased 


in 
for the of furnishing an excuse the duties upon neces 
saries of life like sugar, then we had better understand it at once. 


lf now we are to have a superiatively high duty upon sugar, we 
had better understand it at once. 


The following colloquy occurred. It appears on page 4914, v«!- 
— Ses Of the CONGRESSIONAL ReEoorD, May 18,1894. The 
Senator Maine (Mr. Ha.x] said: 

The duty w will be ev man, woman, and child in the 
o ty upon sugar paid by every 

That is true; there is no doubt about it. I affirm it. 
Senator from Rhode Island said 

The increase of taxation and revenue from sugar will be at least $50,(4)))'"). 

We became most thoughtful in the presence of that propositin. 
The prospect of the imposition of $50,000,000 of taxation upon tho 
American people was not cheerful. Then the Senator from Maine 
{Mr. Hae] said: 


iK- 


Then the 


upon imports which 

and to make ee for that re- 

000 to_the duties and tax 

of every man, woman, and child in the United States. Is 


; it is true of this bill; it is just as true now 
as it was then, and with this bill superlatively so—if I may .-» 
ion—in the rates 


expression duty are so much 
higher that every hundred of 


under the provisions 
of this bill will cost $1.18 or $1.20 more than it does 


une the peevaing Wien | 
I to t made by the Senator from Connecti- 


now a 
cut (Mr. PLatt], whom Lobserve in the Chamber, which [ ws! 
to read—a t to be found on 4707, vol- 


statement, 
nme 26, post , of the ConcressionaL ReEoorD, in the proce: 1- 
ings of May 14, 1894. He said: 

How are who have denounced this 
See 
the opinions of years and vote for a 


ere cautioned us that we were raising too | from V 


— / upon _ this con- 

ich obliges Genstors thee te swallow not rthe words bat 
parities liokrenwiiesd eves". 

interesting statement from the honorable Senat:r 

. MORRILL] concerning the methods of pre})a'- 

especially the schedule. It is sin- 

the and will be found 
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volume the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
in the proceedings of Apri 18, 1804: 
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that they were all fixed and determined without the votes of the Republican 
members, and even against the votes of any hesitating or divergent minority 
of Democratic members. Thus many of the most important questions may 
have been determined by the small fraction of three or four of a committee of 


eleven. 

Sad to say, these comments apply with greater force to the sit- 
uation which now surrounds us. 

1 also find the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lover} commenting graphically upon the outrages assumed to 
have been perpetrated by the Democratic majority of the Finance 


Committee upon their unfortunate brethren. On page 4350, vol- 


ume 26, 5, of the ConGREssionaL ReEcorp, in the proceed- 
ings of May 2, 1894, that Senator said: 

It must be bered that there have been practically no public hear- 
ings There have not been the opportunities to the per- 


u the 
sons aifected by it to present their views before committees in regard to its 
provisions. We heartngs have been given here. 


The able senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] added 
his significant criticism thus: 
I never before heard of a financier who made up a budget and did not have 


some of the amount he could depend u from particular 
an Record, volume 26, part 5, page Pisa. 


Well, since that day the distinguished Senator from Massachu- 
setts has heard of such a financier. There are several such finan- 
ciers. They are Republicans and can be found not far removed 
from the majority in charge of this peculiar scheme. 

It has been — 
present tariff bill which do not meet the individual approval of 
all of the Senators upon the other side; and that must be necessa- 
rily the case in the 
do not desire to criticise, and I do not for a moment criticise, the 
majority because they have kept together and have joined their 
forces in such a wonderfully cohesive manner that we have not 
been able to break through in any case, excep, in one instance, 
when, inadvertently, no doubt, we obtained a reduction, made 
upon a very small item. 

Still s an agreement can not bind the parties to improper 
legislation. But while the Wilson bill was here, Democrats quite 
pone adhered to the committee, and the distinguished Senator 

Rhode Island [Mr. nema) referred to the control exercised 

by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones], who had the floor at 
time and was conducting the debate, as we all know, together 
with the Senator from Missouri ee bor? under great difficul- 
ties. The Senator from Rhode d (Recorp, volume 26, 
case some of the Senators upon the other 


part 5, page 4823): 
side, oe = the th Sta’ break f thi 

ern ma. away from this 

ch they believa. in and not 


w 

entirely to the beeping of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas; but once a day at least. merely for a change, that they shall vote for 
amendments or w commend themselves to their judgment 

and which are in the of the people whom they represent. 
Mr. President, I am not unfeeling enough to again read this 
article and substitute the names of the distinguished Senators on 
the other side in charge of the present bill for that of the Senator 


to everyone upon the other side of the 
Chamber? It is absolutely impossible that the entire Republican 
representatio d have changed all at once and all 
same way and allin aday. There was and is an agreement 
the sacrifice of opinions and the yielding of convictions 
ee I do not, as I have said, particularly complain; 
tI to the striking utterances made in 1894 in criticism of 
side of the Chamber with reference to matters concerning 
we have now very distinguished imitators. 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] made his opening 
ee ee bill, he remarked that the Senator 
x RICH] in the debate of 1894 had stated 
ilson bill would be $100,000,000, but 
to be entirely fair, stated that 
the income tax. Since that time 
find that the statement was 
It was as follows, and can 
. of. the CONGRESSIONAL 


If, as I it be shown. beyond the fear of contradic- 

rreeees Gils ae Scala than Oto yore by this Ei . 
. more mt in eve 

part of the aud in every paragraph to ask as to “et 


will be its effect 
upon the revenue, etc. 


And on the same page, further down, this language was used: 
And this estimate— 
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Referring to the above estimate— 
does not include the income tax. It is based upon the revenue duties alone. 
The entire discussion on the of the Recorp which 
Lhave I refer to as I before, for the purpose of 
it is not to criticise the men who framed the 
Wilson bill and it because it did not sufficient reve- 
nue, because Republican declared that it 

ae a ae Sree ¥ 


intimated that there are various features of the : 
| theories enunciated by Senators on the other side of this Chamber 


ation of all tariff bills. For my part, I | 
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would yield a greater revenue than anyone upon this side of the 
Chamber had suggested was possible. ~ 

There are many expressions kindred to those which I have been 
quoting. The unanimous expression of the minority in 184 was 
adverse to all sugar legislation and positive that the Wilson bill, 
without the income tax, would yield abundant revenue. The 
—- of base now obvious disturbs me. My faith is shaken, and 
like the masses of the American people, I do not feel the coming 
of confidence. 

First we had the House bill, then we had the Senate bill, which 
we were assured by the Senator in charge was an excellent meas 
ure, and now we have the caucus bill, which we find, as shown 
by the computations thus far introduced—and certainly such is 
the reasonable inference from the remarks of the Senator from 
Rhode Island—presents a case of maximum protection to the 
sugar trust. 

Senators on the other side of the Chamber eloquently and forci- 
bly and truthfully criticised the trust in the debate of 1804, and 
I, having entire confidence in their statements and believing that 
everything they uttered was bona fide, am now disturbed to find 
that they are legislating in favor of that oppressive creation, not 
of their imaginations, but of the corporate laws of this country 
an institution against which they powerfully inveighed at that 
time. Then they attacked the trust; now they protect it. Why 
should there be any legislation at all in favor of the refiner if the 


three years ago were well founded? 

If it be true that the sugar trust is an illegal combination—and 
it was so decided when an earlier organization made for the same 
ak by the same people sought to do business in the State of 
New York; the dissolution then decreed led to incorporation un- 
der the laws of New Jersey—if it be true that we are legislating 
for the purpose of suppressing trusts, and sometimes criticise even 
courts, perhaps without reason, because they have not been able 
to suppress the trusts, is it not singular that we should be here 
endeavoring to find a so-called fair differential to promote and ad- 
vance the very institution we profess to be desirous of blotting 
from the face of theearth? Republicans denounce the sugar trust 
as a public enemy and yet aid it to oppress. 

Mr. President, when it is our duty to directly legislate against 
trusts and combines, will the omnipotent Republican caucus per- 
mit such legislation to become an accomplished fact? Will this 
duty be done? Limaginenot. I think it will appear that the Re- 

ublican party, as it is now organized, is paying its debts to the 
institutions whose grasping propensities and inordinate demands 
were so ably dwelt upon some time ago by the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. I refer to his remarks and publica- 
tions made before the last campaign had been fully organized. It 
would seem that all the intimations which he then made with 
reference to the influence of the monopolies of the United States 
upon legislation were well founded and that the present bill is 
prepared and is being passed in satisfaction of campaign services 
and contributions. 

Again, recurring to the hope expressed by the Senator from 
Rhode Island, [ trust that many Republican Senators before 
indorsing this most improper sugar schedule will reflect seriously 
upon the situation and will ask themselves whether they can not 
atford to break away even from the ironclad caucus to which they 
have in an unguarded moment submitted their convictions. 

I do not desire to detain the Senate any further, Mr. President, 
at this time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa in be 
half of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BERRY. I think the yeas and nays were ordered on that 
amendment. If not, I intend to ask for them. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is informed that the 
yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. BERRY. Then I ask for the yeas and nays on the amend- 
ment. 

The 

Mr. 
desk. 

The Secretary. In line 22, paragraph 206, page 63, it is pro- 
posed to strike out the words ‘eight hundred and seventy-five 
one-thousandths” and insert ‘‘ ninety-five one-hundredths;” so as 
to read *‘1 cent and ninety-five one-hundredths of 1 cent per 

” 
ne. GORMAN. Mr. President, I wish to say only a few words 
before the vote is taken on the amendment. 

I un d perfectly the difficulties our friends upon the other 
side of the Chamber have encountered in the construction of this 

ar provision in relation to the tax on sugar. I do not 
intend to enter into a discussion of the details of the provision, 
except to say that I have no doubt the conditions of the Treasury 
have forced our friends on the other side to abandon their theory 
of the past eight years of a free breakfast table. They have been 


eas and nays were ordered. 
ETTIGREW. Let the amendment be stated from the 
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compelled, because of the conditions confronting them, with the 
extravagant appropriations, to levy a tax upon sugar. They have 
not been content to permit the present conditions to continue, 
with the only fair tax that can laid upon this article, an ad 
valorem duty. 

The provision as presented by the Senator from Iowa, with the 
specific duty upon all grades of sugar, is illogical, unfair, and de- 
structive to the commercial interests of the country, and it grants 
too great protection to the refiner. If it were a mere matter of 
the number of points that they permitted the refiner to have the 
benefit of, the country could possibly submit to it for the time 
being. That it gives more than double the protection allowed by 
the Wilson Act is beyond question. I think it is even greater. 
I believe the figures presented by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
J — are absolutely correct, as near as the calculation can be 
made. 

But more than that, the Senate is asked now by the action of 
the Finance Committee, resulting from the united action of Sena- 
tors on the other side, to adopt a plan of taxation which the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], in report- 
ing the bill, informed the Senate would result in the destruction 
of our trade with all the countries south of us who produce these 
low-grade sugars. Not only will you by this provision increase 
the burden upon the consumer, but all the people of our country 
who trade with the southern countries understand perfectly that 
unless we can take the low-grade sugars from Java and other 
countries our trade with those countries is absolutely gone. It 
is not large now, but we all know that it is absolutely essential 
for us to extend our markets and not to restrict them. Yet the 
proposition pending now, and which I take it will be passed by a 
majority of the Senate, does both of those things to which the 
American people will object. It increases their taxes, and in- 
creases the cost of every pound of sugar that will be consumed, 
and gives to the refiner a greater amount of profit than he is en- 
titled to. In addition, it will destroy whatever trade we have 
with the countries south of us. 

That presents a very serious condition of affairs, I submit toour 
friends on the other side, and I regret that pride of opinion and 
because of their declarations against an ad valorem tax made 
three years ago in the consideration of the then revenue bill have 
led them to the destruction of our commercial interests. What 
reason there is for it I cenfess I do not know. I have heard none 
assigned. As the order has gone forth from the caucus chamber 
that we are not to have discussion upon this question, of course 
the country can not be enlightened nor can the Senate be informed 
before it votes, We have reached a point in legislation, it ap- 
pears, under the control of our friends on the other side, where 
they seem to be afraid to come ont in the open and discuss these 
questions here or elsewhere. In the body where the bill emanated 
it was not permitted to be discussed or dissected, and by this rule 
which you have adopted we can get no information even in the 
Senate of the United States. 

But the result of this legislation is as certain, in my judgment, 
as that of the legislation of 1890, when the McKinley bill was 
passed. This is more extreme, more offensive, more destructive 
to our commercial interests than that measure was, which was 
rejected by the country; and I have no doubt that this will be re- 
jected. By this manipulation, by this change of front, the bill, 
framed as to its sugar schedule by another Y; when it came 
here was amended, not in the only fair line looking to the com- 
mercial interests of the country, but by caucus action this more 
offensive, more destructive. more unjustifiable measure is pre- 
seated, and it is now accepted apparently without a murmur and 
certainly without much criticism by the press of the country. 

Three years ago we were held up to ridicule and denunciation 
because a tax was levied (the only logieal tax that can be imposed 
upon the sugar schedule) by which tlie manufacturer had only 
one-eighth of a cent a pound protection, a measure which in its 
operations proved most fair and just. It prevented an undue 
amount of profit on the part of those en in the manufacture, 
because it opened the ports of the country for the first time to 
active o_o by the importer. It brought into the country 
and enabled the consumers to receive beet sugar to such an extent 
that it kept the ee down to a minimum and lower than was 
ever known in the history of the arr. 

As I understand it, the one condition by those who are 
in favor of reduction in taxation and as low taxation as is con- 
sistent with the condition of the country and the business inter- 
ests, is that the scale of protection shall only be sufficient to protect 
our own industries and yet open the ports and the custom-houses 
to imports from abroad wherever there is extortion. But now, 
under this schedule, that has passed away. Under this schedule 
as it is framed it will give more revenue, it is true, but it will 
pe it without regard to the interests of the eof the country. 

Se ee een take it from the 


- vich and the : 
Therefore I shall vote against this proposition. I believe it is 


Se 


unfair and destructive, and I hope that before we shall haye 
reached a conclusion on this bill our friends on the other g jo 
who began their consideration of the measure as it came {rom th, 
House evidently with the desire, while observing their protectiy 
lines, not to exclude and destroy trade, may be induced, in t)).i; 
own councils, in the interest of commerce and trade, to go back 
somewhat to the schedule, or at least to proceed upon the lines 
upon which they proposed the schedule when they first reported tie 
bill. Forever the prediction of the Senator from Rhode Island 
will stand as correct. A specific duty all the way through, begin- 
—— the low-grade sugars, will destroy this trade of ours. 

I know that the high rates of the pending bill will aid cerigip 
industries, that it will be a stimulant and will enable them to 
make greater profits outeef small wares; but I say the bill as a 
whole, and s ng of this schedule particularly, as was once 
said by a distinguished leader of the Republican party of tie bi|] 
of 1890, there is not a line or a provision of the measure as now 
constituted which will enable us to sell an additional bushe! of 
wheat or grain or oats or a pound of cotton or any other product 
of the land. The only effect that it can have will be to induce 
other countries to retaliate and to restrict our trade, whereas our 
whole time and attention should be given to increasing it. 

You can not overlook what is going on in the world. Our prod- 
ucts of the soil and of the mines are going hence in greater volume 
than has occurred at any time in the history of the land, and yet 
the prices that are brought are not much more than one-half 
what they were ten years ago. The same conditions confront 
other nations en in the trade and commerce of the world. 
The English Government, with its system of subsidies and the 
establishment of banks in the very countries whose trade you 

ropose to exclude by your action now—and you do it knowing] y— 
is making desperate efforts to get that trade. 

And now have come within the last ten years the Germans, who 
are outstripping all other nations on the face of the earth, not by 
restricting trade, but by subsidizing their steamers and placing 
them on the ocean to reach every port, and especially those in 
South America. They are educating by Government aid the 
young men who become attachés of their legations to introduce 
German manufactured articles and wares into every country with 
which they have diplomatic relations. Their steamships are su)- 
sidized to an equal extent, if not more so, than those of Great 
Britain, and they are establishing banks from Mexico down to the 

le. They have entered China aud Japan, as to which countries 

eretofore by our unwise legislation we have almost stripped our- 
selves of trade. They are reaching out to the southern countries, 
to which they send their wares and take in payment sugar and 
other crude products, which they refine at home, and thus the 
trade of these countries is going away from us. 

It is being monopolized y e Germans to such an extent that 
it threatens even the English policy, and yet now in the Senate of 
the United States, with full knowledge of all these facts known to 
all men, the Committee on Finance of the Senate, with its able and 
intelligent membership, after receiving from another coordinate 
branch of the Government a bill which they have told us officially 
would destroy what little trade we have in this commodity with 
those southern countries, under the whip of party and at the dic- 
tation of men who have been carried away by party principle, as 
they call it, for specific taxation, have not been courageous enouch 
to adhere to what they have told us is the truth, but have turned 
and destroyed this trade because of party caucus and party drill. 

We have no power to stay you. In the Senate of the United 
States you have a clear, unquestioned ority for the protection 
veers run to exclusion. You have it in your power to 
shape the details of this bill as you will. With the distress in the 
coun 
labor for honest men who are for employment, with a 
demand from the merchant and manufacturer, the laborer, and 
the farmer for a better condition of affairs, for the prosperity that 
has been promised them over and over from October last 
until now, it was not wise, it is not wise, for us to attempt to 
delay and discuss this bill as propositions of this sort should be 
discussed. It would o~ the country time to understand its 
enormity, but would delay business and delay the prosperity 
boy when you have passed this bill, and hence it is that we 

ave contented ourselves with a mere statement of the effects and 
defects of the measure as we understand them. : 

But for this condition in the ccuantry I should have been in 

y with the pending bill as was done with 

: of 1890—open it to the fullest and freest dis- 

t every line and of the measure. as 

you did with the bill of 1894, and give the country an opportunity, 

even before its postem, te understand how it is. But the 

conditions are such 

_— a different course. The ; . 

I it is, must be borne by the party which has assumed the 

reins of government and now controls every branch of the Gov- 

t. I would not have disturbed the presént law, not because 


, impoverishment oe the people, with the want of 











reasons, not because we differ in our theories of tariff 
peda but I believe, and I do not hesitate to state it, that the 

; for the party in power to do, looking alone at the pros- 

of these t people who are now prostrate, would have 

t present law to stand, while placing taxes upon 

such articles on the free list as would give from forty to forty-tive 

million dollars more to the Treasury to meet the expenditures. 
But that probably will not be. It can not be. 

The cure excuse for dealing with this question at all is that 
there has not been enough revenue to meet the expenses of the 
Government. In 1890 our friends on the other side brought forth 
a measure to reduce the revenue, known as the McKinley bill. It 
did reduce the revenue $50,000,000 per annum, and immediately 
in one item alone you increased the expenditures $50,000,000 and 
left the Treasury in a condition where it was embarrassed, and it 
was seriously embarrassed in 1893. There was not revenue enough 
under the measure. When the Wilson bill came to this body in 
1804, itcame here, asthis one has come and asall bills of which Ihave 
had any knowledge since 1861 have come, imperfect in every pro- 
yision, not carefully considered, and no account taken of the rev- 
enue as compared with the expenditures. We added $75,000,000 
to it, and yet, owing to the decision of the Supreme Court. even 
with the $75,000,000 added, there has been a deficit in the Treas- 
ury every hour since the day of its passage until now. 

| confess I would not have voted for the bill, even in the shape in 
which it passed, had I believed at that time that it would not pro- 
duce revenue enough to meet all the extravagant expenses of the 
Government, for they have reached the point of $500,000,000 per an- 
num practically, and can not for the next twoor three years be mate- 
rially reduced, although I have stood in my place on every proper 
occasion and advocated a reduction of those expenditures. It is 
possible that during the next fiscal year they may be reduced some- 
what below those of last year, but only slightly. 

Now comes this bill, which, when it reached here the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] claimed would produce a sur- 

lus of many million dollars; and yet the examination made by 
the on the Finance Committee showed conclusively 
that there would not be sufficient revenue to support the Govern- 
ment. You have undertaken to remodel it: You have under- 
taken to make it a revenue measure. I trust, Mr. President, that 
it may be a revenue measure. I trust it may produce revenue 
enough to meet the expenditures that are bound to come. But 
what a condition of affairs our friends on the other side are con- 
fronting! From the beginning of the Government until the war, 
and then after the war, the position of the Republican party, as 
that of the Democratic party. was that the revenue to support the 
Government, or the great bulk of the revenue, should come from 
tariff taxation and not from internal-revenue taxation. 

We remember to what speeches we were treated by the distin- 
guished Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISon] and others on the other 
side three years ago when, in order to produce revenue enough to 
pay theextravagant nditures which you had forced the Govern- 
ment to make by your laws, we proposed to put on temporarily an 
income tax, and now the confession comes from you—how humiliat- 
ing it must be to the older Republicans—that with your theory of 
taxation, that of raising money from imports, you by your extrava- 
oon have made it impossib’e, no matter how high you place the 

ties, to receive enough money to meet the expenditures of the 
Government. You propose to place a tax upon the man who 
takes a drink with his family on any day of the week. 
You intend to tax the poor fellow who can not drink champagne 
and who has not enough money to get a drink of whisky. You do 
because of your extravagance and because you raise the rates 

in this bill so high that you have prohibited revenue from imports- 
tions from abroad. The tobacco that he smokes or chews is to be 


of peace, thirty-odd years from the day when you first 
internal-revenue taxes to support the Government, you go 


. 


i 


back, confessing that your system is a failure, confessing that you 
have been so extravagant that it is impossible for you to support 
the Government unless you enter every household in the land and 
tax that which is produced in the man’s own country. 

So be it, Mr. President. The country will understand it. The 
country will understand perfectly that this great scheme of pros- 
perity, this great measure of relief, adds tenfold to the taxation on 

of every man of moderate means in the land, 
while there here that at‘empts to approach the ideal— 
making men pay for of the Government in proportion 
= is unequal and unjust. The 
like to inquire of the Senator from 
whether the ection to the manu- 
bill, if this amen t shall be adopted, 
that under the Wilson Act? 
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give higher protection to the sugar-refining industry than does 
the Wilson Act. 7 

Mr: BERRY. Does it give as much protection? 

Mr.STEWART. Does the Senator from lowa mean as it stands 
with the amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Asit stands now, with the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee. That is my beiief. 

Mr. President, after what has been said by the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] and other Senators this morning, I 
think it is perhaps due to this side of the Chamber, and due espe- 
cially to those who have been in a sense responsible for this sched- 
ule, that I should say a few words respecting it. 

In the debate, so far as I have observed, upon the sugar sched- 
ule, we have been dealing with decimal figures, with cents and 
fractions of a cent, without apparently discussing what lies at 
the bottom of the sugar schedule as it lies at the bottom of other 
schedules in the bill. 

We have been taunted by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Car- 
FERY] with the bounty of 1890 and with the statement that so far 
as that portion of our country is concerned the schedule is sup- 
ported and sustained on the theory that it is a tax for revenue 
only. I wish for myself to declare in my place here in the Senate 
that if that were the only object involved in the schedule I should 
not give it my vote. I do not believe that if we were establishing 
a system of revenue providing fcr the expenditures of our Gov- 
ernment, even by means of imposts, and imposts alone, the article 
of sugar should bear the proportion of those taxes or burdens that 
are imposed by the bill. If we are to raise revenue for purposes 
of revenue only by imposts, then there should be a distribution of 
these burdens in such a way as not to lay them all upon one par- 
ticular article. 

The Senator from Louisiana called attention to the fact that 
away back in the year 1846 and prior years 30) per cent ad valorem 
upon sugar was a protection sufficient to enable the sugar planters 
of Louisiana from year to year to increase their output of sugar, and 
he argues to-day, and others argue, as though our conditions now 
are the conditions of thirty or forty years ago. 

When I was a boy, if I may be permitted to illustrate by my 
own experience, it was a rare thing for me to see sugar that ap- 
proached whiteness. Since that time all the conditions of our 
country and of the civilized world have changed. Although we 
now consume four thousand million pounds of sugar per annum 
in the United States (a per capita of consumption, I believe, only 
exceeded by the per capita of consumption in Great Britain), [ 
think it is safe to say that not one-fiftieth or one-thousandth 
part of that sugar comes upon the table of the rich or the poor, of 
the laborer and mechanic or those who have a fortune, unless it 
first is put through a process which in some form is the refining 
process. 

Therefore it is that in all the bills which have been passed 
that [ know of since the refining process became necessary to 
our own civilization we have undertaken to make a distinction 
between raw sugar as it is proiuced in the fields and refined 
sugar as it is placed upon the table. Soif you run | ack through 
all the years of the past you will see that in 1883, in 1800, in 1804, 
and in the pending bill as it comes to us from the House and as it 
is now presented by the committee amendment it is proposed to 
give a fair protection to the refining industry in our own country 
as against the retining industries in other countries. 

Now, the pending bill comes to us from the House of Repre- 
sentatives with a specific scale of duties, beginning at 75 degrees 
polariscopic test and at a rate of duty of 1 cent a pound, run- 
ning up three one-hundredths of a cent for each degree of polari- 
scopic test. Whatis the polariscopic test? My associate on the 
committee explained it somewhat the other day. It is a sample 
of the imported sugar, whether in bags, or boxes, or barrels, and 
that sample is taken into the appraiser's office and an officer, look- 
ing through the polariscope. tests the fineness of the sugar. That 
has been the commercial method of testing the fineness of sugar 
the world over for the last twenty years. 

Senators say it is difficult for us to fathom the intricacies of the 
pending schedule. It is certainly difficult for a layman, but it is 
not difficult for an expert in sugar. What does the bill, as it 
comes to us from the House, propose? It proposes that for each 
degree of this polariscopic test there shall be three one- hundredths 
of a cent added. Why is that done? Because experts have dis- 
covered, and merchants have discovered, that for each increased 
degree of polariscopic test there is an increased value in the sugar. 

am inclined to agree with the Senator from Maryland that a 
rtion of this could well be distributed by placing an ad valorem 
uty upon it; but the House of Representatives prefer a specific 
duty, and I can say without offense, I hope, to anyone that those 
who believe in the protective policy believe that it is wiser, wher- 
ever it can be done. to provide specific duties. 

In order that there might be no damage to the trade, which the 
Senator from Maryland spoke of, and which I b-lieve is a desira- 
ble trade for the people of the United States, the committee have 
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poapenst here another amendment, which will enable us, as we 
ope and believe, to continue the trade in the lower es of 
sugars that are found throughout the islands of the world. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from lowa permit me to ask 
him a question for information? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. ‘ 

Mr. GORMAN. To what extent does the Senator believe that 
the provision made as to low-grade sugars is sufficient? Does he 

, believe that it will extend evon to half the additional cost of 
transportation from Java as compared with Habana? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not prepared to say whether it will bea 
full compensation for what would be called an ad valorem duty, 
but I believe it is such a compensation as will enable us to carry 
on the trade which we are now carrying on. I have no doubt 
that the amount allowed here will be sufficient, or approxi- 
mately so. 

Now, for this duty, partially specific and partially ad valorem, 
we have substituted $1.95 per hundred pounds for $1.87} per 
hundred pounds in the bill as passed by the House. We have 
done that believing, as I believe (but I shall not take the time 
now to elucidate the tables that I have before me in great number 
to show it), that this is a less duty than is imposed by the existing 
law for the protection of refiners, if you will take out of thatduty 
the consideration of the three-eighths of a cent per pound and the 
27 cents per hundred pounds countervailing duty upon beet sugars. 

Mr, TILLMAN, r. President—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is not the three-eighths just as much 
a part of the tax as any other part of it? 

r. ALLISON. I will deal with that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. ALLISON, I do. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I merely wish toaskaquestion. The Senator 
dwells on and emphasizes the point of protection. Do I under- 
stand him to mean that he wishes to protect American capital or 
American labor? 

Mr. ALLISON. That isa generality which the Senator must 
ow how I would answer. I believe in protecting American 

:or—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. And not the capital? 

Mr. ALLISON. Against foreign labor, and American capital, 
if need be, against foreign capital. I believe in protecting Amer- 
— ey, which must necessarily include both labor and 
capital. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I merely wish to call your attention to the 
fact that, according to the statement of President Havemeyer be- 
fore the investigating committee, there are only 25.000 men all 
told engaged in the sugar-refining business, and you propose to 
give, according to his own statement, in the differential which 

ou offer and which you have increased, well, anywhere between 
aie and Stes. | million dollars a year, to be taken from the 
consumers throughout the country for the protection of 25,000 
men and the millionaires who work them. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not intend to go into a detailed discussion 
of that question with the Senator from South Carolina, but I want 
to say that all the testimony of all the past, and of all those who 
have studied this question, is that the sugars which are consumed 
in the United States will be consumed in the form of refined sugar 
and that sugar will be refined by somebody, either in the Uni 
Staies or abroad. For my part. if there are but 25,000 laborers 
and whatever capital is invested in the refining, whether it be 
done by the sugar trust or by independent refiners, I prefer that 
it shall be done in the United States of America rather than in 
Germany, Holland, or Great Britain. 

Mr. TILLMAN.” Will the Senator allow me? 

nae PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

e , 

a ALLISON. I do not intend to‘go into a discussion of this 
ect in its details, and I trust the Senator from South Carolina 


bi 
will excuse me. 
The Senator from Iowa de- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
clines to be interrupted. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly; I will not do so if the Senator in- 
sists upon not interrupted. 

Mr. ALLISON. t is the situation as respects the sugar 
schedule, Now, I wish to say a word about the policy of it. It 
is that we shall do what Europe has done; that we s establish 
the industry of = sugar in our own country, instead of 
paying $100,000.000 per annum, as we have been paying for the 

t twenty years, to other countries who are engaged in agricul- 
ture. But for that part of this policy I would follow Senators 
who would place a duty of only 40 to 45 per cent ad valorem even 
upon sugar as one of the methods of raising revenue to carry on 
' the Government. 

Weimportinto the United States now nearly 3,.500,000,000 pounds 
of s other countries, and in increasing quantities con- 
stantly from Europe from beets 


own upon land in Germany, Austria, Holland, and Belgiuy) ;),, 
f worth three or four times the land in our own country wit 
would produce, and by actual test can produce, sugar from }) 
eyually well with the countries I have named. It is for this , 
pose that I favor these provisions for a high duty upon sug... 

The Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] did me the |). ;, 
while since to quote what I said two years ago. It was the 
in 1890 to encourage the growth of the sugar industry in ou \,, 
country by paying a bounty. That policy of course fail |; 
failed, perhaps, first, by the rapid increase of the producti, ,; 
sugar in our country, requiring a large draft upon the Tri. \;. 
It failed, secondly, by the cy of the Democratic party ¢..)); 
years ago, when they decided that they would do nothing ;,, ,.,. 
courage the beet ind of our country and but little to enc yr. 
age the continuation of production of sugar from canoe. 

So, Mr. President, the schedule stands or falls, and this }...)\.y 
stands or falls, as we succeed in establishing the beet-sugar j), | \:. 
try in our country, which can be established, as shown by ©), 1). 
ical tests, in nearly half the States of the Union. 

Mr. HOAR. Itisa —— agricultural industry. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is an agricultural eee: as my frien 
from Massachusetts suggests, and a £ agricultural industry. 
It is said that it is the beet-sugar uction in Germany that |\s 
given to that country its marked prosperity for the last few \...;.. 
Can anyone tell me why it is that we should export the cori, t)\. 
meat, the pork, and the grain of Iowa to Europe, grown 1) 
fields in the interior of our own country and bearing the burden 
of t rtation to the countries of Europe which now prodice 
sugar, and then draw from them the refined su which we con- 
sume in Iowa? That is the question we are ding here. 

Of course the other question is also under consideration, «10 | 
do not minimize the im of it, and thatis that while we 
are doing this we shall so balance the scales as between all inter- 
ests as to give neither to the refiner nor to the producer an wis 
advantage. 

That is all there is in this schedule. It may be that we have iad 
the scheduie adjusted and not precisely as it ought to be, 
but it is confessedly within a fraction of all the schedules that 
have been devised in the past upon the subject, except that of 154, 
and this one is much lower than any prior schedule. 

I was asked by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] to st ite 
why this three-eighths should not be counted as a part of the \if- 
ferential duty to refiners, This ighths of a cent is only |1 
cents on a hundred to the refiners, 27 cents of whicl) is 
upon raw sugar. It is a fact, and acertain fact, as itseems toe, 
that if we do not give the three-eighths and the 27, the effect «f it 
will be that our industry, which we call the beet-sugar industry, 
and the cane-sugar industry, if you please, will be still, as it his 
been, at the mercy of the beet-sugar raisers of Europe. If we 
shall not charge this countervailing duty, then we are in no po-i- 
tion to“compete with German sugars or with the sugars of tlic 
Continent. Therefore this countervailing pos is put on now as 
it was put on in 1894 in the Wilson bill, so ed. They put on 
a countervailing duty equivalent tothe bounty at that time. The 
result was to get rid of the countervailing duty. 

Germany, Frenss, and Austria all i their bounties, so 
that the countervailing duty which the Senators on the other side 
of the Chamber put on four years ago proved unavailing to pro- 
tect our sugar industry; and eran industry would 
sphithe of ted unless we place nes ae Set we three- 

a cent per po upon sugars produced in Europe 
or in bounty-paying countries. Now, that is all there is of it. If 
Senators can show me that the countervailing duty is an injustice. 
I will deal with them in a spirit of justice as respects it. It is not 
involved now in the particular before us; but I can see 
no way of protecting our industry in this country, whether it b« 
beet or cane sugar. except by imita’ what was proposed by the 
Senators on the other side in 1894 imposing a countervailing 
mer. equa! to the bounty. : 

. JONES 


ich 
ts 
if- 


ra 


ir 


of Arkansas. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 

Does the Senator from Iowa to the Senator from Arkansas: 
ISON. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator's calculation, asI under 
stand it, is that 38.03 cents imposed on refined er is justified 
because there is 27 cents imposed on raw sugar. I confess ther: 
would have been force in that if bounty-paid raw 
sugar were the raw eae in the manufacture of refined sugar 
in this country. The will bear testimony to the fact that 


year before last there was 8 per cent of beet sugar, all told, im- 


ported into the United and that even last year 67 per cent 
the coming in nited States was centrifugal sugar, 
i m™ ado sugars, molasses sugars, and the 
sugars that came in afterwards. So thesugar actually used 
manufacture of refined sugar is not the beet sugar on which 

ut cane sugar on w bounty at all is paid. 

Of course, if there bounty paid on raw 
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eugar and no bounty paid upon refined sugar, there will be no 
ere 


ntial duty upon either raw or refined sugar by the bill. So 

that that is all there is in that question. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to ask 
him a question absolutely “~ information? 

r. ._ Certainly. 

Mr BERRY. The Senator from Iowa said to the Senator from 
Nevada that, leaving out the countervailing duty, there was no 
greater on to the refined sugar in this bill than in the Wil- 
son Act. I willask theSenator if there is any greater protection in 
his pro amendment to the House bill than there is in the 
House bill as it now stands? 

Mr. ALLISON. Possibly there may be a slight increase. I 
think there is. : 
Mr. BERRY. Ishould like to ask the Senator one other ques- 


tion. The du don 100 pounds of refined sugar imported at 
this time, ou of the countervailing duty, is about $1.04 per 
hundred Under the proposed scale it will be $1.95 on a | 


hundred pounds outside of the countervailing duties. So if the 
pill becomes a law, there will be that difference between the Wil- 
son bill and the t bill as to the amount of duty. 

Mr. ALLISON, T will say to my friend from Arkansas that 
there will be just the difference between 40 per cent ad valorem 
of the value w that sugar as under the existing law and $1.95 
a pound, Undoubtedly we are largely increasing the duty upon 
sugar. There is no doubt of it. I do not think we are quite 
doubling it, but we are running a long way toward doubling the 


Pr BERRY. ‘The & 

Mr. BERRY. Senator from Iowa stated that in 1894 every 
dollar levied on sugar—not only the imported sugar, but the do- 
mestic sugar—was paid by the consumer. Then, if the tax is 
largely increased, it seems to me that the refiners would unques- 
tionably get a — imcrease under this bill and a larger protec- 
tion by far than x would under the other. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; but the Senator from Arkansas forgets 
that the refiner must pay the duty on all the raw material that he 
puts into his refinery; and there is no doubt, I will say to the Sen- 
ator—I have no concealment to make about what I think as to the 
effect of this duty— until we can develop the beet-sugar industry 
and greatly enlarge the production of sugar from cane in our own 


country, and in that on of it in proximity to the State in which 
the Senator lives, whatever duty we place on sugar must, in the 
nature of be added to the price. 


_ BERRY. Will the Senator permit me to say one word 


Mr. BERRY. Three years ago the Senator from Iowa and other 
Senators here and denounced the sugar tax in the Wilson 


bill as and fostering an illegal trust, a trust which they 
pretense by th 


e throat, that was making imposi- 
tions upon the laboring classes of the people, a trust that 
was poms * ch. They denounced it then: and why is it, Mr. 
President, they will not join with us and take all the taxes 
off of refined and give to the refined sugar no more than the 
be t evil to this country which it has been 
y not crush it at once and forever, and say 
has acted as this has done shall not have any 
protection from the Senate of the United States? 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe it is the policy of this side of the 
as I have no doubt it is, or ought to be, that of the 
, not to transfer the refining of sugar—which is essential 
method of consumption—to Germany or Holland or Eng- 
land: and is not an opportunity given for what may be 
called a ne to the refiner, as a matter of fact that 
— be erred to other countries. Everybody knows 

Mr. GORMAN, Ishould like to say a word, if the Senator from 
The statement which has been 
to of the Senator from Rhode Island {[Mr. ALDRICH] was 

first reported to the Senate. I call at- 
own immediate constituents have a very 
trade, as have the people of the entire coun- 
— oe as ae aaa a 
on 1555, made statement in regard to the bill as 

n the House 


of Representatives: 


Rhode Island, speaking for the Repub- 
of the Committee on Finance— . . 


the specific rates upon low- e sugars test- 
a exclude them from the 


a 








total amount of these low pro- 
unimportant as compared with the total 
ed importation into the United States is ve 
the of our ee and _ merce wi 
rom the 
dies, Puerto Rien Paice 
tine Republic. are 
countries in the 
nited 


sh ian 


| 


ee 


cloth, petroleum, and other American manufactured products, the principal 
article of export in many cases being cotton goods, and these countries fur- 
nish practically the only foreign market for the export of these goods. Toex 
clade from the American market all the low-grade cane sugars from nearby 
countries, and sugars of all grades from distant countries, would confine 
American purchasers to beet sugar and to centrifugals from points nearest 
the United States, and send all other sugars to free markets, like Canada and 
England. 

I should like to have the Senator from Iowa, who represents the 
majority of the Committee on Finance on the other side of the 
Chamber, state the reasons why they have agreed to change from 
their original position and go back to specific duties, making them 
higher than they were when this comment was made upon the 
provision as it stood, and to state how this American trade can be 
protected. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee propose to compensate for the 
change from ad valorem to specific by means of the reduction of 
one-tenth of a cent a pound upon sugars testing 87 degrees and 
below. It is said by those who know about it that this will cer- 
tainly compensate for the additional cost of transportation, and 
that those who do trade with the countries which have been re- 
ferred to will continue to trade under these conditions. 

I am perfectly aware of the relatively low price of this class of 
sugars as compared with the large class of sugars used by refiners; 
but to give them compensation, it is said by those who know 
more about it than I do, that, whilst not adequate, it will enable 
them to maintain the trade, and for that purpose we have inserted 
a agg as the Senator knows, covering that class of sugars. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like very much to have a more spe- 
cific statement than that given by the Senator. My information 
is that the cost of transportation alone in sailing vessels which 
carry our product, under the present law, is more than 5 mills to 
the pound in the difference between the cost of transporting the 
Habanaand other sugars. This slight concession is not sufficient, 
and it will destroy that trade. In Baltimore, Boston, and New 
York there are large fleets of vessels, practically the only great 
sailing vessels we have, which are engaged exclusively in this 
trade; and my information from the shippers and from those who 
are interested in the business, and who are not looking at the 
rates particularly except that they may be permitted to live, is 
that it will absolutely exclude those vessels from that trade. 

Take the matter of the New England trade. It is said that 
nearly all the cotton goods, and all the other wares that go from 
New England, unfortunately now pass by rail by the Canadian 
lines and then by English steamers to China and Japan, and that 
we have nothing left for American bottoms except this trade. 
The owners of these vessels and the men who know the details of 
this business insist that, unless you adopt the provision practically 
as the Senate committee agreed to it, that trade will be gone, 
though it is at present enormous and growing. I should like to 
have the Senator's figures as to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. 1 will say to the Senator that the committee 
of the importing merchants of New York who import these 
sugars recommended to the Committee on Finance this one-tenth 
as a solution of this whole matter. 

Mr. GORMAN. But the Senator from Iowa will, I am quite 
sure, agree with me that in New York the great trade is in the 
other line of sugars, which you have thoroughly protected; but in 
the ports south of New York—Philadelphia, Baltimore, Newport 
News, and other Southern ports where the vessels come in and 
trade—is the interest that is especially affected. The great volume 
of trade in New York is in the other sugars, which are amply 
provided for. 

In view of the increase which has been made, I suggest to Sena- 
tors on the other side—I am not dealing now with the general 
question that divides us by this aisle—that they ought to at least 
furnish us, and furnish the country, with some positive evidence 
that they are not absolutely destroying the trade to which I refer. 
I know the Senator from lowa and Republican and Democratic 
Senators do not desire to do that. I believe the best judgment of 
my friend from Iowa is in accord with the suggestion I make, 
and it does seem to me that in a case so plain as this you ought to 
remodel the bill as to this tax so far as low-grade sugars are con- 
cerned. 

Mr. ALLISON. It may be that the bill would be improved by 
increasing that allowance. I do not know. 

Before I take my seat, Mr. President, I want to say a word to 
the Senator from Maryland on another topic. He has taken occa- 
sion two or three times to speak of the extravagant expenditures 
and appropriations of the Government, especially under the 
Republican party. I want to say to him nod to the Senate that 
I have analyzed that question with great care, and, as one Sena- 
tor, I will welcome any suggestion coming from the other side of 
the Chamber respecting a material reduction of our expenditures. 

The Senator from Maryland stated that we increased a single 
item $50,000,000 in 1892. That, of course, was an increase of the 
pensions of our soldiers. - I have heard of no Democrats, at least 
ua the floor of the Senate, who propose to change that law, 
although they have had an opportunity to doit. Respecting the 
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other great increases, our rivers and harbors, they are passed here 
er without the yeas and nays. Youcan hardly find Senators 
enough opposed to river and harbor bills to call for the yeas and 


nays. 

So I do not think, although some of these expenditures may be 
unnecessary, that the Senator from Maryland can g° very far in 
reducing the annual appropriations for rivers and harbors. I 
have heard him eloquentiy, and at length, proclaim the necessity 
of an enlarged and more vigorous Navy. That expenditure, [ 
presume, he would not be willing to dispense with. I do not sup- 
pose he would be willing to dispense with another necessary ex- 

nditure—that of providing our seacoast cities with fortifications. 

e have been making liberal appropriations for this purpose for 
the last few years. 

I have scanned these details, and I am sure that it is not possible 
for us to very greatly reduce these expenditures in the next few 

ears. Therefore it is that I welcome any suggestion that the 

nator from Maryland may have to make, with the hope of secur- 

ing now, what we did not secure in 1894 by means of the tariff 
bill then , a revenue sufficient to meet our expenses. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator sits down, I want to ask one 
question as to a part of his statement which goes to the country, 
and it is obvious enough,I suppose. Would not the transferring, 
as the result of an inadequate protection of the sugar-refining 
business, to other countries tend very largely to prevent the estab- 
lishment in this country of the business of raising cane and beet 
sugar for our domestic consumption? 

ir. ALLISON. There is certainly no doubtof that. The deal- 
ing with this great sugar question, from the time of its production 
to its final consumption, is an entirety; and if we are to foster and 
protect it in our country, we have got to do it with the work in our 
or. 

Mr. HOAR. I put that question to the Senator because I have 
heard it said more that once on this floor that the framers of this 
bill were indifferent to the agricultural interests of this country. 
Now, if I understand it—whether the details be right or wrong 
I am not competent to discuss, and there is no time to discuss them 
now—but if | understand the attempt of the Senator from Iowa 
and his associates, it has been to establish, encourage, and promote 
a great agricultural interest of this country, which shall be enabled 
to supply not foreign markets, but the home market, which is now 
largely possessed by other countries; and it seems to me that the 
gentleman shuts his eyes to the effort of the framers of this meas- 
ure who does not see that the struggle over this sugar scheme 
which we are making with our Democratic and our other oppo- 
nents isa struggle to establish one of the greatest, most profit- 
able, and most valuable agricultural industries that we can possibly 
get for the parpere of supplying our home market. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have failed to be understood if I did not sa 
in the beginning that but for the fact that we all believe this 
schedule will secure at an early period the production, from beets 
chiefly, of the sugar necessary for the consumption of the people 
of our country I would not support this sugar schedule. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the Senator from lowa knows 
the great respect I have for him, but three years ago, upon the 
floor of the Senate, he made this statement: 


1 pause here to call attention to the fect that the sugar schedule as it is 
now Ronee’ is in its essence neagnees tax,a tax upon every man, woman, 
and child in the United States of $1. 


He said at another time what I think the Senator from Califor- 
nia [Mr. WuiTe)} probably read a while ago: 


If I had my way, I would strike from this bill every vestige which 
vides a duty on sugar, and I would continue the bounty; * * * and if ad- 
ditional revenue is required, I would look around among the luxuries that 
are consumed by our people and find that revenue. 


To-day, Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa stands upon the 
floor of the Senate and admits that this almost doubles the duty 
which is now contained in the Wilson Jaw. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not admit it; I stated it. 

Mr. BERRY. I understood the Senator from Iowa only a few 
minutes ago to say he admitted that the bill largely increased the 
duty—almost doubled it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I said I did not admit it; I stated it. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well. Then the Senator stated that to be 
the fact. Now he proposes to double this capitation tax. He said 
also, three years ago, that this tax not only applied to foreign 
sugar, but that it a plied to the domestic sugar, and that the con- 
sumer had to pay that tax. I should like to know who gets this 
91 cents on the hundred on the domestic sugar? Does that all go 
to the cane-sugar raiser or does it go to this trust? 

One other word. It is said it is necessary to protect these refin- 
ers in order to prevent the refining business being done abroad. 
It is all over this land, it is not denied by the press or 
anyone that the ow trust have made millions of dollars 
ander the ule of 1890 and millions of dollars under the sched- 
ule of 1894; yet the Senatcr admits, if you include the counter- 
vailing duty, as it is called, that these refiners are still protected 
at least te as great or a greater extent than under the Wilson law. 


Why is that? If the sugar trust is all that the ublicans ch; 
it with being, why will they not stand here and vore with nc oar2° 
we have an opportunity to stop its influence? 

If this organization controls, as is charged, all the politics of the 
country, if it is an organization whose president swore that it had 
contributed to both political parties, an organization which ¢on. 
taminates everything it touches, an organization which has gro wy 
so erful that the a of the country says that this Senate dare 
not antagonize it, why can not we give the lie to that charge, ang 
why can we not vote here this evening to take away the protec. 
tion which is contained in this bill, and place that trust upon an 
equality with other men? If they can not make a living in the 
refining business, let them engage in some other business. By 
what system of reasoning can you say to the people of this country 
that you will double this tax upon them; that you will continua 
to give this trust the benefit of this differential by the tax on re- 
fined sugar when it has already grown rich? Why will you say 
that these men can not make a living in the refining business unless 
= — a law to help them make it? 

I think that all professions about the trust should be broucht 
to atest. I believed three years ago that there ought to have been 
no ts amgonn given in that bill for the trust. The Republicans 
said they believed it then. I believe it to-day, and now is the op- 
portunity to act. Let us see whether or not you were acting in 
good faith when ae made your professions three years ago. 

Mr. STEWART. I am in favor of the passage of this 
bill, but not for the reasons which are ordinarily assigned. It is 
not true that there is any immediate necessity for more revenue, 
There are from one hundred to one hund and thirty million 
dollars of idle money in the Treasury which — to be in circu- 
lation, and that speedily. There is an immediate necessity for 

ying that money out. We are paying 4 cent per annum 

nterest on the bonded debt, and have, with the reserve fund, 
$230,000,000 idle money in the Treasury. So I am not for the 
immediate passage of the bill because there is 7 necessity to 
raise more revenue. We donot need more taxes. e need more 
money with which to pay the taxes we already have to pay. 

I am not in favor of the passage of this bill use I anticipate 
any material relief to the country, for I do not believe that any 
tariff legislation can cure the evils which afflict the country. 1t 
is said that when a person is afflicted with a cancer, the whole sys- 
tem is out of order. There is a cancer of contraction gnawing at 
the vitals of this Republic which diseases the whole body politic. 

I hear a good deal said about trusts. Trusts are the natural con- 
sequence of falling prices, Thoseengaged in any class of business 
are as certain to unite and curtail production and manage the en- 
tire product when they are losing money as it is certain they have 
any sense whatever. That is the first resort when competition 
will destroy them on account of falling prices. They will adopt 
that course to protect themselves. That is what every manufac- 
turing industry in the country is doing, and what they will con- 
tinue to do. 

The trust, when it is formed, becomes strong; it gets the entire 
combination of manufacturers in that line in it; it allows many 
establishments to lie idle, as is done by this sugar trust. Many 
magnificent establishments are idle to-day in the sugar trust. 
Under those circumstances, while prices are continuing to fall, 
nobody else can engage in the business, for if they do ruin is in- 
evitable. So long as falling pricescontinue, the life of the trust is 
continued. Trusts in this country, as I say, are the natural out- 
growth of contraction, and always have . Nothing mukes 
competition possible but rising p Then people can go into 
new enterprises. ‘ 

Again, it is said there has been much disappointment in the 
amount of revenue raised by the various aws. Of course 
there has, and there will be. With every avenue of business 
closed, stagnation prevails everywhere. I anyone to state 
the name of any class of legitimate business a young man 
can go forth and have a reasonable certainty of making a uiving 
to-day. The ties for young men are absolutely cut off. 
The is ng for Sy al everywhere. ere are 
millions out of empl t; there is no hope before them, and 
there can never be while prices fall. 

If we had stability of prices, young men could do as they have 
done from the foundation of this Government; oe go forth 
and, with their labor and credit as honest and industrious young 
men, in business and make it pay. They could pay or the 
oa of business establishment they could build homes. 
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is a paralytic; and the higher taxes you levy the less will be your 
The Wilson law, with an honest monetary system which would 
maintain the stability of prices, would give you revenue enough. 
You can not calculate on what revenue a tariff law will produce 
on account of which has preceded it. You must calcu- 
late that your tax receipts will shrink with the shrinkage of the 
business of the country. If the 70,000,000 people in this country 
were em with unlimited resources, the taxes to carry on 
the Government would not be felt. If there were only sufficient 
business for the mass of the people, it would be impossible for 
trusts to form; otherestablishments would start, and there would 
be competition; new railroad enterprises would spring up; new 
enterprises would be inaugurated; new agricultural de- 
velopments, and new manufactories. All these things would 
follow the establishment of a proper financial system. 
This bill can not uce prosperity, though a great many peo- 
e have been ved with regard to it, and many good people 
Ee been made to believe that a tariff will bridge the difficulty. 
It can no more reach the difficulty than you could cure a broken 
leg by putting a poultice on your toe. But many people believe 
it sh, and I want them to have the bill as an object lesson. We 
all know that a readjustment of the tariff always 
fusion in business, and the first year or so it will do more harm 
than good, as almost every new tariff does. Dissatisfaction 
always springs up. We know the party in power never gained 
any popularity as the immediate result of the passage of a tariff 
bill, and Ido not want the Republican party to gain any popu- 


roduces con- 


lari , 
I ‘I not want to oo the gold standard, which means 
slavery. Ido not want to popularize robbing the ple of the 
circulating medium. Ido not want to popularize the movement 
ina ted in Great Britain and adopted by the monarchs of the 
world to unite with the money powers and contract the currency, 
take away opportunities, and destroy democracy, which they claim 
they will do and are doing. I do not want to augment the money 
power and hh the power of man. 

It is a question between the money powers and man. If you 
take away opportunities and make the people dependent upon the 
money power, you are marching on toward the Asiatic conditions: 
and now we see every day that the march goes on. Wazes are 
reduced in every town. eveland came out the other day and 
stood for a grand reduction. I do not know how much the per 
cent is, but a grand sweep, leading up to an election. It is man 
against money, and [ am in favor of liberating man. You say 
that slavery has been abolished and the world is making progress. 
Idenyit. Four million chattel slaves were liberated in this coun- 
try, but slavery —— more progress since that hour than in 

ore. 

oy upon 300,000,000 people in India have been 
fastened a hundredfo!ld, while poverty abounds and a ruthless 
Government robs the poele. Slavery in Africa has beenestab- 
edive in Egypt involved that country 
in five hundred millions of debt. Great Britain sent her army 
and navy there to collect it. She placed taskmasters over the 
tians and collects the debt. Of course the Egyptians have to 
labor under the lash to pay it, and each acre of land has to con- 
tribute from seven to eight dollars a year. It can be done by 
nothing but the most abject and cruel slavery, and this system of 

moneyed sla is marching on. 

We have heard it in Europe this very year. For the last five 
undred years Christian Europe has been protesting against the 
march of barbarism and has been protesting against the murder 
of Hoe a ee oe ge the Christians rose to assert themselves 
in Crete, the powers of Europe united to vindicate the 

of the Turk to murder Christians. When we are told by 


S 


G and others that they have murdered 100,000 Christians 
in the last few years, we find Christian Europe combined to aid 
the Turk in his claim of vested right to kill stians. We see 


It is the money power. It is the bonds which 
It is because the le of Turkey are enslaved by 


ee oe the same as the tians. It is the money 
power is out liberty in . Itis the money 
power that deprives country of its circulating medium, and 


we have a promise of prosperity, a promise of prosperity without 
pee ns money oem, a promise of prosperity without re- 
moving cancer. t them try it, and try it quickly. The 


particular schedule, I am not scared about its effect 
ee re Seen eazbew, 90 long ae 
volume circulating um isshrinking. I was opposed 
to the removal of the tariff on sugar in 1890 an the substitation 
. It was the theory then that we would 

doe potedion hero given vil her atontone dove 
ere given ve a tendency velo 

that industry, and it is very likely it will. The land upon whic 
can be raised in this country is almost without limit, We 


ee 


have enough good land suitable for beet culture to raise beets 


enough to supply the world. That industry is being developed, 
and I am anxious that a tariff shall be restored so that the industry 
may thrive. 

1 do not like to see a tariff so levied that it will unreasonabl 
foster this trust; but you can not Fill trusts so long as you culti- 
vate contraction, which is the mother of trusts. You will find 
them everywhere. You will find that your laborers have to get 
together and form trusts. Those who are left out of the trusts 
will starve. Labor unions are trusts. You can not provide for 
all unless you provide a larger volume of money. Otherwise 
every year yon must reduce your population. We are reducing 
it very rapidly. There are at least 5,000,000 willing hands who 
can not find anything to do in this country. Those 5,000,000 rep- 
resent 20,000,000 people. Those 5,000,000 are not in the market 
for money. Consequently you have taken away at least one-fifth 
of your population. They do not need money. 

here may bea great many more of them. You are taking them 
out of the market for money, and therefore reducing your popula- 
tion and the demand for money more rapidly than ever before. 
You are shrinking your industries, throwing men out of employ- 
ment, shrinking this great Republic. You are going on with this 
villainous and cruel policy, which the Repubiican party will pur- 
sue so long as it suits England. They are unaware that those who 
govern England are in this world’s combination to enslave man- 
kind. They are not aware that that is the center of the money 
power. They are not aware that the money combination of Eng- 
'ond is engaged in this wrecking business to wreck the voll, 
— are not aware of that. They do not give heed when it is told 
them. 

Mr. Gladstone told them that he would not undertake to esti- 
mate the colossal accumulations of modern obligations held in 
England; that it was too great for estimate. He suggested ten 
thousand millions, and all of them say he was far below the fact. 
He said to allow silver to be remonetized would be a gracious gift 
to the debtor world that is now compelled to payin gold. He said 
they might thank you for it, but the statesmen of England who 
consented to extend such a gracious gift to mankind would lose 
their reputations for sagacity, for shrewdness, for selfishness, and 
he repudiated the idea. 

Now we are sending a commission to Europe to treat with those 
people who havea policy of enslavement and robbery under which 
they are accumulating their millions and through which they are 
enslaving mankind and putting the lash on the back of the Egyp- 
tians; through which they are maintaining the right of the Turk 
toassassinate Christians; through which, | say, they are marching 
on and making the world march on to slavery. We are sending 
commissioners to them and asking them, if they please, for permis- 
sion to pass such laws as are authorized by our Constitution. 
There is noth ng more humiliating than sending commissions to 
Europe asking of monarchies the right to legislate in the great 
Republic of America. 

I want to see all these object lessons given to the people at once. 
I did not oppose the sending of those commissioners, because man 
honest people have been made to believe that it will do some good, 
I want them to have the object lesson. Read the English papers 
and see how they are treated there. Who backs this commission? 
Are they backed at home? Does the appointment of Gage, of Rob- 
erts. of Jordan from the inner circle of gold contraction mean 
nothing? 

Right in that connection Mr. Gage goes over to Maryland to 
the bankers’ association, and a resolution is passed (he suggested 
it, no doubt, because he and Eckels were both there) in favor of 
the gold standard first, last, and all the time. That is telegraphed 
to Europe to encourage and aid your commissioners to persuade 
Europe that this country is for bimetallism. They understand 
perfectly that the gold standard has a fast hold upon this coun- 
try, and they laugh at this proceeding and treat it as a necessity 
growing out of the platform and without a particle of honest 
intention. That is the way you are viewed there, and it is a just 


view. 
I want the pending bill to pass. I want to protect all industries 
alike. I want it to be as good a tariff bill as it can be. I want it 


to be such a tariff bill that the tariff men themselves will say it is 
a good bill, so that there can be no question about it. I want the 

ple to see that they can not have prosperity without money. 
Tose them to know that if we will not help ourselves Europe 
will not help us. I want them to know that the great Republic 
must stand for itself and by itself. I want them to know that we 
must return to the legislation of the better days of the Republic 
before we can have prosperity. The quicker this bill is passed 
the better. The “nlaing commission is on its travels. Pussies 
see what it is doing. 

Now let us see what this will do. Let them see the whole busi- 
ness. It may be that the storm will be so great. so intense, that 
it will melt the hearts of Wall street, even if it does not melt those 
of Lombard street. Wall street may relent, but whether it does 





J RRO Wi le pg ah pe See ts Gegkcine 


1678 


or not the poorte are now organized, They have a candidate in 
the field. ey have their platform. It is indorsed by 6,500,000 
men who are in earnest. It is reenforced by hund of thou- 
sands every month. It is progressive. 

Last year the organization of the silver forces was made in the 
face of the enemy. They got together nobly under those difficult 
circumstances. They showed their patriotism. Now they are or- 

nized. The enemy has made promises that it can not fulfill. 

he people will demand of you the fulfillment of those promises. 
You can not do it with this bill; yon can not do it by sending 
commissioners to Europe. You must give the people more mone 
or you must go out of power, and that ignominiously. The hand- 
writing is on the wall. You have to reorganize now in the face of 
o determined, aggressive foe, which has suffered wrongs that it 
will right; suffered wrongs under which it smarts. 

Do not fear that when the silver forces get into power they will 
retaliate. They are not in that mode of thinking. They are the 
American people. They believe in the greatest a to the great- 
est number, and will injure no one. They will furnish an ade- 
quate supply of money for the development of enterprises, and 

the mills and the mines and give employment to all, and 

rt the ship of state under full sail and full speed on the high 

road of prosperity. It is coming,and do not forget it. Anything 

we can do to facilitate its coming we are here ready to do. We 

want you to go ahead with your schemes, which we know are 

futile, and which we can prove mathematically can not work. 
eae ry! we a to facilitate their passage. 

Mr, CAFFERY r. President, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLIson] referred to me in his remarks as having charged the 
Republican party with being driven to sugar, a Democratic arti- 
cle of revenue, on which to raise sufficient money to meet their 
ideas of how much money there ought to be in the Treasury. So 
that none of us on this side should be left under the impression 
that the tariff imposed upon sugar is intended for revenue, he dis- 
claimed any purpose of that sort, and the tariff imposed in this 
schedule, he said, is proposed solely for protection. 

After depicting the great benefits to accrue to the people from 
the culture of the beet, he went on to say that the refiner of the 
United States onght to be protected. He was aided and abetted 
in that idea by the Senator from Massachusetts, who stated that 
the Republican party could not be charged with any forgetfulness 
of the interest of the agriculturist, as this tariff would stimulate 
the —— of beets and very materially advance the interests of 
the farmers in that section of the country where beets can be 
se. Nothing could more accentuate the difference between 

e Democratic and the Republican principle than the tariff upon 
sugar, the Democratic side placing it entirely on the revenue basis 
and the Republican side on the protective basis; and it was very 
carefully stated that this tariff would not have been imposed for 
the sugar-cane planter, but for the beet grower. 

Mr. ident, we have heard almost pathetic appeals for the 
American sugar-refining interest. We have been told that it 
would be a t evil if this industry should be transferred from 
the United States to some fo country, this industry which so 
largely aids the general industrial condition of the United States. 
Does the American Sugar Refining Ceeetey need any artificial 
aid in the way of legislation? Are we left in any doubt on that 

nt? Is there any inferiority in labor or in any other condition 

tween refining in the United States and refining abroad? We 
are not left in any doubt on the subject. I will read the testi- 
mony of Mr. Theodore Havemeyer before the Committee on Ways 
and Means of the House in 1880, He was asked this question by 
Mr. Tucker: 

8 of the competition between the refining interests 
and the Fells refining interests, would you be able to Soesis in eo bone 
ness market if there was perfect free in sugar? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. We would beat them. We can refine sugar here more 
cheaply than they can in England. 


This was in 1880. Again, on the 2¢a of February, 1881, the fol- 
lowing discussion ensued: \ 


Mr. Frye. In conversation with Mr. evemeves yettenday he said that the 
cme — that he had : - the Car oo would ue removed 
e low-grade sugars cou imported into this country, refined, 

oa under such cuolibiene that American refiners woul still have 
refining them and ket. I under- 


——_ ons as 
ma’ 

R of duty, and that the 

duty or may be withdrawn 


ted States on payment of the same duties as would 
been in a condition in which they 
French this morning. 


such 
uct of such refiner; y be 
or consumption in the Uni 


ve been = thereon they 
were withdrawn. The amendment I submitted to Mr. 
To that Mr. Havemeyer said: 
I spoke to Mr. FRYF yesterday in reference to the amendment which I gave 
case 


tohim. * * Thisamendment was meant only to bea saving clause in 
Chege gare pegsetity of Ce Carte > 

Mr. Mriis, How much refined sugar do you export annually? 

Mt Havannvnn. Our exports for this ‘year would probably amount to 
a 


Mr. Miuis. How much sugar do think would be able to export 
under that proposed provision? _ — 
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Mr. HAVEMEYER. The export of refined sugar would be increase, «...... 
materially. I do not see why, under free trade in sugar, we coud nots: sly 
a very large proportion of the world’s consumption. ‘Pply 


Again the question was propounded to him: 


. Have you made any money in your business in the last ten year.» 
2 ee ee ? — 


. Yes, sir. 
z Yes, sir; lots of it. I do not believe that anybody else has. 


oF a oem in - ot Ad a eens So Refining Com. 
pany ese path appeals of a company t} 
main official of which as early as 1880 testified explicitly that t io 
were not only on an equality with foreign refiners, but that (},.\ 
could =e an th —— _ when the Carlisle })jj| 
was pending, which imposed a large duty upon raw sugars. ¢}.y 
said if they could export their sugar and get a drawback equal . 
the duty, it was all they wanted. 

Mr. President, what aid in the shape of additional tariff oy ¢},. 
refined sugar can the American Sugar Refining Company as|: 9; 
this late day? Is it ble that the Senate of the United State. 
in view of this testimony, can add to the already enormous 4. 
cumulations of the American Sugar Refining Company; cay 4.\4 
to their power to place upon the erican people whatever price 
for sugar they desire, up to the ss int at least, and 
that importing point is so high that margin for them to oper- 
ate upon is very large, and results in an enormous gain to thei’ 

It has been asserted by the Senator from Iowa, and I believe by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, that great benefit to the agri. 
cultural classes would flow from the stimulus of the culture of 
beets. We heard the other day in the Senate a most eloquent 
appeal in behalf of the corn grower, the wheat grower, the oat 
grower, the raisers of small grain all through the United States, 
in behalf of an export bounty directly, not indirectly. 

The Senator from Utah . CANNON], who made that elojuent 
appeal, did not want the benefit of the farmer to be filtered through 
a benefit to the manufacturer, because he stated that the filtration 
process had never come down to the farmer; that the principle 
upon which the manufacturer was protected was to benefit the 
agricultural classes by making a larger home demand and stiiu- 
lating home production, so that the home supply would find a 
home market readier, easier, and more fitable. But he demon- 
strated the fact that the manufacturer hept all he had, and he ap- 

ed to the Senate of the United States to relieve by direct 

unty the raisers of small grain throughout the United States 

who had never enjoyed and who never will enjoy the benefit of 
protection in favor of any other class. 

Mr. President, suppose for the moment that beet culture is un- 
dertaken under the stimulus of this high tariff and that there is 
an amount of beets in the United States sufficient to supply the 
home demand forsugar. What would bethe consequence? They 
— > bres a of ae ee the — ever Ts when 

ey can up to produ eno to supply the home 
demand, and ask for more and more Soteclion. We have an ex- 
ample to-day in Germany to thateffect. Every year the agrariaus 
are beseeching the Reichstag not only for a continuance of the 
prevailing bounty, but for more and more bounty. 

Then come the time to apply the logic of Senator from 
Utah. If you have one agricultural industry in the United States 
living under a bounty, there is no reason why we should not have 
all agricultural industries protected by a . If the beet 
growers of the United States are not only to be stimulated by 
protective tariffs to make enough to supply the home de- 
mand, but continued in that business by further and larger boun- 
ties, why can not the corn grower, the wheat grower, the hop 
grower, the cotton grower, and every other culturist ask for 
ig aaa eae St Serre eee ? 

The whole principle is — It does not stand upon any legit- 
imate law of trade. This ind of Germany and of con- 
tinental E is rotten at the base. It has no rational support. 
Artificially ulated beet can not with the cane 
product, and it is a most instance, in my opinion, of 
the absolute failure of the of protection. 

We on this side believe, or most of us, that governments have 
no right either by protective tariffs or bounties to indicate to th» 
—- — pn he shall follow. We believe — eeenals 
shoul out their own They have the ability an: 
the Saidtigenes to know when  tettie for them to pursue, and 
whenever governments come in by artificial bounties, tariff pro- 
ae or paper to induce the oan to go = seeapetions 
not adapted surroundings, governments make a fata 
oe oe ad anton a that ought to be 
left to sagacity and indi ay and build up 
industries, top-heavy, without substantial bases, and surely doomed 
to destruction in the long run. 

Mr. Havemeyer, I want 
ing Com- 
Here 








refine sugar in this country with greater facility and at 

Oe oan than = = oo lace a. the ae ‘ asl 
PRESID . yeas and nays having n 
= to the amendment, the Secretary will call the 


ee BACON. I ask that the question may be stated. There 
have been a number of speeches made, and it is impossible to tell 
what is the exact status of it. — ; 

TheSECRETARY. TheCommitteeon Finance propose, on page 63, 
line 22, paragraph 206, to strike out ‘‘eight hundred and seventy- 
five one-thousandths ” and insert ‘‘ ninety-five one-hundredths ;” so 
as to make the paragraph read: 

206. S not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, tank bottoms, sirups 


of cane ju concentrated melada, concrete and concentrated mo- 

the not above 75 degrees, 1 cent per pound, and 
for every wn the polariscopic test, three one-hun- 
dredths of 1 cent per d additi and fractions of a degree in propor 
tion; and on ve No. 16 Dutch standard in color, and on all sugar 


a 
which has Sirens a process of refining, 1 cent and ninety-five one-hun- 
dred {cent per pound; molasses testing above 40 degrees and not above 
per ; testing 56 and above, 6 cents per gal- 
lon; sugar sugar sweepings be subject to duty as molas- 
ses or sugar, as the case may be, according to polariscopic test; sugars, tank 
bottoms, sirups, cane juice or beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, and 
concrete and concentrated molasses the product of any country which pays, 
directly or a bounty on the export thereof, whether imported di- 
and in as exported therefrom, or otherwise, shall pay, in 


to the rates, a duty equal to such bounty, or so much 


be in excess of any tax collected by such country upon such 


or upon the beet or cane from which it was produced: Pro- 

That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to abrogate or 

in any menser lupaly or affect the provisions of the wenty of commercial 

concl between the States and the King of the Ha- 

Islands on the 3th day of January, 1875. or the provisions of any act of 
Congress heretofore passed for the execution of the same. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HANNA (when his name was called). lam poe with the 
junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw rvs}, and withhold my vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). 
paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hater]. 
present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from yivania [Mr. Penrose}. 
ent, I should vote “‘nay.” 

Mr. FAULKNER (when Mr. Morpny’s name was called). I 
was requested by the Senator from New York {Mr. Murpuy] to 

te, in case this vote occurred in his absence, that he was tem- 

iy called out of the Senate, and is paired with the Senator 

ew Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. The Senator from New 
Ce. Morpuy] would vote “nay” if present. 

(when his name was called). I am paired 
the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLaurin}. 
were I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. (when his name was called). Did the Senator 
from Nebraska . THURSTON] vote? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THurstTon] has not voted. 

TILLMAN. Lam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 


4 


4 


I am 
If he were 


I am paired with 
If he were pres- 


¢ 


a 


Y 
Mr. 


R 
ze 


Mr i - lam paired with 
ce my Senator from Washington [Mr. TuRNER]. Not know- 
= he would vote if present, 1 withhold my vote. 

roll call was concluded. 
_ Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. I am ae the junior Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. CLarx]. were present, I should vote 


Mr. BATE. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Harris of 
cera mngorarty out of the Chamber. He is paired, 
however, with the from Vermont [Mr. Morritt]. If my 
TR: here, he would vote “ nay. 

Mr. I will transfer my pair with the junior 
[Mr. McLavrin} to the junior Sen- 
. PLatr], and vote. I vote “yea.” 


I transfer my pair with the junior Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Rawins] to the junior Senator Massachusetts 


F 
‘ 
: 
dhe 
& 
5 
| 


yt EE a Surra] has voted? 
CER. Chair is informed that he 


I withdraw my vote, being paired with that Sena- 
present, he would vote ‘‘ nay” and I should vote 


On the statement of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Til na) that the junior Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. Lopate 
rms} and, paired with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw- 
Me Peeoee wish to announce that on this vote the 
os ewes wee theSenater from 
IR (after having voted in the affirmative). I 


:e 
sh 
5 
; 
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am paired with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. Murruy], 
and therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
McLaurin] is paired with the Senator from North Carolina EM 
PRITCHARD], and that the pair of my colleague has been trans- 
ferred to the Senator from New York [Mr. PLarr}. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. .I will transfer my pair with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae} to the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER], and vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MORGAN (after having voted in the negative). I wish to 
inquire whether the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
QUAY] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
informed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I withdraw my vote. I am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania | Mr. Quay}. 

Mr. MANTLE. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia 

Mr. Martin]. I find that the Senator from South Carolina | Mr. 
eS paired with the Senator from Nebraska | Mr. Tuurs- 
TON}. e Senator from Nelaska [Mr. Tuurston] would vote 
“*yea” if present, and the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Marti] 
would vote ‘‘nay.” The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN] and myself desire to transfer our pairs, so that we may vote 


upon this proposition. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 
Mr. TILLMAN. I vote “nay.” 
Mr. MORGAN (after having voted in the negative). I transfer 


my pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania — QUAY] to the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and will allow my vote to 


He has not voted, the Chair is 


stand. 
The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 30; as follows: 
YEAS—22. 
Allison, Foraker, McBride, Proctor, 
Burrows, Ak SS McEnery, Sewell, 
Carter, Gallinger, McMillan, Shoup, 
Cullom, Hanna, Mason, Spooner, 
Davis, Hansbrough, Nelson, Stewart, 
Deboe, Hawley, Perkins, Wellington, 
Elkins, Hoar, Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Fairbanks, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, Wilson. 
NAYS—2. 
Bacon, Daniel, Mallory, Roach, 
Bate, Faulkner, Mantle, Tillman, 
Berry, Gorman, Mills, Turpie, 
Batler, Gray, Mitchell, Vest, 
Caffery, Heitfeld, Morgan, Walthall, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Pasco, White. 
Clay, Kyle, Pettigrew, 
Cockrell, Lindsay, Pettus, 
NOT VOTING—27. 
Aldrich, George, Martin, Smith, 
Allen, Hale, Morrill, Teller, 
Baker, Harris, Kans. Murphy, Thurston, 
Cannon, Harris, Tenn. Penrose, Turner, 
Chandler, Kenney, Platt, N.Y. Warren, 
Clark, Lodge, Quay, Wolcott. 
Gear, McLaurin, Rawlins, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the words ‘‘ and 
on all sugar,” after the word “color,” in line 20, page 638, para- 
graph 206. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 206, page 68, line 20, after the 
word “color,” strike out the words ‘‘and on all sugar;” so as to 
read: 

And on sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard in color which has gone 
through a process of refining, 1 cent and ninety-five one-hundredths of 1 
cent per pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was out of the Chamber for an in- 
stant when the debate closed and the Senate proceeded to vote a 
few minutes ago. I wanted an opportunity to make some reply 
to a statement made by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson} 
when he had the floor. He stated that, taking the thirty-eight one- 
hundredths of a cent tariff to countervail a bounty out, between the 
rates of the pending measure and the rates of the Wilson Act there 
was practically no difference. I wish to say that, taking the value 
of German calinel sugar which the Senator from Rhode Island 
te ALDRICH] stated as being the price of the lowest grade of 

refined sugar, counting in the thirty-eight one-hundredths 
of a cent countervailing duty, the difference in the profit to the 
refiner is 52.1 cents under the present measure and 1} under the 
present law. 

The thirty-eight one-hundredths of a cent is as much a part of 
the tariff tax imposed upon sugar as is the 1 cent on 75; that 1 
cent on the 75 polariscopic test is as much a tax as is the $1.95 a 
tax on a hundred pounds. 

No man can make a fair calculation of the amount of the tariff 
paid upon refined sugar who does not count in the two different 
elements in which the tax is levied. Upon one is $1.95 specific, 
and 38.3 countervailing duty upon the other. Each is proposed 
by the same bill; each is a provision for a direct tax to be levied 
upon the sugar when it comes into this country; and how any 
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States, to be conducted at a reasonable and moderate profit. and 
the United Tpoant of duty upon such imports is expedient, having reference 
to raising & Sw mt revenue to provide for the public expenditure; and to 

rt sucb facts in rd to the business of producing and refining sugar, 

nent whether the same isso conducted as toenable persons interested therein 
to exercise an improper control over the market; and such other facts as they 
.y consider important and pertinent tothe subject-matter of their inquiry; 
= yore than three members of said commission to belong to the same polit- 


ical party. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Massachusetts will be printed. 3 

Mr. CARTER. I submit at this time an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the pending bill, which I ask may lie on the table 

rinted. 
an oe PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, in the 
absence of objection. 3 ‘ : 

Mr. MANTLE. I submit an amendment which I intend to 
propose to the mding bill, and, as it is very short, I ask that it 
may be printed in the Recorp and that it be also printed sepa- 
rately a8 an amendment. is 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection tothe request? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. MANTLE is as 
follows: 







Amend section 23, page 212. line 8 of Senate report, by inserting after the 
word “ consumption " the following: 
* Provided further, That in respect to lead ores imported under the pro- 


visions of this section the refined metal set aside shall either be reexported 
or the lar duties paid thereon within sixty days from the date of the 
receipt of the ore.” 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was to: and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened and (at 5 o'clock and 
25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Satur- 
day, June 12, 1897, at 12 o'clock meridian. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 11, 1897. 
SUPERINTENDENT OF CHARITIES. 


Herbert W. Lewis, of Maryland, to be superintendent of chari- 
ties for the District of Columbia. 
CONSUL. 
Harold S. Van Buren, of New Jersey, to be consul of the United 
States at Nice, France. 
ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 


Michael J. Brown, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant appraiser 
of re the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania. 


Fred P. Vincent, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant appraiser of | 
awe in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania. 


DEPUTY AUDITOR FOR INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


Robert 8S. Person, of South Dakota, to be deputy auditor for 
the Interior nt. en "i 


SUPERINTENDENT OF MINT. 


Frank A. Leach, of California, to be superintendent of the mint 
of the United States at San Francisco, Cal. 


ASSAYER OF MINT. 


William M. Lynch, of Louisiana, to be assayer of the mint of 
the United States at New Orleans, La. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Medical James M. Flint, to be a medical director. 

Surg. Charles U. Gravatt, to be a medical inspector. 

P. Rotowrde ©. B. Means, to be a surgeon. 

Asst. John K. Robison, to be a passed assistant engi- 

P. A. Engineer Edgar T. Warburton, to be a chief engineer. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Mathew J. Orr, to be postmaster at Osceola, in the county of 

St. Clair and State of Missouri. a 


A. M. Chisholm, to be i , fi f 
St. aol “A —- at Hibbing, in the county o 
be postmaster at Cozad, in the county of Daw- 


to be ee at Lead, in the county of Law- 
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SENATE. 
SATURDAY, June 12, 1897. 
Prayer by Rev. Huau Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


ington. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of Albert Naylor and 157 
other citizens of Trenton, N. J., praying for the early passage of 
the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the tale 

He also presented the petition of Louis D. Culver and 27 other 
citizens of South Amboy, N. J., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation for a more rigid restriction of immigration: which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of James Sheridan and 44 other 
citizens of Newark, N. J., remonstrating against the proposed in- 
crease of the tax on beer; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS presented memorials of James D. Phelan, mayor, 
and sundry commercial organizations, insurance companies, and 
leading merchants of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against 
the abrogation of the Hawaiian treaty; which were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Healso presented petitionsof sundry citizensof Alameda County; 
of the board of directors of the Chamber of Commerce of Sacra- 
mento; of the board of supervisors of Colusa County and Yuba 
County, and of sundry other county organizations, all in the State 
of California, praying for the abrogation of the Hawaiian treaty; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry merchants of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., praying that further appropriations for the purchase 
of seeds for free distribution in the United States be discontinued; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of San Francisco, 
Cal., praying for the enactment of protective-tariff legislation, at 
the earliest possible date, which will adequately secure American 
industrial products against the competition of foreign labor: 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cole- 
brook, N. H., praying for the early enactment of a protective-tariff 
law: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of Local Union No. 131, Jour- 
neymen Tailors’ Union of America, of Pittsburg. Pa., praying for 
the adoption of clause No. 666 of the pending tariff bill, relating 
to the free imports of wearing apparel. etc., as passed by the House 
of Representatives; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Frederick W. Ely 
and 44 other citizens of Greenville. N. H., praying for the early 
enactment of a protective-tariff law; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a memorial of the Tobacco Board of 
Trade of Raleigh, N. C., remonstrating against the proposed in- 
crease of 2 cents in the revenue tax on mannfactured tobacco; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

LALEIGH, N.C., June 5, 1897. 

DEAR Stn: Whereas the proposed 2-cent increase of revenue tax on manu- 
factured tobacco would, in our judgment. operate simply as an additional 
burden upon the manufacturers, the effect of which would be to further de- 
press and lower the price paid the grower without bringing in any more 
revenue: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Raleigh Tobacco Board of Trade, That we hereby ent 


er our 
united and earnest protest against said 2 cents increase, or any other in 
crease of the revenue on manufactured tobacco, and that we believe said 
increase of 2 cents, or any increase or change, would be greatly inimical to 
the interests of the tobacco business generally, especially the growers of to- 


bacco, upon whom the loss would inevitably fal! 

Resolved, second, That copies of these resolutions be at once mailed to our 
Senators at Washington. 

E. L. 

E. W 


FLEMING, President 

THOMASON, Secretar y 

Hon. MARTON BUTLER, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. ELKINS presented sundry petitions of citizens of Bayard, 
Morris, and Wheeling. all in the State of West Virginia, and a 
petition of sundry citizens of Littleton, Va., praying for the early 
passage of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie onthe 
table. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the memorial of John F. Moran and 
74 other citizens of Danbury, Conn., remonstrating against the 
proposed increase of the tax upon beer; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Worcester Bleach and 
Dye Works Company, of Worcester, Mass., praying for 
actment of protective-tariff legislation, at the earliest possib 
which will adequately secure American industrial pr 
against the competition of foreign labor; which 
lie on the table. 


the en- 
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Mr. MURPHY presented petitions of Thomas H. Smith, of 
Jamestown; of sundry citizens of New York City, and of 104 
citizens of Brooklyn, all in the State of New York, praying for 
the early passage of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. SMITH presented memorials of 1,406 citizens of Newark, 
of 855 citizens of Newark, of 570 citizens of Hudson County, and 
of 1,400 citizens, all in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating 
against the proposed increase of the tax on beer; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Camden, East 
Orange, Gloucester City, Hamburg, Harrison, Jersey City, Little 
Falls, Madison, Newark, Asbury Park, Barnegat, Glassboro, Mill- 
stone, Milltown, Elizabeth, Pennsville, Rockaway, Sergeantsville, 
and Waretown, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the 
enactment of legislation restricting immigration; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 2128) for the relief of John 
O’Keane, of the State of Washington; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2129) granting an increase of 

ion to Josiah D. Fye, of Aurora, Nebr.; which was read 
wice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2130) granting a pension to 
Thomas 8. Hancox; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: 

a = (S. 2181) granting an honorable discharge to George A. 
niels; 

A bill (S. 2182) to correct the military record of Edwin T. 
Leach; and 
a bill (S, 2133) to remove the charge of desertion against Henry 

Snow. 

Mr. WELLINGTON introduced a bill (S. 2134) for the relief 
of ©. Wright Geddes, late a first assistant ineer in the United 
States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
omar poper. referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 2135) granting a pension 
to Michael Curtin, of Phillips Station, Nebr.; which was read 
twice by its title, and ref to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 2136) granting a pension to J. L. 
McGee, of Beatrice, Nebr.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2137) to amend section 993 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States for the District of Colum- 
bia, so as to make the 12th day of eg a holiday within said 
District; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 


AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and to encourage che industries of the United States; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 

RETURN OF PAPERS TO JOHN DOLAN. 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 
That the Secretary of the Senate 
Dolan, of Washington, D. C., all 
have been introduced for his and upon 
been made: Dolan 


: Provided, That said John 
the Senate a copy of all papers withdrawn. 


DIFFERENCES IN RANK. 


Mr. ALLEN. I submit the resolutions which I send to the desk 
and ask that they be read and lie oni the table subject to call. At 
a future time I shall ask leave t6 address the Senate upon the 
resolutions. - 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Merged, Shee the tien eal made in granting. yenaees by 

volunteer army and navy and those of enlisted men, sailors, and marines 
American and should be abandoned, and that hereafter all 


should be k 
ne at the, vecoload: Thee in rank between citizens of the 


United States when ser as officers and enlisted men, sailors, 

in Yailitary and naval forces cease by the laws of this country w such 
return to pri life and take ve stations in society, 

and that thereafter no in rank can or exist between 


Mr. GALLINGER. Do I understand the Senator from Ne- 
—— to request that the resolutions lie upon the table for future 


Mr. ALLEN. I desire to have the resolutions printed and lie on 
the table subject to call. Within the course of a few days I shall 


side of the 
ask the indulgence of the Senate to submit some remarks in their | make the distinct 


. GALLINGER. There can be no objection, I will suggest, 


to the course uested by the Senator from Nebraska. | we 

that the resolutions may not be called up in my absence}... \ 
I shall probably want to make a motion to refer them to th. (... 
mittee on Pensions. It is an important matter, and it ou.),; ;,,).. 


considered by some committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. I shall endeavor to accommodate the <..,,;, 
from New Hampshire, It occurs to me, however, that th. -... : 
lutions announce a doctrine so plain and so uneqnivoc:) :),.., 
does not sages the wisdom of the Committee on Pensj.,,.. «. 
determine whether they shall be adopted. There has bee), , 4). 
tinction, an invidious and a cruel distinction, enforced ani) po... 
nized in this Chamber during the four years I have beer, }).;.. nd 
I want to put the Senate upon record, if I can, either in /a\.. . 
or against the resolutions, I do not want to have them }yur\..; 
out of sight by the mysterious process employed here to <tr),..), 
unpleasant resolutions, putting them im a committee and ney. 


reporuas t 
. GALLINGER. I will add only a word. The Commitics 
on Pensions at the present time has about 900 bills of every «». 
ceivable kind before it for consideration. Many of them are un. 
just bills. Some, I apprehend, introduced by the Senator fro.) 

ebraska will not receive the favorable consideration of ;),, 
committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. Not because we not just, however. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, per not, in the opinion of the 
Senator from Nebraska. I do not think that the Senate wil! fo.) 
at this early period in the Congress, like instructing the Commi: 
tee on Pensions as to their procedure in the consideration «f those 
bills. At any rate, I am willing that the matter shall come y) 
for discussion, and perhaps the tor from Nebraska and | may 
be in full concurrence when we come to hear the arguments. ~ 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be printed and 
lie on the table. _ 

Mr. ALLEN. Subject to call. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Subject to the call of the Senator 
from Nebraska. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate as 


a part of the morning business the resolution submitted yesterday 
by the Senator from [Mr. Harris] 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. Since I introduced the resolution 

rday I have ascertained that the information embrace: in the 


ast paragraph was called foron the25th of May. I therefore desire 
to strike out lines 20, 21, 22, and 23, and have the resolution re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, which wil! meet, I 
understand, on Monday. 

The VICE. PRESIDEN T. The modification suggested by the 
Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The Secretary. Strikeout the last paragraph of the reso\ution 


in the following words: 

And the President is hereby requested to inform the Senate what action, 
if any, has been taken under provisions of this law to protect the interests 
of the United States. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so moilifed. 
The question is on the motion of the Senator from Kansas to refer 
the resolution to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON, I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States, the pending question being on the amend- 


ment by Mr. Jones of Arkansas, in pa aph 206, page 
63, line 20, after the word “ color,” to strike out words “and 
on all sugar;” so as to read: 


‘And on sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard in color which has gone through 


a process of , 1 cent and ninety-five one-hundredths of | cent per 
Mr. VEST. Mr. es I listened very attentively yesterday 
to my friend from Towa [Mr. ALLIson] who has charge of tle 
bill on the part of the. of the Finance Committee. | wis 
exceedingly anxious to hear his construction of the schedule that 
is now p We endeavored upon this side of the Cham/er 
to make a distinct, clear, tic announcement based upon the 
reports of the best experts could be reached as to the effect 
of the change now by the ‘of the committee. 


to Senator from lows, 
and his party, to state 
construction of the — 
e 


It seems to me, with great 
that it was due to the Senate, to 
clearly and emphaticall 

Senate in 
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are now making 21 per cent net upon their watered 
and we challenge the legislation that gives to 
enormous increase that we have shown to exist 
i bill. 
in hat is the reply of my friend from Iowa in charge of the bill 
and representing the majority of the Committee on Finance and 
ibly the majority in the Senate? As I understand him (and 
PT do him injustice, I — he will correct me now), his state- 
ment was that he believed there was an increase upon this protec- 
tion if the 38.3 cents of discriminating duty put on in the shape of 
export bounties by Germany was ineluded in the estimate, but 
leaving that out, there was no increase. Not for one single instant 
did the Senator from Iowa undertake to tell us in a discussion of 
the what he believed was the exact mathematical effect of 
this increase if the 38.3 cents was included. And by what sort 
of legerdemain (I use the word in no offensive sense) does the Sen- 
ator exclude that 38.3 cents? He ht just as well, as my friend 
from Arkansas said yesterday, include the 1.95 upon the refined 
sugar. The law puts that 33.3 cents into the estimate, and how 
does he get it out? ¥ 

Mr. President, it seems to me so plain that this increase has been 
made and has not been answered that it is an insult to the intelli- 
gence of anyone to continue that discussion. I repeat now, in 
order that there may be no sort of mistake about it, and I chal- 
lenge criticism of the table. that there has been an increase be- 
tween what was known as the Aldrich amendment and the pend- 
ing bill upom 96-degree sugar by the polariscopic test of 5 points, 
or 5 cents. 

Ihave here before me the protection given by each one of the 
four measures, the Wilson Act, the Dingley bill, the Senate com- 
mittee’s bill, and the proposed caucus amendment. The caucus 

is higher than any other in its protection. Upon the 
96-degree sugar, which the Senator from Iowa will 
admit and all admit to be the test sugur, it gives an in- 
crease of 5 points over the Aldrich amendment, a large increase 
over the bill, and an increase from 34 cents protection on 
the 100 under the Wilson Act to sixty-six and a fraction 
under the caucus amendment which is now pending before the 


Senate. 

How is this arrived at? I challenge investigation in regard to 
We accept, as a matter of course, as the basis of this calcula- 
the prices _ by the Senator from Rhode Island. It is 
, legitimate, , in answering his proposition, to take his 
y neither he nor his friends ought to complain 
I believe those prices are too low, but for the sake of 
and in all candor and fairness I assume them to be cor- 
, for instance, given by Mr. ALpRicu of 
i test, and it is 2.6 cents per pound. Upon 
68. Adding to that the cost of the sugar itself, 
cost, duty paid, per pound of sugar at 96 de- 

cents. 
takes 107.47 pounds of that polariscopic degree of sugar 
refined sugar. That is according to the 
official statements of the Government published to instruct the 
custom-house officers as to drawback upon the different degrees ac- 
to the . Multiplying the amount which I have 
the and cost of thesugar, by the 107 pounds nec- 
ds of refined, and we have the whole cost 
that is subtracted from the cost of the refined 
leave the differential and the Ph oor ga at sixty- 
drich amendment 


co’ disprove them. 
Set the United States 
- | Ee 
enormous amount of 21 per 

ae and deciaring a dividend upon $24,000,000 invested in 
or in their plant, with a watered capital of $75,000,000, 
ee ee ened be answered or admitted. Then 
2 Senator the responsibility that must rest upon him 
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excuse this enormous and outrageous 
aaa, Seem io etter indefensible in my j ent, or else 
my able upon the other side would long since have defended 
it. the Senator from lows thet this 
encouragement of t - 
That position was emphasized by 
Massachnsetts — Hoar], who asked 
if this increase of duty had not been a 
cul- 


of or fostering the t 
x ator of ee sugar in the United States. oe 
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sugar, and which Mr. Oxnard. who came before the Finance Com- 
mittee in 1894, declared was clear assassination of the beet-sugar 
eulture in this country. I call Mr. Oxnard to the stand before 
the Ways and Means Committee of the House, of which Mr. 
DtneLeYis chairman. Here is his testimony: ‘In 1880 two-thirds 
of the world’s sugar was from cane, while in 1895 two-thirds ot 
the world’s supply was from the beet. The domestic beet sugar 
increase, in tons,” in this country, now, mark 


it, ‘*has been 
and we will see under what sort of levislation beet sugar and beet 
culture have prospered in the United States—in I8%9, the com 
mencement of the culture, there were 2,000 tons produced in this 
country; in 1890, 2,800. Then the McKinley Act was enacted. 
In 1891, the first year under its operation, there were 5.400 tons, 
from 2,800 in 1890; in 1892, 12,000 tons; in 1898, 20,000 tons 


Then came the enactment of the derided and depreciated Wilson 
bill. Now mark the figures for 1804, 1895, and 1806, as given b 
Mr. Oxnard, an interested witness upon the other side and presi 
dent of the Beet Growers’ Association of the United States, an 
owner of three beet-sugar factories, t-vo in Nebraska and one in 
California. In 1894, instead of falling off under the obnoxious 
and iniquitous Wilson bill, which took off the bounty, it increased 
from 20,000 tons to 22,443 tons. The next year it was 20,000, and 
in 1896, according to Mr. Oxnard’s estimate, it was 37,000 tons. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Notwithstanding the general depression. 

Mr. VEST. Notwithstanding, as my colleague says, the gen- 
eral depression and gloom that rested upon the country. My col- 
league on the committee {Mr. Jonus of Arkansas] tells me that it 
is stated by others to be 41,000 tons, but I will take the most un- 
willing witness of all, the head of the Beet Growers’ Association 
in this country. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me a 
moment? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is due to a correct understanding of this mat- 
ter to say that the beet-sugar factories have not increased under 
the present law. The acreage has increased somewhat, butit has 
increased under a bounty that was offered in my State of five- 
eighths of a cent a pound on refined sugar, and I do not know but 
something of a bounty in California, where the other factory is 
owned by Mr. Oxnard. I think the increase of the beet-sugar in- 
dustry during the last two or three years is due in a very large 
measure to the bounties offered by different States. 

Mr. VEST. Iam discussing the proposition that this increase 
of protection to the trust is in order to increase the culture or pro 
duction of beet sugar and the cultivation of the sugar beet, and | 
answer the proposition with the statement of the head and front 
of the Beet Growers’ Association in this country, the owner of 
these three beet-sugar factories, and it shows that in one year 
under the Wilson law the acreage (and [ will adopt the Senator's 
word) increased 17,000 tons, equal to the increase in the three 
years under the McKinley Act. 

Mr. ALLEN. But in Nebraska, where two of the Oxnard fac- 
tories are located, the legislature passed an act two years ago last 
winter offering five-eighths of a cent per pound on sugar from 
beets grown in the State, provided the factories would increase the 
price from $4 a ton to §5 a ton for beets. 

Mr. VEST. I understand. 

Mr. ALLEN. Under that bounty the acreage was largely in 
creased in the State. I think that accounts in a large measure for 
the increased acreage. and therefore the increased output of sugar. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. Oxnard stated first in 1890 that if this bounty 
should be given by the United States Congress he would under- 
take to say that in a very few years there would be enough beets 

rown in the country to supply the domestic demand for sugar. 

1894 he stated to the committee that if the national bounty was 
taken away, notwithstanding the State bounty in Nebraska, the 
industry would languish and die: to use his expression, that it 
would be assassinated by taking off the national bounty of 2 cents 
a pound. 

Mr. ALLEN. But it has not increased—— 

Mr. VEST. It has increased, as his own testimony shows, from 
20,000 tons in 1895 to 37,000 tons in 1896. 

Mr. ALLEN. I beg to state to the Senator from Missouri that 
it has not increased as a consequence of the present law; that 
there is no sympathetic relation between the increased acreage 
and.the increased output in the country under the present law, 
and that the increase must necessarily be due, in a large measure, 
to the local bounties offered for the growing of beets. 

Mr. CHILTON. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me to 
call his attention to the fact that the price of sugar has fallen 
more than the amount of the loca] bounty? 

Mr. VEST. There is no bounty paid in California. 

Mr. BACON. I was going to state, if my friend from Missonri 
will permit me, that I know in California the price of beets is $t 
a@ton. Lhad the statement last year from Mr. Claus Spreckels 
in that the standing price in California is $4 a ton. 

Mr. ALLEN. The price of beets in Nebraska was $5 a tou 
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until there was a failure to carry out the provisions of the act of 
1895. The extra dollar was due to the payment of the local bounty, 
which stimulated the cultivation of beets and caused the increased 
acreage, 

Mr. VEST. Whatis the number of tons producedin Nebraska? 

Mr. ALLEN. I can not state the number exactly; I think it is 
something like 14,000,000 pounds. 

Mr. VEST. Fourteen million pounds? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; I am talking about pounds, not tons. 
in the neighborhood of 14,000,000 pounds. 
exact production. 

Mr. VEST. The production in 1896, according to Mr. Oxnard, 
was 37,000 tons, and in 1895 it was 20,000 tons. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. About 7,000tonsin Nebraska in 1896. 

Mr. VEST. According to that estimate, as my colleague sug- 
gests, and I believe he is correct, there were about 7,000 tons pro- 
duced in Nebraska and about 30,000 tons outside of that State in 
the year 1896. 

Mr. ALLEN. 1 think you will find that my statement in pounds 
issubstantiaily correct. I wish tocall the attention of the Senator 
to the fact that since the passage of the present law, and I am not 
assailing nor defending the present law, there has been no increase 
in the number of pounds in the United States, nor any enlarge- 
ment of the output of the factories. 

Mr. VEST. tn regard to the latter statement, the Senator from 
Nebraska is mistaken. I happened to meet on this floor Mr. W. A. 
Clark, of Montana, who came to us once with credentials as a 
Senator from that State and was rejected—a very prominent Dem- 
ocrat and a very wealthy gentleman—and he told me that he is 
now putting up in California a sugar refinery to cost $700,000, and 
he expects to have it in running order in a very short time. 

Mr. ALLEN. What kind of a sugar factory? 

Mr. VEST. Beet sugar, of course. 

Mr. WHITE, If the Senator from Missouri will permit me, I 
will state that the factory to which he refers as being in process 
of construction is located not very far from the city of Los Angeles, 
about 85 miles distant, at a place called Los Alamitos; that it is 
not only in process of construction, but very nearly completed, and 
Mr, Clark will undoubtedly have it in operation in the next cam- 
paign, as they call the sugar season. 

Mr. VEST. I was informed that it would be the largest and 
finest refinery in the world. It is most extraordinary that one of 
the most successful men in the annals of American finance should 
make the mistake, if the beet-sugar industry is now dying, of 
investing $700,000, and possibly more, of his money in ths face of 
- conclusions that have been announced here in regard to beet 
culture. 

I had occasion to say the other day that there is one set of men 
in this country not mistaken as to the effect of this legislation. 
Our experts may be wrong. We may be in the fog, as a Senator 
recently a member of this body said; we may ring our fog bells as 
much as we please, but there is one class of men in this country 
not mistaken in regard to the effect of this schedule. Our friends 
in Wall street know what it means. Sugar was 118 when this 
caucus amendment was reported. When I spoke in the Senate 
the other day briefly it was 124, It closed last night at 1254. 
Does anybody believe that they do not know what the protec- 
tion is to the trust? ae you had taken away or reduced 
this protection, what would have been the result? Do we not 
know that Wall street would have responded as my hand re- 
sponds to my brain? Do we not know that an electric thrill 
would have gone through that market immediately, and sugar 
would have gone down? But it is going up, and the cry on Wall 
street amongst the speculators is, ‘‘The trust will get all it 
wants; it has friends in Congress; its interests will be protected; 
it will continue its enormous dividends of 21 per cent net upon 

referred and common stock of $75,000,000; itis the best investment 

hat can be made. Up with the oar protection, because it puts 
money into our pockets, and it is for the benefit of all the con- 
sumers of sugar!’ . 

Mr. McENERY. Mr. President, during the consideration of 
this sugar schedule we have heard a great deal in denunciation of 
the sugar trust as a monopoly, and one which more than any other 
is attempting to crush out the lifeblood and the energy of Ameri- 
can industries. Butit is not alone one of the organizations which 
is now meeting with condemnation from the American people by 
reason of the action of the representatives of wealth. the a 

ated and concentrated wealth and power of thiscountry. It has 
n said that there are in the city of New York 250 men who 
could stop the plows in the field, prevent the harvesting of crops, 
— your fleet from sailing on the ocean, your railroads from 
versing the continent. stop the ws and telephone mes- 
sages; in fact. by their power put the 70,000,000 ple of the 
country into ry, want, misery, starvation, and death. An- 
other said that dare vot legislate against the power and 
the influence of Wall street; that it held in reserve a power which 
would always prevent any legislation against the interests of the 
concentrated wealth and power of this country. 


It is 
I can not state the 
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But in the South there is now threatening to strangle its ener- 
gies and to impoverish its people a trust in comparison w):) 
which the power, the influence, and the ability, if you may so ; i 
it, of the sugar trust is but an infinitesimal portion. [ refer +, 
the great American Cotton Company, which controls some yy... 
process for baling cotton, a trust which has been organized }\\ +), 
combination of several rival presses. Its intention is to purchca 
the cotton of the South and tobaleit. Failing in this, it is j;. ;,,. 
tention to establish its presses in every cotton vicinity and |), 
the cotton at the expense of the farmer. . rs 

No cotton planter can to-day buy one of those cotton pres<os 
The object of that organization is to control the price of eotion. 4), 
in failing to do that, to make every planterin the South co itri})yte 
to its wealth and power, and in carrying out the purposes 0) {),js 
power they will have at their back, by their influence and {},.j; 
money Pee every cotton exchange in America and every ¢.. 
ton exchange in Liverpool, and they will force the planters to do 
their b dding just in the same manner as the cotton-tie trust force 
them speedily and at great expense to discard the tying of cotion 
with rope. 

Now, Mr. President, this is a power which everyore on both 
sides of this Chamber recognizes that it is the duty of Congre<s jo 
stop by appropriate legislation. The genius, the ability, the ex. 
perietice of Congress will in time apply a remedy, but I siy to 
strike down this power, to check this cruel wrong to other indus. 
tries in order to reach the influence of this power, is just exactly 
se - being done by the opposition to this sugar schedule in the 

nate. 

I have not heard a pene nor has an amendment been of- 
fered or a suggestion made that, unintentional though it may be, 
has not the eifect of increasing the power and theintiuence o/ the 
sugar trust at the expense of the sugar-producing in ‘ustry in 
this country. This trust receives more benefit from the ad va!o- 
rem duty imposed by the Wilson law than from either the sched- 
ule of the bill as it came from the House of Representatives or the 
amendment reported by the Senate Committee on Finance. In 
the bill as it came from the House the trust received the greatest 
protection, and in this way its power was increased. Its mode 
and its manner of controlling the introduction into this country 
of low-grade sugars is beyond the power of anyone to ascertain. 
While it has been attempted in the Senate, no one has ever been 
able to ascertain what percentage of protection the trust gains by 
an ad valorem duty. 

I know what is the feeling among the sugar producers of this 
country. They have been alarmed, and are yet in unrest, because 
they believe that it is the intention to so confuse by amendment 
the sugar schedule that, when it gets into the conferenc» commit- 
tee, in sheer desperation there will be a surrender to this power 
and a general ad valorem duty adopted. I believe this impressed 
the Senate Finance Committee when they changed from a iixed 
schedule to a specific duty. 

It isnow in the differential only 74 points more than in the Dill 
as it came from the House. That is small, comparatively, when 
you learn the fact that every sugar producer's interest goes along 
side by side with that of the trust when you measure the advan- 
tages in a specific duty. All they contended for was that the 
duty should be so fixed that it should be certain and determinate, 
and not a duty so arranged that low-grade sugars could be im- 
ported into this country and refined at a less cost than that at 
which they could be a on the plantations, and then ren- 
dered into a product fit for consumption. 

Mr. President, I have in my possession a great many facts bear- 
ing on this — of ad valorem duty, but as that question is 
not now before the Senate, I shall not inflict upon this honorable 
body a tedious detailed statement. I will now, in a few words, 
direct my attention to the amendment which is before this bo:y. 

The — amendment is designed to strike down the dividing 
line between lower-grade sugars, those below 16 Dutch standard, 
and those above, and to make it apply to all classes of importation. 
Here [exhibiting] is a sample of what is known as standard 6 «f 
the soft sugars offered by the American Sugar Refining Com- 
pany to the trade. This sugar polarizes 83.6. Its value on tlie 
10th day of June was 4.06, granulated sugar on the same ‘iy 
polarizing 99.08; difference of polarization, 16.02; difference in 
value, sixty-nine one-hundredths. That is easily ascertained by 
the proportions 99.08 is to 83.6, as 4.75 is to 3.97. On examina- 
tion of that sugar you will a that it has a good color; it is 
a sugar which is directly sold to the trade; it isa sugar which may 
be largely imported. 

I can see no reason for thisamendment. In no direction can 
anyone be benefited, except it be Crooks & Co., of New York, who 
import the sugars made by the Scotch and the English refiners. 

he Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] was generous in his 
arguinent. He was controlled by a philanthropic motive when 
he said this was the poor man’s sugar. It is a fraud and a cece t. 
It contains 164 cent of water. It isa sugar that deceives the 

e. Its value is 4.06 in the market. It into the hands of 

retailer, and the consumer can not the amount of sugar 
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and of other solids in this sample. What is the real value of that 
sugar? Itsrelative value is only 3.973. and yet the consumer pays 
4.06 for it. What will be the result of this amendment? It will 
flood this country with that kind of sugar. 

Here fexhibiting] is the poor man’s sugar. This is a sample of 
the raw Louisiana sugar, made on sugar plantations by Louisiana 
industry and refined in Louisiana sugar houses. Here [exhibit- 
ing] is a sugar which is slightly darker in color. but which polar- 
izes 94.6. The difference between that and this [exhibiting], 
which polarizes 88.6, is that that is nearly a pure sugar, and was | 
worth f the New Orleans market on the 10th day of June 8 cents 


und. 

“ts fexhibiting] is another, higher in color, larger in grain, 

olarizing 99, with only 1 per cent of water in it, and it is quoted 
in the New Orleans market at 3.75. Here [exhibiting] is another 
choice white, larger grain sugar, but the consumer could hardly 
distinguish the difference. That polarizes 99, and its cost is 3j of 
acenta pound. Hore ee is a very high grade of sugar, 
called confectioners’ sugar, used by confectioners and by bakers. 
That sugar is worth only 3,°, cents per pound in the market, and 
polarizes 99.4. 

Here fexhibiting] comes par excellence the poor man’s sugar, 
with 2 per cent of water in it, which polarizes 98. That is 
sold for 3%, cents in the New Orleans market. Here [exhibiting] 
is a choice article, with larger grain, though a poorer sugar, with- 
out a single harmful ingredient in it, which polarizes 98,5. That 
is sold for 8. This [exhibiting] is common brown sugar, known 
as “ off yellow,” worth 3} cents per pound,  pecagr 8, 97.8. This 
{exhibiting} is a higher grade of sugar, made on the plantation, 
called ‘plantation granulated,” and that is quoted at 4), cents a 
pound, while the refinery sugar, testing 83.6, is quoted at 4.06 
cents. 

Mr. President, if this amendment be adopted, it will have the 
effect to bring here in large quantities this sugur. It will be sold 
at a reduced price. Consequently these sugars will have to be re- 
duced in price and their manufacture entirely and absolute! y 
destroyed. That will be the effect of the adoption of this amend- 





ment. 

Now, what is the industry to be protected, and what advan- 
tages are to accrue to the country from the adoption of this sched- | 
ule? AsI stated before, this specific duty, this differential, as they 
call it, is a direct benefit to the manufacturer of these sugars, be- 
cause 85 per cent of these sugars are over No. 16 Dutch standard | 
in color and polarize over 85 degrees. We make but fewcommon | 
su in the State of Louisiana. 

erefore, speaking for that State, I say that the interest of her | 
lanters is in the direction of the maintenance of this differential | 
uty. Take that off, and you strike a blow at the industry in | 
that State. Not only that, but you will put to idleness every beet 
factory in this country. I do not see, therefore, the patriotism in | 
attempting to get at what they cail the sugar trust in striking 
down the most important and growing interest of this country, 
one that is more national in its character than any other which 
a upon any schedule of this tariff bill. 

y shall you, in order to get at your enemy, thrust the sword 
through the body of your friend? But that is exactly what you 
are doing. To reach what is called ‘a colossal power,” they take 
their sword and thrust it through the body of an infant, in order | 
to reach and strike down a giant. It is not manly; it is not | 
conrageous; and it is not in harmony with American character 
and American intelligence. 

Mr. President, the beet-growing people and the sugar-making | 
people are all farmers engaged in adding to the wealth of this 
country by cultivating its soil and by turning into finished prod- 
ucts the and the articles which they raise on their farms. 
I say the American farmer has a right to demand that he shall 
be permitted to produce in this country everything that we now | 
import. That ought to be the underlying principle of all tax laws. 
That is about the only real and substantial benefit that you can 
confer upon him by tax legislation. Our agricultural exports are 
more than $570,000,000 per year. It is said that one-half of that | 
amount is needed to pay for sugar and many other things which 
we import and which we could make at home. We have paid 
as import duties on articles which we could make in this country | 
in the last six years the enormous sum of $1.750,000,000, which is | 
as much as the interest-bearing debt of the United States. 

Beet sugar can be produced in twenty-three States of this Union. 

has demonstrated beyond question or doubt, and it is 
believed that its successful cultivation can be extended to other | 
States. The beet belt runs through Alabama, through northern 
Georgia, South Carolina, North Carolina, and on along the At- 
lantic coast. The introduction of the beet culture gives new life 
and new energy to other industries. It is a fact that wherever 
the beet has been introduced it has increased other crops because 
of the better tilth of the soil, its pulp also being useful for food 

yiee a@ good manure for the 
in this country in the vicin- 
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| to any other crop. 
| forts the colonists made to raise other crops, and what failure: 
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ity of every beet factory land has advanced from 25 to 50 per cent 
in value. 

As I have stated and _ attempted to show by these samples, the 
beet factories and the Louisiana sugar houses produce a product 
ready for consumption. Under the McKin ey law a bounty of 2 
cents a pound was paid for all sugars over the 
produced in the United States. That law was attacked by a Demo- 
cratic Congress, which, I say, with reckless disregard of the na- 
tional honor, repealedit, throwingintodistressand into bankruptey 
and into poverty men who had invested more than $2,000,000 in 
improvements on the promise of the Government. 

Call that bounty un-Democratic! It was not un-Democratic for 
New Jersey in 1872 to exempt from taxation for a period of ten 
years the machinery and buildings and capital stock of the beet 
sugar factories erected in that State. Nor was it un-Democratic 
in New Jersey to pass a law in 1881 granting a bounty of 1 cent 
per pound upon all merchantable sugar made from beets or 
sorghum. Nor was it un-Democratic for Delaware to offer a pre- 
mium for the manufacture of beet sugar. Maine, Nebrasta, 
Massachusetts, Kansas, all offered bounties. So we have in line 
Democratic and Republican States recognizing the fact that a 
bounty was a proper expedient for stimulating an industry. 

Germany, since 1775, has been fostering the cultivation of beets 
and the manufacture of sugar, and she has been followed by 
France, by Holland, by Russia, and other European countries, 
until to-day it requires 1,437 factories to manufacture the beets 
which are raised on the Continent. 

We import over 1,500,000 tons of dutiable sugar. We send 
abroad, it is estimated, from one hundred millions to one hundred 
and thirty-seven million dollars to pay forit. To manufacture that 
sugar which we import will require the erection of 530 additional 
factories, which will cost the enormous sum of $150,000,000. 

There can be no doubt that with proper legislation and protec- 
tion these factories will be established. What a vast amount of 
money to send abroad, when we have all the essentials which are 
necessary to erect these factories and to keep them in successfal 
operation. 

l say every section of this country will be benefited if there is 
any truth in the letters which I have received from Cincinnati, 
from Chicago, from New York, from Philadelphia, and from all 
over the Union, protesting against the importation of beet sugar 


°0 test which were 


| machinery free of duty, for the simple reason that they all expect 


to enlarge their factories and engage in the manufacture of sugar 
machinery. Already there are 10,500 farmers engaged in the beet 
industry, and it requires seven factories to manufacture the beets 
which they raise. In Louisiana one-half of our population is en- 
gaged in the raising of sugar. 

Mr. President, afew words as tothe production of sugar in Louisi- 
The soil of Louisiana and the amount of land that can be 
devoted to cane will produce—it is a large estimate, I will admit, 


| but it has been so stated by the director of the Louisiana Sugar 


Station—the soil of Louisiana and the amount of land that can 
be devoted to cane will produce one-half the sugar needed to sup- 
ply the entire people of the United States. The soil of our State 
wherein sugar cane is so successfully grown is not so well adapted 
The early history of the colony recites what ef 
net 
their efforts. It can therefore be understood with what joy and 
with what anxiety as to the future the discovery of the adaptation 
of soil and climate to cane production was received when Etienne 
de Bore announced the results of his experience. 


Struggling against uncertainty in legislation, sometimes ruin- 
ous, the sugar industry, by force of necessity, now engages the 


attention of one-half the population of the State; more than « 
half the capital and at least one-half of its lands under cu tivation 
are devoted to the raising of the sugar cane. This and the manu- 
facture of sugar requires the investment of large capital and gives 
employment to a great army of laborers. It necessitates the use 
of costly machinery, much of which comes from other sections of 
the Union. It demands the best class of work animals, probably 
four times as many as are required in the cyltivation of any other 
crop. the mules averaging in cost from $175 to $200 each, all of 
which come from Indiana, Illinois, Missouri, Kentucky, and Ten- 
nessee. It demands the use of large quantities of the best and 
most expensive fertilizers, phosphates, and lime, which come trom 
beyond the borders of our State. The implements used, from the 
plow drawn by four, six, and eight mules to the lighter cultiva- 
tors, are furnished by the factories in other sections of the country. 

Even the cane knife, of which we now hear so much in connec- 
tion with the Cuban strugg!e for liberty, is a costly instrument, 
and comes from the factories of the North. The large number 
of carts and wagons necessary to convey the immense tonnage of 
cane from fieid to factory come to us from o'her State We 
need heavy supplies of chemicals, to app!y which the services of 
skilled chemists are employed, and then there are blacksmiths, 
carpenters, coopers, engineers, and sugar ma ‘ers, many of whom 
are drawn from your population during the grinding season. The 


ne- 
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large army of employees have to be clothed and fed. Their food 
and clothing come from the fields and factories of the North and 
West. Every section of the North, East,and West feels the bene- 
ticial infinence of the cultivation of cane and the manufacture of 
sugar. More than any other industry in the Mississippi Valley it 
adds to the commerceon the great river; more than any other indus- 
try it adds to the earnings of the railroads; more than any other 
industry it draws supplies from the mills of the East and from the 
Great Plains of the West. 

No agricultural product is made at such heavy expense; com- 
mencing with the most expensive drainage, the cost of seed cane, 
of more labor than is required in the cultivation of any other 
crop, more mules and of higher grade, and more wages and costs; 
and all this in the face of the uncertainties of legislation. For- 
tunately, the climate of Louisiana is favorable for the cultivation 
of cane, but the risks involved are necessarily great. The heaviest 
cost, however, is in the manufacturing department of the industry, 
as all modern sugar factories and the necessary implements, even 
some of the old ones, cost from $150,000 to $200,009; such, for in- 
stance, as would turn out from two to four million pounds of 
first-class sugar, running from No. 16 to No. 20 Dutch standard. 

Without assistance from the Government, without sharing 
equally with other industries in the benefits 2 sme arisin 
from the imposition of a duty, the vast amount of capital emmlayel 
in the sugar industry in Louisiana will be destroyed; the large and 

roductive area of the State on which the cane is planted will be 

die; the great and costly mills will go to decay, the walls will 
crumble, and the machinery will be eaten up with rast. The vast 
number of laborers, the skilled scientists and mechanics, will be 
out of employment. Desolation will be where there had been 

romise of a prosperous and happy condition. Is this section to 

e given up to desolation? If so, its effect will be felt in other 
sections. Factories of all kinds in the North and East, and the 
farming sections of the West, railroads and river transportation 
will be disastrously affected. Iam no ee but Iam told 
that the beet thrives in the cold and ari tions of the country. 
he other things perish, this plant thrives and produces its best 
results, 

Estimate the area of our ae that is possessed of such a cli- 
mate. where the farmer has been driven away in an unequal con- 
test with the climate, in efforts to raise cattle and cereals. Here 
as where the beet-sugar central factories have been located to keep 
the farmer in the neighborhood, directing his attention to a new 
industry in order that an inhcspitable climate may be wooed into 
giving to this country an increase of wealth and of prosperity and 
instilling hope into the breast of the heretofore unsuccessful 


farmer, to be realized in a near future into.an active and a paying | 


industry. 

From what I have stated, from the vast amount of interest that 
Louisiana has in the cultivation of ‘rice, of sugar, the output of 
her sawmills, of her salt mi of her sulphur mines, is there an 
reason fer doubting that the tic party of thet State is 
committed to protection along Democratic lines to afford the ut- 
most protection that revenue can give with the least burden to 
the people? I believe that this also is the doctrine of the Repub- 
lican party. I do not believe that either party desires to impose 
unnecessary burdens upon the people. 

Mr. President, in some quarters there has been criticism made 
upon the position which I have taken before this honorable body, 
but it is no new one to the people of Louisiana, In 1884, when 
the industries of Louisiana were threatened by adverse legislation 
I took occasion to state substantially the grounds upon which i 
now stand. When I was nomi bya ocratic cancus for 
this position, before the vote was taken, so that there shonld be no 
misunderstanding, although not called on, I went before the cau- 
es and made the same statement that I did in my inaugural ad- 
dress in 1884. There was not a pa eee hee and if you will 
go to the newspapers you will find it that when I uttered 

at sentiment there was an outburst of applause. 

If we look at the condition of the country we find that al] 
amount of money yill have to be raised in order to support the 
Government. Why more revenue? It is answered by the fact 
that there has been a constant in population, in the 
wants and in the necessities of the Government, and this is 
shown by a regular increase of the appropriations every four 
years, e need a large sum of money. It is true that extrava- 
gance has been cha in the expenditure of our revenue, but 
such charges are will be made as often as one Administra- 
tion succeeds another, but the accuser does no better than the 
accused. 

One Congress is derisively called a “billion-dollar Congress.” 
It is succeeded by another, which is expected to do better, but 
which, in its turn, exceeds its predecessor in ions. I 
have seen no itemized statement showing in what direction ex- 
= can be reduced. No one will say that we ought to cease 

uilding war vessels. Each year requires an increase in our Navy. 
The great maritime powers are increasing the number of 


ships of war and their armaments, and common prudence dei), | 
that there shall be no backward step in dee progres we _— 
already made in building up a formidable fleet. 

No one demands that pensions shall cease; onthe contrary, ¢}).., 
is a universal sentiment in favor of so g the pension lic: 
as to provide for widow and orphan of those who died j1, |), 
Federal service, and for the care of e veteran, not niggard|\. 
with a sum barely sufficient to stave off hunger, but liberall\. <, 
that the remaining years allotted to them shall be passed in. .:,.., 
and comfort; so that when their last moments shall come {))>, 
will breathe blessings wpon the they served, instead o: 
curses for its neglect and ingratitude. 

No one wants the work on seacoast defenses stopped or {)). 
Army ed in its organization or in its usefulness. We do 1. 
want to check the Government in its aid to the unfortunate \),,, 
Soasaiay Sepenl apeyanpenealig seamstress 

upon save m suffe ing 
and from starvation. I hope no one will demand that there s}),\\| |,,. 
even a diminution in the sums appropriated for the improve); 
of our rivers and harbors, That great highway, the Mississj)))j 
River, will demand additional sums in order that in the future 
no such disaster as the recent flood shallovertake the people (\.\|- 
ing along its banks and along those of its tributaries. ese things 
considered, the fact is f upon us that more revenue is eed: 
now than at any time in the history of this country, save i) (}. 
few years when internecine war woe to all our people. 

For one I believe in making this coun greater. So far as 
the Government can increase its prosperity, it is its duty so to do, 
We hear that there are hundreds of thousands of our peop!e out 
of work. It is certain they are the existing order of 
society and threatening the stability of . Call 
them from the highways and the byways; employ them in building 
ships and fortifications; in your Trivers and harbors. 
Wherever the Government can oy er useful purposes, 
let it go and find its way in relief toa suffering peopl. 
Summon up the old Roman spirit in sending out not armies for 
conquest, but armies of and contented » imbued, as 
were the old Roman officers and soldiers, with fidelity and devo- 
tion to the ment they so well served. 

let us and contentment, peace 
. ee ree Broercrity, 
Sade een _— - borne 
ship, plow, and 
labor and of ey: and let 
prosperity it with the 

factory. . 
Democracy is in line with the 
of our country. I deny that 
to the destruction of our industrial 
fires, the silencing of the busy 
of our wheels, or, worse than 
pauper labor and the 


industrial ion. 
Commerce ool manufac- 
that is not good Democratic 
of = ve —". 2 
party of the tarif 
which was the practical beginning of tive era 
legislation until that date was pro- 
iy both parties, Federalists an‘ 
Republicans (Democrats). tariff act of 1794, which increased 
duties to raise found 
(Democrats) than among Federalists. 
licans were more inclined 


t among 
he Repub- 
to its support because of their opposi- 


was t. 
of the act of 1789 were all in the line of 
period Washington said, in his message: 
Pare, commana, unt sgpeatncvacen sree bey om example— 
ments and with buraean sp Wn improv 
Mr. Adams, in his last message, said: 


I observe with much that the 
the present year is more than 


Thomas Jefferson, in his second annual message, said: 
tare eretace the oar direuristances is one of the 


we 
tart prod: an excess of revenue. In speaki the 
subject, in his sixth annual message, he said: as 


the to r 
pow wae advantage to foreign over 


os more and necessary 
_ in due season, be Fart: bu the grea a 


of the revenue during 











present day if duties were imposed only upon articles 
an oie rich and high enough to provide the revenue needed 
by the Government there would be absolute prohibition, which 
has been so much discussed as the ruling idea in the bill sent to 
this Senate by the House. In a special message, in May, 1809, 
President Madison said: . 


It will be of the just and prudent care of Congress to make such 


worthy 
ore especially protect and foster the 
further siaacaneed Mamainavare — th cove yooem S been instituted or ex- 
tended by the laudable exertions of our citizens. 

The tariff of 1808 was protective in laying an impost duty on 
cordage, glass, nails, salt, and many manufactures of iron. Pro- 
tection les and of unmanufactured iron had received no 
attention, but the Berlin and Milan decrees and the English or- 
ders in council and the declaration of war against Great Britain 
drew attention to the necessity of a revenue tariff with protective 

tures. 

ar. Mailison urged the passage of the tariff act of 1812 ‘‘as a 
means to e and promote the manufactures which have 
sprung into existence and attained an unparalleled maturity dur- 
ing the od of the European wars.” Calhoun and Lowndes 
joined with Clay in a demand that protection to home industries 
should no longer be secondary to a tariff for revenue only. The 
Republican party of that time, to which the present Democratic 
party is the successor, quoted the report of Hamilton to sustain 
their position upon which the earlier tariff acts had been based. 

This position of the Republicans caused the Federals to ignore 
the traditions of their party faith and to take the antiprotection 
side of the controversy. The Democratic tariff of 1812 imposed 
the highest rates of duty since the foundation of the Govern- 
ment until 1842. It was, it is trne,a war tax,in aid of Demo- 
cratic support of the war. The existing rates were doubled. 
Sugar received on to the extent of 5 cents per pound; cof- 
fee was taxed 10 cents, tea 36 cents, pig iron 30 per cent, bar iron 30 
per cent, cotton manufactures 30, woolen 30, and silk 25. 

The tariff act of 1816 was in its entirety protective, rendered 
necessary by the recent war, but its fatality was in taking from it 
this revenue feature, with incidental protection, after three years. 
In 1819, when protection under the act reached the minimum, Great 
Britain began to flood the country with her surplus wares. More 
than twice the quantity needed by this country was imported. 
There was depression in business, and general bankruptcy was the 
result. Thomas H. Benton described the condition of the country 


as follows: - 

No price for , no sale except those of the sheriff and marshal, no 
purchaser at sales save the creditor or some money hoarder, no 
= for ester. no sale for the products of the farm. No sound of 
the save that of the auctioneer knocking down property. Distress 
was the universal cry of the le; relief the versal demand thundered 
at the doors of legislatures and Federal. 


Relief was offered in the extension for seven years of the pro- 
visions of the tariff act of 1818. It was abortive. A panic lasting 
for several years followed, and relief became imperative. Presi- 
dent Monroe y recommended “additional protection to 


those articles we P to manufacture.” The tariff 
act of 1824 was framed. . Calhoun now became the leader of 
the free traders. 

Andrew Jackson and James Buchanan supported the bill, which 

the doctrine of protection in a revenue bill more em- 
y than any former revenue act. ea ne to the bill 
more on sectional lines than from any well-defined penesiplon 
Py recognized the *‘ American system ” as a livi 


ving prin- 
Sugar received an import duty of 3 cents 
a oo ~— $50 we te 23 ae salt, 20 ae 
cent; on; glass, r cent an 
- oh ’ per & pe 
ufactures of cotton were taxed 25 per cent, and silk 25 per 
There was such improvement in the financial and industrial 
condition of the country that the supporters of the act were en- 
— to try further effortsin the direction of bie adj revenue 
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, @ necessary and desirable adjunct. In 


g 


‘ the Democrats were in the majority, but 
they weredivided over the tariff. Those of the North voted with the 
Whigs and passed the tariff act of 1828. Jackson had carried New 
York, Pennsylvania, and Illinois his protective-tariff record, 
and the act was in a measure a Jac tariff law. 

This act also emphasized the ‘‘American” idea. and there was 


protection in in the act of 1824. Jackson said of the 
gps non: had in his message of 1832: 
ee es Sree one happiness 
to the charges that these tariff acts were unconsti- 
=. oN eahnane because —aangnetative in a 
unjust oppressive, Andrew ackson, in his ann 
message, December 7, 1830, used the following language: 


to the several 


Pierre season temas rgry erent 
to suppose existence of one without the other. 
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rice, sugar, and cotton. 
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The States have delegated their whole authority over imports to the General 
Government, without iimitation or restriction, saving the very inconsider 
able reservation relating to their inspection laws. ‘ 
thus entirely passed from the States, the right to exercise it for purpose of 
protection does not exist in them, and consequently if it be not possessed by 
the General Government it must be extinct > : 


This authority having 


Our political system would thus present the anomaly of a people stripped 
of the right to foster their own indtstry and to vounteract the most selfish 
and destructive policy which might be adopted by foreign nations. This 
surely can not be the case: this indisp masa power, thus surrendered by 
the States, must be within the scope of the authority on t subject ex- 
pressly delegated to Congress. In this conclusion I am confirmed as weil by 
the opinions of Presidents Washington, Jefferson, Madison, and Mi re, who 
have each repeatedly recommended the exercise of this right under the ¢ 
stitution, as by the uniform practice of Congress, the continued acquiescence 


of the States, and the general understanding of the people 


This is a correct enunciation of the doctrine of raising revenue 


by tariff legislation with incidental protection. 


and more convincing argument was made for the 
No stronger and mor { t le for tl 


adoption of the Constitution than that the States, by impost duties 
and customs, regulated exclusively by one body, would be enabled 
to encourage manufacturers, and free themselves from the boots 
and shoes, ready-made clothing, hats, nails, sheet-iron hinges, and 
other utensils of iron which Great Britain imposed upon them, 
and the freedom from the regulation of the flour market by Spain, 
through a navigation act. 


Said one: 
It will have energy and power to regulate your trade and commerce—to 


Instead of tho 
trade of this country being carried on in foreign bottoms, our ports will be 


crowded with our own ships and we shall become the carriers of Esrope 
Heavy duties will be laid on all foreign articles which can be manufactured 


in this country, and bounties will be granted on the exportation 


of our com 
modities; the manufacturers of our countr 


will flourish; our mechanics will 


lift up their heads and rise to opulence and wealth 


The history of the times preceding the adoption of the Constitu- 
tion abounds in such arguments in favor of its adoption. 

The history of tariff legislation shows that the general tendency 
of public opinion is in the direction of a tariff for revenue, and 
protection necessarily following as an inseparable incident. The 


policy of this Administration, at least, is for a protection of 


American industries. That a tariff bill framed on this principle 
will be enacted is a certainty. 

Louisiana is vitally interested in the production of salt, lumber, 
The pending bill makes no discrimination 
in the arrangement of the schedules for revenue against these 
products. hy should she stand idly by and decline to accept 
the benefits to be derived from the necessary levying of revenue 
by impost duties? 

Call it what you will, protection or a revenue tariff with inci- 
dental protection, millions of dollars have to be raised, and the 
benefits of protection from it distributed. Why, then, should the 
people of Louisiana resist the building of cotton factories, furni- 
ture factories, the erection of sawmills, the opening and improv- 
ing of sugar fields, and the erection of central factories, the open- 
ing of sa.t mines, and hundreds of other industries that are just 
now coming into existence? I say, so long as it is the policy of 
this Government to have a protective law, it would be a suicidal 
policy for the people of Louisiana to decline to demand the bene- 
fits tendered in a law which is general in the arrangement of its 
schedules and impartial in the duties it imposes and nonsec- 
tonal in its character. 

The South is more interested in the proper levying of a tariff 
than any other section of thecountry. Her development in manu- 
facturing interests in the last two decades has been marvelous. 
This has been in spite of free-trade ideas and a free-trade policy. 
Had there been a demand for adequate protection to her cotton 
mills, her wealth would have doubled. Field and factory, the 
spindle and the plow being in close relationship, would have 
doubled her productive capacity, would have given tenfold value 
to her lands, would have multiplied her population with an intel- 
ligent and industrious people, would have rescued her from debt, 
and there would be now no borrowing from foreign mortgage 
syndicates, where principals are doubled in five years by usurious 
interest. No one can deny the constitutional right to levy import 
duties in such a manner as to afford protection. 

The Democratic platform in 1892 recognized the right, and de- 
manded a tariff bill in which the duties imposed should be general 


and im . As a Democrat, I have a right to demand that 
that platform shall be carried out. If in a tariff bill framed by 
the Républican party | find a nearer approach to the constitu- 


tional principle announced in that oe no Democrat can 
consistently question my motives and say that I have abandoned 
the party. In the last campaign Democrats who met in conven- 
tion and framed the platform in the interest of the money of the 
Constitution were denounced for having abandoned their party 
by the gold Democrats who assembled at Indianapolis and ma- 
terially aided and assisted in putting the Republican party in 
. We resented the accusations made by the gold Demo- 
crats, and said they were outside of the Constitution, had repudi- , 
ated the bimetallic provision of the Constitution, and had left the 

Democratic party. 
I stand to-day with Jefferson and Jackson on the tariff issue, 





Sesame iin 


PR A OT ht taste tink ao 


Pete at ang a iS wd 


Dae 


—_ 


Sk) Panamera ee ntti bid 





founded on sound constitutional interpretations, just as I said in 
my silver speeches I stood with them on constitutional grounds 
on that issue, There is not a State in the Union which, if it had 
the power, would not exercise it to protect its domestic interests. 
It is known to all that this absence of self-protection led to the 
jarring jealousies under the Articles of Confederation and resulted 
in the present power in the Constitution for the laying of import 
duties and the regulation of commerce by the Federal Govern- 
ment, and prohibiting their exercise to the States. 

There is no restriction in the Constitution in the exercise of this 

ower limiting it to a tariff for revenue only. On the contrary, 
it was the intention that the power should be exercised in the in- 
terest of protecting the industries of each State, which the States 
separately, when they had the power, were unable to do. A 
tariff for revenue without protection was never contemplated by 
the founders of this Government. There may be differences of 
opinion as to the schedule rates in a tariff bill, but on the facts 

»resented in each case any Democrat has a right to exercise his 
individual opinion for the best interests of the country. Neither 
the Democratic party nor the Republican party has a right to 
demand that any man shall forfeit his allegiance to the Constitu- 
tion by joining in a party demand for an administration of affairs 
contrary to that Constitution. 

A bitter partisan and sectional animosity was engendered by the 
act of 1880, which considerably reduced the rates of duty provided 
in the act of 1828, it was unsatisfactory to Southern Democrats 
because it did not entirely eliminate the protective principle. 
There was a demand for the affirmation of a free-trade policy. 
This demand was to some extent appeased by the act of 1832, 
which placed coffee and tea on the free list, but, like the act of 
1580, it did not entirely eliminate the protective theory—did not 
repudiate the doctrine of protection—and was therefore displeas- 


ing. 

Nullification and the force bill were the results, and the tur- 
moil finally led to the compromise act of 1833. Like all compro- 
mises, it lacked strength and stated nothing affirmatively. There 
was a gradual repeal of protective duties and a partial abandon- 
ment of the doctrine of protection. Confusion and uncertainty 
arose, and the policy of the Government on tariff measures was 
undefined. Biennial reductions, as provided in the act, soon 
brought the rates of duty to a point where there was no protec- 
tion. There was a calamitous panic in 1837, in which the money 
loss was calculated at $1,000,000,000. 

Prices fell to ruinous rates. There was no market for farm 
products. The revenue fell 25 per cent, and the Government had 
to borrow to pay current expenses, After fruitless efforts to en- 
act a tariff law framed with pronounced protective features, the 
act of August 10, 1842, became a law. 

Under the scaling act of 1833 there was laid a uniform duty of 
20 per cent. This was changed by putting cotton goods to 30 per 
cent, woolens to 40 per cent, silks to $2.50 per pound, bar iron to 
$25 per ton, pig iron to $9 per ton, sugar to 2} cents per pound, 
and left tea and coffee on the free list. 

While the act was not such as was cee ger intended as a pro- 
tective measure, it afforded substantial relief to the country. 
President Polk, in his message in 1846, said: 

Labor in all its branches is receiving ample reward. The progress of our 
country in resources and wealth and in the happy condition of our people is 
without example in the history of nations. 

The act of 1846 provided for rates ranging from 5 to 100 per cent, 
andintroduced the vicious system of ad valorem duties, andaffiirmed 
the doctrine of revenue without protection, but had some protective 
features. It disappointed the Northern wing of the Democratic 
party. The country this time escaped the usual disaster of rapid 
reduction in tariff rates because of adventitious circumstances. 

The Mexican war created a demand for breadstuffs and supplies; 
the discovery of gold in California increased the demand for labor, 
mining implements, agricultural producis, and shipping, besides 
increasing the money values of this country. On the other hand, 
European countries were ja revolution from 1848to 1851. Instead 
of exporting, they demanded food supplies from abroad. The 
German war and Irish fainine created a demand for breadstuffs, 
These adventitious aids, like the embargo acts and orders in coun- 
“a to be powerful protective agencies. 

hen they ceased to exist, say in 1854, true economic conditions 
asserted themselves, Our exports declined, manufactories sus- 
pended operation, and foreign imports reappeared in our markets 
to analarmingextent. The Thirty-fourth Congress went over toa 
free-trade policy in the passage of the tariff act of March 2, 1857. 
Immediately thereafter foreign goods flooded the country, for 
duties along the entire line of imports of leading articles were re- 
duced almost to the rates of the compromise act of 1833. 

Within six months after the passage of the act there was a great 

nic. Ruin was and branches of industry were 
Sisaowously affected. There were 5,123 failures, and the Govern- 
ment had to borrow money for current expenses. The 
public debt increased $46,000,000, and the expenditures exceeded 
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oy by $77,234,116. President Buchanan, in his messa 
said: 


ra 
9 


With unsurpassed plenty in all the productions and all the elomonts p¢ 
natural wealth, our manufactures have suspended; our public works aro >. 


tarded; our private enterprises of different kinds are abandone {: t})..,. ) “ig 
of useful laborers are thrown out of errant and reduced to want. Ww. 


have all elements of material wealth in abundance, an) +,; ae ; 
withtending all these advantages, our country, in its monetary inter). 
is in a deplorable condition. ' 

The tariff act of 1861 increased duties all along the lire. T),, 
act was framed on just principles, to provide a needed reveny. 
and at the same time to acreaes and confirm the doctrine of 
incidental protection, giving a helping hand to labor and encour. 
aging home production and manufacture. There wre s yer.) 
amendments subsequently made to tho act, all in the line of pro- 
tection, and rendered necessary by the exigencies of war. 

The act of 1872 reduced duties considerably and added lareely 
to the free list. Very soon thereafter, in 1873, a panic follows). 
Whether this panic was the result of this reduction or a decrease 
in the circulating medium and demonetization of silver s a qu. s- 
tion of fact not yet ascertained. I am inclined to ielieve that 
both causes contributed to the result. 

The issue in the campaign of 1888 was free trade vs. protection, 
The McKinley bill was the logical sequence of the campa gn, just 
as the Wilson bill was that of 1892. Itis said that a protective 
tariff bill will not yield revenue. The McKinley Act, whatever 
may be said of it in other respects, demonstrated the conirary to 
be true. It raised all the necessary revenue for current expeises 
and provided a surplus. 

The Wilson bill, in its original intent, carried the doctrine of 
free trade—that is, of low tariff to the extreme. The idea was 
that protection of any kind was opposed to the interests of a free 
and prosperous people. The bill as modified proved a disastrous 
failure. The sugar schedule did not nd to what was expected 
of it because of its ad valorem rate, and the income tax w:is e im- 
inated, both of which were relied upon for a large revenue. The 
fact remains that there is surplus money in the Treasury, arising 
from the sa'e of bonds, and which debt has to be paid. 

We have had tariff acts ng protection with the imposition 
of duties from 1789 to 1842 and from 1861 to 1894, and low tariifs 
in 1783, 1816, 1832, 1846, 1857, and 1894. We are told that taking 
the two decades 1840 to 1850 and 1850 to 1860, and regarding the 
first asa period most affected by the low ad valorem tariff of i548. the 
comparison is in favor of the latter; but noaccountis taken of the 
disaster which followed the reduction of the tariff of 1816, 1832, and 
1833. In the decade 1850 to 1860 it will beremembere that the ad- 
ventitious circumstances—the Mexican war, revolutionsin Europe, 
discovery of gold in California, and the Irish famine—all hail the 
effect of protective agencies. 

From this partial and imperfect résumé of tariff legislation, it 
will be noted that parties have occupied different positions on the 
tariff question and that leading statesmen have changed their 
opinions, dictated by party necessity or by loca! self-interest. 

It may be truthfully stated that the Government has no such 
thing as a tariff policy. Itis time, in my opinion, for one to be 
asserted which will be certain and permanent. The tariff policy 
ought to be taken out of party politics and re’egated to the busi- 
ness methods of the Government. If it could be estimated. I 
think the loss to the people of the United States by the frequent 
changes of tariff laws, the unsettling of values, and the insecurity 
of investments would express an amount that wouid bewider 
the mind. 

The argument as to the unconstitutionality of a tariff law has 
long ceased to be available. The Democratic as well as the 
Republican party is committed to tariff legislation as the best 
mode of raising revenue, There is no such thing as absolute [re 
trade in this country. So true is this that any party presuming 
to advocate it would deservedly pass into ob!ivion. 

The Democratic party will never risk a campaign before the 
people and say that incidental protection means opposition to the 
encouragement of American industries, 

In the platform of 1892 it was affirmed that “ we hold that tariff 
duties should be levied for purposes of revenne, such duties to be 
so adjusted as to operateequally throughout the country.” Ininy 
opinion the tariff bill before the Senate responds more exactly to 
this declaration than did ‘the Wilson bill. 1t covers all induastrics 
in all sections, and is designed to raise an adequate revenue. The 
Wilson bill was sectional and partial. It carried a low tariff on 
some things and an unnecessarily high tariff on others, and had 
a large free list. It unduly protected some industries, while as & 
revenue-producing tariff it was a confessed failure. 

It is urged, as an —- against a tariff embodying any pro- 
tective idea, that it will cause an additional price to be a del to 
the protected article and thus impose a burden upon the con- 
sumer. 

In 1790 Mr. Hamilton asserted that “‘ internal competition is an 
effectual corrective of , and in the end leads to a lower 
scale of prices for manufactures than prevailed for 
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foreign.” Experience has demonstrated this to be correct. It is 
within the memory of many Senators that in certain lines of 
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The history of the party on the tariff question and the conduct 


of the masses of the party and the declarations of its leaders have 


goods ~_——e nations practically monopolized the trade in this | been equally inconsistent. 


country and we had to pay high prices for them. By protecting 
the manufacture of such goods they have multiplied in this coun- 
try. They fully equal the imported goods, and we now get tiem 
at a greatly reduced price. They are within the reach of the 
est. 

ha argument against a protective system was made by great 
Democrats, embodying the idea that capital would be forced here 
and employed in manufacturing and destroy those already in ex- 
istence. Mr. Bichanan said in 1846: 


Our domestic manufactures have been saved by the election of James K. 
Polk from being overwhelmed by the immense capital which would have 
rushed into them for investment, and from an expansion of the curreacy 
which would have annulled any protection short of prohibition. 


With a judicious tariff manufactures will multiply; labor und 
capital will find profitable employment, as new and inexhaustible 
fie.ds will beopened toeach. Domestic merchants will find ready 
sales at remunerative prices, while commerce and interstate 
trade will be stimulated by the distribution of both raw materials 
and manufactared products. The nation will approach complete 
independence in the employment of skilled labor, and there will 
be a harmonious development in all sections and in all the great 
interests of the people. To accomplish this a tariff bill ought to 
be impartial as to individuals and as to sections. 

Every industry that needs protection to keep it in active exist- 
ence and free from injurious foreign competition ought to receive 
it. not to such an extent as to enrich the beneficiaries and to iim- 
pose unnecessary burdens upon the people, but fully enough to 
provide a revenue for all possible needs of the Government, to en- 
courage domestic production and manufacture, to create compe- 
tition at home, and to raise the country to a plane of perfect and 
complete independence. 

The founders of this Government believed it to be arightanda 
duty to foster industry by legislation. They invested the Govern- 
meut with ample power to provide a revenue through legislation, 
and at the same time to protect the industries of the country. 
Under the Articles of Confederation there was an era of untimite 1 
fre> trade, There was no uniformity in duties imposed. States 
nullified the laws of other States. The large importations of for- 
eign goods were sold at prices which prevented the establishment 
of factories at home, drained the specie from the country, and 
proved ruinous to all domestic industries. 

There was a crying demand for industrial and commercial inde- 

ndence, for, in the language of one of our early statesmen, 

‘foreign nations were passing such laws as they judged most 
likely to destroy our commerce and extend their own. The arm 
which had struck for independence in the field was palsied in the 
worsshop, the industry which had been burdened in the colonies 
was ed in the free States, and the mechanics and manufac- 
turers of the country found themselves, in the bitterness of their 
hearts, independent—and ruined.” 

What happened then will again occur if we invite by a low 
tariff the im tion of foreign goods. Cheap labor abroad will 
always enable the foreign manufacturer to undersell our home 
products if duties be low, intlicting cruel wrong upon our skilled 
and intelligent labor. We do not want to degrade this labor. 
We do not want to close a single factory and turn its operatives 
out upon an inhospitable world. The only means of raising ade- 
} we revenue is by tariff legislation, and if we, in the interests of 

oreign mannfacturers, impose low duties, disregarding revenue 
necessities and adequate protection to domestic industries, our 
revenue will be scant, our Government be degraded and embar- 
rassed, and our labor, thus discriminated ayainst, sordid and 
malcontent. 

Whenever Con attempts tariff legislation there are Demo- 
crats who contend for and vote for the protection of the industries 
of their States. They endeavor to get as high protection as pos- 
sible, and it is a rare instance when one offers an amendment to 
reduce the tariff rate applicable to the interests in the State he 
represents. In this way they aid and assist in making the tariff 
protective, and tien vote against it because it is protective. 

In the enactment of the Wilson law there was a struggle to 
secure individual and loca) interests. It was asserted that one 

ent Democrat threatened to defeat the bill unless a certain 
interest was satisfied. In this way the tariff act became a 
compromise of selfish interests. One end of it was 
tive to satisfy Democrats who deman@ed protection 
for} interests, and its low tariff rates were the logical sequence 
of an absence of interests to be protected. 
A can not be violated in one particular instance with- 
out the whole doctrine which it supports. It would 
be more consistent to vote for the bill, unless in other respects it 
is objectionable. There can be no excuse for voting against it by 
those who help to make it protective because it is of that char- 





District, State, and national platforms have been at variance, 
The national platforms have declared for a tariff for revenue only 
and a tariff with incidental protection. 

This * incidental protection” is thus expressed by Mr. Madison: 

In adjusting the duties on imports to the object of reven t 


1ue, the influence 
of the tariff on manufacturers will necessarily present itself for ndera- 
tion. However just the theory may be which leaves to the sagacity and in- 
terests of individuals the applicatien of their industry and resources, there 


are in this, as in all cases, exceptions to the rule. 

This means a discriminative duty in favor of industries which 
exist, but which would cease to exist unless protected. What was 
a theory with Hamilton became a fact in the enunciation of inci- 
denta! protection in Democratic platforms and in the considera- 
tion of the Wilson bill, with its protective features in parts of the 
act. 

In 1872 the Liberal Republicans nominated Horace Greeley for 
President on a platform declaring the tariff one of local interests, 
and simply relegated the question to the Congressional districts. 
It was a declaration that it should not be made a party question 
and should be taken out of politics. The Democratic convention 
met at Baltimore and accepted the platform and the nominations 
of the Liberal Republican party. It thus favored the taking of 
the tariff question out of national politics and eliminating it from 
the professions of Democratic faith. 

The Democratic party in 1876 nominated for its President Sam- 
nel J. Tilden, a protection Democrat, who declared over his own 
signature that he had a strong liking for protection. This decla- 
ration was made in 1833, and during all the discussion of the tariff 
question thereafter there is not on record one syllable to show 
that he ever retracted his utterance on that occasion. 

In 1880 the party nominated General Hancock for President. 
It declared in the platform for a revenue tariff. But this was 
done away with when the party accepted as a supplement to the 
platform General Hancock's letter of acceptance, in which he said 
that the tariff question was one for local discussion in Congres- 
sional districts. This was the second attempt of the party to elim- 
inate the tariff question from national politics and strike it from 
national Democratic platforms. 

In the late campaign, despite the efforts of the Republican party 
to tender the tariff issue, the Democratic party ignored it and 
forced the financial issue. 

The Democratic party three times elected Samuel J. Randall,a 
protection Democrat, Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
placing him in a position in which his influence and power were 
great in shaping and directing tariff legislation. 

I have recited these facts not to impeach the integrity of the 
party, in no way to detract from the brilliant record it has made, 
but to show that the tariff question has never been an element of 
Democratic fealty. 

The tariff question is an economic one, and it ought to have no 
place in party platforms. It should not be disturbed by party 
defeats and party successes. The bill under discussion should 
become a law and remain on the statute book at least a sufficient 
time to demonstrate its merits and its defects. 

During the period of reconstruction and of the infamous gov- 
ernments which were imposed upon the people, old-line Whigs and 
Democrats united as one body in efforts to get rid of negro domi- 
nation. While the struggle lasted, there was no tarilf issue pre- 
sented to the people of the South. The problem was far above 
free trade and protection. Now that the danger of the supremacy 
of the negro in government has ina great measure been removed, 
it is but natural that men who hold views of protection should 
seek the eee of pressing their convictions. 

The South has been solidly Democratic froin necessity. In the 
efforts to secure good and honest government by placing white 
men in power she lost sight of minor interests which, though 
subordinate to the great and all-absorbing issues confronting her, 
are nevertheless important for her development and welfare. In 
Louisiana many of those who acted promptly and effectively in 
overthrowing carpet-bag government were men who had been 
reared and educated in the Whig schoo! of politics, There were 
and are Democrats whose services to the party are not less than 
those of any Democrat inthe Union. These men hold to the views 
that I have but indifferentiy expressed. 

Two Senators from Louisiana opposed the tariff act of 1857 
because it failed to provide adequate protection to the interest of 
their State. These men were dear to the State of Louisiana and 
to the South; both were leaders in the movement of secession. 
One was originally from the North, the other originally a British 
subject. They believed their allegiance was first to their adopted 
State. They threw her into war in devotion to what they believed 
to be a preservation of her honor and conducive to her interests, 
There is now no divided allegiance. We are not, and | hope we 
will never be, called upon again to make our choice between alle- 
giance to Federal and State government, but in all the material 
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interests which affect Louisiana, in all matters of legislation which 
will promote her interests, when the choice is ted to me of 
voting for them or yoy measures which would lay her fair surface 
bare and desolate, [ have no hesitation in saying, and I utter the 
statement with the proudest satisfaction, that I will, regardless 
of party discipline, vote in favor of any measure that will bring 
prosperity to my State, and in doing this I will not, to promote 
sach interests, endeavor to destroy the interests of other com- 
munities, I want all to share alike in the benefits of legislation. 
I do not want to see sectionlism and favoritism encouraged. 

It is diffienlt, Mr. President, to conceive how any tariff bill can 
be enacted into a law without carrying some degree of protection 
with it. The greater the amount to be raised, the er is the 
amount of protection afforded. If a revenue of two hundred mil- 
lions is to be raised, it necessarily follows that two hundred mil- 
lions of protection must be placed on the different industries of 
the country in the various sections. 

The question ted is how toimpartially this amount, 
and what industries need the greatest protection to make them 
self-supporting and beyond foreign competition, in what sections 
the protection inevitably following this levy shall be placed, the 
effort —— to produce the greatest good to the country in all 
sections and in every ne: 

If no revenue were needed, it is certain no revenue law would be 

; and if necessary to —e our mechanical, mining, manu- 
acturing, and agricultural industries from being destroyed by 
foreign competition, another provision of the Constitution, to 
regulate commerce, d have to be invoked in order to apply 
Sep remedy. 

e whole See, - Cate au mare — law is as to the 
proper arrangemen sc es. It y mes a question 
of schedules, not any ees ae except what ts right 
and just. It is the duty of each Senator, without reference to 
par, to aid and assist in the proper framing of the schedules and 

rect the application of the money to be raised in such a man- 
ner as to the best interests of the country, in a manner 
that will promote the happiness and contentment of the people by 
a the least burden them. 

e of arbitrarily objecting to schedules to make a record 
for an ensuing campaign, in my 7 ion, is inexcusable. 

In order to frame the pending bill an estimate was made of the 
amount necessary to be ra The schedules and paragraphs 
‘were arranged for this purpose. There was at least apparent con- 
sistency in whole. To go through the bill and cut down rates 
bya half ora fraction of a cent is to disturb the symmetry of the bill, 
to make patchwork out of it, and in the end to destroy its use- 
fulness as an instrumentality for raising a revenue for the Govern- 
ment, 

I do not mean to intimate that objectionable schedules should 
be received, but some measure, at least, should be proposed to take 
the place of the one rejected. I mean to say that the charges of 
robbery, etc., and objections made simply to make a record for 
campaign uses is not t or proper. 

The bad financial of the country, the scarcity of a cir- 
culating medium, the low prices of farm ee of wages, the 
increased price of gold, the absence of a demand for labor, and 
the anal and universal distress areadmitted. 1 do not propose 
to go into a lengthy discussion of the cause which has led to this 
versal depression in business and suffering among the masses 


e, 
The Fepabtican y claims that it isexclusively due to the re- 
vege | the McKinley tariff law and the enactment of the Wil- 
eon bill. 


_ 'The Democratic party ascribes it to the demonetization of silver, 
the exclusion from coinage, ay with gold, silver, one of the 
money metals of the Constitution. I fully agree in this conten- 
tion, and, in my opinion, there can be no lifting of the dark curtain 
which overhangs us until the mints are to the free and 
unlimited coi of silver and a See prior to 1873. 


&8 







CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





JUNE 12, 





_I do not believe that it can come solely from tariff legislat\,,, 
either by Democrats or Republicans; but the bill before the <.._ 
ate may be the first steps to the restoration of quiet and rest 4), 
the beginning of confidence, and thus pave the way for the ¢..,,. 
plete regeneration of the country by the free and unlimited «.., 
age of silver at the legal ratio of 16 to 1. 

Entertaining these views, I will vote for the bill and do y:}\,; | 
can to put it speedily upon the statute book. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Farrpanks in the c)).)j; 
The question is on the amendment submitted by the Senator {; ... 
Arkansas [Mr. Jones}, which will be stated. 4 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 206, page 65, line 20, after t)), 
word “color,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘and on all sugar. 
as to read: 

And on roug 
wane aR G da os apenas has gone throuch 

7 Se T call — nore maces. 

© yeas nays were : Secretary proceede 1 
to call the roll. ” oa 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I havo 

eral pair with the junior Senator from Wyoming |\\;. 
CLARK]. If he were present, I should vote “ yea.” 
Mr. RIS of Tennessee (when his name was called). [| 4), 
ired with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morkiii}. |; 
were it, 1 should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired wit) 
the senior Senator from Pennsylvania = AY]. Not seeing 
him in the Chamber, I withhold my vote. I should vote © yea.” 
if he were t. , 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. TaursTon]. As he is not i 
the Chamber, I shall not vote. If he were present, I shonld yoic 


“ ea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington (Mr. TURNER], but, by an ar- 
ranyement with the junior Senator from . Chay], the 
Fis Lamon ce uae a to the Senator Massachusetts 

Mr. LODGE], 80 that the from Georgia and I are at lib- 

to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

r. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I have a 
pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. Th: 
poe Senator from New See de Paes is paired with the 

ator from Louisiana [Mr. ¥}. has been arranged 
to transfer that pair, and I vote “‘ nay.” ' 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. The junior Senator from Delaware 
rs KENNEY] requested me to announce his pair with the junior 

Mr. JONES of I inquire if Senator from Maine 
(Mr. HALE] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam paired with that Senator, and 
therefore withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote 


“ ea.” 

Mir. WARREN. I desire to announce that my colleague | Mr. 
Dee who is detained from the Chamber, is paired with the 
junior from Kansas . Harris}. 

Mr. PERKINS (after ha voted in negative). Ihave a 
— pair with the junior from North Dakota [\Mr. 

ACH]. In his absence, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MANTLE. I havea pair with the Senator from 
Vv eae MartIN}. [understand that if he were present he 
would **yea” upon this amendment. As I intend to vote in 
the same manner, I cast my vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 82; as follows: 

YEAS—29. 


SO 














Mr. LINDSAY. Iask to have read the amendment I offered 
the other day, with a view of placing all sugars upon an ow. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky will be stated. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 206, page 63, line 13, after the 
word “Sugars,” it is pro to strike out the words “ not above 
No. 16, Dutch standard in color;” and also, after the word * pro- 
portion,” in line 19, to strike out down to and including the word 
“pound,” in line 23, as follows: 

And on sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, and on all sugar which 
has gone renee yroows of refining, 1 cent and ninety-five one-hundredths 
of i cent per 

So as to read: 

of cane juice, melada, concent <i me . 
sage, ee Sates wbipanee. Hing ay the polariesups wot avore 73 


»te and concentra’ 
wt cent per pound, and for every adilitional degree shown by the 


riscopic test, three one-hundredths of 1 cent per pound additional, and 
in jon; molasses testing above 40 degrees and 
Fractions of a degre cents per gallon, etc. . ” 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, after the very candid statement 
made on ae by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLtson] there 
can be no doubt this particular schedule is intended as a pro- 
tective measure pure and simple. It is true it will raise a very 
large amount of revenue, but pains are taken to declare that the 
purpose of the taxation is not revenue, but to promote the Tart 
ular ind known in this country as the sugar-beet industry, 
including, of course, the sugar-cane industry. 

To do we have a proposed tax which operates upon every 
class of the community, rich and poor, and operates so nearly 
equally upon om of the community that it approximates 
a capitation tax. highest rate of taxation applies to refined 

the from Iowa candidly stated that not more 
the sugars used by the people of this 
uality inferior to 
ro to be put upon every 
er this bill, will operate as a tax upon 
everyone Who Uses sugar, no matter how humble or how great 


the pereeeee person may be. 
is is to be done under the pretense that it is necessary to 
industry and render this country independent 
by supplying all our sugar by our home pro- 
duction; and the rather remarkable position has just been taken 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McEnery] that to afford 
uate —— and assistance to the agricultural prodacers 
either cane or beet it is necessary the sugar trust 
fostered and kept alive; in other words, that we are 
now about to develop a great industry which can not live unless, 
wn aineciood a aoe ie of —_ 
.w > eenronsmelpr n ised trust, which avows its ability 

coatrol of the 


an, cent action and 80 per cent of the sales 
avows that it fixes the price at its own will, and 


conceal the fact that out of the great profits coming to it 
under the laws which have been in force during the past twenty 
— it has used @ portion to control the politics of the communi- 
in which its factories are located. 
to make any war upon the protection offered 
producer. I realize that any such attempt is now hope- 
es caucus has decided that this particular 
protection that no other ind , Unless it 
ite manufacturers, ever enjoyed, and I take it there 
bound by the fiat of that caucus to insure that 
be given. The other side avow that they do 
of Senators by party obligations; there- 
hope that independent Senators enough 
to assist in crippling, if we can not strike down, 
which dominates our markets and assumes to con- 


tax—and it is a tax pure and simple—is in- 
the auction of sugar by the agricultural 
from Iowa says that if there were no such in- 
the encouragement of American industries, 
per cent ad valorem as a reasonable revenue 
imported Forty-five per cent to be 
+ Bape operate as 45 per cent incidental 
A n producers of sugar. But this bill does 
cent ad valorem incidental protection 
The Senator who represents 
that the protection 
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ing 600,000,000 pounds to ascertain the amount of refined sugar, I 
find that we consume annually 3,600.000,000 pounds. 

This bill proposes to tax these 3,600,000,000 pounds of sugar $1.95 
upon each hundred pounds. The aggregate tax to be levied under 
the bill and paid by the people will be $70,200,000. Fifty-five per 
cent of that sum, which may be justified upon the idea that it is 
a tax for revenue, will amount to $38,620,000, and 45 per cent, 
which is conceded to be protection, without the slightest regard 
to revenue, which is conceded to be a subsidy for the suzar-plant- 
ing and the sugar-refining interests, will amount to $81,580,000. 

What is this industry we are thus to protect? What is the 
condition of the industry we propose to build up? The whole 
amount of American sugar produced last year, cane and beet, was 
less than 600,000,000 pounds. At 3} cents a pound it would sell in 
the market for $21,000,000. That is the last cent to be realized by 
the producers of sugar. With a 45 per cent incidental protec- 
tion—$21,000,000 is the aggregate of the entire crop—and we pro- 

se by this bill to give to that $21,000,000 of sugar suetect 

31,580,000 in the way of an undisguised subsidy each year so 
long as present conditions shall exist. 

For every $1 worth of sugar produced in this country by the 
stgar raisers we propose to give $1.50 pure and simple, uncon- 
cealed protection, and when we count the protection incident to 
the revenue portion of the duty in addition to this, we find that 
this $21,000,000 of American product will receive over $70,000,000 
of protection each year, or nearly $3.50 to each dollar of the value 
of the output of the industry. 

I propose to make no war upon any of this protection that goes 
to the sugar planter. We may submit to that, but I insist the 
trust does not need and is not entitled toseparate and special pro- 
tection, and ought not to receive it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky 
a question. I ask if he thinks it is possible to frame a sugar 
schedule on any basis or upon any theory that this American trust 
will not receive benefit from it either directly or indirectly? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I do not believe we can frame a bill that will 
not incidentally give to this trust more protection than it needs 
and more assistance than it ought to have. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I should like to ask the Senator this ques- 
tion: Why not proceed as though we meant to do business, and 
by a — warranto proceeding or some appropriate proce-s dis- 
solve this trust and take from it its power? We have laws suifi- 
cient for that purpose. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I hope before this tariff bill becomes a law an 
amendment will be ingrafted upon it which will enable the courts 
of the country to protect the people against the avarice of this and 
all other trusts; but it is not for the legislative department to give 
additional subsidies to this combination because the courts may 
have failed, or the executive officers may have failed to take the 
necessary steps to dissolve the trust. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me at that point to 
make a suggestion? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. We had four years of Democratic Administra- 
tion, which closed on the 4th of March last, and not a solitary 
step was taken by that Administration to close out that trust. 
We had four years of Republican Administration just preceding 
that when nothing was done to close out that trast. 

Mr. LINDSAY. My friend overstates the proposition to some 
degree. Undera Democratic Administration a suit was instituted 
which resulted in the dissolution of what is denominated the rail- 
road trust. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Nebraska overstated the propo- 
sition in another respect. A suit was instituted by the United 
States in New Jersey, in the Federal circuit court in that State, 
and it was decided there, and taken to the Supreme Court, against 
this very sugar trust. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the Senator from Missouri is mistaken. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not mistaken. 

Mr. ALLEN. Under what was known as the old Parsons law? 

Mr. VEST. Oh,no. Thesuit was instituted under what is mis- 
named the Sherman antitrust law. I say it was misnamed after 
Mr. Sherman, because it was drafted by Mr. Edmunds. The 
trust, however, escaped. 

Mr. ALLEN. Things are named by their opposites sometimes. 

Mr. VEST. The trust escaped because the Government was an- 
able to prove that its product went into interstatecommerce. The 
Senator will find it in the decision of the Supreme Court, | think 
in 114 United States Reports. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator from Missouri is mistaken in 
saying that the law was drawn by Mr. Edmunds. 

tr. VEST. Partially. He drew most of it. 
Mr. HOAR. Iwas on the committee when that law was drawn, 
Mr. VEST. was I. 
Mr. HOAR. I know the facts. 
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Mr. VEST. The Senator from Massachusetts assisted and I as- 
sisted in framing the bill, but Mr. Edmunds reported it. 

Mr. HOAR. That is another thing. 

Mr. VEST. And if anybody deserved to have the law named 
after him it was Mr. Edmunds, and not Mr. Sherman, who was 
oa toit. Though he was against the trust, he did not like 
that bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. With the permission of the Senator from Mis- 
rouri, I should like to ask what became of that case? 

Mr, VEST. It was decided in favor of the trust on the ground 
that the Government could not produce the evidence that the re- 
fined sugar had gone into interstate commerce. When we drew 
that bill, we were confronted with this difficulty: Senator Sher- 
man, as the Recorp will show, introduced a bill which ignored 
State lines and provided that the Government of the United States 
could institute proceedings in any State as to the product of any 
trust which was sold in that State. 

There was very naturally criticism by the lawyers in this body 
in regard to such a measure, and after three days’ debate Mr. 
Sherman’s bill was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Then the antitrust law was drawn, and principally by Mr. Ed- 
munds. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] partici- 
pated, and so did I, but I never had an idea of claiming that it 
was my bill. Mr. Edmunds reporied it to the Senate. In that 
bill we undertook to keep within what we conceived to be the con- 
stitutional limitation, assuming that our jurisdiction applied to 
commerce with foreign nations and commerce among the States, 
and that you must prove against a trust, in order to dissolve it 
and stop its commercial transactions, that its product did go into 
commerce among the States. 

Mr, Olney was very severely criticised because he did not attack 
the sugar trust particularly. He caused proceedings to be insti- 
tuted in New Jersey. The case was tried there and went to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and the trust gained it upon 
a failure of proof. There was no question but that it was a trust. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator say that there was not evidence 
enough within the reach of the iaw officers of the Government to 
prove a prima facie case of interstate commerce? 

Mr. VEST. I say exactly what the Senator will see in the de- 
cision, that there was no proof that the identical product of the 
trust in New Jersey was shipped to other States. The Govern- 
ment was not able to get the proof of it; I do not know why. 
can see the difficulty, as any lawyer can, in such a case; but the 
case went off on that point, as the Senator will find if he will 
send to the Law Library and get the volume containing the re- 

rt of the case. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I should like to ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri what is to prevent the Government of the United States 
from resorting to the common-law writ of quo warranto. bring- 
ing th's trust into court and dissoiving its existence regardless of 
an y statute? 

r. VEST. I have no doubt it could be done if we could get 
at the proof in the case, if the State corporation was operating in 
restraint of trade under the Edmunds law. 

Mr. ALLEN. It does not make any difference about it being a 
State corporation. 

Mr. VEST. But the question was, Did it operate in restraint of 
trade among the States? 

Mr. HOAR. You can not issue a quo warranto against a State 

ration. 

r. VEST. I do not know that you can issue that particular 
writ of quo warranto, but the proceedings to which I refer were 
instituted under the Edmunds law. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from Massachusetts pretend to 
say that the charter of a State corporation can not be dissolved, or, 
at least, that it can not be SS from doing business when it 
monopolizes interstate trade and results in a monopoly? 

Mr. HOAR, If my honorable friend the Senator from Nebraska 
will pardon me, in all good nature, I do not pretend anything in 
the Senate. I am asked to state my view of a law question and 
whether I pretend so and so. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not mean to offend the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not a very agreeable kind of a question. 

Mr. ALLEN. I simply wanted to give it as my opinion (and it 
is the opinion of only one man, and not quite so good or right as 
that of the Senator from Massachusetts) that there is no question 
about the power of this Government to dissolve such a corpora- 
tion, regardless of the fact where it gets its charter. Whenever 
it leaves the State in which it is incorporated and engages in the 
transaction of business which is international commerce and in- 
terstate commerce, the nation has control. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR, Will the Senator pardon me for a sentence? 

Mr. LINDSAY. ers 

Mr. HOAR. I supposed the law to be that the writ of quo war- 
ranto is a writ to dissolve a corporation which by illegal conduct 

bas forfeited its power to exist, and that it is a writ addressed to 


lll a a i i hl ad 


it to come and show cause by what warrant it continues to act as 
a corporation. I suppose that can only be done, under our sys. 
tem of jurisprudence, in the courts of the sovereign that creas, 


the ge which is the State in the case of a State oe 
tion. do not concede that that isa a writ or remed y to 
prevent a corporation from doing an unlawful thing. 


Undoubtedly the courts of the United States may by proper proe- 
ess enjoin a State corporation, as they could an individual. against 
violating a United States law in cases where such an injunction 
is the proper and fitting proceeding, but that would not be by 
instituting an action of quo warranto, and it would not be 
case, as I suppose, within the powers of the United States 
to dissolve a State corporation. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr, President-— 

Mr. LINDSAY. I can not yield further. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I can nots - line of-argument to detoer- 
mine what the executive and judicial officers of the Government 
can or ought to doin regard to the sugar trust, nor to have the 

uestion settled who is entitled to the credit of the preparation of 
the antitrust law, about which we hear so much of late. These 
matters are collateral to the argument I propose to make. 
W hether the executive and administrative officers have performed 
their dut'es or whether the courts have faithfully administered 
the existing laws makes no difference to me, when as a member 
of the legislative department I am asked to support a ineasure 
which gives to the trust additional aid to the end that it may con- 
tinue the work which I, with other Senators, believe ought to be 
suppressed. ; 
‘The suit of 1891 in the State of New York was a proceciing in 
the nature of quo warranto, and it resulted in dissolving the New 
York corporation which had entered the trust, upon the ground 
that it thereby exceeded and abused the grant of corporate power; 
but after that proceeding had been hai, the trust organized asa 
corporation under a New Jersey charter, and the question of its 
powers and the abuse of them is a question addressed to the au- 
thorities of the State of New Jersey. 

If this corporation violates any law of the United States, if this 
corporation so conducts its business as to violate the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, then to the extent it so vio'ates the 
Federal Constitution or laws it is within the province of the au- 
thorities of the United States to prevent such violations by fine 
and imprisonment of its officers and agents, or by any other usual 
or regular method of suppression. But that is not the question 
here. If we are giving aid and comfort to this corporation by 
existing laws, that aid onghtto be withdrawn. If we are propos- 
ing to give additional aid and support, that additional aid and 
support ought to be refused, 

n 1890, when the present antitrust law was under discussion, 
the powers of the Government were exhaustively considered and 
discussed: There was one proposition about which there was no 
dissent, and that was that the Government of the United States 
had the clear, the indisputable power, and rested under the im- 
perative duty to withdraw any assistance which such a trust 
might receive through or in virtue of its revenue laws; and that 
is the point to which I desire to call the attention of the Sena‘e. 

It was said by the Senator from Rhode Island {/Mr. ALprRicH], 
when he made the opening statement in favor of this bill: 

The fact that the business, as conducted to-day, is in comparatively few 
hands, and that a large portion 6f it is carried on by one company. while it 
fu es a reason for unusual care in the adjustment of rates in order that 
no undue or unfair advant: shall be given to s refiners, should not be 
allowed to furnish a retext i in the popes of a tariff bili constructed 
upon protective lines for the destruction of a tindustry. In other words, 
it is important from every economic standpoint that we make it possible that 
the refining of can be successfully carried on here, and that the busi- 
ness be not tarned over by legislative discrimination to Germaa refiners. 


The extent of his claim was that in the construction of a tariff 
bill upon protective lines we should not make it possib!« for a 
foreign industry to break down the existing sugar industry in 
the United States. Lagree to that. I wish to impose no business 
disabilities. I favor no discrimination against the American 
sugar-refining industry. I wish to see that industry go on and 
flourish within the lines of proper and legitimate management. 
What I object to is not that we fail to discriminate against it, 
not that we fail to make it impossible for the industry to live, but 
that we take it up as a favored enterprise, to be fostered and 
si in the face of its history during the twenty years last 
past. 

Does the sugar-refining industry in the United States need pro- 
tection? If it does, how much m ought it to have? We 
have had experts dealing in figures and reaching conclusions which 
laymen can not dispute because can not comprehend the 

remises, but there are facts which and need no explanation. 
he sugar industry is to-day living under the Wilson law with 
the expectation of benefits to come to it under the bill which the 
caucus of the Republican Senators has decreed shall pass this body. 


in any 
courts 


Yesterday in the New York market sugar, centrifugal, 96 








1897. 


test. sold for 34 cents a pound. 





It is not disputed that 107 pounds 
of that sugar will make 100 pounds of refined sugar, That would 
make the cost to the refiner 3.75 cents per pound of crude sugar. 

Now he has taken that sugar and refined it, and put it upon the 
market, and yesterday he sold the refined product in New York 
for 43 cents @ pound. The difference on yesterday between the 
cost to the refiner of the raw product and the market price of the 
refined article was 1 cent, or more than 25 per cent advance unon 
the raw product. This profit the refiner divides with the retailer, 
and it may be safely said (and nothing has been said upon the 
other side which would militate against the conclusion) that upon 
every pound of refined sugar, with this difference in the purchase 
and the selling — the refiner pockets one-half of 1 cent in the 

f clear t. 
i SEWELL. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to 
ake a tion? 
Mr. LIN! AY. Certainly. j 

Mr. SEWELL. The Senator from Kentucky does not take into 
consideration that the price of the sugar he refers to is in bags on 
board ship. The sugar has to be taken to the refinery and refined. 
He has to calculate upon the price of the barrels. The refined 
sugar is sold in barrels. That comes up to one-half of what the 
Senator 8 of. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will not stop now to make aclose calculation 
of how much of this profit goes in the way of expense for the bar- 
rels, bags, etc. Suppose that one-half of it g es to that account. 
You have a quarter of a cent left to the refiner, which amounts to 
124 or 15 per cent profit on each dollar invested, and at tbree- 
eighthsofa cent a pound profit the trust cleared in less than three 
years $25,000,000. ; 

In 1880 Mr. Havemeyer, in answer to a question propounded by 
Mr. Tucker, of the Ways and Means Committee of the House of 
Representatives, said: 

Would you be able to compete in the business market if there was perfect 
free trade in sugar? 


Mr. HaAvemMEYeR. We would beat them. We can refine sugar here more 
cheaply than they can in England. 

And again: 

I do not see why, under free trade in sugar. we could not supply a very 

proportion of the world’s consumption. 

Nothing has happened since 1880 todeprive the great sugar-manu- 
facturing combination of the power to compete with the world, if 
you give it free sugar, or if you compensate for the tax it has to 
pay on the raw by an equal tax upon the manufactured product. 

e were told years ago by the president and secretary of 
the trust that the price of sugar has been reduced to the con- 
sumer. How, and why? By combining all the factories under 
one ep ee vey by reducing the number of officials, by striking 

thy competition, the trust claims to have been enab!ed 
to reduce the cost of pfoduction, and therefore to reduce the price 
to the consumer. In 1880, with competition open and flagrant, 
free sugar would have enabled the refiners to compete with the 
world. In 1897, with competition destroyed, with the whole busi- 
ness in the of one corporation with an aggregation of capi- 
tal which makes the trust simply irresistible, we are told now 
that it can not live unless we give it a differential duty of from 
40 to 50 cents on each 100 pounds. 
. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Kentucky permit me? 
. LINDSAY. Certainly. 
Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator explain to me the character 
of his amendment? Is it to put all sugars upon a uniform specific 


a 


refining, and sugars in the hands of the sugar producers. It is 
the refined upon the same footing with the highest 
uced by the Louisiana sugar planter, and to 
advantage over the Louisiana sugar planter. [ 
to strike out. 
. ill the Senator please read the section as he 
to amend it? 
. Y. Iwill ask the Secretary to read the clause as 
it is proposed to be amended. 
The Secretary. If amended, the clause would read as follows: 
Sugars: bottoms, sirups of cane juice, melada, concentrated melada, 
Seolaenes. testing by the polariscope not above 75 


cent per pound, and f. additional degree shown by th 

7 or ever own e 

poliriscopi test” thrée Gus hundredths of 1 cent per pound additional and 

a degree in proportion. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. For the sake of information, I ask 
Senator whether the effect of his amendment is to put raw 
and refined at the same duty? 

. LINDSAY. same rates of duty, precisely. That is 

what I am attem todo. In other w , instead of making 
upon the pounds the maximum duty levied upon the 


g 


Ele 


grade of sugars, I would have it $1.75, or 20 cents less than 
Proposes, 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1693 


Mr. GRAY. Strike out what is called the differential? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Strike out the differential. 

The bill as it now reads provides that upon sugars testing 75 de- 
grees a cent shall be levied on each pound, and that an additional 
duty of three one-hundredths of a cent shall be levied for each ad- 
ditional degree as shown by the polariscopic test. Toe maximum 
duty on unrefined sugar will be three times twenty-tive one-hun- 
dredths of a cent in addition to 1 cent. or 1 cent and seventy- 
five one-hundredths upon each pound. That is the last mill the 
sugar in the hands of the sugar raiser can get in the wav of pro- 
tection. I propose that it shall be the last cent the sugar refiner 
shall get in the way of protection; and if that be made the law, 
the sugar refiner will still get more pro‘ection than he claims he is 
now getting; the sugar-retining industry will still flourish, and 
the sugar-refining industry will be protected by this protective- 
tariff law just as the sugar producer will be protected. 

Take sugar 94 degrees polariscopic test as the average of sugar 
before it has undergone the process of refining, and let us see 
what the sugar trust would get from th» bill as it is proposed, 
and under the bill as I propose to amend it. On 75-degree sugar 
the tax is i cent. The difference between 75 and $4 is 19, which, 
multiplied by 3, amounts to fifty-seven one-hundredths of a cent, 
giving the sugar producer who sells sugar testing 94 degrees of 
purity $1.57 per 100 pounds protection. 

This bill, ‘ndependent of the difference of the retaliatory duty 
against foreign export bounties, if that be the proper name to 
give it, proposes to give the sugar refiner $1.95 protection on each 
100 pounds of refined sugar, a difference of 38 cents on the 100 
pounds over the protection to be given the planter. Ninety-four- 
degree sugar will net the sugar raiser $1.57 in the way of protec- 
tion. The 6 additional degrees up to purity will amount to 18 
cents on each 100 pounds, and the sugar refiner will get the bene- 
fit of those 18 cents under the amendment I propose. 

If he needed no —— in 1880, why, with all his improved 
opportunities and his improved position, does he need more than 
18 cents on the 100 pounds independent of and in addition to the 
retaliatory duty in 1897? Suppose you take 96 as the averaze of 
the purity of sugar in the hands of the sugar producer. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator yield to me for a minute? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator, then, places all sugars on the 
same basis? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I do. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator gives to all $1.75. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I give to all that test high enough under the 
polariscopic test $1.75. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Now, if it takes so many pounds of raw in 
addition to make a pound of refined, do you not by that discrimi- 
nate against the refiner? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ido not, 

Mr. CAFFERY. I wish the Senator would explain it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I think I can explain it by the figures given 
by the Senator yesterday. Just as the raw sugar approximates 
purity it takes a smaller number of pounds to make a pound of 
refined sugar. 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is true. 

Mr. LINDSAY. When you get up to 96 degrees, 103} pounds, 
as I understand the figures given by the Senator yesterday, will 
make 100 pounds of refined sugar. 

The difference between 96 and 100 is four times three one-hun- 
dredths of a cent, which amounts to 12 cents on every 100 
pounds; and you thus cover the difference in quantity. You can 
not work out this proposition in any way, on any figures that have 
been submitted by either side, under which my amendment, if 
adopted, will not Jeave the sugar refiner in as favorable an atti- 
tude as he was in 1880, when he said he needed no protection. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The figures which I introduced yesterday 
show this: Taking the Treasury statement to be correct, the theo- 
retical statement is that at 96 test it will take 104.72 pounds to 
make 100 pounds of refined. By the Treasury statement it will 
take 107.47 pounds of raw to make 100 pounds of refined. When 
the refiner imports 96-test sugar, which can be taken very safely 
as the basis for all calculations, he pays the tariff on 4 pounds more 
than he sells, does he not? 

Mr. VEST. If he export it, he gets the drawback on 107.47 


pounds, 

Mr. CAFFERY. Suppose he does not export it? 

Mr. VEST. Of course, then, he does not get any drawback. 

Mr. CAFFERY. He gets no drawback and he pays as much 
tariff. There is a discrimination against him to the amount he 
has to pay extra upon the 7 or the 4 pounds of raw sugar, is there 
not? Il wish the Senator from Kentucky would make that clear. 
I do not exactly understand it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I can not undertake to follow the labyrinths of 


— that may be presented by sugar experts. 
. CAFFERY, I disclaim being a sugar expert. 
sugar expert, 


Iam not @ 
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Mr. LINDSAY. But I can say that the sugar refiner to-day 
lives under a duty one-eighth of 1 cent in addition to the advan- 
tage given him by the ad valorem tax, and these additional three 
one-hundredths amount to as much as the present ad valorem tax 
advantage, and he gets only 10 cents a hundred pounds ecompen- 
sation against the Sema sugar bounty, which is 38 cents on the 
100 pounds, and yet he buys his at 34 cents a pound and 
sells it in the United States at a profit of 1 cent, or more than 25 
per cent advance. There has always been, and there will be 
under any method of taxation anyone else than an expert can de- 
vise, concealed advantages to the sugar trust which those who 
oppose it will not be able to point out. 

t us see whether or not the trust ought to have any ees 
at all, and whether, if there be a. doubt, the doubt ought not to 
resolved against it. In 1890, when the antitrust bi:l was being 
discussed, and the then sugar trust cut a very important fi 
in the discussion, the distinguished Senator from Mississippi (Mr. 
GrorGE], whose seat is to-day vacant because of his unfortunate 
illness, defined a trust and its methods in language accurate in all 
its details and wonderfully perspicuous, Senator Groren said: 

re wr " 
dane epcinleminss tamed haneaeaongenth wae, pena 
ate with a double-edged sword. ey increase beyond reason the cout of the 
necessaries of life and business, and they decrease the cost of the raw ma- 
terial, the farm products of the some They regulate prices at their will, 
depress the price of what they buy increase the price of what they sell. 
They aggregate to themselves great, enormous wealth by extortion, which 
makes exborted th the means of 


ee 9 penne a t mass of them are the servitors of those who 
have this aggregated wealth at their command, 

Mr. BATH. What is the date? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Tread from Senator Grorer’s h madein 
1890. What was this trust organized for, and what does it 
do? Let its president tell itsown story. In 1893 Mr. Havemeyer, 
the president, said in answer to certain questions, as I shall read: 

Senator ALLEN. ‘The Apeerioen Grass aining Geneeey is able to control 
the prices of the sugar sold in the United Sta is it not? 

Mr. Havemeyen. U 


to the importing t, it is. 
LLEN, ioe when you sell in teceaiey you control the price? 

Mr. HAVemMeyer. Yes, sir. 

Senator ALLEN. And it was organized, Mr. Havemeyer, as I understand it, 
with the view of controlling the price and output of the people of this country? 

Mr. HAVEMEBYER. That was one of the objects of the consolidation. 

Senator ALLEN. And you have succeeded in doing it? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER, Yes, sir. 


Senator ALLEN. That was the principal object in organizing the American 
Refining Company? 
r. Havemeyenr. It may be said that that was the principal object. 

Senator ALLEN. And making money, incident to that control? 

Mr. Havemepyer. Yes, sir. 

And in, after stating the number of companies it had ab- 
sorbed, the number of rivals it had coereed into its partnership, 
and the additionai liabilities it had incurred by the increase of 
stock, Mr. er was asked by Senator ALLEN: 

Mr. Ha ‘ 
By ——e re —— you are able pases > price and 
. Havemeyun. Yes. 

Senator ALLEN. Before that you had not been able to control the price of 
sugar absolutely? There was competition between the American Sugar Re- 
fining Company and these outside factories? 

| yy yy ucceeded in destro bring- 

imibtinraayar mele 

Scapee Anat hpienandin Merpeten ct to the American Sugar Re- 
fining Company much more favorable than it had been before that time? 

Mr. Havemeynenr. Precisely. 

That is a specimen of candor that commands a certain kind of 
admiration, outrageous as may be the conduct of the corporation 
— president, with so much boldness, portrays its purposes and 

success. 
| anarchy reteang she the Pacific ena oe 
belong American Sugar Refining Compan 0; but 
Havemeyer told us that the ‘Aungaipans S Refining Compan: 
ewns one-half the capital stock of the Western Refin- 
ing Company,, and is thereby enabled to dominate its policy. 
There are sugar-refining companies in Boston which do oatalann 
to the trust.. Yes; but those independent a com- 
—_ Boston are interested in the trust as the holders of stock 


the S Boiee See ; 

Woaxthercun te with the Sugar Refining Company they lessen 
the dividendscn ir stack. When they do not compete alee help 

keep up prices of refined sugar; they ase their own 
Saclidies Comancae, ‘Sasaubeseineaaenericter aia 
sugar refining in the United States, and they live 
asin nas the trust. It controls 80 per cent of the en- 

outpu 


controls the price tothe extent of 80-per cent of the 


output. The independent companies do not with the 
retin sere i Ti ecns) tens 
is Me iat ihattin. 


y | zen, 
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This is the trust that Senator Grorce had in mind when j,, 


penned the graphic description of the character of the enter, ; 56 
the methods of its operation, and its results upon the public. 


wasanother di ished Senator who participated {), :),, 


discussion of the antitrust law of 1890. Senator Sherman. . 


commenting upon the sugar trust, and calling attention +, he 
outrages that were 


trated by it, used the languace 
ter speaking of the necessity for ()-..;)- 


Z 


which I shall now read. 


ized capital, the necessity for corporate enterprises, he sii. 


But associated: ise and capital are not satisfied with partn, a 
and corporations competing with each other, and have invented 4 ),..\; 
of combination, commonly called trusts, that seeks to avoid compo: :),. - 
com the controlling ions, partnerships, and individual. ). 


ime same business, the power and property of the eon. 
nation under the government of afew individuals, and often under t)), ; 
trol of a ame man called a trustee, ac or a president. ; 
The sole o' of such acombination is to make. competition imyos-\).). 
It can control the market, raise or lower prices, as will, best. promote 
selfish interests, reduce prices in > locality and break down 
petition and advance prices at where competition does not exist |:. 
> crease the profits.of the partiescomposing it 1),,, 
ot uncontrolled by competition, compels it to disrevard +), 
interest of the consumer. It dictates terms to rtation companics, it 
commands the price of labor without fear of strikes, for in its field i: aJ).ws 
no Such a combination is: farmore dangerous than... y |)... 
tofere eee Ry oe arr pe the: great body of all the corporations 
engaged in a particular industry in all of the States of the Union, it te). ; 


ts 


advance the price to the consumer of article produced it ise substantial 
monopoly injurious to the the of both the common and 
the civil , is mui) and sand the subject of restraint by the courts. 
of forfeiture 


denounced a crime, att the inalividanis ate. be — os a 
as. criminals. It is this kind of a combination we have to deal with now 

The sugar trust was acombination, andthe oil trust was wnother 
combination the venerable Senator had in view when he uttered 

language: 

If the concentered powers of thiscombination are intrusted to a single man, 
itis a ene? prevegentve. inconsistent with our form of government, and 
ae es ect - the stron: ——- pS emg authori- 
meg power, we ah ould not endure aking over the production. eraney. r- 

on, and sale of any of the n of life, Ifwe would not submit 
to anemperor, we should not submit to an autocrat of trade, with power to 
revent competition and to fix the price of any commodity. Ifthe combina- 
on is confined toa State, the State should apply the remedy; if it is int«r- 
ae controls any production in many must apply the 
rem . 

Lcail the attention of Senators to the following expression iven 
by this apostle of protection: 
giles capt aad songaienmiis a tae world Turcll 

" e world shot be 
invited in the monopolized article. = 

That is what [ am appealing for to-day. If the courts can not 
restrain or control this trust, and it receives advantages from the 
United States, we can at least repeal or 
those laws to the extent they help to build up and foster 
and continue the power of this monstrous monopoly by opening 
the markets of the United States to the competition of tle worl; 
and that is what [ ask you to do. 

If my amendment goes too far; if the Senator from Louis\ana is 
right, that the reduction is too great, then let the friends of the 
monopoly, let those who think it to be treated fairly. let 
those who can ascertain the secrets of its trade, propose a moiliti- 
cation, so that it will get no other than that which is 

sate tion upon the raw 
as the trust sits with 
sealed and as long as it that a shall be fixed 
which ii in its favor as it was never discriminate! in 
favor of except in 1290, then I say let us give it the same protec- 
tion we give to the raw and no mere, and let it take tle 


consequences, 
We will not break down the industry. If the 
can not under a tariff which treats 
is _it will come back to Congress 
autoerat of trade, but like any other «it!- 
prepared to turn its case inside out, so that the legislative 
department of the Government can understand the mysteries of 
its trade and do it justice through well-understood and intellix: nt 


sugar industry lived before the war in Louisiana with») 
jab me een. It ne ee states 
no complain that the Congress es 
in 1804 further to treat it as an entitled to be 


ten There can be no breach of = where uo 
ny Donations. subsidies, gratuities are acts of 


Juded that 


J 
F 


not as a or am 


were invested upon the faith of the 
ee listened to that appeal, and the year 
for the investment. of this- so. iscte it. had authori 
to do it or not, the was irresistible, the aces ened, 
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and the additional bounty has been paid. Eleven million dollars 

were given annually to the sugar industry in the way of bounty; 

not a dollar to the wheat industry, not a dollar to the cotton in- 

dustry, not a dollar to any other oe but all those industries 
taxed the 


were to raise the money to pay 
ucers. 

If any part of our moral obligation remains unsatified, I am 
willing to satify it; but it does occur to me that to impose a tax 
of 70 per cent Oe value of all the sugar used by the people 
of the United t© protect such an industry as the sugar 
trust is carrying the ductrine of protection beyond the limits of 
any possible excuse or apology. 

i read from Facts Pigures, prepared by gentlemen in Chi- 
cago whoare in favor of promoting the production of beet sugar in 
the United States. They state that the people of the United States 
consume y 2,163,169 tons of sugar, and that in 1896 the 
United States produced 267,000 tons ef cane and beet sugar com- 
bined. Every time 1 md of American sugar is protected by 
the tariff, 7 pounds of foreign sugar; which the American pro- 
ducers can not supply, are taxed for their benefit. When will we 
be abie to convert the United States into a sugar-producing coun- 
try. a country producing sugar enough to supply all of the wants 
of the Louisiana has practically reached the maximum 


of her — \ 

Mr. McEN ERY. It is estimated that the sugar-producing 
capacity of Louisiana can be do 

ter, . Well, double it. 

Mr. McENERY, And instead of 300,000 acres there can be 
600.009 acres in cultivation. 

Mr. LIN ¥. Then, instead of raising 237,000 tons it is pos- 
sible in Louisiana to raise 574,000 tons. Then we have 30,000 tons 
of beet sugar. When is the beet-sugar industry to make up the 

t difference between 600,000 tons of sugar, after Louisiana has 
exhausted her capacity, and the 2,183,769 tons of sugar we con- 
sumed last year? ulation and consumption will increase as 
fast as production, Ten years hence the disproportion between 
the production and consumption will possibly be as great as it is 


bounties to the sugar 


We have entered upon a system of protection which is against 
policy of the Republican party itself. That party has always 
claimed that they protect an industry for the purpose of encour- 
aging and, as Mr. said, with the ultimate 
end of ing free trade. Now,the Republican party has taken 
hold of an industry that can never reach that point, and there is 
not a Senator who will vote for this bill who believes this country 
can ever supply its home demand for sugar. This is protection 
for the sake of protection; not protection for the sake of revenue, 
of the tax protection without any reference what- 


. 


ee 


Dees anyone believe that this thirty-one millions of revenue 
which is to be raised for the protection of the sugar producers of 
the United States and the sugar trust could not be legitimately 
raised in some other way than by taxing the breakfast table of the 
poor man? 

The Democratic party three years ago gave the r man free 
salt from all countries except those which im a duty upon 
the American salt. We gave free wool, we gave free lumber, and 
we gave free cotton, free binding twine, free cotton ties, and free 


; but now the breakfast table is to be taxed for protection’s 
,000,000 and upward on sugar, 35 cent ad valorem on 
$2 a thousand feet on the pine plank out of which the 


I do not complain that the other side have done all these inex- 
E because from the standpoint Se they are 
but I do insist that. having protected sugar up to the 
$1.75 on each 100 the trust should be allowed to 
— that amount of protection until, like every honest in- 
, it comes here and exposes the secrets of its trade and gives 
what amount of ion is 
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legislation, to the level of an ordinary American citizen, and that 
opportunity ought not to be neglected, to the further scandal of 
the American Congress. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it is easy to see from the ques- 
tions I asked the Senator from Kentucky /Mr. Linpsay] that I 
was under the impression that his amendment discriminated 
against the refiner. 

Mr. LINDSAY. No; it does not. 

Mr. CAFPERY. [ thoughtit did to some extent, and I am now 
satisiied it does not. 

The Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. Jonrs] has furnished me some 
figures which show that the refiner is not discriminated against 
in the matter of having to buy more than 100 pounds of raw sugar 
at certain degrees of polariscopic strength to make a hundred 
pounds of refined sugar, and there are two examples given. For 
mstance, take sugars at 96 test, which are the sugars that are 
mostly used by refiners. Under the Treasury statement it would 
take 107 pounds of those sugars to make 100 pounds of refined. 

Onder the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky 
the tariff on such sugar of 96 test would be 1.68. Multiplying 
1.63 by 1.07 the whole amount of tariff on the sugar at this test 
would be 1.7441. So, at 92 test the amount of tariif on sugar un- 
der the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky would be 
1.7355. The sugar trust will enjoy the full amount of the 1.75 
tariff. The Senator commences in his amendment with sugar at 
| eent a pound, 75 degrees, running 3 degrees up to a hundred. 
So the refined sugar clearly gets the maximum of the tariff, 1.75. 

These two examples show that the amount of tariff that the 
refiner would pay upon the raw sugar would be about the amount 
of protection in his favor upon the refined, and so as to that mat- 
ter he would be evened up. 

But there is another element, the element of handling this extra 
amount of pounds required to make 100 pounds of renned sugar 
out of 100 pounds of raw. How much that would be I do not 
know. Idonot think it would be a great deal. The refiner would 
have to haul and handle 107 pounds of 96-test sugar to make 100 
pounds of refined sugar. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator whether German refined 
sugar sells in this country for as much as the American refined 


sugar? 

Mr. CAPFERY. It does not. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Then the refiner gets the advantage of that, 
does he not? 

Mr. CAPFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I understand that to be about one-fourth of a 
cent a pound. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I think it is. 

Mr.CHILTON. Doeshe not get the advantage of the difference 
between the 100 and the 107 pounds? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Exactly. I was coming to that point. The 
sirup made out of the residue, or waste, you may call it, is estimated 
to be worth abou! 2 cents a gallon. It appears to me that this res- 
idue would easily offset the amount of freightage and handling 
that the refiner would have to pay for, so that he would get just 
as much protection on the refined sugars as exists upon the raw. 
He a be without any protection whatever, and everybody 
would be upon an even keel. 

Mr. President, 1.75, the maximum, is quite sufficient either for 
revenueor protection. The Louisianasugar planters would hardly 
have the face to ask for more than 1.75 cents on sugar worth 4 cents 
or 3} cents. It is a very heavy tariff for protection’s sake. The 
beet grower can ask no more; and when you come to a revenue 
basis, it is quite sufficient to put on any article, in my opinion. 

It is very true, as | stated yesterday evening in my answer to 
the query of the Senator from Connecticut {Mr. PLarr], that if 
you place all the tariff upon an article of consumption that the 
people would consume anyhow, you have got your revenue, and 
you could relieve other sources of taxation, and so the thing 

i But this is quite sufficient to place upon any one arti- 
cle of import for purposes of revenue, and it is quite sufficient for 
any purposes of protection. It is as much protection as any in- 
dustry ought to enjoy. It is about 60 per cent on the ordinary 
price of Louisiana centrifugal sugar, and that is enough for pro- 
tection. The protection now is something over 40 per cent—about 
Me to 43 cent, or somewhere in that neighborhood. 

aaamiios from the statements made by the sugar-trust officials 
themselves that they do not stand in need of any protection what- 
ever. It is clear from their statements that they can hold the 
markets of the United States against all competitors. They fear 
no forei competition. The foreign beet sugars are made by a 
lot of i dent refiners in their own sugarhouses. The busi- 
ness is not of such large proportions as it is im the United 
States. do not turn out per diem anywhere near the amount 
of sugar that the American Sugar Refining Company does. That 
company minimizes the cost of production in every particular; 
and while I do not want to discriminate against them, and would 
not do it if I knew the effect of my vote was that way, I do not 
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propose, so far as I am concerned, to give them any protection 
whatever. I do not think they are entitled to it. 

I think the money they have made heretofore unduly out of the 
American people is sufficient for them to carry on the business 
without further extortion and further tyranny and further oppres- 
sion. Therefore it is that I support the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky. I think it will do no harm whatever to the 
sugar trust, and if it has the effect only of keeping the sugar trust 
out of legislation, it will be a godsend to this country. At every 
session of Congress there is a sort of mildew upon the Senate and 
the House of Representatives from contact with that institution; 
and, as it needs no such support, as it is not an infant industry to 
be encouraged, but an ancient institution that is firmly rooted 
and can not be destroyed, and, from its own testimony, ought to 
stand and does stand stronger and firmer than any other sugar 
industry in the world, I am not disposed to give them gratuities 
and bounties. 

Mr. President, the baleful presence of the sugar trust in the 
National Legislature brings about a feeling of shame that this, 
the incubus, still hangs on, asking for a further lease of power to 
stifle trade and poison legislation. I will narrate an incident which 
I read in a newspaper some year or soago. A Louisiana planter 
attempted to sell some sugar in Omaha. His Omaha patron 
wanted to buy sugar. The best Louisiana centrifugal sugar, as 
was shown by my colleague [Mr. McEngry] in the samples he 
offered this morning, is quite equal to the output of the American 
Refining Company. This Omaha patron could not buy. Why? 
The sugar trust boycotts every man who does not patronize it ex- 
clusively. 

If a patron of a Louisiana sugar planter purchases sugar from 
him, he can not buy from the sugar trust. That was stated by 
the Omaha purchaser, or the designed purchaser, to the Louisiana 
panies: He would like to take the sugar of the Louisiana planter, 

e said, but he could not do it, for if he did he would be deprived 
from supplying his customers. As the Louisiana su ply would 
not last the whole year and he could not get the supp y from the 
Louisiana planter continuously, he had to decline what he consid- 
ered to be a good bargain. This was current in the newspapers. 

I desire to state to the Senate that there is an extraordinary de- 
cline in the price of Louisiana sugars just at the time they are 
marketable, and there is an extraordinary rise just after they are 
marketed. I account for that by the depression of the price by 
the sugar trust. Some years ago the sugar trust nearly mo- 
nopolized the Louisiana product, and if the planter did not take 
the price the sugar trust offered, he could not sell at all; and that 
price shaded, always shade‘, the price of centrifugals in New York. 

The sugar crop in Louisiana is marketed about the 1st of Janu- 
ary or a little prior to that, and is all sold about the Ist of May. 
Here I find in the tariff hearings before the Committee on Ways 
and Means of the House of Representatives, on Schedule E, on 

age 620, a statement giving the average monthly quotations of 
Londen vacuum-pan sugar for nine years. The average price 
in January, when these suzars are marketed, was 5 cents. That 
was for nine years, from 1885 down to 1893. The average price in 
August for nine years was 5.57, a little over a haif cent higher, 
and it runs through nearly every year the same way for nine con- 
secutive years. 

What accounts for that? I have heard that the sugar trust ac- 
counts for it by saying that we put too much sugar on the market 
at one time. Our sugar did not conflict with theirs, and they 
bought a great deal of it. They refined and melted a great deal 
of this sugar, and they distributed the refined sugar made out of 
Louisiana sugar all over the country. 

Now, I should like to know what is the cause of the depressed 
— at the time the sugar is marketed and at the time the trust 

uys it coors the control of the market by the sugar trust. 

Mr. SMITH. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. SMITH. We have heard in most of the\speeches upon the 
other side of the Chamber that it is of great importance to help 
the beet-sugar industry. I ask the Senator from Louisiana what, 
in his judgment, would be the result to the beet growers of the 
country in the disposition of their sugars when you have had such 
an experience in Louisiana with your cane sugars? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I think if the culture of beets 
were developed to the extent that the output of beets would supply 
the home market, it would prove to be somewhat of a corrective 
against the power of the sugar trust, because the sugar trust ma- 
nipulates the market of the domestic uct by reason of the small 
amount of the domestic product and by the overwhelming mass of 
the sugar ——- If the domestic or were producing 
enough to of their own to supply the market, there would be 
no means of the sugar trust importing the sugars and holding the 
market, and thereby depressing the price of the home product. 
But. as I stated cobertey, I do not believe that a greater evil 
— befall the sugar-beet people than to go into the sugar-beet 

ustry. 
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Mr. ALLEN. What does the Senator mean by going into the 
sugar-beet industry? 

r, CAFFERY. I mean that if this industry is stimulated by 
tariff or by bounty when it is apparent that the German sugar 
can not compete with the cane sugar upon an even plane, wo 
would build up a tremendous superstructure, whose bas? is art/- 
ficially supported by legislation; that that legislation is capricio .s 
unstable, and uncertain, and at the very moment when you yo; 
your enterprise supported, built up, maintained by legisla‘ ion 
the legislavion a withdrawn and your enterpr se destroy.’ 

Mr. ALLEN. id not the Senator from Louisiana say in [x)4_ 
in the discnssion of the Wilson tariff bill, that the cane-sngar 
industry of Louisiana could not support itself without some pro- 
tection? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I did not, that I recollect. 

Mr. ALLEN. Did the Senator not use words to that effect? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I did not. 

Mr. ALLEN. Did not the Senator from Louisiana refuse to 
vote upon that bill with his party in consequence of insuflicient 
protection to Louisiana sugar? 
ant oa I did not fail to vote for that bill; I voted for 

at bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator voted for the bill, but under duress, 
Iremember the peculiar circumstances which occurred here at 
that time. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I have explained to the Senate on several oc- 
casions, and I believe to the Senator from Nebraska hiimself—I am 
not certain about that—why I cast that vote. That vote had no 
reference whatever to any tariff for protection or tariff for reve- 
nue. That vote was cast ‘‘nay,” and afterwards changed, as [| 
openly proclaimed upon the floor of the Senate at the time. asa 
resentment against the violation of caucus faith upon the part of 
the Democratic party. 

Mr. ALLEN. That caucus faith, as I understand, was that 
there should be some protection to the cane-sugar industry of 
Louisiana. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It was not a protection, Mr. President. I 
never put my support of the Wilson tariff duty of 40 per cent plus 
one-eighth plus one-tenth upon any ground of protection. | put 
it upon the ground of revenue, and, as the Senator will remember, 
I stated that the Louisiana people had been induced by reason of 
the bounty—which I never supported and which I repudiate—to 
undertake great expeuse, to incur a acting under the 
ep ono, ae of the continuance of that bounty for the term stated 

n the law; and then to destroy the bounty without some allevi- 
ation to the fall would be cruel, would unjust, and would 
amount to having led the people into a line of conduct, in‘o em- 
barrassments, into debts, and then, in the midst of their debts and 
embarrassments, to strike them a deadly blow. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I understand the Senator to say that the 
grant of a bounty to the cane-sugar industry, in the first instance, 
was a work of supererogation; that it was not necessary to its 
development or its protection; and therefore the Senator from 
Louisiana was against it, or would have been against it if he had 
been here. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I never would have voted for a bounty. 

Mr. ALLEN. Doesthe Senator from Louisiana now say that the 
cane-sugar industry of Louisiana is and can be self-supporting 
without any protection, direct.or indirect, in the form of a pro- 
tective tariff or a bounty from this Government? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I have not said so. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask the Senator what he would say to that 
proposition? 

r. CAFFERY. I state, as I did yesterday, that under the 24 
per cent ad valorem tariff in 1857 the sugar industry flourished 
more than it ever flourished, and that demonstrated the fact that 
the sugar industry did not require for its development a ver 
high tariff. Now, whether with no tariff at all it would flouris 
Iam not prepared to give a very decided answer. I think, if you 
want to know my individual opinion—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I think that there is a section of my State 
that is about equal to Cuba in the production of sugar cane, taking 
all things around, oe advantages that we enjoy, together 
with the disadvantages that we are laboring under—I think that 
we can about hold our own even under free . : 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand sugar beets are not grown in Loui- 


siana? 

Mr. CAFFERY. They are not. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. How, then, does the Senator reach the conclusion 
that the beet-sugar ind can not live without protection? 
Mr. CAFFERY. I the conclusion in way: I think 
the conditions in Germany, in France, and in the Continent of 
Europe generally, where beets are raised, are quite as favorable as 
np are in oe es find that a forty iit 

rotection a aunty t industry is toppling to 1 
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there is a demand for more and more bounty. I find that while 
the Germans are apparently prospering in sugar culture, they are 
paying more for sugar than it is worth. 

They pay about 3 cents a pound additional to the price paid by 


the consumer in the United States and Great Britain. I find that 
while they pay this excessive price, the consumption is not over 
one-third of what it is in the United States. 1 therefore conclude 
that if this artificial culture of the beet—I call it artificial, because 
I do not believe it is natural—can be built up to the proportions 
of the beet crop of Germany and France and Sweden and Norway 
and Belgium and other countries of Europe, the consequences 
may be, and likely will be, precisely similar to the consequences 
that have befallen the beet culture in Europe. 

In other words, you make cheap sugar for the foreigner and you 
make high sugar for the home consumer. You will put it so that 
they can not consume sugar. The same sugar that sells for be- 
sween 7 and 8 cents a pound in Germany the American gets for 4 
and 44 cents. If it is the object and design of the tariff in this 
bill to stimulate that production just poten y as it has been 
stimulated abroad, the same result will follow, and the beet grow- 
ers will be Soars waneewenee with annihilation. Multiply the 
German ulation by the amount of 3 cents a pound, and if they 
cons as much sugar as we do in the United States, it would 
be from fifty to oy million dollars per annum for the privilege 
of raisin . Ido not believe the game is worth the candle. 

Mr. ALLEN. If we were to pursue the policy of stimulating 
beet culture in some form—and I[ am not arguing in favor of pro- 
tection or a bounty at this time—and by that means increased the 
beet output, would not that have a tendency to benefit the con- 
sumer? 

Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. Would not an increased quantity lower the price? 

Mr. CAFFERY. It has not done so in Germany. 

Mr. ALLEN. Of course you can not violate the natural laws 
of trade. Letmeask the Senator how much refined sugar is made 
from a ton of cane in Louisiana? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Sometimes 200 pounds, but this is abnormal— 
160 to 170 pounds, or about that. 

Mr. ALLEN. We make from 246 to 450 —— of granulated 
sugar out of a ton of beets in Nebraska. I think the output in 
Louisiana must be more than 200 pounds. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Two hun pounds is a large average in 
Louisiana. They do not make that in many districts. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yet, with this large saccharine substance, 246 or 
250 pounds to a ton of beets, the Senator still thinks that the beet- 
sugar indu is not worthy of stimulation? 

‘ir. CAF Y. Ido not. While you grow about 12 tons of 
beets to the acre, in Louisiana we make from 20 to 30 tons of sugar 
cane. 

Mr. ALLEN. Sometimes more. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Very seldom, on the average. 

Mr. ALLEN. Sometimes much more. Without intending to 
be personal or offensive at all in the slightest degree, may it not 
be possible that the sugar interests of Louisiana are opposed to the 
competition which would result if the beet-sugar industry were 

ly established in this country? 


CU Y. The question implies a kind of insinuation 
that I am ed in my action by that sort of sentiment. 

Mr. . I do not mean it in that sense. May not the 

Senator, into consideration Louisiana’s interest, be imper- 


taking 
ceptibly influenced in favor of the development of the Louisiana 
cane See against the beet-sugar industry? 

Mr. ©. Y. If it is imperceptible to me, if it is unknown 
to me, how on earth can I answer the question? I know when | 

something, but if the Senator says that I may be imper- 
bly swayed, then he knows about as much about it as I do, 
and more, too. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator recognizes the fact that sometimes 
men are so circumstanced that their minds are biased and their 
conduct is biased, and yet, possibly, they are not conscious of the 
fact at the time. 


sant ae That is a psychological statement to which I 


assen 
Mr. ALLEN. The Senator recognizes that as a truth? 
Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. I nize it as a fact. 
Mr. ALLEN. Now I ask whether the Senator from Louisiana 
is not so circumstanced that possibly he is a victim of that psycho- 


. CAFFERY. There is no telling. I may be the victim of 
delusions. I may be worked upon by causes the extent of 
and the character of which I can not place or determine, 

and of which I do not even know the existence, but as I know 
myself—and I do not—and as I review my own feelin 
on this tion, I am not conscious of being influenced in the 

by any motive of the kind which the Senator from Ne- 
braska thinks may linger in my mind unknown to me and im- 
perceptible to me. 
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It appears that from a discussion of acute mathematics on the 
sugar schedules the Senator from Nebraska has led us into the 
high domain of hairsplitting metaphysics. Inthat domain I know 
Iam no match for him, and I do not care to stay in it any longer 
than I can get upon the solid ground of reality and facts. I was 
simply stating that in my opinion it wou!d be a very unfortunate 
thing to stimulate an industry which could not sustain itself after 
the stimulation. 


There is something in the protective theory as to infant indus- 
tries. Thereisnodoubtabout it. Thereisno question that where 
a tariff law is properly applied to an industry which can tain 
itself by reason of the natural environments, tariff stimulation 
will push it forward into quicker maturity. I suppose \ 


will 
not quarrel about that statement. I hope my friend the 
from Nebraska will not get metaphysical on that point loes 
the principle apply to industries which, though stimulated, though 
brought to quicker maturity, can not maintain themselves after 
the artificial aid is withdrawn? 

I subinit to the Senator that, judging the United States by 
Europe, comparing the beet industry in Germany with the con- 
templated beet industry in the United States. precedent is against 
him. The Germans can not sustain themselves. If they were to 
admit sugar from the Tropics, take down the high protective wall, 
or even lower it, their whole artificial beet culture wouid dry up. 
It can not stand alone, and the culture in Germany embodies 
within itself two of the most pernicious princip'es, in my view. 
The original pernicious principle is protection, and the supple- 
mentary pernicious principle is a bounty on exports. They have 
not only a protection which is an abso:ute barrier to the intro- 
duction of foreign sugar, but they have an export bounty that 
stimulates a cu:ture already stimulated too much, so that they 
are clamoring and clamoring and clamoring for governmental 
aid all over Europe. They can not stand alone. Is that the con- 
dition in which the Senator from Nebraska desires to place his 
people? 

It is a safe proposition to lay down that there is not a single in- 
dustry in the United States which flourishes to-day that hus not 
flourished in spite of tariff, and there is notasingle industry inthe 
United States which is not flourishing to-day, how high and how 
great soever it may have been protected, that displays a character 
to sustain itself without the artificial prop. You have tohave the 
natural environments. You have to have the adaptability. I 
invite my friend the Senator from Nebraska into the field of free 
trade. Take away your artificial restriction, your artificial anpli- 
ances, your props, your stimulating drinks, and let every industry 
stand or fall according to its merits. 

This attempt to induce the beet culture in the United States, 
in my opinion, is founded upon a wholly erroneous principle. If 
beet culture in the United States is naturally profitable, the peo- 
ple are going into it; if it is not profitable, they will not. They 
ought not to be almost bribed to go into it. And beet culture, in 
my opinion, is one of the instances, and a conspicuous instance, 
of the fallacies that lie at the bottom of the principle of protection. 

When we come back to the real point at issue and discuss the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay], we are 
met face to face with the proposition whether or not we shall con- 
tinne this governmental aid to an imstitution which in the past 
and now dispiays the greatest capacity to get along without any 
help. It is not a case where you have to compensate by extra 
duty, because the refiner gets just what he pays. He is protected 
against the foreigner by the amount of tariff upon the foreign 
product, and what he pays out for his raw material is compen- 
sated to him by the amount he gets against the foreign article. 

I do not pretend to be an expert in this matter, but I am per- 
fectly safe in giving a vote in favor of the amendment. even if 
wrong, for I know from the well-disciplined vote on the other side 
that it will be cast as a solid shot against this amendment, and 
there is no danger whatever of its being adopted. The vote onthe 
amendment will signify whether the Senate of the United States 
is a friend of the sugar trust; whether or not the trust is so needful 
of charity, is such a mild, humane institution, so beneficent as to 
warrant any particular favor at the hands of the Congress of the 
United States. This institution that comes before us as a violator 
of law, this institution which has set at defiance the very statutes 
we have passed here, this institution which carries on its business 
in restraint of trade, in contempt of the prohibition of the statutes, 
this institution demands at the hands of the United States a bonus 
to be allowed to carry on its business. I amin favor of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to present an amendment which I pro- 
pose to submit to the bill at the proper time. Ilask that it may be 
read from the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANTLE in the chair 
amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

There shall be levied and collected a sum equal to 2 per cent of the profit 
made by each person or corporation in buying or selling any bonds or scocks, 
whether the same are issued in the United States or in any other country. 


The 
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There is exempt from the operation of this act all the profits realized or 
accrued on the purchase or sales of stocks or bonds that have been held and 
owned in £o faith by the same or tion for a continuous 
period of six months or more prior to such sale. 
son and corporation, within ten days after a profit is 


realized or h 
on any purchase or sale of stocks or bonds subject to taxation under this 
act, either for present or for future az: to 


the same under oath 


the description of t 

residence of the person or corporation with whom such dealings of purchase 
or sale were had, and amount of the realized on such transactions, 
each separately; and the Secretary of Teeny is authorized to make 


ail needful regulations for the assessment and of the taxes imposed 
by this act. 


Any person, and the agents or officers of any corporation, who shall omit 
or refuse to make due report and return of any profits realized or accrued 
on the purchase or sale of bonds or stocks that are taxable under this act, 
according to law and the regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, is guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be punished by any court 
having jurisdiction of such offenses by a fine not exceeding $100 and by im- 

isonment for a term not less than thirty days nor exceeding one year, at 

he discretion of the court. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLEN. With the consent of the Senator from Iowa, I 
rise for the purpose of receiving recognition, that I may proceed 
with some remarks Monda mening. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. he Senator from Nebraska 
will be recognized as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ALL N. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p- m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 14, 1897, at 12 
o'clock meridian. 


SENATE. 
MonDaAY, June 14, 1897. 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by Rev. L. B. Wmson, D. D., of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented memorials of the Oswego 
Lumbermen’s Exchange, of Oswego; of E.W. Rathbun & Co., 
wholesale lumber dealers, of Oswego, and of C. W. Mott, of 
oe all in the rea = iw ne a the 

m position of the pr uty o per thousand feet upon lum- 
ber; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented sundry memorials of citi- 
zens of New York City, Geneva, Albany, Waterville, Rochester, 
Yonkers, Callicoon, Northbranch, and Brooklyn, all in the State 
of New York, remonstrating against the proposed increase of the 
tax on beer; which were erdered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL uted a petition of sundry citizens of Pow- 
a t. — . — of su ; she pending tariff a a Vt., 

or theearly oO pen ill; which were 
conn to lie on the table 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Fernandina, Fla., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the purpose of ing the entrance of Cumberland Sound open 
to commerce; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, PRITCHARD presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Burlington, N. C., and a petition of sundry citizens of Concord, 
N.C., praying for the passage, at the earliest ble date, of such 

tive-tariff legislation as will adeq y secure American 
ustrial products against the competition of foreign labor; which 
wer? ordered to lie on the table. 
manne ae —— : petition ao a aes of 
ton, N. ., praying for the early of the ing tariff 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the fable. : 

Mr, HOAR presented a memorial of 61 citizens of Massachu- 
setts engaged in the manufacture of s , remonstrating against 
any increase in the present rate of duty on tanned skins for 
morocco or a duty on raw goatskins; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 196 business men of Lowell, Mass., 
eeonet ead ieee aaa ‘arift ‘ ‘which ; 

y or the early passage ng ;w were 
Saaed be lie on the table. 


tition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
aace Union of Bristol County, Mass., praying for the enactment 
of legislation prohibiting the re uction of pugilistic encounters 
by means of the kinetoscope; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presen a petition of sundry citizens of New 
Albany, Ind., praying for the speedy enactment of a protective- 
tariff law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY nted the petition of T. E. Hopkins and 36 
other citizens of Danielson, Conn., and the tion of T. M. Ross 
and sundry other citizens of Tolland Count ' n., praying for the 
Se ee whch were aatened $0 toe 
on table. 


ed | Sac, of C. 


| ° Mr. DANIBL (by coueeetp introduced the followi 


Mr. SPOONER presented of Dorton Mibills and 10: 
other citizens of Evansville, of Benjamin P. Hill and 31 other «ti. 
zens of Bayfield, of D. 8. 44 other citizens of Prairie 4), 

C. Pratt and 11 citizens of Deerfield, of Fran\ |; 
Bacon and 106 other citizens of am, of E. T. Buxton and 3) 
other citizens of Superior, and of John B. Stickney and 103 9;),,.. 
citizens of Mazomanie, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying fo; 
the early passage of the pending tariff bill; which were order.) ¢, 
lie on the table. 


SALE OF ALCOHOLIC LIQUORS IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. TILLMAN. From the Committee on Interstate Commer: 
I submit a report oe judicial decisions on the regu!,:j.;, 
of commerce between several States and with foreign 6 1), 
tries in reference to the South Carolina liquor law. I move t\),; 
the report be printed for the information of the Senate, to a¢c.)),). 
pany the bill (S. 224) to limit the effect of the regulation of ¢5))- 
merce between the several States and with foreign countries jy 
certain cases. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (8. 2138) to give the con. 
sent of Congress to a compact entered into between the States of 
South Dakota and Nebraska respecting the boundary betw.:, 
said States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2139) granting a pension to 
Richard Barnes, of Madison County, Nebr.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
bills; which 


were severally to the Com- 


: ce by their titles, and referr 
mittee on 6 
A bill (S. 2140) for the relief of the legal 
MeNeel, deceased, of Pocahontas County, W. Va.; 
A bill (8. 2141) for the relief of W. E. Judkins, executor of 
Lewis McKenzie; and 
oe (S. 2142) for the relief of Alexander Stoddart, of New 
or’ 


tatives of Paul 


AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenne for the 
ernment and to encourage the industries of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 
be printed. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of tho 
House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 64) relating 
to the payment of salaries in the consular service; and it was 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business appears to be 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consi(- 
eration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The uestion is upon the 
amendment of the Senator from tucky . Linpsay], upon 
which the Senator from Nebraska _- asne) has the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator N will yield to me 
for a moment, I ask that beginning on Wednesday morning the 
sessions of the shall commence at 11 of 12 o'clock, 


Mr. VEST. Allright. - 
Mr. ALLISON. I think it would facilitate the business if wo 


that course. 
That is with the understanding, of course, that we 


— pumene it would gy Smeg to ake 
‘hour adjournment. ve no adouvd 
about 5 o'clock, or, at any 

of this bill to other busi- 

business, and so on. | 

no trouble as to the hour of 


to. 
want to be entirely frank about 
against those of us who arv 
meeting at 11 o'clock in the 
more than those of us who are 


ch 
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very well knows, it may not always be convenient to adjourn at a 


a charter as a mere shield from consequences of a business con- 
particular time. ur 
Mr. VEST. I mean, to let the tariff bill go over. 


ducted elsewhere, and not to conduct business there, the act was 
fraudulent, the charter was void, and the Federal court would, 
in a proper case, have jurisdiction to so adjudge it. It must be 
remembered that under the liberal practice obtaining in the United 
States the court, in a case of quo warranto, is not confined to en- 
tering a judgment of ouster merely, but it has authority to enter 
as a part of its judgment a perpetual injunction restraining the 
corporation from the exercise of functions it does not lawfully 
possess. In addition to quo warranto, a bill in chancery may be 
filed to restrain the corporation from carrying on a business not 
contemplated by its charter, and | take it for granted that it 
elementary that a corporation deriving its chartered powers from 
the legislature of New Jersey or any other State does not possess 
the right to engage in interstate or international commerce, and 
that the State granting the charter has no power to confer that 
authority. 

A State possesses power to charter a corporation to transact 
business within its territorial limits only. It can not extend 
beyond State boundaries and it must of necessity be confined to 
carrying on a lawful business within the State and to State com- 
merce, and incidentally to such interstate and international com- 
merce as may by the sufferance of Congress be transacted within 
the State. It has no authority, however, by virtue of its corpo- 
rate existence to pass beyond the boundaries of the State of its 
origin and domicile and engage in a commerce over which, by the 
Constitution, Congress has original and exclusive jurisdiction. 

The common-law remedy of quo warranto not only authorizes 
the court to inquire by what warrant or authority the corporation 
transacts business, but to inquire into and determine whether a 
particular branch of business comes within its chartered priv- 
ileges or not, and if it does not to oust it from the transaction of 
such business and restrain it from engaging therein again. 

The Constitution declares— 

That Congress shall have power to regulate commerce with foreign nations 
and among the several States and with the Indian tribes 

These powers are very comprehensive and embrace not alone a 
direct regulation by act of Congress of how and when such com- 
merce may be conducted, but the means, and as an incident the 
Congress may declare that no commerce shall be carried on 
through the instrumentality or agency of corporations. It may 
confine such commerce to individuals, or copartnerships, or, in 
fact, impose any other restriction on it that may be deemed politic 
and wise. 

The grant is to regulate commerce with the foreign nations. 
Thisdoes not mean with foreign nations as distinct political entities, 
but with the people of foreign nations, and therefore it embraces 


Mr. ALLISON. Unless there is some special reason, perhaps 


be ervanget. 
hte. VEST. Ls = mea. age ,oomalee after 5. i 
r. 4 there wi no agreement as to the 
a of adjournment. *T think there will be no difficulty in ar- 
ing that to suit Senators on both sides. 
r. T. Very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent, therefore, that, be- 
ginning Wednesday morning, the hour of meeting shall be 11 in- 
stead of 12 o'clock until otherwise ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate has heard the request of 
the Senator from lowa asking unanimous consent that, beginning 
on Wednesday, the hour of meeting of the Senate shail be 11 
o'clock in the morning instead of 12 o'clock, as heretofore. 

Mr. ALLISON. Until otherwise ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Untilotherwiseordered. The Chair 
hears no objection to the request. No objection being entered, 
that will be the order. Boginning oe morning, the Sen- 
ate will meet at 11 o’clock. The Senator from Nebraska will 

roceed. 

Per. ALLEN. Mr. President, during the very interesting re- 
marks of the senior Senator from Kentucky {Mr. Linpsay] on 
Saturday last the following colloquial discussion took place: 


Mr. Attn. Then I'should like to ask the Senator from Missouri what is to 
vent the Government of the United States from resorting to the common- 
w writ of quo warranto, bringing this trust into court and dissolving its 
existence regardless of any statute? 
Mr Vest. [have no doubt it could be done if we could get at the proof in 
the cese, if >: State corporation was operating in restraint of trade under 
Edmun Ww. 
a ALLEN. It does not make any difference about it being a State corpora- 


Mr. Vest. But the question was, Did it operate in restraint of trade among 
the Stutes? 

Mr. Hoar. You can not issue a quo warranto against a State corporation. 

Mr. Vest. I do not know that you can issue that particular writ of quo 
weevento, Sus the proceedings to which I refer were instituted under the 
Edmunds law. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from Massachusetts pretend to say that the 
charter of a State corporation can not be dissolved, or, at least, that it can 
not be prevented from doing business when it monopolizes interstate trade 


Mr. Boar. If honorable friend the Senator from Nebraska will pardon 
me, in all good 1 do not potene anything in the Senate. [ am asked 
to state my view of a law question and whether I pretend so and so. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not mean to offend the Senator. 

Mr. Hoar. Itis nota very —— kind of a question. 

Mr. ALLEN. ne to give it as my opinion (and it is the opinion 
of only a a so good or right as that of the Senator from 
eye ee t there is no question about the ae of this Government 


to dissolve & corporation, regardless of the fact where it gets its char- | within its legitimate scope complete authority to regulate the in- 
SeascenEEEEEcrwatee be lotevnntionnl ccmamerce woh intetrcae terchange of trafiic between the people of the United States and 


the people of a foreign nation, and there follows impliedly from 
this the incidental power to determine the class of vessels in which 
commerce may be carried, and, in fact, the right to regulate com- 
merce carries with it the right to suspend or prohibit it if neces- 
sary for the time being and for the general welfare, and it is de- 


merce, the nation has control. 
: Senator pardon me for a sentence? 


Mr. 
Mr. DSAY, ° 
Mr. — I supposed So law to be that the writ of - warranto isa writ 
ee which by illegal conduct has forfeited its power to 
a 


exist, and that writ addressed to it to come and show cause by what | ¢ ’ ave 6 wniate c we 
warrant it continues toact as a corporation. I suppose that can only be done, clared that ce shall | a oer 0 regulate Saecue 
under oursystem of dence, in the courtso the sovereign that created among the several States. n the first case the word ‘‘ with” is 
the corporation, is the State in the case of a State corporation. I do | used, while in the latter “among” is employed. Perhaps there is 
ee eee proper writ or remedy to prevent a corporation | no significance in this change of expression in speaking of the two 

Gascotboliotneeenens the United States may by proper process enjoin | Classes of commerce, and yet it must be noted in passing that a 
a State as they could an individual, fast ¥ olating a United change was made. This does not mean among the several States 
Btates ~— ee sen ———— is = proper and oe pro’ | as political entities, for at the time the Constitution was adopted 
it ee oe [ suppose, within the powers of the United | there was no commerce among the several States as such, or prac- 
Sessetcumnes dissdlve a State on. tically none. and therefore it must be held to refer to the people of 

. ALLEN. Mr. President — the several States. 
ieee further. And here, too, is implied the authority to prohibit the inter- 


change of commercial relations between the people of the several 
States if for any purpose it shall be deemed wise and proper for 
Congress to do so. And there is further implied the right to 
choose the means of regulating and the instrumentalities thereof, 
and therefore I assume it is elementary that if Congress shall de- 
clare that no commerce among the several States shall be carried 
on ———_ the instrumentality of a corporation, the law would be 
constitutional and would be enforced not only in the Federal 
courts, but in the State courts as well, for it is primarily the duty 
of the State courts to enforce an act of Congress when its jurisdic- 
tion is properly invoked in the ordinary course of litigation. It 
would strange, then, if, Congress possessing this power, broad 
and comprehensive as it is, we should find ourselves without a 


L 


I was cut short from answering the Senator trom 
[Mr. Hoar] by the refusal of the Senator from 
to permit further interruption, and I embrace the first 
to reply briefly to him on this point. 

warranto is the proper common-law writ by which to in- 

into and determine the right of s toexercise corporate 

or franchises, and the remedy is limited only by the facts 

and circumstances of each particular case as it presents itself, for 
it is doubtful if in illustrative jurisprudence two cases can be 
sth Bgl la the same or sulstantially a similar state 


d 


found 
of facts. law of quo warranto descended to us as an 
and it came in all its fullness and efficiency, and not 


80 and abuut by unreasonable and unnecessary | remedy to enforce an act of regulation. It was an axiom at the 
as to it barren of results when properly set in | common law that for every right there was a remedy, and that 


Tecan not bring myself to agree with the Senator from 
Massachusetts, much as I am inclined to do so, for, as I look at the 
Meteiiimamas bs oust o conpeeation tn so far dt ongnees tn 

a so far as it engages in 
interstate or international commerce if it does not possess lawful 


axiom came to us from the English law, and we may therefore 
properly declare that where there is a right in the sovereignty of 
the ted States there is a remedy for its enforcement. 

Let ussu that the Havemeyers, residing in New York, went 
across the line into New Jersey and procured a charter from the 
legislature of that State, without having a domicile there, and by 
virtue of that charter established an office in the city of New York 
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and created a monopoly in the sugar business. If the chief purpose 
in obtaining the charter was to enable them to transact business 
as a corporation in New York and engage in interstate and inter- 
national commerce, the New Jersey charter would not afford them 
protection from the Federal courts in New York, or any other dis- 
trict or circuit where their business may be conducted. The mo- 
ment they ceased to transact a purely local or State business within 
theState of New Jersey and engaged in interstate and international 
commerce beyond the territorial lines of that State, that moment 
they placed ieianatwes in a position where they were subject to 
the jurisdiction of the United States courts, and it would be some- 
what singular if they could engage in a business 99 per cent of 
which is interstate and international in its character and the 
courts of the United States would have no jurisdiction to control 
them or adjudge their business unlawful, if unlawful, or con- 
ducted unlawfully, or oust them in so far as their business might 
be a monopoly and in violation of the common or statute law. 

I assume, for the purpose of this argument, that at the common 
law a monopoly was in violation of law, and was subject to con- 
trol of the courts, and its agents might be indicted and punished 
and its existence dissolved and the corporation restrained by in- 
junction from carrying it on in the future. 

it is admitted on all hands that no sugar schedule can be framed 
by any party from which the sugar trust will not derive pecuniary 
benefit. 1 am well satisfied from my own observation and experi- 
ence as a member of the investigating committee of 1894 that this 
is trae. Then why waste time on this schedule? If there is a 
real des're and an honest purpose to destroy this gigantic monop- 
oly that is eating out the substance of the people, why not employ 
the courts to dissolve it, or at least to oust it from the exercise of 
this particular function? We shonld begin at the proper place 
and employ the proper remedy and deprive it of amonopoly of one 
of the staple necessities of life. 

As long as we higgle on schedules, the sugar trust will laugh at 
us in derision and mock our impotency and continue to fatten on 
unlawful exactions from the people. It will only fear the Gov- 
ernment when we shall invoke the aid of the courts and deprive 
it of existence outside of its lawful situs. 

It has beensuggested that the courts can not be relied on to con- 
trol this monopoly; that the judges are surrounded by influences 
that will prevent them from determining the question as they 
should, If this be true, then the Government in its judicial branch 
is a failure and the people are without a remedy. I have confi- 
dence, however, in the courts of the United States to believe that 
when their jurisdiction is properly invoked they will not hesitate 
to deal justly by the people and dissolve this gigantic monopoly. 

There is another subject to which I desire to direct attention 
for a moment. We have a treaty relation with the Hawaiian 
Is!ands by which Hawaiian sugars are admitted into the United 
States free of duty. There come to the United States annually at 
least 225,000 tons under that treaty which do not pay a cent of 
revenue into the Treasury. I think I am entirely safe in assert- 
ing that the United States loses from six to six and a half million 
dollars annually in consequence of the treaty. 

The time has come, in my judgment, when this treaty ought to 
be revoked. I am not prepared to say that it ought never to have 
been made. Its making antedates by several years my advent 
into public life, and I am not ee to say that circumstances 
did not exist at the time which warranted the Government in en- 
tering into a treaty with the then King of Hawaii. 

But, Mr. President, the people derive no benefit from the pro- 
vision of the Hawaiian treaty which admits sugar free of duty. 
The investigation in 1894 by the special committee apointed by 
this body developed the fact that the American Sugar Refinins 
Company, at the head of which stands Henry O, Havemeyer an 
the king of the sagar trust of the Hawaiian islands, Claus Spreck- 
els, were in partnership in Hawaiian sugars; that they owned 
jointly the Western Refining Factory, located at San Francisco, 
Cal., and that an agreement existed between them by which all 
the section of our country lying west of the Missouri River was 
turned over to Spreckels to supply with sugars, and the portion 
of the United States lying east of the Missouri was devoted ex- 
clusively to the forays of the American sugar trust. And I think 
the fact is that only about 7 per cent of the sugar trust’s sugars 
go west of the Missouri River. 

Mr. President, we receive no benefit from this treaty relation. 
Sugars raised upon many of the islands in the Atlantic and Pacific 
oceans are shipped to Honolulu, there repacked and marked Ha- 
waiian sugars, avd brought into this country under the language 
of that treaty, but really in violation of its a and purpose. 

Why, then, should the people be deprived of deriving revenue 
to the amount of between $5,000,000 and $7,000,000 a year from 
these imported sugars? There is nocompetition between Hawaiian 
sugars and sugars manufactured or refined by the American sugar 
trust. The moment those sugars come to the United States that 
moment they are owned and controlled by this combination be- 
tween Havemeyer and Spreckels, and there is immediately stifled 


that natural and legitimate competition which unde 
ulations would exist. 

The sugar trust takes these sugars in its control and fixes +), 
price to the American consumer, entirely regardless of t)\o ;,,,: 
that they are admitted free of duty. Those sugars woul: }). ,,. 
higher to the consumers if they paid this tax of between § 5.()\);) ;),,, 
and $7,000,000 annually. And how many years will elays« y,;\] 
the 225,000 tons of sugar admitted annually free of duty , 
Hawaiian sugars will grow into 450,000 tons or 500.000 tons. \v\).. 
the Government will be deprived of revenue to the amount , e 
from $12,000,000 to $14,000,000 arr Pe 

Mr. President, we can not build up the American sugar industry 
or develop it in the slightest degree if this treaty is perinitiod ¢; > 
remain intact. It has been demonstrated that-beet sugar, f,; 
instance, up to this time, can not be produced and sol; \y, {),, 
market for less than about 4 cents a pound, while under the oper. 
ation of the Hawaiian treaty Hawaiian sugars can come to |), 
United States and be sold to the consumer for less than 3 cents g 
pound and a reasonable profit be made on them. How can i: \o 
expected, if that treaty is permitted to remain, that dom:stic 
sugar can contest in the markets of the United States with tie 
product of the Polynesians and the low class of labor found on 
the islands of the Pacitic Ocean? : 

Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, as one member of this 
body, and in my judgment, so far as the Populist party is repre- 
sented in this Chamber, there is but one course to pursue, and 
that is to cast our votes at all times and under all circuins:ances 
to cancel the treaty between the United States and the Hawaiian 
Islands, and by that means give some impetus, if impetus can be 
a in that way, to the development of the American suyar jn- 

usiry. Not only that, sir, but we can not afford to cast our votes 
to throw away $6,500,000 of revenue annually and give it to the 
American sugar trust that is now eating out the life and paralyzing 
the energies of the American ple. It will be one step at least 
in the direction of impairing the efficiency of that trust. 

Mr. President, I have, in the four years I have been here. wit- 
nessed the singular spectacle of a play on the part of Congress 
with the American Sugar Refining Company. Iu 1894. when tho 
Wilson bill was before this body and was being considered, Sen- 
ators on the other side of the Chamber held up their hands in holy 
horror that the Democratic party and the Populists shou'd be bold 
enough to give the sugar trust some advantage under the suyar 
schedule of that bill. That act reduced the benefits that were 
then being derived under the McKinley law by the sugar trust. 
It did not wipe out entirely the profits they were making, it is 
true; for, sir, I conceive it impossible for Congress, in the form 
of aes schedule, to deprive this gigantic corporation of some 
profit. 

Now, Mr. President, in 1897, when this bill is pending before 
this branch of Congress, our Democratic friends hold up their 
hands in horror that the American sugar trust should receive 
some benefit fro: it, and yet all, Democrats, Republicans, and 
Populists agree that it is im ble to frame and pas: through 
Congress a sugar schedule ¢ will not result in benefit to the 
trust. Sir, if we are honest with the American peop!e, if this 
reform Administration that was heralded as the advance agent 
of prosperity seven or eight months ago intends to do anyihig 
for the relief of the American people in this respect, why not iu- 
voke the courts of the country to dissolve and oust this corpora- 
tion, in so iar as it assumes to exercise functions that control 
interstate and international commerce? 

Mr. President, he would be a bold man indeed, and a reckless 
lawyer, who would assert that this corporation or any other could 
pass beyond the territorial limits of the State in which it was 
organized and created and engage in a purely interstate and in- 
ternational commerce without jurisdiction upon the part of the 
Federal courts to oust it of unlawful exercise of that power, es- 
pecially when it has become a er and inimical to the gen- 
eral welfare. We may talk of ules high and schedules low, 
we may undertake to make the people believe that we 
are in favor of checking this gigantic monster. we may deceive 4 
portion of the people; but this ly will never stand in fear 
of Congress or any other branch of this ernment, it will never 
cease to fatten and grow rich out of the American peop!e, until the 
plenary jurisdiction of our courts is invoked for its dissolution 
and restraint. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chai>). 
The question is on the adoption of the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay]. Is the Senate ready 
for the question? 

Mr. PeTTIGREW. Mr. President, I do not care to address 
myself to the pending amendment, but I wish to submit some re- 
marks in silee: to the amendment which I offered on the 25th of 
May, providing that all articles the subject of a trust shall be ad- 
mitted free of duty. 

Mr. President, our civilization is founded 
evolution, upon the 


tr proper r g- 
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the theory of 


doctrine of the survival of the fittest, upon 
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the law of competition, and is opposed to socialism. We say, as 
far as is consistent with the existence of protection under the law, 
Let man, untrammeled and unrestrained, work out his destiny. 
The result of this theory in the past was feudalism, or the su- 
remacy of brute strength and physical courage. and its resulting 
paternalism. But feudalism, by the aes of the law of com- 
petition and evolution, destroyed itself by the subjugation of the 
weaker by the stronger and the creation of monarchical forms of 
government inits place. _ : $ 

To-day, under the operation of this law of competition, we are 
drifting toward socialism on the one side and plutocracy on the 
other. It is for us to say whether we will stop the march of 
events in their course, and make this again a government of the 
the people, by the people, and for the people, or allow the present 
to crystallize and thus continue to be what we ncw are—a govern- 
ment of the trusts, by the trusts, and for the trusts—a plutocracy 
of artificial persons, sustained by bribery. In the past all plu- 
tocracies have been of natural persons, with something of con- 
science and human s yy in their composition, and they have 
kept discontent in check by force and bribery, by a paid police, 
and by astanding army. But as our plutocracy is of the worst 
form, without heart and conscience, being an artificial person. it 
is fitting and well that it should be forced—if its existence shall 
be perpetuated—to rely upon the one means of sustaining its 
existence—that of loathsome bribery. 

We have abandoned as a people the doctrine so oft repeated and 
so much believed, that competition is the life of trade, and have 
adopted the doctrine that competition is killing, resulting in the 
organization of trusts and combinations to restrict production, to 
maintain or increase prices, until to-day there are but few articles 
manufactured in the United States that are not the subject of a 
trust. There is a trust to control coffee, coal, sugar, lead, oil, 
glass, all kinds of hardware, steel. chemica!s, and crockery. Thus 
the fundamental principle of our civilization is overturned, aud 
those who can not combine—the farmer and individual proprietor 
and toilers of the land—are at the mercy of those who do combine. 

TARIFF AND THE TRUSTS. 
When the Republican party came into being as the advocate of 
rotection to American industry by the means of a tariff, it wisely 
its advocacy of the doctrine of protection upon the theory 
on which our civilization rests—competition, and declared that 
the building of American factories to supply the protected article 
would create competition and thus lower the price of the article 
tothe consumer. In every campaign we have told the people the 
story of nails—how they were 6 cents per pound, and we put a 
duty on them of 2 cents per pound, and American genius and en- 
orey produced the machinery, and competition reduced the price, 
nails sold for 1 cent per pound, and the Republican doctrine 

of ion was triumphantly vindicated. 

t year the nail trust was organized, and the price of nails 
rose from 1 cent a pound to 3} cents a pound, and thus the Repub- 
lican theory of a was completely overthrown. The same 
story can be told of almost every manufactured article in this bill. 
How to remedy this defect so as to justify a tariff for protection 
in the future is the problem which every Republican is called 
u to solve. The two questions are so intimately connected 
that — must gotogether. No tariff bill can be defended that 
does protect the people against trusts. If the Republican 
party undertakes it, you will go down in defeat at the next elec- 

on. 

Mr. President, I offer my amendment in good faith as a protec- 
tionist. If it is not ado , the theory of protection falls to the 
, you can defend this bill before the peo- 


The amendment provides— 


That all articles on the dutiable list mentioned in this act shall be admitted 
free of duty if said articles or articles of a like character of domestic produc- 
tion are manufactured or their sale controlled or the price affected by a 
trust or combination to increase the cost of said articles to purchasers by 
Past or otherwise. Every contract, combination in the 
orm of a or association or corporation whose effect is to restrict the 
quantity of production or increase the price of any article, or any couspiracy 
in a trade, shall be deemed a trust within the provisions of this act. 
: Aay < Ge Onited States may file a petition, verified by oath or af- 

court of the United States where the defendant has 

an office or place of business or may reside, alleging the existence of a trust 
as and that articles or products subject to duty under this 
prehe geey _ oducts of like character of domestic production, are manu- 
or thei¥ sale controlled, or the price affected by said trust: where- 

ly issued from said court directing the 
tition, the case to be governed as to 


time and manner of service, the pieadings and all ings had therein 

as is now provided by law in ci causes institated in the district courts of 

Ir any citizen ot the United States shall file with any district attorney for 

petition herein set forth. it shall be the duty of said attorney 

ee forthwith in the district court for said district in the 
name of States for the of determining the issues made b: 


ent petition. to be had in such caseas hereinbefore prescri 
ese Se t or defendants herein required shall be 
ar president or chief officer, if a corporation, or upon all the 
an association or a. the Secretary of the Treasury 
the nature of the suit. 
cases as herein provided shall be advanced upon the docket 
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of the court so as to have precedence of trial overall civil causes thereon, and 
an appeal may be taken from the decision of the district court to the cireuit 
court of the United States for the district, under the same rules as are pre- 
scribed for like appeals in other civil cases, but the judgment of the circuit 


court shall be final. 







If the decision of the court shall be that t egations of the petitions are 
true, an order directing the customs offic ve United State » thereafter 
permit the =p wrtation of such articie articles free of duty shall at once 
issue: Provided, That where a duty is levied u raw material ny article 
that is improved by any processafter being im] d, the duty vy ma 
terial or unrefined or unimproved article shail be collected, and a unt 
of duty upon the refined or improved article as pro) | 


ed by isa but 


the 





differential or additional duty shall not be collected i i 
fined product is found to be the subject of a trust, as he: einbet 

Provided, That at any time after judgment the Secretary of the 
upon written grounds,or any party to the proceedings upon pr 





fied by oath or affirmation, may move the court t aside 

enforcement of such judgment. If upon hearing it sha!l | lju t tha 
the trust has coased to exist, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to withdraw or cancel his orders to the customs oflicers, ani such 
officers shall immediately resume the collection of the duties impo by this 
act. The parties to the original proceeding who do not join in the motion 
shall have reasonable notice thereof, and the motion shall be advanced and 
have precedence of trial over all civil causes. Appeals may be taken as in 
the original proceeding to the circuit court, but the judgment of that court 


upon the motion shall be final. 
But you urge that if this amendment is adopted it will defeat 
the object of passing a tariff bill, as no revenue will be derived 


therefrom. If this is true, then surely we are in the hands of the 
trusts. But I contend that this tariff bill is so framed that the 
articles which are the subject of a trust are not the articles from 


which much revenue is derived, the evident purpose of the framer 
of the bill being to give the American market to the trusts and 
raise the revenue from other articles. 

Is it not more reasonable to suppose that the trusts will dissolve 
rather than share the rich American market with foreigners? 
For if the trusts do not disband, and thus allow the various manu- 
facturers to compete with one another, the operation of the amend- 
ment I offer will be to compel them to compete with the foreign 
manufacturer. Is it not sure to follow that, rather than open our 
doors to the free competition of the world, the trusts will cease to 
exist? 

* It is urged, however, that but part of the manufacturers may be 
in the trust, and that this amendment punishes the innocent with 
the guilty; but there can be no innocent persons, for the amend- 


ment provides tuat in order to Le a trust the ect must be to 
restrict the quantity of produciion or increase the price of the 
article. Thus those not in the combination are the recipients of 


the benefits, and the willing recipients. or they would have pre- 
vented the rise in price resulting from the trust. If the trust 
ceases to exist as to any article, the Secretary of the Treasury may 
commence proceedings to have that fact declared by the court, 
and the duty again collected. 

KESULT FROM DECLINING PRICES 

The rapid growth of trusts in the United States began with the 
demonetization of silver, and the formation of trusts was the means 
adopted by some of the most far-seeing and shrewdest men hav- 
ing control and direction of capital invested in manufacturing 
and transportation to avert losses to themselves by reason o! fall- 
ing prices, which lead to overproduction and underconsumption, 
They realized that the first effect of a decline in prices is to stimu- 
late production, because the producers hope to make up the differ- 
ence in price by larger sales at a less expense. They also foresaw 
what the average producer fails to see, that when the dec.ine of 
prices is general. the purchasing power is less in the whole com- 
munity, and therefore an increased production can find no market 
at any price, 30 that there exists at the same time an overproduc- 
tion of things which are most needed and an underconsumption 
of these very things, because of the inability to purchase them. 

The organizers of the trusts did not go into the causes of the 
falling prices. In most cases they knew nothing about the natural 
effects of throwing the entire burden upon one metal constituting 
the basis of the money of the world, which had formerly rested 
upon both gold and silver. So they made the common error of 
mistaking effect for cause, and attributed the decline in prices to 
overproduct.on. Therefore they combined and formed trusts to 
restrict production and keep up prices. 

But the sole argument which the advocates of the gold standard 
have offered to appease the producer of farm products for the lower 
prices which he must take for the results of his labor, and to the 
workingman for the enforced acceptance of lower wages. has been 
the increased purchasing power of what they call ‘‘ honest money,” 
whereby $1 now will buy as much of most articles of general 
consumption as $2 would have done twenty years ago. 

The effect of the successful operations of trusts is to compel 
higher prices to be paid for the finished product, or for transpor- 
tation, while they do not check the decline in the value of raw 
material nor in the rates of wages, nor do their managers wish to 
do so. 

I do not desire to be understood as charging that the trusts are 
abie to withstand the general fall of prices. The ability of the 
consumer to pay fixes the limit beyond which prices can not be 
forced, and that is the only limit upon the powers of a trust to 
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regulate prices when the combination of domestic producers is so 
perfect as to defy competition at home and the tariff duty upon 
the imported articles excludes the competition in our markets of 
foreign producers. 

Therefore the ple of the United States are robbed by the 
trusts of the only advantage, if it can be called an advantage, 
which the advocates of the gold standard offer as a reason for the 
perpetuation of that standard. 

Certainly, Mr. President, no consistent advocate of the gold 
standard can refuse to give his vote in support of a measure like 
my amendment, which is intended to destroy the monopolies held 
by the trusts in order to let the oe get the advantage, through 
competition, unhampered by tariff duties, of the lower prices for 
all that they must purchase, which would naturally follow the 
maintenance of the “existing gold standard.” 

I insist that so long as the gold standard prevails the legislation 
of this Congress ought to be such as to give to the people who are 
the consumers of manufactured articles, who pay the freight on 
the railroads, all the advantage which would naturally come to 
them throngh the legislation of this and other countries which in- 
creased the purchasing power of gold, and that this Congress 
ought not to permit the passage of any tariff legislation for the 
protection of American manufacturers without taking good care 
that no benefit whatever shall accrue to trusts from such legisla- 
tion, whether the trusts are now in existence or may be organized 
in the future. 

OBJECTION TO TRUSTS FOUNDED ON REASON. 


Mr. President, the objections to trusts are not fanciful, neither 
are they a by animosity to wealth or wealthymen. They 
rest upon public principles which are inherent and fundamental 
to our civilization. At common law bonds and contracts in re- 
straint of trade are void. 

In the time of Henry V the judge declared, when such a contract 
was presented and proven before him, that if the guilty party were 

resent he should gotoprison. In 1811 Judge Sedgwick said that 
nds to restrain trade in general are bad, as prejudicial to trade 
and honest industry. (8 Mass., 283). The common law from the 
first forbade agreements to restrict the freedom of trade, and has 
been universal in its application and in accordance with the spirit 
of our institutions. 

The supreme court of Pennsylvania, as early as 1832, in declar- 
ing the illegality of an agreement between five coal-mining com- 
panies to fix the amount of each one’s product, to bring the price 
and sales under the control of the combination (Judge Agnew) 
said such a combination is more than a contract; it is an offense, 
and that where the public is subject to the power of confederates 
a combination is criminal. (68 Pa. State, 173.) 

In New York, where the owners of canal boats had combined to 
divide profits and control rates, the court held such a combination 
to be illegal and void. (5 Denio, 434; 4 Denio, 349.) The princi- 
ple of the common law was laid down in England four hundred 
and sixty years ago that— 


A monopoly has three incidents mischievous to the public: 1, the rise of 


the price; 2, commodity will not be as good; 3, the impoverishing of poor 


artificers and all those not parties to the combination. 
It has been remarked frequently in my presence during the last 
few days that there were no trusts; that corporations existed, but 
that notrustsexisted. Undermy amendment, in which I undertake 
te define trusts, any combination to limit production or increase 
ices is a trust, and therefore subject to the nalties prescribed 
the amendment. But I think, eee oe r. President, it is 
well to give the history of some of these combinations of capital, 
some of these corporations which control prices and limit produc- 
tion, in order that we may best determine whether such combina- 
tions actually exist. 
SUGAR TRUST. 


Prior to August, 1887, there was life and\free competition in all 
branches of the sugar trade. The preducers of raw sugars all 
over the world sought in the ports of the United States a market 
in which numerous strong buyers were always ready to take their 
offerings at a price ie with the wapety and demand. The 
duty collected by the United States upon imported sugar was s 

, 80 Many cents per pound, according to the color and saccha- 
rine contents of the The seller knew what the duty was, 
and that it could not be changed by any collusion with the buyer 
in regard to the price. The buyer knew what the sugar was 
worth for his pu , and how to refine it for the home con- 
sumption or to sell it for use unrefined, as the case might be. 

There was the same healthy competition among the sugar refiners 
as among the producers and importers of raw sugar. This was 
manifested by constant efforts to improve the product and to lessen 
the cost of refining by the introduction of better processes. 

The distribution of the raw and refined sugar to the consumer 
through the usual trade channels from the importers and the re- 
finer by way of the jobber, the wholesale grocer, and the retail 

grocer to the family was also untrammeled. Each bought where 


he could purchase to the best advantage and sold upon terms 
agreed upon between him and the buyer, and not dictated by ».,5 


third rf 

In short, Mr. President, the sugar business was subject to ;) ‘ 
laws of trade and expounded by the best schoo! . 
political economists. , 

But in 1887 the enormous profits amassed by the Standard ();) 
Trust suggested to a few of the leading refiners the possi})ilir, .,; 
controlling the sugar tradein the sameway. It was then claijy.j 
for the first time that the individual refineries through ¢01,)).;;. 
tion were unable to make sufficient money to continue in busi)... 

This seems a little strange in view of the fact that most of :),, 
refiners who had the misfortune to die or had retired from |). 
ness before that time are known to have left or still possess 1),,;,y 
millions. These millions, however, no doubt seemed insign ifje,)¢ 
in comparison to the potentialities of wealth offered by the «:), D- 
tion of trust methods. 

So the sugar trust was formed in the fall of 1887 by a com)tna- 
tion on the = of the oil trust, between a number of corpora. 
tions, some of which were formed out of existing unincorporated 
firms for the express purpose of entering the trust, which was 
called the Sugar Refineries Company. 

The firms or corporations that composed it at that time were: 

1. The Brooklyn Sugar Refining eee, New York. 

2. The Decastro & Donner Sugar ing Company, New 


York. 

3. The Dick & Meyer Company, New York. 

4, The Havemeyer Sugar Refining Company, New York. 
—™ Havemeyer & Elder Sugar Retin, g Company, New 

ork. 

6. The F. O. Matthiessen & Wiechers Sugar Refining Com- 
pany, New York. 

7. The Moller, Sierck & Co. Sugar Refinery, New York. 

8. The North River Sugar Refinery, New York. 

9. The Fulton Sugar Refining Company, New York. 

10. The Knickerbocker Company, New York. 

11. The Havemeyer, Eastwick & Co. Sugar Refining Company, 
New York. 

. The Bay State Sugar ening Pig 
. The Boston Sugar Refinery, n. 

. The Continental Sugar R , Boston. 
. The Standard Sugar Refinery, on. 

. The De Forrest Sugar Refinery, Portland, Me. 
. The Planters’ Sugar Refinery, New Orleans. 

. The Louisiana Sugar Refinery, New Orleans. 

. The Belcher’s Sugar Refinery, St. Louis. 

20. The American Sugar , San Francisco. 

And a year or two later, 

21. The Baltimore Sugar Refining Company, Baltimore, 
was absorbed. 

One ef the first acts of the new trust was to close up the North 
River Sugar Refinery. This led to an action by the attorney- 
gencral of New York in behalf of the le for the forfeiture of 
the charter of the company, at the end of which the court of ap- 
peals declared the trust illegal, and the charter of the North River 
Company was forfeited. The trust was thereby compelled to 
abandon its organization and ize under the laws of New 
Jersey as the American Sugar Refining Company, a single cor- 
poration, in which were combined all the parties to the oriyina! 


What the value or the valuation was of the properties and plants 
which were thus united under one management it is impossi)l« to 
say, butit did exceed $10,000,000. The italization of the whole 
was $50,000,000, which thus contained 000,000 of stock for 
which no consideration was paid. This was divided into comm 1 
and preferred stock, one-half of each. The common stock was ‘o 
pay quarterly dividends, which have never been less than 3 }«' 
cent, or 12 per cent perannum. The preferred shares are guaran- 
teed to pay 7 oe cent per annum, and this interest or dividen! 
must be paid before the common shares are entitled to any distri- 
bution of the profits. 

The es which have since been a by the trust are 
the Spreckels Sugar Refining ne: e Franklin Refining 
Company, and the E, C. Knight & ugar Refinery, of Phila- 
delphia, and the California a seq Refinery, of San Francisco. 

other refinery, built about a ago at Camden, N. J., was 
and never opened. was rumored —_ _ oo 
t the . These new properties cost the trus 
"000 in stock. 

T tal was now raised to $75,000,000, also one-half common 
and one- preferred shares, common has never paid less 
than 12 per cent per annum, and on one occasion—I believe it was 
in 1893—an — dividend of. 10 per cent = een eas ow 
=r have always paid teed 7 per cen es 

terest on ten millions of — 

All the above refineries are now owned by the trust, at least I 
know of none having been disposed of. One has been turned into 
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roasting establishment, to ran in competition to the Ar- 

9 cote Bes. who have begun the building of a sugar refinery. 

ite a number have been kept closed since the trust was formed, 
ose now in ation are: 

At Philadelphia, the Franklin Sugar Refining Company, the 
E. C. Knight & Co. Refinery, and the Spreckels Sugar Refining 
Company have combined. : 

At New York, the Havemeyers & Elder Sugar Refining Com- 

y and the Brooklyn Sugar Refining Company have been com- 
ined; and the F. O. Matthiessen & Wiechers Sugar Refinery and 
the Havemeyer Sugar Refining Company have been combined, 
and if needed, the tro & Donner Sugar Refinery is opened. 

At Boston, the Standard Sugar Refinery and the Boston Sugar 
Refinery have been combined. — 

At San Francisco, the American Sugar Refinery and the Cali- 
fornia Sugar Refinery. ; 

F , one or both refineries at New Orleans part of the year. 
All the rest are closed. i Fly 

The average product of the trust refineries is 30,000 barrels per 
day. Allowing 300 working days in the year, this would mean 
that they are melting up something like 1,400,000 tons of raw sugar 
per annum, or, say, 70 per cent of the total consumption of 2,000,000 
tons. The remainder of 600,000 tons is used by the independent 
refiners, including part of the Louisiana cane crop which is conr- 
sumed without refining, and the refineries using beet sugar, etc., 
grown in this country. - 

There are now only four independent refineries in operation, 
and twoare now being built at Brooklyn, one by Messrs. Arbuckle 
Bros, the other by Mr. Claus Doscher, who was formerly con- 
nected with the Brooklyn Sugar Refining Company. The four 
independent refineries now in operation are the following: The 
Mollenhauer yy od Refinery and the National Sugar Refinery, 
New York; the Revere <a Refinery (Nash, Spaulding & Co., 
owners), Boston, and the W. I. McCahan Sugar Refinery, Phila- 
delphia. Their combined product, I believe, is about 450,000 tons 


annum. 
P The trust takes about 80 per cent of the Louisiana crop, mostly 
for the New Orleans refineries, and in order to get the sugars cheap 
they generally reduce their own prices all round as soon as the 
crop comes to market. 

e Hawaiian sugars are bought under contracts with the pro- 
ducers, who are thereby enabled to absorb a good proportion of 
the duty saved. The terms have varied, but I think the present 

t is that the trust pay the New York value of centrif- 
= 96 degrees test on day of arrival of any cargo at San Fran- 
es any other United States port, less one-fourth cent per 
und, 
3 President, in this connection there is certainly a very inter- 
esting state of affairs. It appears that the sugar trust has bought 
the Hawaiian sugar, paying for it at the New York price, less one- 
fourth of a cent a pound; in other words, the duty which would 
have been levied upon Hawaiian sugar has been divided between 
the producers and the sugar trust. The contract between the 
Hawaiian sugar producers and the sugar trust mee within a 
and the trust is trying to force the producers to give 
them a larger share of the duty. They are not satisfied with one- 
fourth of a cent a pound, which amounted last year to $1,200,000, 
but they want more of the plunder. 
It is very significant in this connection, Mr. President, that the 
committee of this body struck out the House provision continuing 
the Hawaiian treaty. It looks as though the intended purpose 


2 


was to the trust and compel a greater division of the 
spoils, e can judge whether this is so or not when the commit- 
tee in their provision to reinstate the treaty, and we can 
clearly, it seems to me, reasoning from cause to effect, see that 
the job has been consummated and that the producers have surren- 


dered. It seems to me the Republican 
purpose when it permits itself to be used in this manner. 

It is said the trust is opposed to the continuation of the remis- 
sion of duties to the Hawaiian sugar planters, and that has been 
used as an argument why the treaty should be continued. Mr. 
President, from the very moment the trust succeeds in getting 
foe ee to divide the great bonus we give them by remitting 

we shall find the sugar trust as ardent and as patriotic as 
the most enthusiastic jingoist from Massachusetts in favor of 

A portion of the beet sugar eetoaes in California as well as in 
Nebraska and other Western States is refined on the spot and goes 
into consumption. The rest is absorbed in the trust refineries, 
mostly in San Francisco. 

I was a little surprised the other day to hear the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] urge asa reason why the duty should 
be increased upon refined sugar that it would stimulate the pro- 
duction of sugar in this country. It seemed to me to sound like 
the sameold argument which has been used tocarry through almost 


y is serving a curious 


every scheme to enrich a few people at the expense of many. 
Beet sugar is refined by the factories which produce it, The 








sugar does not go to the refinery at all. All the sugar is ready 
for market when it leaves the mill. Therefore, to stimulate the 
production of beet sugar in this country means the destruction 
of the refiners now operating; it means the absolute destruction 
of their property. The day that beet sugar supplies the American 
market the property of the refiners, whose refineries are located 
all along the coast, will be absolutely worthless. That will happen 
when the American farmer produces beets enough to supply the 
American market. ; 

Therefore the trust is interested in anything and everything 
which will prevent the growth of the beet-sugar industry in this 
country. How a duty in the special interest of a lot of gamblers 
in New York can be construed into stimulating the beet-sugar 
industry of this country is beyond the range of my imagination. 
Neither will that argument be of any value to obtain for the Re- 
publican party the votes of the people of the West. They are 
going to know the facts in regard to this bill; they are going to 
know whether what we charged in the last campaign was true or 
not, that the Republican party has ceased to stand for anything 
but the gold standard and the trusts. 

As arule, we have always received about 80 per cent of the 
Cuban crops each year, which yielded a total of 1,000,000 tons and 
over, but, owing to the insurrection, only about 200,000 to 250,000 
tons have been made during the last two years. F 


wr 1896 our 
sources of supply have been as follows: 

Tor . 
a ie i eudietnnint 251, 523 
SE EIOUL cicnsictnune eaneud 20, S41 
St. Croix. . 1, S71 
Trinidad - ; m3, 449 
Haiti and Santo Domingo ‘ ‘ ied 48, 800 
British West Indies.... . : ‘ 84, iu7 
Demerara 66, 973 
a Salina wad ; J 5, 051 
Europe ...... Diedncemiacl al -- 523,23 
Egypt . sional agidltns . 41, 703 
re alanine ; $12, 592 
Mauritius pililatlekhdes 18, 181 
Philippine Islands Seis caicenits 61, 382 
Sandwich Islands. . +46, 185 
Brazil .... il al ad at bs 68, 519 
Argentine Republic Dittuelentiaudwaninen ; 12, 867 

Total four Atlantic ports (New York, Philadelphia, Boston, and 
Baltimore) ... : 1, 509, 484 

Total Pacific ports (San Francisco), nearly all from Sandwich 
Islands -... ahabina +157, 981 
Total imports of foreign, including Hawaiian 1, 757, 465 


The 2,000,000 tons of sugar now used in the United States per 
year are drawn from the following sources: 


About 1,550,000 tons come from foreign countries. 


About 200,000 tons come from Hawaiian Is!ands. 

About 250,000 tons are produced in this country—in Louisi- 
ana and Texas from cane, say about 200,000 
tons; the remainder, 50,000 tons, from beet, 
maple, and sorghum. 

Say 2,000,000 tons. 


I wish to call attention to this fact, Mr. President, that all the 
Hawaiian sugar was not received at the port of San Francisco. 
On the contrary, 49,000 tons of Hawaiian sugar went to the port 
of New York and were admitted there free of duty, the same as 
that which was admitted at San Francisco. 

Two million tons, Mr. President, are 4,480,000,000 pounds. Es- 
timating the a of the United States at 76,250,000. the 
average annual consumption of each individual—man, woman, and 
child, of all races—is 62 pounds, and 70 per cent of this, or 43 
pounds, is supplied by the trust. 

Practically the entire sugar trade of the United States is subject 
to the dictatorship of the trust. The independent refiners follow 
the trust quotations and place their product in the same way. In 
buying raw sugars they are believed to have an understanding. 
At any rate, no signs of competition are visible. There are enough 
buyers disgruntled with the trust to keep up the independent 
refiners, and the latter are glad to be let alone by the trust so long 
as the trust is graciously disposed, as at present, to let them live 
upon the crumbs which fall from its table. 

HOW THE SUGAR TRUST CONDUCTS BUSINESS 

Let us consider the manner in which the business of the sugar 
trust is conducted. From the date of its organization in 1887, in- 
cluding as it did all the leading refineries, the trust controlled the 
sugartradeofthe United States. Recognizing this fact, the Whole- 
sale Grocers’ Association of New York requested to be informed 
by = quotations from the trust of the price of sugar, and oth- 
erwise how to manage their business. The trust complied and 
began at once to issue daily quotations of the price at which all 
grades of sugar manufactured by it should be sold by the whole- 
sale — and jobbers, the profit of these to depend upon cer- 
tain discounts and drawbacks allowed by the trust, but only paid 





* Nearly all beet. ian +t Duty free. 
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at the end of three months upon the affidavit of the wholesale gro- 
cers and jobbers that the trust prices had been strictly adhered to. 

At first, before the grocery merchants generally had become 
accustomed to submit to trust methods, the trust used to inflict 
severe punishment upon those who did not comply with its rules 
by refusing to supply them with goods, and it still continues to 
remind the trade of its power by occasionally summoning a mer- 
chant to its office to answer to the charge of selling below the 
established quotations. There was a time, also, when it was not 
possible for a merchant who handled the product of any of the 
independent refiners to obtain sugar from the trust, but it is said 
to be more lenient in this respect now. 

About a year ago, in order to avoid the charge of discrimination 
in sales, the trust determined not to sell their goods to anyone. 
They then established a system of factors, to whom all sugar for 
the trade is consigned to be sold for account of the trust, upon a 
commission of three-sixteenths of a cent per pound, to be paid 
upon affidavit at the end of three months from the date of each 
consignment that the trust prices as established daily have been 
adhered to in selling. There are also certain commissions allowed 
upon like terms. By this system of factors the managers of the 
trust also secure themselves against loss. If a wholesale dealer in 
groceries, sugars, teas, and coffees who is a factor of the trust 
fails. the sugar trust takes possession of the sugar which he has 
on hand, and also receives from the assignee of the failing dealer 
all collections for sugar sold by him. 

One exception is made by the sugar trust to the policy of mak- 
ing no sales to anyone, and that is in favor of manufacturers, 
such as bakers, confectioners, packers and preservers of fruit, 
etc, Sales of sugar are made to such persons upon an agreement 
that the sugar is not to be sold except in the form of confections, 
candy, cake, pies, preserves, etc. Itis a fact that a manufacturer 
of candy or a canner of fruit must signa written agreement that 
he will not buy sugar of anyone but the trust, and that he will 
not sell or dispose of the sugar except in a manufactured form in 
connection with his own product, and if he will not sign such an 
agreement, then the trust will furnish him no sugar whatever. 

A factor or manufacturer who did not comply with the agree- 
ment as to prices and sales would be refused further consignments 
or supplies, and would thus be compelled to go out of business. 
Agents of the trust are continually on the watch to detect appar- 
ent violations of the agreement, and merchants and manufacturers 
are subject to frequent annoyance growing out of false and mali- 
cious reports of the trust spies. 

The trust does not now attempt to control the retail trade, which 
can only purchase from the factor. Having made sure that the 
retail grocer pays the trust price for his goods, he may sell sugar 
to the consumer at any price he pleases. 

The methods of the sugar trust can be best illustrated by the 
evidence taken before the Lexow committee in New York last 
winter. I shall not read this testimony, but I ask to have it in- 
serted in my remarks. I will say, however, that Francis H. Kren- 
ning, of St. Louis, a wholesale grocer, refused to sign the agree- 
ment which the trust presented to him, and thereupon they 
refused to sell him sugar upon any terms. He then applied to the 
four independent refiners of this country to secure sugar for his 
customers, 

They also refused to sell him a single pound of sugar under any 
circumstances, showing that after all the trust reaches every refin- 
ery in this country, and that the combination is absolute and com- 
plete. He was therefore compelled to import sugar. But he says 
that if the duty on refined sugar is increased above the present 
rate under the Wilson Act. he will be compelled to cease import- 
ing; that it will be im ible to do it, and he will be forced out 
of the sugar trade, in fact. 


DEFIED THE SUGAR TRUST. 


Francis H. Krenning, a St. Louis wholesalg grocer, gave some clear-cut 
testimony in regard to the methods of the su trust in controlling middle- 
men and the absence of any real competition by the so-called * independent 
sugar refineries. Mr. Krenning said that, desiring to maintain his inde- 
pendence, he refused to si the latest su: factors’ agreement, and was 
promptly turned adrift by the trust, which c him more for sugar than 
even the retailers were required to pay. 

He tried to get sugar from the brokers of the “‘ competing ™ refineries, and 
they flatly refused to sell him a pound. N Sete, he has managed to get 
along and make money by buying sugar of the small independent refineries 
in Louisiana during the season and by importing Lutch sugar at other times. 
The trust has not yet succeeded in closing him up, though it has placed spies 
upon him and attempted to cut off his source of supply. Mr. Krenning ex- 
pocte to be able to ae on fighting unless the tariff on refined sugar is raised, 
2 case he would have to gu out of business or agree to the trust's con- 

ons. 

His testimony, which was substantiated by telegrams from the trust and 
from the “independent " refiners, was so telling that Senator McCarren could 
not let it pass unchallenged. The witness proved more than a match for him. 
He told him that Dutch sugar could be imported because the Dutch refiners 
were satisfied with asmall margin of profit. He demonstrated that sugar 
labor was paid the same here as in Holland, and when Senator McCarren 
tried to disprove by him the theory that wholesale grocers can not exist 
without the consent of the trust, he answered him by punting out that he 
was only one out of 18,000, or the exception which wr the rule. 

The first witness in the afternoon was Francis H. Krenning, of St. Louis. 
Senator Lexow lost no time in getting down to business. 
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Q. Have you as a jobber had transactions with the American Sugar Refin. 
ing Company? 

A. Yes, sir. 

2. 7 ~_ accept the factors’ plan of ayreement? 

. NO, SIP, 

Q. Is this the system of factors’ agreement adopted in St. Louis 
the witness a document)? 

A. Yes, sir. 
as What happened when you did not accept the agreement?” asked Senatoy 

xow. 7 

“ The American Sugar Refining Company notified its St. Louis broker ¢) 


(handing 


we were to pay 9 points more for sugar. We also lost the rebate, which 
made a total difference of 36 points, or $1.30 a barrel.” : 


ATTEMPT TO CRUSH KRENNING. 


Mr. Krenning here produced a copy of a telegrara which he said the Ameri 
an Sugar Refining Company sent the St. Louis broker on November 2. [5.5 
[t was as follows: 

* Have no consignment of sugars to offer Krenning. Will sell Krenning at 
$4.75, direct shipment.” ; 

“What price would that be, including freight?” 

“It would give the factor $1.75 per barrel adivantage over us.” 

Mr. Krenning also said that subsequent to this the Mollenhauer Sugar 
Company and the Howell National Sugar Company, both “ independent,” j).q 
declined to sell his firm sugar. He identified the copy of a ieerem which 
his firm had received from the Howell Company. It was as follows: 

* Howell declines to sell Krenning under any terms.” 

* What is the effect of the factors’ agrneenT 

“You can not do business without the factors’ agreement.” 


“Are jobbers having the factors’ agreement allowed to sell to you, not hay- 
ing a f —— agreement!" 
“No, sir.” 
Mr. Krenning said that because of his refusal to sign the agreement his 
firm had experienced considerable difficulty in securing any sugar at al! 
been made to exclude the Louisi- 


Q. Do you know whether an attempt has 
ana planters’ sugar from competition? 
A. Yes, sir; they attempted to exclude the Louisiana planters’ sugar tho 
same as the imported sugar. 
2. Are the factors allowed to sell the Louisiana sugar? 
. In 1895 they were prohibited from selling it, but in 1897 they were al- 
lowed to sell it under certain restrictions. 
2. (Senator MCCARREN.) Why did you refuse to become a factor? 
. Because the factor system stifled competition, and that is no: right. 
Mr. Krenning said that the American Sugar Refining Company, during the 
= . season. in which the sugar crop of the country is being produc:d, 
owered the price of sugar in St. Louis by one-fourth of a cent a pound below 
the price at which it is sold in the East, and that immediately after the grind- 
ing season caused the price of its product to be increased in St. Louis. © 
%; (Senator McCarren.) Can you explain to the committee why foreign 
refineries se!l at a lesser price than the American Sugar Reiining Company? 
A. The fore refiners are content with a smaller margin of protit than 
the American Sugar Refining Company. 


WATERLOO FOR M'CARREN. 


2. Is it not because labor is cheaper on the other side? 


No, sir; the average wages of laborers in the sugar business is about 
the same here as in Europe. 


In rep!y to another question by Mr, McCarren, the witness said his firm was 
selling more sugar than ever and that they were making greater efforts to 


sell. 
a (Senator McCarren.) Have you ever found it difficult to supply your 
trade. since October, 1805? 
A. Sometimes. 


Q. And your profits have been as great as when you dealt with the Ameri- 
can Sugar Refining Company? 

A. About the same. 

Q. Then why did you come here to testify? 


A. I want'to show how that company has tried to prevent the importation 
of foreign sugar. 


2. And you are a living example of their failure to force wholesalers out 
of business? 


A. Lam the exception that proves the rule. 
Mr. Krenning said that if the tariff on foreign sugar was increased his firm 
would have to go out of business or else sign the factors’ agreement. 
Q. (Senator MCCARREN.) Would you be in favor of paying asiizht increase 
for we Series product if labor would benefit by it? 
. Yes, sir. 


A 
y Then why don't you do it in this instance? 
We can’t get the American sugar without signing the agreement. 


The relation of the daily price of refined sugar fixed by the 
trust to the market price of raw sugar is illustrated by the trans- 
actions of one day in May of the present year. On that day the 
<< of granulated sugar as fixed by the trust was $4.56 per hun- 

red pounds. Now the factor’s trade allowance on this of three- 
sixteenths of a cent a pound is 18} cents, leaving the price to him 
$4.37}. From this is to be deducted in his favor the trade discount 
of 1 per cent, say 4 cents, leaving $4.32j, and from this a further 
discount of 1 per cent is made for cash, leaving the net pr.ce to the 
factor of refined, $4.28} per hundred pounds. The price of raw 
centrifugals, 96 degrees test, duty paid, on that day was $3.31 per 
hundred pounds. 

The ditierence, or smtp profit, is 97} cents; or if all the deci- 
mals had been carried out, as they won'd be in large transactions, 
say $97.29 on pees From this. of course, is to be ce- 
ducted the cost of ing. This is estimated by men who have 
grown up in the sugar trade as samplers and i 
and have followed the cost of refining for years, from the time 
when it was 4 cents a pound and more down to the present time, 
to be now from 87} to 44 cents per 100 pounds. 

Taking the highest estimate, and both cover everything that 
enters into cost of sary including labor, interest on capital, 
wear and tear of t, delivery of goods f. o. b., the net profit 
is $53.29 on 10, unds. 

The average uct daily of the trust refineries is 30,000 barrels 
of 320 pounds each, or 9,600,000 ena which the profit thus 
estimated is $51,008.40, For hundred working days in the 


graders of sugar 
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ear it would be $15,329,520. The annual charge of 7 per cent 
toon $37,500,000 of preferred stock is $2,625,000. The annual divi- 
dend of 12 per cent on $37,500,000 of common stock is $4,500,000, 
Together they amount to $7,125,000, or less than one-half the esti- 
mated net profit of the trust, for three hundred working days, of 
30,000 barrels daily product of granulated sugar. 

In this connection, it is well to remark that the work of refining 
is done almost oneal by machinery; the number of men em- 





loyed is very small; they are required to work twelve hours a 
ay, and during the summer the heat is intense. So to-day no 


American laborers are employed in the sugar refineries of this 
country. The work is done by Huns and Poles, who have largely 


been imported for that purpose, and the number is exceedingly 


small—five or six thousand men at the outside. Yet we hear 
so much about the protection of American labor, and under the 
provisions of this bill we actually make a present to the sugar 
trust of $10,000,000, not $2,000,000 of which will be paid to those 
laborers. - 

The product is not all granulated sugar, and the relative quan- 


tity of hard and soft sugars made by the trust is a trade secret | 
But the margin of profit on the soft | 
sugars is greater than on the hard, because they are made from a | 


which is carefully kept. 


cheaper grade of raw sugars and the process of refining is less 
expensive, so that the estimate of the profits of the trust based on 
all gravulated sugar is not too large. 
oreover, the price of raw sugar in New York is subject to 
manipulation by the trust, as has been before alluded to in speak- 
ing of the purchase of the Louisianacrop. The price of raw sugar 
in New York is governed nominally by the prices quoted by cable 
for cane and beet sugars in London and Hamburg. But if the 
trust wanted to buy in New York, they might sell in London or 
Hamburg, so as to put down the price, and then buy in New York 
the next day. 
Similar tactics are believed to be pursued in regard to the pur- 
chases of sugar abroad, and if the invoices of sugar imported by 


the trust are made out at lower rates than actually paid, as has | 


often happened in the case of merchandise imported by others, an 
explanation would be easy of the preference by the managers of 
the trust for an ad valorem duty instead of a specific duty of so 
much per pound. If the trust keeps out of the market for three 
or four weeks, the price of raw sugar goes down, because the other 
refiners can not take enough to keep the market up. 

In addition to the advantage which thus accrues to the sugar 
trust through an ad valorem duty upon the raw sugar, there is 
also in the Wilson tariff act, as well as in the bill now before the 
Senate, a differential duty upon refined sugar. This is estimated 
by the trade to be about 22 cents per 100 pounds under the Wilson 


tariff. The trade also estimate that the proposed differential in | 


the bill now under discussion, as it passed the House, was 35 cents 


= pounds, and as originally reported by the Senate Finance | 


ittee it was 45 cents per 100 pounds. As now reported by 


the Republican caucus of the Senate. the differential duty in favor | 


of the trust is 52 cents per 100 pounds. 
It is this differential duty which the amendment of which I 
gave notice on May 25, and which has been read to-day, under- 


takes to abolish, unless the sugar trust ceases to exist. or, in other | 


words, changes its methods of business so far as they restrict and 
restrain trade. 

How much relief this would afford to the trade is a matter that 
can only be tested by experience. 
fined sugar import 
consumption of this country. 


Fo refined sugar is now sold in limited quantities in New 
a . at one-eighth to three-sixteenths of a cent lower 


é of American refined—that is, the daily trust 
price—less the trade allowance and discounts. 
popular as the domestic refined, partly because of the manner in 
which it is put up in — instead of barrels and partly because it 
does not run soregular in the qualities of color and grain, although 
the saccharine test of most of it is equal to that of the American 


uct. 

Itis quite probable that the repeal of the differential duty, which 
amounts now to a little over one-fifth of a cent per pound, and 
to nearly half a cent a pound by the Senate Finance 
Committee and by the Republican caucus to over half a cent, 
would not enlarge to any great extent the importations of foreign 
refined sugar in ordinary times, but the chief value of the repeal 
would consist in the check which it would impose upon the arbi- 
trary increase of the price of refined sugar by the trust, for such 

increase would be sure to cause foreign refined sugar to be sent 
here in quantities sufficient to affect the market. 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], in presenting 
bill to the Senate, state:| that at times raw sugar and refined 
same price in Germany. There is no doubt 
the fact that the modern German factories are 
and they turn out nothing but refined sugar, 
refining is therefore practically saved. So they 
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‘ At present the quantity of re- | 
is quite small in comparison with the total | 


But it is not so | 
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can sell refined sugar at about the price of raw sugar, and if we 
were producing beets in sufficient quantities to make the sugar of 
this country, we would sell refined 





sugar at about the same price, 
| for every modern factory is a refinery as we!l 
DUTY IN FAVOR OF THE TRI 

So far I have only referred to the strix ly revenue duty upon 

| sugar. I come now to the consideration of the differential duty 
imposed for the protection of the refiners. 

| "Therefiners of sugar, when they are not combined in a trust, 
| are entitled to protection just as much as any other class of Amer- 
|}ican manufacturers. But this protection shou!d, like t luty 
| upon the raw or unrefined article, be specific and so stated that 


all can understand it. Upon this point thes 

lic is, I believe, expressed in the following: 
‘*Put a round extra duty of one-eighth of a cent per pound on 

all refined sugars, and if that is not enouvh, make 


nhilment of the pub- 


it one-fourth 

|ofacent. If the protection is too high, matters will easily adjust 
themselves by the building of more refineries.” 

| I have no objection to whatever measure of protection to the 
sugar refiners may be satisfactory to a majority of the Senate. 


If the amendment which I have proposed to the pending bill be 
| adopted. the following provision will apply to the sugur schedule 
| as well as to others: 


| Provided, That when a duty is levied upon raw material or any article that 
is improved by any process after being imported, the duty on the raw mate 
rial or unrefined or unimproved article shail be collected as provided by th 


act; but the differential or additional duty shall not 
preved or refined product is found to be the su 
fore set forth. 


THE 


be collect if the im 


bject of a trust, as hereinbe- 


TRUST HAS NOT REDUCED BUT INCREASED THE PRICt 

I have already given a description of the manner in which the 
sugar trust conducts its business. Its methods are obnoxious to 
every free American citizen. But, Mr. President, the claim is 
made in behalf of the trust that it has cheapened the cost of sugar 
to the people. 

I have amebeee investigated the question, and find, on the con- 
| trary, that the organization of the trust has raised the price of 
| sugar: not that sugar has not gone down since the trust was organ- 
ized, for all things have zone down in value as measured in go!d, 
| but I eontend that the price of refined sugar compared with the 
| price of raw sugar is higher to-day and has been every day since 
| the trust was formed than it was before. In other words, the dif- 
| ference is greater. I have prepared a table showing the price of 
raw centrifugal sugar in New York in i836 and each year since 
| 
| 
| 


up to 1#96, and the price of refined granulated sugar at the same 
place, and also the difference between the two. 

[ find that in 1886 the difference between raw and refined sugar 
in New York was 71 cents a hundred pounds. In 1837, the year 
| the trust was organized, but previous to its going into operation, 
it was 64 cents a hundred. In 1588, the year after the trust was 
organized, the difference between raw and refined sugar in New 
| York was $1.25 a hundred pounds. In 188? it was $1.32 a hundred 
| pounds, In 1890 the McKinley bill was pending; we were going 
to put sugar on the free list, and the trust was anxious for a dif- 
ferential protection, and it redaced the price of re ined sugar so 
that the difference between raw and refined was but 70 cents a 
hundred pounds. 

In 1891, however, they raised it to 73 cents a hundred pounds, 
and in 1892 to $1.03 a hundred pounds, and in 1893 to $1.15 a hun- 
| dred pounds; but again a tariff bill was pending, the Wilson bill 
was under consideration, and they reduced the difference to 88 
| centa« hundred pounds. In 1896 it was 91 cents per hundred 
| pounds, and to-day there is 97} cents difference on the hundred 
| pounds between the price of raw and refined sugar as against 64 
cents when the trust was organized. Therefore we have between 
| 30 and’ 35 cents more to pay for refined sugar than we would have 
to pay if the trust had never been organized. 


Average prices of sugar, raw centrifugals, 93 


degrees, and granulated refined, 


in New York, for the calendar years 1386 to 18% 
Raw | Refined pig, Raw | Refined : 
Year. | centrif-| granu- —— Year centrif-| granu — 
ugal. ted. , ugal. lated. , 
| Cents. | Cents. Cents. | Cents Cents Cents 
1886*........! 5.52 6. 23 | 0.71 || 1802+. ... 8. 32 4.35 1.08 
1887*._.. 2. 5.38 6.12 .Gt || 1808+_. 3. 69 | 4 1.15 
a — 5.93 7.18 | 1.2 or . 3.24 | 4.12 88 
a 6.57 7.89 | 1.® 805°. . b. 27 4.15 88 
1890*.... 5.57) 6.27] 70 || 1806" 3.62) 4.53 91 
Be Pucca: 8.92) 4.65 | 3 


* Duty paid + Free of duty. 

Thése figures are taken from the Statistical Sugar Trade Jour- 
nal of New York. They show that at no time since the trust was 
organized has the difference between the cost of raw and refined 
sugars been so small as in 1887, before the formation of the trust. 
In 1887 the average difference between the cost of raw centrifu- 
gals and refined granulated was sixty-four one-hundredths of 1 
cent per pound. The next year the trust took advantage of 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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their mastery of the situation and advanced the price of granu- 
lated one cent and a quarter a pound above the price of raw sugar. 
In 1889 they gave the screw another twist and advanced the price 
to 1 cent and thirty-two one-hundredths of a cent above the price 
of raw sugar. 

In 1890 a tariff bill was pending which put sugar on the free 
list, but in which the trust wanted the protection of a duty on re- 
fined, and so it reduced its margin of profit to seventy one-hun- 
dredths of a cent a pound. This was only increased by three one- 
hundredths of a cent in 1891, but the margin was over a cent a 
pound in 1892 and 1893. The trust came down to eighty-eight 
one-hundredths of a cent a pound in 1894, while the Wilson bill 
was pending, and kept that rate, on an average, in 1895. Last year 
the difference was ninety-one one-hundredths of a cent, which is 
about the average of the past eleven years, or twenty-one one- 
hundredths more than in 1886, the year before the trust was organ- 
ized. The difference at present, as I have shown already, is a little 
over ninety-seven one-hundredths of a cent a pound. 

When the reduction in the cost of refining sugar since 1886 is 
taken inte consideration, when we take into consideration the 
cheaper labor, cheaper material of every kind which can be had 
to-day than in 1886, this increase between the cost of raw and re- 
fined sugar shows how oo and how completely the trust 
have been able to manipulate and control the market. 

Under these circumstances, owing to the fact that the trust 
charge practically all the difference they can possibly charge 
under whatever tariff we levy, it seems to me the conclusion must 
be that they can refine sugar as cheaply as anybody, and that any 
differential duty that we may place upon sugar is absolutely in 
the interest of the trust; and if we do it, we do it with our eyes 
open, intending to put that much in the pockets of the trust and 
take it out of the pockets of the people of this country. There 
ought to be no differential duty whatever in favor of refined sugar. 

Mr. Havemeyer testified before the House committee that he 
could refine sugar as cheaply in this country as it could be refined 
any place in the world. erefore what reason is there—I would 
like to know what reason the committee can give—why we should 
take out of the pockets of the people of this country this sum of 
money and put it into the pockets of men who, owing to this fact, 
have succeeded in staining the fair character of the Senate of the 
United States in the eyes of the people of this country? 

They came in 1890, and what occurred? The House of Repre- 
sentatives had placed a duty of four-tenths of a cent a pound on 
refined sugar, all other sugar to be free. The bill came to this 
body. Everyone knows that 40 cents a hundred is a sufficient 
duty upon refined sugar, for it costs only 40 cents to refine it. It 
is 100 per cent. Yet the Senate of the United States deliberately 
increased the amount to 50 cents a hundred, making the duty 
about 140 per cent upon the cost of refining. Of course a sugar 
scandal grew up. r. Havemeyer testified in 1894 that under the 
operation of the McKinley law the sugar trust made a profit in 

ee years of $35,000,000, and he said so long as the McKinley 
law continued upon the statute books he proposed to take out of 
the people of this country that profit. 

Everybody understands how in 1894 the sugar trust was on the 
ground and how close the fight was; but there was always enough 
to protect the trust. If every Republican in this body at that 
time had voted to strike off the one-eighth differential duty in 
favor of the trust, it was well understood that the Wilson bili 
could not pass. 

SUGAR TRUST CONTROLS THE SENATE. 

It was well understood that unless the sugar trust had one- 
eighth of a cent differential duty in their favor on refined sugar 
they could beat the Wilson bill. And yet so potential was the 
trust, so all-powerful was their combination, that of the Repub- 
licans most interested in the defeat of the Wilson bill and in the 
ea syria of the protective-tariff measure as framed by Repub- 

cans, enough were found to vote with the sugar trust to prevent 
striking off the eighth. In other words, the interest was so much 
— in the sugar trust than in the general a of protection 

t they flew to the rescue of the trust and abandoned the prin- 

ciple of protection. 
hen we come to a test vote now, it is very close, as it was the 
other day, but enough votes are secured always to protect the in- 
terests of the trust. It seems to me that unless the Republican 
party wants to go into the next campaign ham by this issue, 
unless it wants to have put upon it as a party, in a way it can not 
avoid, the issue that it exists simply that the gold standard may 
be perpetuated and that trusts may thrive, it must vote for the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] 

off all differential duties whatever. 3 

I should like to ask the Republicans from the Western States, 
who have no interest in sugar refiners and have no sugar refineries 
a UnEneenths themed ini caumamao’ Bie thay end ie tes 

the interests of this Do they want in the 
to confront their consti ts upon this issue? 


nex 
Perhaps they can afford to sacrifice their political lives, but I 
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doubt it. They certainly can not afford to sacrifice thei, .. 
sciences and their opinions. peale con, 
_ There is no doubt that the price of refined sugar is less now ;), n 
it was when the trust was formed. At that time the duty on». 
sugar was ific, based upon the saccharine strength, an. > 
aged about 2 cents a pound. This duty was taken off by th. \;.. 
wiley tontlt in 1890. S remained free of duty until yo. 
28, 1894, but the difference between the price of raw and of ri, 
was greater in 1892 and 1893 than at any time since 188, ¢x,.,.... 
during the two years 1888 and 1889, immediately followin,: ;),. 
organization of the trust. Since the imposition of the Wj... 
tariff duty of 40 per cent ad valorem, the apparent diifere)... ),,.. 
tween the cost of raw sugar, duty paid, and that of refije.) ;< 
less than in the years referred to, but nearly 16 per cent greatey 
than it was in 1886. 
So the reduction in the price of sugar to the consumer is 10} ());5 
to the operation of the trust, but to seen in tariff duties and ; 
fall in the price of raw sugar, which has lowered the price 0! 
fined sugar all over the world, and makes it possible now f. 7 /.,.. 
eign refined sugar to be sold in New York, duty paid, at a slip)jijy 
lower cost than the net cash price of the product of the trust. ~ 
All dealers in sugar have a feeling of dread in their d¢alijcs 
with this — that grates upon their American in-ti)¢is. 


l aver- 


They know that they are but slaves of an iron-handed and <;..... 
willed despotism, which has the power of commercial lif: 4))j 
death, and is subject to no restraint but the will of its manavers. 
They dare not openly complain of the conditions under whic): {ie 


are forced to do business for fear that they may be deprived of 
the opportunity of doing business at all. 

Since the sugar trust does not sell its product for general ¢on- 
sumption, but appoints its own factors to sell its goods upon coin- 
mission, it may dismiss a factor at its own discretion, and that 
means simply ruin to a merchant who has grown up in the sugar 
trade from boyhood and knows no other business in which to make 
a living for himself and his family. 

MUST REWRITE OUR POLITICAL ECONOMY. 

Mr. President, the old treatis — political economy must al! 
be destroyed and new text-books written for the instruction of tho 
coming generation, no matter whether they are engaged in sw1l- 
ing manufactured sugar or any other man tures, if the rule of 
trusts is to be the neglect of Congress to 
enact the legislation —— for their su ion. We have 
been taught that the su ul merchant buys in the cheapest 
market and sells in the dearest, that prices are at all times sub- 
ject to supply and demand, and that the wise man in business 
foresees the demand and es the supply. 

But I have shown usively that these laws of trade are al)s»- 
lutely overthrown in the cases of the sugar trust, and it is so with 
every trust. I have taken the sugar trust, and have largely ex- 
posed its methods, rs an illustration of the entire business policy 
when conducted under trust methods. 

Not only the merchants in the sugar trade and in every other 
trade controlled bya trust, but also the entire American peop|e wi» 
are not participants in the profits of such illicit combinations are 
very impatient of trust domination. They do not listen with re- 
os to the — of the new political economy who assure them 

greater benefits accrue to the poor man under the movrrn 
system of trusts than under the old free competition in business 
which used to be called the life of trade. 
ANTHRACITE COAL TRUST. 

But, Mr. President, there are many other trusts. [ intend to 
give briefly the ae = ne other trusts which _ . 

is country. e .» most. o ive, and mos 

trusts oad on it 


it is a fair sam- 


therefore, to examine somewhat the methods of this organizati:. 
This trust has existed for years. Fifty ago the courts of 
Pennsylvania declared that the an coal producers could 
not combine lawfully; but to-day they are combined, and the rise 
in the _— of coal in every hamlet in the United States upon a 
a y last year proves conclusively that a combination ¢x1-'-. 


trust has existed for years, was at a meet- 

ing of the officers of the in the anthra- 
cite coal traffic held in New York Jan 23, 1896. The 
various companies were represented as ° Iphia and 
Reading, by Joseph 8. Harris, and receiver, and ©. F. 
‘ ; ware, Lackawanna and Wes'- 

ern, by Sam E. R. Holden, vice-president: 
Lehigh Seer: P. Wilbur, president, W. H. Sayre, second 
Jersey, by J SS , Dela Sireed Fedeon, 
. ; ware u son, 

Robert lvania Railroad, by 


Secnpe BE ashore ian’ ee ee. 


agent; lvania Coal , by Sam president, 
and ices eheam cle aoa E. B. Thomas, presi- 
dent, and H. B. Crandall, coal New York, Ontario 














estern, by Thomas P. Fowler, president, and J. E. Childs, 
gover on. New York, Pa and Western, by Amos 


wrence president, and F. P. Moore, coal agent; Dela- 
ware, Susq na and Schuylkill Railroad, by Alfred Walter, 
president. 

The trust is created by a combination of the railroads who 
handle the anthracite . In fact, the coal mines are controlled 
by the 


Tat this meeting the claims of the Reading Company were ad- 
mitted to produce 21 per cent of the total output, and the percent- 
age which should be produced and ene to market by each of 
the other companies was agreed upon. The fact that Reading was 
under, reorganization at the handsof Mr. J. Pierpont Morgan, 
who was the manager of the notorious bond deals with President 
Cleveland in 1895 and 1896, by which it is proper incidentally to 
remark that as a sort of compliment to the Cleveland Administra- 
tion somebody got about $20,000,000, had much to do with induc- 
ing the other companies to accede to the demands of the Reading. 
ft was said at the time that ‘the chief difficulty hitherto in 
handling the coal trade as a whole to advantage has been the 
attitude taken by the Reading Company, which has claimed that 
it was entitled to a greater proportion of the tonnage than it was 
securing, and in the last two years had been enforcing this claim 
by increased activity at its mines.” The Reading Company owns 
83 per cent of the anthracite in the ground, and in the last six 
months of 1895 it produced more than 22 per cent of the total 

output. 
ith aaa reorganized and its stock heid in a voting trust 
named by Mr. J. P. Morgan, the other coal companies felt com- 
ed to accede to whatever terms Mr. Morgan authorized Read- 

g to propose, for they knew the power which he possessed and 
had seen some evidences of the relentless manner in which he ex- 
ercised this power when his wishes were disregarded. So the 
matter was settled by giving the Reading Company the tonnage 
which it demanded, while the distribution among the other com- 
panies of the remainder of the anthracite production was made 
upon the basis recommended by the Reading Company—that is, by 
J. Pierpont M &Co. So Mr. Morgan decided finally exactly 
how much coal should be produced by each one of the companies, 
and then decided just what price the American people should pay 
for the coal. 

The anthracite-coal trust is not incorporated, and the distribu- 
tion of the business is fixed by the percentage arrangement of 
January 23, 1896. The quantity of coal to produced each 
month is agreed upon by the parties to the arrangement, and the 
prices of the different grades of coal are fixed by a circular issued 
oe month to the trade. The control of the anthracite trade 
by the trust is absolute, but that trade is subject to competition 
by soft coal; gas, and electricity, so that the trust is under some 
restraint as to prices. Nevertheless, the statistics of the trade 
gathered by Mr. Rothwell, of the Mining Journal, show that the 
value of anthracite produced in 1896 was an increase of $7,855,000, 
although the number of tons mined in 1896 was considerably less 
= in 1895. The division of the business is substantially as 

ows: 


paste 


Per cent. 
” ¢g 


1.36 








TN iene nine b Reiiihie® brantehebeecesouses 16. 72 

Dela wanna and Western Railroad..................--.--..-- 13.22 
Central i ns puedeuies 11.97 
ware and Goal Company han oaeaiediguens anes a” 
SEES a .4 

laware, Susque! and Schuylkill Railroad............-............ 3.79 
gow York, Ontario and Western Railway. -...............-..-.-.-..----- 2.97 
lew York, Susquehanna and Western Railroad. _............-- 2.82 


It is estimated by the managers of the trust that the production 
for thecurrent year will be about 40,000,000 tons, which is 6,545,000 
tons less than in 1895, the beforethe trust was reorganized. It 
is also assumed that there will be no reduction in prices, 
but an advance,* if the people will stand it. 

It appears from the evidence taken before the Lexow commit- 
last winter that the price of anthracite coal was increased $1 

ton in 1896, and as the uction was 40,000,000 tons, the 
been $40,000,000. 

give an extract of the testimony taken before the Lexow 
hich covers this point and shows that these people 


met and agreed to raise the price of coal first 25 cents a 
ton. worked so well that shortly afterwards they raised it 
25 cents more, it more, in each case on the same 


and then raised 
the United States. It applied even to coal in the 
dealers. 


B. Thomas, of the Erie Railroad, wassworn. Hesaid he was 
at the conference held by the ts of the various coal carriers 
the Erie Railroad received a 4 per cent allotment of the coal to be 

Then Seuator Lexow read the following allotments: Philadelphia and Read- 


*Coal Trade Journal, New York, June 2, 1897. 
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ing, 20.50 per cent; Lehigh Valley, 15.65; New Jersey Central.11.70; Delaware, 
kawanna and Western. 13.35; Delaware and Hudson, 9.60; Pennsylvania, 
40; Pennsylvania Coal Company, 4; Erie Railroad, 4: New York, Ontario 
and Western, 3.10; Delaware, Susquehanna and Schuylkill. 3.50. and New 
York, Susquehanna and Western, 3.20 per cent. Mr. Roberts said he thought 
these figures were correct. 
. Did your company live up to the agreement? 
. Not entirely. 
Q. Is it not a fact that the coal sales agents hold meetin 





gs at No. 1 Broad- 


= to fix the price of coal? 
. [don't know. 

Mr. Roberts admitted that the restriction of output naturally increased 
the demand for coak but said that the amount of coal to be | luced was 
never discussed at any meeting he had attended 

TO RAISE PRICES AND RESTRICT OUTPUT 
. Was not the object of the conference to get a fair price for coal? 
A. That was one of its objects. In 18% the output exceeded the demand 
= there was a glut of coal on the market. We wanted to get a fair price in 
896. ; 
2. Can you give us the prices that ruled from February, 1806, until now 
. The agents can. 
_Q. Do you remember that a month after the conference the price went up 
25 cents a ton, and that the next month it went up another 25 cents 


A. I don't know. 

Q. Is it not a fact that the price of coal has increased a dollar a ton sin 
the conference. 

A. Ldon’t know; the agents can give you the figures 

Q. Was it not a fact that the output was limited to 40,000,000? 

A. Noagreement was made to limit the output. I will give you the figures 
since 1891. In that year the output was 40,000,000 tons; in 1892 it was 42,000,000 
in 1893 it was 43,000,000; in 1894 it was 41,000,000; in 1895 it was 46,000,000, and in 
1896 it was 43,000,000. 

The price of anthracite coal, Mr. Roberts said, had fallen somewhat, owing 
to the use of oils and gas. Now, he said that the conference agreement ter 
minated February 1 of this year. The witness created some surprise by an- 
nouncing that he did not know the price of coal now 

F. H. Gibbons, treasurer of the Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Rail- 
road Company, was then called and gave it as his impression that the price of 
coal was increased 30 or 40 cents a ton in 1806 

R. H. Williams, sales agent for the Erie Railroad Company, was then called. 
He admitted it was customary for the agents to hold “informal talks" monthly 
about coal. He alsosaid that it was customary to discuss the possible output 
for each month, and the allotments were based on those estimates. 

Q. Why was it that the price of coal was increased after the presidents’ 
conference? 

A. Because the price was so low in 1895 that there was no money in the 
mining business. ; 

Q. You believe you had the right to meet and agree upon a fair price for 
your property? 

A. Yes, sir. 


cea 


KITING THE PRICES 


. You fix the price for coal? 

. We try to do it, but we can not do it. The price of 
regulates the price of anthracite coal in New York. 

. Was the first advance in coal in 1896 the result of the 
. Yes, sir. 
When was the second increase? 


bituminous coal 


conference? 


O>e 


A. About‘May or June 
Q. That was an increase also of 25 cents per ton? 
A. Yes, sir. 
2. And there was another increase of 25 cents on July 1? 
. Yes, sir. 
Q. And on September 1 the price was still raised 25 cents 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. So that between February 1 and September 1, 1896, the price of coal was 


increased $1 per ton? 
. That is so 
And that $1 a ton increase was the result of the 
. Yes, sir. 
. What does it cost to mine coal? 

A. From $1.60 to $1.80 a ton. 

Edwin R. Holton, vice-president of the Delaware, Lackawanna and West 
ern Railroad Company, was then called. He said he had entire charge of the 
fixing of prices and sale of coal in his company. He denied that there had 
been any conferences of sales agents, but there were occasional informal 
“talks.” 


Charles W. Wisner, of Walden, N. Y., 


conference? 


vice-president of the Stevens Coal 
Company. was next called. He testified that his company i coal to the 
Lehigh Valley Railroad Company and that they got 60 per cent of what the 


product brought at * tide water.” 


company. 
. What does it cost to produce a ton of coal at the mines? 
. About $1.80 for anthracite coal 
. What does that sell for at tide-water prices? 
A. I think the tide-water prices are $3.87 a ton for st« 


COAL CARRIERS’ 


The other 40 per cent goes to the railroad 


val. 


vec 
BIG PROFITS 
2: So that you would receive $2.32 fora ton and the carrying company $1.55? 
. Yes, sir. 
The witness said when all expenses were cleared, the 
cents a ton profit. 
. Does your company fix the price to the consumer’ 
. No, sir. 
2 That price is fixed by the carrying company? 
@ Yes, sir: after we sign a contract with them 


If you don't sign the contract, what happens? 
We would have to market our coal direct to the consumer. 

2 Would that be feasible’ 

. No, sir. 
CONTRIBUTION TO THE REPUBLICAN CORRUPTION FUND. 

It was a fine thing to have a combination like this as a contrib- 
utor to the committee in the campaign, was it not? A raise of 
$1 a ton on 40,000,000 tons of anthracite coal would be $40,000,000. 
A raise of 25 cents a ton would be $10,000,000. So they made a 
raise in September. The campaign was in full blast. They made 


another raise a little later. Four raises were made, or a raise of 
$1 a ton during 1896. 


mine only made 12 
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This combination must have been formed, I judge, in anticipa- 
tion of the campaign which was coming on. ho do you suppose 
was the recipient of these great contributions, if any were made? 
Certainly it was not those who supported Mr. Bryan. Twenty- 
five cents a ton would buy a great many marching capes in a cam- 
paign: it would pay the expenses for speakers and railroad fare 
and all legitimate items in a contest of great magnitude, and get 
all the voters out. Was this for the benefit of the candidate who 
was nominated by the reform Democracy at Chicago? I hardly 
think so. 

{ have here a document which will prove conclusively, I think, 
that if any contribution was made, it was not made to the parties 
who supported William J. Bryan in the last contest, for Mr. Bryan, 
in one of his speeches (and the question of trusts was one of the 
issues of the campaign), said: 


I have been ealled an anarchist because I have opposed the trusts and syn- 
dicates which would manage this country. Iam glad to have the opposition 
of these men. Iam glad that if Lam elected there is not a trust or syndicate 
that can come to me and say, ** We put you there, now pay us back.” 


Again he said in another speech: 


Mr. Harrison was to debate the question of the survival of our institutions. 
I will tell him that the great trusts which aro supporting the Republican 
ticket are a greater menace to our Government than anything else we have 
ever had. The various trusts of this country, by their representatives, are 
collecting tribute from the public, and when we protest against it they call 
us disturbers of the peace and anarchists. Iam opposed to the trusts. As 
an Executive I shall use what power i havo to drive every trust out of exist- 
ence. 


ANSWERED BRYAN BY RATSING PRICE OF COAL. 


Tam glad to have supported that sort of a candidate, the man 
who had the indomitable courage in that heated campaign to make 
that immortal declaration. It was followed by a 25-cent raise in 
coal, That was a very convenient thing. It is no wonder they 
had a surplus after the contest was over. It is no wonder that 
they had a surplus in the treasury to go out and manipulate legis- 
latures in order to make sure of this body. We heard it talked 
and whispered about this Chamber—no, not whispered, but talked 
on the streets, talked everywhere. It was a convenient thing. 

The argument that trusts reduce prices is thoroughly over- 
thrown (and I have taken some pains to go into this question be- 
cause it has been so earnestly urged) by the experience of the 
Standard Oil Company. I will publish as part of my remarks a 
statement showing the cost of the crue oil and the cost of refined 
oil, and the difference between the cost of crude and refined, from 
1870 to 1893, 


Price 
refined 
oil. 


j 

| Differ- 
refined | ‘once. 
| Cents. 


Price | Price 
crude 


oil. 


Price 
crude 


Cents. | 
7.39 | 
‘ >} 
8.15 
7.93 
7.07 


~~ 


REESE 


2.24 


2.50 


= 
2 
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8.01 


Bearing in mind that the Standard Oil trust was formally organ- 
ized in 1882, although in process of formation several years before 
that time, we observe that the average difference in price between 
crude and refined oil during the four years 1870-1873 was 14.697 
cents per gallon, and during 1880-1883 was 5.885 cents, and during 
1890-1893 was 4,97 cents. g 

The average difference during 1881, 1882,\ and 1883 was 5.577 
cents, and during 1891, 1892, and 1893 it was 5.55 cents. 

This establishes the fact that the fall in the charge for refining, 
which had been very rapid prior to the formation of the trust, has 
almost disappea since then. The Standard Oil Company, 
although more farsighted in forestalling public attack by some 
concessions in price than the sugar and some other trusts, has 
evidently intercepted many of the benefits which the yecgus in 
arts would inevitably have conferred upon the public under free 
competition. 

Before the Lexow trust committee, according to press reports, 


President Henry O. Havemeyer thus testified: 

It goes without saying that a man who can control 80 per cent of the output 
ean control the price if he chooses to exercise that power. 

Q. Then by controlling 80 per cent of the output you really do control the 
Pr A. Without a doubt. é; 

Q. The trust fixes the price for itself, and when you fix it for yourselves 
you practically fix it for your competitors. don’t you? 

A. That is undoubtedly and substantially the way it works. 


JUNE 14, 


Mr. Arbuckle said that his competitors in coffee “ usually adopt 
the scale of prices as fixed by us.” . 

Thanks to these methods, the Standard Oil Company in {a9 
made over 30 per cent on its capital of a little over §:0,000.0\). 

In the formation of the sugar trust in 1887 it was stated that ¢¢ 
of stock was issued for every dollar actually invested. However 
I think this statement is excessive. But that more than §} of 
stock was issued for every dollar of value that was put into the 
combination there can be no possible doubt. 


OVERCAPITALIZATION BY TRUSTS. 


One of the great evils of the trust is overcapitalization. This 
deceives investors and the public as to the amount of its exorhitayt 
charges and its rational basis for expecting acontinuance ot t 
profits. 

I think this overcapitalization was designed in their case for the 

ysurpose of deceiving the public as to the amount of their pro<it 


ake, for instance, thesugar trust. Half of its profit was sufiic- ent 
to pay 12 per cent on $37,500,000 common stock and 7 per cent ong 
like amount of preferred stock, and the interest on $10,000 U0) 

But if stock had been issued only for the amount actualy in- 
vested, say $20,000,000, which will cover every cent—$25,())) 0 
at the outside—these dividends would have been more than t}iree 
times as large, and would have attracted such attention that the 
Senate of the United States would not dare longer to continue to 
be the champion of this organization. 

On the question of overcapitalization I propose to read a portion 
of the report of the Lexow senate committee on trusts in New 
York last winter, as follows: 


Sufficient appears upon the record to justify the conclusion that of at least 
coordinate importance with the — of industrial concentration was the 
scheme of the issue of stock certificates of greatly inflated nominal values. 
That this was a purpose definitely formed and not merely incident to indus- 
trial development was substantially admitted a the spokesmen for at least 
two of the principal combinations of the five which were examined. 

In one case a assets acquired by an officer of the combination for 
the sum of $350,000 were capitali over night in the new combination by the 
issue of certificates of a nominal value of twice that amount, less 15 per cent. 

Other corporations, organized for the distinct purpose of absorp ion by the 
combination on the basis of a stock issue of a nominal value of $500.01). were 
simultaneously recapitalized in the combination by an issue of a nominal 
share value of about $14,000,000. Corporations representing in the aguregate 
share issues of less than $7,000,000 were recapitalized in the combine tion by a 
nominal share issue of $50,000,000, less arebate of 15 percent. In another case 
live assets were valued at about $5,000,000 and made the basis of an issue of 
about $25,000,000 of stock, the difference being made up in the assumed value 
of “good will,” “brands,”’ “trade-marks,” etc. In another instance the 
live assets were capitalized in so-called debenture stock, while ths common 
stock was issued upon the basis of computing the average percentage of 
profits over a period of years and multiplying these by 16. 


The trusts, then, have adopted 16 to1: thatis, sixteen shares at 
$1 each for every dollar they invest. Perhaps that is what they 
were contending against in the last campaign. I heard some of 
them talking, and I did not believe they understood the issue 
much better than to have taken that position. 


In another instance both common and preferred stock were issued in bulk 
for the several properties acquired, studious care being exercised to couceal 
the details of payments for ticular properties and to avoid the disclosure 
of the processes whereby values represented by stock issues were computed. 

The net result of of these methods of capitalization was that la:ge 
overissue of capital stock was the im t, if not the main, purpose of 
consolidation. e of the witnesses, whose experience and intelligence were 
especially marked, when interrogated upon this question, stated that the 
stock issued represented the tive earning capacity of the combina- 
tion; that is to say, its earning capacity considered from the view-point of all 
those advantages attributable to a perfected consolidation, the control of 
product, the ability t» fix its ee, and the economy,so eloquently described 

»y all the witnesses, flowing from concentration of production, management, 
and distribution. 

It is worthy of note that while these properties were separately compet- 
ing with each other their stock issues were small and in a few hands, and 
that as soon as the combination was effected and the nominal values were 
sedenas, the shares were listed on the Stock Exchange and distributed among 

e public. 


Of course they would have distributed them among the public 
if they could get rid of them. They would be willing to take a 
rt of the money acquired from their inflated capital to pay divi- 
ends for a while if they could get the public to take the stocks 
which were issued, three or four for one. It is no wonder that 
they were desirous of getting rid of them. It is no wonder that 
they might justly fear that legislation would affect their value 
when they were pursuing such a course of wholesale robbery of 
the people of the United States. 


In one case controlled by not to exceed 100 owners and stock- 
holders became at once speculatively and their shares were distrib- 
uted in ashort time among upward of 9.000 stockholders; in another, 
the holdings of not to exceed subdivided among about 6.00) 
stockholders, while in a third of a few men were finally rep- 
resented by share 

This has been rge 
tions, viz, the control of a few has been 
subdivided among many, This argument have some force were it not 
for the methods adopted in the capitalization of the ‘ before indi- 
cated. The diffusion of shares does not with it the control 
by many of the satisfied with 
the profits the nt in per- 
manent control. tment, and 


1ese 
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effort of mana 
the eur proportionate to the stock issued, whether for live assets or for 
roperties closed, abandoned, or dismantled. 
P All this tends to indicate that the net profits of a corporation thus organ- 
must be held atan abnormally high figure in order to justify the payment 
of dividends upon live, dead, and inflated capital; and that, correspondingly, 
labor on the one hand and the consumer on the other must relatively bear 
their proportion. And this without reference to the fact that the change 
from a strictly industrial pursuit to one intimately coupled with speculation 
in the certificates representing that industry must naturally have some 
effect: and volume of prodnct. price, an: ail the incidents of a purely indus- 
r ment must be affected by the requirements of fluctuating values 
on the exchau What shall ve purely industrial becomes the tender of 
speculation, an the law of supply and demand. instead of remaining the con 
stant regulator of output and price, finds itself determined and disturbed by 
the exigencies of speculation. 


So it is, Mr. President, that instead of pursuing the even tenor 
of our way as @ peuple and as producers of wealth, the tendency 
is to organize for inordinate, unusual speculative profits, and we 
therefore change our business men from the plodding, honest, in- 
dustrious pursuit of a trade or calling to gamblers and speculators. 
This certainly must have an effect upon our industrial life. upon 
our character as a people, which is well worthy of consideration 
in this connection. 

I believe that one of the most important duties this Government 
has to solve to-day is the question whether we shall drift until we 
become absolutely a nation of gamblers or specu!ators, or whether 
we shall make an effort to return to that industrial life which 
characterized the better and more vigorous days of the Republic. 


STATEMENTS OF TRUSTS. 


Mr. President, I propose to give a list of many of the trusts, of 
the amount of their capital, and the amount which the properties 
were worth which were incorporated into the trust, showing the 
vast amount of pretended capita! upon which the people of this 
country are compelled to pay interest. I have summarized it. 
First is the sugar trust. 

American Sa Refining Company: Incorporated January 10, 
1891, under the laws of New Jersey, to take overestimated assets 
and business of the companies represented by the certificates of the 
Sugar Refining Company, which was reorganized in June, 1890: 





ment must be directed toward maintaining 


Capital stock, common -.............-..---.-- piecasdanedecicnvors Gin) MOED 
Ne II occ Sececcncccece cece cwcece cocescon cece seeee 37, 500, 000 





tins a bas asad acccescocecesecesoss --- 75,000,000 
First-mortgage bonds, bearing interest at 6 per cent............... 
In Jan , 1892, an increase of $25,000,000 was voted. half to be 
common and half to be preferred, the proceeds to be used for buy- 
ing up other refineries or for buildings. Accordingly acontrolling 
interest was purchased in March, 1892, in the stock of the E. C. 
Knight re of Philadelphia, $800,000: of the Franklin Sugar 


Company, of Pennsylvania, $5.000,000; of the Spreckels Sugar Re- 
fining Company, of Pennsylvania, $5,000,000, and of the Delaware 


— House, $96,000. 

$25,000,000 of additional stock is included in the $75,000,009. 
Dividends of 7 cent per annum have always been paid on the 
preferred, and 12 percent perannum on the common stock. Sixty 
million dollars of that $75,000,000 of stock is water, and so js the 
$1¢_000,000 of bonds. The officers of the company have always 
refused to make a statement of their earnings. Since 1890 the 
company has paid in dividends $43,000.000. 

Directors. O. Havemeyer, T. A. Havemeyer, F. O. Mathies- 
sen. John E. Parsons (their attorney), J. E. Searles, William 
Dick, W. B. Thomas. 

Officers—H. O. Havemeyer, president; John E. Searles, secre- 


So 
office—117 Wall street, New York. 


TOBACCO TRUST. 


Then the American Tobacco Company, which was incorporated 
under the laws of New Jersey for fifty years on January 21, 1890, 
for the of curing leaf tobacco, to buy, manufacture, and 
sell tobacco in all its forms. and to establish factories, agencies. 
for the sale and distribution thereof, and to do all 

tal to the business of trading and manufacturing, 
carry on its business in all other States and Terri- 
United States, and in Canada, Great Britain, and 
_ aie t th f d k 11 
compan ys 8 per cent on the preferred stock, and has 
paid 12 per Gdat oe the iabean. The leet three dividends on the 
common have been at the rate of 8 per cent. About one year ago 


20 per cent in was declared on both classes of stock. The 
Officers are now tal of redeeming it in cash. 
: Issued. 
CT eS a tw nececese 17, 900, 000 
eee ee per e PRET ical i aint aheiigieta Ti 936,000 
. Total ee ST eeccee 29,896,000 
URenk chin cqenedcesececs 7) rae 
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10, 000, 000" 
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— . . Amount not issued. 
( ‘apital stock, preferred itch dels cn alineadipediclia ieee, ete : 32, 085, 000 
Capital stock, common ........ 3, 100, 000 

Se 5, 165, 000 


The company has paid in dividends since 1890 a little over 
$19,000,000. 

The water in this company’s stock is 

Directors—Lewis Ginter, Richmond, Va.: John Pone. Rich- 
mond, Va.; George Arents, William H. Butler, Charles G. Emery, 
New York; James B. Duke, Somerviile, N.J.; Benjamin N. Duke, 
George W. Watts, Durham, N. C.; William A. Marbure. Ge 
W. Gail, Baltimore, Md.: Josiah Browne, Plaintield, N. J 
Doerhoefer, Louisville. Ky. 

Officers—James B. Duxe, president; Wil'iam H. Butler, first 
vice-president; John Pope, second vice-president; William Mar- 
burg, third vice-president; George Arents, treasurer; Josiah 
Brown, secretary; W. R. Harris, auditor. 

Principal office—Newark, N. J. 

New York office—507 to 529 West Twenty-second street. 


20,000,000, 


rge 


: John 


NATIONAL LINSEED OIL COMPANY 


National Linseed Oil Company: Incorporated in June, 1887, 
under the laws of Illinois. The different properties now owned 
by this er were brought together in an association called 
the Nationa! Linseed Oil Trust. During 1890 the trust was dis- 
solved and the properties were acquired by purchase. It appears 
that this trust organized just as the sugar trust did in the first 
piace, by the combination of a large number of producers, and 
after the New York court declared that that form of organization 
was illegal under her industrial laws, they dissolved the trust and 
the properties were acquired by purchase by the National Linseed 
Oil Company, in April, 1890. They have 52 oil works, located in 
#2 cities of the United States, besides real estate, machinery, 
patents, etc. Capital stock, par value $100, $18,000,000. 

It is estimated that the entire property in this trust was worth 
about $3,000,000, and that they added $10,000,000 at the time of 
forming the combination. 

Directors—Alex Eustow, St. Louis, Mo.; R. D. Hubbard, Man- 
kato, Minn.; W. P. Orr, Piqua, Ohio: Samuel Thomas, New York 
City; A.C. Abbott, Buffalo, N. Y.; Marcus Simpson, Burlington, 
lowa; A. 3S. Hall, Chicago, Ill.; J. A. Willard, Mankato, Minn.; 
I. P. Keiser, St. Louis, Mo. 

Officers—Alex Eustow, president; A. O. Hall, first vice-presi- 
dent; Marcus Simpson, second vice-president; A.C. Abbott, third 
vice-president; T. G. McCulloh, secretary and treasurer. 

General office—Old Colony Building, Chicago, [1]. 

New York office—Nos. 93, 95, and 97 John street. 


NATIONAL LEAD COMPANY. 


National Lead Company: This company was organized Decem- 
ber 8, 1891, under the laws of New Jersey. It has plants in New 
York. Massachusetts, Maryland, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Kentucky, 
Illinois, and Missouri, manufacturing whiie lead and like products, 


Sete GE COUNIIOED 6 oo cna tence ncecsccocsec< 


. ~ $15,000,000 
Capital stock, preferred............ salasitaily matting ei 


15, 000, 000 


30, 000, 000 


~ 


A regular 7 per cent dividend is paid on the preferred, and 
occasionally a dividend on the common is declared. 

This is a gambling stock, and there is no doubt that the pre- 
ferred represents more than the entire investment. 

Directors—E. F. Beale, Philadelphia; G. O. Carpenter, jr., St. 
Louis; L. A. Cole, East Orange. N. J.; R. R. Co!gate. New York 
City: A. T. Gosharn, Cincinvati, Ohio; J. L. McBirney, New 
York City; J. H. McKelvy, Pittsburg, Pa.; F. W. Rockwell, Chi- 
cago, Ill.; R. P. Rowe, Brooklyn, N. Y.; A. P. Thompson, Buffalo, 
N. Y.; D. B. Shipman, Chicago, Il.; J. A. Stevens, Brooklyn, 
N. Y¥.: W. P. Thompson, Red Bank, N. J. 

Officers—-W. P. Thompson, president; L. A. Cole, first vice-pres- 
ident; R. R. Colgate, second vice-pres dent; J. L. McBirney, treas- 
urer; F. R. Fortmeyer, assistant treasurer; Charles Davison, sec- 
retary. 

General office—No. 1 Broadway, New York. 


UNITED STATES LEATHER COMPANY. 


United States Leather Company: This company was incorpo- 
rated in New Jersey February 25, 1893, and commenced the busi- 
ness of tanning and selling sole and belt leather on May 2, 1893, 
At the time of the organization this company acquired many 
properties connected with the business, and since then many 
properties engaged in the manufacture of leather have been pur- 
chased, and to pay for the same the issue of preferred stock has 
been increased from time to time, and in addition to every share 
so issued one share of common stock has been paid for the good 
will of the company. 
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In the State of Pennsylvania property was acquired by compa- 
nies organized under the laws of said State. These separate com- 
panies are known as the Elk, the Penn, and the Union Trimming 
companies, their capital stock, $10,000,000 each, being mostly 


owned by the United States Leather Company. 


Ce OU, NN os oe ae sie ckb dnbnmstuonsonien oceuat 
Capital stock, preferred 


Bonds, debentures, 6 per cent, $5,700,000. 


Officers— Mark yl ye Boston, Mass.; James Horton, 
first’ vice-president, B , N. 

vice-president, New York; Lewis H. — third vice-president, 
New York; Josiah T. Tubby, secretary, Brooklyn; James R. Plum, 
treasurer, New York City. 

Corporate office—Jersey City, N. J. 

General office—26 and 28 Ferry street, New York City. 

Directors—-Mark Hoyt, aoe A. Vail, Bdward R. Ladew, Pat- 
rick ©. Costelle, Lewis C. Lapham, J h H. Ladew, Henry B. 
Vaughn, Gurdow B. Horton, Walter G. Garritt, A. Augustus 
Healy, Daniel F. Stevens, Frank H. Goodyear, James H. Proctor, 
Josiah T. Tubby, James Horton, Norman Schultz, James R. Plum, 
Jerry a. Sea W. Rice, Loring R. Gale, Lyman F’. Rhoades, 
Samuel P. Davage, William H. Humphrey, Charles H. Lee, Charles 
M. Vail, Edward C. Hoyt, Edson G. Davage. 

The total amount of common stock, $61,509,900, is water pure 
and simple—that is, there was no consideration for it whatever— 
and more than $20,000,000 of the preferred stock, making, out of 
this $122,000,000, $81,500,000 of stock issued for which there is no 
consideration whatever. 

The preferred stock is entitled to 8 per cent, and is cumulative. 
It is now behind in its dividends on the preferred stock 20 an 
cent. The last four dividends were i percent quarterly. The last 
1 per cent was paid March 15, 1897. Soitis not behind in its divi- 


dends, except it pays only about one-half what it was supposed that 
the stock wae wer. 


UNITED STATES RUBBER COMPANY. 


The United States Rubber Company is an interesting example. 
This company was incorporated in New Jersey in 1892, for the 
manufacture of rubber ts, shoes, etc. The organization in- 
eludes the following: 

American Rubber Company, Boston. 

Boston Rubber Company, . 

Para Rubber Company, Boston. 

L. Candee & Co., New Haven, Conn. 

Goodyear Metallic Rubber Shoe Company, Naugatuck, Conn. 

Lycoming Rubber rtm ag Williamsport, Pa. 

eyer Rubber eT ew Brunswick, N. J. 

New Brunswick Rubber Company, New Brunswick, N. J. 

New Jersey Rubber Shoe Company, New Brunswick, N. J. 

National India Rubber Company, Bristol, R. 1. 

Woonsocket Rubber Company. 

Mervel Rubber Company. 

Lawrence Felting Company. 

Colchester Rubber ory 

Rubber Manufacturers’ Selling Company. 


Govitet OIE Ci viii nintshinkinenonththainben clan iintibanhistngnitiiians $20, 166, 000 
pital stock, preferred 19, 400, 500 


Officers—Joseph Banigom, president, Providence, R. 1.; Robert 
D. Evans, first vice-president, Boston, Mass.; James D. Ford, 
second vice- dent; Charles R. Flint, treasurer, New York 
City; M. C. Martin, assistant treasurer, New Brunswick, N. J.; 
Charles L. Johnson, secretary, New Haven, . 

Bankers and transfer agents in New, York—H. B. Hollins & Co. 

Directors—Charies A. Coffin, Robert D. Evans, William H. Hill, 
George H. Hood, Boston; Samuel P. Colt, Joseph Bannigan, W. 8. 
Ballou, John J. Bannigan, George Watkinson, Providence, R. L. 


rge ee 
James B, Ford, Charles R. Flint, J. Howard Ford, Robert M. Gal- 


loway, H. B. Hollins, Herman Burr, William L. Trenholm, New 
York city; Henry L. Hotchkiss, Charles L. Johnson, New Haven, 
Conn.; James P. Langdon, M. C. Martin, New Brunswick, N. J.; 
George A. Lewis, Na Conn.; Edwin A. Lewis, Brooklyn, 
N. Y.; Frederick M. pard, Gram. N. J.: George M. Allerton, 
Waterbury, Conn.; Samuel N. jams, Williamsport, Pa. 
The common stock, $20,166,000, is all water. The a 
8 per cent, and very frequently the common gets a vidend. e 
eompszny claim it is earning 7 per cent on the common. 
The capital stock—the common stock—was issued for what is 
called good will, brands, trade-marks, etc. It was issued and di- 
paws the men who organized, intending in advance to 


vided 
le of this country to the interest or the divi- 
Sele serchhk wen eve” _ 


, 509, 900 
Pe ee eS 0 90 900 
icc in a a etibiciniouicenmaricinignn 122,419, 800 


Y.; Edward R. Ladew, second 
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Mr. President, wealth can only be created toil. To issne 
stock is not to createwealth. Nodividends can be paid upon ,,,,. 
of this watered stock unless somebo‘y has toiled to pay them. .:,,) 
toil must be plundered if such dividends are paid. st 
possible chance to avoid that conclasion. 

The rubbertrust has decided to shutdown indefinitely the o1..;,.. 
part of its immense plant at Bristol, R. I., and henceforth t)) :,,;, 
ufacture there only tennis shoes. This means that more thay -\, 
residents of Bristol who have depended upon the factory for ;),...- 
livelihood will be deprived of their only means of subsist.) 
Bristol. About 1,700 others were thrown out of work whe), ¢). 
trust acquired the plant and have never been taken back. ‘)}, — . 
in perfect harmony with the methods of the rubber trust. \/:,. 
it was organized it acquired possession of about 15 rubber fac), 
ries which had been competing with one another for near|\ ,)) 
the business in the country. ce 

Having paid a fee of $200,000 to Charles R. Flint, anothe, «; 

00,000 to H. B. Hollins & Co., and another of $100,000 to J6s0),}, 

. Earle for their services in promoting the trust, the trus: .)))); 
down about half its factories. Then it made factors’ agree :)).));. 
with the trade under which dealers received a rebate of 7 percent 
if they did not sell under the prices fixed by the trust. T)) oy), 
times have been hard and the — of other commodities have 
declined, the trust's products have risen in price from 2) | «; 
cent to 40 per cent. The net annual profits were $2,239.75) .>\). 
the gross expenses being only $293,148. This was during the \-.; 
ended May, 1896. The trust made a profit of $7 on every dollar 
of expenses. December 23, 1896, the trust declared a divide. .: 
2 per cent on the common stock. This, after paying § per cent oy 
the preferred, left $1,921,712.38, to which must be added the snr- 
plus earnings for the ended April 1, 1897. As these will 
probably amount to fully $3,000,000, the net surplus of the trust 
to-day can not be less than $5,000,000. 


DECREASED PRODUCTION—HIGHER PRICES. 


In Bristol 2,200 persons were thrown upon the world. In Woon- 
socket and Seca Se eee distress— 1.200 out 
of work. Since the trust acqui the plants in these places, the 
Millerville operatives have averaged only one-third time, on re- 
duced a In Woonsocket the factory has been shut down 
nearly the time, and wages have also reduced. Angust 
18, 1896, the two big factories closed, ostensibly on account of the 
=e bimetallism, and several thousand persons were |-it 
They gave that excuse last summer. Whenever a factory shit 
down they would say if people would quit talking about silver 
the factories would all open, and the very moment that it was (c- 
feated they would start up. Now we are ing for prosperity 
and the factories continue closed, and will continue closed. |i 
talking about silver will close the factories, we will have them 
all a up by the next campaign, for we intend to agitate ihe 
question. 
An industrial structure that will not stand talking about, that 
falls before the breath of Sts had better be destroyed. and 
we had better build another one. fundamental principle of 
American institutions is free discussion, a full review of metho's, 
men, and measures, and then let the people decide. Yet the form- 
ers of this rubber trust closed this factory, and said it was be- 
cause we talked about bimetallism. 
A 21, 1896, for the same ostensible reason, the factory in 
New Haven was closed and 1,200 were thrown out of 
work. In February of this year, 1897, 500 were deprived of 
employment by thecl of the factory at Setauket, Long Island. 
At other times three f es, employing 3,000 persons, at New 
Brunswick, N.J., have been shut down; also one employing |\") 
pene at Colchester, Conn., one employing 500 persons at Frank- 

in, Mass., and one employi illertown, N. J. 


ae rey ae os been Tata wr algal theaver- 


shoes that before the trust's formation cost the jobber 5) 
65 cents a pair, an increase of nearly 100 per cent. 

In addition to all this, the trust has accumulated $5,000,000 in thy 
after a stock. Yet the Sen- 

it interfere with some of these so-called indus- 
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SOME ONE MUST TOIL TO PAY DIVIDENDS ON OVERISSUES OF STOCK. 


I desire to in the Recorpa table of these eleven trusts. It 


other words, the people of the United States upon to pay 
ds 000.000 more than the investment. 
Somebody has to to earn that interest. Not one dollar 
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Statement showing the capitalization, estimated actual investment, estimated value of prod 














epeiinatien | (stock outstand- 











Estimated! Estimated 
ual 


ucts, and duties on imports under the laws of 1890 and 1894, and the 


proposed law of 1897, of principal products of certain industrial trusts. 


















Duties on imports of principal products. 
©). value of L i pal j 
Bonded etcetera 
Trusts. debt. invest- | P ee 
Common | Preferred _} (@unual) ; Se as Proposed ls f 
etoek. eteak. Total. ment (a) (d). Law of 1890. Law of 1804. i isu? aw ¢ 
i = ee ' 
morican Cotton Oil Co..... 237,100 |$10, 198, 600 '$30, 435, 700 |$3, 068, 800 1315, 000,000 |$19, 000, 000 | 10 cts. per gallon.) Free , obs, ee anions 
‘ aan Spirits Man 26,491,200 ; 6,662,800 | 33,154,000 | 2,000,000 | 15,000,000 | 70,000, 000 $2.50 per gallon __| $1.80 per gallon $2.50 per g ‘lk n. 
3 ee pee Refining | 36,968,000 | 36,968,000 | 73,906,000 |10,000,000 | 20,000,000 (135,000,000 | 4, cent perlbe ict. per Ib. and 40 | 1} cts. per lbd 
Co. | perct.adval.c : 
4 American Tobacco Co.......- 18,178,000 | 12,117,000 | 30,290,000 |........... 10, 000, 000 | 12, 000, 000 | ee ee | 7 eaaer od “- me Py ana 
5. General Electric Co........-. 30,460,000 | 4,252,000 | 34,712,000 | 8,750,000 | 20,000,000 | 15,000,000 | 45 per ct.ad val...) 35 per ct. ad val 43 per ct.ad val. 
National Lead Co. ......------ 14, 905, 400 | 14,904,000 | 29,809,400 |...........) 15,000,000 | 6,500,000 | 2 to 2} cts. per lb.| 1 to 1} cts. per lb_| 2 to 2} cts. per Ib. 
7. National Linseed Oil Co. ...- 18,000,000 | .. .......... 18, 000, 000 108,000 | 10,000. 000 | 13,000,000 | 32 cts. per gallon.| 20 cts. per gallon | 32 cts. per gallon. 
8 National § Seat 4,450,700 | 4,066,200) 8,516,900 | 3,837,000 | 4,500,000) 5,000,000 2 cts. per pound _| 1} cts. per pound 2 ets. per pound 
9. Rope and Twine EE Cotcanoae ise 12, 000, 000 /10,500,000 | 7,000,008 | 20,000,000 | ¥, to 3 cts. per Ib.| Wperct.adval.e. 1 to2 cts. per lb. f 






Co. 
States Leather Co....| 61,509,000 
10. need States Rubber Co....| 2,168, 000 


Total <.scansecoace conece---- 


60,909,900 122, 418,900 | 5,520,000 
19, 400, 508 | 30; 506, 500 


i 
40, 000, 000 | 60,000,000 | 10 per ct. ad val 
15, 000, 000 





i, 0 i 00 i, a0 fT, | 11, 0, 00, 50,00 | | 


10 per ct. ad val 


10 per ct. ad val. 
25 per ct. ad val 


20,000,000 | 30 per ct. ad val W per ct. ad val. 





——_—__—_—_——— Ree —_——— - _ 
a These estimates are believed to be liberal, and it is thought that, could the facts be definitely ascertained, the figures here given w 


ould be found 


to be 


from a country paying an export bounty, a duty equal to such bounty or so much thereof as is in excess of any tax collected by 


largely in excess of the real investments or values of the properties of the trusts named. 

b These estimates are based upon the best obtainable data. 
c Also, one-tenth cent pound additional when produced by or exported from a country paying an export bounty. 
d Also, when 

such country. 
e eel tating twine, on free list. 


Except binding twi laced on free list, but subject to duty of one-half cent per pound if imported from a country levying a duty on binding twine 
imparted from the United States. 


I will also publish a table Geving 
in all, who are talized in about 
smaller in size. 
with regard to the ization of these trusts. I found it very | 
difficult to get the ils with regard to the amount invested. | 
They are secretive people. They do not care to talk very | 
much, sainceaieinsen ible, because they areatrust. I found | 
that the committees in New York had difficulty in securing infor- 
} 


@ same proportion but are 


mation. Books were lost: officers say they do not know or that | 
somebody else was responsible. Soitis hard to get evidence with 
regard to these organizations. 


j 





Bonds. 
| 





. sree eG 
Trusts. Gone Size, or| Amount 
* | par | outstand- | 
jvalue.| ing. 
———| =| 
| ,000 | g880, 004 | 
ad 195,000 | 
100 11, 000, 000 | 
“100 |” 7,500,000 
100 | 9,000,000 








* Listed in Chicago. | 

It has been that this tariff bill will produce no revenue if | 
my amendment is adopted. If that is true, then we are certainly | 
im the possession of the trusts. If the object of this bill can not | 


| 


be accomplished, which is supposed to be the raising of revenue, | 
if my amendment is , then that argument is predicated 
=a the proposition that the trusts will not dissolve; that they 

continue; that they will be perpetuated and share the market | 

of this with the foreign manufacturer. 

Of course I that they will dissolve if my amendment is | 

enforced. I knowthey will contest it in the courts, and I am well | 
aware that many of our courts are subject to influences which 


make their donbtful. Ido not care to attack the courts, 
Mr. but 1 believe the courts will enforce this amend- 


—_ of "but it = course you bee ee find a judge = 

a ificant thing that in the testimony taken 
before the ices Committee of this body last win- 
ter this fact was . and it isa fact which makes the Ameri- 
can people afraid of the courts. 


COURTS DISQUALIFIED TO TRY CASES AGAINST CORPORATIONS. 


When a case was to be tried in New York for the purpose of 
the Joint Traffic on, W Was a combination 

from Chicago to the seaboard, it was found that out of 
- eight judges in that circuit only one man was qualified to try the 
case, because all the others held the stocks and bonds of the defend- 
pr ae pm my ra ownersof stocks and bonds 
of to go up into Vermont and find some 
caught on to the modern methods of 


gz 


to try the case. 
The evidence before the Interstate Commerce Committee of this 
pe that Judge J said he had afterwards 
because he had disposed of stock and bonds. Of 






5 other trusts, making 16 | course it is unpleasant to recite these things. but when they come 
in as sworn evidence before a committee of this body, it is well to 
found it very difficult to secure information | call the attention of the American people to the facts. 


I believe, after examining this bili, Mr. President, that very 


many of the items contained in it are in the control of trusts, and 
that the loss of revenue, if not one single trust be disbanded, will 
not be very great. 
raw sugar. 
because none comes in. 
| high that nothing comes in; and on the basis of last year’s impor- 


We will continue to collect the revenue from 
We will not collect any revenue from refined sugar, 
As to the other items, the duties are so 


tations, if the trust which embraces boilers and radiators, house 
furnaces, steam and hot-water heating apparatus, etc., should re- 
fuse to dissolve, we should only lose $163,000 of revenue, for that 
is all that was collected last year. The duties range from 12 to 45 
per cent. On chemicals, which embrace nearly everything in the 
chemical line in the bill, there is a trust. andif the trust should 


| continue, so that these chemicals would be admitted free of duty, 


we should only lose $2,107,000. 


The duty on all these articles is 
from 16 to 80 per cent. 


On iron and steel the duties are from 17 


| to 82 per cent, and pretty nearly everything made of iron or steel 


is in a trust. 

If the trust should continue and there should be no foreign com- 
— coming in to take the market, the loss of revenue would 
be $894,000. 

On copper, lead, and zinc, which is in a trust, the duty is from 
45 to 111 per cent, and the amount of duty collected is quite large, 
being $1,538,880. We consume more lead than we produce in our 
country, and we shall be obliged, no matter what the duties may 
be, to import some of it. 

On glass the duty is from 48 to 62 per cent, and if the glass trust 
should continue, we should lose but $2,211,000, for that was the 
duty collected. The duty on leather is 20 per cent, and of that the 
duty on imports last year was but $898. On linseed oil the duty is 
52 per cent, and on that the duty collected last year was $2,420. On 
paper the duty is from 28 to 50 per cent, and we collected last year 
$113,000. On rubber the duty is 34 per cent, and we collected last 
year $85,306. 

On saws and screws the duty is from 25 to 29 per cent, and the 
duty collected last year was $1,574. On textile manufactures we 
collected $205,320, and the duties range from 29 to 102 per cent. 
On car wheels and other wheels the duty is from 40 to 41 percent, 
and we collected in duty last year $131.000. On looking-glasses 
and on paints, varnish, arms, guns, fireworks, gunpowder—all of 
which are in a trust—collars and cuffs, oilcloths, etc., are all 
embraced in trusts, and the total loss of revenue if all the trusts I 
have named should continue would be $8,189,000. 

If the trusts were all to continue and insist upon continuing 
and sharing the American market with the foreigners, if they 
have to compete with the foreigners. they could not ae up their 
prices, and the people of this country would get the benefit of 
reduced prices. We can afford to lose $8,000,000, and then collect 
the duty on sugar from the Hawaiian Islands. 

ing to the report of the Senate Committee on Finance, 

the duty on sugar from the Hawaiian Islands will amount next 
ear to a little over $8,000,000. Two-thirds of the plantations in 
Hawaii are owned by Englishmen, Germans, Scandinavians, and 
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native Hawaiians. What reason is there why we should give them 
a bonus of $8,000,000 a year? If we should collect this revenue 
and the trusts should not disband, the revenue would not be 
affected at all. If our action and conduct are governed by reason 
and good judgment, there will be no trouble about revenue, while 
we could save the whole amount of the $8,000,000 by paying only 
what it is worth to carry the mails. For twenty years there has 
been no reduction in the cost of carrying the mails. 


WE DON'T WANT MORE REVENUE BUT LESS EXPENSES. 


We pay 8 cents a pound where we onght to pay but 1 cent, and 
we pay $30,000,000 where we ought to pay less than $20,000,000. 
What man in this country would, if he were paying $30,000,000 
a year for express, pay the same price now as he paid twenty 
years ago? We pay $30,000,000 for that service, the same price 
we paid thirty years ago, and yet we refuse to change it. tell 
you it seems to me the Republican party will have a good deal to 
answer for if it passes this bill and collects the revenues proposed 
by it, and continues to spend our money to fatten the coolie labor 
and the miserable, wretched native inbabitants of the Hawaiian 
Islands, and pays $10,000,000 more than it is worth to carry the 
mails of this country. 

‘The expenses of this country have increased $100,000,000 in ten 
years. If they had increased according to the increase of popula- 
tion, they would have only increased $50,000,000. Instead of want- 
ing more revenue, we want less expense. We should spend $50,- 
000,000 less. We haveasurplusin the Treasury of $125,000,000, and 
if we should spend $50,000,000 less there would be no deficiency and 
we should have revenue enough. Yet it is proposed to tax sugar 
in order to raise $52,000,000 under this bill; it is proposed to tax 
tea and raise another $10,000,000; and, furthermore, to tax beer 
and things that go into consumption per capita, and thus take 
from the people of this country seventy-five or eighty million 
dollars and give it in remitted duties to Hawaii, to the railroads, 
and then to build fortifications where they are not needed, and 
also to build ships to rot on the seas. 

If the Republican party wanted to live, it ought to have brought 
in a bill here to reduce the expenses one-half and gone before the 
people on that issue, instead of coming here and being obliged to 
go before the people as the apologists of trusts and the champions 
of the infamies of the gold standard. 

The leading student of the eo among the college profes- 
sors of political economy, J. W. Jenks, of Cornell University, thus 
writes in the Political Science Quarterly for September, 1894, in 
the best magazine discussion that has thus far appeared upon this 
subject: 

I expect to live to sea the day when the political economists * * * must 
consider that a very large proportion of the productive business of society is 
on the monopoly basis. 

This was written in 1894. He certainly lived to see the day of 
which he had spoken. 

In the report of the Lexow committee on trusts of the New York 
senate, already referred to, dated March 9, 1897, the proposition is 
stated thus: 

One after another industrial pusculte are surrendering to similar combi- 
nations, and it is safe to predict that, unless this movement subsides, most, if 
not all, of the industrial pursuits will reach a similar concentration, and will 
be followed by results similar to those indicated in this report. 

In a recent able symposium on trusts in the New York Inde- 
pendent of March 4, 1897, the socialist view of the trust was 
presented by Daniel De Leon, formerly lecturer at Columbia Uni- 
versity, New York City, and now editor of the socialist organ 
the People. He holds, as do an increasing number of thinking 
people, that the trust is an evolutionary movement in the line 
of progress and that it will fe on until all lines of machine in- 
dustry are thus combined. The natural and inevitable end of the 
development is held by these thinkers to be the public ownership 
and operation of the trust. . 

Certainly it would be far morevin saoned with justice and 
equity, rather than to allow this condition of things to continue, 
for the public to take, own, control, and operate all these proper- 
ties. However, I do not advocate anything of that sort. I be- 
lieve we can remedy the evil by other means, and that it is our 
duty to do so. 

On the other hand, Otis Kendal Stuart, of Philadelphia, argu- 
ing in the same symposium from the standpoint of the individu- 
alist, denounces competition as developing waste, business men- 
dacity, and fraud. 

He has reached the point where it seems to be moral to abso- 
lutely abandon the whole theory of Anglo-Saxon civilization, and 
it is well that some advocate should arise to justify this condition 
of things, for we have already nearly approached that point. 
** The trust,” he says, “is not only the next natural stop in busi- 
ness, it is a stop in social evolution; the trust is not only a con- 
— 7” of energy and of wealth, it isa conservator of morals 
and religion.” 

I wonder what kind of morals and religion are taught by a 
gambl‘ng operation such as is carried on, for instance, by the 


B 14, 
sugar trust. Of course it is time that on high moral groyy, 
somebody should appear to advocate this new doctrine o; « cial 
existence. The new order of things needs a champion if they a, 
to continue and revolution be avoided. — 
AMERICAN PEOPLE OBJECT TO THE PATERNALISM OF TRUS?1< 

Mr. President, there has never from the day of our ind+enq. 
ence been a time, until recently, when a genuine America), ¢; 2 
did not resent the imputation of being a poor man, even if hie «)\\| 
not have a dollar in his pocket. He is rich in his inherita),o. of 
religious and political liberty, rich in his confidence of mii), 
and he was rich in opportunities to acquire wealth until! de), ed 
of them by legislation in the interest of corporate trusts ani) yo. 
nopolies and of the manipulators of the world’s standard of y). 
ues, who aimed to prevent the masses from rising above the coy. 
dition of poverty in order that their own accumulations iniv)t 
acquire greater value. 7 

The time has not yet come when the American peop!e wil] per- 
mit the plea of poverty to be entered in their behalf by trast 
magnates as an argument in favor of the continuance of tryst 
methods. The same assertions that are madein behalf of tho 
trusts might be repeated with equal force in favor of the es. 
tablishment of a monarchy and the creation of orders 0. n0}) ity. 
to be composed of the individuals who are so fond of prating 
about their regard for the welfare of the ‘* poor people.” 

All that the American people want for themselves is a fair field 
and no favor. In business, as well as in politics, they believe that 
they can govern themselves better than any self-constituted dic. 
tators can govern them. The history of the American peop's 
demonstrates that this belief is well founded. One State atier 
another, in obedience to the will of the people, has dec!ared un- 
lawful all trusts and combinations in restraint of trade. 

The Congress of the United States so declared seven years ago 
by the passage of the act of June, 1890, which was Senate bill No. 
1 of the Fifty-first Congress. The Supreme Court only recently 
affirmed the application of that act to combinations among raii- 
road corporations. It remains for this Congress to enforce the 
provisions of the antitrust act of 1890 by providing an efficient 
penalty for its violation through the adoption of the amendment 
to the tariff act which I have proposed. 

The future may develop that even this remedy may not avail, 
and that other remedies are required to be tried, but it seems to me 
that this remedy will be most effective and efficient, for | do not 
believe that the trusts in this country will undertake to continue, 
and thus deprive themselves of the exclusive contro! of tlie Amer- 
ican market; but if this remedy does not avail, there have been 
many 8 stions upon this subject, and I will briefly note two 
or three of them. 

It has been suggested, first, that absolute publicity of accounts 
under Government control and audit must be insisted upon, as is 
coming to be done in a feeble way by railroads. This is the view 
of two eminent students of the problem, Prof. Henry ©. Adams, 
of the University of Michigan, statistician of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, and by Von Halle, in a work on Trusts, pub- 
lished by Macmillan & Co, in 1895, 

It is the interesting su tion of Professor Jenks, of Cornell 
University, that stock exchanges should not be allowed to list 
any of the securities of capitalistic monopolies without pub ishing 
most complete and sworn returns of the cost of construction, of 
capitalization, cost of products, etc., and that no stock shail be 
issued in excess of the actual investment. 

The prohibition of factors’ agreements. The New York senate 
trust committee, in its valuable rt ae pene proba)ly, from 
the secretary of state of New York), fully describes, on payes 2---9, 
inclusive, these agreements. 

The control by a national commission of maximum charges, 
and the prohibition, some way, of discrimination in charges in 
towns or counties contiguous to each o her. That is, it mixht be 
a to prevent a trust from char; more in one place than 

n another except by the amount of the difference of freight rates. 
One of the great weapons of the Standard Oil and the meat trusts 
is to ruin competitors by reducing the rates in a place below what 
the same company is charging in neighboring places. 

METHODS OF ROBBERY PURSUED BY THE STANDARD OIL TRUST. — 

There comes to ~~ mind in this connection a very interesting 
illustration. In Colorado there are oil wells. Petroleum exists 
there in inexhaustible quantities and of excellent quality. An oul 
refinery was constructed at a cost of $2,000,000. That company 
was engaged in supplying that country with oil, when one day tho 
Standard Oil Company business in Pueblo and in other 
towns in Colorado, and sold oil at 5 cents a ion until they 
wrecked and ruined the Colorado refinery and closed its doors. 

The day after that was done the Standard Oil Company raised 
the price of their oil to 25 cents a gallon and continued to sell it 
at that price until they had made an immense tand recouped 
the loss they had previously sustained, and to-day they charge °¥ 
cents a galion for their oil. im tay own town an independent il 
company began selling oil, and it was selling it at 8 cents a gallon, 
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trust had put it down to that price, and yet the independ- 
= eae was able to live and did live and continued for two 

f time. 
yennally one day they sold out to the trust; and from that day 
to this we have been paying 16 cents a gallon for oil. It is argued 
that we can not protect ourselves against these things. Certainly, 
Mr. President, if we can not, our institutions totter to a fall. 
What is this but socialism in the most odious form? 

PUBLIC OWNERSHIP. 


If these remedies fail, we must resort, unless others are found, 
to the last remedy, that of public ownership. + 

This may take the form of public ownership of such natural 
sources of supply as anthracite coal mines and oil wells, or pos- 
sibly the leasing of their operation to private companies; or it 
may take the form of public ownership and operation of all in- 
dustries that have become practical monopolies. This remedy be- 
gins to loom up asa distant possibility, but is as yet too remote a 
contingency to come within the domain of practical politics. 
But of one thing we can rest assared, socialism is preferable to 
despotism, and the right of each citizen to enjoy the products of 
his toil must be maintained if we are to maintain our institutions. 

Mr. President, the aes of the past teaches this lesson. Shail 
we follow the course of all other peoples in the past, or shall we 
begin a new era? When was it that Rome was destroyed? When 
the original landed proprietors became paupers; when her farms 
became t estates. In the days of Cincinnatus 12 acres suf- 
ficed for each family; farms of 12 acres, owned by freemen, sur- 
rounded the walls of Rome, and no hostile legions could reach the 
city. When Rome fell, the individual proprietor was gone; the 
usurer had taken the land; the Roman citizen had been sold into 
slavery, and was toiling as aslave upon the estate a part of which 
he was once the proud owner. 

The legions of Goths and Vandals that marched to the walls of 
Rome would have been scattered like chaff before the legions of 
Cwesar recruited from the farms of Italy. So it will be with us if 
we allow the usurer to further fasten his grasp upon our people. 
If we continue this organization of capital, by which those who 
can not combine are deprived of the products of their toil, 1 say 
the end is near. 

Our last census shows that the earnings of 54 per cent of our 
people are less than $100 per year per capita. How near we come 
to Deropean conditions, if $100 per capita by 54 per cent of our 
people is all they can earn and consume; and yet we stand upon 
this floor and boast about the high wages of the American toiler. 
It is well to review the last census, which shows that 250,000 men 
own forty-four billion dollars of the wealth of the United States 
and 52 per cent do not own their homes and have no property 
whatever. 

These problems, Mr. President, are pertinent. We can no longer 
satisfy the American people by quarreling and by fighting a sham 
battle over schedules in a tariff bill. We have done that for the 
last several years, with first one party in power and then the 
other, until to-day the tariff issue has fled from our politics. Last 
week it was demonstrated more than ever before that you can no 
longer divide the American people upon a question of schedules in 
a tariff. Other and mightier questions now do and must in the 

and press for solution. 
Mr. President, in view of the remarks made this 


“morning by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] and the 


remarks just made by the Senator from South Dakota | Mr. Per- | 


TIGREW], I desire to suggest that in the Forty-seventh Congress, 
second session 


mittee on Finance by the present distinguished chairman of that 
commi with ashort minority report, agreeing with 
the mata their couclusions, but giving certain reasons in 
justification thereof. As that report bears directly upon the Ha- 
waiian treaty, and is not very long, and is practically out of print, 
I that it be printed as a document for the use of the Senate. 


PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Carter in the chair). In 
the absence of objection, it will be so ordered. 
The question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Rentucky (alr. Ltxpsay : 
Y. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. 
The and nays were ordered. 

Mr. THURSTO . Letthe amendment be stated, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The Szorerary. In paragraph 206, page 63, line 13, after the 
word “Sugars,” it is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘ not above 
No. 16 Dutch standard in color;” and also, after the word “ pro- 


eal: in line 19, to strike out down to and including the word 
: ” in line 23, as follows: 
And 


on above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, and on all sugar which 
has gone @ process of , | cent and ninety-five one-hundredths 
of | cent per pound. 
So as to read: 
Sugars, tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice, melada, concentrated melada 
concrete and concentrated Decinaste, Taine by the polariscope not above 75 
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$$ 








degrees, 1 cent per pound, and for every additional degree shown by the 

: ariscopic test, three one-hundredths of 1 cent per pound additional, and 
ractions of a degree in proportion: molasses testing above 40 degrees and 
| not above 56 degrees, 3 cents per gallon, et 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called), 





I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Hanssrovenu). If he were 
present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called 
paired with the Senator from Wyoming [ Mr. CLark}. 
present, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor}. 
should vote ‘‘ yea 


Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). 


I am 
It he were 


I am paired with 

if he were present, I 

[am paired with 

the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. If he were present, 
I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. TURNER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN}. 
in the Chamber, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. Harris of 
Tennessee} is absent temporarily. 
from Vermont [Mr. MorriLu}. 
vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have a general pair with the Sena- 
tor from Maine ag Hate]. I transter that pair to the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and vote *‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. CULLOM. I havea general pair with the senior Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. My colleague |Mr. Mason] being 
absent and, I believe, not paired, I take the liberty of transferring 
my pair with the Senator from Delaware to my colleague and 

| vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. I am requested to announce that tae 
junior Senator from Delaware {Mr. KENNrEy] is paired with the 
junior Senator from Pennsylvania {Mr. PENRosE}. 

Mr. CLAY (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar}. 
he is not present, and I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] states 
that my colleague [Mr. Mason] is paired with the Senator from 
Virginia {[Mr. MARTIN] and that the Senator from Wyoming 

Mr. WARREN | is paired with the Senator from Washington [ Mr. 

URNER]. If agreeable to the Senator from Washington, the 
Senator from Delaware and theSenator from Wyoming may stand 
| paired, and we may both vote. 
| Mr. TURNER. Very well. 
| Mr. CULLOM. I have cast my vote in the negative. 
| Mr. TURNER. I vote “yea.” 
| Mr. MANTLE. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. Martin]. That pair has been transferred to the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason]. I therefore am at liberty to 
vote, and I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. HOAR. My colleague [Mr. LopGe] was compelled to leave 
Washington by ill health. If he were present,he would vote 


Tam paired with 
As I do not see him 


He is paired with the Senator 
My colleague, if present, would 


I SPe 





‘*nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 29; as follows: 
YEAS—27 

| Allen, Cockrell, Mills, Tillman, 
Bacon, Faulkner, Pasco, Turner, 

| Bate, Heitfeld, Pettigrew, Turpie, 
Berry, Jones, Ark. Pettus, Vest, 

| Butler, Lindsay, Rawlins, Walthall, 
Caffery, McLaurin, Roach, White. 

| Chilton, Mantle, Smith, 

NAYS—29 
Allison, Fairbanks, McBride, Spooner, 
Baker, Foraker, McEnery, Stewart, 
Burrows, Frye, Me Millan, Thurston, 
Carter, Gear, Perkins, Wetmore, 
Cullom, Hanna, Platt, Conn Wilson. 
Davis, Hawley, Platt, N. Y. 
Deboe, Hoar, Pritchard, 
Elkins, Jones, Nev. Shoup, 
NOT VOTING—33. 

Aldrich, Gray, Martin, Quay, 
Cannon, Hale, Mason, Sewell, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Mitcheil, Teller, 
Clark, Harris, Kans. Morgan, Warren, 
Clay, Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Wellington, 
Daniel, Kenney, Murphy, Wolcott. 
Gallinger, Kyle, Nelson, 
George, Lodge, Penrose, 
Gorman, Mallory, Proctor, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MILLS subsequently said: I wish to withdraw my vote and 
to announce my pair. I thought the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER], with whom [ am paired, was present, but 
I have learned that he was not, and I therefore wish to withdraw 
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my vote. If the Senator from New Hampshire had been here, I 
should have voted for the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the withdrawal 
of the vote of the Senator from Texas? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BUTLER subsequently said: On the last yea-and-nay vote, 
the vote upon the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. 
Linpsay], I voted without observing that the Senator from Mary- 
land {Mr. 2 ESTER with whom I have a general pair, was 
not present. The result was announced with my vote standing, 
and he was absent. My vote did not affect the result, but I ask 
unanimous consent that I may withdraw it. I wish to take what- 
ever action I can to ew my pair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. PETTUS. The request was not heard on this side of the 
Chamber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He voted by mistake. The Chair 
hears no objection, and leave is given to the Senator from North 
Carolina to withdraw his vote. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to strike out section 206 and insert what I 
send to the desk in lieu thereof. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 206 
and to insert in lien thereof the following: 

206. Sugar, tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice or beet juice, melada, concen- 
trated melada, concrete and concentra mo , 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This is the rate of the present law, 
the Wilson Act, 40 per cent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOAR, I now propose the amendment of which I gave 
notice the other day, to come in at the end of the paragraph. 

The Secretary. At the end of paragraph 206 it is proposed to 
insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the President of the United States shall appoint a commis- 
sion, to consist of five persons, whoshall report to Congress at its next r 
session concerning the condition of the industry of producing and refining 
sugar in the United States; and what policy is best adapted to procuring a 

cient supply of sugar for the people of United States at the least cost, 
and to encourage promote the raising in the United States of a sufticient 
pons of sugar for domestic consumption; and what amount of duty on im- 
rts of sugar is necessary to enable the business of refining sugar in the 
nited States to be conducted at a reasonable and moderate profit; and also 
what amount of duty upon such oes is expedient, having reference to 
raising a sufficient revenue to provide for the public expenditure; and tore- 
port such facts in regard to the business of ucing and refining sugar,and 
whether the same is so conducted as to enable persons interested therein to 
exercise an improper control over the market; and such other facts as they 
may consider important and pertinent to the subject-matter of their inquiry; 
aomeruas three members of said commission to belong to the same political 
party. . 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the Senate 
by any remarks upon this subject except to make one or two sug- 
gestions on the ene me that the sugar schedule ought prop- 
erly to be the subject of a separate commission, to be dealt with by 
itself. This amendment does not raise the question of the wisdom 
or propriety of a eral commission on the subject of a protective 
tariff. In regard to that, though some very worthy men favor 
it, there are, to say the least, some very great difficulties. If such 
a policy be ever adopted, it must be adopted after long and very 
careful consideration. The matter of the duty on sugar has been 
the béte noire of all persons concerned in the-fiscal affairs of this 
country and Engiand for nearly one hundred and fifty years. 

I happened to see a collection of English political pamphlets coy- 
ering the time of the administration of Lord Chatham, the time of 
our old French war and coming down to the time of the Revolution 
andthe N nic wars, and there is an immense mass of s 
tracts, and essays on the sugar question; and you would almost 
think, on reading a great many of the very ablest of them, that 

ou were reading a speech of the honorable tor from Missouri 
jae Vest] or the honorable Senatorfrom [Mr. Jongs]. 


here is same discussion of these_perplexing subtleties, the 
same accusation of there being an improper influence by wealthy 


ns having special interests. That has 

ethere. It has been going on here during the fram- 
ing of the last half dozen tariff bills, and it go on to the end 
of time unless a day comes when we make our own sugar and 
supply sugar ourselves. Then it will cease. 

suppose everybody remembers the anecdote in the life of Lord 
Chatham, of the dramatic and theatrical way in which he pro- 
nounced the words ‘‘s , Mr. Speaker,” when he was William 
Pitt and in the House of Commons. I donot believe that any con- 
siderable portion of the American pe whatever the news- 
papers or anybody to be considered in Senate may say, have 
any belief that the gentlemen on either side of the Chamber w 
ve been in the framing 


Yeaty hnve ind ny desire excopt t 
the 


been going on all the 


uty on sugar in the manner 
country. 
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Of course they have had their theories about the prot 
policy, of the —, of a tariff for revenne, or free trac. 
those theories have brought them to different practical «., 
sions. But the desire to out what this great product 
to bear as its proportion of the of the country, what i. , 
fair and just provision, having reference to the needs and ex... 
cies of our revenues, and to provide and get at that witho 
slightest respect for , the slightest desire to get th. /, 
of this great trust, I believe, has actuated both parties in the s. 

It would be ridiculous to impute any other motive to the |), 
able Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jongs] and the honorab)\. «,.,, 
ator from Texas [Mr. Mrt1s] and the honorable Senator :; 
Missouri ps Vest], who framed what is known as the \\j)..,,, 
Act; and if all three of those Senators were to express theims:|\..< 
on the subject, they would say it is as ridiculous to impute 9), 
other motive to the gentlemen who have framed the bil! whic}, \. 
arenow considering. But the trouble is that those gentlemen aro 
themselves perplexed and doubtful. 

If the Senator from Arkansas were to relate the history 0! ¢)). 
framing of the tariff bill which became the law in 1894, he wo)),) 
tell you of his own doubts, of his own changes of mind, after }\. 
— he had once come to a conclusion, and of the questo. 
which he had to discuss with political friends of his own. ¢:):1;:\\\ 
honest and equally intelligent with himself or with anybody. 1)). 
gentlemen who make these tariffs come to the consideration 0; 
this, which is one of the most profound and subtle questions in .)| 
finance, when a thousand other cares and interests are distractiy. 
their attention, with wearied-out and overburdened minds, wit), 
a burden of cure which has broken down already one of the mem 
bers of the committee and sent him home sick, which has broke) 
down more than one of the Senators who are not upon the con. 
mittee at all, but have merely had the duty of looking after the 
interests of their own constituents in the ‘tariff bill; .and so it is 
impossible to deal with this great subject in the way it deserves. 
. 1 — the pone ce — — oo oo ae gentlemen 

or this especial purpose who w not lay aside their own large 
interests to hold any political office or to undertake such a juris 
diction and function with reference to the entire field of tariff |ov- 
islation. They can command the ablest experts in the country, 
They can settle a great many of these questions. They can give 
us in a compact form a clear statement of the condition of thinys 
in regard to many of the subjects which have to be discussed, and 
they can put before us in a way that nobody can deny, nobody can 
impugn, nobody can as being the result of political passion 
or prejudice, the mode of and the of the persons 
who are e in refining sugar. They can tell us what other 
countries are ed what we ought to be doing in the matter 
of the great agricultural interest of raising beets. 

Some Senators or some newspapers say we do nothing for avri- 
culture. Mr. President, if you had in hand the wand of a 
magician and could anything in the way of wealth or 
prosperity to spring up at its touch, could not accomplish for 
agriculture any like that which you could accomplish if you 
could cause the farmers of this country to raise the material for 
supplying this country with its sugar. Certainly next to the 
blessing which Providence gave us when we found these great 
and virgin wheat fields, ready for the cultivation of the immi- 
grants, would be the benefit of such a condition as I have (e- 
scribed, and that benefit can be accomplished and wrought by 
wise and judicious and bold legislation. I wish I could see both 
parties in this country eager and emulous in rivaling each other 
without political division to accomplish and bring about tha‘ 
great boon to the people of the Northwest. 

Mr. President, as‘I we have 
mittees. There is nota ‘in Chamber who would rise 
doubt of the absolute integ- 


ae een W aodiee of the geuilianen wo beve fr i th 
Pp an ' amed this 
Till for the Senate, any more than we would of the gentlemen 
; and although there are some 
pat paper. den that there may 
bing Sameanel trust = 
’ they are ons W nen 
are met in sober, and honest men of t!'s 
country of all parties and all sections with the most absolute ¢1- 
tempt. But atthe same time, as I have said, the committees do! 
themselves. If you were to ask the old Democratic committe: ‘» 
come and frame a sugar for us to-day, and they broug!' 
one in to-morrow morning, if they were to spend a week over ||, 

would bring in another or some 

removed from the path of 


as well as 


™m 


confidence in our com- 








ae 
‘ gariff commission would in the first place delay enormously the 
work upon this one subject, and in the next place it would involve 
a thousand considerations and policies which are not applicable 


ON i r. THURSTON. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
a idan 


y. 
THURSTON. ‘Do I nas the qn a 
ee uate eine an amendment of his own here whic as 
a by the Finance Committee? 

Mr. HO I do not understand that this is an amendment 
which relates toany dutyor section. Isubmitted it to the Finance 
Committee and have their approbation of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment was submitted to me here 
ot I glanced it over, neither giving it my approbation or other- 


ee. HOAR. ey oe ; 
Mr. ALLISON. did not see any special objection to it, but I 
trust the Senator from Massachusetts will at least give the Finance 





mittee an ity to look into it as a committee. I hope 
for the Hoat Lett will withdraw it. 
a it be referred. 


IN. The committee have before them several prop- 


ae commissions. They have one covering the 
entire tariff question, and surely it seems to me it would be wise 
to the consideration of so important a question as this 


until we can consider the whole subject. I hope the Senator from 
Massachusetts will withdraw his amendment. 

Mr.HOAR. Certainly. I een it to the Senator in charge 
of the bill, and he made the rep ay. which he has said. I supposed 
the committee were aware that I intended to propose the amend- 
ment, and thatif they had preferred that [ should postpone it they 
— have said so. 

r. ALLISON. Iwas not aware that the Senator intended to 

ropose it. The committee have four or five hundred amendments 

pron them, and it has not been practical for them under the cir- 
cumstances to examine all of them. 

Mr. HOAR. I it Friday. One member of the com- 
mittee ee a then pony of, * 
the parti » . Iwithdrew it and said I woul 
goepass it tein Brcbabt the Senator from Iowa did not hear 
what took place. I move that the amendment be referred to the 


Mr. LIN 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Massachusetts to refer amendment 
to the Committee on ee 
The motion was 
Mr. JONES of Ar " I wish to make a suggestion in con- 
nection with this matter. Some years agoa proposition was made 
to take the whole tariff question out of politics and refer it to a 
commission. It was a Republican movement. The commission 
was appointed, the tariff question was investigated, and the com- 
mission recommended a reduction of 20 percent all along the line. 
Instead of being acted on after it came in, it was incontinently 
thrown aside and did no good whatever, and, as a rule, it made the 
——o gentlemen who think as 1 do, who have the same 
poaaes: tics se and ieee, that the whole purpose of the movement was 
without accomplishing any good. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
refer to the commission which sat in 1883? 
_ JONES of Arkansas. I do. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That commission was appointed 
Enon, resolution introduced by my predecessor in the Senate, Mr. 
en eS saveeticen measure at all. 
The commission was created by act of Congress. 
Mr LINDSAY I desire to ask what action was taken on the 
motion to refer the amendment? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment was referred to the 


Committee on Finance. 
Mr. LINDSAY. A Dg a of chienting. ey 
TILLMAN. ve the grea res or 
the Senator from Massachusetts Mtr. Hoar], and ook is no man 
fn either side of the Chamber for whose a and 
honesty and have more tor has 
been here so tgettes ine Sones comacts by abverse 
grown callous an rhaps is not 
in Go aoe the masses of the American : 
account for his utterance a moment ago. 


, that 
pre thet Giies, without regard 
ES teskeastions a eiaees 
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now the law and the one which is under consideration. 
about three weeks, I believe, or nearly three weeks, since I offered 
a resolution here asking for an investigation of these charges. 

Men who are permitted to go into the press gall ‘ry and who are 
given the privilege to sit the re al rd hear our debates and send out 
their reports have over their own signatures charged direc tly that 
Senators are speculating in stigar stock, that Senators are in 
touch with the sugar barons, Searles, Havemeyer, and others. 
and when we consider the circumstantial evidence, the fact that 
there is a trust, a monopoly which notoriously and avowedly 

controls the American market and levies tribute upon the con- 

sumers as it pleases, and that the American people are helpless in 
the grasp of this octopus, which has throttled our freedom here 
in one sense, through the instrumentality of the Senate, I say, 

sir, that any Senator who undertakes to say that the Americ an 
people are treating contemptuously these charges against this 
high body is entirely mistaken. 

The people want an investigation. They want these charges 
cleared up. - They want the men who are under accusation cleared 
and the reputation of the Senate restored, or else they want the 
men who have slandered the Senate punished and denied the 
privilege of coming in here to slander us. If those men have lied 
on us, then it ought to be shown up. If they can prove the 
charges which they have made, the Senate should act. I was 
going to offer an amendment that the commission (which, of 
course, could be honest and honorable or it could not be, accord- 
ing to the men selected) should take into the scope of its investi- 
gation not only the question how sugar is refined and what is a 

reasonable and proper tariff to protect American labor and capital 
against foreign competition, but whether the sugar trust has used 
undue means, improper methods to control legislation, and to get 
at the root of how it is and why it is that the American Senate 
can not touch sugar without being contaminated. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, [desire simply to say that I remain 
of my original opinion. We have heard a great deal of talk about 
the masses of the American people. Some people seem to have an 
idea that down beyond and below the ken of ordinary men, the 
men who get their living by honest work, who do their duty as 
honest citizens, is a great see thing mass of humanity, which they 
speak of as masses, and which is moved and stirre d by different 
motives and different opinions and ideas than those of persons 
with whom we deal. 

I know through and through the character, the purposes, and 
the opinions of the men who get their living on the farms and in 
the workshops of Massachusetts. I am sprung from a race of 
Massachusetts yeomen. My friends and kinsmen and acquaint- 
ances and supporters, the men who think with me on questions 
of politics and social questions and religious questions, are of that 
class. I know what they are thinking about, if I know anything. 

And I know something of the men who have built up those 
thirty-three great manufacturing cities that shine like resplender# 
jewels in her diadem. They are simple, sincere, honest, patriotic, 
liberty-loving, country-loving, God-fearing men. They think no 
evil; and, so far as they are concerned, appeals to vile prejudices 
and vile passions, general railing accusations, without specifica- 
tion either of man or of witness or fact, fall upon their ears as 
upon deaf ears. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HOAR. Ina moment. 

Mr. President, the kind of men who make up the laborers on 
the farms and in the workshops of the State of Massachusetts are 
the kind of men who are all over the country. There is not any 
great difference in the character or quality of American citizen- 
ship. Their children and kinsmen have settied the prairies of the 
West, and have gone to the Pacific and are building up a new 
empire to look out upon Asia as the empire of one hundred years 
ago that our fathers built looked out toward Europe. They are 
building there a larger, a more intelligent, a more powerful, a 
more glorious, and a wealthier New England. They are to have 
there the streets of a more cultured Boston, the halls of a more 
learned Harvard, the workshops of a busier Worcester. 

The same thing which New England has done for the West, 
Virginia and the old States, with thei: glorious history, have 
done, are doing, and will do hereafter forthe more southern paral- 
lels of latitude. 

There is not a more glorious history of republican liberty and 
republican wisdom which ever could be written on this planet 
than the history of the great Commonwealth of Virginia, which 
is now so honorably represented in this body. I think I know, 
not from contact but from study, something of the opinion and 
the character and the temper of the people of that section of the 
country also. Whatever may have been their opinions or their 
errors in regard to some constitutional « uestions, they are an 
ees are a brave people; andthe character of that people 

is impressed upon the men who represent them in this and the 
other House. And I hold that these charges upon this great body 





It is 


| are not only preposterous, but I think they are infamous, 
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Now.I will listen to the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I desire to state that as to the seething mass 
of ignorance which the Senator designates as the masses—— 

Mr. HOA. That I utterly deny. I said the notion that such 
a thing existed was a mistake. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Well. 

Mr. HUAN. isaid there was no such thing in this country. 
That is what I said. My language is not to be perverted. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I donot want to pervert your statement. I 
am merely trying to get at the honest interpretation of your words. 
x are the last man I would undertake to misrepresent to his 

ace, 

As I understood the Senator, he seemed to think that he knows 
as much about the masses as Ido. While I claim no special mis- 
sion here as a representative of the masses, I do claim to have 
come here much more recently than the Senator; to be a farmer; 
to have received thousands of letters from my fellow-farmers all 
over the North and West and South, hundreds within the last 
ten days, since this resolution to a the sugar fraud or 
sugar scandal was introduced here; and [ know that the Ameri- 
can people do not consider the charges infamous unless we will 
prove them so by bringing the witnesses to the bar of the Senate 
and making them answer the questions which we now have a 
right to ask. To hide behind the Senatorial toga and say we are 
so pure and high and noble that we can not be investigated is a 
confession of guilt before the people. That is what itis, and they 
so consider it; and they will consider the Senate disgraced if it 
lies under the accusation already affirmed by respectable corre- 
spondents over their own signatures and dare not investigate. 

-To go one step further, Mr. President, I said when I introduced 
the resolution that I had no persona! animosity against any man 
or any set of men. I was absolutely impartial in my discussion of 
the subject, in calling attention to the fact that in 1894 the accu- 
sations be against the Democratic Finance Committee, while re- 
cently they lie against the Republican Finance Committee, and 
that it did not matter which committee was interested or involved, 
the same charge—that the sugar trust controls the Senate and 
could get any differential it wanted—led the American people to 
believe that bribery was abroad and that men here, either directly 
or indirectly or as attorneys or something else, were receiving un- 
due compensation and dishonorable money. 

I believe it, and I have asked for an investigation. I have had 
information furnished me which says that they will prove that 
Senators have speculated in sugar stock. If they do not furnish 
it, they are liars. Until you give them the opportunity to prove it 
you are convicted by yee’ own action of being afraid to investi- 

ate for fear you will find that you have in your midst bribe 

ers and corrupt men. 

Mr. LINDSAY. In paragraph 206, page 63, line 22, I move to 
strike out ‘ninety-five one-hundredths” and to insert in lieu 
thereof ‘‘eight-tenths;” so as to read: 

On all sugar which has e through a process of refi..ing, 1 cent and eight- 
tenths of 1 cent coy en ere . —_ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, if this amendment be adopted, 
there will be no question about the sugar refiner receiving a differ- 
ential of 5 cents on each 100 pounds in addition to the 38 cents to 
be paid him or to be paid by the importer for his benefit on account 
of the export duties paid by the German Government to those 
who export refined sugars from that country to the United States. 

If you take 96 degrees polariscopic test, it will leave a difference 
of 17 cents on the hundred pounds between raw sugar and refined 
sugar, and that is more than the differential under the existing 
tariff law. 

I find that under the tariff law as it now exists the American 
Sugar Refining Company declares annually upon $37,500,000 of 
common stock 12 per cent ene ‘and upon $37,500,000 of pre- 
ferred stock 7 cent dividend, g an average upon its 
capital stock of 75,000,000 of 9} per cent profits each year. 

Out of seventy-seven stocks representing railroads and industrial 
corporationsreported by Henry Clews there is not a single stock that 
erene dividendsas are being paid by thesugar pngounaney: 

t is a clear case, therefore, that this industry, under existing law, 
is receiving benefits under our revenue system that it ought not 
to receive, even if it be admitted that the $75,000,000 of stock rep- 
resents $75,000,000 of cash actually invested in the enterprise; and 
no man nds that it represents more than half that amount of 
cash. Take the actual money invested in this combination at 

7,500,000, and it is paying to-day 19 per cent in the way of divi- 

ends—dividends such as are not BL ror rw by any other in- 
dustry whose stocks are reported week by Henry Clews & Co. 

Now, the Senator from Massachusetts proposes that we shall 
send out a committee to ascertain curtain trots. I submit to the 
Senate that concerning the existence of those facts there is no dis- 
pute. When this committee comes back and reports, it can not 
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report anything else than is conceded on all sides by the 
trust and those who defend it. It is to inquire, first— __ 

What policy is . 
the people of the United Yeates atthe leant cost: mint to eae eat tet for 
mote the raising in the United States of a suificient supply of sugar’) 
domestic consumption. oar lor 

This Senate has settled the last inquiry, that the way to « 
a sufficient supply for domestic consumption is to enconr. 
sugar industry by protection such as has never been given t)) any 
other industry. Why inquire, when that question has be, _ 
sidered and settled? Why send out a commission to ascertain aq 
report a fact which has been sony considered and deci 
the Congress of the United States? Further— 

What amount of duty on imports of sugar is necessary to enable the jy 
ness of refining sugar in the United States to be conducted at a reasonable 
and moderate profit. e 

We know what the existing duties are. We know that under 
those existing duties the sugar-refining industry each year re.). 
izes inordinate and extortionate profits upon the business at the 
expense of the people of the country; and when the Senate e105 
to act upon the proposition, what shall be done in the face of eon. 
ceded facts, the Senate increases the protection given to the suvar 
trust and thereby declares in favor of increasing its profits. ~ 

Mr. HOAR. ay I ask the Senator from Kentucky a question? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. What amount of duty, in his judgment, is neces. 
sary to enable the business of refining sugar to be conducted at a 
reasonable profit? 

Mr. LINDSAY. My judgment is, not a single cent of duty in 
excess of that which is levied upon the raw product. ‘ 

Mr. HOAR. What amount of duty, absolutely, without any 
regard to what may be done with the raw product? 

r. LINDSAY. Youhave decided that the revenue necessities 
of the country determine that $1.75 on each 100 pounds of sugar 
is necessary. 

Mr. HOAR. But the Senator does not accept that decision. I 
want to know what he thinks is necessary. 

Mr, LINDSAY. I say 40 per cent ad valorem, without any dif- 
ferential whatever, will enable the sugar industry to thrive and 
enable the sugar-refining business to live. 

Mr. HOAR. Does not the Senator think 30 per cent ad valorem 
would do it? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iam willing to try it. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator think 30 per cent ad valorem 
would be a sufficient rate? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I prefer leaving that question to those engaged 
in the industry. I know by the experience of the last three years 
that 40 per cent is abundant. 

Mr. HOAR, My honorable friend does not quite answer my 

uestion. I do not want to press it unduly, but I ask him if he 
thinks 30 per cent would do it? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I think it would. 

Mr. HOAR. Does he think 20 per cent would? 

Mr. LINDSAY. But it is not a question of 30 per cent. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator be kind enough to tel! me if he 
thinks 20 per cent ad valorem would be enough? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Thatisa method of cross-examination to which 
I do not think I ought to submit. 

Mr. HOAR. I will state what I wanted to get at, if the Sena- 

rdon me. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. Will he tell us the lowest amount of protection 
ad valorem that he thinks would doit? I do not want to put half 
a dozen questions. I want to 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. No, no. I want to know if the Senator will tell 
us the lowest that he thinks will do it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will say that 30 per cent will do it and has 
done it. In my opinion, that would be ample protection. 
win oe ow, will the Senator tell mie whether 20 per cent 

° 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Senator would then ask me if I thought 
15 would. 

me HOAR. Certainly. 

. LINDSAY. And then if I thought 10 would. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator will permit me—— 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me one minute. Itis very obvious that the 
Senator from Kentucky himself does not know and has not an 
opinion as to what is the lowest ticable limit. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. [ only ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to look at the tion fairly. His question submitted to 
the Senator from was what difference there should be 
between the tariff on the raw and the refined sugars to enable the 
refiners to live. , 

. HOAR. No; I did not ask that question. : 
. JONES of Arkansas, What was the Senator's question? 
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Mr. HOAR. What amount of duty would enable the business 
of refining sugar to be conducted in this country at a reasonable 
and moderate profit? I did not say anything about raw sugar or 


manuf: sugar. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Verywell. I understand the Senator 
from Kentucky answered the same that was levied on the raw. 
That was a distinct and plain answer, which would apply to any 
rate that could beim He meant if you put 40 per cent onraw, 
40 per cent would be the rate on the refined. If you put 50 per 
cent on the raw, it would be 50 on the refined, and no more. 

Mr. HOAR. Sup raw was free. 

Mr. LINDSAY. en nothing. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then, in his opinion, the refined 
should be free. That was the effect of his answer. It was plain. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not ask the Senator whether he thought it 
should be free. I asked him whether the business could be con- 
duct#d at a reasonable and moderate profit at a particular duty. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. His answer was that it required no 
additional tariff above that on raw to make the interest succeed, 
and that was a clear and distinct business answer. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. Haveméyer stated in 1880 that if you 
would give him free su he needed no protection whatever. 
He said that he would undersell the English in their own markets 
if you would give him free sugar. In 1890 the Republican party 
gave the sugar trust free sugar, and in the face of the statement 
of Mr. Havemeyer that he needed no protection whatever, it gave 
to the sugar trust 50 cents on each 100 pounds of sugar by way 
of a subsidy to it. As was said this morning, the bill came over 
from the House with 40 cents on each 100 pounds, and for some 
reason, which the ublican side of the Chamber can proba- 
bly explain, it was raised from 40 to 50 cents on the hundred 

unds. 

PcThree years ago the Senator did not think the sugar industry 
needed any such encouragement or any such protection as it is 
now proposed to give it. The original report from the Finance 
Committee in 1893 as to the tax on sugur was as follows: 

All tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, con- 

wenteahel melada, concrete and concentrated molasses testing by the polari- 
not above 80 d shel pax a duty of 1 cent per pound, and for every 
additional degree or ion of a degree above 80 degrees and not above 90 
degrees shown by the pe test, shall pay one one-hundreth of a cent 
per pound and above 90 degrees and not above 98 degrees, for 
every addi or fraction of a degree shown by the polariscope 
test, shall pay a duty of two one-hundredths of a cent per pound additional, 
and u sugar above 98 degrees by polariscope test, or above No. 
Dutch stan: in color, there shall be levied and collected a duty 

es : eae a pound in addition to the duty imposed upon sugars 

Afterwards the committee fell upon the ad valorem principle 
and re that portion of the bill which is nowa law. The 
junior tor from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] moved to substi- 
tute for that provision the original report of the committee. On 
the call of the yeas and nays every Senator on the other side of 
the Chamber voted in favor of it, and my friend from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. pees vowed in favor of it. 

The pen commences with a cent at 75 degrees, and adds 
three-tenths of a cent for every additional degree. Three years 
ago the other side of the Chamber was in favor of giving to the 

ind a tariff at the rate of 1 cent a pound for 80 degrees, 
and an addi al one-hundredth of a cent up to 96 degrees, and 
then two hundredths of a cent above, and one-eighth of a cent 
differential. If in 1893 that was all the protection the sugar in- 
dustry ought to have had, how is it that in 1897 it is indispensable 
that give to it nearly 50 per cent more protection than 
was then necessary? At 1.80, or 1 cent and eight-tenths, the dif- 
ferential will be 17 cents, ample to pay the difference of expense 
in converting raw into refined sugar. Under the present law less 
than 170,000,000 pounds of refined sugar found its way into the 
American market, against 3,600,000,000 pounds consumed by the 
American ee. The present tariff is almost a tariff of exclu- 
sion, and bill as it now stands, if enacted into law, will be 
a tariff of absolute exclusion. 

Let us see how the refined sugar from foreign countries gets into 
this country at all and finds a market. I read from the Journal 
of of last Friday the New York market: 
eaeneet sugar, American, sold by the American Sugar Refinery at 4} 

And the sugar of every American refinery sold at the same price. 
But when come to the foreign sugar, it sold at from 4} to 42 cents 
& pound, three-eighths of a cent less in the market than the Amer- 
ican refined sugar sold at. Therefore no foreigner can now bring 
his sugar here and sell it in competition with the protected sugar 
of the sugar trust under the existing law unless he underbids the 
sugar trust, and with the willingness to underbid the trust, last 

only 170,000,000 pounds were brought in out of a consump- 
of 3,600,000,000 pounds. 

In the face of all, the Senate, true to its instincts, true to its his- 
tory, in 1890, instead of reducing or accepting the protection given 
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by the House of Representatives, has increased the protection 

iven by the House ot Representatives. One cent and eight hun- 
dred and seventy-five thousandths of a cent was just as much as 
th® other House thought ought to be given to the sugar trust on 
refined sugar. The Senate thinks that 1 cent and ninety-five one- 
hundredths ought to be given, and it appears from the newspaper 
accounts of the executive sessions he!d by our friends on the other 
side—which are no more secret than the executive sessions which 
are from time to time held by the Senate—that there are Senators 
on the other side who believe that the increase from eight hundred 
and seventy-five thousandths to ninety-five one-hundredths involves 
a subsidy to the sugar trust of from four to five million dollars a 
year. Under existing laws, 9} per cent, or nearly $10,000,000, is 
paid out to the sugar trust in the way of profits. Under the law 
as it will be, if the pending bill be adopted, the profits will be from 
thirteen to fifteen million dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky 
{Mr. LiInDsay] now proposes to strike out what has been inserted 
already in Committee of the Whole and insert eight-tenths or 
eighty one-hundredths. I shall make a point of order upon that 
amendment, that we can not strike out what has been inserted and 
insert something else later on. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator allow me to inter- 
rupt him right there? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. When this bill was taken up, among 
the first amendments offered was one involving almost the same 
point. I then asked the question if technical points were to be 
made, or if we should have to be careful in offering amend- 
ments so as not to forfeit our rights of subsequently offering 
amendments to amendments which had been adopted. My un- 
derstanding was that it was stated on the other side of the Cham- 
ber that there was to be no technical advantage taken on things 
of that kind. I respectfully submit, therefore, that a vote ought 
to be allowed on this amendment if any Senator wants it. 

Mr. ALLISON. On the statement of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas, I shall not insist on my point. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think that is fair. 

Mr. ALLISON. [I intend to deal as fairly as I can, but hereafter 
when we have taken a vote, as we have on this subject, I think we 
will never end a question unless we abide by the vote upon it. 

Mr. President, | want to say a few words in opposition to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky, and in order 
that I may speak intelligently, at least to myself, | want to make 
some comparisons as to this bill as reported by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Finance and as to the bill as it came to us from the 
House of Representatives. 

The only change which is of value in this discussion which has 
been proposed by the Senate Committee on Finance is the change 
that applies to sugars above No, 16 Dutch standard in color and 
to refined sugars. We also have proposed—which has not yet 
been voted upon—that sugars testing 87 degrees by the polari- 
scope and less shall pay one-tenth of a cent less per pound than 
the sugars above 87. Those two amendments are the only amend- 
ments which have been proposed by the Finance Committee to this 
schedule. 

What is the House schedule? The House schedule begins with 
sugars which test 75 degrees by the polariscope, and fixes the duty 
upon those sugars at l cent a pound. It then has an ascending 
scale for each degree of the polariscope of three one-hundredths 
of a cent per pound running through the entire scale. Now, I 
want to ask Senators why it is that three one-hundredths of a cent 
is applied to each degree of the polariscope? I want to call the 
attention of my friend from Kentucky to the answer which I will 
give, and that is, that it is the result of absolute experiment, as 
shown not by the value of sugar in the various markets of the 
world, but as shown by the value of the sugar in the great port 
of New York, where all sugars are equalized in the local market, 
whatever may have been the price paid for those sugars in Ma- 
nila, or in Egypt, or in any of the islands of the sea. 

Therefore it was that what is known as the merchants’ sched- 
ule was established. Who are these merchants? They are a 
committee of the great merchants of New York, not refiners of 
sugar, but those who deal with sugar in the markets of the 
world. They came before the Committee on Ways and Means of 
the House of Representatives and, as shown in their testimony, 
they disclosed that these various sugars in bond in the city of 
New York, including the original market price in the place of 
production, including the cost of transportation from the place 
of production to the city of New York, including commissions 
ond all local charges in the place of exportation, and every ele- 
ment which enters into the price of these raw sugars, are all 
equalized, because they come there to one common market, and 

ou must take that scale which is disclosed in the table presented 

y the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Vest] as respects these various 
values of sugar. 





1718 


When the House of Representatives fixed this scale of three one- 
hundredths of a cent asa proper ascending scale covering the mar- 
ket value of all these sugars in the great city of New York, they 
found that seale to be so equally and evenly adjusted that the 
highest variation was only a wor A m of two one-hundredths of a 
cent on the various grades. In other words, it was an equal and 
exact equilibrium as respects ounce of sugar imported 
into the United States from ail the countries outside of our 
boundaries. 

That being the scale, what is the effect of that scale? It is that 
whether I purchase sugars in the Philippine Islands, whether I 

urchase them in Egypt, or whether I purchase centrifugal sugars 

Cuba or San Domingo, when I get those sugars into the common 
market of consumption, whether that consumption is for refining 
or for other purposes, there is an exact equivalent of every class of 
sugar. Therefore, in the nature of things, there can be no prac- 
tical profit arising from these sugars to the refiner of sugars; and 
so it is that this ascending scale, ranning up from 96 degrees of 
the polariscope, discloses a duty upon sugar of 1.63 cents per pound 
as against 1 cent per pound upon sugars that test only 75. 

Whilst this is true in the market of New York, I agree that it 
is not mathematically true as to sugars in other respects. I could 
have shown, had I not been amxious to secure a vote upon the 
former amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky, that 
the duty on all the sugars that are used by the refiners of sugar 
in the United States to the extent of 75 per cent, at least, of those 
segars under this schedule, without the differential which is here 
found, would be more than the duty upon the refined sugars. I 
made this calculation myself for the purpose of satisfying myself 
of its absolute accuracy; and I found that sugars testing 95 degrees 
by the polariscope—and it is well known that all the sugars which 
are refined by the American refiners are sugars that are imported 
testing 88 de 
the large come in from 95 to 96. 

Now, take sugar testing 95 degrees, and the duty by this bill, 
without the differential upon that sugar, would be $1.75 per hun- 
dred pounds and forty-four one-thousandths in addition; in other 
words, the sugars that are refined in the United States under the 
scale proposed by the Senator from Kentucky a few moments ago 
would pay more per pound than would therefined sugars. Sugars 
testing 96 would pay $1.75 and seventeen one-hundredths; sugars 
testing 97 would pay $1.75 and twenty-nine one hundredths—speak- 
ing only in round numbers—those testing 98, $1.75 and thirty one- 
ee and those testing 99, $1.75 and twenty-two one-hun- 
dredths. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Would the Senator object to stating 
how he arrives at those figures? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. I was about to state that I ar- 
rived at those by taking the number of poundsof raw sugar 
which are required to produce a given number of poundsof refined 
sugar—that is to say, given the number of pounds of raw sugar 
that will produce 100 pounds of refined sugar, I find, taking the 95- 
degree polariscopic test, that it will take 120.54 pounds of raw 
sugar to make 100 pounds of refined _ according to the abso- 
lutely accurate test made by Secretary Carlisle as Secretary of the 
Treasury, and produced by him, as I have been told, r the 
most accurate calculations of the best chemists and experts ob- 
tainable on the question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator mean that to apply 
to sugar testing 95 degrees? 

Mr. ALLISON. I mean that to apply to sugar testing 95 or 96 
degrees, or whatever it may be. : 

Mr. WHITE. I understand the Senator takes the Treasury 
table heretofore alluded to as No. 102, and from that calculation 
is made the printed table we have had. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do. 

ae of ae oe _—_. re Sa a it takes 107 

u of sugar testing of 220 pounds. 

Mir. ALLISON. om 
was mistaken in the statement. 

Mr. WHITE. I think the Senator will find the figures other- 
wise on that test. 

Mr. ALLISON. Has theSenator the table which was produced 
by the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. WHITE. It was put in the Recorp, and will be found on 

e 1987. 
r. ALLISON. Ihad the eos here a moment ago. 
ake JONES of Arkansas. Possibly the Senator may have mixed 
gures. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not mixed my figures. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is the 88 sugar which takes 128 
pounds, and not the 96, which takes but 107. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not having the table before me, Iam not able 
to quote the figures with ute ee. 

r. JONES of Arkansas. I und the process by which 
the Senator arrives at his figures. 


Mr. ALLISON. I take the 95 sugar, of which it takes 109 pounds 
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and thirty-four one-hundredths, and I find that this bill 
that class of raw sugar a higher duty upon 100 pounds than j, 
given by the House bill upon sugars testing 100. I am talki),- 
about the bill as it came from the other House. I am undertak:)).- 
to show, if I can, that as to the amendment proposed by the s\.:,. 
ate committee and as to the bill as it came from the House. +), 
difference is only in one single thing, and that is that we aj|o. 
1.95 as against 1.875 im the bill as it came from the House, or , 
difference of 74 cents a hundred pounds. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I submit tothe Senator that that increase ws 
the only criticism I made upon the bill as reported by the Sena‘, 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the Senator undertook to show that thors 
was in this bill, by this ing scale, a benefit to the refiners 
without reference to what we the differential. 

as Gee te tates ——- = — show Got whenever you 
pass refiner ge your ascending 
tie bea to 96 degrees the sugar producer and refiner proc.oj 
si le. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatis where the Senatorismistaken. [ hayo 
the absolute calculation here of sugars testing 96, and those suyars 
to make a pound of refined sugar will be obliged to jay 
a duty of 1.7517 instead of paying a duty of 1.75, as sugars testiny 
100 would under this ing scale. So when the Senator says {}).; 
there is a protection or in this scale, ronning 
from 75 degrees of the polariscope to 100 , Lt reply that that 
protection or differential is not to be seen. 

Now I present a table which I have intended for some days to 
put into the Recorp, and I ask leave to doit now. This table 
shows the differentials under the bill as it came from the House. 
under our Senate amendments, and under the nt law, and I 
challenge contradiction when I say that the differential under the 

i law is higher and greater than under the schedule that 


us. 

Mr. STEWART. That is, the Senate amendment is less. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senate amendment is less in differential 
than the existing law. I have here—and I ask that it be inserted 
in the Recornp—a table showing this, and I challenge a contradic- 
tion of the accuracy of this table. Taking the average prices of 
the refined sugars as shown, not at 2.30, but at 2.47, which is the 
ave value of sugars; taking theGermans . the first marks, 
80 which are the cheapest, and taking prices of Holland 
refined and the prices of i , and averaging them all, 
making 2.47, I am tired of the accusation that we have increase! 
here, by 40, 41, 43, 52, and 59 per cent, the protection or the differ- 
ential to sugar refiners. 

The table referred to is as follows: 
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«40 per cent and ¢ = 111.30. 
WHITE. Will the Senator from lowa permit me to ask 


TELIsON. Certainly. 


Mr. WHITE. In the presence of the Senator from Iowa, tho 
Rhode Island Renee, See st tint time Be 
bill, and who is now ill, that the differential 

from the House was greater than the differ- 
bill, and he inserted in his remarks 4 












Now, I desire to know whether anything that has transpired since 
that time, any elucidation or light, has convinced the Senator 
from Iowa that his colleague upon the committee, who then had 
charge of the bill, wasinerror? : 

Mr. ALLISON. I am not dealing with the statements of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, nor am I dealing with the prices as 
estimated by him. Iam taking the prices which appear in these 
tables, which are the true prices, not those for one month, Jan- 
uary, which the Senator from Rhode Island took; not the current 
prices, but the a prices. That table is based upon the aver- 
age prices of this c of raw sugar during the four months 
beginning on the ist day of January and ending on the Ist day of 


wo. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Iowa be good 
enough to explain what basis he takes for refined sugar? He 
quotes the price of raw sugar here, but he does not state in this 
table what the price of refined sugar is, from which he calculates 
the difference. ; : : 

r. ISON. The prices of raw sugar are found in the first 
column of the table. The prices of refined sugar are found right 
under them, $2.47. I have not taken the prices of January, as 
suggested by the Senator from Rhode Island, but I have taken the 
actual prices as furnished by the public record, the average prices 
of raw and refined sugar for the four months ending on the Ist 
day of May. ‘ ‘ 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Iowa is mistaken when he 
says Jan was taken. March was taken. 

r. A IN. March was taken by the Senator from. Rhode 
Island for the price of refined sugar. He took the price upon a 
single day of what is called ‘first marks refined sugar,” which, of 
course, as ators know, is rather an inferior kind of refined 
sugar that comes from Germany, but a kind that is largely im- 


rted. - 
ee. CAFFERY. Will the Senator kindly tell me what is the 
differential in the table between raw and refined? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have made a scale there running about 
twenty one-hundredths in the Senate schedule. 

I will say another thing with respect to this schedule, because I 
do not hesitate to state the method whereby this result was 
reached. The method does not include the countervailing duty 

at on under this bill and not put on in the Senate; and I have 
amazed that, with all the zeal for the reduction of the enor- 
mous differential to the refiners, some Senator on the other side of 
the Chamber has not risen in his place and moved tostrike out the 
three-eighths of a cent. Why is it that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Linpsay], with his zeal and his energy and his activ- 
ity, does not address himself to the question of striking ont the 
three-eighths differential, as he calls it, which is found in this same 
ph? Why does he stop at the suggestion of 5 cents a hun- 

Sel pownils when there lies right under his eyes and on his table 
a pees) where, by a single amendment which he could pro- 
pose, hecould strike down the refiners’ thirty-eight one-hundredths 
of 


a cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Where is that in this paragraph? 
On what page is it? 

Mr. AL IN. Here it is in this provision; I wish to read it, 
and I want to know why it is that Senators on the other side of 
the Chamber strain at a gnat and swallow a camel. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Please answer my question. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Where is the three-eighths? 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator has not investigated the bill far 
enough to know, I will point it out to him. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will say to the Senator that that 
was stricken out on his own motion, and it is out of the paragraph 
now. 


Mr. ALLISON. I do not understand that it is out of the para- 


t. JONES of Arkansas. It is, and the Recorp will so show. 

It was done on the Senator's own motion, and therefore there is 
no occasion for anybody else to draw any amendment of the sort. 
Mr. ALLISON. If that is out on my own motion, and they 


e later on in the bill, which will be reached hereafter. 


reason. 
Mr. ALLISON. I want the Senator from Arkansas to open up 
on the countervailing duty, that we may show, as we 
show now, that this countervailing duty is only an imitation 
an emulation of his own committee in 1894, when they pro- 
a a@ cent countervailing duty upon refined sugar 
the same countervailing duty i Taw > 
JONES of Arkansas. We be ready for it when we get 
ALLISON. I hope the Senator will. 
LINDSAY. I want the Senator from Iowa to do me the 
at least to say that it does not rest upon me to move to 
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strike out three-eighths, or to make any motion in regard to that 
retaliatory duty until we reach it. 
to attend to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not know it was out. 1 supposed it was 
still there. I made my remarks upon that basis. Whilst Sena- 
tors were discussing this question as a fixed fact, I wanted to call 
their attention to the mountaim that isin their pathway as com- 
pared with this molehill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to call 
his attention to the fact that he has just confesse 
now proposed isin emulation 

Mr. LINDSAY. Imitation. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Imitation and emulation of the villainies pra 
ticed by his Democratic colleagues three years ago 

Mr. ALLISON. Fortunately for me, I do not indulge in the 
epithets of the Senator from South Carolina. I did not call it a 
villainy. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is my word. 

Mr. ALLISON. Nor do I think it is a villainy. I believe that 
the provision in the act of 1894 was a necessary provision, as | 
believe also that this is a necessary one. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator will pardon me, I will say that 
the act of 1894 gives 10 cents, and this measure proposes to give 38 
cents, and the sugar refiners are declaring 94 per cent profit on 
$75,000,000 worth of stock and are paying the difference between 
10 and 38 at the present time. 

Mr. ALLISON. When this differential was put upon the bill 
in 1894, the duty upon raw sugar was less than 10 cents a hundred 
pounds, and the duty upon refined sugar was 10 cents a hundred 
pounds. Since that time the German Government, I believe in 
May last, and I call the attention of the Senator to the fact, in- 
creased their bounty upon raw sugar to twenty-eight one-hun- 
dredths of a cent or twenty-seven and a fraction one-hundredths, 
and upon refined sugar to thirty-eight one-hundredths and a frac 
tion. It was only the difference, at most, between the raw and the 
refined upon which they secured this advantage. But what I am 
complaining of is that in the tables which have been presented 
here this 10 cents countervailing duty is not computed, nor is the 
27 cents a hundred pounds computed upon the raw sugar, but 
there is thirty-eight one-hundredths of a cent computed upon re- 
fined sugar. Every Senator who has spoken, so far as I know, has 
taken it absolutely for granted that the protection on refined sugar 
is thirty-eight one-hundredths of a cent in this bill because of the 
fact that there is thirty-eight one-hundredths of a cent bounty by 
the laws of Germany. 

Mr. LINDSAY. 1| will ask the Senator if three-quarters of the 
crude sugar does not come from countries that pay no export 
bounty? 

Mr. ALLISON. Then my answer to the Senator is, Why was 
it put in the act of 1894? That act was intended to reach the 
bounty of sugar-producing countries, and it was put in there 
cause those who were responsible then believed that there must 
be a countervailing duty in order that the refiners of this country 
should be placed upon an equality with the refiners of Europe. 

Now I will ask my friend another question. Suppose it should 
turn out that instead of these sugars coming into the United 
States to be refined they should go to Montreal or Holland, if you 
please, or to England. What would be the protection to our re 
tiners against sugar refined there from those sugars? I1 
cents or 1.95 cents a pound, as the case may be. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will say that there is no danger of those 
sugars going to Montreal or anywhere else to be refined, if my 
amendment be adopted. The complete answer to the question 
lies not in ascertaining how many pounds of sugar the sugar trust 
says it has to buy in order to make a pound of refined sugar, but 
in what does the business of the sugar trust domonstrate. It 
demonstrates that, notwithstanding the change of conditions in 
the country, sugar stock has remained above par all the time, and 
since this bill has been under discussion it has gone up 5, 6, 8, or 
10 points, and sold Saturday last at 126. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Kentucky can get me into 
no argument upon that question. I have not taken the figures of 
the sugar trust. I have taken the figures of his friend John G. 
Carlisle, Secretary of the Treasury, and I have made every calcu- 
lation upon his computations and not upon the computations of 
the sugar trust. 

Mr. LINDSAY. And Mr. Carlisle got the figures from the sugar 
refiners, because no one else understands the trade 
give the figures. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Kentucky will pardon me, 
that is simply an absurdity. There are men connected. with the 
Treasury (they may not be quite so familiar with the tests of sugar 
and the value of sugar as are the men who for long years have 
been engaged practically in the business) and there are men now 
in the employ of the custom-house in New York who have been 
there for twenty or twenty-five years, and they as experts know 
all about the sugar question. 
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Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President—— cept to say that this fact illustrates how rapidly prices have gon 
Mr. ALLISON. I aim not to be diverted now, if my friend the | down, how successful our manufacturers have been, and ~~ 
Senator from Louisiana will excuse me, by any table which he | large a share of the products of manufactures are now made in 
inserted the other day, prepared by an expert whom I do not know | this country, 1 y to reduce the rates of duty. , 
and who certainly has not the responsibility of government. Mr. STEWART, I understand the Senator to say that the 
Mr. CAFFERY. Iam not going to mention the table. I wish ——— given to the trust in the bill by the Senate amendment 
simply to ask the Senator a question. He, I understand, has pre- | is less than under the act of 1894? 
sented a schedule of prices different from the prices presented by Mr. ALLISON. I say that, from these tables, and in doing so | 
the Senator from Rhode Island. I should like to ask him why he | do not take into account the differential that arises from {)j, 
has discarded the prices given by the Senator from Rhode Island | thirty-eight one-hundredths of a cent any more than [| take 
and taken new prices? account the differential that arises from the one-tenth in the Jay 
Mr. ALLISON. I did not discard the suggestions made by any | of 1894 and the one-tenth in the law of 1890. 

Senator. I have not discarded the suggestions made by the Sena-| Mr. WHITE. May I ask the Senator from Iowa if that is not 
tor from Louisiana. a practical protection to the refiner in both cases, whether a just 
Mr. CAFFERY. Iam not talking about the suggestions, but | one or not? , 

of the fact. of the prices. The Senator from Rhode Island made Mr. ALLISON. If it is—— 
his calculation upon certain prices of sugar. The Senator from Mr. WHITE. Is it not? 
Iowa, I understand, has offered a calculation based upon other} Mr. ALLISON. If itis, then that eleven one-hundredths should 
prices. Now, I desire to know why he has taken other pricesand | be added. If the Senator will turn to the paragraph which [ sup- 
not maintained those of the Senator from Rhode Island? ; posed was passed over and not stricken out, he will see that both 
Mr. ALLISON. I have done that to get rid of some confusion | as respects raw and refined sugar the countervailing duty ig 
which early existed in my own mind, and I hope in some way to | neither 27 nor 38, and that in this respect—— 
bring other Senators to the opinion I now entertain. If I have Mr. WHITE. It is asliding scale? 
failed to explain that, I have failed in part in my object. Mr. ALLISON. No, it is not a sliding scale. It says: 
I stated that the schedule of specific rates of duty, with the con- 
tinuous ascending scale of three one-hundredths of a cent per ge — ~aeae strupe. aot aot oa. melada, concentrated 
sound, isa scale not based upon the price of sugar in the Philippine | Which pays: dircetly or indirectly, » bounty on the cepert there cautey 
slands, as the price of the Senator from Rhode Island was, not | imported Girectly and in condition as exported therefrom, or otherwise. shall 
based upon the price of sugar in Egypt, as the price of the Senator | pay, in addition to the foregoing rates, a duty equal to such bounty, or s» 
from Rhode Island was, or inany of the islands of the sea, but is Sih unatk otek wade ben eke ue 
the price of sugars in bond in the city of New York, as shown by —— 
tables presented ny soenenees in New York and incorporated by | Mr. WHITE. I call that a sliding scale. 
the Senator from Missouri; and upon these tables (and they are.| Mr. ALLISON. TheSenatorcallsthatasliding scale. In other 
tables from which most of the calculations have been made) I | words, there is an unknown quantity to be ascertained as to this 
have demonstrated, at least to my own satisfaction, that the rate | bounty, and in no event can it anywhere near approach thirty- 
as it is Poa here is a less rate of duty than that in the exist- | eight one-hundredths of a cent a pound; and yet in all these cal- 
ing law. In a good many cases I agree that it is only a fraction tions of differentials we find this scale in our tables, as though 
less, but in every case except one or two it is less, it were an exact mathematical condition with respect to the export 
Mr. CAFFERY. Whatever the prices may be, I wish to ask the | bounty of Germany. 
Senator from Iowa whether by this ascending scale, from 75 de-| Mr. ALLEN. I wish to take the attention of the Senator from 
grees up, the rates are not clearly ascertained. Given the number | Iowa away from differentials for just a moment, and to put what 
of pounds of raw sugar it takes to make a pound of refined sugar | I regard as a very vital question, and that is whether, in the judg- 
and given this ascending scale, is not that a true criterion of the | ment of the Senator from Iowa, it is possible to frame a sugar 
~~ and not variable prices here and there? schedule that will not result in some benefit, direct or indirect, to 
r. ALLISON. I do not argue that question now, because the | the American sugar trust? 
Senate itself has accepted that. It comes here with the experience | Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Kentucky pwd Linpsay] 
and observation of the merchants of New York, and we have | has been trying to do that all day. Asa matter of course, if raw 
adopted it and incorporated it here in our schedule, and therefore | sugar pays as high a — as sugar which has been refined, then 
I do not go beyond that in the suggestions I make. there is no differential for the trust or for any refiner of sugar, 
Mr. President, the question after all is, What is the differential? | whether in a trust or otherwise. As the measure now stands, all 
My answer to that, and if it is not a truthful answer then I am to | sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color pay $1.95 a hundred 
be corrected, is that it is the duty upon 100 pounds of refined sugar | pounds; a are protected by a duty of $1.95 a hundred pounds, 
as compared with the duty upon the number of pounds of raw | and they will all be protected, if the amendment of the Senator 
sugar required to produce 100 pounds of refined sugar. There- | from Kentucky prevails, by a duty of only $1.80 a hundred, or 1.8 
fore it is that on the ascending scale which I have named, sugars | cents per pound, whereas they are now protected under this para- 
that are refined are practically upon an even keel, taking the | graph as it stands by $1.95. 
sugars from 88 or 89 to 97. So the Senator from Kentucky, pro tanto, to the extent of his 
Now, then, we come face to face with the main question, because | amendment, ——— to withdraw what we believe is wise and 
I take it that after all our zeal for the destruction of a trust or | essential— I think the Senator from Nebraska agrees with 
combination, if you please, will not ran so far that we will de- | me in that respect—in order to develop the t industry of beet 
stroy the refining industry in the United States. It has been | sugar in the heart of this continent, which, like the trust, makes 
stated here, and of that I speak only from information and not | refined sugar, which turns out the same class of sugar and throws 
from knowledge, that 70 per cent of the sugars—some have said | it upon the markets. That, I believe, is the true remedy by which 
here in debate that it is only 66 per cent, or two-thirds—that are | the refining of —— and the production of sugar in condition to 
refined is in the control of what is known as the American sugar | be consumed by the people of this country will be given develop- 
trust. Of course, the remainder is refined here and there, inde- | ment in the interior of our country, because until that is done 
ndent of the trust. I do not know how that may be, but I do | and so long as we are importing from the islands and the conti- 
now that it would be the height of: unwisdom for us to transfer | nent 3,500,000,000 es of sugar, in the very nature of things 
to Germany, or to Holland, or to Great Britain, or to our neigh- | that refining will done on the Atlantic Seaboard or on the 
bor on the north, as my colleague [Mr; Gear] suggests to me, the | Pacific. It will be done at the point where the ships that carry 
business of refining four thousand million pounds of sugar. « the raw sugars can find the first harbor and the first place to 
That being true, the question for us to consider here is what is | unload their cargoes into the refineries. 
a fair and proper differential in order to give such protection to| So, being diverted somewhat from the main question, I come 
the business of sugar refining as will keep it in the United States. | back to it again and say to the Senator from Nebraska and the 
In 1883 that differential varied from 75 to 125, and yet we have | Senator from Louisiana that the Senator from Kentucky by his 
heard on this floor to-day that under that high differential such | amendment pro to withdraw 15 cents per hundred pounds 
was the difficulty in refining sugars that there was a practical loss | from the pro on that is now given, so as this bill is con- 
and many refiners went out of business. cerned; to every pound of sugar uced in Nebraska, and prac- 
Mr. GEAR. Let me remind my colleague that the Senator from | tically ev: Nag nced in the State of Louisiana or 
ill 


into 


do 

as Mr. MILLS], who was chairman of the committee that | the State of Californ : 
framed the bill named after him, only proposed to reduce that pro-| Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me just au- 
tection 20 per cent. other question? Saturdaylast the Senator from Kentucky admit- 
Mr. ALLISON. Yes; [am glad to be reminded of that fact. | ted, and I think the on was for the Democratic party, «5 
The Senator from Texas will allow me to interpolate another sug- | he spoke for the Democratic party, that, in his judgment, it is 1m- 
tion right here. I believe that more than half the ee possible to frame a schedule imposing taxes upon from which 

n this contain less rates of duty than were provided in the | the Sugar Refining Company, in consequence of its being a monop- 
bill of 1888, called the Mills bill. But I donot allude to that ex- | oly, would not receive some benefit. I put the same question to 
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Senator from Iowa, who represents his party, for the purpose 
Oe appear, if possible, and as I believe it to be true, that 
it is impossible to frame a tariff schedule upon sugar by which you 
impose any sor om sugar at all from which the trust will not re- 

i me be , 
eer. ALLISON. That question is answered by anins another 
and answering it,if I can. That is, Is it wise for us in the United 
States to turn over to foreign countries the refining of the 4,000,- 
000,000 pounds of sugar which we consume? If it is not wise for 
us to do that, then it is wise for us to give such differential, what- 
ever it may be, as will fairly secure a proper benefit to those who 
do refine sugar. That is my answer to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN, Will the Senator permit me? I do not want to 
interrupt him unnecessarily, but I want my position to be under- 
stood. Ido not wish to legislate any legitimate industry out of 
existence. I want to see the sugar refiners of this country receive 
a legitimate and honest compensation for their work. I want 
them to receive that, however, within the bounds of the law. 
But the question which I submit is whether the sugar trust, so | 
called, or the American Sugar Refining Company, has not such 
an absolute control of the sugar market of the United States and 
the sugar market of the world that it is impossible by a tariff 
schedule to lay a tax upon sugar in any form that will not result 
in some benefit to it over and beyond a legitimate profit on the 
refining? , 

Mr. KLLISON. It is possible that those whoare refining sugar 
now may have some advantages outside the tariff laws, but it 1s per- 
fectly certain that nobody here will continue to refine sugar and 
pay a duty upon raw sugar when sugar can be refined in England 
or in Germany without paying a duty upon the raw sugar from 
which it is made. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will pardon me until I answer 
further. Therefore it is plain to me that unless we put a duty of 
some kind upon refined sugar, as we do upon iron, chicory, and 
the thousand other things that are embraced within these sched- 
ules, the protective idea which we have, whether it be 5 per cent 
or.2 per cent or 1 per cent, is gone, and we might fold our hands 
here and give no protection to any industry in the United States, 
because, except by the barrier that is thrown around the manu- 
facturers in our own country by means of our tariff laws, we can 
not tell how long it will be until everything we produce here will 
be produced elsewhere, where cheaper labor, cheaper capital, and, 
to some extent, more economical conditions in other respects pre- 
vail in to the production of these articles. 

Now, senator asks me impliedly by his question whether I 
believe that any duty is necessary. It is perfectly certain that it 
costs less to esugar in Germany than here. Especially does 
it cost less to refine sugar in Germany when it is refined by a con- 
tinuous process of refining from the raw beet itself. We must 
bear in mind that in this great industrial competition with Ger- 
many we are ogg, Show a people who are omer in all this class 
of manufactures. They have the most intelligent and most ex- 
pert chemists in the world, and they have been able to produce up 





to this time more pounds of sugar to the ton of beets than have 
~~, other people on the globe. 

r. T. May I ask the Senator one question? I did not | 
exactly catch his meaning. 


Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I suppose he admits (if not, I should like to hear 
him deny it) that the whole amount of the export bounty of Ger- 
many or of any other country is imposed as an additional tariff 
tax by this bill upon the imported article when it comes into this 


country. 
Mr. ALLISON. That is, if it comes from Germany. 
Mr. VEST. That is in section 3, on page 195. 
Mr. ALLISON. If it comes from Germany, that is true. 


Mr. VEST. If it comes from any country; I beg the Senator's 


on. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not unless the bounty is paid. 
teen I say that wherever any country pays an export 

unty—— . 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. VEST. On refined sugar or anything else, and it comes 
into this country, then the amount of the bounty imposed in the 
f country is added to the tariff cost at the custom-house in 
the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the net bounty, less the taxes and reduc- 
tions which I have named. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that. Now, I want to ask the Sena- 
tor one other question, so that we shall come toa fair, square issue. 

Mr. ‘ALLISON . Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. What does he say is the amount of export bounty, 
taking out taxes, etc.. granted by Germany? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have already stated that I do not know. Of 
course it can not exceed three-eighths of a cent a pound—thirty- 
sight one-hundredths on refined sugar—nor can it exceed twenty- 
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But it may be very much 





seven one-hundredths upon raw sugar. 
less. 

Mr. VEST. That explains the difference in the calculation 
between the Senator from Iowa and ourselves. We count the 
amount of bounty that Germany pays as a part of the tariff pro- 
tection to the trust in the United States. It is as much a part of 
it as is the 1.95. 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. VEST. 
pounds. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. I will ask the Senator from Louisiana {Mr. Car- 
FERY]| to read an official communication from the Treasury De- 
partment, showing the amount of bounty paid by Germany and 
by France. 

Mr. A LLIS¢ yN. 


How much of it? 
It is within a fraction of 38.4 upon a hundred 


That is an immaterial question for my argu- 


ment. The point I make is that none of that bounty should be 
charged. 

Mr. VEST. It is charged by this law which you put in your- 
selves. 


Mr. ALLISON. The Senator does not gather my point. My 
point is that if this bounty, whether upon raw sugar or refined 
sugar, is paid, and the countervailing duty which we have put on 
here is exacted, it is not a bounty to the trust or to the refiners of 
sugar beyond the difference, whatever that difference may be, be- 
tween raw and refined sugar. 

Mr. VEST. I grant the proposition that the cost of the 
sugar must be deducted 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. VEST. From the cost of the refined sugar. 
that 38.3 should be added. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator agree that twenty-seven one- 
hundredths shall be deducted before the thirty-eight one-hun- 
dredths is put in? 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course, if that is duty paid by the 
trust upon raw sugar, it is put inin our computation. If it is not, 
it ought to be put in. 

Mr. ALLISON. In every table that has been submitted by the 
Senator and his associates they have counted the thirty-eight one- 
hundredths and they have not deducted the twenty-seven one- 
hundredths upon raw sugar. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator's pardon. If they paid in 27 per 
cent upon raw sugar, it was put in the cost of the raw sugar to 
them. Then the full amount was deducted from the cost of the 
refined sugar with the export bounty added to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly; but if sugar is imported from Hol- 
land, refined, or from Great Britain, or from any other country 
that does not pay a bounty—— 

Mr. VEST. Then of course the section does not apply. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not apply. 

Mr. VEST. Of course not. 

Mr. ALLISON. It can not apply in any computation except to 
the extent of the differential between the bounty upon raw sugar 
and refined. Therefore I complain that in all these tables you 
have chad this differential to the refined sugars and have not 
subtracted from it the twenty-seven one-hundredths that come 
from the raw sugar. 

Mr. VEST. We took the prices furnished by the Senator from 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. WHITE. And without objection. 

Mr. VEST. Nothing was said on that side in regard to their 
being incorrect. I take it that in any court of justice or in any 
other tribunal where the opposite side accepts the statement of the 
antagonist logically and fairly and beyond any sort of question, 
that ought to close that branch of the case. 

Mr. ALLISON. A just court would take the whole statement, 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from California will pardon me 
just a moment, the Senator from Rhode Island stated that in his 
computation he did not include the bounty provided for in the 
existing law and the countervailing duty nor the bounty and 
countervailing duty in this act. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Iowa inform me whether 
it is not his judgment that fully 65 per cent of the sugars used by 
the manufacturers of this country come from places which impose 
no export bounty at all—cane sugars, in other words? 

Mr. ALLISON. That may be. I do not regard that as a mat- 
ter of moment. 

Mr. WHITE. Now, will the Senator permit me to ask another 
queStion? If I understand the table which the Senator from Iowa 
has just presented, it has heretofore never seen the light in the 
Senate. The table submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island 
was presented on behalf of the committee, printed with his open- 
ing statement made for the committee, and never questioned until 
to-day. Is it not, therefore, a case not where a pleading has been 
amended, but where a new cause of action is attempted to be sus- 
tained? , 
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Mr. ALLISON. 
not suppose I am. 

Mr. SPOONER. The question is whether it is right or not. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam, as a Senator, dealing with the tariff bill; 
trying to deal justly and wisely, so far as I can, with every inter- 
est embraced within the bill. I am neither trying a lawsuit 
against the Senator from California nor the Senator from Missouri, 
nor do [ want them to try a lawsuit against me. Whatever be- 
comes of any or all of us, the bill will judged, when it finally 
becomes a law, by what there is contained in itas respects the great 
interests of our country, whether they be the consuming interests 
or the industrial interests of our country. 

Mr. President, I have detained the Senate longer than I desired. 
I shall be glad to have a vote upon the amendment proposed by 


the Senator from mace i 5 ala tas seadraem 
and as Secretary r a 


We are not trying a case here—at least I do 


Mr. CAFFERY. I sen » 
communication fixing the differential. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


TREASTRY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., May 21, 1897. 
ly to your letter of the 17th instant, I have to state that the 
by Germany and France, respectively, on exported sugars are 


Sire: In 
bounties 
as follows: 


GERMANY. 


1, On raw sugar at least 90 per cent, and on refined sugar under 9 per cent 
and at least 90 per cent, 2.50 marks per 100 kilograms. (Very nearly equiva- 
lent to 27 cents per 100 pounds. ) 

2. On candy and sugar in white, hard loaves, blocks, etc., at least 99} per 
font, 9! marks per 100 kilograms. (Very nearly equivalent to 38.4 cents per 

pounds, ) 


3. On all other sugars at least 98 per cent, 3 marks per 100 kilograms. 
(Very nearly equivalent to 32.4 cents oe 100 pounds. ) - 
PRANCE. 


1. On raw sugar in grains or small crystals of the minimum test of 98 per 
cent, for all beet-root sugars, or of 07 per cent for colonial sugar(as determined 
before the reduction the loss by eotaiog) 4 francs per 100 kilograms of 
refined sugar. (Very nearly equivalent to hirty-five ten-thousandths of 1 
cent for each pound and degree <7 tion. ) 

2. On raw sugars of the standard of 65 to 98 per cent for beet-root 5 rs, 
or 6 to 97 for nch colonial sugar, 3.50 francs per 100 kilograms of refined 
oe. (Ve = ly thirty-one ten-thousandths of 1 cent per pound and de- 
gree mm.) 

3. Candies, and refined loaf or crush, hard, and dry sugars, polarizing not 
less a) 99.75, 4.50 francs per 100 kilograms. (Very nearly 3.9 cents per 

und. 
nt Refined sugars, in igreinn and crystals, at a minimum standard of 98 per 
cent, 4 franes per 100 kilograms. (Very nearly 3.5 cents pat penne.) 

5 ‘Bastards, 4.50 francs per 100 kilograms of refined. (Thirty-nine ten- 
thousandths of 1 cent per pound and degree of polarization. ) 


Respectful] ours, 
we W. B. HOWELL, Assistant Secretary. 
Hon. D. Carrgery, United States Senate. 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, the very fact that the Senator 
from Iowa has seen = to introduce a schedule based upon 
different prices from the prices on which the Senator from Rhode 
Island based his calculations shows the intricacies of this ques- 
tion. I should like to know how it is and why it is that the Sen- 
ator from Iowa at tiis late day undertakes to alter the prices upon 
which the Senator from Rhode Island made his calculations. 

There is one thing that arises from these schedules outside of 
any prices whatever. Given the percentage of duty at a certain 
degree, given the number of pounds of raw s at that degree it 
takes to make a pound of refined, whatever differential there is 
between the duty on the raw and the duty on the refined is abso- 
lutely certain. You need not go to prices to ascertain it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Did I state otherwise? 

Mr. CAFFERY. But you have introduced anew factor. You 
have introduced different prices, by which you attempt to disturb 
the conclusions of the Senator from Rhode Island. Now, just 
look at this schedule. No one can contend that there is not a dif- 
ferential here, a very large differential, wholly beside the question 
of price. At 96 the differential is 24.76-cents. That is a clean 
quarter of a cent by the calculation based upon the number of 
pounds of raw sugar it takes to make a pound of refined sugar 
and applying the respective duties to eac 

Out of that position it is impossible for the Senator from Iowa 
to get, and out of this differential it is impossible for anybody to 

. Here isa differential of a quarter of a cent at that degree 

saccharine strength which the trust makes its sugar out of. 
Without any sort of attention to the 38 or any attention to prices, 
here is a mathematical demonstration of the amount of protec- 
tion they get upon the class of sugar out of which they make 
theirs. It runs all the =e See h. At 100 they havea clean 
20 per cent under this eren and so on down they enjoy 
greater protection as you descend in the scale of saccharine 


Mr. President, it is said that we must not injure the refining 
‘Industry. Has the Senator from Iowa shown how or where, in 
what the industry of the sugar trust would 
upon an equality, 
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giving it so far as duty is concerned the price it gets, the pro... 
tion upon the refined and the price it. pays on the ome _ 

The Senator from Lowa states that it costs more money to refi;,. 
sugar in the United States than in Germany. ere does he vot 
the facts upon which he predicates that statement? How does }\- 
arrive at his figures? We have been juggling with figures a ¢-...,; 
deal. We had a certain set of figures to predicate a stateme,; .,,, 
at one period which was thrown aside at another. We hay.» 
statement made of the comparative cost of making sugar in (;... 
many and in the United States, but I should like to see some {.,..- 
on that point before I could cr the statement of the Sena;:., 
from Iowa as absolute truth. know he thinks that it is tr), 
but there is not that degree of certainty about the statement... 
any other statement in regard to this schedule, which would :; 
— conviction to the ordinary mind. 

ow does that statement compare with the statement of \1;. 
Havemeyer, that give him raw sugar and he could beat ¢)5 
world? How does it square with the fact that the German ro- 
finers are a lot of refiners? They refine in small suar- 
houses. They turn out small quantities of sugar, it is true, 1 a 
process different from that which the s trustuses. But juilg- 
ing from the ordinary result of large plants, large outputs, ¢:),- 
paring the enormous amount of s the sugar trust makes 
with any concern in Germany, the inference to be drawn is t}\,: 
the German refiner makes his sugar at a much higher cost than 
the American refiner. 

And besides, Mr. President, that sugar is not of the value of 
the sugar of the American Refining Company. It is about three- 
eights of a cent lower, as was stated by the Senator from K:n- 
tucky [Mr. Livpsay]. Not only have we here positive, unequiy- 
ocal testimony that the sugar trust makes its sugar cheaper than 
anyone else in the world, but that they defy competition. 

Mr. GEAR. May I interrupt the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr.GEAR. The German sugar refiner does not refine his sugar; 
he washes it. 

Mr. CAFFERY. What do you call it refined sugar for? 

Mr. GEAR. It is the common name, but as a matter of fact ho 
does not refine it in the sense that American sugar is refined. It 
is simply washed sugar. If the Senator will take the samples the 
Senator from Arkansas has and place them before him, he will 
see the difference at once. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I understand the process by which the Ger- 
mans make sugar. It is called a carbonatation process, which is 
used for the p of refining it. 

Mr. GEAR. e Senator from Connecticut has just called my 
attention to what I forgot to mention. Oneis the melting prov- 
ess and the other is simply washing thro water, and they are 
worth about one-eighth of a cent below. y are quoted in New 
York at er below. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Are you certain about their being only one- 

ighth below? 
. GEAR. That is about the difference. They vary. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I have heard it very frequently stated by 
oe who knew that there was from a quarter to three-eighths 

erence, 


Mr.GEAR. You can take Willett & Gray's circular and figure 


it up. 
Mr. CAFFERY. But, however that may be, the German sugar 
is made ont of the juice of the beet. t juice is boiled; the 
is eva ted. After it is boiled to the point of crystalliza- 
placed in the centrif It is there subjected to a 
kind of a chemical process that Germans call carbonatation. 
It comes out of the centrifugals, and it is called the ordinary 
marks German granulated sugar. The sugar trust takes its com- 
mon sugar, puts water to it, melts it in vast quantities, all hand!«/ 
by Seomhaen y. The sugars are boiled but a trifle. They are 
passed after that process through the bone black. That extracts 
all the impurities and colors the sugar; and that is the end of the 


process. 

What is the great difference in the cost? Ican not see it. The 
Germans have to handle the beet; they have to boil the juice; they 
have to evaporate the water out of the juice, It a vast 

t of to do it. Juice that 5, 6, or 7 per cent 
the clarifiers 


oe. He puts 
it, boils it down 
ess, for 

black, 
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ition. They have said so, and it does not standin 
and doty omer to deny their statement. 

Mr. President, this sugar trust does not come with clean hands 
beforetheSenate of the United States. It hassmothered testimony. 
Nobody can investigate it. It refused to give the proper informa- 
tion to the census officials. It tyrannizes and oppresses all over 
the land. Everywhere you feel the baneful effects of the sugar 
trust. It crushes the producer, it boycotts the purchaser, and it 
invades the Senate; it places its blighting hand upon legislation, 
and wherever it goes the sugar trust blasts and shrivels and palls. 
It ought to be put out of legislation. ; 

I do not say that to do any injury, Mr. President. I would not 
injure any institution. But when the evidence comes direct from 
the mouth of the sugar trust that it needs no protection, not a 
weak, puling, ee infant, but a great giant industry that 
controls the markets of the world and imposes whatever price it 
pleases upon its product, I want to know if that sort of an insti- 
tution, with its character, with its antecedents, can come before 
the Senate of the United States and set up a cry for aid. 

The Senator from Iowa resented with some indignation the 
schedules that we adopted, but I listened attentively to hear one 
single word where he contradicted them. The-essential point in 
these schedules is in the differential between the amount of raw 
sugar it takes to make a pound of refined sugar and the refined 
sugar, and here it is without any regard to the price of either, and 
without any regard to the differential, and itis a quarter of a cent 


d. 
. M r. President, this is, in my opinion, an apt illustration of the 
evils of this whole system. ere is this great giant industry, this 
sugar trust, which has been the cause of scandal and contumely 
heaped upon the Senate and the other House, too, and why? Is 
it doing any more than the ordinary protected industry? Is it not 
a disreputable scandal that these great institutions should come 
ool a legislation in their behalf, and when they get too mon- 
strously large, when they get to be a stenca in the nostrils of the 
people, then scandal is in their wake and attends on their impor- 
tunate demands? The whole system is rotten; the whole principle 
is wrong. 

Go to the tariff hearin importunate beggars clamoring for 
aid in every direction. here is no period when the clamor will 
ever cease; there is no point where the demand will stop—constant 
demands, constant importunities to be allowed to make a living at 
the expense of the people of the United States. 

Who pays this sugar trust but the consumer? Who foots up 
all these enormous gains but the poor man, the rich man, and 
every consumer of sugar in the United States? So it is all along 
the line of these protected industries. There was a time when 
protection was less intense and acute than it is now; there was a 
time when it was thought the infant could walk after being cod- 
dled and assisted with jumping horses and various artificial de- 
vices— and tricycles and all other powers of locomotion 
used in of this little toddling infant. 

I submit that the time has about arrived when the sugar trust 
is big enough to walk alone. It does not need your aid. It has 
said so, and you can not deny the truth of that statement. It not 
only does not want your aid, but it says, ‘‘ We can beat the world.” 
“‘ Suppose,” said the questioner to Mr. Havemeyer, ‘‘ you had raw 
sugar free; what then would be your condition?” ‘‘ We can beat 
the world,” or ‘‘ We can beat them all,” or words to that effect. 
Now, I submit to the Senators on the other side whether or not 
this great infant, which bestrides the earth like a colossus, comes 
within the tender mercies of the humane principle of protection. 

The Senator from Massachusetts evidently had some doubts as 
to the correctness of these schedules or he would not have offered 
the amendment which he did. He went away back into the early 
history of sugar schedules, and he quoted the Earl of Chatham, I 
believe, who himself in his day and generation was very much 
perplexed as to how to regulate a sugar schedule; and from that 
time on, the Senator said, this question of sugar has been a ques- 
tion which has troubled the legislator in so far as regulating duties 
upon it is concerned. It is certainly a troublesome matter now; 
and the only great trouble about the whole thing is that the sugar 
trust demands in its behalf, in order that its monopoly may never 
be disturbed, such an amount of tariff as to off perpetually 
all kinds of competition. That is all it wants. It has oa y a dis- 
tant fear now, but it is going to take the protection and keep compe- 
tition outas a kind of safeguard. Althoughit said as early as 1880 
that it did not want protection, thes trust think it is a handy 
nae. to have aroun _ ~ and that it can use it haar some 

comes here with a consignment of sugar and tries 

to sell it to the American people. The trust wants the privilege 

open a nim ont ond eharging the people just what it pleases 
e product. 

Theré are several points in this schedule which have given me 
concern. I have never known or understood from the statement 
of the Senator from Rhode Island how, when there was 88 per 
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cent of sugar in the test that he took, he could only make 81 
pounds of sugar out of it. That has bothered me and troubled 
me, and I want to elucidate that point. I send to the Secretary's 
desk a letter addressed to me on this subject by Mr. Calvin Tom- 
kins, of this city, chairman of the Reform Club, and ask to have 
it read. 

Mr. BERRY. I suggest, as if is getting late, that the Senator 
have the letter printed in the Recorp without its being read. 
Mr. CAFFERY. Very well. I will ask to the lett 

printed in the Recorp. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, it will be so 
ordered, The Chair hears none. 
The letter referred to is as follows: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 14, 
DEAR Sir: The duties in the amended Senate schedule being entirely 


re 


er 


have 


cific, it is plainly evident that the amount of “ protection’ given to the sugar 
trust is to be determined by the number of pounds of raw sugar required to 
make 100 poundsof refined. Senator ALDRICH hasstated specifically that the 
first Senate schedule was based upon the allowances for drawbacks made by 


the Treasury Department, and it is evident from all the calculations made by 
the advocates of the amended schedule that it a! »same basis. It 
therefore becomes necessary toexamine into the accuracy of the figures upon 
which these calculations depend. Senator ALDRICH stated in his speech of 
May 25: 

‘** As a basis for the calculation of the number of pounds of sugar of each 
polariscopic test required to make 100 pounds of refined sugar, I have taken 
the statement of the Treasury Department promulgated June 25, 1896, De- 
partment Circular No. 102. I assume there will be no question as toits accu 
racy. The computations have been confirmed by various statements fur- 
nished by the appraiser's office in New York 

“ For illustration, I will take an analysis of sugar testing 88 degrees, made 
by the chemist in charge of the sugar laboratory in New York 


© rests upon the 


This sugar 


contained seventy-four one-hundredths of 1 per cent of ash, 4.13 per cent of 
invert sugar, and an out-turn of $1.85 percent of crystallizable sugar. Of this 
sugar it would take 122.17 pounds to make 100 pounds of refined sugar. The 


Treasury estimate is 122.41 for thistest. It will be noticed that this sugar con- 
tained 4.15 per cent of invert sugar. This invert sugar becomes sirup in the 
process of refining, and is worth from one-half to three-fourths of a cent per 
pound. The result in this case would probably be a fair estimate of the aver- 
age result of the value of the residuum of invert sugar contained in all cane 
sugars testing in the neighborhood of 89 degrees. Tle value of this sirup 
would not appreciably affect differentials.” 

This statement is lacking in several particulars. It leaves unaccounted 
for 615 pounds of — sugar. If his sample tested & degrees, it con 
tained & per cent of crystallizable sugar. He says that it yielded $1.85 per 
cent. Where is the remaining 6.15 per cent? The invert sugar is not a part 
of this, because invert sugar does not materially affect a polariscope. As a 
matter of fact, 3.70 of the 6.15 per cent is held in chemical combination with 
the 0.74 per cent of ash or salts. The most of this 6.15 per cent is in practice 
either made intocrystallizable sugar, or, with the invert sugar, into low-grade 
sugarsandsirups. Here, then, is 6.15 per cent of crystallizable and 4.13 per cent 
of invert sugar, every bit of which is worked into valuable product, and a 
great part of which is, in practice, made into refined sugar almost as valuable 
as granulated. We do not agree with Mr. ALDRICH that these products are 
unimportant and do “not appreciably affect differentials." Mr. ALDRICH, 
in fact, ignores 10.28 pounds for every 81.85 pounds of product for which he 
accounts. 

In this one item alone may be concealed a greater amount of protection to 
sugar refiners than many protection Senators would be willing to grant 

Recurring to the basis of the pending schedule, the absurdity of the figures 
is evidenced by the regular market quotations fer raw and refined sugars. 
According to the figures upon which the present schedule claims to be based, 
the Treasury Department drawback allowance, it shonld take 120.54 pounds 
of raw sugar testing 89 degrees to make 100 pounds of refined. This sugar, 
according to the statement of General Appraiser Sharretts, is now wortn 31.90 
per 100 pounds. If it actually took 120.54 pounds to make 100 pounds of gran 
ulated, the cost of the raw material alone from which to make 100 pounds of 
refined sugar would be $2.29; while, according to the same autherity. the 
actual market price of the refined granulated at this price was $2.00. Mani- 
festly. therefore, the 100 pounds of refined must.have been made from con 
siderably less than 120.54 pounds of raw sugar. We were at that time import- 
ing large quantities of raw beet sugar from Germany, when we might, 
according to prices quoted above, just as well have been importing refined 
sugar at the same price. 


This isa reductio ad absurdum of the most glaring kind. It reaches con 
clusions which are directly opposed to both facts and common sense 

In view of the above presentation of what we believe to be the facts, on be 
half of the tariff-reform committee of the Reform Club I would request you 
to renew your challenge to the supporters of the proposed sugar tariff. We 
are convinced that there are gross errors inthe basis of their calculations, 
as partially indicated above, and that there is a very great amount of pro- 
tection concealed therein in addition to that avowedly given 

In view of the magnitude of the public and private interests at stake in 
this matter, surely there should be no question as to the fundamental facts 


on which the discussion rests. 
Yours, truly, 
CALVIN TOMKINS, Chairman 
Hon. DonELsoN CAFPERY, 
Onited States Senate, 
EXECUTIVE 
Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 
Mr. ALLISON. Has the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Capr- 
FERY] concluded his remarks? 
Mr. VEST. I think so. 
Mr. CAFFERY. Yes; I have concluded. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 22 


Washington, D. C 


SESSION. 


minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
June 15, 1897, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 14, 1897. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 


John F. Goa, of Washington, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Kanagawa, Japan. 


POSTMASTERS,. 


A. L, Thompson, to be postmaster at Springdale, in the county 
of Washington and State of Arkansas. 

Orrin H. Jones, to be postmaster at Wilmington, in the county 
of Windham and State of Vermont. 

Aaron Brining, to be postmaster at Versailles, in the county of 
Darke and State of Ohio. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpbay, June 14, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEn. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved, 
SETTLERS IN GREER COUNTY, OKLA. 


Mr, LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

esent consideration of the bill (H. R. 3351) for the relief of set- 

ers in Greer County, Okla. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BAILEY. I reserve the right to object until we can heara 
statement. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well. The act of January 18, 1897, gave to 
these settlers in Greer County, Okla., formerly Greer County, 
Tex., six months within which to file and prove up their various 
claims before the register and receiver of the Mangum land office. 
The retiring President, Mr. Cleveland, did not appoint a register 
and receiver for that new office, President McKinley has ap- 
pointed those officials, and they are about ey to take aoe of 
the office, which will be opened about the ist of July. This, how- 
ever, will only allow about eighteen days for these claimants, 
numbering over 3,000, to file and prove up their claims. 

Secretary Bliss, on the 19th of May, sent to the House and the 
Senate a request for the passage of an act extending the time. 
The bill which I now desire to call up was introduced by the gen- 
tleman from Colorado [Mr. BELL], a former member of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
be disposed of now. It wili only give to these settlers the length 
of time o: ee by the act of the Fifty-fourth Congress. 

a oe KER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the ? 

Mr. GAINES. Has any committee reported on this? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I object. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Puatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment joint 
resolution (H. Res. 64) relating to the payment of salaries in the 
consular service. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House to Senate concurrent resolution request- 
ing the Secretary of War to furnish such information as he may 
have with reference to the present condition of the harbor of 
Cumberland Sound, etc. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature toenrolled joint reso- 
lution of the following title: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 64) relating to the payment of salaries 
in the consular service. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McMILLIN. 
that there may be consideration of bills from committees under 
clause 6 of Rule XXIV. 

Mr. PAYNE, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Payns, there 
were—ayes 77, noes 74. 

Mr. BAILEY. Tellers! 

Mr. SULZER. Yeas and nays! 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 88, nays 79, an- 
swered ‘‘ present” 15, not voting 171; as follows: 


Codding, 
mnell, 
Cousins, 
Curtis, Iowa 
Ou Kans. 


Barrows, 
Bartholat, 
Belford, 
Bingham, 
Bishop, 
Bo: 


OZ, 
Brewster, 


Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order, so” 


Brantley, 
Broussard, 
Brundidge, 


. 


Chicke 
Clarke, N. i. 


Snover, 


NAYS—79. 


De Graffenreid, 
De Vries, 


Lanham, 
Latimer, 


ANSWERED ‘“ PRESENT "’—15. 


Cooper, Wis. 
Dinsmore, 
Gain 

Jones, Wash. 


Lewis, Ga. 
Le 


NOT VOTING—171, 


Dingley, 
Dears, 
Dolliver, 
Dorr, 
Elliott, 
Ermentrout, 
Faris, 


Fenton, 

Fitegers 1d 
ra. * 

Fitzpatrick, 


Foote, 
Fowler, N. C. 
Fowler, N. J. 


Gardner, 
Gillet, N.Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Grosvenor, 
row, 
Hager, 
Harmer, 
Hartman, 
Hay, 
Heatwole, 
Hemenway, 
Beaty: In 


Kulp” 
P. 
Landis, 


Lentz, * 


Minor, 
Mitchell, 
Mudd, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Odell 


Packer, 
Parker, N. J. 
Pearson, 


Perkins, 
Pitney, 
Powers, 


Quis 
Raye 
Reeves, 
Rixey, 
Rol 


Ro! 
Robertson, La. 


So the motion to adjourn was agreed to. 


The following pairs 


Until further notice: 
Mr. HEMENWAY with Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana. 
Mr. LANDIS with Mr. CRAWFORD. 
Mr. Kup with Mr. STALLINGS. 

Mr. Davipson of Wisconsin with Mr. Howarp of Georgia. 
Mr. StropeE with Mr. Hay. 


Mr. 


UIGG with Mr. BLAND. 


were announced: 


. HULL with Mr. DockEry. 
Mr. Mryor with Mr. SPARKMAN 


. McCann with Mr. Jones of Virgi 


nia. 


Southard. 
Spalding, 


Sperry, 
Stowsrt, N. J. 
Stewart, Wis, 
Stone, ©. w, 
Stone, W. A, 
Sulloway, 

whey, 
Tongue, 
Updegraf, 

arner, 
Wilson, N. Y, 
Wright, 
Yost. 


Richardson, 
inson, [ 
Sayers, m Ind, 


Stephens, Te 
Stokes, - 
Strowd, N. o, 
Sutherland, 
Tate. 


ate, 
Vandiver, 
Vincent, 
Wheeler, Ky, 
Williams, Misg, 
Young, Va. 


Sulzer, 
Weaver, 
Wheeler, Ala. 


Sauerhering, 
Shafroth, 
Shelden, 
Sherman, 
Showalter, 
Simpson, 
Slayden, 
Smith, il. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 


Sturtevant, 
Sullivan, 
Swanson, 
Ibert, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Taylor, Ala. 
gerry: 
Todd, 
Underwood, 
Van Voorhis, 
Vehslage, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, Mass. 
Walker, Va. 
Wanger, 
Wert nouth 
eymouth, 
White. Il. 
White, N. C 
Wilber, 
Williams, Pa. 
Wilson, 8. C. 
Young, Pa. 
Zenor. 


. Youne of lvania with Mr. BENTON. 


BELKNAP with 


Faris with Mr. ZENo: 


Henry of Indiana 


. MAGUIRE. 


. DANFORD with Mr. Terry. 


R. 
with Mr. Mrers of Indiana. 











Mr. Powers with Mr. Garnes, 

Mr. Dorr with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. Parker of New Jersey with Mr. ELiiortr. 
Mr. Hooker with Mr. Catcuinas. 

Mr. SpraGve with Mr. De Armonp. 

. Surra of Illinois with Mr. LittLe. 

Mr. HeaTWoOLe with Mr. Dinsmore. 

. McCiLeary with Mr. TaLBerrt. 

. Mrrcney with Mr. TayLor of Alabama, 
. OTJEN with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. Hopxins with Mr. McALEER. 

. REEVES with Mr. BALL. 

. FiscHer with Mr. CuMMINGs. 

. BELDEN with Mr. SULZER. 

. LOVERING with Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, 
. McEwAN with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 

. SrropE with Mr. ALLEN. 

. Joy with Mr. MARSHALL. 

. DINGLEY with Mr. Swanson. 

. Brosius with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 

. Lacey with Mr. McRae. 

. Prrngy with Mr. CARMACK. 

. Kerr with Mr. Ross. 

. BrumM with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. Hicks with Mr. OTEy. 

Mr. StevENs of Minnesota with Mr. Jones of Washington. 

Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. Kina, 

Mr. Perkins with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

Mr. BarHAM with Mr. FirzGERALD. 

Mr. Mitts with Mr. SULLIVAN. 

Mr. SAUERHERING with Mr. Srrair. 

Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. BRADLEY. 

Mr. Wa. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. BRUCKER. 

Mr. AcHESON with Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 

For this day: 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. STARK. 

Mr. Harmer with Mr. Jerr. 

Mr. OpELL with Mr. FirzPaTRick. 

Mr. GRosvENoR with Mr. RIxeEy. 

Mr. Barney with Mr. Topp. 

Mr. Marsu with Mr. Cooney. 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. 
Puan, although I did not hear the pair announced. I have cast 
my vote in negative, but now wish to withdraw it and be 
recorded ‘ +.” 

Mr. KING. Iam aoe with the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire, Mr. CLARKE. I voted ‘‘ no,” but desire to withdraw my vote 
and be recorded ‘‘ present.” 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I find that the gen- 
tleman with whom I have been paired is not present. I will there- 
fore withdraw my vote and ask to be recorded as “ present.” 

Mr RKE. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague, Mr. 
SLAYDEN, be granted leave of absence for the week, on account of 


a \ 
eSPEAKER. Without objection, the request will be granted. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. CATCHIN: I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am 
paired with the gentleman from New York, Mr. Hooker. 
Mr. McCU LLOCH, Mr. Spefiker, I desire to vote. 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening 
when his name should have been called? 
= I can not say whether I was listening or 
n 


The SPEAKER. Then it is impossible for the Chair to enter- 


tain the request. 
Mr. M JH. Inoticed that the Chair did not put the 
question in that form to other gentlemen. 
The SPEAKER. If the Chair did not do so, it was because of 


inadvertence. He puts the question to the gentleman from Ar- 


Mr. McCULLOCH. During the roll call I was writing a part 
of the time and conversing at other times. I intended to listen, 
but I missed my chance to answer by just one name. I can not 
- — I was listening at the moment my name was called 

n 


The SPEAKER. The statement of the tleman scarcely 
brings him within the ruling, and his vote amaet be received. 
.GAINES. I have voted “no” on this question, but I am 
_— with the gentleman from Vermont, Judge Powers, and 

‘ore ‘ 


Mr. LACEY. Iam paired on all political questions with the 
gentomas from Arkansas, Mr. McRar. This seems to be a polit- 

question and therefore I desire to withdraw my vote. 
McCALL. Iam paired with the a rom Virginia, 
political questions, I voted, I should vote 


FF 
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Mr. BRUCKER. Iam paired with the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, Mr. WM. ALDEN Smiru. I have voted ‘‘ no,” but wish te 
withdraw my vote and be marked “ present.” 

LEAVE 


OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Topp, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Davis, for one week, on account of important business. 
The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was announced 
as above recorded; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 45 minutes 
». m.), the House adjourned, pursuant to its standing order, until 
hursday next, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of a survey of Erie Harbor, 
Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a copy 
of a letter from Maj. C. C. Sniffen, paymaster, United States 
Army, and recommending that a duplicate check be issued in favor 
of Charles C, Ely—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Bayou Teche from St. Martinsville to Port Barre, La.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, making certain rec- 
ommendations in regard to the admission of Chinese into the United 
States to attend the Omaha Exposition—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, recommending leg- 
islation to provide immediate funds for construction of works for 
ye rary the eastern beach of United States land at Sandy Hook, 

. J.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a copy of a 
letter to the chairman of the Senate Committee on Appropriations 
relating to legislation desired by the Department affecting the pay 
of certain officers thereof—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a copy of a 
letter to the chairman of the Senate Committee on Appropriations 
relating to the pay of certain officers—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, 
INTRODUOED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3461) for the erection of a 
monument to the memory of the women who during the rebel- 
lion attended and nursed the sick and dying soldiers of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MAXWELL: A bill (H. R. 3462) to amend an act to 
provide for the adjudication and payment of claims arising from 
Indian depredations, approved March 3, 1891—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A resolution (House Res. No. 57) to 
pay funeral expenses and six months’ pay to widow of Edwin 
Giddings, late conductor of elevator in House of Representatives— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: A memorial of the legislature of the 
State of Pennsylvania, asking the reappointment and retirement of 
General Gregg, late United States Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr BELL: A bill (H. R. 3463) for the relief of William L. 
McClure—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3464) granting a 
pension to John P. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 3465) granting a pension 
to Ida Wiederhold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 3466) for the relief of Martha A, 
Murphy—to the Committee on War Claims, 


PUBLIC AND MEMORIALS 
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By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 3467) for the relief of William 
Ogden, Shamokin, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8468) to remove the charge of desertion from 
ie military record of Milton McPherson, of Northumberland, 

a.—to the Committee on oR Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 3469) granting a pension to 
George M. Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3470) granting a pension to George W. Scott, 
jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 3471) restoring the pension of Mahala A. 
Dahlman, formerly Brumley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. RB. 8472) for the relief of Mary 
Isabella Krebbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 3473) for the re- 
lief of certain employeesof the United States mint at New Orleans, 
La.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3474) granting an increase 
of pension to James 8. Wiggin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SETTLE: A bill (H. R. 3475) to relieve John W. 
Barnes of the charge 2 desertion —to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. SIMPKINS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8476) for the 
— of Andrew Morse, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons 

4 Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 3477) to correct the 
aay record of Wesley B. Coon—to the Committee on Military 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8478) to correct the military record of Henry 
—to the Committee on Military po. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 3479) to pension Orilla 
Chadwick, widow of John Henry Ohadwick—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8480) to pension James Ross Johnson—to the 

ittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HH. R. 8481) to increase the pension of Wilson W. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8482) to correct the military record of Wayne 
Mapes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE (by request): A bill (H. RB. 3483) 
granting @ pe a pension to John W. Smoot—to the Committee on In- 


———_—— 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, = following {og and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolution passed by the select and common 
council of the city of Philadelphia, adopted June 10, 1897, urging 
the immediate passage of the tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

st Mr. BELFORD: Petition of citizens of Queens County, 

, remonstrating the increased tax on beer— 
. the Committee on ys and 


By Mr. BINGHAM: Stadiations of the Grocers and Importers’ 
Exchange of ae Pa., recommending the enactment of 
ee ee bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, aeaetnnesines Dneiies seaenenen aaenteel the See 
Philadelphia, Pa., a_—e immediate passage of the tariff 
to the Committee ays and Means. 

By Mr. BULA: Petition of citizens of Providence, R. L., fora 

restriction of immigration—to the Committee on In- 


more rigid 
tion and Naturalization. 
“—. DALZELL: Resolutions of Local Union No. 131, Jour- 
Tailors’ Union of os in favor of li tourists to 


worth of for exemption from duty—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 
Also, resolution 


of the select and conimon council of the city of 


Committee ays 
By Mr. DOVENER: Petitions of E. B. Criss and 57 other citi- 
zens of Mount Union; Thomas Leyland and 68 others, of Twilight; 
J. L. MeCoy and 52 others, of Palmer; N. W. Robinson 18 
others, of Burton; T. T, Bonar and 51 others, of Marshall County, 
in the State of West amore rigid restriction 


J Aine, ——_ = the ar ge and aeons Exchane: 
iladelphia, Pa.. favoring the passage of the Torrey bankr i), 
bill—to the Committee fms Judiciary ee 

Also, protest of the W. H. Keen 7 of Philadelphia. ] 
and other dealers in refined sugar, against increased prot. 
upon refined sugar, and petition for amendment of the 5) 
schedule so as to admit sugar (yellow refined) not over \.,_ 
Dutch standard—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Wine and it Association of Clevel)),| 
Ohio, asking for the passage of the law recommended by t}), 
retary of the Treasury relative to tax on distilled spirits, «t.. 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Winter Wheat Millers’ League, pax ed ' 
St. Louis convention May 19 and 20, 1897, asking that burl.a, 
lap bags, and bolting cloth be left on the free list—to the 5 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, er aes of Frederick Mead & Co. and other tea dea 
in New York City, in favor of a specific duty on tea—to the ( 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of B. J. Hoffacker, of San Francisco, (al... »;)- 
testing against the abrogation of the Hawaiian treaty in the mat 
ter of beet sugar—to the Commitiee.on Foreign A ffairs. 

Also, memorial of the American Chamber of Commerce at Pa) 
addressed to the Congress of the United States, asking for a 
by the United States in the matter of the coming Paris Deies 
tion, ete.—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

7 Mr. GROUT: Petition of W. H. Green and 213 other citizens 

ontpelier, Vt., in favor of a law to further restrict immniiy).. 
on as the Committee on Im and Naturalization 

Also, resolution adopted Parley Winter Wheat Millers’ Lea 
requesting that burlaps and ee be left on the free list. as 
oer are at the present time—to the Committee on Ways aiid 

eans. 

Also, memorials of Mrs. L. D. Dyer, president of the Addi. 
County Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Salisbury. \'¢., 
and Mrs. Mary B. Cockle, of § » president of t! 
Bennington County Woman's Christian Temperance Dnion, to 
forbid the transmission of gambi messages by telegraph—tv 
Committee on Interstate and F Commerce 

Also, petitions of C. 8. Hall and 78 other citizens of Randolp! 
Orange County, Vt., requesting that the free delivery of al) 1: ‘il 
matter be extended to every ce in the settled portions of 
the country, with free ion of letters—to the Committee on 
the and Post-Roads. 

Also, es Mrs. L. D. Dyer, of Salisbury, Vt.; Mrs. E M. 
Denny, of Montpelier, Vt.; Mrs. E. Davidson and Miss Ca: 
rie E. Lowe, of Newfane, Vt., ae ge of Se 
bill No. 1187, prohibiting kinetoscope aeibetions of — 0 
—— the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARMER: Petition of Alexander Duguay, of Frank- 
7 ey Pa., for a pension—to the Commit- 
Angeles Connty. Cal. oo Mot the Hawaiion 
ngeles Coun al., urgin e abrogation of the Hawaiian 
treaty—to the scndiices Affairs. 


By Mr. JOY: Paper to 2 aecempesy House bill for the relief of 
ey Me A. ee Committee on War Claims. 
Petition of W. eee Burros, and other 
citiens ae the Fourteenth Congressional district, State of ©). 
relating to the tariff Sees more protection in tl 
interest of ee ee the € on Ways and Meus 
By Mr. KU Petitions of George W. Metz and 53 others. «| 
mee Long and tn others, citi citizens of ee Pa., 
a more restriction of immigration—to icemittes on 
Many. L-ACHEE: Sapirs-t0-couiagiilig, Mies tai 
. : y granting 
pension to George M. —to the Committee on Invalid + > 


m 


Also, papers to accompany Honse bill granting a pension to 
Mahala A. Dahlman—to the Committee on Tnvalid Pensions. 
Also, ee Scott, of Hidon, lowa- 


on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. LOUD: Petition of merchants of San Francisco, ‘' . 
— bill should take effect—to the 


to the time when 
ttee on Ways and Means. 
——— resolution of of the Council of Labor of Los Angeles Coun‘) 
Cal., relative of the Hawaiian treaty—to the 


Mr. state Sl House bill for the relict 
e ‘or the relie 
of aatienaniiianan Invalid Pensions. 

. OLMSTED: ene 2. Seesenene other citizens 

ee of Steelton, Danphin 

of rr to further restrict 

on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of James Dotson and 63 other 











e late war, praying for the enactment of a law equal- 
i choca of Ne the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SNOVER: Petition of William Canham and 100 other 


iti St. Clair County, Mich., asking for the appointment of 
—— i to the Committee on. ing and Cur- 


rem. Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petitions of citizens of Wichita 
Falis and Abilene, State of Texas, asking for the ps eof the 
pill for the relief of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of citizens of the United States, con- 
taining 6,000,000 names, favoring the granting of belligerent rights 
to the Cuban patriots—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Isaac S. Yeakle and 36 other 
citizens of Norristown, Pa., for a more rigid restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Resolution adopted by the 
select and common council of the city of Philadelphia, Pa., ask- 
ing for the —— passage of the tariff bill—to the Committee on 

ays and Means. 





SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 15, 1897. 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by Rev. L. B. Witson, D. D., of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


AGREEMENT WITH CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW INDIANS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the of the Interior, transmitting, in connec- 
tion with etter of the 18th ultimo, a copy of a letter 
of the 12th instant and accompanying copy of a memorial from 
certain freedmen of the Choctaw Nation, relative to their rights 
as members of that tribe, in which they complain that they are 
not given any interest in the schools and moneys of the Choctaw 
Nation; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented memorials of P. H. Wool- 
& Co., of Livingston Manor; of N. Duin’s Sons, of Peekskill; 
of Thomas Showos's Sons, of Newburg; the Hawley Box and 
Lumber Comey of New York City; the American Lumber 
Company, of York City; Douglass L. White & Co., of Al- 
a New Rochelle and Lumber Company, of New Ro- 
; the Inman Manufacturing Company, of Amsterdam; J.C. 
Hubbell, of Albany; R. D. Clark, of South Fallsburg; W. M. 
Crombie & Co., of New York City; the Manhattan Trunk and 


Box Factory, of New York City; Frederick W. Starr, of Brook- 


lyn; , of Brooklyn; the Cross, Ostend & Lre- 
land Lumber ,of Brooklyn; Lawrence Bros., of Yonkers; 
Darmat & Pell ew York City; Sylvester Ross, of Brooklyn; 
Jimenis & of New York City; e & Clark, of New York 
City, of D. M. Rossequil, of Brooklyn, all in the State of 
New York, and memorials of the Florence Furniture Company, 
of Florence; of Holt & Busby of Boston, and of 8. B. Dibble & 
Goes the gas Se the Stas pa mm duty ot "$2 per 

iti the p uty of $2 per 
Sonatas lumber; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


the petition of Edward Harding and 

ick, N. J., and the petition of 
other citizens of Millville, N. J., praying 
the pending tariff bill; which were or- 


| 


also pee petitions of Herman Strauss and 149 other 
citizens of come Sey of Thomas Flannery and 146 other citizens 
of Jacobson and 59 other citizens of West Or- 

mee’ Emil and 99 other citizens of Hoboken; Henry 
and 82 other citizens of Perth Amboy; W. T. Matthews and 
other citizens of Passaic; William J. Raab and 24 other citizens 
Bloomfield; Charles Bender and 11 other citizens of Manhattan 
jr., and 23 other*citizens of Hackensack; Neil 
J. Lynch and r other citizens of Newark, and of sundry citi- 


Pa. eee co ane Ete 

delphia, remonstra against the proposed increase e 

hich were ordered to li on the table. se 

presented sun ons of citizens 

and Hobayhticoke , all in the 

oes of & yee. 
on the table. 
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State of New Jersey, and the me- 3 


L727 


against the proposed increase of the tax on beer; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented sundry petitions of citizens of 
Goodland, North Indianapolis, Milford, Shipshewana, Muncie, 
Cicero, Middletown, and New Albany, all in the State of Indiana, 
praying for the early enactment of a protective-tariff law which 
will adequately secure American industrial products against the 
competition of foreign labor; which were ordered to lie on the 


table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Dover, N. H., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation prohibiting the reproduction of pugilistic 
encounters by means of the kinetoscope; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented memorials of the Drake & Sanborn Shoe Com- 

any, of Pittsfield, N. H.; of N. B. Thayer & Co., and of W. 8S. 

ilisbury, remonstrating against any increase in the present rate 
of duty on tanned skins for morocco or a duty on raw goatskins; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Presbytery of the city of 
Washington, indorsing the recent action of Congress relative to 
the distribution of money appropriated for charitable purposes in 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CAFFERY presented a memorial of the Sugar Planters, 
Association of Louisiana, remonstrating against the statement 
made by him that the Wilson tariff acfaffords enough protection 
to sugar; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, remonstrating against any increase in the present rate 
of duty on tanned skins for morocco or the duty on raw goatskins; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Detroit, Mich., praymg for the passage, at the earliest possible 
date, of such protective-tariff legislation as will adequately secure 
American industrial products against the competition of foreign 
labor; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of O. H. Blackman and 101 other 
citizens of Michigan, remonstrating against the enactment of leg- 
islation intended to destroy the present system of ticket broker- 
age; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of R. M. Power, of Holyoke, 
Mass., remonstrating against the proposed increase of the duty on 
leaf tobacco; which was ordered to he on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of N. J. Lamb and sundry 
other citizens of Sangerville, Me., and a petition of 463 citizens of 
Sanford, Me., praying for the early enactment of a protective-tariff 
law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of H. W. Meyer and 41 
other citizens of Appleton, Wis., praying for the early passage of 
the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the memorial of Joseph J. Little, of 
Attica, Ind., remonstrating against the proposed increase of the 
duty on granite; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Brazil, Ind., 
praying for the early enactment of a protective-tariff law; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented petitions of Hon. David Harvey 
Goodell, ex-mayor, and 108 citizens of Antrim; of Hon. John B. 
Smith, ex-governor, and 64 citizens of Hillsboro, and of Charles T. 
Page and 24 other citizens of Concord, all in the State of New 
Hampshire, praying that active cooperation be given toward secur- 
ing protective tariff legislation at the earliest possible date; which 
were 0) to lie on the table. 

Mr. ELKINS presented sundry petitions of citizens of West 
Virginia, praying for the enactment of legislation restricting im- 
migration; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

. BURROWS presented petitions of H. T. Emerson and 21 
other citizens of Menominee; of H. J. Holmes and 388 other citi- 
zens of Hart; of Dr. Earl Fairbanks and 61 other citizens of Luther; 
Don C. Henderson and 172 other citizens of Allegan; Amy Kinney 
and 142 other citizens of Eastlake, and of Dwight Warren and 
23 other citizens of Threeoaks, all in the State of Michigan, and 
the petition of R. C. Griffin and 42 other citizens of Valleyhead, 
Ala., praying for the early passage of the pending tariff bill; which 
were edad to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a resolution of Lodge No. 82, 
Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders of America, 
in regular session convened at Kansas City, Mo., on the 12thof June, 
1897, stating the insecurity of national and State banks under our 
present laws as a source of large loss to them, and praying Con- 

for the enactment of a law for the establishment by the 
neral Government, without delay, of Government savings 
banks in connection with the Post-Office Department. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, 
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r. COC SLL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Con- 

cordia, Mo., and a petition at annie citizens of Desoto, Mo., ie a i that the Senate proceed to the msid- 

praying for the passage, at the earliest possible date, of such pro- There being no objection the Senate, as in Commi 

tective-tariff legislation as will adequately secure American in- | whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H oo of the 

dustrial products against the competition of foreign labor; which | yide revenue for the Government and to cusoumnge . : 79) So pro- 

"Go also presented a petition of the board of directors of the Mer- | °f,the United States. . 

e also presented a petition of the board of directors of the Mer- : . . 

chants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the enactment of cena iaenele de eens oral . on the 

legislation restoring to the people of this country the carrying | .,y) which oe. ucky (Mr. Linp. 

ae on the high seas; which was referred to the Committee on xs, SECRETARY. In line 22, page 63, paragraph 206, it 

4% mmerce, - ed 66 end - ’ ’ ~ > 40 18 pro- 
Mr. QUAY presented sundry memorials of citizens of Easton, P Sokeataher ms a oa. nos aed one-hundredths” and to insert 

Pa., remonstrating against the proposed increase of the tax on 5 k 

beer; which were ordered to lie on the table. hal rem which has gene through a process of refining, 1 cent and oj 
Mr. KENNEY presented a petition of sundry citizens of St. ans OF 2 Cone per poune. 


Georges, Del., praying for the enactment of legislation restricting | Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it was stated yesterday })y ¢) 
immigration; which was ordered to lie on the table. Senator from Kentuc Mr. LinDsay] that the late Secretary - 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. the Treasury, Mr. Carlisle, derived his statement or figures as ¢o 
s the number of pounds of raw sugar it required to make a pound 
Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- | of refined from the sugar trust. I submit that the statement eo. 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 344) to amend an act _en- | ing from the Senator from Kentucky is entitled to due weight anq 
titled “‘An act granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian | consideration, and it flows from that statement that the figures 
wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, | upon which the basis of calculation is made as to the num)er of 
Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war,” ap- unds of raw sugar it requires to make a pound of refined js ey. 
proved July 27, 1892, to report it without amendment, and irely misleading. Nothing has ever come from the sugar trust 
submit a report thereon. #1 call the attention of the Senator from | yet that, in my opinion, was satisfactory. They have studiously 
Oregon [Mr. McBrIDE] to the report. _ avoided giving any testimony whatever as to the workings of their 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calen- | plant, the cost of their t, their labor cost, and all other facts 
dar. ; ; a n to be known in order to ascertain the precise character 
Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and | of their iness. 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (8S. 2097) to grant to the Yesterday the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] stated em- 
city of Wilmington, Del., the use of certain real estate in said | phatically that the labor cost in refining sugar in the United 
city on which is situated the building recently occupied for Fed- Btates is greater than the labor cost inGermany. In 18)4 a state- 
eral purposes, reported it without amendment. ment was prepared by Hon. John De Witt Warner. then a mem- 
nes tetaeetcen ber of the lower House, assisted by Mr. Byron W. Holt, press 
, editor of the Reform Club, and Mr. L. Carroll Root, fellow of 
Mr. CAFFERY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2143) to re- | Cornell University in political economy and finance, in regard 
move the statutory bar of limitation now standing against the | to sugar tariffs and the sugar trust. [ ask the Secretary to read 
claim of J. Viosca, and conferring full jurisdiction upon the | from 4 of that report, which was published by order of the 
United States Court of Claims to try and adjudicate said claim | Senate, down to page 7. 
and render jndgment therefor; which was read twice by its title, | The Secretary read as follows: 
and rete to the mmittee on ims. LABOR COST OF SUGAR REFINING. 
Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 2144) for the relief of Charles “ 


: ; ; , That the cost of suga: sh les: els 
Hurrle; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | where is indicated a eaeiined tat — an i OME Te Wit 
Committee on Military Affairs. iprectiqnted: - fe . cost” ere oe in rent eount ries. 
; ore publication were su represe tives of the 
Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 2145) to amend section 4 of sugar thes and admitted to be fair and correct. The roralt he reached wan 
the act approved March 2, 1895, being an act amendatory of an act | that the labor cost per 100 pounds of refining sugar was then, in Germany 43 
with reference to the postal service; which was read twice by its coum ms Frees & conte, in Rageat & < cents, in = gente ( Eeweend oa 
%S ° tates tisti rs hac otec 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post this and cted that, because of the comparatively ean labor c ot in the 
Roads. ss tates, America would sometime control the sugar market in Great 


ST ee ee The iow labor cost of sugar refining in the United States is strikingly 

Mr. a n. onbentitet an uantmans atari’ ae be ro- two RE eres cro trtica 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Gov- fining is carried ane Balletin No. 234 of the 
ernment and to encourage the industries of the United States; a yelineviee in Broom ‘ee " 


which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 


ght- 


ven as 8; the total 
658; value of prod- 


May 31, 1800. § 
it that the labor cost in these re- 
TRIALS BY COURTS-MARTIAL. fine: cent of value of the product. From Bul- 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas (by request) submitted the following we co data as to the 8 refineries in Philade! phia are 
resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on ane that the in Sco ta these-refine oor eras ine cam at 


.617 per cent of 


Naval Affairs: val the product. The total wages paid in the 16 refineries located in 


these amoun! e product 
Resolved, That the Reesoten? of the Navy be directed toinform the Senate | pei oor a labor oust oft rd per Seat iti ealue ot the megees 
on the following points, namely: the of sugars for the years 1889 and 151), as 
1. Whether following-named persons are or have been held as ers Ww t & Gray’s Journal, 
of the Navy or under his authority in Massachusetts: Jesse i and 7 cents, vely, as the value of the 
. Louis V. Eytinge, C. W. Duyer Joseph J. . Mi * remembered that these figures are 
ames Skelty, Charles Brown, John J. Harrington, ai id 8. A. ; and at the refinery, inasmuch as they include the cost 
hether they have, with or without the assent of etc.), the labor cost of 1 pound of refined sugar is 
Sthormnh, ox to eppeiat euch pe be aright Gees: agtensary’ in ovtaiaing thatr Wittinati' tokew cnet per pou 
y, or to a such as he eem ,ino 
release and redress from tke losses suffered by them from their sentences of Le ak stele" gsseee 


their trials 


above in the same proportion that 
quoted, is higher than its estimate: 


arises from the extraordinary 
in the ete int 
reducing cost of refining 

low (though high) cost o! 

, but from the fact that, 
are the most modern 

of England, France, and 
tocome, and will always 


e 


oF 
& 
» 








THE TOTAL COST OF REFINING. 


The following figuresare taken from the advance bulletins of the Eleventh 
a Cost of refining in 1839-90 according to Eleventh Census. 
——— (anne ee as 
Brooklyn. | Philadelphia. 








endes coccenccccoccous coe , 558 

aaa Si tetkdbkerwesoieecccs 100; 342 

ace cones 15, 986 

Mill supplies . -.----------~---+-+----=-----+-----+ 5. a 

aig 700 480 
Power and heat wcenanennecncennan ercnes naan aenens - oe es 
CE ob ecee eee eee wo mrem Senne Sonam 20m S0~e oom 28,279 
ghee ee oa LTT earl oa 
Interest on cash ‘ cash used in business............... 65, 442 43° 834 
Sundries . ..-... -<--00 +-neee eeeena eo eens ener ee ene 68,516 349° 493 
tal ...--.--- oa eenes a eenne ennees tence en e= 962, 385 | 2, 082, 002 
Value of product wwenne canens cones aan eeeeeeeen- 16, 623, 134 46, 598. 524 
Cost of refining, per cent of product..........- + BT9 | 3) a 
of ulated sugar from May 31, 1889, to May 31, 18990, 
one SS this basis the estimated total cost of refining per 100 


ould be 42 cents in Brooklyn and 31.7 cents in Philadelphia. But 

ateal com of in 1889-90 was as far below 42 cents and 31.7 cents 

100 pounds at Brook yn and Philadelphia, respectively, as the quoted price 
fined 


or re , 7.265 cents per pound, was above its value at the refinery. 
And it must remembe: that Messrs. Willett & Gray estimated that 
on account of the improvements already provided for at the close of 1590 the 
cost of sugar would be 6} cents per 100 pounds less than 1890—this 


in the Brooklyn refineries, since the great new refineries in 
Philedell eel obia were not then owned by the trust. It must also be remembered 
that since that time new refineries have been built and improvements made 
to old ones at a greater rate than ever before, and that the Philadelphia re- 
fineries are now in the trustcombine. When these facts are taken into ac- 
the only remaining question is as to how far below 31 cents per 100 


is the present cost of all items included in refining (except the abso- 
ute waste, as above shown, is scarcely 2 per cent of the cost of the 
rhs is ) a mage. otenienions of the nr frast esld. Mr. 

0. Havemeyer. , ina carefully prepared statement published 
Eo the Now York Herald of March 25, 1894, referred to the sugar trust as “a 
concern that melts a million and a tons of sugar”’ a year, and also stated 
as follows: 


“The American Sugar Refining Company has distributed during the last 
two years and eleven months for improvements at the refineries, cost of 
facture, labor, packages, fire insurance, bone black, etc., more than 
$34,000,000 in round numbers, paying out monthly $1,000,000 in cash.” 
By comparing these and remembering that the net waste in refinin 
‘h-grade sugar is t—the difference in weight between raw and refinex 
being partly compensated by valuable by-products, also that it takes 2,240 
to make a ton of sugar—it is seen that the total expense of refining, 
ween the raw sugar and the refined product, including labor supplies and 
incidentals, and evenimprovements on real estate, fire insurance, etc., and ac- 
tual loss in refining, can not well be above 37} cents per 100 pounds, even if Mr. 
estimate of 000 per month total expenditure be correct. 
we e the figures of the refined sugar turned 
out by the trust during 1893 as a basis for the calculation. 
As nearly, therefore, as can be approximated until the trust gives up its 
secrets, the actual labor cost of refining is to-day probably between 10 and 11 


cents reo the total expenses of refining are about 30 cents per 100 
pound, aed total margins between the market prices of % degree centrif- 
ugals and granulated necessary to cover all depreciation of plant, charges, al- 
lowances, and expenses Kcxoopt net profits in the shape of dividends on in- 
vested capital) are probably about 35 to 40 cents pe 100 pounds in case of the 
sugar trust, and from 36 to 45 cents per 100 pounds in the case of the so-called 
“independent” refiners, whose status is exposed below. 


Mr.CAFFERY. Mr. President, it will appear very clearly from 
this Se cane by authority of this body, that the re- 
fining cost in United States of sugar is very considerably 
under 30 cents a hundred pounds. In the absence of any proof to 
the contrary, I will assume, and I think the whole nation has a 
right to assume, that the refining cost in the United States is less 
than anywhere else in the world. 

There has been nothing whatever to substantiate the statement 
made by the Senator from Iowa that the labor cost abroad. or 
the refining cost abroad, is less than in the United States, and the 


plea for pee upon that ground signally fails. There is no 
— or it whatever. 


the Senator from Iowa introduced some figures as 

the correctness of which he challenged contradiction. I 
e his to be correct. It is utterly immaterial where he 
places the priceof granulated sugar. The price of the raw sugar 
or the du e icate upon which we must calculate, is taken 
from the schedule itself. According to aclause in the bill, all de- 
grees of sugar below 87 are to suffer a reduction of 10 cents a 
pound. He commences, then, at 75 degrees, which under the bill 
carries a cent, and reduces that amount by one-tenth. He starts 
with the valuation, then, at 90 cents on the hundred pounds. He 
pe on down with about 64 mills to a degree until he reaches 96 
Ninety-six test is dutiable under the bill at 1.63 cents. The 


free ee ey pon refined at that test is 1.95 cents. It is 
true the duty here is somewhat against the refined sugar at 


1.95. There is a Ler reduction to be made, but reducing the 
twenty ths of a cent, the clear margin by the amount 
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that the refined loses by the differential between the raws at 96, we 
still have 19.82 cents. 

At 97 we have 19.70 cents protection, of clear protection, without 
any regard to prices. Prices are merely illusory in this schedule. 
It is the duties that we must consider. The differential in the 
duty is 19.70 centsclearat 97. At 98 it is 19.70, and at 99 it is 19.78. 

There is a slight falling off of the differential in favor of the 
trust as you go up in degree. As you go down in degree, accord- 
ing to the method by which the duties are levied, the differen- 
tial becomes still greater and the protection still larger. So at 75 
there is aclear differential of 62 cents per hundred, as against, 
you may say, an equality at 96, without considering the twenty 
hundredths. Considering that, there is 19.82. So the difference 
between 19.82 at 96 test and sixty-two hundredths at 75 test is the 
degree of protection that is to be received from this schedule as 
you go down in the polariscopic strength. 

I submit to the Senator from Iowa, without any consideration 
whatever of this differential of thirty-eight hundredths, that that 
is too much protection under the evidence that we have of the 
ability of the trust to maintain itself against all competition. 
When you put on the thirty-eight hundredths, you bring up the 
protection in favor of this trust to nearly sixty hundredths of a 
cent per pound—over half a cent. 

There is another thing to which I slightly adverted yesterday. 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] stated in his open- 
ing speech that taking a degree testing 88 per cent of sugar he 
makes 81 pounds of sugar. Where is the difference, where is the 
loss, between the 88 per cent of sugar and the 81 pounds actually 
made? How does it occur? There are some 6.85 pounds or 6,15 
pounds that are not accounted for in that calculation. 

The sugar trust makes out of this 6.15 pounds soft sugars and 
molasses. In none of these calculations is this amount of sugar 
at the various degrees credited to the sugar trust. On the con- 
trary, it is considered as pure loss. This is an element in the con- 
sideration of these schedules that ought not to be lost sight of. 
Besides, it ought to be clearly ascertained, and the sugar trust 
itself ought to furnish the evidence, whether or not the Treasury 
statement is correct. Itis stated upon high authority in this body, 
as coming directly from Mr. Carlisle himself, that he derived his 
statement, ax to the number of pounds of raw sugar it took to 
make a pound of refined sugar, from the sugar trust itself. 

I do not desire to occupy the time of the Senate unduly in dis- 
cussing this matter, but it occurs to me that it is a clear case 
where the interests of the whole United States, as well as the dig- 
nity and self-respect of this body, are concerned, not that any of 
us desire, so far as I know, to visit vengeance on this institution 
because of the manner in which it is said it has manipulated legis- 
lation thus far, but because in equity and in good conscience we 
ought not to give this overgrown corporation any further power 
to oppress the American people and to control the prices of this 
necessary article of food to the extent that it does. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay]. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Icall for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated, 

The Secretary. In paragraph 206, page 63, line 22, it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘‘ ninety-five one- hundredths ” and to insert in 
lieu thereof ‘* eight-tenths;” so as to read: 





On all sugar which has gone through a process of refining, 1 cent and eight- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Maine [ Mr. Fryer}. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLark], and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Maine {Mr. Hate], but I transfer 
that pair to the Senator from Colorado {[Mr. TELLER], and vote 
‘*vea.” 

Mr. TURNER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wyoming {Mr. WARREN]. 

I should vote * yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DANIEL. I am paired with the Senator from North Da- 
kota [Mr. HANsBROUGH]. If he were here, I should vote ** yea.” 

Mr. GEAR. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
{Mr. Smirx], but I transfer that pair to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGE], and vote ‘“‘ nay.” 


I am paired with 


I am paired with 
If he were present, 


Mr. CANNON (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu], and 


therefore withdraw my vote. I voted inadvertently. 
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Mr. WHITE (after having voted in the affirmative). LIarranged 

yesterday with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] to pair with 
1im during his temporary absence from the Chamber. owever, 
I will allow my vote to stand, as I am now informed that the Sen- 
ator from Nevada has been otherwise cared for. 

Mr. CLAY. lam paired with the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Lopgr}. Under an arrangement with the Senator 
from lowa [Mr. Gear] the Senator from Massachusetts will 
stand paired with the Senator from New Jersey {Mr. Smita], and 
I vote *‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 35; as follows: 

YEAS—32. 


Mallory, 
Mantle, 
Martin, 
Heitfeld, Mills, 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Mitchell, 
Chilton, Kenney, Morgan, 
Clay, Lindsay, Pasco, 
Cockrell, McLaurin, Pettigrew, 
NAYS—3. 
Allison, Frye, Mason uay, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Morrill, ewell, 
Oarter, Gear, Nelson, Shoup, 
Chandler, Hanna, Penrose, Spooner, 
Cullom, Hawley, Perkins, hurston, 
is, Hoar, Platt, Conn. Wellington, 
Deboe, McBride, etmore, 
Fairbanks, McKEnery, : Wilson. 
Foraker, McMillan, 
NOT VOTING—22. 
Elkins, Jones, Nev. 
Allen, George, Kyle, 
Baker, Gorman, Lodge, 
Cannon, Hale, Murphy, 
Clark, Hansbrough, Smith, 
Daniel, Harris, Kans. Stewart, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr, ALLISON. Is there any amendment pending, Mr. Presi- 


ent? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that on 

ge 64, from line 3 to line 12, the text was passed over. Does the 
Roneor from Iowa desire that to be now considered? The lan- 
guage referred to begins after the word *‘ test,” in line 3, on page 
64, and goes down to the word “ produced,” in line 12. 

Mr. ALLISON. On yesterday it was stated that my recollec- 
tion of the situation was not correct and that those lines had been 
stricken from the bill. If they have been passed over, that is in 
accordance with my understanding. The Senator from Arkansas 

Mr. J “ge stated on yesterday that those lines had been stricken 
rom the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is my understanding. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is that the situation or have those lines been 
passed over? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
REcORD shows that they were passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iso understood it yesterday, and therefore I 
again correct myself, having been corrected on yesterday by the 
Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. I correct myself by saying that I un- 
derstood the matter had been stricken out on motion of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. Then the motion to strike out is still pending, 
and when put will be unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then let the motion be put, and get it out of 
the way. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Chair to understand that 
the sepa from Iowa has made a motion to strike out those 
words? 

Mr. ALLISON. I move tostrike out those words, inasmuch as 
they are embraced in section 8 of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa, and the words proposed 
to be stricken out by him will be stated. 

The SkecRETARY. On page 64, line 3, after the word “test,” it 
is proposed to strike out: 

Sugars, tank bottoms, sirups, cane juice or beet juice, melada, concentrated 
melada, and concrete and concentrated molasses, the product of any country 
which pays, directly or indirectly, a bounty on the export thereof, whether 
imported directly and in condition as exported therefrom, or otherwise, shall 
pay, in addition to the foregoing rates, a duty equal to such bounty, or so 


much thereof as may be in excess of any tax collected by such country upon 
such exported article, or upon the beet or cane from which it was produced. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose of 
antagonizing this motion. I was under the aeons as was 
my colleague on the committee from Arkansas [Mr. Jonrs], that 
the motion to strike out had been adopted some days ago. 

Mr. FRYE. Declare it agreed to, and that will be the end of it. 

Mr. VEST. I was under the impression that those words had 
been stricken out of the bill; but upon one point we are allagreed, 
and that is that in section 3, on page 175, which is known as the 
retaliatory section, there is 38.3, or, to speak more accurately, 


Bacon, Faulkner, 
Bate, Gray, 
Harris, Tenn. 


Pettus, 
Rawlins, 
Roach, 
Tillman, 
Turpie, 


Vest, 
Walthall, 
White. 


Aldrich, gutter. 
‘urner, 
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38.4, imposed as a tariff duty in this country substanti.) 
refined sugars, granulated sugars that come from Gerin 
many being the great competing country with the Unit 
as to refined sugars. 

Mr. President, I stated yesterday, and stated at the +; 
question first came before the Senate. that it was on), 
right and logical to assume that the prices given by th 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] as the basis of discus 
this measure were correct. The Senator from Iowa | \| 
son] now changes that calculation and increases the pri 
as a matter of course, all calculations based upon the ), 
by the Senator from Rhode Island, who then repres.. 
majority of the Finance Committee, go for nothing, and \ 

a different calculation by reason of the change of pric. 

in the newspapers every day, from experts, calculations 
different in regard to the amount of protection that i 

the trust, and I have no question that in a large majority, 

they are from perfectly honest and disinterested expert-. 
difference comes in the calculation and in the result from 

mate of the price. As you change the Yee upon the su; 

is brought into the country, both refined and raw, necessar.jy 4), 
mathematically you must change the calculation. 

To show the vast difference in the calculation, [ hold her: jy 
hand, which I prepared last night, the estimates of price 1. .\6 \\\ 
the Senator from Rhode Island, then the prices made by iy fr) 
from Iowa, and then the prices made by the committee of <\~, 
men who visited the Ways and Means Committee of the Hi use «5 
Representatives in behalf of the importers and sellers of sugary. 
aad who claim not to be connected with the trust at all. Take 
any of those polariscopic tests or grades; take, for instance, 4. 
which, I agree with the Senator from Iowa, is the principal grado 
of commerce. The Senator from Rhode Island estimated his 
prices and based his calculations at 2.6 cents and a fraction upon 
a pound upon the 96-test grade. My friend from lowa, now in 
charge of the bill, puts the estimate at two cents and twelve one- 
hundredths and a fraction, and the sugar committee from New 
York put the price at two cents and a quarter a pound, or 2.5, 
Take either one of those prices and you change the entire calcula. 
tion; and that is the secret of all these various estimates that we 
see so often and hear so often in the Senate. 

But, Mr. President, there is another radical difference be! ween 
the Senator from Iowa and ourselves. He leaves out entirely in 
his calculation the 38.4 export bounty of Germany, which is viv en 
according to the official letter presented by the Senator froin [ou 
isiana from the Treasury w= incre upon che refined sugars 
that come from Germany; and yesterday the Senator from lowa 
taunted me—TI will not use that word—he suggested to me that 
in all our calculations we had left out upon this side of the ()i0 
ber the 27-cent export bounty from Germany upon raw sugar, 
which, as a matter of course, should be credited to the price. Ii 
we charge to them the 38.3 export bounty upon the refined sucar 
of Germany when it reaches the ports of the United Statics. | - 
mitted to the Senate—and I made the estimate honestly anil fa 
without any disposition to prejudice anyone, in the early part of 
this discussion, in some remarks I made—what I believed 10 bo | 
actual protection given to the trust upon the price as fixed |) the 
Senator from Rhode Island. Since last night I have, as fairly aud 
as honestly as Icould, made an estimate of the protection “ivon 
to the trust under the prices submitted by the Senator fr. | 
If they are not fair, it has been unintentional on my part. 

I take the figures now of the Senator from Iowa himself. Ife 
made the astonishing statement that the protection to th st 
under the Wilson law was ater than that under the pending 
caucus amendment. I think he makes it $5.12 under the Wil-on 
law upon 96-degree polariscopic test. Now, we will take {6 as the 
test grade. The Senator from Iowa puts the value of th: riw 
sugar at 2.12795. He assumes the ned sugar upon that crade 
to be 2.47 instead of 2.34, as made by the Senator from Kt!ile 
Island. The duty-paid value of the refined sugar, taking th 
mate of the Senator from Iowa, is, under the Wilson law. ».'>: 
under the Dingley bill, 4.74: under the Aldrich bill, 4.87, and under 
the pending caucus amendment, 4.80, This is mathematical «1! 
unquestionable. That is the duty-paid value of refined sus:r 
under these four bills. 

The duty-paid value of raw sugar, taking the figures of the +» 
ator from Iowa, is, under the Wilson law,3.31; under the Din-y 
bill, 4.33; under the Aldrich bill, 4.45, and under the pending aii! 
ment, 4.33, giving as the net result, counting in the 27 cen!s yon 
raw sugar which comes from Germany—the omission of whic! ' 
complained of — Senator from Iowa—giving protection to (he 
trust under the Wilson law of 37 cents on the hundred pou 's. 
under the Dingley bill of 41 cents on the hundred pounds, un vt 
the Aldrich bill of 46 cents on the hundred pounds, and in 1° 

nding cancus amendment of 47 cents on the hundred poun 

is is upon the prices submitted by the Senator from low 
himself, showing an increase over the Wilson law, under the por! 
ing bill, of 10 cents on the hundred pounds, and of 1 cent over tho 


my 








1897. 





Aldrich amendment, as it is termed, in the caucus amendment. 

In all these calculations, I allow the 27 cents not upon the cane 
rs, 

Gacmaun I take the German bounty of 

and of 34.4 cents on the refined sugars. 

My colleague on the committee suggests to me that a large 
amount of cane sugar was imported. We imported into the 
United States in 1896, by the official report, which I have before 
me, 2,752,012,512 pounds of cane sugar upon which there was no 
bounty at all. e imported in 1896 a little over 200,000,000 

unds of bounty-fed sugar, as it is termed, from Germany, upon 
which there was 34.4 cents bounty, while there was 27 cents on 
the raw sugar coming from Germany. 

I repeat, that we imported in that year 2,752,012,512 pounds of 
cane sugar, upon which no bounty was paid atall. But I am, for 
the purposes of this argument, and to be entirely fair, taking the 
bounty-fed sugar from Germany, and I am taking the official 
bounty as reported from the Treasury Department on the refined 
and the raw, and I am taking the prices of the Senator from Iowa 
himself; and, instead of 85.12 protection under the Wilson law, 
the protection, as I have shown it here, is 37 ceats on a hundred 
pounds; under the Dingley bill 41 cents; under the Aldrich bill 46 
cents, and under the pending caucus amendment 47 cents. 

Mr. President, I have made these statements, for I do not desire 
here in this debate to conceal anything, because if the Senator 
from lowa had done me the honor to listen to the remarks I here- 


oO” 


27 cents on the raw sugar 


tofore made, and which he will find in the Recorp in the early | 


part of this debate, he would have found that on the duties as 


they then stood on the 35 per cent ad valorem in the bill I said | 


this: 

The tables are not made to show the millions the sugas trust will reap out 
of thisschedule. They are made to show possible margins to the refiners 
under its duties; and it should be remembered that the calculations are based 
ona valuation of 2.3cents per pound, which must be an undervaluation— 


As I have always thought— 


since the last crop in Germany realized an average price of 2.43 for the year, 
and no refined sugar of any great quantity has come in yet at that figure, 
though it may go below in time, for the survival of the cheapest is as inexor- 
ably a commercial tendency as that death follows birth. It must not be for- 
gotten that this sharp decline in the price of sugar is in spite of the tempo- 
rary cutting off of a se of the sugar supply of Cuba, though we received 
more Cuban > arch, 1897—78,029,093 pounds—than in the correspond- 
ing month of 73,294,680 pounds. 

e refined sugars which came in in 1896 were valued at 2.8 cents per 
pound; for the first nine months of the present fiscal year, the little refined 
sugar imported was valued at 2.55, and for the month of March last at 2.42. 
Any of these— 


Iam speaking now, of course, when we had the ad valorem of 
85 per cent— 


would givea somewhat higher margin to the trust than the 2.3 cents on which 
the tables werecomputed. If refined sugar was entered as for all of the year 
1896 at 2.8 cents, then the margin would be 17.50 cents per 100 pounds higher; 
and if to this be added what is realized from the softer sugars and molasses, 
the by-product in refining, admitted in one case to be 26 cents per 100 pounds, 
then the margin would be 43.50 points higher than in the table. 

The House committee assumed. as has long been admitted, that the average 
of raw sugars imported into the United States was of 92 degrees polarisecpic 
test. This does not mean that any great 
Dutch standard was of that grade, but that Cuban centrifugals and conti 
nental beet were about as great in volume as the lower grade cane 

rs of the thern republics, the islands, and the Indies. 


@ Senate committee at one fell swoop wiped out the cane sugars of the | cents per pound, cost and freight, but not duty, added. 


world. The twoand three-fourth billion pounds of cane sugars which came 
in in 1896 disa: . German refined could come in at 2.3 cents per pound, 
and if on this the retaliatory duty of 38.33 cents should be ec mented as part of 
the protection, then, too, the 27 cents bounty on the raw sugars of Germany 
must be counted as part of the duties against all raw sugars. No matter 
that the German raw sugars do not grade below 9 degrees, or at any rate 
carry no export bounty below that figure. No matter that our share of the 


cane sugar of the world, between two and three thousand million pounds, | 


carry no such bounty.. Germany is hereafter to furnish our sugar. 


wipe out our refinersas she has done those of England. 


She will 
Our cane fields of the 


South which the flood has spared shall be neglected; our beet farmsinthe West 

once more be waste places. But be it remembered when all this is done 
Sesromawal still raise some cane, and the trust will be found doing business 
at the old stand. 


No account is to be taken of the fact that Europe produced 886,744,320 less 
year than the year before. No matter that 


of raw paene 
= cultivated 60,051 less acres of beets in 1896 than in 1895, or that she 
u — less pounds of beet sugar, or that she exported 239,926,400 
pounde lees, li these facts are ignored in the cry, “ Beware the bogie man 


As has been said, the tables are not a measure of profit to the trust, but 
only interded to show the margin of duties which would result on the prices 
as qu for which no guaranty is given. If the margin of profit is to be 


a t method is necessary, for in that case it must be borne 
in that the refiner pays also for the extra pounds of sugar which he 
buys to make his hundred pounds of refined. As an instance, take the raw 

of the ave point, worth, as Senator ALDrIcH has said, 
cents. this the specific rate is 0.89 cent,and the 35 per cent ad valo- 

Tem is 0.63952, or, ther, 1.52952 cents. 
It See cost 1.8272, and the duty is 1.52952, the duty-paid value of each 
ss of sugar would be 3.35645. To this add the 27 cents of the 
bounty, and we have the total duty-paid cost of the sugar, 3.62645. 
Now, of this of 92 degrees the Government allows a drawback on 114.94 


ter po it takes that muchof this grade to make 100 pounds of 
refined sugar. Multiplying the cost of 1 pound by this drawback allow- 
ance of 114.4, and we have for the actual —_ cost of enough raw sugar to 
make 1 refined 4.1682 cents. Now, the price of the refined sugar is 2.3 
cents. according to Mr. ALDRICH, and on this the duty is 2.3483, or together the 
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duty-paid price of sugar is 4 6485 cents, and t] ’ s re 
the difference between these two prices. or 0.4891, to which should : i 
| 0.26 cent admitted in one case as rea i out the soft sugars which lt 


but I make this calculation upon sugars that come from | in the process « 


| 
| 
| 


yf refining, which 


I am entirely willing to base this whole discussion upon that 
basis, but I deny absolutely the correctness of the figures of the 


Senator from Iowa when he says that under the Wilson Act we 
| impose 85.12 cents upon a hundred pounds as protection, while 
under the present bill we impose only 46. I contend that under 
the Wilson Act the protection given is 37 cents on the hundred 
pounds; that it is 46 cents on the hundred pounds under the Al 
drich amendment, and 47 cents a hundred pounds under the pend- 


| ing caucus amendment. 


| 
| 








Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the table presented by the Sena 
tor from Iowa can be found upon page 2049 of the Recorp \ 
competent party has shown mea brief analysis of the 
thus submitted to the Senate. 
criticism. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


calculations 
L will insert the table and read the 





Rate Differential 

|-—— 
Degrees.) Price. | ae Pro- 

| Aw ; -_ ; -re y* sed < ‘ posed 

| }Ac t of 1804 House. Senate 18$4. | House San 

| ate 

| Cents. |Per ct. Cts. Cts. Per ct.| Cla er ct. Cents.| Cents. | ( ta. 
intel 88.65 | 4035.46 | 100 112.80 | 90=- 101.5 | 56.29 40. 82 2.99 
itaieliedl | 94.84 | 40 — 37.94 | 108 108.60 | 98 —98 56.34 | 38.34) 60.38 
a 101.04 | 40— 40.42 | 106 104.90 | 96 OF 3.53 | 35.97) 57.76 
RR 107.22 | 40 — 42.88 | 100 101.66} 99 02.3 | 51.80) 33.72) 65.33 
79 113.42 | 40-45. 37 | 112 08.74 | 102 80.9 | 48.14 | 31.58] 53.01 
ccs wibllines 119.61 | 40—- 47.88 | 115 96.15 | 105 87.7 | 45.59 | 20.551 50.78 
in idgnads 125.81 | 40—50.32 | 118 93.79 | 108 85.8 | 43.12 | 27.68 48. 68 
a nails 132.00 | 40-—- 82.80 | 121 91.66) 111 S4 40.75 25.83 | 46.69 
ence 138.19 | 4055.28 | 124 89.93 | 114 82.5 | 38 48 23.04 44.61 
st --| 144.38 | 40—57.75 | 127 87.96 | 117 | 36. 29 =. 55 43. 04 
5 1530.57 | 40 60.23 | 130 86.38 | 120 79.7 | 34.20 1.09} 41.39 
86 | 156.77 | 4062.70 | 138 84.83 | 123 78.4 | $2.21 19.73 | 30.84 
87 162.96 | 40 — 65.18 | 136 83.45 | 126 7.3 | 30.30 18.50 BM. 48 
88. 169.15 | 4) =< 67.66 | 139 82.2 | 130 &2.2 3.48 17.5 24.85 
«a 175.34 | 40— 70.14 | 142 80.9 142 80.9 | 26.76 16.33 | 23.88 
eis 179.96 | 40=—-71.98 | 145 80.6 145 80.6 | 25.88 15.43 | 22.93 
Piitihiees 185. 125) 40 -— 74.05 | 148 79.9 | 148 79.9 | 24.80 4.42} 22.13 
Dian soners 190.29 | 40=—- 76.12 | 151 79.3 51 79.3 | 23.81 13.95 21.45 
eae 19.46 | 4078.18 | Lit 78.7 lt 8.7 | 22.91 13.38 | 20.88 
Ni die emi 201.42 | 40-— 80.57 | 157 77.9 157 7.9 | 21.71 12. 8&2 2). 32 
i 207.18 | 40—82.87 | 160 77.2 160 7.2 | 20.69 12.56 | 20.06 
iinainnne 212.795 40—— 85.12 | 165 16.6 163 76.6 | 19.82 i2. 3 19. 83 
97... .| 215.89 | 40— 86.35 | 166 76.9 166 76.9 | 20.11 12 20 19. 70 
iieadesn 219.06 | 40—-87.R@ | 169 77.1 160 77.1) 41 12.20 19.70 
__ eo 222.15 | 40=- 88.86 | 172 77.4 172 77.4 | tiie 12. 28 19. 78 
100 -.~| 223.71 | 40— 89.48 | 175 78.2 175 78.2 | 21.22 12.50 20.00 
Refined .| 247.00 (*) 187.5 75.9 185 78.9 

*40 per cent and $= 111.50. 


This table represents what )urports to be the differential duties 
of the present law, the House oill, and the proposed Senate amend- 
ment. Without paying attention to any of the sugars testing less 


, | than 89, which are not used in the manufacture of granulated 
—— of the sugars below 16 | 


sugar, we find that the value given for an 8! test is 1.7534. This 
price for an 8¥-test sugar is absolutely incorrect. The present 
price, as indicated by the Sugar Journal on the 10th instant. is 2 3, 
The du- 
tiable value, allowing 20 cents for freight, would be $2 per 100 
pounds. The price during the year, according to the Sugar Jour- 
nal, has fluctuated between 2.09 and 2.20, the average price being 
about 2.15. Deducting therefrom 20 cents, would leave the price 
1.95. 

The local appraiser at New York, on the 8th instant, reported 
that at that date the value of 89 sugar from Jamaica, Barbados, 
and St. Kitts was 1.88 to 1.92 per 100 pounds, and that 
ist of June of the present year up to the present time the prices 
had ranged between 1.81 and 1.97. The sugar importers, who are 
supposed to be in a position to be well informed touching the value 
of sugar, reported the value of an 8¥-degree sugar to be 1.96. Thus 
there is abundant evidence and proof of the incorrectness of the 
value given by the Senator from Iowa. The effect of this error 
will be plainly seen when we consider that the duty imposed by 
the House bill and the Senate bill will not vary with the increased 
or decreased value of the raw sugar, whereas under the ad valo 
rem duty in the present law a fictitious low value will show 
large differential between the duty on the raw sugar 
refined. 

Taking the value of 89-degree sugar, as established by the sugar 
dealers themselves, namely, 1.96 per 100 pounds, based upon the 
computation of the Senator from Iowa, the following result is 
shown: 


from the 


avery 
and the 


Value of 120.54 pounds, necessary to make 100 pounds of 
granulated _-_.- 
Duty under the present law (40 per cent ad valorem 


9, 3626 
9450 
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Value of 100 pounds of granulated sugar, as averaged by 
the Senator from Iowa 


Duty on the same at 40 per cent ad valorem 
Add one-eighth additional duty 


Total duty 
Deduct duty on raw 


t As against .2676 estimated in the table of the Senator from 
owa. 
HOUSE BILL. 


Deducting .1711 from duty on granulated (.1875), 
leaves as differential 


SENATE BILL, 


Duty on 100 pounds of granulated sugar 
Deduct duty on 120.54 pounds of raw 


. 239 


It will thus be shown that the table furnished by the Senator 
from Iowa is incorrect and that the difference under the present 
law, taking the value of granulated at 2.47, which is the average 
value _ by him, is considerably less than under the Senate 
bill. same difference exists as to 96 centrifugal and all other 
amped specified in the table furnished by the Senator from Iowa. 

is computation is made without regard to the three thousand 
eight hundred and thirty-three ten-thousandths differential which 
is imposed under the House and Senate bills as a countervailing 
duty for the German bounty. 

r. President, whatever we may think of these figures, there is 
one fact which no one will deny, and that is to be discovered by 
inspecting the last column of the computation furnished by the 
Senator from Iowa. Take 95 and 96 sugars, which are admitted 
to be the grades of which there is the main importation. What 
is the status of the present amendment with reference to those 

es, according to the tables furnished by the Senator from 

owa? In the case of 95 sugars it is stated that the Wilson Act 
differential is 20.69. In the ——— amendment it is given as 
20.06; practically the same. 96 8 it is given under the 
Wilson Act at 19.82, and the Senate bill, 19.83. 

Now, what is the Wilson Act which is thus being imitated and 
relied upon by the Senator from [owa in justifying this measure? 
It seems that the argument in justification of this schedule, which 
issu to be absolutely conclusive, is that it is no higher than 
the Wilson Act. 

Mr. ALLISON, Will the Senator from California allow me? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. My only endeavor was to answer the argu- 
ments made upon the other side that we have gone beyond the 
Wilson Act in our differential. 

Mr. WHITE. I thoroughly understand that proposition, but 
we come right back to Te The justification, if justification 
it can be called, suggested by the argument of the Senator from 
Iowa, and ting (which we do not) his computation as correct, 
is that this bill is no worse than the Wilson Act. 

What is the attitude of the otherside of the Chamber when con- 
fronted by this argument? I quoted expressions from Senators 
made three ago when I offered a few remarks two or three 
days past. I have several brochures of the same character upon 
ey eae and I will read very briefly from two or three of them, 
which indicate that while the Republican side of the Senate may 
now believe that the Wilson Act is the most perfect measure ever 
formulated as regards sugar, their sentiments were, in 1894, widely 
at variance with their professed faith now. The Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Haug] said: 


Mr. President, there is one thing that is as certain as the coming of tides 
and sunrise, and that is that whatever aaepeus to be put finally into the bill 
and is comprehended in its features when it passes, the American people will 
without a return to the feature ot free sugar for the breakfast 
8 eo thereby saving to those breakfast tables an annual tax 
sob.0n 000 and $70,000,000-—-Congressional Record, page 5764, volume 


not go | 


of between 
26, part 6, June 5, 1804. 


Again, Mr. President, I must say feelings are outraged. 
This breakfast table, around which our Republican brethren ral- 
ae 1894, is turned over to its modern autocrat—the sugar 


JUNE 15, 


The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHanDLER], who 
am pleased to see in the Chamber, commented at the a a 
upon the bill as follows: P 


Mr. President, the sugar show is about to close— 


We are now un | near the end of this schedule, Mr. President 
it will be observed— “ 


The Ponts have got free barbed wire and free lumber. The Democrats 

have got the Populists, and the sugar trust has got them all. The Amer... 

people are to be taxed next year, and i by year. $60,000,000 annually uy». . 

a necessity of life solely in order that the shameless boast of the sugar tr.\<: 

in the Sugar e Journal, that the trust controls Congress, may be carp joj 
. (Page 5774, volume 26, part 6, June 5, 1804.) 

And yet we have a table presented by the Senator from Iowa. 
the result of weeks of skilled incubation, which discloses that upon 
these two most important items of 95 and 96 test the bill is defen. 
sible because it is a like the Wilson Act. 

Then the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who is al). 
sent owing to sickness and who presented the opening arguinent 
for the Republican side, and upon which they rested, which they 
stood by and sanctioned by their silence, and from which no ove 
dissented and against which no Republican computation was 
offered until yesterday, made the following comment: 


Mr. President, it is evident that the die is cast— 
Evident!— 


The of a t pa: msible for tion, but hopeless! 
and ra lessly under cont ot taheenens outside of this Chamber, } os z 
be a humiliating one to the American people. 


I confess to some diffidence in continuing this, but as a matter 
of duty I will proceed: 


If the Senators upon the other side of this aisle should vote upon the 

ropositions contained in this schedule according to their conscience and 

Judgment, it would receive the almost universal condemnation of Democratic 
nators. 


A substitution should be made here. 


justice or equity of the 
of the Whole. Certain 
persons to ti or the laws, not recognized as any 
part of the National Government, have demanded that certain provisions 
shall be written in the statutes of the United States, and the members of a 
great ye crayenly submit to demands. (Page 5775, volume 2, part 
6, June 5, ) 

And yet the same organization, the representatives of which 
stood by, and if they did not applaud the sentiments it was because 
the decorum of the body prevented it, is to-day not only sanction- 

a bill containing larger differentials than the Wilson and House 
bi ~ but which likewise imposes a double tax upon the American 


e. 
The same Senator, at page 5775 of the same volume, said: 


And I say to you now that when this question is reached in the Senate, we 
shall try on side of the Chamber to secure, if possible, a vote for free 
sugar. 


Let me ask Republican Senators whether they are prepared to 
secure a vote for free sugar at this time? 


This struggle will not end— 
The Senator continues— 


This struggle will not end to-day in the Senate; it certainly will be con- 
tinned before the American and their j ttaken. I tell you, 
Senators, that no act of yours, no provision in will be so certain to 
bring upon youand party the condemnatiop of the American people as 
this one; aaa when I say “your party” I include also the represeutatives of 
the Third Party. ose tlemen have al asserted that they were tho 

w 


- 


friends of the They have to-day by join- 

igiefumectemee emanate 

2) an ‘ sa is tax 

sugar] was infamous, and if [ could em: any stronger word than that in 
d Lianne” 


Is it not sad to reflect, Mr. President, that a great party, within 
whose ranks these patriotic sentiments were born, should change 
its tactics and adopt the very policy which it then characterized 
as infamous? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from California allow me 
for a minute? 


y- 
terday we had some other things charac- 
terized as infamous by a distinguished Senator on the Republican 
side, and later on I was chided indirectly by my friend the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] because [ dealt in epithets. | 
used the words, “the villainy ” which the colleagues on the Financ» 
Committee of the present members of that committee had perpe- 
trated upon the American people in 1894. The Senators on the 
Republican side claim that they were emulating and imitating 
their colleagues. The Senator from California has saved me the 
trouble of proving that what you then characterized as infamous 
you vomeaaieds are to-day ere 

Mr. WHITE, I have referred to table furnished by tho 








Senator from Iowa for the purpose of illustration, not because I 
concede its correctness in any regard, but, assuming it to be cor- 
rect, 1 am pointing out to the Senate that its defense depends upon 
an imitation of the legislation thus vigorously denounced. Now 
we are told that the sugar people are entitled to some protection. 
There seems to be a struggle to protect themin some way. Under 
the head of ‘ Differential,” in the table furnished by the Senator 
from Iowa, take the eee in reference to the House bill. 
According to the table, the House on 95 sugars gave a differential 
of 12.56, and the Senator proposes that we shall now vote a differ- 
ential of 20.06; and on 96 the House gave 12.33 and the Senate is 
now to give 19.83, a little more than the Wilson Act and largely 
more than the House. Hence the argument is that the protection 
afforded the trust by the House bill was insufficient. If that is 
not theargument, why this differential? This table demonstrates, 
as we have said right along, that, without considering the counter- 
vailing duty of thirty-eight one-hundredths at all, the Senate pro- 
poses to give to the trust as high duty upon the substantial grades 
as before conferred and largely in excess of the House schedule. 
Now, I wish to know how Senators upon the other side will de- 
fend themselves against the charge that they are legislating in 
favor of this gigantic monster, as they were in the habit of term- 


ing it three years ago; how are they to defend themselves when | 
it appears by demonstration from their own figures that they have 


raised the House differential and are giving to this institution 
much more than the House proposed. 


I do not look with any aversion at all, I may say, to such advan- | 
tage which an American industry may legitimately get because | 
of the imposition of necessary revenue duty, but [ do not believe 


that the trust people are ina position to deserve legislative favors. 
You have all heard much that was said before the Senate investi- 
gating committee. I will read briefly therefrom: 


Senator ALLEN. Had you or the Sugar Refining Company contributed any- 
thing to the campaign fund in New York last year—the Democratic State 
campaign fund of last year? : 

Mr. VEMEYER. I will hi ve to answer that in the affirmative. 

Senator ALLEN. Did you also contribute something tothe Republican cam- 
paign fund—that is, for the State campaign? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. We always dothat. [ have not the amount in my mind 

Senator ALLEN. In 1892 did you contribute to either party? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. The local pea tioes 

Senator ALLEN. The national parties. 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. No, sir; but always tothe local parties. Let that be dis- 


This evidence was given before the last election— 


Senator ALLEN. And you contribute to both parties with the expectation 
that, whichever ee pecccede, your interests will be guarded? 
Mr. HAVEMEYER. We have a good deal of protection for our contribution. 


They evidently obtain large interest even here— 
en ALLEN. Therefore you feel at liberty to contribute to both par 
9 


Mr. HAVEMEYER. It depends. In the State of New York, where the Dem- 
ocratic majority is between 40,000 and 50,000— 


It used to be— 


we throw it their wer. In the State of Massachusetts, where the Repub 
lican majority is-doubtful, they probably have the call. 

Senator ALLEN. However, in the State of New York you contribute to 
the Democratic parte and in theo Commonwealth of Massachusetts you con- 
tribute to the Repub! ican party? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. It is my impression that wherever there is a dominant 
party, wherever the majority is very large, that is the party that gets the 
contribution, because it is the party that controls local matters. 

Senator ALLEN. Then the sugar trust is a Democrat in a Democratic 
State and a Republican in a Republican State? 

nee As far as local matters are concerned, I think that is 
a 


There was no concealed differential about that. 
Senator Aten. In the State of Maine, you control the refineries at Port- 


land, oyun not? 
a on peeve. That is defunct. We would not give anything to the 


ALLEN. In the State of Pennsylvania, where do your contribu- 


tions gor 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. I will have to look that up. 

Senator ALLEN. In the State of your nativity, or the nativity of your cor- 
poration, New J , where do your contributions go? 

Mr. Havemeyenr. I will have to look that up. 

ALLEN. I understand that New Jersey is invariably a Democratic 
State. It would probably go to the Democratic party? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. Under the theory I have suggestod, if they were there, 
it would naturally go to them. 
* * * * * * * 

Senator ALLEN. And this money that you contribute to these different 
per ipe  epleme pur . local compnign purposes—that money comes 

corpora’ o © sugar refining company? 

eae ine aaibos ak : * 

EN. a oO e expenses of that company? 

TT etc scsczymen 

LEN. up on your as expenses? 

Mr. HAvemerer. Yes, sir. ee ' 

Senator ALLEN. How would it show—as so much money? 
Mr. eeetee. it would chow that a payment was made, 
ment would have explain y the party who made it. 

Senator A Me di 


d explain it actually would not 
‘itr. Ha 


and that pay- 


LLEN. The manner in which 
books? 
No, sir. 


So far as I am concerned, | 
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There are numerous comments made upon this ‘matter in the 
document which I holdin my hand. I continue: 


Mr. Havemeyer has lately explained 
tees of the American Sugar Refining C 


that he, Mr 
mpany are conscie! 


Searles 


, and other trus- 
tiously working 






for the stockholders, whose interests they hold in sacred trust, and he mod 
estly states: 

“To-day over 7,000 persons are intererted as stockholders of the company 
The average holding of stock is about $10,000. It has cost its holders on the 
average par. With the exception of the limited amount which is used for 
speculative purposes, it is held for investment.” 

How disinterested are Mr. Havemeyer, Mr. Sear! and others n be 


inferred from this quotation 


Quoting from the Louisiana Planter and Sugar Manufacturer 
of April 14, 1894: 


A Wall street paper claims to have inside information, a fol 
owing figures as being accurate. It says: “Mr. H. O. Hay r.a ! 


dent of the company, receives $75,000 per annum As a member the rd 
of trustees he receives an additional salary of $ iz | 
income from the American Sugar Refining Compar 100,000, Mr 
A. Havemeyer receives $75,000—$50,000 as vice-pr 


and § 
| tee 

‘Mr. J. E. Searles enjoys the same substantial in $50,000 a Vv 
and treasurer of the company, and $25,000 as a trust l ; 
of the board, Messrs. F. O. Matthiessen, William D und B ; 
all receive $25,000 a year, making another ar ure ‘ TT 
There is a vacancy in the board of trustees, ca i by t , 
George Magoun, which necessitates anot n 
The American Sugar Refining Company th . 0 
in salaries for officers and trustees.”’ 

The average holding of stock may be about $10,000 . , 
testimony under oath lately given in t V i 1 : 
where the majority of it was located, and recent evidence d not indicate 
that the control has changed hands, 

Quoting from the New York World of April 10, 1894: 

At Mr. Matthiessen’s home, in Irvington, September 3, 4 1 5, 1889. Mr. 
M 1iessen described the sugar tru Mr. li } to- 
gether and controlled in equal shares $31,000,000 of the $50.0 ”) of capital 
(Testimony of Clarence E. Leonard. ) 

rhe richness of the statement that the stock had cost its holders on the 
average par may be appreciated when it is rememb i tha : ! ie 

terests of Messrs. Havemeyer and Matthie 1 wel imply > share of 
30),000,000 of stock representing property which, by the trust yn organ, in 
January, 1891, was estimated at $10,295.356 

Mr. President, can it be possible that it is necessary for us to 
spend our time here devising means to give this institution more 
protection? If the Senator from lowa is correct with refer sto 


the House bill, why is it that we are to devote ourselves to increas- 
ing trust protection and affording these people an tunity 
further to pursue their monopoly? Every political organization 
has been in the habit of denouncing these trusts. There are many 
people, there are many able statesmen who believe that the com- 
ing question is as to the control of these enormouscombines. We 
know that in all lines of business concentrated capital in the form 
of trusts is dominating business affairs, narrowing the avenues in 
which youth may hope to win success, thus making it harder for 
a man to be independent, self-reliant, and useful, and thus forcing 
more and more toward servility to centralized power all classes 
and conditions. The great question of the hour is how to legis- 
late so that we may be able to master these enemies of enterprise 
and good government. 

I confess that it is a tremendous task and one not easy to be 
solved. But when we find a proposition here designed to directly 
benefit a power against which we daily declaim, and which we 
declare should be subverted, it is our duty to hesitate before we 


oppor 


vote affirmatively to increase the profits of the combination. We 
| should, if we believe, as we profess, that trusts should be eradi- 
cated, oppose any increase of their gains. Otherwise our good 
faith will be seriously questioned. Fair legislation I favor. Ido 


not believe this is fair legislation, and I do not think upon reflec- 
tion, when Senators understand it and appreciate, it they will be 
willing to father it, as I know they can not defend it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion submitted by the Senator from Iowa to strike out the 
words which have been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the proviso, beginning with the 
word “ Provided,” in line 12, page 64, down to and including the 
word “same,” in line 19, may be passed over. 

Mr. WHITE. What is the request of the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. ILask that the proviso relating to the Hawaiian 
matter may be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of the Senator from lowa? The Chair hears none, a 
so ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. If there are no further 
paragraph, I move to insert the amendment 
the other day, to be known as paragraph 20% 


Is there objection to the request 
nd it will be 


amendments to this 


which I gave notice 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from lowa will be stated. 

The SecrRETARY. Itis intended to insert asa new paragraph the 
following: 

206}. That the duties on molasses, clayed, jag¢ery 1 I test- 
ing not above 87 degrees by the polariscope shall be on h of lcent per 
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a less than those imposed by the preceding paragraph on corresponding 
sts of sugar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed 7 the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it should be stated there, “‘on other 
sugars testing above 87 een ee the polariscope.” 

r. JONES of Arkansas. hat was the last statement of 
the Senator? I did not understand it. Does he propose to modify 
the amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. I propose to modify it by inserting instead of 
‘‘corresponding tests of sugar” the words ‘‘on grades of sugar 
testing above 87 degrees of the polariscope.” Let the Secretary 
read it as I have modified it. The language now is ‘on corre- 
sponding tests of sugar,” that is, imposed by the preceding para- 
graph on sugars testing above 87 degrees of the polariscope. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then, instead of being a reduction, 
the Senator proposes to increase the rate enormously on these low- 
grade sugars? 

Mr. ALLISON. To increase them? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir; that amendment will put 
the tariff on these low-grade sugars exactly the same as on sugars 
above 87. I take it the Senator will put no such tax as that on 


sugars. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly I have no such purpose, I will say to 
the Senator. It is only a correction of phraseology to which my 
attention has been called. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As I understand the amendment as 
it stands at present, it is to reduce the-—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator from Arkansas the 
purpose of thisamendment. I think it is well known that sugar 
of this character testing 87 degrees and below by the polariscope 
should pay one-tenth of a cent less than other sugars. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is to say, it shall pay 1 cent for 
75 and 2.01 cents for each degree above 75 until it reaches 87, in- 
stead of 3. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; that is—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the language of the proposed 
amendment carry out the Senator’s intention? It seems to me 
that the present language will leave the rate at 1 cent on 75, and 
three one-hundredths on each degree even after it passes 87. So 
it will be three one-hundredths on sugar between 75 and 87, as well 
as above that. But with the change the Senator just now inti- 
mated it would increase the rates on the low-grade sugar abso- 
lutely to the gross tariff on the amount above 87. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw my suggestion. Certainly I had 
no such purpose. What 1 fear is that the words ‘‘on correspond- 
ing tests of sugar” will relate to the same test of sugar embraced 
in the paragraph, and therefore will be meaningless; that is all. 
I assure the Senator, and of course Senators must understand it, 
that all I desire in this amendment is what we propose. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. With the language of the amend- 
ment, ‘‘ That the duties on molasses. clayed, jaggery,” etc., I am 
inclined to think the words ‘‘and other sugars” ought to go out 
before the words ‘* testing not above 87 degrees by the polariscope 
shall be one-tenth of 1 cent per pound less than those imposed by 
the preceding paragraph on corresponding tests of sugar;” that is 
to say, sugars testing below 87 degrees. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. The amendment was suggested b 
an observation made at my side by the Senator from Connecticut, 
but I withdraw the suggestion. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I am very much inclined to believe 
that the words “and other sugars” ought to go out. 

Mr. ALLISON, I think that is not the purpose. The purpose 
is to include all sugars testing below 87 degrees by the polariscope. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But is there any sugar excepting 
molasses and jaggery testing below 75? 

Mr. ALLISON, i think thereis, _ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There gertainly can be no centrifu- 

\ 


als. 

Mr. ALLISON. Noneof them test below 89; few of them below 
90. I will allow the amendment to stand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 


Mr, ALLISO I withdraw my modification. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e modification is withdrawn, 
and the amendment will stand as at first presented. 

Mr. ALLISON. As printed. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 207, page 65, line 23, after the word “ unmanufactured.” to 
strike out “twenty ” and insert ‘‘ten;” so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

207. Maple sugar and maple sirup, 4 cents per Po eg glucose or grape 


sugar, 1} cents per nd; sugar cane in its natural or unmanufac 
10 per cent ad ‘aloremn. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, in paragraph 208, © 66. lin. 
after the word ‘‘saccharine,” to strike out $3" teste $ I, 
and in line 2, after the word ‘‘and,” to strike out “fifteen” .,,) 
insert ‘‘ten;” so as to make the paragraph read: P 

208. Saccharine, $1 per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 66, line 3, paragra)))) 
after the word ‘‘ confectionery,” to strike out the comina «),\| ;),! 
words ‘‘and all other articles made wholly or in part of sy...» 
in line 5, after the word ‘‘less,” to strike out “and On sugars after 
being refined, when tinctured, colored, or in any way adulter, 
eight” and insert the word ‘‘four;” in line 7, paragraph »)) 
fore the words ‘‘ per centum,” to strike out “twenty” and i; 
‘*fifteen;” in line 8, after the word “pound,” to strike out «© .),,) 
not more than 35 cents per pound, 12 cents per pound a)| » 

r cent ad valorem; valued at above 35 cents per poy). ” 
in line 12, before the word ‘‘ immediate,” to strike out the \... 
‘‘of paper or other” and insert ‘‘of the;” and in the same jj), 
after the word ‘‘immediate,” to strike out “ wrappers, ti¢).;~ 
a cans, cartons, boxes or;” so as to make the parayr.)); 
re : 


; 
: 


209. Sugar candy and all confectionery valued at 15 cents per pound op 
less. 4 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem; valued at mor. : : 
cents per pound, 50 per cent ad valorem. The weight of the imm 8 
aa, other than the outer packing case or other covering, sha!] |). j)). 
cluded in the dutiable weight of the merchandise. 

The amendment was d to. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
what he estimates that increase of duty upon—candy valued a: |5 
cents a pound, 4 cents a pound and 15 per cent ad valorein’ |r js 
35 per cent under existing law. I notice that we exported $315,.\)3 
worth in 1896, and we imported $22,000 worth. 

Mr. ALLISON, As the Senator will see, we recommend a re- 
duction largely from the House bill. 

Mr. VEST. But my calculation is that you put it back to 50 
per cent from 35. That is the reason why I asked the question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Twetve cents per pound and 20 per cen: ad 
valorem. Does the Senator conclude that that is less than 50) por 
cent? My understanding is that it is more. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator what is his estimate of the duty: 

Mr. ALLISON. It was intended to place that at 50 per «cit 
ad valorem. It is a less rate of duty t that proposed in the 
matter stricken out. If there are no further amendments t. t}) s 
schedule, Mr. President—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer an amendment to come in at the 
end of line 15, on page 66. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from South Dakota will be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is that the amendment proposing a now s c- 
tion eee trusts, etc.? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes; sir; that is the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hoped the Senator would be willing to allow 
that amendment to be passed over for the present, inasmac! as it 
is in the nature of legislation and should go in as a separate and 
distinct section, especially as it applies, I understand, to every 
one of the schedules of the bill. There are several legislative pro- 
visions, and if the Senator will allow it to be passed over unt) we 
reach those legislative provisions I think it would facilitate act on 
on the bill and also place the amendment really in the place wii ro 
it cree eee lof course— _ 

r. PETTIGREW. The sugar paragraphs of the bill are int:- 
mately related to this amendment, and any discussion of (ho 
amendment necessarily involves the discussion of the sngar «1i0--- 
tion. It seems to me if we want to facilitate the passage o! t! 
bill we had better dis: of the sugar question now and not bring 
it up again at the end of the paragraphs of the bill. I shal! have 
no objection after it is disposed of, if tt is adopted, to giving unan- 
imous consent that it may be put in at any place in the bil! in 
arranging the order of the ons afterwards, but it seems to me 
that we had better dispose of the question now. Therefore | de- 
sire that it shall be considered at this time. Of course we can nit 
poe a majority of the Senate, if they choose to do so, from v- 

aying action upon it, but, as far as I am concerned, I prefer to 
di e of it at this time. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from South Dakota will be read. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I want to say a word about this 
matter without detaining the Senate unnecessarily. I never s1)- 
posed until the present session of that there was any 
difference between the two great parties of the country as to tlie 
re. of this amendment. I remember very distinctly that in 
1890 the leader of the oe party, now the Secretary of 
State, Senator Sherman, of Ohio, declared in this Chamber that 
whenever he was satisfied that a trust existed as to any article 
ee —— tariff he would immediately favor removing the 

uty upon that article. That sentiment was repeated with great 








1897. 


nu both sides of the Chamber and in the press of 
a rae all complexions and political opinion, and until 
now I did not — there was any difference of opinion. 

But, Mr. President, I have one overwhelming reason for want- 
ing to vote upon this proposition now, and I gave it or intimated 
it some days ago. I want to dispose of the sugar schedule. As I 
have had occasion to say more than once, it is a source of calumny, 
scandal, and irritation,and there is no peace, to speak properly, 
in the Senate or in Congress as long as the schedule is pending. 

Now, suppose we put off this amendment until the close of the 
pill. Then when it comes up : 
ule will be up again, the whole question will be gone over, and 
there will be the same irritation and the same scandal. For one, 
I want to d a lit 
pares of it, Ishall insist upon a vote now. If our friends upon 
the other side are not willing to meet it, let them take the responsi- 
bility of puttingit off. ; 

It seems to me that this is the appropriate time. We have been 
talking here about trusts and combines for a week. The press of 
the country is full of all sorts of innuendoes and direct charges 
even as to the motives of Senators and the influences at work 
here. That great trust is like an octopus, as they say, and is con- 
trolling Congress. I want to see now whether we can not dis- 

e of this matter, and dispose of all the phases of it and get rid 
of it. As the Senator from South Dakota has properly remarked, 
as to the place in the bill where this provision is to go, that is 
very easily adjusted. There can be no friction in regard to it. 

It is reported—I do not know, for I am not in the confidence of 
our friends on the other side politically—that this matter has been 








for discussion the whole sugar sched- | 
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the subject of caucus deliberation by the Republicans, and that it | 
has been referred to the majority of the Judiciary Committee of | 


the Senate, the Republican Senators on that committee. Now, we 
are just as competent to decide on this — as any committee. 


will know after a dozen reports from a dozen committees. 
of no legal question that is involved in it, and as to the details of 
the amendment we are entirely competent and ready, so far as I ain 
concerned, to take it up and dispose of those details. Until we do 
get rid of it it will hang over the Senate and be the fruitful source 
of all sorts of irritation and scandal. For one I want to vote onit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from South Dakota will be read. 

The Secretary. After line 15, page 66, it is proposed to insert: 

That all articles on the dutiable list mentioned in this act shall be admitted 
free of duty if said articles or articles of a like character of domestic produc 
tion are manufactured or their sale controlled or the price affected by atrust 
or combination to increase the cost of said articles to purchasers by prevent- 
ing competition or otherwise. Every contract. combination in the form of a 
trust, or assoc or corporation whose effect is to restrict the quantity of 
production or increase the price of any article, or any erumirecy in restraint 
of wenn ces be deemed a trust within the provisions of this act. 

Any ec 


I know | 


tizen of the United States may file a petition, verified by oath or | 


affirmation, in any district court of the United States where the defendant | 


has an office or 
trust as herein 
this act, or articles or products of like character of domestic grote tion, are 
manufactured, or their sale controlled. or the price affected by said trust; 
whereupon a summons shall be immediately issued from said court direct- 
ing the defendant to appear and answer said ao | me the case to be gov- 
erned as to time and manner of service, the pleadings, and all proceedings 
had therein, as is now provided by law in civil causes instituted in the dis 
trict courts of the United States. 

If any citizen of the United States shall file with any district attorney for 
said district the petition herein set forth, it shall be the duty of said attorney 
to institute proceedings forthwith in the district court for said district in 
the name of the United States for the purpose of determining the issues made 
a petition, like proceedings to be had in such case as hereinbefore pre- 


The summons to the defendant or defendants herein required shall be 
served upon the president or chief officer, if a corporation, or upon all the 
members, if an association or partnership, and the Secretary of the Treas- 

shall also be notified of the existence and nature of the suit. 

Il cases instituted as herein provided shall be advanced upon the docket 
of the court so as to have precetence of trial over all civil causes thereon, 
and an appeal may be taken from the decision of the district court to the 
circuit court of the United States for the district, under the same rules as 
are prescribed for like a in other civil cases, but the judgment of the 


circuit shall be final 
If the decision of the court shall be that the allegations of the petitions 


are true, an order directing the customs officers of the United States to 
thereafter permit the importation of such article or articles free of duty 
issue: ided, That where a duty is levied upon raw material 

any article that is improved by any process after being imported, the dut 
or unrefined or unimproved article shall be collected, 
amount of duty upon the refined or improved article as provided 
the differential or additional duty shall not be collected if the 
product is found to be the subject of a trust, as herein- 
forth: Provided, That at any time after judgment the Secretary 
upon written unds, or any party to the proceedings upon 
by oath or rmation, may move the court to set aside or 
enforcement of such jud t. If wpon hearing it shall be ad- 
the trust has ceased to exist, it shall be the duty of the Secretary 
Treasury to withdraw or cancel his orders to the customs officers, and 
such officers shall immediately resume the collection of the duties imposed by 
The parties to the original proceeding who do not join in the motion 
shall have reasonable notice thereof, and the motion shall he advanced and 
have precedence of trial over all civil causes. A ls may be taken asin the 


the motion ohall Le dey e circuit court, but the judgment of that court upon 


lace of business or may reside, alleging the existence of a 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. Presidenf, up to the last national con- 
vention the amendment which I have offered was in strict accord 
with the platform, the principles, and the policies of the Repub- 
lican party. But the last convention of the Republican party at 
St. Louis left that plank out of their platform. Previous to that 
time the Republican party had declared for bimetallism. Bimet- 
allism is dangerous to trusts, because trusts do not thrive on rising 
prices, but flourish when prices decline. Therefore if the trusts 
were to be left out, and bimetallism left out, everything was in 
absolute harmony. The platform accorded apparently with the 
policies of tne Convention. If this was accidental, if this provision 
was left out of the platform by an oversight, if it was not left out 


| because the trusts had gained possession of the convention and 
of it and take my share of responsibility as to all | 


did not desire to abuse each other, then of course that will be 
illustrated by the vote to-day. 
In the platform of 1888 the Republican party declared: 


We declare our opposition fo all combinations of capital, orgatr dintri 
or otherwise, to control arbitrarily the condition of trade among our cit n 
and we recommend to Congress and the State legislatur: n their re \ 
jurisdictions, such legislation as will prevent the ex tion of st 
oppress the people by undue char m theirsupplies ites fe 
the transportation of their products to market. We ap 
by Congress to prevent alike unjust burdens and unfair discrimina ns be 
tween the States. 

And that is good Republican doctrine. It was at that time. 


At the next convention, in 1892, the Republican party declared: 


We reaffirm our opposition, declared in the Republi 


can platform of 1888, 
to all combinations or capital organized in trusts or otherwise to control 
arbitrarily the condition of trade among our citizens. We heartily indors« 
the action already taken upon this subject and ask for such further legisla 
tion as may be required to remedy any defects in existing laws and to render 


their enforcement more complete and effective 


To-day we have a chance to carry out the plank in that platform 


‘ : | and enact those necessary laws, to enact one of those protective 
We understand the bearing of the whole question as much as we | 


provisions to carry out this platform by declaring ‘hat every 
article controlled by a trust or by a combination to limit produc 
tion or increase the price shall be subject to the competition of 
the world, unless the trust will dissolve. The punishment Is there- 
fore automatic. The trust can decide whether it will go out of 
existence or contest the rich American market with the manufa 
turers of other countries. It is absolutely and strictly in accord- 
ance With the fundamental principles of protection as laid down 
by the Republican party since it came into existence, for the Re 
publican doctrine was that by protection we reduce the price of 
the article to the consumer; that by protection we build up com 
petitiun at home; that competition lowers the price and does jus- 
tice to the consumer. But, Mr. President, when you allow the 
existence of a trust to control that price and then fix a tariff by 
which they can raise the price to the limit of th 
overturned every principle of protection. 
this bill without the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, [ do not wish to debate this ques 
tion now. I expected when I came here and now expect to do, 
evil at which 
the amendment isaimed. I donot think it finds a proper pl in 
atariff bill. 1 thinkit belongs to the penal legislation of the coun- 
try; that it should be considered by the Senators who are charged 
by the Senate with the consideration of that class of questions, 
and should be a bill by itself. It seems to me to have no place 
here. [ trust that some additional legislation may be devised and 
will be devised that may be satisfactory to the country as far as 
such things can be controlled by legislation. 

Further, I am opposed to the amendment for one special reason, 
besides many others. Its provisions are such that any two or 
three men (they may be foreigners, they may be exporters, they 
may do it for the express purposes of accomplishing that result 
by making a combination for the purpose of increasing the cost of 
articles, can at once compel the article they make to be put on the 
free list, and doing the thing with that motive, however small or 
temporary or ineffective their purpose, will put the articl 
on the free list. So if three wool importers in Boston do this 
thing, they can ruin every woolgrower in the West, whose pros- 
perity depends on the existence of the tariff. If three men in Chi- 
cago make a combination to put up the price of the manufactures 
of wool, they can ruin 10,000 innocent, honest woolen manufac- 
turers in New England. In other words, you put the great pro- 
tective policies of this country at the mercy of two or three crimi- 
nal persons. 

Senators may talk about trusts and speculation. Was there 
ever a trust. was there ever a speculation possible under existing 
laws like what would be possible under a law which, like this 
amendment, provides that three men may have a tariff on an arti- 
cle for one six months and not for the next six months 
renew it another six months, and so on? 

So I propose to vote against the amendment 
Mr. AULKNER. I ask the Senator whether he is 
his view in reference to the effect of the amendment. 


tariff, you have 
You can not justify 


ace 


iffected 


, and then 


correct in 
W hen he 
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considers the amendment on page 3, from line 44 down to line 55, 
he will find that it very guardedly protects the very proposition 
that he thinks it opens to every party. : 

Mr. HOAR. No; I do not think it does at all, as you will see. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The proviso beginning in line 47 reads: 

Provided, That where a duty is levied upon raw material or any article 
that is improved by any process after being imported, the duty on the raw 
material or unrefined or unimproved article shall be collected, and a like 
amount of duty upon the refined or improved article as provided 7 this act; 
but the differential or additional duty shall not be collected if the improved 
vid om product is found to be the subject of a trust, as hereinbefore set 
or 

For example, take the sugar trust. The Senator does not mean 
to maintain, if the courts held and adjudicated that that was a 
trust under the provisions of this amendment, that raw sugar 
would be exempt from duty, but simply the differential between 
the raw and the refined as given by the bill? 5 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, let us see, if we can, what this 
amendmentis. It says: 

That all articles on the dutiable list mentioned in this act shall be admitted 


free of duty if said articles or articles of a like character of domestic produc- 
tion are manufactured— 


That is one complete sentence— 
or their sale controlled— 
That is the second alternative— 


or the price affected by a trust or combination to increase the cost of said arti- 
cles. 

That is the third alternative. That would cover every contract 
whose effect is to restrict the quantity of production or increase 
the price. A contract between two country firms, of the most 
insignificant character, diminishing the quantity of production or 
increasing the price of any article is a trust. The doing of any 
of the things I — read would make an article free. That ends 
that. 

Mr. FAULKNER. No. 

Mr. HOAR. Now comes your remedy: / 

Any citizen of the United States may file a petition, verified by oath or 
affirmation, in any district court of the United States where the defendant 
has an office or place of business or may reside, alleging the existence of a 
trust as herein defined. 

That is, that John Brown and John Smith, of Huckleberry Cen- 
ter, Me., have contrived to raise the price of imported wool or of 
wheat in that town, or to restrict the product of grain, each of 
them having an acre of wheat, agreeing that they will not raise 
any more. That having been done, you file your petition and the 
summons issues. Then, when that is done, the parties being the 
petitioner on one side and these two people on the other, the case 
goes on. Then you have another provision that the district at- 
torney also, for the Government, may file a like petition. When 
either of these cases, either this between John Brown and John 
Smith, of Huckleberry Center, or John Jones or the district attor- 
ney’s petition has got to the court, the court finds, without any 
discretion, that the allegations of the petition are true. 

Then, having found that, an order is issued directing the cus- 
toms officers of the United States to thereafter permit the importa- 
tion of wool throughout this country free, or the importation of 
wheat free, or of cotton, or of lumber free, as the case may be, 
that little, trivial, petty transaction having taken place; and there- 
upon there are these provisions about raw materials, etc., which 
it is not necessary to read. 

Isay again that there never was put into words like these a 
scheme suggested or proposed in the wildest imagination which 
would so encourage gambling, speculation, and trusts, the im- 

roper control of the business of many men by the few. It is 
Polly and abomination through and through. Three knaves, Ca- 
nadians, Englishmen, Germans, Scandinavians, Mesopotamians, 
Jews, bond or free, as St. Paul says, may come over here and do 
this thing for the very purpose of overthrowing our tariff laws, 
and the whole tariff system in this country is to be at their mercy, 
and the thousands and thousands of -honest men doing a small 
business on the stream where you live, Mr. President [Mr. Gat- 
LINGER in the chair], or where I live, the farmers in the great 
wheat-growing regions of this country, the manufacturers of iron 
and steel, are to be a at the mercy of this combination by this 
proposition, which does not, even if that would help it much, give 
a drop of discretion to omeety to temper its exercise either by 
mercy or by reason. I tell the Senator from West Virginia I am 
right in what this thing means and as to what it says, and neither 
he nor anybody else can get away from it. 

Mr. FA LEN ER. Mr. President, I am not going into any de- 
nunciation of any interest, or use any strong language, such as the 
Senator from Massachusetts has done in discussing this question. 
I am looking at it-simply from a legal standpoint. I am satisfied 
the Senator from Massachusetts is =e am satisfied that the 
provision is clearly drawn to carry out the and intention 
of its author, and that no order could be which could put 


raw material, such as wool, taking the illustration which the Sey. 
ator gave, on the free list, although it =~ be found that the 
manufactured article, which is woolen cloths, was in a trust. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say that the manufactured article }<j,,. 
in a trust would make wool free. I said a trust affecting wo.) 
would make wool free. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It could not make wool free if it is raw y,4. 
terial, nor could it make even the manufactured product {; 
but the ad valorem duty upon the article, which is the tari(f ¢ 
upon wool, and not the compensatory duty by reason of raw w 
would also be collected under the provisions of this bill, ),, 
only penalty would be the penalty of the compensatory dy:,. 
That would be forfeited. 5 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does not the Senator understj1) 
that, by the provisions of this proposed amendment, if there is 4 
trust which in any way controls the raw material, that raw m:te- 
rial is to be free also? 

Mr. FAULKNER. No, I do not. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have not the amendment before 
me, but I wish the Senator would read that provision. 

Mr. FAULKNER. TheSenatorfrom Massachusetts simply rad 
the opening clause, which refers to the subjects that are inti-:nd.) 
to be embraced; and then he went on very carefully to descrily 
right of the citizen or the district attorney to file a petition t 
bring the subject-matter before the court for its adjudication; |)n 
when he came to the judgment of the court, the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts ceased to discuss the amendment. Why? Becanse the 
judgment of the court fixes exactly the question as to whether or 
not the transaction would deprive the parties or the Government 
of the right of taxation on either the raw material or the improve 
article,except so far as the differential was given in the interest of 
that particular trust, or of the compensatory duty given, as in tho 
interest of wool. 

Here is the provision as to the judgment of the court, and that 
is the only way by which any article can get upon the free list ly 
virtue of this belepenate and that judgment is controlled by tho 
express provision of the amendment itself: 

If the decision of the court shall be that the allegations of the petitions ara 


true, an order directing the customs officers of the United States to thervafter 
ea the importation of such article or articles free of duty shal! at once 
us, 

If the provision stopped there, there is no question about what 
would be the effect of it. All articles as to which there wasa 
trust would necessarily be placed upon the free list by virtue of 
the provisions of this amendment; but the limitation under tho 
proviso is as follows: 

Provided, That where a duty is levied upon raw material, or any article 
that is improved by any process after being imported, the duty on the raw 
material or u ned or unimproved article shall be collected, and a lik» 
amount of ot upon the refined or improved article as provided by this 
act; but the differential or additional duty shall not be collected if the im- 

ved or refined product is found to be subject of a trust, as hereinbe- 
‘ore set forth. 

It is limited to the improved product. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will on me, all articles are to be 
admitted free of duty if such articles are controlled by a trust. 
That is the way the amendment begins, “‘ All articles.” Then it 
goes on to say: 

That where a duty is levied upon raw material, or any article that is im- 
pes process after being imported, the duty on the raw materia! or 
unrefined or unimproved article be collected, and a like amount of duty 


upon the refined or improved article as provided by this act; but the differen- 
tial or additional duty shall not be collected. .~ 


Very clearly to my apprehension that only applies to what 
the Senator has read; but where this trust affects, not the raw 
material, but the thing in its advanced stage, in which case tho 
taw material being still dutiable, in spite of the provision that all 
matters affected by a trust are free, the advanced process is tle 
subject of the trust. Then the ae on to say, that this 
duty being collected on the raw , you are to collect on 
the advanced of the product so much as is the duty on 
the raw material, but not the differential. That would be an in- 
justice in this thing. o 

The Senator certainly does not mean to say that this provision 
was drawn with the view of protecting trusts on raw materials 
which the operators or the manufacturers in an advanced staye 
had nothing to do with. He does not mean to say that he pro- 
poses to support an amendment which permits trusts in wool, 
or permits trusts in wheat, or permits trusts in cotton, or anything 
of that kind, or to make still lawful and protected, and that 
he is only aiming at trusts by manufacturers. It would be a 
monstrous oN roowencen which my honorable friend never would 
support. is is very clear in that particular to my apprehension. 
It — first, that all articles that are the subject of this trust shall 
be admitted free of duty without an exception, but that when tle 


-raw material continues dutiable, that is not being the subject of 


a trust, but where there is a trust in the advanced s 


you shall 
collect the duty on the raw material, and that from 


e men who 











raise are not guilty, you shall collect the duty on so much 
of oS its advanced stage as belongs to the raw material; 
otherwise you would be punishing them, and you shall not collect 
the differential, which is what this trust is dealing in. That is 
what the says. 

Mr. FA . I see theSenator from Massachusetts, upon 
a reconsideration of the matter, recognizes the correctness of my 

ition. 
Por, HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. If the Senator is 
right, then you have got a proposition here, as is suggested to me 
by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLattT], by the confession 
of its friends, providing for an importers’ trust and only protect- 
ing that. It is worse in the construction of my honorable friend 
the Senator from Connecticut than it is in mine. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The honorable Senator is as much in error 
upon that as he was before; but inasmuch as he has confessed his 
first error—— 

Mr. HOAR. I have not confessed any error. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The entire discussion of the question—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I thought I had the floor. The Senator 
has not addressed the Chair and he has not asked permission to 
interrupt me. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from West Virginia yield to me? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will, with pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say to my honorable friend that I am 
amazed at his statement. 1 have not suggested or thought or 
intimated that I had been mistaken in any respect. I affirm now, 
without qualification, that the proposition which I first laid down 
is true. hat I said was that if in substance this amendment 
does in effect protect trusts by importers, it is worse even than I 
had thought it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That was in the latter part of the Senator's 
remarks, suggested to him by the distinguished Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLatt]; but as I understand from his remarks— 
and I think he will find I am correct when he reads them in the 
Recorp—he said that he recognized the fact that it did not enable 
anyone to combine in reference to raw wool by making a trust 
and having it declared a trust, and then raw wool was to come in 
free. That was the argument of the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR, I disclaim having said that before. I never said 


that. 

Mr.FAULKNER. ThenI did not understand the distinguished 
Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. That is exactly right. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course I attribute it entirely to my ob- 
tuseness and not to the Senator’s want of facility in expression. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from West Virginia yield to me 
further to say a word? 

Mr. FAULKNER. With pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. I only wish to say that the Senator is a man of 
most remarkable intellectual acuteness, but that, in fact, he mis- 
understands me. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have no doubt, as the Senator so states, 
that I did misunderstand him; but I think the Senate understood 
the Senator as I did; at least, the Senators around me certainly did. 

It will be found upon an examination of this amendment just 
as Istated. It puts a punishment upon all combinations or trusts 
in manufactured articles where there is a duty upon the raw ma- 
terial and where there is a duty also upon the manufactured prod- 
uct, which duty upon the manufactured product is increased by 
reason of the fact that a duty is put upon the raw material. It 
is simply provided that, in the judgment of the court, the differen- 
tial or benefit given to them over and above the amount of the 
ozs the raw material shall be taken from them by reason 
of tion of the trust as a aie for that offense. When 
that is done, the penalty of the law is fully exhausted, and any 
manufacturers who form a trust in raw material would not be 
benefited by ae wool, as suggested by the Senator, put upon 
the free list; but all raw material, under all circumstances, under 
the provision of the amendment providing for the judgment of the 
oo must be put upon the dutiable list at the rates fixed in this 


Further than that, all 


be ally manufactured articles must also 


the dutiable list, as provided in this bill, not with- 
; but so far as the finished product is concerned, as 
to the tial given to it—as in the case of woolen goods, the 
com duty, and, as I suppose would be the case as to the 
sugar trust, the difference between the raw and the refined sugar— 
the trust would have, of course, to surrender that benefit as a 
under the provisions of the amendment. 
Mr. HOAR. May I ask the honorable Senator before ho sits 
one cal question? 

Mr. FA ER. Certainly. 
Mr. HOAR. , — it be the case of Egyptian cotton, which, 
I suppose, is an of ‘‘like character” with the sea-island 
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cotton for the pagers of this bill; at any rate, we will assume 
that. What is to be done with that? The amendment says: 


That all articles on the dutiable list mentioned in this act shall be admit- 
ted free of duty if said articles or articles of a like character of ck mestic pro- 
duction are manufactured 

Leave that out— 
or their sale controlled or the price affected by a trust or combination. 


So if the sale of sea-island cotton is controlled or its price is af- 
fected by a trust or combination to increase the cost of the article 
to the consumer, then it is to be admitted fr duty. That is 
the first proposition. ; 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is according tothe Senator's interpre 
tation. 

Mr. HOAR. That is my interpretation of the first clause. Then 
you go on and say that a duty shall be levied; then that the duty 
on the raw material shall be collected, and the differential dut 
shall not. It seems to me—and I ask the Senator if I am not 
right—that where the duty is not to be levied upon an article any 
longer because it is on the free list, the provision about the differ- 
ential does not apply; in other words, is it not true that the pur- 
pose of the framer of this amendment was to strike at the trust, 


if the trust only affected the manufactured article, and then not to 
hurt the producer of the raw material? Butif it affected the pro- 
ducer of the raw material, then to protect him. Is not that true, 
or is not the alternative proposition true, that this is provided to 
protect importers’ trusts of raw material, and only to strike at 
manufacturers’ trusts? 


Mr. FAULKNER. I donot think itdoesapply. Idonot think 
that is the correct view of the provision. I think it has no effect 
whatever in the cases suggested by the Senator; but really the 
penalty, which is the provision on the third page of the amend- 
ment, and the only penalty that can be imposed by the order of 


the court, is limited in such a way that it can only apply to the 
manufactured article. That is my opinion. 


The amendment is carefully worded in reference to another 
question. In some instances in the tariff the manufactured article 
does not receive a compensatory or differential duty which is as 
large as the duty on the raw material. This amendment provides 


that, notwithstanding that provision, the manufactured product, 
although in the trust, being compelled to pay the full duty on the 
raw material, the same amount of duty shall be collected upon 
competing articles of that character, although they are in the trust. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. The woolen manufacturers receive a compensatory 
duty for the duty on wool. Suppose the woolen manufacturers 
of Massachusetts should form a‘trust for the purpose of increasing 
the price of woolen goods, would not, then, the woolen manufac- 
turers of the country, under this proposed amendment if it should 
become a part of the law, lose their compensatory duty? 

Mr.FAULKNER. Partlyso, but astheduty on theraw material 
is so large, they would get a larger duty by reason of the provision 
of this amendment than they would get as a duty upon the manu- 
factured product. 

Mr. FRYE. But they are still obliged to pay a duty on the wool. 

Mr. FAULKNER. To that extent they would get the duty on 
the competing articles which were imported. 

Mr. FRYE. AsI understand it, if the woolen manufacturers 
of Massachusetts should form a combination in the shape of a 
trust, and the woolen manufacturers of Maine and Indiana should 
not, the woolen manufacturers of Maine and Indiana would pay 
the penalty for the wrong done by the woolen manufacturers of 
Massachusetts? 

Mr. FAULKNER. To the extent that the article produced by 
the trust would be put upon the free list. 

Mr. FRYE. If they were affected at all, would it not be in the 
way I have stated? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think it would be just, because it would 
return every cent that they had paid for the material that entered 
into this article which was the product of the trust. That is tho 
provision of this amendment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to ask the Senator 
from West Virginia what his construction of this amendment is? 
Is his construction such that if there be a combination to control 
the price of imported articles which are raw material and on the 
dutiable list, those articles will be admitted free of duty 
only in the case of manufactured products? 

Mr. FAULKNER. In the case of manufactured products, I 
say, because there is no provision for the judgment of the court 


or 18 16 


except astomanufactured products. That limits all the provisions 
of the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then it seems that the construc- 
tion which I suggested to the Senator from Massachusetts { Mr. 
eee is correct. Here is an amendment which proposes to put 
manufactured articles on the free list if anybody in any way is 
associated to raise the price of those manufactured articles, but 
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it does not put articles which are called raw materials on the free 
list, however many trusts there may be in them. If a trust be 
formed to control the importation of raw sugar, sugar is not to 
be put on the free list because of the trust; but it is only when 
some trust relates to the manufacture or improvement of what is 
called the raw material, So that the amendment provides for 
and encourages importers’ trusts, and condemns trusts if they 
exist among our own people to improve upon imported articles. 


[Mr. PETTUS addressed the Senate. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, 1 do not intend at this time to 
enter upon a general discussion of the subject-matter of trusts, 
but I shall simply aim in a few brief words to point out what I 
conceive to be some of the radical defects of the amendment of 
the Senator from South Dakota. In the little I undertake to say 
on this occasion I will proceed on the theory that we are all of us | 
actuated by an honest desire and an honest purpose to repress by 
suitable legislation all unlawful trusts and unlawful combina- 
tions, as far as it is possible, and that the real difference is in re- 
spect to the means that we severally invoke. 

In the early part of this session, when the tariff bill first came | 
into this body, I took the liberty of preparing and introducing an | 
amendment on the subject of trusts. 1 studied over the question | 
somewhat, and when [ had prepared my brief amendment and 
introduced it I thought at the time that so far as it extended it 
was a perfect piece of legislation. I was further fortified in this | 
view by the fact that a provision substantially similar appeared | 
in the Canadian tariff bill. But I have now, after deliberating 
over the matter, come to the conclusion that the amendment which 
I offered, as I shall point out by and by, is not the proper thing, 
and would notin practical operation subserve the purpose intended, 
but would tend to greatly embarrass the Executive and would 
lead to no substantial advantage. 

When I first read the amendment of the Senator from South 
Dakota, I thought it had undoubted merit. In the first place, as 
a lawyer, it appealed to my sense of justice from the fact that it 
ab ger to submit the question of trust tothe courts. But if we 

ook at the ultimate object in view from a practical standpoint— 
and that is the test we must apply in sat’ toces cases when we 
come to legislate—we will see the defects of the measure. 

The amendment of the Senator from South Dakota contains 
three controlling provisions. In the first agraph it defines 
what constitutes a forbidden trust or combination in the follow- 
ing language: 

That all articles on the dutiable list mentioned in this act shall be admitted 
free of duty if said articles or articles of a like character of domestic produc- 
tion are manufactured or their sale controlled or the price affected by a trust 
or combination to increase the cost of said articles to purchasers by prevent- 
ing competition or otherwise. Every contract, combination in the form ot a 
trust, or association or corporation whose effect is to restrict the quantity of 


production or increase the price of any article, or any conspiracy in restraint 
of trade shall be deemed a trust within the provisions of this act. 


This is the definition of a trust or unlawful combination. It 
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| amount of revenue. 


| in any corner of this land, two con 


| subject. 
| see the difference. The Canadian is as follows: 





a down the fundamental principle or cause of action. The 
following paragraph prescribes the procedure to be resorted to in 
ascertaining the existence of the trust: 


Any citizen of the United States may file a petition, verified by oath or 
affirmation, in any district court of the United States where the defendant 
has an office or place of business or may reside. anes the existence of a 
trust, as herein defined, and that articles or products subject to duty under 
this act, or articles or pee of like character of domestic production, are 
manufactured, or their sale controlled, or the price affec by said trust; 
whereupon a summons shall be immediately issued from said court directing 
the defendant to appear and answer said petition, the case to be governed as 
to time and manner of service, the pleadings, and all proceedings had therein, 
as is now provided by law in civil causes instituted in the district courts of 
the United States. 


If any citizen of the United States shall file with any district attorney for 
said district the petition herein set forth, it shall be the duty of said attorney 
to institute proceedings forthwith in the district court for said district in the 
name of the United States for the purpose of @@termining the issues made by 
= ,perttion, like proceedings to be had insuch case as hereinbefore pre- 
8c ; 

The issue thus presented is to be tried by the court, and if the 
court finally decides that a trust does exist, no matter how lim- 
ited, no matter how few may be in the trust, no matter how limited 
may be the territorial area which it occupies, then it inevitably 
follows that the goods in respect to which the trust exists or those 
of a similar nature are to be put upon the free list, except in the 
case of raw material, This is the language of the amendment 
upon this point: 

If the decision of the court shall be that the allegations of the petitions are 
true, an order directing the customs officers of the United States to there- 


after permit the importation of such article or articles free of duty shall at 
once issue. 


What are the consequences of such a judgment? The conse- 
quences are that all the goods of the character and kind embraced 
in the trust found throughout the entire Union are put upon the 
free list, and, as a consequence, the Government is deprived of 
the revenne. But this loss of revenue is not all. If in any por- 
tion of this country, in any corner—and we have an immense 
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domain, extending from ocean to ocean and from the Great Lak.< 
to the Gulf—there is a trust of any kind or to any extent jin ;),. 
manufacture of, say, woolen goods, or in the manufacture of «.; 
ton goods, and any citizen chooses to make complaint that ¢) 

is such a trust, and that issue is tried and found to be true, wy), 
this amendment it inevitably follows that not only is that part , 
the country in which the trust exists and which is directly aif. .;, 
by the trust placed under free trade, but the entire country. }°.; 
as well as West, suffers the same penalty. The innocent 1).:),.,. 
facturer suffers in common with the guilty one. ~~ 

Take the case of a great industry from which we derive a |, 

If in respect to that one industry a try 
found in any corner of this broad land, in any one of our f., 


odd States, no matter how limited in area or numbers the (1): 
| may be, and the court decides there is such a trust, then un 


this rigid and arbitrary amendment it follows inevitably that » 
over this Union the product or output of that industry js | 
upon the free list. So you see that if a trust is found by the ¢), 
uences follow, two pun 
ments follow that may be far greater than the evil to be corre:-ti|. 
One is that all over the country parties who are innocent «{ t})6 
trust, parties who have not been in the combination, but who .re 
unfortunate enough to be engaged in that particular industry. 
are punished and put under the penalties of free trade, and 1}, 
in addition, the Government is deprived of its revenue, a matter 
that may be of serious consequence where millions of revenue 
are involved. 

We can not fool the American people by any such legislation as 
this. However anxious and desirous we may be to check ay 
restrain trusts—and I believe I amas anxious as anybody— we cin 
not afford to inject any such legislation into a tariff bill or put i: 
on the statute books. 

Mr. President, in this connection, I will candidly call attention 
to my amendmentand what I nowsee are its defects, and will also 
call attention to a provision in the Canadian tariff bill on the same 
First I will read the Canadian provision, so Senators can 


That whenever it shall appear to the satisfaction of the governor in coun- 
cil that as respects any article of commerce there exists any trust, coin 
tion, association, or agreement of any kind among the manufacturers 0 
article, or the dealers therein, or any portion of them, to enhance th 
of such article, or in any other way to unduly promote the advantage of such 
manufacturers or dealers at the expense of the consumers, aud that suc) 
oe to the consumers is facilitated by the customs duty imposed on 
a like article when imported, then the rere in council shall plac 1 
article on the free list, or so reduce the duty on it as to give to the public tho 
benefit of reasonable competition in such article. 


Now, this provision is subject to the same criticism, in my 
mind, but not to an equal extent, as is the amendment of the Sin- 
ator from South Dakota. It is subject to the criticism that if tho 
governor in council—that means the governor aad his cabii' 
finds that there is a trust, then it is mandatory on him to aj))ly 
the lawand to put the article on the free list orreducethe duty. | 
is in this respect as rigid as the amendment of the Senator froim 
South Dakota. 

My amendment differs in this respect, that it leaves the exercise 
of the power discretionary with the President. This is the anieni- 
ment which I prepared, and which I thought at the time [ intr - 
duced it was a good one: 

That whenever it shall appear to the satisfaction of the President of tle 
United States, after due investigation, u the complaint of any perso: 
that a contract, understanding, combination, in the form ofa trust or o! 
wise, or a conspiracy exists among the producers or manufacturers of «iy 
product or commodity to restrain, stifle, or monopolize the manufa:ct\' 

uction, or sale, or to enhance the price of such product or commodity, 

hen he shall have the power, in his discretion, to suspend, by Executiys 

order, the collection of all duties levied under this act upon any product or 
commodity imported which is substantially similar or like in materi: 


ich 
quality, texture, or the use to which it may be ap; , to the product or 
ding, combination, 07 


commodity in respect to which the contract, unde 
conspiracy aforesaid may exist, and during such suspension the products «r 
commodities upon which the duties levied are suspended, as aforesaid, s!\!! 
be admitted free of duty. Whenever the President becomes satistie! that 
the cause for which the suspension was ordered has to exist, it shall 
be his duty to revoke the order of and thereupon duties shall 
thereafter be levied and collected as though order had never been made 


Now, the criticism upon this trust amendment, and I think it is 
a fair and a just one, is of a twofold nature. The first is that it 
imposes an e and burdensome duty upon the Execu- 
tive to investigate these trusts. That is a criticism of my own 
and of others. But that is not the worst feature of it. The ex- 
ecutive department could refer the question of determining th» 
existence of the trust to the Secretary of the Treasury or other 
subordinates. 

But the worst feature, to my mind, and I ask every one of you to 
put yourselves in the President's place—you know I can not (0 
it—is the onus of exercising the discretion cast upon him. How- 
ever honest a President may be, however fearless and independent 
he may be, whatever course he might take would be subject to 
criticism. One side or the other might charge him with unfair- 


ness, and he would be kept under suspicion. One side 
or the other would bad him of ion he would never do 
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under our system of government to place our President under 
such stress or to subject him to any such embarrassment or hu- 
miliation. This feature of the amendment is, to my mind, a very 
serious objection; so serious that after considering it I have felt 
as though it would not be fair for me to press it any further. 

But while these are my views about all these amendments, I 
still feel that we ought to insert in this bill some legislation to 
restrain and repress trusts. But let us do it, Mr. President, in a 
manly and straightforward manner. Let us remember that we 
can not fool the American people, however much we may fool 
ourselves, by putting in an amendment here that will be self- 
destructive and suicidal. The Canadian provision, as I have 
pointed out, is fatal, because it makes it obligatory, if a trust is 
found, upon the Governor-General and council to place the article 
on the free list and remit the duty in whole or in part. The 
amendment of the Senator from South Dakota is defective for at 
least two reasons. If a trust in anycorner of our land, no matter 
how limited, is found to exist by the court, two fatal consequences 
will follow. One is a loss of revenue which may cripple the 
Government, and the other is to punish manufacturers, all over 
the land, who are as innocent of the trust as the babe on its 
mother’s knee. 

Senators, we can not afford to resort to any such legislation. 
We can not fool any of the American people by taking any such 
steps as these. I hope that in a manly way we will vote down all 
these amendments, and then get together and agree upon some- 
thing that is within the range and scope of practical legislation. 
By and by, when this question comes up again, I shall take the 
liberty to ask a few moments time of the Senate to discuss the 
question in the light of the bounds of Federal and Stat» legisia- 
tion, so that we may ascertain just what is right and what is 
proper under State and Federal laws. Without understandings 
that question, and taking our bearings from those points of the 
compass, we can never legislate with safety and as becomes the 
Senate of the United States. . 

Mr. CAFFERY. It is possible, Mr. President, that there are 





some matters in this amendment that ought of themselves to be | 


amended, but the general scope of the amendment meets my ap- 
robation entirely. Whatever is defective in the amendment can 
be easily remedied by proper amendment. 

It has been the boast of the other side of this Chamber that 
rotection carried to its legitimate consequences would result 
n home competition, and that home competition would result in 

lower prices tothe consumer. They have always repudiated the 
statement or the charge that their tariff laws built up monopolies 
ani trusts. 

Here is an opportunity which, in my opinion, ought to be eagerly 
grasped, eagerly availed of, by the other side of the Chamber to 
remedy the irregular workings, it may be, of their theory of protec- 
tion. Nobody can deny the fact that there are trusts in every im- 
portant branch of industry in the United States. One of the larg- 
est manufacturing industries not only in the United States but in 
the world is now up for discussion, and that that industry is con- 
trolled by a trust nobody has the hardihood to deny. 


The object of the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota | 


is to take down the tariff walls as a punishment against the action 
of the very theory that the other side advocates with so much 
vehemence. It occurs to me that there ought to be no hesitancy 
on the other side by objections to considering the amendment at 
this moment or at any other moment. If the principle is adopted, 
if you sanction the idea embodied in the amendment, why not 
approveit? If there are any defects in the amendment, that might 
be a matter for amendment, but it is no matter for opposition. 


there is but one point suggested, so far as I have heard, that merits 
any attention whatever. 
he Senator from Massachusetts says that two or three individ- 
uals—Jones or Thompson or some others—can get together and 
form a sort of fictitious combination, and by reason of that com- 
bination all the innocent industries not involved in a trust will 
suffer and the product of their enterprise will be put upon the free 
list. Does anybody seriously think that any court in the United 
States would hold that a fictitious combination between two or 
three individnals would amount to a trust to control prices? It 
would be thrust out of the courts as if it did not exist. 
Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, the amendment 
says if the article or articles of a like character are manufactured. 
. CAFFERY. I think if the Senator from Massachusetts 
will read the whole of the first paragraph of the amendment it 
will be clear to him that it applies only to those combinations that 
are formed for the p of controlling trade and that do control 
trade, for it is y provided that the effect of the combina- 
Fat muss be in restraint of trade or to affect prices. I can see no 
just 


of the amendment so far as the case put by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts goes. 1 can see some justice in the criti- 
cism of the Senator 


from Connecticut [Mr. Piatt], but the 
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amendment of the Senator from South Dakota can be easily 
perfected in that regard. I refer to the proviso: 


Provided, 





That where a duty is levied upon raw material or any article 
that is improved by any proc after being imported, the duty on the raw 
| material or unrefined or unimproved ! ted da like 
amount of duty upon the refined or im; eda 3 provid s act: 
but the differential or additional 4 lly Lj improved 
or refined product is found to be t! 4 as h e set 
forth. 
Now, suppose a case where there is a trust in the raw material 
and no trust in the finished product. Under the operation of this 
| amendment tlie duty upon the raw material that enters into the 
finished product would be abolished and the manufacturer would 


rit 


have a duty upon his manufactured product, which duty ou 
to fall in so far as it is a compensatory duty, that is, to compen 
sate the manufacturer for the duty he has to pay upon the raw 
material. This amendment wou!d leave him with raw material 
without duty and with a high duty upon the finishe.l product to 
compensate for the raw material, for in looking down the 
ules of the bill it is easy to see that wherever there is a duty upon 
the raw material the ingenuity of the protectionists has not suf- 
fered the manufacturer to languish for want of a duty; but they 
have compensated him, and are compensating him in all instances, 
for the amount of duty that he pays upon the raw materia}, besides 
giving him an independent duty outside of the compensatory duty. 


} } 
echea 
sc The 


| | believe that statement is absolutely true. 


[ submit to the Senator from South Dakota that the proviso 
ought to be continued with something to this effect: 





Provided further, Titat wherever there is a trust in the raw material used 
by any manufacturer and ther .co msating duty on the fir i prod 
uct, the latter shall not be collected in case t] rust on the raw mat ilis 
esta» ished by decree of the « ri herein provided to try the issu: tru 

| think that will meet any possible defect that there can be in 


the amendment. 

The Senator from Mussachusetts has, in my opinion (and I am 
very deferential to his opinion, for he is a very great lawyer), criti 
cised the amendment too much on the order of a verbal criticism. 
1 do not think he has tal in sideration the whole purport 
of the first clause of the amendment, I will read it: 


ACU oO con 


That all articles on the dutiable list mentioned in this act shall be ad 
mitted free of duty if said artic ‘articles of a like cha 
production are manufactured or their sale contro lor t I all i 
by a trust or combination 
To do what?— 
to increase the cost of said articles to purchasers by preventing comp 1, 
| or otherwise 
Is it possible that two or three individuals can get together and 
control] the price of leading articles of industry? Does not every- 
body know that these trusts embrace an enormous amount of 


capital, and that any combination to control prices is utter! 
tile unless the combination embraces within itself nearly all en- 
gaged in the manufacture of the particular article or parti 

product concerning which and about which the trust is fo 
is it contended that two or three 


fey 
iu- 


med? 


men can get together and con- 


trol the price of a leading article of industry? It can not be done. 
| The language of the amendment will cover the practical case of 
trusts. The sugar trust, for instance, embraces {8 per cent of all 





| opinion, is purely verbal. 
You are now opposing the consideration of this amendment, and | 


the refiners; it is so stated; and those who are not in the trust 
of the trust, under the wing of the trust, under 
trust, and derive all the advantages of the trust. 

Mr. President, no combination can be formed of any character 
to control trade or affect prices unless it is a powerful combina- 
tion. These weak combinations are futile; it is idle to 
them; and the objection of the Senator from Massachusetts, in my 
It is a verbal criticism that does not 
aifect the bearings of the amendment at all. 

Here is an opportunity to test the workings of the protective 
theory. The protectionists indignantly deny the charge that un- 
der the shelter of these high tariffs monopolies and trusts are 
built up. They have lived under protection nearly ever since the 
war. We have trusts and combinations. They have been formed 
under the shadow and protecting wing of the tariff. The facts 
do not square with the theory. 

If there is any philanthropic protection, here is the place 
practically test it. I do not believe that Senators on the other 
side want trusts. I do not believe that they desire to see theland 
overshadowed with these powerful combinations, individual com- 
petition throttled, trade stagnated and paralyzed by the enormous 
power of these institutions. Here is a clear, straight, fair oppor- 
tunity afforded to you to see whether you will in practice comply 
with your theory. 

In my opinion, the junior Senator from Alabama | Mr. Pettus] 
has created imaginary dangers to manufacturers. If trusts are 
formed with any degree of potency, they embrace all or nearly all 
the industries in the line in which the trusts are formed. If they 
do form a trust, if, notwithstanding the advantages they derive 
from the pending bill, they seek further to add to their gains by 
these unlawful combinations, 1 ask the Senator from Alabama if 


are 
the shelter of the 


consider 


to 
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he can support them in that work? That is precisely what will 
be effected, and what this amendment is designed to prevent. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iwill ask the Senator from Louisiana, with his 
permission, whether, if the amendment be adopted, the courts will 
not, in his opinion, be bound to find that the American sugar re- 
finer comes within the description of trusts? 

Mr. CAFFERY. There is no question of it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. And to enter a judgment striking down the 
differential? 

Mr, CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Now, how can we consistently adopt such an 
amendment when we have deliberately determined that this coun- 
try can not get along, and that the sugar industry can not live, if 
we drive the sugar trust out of business? 

Mr. CAFFERY, You are speaking for the other side. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I want to be consistent. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Ihope the Senator from Kentucky is not level- 
ing that very acute criticism against those of us on this side who 
do not want to level the walls all along theline. When,in the 
face of the admitted fact of the existence of a combination among 
the sugar refiners, the Republican majority who adopt the differ- 
ential have voted against the amendment of the Senator from 
Kentucky to put them upon an equality, itis hardly with any con- 
sistency that they can support the amendment. But this comes 
in a broader form. ‘This is a larger dose. Here is the whole mat- 
ter condensed not only for the sugar trust, but to test your prin- 
ciple to its core. 

hat is all I want to accomplish. I want totest the correctness 
of the assertion that protection is inaugurated and carried into a 
system in order to bring about competition that you say is the be- 
all and the end-all. If that be your stand, you must assist to 
strike down that which stifles competition. You can not maintain 
trusts and maintain your theory. If there is anything objectiona- 
ble in the amendment that would work badly or irregularly or in- 
equitably, suggest your amendment; but in refusing toconsider the 
amendment the American people will take it asa refusal to destroy 
trusts and combinations, because this is the golden opportunity, 
right in the midst of this discussion concerning the most gigantic 
trust in the United States. This isthe opportunity to test the cor- 
rectness of your assertions heretofore. 

Mr. ALLISON. I asked the Senator from South Dakota, when 
he introduced the amendment, to allow it to be passed over, in 
order that it might come in at its proper place and be more ma- 
turely considered. I am strengthened in this view by the criti- 
cisms that have already been made upon the amendment. It 
deals with a very important subject and deals with it in a wa 
that may be effective, or, instead of working justice, it may wor 
injustice. It goes upon the assumption that the way to cure this 
evil is by punishing the people who are engaged in trusts by plac- 
ing all the articles manufactured in the country of a like charac- 
ter upon the free list. It assumes also that the tariff itself is the 
autbor of the trust. 

I remember very well, as a good many Senators on this floor 
remember, that we had a long debate on the question of dealing 
with trusts and the remedies some six or seven years ago. The 
venerable Senator from Ohio, now Secretary of State, introduced 
a bill upon that subject. It was referred, I think, to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture at first and reported from that committee. 
That may not have been the committee. My recollection is not 
very distinct upon that subject. It wasreported back and debated 
here for a week or two. Then it was referred to the Judiciary 
Committee and was considered for some weeks by that committee, 
and then reported back here and debated, and finally passed. 

I submit-to the Senate that a matter which may do injustice, 
which may be an ineffectual remedy, which may only do partially 
what is sought to be done, should have more mature consideration 
than can be given to it in debate here from day to day upon the 
subject. So I appeal again to the Senator from South Dakota to 
allow the amendment to be passed over for the time being until 
we have finished these schedules, and then reintroduce it when 
Senators on both sides of the Chamber shall have an opportuni 
to present modifications or amendments to it. If the Senator wi 
do that, I think it will facilitate our work on the tariff bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Has the Senator finished? 

Mr. ALLISON. L[ have. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to make my reply at some length. 

Mr. President, I will sav in answer to the question of the Sena- 
tor from Iowa that I have no pride with regard to the form of 
this amendment. All I desire is to accomplish the purpose which 
is clearly indicated by the amendment. Neither have [ any pride 
in its being my amendment. Let us discuss os out what 
defects, if any, there are in the amendment. I think the subject 
is of sufficient importance for the Senate to consider it until we 

rfect the amendment. Where it is attacked in good faith, I be- 
ieve the Senator attacking it should offer an amendment to the 
amendment which will cure the defect. Of course I understand 
that when a Senator wishes to find an excuse for going against 
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the amendment he can find it, and he can find it in technica) 
— Capable and able lawyers can readily raise plenty 

It seems to me the weakest objection that has been urvaj 
against the amendment came from the Senator from Massac\\1;. 
setts [Mr.Hoar}]. That Senator saysthat men at Four Corners _ 
I do not know where it was—at Buzzards Bay, or Hickory Po}); 
or some place, could get together and organize a trust under ¢});. 
provision, and then the articles covered by the trust would ce). 
in free of duty. That is an ar ent which hardly seems to },). 
worthy of an answer; and yet it was made with great emphasi 

This amendment provides that the courts shall decide whet}... 
a trust exists or not; but if three or four people have got tovet}..- 
at some Four Corners somewhere in an obscure locality. t)o 
court will evidently observe the purpose for which they got ; 
gether and declare their acts are not equivalent to a trust un). - 
the provisions of the amendment. 

Further than that, the case goes into court; it is tried; an appe.| 
is taken from the district to the circuit court, and during al] ;}, 
time this obscure combination of country grocers must })iy. 
maintained a rise in the price of the article and continued a eoin- 
bination that affected production in order to be declared a tr 
by the court under the provisions of the amendment. Therefore. 
I say it is hardly worth while to answer such an objection. 

The legal questions raised, perhaps, are entitled to more con- 
sideration. The purpose is to provide that the American eon 
sumer shall have a chance to purchase his article in a competitive 
market, and if he is deprived of that right by a combinati 
American producers, then the market shall be open to competition 
from all the world. 

How can there be any objection to that? How can any protest 
be raised against a proposition of that sort? If that is not good 
Republican doctrine and in accordance with the principles of t)o 
tariff, [am certain I have failed all my life to understand t\, 
principles of a tariff. We have asserted in all our arguments to 
the American people that the tariff produces competition, and 
competition reduces prices. On every stump we have told the 
people how an imported article, fuller’s earth, for instance, w:s 
worth from nineteen to a dollars a ton, but we dis- 
covered it in this country and began its production under a very 
small duty, when the price fell to $12 a ton in a year and a half. 
It was the same with nails. It seems to me that if we wish to 
perpetuate the principles of protection and defend this bill we 
must carry out that policy which we have so often advocated 
and give to the American consumer a competitive market. That 
is all I desire. Can not we perfect an amendment, then, that wiil 
accomplish that object? 

But, Mr. President, 1 have my doubtsabout some Senators want- 
ing to do this. I think it has been developed in this debate ani in 
the votes that have been taken that some Senators do not want to 
do this. They do not want to give to the people of this country a 
competitive market. 

Everybody knows there isa sugar trust. There is not a man 
within the sound of my voice who does not know it, and who is not 
thoroughly satisfied of it. Who,then, that votes for a differential 
duty for the special benefit of the sugar trust is going to vote for 
my amendment or any other amendment that would deprive the 
trust of that duty? I do not see how you can deceive anybody in 
this matter. Everybody knows this, and everybody knows it abso- 
lutely, and knows it unqualifiedly. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWELL. How does the Senator know that there is a 
sugar trust? The American Sugar Refining Company is a cor)o- 
ration of my State, with a very large capital and doing a large 
business. It is not in a trust with anybody, as I understand it. 
They surrendered everything of that"kind ee or four years ago. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. t, that isa strange question 
and a remarkable proposition. The American Sugar Refining 
Company was formerly a combination of twenty-one refinerics. 
They closed the North River refinery. The courts of New York 
declared that combination to be a trust. Then these same people 


formed a corporation under the laws of New Jersey. 


I notice that almost every rotten corporation in this country is 
organized under the laws of New Jersey. I do not know whether 
the laws need fixing or not; but something is the matter. At any 
rate, all such corporations go there whenever they want to get u)) 
a combination to get away with somebody and to be sure that 
they will not be troubled. formed a combination there of 
all these refineries, and then they proceeded to close refineri:s, 
raised the price to the limit of the tariff,and took from the people 
of this country untold millions. Under this amendment any con- 
bination or corporation for this purpose, to control production 
and increase the price, is a trust, and therefore the American Sugar 
Refining ey @ trust, and the courts can so decide. _ 

What is more, Mr. President, the president of the American 
Sugar Refining Company testified that they controlled the price 
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—_I read his testimony yesterday—that they fixed the 
vies for their customers, and that fixed it to everybody else. I 
ies showed yesterday that the American Sugar Refining Com- 
vany controlled every refinery in this country but four, and then 
showed by the testimony of a St. Louis grocer that they con- 
trolled those four; for when this St. Louis grocer refused to sign 
a contract by which he was to bind himself to buy no other than 
sugar made by the trust at a price fixed by them—when he re- 
fused to sign that contract to take their refined sugar on commis- 
sion—they refused to sell him any sugar at all; and when he 
applied to the four independent refineries, he could not buy a 
pound of sugar from them. So that, after all, the combination 
embraces not only all the refineries in the trust, but all the others. 
After we passed the McKinley law, which was particularly 
favorable to the trust, Mr. Havemeyer was called before the Sena- 
torial investigating committee, and he gave this testimony: 
SUGAR TRUST WILL ROB US AS LONG AS THERE IS A DUTY. 
We undertake to control the price of refined sugar in the 
voit ditktes, “That must be distinctly understood. ~ 
And yet Senators stand up here and want to know how I know 
there is a sugar trust! 
Senator ALLEN. And the price of refined sugar in the United States is higher 


American in uence of the existence of the American Sugar 
tofning Company than it wou be if the different companies in your organ- 
ization were istinet and i lent companies? 

Mr. HAVEMEYER. For a short time it is. 

Yet there is no sugar trust! 

Senator ALL@#N. And what difference _floes it make for the consumers in 


coun! year in dgment? 
= tlerde. It hae ees i three years past three-eighths of a cent 
more on every pound they ate, as against doing business at a loss. 

In other words, the fact that they were in a trust and that they 
controlled the price, according to his own statement, added three- 
eighths of a centto every pound of sugar consumed in this country. 

Senator Ataen. And that would be about how much in round numbers? 

Mr. Havemeéyer. It isa sum in the aggregate. 


Senator ALLEN. How many millions? 
Mr. Havemeyer. I should say it was close to $25,000,000 in three years. 





How do I know there isa trust in sugar? It has been told to | 


everybody, until there is not a boy 6 years old who can read and 
write who does not know there is a sugar trust. 
Senator ALLEN. And you intend to keep your hold upon the American 


le as long as you can? ; 
“. HAvemeEyrenr. As long as the McKinley bill is there we wili exact that 


«We will exact that profit.” Is there competition? Is there | 


any show for competition? They say they fix the price and that 
they are going to continue to do it so long as you keep the duty 
on; and yet Senator wants to know how I know there is a 
sugar trust. It would be astonishing if I did not know it. 
ow, let us see. There are some remarkable things in connec- 
tion with this sugar business, and Iam going to refer to them. 
When this bill was the Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. 
ALDRICH] made this statement: 
This table shows that the differential between raw and refined sugars by 


the Senate varies from 9.77 to 15.40 cents per 100 pounds, while 
the differen: in the House bill varies from 12.20 to 17.35 cents per 100 


That is the difference between raw and refined sugars, and the 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. Ido not remember the amount. I know 
it advanced. 
Mr. GEAR, 


I can show the Senator the figures. 

NEW POLITICAL PARTY REQUIR 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It isa curious state of affairs: and I have 
come to the conclusion that the two debates on the tariff bi l. the 
one of three years ago and the one on this bill, justify the existence 
of a new political party in this country. That is all I have to say 
to that proposition. It seems that the trust has to be taken care of: 
cents on a hundred pounds? 

TRUST PROFITS IN APRIL. AND MAY $6,000,000. 

Mr. President, the trust has been industrious. It imported in 
the month of April of last year 388.381,830 pounds of sugar, and 
in the month of April this year 773,527,477 pounds, this bill pend- 
ing all that time, and the difference was 385,145,647 pounds be- 
tween what they imported last year and what they imported this 
In the month of May of this year the trust imported 790,- 
$24,053 pounds, and in the month of May of last year 544,106,452 
pounds. They have therefore imported in the two months that 
this bill has been pending 631,363,248 pounds more of sugar than 
they imported in the same two months of last year. Have we not 
every reason to believe that this importation was for the purpose of 
getting advantage of this advanced rate of duty? Have we not 
given them enough? Did not the House bill give them enough? 
Why should they have this 74 cents added? Was it done so that 
the trust would not lose anything? I wonder how great their 
campaign contribution was last year. 

Now, letussee. Theyimported 631,363,248 pounds more of sugar 
than they did for the same months last year, and the increased rate 
of duty in this bill, according to the statement of the Senator from 
Iowa, is 91 cents on the 100 pounds over the rate in the existing 
law. Therefore the duty on these six hundred and thirty-one mil- 
lion and odd pounds of sugar which have been imported during 
the last two months in excess of what was imported last year in 
sizailar months would amount to between five and six million 
dollars; and now, on top of that, it is proposed to add 74 cents 
a hundred pounds more. It seems to me the contribution of last 
year can be doubled and trebled in the campaigns to come. 

Mr. President, in regard to this amendment, I have this to say: 
Iam perfectly willing it shall go over until to-morrow, so that we 
may discuss and perfect it. The American people are against the 
trust. They are not willing to allow any Senator in this body to 
vote against this amendment simply because its phraseology does 
not suit him. Neither are Senators going to crawl out by a quib- 
ble that the amendment will not accomplish the object it has in 
view. It is the duty of any Senator who objects to the amend- 
ment tooffer an amendment to perfect my amendment, and I shall 
be glad to accept such an amendment. 

I have a table here which shows the duty in favor of the trust 
under the pending provision, which runs from 20 cents up to 46.25 
cents per 100 pounds of sugar. It costs 40 cents a hundred pounds 
to refine sugar. The duty, then, is under this, according to the 
degree of the sugar test, from 50 to 115 percent. I ask to have 
this table printed in the Recorp as part of my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, If there be no objection, that will be 
the order. 

The table referred to is as follows: 








protection to the trust, as the bill was brought in from the com- In the column showing rate on refined sugar the ficures show the rate 
— ene coco on every hamdred pounds, | Tia Sis shown in second column, which figures also represent the por 
. . + : : nas, as & secone “O 1 W 5 yures aiso represen © per- 
from nc me a eee centage of sugar contained in different grades of raw sugar ae 
2 to us a bill which he said yedaced the duty in favor | Rate on eo Rate on| ili 
of the trust, and presented it as a sort.of argument in favor of the | refmed | Percent-| aw per! Differ. Pefimed | Percent paw per Differ. 
Senate committes proposition. Soma? | seect [Tob | ential. | fromss | seeot |* 5°" | ential 
What has happened? Whi, Mr. President, a Republican cau- | pounds. | pounds. pounds.| pounds 
cus has been held, and they decided to increase the rate, according = ee — 
to their own admission, 4 cents on a hundred pounds. Why did | 1.95 _.... 100 1.75 | 0.20 || 1.0905._.| 87 1.3 0. 2385 
they do that? I should like to have somebody answer. If the | 1.9905...) ” 1.72 | 2105 || 1.6770._.| 86 1. i M70 
oTaS bill came here from the committee was less in favor | }-2i10 ----| "7 ies “Sais || 1eaw. | a ‘37 a 
of the trust than the House bill, and that was presented to us by | 1/4720 ___| 96 1.63 | 2420 | 1.6185___| K3 i 24 "STK 
the manager of the bill as a reason why we should support it, how | 1.8525 ---.| 95 1.6) 2825 || 1. 5000__- te 1.2 3890 
is it that the committee now come in and increase the rate 74 | }:-S°2 are. = 3 4 4 be . a = 
cents a hundred over the House bill? How do theyac- | | 70")! a 151| ‘230 || 15405. 79 112 4205 
count for it? Have the trust lost money in the meantime, and | 1.7745 -.-.| 91 1.48 | 2045 || 1.5210. __| 78 1.0 1310 
have they to be taken care of? Is that the purpose? Are we | i -—| , | ee de 4 be Zi +s ois 
ae that the _— will go to pieces, and therefore we must | 179) __-") 88 1.30 | <a2e0 | 1.4625. --| T% 1.00 4625 
their profits | 
I want to call attention to another fact. The moment this You import 100 pounds of raw sugar testing 75 degrees, and the duty ts $I, 
was done the price of sugar stock went up five points a share in | and this material contains 75 pounds of sugar 
New York. soem ameter ne ogee, ooger p08 tho the retest duty ints 
° 7 e ro e 7d pounc 3 75 30.0195—$1.462 rhicl 
= GEAR. I ask the Senator a question? makes the differential $0.4625. ees re 
. PETTIG: - Yes; I shall be glad to eld to the Senator. The differential decreases in the ratio of $0.0105 per 100 pounds for each in- 
Mr. GEAR. Four years ago, when our Democratic friends | ©Te#se4 degree of saccharine strength. 
tae and discussing the arrangement| Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, before this matter goes over, I 
of the Sugar stock went up a little; and if the Senator will | desire to submit some propositions to the Senate in connection 
refer to the quotations, he will find that it went up 66 points in | with it, which may possibly facilitate a correct study and under- 
thirty days as against from 6 to 8 points recently. standing of this subject. 1 observe by section 14 of this bill that 
x > 
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only two sections, if I am correct about it, of the act of 1894 are 
repealed out and out. 

Mr. ALLISON. The first and second sections are the only two 
sections which are proposed to be repealed as the bill has been re- 
ported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORGAN. The remainder are all preserved, and all the 
rights and liabilities which have accrued under the existing law 
are also preserved and maintained by this bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to say to the Senator from Alabama 
that if there is any possible question about the preservation of 
those sections, we intend to make it absolutely clear before we 
finish this bill. I think there is no possible question about that, 
however. 

Mr. MORGAN. From my reading of it I do not think there is 
any doubt at all that all the law as it stands now on the statute 
books regulating revenue collections by the tariff of 1894 is retained 
except two sections of the act. That is an important statement, 
Mr. President, very important, and the Senate should look at that 
fact when they come to study this particular amendment, and all 
other amendments which relate to our efforts to repress or to 
take away from the sugar trust its peculiar advantages under 
legislation which has been enacted at this session—I mean that 
has been voted upon this bill. 

I have an objection to the amendment of the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. Petriagrew] which, though it was not elaborated, 
was stated very clearly by my colleague [Mr. Pettus]. That 
objection relates to the want of power in Congress to act. Con- 
gress has but two powers in the control of commerce or in the 
control of contracts or conduct in connection with commerce. 
Those powers relate to foreign commerce and to interstate com- 
merce. Congress can not enter the State of Alabama, and upon 
commerce or transaction of any kind, trusts or what not, that are 
purely local in their operation, pass any law to affect those matters. 

Congress is just as powerless to pass laws in restraint of con- 
tract or in the regulation of local markets in the State of Alabama 
as it would be in Canada. Ithasnosuch poweratall. The power 
that Congress can exercise in respect of this subject of repressing 
trusts must be powers which are connected with or relate to inter- 
state or foreign commerce; and I understand that there is no de- 
parture in any of the decisions from this statement, and that that 
is the correct statement of the law as it is understood by the Su- 

reme Court and by the great body of the jurists of the United 
tates. 

The amendment the Senator from South Dakota proposes is not 
restricted to interstate commerce, nor is it restricted to forei 
commerce, but is purely local in its application; and that is the 
pith and merit of the objection made by the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts [Mr. Hoar], when he said that two persons might get, 


oe and, whether by combination or by actual guilt, ander- 
take to create a local trust within the borders of a State, and the 
Congress of the United States could not predicate that a suspen- 
sion of the revenues of the entire Government over the entire 
Union should be based upon that local question, which was resolv- 
able and determinable alone by the local State tribunal. 

Mr, CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CAFFERY. If Congress has power to levy duties on im- 
ports, has not Congress the same power to remove them? 

Mr. MORGAN. I donot think it would require a very old man 
to answer that. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Would that be in the 
exercise of any local power? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; because Congress in imposing the duties 
over the whole Union imposes them for all, and when it takes 
them off it is the same thing reversed. I do not think I am quite 
able to comprehend the merit of a question put at me in that way. 

What I meant to state, and all bmeant to state, was that Con- 

s, in interfering in contracts or interfering in any way with the 
reedom of trade, must confine itself to those objects which are 
within its jurisdiction, to wit, interstate or foreign commerce, I 
will take the market here in the District of Columbia. Every- 
body knows—and I think that nobody objects to the fact—that a 
trust obtains here in this market in regard to almost everything 
which is sold every day in the form of provisions to the people of 
the city of Washington. I will suppose this market to be now in 
a State, because perhaps the District of Columbia might be a little 
different in regard to the powers of Congress to legislate for this 
District—but we will take such a market now as there is in Wash- 
ington, where we understand pameey ee where everybody 
understands, that there is an agreement between the holders of the 
stalls in that market that beef, and mutton, and pork, and chick- 
ens, and turkeys, and macaroni, and sugar, and everything else 
are to be sold not below a certain price. That may be an illegal 
agreement, and under the common law it is an illegal agreement. 
It is a monopoly or a forestalling or a regrading of the market. 
It is one of those offenses defined in the common law for the pur- 


Would that be local? 
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pose of putting a moral restraint upon a universal righ} 
trade in respect to all manner of human transactions. __ 

Free trade amongst men means unrestricted and y)) 
trade, and is a common-law right. It is a right that bel. 
man because he belongs to a free country, such as Great | 
or the United States, which has inherited this great body ,, 
mon law from Great Britam. But there are qualificati,, 
common law that a man, though he may enjoy free tr) 
not combine with another man to deprive somebody else 
rights or put up the price of things in the market, or. on ; 
trary, make a conspiracy to break up somebody for reducj;. ¢) 
price inthe market. These qualifications belong natura)|, 
elementary principles to the right of trade between man a)).)),,.,._ 

Now, when the Congress of the United States, in the ex.) 
some of its constitutional powers, undertakes to put r<; 
upon the liberty of trade, the liberty of organization for ¢\,,. ,,.,.. 
poses of trade, you must find that power somewhere in ¢}):. ; ae, 
stitution; otherwise Congress can not do it. 

The restraints that Congress can put upon trade in this 6.1, 
as I observed before, are confined to interstate and fore). 
merce, because the power is given to Congress to regulate jy; =, 
state and foreign commerce. That carries the power to ri<trajy 
it, of course, within due bounds. That is the same sort of jor 
that belongs to the principles of a national and high morality \11),)¢ 
the common law when it is administered in the old count), 
as administered in the common-law courts of this country. 

Testing this proposed amendment, we find it would be perfectly 
easy here to prove that trusts exist in the city of Washinetoy i) 
regard to the everyday supplies of the 250,000 or 300,000 poo). 
here now. Suppose that was a combination in respect to imported 
hams or macaroni, or any other thing that comes from abrojaj—o} 
which there are hundreds, if not thousands, of articlesin our mar. 
kets here—suppose a combination existed in regard to that, and 
you should carry a — of these combiners upon a certain 
article, or more of them, before a court here, and you should say 
to them, ‘‘ You have combined now to raise the price in the mar- 
ket of any given article, or of any given commodity, that you are 
selling at these stalls here to these people; we charge you with it, 
and we ask the court to say whether or not you entered int) that 
combination.” 

The facts show, the evidence proves conclusively, that the com- 
bination has been made. Then comes the act of Congress. \Vhat 
is the effect of that? You certify the judgment of the court to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and instantly he must suspen! the 
duties upon the importation of this article around the whvole of 
the customs-house borders of the Union. You take away thie in- 
terest and the rights of the whole people of the United States and 
make them to depend upon the judgment of a local court upona 
local interest, and one that Congress has no power to touch or to 
interfere with at all. That is afatal infirmity of this amendin nt. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Alabama will pardon 1: 
suggesting to him that it is even a little stronger than that. The 
provision is that the order shall at once issue, so that the que-' 
of duty or want of duty on everything that is on its way froin il! 
around the world will be affected at once, and the advantay. will 
go to the importers upon this local judgment of a local court upon 
a ong local subject. 

r. MORGAN. Verygood. Uponthislocaljudgment 0! « 
court upon a purely local subject of interest to the people. wl 
the combination has only a very limited circle of influenc. all 
these great consequences are made to depend by this amen dient, 
The Secretary of the Treasury receives the certificate and in-'in'y 
he must take off the duty. It is intended to supply revo 
intended for protection—it makes no difference what—but in the 
competency of Congress it may mean either and be perfectly so... 

But he must take off the duty on that article upon the po! 
cate of the judgment of that one court, affecting, as I have =, 
the whole of the United States, the Treasury, and the welfare: 
interest of the seventy-two or seventy-three million peop|. le 
must do that upon the judgment of a single court, and that a) cil 
court, in a matter between two or three persons. 

Now, suppose that on the same day different suits of this kini 
are brought against different persons in various parts ©! |! 
American Union, and here come down these orders shower 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury, and informing him that |» 
judicial de ent of this Government has intervene’ '1 ° 

litical - oe - ect of ees and has oered that it 

suspended until the judgment is reversed, or until they)! 
stamped out, exterminated. What is to be the situation 0! 
Secretary of the under that case? Take one of tiicse 
cases to a higher court and it is reversed, and you take 1' ') 
another higher court in another State and it is affirmed. Wi!" 
do you stand there? What is he going to do? a 

r. PETTIGREW. The amendment provides that cases s!)\!' 
et court, and appea's 
shall be taken to the United States circuit court. . Those are 10¢ 
very obscure courts, nor are there very many of them. Ev:ry 


rv 


, 


and 
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ee 


i ow what the other is doing, and if a question is pend- 
qe aan it will hardly be taken to another until it is dis- 
ed of there. Is not that the practice? : 

Mr. MORGAN. 1 have seen it done many times. Judges are 
as apt to disagree as any other set of men I have ever met. The 
decision of one district court is not binding on another district 
court or on the circuit court. It is only the decision of the Su- 
preme Court which is binding. ae 

Suppose you have a haif dozen cases, and no more, in different 
circuit or district courts of the United States. You have the right 
of appeal in each to the Supreme Court of the United States. A 
judgment is found. A certificate is issued. A writ of error sus- 
pending the operation of the judgment is issued and goes to the 
Supreme Court of the United States. Whatis the situation while 
the appeal is pending? Of course it is one of absolute confusion, 
inextricable difficulty, and the revenues of the United States 
would be suspended, upon a bond to take an appeal in the case, or 
else, contrary to law, the customs officers would go on and collect 
the duties because an appeal bond had been given and the judg- 
ment suspended. 7 : 

Mr. HOAR. I think this amendment provides that in all cases 
the judgment of the circuit court shall be final. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very good. If that is true, it is unconstitu- 
tional, because if it involves a question of constitutional power 
the judgment of the circuit court can not be final. That is all 
there is about that. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will ask the Senator from Alabama 
whether that is not subject to amendment? There are a number 
of defects in the amendment, I have not any doubt, but the ques- 
tion is whether we can not take up this amendment and consider 
it and ect it? 

Mr. MORGAN... Of course I am not discussing something that 
is to be or that is in the imagination of some Senator here. I am 
discussing what is before the Senate. I am taking the measure as 
it was proposed here to be voted upon. If there are amendments 
which can be put to it, [should like tosee them. I should like to 
see some amendment offered to this measure which would confer 
the power upon Congress to determine a matter of trade, of traffic, 
and pronounce that it is a trust and liable to punishment, referring 
to something that occurred within the body of a State and had no 
relation at all to interstate or foreign commerce. I should like to 
see an amendment of that sort presented and see whether or not 
the Senate would approve it. 
fatal defect in the amendment. Weare reaching for powers that 
we do not possess. It is a vain effort. 

Now, we leave, as I said, and as the Senator admits, upon the 
statute book the Sherman Act, which relates to interstate com- 
merce, and although that act, by the indulgence of a former Ad- 
ministration of this Government, has lain in desuetude and has 
not been at all acted upon except at a very late day, yet we find 


the Supreme Court of the United States has found great merit 
and constitutional power in it, and I do not know that I have ever | 
been more comforted by anything at all than I have by the deci- | 


sion of the Supreme Court of the United States that Congress does 
still have power, in respect to matters that relate to interstate and 
foreign commerce, to punish trusts and combinations whenever 


they exist, whether amongst railroads or amongst merchants or | 


any other class of people. 


Unquestionably the Sherman Act, if it 
now, and it stands as a guard, a protector against trusts and com- 
binations relating to interstate commerce. 

Section 73 of the act of 1894 will remain upon the statute book 
if this bill in the form in which it is now presented here. 
I will read that and a few subsequent sections: 

That every combination, co 


is made or between two or more 


# 


w 

United States, and when such combination, conspiracy, trust, agreement, or 
contract is in to operate in restraint of lawful trade, or free competi- 
tion in lawful trade or commerce, or to increase the market price in any part 
of the United States of any article or articles imported or intended to be 
imported into the United States, or of any manufacture into which such im- 
= enters ¢ oe - ay Every person who : —_ 
engaged in mportation goods or any commodity from 
any foreign country in violation of this section of this act, or who shal! com- 
or conspire with another to violate the same eget of a misdemeanor, 
“= conviction thereof in any court of the United States, such person 
be fined in a sum not less than $100 and not exceeding $5,000, and shall be 
by eeraomenent, n the discretion of the court, for a term 

three months nor exceeding twelve months. 
eo. 74. That the several circuit courts of the United States are hereby 
invested with tron to prevent and restrain violations of section 73 of 
this act; and it shall be the duty of the several district attorneys of the 
United States, in their respective districts. under the direction of the Attor- 


to institute proceedings in equity to prevent and restrain such 
violations, ings ma fe by way of Ptitions setting forth the 
ying such violations shall be ondeined or otherwise prohib- 
the parties complainefi of shall have been duly notified of such 
petition, the court roceed, as soon as may be, to the hearing and deter- 
mination of the care; an‘ 


5 


E 


ig such petition, and before final decree, the 
oe ine be do = such temporary restraining order or prohibition 


3 
whenever it shall appear to the court before which any pro- 


5 
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It can not be done, and there is a | 


Sxc. 73. iracy, trust, agreement, or contract | 
is hereby declared to be contrary to public policy, illegal, and void, when the | the particular trust or the part icular ar 
rsons or corporations either of | 

is in importing any article from any foreign country intothe | 


ceeding under the seventy irth section of t) uct may be pene } 

ends or require that er par ssh ibe!) sht bet +} 

the court may cause them to be red 

trict in which the court 

served in any district b irsha 

Sec. 76. That any pr ty ow l under anv ' t or by — 

tion, or pursuant to an 

tioned in section 74 of this in i ‘ I 

one State to another, or to or from a Territory } 

shall be forfeited to the United Stat 

by like proceedings as thove provided 

condemnation of property imported int 
Sec. 77. That any person w hal » in 

by any other person or corporation by rea 

clared to be unlawful by this act may sue t 

the United States in the district in which the d i ‘ 

without respect to the amount in controversy, and all 1 \ 

the damages by him sustained, and the costs of suit, i ling ar 

attorney's fee. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me? 

Mr. MORGAN. Inamoment. I believe that if the honorable 
Judiciary Committee of this body—who are the equals, I suppose, 
of any like number of lawyers perhaps in the wor!d—should take 
that section and undertake to mature and perfect it, they would 
perhaps find themselves scarcely able to add anything to it to make 
it efficacious. But take that statute, plain, significant, thorough, 
and complete as itis, and put it into the hands of an unwilling 
Executive and an unwilling Attorney-General, who will not exe- 
cute it, and then of course it falls into innocuous desuetude; and 
there it has been these years upon the statute book, in the face of 
the admissions which have been so frequently made here, from 
the sworn testimony of one of the gentlemen engaged in the busi- 
ness, that the importations of sugar from abroad are under a trust 
and for the very purpose of capturing the markets, to extract from 
them all the money that he could get out of them. 

Now, here we stand with an unexecuted law and without will— 
not the power, but without the will—of the Executive to do his 
duty. Of course in a case of that kind we are simply abandoned 
by the authorities of our own Government, and we can not make 
laws that such men ever will execute if they go against the grain. 
Now I will hear the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I remember very well when, in 1894, the 
Senator from Alabama, standing where he now does, moved these 
exceedingly well-drawn clauses of an antitrust statute. They ap- 
ply to trusts in all imported merchandise, as the act of 1890 applies 
to all merchandise transported, in interstate commerce 

Mr. MORGAN. This act also applies to merchandise trans- 
ported which has been imported. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Which has been imported; that is to say, 
the two statutes —— 

Mr. MORGAN. Cover the whole ground. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Cover the whole ground. What I wish to 
ask the Senator is, whether the constitutionality of this statute 
which he proposed, and which was unanimously adopted in 1894, 
has ever been denied by any legal authority of note? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no; there is no denial of it. 
pose anybody would venture to deny it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the Senator's argument 
as statute law is concerned making trusts penal, as to imported 
merchandise and merchandise transported in commerce within 
the United States, there is to-day ample statutory authority to 


justice 


I do not sup- 


8 that so far 


: ene , | punish such offenses. 
is imperfect, and I do not say that it is,is capable of being enforced | 


Mr. MORGAN. That is my opinion, and particularly it is 


| strengthened by the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
| States of recent date in the railroad cases. But I wish to say, in 
addition, that if the Congress of the United States desire to go still 
further and to take from any trust in this country the benefits of 


lividuals 
nominating 
in respect to which 
the trust exists or is supposed to exist or will exist, and put the 
penalty right down on the shoulders of those men. There is room 
for legislation in that direction, but if we keep our statutes and 
do not repeal them, there is no room for legislation in any other 
direction that I can see. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will ask the Senator a question before he 
takes his seat. After these two statutes became a law, there was 
a question whether the statute of 1890 applied to railroads, and in 
the recent decision the Supreme Court, in the transmissouri case 
held that the act of 1890 does apply to railroads. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, we have trusts in merchandise 
trusts in transportation made high crimes under 
we not? 

Mr. MORGAN, Yes. The Senator may remember that in the 
first year of Mr. Olney’s occupation of the office of Attorney 
General and in his first report he made criticisms upon what is 
called the Sherman law, and expressed the belief, 1 think very 
clearly (my attention was called to it at the time). that the law 
would not hold water, that it was an effort to do a vain thing 


and that it was an unconstitutional attempt. The opinion of that 


en- 


its advantages, its profits, etc., and to punish the in 
gazed in such a trust, it is easy enough to do it by de 


and 
national law, do 
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eat lawyer rather brooded upon the legal profession in the 

Jnited States, I suppose—it did upon my mind, at all events—and 

hence it was that I felt bound to-day to express my gratification 
that the Supreme Court had reversed it. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama one 
question before he sits down. He has made a very luminous and 
powerful statement on this matter. This amendment to the law 
of 1894, in the seventy-seventh section, provides: 

That any person who shall be injured in his business or property by any 
other person or corporation by reason of anything forbidden or declared to 
be unlawful by this act may sue therefor in any circuit court of the United 
States in the district in which the defendant resides or is found, without re- 


spect to the amount in controversy, and shall recover threefold the damages 
by him sustained, and the costs of suit, including a reasonable attorney's fee. 


Was it not his purpose and intent in moving that amendment 
to put into the power of any private citizen whose business was 
crushed out or hampered by the performances of a trust, without 
waiting for the Attorney-General or the United States authorities 
to move, to have his own remedy? Therefore,if the purpose of 
the mover of this section be carried out, is it not lawful for any 
private refiner in this country, if what has been said on this floor 
about the sugar trust is true, to bring his private suit? 

Mr. MORGAN. He can bring his private suit for damages to 
his business and recover threefold damages, and section 77 con- 
fers upon the United States court full jurisdiction to render judg- 
ment in the premises. Then, again, under section 79 and under 
section 75, he may bring his private injunction suit and have the 

ty enjoined from proceeding with his trust arrangement; and 
urthermore, there is no sugar refiner in the United States, who 
chooses to dc it, who can not take the facts as they have been stated 
in the Senate, admitting them all to be true, and recover against 
the gentlemen who have availed themselves of combinations and 
trusts and the like of that te run the business of their competitors 
out of the market. The field is open and full of opportunities. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from South Dakota on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Iowa to lay on the table the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CHILTON. Will the Senator from Iowa withdraw the 
motion for a moment? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will, for a moment. 

‘ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is temporarily with- 
rawn, 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, it seems to me there is some 
misapprehension in regard to the state of the law on the subject 
of trusts. The objection is made to the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota that it would seem possible for a simulated 
trust to be formed in a particular section by a few persons or a 
= number of individuals for the a of setting aside the 
duties collected at the custom-houses in this country. While the 
courts would probably not hold any such arrangement to be a 
trust within the contemplation of this amendment, it seems to me 
it might be well to guard that point, and so I have prepared an 
amendment to the amendment which I hope the Senator from 
South Dakota will accept. It is to amend by inserting, after the 
word ‘‘ forth,” in line 55, page 3, the following proviso: 

Provided, That if wpon the hearing it shall appear to the court that the 


trust complained of isan arrangement contrived to evade or prevent the 
collection of duties, then the petition herein referred to shall be dismissed. 


Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Texas how the court 
is going to find that out, if the two parties, the plaintiff and the 
defendant, have an understanding with each other, in order to se- 
cure a judgment? 

Mr. CHILTON. How would thecourt find out anything in any 
case? Parties who are interested can intervene iu the suit. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not think the Senator from Texas understands 
my proposition. Hereisasuit brought, setting up the existenceof a 
trust. When that is found in that suit,the court has no discretion 
whatever. It must absolutely issue its mandate to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and he will stop collecting duties. How is the 
court to discover the fact of itself? The Senator says, ‘Do it in 
the way the court discovers anything.” But the court discovers 
other things from the fact that there are parties antagonistic to 
each other, and the truth is brought out by one side or the other. 
But what protection is there for the revenue of the United States 
from duties, if that were all, against two men combining or con- 
spiring to bring a friendly or fictitious suit, and so deceiving the 
court? 

Mr. CHILTON. With all due respect tothe distinguished Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, it seems to me his objection is purely 
imaginary. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Allow me to make a suggestion to the 
Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CHILTON, Certainly. 

~ PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
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Mr. ALLISON. I yield temporarily. I wish to test the «, nse 
of the Senate on this question. Z 

Mr. PETTIGREW. In answer to the Senator from Massachiy. 
setts, I will say that the amendment provides that— a 

The summons to the defendant or defendants herein required sha}) jo 
served upon the president or chief officer, if a corporation, or upon a!) ;),. 
members, if an association or partnership, and the Secretary of the Trva..,... 
shall also be notified of the existence and nature of the suit. a? 

Mr. CHILTON. I was about to call attention to that poin: 
Further, it is just like any proceeding in court. When pari.’ 
rights are at stake, they have the right to intervene. An iinie)s 
curiw could be heard bythe court. Thecourtitself has the ric}; ;., 
look into the good faith of the litigation. The objection is t.),.-; 
ful, and it seems to me with an amendment such as this the ¢).. 
toms law would be clearly guarded against any sort of over. 
reaching. : 

Mr. ALLISON, Is the Senator from Texas through? 

Mr. CHILTON. Not quite. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I should like the Senator from Texas to 
yield to me for just a moment. 

Mr. CHILTON. Certainly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It seems to me the motion to lay on tho: 
table means simply that the Senator in charge of the bill does 3): 
propose to allow the amendment to come before the Senate on its 
merits. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not yield to the Senator from West \ir- 


ginia. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Well, sir, lam not asking the Senator from 
Iowa to yield. I asked the Senator from Texas to yield—— 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Texas has not the floor. 

Mr. FAULKNER. He yielded to me, and I claim the floor 
from the Senator from Texas, and not from the Senator froin 


Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON, I appeal to the Presiding Officer to know who 
has the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa move’ 
to lay the amendment on the table, and temporarily withdrew it 
to enable the Senator from Texas to make a statement. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from lowa withdrew 
the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa re- 
new the motion? 

Mr. CHILTON. I make the point of order that I am entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Texas asked the floor for 
only one moment. I yielded to him courteously, as I desired to 
do. I wish to say that if the Senator from West Virginia under- 
takes to a the motives which controlled me in making tho 
motion, I shall yield to all of them and make my motion in iny 
own time and in my own way. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Thatisallright. The subject is before the 
Senate,-and I think the Senate ought to perfect the amendment. 
If this is not the right amendment, let us have an amendment on 
this subject which we can perfect and vote upon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I accept the amendment of the Senator 
from Texas. 

Mr. CHILTON. The Senator from South Dakota having ac- 
cepted the amendment, it will be unnecessary for me further to 
protract the discussion in regard to it. This protects the litiga- 
tion which is to be instituted in the court from any sort of undue 
advantage by any of the parties. It protects the revenues of the 
Government from any sort of interference by collusive procee- 
ings or by simulated trusts or combinations on the part of any of 
the people of the United States. 

Mr. ident, while I have the floor, I wish to state that the 
two trust laws which have been pointed to do not cover the 
case. They do not cover all the instances of trusts and com)ina- 
tions in this country. The sections of the Wilson Act which have 
been read by the Senator from Alabama apply only to the case o/ 
importers. They can not be held to apply to any other cases than 
those of importers. While the Sherman antitrust law, in its gen- 
eral Janguage, includes all manufacturers in this country under 
trust or combination, the Supreme Court, in the case of Knight rs. 
The Sugar Refining Company of Philadelphia (156 United States 
Reports), decided that it is not within the competency of Con- 

to prohibit the manufacture of goods in a particular State 

y a trust or combination; and the proceedings which had been 

instituted in the city of Philadelphia against the trust in that 

city, which is a part of this same American Sugar Refining Com- 
pany, fell to the ground. 

I will tell you what we will have to do, and at the proper time 
Ihave an amendment which I shall submit. Ido not think it 
would be fair, in view of the fact that the Senator from Iowa has 
yielded only for a discussion which is germane to this particular 
amendment, to into that matter. At the proper time I shall 
submit an amen t designed to prohibit the transportation from 
one State or Territory to another State or Territory of articles 
which have been manufactured by a trust. Such a law would be 








constitutional competency of Congress. Such a law, in 
Levey oe mee would be upheld by the Supreme Court of the Pnited 
States and such a measure, if it were passed, wovlé within three 
months’ time bring to an end all trusts and combinations in this 
country, because her would not be permitted to transport their 
from one State or Territory into another State or Territory. 
1 have prepared such an amendinent, but I will not offer it at this 
particular time. , 
Mr. ALLISQN. I renew the motion to lay the amendment on | 
ble. 
OT PASCO. Iask the Senator from Iowa to yield until we | 


ttempt to ect the amendment. 
‘ALLISO . I beg the Senator to excuse me. 
my 


on. 
Mr. PASCO. I will state that that course will save no time, 
for can renew the amendment in another form at any time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Florida can offer them | 
all. There is plenty of time. ; 

The P ING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable. | 
The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from 
lowa to lay on the table the amendment of the Senator from 
South Dakota. . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas and Mr. FAULKNER called for the 
yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (w his name was called). I am paired with the | 
junior Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. Lopce}. I transfer that 
pair to the Senator from New Jersey (Mr. Siri], and vote * nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). [am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Hanssproucu]. If he were 

t. I should vote ‘* nay.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr.Smiru]. I transfer my pair to the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe], and vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I am 

ired with the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLark]. If 

© were t, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkarisas (when his name was called). I am 

ired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Har}. I understand 

m the Senator from South Dakota {[Mr. Petricrew} that the 
Senator from Maine a Ha ez] is paired with some other Sena- 
tor, Ido not know whom. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when Mr. MANTLE’s name was called). 
I transfer -— with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALg] to | 
the Senator Montana (Mr. MantLe}, and will let my vote 
stand. Otherwise I would withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE] | 
has — informed me that if present he would vote ‘*‘ nay” on this | 
question. 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). I am not in favor | 
of this amendment as it stands, but I want to have it perfected. 
Therefore I vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. CHANDLER (when Mr. TELLER’s name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Colorado {[Mr. TELLER], who, if 
present, would vote “‘nay.” I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the affirmative). I | 
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. 
Mitts}. He has not voted, and I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. RIS of Kansas. I desire to transfer my pair with the | 

unior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLark] to the Senator from 
ae ALLEN}. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. BATE, My colleague (Mr. Harris of Tennessee] is absent | 
from his seat, He has been here all day, but left the Chamber a | 
ps timeago. Heis paired with the Senator from Vermont | Mr. 

RRILL |. 


Mr. GREW. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] is 


I insist upon 


Iam paired with the 





_— with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu]. If 
Senator from Utah {[Mr. CANNon] were present, he would vote 
“nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—Si. 
Allison, Gear, Morgan, Sewell, 
Burrows, Hanna, Nelson, Shoup, 
Cullom, Hawley, Penrose, Spooner, 
avis, Hoar, 1 Perkins, 2 urston, 
Elkins, toma Platt, N. Y. Wellington, 
— = eS 
Frye, Mason, _ Quay, * F 
NAYS—®. 
5 McLaurin, Rawlins, 
Y, ; Mallory, Roach, 
- Mitchel, Turner, 
y, : Ark. urphy, vt 
. Vv 
» a Wi 
. White. 
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NOT VOTING—-2 
Aldrich, Clark, Hansbrough, Smith, 
Allen, Daniel, Harris, Tenn Stewart, 
Baker, Gallinger, Lodge, Teller. 
Cannon, George, Mantle, Wolcott. 
Carter, Gorman, Millis, 
Chandler, Hale, Morrill, 


So Mr. PETTIGREW'S amendment was laid on the table. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I give notice that to-morrow I shall offer 
the following amendment: 


Provided, That none of the increased rates of duty provided for ct 
shall apply to any articles or commodities the sale or manufactut which 
is controlied by trusts in this country 

Mr. BERRY and Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will offer it now. 

Mr. PASCO, If there is another amendment pending, | 


Offer it now. 


will 


| not offer now the amendment I rose to offer, but L will ask that it 


be printed and go over until in the morning. I have no desire to 
prolong the discussion upon this question, but Senators made ob- 
jection to the amendment in the shape in which it was offered by 
the Senator from South Dakota, and I have attempted to avoid 
some of the objections which were urged against that amend- 
sed. I ask that this 
amendment be printed and that it be printed in the Recorp and 
go over for consideration until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unless there is objection, that will 
be the order. 

The amendment submitted by Mr. Pasco is as follows: 





Every contrect. combination in the form of a trust, or association or cor 
poration whose effect is to restrict the quantity of production or increase 
the price of any article imported into the United States, or any improved or 
manufactured article into which such raw material enters, or any « iracy 
in restraint of trade with reference to such articles, shall be deemed a trust 


within the provisions of this act 
Any citizen of the United States may file a petition, verified by oath or af 
firmation, in any district court of the United States where the defendant has 


an office or place of business or may reside, alleging the existence of a trust 
as herein defined. either with reference to the raw material or unimproved 
or unrefined article, or with reference toa manufactured or rm ‘ 





into which such raw material or unimproved article enter 
ported, and that articles or products subject to duty under 
cles or products of like character of domestic production ar 
or their sale controlled, or the price affected by said trust: where: 
summons shall be immediately issued from said court directing the d 
ant to appear and answer said petition, the case to be gx 


e manufactured, 





rverned as to timeand 


manner of service, the aw and all proceedings had therein. as is now 

| provided by law in civil causes instituted in the district courts of tho United 
States. 

If any citizen of the United States shall file with any district attorney for 


said district the petition herein set forth. it shall be the duty of said attorney 


| to institute proceedings forthwith in the district court for said district in the 


name of the United States for the purpose of determining the issues made by 
said petition, like proceedings to be had in such case as hereinbefore pre 
scribed. 

The summons to the defendant or defendants herein required shall be 
served upon the president or chief officer, if a corporation, or upon all the 
mem bers. if an association or partnership, and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall also be notified of the existence — nature of the suit 

All cases instituted as herein provided shall be advanced upon the docket 


| of the court so as to have precedence of trial over all civil causes thereon, and 


an appeal may be taken from the decision of the district court to the circuit 
court of the United States for the district, under the same rules as are pre 
scribed for like appeals in other civil cases, but the judgment of the circuit 
court shall be final 
The court shall determine, first, whether such trust exists; second, whether 

it affects the raw material or unimproved article, the improved or mannu- 
factured article into which such raw material or unimproved article enters, 
or both the raw material and improved article, and the judgment of the 
court shall be certified to the Secretary of the Treasury. If the court shal! 
tind that the trust affects both the raw materia! and the manufactured or 
improved article into which such raw material enters, then the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall make an order directing the customs officers of the United 
states to thereafter permit the importation of both such raw material and 
such manufactured article free of duty. If it is found by the court that the 
trust affects the raw material only, the Secretary shall direct the customs 
ofiicers to thereafter permit the importation of such raw material free of 
duty and the manufactured or improved article at a rate of duty diminished 
at the rate or by the amount theretofore imposed upon the raw material or 
unimproved article. If the court shall find that the trust affects the manu 
factured or improved article only, then the order of the Secretary shall 
direct that the said customs officers thereafter permit the importation of 
such improved or manufactared article at the same rate of duty that is fixed 
by law upon the raw material which enters into such improved or manufac 
tured article, and the rate upon the raw material or unimproved article shall 
continue unchanged: Provided, That at any time after judgment, the Secre 

tary of the Treasury, upon written grounds, or any party to the proceedings 
upon petition, verified by oath or affirmation, may move the court toset aside 
or suspend the enforcement of such judgment. If, upon hearing. it shall be 
adja that the trust has ceased to exist, it shall be the duty of the Secre- 
7 the Treasury to withdraw or cance! his orders to the customs officers, 
and sych officers shall immediately resume the collection of the du 
as by this act. The parties to the original proceeding who do not join in 

he mo shall have reasonable notice thereof. and the motion shall be 
advanced and have precedence of trial over all civil causes. Appeals may be 
taken as in the original proceeding to the circuit court, but the judgment of 
that court upon the motion shall be final. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota to offer his amendment now? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will simply give notice of it now and 
offer it in the morning. 

Mr. CHILTON. I have prepared an amendment which I desire 
to offer to come in at the end of this schedule as paragraph 2004. 
I desire to have it read and printed, and I shall offer it to-morrow, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 


es im 
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The Secretary. It is proposed to amend the bill by inserting 
as a new paragraph at the end of line 15, page 66, the following: 

200). If any manufacturer, dealer, carrier, or other person, knowing that 
any article or articles of like character to those upon which duties are levied 
under this act are manufactured or their sale controlled or their price 
affected by a trust or combination, shall send, consign, or transmit, or cause 
to be sent, consigned, or transmitted, any such articles from a place in one 
State or Territory to a place in another State or Territory, such manufac- 
turer, dealer, carrier, or other person shall, upon conviction before any cir- 
cuit court of the United States, be punished by imprisonment not more than 
three years. 

Mr. ALLISON. The tobaccoschedule has been passed over for 
the present, and I ask that we may go on with the agricultural 
schedule at the bottom of page 70, line 23, ‘‘ Dairy products.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator from Iowa propose 
to go on further to-night? 

Mr. ALLISON. Reasonably. 
can go on for a while. 
some progress. 

Mr. ‘VEST. We had better adjourn. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the re read a paragraph or two. 

Mr, ALLISON. If wecan make a little progress, I shall be ready 
to make a motion to adjourn in a few minutes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Regular order! 

The SECRETARY. Page 70, line 23 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Secretary will wait until 
I can get my papers in shape. I supposed we were going to ad- 
journ at the usual hour. 

Mr. ALLISON. The usual hour has not yet arrived. If the 
Senator from Arkansas has any objection to a few of these para- 
graphs in the agricultural schedule being passed, of course I will 
accommodate him. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No; I have no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows, beginning at line 23, page 70: 

Dairy products: 

234. Butter, and substitutes therefor, 6 cents per pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the clerks will wait until we 
can get the place in the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is on page 70. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. move to strike out ‘“‘six” before 
“cents” in paragraph 234 and insert ‘‘four,” which is the rate 
under the present law, the Wilson Act. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecreTaRY. In line 24, page 70, strike out “‘six” and 
insert ‘‘four” before the word ‘‘cents;” so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

234. Butter, and substitutes therefor, 4 cents per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment eee by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. VEST. I think the Senator from Iowa ought to lay before 
the Senate the official reports as to exports and imports. For in- 
stance, on oleomargarine, which is a substitute for butter, the 
exports were $587,369 in 1896 and there were no imports at all; 
on oleomargarine oil, $8,087,405, and no imports. Of butter we 
— $2,937,203, and imported $8,248 worth; of cheese, $3,091,- 
914, and we imported $1,494,601 worth of the foreign cheese which 
is not manufactured in this country. As to much the larger por- 
tion of the articles included in this paragraph we imported 
nothing. But I suppose we are putting on these duties for the 
purpose of protecting the American producers and of obtaining 
revenue. I call for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
janior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr]. I transfer that 
pair to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Sm1rH], and vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr HansBrovuas]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” ‘ \ 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. Miiis]. If he were 
present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smirn]. I transfer that pair to 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I trans- 
fer my pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK] to the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr,. ALLEN], and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. THURSTON. Has the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
TILLMAN] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not. 

Mr. THURSTON. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. TitLmM4n]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.” 


I will not proceed long, but we 
I think there will be no trouble in making 
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The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 


Martin 
Mitchell, 
organ, 
Murphy, 
Sco, 
Pettus, 
Rawlins, 
Roach 


—— 


Faulkner, 
Gray, 
Harris, Kans. 
Heitfeld, 
Jones, Ark. 
Kenney, 
McLaurin, 
Mallory, 


zarner, 

urpie 
althall, 

White. 


NAYS—s. ~ 


Sewell, 
Shoup, 
Spooner, 


Burrows, 
Chandler, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Deboe, 
Elkins, 
Fairbanks, 
Foraker, 


arren, 
Wellington, 

etmore, 
Wilson. 


NOT VOTING—26. 
Gallinger, 
George, 
Gorman, 
Hale, 
Hansbrough, Morrill, 
Harris, Tenn. Pettigrew, 
Lindsay. Smith, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid. 
eration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to th. con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex. 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 5 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Weduesday, 
June 16, 1897, at 11 o’clock a, m. , 


Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Baker, 
Cannon, 
Carter, 


Stewart, 
Teller, 
Thurston, 
Tillman, 
Wolcott. 


, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 15, 1897, 
GOVERNOR OF ALASKA. 

John G. Brady, of Sitka, Alaska, to be governor of the District 

of Alaska, vice James Sheakley, resigned. 
COMMISSIONERS FOR ALASKA. 

Caldwell W. Tuttle. of Columbia City, Ind., to be a commis- 
sioner in and for the District of Alaska, to reside at Sitka, vice 
Robert C. Rogers, resigned. 
John E. Crane, of Chicago, Ill., to be a commissioner in and for 
the District of Alaska, to fill one of the four additional commis- 
sionerships, at points to be designated by the President, created 
by the act approved June 4, 1897. 

PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

Second Lieut. George Richards, United States Marine Corps, to 
be a first lieutenant in said corps from the 2d day of February, 
1897 (subject to the gn yt nyyenee by law), vice Second 
Lieut. Elisha Theall, failed to qualify, and retired as first lieu- 
tenant. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 15, 189°. 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 
Henry M. Hoyt, of Pennsylvania, to be Assistant Attorney- 
esemaa§ 4 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Infantry arm. 

Second Lieut. Vernon Avondale Caldwell, Twenty-fifth Infan- 
try, to be first lieutenant. 

Candidate Sergt. Thomas M. Anderson, jr., Troop G, Fourth 
Cavalry, to be second lieutenant. 

Candidate Corpl. John E. Hunt, Troop H, Eighth Cavalry, to 
be second lieutenant. 

' MARSHALS. 

William M. Griffith, of Arizona Territory, to be marshal of t)« 
United States for the Territory of Arizona. . 

John M. Barnes, of Georgia, to be marshal of the United Stats 
for the southern district of Georgia. 

‘ POSTMASTERS. . 

Percy R. Trubshaw, to be postmaster at Cooperstown, in [i 
county of G and State of North Dakota. 

Samuel M. Griffin, to be postmaster at Quitman, in the couty 
of Brooks and State of Georgia. | 

C. G. Brown, to be postmaster at Eastman, in the county «! 


Dodge and State of 
Carl Kramer, to be at Columbus, in the county o! 

Platte and State of Ne 
Elizabeth M. Broadwell, to be postmaster at La Cygne, in the 

county of Linn and State of Kansas. 


Marshall Lambert, to be at Newkirk, in the county 
of Kay and Territory of aan 








SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 16, 1897. 


Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Seer ie Rev. Huan Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


ington. * : 
he Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Woman's 
Health Protective Association, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying the 
President of the United States and the Senate to formulate such 
treaties as will effectually prevent the difficulties arising between 
the United States and other nations; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. _ 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the passage of the Torrey 
bankruptcy bill; which was or ered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the J. Miller Company, of 
Racine, Wis., remonstrating against the imposition of a duty on 
tanned skins for morocco or a duty on raw goatskins; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also nted a memorial of A. D. Fleming & Co., flax spin- 
ners and bleachers, of Albany, Wis., remonstrating against the 
imposition of a duty on imported flax tow; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Menasha Wooden Ware 
Company, of Menasha, Wis., remonstrating against a change in 
the present law governing the use of wooden tobacco pails; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented memorials of the Howard Furni- 
ture Company, of Nashua; of Foster & Pinkham, of Henniker; of 
Blake, Allen & Co., of Manchester, and of Crafts & Green, all in 
the State of New Hampshire, remonstrating against any increase 
in the present rate of duty on tanned skins for morocco or a duty 
on raw goatskins; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DEBOE presented sundry petitions of citizens of Carrollton 
and Catlettsburg, in the State of Kentucky, praying for the pas- 
sage, at the earliest possible date, of such protective-tariff legis- 
lation as will adequately secure American industrial products 
against the competition of foreign labor; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. F. T. Hefferman, super- 
intendent of the Louisville (Ky.) Church Workers and sundry 
other citizens of Kentucky, praying for the repeal of the present 
civil-service law; which was referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of New York City and a petition of sundry citizens of Sodus 
Point, N. Y., aying or the early enactment of a protective-tariff 
law; which were ered to lie on the table. 

He also ted a memorial of sundry citizens of New York 
City en in the lumber business, remonstrating against the 
pro’ uty of $2 per thousand feet on lumber; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of New York 
City and sundry memorials of citizens of Norwich, Conn., re- 


monstrating st the proposed increase of the tax on beer; 
which were red to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE. I t, by request, a petition of sundry citizens 
of Georgetown, Tenn., praying for the passage, at the earliest pos- 


sible date, of such protective-tariff legislation as will adequately 
secure American industrial here against the competition of 


foreign labor. I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER ted a memorial of members of the North 
Carolina ers, Distillers, and Grape Growers’ Associa- 


tion, rem: against the proposed increase of the tax on 
beer; which was ordered to lie aie table. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented a memorial of the North Carolina 
Liquor Dealers, , and Grape Growers’ Association, remon- 


strating against the eee increase of the tax on beer; which 
was ordered to lie on 


table. 
He also teda petition of sundry citizens of Concord, N.C., 
and a pe of sundry citizens of Greensboro, N. C., praying 


for the early ieeeree of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered 


Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Grocers and Export- 
ers’ Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the cocaine. of 
the Torrey emragtcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
of Philadelphia, Pa petition of the Stxth Ward Republican Clab, 

» praying for repeal of the present civil- 
cnrvica ett was referred to the Committee on Civil Service 
Retrenchment. 


He also presented a memorial of sun 


citizens of Lancaster, 
Pa., and a memorial of sundry brewers 


Lancaster, Pa., remon- 
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strating against the proposed increase of the tax on beer; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented petitions of 17 cit 


zens of Philadelphia, of 52 


citizens of Philadelphia, of 37 citizens of Norristown, 46 citizens 
of McKean, 26 citizens of Allegheny County. 52 citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, 100 citizens of Philadelphia, 77 citizens of Weissport, 
and of Steelton Circle, No. 26, of Steelton, all in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation restricting im- 
migration; which were ordered to lie on the table 

He also presented petitions of 31 citizens of Minersville, of 47 
citizens of Philadelphia, of 48 citizens of Philadelphia. 24 citizens 
of Steelton, 24 citizens of Wilkesbarre, 34 citizens of Reading, 30 
citizens of Philadelphia, 13 citizens of Philadelphia, 36 citizens of 


Reading, 46 citizens of Philadelphia, of 9 citizens of Philadelphia, 
and of the select and common councils of Philadelphia, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the early passage of the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchant Tailors’ Exchange 
of Allegheny, Pa., aad a petition of Local Union No. 131, Jour- 
neymen Tailors’ Union of America, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for 
the adoption of clause 666 in the pending tariff bill, limiting the 
free importation of wearing apparel, etc.; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the general assembly of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the early passage of Senate bill No. 1747, re- 
appointing and retiring Gen. David McMurtrie Gregg, late cap- 
tain, Sixth United States Cavalry, and brevet major-general of 
United States Volunteers, with the rank and grade of captain; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MILLS presented a memorial of Brewers’ Union No. 112, 
of San Antonio, Tex., remonstrating against the proposed increase 
of the tax on beer; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a memorial of the C. A. Hibbard Boot 
and Shoe Company, remonstrating against any increase in the 
present rate of duty on tanned skins for morocco, or a duty on raw 
goatskins; which was ordered to lie on the table 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of Emil Wulschuer & Son, of 
New York City, praying that the duty on musical instruments 
and parts for the same be provided for at the rate of 35 per cent 
ad valorem; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HANNA presented memorials of D. H. Gaumer and 19 
other citizens, of E. W. Van Wagenen and 19 other citizens, of 
W. T. Cosgrove and 19 other citizens, of S. A. Weller and 51 other 
citizens, C. N. Ritter and 19 other citizens, S. McCarthy and 16 
other citizens, Leo Guthman and 19 other citizens, Otto A. Bauer 
and 19 other citizens, William H. Smith and 1% other citizens, the 
Sexton Furniture Company and 14 citizens, 1. W. Clark and 18 
other citizens, A. Parsons and 45 other citizens, J. T. Crabbs and 
52 other citizens, J. C. Fish and 51 other citizens, J. S. Marquis 
and 50 other citizens, W. J. Tappan and 51 other citizens, G. S. 
Brum and 52 other citizens, Allen Thompson and 49 other citi- 
zens, Dr. J. A. Francis, jr., and 18 other citizens, W. L. Rowland 
and 49 other citizens, J. C. Fish and 52 other citizens, Harry L. 
Peebles and 16 other citizens, A. S. Clark and 19 other citizens, 
and of J. A. Knapp and 27 other citizens, all in the State of Ohio, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to de- 
stroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FORAKER presented memorials of the Bailey Drug Com- 
pany and 18 citizens, the Collier-Budd Coal Company and 11 citi- 
zens, of James Shiny and 19 other citizens, J. b. Olivers and 49 
other citizens, E. W. Hunting and 18 other citizens, Edward G. 
Howard and 52 other citizens, J. H. Wilson and 19 other citizens, 
Edward L. Meyersand 14 other citizens, and of William F. Gabell 
and 17 other citizens, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation intended to destroy the pres- 
ent system of ticket brokerage; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BURROWS presented memorials of C. C. Snedeker and 52 
other citizens, Wright, Kay & Co. and 39 other citizens, David 
Long and 49 other citizens, Charles A. Strelinger and 45 other citi- 
zens, H. C. Hubbin and 19 other citizens. and of Brown Bros. and 
51 other citizens, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation intended to destroy the pres- 
ent system of ticket brokerage; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr.MASON. Mr. President, I desire to present a large number 
of memorials which have been sent to me to be presented to the 
Senate, and I will ask the Secretary to note the name of the first 
memorialist on each paper and the number of signers. I should 
say that I have been informed, and from my examination believe 
it to be true, that these memorials are signed by some 15,000 me- 
morialists. Iam also informed that most of them are citizens of 
the State of Illinois. They protest against the passage of the anti- 
scalping bill. I should like to have the REcor»D show the names, 
not of all the memorialists, but the first name on each memorial, 
and the number that follow. : 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

The memorials are as follows: 

Memorials of G. C. Burk and 49 other citizens, of Tower Daw- 
son & Co. and 52 other citizens, of A. J. Shilling and 52 other cit- 
izens, of H. Lau and 51 other citizens, of E. D. Read and 50 other 
citizens, James D. Murphy and 50 other citizens, A. J. Reynolds 


and 40 other citizens. J. R. Black and 52 other citizens, A. R. 
Stanley and 52 other citizens, G. E. Ranaous and 19 other citizens, 
F. Wiehle and 26 other citizens, O. F. Bridges and 19 other citi- 
zens, J. F. Neunan and 52 other citizens, J. C. Hagenbuch and 17 
other citizens, H. M. Shoub and 19 other citizens, J. H. Johnson 
and 18 other citizens, D. H. Clarke and 19 other citizens, D. Ogdine 
and 19 other citizens, H. Barkhausen and 19 other citizens, W. B. 
Senmark and 50 other citizens, H. Cooting and 52 other citizens, 
Robert Manning and 51 other citizens, Thomas Drury and 52 
other citizens, L. C. Noble and 49 other citizens, M. L. Brown 
and 52 other citizens, S. Rice and 49 other citizens, J. Conarty 
and 52 other citizens, E. Wilken and 52 other citizens, D. P. Shaw 
and 50 other citizens, D. J. Riley and 52 other citizens, J. J. 
Conerty and 52 other citizens, Harry Filkins and 51 other citizens, 
J. J. Sullivan and 30 other citizens, H. Bottheim and 52 other 
citizens, Charles Nebel and 49 other citizens, A. R. Shroeder and 
51 other citizens, C. J. Roe and 51 other citizens, T. McArdle and 
52 other citizens, W. W. Taylor and 52 other citizens, P. H. Wil- 
son and 52 other citizens, H. Y. Whiteman and 52 other citizens, 
W. G. Hargis and 52 other citizens, Charles Stornan and 51 other 
citizens, L. C. Noble and 48 other citizens, W. A. Sager and 41 
other citizens, N. O’Brien and 43 other citizens, 8. Wilson and 52 
other citizens, J. P. Warner and 51 other citizens, F. J. Thomp- 
son and 19 other citizens, Filis Perl and 52 other citizens, Arnold 
Schiess and 52 other citizens, George W. Nye and 52 other citizens, 
F.J. Purdy and 52 other citizens, William McChesney and 49 other 
citizens, Th. Williams and 52 other citizens, E. J. McCarty and 52 
other citizens, M. Plunkett and 52 other citizens, E. P. Adams and 
50 other citizens, A. N. Swigert and 52 other citizens, J. A. Keley 
and 52 other citizens, F. E. Hatfield and 52 othercitizens, B. C. Teal 
and 52 other citizens, M. Timmions and 20 other citizens, George D. 
Hall, M. D., and 51 other citizens, E. J. Highland and 49 other citi- 
zens, J. Hughes and 52 other citizens, W. O. Robertson and 52 other 
citizens, A. J. Wilson and 52 other citizens, E. Flin and 52 other citi- 
zens, R. Hand and 52 other citizens, J. T. Sullivan and 52 other cit- 
izens, C. A. Davies and 52 other citizens, J. G. Eager and 51 other 
citizens, H. Gundling and 52 other citizens, J. C. Duncan and 52 
other citizens, L. B. Care and 52 other citizens, P. Lane and 52 
other citizens, A. B. Horne and 51 other citizens, 8. F. Erskine 
and 52 other citizens, T. T. Hughes and 52 other citizens, P. J. 
Holbrook and 52 other citizens, 8. Lange and 52 other citizens, 
P. H. Wilson and 52 other citizens, J. N. Pincier and 51 other 
citizens, W. H. Bromiley and 52 other citizens, M. Ginby and 52 
other citizens, 8. Lee and 52 other citizens, W. J. Fagan and 52 
other citizens, C. A. Vim Velzu and 52 other citizens, W. J. Ten- 
nison and $1 other citizens, J. C. Brooks and 52 other citizens, 
Charles Langguth and 51 other citizens, E. Klosterman and 49 
other citizens, N. Parson and 51 other citizens, M. Schellender and 
52 other citizens, H. Uebel and 48 other citizens, M. Adler and 52 
other citizens, William McChesney and 48 other citizens, A. B. 
Rosenblum and 52 other citizens, William Force and 52 other citi- 
zens, J. Weil & Bros. and 51 other citizens, M. P. Hooker and 49 
other citizens, W. J. Salmon and 52 other citizens,W. McDevittand 
53 other citizens, William Johnson and 14 other citizens, Hender- 
son & Jampolis and 46 other citizens, Nelson Chesman and 52 other 
citizens, E. E. Kelly and 51 othercitizens, W. W. David and 52 other 
citizens, George 8. Lemon and 49 other citizens, M. Timmons and 19 
other citizens, E. E. Duseman and 11 other citizens, E. R. Blake and 
15 other citizens, The Fort Wayne Electric Corporation and 51 citi- 
zens, T. P. Blanchard and 52 other citizens, J. Chuseman and 51 
other citizens, G. A. Washburn and 52 other citizens, W. H. 
Wright and 52 other citizens, C. A.Van Velger and 52 other citi- 
zens, J. A. Grant and 52 other citizens, ertke and 52 other 
citizens, J. J. Jones and 50 other citizens, W. Mangler and 52 
other citizens, F. L. Clark and 52 other citizens, S. Jones and 52 
other citizens, H. C. Nau and 52 other citizens, H. A. Williamson 


and 51 other citizens, J. Schneider and 52 other citizens, Charles | market. 


Deubler and 51 other citizens, E. Simon and 51 other citizens, M. 
Goldsmith and 51 other citizens, D. C. Clark and 52 other citizens, 
William G. Morrison and 52 other citizens,S. Singer and 57 other 
citizens, N. H. Daly and 52 other citizens, G. 8. Glurehauf and 52 
other citizens, J. Ascher and 52 other citizens, J. N. Mason and 
50 other citizens, B. Amheim and 52 other citizens, L. Cohn and 
17 other citizens, A. Arenson and 52 other citizens, D. Camp 
and 52 other citizens, A. R. Mitchell and 52 other citizens, 


E. V. Doran and 52 other citizens, C. th and 52 other 
ci % Marks & Co. and 52 other J, Valentine 


W. 
and 52 other citizens, 
Michelson & Co. 
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and 52 other citizens, J.C. Wagner and 52 other citizens. E.G 
man & Co. and 51 other citizens, 8. J. Hirsch and 52 othe; 
zens, J. G. McGregor and 52 other citizens, P. P. Sly a, 
other citizens, E. Selmond and 52 other citizens, D. Heym,, 
52 other citizens, Isaac F. Rubel and 52 other citizens, Ww. 
son and 52 other citizens, J. Cheesman and 51 other ¢; 
A. Kennedy and 52 other citizens, Joe Hart and 50 other ¢(:; 
John F. Flynn and 29 other citizens, Frank Keene and 5) 
citizens, B. J. Daniels and 52 other citizens, D. E. Morton 
other citizens, J.G. Jordan and 52 other citizens, George |, 
sell and 50 other citizens, Edw. Cummings and 51 other c:; 
W. J. Salmon and 52 other citizens, C. J. Leiber and 52 othe, ; 
zens, the Munwegen & Weiss Manufacturing Company 3) \ >» 
citizens, D. Kahn & Co. and 52 other citizens, Charles P. R.; 7 
52 other citizens, Thomas B. O'Hara and 52 other citizens, J. 2.) 
erts and 52 other citizens, Adolph Moses and 11 other cit 
Henry Stern and 52 other citizens, H. G. Nye and 51 other 
zeus, Sammel Cains ahd 51 other citizens, Will. Miller and 52 +), 
citizens, W. W. Wilder and 52 other citizens, J. A. Duggan 2: 5» 
other citizens, G. Mendrick and 52 other citizens,G. W. Ham.) -)) 
and 52 other citizens, H. 8. Rice and 52 other citizens, G. Nuyoye- 
ger and 49 other citizens, J. H. Brannan and 31 other citizens. |". \. 
Rogers and 52 other citizens, R. Nixon and 52 other citize),s 
Charles H. Ames and 22 other citizens, Pettibone, Mulliken & ( 
and 49 other citizens, Emil K. Costerman and 49 other citizens. |, s 
Kenlay and 52 other citizens, J. N. Mason and 51 other citir 
E. Baird and 52 other citizens, Carl Muller and 52 other citizeys. 
F. M. Goodman and 52 other citizens, James O’Brien and 5) «{}).¢ 
citizens, Joseph Friedman and 19 other citizens, H. R. Platt and 
52 other citizens, E. H. Brown and 52 other citizens, Capt. Jack 
Cranford and 52 other citizens, 8. Adams and 51 other citizens, 
M. S. Hartman and 50 other citizens, E. J. Hill and 52 other «iti- 
zens, W. J. Jackson and 52 other citizens, O. E. Pardee and 5| 
other citizens, M. Gimbel & Sons and 52 other citizens, J. s, 
Heath and 52 other citizens, E. Hart and 52 other citizens, A, 
Brown and 36 other citizens, Robert S. Brinton and 52 other citi- 
zens, B. Meyer and 52 other citizens, J. S. Horeland and 51 other 
citizens, the Cole Litho hing Company and 50 citizens, Rk. M. 
an 52 Fe ci = eo Dh pp and 52 4 citizens, 
ames Thompson Manufacturing Company and 52 citizens, 
8. J. Strickland and 50 other citizens, 8. Tanzer and 17 other citi- 
zens, E. A. Luflin and 39 other citizens, J. F. Adams and 5? oj her 
citizens, T. Jacobs and 49 other citizens, S. Fishel and 51 other citi- 
zens, W. Eisendrath and 51 other citizens, J. E. Lamard and 48 
other citizens, J. E. Laman and 49 other citizens, W. M. Umb- 
denstock and 52 other citizens, W. H. Jones and 52 other citizens, 
W. Eberhardt and 51 other citizens, C. L. Feladamf and 17 other 
citizens, M. T. Sterling and 52 other citizens, F. Beck and 45 other 
citizens, G. C. Joseph and 51 other citizens, H. J. Faulkner and 
51 other citizens, A. J. Wilson and 52 other citizens, R. 8. Turmia 
and 52 other citizens, H. Ganz and 51 other citizens, H. Y. W hite- 
mon and 52 other citizens, J.C. Salomon and 51 other citizens, 
M. P. Hooker and 49 other citizens, A. L. Dean & Co. and 5? other 
citizens, J. McCormick and 52 other ci , H. C. McDonald and 
52 other citizens, C. S. Garrett and 52 other citizens, and J. \V. 
Patterson and 52 other citizens, all in the State of Dlinois. 

Mr. CULLOM. The memorials presented by my colleague 
should be referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. I 
did not hear any statement as to their reference. 

Mr. MASON. That is correct. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorials will be so referred. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the memorial of George W. Maddock, 
a of the Boston U Leather Tanners’ Club, of Boston, 

ass., relative to the on hides and leather. I move that the 
memorial lie on the table, and that it be printed as a document. 


The motion was to. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I t sundry memorials as to a matter 


that is immediately before one of the committees of this 

memorials of citizens of New Hampshire and «ther 

States, remonstrating against the enactment of the antiscalping 
so called. ; 

sts represent that ‘the bill would destroy a nat- 

ural and t to dispose of one’s own property in the open 

7 say “it would enable the strong railroad syste1s 


to shut out the weak lines on 
competition,” that ‘it would send a citizen to prison and brand 
him with infamy for disposing of his = , While impos- 
ing no penalty — the railroad company for a fallare to redeem 
tickets. as provided,” and it also declares that ‘the business of 
ticket in the interest of the traveling public. 

noted in the REcoRD, 


Commerce. 
The memorials were referred to the Committee on Interstats 
Commerce, as follows: 
Memorials of J. M. Pearion and 19 other citizens, E, C. Eart- 


man and 14 other citizens, G. Sheltry aud 9 other citizens, S. 
Brooks and 18 other citizens, 8. Gasper and 17 other citizens, 5S. 


and thus destroy 
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and 50 other citizens, C. P. Kenyon and 18 other citizens, 
& Lynch and 51 other citizens, H. F. Banecker and 51 
other citizens, S. F. Ellis and 50 other citizens, F. A. Milliken 
and 51 other citizens, Dr. S. Olin Leech and 51 other citizens, 
George L. Barr and 52 other citizens, H. E. Mitchell and 52 other 
citizens, Carl Rosenburger and 52 other citizens, and George A. 
Berry & Co. and 19 other citizens. ; 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the memorial of J. M. Pearson 
and 58 other citizens of Suncook, N. H., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present sys- 
tem of ticket brokerage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1056) to provide 
for a public building at Cleveland, Ohio, reported it without | 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 2146) grantinga pension 
to Susan Kroeson, widow of Thomas Kroeson, late a soldier in 
the Union Army during the war of the rebellion; which was read | 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

laims: 
as bill (S. 2147) for the relief of Mrs. Celia Ford, late a laun- 
dress in Battery F, Second Regiment United States Artillery; and | 

A bill (8S. 2148) for the relief of the legal representatives of | 
Merrick, Merrick & Cope. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2149) for the relief of | 
Richard C. Silence; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


ELECTRIC RAILWAY LINE OVER THE POTOMAC, 


Mr. PENROSE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of erreen tatives concurring), That the 
electric railway line from the Aqueduct Bridge to Fort Myer and Arlington 
may, with and under the direction of the Secretary of War, 
be extended across the Aqueduct Bridge on or near the east sidewalk: Pro- 
i That all cost of such extension shall be paid by the railway company 
and that this permission may be revoked by the Secretary of War at any 
time. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CAPE CHARLES HARBOR, 


Mr. SEWELL submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 
Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives | 


concurring), the Secretary of War is hereby directed to prepare and 
submit plats and estimates for the further improvement of the harbor and 
a 

woler on the sou 


Charles City, Va., by the construction of a stone break- | 
side of the cut leading to Cape Charles Harbor, similar 
to the which has just been completed on the north side; and for 
sundry d ng near Old Plantation Light, in the cut leading tothe harbor, 
oa vessels to go in and out of the harbor without danger or 
FREDALINE GLASTETTER. 


Mr. COCKRELL. On the 16th day of March last I introduced 
a bill (8. 308) granting a pension to Fredaline Glastetter. He has | 
the reach of the beneficence of the Government, | 

and I move that the Committee on Pensions be discharged from 
its further consideration, and that the bill be indefinitely post- 


Kobler 
Wright 











poned, 
The motion was agreed to. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
V msideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at page 70, line 25, as fol- 


235. and substitutes therefor, 6 cents per pound. 

2B, fresh, 2 cents per gallon. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was not aware that the bill had | 
been taken up. I was looking at something else. I should be glad | 
have a moment's delay. 
I should like to have an understanding with the Senator from | 

—— are a considerable number of amendments here | 


s 


have been raised, as we think, unreasonably, and | 
have votes upon p itions to reduce them. 
do not want to delay the Senate by taking a 
paragraph. If there were to be no point of 
our going back to make the motion, I was think- 
we perhaps allow a half dozen par: hs to goat 

.and then move to strike out in each one of the paragraphs 
objectionable rate and to substitute what we propose, and 
whole. I am aware, if we allow a paragraph 


Luge ae 





a 
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to pass, the Senator in charge of the bill can make the point, if 
he chooses, that the paragraph has gone by and we can not return 
to it. If that point is to be made, of course we shall have to ask 
for separate votes as we go along. 


Mr. ALLISON. I thoroughly sympathize with the Senator 
from Arkansas in his desire to make the utm peed in the con- 
sideration of the bill consistent with the care that we ought to 

| take in its examination. Therefore I assure him, upon the sug- 
| gestion now made by him, that I shall make no point of order. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out paragraph 2:36, in order to put 
fresh milk upon the free list,as it is under the existing law. | 
call attention to the fact that in 1896 we exported $270,433 worth 
of milk and imported $19,100 worth. Here is an article of prime 

| necessity, entirely healthy, necessary to the comfort, indeed, to 


the life of a large portionef our people. Itherefore move to strike 
out the paragraph in order to put fresh milk upon the free list, 
where it is now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, Strike out paragraph 236 in the follow 
words: 

Milk, fresh, 2 cents per gallon. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 237, page 71, line 2, after the word “of,” to strike out “all 
coverings and packing material” and insert ‘‘immediate cover- 
ings;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


co 
ing 


237. Milk, preserved or condensed, or sterilized by heating or other proc- 
esses, including weight of immediate coverings, 2 cents per pound; sugar of 
milk, 5 cents per pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out ‘2 cents a 


pound,” in line 5, and insert ‘‘20 per cent ad valorem.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection tothe amend- 
ment proposed by the committee? The Chair hears none, and itis 
agreed to. The Senator from Arkansas moves an amendment 
which will be stated. 

The SecrRETARY. In line 5, page 71, it is proposed to strike out 
**2 cents per pound” and insert ‘20 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And also strike out “5 cents per 
pound” and insert *‘ 20 per cent ad valorem.” 

The SECRETARY. Also, in lines 5 and 6, strike out ‘5 cents per 
pound” and insert ‘‘20 per cent ad valorem;” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

237. Milk, preserved or condensed, or sterilized by heating or other proc- 
esses, inclines weight of immediate coverings, 20 per cent ad valorem; 
sugar of milk, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The manufacture of condensed milk 
was begun just before the war, and has developed rapidly during 
and since then. There are now about ten factories in the United 
States that make about 40,000,000 1-pound cans of condensed milk 


annually. Five of these belong to the New York Condensed Milk 
Company and two to the Anglo-Swiss Company. Of these seven, 


four are in New York and three in Illino’s. 

When the factory employees and the dairy farmers in the vicin- 
ity of these establishments learned that McKinley had given the 
condensed-milk men all the duty they wished on preserved milk 
and had removed the duty on sugar, which in this particular case 
the foreigner refused to pay, they were jubilant. Prices of milk 
and wages were to be greatly advanced. This was the under- 
standing all along the line. Whatever might be the effect of this 
new tariff act on other industries, it was certain to help the dairy 
farmer and the workers in the condensed-milk factories. But 
behold! When the condensed-milk men met and fixed the prices 
they would pay for milk for the year 1891, instead of being higher, 
they were found to be lower than for fifteen or twenty years, 
averaging only 3 cents per quart for winter and 2} cents for sum- 
mer months. 

The wage earners in this highly protected industry can shake 
hands with the farmers, for all have been equally benefited by the 
tariff. Matters are somewhat different with the factory owners, 
who are now selling condensed milk somewhat higher than in 
1890, and are now, because of cheaper sugar, making at least 1 
cent more on each pound can, or $400,000 a year, though they had 
made their millions under the old duty. Of course, with sucha 
high duty and such enormous profits, it was unbecoming for these 
men to depend upon the crude and amateurish methods of organ- 
ization that had before bound them together. They must put 
their stock in a syndicate and bave it sold in the exchanges. 
Hence, on December 2, 1891, the Associated Press contained the 


| following from Chicago. 


A special dispatch from Elgin, D1., says: 


“Tt is understood that arrangements are completed for the transfer to an 
English syndicate of the five milk-condensing factories at Carp ville, 
Iil., and at Brewster, Wassaic, and Walden, N. Y. They have been owned 
- the Borden and Milbank families for over twenty-five years pur 
chase price is not stated, but as their net revenue last year is said to have 
been over $750,000, it must be $12,000,000 or $15,000,000. The Borden Leirs liv- 


1e88.’ 


ing here and in California are now in New York on this busi 
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This trust is now in shape to hold fast all the McKinley Act 
gave it and to dictate wages and prices on everything bought and 
sold, Moreover, they can and probably will soon begin to give 
extra discount to foreigners, who now purchase about $200,000 
worth of condensed milk a year from us. 

There can be no reason in making this increased tax on this 
article of prime necessity. The claim that it is done for the as 
pose of increasing wages of employees is absolutely disproved by 
the history of this product. The rate that I have proposed by the 
amendment I have offered is the one under the existing law at 
this time, under which large quantities of this article are being 
re I understand, and there is practically none being im- 

orted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 
agraph 238, page 71, line 8, after the word ‘‘ Beans,” to strike out 
‘fifty’ and insert ‘‘ forty;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

238. Beans, 40 cents per bushel of 60 pounds. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator in charge of the bill to allow 
this paragraph to be passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, the paragraph will be over temporarily. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 
agraph 239, page 71, line 18, after the word “all,” to strike out 
‘coverings and packing material” and insert ‘‘tins, jars, and 
other immediate coverings;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

239. Beans, pease, and mushrooms, prepared or preserved, in tins, jars, 
bottles, or similar packages. * cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem, 
including the weight o all ns, jars, and other immediate covectnet: all 
vegetables, prepared or preserved, including pickles and sauces of all kinds 
not specially provided for in this act, and fish paste or sauce, 40 per cent ad 
vaiorem. 

» The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 
240. Cabbages, 3 cents each. 


Mr. VEST. Under the existing law cabbages are upon the free 
list. I move to strike out the paragraph with a view to putting 
them upon the free list. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri, to strike out paragraph 240, ‘‘ Cab- 
bages, 8 cents each.” 

he amendment was rejected. 
The next paragraph was read, as follows: 
241. Cider, 5 cents per gallon. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I draw the line on cider. After 
three weeks of arduous labor, we have succeeded upon this side 
of the Chamber in making only one reduction in the bill, and that 
was a quarter of a cent upon anvils. Now we have the cider put 
on the dutiable list. The official reports show that we exported 
of cider during 1896, $47,670 worth and imported $1,704 worth. 

I appeal to New England to put this article upon the free list. 
Every one of us, and we have all been boys, must go back to rem- 
iniscences of boyhood in order to find an argument, and a very 
conclusive one, in behalf of free cider. Therecan be no pretense 
that this is in the line of protection, because we supply the do- 
mestic market and export nearly $50,000 worth of this innocent 
beverage. : 

Mr. GRAY. It is not for revenue. 

Mr. VEST. It is not for revenue, because we imported only six- 
teen or seventeen hundred dollars’ worth during 1896. If thereis 
a temperance man upon the other side of the Chamber, I appeal 
to him. My judgment, formed upon observation and very con- 
siderable experience, is that the use of light wines, beer, and cider 
is the right road to temperance, The American people never will 
be a temperance people until we quit the fierce, maddening, life 
and soul destroying liquors above proof in alcohol and adopt the 
continental system. - 

One good thing, at least, they have in Europe, the use of beer 
and light wines. I believe it is almost a crime in these modern 
days to confess that you have been to Europe. I saw a quotation 
from a distinguished statesman upon my own side in politics the 

other day where he thanked God he was too much of an Ameri- 

can ever to have been to Europe. Well, I have been to Europe. 
I went there for my health, and I am very sorry I am not there 
now. 

Mr. HOAR. May I inquire of the Senator if it is not the fact 
that that statesman was himself born in Europe? 

Mr. VEST. No; he is a native-born American. He thanked 
God that he never had been there, and said he was too much of 
an American ever to gothere. I said that I wished I was there 
now. I would infinitely rather be there, on account of my health 
and comfort, than to be struggling hopelessly over this tariff bill, 

Mr. FRYE. Give it up. 

Mr, VEST. We can not always give up these things. Every 
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public man has sometimes to take hold of a live wire. and }, 
not let go. I saw my friend the chairman of the Co, 
Committee, with whom I have labored so many years, wr; 
and struggling with a strong disposition to piscatorial exe,, 
when he felt he was compelled to stay here and wrestle with |; 
cial and economic questions. 

I have been to Europe, Mr. President. Iwent there fro. ; 
sity, and the necessity arose from the fact that you can get ); 
in this country. I make noapology forit. With telephone. ; 
graphs, andthe demands upon every man, even in private lif, 
much more in public life, there is no rest in this rushing, w, 
ing, irritating American life of ours unless we go abroad. 

do not propose to open up the temperance question, but | 
defending cider, the liquid of our boyhood, the beverav: ;),,; 
‘cheers but not inebriates,” that sparkles at every New Ene). 
festival and in every New England home and in the Wes: ;,;,\j 
South wherever the apple israised and used. Upon the Contin...) 
of Europe you can see from five to fifteen thousand people —))).) 
women, and children—assembled in the gardens every afterno.1, \), 
family groups, drinking wine and beer and listening to music —),,; . 
loud word, not a boisterousexpression, the home preserved. If \, 
had that many Americans there, under our system of bibulat)y. 
it would not be ten minutes until you would hear the yell of s.)))5 
drunken ruffian and the music of the revolver. 

If we want temperance in this country—and I am in perfict 
sincerity when I say so—we must change our methods of drink- 
ing. e desire for some sort of stimulus is natural to mankind 
We read in the Bible that as far back as the days of Noah he had 
not joined the Sons of Temperance. If we would have real, true 
temperance, obedient tonatural appetites, in this country, we must 
do away with these strong liquors and go back to light wines and 
the drinks of our childhood—milk, water, and cider. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator allow me? | 
think it would have been better for Noah if he had joined the 
Sons of Temperance. 

Mr. VEST. But he did not join them. That is the point I am 
making. Weare told that the races of men were divided, and the 
descendants of Ham were put into slavery because Ham, instead 
of protecting the old man’s weakness, ridiculed him, and the result 
was that his descendants became slaves. 

Mr. President, I make this appeal earnestly in favor of cider. 
I have heard that at one time there was a distinguished mem)er 
of this body who came in when a financial bill was being dis: \ssed 
bySenator Sherman,of Ohio. InthoseearlydaysSenator Sherman 
was advocating an in tax upon whisky, nothing like what 
we have now, but it was considered then an enormous incre:se, 
This Senator came in, d ted his hat and gloves upon his desk 
before him, and said, ‘‘ May I interrupt the ator from Ohio?” 
Mr. Sherman yielded the floor, and this Senator said: ‘ Mr. l’res- 
ident, 1 understand that whisky has no friends in this Chamter. 
I am the friend of whisky, and whisky is my friend. It builds up 
the strong and destroys the weak.” And he retired from the 
Chamber after that declaration in favor of his favorite beverage. 

If whisky could have an advocate, how many advocates ouy)it 
cider to have, the beverage of sobriety, the beverage of home? 
What excuse is there for putting it upon the dutiable list, when 
we export the amount I have named and receive nothing in tle 
shape of revenue? I appeal frankly and earnestly to New Eng- 
land to come to the rescue of cider. 

I ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to my amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN . The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri (Mr. \V EST] to strike out paragraph 
241, ‘‘ Cider, 5 cents per gallon,” on which he demands the yeas and 


’ 
tha 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CANNON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu]. If he 
were here, I should vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr, CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 

Massach 


junior Senator from usetts [Mr. Lope}. I would vote 
** vea” if he ep pes. 
r. JONES of Arkansus (when his name was called). I have: 
— pair with the Senator from Maine { Mr. Have}, but I trims 
er that pair to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and they 
will remain paired. I make this announcement forthe day. 
Mr, LINDSAY (when his name was called). I have a gene's! 
ir with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN}. wh». 
understand, is not in the Chamber. I therefore withho!d 1.y 
vote. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” ce 
Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Has the jun’ 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Pcengomn voted? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. > 
Mr. PRITCHARD. Lam paired with the junior Senator from 
South Carolina. If he were present, I should vote * nay. 
Mr, PROCTOR (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Florida (Mr. MaLLory]. 








1897. 


was concluded. Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator from Iowa if dried blood is not 
The ro MAN. Has the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THuRs- | now on the free list? 
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Ton} voted? Mr. ALLISON. It is on the free list. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. Mr. VEST. And it is proposed now to put a duty of 3 cents a 
Mr. TILLMAN. Lam paired with that Senator, and therefore | pound upon it? 
withhold m vote. Mr. ALLISON. Threecents a2 pound on egg albumen and dried 


Mr. P . Has the Senator from Washington [Mr. WILson] | blood. 


voted? Mr. VEST. I call attention to the fact that the official report 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. shows no imports at all of the yolk of eggs. This duty of 25 per 
Mr. PASCO. I am paired with that Senator, and therefore I | cent ad valorem can not be imposed for the purpose of protecting 
withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote ** yea.” the American production, as none comes in from abroad at all. 
Mr. FAULKNER (after having voted in the affirmative). I | In other words, we absolutely control the domestic market. In 


i with my colleague the Senator from West Virginia | addition to that, under the amendment the Senator puts 3 cents 
a PEERING]. {do not sec him in the Chamber. I should like | per pound, [ understand, upon albumen’ and 3 cents per pound 


he has voted. upon dried blood. 
1 nO TO RESIDENT. He has not voted. Mr. ALLISON. Dried-blood albumen. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I withdraw my vote. Mr. VEST. Dried-bloodalbumen. Now, will theSenator please 
Mr. GEAR. 1 am paired with the Senator from New Jersey | explain why he wants to take that article off the free list? 
.Suiraj. I cokes that pair to the junior Senator from Mr. ALLISON. The House provided for a duty of 5 cents per 
patie ane 3 [Mr. Lop@r], and vote ‘‘nay.” pound. Itis largely produced in our own country and imported 


Mr. CLAY. I transfer my pair tothe Senator from New Jersey | also. We struck it out, but on a reexamination we provide for a 
(Mr. SmirH], and vote “‘yea.’ small duty. 
Mr. BUTLER rd having voted in the affirmative). I am Mr. VEST. I could not hear what the Senator from Iowa said. 


paired with the junior Senator from Maryland (Mr. WELLING- Will he be kind enough to repeat his statement? _ 
TON]. As he is not present, I withdraw my vote. Mr. ALLISON. We provide a small duty in lieu of 5 cents a 
Th result was announced—yeas 21, nays 28; as follows: pound provided for by the House. The House provision is 5 cents 
YEAS—21. a pound. We insert 3 cents for egg albumen or dried-blood albu- 
— Morgan Vest men, and 14 cents for dried blood when soluble. 
pecan, at J Murphy, Walthall, Mr. VEST. Does the Senator mean to say that they are the 
Berry, Jones, Ark. Pettus, White. same thing? 
X ceaney. wa Mr. ALLISON. They are not the same thing, but they are like 
ona i, Mitchell, Turpie, things, used for the same purposes. 
; NAYS—28. - va oe are a pacpens, may : ask oe Senator? 
‘ Mr. VEST. I understand that it is a hospital article. 
_—, a. a Piatt (ona. Mr. ALLISON. They are used largely in purifying cloths, ete. 
Carter, Frye, Mason, uay, Mr. VEST. They are also used in medicinal preparations. 
Chandler, Gallinger, pct 3 . a ALLISON. They are used in the manufacture of beer as 
F Hanna ‘ , well. 
Debos, Hawley, Perkins. Wetmere. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
NOT VOTING—4. the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 
Aldrich, Faulkner, McEnery, Shoup, Mr. VEST. Let us have a vote on that amendment. 
Allen, George, re gies. Sy ee tase om — negeenet 
Baker, Gorman, . ; r. VEST. Ido not call for the yeas and nays. want a viva 
Gaffer), Enhecns®, Mantle, Minne. } voce vote. ate ; 
Ceanee, arris, Kans. Martin, reer ao ca oe > on a 7 _ 
ones, Pasco, ; amendment proposed by the Senator from Lowa, which includes 
Daniel, Eindsay. Prite a wee the amendment of the committee. 
Elkins, Lodge, Proctor, Wolcott. The amendment was agreed to. 
So the amendment was rejected. The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 


Mr. WHITE su uently said: Ihave been advised that I voted | paragraph 244, page 72, line 1, after the word ‘‘ Hay,” to strike 
in the absence of the ator from Idaho [Mr. SHouP], with whom | out ‘‘$4 per ton” and insert ‘$3.50 per ton, gross weight;” so as to 
Iam paired. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw my vote. I | make the paragraph read: 
had not observed that the Senator from Idaho was not here. 244. Hay, $3.50 per ton, gross weight 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California asks Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out ‘‘$3.50” and in- 
leave to withdraw his vote on the previous roll call. Is there | sert $2.” I call attention to the fact that the revenue derived 


— The Chair hears none. from a tax of $4 a ton was about $900,000, and the revenue de- 
nextamendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- | rived from a tax of $2 a ton was $2,700,000—three times as much 
graph 242, 71, line 21, after the word “‘ Eggs,” to insert ‘‘not | revenue on the rate of $2 a ton as there was on the rate of $4a 
specially ‘or in this act;” so as to make the paragraph | ton. 
read: The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
242. Eggs, not specially provided for in this act, 5 cents per dozen. of the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of the committee. 
The amendment was agreed to. Mr. ALLISON. In behalf of the committee, I withdraw the 
Mr. VEST, I move to strike out “‘ five” and insert “‘ three;” so | #™endment proposed by the committee, and will allow the vote to 
as to : be taken on the House provision. 
Eggs, not specially provided for in this act, 3 cents per dozen. Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator will let me have 


: , a vote taken.on the proposition I have made. 

Te a DaNT. The question is on agreeing tothe | yr ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

omer I Senator from Missouri. . Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask for tlie yeas and nays on my 

ensieee 40an wish to call the attention of my friends who are | amendment. The Senator from Iowa proposes to raise the pro- 

port. In 1898, un revenue to the fact as shown by the official re- posed Senate committee rate of $3.50 a ton to $4aton. I ask fog 
under the McKinley Act, at 5 cents a dozen, there | g yote by yeas and nays on my amendment redacing the rate to 82. 

bees ‘ t een 4 log aay “ml nl ot Mr. QUAY. Will the Secretary have the kindness to state the 

ozen ’ 9 

brought in $88,701 worth. So if it is desired, as I understand is arthe VICE-PRESIDENT The question is on the amendment 

the case, to obtain revenue, I would suggest that the present duty aia athinee Be ed a a will 

be retained. Weeesfore f make the oie P y roposed by the Senator from Arkansas {Mr Jones], which will 

The : 


e stated. 
amendment was rejected The SECRETARY itee aseavenh? 
The y : ‘ ;CRETARY. The committee amendment to paragraph 244 

next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- | having been withdrawn, it is proposed to strike out “$4” and insert 
agraph 243 71, line 23, after the words “ad valorem,” to | « g9.” go as to read: 
strike out semicolon and the words “‘albumen, 5 cents per| 24 Hay, ¢ per ton. 
i 243. ;” 80 a8 to make the paragraph read: The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Eggs, yolk of, 25 per cent ad valorem. Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 


Mr. ALLISON. In behalf of the majority of the committee, I | With the Senator from West Virginia {[Mr. ELkivs]. If he were 
move to insert after the words ‘‘ad valorem,” and in lieu of the | present, I should vote *‘ yea.” 


stricken out, the following: Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I am 
Albumen, egg, or dried blood, 3cents per pound; b ired with the junior Senator from Wyoming | Mr. (LaArk]. As 
14 cents per pound. em ee eis not present, [ withhold my vote. 
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Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iagain announce my 
pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. WiLson]. If he 
were present, I should vote “* yea.” 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. MaLLory]. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Nebraska {[Mr. TuursTon]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GEAR. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
{Mr. Surrn}. I transfer that pair to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LonGe], and vote “nay.” 

Mr. WHITE (after having voted in the affirmative). 
if the Senator from Idaho | Mr. Saoup] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not. 

Mr. WHITE. I am paired with that Senator, and therefore 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BURROWS. LI notice that the senior Senator from Louisi- 
ana | Mr. Carrery] isnot present. Iam paired with that Senator, 
and I request that my vote may be withdrawn. I voted without ob- 
——. isabsence. I ask leave to withdraw my vote on the last 
Toll call, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest to the Senator from Michigan that we 
might exchange pairs and vote. Iam paired with the Senator from 
Idaho { Mr. pment pe > the Senator from Michigan is paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery]. If the Senator has 
no objection, I will transfer my pair to the Senator from Louisiana 
{Mr. Carrery], and that will enable the Senator from Michigan 
and myself to vote. 

Mr. BURROWS. That will beentirely agreeable tome. I vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. WHITE. I vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 29; as follows: 


I inquire 


YEAS—23. 


Bacon, Cockrell, McLaurin, 
ate, Gray, 

Berry, Harris, Tenn. 

Butler, Jones, Ark. 

Chilton, Kenney, 


Clay, McEnery, 


Roach, 
Ss, Turpie, 
Mitchell, Vest, 
Morgan, ‘ 
Murphy, 

Pettus, 


NAYS—29. 


Allison, Foraker, 


Gallinger, 


Gear, 
Hansbrough, 
Heitfeld, 
Hoar, 

Kyle, 
McBride, 


Mason may, 
Morrill, well, 
Penrose, ner, 
Perkins, ellington, 
Pettigrew, Wetmore. 
Platt, Conn. 

Platt, N.Y. 

Pritchard, 


Chandler, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Deboe, 
Fairbanks, 


NOT VOTING—%. 


Mallory, 
Mantle, 


Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Baker, 
Caffery, 


George, 
Gorman, 
Hale, 


Hanna, 
Harris, Kans. 
Hawley, 
Jones, Nev. 
Lindsay, 


Faulkner, Lodge, 
Frye, MeMilian, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The next paragraph was read, as follows: 


245. Honey, 20 cents per gallon. 
Mr. VEST. I move to strike out ‘*twenty” and insert ‘‘ ten,” 


which is the rate in the present law. \ 
The Secretary. In line 3, page 72,-it is proposed to strike out 


“ twenty ” and insert ‘‘ ten;” so as to read: 
245. Honey, 10 cents per galion. 


Mr. VEST. I want tocall attention to the official report of ex- 
ports and imports. We exported of honey in 1896, $90,959 worth, 
and we imported $17,632 worth, showing an excess of exports over 
imports of more than $70,000 in the year 1896. There can not be 
any pretense of the necessity for protection to this simple produc- 
tion, and it certainly does not bring us any revenue. I can not 
see any necessity for imposing this duty upon an article entirely 
harmless and entire! poomeeney: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. © question is on the amendment 
P by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

e amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 

the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 246, page 72, line 4, 


Teller, 
Thurston, 
Tillman, 
Turner, 
Warren, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 
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after the word ‘“‘ Hops,” to strike out “ fifteen” and insert “ twe}y,.” 
so as to read: ' 


246. Hops, 12 cents per pound. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move toamend the proposed am. 
ment by striking out ‘‘ twelve” and inserting “eight.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amen; 
will be stated. 


The Secretary. Itis proposed to amend the committee »:), 
ment, on page 72, line 4, after the word “ Hops,” by strikin,y 
**twelve” and inserting ‘‘eight;” so as to read: : 

246. Hops, 8 cents per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend: 
to the amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I haveacommunication from a 1) 
ber of hop exporters and importers showing the condition . 
trade in hops, and, as it seems to me, the absolute useless. 
this increase in the present tariff. The rate proposed by im. 
that which is now the law. I will reada statement made by t};, 
gentlemen showing the condition of this trade: , 


No. 3 Pear. Streer, New York Crry, March %. 1 
To the Senate Finance Committee of the United States, Washington, D. © 


The undersi , hop merchants, ex rs and importers, respe | 
submit the following statement of facts in relation to the hop trade, t, 
onstrate that the proposed increase in the duty on hops from 8 cents : 
cents per pound will be an injury rather than a benefit to the produc; ; 
it will be a hardship to the consumer, and that it will probably prov. | | 
adventnee, whatever from a revenue point of view, and is therefore 4.7: 
public policy. 

First. The spent duty of 8 cents per pound affords protection to th. ox- 
tent of fulty 100 per cent upon the average cost of producing hops in A: \ 
In proof of this it may be stated that on the c pe. where three-ti 
of the total American crop is now ore a can be grown, harvesto 
cured, and baled, ready for market, at a cost of only 6 cents per pound 
can be delivered in New York at 7} cents. A large proportion of the (): 
crop of 1896 was sold under contract by growers at 6 cents per pound 
months before harvest time, and before they had incurred any outlay {.; +), 
purpose of cultivation. In New York State, which produces the other ty 
fifths of the American crop, the cost of production is popularly suppos- 
be 10 cents per pound, but without doubt a large proportion of the cr 
now being omens at a much lower cost. 

Second. The annual exports of American hops absorb about one-third of 
our production and have become a serious menace to the English grow- 
ers that they are continually beseeching Parliament to protect them ay 
American competition. During the past three years the volume of «x, 
pave averaged nearly half the total quantity of hops consumed by Amerioin 

rewers. tg 

Third. The small quantity of European hops which are imported to this 
os & mova really enter Into competition with the home paadact They 
are w ‘or purposes wers 0 - rs, who blend them 
with American hops in the propertion of about one to ten, mainly to impart 
to their beer a certain flavor which can not be acquired in any other way, 
and which will enable them to successfully imitate the flavor of foreign |+rs 
Their special value consists in their peculiar aroma, and it is doubtful if in 
otaw respects they possess as much merit as our home product for general 

wing pw b 

Fourth. e ratio of pment to exports is, on the average, about | to 
7 and the extent to which imported hops may be said to displace our 
native hops a not over 7 per cent of the total ay of t 
United States. Even this small displacement is bly fully balanced by 
the extent to which our exporters are relie m the competition of 
Germany in the London market. It is an axiom in the hop trade tha! |. 
don mekes our prices, so that the exports of German hops to England are 0! 
vastly more importance to the American grower than are the exports «| 
German hops to the United States. In this connection attention should !» 
called to a report made by Louis Stern, United States commercial aye «' 
Bamberg, September 14, 1896, upon the German trade, setting forth how 
seriously the trade in German is threatened Amerivan competition 
in the English market. 


And yet we are ng to protect the American market against 
competition of this kind, when we are threatening their market 
abroad and selling a large percentage-of our hops. 


Fifth. The past four years in the hop trade have been marked by an cra 
of low prices, resul from constant uction. conclusion is 
evident from the fact the consumption of beer has not decreased, sh w- 
ing that the situation was not influenced by the general business depressio: 
The plain truth of the matter is that the eee tos New 
York can een ea wa on the Pacific Coast, an 
it is therefore the refinement of cruelty to bolster them up by creating 11 

faise impression of the probable benefit to them of a practically 


the statistics of 
ved from hops un- 


rected to the following resolution, 
of merchants 


ts 
Y is which wae adopte i 
u rs in New 
ya tye al aaah oo 
Senate, to wi 


and 
a petition sent to the United States 
t: 


trade as a unit deplores the action of the Finan” 
donate in having recommended a change 12 
ule of the Wilson bill, recentl by the House of Rep 
is & changed from a specific \ 
hop trade unanimously petitions the 
Senate of the United States to reinstate the Wilson sched! 


of different peenbers of the tra le 

, 5 ave, atti r 

Beaks t the Btate of New York, united 

the the House of Representatives, 
rand, be adopted by the in Ho 


y submit that the proposal to increase the duty Pon hops 
from every point of view, and is calculated to cast discreuit 








the protection idea. Weask your committee to grant us the privilege 
a a bearing. 


respectfully, 
"—o h F. Fox, 3% Pearl street, New York; Rothbarth & Sons, 
“pearl street, New York; T. Rosenwald & Co., 15 Water street, 
New York: E. Wattenberg Co., 104 Broad street, New York; 
Martin Rothbartlr & Co., 26 Whitehall street, New York; E. 
Uechtmann, 17 and 19 Broadway, New York; Carl Ullmann & 
Co., 17 and io Broadway, New York; Hugo Reisinger, 38 Beaver 
street, New York; 8. S. Steiner, 2 Whitehall street, New 


York; M. Seidenberger’s Sons, 25 Whitehall street, New York; | 


Cc. & L. Heidenheimer, 13 Stone street, New York; Paul Reine- 
street, New York; F. W. Simonds & Son, 18 South William 
street. New York; Geo. W. Elkins & Co., Philadelphia, Pa.; 
Dole Bros. Co., Boston, Mass.; Falk, Wormser & Co., Chicago, 
Til; Chas. L. Kiewert & Co., Milwaukee, Wis.; Meyer Supply 


22 Whitehall street, New York: Charles Zoller, 12 Water | 


Co.. St. Louis, Mo.; L. R. Van Derveer, Buffalo, N. Y.; Eleas & | 


Pritz, Cincinnati, Ohio; A. Lehman & Co., Cincinnati, Ohio; 
Herman Goepper & Co., Cincinnati, Ohio; A. Magnus’s Sons, 
Chicago, IIL; Cleveland Brewers’ Supply Co., Cleveland, Ohio. 


The specific duty of 8 cents a pound put in that bill was under- 
stood to be entirely satisfactory to the hop growers at that time. 
Now, notwithstanding the fact that there is only about 7 per cent 
of the total consumption of hops imported into the United States, 
notwithstanding the fact that we ship abroad from a third toa 
half of all the hops raised in the United States, and notwithstand- 
ing the fact that American hops regulate the prices and value of 
hops 


this duty. There can not be any pretense that it is to raise rev- 


enue, because the importation of hops is infinitesimal, and the | 


duty can have no effect, except probably locally, to interfere with 
the natural operations of trade. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I realize the fact that it is hopeless 
to obtain any reduction of the items in this tariff bill. 
simply discharging a duty placed upon me by a brother Senator 
when I send to the desk a communication from the brewers of 
the city of St. Louis—which has a very large brewing interest— 
asking that the duty on hops be put back to 8 cents, as under the 
existing law. 

1 want to state, Mr. President, that the evidence is incontesta- 
ble that these foreign hops are absolutely necessary to the Ameri- 
can brewer, and that they do not interfere with the hop-growing 
interest of the United States, because, as my colleague on the 
committee [Mr. Jones of Arkansas} says, large quantities of 
American hops are sent abroad and sold in Europe at a profit. 
There is no-rivalry between the foreign hops and the hops grown 
in the United States, and especially in Oregon. 

I send to the desk the communication, and ask that it be read. 
It is — short. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Sr. Louis, Mo., April 10, 1894. 
Hons. Gzorce G. Vest and Francis M. CocKReELr, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.;: 

We, the undersigned, representing substantially the entire brewing inter- 
est of the city of St. Louis, Mo., hereby petition you, praying for the reasons 
set forth by the trade committee of the New York Produce Committee, that 
the duty on — be restored to 8 cents per pound specific, as fixed by the 
Wilson tariff now pending. 

Sr. Loutrs Brewtne Ass'n, 
ELLIS WAINWRIGHT, Prest. 
ANHEUSER-BuscH B. Ass'n, 
ADOLPHUS BUSCH, Prest. 
Tue AMERICAN BREWING Co., 

By HENRY KOEHLER, Jr., President. 
Home Brewine Co., 

Per THEO. HEROLD, Prest. 
NATIONAL BREWERY Co., 

Per HENRY GRIESEDIECK, Jr., Prest. 
CoLUMBIA BREWING Co., 

Per CHAS. F. KOEHLER, Prest. 
W. J. Lemp BREWING Co., 
W. J. LEMP, Prest. 


Mr. VEST. Here is a communication, in addition to that sent 


to me the St. Louis brewers, accompanied by a letter from 
Hon. bel P. Fitch, formerly a member of Congress from New 
York. This ts the wishes and opinions of the entire 


. represen 

a interest of the city of New York. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


From So rene of view of the protectionists the d increase of the 
on must a’ exceed: ill 1 for these reasons, viz: 
‘S 4 ppear ingly ogical for ¢ 


Ame growers are notin any manner affected 

by the importation of f hops, which does not amount to 10 per cent of 
entire tity of hops consumed in American breweries. 

Second. the question of “ pauper iabor,”’ which isthe determining 

factor in all legislation of a haracter, is not involved at all in this 


protective ¢ 
case, sinee the of American to the pauper-ridden countries 
of mite by 75 per cent the im tion of foreign hops to this coun- 


bore ae De seven years (1882 to 1888) being, exportation 
ates ion hg ,477 pounds. (See Statistical Abstract, 
vein Benes the small vuatiy of foreign hops consumed in American 


oak ‘or the pu of producing certain flavors 
certain plants of orcign growth, can not, and unless the market 
many vated by svean'atars ‘will not, affect the price of Amer- 


E 


in the London markets, it is proposed to go through the form | 
of undertaking to increase the price of American hops by raising | 


I am | 
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ican hops, but will have the effect either of terminat 
which is not likely—or of compelling the brewer to pe 
such hops, through an additional and ’ 


th ortations 


* price for 

















ect ry I shown that 

the home production exceeds the lema tit hasa how that 
the surplus of domestic product or nsumy ) finds a rea rket in 
Europe at prices rivaling those paid th in Ey ! rh 
latter is borne out by many rican hop ne t e Mr 
Clark, who appeared before t amitte \ 1 M lere ¥ 
have, then, an inversion of t! nental t pro s 
the American producer, far from needing p t’ labor 
has successfully entered the European mar} i “downed” t reign 
producer. The money which the American i for hoy 
during the seven years (1882 to IS88) amounted t 265.250: th y whic 
the American ‘farmer received for hops sold in pauper-ridden Europe 
amounted to $14,702,739. 

What is said concerning the probable effect or rather noneff f an 

} creased duty upon home prices applies, of course, only toa at 

affairs; but it will readily be understood that sharp dealers tr 
est support of the proposed increase emanates from aler on 
nation of favorabic circumstances and their own shrewdn ; pu 
the market as to enhance prices in a manner that will not at all increase 
rrotits of the producer, but simply those of the mid nen 

In the event of a failure of the American hop = the } otected 
farmer will not be saved by an increased duty, buat t! rewer Ww t be com 
pelled to seek supply in foreign markets and pay for it an exorbi Ax ) 
the national Treasury, already too plethoric for t mon W 

rhe salient point of the opposition to an incr duty ma summed 
up ina few sentences. The object of protection is to guard t! \Linerican 
producer against the competition of the purchasers of the cheap nmeodit 

In our case the fact is that foreign hops are by far dearer on : unt 
duties, cost of transportation, etc., than the American prod vhile the 
American product is being sold with profit to the American producer in 


European markets at foreign prices. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas | Mr. JoNEs| to the 


amend 


| ment reported by the committee. 


Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the 
call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). 


Secretary proceeded to 


I am paired with the 


Senator from Mussachusetis | Mr. Lo! }: but I transfer that 
| pair to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru|, and vote “ yea.” 


Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKrns]. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Sutra] to the junior Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts | Mr. LopGE], and vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

Mr. HANNA (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw Lins}. 
ent, I should vote ‘*‘ nay.” 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). Iannounce now 
for the day my pair with the senior Senator from Michigan [ Mr. 


{ am paired 


1 am paired with 
If he were pres- 


McMILLAN]. If he were here, I should vote *‘ yea.” 
Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Washington | Mr. Wiiso> If he 


were present, I should vote ‘* yea.’ 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Florida |[Mr. MALLory]. 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina |Mr. BuTLer}. In his 
absence, I withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vot 
‘‘nay.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SuHovup}. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BURROWS. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Carrery], but I transfer that pair to the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Jonrs], and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. PROCTOR. I have announced my pair with the junior 
Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLory]. but I will transfer that 
pair to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Baker], and vote“ nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state that I am paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota |Mr. Hanssrovuan]. Otherwise I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 22, 


[am paired with 


[I am paired with 


nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS— 22. 
Bacon, Gorman, Mills, Tillman, 
Bate, Gray, Mitchell, Turpie, 
Berry, Harris, Tenn Morgan, Vest, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Murphy, Walthall 
Clay. Kenney, Rawlins, 
Cockrell, McLaurin, Roach, 
NAYS—23. 
Allison, Pairbanks, Kyle, Platt, N. Y 
Burrows, Foraker, McBride, Pritchara, 
Carter, Frye, Morrill, Proctor, 
Chandler, Gallinger, Nelson, Sewell 
Cullom, Gear, Penro Spooner, 
Davis, Hawley, Perkin Thurston, 
Deboe, Hoar, Platt, Conn. Wetmore 
NOT VOTING—% 
Aldrich, Cannon, George H i 
Allen, Clark, Hak Jor Ne 
Baker, Daniel, Hanna I isay, 
Butler, Elkins, Hansbrough, Lodge, 
Caffery, Faulkner, Harris, Kans McEnuery, 
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MeMillan, Pasco, : Smith, Wellington, 
Mallory, Pettigrew, Stewart, White, 
Mantle, Pettus, Teller, Wilson, 
Martin, Quay, Turner, Wolcott. 
Mason, Shoup, Warren, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON, I move to add to the paragraph what I send to 
the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

a Secretary. At the end of paragraph 246 it is proposed to 
add: 

Hop extract and lupulin, 50 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator from Iowa will 
explain something about the significance of the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Hop extract is imported; | pound of it con- 
tains the essence of 12 pounds of hops, and it is sold at a very high 
orice, 

: Mr. JONES of Arkansas. About what price? 

Mr. ALLISON. Hop extract sells for $1 a pound. 

Mr. VEST. Is there any estimate in the comparative state- 
ment as to hop extract and lupulin? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have a memorandum here covering the cost. 
Hop extract sells for $1 per pound. 

r. VEST. Is there anything in the comparative statement 
about it? 

Mr. ALLISON. No. Hop lupulin is the hops treated so as to 

et out all there is in the hops, so that a pound of lupulin is equal 
fo about 4 pounds of hops. 

Mr. VEST. What are these articles used for? 

Mr, ALLISON. For the same purposes that hops are used for. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And for medicinal purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. And for medicinal purposes as well. The 
are simply the value of the hops extrac and put in a small 
compass. 

Mr. WHITE, The Senator says they are used for medicinal 


ee 
r.GALLINGER. They are. 

Mr. WHITE. Would they not then come under the general 
medicinal yan classification? 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose they would. We propose to make 
the mg Ae cent ad valorem. 

Mr. WHITE. Are they used for anything except medicinal 


r. ALLISON. 7 are used for the same pu: in brew- 
ing that are are and for all purposes for which hops are used. 
Of course, if hops are made into extracts in this way, they would 
get a much lower rate than is provided for here, unless we make 
an ad valorem rate. 

Mr.GRAY. What is the revenue to be produced? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not very large. 

Mr. GRAY. It is not a revenue measure? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly; absolutelyso. It is with a view of 
securing the revenue both from hops and the extract of hops that 
the amendment is proposed. 

Mr. GRAY. _ I understood the Senator first answered that there 
would be very little revenue. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very little revenue compared with the revenue 
fron: articles largely imported, Of course hops is not a very large 
article of importation. 

Mr. WHITE. Are there any statistics giving the amount im- 
ported into this country either of hop extract or lupulin? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is impossible to give the figures, because 
the articles come now under the basket clause of the tariff act. 
I think there ought to be no objection_to this amendment. 

Mr. GRAY. It strikes me that before the amendment is voted 
on we ought to understand whether this tax will not be a serious 
burden upon an article which, according to the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], is a medicinal preparation; and I 
can understand that it is used as a tonic for invalids,and a 
in hospitals, and that there must be some really very weighty rea- 
son why we should burden that class of our _— with this addi- 
tional tax. I think that all such tonics and nutritives should be 
on the free list, unless there is some good reason to the contrary. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think this article is used very largely 
for medicinal oe 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 


The amendment was gw to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, beginning at paragraph 
247, as follows: 

247. Onions, 40 cents per bushel. 


Mr. VEST. I move to strike out “forty” and insert ‘‘thirty;” 
so as to read, ‘*30 cents per bushel,” which is the existing law. 


urposes? 
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I wish to say a word, but without any hope of changing ; 
result. Itis due to the current history of tariff, I think. ¢ 
should be stated. We exported of the ordinary American .) 
$61,000 worth, and we imported largely more than that of | 
muda onions, but the Bermuda onion, as will be seen by the ; 
timony before the Ways and Means Committee, does not .; 
compete with the onion of the United States. It is an ent 
different species of the same genus, and it comes at a time \ 
we produce no onions in this country, even under the hot) 
system. The Bermuda onion comes to the United States iy |), 
uary, and from that on until March, and as soon as the Am: 
crop comes into the market, the Bermuda onion is not im), 
here at all and ceases to be a competitor. 

Now, the effect of this provision doubling the duty over exis: 
taxation on this vegetable is simply to make those persons \\ | 
after a long, hard winter, and especially in the Northern Sta), ~ 
desire some vegetable to relieve the natural craving of the st.) 
ach and appetite for some vegetable or fruit, pay twice as mi) 
as they do now in the shapeof taxation. I believeit is an adinit},.| 
fact by experts in hygiene—naval, military, civilian—that no \«. 
etable is equal to the onion in its beneficent effects on the huinan 
system. I heard General Hardee, who, whatever might have joo 
his position in the war, was recognized as the finest hygienic 
thority in the world, admitted all over Europe to be so, decls 
once that if you would give him a sufficient supply of onions 1 
shipboard or in the army,he would pledge his life that scuryy 
would never appear. 

When our troops were in front of Atlanta, and,on account of 
defending in the trenches without moving, were exposed to scurvy 
and all the diseases incident to the want of exercise and insuiii- 
cient food, the farmers of Georgia called Hy em General Hardee, 
through their representative men, and asked him what they should 
bring to relieve the army. He said ‘‘Onions, onions;” and they 
were brought there, as many Senators around me know, in greit 
wagonloads, dumped down in the trenches, and the men ate thei, 
oftentimes without salt. The army was healthy, as healthy as any 
army that could be found, considering the position in which it was 


p s 

Now, why should we put a double duty on this vegetable, which 
does not compete with those grown in the United States, which 
are absolutely necessary at the time of the year when they come 
in? 1 leave the matter to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was rej b 

ee VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee amendment will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘ bushel,” in paragraph 247, 
line . page 72, it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ garlic, 1 cent per 

and.” 


Mr. ALLISON. On behalf of the majority of the committee, I 
withdraw the committee amen t. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee amendment will be 
considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I move to amend the bill by inserting 
before the words ‘one cent” the words ‘‘three-fourths of;” so as 
to read, ‘‘ garlic, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the te will stand by the 
committee in its first recommendation, 

Mr. VEST. The amendment puts back, I understand, a duty 
of three-quarters of a cent a pound on garlic. 

Mr. ALLISON. Three-quarters of a cent. 1 understand we 
can produce garlic in this country very largely. 

Mr. VEST. Why do you put this duty on, then? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think it will doany harm. It is 4 
small provision. 

Mr. VEST. If, as the Senator says, we can produce plenty of 
garlic in this country, why do you want to put three-fourths of « 
cent protective duty on it? I am afraid to continue the discus- 
sion, however, for fear the Senator from Iowa will put it back to 
i cent a pound, like the old who said, ‘‘ Blessed are ye 
who expect nothing, for ye shall not be disappointed.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to th 
amendment of the committee. - 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 0! 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 248, line 9, page «-. 
after the word “dried,” to insert **20 cents per bushel; ” so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

248. Eons’, yreen. in bulk or in barrels, sacks, or similar packages, 40 cen's 
per bushel of & pounds; pease, dried. cents per bushel; split pease, 
cents per bushel oo poem pease in cartons, papers, or other small pack 
ages, | cent per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to modify the amendment. In line % 
I move to strike out “‘ forty” and insert ‘‘thirty;” in line 9 I move 
to strike out ‘‘ twenty” and insert ‘ thirty;” in line 10 I move to 
strike out ‘‘ fifty ” and insert “ forty.” 








1897. 


EE 


CE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The ciemeal: It is proposed in line 8 to strike out “ forty” 





and insert “thirt ;” in line 9 to strike out “ twenty” and insert | glass for cut flowers 


“thirty;” and in line 10 to strike out “fifty” and insert “ forty;” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

248. Pease, , in bulk or in barrels, sacks, or similar packages, 30 cents 
per bushel o' 6 nds; pease, dried, 30 cents per bushel: split pease, 40 
tents per bushel of 60 pounds; pease in cartons, papers, or other small pack- 
ages, cent per pound. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
what is the duty in the existing law upon pease, green, in bulk or 
in barrels. sacks, or similar packages. I have it marked free. I 
move to strike out all of paragraph 248 down to and including 
the word “ pounds,” in line 8, for the purpose of placing those 
articles, pease, green, In bulk, etc., on the free list, where they 

Ww. 
a call attention to the fact that by the comparative statement of 
exports and imports we exported, in 1896, $632,000 worth of pease 


and beans and imported $297,000 worth, being about three times | 
rted as imported; and yet we take this article off | 
the free list and propose to put upon it the high duty of 40 cents, | 


as many 


I believe reduced now to 30 cents, under the amendment. I move 


to strike out the lines I have indicated, so as to leave the article | 


here it is now. 
wThe VICE-PRESIDENT. 


amendment of fhe committee is in order. The question is on 


In order to perfect the text first, the | 
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agreeing to the amendment of the Committee on Finance as | 


modified. , ; 
The amendment as modified was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri, to strike out what will 
read 


The Secretary read as follows: 


Pease, nm, in bulk or in barrels, sacks, or similar packages, 30 cents per 
bushel of #0 pounds. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert a new paragraph after line 12, 
to be called paragraph 248}. ; 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph 
the following: - 

- e Ss, , 0 D valo : 
pulps Siectiementies fomeein tines lilies of “the valley, my ail other 
pulls. bulbous roots, or corms which are cultivated for their flowers, 30 per 
cent ad valorem. Natural flowers of all kinds, preserved or fresh, suitable 
for decorative purposes, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. I promised myself not to consume any time unless 
compelled to doit. This is a case of compulsion. Iam bound to 
say, with respect, that the pro amendment is an out- 
rage. That weshould change the existing law and put a duty now 
upon these flowers in their natural condition, or preserved and 
brought in here to decorate our homes or to adorn the dead, is an 
outrage, in my ju ent. It is intended for but one purpose, and 
that is to enable a lot of nurserymen in this country to charge the 
people of the United States more for their products. You can not 
obtain one of these nurseries an ordinary rose for less than 
15 or 25 cents, and some of them are as high asadollar. They 
have now, I believe, forty-four different varieties of roses, and the 
price goes up until a man of ordinary means is guilty of criminal 
extravagance if he buys even one of them. down here and 
“ to buy one of the American Beauties or Jack roses. 

saw some the other day, and, attracted by their beauty, I went 
in and priced them. They were $2.50 a dozen. I contented my- 


self by smelling one and walking out. What next will be taxed? 
The air we breathe? If our Republican friends could find some 


sort of new invention to seize the atmosphere, they would not only 
tax the whole of it in the concrete, but tax the nitrogen and the 


0 . 
“Yi. GRAY, The raw materials. 
Mr. , raw materials. They have taxed everything, 
and now the flower that adorns the humble home of the poor man, 
oe the sick chamber, or goes upon the coffin of our dead is 
to at up by this enormous duty to enable the nurserymen in 
cea for that is the whole mean- 
ing of itin plain English. I hope the Senate will vote the amend- 
ment down, but it is a faint hope. 
Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to occupy time. Under the act 
of 1894, the existing law, the great n ty of life known as or- 
chi are found in every poor man’s home in great quan- 
tities, and lilies of the valley are already taxed 10 per cent. The 
Senator from Missouri four years ago did not observe the absolute 


im of these things to the poor man’s home. 
- VEST. Let meinterrapt theSenator from Iowa. He ought 
7s fair. Is there anything in the act of 1804 that taxes natural 
Mr. ALLISON. Let me read the acts 
Orchids — 


Mr. VEST. Oh, yes. 


| each other frankly. 


Mr. ALLISON— 
lilies of the valley, azaleas, palms, and other plants u 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON— 
or decorative purposes, 10 per cent ad valor 

Mr. VEST. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have increased it only slightly. 

Mr. VEST. You have now extended it to all natural flowers— 
a Violet or a rose. 

Mr. ALLISON. Used for the same purpose. 

Mr. VEST. It applies toany fresh tlowers that coure in. 
is no such provision in the act of 1894. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be read, and we will see 
how many are incorporated in it that are not found in the act of 
1894, 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have substantially included the same ar- 
ticles put in the act of 1894—— 

Mr. VEST. No; I beg pardon. 

Mr. ALLISON. Except under the stress of revenue we have 
increased the ad valorem. I hope the Senator from Missouri will 
not make any further objection to it. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from lowa and I ought to deal with 
We have known each other a long time, and 
have served here together a long time. Does he mean to say that 
he has not put into this item anything except what is in the act 
of 1894? 

Mr. ALLISON. We have put in some other things of like char- 
acter, but only two or three others. 

Mr. VEST. You include bulbs of all sorts. 

Mr. ALLISON. Those of like character; similar things. 

Mr. GRAY. How about daisies. 

Mr. ALLISON. Wedo not include daisies. 
mestic growth. 

Mr. VEST. I have not a copy of the act of 1804 before me. 

Mr. WHITE. [ have it. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator read it? 

Mr. WHITE. The act of 1894 in this respect reads as follows: 

Orchids, lily of the valley, azaleas, palms, and other plants used for forcing 
under glass for cut flowers or decorative purposes, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Is that all? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes; that is all. 

Mr. VEST. Here is the way the amendment reads: 

Orchids, palms, dracewnas, crotons, and azaleas, 30 per cent ad valorem 
Tulips, hyacinths, narcissi, jonquils, lilies, lilies of the valley, and all other 
bulbs, bulbous roots, or corms which are cultivated for their flowers, 30 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Then follows a provision which never was heard of before: 

Natural flowers 

Natural flowers— 
of all kinds, preserved or fresh, suitable for decorative purposes, 30 per cent 
ad valorem. 

I am not able to give the information which my friend the Sena- 
tor from Texas Je MILLS] asks, whether the amendment includes 
dog’s fennel and Jamestown weed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will answer the Senator that it does not. 

Mr. VEST. It must include Jamestown weed, because that has 
a flower, and a very beautiful one. 

Mr. ALLISON. It would only be included where it is used for 
decorative purposes in some great city house. 

Mr. VES I have seen Jamestown weed used for decorative 
purposes, and it is a very beautiful flower. 

[am fully justified, comparing the act of 1894 and the proposed 
amendment, in stating that this is an entire innovation, and was 
never before heard of in a tariff measure. 

Mr. ALLISON. Only a word more. We found in the existing 
law these flowers used for purposes of luxury bearing a duty of 10 
per cent ad valorem. If people go to the pains of importing flow- 
ers expensive in their character for purposes of adornment and 
luxury, why should they not pay alittlerevenue? Thatis all there 
is about it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Iowa a question in this connection. I am perfectly willing 
to put a tax, and I do not object to putting an increased tax, 
on high-grade flowers, such as orchids and some of the others 
with unpronounceable names that follow here, of which I never 
heard and do not know anything about, but in the second para- 
graph the majority have added a class of flowers on which I 
respectfully submit to the Senate it is not right to have this enor 
mous tax imposed. I refer totulips, hyacinths, narcissi, jonquils, 
lilies, lilies of the valley, flowers that are fonnd in every home in 


en 


There 


They are of do- 


the United States, and there is not ten square feet of unoccupied 
territory in the United States scarcely, before any man’s cabin, 


that has not some of these flowers in it. They are everywhere. 
They are of universal use, and it seems to me there is no reason 
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why people should not have these flowers which are in common 
use everywhere. 

Is it a crime that the people of the United States desire to have 
something that is beautiful for their children, something that 
will make their homes attractive, something that will add a charm 
to the cabin, and something which the ch.idren of the poor raise 
in this country? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator think that put- 
ting a duty on those flowers when they are imported will prevent 
the poor peoplein this country from having them in their gardens? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The finest class of hyacinths and 
tulips are imported from abroad. The climate is better in Holland 
than anywhere else for the production of these bulbs. You can 
not find any such high-grade bulbs for hyacinths and tulips as you 
get from abroad. The people of this country are entitled to have 
in front of their cabins as high-class flowers and as beautiful 
flowers as grow on the face of God’s green earth. 

The poor of this country ought to be allowed to have these flow- 
ers, which are surpassingly beautiful. We all admired them in 
our childhood, and we have admired them ever since. There is 
no sense, there is no justification, there is no apology, it seems to 
me, in undertaking to levy a tax upon this article of almost uni- 
versal use all over this country. I protest against it, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I hope that the Senate will not agree to this amendment. 

I move to amend the amendment as offered by the Senator from 
Iowa by striking out the words ‘‘ tulips, hyacinths, narcissi, jon- 
quils, lilies, lilies of the valley, and all other bulbs, bulbous roots, 
or corms.” 

Mr. VEST. And ‘natural flowers.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And ‘natural flowers.” I move to 
strike out that clause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The proposed amendment to the amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out of the amendment 
the following words: 

Tulips, hyacinths, narcissi, jonquils, lilies, lilies of the valley, and all other 
bulbs, bulbous roots, or corms which are cultivated for their flowers, 30 per 
cent ad valorem. Natural flowers of all kinds, preserved or fresh, suitable 
for decorative purposes, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask for the yeas and nays on agree- 
ing to my amendment to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. : 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] to the 
Senator from New Jersey |Mr. Smiru], and vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELkins]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the senior Senator from New%ersey [Mr. Smiri| to the junior 
Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. wenn and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. But- 
LER}. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BURROWS. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Louisiana {[Mr. Carrery}. If there be no objection, I will trans- 
~ that pair for the day to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jongs]. 

vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam paired with the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. Hansprovucu]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 33; as follows: 

YEAS—23. 
Harris, Tenn. Mor ‘ Turpie, 
Jones, Ark. aoe y; Vest, 
Kenney, Pashto, \ Walthall, 
McLaurin, Pettus, White. 
Mallory, Rawlins, 
Mills, : 


Roach, 
Mitchell, Tillman, 
NAYS—33. 
re Mason 
Gallinger, Morri 
Gear, 


Platt, Conn. 
* Platt, N. Y. 
Kyle, Pritchard, 
Fairbanks, McBride, Proctor, 
Foraker, McEnery, Quay, 
NOT VOTING—31. 
Aldrich, Elkins, Jones, Nev. Smith, 
Allen, Faulkner, Lindsay, Stewart, 
er, George, Lodge Teller, 
Butler, Gorman, Turner, 
Caffery, 7 Warren, 
Cannon, Wellin 
Clark iso Wolcot 
Daniel, Heitfeld, 
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So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestion recurs on aero. 
to the amendment submitted by the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was. j), ; 
agraph 249, page 72, line 17, after the word “ less,” to insert - 
evergreen seedlings;” and in line 25, after the word © stov 
strike out ‘‘ unless otherwise specified, thirty ” and inser: 
specially provided for in this act, twenty-five;” so as to mak 
paragraph read: 

249. Stocks, cuttings or seedlings of Myrobolan plum, Mahaleb or \{, 
cherry, 3 years old or less, $1 per thousand plants; stocks, cuttings . 
lings of pear, apple, quince and the St. Julien, plum, 3 years old or | 
evergreen seedlings, $1.75 per thousand plants; rose plants, budded. . 
or grown on their own roots, 3 cents each; stocks, cuttings and sec{ 
all fruit and ornamental trees, deciduous and evergreen, shrubs an:: 
manetti, multiflora, and brier rose, and all trees, shrubs, plants an:| 
commonly known as nursery stock, not specially provided for in this 4 
per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to call the attention of the Se); 
from Arkansas and the Senator from Missouri to amend). 
that I propose in behalf of the majority of the committee in 1); 
paragraph, modifying the amendments already reported. 

In line 15 I move to strike out *‘ one dollar ” and insert ‘50 con; 
after the word ‘‘ plants,” in the same line, to add “and 15 per 
ad valorem;” and in line 18 to strike out ‘‘and 75 cents” and i: 
after the word ‘* plants,” “and 15 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. VEST. hat does 15 per cent amount to‘in each case? 
This is a new section, and therefore I have not any data won 
which to.calculate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; it is a new section. There are no data 
from the old law. 

Mr. VEST. There are no data on which to calculate the percent- 
age, and that is the reason why I ask. 

Mr. ALLISON. Also, in line 20, I move to strike out ‘3 cents” 
and insert ‘‘24 cents.” I ask the Secretary to read the paravranh 
as it would be if amended as I propose. ; 

be SECRETARY. If amended asproposed, paragraph 219 would 
read: 

249. Stocks, cuttings, or seedlings of Myrobolan plum, Mahaleb or Ma 
cherry, 3 years old or less, 50 cents per thousand plants and 15 per « 
ad valorem; stocks, cuttings, or seedlings of pear, apple, quince, ani | t 
Julien plum, 3 years old or less, and evergreen seedlings, $1 per thoussn| 
plants and 15 per cent ad valorem; rose plants, budded, fted, or grow 
their own roots, 2} cents each; stocks, cu and seedlings of all fruit and 
ornamental trees, deciduous and evergreen, shrubs and vines, manet!), »1)!- 
tiflora, and brier rose, and all trees, shrubs, plants, and vines commonly 
known as nursery stock, not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Iowa be kind enough to tell 
us what the per cent amounts to, because we have not the unit 0! 
value? He strikes out half of the specific and inserts 15 per cent 
ad valorem. What is 15 per cent ad valorem equivalent to’? 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course it is impossible, owing to the variety 
of priees of these articles, to estimate more than an average ad 
valorem. It is our purpose, as near as may be, to make an aver- 
age of about 30 per cent ad valorem. Of course it may be, ani 
probably will be, larger upon some of the very cheap importatious. 

Mr. VEST. Now, I should like to ask the Senator another (ju0-- 
tion. I confess that that reply is not exactly satisfactory. | 
would like to know whether we have an increase or a decrease |)\ 
his amendment. I should like to know why stocks of the Mahaleb 
or Mazzard cherry, three years old or less, are put in with aspecific 
tax upon them. I never d of that cherry before, and I dio not 
know what it is. 

Mr. ALLISON. We are told that it is a very fine variety 0! 
cherry; that they are imported by the thousand, and that the duty 
ought to be a specific value, with a view-—— 

Mr. VEST. To keep it out? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; with a view to collect a real duty rather 
than a nominal duty. So we have provided fora compound duty 
here instead ofa or ad valorem or wholly specific duty. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask my friend frankly, contiden- 
tially, for the use of the Senate, whether this rate of duty was nv 
suggested on that specific article by some nurseryman wh (li! 
not want this Canadian cherry tree to come in here and com t» 
with the ae oe that he is selling. It never has appeared \1 
any tariff bill before. 

Mr. ALLISON. _L have no doubt it was suggested by nursery 
men and others. We have suggestions coming all the time fri 
people who are familiar with the subjects, and nurserymen ar 
tamiliar with this subject. ; 

Mr. WHITE. There is one word in this paragraph that is now 
to me. I am not very well versed in such matters. What's 
meant by “ manetti” in this connection? 

Mr. ALLISON. Manetti vine? Lo 

Mr. WHITE. After vines, ‘‘manetti.” Then follows ‘mui 


flora.” 
Mr. ALLISON. Isuppose itis an Italian plant. I donot know 
what it is. I will say to my friend from Missouri I think thero 


t 
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about this rate. The probability is that on some of 
te no eel, seedlings the ad valorem, if pony collected, 
will be more than 30 per cent, and on many of them it will be less. 
Therefore we make a compound duty so as to equalize matters 
between the high-priced and the lower priced article. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think I can answer the inquiry 
of the Senator from California. ) 
Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator can, because he desires to 


Ow. . pass . 
or. PLATT of Connecticut. As I understand, it is the wild- 
rose stock, imported for the purpose of grafting old ones upon. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President-— 

Mr. PETTUS. I oy wish to offer an amendment, if the 
Senator from Missouri will allow me to interrupt him. 

Mr. VEST. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. PETTUS. I beg leave to offer an amendment to the sugar 
schedule, and I ask that it be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to hear it read. 

Mr. PETTUS. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Amendment proposed by Mr. Perrus to House bill No. 379. 

The importations into the United States from any foreign country of 
sugar, or of any material of which sugar can be made, by or for any trust, 
combination, or conspiracy, existing or hereafter formed between two or 
more persons or corporations, inten to operate in restraint of lawful 
trade, or to hinder or restrain free competition, or to increase the market 

rice of in any part of the United States, is hereby declared to be un- 
i *h sugar and such material so imported into the United States 
shall be forfeited to the United States. 

And it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States to 
cause to be instituted and prosecuted to enforce such forfeitures, 
and toenforce all other laws of the United States intended to prevent or =~ 
press unlawful trusts, combinations, or conspiracies for the restraint of trade 
in the Attorney-General of the United States will report each year to 
the Congress of the United States concerning such proceedings so instituted 
and prosecuted. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Chair to give direction that the 


amendment be printed immediately, so that it can be returned 
from the printers for the use of Senators forthwith. 

The P ING OFFICER. That order will be made. The 
Senator from Miss6uri will proceed. 


Mr. VEST. Under the Wilson bill as it came from the House 
there was as a duty upon “‘ plants, trees, shrubs, and vines of all 

i commonly known as nursery stock, not specially provided 
for in this act,” 20 per cent ad valorem. I think it was upon my 
motion in 1894 that all nursery stock was stricken out of the 
dutiable list and put in the free list as paragraph 587. 

Unavailing as it will be, of course, I simply want to remark 
that it seems to me this is a violation of all the rules that should 
govern a civilized country in regard to the articles that are to be 
used for the benefit of their people. I have always understood 


E 


that it was the est duty of every government to furnish its 
people with the ntalities for improvement in agriculture, 
manufactures, andcommerce. It was one of the crowning glories, 


in my opinion, of Thomas Jefferson, that while he was minister to 
France this seer and viewing the great drama of the 
the fall of the Bastile, the execution of the 
, he never for one instant ceased to 
by Is to the United States all sorts of foreign 
plants and bulbs in order to improve the agriculture of the people 
of this country. 
cant episode in his life is that he became greatly in- 
terested in the culture of rice, which was then just in its incipi- 
ency in the Carolinas. He went over Europe incognito, crossed 
the Alps into Italy, after going through southern France, and 
found in one of the provinces or districts of Italy a very superior 
article of rice. He was not able to secure any of it for export be- 
cause the laws of Italy prohibited its exportation, and it is said 


i 
: 


that the author of the ation of Independence filled the pock- 
ets of his overcoat—the old-fashioned Virginia coat, with 
capes to our grandfathers wore—with this rice, and, to 


use oaeeee it out of the country. The end 
jestihed the Sante, vaca y. He carried it to Peels, sab it in 
small packages of five and pon panien, and sent it to Charleston, 
8. C., and that was the basis of the South Carolina rice, the finest 
in the world. I have always, as a Democrat and follower of 
Mr. Jefferson, boasted of his care for agriculture and his zeal in 
to this country E plants of every description that 
might mares ot the nited States, both in articles of ne- 
cessity even of decoration. 
Here the whole system is reversed. A lot of nurserymen, to 
ee. have gone before the controlling influence of the 
Committee and shut out by enormous taxation superior 
ee tee en Semrore that come from Coneiie.and from abroad. 


, for the first time (and I have been 
somewhat familiar with tariff bills in the last twelve or 


' hteen 
years), singled out specificall a pn like thischerry, 
aetieiesid eee rene Sp they Bnew will ox. 
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clude it from competition with them; and the people of this coun- 
try are to be made to use the cherries and plant the cherry trees 
that these gentlemen have on hand and in the market. If that is 
not protection run mad, I do not know what a financial and eco- 
nomic lunatic asylum is. They have absolutely selected a partic- 
ular cherry tree and put an enormous duty uponit. If that is not 
class legislation I should like to have some gentleman on the other 
side tell me what is. 

I do not know what this cherry is. I have been under the im- 
pression, from observation and experience, that the finest « 


nerries 
in the world are raised in the United States. I have never tasted 
any such cherries elsewhere. It is said that they have cherries 


equal to them in France, but I have never seen them. The cherry 
of Washington and Oregon is the finest fruit, in my opinion, that 
was ever put in the mouth of mortal man. After eating them, 
which you can do in any quantity without any injury to your 
health, I have always thought if it had been a cherry in the 
Garden of Eden, instead of an apple, 1 would have gone very far 
toward excusing Adam for taking a bite. But it seems these 
gentlemen have discovered that there is a cherry in Canada which 
must be kept out of this country, and instead of having these 
improved fruit trees cultivated in the United States, in the Middle 
and Northern States particularly, they are to be excluded by an 
enormous taxation, whereas they are now upon the free list. 

Mr. GEAR. May I make a suggestion to the Senator from 
Missouri? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. GEAR. The Mahaleb cherry is the stock. I do not recol- 
lect the cherry called the Mahaleb, but it is the stock on which 
cherries are grafted. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know, but I am as certain as I am that I 
am speaking in the Senate of the United States that some nursery- 
man had a job when he had that put in. It was not done by 
accident, and it was no rhetorical exhibition. There is money 
at the bottom of it. They never would have picked out this par- 
ticular cherry tree and put this enormous duty on it except to 
answer their own purposes. The Senator from lowa very frankly 
tells us that he presumes that it was done by some nurseryman. 
And it is for the benefit of the people of this entire country! 

Mr. President, I speak with some feeling about excluding fruit 
trees. I come from a State where fruit is the greatest possible 
luxury. The farmer upon the prairie, after the long, hard winter 
and the struggle with all the opposing forces of nature, appreci- 
ates fruit more than anything else—fruit and fish. I shall never 
vote to exclude from this country any article that goes to add to 
the comfort of the home of the Western pioneers who have blazed 
the pathway of civilization against all the rigors of nature, some 
of them with the ax in one hand and the rifle in the other. 

There is no justification for this sort of legislation. We have 
now in the Treasury of the United States, I see by to-day’s state- 
ment, more than $131 ,000,000 of surplus revenue. Ishould like to 
hear from some Senator who believes that the taxing power of the 
Government should be confined to the actual necessities of the Gov- 
ernment economically administered what sort of excuse he finds 
for voting additional taxes, when the bill as it stands will produce 
$50,000,000 surplus every year. And yet the majority of the 
Finance Committee, not content with the bill as it is, are now 
putting in amendments at every stage increasing taxation, and 
increasing it aaem articles which, | say, upon every principle of 
civilization and humanity, should be permitted to come to this 


country free. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendments will 


be separately stated. 

Mr. VEST. I shall move to strike out the whole paragraph, 
with the view of putting the articles contained therein on the free 
list, but first let the changes proposed by the committee be acted 
upon, 

TThe SECRETARY. In paragraph 249, on page 72, line 15, after 
the word ‘‘less,” the committee propose to strike out ‘one dollar” 
and insert ‘‘50 cents;” and after the word ‘ plants,” in the same 
line, to insert ‘‘and 15 per cent ad valorem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 17, after the word “less,” to 
insert ‘‘and evergreen seedlings.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the words “‘ one dollar,” in line 
18, to strike out “‘ and 75 cents.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word “plants,” in line 19, 
to insert “‘and 15 per cent ad valorem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 20, before the word ‘‘ cents,” 
to strike out “ three” and insert ‘‘ two and one-half.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the words ‘‘nursery stock,” in 
line 25, to strike out “unless otherwise specified, thirty” and 
insert “‘ not specially provided for in this act, twenty-five.” 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The PR&SIVING Orr iCik. The committee amendments to 
the paragraph having been agreed to, the Chair will call the at- 
tention of the Senator from Missouri, as he indicated a desire to 
offer an amendment. 

Mr.-VEST. I now submit my motion to strike out the whole 
paragraph as amended, for the purpose of putting all these articles 
on the free list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEstT] to strike out para- 
graph 249 as amended. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 73, line 3, paragraph 250, 
after the word “ potatoes,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five” and insert 
“twenty;” so as to read: 

250. Potatoes, 20 cents per bushel of 60 pounds. 


Mr. ALLISON. On behalf of the majority of the Finance Com- 
mittee | withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
committee striking out the paragraph will be regarded as dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr. JCNES of Arkansas. I move to strike out “ twenty-five ” 
and insert “fifteen.” Ishould not have made that motion if the 
majority of the committee had stood by its own recommendation; 
but as we reach each one of these proposed modifications of the 
high rates as they appear in the Dingley bill the committee seems 
inclined to give way on all of them and to cause us to abandon 
the hope that we had that there was to be some reduction in the 
rates of taxation as proposed by the original Dingley bill. I there- 
fore move to strike out “‘ 25 cents” and insert ** 15 cents,” which 
is the rate in the present law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Arkansas will be stated. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 250, page 73, line 3, before the 
word ** cents,” it is proposed to strike out “ twenty-five” and in- 
sert ‘ fifteen;” so as to read: 

250. Potatoes, 15 cents per bushel of 60 pounds. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, this is another case like that of 
onions. The imported potatoes do not come in competition with 
the potatoes of the United States. The Bermuda potatoes come 
into this country in the winter market. The impurtation com- 
mences about January and closes in March, or possibly in April, 
when the new potatoes in the United States come into market, 
and there is no further importation or competition on the part of 
the Bermuda potato, 

Now we come to the next proposition, as I understand it to be, 
in the platform of the Republican party as to this bill—the ques- 
tion of revenue. There is no protection. The market reports 
show and all the testimony conclusively establishes that under 
the McKinley law, when the duty was 25 cents per bushel, in 1893 
we collected on imported potatoes $127,588; under the Wilson Act, 
after we had reduced the duty from 25 to 15 cents a bushel, in 
1896 we collected $371,485; in other words, the amount of revenue 
increased over three times under the lower rate. Now we are 
asked to go back to the McKinley rate of 25 cents a bushel. Asa 
matter of course, it will result in a diminution of revenue, and 
the motion made by my colleague on the committee ought to be 
sustained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in me oe 251, page 73, line 8, 
before the word ‘‘cents,” to strike out “thirty” and insert 
‘*twenty-five;” and in line 14, before the words ‘‘ per centum,” to 
strike out ‘‘forty” and insert * twenty-five;” so as to make the 
paragraph read: . \ 

251. Seeds: Castor beans or seeds, 25 cents per bushel of 50 pounds; flaxseed 
or linseed and other oil seeds, not a provided for in this act, 25 cents 
per bushel of 56 pounds; poppy seed, 15 cents per bushel; but no drawback 
shall be allowed upon cu cabs made from imported seed, nor shall any al- 


lowance be made for dirt or other ae in any seed; seeds of all kinds 
not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I inquire how far the bill has been read? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the bill 
has been read and acted u to the end of paragraph 251. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was listening and waiting for an opportunity 
to make a suggestion on that. I did not know that it had been 


assed, 

: The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will be recognized 
for that peepee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. My attention has been particularly directed 
to lines 18, 14, and 15 of paragraph 251, ‘‘seeds of all kinds not 
specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem,” instead 

40 per cent ad valorem, as the House bill had it. Several Sen- 
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ators are very largely interested in this matter, and one of :) 
now absent, intended to make the request that this show), 
over; but I can not, in justice to myself and with due rew, 
the desires of many constituents, permit even this opportu),;: 
pass without addressing a few remarks to the subcommit 
the Committee on Finance, entreating their favorable acti.) 

There are among my constituents a large number of ne), 
have been for many years in the seed business. The nam 
their packages is worth a dividend to them. Nothing ever 
from their gardens that was not what it purported to be. 
are distressed very much by the abundant importation of 5 
from abroad bearing names not known, or, if known, not res)... 
here, which seeds are dumped upon us, are not pure and tri, 
are dirty and false, and are a great injury to the legitimate tr.,,; 
As to the duty, when a man brings in worthless seed, it do. ; 
trouble him much to tell a lie about their value when you «., 
to put 25 per cent ad valorem uponthem. I wantthatretur), 

40 per cent, as the House put it, to say the least. I concur wi:| 
several Senators, who wish this to go over for the present :\; 
further consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the vot 
adopting the last amendment, making the change to 25, wil! 
regarded as reconsidered. 

r. LINDSAY. In connection with what has been said })y })o 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw ey], I call the attentioy, 
the committee to the fact, evidenced by certain papers now |) 
in the hands of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
there is a certain Canadian seed, called the Canadian blue-y1;.5 
seed, which is imported into this country for use in New Ene};11, 
and nowhere else, and that portion not used in New England 
used for the purpose of being mixed with the true American !)\1 
grass seed, it being worth about one-fourth as much, and Ameri- 
can blue-gtass seed has been put under the ban of suspicion every- 
where by reason of the admixture. This seed which is grown in 
Canada—and we object to weyers that comes from Canada— 

hich is used only for the eres being mixed with an Ameri 
can product in order torender the American product less valuatle, 
is put by this bill on the free list. 

P ask the Senator when he is considering New England that lic 
also consider the fact that seed which is not common to Now 
England goes on the free list, and therefore 25 per cent ought to 
satisfy him in regard to New England seed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Though not comprehending the Senator's ai- 
vice, Iam obliged to him for his information. -To use the language 
of Dick Swiveller, this whole trade is full of “various games of 
that sort.” Of course seed imported under the circumstanc:s 
referred to by the Senator ought to be stricken from the free list, 
and ought to go in with the others and pay at least 40 per cent 


duty. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before that paragraph is left, I should 
like to say, in connection with what the Senator from Connecticut 
{Mr,. HawLey] has just said, that I believe with him that in the 
seed business the name is perhaps of more value than in any other 
business, except perhaps the jewelry business. I believe a good 
name in the seed business is equal to a dividend as a rule. [0 
not believe that seeds brought here from abroad and dumped on 
the market are likely to do harm, coming even in the way su-- 
gested, by reason of the fact that ordinarily I believe nine men 
out of ten, if not ninety-nine out of one hundred, will buy sees 
of seed growers whose names are established and have been we'll 
known for years. : 

For instance, Landreth & Sons, of Philadelphia, have been s°1 
growers for more than acentury. I confess I was astonished to 
get a pamphlet from that concern, saying that they had been «on- 
nected with the seed business from 1784 up to this time, that from 
1784 to 1861 there had been no tariff on seeds, and that the tani 
on seeds was first 10 per cent, then 20 cent, then 30 per cent, 
and now, for the first time in the history of this infant, whic!) 's 
113 years old, in the hands of this one concern, the House )r- 
poses a tax of 40 per cent ad valorem, and the Senator from (on- 
necticut wants that tax imposed. I believe that the charact:r 0! 
these men is sufficient to guarantee the sale of their seeds evry - 
where, and that no unknown and untried seedsmen can sel! s° | 
in Se ET with such firms as that of Landreth & Sons. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The infant industry in this case is the frau. 
The old indus ae conducted. I have the honor of 
having known Mr. Landreth very well for oes years, and 
—— exactly what I ask, that frauds of that kind may be ©) 
structed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But the theory on which protect!> 
is asked is to protect infant industries; and where we have ©! 
establishment of this sort, of more than a century old, it seems ‘» 
me that the excuse for this enormous tax is not sufficient. ; 

Mr. HAWLEY. Itis the thief that came in last night tha! 
the infant industry, and not the honest man, and against the th‘ 
we desire reasonable uo 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objecticn, the portion 


t 
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of paragraph 251 indicated by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
Haw Ley] will be ssed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 252, page 73, line 16, 
after the word “ton,” to insert ‘‘ gross weight;” so as to read: 

52, Straw, $1.50 per ton gross weight. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 253 was read, as follows: 

253. Teazles, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I believe that the rate of the present 
tariff lawisonteazlesl5percent. Thecommittee Srogente todouble 
it. Theenormousamountof $441 worth wasimporte last year, and 
I suppose the committee propose to get rid of this $441 of revenue 
by taxing it out of existence. Certainly I suppose there is danger 
of overflowing the Treasury with the enormous amount of reve- 
nue, and so this is to be — rid of; otherwise I can not under- 
stand the policy of doubling the tax on teazles. 

The realiog of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 73, beginning in line 23, 
to strike out paragraph 255, as follows: 

255. Anchovies and sardines packed in oil or otherwise, and other fish 
packed in oil, in tin boxes measuring not more than 5 inches long, 4 inches 
wide, and 3} inches deep, 10 cents per box; in boxes measuring not more than 
5 inches long, 4inches wide, and ls inches deep, 5 cents per box; in boxes 
measuring not more than 4} inches long, 3} inches wide, and 1} inches deep, 2} 
cents per box; when im in any other form. 40 per cent ad valorem; fish 
in cans or e of tin or other material, not specially provided for 
in this act, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

25. Fish known or labeled as anchovies, sardines, sprats, brislings, sardels, 
or sardellen, packed in oil or otherwise, in tins, boxes, or cans, shall be dutia- 
ble as follows: In boxes or cans containing 7} cubic inches or less, 1} cents per 
box or can; containing more than 7} and not more than 21 cubic inches, 2} 
cents per box or can; containing more than 21 and not more than 33 cubic 
inches, 5 cents box or can; containing more than 33 and not more than 70) 
cubic inches, 10 cents per box or can; if in other packages, 40 per cent ad 


valorem. All other . if in tin packages, or if in packages containing less 
than one-half barrel, and not specially provided for in this act, 30 per cent ad 
valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. I wish, on behalf of the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, to modify the amendment proposed by the 
committee in respect to this paragraph, and for convenience I 
have had the aph rewritten. I will ask the Senator from 
Arkansas and other Senators to pay close attention to the change 
of phraseology. We propose to insert “‘ bottles and jars” with 
cans and other packages. fish are imported in bottles and jars 
as well as in cans, etc. 

There is also a modification in the last part of the paragraph, 
and if Senators will pay attention to the phraseology, they will 


see the c that is made. 
The PR ING OFFICER. The paragraph as proposed to 
be modified will be stated. 


The Secretary read the paragraph as proposed to be amended, 
as follows: 


255. Fish known or labeled as anchovies, sardines, sprats, brislings, sardels, 
or sardellen, in oil or otherwise, in bottles, jars, tin boxes, or cans, 


shall be du asf : Containing 7} cubic inches or less, 1} cents per 
bottle, jar, box, or can; containing more than 7} and not more than 21 cubic 
inches, ae por bo f , box, or can; containing more than 2] and not 
more than 33 cubic inches, 5 cents per bottle, jar, box, orcan; containing more 
than 33 and not more than 70 cubic inches, 10 cents per bottle, jar, box, or can; 
if in other pong, 40 per cent ad valorem. All other fish, except shellfish 
in is einen, rcentad valorem. Fish in packages containing less than 
—- barrel not specially provided for in this’act, 3) per cent ad 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let meask for information, Does the 
es amendment make any modification except that it adds 


re oa and jars to cans and other packages? Does it change the 
Ta 


Mr. ALLISON. That is all, except that we have modified the 
last part of the amendment by adding “all other fish, except shell- 
fish, in onbe ee 30 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JO of Arkansas. How does that leave shellfish? 
is the effect of that change? I do not quite understand it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Shellfish will be on the free list. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As to the tax of 40 per cent on line 


=, page - of the pending paragraph, what is that under the pres- 
Ww 


What 


“If in other packages, 40 per cent ad valorem.” 
about 40 per cent now. 
of Arkansas. My im on was that the other 
rates are about the same as those in the present law. 
Mr, ALLISON. It is 40 per cent in the present law. 
adeno ae Ssmanene. _— a paragraph = conetructed 
y. seems to me tha’ e rates are about the same. 
Am I mistaken in that? 
- ALLISON. Theyare about thesame. I do not think there 
in that paragraph. 
do not know the means of information open to 
Iowa, but I know it is absolutely impossible for 
like myself, to know whether this amendment as modi- 
fied or changed makes an increase or not. 
Icall attention to the fact that the whole scheme or system of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


appraising these goods is changed. I mean to say that under the 
existing law it is done by the linear inch—so many inches long 
and so many inches wide of the can or box—and here it is changed 
to cubic inches, and it is done by experts in the fish trade, as a 
matter of course, for their own purposes. I have endeavored to 
find out whether it was an increase or a decrease, but I have been 
unable to ascertain that fact.from any of the experts. 

In the comparative statement it is said, without the last amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa, that the duty is about the same: 
but it is an indefinite piece of information. I do not think, with 
the greatest respect to Senators on the other side in charge of the 
bill, that they know accurately whether it is an increase or not. 
Of course I take it that the change is made by fish dealers and im 
porters, and that they have, as a matter of course, arranged the 
schedule so as to make it more difficult to import these fish to 
come in competition with the products which they sell. 

Mr. ALLISON. These changes in phraseology were made after 
examination by expert appraisers, who stated to us that the effect 
is not to increase the duty. 

Mr. VEST. There ought to be an ad valorem duty upon these 
fish. 

Mr. ALLISON. Senators know perfectly well how reliable the 
expertsare. I have nospecial knowledge as to these subjects, and 
we must take the reports of experts as our guide. I have never 
examined closely these fish in their original packages, but I have 
no doubt that this is an adjustment that isa wise one. I think 
there are one or two cases where the duty is increased from 20 per 
cent to 30 per cent, as I read the old statute, the existing law. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am a little apprehensive that the 
Senator has been misled in this matter. I notice by the compara- 
tive statement submitted by the Treasury Department that these 
rates are given as the same as those in the existing law: and run- 
ning over the matter hastily, I thought they were; but I desire to 
call attention to the law as it stands now, namely, fish ‘‘ packed in 
oil, or otherwise, in tin boxes measuring not more than 5 incheslong, 
4 inches wide, and 3} inches deep, 10 cents per whole box.” A box 
5 inches long by 4 inches wide and by 44 inches deep would con- 
tain 70 cubic inches. 

Mr. ALLISON. Would it? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It must necessarily. A box 5 inches 
long by 4 inches wide and 34 inches deep would necessarily contain 
70 cubicinches. Multiplying 5 by 4 it, would be 20; and multiply- 
ing that by 3; would make 70. Now, the provision standing here 
says ‘‘in boxes or cans containing 74 cubic inches or less, 14 cents 
per box or can.” A 70-inch box, then, would contain ten times as 
much as this, and would be dutiable under the present law at 10 
cents, and under this proposed law it would be about 15 cents; 
which would be an increase of 50 per cent, instead of being the 
present rate. 

My own impression was at first glance that the paragraph was 
about identical with the old law; but I think, on examination, 
that it is an increase of about 50 per cent; and that there is a 
larger increase in another respect. The language of the present 
paragraph is ‘‘containing 74 cubic inches or less.” So that if it 
contains only half as much, the gross tax is 14 cents per inch, if 
that remains in the law. 

Take the next clause in the pending paragraph: 

Containing more than 7} and not more than 21 cubic inches, 2} cents per box 
or can; containing more than 21 and not more than 33 cubic inches, 5 cents 
per box or can. 

I think the entire paragraph is an increase of something like 50 
per cent over the existing law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 256, page 75, line 8, 
after the word “act,” to strike out ‘‘ and herring, fresh, one-half 
of 1 cent per pound” and insert ‘‘ one-fourth of 1 cent per pound; ” 
soas to make the paragraph read: 

236. Fresh-water fish not specially provided for in this act, one-fourth of 1 
cent per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike ont paragraph 257, as follows: 

257. Herring, pickled, salted, smoked, or dried, and all fish not specially 
provided for in this act, 1 cent per pound. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

257. Herrings, pickled or salted, one-half of 1 cent per pound; herrings, 
fresh, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. VEST. Wait a minute, Mr. President. I want to call at- 
tention to paragraph 256, in regard to “fresh-water fish not spe- 
cially provided for in this act, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound.” 

Mr. GRAY. They ought to be free. 

Mr. VEST. Under the existing law these fish come into the 
United States free. The total amount of fresh fish of ail sorts im- 
ported in 1896 amounted to $900,000. We have 10,000 miles of 
seaboard, and we have in the interior of the country splendid riv- 
ers and lakes teeming with fish, and yet we are tv put this duty 


The question is on agreeing to 
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on, and to take this article, an article of absolute necessity as a 
food, from the free list and impose a duty on it in the name of 
either protection to American fish or else of revenue. 

Here is the list of exports: Of fresh fish we exported $84,814; 
of dried fish, $448,286; of herring, $96,462; of mackerel, $15,692; of 
other fish, $104,374; of salmon, $3,348,889; of other fish, again, 
$167,981; of shellfish we exported $291,707, and of oysters $696,179, 
being in the aggregate largely above the imports that come into 
the United States of an article, as I have said, of prime neces- 
sity as a food; and yet we put this duty upon it and take the ar- 
ticle off the free list either for revenue or for protection, or for 
both, and I am unable to see that it does either. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I hope that now, even in the face 
of the ironbound rule of the caucus, the Senator from Iowa and 
the other Senators in charge of this bill will give a moment's 
favorabie consideration to the proposition to keep these fresh fish 
where they are now—on the free list. There is no article of food 
that is more universally necessary and more universal in its use, 
at least on the Atlantic Seaboard and in the region of the lakes, 
than the fresh fish that are brought to the daily markets of the 
large and small cities and towns that are within reach of that 
industry. In these hard times, when we are told that men are 
starving, these times when depression and want stalk our streets, 
it does seem rather hard to interpose any difficulty between the 
masses of the people and their access to this important and abso- 


lutely necessary article of food. 


Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, if he will look at 
page 172 of this bill, he will find on the free list: 


Fish, fresh, frozen, or packed in ice (except salmon), caught in the Great 
Lakes or other fresh waters by or for American fishermen or citizens of the 
United States. 


Mr. GRAY. I see the provision is: 


Fish, fresh, frozen, or packed in ice (except salmon), caught in the Great | 


Lakes or other fresh waters. 


That is better than I supposed. 

Mr. VEST. What paragraph is that? 

Mr. GRAY. Paragraph 5354. That, however, does not apply 
to fish caught on our Northern Seaboard, or where a person who 
a to live on the border line of Canada comes in with a load 
of fish. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not apply to the Atlantic Seaboard. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not know that there are many cases of the 
kind, but if a load of fish comes in caught by a Canadian fisher- 
man, why should this difficulty of a tariff exaction be —n. 
not upon the fishermen, but upon the people who go to market to 
spend their scant earnings in something that will sustain life and 
sustain it in a healthful and wholesome fashion? 

Mr. President, the duty, as read by the Senator from Missouri, 
is not very great, and the reports do not show very large impor- 
tations, but the duty is not the chief difficulty. The very fact 
that you arrest a load of fresh fish and compel it to go through 
the red tape of custom-house officialism destroys in large part its 
value, and instead of coming fresh to the tables of those who ought 
to be able to enjoy the bounty of the sea, they have to wait the 
“oe and the custom-house inspection, and if they get them 
at all, they get them deprived in large part of what makes them 
appetizing and useful. 

r. AL N. This isa very light ~» 

Mr. GRAY. Why should there be any duty? 

Mr. ALLISON. The fish are caught in the sea by fishermen, 

Mr. GRAY. Of course they are. 

Mr. ALLISON. Our American fishermen are under the im- 
pression that ee | ought to have a little advantage. 

Mr. GRAY. They have the advantage of free access to the sea, 
ani why should not the thousands and thousands who depend upon 
this wholesome food have some consideration? Why should they 
be taxed for the benefit of fishermen who already exercise a gain- 
ful calling? .~ 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will ramember, for it is within 
his recollection (I am sorry I have not the document before me), 
that a committee of this body, of which ex-Senator Edmunds was 
chairman, made an investigation as respects the effect of taking 
off the duty, and it was found that there was no change in the 
price of fish to the American consumer. It is quite a report, 
made, I think, in 1890; I do not remember the number. It dis- 
closed that a small duty does not affect the price of fish at all. It 
is only a question as to who shall have control of the local markets 
as respects fish—our fishermen or the Canadian. 

eer het a I — the attention - the Senator ee hae to 
what possibly may be an ambiguity hraseology. It has been 
suggested by an expert. It is said, “ Ithas always been a matter 
of controversy as to what constitutes fresh-water fish. Many fish 
are migratory, and are caught at different periods both in salt 
and fresh water.” I desire to inquire whether the phraseology of 
the bill is of a character to remove that difficulty? 

Mr. ALLISON. That isa difficulty. 1 suppose the Potomac is 
called a fresh-water river, and yet it empties into the sea, 


Mr. WHITE. A fresh-water fish may be caught in fresh y:.; 
and the same sort of fish may be caughtin salt water, |)... 
change the character of the duty? 

Mr, ALLISON. This phraseology has been uniformly , 
and I do not think there has been any difficulty. y 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There has been. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator from California pro Dm 
modification? 

Mr. WHITE. Ihave no amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not thinkit is a serious matter. 

Mr. WHITE. I thought the Senator's attention mich: } 
been directed to it before. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa a questi... 
do not exactly understand the phraseology. Paragraph 25), o; 
page 75, reads: 

Fresh-water fish not specially provided for in this act. 

Paragraph 535} of the free list is as follows: 

Fish, fresh, frozen, or packed in ice (onsent salmon), caught in the G 
Lakes or other fresh waters by or for American fishermen or citiz: 
United States. 

Those are on the free list. When you speak of fresh-wat:y 6.) 
and then fish caught in the lakes, does that mean the same (); 
Suppose a salt-water fish should get into the lakes? 

Mr. ALLISON. It means the same thing as respects /; 
waters or rivers. The lakes are described as the American |))\:; 

Mr. VEST. This excepts salmon, which are at one time a 
water fish and at another time a fresh-water fish. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Shad? 

Mr. VEST. It also includes shad and herring. It is a peciliar 
quality of the salmon and the shad that they go back to their first 
habitat, where Gor eee We have a stream in Arkansas, the 
Washita, where I have seen as fine shad as I ever saw in the Po- 
tomac. I have seen shad from that river weigh 5 and 6 pounds, 
and as palatable as any I ever saw in the city of Washington. 

It happened a long time that a gentleman who lived in 
Maryland went for his health to the Hot Springs in Arkansas, 
and he had a great passionforshad. Hishealth wasrestored. 1. 
was _—e fisherman, and he determined that he would bring 
the shad out and put them in the Washita River; and they are 
there to-day in large quantities. <7 go out to the ocean ata 
certain time of the yearandreturninthespring. They are caught 
in large quantities. My friend the Senator from Arkansas knows 
that, as know it mally. There is a salt-water fish, and yet 
you catch it in fresh water. 

I do not see why salmon should be excepted. The official re- 
ports show that we exported 3,084,884 pounds of salmon put up in 
cans. The effect of this amendment in the free list—1 am discuss. 
ing it in connection with the other, although we have not reach! 
it—is simply that if the fish are caught by a Canadian fisher- 
man, they must poy Se duty, unless he oe by an American 
fish dealer. If he is paid by an American fish dealer, they come 
in free; and yet we ane pees and appeals in behalf of American 
labor. A dealer un this on can go over into the 
Canadian waters or the waters of Great Lakes under the juris- 
diction of Canada, and employ the essional Canadian fisher- 
men and never pay one to an fisherman. Yet he 
can bring in fish free, because the fish are paid fo and tle 
fisherman is paid by the day or week or month with the 
money of the American. It seems to mo that is no protection to 
American labor. It is simply a protection to the speculator in 
Sch in onder to pub ap tho pales fresh fish to the people of 
the United States. " 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 257 and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 


. a; herrings, 
= Snes one-half of 1 cent per poun IT 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
strike out paragraph 258 and insert in lieu thereof the followins: 


258. Fish, in barrels or half barrels, not y provided for in 
thle ack. mackerel or salmon, pickled or per pound; fish, 


salted, 1 cent 
smoked, dried, salted, frozen, packed in ice, or otherwise prepared 
‘hin act va speciall »vided for 
int act, avion and Pron ial i : oa l cent per pound 
Mr. ALLISON. I desire to modify the amendment of the com- 
re 7 y rma the phraseology I send to the desk in licu o! 
y . 
The Secretary. In lieu of the amendment which was or-- 
inally reported it is proposed to insert: 
Fish, fresh, maok packed other- 
far : emetic n test 
ntwtemtions>=. 
I should like to ask how this «o1"- 
Are the fish provided for in this 
law? 


It is a slight increase over the 
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1897. ’ 


resent rate under the entire paragraph. The only change from 
oe printed ph, as the Senator will see, is that we have 

rovided a higher duty on fish skinned and boned. It has always 

i rate. 

Mr, 50 ES of Arkansas. I think some of the classes of fish | 
mentioned here are free. Iam not positive about it, however, but | 
where 1 cent a pound is provided in the pending amendment, | 
three-fourths of a cent has been the rate heretofore. 

Mr. ALLISON, Codfish and mackerel have been slightly 


rae VEST, Some of these fish were put upon the free list by 
the Wilson Act. This is therefore a great change, even under 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. I do not 
understand the effect of the amendment. It is impossible to do 
it ina running debate of the provisions of the bill. Of course 
it will be adopted as the committee have proposed it, and I will 
let he VICE-PRESIDENT. The — is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraphs 259 and 
260, as follows: 


250. In addition to the duties otherwise provided for in this act, there shall 
be levied, , and d, upon all fish imported from any country or 
dependency which pays an export bounty on fish, a duty equal to the amount 


Ne aime, made of tin or other metal, containing shellfish ad- 

mitted free of duty, not ex 1 quart in contents, shall be subject toa 

duty of 6 cents dozen cans or packages; and when exceeding 

shail be subject Eon additional duty of 3 cents 

half quart or fractional part thereo? 
The amendment was agreed to. ; : 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in line 


18, ph 261, after the word “ apples,” to insert ‘‘ and pears;” 
and in line 19, afi 
to read: 





quart, 
per dozen for each additional 


19, after the word “‘ peaches,” to insert ‘‘ pears;” so as 


pples or ri 25 cents per bushel; apples, peaches, 
sai os and Dowraiie traits, including berries, when dried. Ry 
evaporated or prepared in any manner, not specially provided for in this 
act, 2 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee wish to propose an amendment 
to the amendment. In line 18, after the word “ apples,” I move to 
insert “ currants, quinces, cherries, plums.” 

. FRYE. Green? 
Mr. ALLISON. Green or ripe. 

Mr. VEST. What is the necessity for the amendment, when the 
aoe has, in lines 19 and 20, the words ‘‘and other edible 

Mr. ALLISON. The fruits here provided for are green or ripe. 
The others are dried or desiccated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 


as amended will be ee to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 261, line 22, after 
the word “act,” to strike out ‘‘2 cents” and insert ‘‘1 cent;” so 
as to read: “1 cent per pound.” 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 261, line 23, after the word ‘ pound,” to strike out the semi- 
olon and the words “berries, edible, in their natural condition, 1 


cent per 

Mr. IN. The committee withdraw the amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Are not the same things mentioned 
oe. I should be glad to have the paragraph read to see how it 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to propose another amendment, and 
then it can be read. After the word “quart,” in line 24, I move 
to insert “cranberries, 25 per cent ad valorem.” Now, I think we 
have nearly everything in here. 

Mr. . The Senator has left out blackberries. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment by the Senator from Iowa. 
The nt was agreed to. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Now let the paragraph be read as 


The Secretary read as follows: 


currants, quinces, cherries, plums, and pears, green 
bushel. forks, peaches, pears, and other edible fruits, 
when esiccated, evaporated, or prepared in an 
not specially provided for in this act, 1 cent per pound; berries, edi- 
ble, in their natural condition, 1 cent per quart; cranberries, 25 per cent ad 


Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 


; VEST. In line 18, paragraph 261, I move to strike out ‘25 
“ek 


bushel ” and insert ‘20 per cent ad valorem.” 
1.240, 007 worth of dried 


° 


qa 


to call attention to the fact that in 1896 we exported 
apples and we imported $481 worth. 


hundred and eighty-one dollars against an exportation of 
XXX—111 
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$1,340,507! But I suppose we are in great danger of losing the 
American market. Of green apples we exported, in 1896, 8950, 289 
worth and imported $95,090 worth; and in the face of these sta- 
tistics we are to increase the duties. I have no doubt that in the 
next campaign the rural districts will resound with Republican 
eloquence telling the farmers how they have been protected in 
their orchards. Four hundred aad eighty-one dollars imports of 
dried apples against $1,340,507 worth; $95,000 worth of green ap- 
ples imported against exports of $930,289! Yet our Republican 
friends will tell their dear bucolic supporters that they have died 
in the last trench in order to protect the orchards of the farmer 
from the invasion of the foreign apple, the pauper apples of 
Europe. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 262 and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 

262. Comfits, sweetmeats, and fruits preserved in sugar, molasses, spirits 





or in their own juices, not specially provided for in this act, 35 per cent ad 
valorem; if containing over 5 per cent of alcoho! and not specially provided 
for in this act, 35 per cent ad valorem and in addition $2.50 per proof gallon 
on the alcohol contained therein in excess of 5 per cent; jellies of all kinds, 35 


per cent ad valorem; pineapples preserved in their own juice, 2% per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. VEST. This isa considerable increase over existing law. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 10, before the words ‘‘ per centum,” I 
move to strike out ‘‘ five” and insert ‘‘ ten;” and in line 14, before 
the words “‘ per centum,” I move to strike out “five” and insert 
‘“*ten;” so as to increase the percentage of alcohol. 

Mr. VEST. The Government statistics show this condition of 
commerce in regard to these commodities: Of preserved fruits we 
exported, in 1896, $1,376,281 worth; of other fruits, $60,353 worth; 
of all other fruits, $1,868,353. We imported of fruits in their own 
juices, $207,931. Still, these duties must be raised in order to pro- 
tect us against foreign importation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Iowa to the amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. In line 10, paragraph 261, page 77, before the 
words ‘‘per centum,” it is proposed to strike out *‘ five” and insert 
**ten;” and in line 14, before the words ‘*‘ per centum,” it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘‘ five” and insert ‘‘ten;” so as to read: 

Comfits, sweetmeats, and fruits preserved in sugar, molasses, spirits, or in 
their own juices, not specially provided for in this act, 35 per cent ad valorem; 
if containing over 10 per cent of alcohol and not specially provided for in this 
act, 35 per cent ad enlerenn and in addition $2.50 per proof gallon on the alco- 
hol contained therein in excess of 10 per cent. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 263, line 18, page 77, 
after the word ‘* prunes” to insert the word “ prunelles;” so as to 
read: 

Figs, plums, prunes, prunelles, raisins, and other dried grapes. 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 263, line 18, after the word “ pru- 
nelles,” I move to insert ‘‘2 cents per pound” and a semicolon; so 
that it will read: 

Figs, plums, prunes, prunelles, 2 cents per pound; 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in the same paragraph, line 19, to 
strike out ‘‘ and one-half;” so as to read, ‘‘2 cents per pound:” 

Figs, plums, prunes, prunelies, 2 cents per pound; raisins and other dried 
grapes, 2 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not know but that we shonld 
save time by allowing these amendments to be adopted, and then 
make the motion I desire to make. I wish to move “ 1} cents” 
where the Senator proposes ‘2 cents,” and ‘one and one-half ” 
where he proposes ‘24 cents.” I suppose I may as well make a 
motion now to strike out the rates in the bill and insert ‘‘ 14 
cents” in each instance. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me perfect the paragraph first, and then 
the Senator can make his motion. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is immaterial to me which course 
is pursued. 

he reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in line 23, before the word ‘‘ cents,” 
to strike out ‘‘twenty-five” and insert *‘ twenty;” so as to read: 

Olives, green or prepared,in bottles, jars, or similar packages, 20 cents 
gallon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senate to disagree to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to tho 
amendment reported by the Committee on Finance, 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. That perfects the paragraph. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It begins to look as if all the commit- 
tee amendments heretofore reported are to be withdrawn, and it 
might be done quicker in bulk. 1 will not insist on that being 
done, however. I move to strike out 2 cents where it was inserted 
on motion of the Senator from Iowa and insert ‘‘ 14 cents.” 

Mr. MILLS. It ought to be 1 cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The present rate is 14 cents. 

Mr. MILLS. It ought to be t cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am satisfied that is true, but I pre- 
fer to stand by the present law; and I make the motion in that 
way, because it is the existing law. I move to strike out ‘24 
cents,” in line 19, and insert ‘‘ 14 cents;” and in line 21 I move to 
strike out ‘‘2 cents per pound” and insert ‘‘20 per cent ad valo- 
rem;” and I ask for a vote on all of the amendments together. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SecrETARY. It is proposed to amend paragraph 263, on 
page 77, line 18, by striking out ‘*2 cents per pound” and insertin 
**1} cents per pound;” in line 19, by striking out “‘ 24 cents” an 
inserting ‘14 cents,” and in line 21, by striking out ‘‘2 cents per 
pound” and inserting ‘‘20 per cent ad valorem;” so as to read: 

Figs, yn, prunes, prunelles, 1} cents — und; raisins and other dried 

apes, 1} cents per pound; dates, one-half of 1 cent per pound; currants, 

nte or other, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, that has reference to the duty on 
Zante currants. The duty proposed in the pending bill on these 
currants from the island of Zante is 125 per cent. The unit of 
value is 1.6, and the duty is 2 cents ad pound, Of course that is 
more than 100 per cent. I could understand this high rate of duty 
if it were for the protection of some American product, but these 
currants are peculiar to a single little island, I believe, in the 
Gulf of Corinth, They grow nowhere else in the world; theycan 
not grow anywhere else in the world. I have conversed about 
them with intelligent persons who have been on that island and 
investigated this business. 

Mr. GEAR. What does the Senator state the duty to be? 

Mr. MILLS. The duty is 125 per cent here. 

Mr. GEAR. Let me state for the benefit of the Senator from 
Texas that when the present law was framed the currants were 
worth 1 cent a pound. They had been classed at 10 cents by the 
Wilson committee, and when the bill came here, through my 
friend from California and my friend from Arkansas, there was a 
duty of 14 cents a pound placed on them, which is 150 per cent. 
So this is really a reduction. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam talking about what it ought to be, not about 
what any of my friends have done heretofore. As I said, there is 
nothing to protect in the United States by this highduty. There- 
fore we must have a revenue duty. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to cor- 
rect a statement of fact? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. I will take pleasure in presenting the Senator 
with a small box of Zante currants, asample produced in Cali- 
fornia, where they are grown in large quantities, and in the cloak- 
room I have a so-called Zante currant bush which is really a 
grape bush. I will state that they are as much in competition 
with the other raisins in California, for they are all a raisin, as 
any dried grape can be, and furthermore, that the importation 
from the island of Zante cuts a very small figure in the total 
importations into the United States. The currant is largely pro- 
duced in Greece, and the name ‘‘currant” is derived, I believe, 
from the word ‘‘Corinth.” Itis really a grape. There is a bush 
in the cloakroom which the Senator can inspect. 

Mr. MILLS. Anything can be called a Zante currant by name. 
i talking about the currant that is grown upon the island of 

ante. 

Mr. WHITE. This is the exact and identical currant. 

Mr. PERKINS, If my friend from Texas will permit me to 
correct the premises from which he is ning, I desire to state 
that the general appraisers of New York held to the views that 
my distinguished friend from Texas holds, but the ninth judicial 
court of the district embracing California and Oregon judiciall 
determined otherwise. With the Senator's permission, I should 
like to read the findings of the court, but I will not interrupt him; 
I will wait until after he has made his ent. Then I should 
like to have the privilege of reading the findings of the court, 

Mr. MILLS. Several years ago I studied the question of Zante 
currants when I was trying to reduce the revenues of the Govern- 
ment, which were excessive; but our friends who were opposed to 
it would not permit a reduction upon articles that were compet- 
ing with domestic articles. I proposed even to take this revenue 
article and put it on the free list, in order simply to reduce the sur- 
plus revenues of the Government. I remember conversing with a 
very eminent gentleman, Hon. Samuel Sullivan Cox, known to 
all of us, who was the minister to Turkey and who was all over 
the island of Zante time and again. He told me that the real 
Zante currant could not be grown in any other soil on the face of 
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the globe than upon that island. While we may grow cy... 
like it, they are not Zante currants. The importation jn;. : 
country of $1,185,532 worth of these currants shows that t)). ; 
article can not be produced in this country, call it by w)),; 
name you please. i 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, he over|o.) 
great elementary principle of protection, and that is, if th. 
can not get the currants, they have to take the California . 

Mr. MILLS. Precisely; but there is always a certain », 
of people who must get the Zante currants and pay 2} cet 1 
cents. It was in 1898, when the duty was 24 cents a pound. :),. 
they imported $1,185,532 worth of ute very currants, notw it) 
standing we are told that California is full of them. 

I remember the remark of my distinguished friend, Jud... \x,). 
ley, no longer with us, but many of us here knew him \..)} 

hen I was proposing to put these currants on the free list. | .,\,) 
‘‘They can not come in competition, my friend, with anyj\\\),. 

ou want to protect in this coun Let us put them on tie free 
istand reduce the revenue. The Treasury is full to overflow j)\. 
Mr. Cleveland was telling us that that was the condition w))\.-) 
confronted us—not theories, but an enlar, Treasury. I said 
‘* Now, let me put this on the free list.” He said, ‘* My dear si; 
the taste is a question of culture, and if you will keep the Zantc 
currant from coming into this country, we will encourage the ¢))|- 
tivation of the blackberry and develop the American taste for 
blackberries.” That was one of the reasons given. 

Now we are told that there are Zante currants grown in (';\;- 
fornia. It may be, for they do remarkable things in California. 
Itis a great State, anda great fruit State. Itis the greatest tlower 
State in the Union. The largest roses I ever sawin my life, | wi)! 
say to my friend from Missouri, who was speaking about flrs 
this morning, I have seen in California. The finest fruits of a)- 
most all sorts are grown there. But we know there is a peculiar 
taste to fruits, a peculiarity given by the soil itself. 

A few years ago I was going through a remarkable campaign 
in Texas on the question of prohibition, and I was an antipro- 
hibitionist. An old friend of mine, whom I had known for a |ong 
time, came to me and said, ‘‘I am astonished, sir, to find you 
going around over this country and defending the saloons.” | 
said, ‘‘ Your astonishment is not greater than mine. You have 
drunk ten times more whisky than ever I sawin my lifetime, ani 
you are a prohibitionist. I want you to explain that tome.” He 
said, *‘ Yes, sir; lam a prohibitionist, but I do not expect pro- 
hibition to keep me from drinking whisky. I do not intend it for 
that. Idrink the very best whisky that is made in the United 
States. I know where it is to be had, sir. I know where there is 
a peculiar soil that raises a peculiar corn, and where there is a 

uliar water; and the iarity of the climate, and the pecul- 
arity of the soil, and the peculiarity of the water give a peculiar 
taste to the whisky.” He said, “That is found in Roleris no 
County,Tenn. I i, whisky from there, sir, and I expect to 
have it as long as I live.” I asked him, ‘‘ What is it that you 
want to have prohibition for?” ‘Not for myself,” he said, © }ut 
for the Irish and the d——4d niggers.” [Laughter. ] 

I give this illustration to show that there is a peculiarity alout 
things. There is a peculiarity that adapts itself to the taste of 
oo ein the manufacture of certain kinds of goods and certiin 

inds of stamps pare goods. I once heard a gentleman who was 
a manufacturer of stockings (it was when we had up the question 
of the balbriggan stockings) say that his wife would not wear the 
American stockings, that her taste was to have the import 
stockings, and he got some of his own stockings that he was mau- 
facturing and put the balbriggan brand on them and she wis 
reconciled. She did not know anything about it; it was a pious 
fraud practiced on her; and she wore the stockings of her own 
husband's manufacture all the time. It is so about all these (il- 
ferent things. There are peculiarities of taste in men and }e«!- 
iarities of taste in products that commend themselves to peo) 
= are seeking for this, that, and the other thing for consuup- 

on, 

I have not a single, solitary doubt but that in California thy 
have the finest grapes. Iknowit. I have been there and | ha\e 
seen them and eatenthem. They havethe finest fruits. It is 01e 
of the test States in the Union. -As I said, they have flowers 
there that can not be equaled elsewhere on the face of the glol« 
in any other place on the globe where I have ever been. But, \!'. 
President, they have not the Zante currant, and these figures 5!) 
it. Therefore we ought to put a revenue duty on them insteal 
pu on this high, exclusive duty of 125 percent. __ 

Mr. PERKINS. 1 am very desirous to have my friend from 
Texas vote for this measure, and while I may not convince li. 
a that he should do so because we Zante currants i 

alifornia, as I can demonstrate to him, I am sure I can have !))- 
_ if he is consistent, and he always is, upon the revenue (cs 


ne 


on. 
In 1890 Zante currants were upon the free list. The Govern- 
ment received nothing from their importation. In 1894, at a cent 








1897. 


and duty, we received $29,478.22. Under the pro- 
ms pat ole cents itis estimated that we will receive $39,304.28. 
Therefore we should ly the Senator's vote upon the ground of 

. if upon no other. 

"is en a mantter of fact, we do raise the Zante currant in Cali- 
fornia. We have in California more than 4,000 vineyards, owned 
by 4,000 different individuals, who employ from fifteen to twenty 
thousand men, women, and boys in cultivating those vineyards. 
They have demonstrated the fact that they can raise the Zante 
currant. We have had a substitute, the Thompson seedless grape, 
the Sultana, and perhaps 10 per cent of the Muscat of Alexandria 
are seedless and similar tothe Zante currant. There is the Zante 
currant fexhibiting], and I will defy my friend to distinguish it 
except that it is better. The Zante currant is raised in Sutter 
County, Cal.,in the central of our State. It is raised upon a 
vine the same asthe grapevine and not upon acurrant bush. The 
Zante currant grows upon a regular grapevine so far as the 
ordinary unscientific eye can determine. 

But I want to show, and I am going to be brief on this point, 
because I feel confident that my friend from Texas will vote with 
us, what was the finding of the court. I will first read froma 
brief submitted by a committee of the raisin growers of California 
on the raisin industry of California, and in which is embodied 
several quotations from the opinion of the court: 


The Zante currantis a grape. It grows upona grapevine, and not on a 
bush or shrub, as iscommonly supposed. It has all the characteristics of the 
grape, is treated similarly for commerce, and is essentially a grape as much 
as the Muscat, the Catawba, or any other variety, and is used as a raisin. 

This statement has recently —March 26, 1896—been judicially determined 
to be true by the cireuit court of the United States, ninth circuit, northern 
district of California, in a case ast from the decision of the Board of Gen- 
eral Appraisers on duty at New York. 

In Cireular No. 77. dated May 27, 1896, issued by the Treasury Department, 
this opinion is published, and all customs officers are instructed to be guided 
by it. . 

Witnesses for importers in this case undertook to contribute to the popu- 
lar misconception as to the Zante currant by testifying that it is not a grape. 
But evidence of the highest character from many experts who had seen this 
so-called currant wing on the island of Zante and on the mainland of 
Greece and in California and elsewhere showed it to be unmistakably a grape. 
The court, in its opinion showing the result of the evidence, said: 

“The term * Zante currant’ is a well-known commercial expression among 
importers, dealers, and growers of raisins, and relates to and comprehends a 
kind of raisin made from a small seedless grape grown not only in the island 
of Zante, but also, and to a much ter extent, on the mainland of Greece 
and other neighboring localities. ‘ Zante currants’ is simply its English name. 
It derives the name ‘currants’ from the fact that in times pastit was shipped 
from the of Corinth, Greece. In German it is called ‘Korinthen;’ in 
French, * de Corinthe;’ in Spanish, ‘pasas de Corinto.’ It is a raisin 
grape, as d from the shrub currant, with which its name may 
confound it, but from which it is entirely distinct, the former belonging to 
the grapevine family, or Vitis vinifera, of plants, the latter to the shrub or 
Ribes. A Zante currant on the vine is a small-sized grape. When picked and 
dried it is a ‘dried grape’ or kind of raisin whose popular and commercial 
d tion is * Zante currants.’ *’ 


The court then shows that this definition is in accord with that given to 
the word “currant” in the Century Dictionary, Webster's International 
Dictionary (1890), Encyclopedia Britannica (1877), and the Standard Diction- 


ary of the Language (1885). 
"dne veer Gustav Eisen, the author of a valuable book upon the 








ra traced hist: of this grape as far back as the year 1333. 

rw H vat the of Ficalture at the California State University, 
testified that a te currant is “a raisin made from a small grape which 
grows in the Ionian Islands, and also in the archipe there; also on the 
mainland of Asia They are dried and prepa in various ways and 
shi all over world.” ney other distinguished scientists and agron- 


° were called as witnesses, to the same effect. 

Among the exhibits used at the trial was a currant vine taken up by the 
American consul at Patras, Greece, which was fully identified as a grape 
belonging to the species Vitis vinifera, and wholly distinct from the English 
or kitehen-garden currant of the bes. Photographs of the vine 
g owing in Greece, on the mainland, and on the island of Zante, and also 
growing in were introduced. 


I call the attention of the Senator from Texas to the opinion of 
the court. The court said: 


Without further into the evidence, it is enough to say that, as a 
whole, the f four propositions of fact were, tomy mind, conclusively 
established: (1) the currants comprising the importation in question 
are Zante currants; (2) that Zante currants are a kind of raisin; (3) that Zante 
currants are dried; and (4) that Zante currants are not the product 
exclusively of the island of Zante, but they are produced also on the main- 


Greece, o 
quaiiie@ien iene oe 

That was the decision of the court after hearing the evidence of 
Professor Hilgard, who has the chair of culture in our State 
University, and other eminent scientists. ere Was a grapevine 
sent by the American consul from some port in Greece. It was 
exhibited in the court, and it was there demonstrated to the satis- 
faction of the court that it was a facsimile of the same grapevine, 
the same character of raisins or grapes or Zante currants that we 
were producing there. 

But, be that as it may, Mr. President, the imported Zante comes 
into competition anyhow with the raisins of California. I believe 
that, in so far as it is possible to do so, we have our home market 
for our own home production. We have demonstrated the fact 
that we are capable of raising in California a sufficient quantity 
of raisins currants to supply this country, and we are doing 
it to-day at a less price than they were ever furnished before. 
SE I was engaged in merchandising, I sold the 

raisins at from 20 to 25 centsa pound. To-day 
are selling in the markets of the principal cities of this coun- 


and in much larger 
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The price has been brought 


age to go out West from Texas, Missouri, and other States and 
ntains, 
irrigate the valleys, and plant their grapevines and produce these 
raisins and currants. 

There is no industry of this country that is deserving of a fos- 
tering care and a helping hand more than the raisin industries of 
the country. I went the other day to one of our stores, and I 
there bought two packages of Zante currants, imported, at 10 


cents a package, and the package weighs 1 ounce less than a 
pound will. Will the half-cent increase in duty here increase 


the cost to the consumer? My friend from Texas knows that it 
will not. It simply will increase the revenue derived by the Goy 
ernment from this source. 

I have here the consular reports. I will read one line to show 
that our friends in Greece are trying to do something to build up 


this industry there, to foster it with their own people, and then 


dump their product upon our own country. Mr. George Horton, 

who is our consul at Athens, writes: 
There is much popular agitation in Greece at present, resulting from the 
low price of currants, the principal cropof this country. A general idea has 
able to raise the price of 


es among the people that the Government is 
the crop at will, and there is a popular demand that Parliament pass some 
measure to that end. 


Large mass meetings are being held in varivus parts 


of Greece, and considerable excitement prevails. 


Thatis because the people of California, by their energy and their 
push and their enterprise, have produced raisins and currants that 
are taking the market of Greece away from those people and giv- 
ing it to our people. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from California a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam very much interested in what the Senator 
has said about the wonderful growth of the industry of raising 
currants and the manufacture of raisins in California. How long 
has the industry been in progress in that State? 

Mr. PERKINS. In 1880 we first commenced planting grape- 
vines successfully—that is, the muscat of Alexandria, and produc- 
ing the Malaga raisin. 

Mr. GRAY. And the currants? 

Mr. PERKINS. The currants later. 

Mr. GRAY. lLunderstand that the currant production has been 
a very prolific one, and certainly, from the specimen we have seen, 
a very beautiful one, and that you are succeeding now in taking 
away the market in Greece. 

Mr. PERKINS. We hope to do so, with your kind assistance. 

Mr. GRAY. Then why do you want an additional protective 
tariff? 

Mr. PERKINS. Because the wages we pay in California to our 
own people range from $1 to $1.50aday. Those people have fam- 
ilies, and they are teaching their boys and girls the first lessons in 
American citizenship; they are supporting our public schools, our 
churches, paying taxes in our own country, and we want to con- 
tinue to pay the same high wages that we are now paying them, 

Mr. GRAY. I understand that there was no tax at all on the 
Zante currants up to 1894. Is that true? 

Mr. PERKINS. That is not correct. 

Mr. GRAY. They were on the free list in 1890. 

Mr. PERKINS. From 1879 until 1891 there was a duty of a 
cent a pound. In 1891 they were upon the free list. 

Mr. GRAY. Notwithstanding all that, the industry has flour- 
ished in a most interesting and gratifying way. 

Mr. PERKINS. It has languished. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not see why they should make this demand 
upon the consumers and upon the home market to pay this addi- 
tional tribute. 

Mr. PERKINS. For the same reason, I will say to my friend 
from Delaware, that has prevailed in Greece. The consul says, 
and I think it answers the Senator: 

The currants are low in price 

That is, in Greece— 
mainly because there has been overproduction. If all the farmers 
United States for some one year should plant all thetr land to 

rice of that crop would fall. This is practically what has 

treece. 

And they have had to find a market, and they ship them to this 
country in foreign ships to compete with our people 

Mr. LINDSAY. I understood the Senator to say a while ago 
that it was the progress of the currant industry in California that 
had broken down the price of currants in Greece. 

Mr. PERKINS. No; my friend misunderstands me. It is the 
competition of the low prices that have prevailed in Greece by 
overproduction, and because they have not been honest in ship 
ping their products into this country. I will take the testimony 
of our consul. [ will read one more paragraph. Our consul, Mr, 
Horton, says: 


in the 
crop the 
happened in 


one 


In the haste to get large quantities of the profitable article on the market 
arose another condition that ultimately injured the price of the crop. In- 
ferior currants were packed and sold as first-class, and in many cases sand 


even was sprinkled in the boxes to add to the weight 
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That class of fruit has been brought in here to compete with us. 
I expect my friend from Kentucky to join with my friend from 
Texas, as I know my colleague will, and vote for this measure for 
revenue, if for no other reason. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I simply wish to correct some 
statements made here which | know were made inadvertently. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. MILs] spoke of an authority iia 
which he derived his information that the so-called Zante currant 
is grown only upon the island of Zante. A very little familiar 
history will show how much in error was the party who gave that 
information. We placed in our last tariff acta provision for Zante 
currants, fixing the rate at a cent and a half apound. It was 
claimed that the expression used referred only to currants coming 
from the island of Zante. Although we had used it, no doubt, in 
the act as we would use the words ‘Lima beans,” ‘‘Malaga 

apes,” or any expression of that sort. still it was otherwise held 
in a case that was not very carefully considered in the custom- 
house in New York. Afterwards, when an invoice came to San 
Francisco from Patras, the matter was decided in the suit referred 
to by my colleague, which is entitled ‘In re Wise, collector, 73 
Federal Reporter, page 183." The judge, in delivering the opinion, 
among other things, said: 

Asa matter of fact, the evidence tended to show that much larger quan- 
tities of Zante currants, so called, are grown and exported from the provinces 
ot Greece than from the island of Zante, and that those grown on the main- 
land are still known commercially in this country as “ Zante currants.” In 
other words, “ Zante currants" is the commercial name for this variety of 
grape, when dried into raisins. It would beunreasonable to suppose that Con- 
gree, in imposing duties on Zante currantsin the general language employed, 

ntended to tax those coming from the island of Zante alone and not those 
which come in much larger quantities from other localities. 

That, of course, disposes of thecontention absolutely that they are 
solely a product of theisland of Zante. Again, every scientific work 
on the subject defines Zante currant as atrueraisin. If Senators 
who have any doubt on the subject will take the trouble to look 
at the bush which was sent me by Mr. Onstott, of Yuba County, 
Cal., whose product I have here, they will be unable to distinguish 
it from any other cone they have ever seen. The leaves are 
precisely alike, and the bunches of fruit, which of course are now 
very small and green, are formed very much as the Zinfandel 


rhe grows. 
e English currant, which we see growing in our yards, is an 
entirely different product,so much so that wine is made out of the 
grape produced on the currant bush; but now we in California 
ave produced not only a large raisin, which is generally known 
as the Malaga raisin of commerce, but a large number of smaller 
raisins without seeds. Among those are the Zante currant, so 
called, and other varieties, I believe, of the seedless grape. The 
Zante grape—for it is truly a grape—is a competitor with all of 
the other classes of raisins, and if we are to utilize this tariff bill 
for any purpose whatever with reference to raisins, there should 
be no exclusion of the Zante currant, which is itself a true raisin 
and comes from a true grape. 

So, in looking over the matter, when the case to which I have 
referred was in the course of preparation, the counsel upon neither 
side could find a single authority anywhere to the contrary, and to 
settle the dispute we took the trouble to send to Greece to get an 
actual Zante currant bush and produced it in court as an exhibit. 
It was precisely the same bush that I have here now in the cloak- 
room. So there was nothing in that point. While the suit was 
pending, the Zante currants, under the decision of the board of 
appraisers, were admitted free, and we lost a very large amount 
of revenue. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator « question? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave been unable to follow the Senator’s state- 
ment fully, and I should like to ask him whether he is in favor of 
the duty on Zante currants or not? 

Mr. WHITE. I have always been in favor of a duty on Zante 
currants, and a duty on a good many other articles, I will say to 
the Senator from Massachusetts, produced even under the shadow 
of his influence. Iam not opposed to duties, and I have never 


said so, 
Mr. HOAR. I did not put the question to the Senator from 
California with the view which he seems to suppose. I put the 
uestion very much as General Taylor employed bloodhounds in 
the Seminole war, not to worry the Indians, but to find out where 


they were. ae ter.] 


Mr. WHITE. I do not exactly know to whom the Senator re- 
fers by the Indian in this case; but his wisdom is frequently so oc- 
cult that I am not able to reach conclusions regarding it. 

All [desire to say, in conclusion, Mr, President, is that the Zante 


currant of commerce and the raisin should be treated alike. and ; 


if we are to have a bill imposing duties at all, the whole class of 
raisins should be retained. 
Mr. GEAR. IL used to be a merchant many years ago, and I 
have sold a great many of the goods called Zante currants. It is 
urely a commercial a as everybody who has investigated 
the matter knows, They are a very low, inferior order of grape 
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that have been grown in Corinth and in the island of Zante. \)..) 
gives the name of ‘‘ Zante currant” to them. They are im» : 
in large quantities. They are a very inferior article of eo.) ’ 
sold at a very low price. I recollect prior to the McKin}.. 
they were but a cent or a cent and a quarter a pound. \ 
them on the free list because we found that they were used },,, 

by the plain — of this country (as Mr. Lincoln used i, 
them) in making pies and puddings. 

Mr. GRAY. -And very good they are, too. 

Mr.GEAR. They do not compete with the Zante grapes of (°..)). 
fornia, which my friend refersto. There is 4 cents a pound (ji. 
ence. When our Democratic friends were framing the \v 
tariff bill they found that they wanted revenue. It was cliiy),. 
that Zante currants were high priced, and they put a duty 
them of a cent and a half a pound, which was about 150 per 
for they were only worth a cent to a cent and a quarter a poi), 

Greece is a pretty poor country, as we all know, and they kk... 
no minister here; they only have a consul-general of the (jp... 
Government, who lives in New York. I can not recall his nayyo 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Botassi. 

Mr. GEAR. Yes; Mr. Botassi. He came to me for a letto: 
introduction, and at his request I introduced him to th» oo 
ferees on the part of the House of Representatives when tl) },\)| 
was pending between the two Houses in conference, Judge \{.\pt- 
gomery and Judge Turner, who were conferees on the part of t\\o 
House, and also gave him a letter to my friend Hon. William |. 
Wilson. Mr. Botassi went down to the Arlington Hotel to «.,) 
sult with Mr. Wilson, who gave him an audience and treated |\j)n 
very courteously. 

Mr. Botassi told Mr. Wilson that Greece was a very poor coun- 
try and that their product did not really come into competition 
with the California grapes; that they were sold at 1 cent a pound 
and used by a different class et tm that they were quoted at 
that price in New York. Mr. Wilson said to Mr. Botassi: © You 
will get no protection in this billfor your people. Our Democratic 
friends are demanding an increase on all these things. The Sen- 
ator from California is preeminent, and these duties will stand.” 
When I saw him after the interview with Mr. Wilson, I s:id to 
him, ‘* Mr. Botassi, how did youcomeout?” He said: ‘I did not 
come out atall. I went down to the Arlington and I had a very 
delightful interview with Mr. Wilson. He knows more about my 
country than I do, though I was born in Greece. He knows ail 
about her ancient history, her wars, her statuary, her art. and 
everything else, ‘‘but he not know a tam ting” about currants, 
And that was substantially true. [Laughter.] 

The whole theory of the duty of 14 cents a pound on Zante cur- 
rants in the Wilson law was based on the assumption that there 
was competition between the Grecian and the California currant, 
when any man who is a merchant can understand the difference 
between these two articles; and yet our committee has seen fit to 
increase the duty to 2 cents a pound, which I shall vote for, be- 
cause I believe in ting the grapes of California: but I shall 
vote for it upon a different principle from what the Senator from 
California does. : 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator from eres GEAR] has demon- 
strated that what I stated was correct. He says that these grays 
from Zante or from Greece do not come in competition with the 
American currants, that our currants are worth 4 cents a pound 
and the perce Zante currants are worth from 1 cent to 1} cents 
a pound. t is what I stated, that this duty can not be for 

, and that it is too high for revenue, 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state to the Senator that I purchased at 
a leading grocery in this two kages of Zante currants, 
sup to be a pound avoirdu , but they weighed but 15 
ounces, and I was charged 10 cents a pound for them. We s*1l 
our best California currants for less than that. 

Mr. MILLS. Still they are quoted at1.6 cents a pound officially. 
I am going by the official tables, and not by the prices charged by 
retailers every day all over the country. 

Mr. PERKIN . What I intended to say was that the consumer 
did not the benefit of it. 

Mr. MILLS. lam talking now about the Zantecurrantscoming 
in competition with the currants. I say the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. Gear] hasdemonstrated that they do not; an/ if 
they do not, what is a excessive duty going todo? You can 
not bring them into this country and naturalize them, to use th 
expression of the Bem wae sagen it is impossible to do that; an: 
my friend from California on this side of the Chamber ([\!’. 

HITE] says that in the judicial investigation to which he !\\5 
ref he brought a plant from Greece into court and demo: 
strated that it was the same plant they have in California; but lc 
did not pretend to say that he could bring the atmosphere and s'! 
of Greece with it. a 

se father was a Virginian, born over in eastern Virginia, and 
lived and died in the belief that there was no real, pure chewin- 
tobacco except ‘the Jeems River,” as he called it; and he chewe! 
“ Jeems River” as long as he lived. When I was a boy, he sent to 


¢ 
Mh 








seed of the ait oe tobacco to make 
; i d I used to make cigars for sale when I was a chap. 
ae ee yout he would have to send to Cuba and renew the 

” Why? The seed sent here was from the same plant pre- 
cisely that they have in Cuba, and it was grown in the United 
States, but they could not bring the Cuban soil and the Cuban 
climate, and the tobacco degenerated and became American to- 
pacco by a process of differentiation, or evolution. as I suppose 
the scientists would call it. In Cuba the soil and climate entered 
into the tobacco. I remember when it was growing the first year 


Cuba and got the 
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on our land in Kentucky, if you occupied a position a quarter of | 


a mile from the field and the wind was blowing in your direction 
across the field, you could smell the delightful aroma from it, but 
the third or fourth year it was gone. ; 

Mr. President, we may make high tariffs and put on all sorts 
of duties, but we can not change the law of nature. These things 
are peculiar gifts to man, and the influences of soil and climate, 
all those things that God in His wisdom has made, we can not 
change. Our wants go out to them all over the whole face of the 
earth, and we send the products of our labor in exchange for them. 

I want to again call the attention of our friends to the fact that 


when you are putting these prohibitive duties on things coming 
to the United tates you are putting prohibitive duties against the 


things that we produce by our labor going away from the United | 
States; you are depressing the prices of things that we have to | 


sell and upon which we have to get a living, and you are raising 
the prices of the things that we have to buy and upon which we 
have to live. é 

I return to the proposition with which I set out. Iam willing 
to vote for a revenue duty, and a good substantial revenue duty, 
on this article, but I can not see why our friends, who can not 
produce this article by any amount of fostering in this country, 
will insist upon high duties simply to exclude the article from 
coming to this country and exclude our cotton going from the 
South to for it. 

Mr. Wil . Mr. President, if I understand the argument of 
my friend the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs], it is that because 


there is a greatly inferior fruit raised in Greece that we can not | 


hope to emulate Greece in the raising of that fruit, even if we 
were to bring the vine and plant it in our own State. Of course 
we would not attempt any emulation of that kind; but I believe 
that even an inferior fruit, when it competes with a superior 
fruit, is more liable to depreciate the general market, so far as 
that proposition goes, if it is material at all, than a fruit that is of 

quality. 1 believe that that is the experience of everyone. 
OF course I have my own theory about the ultimate effect of all 
this. 

I believe that ultimately there will be such a large quantity of 
this fruit produced that it will be a very difficult problem for 
those engaged in making this particular product to know what 
they are g to do with it; but Iam taking the theory of this 
bill and following it through, and I am very certain, taking the 
whole uction as expressed in the words “ raisins” and ‘‘ Zante 
currants” together, that we are imposing a duty which will yield 
a large amount of revenue, but which will not go over the average 
of this bill. 

I differ entirely with my friend the Senator from Texas that 
this article will be excluded. I think he will ascertain by the end 
of the fiscal year that we will have some revenue out of it, and 
while it has said here that this bill will yield $50,000,000 of 
surplus, I must say for myself that I think the surplus will be 
exceedingly small, unless we recover some of that prosperity for 
which we have been looking for many days, and for which we 
have “Shue prayed. 

Mr. y nte currants by the law of 1890 were free, and 
we im $1,185,532 worth of them when they were on the free 
list. law of 1894 = a duty of acent and a half a pound 


them, equivalent to about 93 per cent, and the importation 
fell down to ser. Pe Ee 


. If the Senator will excuse me, that is a mistake. 
minutes , perhaps while the Senator was not in 
, that the Board of Appraisers of New York 
= ——. to currants produced in the island 


of Zante, and admit the others free. 
Mr. MILLS. Then these figures are not correct. 
Mr. WHITE. Only as to the island of Zante, and not to the 
of currants. 
Mr. Of course I can only go by the figures which have 


j 


us. 
Mr. WHITE. What I have stated is the fact. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the three amend- 
ments — by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] to 


Salinmet the ill we amed. Th d f 

was resumed. e next amendment o 
Committee on Finance was, in ph 264, on page 78, 
1, after the word Serupes,” to sities ont and peaches, 1 cent 
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per pound” and insert ‘‘in barrels or other packages, 20 cents per 
cubic foot;” so as to make the paragraph read: _ 

264. Grapes in barrels or other packag 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 
after the word ‘* pomelos,” to stmke out “ 
and insert ‘‘1 cent;” so as to read: 

265. Oranges, lemons, limes, grape fruit, shaddocks or pomelos, 1 cent 
pound, 


3, W cents per cubic foot 
265, on page 78, line 4, 
irths of 1 cent” 


iree-Lol 


ul 


ner 
yes 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 78, line 5, after the word 


**pound,” to strike out the remainder of the paragraph, a 
And in addition thereto, 30 per cent ad valorem upo 


Z 
a 


i the 


rre 
other articles containing any of the foregoing: Provided, That t! n W 

so called, comprising the sides, tops, and bottoms of orange and lemon box 
of the growth and manufacture of the United States, exported as nd 
lemon box shooks, may be reimported in completed form, filled with oranges 
and lemons, by the payment of duty at one-half the rate imposed on similar 


boxes of entirely foreign growth and manufacture 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out paragraph 265 
as amended and insert the paragraph which I send to the desk, 
which is the paragraph in the present law relating to those i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 265 as 
amended and in lieu thereof to insert: 

265. Oranges, lemons, and limes, in packages, at the rate of 8 cents per cubic 
foot of capacity; in bulk, $1.50 per 1,000: and in addition t to a y of 3 
per cent ad valorem upon the boxes or barrels containing such ora lem- 
ons, or limes: Provided, That the thin wood, so called, comprisir des, 
tops, and bottoms of orange and lemon boxesof the growth and manufacture 
of the United States, exported as orange and lemon box shooks, may be re- 
imported in completed form, filled with oranges and lemons, by yinent 
of duty at one-half the rate imposed on f entirely foreign 
growth and manufacture. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 


irticles 


slinMar 


Of course I know it is utterly useless 


to undertake to get any change in any of these rates, and I shall 
not enter into any elaborate discussion of this proposition, but I 
| have the reasons so clearly shown why my amendment should be 
adopted and why the high rate in the bill should not be adopted 
in a letter sent to me from New York that I shall read the letter, 
which comes from an importer. He says: 
New York, Marci 1397. 
RESPECTED Str: We desire to call your marked attention to paragraph 
No. 265 in the new tariff, fixing the proposed duty on imported green fruit— 
i. e., oranges and lemons—at the rate of three-fourths of a cent pound, 


which, we feel confident, is an error due toa misunderstanding of the cir- 
cumstances surrounding its importation, and one which will work radical in- 
jury to the poor of our city and to those who are engaged in bringing this 
most healthful form of food into the country. 

The present duty is specific at § cents per cubic foot of capacity of the box, 
and 3) per cent ad valorem on the boxes, making a total duty of about 23 
cents per box, while the proposed change raises the duty, each box weighing 
from 40 to 100 pounds, to #) or 80 cents, or equivaient to an increase 
from 200 per cent to 300 per cent. 

While the consumption of Sicily lemons alone for the year ending Novem- 
ber 1 last amounted to 2,9%2,200 boxes, the total amount produced in this coun- 
try, from California only, was about 300,000 boxes, Florida being absolutely 
out of the question, owing tothe unfortunate ruin of her groves by frost, and 
will continue to be for several years to come. 

As lemon trees take ten years’ growth to come into full bearing, and there 
is no way to supply the large diminution in imports which will unquestion- 
ably occur if this apparently unjust and unnecessary discrimination is made 
against foreign lemons, it can but work injury to the poor of our cities in 
favor of an undeveloped industry of the State of California, which is entirely 
inadequate to the task of supplying the country at large, even were it given 
a full opportunity to do so. 

And this same argument holds good in regard to the cheap Sicily oranges, 
which, selling to people of scanty means at a cost of | penny each, do not seem 
to call for protection to such an exorbitant degree in favor of the California 
orange, “* he rich man’s fruit,’ as its sobriquet is, since a cost of, say, 5 cents 
is far beyond their slender means. 

We do not hesitate to express our views thus frankly, as we are not only 
foreign-fruit experts, but also steamship agents for a line which is bringing 
into the country (at this moment) fully one-half of all the fruit that is im- 
ported from Italy, and we know that our views are those of a majority of the 
people engaged in the fruit business at this the largest fruit center in this 
country. 

In our capacity of steamship agents we also beg leave to tell you that it is 
a practical impossibility for the correct duty due on fruits imported to be 
ascertained without causing an unnecessary and cruel loss tothe fruit owners 
and steamship lines. 

Green fruit is imported by steamships which carry little or nothing else, 
in cargoes of an average of 20,000 boxes, which consist of from 900 to 500 dif- 
ferent brands and shipments. 


of, say, 


To ascertain the weight of the fruit in these boxes it will be necessary to 
weigh several boxes of each lot by removing their contents, to the destruc- 
tion of beautifully packed and ornamented inside coverings materially affect- 
ing the market value of boxes so destroyed, nor can the large proportion of 


rotten fruit which oftentimes is found in part of the boxes, be ascertained 


by the examination of a few of them, and we sulmit that rotten fruit is no 
more a proper article for taxation than any other absolutely valueless article. 

The above-mentioned method of weighing boxes will further entail! an un- 
just and unwarrantable delay in the management and delivery of our car- 


goes, which are discharged on docks whose rental amounts to $70 per day, 
and those cargoes, consisting of perishable merchandise, deteriorate nm 


ore 

every day they are detained. 
The importation of bananas last year amounted to 12,000,000 bunches, free 
of duty, and they could easily bear a part of the burden which has been 
laced upon lemons and oranges, without affecting the retail 1 the 


t degree, and at the small duty of only 10 cents per bunch woul i yield 
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the Government an increase in revenue of $1,200,000, and afford a much-needed | the right to reject it and to surrender it to the Governm: 


yrotection to our constantly increasing crop of apples, which now suffers 
rom their competition. 

In view of the above circumstances, we pray you that you will use your great 

influence to prevent the injury to and (at least) the partial destruction of a 


business upon which at least 100,000 of our citizens depend for their means of 
subsistence. 


Mr. Henry W. Mitchell goes to Washington this afternoon in connection 
with the subject-matter of this letter, and will stop at the Metropolitan 
Hotel. Should you desire any further information on the subject, it will 
afford him great pleasure to piace himself at your disposal. 

Yours, very truly, 
VILLARI, MITCHELL & CO. 

Hon. JAmes K. Jones, 

915 M Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

This letter shows distinctly and clearly that the present pro- 
posed tax on this article will prove a very great detriment to this 
rade. These oranges and lemons can not be examined by the 
appraisers under the provisicns of this bill without very materially 
injuring them. 

There is practically no competition now between Sicily oranges 
and California oranges. Take one of each and show them to any- 

body, and there will be no hesitancy about the value. One will 
sell for 5 cents, and you may buy the others for a cent apiece in 
this town. Recently when I wanted to buy oranges, when I was 
present with a member of my family, 50 cents a dozen was the 
price asked for California oranges, and a cent apiece was the 
price of the other oranges. Nobody would hesitate a moment to 
say that those selling for 50 cents a dozen were infinitely cheaper 
than those at 12 cents «dozen, There is practically no compari- 
son between thetwo. If this class of fruit is allowed to come in, 
it will reach a class of people who would probably buy the lower 
sriced oranges and use that kind of fruit, and there ought not to 
e an increased rate to prevent the importation of the cheaper and 
lower grade simply because there is a similar kind of fruit pro- 
duced in this country. 

Mr. PERKINS. Only a word, Mr. President, in answer to my 
friend from Arkansas. The letter which the Senator has read is 
a special plea from the agent of a foreign ship, manned by for- 
eigners, built in a foreign country, and representing the product 


of foreign toil. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does it tell the truth? 

Mr, PERKINS. I have no doubt of the truth of what I have 
stated, for I have a duplicate of the letter which the Senator read, 
or one similar to that, which was written tome. No doubt the 
writer of the letter has told the truth, as he understands it, from 
his standpoint. He is advocating the interests of those he repre- 
sents. Heistheagent of a foreign ship, built in a foreign country, 
manned by foreigners, and he represents the product of a foreign 
soil. The owners of that ship do not pay one dollar tax to this 
country. 

I stand here, Mr. President, representing in a small degree the 
horticulturists of this country, especially those in my own State, 
and we have demonstrated that we can raise citrus fruits, lemons 
and oranges, equal to any other country on God's footstool. All 
we ask—we do not want any protection—is the difference between 
the price we pay for labor in this country and that paid in for- 
eign countries. 

want to say as to the ad valorem duty fixed in this bill, that I 
have made a careful calculation of it, and it is a much less fi 
than that levied by Russia, by Germany, by Denmark, and by 
Austria-Hungary, and the result is neither one of those countries 
raises citrus fruits, either lemons, oranges, or any other belong- 
ing to that particular citrus ee 

e duty proposed isa reasonable duty; it is a fair duty; and 
when the Senator says that this fruit can not be weighed, and ob- 
jects that the duty is not specific, I ask what can be more specific 
than the imposition of duty by weight? Every barrel of sugar 
that comes into this country from Germany or from any other 
country, every cask of brandy, has the gross weight, the tare, and 
the net weight marked upon it. Fag 

So far as damaged fruits are concerned, \the fact of the damage 
can be verified by the weighers. In answer to that, I may say that 

I have a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury stating that 
there is no trouble whatever in weighing fruit that comes into 
this country. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that this is aspecious argument, 
a special plea by the agent of a steamshipcompany. Every trans- 
| aw gp company of this country is coming down toa weight 

is, and their freight is classified upon a weight basis. I am in 
the steamship business myself, and I know how easy it is to jug- 

le with figures about measurements. You can measure an 0 
Nad a square, a triangle, or a torpedo-shaped box; and it takes 

uite a mathematician to make a calculation of the contents. 
The steamship men, from what I know of them, generally favor 
their side of the house, or the agents do certainly. Therefore, it 
is fair, right, and pooner to have this specific duty by weight. 

As to the special plea about the damage to the fruit, my friend 
knows well—because he is thoroughly conversant with the law— 
that if there is 10 per cent damage to any of the fruit, they have 
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therefore it pays nothing. If there were 100 boxes of |i), 


lemons, or oranges, and it was found that 10 of them hj 
spoiled on the voyage, the importers simply segregate t}), 
say to the inspector: ‘‘ We surrender that 10 per cent of ; 
voice,” and that is the end of it. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Ihave a letter here, Mr. President. 
genuine importer of fruit, who is not connected with any 
ship company, and which is a strong support of the posit 
by the Senator from Arkansas {Mr. Jones]. The letter 
from Charleston, S. C., and I ask that it may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as ro; 

The Secretary read as follows: 

CHARLESTON, 8. C., Jui. 

Dear Stir: Your favor of the 4th instant has our attention. R 
the sane, we beg to state we have no data to give on the subject ox 
we have written you of in our first letter. 

The entire matter, condensed in a nutshell, is that a duty of | 
pound will simply be prohibitory. 

The Sollowing points, we think,can be used by you to good eff 
average price the year round on oranges and lemons from foreign « 
will not exceed $1.55 per box. This you can have confirmed by re! 
sales made by Messrs. Brown & Seccomb, of New York City, the lar 
auction house in the United States, and headquarters for the sale of fo. 
oranges and lemons. 

The weight of a box of lemons or oranges is 80 pounds, and the du: 
cent per pound means 80 cents per box; to this add the cost of the |) 
wrapping, and freight, and you will see that it will not bring more : 
penses, leaving nothing for the growers. The consequence wil! b« | 
ports will cease, and the price will be such that only the wealthy 
them; whereas were they free, they would have no effect on the Fi.) 
the California crop, because they are such inferior goods to either o 
domestic crops. 

Again, 50 per cent of the foreign crop has been marketed before tho | 
crop begins, that is about November 1; and three-quarters of the crv) 
Florida has been marketed before the California begins, which i 
December 10. 

As we have said before, the re the foreign fruit isso much inferior 
to either the Florida or the California fruit that even when Flori<s | 
crop of 5,000,000 boxes they sold for 50 per cent more than any Medit«: 
fruit did, and do now, and will always continue to do so. 

We again beg leave to assert that it is only the poorer classes who tuy the 
imported fruit, as anyone who can afford it will readily pay double the pric 
for a Florida or California orange that he would for an imported on : 
we have said in our first letter, the duty can not help Florida or California, 
= —— deprive the poor of the fruit and simply prohibit the importation 
of fruit. . 

If the proposed duty is passed, the result will prove our prediction, and 
will be a great imposition on the middle classes. 

As regards the grape fruit or shaddock, they should remain as they are 
now—that is,free. There is noneraised here to k of; the industry is only 
in its infancy, and it will take years before any size of a crop is raised at «il. 
Florida and California together do not raise one-thousandth part of th» con- 
sumption. This fruit is mostiy used in acase of sickness, and they weigh from 
about four tofive ——- and sell for from five tosix dollars per hundred, 
and if this duty of 1 cent per pound is imposed upon them, you can sev just 
about what it means. 

Regarding difference between duty per nd and duty per thousand. it 
will require double length of time to weigh a cargo of oranges in }u k 
which way a good many are imported) than to countthem. Besides, orany 
are sold by the thousand and not by weient and we think complaints wou 
be caused on this score alone, not to sa) t extra costs would be put to the 
Government; and this, added to the fact that only the moderate classes woul 
aE aud tacit is Sasa ie wilt not cole eerie th 

no 'y deprive the poor man of bh 
canes and lemons, but will take away revenue from the Governm 
= ess freight for steamships and less buéiness for importers and 


ers. 
of this country should be taxed sim 


We can not see why the eutten pocato } 
ly to enable a few wers in Flo and California to sell their products 

be persuaded to believe that high 
‘te: 


n 
3 
1 

u 


‘or more market price. Nor can we 
protection will improve the quality of the nares orange and enable them 
to be put on competition wi ornia or oranges, which are ) 
much ng ete d quality. o 

If the this tariff, we hope they will find comfort in the mis- 


nate 
ery and oppression they will cause the poorer classes by it. Thanking you 
for wa attention and wishing you success, 


e ve ,» yours, 
coe ied HENRY BAYER & SON. 
Hon. Jonn L, McLAURIN, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, as anxious as I am to see thie end 
of the tariff discussion, and as unwilling as I am to protract 
even for a few moments by any contribution of mine, I cant 
allow this schedule to pass without adding my protest to that 0 
other Senators in regard to the iniquity of the proposed duty. It 
is a good illustration of the devastating effect that a surrender to 
the principle of commercial restriction works upon other's 

and clear minds, Once grant the power to any class t) \1~° 
the sovereign power of the country for their own benefit, an! « 
once all the evil characteristics that attach to power and to «°~ 
potism will characterize its exercise. 

Mr. President, this is a wanton and a cruel taf upon th: )" 
ee of this country. My amiable and good friend the S«1«' 

rom California, who I know has as much of the milk of hii 
kindness as anyone, is yet a good illustration of what I have ) \t 
spoken of—how fo: ul he may become of the wider inter:-'- 
humanity and of kindness and of benevolence, which gen:r. |y 
possess his breast, when he becomes the advocate here of an «| 


cially ry and gras interest. 
OAR. May Taal tie Senator from Delaware a ques' 


Mr. 


Mr. GRAY. Not now; as the Senator from Massachusetts ».\) 
not until I conclude what I am saying. 


n? 
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Mr. HOAR. I wish to know to which Senator from California 
the Senator from Delaware refers. 

Mr. GRAY. I am speaking to the Senator from California in 
front of me [Mr. PERKINS}. , 

In reply to the Senator from Arkansas, the Senator said, with a 
good eal of warmth of feeling I thought, that the Senator from 
‘Arkansas was making the plea of an importing agency and of 





transportation companies as against the interests of the fruit | 


growers of the section of country represented by the Senator from 
California. If we were merely to balance the selfish interests of 
those two classes, I do not know whether we might not say that 
both are deserving. I do not see why the one deserves encour- 
agement and commendation and the other malediction and re- 
sroach. Itis an honest business, as the Senator from California 
cnows to engage in the transportation of the bounties of nature 
across the sea, and to bring them from one country to another in 
order that they may be enjoyed as widely as possible. But he 
has spoken of the class of fruit growers for whom he takes the 
floor, and he has commented with a good deal of severity upon 
the other class. 

I wish to say that in the few words I shall utter I am speaking for 
a much larger and much more meritorious class, and that is the 
great body of the consumers of this country, those forgotten peo- 
le of whom the Senator from Texas _ MILLS] spoke so elo- 
quently the other day. I am speaking for every fever-wasted pa- 
tient in a hospital. I am speaking for the poor wan boy and girl 
who, in the paroxysm of fever, need a cooling fruit that can be 
bought for a penny apiece. I am speaking for those who are ex- 
cluded from the high-priced productions of the California groves 
and the Florida groves, and it is on that account that I thought it 


worth while to delay the Senate, for a few moments at least, while | 


the car of progress in this cruel and, as I have characterized it, 


wanton pr ition rolls along. 

Mr. President, this tax, unless the figures I have are entirely 
erroneous, will amount to an increase of 411 per cent over the 
Wilson Act. the present tariff law, and an increase of 280 per cent 
over the McKinley tariff act of 1890. Whatisthe justification for 
it? The letter to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLav- 
RIN], just read, states, and states truly, I have no doubt, that the 
oranges that come from Sicily, inferior in quality to California 
and llorida oranges, selling for a cent apiece where the others sell 
for 5 or 6 cents apiece, come at a time when the Florida orange 
and the California orange are not in the market. They supply a 
yacuum in the market and do not seriously interfere with the 
American production. But if they did, what of it? Why, then, 
should we put ourselves at the mercy of those who have been 
blessed with the bounty of nature and have been able to cultivate 
this fruit, no doubt to their own advantage, and pay the high 
wages that American workmen enjoy? Why should we, in their 
interest, put this additional tax to go not into the Treasury, but 
into the of the favored few who have so developed this 
industry as has been portrayed by the Senator from California? 

If those orange groves have flourished, if this industry has been 
fairly profitable in the past, why do they seek additional profit to 
be levied not out of the ordinary commercial competition of the 
world, but from legislation and out of the pockets of the people 
who can least afford to pay it? 

Mr. President, this is all l[intendtosay. ItisallIcansay. It 
pertains to all this schedule. It ——— to the Mossae’ as well 
as to the orange, for the pineapple, as we will see furt 
be made a very ive luxury, and it will take out of the reach 
of the poor e of this country a healthful, necessary fruit 
product, one that adds to the es and comfort of the peo- 
ple and does a little to relieve the hardship of those who have to 
toil for their daily bread and for the scant subsistence which in 
distressed times comes to them. I do not see why we should now 
ap such a wanton and cruel proposition. 

. PERKINS. Mr. President, I can not permit the remarks 
of my friend the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray}, the philan- 
thropic views which he has eas agrees in sympathy for 
the sick and fever patients, to go without extending to him my 
right hand of fellowship in sympathy. I think, perhaps, that is 
one reason why I feel it incumbent upon me to champion the 
citrus growers of California—the orange and lemon growers. 


the poor sick le were famishing from thirst. dying with fever 
heat because there was no lemon, no lime to appease their thirst. 
Our philanthropic friends who represented the foreign steamship 
millions, and advanced the price from $2 and $3 


until it reached 


a box. Some of our California orchardists had | 
a few thousand es a away in their storehouses, and they 
sent them into the market, and the fever patients were relieved by 


to their rescue. They did it then and they will 


do it now, and I am on his side, for the people, in order that they 
~<a —? 

trouble 
duty upon 


fruit and good fruit. : 
that European countries have placed such a high 
citrus fruits that only the very best fruit is taken into 





er on, is to | 


] | 
have in mind an occasion, some three or four years since, when | 
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| those countries, while the poor windfalls are sent into this coun- 
| try, carrying with them pestilence and disease frequently, for they 
are condemned by the quarantine officers and in many instances 
are thrown overboard. 
Now as to the duty. 


I have made a corresponding table. Iwill 
not weary the Senate by going through all of its details, but t iking 
| the average price, in 1895 it was 85 per cent ad valorem on 1 cent 
a pound. In 1896, taking the average of the twelve me nths, it 
| was 394 per cent advalorem. These figures are here in answer to 

a circular sent from. New York, and I am prepared to verify them 
This duty is a small one, I will say to my friend the Senator 
from South Carolina, who had a letter read here. This is 39 per 
cent, and the other day I had the pleasure of voting for over 100 
per centon rice. [thoughtitwas right. I want to protect South 

| 


Carolina and all the other States against the co 
sending rice into this country, but we want but 35 to 39 per cent. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I trust that the rumor which has 
lately gained currency with respect to an island where coolies 
produce rice, that it is to be incorporated as a part of the Américan 
Republic, may prove to be somewhat of a canard. 

I wish to say one word in reference to the circular read by the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. The assertion that fruit 
would be injured by weighing is to me a novelty. If it is true in 
the United States, it must be true in France and England, and 
all the countries of Europe where duties are imposed upon this 
article, for everywhere they weigh the article. 
answer to that statement. 

Another thing. The same authority states that it will be great 
difficulty in finding the rotten fruit. They pay a duty now upon 
measuring the boxes. How do they find the rotten fruit by meas- 
uring the boxes? Can they not tind it just as well if they weigh the 

boxes? 

The packages that come in now are much wider in the middle 
than at either end. The measurement is usually made by a tape- 
line. The length of the box is measured, and the end of the box 
is measured, and in that way they bulge it a good deal on the reve- 
nue officials. Pound duty has been found, in other countries, to 
work well, and we are simply behind the times in trying to levy 
the duties as we have been doing in the past. 
this being an extreme duty, it is not. 
not exceed 45 per cent ad valorem. 

I will say that in 1896 California packed 1,340,000 cases of fruit, 
and produced 84,000,000 pounds of raisins, 148,500,000 pounds of 
dried fruit, 51,000,000 pounds of prunes, and about 8,000 carloads of 
oranges. She also produced $350,000 worth of nuts. There are 
76,000 acres set out to oranges and 70,000 planted in prunes. Her 
lemon product in 1897 will aggregate about 1,000 carloads, at 280 
boxes to the car, or 280,000 boxes, upon which the freight, at $1.10 
ad box, equals $380,000. The orange product for 1897 is 7,100 car- 
oads, each car containing 336 boxes, or a total of 2,385,600 boxes, 
upon which the freight, at 90 cents per box, equals $2,147,040, or 
an aggregate freight for oranges and lemons alone of about $2.500,- 
000. Riverside alone pays nearly $700,000 in freight. It is within 
the figures to say that the freight rates annually paid by California 
upon green and dried fruits, including citrus fruits and prunes 
and raisins, approximate $6,000,000. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I still believe there 
will be some difficulty of administration, as suggested by the gen- 
| tleman’s letter which I read. The delay in taking the fruit from 

the ships into the hands of the dealers of course always results in 
| more or less injury to the fruit. The longer the delay is the 
| greater the injury to the fruit. Unpacking and reexamining 
| fruit in boxes must take a very great length of time, and it must 
be a very considerable annoyance. But I do not propose to dis- 
cuss that point any further. 
I understand perfectly well that this paragraph will remain in 
the bill, as the balance do. It will stay here exactly by the same 
| force and the same power which has kept so many unjust things 
in the bill heretofore. But there is one other point I wish to 
| call attention to before we leave this paragraph. I was struck 
| with the providence of the majority of the Finance Committee 
when our attention was called by the Senator from Iowa to para- 
graph 5354 in the free list about the importation of fish. I wish 
to call particular attention to this, and the reason for this being 
done, and then I want to read a letter from a prominent citizen 


ily labor that is 


That is a complete 


As far as concerns 
On the present price it will 





of the United States about the fruit business. The free para- 
| graph as to fish says: 
| _ Fish, fresh, frozen, or packed in ice (except salmon), caught in the Great 


Lakes or other fresh waters 


Now, this is the part to which I wish you to pay particular 
attention— 


by or for American fishermen or citizens of the United 


There seems to be a desire there on the part of the committ: 
take care of the people of the United States even when t 
foreigners to catch pauper fish in outside waters. They 
allowed to come into the United States free. 


stat 


to 
y hire 


are to be 
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I have a letter, a very short one, written by Mr. J. A. Robertson, 
a gentleman well known to many members of the Senate perhaps, 
a gentleman of high character and high standing, whose state- 
ments will be accepted as true by everybody who knows him. 
It is written from Monterey, Mexico. The letter is short and 
explains itself: 

First, presenting my apology for annoying you about a ) peng matter, 
bat feeling that you do not wish to see an injustice done, I beg to explain 
that Iam the owner of a large orange and fruit farm at Montemorelos, in this 
State. I have been engaged in this enterprise for about seven years, and my 
trees will come into bearing some this year and generally next year. Under 
the McKinley bill the duty on oranges was 25 cents per box of 2 cubic feet. 
Under the Wilson bill the duty was reduced to 20 cents per box—8 cents a cu- 
bic foot—and an ad valorem of 4 cents a box. The Dingley bill proposes a 
tariff of 2) cents a cubic foot, or 40 cents a box. Now, the California people 
are not yet satisfied and want their Senators to ask for a duty of 1 cent per 

yund, which would be about 75 cents per box, which does not seem very 

rge for a single box, though it is equivalent to $210 per car. 

Ap orange grove in full bearingin California will produce from 4 to5 boxes 
per tree, with 106 trees to an acre, being equivalent to from 400 to 425 boxes per 
acre, which makesa tariff in their favor of from $275 eee acre annually, 
which is certainly unnecessary and uncalled for to properly protect their in- 
terest, particularly when the Mexican orange crop matures from ten to four- 
teen weeks earlier than their cropand at a time when there is no fruit of that 
character on the market. 

Certainly it is not the policy of the American people to so favor any partic- 
ular industry as to inflict a privation upon its citizens, and especiaily in pro- 
tectin. the fruit growers of California against a fruit that does not really 
enter into competition with them, but meets a requirement of the people at 
a time when they can not supply it. 

The duty imposed in the McKinley bill was entirely fair and was satisfac- 
tory, and it was upon the strength of that duty that I began the extensive 
culture of oranges in this country which I have. 

I submit these facts to you with the hope that they will in some way at- 
tract your sympathy and that the attention of the proper committee may be 
called to the matter in time to give it careful consideration before the bill is 


} 5 

oO jous iance, mve t as we 
those of the alee Lamesa ha have Bet shee ale a 
Hess bere. 

As I say, this comes from J. A. Robertson, a gentleman known 
to many of us. He states the case very clearly and so plain! 
that it does seem to me the committee, which is so careful to loo 
after the interests even of the money of an American citizen when 
he hires a foreigner to catch foreign fish that it is provided that 
the fish shall be allowed to come in free, should present a pro- 
vision by which this American citizen, who has put his money 
into the culture of oranges in Mexico, when he believed he under- 
stood what the law would be, should be protected against this 
exorbitant increase in a tax that is levied against him so as to 
keep his oranges out of the country at a time when there are no 
American oranges, practically, in the market. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
substitute proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The substitute was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 78, after line 15, to strike 
out paragraph 266 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

206. Orange peel or lemon peel, rved, candied, or dried, and cocoanut 
meat or copra, desiccated, shredded, cut, or similar! pared, 2 cents per 
pound; citron or citron peel, preserved, candied, or dried. 4 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 22, after the word ‘‘two,” I move to 
insert ‘“‘ and one-half;” so as to read ‘‘ 24 cents.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrowsin the chair). 
question is on agreeing to the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I simply wish to call attention to the fact that this 
is an increase of one-half cent over the McKinley Act and from 
80 per cent under existing law. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 

267. Pineapples, in barrels and other packages, 6 cents per cubic foot; in 
balk, $6 per thousand. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I do not at present wish to move 
to amend the paragraph, although I may be compelled to do so 
later. The rate per cubic foot ought tovbe 15 cents instead of 6, to 
do justice to the agricultural interests of the Only State in the na- 
tion that produces pineapples, and instead of $6 per thousand it 
should be per pound just one-half the duty to be placed on Zante 
currants. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa in charge of the 
bill that the whole of this paragraph go over. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. Before it goes over, I wish to call attention to the 
fact that this is ahorribleexample of an increase over the McKinley 
Act. Wewere told that in no instance was it proposed in this bill to 
go over the McKinley rates. Pineapples under the McKinley Act 
were free, and 20 per cent was imposed under the Wilson Act, 
while in this paragraph the committee propose 6 cents a cubic foot 
and $6 per 1,000. 

Mr. du AY. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri to the fact that he, as one of the members of the Com- 
mittee on Finance when the tariff bill of 1894 was being consid- 
ered, thought r to take pineapples from the free list and 
ew gs upon dutiable list, in his charity to the State of 

ori 


The 


Mr. VEST. Nobody in the Senate knows better why that wa: 
done than the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. s That is also possible. 

Mr. VEST. He knows we were not free agents with respect ¢o 
that bill as to a great many duties. With one majority in +). 
Senate, we could not lose a fraction of a vote, and we were hi: 
up on a great ae a. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Without objection, the para. 
graph will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment .¢ 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 268, line 4, pave >). 
before the word ‘* cents,” to strike out * five” and insert “thre...” 
so as to read: 


l 


Nuts— 

268. Almonds, not shelled, 3 cents per pound; clear almonds, shelled, 7 ; 
per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to modify the amendment, in line 4.})y 
inserting “4 cents” instead of ‘‘3 cents;” and in line 5 by inser: 
ing ‘‘ 6 cents” instead of ‘7 cents;” so as to read: 

268. Almonds, not shelled, 4 cents per pound; clear almonds, shelled. 6 ¢«1,'s 
per pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Theimpression has gone out all ov 
the country that the Senate committee, in reporting the Ding): 
bill, so ed, from the committee, intended materially to reduc 
what seemed to be extravagantly high rates in that measure. 
confess I am astonished that whenever we reach in this }i!! a 
proposition to carry out one of the committee amendments t/)., 
committee a at once to recede and to accept and stan |,v 
the rates that came in the Dingley bill. It seems to me tia! 
would have been better, if the majority of the committee inten, 
to take the Dingley bill as it came from the House, to have repo t.! 
it to the Senate in that way and to have stood by it, so as to Jet 
the Senate and the country understand that they intended to tik. 
the high rates of the Dingley bill from the beginning. and n 
make any SS making reductions in these paragraphs, uj. 
which we have been led to believe there were going to be material 
reductions from the Di y bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Arkansas does not un ler- 
stand the amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I thought I did. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment proposed is 4 cents, where 
the rate in the House bill is 5 cents. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator Proposes to strike out 
** three,” as first reported, and to insert “* four. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; but the bill as it came from the House 
reads ‘‘5 cents.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I thought a the Senator did 
not want to do the whole thing in one amendment, but that be- 
pn edt we would leave the paragraph the Senator would make tic 
ot : 

Mr. IN. The Senator is right about the first proposi- 
tion. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to the amendment. 

as agreed to. . 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Fi was, on page 79, h 269, line 6, 
after the word “‘ shelled,” to strike out ‘‘ three ” and insert ** two 
and one-half;” and in line 8, before the word *‘ cents,” to strike out 
“six ” and insert “‘ five;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

269. walnuts of not cents per pound; 

ess ts of all kinds, shelled, 2} per po 

The amendment was 

The next amendment 
agraph 270, F Ss 
‘one-half of;” and in line 11, before the words “ pound,” to 
strike out *‘and one-half cents” and insert ‘‘cent;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

or ground beans; unshelled, one-half of 1 cent per pound; 


270. Peanuts 
shelled, 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. VEST. wish to call attention to the fact that of 

in 1896, $2,359,000 worth, and of 
peanuts shelled we $4.24 I suppose that this 
increase of duty is for the purpose of the peanut grow- 
ers from the $4.24 worth imported from 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 271, page 79, line 13, after the word “one,” to strike out 
aa so as to make the para- 
graph read: 


27. Nuts of all for in 
“ballalinen unshelled, not specially provided 
to. 


to. 
the Committee on Finance was, in par- 
79, line 10, before the words ‘‘one cent,” to insert 


The amendment was 
The Secretary read as follows: 


uth: epee led ieee, 6 calla er tenis: 








1897. 
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Mr. VEST. I move tostrike out “5 cents per pound” and insert 
«90 per cent ad valorem. P 

Here is @ conspicuous example of protection to the American 
farmer which must not pass unnoticed. We exported in 1896 to | 


foreign countries from the United States $33,442,847 worth of | 
bacon and $12,669,763 worth of hams. We imported of bacon and | 


hams $44,906 worth, that amount coming in the shapeof the West- 
phalia hams, which are very much prized by epicures and are sold 
in the first-class hotels and restaurants of New York. Here is an 
object lesson which, as a matter of course, will go for nothing: 
¢33 449,847 worth of bacon, $12,669,763 worth of hams, making 
$46,000,000 of bacon and hams, are sent from this country abroad, 
and we increase the duty in order to protect the American pro- 
ducer of bacon and hams from $44,906 worth, which come in as 
fancy hams from the Continent of Europe; yet I have no doubt 
my Republican friends will go to the farmers and say, “ We, we 
saved you from an influx of bacon and hams. We saved your | 
bacon against the pauper hogs of Europe;” and the Republican 
party stands and affectionately caresses the bacon and ham makers | 
of the United States. ; 

1 ask for a vote on the amendment which I have submitted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 272, page 79, line 16, strike out 
“5 cents per pound” and insert ‘20 per cent ad valorem;” so as 
to read: 

Bacon and hams, 20 per cent ad valorem. | 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was. in para- 
graph 273, page 79, line 17, before the word “ mutton,” to strike 
out “* Beef” and insert ‘‘ Fresh beef, veal;” so as to make the para- | 
graph read: 

273. Fresh beef, veal, mutton, and pork, 2 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out ‘2 cents per 
pound” and insert ‘‘20 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. VEST. NowIwantto complete the object lesson. 
we Ee this country of se to pork $43,739 worth and | 
imported $1,569 worth. We exported of pickled pork $3,172,461 | 
worth and imported $118,000 worth. We exported of fresh beef | 
$18,974,107 seal Ganpewved $24.569 worth. We exported in 1896 of 
canned beef $59,371 worth, and we imported of all these, beef, veal, 
etc., $9,685 worth. Notwithstanding the enormous exports and 
the inconsiderable imports, we are now protecting the American 
beef and industry in the way indicated in this bill. 

The P. ING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to | 
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

274. Meats of all ee oe mg or preserved, not specially provided for in | 
this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out “ twenty-five” | 
and insert “ten;” so as to make the duty 10 per cent ad valorem, 


In 1896 


which is the present rate. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to in- 
sert the following as a new paragraph: 

2744. Dead game, and game meats, 2 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


275. Extract of meat, not apecialy provided for in this act, 35 cents per 
pound; fiuid extract of meat, 15 cents per pound. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to have that paragraph 


over. 
Mr. ALLISON. I propose to amend it so as to perfect it. How- 
ever, I understand the Senator from Arkansas desires to have the 


Pee ala ore and I shall not object. 
The ING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa proposes 


an amendment to the paragraph, which will be stated. 
The Secretary. Add at the end of paragraph 275, page 79, 
line 25, the following: 


But the dutiable weight of the extract of meat and of the fiuid extract of 
meat shall ‘not include the weight of the package in which the same is 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is a very great improvement, 
but I like to have the paragraph go over for the present. 
Mr. AL IN. Is there any objection to this amendment? 
Mr, JONES of Arkansas. There is no objection to the amend- 
ment. I think it is right. 
Mr. ee. Then let the amendment be agreed to, and the 
over. 
ING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
a will be considered as agreed to, and the paragraph 
over. 
The as read the next 
276. Lard, 2 cents per pound. 
Mr. VEST. I move to reduce the rate from 2 cents to 1 cent a 
pound. I ask the Secretary to read an official report by Worth- 


F 


paragraph, as follows: 
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| reply to one question. 


| ment to the raisers of hogs in the West 


| that it is done for the purpose of protecting the 


L769 


Read the head- 








ington C. Ford, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, 
ing and down to the subhead ‘* Tallow.” 
The Secretary read as follow s: 
EXPORTS 


OF LARD, ETC., FOR FEBRUARY. 

Worthington C. Ford, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, submits the fole 
lowing statement of the exports of lard. t oO und oleomargarine 
from the United States during the month of F« tary, 1897 

AR 
I Va 
EE oo nnn cca mance 41,941, 199 2 ) 
February, 1596 . pee . =>, OS ; Dy (OW 
Eight months ending February, 189) oat S28. 007 ; 16. 808 
Light months ending February, 1806 335, 153, 154 23,171, 7 


tuo have L 
Why sho ild 
is article when we export that enor- 


Mr. VEST. In view of those figures, I should like 
lexp ct no satisfactory reply 
we double the duty upon tl 


mous amount after supplying the home market? Is it to be pre- 
tended that this is any protection to the American producer? Is 
it to be pretended that any protection is 1 ssary under the cir- 
cumstances? It shows what a miserable farce this has degener- 
ated into. I suppose the purpose is to furnish a campaign argu- 


and South. 


Our friends upon the other side vastly depreciate the intelligence 


of our people if they think that this will be looked upon in any 
other hght than the master of the grange from Pennsylvania 
viewed it in his testimony, which I read the other day, before the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House, when he said it was an 


insult to the inte!ligence of the farmers of this country to attempt 
to make them believe that when they made enormous exports of 


an article an increase of the tariff duty was in their iaterest. 
Here is an unparalleled exportation of this article, and when we 
are the great exporting country of the world, here the duty is 
increased 100 per cent, and the farmers are expected to believe 


m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was rejected 

The next paragraph was read, as follows: 


or 
wid. 


The next paragraph was read, as follows: 

278. Tallow, 1 cent per pound; wool 
cially as degras or brown wool grease, per pound 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Secretary to read the official report of 
Mr. Ford as to tallow. 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask that paragraph 278 be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio asks that 
the paragraph be passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
and the paragraph is passed over. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, under 
the heading ‘* Miscellaneous products,” in paragraph 27%, page 80, 
line 8, after the word ‘‘Chicory-root,” to strike out “raw, dried, 
or undried, but unground, 1 cent per pound; chicory-root;” and 
in line 12, after the word “act,” to strike out ‘‘three” and insert 
**two;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

279. Chiecory-root, burnt or roasted, ground or granulated, or in rolls, or 


otherwise prepared, and not specially provided for in this act, 2 cents per 
pound. 


Mr. ALLISON. 
tee be disagreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment is disagreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. And the second amendment—— 

Mr. VEST. Let us understand the effect of that. 

Mr. ALLISON. In behalf of the committee, I modify the 
amendment in line 12 by inserting after the word ‘‘ two” the words 
**and one-half;” so as to read ‘*2} cents a pound.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the 
amendment as modified will be agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And thereby you raise the rate higher 
than under the McKinley Act, or higher than the Dingley bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not so high as the Dingley bill. 

Mr. VEST. Higher than the McKinley Act. 

Mr. ALLISON. We are steering under the House provision in 
this paragraph at least, but it seemed to me that we had reduced 


Poultry, live, 3 cents per pound: dressed, 5 cents per pour d. 


grease, inclndin 
one-half of 1 cen 


t that known commer- 


The Chair hears no objection, 


I ask that the first amendment of the commit- 


If there is no objection, the first 


the —~ a little too low on the prepared article. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator if 


this article, chicory, is used for any other purpose than to adul- 
terate coffee? 
Mr. ALLISON. 


I believe it is a substitute and an adulterant 


as well. It improves coffee, lam told. I think it can bear a rev- 
enue duty. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand it is a practical fraud, 


and that the purpose is to enable grocers who choose to do so to 
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arenes 


mix a cheaper stuff with coffee and to sell it as coffee rather than 
to sell the coffee itself. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator want to raise the duty in | 
order to prevent its importation? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I confess 1 am somewhat at a loss to | 
know just how it should be treated. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it should be 24 cents a pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not see why we should under- 
take to promote the development of a domestic fraud, and I am 
not particularly anxious to confer any favors on a foreign fraud. 
It seems to me that the thing is a fraud from end to end. 

Mr. ALLISON. Between the difficulties in the way, I think we 
can compromise upon 2} cents a pound on prepared chicory, and 
whatever the result, our own people—— 

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. Is that for the purpose of protection? 

Mr. ALLISON. For protection and revenue. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to state to the Senator from Arkan- 
sas, in view of his remark that this is a fraud, that the senior 
Senator from Nebraska {Mr. ALLEN] would take occasion, if he 
were present, to controvert that statement at great length. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope he will not do that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator from New Hampshire 
is familiar with the opinions of the Senator from Nebraska on the 
subject, perhaps he will favor the Senate now by stating what 
those opinions are. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I can make the statement shorter than the 
Senator from Nebraska would do if he were here. He gave mea 
fine package of chicory, made and prepared as a product of his 
own State, and said that he thinks it is as much entitled to pro- 
tection as anything that is contained in the bill. He omitted to 
say that he should vote for a duty upon anything else besides 
chicory, but I think, perhaps, he woul — if he were here; at 
any rate, I know he would speak at great length, if.-he were here, 
on account of the remark which the Senator from Arkansas has 
made, that the protection of chicory, a native product of great 
value in Nebraska, is a fraud. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from New Hampshire 
seems strangely to misunderstand what I said. I did not say that 
the protection of chicory is afraud; I do not think that I said that 
the use of chicory is a fraud. I said that such was my under- 
standing. I should be glad to have the Senator explain to the 
Senate now, as he seems to be an expert on the subject, if the sole 
purpose of the production of chicory is not to adulterate coffee? 

r. CHANDLER, Iam joining now with the Senator from 
Arkansas in reducing the duty on the products, and therefore itis 
not pertinent-—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the Senator's theory in want- 
ing the duty reduced? I am seeking light. 

r. CHANDLER. Therefore it is not pertinent to ask me 
whether it isa fraud. But I think I will answer the Senator's 
question briefly, I do not understand chicory to be prepared for 
oo of adulteration. I understand that as it is now prepared 
n Nebraska and sold as a cheap product it is to be used alone 
and without coffee. 

Mr. FORAKER. As a substitute for coffee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. As a substitute for coffee. If anybody 
chooses to mix it with coffee, no one will find any fault, any more 
than if a Southern gentleman mixes his drinks occasionally. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator be kind enough to 
state whether he ever saw a cup of chicory unmixed with coffee 
or ever heard of anything of that sort practically? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Oh, yes; I have heard of it from the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My own impression was that it was 
used on'y for the purpose of adulterating coffee, and it was for 
that reason that I did not think it deserved any particular foster- 
i; care at the hands of the Senate. ‘ 

he PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON}. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, oné word, in order not to 
place the absent Senator from Nebraska in a wrong position. I 
understand that he is very anxious to have this duty, but does not 
want it as a protective duty; he insists upon it as a revenue duty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa, including the amend- 
ment of the committee as modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to strike 
out the following paragraph: 





280. Chocolate and cocoa, prepared or manufactured, not speciall rprovimee 


for, valued at not above 12 cents per pound, 1} cents 
ad valorem; valued above 12 cents per pound and not above 24 cents per 
pound, 2} cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem; valued above 24 cents 
per pound and not above 35 cents per pound, 3 cents per pound and 20 per 
cent ad valorem; valued above 35cents per pound, 50 per cent ad valorem; 
powdered cocoa, unsweetened, 5 cents per pound; and when packed in cans 
or packages made of tin or other metal, not exceeding 1 pound each in con- 
tents, an additional duty of 6cents per dozen cans or packages; and when 
exceeding 1 pound, an additional duty of 8 cents per dozen for additional half 
pound or fraction thereof. 


r pound and 10per cent 
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And in lieu thereof to insert: 


280. Chocolate and cocoa, prepared or manufactured, not specially pr 
for in this act, valued at not above 15 cents per pound, 2 cents per } 
valued above 15 and not above 25 cents per pound, 2} cents per pound an, 
per cent ad valorem; valued above 25 and not above 40 cents per po 
cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem; valued above 40cents per | 
5) per cent ad valorem. The weight of the immediate coverings, ot))..; 


the outer *king case or other covering, shall be included in the 
weight of the merchandise. 


Mr. ALLISON. I desire, on behalf of the committee, to ), 
pose a modification of the substitute which is embraced in line. 
21, inclusive. I will say to the Senator from Arkansas that +), - 
has been very carefully prepared by the experts at the Treas); 
Department, and that it does not essentially change the dunt, 

he PRESIDING OFFICER, The proposed modification i)! 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

280. Chocolate and cocoa, prepared or manufactured, not specially pro\ i 
for in this act, valued at not over 15 cents pas poans. 24 cents per pound 
ued above 15 and not above 24 cents per pound, 2} cents per pound and 10 yx 
cent ad valorem; valued above 24 and not above 35 cents per pound, 5 cen: 
pound and 10 per cent ad valorem; valued above 35 cents per pound, * 
cent ad valorem. The weight and value of all coverings. other than ; 
wooden, shall be included in the dutiable weight and value of the t 
merchandise. Powdered cocoa, unsweetened, 5 cents per pound. 


The PRESIDING OFFICHER. If there is no objection, the 
amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. There is objection, and very decided obje:ticn. 
This is manifestly an increase upon the amendment propose! |) 
the majority of the committee. In the comparative statement. 
Mr. Ford estimates, by the amendment prior to this last one, a1 
increase over the Wilson Act or the existing law from 11 per cent 
to 24 per cent, and in the higher grades from 35 per cent to 50) per 
cent. As I caught the reading of the last proposed amendment, 
it is unquestionably an increase over those figures, and I should 
like to know from the Senator—— 

Mr. ALLISON. It is aslight increase at the valuation of 335 


cents rather than 40 cents. 

Mr. VEST. I ener object to this duty, but of course I do 
not expect what I say will have any effect upon the Senate. Here 
is an article which is one of food, necessity to the American 
people, and unquestionably it is not necessary to protect any 
Americanindustry. The oa as proposed in the original amend- 
ment was excessive. I should like to ask the Senator what new 
light has caused him to Pas this increase now? 

r. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator that the modifica- 
tions of this paragraph were made after consultation, I may say, 
with those who import this article and those who manufacture it 
here, and it is better to equalize the different grades or brackets in 
the poner that the modifications were suggested. The gen- 
eral scope of the amendment is in accordance with the provision 
of the House, and in accordance with our original provision, 
except that-we have ygduced below the House provision in both 
our amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa, modifying the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
oe 281, page 81, line 22, after the word ‘‘cocoa-butterine,” to 
strike out *‘six” and insert “three and one-half;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

281. Cocoa-butter or cocoa-butterine, 3} cents per pound. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the-Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 282, page 81, line 24, after the word ‘‘and,” to strike out 
“ other;” and on 82, line 2, after the word ‘*act,” to strike 
out ‘one and one- ” and insert ‘‘two;” so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

282, Dandelion-root and acorns prepared, and articles used as coffee, or 45 
substitutes for coffee, not specially provided for in this act, 2 cents per pound 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask leave to modify the amendment by in- 
serting ‘‘and one-half” after “two,” so as to make these other 
substitutes for coffee accord with the provision already made 
a chicory. 

r. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator will explain to the 
Senate why it is necessary to raise the tax on acorns some 1(0 })' 
cent higher than was proposed even in the Dingley bill. Is it pos 
sible that pauper acorns from abroad are going toxterminatc 


American acorns? 
The Senator understands, I think—I hope he 


oreg 


Mr. ALLISON. . 
does—that this is a provision relating wholly to substitutes fur 
coffee not ially provided for in this act, and the duty is upon 
prepared substitutes for coffee. If acorns are thus prepared, | ||» 
not see why they should not pay a fair revenue as. well as chicory. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My understanding is that acorns are 
used for other purposes besi 

Mr. ALLISON. Not those mentioned in this paragraph. !t 
reads, ‘‘Dandelion-root and acorns prepared, and articles used as 
a or as substitutes for coffee not specially provided for in 

act. 








1897. 


——_—_—_ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee as modified by the Senator from 
Jowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

°33. Salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, 12 cents per 100 pounds; 
in bulk, 8 cents per 100 pounds: Provided, That imported salt in bond may 
be used in curing fish taken by vessels licensed to engage in the fisheries, and 
in curing on the shores of the navigable waters of the United States, 
under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shal! prescribe; and 
upon proof that the salt has been used for either of the purposes stated in 
this proviso, the duties on the same shall be remitted: Provided further, That 
exporters of meats, whether packed or smoked, which have been cured in 
the United States with imported salt, shall, upon satisfactory proof, under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe, that such 
meats have been cured with imported salt. have refunded to them from the 
Treasury the duties paid on the salt so used in curing such exported meats, 
in amounts not less than $100. 

Mr. VEST. Iremarked the other day that whilst there were 
many features in the tariff act of 1894 to which | seriously ob- 
jected, but was compelled to accept in order to pass any bill at all, 
there were four features in that bill which reconciled me to those 
that were objectionable. Those features were the income tax, 
free salt, free lumber, and free wool. It was attempted to put a 
duty on wool. Much as I desired to pass some tariff bill in order 
that the party to which I belong should not be discredited and 
accused of inefficiency, I peremptorily declared in committee and 
in the Senate that if a duty was put upon wool I should vote 
against the bill. We have already taken lumber off the free list 
and put a duty upon it. 1 take it for granted that we shall put 
this duty on salt, and I have no doubt that we shall put what I 
consider an outrageous and excessive duty upon wool. 

Nothing can better illustrate the protective system than the 
utter disregard of the interests of the immense masses of the con- 
sumers of the country in order to put additional profits into the 

kets of certain classes. My illustrious predecessor in this 

amber, Thomas H. Benton, was in the habit of saying here and 
to his constituents that salt was the great preservative of nature. 
It is like the air we breathe, like the water that leaps down the 
mountain side and flows through the valleys without asking 
leave; yet with $130,000,000 of surplus in the 
that Democrats who have always preached the doctrine of a 
tariff not one cent above the expenses of the Government eco- 
nomically and honestly administered are prepared now to put a 
duty on salt against all the legends, traditions, teachings, and ap- 
seals of the t leaders of our party in all the past. 

Mr. President, I have here a pamphlet showing why salt should 
remain upon the free list. 


have been notified will support asa upon salt. I have here a 
statement ed by hundreds of the leading citizens, merchants 
and others, in New Orleans; in Monroe, La.; in Shreveport, La.; 


in Ouachita, La.; in Natchez, Miss.; in Kosciusko, Miss.; in Jack- | 


son, Miss.; in Macon, Miss.; in Yazoo City, Miss.; in Vicksburg, 
Miss.; in Crystal Springs. Miss.; in Greenwood, Miss.; in Monti- 
cello, Miss.; in Wesson, Miss.; in Durant, Miss.; in Holly Springs, 
Miss., and in a number of other places in the South, protesting 
against putting this duty upon salt. 

I want to attention to the sectionalism of this provision. 
While the fisherman of New England is entitled to a rebate upon 
all the foreign salt he usesin curing his fish, without limitation as to 
the amount, the meat grower of the West and South must produce 


$100 worth of meat or pack $100 worth of meat before he secures | 
any rebate at all. Why this limitation put upon one section and | 
t shows, Mr. President, that whilst it is | 


not upon the other? 
pretended that there is no sectionalism in this bill, and the advent 
of Southern Senators to the cause of protection is hailed with 
more enthusiasm than when a soul is saved at a camp meeting, 
the whole thing is a pretense; and we always find the cloven foot 
of Gaul ion showing itself when the opportunity presents. 
uto 

sonally in New Orleans and in Shreveport, where I formerly lived, 
I ask that the Secretary read that argument coming from citizens 
of the South. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary wil! read as re- 
quested, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary 


e 
fore concl was interrupted by 


Mr. VEST. I will ask that the entire paper be printed in the | 


ReEcorD, without being further read, as a part of my remarks. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, it will 
be so ordered. 


The paper referred to is as follows: 
SALT SHOULD NOT BE TAXED. 


New OrR.eans, LA., June 1, 1897, 
To the honorable the Serate and House of Representatives 
of the United States, Washington, D. C.: 


respect to these gentlemen, many of whom I know per- | 


proceeded to read the paper referred to, but be- | 
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; 
| 


reasury, I am told | 


It comes from the section which we | 


| 





We respectfally beg to submit a short argument on the question as to | 


salt should remain on the free list as it now is or go into the tariff 


now 
which is “An act to provide revenue for the Government and to encourage 
the industries of the United S ” In this proposed act, under the head 





before your honorable body a measure the title of | 


—_o 


of Schedule G, we find an ite 










m reading as fo'lows > $ sa othr 

packages, 12 cents per 100 pound i} 6 8 its p 100 pounds 

As stated in this act, the fi: a ' ed is to provide 
enue. Should salt be placed o1 ‘ t tt time. would pr 
to be a satisfactory revenue produ yt past. when 
salt was duiiable, we contend that sa i > 
pay for its collection. Letus go back and \ sriff 
enacted in 18& was repealed in 1872. 1 t 
year, instead of placing salt on the ¢ 
item, the rate being fixed (t ame \ ) 
~ounds if in sacks, and 8 cents per 100 yx \ 
ent toan ad valorem tax of 0) percent I : 
to the importers, for soon after the enactmer ft 
appear in the annual reports compiled and publi l : 
perceptible faliing off in the imports of sa't; a W 
or four years this continued while sali remained ct toa 

In confirmation of the above, we submit the following ex 
returns: The total dutiable value of the mported in IS74 wa 
while in 1879, five years later, it was but $1.685.200; in IS84, t ‘ 
was only $1,527,500; and in fifteen years (1889) it was : i) st) 
was but $622.585; and in 184 it had shrunk toa total of but 34 5, a shi 
age in values of imported salt of 77} per cent in twenty yea 

The above refers not to the duties collected on salt, to which we will ref 
later, but is the yearly total value of all the imported salt which paid dt 
said value being compiled by the Government 

The dutiable values were low. and there was but little fluctuations dur 
the first fifteen or sixteen years—say to 1889--and were | r during the 
last four or five years; therefore the above, being a conservative statement 


is also, we consider, a correct one. 

Had the Government persisted in maintaining the exces 
then prevailing (and the identical rate is inserted in th 
not evident that inside of five or six years the import 
have ceased entirely? Thisdid not happen. The import: 
the annual revenue derived from the duty on salt grow less 
in 1843 and 1894, the receipts from this item were small as t 
attention of Congress, which then very wisely placed salt on the fr 
where it should have been and where it should always remain 

Let us ascertain just what kind of a revenue produ 
during the last decade it was serving as a dutiable it 





so 


‘er salt proved to be 


mt 


The following, taken from the official statistics of the Government, shows, 
for the fiscal year ending June ®W, the gross annual amount of revenue col- 
lected by the Government from the duty on salt from 1834 to 1804, inclusive: 
Tda4 . $762,201 | ISM S425 
L885 751,300 | 1801 408, 780 
BN  heipd dc dDiites dm drees 706, 324 | 1802 mY, 143 
SY iesdieiaiitlacdogslits trettcind ty icetepioe 676, 865 | 1806 801, 972 
ee aR hie, 698 | 1s 220, BOL 
a Na 469, 455 


It will be noted in the five years from 1884 to 1889 the falling off in revenue 
to the Government was nearly 40 per cent; in nine years it was 
cent, and in ten years (184) the Government's revenue had shru 
cent. It must be remembered that while under a special proviso, i 
in the tariff act, the Eastern fisheries were allowed to withdraw their salt 
from the bonded warehouses free of duty, the same is not considered in the 
above, nor has any deduction been made for the refunds under the sam 
proviso allowed to the numerous large packers of meat in the West, who use 
foreign salt exclusively in preparing their products for exportation. While 
wedo not know the amounts of these refunds, they must be considerable, 
and they tend to materia ly reduce the above very small annual revenue, 
which, as we have stated, are the gross receipts of the Government, it being 
absolutely necessary that while salt is included in the tariff the Govern 
ment incurs the same care and expense in keeping records, checking, weigh 
ing, etc.,in the case of these imports the duty on which is rebated as if 
they were paying a duty like the balance of the imported salt 

Looking at the pitiful amount of revenue indicated above, collected by the 
officials of the customs service employed on our thousands of miles of sea 
coast from Maine to Mexico and from Washington to Lower California, for 
the twelve months ending June 3), 18%, and again for the years ending June 
30, 1892 and 1893, when there was nochange anticipated in the tariff nor agi 
tation about the duties on salt, we confidently assert that (after allowing for 
the rebates to be deducted therefrom) the net amount of the liections 
were not sufficient to reimburse the Government the cost of collection 

Though making every effort to ascertain the yearly amount of the duty 
paid back by the Government under the proviso, it was not, we regret, until 
after writing the above that we succeeded in securing some information pre 
pared by the customs service, which, having a direct bearing on the case, and 
though incomplete, is, we consider, of sufficient importance to submit with 
this argument. 

The following amounts were paid back to the exporter 
used imported salt in curing same 


ver 00 per 
nk «Vv per 


erted 


of meat who had 
Only nine of the customs districts are 


iven, amounts paid out being as follows: 1889, $56,438; 1800, $71,149; 1891, 
£75,143; 1892, $73,856; 1893, $73,972. 

This left the receipts of duty on salt for same years as follows: 1889, 
$412 997; 1800, $223,166; 1891, $323,644; 1892, $255,287; 1808, $228,000 

We have not the amount of the drawback for 1891, but the average for the 
five peavonne years is just $70,000, and as the system was the same for that 
fiscal year as had been maintained since 1872, no doubt the average was main 
tained that year. Making the allowance, we find the gross revenue on salt, 


as near as can be ascertained, was the very insignificant sum of $159,808 
These facts clearly show that, if placed on the dutiable list again, salt 


| would not be a satisfactory revenue producer 


The second object to be accomplished, as stated in the pending act. is ‘“‘ to 
encourage the industries of the United States We contend that the makers 
| of salt in this country no longer need encouragement; having for so many 
years dominated the salt trade and dictated prices in the United States, they 

| could without protection successfully cope with the imported arti 
Through favorable tariff enactments these manufacturers have been pro 
tected and encouraged for more than three-quarters of a centu th fant 
| developing meantime intoa robust industry), growingstronger and stronger, 
until in later years, finding no foe from without worthy atte they 
went to competing among themselves, and when a salt works wa pelled 
to close, investigation invariably proved it was forced out of business by its 


neighbor, and not because of competition with foreign salt 
As evidence of this we submit the following abstract, taken 
ment of the mineral resources of the Unite! Stat 
1892, compiled by the Department of the Interior The 
duced in the United States in 1892 was unprecede ly] 
800 barrels of 280 pounds, as a .ainst 9,087,945 in | 
the largest yet obtained, the business was not 
roducers. Sharp competition for trade d pa voy 4 ! 
fag has cut the prices to such low figures that pr ha i disap 
peared and a number of the smaller concerns ! be to close 
their works. No more conclusive evicde t in jual 
ity of the domestic salt is necessary than a | vhich 
show a steady decrease since 1845. imported inte 


ant 
} 
‘ 
’ 


“1 Alt 
by anv 






The total value of th a 
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he United Statesin 1892 was nearly 50 per cent less than in 1885."" The follow- 

g extracts are also taken from statement of the same Department for the 
year 1805; ** The salt product of the United States in 1893 was 117,882 barrels 
more than in 1892; prices ruling for 1892 were about as low as they could reach, 
so low indeed thata number of manufacturers ceased producing, though they 
were protected and encouraged by the heavy duty on eee salt, finding the 
business unprofitable. Notwithstanding the low prices which have prevailed, 
and which have been due to keen competition among producers of domestic 
salt, there has been a laudable endeavor on the partof a number of domestic 
manufacturers to improve the quality of their product, and salt of American 
production has been so improved by new processes that importation of refined 
(foreign) salt has almost ceased to be a factor.” 

The same authority in the statement for year 1804, published in 18%, says: 
“Imports of foreign salt into the United States have shown an almost con- 
stant decrease since 1881, the decrease being particularly noticeable in the 
imports of refined salt due to the improvements in the manufacture by Amer- 
ican producers which has placed the domestic product on a line with if not 
abead of salts of foreign make.” 

We call attention to the last assertion: “The improvement in the manu- 
facture by American producers has placed the domestic product on a line 
with if not ahead of salts of foreign make.” 

The statement from which the above extract was taken was written by an 
expert compiler, one equipped with the necessary knowledge acquired after 
many years’ experience at such work, who was therefore in a position to 
know whereof he wrote; his conclusions, —s indorsed by the chief of divi- 
sion, were also approved by the director of the Bureau, therefore being the 
conclusion of three of the most expert statisticians and compilers in the em- 
ploy of the Government. 

hile the last statement was for the year ending December 31, 1894, it was 
compiled early in 1895, when foreign salt was not being excluded from the 
United States by a heavy duty, and the official announcement at such a time 
that “salt of domestic production was equal in quality if not superior to for- 
eign make ™ is conclusive evidence that the salt industry had reached sucha 
stage of superabundance of quantity (note amount of annual output) as well 
as bey men in quality as to no longer need encouragement and protection. 

n impost duty was first placed on salt in July, 1789. During the 105 years 
following, to August 28, 1B salt was on the free list for twenty-four years 
and dutiable for eighty-one years. In 1861 the rate was made very high, equal 
to about 75 per cent ad valorem, followed shortly after, in 1862, 7 astill ngher 
rate, opens 100 per cent ad valorem. This continued until 1872, when it 
was reduced toarate equal to50 per centad valorem. Hereisanindustry pro 
tected and encouraged for over eighty years, the last thirty-three years being 
consecutive, during all of which time a have been heavily taxed on 
an article of absolute necessity to man and beast—an article used in many of 
the manufactures and in all food and food products. Carrying such a heavy 
tax for so many years, it is natural to suphoee that great benefit was being 
derived by a large number of people and that many thousands of laborers 
found employment in the numerous salt works. What do the records show? 

If we take the census of 1880, we will learn there were 276 establishments 
manufacturing salt in the United States, a capital investment of $8,500,009, 
with a total of 4,493 employees, who were paid $1,305,020 in wages annually, 
each laborer averaging $200 Pie. ear, or $24.16 per month, which is just 
cents per day. The census of 180) shows there were only 200 establishments, 
with a capital of $13,437,749, a total of 4,455 employees, less than 23 people, in- 
cluding manager, clerks, and laborers, to each salt works, whose annual 


wages, $!.782,491, an average of $400.11 to each employee per year, or $33.34 
month, or $1.10 per day. 
It having been shown that collections from the duty on ay owing to the 


os rate, were so small that the Government could not longer derive 
nefit therefrom, the question waterelly arises, Who would be benefited 
by a tax levied on 71,000,000 people? Would it be a great army of laborers at 
ral pay, or the [less than - ar receiving the extravagant 
compensation in return for their labor of from 80 cents to $1.10 perday? No; 
the sole beneficiaries would be the few proprietors of the salt works, whose 
— enormous profits would be thereby increased. 
For though salt is justas necessary to the well-being of all as is air or water, 
our e would be compelled to pay an advan price on the salt they 
used, because to the regular profit in the selling price of the domestic article 
there would be added an amount equal to the duty paid on the imported 
salt. therefore the cost to the consumer would be increased to that extent. 
When salt is again made dutiable, and thus added to the list of articles 
which it is claimed need encouragement. these beneficiaries will be encour- 
aged to again take up and continue the concentration of capital and the con- 
solidation of works. While the total capital invested in works in 1880 was 
but eight and one-half million dollars, in 1890 it was thirteen and one-half 
million dollars, but the number of establishments was decreased from 276 
in 1880 to 200 in 1400,and further reduced to less than 160 in 1894. and this 
while the proprictors of these salt works were being protected and encour- 
aged by the then existing heavy duty on all foreign salt. It was just eight 
years since, in June, 1859, that an effort at combination was made to form a 
salt union of all the makers in the United States by the formation of a com- 
pany with a capital of $15,000,000. This union had option on all the establish- 
ments whose output was seven-eighths of all the salt prosuced in America, 
and it was principally because the few re esta! ents could not 
be secured, except at exorbitant prices, that the combination fell through. 
Who can predict that, salt bei ogue made dutiable, the next attempt at 
gombination will not be suc ul 
The following tabulated statement shows the total paperte of all kinds of 
foreign salt and the total production of American salt from 1884 to 1894, in- 
clusive, on basis of 2,000 pounds to the ton in Both cases: 
Total pro- 
duction 


We call attention to and request your careful consideration of tne above, 
which was ures for the period tthe eleven years) iately preceding 
the removal of the duty on salt. It clearly shows the effect the almost pro- 
hibitory duty was having. While the output of the American establishments 
was preadily increasing each year, the im ions were as surely decreas- 
ing, being steadily driven from the market and out of competition, until, of 
the total «mount of salt consumed in 1894, there were sold 172,739 tons of (2,000 

ds ach) salt, which was only 9 cent of the total consum 

of tiiis country for that year, 91 per cent supplied by the Ameri- 
eap mar 


While shrinkage in importation of the foreign salt amounted to ¢2 per cent 
during the eleven years, the increase in production of the American 
amounted to nearly 100 per cent in the same time. _ 

How was it that during these eleven years the selling price of the A ma- 
can salt fell over 40 per cent, in spite of the protection afforded by a hioay- 
duty? It certainly can not be claimed that this was due to foreign ¢o:,,.. 
tion. The facts are, and can not be denied, that under the stimulus o/ a | 
duty, almost prohibitory, the domestic manufacture has been steadily ~,-. 
ae =. been suffering from overproduction induced by exeo.s 
protection. 

The proprietors of the American Salt Works late in 1893 and in 199: 
dicted dire disaster and ruin to their business and a great falling o{f jn : 
amount of the production should the duty on salt then prevailing b> ¢..\., 
off. The contrary has proven to be the case, for their output for 1805. y 
salt was free, was 98,315 tons more than in 1894, when salt was dutiai.. ; 
total amount of the output of the American Works for 1895 being |)! ;; 
tons, and there were 248,404 tons of foreign imported, which was less ¢)),)), 
per cent of the total amount consumed during this year, when sait was f; 
and to exclude this insignificant competition Congrevs is asked to put a 
heavy duty on salt. : 

Respectfully submitted. 


JACKSON & KILPATRICK, 
New Orleans, La. 


COPY OF PETITION AGAINST DUTY ON SALT. 


Original petition in the possession of Finance Committee of the United 
(Origt ” States Senate, Washington. } P i” 


The undersigned importers, exporters, ship aqpate, merchants, and 
sumers of salt at the port of New Orleans, La., and vicinity, respect!!! ‘ 
mit for your careful consideration the following appeal against the placin of 
salt on dutiable list. 

Steamships coming to this from Liverpool for cargoes of our prod 
such as cotton, cotton-seed oil, oil cake, lumber, staves, ete., bring sult.‘ 
salt, besides being a desirable cargo, always pays freight, thus contributin. 
toward the cost of bringing steamers here, and to that extent permicti 
a material reduction in the rate of freight on all outward cargoes « 
American products which go to seek a market abroad. 

On the other hand, should the importation of salt be prohibited. owing to 
the imposition of an excessively high duty. as now proposed, many of t) 
steamers would be com to come in purchased ballast, and thus 
exports, under such circumstance, would necessarily have to pay 2 hiche: 
freight, one sufficient to compensate steamer for the entire round trip 

Official statistics published by our Government show that of the total 
amount of salt consumed in the United States during 1895, more than “7 ».-r 
cent was produced in this country, and though salt was then free of duty, 
than 13 per cent was oe 

We submit, if a duty is levied on salt, it will be solely for the purpow 
preventing this insignificant competition, and if the importations dic : 
cease entirely. they would be so infinitesimally small the Government wionid 
not collect enough revenue from this item im the tariff to compensate for the 
cost of collecting same. 

The rate now proposed (12 cents per 100 pounds on all salt in sacks and 8 
cents per ie pount®s on all salt in bulk) would undoubtedly result in prac- 

y ex ing all 


i 


ticall clu im tions of salt. 

We can not believe advancement of our American industries is best 
secured by means of ——_ tariff that may result in such retaliatory 
tariffs by other coun as Ww discriminate against the products of the 
farms and factories of the United States. 

New ORLEANS, April, 1897. 


New Or' La.: Jackson & Kilpatrick, im 
lier & E. Feibleman, Sons & Co., 
zones Seas. Oe Co., H. T. Cottam Company, Limite: 

J. & B. Schutten, J. & M. Schwabacher Company, Limited, Fiy 
— 2 Talbert, V. Schwan & ie - Ledoux Cc i 

; imited, wholesale Ts; rew Jd. eShane anc 

- Knebel & Raquet, wholesale hides and wool; The Finnegan, 
Fitzpatrick Company, wholesale dealer hides and woo! and 
exporters; J. H. Menge & Sons, Limited (per B. H. Menge, 
lent), wholesale grocers and ship chandlers, etc.; H. 1 
-hreiber & Bro. and John 'T. Gibbons, wholesale grain dealers: 

H. & S. Blum, produce merchants; Albert Mackie Grocery 
Company, Limited Albert Mackie, president), Preston & 
Stauffer, and J. G. . wholesale grocers; Smith Bros. Com- 
e , Limited (per J. B. Sinnott, dent and manager), 
t - and im c ifer Exterstein é Co, 
r . secretary), wholesale rs and im- 

—— Y  senenteun Beewring Ocuapeny (Freak k, secretary); 
Fabacher & Bros., restaurant; Clark & Meader, 

& Co., importers; Nicholas 

2 ; E. ee. 

7 Gogrevre, ndrew 
; Wm. Mehle, 

; A. G. Ricks, New 
& Son, Limited, 
Gitzinger. gra n 
streets; J. H. 

and treasurer); 
m. Atkinson, com missivou; 

est India and Pacific Steamship (om- 
ne eee Com: 
pan, . Warriner, agen 

PS. French & Co.. Melletta 

ts: Chas. D. Orth- 

; Francis Xtyuee & Co . exporters 

owners; A. K. Miller & Co. 

. ams owet a and 

stave exporters; . J. Hammond, agent 

_Sunsett Steamship Company; Simon Kern aud 

. stave exporters. 

La.: Meyer Bros., T. G. Redes. R. L. t, James “. 
Gro y Cotnenne, Limited. Metermicn & Pinker, T°. 

ern y. uker, o. 

Brewer & Fudickar, W. B. J. J. Jordan, and 

Uriah M grocers; ted Ice Company; 

Ouachita National Bank; /. = 


pa - W. ©. Hilliard, 
; B. Blanks, presiden' 


D. Painter, president 


merchant. 
Limi 


: B. H. FPlash- 
no. M. Parker & Co., 


Limited, wholesale 
Can memes cae 


W. B. ilvie, 
and Crawford, Jea- 
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Miss. : ee & Wensel Company, 

C. G. Miller, E. B. Foster, P. Burns, 
etta, A. F. ‘Jacobs & Bro. 
_H. Pritchard & Co.. 


S. Geisenberger. 
Adolph Jacobs, P. San- 
Stockman Grocery Company, 
Chas. Zerkowsky, Dreyfus Mercantile 


Company, Postlethwaite & Chase, Charles Meeks, R. Viener 
& Co., E. Poelesta, E. J. Byrne, Frank Tudoree, B. Kull 
man, A Beer & Co., Frank Howe, L Lowenburge & Co.. Wm 


James, Perrault & Maher. Julius W. Roos, David Laub. R. J 
Thompson, A. J. Smith, Miller & Ruoff, The Mallery Grocery 
Company (by D. 8. Bisland, treasurer), and Chas. H. Schelle, 
merchants. 


Kosciusko, Miss.: W. B. Potas Company, S. Abraham & Co., 8. P. 
Kiesimer, W. A. Stingly. L. B. Rosenthal. J. H. Collier. J. Miles 


W 


Boyd, C. B. Gregory, Wm. Shanks, Da Bard & Smith, G. W 


Smith, P.S 8. Edmonds. J. N. Alexander, W. A. Gilliland & Co., 
A. E. Kelly, W . Boswell, and W. J. Brown Bros. & Co 
merchants 


. Miss. : W. W. Morrison, R. M. McElroy, A. Zehnder, 5 
Virden. J. & B. Hart, Rathif Grocery Company, Wm. ( ‘lan 
Joe Ascher, 2 P. Barr. H. M. Ke So, D. W. 
Ww ikinson & Co., D. G. Pattin, E. Virden, T. J. Mitchell, jr., 


merchants. 

Canton, Miss. : °, L. Gross, Jones & Bros., D. & L. K. Levy. W. K. 
Baldwin, P. Trolio, A. Hiller, Isador Gross, S. Pulinsky, H. 
ot. Luckett & Hall, C. Wohner, and I. Hesdorffer, 

Macon. Miss. A. . Klaus, J. W. Klaus, J. L. Klaus, Z. T. Dorrah. 
Jno. W. Carr, E. V. Yates, Jas. C. Bush, R. B. TS Towerly, R. 
Breider, J. L. *Crace, yan, Chas. Har 


J.W. Patty, F. M. a 

din, J. L. Griggs. > S. Murphey, E. C. Batchelor, C. C. Sessions, 
Louis Frank, T. Woodward, J. 8. Scott, N. H. Harrison, 
T. N. Cole, Benj. Klaus. S.J. Feibleman, J. Holliery, F. BE. Carle- 
ton, H. L. Owens, W. H. Helm, W. B. Stewart, W. N. Jones, Jno. 
D. Dbolhew. Sam. Hamerstein, D. Owens, C. L. Heinrich, Wim. 
White, W. S. Frunur, J. C. Cavett. L. F. Holberg, Jno. A. 
am, Mao. Mere= ‘Ve O ompany, N. Scales, D. W. Smoot, W. 
5 Renita, oF . Triplett, T. P. Crymer, W. P. Calmes, R. Kedol 
tin, jr. W . E. Stokes, Cc. B. Ames, G. L. Conner, J. L. Holberg, 
‘Skinner, J R. Craig, J. F. Jones, D. W. Dent, W. 3. 
W. O. Barns, J. Rives, 8. P. Fant, Jno. Che appell, 

D. i Gentborough, R.C. Hamerstein, W. J. Phelps, R. Hamer 
stein, J. J. Hamerstein, W. H. Helm, Threefoot Bros. & Co., 
Winner & Meyer, Sam. Lyle, and Jos. Baum & Son Company, | 


me 
Crystal Springs, Miss.: Lotterhos & Huber, T. D. Nicolson, J. C. 
Smith, W.C. Wilkinson, W. H. Barron & Co., O. H. Spence, 
and A. Oulif, merchants. 
Meridian, Miss.: I. Klein and R. H. Suttle, merchants. 
Edwards, Miss.: L. A. Moss, G. F. Waiblinger, B. B. Balladd, J. L. 
Redfield, Wm. Price & Co., A. J. Lewis, L. D. Freese, J.J. Gold, 
: B. Howie. of Angelo, we G. Redfield, M. W. P. Pool, Jno 
D. Butler, 8. J. Birdsong, J. D. White, Jas. D. Hagan, R. H. 
Noblin, J. K. Robb, Jno. EB. P. Pool, W. O. Dromgooe, D. V. 
Howell, A. McCallum, and E. F. Crisler, merchants. 
Yazoo ty. Miss.: J. F. Powell, Hollingsworth Bros., D. J. Dunn, 
F. , Warren & Mon mery Bros., R. Hirsch & Co.. 
Alex. Deck. F. Barksdale, T. Brown & Co., Brown & Troy, 
. il, D. A. Swayze & Co.. E. Summerfield, Jno. J. 
North & Co.. W.H. Hyatt, A. H. Courts, W. H. Richardson, H. 8S. 
O'Reilly, M. W. Purnell, D. A. James & Co., E. G. Olden & Co., 
F. Schmitt, and Wise Bros., merchants. 
vars Miss.: R. L. Crook & Co., 8. C. Ragan & Co., S. Schwarz 
Co., L. M. Nicholson & Co., P. P. Williams Company, Emile 
Boscelit, and Soeeere Grocery Company, merchants. 
Greenwood, Miss: W. W. McNeill, J. Redditt. Robt. Herman, 
Hendeson Baird, Joe Stein, Austin & Fountain, Harron. R. T- 
Jones & Co., Jno. Dalmer & oon, Thayer & Co., L. T. Baskett, 
H. Bernstein, W. L. Barrow, A. Casper, H. Lenoir, Saul J 
Stein, E. Hyman & Bro., Stein yy and RP. Greene, mer- 


ts. 
Fayette. es B. Straas, N. Eilbott, C. Cooper. G. C. Fleming, 
& Harper, 8. Hirsh & Co., RR Liddell, Mrs W. t, 
den, merchants. 


oH 


rdon, FP. Krauss, i. H. Meyer, and J. J. Lid- 


ore Z. Wardlow, S. Grossman & Co., P. T. Lee, Smith & 
inters, *~ z Powell, Long & Osborne, E. H. Currie & Bro., 
Harris, ves & Maddox, Mimms P. Newman. 
and Kelley & Carson, merchants. 
Miss.: The Lampton Mercantile Congeny. Y: A. Daniel, 
. K. Nettles, D. M. Huff, J. E. Wolfe, Cohn & Son, M 
rors le Company, Williams & Blliott T. C. Simons 
H. Hall, merchants. 
Pr own Mise Lampton Bros. & Co., merchants. 
Miss. : Lampton Bros. & Rawls © tompany, Wm. Atkin- 
‘oxworth Company (Columbia, Miss. ). and Wm. Atkin- 
= peeae Cones (Osyka, Miss.), merchants. 
. Miss. : cGrath & Sons, A.C. Seavey, C. Heuck & 
Groves Abrahins. H, n Zwirn, L. Cohen & Bro., Brookhaven 
Cimpany. “Tt & Dreyfus, Jos. He uck, Sherman & 
Lewethal & Son, J. M. Wood, Max 
Pricbatsch, Daniel & ‘Willoughby, and Geo. Bowsky, mer 


ae 


The amount of the domestic production of salt in this 


; th country 
is more than a million and a half of tons, and the total importa 


tions are only a little over 200,000 tons. Sin salt was put on the 
| free list, in 1894, there have been large amou 1f capita! invested 
in salt manufacturing. Peopie who ha smiliat h the 
business from their childhood, people who have been e i in 
salt manufacturing for years, are investin r ney 
now in New York and in Michigan in building new t w $s. 
| The American production has enormously iners d salt 
| was put on the free list. The American salt mak: e the 
| markets of this country absolutely in all the Nort t of 
| delivering a sack of Liverpool salt in New Y: rk is about mts 
| The New Yorkers can sell the same kind of for about 72 cent 
| in New York, as claimed by the trade Phe expat eof bringin 
salt from abroad is, of course, considerable, and, taking that into 
| consideration, it gives all the protection that the Am: in salt 
| producers ought to ask. Then, when you take into consi leration 
the fact that the great bulk of the consumption of salt, estimated 
at 70,000,000 bushels, is in the great interior, the enormous ad 
vantage is in favor of the American producers in all the interior 
| points over what they have on the seaboard. 

There is but one section of this country where this is not the 
| case. The English salt makers can lay their salt down cheaper in 
| the Southern States than can the Northern salt makers, because 
| the expense of transporting it from the Northern salt works to 

the Southern States is larger in proportion than the ocean trans 
portation from England to the South. Of the 220,000 tons of salt 





imported into this country, more than 120,000 are imported into the 
South. 

The effect of the adoption of this paragraph will be simply to 
increase the cost of the salt c pneneee “1 by the Southern people. It 
will not bring salt into the Northern States, because the manu- 
facturers of salt in that section of the country absolutely control 
the market now. 

I have here statements made by salt manuf{cturers, which show 
the cost in detail of manufacturing and delivering at impor- 
tant commercial centers all through the country, showing that 
American salt can be made and laid down cheaper than it can be 
brought from abroad. There is absolutely no room for competi- 
tion in the Northern market; it isa matter of no concern whatever, 
and the salt makers themselves would not have asked for the im- 
position of this tax to affect the salt in the Northern States. Itis 
simply for the purpose of compelling the people who are already 
having a hard enough time in the Southern States to pay an in- 
creased price for salt that this tax was put upon it, as I believe. 

Mr. President, the hour is late, and while this is a wonderfully 
interesting subject, and one which ought to attract the attention 
of al) Senators, I shall not detain the Senate now by going elabo- 
rately into this question; but I wish to call the attention of Sena- 
tors to the importations of salt. 

In 1884 there were imported into this country 416,000 tons; in 
1885, 370.000 tons; in 1886, 365,000 tons. The importation steadily 
decreased, year by year, down to 1894, when it came to 154,000 





salt 


tons. In 1895, after salt had gone on the free list, there was an 
increase in the importation, and it went from 154,000 tons to 221,- 
000 tons, and in 1896 it reached 246,000 tons. At the same time 


| there was an inc rease in the domestic production of salt, while 
| salt was free, of 231,000 tons; showing that the increase is enor- 
| mously more rapid i in the development of the domestic production 
than it is in the importation of foreign salt. 

The statement is made in these papers that salt is delivered free 
on board cars at a dollar anda half a ton. The freight cost, as 
stated by the merchants, has been in no instance less than 6 shil- 
lings, and in almost every instance 6 shillings and 6 pence, making 
$1.62. the freight across the ocean thus amounting to more than 
the price of the salt, American made, delivered on board the cars, 
| There is 100 per cent protection in the transportation alon 





*ACTOSS 
| the ocean, which seems to me in all conscie nee to be en ow 
Every human being,every domestic animal, every man, woman, 


It is an article of universal 


and child, is compelled to use salt. 


Wesson. ise : The Becker, Lyell & McGrath Company, Bank «f | use; it goes into every home and is used at every meal. It is use 
Wesson. 8. P. Wim. Atkinson & McDonald, W. L. Wel- | for all techn eng eg ee en ee 
man, J. P. Remlenf, H. E. Price, Earns, Long & Co., Williams | > age so ' . bh ee ; 
Bros., and J. F. Patterson. merchants. Why we should now undertake to increase the cost of this arti- 
Durant, Miss.: Joo. A. Rosenberg, Durant Commercial Company, cle, an absolute necessary of life, when the natural conditions ex 
Wm. Schi Commercial Hotel, A. Schild. Joel Schild, C. H. | is ‘ins go vive the produc eTSs of it a protection « more th » 100 7 ° 
Gaskins, Mu Owen, M. L. Weems, E. W. McLellan, W.E. | *\'08 5 I ' re en Iw pee 
Mebellan & Bro., W. W. Barth, and J. Marseilles, merchants. | Cé!‘t 1s beyond my comprehension, unless we stop to think that it 
aien, AK: Geo. P. H, Fant and Jno. E. Anderson, merchants. | seen:s to be the policy of the Republican party, wherever and 
SS So es Thomas D. Thomson, and M. G. whenever they see the possibility of levying a tay the many for 
meme nea SO Wine no. merchants. the benefit of the few. that they will avail themselv: f every 
such opportunity. While it is the case no ntry that 
Mr. VEST. Now I move, if I have not already done so, to strike foreign salt can not interfere with the American tion, ex- 
out 283, on page 82, for the purpose of putting salt upon | cept in the Southern States, there seems to be a ire to seiz 
the ; and on that [ ask for the yeas and nays. | every opportunity to levy a species of blackmail on 
The s and nays were ordered. | their bread in the sweat of their faces all the dayso es in 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I shall not detain the | the Southern States, for the purpose of inc: h 
Senate by any lengthy argument at this time on this question; | paid to certain salt manufacturers of this counts ull, 
but it does seem to me that it is one that is entitled to serious con- | Mr. President, the result is no benefit to the salt prod The 
sideration at the hands of the Senate transportation companies intervene between the two; and we 
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know how adept they are in turning whatever advantages the | Gear, 
conditions may offer to their own use and profit. ee gt 

I think that in the whole compass of this bill there is nota single McBride, 
provision which is more absolutely indefensible than this one of | McEnery, 
the tax on salt. 

I should be glad to have the Senate consider some of the numer- 
ous arguments, some of the reasons and illustrations, which are as | 
thick as blackberries in their season, why salt should remain on | 
the free list; but I shall not trespass on the time or the patience of | 
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Thurston, 
Warren, 


Wetmore, 
Wilson. 


Mason, 
Nelson, 
Penrose, 
Perkins, Shoup, 
Platt, Conn. Spooner, 
NOT VOTING—. 
Lodge, 
McMillan, 
Mantle, 
Martin, 
Mitchell, 


Britthara, 


octor, 


Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Baker, 
Butler, 
Caffery, 
Cannon, 


Gorman, 
Hale, 

Hanna, 
Hansbrough, 
Harris, Kans. 
Harris, Tenn. 


Sewell, 
Smith, 
Stewart, 
eller, 
Tillman, 


the Senate at this late hour to present them. I shall only repeat 


that I have letters on my desk from American salt manufacturers | 
themselves, men who have put their money in Michigan salt works | 
and in New York salt works, and who are handling salt by the | 
ton, who say they have invested their money in the production of | 


salt under free salt, and they state distinctly and clearly that they 
want no tax on salt; that they are perfectly satisfied that they can 
hold their own against anybody anywhere, and that this market 


figure whatever. 

Mr. President, the majority of the committee think that salt 
should be given free to packers of fish on the Atlantic Seaboard. 
What is the reason why packers of fish should have salt free any 
more than packers of beef? Why should the packers of fish have 
salt free any more than the men who want to use it for food? 
There is no reason for it that I can see except that that section of 
the country and its representatives are vigilant and active in look- 
ing after their local interests, and they have been in the habit in 
all tariff bills as they have been passed of making discriminations 
against the balance of the country and in favor of certain sections 
under their own particular care. 

I sincerely hope that the patriotism of the Senate will be suffi- 
cient to prevent the perpetration of this great wrong by putting 
80 monstrous a proposition as this upon the statute books, when 
it is clear that it can have but one effect, and that is to tax again 
an already overtaxed and overburdened people in one locality in 
this country. I demand the yeas and nays on this proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have already 
been ordered on the motion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest} to strike out paragraph 283. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CANNON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Rhode Island a ALDRICH}. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar] to the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], and I transfer my 
pair to the junior Senator from Massach s [Mr, LopGE}, and 
vote ¥ of . 

Mr. KENNEY (when the name of Mr. Harris of Kansas was 
called), I was requested by the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
Harris] to announce that he is paired with the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. CLark]}. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when Mr. TituMAN’s name was called). I 
was requested by the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
TILLMAN] to announce his pair with the Senator from Nebraska 
{Mr. THURSTON]. 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from North 
[Mr. yet mene 8 If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. THURSTON. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator 
from South Carolina eae TILLMAN] to the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. Baker], and will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. LINDSAY. Except for the absence of my pair, the senior 
Senator from Michigan |Mr. McMiLLan], I should vote “ yea” 
on this proposition. 

Mr. BURROWS. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery| to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
JonzES]}, and will allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
CLARK], who is unavoidably absent, is paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. 

Mr. SEWELL (after having voted in the negative). 
senior Senator from Wisconsin |Mr. MircHeL.] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. SEWELL. I withdraw my vote, being paired with that 
Senator. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 31; as follows: 

YEAS— 24. 
Mallory, 
Mills, 


Morgan, 
Pasco, 
Pettigrew, 
Pettus, 
NAYS—31L 
Deboe, Foraker, 


. 


Fairbanks, 


in an- 
arolina 


Has the 


Roach, 
Turner, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
Walthall, 
White. 


Faulkner, 
Gray, 
Heitfeld, 
Jones, Ark, 


Kenney. 
McLaurin, 


Rerry. 
Chilton, 


Gockrell, 
Chandler, 


Serres Cull 
urrows, om, 
5 Davis, 


' the Committee on Finance was, on 
| before the word “‘ cents,” to strike out ‘‘ two” and insert “on, 


) nyw ( L | one-half;” so as to make the paragraph read: 
can not be influenced by any outside importation; that it cuts no | 





Morrill, 


Wellingt 
earn. acon 


Clark, Wolcott. 


Jones, Nev. 
Daniel, rr Platt, 
George, Lindsay, Rawlins, 
So Mr. Vgst’s amendment was rejected. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendinen 


page 83, paragraph 284, line 2, 


284. Starch, including all preparations, from whatever substance prod 
fit for use as starch, 1; cents per pound. 

Mr. WHITE. I have received a letter on this subject. [ an 
not personally aware of the technical matters referred to in ‘|, 
communication, but I will read it, so that if it affords any inforia- 
tion to the committee it may be acted upon: 

MrILTon, MAss., May | 

Dear Str: We notice that by section 284of the tariff bill as reported tthe 

Senate, a duty of 1} cents per pound is levied on starch, and that by « 


= like duty is levied upon “ dextrine, burntstarch, gum substitute, or 3 t 
ish gum.” 


e wish to call your attention to the illogical nature of these duties ag 
compared with each other. 

Starch is the raw material of dextrine and of British gums, and is the oyiy 
material which in any way affects their weight. In the course of manif,:- 
ture the raw starch is first treated with chemicals, which do not in the sliz)\t- 
est degree add to its weight, and it is then subjected for a considerable len yih 
of time to an intense heat, which converts it either into dextrine or British 
gum, according to the nature of the chemicals applied. 

The inevitable result of this process is a shrinkage of from 15 to 22 per cent, 
so that it takes much more than 1 pound of starch to make 1 pound of dex- 
trine, or British gum. Therefore, while we receive protection to the amount 
of i} cents per pound on our manufactured product, we pay a duty of about 
2 cents per pound on the raw material which enters into that pound of inan- 
ufactured product, making an actual discrimination against the domestic 
manufacturer of about one-half cent per pound. 

This, we submit, is an injustice and hardship to which we should not |e 
subjected. The result of this system of duties is Lk nage illustrated in the 
potato-dextrine trade. The discrimination against the American manufac- 
turers turns over to the German manufacturers practically the whole «fa 
large business which, with a logical tariff, we believe that the American 
manufacturers would entirely control. : 

We feel that the change which we ask isa matter of simple justice, and 
trust that we may rely upon your assistance in having a duty levied upon 
dextrine, burnt starch, gum substitute, or British gums one-half cent per 
pound ae, than upon starch; in other words, if the duty on starch re- 
mains at 1} cents per pound, the duty on dextrine and British gums should 
be 2 cents pee. 

wu 


Respectfully, yours, 

om, HORATIO N. GLOVER & SON. 
Hon. StepHen M. Wuirs, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


The letter issigned by Horatio N. Glover & Son, manufacturers 
of dextrine, British gums, gum substitute, Milton, Mass. 

I called the attention of the author of this letter to the fact 
that the same discrimination obtained in previous laws, and he 
said that was undoubtedly the fact, but nevertheless the state- 
ment he nade is absolutely accurate. I suggest whether. under 
thisshowing, if the statement be correct, and I believe it is froma 
respectable firm, the duties ought to remain as theyare. True, it 
has been so heretofore, but that would scarcely afford an argu- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator from (ali- 
fornia to the fact that under the act of 1890 the duty on starc/i is 
2 cents and on burnt starch 14 cents. 

Mr. WHITE. That is obviously wrong. 

Mr. ALLISON. It would seem to be obviously wrong. Yet 
there was no special complaint about it, because in the act of 1s!'! 
the only correction made was to put the two on an equality. |t 
may be that what thisgentleman statesistrue. Itevidently must 
cost something to burn the starch. 

Mr. WHITE. It will be observed that in the statement whic) 
I just read the writer mentions one large line of manufacturins 
which is being conducted wholly abroad now because of a \\-- 
crimination of that kind, It seems to me that if wecan we ous)! 
to rectify it. However, I do not make any motion. I merely «'- 
tract the attention of the Senator to the subject. Perhaps when 
the bill reaches the Senate an amendment ht be drawn. 

‘ ee ina Would the Senator suggest a higher duty on 
extrine 


Mr. WHITE. I would suggest a lower duty on starch, to ejual- 
ize it in that way. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senator — find difficulty on our 
side of the Chamber, and probably on his, in attempting to reduce 
Oe WHITE, it I the theory of the Senator f 

: were of the Senator from 
fowa, I should raise it on / epee section, 

Mr. FRYE. That is what the Senator from Iowa ought to do. 

Mr, WHITE. I will allow it to remain as it is. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Very well; and we will see about it later. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment by the Committee on Finance, 

The amendment was | eed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 83, line 3, paragraph 285, 
before the word ‘* cents,” to strike out ‘‘ two” and insert ‘“‘ one and 
one-half;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

es5. Dextrine, burnt starch, gum substitute, or British gum, 1} cents per 

und. 

* The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 286, line 8, after the 
word ‘‘pound,” to strike out— 

Sweet marjoram, 3 cents per pound; summer savory, coriander seed, and 
thyme, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

So as to make the paragraph read: 

286. Spices: Mustard, ground or prepared, in bottles or otherwise, 10 cents 
per pound; capsicum or red pepper. or cayenne pepper, 2} cents per pound; 
sage, | o- per pound; spices not specially provided for in this act, 3 cents 

r pound. 

* The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 83, after line 12, to insert a 
new paragraph, as follows: 

, 10 cents per nd, until January 1, 1900; after that date tea 
shall be adtnitted free of duty. z 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the paragraph may be passed over. 
It will be observed that it is only a temporary Solr. intended to 
bridge over a deficiency that may occur for the first year or two. 
I hope that during the progress of the bill we may dispense with 
this duty. I am not quite prepared to suggest it, however, so I 
ask that the ph may be passed over. 

Mr. WHITE. ‘Tf simply wish, for the information of the Senate, 
to call attention to a few remarks made by the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] during 1894, in reference 
to this very matter. In criticising the Democratic side he made 
use of this phraseology: 

If it be the purpose of this amendment to raise revenue, if it is a necessity, 
as I claim it is not— 

Referring to sugar— 
to raise additional revenue, why not take some other means? There area 
thousand methods open to the Vongress which are certainly preferable to 


this one. Why not impose a higher duty upon whisky if revenne is a neces- 
sity? Why not increase the tux upon beer? The tax of $1.50a barrel upon 





beer would give roximately as much revenue as the proposed duty upon 
sugar. Who be hurt by the im tion of a tax like that? Not all the 


people of the United States, because t y are not obliged to buy beer. 

I showed in some statements which | made to the Senate a week or ten 
days ago that the absolute reductions in taxes by this bill as it now stands 
upon pure luxuries is $38,000,000, or an approximate sum to that which is 

2 6 bill upon sugar. Think of the monstrous 

cuties upon cosmetics, upon artificial feathers 

laces and embroideries, upon silk clothing, and upon 
articles, in order to furnish an excuse for the imposition of a 
tax — sugar! What justification can you find in the judgment of the 
American people for this action? 

I refer to an extract in the same connection and bearing directly 
upon the tea tax. 

Again— 


He says— 


if it sneuey to secure revenue, as I believe it is not, why not add to the 
tax on tobacco? You can easily get from an additional tax on tobacco all the 
revenue which it is proposed to derive from the tax on sugar. Why not, if 
revenue is and you do not care to levy a tax upon anything pro- 
duced in the U: States, impose a duty on tea and coffee? A duty of 10 
cents a on tea would never reach the consumer of tea through an ad- 
dition to price, as tea which can be sagernd to-day at from 10 to 12 cents a 
pound is sold et retail mainly at from 40 to 50 cents a pound. 

You might impose a duty upon tea of 10 cents a pound and it would reduce 
the profits of the importers or of the distributors of tea in the United States: 
but when you impose a duty upon sugar, so close is the competition upon sugar 
that whatever add to duty, as shown so clearly by the distinguished 
Senator from Tenses Mr. Peffer) yesterday, is certainly and inevitably 
added to the price to consumer, wherever he may be located. There is 
no dispute whatever about this proposition, and there can be none. 


Thinking that possibly the proposition might be overlooked by 
Senators uw the other side, I call attention to the suggestion 
thus made by the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island, that 
it Was unnecessary to tax sugar, that a tax upon tea and beer 
would a Peeeokee much better. 

The VICE- DENT. If there be no objection, paragraph 
= will be passed over. The Chair hears none, and it will be so 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


on Finance was, in paragraph 287, line 16, before 
the word “ gallon,” to insert the word **proof;” and in line 17, 
after the word “standard,” to insert “‘ proof;” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 


, Vinegar, 7} cents per proof 
be taken tobe that strona 
to neutralize umes teoy of 
amendment was to. 


. ALLISON. I will not press the consideration of the bill 


“MILLE. I wish to ask unanimous consent to go back to 
first paragraph of the bill in order to offer an amendment in 


F 


ion. The standard proof for vinegar 
h requires % grains of bicarbonate of 
vinegar. 


eezies 
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the morning, which I wish to have printed in the Recorp. I was 
not present when that part of the bill was acted upon; it was not 
possible for me to be here; and I have an amendment which I 
wish to offer, and I should like to have it voted on in the morning. 
It relates to the first paragraph of the bill. I will send the amend- 
ment to the desk in order that it may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word * prescribed,” in line 9, page 
1, it is proposed to insert: 


Provided, That only 75 per cent of the duties imposed by this act shall be 
collected on imports from countries whose mints are open t und 
unlimited coinage of gold and silver at the rate of 16 grains of fine silver equal 


in value to | grain of fine gold. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent that we may go back to 
that part of the bill in the morning, in order that we may have a 
vote on the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust the Senator from Texas will not press 
that request at this moment. The amendment may lead to some 
debate. I think very likely it will. There are very many things 
which have already been passed over, and it is not wise to discuss 
the amendment the Senator from Texas has offered. 

Mr. MILLS. I will ask to have the amendment printed in the 
RECORD as one which I shall offer to the bill at the proper time. 

Mr. ALLISON. To that I have no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment has been read, and 
it will therefore appear in the Recorp. 

EXECUTIVE 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After forty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 35 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 
June 17, 1897, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


SESSION, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 16, 1897, 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY, 

Stewart L. Woodford, of New York, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Spain, vice 
Hannis Taylor, resigned. 

CONSUL. 

Julius Goldschmidt, of Wisconsin, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Berlin, Germany, vice Charles de Kay, resigned. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

John R. Puryear, of Kentucky, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Paducah, in the State of Kentucky, to succeed Felix 
G. Rudolph, resigned. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 

Levi M. Willcutts, of Minnesota, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Duluth, in the State of Minnesota, in place of Emil 
Olund, removed. 

AUDITOR FOR NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

Frank H. Morris, of Ohio, to be Auditor for the Navy Depart- 
ment, to succeed William H. Pugh, resigned. 

ASSISTANT AGENT AT SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA. 

James C. Boatman, of California, to be assistant agent at the 
salmon fisheries of Alaska, office created by the sundry civil ap- 
propriation act approved June 4, 1897. 

AGENT AT SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA, 

Howard M. Kutchin, of California, to be agent at the salmon 
fisheries of Alaska, office created by the sundry civil appropria- 
tion act approved June 4, 1897. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE 
General officer. 

Col. Anson Mills, Third Cavalry, to be brigadier-general, June 

16, 1897, vice Mizner, retired from active service. 


ARMY, 


QYuartermaster’s Department. 
First Lieut. Andrew Gregg Curtin Quay, Third Cavalry, to be 
assistant quartermaster, with the rank of captain, June 16, 1897, 


vice Pope, nominated for promotion. 
Maj. John Simpson, quartermaster, to be deputy quartermaster- 


general, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, June 11, 1897, vice 
Forsyth, retired from active service. 

Capt. James Worden Pope, assistant quartermaster, to be 
quartermaster, with the rank of major, June 11, 1897, vice Simp- 
son, promoted. 

Cavalry arm. 

First Lieut. Thomas Jefferson Lewis, Second Cavalry, to be 

captain, June 13, 1897, vice Kingsbury, Second Cavalry, deceased, 

cond Lieut. William Franklin Clark, Seventh Cavalry, to be 
on June 13, 1897, vice Lewis, Second Cavalry, pro- 
moted. 
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Artillery arm. 
Capt. James Chester, Third Artillery, to be major, June 7, 1897, 
vice Darling, Third Artillery, retired from active service. 
First Lieut. John Deane Charles Hoskins, Third Artillery. to be 
captain, June 7, 1897, vice Chester, Third Artillery, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Archibald Campbell, Third Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, June 7, 1897, vice Hoskins, Third Artillery, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 16, 1897. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


Frank G. Deckabach, of Ocosta, Wash., to be register of the 
land office at Olympia, Wash. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


John O’B. Seobey, of Olympia, Wash., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Olympia, Wash. 


POSTMASTERS. 
Cassius C. Pillsbury, to be postmaster at West Superior, in the 
county of Donglas and State of Wisconsin. 
Reuben J. Mott, to be postmaster at Port Allegany, in the 
county of McKean and State of Pennsylvania. 
George H. Swearingen, to be postmaster at Dunbar, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania, 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, June 17, 1897. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. Huan Jounsron, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

Mr. Henry M, Te.uer. a Senator from the State of Colorado, 
appeared in his seat to-day. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed with. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Joseph Dobbins and 86 
other citizens of Worcester, Mass., employed in the carpet mills 
of M. J. W. Whithall, praying for the early enactment of a pro- 
tective-tariff law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Massachu- 


, setts, remonstrating against the proposed duty of $2 per thousand 


feet upon lumber; which was or to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Massachu- 
setts, remonstrating nee any increase in the present rate of 
duty on India tanned skins for morocco; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Auxiliary of the 
Young Men's Christien Association of Somerville, Mass., prayin 
for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the reproduction of 
prize fights by means of the kinetoscope; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Min- 
neapolis, Minn., and a petition of 103 citizens of Lake Crystal, 
Minn., praying for the early of the pending tariff bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of 49 citizens of Rochester, Minn., 
remonstrating against the passage of a clause in the pendin 
tariff bill providing for the use of stamps on bank checks; whic 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Rifton Glen, N. Y., praying for the early enactment of a 
protective-tariff law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of New York 
City, remonstrating against the prdposed increase of the tax on 
beer; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ran- 
dolph, Vt., praying for the earliest possible passage of a protective- 
tariff bill: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the Millers’ National 
Association of the United States, praying for the adoption of a 
reciprocity clause in the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Rohlfing Sons’ Music Com- 
pony and other importers of musical merchandise of Milwaukee 

is., praying that the customs duty on musical instruments and 
parts for the same be provided for at the rate of 35 per cent ad 
valorem; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of the Krause Shoe Cone of 
Milwaukee; of the Racine Shoe Company, of Racine, and of the 
Atwell Shoe Company, of Milwaukee, all in the State of Wisconsin, 
remonstrating — an oe duty on raw goatskins; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 


JUNE 17, 
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Mr. GALLINGER ones a memorial of the Laconia Ly)... 
Works, of Laconia, N. H., and a memorial of W. P. Gari)... 
Co., of Concord, N. H., remonstrating against the propose). 
of $2 ed thousand feet on lumber; which were ordered {., | 
the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Woodbury Bros., of New Hay, 
shire, remonstrating against an increase in the present | , 
duty on tanned skins for morocco or a duty on raw goat..),,.. 
which was ordered to lie on the table. s 

He also presented a petition of W. D. Brackett & Co., of B.:. 
Mass., praying for the imposition of a duty on goatskins: y, h 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented memorials of the Amalgamated \y.,,) 
Workers, the Building and Trade Council, the Union of (1) ;.,; 
Brewers’ Workingmen’s Association, and sundry other or 1). 
tions of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the enactine); 
legislation intended to destroy the t system of ticket bro. 
kerage; which were referred to the mittee on Interstate Com. 


merce. 

Mr. CAFFERY presented a memorial of E. J. Hart & Co. ang 
1,094 other citizens of Louisiana, remonstrating against the o1,,,, ; 
ment of legislation intended to destroy the present syst. ¢ 
ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on [))tor- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. TURPIE Pa the petition of J. O. Perrin and sundry 
other citizens of Lafayette, Ind., praying for the enactment of 
legislation authorizing the eae Be United States to ap- 
point a commission as proposed by t anapolis (Ind.) mone- 
tary convention; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

e also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Terre Haute, 
Ind., praying for the early enactment of a protective-tariff law: 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN presented sundry memorials of citizens of Pir- 
owing nee Ala., remonstrating against the enactment of levisla- 
tion intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerave: 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce 

Mr. KYLE cmp ow E, acxermygd paneer of Custer and 
Goodwin, in the State of Sout kota, and a petition of sundry 
citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the early enactment of a 
protective-tariff law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Raleigh, N. C., praying for the early of the pending tariff 
bill; which was to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas J. Keith, of Charlotte, 
N.C., praying that he be remunerated for services as night watci- 
man at the at that city; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the memorial of C. J. Hibbard, of 
Newport, Vt., remonstrating t an increase in the present 
rate of duty on tanned skins for morocco, or a duty on raw goat- 
skins; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. THURSTON, from the Select Committee on International 
Expositions, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 32) 
accepting the invitation of the French ublic to take part in an 
interna’ tion to be held in in 1900 A. D., reported 
it with an ame ent, and submitted a thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on , to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1133) to pay the Richmond Locomotive and 
Machine Works its claim for and losses incurred in the 
construction of the armored battle Texas, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report 

Mr. C , from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill = 2041) to amend section 4:*6 of 
the Revised Statutes of the U States, striking out ‘‘twenty- 
eight consecutive hours” and “twenty-eight hours” and inser! 
“fo Seen “forty hours,” reported it without 
ame: 


t 


¢ 


LANDS IN GREER COUNTY, OKLA. 

Mr. CARTER. Upon the 19th of May the Secretary of the [n- 
terior addressed a communication to Congress requesting tht tie 
time within which certain ho settlers in Greer County, 
Okla., should have the preference right to file on lands be «\- 
tended for the period of six months. The extension was sous! 
because the land office could not be opened before the Ist day «! 
July, whereas under the existing law the preference right wou 4 
expire on the 18th day of that month. The intervening time. ()\' 
is, the space of time between the of the land office aud 
the expiration of the preference right under the law, is not wc 
quate to enable all of the settlers to make their ae The Com- 
mittee on Public Lands unanimously report a bill granting (0 
extension as requested, and I ask unanimous consent for its |): > 
ent consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall not object unless it leads to debate, 
If it does, of course I must insist on the regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL.: It will not lead to debate. 








1897. 
a 

The bill (S. 2150) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
for the entry of lands in Greer County, Okla., to give preference 
rights to settlers, and for other purposes,” approved January 18, 
1807, was the first time by its title, and the second time at 
length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete,, That the time for the exercise of the preference right 
of entry qeawea to bona fide occupants of land within the territory estab- 
lished as Greer County, Okla.. by section | of an act entitled “An act to pro- 
ld A ats 
oe . extended OJanuary 1 t08, ae. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Montanaasks unan- 
imous consent for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit. 
tee of the Whole. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAVIS introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


A bill (Ss. 2151) granting a pension to Mrs. Jeannette E. Sweet; 
d 
0 pill (S. 2152) granting an increase of pension to Don A. Dan- 


iels. 

Mr. QUAY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2153) for the re- 
lief of certain volunteer officers and soldiers of the civil war, and 
for other ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the on tary Affairs. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2154) for the relief of 
John H. Mc ; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2155) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Keith; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 2156) for the relief of Wil- | 


bar F. ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. introduced a bill (S. 2157) granting a pension 


. COCKRELL 
to Fielding L. Rutherford; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying petition, referred to the Committee on 


Pensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 2158) for the relief of the 
estate of Isadore Daigle, deceased, late of West Baton Rouge 
Parish, La.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2159) for the relief of Pay 
a H. Stevenson; which was read twice by its title, 

referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
DRAWBACK ALLOWANCES, 


Mr. CAFFERY submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Secretary of the 
Treasury be to furnish the Senate, as cory as practicable, copies of 
all evidence or statements on which the drawback allowance contained im Vir- 
cular No, 102, Division of Customs, were based, with the names and occupa- 


tions of the the statements or furnishing the evidence, and 
also be to inform the Senate whether the drawback allowances for 
the different of saccharine strength of nae were derived from 
proof or were reached a theoretical ulation, and all infor- 
mation and in possession of the Department on which the drawback 
allowances in said circular were made. 
THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 

eration of House bill 379. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
the Government and to encourage the industries 


page 83—Spirits, wines, and other beverages. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Secretary proceeds to read, I ask 
unanimous consent to turn back to page 23, line 1. After the 
to insert the words ‘‘ not otherwise spe- 

Tt relates to glass bottles, vials, jars, etc., 
applies to all of them, whereas in the sched- 
consider there are special exceptions made. 
specially provided for” should be in- 
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1, ph 94, after the 
aMierwieseneriaity provided for;” so 
paragraph read: 


colored, molded or pressed, and fl‘ at, lime, or lead glass 
and covered or uncovered demijohes and carboys, any of 
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the foregoing, filled or unfilled, not otherwise specially provided for, and 
whether their contents be dutiable or free, except such as contain merchan- 
ise subject toan ad valorem rate of duty, or toa rate of duty based in whole 
or in part upon the value thereof, | pay duty as follows: If holding more 
than | pint, seven-eighths of 1 cent per pound; if holding not more than 1 pint 
and not less than one-fourth of a pint, 1} cents per pound: if holding 
one-fourth of a pint, 45 cents per gross: Provi That n 
articles shall pay a less rate of duty than 40 per cent ad \ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I wish to make asuggestion to the Senator from 
Iowa. Yesterday when paragraph 2x1, ‘‘Cocoa-butter or cocoa- 
butterine,” was passed upon by the Senate I desired unanimous 
consent that it might be reconsidered and passed over temporarily. 
I have received some communications with reference to the sub- 
ject of cocoanut oil and desire to investigate a decision made by 
the circuit court of New York regarding the subject. I will not 
ask for any lengthy detention. 

Mr. ALLISON. Asto paragraph 281 I suppose it is the Senator's 
purpose to consider the propriety of adding cocoanut oil? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. Whynotallowthe paragraph tostand? Ishall 
have no objection to returning to it and adding cocoanut oil, if it 
is found that that ought to be done. 

Mr. WHITE. Very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. Cocoanut oil is now on the free list, and I am 
not sure but that the Senator is right. 

Mr. WHITE. Ishall examine the decision to which I yeferred. 

Mr. ALLISON. Wecan return to it at any time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Secretary proceeds, I desire to turn 
back to paragraph 149, page 47, line 17. I propose to insert the 
word ‘“‘ not” after the word ‘“‘at;” so as to read: 

Scissors and shears, and blades for the same, finished or unfinished, valued 


at not more than 50 cents per dozen, 15 cents per dozen and 15 per cent ad 
valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, Without objection, that amendment 
will be made. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 











shal 


‘$8 than 
me of the above 
valorem. 


That makes a very material differ- 


ence. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does. Itis a mere clerical error as it now 
stands. It should read, ‘‘ valued at not more than 50 cents per 
dozen.” The next bracket is, ‘‘ valued at more than 50 cents per 
dozen.” The object is to reach those at not more and those at 
more than 50 cents. The Senator will see that it is a mere clerical 
error. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir; I see. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yesterday at my request the Senator 
from Iowa consented to pass over paragraph 275, relating to ex- 
tract of meat. He offered an amendment to the paragraph which 
met most of the objections 1 had. I am willing now to take the 
paragraph up. I wish to say, however, to the Senator that I think 
the tariff of 35 cents a pound is greater than it ought to be. The 
amendment offered by the Senator will take off about two-thirds 
of the proposed tariff, but it will still leave-the tariff at 35 cents a 
pound, which is about, as I make it out, from 10 to 12 cents a pound 
more than it is under the present law. 

The importation of Liebig’s extract under the present law has 
been limited toa considerable extent. It does not enter into com- 
petition with American products which are somewhat of the same 
character. Liebig’s extract is manufactured in South America 
by a very expensive process, I understand, for the purpose of pre- 


| paring it so that it will keep for any length of time and in any 


atitude. The American product is not so handled: it is not in- 
tended to be preserved in such a way; it is not so costly; it is not 
so expensive to manufacture. Liebig’s extract is prescribed by 
physicians for invalids, and where it is needed it is an absolute 
necessity. 

Under the circumstances, it seems to me that the Senat>r from 
Towa ought to agree to a tax of 20 per cent ad valorem, which is 
the present rate, instead of 35 cents, as proposed. I shall ask fora 
vote on the proposition unless the Senator accepts it. I am will- 
~~ take up the paragraph and dispose of it. 

r. ALLISON. I am sorry that I can not accommodate my 
friend. I am willing to take up the paragraph and vote on it 
now. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let us have avote. I move tostrike 
out “35 cents per pound” and insert ‘‘20 per cent ad valorem,” in 


line 24, page 79, paragraph 275. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. In line 24, page 79, paragraph 275, strike out 


**35 cents per pound” and insert in lieu thereof ‘*20 per cent ad 
valorem;” so as to read: 


275. Extract of meat, not specially provided for im this act 
valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON, The Senator proposes to strike out the fluid 
extract also? 


20 per cent ad 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the words ‘‘ fluid | ters of all kinds, and bay rum or bay water, imported in bottles or jugs 


va ne K eant ” Jeeses a , | be packed in packages containing not less than 1 dozen bottles 6; | . 
anteest oF epee, 15 cents per pound,” so that both classes shall pay ec package, ar omy shall be paid as if such Are, a bottles r 
ar cent. , ozen bottles or jugs; and all suc ttles or jugs shall, unless ot} 
Pie SECRETARY. And also strike out the remainder of the | specially provided for in this act, pay an additional dees of cents f 
printed paragraph after the word ‘‘ pound,” in the following words: | bottle or Jug. The percentage of alcohol in wines and fruit juices ; 


a determined in such manner as the Secretary of the Treasury sha)! }), 
Fluid extract of meat, 15 cents per pound. tion prescribe. ¢ 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the| wr ALLISON 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. ’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at page 83, line 21, ‘‘ Sched- 
ule H.—Spirits, wines, and other beverages.” 


Before this amendment is voted on.I des) 

modify it by striking outon page 87, in lines 22 to 24, the \ 

‘‘and all such bottles or jugs shall, unless otherwise s).. 
rovided for in this act, pay an additional duty of 8 cents toy ,. 


: : 3 »0ttle or jug” and inserting ‘‘and in additio sreto duty « 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- be nctneiel cm the nondiaan jams at the ees ont r 


agraph 288, page 84, line 1, under the heading ‘‘ Spirits,” after the chargeable thereon if imported empty.” 


word ‘‘ and,” to strike out * fifty ” and insert ‘“‘ twenty-five;” so as The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing {. 


to make the paragraph read: amendment of the committee, including the amendment .; | 
SCHEDULE H.—SPIRITS, WINES, AND OTHER BEVERAGES. Senator from Iowa. 
Spirits: Mr. WHITE. In connection with this schedule, as relate. ; 
288, Brandy and other spirits manufactured or distilled from grain or other : : : a _— 
materials, and not specially provided for in this act, $2.25 cents per proof | We, I desire to have a letter read which was forwarded t. 1, 
gallon. by Hon. Morris M. Estee, who is known to many Senators |) ».. 
The amendment was agreed to. personally and whom we all know to be one of the leading Re- 
The next amendment was, in paragraph 289, page 84, line 13, ee - = West. 4 It is in Fn mang to the particular it 
after the words “‘ And provided further, That,” to strike out ‘‘ any | 1 the schedule now under considerat.on. ‘ 
brandy or other spirituous or distilled liquors imported in any The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the lett: 
sized cask, bottle, jug, or other package, of or from any country, Mr. WHITE. I desire the attention of the Senator from |i wa 
dependency, or province under whose laws similar sized casks, | to the statements contained in the letter. 
bottles, jugs, or other packages of distilled spirits, wine, or other The Secretary read as follows: 
beverage put up or filled in the United States aredeniedentrance | 1. v-gexavon: The tariff echedul a ne . 18 
into such country, dependency, or province, shall be forfeited to . — eee y the United States 
. , - : Senate, so far as it relates to American wines, is unjust, and th ye g 
the United States; and;” so as to make the paragraph read: ers of California are practically a unit in o tion to it. By rene. t 
280. Each and every gauge or wine gallon of measurement shall be counted | Some of the leading producers of our State, I venture to write you on this 
as at least 1 proof gallon; and the standard for determining the proof of — . 
brandy and other spirits or liquors of any kind imported shall be the same ou are aware that personally I have ceased to be interested in graj« «I- 
as that which is defined in the laws relating to internal revenue: Provided, | ture in California, but, in common with all of our people, [am deeply inter 
That it shall be lawful for the Secretary of the Treasur in his discretion, to pene Ad whatever secures the prosperity of the producers of our State and 
authorize the ascertainment of the proof of wines, co 8, or other liquors, . 3 
by distillation or otherwise, in neon, where it is impracticable to ascertain 1. There is but a very small portion of the earth's surface where the finer 
such proof by the means prescribed by existing law or requlations: And pro- | Qualities of the European Crago Ste be raised. Theso grapes never will 
vided further, That any brandy or other spirituous or distilled liquor im- | prosper in the Tropics, nor, indeed, in the temperate zones, except in es) 
sorted in a cask of less capacity than 10 gallons from any country shall be for- | cially favorable } ties. California is‘the only of the American Unior 


yuh 


eited to the United States. = the an Vee ae thus pee large aerated. The culture 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the amendment striking out the first | fhe rads preteen ee men cancorned, and if 


N. , the principle of protection means anyt , it means that infant or vide 
part of the additional proviso be disagreed to. veloped industries shall be rotected. nst unfair foreign competi: 


The amendment was rejected. dhomid bs done > scxomplish wintprbenet ie gueswitbont tang far | 

The reading of the bill was_ continued. The next amendment foreign wines brought to the United States are a luxury which hone but the 
was, in paragraph 291, page 85, line 1, after the word “‘ Cordials,” vou y en enjoy. and this is so oes h Seaport — are imposed on 
to strike out * liquors” and insert “‘liqueurs;” and in line 4, after | them or not, as the American consumer sees uses Ameri: 

‘8 : : + Ree 2 : ‘8 wines only; and hence the question of protection to American wines res.) 
the word ‘‘and,” to strike out “ fifty” and insert “ twenty-five;” | jtscit into & contest betwens the Tick American consumer and the foreign 
so as to make the paragraph read: producer on the one hand ond the inGustrions American producer and the 

291. Cordials, liqueurs, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia, and other | P°O™ merican consumer on the . 
irituous Soveanees or bitters of all kinds, containing spirits, and not spe- eaten —— = epaet-at See cog ipente ba a pinsicy tariff 
cially provided for in this act, $2.25 per proof gallon. ee ae, royed. Oug' AD 
amount invested in vn in California now exceeds $50,000,000. This is 
The amendment was agreed to. a a divided between the rails in. § the wine, and tho brandy iesoustrice._ During the 
Thé reading of the bill was continued. e next amendment | /#st fouryears there n a great depression e culture, caused 
was, in paragraph 294, page 86, line 2, after the word “gallon,” | "gry by the so caed aeons rained in which placed the duty on dry. 2 
to insert ‘but no separate or additional duty shall be levied on | Senate Finance Committee has ent it down tothe old figure of 30 cents. «: 
the bottles;” so as to make the paragraph read: not ony a changed the duty on imported wines in glass tu 3 
204. Champagne and all other sparkling wines, in bottles containing each This is an actual discrimination in favor of the foreign product, becaus» 
not more than 1 quart and more than 1 ee $5 Pi dozen; containing not | the one-dollar duty does not meet the difference in the price of wayes in 


more than 1 pint each and more than cn>-half pin r dozen: containing | France and America. To illustrate, in the wine districts of France the aver 
one half pint each or less, & per dozen; in bottles or other vessels containing 


. ; , wages paid to labor is from 1; to 3 francs aday, the laborer boii 
more than 1 quart each, in addition to $8 per dozen bottles, on the quantit himsel except hislunch. In California the price of labor for the same work 
in excess of 1 quart, at the rate of $2.50 per gallon; but no separate or addi. is from 7% cents to $l a day and board. It will thus be seen that if it wer: a 
on duty ae be levied on the ae mere matter of the value o labor in cultivati the vine, America could not 

e amendment was agreed to. on even terms compete with France wine. In this connec- 

. » ‘ i i : tion, it ought also to be observed that the interest’on money in Califor): is 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to strike | from 7 to 10 per cent per annum: in France, Germany. and Italy it is {:01 
out the following paragraph: 3 te 4 per < cont por samen, Ast a monte also be cen rges 
205, Still wines, including ginger wine or ginger cordial and vermuth, in | an im uty on wines brought into that coun ng of $1.95 a case; 
casks, 60 cents per galion; fi bottles or jugs, per case of | dozen bottles or | Italy, $1.44 a case, and France, on all wines above 10.9 of alcoholic strength, 
ugs, containing each not more than 1 quere and more than | pint, or 24 bot- | the same proportionate 7 o imposes on spirits. 
les or jugs containing each not more than 1 pint, $2 per case; and any excess The Senate amendments to the bill are not only wrong to the pro 
beyond these quantities found in such botiies or jugs shall be subject to a | ducers, but are unjust to the whole For instance, the duty on wines 
duty of 7 cents per pint or fractional part thereof, but no se te or addi- | of an absolute alcoholic strength of from 14 to 24 degrees is 50 cents a ga\iin 
tional duty shall be assessed on the bottles or juss: ‘Provided, That any wines, | While the duty on spirits whose absolute alcoholic strength is 0 is 5:2 a 
ginger cordial. or vermuth imported containing more than 24 per cent of al- lion. Thus the duty on twenty-four fiftieths of a gallon of spirits, wien 
cohol shall be forfeited to the United States: And provided further, That there | blended with wine, is only 50 cents; but when it comes intothe country i | 
shall be no constructive or other allowance for breakage. leakage. or damage | form of pure spirits the duty would be over a dollar, thus diseriminat!:. 
on wines, liquors, cordials, or distilled spirits. Wines, cordials, brandy, and | in favor of fore wines. And, Pou, Se woes encourage adulteration. 
other spirituous liquors imported in bottles or jugs shall be packed in pack- | because the ordinary st: of wines is about Il} degrees « 
ages containing not less than 1 dozen bottles or jugs in each package; and all | alcohol, while under this the importer could in wine braced up to 
such bottles or ugs shall pay an additional duty of 3 cents for each bottle or | 24 in spirits, and by the use of water and other su dilute it unti! 
jug uniess s y provided fer in this act. was down to the usual serena of 11} degrees of spirits, and thus make 1 
And in lieu thereof to i rt: than 2 gallons of wine out.of 1. 
B eG SECTS: And, again, it is a notorious fact that the French officials have rece! 
2%. Still wines, including ginger wine or ginger cordial and vermuth, in | reported to the French Government that a considerable ion of the wines 
casks or packages other than bottles or Jags. f containing 14 per cent or less | of France are adulterated. Whatever may be said of ‘ornia wines by 
of absolute alcohol, 30 cents per gallon; if containing more t l¢ per cent | people who underrate our own productions, yet no one ever doubted || 
of absolute alcohol, 50 cents per gallon. In bottles or jugs, per case of 1 | what they pure. estoy bill 
amendments @ Dingley bill in 


t were 
dozen bottles or jase. containing each not more than 1 quart and more than 3. Asa revenue propostiion the 
es or jugs containing each not more than 1 pint, $1.60 per | relation to wines would prove a As before stated, it is well un’: 


0 


em 


W 


i 
t 


i pint, or 24 bott 
cones and any excess beyond these quantities found in such bottles or jugs | stood that im wines of the grades are drank only by we:!')) 
shall be subject to a duty of 5 cents per pint or fractional part thereof, but also a fact that the chief test of the value of these wines \'' 
ne separate or additional duty shall be assessed on the bottles or jugs: Pro- | the A their quality = 


vided, That i gi rdial, or th imported tainin rit and th ane wines (that is, th under 12 

. any wines, r co’ , or vermu con more , us 50 cents a an on b ose under 12 
than 24 per cent of alcohol i te classed ao tpirite aa’ pay det sonepaiaaky or cus of alesholte strength) wi ag 

a 

into 


of 
will ‘ect the amount of tl 
And provided further, That there shall be no constructive or other allowance portation duty world Lowet umount of ¢ 
spi the market in competition with imported w.' > 
uous liquors, including bit- | an absolutely pure article, and which is improving in quality every year.utd 


of wine. 
‘ or damage on wines, liquors, cordials, or distilled | ducers, and would throw 
spirits. Ln eertiake brandy, and other spirit 
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. whi §0-cent duty would increase American revenue, it would at the 
a anes an ‘American industry. : ast : 
= it must be noted alsoin this connection that the duties on wines and liquors 

re high in all countries where any duty at all is imposed. As a rule, this 
duty is ima for the single purpose of producing revenue. The conten- 
tion that a lower rate of duty on imported wines would stimulate the impor- 
tation, and thus increase the revenue, has by the experiences of the past proven 
to be an error. For instance, the importation of wines in the United States 
in 1803 was 3,354,078 lons. The duty on these wines at 50 cents per gallon 
amounted to $1,727,039.14, while the amount of wine imported in 18%, when 
the duty was and 50 cents a gallon, was 2,768,485 gallons, and the duty col- 
jected amounted to 420,251.90. So you can readily see that, if these Senate 
amendments to the Dingley bill were prompted for the purpose of increasing 
the revenue, they will prove a failure. 

The fact is, France never has been a pood market for American produc- 
tions We therefore owe no commercial obligations to France that we have 
not thrice paid; but even if we did, is it either fair or wise for our brethren 
in the more ulous ——— of our country to pass laws which will protect 
the industries in which they are engaged. but at the same time forget their 
kindred in the remoter portions of this Republic? They should remember 
that while their wool and iron and coal and their products of the farm are 

vrotected, our fruits and wines should be equally protected; and thus by 
Teveloping all the resources of every part of the country they will increase 
the average wealth of the a, maintain prices for labor, give to cayital 
remunerative investments, and make our country self-supporting by produc- 
ing nearly wares that our people consume. 
You cerely 
Eh : MORRIS M. ESTEE. 
Hon. STEPHEN M. WHITE, . 

United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. WHITE. The communication just read presents one view 
of this matter which, it seems to me, ought to be determinative 
so far as the other side of the Chamber is concerned. But my 
view of the whole subject embraced in this chapter is that there 
is no reason, upon any theory advocated by anyone here, justify- 
ing the reduction of tariff upon the alcoholic aatesoaie erred 
to in Schedule H, It is a proposition entirely different from what 
is ordinarily discussed in a tariff debate. This schedule has ref- 
erence to champagnes, brandies, wines, and so on, and _ those 
articles ought to be taxed considerably. Of course I would not 
put on a prohibitive tax, but I would put a tax on the luxury 
theory. 

I was not able to see when the bill was under consideration two 

ears ago, and I do not now see, any reason to justify the lower- 
of the tax upon these specific articles. I do not refer par- 
ticularly to wine, but to other articles. If I had my way about 
it, | would keep up the rate of taxation upon brandies and similar 
liquors to the standard prescribed by the McKinley Act, simply 
for the reason Ihave stated. I think that these articles can stand 
a high tariff. Those who wish them will procure them in any 
event, and hence there will be no loss, but on the contrary an in- 
crease of revenue by following that principle. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee, to strike out and insert a new para- 
graph, including the amendment moved by the Senator from 
Iowa. 


Mr. WHITE. I offer no amendment in connection with the 


paragraph. 

Mr. VEST. It seems to me that this tax now is up to the reve- 
nue point. It is folly to go any higher, unless, as the Senator 
from California says, a thing is to be done which I deprecate, to 
prohibit absolutely these foreign wines from coming into the 
country. As a matter of course, these are articles of luxury. and 
a high duty is expected to be imposed upon them, but I submit 
that the doctrine of forcing every man who can not drink Califor- 
nia wines and proposes to drink the still wines that are imported 
from the Rhine and from France and Italy, and prohibiting him 
from indulging in that taste, is all wrong and oppressive. These 
wines ought to pay a fair revenue and no more. 

I hold in my hand—I do not pretend to be an expertin the mat- 
ter—a communication from the wine importers of the city of New 
York, some of them very reputable men, to my knowledge. I see 
the names of two here who removed from the State of Missouri 
to New York, whom I know to be reputable men. I will ask, 
without having it read, that the communication be placed in the 
Record. The substance of it is that the ees of this duty 
would absolutely exclude these wines from this country and force 
eke who wants to drink wine at all, which I think is an 
admirable thing to do if they must drink, instead of drinking 
oe Ye eee ia ‘i 

m ng to say that my experience about tariff is 
that that is at the bottom of all this taxation. They come here in 
the name of revenue, but the real object is to force the American 
people to take their products. The meaning of this increased 
taxation is, if you must drink wine, then you must drink our 
wine, and ifa man can not drink the California wine, as a great 
many can not, you must not drink wine at all. I do not 
belong to the class who believe that it is an unadulterated evil to 
drink wine. I believe in the old Bible doctrine, “Use a little 
wine for thy stomach’s sake.” If I want a particular sort of wine, 

believe it is pure and healthful, I have a right under the 
of the United States to exercise that privilege myself. 
te years, to use 


zZ 
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This new doctrine which has come in vogue of 
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the tariff to force me either to leave my stomach empty or to take 
into it the products of certain pe : 
undemocratic, unrepublican, and 
genius of our institutions. 

I suppose it is perfectly useless to move to reduce this duty, but 
I will ask that the communication I have presented may go into 
the REcorpD to show that this is not an ex parte question by any 
means, % 

The communication referred to is as follows 

NEw York, M 


yple in this country. is all wrong, 
opposed, in my opinion, to the 


Hon. GrorGe G. Vest, Washington, D. C.: 

We, the undersigned, dealers in American and foreign wines in this city, 
respectfully beg to submit to your consideration the following re: 
the proposed duty of 60 cents per gallon on foreign still wines imported in 
easks to this country should not be enacted, and the present rate of 30 cents 
maintained, especially for a particular class of foreign still wines 

First. The proposed duty of 6) cents per gallon would bea prohibitive rate 
on most of the foreign wines imported to this country in casks, because in the 
case of the cheapest wines it would increase their cost by about 200 per cent, 
and this exorbitant increase would stop their importation, thus causing a loss 
instead of a gain in the revenue of the Government. The original cost of 
California wines averages about 18 cents per gallon, while in the case of for- 
eign wines fit for exportation it is seldom less than 35 cents delivered in the 
countries of production. This is already a natural protection of about 100 

r cent on California wines; but the proposed duty of 60 cents per gallon on 

oreign wines would raise this protection to the enormous ratio of more than 
330 per cent, to the detriment of the consumers, who are, for the most part, 
people of limited means, and would have to pay a double or triple price for 
an article that has not a higher value. 

Second. The proposed duty of 60 cents per gallon is higher even than the 
rate demanded by some California growers. We say “some growers,” be- 
cause not all of them think that there is any need of further protection 

In fact, from an article on the tariff on wines that appeared in the Pacific 
Wine and Spirit Review, of San Francisco, under date of February 6, 1897, 
and where the increase of duty on foreign wines is strongly opposed, we 
gather the following statement: 

“ The present duty of 30 cents per gallon affords sufficient protection.” 

And further, in the same article, Mr. Charles Wetmore, a prominent Cali- 
fornian wine maker, says: 

“ The present tariff—30 cents on dry natural wines and 5% cents on fortified, 
such as ports and sherries—averages the same as the old 40-cent rate, but is 
more scientific, as it aims to tax imported wines according to alcoholic 
strength at about the same rate as the internal-revenue tax on spirits. It is, 
in fact, a rate of 150 to 200 per cent on the cost price of wines to the whole- 
sale merchants. 

* Even now. with better prices for wines, merchants can and do deliver their 
goods in New York for less than the duty, having the full cost price and ex 
penses on foreign wines as the margin of protection. From the protective 
standpoint, our wines have now a larger measure of protection than any 
other product that Icanthink of. Higher duties would be unjust and op 
preasive. * . 

“A prohibitive tariff is tyrannical and fosters shoddy of all kinds by re- 
moving from competition superior articles which serve to stimulate pri 
ducers to improve in quality. The fine wines of foreign countries are not in 
competition with our products; they command prices and customers of their 
own, and their presence is the only incentive left to encourage higher grades 
in our own vineyards.” 

Third. Such a prohibitive rate of duty as the proposed 60 cents per gallon 
would encourage the adulteration of wines and the manufacture of artificial 
wines, which must be prevented by all means in the in erest of agriculture, 
of honest trade, and of yublic health. With an increase in prices for pure 
wine in this country, the business of manufacturing artificial wine would 
prosper, and this could not be effectually stopped under existing laws. With 
a prohibitive duty on foreign wines, the “ brick vineyards "’ in this country, 
where sugar and spirits are cheap, would be sure to develop. Artificial or 
spurious Wines are the real competitors of the wine industry of this country 
and not foreign wines, which do not come into competition with the home 
product, being of an entirely different character. I[t is natural that the 
manufacturers of spurious wines will favor higber duties on foreign wines. 
If the price of genuine wine is pushed much above what they can turn it out 
for, they will flood the markets of the country with artificial wines. Who 
will be the losers? The wine growers of this country first, then the wine con 
sumers—who would lose both their money and their health—and last, but not 
least, the Government in the expected revenue from imported wines 

Fourth. By hindering or wiping out the importation of foreign wines in 
casks, as would result from the application of the W0-cent duty, considerable 
damage would be done tothe prosperous American export trade with Europe 
in staves for wine barrels. Mostof the wines imported from southern Europe 
are packed in oak casks of American origin, and this trade would be seriously 
affected the day that the importation of wines from Europe into this country 
should be reduced to a minimum on account of the prohibitive duty 

Fifth. On the following point, we desire to draw especially your attention: 

Not all foreign wines imported into the United States are intended for d 
rect consumption, but a discrimination must be made for a special class of 
wines imported from southern Italy, southern France, and Spain, and called 
from the use to which they are desi znated, blending wines. These wines are 
a raw material and are imported into the United States for the purpose of 
improving, by blending, a certain class of American wines. They are a nat- 
ural production of the grapes of certain parts of the above countries, and are 
so rich in alcohol, body, and coloring matter, and so low in acid, that they 
could not be used for direct consumption, but are suitable only for the mix 
ing with others. 

‘The American wines requiring to be blended with these wines are still 
wines obtained in the States east of the Rockies, where, on account of the 
unfavorable climatic conditions and of the existence of the phy!loxera, the 
cultivation of the European grape is not possible and only the indigenous 
American grape can be raised, which. for wine-making purposes, is n 
suitable as the European variety, with the result that many of the 
obtained in this section are but too frequently poor, acid. thin, and possessing 
a disagreeable foxy flavor. On accountof this, they do not obtain good prices 
in their original condition, as the greater number of wine consumers of this 
country are people of foreign origin, who require wines ofa similar character 
to those to which they were accustomed in their respective countries. In 
order to raise the quality of the American wines in question to the required 
standard it is necessary to resort to the use of blending wines, which, on 
account of their rich composition, can remedy in a natural way the defi- 
ciencies of the wines obtained from the American grapes, giving as a result 
wines of proper composition, palatable, that will keep welland improve with 
age and sell more easily and at a better price than they would in their orig- 
inal condition. That they are not a luxury, but a raw material intended for 
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blending purposes, is proved, first, by their composition,and second, by their 
original cost, which is on the average of epee 7 cents per gallon. 

n some parts of Germany, Switzerland, and Austria, where certain thin, 
acid wines, for themselves of little value, are produced. on account of the 
fact that the grape does not always attain porkect maturity, and where, 
therefore, conditions exist similar to those of the Eastern States of this coun- 
try, the practice of blending these naturally poor wines with those of south- 
ern Italy, for instance, is a well-established fact, and the Italian blending 
wines are largely exported to the countries above mentioned for the purpose 
ne. Germany, in order to improve the quality of some of her wines 

ies natural means, has arranged in her commercial treaty with Italy a 

differential duty on blending wines, which can be imported into Germany 
subject to only half the duty (10 marks per aeeaeeee that wines for direct 
———— have to pay (20 marks per hectoliter). 

A similar provision, we think, would benefit the wine merchants and intel- 
ligent growers of this country, east of the Rockies, who would thus be en- 
abled to improve the wines of American grapes and find for them a readier 
and more profitable market. It must be observed that one-half of the pro- 
duction of wines in the aes State. which averages yearly 18, (100,000 gal 
lons, is grown in the and the interests ing to this pro- 
duction deserve an consideration with those of the Pacific 
Coast. In the Uni Saanes no are grown having the 
character of anne wines, and such refore, would not come into 
pr ge w ae ane class of American wines o the ema as has been 

a. a rtion of them would be benefited by their use. 

Oohat ae will give a favorable eration to the arguments 
escmeee a in this memorial and maintain unaltered the present tariff 


on foe st ae ~ Sy we remain, 
Achille Starace, Louis Peirano, 


Brothers, L. Gandolfi & Co. 
F.R . Renauld & Niederstadt, H. A. Batjer & Co., 
Zucca & Co., C. Maspero. Du Vivier & Co., John Solari & Co., 
usica & Wynen, E. La Montague & Sons, Henry E. Gourd. 
i, W. H. Westervelt & Co., Giuseppe Brignoli, 
a, Samegte. ion ers, New York; V. Savarese & Bros., G. 
Cinque & Son, 1 Schiaffino’s Sons & ae ~" 
Balbi & Co., importers, Brooklyn; G. Rossati, wine 
— Teatian department of agriculture, in ition tothe srited 


y P. o-ter further information, please apply to G. Rossati, 24 State street, 
ew Yor 


Mr. WHITE. I call the attention of awe friend the Senator from 
Missouri to the proposition shown by the statistics that, under the 
act prevailing anterior to the Wilson Act, we obtained more rev- 
enue from this article than we did under ‘the Wilson Act, and it 
is so with reference to all of the provisions involved im this partic- 
ular schedule of the bill. As the Senator says, it is true that these 
articles are luxuries and are expected to be taxed as such. We 
must not pass the revenue point; but it is obvious that as a tariff 
for revenue the present law is not a success in this 

I do not care to prolong the debate. I shall vote 
amendment pro by the committee, as I believe t 
provision is better than the provision now 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee to strike out and insert, including 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 298, on 88, 
line 11, after the word *‘ fruit,” to strike out “ juice” and insert 
“jnices;” so as to read: 


Cherry juice and prune —, or prune wine, and other fruit juices not 
specially provided for in this act. 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in “the same paragraph, after the 
word “act,” at the end of line 11, to strike out “containing no 
alcohol or not more than 18 per cent of alcohol.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senate to disagree to the amendment 
striking out those words, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee, to strike ont the words 
which have been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, in the same paragraph, line 14, after 
the word “alcohol,” to strike out ‘*$2.50 per proof gallon; fruits 
preserved in spirits when containing over 5 per cent of alcohol, 
$2.50 per proof gallon for the alcohol contained therein” and in- 

sert ‘60 cents gallon, and in addition thereto $2.07 per proof 
julia on the alcohol contained therein;” so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

208. Cherry juice and i prnne juice, or prune wine, and other fruit juices not 
ey a provided for in this act, oom ng no alcoho! or not more than 18 
per cen 


ol, 60 cents per gallon; if containing more than 18 per cent 
lon, a in addition thereto $2.07 per proo P iaiee 


ual Seo 
States 


inst the 
e House 


‘? cents 
on the alcohol con se 


The amendment was 
The reading of the bill 
read, as follows: 


200. Ginger ale, singer bese. oe Se. and other similar waters 
in o pre. glass bottles, containing each 
sot apt t, 18 cents per dozen; containing more than 

oo more than 1} pints, 28 cents per dozen; 

shall be assessed on the bottles; if im- 

or pressed, glass bot- 


to. 
was resumed, and paragraph 299 was 


green or 


or in such bottles contai nore than 1} pints each, 50 cents per 


ten in addition thereto, duty s on tles, or othe 

ings, at the rates which would thereon if imported e:n)); 
Mr. ALLISON. Iwishtoofferan amendment to that para: Ler: 

in line 21, to strike out the word “ waters,” after the word... 

ae and insert the words ‘‘ beverages containing no alcohol:” «. 

as to read: 


Ginger ale, ginger beer, lemonade, soda water, and other similar bey, 
containing no , ote. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move, in line 23 of that paragr.,) 
after the word ‘‘pint,” to strike out vat © eighteen ” and insert *: 
teen;” so as to e the rate 14 cents per dozen for bottles con: 
“to more than three-fourths of a pint. 

uivalent tax under the t law is about 14 cents 
These things are ll water; none of them contain any alc oho! 1 
see no difference between them and the class of minera! Ww: 
practically which are provided for in section 300. These min. ral 
waters are admitted at a tax of 14 cents dozen bottles. | do 
not understand why there should bea higher rate upon ginger 3 
ginger beer, eras and soda water than is placed on minerai 


The Se art articles under the McKinley law was 13 « 

a dozen, and the equivalent ad valorem 20 per cent. and under 
ilson law, now in ——,* it is 14 cents. I think there cor. 
gy of the committee to maki ng 

ee ees ety on the min- 

eee . 


nts 


It is a higher rate 

cent, and I can see no reason 

be taxed higher than mineral 

ilar in their character and used for similar 

pu If there is any reason for this difference I shoul! be 
glad to have the Senator Towa state it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The a the committee considered this 
ones very carefully, and this is a very reasonable duty on 
oinger § ale am like beverages. 

ONES of Arkansas. It should be the same as the rate on 
mineral waters. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendmen 

a the Senator from Arkansas (Mr. JONES], which wi i 


The SECRETARY. Tn paragraph 299, page 88, line 23, before the 
word “cents,” oposed to strike out “eighteen” and insert 
“ fourteen:” so as to read, * 14 cents per dozen.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask for the yeas and nays on that 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary procee:e( 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I announce my j air 
— the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loper]. If he 

ere present, I should vote “‘ yea.” 

"Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was cailed). I am 

with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate}. If he were 
present, I should vote * 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I transfer my par 
with the senior Senator from [Mr. McMILLAN} to the 
senior Senator from New York [Mr. Murpuy], and vote * yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL (when hisname wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr.Sewe.u}. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Iam paired wit) 

senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris]. Not knowin 
my vote. 


The 

a Ges Tam pure with tho Sabre Geo junior Senator 
’ t pair to junior Senator 
ee idceianena . LopGe], and vote ‘‘nay. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I announce my pair with t @ Senator from 
Nebraska {Mr. Tuurston]. I see he is not in the Chamber, an! 
so I withhold vote. 

Mr. KENNEY. I announce my pair with the junior Senatr 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose]. If he were present, I shoul! 


vote ** 

Mr. Y. The Senator from Iowa . GEAR] having trans- 
ferred his pair with the Senator from ew Jersey Mr. SuirH] to 
the junior Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. Lopes), with whom 
Iam paired, I am at liberty to vote. I vote * 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. [ am paired with the junior Sen:t\' 


ae {Mr. CLarx]. He not being present, I withh«!! 


* MORRILL. I transfer my pair with the Senator fr: 
Tennessee ae a. to the Senator from Wyoming (Mr. 


a an Hh 
OWS (after having vot ones: te in the na (eC I = 
d with the senior Senator from r. CAFFER) 
I transfer that pair to repartee ¥ eens’ j 
Fecther eatiee aati Little vais te tee eagetive viand. 


the 
how he would vote if ——— I wi 
roll call was 











CONGRESSIONAL 


The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 83; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 

Cockrell, Martin, Roach, 
pers Gray, Mills, Turpie, 
Berry, Heitfeld, Morgan, Vest, 
Butler, Lindsay Pasco, Walthall, 
Chilton, McLaurin, Pettus, te. 
Clay, Mallory, Rawlins, 

NAYS—33. 

; Fairbanks, Mantle, Spooner, 
ee Foraker, Mason, Stewart, 
Burrows, e, Morrill, Teller, 
Carter, ger, Perkins, Wellington, 
Chandler, Gear, Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Culiom, Hanna, Platt, N. Y. Wilson. 
Davis, Hawley, Pritchard, 

Deboe, oar, Proctor, 
Elkins, Kyle, Quay, 
NOT VOTING—3. 

rich McEnery, Smith, 
— Hansbrough, McMillan, Thurston, 
Caffery, Harris, Kans. Mitchell, Tillman, 
Cannon, Harris, Tenn. Murphy, Turner, 
Clarke, Jones, Ark. Nelson, Warren, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Penrose, Wolcott. 
Faulkner, Kenney, Pettigrew, 

George. tage. Sewell, 
Gorman, McBride, Shoup, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. COCKRELL subsequently said: This morning on the yea- 
and-nay vote that was taken I was paired with the Senator from 
Oregon {Mr. McBripe}, and voted without noticing that he was 
not in the Chamber. 1 desire to announce my pair with him at 
that time. He was unavoidably called from the Chamber. 
unanimous consent that I may have leave to withdraw my vote. 


It does not change the result at all or break a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Without objection, leave will be granted. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, before this schedule is disposed of, 


I want to call attention, without going into any extended discus- 
sion, to the increase over the McKinley rates by this paragraph. 
For instance, in line 23 the increase is from 13 to18 cents; in line 
2 the increase is from 26 to 28 cents; and in lines 1, 2, and 3, on 
89, a jy ot upon bottles, which was not placed upon 
Potties by the McKinley Act or the Wilson law. That is all I de- 
sire to say on that question. 
The reading of the bill was resumed, and paragraph 300 was 


Mr. VEST. I move to strike out that paragraph for the pur- 
pose of putting these natural mineral waters on the free list, 
where they now are. 

We have taxed everything else, and now we propose to tax these 
products of nature, which are absolutely necessary to a great 
many invalids in this country. There are thousands of people in 
the United States who are not able to live without these mineral 
waters, and the experience of years has demonstrated to them that 
fact. The Carlsbad water and other waters which are brought 
to this country, and the salts which are produced from them, are 


absolutely a 
I do not care to the subject, but here isa 


leading physicians in the principal cities of the Union—New 
York, Boston, Chicago, St. Louis, timore, and all the other 
cities of the country. It is very short, and I will ask that the body 
of the petition be read. 

There are also statements from the principal medical journals 
in the United States, protesting against the duty upon these arti- 
cles, oe are absolutely necessary to the health of the 

of country. 


PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper referred to by the 

from Missouri will be read, in the absence of objection. 

cual ALLISON. Does the Senator desire to have that paper 
Mr. VEST. Itis very short, and contains only a few sentences. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well. ; 

The Secretary read as follows: 


PETITIONS OF THE MEDICAL PROFESSION OF THE UNITED STATES. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 


We, of the medical profession in various sections of this country, 
our 


now under consideration in the House of Representatives 
upon natural mineral waters, which would greatly lessen, 


tion. 
and all tariffs since 1872 the dietetic effervescent 
other natural mineral waters, have been, for reasons of public 
of their great value to public health as hygienic bever- 
admitted except in respect to a duty 


dietetic waters contain, and which 
more or less effervescent, is an important element 
it has the effect of qeemrvine their valuable natural 
and without such carbonic-acid gas they would 
properties and eied effects "ind ooo — 
+ w undergo 

undrinkable and useless. 


tition from 


g 


# 











I ask | 
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The heavy and prohibitive tax which it is now proposed to levy on such 
mineral waters would work a serious injury by depriving the public and the 
medical profession of the benefits now derived from these necessary and im- 
portant resources of hygiene and medicine, and we respectfully submit that, 
on the grounds of health and — utility, the provisions relating to foreign 





natural mineral waters, and to the bottles wherein they are imported, 
which were in force prior to October, 1800, be reenacted in any tariff which 
is sanctioned by your honorable Houses 

We respectfully and earnestly pray that our petition may be considered at 


an early date. 

Mr. WHITE. If the amendments proposed by the committee 
to this paragraph have been adopted, I wish to offer a substitute 
for it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the 
Senator from California that the amendments proposed by the 
committee to the paragraph have not been acted upon. They will 
first be acted upon. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 


graph 300, page 89, line 10, after the word ‘‘ pint,” to strike out 
**thirty ” and insert ‘‘fourteen;” in line 12, after the word ** quart,” 
to strike out ‘“‘forty” and insert ‘‘twenty-four;” in line 16, after 
the word ‘‘ quart,” to strike out ‘‘thirty” and insert “twenty;” 


and in line 18, after the word “ charged,” to insert “ thereon;” so 
as to make the paragraph read: 
300. All mineral waters and all imitations of natural 


mineral water 
all artificial mineral waters not specially provided for in this act, in gr 





or colored glass bottles, containing not more than | pint, 4 cents | 
bottles. If containing more than | pint and not more than | quart, 24¢ 
per dozen bottles. But no separate duty shail be asse a wpe 

f imported otherwise than in plain green or colored glass bot 


yorted in such bottles containing more than 1 quart, 2v cents per a , anc 
in addition thereto duty shall be collected upon the bot ; 
at the same rates that would be charged thereon if imported empty or sepa- 
rately. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On behalf ofthe majority of the Committee on 
Finance, I propose to add to the paragraph the proviso which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendm 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the paragraph it is proposed to 
insert: 

Provided, That all filled bottles imported under thi 
agraph after February 1, 1808, shall have a designatio 
blown in said bottles. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I simply wish to add as to this pro- 
vision that I hold in my hand a paper which shows that in one 
instance the ad valorem duty on bottles is equal to 118 per cent; 
under another provision of this schedule the ad valorem duty on 
the bottles is equal to 90 per cent; under another provision the ad 
valorem duty is equal to 218 per cent, and under another it is 
equal to 127 per cent. 

It is very manifest that the intention is, as I said in regard to 
wines, to exclude these articles from abroad, no matter how nec- 
essary they may be to the life or health of any American citizen, 
and we are met with the argument that they can get just as good 
mineral waters in this country, and they must take them. 

Mr. President, if there is anything that constitutes a peculiar 
feature of disease, it is that the subtile connection between mind 
and body must be considered by the skillful physician. If the pa- 
tient becomes possessed of the idea that a certain sort of mineral 
water is necessary to his health, then nothing else will have the 
effect upon him of that particular water. Our friends upon the 
other side can not come in, in the name of American production 
and in the name of protection to American products, and say 
to the patient, “You must reverse your opinion on this ques- 
tion and swallow our waters; and if you do not do it, then die. 
It is better for you to die than that the great protective system 
should be sacrificed in a single feature.” {Laughter.| That is 
the meaning of this enormous duty of 218 per cent upon bottles. 
It is proposed to exclude them from the country absolutely, and 
then to compel any man whose physician advises him to drink 
mineral waters, or who thinks he needs a certain foreign mineral 
water, to take the American water or else go out of existence and 
escape by death from this universal and permeating spirit of pro- 
tection. [Laughter.] 

I ask leave to have inserted in the Recorp the paper which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be so ordered. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

NATURAL MINERAL WATERS. 


Natural mineral waters, for remedial and table porgasee, have always been 
Saerees free of duty as beneficial for and essential to the preservation of 





nt proposed by the 


sand the pr ng par 


1 of the contents ther 


In the absence of objection, it 


All attempts to impose a duty upon them, or upon the bottles in which they 
were imported, were at first fruitless, Concress insisting that they should be 
impor duty free. In 1883 Congress again agreed to the principle that nat 
ural mineral water should be free from duty, but it imposed upon its bottles 
a duty of 22} cents per case WO) large bottles and 3% cents per case 100 small 
bottles, equal to 30 per cent ad valorem on the bottles 

By the act of 1890 (McKinley tariff) this duty upon the bottles was increased 
to 75 cents per case 0 large bottles and $1.50 per case 10 small bottles, being 
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lcent per pound on large bottles and 1} cents per pound on small bottles, 
equal to 118 per cent ad valorem on the bottles. 

By the act of 1894 ( Wilson tariff) this duty upon the bottles was decreased 
to 58 cents per case 50 large bottles and $1.12 per case 100 small bottles, being 
three-fourths of a cent per pound on large bottles and 1; cents per pound on 
smail bottles, equal to r cent ad valorem on the bottles. 

It is now proposed in the liquor schedule of the new tariff bill to ignore all 
the often-repeated decisions of Congress by which natural mineral waters 
were retained on the free list, and to tax ‘all mineral waters,” whether nat- 
ural or artificial, at the rate of 40 cents per dozen large bottles and 30 cents 
ee dozen small bottles, equal to $1.67 per case 50 large bottles, or three times 

he present or on the bottles; $2.50 per case 100 small bottles, or about two 
and a quarter times the present duty on the bottles; equal to 218 per cent ad 
valorem on the bottles, and (should this attempt to tax the water be de- 
feated) to increase the duty on its bottles in the glass schedule to 1} cents 
per pound on the large bottles and 1} cents per pound on the small bottles. 
equal to 94 cents per case of 50 large bottles and _ $1.50 per case of 100 small 
bottles, or more than four times as much as the duty imposed in 1883, equal 
to 127 per cent ad valorem on the bottles. 

It is certainly most remarkable that, while it is thus mremoees to tax those 
celebrated European mineral waters which practical physicians in all coun- 
tries have long regarded and esteemed as amongst the most valuable and 
indispensable of their dietetic and therapeutic resources, a much lower duty 
has been fixed in the same schedule (H) for ginger ale, ginger beer, lemonade, 
ard soda water. 

It will be shown herein that the arguments in support of the proposed 
enormous increase of duty are incorrect, and that no legitimate reason exists 

. for its imposition. 

The increased duty can not produce increased revenue, because its imposi- 
tion would practically prohibit importation. 

It can only, therefore, be justified as a protective duty, destined to prevent 
all competition with a domestic industry. 

Natural mineral table water, suchas apollinaris water, is sold to the whole- 
sale dealer at $7 per case of 50 large bottles—bottles, straw mats, and case in- 
cluded—and costs the consumer, including the dealer's profit, about $7.50 per 
case of 50 large bottles. 

The domestic table waters of the United States sell at from $4 to $4.50 per 
case of 50 large secnen, Sens an allowance of $ for the 50 bottles when re- 
sannen empty, which bottles, as returned, the bottler refills over and over 


again. 

Consequently, the consumer in the United States pays for 50 bottles of the 
domestic water, including dealer's profit, say, $3 net, against $7.50 for 50 bot- 
tles of apollinaris. 

How, then, can it be said that suena. with its necessarily high selling 
price, competes as regards cost with the domestic waters? 

Nor is there a single instance of a domestic water reducing its price on 
account of apollinaris; but, on the contrary, the competition among the 
bottlers of domestic water is so keen that, to keepit within bounds, they have 
in some places agreed among themselves not to sell below $4 per case. 

How can they need more protection, or how can further protection do 
them any good, if, having it in their power to raise their price to the price of 
. a and other imported table waters, they do not avail themselves 

ereo 

The truth is that, as pare®, etc., do not pommmete with the home wa- 
ters in price, such extra duty is not needed or asked for as a protective duty 
at all, but as a penalty to be imposed upon would-be consumers of apolli- 
naris water—designed, in fact, to exclude this article of necessity from the 
country altogether. 

Rotties.—If natural mineral waters should escape the high duty of $1.67 to 
$2.50 per case in the liquor schedule, it would still have to face the proposal 
of a duty of about $1 to $1.50 on its bottles in the glass schedule, which treats 
filled bottles as if they were new bottles. 

Bottles in which natural mineral table waters are imported can not com- 
we when empty with new bottles manufactured in the United States. 

atever such bottles may have cost originally, whatever the duty paid 
upon them when imported, the small proportion which are sold when empty 
are always sold to the junk man, and, owing to their unmarketable condition, 
for a very low price. The majority of such bottles do not come into the 
market at all, while the bottles in which the medicinal mineral waters are 
imported are of a shape which renders them quite useless when ms. 

he bottle manufacturers are unreasonable, therefore, in asking that filled 
bottles should be treated in the tariff exactly as if they weré new bottles 
imported for sale. Congress has repeatedly considered and dismissed this 
claim upon unanswerable arguments, as will be found in the CONGRESSIONAL 
eres, volume 60, pages , 13840; volume 60, page 2962, etc., February, 


883. 

It was stated to the Committee of Waysand Means at Washington, on the 
8th of January, 1897, by Mr. Edgar A. Agord, of Streator, Ill., of the Green 
Glass Workers’ Association, that the average cost in America of making bot- 
tles amounts to $3.55 per average gross, quarts and pints. 

The duty proposed on all mineral waters is equal to $4.20 per average gross, 
quarts an nts, while the duty proposed upon bottles, large and small, is 
equal to $2. r average quarts and pints. 

It is evident that even the latter re is far too large merely asa protect- 
ive duty on an article which costs $3.55, and which is already protected by 
the cost of production in Europe, the cost of transport, and the fact above 
mentioned that the vast proportion of filled imported bottles do not come 
into competition for employment when empty. 

The present duty upon imported 
quarts and pints, and it is sufficiently shown above to be adequate for pro- 
tection and revenue alike, amounting to nearly 50 per cent of what is stated 
by Mr. Agord to be the average cost of production in the United States. 

The new tariff bill proposes that, for the first time, ‘‘all mineral waters,” 
no matter what their remedial qualities may be, are alike to be subject toa 
tax which will be tantamount to a prohibition upon importation. 

Thus remedies held in universal esteem by the medical sgeetionen through- 
out the whole world, and of established and undoubted value and importance 
as therapeutic agents, such as the waters of Carlsbad, Marienbad, Ems, 
Vichy, Vals, Contrexéville, Friedrich Kissingen, Homburg, and the 
Hungarian aperjent waters—these, as well as other medicinal waters of 
world-wide adoption and repute, are to be more highly taxed than ginger beer 
and soda waters, and the members of the medical profession and their patients 
are thus to be deprived of some of the most precious and indispensable of 
their resources in the treatment of acute and chronic ailments. 

Thousands and thousands of patients—and their numbers are ever on the 
increase—annually visit Europe to drink these waters at the springs, and it 
is essential to the enduring success of such courses of treatment that on their 
return home these patients should be able to continue the use of the waters 
as imported from Europe. 

To deprive them of such a means of restoration to health seems wholly in- 
defensible, or to impose on them the necessity of prolonging their stay in 
Europe, which must be the inevitable result if Congress excludes these heal- 
ing waters from the country. 


Mr. WHITE. Ioffer, as a substitute for the section asamended, 
what I send to the desk, 


bottles is equal to $1.64 per average gross, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by ¢),, 
Senator from California will be stated. ' P 

The SecreTaRY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 3\)) 
amended, and in lieu thereof to insert: 


All imitations of natural mineral waters, and all artificial mineral) w.: 
20 per cent ad valorem. 2 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the amen. 
ment in the nature of a substitute submitted by the Senator (;. ,, 
California [Mr. WHITE]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The réading of the bill was resumed at ‘‘ Schedule I.—()):; 
manufactures.” The next amendment of the Committee 0) |; 
nance was, in paragraph 301, page 90, line 13, before the woy.\, 
‘on all,” to insert ‘ in addition thereto;” in line 14, after the \ 

‘* twenty,” to insert “ and up to No. 80;” and in line 15, after ¢)\6 
word ‘‘ pound,” to insert ‘‘ on No. 80 and above, 50 per cent 4, 
valorem;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

301. Cotton thread and carded yarn, warps or warp yarn, in singles, \) 
on beams or in bundles, skeins or cops, or in any other form, except 
thread of cotton hereinafter provided for, not colored, bleached, (\\...) 
advanced beyond the condition of singles by grouping or twisting {\ 
more single yarns together, 3 cents per pound on all numbers up to a): 
cluding No. 15, one-fifth of a cent per number per pound on all number. a, 
ceeding No. 15 and up to and including No. 30, and one-fourth of a c+ 
number per pound on all numbers exceedin: No. 30; colored, bleached, ( 
combed or advanced beyond the condition of singles by grouping or t \; f 
two or more single yarns together, whether on 8, or in bundles, skeing 
or cope. or in any other form, except thread of cottun hereinaftey )))> 
vided for,6 cents per pound on all numbers up toand including No. 2), 41.) jy 
addition thereto on all numbers exceeding No. 20and up to No. 8), thy. 
tenths of a cent per number per pound; on No. 80 and above, 50 per cont ad 
valorem; cotton card laps, roping, sliver or roving, 45 per cent ad valorem 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I offer a proviso as an amendment 
to come in at the end of the paragraph, which I ask the Secretary 
to read. é 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment propose hy 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The Secretary. At the end of paragraph 301 itis proposed 
to insert: 

Provided, however, That in no case shall the duty levied exceed 8 cents per 
pound on yarns valued at not ex 25 cents per pound, nor exceed 15 
cents per pound on yarns valued at over 25 cents per pound and not excerd 
ing 40 cents per poand: And provided further, That on all yarns valued at 
more than 40 cen = pound there be levied, collected, and paid a duty 
of 45 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, The purpose of this proposed amend- 
ment is obvious, of course, to all the members of the Senate. | 
suppose the pending paragraph, following the present rates in th» 
McKinley law, leaving out the limitations which this proviso 
makes, was framed in compliance with a request such as the one 
I now propose to read to the Senate. This is from the treasurer 
of the Kerr Thread Company, of Fall River, Mass. He says: 


FAut River, MAss., Apri! 2), | 

Dear Str: We take the liberty of drawing your special attention to Sched- 
ule I, ee 301, of the tariff bill—cottoun yarns. 

This schedule, as it passed the House of resentatives in its amended 
form, is one which the fine cotton yarn industry of this country has Jong 
fought for, being necessary not to prohibit the importation of foreign yarn-. 
but to give the American manufacturer an unity to make the same 
in competition with the foreigner. Our mills, the same as quite a numer 
of others, have been built and equipped with the must modern and finest 
machinery, so that the industry as represented in this country is not one 
which a * bolste wp rane sense of the word in order to comp: te 
successfully. The item of la cost, as is well known, is the one greatest 
difficulty we have to contend with, and in fine yarns the proportion of |a!or 
in the cost of production amounts toa very large per cent. The wages we 
have to pay in Fall River, as compared to Lan , England, are not 25 
per cnt, oe 7 r cent, op ay peopl ee noone , but choy will 
average fu Tr cen Many ins over 8S amount. 

The bill as it has. the House is entirely ‘ific in its form, and for 
this reason is satisfactory to our interests. as with such a bill we are able to 

re pretty closely the amount of protection we receive, whereas wit! .n 

valorem measure the difference between the strictly honest importer ai 

the other who is not quite so particular works very much to the detriment 
of the home producer. 

The present so-called Wilson bill, while at first glance it may appear to | a 

ific bill, has been found in its working to be entirely ad valorem. 17!) 

ders at the end of this bill are for all the bill itself, and 

the riders being on an ad valorem basis, the of cotton yarns have 
suffered more is generally known under its working. 


Yours, truly, R.C. KERR, Treasurer 

Senator JonEs, 

Finance Committee of the Senate 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. President, the purpose I had in reading that letter was to 
call attention to the reason why these rates are wanted. 1/\° 
rates are the same, as I es the first part of the clause as t)-° 
in the McKinley law, but the reason why the provi-o which | ha\« 
just sent to the Secretary's desk and had was left out | will 
now undertake to show. 

While on the low le of yarns the tariff will be the same. 
the high grades, in singles. exceeding No. 30, the equivalen' 
ad valorem will be from 43 to 94 cent, and on colored siny''s 
from No. 20 to 80 the equivalent ad valorem will be from 47 to |" 

recent. The letter I have just read explains that the labor «~' 

tween the yarns at Fall River and Lancashire was not 2 p:' 
cent or 50 per cent, but that it was 100 per cent and over. 

I had a table prepared in 1894, when we had this subject under 


as 


n 








1897. 





consideration. I remember to have had stated the cost of labor 
in Massachusetts, at Fall River, by Jacob Schoenhof, a patient, 


honest, and careful investigator, for the spinning of a penne of 
yarn. When the figures given as the cost for spinning these dif- 
ferent yarns were published, they were denounced by the manu- 
facturersalloverthecountry. The Manufacturers’ Clubat Boston | 
‘particular! denounced the figures, and published astatement that 
they wou the absurdity and the fallacy of the scale pub- 
lished by Mr. Schoenhof. I hold in my hand a letter from Mr. 
Robert Howard, the secretary of the Fall River Cotton Mule Spin- 
ners’ Association, in which he says: 
Fatt River Corron MULE SPINNERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Fall River, Mass., June 11, 1897. 
Dear Sir: Yours received and contents carefully noted. The number of 
spindles in the King Philip mules are 1,472, or 636* in mule. I have gone over | 


the list you sent me—which is inclosed—and find it figured out correctly. 
The same prices are still in force, and I inclose two copies of them. The same 


s are paid in the city of New Befiford, but in New Bedford the mules 
Penal more dles, which is an advantage to the spinner. 
With best lam, very truly, yours, 


Secretary Fall River Spinners’ Association. 

Mr. J. SCHOENHOF. 

A scale of prices is submitted by Mr. Schoenhof as being the 
labor cost of ne these yarns at Fall River, and in an oppo- 
site column, which I will — and allow to gointo the Recorp, 
is Mr. Schoenhof's — ed statement, at the same time, of the 
cost of yarns in Bolton, England, where he went to the books of | 
the mills and took the expenses from the books, from their cur- 
rent business, they giving him every facility to understand the | 
facts. 

On No. 36 yarn, the cost in Fall River was 1.17, in Bolton 1.10. | 
On No. 40, in Fall River 1.368, in Bolton 1.294. On No. 48 it was | 
1.8in Fall River against 1.614 in Bolton, and so on down to 96. 
On 96 it was 4.538 in Fall River and 4.47 in Bolton. 

When you reach the high numbers—when you get to 100 and 
from 100 up—the labor cost. taken from the best mills in Fall | 
River and from mills at Bolton, changes its condition, and the 
labor cost is not 25 per cent more in favor of the English mills, nor | 
50 per cent, nor 100 per cent, but is actually cheaper in Fall River | 
thanin England. On No. 100, 4.85 is given as the cost at Fall River | 
and 4.86 in Bolton. On No. 108, it is 5.346 in Fall River and 5.45 | 
in England. On No. 116, it is 5.647 in Fall River and 6.066 in Bol- 
ton. On 120, it is 6.098 in Fall River and 6.38 in Bolton, cheaper | 


} 
ROBERT HOWARD, 


than it is in England. 
The follo are the rates paid to mule spinners at Fall River, Mass., and | 
Bolton, Englan pet pound of weft yarn. Prices are computed on the same 


basis of number of spindles tothe mule. The price list for Fall River is from 
the King Philip Mills, and is based on prices to be paid per 100 hanks. They 
are reduced to the pound rate in order to conform to the English prices, 
which are given r 100 pounds. The English prices are those from the | 
“Official price list for Bolton and district,’’ in force at the same time at | 
which the prices for the King Philip Mills were handed to the Senate Finance | 
Committee in 1894: 


Mule spinners’ prices paid at Fall River, Mass., and Bolton, England, per pound 
of weft yarn. 





Yarn number. [Fall River.) Bolton. || Yarn number. Fall River.| Bolton. 
1 i | 
Cents. Cents. Cents. | Cents. 
Oh. .segatunscann 1.17 1.10 a ed 3. 805 | 3. 739 
©, «ccciatiaeukhin 1.368 1.204 || 92 ..........-... 4.351 | 4. 287 
(hw icacudeiediae 18 v4 FF Sarena gecaen: 4538) 4.47 | 
©... :asiengbeaaioe ee Oe BBO 4% | 4.83 
CB. netsindbeden sei 2.37 2. ee ales BG Lk 5. 346 5.46 | 
Ob .ccccciewsgsaee 2.56 3) Rees 5. 647 | 6. 066 
Tesckivecmieaean 2. 986 RE PD inde psccdnccce 6. 098 | 6.38 
©. sncivttnia sates 3.56 3.476 | 





* Mr. Howard undoubtedly means 736. , 


Nuinber of tons of coal and of pig iron produced in the United States, the United Kingdom, and Germany in the ten years from 18 
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The labor cost is less in the higher numbers in Fall River than 
it is in Bolton, while, on the other hand, in the low numbers the 
rates are infinitesimally more favorable on the other side than 
on this. There is nothing approaching 25 per cent nor 50 per 
cent nor 10 per cent as the difference in labor cost in these yarns. 


Yet we have the assurance from the spinners in the letter which 


I have just now had read that the reason why they insist on these 


high tariffs is to enable them to compete with 100 per cent differ- 
ence in labor cost. 

Mr. President, I confess that it seems to me the time has come 
when we ought to stop this talk about our being unable to com- 
pete with those upon the other side. This country is no longer a 
manufacturing infant. It is time that we should stop this claim 


| about our new industries and infant industries on small begin- 


nings, just starting, and that therefore it is necessary to have 


| some sort of protection to enable them to hold their own in com- 


petition with people abroad. 

I wish to call attention to some tables which were prepared by 
Mr. Schoenhof, showing the growth of the industries in the United 
States and in Great Pritain. I shall not detain the Senate long, 
but 1 will call attention to a few striking facts to which it seems 
to me we can not afford to shut our eyes. The total of the high- 
est manufactured articles, chiefly machinery, implements, and ap- 
paratus, exported in 1886 from this country abroad was $22,618,000. 
In 1891 we exported $40,618,000. In 1896 we exported $63,516,000 
of this class of goods, making an increase in the first five years of 
$15,000,000 and in the second five years an increase in our exports 
of this class of manufactured goods of $22,000,000, and this ex- 
cluded the lower classes of manufactured goods. 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand a table which shows the in 
crease in the United States in the production of coal and pig iron 
as compared with the production of coal and pig iron in Great 
Britain and as compared with the production of coal and pig iron 
in Germany. We have been hearing for the last ten years that 


| Germany was coming rapidly to the front in the manufacture of 


all sorts of goods and that she was driving other nations out of 
the markets of the world by reason of the fact that her enormously 
cheap labor enabled her to produce these articles for less expense 
than we could, we paying the highest wages to labor of any nation 


| on the globe, Germany paying exceedingly low rates, while Great 


Britain comes next to us in the rates paid. 

In 1886 this country produced 96,000,000 tons of coal. In the 
same year Great Britain produced 157,000,000. I will not detain 
the Senate by reading the gradual increase in the production of 
coal in both countries, but in 1887 we produced 110,000,000 tons 
and in 1888 126,000,000 tons; in 1889, 126,000,000 tons: in 1890, 
140,000,000 tons; 1m 1891, 150,000,000 tons; in 1892, 160,000,900 tons; 
in 1893, 162,000,000 tons; in 1894, 152,000,000 tons, and in 1895, 
172,426,366 tons of coal, while Great Britain, with a steady gradual 
increase from 1886 to 1895, produced 18) 661,362 tons, only ex- 
ceeding our production of coal by ten or twelve million tons. 

In the production of pig iron we had, in 1886, 5,000,000 tons. I 
will not give the odd figures. This has been increased to 6,000,- 
000 and 7,000,000 and 8,000,000 tons, until 1895, when we produced 


9,446,308 tons. Great Britain, with a steady increase until 1895, 


| produced 7,703,459 tons, or nearly 2,000,000 tons of pig iron less 


than the United States. 


We now equal England in the production of coal. We surpass 


| England in the production of pig iron, and Germany hardly 
| counts in the race. 
| 73,000,000 tons in 1886, against 98,000.000 tons in 1884, while pig 
| iron was 3,000,000 in 1886, aguinst 5,000,000 in 1884, 


The German production of coal was only 


But I will 
content myself by placing these figures in the Recorp, and I 
will not detain the Senate by giving them in full. 



































& to 1895. inclusive. 
[2,240 pounds for the United States and United Kingdom, and metric tons of 2.200 pounds for Germans 
United States. United Kingdom. Germany 
Years. Pig iron. Coal. Pig iron. Coal Pig iron. ; 
———— ——— —|— —— ' auees 
Tons Per cent. Tons. Percent.) Tons. \Per cent.| Tons. Per cent Tons. Per cent Tons Per cent 
ti dadcenhanig Miah cate apa ( os 

OU to 4, 044, 526 ied aenil 150, 351, 418 ee 7,415,400 |........ 73, 675, 500 8, 687, 400 

WUE. Lccsenieieaebnsedesees! 96, 144 O80 |.........- 5, 683, 229 40 | 157,518, 482 — 12 7,000, 754 5.5 | 73,682,600 Ol 3, 528, 700 4.3 

TOF .. <p Fenteintedpoes ees 110, 727, 906 15 6,417, 148 13 162, 119, 812 2.9 7,559, 518 | 7.8) 76,232,600 3.4 +, 024, 000 14 
126, 819, 406 4 6, 489, 738 1 | 169,935,219 .5 | 7,998,969 | 5.8) 81,96 7.5 4, 337, 100 7.8 
126, 097, 780 6 7, 608, 642 17 176, 916, 724 4.1 8, 322, $24 4 . 3.6 4, 524, 600 4.3 
140, 882, 729 11.7 9, 202, 708 21 181, 614, 288 2.6 7, 904, 214 5 2s 5 4, 658, 500 3 
150, 505, 954 6.8 8,279, 870 —10 185, 479, 126 2.1 7, 406, 064 6.3 | 94,232,300 5.5 4, 641, 200 ‘4 
160, 115, 242 6.3 9, 157, 000 10.6 | 181, 786, 871 —2 6, 709, 255 —9.4 | 92,544,100 2 4. 087,500 6.4 
162, 814, 977 17 7, 124, 502 —22.2 | 164, 32h, 745 — 9.6 6, 976, 990 4 9%, 426, 100 3 4, 086, 000 l 
152, 447,791 — 6.4 6, 657, 388 — 6.5 | 188,277,525 l4 7, 427, 342 6.5 | 98,805, 700 3.5 5, 380, 00 7.9 
172, 426, 366 13 9, 446, 308 4.2 189, 661, 362 7 | 7,708,459 Fe ee iden octetien : 
“woes #133 Se vaeeseel *19 [eseceenneeee BOL... 34 5.8 

See eeteeeettieetieeesinenesenennenetee 





+1885 to 1894. 
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Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me to 
make a statement on this ree 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. ith pleasure. 

Mr. MORGAN, The Board of Trade at Birmingham, Ala., has 

sented some figures, I can not quote them with absolute accu- 
racy, but I will give what will be very close in the neighborhoed 
of a correct statement. Within the last ten months there has been 
exported from Alabama to Euro markets and sold at a profit 
1,200,000 tons of pig iron, and a large quantity has also been ex- 
ported to and sold in Japan and China. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am obliged to the Senator from 
Alabama for the statement, and it accords with the statement I 
made when we had the metal schedule up, when I read extracts 
from trade papers here and there, showing that not only were we 
sending pig iron to Great Britain and selling it there, but that we 
were sending steel billets and a number of other productions of 
steel and selling them at the very doors of the English steel mills 
at a profit where they were not able to compete with us. This 
only proves that all the talk about our being an infant in indus- 
= productions is idle and is unworthy the Senate of the United 

tates. 

But I desire to call attention to another statement, and one 
which seems to me to be vastly significant. It is as to the quan- 
tity of raw cotton used in the United States, in the United King- 
dom, andinGermany. In 1886 we used 1,128,000,000 pounds; Great 
Britain used 1,517,000,000; Germany used 354,000,000 pounds. I 
will not detain the Senate by giving these figures, but I will pub- 
lish them in full in the Rucorp. 

There was a steady, gradual increase in the United States. 
Great Britain has varied but little. Sometimes the consumption 
has been larger, sometimes smaller; but in 1895, as against 1886, 
there was consumed in Great Britain 1,553,000,000 pounds of cot- 
ton, while in the United States there was consumed 1,567,000,000 

ounds of cotton. More cotton was consumed in the United States 

han in Great Britain. We are the largest cotton user in the 
world. We have not only for a century produced the cotton to 
clothe the nations of the world, furnishing the cotton for mills all 
over the world, but our own cotton industry has been increasing 
in the last ten or fifteen years, and under what are called the low 
rates of the Wilson Act the increase has gone on until we are ab- 
solutely spinning more cotton to-day than any nation on the face 
of the earth. Great Britain has n her place as the second as 
@ consumer of cottons, and Germany, this fearful country from 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 17 


) 


which we are to receive such detriment, consumed 587.1). ,, 
unds, while we consume more than three times that 1)... 
et so formidable are the German productions as compare: « 

the manufactures that we must plead the baby ac; 

must impose and outrageous duties at the customs-}io\).. 


prevent those pepe, who are consuming less than a third «| 
cotton we are, from taking our markets away from us in our ...:; 
country. 
Quantity of cotton consumed in the United States, the United Kingao), 
v Germany in each of the ten years po 1886 noe” ; 
Per -. 
oe. Germany 


354, 127, 409 
434, 931, 200 
983, 888,000 | 
493, 904, 490 
498, 605, 800 
522,141, 400 | 
481,914, 400 
7 | 498, 401, 200 
50, 528, 200 
. 587, 534, 200 
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I have another table in this connection, which, while it docs 1. 
pertain particularly to this schedule, is interesting m consid. 
the question of our ability to consume manufactured gools. |; 
is a compari he consumption of wool in the United States, 
in Great Britain, and in Germany. The table which I hold in) 
hand and which I ee in the RecorD shows the production 
of wool from 1886 to 1895 and the imports of wool from 1s) {) 

It gives the total amount of wool uced and imported 
and used in this country as compared with the wool used in Gre. 
Britain and Germany. We used, in 1886, 424,404,000 pounds © 
wool. Great Britain used 435,969,000 pounds. In 1895 we us. 
538,989,000 pounds of wool, while Great Britain used 527,420). 
pounds. e are the largest producer of pig iron in the world, 
the largest user of raw cotton in the world, and the largest user 
of raw wool in the world, and we areconstantly talking about 
our infant industries and the absolute necessity of all these thinys 
being protected. 


Number of pounds of wool produced and retained for home consumption, and number of — of wool imported and retained for home consumption hy the 
United States, the Cndeed Kingdom, and Germany in each of ten years from 1886 to 1895, ae . ; 


United States. 
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There are many other items of interest in these tables in this 
connection which I will present to tle Senate at a later time in 
the debate. I want to bring this out in the Wiscussion of the cot- 
ton-yarn question for the reason that it seéms to me the rates we 

laced on cotton yarns under the Wilson Act were absolutely too 
Rich; that there was really no defense for this rate on cotton 
_Buteven that this rate shall stand, taking it as 

as lam willing i i i 


to outrageous heights on the 
in this provision as we have it in the pending 
shall adopt a proviso which shall prevent the 
a a eee oem, 
t to be properly ted. 
for the and nays on the 


ng 


business in the United States. He was an expert, having 
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Germany. 
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348, 312,000 
851, 804, 000 
391, 024, 000 
412, 761, 000 
350, 500, 000 
308, 150, 000 
437, 566, 000 
372, GOL ooo 
429, 905, 000 
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He came and examined the books «t 
three or four other of the prin- 
t his books with 


nited States 

which we 

and our industries in this country, and 
two-thirds of the great cotton crop of the 











United States—two-thirds of that of the whole world—away to 
other people to manufacture, we would manufacture almost every 
pound of it at home. Instead of giving employment to 218,000 
operatives to manufacture it, as we did in 1890, to manufacture, 
in round numbers, one-third of that product, we would give em- 
ployment to 700,000 ple in the United States to manufacture 
almost the whole of it and take the markets of the world. 

Why should we not manufacture the cotton? Certainly cotton 
is cheaper in the United States than it is in any point in Europe. 
We produce it cheaper because we have the most productive labor 
in the world. It is conclusive evidence that we produce it cheaper 
that we send it from home into foreign markets for consumption. 
Every product from the point at which it is at the lowest 

rice to the point where it is at the highest price for the profit. 

o man will contend that we do not produce it cheaper and sell it 
cheaper than anywhere else, and it can not be that we are kept 
out of the markets of the world because cotton is higher here than 
it isin Europe. We all know that it costs from a half cent in the 
pound or more to transport it to Europe, to England, and Ger- 
many, and France, and Belgium, and the other countries that 
manufacture it. We have in the 2,000,000,000 pounds that we 
ship to foreign countries at least $15,000,000 advantage in the price 
of the ma itself over our competitors in Europe. Then why 
shall we not manufacture that cotton and give employment to 
our own pret. who are idle all over the country? We have the 
cheapest in the world, as my friend has demonstrated, and 
has been over and over again demonstrated by comparison of the 


figures. 
or President, I havesome figures here which I have taken from 
statisticians, taking our own census report for ours. In 1890 in 
the United States we turned out cotton goods to the value of 
$267,981,724. We paid for wages $66,024,538. The annual wage 
rate was $302. The annual value of the product which each man 
turned out to his employer was $1,224, and there were 218,876 
hands employed. The labor cost of $100 worth of this cotton 
product, including salaries of officials, was $25.93. Exc'uding the 
salaried officers, members of ae and corporatiov.s making 
ped mn and ying the labor cost alone to wage earners who 
seeae” the labor cost of $100 worth of these cotton goods 
was * *. 


In England, in 1887, the year for which I have the returns, there 
turned out $486,720,000 worth of cotton goods, at a labor cost 
120,000. The annual wages paid to each operative was $267. 
The value of the output of each laborer was $840. The labor 
we A pm worth of product was $28. The labor cost of $100 
goods in our country was $25.93 and in Great Britain 

$28. Our man turned out for his employer $1,224 worth of prod- 
uct, and the English operative turned out $835 and $840 at different 


- Mr. President, we are confronted with the statement that 
cost is higher, and that the higher cost of labor enters 
pee os ate heer the product, and that that keeps us 
market. What is it that keeps us out of the market? 

the cheapest labor. We have the cheapest material. 
we do not take the market? It is simply because we 
taxation all the elements of production in these 


cotton mannfactories in New England some 
tor showed me from his book that he 

will see by the 
to 100 per cent. 
turn the wheels 
that lubricates 
are taxed; 


but when you go to and Germany, and , and Bel- 
and look at the American competitor, who is driving him 
markets of the world, you find that his Government has 
ee rent and has taken away all these elements 
that he may enter the markets, oy wen tee hemes Ty 

man in this 
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the whole chemical schedule 


on the free list, the cotton yarns on the free list—they are 
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and praying for the return of prosperity, when we are prohibit- 
ing them from exercising the God-given right to work for meat 
and bread for their support. 

Mr. President, the cotton yarns ought to be put on the free list: 
but if we do not intend to put them on the free list, let us at least 
reduce the cost of them and increase the exportation and con- 
sumption of our cotton goods and give more employment to our 


a. 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I hope our friends on the other side 
will at least respect the utterances and weigh the testimony of 
the most distinguished leader their party has had in the last fifty 
roe I refer to the Hon. James G. Blaine, at one time a mem 
ver of this body, the Republican candidate for the Presidency, 
and Secretary of State under the Administration of Garfield. On 
June 25, 1881, Mr. Blaine made an official report as Secretary of 
State in regard to the cost of labor in the manufacture of cotton 
goods in this country and in England, and I will ask the Secretary 
to read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Without 


objection, the Secre- 


Extract from report of James G. Blaine, Secretary of State, on the “Cot 
I 


ton goods trade of the world,” dated Department of State, Washingt 

June 25, 1881, pages 98 and 99. } 

Owing to the different arrangements of the English and American tables 
of wages, itis difficult to give comparative analyses thereof w! 1 would 
show at a glance the difference in the wages of the operatives of both coun 
tries. 

The wages of spinners and weavers in Lancashire and Massachusetts, ac- 
cording to the foregoing statements, were as follows, per week: Spinners, 
English, $7.20 to $8.40 (master spinners running as high as $12 \merican, 
$7.07 to $10.30. Weavers, English, $5.54 to $8.64, subject, at th on which 
these rates were given, to a reduction of 10 per cent: American, $4.82 to $8.75 

The average wages of employees in the Massachusetts mills is as follows, 
according to the official returns: Men, $8.30; women, $5.42; male children, 
$3.11; female children, $3.08. According to Consul Shaw's report, the aver 
age wages of the men employed in Lancashire mills on the Ist of January, 
1880, was about $8 per week, subject to a reduction of 10 per cent; women, 
from $3.40 to $43), subject to a reduction of 10 per cent 

The hours of labor in the Lancashire mills are tifty-six, in the Massachnu- 
setts sixty per week. ‘The hours of labor in the mills in the other New Eng 
land States, where the wages are generally less than in Massachusetts, are 
usually sixty-six to sixty-nine per week. Undoubtedly the inequalities in 
the wages of English and American operativesare more than equalized by the 
greater efficiency of the latterand their longer hoursof labor. If this should 


_— to be a fact in practice, as it seems to be proven from official statistics, 
t would bea very important element in the establishment of our ability to 
compete with England for our share of the cotton-goods trade of the world 

In the two prime factors which may be said to form the basisof the cotton- 
manufacturing industry, namely, raw material and labor, we hold the advan 
tage over England in the first, and stand upon an equality with her in the 
second. 

Having the raw material at our docrs, it follows that we should be able to 
convert it into manufactures, all things being equal, with more economy and 
facility than can be done by England, which imports our cotton and then 
manufactures it im her mills; the expense of handling, transportation, and 
commission must be an important item in this regard, as compared with our 
turning in the fiber from the cotton fields to our mills and shipping it in the 
advanced form of manufactured goods. Add to this the secondary fact that 
it costs us no more to handle and manufacture the same than it costs in Eng- 
land, and we stand on an undoubted equality, thus far, in the race of com- 
petition. 

* © 7 * “ a a 


JAMES G. BLAINE. 


Mr. VEST. That letter covers every point in this discussion, 
and it comes from one of the most eminent apostles of a protective 
tariff who has ever lived in the United States. Mr. Blaine states 
there that the American labor is the cheapest, the most effective, 
and that there is no reason why we should not compete with Eng- 
land for the cotton trade of the world. 

But I call to the stand now another witness. In 1594, when the 
Wilson bill, so called, was under discussion, Mr. Borden, the larg- 
est manufacturemat Fall River, Mass., appeared in the public 
prints in an interview published in the Philadelphia Press; and I 
take it that no one on the Republican side will question the abso- 
lute devotion of that journal to the cause of protection, in season 
and out of season. I ask the Secretary to read what Mr. Borden 
stated in regard to the ability of the cotton manufacturers of the 
United States to compete with those of England anywhere. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read ga re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Many of these [cotton] mannfacturers are now able to maintain themselves 
met campetitive manufacturers anywhere in the world. Mr. M. C. D. 
who is now regarded as perhaps the ablest man now engaged in the 
business of t-cloth manufacture, and who has recently erected two enor- 
mous mills in Pall River, said to me: 

“So far as our business is concerned, it does not make much difference 
what Congress may do with ct to any tariff bill. American print-cloth 
manufacturers are now able to beat the world. During the panic of last sum- 
mer I paid $500,000 for indigo alone, and if we donot command the markets of 
the world it is probably mse we do not make the kind of goods which 

im foreign lands want. A few yearsago we sent several hundred thou- 
sand cases of print goods to Manchester, the very heart of English print-goods 
manufacturing, and the manufacturers there could not touch our prices, 
The market for these s was, however, limited, because they were of a 
different kind of make m that which English consumers had been acecus- 
tomed to However. we could have made these goods popular in England, 
and should havedone so had it not been for the fact that the American market 
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offered a higher price than we could get over there, so that we brought the 
greater proportion of these cases back and marketed them in the United 
States at a reasonable profit.” 

Mr. VEST, That is the testimony of the largest manufacturer 
at Fall River in 1894 stating that the American manufacturers 
need no protection. It seems to me if we now increase these 
duties, as I had occasion to say in the early part of this discussion, 
it is from mere force of habit and without any reason at all and 
without any cause in the way of protecting any interest in the 
United States. : 

There is an increase in the pending amendment over the Dingley 
bill, of course a large increase over the Wilson Act, and in many 
cases above the McKinley Act. I undertake to say now that be- 
fore we close this matter of taxation under the cotton schedule 
the 20 per cent tax upon cotton which we have imposed here will 
be made the excuse for additional increases. I am as certain of 
that as of anything in the future. 

There will be another increase, because the cotton manufactur- 
ers of New England will say, ‘‘ You put 20 per cent upon long- 
staple Egyptian cotton that is necessary in the manufacture of 
certain sorts of cotton cloth and we must be compensated.” That 
is the word, ‘‘compensated.” The whole tariff system seems to be 
based upon the idea that when one tax is put on another tax must 
follow, and they call it equalization and compensation. There is 
never any compensation to the consumers of the country who are 
compelled to buy cotton cloths or else go : 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, athough not strictly in order 
under this amendment, as the debate has assumed a wide range 
on the subject of cotton, I desire to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator in charge of this bill to paragraph 342 to inquire and express 
the hope that he will be able to explain why a duty is imposed on 
jute bagging for covering cotton, while in another paragraph 

inding twine is placed on the free list? 

If such discrimination can be defended, I am certain that it 
would be listened to with very great attention. If such a policy 
can be justified by any rule of national legislation, its advocates 
should eaten to make the disclosure. 

To my mind it assumes the form of studied and pernicious sec- 
tionalism, of a deliberate and premeditated attempt to punish the 
cotton planter of the South and favor the grain grower of the 
North and West. In my opinion itadmits of no other construction. 

Mr. PETTUS. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow me 
to suggest that cotton ties are in exactly the same attitude? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Iam coming to that. 

Mr, PETTUS. And more than that, if they come in on cotton 
I suppose they are now taxed 20 per cent, but before 20 per cent 
was added they came in free on cotton imported, but we have to 
pay for thei if we use them at home. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Yes, sir; I will come to cotton ties in a mo- 
ment. 

SECTIONALISM EXPOSED. 

In fact, a careful examination discloses the earmarks of sec- 
tional advantage running all through the provisions of the bill, 
which should be a source of a regret to everyone inter- 
ested in the general welfare of our common country. 

The South seeks no advantage and only asks for equal rights 
under all national legislation. 

Sound public policy, if nothing else, should secure to us these 
rights. since continued injuries to the South in the near future 
must react on the balance of the country. When I consider the 
evident unfairness of this measure, I must confess to a feeling of 
alarm that the spirit of oppression yet prevails and that the South 
must continue to conserve the greed and avarice of the North. 

This measure will doubtless pass and become a law. There is 
little hope of changing few, if any, of its oppressive features. Yet 
I desire to go on record as protesting against its sectionalism and 
demanding justice and equality for the industries of the South. 

Going further into the details of the bill, I find free binding 
twine for the Northern farmer and taxéd cotton ties and jute bag- 

ing for the Southern neg ook protected wheat and corn for the 

orth and, until recently, free cotton for the South. The Senate 
committee attempted to protect the Northern railroad-tie industry 
and leave the Southern tie industry to fight for itself. As the bill 
caine from the House, there were free hides for New England and 
taxed boots and shoes for the balance of the country. 

I find Northern linseed oil protected 20 cents per gallon and 
Southern cotton-seed oil but 4 cents per gallon. Maple sugar, for 
Vermont and the North, is protected 4 cents per pound, while the 
tar of Georgia and the Carolinas is put on the free list. The tur- 
pentine of the South is put on the free list, while the maple sirup 
of the North is protected by a duty of 4 cents per pound. North- 
ern hay is protected $3 per ton, while Southern oil cake is placed 
on the free list. Cotton waste is found on the free list, while New 
England shoddy is protected 20 a oe. 

I might continue this list of discriminations to a greater length. 
I might take up the list of manufactured products and show that 
certain grades manufactured in the South are not protected in 

mes to other grades in similar lines manufactured at the 
orth. 
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I might analyze the iron, coal, and other great industries 4), 
show how the Eastern monopolists have arranged their intric.;.. 
schedules to plunder the South. I might point to the outcome |: 
the recent contest over the railroad ties, rice, and cotton sched \)).« 
as further evidence of the sectional animus of this bill. 

If all the tricks and schemes of the New England manu}... 
turers and Eastern importers could be fully exposed, the peo). 
would be amazed at their extent and the cunning manipulati,,,,. 
which fixed them in this bill. But I have already pointed 
eno7gh to sustain my contention that this bill is framed up.) 
sectional lines and is unjust and injurious to theSouth. Eve iy 
its provisions of reciprocity with Hawaii the South bears {}). 
burden, while the North, as usual, reaps the benefit. I venture 
the assertion that 90 per cent of the free imports from thos. 
islands come in direct competition with Southern industries, w});\), 
90 per cent of the exports to those islands are Northern product. 


THE BILL MIGHT HAVE BEEN DEFEATED. 


While I disclaim most positively any attempt to stir up section ..| 
strife or sectional animosities, I feel a sense of deep concern 0\ 
the sectional features of this measure. Without intending to :+: 
icise anyone, or in any manner assume superior knowledge, [ viv» 
it as a matter of personal opinion if those who are opposing 1!)is 
bill had taken time to thoroughly analyze its sectional provisi 1. 
and had fought it out on that issue as persistently and intelligent|y 
as they now are doing on other lines, the bill might have }ece), 
defeated or a full measure of justice and fair play secured. 

I believe there are those on the other side of this Chamber who 
would recognize these unfair conditions and vote with us to cor- 
rect the wrong. 

Mr. President, in a speech upon this bill while under consider. 
tion at the other end of the Capitol, I took occasion to disclose tiie 
result of sectionalism in previous tariff legislation, and the dis- 
closures made at that time have so far remained uncontradicted. 
I gave the facts and statistics concerning the different sections of 
the country with reference to the decrease in wealth, the accu- 
mulation of wealth, and the distribution of capital and wealth. 
In each and every instance the result favored the manufacturinc 
a eee ane States. I will quote the conclusions given ut 

at time: 


Mr. Speaker, I have shown by comparison of losses between the sections, 
by a com of gains between the sections, and by the distribution of 
loanable funds among the sections, that the manufacturing and money con- 
ters of the East in each hold a decided advan’ . Lhave shown also that 
these advantages are increasing every year, and now submit the question 
whether this state of affairs is to continue or not? Shall the manufacturers 
and money loaners of the East continue to exact tribute from the balances «f 
our people? these two interests stand on the highway of national pro 
ress, and, like the buccaneers of old, demand tribute from all who pass thei 


way? 

The ery for relief from the insatiate greed of these two absorbers of wea!t) 
is coming = See our people louder and more earnest every day. Son 
thing must be done, in my ju mt, and that ‘at once, to stay the rapacit) 
of the one and lighten the burdens of the other. ‘ At this point it is proper t» 
ee 5 eens this pe Hrvennees <7 og —_ — -_ many 
no doubt will refuse to accept my rpretat y firm ieve that 
unequal taxation and the increased parcpeuea power of amey lies at the 
— of this erent _ ee taxation brought vase meapenes het we en 

sections, an creased purchasing power ollar took what 
remained after the transaction. a 

Many of our ablest statesmen believe that the tion of our finances 
is alone responsible for present conditions. Iam ready to concede that our 
financial system is wholly bad, and has been nt factor in bringing about 
the distress we see on every hand. But, Mr. er, there must have been 
unfair caengee among the before money secured its present pow 
ful position. long as exchanges are fair and equal between the sections. 
just so long will the le of the various séctions secure their proper share 
of the money in circulation. 

When the secti juce raw material receive eemportionste re 

ufacture, the producers of raw materi:! 
ufacture. In other words, when 


among not be secured and hoarded by a few while the 
many ry however, that one section obtains an 
advan division of money follows 

Money is the lifeblood of business, flowing the arteries and veins 
of commercial cneeeaee. When these ge eee iats end just, the entire 
cocpeenle SaaS and vibrates with this lif element. But when 
qxcbanaee : unfair, when some of the veins arteries are cloge(! 
and this life-giving element does not the entire system 
becomes deranged, and the 


some parts and 
wanting in others. An unfair protective 


tariff gave the Eastern man Statesanadvantage. This advantacy 
ie taiahien saan Uadele eak tonal ngen throughout the countrs 
ae its tion the lonnaieaserer a@ larger remuneratio 
for his labor those who produced the raw material used in the fact.) 


or the food products consumed by the 
eecaieel an unequal share of the eral Mee detition Doodicss, = i 
became the money as well as centers of the nation. Wit) 
between the East and the balance of the country an unl)” 
uneration an une jual portion of the 
made possible by unequal taxation, thas the Hast obtain 
of the money of the country, and now bids defian.» 
nation. 

THE SOUTH PLUNDERED OF ITS RIGHTS. 
Mr. President, the more I examined the subject the more thor 
oughly I became impressed with the belief that the people of tue 
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South were being plundered, and that, as a rule, we were giving 
jnore attention to the propaganda of a political theory than the 
material interests of our constituents. Acting upon this belief, | 
demanded of the Committee of Ways and Means an equalization 
of the benefits of this measure between the North and the South. 

I asserted that if the policy of the measure proved beneficial, the 
South was selfish ae % want her proportion; if, on the con- 
trary, the bill should detrimental, the South was patriotic 
enough to stand its share of disaster; that in any event and at 
all times we of the South demanded that all national legislation 
should distribute its burdens and benefits equally among all the 
sections and all the people. The novelty of such a position was so 
great and le so rare for a Southern Representative to 
make such demands that I have been called a protectionist. 

NOT A PROTECTIONIST. 

Mr. President, I am not a protectionist; have never given a 
vote in support of that principle or uttered a word in defense of 
that doctrine. I look upon the doctrine of protection as indefen- 
sible and a potent factor in building up and maintaining trusts 
and monopolies. Certain newspapers in the North, instead of 
answering my arguments against protection, have been pleased 
to call mea ionist because I demanded equality before the 
law. Istand squarely upon the tariff plank of the Chicago plat- 
form and base my actions entirely upon its teachings. My votes 
upon the lumber, cotton, and rice schedules are in strict accord 
with the doctrines of Democracy. They were given in defense of 
the people whom I represent, and to compel the Republican party 
to place the South on an equal footing with the balance of the 
country. 

go fay I have been guided by a sincere desire to serve the best 
interests of my own State and the South. And I want to say 
most emphatically that no matter who may criticise, or what crit- 
icism may be e. 1 shall continue to labor for the welfare of 
South Carolina to the very limits of my — 

I believe that if the representatives of each State would labor 
more earnestly for the material interests of their people the laws 
on our statute books would be less sectional and far more just 
and equitable. 

HISTORY OF THE DOCTRINE OF FREE RAW MATERIAL. 

Mr. President, I would gladly yield the floor at this point, could 
I do so and re my self-respect or in the least degree merit the 
continued confidence of those whom I represent. But. sir, with 
others, I have been charged, in this Chamber and elsewhere, with 
being recreant to established res of Democracy and that 
such action threatened discord in the Democratic party. Much 
as Llove peace and deprecate all party dissensions, I can not perinit 
such imputations to remain unchallenged. I have sought care- 
fully and earnestly to inform myself upon this subject, with a sin- 
cere desire to be right and act intelligently. 

From all the facts that I have been able to gather, I feel justified 
in making the assertion that what is now known as the doctrine 
of free raw material has never been an established principle of 
Democracy. To prove my contention, I will appeal to the past 
record of the Democratic party itself. 

I repeat, that the idea of placing raw material on the free list, 
while the finished uct is protected by a duty, is not and never 
has been os e of Democracy. 

The Walker tariff, which was practically in force from 1846 to 
1861, did not de for a single article of free raw material ex- 
cept cotton. I will admit that the rate of duty on certain prod- 
ucts was very low, but I contend that the principle of free raw 
material was not ized in that bill. 

I have examined quite carefully the history of legislation since 
the war, sey the speeches and letters of the Hon. 8. J. 

find no mention of this “established principle ” of 
Democracy until March 30,1882. On that day Hon. A. 8. Hewitt, 
then a member from New York, introduced the following resolu- 
tion, upon which he made an extended speech: 

Resolved, That the bill creating a tariff commission be recommitted, with 


instructions to the ittee on Ways and Means to report within thirty 
days, or an earlier Gate it it be p cable, a bill based upon the following 


First. That all raw materials, meaning thereby all materials which have 
to any process of manufacture, and all waste products, 
materials which are only fit to be manufactured, 
which are not produced in this country,and alcohol for use 
upon the free list. 
possible specific duties shall be substituted for ad 
ea specific duties the average dutiahle 
the last years shall be taken as the standard of 
value, upon which no higher rate of duty shall be im than shall be nec- 
essary to for the difference in the cost of labor at home and 
abroad re rounetoon of such piocne. after making due allow- 
ance fi transportation, and that the rate of duty shall not in 
any case, on luxuries, exceed 50 per cent of such average dlutiable value. 


flay 


The bill under consideration at that time provided for a tariff 


commission. I have examined the debates on this measure as 
oe my limited time would admit, but failed to discover 
; much attention. or was cordially 

Mr. Hewitt was char by 


with selfish motives, which the facts in the case 
Sppeared to confirm. 
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tation of scrap iron. 
constitute so large a part of our mineral productions, and drive 
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FRAUDULENT DEMANDS OF NEW ENGLAND 
I will quote from a speech of Mr. Townsend, of Ohio, upon this 


point: 


And right here, Mr. Chairman, let me emphasize what I have said by re- 
pear at the opening of the speech of the 


: rial. This would 
include iron ore; and in the course of his remarks he favors the free impor- 
He would strike a blow at our native ores, which 


ar 


mt of em- 
loyment our puddlers by the free introduction of scrap iron. The manu 


iro 

acturers on the seaboard want free foreign ore, because they need it to mix 
with the ores of New Jersey; and if once they could bring it in as ballast 
cheaper than they could get our Lake Superior ores, the benefit, if any, 
would be to the maaufacturers on the seaboard, and would not result ina 
reduction in the price of iron or steel. It would give an advantage to thos 
manufacturers, at the expense of their associates engaged in the same trade 
further removed from the seaboard 

When, in addition to the above, it is known that Mr. Hewitt was 
a large manufacturer of iron, the charge of selfishness appears not 
altogether without foundation. I examined the daily press of 
New York and found these resolutions mentioned as ‘‘ Hewitt’s 
plan ” and *‘ Hewitt’s idea.” This led me to suspect that the doc- 
trine of free raw material originated with Mr. Hewitt, and that 
his motives were somewhat selfish. 

These resolutions were up before the New York Chamber of 
Commerce on April 8, 1882, and were adopted by the narrow ma- 
jority of 33 to 29. 

A meeting held at Chickering Hall, New York, April 15, passed 
resolutions favoring Mr. Hewitt’s propositions. The Democratic 
county committee of New York soon after indorsed the resolu- 
tions, all of which went to prove that at that time the doctrine of 
free raw material had not become an established Democratic prin- 
ciple. 

It is not probable that all this trouble would have been incurred 
to bring out and indorse an old and well-established Democratic 
principle. 

On May 6, 1882, at the close of debate on the bill, Mr. Hewitt in- 
troduced the following amendment as specific instructions for 
the tariff commission: 

1. Repeal of the duties on raw materials. 

2. The proportionate reduction of the duties on articles manu- 
factured from raw materials thus placed on the free list. 

3. No duties to exceed 50 per cent except those on luxuries. 

4. No internal-revenue duty to be imposed on alcohol used in 
manufactures. 

5. Where practicable duties to be made specific by converting ad 
valorem into specific duties on the basis of average market values. 

This amendment was rejected on a division bya vote of 42 to 88. 

It is evident from this vote that Mr. Hewitt's doctrine was some- 
what of a stranger among Democratic principles. 

HON. RANDOLPH TUCKER, HON. W. KR. MORRISON, AND 
STRANGERS TO THE DOCTRINE IN 1882 

Hon. Randolph Tucker, of Virginia, immediately followed with 
another amendment in which he proposed a schedule of duties 
ranging from 45 per cent ad valorem on woolens to $14 per ton on 
railroad iron. The only free raw materials suggested by Mr. 
Tucker were medicinal barks, prepared or otherwise. This amend- 
ment was rejected by a vote of 37 to 79. 

It is quite evident that so eminent a Democrat as Mr. Tucker 
had not learned of this doctrine being an important tenet of his 
party. Hon. W. R. Morrison then presented an amendment for a 
similar purpose, which provided: 

Said commission shall report no revision of the tariff providing for duties 
in excess of the several duties and rates of duty imposed by the act of Con 
gress approved March 2, 1861, and known as the Morrill tariff. on any of the 
re articles not subject to tax under the internal-revenue laws, namely: 

Manufactures of cotton, iron and steel, wood, hemp, jute, flax and manila, 
glass and glassware. 

On all articles embraced in the schedule of sundries; also on all metals not 
otherwise provided for, and all manufactures of metals 

On all spices. 

On all wool, hair of the alpaca goat and other animals, and all manufac- 
tures thereof. 

On beef, pork, hams, bacon, cheese, wheat, butter, lard, barley, corn, and fish. 

Mr. Morrison is a Democrat of Democrats, but this resolution 
discloses the fact that even he had not then learned the lesson of 
free raw material. He had the temerity to demand, in defiance 
of this alleged principle, a tariff on wool, wheat, corn, barley, and 
other raw materials. 

Then’ followed a motion by Hon. R. Q. MILs of Texas (now @ 
distinguished member of this body), to recommit the ‘ill with the 
instructions which I shall read. Mr. MILIs stated that his in- 
structions were those which were prepared by Hon. R. J. Walker 
in the tariff of 1846: 

Resolved, That the bill creating a tariff commission be recommitted to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, with instructions to report within thirty 
days a bill framed in compliance with the following instructions 

. That no more money should be collected than is necessary for the 
of the Government economically administered. 

2. That no duty be imposed on any article above the lowest rate that will 
yield the largest amount of revenue. 

3. That below such rates— 

I call particular attention to this— 


That below such rates discrimination may be made, descending in the 
scale of duties, or for imperative reasons the article may be placed on the list 
of those free from all duties. 


HON. R. Q. MILLS 
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4. The maximum revenue duty should be im on luxuries. 

5. That all specific duties should be abolished and ad valorem duties sub- 
stituted in their place, care being taken to guard against fraudulent invoices 
and undervaluation, and to assess the duty upon the actual market value. 

6. That the duty should be so imposed as to operate as equally as possible 
Saas the Union, discriminating neither for nor against any class or 
section. 

This amendment was rejected by a vote of 152 to 75. 

A TARIPF FOR REVENUES AGAINST THE DOCTRINE OF FREE RAW MATERIAL. 

Mr. President, this resolution of Mr. M1Lus demanded the reen- 
actment of the Walker tariff of 1846,in which the idea of the 
doctrine of free raw material can not be found. This resolution 
received the solid support of the Democratic members, if I remem- 
ber correctly, and was no doubt considered orthodox Democracy at 
that date. 

May we not fairly draw the conclusion that up to this date the 
doctrine of free raw material had not become an ‘established prin- 
ciple” of the Democratic party? Having located, as I believed, a 
date when the doctrine of free raw material was not an established 
Democratic principle, I continued my investigation to find when 
it was. 

In the Democratic platform of 1884 I find the first mention of 
free raw material in the following indirect manner, Speaking of 
the pagans party, “It has subjected them to an increasing 
flood of manufactured goods and a hopeless competition with man- 
ufacturing nations, not one of which taxes raw materials.” In 
the same platform I find the following significant statement, re- 
ferred to the other day by the Senator from Missouri {| Mr. Vest], 
which I shall not take the time to read, as the Senate is familiar 
with it, but will print in my remarks: 

Knowing full well, however, that legislation affecting the operations of 
the peuple should be cautious and conservative in method, not in advance of 

ublic opinion, but responsive toits demands, the Democratic party is pledged 
© revise the tariff in a spirit of fairness to all interests. But, in making re- 
duction in taxes, it is not proposed to injure ony domestic industries, but 
rather to promote their healthy growth. From the foundation of this Gov- 
ernment taxes collected at the custom-house have been the chief source of 
Federal revenue. Such they must continue to be. Moreover, many indus- 
tries have come to rely upon legislation for successful continuance, so that 
any change of law must be at every step regardful of the labor and capital 
thus involved. The process of the reform must be subject in the execution 


* to this plain dictate of justice—all taxation shall be limited to the require- 


ments of economical government. 

The necessary reduction and taxation can and must be effected without 
depriving American labor of the ability to compete successfully with foreign 
labor and without imposing lower rates of duty than will be ample to cover 
any increased cost of production which may exist in comsequence of the 
higher rate of wages prevailing in this country. Sufficient revenue to pay 
all the expenses of the Federal Government, economically administered, in- 
cluding pensions, interest, and principal of the public debt, can be got under 
our present system of taxation from the custom-house taxes on fewer im- 
ported articles, bearing heaviest on articles of luxury and bearing lightest 
on articles of necessity, We therefore denounce the abuses of the existin; 
tariff; and, subject to the preceding limitations, we demand that Federa 
taxation 1 be exclusively for publie pu and shail not exceed the 
needs of the Government, economically administered. 

It would require a very vivid oe oy ap in my opinion, to tor- 
ture this statement into a demand for free raw material; yet the 
distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] declared quite 
recently that such wasits meaning, __ ! 

The platform of 1888, which the distinguished Senator so em- 
phatically stated declared for the doctrine of free raw material, 
reads as follows: 

The Democratic party of the United States, in national convention assem- 
bled, renews the pledge of its fidelity to the Democratic faith, and reaffirms 
the platform adopted by its representatives in the convention of 184, and 
indorses the views ge by President Cleveland in his last annual mes- 
sage to Congress as the correct interpretation of that platform upon the 
question of tariff reduction; and also indorses the efforts of our Democratic 
representatives in Congress to secure a reduction of excessive taxation. 


It would oe from the reading of this paragraph and the 
declaration of the distinguished Senator from Missouri that the 
interpretation placed on the Democratic platform of 1884 by 
President Cleveland, together with the schedules of the Mills 
bill, furnish the real authority for déclaring the doctrine of free 
raw material a cardinal principle of Democracy. 


DON’T WANT CLEVELAND'S INTERPRETATION. 

Mr. President, I do not remember President Cleveland’s inter- 

— neither do I care to know, since the time has come, 
k God, when his declaration of what Democratic principles 
are or should be do not pass current. 

As for the distinguished author of the Mills bill being authority 
upon so important a matter, I assume there is at least room for 
honest differences. Not that I would reflect on his Democracy or 
eminent ability, but the resolutions of 1882, when compared with 
~ oe a his uae’ disclose Zs ee continuity that 

not always a distinguishi eature —— k 

In 1882 the distinguished Senator is found advocating the doc- 
trine of the Walker tariff, in which there is not a single trace of 
the principle of free raw material, while in 1888, less than six 
years later, he is declared the bulwark of that principle. 

. f find free raw material mentioned in the platform of 1892, as 
ollows: , 


We indorse the efforts made by the Democrats of the present Congress to 
e 


eae ve features in the direction of free raw materials 
and man goods that enter into general consumption. 
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In the platform of 1896 the idea of free raw material was ¢lj;)\- 
nated altogether. 7 

Mr. President, have I not shown conclusively that the doctriy. 
of free raw material has never been an established princi,),, ,,; 
Democracy? Have I not shown that a single allusion mado ; 
in the platform of 1884, a covert attempt to indorse it in jx. 
qualified indorsement in 1892, and an absolute abandonme: jy, 
1896 is the real ao dogma? 

This doctrine, Mr. ident, came and went with Grover (}>\ ». 
land, and I believe that the people are willing for him to keep i 
or sink it in Buzzards Bay, as he may elect. 

GOVERNOR CULBERSON OF TEXAS AGAINST FREE RAW MATERIA! 

Mr. President, since I took a position against the so-called do. 
trine of free raw material, I have received hundreds of let+..;; 
from the South commending mycourse. I will refrain from py i),;- 
ing any of them, but instead read an extract froma letter writ+,.) 
by the present governor of Texas, Hon. C. A. Culberson, fur ¢),.. 
purpose of disclosing the fact that a very wide difference «5 
opinion exists on the question of free raw material between ¢),. 
governor of Texas and the distinguished Senator from Texas, \jr. 
Mutts. The letter is dated Austin, Tex., July 9, 1895, and is 
addressed to Hon. John Brookhout, Dallas. I will print the e+. 

| ter and comments by Mr. E. W. Cave as an appendix to iny +. 
| marks, and content myself at present with reading a short extra: 

The great question of tariff reform should be resolutely pressed. Theta 
levied by this system should be limited to the actual needs of gover: 

| economically administered, and within these limitations the intere.:s ./ 
Texas and her inexhaustible raw material should be cared for. No good on 
result to the people of Texas by continuing high duties on manufac: 
articles and putting our raw material from which they are made on the |) 
list, and thus invite destructive competition with foreign countries, w} 
only benefits Eastern manufacturers. Until Texas engages more large|: 
manufactures than at present, such a policy can but be hurtful to u: 
the interest of sections already enriched by protection. If in the present 
condition of the Treasury it should be deemed unwise or inexpedient to at 
tempt a further general revision in the near future, inequalities should be 
adjusted by special laws. 

The conclusions which I have reached in regard to the doctrine 
of free raw material are the result of carefulinvestigation. [ dis- 
claim all thoughts of bringing discord into the Democratic party. 
and I sincerely hope this doctrine will follow Grover Cleveland 
into quiet obscurity and thus fade into “innocuous desuetude.”’ 

CONTEST OF SCHEDULES. 

Mr. President, I realize quite fully the difficulties which sur- 
round this measure. I saw them at the beginning of its construc- 
tion, and have seen them multiply and intensify every day since. 
Long before the bill left the Ways and Means Committee it had de- 
generated into a contest over schedules, and has remained in that 
position until the present time. This bill represents no fixed or 
particular economic theory, but, to the contrary, is a mixture of 
them all, with the keen New England manufacturers, the sugar- 
trust kings, and other kindred spirits man ting the compound. 

By ae to liquidate political o tions in conjunction 
with a biilion-dollar Congress, the Repu m party has fallen 
upon hard lines, and in its extremi areas the country a tariff 
bill which, to say the least, is f y if not wonderfully made. 

If the next one hundred years of national existence witnesses 1s 
rapid an increase in per capita expenses and political oblixations 
as the past century, it is extremely blema as to what sort 
of taxation will then obtain. John Sherman, then Con- 

from Ohio, in a speech May 27, 1858, gave the per 
capita expenses of the Government at different dates. 
or information I will quote them: 


rit 


We are now living under a billion-dollar Congress, which means 
an iture of $500,000,000 annually, or $7.19 per capita for our 
70,000,000 of people. 

In com ial transactions large nagrogates of business are 
conducted on less expenditure than smaller ‘ventures. 
Yet it hatin a so far as business oe that 
retail much cheaper per unit than wholesaling. en our 
ostieent tuaniae tote 42 cents per capita to $7.19 per 


ca 1 submit something is radically wrong and calls for 
eottete en cael aad 


MY REMEDY. 

Mr. President, it will be a very difficult to bring 
prosperity under any system of taxation, more ially under 
vou bel sia dah aadia tae leiinies of plenty andl co! 
vene before the ty and goo 
times. In my the first move in this direction should be 
to open the mint to the free coinage of silver. Follow this by a 
reduction of expenses to the lowest point consistent with good yov- 


‘Abolish the internal- system and put in its stead a just 
revenue pu 8 § 
inheritance 


and proper tax, together with an tax similar 
to the one proposed by the distinguished Senator from Indiana 


{Mr. iF 








1897. 


Then I would secure the balance needed for Government ex- 
penses by @ , old-fashioned Democratic tariff for revenue, so 
adjusted as to place its burdens upon all the people of all the sec- 
tions and give its incidental benefits to labor, where it ever be- 
longs. in brief, is my remedy for present hard times, and I 
trust the near future will see it applied. 

In 1887 we had one of the most destructive panics of the century. 


we had another disastrous panic. 
in isi we had a panic that brought wreck and ruin to nearly all business 
interes’ 
In 1a we beds 
an panic of 


come penis of 185% occurred under the Walker tariff, averaging 25 per cent. 

The panic of 1873 came under the Morrill tariff, which ave d 48 per cent: 
and the panic a 1898 occurred under the McKinley tariff, which averaged 58 
ae find that two disastrous panics came under the lowest tariffs since 
ue and also that twoterrible panics came under the highest tariffs we ever 





nic of which no one need be reminded. 
occurred under the Clay tariff, averaging about 26 per 


bans proves that panics come under low tariffs and high tariffs. 
But no man living or dead ever heard of or witnessed a panic 
when the people had plenty of money. 





APPENDIX. 


FREE RAW MATERIAL VS. A TARIFF FOR REVENUE—EQUITABLE DUTIES ON 
ALL IMPORTS-—-TEXAS AND HER INEXHAUSTIBLE RAW MATERIAL SHOULD 
BE CARED FOR. 


[Open letter from E. W. Cave, Houston, Tex., to Governor C. A, Culberson. ] 
Houston, Tex., November 1, 1395. 


SIR: 5 an the Bp petuitons. as a citizen of Texas and a Democrat, to congrat- 
ulate you party, and the country on the following states- 
manlike Se an iee on the subject ot % ‘tariff reform,” expressed in your letter to 
Hon. John Bookhout, Tex., dated Austin, July 9, 1895: 
great question of tariff reform should be resolutely pressed. The 
ome levied by this system should be limited to the actual needs of govern- 
administered, and within these limitations the interests of 
ee and her inexhaustible raw material should be cared for. No good can 
result to the of Texas by Reremnus high duties on manufactured arti- 
cles and pu our raw material from which they are made on the free list. 
and thus Pinvite destructive competition with foreign countries, which only 
benefits Eastern manufacturers. Until Texas engages es more largely in manu- 
factures than at present such a policy can but urtful to us and in the 
interest of sections already enriched by protection. If in the present condi- 
tion of the Treasury it should be deemed unwise or inexpedient to attempt 
a pial awe revision in the near future, inequalities should be adjusted 
ws.’ 
we th entirely out of politics, I feel an interest in the success of my 
party in the welfare of my country. | hope it may not be deemed pre- 
sumptuous in me to supplement your views with some data and suggestions 
= on the subject. 
previous to coffee being placed on the free list, the total imports, 
endian of specie, were $5025.00. The “free list” was but $36,587,000. 
The customs revenue was $206,270,000. The average duty on dutiable imports 
vans - r som and if levied on all imports, the average duty would have 


cent. 

fiscal ee year June 30, 1895, the total imports were $2. 957.000. 
The tree list was and the dutiable list was $368,729,000. The 
customs revenue was 749,000. ‘The average rate of duty on dutiable 
imports was 41.42 percent. If levied on entire imports, the average duty 
would have been but 20.86 per cent. 


Leading items of the free list of a 









Chesaieaia, Grtigs, ges, de Rags for paper............ $3, 749, 000 
et AE casccoe $5, 881,000 | Rubber, gut “percha ete. 2,507,000 
ee ee SD ciiaind 1,025,000 | Wood and tim .. 1,016,000 
) “naa 1,379, 000 potateliotnarns 
Raw silk, cocooms........... 5, 739,000 Total freeimports... 36,587, 000 
eee items of free raw material in 1895. 
, 655,009 | Matting.................... $1. 638, 000 
; 5, RR ES EEE EE 3, 179, 000 
3, Ha | I tie aden matianipe: -- aya 
I ste Rhine eanepne 1, 336, 000 
| Raw silk, cocoons....-.. -. 22,626,000 
RE is cad ne cecce 2, 367, 000 
Sugar and molasses... 29, 500, 000 
PE Ribnish et hé cond éhokee 13, 170, 000 
Grasses, ete.... .......- 12, 009, 000 
Grasses, etc., manufac- 
i ntglnivdides Jiocenea 6, 491, 000 
lil aN te cieiinmaiel 15, 597, 000 
ica btw eS denbécienite 23, 896, 000 
Total free list .......- "363, 228, 000 


ufactured articles into which the free raw materials of this list enter 








goannas by duties from 10 to 30 per cent. Many of the manu- 
factures are Ta the tot duty. 
For the fissal of e total imports were $789,310,000, of which $523,- 
,000 were and $265,668,000 free of duty. The receipte from cus- 
Under extreme — of Sabeolion, iid te he McKinley bill 
ro m,as de the nle i 
ot an ae y of p y Kinley b 
Imports Imports Customs 
dutiable. free. revenue. 








oe, , 674, on $306, 241,000 | $219, 522,000 





457,999,000 | 177,452,000 
421. 308° 00D 444,544,000 | 208,355, 000 
bP Css eOEdee Eubend onde cond duccoc coccce 275, 199,000 | 379,796,000 | 132,298,000 





set dutiable, 1891, $52,792,000. 


to protect the manufacturer fully, both by high 

Aéeee sun raw materia].” The result was an average increase 
four years of $146,477,000. The dutiable imports de- 
of the four years, $248,442,000. The American manufac- 


The 


of tree 


creased, 
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turers, with free raw material, had command of the 





market. The customs 
revenues decreased $97 .80,000 
The total loss of revenues in the four years, as compared with 1890, was 
$186.520,.000. The Government was left without the means of sustenance 
The tariff-reform policy of the Fifty third Congress eventuated a reduc- 
tion of the ad valorem rates of duty imyx s ed by the McKinley | substi- 
tuting in some cases specific duties and the }; tuation and e ion of 
the policy of “free raw material” ex ept as to sugar, which was made duti- 
able at 40 per centad valorem. The eifort was to further ext t to em- 
brace free iron ore and coal. The result for the fiscal year e1 June, 


1895, is: 
Increase in dutiable imports... .... 893. 530, 000 
Decrease in free imports. ................. : , 6. 567.000 
Increase in total imports......... etal 76. 968. 000 
Increase in customs revenues - - 930. 000 

The import¢of sugar free in 189% were $124.635,000. The total imp 


rts for 
1895 were $76.460.000, of which $29,599.000 was free. The 





0 wise placing of sug 
on the dutiable list gave the Government about $15,400,000 of revenue. T he ’ 
deficit in the Government's receipts and expenditures was $42,825,000 for th: 


year. 

it seems apparent that under the present system it is not practicable to 
produce sach an amount of customs revenues as is necessary for the support 
of the Government. Exorbitant protective tariffs like the McKinley bill 
reduce imports, and thus reduce revenues 

Reasonable reduction in tariff rates will not increase imports in 
as to afford greatly increased revenues. Receipts from customs must con 
tinue to be, as they always have been, the chief source of revenues. Inter 
na! revenues, like those from customs, are likely to be depleted by more oner- 
ous taxation, and collection defeated by an effort to extend that system to 
the annoyance and cost of the people. he decrease in the last fiscal year is 
$3,543,000. The decrease in the three months of 18% ending September is 
$20,300,930. The necessity for a return to the Democratic policy of a * tariff 
for revenue *’ seems equally apparent. 

Upon what Democratic ground can “ free raw material" for ma: 
be maintained? Unlessit can be claimed that Government should 
and the wo xle taxed for the benefit of manufactures, * free 
can only be defended on the same grounds as the doc 


such ratio 


infactures 

operated 
raw material *’ 
trine of prot m. The 


argument that our manufacturers should have free raw materia! in order to 
build up our manufactures, enable them to compete with foreign manufac 
turers, give employment to our labor, and ultimately cheapen the cost of 


goods to our people is all that Mr. McKinley or Mr 
of a high protective tariff. 

“Free raw material” is the additional discriminating protection given the 
American manufacturer as against the foreign manufacturer and importer 
who pays a duty not only upon the cost of manufacturing but also upon the 
material of which the articles are composed. 

It is a mooted question who pays the tax or 


Reep would urge in behalf 


1imported goods—the consumer 


or the foreign manufacturer. There is no doubt as to who pays the tax on 
“free raw material” imported. The people pay it, to recoup the Govern- 
ment in the lost revenue donated tothe manufacturer. Coinmmerce must be 
maintained and defended. Navies, ministers, consuls, Government must be 
supported. Why should not all commerce contribute to this? Why should 
$30,000,000 of chemicals, drugs, and dyes imported be exempted from duty. 


and chemical glassware be taxed 40 per cent; medical pre 
25 per cent. and dyed cotton cloth, valued at 6) cents per yard or le 
taxed 1; to 1} cents a square yard? It is true we have cheap quinine, but the 
imports of quinia and extracts of cinchona bark only amount to $2,000. 
Why should $95,000,000 of coffee be imported free? It is a luxury and a 
comfort, but so also is the Government. Do the people realize any benefit 


parations be taxed 


a. be 


from its loss of revenues? Coffee w: is dutial leat 3centsa pound in 1873, when 
it was placed on the free list. The wholesale price in New York in 1°69 and 
1870 for Rio coffee was ll and 15 cents per pound. From 1844 to 1848 New York 
quotations were 5 and 8 cents per pound. The price was forced up between 
1873 and 1878 to as high as 28 cents, when it declined, reaching the lowest 
point, 7} cents in 1882. The price was 8} and 10 cents in 1885. It has been ad 
vancing since, under the control of foreign rings, and is now quotcd in New 


York at 16 cents per pound. The consumption in 1871 was 7.91 pounds per 
capita, in 1885 was 9.60 pounds per capita, in 1881 was6.81 pounds per capita, in 
1892 was 9.63 pounds per capita, and im 1893 declined to 8.25 pounds per capita. 
The total imports for 1895 were 652,000,000 pounds. The Government sacri 
ficed $19,560,000 of customs revenue without any benefit to the pe vile of this 
country. 

Ninety seven million two hundred and forty-nine thousand pounds of tea 
were imported free last year, at an average invoice value of 15.55 cents per 
pound. Consumption per capita, 1871, was 1.14 pounds. Consumption per 
capita, 1893, was 1.32 pounds. Tea was dutiable in 1871 at 17.7 cents a pound 
If a duty of 5 cents a pound had been collected on last year's imports of tea, 
the Government would have been able to decrease the deficit $4,800,000. Can 
it be supposed any tea consumer would be able to find where the duty cam: 
in when settling with his grocer at the retail price’ 

Why should the Government not have collected a duty 
Egyptian and other cotton imported free last year. and e: 
— at 92 cents average per pound is destruct 





on the 
pony 
tive to the cul 


10),000 bales 
en its im- 
of sea-is 








nd, good middling uplands, and other long staple cotton in the ith? These 
cottons are fostered by foreign capital. an d prac ly produced by semislave 
labor. The imports have grown from 6.600) bales i in 1879, at invoice value of 
162 cents, to the above figures. The Northern and Eastern manufacturer, 
who thus ignores the Southern planter, is protected in the class of goods for 
which they are used and in mixture with other good middling ¢ ns by du 


ties ranging from 30 to 50 per cent. Every product of Northern and Eastern 
agriculture, from a green apple to preserved watermelon rind, from a bush 
bean to a bushel of wheat, from a dozen of eggs toa » dre assed gobbler 


is pro 
tected by a tariff duty. Why should our Southern staple be di« viuinate 1 
against, and especially when the Government needs the revent These 
imports are increasing. In the eight months of 1495 there were imported 
73,600 bales, an increase over previous eight months of 21,200 bales These 


cottons will now take the benefit of our short crop 

Take the item of hides and skins, of which $26.000,000 worth were imp 
last fiscal year free of duty. Hidesand skins paid an average dut is 
percent. What benefit is derived by the masses of the people from 
crimination against the cattle and sheep raisers of Texa rthe be 
the cattle and sheep raisers of Europe, South America. and Austr: 
the enrichment of a great leather trust capitalized at $12 28.000 .000 





WwW h le our 


cattle and slaughtered meats, as we)! as our salte« . meats, are excluded or 
prejudiced under the pretense of the public health, are adding value to the 
— sheep, and hogs of Europe by admitting thei ir skins and hides duty 





quotations for dry salted hides in the He yuston market for A 


pril, 
1808, 1804, and 1895 have been 5 and 5} cents; October 30, 6 and 7 cents 


The price of leather has been dictated by the trust. and prices have been 
advanced largely until in the last few months discord has broken combina 
tions and competitive influences have advanced prices of our hid: may 
end in a week, and prices be governed by the s: ame dictation. It seems f lly 
for ie Government to longer sacrifice its revenues under the illusive idea 
that shoes and harness can be thus cheapened. Even if the leather trust is 


circumvented, the leather manufacturer is protected by from 10 to 20 per 
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cent, and the manufacturer of boots and shoes by from 20 to 40 per cent. 
Meanwhile the free import increases, reaching 200,000,000 pounds in the eight 
months of the year ending August, an increase of 160 per cent. 

Free wool! This extraordinary concession to the woolen manufacturing 
interests of the country must rest upon the same argument as that of ‘free 
raw material” generally. True, wool enters largely into the uses of the 
people, but at the same time it amounts to a discrimination against the pro- 
ducers of this country in favor of the wool producers of foreign countries. 
The question of direct benefit to the people of this ay will probably be 
found, as in the case of other “‘ free raw material,”’ so finely drawn as not to 
be demonstrable. What the foreign wool grower or manufacturer does not 
take to himself will be difficult to find in a wool shirt ora blanket. Besides, 
wool is the competitor of cotton in American manufactures. 

In proportion as it is cheapened or fills the market, cotton inevitably must 
be displaced. Every additional thread of wool substituted for cotton in a 
mixture lessens the demand for that much cotton, The man whosleeps under 
a blanket does not sleep under a quilt. Cheap wool means cheaper cotton. 
Our people might as well understand this now, as the vast product of the 
world’s sheep is tending toour markets. In 1871 the inyports of wool into the 
United States were 68,000,000 pounds. Of this 50,174,000 pounds entered into 
consumption. Of this the wool of class 3, valued at 12 cents per pound or 
less, and dutiable 3 cents per pound, was 19,658,000 pounds, at average invoice 
value of 10} cents per pound. Upland cotton was then worth in New York, 
lowest price, 15 cents per pourd, and it did not get below 11 cents until 1877. 

The imports of woolin the last fiscal year were 206,134,906 pownds, at an 
average value of 12.4 cents per pound. The increased imports over 1894 were 
751,000,009 pounds. Of this {5.200.000 pounds had an average invoice value of 
but 9 cents per pound. For the eight months of 1895 the imports are 179,521,- 
000 pounds, an increase of 135,000,000 pounds, of which there is 65,000,000 pounds 
of class 3 wools free. with an average invoice value.of 9.47 cents per pound, 
and 100,449,000 pounds of clothing wools free, with an averagé invoice value 
of 15.6 cents per pound. Our consumption per capita: 


Wool. Cotton. 


Pounds. | Pounds, 
5.43 10 
7.11 16. 16 

17.28 


It will be seen that while cotton consumption increased 60 per cent, 1870-1880, 
it has been practically held in check since. The interests of the woolgrowers 
and cotton planters of Texas are alike jeopardized by free wool and free 
cotton. 

The world’s c ity to supply wool is only eee measured by a 
profitable demand. The production in 1891, exclusive of the United States, 
was 2,149,673,000 pounds. The increase from 1870 to 1880 was 1,030,673,000 
pounds. The increase from 1880 to 1891 was 656,673,000 pounds. 

Our imports last year were 156,770,000 pounds greater than in 1870. 

Over $13,500,000 timber, lumber, and shingles imported duty free last year, 
depriving the Government of the revenue and bringing the lumber of Can- 
ada farther down the country, into competition with the lumber of Texas 
and the Southern lumber districts. What a stretch of the liberality of the 
Government and evidence of the elasticity of the tariff system it is to sacri- 
fice the revenues that ought to be collected on $18,477,000 of crude india-rub- 
ber, gutta-percha, etc., while rubber manufacturers are protected by_a 30 
per cent oe Why should we risk the importation ot the rags of the 
world free of duty for the benefit of paper manufacturers, who are protected 
by duties on paper from 10 to 35 per cent? Where does the benefit to the 
masses come from the import last year? 

Twenty-two million six hundred and twenty-six thousand dollars of raw 
silk, cocoons silk, and silk waste. The manufacturer of silk goods with his pro- 
tection of from 30 to 50 per cent can see where the benefit to him comes in, or 

srobably to his especial employees; but what do the farmers of Texas, who 
ave to pay, 30 per cent duty on an imported trace chain, get out of this free 
raw silk? ‘Thirty-one million two hundred and five thousand dollars of manu- 
factured silk and silk goods were imported last fiscal year, notwithstanding 
the advan » given the American silk manufacturer by “ tree raw material.” 
Silk and silk manufactures certainly are within the most extreme line of 
taxation, and those who wear them can certainly afford to contribute to the 
support of the Government, no matter in what shape imported, 
he great railway transportation interests of the say are deprived of 
the benefits of foreign competition in the American market for steel and iron 
rails. Perhaps if a revenue had been assured by a reasonable tariff on raw 
silk, Congress would have felt encouraged and justified in levying a less duty 
than $7.84 per ton on these rails, and we may have had some imports, as the 
prpent duty on rails is prohibitory. The whole imports last year amounted 
© but T84 tons; in 1894 to 2,178 tons. Considering the fact that there are about 
228,000 miles of railways in the United States, besides street railways, with 
an enormous demand for new rails for renewals and extensions, the showing 
spon ere The London price of steel rails for the year has been 
28 12s. 6d. - 

Has it been demonstrated during the paternal efforts of the Government 
to legislate prices for the benefit of the peaple by discriminating “tariffs” 
and “free lists” that the desired result c » thus secured? Good and bad 
seasons, increased foreign and domostic Production, trade depression, war 
apprehension, panics, money value, combinations, and trusts are factors that 
often negative these efforts. This country has grown too large for depend- 
ence on the paternal care of Government asa regulator of prices of commodi- 
ties. The time has come when the Government may safely engage princi- 
pally in the business of providing for its own maintenance, That it may be 
relieved of SS on this score, is pretty clearly indicated by the re- 
sults of making sugar dutiable. Although sugar pays a duty of 40 per cent 
under Senate bill of 1894, the following is the result: 


Sugar quotations, Houston (Tex.) market. 


| Pow- | Fancy 


October, 1803 
March, 18% 
October, 1804 
March, 1805 
October, 1805 


Iron cotton ties were graciously placed on the free list in 1894. There were 
bone imported in 184; last fiscal year the imports showed an ext 
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increase amounting to $120. ng, gunny cloth, and similar materia) 
covering cotton was also placed on the free list. ot a yard was impo 
in 1894: the imports of the last fiscal year were only $30,490. Binding tw 
which there had been no imports in 1894, was placed on the free li-t: ; 
ports last fiscal year only reached $16,422. Burlaps, however. tailed 
cotton ties, cotton bagging. and binding twine, and 34.566,000 dutiable in 
of 1894, were converted last fiscal year into $4,902,000 free imports. {. 
benefit of the great mill interests of the country, who buy bags: Bax and } 
were already free, in competition with our farmers’ production, and j; 
,etition with the use of cotton for bags and sacks. Now we have the ) 
actured bags free, uniting cheap manufacturing labor with Europe: 
Asiatic cheup agricultural labor against the producers of American }, 
flax. and cotton. 

Rice has been on the dutiable list since 1867. The duty on clean 
ranged from $2.37 to $2.59 per hundred pounds until 1879; New York . 
tions, 54 to 8} cents, lowest, to 7 to 124 cents, highest, per pound. affecto; 
of the time by gold fluctuations. The duty in 1879 was 2.02 cents per | 
price, 5} to 7} cents per pound. The ray in 1883 was 2} cents per | 
price, 4 to7} cents per pound. The price fell in 1885 and 1880 to 5 bi cent 
pound. The duty in 1890 was2cents per pound. The Burean of Sta 
quotes New York prices on “ good”"’ rice, 1803, July to December, » 
cents; 18%, January to December, 4} to 5 cents. 

The duty on rice was reduced, under the Senate bill of 1894, to 14 cent 
pound. The Bureau of Statistics quotes New York price, August, |s\); 
August, 189%, at 4} to 5 cents per pound. The price in August and Septen 
py r~ ag per pound. The price in June, 1895, was 4§ to 4}, and in Ju) 

} to 5 cents. 

In view, therefore, of the advanced condition of our manufactures. + 
uncertainty as to whether the poanse are benefited in low prices on art . 
imported free consumed by them direct, the depressed condition of our ac: 
cultural, pastoral, and timber interests, affec by foreign competition. ¢! 
inequitable discrimination in faver of certain manufacturers and ¢ .usii)rs 
and the necessity of the Government to have sufficient revenues for its 51; 
port, has not the time come for a new departure? 

Let us have “ tariff reform” on the basis of a “ tariff for revenue,” with its 
rates of duty equitably distributed on true economic principles, and on tho 
line of a conservative public pose. It is perhaps too early to even conte: 
plate any large retrenchment of expenditures. The people have got used tv 
an expensive and extravagant Government, and, strange to say, seem to like 
it. Billion-dollar Congresses are probably not altogether a thing of the past 
In the fourteen years previous to 1894 the customs contributed an averaye 
annually of «bout $206,000,000 to the Government receipts. The culmination 
of the restrictive duties and expanded free list of the McKinley bill brought 
the customs revenues down in 1894 to 000. 

To sustain our present system the customs must furnish about $200.000,.00 
annually. It is now im ible to secure this upon a dutiable list of $400.10), 
000, It can be secured by fair duties on ajl imports, and our manufacturers 
and agricultural interests receive all the protection that a just consideration 
for the interests of all the people permits them to have. Our largest year of 
imports of merchandise has amounted to $866,800,000; under our present policy 
they had declined to $655,000,000. Indications point to ,000,000 for this fiscal 
year. The customs revenue in the eight months ending August show an i: 
crease of $29,728,000. The condition will not admit of further experiment on 
the line of internal taxes to recoup the losses on customs revenue. 

In the discussion in the House of Re mtatives of the United States, 
4 resulted in the founding of a system, Mr. Madison said, August 
“IT presume that, however much we may be disposed to promote domestic 
peeeeeers, ave ought to pay some regard to the present policy of obtain 

ng revenue. 

“In my opinion, it would be proves also for gentlemen to consider the 
means of encouraging the great staple of America. I mean agriculture, 
which I think may be justly styled the staple of the United States, froin spon 
taneous productions which nature furnishes, and the manifest advartaye it 
has over every other object of embodiment in this country. * * * But 
it will be necessary to confine our attention at this time peculiarly to the 
object of revenue. 

After the war with England had demonstrated the necessity for additional 
encouragement of our manufactures, Mr. Calhoun, in his speech, April 4. 
1816, enunciated these broad principles: 

* Neither agriculture, manufactures, nor commerce, taken separately. is 
the cause of wealth; it flows from the three combined, and can not exist wi!! 
outeacb. The wealth of any single nation, it is true, may not immediat«!) 
depend. upon the three, but such wealth always presupposes their exist 
ence. 

“It is admitted by the most strenuous advocates on the other side that no 
country ought to be os on another for its means of defense; that at 
least our musket and one cannon and ball, ought to be domestic 
manufacture. But what, he ed, is more necessary to the defense of a 
nation than its currency and finance?” ; 

After a hundred and six years of tariff experience, and the culmination of 
the grandest ex tions of the statesmen who gave a fostering care to our 
manufacturing interests, have we not again reac! a point when. in the !a: 

of Mr. ison, “it will be necessary to confine our attention pec! 
rly to the object of revenue,” and when we must recognize, in the graj lic 
language of Mr. Calhoun, that “ neither agriculture, manufactures, nor oon 
merce, taken separately, is the cause of wealth,” and also that discriminati 1 
against either is not conducive to national prosperity? 
Very respectfully, = W.CAVE 


Governor CHARLEs A. CULBERSON, 
- Austin, Tex. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been 
ordered on the amendment submitted by the Senator from Ark:n- 


sas [Mr. Jones], and the Secretary will call the roll. 
Mr. BACON. I ask that the amendment may be first stated. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be state’. 
The Secrerary. At the end of line 17 of paragraph 501, 02 
page 90, it is proposed to insert: 
Sree, Sctecwer, TBS tS be doen Nee the oaie tenet exceed 8 cents e 
yarns exceeding exceed 
veute bat ad on varus valued ot over 35 cents Ser Pound und not exceed- 
ing #0 cents per pound: And ir pa on all yarns valued at 
, co! 


more than 40 cents lected, and paid a duty 
of 45 per cent ad vatrens. 


Mr. BACON. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Arkansas if that is the. of the present law? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is the closing portion o? the pars 
graph in relation to cotton thread and carded yarn, etc., of tho 
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present law. The proposed schedule is identical with the present | ‘‘Spool;” in the same line, after the word ‘ thread,” to insert “ of 








aw down to the end of the pending paragraph, leaving ont the cotton, including crochet, darning, and embroidery cottons; in 
part of the nt law which I have moved toinsert. Thisisa line 22, after the word “yards,” to strike out “‘ of thread:” in-line 
limitation which cuts off the higher numbers and preserves the | 23, after the words “one hundred,” to strike o it‘ yards;” in line 
existing rates, as I have stated. 24, after the word ‘* than, to strike out ‘‘wound;” in line 25, be 

Mr. BACON. Then, if this amendment should be adopted, the | fore the word *‘ cent.” to strike ont ‘‘a” and insert ” in line 


paragraph would be the same as that in the present law? 1,on page 91, after the word “yards,” to strjke out * of thread;” 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Exactly. in the same line, after the word * thereof,” at the end 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- | graph, to insert: 

ment submitted by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jongs], on 


and 
of the para 


Provided, That in no case shall the duty be assessed 1 


which the yeas and nays have been ordered. yards than is marked on the spools or reels . 2 

The Seeretary proceeded to call the roll. : 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I transfer my pair | 50 as to make the paragraph read: 
with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE} to the 302. Spool thread of cotton, including crochet, darning, and embroid« 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru], and vote “ yea.” cottons on spools or reels, containing on each spool or reel not exceeding 100 


; > » wad : yards of thread, 6 cents per dozen; exceeding 10 yards on each spool or reel 
Mr. GEAR when his mame war called). My pair with the for every additional hundred yards or fractional part thereof in excess of 
Senator from New Jersey {Mr. oe has been transferred to the 100, 6 cents per dozen spools or reels; if otherwise than on spools or reels 
iqunior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr]. Iam therefore | one-half of | cent for each 100 yards ov fractional part thereof: Provided 
a liberty to vote and vote “ nay ” <a be — —_ So be assessed upon a less number of yards than is 
. ; 2 . S . * Si so reels 
Mr. @RAY (when his name was called). I am paired for the | ™“*™*°° 0» “he spools or m 
present with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason]. If he The amendment was agreed to. 
were present, I s ould vote ** yea.” . . Mr. VEST. Ihave no objection to the proviso which has just 
Mr. MALLORY (when his namewas called). I am paired with | been adopted, but I move, in line 21, before the word “ cents,” to 
the Senator from Vermont {[Mr. Proctor]. If he were present, I | strike out the word “six” and insert ‘five and one-half;” and I 


should vote *‘ yea.” make the same motion in line 23, before the word ‘ cents,” to 
Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired | strike out ‘‘ six” and insert ‘‘ five and one-half.” 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEwWELL}. We have heard a great deal about the poor sewing girl in the 


Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I transfermy pair | tariff debates, and here is an increase over the existing law, and 
with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] to the Sen- | a very considerable one when the amount of this article consumed 
ator from Wyoming |Mr. WARREN], and vote ‘‘nay.” _- in the United States is considered. I ask that the motion may be 

Mr. TUR (when his name was called). I am paired with | put upon both amendments at once. 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. If he were present, The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments proposed by 
I should vote ‘* yea.’ the Senator from Missouri {Mr. Vest] will be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to tfe The Secretary. In paragraph 302, page 90, line 21, before the 
Senator from Washington that the senior Senator from Vermont | word ‘‘ cents,” it is proposed to strike out “six” and insert ‘‘ five 
[Mr. MorRIL1] has transferred his pair to the Senator from Wyo- | and one-half;” and in line 23, before the word ‘ cents,” to strike 
ming [Mr. WARREN], which will leave the Senator at liberty to | out *‘ six” and insert ‘five and one-half;” so as to read: 
vote. #2. Spool thread of cotton, including crochet, darning, and embroidery 

Mr. TURNER. Then I vote ** yea.” cottons on spools or reels, containing on each spool or reel not exceeding 100 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— pe of See. 5 . — = omnetins 7 ) y ards on each spool or reel, 
yeas 20, nays 30; as follows: or every additional hundred yards or fractional part thereof in excess of 100, 


5} cents per dozen spools or reels 





YEAS—20. The amendment was rejected. 
Bacon, y, Morgan, Tillman, The reading of the bill was resumed at paragraph 303, as follows: 
Bate, Jones, Ark. Pasco, Turner, pep 
Berry, McLaurin, Pettus, est. 303. Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
Butler, Martin, Rawlins, Walthall, and not exceeding 50 threads to the square inch, counting the warp and fill 
Chilton, Mills, Roach, White. ing, 1 cent per square yard; if bleached, 1} cents per square yard; if dyed, 
colored, stained, painted, or printed, 2 cents per square yard 
NAYS—20. ‘ 
Alli on Mantle Stewart Mr. VEST. Before we leave that paragraph, I want to read the 
Burrows, Gallinger, Morrill, Teller, official statement to show how far advanced the cotton manufac- 
Carter, Gear, Perkins, Thurston, tures of the United States are as to the articles named in this par- 
aoe eaane, Tn leg haga agraph. We exported, in 1896, $3,419,158 worth of co!ored cotton 
Eiko, rey. dona poe wie cloths, and in the same year we exported $9,579,199 worth of un 
Fairbanks, McBride, Shoup, colored cotton cloths, and of all other cotton cloths we exported 
Foraker, McEnery, Spooner, $3,170,940, making in the aggregate over $15,000,000 worth of these 
we . ; se rted from the United States and competing suc 
OT VOTING—239. cotton cloths exported fr f I x 
Alarich, Pa om. v x p cessfully with the manufactures of other countries. 
ulkner, enney, Senrose, Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In the line of what my colleague on 
Allen, George, Kyle, Pettigrew, gp bese ee : me ag 
a Gorman, tieaeay, Platt NY. the committee |Mr. Vest} has just suggested, 1 think this is pet 
Caffery, Gray, Lodge, Proctor, haps as appropriate place as any to present some tables showing 
: , } pproj J ee 
a a h — — the relative cost of production of cotton cloths at Burnley and 
Cockrell, Harris, aot ieeans Turpie, Lancashire, in England, and in Lowell, Mass., taking cloths at 
Cullom, Harris, Tenn. Mitchell, Warren, 64 by 64 warp and weft and 28 inches wide. 
iy ? T . . . - 
Daniel, Heitfeld, Murphy, Wolcott. The yarn in the American cloth is made of No. 28 warp and 36 
Davis, Jones, Ney Nelson : ae I 
: : weft, averaging 32. The English yarn is four numbers finer, but 
So the amendment was rejected. | in reality it is from eight to ten numbers finer. 


Mr. ALLISON subsequently said: I inadvertently voted on the | This statement shows the English yarn is 374 inches, and it is 
last amendment, being paired with the Senator from Missouri | taken from the accounts of one of the best and latest mills erected 
[Mr. CocKRELL]. I _ unanimous consent that my vote may be | at Rochdale, Lancashire, working under the most advantageous 
withdrawn. conditions of machinery and management. It is a cooperative 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request will be complied | mill, where the directing and superintending are run on the most 
with. economical principles. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inadvertently the amendment of the commit- This statement, as I have said, is taken from the official state- 
tee in line 18 of paragraph 301 was agreed to, That amendment | ment of the mill. The cost of carding 1 pound of yarn is eight 
should be disagreed to, and I ask unanimous consent to recur to it | hundred: and fifty-five one-thonsandths of a cent; spinning and 
for a incidental thereto, 1.137. The rates I have thus far given are the 

The P ING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. | Massachusetts rates. The Lancashire direct wages are 1.684, and 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 301, page 90, line 13, after the | other wages and salaries twenty-four one-thousandths, making 
ae ee on Finance reported to insert | the total paid in wages in Massachusetts 1.992 cents, and in Lan- 


addi cashire 1.708 cents, in the matter of spinning of yarns necessary 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the vote | to make a pound of cloth. 
whereby the amendment was agreed to will be considered as re-| The American cloth weighs 7 yards to the pound; the English 
considered, and the amendment disagreed to. cloth, by the use of 10 numbers finer yarn, weighs about 9 yards 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of | to the pound. The cost is therefore computed on an ejual basis 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 302, page 90, line 18, | of 7 yards in the account given by Mr. Schoenhof for comparison. 
before the word “thread,” to strike out “‘Cotton” and insert | The weaving rate is, per cut of 50 yards, in Lowell, at the rate of 
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20 cents, and in Lancashire at the rate of 124d., or 254 cents for the 
same length; 20 cents in Massachusetts and 254 cents in England. 
The actual cost, computed from the mill books at Burniey and 
from the Lowell account, foots up as follows: 

This is a quotation from a eg of the report of Mr. Schoenhof. 
The labor cost on the basis of 7 yards is as follows: 





i | Barn- 
le ey. Lowel 





Saetaten doe warp... tin tolstebipien clahinltite dpiiitnatects 
Beaming, twisting. and winding. - caindechiliadeigditindian ctikeagh cbibomais 
AEE SINS: CEO onrnths tntcoen ecacsdvdebniiinhndcbinese coud 


*0. 686 cent per yard. +0.534 cent per yerd. 

The cost of weaving per yard is one hundred and fifty-two one- 
thousandths of a cent less in Lowell thanin England. The differ- 
ence in the final outcome is to the advantage of England by the 
saving of two-ninths of a pound of yarn, the selling price of which 
in the mill's accounts given by Mr. Schoenhof was 84d., or 16 cents 

rpound, Two-ninths of that is 3.55 cents, and per yard i is equal 
to five-tenths of a cent, far outbalancing the difference in labor 
expense, and explains the impossibility of the heavier American 
cloths competing with the lighter and finer cloth of England in 
the markets of the world, where the finer cloth at the lower price 
finds preference. 

The difference in weavers’ wages per = in cotton weaving 
has incontestably been established, and is due to the larger number 
of looms run per hand by American mills. 

The higher paid American labor, the more intelligent American 
labor, the men of the higher type and higher class, more inde- 
pendent, do more work for the amount of money paid. Although 
they insist upon receiving and do receive more money by the day 
for the work they do, they do more work for the eo eer get 
than do their confréres on the other side of the water ey turn 
out more work for the cent, more work for the dollar, than Xo the 
wage earners in either England or Germany. 

hile we boast of the high wages paid to labor in this country 

when there is a careful analysis of facts made, it will be found 
that the labor cost of an article manufactured in this country as 
a rule is cheaper than that in the country where lower wages are 
“paid. It shows the wisdom of the high rate of wages in this 
country. Itshows the wisdom of American institutions. It shows 
the wisdom of developing the manhood and independence and 
individuality of our citizens. It shows that the higher the type 
of man the lower the cost of the goods which he produces for the 
balance of mankind. It is a strong argument, not only in favor 
of the ability of our mills to maintain themselves against mills 
abroad, but one strongly in favor of the civilization and intelli- 
gence of the people of this country. 

In 1894 the Senate Finance Committee obtained from Fall 
River, through Robert Howard, secretary to the Fall River Mule 
Spinners’ Association, a statement of the rates of wages paid then 
for print cloth. To a question put to him in writing, he states: 
*Inreply * * I will inform you that the price for weaving 
64 by 64 regular print cloth (23 inches wide) in Fall River is 16 
cents per cut of 45 yards.” Thisis equal to 36 cents per 100 yards. 

A similar inquiry sent to English manufacturers through the 
eee, of a member of Parliament, and an extensive 
manufacturer himself—John Albert Bright—gives the following 
answer: 


Below we give afewexamples. We rise or fall one-half penny 
one-half penny for each 4 inches in width per piece of 24yards. For instance: 

28-inch, 16 by 16 (American, 64 by 64), 5}d., 44 cents per 100 5 ards. 

*-inch, 16 by 16 (American, 4 by 64), Bide, 48 cents per 100 yards. 

28 inch, 18 by 18 (American, 2 by 72), om 56 cents per 100 yards. 

#-inch, 18 by 18 (American, 72 by 72), 7 6) cents per 100 yards. 

36-inch, 18 by 18 (American, iz by 72), 7d... 64 cents per 100 yards. 


But the striking point in this is that Mr. Howard, the secretary 
of the Mule Spinners’ Association of Fall River, states that the 
amount paid in Fall River for spinning a cut of 45 yards is 16 
cents, while it would seem from this statement coming from E 
land that it is more than twice as much on the other side in this 
one item of spinning. 

According to this statement, 7 ices have been reduced on both 
sides of the Atlantic, but the difference in favor of the United 
States is still proportionately about the same as given in the Con- 
sular Reports for 1887 by Mr. Schoenhof, to wit, 8 cents lower in 
the 100 yards, and in percentage nearly 20 per cent lower in 
America than in England. 

For comparison I will attach a statement taken from Hon. Car- 
roll D. Wright's Report on Textiles, giving the cost of labor in 


era cloth, ans with the cost statement as stated 
by Mr. Sch of in his boo! 


rT pick and 
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Coast of labor. 


Hon. Suanet D. Wright's figures on print 
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683 (ave ds to 
the poenay » page 63 (average 7 yard 


Mill numbers 


oes . picking, 
drawing, = = say 
Spinning Diteian ccnod cane 


, warping, 


room 
FIT : 
boo spinning part, 


Weaving, cost hao 
| 


Total labor cost 
— and - 


clot 


States. . 7039 16. 7697 |6. 4715 17.1337 16.8397 16.2986 |6. 1959 


5. 731 


* Contained in “all other.” 


I think it will interest Senators to see the cost of printing this 
cloth, as shown by Carroll D. Wright in his official report, and 
then comparing it with the statement made by Mr. Schoenhof 
some years ago, which was denounced as being so absurilly - 
as to untrue. Mr. Wright,in making his amepert on several 
—_ gives the total cost of the general 

Mr. Schoenhof had stated the cost at one of the 1 best mills in Fall 
River at 5.7 cents. Mr. Wright gives it at 6.7 in one mill, 6.7 in 
at an- 
a variation of 1 cent hey a half 
r. Schoenhof at that time which 
was denounced as being so absurdly low that it could not possibly 
be true. But Mr. Wright, who certainly has no sympathy with 
the ideas that some of us have on these economic questions, in his 
official report fully sustains all these statements. 

I thought it proper to state these facts in connection with the 
cotton schedule. believe it is unreasonably high, and | want 
the facts to be presented to the Senate. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 307, page 95, line § 
before the word *‘ cents,” to insert ‘‘and one-half;” in the same 
line, after the word ‘ yard,” to strike out the comma and insert a 
semicolon; in line 9, before the word ‘‘ cents,” to strike out © four- 
teen” and insert ‘‘fifteen;” in the same line, after the word 
**vard,” to strike out the comma and insert a semicolon; and in 
line 11, before the word “ cents,” to strike out ‘‘ sixteen” aud in- 
sert ‘seventeen and one-half;” so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That on all such cotton cloths not bleached, dyed. color d, 
stained, painted, or printed, a at over 12} cents per Square yar 

bleached, valued at over 15 cents per square yard; and dyed.c rolored, stair 
painted ,or printed, valued at over 17} cents per square yard, there sha! 1 o 


vied, ete. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Iowa a ~~ uestion. ae ression is that while the other prece ling 
four or five paragraphs have taken the rates of the Wilson Act 
exactly, and the rates as they stand at present, —_ aragraph 
proposes materially to increase the rates all on, | should like 
to ask the Senator if the amendmen 4 additional in- 
— above those already put in the Dingley bill on the present 
Ta 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not understand that they do. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. For instance, on page 96, where the 
bill as it came from the House provided for a tax of 12 cents. the 
Senate committee propose an addition of one-half cent. Tw ve 
cents, I unders , is higher than it is in the Wilson Act, or it is 
the same rate, I am ‘not sure which. Then where “fourteen” ®)- 
pears in line 9 the Senate committee propose to strike out * fuur- 
teen” and insert ‘‘ fifteen.” 

Mr. ALLISON. There may be a small increase in that respe * 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senate committee propo» 
small increase, from 16 to 17} cents in that line, making it |: , 

where the Dingley bill proposed 16 cents. 
Mr. ALLISON. It says val “valued at over 17} cents per squaré 


other, 6.1 at another, showin 
from the statement made b 
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* [think thatisa reduction. Unless 40 per cent is higher 
than the specific rate of duty, it is a reduction. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is true. I had not noticed the 
context, bat I noticed the amendment to strike out “sixteen” and 
insert “seventeen.” iw 

| shouid like to ask the Senator from Iowa an additional ques- 
tion. Does p: ; 
under the Wilson Act, which embraces the class of goods which 
are now included in paragraph 307? In other words, are there 
two divisions of goods taxed under paragraph 256 of the Wilson 
Act? Paragraph 256 of the Wilson Act begins: 

Cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted or printed, ex- 
ceeding 200 threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, etc. 


Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 308 is a new paragraph, not con- 
tained in the Wilson Act, and is intended to reach fine cottons. 
It is to be hoped that we can make these in our own country from 
Egyptian or other fine cotton. 

Sir. JONES of Arkansas. 
included under graph 256 of the Wilson Act? 

Mr. ALLISON. It does. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is what I understood. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senate has put a tax on Egyptian cotton. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. While I shall make no motion now 
as to paragraph 307, when paragraph 308 shall have been read 





It embraces goods which are now 


through I shall move to strike out paragraphs 307 and 308 and | 


substitute paragraph 256 of the Wilson Act. 
Mr. ALLISON. That is all right. 
Mr. VEST. The changes made amount to this: In the Wilson 


‘. oti ; "e. **taxceadi y Df »s | : 
Act this was the last section, and it read, ‘‘exceeding 200 threads | tection and robbery. 


tothe square inch.” Nowit is proposed to eylarge the limit from 
200 to 800 threads to the square inch and increase the duty one- 
half centa yard. That is exactly what it does. Then they nake 
anew Sey er aw 308—which takes in from 300 threads to 
the inch up, and still adds to the duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 

Mr. VEST. That is the effect of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the committee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 308, page 97, line 4, 
after the word ‘* pound,” to strike out “ eight” and insert ‘six and 
one-half;” in line 5, after the word “ yard,” to insert ‘‘ exceeding 
8 square yards to the pound, 8 cents per square yard;” and in line 
12, after the words ‘‘ ad valorem,” to strike out ‘* Provided further, 
That on cloth composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, contain- 
ing an admixture of silk, and not otherwise provided for in this 
act, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 8 cents per 
square yard and 30 per cent ad valorem;” so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

908. Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
exceeding 300 threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, and not 
ex 2square yards to the pound, 4cents per square yard; exceeding Zand 
not exceeding S$square yards to the pound, 4} cents per square yard; exceed 
ing 3 and not exceeding 4 square yards to the pound, Scents per square yard; 


exceeding 4 yards to the pound, 5} cents per square yard; if bleached 
and nat onnenting 2 square yards to the pound, 5 cents per square yard: ex- 


ceeding 2 and not exceeding 3 square yards to the pound, 5} cents per square 
yard; exceeding 3 and not exceeding 4 square yards to the pound, 6 cents per 


rare ; exceeding 4 square yards to the pound, 6} cents per square yard; 
d colored, stained, ted, or pri:.ted, and not exceeding 3 square 
to pound, 6} cents per square yard; exceeding 3 square yards to 
8 cents square yard: Provided, That all such cotton cloths not 
bleached, 7 red, stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 14 cents 
per sq ; bleached, valued at over 16 cents per square yard; and dyed, 
colored, stained. pain or printed, valued at over 20 cents per square yard, 
there shall be levied, , and paid a duty of 40 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of 
the Senator from Iowa to line 7, and suggests that the word ‘: on” 
should be inserted after the word “that.” 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFiCER. The amendment will be made. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out paragraphs 307 
and 308 and substitute what I send to the desk to be read, being 
256 of the present law, which contains a lower rate all 


Fs 


along than the one . Lregret that the committee did not 
see fit to follow the Act in ita rate on all these cotton goods. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The substitute proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 
The Secretary. It is d to strike out paragraphs 307 and 
808 and insert in lieu the following: 
Cotton i 
a adoth not Bisgches. dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, ex 


the square inch, counting the warp and filling (1), and 

ing Sh canting 2t square vanie to the pound, 3 cents per equare yard; exceed- 

ing 2} and exceeding 3} square yards to the pound. 3} cents per square 

yard; 3} and not eet uare yards to the pound, 4 cents per 
a. 


i 


2), and Eeceting 2) Seeee wo ine peend, Nevate par 

uare e pound, 4 cents per 

square + exceeding 2} and no exceeding square yards to the pound, 44 
eents per square yard; exceeding 3; and exceeding 5 square yards to the 
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agraph 308 embrace goods which were dutiable | 





pound, 5cents per square yard; exceeding 5 sq e yards 1 
cents per square yard: if dyed, color painted, or “inted 
ceeding 3) square yards to the pound nts pe are va 
square yards to the pound, 6) cents per i I 
such cotten cloths not bleached, 4 : inted 
| (4), valued at over 12 cents per square yard: | i , at. 14 

cents per square yard: and dy . 
valued at over 16 cents per square yard, there sha i an 
paid a duty of 35 per cent ad vaiorem 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the substitute proposed by the Senator from A 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On that I ask for t is and nays. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, the section now unier consid- 
eration places import duties on the various kinds of cotton cloth, 
ranging from 3} cents to 7 cents per yard. The Senator from Ar 
kansas [Mr. JonEs] moves to strike out this section and insert in 





lien of it the corresponding section in the present law 


bill. 


Comparing the section of the Wilson Act with the pending sec- 
tion of the present bill, I find that there is a difference of only 
one-half cent per yard on each different classification. For in- 


stance, where the present bill proposes an import duty of 3} ¢ 
the Wilson Act has 3 cents. Where the present bill proposes 7 
cents a yard the Wilson Act has 64 cents per yard. Iam expected 
to vote for one of these two schedules, one 7 cents a yard and the 
other 64 cents a yard, and one is called a revenue duty and the 
other a protective duty. I must confess that I am unable to see 
any difference in principle between them. If to give the manu 
facturer the benefit of an import duty of 7 cents a yard is protec- 
tion and robbery, then I submit that to give the manufacturer an 
import duty of 6} cents on each yard of cotton cloth is also pro- 


nts 


I say that in principle the duty in the Wilson Act of 6} cents a 
yard on cotton cloth is just as much of a discrimination and an 
injustice to the farmer who raises cotton and must sell it in a free- 
trade market, and who is forced to buy his cotton back in the 
shape of this cloth, as is 7 cents duty. There is no difference in 
principle. One taxes him 64 cents for the benefit of the manu- 
facturer, and the other taxes him 7 cents a yard jor the benefit of 
the manufacturer. Both old parties protect the manufacturer; 
neither protects the farmer. Both force the farmer to compete 
with the cheapest pauper labor in the world. Both force the 
farmer to sell his cotton in a free-trade market. Both force him 
to pay tribute to the manufacturer. The expense of shipping cot- 
ton to Liverpool, the expense of manufacturing it, what is paid to 
labor, the expense of shipping it back, with all the insurance 
charges added, and the profit must be paid by the farmer when he 
buys his cotton back in the shape of cloth. 

The difference in transportation to Liverpool and back is con- 
siderable protection for the home manufacturer, and the farmer 
would be forced to pay all those charges before he could buy his 
cotton back in the form of cloth from his home manufacturer. 
So if there were no duty on cotton cloth the farmer would stil] 
have to pay a protective duty or bounty to the home mannufac- 
turer equal, at least, to the cost of transportation to Liverpool 
and return. 

Mr. President, our Democratic friends can not consistently ask 
us to vote for 64 cents per yard protection on cotton cloth, and then 
vote against giving any protection to the cotton farmer. If our 
Democratic friends want us to give a protection of 64 cents to the 
cotton manufacturer, then they ought at the same time to vote with 
us to give protection to the farmer who raises the cotton. 
Wilson Act in this respect is a discrimination against the farmer. 
The Republican bill is simply a greater discrimination—a half a 
cent a yard more—that is all. The difference is a bagatelle com- 
pared to the discrimination which both parties make in favor of 
the manufacturer and against the farmer. 

I agree with my friend the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
McLaAvRIN] in denouncing the free-trade heresy with which his 
party was afflicted for a short and sad period, while the manu- 
facturer is protected amply; but if he will pardon me, I wish to 
differ with him about this bill being purposely a sectional meas- 
ure. It is true in effect it is sectional, but it was framed for an- 
other purpose. I do not think it was framed with a sectional 
feeling or purpose, though framed by the Republican party. It 
is more of a class bill than asectional bill. It is framed to benefit 
one class at the expense of all other classes. It discriminates in 
favor of the sugar trust and against the New England user of sugar 
as well as against the Southern user of sugar. It discriminates 
against the man in New England who buys this cotton cloth as 
much as the man in the South or West. It isa discrimination 
against the producer of agricultural products and all consumers 
of manufactured products. When any tariff bill discriminates 
against the farmer and the producer of wealth it discriminates 
against the labor employed in the factories. 

This bill will not protect labor, whether in the South or the North. 
It will not protect even the labor employed in the factories. The 
bill is a tax on the laborer and the farmer for the benefit of the 
few, whether they are located in New England, in the South, or 
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in the West. If the Carnegie steel concern were in South Caro- 
lina or North Carolina, the protection they get in this bill would 
be just the same, provided their location did not lessen their 
influence with this body. If the sugar refineries were in South 
Carolina or North Carolina, the protection to them and the dis- 
crimination against others would be just as great, if their location 
did not Jessen their influence with this body. 

The great trouble with this measure is that it is a class bill. 
Unfortunately, the South is discriminated against more heavily 
than another section, but that is incidental. The object is not 
sectional, but to put money into the pockets of the trusts and a 
small class at the expense of all other citizens, There is no regard 
in this bill for the farmer or laborer in New England any more 
than in the South, and I am sorry to admit that our Democratic 
friends in their bill proceeded on the same principle. The differ- 
ence between the Wilson bill and this bill is in schedules, not in 

principle. I was grateful to our Democratic friends when they 
emuhd the amount of the discrimination, but they do not live up 
to their doctrine when they protect the manufacturer and refuse 
to protect the farmer. Our Republican friends, on the other 
hand, pretend to protect all American labor and American indus- 
tries, but they leave out those who create the raw materials, those 
who work in the factories, and those who create the great export 

roducts of the country. The other day both of the old parties 
ined up against the farmer when the export bounty was before 
the Senate. 

The Senator from Texas {Mr. MiLts], in a very able speech a 
few days since, made a powerful and eloquent plea for the ‘ for- 

otten man.” He said that everybody was ready to help the 

armer with chin music. Indeed, it seems to be so. But I want 
to ask him and his side, when they appeal to us to vote for a 6}- 
cent duty per yard on cotton cloth to protect the manufacturer 
and then vote to leave the farmer to struggle under free trade, to 
compete with the pauper labor of the world, if they are not rob- 
bing him by the same method that our Republican friends do? 
The other day, when the amendment to pay the farmer an export 
bounty on wheat and cotton so as to put him on equal footing 
with the manufacturer was before the Senate, every Democratic 
Senator but three voted against it. To-day you are ready to vote 
a protection of 6} cents a yard on cotton cloth for the manufac- 
turer, but when you were asked to give the farmer an export 
bounty as long as the manufacturer has an import duty, you say 
no, it is against your principle. It is not against your principles 
to protect the manufacturer, but when it comes to treating the 
farmer the same way, you serve him with chin music yourselves. 

The present Democratic law is full of protection for the manu- 
facturer, but there is nothing in it for the farmer; the pending 
Republican bill is full of protection for the manufacturer, but 
there is nothing in it for the farmer. 

Mr. President, I submit that as long as the manufacturer is pro- 
tected with an import duty, the farmer should be protected with 
an export bounty. Yet, when the Senator from Utah [Mr. Can- 
NON] offered an amendment to protect the farmer with an export 
bounty, every Republican voted against it, and every Democrat 
except three vo ainst it. Who voted for it? Who voted to 
treat the farmer as the manufacturer is treated? Every Populist, 
every Silver Republican, and three Democrats—all the other Sen- 
ators served the farmer with nothing but chin music. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the substitute submitted by the Senator from Arkansas [| Mr. 
JONES], upon which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to vall the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I am 

ired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK], and with- 

old my vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). 
paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HaLgr}. 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” t 

Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the ae Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEn- 
ROSE], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], and therefore 
refrain from voting. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called), 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Sane 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Tourston}. If he 
were present, I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 
“ if he were present. 

. WARREN (when his name was called), 


I am 
If he were 


Iam paired with 


I am paired with 


I am 
I would vote 


I am paired with 
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the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. Turner]. I do) 
him in the Chamber, and therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. GEAR. I am pared with the Senator from New J, 
= Smiru]|. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator ; 

assachusetts [Mr. LopG@E], and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BERRY. lam paired with the Senator from Montana | \;, 
CaRTER]. If he were present, I should vote *‘ yea.” > 

Mr. AY. The ron Senator from Massachusetts | \{; 
— stands paired with the Senator from New Jersey \\; 

MITH]. : ; 

Mr, COCKRELL (after having voted in the affirmative), 1... 
the Senator from Oregon {Mr. McBripg] voted? é 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that 
Senator from Oregon has not voted. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Has any pair been announced with tha; 
Senator? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed tha; , 
pair has been announced. 

Mr. COCKRELL. _It is probable that he may consider that oy; 
pair was extended. Iam not certain. I thought he was jin t})o 
Chamber at one time. I will withdraw my vote and annoiyce 
that I am paired with him. If he were present, I should vote 
‘** yea,” and he would doubtless vote ‘‘ nay.” : 

r. PETTUS (after having voted in the affirmative). [ d.siro 
to inquire if the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 110 \;; 
has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that tho 
senior Senator from Massachusetts has not voted. 

Mr. PETTUS. I withdraw my vote, being paired with that 


Senator. 
The Secretary recapitulated the vote. 
L. I will vote ‘‘ yea.” It wil! not change the 


sey 


the 


10 


Mr. COCKR 
result. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Harris] to the Senator from Wisconsin | \r. 
Spooner}, which will enable the Senator from Mississippi | Mr. 
WALTHALL] and myself to vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. WALTHALL. I vote “‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 


Bacon, Cockrell, Mitchell, Ves 
Bate, Gorman, 


t. 
Morgan, Walth 
Butier, Gr Pasco. hi _ 


ay, ite. 
Chilton, Motaurin, ° Rawlins, 
Clay, Mills, Turpie, 


NAYS—277. 
Foraker, 


Gallinger, Morrill, 


Gear, Per 

Hanna, Platt, Conn. Wellington, 

Hawley, Prite : Wetmore, 

McEnery, goer, Wilson. 
well, 


Mantle, 
Aldrich, Pettus. 
Allen, Platt, N. Y. 
Proctor, 
Roach, 
Smith, 
Spooner, 
urston, 

Tillman, 
Turner, 
Warren, 
Wolcott. 


Allison, 
Burrows, 


Stewart, 
Chandler, 


Teller, 


Fairbanks, 


Harris, Ten 

Heitfeld, 
Clark Hoar, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. 
Davis 


. Jones, Nev. 
Faulkner, Kenney, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

e from the House of mtatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 2050) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
for the entry of lands in Greer County, Okla., to give preference 
rights to settlers, and for other purposes,” approved January |3, 
1897. 


A messag 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


The. Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the ¢.n- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the 
Government and to encourage the industries of the United States. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on ))25° 
97, after line 17, to insert the following as a new paragraph: 


808a. The term cotton cloth, or cloth, wherever used in the paragraphs of 
this schedule, unless otherwise provided for, shall be held to include 
all woven fabrics of cotton in the piece or whether figured, fancy, 
or plain, and filling threads of which can be counted by unraveling 
or other sonelnenthe means. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was,on page 97, after line 23, to insert 
the following as a new paragraph: 

308b. Cloth, com of cotton or other fiber and silk, whether 
known as silk sleeve linings, silk or otherwise, 8 cents per 











- 
189%. 

eae 

» yt d r cent ad valorem: Provided, That no such cloth shall 
square yard and a than 50 per cent ad valorem. Cotton cloth, filled or 
Pe ed, 3 cents per square yard and 2) per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to ; 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 309, page 98, line 7, 
after the word “whether,” to strike out ‘wholly or partly;” in 
line 8. after the word “finished,” to insert ‘‘ or unfinished;” in line 
9 after the word “ duty,” to insert ‘‘on the cloth contained therein;” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 


o00. Handkerchiefs or mufflers composed of cotton, whether in the piece or 
a ae whether finished or unfinished, if not hemmed, or hemmed 


only, shall pay the same rate of duty on the cloth contained therein as is im- | 


osed on cotton cloth of the same description, weight. and count of threads 
~ the square inch; but such handkerchiefs or mufflers shall not pay a less 
rate of duty than 45 per cent ad valorem. If such*handkerchiefs or mufflers 
are hemstitched, or imitation hemstitched. or revered, or have drawn threads, 
they shall pay a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem in addition to the duty here- 
inbefore prese , and in no case less than 56 per cent ad valorem; if such 
handkerchiefs or mufflers are embroidered in any manner, whether with an 
initial letter, mon or otherwise, by hand or macbinery, or are tam 
poured, appliqued, or trimmed wholly or in part with lace or with tucking or 
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include only such cloths as are figured in weaving, and se are 
certainly included in the words of paragraph 308a, which says 
that the term ‘cotton cloth, or cloth” shail be held to include all 
woven fabrics, ‘‘ whether figured, fancs plain 
It seems to me that, under the circumstances, the Senator will 
agree to have paragraph 310 go out of the | At any rate, I 
move to strike it out. It was put in by the House before para- 
graph 308 went into the bill, and it is certain! t ms to 
much less artistically drawn than paragraph 808 and \ 
| exactly the same goods. 
Mr. ALLISON. ‘I think the intention in paragraph ) is to 
cover a special character of weaving, where figures are intro 
duced, and an additional duty is placed upon that character of 


insertion, they shall not pay a less rate of duty than 60 per cent ad valorem. | 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out paragraph 309 
and insert paragraph 258 of the Wilson Act, which I believe covers 
the same articles. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by | 


the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 309 of 
the bill and to insert in liea thereof the following: 

Clothing ready made, and articles of wearing apparel of every descrip- 
tion, handkerchiefs, and neckties or neck wear, composed of cotton or other 
vegetable fiber, or of which cotton or other vegetable fiber is the component 
material of chief value, made up or manufactured wholly or in part by the 
tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer, all of the foregoing not specially provided 
for in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 310, page 99, line 5, after the word ‘‘ same,” to strike out 
“description” and insert ‘‘condition;” so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

310. Cotton cloth in which other than the ordinary warp and filling threads 
have been introduced in the process of weaving to form a figure, whether 
known as lappets or otherwise, and whether unbleached, bleached, dyed, 
colored, 8 S ted, or printed, shall pay, in addition to the duty herein 
rovided for other cotton cloth of the same condition, weight, and count of 

hreads to the square inch, 1 cent per square yard if valued at not more than 
7 cents per square yard, and 2 cents per square yard if valued at more than 7 
cents per square yard. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out this paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator permit the com- 
mittee amendment first to be acted upon? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out paragraph 310. 
I hope the Senator from Iowa will explain to the Senate if it is not 
covered by paragraph 808, which has already been adopted, and 
better covered nm in the present form. The amendment sub- 
mitted by the committee, it seems to me, covers the ground in- 
tended to be covered by this paragraph, and does it much better 
and in a less ambiguous way. 

For instance, the word ‘ condition,” in line 5, on page 99. 
“Cotton cloth in which other than the ordinary warp and filling 
threads have been introduced in the process of weaving to form a 

, Whether known as lappets or otherwise, and whether un- 
eached, bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
shall pay, in addition to the duty herein provided for cotton cloth 
of the same description.” The word ‘‘description” has been 
stricken out and the word “condition” put in. It seems to me 
that the word “condition” must necessarily produce confusion. 
Now, take the paragraph numbered 308b: 

30RD. composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber and silk, whether 
known oe ait cet sleeve linings, silk stripes, or otherwise, 8 cents per 
square yard and 3) per cent ad valorem: Provided, That no such cloth shall 
pay a less rate of duty than 50 per cent ad valorem. 

And paragraph 308a is as follows: 


38a. The term cotton cloth, or cloth, wherever used in the paragraphs of 
this schedule, unless otherwise specially provided for, shall be held to include 
all woven fabries of cotton in the piece or otherwise, whether figured, fancy, 
or plain, the and filling threads of which can be counted by unraveling 
or other means. 

It seems to me that paragraph 310 is included, and very much 
better included, in paragraph 308 than it is in this form; that the 

Ww 


form in the House put it ought to be struck out and the 
amendment of the Senate committee ought to remain. 
T have the suggestion from a custom-house officer that in para- 


ae 310 is confusi d T 
paragraph ng and will lead to litigation. The 
words “the same condition, weight, and count of threads” would 








i 





goods. Paragraph 308, it is true, is a general definition and d 
scription of cloth, whether figured or plain, but here is a provision 
requiring an additional duty as a figure is introduced in the proc 
ess of weaving. I think this is intended to cover more than is 
covered in paragraph 308. That is my understanding. I hope 
the Senator will allow it to remain in until we can make a more 
thorough examination of the difference between these two pro- 
visions. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ifthe Senator will note for a moment 
the structure of these two paragraphs, it seems tome there can be 
no doubt in his mind. Paragraph 308a says: 

The term cotton cloth. or cloth, wherever used in the para 
schedule, unless otherwise specially provided for, shall be held 
woven fabrics of cotton in the piece or otherwise, whether figured, fan r 


plain, the warp and filling threads of which can be counted by unraveling or 
other practicable means. 


raphs of thi 
include all 


Then paragraph 308b is as follows: 

Cloth, composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, and silk, wheth« 
as silk-striped sleeve linings, silk stripes, or otherwise, 8 cent 
and 3) per cent ad valorem: Provided, That no such cloth 
of duty than 5U per cent ad valorem 


nown 
per square yard 
shall pay a less rate 


~} 
re 


Now, this old paragraph 310 that remains in the bill certainly 
includes the same goods and proposes a rate of ‘* 1 cent per square 
yard if valued at not more than 7 cents per square yard, and 2 
cents per square yard if valued at more than 7 cents per square 
yard.” 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, paragraph 308a 
states: “The term cotton cloth, or cloth. wherever used in the 
paragraphs of this schedule, unless otherwise specially provided 
for.” In paragraph 310 there is a particular kind of cotton cloth 
that is otherwise specially provided for. Therefore they are not 
inconsistent, but they are harmonious, because the particular kind 
of cloth provided for in paragraph 310 is where a figure is woven 
into the cloth, and therefore it is excepted by the terms of para- 


| graph 308 from that definition. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator say that where a 
figure is woven into the cloth it is not included in paragraph 308? 


Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly many figures are. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But where a figure is woven into the 


cloth, is it not included in the language of paragraph 308? 
Mr. ALLISON. It may be or it may not be. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. How could it possibly not be in- 


| cluded? 


Mr. ALLISON. But hereisa figure specially provided for, and 
therefore it is not included in paragraph 308. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The language of paragraph 308a is, 
**all woven fabrics of cotton in the piece or otherwise, whether 
figured, fancy, or plain.” That certainly means woven figures. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a general provision. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Here is a provision in paragraph 310 that 
says, “ cotton cloth, in which other than ordinary warp and fill- 
ing threads.” That means, I take it, some special warp, some 
filling threads, in order to secure a special figure. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. . That would result in a figured piece 
of goods, and paragraph 308 provides for the figured goods. But 
if the Senator is not willing to take my view of it, { should like to 
have him explain what the word “ condition,” which he has had 

yutin in place of “description,” means. What does it stand for? 
he language of paragraph 310 is: 

Cotton cloth in which other than the ordinary warp and filling threads 


have been introduced in the process of weaving t 


known as lappets or otherwise, and whether unble: 
ored, stained, painted, or printed, shall pay, in a 
provided for other cotton cloth of the same condition 

Mr. ALLISON. I should think the word ‘‘condition” there 
means “‘ character,” while the word ‘ description,” as used there, 
would mean the same cloth. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It seems to me to mean exactly what 
is embraced in paragraph 308. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator can show me that these two 


» torn 





on 


| paragraphs cover identically the same thing in every respect, I 
is comprehensive, and that the language 


will consent to strike ont paragraph 310. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike it ont now. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I hope that will not be done, 
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Mr. CHILTON. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa 
about the clause at the end of paragraph 308, which reads: 

Cotton cloth, filled or coated, 3 cents per square yard and 20 per cent ad 
valorem. 

So far as I can see, that is a new provision in tariff bills. I do 
not think it is in either the Wilson or the McKinley law; and I 
should be glad to have the Senator’s opinion in regard to the effect 
of it. Does it increase the duty? 

Mr. ALLISON. This clause has never appeared in any tariff 
bill before that I know of. It is intended to cover a particular 
kind of cotton cloth that we find in our houses—what we call cur- 
tains. They are fixed at 3 cents a square yard and 20 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. CHILTON. Yon do not think, then, it increases the duty 
beyond what it would be if not enumerated? 

Mr. ALLISON. I would not like to say that. I think it does 
increase the rate of duty somewhat. It is intended, as I say, to 
cover a class of cotton cloths filled with oil or coated im some way. 

Mr. CHILTON, I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. When so filled or coated the article pays spe- 
cific duty of 8 cents a square yard and 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. CHILTON. I want to know whether the Senator thinks 
that would increase the duty beyond what it would be if it was 
not enumerated? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it will slightly increase the duty. If 
not enumerated, it would go into the basket clause and pay 45 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. CHILTON. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON, If these articles were fine cloth, the duty would 
re be greater; if of coarse cloth, it would probably be less. 

am not familiar enough with the details of the business to know 
whether it would be an increase or a diminution. It is intended 
to protect that class of cotton cloth which has oil in it, or which 
is coated, It is a new provision. 

Mr, CHILTON. I did not care to make a motion to strike it 
out unless I was sure it made an increase of duty; and, not being 
sure, I shall not make the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas {[Mr. Jongs] to 
strike out paragraph 310. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 99, paragraph 311, line 16, 
before the word “ provided,” to strike out ‘the articles” and in- 
sert ‘‘any outside garment;” and in line 17, after the word ‘‘ma- 
terial,” to strike out. ‘‘ (not including gloves);” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

311. Clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing apparel of every de- 
scription, including neckties or neckwear composed of cotton or other vege- 
table fiber, or of which cotton or other vegetable fiber is the component ma- 
terial of chief value, made up or manufactured, wholly or in part, by the 
tailor, seamst: or manufacturer, and not otherwise provided for in this 
act, 50 pet cent ad valorem: Provided, That any outside garment provided 
for in this paragraph aa india rubber as a component material shall pay 
a duty of 15 cents per pound and 50 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
why that change is made in line 17, striking out the words ‘not 
oe uding gloves.” What does the Senator propose to do with 

oves? 

- Mr. ALLISON. As I understand So. before our 
amendment was adopted it was intended to cover all articles 
having india rubber as a component material. We have by our 
amendment in line 16 confined this duty to a particular class of 
garments. Garments which are known as waterproof garments 
are only included here, and therefore it is not necessary to have 
the words ‘‘ not including gloves,” because this proviso is limited 
to outside garments, which we thought was a proper limitation 
for this, I might say, considerable duty, not excessive perhaps, 
but it would be excessive on anything else except very fine out- 
side garments known as waterproof garments. I think the Sena- 
tor will see the ge riety of the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. < the Senator what effect the striking out of 
the words ‘‘not including gloves” has? Does that put them in 
the basket clause, or where it leave them? 

Mr. ALLISON, They will undoubtedly go wherever gloves go, 
either in the basket clause, if india rubber is a component material, 
or in some other basket clause covering articles not specified. 
The Senator will see that by the amendment we propose we ex- 
clude gloves. 

Mr. VEST. What I am trying to arrive at is whether this is an 
increase —_ gloves or not. I notice in the basket clause to this 
schedule the rate is increased, if I am not mistaken. 

a See Gloves are not included, I think that is per- 

y clear. 

Mr. VEST. Do they go under the basket clause? 

Mr. ALLISON. If the words * not including gloves” were re- 
tained, then the clause would read, “any outside garment pro- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


vided for in this paragraph having india rubber as a co) ‘ 
material (not including gloves);” which certainly are ,,, ... 
tended as an outside garment within the meaning of this ),; 

as we have made it. 

Mr. VEST. I do not know whether you would call elo... . 
garment or not, but they are worn outside. =" 
Mr. ALLISON. Certainly we do not wear gioves inside. 

Mr. VEST. Im line 15, before the words “per cent,” [ 1.) 
strike out ‘‘ fifty ” and insert * 23 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment propos: 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] will be stated. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 311, page 99, line 15, before th, 
words “per cent,” it is proposed to strike out “ fifty” and iy. 
**forty;” so as to read: 

And not otherwise provided for in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 312, page 9. |:n..» 
after the word “ fabrics,” to strike out the comma and insert © ¢-)) 
or uncut; any of the foregoing;” so as to read: 

312. Plashes, velvets, velveteens, corduroys, and all pile fabrics ent ©) 
cut; any of the foregoing composed of cotton or other vegetable ti), 
bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, etc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inquire of ti. 
Senator from Iowa as to whether he thinks the comma show!:) 
stricken out after the word ‘‘fabrics,” in line 21? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the comma should be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then it will be so determine, in 
the absence of objection; and the question will be upon the advp- 
tion of the remainder of the amendment. F 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in t)oe 
same paragraph, line 23, after the word “ printed,” to strike out 
“ten” and insert “nine;” in line 24, before the words © per 
centum,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty ” and insert **twenty-five;” in tie 
same line, after the words ‘‘ad valorem,” to strike out ‘on al! 
such _ if bleached, 12 cents per square yard and 20 per cent 
ad valorem;” in line 1, on 100, before the word * dyed,” to 
insert ‘‘ bleached;” in line 2, before the word ‘‘ cents,” to strike ont 
* fourteen ” and insert ‘‘ twelve;” in the same line, after the words 
“ yard and,” to strike ont ‘‘ twenty ” and insert ‘‘twenty-five:” in 
line 3, after the word “‘ Provided,” to strike out ‘“‘ That corduroys, 
composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, weighing over 6 ounces 
per square yard, and valued at not more than 40 cents per sju:re 
yard, shall pay a duty of 20 cents per square yard and 30 per cent 
ad valorem, and if weighing over 6 ounces per square yard and 
valued at over 40 cents per square yard, li pay a duty of 25 
cents per equare yard and 40 per cent ad valorem: Provi/+/ 


e to 


, 
by 


pe 


further; in line 11, after the word ‘‘manufactures,” to insert 


‘or articles in any form including such as are;” in line 13, after 
the word “‘ made,” to insert “ or cut;” and at the end of the para- 
graplr, in line 16, after the words “ad valorem.” to insert © /’ro- 
—— Tt ee ee And an — rovided for in 
this paragraph s paya rate uty than 474 per cent ad 
valenomac” oo as to make the paragraph read: 


312. Plushes, velvets, velveteens, corduroys, and all pile fabrics, cut or 
uncut; any of the f composed oetis eaten capes fiber, not 


bleached, colored, stained, or 9 cents per square yard 


a fed 1 . stained, painted, or 
printed, Fi conte per cent ad valorem: Provided, That 
manufactures or articles in form, such as are commonly known 
welveten conduroye, 0 naiben uaade op cut from plushes, velve's, 
le a =< composed cotton or other vece- 
table fiber, shall be sunpect to = rm 
m: 


tes of duty and in addition 
. That none of the articles or 
in this paragraph shall pay a less 
to. 


rate of duty than 47} 
agreed 

Mr. VEST. I call attention to the fact that on common pluses, 
velvets, velveteens, etc., not bleached, by the provision of this 
a the duty is increased from 40 per cent under the ex:st- 
ng law to 74.47 per cent, and on the next classification upon vel- 
vets and plushes that are bleached the duty is increased from ‘+ 

per cent under the existing law to 69.39 per cent. 
I move to strike out, in line 23, after the word “printed,” the 
words ‘9 cents per square yard and 25 per cent ad valorein” and 
insert ‘‘40 per cent ad valorem;” and upon that I call for the yeas 


and —. This is ao = 
._ The PRESIDING OFFICER. amendment proposed by the 
Missouri will be stated. 


The § In h 312 99, line 23, after t! 
@ SECRETARY. paragrap , page 99, line 23, after the 
word * printed,” it is to strike out “9 cents per square 
= and 25 per cent ad valorem” and insert ‘40 per cent ad 
valorem.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri {Mr. Vest], on which 
SS and nays are demanded. 
waa scars _ 
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Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Suir], but I transfer that pair to 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lope], and vote “ nay.” 
Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania {[Mr. PEn- 
Rose]. Were he here, I should vote ** yea.” 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS (after ae voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Indiana _— TurRrie], who I am advised 
has not voted. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansus (after having voted in the affirmative). 
I am paired with the Senator from Maine {Mr. Have}, and there- 
fore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. WARR I inquire if the junior Senator from Washing- 
ton (Mr. TURNER] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
Senator from Washington has not voted. 

Mr. WARREN. Iam paired with that Senator, and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 








Bacon, Gorman, Mitchell, Rawlins, 
Bate, Gray, Morgan, Roach, 
Berry, McLaurin, Murphy, Tillman, 
Chilton Mallory, Pasco, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Mills, Pettus, White. 
NAYS—27. 
Allison, Gallinger, Perkins, Shoup, 
Burrows, Gear, Platt, Conn. Spooner, 
Chandler, Hanna, Platt, N. Y. Stewart, 
De, Hawley, Pritchard, Thurston, 
Fairbanks, Hoar, Proctor, Wetmore, 
Foraker, McBride, Quay, Wilson. 
Frye, McEnery, Sewell, 
NOT VOTING—4. 
Aldrich, Davis, Kenney, Pettigrew, 
Allen, Elkins, Kyle, Smith, 
Baker, Faulkner, Lindsay, Teller, 
Butler, George, Lodge, Turner, 
Caffery, Hale, McMillan, Turpie, 
Cannon, Hansbrough, Mantle, Vest. 
Carter, Harris, Kans. Martin, Warren, 
Cc is, Tenn. Mason Wellington, 
Clay, Heitfeld, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Cullom, Jones, Ark. Nelson, 
i, Jones, Nev. Penrose, 


So the amendment of Mr. VEsT was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 313, page 100. line 20, 
before the words ‘** table covers,” to strike out ‘‘ Chenille curtains” 
and insert **Curtains;” in the same line, after the word ‘‘all,” to 
strike out “goods” and insert ‘‘articles;” and in line 22. after the 
word ‘‘yalue,” to strike out ‘‘fifty-five” and insert *‘fifty;” so as 
to make the paragraph read: 

$13. Curtains, table covers, and all articles manufactured of cotton chenille 


or of which cotton chenille is the component material of chief value, 50 per 
Cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out paragraph 313 
as and insert as a substitute the paragraph I send to the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SkcRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 313 as 
amended and in lieu thereof to insert: 
SINR EEE EE anelben chouilie forme the cocnponsut material of cist value, 
oi) cent ad valorem; sleeve linings or other cloths, composed of cotton and 
silk, whether known as silk stripe sleeve lining, silk stripes, or otherwise, 45 
per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The present rate on this article of 40 
ey cent is practically ay. There was a revenue of but 

,700 derived from it last year under the present law. To in- 
crease this tax 25 per cent, as this bill now proposes to do. it seems 
to me, would utely exclude all importations under this para- 
graph. For that reason I hope the rate in the present law will be 
maintained, and I move that the amendment suggested by me be 


oa came te os OFFICER. The poten A 7 the amend- 
Senator from Arkansas [| Mr. JoNEs}. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
on Finance was, in paragraph 315, page 101, line 9, 
after the word “dollar,” to strike out “ and 50 cents:” in line 10, 
after the word “ ” to strike out ‘‘and in addition thereto 15 
per cent ad valorem;” in line 12, after the word * dollar,” to strike 


g 


out “and cents:” in line 13, before the words “‘ per dozen,” to 
atrike out “ dollars” and insert “one dollar and fifty cents;” 
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in the same line, after the word “ pairs,” tostrike out ‘‘seventy-five” 
and insert ‘*sixty;” in line 


l4, aiter the word * pairs,” to stri 

out “and in addition thereto 20 per cent ad valorem:” in line 15, 
after the word “than,” to strike out ‘three dollars” and insert 
‘one dollar and fifty cents;” in line 17, before the word ‘ doilars,” 
to strike out ‘five ’ and insert *‘two:” in the same line. after the 
word “pairs,” to strike out ‘one dollar” and insert ** 70 cents:” 
in line 18, after the word “ pairs,” to strike out ‘and in addition 
thereto 25 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than $5 per dozen 
pairs, $1 per dozen pairs, and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad 
valorem” and insert, ‘‘valued at more than $2 per dozen pairs 
and not more than $3 per dozen pairs, $1.20 per dozen pairs: valued 
at more than $3 per dozen pairs and not more than $5 per dozen 
pairs, $2 per dozen pairs; el in addition thereto, upon all the f 

going, 15 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than $5 per dozen 


pairs, 55 per cent ad valorem;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

315. Stockings, hose and half hose, selvedged, fashioned, nar l 
shaped wholly orin part by knitting machines or frames, or knit by han: 
including such as are commercially known as seamless stocking se and 
half hose, and clocked stockings, hose or half hose, all of above ¢« 
of cotton or other vegetable fiber, finished or uufinished, valued at 
than $1 per dozen pairs, 50 cents per dozen pairs: valued at i “et 
dozen pairs and not more than $1.50 per dozen pairs, 60 cents per d i 
valued at more than $1.50 per dozen pairs and not more than & per doz 
pairs, 70 cents per dozen pairs; valued at more than $2 per dozen p 
not more than $3 per dozen pairs, $1.2) per dozen pairs; valued at mor ha 
$3 per dozen pairs and not more than $ per dozen pairs, $2 per dozen pair 
and in addition thereto, upon all the foregoing, 15 per cent ad 
valued at more than $5 per dozen pairs, 55 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I call attention to the effect of these amendments. 
The Wilson Act provision upon all these articles is 50 per cent ad 
valorem. On the first grade, valued at not more than $1 per 
dozen, it is 65 to 100 per cent. On the grade from $1 to $1.50 it is 
55 to 75 per cent. From $1.50 to $2 the rate is 55 to 65 per cent. 
On the next grade, $2 to $3, the rate isfrom 55 to 75 per cent. On 
the next, from $3 to $5, the rate is from 55 to 80 per cent, and upon 
the five-dollar grade, which is the highest here, it is 55 per cent. 

It will be noticed that the heaviest increases are upon the cheap- 
est articles, and that the lowest rate of duty is upon the highest 
valued goods, those at $5 per dozen. 

I move, wherever these rates occur in the paragraph, as to each 
one of these classifications, they be stricken out, and that there be 
added at the end of the paragraphs the words ‘‘on all the fore- 
going, 50 per cent ad va’orem.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 316, page 102, line 7, 
after the word ‘* frames,” to insert ‘‘or knit by hand, finished or 
unfinished;” in line 10, after the word ‘‘dozen,” to strike out 
‘*twenty-five” and insert ‘“‘sixty:” in line 11, before the words 
‘*per centum,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five” 


% ] y 
yvaiorem,; 


and insert “‘ fifteen;” in 
line 14, before the word ‘‘ cents,” to strike out “seventy-five” and 
insert ‘‘one dollar and ten;” in line 15, before the words “per 


centum,” to strike out ‘thirty-five’ and insert ‘‘fifteen;” in line 
17, before the words ‘* per dozen,” to insert “‘ and fifty cents;” in line 
18. before the words ‘*per centum.” to strike out “forty” and in- 
sert ‘‘ twenty-five;” in line 20, before the word ‘‘cents,” to strike 
out ‘“‘twenty-five” and insert ‘‘seventy-five;” in line 21, before 
the words ‘‘ per centum,” to strike out ** forty’ and insert ** thirty- 
five;” in line 24, before the word ‘‘cents,” to strike out ‘‘ one dol- 
lar and seventy-five” and insert ‘‘and not more than $15 per 
dozen, two dollars and twenty-five;” and on page 103, line 1, be- 
fore the words “per centum,” to strike out “forty” and insert 
‘*thirty-five;” and in the same line, after the words “ad valorem,” 
to insert ‘‘; valued above $15 per dozen, 50 per cent ad valorom;” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

316. Shirts and drawers, pants, vests, union suits, combination suits, tights, 
sweaters, corset covers, and all underwear of every description made wholly 
or in part on knitting machines or frames, or knit by hand, finished or un 
finished, not including stockings, hose and half-hose, composed of cotton or 
other vegetable fiber, valued at not more than $1.50 per dozen, 0 cents per 
dozen and 15 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than $1.50 per dozen and 
not more than $3 per dozen, $1.10 per dozen, and in addition the: iS per 
cent ad valorem; valued at more than $3 per dozen and not more than $5 per 
dozen, $1.50 per dozen, and in addition thereto % per cent ad valorem; valued 
at more than $5 per dozen and not more than §7 per dozen, $1.75 per dozen 
and in addition thereto 3% per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 
dozen and not more than $15 per dozen, $°.25 per dozen, and in 
thereto 35 per cent ad valorem; valued above $15 per dozen, 50 p« 
valor m. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call attention briefly to the effect of this 
amendment. Under the McKinley law upon shirts valued at not 
more than $1.50 a dozen. the duty imposed was 35 per cent ad 
valorem. On the same classification under the Wilson Act it is 
50 per cent ad valorem. Under the rate proposed it is from 55 to 
75 per cent ad valorem. 

On the next classification, valued at more than $1.50 and not 
more than $3, the rate is from 52 to 88 per cent. Valued at more 
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than $3 and not more than $5, the McKinley rate was 60 to 73 per 
cent. Under the bill it is from 55 to 75 percent. Valued at more 
than $5 per dozen and less than $7 per dozen, the Dingley rate was 
55 to 65 per cent, and under this bill it is from 60 to 70 per cent. 
Valued at $7 to $15, the Dingley rate was 52 to 65 per cent, and 
under the pending bill it is 50 to 66 per cent. 

1 call attention to the fact that upon the highest grades, valued 
at over $15 a dozen, the rate is only 50 percent. So we have again 
the significant fact that upon the highest priced articles there 
is the lowest duty, and that upon the cheaper goods the increase is 
the greatest. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out paragraph 315 
and paragraph 316 and insert in lieu thereof the paragraph which 
I send to the desk, being paragraph 262 of the present law, which 
embraces all of the same articles, I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by.the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

TheSecretary. Itis proposed to strike out paragraphs 315 and 
816 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Stockings. hose and half-hose, selvedged, fashioned, narrowed, or shaped 
who!ly or in part by knitting machines or frames, or knit by hand, including 
such as are commercially known as seamless or clocked stockings, hose or 


half-hose, and knitted shirts or drawers, all of the above composed of cotton 
or other vegetable fiber, finished or unfinished, 50 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. From the best examination I have 
been able to give this matter, it seems to me the facts as stated by 
the Senator from Missouri are absolutely correct. Wehavea tariff 
of 50 per cent now on these articles, and the proposed tariff will 
increase the rate from 66 per cent to 100 per cent. There are some 
items on which it will be 100 per cent. The rates are not lower 
than 66 on the lower grades, and on none, so far as my investiga- 
tion goes, is it more than 100 per cent. 

I can see no justification for this increase, and I think the pres- 
ent rate ought to be retained. I have a letter from a New York 
importer, which I will ask the Secretary to read, as giving the 


’ reasons why this should be done. [| have on my desk samples of 


these goods. It is use’ess to exhibit them tothe Senate. They 
will make no impr ‘ssion on anybody. But it seems to me, when 
you examine the « aracter of goods produced in this country and 
sold here, and see the rates at which it is proposed to tax the goods, 
and compare them with the goods that come from abroad, there 
can be no justification for asking that this article of universal ue 
shall be taxed at a higher rate than 50 per cent. I ask the Secre- 
tary to read the letter which I send to the desk. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


New York, May 25, 1897. 

DeAR Sir: Yours of the 24th instant at hand. Replying to same, we beg to 
state that full-fashioned hosiery, to coi: pete with goods of which we have 
sent you oumpiee, are made in this country by the Brown Bros. & Aberle 
Company, of Philadelphia, Pa., the Wayne Knitting Mills, of Fort Wayne, 
Ind., the Philadelphia Silk Mills, of omy ee te Pa.,and others whom wedo 
not happen to know. We have sent you to samples of goods made by the 
two former concerns, the prices stated on the tickets being the net quo:ations 
at which the goods have been sold to the wholesale houses of this country 
These concerns have been running for quite some time, and with the present 
protection of 50 per cent, you can a by comparison of the goods that they 


are able to compete quite s y. . 

In reply to your inquiry, re there is that American manufac- 
turers will be able to produce to any appreciable extent, we 
would say that with the constant anes of our tariff laws there is no 
prospect that the goods will be manufactured in this country to any great 
extent; inasmuch as the machinery producing such goods is very expensive: 
it makes it too discouraging, with our a tariff agitation, for anyone to 
make such large investments necessary in manufacture of these goods. 
Otherwise we know of no other reason why, with a protection of 50 per cent, 
goods should not be produced here to alarger extent. 

It requires, according to a representative of a mill which produces fash- 
jioned goods in this country, a capital of $150,000 to produce 000 worth of 
hosiery. There are abou (00,000 worth of re imported; add 50 per 
cent duty, will be $7,500,000, rofit small, there will not be many 
enterprising merchants who would invest capital in such expensive 
machinery. The McKinley tariff one eet yet on some thi and no one 
ventured to import the necessary inery, but under the Wilson tariff 
long progress has been made, particularly in seamless goods. - 

ere are other factors which may be mentioned as retarding the manu- 
facture of full lar hosiery in this gountry. There is a vast district 
around Chemnitz in which hardly anything else is made but hosiery. The 
depends upon the demand of the goods. The workman will accept in 
dull times the smallest kind of pay, Should the American public (the better 
classes) insist in wearing full- jioned hose, it will have to par inatead of 
15 cents, 19 cents; instead of 19 cents, 25 cents a pair. Of course the duty on 
gue retailed above 25 cents a pair is lighter, because the American mann- 
acturer does not produce these; neither does he propose to make them. He 
merely wants to compel the public to buy his production in larger quanti- 
ties. e hosiery industry has never suffered in this country. 

The average ze of imported hosiery is about mark 4.40. You will per- 
ceive that the her clacs of hosiery is compere small. The duty on 
higher grades is refore deceiving. If the es which are aimed at will 
= of the importation, how can the receipts be increased? If they are 
not kept out, the public will pay the duty and the profit on the duty to the 
importers. We do not think that the importer will be the loser in any case, 
because if he imports less the difference will be made up in the larger duties 
which neither the rich nor the rman pays, because the poor man does 
not buy imported goods and the rich man is only taxed 50 to55 cents. Butthe 
middle class, who ly we om buy the foreign s—and we think will con- 
tinue to buy them in future—wiil have to pay 75 to 90 per cent and still more. 
We mention again that the most honest gentleman in New York and Wash- 
ington will try and buy the stocking for §1 and not fcr $1.05, because there is 
10 cents more duty on the hose which costs 1 cent over a dollar. We predict 
there will be very few goods imported near the three different dividing lines, 
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There is very little undervaluation.going on under the present tay: 
ander the proposed everybody will be comnelled to be dishonest. 

There are other and weighty reasons which we could mention. jut \ 
we have already encroached upon your time too liberally. Permit y. ; 
me more remark. Why should a sock of the same material as a jad, 
which (the sock) costs one-third less, pay the same rate of duty as t)), 
hose —that is 50, 60, or 75 cents per dozen and 15 per cent? ‘ 

A good deal can be said on wool hosiery, which is heavily taxed 
mess in small quantities. 

e shall be glad to furnish you with any evidence which you my 


in our line. and remain, 
SCHIFF & BODENHE!\ 


Yours, very truly, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have in my hand samples «/ ; 
goods on which there is a tax of 100 per cent. I certainly ea) , 
believe that the Senate will be ready to double the tax now 


ig 


t 
p uid 


on them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on agre jy. ; 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. x 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On that I ask for the yeas and pays 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary pro -eeja) 
to call the roll. . 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I transfer my j,ir 
with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar} ty the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH]|, and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE]. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. er. I transfer my pair to the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE], and vote. | yore 


Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). LI again annonnes 
my pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [| Mr. Pry. 
ROSE], and withhold my vote. Were he here, [should vote © ye,” 

Mr. TURNER (when his name was called). Iam paired wir} 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. ik ge If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to 
inquire if the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. GRAY. I voted inadvertently, and as I am paired tempo- 
rarily with the junior Senator from Illinois, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the affirmative). 
I am paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae}, and there- 
fore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Heitfeld, Morgan, Tillman, 
McLaurin, Murphy, . Turpie, 


Mallory, Vest. 

Mills” Rawlins, White. 
w te. 

Mitchell, Roach, 


NAYS—31. 
Foraker, McEne Shoup, 
Pe ry, DP 


Frye, r Spooner, 
r, Platt, Conn. Stewart, 

Gallinge Platt N.Y. Teller, 
Hanna, Pri Thurston, 
Proctor, Wetmore, 


Quay Wilson. 
we 
NOT VOTING—S. 
Jones, Nev. Nelson, 

Allen, Kenney, Penrose, 
Butler, rman, Kyle, Pettigrew, 
Caffery, y, Smith, 
Cannon, Hal Turner, 
Clark, Mewiiian, Warren, 
peut Ka Mantle, wong 

v Mason. olcott. 
Elkins, Morrill, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 317, page 10), line 


16, before the word ‘‘cents,” to strike out “twenty” and insert 
“twenty-five;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


' a7, Bandings Sota. tenes Se aeean. < pas. meeters. g o 
ngs, or bicycle tires, r su , tapes, tubing, a! 
webs or web . any of the fo articles made of cotton or other vu: 
table fiber, whether composed in part of india rubber or otherwise..nd ' " 
embroidered by hand or machinery, 45 per cent ad valorem; spindle bu < 
Sekar canons osene mer P, ae — ee _— of cott r 

rv r. cen per an cen valorem om 
harnes; or healds made of cotton or other Nepeniiie fiber, or of which cott 
or other vegetable fiber is the component material of chief value, 0 cent=) ° 
pound and 25. per cent ad valorem; boot, shoe, and corset lacings made 0! : 
ton or other vegetable fiber, 25 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valor 
labels, for garments or other composed of cotton or other vegeta) 
fiber, 75 cents per pound and 35 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 317 I move the amendment which 
I send to the desk. n a we 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 317, page 103, line 5, it is pro- 

ei to strike out the words “ suspenders and braces; ” and in line 
9 after the words “‘ad valorem,” to insert the words ‘‘ suspenders 
and braces, made as aforesaid, 40 per cent ad valorem;” so as to 
read: 

j i . e casings, braids, cords, garters, gorings, 
eee Peete inte, ribbons, tapes, tubing. and webs or webbing. any of 
the foregoing articles made of cotton or other vegetable fiber, whether com- 
posed in part of india rubber or otherwise. and not embroidered by hand or 
machinery, 4 per cent ad valorem; suspenders and braces, made as afore- 
said, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In hne 19 I move to strike out ‘‘seventy-five” 
and insert “fifty; ” and in the same line I move to strike out *‘ five.” 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 317, line 19, it is proposed to 
strike out “seventy-five” and insert ‘‘fifty,” and to strike out 
“thirty-five” and insert “‘ thirty;” so as to read: 

or other articles, composed of cotton or other vege- 
wii en teoeoeed end 30 per cent ad valorem. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In accordance with the notice given some time 
ago. 1 move to strike out the word ‘‘ braids” in line 3 and the 
word “ gorings” in line 4, 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 317, line 3, page 103, it is pro- 
posed to strike out the word “ braids;” and in line 4 to strike out 
the word ** gorings;” so as to read: 

Bandings, beltings, bindings, bone casings, cords, garters, lining for bicy- 
cle tires, ribbons, tapes, tubing, and webs or webbing, any of the foregoing 
articles made of cotton or other vegetable fiber, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Now I move to strike out the whole paragraph and 
insert agraph 263 of the existing law. 

The PRES ING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 317 and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Cords, braids, boot, shoe, and corset incings, tapes, gimps, galloons, web- 
bing, goring, suspenders and braces, woven, braided, or twisted lamp or can- 
dle wicking, lining for a tires, spindle binding, any of the above made 
of cotton or other vegetable fiber, and whether composed in part of India 
rubber or , 45 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 318, page 103, line 21, 
after the word ‘‘ cotton,” to insert ‘‘table;” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

$18. Cotton table damask, 40 per cent ad valorem; cotton duck, 35 per cent 
ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In line 21 I move to strike out ‘‘ forty ” and insert 
“ thirty-five:” so as to read ‘‘35 per cent ad valorem,” which is 
the existing law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment — by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amen t was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 319, page 103, line 
24, before the words “per cent,” to strike out “‘ forty ” and insert 
* forty-five;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

319. All manufactures of cotton not specially provided for in this act, 45 
per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the committee 
amendment by striking ont ‘‘forty-five” and inserting ‘ thirty- 
five,” which is the present law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the committee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert as an additional paragraph 
what I send to the desk. 


The Secretary. It is pro to insert — 
the following: proposed to insert as a new paragrap 


319}. On all cotton yarns finer than No. 10 single, and on all manufactures 
of cotton made in whole or pA pest from yarns finer than No. 10 single, there 
shall be levied and collected 10 per cent ad valorem in addition to the appro- 
priate rates of duty provided therefor in paragraphs 301 to 319, inclusive, or 
any other paragraph of this act providing for such manufactures. 

Mr. ALLISON. Some days ago an additional duty was placed 

all raw cotton, but applying especially to Egyptian cotton. 

@ committee is sat sfied that a number of brackets in the various 
bas ante in the cotton schedule will require some modification, 
at the limited time allowed and the information available 
it is impossible for the committee to recommend the modifications. 
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My own judgment, which is not very valuable, I agree, is that 
the modifications will be applied to very few of the paragraphs or 
brackets; but it is manifes: that if this duty is to remain, as [ sup- 
pose it is, it will be necessary in a degree at ] 
paragraphs. It will be necessary to go over them with care. 

This amendment is proposed in order that ata later period when 
the bill is in the Senate we may have the paragraphs modified, if 
it is possible to do so, or if not, that the conference can make such 
modifications as may be necessary because of the dutv upon cotton. 

Therefore, I hope there will be no objection to the insertion of 
this paragraph, so that it may be in order later on to deal with 
such portions of the several paragraphs as may require addilional 
treatment. Of course, this is a tentative matter and will be 
considered with the utmost care hereafter. 

Mr. GRAY. If I understand the Senator from Iowa, this is 
what may be called a compensatory duty—a duty to compensate 
for the amendment which has been adopted levying a duty of 20 
per cent on certain grades of raw cotton. 

Mr. ALLISON. It may be termed a compensatory duty. 

Mr. GRAY. It is not a revenue tax? 

Mr. ALLISON. It will be a revenue tax if the articles are im- 
ported. 

Mr. GRAY. If it produces any revenue. 

Mr. ALLISON. To that extent it will be a revenue tax. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not hear any reason of a revenue nature al- 
leged by the Senator froin Iowa. and [ was trying to ascertain the 
moving cause of thisadditional tax. Of course | think these things 
are important and that we ought to know the reasons. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are important. 

Mr. GRAY. I think a burden always ought to have a good 
reason to justify it. If I understand the Senator from Iowa, this 
is purely a compensatory tax to offset the 20 per cent duty on raw 
cotton that has been adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator does not quite comprehend me. 

Mr. GRAY. Thatiswhatlwanttodo. I wish to comprehend 
the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not mean to say wholly. Of course, if 
articles are fabricated from cotton that pays this tax, as a good 
many of them are, it will be necessary and proper to levy an ad- 
ditional duty upon such articles so fabricated, and if they are im- 
ported it will be a revenue tax or a revenue measure, as the entire 
bill is a revenue measure. Ido not need to repeat every time I 
speak that this is intended as a measure to raise revenue upon 
imports and to protect at the same time the industries of our 
country. 

We have endeavored to distribute in these paragraphs the duties 
upon imports to raise revenue in such a way as to protect our own 
industries. Now, if it turns out that Egyptian cotton is used in 
the manufacture of any of the articles in the cotton schedule, and 
only used, and it is more valuable than our domestic cotton for 
this purpose, would it be an unwise thing to fairly protect the 
people who are engaged in this manufacture, or is it wiser, by plac- 
ing this duty upon Egyptian cotton. to so arrange the remainder 
of the schedule as that they could not manufacture these articles 
in our country? Now, that is the whole of it. 

Mr. GRAY. ‘The Senator from Iowa will not misunderstand 
me. I did not design at this time to enter into the question of the 
wisdom or unwisdom of the tax. I wanted clearly to understand 
the nature of it, because this is a complex matter. I understand 
that the motive and justification for this measure are mainly to in- 
crease the revenues, to supplement or supply the deficit that unfor- 
tunately from certain causes has taken place in our revenuein the 
last few years. Certainly that is a justification for a considera- 
tion of our tax laws. If there is a deficit, we must make it up. 
We have the taxing power, and we must exercise it for that purpose. 

I wanted to understand what the motive of this tax was, because 
all through the bill I find different motives. There are certain 
taxes the Senator has frankly said were not revenue taxes; they 
were protection taxes. I understood the Senator from Rhode 
Island to say that the result of the whole bill would not be such as 
to supply that deficiency which has been the moving cause of our 
being called in extra session, but that by the bill as it came from 
the House there would still be a deficit, and there were certain 
direct taxes imposed that were meant to supply the revenue that 
the main bill wholly failed to supply. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a ques- 
tion, which I hope he will answer frankly. Would he have offered 
this amendment if the 20 per cent tax had not been put on raw 
cotton? 

Mr. ALLISON. I certainly would not have offered it. 

Mr. VEST. That is the whole of it. 

Mr. President. I would have been very much surprised, as I 
stated this morning, if this compensatory tax had not been offered 
by our friends upon the other side. That is one of the invariable 
characteristics of the tariff system. One tax breeds another. It 
is a great interdependent, intercommunicating trust. One duty 
rests upon another, one interest helps another, and the result is te 
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increase the price of all manufactures to the consumer. It is 
entirely consistent, after putting a 20 per cent tax upon raw cot- 
ton, now to bring in this amendment. I am not at all surprised. 

Mr. GRAY. 1 should like to ask the Senator from Missouri a 
question. He is very experienced in these matters and knows all 
about ad valorems and compensatory taxes. Has he ever dis- 
covered where any compensation to the consumer comes in? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, Mr. President, that is in the clouds or some- 
where else; we can not get at it. We always increase the duties, 
80 as to increase the cost tothe consumer, When it comes tocom- 

ensating him, he is merely compensated in general philanthropic 
eclarations as to how much they think of him, without doing 
ayes for him. 7 
wish our friends had listened to the official report of Mr. Blaine 
in June, 1881, when he was Secretary of State, which I read here 
this morning to deaf ears, in which he congratulated the ple 
of this country upon the fact that they had raw cotton, and said 
that that of itself enabled them, together with cheaper labor in the 
cotton mills than they had in Europe, to compete with our Eng- 
lish cousins in all the markets of the world in manufactured cot- 
ton goods. 

But I want to call attention to a single feature that has devel- 
oped in the course of this ex parte discussion. When the Senator 
from Rhode Island made his initiatory speech and outlined the 

neral effect of the bill that was reported by the majority of the 

inance Committee, we were told that there was very little in- 
crease as to the cotton schedule; that there had been some changes 
made in the bill, but he dismissed the cotton schedule with the 
remark that very little change had been made in that schedule. 
We find now increases above the McKinley Act. We find that, 
not satisfied with the existing law, there have been enormous 
increases over the Wilson Act. 

Mr. President, it is astonishing with how much complacency 
my friend from lowa moves an increase, abandoning the decreases 
which he made in his report of the pending bill and going to the 
larger duties in the Dingley bill. It was made a great matter of 
congratulation that they had reduced the duties in the Dingley 
bill. The Senator from Rhode Island with great unction dwelt 
upon that fact. But so soon as the ye caucus had con- 
solidated and crystallized, so soon as there was a general agree- 
ment on the other side of the Chamber reconciling conflicting 
interests to support whatever the majority of the Finance Com- 
mittee agreed upon, together with this associated tribunal of addi- 
tional Senators, an auxiliary corps who advised them in regard 
to the expediency of certain increases—so soon as that was brought 
about my friend from Iowa marches up with a smile upon his 
face and drops all his decreases and goes back to the increases of 
the Dingley bill and above them. It shows what confidence 
comes from assured success, It shows what gallantry can be dis- 
played when there are overwhelming numbers to back whatever 
may be determined upon by the caucus. 

I call attention to the fact that every Senator who has taken 
any interest in this bill has seen that nine out of every ten of the 
decreases made and foreshadowed and boasted of in the speech 
of the Senator from Rhode Island have been abandoned. They 
have not only gone back to the Dingley rates, but they have gone 
beyond them and above the rates in the McKinley Act. With 
all our protests, not to say arguments, we have been met with the 
serene, amiable smile of the Senator from Iowa and a steady vote 
for the increase, no matter what it — be. 

Sir, it is not at all a matter of wonder that this compensatory 
duty is to be placed in the bill. It was absolutely necessary and 
logical, and I am glad that the Senator from Iowa—I expected 
nothing else—was candid enough to avow the real object. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I wish to occupy but a moment. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Iowa will permit me, the 
Senator from California | Mr. Se a that the statement 
of the Senator from Rhode Island ALDRICH] should be read. 
I ask my friend from California tovread what the Senator from 
Rhode Island said. 

Mr. WHITE read as follows: 

In the cotton schedule the rates, which are practically those of 1894, have 
not been changed from the House schedules, except in the pa aphs relat- 
sag te hosiery, underwear, and corduroys, and Selveteeta, On these the 
rates are somewhat lower than the House provisions. 

Mr. ALLISON. As respects the particular schedule we have 

ssed over, there are a number of rates that have been reduced 

low the House bill, and some of them have been reduced below 
the existing law. So under influences, whatever they may be, the 
committee have abandoned some of the amendments reduci 
duties, and they have reduced other duties less than originally 
recommended to the Senate. These influences, whatever they are, 
only show, however, that history repeats itself. 

I remember very well four years when the Senator from 
Missouri, in overhauling the Wilson bill, reduced the duties of that 

law by amendments, I think nearly 200 in number. They 
were brought in by the then managers, or on behalf of the majority 


— 


of the Committee on Finance, by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr 
Jones]. They were printed and examined by Senators, = 

Immediately, or as soon thereafter as the Senators could gat} 
themselves together, there was an adjournment of.the Senate |». 
Thursday until Monday. There was a convention of Democ;..; 
Senators (I do not know whether they called it a caucus, or w}).; 
that met—not in this Chamber, but in this Capitol—and expen, 
four or five days in dissecting and dividing the bill calied «),. 
Wilson bill, and as the result of that conference, or whatey; 
was called, there came into this Chamber new and revised ¢c}\..). 
ules, which, instead of reducing the duties of the Wilson bil). ;,. 
creased those duties allalongtheline. There was a commit: ,, 
safety, or whatever I might choose to call it, inside and outsi\, 
the majority of the Finance Committee at that time which ru). | 
the amendments upon that bill in a way that was absolutely © .)- 
fortable to the other side of the Chamber, because whenever 4) ) 
amendment was pro by them to that bill, whether it w.s 
compensatory or otherwise, it was straightway voted into tho 
bill. When the iron schedule was reached, the duty on iron «+. 
was placed at 40 cents a ton. There was a compensatory duty of 
$4 a ton put upon pig iron, and when pig iron had a duty of 5 4 
ton there was a compensatory duty upon final forms of iron |. ...)- 
ing up to No. 35 wire gauge. 

So, Mr. President, when we speak of the inner movemen: 
whatever they may be, of this side of the Chamber, whether 
are coerced by caucus or otherwise, or whether these amend). n‘s 
are presented here because of more mature deliberation of the 
committee, it is only the repetition of history, and I hope my 
friend from Missouri will not be disturbed because now and thon 
I have moved, in as good nature as I could, amendments under 
the direction of the committee that were not originally proposed 
by the Senate Finance Committee when it reported the bill. 

The duty upon Egyptian cotton was placed on the bill in the 
Senate by a very large vote and upon very solid and substantial 
arguments, coming largely from the other side of the Chamber. 
Of course that duty being placed upon the raw material! of a 
manufacture, it does seem to be necessary to treat it as in the case 
of pig iron or iron ore or flax. Take the flax duty. We put :o 
much on untowed flax, so much on dressed flax, and so much on 
manufactures of flax. All these things are in a sense compensa- 
tory, if we are to continue the manufacture of these articles in 
our country. What would be the use of a duty upon Egyptian 
cotton if no American manufacturer could manufacture Egyptian 
cotton in competition with the outside world? 

Mr. President, I think there is nothing remarkable about this 
amendment. It is an amendment, as I said before, tentative in its 
character. I think it will turn out that it will only apply in the 
end to a very few of these paragraphs and a very few brackets in 
the paragraphs. I think it will turn out that the real duty 
to be imposed will be less than 10 per cent ad valorem. But it is 
necessary that some amendment be made here in order that these 

ragrgpbhs may continue to be within the control of the Senate. 
Phat is all there is about it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, as one of the “auxiliary corps” 
of five Democrats who voted with the Republicans for the 20 per 
cent duty on cotton, I feel constrained to submit just a few re- 
marks at this time. 

It is surprising to me to see the attitude of these expecri- 
enced and grave seigniors here in discussing this question—how 
they pitch the ball back and forth; and the excuses which are 
now given by our a friends are nearly always, ‘* You 
did it when you had the power, and. therefore we do it now that 
we have got it.” In other words, when the present majority of 
the Committee on Finance is attacked by the minority for the 
enormities being perpetrated in the tariff schedules, they invari- 
ably answer with some allusion to what was done when the W1l-on 
at was under discussion and when the Republicans were in the 
minority. 

Well, while that a be satisfactory to Senators, I do not think 
it is going to be satisfactory to the people of the country. For 
my part, l avyow here and now that I want you to load this tariff 
bill as heavily as you dare, and I am ready to help you load it, be- 
cause I do not believe it is going to have aan other than to 
disgust the people of this country and make them turn you out of 
power as soon as they get an unity. 

The tariff is not the issue before the country. It can not be 
made the issue, or at least of a lasting character. If this com- 
pene duty will satisfy you ones who are clamoring 

or protection, and who deny, not in direct terms, but in gener:! 

phrase, that you are a sectional tariff, I say to you, go on 
and levy it; the people of entire country who will consume 
the articles made from cotton are to pay it. So far as 
the ant-aiale cotton is ready said, all of 
us who v for the duty of 20 per cent upon raw cotton know 
that it does not affect it one iota and can give no protection, 
because we export five-eighths of the crop. 

But the manufacturer must always be compensated. He must 
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always have the advantage. The producer of raw material can 
receive nothing. Youdesirenow, by this additional compensatory 
duty, to recoup the manufacturer for the tax which has been 
placed on his raw material, and you make the consumers through- 
out the eer it all. Welland good. I sayagain.as one of 
the five, if my f ends here can get any consolation out of the twit- 
ting which ’ : 
speak; for acting independently and trying to take care of the 
local interests of our States in this general game of grab and steal- 
ing, welland good. The time will come when the tariff will sink 
you Republicans, because you can not give prosperity under any 
scheme of duties that you may enact. Therefore I congratulate 
yon upon the liberality with which you are treating your manu- 





facturers and ignoring the interests of the producers of raw mate- | 


1. 
eS JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, there is no question 


ey have given us for not following their lead, so to | 
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Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair 

| with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Neson}. 
{ wish to state that 1 may, through inadvertence, have voted 
this afternoon when the Senator from Minnesota was absent. If 
so, I apologize for it now. I should vote ‘‘ nay” on this proposi- 


| the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. M 


that whenever a tariff duty is imposed on a raw material which | 


enters into a manufacture there must be a compensation allowed 
to the manufacturer for the increased prices he must pay for his 
raw material. There can be no questicn about it. It is plain, 


simple, common sense. What I object to are the wrongs done under | 


the guise of what is fair and straight. It is not in itself fair. 


In the woolen schedule of the bill there is a proposition that for | 
every pound of manufactared goods there shall be charged a tariff | 
equal to the tariff on 3 pounds of unwashed wool and in addition | 
thereto 50 per cent ad valorem. This is put in under the supposi- | 
tion, under the pretense, that 3 pounds of unwashed wool enter | 


into the manufacture of 1 pound of woolen goods. The facts will 
show, as will appear when the proper times comes, that there is not 
one solitary kind of wool on the face of the green earth of which 
it takes 3 pounds of the unwashed wool to make a pound of scoured 
wool. 

A pound and a half in some cases will make it, and from that 
snales up to less than 3 pounds. In addition to that, it is well 
known that enormous importations of wool have already been 
made this year, oege to supply the woolen mills with all the 
raw material they will use for twelve months to come, upon which 
they have paid no tariff. Yet we propose to embody in this bill 
a com tion amounting to three times the proposed tax on 
enwnaned rook upon which not one cent of tax has n paid by 
the manufacturers, and still they would be allowed to increase the 
price of every single pound of woolen goods they produce, on the 
theory that they have been compelled to pay three times the value 
of the tax on 3 pounds of unwashed wool for every pound of man- 
ufactured goods. 

it is this sort of fraud, Mr. President, that I utterly abominate. 
This that there is compensation here in the wool schedule 
for rates of taxation which have been paid when they never have 
been paid is what I dislike. It is exactly the same in the case of 
this cotton schedule. The Senator from lowa | Mr. ALLISON] said 
each time he mentioned it that this tax of 20 per cent on Egyptian 
cotton was the thing to be considered—a tax for which he and 

other man on the other side of the Senate Chamber has 
v The ition now is to leave these schedules open, so 
that an increase may be put in these rates in case this tax remains 
permanently in the bill. 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLAcRIN] stated a 
while ago what we all know, that there will not be an increase of 
one iota in the value — cotton by —— of = . Yet here - 
oe vase to us now that if we leave this tax stand- 

, if it goes through the conference committee and remains in 

the bill, there ong a compensating tax paid u it just as 

is in the bill now in the wool schedule for tariffs never paid. 

t is that sort of thing that I object to, and that is the unfairness 

of the thing, which, it seems to me, ought to excite the indigna- 
of all members of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment by the committee. 


Mr. JONES of Ar . Let us have the yeas and nays on 
The yeas and na 
It is pro to insert as a new paragraph at 


of page 103 the following: 


yarns finer than No. 10 single, and on all manufactures 
of cotton madein whole or in part from cotton yarns finer than No. 10 single, 
be levied and collected 10 cent ad valorem in addition to the 

ty provided therefor in aphs 301 to 319. inclu- 

other paragraph of this act providing tor such manufactures. 


The ° Secretary will call the roll. 

The roceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
from New Jersey { Mr. Smiru] to the Senator 

Massachusetts {Mr. Loper], and vote “ yea.” 

. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I am paired 

the senior Senator from Virginia {Mr. DanizL], and there- 


_ 
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were ordered. 
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tion if he were here. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having v 
I am paired with the Senator from Maine 
draw my vote. 

Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the negative 
sON] has vote 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. GRAY. I have a temporary pair with 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CLAY. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Lopcr] to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SMITH], and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. BATE. I desire to state that my colleague {Mr. Harris] 
is unavoidably detained from the Chamber. He is paired with 
the Senator from Vermont | Mr. Morrii.}. 

Mr. CLAY. I have been requested to announce that the junior 
Senator from Delaware {[Mr. KENNEY] is paired with the junior 
Senator from Pennsylvania | Mr. Penrose}. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 26; as follows: 


ted in tl 


© negative). 
{ Mr. Hau 


, and with- 
lL inquire if 


Lt 


that Senator, and 


th 


YEAS—41. 


Allison, Foraker, Mantle, Shoup, 
Burrows, Frye Perkins, Spooner, 
Carter, Gallinger, Platt, Conn. Stewart 
Chandler, Gear, Platt, N. Y. Thurston, 
Cullom, Hanna, Pritchard, Wellington, 
Davis, Hawley, Proctor, Wetmore, 
Deboe, Hoar, Quay, Wilson. 
Fairbanks, McBride, Sewell, 
NAYS—26. 

Bacon, Gorman, Mitchell, Teller, 
Bate, Heitfeld, Morgan, Tillman, 
Berry, McEnery, Murphy, Turpie 
Butler, McLaurin, Pasco, Walthall, 
Chilton, Mallory, Pettus, White 
ear. Martin, Rawlins, 
Cockrell, Mills, Roach, 

NOT VOTING—®. 
Aldrich, Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Nelson, 
Allen, George, Kenney, Penrose, 
Baker, Gray, Kyle, Pettigrew, 
Caffery, Hale, Lindsay, Smith, 
Cannon, Hansbrough, Lodge, ‘Turner, 
Clark, Harris, Kans. Me Millan, Vest, 
Daniel, Harris, Tenn. Mason. Warren, 
Elkins, Jones, Ark. Morrill, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary proceeded to read ‘‘ Schedule J.—Flax, hemp, and 
jute, and manufactures of.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask that paragraphs 320 to 325, inclusive, 
of that schedule, be passed over temporarily until to-morrow 
morning. There are some Senators absent who, [ think, desire to 
be present when those paragraphs are considered. 

Mr. ALLISON. [I have no objection to passing them over until 
to-morrow morning, but I think we ought to consider them in 
connection with the remainder of the schedule. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We on this side of the Chamber 
should be glad to know what arrangement is being made on the 
other side. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Perti- 
GREW] has asked that paragraphs 320 to 325, inclusive, be passed 
over until to-morrow morning, and I stated that I had no objec 
tion, but I thought they ought to be considered in connection with 
the remainder of this schedule. 

Mr. WHITE. I hope the Senator will allow that schedule to 
zo over until to-morrow. I have some references and data which 
I wish to present to the Senate, and as we are passing over these 

yaragraphs it appears to me we might as well let them all go over. 

y data are not here. I did not expect that we should reach the 
schedule to-day. We are making quite rapid progress. more 
really than could have been anticipated, I presume, by anybody. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it is the wish of other Senators on the oppo- 
site side, as well as of the Senator from California, that the sched- 
ule be not considered to-night, I will allow the whole schedule to 


be passed over. 


ac) 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 
30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
June 18, 1897, at 11 o’clock a. m. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 17, 1897. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Jacob E. Houtz, of Nebraska, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the district of Nebraska, to succeed James E. North, 
resigned. 

INDIAN INSPECTOR, 


Charles F. Nesler, of Newark, N. J., to be an Indian inspector, 
vice Province McCormick, resigned. 


INDIAN AGENT. 


Henry J. Cleveland, of Arizola, Ariz., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Pima Agency in Arizona, vice J. Roe Young, 
resigned. 

COMMISSIONERS, 


Clinton A. Snowden. of Tacoma, Wash.,to be commissioner for 
lands of the Puyallup Indian Reservation in Washington, under 
the provisions of the Indian appropriation act approved June 7, 
1897. 

John U. Smith, of Portland, Oreg., to bea commissioner in and 
for the District of Alaska, to fill one of the four additional com- 
missionerships, at points to be designated by the President, cre- 
ated by the act approved June 4, 1897, 

William J. Jones, of Port Townsend, Wash., to be a commis- 
sioner in and for the District of Alaska, to fill one of the four 
additional commissionerships, at points to be designated by the 
President, created by the act approved June 4, 1897. 

Clarence L. Chaffee, of Omaha, Nebr., to be a member of the 
Missouri River Commission, provided for by the act of Congress 
approved July 5, 1884, entitled “‘An act making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” vice Rich- 
ard 8. Berlin. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) John F. Luby, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 16th day of May, 1897, vice Lieut. William H. 
Turner, promoted. 

Ensign George W. Logan, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the ea from the 16th day of May, 1897, vice Lieut. (Junior 
Grade) John F. Luby. promoted. 

Lieut. Commander Eugene de Forrest Heald, to be a commander 
in the Navy, from the 4th day of June, 1897, vice Commander 
George E. Wingate, retired. 

Lieut. George P. Colvocoresses, to be a lieutenant-commander 
in the Navy, from the 4th day of June, 1897, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Eugene de Forrest Heald, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Lewis J. Clark, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 4th day of June, 1897, vice Lieut. George P. Col- 
vocoresses, promoted. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 


Raymond Spear, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Navy, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 17, 1897. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


William F. Powell, of New Jersey, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Haiti. 


PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


Second Lieut. George Richards, United States Marine Corps, to 
be a first lieutenant. : 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


— J. Weekes, of Nebraska, to be register of the land office 
at O'Neill, Nebr. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Verlin M. Scott, to be postmaster at Saltville, in the county of 
Smyth and State of Virginia. 

Luzerne P. Harper, to be postmaster at Suffolk, in the county 
of Nansemond and State of Virginia. 

May Mosby Campbell, to be postmaster at Warrenton, in the 
county of Fauquier aud State of Virginia. 

William C. Smith, to be postmaster at Bowie, in the county of 
Montague and State of Texas. 

E. B. Atterbury, to be ae at Comanche, in the county 
of Comanche and State of Texas. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, June 17, 1897. 


The House met at 12 0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, }: 
Henry N. CoupDEn, 


THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal as read y;:)) 
be approved. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I object. 

Mr. SULZER. Imove to correct the Journal. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the Journal as read be apprvy.. 
and as the os from Kansas (Mr. Simpson] has not sta: .j 
any particular objection to the Journal, and as 1 have no d0);)); 
that it is correct as read, I move the previous question on ))\ 
motion. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. S:\- 


ZER|—— 

Mr. SIMPSON ef Kansas. I simply object to the approv:! of 
the Journal by unanimous consent. I demand a vote. There is 
no quorum present, and I want a quorum present to vote on this 
question. 

Mr. SULZER. I move to correct the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Sv1z)\:} 
desires to correct the Journal. The gentleman from New York 
{Mr. PAYNE] moves that the Jou be approved, and on that 
motion asks for oo question. 

Mr. SULZER. r. Speaker, on last Monday I presente to 
this House—— 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. SULZER. I move to correct the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Pay] 
moves that the Journal be approved, and asks for the previous 
question. 

Mr. SULZER. Is it not in order to move to correct the Journal? 

Mr. BAILEY. I submit that the motion to correct the Journal 
has precedence over the motion to approve. 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. 

Mr. BAILEY. The motion to correct the Journal is a question 
of higher privilege than the motion to approve the Journal, }e- 
cause of course the House must be offered an opportunity to have 
the Journal corrected before it is called upon to approve it. 

The SPEAKER. But the House must also be offered an oppor- 
tunity to seucore the Journal, if it so wishes. 

Mr. BAILEY. Undoubtedly. After the Journal is corrected, 
the question would come up onits approval. Otherwise this hard- 
ship would arise—— 

e SPEAKER. But the matter is entirely under the control 
of the House. If it chooses to vote down the previous question, 
then the Journal will be to amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the House ought not to be compelled to vote 
upon the approval of the Journal until it has been informe: of 
the partic in which the Journal is claimed to be incorrect. 

e SPEAKER. The rule is the other way. 

Mr. SULZER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SULZER. Is it not parliamentary law that the 
Journal must be corrected before it is a ved; and does not a 
motion to correct the Journal take ce of a motion to ap- 
prove it? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, without any intention to be merely 
factious about this matter, I feel so certain that the ruling of the 
Chair is incorrect that I shall be compelled to appeal from it. 
Upon that appeal I desire simply to say this, that both the mo- 
tion to correct and the motion to approve—— 

The SPEAKER. This question is not debatable. 
question has been called. 

Mr. BAILEY. On the question of approval. 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Chair holds, as I understand, that the mo- 
—_ - correct can not be submitted while the motion to approve 

nding. 

The SPEAKER. Itis simple parliamentary law, and hasal ways 
been the rule of the House, that a motion to approve the Journ:! 
takes precedence of a motion to amend, when first moved. __ 

Mr. BAILEY. And I have a right to appeal from the decisi 1 
of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. And the House has an entire right to ss 
upon thequestion. 

Mr. BAILEY. ButI havea right to appeal from the decision 0! 
the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. But that appeal, pending the previous ques- 
tion, must be determined without debate. F 

Mr. BAILEY. That is true, Mr. Speaker; I concede that point. 


The previous 








1897. 


The SPEAKER. Certainly. Now, the gentleman from Texas 
makes the point of order that the motion to amend the Journal 
has precedence over a motion to approve it--— 

Mr. BAILEY. 
propositio’ ° 

Tne SPEAKER. 
nical express'on. 





“To amend the Journal” is the correct tech- 
The gentleman from Texas makes the point 


**To correct the Journal” was the gentleman's | 
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that the motion to amend has precedence over the motion to | 


approve. The Chair decides that the point of order is not well 
taken: and from that ruling the gentleman from Texas appeals. 
The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the House? 5 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to move to lay 
the appeal on the table’ 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then it must have been in order to have debated 
the appeal. : 

The SPEAKER. Certainly not, because the motion to lay on 
the table is not debatable under any circumstances. 

Mr. BAILEY. 
fact that only one appeal can be pending at the same time. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That seems to be one good reason. [Laugh- 


. the question being taken on the motion of Mr. Payne to lay the 
appeal on the table, there were—ayes 83, noes 77. 

Mr. BAILEY. I call for tellers. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 96, nays 80, an- 
swered *‘present” 16, not voting 161; as follows: 


YEAS—%. 


exander, Dingley, Joy, Royse, 
reeks ovens. Ketcham, Russell, 
Baker, Md. Eddy, Kirkpatrick, Shannon, 
Barber, Ellis, Kulp, Shattuc, 
Bartholdt, Evans, Lacey, Simpkins, 
Bennett, Fletcher, Linney, Smith, 5. W. 
Bishop, Foss, Littauer, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Booze, Gardner, Loud, Snover, 
Brewster, Gibson, Low, Spalding, 
Broderick, Graff, McDonald, Sperry, 
Brown, Griffin, Mann, Stewart, N.J. 
Brownlow, Grow, Mercer, Stewart, Wis. 
Burton, Hamilton, Mesick, Stone, C. W. 
Butler, Harmer, Miller, Stone, W. A. 
Clark, Iowa Henderson, Moody, Sulloway, 
Codding, Henry, Conn Morris, Tawney, 
Connell Mudd, Tayler, Ohio 
Cooke, Hitt, Overstreet, Tongue, 
Cousis, Howe, Parker, N. J. Updegraff, 
Crumpacker, Howell, Payne, arner, 
Curtis, Iowa Hurley, Pearce, Mo. Wilber, 
Cw Kans. Jenkins, Pitney, Wilson, N. Y. 
Dalze Johnson, Ind. Prince, Wright, 
Davenport, Johnson, N. Dak. Robbins, Yost. 
NAYS—®80. 
A Davey, Latimer, Richardson, 
Bailey, De Graffenreid, Lewis, Ga. Ridgely, 
Baird, De Vries, Lewis, Wash. Sayers, 
Baker, Epes. Livingston, Settle, 
Bank Fleming, Lloyd, Shafroth, 
Barlow, Fox, Love, Shuford, 
Bartlett, Greene, McClellan, Simpson, 
a Griggs, McCulloch, Sims, 
ine, Gunn, McDowell, Skinner, 
Brantley, Henry, Miss. McMillin, Slayden, 
Brou A Henry, Tex. Marshall, Stephens, Tex. 
preckes. Hinrichsen, Martin, Stoke 
idge, Howard, Ala. Maxwell, Strowd, N.C 
Burke, Hunter, Meekison, Sulzer, 
y Kelley, Moon, Sutherland, 
Clark, Mo. Kitchin, en, Tate, 
ton, Kleberg. Osborne, Vincent, 
ran Knowles, Peters, Wheeler, Ky. 
Cowherd, Lamb, Pierce, Tenn. Williams, Miss. 
Lanham, Plowman, Young, Va. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—16. 
oe i 
cke le rr, cEwan, 
Berry, r, Wis. Gaines, Rhea, 
us, Da . Wis. Hicks, Stevens, Minn. 
NOT VOTING—161. 
Acheson, Bromwell, Davison, Ky. Handy, 
Adams, Bull, Dayton, Hartman, 
Allen, Campbell, De Armond, Hawley, 
Arnold, Cannon, Dockery, Hay, 
Barham, Capron, Dolliver, Heatwole, 
a vrete Carmack, Elliott, Hemenway, 
t, Castle Ermentrout, Henry, Ind. 
Barrows, Catchings, Faris, Hepburn, 
Beach, Clarke, N. H. Fenton, Hilborn, 
Belden, Cochrane, N.Y. Fischer, Hooker. 
Belford, Colson, Fitzgerald, Hopkins, 
Benner, Pa. Connolly, Fitzpatrick, Howard, Ga. 
Benton, Cooney. Foote, Hull, 
Bingham, a. Tex. Fowler, N. C. Jett, 
Bland, Cor Fowler. N. J. Jones, Va. 
a Cox, Gillet, N. Y. Jones, Wash. 
Boutelle, Cranford, Gillett, Mass. Kerr, 
Bradley, Crum Grosvenor, Knox, 
Brenner, Ohio Danford, Gront, Landis, 
. Davis, Hager, Lentz, 


| 


1 would appeal from that decision but for the | 
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Lester, Mitchell Shelden, Underwood 
Little, Newlands, s man Vandive 
Lorimer, Northway, Showalter Van Voorhis 
Loudenslager, Norton, Smi tu Vehslag 
Lovering, Odell, Su Ky Wadsworth, 
Lybrand, Olmsted, s ard Walker, Mass. 
McAleer, Otey, s K Wa ker, Va 
McCall, Otjen, S un \ r 
McCleary, Packer, Pa. Ss 1 W 
McCormick, Pearson, St: ig SY t 
McIntire, Perkins, Star W h. 
McRae, Powers, Steel W Ala 
Maddox, Pugh, St Ww e, I 
Maguire, Quigg, st e, Nebr White, N.C! 
Mahany, Ray, Sturtevant, Ww uns, Pa 
Mahon, Reeves, Sullivan, Wilson, 8. C 
Marsh, Rixey, Swanson Y ng, Pa 
Meyer, La, Robb, Talbert, Zeno 

Miers, Ind. Robertson, La Taylor, Ala 

Mills, Robinson, Ind Terry, 

Minor, Sauerhering, Todd, 


So the appeal from tke decision of the Chair was laid on the 
table. 

Before the result of the vote was announced 

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Virginia, Mr. Orry. I wish to withdraw my vote and an- 
swer ‘‘ present.” 

Mr. KING. I have voted ‘‘no,” but find I am paired with the 
gentleman from New Hampshire, Mr. CLARKE. I therefore desire 
to withdraw my vote and be marked *‘ present.” 

Mr. BROSIUS. As Iam paired, I wish to withdraw my vote 
and answer ‘* present.” 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. As I am paired with my colleague 
from Kentucky. Mr. PuGu, I wish to withdraw my vote in the 
negative and be marked ‘* present.” 

Mr. BELKNAP. I have voted * aye,” but find that Iam paired 
with the gentleman from California, Mr. MaGcuire. I wish, there- 
fore, to withdraw my vote and be recorded as * present.” 

Mr. GAINES. As Lam paired with the gentleman from Ver- 
mont, Mr. Powers, I wish to withdraw my vote, which I have 
cast in the negative, and be marked ‘* present.” 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. At what time can a member be recorded as 
present? Can it be done at any time after the roll is called if he 
is paired? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to think not, following 
the spirit of the rule which requires a member to vote when his 
name is called. But if a member has been put down by the Clerk 
as ‘‘present.” he has afterwards the right to withdraw that re- 
sponse and to vote. The case is different, however, where he has 
failed torespond. That is the present impression of the Chair, 
subject to any revision which may seem hereafter to be necessary 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I think the Chair is right; I 
simply wanted the statement of the Chair on that point. 

The following pairs were announced: : 

Until further notice: 

Mr. McCLeary with Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. MITCHELL with Mr. TayLor of Alabama. 


Mr. OTJEN with Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. MCALEER. 

Mr, REEVES with Mr. BALL. 

Mr. Henry of Indiana with Mr. Miers of Indiana, 
Mr. DANFORD with Mr. Terry. 

Mr, Powers with Mr. GAINES. 

Mr, Dorr with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr, Hooker with Mr. Catcuinas. 

Mr. De ARMOND with Mr. GiLLetT of Massachusetts. 
Mr. Grout with Mr. Berry. 

Mr, HEMENWAY with Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana. 
Mr. FiscHER with Mr. STALLINGS. 

Mr. LANpIs with Mr. CRawrorp. 

Mr. Davipson of Wisconsin with Mr. Howarp of Georgia, 
Mr. BELDEN with Mr. CARMACK. 

Mr, Qvuice with Mr. BLAnp. 

Mr, Hutu with Mr. Dockery. 

Mr. Minor with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr, McCauu with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

Mr. Youne of Pennsylvania with Mr. BENTON, 
Mr, BELKNAP with Mr. Maauire. 

Mr, Faris with Mr. ZEenor. 

Mr. SourHarp with Mr. Norton. 

Mr, Barrows with Mr. Jerr. 

Mr, HAWLEY with Mr. Swanson. 

Mr, McEWaAN with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 

Mr. SPRAGUE with Mr. Lentz. 

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. STark. 

Mr, ACHESON with Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. BRADLEY. 

Mr. SAUFRHERING with Mr. Srrair. 

Mr, LOVERING with Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
Mr. Brum™ with Mr. Cox. 
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Mr. Mitts with Mr. SULLIVAN. 

Mr. Barnam with Mr. FirzGEeRavp. 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. Cooper of Texas, 

Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. Kina. 

Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. Jongs of Washington. 

Mr. Hicks with Mr. Orry. 

Mr. HEATWOLe with Mr. Drxsmore, 

Mr. Brostus with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 

Mr. Kerr with Mr. Ross. 

Mr. Lacrty with Mr. McRag. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia with Mr. Suiru of Kentucky, 

Mr. Wuire of Dlinois with Mr. Brenner of Ohio. 

Mr. Stewart of Wisconsin with Mr. Lirrie. 

Mr. Smiru of Illinois with Mr. ALLEN, 

For this day: 

Mr. Ope. with Mr. FirzPaTRick. 

Mr. GROsSVENOR with Mr. Rrxey. 

Mr. BARNEY yith Mr. Topp, 

Mr. Marsh with Mr. Coonry. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, 

Mr. SULZER demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 84, noes 53. 

Mr. SULZER. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were refused, 7 members, not a sufficient 
number, rising in support of the demand therefor. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SULZER. If the previous question is ordered, are we not 
entitled to twenty minutes on each side to debate the main ques- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there was no debate. 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes; there was debate. 

Mr. PAYNE. I debated the question myself. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands there was debate. In 
that case further debate would not be in order, under the rule, 
after the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I think on an examination of 
the REcorD, it wiil be found that the question was not debated in 
the sense that would preclude the debate contemplated by the 
rule. There was a controversy among a number of gentlemen on 
parliamentary questions, but the main question was not discussed 
on its merits. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes have it, and the 
previous question is ordered. The question is on the motion that 
the Journal be approved. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Bai.Ley) there were—ayes 83, noes 71. 

Mr. BAILEY. * Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. DALZELL. We may as well have the yeas and nays, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 95, nays 76, 
answered ‘‘ present” 18, not voting 164; as follows: 


YEAS-—95. 
Dingley, Johnson, N. Dak. Royse, 
Dovener, Joy, Shannon, 
Eddy, Shattuc, 
Ellis, Kn a. 
Evans, Smith, S. 
ee, aaa. 

‘08S, € 
Gardner, Seerey. 
Gibson, Showert, N. J. 
Graff, Stewart, Wis. 
Griffin, Stone, C. W. 
Griggs, Stone, W. A. 
Grow Mesick Sulloway, 
Hamilton, Tawney, 
Harmer, Tayler, Ohio 
Henderson, " 
Henry, Conn. 

Hill 


ill, 
Cousins, Hitt, 
Crampacker, Howe Payne, 
Curtis, Iowa Howell, Pearce, Mo. 
Curtis, Kans. Hurley, Pitney, 
Dalzell, Jenkins, Prince, 
Davenport, Johnson, Ind. Robbins, 


NAYS—%. 


Alexander, 


Clardy, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton, 
Cochran, Mo. 
Cowherd, 
Cummings, 


Davey, 
De Graffenreid, 
De Vries, 

Epes, 

Fox, 

Greene, 

Gunn, 
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Osborne, 


Peters Sutherland, 


Sayers, yden, 

Settle, ‘ ‘ Tate, 

Pierce, Tenn. Shuford, Vincent 
Richardson, Simpson, Wheeler, Ky 
Ridgely, Sims, Sullivan, Williams, Miss 
Robinson, Ind. Skinner, Sulzer, Young, Pa. 


ANSWERED “PRESENT"—18. 

Ball, Cooper, Wis. King, 
Barrows, Davidson, Wis. McAleer, 
Berry. Dinsmore, McEwan, 
Brumm, Fleming, Plowman, 
Chickering, Hicks, Rhea, 

NOT VOTING—164. 
Davis, Robb, 
Davison, Ky. Robertson, La, 
Dayton, Russe], 
De Armond, Sauerhering, 
Barham, Dockery, Shafroth, 
Barney, Dolliver, Loud » Shelden, 
Barrett, Dorr, Lovering, Sherman, 
Elliott, iy beee . Showalter, 
Ermentront, cCal Smith, Ml. 

ne med * 


Smith, Ky. 
eCormick, Southard, 

Benton, McDonald, Southwick, 

Bingham, McIntire, 

Biand, Fitzpatrick. McRae. 


Smith, Wm. Ald 
Stevens, Minn 
Wheeler, Ala, 


nm 


Acheson, 


Arnold, 


Belford, 
Benner, Pa. 


Sparkman, 
Sprague, 


Botkin, Stallings, 


Boutelle, 
Bradley, 
Brenner, Ohio 
Brewer, 
Broderick, 


Fowler, N.C. 
Fowler, N.J. 
Gaines, 
Gillet, N.Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 


Maddox, 
Maguire, 


y: 
Marsh, 


Stark, 
Steele, 
Strait, 
Strode, Nebr, 
Sturtevant, 


Meyer, La. 

Bromwell, M Ind. Swanson, 
Bull, Talbert, 
Burke, Taylor, Ala. 
Campbell, Terry, 
Cannon, Toad, 
Capron, Underwood, 
Carmack, Vandiver, 
Castle, Van Voorhis, 

Vehslage, 


Catchings, 
Clark, lowa Henry, Ind. Walker, Mass. 
Walker, Va. 


Clarke, N. HL Hepburn, 
Cochrane, N.Y. Hilborn, Wanger, 
ison Ward, 


Co! is Hooker, 
Connolly, Hopkins, Weaver, 
Cooney, Howard, Ga. Weymouth, 
Cooper, Tex. White, IL. 
Corliss, Jett, White, N. C. 
Jones, Va. Williams, Pa. 
Jones, Wash. Wilson, 8. C. 
Kerr, Young, Va. 
Ketcham, Zenor. 
So the Journal was a 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. McIntire with Mr. MaGuire. 
Mr. Pues with Mr. Rua of Kentucky. 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know if 
I am recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is not recorded. 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. My attention was diverted to 
something’ else and I did not hear my name called. I desire to 
vote *‘ no. 
The SPE: ER. Was the gentleman li ing at the time when 
his name should have been called, and did he fail to hear it? 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Yes; I was in the Hall, trying to 
listen. Isuppose that my attention was attracted by something 
1 


else. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wants the gentleman from Missouri 
to understand the matter. The only ground on which a vote has 
been permitted by the House under the rule, after the completion 
of the call, is where there is reason to suppose that the name of 
the member may not have been called. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Well, I did not hear my name 
called. I was in the Chamber and did not hear it. I was here 
for the of voting, and for no other ee So I suppose 
= a noise or something must have diverted my attention 

rom it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman understands the matter now. 
The Clerk will call his name and he will vote or not, as he deems 


?. 
. The Clerk called the name of Mr. Cocuran of Missouri, and he 
voted in the negative. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. Pratt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had the bill (S. 2150) to amen: 
an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the entry of lands in Greer 
County, Okla., to give seasloupitie rights to settlers, and for other 
pu .” approved January 18, 1897; in which the concurrence 
of the House was req 


GREER COUNTY, OKLA. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (S. 2150) 
received from the Senate this morning and ask consent for its 
immediate consideration. 


ay, 
Heatwole, 
Hemenway, 








1897. 
aa eA 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill which the Clerk 


ill read. 
Withe Clerk read as follows: 





ill ( 
swe in Greer County, Okla., to give preference rights to settlers, and for 


other purposes,” approved January 15, 1897. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the time for the exercise of 
the preference right of entry grant ed to bona fide occupants of land within 
the territory established as Greer County, Okla., by section 1 of an act en- 
titled “An act to provide for the entry of lands in Greer County, Oxla., to 

ive preference ights to settlers, and for other purposes,’ approved Janu- 
ary 18, 1897, be, and the same is hereby, extended to January 1, 180s. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill which has been 
reported by the Clerk. ' . 

Mr. SULZER. Before I object, I desire to submit a parlia- 
mentary ated: ‘ ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, on Monday last I had the honor 
to present to this House a monster petition, with hundreds of 
thousands of names—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman seems to be debating the 


matter. 
Mr. SULZER (continuing). Of citizens of the United States 
favoring the granting of belligerent rights to the Cuban patriots. 


The SP . Will the gentleman state his parliamentary 

quiry? Meg Be 

Mr. SULZER. My parliamentary inquiry is, What has become 
of that monster petition? [Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER. That isa physical question rather than a par- 
liamentary inquiry. [Laughter.]} 


Mr. LACEY. 1 trust that the suffering settlers in Oklahoma 
will not be prejudiced by a discussion of the Cuban question. 

Mr. L GSTON. Reserving the right to object, I desire to 
ask the gentleman what is the necessity for this extension of time? 

Mr. LACEY. I made a full statement of this matter on last 
Monday, but objection was made, inadvertently, I think, by one 
gentleman on the other side, who afterwards attempted to with- 
draw the objection, but the attempt was not made until the House 
was dividing on a motion toadjourn. The situation, I will briefly 
state, is this—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Never mind. 

Mr. LACEY. Perhaps some other member of the House wou!d 
like to hear an explanation of the matter. I will very briefly out- 
line the occasion for this action—— 

Mr. GAINES. Will you allow any debate on your question? 

Mr. LACEY (continuing). And that is this: A bill was passed 
in the last allowing settlers in Greer County who had 
obtained their claims through the State of Texas six months in 
which to prove up their rights to the land in that county. There 
are 3,200 of these families in this condition. The register and re- 
ceiver for that land office were not appointed until within the last 
few weeks, and the office can not be opened until the Ist day of 
July. The result will be that the 3,200 proofs that must be filed 
by these heads of families can not be made in the eighteen days 
intervening before the expiration of the six months allowed by 
the last for the completion of those claims; and Con- 
ee to give six months additional, a sufficient time to 
that; and I hope no one will interpose an objection. The Sen- 
ate has passed the bill, and we ought to pass it promptly. 

Mr. LANHAM. This isa Senate bill, and is of the same pur- 
port as the bill offered by the gentleman the other day. 

Mr. LACEY. It has the same object as that bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. And the object of this is simply to give bona 
fide, actual settlers of Greer County additional time in which to 
prove up their homestead rights. 

Mr. LACEY. It is to give them the same time that they would 
have had if the register and receiver had been appointed last Jan- 
nary, as Congress intended they should be; but as they have not 


been until this time, it is necessary to make an exten- 
sion of time, otherwise it is — impossible for the settlers 
to with the act of the 18th of January last. 


This is a meritorious bill, and I trust no one 


will van 

Mr. LACEY. I think it is a meritorious bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will ask the gentleman has this bill been 
referred to any committee of the House? 

Mr. LACEY. I think I have heard that question submitted by 

on a previous occasion. 
tr. MCMILLIN. And you are liable to hear it again. 

Mr. LACEY. This has not been referred to a committee, as we 

do not have committees. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I think the gentioman voted against having 
a 


committees to which this might have been referred. 
Mr. LACEY. That brings up another question that I have very 


S. 2150) toamend an act entitled “An act to provide for the entry of | 
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| allowing of debate. 





decided views upon, in whi 
my friend. 
Mr. LANHAM. 
The SPEAKER. 
of the bill? 
Mr. SULZER. 
Mr. LACEY. 
Mr. SULZER. 


+h I presume 


I hope the bill l 
Is there objecti m to 
I should like to ask the ; t! lan a question. 
Certainly. 
Will the ge 


ntleman permit this bill to be 


| bated ten minutes on a side? 


Mr. LACEY. Unquestionably, if i 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman 
vious question, it is subject to debate, and a g 
oznized can hold the floor for an hour. 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman withh 
the previous question on this bill and permit it to b 

Mr. LACEY. 1 do not desire to make any 
friend from New York. 

The SPEAKER. Is there 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think the gent! 
a reasonab/e debate on any question af this 

Mr. LACEY. ‘The gentleman” has nothing to do \v 
That is a matter for the House to d mine 
The gentleman says he has nothing to 
allowing debate. If this is a meritorious bill, why do you cu 
debate? It seems to me there ought to be full enough debate 
ascertain the purposes and effect of the bill. 

Mr. SULZER. ‘The gentleman says that he does not want to 


’ . 
ld the « 


objection? 


Mr. GAINS. 


make a bargain with me, yet he asks me to make no objection, 
and still wants to pass the bill without debate. 

Mr. LACEY. I will say tothe gentleman that this is a ques- 
tion involving 3,200 settlers in Oklahoma who have homes and 


desire to save them. 

Mr. GAINES. Is it not perfectly proper that we should have 
an opportunity to discuss a proposition for the benefit of many 
people who have no homes? 

Mr. LACEY. Let us dispose of these homes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to object 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. {Laughter. | 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York | Mr. 
SULZER] feels, I understand, a profound interest in the settlers of 
Oklahoma, and I yield him five minutes. 

A MeMBer. Give him ten. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, in the few moments given to me 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] I desire to speak for 
Cuban hberty. On Monday last I had the honor to presert to this 
House 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, 
question? 

Mr. SULZER. I have only five minutes. 
have all the time he wants after I conclude. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SuLzzr] 
is entitled to the floor upon the pending bill. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, to continue, on Monday last I had 
the honor to present to this House a monster petition signed by 
hundreds of thousands of citizens of the Un'ted States 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It is on just that point I wanted 
to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. SULZER (continuing). Requesting this House to pass 
Senator MorGan’s resolution granting belligerent rights to the 





Will the gentleman allow mea 


The gentleman can 


Cuban patriots. That resolution came over to this Honse several 
weeks ago. It passed the Senate by an overwhelming vote. I am 
informed it has never been referred to the Commitice on Foreign 


Affairs, because the Committee on Foreign Affairs has never been 
appointed. 

We are wasting time here day in and day out while hundreds 
and hundreds of American citizens are languishing in Cuban jails 
for no offense whatever. Our trade with Cuba ruined, our flag 
fired upon, our citizens robbed, insulted, and assassinated, or 
driven like wild beasts from their homes and farms in the interior 
of Cuba to the Spanish fortified towns on the coast to starve, to 
sicken, and to die! The history of the last two years’ struggle in 
Cuba is the saddest in all the annals of the world. Itis hich time 
this great Government should protect its citizens and their prop- 


erty in Cuba. It is high time we should intervene in the name of 
humanity, civilization, and Christianity, and put a stop to this 


brutal, bloody, devastating carnage. 

These citizens of the United States in Cuba look to this country 
for their rights and protection. Apparently they look in vain. 
The flag of their country, which should protect them. is spit upon 
by the brutal Spaniards. These cruel and bloodthirsty Spaniards 
trample oar flag in the dust, ignore treaty rights,and bie defiance 
to this great Republic. 

It is time for us to act. If we do not, we wil! stand disgraced 
in the opinion of our own liberty-loving citizens and before the 
Christian powers of the world. If we do not put a stop to the 
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fiendish barbarities and refined cruelties of these Spanish brigands, | 
our boasted republicanism will become a byword and our flag of | 
freedom a reproach and a farce. How long shall we submit? | 
How much longer shall we permit poor Cuba to be a human | 
shamble? 

I desired to-day to correct the Journal of the House in regard 
to the petition I presented. Parliamentary tactics precluded that. 
We do not know what has become of that great petition in favor 
of ‘‘ Cuba Libre.” 
mittee on Foreign Affairs.” That can not bea fact, for the reason | 
that the Committee on Foreign Affairs has not been appointed. | 
It should have been appointed long ago. The joint resolution of | 
that venerable Senator and friend of humanity, Mr. MorGan, 
granting belligerent rights to the Cubans, should be speedily sub- 
mitted to a vote of this House. Some one is responsible for its 
suppression, Somebody is responsible for its delay. Who is the | 
man? 

The Cuban cause is the cause of liberty. By the grace of God 
it will and must triumph. 

The American people to-day are in favor of granting to the | 
Cuban patriots belligerent rights. If that question could be sub- 
mitted to the people of this country, they would decide in favor of | 
it by an overwhelming majority. The American people would | 
like to know why the resolution of Senator MorGAN lies on the | 
Speaker's desk. They would like to know why no action has been 
taken by this House on that joint resolution of belligerency. If 
there is ‘‘ hell on earth,” as John Sherman said when he was in | 
the Senate, itis in Cuba. Does he believe that to-day? If so, then | 
why does he not act? We send relief to India; we sympathize | 
with the Greeks; but we allow our citizens to be butchered, mur- | 





dered, and assassinated in Cuba without a protest. 

The policy of that great assassin, Weyler, the greatest thief, the | 
greatest coward, the greatest brute, the greatest liar, the greatest | 
murderer, the greatest enemy to humanity the world has ever | 
known, is devastating the fairest island in the world within gun- | 
shot of our own shores, and exterminating as brave a ple | 
battling for freedom and for independence as ever fought for | 
self-government on the face of the earth. If that resolution of | 
belligerency could be submitted to this House, I have every reason. | 
to know that it would oe by an overwhelming vote. The | 
American people want Cuba to be free. They will see to it sooner | 


or later that Cuba is free. Ido not know who retards the joint | 
resolution. I do not know who is responsible for the delay in pro- 
curing action upon it; but I do know that the day of reckoning is | 


not far distant, and the American people, who sympathize with 
those brave and struggling Cuban patriots, will hold some one 
responsible. And woe to that man! 

I saw in a newspaper yesterday that the President of the United 
States was in sympathy with the Cuban patriots; that he wanted 
them to succeed and achieve their independence, as our forefath- 
ers achieved their independence. I hope that is true. I amin 
favor of his policy to annex the Hawaiian Islands; but before the 
Hawaiian Islands are annexed I hope the President will take some 
action to make Cuba free and independent. He could not doa 
more popular thing. I read from an editorial in last evening's 
Washington Times this statement: 

On Monday lasta petition from 600,000 American citizens asking recogni- 
tion of Cuban belligerency was presented—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr. SULZER. I ask unanimous consent to occupy five minutes | 
more. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE}. 

Mr. SULZER. Iask unanimous consent to incorporate in my 
remarks this little editorial in the Washington Times of last night 
about the suppression of the House of Representatives —— 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman fr6m Pennsylvania [Mr. WIL- 
LIAM A. Sronr] is entitled to the floor. \ 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I believe no member 
of this House has more sympathy with the struggling Cubans than: 
I have— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman will confine 
himself to the subject under discassion, which is a bill in refer- 
ence to lands in Greer County, Okla. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I shall endeavor to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hcpes the gentleman will. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But in endeavoring to do that, I 
wish to correct a statement made by the gentleman who last occu- 

pied the floor. He stated here that the petition to which he al- 
uded contained hundreds of thousands of signatures. The clerks 
have, outof curiosity, counted the names, and there are just 14,560 
names upon it. 

Mr, SULZER. I challenge that statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order, The time of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania has expired. 
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The House Journal simply says: ‘‘To the Com- | 1 


| subject. 


Mr. Lacty addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. SULZER attempted to address the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please be in order. 

Mr. LACEY. Myr. Speaker, in making figures of spec), 
course a great deal of latitude is allowed; and I trust the «, 
man from Pennsylvania will not too severely criticise th). 
tleman from New York [Mr. SuLZER] when he estimates | 


5,000-——— 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman from |.) 
will be in order. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I believe that this House 
understands the nature of the bill before it. There seems ; 
practically nobody opposed to the bill, and therefore I mov. ; 
previous question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of ;)); 


| bill whether there was a report made on this question in the last 
| Congress? 


Mr. LACEY. Oh, a 

Mr. McMILLIN. ill the gentleman please have that reyort 
read? The House ought to know something about this «ues: 
before acting upon it. 

Mr. LACEY. I have stated the substance of the report 

Mr. McMILLIN. If we can not secure the appointment of 


on 


| committees, we should at least have matters discussed intelligi {ly 
| when brought here. : 


Mr. LACEY. I have stated the substance of the report, which 
was made in connection with what has been known as the (Girevr 
County sy YO There were several bills introduced on the 

the gentleman has followed this land legislation, as [ 
think aoe he has—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. I did. 

Mr. LACEY. He will remember that the whole matter was 
very fully discussed in the House, and what was known as thie 
Cockrell bill, I think, was the one which we finally passed—a })\|| 

repared by Mr. Cockrell, of Texas, who formerly represented 

e district embracing these Greer County lands when they were 
supposed to belong to the State of Texas. A good deal of time 
was spent on the bill; the questions involved in it were thorouchly 
reported upon and discussed. There is nothing proposed now in 
this Senate bill ae an amendment to the existing law, ex- 
cept simply to grant such an extension of time as will allow to 
these settlers the pe provided for in the original bill. 

Mr. McMILLI There was some confusion in the Honse 
when the bill was read and I was unable to understand the period 
of extension. How much additional time is granted? 

Mr. LACEY. Six months. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Six months was the time originally granted? 

Mr. LACEY. This bill will give a little less than six months. 
The former bill gave until the 18th of July; but the land oftice 
will not be open until about the ist of July, so that these settlers 
under existing law would have only eighteen days instead of the 
six months originally intended. 

Mr. McMILLIN. At what period of the last session was the 
bill passed? 

Mr. LACEY. Early in the session. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. In January. 

Mr. LACEY. On the 18th of January the bill became a law. 
There was ample time if the appointments of the land officers 
had been promptly made. But, as will be remembered, President 


Cleveland was to retire from the 4th of March under 
somewhat a , and it was a little dif- 
ficult, I believe, for him to ‘of the patriots on the other 


side the men to fill these offices. 

Mr, McMILLIN. There ought tobe no difficulty over a matter 
of that kind. 

Mr. LACEY. In point of fact, President Cleveland did not 
before retiring make any selection for any of these places. 

Mr. CUM GS. It was no fault of these people who settled 
upon these lands that their claims were not filed, was it? 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. _ It was the fault of the Government’ _ 

Mr. LACEY. Well, I do not know that anybody was specially 
to blame. At any rate, we are confronted with these facts—— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The President of the United States must 
have been to blame, because he did not appoint the officers who 
could have recorded these claims. 
gee Well, he was very busy. He was getting ready 

retire. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Why should these people suffer by his laches’ 

Mr. LACEY. They should not; and we are trying by this bill 
to give them relief. I move the previous question. __ 

e bill was ordered toa third reading, read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. LACEY , @ motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 








1897. 


——EE————— 
FOREIGN EXHIBITORS AT OMAHA EXPOSITION. 


Mr. MERCER. I desire unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of Senate resolution No. 50. This is a joint resolution which 
passed the Senate some days ago—simply a pro forma resolution 
with reference to the admission of Chinese and other laborers in 
connection with the foreign exhibits at the Omaha Exposition. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the joint resolution (S. R. 50) | 
authorizing foreign exhibitors at the Transmississippi and Inter- | 


national Exposition, to be held in the city of Omaha, in the State 


of Nebraska, during the year 1898, to bring to the United States | 
foreign laborers from their countries, respectively, for the pur- | 


pose of preparing for and making exhibits. 

Mr. DINGLEY (before the reading of the joint resolution was 
concluded), Mr. Speaker, I interrupt the reading to call the at- 
tention of the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. MERcER] to the 
fact that within three or four days a communication has been re- 
ceived from the Secretary of the Treasury (my attention was not 
called to this matter until a moment ago) with reference to these 
admissions of Chinese, saying that there have been great abuses 
growing out of such permissions, and that in future legislation it 
would be desirable to have certain amendments adopted to the 
law. Now, as long as the Committee on Ways and Means has 


jurisdiction of this question, I suggest that the resolution go to | 


that committee, so that the question may be examined. Thecom- 
mittee can report at any time upon the resolution. 


we can be assured that any door for abuses will be closed. 


Mr. MERCER. I would say to the gentleman from Maine | ©! E 
| eign Commerce. 


(Mr. Divetey] that I understood that before this resolution 
assed the Senate it was so amended, on motion of the Senator 
ros Massachusetts [Mr. pani. as to cover this point. 
Mr. DINGLEY. If that has been done, I have no objection. 
Mr. MERCER. I think it has been done. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I call attention to the fact that the Secretary 


In this way | 
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of the Treasury has written a communication referring to these | 


abuses. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will suggest that there is a committee to 
which this resolution can properly be referred—that it would 
properly go to the Committee on Ways and Means; and if there is 
any danger of an abuse growing out of any suspension of our alien 
contract-labor laws, I shall insist on the resolution going to that 
committee. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, rather than permit an abuse of 
that kind, I will accede to the request of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY}. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think that would be better. There will be 
no difficulty about it. It can be reported back promptly. 

The SP R. The resolution will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Strowp of North Carolina, for two weeks, on account 
of important business. 

To Mr. Barrows, indefinitely, on account of representing the 
United States Government on the Prison Commission. 

To Mr. CRUMPACKER, for ten days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Merxison, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BalLey) there were—ayes 75, noes 65. 

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.), the House, under 
the order fore adopted, adjourned until Monday next at 12 
o'clock noon, 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
— were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
ollows: 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
& copy of a communication, with memorial of certain freedmen of 
the Choctaw Nation, relating to their rights as members of that 


tribe—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
e jhe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


- R. 8484) to amend section 2323 of the 


oll 
7 Statutes of the United States relative to tuanel right 
nm Ss, Te ive unnel rights— 
tothe Committee on Mines and Mining. 
Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3485) to grant the arid lands 


) ao 

[SO7 

of the United States to the respective States in which t] ire 
situate—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STOKES: A joint resolution (H. Res. 65) proposing an 


amendment to the Constitution, authorizing a tax upon incomes 
to the Committee on Ways and Means 


By Mr. EVANS: A joint resolution (H. Re f I izing the 
President to alter, modify, amend. or revoke the ssifications and 
rules regulating the classified civil service » the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Washington: A resolution (Ho | Ny 
58) seeking inforniation from the honorable Speaker of the Hon 
of Representatives as to the status of the organization of 
House and the appointment of regular committees for legislatiy 


to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A memorial of the | 
of the State Washington, urging the establishment of a national 
soldiers’ home upon the site of Fort Sherman—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Washington, 
relative to forest reservations in the State of Washington 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Washington, 
relative to William A. Newell—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Washington, 
asking an appropriation for harbor and light-house at the mouth 
of the Quillayute River—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 


gvislature 


to the 


Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Washington, 
in relation to the survivors of the Indian war of 1855 and 1856 in 
the Territory of Washington—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: A memorial of the legisiature 
of Wisconsin, for the passage of an act to strengthen the public 
credit—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McALEER: A memorial of the legislature of Pennsyl- 
vania, for the reappointment and retirement of Capt. McMurtrie 
Gregg—to the Commiitee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 3486) to allow the distillery of 
the New England Distilling Company and the rectifying house of 
Mullins & Crigler, both situated in Covington, Ky., to be operated 
within 600 feet of each other—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 3487) for increase of pension 
of John W. Majors—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3488) for increase of pension of A. B. Van 
Cleve—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3489) to pension Georgia Moseley, widow of 
John W. Moseley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 3490) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Wilson Certain—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 3491) to pay John Pope Hoa- 
nett for services rendered as counsel to the Government in the in- 
vestigation into affairs of the District of Columbia, acting as 
such counsel by order of a resolution of the House of Representa 
tives; also for acting as counsel for the workingmen of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for fifteen years last past—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 3492) to increase the pen- 
sion of Susan D. Yates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3493) granting a pension to Ellen M. Gray— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petitions of the Daunenberg Company 
and E. B. Harris & Co., of Macon, Ga., protesting against a tariff 
on goatskins—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Resolutions of select and common councils 
of the city of Philadelphia, Pa., asking for the passage of the tar- 
iff billi—to the Committee on Ways and Means 

Also, resolutions of the Civil Service Reform Association of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting against the proposal to exempt labor- 


ers and workmen of all classes from classification under civil- 
service law—-to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Paper to accompany House bill to correct 
the military record of Wilson Certain, late of Company A, Thirty- 
first Regiment Iowa Volunteers—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
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By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Petition of J. Oppenheimer and 39 
other citizens of Lafayette, Ind., favoring the appointment of a 
monetary commission—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency. 

By Mr. DORR: Petition of W. K. McDowell and other citizens 
of Kockcave, W. Va., praying for the restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Petitions of citizens of Beverly, Riverside, 
Barnegat, Mount Holly, Glendola, and Toms River, State of New 
Jersey, favoring a more rigid restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petition of John Redman and other citizens 
of the State of Dlinois, for the purchase by the Government of a 
formula in the possession of H. C. Fahlbush for the prevention of 
hog cholera —to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MCALEER: Petition of the Grocers and Importers’ Ex- 
change of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the passage of the Torrey 
bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of B. J. Hoffacker, of San Francisco, Cal., pro- 
testing against the abrogation of the Hawaiian treaty—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Civil Service Executive Committee, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., protesting against the repeal of the civil-service 
law—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, petition of the Edwin H. Fitler Company, of Philadelphia, 
favoring the passage of the Dingley tarif€ bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

Also, protest of manufacturers and dealers in refined sugars in 
Philadelphia, against an increase in the tax—to the Committee on 
Wavs and Means. 

Also, petition of G. A. Bisler and other business firms in various 
cities, asking for protection on paper boxes, etc.—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of importers of harness and saddlery, protesting 
against the passage of the Dingley bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of French, Cave & Co., of Philadelphia, Pa., pro- 
testing against changing paragraphs 2 and 67 in the Dingley tariff 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of C. Schmidt & Son, of Philadelphia, 
creasing the revenue tax on beer—to the Committee on 
Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Merchants’ Association, protest- 

ng against the high duties in the Dingley bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of C. F. Lennig, of Philadelphia, against a 
tariff on plumbago—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of wholesale liquor dealers of Cleveland, Ohio, 
recommending the reduction of the tax on whisky—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Alameda Sugar Company, of San Francisco, 
Cal., protesting against favoritism to Hawaiian interests apply- 
ing specially to the sugar schedule—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Winter Wheat Millers’ League 
requesting that burlap and burlap bags and bolting cloth be placed 
on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Kreeger & Connolly and other paper-box man- 
ufacturers of Philadelphia, asking for protection upon paper 
boxes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of M. Carey Thomas, president of Bryn Mawr 
College, requesting that existing law stand so far as relates to 
books, maps, charts, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of L. W. Miller, secretary of the Art Club of 
Philadelphia, protesting inst a tariff on works of art—to the 

- Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Monroe Bros. & Co., of Philadelphia, protest- 
ing against a tariff on hides—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. ‘ . 

Also, remonstrance of Arthur Spencer & Co., of Philadelp 
=—— increasing the tax on tea—to the Committee on Ways an 

8. 


Also, petition of wholesale tea dealers in the United States, favor- 
a specific duty on tea—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, protesting against the sipest « of the drawback on tin 
plate—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, pro- 
testing against that portion of the Dingley bill failing to give a 
rebate on tin plate unless manufactured in bonded factories—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Pennsylvania Museum and School of 
Industrial Art, protesting against the high ad valorem duty on 
art—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

a) Mr. McEWAN: Petition of F. E. Potter, Joseph Kopira, 


st in- 
aysand 


Brownell, and others; also petition of George H. K 
Edwin Randall, Edward Keenan, and others; also petition 
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W. H. Harland, jr., Robert F. Place, jr., J. R. Ewing, and 0\) 
citizens of Jersey City, N. J., in favor of the restriction of i. 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliz,j 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Wayne Ky) ;;.. 
Millis, of Fort Wayne, Ind., favoring the passage of a bankrny:.. 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. - 


SENATE. 
Fripay, Jwne 18, 1897, 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. Huen Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash. 
ington. 

On motion of Mr. QUAY, and by unanimous consent, the ro... 
ing of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispense! wit), 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica. 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, for j))¢),). 
sion in the general deficien riation bill, an estimate of 
deficiency to pay the amount found due by the accounting 06 :}\¢..ys 
of the Treasury Department to the Western Union Teleers)), 
Company for freight telegrams, etc., for the fiscal year {s.)), 
$1,414.48; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HALE presented a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting « letter from the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue in relation to the necessity for an emerzency 
appropriation of $50,000 for salaries of collectors and deputy ¢o/- 
lectors of internal revenue and necessary expenses to complete 
the service of the current fiscal year; which, with the accom) a) y- 
ing papers, was ordered to be printed as a document, and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the legislature of (olo- 
rado, praying for an increase of the duty on lead in ores; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed in the Recor», as 
follows: 

[Senate joint memorial No. 11. By Senator Wheeler. } 

The senators and representatives of the State of Colorado, now in session 
as the Eleventh general assembly, do most respectfully memorialize our Sen- 
ators Representatives in the my eee the United States to 
support the action of the lead producers of country, and endeavor to 
have incorporated into the present Dingley tariff bill, now before the United 
Sutie cenguene, Re rooemepeanene of such s as % the duty of 

} cents per pound instead cent pound, as now pro ad, to be placed 
on lead in foreign ores shipped f: nm The United Stat 8, We 


rom points foreign to 
Clnredoant fhe United 


a greatiy benefit the 
a 
ores, thereby keeping out foreign } ores, except when smelted in bond. and 
enhancing the value of lead to our home mines and miners. Atthe same time 
it would permit the successful operation of numerous lead properties in tho 
te of Colorado and the United States that can not be mined protitaly at 
t of the low of lead. 
Resolved, That a copy of be sent to each of our United States 
Senators and Representatives. 
JARED L. BRUSH, 


President of the Senate. 
EDWIN W. HURLBUT, 
Speaker of the Hause. 
ALVA ADAMS, 
or of the State. 
Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the legislature of Colo- 
aoe. pees that an tion be made for the erection of a 
United States Government building at Glenwood Springs. in that 
State; which was referred to the ittee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed in the Recor», as follows: 
[Senate joint memorial No.12. By Senator Taylor.) 
To the honorable Senate and — %, Representatives 
0, 


of States in Congress assembled: 
Your memorialist, the Eleventh 
Crlo, 


assembly of the State of Colo- 
rado, hereb tions your body to pass the bill introduced by 
Hon. Joun ©. our 
tion of a United 
Springs, Garfield County, 


le of the State of 
to have a higher duty placed on lead in 


Approved April 7, 1897, 4.30 p. m. 


tative vi for the erec 
‘building at "yey se a | 
JARED L. BRUSH, 
President of the Senate. 
EDWIN W. HURLBUT, 
Speaker of the House. 
ALVA ADAMS, 
Governor of the Siate. 
Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the legislature of Colorado, 
oy the —— t of the Geological Survey be 
strengthened, and also that provision be made for the more timely 
publication of the preliminary and final reports of that Depart- 
ment; which was referred to the Select Committee on the Geo- 
—— Survey, and ordered to be printed in the Record, 4s 
ollows: 


Approved April 10, 1897. 


[Joint memorial No. 2. By Senator Campbell. j 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: m 
Your memorialists, the general assembly of the State of Colorado, now 
session, petition your honorable body to make generous provision for that 








branch of the United States Geological Survey which is engaged directly in 
examining the metalliferous districts of the States and Territories, to the 
end that needed surveys may be commenced or completed and the results 

ablished at the end of each season in poms form, as much of the value of 
Pie information thus received depends upon its spee 7 pocorn. 

It is not expected that the specialists of the survey will take the place now 
occupied by the prospector or the mining engineer. They should, however, 
ocr irstand the work of either or both of these classes of men and should fur- 
nish an accurate basis upon which that work may be founded. Let the sur- 
vey stand between them and nature, demonstrating as well as may be in the 
absence of development where the prospector may and where he may not 
pr spect to advantage for this or that valuable mineral. ra 

In the absence of a Government department of mining, your memorialists 
believe that Congress should strengthen the mining Sepa of the Geo- 
logical Survey and provide for the more timely publication of its preliminary 
and final reports. : 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 

FRANCIS CARNEY, 
President pro tempore of the Senate. 
EDWIN W. HURLBUT, 
Speaker of the House. 
ALVA ADAMS, 
Governor of the State. 


Mr. TELLER presented the petition of James H. Baker, presi- 
dent, and other members of the faculty of the University of Colo- 
rado, praying that all books, works of art. and philosophical ap- 
paratus imported into this country for the use of colleges and 
universities be admitted free of duty; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. ’ 

He also presented a petition of Branch No. 204, National Asso- 
ciation of Letter Carriers, of Colorado Springs, Colo., praying that 
an appropriation be made for the payment of the judgments ren- 
dered by the Court of Claims in favor of letter carriers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Colorado State Cattle Grow- 
ers’ Association, praying for the imposition of a duty on hides; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Cripple Creek, 


Crested Butte, Colorado Springs, and Elkton, all in the State of | 


Colorado, praying for the enactment of legislation for a more 
rigid restriction of immigration; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Denver, Colo- 
rado Springs, Greeley, Erie, Cripple Creek, Boulder, Lafayette, 
Harris, Telluride; of Sixteen to One Union, No. 63, Western Feder- 
ation of Miners, of Telluride; of the Victor Trades Assembly, 
American Federation of Labor, of Victor: and of the International 
Union of Journeymen Horseshoers, of Denver, all in the State of 
Colorado, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation in- 
tended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Colorado State Medical 
Society, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill No. 1063, 
for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of 
Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New Mexico, 
praying for the abrogation of the Hawaiian reciprocity treaty; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a memorial of F. Clements & Co. 
and sundry other cigar manufacturers of West Superior, Wis., 
remonstrating against an increase of the duty on Sumatra tobacco; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Department of Wisconsin, 
Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the establishment of a 
which was ref to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Department of Wisconsin, 
Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the introduction of 
mili instruction in the public schools of the country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TURPIE presented memorials of E. T. Hartman and 47 

citizens; of Charles E. Stockmeyer and 51 other citizens; of 
H. R. Wood and 48 other citizens, and of Albert Sahm and 52 
other citizens, all in the State of Indiana, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present sys- 
tem of ticket brokerage; which were referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also oe, the petition of E. L. Snyder, president of the 
National Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ Association of America, pray- 

that the bonded period on whiskies be reduced to three years; 
ich was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McLAURIN pres nted a petition of the National Grange. 
Patrons of Husbandry, and of the National Equitable Protection 


, praying for the enactment of iegislation to promote | 
and protect the industrial interests of the country; which was 
— to lie on the table. 


. PETTUS presented sundry memorials of citizens of Birming- 
ham, Ala., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr, CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Illi- 

Temonstrating against the imposition of a tax on tea, and also 


XXX—114 
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| tonsville, Bloomington, and Baltimore, all in the St 


is locate d, to be 


L ‘ Ly | States post-office, custom-house, 
national military park to commemorate the siege of Vicksburg; | 


against the proposed increase of the tax on beer; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Eureka, Ottawa, 
Bement, Leemont, Bushnell, Springfield, ic 


e 1 in the 
State of Llinois, praying for 


ant hicago, all 


the early enactment of a protective- 

tariff law; which were ordered to lie on the table 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a memorial of the Bethel Shoe Com- 
pany, of Bethel, Vt., remonstrating against an incre the duty 
on tanned skins for morocco or a duty on raw x <ins; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of 45 citizens of Bo 
Mass., and a petition of sundry citizens of Massachusetts, pray 
for the early enactment of a protective-tariff law; which wer 


dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Massachu- 
setts, remonstrating against any increase in the present rate of 
duty on tanned skins for morocco or a duty on raw goatskins; 
which was ordered to he on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Hazen B. Goodrich & Co. and 
104 other shoe manufacturers of Haverhill, Mass., remonstrating 
against any increase in the present rate of duty on India tanned 
skins for morocco; which was ordered to lie on the tabi 

He also presented a memorial of. the Civil-Service Reform As- 
sociation of Brooklyn, N. Y., remonstrating against the proposed 
amendment in the deficiency appropriation bill exempting labor- 
ers in the employ of the Government from thu civil-service rules; 
which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and 
trenchment. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of 146 citizens of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the early passage of the pending tariff bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented sundry petitions of citizens of 
Bank Village, N. H., praying for the early enactment of a 
tective-tariff law; which were ordered to he on the table. 

Mr. WELLINGTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Maryland, praying for the enactment of protective-tariff legisla- 
tion at the earliest possible date such as will adequately secure 
American industrial products against the competition of foreign 
labor; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Prince 
County, Ellerslie, Hereford, Savage, Ocean Mines, 


Re- 


pro- 


Creorge 


yversville, Ca 


Mary 
land, praying for the enactment of legislation for a more rigid 
restriction of immigration; which were ordered to lie on the tab 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CLEVELAND, OHIO, 
Mr. HANNA. Iask that the bill (S. 1056) to provide for a pub- 
lic building at Cleveland, Ohio, be taken up for immediate action. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 


the Treasury to purchase, acquire by condemnation, or otherv 
the block of land located in the city of Cleveland which is b 
by Rockwell street on the north, by Wood street on the east, by 
Superior street on the south, and on the west by the land now 
owned by the United States, upon which the post- ; 
used in connection with the land already occu- 
pied by the post-office or Government building, as a 
public building, for the use and 


accommodation o 
internal-revenue office, United 
States circuit and district courts. signal I 


i service, p m offic 
and other Government offices, in the city of Cleveland, Ohio, th 
cost of the site and building, including fireproof vaults, heating 
and ventilating apparatus, elevators,and approaches, complete, 
not to exceed $2,500,000. 

Mr. PETTUS. Are there two sections to the bill? Is there a 
purchasing section? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is only one tion, divided 


into several paragraphs. 
Mr. PETTUS. I propose as an amendment to insert the follow- 
ing proviso: 
Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury can purchase said pr 
at a reasonable price. 
I do not remember ever to have seen a bill of this s 


Tt sp 
ing the property — 


cluy- 


Mr. HANNA. I accept the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama, to ert 
after the words ‘*to purchase, acquire by condemnation,” etc., a 
proviso, which will be read. 

Mr. PETTUS. It is accepted by the Senator from Ohio. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is accepted; and, 
without objection, it is agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 1 


ading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT M’KEESPORT, PA. 


Mr. QUAY. I make the same request of the Senate as to the 
bill (S. 1272) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
McKeesport, Pa. It seems that the gentlemen in charge of the 
tariff bill are not yet ready to proceed with it. 

There being no objection, the Senate. as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or other- 
wise, a site, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, 
including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, ele- 
vators, and approaches, for the use and accommodation of the 
United States post-office and other Government ofiices at McKees- 
port. State of Pennsylvania, the cost of the site and building, in- 
cluding vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and 
approaches, complete, not to exceed $200,000. 

r, PLATT of Connecticut, I simply wish to ask whether the 
regular order of morning business has been concluded? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. HANNA introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S, 2160) to increase the pension of John Walker; 

A bill (S. 2161) to increase the pension of George F. Davenport 
(with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 2162) to increase the pension of George B. Ague (with 
an accompanying paper). 

Mr. HANNA introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 2168) for the relief of Nicholas Welter (with an ac- 
companying paper); 

& bill (S. 2164) for the relief of Isaac Holdbrook (with an ac- 
companying paper); 

A bill (S. 2165) for the relief of Andrew Robinson (with an 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (3. 2166) for the relief of Henry Fishering (with an 
accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 2167) for the relief of Levi G. Fessenden (with an ac- 
companying paper). 

Mr. HANNA introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 2168) granting payment to John Shearer for the burial 
and funeral expenses in the interment of John G. Kyle, lieuten- 
ant, First Regiment United States Cavalry; and 

A bill (S. 2169) to refer to the Court of Claims the claim of John 
S. Armstrong for compensation for loss of wheat in 1862 (with an 
accompanying paper). 

Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads: 

A bill (S. 2170) for the relief of Harry A. E. Pickard; and 

A bill (8. 2171) for the relief of M. D. Crow. 

Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance: 

A bill (S. 2172) to provide for the coin redemption of national- 
bank notes; and 

A. bill (S. 2173) to provide for the reserves of national banks. 

Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills: which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (8S. 2174) for the relief of the legal representatives of Alex- 
ander C. Crawford; ‘ ‘ 

A bill (S. 2175) for the relief of David A. McKnight; 

A bill (S. 2176) for the relief of Irving W. Stanton; 

A bill (8, 2177) for the relief of Mrs. Julia A. Humphries; 

A bill (S. 2178) for the relief of Thomas Williams, an employee 
of the Senate folding room, for injuries received while in the dis- 
charge of his duties in the year 1892; 

A bill (S. 2179) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen Sexton; and 

A bill (S. 2180) for the relief of the legal representatives of Mrs. 
A. Shirley. 

Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 2181) to remove the charge of desertion against Charles 
L. Thompson, late lieutenant, Seventh Kansas Cavairy; 

A a. (8S, 2182) to correct the military record of Charles A. 


A bill (S. 2183) for the relief of Capt. George W. Brown; 
A bill (8. 2184) to reimburse the State of Colorado for moneys 
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expended in the suppression of Ute Indian depredations durj,.- 
the year 1887; 
A bill (5, 2185) removing the charge of desertion from the y).,; 


| of Frank A. Land, of Nathrop, Colo.; 


A bill (S. 2186) for the relief of Wilbur F. McCue: 

A bill (S. 2187) removing the charge of desertion in the ca 
John Holderby; 

A bill (8. 2188) granting an honorable discharge toJames Pro) 

A bill (S. 2189) granting an honorable discharge to Geors. < 
Raymond; 

A bill (S. 2190) for the relief of the estate of Emmet Craw! 
— lat3 captain of the Third Regiment United States « 
alry; 

A bill (8S. 

A bill (S. 
low; and 

A bill (S. 
Militia. 

Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were «\- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committ.e 
on Indian Affairs: 

A bill (S. 2194) to abolish the office of Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs and the office of Assistant Commissioner of Indian A{- 
fairs, and to create in lieu thereof a board of Indian commission 


ers; 

A bill (S. 2195) for the relief of John A. Sibbald; 

A bill (8. 2196) to provide for the allotment of lands to Inidans 
without changing their tribal relations, and to authorize the leas 
ing of Indian lands in certain cases; 

A bill (S. 2197) to pay the administrator of the estate of Blufvord 
West, deceased, for the Bluford West Saline. in Cherokee Nation 

A bill (8. 2198) for the relief of Sarah R. Dresser; 

A bill (S. 2199) for the relief of William S. Peabody; and 

A bill (S. 2200) for the relief of David A. McKnight. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (8. 2201) to appropriate the sum 
of $75,000 to purchase a siteand erect a public building at Shano- 
kin, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (8S. 2202) making an appr) 

riat'on toward the construction of a dry dock at the navy-yard. 
ague Island, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and referro 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
ANNEXATION OF THE REPUBLIC OF HAWAII. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that 5,000 additioaal copies of the messave 
from the President of the United States, transmitting a treaty for 
the annexation of the Republic of Hawaii to the United States, 
signed at Washington by the plenipotentiaries of the parties June 
16, 1897, be printed, with the accompanying papers. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consi‘! 
eration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of tlh 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at line 1, page 10!, 
and read as follows: 


SCHEDULE J.—FLAXx, HEMP, AND JUTE, AND MANUFACTURES OF. 
320. Flax straw, $5 per ton. 


Mr. VEST. I move to strike out paragraph 320, in order tv 
place flax straw upon the free list, where it is now. It is free 
under the existing law. On this amendment I intend to call for 
the yeas and nays. I ask the Secretary to read a communication 
which I think is absolutely correct. Although it is signed ‘(it 
izen,” and I have cut it out of a New York. , it states in suc- 
slant form what is the result of this flax sakedale in the proposed 
aw. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as request: (. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


THE FLAX SCHEDULE. 
To the Editor of the Evening Post: 


Sir: Mr. T. H. Sharretts, president of the Board of General Appraisers 4¢ 
New York, in speaking of the Senate tariff bill in last night's Evening Po-'. 
was very wide of the mark when he said: “The cotton schedule shows vy 
little change from the Wilson law, and the same may be said of the me'’., 
flax, and sundries schedules.” The present tariff (Wilson) on all manu!ls 
tures of flax is 35 per cent ad valorem, and even under the McKinley law 1» 
higher tariff was ever collected, conspting os a few of the lower qualities 
goods counting less than 100 threads to the square Gas which the rate 
was 50 per cent. The tariff proposed by the Senate Finance Committec :" 
manufactures of flax counting not more than 180and not less than 121 thres:l- 
to the square inch—the class of goods used by the great masses of the pc 
ple—ranges from 55 to % per cent ad valorem, goods counting 12! threa:s 
paying as high as 9 per cent, while goods counting 180 threads pay 55 )r 


cent. : 

It is the same old story, told time and time n by the Republican party 
All they want of the poor and those in moderate circumstances is their 
votes to put them in office where they can squander the enormous taxv3 


2191) to establish a council of ordnance; 
2192) granting an honorable discharge to John Kinch. 


2193) for the relief of the First Colorado Mounte) 
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levied on those classes, and which they think ought to be paid without a 
' rmur. : : : 

The present tariff (35 per cent) is, in all conscience, high enough, but we 
might struggle on fora time under a 50 per cent rate, though I believe it 
wou! 4 not bring in as much revenue as the present tariff. The flax schedule 
as passed by the House of Representatives, crude and impracticable as it is, 
- ild be infinitely preferable to that presented tothe Senate by the Finance 
Committee, which is simply outrageous, and clearly shows that the framers 
at least as far asthe flax schedule is concerned) know little or nothing about 
tariff making. 











CITIZEN. 

New YORK, May ?. 

Mr. VEST. I did not observe the latter remark in the commnu- 
nication, and I do not indorse it; but the statement in regard to 
the duties I do indorse, and I can prove it mathematically. If 
this bill is framed for revenue, I call attention to the official re- 
port as to the article of flax straw. Under the McKin\ey Act, 
with the duty then imposed of 60 per cent—$5 a ton—there was 
co lected, in 1898, $765 on an importation of 153.10 tons. In 1596 | 
there was an importation of 32 tons, although we put this article 
upon the free list, showing that by removing the duty the importa- 
tion fell off 120 tons. 

Mr. President, this whole flax schedule seems to be based upon | 
the idea recently advanced that we can raise flax and prepare it | 
for manufacture in this country. I deny it. I deny it upon the 
testimony of men engaged in the manufacture of linen ond all the 
goods of which flax is the raw material. It has been unques- 
tioned heretofore that we could not produce the textile for linen 
goods in the United States because we did not have the climate 
nor did we have the fiber with which to do it. It is a peculiar 
process, and Ireland is the only country, with the exception of a 
small portion of the Continent of Europe, where the cultivation 
of flax for linen and the manufacture of linen has been successful. | 

The idea is now advanced, as I see from the testimony before 
the Ways and Means Committee, that Minnesota can produce this | 
flax: that the discovery has been made recently, in the last two or 
three years, that the climate of Minnesota suits it, which is en- 
tirely different from that of Holland or Ireland. It requires, I 
understand, a damp climate. They have in Ireland a peculiar 

rocess of retting this flax. It is taken after being cut and put in | 
leon ponds or tanks, and it has to be turned over and rearranged 
twice a day for weeks until the retting process is complete. It is 
then subjected to another process, untii finally the fiber is suited 
for manufacture. We obtain the celebrated Irish linen and the 
Dutch linen from Holland by means of these processes and under 
climatic conditions that do not exist in this country. 

All the manufacturers state emphatically and distinctly that 
they have tested the Minnesota flax and that it is not suitable for 
their purposes. And yet this flax schedule is constructed from 
the beginning upon the assumption that there is an interest in 
this conntry to be protected by these enormous duties. We have | 
flax straw taken from the free list and taxed $5 a ton. We have 
flax not hackled or dressed, which is upon the free list now, which | 
was at 1 cent in the McKinley Act, put at three-fourths of a cent 
per pound in this bill. They have taken flax hackled, known as 
dressed line, which was $67.20 per ton under the McKinley Act, 
and 14 cents per pound under the law of 1894, and put it at 24 cents | 
per pound, or about $60 a ton. 

The only result of these enormous taxes is to increase the value 
of linens to the purchaser in the United States. I assert here that 
unless these manufacturers, some of whom stand as high as any | 
other merchants in New York, are practiced and conscious pre- | 
varicators, not to use the word liars, the Minnesota flax can not 
be used in competition with flax or the products of flax that come | 
to us from abroad. 

Sh for the yeas and nays upon this amendment as a test prop- 
osition. 

Mr. WHITE. It seems to me that the paragraph presents rather 
an unimportant issue except by way of illustration. The Senator 
from Missouri stated the extent of the importation. I notice in | 
looking over the statistics that, taking the last ten years, we can 
not find in any one year more than $800 worth of importations. 
If it be true that in some part of the country this article can be 








produced, certainly there is nothing in the history of our importa- 

tions to indicate that there will be any injurious competition from 

abroad, because it a rs that the article does not come in at all 

in any quantity, and unless the paragraph is inserted for the pur- 

i of exercise, or by way of training, I can not imagine any object 
view. 
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Mr. HANNA (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw Lins|}. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Tennessee {|Mr. HARRIS]. and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). TI am paired with the 

| Senator from Washington [Mr. Wrison]. If he « present, I 
should vote * yea.” : 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). 1 ired with 
the Senator from Florida {Mr. MaLLory}. 

Mr. TURNER (when his name was called). I announ 

| eral pair with the Senator from Wyoming {Mr. Warren}, and 


withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. Spooner}. 
should vote ‘* yea,” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GEAR. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
ee. SMITH}. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr], and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. CLAY. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] to the senior Senator from New Jer- 
sey |Mr. SmirH], and vote * yea.” 

Mr. THURSTON. Has the senior Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. TILLMAN] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not. 

7 Mr. THURSTON. I havea general pair with that Senator. If 
he were present, [ should vote ** nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. I am paired with the junior Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. CLark]. If he were present, I should vote 
** yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 


l am paired 
Otherwise I 


YEAS—18. 
Bacon, Cockrell, Mills, Turpie, 
Bate, Gray, Mitchell, Test 
Berry, Jones, Ark. Morgan, White. 
3utler, Kenney, Murphy, 
Clay, McLaurin, Pettus, 

NAYS—23 
Allison, Deboe, Hoar, att, N. Y. 
Baker, Fairbanks, McEnery, Pritchard, 
Bur-ows, Frye, Nelson, Quay, 
Carter, Gallinger, Penrose, Sewell, 
Chandler, Gear, Perkins, Shoup 
Cullom, Hale, Pettigrew, Wellington, 
Davis, Hawley, Platt, Conn. Wetmore. 

NOT VOTING—43. 

Aldrich, Gorman, Me Millan, Spooner, 
Allen, Hanna, Mallory, Stewart, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Mantle, Teller, 
Cannon, Harris, Kans. Martin, Thurston, 
Chilton, Harris, Tenn Mason, Tillman, 
Clark, Heitfeld, Morrill, Turner, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev Pasco, Walthall, 
Elkins, Kyle, Proctor, Warren, 
Faulkner, Lindsay, Rawlins, Wilson 
Foraker, Lodge. Roach, Wol 
George, McBride, Smith, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. TURPIiE. Mr. President, I give notice on behalf of the 


| minority of the Committee on Finance, that I shall move that the 


amendment offered the other day in re‘ation to an inheritance 
rate will be offered as a substitute amendment for section 4, on 
page 196, containing the provision for an increase of the tax on 
beer. The pending bill, constructed wholly upon duties and ex 
cises, rests altogether upon consumption. The opportunity will 
be given and a tentative effort will be made to take some part of 
the revenue burden from consumption and transfer it to accumu- 
lation. It will lighten the task of those who are already subject 
to the exactions of duties and excises, and it will make a rate 
easily payable against those who are more highly favored by 
wealth and property. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 321, page 104, line 4, after the word ‘‘dressed,” to insert 
** three-fourths of;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


#21. Flax, not hackled or dressed, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound 


Mr. ALLISON. 


I hope the amendment will be disagreed to. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon agreeing to the amendment of | On further consideration, the committee recommend the House 
the Senator from Missouri to strike out paragraph 320, ‘Flax | rate. 


straw, $5 per ton,” the Senator from Missouri cal 
and nays. 


The youn ena nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
e 


for the yeas 


call th 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the junior Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. LopGr]. 
he present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE. I moveto strike out paragraph 321, and give no- 
tice that when the free list is reached I shall move to put the arti- 
cle therein described on the free list. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California moves 


ere | to strike ont paragraph 321. 


The amendment was rejected. 
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The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 
agraph 322, page 104, line 6, after the words ‘‘dressed line,” to 
strike out ‘‘three” and insert ‘“‘two and one-half;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 


822. Flax, hackled, known as “ dressed line,” 24 cents per pound. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iam instructed to ask the Senate to disagree 
to the amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Iowa, it seems to 
me, can save time by just giving notice that all the committee 
amendments are abandoned. It appears that we are to have no 
opportunity to vote on the amendment of the committee for the 
reduction of a single proposition that came from the House of 
Representatives. ‘‘ Two and one-half” was proposed by the Sen- 
ate committee. I will agree with the majority that we shall give 
up that “two and one-half,” but I propose to put the rate at 14 
ceuts instead of 3. lask for the yeas and nays upon my amend- 
ment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VEST. Before the vote is taken, I poenere to put upon 
record the testimony of a Loree of credibi “ in this matter in 
“ane to the production of flax in Minnesota, for the protection of 
w 


ich all these increases are made. I do not quote now from any 
importer, but from Mr. 8. 8. Kepler, manager of the Eau Claire 
Linen Company, of Wisconsin. It may be an importing com- 
pany, but | also understand it manufactures coarse towels, crash, 
etc. I will ask the Secretary to read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


@UR LINEN INDUSTRY—LINEN MANUFACTURERS FEAR EFFECTS OF TARIFF 
ON TOW. 


Mr. 8. 8. Kepler, manager of the Eau Claire Linen Company, interviewed 
on tariff issues last evening, said: 

“Asa strong effort is being made to induce the Senate to raise the duty on 
tow of flax from one-half cent per pound. as fixed by the Finance Committee, 
to the House rate of 1 cent, we feel obliged to protest against such change, as 
it would seriously imperil this industry, as we do not consider the duty pro- 
posed on manufactured goods compensatory. We prefer the present tariff, 

wroviding the ad valorem duty on imported goods is changed to specific and 
Cor left on the free list. A duty of 1 cent per pound on tow would increase 
its cost to us about 15 per cent. 

“ That this or even a much higher duty will encourage the raising of flax 
in the Northwest we do not believe. For twenty-five years or more the 
farmers of Minnesota and Dakota have been growing flax for the seed, and 
they have found it one of the most profitable crops. They will continue to 
do this for years to come regardless of the tariff on tow, for the reason that 
in all these years they have produced no tow that manufacturers of linen 
cloth could use. We have been making common crash toweling for ten years, 
and during this time we have seen no samples of domestic tow that we coul 


use, 

“If asingle ton of merchantable tow, suitable for making linen cloth of 
any kind, has been produced in Minnesota or Dakota, it remains to be shown. 
Any claims to that effect need stronger evidence than has been produced. 

“Tf this is true, and we believe it is, with what justice can it be asked that 
an oppressive duty should be laid on an article not now produced in the 
Northwest? 

“As manufacturers can not use the domestic product, they will have to 
continue to import the foreign or shut down their mills, unless Congress im- 

es higher duties on linen fabrics than is now proposed. To do that would 
ncrease the cost of crash toweling to a price that would be felt by the con- 
sumer. This grade of toweling is used largely by the common people, who 
can not afford the fine, high-priced goods imported from Europe and sold 
largely to the rich. The common crashes made by the Eau Claire Linen 
Company, the Stevens Mills in Massachusetts, and one or two other concerns 
in this country are in daily use in every farmhouse, workingman’s home, 
settler'’s cabin, mining and lumbering campin the land. To largely increase 
its cost by a —_ duty on the raw material of which it is e would not 
seem to be legislating for the interests of the people. 

“It is claimed by some that the culture of flax needs no encouragement in 
the way of duty on imports. The product of Minnesotaand Dakota tow mills 
appears to he sold almost exclusively for upholstering purposes at about 1 
cent per pound. If they could or would make tow that could be spun and 
woven into coarse linen goods, their tow would sell for 6 to7 cents per pound. 
If this difference of 5 to 6 cents per nd is not sufficient inducement to 
make a good article of tow, how would a eet 1 cent per pound help them? 
We have no reason to suppose that it would in the least increase the produc- 
tion of good tow. We fear that the only effect of taking flax tow from the 
free list and placing a duty upon it would be to cripple the linen mills in this 
country already established and prevent the bui ing of new ones. How 
such a result would encourage flax culture not ciear. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— a 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will wait.a minute, I will yield the 
a > him, and he can then answer all I have to say upon the 
subject. 

r. President, that is a statement from Wisconsin—the Eau 
Claire Linen Factory. Some six weeks ago my attention was 
called toa publication in the Economist, which paper the pub- 
lishers are kind enough to send me occasionally, to the effect that 
there had been a large shipment—I think I use the exact words— 
of Minnesota flax to Europe, to Belfast, I believe, and that there 
was to be a revolution in the linen trade of the United States by 
reason of this discovery of Minnesota flax. 

I send to the desk a communication in regard to this very inter- 
esting fact from Richard H. Ewart, of the firm of William Ewart 
& Son, Limited, of New York, dated May 11, 1897, and ask the 
Secretary to read it. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re. juested 
in the absence of objection. — 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Wii11aM Ewart & Son, Limiren 


New York, May 11. } 
To the Editor of the Dry Goods Economist. sudan 
Dear Srr: We read in your valued paper of the Ist instant that » ) 
shipment of Minnesota flax was sent to Belfast last month, Sine tn 
gave the impression that it was used there for the manufacture of }in 
was therefore suitable for that purpose. As we are large users of fi, 
obtain it from all the best markets, and have never been able to aya : 
selves of Ameriean-grown flax, we inquired of our People in Belfast 1 ; 
ing this shipment, and asked them to report to us. e@are informed that : ho 
amount received was only | ton, and the quality “ very inferior.” w.. \ : 
also like to mention, in confirmation of this, that since the Ist of May . )...,. 
resentative of the Minnesota Flax Company has called upon us here with a 
view to business, and he admitted that only 2 tons of flax had so fay |... 
shipped to Belfast—1 ton to Messrs. Barbour and 1 ton to Messrs. John |... 
ton & Co., flax dealers in Belfast. . 
These facts do not lead us to expect much relief from the Minnesota flax. 
growing district, and we are inclined to believe that as yet there is practi. 
cally no flax grown in that district suitable for the manufacture of linen «.,.,. 
as was the case when in August last, in answer to a bona fide inquiry, ti¢ 
Minnesota Flax Company stated that there was not any flax grown in tia: 
neighborhood which could be used in manufacturing linen. — 
As the question of flax raising and the manufacturing of linen has |) 
very much before the public lately, these facts may be of interest to your 


ers. 
Yours, faithfully, RICHARD H. EWART, Director. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have.no acquaintance with the 
members of that firm; but upon inquiring of a New York iuor- 
chant who happened to be in my committee room yesterday, | was 
informed that their character 1s as high as that of any merc)ant 
in the city of New York or anywhere else, and I should insist oy 
reading something further on that question were it not for the 
fact that I might be accused of taking up unnecessarily the tiie 
of the Senate, when we are told that now prosperity is at the door 
ready to rush frantically in as soon as this bill is passed, as it was 
officially and ecclesiastically announced [laughter] by our ( hap. 
lain, a very worthy and excellent expounder of Holy Scriptures, 
an emissary from Providence, who thanked God that the signs of 
returning prosperity were ann before us. Great was his faith, 
It could remove mountains. To find any signs of prosperity 
would require some miraculous interposition, for the ordinary 
American citizen, who is not accredited directly from the Ai- 
mighty, has seen nothing of the kind. 

_Now, Mr. President, I simply want to put in evidence a commu- 
nication which I have received from a merchant in the city of 
New York, giving the effect of the table which he incloses. He s\\s: 

The following table shows bon pemoneh $27, Schedule J, changes the 
percentage of duty payable on the recognized qualities of linen thread. 

I shall put this in the Recorp in evidence of my statement tliat 
there is an enormous increase in this schedule upon flax and upon 
linen thread. As a matter of course, as we were told yesterday 
by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], whenever you put a 
duty on the raw material you are bound to put it on the finished 
product. The writer of the communication goes on to show that 
on the-first quality, ‘‘F,” the Senate Finance Committee's rate is 
674 per cent, instead of 35 per cent, as now; on quality “A” the 
Senate Finance Committee's rate is 54 per cent, instead of 35 per 
cent; and on the best quality it is 45 per cent, instead of 3) per 
cent, as now. So there is an increase, upon an average, of more 
than 20 per cent upon this single article manufactured out of flax. 

I ask that the whole communication may be printed in the 
RECORD as a = of my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will made, in the absence 
of objection. 

The communication referred to is. as follows: 

New York«K, May 2, 1897. 

Dear Str: We beg to show below how the proposed duty would affect 
linen thread, and to ask your aid in its modification. 

We understand that domestic makers of linen thread have recently in- 
formed their trade that if Senate Finance Committee's bill is put in «tect 
they will make little or no cha: in their t prices, which shows that 
the present rate of 35 per cent ad valorem is sufficient for protection, wile. 
so far as revenue is concerned (which, we unde , was the chief goa!).i 
would be much less under the proposed ibitive rate than under a movcr- 
ate tax; besides it is well known in the that many of our citizens en- 

ed in various manufactures in which linen thread is used as a raw m‘e- 
rial prefer maeares, because of its strength and finish, which probally, 
owing to climatic causes, the domestic-made thread has not attained. 

We make this statement as contributors for many years to the Gov- 
ernment revenue on this alone, and believe an article which en- 
ters so largely as a raw ma’ is entitled to equal consideration with Troy 
shirt makers’ linen, which gets a special rate of 35 per cent ad valorem. 

The following table shows how paragraph 327, Schedule J, changes the per 
centage of duty payable on the three recognized qualities of linen thre: 


Proposed | Present 
Quality. - | ce? rate. 
a cecnereee 


en 


Per cent. | Per cent. 
67) es) 

bt 8 

35 


* Senate Finance Committee's rate. 
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The balk of, imporwrove! om “F" and “A” qualities, the increase is Mr. VEST. Are they using the Minnesota flax? 
consequently the more severe and, we believe, unjust and unnecessary, and Mr. DAVIS Indeed te aaah 
we respectfully ask for its modification. Mr. DJ Ss. y are 


Yours, very truly, Mr. VEST. To make linen? 
aw JOHN R. HALL & CO. Mr. DAV IS. I do notsay that linen cloth is woven in the United 
The Hon. Groner G. Vest. States. It is made in Belfast. 


Tend Senator, W ington, D. C. odinaue 
ee ometon, DC Mr. VEST. Oh, yes. 


Mr. DAVES. Mr. President, in view of the importance of this Mr. DAVIS. It is said that it is impossible to make linen out 
uestion of a duty on flax, and the very large and increasing pro- | of Minnesota flax, because heretofore it has been made for the 


duction of that article established in the Northwest, I can not | seed and not for the fiber. 
yermit the statements made in the correspondence to which we Mr. VEST. You do not call that the finer grade of linen, do 
ave listened to pass unchallenged. you? 


The duty proposed to be imposed is upon the direct line and for Mr. DAVIS. Come and look at it. 
the purpose, and we believe will be efficacious, to protect a most} Mr.GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Minnesota how long 
important agricultural staple raised over a vast area fit for its | these mills have been in operation? 


production, as the corresponding area in another part of the coun- Mr. DAVIS. In Minnesota about three years. 
try is for the raising of the already established staple of hemp. Mr. GRAY. How long in Michigan? 


It is not my purpose to take up any time in debate here or to Mr. DAVIS. Ido not know. 
obstruct the speedy progress of this bill to its final passage, for Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Michigan how long 
which the country is so anxiously desirous; but I wish to say that | the mills which produce linen have been in operation in that 
in Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, and the two Dakotas flax is | State? 
produced ta great abundance as a regular crop. It has been Mr. BURROWS. Iam unable to state, but I think from six to 
mostly produced for the seed up to a recent time by letting it grow 
for the naturing of the seed. Until recently it has not been cul- 
tivated for the fiber, but of late in Michigan and Minnesota es- 

ially attention has been turned to the production of the flax for 
its fiber. 

The Messrs. Livingston, of Yale, Mich., have established six 
mills in that State. They produced a thousand tons of it last ling fl 
year, Which was used in thiscountry. In Minneso‘a there are 


eight years. I can have the data here in a few minutes. 

Mr. GRAY. There is no one in this Chamber to whom this 
information in regard to what seems to be a successful conversion 
of Minnesota fiax into linen is more grateful than it isto me. 1 
hail with sincere pleasure the statement made by my distinguished 
friend from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] in regard to the success he 
seems to think it is of the experiment of sen 


>.) 
; 


to | ast 
| and there having it turned into the apparently fine linen fabrics 
two mills that produced 250 tons last year. It is produced by a} which he has displayed. 
most intelligent process. The flax manufacture is conducted— But, Mr. President, the pleasure that this gives me does not 
everything except the planting and cultivating—the intermediate | result in the same motive for action that seems to possess the 
processes are done largely by machinery and by most intelligent | minds of gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber. While it 
operations. gives me pleasure to see an industry able to stand without becom- 
Mr. President, in regard to the statement that Minnesota can | ing a mendicant upon the public, it does not give me pleasure to 
not produceand does not produce flax fiber fit for weaving and mak- | hear it heralded as the foundation, as the justification for laying 
ing linen, I hold in my hand a specimen of Minnesota fiax [exhib- | a new tax imposition upon the shoulders of the American people. 
iting], ared entirely at Northfield, in that State. Three | If that is to be the result of the discovery of this process by which 
thousand pounds of this were sent, by way of experiment and | Minnesota flax can be converted into these beautiful fabrics, then 
demonstration to Belfast, Ireland, early this year in this shape. | it is a misfortune, not a boon, that comes to this country; itis a 
1 have seen a letter from a Belfast gentleman, who undertook to | calamity, not a source of gratulation. ; 
weave it and did weave it. stating that for length of fiber and Mr. President, these mills have been established for three, four, 
tensile strength it exceeded theirown. There is some difference | five, and six years, and they have been operating under a system 
owing to their superior inherited skill in the manipulation, and | of taxation under which flax comes into this country free; and 
perhaps in the color, something easily to be overcome. now, forsooth, having struggled to their feet upon these more 
Here is a towel made at Belfast from that same flax [exhibit- | equal conditions, it is contended here that it is just and right to 
ing], apparently of good substance, and the inexpert eye would | tax the whole American people in regard to this very important 
not probably be able to discern the source from which the flax | fabric, so necessary to the health and comfort of the people, sec- 
came out of which this towel was made. ond only in importance to the fabrics of wool that are necessary 
I hold in my hand the samples woven in Belfast from this same | to the health and clothing of the people. 
ment of flax which 1 have mentioned, of various degrees I protest that it is not just, that it is not fair, that it is most 
of fineness of linen down to the coarse articles, such as are some- | unwise to attempt to levy an imposition like this upon an article 
times made into garments. The samples are many, and they can | so absolutely necessary to the well-being of the great masses of 
beseen by Senators, from the exceedingly coarse article up through | the people. 
all the degrees to the finer article of as white linen as one ever saw. Why should we have, as I have said before, interposed between 
So, Mr. President, the gentlemen who write so confidently in | the people and the obtaining of the best fabrics of that kind that 
regard to the incapacity or inability of Minnesota or the North- | can be obtained in the world this high tariff rate?) Why should 
west to ce this article are simply mistaken. The demon-| it be made more difficult for the people—for the poor people, if 
stration taken place, and profert is here made of its results. you please—of this country to get for themselves the best that the 
In the Northwest, in North Dakota, in South Dakota, and in | world’s market affords, in order that these industries, which seem 


Minnesota, flax, as they do, over a vast area, for the pro- | to have struggled to their feet without a subsidy from the Gov- 
duction of oil, you can see every year thousands of tons of | ernment, should have a bounty that is to be taken out of the 


this straw burned in the stacks. Riding through that country | pockets of the masses of the people and from the labor of the 
you will see the stacks of flax straw being burned as you will see country? 

stacks of wheat straw being burned, to get them out of the way. All that has been said in regard to this industry was most 
Itis designed by this industry, so hopefully established in Michigan | pleasant to hear, because it has obtained its present position under 
and Minnesota and the Dakotas, to bring forward Minnesota and | free and normal conditions; and there is no reason, according to 
the Northwestern flax as a textile fabric to be woven in this coun- | the statements of the honorable Senators themselves, for the 
try and furnished to the mills of this country to build up an in- | imposition, even on their theory, of a protective tax in order to 

. encourage this industry. 
Surely, Mr. President, agriculture should have some protection Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware 





here; its claims should be treated with great generosity. No in- | [Mr. Gray] takes precisely the same position on this question that 
terest t the country is more depressed. From no voca- | Mr. Gladstone or any other free trader in Great Britain would 
tion in life do cries of distress and demands for relief come up| take. They desire to have our farmers retain the business of 
more unceasingly. Here we bri to you from the Northwest a | producing the raw material, but the moment that is produced, 
production or an adaption of a production to weaving and making | they want to have us send it to Belfast or to some other place in 
all linen fabrics of the most promising character, and, indeed, a | Great Britain or Ireland and have it manufactured. 
demonstrated , and we claim with entire confidence that! I think, Mr. President, that this industry is a very great one; 
with the duty proposed by the committee—which we do not think | its power of development is certainly large; and, so far as I am 
is large enough buat which we accept—it can be established. concerned, I am quite ready and willing to promote its use here 
Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator a question? as something more than araw material. I want the raw material 
= DAVIS. Certainly to be manufactured here. 


- How many of these linen factories are there now Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I did not have—because I was not 
and the ? at my desk when I was last upon my feet—what I now have in 
There are two in Minnesota; there are six in | my hands to show what this tax amounts to and what are the 
to South Dakota I am not prepared to say, and | dimensions of this burden which is to be imposed upon the tax- 
think, in Iowa. payers of this country. Here is an article cailed table damask, of 
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the cheaper kind [exhibiting], which goes into universal con- 
sumption and is bought by people of all situations in life—bought 
by the very poor—and which is neccessary to the comfort and the 
decency of life—table damask. The tax upon it was high enough 
under the McKinley law; it is 85 per cent ad valorem under the 
Wilson tariff, and under the proposed tariff there will be what is 
called an ad valorem tax of 109} per cent, more than doubling the 
cost of this article to those who have to consume it. 

Now, in the name of those who want to maintain a decent mode 
of living, to maintain decent and comfortable homes, to get those 
things that are absolutely necessary to make homes decent and 
comfortable, I protest against this burden being placed upon the 
bowed back of American labor, the tax being more than three 
times as much.as the Senator from Arkansas | Mr. JoNEs]| suggests, 
than the McKinley tax; yet we have been told the McKinley tax 
was to be in a certain way a standard for the adjustment of the 
tariff in this bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May I be permitted to ask the 
Senator what he said was the equivalent ad valorem percentage 
on the article of table damask? 

Mr. GRAY. One hundred and nine and one-third per cent. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to ask Senators familiar with the 
question what will be the amount of ad valorem duty at the rate 
a Bry by the committee? 

r. ALLISON. On these articles that we are now dealing with? 

Mr. BACON. On this particular one under consideration, par- 
agraph 322, as I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. On the particular items embraced in para- 
graphs 321, 322, and 323 the ad valorem will range from 7 to 11 per 
cent, 

Mr. GRAY. On all three? 

Mr. ALLISON. On all of the first paragraphs of the schedule 
now under consideration, 

Mr. GRAY. That is the raw flax. I was speaking of the man- 
ufactured article, 

Mr. ALLISON. Any Senator who will look at the tables will 
see that the duty is very low on the articles embraced in these par- 
agraphs when reduced to an ad valorem. 

Mr. GRAY. That is where the compensation comes in on the 
manufactured article. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I do not care to speak to 
this schedule for the purpose of sustaining the rate placed upon 
these articles by the committee, because they are too low. The 
rate ought to be on flax, not hackled or dressed, 2 cents per pound. 
That would be about 28 per cent ad valorem. On flax, hackled, 
known as ‘‘dressed line,” it should be 4 cents a pound, which, 
upon that, would be about 28 per cent ad valorem; and on retted 
tow the rate should be 2 cents a pound, if we propose to encour- 
age and build up this industry in this country. 

We can produce in the United States all the raw material, if 

ou choose to call this raw material, necessary to furnish the 
inen goods for the people of the United States. We do produce 
to-day the flax fiber in quantity sufficient to supply the American 
market with all its spinning materia! for making linen goods, but 
we burn it up. because our people have not been trained in the way 
to cultivate and save this fiber. Within the last few years we 
have begun to learn to handle the flax straw that is grown for the 
seed, so that we can produce the fiber as well asthe seed. Tocon- 
tinue to enlarge that industry, we simply ask that a duty shall be 
laced upon these articles which shall make up for the difference 
tween the cost of labor in this country and abroad, and between 
the cost always attending the establishment of new processes, 

In the old country flax is raised upon a little patch of ground, 
owned or rented by the tiller thereof and his family, who pull the 
flax. Itis taken into the house after it has been retted in the 
streams or by the dews, and scutched, perhaps, over the back of a 
chair with a wooden knife, The weody fiber is then beaten ont, 
for the flax fiber is around the stem of the flax itself: then it is 
hackled; in other words, it is drawn-through a hackle and the 
short fiber taken out. That product is called *‘ dressed line.” So 
that there is a great deal of labor connected with the production 
of flax. In Minnesota and Michigan it is produced largely by 
machinery. 

The farmers who own their own farms sow a little thicker than 
they would sow for the seed; they till the ground with a little more 
care, and when the time for the harvesting comes the flax iseither cut 
by a machine which rans close to the ground or pulled bya machine, 
for they have already invented, for the first time in the history of 
the world, a machine that can successfully pull flax. Then it is 
retted either in the dew or in the rivers. innesota has been 
peculiarly successful, and has produced a most excellent quality 
of this material. 

But before I go into that question I shall verify the statement 
that we produce enough flax straw in this country to supply it 
with linen if we only save it. All we want is a duty to encourage 
our people to save this material instead of burning it up. 
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I have here a table giving a list of the States which prod 
flax. I will give the larger items, and publish the whole t,|)), 
my remarks. This table is taken from the census of 1840. 

daho produced 83,499 bushels of flaxseed, and I presume (i,) 
save one single pound of fiber. Illinois produced 35,013 bys) 
flaxseed and saved and made some use of 1,943 tons of straw 
produced 57,776 pounds of fiber for spinning and other pur) 
Indiana produced 17,566 bushels of flax: and 4,350 pou 
fiber. Iowa produced 2,282,359 bushels of flaxseed, 34,510) ¢.,. 
straw, and 6,281 pounds of fiber. Kansas produced 994,127 |,), 
of flaxseed, 41,237 tons of straw, and 36,093 pounds of fiber. 
nesota produced 2,721,987 bushels of seed, 31,163 tons of straw 
8,609 pounds of fiber in 1890. Last year Minnesota increas.) 
production of spinning fiber to 253 tons. Nebraska pro | 
1,401,104 bushels of seed, 35,074 tons of straw, and 1,025 pou, 
fiber. North Dakota produced 164,319 bushels of seed, 1,0()) ; 
of straw, and 568 crane of fiber. South Dakota produced 1,s\) 
bushels of seed, 36,993 tons of straw, and 3.278 pounds of 4), 
In all there were produced 10,251,000 bushels of flaxseed, 20>); 
tons of flax straw, and 251,479 pounds of flax fiber in 18), | }yo 
production of fiber since that time has been increasing. Th, 
produced in 1890, according to the census, was mostly tow , 
used for upholstering and for some very coarse spinning: but <;. ; 
that time the mills of Michigan and Minnesota and one 1))\\! 
Towa have begun the production of spinning tow; and that it cay 
be successfully produced is proved by the samples. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


Production of flax seed, straw, and fiber, census of 1890. 


Seed. | Straw. | Fiber. val 
j 7” 


Tons. | Pounds. 
2 26 


Michigan 284 31, 610 | 
Minnesota J : 8,609 | 2,81 
ES Beinn wy La baldpan Rial bees 2,% 

ID snc xovk sc cnhe sacudeubeneeeaie 
New Jersey 

SE EL in en un vane doctes dxtmebhees 
North Carolina 

North Dakota 





.| 10,251,000 | 207,000 , 479 | 10,437, 20) 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ihave here some Minnesota flax of great 
length and of excellent quality, of the crop of 1896. It is un- 
hackled flax; that is, it has been scutched, the woody fiber taken 
out of it. Itis of wonderful strength, great fineness. an wi! 
make the finest linen goodsin the world. It is the flax ou' of 
which the goods exhibited by the Senator from Minnesota | \Ir. 
Davis] were made. 

This [exhibiting] is of the same quality. It was produce! in 
the same locality, and is unhackled flax of great strength an! 
great length. It was retted in the water from one of the rivers of 
Minnesota. It has been found this stream in Minnesota is «jin =! 
equal for retted flax to the river Lesse, in Europe, where the tines! 
flax is produced, 

From this same fiber, here Sore! is a sample of hackled 
flax. The tow has been taken out of it. In other words, the s!'t 
fibers have been taken out and it is ready for spinning. |! - 
{exhibiting} is the flax which was sent to Ireland. Now, !«t' + 
see what was said aboutit. I care nothing about some import! « 
letter which has been read here saying that a little flax was <"'\' 
there of poor quality. Here is the answer. I read froma lett" 
received from Belfast, Ireland: 

March 26 there arrived at Belfast by steamship from Baltimore a cons! 
ment of flax in bales, con to local firms. flax ha3 been forwar|! 
from the State of Minneso t to Manitoba. and is the first impor': 
tion of American flax tothis city. Since its arrival, it has created not a li't': 
and quater, sronsaaee it bo be timasds sequal te ong grows ia ireland. 12 
length it surpasses Irish flax. = mae, 
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Certainly it does, for it is the longest fiber I ever saw, and I | States, in Minnesota, Iowa, Nebraska. South Dakota. over 100.000 


have examined very many samples from almost every country in 
the world which produces this material. 

This is attributed to the strong virgin soil of Minnesota, but notwith- 
standing the strength of the soil, the fiber shows that peculiarly fine texture 
that renders it so suitable for the spinning of high-class yarns, almost equal 
to that of French or Belgian. 


Mr. President, I desire that these duties shall be raised. I think 
there is justice in the claim. For instance, flax, unhackled, at 1 
cent per pound and retted flax tow at 1 cent per pound. Un- 
hackled flax is worth from 9 to 10 cents per me That makes 
the dutyequal toll percent. The samples which I have exhibited 
under this bill pay a duty of 1 cent per pound. That makes the 
duty equal to 11 per cent. It is too little when you take into con- 
sideration the committee have raised the rates on all linen goods 
from 35 and 50 per cent to 52 and 109 per cent. I suppose that is 
the com ry duty for putting a mere nothing on the raw 
material. So the bill all the way through seems to leave the pro- 
ducers of the raw material out of the count. 

1 was much amused yesterday when we put the compensatory 
duty on cotton goods, because the Senate had put a duty on cotton 
in order to break up the solid South. Let us see what they did 
yesterday. after all. Let us see where our Southern cotton Dem- 
ocrats came out in that transaction. We export millions upon 
millionsof bales of raw cotton to points all over the world. Forty 
five million pounds of cotton comes in from Egypt. Our Southern 
friends thought they would shut out the Egyptian cotton.’ They 
thought it was a very nice scheme. The Eastern Republican 
thought it would be a fine scheme to break up the solid South. 
So they went in together and put aduty on raw cotton. They 
were going to shut out the Egyptian product and, by making the 
Egyptian cotton higher in price, create a market for the somewhat 
inferior cotton grown in the South. So they put a compensatory 
duty upon goods made from the Egyptian cotton. 

Therefore the Egyptian cotton will continue tocome in, because 
the manufacturer gets the money back out of the consumer as 
the staple of the Egyptian cotton is a little better than the cotton 
produced in the South, which might fill its place if the Egyptian 
cotton were higher and they had no compensatory duty. So the 
Egyptian cotton will continue to come in, and all the Southern cot- 
ton ocrats have got out of the transaction is theassistance they 
have es the Wantern Republicans in breaking up the solid 
South. 

So here, again, a little duty is put upon flax straw for the West- 
ern farmer—or flax fiber—and immediately the duty is doubled 
upon the manufactured goods made in the East. The fact of the 
matter is that this controversy has been drifting toward free raw 
materials and a high duty on manufactured goods. So they give 
us 11 per cent on these grades of flax. Unhackled flax, dewretted, 
is worth 7 cents per pound: One cent per pound is equal to 144 
per centad valorem. Retted flax tow is also worth now about 7 
cents per pound. This makes the duty equal to 14} per cent ad 
valorem. If these rates were changed as I propose, that is, on 
flax not hackled or dressed, 2 cents per pound, the rate of duty 
would be 28.6 cent advalorem. If unhackled flax, dewretted, 
were in as I propose, it would make the duty 28} per cent 
ad-valorem, and if 4 cents a pound were placed upon hackled flax, 
known as dressed line, suitable for spinning the high grades of 
goods, the duty would be about 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Now, | insist that under these circumstances, owing to the fact 
that the compensatory duties have been increased so enormously, 
these rates d be increased very much over what the com- 
mittee have reported. Iam well aware that it is almost useless 
to argue this question. I am well aware, of course, that what the 
committee do will be ratified, but if I should say nothing about 
this matter my silence would appear to be consent to this schedule, 
so unfair so unjust to the people of the West; for we have 
increased the duties on the manufactured goods, especially the 
low On low-grade damask tablecloth, for instance, we 
have increased the rate to 109 per cent ad valorem, from about 35 
per cent heretofore, while we have only placed a duty on the ma- 
terial ont of whichitis made of 11 percent. We have added, then, 
on damask tablecloths of the low grades 70 per ceat ad valorem, 
and we have on the raw material, for which that is a com- 
ete Say, a duty of ny 11 per cent ad valorem. I have 

here from spinners in this country in regard to the charac- 
ter of this Minnesota flax, but I will not take the time to put them 

the Recorp. 

wish to state further, however, that we can produce the fiber 
by the people of thiscountry. All over the South there is a 
which will answer for cotton bagging just as well as jute. 
Years ago cotton bagging was made in this country out of flax 
largely, Of course t industry perished because of the compe- 
tition of the jute butt, which was the refuse of the jute fiber of 


1 


F 
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by labor that received about 10 cents a day. 
to reiterate the fact that we burn up in the 


estern 


| raw cotton, 





| may be caused by the imposition of the duty upon raw « 


tons of flax straw per year; yes, more than 200,000 tons of flax 
straw per year; more than 1,000,000 tons of flax straw per year, 
and all of this flax straw can be made into linen with alittle more 
care in the cultivation of the crop—with a little thicker sowing, a 
little more attention to the soil, and with pulling before the seed 
becomes absolutely ripe aud dead. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. PETTIGREW } very much misunderstands the purpose and the 
scope of the action of the Senate in placing a 20 per cent duty upon 
It has no relation to the political status of the South. 
I was not in the Senate yesterday when the amendment was of 
fered by the distinguished Senator from Iowa | Mr. ALLISON 
putting what is known as a compensatory duty upon certain cot- 
ton manufactures. I came in pending the discussion, without 
knowing what had been said, and [ did not feel free at that time 
to participate in it. I did not, in fact, know what had been said 
until I had the opportunity of reading it this mornin in the 
RecorD. I donot know that I should have said anything now 
but for the remarks of the Senator from South Dakota, and, while 
I will not immeiiately direct my remarks in reply to him, possi 
bly what I may have to say before I finish may be an answer to 
his suggestions. 

Mr. President, I think the action of the committee, representing 
the majority, in the imposition of this which is called a compensa 
tory duty was not warranted by the facts. The ground upon 
which | base that statement is this: The duty already given to cot- 
ton manufactures is sufficient fully to include any expense which 
otton. I 
have had something to say on the propriety of the imposition of a 


| tariff duty upon raw material, and I do not wish to repeat what I 


then said except to emphasize that I do not believe in the imposi- 
tion of any higher duty than is recognized as a fair revenue duty, 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me? ~ 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I stated yesterday—I have not had time to 
examine the REcorD, but I have no doubt it is correctly reported 
there—that the amendment is tentative in its character and was 
only offered for the purpose of drawing, in conference or in the 
Senate hereafter, such provisions as will equalize the duties, if any 
equalization shall become necessary. 

My own judgment is that the amount put in yesterday as an 
ad valorem is tar beyond any necessity as respects the articles 
embraced in the various paragraphs, but it is purely tentative, 
It is not intended to become a part of the bill, but only to remain 
there for the purpose of future and more careful examination. 

Mr. BACON. Iam very glad to hear the statement by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Iowa, because I feel that a very great 
injustice is done by putting that item in the bill. 

But as the subject has been discussed, I desire to call attention 
to some few features connected with the question of compensatory 
duties. I do not think, I repeat, that there shon!d be any, for the 
reason that the cotton schedule already gives to the cotton mannu- 
factures a rate of duty amply sufficient to cover everything which 
relates to these products from the beginning of their existence as 
raw material until their completion as finished articles. 

As evidence of that, I call attention to a statement of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri _- Vest] yesterday, which was not contro- 
verted, and which I presume can be fully substantiated. Reply- 
ing to the suggestion of the Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLIson], 
the Senator from Missouri said: 


When the Senator from Rhode Island made his initiatory speech and out- 
lined the general effect of the bill that was reported by the majority of the 
Finance Committee, we were told that there was very little increase as to 
the cotton schedule: that there had been some changes made in the bill, but 
he dismissed the cotton schedule with the remark that very little « e had 
been made inthatschedule. We find now increases above the McKinley Act 


We find that, not satisfied with the existing law, there have been en rmous 


increases over the Wilson Act. 

That statement is significant in view of what I believe is the 
accepted fact. that the cotton schedule in the Wilson Act was 
drawn by parties interested in the manufacture ofcotton. In fact, 
I have been informed that a distinguished Senator, now a member 
of this body, was practically the author of the cotton schedule of 
the Wilson Act. Ihave hadit stated to me within the past twenty- 
four hours by distinguished Republican Senators that there has 
been no dissatisfaction among the cotton manufacturers with the 
cotton schedule in the Wilson Act. If so, there certainly could 
be no higher evidence of the fact that the cotton schedule in the 
Wilson Act was ample for the desires and demands of those who 
as protectionists claimed that that industry should be protected. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Georgia pardon me? Ido 
not think the cotton manufacturers of New England go quite so 
far as that. I believe they thought the schedule, so far as the dis- 
tribution of protection was concerned, the scaling, was a great 
improvement on all previous laws, but. if I remember aright, there 
Was a proviso at the end of the schedule limiting the amount of 
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the duty, which, in some cases especially, they thought worked not recognize much of a free list. At the same time that the «,, 


great hardship. 

Mr. BACON, I14donot controvert that, but I do state the fact, 
which has been repeatedly stated—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator from 
Georgia, but he seems to be basing his remarks upon an observa- 
tion made by the Senator from Missouri yesterday that there have 
been enormous increases in the cotton schedule. 

Mr. BACON. I did not emphasize the word ‘‘enormous” with 
quite the degree of power that the Senator from Iowa does. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Missouri of course did not 
go into details. If he had, he would have shown that the increases 
are upon very fine cotton fabrics and not upon the fabrics that are 
generally made in this country; that they were added to the 
schedule for the purpose ef enabling our people to make those 
very fine cotton fabrics, and that they apply to avery small pro- 
portion, I understand, of the manufactures of cotton. 

Mr. BACON, The statement of the Senator from Iowa is ex- 
actly in the line of the suggestion which I was about to make. 

Mr. ALLISON. I beg pardon. 

Mr. BACON, The strength of it I think he will recognize. I 
was endeavoring to present the aig es that the present sched- 
ule as provided for in the pending bill is ample to cover any pos- 
sible increase to the manufacturers by reason of the increase of 
the raw material. That is the proposition. 

Mr. President, the only increase is upon raw material which 
goes exclusively and solely into the finer goods, They are made 
in New England. They are the goods which are covered by the 
great increases in this particular bill. That is the proposition 
which I submit—the injustice of providing a compensatory duty 
because of the fact that there has been a 20 per cent duty put upon 
raw cotton, when all the raw cotton which can possibly be affected 
by the duty is material which goes exclusively into the manufac- 
ture of the fine goods upon which the rates have already been 
raised to this enormous extent. 

So far as the coarser grades of goods are concerned, it is true, 
as stated by the Senator from Iowa, that they are not affected by 
the bill; that the bill does not raise the duties on them, They 
have begun to be manufactured in the South and have ceased to 
be the object of the care and solicitude of some gentlemen, as 
they formerly were. But the finer goods, the lisle thread, the 
laces, manufactured out of this particular grade of cotton, are the 
ones upon which there has been this enormous increase of tariff 
duty, and I say the enormous increase of tariff duty is ample to 
cover the increase upon raw cotton when it relates to raw cotton 
which alone enters into the manufacture of these particular goods. 

I say that of itself would be sufficient, but I think I may be 

justified in calling the attention of the Senate to the fact of the 
extreme solicitude and sensitiveness of Senators on the other side 
of the aisle when anything relates to the particular interests of a 
a class of producers in this ey Within the very 
imited time after the incorporation in this bill of the provision 
for the levying of a duty of 20 per cent upon raw cotton, here are 
those interests putting themselves in communication with this 
committee, and as a result, without notice to any of us, and I 
must confess in great surprise to myself, although the Senator 
from Missouri had confidently anticipated it, we have this pro- 
posed increase of duty. 

I recognize the statement of the Senator from Iowa, at which I 
expressed gratification, that it may not be so, but I take advantage 
of this opportunity to say something on it in the hope that it may 
conduce to the result which the honorable Senator anticipates. 
But, as I was saying, while it is true that they are so sensitive, 
they have not manifested that sensitiveness as to the interests of 
other portions of our country and of other classes and of other 
industries. 1 have twice before upon this floor called the atten- 
tion of the Senate to a most flagrant ahd marked discrimination 
made by the Republican members of the Senate in the framing of 
the pending bill between the interests of the farmers of the North 
and the interests of the farmers of the South. Twice — this 
floor I have asked them to state to the country upon what they 
base the right to make that discrimination, and neither time have 
we had a response. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish the Senator would name the ial 
articles where we have discriminated in favor of the North and 
West as against the South. 

Mr. BACON. I was about todoso, I have done it twice be- 
fore in the hearing of the honorable Senator. I have asked for an 
explanation. There may be an explanation. If there is, I am 
ready to accord to them the propriety of their action. 

The farmers of the North and West need sacks in which to 
earry their graip to market. They need binding twine with 
which to prepare it before they can send it. Both of these articles 
are upon the free list. I think it is proper that they should be 
there, in view of the fact that we have the kind of tariff bill that 
we do, although I should very much prefer a tariff bill that did 
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wroducers of the North and West are accorded free bags an; f, 
inding twine the cotton producers of the South are required {., 
pay a high tax upon bagging and ties. 
Mr. WHITE. I may be mistaken in this respect, but it is , 


faiaicn, from reading the bill, that grain bags are not on the {).. 
ist ; 


Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not; none of them are. 

Mr. WHITE. I was preparing some observatiuns in critic), 
of that provision. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Georgia will allow». | 
will say that while he is gee to criticise us for having ¢! 
articles upon the free list, the honorable Senator from Calif: 
is making great preparations to show they ought to be there. 

Mr. BACON. How about binding twine? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a very different thing. I will ass:, 
the Senator that so far as the committee is concerned, befor. 
finish the bill as respects the things he is criticising now, ‘)) , 
will be treated in the same way that we treat the Southern p:.,/- 
ucts. 

Mr. BACON. Iam more than glad to hear it. 

Mr. BERRY. Let me ask the Senator from Iowa a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. Does the Senator intend to bring about {) 
equality by putting cotton bagging on the free list along wit), 
binding twine, or by putting a tax on binding twine? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Arkansas will take no 
that the committee, so far as it can, is deliberating upon all {! 
subjects, and it will endeavor to keep an equilibrium with rs 
to these articles, and in one way or the other the matter wi|! 
probably be accomplished. 

Mr. BERRY. I have learned that the committee is deliber: 
ing. I have learned that much, and that is about as much as | 
knew before I asked the question. Now; will the Senaior from 
Georgia permit me for one moment? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. Binding twine, used to bind the grain of the 
Northwest, is on the free list. Cotton bagging, which is used ‘o 
cover the cotton of the South, is on the taxed list. Now, if : 
Senator from Iowa will put cotton bagging on the free list along 
with binding twine, I will feel that this discussion has not been 
entirely in vain. 

Mr. WHITE. How about cotton ties? 

Mr. BERRY. Iwas speaking particularly of this schedule at 
the present time. Cotton ties, asa matter of course, ought also to 
be upon the free list. 

Mr. BACON. I must say, in justification of myself, that my 
statement in reference to grain sacks being on the free list wis 
based a a statement made by the Senator from Texas | \ir. 
MILLs] in the Senate, and Senators were asked upon that pariicu- 
lar occasion to state why it was done, and no response was male. 
1 did not examine the bill. I su , of course, that the state- 
ment made by the Senator from Texas was correct. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not hear the Senator from Texas, if he 
made that statement. 

Mr. BACON. I can show it to the Senator from Iowa in the 
Recorp. Not only so, but the Senator from Missouri called at- 
tention to it, and as nothing was said in response by distinguish« 
Senators, I took it upon myself to ask the question why it was, in 
to ask them to give an explanation. It was upon that that I base! 
my statement. I am more than delighted to hear the statemen'! 
of the Senator from Iowa, because results are what we are 
after. We desire that the cotton of the South, who, as | 
said before, feel the dead weight of all this imposition of tari’, 
shall have the benefit, as far as practicable, of free material int) 

reparation for the market of a which itself in the main can 
ave no benefit either direct or from the imposition of a 

I am extremel to hear the assurance of the distin- 
guished Senator Towa that it is the of the committee 
and of the Senators upon the other side of the Chamber to see that 
this tind has fair and equal and impartial treatment. 

Mr. t, I to say one other word in this connection 
with reference to the matter of compensatory duty. I trust it ma) 
turn out that in this particular instance there may be no compen- 
satory duty. But Senators this side of the C. ber who dif- 
fered with those who acted myself in favoring a tariff duty 0! 
20 per cent“. valorem upon cotton seem to regard the fact that the 
distinguished Senator from Iowa, ting his party, had pro- 
posed a compensatory duty as one ng their original 

ition that 20 per cent ad valorem duty on raw cotton was au 
improper duty because, as stated by them, it would be taken as an 


Ne eee or 
The particular attention of the 
Senate to is that even if my contention were erroneous and the 


compensatory duty in this particular case isa proper duty, it would 
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not change the proposition that a revenue tariff upon cotton is a is that the 15,000 people must bear this loss of $1,300,000 rath 


proper tariff. : 
In con that question one important fact must be borne 
in mind. While this tariff is one which is proposed to be levied 


upon the importation of all kinds of cotton, it in fact relates toa 
very proportion of the cotton crop, and can have no effect 
upon the general crop. There are about 100,000 bales of long-fiber 
cotton made in the United States. They are all made in the 
States of South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida. There are at the 
same time about 100,000 bales of similar cotton imported into this 
country. So, instead of its being a tariff duty levied upon an 
article where there is a product of nine or ten million bales of 
cotton, it is a tariff levied upon a product of which there are in 
this country only about 100,000 bales. And it is a tariff levied 
upon a uct where there is an import of about the same amount 
as that which is made in this country. 

Mr. President, I say that, tested by every rule which has ever 
been recognized by the Democratic party by which should be de- 
termined whether an article is a proper and legitimate subject for 
a tariff for revenue, an article which is produced in this country 
to the extent of about 100,000 bales, and in which there is an im- 
port of about an equal amount, is such an article, and can be de- 
fended anywhere and everywhere as a proper and legitimate sub- 
ject of revenue tariff. 

What is the contention of those who say that if a compensatory 
duty is levied it shows that the original duty upon the raw mate- 
rial should not be levied? The argument is that it is practically 
taking it out of one pocket and putting it into the other; that the 
Republicans consent to this suggestion on the part of those of us 
who come from the section where this particular cotton is raised, 
and at the same time turn around and tax it the same amount. 

Well, Mr. President, that is not a correct statement of the case. 
The object of free raw material, as stated by those who contend 
for it, is to put a cheap material at the command of the manufac- 
turer, so that he can manufacture more cheaply for the consump- 
tion of the people. 

The distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and the 
distinguished Senator from Texas {[Mr. CHILTON] said that the 
effect of this duty on raw material could not be to raise the price 
of cotton. The Senator from Texas has said it, and the Senator 
from Missouri echoed it and affirmed it and approved it. If so, 
Mr. President, it can be no ground for the placing of a compensa- 
tory duty. But the truth is it is notso. The truth is that the 
placing of a duty on this cotton will raise the price in the hands 
of the producer. 

The objection is made by those who oppose this 20 per cent duty 
on cotton on the ground that it raises the price to the manufac- 
turer, and that therefore the manufacturer must raise the price to 

consumer. 

If the argument is carried out, what does it mean? It means 
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that the cotton must be cheapened to the manufacturer in order | 


that he may cheapen his finished product to the consumer. 

Now, Mr. Presiient, who are the consumess? The consumers 
are those who use fine goods among 70,000,000 people. It is trne 
these consumers will not be the common people at all. They are 

he people who wear laces, and lisle-thread clothes, and lisle- 
thread socks, and lisle-thread underwear. The proposition is that 
that these le may have cheap underwear and cheap 
articles of luxury of this kind the price must be made cheap at 
of those who produce the raw material. 
Let een illustration. It is estimated that under this duty 
the cotton, the raw material which is to be consumed 
makers of these fine goods, the duties wpon which have 
80 enormously raised, as we have heard, will be increased to 
these manufacturers to the extent, say, of $1,300,000. Therefore 
it is argued that the cost to the consumers wil! be increased, nec- 
$1,300,000. If a compensatory duty is put upon mannu- 
factured of course that increased cost will be distributed 
consumers, among the 70,000,000 people who use 
of ay mer If the prices are not to be increased to that 
extent, then se are to be cheapened at the cost of somebody. 
somebody to be? Who is to lose $1,390,000? 
Is it to be distributed among all these consumers by the compen- 
satory duty, or is it to rest exclusively upon and be borne by the 
of this cotton? Are the few men who produce this long 
staple to be made to lose $1,300,000, or shall the enormous number 
of consumers of this class of goods pay it through the methods of 


Be 


‘1 


men do you suppose there are en- 

cotton? I said that the production 
the States of South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida; 
those States in the production of this par- 
ticular cotton are comparatively very few. 1 doubt if there are 
15,000 worgiemanaed in the cultivation of this particular class of 
cotton. tion which will deny the right to impose 
forsooth, there might be a compensatory duty 
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, 
than that the entire community of 70,000,000 should have tha 
amount distributed among them, each paying his proportionat: 
part of it. 

So I say, Mr. President, taking whichever horn of t 


) 


he dilemma 


you will, if there is no propriety in the comp tory duty, then 
of course there is no increased cost to the people in the position 
of the 20 per cent duty; andif there is pro; yin the n of 
the compensatory duty, it is much better that t) sould 
be borne by the entire people than that the loss s ld fali upon 
15,000 people or less in the three States of South Ca 1a, ( 

gia, and Florida. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to continue this di 11 
does seem to me that Senators who oppose this proposition ] 
been extremely inconsistent. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May I ask the Senator fi 
Georgia a question? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator makes a calculation 
that the duty will be increased $1,300,000? 

Mr. BACON. I judge that on the amount imported last yea 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will not that be paid reall 
the persons engaged in manufacturing Egyptian cotton into fal 

rics? 

Mr. BACON, I think that very probably they will raise tl 
price of their goods. It will be paid ulti vtely by th ! 

| I believe that all things are ultimately paid by the consum 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But 
that much more for their material. 
Mr. BACON. I think so. 


they will be ob! lto p 


= - , i } : 1 ‘ 
[think the people who raise tha 


class of cotton in this country will get the direct benefit of it. A 
great many things which have been said here and which have been 
said elsewhere about this asa duty laid upon the general cotton crop 


have no possible relation whitever to the subject 
distinct as if it were not named cotton. Itis just th 
tion of a product of 100,000 bales in this country, two-thirds of 


It is ju 4 
simple qu 


which, I will say in passing, is raised in my own Stat Gener 
ally speaking, 100,000 bales are raised in this country and 100,000 
bales are imported, and it might as well be jute or anything el 


so far as the principle is concerned. And I say, Mr. President 

that you may look through this bill, you may look through the 
Wilson bil], and there are without number instances of revenue 
duties laid upon agricultural products for which the argument in 
favor of them is not half so strong nor a tenth so strong asin this 
particular case. 


Senators, I repeat, have been inconsistent in this matter. My 
| distinguished friends on my right announce, with the utmost 
positiveness, without qualification, that they have no regard to 


anything except the question as to whether or nota particular 
levy of a duty will raise a revenue; and yet the Senator from Mi 
souri and the Senator from Arkansas both yesterday affirmed, as 
a positive principle which could not be ignored, that the levy of a 
duty upon a raw material necessitated a compensatory duty upon 
the finished product. 

Now, if so, why? Does the levy of a duty upon the raw ma- 
terial make the compensatory duty necessary in order that there 
may be a revenue upon the finished product? Can it be defended 
upon ahy ground except the single position that. the revenue hav 
ing been laid upon the raw material, it is necessary that ther 
should be a compensatory duty in order to protect the manufac- 
turer of the finished product? 

I say there is no possible reconciling the position of the Senators 
who claim that they have an eye single to revenue and who at 
the same time announce in the most emphatic language that 
wherever thereis a revenue duty laid upon the raw material there 
must be a compensatory duty upon the finished product. 

Mr. VEST. I know the Senator from Georgia does not intend 
to misrepresentme. If he will look at the RecorD, he will observe 
that I did not say that. 

Mr. BACON. I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. VEST. I was arguing against the compensatory duty, and 
I said that our Republican friends always put on a compensatory 
duty. lt is not right to do it, and I am opposed to both duties. 

Mr. BACON. 1am delighted to hear the Senator say that; but 
Iam going to read his language to show that I did not purposely 
misquote him. 

Mr. VEST. I did not revise what I said. 

Mr. BACON. I am delighted for this reason: If there is no 
reasonable ground for a compensatory duty, if no compensatory 
duty is right, then the fact that somebody else is going to do 
wrong in imposing a compensatory duty is no argument why we 
should fail todo right in imposing a revenne duty on raw material. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will excuse me, I will state what I 
meant tosay. I have not revised any remarks [ have made in the 
debate. I do not know what the ConGREssIONAL Ri! t(D shows, 
but I know what I intended to say. I was arguing against tho 
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compensatory duty of 10 per cent, and I said that I was not at all 
surprised that it had been put there, because I had never known 
a case in my experience in tariff bills where there was a duty put 
upon raw material that it was not followed by the Republican 
party by a compensatory duty paid to the manufacturer. But I 
never was in favor of a duty on raw material to commence with. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BACON. Yes; Iam going toread what both Senators said. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to your reading 
what I said, but-—— 

Mr. BACON. I beg pardon; go on. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What I have said, and what the Sen- 
ator from Missouri has said, all the time, was that we did not 
believe in duties on raw materials, but whenever you load the 
cost of raw material to the manufacturers you handicap them, 
unless you make some compensation to them for the tribute that 
the Government levies upon their raw material. 1tis our opposi- 
tion to a tax on raw materials that made us say that this thing 
ought not to be done, and I say whenever you put a tax on the 
raw material you are compelled to put on a compensating tax if 
you would allow the manufacturer to live at all. It is to show 
the utter absurdity of taxing raw materials that I mentioned the 
thing at all. 

Mr. BACON. Do you mean to say that they ought to have a 
compensatory duty? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. They are bound to have it if you 
want them to live. 

Mr. BACON, Do you think they ought to have it? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ido not think they ought to be robbed 
any more than anybody else. I do not think we ought to levy a 
tax, in the first place, on raw materials. I do not think that the 
robbery there, because it is levied, would justify another robbery. 

Mr. BACON. I want to ask the Senator whether or not he 
thinks as a matter of right they should have a compensatory duty? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. [ do not believe any tax ought to be 
levied for the benefit of private individuals, but it ought to be 
levied for revenue, and it ought not to be so levied for revenue on 
articles as to create an injustice. A man ought not by taxation 
to rob somebody else for his benefit. The whole thing is wrong. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator declines to answer my question. I 
have asked him two or three times. I will not press it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have answered distinctly in plain 
English, so that anybody can understand what my position is. 

r. BACON. I have asked the question-— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ask the question again and I will 
answer yes or no. : 

Mr. BACON. I wanted to see whether the Senator from Arkan- 
sas agreed with the Senator from Missouri. I asked the Senator 
whether he thought it was a matter of right, in case there was a 
duty upon the raw material, that the manufacturer of the finished 

roduct who used that raw material should have a compensatory 


nty. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I answered that when I said I did not 
believe that any taxes ought to be levied except for revenue. Was 
not that a plain answer to the Senator's question? 

Mr. BACON. No. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then I will answer no. 

Mr. BACON. You do not believe there should be a compen- 
satory duty? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not believe that any tax ought 
to be levied anywhere on the face of God's green earth except for 
revenue, and that alone. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. Now I have the answer of both Sen- 
ators plain and explicit. I did not have it before. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think you did if you had read the 

ir. BACON, The position of the distinguished Senators is 
this: The fact that there is a duty levied on raw material does not 
as a matter of right and justice make it proper that there should 
be any compensatory duty. That necessarily leads to this propo- 
sition, that the argument which they use against a duty on raw 
material because of a compensatory duty on the finished product 
falls to the ground. If a tariff for revenue upon the raw mate- 
rial is a proper thing. then we ought not to be deterred from it by 
the fear that somebody else will do an oe thing. That is 
the answer to the position of the distinguished Senators. 

Mr. President, as we are on that point, I desire to call attention 
particularly to one thing. I went over it just now, but I think I 
will emphasize it, in view of what the Senators have just said. 
They say they do not believe in free raw material. Why? Be- 
cause they want mannufactures—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not say I did not believe in free 
raw material. I said I did not believe in a tax on raw material. 

Mr. BACON. Very well; that is what I intended to say. The 
Senators say they believe in free raw material. That is the same 
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thing as saying that they do not believe ina tax onit. The dis. 
tinguished Senators say they believe in free raw material becayso 
they desire that the manufacturer should get that raw materi,| .: 
as cheap a price as possible, in order that he may manufactur. 
cheaply and sell cheaply. 

Mr. President, there are two ways in which the manufacturo; 
can make a profitable business. One is by decreasing the cost 
the material that he manufactures; the other is by increasing t}\> 
price at which he sells. In other words, it is the difference | o- 
tween the cost of manufacture and the price of sale which ma. 
his profit; and it does not make a particle of difference to him, « 
far as that profit is concerned, whether it is secured by incressi)). 
the price at which he sells or by decreasing the cost of the mat. 
rial which he manufactures. That is a plain proposition. 

Now, what is the proposition of the distinguished Senator 0), 
my right? Protection, as we ordinarily understand it in this conn 
try, is designed for the purpose of raising the price at which a man 
can sell his finished product. I think protection which has t)),;: 
for its object is wrong, and I am opposed to it. The Senator says 
he is opposed to it also. But I do say that those Senators w)), 
favor free raw material are in favor of a system of protection th). 
is more odious to me than the system which raises the price of th 
finished article. Why? Whenever youraise the price of a finished 
article without decreasing the cost of the raw material, the in- 
creased cost is distributed among all the 70,000,000 consumers of 
this country. On the other hand, whenever you increase the 
profits of the manufacturer by lowering the price of the materia! 
that he uses, he makes the same profit; but that loss in the cost 
to him of the raw material falls exclusively upon the man who 
produces the raw material, and is not distributed among the 7\) - 
000,000 people who consume it. Is there any answer to that, Mr. 
President? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. BACON, I say again, at the risk of repetition, because | 
now have the attention of Senators, that I illustrate this by the 
case of the duty upon long-fiber cotton, because that is what it 
means. I use that as an illustration of the proposition. The 
manufacturers of fine goods who use the long-staple cotton are 
not those who purvey to the tastes and necessities of the common 
people of this country. They are those who make articles which 
are consumed by the rich all over the country. 

The proposition of the distinguished Senators is that the 15,()\)) 
or less people in South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida who make 
this long-staple cotton should furnish to the manufacturers their 
cotton at $1,300,000 less than it would cost them if an ordinary 
revenue duty were put upon it, and if that is done the manufavc- 
turers can sell to the consumers, who, I say, are the rich c'ass of 
people, this product at $1,300,000 less than they could sell it if a 
duty were imposed. Therefore they say that in order that the 
men who consume these fine goods, these , this fine underwear, 
may have their goods cheaper, the people who produce this lony- 
staple cotton, and who are barely living from hand to mouth, 
shall be compelled to furnish to the manufacturers their goods at 
$1,300,000 less, and that instead of the people who consume the- 
fine goods paying the $1,300,000, this cotton shall be furnished at 
the practical to this small class of people of the $1,300,000. 

Mr. President, what is there in this particular article which 
makes it so odious to the distinguished Senators? I was not in 
the Senate when the Wilson bill was passed, but I recollect that 
I read with a great deal of interest the fight made by the dist n- 
guished Senator from Alabama [Mr: Mor@an] who sits in fro! 
of me against the patting of iron ore upon free list. Who 
then claimed that the Senator from Alabama was acting outs ‘e 
of the tenets of the Democratic party? And when the compens:- 
tory duty of $4 upon pig iron and some other rate upon manu!a - 
tured iron were put upon it, who said that the distinguished Se.- 
tor from Alabama had abandoned the tenets of the Democratic 
party? If anyone said so, point to the Recorp. Senators befvre 
me were here then. 

Mr. President, I need not go back to three years ago for the 
purpose of illustration. I can take the Recorp of the last two 
weeks and point to instance after instance where distingnisie | 
Senators on my right rose in their places as the representatives |! 
the party and advocated amendments ‘ae valorem duties 
were put upon agricultural ucts. distinguished Senator 
from Missouri says that he did that in the interest of the lowerins 
of duty, that if he had, as he said in to the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Bate}, his wish in the matter, he would put the 
on the free list. a 

What prohibited the Senator from su ting the free list’ 
What was there to induce him to ask for 20 per cent ad valore™ 
re various agricultural products and 35 per cent upon one. 

e did not expect that any amendment which he offered on th: 
subject would be incorporated in the bill asalaw. He was not 
off the amendments with the slightest expectation of haviny 
them He was offering them as the representative of bis 
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and as the exposition of his own view in the matter, to show 

what his party would do if they were in power and had the fram- 
ing of this bill, and to show what the Senator from Missouri 
would doif he had the control of it. Why should he propose 
20 per cent wu these various agricultural products instead of 
moving to put them on the free list? 

Mr. test. The Senator from Georgia certainly does not mean 
to misrepresent what I said. 

Mr. BACON. Most assuredly not. 

orld. 
me VEST. I stated emphatically to the Senator from Ten- | 
nessee | Mr. Bate], when he asked me why I did not move to put | 
a certain agricultural article on the free list, that I was eutirely 
willing and anxious to do so. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that, and I so stated. 

Mr. VEST. The reason, and I have stated it here again and 
again, was that when an increase upon any article was proposed, 
we offered the Wilson rate, the existing law, not because we did | 
not want to put the article on the free list. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We preferred the Wilson rates to the | 
rates pro here. , 

Mr. VEST. We preferred the Wilson Act to this proposed law, | 
because the duties are lower, although, as I said to the Senator 
from Tennessee, we should prefer to place them on the free list. | 
I should like to ask the Senator from Georgia a question. 

Mr. BACON. Let me answer that first. I certainly do not | 
desire to misrepresent the Senator, and I think I stated substan- | 
tially what he said. I said that the Senator did offer these | 
amendments and that he stated in response to the suggestion of 
the Senator from Tennessee that he would prefer to have them on | 
the free list. But 1 went on to say that there was no reason why | 
the Senator, if he had such preference, should have made sugges- 
tions of various rates of ad valorem duties, because the Senator 
was not offering the amendments with the expectation of having 
them incorporated in the bill. He was simply making a record 





I would not do so for the 
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for his pen He was simply showing what his party would do | 
if they had control of the bill. He was simply showing that they 
veel. do now what they did three years ago. when they did put 
these agricultural products upon the revenue list. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, I want to make a 


frank statement. Thisis very delectable to the Republican party. 
They listen with great avidity. Their hearts are cheered, and I 
can see their eyes gleaming with delight. I have refrained from 
developing the dissensions in the Democratic party on this side if | 
I could } help it. Idid not move to put those articles on the free | 
list because I knew the Senator from Georgia and four other 
Senators on this side would immediately declare that we were at- | 
tacking the agricultural interests, and because agricultural papers | 
in this country. conspicuonsly the American, published in Phila- | 
delphia, had declared that these were protective duties in the 
interest of the farmer. 

In 1890, when the Republican party proposed these duties upon 
corn and wheat and oats and rye, when we furnished the home 
market and then sent nine-tenths of the product abrvad, I said 
that it was afraud andafarce: In 1894, certain Democrats. when | 
we were compelled to have every vote on this side of the Cham- | 
ber, insisted upon putting duties, modified as they are in the Wil- | 
son Act, upon these articles, and the Senator from Arkansas and | 
myself were compelled to accede toit. Isaid then,as the Recorp 
shows, that I did not believe it would help the farmer. 

Mr. BACON. Did the Senator take that position in re‘erence to | 
iron ore that the Senator from Alabama insisted should be put | 


upon the dutiable list? 

Mr. VEST. 1 was in favor of free ironore. I differed with the | 
Senator from Alabama. I was in favor of free lead, and my State 
prego more of galena ore than any other State in the Union. | 

am ready to yote for it now. I have gone into the lead regions | 
of Missouri and told them I was for free lead, and if they wanted | 
a man here who would vote to put a tax on it, to send somebody | 
else, That is my position, and I intend to stand by it. 

Now, I want toask the Senator this question. since he has 
brought up this lavatory here for dirty linen in the Democratic | 
a dissensions that exist: Do you believe that the tariff 

a tax 

Mr. BACON. I do. 
ness stand in this way. 

Mr. VEST. 1 beg the Senator's pardon. I will put the ques- | 
tion, then, through the President of the Senate, with an apology 


But I do not like to be put upon the wit- | 


in advance, 
Mr. BACON, 
of course, 
but as to 
tions 
usual 


I will state to the Senator that I do not object, 
to a reasonable interruption and to any direct question, 
being put upon the stand for a series of categorical ques- 
upon the tariff, I hardly think it is in accordance with the 


Mr. VEST. Ido not propose to cross-examine the Senator. 


SIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| that is what I mean to do here. 


| Democratic party. 
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Mr. BACON. You started that way. 


Mr. VEST. But Ido want to ask him this question. He says 
the tariff is a tax. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator not | ‘lieve, as a Democr it. that 


iil 


necessary to carry it on economically administered? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. VEST. Then how does the Senator propose to put 
on cotton, or any other article, when he knows there 
$130,000,000 surplus money in the Treasury of the United 
now, and that if there should be a deficit of $10.000,000—and it 
can not possibly be over $55,000,000 for the next vear—w mn pay 
it out of the surplus money inthe Treasury and still have a sur 
plus besides that? 

Mr. VEST. <A Senator near me suggests that that is borrowed 


this tax 


3 over 
States 


money. But we donot have to borrow it. We have already bor- 
rowed it and got it on hand, as this morning's Treasury state- 
ment shows. ‘Then why the necessity of helping the Republican 


party to put on taxes? 

Mr. BACON. If I had my way, Mr. President, there would be 
no tariff bill passed at this session. 

A Senator on my right says in an undertone that as the Repul 
licans are doing it 1 want my share. I absolutely and utter! 
repudiate any such suggestion. 

Mr. VEST rose. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I will endeavor 
to tell him that I have no possible reco 
of any such position. 


) 
y 


nition of the propriety 


I put it absolutely behind me. I have no 


| Sympathy with the cry that, if the Treasury is being looted, my 


section must have its part of it. I absolutely abhor the idea. 1 
do say this, however, that whatever revenue bill is passed ought 
to be equal in its operations to all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And the Democratic platform demands tt. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; the Democratic p!atform demands it. I 
have read that plank of its platform in this Chamber, and I will 
read it again if anybody desires it. 

I say whatever revenue bill is passed ought to be equal in its 
operations. Isay there ought not to be a revenue bill which makes 
a producer of the raw material buy in a protected market and 
makes him sell in a free market. 

Mr. VEST. If my friend will permit me, has he not just stated 
that he would not pass any tariff bill and that there was not any 


| need for revenue? 


Mr. BACON. Very well, and Iam not going to assist in the 
passage of this bill. Most undoubtedly I will not. Has the Sen- 
ator ever had any doubt upon that subject? 

Mr. VEST. No; I hope not. 

Mr. BACON. I am not going to assist in the passage of this 
bill; but when this measure is before the Senate it is just the same 
as any other measure that is pending in this body where amend- 
ments are being offered. Many Senators who are opposed to a 


| measure offer amendments to it, because, if it has got to pass, they 


want it to be in such shape that it will be the least harmfu!; and 
I am endeavoring to see to it 
that the people in my section who produce raw material, and who 
have to pay the protective prices put upon all they consume which 
this biil proposes to put upon them, siiall have their products put 
on the revenue list and not on the protected list. 

The Senator speaks about my bringing up the dissensions of the 
I appeal to the Senate, who did it? The Sen- 
ator said he offered these various amendments as to the duty upon 


| agricultural products because he knew that I and four others on 


this side would do so and so, whereas the truth is, five amend 
ments imposing ad va’orem duties on agricultural products had 
been offered by the Senator before my amendment was offered, 
so that the Senator could not have been influenced by what I did. 

Mr. President, since that time I have sat in my seat while the 
Senator has time and again by open and covert allusion referred 
to me and those with whom I havé acted, and I have been silent. 
1 have been silent even when I had a disy}« but 


sit on to spe 14: 


| when on yesterday the Senator pressed this question about this 


compensatory duty, and when there was an evident exultation 
manifested that these Republican Senators had done what Demo- 
crats had said they would do, that they had done that which they 
had urged as a reason why a tariff of 20 per cent upon raw cotton 
should not be adopted—I say when that was done (and many 
things were said in the brief discussion yesterday afternoon after 
I came into the Senate. evidently in allusion to Senators with 
whom I had acted), 1 felt it was proper that [ should speak. I did 
not design to make an attack upon the Senator, because I have no 
such idea; he is not an antagonist to be lightly taken hold of, and 
there is no man I know of that | would more carefully avoid an 
unnecessary contest with; but I can not sit here day after day and 
have allusions made by the Senator to myself and to my associates 
and still be dumb. 
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Mr. President, when I offered an amendment for a duty of 20 
per cent upon cotton, I offered it in a very unobtrusive, quiet 
manner. But what led to the debate? Was it not the attack of 
the Senator from Missouri? I have not desired it. But I dosay 
that it has been my duty, and I still recognize it as my duty, so 
far as I am able in the making of this tariff bill, to have it rest 
as equally as possible. Ishall be glad to see it defeated altogether; 
but if it has got to be passed, I want it framed so that it will rest 
with as little burden as possible upon my people, and that what- 
ever benefits may result from it, they may have their due share, 
not in the way a Senator suggested to me, not in the way of tak- 
ing that which nobody ought to take. I will not vote for any 

rotective duty which can be offered if its effect will be prohib- 

tive upon any article which is raised in my State. I will say 
that to the Senator, although perhaps I have not the public spirit 
which he claims for himself. 

Mr. TILLMAN.. I should like to call the attention of these 
Democratic brethren of ours who are attacking our loyalty to the 
Chicago platform and to Democratic principles to the duties levied 
by themselves in the Wilson law: 

Buckwheat, corn or maize, corn meal, oats, rye, rye flour, wheat, and 
wheat flour, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Now, they declare here, as we all know, that these articles are 
articles of export and that any pretense of protection is a humbug 
and a fraud: and yet they themselves are only disputing with 
their Republican brethren over there as to the amount of fraud— 
whether the duty shall be 20 per cent ad valorem or 25 cents a 
bushel on wheat, and so on through. Now, let us have a clean 
record on this business. I stand here myself and announce that 
if we are to have this stealing from the people by protected inter- 
ests, I want my share for South Carolina, and I am not ashamed 
to say it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not agree with my distin- 
guished friend from South Carolina in that particular. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But the people of Georgia will agree with me. 

Mr. BACON. I do not represent them if they do. I do not 
think, however, that that is the opinion of the people. Ido not 
think the people desire that there should be an improper tariff 
upon any article. I do not think the people desire that there 
should be an advantage given at the public expense to any partic- 
ular class or section, and I do not think they wish to participate 
in anything of the kind. I certainly do not. My position is this: 
Tam not in favor of a protective duty cn anything, but I am in 
favor of a revenue duty on almost everything except on some very 
few articles, like salt. That is my creed. 

Mr. President, if I had the drawing of a tariff bill, it would not 
be 6 inches long, I would simply put all those articles under a 
certain duty, let it cut where it would. That is the only revenue 
law you can have which will be stable. I would put a 20 or 25 
per cent tax upon articles coming into this country. There are 
some articles, however, which ought to be free now which we 
could then afford to pay a duty on under such a tariff by reason 
of the advantages we would have in the general lowering of rates. 

Mr. President, until you have something of that kind you will 
never have a stable tariff law. As long as you have a tariff 
law changing with every change of Administration you will have 
parties interested in this article or that article coming to Congress 
and each contending that it shall have the advantage over others; 
you will have an unstable tariff law, and you will never have a 
stable tariff law upon which the business of this country can rest 
in safety until you lay down the law that you are going to have a 
certain rate, and that whenever that rate is not sufficient to yield 
sufficient revenue for the support of the Government it must be 
80 changed as to yield that revenue, whether that change be in 
raising it or in lowering it, so that all may come in together upon 
a common level. ‘i 

I had no expectation when I to do more than suggest the 
reason why this compensatory duty should not be put on the man- 
ufactures of cotton, and further to suggest the argument I have 
made upon the subject of duties on free raw material. I certain] 
had no expectation of antagonizing the Senator from Misssedt. 
There is no man I have a higher respect and regard for than he, and 
if Ihave, in the heat of the debate, said anything which is unkind 
to him, I most cheerfully and gladly retract it. I had no such 
intention. 

I recognize him as the foremost—I will not make any invidious 
comparisons—I will say that I recognize him as one of the fore- 
most men not only on this side of the Chamber, but in the Sen- 
ate, and that is —— him among the foremost men of the — 
est deliberative y of all the world. But I said I had no 
of antagonizing him, of doing what he says has been done for the 
delectation of Republicans. I simply desired to put the case 
right. Weare not here for the p of asking protection for 
any article. We are not here for the Lag? wy of eo in 
any = game. Weare simply desirous that there shall be equal- 
ity of burdens and equality of benefits. 

. President, I have only one single additional word to say. 


The Senator from Texas [Mr. Mitis] spoke of “the forg, 
man,” and that has been reechoed here. Certainly ‘‘the fo, 
ten man” is the man to be remembered; but whois he? <A, 
ing to the contention of the Senator from Texas—I am de}i.. 
to see that the Senator has come back to the Chamber, bec; 
want to give him a criticism to think about—according (» 
Senator’s contention, ‘‘ the forgotten man” is the consumer 
in that he is very much mistaken. All consumers are not : 
gotten men.” All ‘‘forgotten men” are consumers, But {| 
are a great many consumers who are not ‘forgotten men.” 
these protected classes are consumers; all these men who 2) 
realize this great wealth out of the provisions of this and f 
tariff bills are consumers, but they are not “the forgotten : 

Who are “‘ the forgotten men,” Mr. President? “The for 
men” are the producers of raw material, who at the samo ; 
are consumers; “ the forgotten men” are those who have 
what they make cheap and to buy what they consume very | 
and there is nothing which contributes to the swelling 0: 
crowd of “forgotten men” like the extension of the fr 
among those who are the producers of raw material out of \ 
those men not forgotten make their great wealth in the finis) 
product. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I had hoped that the lesson viy>n 
by the Republicans yesterday evening, when they imposed »), 
ditional duty of 10 per cent on cotton i to compensate | 
20 per cent duty on raw cotton, would prove a warning | 
countrymen of the South not to engage in this game of ,; 
and steal, as the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Ti.) 
calls it. In the first place, Mr. President, even if it were lh. 
to do that, I tell our friends: from the South now that : 
can not compete with Iowa and New England in that kind 

ame. The people of New England have been playing th's , 

or a great many years, and if the Senators who come here ton 
the South think or hope or expect that they can play even wit! 
these experts, I tell them they will find themselves mista\on. 

I did think it showed some ingratitude on the part of our Repub- 
lican friends when the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIso%} intro- 
duced his amendment. Only a few days ago, when five Sout! 
Senators showed their great liberality by voting for a tax upon the 
white-pine lumber grown in Michigan and Wisconsin and \inne- 
sota, the Republicans on the other side of the Chamber were de- 
lighted, and they hastened over here to congratulate and thank our 
friend from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] who has just spoken; and yet 
yesterday, coolly, deliberately, after that, the Senator froin Iowa 
introduced an amendment here to impose 10 per cent additional 
tax on manufactured cotton goods as compensatory for that which 
had been im upon raw cotton of 20 per cent. 

Mr. President, I say to the Senator from South Carolina that 
even if it were right, even if it were just, to join in this grab «ame, 
wherever he would get one dollar for the South under a tariff )i!l, 
our friends from New England and the Northern part of this Re- 
public would get at least two dollars more out of his constitucits 
and mine for every dollar that they pretend to give in the way of 
tariff ore 
1 ~% TILLMAN, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 

on ‘ 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

my TILLMAN. How much did the South get under the Wil- 
son law? ‘ 

Mr. BERRY. Well, Mr. President, we did not get much. The 
Senator from South Carolina was-not here then. But the whole 
country knows the conditions which then surrounded us; the wie 
country knows that for twenty years the Democratic party liad 
ones when it came into power that it would pass a tariff Dill. 

e country knows that when it came here with only 1 majority, 
there were men inside the Democratic ranks who, having the samo 
idea which has been advocated here recently, forced taxes on 
articles contrary to the Democratic faith, and compelled the great 
i of Democrats to take that measure or no bill at all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And yet you did not get sufficient revenue 


from it. 

Mr. BERRY. No; but if we had had a Supreme Court which 
would decide as it had always decided = Semeet, we should have 
ee revenue. apes fen! mam calc upon 
ano occasion, we co not figure 6 fac at a justice 
of the Supreme Court would change his mind. 

Mr. President, I want to say—and I say it in all kindness to the 
Senator from Georgia who has just spoken, and I want to tell im 
and the Senator from South Carolina—that since the time the on- 
stitution was formed, since the day that Jefferson laid broad ani 
aah foundations of liberty and of equality as the Democrat’ 
faith, it has been the le and the glory of the South that the 
pi owe —— a eens: have held honor 
an equali high above every money 
a a oa rete as a org moastaes - rd 

Y principle, there ty of each citizen be- 
fore the law; that i was anfair and unjust by legislation to tako 
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money from the pocket of one American citizen and put it into the 

ket of another; and yet to-day we are told that this was all 
wrong; that by standing by principle the South has grown poor 
and New England has grown rich. 

‘A few men from the South say it was all a mistake; that the 
highest object and purpose in this life—that is the argument, if 
not the w —are to get money; get it honestly if you can; get it 
under the guise of a revenue tariff if possible; but at all events 
get money—that that is the contention now. Mr. President, I do 
not subscribe to that idea, and I do not believe that the people of 
the South subseribe to any such idea. I do not believe that that 

jlewhich endured hardships such as no others have, who have 
Reid truth and honor above money for so many years, will step 
forth to-day and say, “ This is a grab, a steal, a robbery, but we 
want our partofit.” If it is a steal anda robbery, I for one stand 
here to say that 1 want no part and parcelin it. If it is wrong, it 
is wrong. If we are right when we say that it is a robbery to put 
a tax upon cotton ties and cotton bagging, then it can not be a vir- 
tue to put a tax upon lumber or upon raw cotton. These are the 
ideas that I have in regard to this bill, and I do not agree either 


with the Senator from Georgia or the Senator from South Caro- , 


a. 

The Senator from Georgia, while protesting again and again 
that he was not a protectionist, that he did not believe in levying 
taxes for purposes of protection, yet used the same argument here 
when he argued that there were only 15,000 citizens engaged in 
raising this particular kind of cotton, and he said, ‘‘ Would it not 
be better that they should receive this benefit to be contributed by 
the consumers all over this land?” The few men engaged in the 
manufacture of cotton bagging and those manufacturing cotton 
ties say and argue that inasmuch as this tax is distributed among 
so many people, and it is but very little to them, ‘Is it not better 
that we should have this?” The same argument which is used in 
regard to free cotton applies with equal force to cotton-bagging 
and cotton ties. 

lam not here to enter into any contest. As the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] said, no man hasregretted more than I have 
the divisions which have arisen on this side of the Chamber on 
this tariff bill. I had hoped and believed that whatever else we 
might differ about, there could have been no Democratic Senator 
from the South who would have been in favor of voting a tax for 
the sake of protection. 

I had intended when I rose to speak in regard to cotton bagging, 
and while I have the floor I will now say what I havetosay. The 
Senator from Iowa states that the committee is deliberating about 
the matter, but he declined to inform me whether or not they con- 
templated equalizing conditions by putting cotton bagging and 
cotton ties on the free list along with binding twine, or whether 
they intended to put binding twine upon the tax list. The Sena- 
tor from Georgia says that all he wants is that the tax shall be 
equalized. I want to say to the Senator from lowa that that wiil 
not satisfy the people of my State. 

Mr. BACON. ill the Senator pardon me? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. If any such expression as that escaped me, it was 
inconsistent with what I have said here more than once. I thought 
cotton bagging and cotton ties ought to be free, and I think so to- 
day. They ought to be free because the general crop of cotton is 
one which can not in any manner be benefited by the tariff. All 
of the articles which the cotton planters produce are raised in 
eS by reason of the tariff, and therefore the things which may 

necessary in the harvesting or the marketing of their crops 
ought to be free. 

Mr. BERRY. I am glad to hear the Senator say so. 
tainly understood the Senator to say that all he wanted was to 
equalize things, and I understood him to say in the last remarks 
ne onres that if he had the making one bill he en put 
a upon e ing except salt. t is my recollection of 
what he os 

Mr. BACON. So far as the latter statement is concerned, that 
is true; but I eo that by stating that if the great mass of 

at u 


I cer- 


have upon the 
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chase. It is an article without which he can not place his cotton 
upon the market. It is an article differing from almost all others, 
as the tax comes out of the producer and not out of the consumer, 


| because it is not consumed except in transporting the cotton to 


| of cotton to the amount of the tax: 


n a revenue basis we could afford to | 
list things which otherwise ought to be free. | 


I know the Senator does not desire to misrepresent me in any | 


way. ‘ 
Mr. BERRY. Certainly not. 


Mr. BACON. And there have been several oceasions on which | 


I have the opinion and the wish that cotton bagging 
and cotton ties should be free, and have given that as a reason for 


it, IT am ordinarily opposed to a free list. 

Mr nee Of all the ies things in this very mean bill, I 
is this tax upon cotton bagging. 
putting a tax upon cotton bagging than any other 
from beginning to end. It is an absolute neces- 


roe: a 





I think there is | 


raiser in the South. It is an article which | tion, I will say to him that it is the one which expresses my 
raises a single bale of cotton is compelled to pur- | entirely. 


market whether in the United States or in the fo 


‘ ’ eign market. 
It is a direct and specific tax upon 


each man who raises a bale 
and by what reason and how 
the committee have arrived at the de n t ist and fair 


to put binding twine, which is used in Iowa, Min 1, and the 
other Northwestern States, upon the free list and th irticle of 
cotton bagging, which the farmers of the South are co lled to 


have, upon the tax list, I can not conceive. 

But, Mr. President, I want it understood that if the Senator 
from Iowa chooses to equalize this by putting binding twine upon 
the tax list, then I do not agree with him, and will not vote with 
him. If you wish to impose this tax upon the Southern planter 
you have the power to do it; but it is unjust, it is unfair, it is an 
outrage upon decency in every possible way; and although it is 
done by Senators from the Northwest, even then, Mr. President, 
I will not cast a vote to place binding twine upon the dutiable 
list. No wrong that you can impose upon the people of the 
South will induce me to do a wrong to the farmers of the North- 
west. 

1 believe that binding twine, as well as cotton bagging, should 
be absolutely free, and I trust that when the committee have duly 
deliberated they will conclude that these articles. binding twine, 
cotton ties, and cotton bagging, which are of absolute necessity to 
the farmers of the country, the farmers whom the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Davis] this morning told us he was anxious to 
protect—I say I trust it may be equalized by placing all of them 
on the free list and none on the dutiable list. 

As I said a while ago, I have no desire to enter into controversy 
with any Senator upon this side of the Chamber, but I repeat that 
I do not believe the people of the South, although injustice may 
have been done them, although they receive great injustice in 
this bill—I do not believe that any great number of them desire 
to stand before the country saying that ‘‘It is all wrong, it is all 
unjust, it is dishonest, as the Democratic convention said in 1892, 
but we want our part of it.” I will not vote for it. I refused the 
other day to vote to tax lumber, when the lumber interest of my 
State is the largest perhaps of any State in the South, except one, 
it may be, and | do not know which is the larger of the two. I 
said then that I did not believe in a tax for the purpose of pro- 
tection. I will not vote for it to protect an article in my State 
and say that it is a robbery to protect an article produced in 
another State, because I believe such a position is unjustifiable 
and inexcusable, and one that no man upon this floor should 
ever occupy. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And yet, Mr. President, the Senator has twice 
voted for protection in Presidential elections. With the since 
desire to promote harmony here, I present a platform upon which 
I presume the whole Senate can agree. The Democratic party 
has twice agreed to it, and I am sure it will quite well satisfy the 
Republicans. I read from the Democratic platform of 1884, upon 
which Mr. Cleveland ran for President and was elected, and the 
next platform, upon which he also ran: 


vor 


ro 





Knowing full well, however, that legislation affecting the op tions of 
the p ople should be cautious ‘onservative in method, not in advance of 
public opinion, but responsive te nds, the Democratic party is p ed 


to revise the tariff in a spirit of fairn all interest But in mak 


duction in taxes it is not proposed to injure any domestic indust bu 
rather to promote— 

To promote— 
their healthy growth. From the foundation of this Government taxes col 
lected at the custom-house have been the chief sour Federal re 
Such they must continue to be. Moreover, many industries have come to 


rely upon legislation for successful continuance, so that any change of law 
must be at every step regardful of the labor and cay Ltl i lved. The 
process of the reform must be subject in the execution to this plain d ite 
of justice—all taxation the requirements of economical 


shall be limited to 
The necessary reduction and taxation can and must b tected 


government. y 
American labor of the ab 





without depriving lity to compete su ssfully 
with foreign labor and without imposing lower rates of duty than will 
ainple to cover any increased cost of production which may ‘ +4 


quence of the higher rate of wages 


Now for the platform of 1888; candidates, Grover Cleveland and 


prevailing in thi ntr 


| Allen G. Thurman: 


Our established domestic industries and ent 


arprises should not and need 
not be endangered by the reduction and correction of the burd taxa 
tion. On the contrary, a fair and careful revision of our tax 
allowance for the diiTerence between the wa of Am un and foreign 


labor, must promote and encourage every branch « 
terprises by giving them assurance of 
continuous operations. 


f such industries and en 
an extended market and steady a 
Under that platform the country was prosperous. 
Mr. BERRY. If the Senator from Connecticut will be kind 
enough to read the Democratic platform of 1892 on the tariff 


ques- 


views 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Ithought it was the pride of the Democracy 
that it has not changed since the time of Thomas Jefferson, and 
he was a good protectionist and an antislavery man. 

Mr. BERRY. There is where I differ with the Senator from 
Connecticut. With regard to the antislavery question,J do not 
take issue with him. I deny that Thomas Jefferson ever was a 
protectionist in any way whatever. If there was any man in this 
country who was not a protectionist, it was Thomas Jefferson. 

I wish to say to the Senator that I remember the platforms of 
1884 and 1888; but further, the platform of 1892, upon which Mr. 
Cleveland was elected the last time, proposes and embodies entirely 
my views on the question. There it is said that every dollar that 
is taken except for purposes of revenue is unconstitutional and a 
robbery. I believed it then, and I believe it yet. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Arkansas who has 
just taken his seat allow me to ask him « question? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is not about ancient platforms, but one 
that was laid down here yesterday by the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. Jones]: 

Mr. President, there is no question that whenever a tariff duty is imposed 
on @ raw material which enters into u manufacture there must be a compen- 
sation allowed to the manufacturer for the increased prices he must pay for his 


raw material. There can be no questionaboutit. It is plain, simple, common 
sense. 


Mr. President, I present that as a platform for this immediate 
exigency upon which we on this side of the Chamber can certainly 
agree. Does the Senator from Arkansas agree to that platform? 

Mr. BERRY. I would not presume to answer for my colleague 
in his presence, because he can certainly doit far better than I can. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator himself. 

Mr. BERRY. I will say to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that as he has construed it and read it, I believe in it in no way 
and in no sense. I do not believe that you can impose a tax for 
the purpose of increasing the price of any article in any way for 
protective purposes without being guilty of a great wrong to the 
people of the United States, and I care not whether it comes 
upon raw material, a compensatory duty, or in any other way. 
If the object and purpose behind it is to increase the price of that 
article, then I say, in the language of the Democratic platform of 
1892, itis none the less a robbery, to quote the language of Mr. 
Justice Miller, of the United States Supreme Court, because it is 
done under the forms of law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The junior Senator from Arkansas says 
‘*no.” Now, will the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] kindly 
allow me to ask him the same question? Does he agree to the 
— as laid down by the senior Senator from Arkansas yes- 
terday? 

Mr. BERRY. I yield to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And if he says yes or no, or after he defines 
his position, then I shall take the liberty,if I may do so without 
giving offense, to ask the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TiL1- 
MAN] whether he agrees to it, because I think, without regard to 
these old, musty, inconsistent platforms which the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HawLey]| has read, we may possibly be able to 
agree upon a principle that will settle the precise issue which the 
Senator from Georgia raised this morning. Willthe Senator from 
Georgia tell us whether he agrees to what the senior Senator from 
Arkansas said yesterday? : 

Mr. BACON. I wish to congratulate the Senator from New 
Hampshire upon the successful manner in which he plays the réle 
of schoolmaster. I will gratify him by saying that I do not be- 
lieve in it. I believe in uniform duties on everything. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Two Senators have dissented, and. if I can 
be kindly tolerated, I will ask the Senator from South Carolina 
the same question. I should like his answer. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from New Hampshire had better 
sit down. He might get tired befere I get through. 

Mr. CHANDLER. With pleasure. . 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, this ee of Democratic 
dirty linen is nothing new tome. I have been doing it for some 
years now, and I have been trying to get the Senate to do some 
of it, but thus far the committee has not reported, and we do not 
know whether or not we will get the oa 

Ido not propose to be misrepresented here in the attitude which 
I have assumed in the broad light of day as an American Senator, 
responsible only to the people of South Carolina and enlightened 
public opinion throughout the country. If it comes to the ques- 
tion of protection for protection’s sake, I am not a protectionist, 
unless it be to this extent: I announced the general doctrine the 
other day that it is for the best interests of the American people, 
taken as a whole, judged froin the standpoint of statesmanship, to 
produce what we consume. 

If there be any industry in this country which, by reason of 
foreign competition, can not live and give diversified labor or 
more employment to our people, and which by a small tariff can 
be protected to the extent that it can get on its feet, I say it would 
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be wisdom to give it. The only trouble is that when you hava 
started your infant by giving him first milk and then bread «),) 
raising him up to be a man, you continue to protect him unti! |,, 
begins to feel the effect of competition, and then he forms a , 
bination or trust and marches abroad in the open light of ¢ 
robber, to take from every household in this land tribute | 
through the forms of law by Congress under the system of 
tection. There is where I draw the line. I say you ought 1 
allow a single trust or combination to come in here and get a diy; y 
on anything, because you levy unjust tribute on the Amer: 4) 
people whenever you do it. 

Let us go back for a moment to look at the Democratic pariy'; 
record, After thirty years or more of exile from govern, 
that is,any controlling power in the Government; for while w- at 
times had possession of the Senate and of the House, the Re)))). 
licans had the President and the veto power, and there never \5 
a time until 1892 that the people gave us full control of all branc}yos 
of the Government —we came here on a platform that year dem::)(- 
ing a tariff for revenue only. 

led the South Carolina delegation in casting its solid vote jn 
the Chicago convention in 1892 to kick out the spurious bastard 
that had been brought there by Mr. Cleveland’s representative as 
the declaration of the party on the question of tariff. We cat is 
solid votes from South Carolina in favor of that platform, and | 
believed in it. I believe in it now. We elected the House. we 
elected the Senate, we elected the President. They came here 
charged with carrying out the party peeneee. What did they give 
us? A tariff for revenue only? Oh, no! The Wilson Act, the 
framers of which, sitting in this Chamber, will not deny that it is 
a protective tariff from end to end. 

r. VEST. I deny it. I deny that any tariff is protective 
from end to end that has in it free salt, free lumber, and free woo), 
and also the income tax. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The income tax is not a tariff. 

a VEST. I know that; but I am speaking of the act as a 
whole. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The exception does but prove the rule, and 
the schedules, taking them throughout, are protective. 

Mr. VEST. No. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is said that you passed that tariff under 
duress, constrained to do so by traitors in the party, who held you 
by the throat and forced you to accept what you had proclaimed 
asa fraudandarobbery. You were recreant to Democratic prin- 
ciples and betrayed the party, and the people kicked you out, as 

you deserved to be kicked out. The Democratic majority in the 
ouse of 140 was reversed in the next election, giving the Repub- 
licans an equally large majority. 

Let us consider for a moment the question of expediency under 
which the tariff was passed as the best that could be had under 
the circumstances—the Senate holding the House down and {0 
ing it to accept the sugar differential and everything else; the ||! 
voted for by the Democratic caucus, and forced through the Sen- 
ate was forced through the House with the knowledge that if tle 
House rejected it the tariff bill would fail. Suppose it had failed. 
Suppose the Democratic Senators here had stood by the Demo- 
cratic platform of 1892 and said, “If we can not carry out that 
platform, we will have nothing,” and had put the responsibility 
where it belonged. Where would our Republican friends be to diy? 
Could they have bamboozled and deceived the people of America 
last November into the belief that the Wilson free-trade tariff |ias 
brought disaster upon this country? 

Departure from rectitude and solemn pled 
sible. Ido not claim thatitis. You 
when you gave the country a bastard Democratic tariff under 
Democratic auspices. You voted for it because you could not 
get anything better, just as I am voting to-day to get what littl: 
I can from the Republican party fur my own section. I know | 
can not prevent the passage of the measure, no matter how I v.'v. 
Every man here and anywhere else knows I have not trafficke 
with you Republicans, I have not bargained with you, I have nt 
begged you, I have not interceded for any industry or interes! in 
South Carolina. I simply voted as I have because I felt if we 
were to have this infamy it was best for South Carolina to 2: 
what little it could, and the people of South Carolina will ho!d 
me res ible or not as they see proper, and I am ready to rise 
or fall by their decision. 

The Democratic party when it came into power in 1893 did not 
carry out its pledges. The same platform which you have «x- 
ploited here to-day as the essenceof Democracy demanded the fre 
co nvge of silver upon certain conditions, leaving it to Congres: ‘o 
tix the ratio. The President, by his patronage, bought enous) 
Representatives at the other end of the Capitol to get through a 
measure for the repeal of the Sherman Act,and when itcame here 
he bonght enough Senators to getit through. The party betrayed, 
disgusted, and almost disbanded. But for the fact that there has 
been a new leadership,a turning down and turning out of old fos 
sils and traitors, we would aay be hopeless, instead of being 


is never permis- 
ourselves set the exam)le 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 






1823 








puovant with 2 erie mama and aggressive, and progressive, 
ast the most hopeful sign of all. 

we are face to face with conditions and not theories. We must 
realize that we have to figitt the Republicans with fire, on the doc- 
trine that you must fight the devil with fire. I propose, if an 
amendment is offered here putting binding twine on the dutiable 
list, to vote for it, because [ want your wheat farmers to be on 
an ejuality with ours who grow cotton, and that is as near the 
‘oorhouse as we know how to get. 

I want you to press home on them the love you have for the 
agriculturist, and not to feed him on this soft corn of 25 cents a 
hushel tariff on wheat and everything else, which you know does 
not give him any protection, while you refuse himabounty. You 
do not give him any absolute or actual help at all, but you simply 
offer him specious generalities and pretenses, hambuggery and 
falsehood. I want to get him to understand that Republican pro- 
fessions, like Democratic professions in the past, are only lip deep 
when they come to deal with the agricultural interests. 

[ hope to gointo the West some day and meet some of you gen- 
tlemen among your own constituents and tell them how you stood 
here and had an opportunity to offer some little modicum. a small 
percentage in- return of what you had taken,-which would have 
been in absolute accord with your professions of protection—try- 
ing to protect everything American, and with the doctrine of 
America for Americans carried out in good faith Iwill tell them 
how you stood here and voted *‘ no,” just as the gentlemen on this 
side, proclaiming the doctrine of equality, equal rights to all and 
special privileges to none, voted ‘‘ no,” too, and refused to give back 
to heir people that which they claim will be stolen from them by 
forms of law. 

If anybody wants to know where I stand, I think he understands 
it now. Iam not ashamed of the position. I claim to be as good 
a Democrat as ever walked in shoe leather, as I understand the 
principles of Democracy; that is, equality, equality, equality: 
equality of opportunity, equality of burden. That is the funda- 
mental doctrine of Democracy. If we of the South can not get 
equality under a Republican tariff and under Republican adinin- 
istration, then I want just as much of ft as possible, and | will not 
thank you whether you give it to me or not, and I will not submit 
to criticism from Democrats who differ with me without striking 
back. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I think I must justify myself 
in saying that Thomas Jefferson adhered to the protective doc- 
trine, and I mildly protest against the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire when he referred to some late Democratic platforins as musty. 
It is the pride and boast of that party that it never gets musty; 
that it is eternal and unchangeable. I said Thomas Jefferson was 
a protectionist. In his second annual message he described as a 
prominent duty of Congress— 


To protect the manufactures adapted to our circumstances. 


The first revenue act of the Government, the tariff act of 1789, 
distinctly avowed that it was not only for the purpose of revenue, 
but to protect our manufactures. Now, that succeeded. It did 
raise revenue. There was likelihood of a surplus. and Mr. Jeffer- 
son, speaking of the best method of disposing of the surplus, said: 

Shall we suppress the imposts (duties) and give that advantage to foreign 
over our domestic manufactures? On a few articles of more general and 
necessary use the suppression in due season will doubtless be right; but the 


great mass of the articles on which imposts are laid are for2ign luxuries, pur 
chased by those only who are rich enough to afford themselves the use of them. 


Again ke wrote, and this is more specific: 


The general ing now is, Shall we make our own comforts or go without 
them at the will of a foreign nation? 


Note this, please: 


He, therefore, who is now against domestic manufactures must be for re- 
ducing us either toa dependence upon that nation or to be clothed in skins 
and live like beasts in caves and dens. | am proud to say I am not one of 
these. Experience has taught nie that manufactures are now as necessary 
to our independence as to our comforts. 


Again he said: 


The prohibiting duties we lay on all articles of foreign manufacture which 
prudence ires us to establish at home, with the patriotic determination 
of every citizen to use no foreign article which can be made within our 
selves, without regard to difference of price, secures us against a relays» into 
foreign dependency. 

Again, in 1817, he said: 


The history of the last twenty years has been a significant lesson for vs all 
to depend for necessaries on ourselves alone; and I hope twenty years more 
will place the American hemisphere under a system of its own, essentially 
peaceable and industrious and not needing to extract its comforts out of the 
eternal fires raging in the Old World. 

That is not m L 
, Mr. BUKROWS. Mr. President, recurring to the subject which 
is immediately before the Senate, namely. the question of flax and 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas | Mr. 
JonEs], I will state that the State of Michigan is so much inter- 
ested in the industry that I would feel myself recreant in duty if 


th 


| he arrived here, and has learned from 








I did not present a petition signed by people in the city of Yale 
engaged in this industry. They say 
Y 
Hon. Nelson Din 
a? ' 

GENTLEMEN: I desire to y e 
garding the flax in¢ ry M 

We established our first fla Ww 
have established scutching milis at Far St. Clair ¢ ( 
Crosswell, and Deckerville, in Sar ( i ‘ i ( 

The entire product of these mils is ba 
shops and appliances fer hackling the san At tl 
plant the McKinley bill was in force. and under 
‘anted in making the necessary inv and 
could be successfully established and | up in t 

it is our practice to furnish seed for the farmers in t ‘ y of each 
these mills, and when delivered we pay them by t 


Prices have averaged about $10 per ton. Byt 
farmers tens of thousand ars annually, and ata time of year when 
they have little else to sell. ' 

We find that there is much terr 


s of doll 











tory in this State where a first-class fiber 
can be produced. The soil and climate are suitable, and farmers are a 3 
to continue the culture, but find tha s y im} 1 
the business under existing conditio1 or the follow r reasons 
The industry is but recently established and must be encouraged in order 
to get farmers interested in the culture o 1 abor paid for scut 
ing and hackling in European countries is 1e-half of it paid for the 
same work by our firm. The following is : approximate statement « 
the first cost of the product of 100 tons of ; ax 
Price paid to farmers : : $1, 000 
Paid for scutching, thrashing, handling, and hackling tha’ aan 
Approximate total cost at mills...... : : a 2, 400 


You will notice that of this total, five-twelfths is the raw product of the 


farmer, wholly unprotected under the provisions of the Wilson bill, while 
seven-twelfths of the amount is paid out for labor, as above stated 

We find that for the labor paid for thrashing, scutching, etc., we pay one 
third more than is paid in Eurgpe, while for hackling we pay twi 3 much 


as is paid there, upon which point we refer you to the attached 
George Anderson, who has worked in the mil that counti 
years at the same work at various places in this country 

In order to place the American farmer, and also the American who scutches 
and dresses flax for the market. on an equa! footing with like classes in Europe, 
itisabsolutely necessary that there be a sufficient protective tariff 
both to cover at least the difference in labor paid here and abroad 

We have taken pains to havea large number of native-born Americans, 
principally young men, taught the various branches of our business; and it is 
ee ees ‘ 


atiidavit of 


s of yand many 


placed on 


xist upon such wages as are paid abroad 
n this connection you will observe that a large percentage of the $10 per 

ton paid to the farmer is his labor, while at least from ™#to 75 per cent of the 
total amount received by us for our product is again paid out for labor here 
All of this labor is thus brought in direct competition with the cheap labor 
of Europe. 

To afford a sufficient protection to enable us to continue the business and 
fullv establish the industry here, we suggest the following rates 

On hackled flax, 3 cents per pound 

(mn unhackled flax. 1} cents per pound 

On hacxled and flax tow, 1 cent per pound. 

On all other flax tows, | cent per pound 

On upholsterir g tow, one-halt cent per pound. 

Paper-stock tow. free. 








We desire to also call your attention to the fact that we ars Ned to 
import seed from Hollund every second year for distribution an rs 
This seed does not come in competition with the product of Am 
ers, as seed must be changed in order to improve the fiber rl Ww 

uggest that seed for the purpose of sowing should be imported duty free 
We respectfiu'ly refer you to the findings of Special Agent Charles Richards 
Dodge upon this point 

Lnioubtedly the spinners who appear before your nmittee will urg 
that unhackled flax and tow should be admitted duty becans th 
claim made by them that itis raw material. But we wish to call your att 
tion to the fact that these are the finished produ ft mer and of 
American mills, and unless these be protected the industry can never be 
established in this : ountry 

Most respectfully submitted. 

JAS. LIVINGSTON & CO. 
STATE OF MICHIGAN, County of St. Clair, ss: 

George Anderson, being first duly sworn, deposes and sa that he is a 
resident of Yale, St. Clair County, Mich.: that he is a flax dresser by trade, 
and is now engaged in that business; that he was born in Scot'and, and moved 
from that country to Andover, Mass.. about sevent« | p 
ous to that time he had been engaged in d sing flax a i 
Scotland: that for a full week's labor, working by the piece. a consisting 
of six full days of ten hours per day, this deponent was enabled to earn on 
the average from £1 sterling to £1 5s., or its equivalent of fror ) to $6 per 
week; that he has been constantly engaged in said work of dr ng flax since 
his arrival in this country, and that | arnings for the sar f worl 





for a week of six days of ten hours per day, 
from $10 to $11.50 per week 
This deponent further says that he meets fellow-workmen who have cx 
to this country from Scotland, Ireland, and England at vs 
I them the state of tl 
amount paid for labor there; that from direct information thus obtained this 
deponent states that the workmen engaged in this work are enabled earn 
on the average, twice as much in wages for character and amount 
of Jabor in this country as in the said foreign countries above named 
GEORGE ANDERSON. 


working by 


the same 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 19th day of January, 18% 
HARVEY TAPPAN 
Notary Public, St. Clair Cou 
I have also a letter from a gentleman who, I think, is the largest 
producer of flax in the United States. He is largely interested in 
the industry, and, as it is a very short letter, I will read it: 
YALE, Micn., May 


DEAR Str: Weare in receipt of yours of the Mth instant. and f note 
contents. We are very much pleased to learn that you will use your influ- 
ence, when the proper time comes, to further the interest of the flax indus 
try. The schedule as passed by the House, although not what the Western 
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ax men ask for, would be fairly satisfactory to us, or.in other words, the 
cKinley rates restored as they were previous to the Wilson bill. The great 
ery of the spinners has been that we could not raise flax for fiber purposes 
in this country, but we have demonstrated to the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee beyond a doubt that at least in poe. we can grow just as good flax 
ascan be grown ony were in Canada or Europe. Asa matter of fact, we 
have imported hundreds of tons of Canadian flax and hackled it here, then 
sold it as American flax, and the spinners could not tell where it was grown. 
We have this spring sowed nearly 4,000 acres for fiber purposes, and an 
industry of this vast importance to the farmers ought to at least have a rea- 
sonable amount of protection to cover at least the difference in cost of labor. 
The spinners claim it is their raw material, but forget it is the farmers’ and 
flax merchants’ manufactured product. They have had from 35 to 50 per 
cent duty on their manufactured goods to enable them to compete with the 
cheap cones labor of Europe, and strongly object to the farmers and flax 
merchants having 10 per cent; and we have to compete with the same field 
of labor and pay the same wages. This is certainly an injustice, and the 
industry must go down unless a reasonable amount of protection is afforded 
them. We are the largest growers of flax for fiber in the United States, and 
will be very much pleased to furnish you any information you may desire on 
the subject. We also inclose you copy of memorial submitted to the Ways 
and Means Committee. We would iike to send you samples of our flax, 
which might be submitted to an expert without their knowing where it was 
own. We feel safe in saying there is no better for spinning purposes; in 
act, all the spinners have been using it for years. And why allow the for- 
eigner to produce all our flax? 
Yours, very truly, 
JAS. LIVINGSTON & CO. 
Hon. J. C: Burrows, 
Washington, D. C. 


I ask to have inserted in the RecorD a statement by the presi- 


dent of the Minnesota Flax Company, which covers the whole 
question. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLERin the chair). In 


the absence of objection, the paper will be printed in the Recorp. 
The paper is as follows: 


WAsnINGTON, D. C., April 13, 1897. 

GENTLEMEN: I wish to call peer attention to the inadequacy of the rates 
propaeet by the House tariff bill, now being considered by you, upon at least 

wo of the items in Schedule J, pertaining to flax, but particularly “Flax, 
not aaeeee or dressed, 1 cent per pound,” and ** Tow of flax, retted, 1 cent 
per pound.” 

As a preface to my remarks, I will state that after centuries of culture, 
production, and use of flax and its textile, linen, throughout almost the whole 
of the known world, eepecially by the more enlightened nations, by whom it 
has ever been honored and esteemed, the United States has dishonored flax, 
and, by its failure or absolute refusal to encourage its growth and produc- 
tion, this country has been not only negligent of enterprising development, 
but wasteful to a degree beyond conception. Without going into the subject 
of the oft-proven suitability of soil and climate of this country, I will state 
that in the face of every —— discouragement this industry has been es- 
tablished upon commercial bases in the States of Michigan and Minnesota, 
the former having in operation six mills, by Messrs. James Livingston & Co., 
with headquarters at Yale, Mich., and the latter two mills, one at North- 
field, Minn., operated by the Minnesota Flax Company. Minneapolis, and the 
other at Rochester, operated by Messrs. Furiow & Co. There are, ides 
these, one fully equipped with machinery at Sioux City, Iowa (the Floyd Val- 
ley Flax Fiber Company, Cass. T. P. Gere), which has been idle for several 
years. and one is about starting in Oregon, Mrs. Governor William P. Lord 

ing associated with its establishment. Many others would have been (or 
will soon be) in operation were there ~ encouragement offered by protec- 
tion to equalize the cost of labor here with that of countries abroad where 
flax is produced. 

That you may partially appreciate the true status of this industry as it 
exists now, and particularly as demonstrating its almost limitless possibilities 
for this country in the near future, I will say that the Minnesota Flax Com- 
pany, Minneapolis, Minn., are now working up only their second crop of flax, 
and that it is suitable for use of Belfast spinners, where the finest class of 
spinning is done. ‘They have now in process of practical test in Belfast and 
Lisburn, Ireland, about 3,000 —_—_ and have received encouraging reports, 
notwithstanding the market is more depressed than ever before known. 
This, too, in the absence here of thoroughly trained or “expert” labor. The 
fact is also established that the foreign market affords us a better price than 
the American. This is no doubt owing to the vastly ater variety of spin- 
ning and weaving done abroad and to the inability of the American spinners 
to pay beyond a certain price for their flax, because their spinning and weav- 
ing ore as yet only of the coarsest grade. 

Yith reference to my claim that the rates as named in the schedule of the 
House Ways and Means Committee are inadequate and inequitable for flax, 
I beg to offer the following: Take as a basis flax, unhackled, at 1 cent jd 
pound, and retted flax tow, at 1 cent per pound. Unhackled flax (water- 
retted) is worth 9 cents to 10 cents per pound. This makes the dut ual 
toll percent. Unhackled flax (dew retted) is worth 7 cents per pound. e 
l cent per pound duty is equal to 14} per cent ad valorem. etted flax tow 
is also worth now about 7 cents per pound. This makes the duty equal to 144 
per cent ad valorem. Now, the hemp schedule is assuredly none too high; 
yet compare the flax rates, as above, ~ith them: “Hemp, hackled, known as 

line of hemp,’ or ‘ dressed line,’ $50 per ton;’’ this is equal to 33} per cent, as the 
market price is$150perton. Hemp, $25 per ton (1} cents pound); market price 
for this April 1 was $75 to $9 per ton, or 3} cents to 4} cents per pound; the 
ad valorem upon this is 33) per cent to 25 per cent, according to price, or, we 
will say, an average of 2) per cent. Tow of hemp, not carded, 1 cent per 
pound; price, 3} cents, equal to 29; per cent. 


RECAPITULATION: 


Hackled, 3 cents Pe pound (dew retted) 


21 
Unhackled, 1 cent per pound (water retted)..................--........ ll 
Unhackled, 1 cent per pound (dew retted) 
Retted tow, I cent per pound .................-..---...-... wpeasindpanuny 


Hemp: 
Hackled, 2} cents per pound 
Unhackled, 1} cents per pound 
Tow, 1 cent per pound 


Without taking into consideration the greater amount of expert labor re- 
quired to produce unhackled or scutched flax, as compared with unhackled 
hemp. it will be seen that an injustice has been done to flax, and I beg that 
you will the flax schedule to read: 

323. Flax, not hackled or dressed, 2 cents per a 

&24. Flax, hackled, known as ‘dressed line,” 4 cents per pound. 

825. XXX tow of retted flax, 2cents per pound. 


JUNE 18, 


If these rates are adopted, the percen would th : 
basis the prices heretofore mentioned: anges en only be, u 


as 


lax: > 
Hackled, known as “dressed line”’........ i iatiiheeek beet : 
Unhackled a retted)..... atbieahtewesiwlinn db ede 
Unhackled (dew retted).................. bidet teabs 
Retted tow 


These rates would be practically the same as hemp, and would fair! 
ize them, as well as being a step in the direction toward aiding us t» 
to pay the scale of wages we now do, this scale being from 100) per . 
per cent higher than are paid in foreign flax-raising countries. A 
reason for asking you to advance the rates upon unhackled flax a) 
flax tows, is to prevent the repetition of fraudulent underva)lya:; 
efforts to import “ roughed” or only partly hackled flax as “sey 
unhackled flax, which I am oon. informed has been done. [| «: 
nish other arguments, if n ut I trust those I have enume: 
be sufficient. But you must also be impressed with the meagerness «) , 
the highest rates I have named as affording only slight protection ; 
industry. 
Earnestly soliciting your favorable consideration of and action uy 
petition, I to subscribe myself, ; 
Very truly, yours, 


8. H. WARDEN. 
President Minnesota Flax Company, Minneapolis, | 
The COMMITTEE ON FINANCE, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, since there has been so ninch 
comment on platforms and so much criticism of votes, which, pro. 
duce the same result, but spring from different motives, [ thiy ; 
well to call attention to the Chicago platform of last year, is), 
the last declaration of the Democratic party. I think it is inexact 
point Bo the question whether a tariff should be equally dis. 
tribu and protection should be extended to all. I read from 
the platform: 


We hold that the tariff duties should be levied for purposes of rey . 
such duties to be so adjusted as to operate equally throughout the eountry 
and not discriminate between class or section, and that taxation should be 
se by the needs of the Government honestly and economical!!y admin. 


inn, 


nue 


When I am told that a duty on woolen cloth with woo! on the 
free list is in accordance with that platform, I must say tha: if 
such a declaration is true, my knowledge of the English lanviae 
is very defective. That would certainly discriminate against the 

ple engaged in agriculture and those engaged in manufac 
t would discriminate between classes and between sections, 
Manufacturers are a class and farmers area class. The labor of 
one is entitled to as much protection as the other. There is 
nothing peculiarly sacred about the labor in the manufacturing 
cities of the East which would cause it to be protected while the 
labor upon a farm is not protected, but ison the freelist. I saya 
tax that will protect the labor engaged in the manufacturing of 
woolen cloth and refuse to protect the labor engaged in the rais- 
ing of sheep and producing wool is an unjust discrimination; i: is 

unfair. So I might say with regard to many other articlcs. 

I care not for a man’s motives, whether he votes for a protective 
tarjff to produce revenue or whether he votes for the saine 
tective tariff to produce protection. If it results in the same 
thing, I take his vote, if it is according to my way of thinking. n» 
matter what his motive may be. It is all nonsense to taik alout 
motives in regard tothis bill. Itis like the idea of a man commt- 
ting murder with his eyes open, shooting a man and saying tia‘ 
his motive is to save his soul, or something of that kin’, 11! 
another one’s motive is that his soul maybe damned. [| think the 
moral folly in each case would be about the same. I do not think 
there is much difference. 

It is established beyond controversy, agreed by all parties, tht 
there shall be a tariff, and that the tariff shall be levied in tho 
main upon competitive articles, because Democrats and [t«)1!- 
licans from time immemorial have as a rule put on the fre: | st 
those articles which we do not produce in this country and 11» 
protective list those that we do produce in competition with oii«r 
countries. That has been the rule. Sometimes the Repu! 
have put on the free list articles that ought to be on the prot 
list, and they have made an unjust discrimination, and the D in- 
ocrats have done the same; but I speak of the general rule. |! 's 
the consensus of opinion that we shall have a protective tari!’. 

The Wilson Act was a protective tariff measure. It has bern 
suggested that it was defective, because it made a discriminatiou 
against wool and did not protect everything that ought to ave 
been protected. That was a defect in it; but it did not go to ‘1° 
general theory and general framework of the bill as a protec''e 
measure. The discussion during the long hot days of the s\1- 
mer session in which that bill was was as to how much 
the article would bear, what degree of protection was nece-~\"». 
The whole discussion was as to whether the protection wou! |° 
sufficient and how it would be effective. And the discussion 0" 
this bill has been, from i to end, how the particu sr 
tariff would affect the production of the article, whether it won! 
be a monopoly, whether it would be wrong, whether it would b« 
excessive, whether it would be prohibitory, or whether it would 
be protective and still allow competition and raise revenue. 








1697. 


I believe the general theory, according to the discussions on both 
sides of the Chamber, is the same. Both sides want protection, 
and neither will say that they want prohibition. None of them 
want a prohibitory tariff. In other words, they say they do not 
want to build a Chinese wall around this country, but they want 
commerce, and consequently they must levy a tariff so that there 
can be some competition. That is agreed to by both sides, and 
they go on discussing the question upon the particular article. 

I say that so long as the theory is assented to that we shall have 
a protective tariff, and so long as the parties act upon that theory, 
it is absurd to bring in the free-trade theory and propose to put 
some article on the free list and thus discriminate against the 
section of the country where that article is produced. When my 
friend from South Carolina wanted a tariff on cotton for the pur- 

se of reaching the Egyptian staple cotton that is competing 
with it, he was resenting his section properly and rightfully, 
and when we ask in the West for a tax on those articles that are 

niiar to our section of the country, we are simply seeking to 
cave the principles of the Chicago platform carried out and ask- 
ing that there shall be no discrimination against class or section. 
fe is not worth while to try to make an issue between the two 
parties on the tariff. There is no issue between them, and has 
not been since the theory of free trade was given up. Every ef- 
fort that is made to place upon the free list an article that is pro- 
duced in this country in competition with other countries is made 
in favor of discrimination and ata the Chicago platform. If 
we could levy a tariff that could reach all competitive articles 
and be such as to produce revenue and make foreign trade, it 
would stand; every section would agree to it. The difficulty 
about our tariffs is that they are unjust. Take the matter of 
hides. All farmers raise some cattle and produce hides. That is 
done with American labor. But, it is said, there is some theory 
that must be followed, and you shall not protect that class of 
American labor. I want to know why it is not just as beneficial 
to the Government of the United States to have laborers in the 
fields as it is to have them in the cities? 

It is a violation of the principle of equality which makes tariffs 
distasteful. You havea all around to have a protective tariff. 
Now make it honest and protect all sections alike, as declared in 
the Chicago ——. and your tariff will stand. It is idle to at- 
tempt to a national issue on the protective question when 
there is no issue between the parties. I know that there is a 
temptation to grab, to get undue protection on some articles, and 
to make discriminations. The legitimate fight here is upon dis- 
criminations, and both parties profess to be against discrimina- 
tion. You can not make a national issue out of the tariff any 
more since free trade was abandoned; the ae are substantially 
the same, and all attempts to make them different by using differ- 
ent language to mean the same thing are futile. 

The great issue is whether the people of the United States shall 
have money with which to do business and with which to buy, 
so that they can buy the products of the manufacturers and the 
products of the farms and prosper again, or whether a corner on 
the money of the world shall be continued and civilization merci- 
1 ed—whether a few men organized in London with a 
branch in the city of New York shall take from the people their 
circulating um and make slaves of them. That is the issue. 
That is the issue in the Chicago platform, and that issue can not 
be mes Six and a half million ple declared that that 
was the issue, and they meant it; and it has been reenforced by 
hundreds of thousands since, and they mean it. 

The Chicago platform is the platform of a party marching on. 
It declares for an honest tariff without discrimination. I am in 
favor of such a tariff, levied to protect all interests alike, and a 
tariff which shall produce revenue. The labor in one section is as 
much entitled to protection as in another. I am in favor of that 
kind of a tariff, and I hope that we shall get it. But whether we get 
it or not, when this bill passes the tariff as an issue will be a thing 
of the past. The question has been agitated for a hundred years. 
We have had good times and bad times under high tariffs and low 
tariffs. There may be great injustice in the tariffs in the way of 

but it can not be sufficient to mark the line be- 
prosperity and universal depression. 

every universal depression in this 

try we had acontraction of the money volume. Every panic 
been produced by a contraction of the money volume. There 





ny has eee en under contraction in any country on 
earth. When are falling, business is necessarily stagnant, 
hope > When prices are firm, 


let rise, let the people again have opportu- 
uce wealth. They will make this coun- 

Poe y, and ge a any — me 

y prices, decay is inevitable. istory 

Trace the bibory of every country, and it will show 

of its decay was the period of contraction of the 


is removed ities are lost. 
ive ey, cetvenenily folk ee and the world is full of hope. 


ith contin 
that. 


the 
money volene a and falling prices. The period of growth and pros- 
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perity of every country has been a period of expansion and rising 
prices. The difference between bad times and good times is 
marked by the line of falling prices on the one hand and rising 
prices on the other. With rising prices, labor can beconverted into 
money by producing property and selling it for money and by 

elling the labor direct. When prices are falling, the production 
of property by labor is idle. Effort will not pay, and consequently 
effort ceases and man starves. ; 

The great issue stands out before usin bold relief. The coun 
try is divided on it, the platform is formed, and the people have 
placed themselves in array of battle. They now understand what 
ails them, and they are marching into line. Any issue that you 
can form, like the tariff, that will make A or Brich or poor, but can 
not effect a general result, will be ignored in the grand struggle. 

Let this tariff bill pass, and let the country see how impotent it 
is to restore prosperity while the iron grasp of contraction is par- 
alyzing the enterprise of the country. I am in favor of its speedy 
passage, and I am in favor of having it in about any shape that 
the Republicans want it, so as to take from them the last particle 
of excuse. Do not let them tell us that they did not have a chance 
to produce prosperity. They will have the chance; they have the 
votes; they have the responsibility, and let them, if they can, re- 
deem their pledges by tinkering with the tariff. It will be idle. 
That is my view about the bill. Having said this much, I think 
I am properly understood. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I believe the matter 
under consideration in the Senate is whether we shall have a tax 
of 14 cents or 3 cents upon paragraph 322 of the flax schedule. 
There are a few propositions which have been presented by differ- 
ent Senators, however, during the progress of this debate that I 
think I must take a minute or two to reply to. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] who has just taken 
his seat declares that he is in favor of protection; that he wants 
it uniform and wants everybody to have an equal benefit. Now, 
my uriderstanding is that if by protection given to an individual 
he sells his product in the market at a better price than he would 
get otherwise, he gets an advantage by it. 

I think that a protective tariff to be of any benefit whatever 
must necessarily and essentially be unfair. It must be for the 
benefit of certain people and against the interests of the masses. 
Whenever the Senator should succeed in having an ideal protect- 
ive tariff, such as he would like to have, and makes it operate 
equally on everybody, then no one on the face of the earth would 
care anything about it, because nobody would get any benefit of 
it. The reason why it is advocated now is because somebody gets 
a benefit. 

1 am opposed to a protective tariff because I do not believe that 
there is any power vested constitutionally in Congress or any- 
where else to levy a tax upon the people of this country except 
for public purposes alone. I believe that Justice Miller, in an 
often-quoted sentence, used in a case that is well known to every- 
body, spoke the literal and exact truth of the constitutional power, 
and, as it deserves to live in the minds of the American people 
everywhere, I will read the quotation. Judge Miller said: 





To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the property o 
citizen and with the other bestow it on private individuals toaid private « 
terprises and build up private fortunes is none the less robbery becaus 
done under the forms of law and is called taxation. This is not legis 
it is a decree under legislative forms. 


In more literal and exact truth a great principle was never enun- 
ciated by a great Republican judge. I believe that that is the 
truth, and hence I am opposed to protective tariffs everywhere. 

The Senator from New Hamp thire | Mr. CHANDLER] a few min- 
utes ago catechised several Senators as to whether they believe a 
statement of mine made on yesterday is correct. I will read my 
expression: 

Mr. President, there is no question that whenever a tariff duty is imposed 
on a raw material which enters into a manufacture there must be a compen 


sation allowed to the manufacturer for the increased prices he must pay for 
his raw material. 


Of course, if we expect that manufacturer to stand on an even 
footing with other manufacturers, if our American manufacturer 
is not to be handicapped, if we are not to impose any hardships 
and burdens upon him, we must compensate him for whatever 
burdens we put upon the material he uses. If it is right and 
proper that burdens shall be imposed upon manufacturers, and 
that our manufacturers shall be handicapped and rendered unable 
to compete with other manufacturers in the world, if that is the 
purpose of Congress, then, of course, it is proper enough that there 
shall be no compensation for a tax levied upon them by a tariff of 
that sort. 

I used that expression, Mr. President, to show that I am opposed 
to the levy of a tax upon raw materials. You can not handicap 
our manufacturers by levying taxes of that sort without compen- 
sating them equally somewhere else. It is, as I said yesterday, @ 
plain matter of common sense, as it seems to me. 
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While I am unalterably opposed to a protective tariff, I do not 
believe in revolution. I believe that these old moss-grown iniq- 
uities ought to be removed, but they must be removed one by one. 
You can not take down a brick wall with safety by beginning at the 
bottom. You must take the bricks off thetop. You must remove 
the taxes upon the raw materials first and lower the taxes on the 
manufactured products step by step, degree by degree, until you 
have been able to take away the whole of the system. It can not 
be done otherwise. 

I am not in favor of destroying any interest. I have said that 
again and again. When a system has been in vogue for thirty 
years, when we have been maintaining it, and have encouraged 
people to invest money in manufactures that have been kept w 
and that have grown up under high protection, I do not believe it 
is right that we should revolutionize the whole of that thing in an 
hour. I believe that time ought to be given for American in- 
terests to adjust themselves to changes in the law. Hence I am 
in favor, and earnestly in favor, of having raw materials free. I 
think it is a simple impossibility to talk about beginning your 
—— of taxation by taxing raw materials that enter into every- 
thing. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator a question there? 

Mr. JONES. of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Referring to his figure of taking down the 
tariff edifice by beginning at the top, brick by brick, until it is all 

one, I wish to ask the Senator whether he believes that that can 

accomplished in this country without reducing the wages of 

labor in all branches of industry down to the rates that prevail in 
foreign countries? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. All of this, Mr. President, do I most 
devoutly believe. There is no sort of question in my mind that 
the American laborers can hold their own a any labor on 
the face of the green earth. On account of the intelligence, the 
superior manhood, the greater tact, the ——— energy, the high- 
a high-fed American laborer can hold his own against the 

borer anywhere. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, if the Senator—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, me finish answering this ques- 
tion before the Senator starts another. If the Senator had done 
me the honor yesterday to have looked at some tables I put in the 
Recorp—I think it was yesterday—showing the enormous in- 
crease in industrial enterprise in this country as compared with 
Great Britain and Germany for the last twenty or thirty years, he 
would have seen the reasons for my belief. He would have under- 


stood that, while our manufacturers pay a man $3 per day in this 
country, whereas on the other side of the water he is paid $1.50, 
perhaps, in some countries, and 75 cents in others, the product of 
the American’s labor is so much greater than the product of the 
labor of any ignorant, narrow-minded, half-fed, and half-clothed 
foreigner with whom he competes that it exceeds the product of 


the foreigner in a much larger ratio than his exceed the 
ratio of wages paid to the man on the otherside. Hence the labor 
cost of the particular fabric in this country is less than it is on the 
other side. 

This is not the case in every single instance, but it is the case 
as a rule,as I believe. I do not believe the American laborers are 
any more in danger of being overrun or driven out of their busi- 
ness because there is not some unjust s of taxation to enable 
their employers to take money unj , unfairly out of the 
pockets of other people than I believe the moon is made of green 


Mr. CHANDLER. Then, Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Does 
= Senator from Arkansas yield to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand-the Senator to maintain that 
the whole fabric of protection as it-has existed can be abandoned, 
and yet our manufacturers, capitalists, and laborers can continue 
to per with a rate of wages of | in this country substan- 
tially tevice what it is in European countries. That is the Sena- 
tor's faith and belief, is it? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is my belief. The wages in 
England to-day, after they have been on a free-trade basis for half 
a century, are higher than they are anywhere on the Continent, 
where they have had protection all the time. I believe ———- 
ean be abandoned yet the high maintained. reason 
why the w: have been main 
is eee of the a - 
again and again to drive down 
nena ews members of the - 
must go down; and yet you are proposing to rai 
than ever known before on the face 
prediction now, if the bill 
at the solid phalanx that t 
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have made and restore the outrageous rates, as it seems to »). 
that were in the Dingley bill, that the bill itself will abso!:...) 
destroy protection as asystem. But I am not in favor of a... 
evil that good may come. . 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ia iate his high compliment to the ip. 
rae and effective industry of the American workingmen, |); 

8 d like to know whether a man at $2 a day will shovel tw)... 
as much coal asa man at $1 a day. That is the essence of ; 
Senator’s philosophy. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is not as much difference s 
the Senator thinks, but Laccept his illustration. I have seen ¢}),,; 
Mr. President, more times than one in my life, and I have been i, 
many positions in life. Any man who that it is a square 
thing and that he has a fair share in what he is doing, works \};), 
a better will, with more force, vim, and energy, than a man w)), 
believes that his Jabor is being forced out of him by unjust |,\. 
and by advantage being taken of him by the man for who }; 
works. Men do better labor, they do more efficient labor, ¢ yo), 
when handling coal, when they believe they are fairly and w:|| 
paid than when they believe they are not well paid; and this :, 
especially the case where they are well fed, as against the ey 
who are not well fed and who are not well clad. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is no sort of doubt that the Americ. 
workman is, and always will be, the best workman in the wor|\|. 
but where the foreigner tends six and eight machines, no Am ri- 
can workman, however skillful, can attend twice that many. no 
matter what his rate of wages might be, even if he should receive 
twenty-five times as much. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The truth the man who gets a 
dollar a day does not attend as many machines as the other 11... 
lam glad of the Senator’s suggestion, and before we get throug) 
with this debate I will present a comparative statement | hay, 
showing the number of spindles that are attended by a spinner in 
Great Britain in com with those attended by the spinners 
in the Senator’s own State. The comparison is one to make any 
man proud of his American citizenship, of the American syst«in, 
and of the practice in American institutions. 

It will show that the American intends almost twice as 
many spindles in many industries as spinner does in England, 
while pee ee eee eee If a tariff is 
going to raise the wages of laboring people, why has it not 
raised the rate of wages in France, im Austria, and in Germany, 

Esejond whore oer —— Why is 

s re ve no tariff for 

half a century, the wages of labor are twice as high as are paid on 
the Continent? This shows —_— and distinctly that the rate 
tariff. The rate of wages paid in 

of labor and comes from the 


will not be imposed upon to an unreasonable extent. 

He will not have his wages driven down to too low a point. 
There is ee can not be driven. 
You can herd European laborers, and by armed forces and parks 
of artillery you can compel them to submit to exactions that the 
American artisan will not submit to. He would er to pour 
out his blood like water, and leave his wife and n to strug- 
gle with what is to come hereafter, rather than to submit to exac- 
tions that go beyond the limitation of his endurance. Men wh. 
are not so well fed, men who have not the high aspirations an: |) 
manliness and dignity that Americans have, may submit to suc) 

submit to them. 
just here. The Senator from 
ago, in the course of a speech. 
to duties as being 
looked upon it in that Hight. a 
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benefit whatever comes to the people of this country who raise cot- 
| that it will not raise the price. Here b the answer: But there is a pro- 
of 2) per cent, or so much a pound, which is to increase the 
cost of the raw material to the spinners, and therefore they must have the 


taxation increased just so much above what was necessary for 
nee have before the tariff was put on. They get a substantial benefit in 
that respect. 


Mr. President, we know that the whole system of protection is 
based upon the idea that you must put a tax on the raw material, 
and then a compensatory tax on the very first thing that is manu- 
factured out of the raw material. When the second commodity 
js used as a raw material in another enterprise, there must be 
another compensating tax upon that. So it runs from the bottom 
to the top, clear through the whole system. They are interlaced 
with each other from top to bottom, from the beginning to the 
end, without a single exception. 

We know that this is so. We know that it has been the practice 
of Senators on the other side—and I gave that as a reason why we 
on this side ought not to vote for these taxes on raw material, be- 
cause we knew this thing would be done. I say frankly, as I said 
at that time, the other side know that this 20 per cent tax on cotton 
is not going to handicap their manufacturers a particle; it is not 

ing to raise the price of cotton a bit; the price of cotton will be 
fhe same in Liverpool as before; but they will make a pretext of 
it; they will avail themselves of the pretense that there is an in- 
aa cost of the raw material to put an increased tax on the 
manufactured product. The result will be, as 1 undertook to show, 
that our people will get no benefit from the tax on cotton, but they 
will carry a 
their benefit. On yesterday, when another question was before 
the Senate, I illustrated that by calling attention to the condition 
of the wool trade and the wool tariff. 

The Senator from Nevada { Mr. Stewart] a short time ago said 
that the wool schedule in the present law was in no sense a com- 

liance with the Democratic platform adopted four years before. 
Perhaps it was not; but there can be no denying the fact that 40 
per cent tax on woolen goods is a better and more equitable tax 
than a tax of 35 cents a pound specific and 50 per cent ad valorem 
in addition thereto, and a tax ranging from 40 to 100 and 120 per 
cent, and in some instances to 150 per cent, is a tax less to be en- 
dured than a tax of 40 percent. I would not vote, if I had the 
making of a tariff bill, for a tax of 40 per cent upon woolens; but 
I woul rather have a tax of 40 per cent than a tax of 100 per cent. 

To reply to another point made by the Senator from Georgia, 
while I ht bein favor of absolute free trade on some particular 
things that might be proposed here, I would rather have a tax of 
one-half of what is — by the bill than to take the whole rate 
proposed by the bill. 

Mr, dent, I agree very decidedly with the Senator from 
Minnesota hoe Davis] when he said some time since that there 
is no ind in this country so much depressed as agriculture. 
He was an appeal for a higher tax upon flax, the very 
eT very raw material, out of which a number of 

ngs are manufactured which are absolutely necessary in the 
domestic lifeof our people. If that were done, what would be the 
result? There would be a few flax manufacturers here and there 
who would be able to sell their flax at a higher price than they can 
sell it now; but, following the course always followed by the Re- 
publican party, there would be a compensating tax, compensating 
over and over again. Whatever protection was put on raw flax 
would be compensated for once, twice, thrice, and possibly four 
times before the uct went to the individual user. So, after 
all, it is a shre device, a cunningly concocted scheme, to levy 
taxes upon the masses for the benefit of the few. 

I have in my band asworn statement, made by a reputable busi- 
ness man in New York, and I have some quotations from a state- 
ment made by him, published in the Journal of Commerce. Here 
is his affidavit: 


Joseph L. being duly sworn, deposes and says: I have been continu- 
Sone ete one of buying, sane, sn8 handling linens for 


iy 


years, and am character and kinds of 
are use in thiscountry. The foregoing state- 
pa — — on which oon ony articles « . 
use; are ; are a true an 
fair exhibit of consecutive of of the same class, and this state- 
ment does not contain any or which are of only small or occa- 
sional consumption. 


JOSEPH L. FRAME. 


| Notary Public, Kings Count 
0 , Kings County. 
Certificate filed in New York County. om 


This statement is . Mr. President. It is headed, 
Statement oe lew at ad valorem rates of duty on 
goods in common use under the proposed Senate bill of 
pe corey mt ad valorem duties; also comparative rates 
al a omatison between ee — and = Senate 

@ comparison with t law; itis not a com- 
parison with what is fair and right, but a comparison between 


Sworn to . 
; before me this 2d day of June, 1897 


urden to compensate for what is claimed to be for | 





the bill as it came from the House and the Senate bill as it stands 
here now. It is as follows: 


Senate > ” 
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These items of taxation in many of the linens of the cheaper sort, 
the kind which enters into general use among the people of the 
country, are increased more than 100 per cent, showing that the 
Senate committee has already increased the rates enormously. 
There is nothing which so well illustrates that as the sample the 
Senator from Delaware {Mr. Gray] a few minutes ago exhibited 
to the Senate, an article of table damask, which would carry a tax 
of over 109 per cent—an enormous increase over the present law. 
_ [holdin my hand a letter written by W. B. Cunningham, an 
importer, who says: 

300 BROADWAY, New YORK, June 1, 1897 
Senator JAMEs K. Jonas, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C 

DEAR Sin: Regarding Schedule J in the proposed tariff bill: 

Jute carpeting.—The duties proposed are extraordinarily high—far highe 
than even the McKinley-bill rate of 6 cents per square yard 


This is a cheap class of carpeting— 


which was prohibitory on certain grades of jute carpeting, viz. low grades. 
The proposed rates, viz, 5 cents per square yard and 35 per cent ad valorem 
on goods costing 15 cents per square yard and uncer, and 10 cents per square 
yard and 35 per cent ad valorem on goods costing over 15 cents per square 
yard, would be prohibitory on all grades of jute carpeting. I trust the re 
fore, you will succeed in reducing the proposed rates to not over the McKin 
ley rate of 6 cents per square yard. 

I inclose a comparative statement of duties on a shipment of jute carpet 
ing I received here lately. 


This is the part of the statement to which I desire to call special 
attention: 


The net invoice cost of the goods was £499 9s. 5d., $2,431, on which 1 paid 
20 per cent duty, $486.20. 

ioe of these goods could not have been imported under the McKinley 
rate of 6 cents per square yard, as the duty would have been so high, nearly 
double. Importations of all such goods would be stopped under the proposed 
Senate rates, which, as the statement shows, are extraordinarily high, viz, 
a eent higher than present rate of duty and 162} per cent higher than 
the McKinley rate. 


I shall not read the whole of the letter, but will have it printed 
in the Recorp with my remarks. 
The remainder of the letter is as follows: 


In the hearings and statements submitted to the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, as published in Schedule J,the Lamond & Robertson Company (man- 
ufacturers of jnte c. ting at Paterson, N. J.) state in the postscript of 
their letter: “The McKinley tariff rate, 6 cents per square yard on manufac- 
tured carpet, would suit us much better than what we have asked for.” Ac- 
cording to that,6 cents per square yard would be ample protection, and that 
carpet manufacturing concern would be pleased and satisfied with the McKin- 
ley rate. Lamond & Robertson also stated, ‘6 cents per square yard would 
be really a protection of about 50 per cent ad valorem,” and “4 cents per 
cquare yard would be, at least, a protection of about 4 per cent ad valorem,” 
which is surely a high enough rate of duty tocharge on a poor man's carpet; 
yet the new rates p are very much higher—far higher than the Ameri- 


WM. B. CUNNINGHAM 


can manufacturers of jute carpeting asked for. 
Yours, very truly, 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will now read thestatement which te nape oan ous ae consum ion, and would necessitate the businoss 
o - . : yeing done in fewer fabrics, selected as being t hee te 
accompanies the letter. It is as follows: those rates. We feel it rica, specially enemies Deen tnt afect 1 by 
Statement showing present rate of duty on jute carpeting, McKinley rate, and | petition in those fabrics which it might still be possible to import — 
proposed Senate rates. 2 * —_ pro ene bill on the oom that are over 120 threads ¢) ml 
Shipment per steamship Douro from Hull to New York, imported by Wil- an advance from 8 cents per square yard to 7 cents per square yar. },..;,,. 
. . Onna a et Cin Wn On Gk Mat toe almost two anda half times as much. The result is that he o1 . 
—_ eee York, marked “B. Co. No, 204-315. Net invoice goods taken in the consecutive lines the price is raised ines 58 p ae 
Square yards, 13,579. _ ee per — ee oeneh ao 
J e “reased ; a 
Duty as at present (paid on above), 20 ~ cent ad valorem.........-.. in erdinace as ee on aa oem Mnene iS are 
McKinley rate, 6 cents per square yard, on 13,579 square yards ing and ~ ner costumes a run from 18 per cent to 49 per ak Cloth 
; oi aa ‘ the majority of instances closely approaches t Pnaid nna. 
Aa spun eee at ee eee and yet some of by cll yen the sueent Wilson bill. — he entire duty now paid . 
who have been making speeches here to-day seem to think it wou “COMPARATIVE PRIC P ORDIN i. 
have been the wisest thing possible for us not to have disturbed; . of Saree ctr te er 
the McKinley law, but to let it stand on the statute book, and not The following table shows the comparative prices of ordinary linen ¢ 


, , , : . such as are articles of common use in the household and as raw mater; 
to have passed the Wilson law, because, forsooth, it did not give | makers of men’s clothing and ladies’ costumes, under the preset tarift 


thein all they wanted. of 35 per cent and the pro new tariff rate of 30 per cent pius a soya, 
The statement continues as follows: yard duty of 1} cents to 10 cents a square yard, and showing also the «.,,, 
ent rate per cent of the new duties and the percentage of advan: 
Proposed new (Senate) rates. eee PO ee ee 
Bquare yards. Net value. Present wo 
7,6: $613, at 5 cents per square yard and 35 per cent psen’ | Price 
5,05 1,818, at 10 cents per square yard and 35 per cent } $1, 827. 60 ped under ae, 
13,579 2,431 gent | tarim. | taritt 

Equals 275 per cent higher than pynas rate of duty; and equals 162} per ae 2 

cent higher than McKinley rate of duty. 

Above shipment contained a good average, of various grades, of jute car- Cents, |, Cents. | Per cent. Per cent 
eting. If a statement were made up solely on the lowest priced goods, under | Bleached heavy linen, used for aprons 17 20 60 18 
he proposed rates, the percentage of duty would be very much higher, but | _@nd linings 24 | 67 . 

even the above shows that the rates proposed on jute carpeting are prohib- | Cream heavy linen, for butchers’ 17 7 
itory. aprons and ased as pillow linen and a4 ane | 
WM. B. CUNNINGHAM. sheeting in hospitals and infirm- 0 
. ? REFS. vik cn covese c chet ebca es 38 88 
I have here another letter from the same firm, which I will | Piliowiinen.ordinary medium quality. 55 70 
print with my remarks, so that Senators may see the statement | Tailors’ duck, for lining in coats 15 60 
made by these gentlemen who are engaged in this trade and who | ,8°2¢'#! clothing ek cin 19} % 


Pp ee 
B / ° 
know what they are talking about. ae aaa eens zm 61 


The letter referred to is as follows: The next quality, by reason of tly 
309 BRoaApWAY, New York. finer count and paying a higher 


Dean St: Regarding Schedule J in the proposed tariff bill: ¥ lech dene =i 

ute bur (paragra’ , plain woven fabrics of single jute yarns) in ; n 

the proposed Will ane So tered for a bigh rate of duty, viz, three-fourths of a “ae for interlining in 70 a 
cont per = ne oe —- ad veerem, bos cmd to —-> per _ ny “) 
valorem. At present such goods are on the free list, and as they are Blac : na 
used for agricultural products (wheat, corn, oats, flour, bran, peanuts, etc.), k canvas, for ladies’ skirt lining. { 2 a = 
it would be a boon to the ——— if such goods were continued on the m1) - 
free list, or only a small duty, say one-half cent per pound, imposed for | Brown linen, for ladies’ shirt waists 7 =o 
revenue. GRE QORORINAE « «2... inc cenese ces on: | 0 

A eer small quantity of burlaps are produced at two peers in California, er" ; 

viz, a jaii and a private manufacturing concern, which, | am informed, em- | qjass-cloth toweling and kitchen on, 8 6 19 


wr eae oat ie 


iMlVE 
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674 21 
ploys Chinese laborers. It seemsabsurd to impose a high duty to protect con- e 66 on 
vict and Chinese labor. : 

Rs ee < bares _progeced = Cytorata yery —_ com - with 1 109 rm 
the requirements of t c Coast. © DULE of the goods ere are | Cream damask and bleached damask 57 4 
imported from abroad, while all the burlaps used by bag manufacturers in ; 93 °° 
the Rast, South, Middie,and Northwestern States are imported from abroad. of qualities in common household "5 S os 
There is no trust or combination among the bag manufacturers, and nothing ; 65 on 
of the sort among burlap importers—nothing but keenest competition a 
among bag manufacturers and burlap importers—so any reduction or aboli- | —————————— — — ——  —— —— — —_—— 7 
tion of the proposed rate of duty would be clear gain to the consumers. “ The above are fair examples of goods in common everyday use. It will 

Yours, very truly, be fioticed that the increneed cost to the consumer in many cases is equal to 
WM. B. CUNNINGHAM. a large part of all the former duty of 35 per cent, and in scme instances this 
- increase is more than the entire duty under the nt tariff. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have also a long article taken from “In the foregoing statement the items have not been selected because they 
the Journal of Commerce and Commercial Bulletin of New York, oe excensten; 1 repress satative ices out of endl each a entire line pare given. ; . 
being a discussion of this schedule. It is carefully analyzed and | ¢,})« wiii show the entire line, while above will be found the selections from 
considered maturely, and shows the iniquities of this proposition | this entire line: 


clearly and strongly. I shall not ask the Senate to listen to me 
whilst I read it, but I shall insert it in my remarks in the REcorD, 
- that Senators who desire to do so may examine it at their 
eisure, Fe ome 

The article referred to is as follows: ns one 


67 
| 6 
EXCESSIVE DUTIES ON LINENS—IMPORTERS CONCERNED REGARDING THE 67 13 | oH 
EFFECTS ON THEIR BUSINESS—THE PROPOSED RATES, WHICH RUN IN SOME ee 93 
INSTANCES BEYOND 100 PER CENT, ARB, IT IS CLAIMED, PROHIBITORY, AND - as eee 
ARE UNNECESSARY, SINCE THERE I8 NO LINEN INDUSTRY TO PROTECT AND 
NO PROBABILITY OF THE DEVELOPMENT OF ONE. 


Depertege < jot are oa conceyned regarding ~ os ee —- “MANUFACTURERS ASK ONLY 50 PER CENT. 
ess should the duties propose: na nance Comm ls ‘a ae 
he present duty on ova is the wai one of 35 per cent, while wanker the | 5, a have been Soil Sint ie neetin teternated ip the eeeec ; - fh : 
compound duties proposed in the Senate bill (30 per cent ad valorem and an | 71103 comer y aenaeae Gales . we Senate bill, probably from 
additional charge varying from 1{ cents to 10cents per square yard, according | SCnedule Tne compoune wihe proposed the Seite imported 
to count) duties on ordinary importations, it is figured, range (with the ex- te the a o the real — ca goods auntie yohich will 
ception of fine shirting linens, which remain at 35 per cent) from the equiva- widens edie ie eee a they Seno natthad ted. us 
—_ ro ae _— to 9) per cent, and in the instance of common cream damask “There are D 1 in ns prodt im country with t . ex ception 1 of c - u 
The importers claim that these rates are prohibitive and unnecessary, | 0" crashes, whic ve been made ever since the tr ilae 
since, with the exception of cheap crash toweling and the crash for bicycle | 15 per — _, J have ant successfully made for the teat meerey years 
and similar suitings, for which a sudden demand sprang up last season, there — » yy o pes ae. addition to ene eee, 2 ees home- 
is, they assert, no linen manufacturing aiery to protect. No recent | made in the — ~~ “ —_ oe taped ayia wai tar 
official figures are available to show the extent of the linen industry in this eontiall made of cotton in warp the common linen weft, 
country. The census of 18% places the number of linen manufacturing agen & — not a linen manufacture. that probably not more 
establishments at three, com ring with five in 1880; their combined capi tt > is not genes Tere = = oqantry, state fa which they were 
$4 op Saat gone. with $08, bce ee eee oF Sa PNT RONEN originally woven, but have been ‘converted’ by various finishing process’s 
Med _L. Frame, of the Brookfield Linen Company, and secretary of the | into an article entirely different from what it was when it came = oo 
Linen Association of New York, said when questioned yesterday by a repre- | 100m. If the finishing were done in this country, it would require the ther 
sentative of this journal regarding the effects of the duties: tion of a large and extensive plant, which would be available for no oth 
“We object to the extraordinary rates on goods which are in common use | PULpose. aoe lant has never been attempted nT the matter 
and such . as comprixe the largest part of the importation of the trade, and tn th, ere . Ewart, of William Ewart & Son, » pu 
beca creased wou im e@ to work our | in this : , 
prices up to it within any reasonable time. ‘The effect of the A abe deal of —— is being taken at proces reamrd to nb 
consequence of the sudden change from one rate of specific duty to another _— oo Sos. t Sees oat ae it ie universally 
nearly twoand a half times more, is toraise the price sosuddenly as to throw porting dealing necessary ; » aS 
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‘ that there is no justification for any change, the confusion and dis- 
ae which has been produced is all the more vexatious. 

“Many very deliberate and careful attempts have been made to manufac- 
ture linens in thiscountry, and a great deal of money has been sunk by those 
who made the attempts, as, owing to climatic and other difficulties known 
only to practical manufacturers of flax fabrics, linens can not be manufac- 
tured successfully here. This fact has been so universally recognized that 
for many years the rate remained at 15 per cent ad valorem, thus securing a 
revenue from an article which could not be manufactured here and which 
had to be largely used by the people. During the urgent necessities of the 
war the rate was advanced to % per cent, at which point it remained for 
many years, during which time many trials to manufacture linens were made, 
always ending in failure. : 7 

“Under positive promises to make this a successful manufacturing enter- 
rise, and also develop a new industry for the farmer, that of growing flax 

or these American manufacturers, the McKinley bill advanced the rate on 

some linens to 50 per cent ad valorem, but no Administration has ever at- 
tempted to tax them at a higher rate than 50 per cent ad valorem. Less than 
ten months’ experience was sufficient to cause the failure of the company, 
which said (we refer to Record Hearings, 1889-90, page 523): ‘We promise 
an established industry of great magnitude;’ and up to the present time the 
Minnesota Flax Company, which made strong professions of ability to develop 
the flax-growing industry, has only exported 2 tons of flax to the North of 
Ireland, and the report on these is that the quality is very inferior; so, prac- 
tically, no development of this flax-growing industry has occurred. 

"Today the Senate bill, by a specious system of compound duties, pro- 

to levy a duty which would be absolutely prohibitive and is thoroughly 
needless, as it amounts in some instances to an equivalent of 109 per cent ad 
valorem, and on a great portion of the goods from (5 to 8 per cent ad va- 
lorem. It carefully exempts from this high duty, however, all fine shirtin, 
linens used by the Troy manufacturers and keeps them at 4 per cent ad 
valorem, although these shirting linens are no more strictly raw material 
than are the coarser goods, taxed at twice that amount, which are used by 
manufacturers of clothing, suits, trunks, etc.; and the still higher rates apply 
to common-grade , used by the masses, and which should be admitted 
at a low rate of duty. 

“It is a strange fact that this great linen industry should be convulsed by 
the threat of such prohibitive duties, when the would-be manufacturers of 
New Enghad are W iting (as they claim to be) to acquiesce with the sugges- 
tion that no linens shall be taxed above the equivalent of 50 per cent ad valo- 
rem if they—the manufacturers—can import their linen yarn at 35 per cent 
ad valorem, which is the rate at the present moment. It is understood that 
there isonly one difficulty in the way of obtaining this concession on yarns. 
It comes in the opposition of some linen-thread manufacturers, who insist 
tely high protection on their flax thread, as the proposed 
change advances the rate on linen threads from 35 per cent ad valorem to as 
much as 66 per cent ad valorem; although at the lower rate of 35 per cent the 
business was so profitable that large fortunes were made in it. 

“It is scarcely possible that the American public will submit meekly to the 
demands of this outside interest and willingly pay the enormous increase in 
the cost of millions of importations; so it is sincerely hoped that the Senate 
may make a modification in the rates and leave them at a point not exceed 
ing 80 per cent ad valorem, which is all the linen manufacturers ask for and 
which is Renews rate ever before im on linen fabrics.” 

Mr. E. R. die, the president of the Linen Association, said: ‘‘ {n the first 
place, I aa oe lam a Republican in politics and Iam in favor of the prin- 
ciples and of a. which I believe is the basis of prosperity. 
I believe in di everything we can to encourage the manufacture of every- 
thing in this country tvan be manufactured. But I don’t believe in pro- 
hibitive rates. Any industry that can not sustain itself after a prolonged 
moderate rotection ought to be abandoned. 

“In the ma of duty on linens at the time the Wilson bill was being framed 
the advisability was considered of making the duty on linen goods 4 per cent 
ad valorem. lop it because 1 did not believe it was just tothe country, 
for the reduction in duty would not in a perceptible degree chaagen the cost 
of the goods to the consumer, as the distributers would naturally keep the 
difference themselves. On the other hand, I do not believe that the rates 
should run over 35 percent, which [ believe is the highest rate the goods will 
bear without the production, as the higher the rate the greater 
the cost, and the greater the cost the less the consumption that will result. 


THE PROPOSED RATES EXCESSIVE. 


“The rates in the present bill are excessive. The weight rates fixed by the 
House bill made the ad valorem equivalent in some instances to as high as 112 
r cent; and the ad valorem equivalent of the compound rates of the Senate 
is equally as high. The people can not stand any such increase in the 
of as these rates would necessitate. They would lead to substi- 
tutes used for linens, and from a revenue standpoint the Government 
would be in my opinion, of a considerably reduced amount from 
what it now receives at the present rates, namely, 35 per cent ad valorem.” 
Mr. J. D. Weir, a linen importer, said: ‘* The linen trade, in my estimation, 
has been ‘held up’ in the interests of one or two men who do not manufac- 
interested in yarns and flax.” 
one of the largest linen-importing firms in the city yesterday 
ituation from the standpoint of the importer as follows: 
“Before the war the duty on linen goods was 15 to 25 per cent. Asa war 
revenue, the duty wasincreased to 30 to 35 per 
cent. under the tariff commission, the rate was made 15 to 25 
per cent all around. this period the Stevens Crash Company, the 
my, Teeth entocturing concern in the United States, were perfectly satis- 
with these rates, seemed tomake money. At the same time the ony 
ever made or could see any money in making was a common cras 


orr to retail at about § to 10 cents per yard. 
When it Harrison was elected and the McKinley bill was sprung 
upon the American ie, Schedule J, or manufactures of flax, was for the 


on ntations that all kinds of linen goods could 
manufactured in this country; whereas, the experience 
years has gone to show that such goods are only capable 

mie Vary tow small districts of Europe, where very cheap labor 
emess, manufacture of this article, from the growth of the 

finished product, is one of extremecare and very careful detail, 
total output is a very infinitesimal factor of the general dry goods 


LIMITED MARKET FOR THE AMERICAN MANUFACTURERS. 


European manufacturer has the whole world before him fora market, 
nten era even if he were wee te yresace ee goods 
extreme protective ra now posed, wou on. ave © home 
supply; and even if one ‘ansubpetarer were able to do this it 

. 


a 7 business. 
proposed of the Senate Finance Committee, when reduced to 
Speesatente, run all the o from 50 per cent to 109 per cent, the 
aa Laeence on the cheaper class of goods; and the ex- 
tae, per cent, onan article used on the work- 
namely, a cream inches wide, costing, in the Euro- 
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pean market, about 13g cents. The injustice of this isthe more apparent when 
we consider the fact that the millionaire Troy shirt and collar manufac- 
turers are enabled to bring in their finest quality of shirting linen at 3 per 
cent ad valorem against 100 per cent for the wi : 


rkingman’s table 























“T would also draw attention tothe fact that thread suitable for the man- 
ufacture of shoes, clothing, carpet sewing, bookbinding. et had heretofore 
never been higher than 4) per cent ad valorem until the MeKinley bill made 
it 45 per cent, but the present proposed measure runs all the way from 45 to 
67} per cent, the bulk of the importation being repr ted by the r ticure. 
Where is the justice of this prot ringing in fin ns for the 
Troy trade at 3 per cent and charging clothic he Massachu- 
setts shoemaker, and the bookbinders generally a rate of, maximum, 67} per 
cent and, minimum, 45 per cer 

“Handkerchiefs are another item which coms vi- 
ous to the McKinley bill they were all admitte 1 that 
rate a large domestic industry was built up ll the 
rates were raised to) tq60per cent. Tho Wi » 40 
to) per cent. Now it is proposed to force } r cent, 
with several ambiguous clauses pertaini neven more 
than these rates. At the same time I be e that the 
wages paid for the hemstitching and makirg up o this 
country to-day are in many cases less than th tiled 
pauper labor of Europe for the same work 

“As faras home manufacturers are concerned, there have been p1 ally 
no linen goods produced on this side outside the Stevens Crash Company up 
to the present time until a few months ago, when a sudden dema rang 
up for what is called in the trade ‘homespun’ or batistes, which fabric 
composed either of all linen or linen and cotton, suitable for ladies’ eand 
seaside apparel. These goods were inquired for last year, the det i hav- 
ing been brought about by some fashionable tailors who made up w suits 
out of common Russian crash (which any housekeeper will recogni is ler 
toweling). This created quite a demand for such goods, and the importer 
not being able to supply the same, the domestic manufacturers thought it 
was a very large item of the linen business, and as it wasan article that could 
be easily manufactured, they imported a large quantity of ropean flax 
yarns. The consequence is that to-day these domestic manufacturers, lam 
credibly informed, have a surplus stock of 2,000 cases of these goods 


CIRCULARS ISSUED BY THE LINEN TRADE 

Following is a circular that linen importers have prepared: 

“The Senate amendments to the Dingley bil! assess flax twine and flax 
threads 12 cents per pound; if made from yarns finer than 5 lea or number, 
three-fourths of 1 cent per pound additional for each lea or number or 
part of a lea or number in excess of five 

* This proposal makes on the three established grades a duty of 67 
on ‘ F* quality, instead of 35 per cent under present law; 54 per 
quality, instead of 35 per cent under present law; 45 per cent on *‘ best 
instead of 35 per cent under present law. 

“As the bulk used is ‘F’ and ‘A’ qualities, it will be seen that the pro- 
posed rate is very excessive and hurtful to American manufacturers of shoes, 
clothing. carpet sewers, bookbinders, and other consumers, besides being a 
blow to the American fishermen, who make their nets from linen thread, 
using them on the Great Lakes and other places, and whose outfit will thus 
cost them so much more than their competitive neighbors across the border.” 

Another circular that is being distributed follow 

“The Senate amendments tothe Dingley bill assess linen goods 30 per 
cent ad valorem and an additional charge varying from 1} to 10 cents per 
square yard, according to count. The following are a few specimens of the 


per cent 
it on ‘A’ 
quality, 





result: 
Price 
unaer 
| Present Proxent | Senate Rate 
| import duty 7 bill of new 
price : at rates| duty 
above 
noted 
Per yard. Per cent. Per yard. Per cent, 
18-inch crash for roller towels. ........- $9. 0S 3 $0. 09 524 
5t-inch cream union damask -........ 194 35 2 65 
24-inch canvas for dress lining and | 
SE abo cintcepihenons 08) 35 10 69 
34-inch blouse linen for summer cloth- | 
NT : 16 35 22 09 
40-inch linen for butcher aprons : 19} 35 22 65 
18-36 huck towels for medium trade, | } 
i dkdnue oosececene . 4. 1.37 35 1.51 5O 


“ These rates which it is proposed to levy on the American consumer can 
not be defended on the ground of protection to American labor. Even sup- 
posing that the labor costs double in this country to what it does abroad, inas- 
much as the labor is only a smali percentage in the value of the finished ar- 
ticle, it is quite apparent that duties from 50 per cent to 99 per cent have long 

sed the point of legitimate protection and would become purely a tax on 
he users of the goods. 

“ The rates on long lines of linen goods will vary from ) per cent to the 
rates noted above. 

“In many cases these rates are prohibitive, so that the revenues of the 
Government will be diminished instead of increased 

**Those who have tried say that all linen goods above the grade of brown 
crashes can not be made here, but a loosely woven fabric, composed of linen 
and cotton, has been made. The yarns for such goods are to be assessed 40 
per cent and the finer kinds 15 percent. Even allowing for the heavy duty 
on low yarns there is a great margin between them and the woven fabric. 

“Linen goods are used largely as raw material in clothing and other pur- 

8, and such rates will greatly increase the cost of living 

“Such an excessive stimulant must lead toareaction. Theimporting trade 
after a struggle may be crowded to the wall. but the domestic manufacturer, 
laborer, and dealer will suffer in the end.” 

Following is in part a statement of facts in support of protests against the 
increased duties, prepared by Britton & Gray, attorneys for importers: 

“Customs revenues from flax manufactures have always been large. Dur- 
ing past six years, the total value of such importations has averaged $25.000,000 
annually. From eleven to fourteen millions of dollars represents the annual 
importations of manufactured linens. Prior to the war, the duty on manu- 
factared linens was 15 percent ad valorem. Necessity for increased revenue 
then caused an increase of duty to% percent. It there remained until the 
act of 1890 increased the duty on coarse goods counting below 100 threads to 
the square inch to W per cent, leaving the goods above that quality at 35 
per cent until January 1, 1894. 
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“This increase was given upon the assurance of the Flax and fone Rabe Spin- 
ners andi ver Growers’ ¢ that under such ve rates ‘we prams 
an established industry of great magnitude.’ ( rd Hearings 1889-90, page 


623.) 
“ The promise was yee rotetmah ihe by act of March 3, 1889, unani- 
mously oF to J 1, 1895, the increase to 50 per cent on fine linens 
the the act of If 1890, it being well understood that in the meantime the 
= be NOTIN, £4 Was Gane ty he act of Aw st, 1894, and the 
former rate of 35 percent on all linens aie reenacted. At the hearing before 
the present Waysand Means Committee re teen 1329-1333) S the same tion 
or interests, er the name of the Flax p, and Jute anemamnnase of 
the United Btates, anid manttac demand for duties on dressed flax, yarns, and 
threads, twine, manufactured cloth, which have been substantially ac- 
— in the pond bill Therein duty was aane of 50 per cent ad valo- 
= eee linens. Notwithstanding this public record, the rates 
of a duty the Senate —~- —T (pa : (paragraph al an enormous 
advance bral what was asked. tee7 ane compound and specific, thus: 
Sixty tse per cent ad valorem on all goods, ollowing ific duties: 
or oe 1} cents per square yard; from over 60 to 120 threads, 
5 oom over 120 to 130 th 7 cents per square yard; 
eri Sern cents r square yard: Provided, That none of the fore- 
per cent ad valorem. On fine goods weighing less 
an Aon cums ae aC a ard and containing more than 100 threads to the 
suede pach, cluding irting cloth, the present rate of 35 per cent is 


ned. 
“ The enormous increase prgpenlieg ond what was asked by the promising 
American manufacturers, is i rated by the following examples: 


Finance 
Act 1800. | Act 1894. Committee, 
proposed tariff. 


Per cent. | Per cent. Per cent. 
35 35 | 1093 ad valorem. 
744 ad valorem. 
624 ad valorem. 
73 ad valorem. 
Ee ines onchbiinednie wnmindehs . 60}; ad valorem. 


— 


“These proposed rates are ay reas. They aresointended. Even 
on the goods increased to 50 by the act of 189, and with no resulting 
manufacture here, importat fell from eeaee in 1891 to three and one- 
half — of dollars in 1893 (Senate Tar 334, a — Congress, 
second session, 278, — with mite ed revenue. 
The enormous increase over 50) per cent now proposed ewe Seaepeae 
Sarther nelee reduce both importations and revenue. 
* If manufacture of these goods were possible here, such exorbitant rates of 
dut; vont not be justifi , because cee beyond any legitimate pro- 
which is even asked by the rs, and (2) because 
eaither ne flax nor American soonre has been developed here 
uncer conditions, perican ma coarse crash, which flourishes now, as 
at the 35 per cent rate. 
7 But such Ceeenaintoane under the act of 1890 resulted in complete 
failure. No change in essential conditions, climatic or otherwise, has since 
oceurred, and after ninety years of continuous duty upon linens no domestic 
SS = t of crash and possible recent small uction of 
cotton and fabric, has yet a The goods are all imported. 
Ties revenues from 1890 to 1894 sufte from these unredeemed promises, 
and yet the same interests now give the same renewed assurances, with no 
ble change in conditions whereby they can be 1 fulfilled. T The people are 
asked to submit to this enormous increase in taxation a such a record. 
Prohibitive rates are are pe roposed, and the common peo pa are to be made to 
a A to na a few individuals more * protection ” than they even ask. 
wn in this country only for the seed. Even for such purpose 
the Sani oes not equal the — 4 in — “y) ,533 bushels of seed were 


imported. (House Tariff Com i page @ 

= Ses Eee is not produced fo: hax is ite ted. rhe attached letter dem- 
onstra 

- sone such conditions the —_ on manufactured linens of 50 per 
cent and ae, 68 Seeemeee Ne act of 1890,and now asked by the 

romising Guneatin ee be increased, to the Geikene- 

on of revenue, the discomfort the people, and without possibility of 
benefit to any industry, actual or a 

Following is a protest forwarded by Marshall Field & Co. to the Finance 


Comnittee: 
‘DEAR Stes: We are in receipt of the Finance Committee amendments to 
but firmly to protest against the 


the Dingley , and ecepecttuny 
excessive and ee r vegregh 344 on linens (woven fabrics 


and articles). The manufacture ot these goods has often been es and 
each proveda failure. Climatic and other conditions necessary for their 
SS, manufacture do not exist in this country, and as there is no linen 
protect and no reasonable belief that one will ever be created, 
Ree hea no excuse for such extravagant duties. 

“We also to call your attention to the rates on flax or linen threads, 
advanced from 35 per cent to fic rates equivalent to 50 and @) per cent. 
About two-thirds of the th under t 


pm mg Ay bh ogg Why is eens ands. aor aa 
-known fact that the manufacture thread has prospered im- 


so burdensome and 
so Puties is sure to follow.” 


a e o cu we 
eal wacdioranen iene oof the partenla paragran rate was 
peri I have in m 


-yarn schedule as 
occurred 


what 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On some grades it costs more on this 
side and on some more on the other side. 


The paper referred to is as follows: 
COTTON-YARN SCHEDULE PROPOSED BY THE SENATE COMMITTE»:. 


os TE ceceteteetn Votre ee en Senate is 2 
only full of the most absurd inconsistencies, 


but must also become abso! 


plete ignorance of the subject, or it is a direct si);:. 
ALpricn's remarks in introd the measure: a 
conditions in this country. — — ew exceptions, do not 
demand a — to the rates imposed by the act of 1890;” and, “the rat 
~— by the committee's An 5 tes ae considerably Sdlew those in 
peed the House bill, and, in most most instances, below those contained in ; 
act 0: 
The clear inference is that no ets are to be taxed in excess of { 
oumes hy a ne by the McKinley 
y actual fact Seeietes Senator ALDRICH, and proves eit hoy 
that o (oes not watercand the cotton-yarn schedule at all, or that he e hi 
aap Eoenoes by false representations, the following comparative ta})|. 
w ow: 


Cotton-yarn tariff inconsistencies proposed by Senate committec.* 


as compar. 
with McKin| > 
duties. 


15cts.or 50 per 
cent more 
174 cts. or 75 per 
cent more 
2cts. or 10) per 
cent more 
224cts. or 25 per 
cent more 
25 cts.or 39 per 
cent more 


@8 per ct more 


18 cts. or 80 per 
cent more 
21 cts. or 17 per 
cent more 
224 cts. or 25 per 
cent more 
23.7 cts. or 3] per 
cent more. 


88 per ct. more 


15} cts. or 14 per 
cent less 

17 cts. or 5 per 
cent less 


l4 per ct. less, 


observed that the the highest duties are on the cheapest goods, 
which require least labor for their production. 
The McKinley rates, generally, were excessive, and restricted im) 
tion, as shown by the loss of over $100.0 ,000,000 of revenue while they Sere 


that they are no longer pepe, fn fact that 
t will be ol 


over the McKinley dues S, 
that little justificati: 

legislation with a ven 

becoming prohibition. since for 

cotton yarn is possi- 

continuance of importa- 


ect. 

e under review is stated by 

rs and exponents to be the obtainment of more money for goyer!- 
purposes. Go iar on eetten Foran ave eencetnel, ins effet must be to 
destroy this source of revenue entirely. 
sense dictates that cotton ee ees We eres t of the Siees 
protection present tim 
ad tetas te Herm. and throws 
The subject can not have been 


comprehension that men of any 
make such a flagrant ©" 


of cotton- 

artes trenches of 
progressive cou: 
bleach: od 
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Nothing could be more antagonistic to labor in s than the incidence 
of the duties as regards cotton yarns and the goods made from 
them, since the imported manufactured article would pay a lower rate by 
over 30 per cent ad than the raw material which is needed for its 
prod be that fo competition is both desirable and neces- 
ants = ee of our dustries in the highest possible state of 

She basis of dealings in cotton yarns is the ratio which length bears to 
Fee instance. forties single have 40 hanks of 840 yards each to the pound, 
and other numbers in ——. 

In two-ply, where two threads are put together, forties would have 20 
hanks ot 840 yards each to the pound. 


The excision of the ad valorem principle and the substitution of rates vary- 


ith length and weight solely can not be either politic or equitable, since 
ae ae variations in quality and value of the same number. 


The difference between the highest and the lowest grades is f 


uently in the 
neighborhood of 100 


cent, and to tax both extremes at the same rate 


bea absurdity. A yarn in general and regular use is No. 60. 
— are ble marks for which to-day's quotations stand: Egyp- 
tian, % ; sea island, | pence. : 

Can it be seriously that both values should be treated on a parity 
for fiscal purposes? . 
With such variations of quality, common sense dictates that protective 
imposts should be regulated by the commercial value of the articles on which 
re levied. 
hs hanes in the duties from specific to ad valorem is attended 
results which would ludicrous if it were not for their gravity, and 


which indicates either gross carelessness or lamentable incapacity. The dif- 
values between 79-1 and 80-1 combed Egyptian filling twist in Eng- 

ically inestimable, and ld not exceed one-fourth pence or 
cent per pound, whereas the difference in duty would be 9.7 centg 


duty on 80-1 combed Egyptian filling twist, the value of 
per nd in England, would be 6cents less per pound than 


filling twist, worth only 12 pence per pound. in Eng- 


d. 
The wopeses 
which f 1 
on ve carded Es 
at is contemplated to make the rate on two-ply yarns the same as on 
bed Hence 80-2 extra-combed and gassed Egyptian warp 


twist worth 18} pence per pound in England would carry a duty of 18} cents 

per pound, while 80-1 carded Egyptian filling twist, worth only 12 pence per 

pound in England would be penalized to the tune of 20 cents per pound. 
Such grotesque legislative lunders are surely without parallel. 


This was to Senator ALDRICH before the consultative com- 
mittee to which he had finished their labors and made their report. 

It to have been utterly ignored. 

The se of the document is clear, from the fact that its signatories 
control a on of many millions of dollars, and employ many thousands of 
work people. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I submitted a statement yesterday 
which showed that the labor cost in yarns above No. 100 was less 
in this country than in England, and in yarns below No. 100 it 
in England than in thiscountry. One of the points made 
from lowa this morning was that this cotton 
not like the Wilson schedule; that where it differed 
in the fact that it allowed a higher tariff on the high 
cotton. The Senator from Rhode Island { Mr. ALDrRIcH |, 
this debate, stated to us that this schedule, as I 
in fact very much the same as that in the Wilson 
most points, and so it isin almost every specifi- 
are limitations in the Wilson law which are left 
ing bill; and taking those limitations out, allowsa 
the high-numbered yarns which did not exist 
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ecticut. We have reduced the rates below 
House of Representatives. 
Arkansas. That may be, and yet not be much 
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a virtue. 
are simply monstrous, and I confess that I was gratified. 
over the bill as it came from the Senate committee, 


ceF 


many of the most important and material 
not been lowered, but have been raised. I 
however, expecting but little. 
in the condition of the preacher to whom the 
Missouri referred, who said, ‘* Blessed are those who 
for they shall not be disappointed.” I had not 
<> but when the bill was returned to the Senate with 
im a great many instances, I confess I was very much 
gratified. however, been sadly disappointed, as we reach 
amendment where the Senate committee had 
— to reduce the House rates, to find the Senator in charge 
of the bill, the Senator from Iowa, in that bland, suave way of 
saying he hopes the committee amendment will 
=e to. So it seems we are to be disappointed in our 
and I confess that I have not m hope of the 
this in the bill retaining their places. 
intended saying anything at this time 
bill, but as this discussion has taken a some- 
as Man these questions have been raised, 
well discuss these items now as to wait un- 
een eeeraph in the bill should be reached to which 


the raw material, according to my theory, 


pat anting to the of the Republican , they will 
put a higher ieiitaaeeiesened erie wie: : 


, { think, in 
justifiable. Still I believe that when taxes are 


there should be an equivalent given to 


are rates in this bill as it came from the House | 





the manufacturers to compensate them for the weight they have 


to carry in the shape of a tax upon the raw material. 
wrong, but that is what I believe. 
The New York Times some weeks ago contained this paragraph: 


I may be 


THE HEAVY TAX ON LINENS 


A large importer of linens said there was not yet much ‘ 
this line of goods, , 


cking up” on 


* st 


“ The proposed rates,” he said,‘ would seem to make such a course desira- 
ble. On table linen the rate will be advanced from the present duty of 35 per 
cent to 109 percent. Under the McKinley billit was never higher than 50 per 
cent. The only rate that is moderate is the one laid on shirtings that are 
used by the Troy trust to make collars and cuffs. This duty per cent. 
The rate is cunningly devised to deceive the yx ople. At present we have an 
ad valorem duty of & percent. The proposed rate is 30 per cent ad vak 


rem 
and a specific rate per square yard. which makes the compound duty figure 


up from 65 to 109 per cent. The uninitiated do not understand a compound 
duty. The duty on flax straw is $5 a ton, on flax not dressed $15 a ton, and on 
“hackled ” or dressed flax it is $5 aton. The gross injustice of these duties 
can be appreciated when it is remembered that, owing to climatic conditions, 
flax can not be grown nor linen manufactured successfully in this country, 
and when it is further remembered that the kind of linen taxed is the kind 
that is used by the poorest classes, while a much lower duty is put on the 


finer grades. 


This is the unvarying practice of the Republican high protec- 
tionists. They always put the highest taxes on the lowest class 
of goods, and the lowest taxes on the highest class of goods. The 
purpose of the whole system is to levy blackmail on the poor. 
It is for the benefit of the rich; it is to lighten the burdens of 
those who are most able to pay, and to increase the burdens of 
those who are least able to pay. 

The article continues: 


The duty on linens and flax is made to protect one thread manufacturer 
the Barbour Bros., of Paterson, N. J.—and one or two manufacturers of cycling 
suits, made of half linenand halfcotton. That the present duty of 35 per cent 
was adequate is shown by the enormous fortunes that have been made by 
manufacturers protected by it. The only linen manufactured in this country 
is a species of crash. This is made of foreign-spun yarns 

Linens are all made in Ireland and Scotland, with a small quantity on the 
Continent. They can not be manufactured here, and a tax « m is a direct 
tax levied upon the consumers, and falls heaviest upon the poor Vew York 
Times, May 18, 1897. 


n the 


I have a table here, Mr. President, which has been prepared 
carefully, as lam advised, by a man familiar with this trade, show- 
ing the rates of taxation, which I shall insert in the Recorp in 
connection with what I have said. 

The table referred to is as follows: 

Table showing the comparative prices of ordinary linen goods, such as ali arti- 
cles of common use in the household, and as raw materials for the makers of 
men’s clothing and ladies*® costumes,under the present tariff rate of 35 per 
cent and the proposed new tariff rates of 30 per cent, plus a s) duty of 1.75 


fie 





to 10 cents a square yard, according to count, and showing also the equivalent 
rate per cent of the new duties and the percentage of advance caused thereby 
Present id | In 
price : a Rate, | creased 
at % per en aa cost to 
cent aan tari con 
duty. tariff. sumer 
Cents. | Cents Per cent.|Per cent 
Bleached heavy linen, used for aprons/ 17 2 574 | 18 
and linings ‘ \ 20 24 oO | I) 
Creamed heavy linen. for butchers’ uu 17 v1: | on 
aprons and uses as pillow linens and)! on | ry 6a 4 
sheetings in hospitals and infirm a oa * a 
: 2 3 4s 32 
GREED 2.0 oe coceececeses Ainge ~a26 qesece 
Pillow linen, ordinary medium quality 45 BD 70 23 
Tailors’ duck, for lining coats and gen- { 12 15 wo 21) 
eral clothing purposes \ 4 19} 90 36 
Brown holland, for lining and staying | 13 174 70 324 
in men's clothing. ..... a \ 19 23 | 61 21 
The next quality, by reason of slightly | 
finer count and paying a higher 
square-yard rate, and all above it | 
would be prohibited from use 20 28} 99 42 
Clothiers’ padding, for interlining in 
men’s clothing --....- itnos ” 11} 70 25 
9 | ll} 70 | 25 
Black canvas, for ladies’ skirt lining 10 12 titi 20 
li | 134 65 20 
Brown linen, for ladies’ shirt waists) N | ts | er | » 
Ss somicqintmastcqcsenss 16 | 4 | on 40 
ve OE | 674 21 
Glass-cloth toweling and kitchen tow } 8} 10 | 6 19 
TS pomen ancient 7 | St 66 | 20 
0 | Lig oO 17 
i 194 | 29 10 oe) 
Cream damask and bleached damask 37} 42} it) 14 
of qtialities in common household ft) 6 | XS x2 
ele aibass ammeter covnns sees vi) W254 | 70 23 
100 12 | 65 2 


The above are fair samples of goods in common everyday use It will be 
noticed that the increased cost to the consumer in many cases is equal to a 
large part of all the present duty of 35 per cent, and in some instances this 
increase is more than the entire duty under the present tariff. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We can not by any possibility suc- 
ceed in reducing these taxes at all. Still, I believe it is wise for 
us to propose moderate reductions to the present committee bill, 
and to try, if possible, to get the Senate to accept them. If they 
will not, there is nothing left for us to do but to put ourselves on 
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record as being opposed to these monstrous exactions that are now 
being levied on the masses. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas, to amend the committee 
amendment in paragraph 322 by inserting ‘‘one and one-half” in- 
stead of “three” cents per pound on “ flax, hackled, known as 
‘dressed line,’” on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smrru] to the Senator 
from aencnenaes i Mr. LopGeE], and vote “nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLarK]}. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO, I wish to announce that the Senator from Illinois 
Mr. Mason] is paired on this vote with the Senator from Virginia 
Mr. Martin]. 

Mr. CLAY. I rise to announce that my pair with the junior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] has been transferred to 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH]. That arrangement 
will stand for the day. 

Mr. BATE (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to 
inquire if the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. DeBor] has voted? 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
a BATE. I withdraw my vote, being paired with that Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. WETMORE (after having voted in the negative). Has the 
senior Senator from Georgia , r. BAcon] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia has not 


voted. 
Mr. WETMORE. I withdraw my vote, being paired with that 
Senator. 


The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 37; as follows: 
YSAS—%. 


Morgan, 
Murphy, 


Berry, 


Butler, 

CUhiiton, McLaurin, Pasco, 
Ging. Mallory, Pettus, 
Cockrell, Miils, Rawlins, 
Gray, Mitchell, Roach, 


NAYS—37. 
Allison, rT. Shoup, 
Baker, Gallinger, . Spooner, 
Burrows, Gear, Perkins, eller, 
Carter. Hale, Pettigrew, Thurston, 
Hanna, Platt, Conn. Warren, 
Hawley, Platt, N. Y. Wellington, 
Hoar, Pritchard, Wilson. 
Kyle, Proctor, 
McBride, uay, 
McEnery, well, 


NOT VOTING—238. 
Daniel, Harris, Tenn 
Deboe, Heitfeld, Mason 
Faulkner, Morrill, 
George, Smith, 
Gorman, Stewart, 


Hansbrough, Wetmore, 
Harris, Kans. Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 6, page 104, it is proposed to strike out 
**three” and insert ‘‘two and one-half;” so as to read: 

322. Flax, hackled, known as “ dressed line,” 2} cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senate to disagree to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I now move to amend paragraph 322 by 
striking out “ three” and inserting ‘‘ four.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 6, 104) aph 322, it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘‘three” and insert ‘‘four;” so as to read: 

a22. Flax, hackled, known as “ dressed line,” 4 cents per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in p h 323, after the word 
*“‘flax,” to strike out ‘‘not retted;” and ine 9, after the word 
**pound,” to strike out “‘ tow of flax, retted, 1 cent per pound;” so 
as to make the paragraph read: 

823. Tow of flax, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. I propose a modification of the amendment by 
striking = all after the word ‘‘flax,” in line 8, and inserting 
“ per a” - 

The Sroretary. After the word ‘‘flax,” in line 8, it is pro- 


Jones, Ark. 
Kenney 


Tillman, 
Turner, 
Turpie, 


Vest, 
Walthall, 
White. 


Martin, 


Sato 


per ton;” so that the paragraph will read: 
823. Tow of flax, $20 per ton. 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. This provision puts résted and unr 
tow of flax on the same footing, In other words 
tection of 100 per cent on unretted tow of flax and about 10 per 
cent on ret tow of flax. No such discrimination would ¢o.. 
tainly ever be made by the committee if they understood the f»,.:. 
They put 100 per cent on common upholsterer’s tow, made of {jay 
unretted, and 10 per cent on the retted flax, which is use j) 
spinning, and soon. Therefore, it is an exceedingly unscient jf. 
duty, and I believe the committee pride themselves on produc; 
a very scientific bill. 

A duty of $20 per ton on unretted tow of flax is abundant— 1) 
per cent. It willdo very well. I shall ask to have the paracray) 
separated and the House provision in regard to the retted {ow of 
flax retained and the duty increased to 2 cents a pound, which 
will make a duty of about 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ill the Senator from South Dakota 
restate his amendment as he would like to have it submitted to 
the Senate? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Perhaps I had better let the amendment 
go over and let the committee amendment be disposed of, and then 

will offer an additional subdivision. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will that be satisfactory to the Sen- 
ator from Iowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. It will be. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to tho 
committee amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer as a substitute for the paragraph 
the following: J 

823. Tow of flax, not retted, $20 per ton; tow of flax, retted, 2 cents per 
pound. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call attention to the fact that under the 
McKinley Act this duty was one-half cent per pound. On the bill 
as it came to us from the House, the Dingley bill, the duty on tow 
of flax not retted was one-half of 1 cent per pound; on tow of flax 
retted it was 1 cent per pound. As I understand the amend- 
ment, it will increase one of the classifications 1} cents a pound 
over the McKinley Act. Is that the fact? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not know what the McKinley Act 
rate was, neither do I care. It has always been customary for 
manufacturers, who have always got up the tariff bills, to put a 
sum equal to what two or three duties ought to be on the mann- 
factured articles and nothing on the raw material, and then try 
to make our le believe we were interested in the tariff. | 
want to remedy that. That is what I am trying to do in this bill. 
I therefore propose practically to double the rate in this paragraph. 
The compensatory duties have been doubled under the bill on all 
manufactured linens. 

Mr. VEST. I am not accustomed to defend the McKinley Act, 
as the world knows, but it is not amenable to the charge made by 
the Senator from South Dakota that the highest duty was put 
upon the raw materials. Under that act tow of flax not retted 
paid a duty of one-half cent a pound. After being retted, which 
might be called the finished product, the duty was 1 cent a pound. 

What I object to is the violation of the statement made by the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] in opening this dis- 
cussion, and which I have understood to be the basis of this leg- 
islation by our Republican friends, that they would not go above 
the McKinley rates. We were told some two weeks ago that there 
were not a half dozen instances in this bill where they have gone 
above them. This is an enormous increase, 14 cents upon one 
classification and 1 cent on the other. On that I shall call forthe 
yeas and nays, because the tax is excessive. 

Mr. WHI If I understand the situation of this matter, the 
Senator from Iowa a to make ny a substitute for 
the provision as it s in the House bill, putting the whole mate- 
rial at $20 a ton. Then the Senator from South Dakota offered 
an amendment by which he to place 1 cent on one class 
— 2 — on the other—the retted at 2 cents and the not retted 
at 1 cent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment the Senator from South Dakota, on which 
the yeas and nays are demanded. 

e yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 324, page 104, line 
10, after the word “hemp,” to insert ‘‘and tow of hemp:” in !ine 
10, before the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘“‘twenty-five” and 
insert “twenty;” so as to read: 

Hemp, and tow of hemp, $20 per ton. 


Mr. VEST. I understand the amendment to strike out $25 4 
ton is not withdrawn? 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment is not withdrawn. 

Mr. VEST. As it reads now, it would be, ‘Hemp, and tow of 
hemp, $20 per ton.” 
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I wish to make a single remark about this matter. The State of | few hemp manufacturers in a few counties of one State. I move 
Kentucky is the only State in the Union interested in the matter }*to strike out “$20 per ton” and insert “$10 per ton.” I should 
of hemp. The State of Missouri, prior to the war, was the largest like to see hemp upon the free list. 
raiser of hemp among the States of the Union; but as soon as com- The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
pulsory labor was dispensed with, by reason of the emancipation | will be stated. 
of the slaves, the culture of hemp in my State ceased. [t is abso- | The Secretary. In line 10 # is proposed to amend the com- 
lutely impossible by any sort of temptation in the way of money | mittee amendment by striking out the word * tw 
to induce white men to go into the culture of hemp. While there ing ** ten;” so as to read, ** $10 per ton. 
have been great improvements in all sorts of machinery, there has The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question i 
never been anything amounting to what might be called an im- | amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
provement in the old-fashioned, rude hemp-break, which was abso- | the committee. 
intely destructive to human health and life. To give an illustra- The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
tion of how destructive it was, after the war, when our negroes The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreving to 
were being hired out in Missouri upon hemp farms in the rich | the amendment of the committee. 
bottom lands on the Missouri River, where hemp culture mostly rhe amendment was agreed to. 
obtained, a negro man hired for $250 to $300 a year, while on the The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
in farms in the interior he was worth only $125 to $150. No} the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 324, line 11, page 
Cmene master ever allowed his slaves to go the second time upon | 104, after the word “ton,” to strike out ‘‘ tow of hemp, not carded, 
a hemp farm. . 1 cent per pound; tow of hemp, carded, 14 cents per pound;” and 
It was found by actual Sapeeaee that in the first place it de- | in line 13, after the word “ hemp,” to strike out ‘ or ‘dressed line’ 
veloped what is called by the doctors Cachexia africana, I be- | fifty” and insert ‘‘forty;” so as to read: 
lieve, what a plain man would call negro consumption, because 
the operation of the hemp break was very injurious to the chest, Mr. VEST. Under existing law it is $22.40 per ton. This is 
and the inhaling of the lint from the fiber always or nearly always nearly 100 per cent increase over existing law. I move to strike 
diseased the lungs. Therefore, when coercive labor was dis- | oy¢ $40” and insert ‘6 g99 40.” ; at 
pensed with as a result of the war, it was impossible to hire white | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
men, and the culture of hemp in the State of Missouri has ceased. | wi) be stated. 
an a dieee lie nethings I tidak « fow hundecd tone The SECRETARY. In line 14 it is proposed to amend the com- 
uces ; a s. 


The amendment to the amendment 


enty” and insert- 


on agreein © the 
to the amendment of 





Hemp, hackled, known as “line of hemp,” $40 per ton 


a . ; , mittee amendment by striking out ‘‘ $40” and inserting ‘*$22.40;” 
the other d, if Senators have an interest in this matter, | ,, as to read: : : P 
: : . ’ ‘ . © - 
and will read the testimony of Mr. Leslie Coombs, a son of Gen. Wisnins hedhled, laewa ee “Nas of heme,” 062.00 per ton 
Leslie Coombs, of Kentucky, a prominent Republican from Fay- “= ; Se 


ette County, Ky., they will find a very interesting history of The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
hemp culture in that State. In his testimony he affirms, and amendment of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment. 
doubtless it is true, that the negro population being so much The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
larger in Kentucky than in Missouri in proportion to the whites, The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
the negroes through mere necessity were compelled to continue in| The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 
the hemp fields and with the hemp-break, and he appealed to 325. Yarn, made of jute, 1 cent per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem. 
the Ways and Means Committee to put up the duty,I think to Mr. VEST. I move to strike out ‘‘1 cent per pound and 10 per 
eent” and insert ‘*30 per cent;” so as to read: 

$25. Yarn, made of jute, 30 per cent ad valorem. 


e hemp of Kentucky comes into competition with jute. The 
few raisers of hemp in Kentucky—and there are only a few thou- I wish to call the attention of the Senate to some testimony taken 
sand tons of it raised—do not fear competition from manila or | before the Ways and Means Committee. ; 
sisal, but from jute alone, and a Kentuckian of considerable Mr. ALLISON. I have an amendment which I wish to offer. 
preminence said to me the other day, ‘‘There are two things in Mr. VEST. I beg pardon. 
which my State is interested, and I — to you as a native Ken- Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out the paragraph and to in- 
tuckian to stand by it. Those two things are whisky and hemp.” | sert in lieu thereof what I send to the desk. 

I said, “It isa very significant partnership.” He said, ‘‘ We do not The Secretary... Itis proposed tostrike out paragraph 325 and 
fear sisal and we do not fear manila, but we do fear jute. There- | insert in lieu thereof the following: 
fore we want the — ~y possible exclusive duty upon jute.” wiih den 
I have some very ond memories from my native State. I am | pound and 10 per cent ad valorem; if finer than 5 lea or number, 35 per cent 
roud of her reputation. of her great statesmen in the past and | ad valorem. 
er great statesmen to-day. I think I know Kentucky as well as 
any man living, but I can not vote for an increased duty gp hemp | the pending bill, but a section not to be found in existing law or 
or jute even toplease them. Hemp is used to-day in cord, and the | jn the McKinley Act? It is an entirely new classification. 
increased duty upon hemp simply enables the hemp manufac- Mr. ALLISON. Itis anew adjustment of the rate on single 
turers of Kentucky to charge more for their rope and for the com- | jute yarns. 
mon hemp garment used by the very poorest class of population, Mr. VEST. 
and in the summer time ey y negroes, amendment and to insert ‘30 per cent ad valorem.” 
With my views in regard to the tariff, I think it is class legis- Mr. MILLS. On both classes? 
lation to put on an additional duty in order to enhance the price of Mr. VEST. Yes. 
this article. Why should we put $20 a ton upon this hemp, when The SECRETARY. It is proposed tostrike out ‘‘1 cent per pound 
its only effect is to enable the hemp manufacturers to add that | and 10 per cent ad valorem” and ‘35 per cent ad valorem” where 
much more to their finished product? I do not think that that | they occur in the amendment and insert in lien thereof ‘30 per 
should be the object of a tariff. There is no pretense that hemp | cent ad valorem.” 
from abroad comes into ruinous competition with the hemp of | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
Kentucky. I would say what I am saying now if the State of | amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri to the amend- 
Missouri raised what she used to raise—more hemp than any | ment. 
other State in the Union. 


, . , The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
We have heard a great deal to-day about equality. I believe in The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 


equality. I believe that, within the limits of a tariff for revenue, | the amendment of the committee. 
ought to be no discrimination in favor of any section.| The amendment was agreed to. 

Needed revenue, always within the limit of a tariff for revenue, The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 

should be equitably and properly adjusted, always considering | graph 326, page 104, line 17, after the word “ Cables,” to strike out 

the nature of the articles to be taxed, whether @ luxury or @| the comma and insert ‘“‘and;” and in the same line, after the word 

Serene never putting the burden or the benefit on one sec- | + cordage,” to strike out ‘*and twine, not specially provided for in 

tion at expense of another. This is simply class legislation, | this act” and insert ‘composed of istle, Tampico fiber, manila, 

because it is legislating in favor of a local interest, in behalf of a | sisal grass or sunn, or a mixture of these or any of them;” so as 

very few farmers. It is not pretended that the hemp is raised all | to alien the paragraph read: ? 

over the State of Kentucky. ‘ P . #5. Cables and cordage, composed of istle, Tampico fiber, manila, sisal 
It is raised in three or four counties in the State, in one of which | grass or sunn, or a mixture of these or anyof them, | cent per pound: cables 

to be born—in Fayette, in Woodford, in Bourbon, in | and cordage made of hemp, tarred or untarred, 2 cents per pound 

in Mercer, and nowhere else—and yet we are called upon The amendment was agreed to. 

0 tax the large mass of consumers ughout the country Mr. WHITE. In lieu of and as a substitute for the paragraph 
people who use the common rope necessary for bagging, | just read, I move to insert paragraph 268 of the present law. 

necessary in towing, necessary in farming, the plow line being The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read the proposed 

made of it, all sorts of cord being made of it, for the benefit of a! amendment. 


825. Single yarns, made of jute, not finer than 5 lea or number, 1 





Mr. WHITE. I will inquire if this is not only a new section to 


I move to strike out the rate proposed in the 
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The Secretary. In lieu of paragraph 826 it is proposed to in- 
Cables, cordage, and twine (except bind twine), composed in whole or in 

pl of New Zealand hemp, istle or Tampico fiber, manila, sisal grass, or sunn, 
per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE}. 

The amendment was rejected. 8 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 827, page 105, line 1, after the word ‘‘number,” to strike 
out “five-eighths” and insert ‘‘ three-fourths;” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

827. Threads, twines, or cords, made from yarn not finer than 5 lea or 
nunaber, composed of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which these substances or 
either of them is the component material of chief value, 12 cents per pound; 

made from yarn finer than 5 lea or number, three-fourths of 1 cent per 
ot additional for each lea or number, or part of a lea or number, in excess 


Mr. ALLISON. I desire to modify the amendment in lines 1 
and 2 by inserting ‘‘ seven-eighths” instead of ‘‘ three-fourths.” 

The Sroretary. It is proposed to amend the committee 
amendment in paragraph 827 by striking out “three-fourths” 
and inserting ‘‘ seven-eighths” in lines 1 and 2, page 105. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
as modified will be agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. Let the question be put. This appears to bea 
rise not only over the committee amendment, but ahead of the 
House rate, the House rate being five-eighths of a cent and the 
Senate rate three-fourths. 

Mr, ALLISON. That is accounted for by the change in the 
raw material, in line 22. 

Mr. WHITE. This is a compensatory duty? 

Mr, ALLISON. It is a compensatory duty. 

' Mr. WHITE. On Kentucky hemp? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not only on Kentucky hemp, but on flax. Itis 
a duty that is deemed essential in order to enable our own people 
to manufacture this thread. 

Mr. WHITE. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
whether the pu of a duty upon flax straw, of which there 
have been several dollars’ worth imported in several years, has 
anything to do with the compensa duty? 

r, ALLISON. I think nothing whatever. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without further objection, the 
amendment is a d to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I also move, in line 25-—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Before the paragraph is passed over, I offer an 
amendment to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me a moment; in line 


29— 
Mr. MORGAN. My amendment relates to the compensatory 
duty just referred to. 
r, ALLISON. In line 25, page 104, paragraph 327, I move to 
— out “‘ twelve,” before ‘‘ cents,” and insert ‘‘fourteen;” so as 


Threads, twines, or cords, made from yarn not finer than 5 lea or num- 
ber, com: of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which these substances or either 
of them is the component material of chief value, 14 cents per pound. 

Mr. MORGAN. I want to offer my amendment to the compen- 
satory | _— flax. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama de- 
sire to offer his amendment now? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; I offer it now as an amendment before 
the vote is taken on the compensatory duty upon flax. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair not understand the 
Senator from Alabama. Is the amendment to be proposed now, 
or when the ae is perfected? 

Mr. MORGAN. ish to offer it as an amendment to the 
ae proposed by the committee for a compensatory duty 


on flax. ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendinent will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. At the end of paragraph 327, page 105, line 3, 
it is pro to insert—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Will not the Senator allow me to perfect the 


oreeereee Sent! 
Mr. a But I am trying to perfect it. That is whatI 


am trying to 

Mr. ALLISON . I know the Senator is, but I understand the 
Senator proposes to perfect it by adding matter at theend. I 
desire to have an amendment of in line 25, page 104, 
striking out *‘ twelve” and inserting “fourteen.” Then his amend- 
ment will, of course, come in. 

Mr. MORGAN. My amendment is so worded that it comes in 
naturally and ly ——- 

Mr. ALLISON. At any time? 

Mr. MORGAN. No. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to perfect the text? 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me first to perfect 
his amendment, I will. 


Mr. ALLISON. Certainly, I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. MORGAN. My amendment will come in at the end of +),,, 
amendment wae ee Pee been formally voted on, and whic’, I 
ask may be reconsi for the purpose of letting in my ame). 


ment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the am... 
ment proposed by the Senator from Alabama. 
The Secretary. It is proposed to add to paragraph 327: 
Anda d@ 10 cent ad valorem articles ist j 
unt Smack asmeer ik ares oe 
eee, 6, G39, 640, 648, G57, 062, B64, 870, B70}, all Of Which articles avs ~— Brom 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I intended to offer this amey,.- 
ment to the compensatory duty on cotton twine yesterday aft.;- 
noon, but happened to be out of the Chamber at the time th,: 
subject was passed upon. I offer it now for the = of bring. 
ing up the question which was apes by t & Genetor from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon], and in which I fully concur with him, t)); 
ustice requires, and it is a sound method of legislation, to take 
Som the list = of the articles that are found upon it 
and place them under the low ad valorem duty of 10 per cent. 
The articles that I do not put under that duty are mentioned jy 
the phs which are there enumerated. I will refer to 5:1), 
of them ee indicating what they are and in order 
to show the principle upon which I am acting in this matter. 
For instance, in 611: 
Personal effects, me’ . States dying 
alee rchandise, of citizens of the United States dying 
Paragraph 6124: 
and scientific a tus, utensils, ins , epara- 
tions, ng bottles and Sones coumabninn the ie nae ir 
good faith for the use or by order of society or tution incorporate: 
or established solely for ical, educational, scientific, or 
eee areas, Se ree of the fine or for the use o 
by er of any — school, or of learning in the 
nited States, or any or public library, and for sale, subject to 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury prescribe. 
Paragraph 621: 
Quinia, sulphate of, and all alkaloids or salts of cinchona bark. 
Paragraph 628. Seeds: Anise, beet, canary, caraway, cardamom, 
cauliflower, etc. 


list of enumerated 
make exemptions and 
relate to the absolute 


ee ~ debate on 

; proper doctrine to 

the discussion in this 

ty years I have been here, 

ten to a great deal of pretty avri- 

monious debate as to the consistency of Senators in the applica- 
tion of their doctrines to tariff enactment, 

I have come to the conclusion that there is no one principle tht 
will run through every act of tariff tion and secure justice 
except that e article that is shall bear its fair equiv- 
alent of duty; of course, that the of taxation shall be solely 
and exclusively the of revenue for the support of the Giov- 
ernment, and that it not be a distinctive part of any tariff 
legislation that bounty, misnamed protection, shall be given to 
an ee a ere eee Sentes. 

a tariffs that we have a right to enact und:T 
rene ne a actin solely intended 
or revenue, were not intende 
Saleen tateadiiioninaeeaeeas al as @ means 
conferring bounty any of American citizenshi), 
because we can not bounty upon any class of Americans 
class, giving special 
another, which I un- 
t. 


which must be 
ht to bear 
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I do not agree at all that raw material, as it is called, ought to | than one-half of the importations into the United States come in 
be free. There are subjects that ought to be free, but they are | free of duty? The man who is burdened with enormous duties 
not what we call raw material in respect to the processes of manu- | upon articles of necessity must turn to the free list and ask him- 
facture. admission of the raw material of the manufacturers self the question, Why is this large number of articles permitted 
free of duty is that much bounty conferred upon them. Particu- | to come in here free of duty? The answer is a patent one. It 
ly is that the case when the consumer has to pay for themanu- | does not require any keen discrimination to make the answer per- 
al goods when they are imported, or when —— are made | fectlysatisfactory. The answer is, these articles are omitted from 
here, the additional price that is made necessary by the incident | the dutiable list and are let in free because they increase the profit 
éf taxation upon the article when it comesfrom abroad. = of certain men who are engaged in certain classes of business in 
We can not put any article upon the free list without violating | the United States. 
that principle. We can not ibly put any article upon the free Well, Mr. President, that is taxation under the color of a false 
list without giving that much advantage to the manufacturer or | pretense. We say to ourselves, we are very liberal in taxation; 
the producer in this country who makes the same article, or one | we are free traders; and to prove it we have an enormous free list 
that is equivalent to it in its general ps *s and uses. both as to the value and number of the articles that are imported. 
Now, we are told that one of the objects of this law is to raise | Weare free traders; we want to take the burdens off of the people 
revenue. Another object declared in the title of the act, and fre- | We turn to the other side, to the first section of the same bill, and 
quently avowed on the floor, is to encourage American manufac- | we find enormous impositions of taxes, very much higher than we 
tures or American production. There are two objects, then, pre- | have indulged in since the war, and even higher now than many 
sented. The first is the legitimate object. and the other is not a | of them were during the period of the civil war. 
legitimate object, unless it isa mere incident to the exercise of It is perfectly obvious that the object of this enormous free list 
the taxing power. But in this bill it is put forward not as an | is simply to smuggle in protection under the name of free trade. 
incident of the taxing power, but as an independent exercise of | We are accused here, in a rather sneering way, of being free trad- 
the power, upon the ground that we have the right to confer | ers. I never myself have felt any reproach at being called a free 
bounties upon a portion of our citizens at the expense of other | trader, because when I look over the forty-five States of the Ameri- 
citizens of the United States. can Union I find that there are no taxes imposed on the articles that 
There I separate from all that class of legislators who believe | pass from one State to another on neither the import#nor exports 
that they have the right by using the powers of taxation to confer | from any State. I find that very much the larger part and the 
bounties and benefits upon one class, to the oppression and disad- | more valuable part of the commerce of the people of the United 
yatage of another class. We separate there in our conclusions | States that they provide through their productions and manufac- 
and in our opinions about the proper and legitimate use of the | tures and in every way is entirely free trade between the States. 


taxing — If we had the power to do it, as we had under the Articles of 

Of all the powers that we have under the Constitution of the | Confederation, who in any State, or in the Congress of the United 
United States the power of taxation is the least restrained, and | States, would undertake to impose upon this vast mass of inter- 
therefore it is the most dangerous. There is no court in this | state commerce duties of export or duties of import? Why, no- 








Covecee eae ong, in any form of action or procedure, | body. Nobody dreams of such athing. All thy commerce be- 
to restrain the collection of a tax, no matter how enormous it may | tween these forty-five States is free trade; it is nothing else. If 
be. upon the that it is excessive. our Government had been established with reference to its sup- 


There is no lawyer whocan frame a case and present it toa court | port by direct taxation rather than by import duties upon foreign 
and invoke its jurisdiction to the extent of getting an injunction | articles imported into the country, [ think that we would have 
or any other repressive act upon the part of a court because the | prospered very much more than we have done under the tariff 
tax that we may choose to levy is excessive. That can not be said | systems that we have levied, beginning with the foundation of the 
of any other human act or any other act performed by the Con- | Government. 

of the United States. There is no exercise of power in the But our Government was not framed for that purpose entirely. 
nited States that is, after all, absolutely discretionary as to the | The two systems were combined, the system of direct taxation 
extent of its exercise besides the taxing power. It is, therefore, | and the system of duty upon imports, from which we should de- 
the most us power that exists in our reach under the Con- | rive revenue. Therefore it is perfectly legitimate to impose tar- 
stitution of United States. iffs, customs duties, upon articles imported into the United States. 

For that very reason, Mr. President, a cautious and considerate | But, Mr. President, the wisdom of it is a different thing. 
and sincere legislator will refrain from laying his hand upon that | commercial sense, the wisdom of it isa very different thing. 
power for the purpose of using the instrumentality of taxation to There is no wiser system of commercial intercourse anywhere 


In a 


confer bounties certain classes that he thinks ought to be | in this world than that which exists between these forty-five 
rewarded and to iminate against certain men whom he thinks | sovereign States of the American Union. They are separated from 


ought to be punished. The taxing power, of all powers of the | each other as distinctively, in a great many respects, as Great 
isthe most sacred in its trust. It operates distinctly | Britain is separated from the United States. 
and a conscience of every man who legislates. | There are imaginary lines that run between them—sometimes 
When a man himself in the possession of unlimited power | river boundaries—and imaginary lines run between us and Can- 
and chooses to exercise it for the benefit of his friends or to the | ada, some of them drawn through the middle of the lakes, where 
disadvantage of other sections where his friends do not reside (I | it is impossible to effect any demarcation of the lines. You pass 
—- his political friends), that man is standing on the brink | across one of those lakes going from the United States into Canada 
a terrible precipice; it will be only through God’s providence if | without being conscious of such a line, and yet we impose duties 
he does not go over it. | upon articles coming from the other side of that line. 
Therefore, when I approach the consideration of a tariff bill,I | If it could be true that the whole world could operate its busi- 
bound to ask m the question whether the particular meas- | ness as these forty-five States do, the whole world would be very 
that is brought to my attention, and upon which I am required | much richer, very much freer, and very much happier than the 
ote, is a measure intended and designed for the purpose of | world is now. It is the selfishness of nations which try to prey 
raising or whether it is a departure from that and goes | upon each other and get rich at the expense of each other that 
into the domain of bounty, called protection. If it goes to that ex- | gives preference to imposts or customs duties when commodities 
tent, even to a slight , and I am conscious of it, I can not | pass from border to border. 
“Ta ce to vote for any such measure. | Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask whether, if that blissful state 
converse of the proposition as to the duty of should come to pass, wages would not necessarily be the same all 
imposing taxes, we are not relieved from that duty in a conscien- | over the world? 
tious of our functions as legislators in respect of any | Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I do not know whether that 
into the United States if we tax any of | would be so or not, but I think the Senator from New Hampshire 
them at all, and aeeapees have any reference to equality probably will concur with me that if all the gold and silver mines 
in the adjustment of burdens of taxation. So I feel entirely | in the world were freely opened to the production of gold and 
ened ant Setend sir, I feel called upon, as I — heretofore | silver, and there was uniformity of coinage and of value accorded 
ney mee placing many articles upon the | to these two great metals which God has given us, wages would be 
free list that | believe yn subjects of Seaanian. alike in all the countries of the world, depending, in some instances, 
Now, Lp oe Pha this free here, and, according to the in- | as a matter of course, upon the density of population, and in others 
formation that a from others—because I have made no cal- | upon their capacity for physical and mental labor. 
culations Sieteied esr equal, if not a larger, number of Mr. CHANDLER. Oh, no; the Senator must not fasten that 
articles are free of duty into the United States than | admission upon me. I do not think that would be the case. I am 
those which have the burden of taxation; and when you come to | opposed to having that the case. I am in favor of higher wages 
ss the valne of the imported articles that come in under the | in the United States than those which prevail in any other country, 
ble list is larger than the value of those that are put on the dutia- | and for that reason I am in favor of the American system of pro- 
list. tection. The difference between me and the Senator is that the 
fore, the question, Why is it that more | Senator is not only for the free coinage of silver and of gold all 
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the world over, but I am afraid he is in favor of the equalization | platform of 1892 of the Democratic party bound the party , 
of wages all the world over, and I am not. which Grover Cleveland was then the head and the Sena .- /. 

Mr. MORGAN. The equalization of wages will always take | Alabama a distinguished member, to put “a tariff for 1... 

lace the world over when there is absolute freedom of trade, and | only” upon everything; and if the pledges of the platfo,, had 

therefore am in favor of an equalization of wages all the world | been carried out, there would have M ON, say, eight hi) ired 
over, if it does not starve anybody, if it does nobody any harm. | millions or a thousand millions of importations a duty of »)) .. 
Iam not at all unwilling to see a subject of the British Empire, | per cent im , Which would have brought us in two })),,,., nd 
whether he is in one of the islands of the sea or whether in the | or two hundred and fifty million dollars of revenue, and t};,., ;),, 
‘little tight island” called the United Kingdom, there prosper | thing would have been done, and Democratic principles y ald 
and enjoy himself and grow strong, and all that, for I think that | have been triumphant for once in this country. It was no: ) ae 
is one of the benevolences that the Almighty has intended for | in the tariff of 1894, and the Senator knows we can not do it joy 
man in any part of the world, and I am not envious of his pros- | Then why does the Senator make an attempt to do it now: ; 
perity, and do not desire to cripple or destroy him at all; on the Mr. MORGAN. All the exceptions in the amendment | ));,,),,. 
contrary, I would give him advantages, if I could do it, not over | are exceptions in favor of humanity, and only that—abso)111¢. 0. 
our own people, but over his own people—his rulers and Govern- | cessities—and they relate to articles which are not protic.) in 
ment, who keep him under foot to prevent him from rising. 1) this country, except bullion, gold and silver, which of (.)y<o 
would rempve those difficulties if I could do so; but I do not ex- | ought to be admitted free, because they relate to the supply of 
pect to enter upon an undertaking of that kind, for I am not a | money to the people. we 
universal reformer. But the Senator will find by looking over the list that | 

I acknowledge that there is an incident of protection, as we call se—and it is easy enough to trace it up by casting his ey. 
it, an incident of bounty, in every impost we impose upon goods | bill—that the exceptions I felt authorized to make relate «\,1)),.|y 
brought from abroad. I am not inveighing against that at all, | tothe duties we owe to the common wants and the sympathies of 
but under the pretense of giving our laborers higher wages Iam | human nature. They do not relate in the slightest degree to the 
not in favor of increasing the profits and magnifying the wealth | advantage of any man engaged in manufactures or production, 
of the employer when the wages of the laborer really are not en- | In most instances they relate to articles not produced here at q|). 
hanced, orif they are enhanced, the compensatory losses, or rather As to the declaration of the different part platforms on this 
the losses that derogate from his nominal profits as a wage earner, | subject, parties, Mr. President, have been fixing up platforms 
are imposed ee him in the very high prices of that for which he | and laying down rules for tariff legislation since we first ¢o.- 
has to pay, which at last equalizes this matter and produces an | menced having party conventions and caucuses to bind thie whole 
equation lasent the situations here and the situations abroad in ple of the country: and I suppose there are as great variations 
all the countries of the world. in those platforms, taking either of the parties, as you can find in 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— almost any other declarations that ever have been advanced by 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Does | human thoughtand action. Sometimes we almost go to the verge 
the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from New Hamp- | of free trade, and then we come and put in a little protection, 
shire? When the McKinley tariff bill was under discussion here, })th par- 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido. ties were committed to the doctrine of protection to this extent, that 

Mr. CHANDLER. As I have interrupted the Senator by his | we would place upon articles manufactured in the United States 
kind permission once, I venture to do it again, if he will allow me. | a sufficient duty to compensate for what the Senator from New 

The Seriator has offered an amendment to put upon the dutia- | Hampshire calls the difference between the price of labor in tho 
ble list nearly all the articles in this bill which are upon the free | United States and abroad. 
list. He has seemingly joined the Senator from Georgia — Whatis that but protection? Whatis that but bounty? It gives 
Bacon] in the proposition that the free list ought to be wiped out | to the American manufacturer that amount of additional duty 
and everything have a duty placed upon it. We endeavor to be | which would cover, or is supposed to cover, the difference between 
practical now as the heat of the summer is coming upon us; we | the cost of labor in the United States and the cost of labor abroad. 
ought to be practical certainly, and try to pass this bill and go | Of course that is the doctrine of protection, which both parties 
home. agreed to, so far as parties are concerned. 

Why does the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morean], why does But, Mr. President, I have lived long enough and have had 
the Senator from Georgia, expect that we can possibly take this | enough of public experience to understand that no political party 
free list and convert it into a dutiable list, in view of the fact that | in a great national convention can lay down a rule to which the 
when the Democratic party controlled this Chamber and the Sen- | membership of that will accede and which they will carry 
ator from Arkansas {Mr. Jones|—who I see is listening to the | out in their legislation. They have never accomplished it yet, 
Senator from Alabama [laughter]—was making a tariff bill here, | and they never will. 
there was a free list just as broad as the present free list which Look at the Republican in thisChamber. Up to this meet- 
has been reported by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. — ing of Congress and until this bill had been quite along time under 

I will ask the Senator, with all due respect, is it not folly to | consideration, free speech and free voting amongst the Repub- 
waste our time upon a proposition to destroy the free list, which | licans upon the items of the tariff was something that was entirely 
our party does not intend to do, and which his party did not dare | established amongst the ——— of that party. Now there is 
to try to do? not a Senator on that side who dares to break away from thi line 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not know, Mr. President, what my party | of demarcation as prescribed by the Senator from Iowa | Mr. 
dares to try todo. I hope it always dares to try to do what is | ALLISON]. The Senator from Iowa votes this tariff all the time; 
right. I know they do dare to try to prevent the piling up of enor- | he indicates what he wants. He is a wise man, a most patriotic 
mous bounties in favor of certain sections and certain people in | citizen, and a very able Senator; and they do well to trust him; 
this country. They have been laboring diligently and assiduously | but I have never yet seen a child 2 years old that had as much 
at that task for several days, and in the midst of their labors i confidence in its mother and followed the advice of that mother 
have seen the Senator from Iowa rise several times and offer an ad | as unhesitatingly as these ork gray-headed, splendid men who 
valorem duty upon certain goods imported into the United States | are on the other side of Chamber follow the Senator from 
to compensate for an increase of protection—to increase the pro- | Iowa. . 
tection, rather, because certain articles which had heretofore been | Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator says we ‘do not dare to do. 
imported free were put upon the dutiable list—and he used in | The Senator is mistaken. Wedo not wanttodo. We are united 
those cases the ordinary process of an ad valorem duty of 10 per | on this side of the Chamber; we are not broken all to pieces, 48 
cent, just as I do inthisamendment. So I have a very high prec- | the Senator's —T is, and we gladly vote with the Senator from 
edent in the conduct of this very bill for what I am attempting | Iowa because he is wise and right. 
to do in a little more general way. Mr. MORGAN. I have no bt the Republican Senators in 

The Senator from New Hampshire objects to the consumption | this Chamber very much tife confession on the part of the 
of time that is required. It requires very little time to takea vote, | Senator from New he is entirely willing to do what 
Mr. President, placing a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem upon cer- | they require of him, because it has seemed to me that the Senator 
tain articles on the free list and excepting certain others. from New Ham was to break the fence all the time, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Right there will the Senator explain why | and that he has almost dying under the restraints that have 
he excepts the items he namesin hisamendment? If we are going | been imposed upon him by thecaucus. [Laughter.] I donot think 
to have a duty on everything, why except anything? TheSenator | that I have witnessed any mental suffering in a long time that was 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] could not advocate a duty on every- | as keen and as excrucia' and as exhausting as that which the 
thing without excepting three or four things, and now the Senator | caucus has imposed upon the Senator from New Hampshire. 
from Alabama excepts a dozen. Will the Senator tell us what | [Laughter.] 
those exceptions are, and why he makes any exception at allifwe| Butheis notalone. There area number of Senators on oe 
are to have a tariff upon everything? side of the Chamber who rebel at this bill as they go along, 40 

The Senator will excuse me for saying these things, because the | who are thinking now about the excuses they will be able to givé 
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1897. CONGRESSIONAL 
to their constituency when they get home for casting these votes; 
and the only excuse they can give is that of caucus rule. There- 
fore, this tariff is a party-caucus decree. Whatever other decrees 
we may rebel against in this country, we do not rebel against 
party decrees, except it be on the Democratic side of the Chamber, 
when Georgians and South Carolinians, and occasionally an Ala- 
bamian, gets up and speaks his sentiments and votes according to 
his own convictions. 

Iam very proud now to say that up to this time, at least, the 
Democratic party have not imposed this gag upon their members. 
They could not doit. If you want to break up a Democratic caucus 
in this body, just come in there and propose that every man shal! 
be requi to adhere to what the majority shall ordain in that 
caucus, and they will disseminate themselves rapidly to their re- 
spective places of abode and not go back any more until that rule 
is not insisted upon. There is free speech, free thought, and free 
action left on the part of the Democracy. That being so, the peo- 
ple of the United States can trust that party to take care of their 
rights and interests without the dictatioa of party managers at a 
national convention. 

Iam very sorry that the conviction of the people in regard to 
the action of the Republican party is being confirmed every day 
by all that is done here, and that is, that the present project or 
tariff as it is being engineered through this Senate and as it was 
engineered through the House of Representatives is a mere dis- 
tribution of rewards for political service. We do not understand 
that you are doing anything else except paying your political 
debts. We do not begin to understand, nor do the people, that 
you are doing anything for them, that their interests are con- 
sulted, that their rights are respected. 

We understand that the men who receive the benefits of this 
tariff in these various phases of — have demanded of the 
Republican party that they shall get their reward in this bill, 
and the caucus have taken those demands altogether, have aver- 
aged them up, and they have said wool shall get so much, hides 
so much, sugar so much, and so cotton and woolen manufactures, 
and iron and steel, and the like of that, shall get so much; and 
they have divided it all up; and the men in the United States who 
are interested now in these industries can take a pencil and piece 
of paper and sit down and tell you very closely the amounts of 
money they are going to make out of this bill; but the consumers— 
those who are not benefited in this way—can not calculate their 
losses, for the reason that when you get a man on a sort of tobog- 

slide down in the direction of distress and poverty, that man 
eo oury hard work to take up and face the other way. 

There is aclass of people in the United States who are going to 
be benefited by this tariff. They will be prosperous—yes, they 
will be overprosperous. I do not know that they are going to be 
suddenly . but enormously so when the scheme that is 
now being voted under the gag law of the caucus upon the other 
side is put u the statute book. 

When the mblican party has passed its decree into a statute, 
then the men who are to receive the benefits and who are per- 
fectly well known and described in this bill, will grow prosperous, 
and, for the time being, there will be a whir of wheels, perhaps, 


and the ] of ducats into their treasury; but after a while, 
Mr. President, this thing is going to stop, because the other peo- 
ple who are not provided for, the great industrial masses of this 


country, will not be able to earn enough to pay these bounties, 
and depression and calamity will take place in the country; panic 
will appear in the commercial and financial marts, and this bill 
will uce it. Causes now exist sufficient to produce it, but 
n will aggravate it; and after this bill has had its first re- 
viving effect upon these so-called industries of manufacturing, 
ete., when the reaction comes in this country, there is no man, I 
think, who has bestowed his thoughts sedately upon questions of 
woes and oy. who will not certainly forecast in his 

that this country, by virtue of this political tariff, designed 
by a political party, is bound to suffer panic, disorder, and dis- 


The Senator from New Hampshire says that we ought to be in 
a hurry about this, and he laments the waste of time. Well, Mr. 
President, if I am permitted to speak about any other institution 
world except this, I will refer to a legislative body that 
assemble in this Capitol about 200 feet from here. [ will 
name of it for fear somebody will call me to order; I 
nde to it in any more specific terms, lest I might violate 
constitutional right of somebody on this floor, or at least his 
delicacy, decency, and propriety. I notice, however, 

ve body—and it is a very great body, composed 

men, many of whom have national and world- 

for ability and integrity, for experience and for 

to have so much leisure that ar do not meet but 

week; and indeed they have forbidden themselves to meet 
twice a week. 

& statute upon that book in that House which is called 
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a rule, just as obligatory as any law, criminal or civil, on the stat- 
ute book is obligatory upon a citizen of the United States—a rule 
derived by asingle step from the Constitution of the United States, 
a rule enacted in obedience to an imperative demand of the Con- 
stitution of the United States; and that rule, contrary tothe Consti- 
tution. requires that that House sinall not meet except on Monday 
and Thursday. ; 

I suppose that it is the first time that any negative, preenant 
legislation has ever occurred in the United States, wher ther 
House has passed a resolution or a rule that it should not meet 
except on certain days, so that if some sudden calamity or some 
sudden emergency were to come upon the people of the United 


States, and the Speaker of the House should go there, and a nm 
ber of members of the House should assemble there sufficient to 
constitute a quorum to do business, and the Speaker should under- 
take to ascend to his desk and take up his gavel, one of the pages 
would have the right to inquire of him what he was doing there, 
what business he had in that Chamber to mount upon that desk, 
with that piece of timber in his hand, at a time when the resolu- 
tion of the House was that he should not be there—forbidden to 
be there by positive law, by a law that the House alone cin make 
and that nobody but the House can undo or repeal, forbidden to 
be there at all in the capacity of a legislator or Speaker—and is 
found at that desk on Tuesday, or on Friday, or on Saturday. 
He is not there on Tuesday, or Wednesday, or Friday. or Satu 


day, or possibly on Sunday,.which is not dies non juridicus; not 
at all. 
A House having that much leisure, having nothing to do, no- 


body to serve, no constitutional duties to exercise, certainly can 
not complain if we allow them to enjoy their elegant leisure, 
loitering in the shades of this beautiful city, while we are engaged 
in the laborious effort of trying to put through a tariff bill which 
they have never read, that they were not permitted to real. It 
was carried in there and brought out, but it was never read or 
permitted to be read. The membership of the House knew nothing 
about the merits of the bill when it came here, and yet, according 
to the Constitution, they must originate all bills for revenue. 
That does not merely mean that they must dig them up from the 
foundations of their wisdom and expose them undigested and 
unscanned to the balance of the world. It means that they shall 
present those bills after due consideration. 

The bill came to this body, and the committee of the Senate 
took it and kept it for along time. I am almost afraid to say 
how long for fear they might suppose I was impeaching them for 
want of diligence, but I suppose no committee ever worked harder 
upon a bill than our Finance Committee has worked upon this 
measure; so hard, indeed, that one of the most eminent an‘! ab!e of 
the members of the committee has been driven to his home by 
sickness, as we understand, from the great labor he had to per- 
form in the investigation of the measure. 

The bill has come to us in a new form almost every day. We 
have very little conception of what we have to vote upon. The 
committee have not settled down upon anything, as far as | under- 
stand, Lecause they change their report every half hour in the day, 
and we do not know how to prepare to vote upon the measure which 
they have had printed and laid before us. So on both sides great 
leisure is being taken and Senators only get in haste and complain 
of the want of time when they find themselves in contact with 
questions where they have not the ability to answer the demand 
that is presented for their vote. The Senator from New Hamp 
shire sees that the Senator from Iowa has, on frequent occas 
put on a compensatory duty of 10 per cent to the manufact 
the producer in the United States because a duty was la 
the raw material. 

Day after day we are having these exhibitions, if I may call 
them such, and when I come and specify in my amendment the 
particular articles excepted, and say that as to all the balance on 
the free list there shall be an ad valorem duty of 10 per cent, then 
the Senator from New Hampshire rises and wants to know of me 


ions, 
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how long it would take to adjust that tariff. It will take no longer 
to adjust that provision than merely the time necessary to cast a 
vote. Everybody can understand it. Ten per cent ad valorem 
upon those articles that are contained in the free list outside of 
the exceptions which I state in the amendment. That is simple 
enough. 

What would be the effect of it? Sir, as the saying goes in the 


country, we would have money to burn arising out of the tiriff 
act, and nobody would be any the worse for it, nobody would 
suffer. The people of the United States would be delighted to 
pay 10 per cent upon article#’that are imported now free of duty 
if in doing so they could get revenue enough to keep theim from 
putting a tax upon sugar and upon tea, and upon beer an1 upon 
salt and such articles. If we will adopt the amendment which I 
oroOpose now, we can take off all those taxes and have money enough 
1ere to support the Government without any doubt at ail, be- 
cause 10 per cent upon the value of the imports that now come in 
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free will supply all the revenne we want in this country. We 
could take off, if we chose to doit, not only the tax upon sugar 
and upon salt and upon tea and w beer and upon tobacco, 
which is suggested here, but we auitiohen 10 per cent ad valorem 
off all the duties that are i upon articles in the dutiable 
list of the tariff and still have money to burn. 

The people of the United States are amply able to pay all the 
necessary expenses of this Government, e ing as it is from 
year to year, necessarily; and to tell the truth, sir, I am grateful 
to find that the expenditures of the United States are enlarging, 
because it indicates that this country is growing steadily. There 
is not much money provided in the appropriation acts that is not 
absolutely necessary. They are scrutinized very closely. There 
is not a government in this world which spends less money fool- 
ishly than the Government of the United States, and there is less 
corruption in public expenditures here than there is in any other 
government that exists or ever has existed in the world. That is 
a boast which is perfectly justified by the facts. So when our list 
of expenditures is increasing and our people are satisfied that we 
are not wasting their money on vain and improper objects, they 
are entirely content, because they feei that that is a proof to them, 
as it is to the outside world, that the growthof this nation is com- 
pensating for all the expenditures we are putting upon it. 

It is our growth and not the wickedness of legislation that invites 
these expenditures, and so | am not prone to quarrel about that. 
I am rather disposed to be thankful that we can bear the burden 
without feeling it. Where we find a burden grievous and unbear- 
able is where the bonus or bounty is taken out of the hands of 
industry on the pretense and guise, false as it is, of protection, and 
is put into the pockets of rich men whoare able to live without it. 

So I find nothing in the situation to alarm me about the adoption 
of this amendment. I do not know that the amendment will get 
a single vote in the Senate. I have not asked anybody whether 
he is going to vote for it or not. I rely for votes in support of the 
amendment upon the intrinsic merit of the proposition itself, 
which is, that the free list can bear an ad valorem tax of 10 per 
cent without distressing any manufacturer, any producer, or any 
consumer in the United States, and here are these vast resources 
for revenne that we leave untouched, first, because we do not 
want in any respect at all to reduce the amount of bounty that 
certain classes get under the pending bill, and, in the second place, 
because the weather is warm and it is inconvenient now for us to 
turn these pages over and attend to our business. That is the 
argument of the Senator from New Hampshire—it is incon- 
venient; the weather is too warm; time is pressing on us; every- 
thing conspires to force us into hasty action. 

Mr, President, [ grant you there are some things which do look 
as if they had conspired together to force us into hasty action. 
Here are politicians standing around us almost with clubs drawn 
over our heads telling us to push the tariff bill through. It is the 
only thing we are permitted todo at all. ASenator might intro- 
duce any bill he pleased, no matter what merit there might be 
in it, and unless it happened to be a matter of absolute necessity, 
unequivocal necessity, he could not it through the Senate now 
to the displacement of the pending bill, 

We have our orders to pass the bill, and to pass it in the shape de- 
creed by the Republican caucus, and the Republican caucus 
contented itself with taking it in thes that it may be proposed 
from moment to moment by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 
Weare now enacting into statutes of the United States, at least so 
far as concerns our part of it, the will of the Senator from Iowa, 
whois followed so obediently by all of his political friends, the ma- 
eet in this Chamber. That is what we are doing, according to 

e dictates of the Republican party, agreed to in caucus and ex- 
pressed by the Senator from Iowa. 

If I could persuade the Senator from Iowa to adopt this pro 
sition, there would not be aman on the other side of the Chamber 
who would dare get up and object to it—not one. Let me see if 
I can invite some Senator on the other side—if the Senator from 
Iowa would rise in his place and Bay, ‘‘ Mr. Morean, I accept 
your amendment; I hope it will be passed by the Senate "—to rise 
up now and say—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Get the Senator from Iowa first. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let me see if there is anyone who would rise 
up and say, ‘I will not vote for it.” Thereis not one. There is 
no duty he proposes that does not go down, and if I could be 
so fortunate as to get his assent to my amendment, it would whirl 
through the Senate like a cyclone. re would be nothing left 
for me to do then except to rejoice in the returning spirit of jus- 
tice and to rejoice also that the power of the Prince of Darkness 
has been checked, his wings clipped, so that he could not lord it 
over the Senate and over people, and demand at the hands of 
the people of the United States to stand and deliver what is pro- 


osed to be from Hissourt fr, Vist), 
ss Eee ineee Eine . Vest], the Senator from Ar- 


kansas [Mr. Jonus], the from California [Mr. WuiTs], 


JUNE 18, 


and the Senator from Mississippi (Mr. WaLTHALL}, who have |, , 
particular charge of the bill on our side, have ae a cae d. : 
of time about. it, and they have taken it up and emphasized ,,),,| 
explained the points in many particulars w the bill oper: 
harshly and unjustly, and while I sympathize with thei j;, ; 
labor it has imposed upon them when they knew they woul ; ,\| 
at the end of every vote on any motion pr —they know 
it—they are performing a work which, if it does not result j)). 
mediately to their advantage, will immortalize them when ;),.., 
have gone hence and are no more, for the reason that they }) |»; 
out to the people of the United States the egregious wrong {)...; 
being done here deliberately and from moment to moment j), ;|,, 
ee of burdens unheard of before and utterly anjusti)),.. 
eit = by the necessities of the Treasury or the condition of ;\,, 
people. 

Sir, the Treasury of the United States does not need wht js 
being imposed in the pending bill. More than that, the Treas) )y 
of the United States is not going to get the revenue out of tl). | ||| 
to meet the alleged deficiencies. than that, sir, it is adit. 
ted on the other side of the Chamber, and I here announce i; j;, 
the presence of the world, that as.a.revenue producer the il! js 4 
failure. A confessed failure as a revenue producer, it stands |\ <6 
merely as a burning wrong against the industries of this country. 
intended to roast out of the people enough fat to feed the ric) 
and the manufacturers. 

That is the bill upon which we are acting. I am tryine to 
modify it. I oo Gutas get. some revenue into the Treasury of 
the United States, so that we will not have to borrow any more 
money. We ought never to have borrowed a cent anyhow. \r. 
President. The borrowing of money, or the apparent necossity 
for it, which is now said to be the cause of the filling up of the 
Treas with as much perhaps as. $180,000,000 surplus revenue 
to-day, is.a Republican measure. I do not: mean. that the Rey i)- 
licans borrowed the money, but they created the necessity and 
the temptation under which it was borrowed. They are res).n- 
sible for the whole of it. They are responsible for their retusa! 
to pay our contracts according to the face thereof; and with tho 
Treasury redundant in money, they refused to use it because it 
“= ae —_ the > 

y have created the apparent necessity of our going into debt 
and increasing our national debt moteed of reducing it, as we 
have been perfectly able to do all the time, borrowing money {vr 
the purpose of keeping up a gold reserve in the Treasury 0! the 
United States which not the sanction of law, even in color. 
ance no ne law ory: it. at all. seen usurpa- 

ion of a power on part of a Secretary of t reasury in the 

first place has been kept up, and there it stands, a sort of jack jt, 

over which the men of Wall street and Lombard street and 0th«r 

in the world are s ing their cards and dealing for a win- 

—_ That is what they are doing with it. That is the whole 
of it. 

The American people, innocent and good and confiding as they 
are, will not nelieve me when [ tell them there is no shadow of a 

oar : goat 

by the United =. on which 

paid regularly ni tates at 4 per 

cent, when the $100,000,000 has been withdrawn from circulation 
ked up in the caverns of the Treasury. Suppose it hal 


ears: what 


es 


ia 


mendicants, our men who now tramp. the world, at first for em- 

ployment and now to eseape the burdens of life, the men wh 

tramp the length and of this great blic, would be 

to-day the masters of honest and pleasant homes, and they wou!! 

be controlli S a a profitable business for men in their condition and 
e 


arty on the other side of the Chamber has imposed upon 
the country all this wrong, and the wrong and difficulty have 
now when all eee there is ww pros- 

depression suffering and woe 

all admit it. They do not deny it, au! 

make a ae ae eee happy and 

the of taxation. [can not see 

not alert and wise enough and 

such a conclusion, that rity of 

come to a people who are already 

the burden we put upon 


the abuse of a taxing 


your sincere honesty 
discretion as to the amountof taxation, and you, 


Bib Resting, count conan ake Yen inaiglh Saetetoel Wicraeg Saesonltn aA 


SA See Ee pt ER 


4 
ee cr 


Demengl 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1839 





so thick that they can not os 
or 
trying to do something to alleviate their . Sol 
na C40 impose upon the manufacturers—these gentlemen who get 
; law—an ad valorem du 


whose burdens are already 
ono) stand aloft. Then I feel that the time has arrived 


bounties of 10 per cent 
on al! that they bring in here and all that everybody brings in here, 
in order that they may have at least a portion of the burden to 


bear which weighs upon us. ; 

Mr. President, there is another thing about the proposed law 
which I like. I likeit very much. I admire the wisdom and the 
sagacity of the side of the Chamber in leaving unre- 

ed the income-tax provision. The bill is so framed that the 
income tax ns ed upon the statute books. There 
has been a great deal said — the stump about the income tax, 
and a number of ive essayed to express very forcible 
opinions against validity, or the propriety, or the decency, you 
may say, of an income tax. We spread an income tax upon the 
statute book in the Wilson law, and these gentlemen have the power 
to repeal it. Thereis no doubt that if the Senator from Iowa were 
to say “ I move toamend the bill by repealing the income- tax pro- 
vision in the Wilson Act,” everybody on the other side would vote 

it. 
forhy not do it? Ah, sir, it is because the people expect that the 
time will come even the Supreme Court of the United States 
will find it convenient to rectify an opinion that nobody scarcely 
believes is the law, and this law will then stand there to receive 
the benefit of it. Why, then, is a Democratic law, enacted by a 
Democratic which a Democratic President refused to 
sign, because, I , if was not good enough for him, left on 
the statute books? Ko better chance has ever been presented than 
for the Republicans, now that they have the power, to move a re- 
peal of that Democratic law. Instead of doing so, they leave it 
on the statute book inthe hope that some time or other a Supreme 
Court will be found to reverse the opinion which was created by 
a bare majority, and that one t over in a night, against the 
consti of the law. 

I am obliged to them for that. It may turn out in the provi- 
dence of God—for j of the Supreme Courts do disappear and 
reappear—that we some person who has the capacity to 
feel the wei of one hundred years of precedent and who will 
yield his j + in favor of the constitutionality of the law. 
And if he does, then we will have more revenue than we will know 
what to do with. Then we can take the tax off beer, and off 
tobacco, and off tea, and off salt, and off sugar, and that happy, 
beautiful breakfast table about which the senior Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HaLz) used to speak here so eloquently will be spread 
with luxuries for the poor. Then a man can have a little sweet- 
ening to put into his coffee, and he will consider it a great blessing 
from on The American people will permit him to have a 
little sugar to put into his coffee. 

When Democratic measures have fair play, when the wisdom of 
that grand old party is-voted and enunciated through the action 
of its representatives in this day and generation, and in the days 
and generations that have passed and in al! that are to come, 
then the people of the United States will stand upon a safe and 
firm foundation. Then we will not be quarreling about these 
little differences as to nonessentials, which seem sometimes to get 
up such a furore in the body amongst ourselves about the tax 
on pine lumber and the tax on long-staple cotton, etc. We will 
agree as sensible men in the Democratic party, like sensible men 
in the church find their strongest bond of union in the fact that 

they pass over their differences on nonessentials and fortify them- 
= by their cohesion upon the great, leading doctrines and tenets 


It does not require, in order that a man shall be a Democrat, 
that he shall vote for a a cotton, or pine timber, or iron ore, 
or anything else, or that should not. That is no test of his 
Democracy. The test of his Democracy on a tariff means simply 
this: “Do you want to impose this tax for the purpose of con- 
upon a particular classof men?’ ‘No; I will 

you are all right. If you believe it is a good 


“Tt oe ar judgment.” 
But I . President (and t wish ee side of 
this and the country would und it), that while 
we have about these small, I will not say 
but of opinion upon subjects that 
to the creed of the Democracy, we stand ina 
proud attitude when we face a party of great and powerful men 
who are choked to their knees by a caucus, and do not dare to rise 
and advocate anything that their consciences prompt them to do. 
Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent to offer an amend- 
Ths PEE mane fainted end He on the table. . 
The G CER. Is there objection? The Chair 
Mire Wane. the smendment will be printed and lie on the table. 
Mr. I wish to offer an amendment. I ask that it be 
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hears none, and it is so ordered. 

of the amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 

a> The amendment will be stated. 
2 


word ‘‘ cents,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ twelve” 
** fourteen.” 


have just been debating. 
the table. 


from Alabama. 
on the free list, I trust he will not offer his amendment until just 
before we reach the free list. 


that the amendment proposed by him be printed. 
ordered. 


has not yet been formally offered. 
proposes to offer it when that point in the bill is reached. 


posed to strike out *‘twelve,” before ‘‘ cents,’ and insert 
teen;” so as to read: 


until morning. 
to it. 


sideration of executive business. 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, 
June 19, 1897, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 


The question is on the adoption 


The SecrETARY. Inline 25, page 104, paragraph 327, before the 


and insert 


Mr. MORGAN. For the present I withdraw the amendment I 
Lask that it may be printed and lie on 
I shall offer it later. 

Mr. ALLISON. Allow me to make a suggestion tothe Senator 
As the amendment relates wholly to what is now 


Mr. MORGAN. 
Mr. ALLISON. 


Very good. I may select that time. 
I hope the Senator will give that notice in re- 


gard to the amendment. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The Senator from Alabama asks 
It will be so 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that it be inserted at the place I desig- 


nated, before the free list. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it 


The Senator from Alabama 


Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoptior 


of the amendment of the Senator from fowa. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the amendment be stated. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again 


read. 


The SECRETARY. On page 104, line 25, paragraph 3827, it is pro- 


* four- 


7. Threads, twines, or cords, made from yarn not finer than 5 lea or 
number, composed of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which these substances or 
either of them is the component material of chief value, 14 cents per pound. 


Mr. VEST. Lask the Senator from Iowa to let that go over 


I desire to submit some observations in regard 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
Mr. VEST. 


It is 5 o'clock. 


It is now within a fraction of 5 o’clock. We have 


been here since 11 o'clock. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 


eration of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
After seven minutes spent in 


NOMINATIONS. 
Exceutive nominations received by the Senate June 18, 1897. 
MARSHAL, ‘ 
Walter H. Johnson, of Georgia, to be marshal of the United 


States for the northern district of Georgia, vice Samuel C. Dunlap, 
to be removed. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Freeland H. Oaks, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 


district of Saco, in the State of Maine, to succeed Harry A. Mc- 
Nealley, resigned. 


COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
Harmon L. Remmel, of Arkansas, to be collector of internal 


revenue for the district of Arkansas, in place of Robert T. Cook, 
removed. 


Frank W. Howbert, of Colorado, to be collector of internal rev- 


enue for the district of Colorado, in place of Albert L. New, 
removed. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 18, 1897. 
AUDITOR FOR NAVY DEPARTMENT. 
Frank H. Morris, of Ohio, to be Auditor for the Navy Depart- 


ment. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE 
General officer. 
Col. Anson Mills, Third Cavalry, to be brigadier-general. 
Quartermaster’s Department. 
Maj. John Simpson, quartermaster, to be deputy quartermaster- 


ARMY. 


general. 
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Capt. James Worden Pope, assistant quartermaster, to be quar- 
termaster. 


First Lieut. Andrew Gregg Curtin Quay, Third Cavalry, to be 
assistant quartermaster. 
Cavalry arm, 
First Lieut. Thomas Jefferson Lewis, Second Cavalry, to be 
captain. 
Artillery arm. 
Capt. James Chester, Third Artillery, to be major. 
First Lieut. John Deane Charles Hoskins, Third Artillery, to be 
captain. 
Second Lieut. Archibald Campbell, Third Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant. 
AGENT AT SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA. 


Howard M. Kutchin,of California, to beagent at the salmon fish- 
eries of Alaska. 


ASSISTANT AGENT AT SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA, 


James C. Boatman, of California, to be assistant agent at the 
salmon fisheries of Alaska, 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS, 


John R. Puryear, of Kentucky, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Paducah, in the State of Kentucky. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


John W. Miller, of Woodward, Okla., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Woodward, Okla. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, June 19, 1897. 

The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. Huan Jonnston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


ington. 
he Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. FRYE presented memorials of R. C. Pingree and 52 other 
citizens, of + i Templeton and 52 other citizens, and of M. F. 
Ricker and 52 other citizens, allin the State of Maine, remonstrat- 
ing against the enactment of legislation intended to destroy the 
resent system of ticket brokerage; which were referred to the 
minittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. McENERY presented the memorial of Marr Bros. and 945 
other citizens of Louisiana, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation intended to destroy the sae system of ticket 
brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented sundry petitions of citi- 
zens of Albany, Buffalo, Utica, Lansingburg, Louisville, Fulton, 
Wegatchie, Newburg, Hudson, and Chase Mills, all in the State 
of New York, praying for the early passage of a protective-tariff 
law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Brooklyn, 
Orange County, Richmond, and New York City, all in the State 
of New York, remonstrating against the proposed increase of the 
tax on beer; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 1 present one of those stereotyped petitions 
that have been sent out all over the country to get signatures. It 
is signed by citizens of Springfield, Mo., and speaks about indus- 
try being paralyzed and the importance of early action on a pro- 
tective-tariff measure. I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, a against any increase in the present rate of 
duty on tanned skins for morocco or a duty on raw goatskins; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the memorial of H. 8. Collins, of 
South Danville, N. H., and a meinorial of Spaulding & Swett, of 
Wolfboro, N. H., remonstrating against an increase in the pres- 
ent rate of duty on tanned skins for morocco or a duty on raw 
goatskins; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ELKINS presented sundry petitions of citizens of Middle- 
way, Charleston, New Milton, and Huntington, all in the State of 
West Virginia, praying for the early passage of the pending tariff 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union No. 77, of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the retention of 
= poems rate of duty on tobacco; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented the petition of J.R. Wright and sundry other 
citizens of Hills, Minn., praying for the early passage of the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
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Mr. MANTLE presented a petition of 210 citizens of issoul 
County, Mont., praying for the enactment of legislation ‘5, 
more rigid restriction of immigration; which was ordere,| ;, lie 
on the table. 

Mr. CHILTON presented a memorial of the San Antoni, Bon 
Brewers’ Union, of San Antonio, Tex., remonstrating ayii},.; the 
proposed increase in the tax on beer; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented the memorial of John L. Henry and s1)\q; 
other citizens of Dallas, Tex., and the memorial of A. (. Mell. 
waine and sundry other citizens of Tyler, Tex., remons!rajin, 
against the repeal of the present civil-service law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchiney; 

He also presented the petition of H. H. Kirkpatrick and syy4 ry 
other citizens of Texas, and the petition of John N. Simpson ang 
sundry other citizens of Texas, praying for the appointment of 
an international monetary commission; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY ——— the petition of Henry A. Spafard ang 
40 other citizens of Connecticut, praying for the early enactment 
of a protective-tariff law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. . 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1141) to reimburse the States of 
California, Oregon, and Nevada for moneys by them expended in 
the suppression of the rebellion, moved that the committee be dis. 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Claims; which was to 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 2203) for the relief of Edward 
A. Scott, of Crawford County, Ark.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. McMILLAN) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be pro to the general deficiency appropria- 
tion bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

REPORT ON THE NICARAGUA CANAL. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the —— of the Committee on the Nicaraguan Canal, made 


to the Senate at the last session of the Fifty-fourth Congress, be reprinted 
for the use of the Senate. 


- PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 0. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 18th instant approved and signed the following acts and 
joint resolution: 

An act (S. 956) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River between 
the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota,” approved April 2!, 15%, 
as amended by an act approved August 4, 1894, entitled © An act 
to amend an act to authorize the construction of a steel bridge 
over the St. Louis River between the States of Minnesota and 
Wisconsin;” 

An act (8. 1979) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Pearl River, in the State of Mississippi; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 40) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point 
Carlos Gutierrez, of Salvador. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Morning business appears to be 


closed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that’ the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
a of the Senator from Iowa {Mr. ALLIson], which will 

sta 

The SECRETARY. On page 104, line 25, par, ph $27, it is pro- 

to strike out “twelve,” before ‘‘ cents,” and insert ‘‘ four- 

n;” so as to read: ; 

827. Threads, twines, or cords, from not finer than 5 lea or num- 

of flax, whic 


: or made r 
ber, com hemp, or ramie, or of which these substances or either 
of them the component material of chief value, 14 certs per pound. 








- 


1897. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, upon yesterday, while we were con- 
sidering the ing schedule in regard to threads, twines, cables, 
etc,. made of flax and Sara I was interested in observing the abso- 
late uniformity between the recommendations of the flax, hemp, 
and jute manufacturers of the United States and the duties im- 

,osed by the pending bill. By referring to the testimony taken 

fore the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, page 1330, it will be seen that the chairman of that 
association appeared before the committee and furnished aschedule 
of tariff duties, in which he stated that the National Hemp, Jute, 
and Flax Manufacturing Association of the United States employed 
many thousands of men, women, and children, and— 

By a meeting held in New York on December 30, 1896, [ am authorized, as 
chairman of the said meeting, to submit the request which we make herein 
to your honorable body. 

He then proceeds to state the duties that that association wants 
upon flax and hemp, hackled, yarn made of jute, and yarn com- 

of flax and twine, upon all the manufactured goods, which 

e specifies, and the duty is made by the committee exactly the 
same as requested by the manufacturers. On the raw material 
the committee put a larger duty than was recommended by the 
manufacturers, their obvious interest being to put the raw mate- 
rial as low as possible and to put the highest duty possible upon 
the manufactured product. 

What I distinctly wish to call the attention of the Senate to is 
the rate upon ‘‘ threads, twines, or cords, made from yarn not 
finer than 5 lea or number, composed of flax, hemp, or ramie, 





etc., 12 cents per pound.” That was the recommendation of the 
committee, givin these manufacturers all they wanted. Now 
the Senator from Iowa comes in and gives them 2 cents more than 


they asked. He proposes to increase the duty from 12 to 14 cents 
a pound, and that in the face of the fact that the comparative 
statement shows that in 1896 we exported of hemp twine $727,585 
worth and of all other twines $341,862 worth, and imported of 
hemp twine $139,000 worth and of all other twines $131,000 worth, 
making $260,000 worth imported, against over a million dollars’ 
worth of these articles exported. 

It seems to me that it ought to be sufficient to give these manu- 
facturers what they ask. hy should we impose upon the con- 
sumers in the United States of these twines, which are an article 
of absolute eee’ 2 cents more than the manufacturers ask 
for protection? This is the point to which I call the attention of 
the Senate. I shall ask for the yeas and nays upon the amend- 


ment. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, just one word. The Senator 
from Missouri reads from the projected schedule found in the 
Committee on Ways and Means ings, from which it will ap- 
ae Oe based their duty upon the fine threads and upon 

basis of a cent and a half a pound for dressed line, which is 
their raw material. The Senate yesterday put a duty of 3 centsa 
pound on dressed line instead of a cent and a half. 
— JONES of Arkansas. And doubled the proposed House 
rate. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; the House put a duty of 3 cents a pound 
upon dressed line. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Who was it that wanted a cent and 
a half, the manufacturers or the growers of dressed line? - 

Mr. ALLISON. I allude to the schedule read by the Senator 
from Missouri, which fixes 12 cents a pound upon the fine thread 
on the basis of a cent and a half a eee wae dressed line. The 
House doubled that duty and we assented to it yesterday. So 
it is absolutely necessary, if this thread is to be at all manu- 
factured in our coun 


I do not understand the Senator's 
of the bill as it came from the House 


Yes, sir. 

Now, with 3 cents on dressed line, 
proposed 12 cents in paragraph 327. Yet I understand 
to 12 cents was put in paragraph 327 be- 

half in contemplation by the House com- 
as the on dressed line. 

No; the Senator misunderstands me. The 
Missouri states that the association would be satis- 
@ pound upon this thread. My reply to him is 
a of their scheme, which included a cent and 
on dressed line. Now, the House placed 3 cents a 
dressed line and only 12 cents a pound upon the 
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which is not a relative duty. That is all I say. 
The Senate Couuniiter on Finance aibanes the duty upon 
dressed line to 2} cents a d, and therefore did not change the 
12 cents a but as Senate yesterday increased the duty 
on dressed from the amendment proposed by the committee 
to 3 cenis, we find @ proper relation of the thread to the 


‘ 
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embraced in this schedule which he has left at 
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dressed line, this raw material, requires a small addition in line 


25. 


That is all there is of it. 

Mr. VEST. Let meask the Senator one question. If he did it 
for that reason, why did_he not increase it on the other articles 
‘ lyst , 
Saine GULY: 


Mr. ALLISON. We do propose to increase it on line 2, page 


105, making it seven-eighths instead of three-fourths. 
Mr. WHITE. The Senate did that yesterday. 
Mr. ALLISON. That was done yesterday. 
Mr. VEST. How about yarns? 

Mr. ALLISON. 1f shall propose a duty at the proper time, in 
line 10,to increase from six to seven. These amendments are 
made necessary by the amendment which was offered yesterday 
as respects dressed line. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. VEST. I apologize for having said anything about it. 
this rate we will increase it 100 per cent all along the line. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In this connection, I desire to call the 
attention of the Senator from Iowa and other members of the Sen- 
ate to a statement made by Messrs. Britton & Gray, who sign 
themselves as attorneys for importers of linens. There are some 
very striking statements of fact, and as it will take but a minute 
or two, I would be glad to have the attention of the Senate to it. 
They say: 


At 


Customs revenues from flax manufactures have always been large. Dur 
ing past six years the total value of such importations hasaveraged $25,000,000 
annually. From eleven to fourteen millions of dollars represent the annual 
importations of manufactured linens. Prior to the war the duty on manu 
factured linens was 15 per cent ad valorem. Necessity for increased revenue 
then caused an increase of duty to 35 percent. It there remained until the 
act of 1800 increased the duty on coarse goods counting below 1 threads to 
the square inch to 50 per cent, leaving the goods above that quality at 35 per 
cent until January 1, 1804. 

This increase was given upon the assurance of the Flax and Hemp Spinners 
and Growers’ Association that under such protective rates 


And they quote the language— 


“we promise an established industry of great magnitude.” 
ings, 1889-90. page 523.) 

The promise was never redeemed. Congress by act of March 3, 1889, unani- 
mously extended to January 1, 1895, the increase to ) per cent on fine linens 
proposed by the act of 1890, it being well understood that in the meantime 
the tariff would be again revised, as was done by the act of August, 1804, and 
the former rate of 35 per cent on all linens then reenacted. At the hearing 
before the present Ways and Means Committee (pages 1320-1333) the same 
association or interests, under the name of the Flax, Hemp, and Jute Manu- 
facturersof the United States, presented demands for duties on dressed flax, 
yarns and threads, twine, and manufactured cloth, which have been substan- 
tially accorded in the pending bill. Therein duty was asked of 50 per cent 
ad valorem on manufactured linens. 

Notwithstanding this public record, the rates of duty given by the Senate 
amendment (paragraph 344) exhibit an enormous advance beyond what was 
thus asked. They are both compound and specific, thus: 

Thirty per cent ad valorem on all goods, adding following specific duties: 

Sixty threads or under, ~ cents per square yard. 

From over 60 to 120 threads, 3 cents per square yard. 

From over 120 to 190 threads, 7 cents per square yard. 

Over 180 threads, 10 cents per square yard. 

Provided, That none of foregoing shall pay less than 50 per cent ad valorem. 

On fine goods weighing less than 4 ounces per square yard— 


Mr. President, the statement is made that the manufacturers’ 
association representing this interest asked for a tax of 50 per 
cent instead of the 35 that was in existence then. The Senate 
committee make a rate which provides that it shall not be less 
than 50 per cent, no matter how much higher. They go beyond 
what the manufacturers themselves ask for. You provide that 


the highest rate that they suggest shall be the lowest rate admis- 
sible under the schedule: 


On fine goods weighing less than 4 ounces per square yard, and containing 
more than 100 th s tothe square inch, including shirting cloth, the present 
rate of 35 per cent is retained. 

The enormous increase pro ed beyond what was asked by the promising 
American manufacturers is illustrated by the following examples: 


(Record Hear: 


| Finance 
| Commit- 
” ‘. | tee ro- 
Act 1890. | Act 1894. posed tar- 
| iff (ad 
valorem ). 





| i 
| Percent.| Percent.| Per cent 


tl jvsdckpatate uacteseosiast dogpescers 35 | 35 | 109} 
ee eee 35 35 74h 

A alannah Gnaete mmtenty att 50 35 | 62} 

A EE 5O | 35 |} 73 
Lining -..... a ellie adel enc deiinndie oot 0 | 35 604 


Mr. GRAY. The highest increase, as is usual, is on the lowest 
priced goods. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As suggested by the Senator from 
Delaware, as usual with a Republican tariff everywhere, the 
highest rates of taxation are on the lowest priced goods. There is 
here no deviation from the rule, but it is carrying ont the same 
old plan of taking away from him who has little what little he 
has. Here is a specimen of the cheapest class of domestic linen 
with a tax of 108} per cent as the rate of taxation paid by it, and 
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that when the manufacturers themselves going before the Ways 
and Means Committee ask for a tax of 50 per cent. 

These proposed rates 

Say these attorneys— 
are plainly prohibitive. Theyaresointended. Evenon the goods increased 
to 50 per cent by the act of 1890,and with no resulting manufacture here, 
importations fell from $5,000,000 in 1891 to $3,500,000 in 1893 (Senate Tariff Re- 
=— 334, Fifty-third Congress, second session, pages 278, 280), with consequent 
arge loss of needed revenue. The enormous increase over 50 per cont now 


proposed will correspondingly further reduce both importations and rev- 
enue. 


If manufacture of these goods were possible here, such exorbitant rates 
of duty would not be justified, (1) because wholly beyond any legitimate 
protection which is even asked by the promising manufacturers, and (2) be- 
cause neither American flax nor American manufacture has been developed 
here under protective conditions, except coarse crash, which flourishes now, 
as heretofore, at the 35 per cent rate. 

But such manufacture promised under the act of 1890 resulted in complete 
failure. No change in essential conditions, climatic or otherwise, has since 
occurred, and after ninety years of continuous duty upon linens, no domestic 
manufacture, except of cheap crash and possible recent small production of 
mixed cotton and linen fabric, has yet ere. The goodsare all imported. 
The revenues from 1890 to 1804 suffered from these unredeemed promises, 
and yet the same interests now give the same renewed assurances, with no 
possible change in conditions whereby they can be fulfilled. The people are 
asked to submit to this enormous increase in taxation upon such a record. 
Prohibitive rates are apps’ and the common people are tobe made to suf- 
fer to accord a few individuals more * protection" than they even ask. 

Flax is grown in this country only for the seed. Even for such purpose 
the supply does not equal the demand, for in 1896 661,533 bushels of seed were 
imported. (House Tariff Comparison, 1897, page 60.) 

. at a not produced for fiberisadmitted. The attached letter demon- 
strates it. 

Surely under such conditions the rates on manufactured linens of 50 per 
cent and 35 per cent, as provided by the act of 1890, and now asked by the 

romising domestic manufacturers, should not be increased to the destruc- 

jon of revenue, the discomfort of the people, and without apres 4 of 

benefit to eng petonry. actual or possible. On the contrary, the rates pro- 

1 by the Linen Trade Association of New York afford ample protection 

any prospective industry and yet preserve needed revenue. ese suffi- 
cient and conservative rates are as follows: 


Unions 


and low Medium Fine 


es 
inens 
(ad va- 


lorem). lorem). | lorem). 


Counting to ajeare inch 100 threads and under, 
30 ner cent plus one-half cent per square yard | Per —_ Per om Per cent. 
equals t Sit 
Counting 101-150 threads, 30 per cent plus 1 cent 
per square vue equals 45 
Counting 151-200 threads, 30 per cent plus 1} 
cents per square yard equals 43} 40} 
Counting 21 threads, 30 per cent plus 2 cents 
per square yard equals.................. pt ae 454 39 Bt} 


BRITTON & GRAY, _ 
Attorneys for Importers. 


Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa knows that the rates of 
taxation imposed in this schedule will absolutely prohibit impor- 
tation. He further knows that there is no manufacture to supply 
these goods in this country. The practical effect of this schedule 
is simply to put a prohibitive tariff on this grade of goods, tocom- 
pel the poorer people of the country to buy and use cotton goods 
in lieu of linen, and provide that they can not use and have linen 
at all. It is to enable the manufacturers of imitations and frauds 
in the shape of linen out of cotton to be sold to build up and create 
a market for that kind of goods. But the price is to be increased 
for the consumers of the country. It can have no other effect. 
The plain common sense of the situation leads to that. It can 
have no other meaning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa, upon which the Chair un- 
derstands the Senator from Missouri to demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. VEST. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. - 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Longe]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I oe if the junior Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr, BuTLER] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

* Mr. WELLINGTON. I withhold my vote, being paired with 
that Senator. 

Mr. GEAR. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
= Smita}. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from 

husetts [Mr. Lop@r], and vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. CLAY. Upon the statement of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
Gear], I vote ‘‘nay.” 
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Mr. WELLINGTON. I transfer my pair with the junior <..). 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] to the Senator f;., 
Oregon [Mr. McBripg], and vote “ yea.” 2s 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. I am paired with the junior Se), 
from Wyoming [Mr. CLark]. If he were present, I should , 
‘*nay.” 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam paired with the Senator from Missis.;,, i 
{Mr. WALTHALL]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the affirmatiy. I 
am informed that the Senator from Texas [Mr. Miis}, \ it) 
whom I have a general pair, has not voted. I will therefore wi; )). 
draw my vote. 

The Secretary recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. With the understanding that my yo; 
necessary to make a quorum, I will allow it to stand in the aftir; 
tive, notwithstanding my pair. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—27. 


Allison, Elkins, Hawley, 
Burrows, Fairbanks, Hoar, 
Carter, Foraker, 
Chandler, arte Nelson, Sewell, 
Cullom, Gallinger, Penrose, Shoup, 
Davis, Gear, Perkins, Wellington, 
Deboe, Hale, Platt, Conn. 


NAYS—19. 


is 
ae 


Platt, N. Y. 
Pritchard, 
McEnery, Proctor, 


Bate, Tillman, 


Gray, ~* 
Berry, Heitfeld, rphy, Turpie, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Vest, 
Clay, McLaurin, Pettus, White. 
Cockrell, Mailory, Roach, ~- 


NOT VOTING—43. 


Aldrich, Gorman, McMillan, Spooner, 
Allen, Hanna, Mantle, Stewart, 
Bacon, Hansbrough, Martin Teller, 
Baker, Harris, Kans. Thurston, 
Butler, Harris, Tenn. Turner, 
Caffery, Jones, Nev. Walthall, 

Kenney, Warren, 

Kyle, Pasco. Wetmore, 

Lindsay, Wilson, 
Faulkner, od 


Lodge, Wolcott. 
George, McBride, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
105, to strike out the following paragraph: 


88. Single yarns made of flax tow, 8 lea and finer, 35 per cent ad valorom; 
single yarns composed of flax line, hemp, or ramie, valued at 13 cents ; 
per pound, 6cents per pound; valued at more than 13 cents per pound, 45 
per cent ad valorem. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


328. Single yarnsin the gray, made of flax, hemp, or ramie, not finer than 8 
lea or number, 6 cents oe pound; finer than 8 lea or number and not fiver 
than 80 lea or number, 40 per cent ad valorem; finer than 80 lea or num!«r 
15 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. I wish to modify the paragraph by inserting. in 
line 10, before ‘‘ cents,” ‘‘ seven” instead of *‘ six;” and in line |2, 
by inserting ‘“‘five” after “‘forty;” so as to read, “45 per cent ad 
valorem.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Lowa will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 10, page 105, strike out “six” ani in- 
sert ‘“‘seven” before ‘‘cents;” and in line 12, after ‘‘ forty,” ins-rt 
‘five; so as to make the paragraph read: 

428. Single yarns in the gray, made of flax, hemp, or ramie, not finer than 
8 lea or number, 7 cents per pound; finer than 8 lea or number and not fiver 


than 80 lea or number, 45 per cent ad ; finer than 80 lea or number, 
15 per cent ad valorem. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from lowa to the amendment of the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, we are all conscious, even those 
who are not rt in the nomenclature of linen-thread manu! i: 
ture, that somehow or other the people of this country are hiv- 
ing a very onerous burden placed upon them. I feel so, at any 
rate. I know itis going to be done, but I think itis right that 
we should have some light upon the way in which itis being doie 

Therefore I would the Senator from Iowa, in good faith. for 
information to myself at least, what this means in the paragr))!: 
‘Single yarns in the gray, made of flax, hemp, or ramie, not finer 
than 8 lea ornmumber.” Will he explain that, please? What is * 
lea or number? Nobody can estimate what the amount of the (ax 
is uniess he understands these terms. 

Mr. ALLISON. A lea or number is 300 feet in length. 

Mr. GRAY. Do you know what the equivalent ad valorem 0! 
that would be? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is estimated by experts that it would rang” 
from 88 to 44 per cent at the rate we originally had. Thisincr:: 
would add somewhat to it. ; 

Mr. GRAY. Then it is nearly 100 per cent at least in the two 
rates, specific and ad valorem. * 

Mr. : meme . No; the specific is in the first bracket, 7 cents 
a poun 
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Y. That is true; 7 cents a pound. 

Me, ORLISON. The next bracket is 45 per cent ad valorem, 
and the third bracket is 15 per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. And it is not a compound rate, I see. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; it is not compound. 

Mr.GRAY. Then the rate would be between 40 and 50 per cent 
ad valorem, equivalent to the rate now proposed, 7 cents a pound? 

Mr. ALLISON. At 7 cents. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Delaware permit me to ask 
the Senator from lowa a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. ne 

Mr. VEST. Is the print correct in line 13, “finer than 80 lea 
or number, 15 per cent ad valorem?” 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Finer than 80 lea or number? 

Mr. ALLISON. Finer than 80 lea or number, 15 per cent ad 

m. 
ba VEST. That is the finest quality? 

Mr. ALLISON. The very finest. 

Mr. VEST. Upon that you have 15 per cent, and upon the other 
you have 40 per cent. S : 

Mr. ALLISON. These fine yarns are not spun in this country, 
but they are used in fabricating articles. They are to the manu- 
facturers of these fine goods just what dressed line is to the goods 
that are spun, 

Mr. GRAY. Now, to understand this more thoroughly, para- 
graph 327, where the tax has just been raised from 12 cents to 14 
cents a pound, is upon a lower grade of thread? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is upon a lower grade of thread. 

Mr. GRAY. Can the Senator give the Senate the equivalent 
ad valorem on that? : 

Mr. ALLISON. It isaboutas in paragraph 328. With the ad- 
dition of 2 cents a pound, it is probably 47 or 48 per cent. Under 
327, as stated by the experts, the ad valorem runs from 38 to 44 
per cent, as originally proposed. With the addition of 2 cents per 
pound, it of course increases it to that extent. 

Mr. GRAY. I notice, if I may interrupt the Senator for a mo- 
ment, that there is no equivalent ad valorem given in the com- 
parative statement, and t is the reason why I made the inquiry. 

Mr. ALLISON. According to recent reports from the United 
States treasury at New York and other reliable data, these rates 
will range from an ad valorem equivalent of about 38 per cent to 
47 per cent. Of course they have been increased now somewhat 
by these additions. There will bean average of about 44 per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. Of course this is a matter that we have got to 
gather information on as we go along, and we can not always be 
sure that we have it. I have a letter here that seems to be writ- 
ten by an intelligent man. I have no personal acquaintance with 
him, but he is in business in New York. It is a letter in which 
there are some statements that have prompted thisline of inquiry. 

There is this ificant fact stated by him, that the linen mannu- 
facturers would be quite willing to have a morc moderate rate 
of duty than is proposed either by the House or Senate if the 
thread manufacturers of the United States, which manufacture 
is largely monopolized by one or two firms, were willing that that 
should be so, and that the linen-thread manufacturers, who seem 
to have an interest in this whole schedule for some purpose which 
is probably a selfish one (naturally a selfish one, I will say), have 
interfered and demanded a higher rate all along the flax schedule 
on the manufactured article and maintain a very high rate upon 
their thread. But let une read. I am seeking for information. 
I will just read what I have here. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator reads the letter, let me call 
his attention to the fact that the thread manufacturers are willing 
to have a much lower rate provided they can get dressed line in at 
alow rate. But when they pay 3 cents a pound for dressed line 
they say they must have an ety to be compensated for the 
increased duty. We are all familiar with the situation. 

Mr. GRAY. In this babel of conflicting interests, in which 
everybody is clamoring for himself. let me read one statement 
add to the confusion perhaps, but it is entitled to go in, 
letter addressed to me from the gentleman of whom I 
have — and with whom I have no personal acquaintance. 

Of this manufacturer the writer says: 


He is also interested in keeping up the tariff to the highest point 
possible on his aro tincn threads, and he readily sees that this can be i 


y the rate on other flax s is likewise advanced. At 
the linen are subject to a 35 per cent ad valorem rate 
ot yan under the bill a very ome portion of the imports 
would have to pay the equivalent of 66 per cent, thus further increasing at 
fhe public expense the profits of this powerful interest, which is known to 

ve made here. Although not a manufacturer of lin- 
ens, pe a position at the mt time that those inter- 
ested in the have tried to get cooperation, with a view to 
having the rate linen which hesays he does not spin now, or expect 

Spin, put ata soas to of a reduction in the rate on liner 
py He has assured that if he will “consent” to have linen yarns 
vine rate of 3% per cent ad valorem the zoe Engiend interests 

agree rate on linens (that is, woven fabrics) not exceed 50 
per cent ad 

> 
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Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator give the name of the writer? 
Mr. GRAY. Certainly I will give the name. I have been put 


Mr. ALLISON. lI only want to know who wrote the letter. 

Mr. GRAY. If Ican read it. As I make it out, the name is 
Richard H. Ewarts. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is he a manufacturer? 

Mr. GRAY. Ipresume not. I do not know 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is not his name in print at the top 

Mr. GRAY. No. Iwillhave todecipher his name. It is dated 
Probably he belongs to that proscribed class of 
Mr. ALLISON. 


I only wanted to know thename. This writer 


seems to think there is a conflict between the thread spinners and 


the linen manufacturers, and of course his explanation would be 
more accurate if he were one of the manufacturers. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not know Mr. Ewarts. All I want to point 
out is, that in this clamor of conflicting interests, where all the 
pigs are getting their feet into the trough at the same time, these 
**forgottey people,” of whom we have heard something since the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] spoke, have a right to know 
what is going on, if they can, and if there is noise and clamor of 
these people who are making our tariff rates, they have a right to 
find out just what the burden is and what the motives are. 

Ido not know whether the statements in this letter are so or 
not; but this man states over his own name that the gentlemen 
who are engaged in the thread manufacture are practically dictat- 


ing this linen schedule, and are not willing that the rates on their 
own linens should be left as they are in the present law at 35 per 
cent ad valorem, but demand a rate which is equivalent to an ad 


valorem, in some cases, of 66 per cent; and therefore the compen- 


sating policy coming in again—the necessary policy of the tax— 


the schedule has to go up. That is all I can makeof it. Perhaps 


the Senator from Iowa can explain something about it that will 


put it in a better light, for that is not a very good light to leave 


it in. 


Mr. President, it seems to me that no person can with any pro- 


priety come to Washington and, in the Finance Committee room 


or anywhere else, apart from the open debate in this Senate, fix 
the rate of taxation upon this important and necessary article for 
the comfort and decent living of the masses of the people. It is 
not right; it is not just; it does not comport with anything that 
ought to characterize legislation of this kind, that we should not 
have a full explanation of why it is necessary that this tax should 
be raised. 

I assume, if what this writer states is true, that thread manu- 
facturers are not poor men struggling fora living. They have 
been conducting successfully and honestly and honorably, no 
donbt, a great business, from which I suppose profits, great or 
small, have been achieved. Why, then, should we have in their 
interest. or in the interest of the linen manufacturers, these high 
rates of duty imposed, unless we have an explanation? It will 
not do for our Republican friends to say the policy is to sit still 
and let the Democrats talk, and object, and protest; ‘‘ We have 
got the votes, and we will pass all these increases.” You ought 
to take the people of the country into your confidence and tell 
them why this thing is to be done. We want to know why it is to 
be done. I want to know, as one of the humble representatives 
on this floor of the American people, why this should be done. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
there? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWELL. Ican probably answer the Senator’s question. 
I wish to state that Mr. Barbour is one of the largest mannufac- 
turers in New Jersey. There is another large establishment in 
my State employing, probably, between six and seven thousand 
men. 

Mr. GRAY. Ican not hear the Senator. 

Mr.SEWELL. I say thereis another establishment besides that 
of Mr. Barbour in my State, employing between six and seven 
thousand men. The basisof this schedule was prepared on investi- 
gation by the House committee, but the rate has now been increased 
at the instance of our Western friends. 

Mr. GRAY. That is what we want to know—where it comes 

from. * 
Mr. SEWELL. The increase in the schedule amounts to from 
12 to 14 per cent upon this paragraph, and is absolutely necessary 
by reason of the increased duty placed upon the raw material. 
That is where it is. 

Mr. GRAY. That is some light, and we have not had that much 
before. Let us go on and hear more about the matter. 

Mr. SEWELL. That is all. 

Mr. GRAY. That is something; that is more than has been 
deigned to be given to us before. 

Mr. SEWELL. There is a difference between the thread manu- 
facturers and the manufacturers of linen. The thread manufac 
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ture has been established here for thirty or forty years, long be- 
fore it was thought of making linen out of the flax of this 
country. 

Mr. GRAY. But the thread manufacturers have an increase of 
duty under this bill in the way of protection. 

Mr. SEWELL. I beg your pardon. Nothing has been given 
but what was absolutely necessary on account of the duty placed 
on the raw material in the United States. The duty was about 40 
per cent, and it is increased about one-sixth, making the duty 
about 47} per cent. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. GRAY. What I want to know, if the Senator from New 
Jersey will pardon me, is, do not the thread manufacturers have 
an increase by the bill as it came from the House over the rates 
in the present law? 

Mr. SEWELL. The rate in the law of 1894 is 35 per cent, and 
the rate of duty prescribed in paragraph 327 on the same articles 
is 12 cents. 

Mr. GRAY. Specific? 

Mr. SEWELL. Specific. 

Mr. GRAY. There is no equivalent ad valorem in this table 
that { can find, and I have been depending on these tables, and 
there is no light upon that. It may be 50 per cent or it may be 
100 per cent ad valorem for all I know. I am not an expert, and 
we have a right to know about this. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ifthe Senator from Delaware will pardon me— 
of course [ do not know that he has listened to anything I have 


said—— 
Mr. GRAY. I listen to everything the Senator says that I can 


hear. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have twice said that this additional duty 
would be equivalent to the duty on the raw material, and I have at 
least once said that without this additional duty the average rate 
of duty upon the articles in paragraph 327 is from 38 to 44 per 
cent. So, if the Senator will listen, he will get some information. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam listening. The Senator from lowa must not 
be impatient. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not impatient. 

Mr. GRAY. I may be very slow of apprehension, but still I 
stand here to know for the people of the country, some of whom 
are slow of _ ampere some of them poor people, and some of 
them do not know as much as the Senator from Iowa; and I want 
to know, in my imperfect way, it may be, something about this 
complicated bill before it gets through. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 

Mr. GRAY. If there is a good reason for it, I will not 
back that reason when I have occasion to speak about it to my 

ple. When they want to know why it is that this important 
Fabric of linen cloth, their sheets, and table damasks are increased 
oan in price, what the justification is, I want to beable to 
te m. 

Now, I understand the increase, so far as the Senate is respon- 
sible for that increase over the bill as it came from the House, is 
that the Western people, from Minnesota and Lowa I su + 
have demanded a tax on the rawmaterial. So far so good. 
is a reason for the action the Senate proposes, and it is a reason 
for putting an increased tax on cotton goods by reason of the tax 
= t oad — — the — oe 

oes not in this. may to be so presumptuous 
as to go a step further, why was increase made at all on these 
low grades of linen fabrics? Why were they increased from 35 
per cent to something over 100 per cent? 

These factories have been in existence and they have flourished 
in the State of the distinguished Senator from New Jersey, for he 
says so, and he says they have been there for generations, and 
they have employed thousands of men and provide for them a 
most h and useful ind . Why,then, do they demand 
more protections Why demand a tax to be imposed on the 
consumers? . 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. ‘If the Senator will permit me, I 
think I can give a very reason. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam waiting to hear a good reason. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Under the McKinley law the rate 
was 45 per cent,and under the Wilson law 35 percent. The result 
has been since the passage of the Wilson law that these factories 
have not been successful; they have not declared any dividends or 
made any money. 

Mr. SEWELL. I want to supplement what the Senator from 
Connecticut has just said by saying that while the establishment 
to which I have referred is the largest in the United States, it has 
_ ol pags years, since the passage of the Wilson law, paid a 

vidend. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not know anything about the dividends they 
have paid, or how many they paid before the Wilson law was 

.. The Senator from Connecticut says there was a small 
reduction, from 45 to 35 per cent, when that law went into opera- 
tion. I do not know whether they pay any dividends now, or 
what may be the amount, Will the Senator from New Jersey 
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state whether they paid dividends before the Wilson law \, 
ot SEWELL Yes; th d 
r. 8 . es; the id the ordinary dividends, 

Mr. GRAY. What were they? 7 " 

Mr. SEWELL. Six or 7 per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. Not more than that? 

Mr. SEWELL. Ido not think so. 

Mr. GRAY. And yet they have not closed their doors <j. 
the passage of the Wilson law. 

Mr. SEWELL. No. 

Mr. GRAY. I understood the Senator to say they were jn». 
eration and employing six or seven thousand men. I think \-. 
ought to have some detailed statement about this matter. | , 
to be conservative in this matter of vested interests, vested «\,. 
under protective legislation so outrageous as this. Stil) 10). 
has been invested on the faith of it, and we are not destr.)\ jy), 
but trying to preserve. We want to take down this brick wa\| , 
brick ata time. ButI should like to knowif they have bee), )),.., 
demanding and stating to the Finance Committee of the S.),.;. 
or the Ways and Means Committee of the other House th: ¢),..y 
need this additional protection in order to exist as an industry. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me just one moyen 
these manufacturers have not been here to make any demanls 

ts the changes I have referred to this morning. 
r. GRAY. Is that so? 

Mr. ALLISON. But they have made representations to the 
committee, and I can see no possible objection to that. 

Mr. GRAY. Not the slightest. I only want to know what 
their representations were. 

Mr. ALLISON. They made tations to the committees 
when this schedule was under consideration that with the rates 
we had provided for their raw material the amount of the duty 
here would be acceptable tothem. We then took the only sourc: 
of information that is absolutely open to us, and that is the source 
which we find in the officers of the United States—the expert 
appraisers, the General Appraisers, and other appraisers in N.w 

ork. From these expertappraisers, and not from manufacturers, 
we derived the information that as to this linen schedule, under 
the ad valorem the Senator of, there were large under- 
valuations, and that it was and better, in cases wire it 
could be done, to make specific dutiesinstead of ad valorem. We 
were careful tomakesuch inquiry as we could to ascertain whether 
these specific duties were than the ad valorem, and the 
Senator perfectly well knows in making specific duties there 
is not the elasticity there is in ad valorem rates. 

Mr. GRAY. I thought there were none. 

IN. There beincertainlines. The equivalent 


Mr. ALLISO 
ad valorem for the duties $27 and 328 that we 
have made specific was to be equal to an averaze of 
about 44 per cent, as I awhile ago. I do notknow that; | 


only know what the experts, whose duty it is to make the com- 
putations, and who have an , tell me and tell the 
committee; and that is what said. Thatis all the informa- 

, not in detail, but in brief, I think we can desire about 

matter. Certainly I agree with the Senator from Delaware 
that we want eee ase do not Bee th oe 
manufacturers a necessary to themselves 
in fair competition with other manufacturers in these products. 
That is all is about it. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam very much obliged to theSenator from Iowa, 
so far as I am concerned, for the light he has given me and per- 
haps given a good many cther people in the country. He has 

these facts. So now we know that these increased rates of 
duties upon these t articles have not been made upon the 
demand of the man themselves or upon the demands of 
the linen manufacturers, but have been such as ms committee in 
wisdom thought were rightand necessary and proper to give 

to important industry, and that Mr. Barbour or nv one |has 
an : to the committee that such in- 


I did not say so. I think 

and other linen manufac- 

; that is, they presented (ocu- 

are here now, but they are 
a re - 

people who are inter- 

made representations or state- 

Pa ta to be absolutely 

their business at all. 

us there are 7,000 men em- 

Under our theory on this 

to so provide rates of duty 

out of employment an‘! 

elsewhere. That 1s 


, we gather 
5 san that is all we 
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Mr. GRAY. One word more. j 

Mr. WHITE. [f the Senator from Delaware will permit me, 
on 1331, on Schedule J, in the hearings before the Committee 
ays and Means of the House of Representatives, there is 

gite an elaborate schedule prepared by numerous firms, with 
the reasons assigned, and there is a statement on page 1331 that 
« at 18 cents per pound or less, 6 cents per pound; more than 13 
cents, 45 per cent ad valorem,” with the accompanying statement 
that the average is 60 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. GRAY. That corresponds with the information I have. 

Mr. WHITE. This is a statement made before the Ways and 
Means Committee. , ee 

Mr. GRAY. We see how important it is for those who are not 
experts to ask questions about these specific duties. Whatever 
advantage there may be in specifics over ad valorems, there is a 
paramount defect that it does conceal the amount of tax from the 
consumer. When you tell him the tax is 12 cents he does not 
know what proportion of the price of the article the tax is, and 
what ion the real value is. If you tell him that it is 14 
cents @ pound, it may be 10 per cent protection or 100 per cent 

otection, as the case may be, in the particular industry, and so 
you deceive the le. 

The Senator Towa says, sincerely of course, as he says 
everything sincerely, that this specific is equivalent to about from 
88 to 40 cent. 

Mr. ALLISON . An average of 44 per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. The letter from which I read states: 

At the present time linen threads are subject to a 35 per cent ad valorem 
rate of duty, and under the proposed bill a very large portion of the imports 
would have to pay the equivalent of 66 per cent. 

I suppose this tleman’s statement is worth about as much 
consi as that of an interested manufacturer, and it seems 
to be borne out to a large extent by the statements of other peo- 
ple before the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me right 
there? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask the Senator who wrote that letter? 

Mr. GRAY. I can not make the name out fully, but I will send 
the letter to the Senator and see if he can make out thename. The 
writer is vouched for as a very respectable person. 

Mr. SEWELL. Is it Ewart? 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from New Jersey may be able to de- 


— the name. 
r. SEWELL. If the writer is, as I suppose, Mr. Ewart, he is 
a manufacturer, and manufactures on the other side en- 
y. 
Mr. GRAY. What is the name? 
Mr. SEWELL. Ewart. 
Mr. FRYE. Itis Ewart. 
Mr. SEWELL. He is a manufacturer on the other side. 
Mr. GRAY. What does the Senator mean by ‘ the other side?” 
Mr. SEWELL. In England. 





Mr. GRAY. He dates this letter from New York. 
A He may be in New York. 
Mr. GRAY. He is an importer of New York. 


Mr.SEWELL. Henevermanufactured a thread in this country. 

Mr. GRAY. Brand him as you please, here is his statement. 

Mr. SEWELL. I do not think his advice is very good to the 
American Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. Brand him as you please, here is his statement, 
over his own name, that the equivalent ad valorem duty on linen 
thread in this bill is 66 per cent. Now, the Senator from Iowa 
says himself he can not tell just what the ad valorem tariff is 
always ogee toch and I think perhaps that Mr. Ewart’s state- 
ment is as ble as that of an interested manufacturer. 

Mr. SEWELL. But the committee has been governed, as I 
understand, by the information furnished by the experts of the 
of long standing, and in whom the com- 
mittee have confidence, and they say it is only 43} per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not understand that that was the statement 
of the experts of the Treasury Department. It is the statement 
of the manufacturers. 

Mr. yo rear The average is 44 per cent, according to the 


Se 
. GRAY. I shall not detain the Senate any longer, except to 
that nothing more conclusively proves the vice of this whole 
system, and nothing could more clearly show what is 
true Democratic policy, which, if it has not root, ought to have 
Toot. as tax placed ene seahesials for here we _ this 
monstrous upon these important necessaries of life on 
the ground justified by the fact that the raw material has 
We have nearly the whole cotton schedule raised 
cent on raw cotton, and we have the 


because of the tax of 20 
_ the linen hadieles raised because of the tax on Minnesota 


iH 
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Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator state what is his definition 
of ‘‘ free raw material ”? 

Mr. GRAY. I will discuss that question with the Senator from 
Wisconsin when I have more time, for I am as anxious to get 
through with this tariff bill as he is. 

The raw material that comes into this country enables the work- 
ingmen of this country to employ their industry to the largest 
extent, and will not prevent, but will build up a thousand indus- 
tries where this protective system will only serve to paralyze them. 

Mr. President, I hope there will be some mercy in the Financ 
Committee of the Senate, and that they will allow something to be 
abated from this exaction. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. Presjdent, there seems to be a 
very wide difference in structure of the paragraph which the Sen 
ate committee propose to strike out and the one which they pro- 
pose to insert. The paragraph to be stricken out reads: 





8. Single yarns made of flax tow, 8 lea and finer, 35 p 
single yarns composed of flax line, hemp, or ramie, valued 
per pound, 6 cents per pound; valued at more than 13 
cent ad valorem. 


The substitute reads: 


r cent ad val 
at 13 cent 4 
nts per pound, 45 per 


328. Single yarns in the gray, made of flax, hei:ap, or ramie, not finer than 
8 lea or number, 6 cents per pound; finer than 8 lea or number and not finer 
than 0 lea or number, 40 per cent ad valorem; finer than 8 lea or m 

15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. President, I do not know, of course, what is the value o! 
the unit. The Senator from Iowa tells us that this will give 
average of about 44 per cent. If 6 cents per pound is 44 per c 
of the value, it is about 14 centsin value for threads not finer 
than 8 lea. Ido not know, of course, what the higher class of 
threads between 8 lea and 80 lea cost, but the Senator from Iowa 
proposes a rate of taxation on all threads between 8 and 80 lea at 
40 per cent, and on all threads above 80 lea at 15 per cent. 

Now, let me assume, for the sake of illustration, that the value of 
this thread is the same; that is,14 cents. Then take thread 79 lea, 
if there is such a thing possible, and the tax would be 54 cents per 
pound. If there was $1 lea, two numbers finer, the tax would be 
2 cents per pound. I should be glad to have the Senator explain 


in 


~ « 
to the Senate on what theory it is that the committee propose to 
have a tax upon the coarser article three times as high in the 
aggregate as the tax on the finerarticle? What can be the excuse? 
What can be the reason forit? It seems to me there should cer- 
tainly be some reason for so marked and radical a change in the 
progress of the rate of taxation on these different articles, 15 per 
cent above 80 and 40 per cent below. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator that the only excuse 
for it is that above 80 lea these yarns are not spun at all in this 
country, and are not likely to be, and that it enables our weavers 
of linen fabrics to use these yarns. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then, this means that 15 per cent is 
what the Senator understands to be a proper revenue tax on these 
articles not made in this country, and he proposes to put a tax 
of 40 per cent—25 per cent more—on the articles made in this 
country, 15 per cent being for revenue and 25 per cent for the 
purpose of advancing the price of the American manufactures to 
the American consumers, without any benefit to the Government. 
It seems to me that that is the unavoidable conclusion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the two amend- 
ments proposed by the Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLIson] to par- 
agraph 328. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. , The question now is upon the amend- 
ment of the committee inserting the new paragraph numbered 
328. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 329, on 
page 105, beginning in line 14, as follows: 

$29. Flax gill netting, nets. webs, and seines, when the thread or twine of 
which they are composed is made of yarn not finer thau J2 lea or number, 15 
cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem; when the thread or twine of 
which they are composed is made of yarn finer than 12 lea or number and not 
finer than 25 lea or number, 24 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem; 
when the thread or twine of which they are composed is made of yarn finer 
than 25 lea or number and not finer than 40 lea or number, 35 cents per pound 
and 15 per cent ad valorem; when the thread or twine of which they are com- 
posed.is made of yarn finer than 40 lea or number and not finer than 5@ lea or 
number, 40 cents per pound and 2 per cent ad valorem: when the thread or 
twine of which they are composed is made of yarn finer than ® lea or number 
and not finer than 6) lea or number, 48 cents per pound and 20 i er cent ad 
valorem: when the thread or twine of which they are composed is made of 
yarn finer than 0 lea or number, #0 per cent ad valorem. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


#29. Flax gill netting, nets, webs, and seines shall pay the same duty per 
pound as is imposed in this schedule upon the thread, twine. or cord of which 
they are made, and in addition thereto 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 330, on page 106, line 
14, after the word “mattings,” to strike out ‘‘plain, fancy, or 
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figured;” and in line 18, before the word “cents,” to strike out 
eight” and insert “four;” so as to read: 

Floor mattings, manufactured from straw, round or split, or other vege- 
table substances not otherwise provided for, including what are common! 
known as Chinese, Japanese, and indie straw mattings, valued at not Saaeele 
ing 10 cents per square yard, 4cents per square yard. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 21, after the word ‘‘thereto,” I move to 
strike out ‘‘if,” in the committee amendment, and insert ‘‘ on all 
the articles in this par ph, when.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated as a 
part of the amendment of the committee. 

The SecrETARY. In paragraph 330, line 20, after the word 
“yard,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ and 25 per cent ad valorem ” 
and insert ‘‘and in addition thereto, on all articles in this para- 
graph, when manufactured with a warp composed of flax, cotton, 
or other vegetable fiber, 25 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the effect of that last amendment is 
that when the warp is even of straw this additional duty of 25 per 
cent is added. Under the McKinley law and the Wilson law, 
which is the existing law, these articles, floor matting, etc., speci- 
fied down to line 18 of this paragraph, were upon the free list. It 
is proposed now to put 4 cents a square yard duty upon them, 
and to put this additional duty of 25 per cent. 

The effect of this increased tax is that on the first classification 
the rate is not less than 40 per cent on any of these articles, instead 
of being free, and on the next classification it is from 105 per cent 
down. My colleague on the committee [Mr. Jones of Arkansas] 
says they are as high as 200 per cent. make the duty 105 per 
cent, but it is possible I overlooked some of the calculations. 

Mr. President, what is the meaning of this enormous increase 
upon an article of absolute necessity, which is used by all the 
poorer classes of people throughout the country? Take the poor 
mechanic or laborer, who is not able to buy carpet, and he wants 
ordinary straw matting to put down upon his floor, especially in 
the summer time, and, instead of being allowed to buy it at the 
lowest rates, not competing with any particular article in this 
country, in the interest of the manufacturers of the lower grades 
of carpets this enormous duty is put on to force the people of the 
United States to buy these domestic carpets, no matter whether 
ow want them or not. Thatis the whole of it. 

ven when the Republican party was in the zenith of protec- 
tion, in 1890, it put these articles upon the free list. I move to 
strike out this paragraph in order that these articles may go upon 
the free list again. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to call attention, in addition 
to what the Senator from Missouri has said, to the fact that the 
tax on these articles in the tariff of 1874 was 30 per cent and in the 
tariff of 1883, 20 per cent. By the McKinley Act they were made 
free, and they are free now; and these exorbitant rates have never 
had their equal and never have been proposed before, reaching 
from 40 to per cent. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Was the last amendment agreed 


to? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is pending. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment 
which I propane. 

The V PRESIDENT. If there is no objection on the — 
of the Senator from Missouri, the Chair will put the question first 
on agreeing to the amendment, so as to perfect the paragraph. 
Without objection, the amendment will be considered as agreed to. 
The Senator from Misssouri moves to strike out the whole of 


Paste 880, 9 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I suppose this paragraph is 
intended to place the rate of duty upon Japanese floor matting, 
which has been imported very largely into this country during 
the last few years. Itisatrade that has grown uprecently. The 
material is not made in our country. We will not produce it if 
the paragraph is adopted. We wil on Ley ays it in this country 
if you double the rates of duty provided for in the paragraph. 
The p of levying this duty upon matting, which is a clean, 
cool, and beautiful covering for the floor, then, is to compel our 
people to buy a trust product made inthis country. The Japanese 
matting comes into compenies with cheapcarpet. Itcomesinto 
cone tion with oilcloth and floor material made by the oilcloth 
and linoleum trust. There are four firms engaged in producing 
linoleum in thiscountry. Theyhaveformedacombination. The 
capital is $4,477,000. They employ about 2,000.people. They pay 
total wages of about $1,000,000. ey use materialscosting between 
three and four millions, and ‘when it is converted it is worth be- 
tween five and six million dollars, and they sell it for all they can 
. It is a complete and perfect trust, ironclad in every par- 


cular. 

They have formed a combination, as I said, and have an agent. 
They sell at a price fixed by the com n, and any factory can 
run or not, just as it chooses. If it does not run it is entitled to 
its percentage of the profits of the whole combination the same 


JUNE 19, 


as if itdidrun. Yet this provision is placed here to prevent ,.:;; 
people from buying what they want to buy—this beautiful, .-|, 2 
and cool matting which comes from ean to compel thera 
to buy the material manufactured by the linoleum combin,,,,,,, 
As I say, there are four firms engaged in mannfacturing lino),.;,,,, 
and the proprietors are classed among the, millionaires .; ;)\.. 
country. Itis not an infant industry. It has been runniy. ;... 
seventy years. I think the motion of the Senator from Mis....,,; 
to strike out the entire paragraph and allow this article, \\\;,.; 
we do not produce and can not produce and will not produc. ;,, 
come in absolutely free, so that the poor people of th tr 
can have the benefit of it, should prevail. 
Further than that, the rates placed upon this article are pro)\j). 


lis country 


-itive, as Iam informed by the Japanese minister. They are {\)) 


per cent, for this matting is exceedingly cheap. I see no oio4 
reason why we should go out of our way and hunt up this «\....). 
lent article of floor covering and exclude it from this country j,. 
cause it hinders in a measure the operation of a combinati\), . 
=e who have organized for the purpose of charging exor))j{,)) 
prices. 

Mr. WHITE. I have herea statement showing the trade o (+, 
of the attempted enforcement of this extravagant provision, which 
I will send to the desk, and, as it is not very long, will ask to have 
it read. It comes from a very reliable firm in Baltimore. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested, 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Shipments of straw ae from Hongkong to Atlantic coast ports of 
the United States during the shipping season, from May 1 to January |, }~\7 
were 417,775 rolls, or about 60,000 tons, on which the average freight rate paid 
was $4 United States es per ton. 

This quantity was transported as follows: 


1 Hawaiian ship, about 2} per cent, or 1,600 tons, earning about........ & (1% 
12 British steamers, about 17} per cent, or 10,500 tons, earning about — 9 4° (x) 
23 American ships, about 80 per cent, or 48,000 tons, earning about | 1? (1) 


The above figures approximately represent also the business done in tho 
same article from Kobeand N Japan, to Atlantic ports, the entire |usi- 
ness from both countries amount: to about 800,000 in round numbers, 
equal to fully 95,000 tons of 40 cubic feet. 

As is well known, the China and Japan trade is now about the only thing 
left for the old guard of American deep-water ships, who look to straw mat. 
ome oor least two-thirds of their ard cargo, some ships loading 
no’ g else. 

A prohibitive tariff on straw mattings would sacrifice this fleet to the greed 
of American manufacturers of cheap carpets. And this, too, at a time when 
we are looking about for ways and means of upbuilding our commervia! ma- 
rine, instead of destroying it, as this contemplated legislation will surely do. 


Mr. WHITE. Iam informed that the effect of the legislation 
designed in this ph will be to destroy absolutely the ship- 
ping interest refe to in the communication. 

I have another document, of which I will ask the Secretary to 
read the first page: and then the whole of it may be inserted in 
the Recorp. It is in the line of the argument of the Senator from 
South Dakota. 

‘ a Secretary read as requested. The entire document is as 
ollows: 
OFFICE OF FLOOD & Co., = BROOME STREET, 


ew York, April 1, 1397 
Dwar Str: We beg to address you the proposed duty on straw 
matting, as contained in the now before you, i. e., 8 cents per 
square yard on all goods 10cents yard, and 8 cents per yard 
and 25 per cent ad valorem on all goods costing 10 cents and over. 
The importation the past year amounted to 850,000 rolls of 40 yards each, 
in ee eee rare gee, 90 per cent 
goods costing less than 10 cen r yard. 
as would exclude the Eelite iesportation 
ender? cents and would not earn a revenue 
‘or the Government, wherens a duty.¢ 2 to Scents per square yard would 
not decrease the importation, and at the same time would bring wus a good 
revenue. 
Ma are not manufactured in this coun’ 
not come into competition with 
in They are sold 


try, nor can they be, and do 
as stated by the in- 
manufacturers. they are a cheap floor cover- 
ng, which can not be replaced oe oe as there is nothing that can be 
made in America that can reach the people are unable to pay more than 
10 to 1% am yard. Such an increase of the price of these goods as jr 
posed in the Dingley bill y means that the poor le now using cheap 
goods would have to deny ves the use of any floor covering what- 
ever, and consequently would not increase the of ingrain car- 
pets to any great extent. 
The interest which claims protection is much smaller than one would sup- 
. We give here below the of the manufacture of ingrain car}: ts. 
taken from Eleventh Census of United States—Manufacturing Industries 
(Department of Interior, Washington D. C.): 


Total number of square yards of ingrain carpet produced in the 
United States ris ‘ 


36, 723, 540 
number of square yards of ingrain carpet produced in the 
State of Pe: fivatiia 


employed in the manufacture of all carpet 
RD bing ck Sees eo cali Aaah aon ste 


and power) employed on ingrain carpets 

Number of employed on all other carpets than ingrains 
tage of looms UII iss oue<cs---+--- 

umber of oupion in the 

State of Pennsyl (male and female) 
umber of on ingrain carpets onl 

Wages am in the manufacture of all carpets in the 
Wages earned in the manufacture of ingrain carpets only 


30, 186, 219 


6, 956 


5, 500, 805 
3, 063, 451 








terest were increased, say, 30 per cont (which could not be), you 
on aan see what little additional employment it would give, and the 
very small amount of oer ut into circulation. It can not be compared 
with the amount which w put into circulation by the amount of rev- 
“nue which would .be earned by the Government on a 2 to Scent per 
’ ard duty, the Grotgbh parned by our ships, and the money earned in the 
ndling of the 140, of cargo by our stevedores, truckmen, and ware- 
houses, as well as our local steamships and railroads, 
freight, which would otherwise be lost, if excluded. 
rohibitory duty on matting (as now contained in the Dingley 
Ay increase 


who would carry the 


‘ ld the ingrain manufacturing business 30 per 
bill) cor an equivalent OS , a eee | 

A moderate duty of 3 cents per square yard would earn the Govern- 
mont 1 FOVOMMS ........ .--...--...----.-.-.-------->----------------- 1,020,000 
Earnings in freight by American ships, 140,000 tons (approximate)... 700,000 
Labor in handling on val and warehousing (approximated)..... 280,000 
"2,000, 000 

Other earn’ of railroads and local steamships not estimated. 

A moderate duty of 3 cents re square yard would serve to earn more 
money and do more to both Government and labor than the increase of 
the manufacture of in carpets 30 per cent, besides giving the poor people 


all over.the United States, at a low price, a clean floor covering that can not 
be duplicated in price from a saeiere and attractive point of view. 
Since the Census was taken, we had been comparatively no 
rpets. 


en of in n ca 
We quote uction of the State of Pennsylvania, as that State pro- 
cheap in n carpets made. 
Trusting that you will find the above of interest to you, and that you will 
give the same the consideration, we beg to remain, 
Very reapecttully, yours, 


Hon. Sreraen M. WHITE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. WHITE. I have also received a letter from Boston, from 
the firm of Charles Brewer & Co., which I will read: 


Boston, U. 8. A., April 2, 1897. 
DEAR Str: We sending to-day to Senator Hoar a petition signed 
and others Guty 


FLOOD & CO. 


shipowners rs in this vicinity in opposition to the proposed 
wee mattings as pepertes from China a Japan. 

Section J Ih 382, of the tariff bill, as reported by the Ccmmittee 
of Ways and provides for 8 cents per square yard on matting costing 
10 cents per yard or 8 cents and 25 per cent ad valorem on all costing over 
10 cents. 


It is represented to us on good authority that the invoice cost of these mat- 
tings ranges from 4 cents to 25 cents per square yard; tht fully 80 per cent 
of all imported cost less than 10 cents, a large proportion costing as low as 5 
cents per square fs 

e peaponed duties would probably be to practically pro- 

hibit the importation of lower es, thereby Copeiving American ship- 
of a trade from which it has derived very considerable employment in 
past five or six years—employment of a nature especially adapted for the 

old wooden vessels which constitute so large a proportion of the 


American mercan marine of the present oy. ese vessels can carry 
safely light cargoes of matting, when they would not be available for heavy 
such as grain or 


sugar. 

from China and Japan to Atlantic ports in the United States 

agererated, in aioe tom rolls, equivalent to 140,000 tons of 40 cubic feet. 
were 53 vessels loaded at those ports for the United States, 

which about 90 per cent were American ships. Matting constituted about 

per cent of their cargoes. About 80 per cent of the shipments from China 


were made en sailing vessels. 
We do not wish to be understood as objecting to a duty for revenue, say 2 


to 3 cents square . Any rate in excess of this will, we fear, inflict 

serious tnjeny on our dipping interests. 

in proportion as return me from the East are dimin- 
oO 


ished in by whatever cause, will the cos transporting our products 
and man to those countries be enhanced. 

We take the liberty of eperecting you directly on this important matter, 
and omens your very careful consideration of the same. 

e remain, respectfully, yours, 
CHAS. BREWER & CO. 
Hon. Stepnen M. Wurre, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


There are a number of other communications of the same char- 
acter, all to make the same argument, and so far as I know 
nothing is adduced on the other side. 

Mr. ALLISON. these communications are addressed to 
the in the as it came from the House. We have re- 

the rate on the lower grade from 8 cents to 4 cents. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator who has the 
bill in charge whether it is a fact that we do not manufacture any 
of this material in the United States? 

We can not. 

I do not think we manufacture the low grades, 
at 10 cents or less. They are manufactured 
ey come to this country, and the proposed rate 
, as I understand it. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I want to learn, whether this is a 
me “ae i: ora _— os: I understand the Senator from 

@ revenue duty. 

Mr. ALLISON, On the low grades. On the higher grades, 
here they use cotton or other vegetable fiber, of course it is both 


a i a a —. 
: That absolves me from a duty to vote for the 
as by the committee, because [ am voting for 


. JONES of Arkansas. I have a criticism cut from the Bal- 
News, which is directed to the Senate provision, and not 


a 


4 
F 


Mi 
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to the House provision. It is, I believe, very strongly put, and I 
will ask the indulgence of the Senate for a moment to read it. It 
says: 


A BURDEN ON POOR PEOPLI 


One of the many bad and inequitable features of the Dingley bill in its 
present shape is that which imposes a high specific duty on mattings. As 
reported to the Senate, the duty on matting is fixed as follows 


“Floor mattings manufactured from straw 


round or sp! 
etable substances not otherwise l 


or other veg 


rrovided for, includir ry what are cx mmonly 
known as Chinese, Japanese, and Indian straw mattings, valued at not excee 
ing 10 cents per square yard, 4 cents per square yard; valued at exceeding 10 
a square yard, 8 cents per square yard; and in addition thereto, if 
manufactured with a warp composed of flax, cotton, or other vegetable fiber, 
25 per cent ad valorem.” 
his duty is equivalent toa tax of about 100 per cent on the cheapest 


grades of matting, since these grades are now sold in China or Japan, packed 
ready for shipment, at about 4 cents per square yard. There i 
duty upon them, and, what is more remarkable, they were also upon the 
free list in the McKinley Act. The cheap grades of matting are sold here at 
retail at prices ranging from 6} cents upward, and the result of the placing of 
this duty upon them would be to neadly double their cost to the consumer 
In the expensive grades the percentage of increase would not be so great, 
though it would still be very heavy; and in the case of mattings which now 
sell for about 15 cents a yard, the retail price would still be nearly twice as 
high under the proposed duty as it is at present 
he cheap grades of matting are very extensively used now in this coun- 

try. about 800,000 rolls, or over 30,000,000 square yards, of matting having been 
imported in 1896, of which far the greater part was of the cheap varieties. 
To make it more difficult for poor people to supply their homes with this in 
expensive means of tidiness and comfort is a gross perversion of the taxing 
yower. The proposed duty is expected to be almost prohibitory, so far as 
he cheaper grades are concerned, and is instigated by the carpet manufac 
turers, who can have no possible interest in the matter except that of cut 
ting down the use of matting and compelling people to buy carpets instead 
A moderate ad valorem duty is all that ought to be permitted in this matter 
of interest to every household in the land in moderate circumstances 

An ad valorem duty falls with the same proportional weight upon cheap 
goods and dear goods, while a specific duty carries an inordinate percentage 
on cheap goods in comparison with dear, and thus throws its burden, with 
oppressive discrimination, upon the poor. As tothe plea that ad valorem 
duties lead to undervaluation, such a plea, whatever may be true of other 
cases, can not be set up in defense of a double-barreled specific duty like that 
prepeees on mattings. The sudden jump in the duty from 4 cents to 8 cents 
at the 10-cent grade of mattings constitutes a temptation to represent goods 
as below that grade when they are above it, which is vastly stronger than 
any temptation to misrepresentation under an ad valoremduty. There is no 
excuse for the imposing of this burdensome tax upon an article whose use 
contributes to the comfort and happiness of millions of households. which 
was left untaxed by the McKinley Act, and which paid a tax of only 20 per 
cent ad valorem under the act of 1883. 


Sat present no 


1 





I think that clipping clearly states the case, and, so far as I am 
concerned, I am willing to rest it on that statement. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, there is a phase of this question 
relating to the imposition of duties upon straw mattings which 
has impressed me. I donot know, having come into the Chamber 
late, whether or not it has been referred to. 

I believe it is generally conceded among the protectionists of 
this body that everything possible ought to be done in the fram- 
ing of a tariff law that will in any way aid and encourage the 
agricultural interests of this country. At first glance there does 
not seem to be any very intimate connection between the duty 
upon straw mattings and the agricultural interest, but there is in 
this particular item a very close relation. 

During the past few years there has been built up with Japan, 
and it is now being extended to China, a great flour shipping 
industry. The flour comes from the wheat products of the Pacific 
Coast States, notably those of California, Washington, Oregon, and 
Idaho. It is a trade which has been made possible only by reason 
of the fact that the ships engaged in it are enabled to bring back 
areturn cargo at rates which justify them in carrying flour to 
Japan and China at a very low rate of freight. By reason of this 
condition of affairs the farmers of that section of the country have 
been immensely benefited, and notably during the last year, when 
some 25,000,000 bushels of wheat from those States was converted 
into flour and shipped to Japan and China. 


Mr. GEAR. ay I ask the Senator from Montana a question? 
Mr. MANTLE. Certainly. 
Mr. GEAR. Is it nota fact that the large demand for wheat 


products in Japan and perhaps in China has grown out of the en- 
ed of Mr. Hill, the president of the Great Northern system, 
and the additional fact that wheat products were cheaper to those 
people than rice? 

r. MANTLE. It has unquestionably grown very largely out 
of the enterprise and energy and courage of Mr. Hill, the presi- 
dent of the Great Northern Railway, but all of his enterprise and 
industry and energy in the matter would have availed nothing 
but for the fact that these vessels were enabled to bring back car- 
goes from those countries to the United States. 

Mr. GEAR. And the fact that our products were cheaper than 
the products of those countries. 

Mr. MANTLE. By reason of the fact that they could secure 
these car , largely consisting of the mattings now under dis- 
cussion, thus enabling them to carry flour back upon the return 
voyage at a rate which made it possible to ship it to those coun- 
tries. This trade would not be possible, they could not have 
secured this market, they could not have created this demand for 
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American flour, were it not for the fact that they secured these 
low rates of transportation. 

Bearing directly upon this point, and showing its importance, I 
desire to have read a letter which was addressed to the senior 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HaNsBRoUGH] some weeks ago 
by Mr. Hill himself. It contains some very valuable information 
applying directly to this question. I should like to have it read, 
and then I wish to add a few words in connection with it. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


[From the Washington Evening Star.] 


TARIFE SUGGESTIONS—TRADE WITH CHINA AND JAPAN SHOULD NOT BBR 
CUT OFF BY DUTIES—TWENTY PER CENT OF THE NORTHWESTERN CROP 
GOES TO THOSE COUNTRIES AND PRICES HAVE GREATLY INCREASED. 


James J. Hill, of St. Paul, president of the Great Northern road, and who 
also is interested largely in transportation to the Orient, has written a letter 
to one of the North Dakota Senators, in which he points out the possibilities 
of trade in China and Japan, and suggests that tariff duties be so adjusted as 
not to prevent or cut off trade with the countries across the Pacific. 

He says: ‘The Asiatic trade is of the greatest importance to this country 
and particularly such portions of it as are interested in raising wheat,” an 
continues: “A year ago last fall wheat sold for from 18 to 22 cents per bushel 
in the Palouse country, south of Spokane Falls, and this year it has sold for 
from 65 to 70 cents. bout three = ago I sent an agent to China and 
Japan to investigate thoroughly what steps. could be taken to introduce the 

neral use of wheat flour in those countries as against their own rice, and 

‘ound that it was simply a matter of price. I then took up the consideration 
of building large steamers for that trade, designed to carry cargoes of flour 
or grain at low rates. 
HIGH WAGES PREVENTED. 


“T found that we could build the ships, but that, owing to the sailors’ union 
fixing the wages of sailors at $30 a month and engineers and other ship em- 
yees at about twice the wages og by European steamers, it would be 
mpossible for us to compete with the English, German, Italian, and Scandi- 
navian ships already on the Pacific Ocean. After the war with China the 
Japanese appropriated a large amount of their war indemnity for a subsid 
to their merchant marine, and we opened negotiations with the Genera 
Steamship Com y of Japan. which is owned by the leading men of the Em- 
pire. We found that their subsidy was about equal to the cost of their coal 
and the wages of their sailors. They pay their sailors $5 a month, Mexican, 
or $2.50 in gold, enabling them to hire twelve good sailors for the wages of 
one American sailor. After some protracted and difficult negotiations we 
concluded a contract with them for a line of steamers between Chinese and 
Japanese ports and Seattle, on condition that they would c flour from 
Puget Sound to the Asiatic ports at $3 a ton, as inst from $7 to $8 a ton 
formerly charged from west coast ports in the Uni States. 
A NEW MARKEBT. 


“This low rate fixed the rate for all other lines between the Pacific coast 
and Asia, and has resulted in carrying out about 28,000,000 bushels of wheat 
or its equivalent in flour from the last crop. There is left, I understand, 
about 5,000,000 bushels to be moved between now and the next harvest. 
Thus you will see we have been able to find new mouths which have never 
before used wheaten bread to take the entire California, Oregon, and Wash- 
ington wheat crop out of the European markets. This will reduce the 
amount going to = about 20 per cent, and in bushels about 30,000,000— 
three times the quantity a to Europe from the Argentine during the 
past crop year. The prices of wheat this year, as com with last, are 
about 20 to 2% cents higher, and I think it may be said that from 15 to 18 cents 
Europes cov nditte motainata suenkees mapartnatebagpenaae 

uu ‘s reports a - 
ing that European ships are 1] with bacior: e, and merchandise from 
San Francisco to Europe, after waiting four mon for cargoes of wheat, 
and that no more wheat will go to Europe from the Pacific coast. 


RETURN CARGOES SECURED. 
“The onl way we could bring about this great reduction in the cost of 


transportat flour to Asia was by diverting the tea and matting busin 
which has heretofore gone on English ships from Asia direct to New 


Kare. sad ee Bewe ies to the Pacific coast by a low rate of 
transportation by rail to distribute the commodities to points betwee: 
Minnesota and New York. I have given you the details so that you will 
derstand the situation and be able to see that, unless these 
their main ca of merchandise to the Pacific ports at rates 
pensate them for the traffic, the business must go.as heretofore 
and the rates on flour to Asiatic ports will oo a 
advance of about 50 cents a barrel, which would, in my judgment, destroy 
the business that has just begun to be built up with that country. 

MORE MOUTHS TO FEED. 


“The province of Amoy alone, which is near the coast, contains over 80,000,- 
000 e, and at 20 pounds of flour per capita per annum would consume 
the product of 40,000,000 bushels of wheat. The large districts of Tien-Tsin and 
Shanghai, both easily accessible from the would consume about as much 
more, as soon as the trade can be fully opened. It is not.eutside the range of 
oe that we coald ship wheat from Lake to the Pacific coast 
this trade. We certainly could at jivents a bushel cost for the wheat at 
Devils Lake or points west as long as the demand for flour 
as it has for the past six months.’ 


Mr. MANTLE. The letter presents the case very clearly and 
very forcibly. It shows what has already been done, and it goes 
en to state that if nothing is done by legislation to interfere with 
this carrying trade,an additional market can be created in one dis- 
trict, the district of Amoy alone, for 40,000,000 bushels additional 
of American wheat; but he states further that he can go as far 
east as North Dakota for the surplus wheat of that State and con- 
vert it into flour and transport it to those countries at a price 
which will afford a profit to the farmers of that State. 

I should not for one moment think of antagonizing this duty 
did I believe that any American industry would be injured by so 
doing, or that any considerable number of American laborers 
would be deprived of employment. The fact is that this matting 
It Sa b the - art the ao nen a wih 

t is poor coun > an i 
them it will be a uestion of having this or having no carpeting 
atall. On the other hand, the imposition of these duties is very 


likely to work a great injury to a great many of the farmer: .; 
the Pacific Coast, and I can not help but feel that under the ein. 
cumstances it is unwise and unjust tolevy this duty. The arti), 
was admitted free under the McKinley law, and there is cert.j,, |, 
no reason existing at this moment why it should not be put 1).;, 
the free list in the bill. at 

I have a letter which I will not ask to have read, as it }. 
ianeny sete the same phase of the question, but it contain. , 
good of valuable data with respect to shipments, and .).. 
cially as to flour, the number of ships engaged in this trade. « 
which I think ought to be printed. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


Fioop & Co., 445 Broome Srrarer 
New York, April 7. ; 

Dear Str: We beg to thank you for your favor of even date, anor: ; 
og of straw matting and the exportation of flour from ani : , 
Orient. At the moment we are unable to give you the amount of thou: .. 

rted from America to China and Japan, but will look into the matte; .. | 

ope to report to you in a few days. ; = 
hat we do know is that steamers sailing from San Francisco, Tac), 
Seattle, Portland, and Vancouver, British Columbia, which amount ¢.) ,\,,,,,; 
100 steamsh per year, distributed from the above ports as follow. ., 
proximate): Franciseo, 37; Tacoma, 24; a, 12; Seattle, 12: Va; 
couver, 15, are dependent upon flour for the r part of their outward 
mene The great trouble that the steamship companies have had to ¢oy:..:,,| 
with was tosecure an outward cargo, and the only way they were success) y)| 
was by offering a very low rate to the shippers r. 

There has never been any trouble to nw = 
and this trade would be much more developed if it were not for the : 
that they have had to secure freight outward to China and Japan 

Our flour to-day is exported from the mills around San Francis: | 
land, Seattle, Tacoma, Spokane, and other Western cities, and is gettinc: 
be a great factor in the Eastern trade, and has been during the past y):; 
develo to an enormous business. 

We inciose you herewith a Hongkong market letter, dated Decem).« |) 
which will give you some idea of how our flour is quoted in Hongkon, ay 
how many of our mills are represented. The price quoted in the cir. is 
in Mexican doliars, which are equal to about rcentofour money. You 
can cony the price at which our flour is sold as against what it is 
sold for in America, and you will readily see that the margin for frei): 
very little, and the only reason our goods are sold in China and Japan at s.-); 
low figures is due to the low freight across the Pacific. There is nothing in, 
po: that can compete with it. 

You will bear in mind that the quoted in this report, the Emprvs: o/ 
pam and Victoria, had already discharged part of their cargo in Yokohaim. 
Kobe, and before at , and you can not reckon 
on the amount of sacks carried into asafull cargo. Our mills are 
all represented, both in Japan and China, and our flour is taking a great hold 


in the far East. 
The writer when in last October, when in conversation with t). 
eo who some of the largest mills in América, was 
‘ormed that he had just closed a very large contract for flour to be shipped 
to Viadivostock, a ere transshipped from nes Japan. The 
Russians are now making a rendezvous for their men-of war 
men there new. This trade 
America and excluding from Russian territory its 
own flour, which can not be shipped to eastern Siberia at a rate that can 
compete with 


into both Japan 


steamships are carrying the A We 
per cent of the outward cargo to China and Japan consi-'s 


cotton has been taking a great 
— from the Southern States, 
the remaining 20 per cent of 


rate of freight, as well as 

article could not be imported into Japan to compet: 

Bombay, and Egyptian products. This cotton industry 

promises to be one of the most important exports to China and Japan from 
America in the coming years if of; but to insure this 
business they must have a low with the many 
endl divest oriental cotton- 


lines is. made by their homeward 
t. The cargo capacity of the 
not wishing to put 


Zoe Shae So our Saas _ 
which are paying good rates 
ee mited.'on Recount of the capable of the out at 
any more on are on ward voyage. 
We h to be able toqive you the Agutes showing the amount oC 
to the far East Ina days. e will forward to you just as soon 
as we have secured the same. 
Thanking you for kind favor, we beg to remain, 
Very y, yours, 
: PLOOD & CO. 
Hon. LEE MANTLE, 


Washington, D. C. 


I jeate ven Sram ie teanpentiter seem te cheve the following in re- 
= 


Flonr: ‘There is a steady demand for both extras and superfines, and prices 
are steadily advancing. vals an taatPanenkes = Cg et quarter 
sacks from Vancouver, and Vietoria, 23,600 sacks Takoma. 


Mr. MANTLE. Ido not know what motion is under discus- 
sion, as I was not when it was made. 

The VICE-PR . ‘The motion pending is that of the 
Senator from Missouri to strike out paragraph 330. 
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Mr. MANTLE. And put the articles upon the free list? | samples of goods alleged to have been woven from a product in 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. And put the articles upon the free | Minnesota, and it was not so, the fraud can be exposed. If it is 
list. : ; _ | true, and these charges are not correct, they can defend themselves 
Mr. MANTLE. I believe that every consideration of equity | and make it clear. 
and justice to the wheat producers of the country, the greatagri-| Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, it appears, according to the 
cultural classes, requires that the motion in this particular case | letters presented here by the Senator from Arkansas, that the 
ought to prevail. If the duty is levied purely for revenue, then [| Belfast company took the linen fiber forwarded from Minnesota 
suggest that there are many other articles upon which revenue | and returned such linen as they believed they could spin | 
may be raised. The duty of 4 cents of itself amounts to nearly 
100 per eent upon 60 or 80 per cent of the importation of these 
mattings, as the great bulk of them are of the cheaper class, cost- 
ing from 3 to 6 or 7 cents per yard. 


rom that 

fiber. Of course the Senator from Minnesota did not know of 

that fact, and yet the misrepresentation is absolutely immaterial. 
i 

Those men know as well when they examine the fiber what it will 


make as they know after they have made it. There 


Sno question 

| sincerely a that in this view of the matter, in view of the | about it at all. They are absolute experts. 
fact that it can do no good to any American industry, that it must The letter says that the fiber sent to Belfast was of inferior 
enhance the cost of this necessary article to the poor people of our quality and is not yet spun. I read a letter yesterday from Bel- 
country, that it must result in injuring the wheat growers of the | fast, stating that it was almost equal to the Irish product, that it 


Pacific States, and that it may result disastrously to the enormous 


was of almost equal fineness and of greater length, and they 
flour trade now being built up between this country and Japan | accounted for it by the factof the strong virgin soil of Minnesota. 
and China—for these reasons the motion to restore these mattings I exhibited the flax that was preduced in Minnesota, and it was 
to the free list will prevail. produced in Minnesota, and is of excellent quality. I do not care 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I regret the absence of the Senator | what experts examined it, it is alinost equal 
from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] from the Senate Chamber. Yester-| duced in the world. 


to the best flax pro- 
It is almost equal to the Courtray flax, 


day he said: which is noted throughout the world as being the fin in the 
Mr. President, in regard to the statement that Minnesota can not produce world and producing the finest linen. There is no question but 


and Goss ace produce ap Sher - foe weerieg. and — —. I pes in | that we can produce in that country a flax fiber that will make 
my hand a specimen o innesota fax l[exhibiting|, prepa entirely at » ha ; » , . ople of the United States » ne 
Northfield, in that State. Three aie pounds of this were sent, by way the best linen used by the people of the United States. I do not 


of experiment and demonstration, to Belfast, Ireland, early this year in this | C&aTe what letters may be read wit h respect tothe matter. Let 
shape. I have seen a letter from a Belfast gentleman, who undertook to | any expert go and examine the 253 tons produced in Minnesota 
weave it and did weave it, stating that for length of fiber and tensile strength 



















last year, I do not care where he comes from, he will say at once 
that it will make the very items of linen goods exhibited here yes- 
terday. 

I do not know how we got back to this linen schedul: 
The rates are too low, compared with the linen goods. The rates 
on the raw material are 11} per cent, and on linen goods in this 
flax schedule the rates are from 52 to 109 per cent. 

Of course I admit that it is the same sort of treatment the peo- 
ple of the West have received in almost every tariff bill that has 
been constructed. They first put a very slight duty on the raw 
material, and then double it and triple 1t and make it four times 
as much on the manufactured product that they sell us, and so 
take away what little protection we had in whatever purchases 
we make of the manufactured article. Yetin spite of that fact 
we return again to a discussion of this little item of a duty upon 
the raw material. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri | Mr. VEstT| to strike out 
paragraph 330 as amended. 

Mr. VEST. On that 1 ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; und the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 


it exceeded their own. There is some difference owing to their superior in- 
herited skill in the manipulation, and perhaps in the color, something easily 
to be overcome. 

Hereisa towel made at Belfast from that same flax [exhibiting], apparently 
of good substance, and the inexpert eye would not probably be able to discern 
the source from which the flax came out of which this towel was made. 

I hold inmy hand the samples woven in Belfast from thissame consignment 
of flax which I have mentioned, of various degrees of fineness of linen down 
to the coarse articles, such as are sometimes made into garments. The sam- 
plesaremany, and they can be seen by Senators, from the exceedingly coarse 
article up through all the degrees to the finer article of as white linen as one 
ever saw. 


I was anxious to have the Senator from Minnesota present, as I 
wanted to inquire of him a little more particularly if he knew per- 
sonally anything of the facts regarding the articles that were ex- 
hibited here yesterday. Two letters have come into my possession 
this morning that throw light on this question, and while I have 
no doubt of the perfect good faith of the Senator from Minnesota 
in using the articles he used here yesterday, these letters create a 
— in my mind as to whether they are in any sense Minne- 
sota 

As the articles were exhibited in the Senate to demonstrate the 
fact that Minnesota flax could be woven into linen which is desir- 
able, I think it is due to a correct understanding of this ques- 
tion that the letters I now have shall be read to the Senate. The 


again. 


Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota had an engagement which keeps him | junior Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. Lopes}. 
away from the Chamber, and I regret that he can not be here. I Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
sent him word that I might bring some matter up in the Senate | Senator from Illinois|Mr.CuLLom]. I do not see him in his seat, 
in which he would be interested. The letter that I will read first | and therefore withhold my vote. 


is signed by F. Herdmen, managing director. It seems to have 

from Belfast. I have the original letters in my hand, 

but as the handwriting is somewhat difficult to read, I will reada 

typewritten copy. 

{Memorandum from Brookfield iin Sopeeny: Limited, to Mr. Frame, New 
ork. 


Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr.CLark]. If 
he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator frem Tennessee |[Mr. Harris], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 


im ’ ~ “nee _— 9, 1897. Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
DEAR e yours of 30th ultimo, about 5 tons of shipped imni ; ‘laware [Mr. KENNEY). rf he wer 
by the Mi AB mag my hip Lord a oe aware (Mr. Kenney}. If he were 
miont a fow weeks ago, cons gned to Messrs. John Preston & Co., J. Johnson | PTCSeBt, 1 ' . 

& Co., and William r & Sons, Limited. The bulk is still in store, and 


Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 


ual medium mark of Russian flax. say H.D. Pernau, | the junior Senator from Ohio {Mr. Hanna}. 


toa 
to £30 sterling per ton in Belfast. There has not been 


time to opin the fax, much less weave it, but when the Minnesota Flax Com- Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
pany wrote Prestons a ae their firm to send them samples of the | the Senator from Wisconsin {Mr. MircHeL|. If he were present, 

<= cloth the flax would ly make. Mr. Cooke, of Prestons, went to | I should vote ‘ nay.” 
= i ae forwarded to the far company and which —_ Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called . [am paired gen- 
Rel Sec pee Ming Gown 00 made from American . which is a palpable | erally ee —_ nee | _ Ww a ALL}, who 
prove. 1s necessarily absent from the Chamber to-day. announce the 

Yours, truly, » nen Sie aaeee , pair to apply to all votes on the bill during the day. 
RGERG Eueeerar (par ompany). Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called}. I announce 
The letter inclosed is as follows: 


my pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina {Mr. But- 
aaat. If he were present, I should vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GRAY. I will transfer my pair with the senior Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] to the junior Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. MARTIN}, and vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PENROSE. I will transfer my pair with the junior Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. CLay] to the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGe], so that he will stand paired with the junior 
Senator from Delaware i KENNEY], and the junior Senator 
from Georgia |Mr. CLay} and myself can vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CLAY. On the statement of the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia (Mr. Penrose] I vote “‘ yea.” 


Joun Preston & Co., Beirast, April 9, 1397. 
Dek Str: Referring to our conversation of this morning, I find on going 
back apon it that the patterns in question were sent to the Minnesota Flax 
in February, whilst their flax did not arrive here until March 23. 


consisted of old pattern books of canvas and drills, obtained 
from one of the warehouses here, and did not nd to be made from their 
i: Acmeeily not © pound of the Minnesota has yet been spun here; it 
Yours, very truly, 


KE. 
Frepk. HerpMan, Esq., Brookfield Linen Co. rte 
Both of these letters are dated Belfast, April 9, 1897. I simply 


the letters so that if there has been any effort made by 
who are not dealing frankly with the Senate to exhibit 
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Mr. HANSBROUGH. I was requested to announce a pair be- 
tween the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CeckrELL] and the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. Hae}. 


Mr. MANTLE. I should like to inquire if the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Cannon] is paired in any way? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ihave understood that the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRicH] and the Senator from Utah 
{Mr. CANNON] are paired. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. Wiison]. Uf he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 22; as follows: 
YEAS—25. 

Murphy, 
Pettigrew, 
Pettus, 
Roach, 
Smith, 
Teller, 
Tillman, 
NAYS—22. 
Perkins, 
Platt, Conn. 
Platt, N. Y¥. 
Pritchard, 
Proctor, 
Shoup, 


NOT VOTING—4. 
Elkins, Kenney, Pasco, 
Faulkner, Kyle, uay, 
ztze Lindsay, wlins, 
Gallinger, Lodge, Sewell, 
George, McEnery, Spooner, 
Gorman, McMillan, althall, 
Hale, Martin, Wellington, 
Hanna, Mills, Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


Gray. 
Hansbrough, 
Heitfeld, 
Jones, Ark. 
McLaurin, 
Mallory, 
Mantle, 


Turner, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
White. 


Bacon, 
Bate, 


Daniel ; 


Allison, 
Burrows, 
Deboe, 
Fairbanks, 
Foraker, 
Gear, 


Hawley, 
Hoar, 
McBride, 
Mason, 
Nelson, 
Penrose, 


Stewart, 
Thurston, 
Warren, 
Wetmore. 


Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Baker, 
Butler, 
Caffery, 
Cannon, 
Chandler, 
Clark 


rk, 

Cockrell, Harris, Kans. 
Cullom, Harris, Tenn. 
vis, Jones, Ney. 

So Mr. Vest’s motion to strike out paragraph 330 was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 
agraph 331, page 106, line 25, after the word “fiber,” to insert 
‘(except cotton) ;” in line 1, page 107, after the word “exceeding,” 
to strike out ‘‘ thirty ” and insert “‘ fifteen;” in the same line, after 
the word “ yard,” to strike out ‘‘ six” and insert “ five;” in line 3, 
after the word ‘‘above,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty” and insert * fif- 
teen; in the same line, after the word ‘* yard,” to strike out 
“twelve” and insert ‘“‘ten:” and in line 4, after the word ‘‘ and,” 
to strike out ‘‘ forty ” and insert ‘*‘ thirty-five;” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

i. o . . \ e of flax, hemp. ‘ 
veniatan tet Coleo Son) e ont ee exceeding bc yak wg -S 
yard, 5 cents per square yard and 35 per cent ad valorem; valued above 15 
cents per square yard, 10 cents per square yard and 35 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out all after the 
word “ fiber,” in the second line of the paragraph, and insert “ 20 
per cent ad valorem.” 

The Secretary. In line 25, after the word “ fiber,” strike out 
the remainder of the paragraph and insert ‘‘ 20 per cent ad valo- 
rem;” so as to read: 


Carpets, carpeting, mats, and rugs made of flax, hemp, jute, or other 
vegetabie fiber, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was rejected. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows: 

382. Hydraulic hose, made in whole or in part of flax, hemp, ramie, or jute, 
2 cents per pound. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I see that a duty of 20 cents per pound is 
placed on hydraulic hose by this pa ph. Are there other par- 
agraphs in the bill which place an additional duty 7 that item? 

Mr. ALLISON. I know of none. If there are I shall be glad 
» mere them pointed out, and I will see that they are struck from 
the bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have an impression that there is a duty 
of 35 per cent ad valorem. I will léok it. up, however. I can not 
turn to the exact paragraph at the present time. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is intended that there shall be a duty of 20 
cents a pound on hydraulic hose made of this material. If there 
is any other aly supine. to hydraulic hose other than india 
robber, I should lad to have it stricken out of the bill. 

The Secretary the next paragraph, as follows: 

333. Tapes composed wholly or in part of flax, woven with or without 
metal threads, on reels, spools, or otherwise, and designed expressly for use 
in the manufacture of measuring tapes, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out “‘ forty” and in- 
sert “twenty-five” before the words ‘‘ per centum.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par- 
agraph 334, page 107, line 15, before the word *‘cents,” to strike 
out * ten” and insert ‘‘eight;” and in line 16, after the word “ car- 
pets,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty” and insert “‘fifteen;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: : 


334. Ollcloth for floors, stamped, painted, or printed, melee linoleum 
or corticene, figured or plain, and all other oilcloth (except olicloth) 
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not specially provided for herein, 8 cents per square yard and 15 per cen: 
valorem; inlaid linoleum or corticene, and cork carpets, 15 cents per «, 
yard and 20 per cent ad valorem; waterproof cloth, composed of cott : ¥ 
other vegetable fiber, whether composed ir part of india rubber or .: 
wise, 10 cents per square yard and 2 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the first proposition of ; 
committee? 

Mr. ALLISON. To strike out “ten” and insert ‘‘eight.” | 
a reduction of 2 cents. The Senator, I suppose, will not o}) 


to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to ¢),, 
first amendment of the committee in paragraph 334. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senate to disagree to the amend), 
in line 16, striking out, after the word ‘‘ carpets,” ‘‘ twenty ” an 
inserting ‘‘ fifteen.” : 

Mr. VEST. That will go back to 20 cents per square yard. 

Mr. ALLISON. It goes back to 20 cents. 

The amendment was fejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iofferafurther amendment to the parazra)))), 
On page 107, paragraph 334, line 14, after the words ‘(except <i) 
oilcloth),” I move to insert the words ‘‘ under 12 feet in widt}): 
and in line 16 of the same paragraph, after the words ‘ad y 4) ,- 
rem,” to insert the words ‘‘oilcloth for floors and linoleum or 
corticene, 12 feet and over in width.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out paragraph 34 
and insert what I send to the desk, which is the paragraph on this 
subject in the Wilson Act. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. Strike out all of paragraph 434 and insert: 

Oilcloth for floors, stamped, painted, o ed, incl inoleum, corti 
cene, = carpets, eo an — Ay cither lieth ra ilk oil 
cloth), and waterproof cloth, not specially provided for in this act, valued at 
25 cents or less per square yard, 25 percent ad valorem; valued above 25 ¢en'. 
per square yard, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The duties on the cheaper grades of 
oilcloth under the act of 1874 were 35 per cent; under the act of 
1883, 40 per cent; under the McKinley Act, 40 per cent; under the 
Wilson Act, 25 per cent, and under the pending bill as it passe: 
the House, 73.8 per cent. As reported by the Senate committee, 
the rate was 62.1 per cent, and on the motion of the Senator from 
Iowa the Senate has receded from that amendment and, [ under- 
stand, proposes to stand by the rate recommended by the House. 

I will not detain the Senate by entering into any discussion of 
this matter. It has been very fully discussed and is thoroughly 
understood. I, however, feel a7 much like reading a clipping 
from the Journal of Commerce of the date of April 8, 1897. 

{From the Journal of Commerce and Commercial Bulletin, April 8, 1897. 

TAXATION OF RAW MATERIALS. 


+ 
l 


The proposed increase of duty on floor oilcloths recalls some important 
testimony Sy mat was Ly the tariff eeeeseion fifteen 
ears ago. . William rasher, yn, or the manufa 
urersand submitted a statement of the lnewapeott en of materials be- 
tween 1857 and 1882. In 1857 the duties on all the materials were 15 pe: cent 
in 1882 they were at the following ad valorem rates or their equivalents: 
Canvas 40, linseed oil 79, dry white lead 77, red lead and litharge 82. whiting 
266, and ocher 65 per cent. In cenoeonse of the high duties on their mate 
rials the manufacturers asked that duties on their produce be increased 
from 35 and 45 to 50 and 60 per cent, and that the duty should be taken otf 
canvas. “Our protection,” said Mr. Brasher, “on the a is 30 per cent; 
sometimes 35 to 40, d nding on the value of the floor oilc But give us 
free trade in competition with all foreigners. * * * If we can have the 
same e to work on that the man has, this country can 

expor millions of dollars’ worth of these goods. 

“Weare ey shut out of the Chinese market by about 10 cents a yard and 
out of the Australian market by about 12 cents a yard. Sweden would con 
sume, and does take from Great Britain at the present time, over a million 
dollars’ worth of these goods annually, and they us nearly every day to 

are superior and they will be used there 
receives ya duty of 40 per cent on $50,000 worth 0! 
mo time shuts us out of an export e which would 


~ He was asked 

mesuestnle oe > Maes aety on the product 

and he replied: “ We are willing to accept either. ith free trade I think we 
could export, and our business would increase so there would be $5,000.00 
worth of these out of thiscountry annually.” It wasestimat | 
that this would em: 4 persons. He was further pressed as to the valu. 
of fres raw ma trade he represented: “* Without any duty on tiie 
raw meer or aay tective duty on your could you compete in this 


0 you 
market (the Uni tates) with ths Buropean goods? and he replied, * Yes, 
sir; = compete in markets of world.” 


rer of floor cloths, appeared before the com 

taxation of the raw materials, which enhan | 

imported article. “If we could gt 

it,” he said, “we could compet 

markets of the world.” Floor oilclot!s 
America, 


South and England controlled the 
for American styles had 


4 ven the American makers some fr 
eign trade, ** but we are shut out from markets now by the higher prio 
we are compelled to , and one reason why we are compelled to ask « 
higher price has already stated—that is, we are handicapped by thes» 
vee duties on the raw material.” : 

m the anane - was in process of preparation, Mr. George W 
Blabon, a large manu r, said: “If I get my raw material free, and »! 
you let me import my labor, I do not ask any favor," but immediately adde, 

rn Bot even if our labor is not quite so low as theirs (London and 
Kirkcaldy), for we have better machinery.” After speaking further of the 








American machinery, he said: “I think we can do more work 

ouperiontt - they can. We generally work our men on piecework.” 
Perhe present reduced duties from those of the McKinley law, and 
the Dingley bill to raise them again. There has been some increase 
¢ Ding ation, t it isa small percentage of the consumption according to 
statements made before Mr. Dingle ‘s committee in opposition to the in- 
pr In this protest it was urged that burlaps and cork are duty free; the 
> her, rosins, gums, troleum, and pine-tree products used in this manu- 
facture are as cheap here or cheaper than abroad; that the best ocher for 
linoleum is mined in Georgia, and much of it is exported to the for- 
eign man rs of floor cloths; that linseed oil, on which the duty is 20 
on gallon, has recently been as low as 25 cents in Chicago, lower than the 
foreign price; that glue and starch are exported, and are about as low here 
as abroad; that the colors are used only on the surface in relatively small 
uantities, and there is no great difference between the domestic and the 
foreign ; that the manufacture is mostly by machinery, and the labor 
cost per yard is extremely small, and that there are in the United States only 
of Hacionms, 11 of floor oilcloths, and 10 of table oilcloths; that they 
are mostly family concerns, have made immense profits, and they maintain 

a combination that them the control of the market. 

ts of the Ly peaciaers Sane — sae tat wistever dif- 
there is between the wages here and in Eng is offset by the freer 
ay here, so that whatever disadvantage the American manu- 
facturer isunder is simply the duties collected on the materials he uses. At 
a time when the materials were a good deal more expensive here than abroad 
these duties on ma alone kept us out of a foreign trade estimated at 
from two to five million dollarsa year. If the statements now made in op- 


tion to tection for the manufacturers are accurate, the 
omestic prices of have, in the past few me fallen to near or 
quite the level of like articles abroad, so that the existing duties on the prod- 


increase, and, on the contrary. forei kets ought to be withi 
a ‘the American siguufecturers. Tut it is aunts cones vable that the 
manufacturers would rather have complete possession of the domestic mar- 
ket, with the opportunity her duties would afford them of advancing 
their uae toget into markets of South America, Australia, China, 
and Sweden, upon which they were casting longing eyes in 1882. If the 
American manufacturers had a less absolute ion of the home market 
than they have, would be compelled to seek foreign outlets, and they 
have themselves us what drove them out of foreign markets years ago, 
and | them out. The Dingley bill proposes to raise the duties on the 
mater this industry. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that that is a clear statement of 
all that is involved in this matter. The rates to which these arti- 
cles are to be raised are simply enormous. I have a 
number of of floor oilcloth furnished to me by a repu- 
table housein Baltimore, giving the duty and showing the equiva- 
lent ad valorem duty. e proposed rates under the bill are from 
65 to 95 cent on these floor oilcloths, and on linoleum it is 
about 62. ret. I have a number of pieces, showing the goods, 
the price, cost, and their general appearance. I also have 
samples of table oilcloth, waterproof cloth, on which the proposed 
du mals 145 per cent ad valorem. 


these articles were in years t under the tariff of 1874 but 35 
per under the of 1883, 40 per cent under the McKinley 
Act itself only 40 per cent, it seems to me it is unreasonable and 
indefensible to about now putting a tariff of 145 per cent on 
them. 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President, we are confronted with another 
ae illustration of the effect of enormous and excessive 
prohibitory tariff duties. About one year ago to-day an announce- 
ment was made in the New York papers, in the Carpet and ti 
Trade Review, published at 335 Broadway, New York, 
dated June 15, 1896, that a new oilcloth trust had 
the terms of which I will proceed to read: 


THE NEW LIGHT OILOLOTH AGREEMENT. 


As noted in issue of the Ist instant, a new agreement has been made 
between the manufacturers, and those concerned in the arrange- 
ment seem certain that it will be more successful than any previous plans 
that have been made in this direction. One strong reason for this belief is 
that the new ee is supported by all but two of the manufacturing 


feature of this new plan, and one never adopted in previous 
is the formation of aclearing house, through which 


com except manufacturing and its needful pri 
visions and actual selling, is to be transacted _ 


The various firms have a percentage standing in the clearing house, and 
the proceeds of their aggregate business are to be divided among them pro 


There are no restrictions upon manufacturers as to the extent of their out- 
enterprise, neither would a manufacturer, should he 

to shut down his w forfeit his right to his percentage 
others might have The clearing house is in Boston. 


Ip George Hughes of Atha & Hughes, and its vice-president 
um Compan io. 


As Gowaby the of iE tesasties ana tamcies are advanced 10 cents, 


In the face of a fact that a trust combination formed a year ago 
controls the We are now to put on the enormous duties 
which have been read by my colleague, the Senator from Arkansas. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, most of these floor cloths 
are sold at less than 25 cents a yard. I hold in my hand four sam- 
ie of Giferent ‘thicknesses - meee clothe, valued at trom 10 to 

cen ee. m these the duty in the House bi 
is placed at 10 cents a yard ol 15 per cent ad valorem, which 
amounts to from 65 to 95 per cent ad valorem on these articles. I 
ve also six other thicknesses of linoleum, valued at from 15 to 22 
square yard, upon which the duty is equal to 62.1 per 

t ad valorem. 

view of the fact that the articles are manufactured exclu- 
by four firms, who are in a combination by which, whether 
Tun or not, they have their share in the percentage of the 


5 when it is recollected that the rates of duty on | 


m formed, 


Be 
ze 
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profits awarded to them by the combination, it is not at all strange 
that this enormous duty is placed upon the articles, because it 
would be an invidious distinction if this trust were not protected 
as high as all other trusts are in the bill. Every trust affected 
by the bill is excessively and inordinately protected. Somebody 
has had to do with the bill apparently who knew what articles 
were in a trust, and upon those the duty is heaped over and over 
again. 

We knew in the last political contest that the trusts were all on 
one side. We knew they all supported the Republican ticket. It 
was reported that vast sums of money were collected, and it is ex 
ceedingly significant, under these circumstances, that every single 
trust has protection running from 50 per cent up to 150 per cent 
in this bill. Whether it is for the contributions of the last cam- 
paign or in the interest of contributions for the next campaign, I 

now not; but no political party can go before the people of this 
country on othedulen like these. 

It is further fortunate that you should have a caucus agree- 
ment, by which every man, no matter where he is from, if he be 
longs to the Republican party, is bound to vote for these infamous 
increases. 

Mr. WHITE. I would suggest to the Senator from South 
Dakota that the duty to which he now refers, in view of the politi- 
cal situation in the country, is probably a compensatory duty. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There is no doubt of it, Mr. President. 
I said there might be some doubt about it being compensatory, 
but it is anticipatory, to provide for future campaigns. 

Where a political campaign is carried on and men are furnished 
free transportation from all over the United States to cast their 
votes, it is expensive. In the case of every man who ever lived in 
a close State, even two years after moving away, no matter where 
he went, his expenses were paid and he was brought back to vote 
the Republican ticket, as was done in Dakota. I say it is fortu- 
nate that an ironclad agreement holds their votes and no explana- 
tions are required. No defense is made of these excessive, out- 
rageous, plundering rates of duty placed upon articles produced 
by a trust. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gray in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay}. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore with- 
vote. I will not again mention the fact during the day. 
Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). I am authorized 
to transfer my pair with the junior Senator from Delaware | Mr. 
KENNEY] to the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loper}. 
1 will therefore vote. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna}. 

I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire to inquire if the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Frye] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam paired with the Senator from Maine on 
this and all other questions, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. CLAY. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGr]. The pair has been transferred to the 
junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Kenney], and I will vote. I 
vote ** yea.” 

Mr. PASCO. I announce the pair of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Linpsay]. who is absent from the city, with the Sen- 
ator from Michigan or McMILuan}. 

Mr. MORGAN. transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
MARTIN], and will vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. TURPIE (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 

ired with the Senator from Minnesota | Mr. Davis], and there- 

‘ore withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 27 


I am paired with 


Iam paired with 
If he were present, 


; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Bacon, Heitfeld, Pasco, Tillman, 
Berry, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Turner, 
Chilton, McLaurin, Pettus, Vest, 
Clay, Mallory, Roach, White. 
Daniel, Mills, Smith, 
Gray, Morgan, Teller, 

NAYS 27. 
Allison, Gear, Mason, Sewell, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Penrose, Shoup, 
Carter, Hawley, Perkins Churston, 
Cullom, Hoar, Platt, Conn Warren, 
Deboe, McBride, Platt, N. Y Wetmore, 
Fairbanks, McEnery, Pritchard, Wilson. 
Foraker, Mantle, Proctor, 
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NOT VOTING—#. 
Harris, Tenn. 
Jones, Ney. 
Kenney, 

le 


Aldrich, 
Allen, Elkins, 
Baker, Faulkner, 
Bate, aie. 
Gallinger, 
George, 
Gorman, 
Hale, 


Davis, Murphy, 
Nelson, 
Quay. 
Rawlins, 
Spooner, 
Stewart, 
Turpie, 
Walthall, 


Butier, 
Caffery, 
Cannon, 
Chander, 
Clark, Hanna, Mitchell, Wellington, 
Cockrell, Harris, Kans. Morrill, Woicott. 

So the amendment of Mr. Jonrs of Arkansas was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 107, paragraph 335, line 
21, after the word “cuffs,” to strike out ‘‘composed entirely of 
cotton, 45 cents per dozen pieces and 15 per cent ad valorem;” in 
line 23, before the word ‘‘ cents,” to strike out ‘‘ fifty” and insert 
“‘forty:” and in line 24, after the word ‘“‘ad valorem,” to strike 
out ‘‘shirts and other articles of wearing apparel, other than knit, 
composed in whole or in part of linen, made up or manufactured 
wholly or in part by the tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer, not 
specially “yageoens for in this act, 50 per cent ad valorem;” so as 
to make the paragraph read: 

335. Shirt collars and cuffs, composed in whole or in part of linen, 40 cents 
per dozen and 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The next amendment was to strike out paragraph 336 and to 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 

336. Laces: lace window curtains, tidies, pillow shams, napkins, bed sets, 
insertings, flouncings, and other lace articles; handkerchiefs, wearing ap- 
parel, and other articles made whoily or in part of lace, or in imitation of lace; 
nets or nettings, veils and caioas. étamines, vitrages, neck rufflings, ruch- 
ings, tackings, tlutings, and quillings; embroideries and all trimmings, in- 
cluding edgings, insertings, flouncings, galloons, and bands; wearing apparel, 
handkerchiefs, and other articles or fabrics embroidered in any manner by 
hand or machinery, whether with a letter, monogram, or otherwise; tam- 
boured or appliquéed articles, fabrics or wearing apparel; hemstitched or 
tucked flouncings or skirtings, and articles made wholly or in part of rufflings, 
tuckings, or ruchings; all of the foregoing, composed wholly or in chief ‘oles 
of flax, cotton, or other vegetable fiber, and not elsewhere specially provided 
for in this act, whether composed in part of india rubber or otherwise, 60 per 
cent ad valorem: Provided, That no wearing apparel or other article or tex- 
tile fabric, whan embroidered by hand or machinery, shall pay duty at a less 
rate than that Tnposed in any schedule of this act upon any embroideries of 
tho materials of which such embroidery is cemmpened. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to transpose the word “napkins” from 
line 25, page 108, to line 1, page 109. 

The Secretary. In line 25, paragraph 336, page 108, it is pro- 

1 to strike out the word “ eae and insert the word “ nap- 
ins” after the word ‘‘ handkerchiefs,” in line 1, on page 109; soas 
to read: 

Laces; lace window curtains, tidies, pillow shams, bed sets, insertings, 
flonncings, and other lace articles; handkerchiefs, napkins, wearing apparel, 
ete. 

The amendment to the amendment was agi to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the same paragraph, line 5, page 109, after 
the word “including,” I move to insert “ braid;” so as to read: 

Embroideries and all trimmings, including braid, edgings, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 6, after the word *‘galloons,” I move to 
insert the word “‘ gorings;” so as to read: 

Insertings, flouncings, galloons, gorings, and bands; wearing apparel, 
handkerchiots. and other articles or fabrics embroi in any manner by 
hand or machinery. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amen was eed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Towa what would be the effect of inserting the words “‘ cords, 
webs, and webbing” in this paragraph, and taking them out of 
paragraph 3817? I will state to him very frankly that in aski 
the question I know a it, but an administrative of- 
ficer in the custom-house at New York said tome that those words 
being in paragraph 317 would, in his opinion, involve difficulties 
of construction, and that they should be transposed to this = 
graph. Ido not know what the difference is in the rate, but I 
would suggest that probably it might be well for the Senator to 
leave the matter open, and the words I's st might go into the 
bill in the paragraph indicated to be considered later. They can 
then go out of whichever par ph it is deemed best. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have already taken out of paragraph 317, 
I believe, by an amendment which offered, braids and gorings. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; that is correct. 

Mr. ALLISON. And we have now inserted them here in lieu 
of having them in paragraph 317. It may be that cords ought 
also to be so transferred, but of course it will be open later on if 
we find it is necessary. . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It will not be unless we put into this 
paragraph ‘‘ cords, webs, and webbing.” If it is inserted in this 
paragraph, leaving it in the bill in the other paragraph also, it can 
on careful examination be abandoned in whichever paragraph the 
Senator chooses. : 

Mr. ALLISON. I mean to say that later on, if we find that the 
Senator from Arkansas is right, we can insert the words in this 


aragraph by going back to it. 
. Mr. J ON KS of Arkansas. If the Senator does not forget it. 


Kyle, 
Lindsay, 
Lodge, 
McMillan, 
Martin, 


JUNE 19, 


Mr. ALLISON. What words does the Senator from Arkay.> 
suggest — to be inserted? 

Mr. JO of Arkansas. In connection with braids, | \, 
make it read ‘‘ineluding braids, cords, edgings, webs, and , 
bing.” I wou insert all three right there. Then, wheney;; 
question isexamined,an amendment can be made by drop): 
words out of the first paragraph, or out of this one, as the s 
tor sees fit. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam afraid we will forget both. I will , 
the Senator from Arkansas that on Monday morning [ w)|| 
attention to the matter and we will dispose of it then. I y-:.), ;, 
say that this paragraph, as well as paragraph 317, are in ;) 
nature of technical descriptions, and experts must be consul), 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My suggestion comes from an . 
in the New York custom-honuse. Personally I know no 
about it. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out ee oem 336 as 
amended on motion of the committee and insert in lieu {})- 
what I send to the desk, being section 276 of the present lay, 

The Secretary. It is to strike out paragraph 
amended and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

336. Laces, edgings, nettings and veil embroideries, insertings , 
ruffiings, ruchings, t i , tuckings, window curtains, ta: 
articles, and articles embroidered By hand or machinery, embrvoide; 


kerchiefs, and articles made wholly or in part of lace, puings. tu 
0) ax, jute, « 


or ruchings, all of the above-named articles, 
or other vegetable fiber, or of which these substances or either of t) 
mixture <a of them is the component material of chief value, n 
cially provi for in this act, 50 per cent ad valorem. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agrecine to 
the amendment of the Senator from ifornia, 
The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 1(), »: 
10; no quorum voting. 
Mr. PRITCHARD. I desire to announce that I am paired, and 
do not know whether I can vote. 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask for a call of the roll. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll, 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators aun- 
swered to their names: 
Foraker, Morrill, 
Gear, Nelson, 
Gray, 
Ha 


es 


Stewart, 

Teller, 

Thurston, 

Tillman, 

Turner, 

Turpie, 
Jest, 


Hansbrough Pot , 

ans i 

Hawley, Platt, 
Platt, N. Y. 


Pritchard, 
Proctor. 
Wetmore, 


Rawlins, 
Mason, Roach, White, 
Mills, Sewell, Wilson. 
Morgan, Shoup, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-one Senators have an- 
swered to theirnames. Aquorumispresent. Thequestion recurs 
on agreeing to the amendment by the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 337, page 119, line 5, 
before the word “per cent,” to strike out ‘‘fifteen” and insert 
‘*twenty;” so as to read: 


Warren, 
Wellington, 


shams, bed sets, and other articles. {in- 

Nottingham lace-curtain machine or on tho 

warp machine, and composed of cotton or other vegetal!c filer, 

between warp threads to the inch. 1 

; more than 5 such points or spaces to 

- of 1 cent per samace peed Se adios for each such point or 

space to the inch in excess of 5; and in addition thereto, on all the for: 
ing articles in th pesseengh. 2 per cians of valoeem: Provided, That none of 
= above-named articles shall pay a less rate of duty that 50 per cent ad 


orem. 
Mr. ALLISON. On 109, line 21, after the word “shams,” 
I moveto insert the word ‘‘and;” and to strike out the word ‘‘ ani,” 
in the same line where it last occurs, and insert “ or.” 

The Seoretary. After the word ‘‘shams,” in line 21, page 1, 
it is proposed to insert the word “‘ and;” and after the word ‘sets, 
in the same line, strike out the word “and” and insert the word 
** or;” so as to read: 

ow cu low s' articles, finished 
Lace window stains, pile hams and bed sets, or other 


. lace-curtain machine or on the \\'- 
warp machine, and composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, ct. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
— Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 335, «5 
OWS: f 


or 


insertings, flouncines 

red by hand or ma 

. fiber, or of which cotton or 

other fiber is the component material of chief value, 50 cents | 

pound and 25 per cent ad valorem: pee That none of the articles name 
shall pay a less rate of duty than 60 per cent ad valorem. 


agreed 


to 
The next amendment was, in ph 839, page 110, line |’, 
strike out “ 


after the word “known,” to not ex ing 60 inches 
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in width;” and im line 20, befere the word ‘‘of,” to strike out 
“seven-eighths” and insert ‘‘three-fourths;” so as to make the 


$99. Plain woven fabrics of single jute yarns, ne whatever name known, 
we not less than 6 ounces per square yard and not exceeding 30 threads 
to square inch, counting the warp and filling, three-fourths of 1 cent per 

and 15 i 


eent ad valorem; if exceeding 30 and not exceeding 55 | 


hreads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, | cent per pound 


and 15 percent ad valorem: Provided, That any of the above, having more 


than 8 cent of the number of w: and weft threads bleached, dyed, col- 
ored, ted, or printed, pay a duty of 1 cent per pound and 20 
per cent ad 


Mr. VEST. This paragraph includes burlaps, which are free 
under existing law. 


Mr. IN. I wish to offer an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. 1 pardon. 

Mr. ALLISON. line 25, page 110, I move to strike out ‘‘ and” 
and insert a or.” s ae » 

The SECRETARY. In line 25, it is proposed to strike out the 


word “and” and insert ‘‘ or;” so as to read: 

Provided, That any of the above, having more than 3 per cent of the num- 
ber of warp or weft threads bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or 
printed, shall pay a duty of 1 cent per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask unanimous consent to return to para- 
graph 887. I find we have made a mistake in the amendment 

ere. 
the PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
Senate will recur to paragraph 337. 


Mr. ALLISON. In line 21, paragraph 337, I move to strike out 
‘tor other articles.” 
The Secretary. In line 21, paragraph 337, it is proposed to 


strike out “ or other articles;” so as to read: 

Lace window curtains, pillow shams, and bed sets, finished or unfinished, 
made on the N -curtain machine or on the Nottingham warp 
machine, and composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. Is that the last amendment which the Senator 
from Iowa desires to propose to paragraph 337? 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 339 I wish to move an amend- 


ment. I wish to add at the end of paragraph 339—— 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before leaving paragraph 337, I 
should like to make a motion, as I was out of the Chamber when 


it was now. 
. I move to strike out all after the word “fiber,” 

337, on page 109, and insert the words ‘50 
valorem.” 
After the word “ fiber,” in line 24, paragraph 
837, page 109, it is proposed to strike out the remaining portion of 
the paragraph and insert ‘‘50 per cent ad valorem;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 


$37. Lace window curtains, pillow shams, and bed sets, finished or unfin- 
ished, made on the Nottingham lace-curtain machine or on the Nottingham 
by em composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, 50 per cent 

Mr. WHITE. The following statement is made to me by an 
familiar with the subject. He says: 
a specific duty can be allowed on the endless variety of 
on the Not m lace machine without dving rank 

classes who buy o— cheap imitation = ene = 
will exceed 200 per cent. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Cali- 
that we have stricken out “or other articles.” 


simply applies to articles well known, lace win- 
W. The amendment is limited to those articles? 


i 
i 


t 
f 


et 
: 
al 
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Mr. 
Mr. ALLISON. To those articles. 
Mr. WHITE. It seems to be an improvement, but it is bad 


: 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to have a vote on my 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 


jec 
ALLISON. In line 3, page 111, paragraph 339, after the 
eens sane out the period and to in- 
a semicolon, the words “‘ if stiffened,and whether known 


| 


as buckram or otherwise, 1} cents per pound.” 

The Secretary. It is proposed, at the end of paragraph 339, 
after the words “‘ad valorem,” to strike out the period and insert 
& semicolon, and the words ‘if stiffened, agd whether known as 


buckram or otherwise, 12 cents per pound.” 
{es amendment was agreed to. 


e bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
on Finance was to strike out paragraph 340, as 


340. All of which 
ome w flax is 


& 


the component material of chief value, 


is alae 5b = 
Orr 





Mr. WHITE. I suggest that the next two paragraphs, 341 and 
342, might be read by unanimous consent, as both refer to the 
same material—gunny or bags, sacks, jute yarns, and so on. I 
desire to make a few comments upon these paragraphs, and I sug- 
gest that we will probably get along faster if the two paragraphs 
are read and perfected, if the Senator from Iowa desires to amend 
them. 


Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to make a motion, or, rather, two mo- 
tions. I wish to move to strike out paragraph 341, and another 


motion to strike out paragraph 342, for the purpose of putting 
those articles on the free list. 

Mr. WHITE. That is my design also. 

Mr. PETTUS. They embrace the sacks and bags used by the 
farmers for sending their produce to market. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator from California to ask 
unanimous consent, in substance, that these two paragraphs may 
be treated as one, and that will accomplish the purpose of the 
Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. WHITE. That is my idea, that the Senator from Iowa 
should perfect them according to his intention, and then any 
motion that might be desirable could be made after that time. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. WHITE. As these paragraphs treat of kindred subjects, 
they may be read and considered together. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is all right. 

Mr. PETTUS. I should rather they were taken separately, 
however. 

These are articles of prime necessity to the farmers all over the 
United States. They are the very things used in sending a large 
portion of their products to market. The bagging for cotton 
ought not to be taxed. I say there is scarcely any decency in the 
tax; and the same reason applies to farmers who put their wheat 
and their oats and their potatoes, and all the other farm products 
that go to market, in these bags. I hope the Senators upon the 
other side will consent to allow the farmers to escape that much 
of the taxation at least. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 341, page 111, line 
9, after the word “filling,” to strike out “one and one-eighth of;” 
so as to make the paragraph read: : 

341. Bags or sacks made from plain woven fabrics, of single jute yarns, not 
dyed, colored, stained, painted, primted, or bleached, and not exceeding 3) 
threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, 1 cent per pound 
and 15 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed; and the next paragraph 
was read, as follows: 

#42. Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and similar fabrics, suitable for cov- 
ering cotton, composed of single yarns made of jute, jute butts, or hemp, not 
bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, not exceeding 16 
threads to square inch, counting the warp and filling, and weighing not 
less than 15 ounces per square yard, one-half of 1 cent per square yard and 15 
per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. WHITE. Dol understand that the committee adheres to 
the amendment found in paragraph 341? As the bill is printed, 
the committee propose to strike out ‘‘one and one-eighth of,” so 
that the duty shall be 1 cent a pound and 15 per cent ad valorem, 
instead of 1 and one-eighth of 1 cent. Does the committee ad- 
here to it? 

Mr. ALLISON. We adhere to everything we do not abandon. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not understand that the committee amend- 
ment has been adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it has been. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The committee amendment has 
been agreed fo, the Chair will suggest to the Senator from Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Alabama, I understand, has 
moved to strike out both of these paragraphs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama has 
given notice that he would make such a motion. 

Mr. PETTUS. I now move to strike out paragraph 341. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California has 
the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. WHITE. I will yield if the Senator from Alabama desires 
to make that motion. It is immaterial to me who makes it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Alabama to strike out paragraphs 
341 and 342. 

Mr. PETTUS. I move to strike out paragraph 3 
make a motion to strike out paragraph 342 also. 

Mr. BERRY. I understood the Senator from Lowa yesterday to 
intimate that he contemplated making some changes in this para- 
graph, or at least the committee were deliberating. I should like 
to ask him whether they intend to make any change inthe way of 
equalizing these bags with some other articles which are not 


41. I will 
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taxed? I ask the Senator if the committee have got through delib- 
erating and have examined the question, and whether or not they 
will propose to make any change in regard to the matter? 

Mr.ALLISON. Wehavenot had time since yesterday to take up 
the matter, I will say to the Senator from Arkansas. We have 
been occupied with other 1 iatters. 

Mr, WHITE. Mr. President, the Wilson Act placed jute bags 
upon the free list, in deference to the wishes of the producers in 
the farming communities of the country. I have here a state- 
ment regarding the subject as far as it relates to the Pacific Coast. 
1 think it ought to prove interesting and highly instructive to the 
committee: 

The annual consumption of in bags on the Pacific Coast. including Cali- 
fornia, Washington, Oregon, Nevada, and Arizona, is 35,000,000 to 40,000,000 

) . The only grain bags now manufactured on this coast are made at the 
California State prison, San Quentin, capacity about 4,000,000 bags every 
twelve months, and the State prison at Walla Walla, Wash., capacity about 
8,000,000 bags every twelve months. 

Prior to the enactment of the Wilson bill placing grain upon the free 
list, the California Jute Mill Company was operated at Oakland, Cal., capacity 
about 3,000,000 every twelve months, and they employed less than 300 
hands, including Chinamen. This is the only private operrene on the entire 
Pacific Coast that ever engaged in the manufacture of jute into grain . 
although for a period of twenty-five years protection was afforded | by tariffs 
in force prior to 1804. Even the State prison, at San Quentin, Cal., durin 
the period prior to 1894, while imported grain bags were subject to duty onl 


while not paying any wages for labor, was operated at a loss, according to the 
fishea by the directors at various times. 
n 


statements pub 
Under the old McKinley tariff, the duty on grain bags was 2 cents per 
pound, equal to $15 per thousand bags, and this tax took out of the pockets 
of the farmers on the Pacific Coast annually about $500,000. No other section 
of the United States handles grain in this manner, all of the crops east 
of the Kocky Mountains being handled in bulk upon cars and by elevators; 
hence, sacks are not required; but upon the Pacific Coast, whence the grain 
is shipped to Europe by sailing vessels only, it is absolutely necessary to sack 
the grain before exporting it, and as all grain exported from this coast is sold 
in Europe in competition with grain from the Atlantic Seaboard, the farmers 
can not recover the cost of the sack in the price at which the grain is sold. 
The tariff, therefore, on grain t is a special taxation upon the farmers of 
this coast, without any opportunity for them to recoup when selling their 
in; no farmers in any other section of this country have this additional 


to pay. 

The a country in the world where jute is raised is India. Very large 
jute factories have been established there during the past twenty-five years, 
gmploying cooly labor at wages of 10 to 15 cents per diem. No class of labor 
in the United States can compete with such labor as is obtainable in India; 
hence, notwithstanding that for some twenty years prior to the passage of 
the Wilson bill a neers duty of 1} cents or more per bag was ievied upon 
imported sacks, this protection did not offer sufficient encouragement for 
factories to be established on the Pacific Coast for the manufacture of such 

, and the farmers, during all that period of time, were obliged to pay 
this excessive tax, which had to come out of the price at which they coul 
sell their grain to Europe, while other farmers east of the Rocky Mountains 
and shipping their grain from the Atlantic Seaboard escaped any such tax. 

ces for have ranged as follows: 

In 1893, with duty added, 6} cents to 7 cents each. 

In 1892, with duty added, 7} cents to 8 cents each. 

In 1891, with duty added, 7 cents to 7} cents each. 

In 1895, when bags were free, 4} cents to 4} cents each. 

In 189, when bags were free, 4} cents to 5 cents 
In 1894, when were free, 4 cents to 4} cents each. 

After allowing for fluctuations in the foreign market, there remains this 
excess of about $15 per 1,000 bags, paid by the Pacific Coast farmer in 1891, 
1892, and 1893 (and previously for twenty years), when bags were subject to 
duty, as against prices paid in 1894, 1895, and 1896, when bags were admitted 


ree. 

A tax of $15 per thousand on grain bags will not offer protection to any 
class of free labor on the Pacific Coast now employed in manufacturing grain 
bags, and it will take about $500,000 out of the pockets of the farmers on this 
coast, which they have no opportunity whatever of recovering, for it makes 
the marketing of grain cost them just that much more, and no allowance is 
made by foreign buyers for the additional cost paid for sacks. 

R. M. TURNER. 

We put a duty upon wheat, an absurd duty, absurd because 
in no aspect can it be of the slightest benefit to anybody. The 
wheat raised upon the Pacific Coast—and there is a vast amount 
produced there, as shown by the report of the Department of 
Agriculture; itis one of the chief wheat-producing sections of the 
United States—is —— in pag bags. None of it is shipped in 
bulk. It goes around Cape Horn to Liverpool, and of course the 
— of the wheat is regulated by the Liverpool market, and we 

o not sell anywhere else. If the tariff were $10 a pound, it would 
not be of the slightest benefit toug: On the contrary, it would be 
an injury, because there are occasions when we wish to import 
seed for purposes of change, and we would then have to pay a 
tariff upon it. 

The tariff on bags is a frand, a delusion. It is not much of a 
snare, however, because the — in that section of the country 
understand it ae thoroughly. Here comes an nore 
when some substantiai advantage might be accorded to the 
farmer, because, if given free bags, he would be relieved to that 
extent of taxation, and the same gentlemen who are advocating 
a tax upon wheat for his alleged benefit when they come in con- 
tact with something that may be of use to him fail to respond 
——— 

I have before me a statement of a gentleman who testified be- 
fore the Ways and Means Committee, Mr. Rutherford, of Oak- 
land, Cal., who has a cotton mill and formerly had a jute mill 
which he said he had to close in consequence of free bags. He 
— to the character of the grain bags made and used by us as 

ollows: 


Under the com: 
in price until in 


tion of home-made goods, bags were ually reduced 
*S the price fell to 12 cents each. in 1880 £0 10 cents, in 1990 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 19. 


to 7 cents, in 1892 to6 cents and under. The standard grain bag of ¢),,. p 
cific Coast is well known in all the jute markets of the world. It is 3 
long, 22 inches wide, weighs 12} ounces, and holds 13) pounds, or 2 bus) 
wheat. The quantity used annually often exceeds 40,000,000. 

In this particular instance, if it were conceded that we 1), 
establish a jute mill or half a dozen of them upon the P, 
Coast or elsewhere to supply our farmers, I should say, even :), 
the theory of protection, we would not be justified in doin. |; 
Everyone concedes that the farming community is taxed ,,,,| 
taxed and taxed, and that it is almost impossible to levy any (i); 
whatever upon any products or thing which is of the slic). 
value to that suffering and respectable portion of the citizen. | 
the United States. Hence the only opportunity afforded in {\,\. 
bill of doing any substantial good to the farmers is by giving t)\..) 
something of this kind upon the free list; and even if I were ¢)),- 
pelled to sacrifice the factory of this one individual (the only ;,.. 
tory established on the Coast outside of the two penitentiaries ).. 
ferred to, notwithstanding the protection of twenty years), if j; js 
to be the result of placing this article upon the free list that tj. 
factory can not be operated, I say let it close. The farming ¢ 1). 
munity have more right to be considered than any small insti: 1. 
tion of that kind, or any manufacturing institution at all, wider 
present circumstances. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from California state how 
much he thinks this duty would increase the price of such bays? 

. WHITE. About $15 a thousand. 

. ALLISON. It will increase it? 

. WHITE. Yes. 

. BUTLER. _ It increases the cost? 

. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

. BUTLER. To the farmer who buys his fertilizers? 

. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

BUTLER. As well as to the farmer who has to ship his 

in in sacks? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. My State uses about 180,000 tons of guanoa 
year. At that rate it would cost the farmers of North Carolina 
$36.000 a year to ney this duty. 

Mr. WHITE. ndoubtedly. 

Mr. BUTLER. It would cost Georgia practically the same; it 
would cost South Carolina between $10,000 and $15,000, and so on 
in every Southern State, on fertilizer bags alone. 

Mr. WHITE. I will say to the Senator from North Carolina 
that I have quite an interesting statement here which I will a-k 
the Secretary to read. It refers to the very matter which the Sen- 
ator has in mind. 

TOR OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

FREE BURLAP FOR GRAIN, FLOUR, AND FERTILIZER SACKS. 


Burlap cloth, made of jute and not over 40 inches in width, used for grain, 
flour, and fertilizer sacks, should be admitted free for the following rea~.\ 

This class of burlap is not made in this country, a protective tariff {or 
were ears having utterly failed to establish its manufacture here.* 
and, alth very large consumers of article, we have never been offered 
a single oe of ee cloth of American manufacture. 

rlap is exclusively from Dundee and Calcutta, where 
enormous capital is invested in these mills. Even Dundee is already hard 
pushed y Calcutta competition, and most of her millsare running on a 3 per 
cent dividend basis or less. 1n fact, India controls absolutely the situation, 
use she alone produces the raw material (jute) and has the cheapest 
labor in the world. If any competition should trouble her, she would surely 
put an ex duty on jute ( has already been agitated) against 
countries imposing a duty on her burlap, which would prove disastrous to 
many industries in this country which use jute for other peepee. 

It is conclusive that this industry can not be established in this country 
without an exorbitant duty, which would take many millions of dollars trom 
the pockets of our farmers without any compensating return to any other 
class of our le. Our farmers are none too 
small advan from our protective compared with our manufac- 
turers. poe need, therefore, to heir burdens lightened rather than 
increased. Any dut lap will directly increase the cost of their 
fertilizers and decrease the net returns of their principal crops. 
ak halt eel cara ¥! nee —' tta mamafactu sors l = 

w a duty on or very apparent reason tha 
they do not fear its crea’ Lae Rei aiden Oude e dats will in- 
commissions the additional price of the 8, and at 

tors whose capital is insufficient to 
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is. and they derive 
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vice- t); 

(by Jos. R. 
Mr. STEWART. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Cali- 


fornia if he knows the number ms on the Pacific Coast 
—— the manufacture of jute bags. Is it not merely 


*See House testimony, Schedule J, page 1258. 
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Mr. WHITE. Certainly. . 

Mr. STEWART. It protects nobody practically, as only a few 
hands are en in the manufacture. 

Mr. WHIT And half of them are Chinamen. 

Mr. STEWART. They are mostly Chinamen. [t amounts to 
nothing sofaras increasing the business on the Coast is concerned. 
I have some al experience in the matter. I should like to 
know if the Senator has any information as to these factories in 
other sections of the country—whether it is a great industry or a 
small industry? ; 

Mr. WHITE. As far as the manufacture of bags, to which | 
am referring, is concerned, it is confined entirely on the Coast to 
the special which are made — for that trade. 

Mr. STEWART. It will cover all jute bags. 

Mr. WHITE. It will cover all burlaps and jute bags. 

Mr. STEWART, I should like information as to the extent of 
the industry outside of the Pacific Coast. It amounts to very lit- 

»there. - 

On. ALLISON. There are only about eleven or twelve million 

bags manufactured in the United States, mostly in the South, I 
ink, 

Mr WHITE. That is cotton bagging. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to ask the Senator how he makes up the 
additional cost of ae thousand bags? 

Mr. WHITE. I will show the Senator in a moment. 
calculated the duty at 50 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. But I find that under the McKinley law, which 
the Senator referred to a moment ago, with a duty of 2 cents a 

und it was only six one-hundredths of a cent a yard higher in 
1893 than in 1896, under the act of 1894. So I do not see how the 
Senator can add $15 to the cost of a thousand bags. 

Mr. WHITE. The duty amounts to exactly that on each bag. 
I gave the figures of the prices of the California bag in the market 
to-day at 4 cents, and 4} to 4} in 1896, as against 7 to 7} cents in 
1891. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have here a statement of the price in New 
York. I find that in 1893 the price was 5.04 cents. 

Mr, WHITE. The Senator is looking at a different bracket 
than that to which I am referring. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam looking at a very good bracket here for 
prices. I find that in 1896—— 

Mr. WHITE. It is probably a good bracket for that sort of 
argument. 

r. JONES of Arkansas. There is more difference in the price 
of grain bags than that stated by the Senator from California, I 
think. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam speaking of the market price in the State 
of California, and comparing the price at the dates named. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only wanted to find out how the Senator 
made his calculation of $15 a thousand. 

Mr. WHITE. Now, I want to call attention further to some- 
thing in the discussion of the gentleman whom I have already 
quoted. He ran a jute mill, and there was considerable fuss made 
about his establishment during the political campaign in Califor- 
nia not very long ago, when the legislature, which was Republican, 
passed a resolution instructing the legislators to vote for free 
gan ae At the same time I may say, and it may probably 

t its action on the other side of the Chamber, that the 
same legislature a resolution in favor of the free and un- 
limited silverat 16to1. Since that time the platform 
of the party has been silent on grain bags and reversed on the free- 
coinage proposition. But at the time the discussion which [ now 
mention was on it was shown that this very gentleman employed 
a large —— of Chinese in his jute mill, although he was com- 
Fi g 





I have 


to compete with the cooly labor of India. 
of the case I do not care to allude to par- 
The Sen- 


lowever, that 
ticularly, because my ment does not depend uponit. 
ator from Arkansas to make a statement. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In reply to the statement made just 
now by the Senator from Iowa, I have a letter from a gentleman 
in — with whom I have been acquainted for a long while. 
He the statement that wheat sacks have just advanced 
from 4.9 cents per sack to 7 cents as the result of the understand- 
tariff is to go into effect. 

What is the date of the letter? 

April 7, 1897. when this rate was re- 
it was understood that this tariff was to go on 
This gentleman, who is himself very much interested 
question, says that the sacks have gone from 4.9 cents to 
The Senator quoted the price of the sacks correctly at 
soon as this report came in they went up. 

It was the advance guard of prosperity. 
document from the Bradley Fertilizer Company, 
Mass., which I will put in the Recorp. It refers to 
subject which was mentioned by the Senator from North 


F 


Burier}. 
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The paper referred to is as follows: 
REASONS WHY BURLAP 
We protest against restorin 


SHOULD REMAIN ON FREE LIST 


rany duty upon burl 





ap (made from jute) un 
der ©) inches in width, and used r ba Ww grain and fertilizers, for the 
following reasons: 

No burlap of this description is made in this country (as was shown at 
House committee hearing on this schedu except in two prisons, in Cali 
fornia and Washington, to keep the convicts employed and not asa: 
mercial enterprise. 

Burlap is imported almost exclusively from Dundee and Caleutta. while 
the jute from which it is made is raised wholly in India. and the Caleutta 


mills are rapidly gaming ground in the manufacture of burlap in cor ion 
with the Dundee mills, which latter are now running their plants upon 
smallest possible margin. This country can never hope to cope with eit! 
in the manufacture of burlap; certainly not with India, which alone produ 


the raw material, and where labor receives the lowest compensation in the 
world. 

Thus it is that the American representatives of Dundee and Calcutta bur 
~ houses do not + to a duty being levied on burlap, as this will only 
add to their profits through increased commissions, without danger of Ame 


ican competition. 

India is in a position to control the market on this class of burlaps. such as 
are used for making bags. In August, 180i, there were ready for operation 
in India 11,499 looms, and it is estimated that by the middle of 1897 there will 
be ready 13,465 looms. It can not be expected that India will allow the raw 
material to be exported to this country to be used in the manufacture of 
burlaps under a tariff here which would cause a large proportion of her looms 
to remain idle. Her policy under sucha course would be a prohibitory export 
duty on the raw material; in fact, this course is already agitated, as is 

India, the Capital (see issue of October 7, 1896): 


by 
of 

“The subject of customs duties has again raised some discussion in private 
circles as to the propriety of imposing an export duty on jute shipped to for 
eign countries, either as supplementary to or in substitution or reduction « 
other taxes. 

“ The reasons why England continues to refrain from export duties do not 
in any way affect India. In England export is confined to manufactures and 
to articles freely supplied by neighboring countries. In the case of jute, India 
has a monopoly of the production.” 

The total exports of burlap from Calcutta for the year 1896 to all countries 
were 151,870,498 yards, of which nearly 100,000,000 yards came to the United 
States. It is hardly possible that India would allow her exports of burlap to 
be reduced two-thirds without retaliating by placing an export duty upon 
the raw inaterial and thus again placing herseif on more than an equaiity 
with any American manufacturer. A duty sufficient to foster or protect the 
industry in this country would have to be wholly exorhitant, and would not, 
in our opinion, invite capital, as such a duty could not. we believe, be long 
maintained directly at the expense of our great agricultural interests 

Under such conditions capit.1 will hardly look with much favor on such an 
investment in this country. 


shown 
the following extract, which is taken from the principal commercial review 


Our business brings us in close contact with the farmers, and we can state 
from our own knowledge that they are anything but prosperous, and need 
to have their expenses reduced rather than increased. The prosper 
our country depends upon our agricultural interests, and we believe it i 


true policy of our Government to encourage these interests, rather than 
place burdens upon them. In other words, give the farmers protection « 
their farm products, and relieve them from any unnecessary taxation, and 
they will again begin to prosper, and with their prosperity will come goo | 
times for all. Without wen td in agriculture we can not expect pro 
perity in business. We therefore most earnestly urge upon your favorable 
consideration the maintenance of burlap upon the free list, at least all of the 
article that is required for grain and fertilizer sacks, which could be covered 
by confining it to burlaps of a width under 60 inches 
BRADLEY FERTILIZER COMPANY, 

Boston, 

Mr. WHITE. We find in the comparative statement prepared 
for us under the auspices of the majority of the committee, on 
pages 174 and 175, under paragraph 311: 

Bags or sacks made from plain woven fabrics, of single jute yarns. not 
dyed, colored, stained, painted, printed, or bleached, and not exceeding 
thirty threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling 

The House rate is 14 cents per pound and 15 per cent; the Sen 
ate rate is 1 cent per pound and 15 per cent. No attempt is made 
to carry out the advalorem. This omission is observable in man) 
other cases in this comparative statement where to carry out the 
ad valorem would be to discredit the proposed duty by showing 
that it was too high. 

I have myself taken the trouble to make a computation, basing 
it upon the statement made by Mr. Rutherford. the gentleman to 
whom I referred, found upon pages 1247 and 1248 of the hearings 
before the Ways and Means Committee on Schedule J. Mr. Ruth- 
erford there takes a burlap of a slightly different size, but it will 
do for the ead to of comparison. In the tables submitted by 
Mr. Rutherford he gives the * cost of manufacturing 100,000 yards 
10}-ounce 40-inch burlaps in the United States,” and gives the 
items of expense. Iwill ask thatthistable beinserted. He makes 
the total cost $4,244. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


Mass 


Cost of manufacturing 100,000 yards 1)\-ounce 40-inch burlaps in the United 
. States 
To make 100,000 yards of 10j-ounce #-inch burlaps would require 66,500 


pemace of raw jute, 33; tons, and the labor of 142 persons working ten days, 


en hours each day. 
33} tons raw jute, at $60 per ton._.... 
Help (per day each): 


$1, 995. 00 


2 batchers men, at $2.............-..--. .. $40.00 
Beoftencers, at $1.75 ..................-. . %.00 
dd one weonns wanes 80). 00 
iarawerse, at §i............... 120.00 
ES a ee Biches 20.00 
2 helpers, at 75 cents..........- eae 3 15. 00 
12 spinners, at $1.25 ................. 150). OO 
pe ee i ree 
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Help @er day each)—Continued. 
8 spoolers, at $1... . 
1 band sewer. at $1 
I I ka mats quewbeir se 
2 truck boys, at 75 cents..............-...--.- Nidinslvenmedanhandlal 15. 00 
2 EE TE Uivcccnante sesaussstune I a 
lspinner, at § 
1 second hand, 5 
I I i  ndsibe octeuhelb meant 2 
9 copers, at $1.17 : 
I eae dice tiee reel : 
I ana cen eten caus iubeeenis - 87.4 
46 weavers, at $1.25 
3 loom fixers, at $2.25 
I i i moaned wee date 
1 measurer, at $2 
I ioe ts eld tah mlicagnonn pena etal 
2 packers, at $0.26 . ....0 22-2 cnc ene sce 
1 stamping and shipping clerk, at $4 
tne coin athannisihan bait imbdbibigeinwebe tmmaninine tte 

ES eee 


ett oy + ee 1,829.00 
Power, oil, forces, insurances, depreciation of plant, and other price 
IEE ii cede cdrngurhotbenhtgn lbiteweniniecies concsts uceniiiiataiaaey: an 


led wind salina dase onpiidiseieiaeaiaiad sa 

Cost of 100,000 yards in California, $4,244, or 4.24 cents per yard. 

Asa yard weighs 10} ounces end costs 4.24 cents per yard, 16 ounces would 

cost 6.46 cents. Six and forty-six one-hundredths cents is the net cost of 1 
pound of manufactured burlaps in the United States. 


On page 1248 Mr. Rutherford gives the cost in Calcutta. I sub- 
mit that table to be incorporated in the RecorD. 
The table referred to is as follows: 


Cost of manufacturing 100,000 yards of 10}-ounce 40-inch burlap in Calcutta 
and laying same down in California. 


Requiring 231 persons in Calcutta working ten days, ten hours each day. 


83} tons raw jute. at 150 rupees per ton 
Baty (per day each): 
men batching, at 1 rupee 
4 helpers, at 12 anna..............-..... 
12 card tenders, at 12 anna 
18 card framers, at 12 anna 
4 roving hands, at 12 anna 
I HED EI ox pate abdcsusend cccnet egecencctom ess 150 
= offers, . one 
12 cop hands, at 12 anna ................... 
2 oilers, at 1 rupee 
2 spare hands, at 12 anna 
1 skilled machinist, at 8 rupees 
1 skilled helper, at 2 ru 
is overseer, at 


1 skilled machinist, at 8 
1 foreman, at 8 rw 

1 second hand, at 

1 bookk 

1 pay clerk, 

1 engineer, at 8 rupees 


— 2,419 
Paves, oil, insurance, interest, repairs, depreciation, and other 


1,190 


9,816 8 
Counting the rupee equal to 31 cents United States money, that would 
make total cost of 1 pe 
Asa vy lame costs 3.04 cents per yard, 16 ounces would 
cost 4.65 landed in the United States. 
Comparison af costs. 


Cents. 
Cost of manufacturing | pound of burlap in the United States 646 
Cost of manufacturing 1 pound of burlap in Calcutta, British India .... 4.63 


Cost in the United States greater than that in India 


Mr. WHITE. The raw material according to Mr. Rutherford’s 
figures of foreign cost would be in rupees, 4,987; the labor, ete., 
2,419; depreciation, insurance, etc., 1,190; total. 8,596. Then, tak- 
ing the value of the rupees as he gives it, at 31 cents, it would 
make the foreign cost 2.66 and something further; taking 15 per 
cent ad valorem of 2.66 and adding 1 to it, we have a duty of 
1.39, or ctically 1.40, and the foreign cost being 2.66, it gives 
an ad valorem under the Senate schedule of 52. 

So we have 52 per cent tax placed — this article of vital and 
necessary interest to the farmer, without which he can not ship 
one single bag of grain abroad, and we have it imposed upon the 
theory that the farmer can not have the benefit of cheap sacks, 
which are so important to reduce, I might say, the losses to which 
he is subjected every day. If there wereany _ in this bill 
on which the farmer could realize a y way of exactions 
from the other parts of the United States, if he were in a position 
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to assess against some other industry or set of men some . 

benefits which they have derived from him, then the ¢)), 

srotection would undoubtedly justify the imposing of this |), 
ut it is all one-sided. 

In the Wilson Act we had a straight provision of bags (, 
on the free list, and when the time comes, if we do not j, 
rate allof this matter in the free list, I intend to move to pu 
for grain upon the free list. 

I have quite an amount of literature in this connectio)). 
suppose it is useless to elaborate further, and I do not wish ¢,,, 
tain the Senate. Iam as anxious as anyone to get throus)) , 
the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before the Senator from California con.) 

I should like to ask him if he has made any calculation ¢.\.;),,; 
the increased cost this duty would impose upon the farier ,) 
wheat sacks, gone sacks, and cotton bagging added togei}\.;- — 

Mr. WHITE. Lhavenot. I have simply made the ¢0)))))t,. 
tion as I stated. On 40,000,000 grain bags, with a differen. in 
cost of one and three-fourths of a cent, the calculation ©.) be 
readily made. I have not carried it out as suggested by ti). soy. 
ator, though it would no doubt be very instructive to do 

Mr. BUTLER. It puts a tax on the farmer when he |uys for. 
tilizers to make his product, and then puts a tax on him wien jo 
buys jute to ship it to the market. It isnot done on the princiyio 
of protection, because he has no interest which amounts ty any. 
thing to protect. This burden is imposed upon the farmer, wip 
gets ne re in any shape. 

Mr. WHITE. He has not even the compensation of a frea 
breakfast table. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I have a number of letters, 
documents, and statements relating to the qnestion, but the mat- 
ter has been covered so concisely and clearly by the Senator trom 
California that I will take the time of the Senate simply to read 
one letter. It is from the president of the Virginia-(aroling 
Chemical Company, a company which manufactures the guano 
that is sold in the ey ene, in Virginia, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Georgia, over the whole South. He says: 


The question of putting bur on the dutiable list is a serious one to the 
South and the West. The schedule by the Dingley bill will cause 
2 cents advance in the price of the is makes 20 cents per 

each ton of fertilizer. North Carolina consumes about 180.01!) tons of 
aw per year. This would be a the farmers of that 


direct tax at 
tate ro pemeay | 000. it would be equally as much in Virginia; 
about $10,000 more in South Carolina, and ‘000 more in Georgia _— 


There is no industry to be protected by this item of tariff, and it simply re- 
sults in a direct tax upon the agricultural classes. 
. 


* * * *~ +. 7 
The bill bears equally as hard on the Western grain shippers. 
He discusses how it affects the West, and how it affects the 

, but does not figure 

That ae I asked the Senator 

it out and added it up. [t cer- 
oy hema will be an enormous total. 

e price on fertilizer bags alone 

orth Carolina is $36,000, there must be an enormous total on 
l Then add to it the wheat sacks, 
ing to cover the cotton, 

is a direct tax upon the 

is no protection behind it, 

ie, because the farmer gets 


common justice, and decency would 
not be u the farmer, as he 
the Tneicen industries is 
cheap foreign pauper labor. We are 
We are cenaeting to-day with as 
ufacturing friends weal compete 


of these great industries is fair 
m free trade and foreign 
tion, why can not the manufacturers of the country ‘Jo il’ 
. ee are to be ’ why, then, should not 
me be protected? The has refused to protect the 
farmer. Then, in God's name, do not tax him after you have re- 
fused him and left him to struggle with free trae. 
Me: © Mr. President, the argument of my friend 
from North Carolina is anqpetons, 3 not jous. There is. I 
guano put up in a new sack. |! 1s 
western side of oe in second- 
permitted to come into this country 'r° 
coast, in California and Oregon, w° 
grain-bag business, probably more 5° 
nee ae we sen 
transportation service in bulk, 4s 
and Atlantic Coast States. | 
since, when this question was up for consideratio2, 
colleague to place grain bags, burlap sacks, tpoo 
















list. I did so in response to a joint resolution of the 
the free +. 


: instructing their Senators and 
ee ntatives in Congress to do so, and I voted 
nccording y. At the last session of the legislature I received 
various communications upon the subject-matter, especially from 


the farmers, from the different granges of our State. 

| want to say, parenthetically speaking, that there is no interest 
in this country with which I am more deeply in sympathy than 
with the tural and the horticul and the viticultural 
interests of the country. As an evidence of that fact, during the 

ist two weeks, while Saaeeng. the cultural sections of the 

ill, Lhave not cast one vote that I did not believe to be in the 
interest of the agriculturists of our State, and 1 would not vote 
for this duty did I believe that it would cost the farmer for his 
grain bags one-tenth of a cent more than he is now paying. 

But as a matter of fact, Mr. President, there is no trust more 
powerful than the -bag trust of the world, not of the United 
tates, not of d alone, but of India. They control all the 
manufacture of ae in the world to-day. On the western 
coast, in and California, the broker, the dealer in grain 
bags, gives his order one year or eighteen months, and sometimes 
tw» years, in advance for the product of the loom of some particu- 
lar manufacturer of grain bags. Like all other combinations of 
capital, for there is nothing more powerful than $1,000,000 except 
it be $2,000,000, they buy the product of those looms and it is 
brought in tors, by a trust, a combination, and they 
control the grain market according to the supply and demand. 

Years ago in California I have seen the price of grain bags go 
from 5 to 9 cents, and I have bought them by the million, for I 
dealt in them for many years, having been engaged in the milling 
and shi business. The price went from 5 cents to 9 cents, 
just as my from Arkansas read a letter to show that the 

ce had advanced in Oregon. It is not because of the tariff. 
re are millions of bags in Oregon and California to-day, but 
they are controlled by a combination, a trust, and they will extort 
from the farmer, as any other monopolist will, the last farthing. 

The problem was in our State and a solution was 
sought. When I had the honor of occupying the chair of chief 
executive of the State we adopted a new constitution which pro- 
hibited the working of convicts in the manufacture of any article 
that came into competition with any established manufactory in 
the State. It was a serious question what we should do to find 
employment for our convicts in the prisons, numbering 3,000 or 
more. Finally, after consulting with representative farmers and 
manufacturers in the State, we resolved and determined that we 
would establish in our State prison a large manufactory of jute 
bags, and we did so, and it is in successful operation to-day, giving 
employment to 1,500 or 2,000 convicts. 

That has done more to break up the trust in bags and done more 
to make an equitable price to the farmer than all the tariff bills 
we have ever enacted in the history of the country. The board of 
prison directors in California will not sell to any monopolist or to 
-— broker beyond a limited number of bags, but they will 
sell to the farmer five or ten thousand , such as the necessities 
of his crop may require and demand. e result is that we have 
down, and it has been the — valve which has 


tions. 

Three when I was voting for free bags, my friend from 
Connecticut * said to me, “‘ You wil] not get your in bags for 
your farmers any meen on at vote;” and I believed he was 
right. At all events, w e ee has been lowered, it has been 
simply the speculators purchased them in large quan- 

and controlled them, until finally the advances had been so 
to sell them in the market to make 
banks and moneyed institutions had 


We have in the Wilson law, and I think in the pending bill, a 
provision for eee ween grein , the same as we have 
les that are im into this coun- 

Now, on the millions of tons of grain that California sends 
in a rebate is given, and the farmers get the 
benefit of that drawback of the duty which has been paid; but 
I said before, have been sent into this 

country and are ae were daily by the tens and hundreds of 
free, my friend and his constituents 

pay no duty upon these bags that bring the fer- 


Mr. President, I the imputation that ublicans are not 
the friends of the wgreutarists this Soeaegy They realize and 
is the true source of wealth to the yeo- 


The boys and girls who grow up and are 
the eet clituone, and that man is 


A 
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untrue ? , untrue to his duty as a representative of the 
he vote for any measure which tends to depress 
, . viticulture, or the pursuits of any of the 


» 
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trust of Calcutta and of Bombay. 
what California has done in her State prison—manufacture the 
bags from the free jute that comes into this country and sell the 
bags to the farmers at such a price as will prevent men from 
speculating in and buying up the product of any one factory. 


ship. 
earn sufficient to support himself and family, and I believe in 
erecting a barrier which will prevent the cooly and peon labor of 
the East Indies and China coming into competition with him. 





Ll Od 








What we want to do is to pass laws, if we can do so, which will 


prevent capital from buying up and controlling any one article 
that the people demand. : 
tion. 
philanthropic he may be, if he has all the grain bags in any com- 
munity, who will not make the maa who wants those bags pay a 
good, liberal price for them, even if on the following Sunday he 
makes a contribution to the poor in a public manner, that he may 
win some applause from it. : 


\ The only way to do that is by competi- 
There is not a merchant in this country, I care not how 


To-day we are at the mercy of the great bag-manufacturing 
What we ought to do is just 


For these reasons I justify my vote in standing by the report of 


the Finance Committee upon this schedule. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Did l understand the Senator from California 


to say that his object in voting for this duty is to protect the con- 
victs of California? 
protect? 


Is that the kind of labor you are trying to 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, my friend the Senator from 


South Carolina was the honored chief executive of his great State 
and discharged the duties of that office with great credit and honor 
to himself, as well as to the satisfaction of the people, but I donot 
believe while in occupying that seat, during his administration, 
or since then, that he has favored convicts remaining idle in their 
cells or in the prison yard, and the yeomanry, the farmers of the 
country, working to support them in their idleness. 


No, Mr. President; I believe in true, honest American citizen- 
I believe in the honest man having a chance to work and 


Mr. TILLMAN. I am obliged to my friend the Senator from 
California for the complimentary manner in which he has been 
pleased to speak of my administration as governor of South Caro- 
ina; but I really thought, from the professions and protestations, 
and the oaths, almost, that we have heard here in regard to pro- 
tecting American labor, that we are at least protecting the honest 
worker and not the criminal. 

Now, in regard to the question of fertilizers and guanos, I will 
say that our State consumes 250,000 tons of commercial manures, 
and the character of the bulk or a large portion of thisis such that 
it has to be made with sulphuric acid to render the phosphates 
soluble; and it isimpossible to use any but the very best material, 
otherwise the bags would be rotted and eaten up almost before you 
could get the fertilizer on thefarm. Commencing in January and 
February, it is sent out from the factories in new burlaps and dis- 
tributed into the furrows for the cotton crop. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from South Carolina will allow me 
to call his attention to paragraph 470, which is the drawback par- 
agraph of this bill. The committee in charge of the measure have 
eliminated the drawback feature, so that there is no drawback, 
and they get an advantage of the farmer to the extent of 100 per 
cent in this case. 

Mr. TILLMAN. They always get the advantage of the farmer 
a hundred per cent or 200 per cent or as many per cent as they can. 
He is ‘‘the forgotten man” who is never cared for in your legisla- 
tion. It is not the ordinary taxpayer, but the farmer, who is not 
considered as worthy of attention on the part of the United States 
Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. MayI ask the Senator how many second-hand 
guano sacks he has ever seen used in his State? 

Mr. TILLMAN. A man who should undertake to send into 
South Carolina fertilizers in anything but brand-new burlap sacks 
would be considered an idiot, because the product wou!d be spilled 
in the cars and on the floors of the depots and the platforms, and 
could not reach the farmer at all. _ 

Mr.BUTLER. Thatiscorrect. Ineverin my life saw asecond- 
hand bag used for fertilizers. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It simply means, if the Senator will permit 
me, that the people of my State are to pay at least 15 cents a ton 
additional to some monopoly or to the convicts of California under 
the pretense of protecting American labor. 

Mr. BUTLER. Twenty cents. 

Mr. PERKINS. I only want to say one word in reply to my 
friend from South Carolina. The grain in bags is shipped to 
Liverpool, and those bags are returned free and are frequently 
reshipped. I do not know how the climate of North Carolina or 
South Carolina may affect the bags, but with us in California we 
send guano to the Sandwich Islands and we send it all over the 
State with fertilizer we get from Alaska. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What kind of fertilizer—the natural or the 
artificial? 

Mr. PERKINS. Some of it is artificially and chemically pre- 
pared from fish, and some otherwise prepared. We sent to the 
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Hawaiian Islands last year somewhere from five to eight thousand 
tons of the natural guano which came from Alaska, and also a 
large quantity that was manufactured from fish and otherwise 
chemically prepared, similar to that which is used in North and 
South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. lI understand the proportion of fertilizers that 
are manufactured in California is a mere bagatelle compared to 
what we of the South who raise cotton are forced to use. The 
State of North Carolina uses a3 much fertilizer as we do; the State 
of Georgia uses a third or a half more than we do, and so on until 
you reach the lowlands of Mississippi. This tax simply means that 
the million or more tons of commercial manures that are used in 
the South must pay from 15 to 20 cents a ton additional to some 
trust or to the convict labor of California. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I have never been able to ap- 
preciate any compensating advantages to anybody by the tariff 
on jute bagging. The — has often been up and di 
in this body. The number engaged in the industry is a 
tively very small. The industry is not of any special benefit to 
the country; but this is a direct tax upon the farmer. I do not 
think we ought to levy this tax, and I shall feel compelled to vote, 
as 1 did before, for free bagging. I think it is a duty that we 
ought not to levy unless for good and sufficient reasons. If there 
are any such, I should like to hear them. If there is any great in- 
dustry subserved by this tax, I should like to know it, because it 


- is imposed upon a class of people who do not receive any special 


benefit or any equal share in the benefits of the tariff. 
Since the duty has been taken off, they have been manufactur- 
ing it in the penitentiaries, I believe, in California and in Wash- 


ington. 

tr, TILLMAN. The big aameey is in Brooklyn, 

Mr. STEWART. That mon y can go into something else. 
That monopoly did no ae e great mass of the employees in 
that industry, as I recollect, uponinvestigation were shown to be 
Chinamen, and there is no particular advantage fromit. The in- 
dustry is of no particular benefit to the Pacific Coast. Still it is 
a tax upon the farming industry. I think this isa case where we 
might leave off this duty and relieve the farmer of a substantial 
burden. I believe it will popularize the tariff, and it will bea 
good thing to do. 

My friend from California [Mr. PERKINS] says that the Repub- 
lican party is the friend of the farmer in imposing tariffs, and that 
they intend to give a tariff on wool and on hides. He says the 

ublican party intends to favor the farmer in raising these ar- 
ticles. The farmers in nearly every State raise cattle, and they 
are as much deserving of protection as the laborer in the States 
where they raise other articles on which protection is given. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think the Republican party will do some- 
thing for wool in this tariff. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope they will. 

Mr. PERKINS. That will help my friend from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope they will do something for wool, and 
I hope they will do something for hides. 

Mr. BUTLER, If the Senator from Nevada will pardon me a 
moment, I should like to ask the Senator from California, if the 
wool raisers are so industrious as to raise enough wool to supply 
this country and export their surplus, whether the Republican 
party in this bill should not give them an export bounty? 

Mr. PERKINS. In answer to my friend, I will say that the 
Republican ty has always been equal to every em ncy; 
and the brightest pages in the history of this nation record what 
the Republican party has done for the people of our ue. 

Mr. BUTLER. The farmer is obliged to pay an enhanced price 
on everything he needs by reason of your duties on imports, and 
on account of the mere fact that he is obliged to export his cotton, 

ou punish him for raising enough cotton to turn the balance of 
de in favor of your country. - 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say t my friend that we are building 
factories in South Carolina and Georgia and employing the people 
there in manufacturing our cloth, and the manufacturers, 
yeomanry, and the wor — of the country are buying that 
cloth and paying you splendid prices for it; and that, as the Sena- 
tor says, goes to make up the surplus that puts so much ready 
cash in the locker. 

Mr. BUTLER. We are paying a splendid price for the cotton 
cloth we buy under this protective system, but the farmer sells 
his cotton for the use of the factory at the same price he has to 
sell it for in pe re and other competing free-trade markets of 
the world; and sells it for just the same price as if you were to 
bring in the a of India and set it down by the door of 
the rican la r, whom you do not protect. 

Mr. PERKINS. We are trying to protect him, and if the Sen- 
ator will extend the right hand of help to us, I think we can do 
somet for North Carolina. I certainly want to see cotton sell 
fora price. I want tosee the farmer receive a remunerative 
reward for his service in tilling the soil, and I will vote with the 
Senator for any measure of that kind he may propose. The other 
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day I pro to vote with him for an export bounty if ho w la 
consent that articles on which bounty was given should be - nt i 


American vessels, built by American mechanics, and mat),,.| ;, 


American citizens; but my friend would not vote with me. ;). 
proposition. He wanted to give this export bounty to forei.-,,, a 
= nglishmen and Germans and Japanese. avo 


Tam not in fayo) of 


t. 

Mr. STEWART. I have given way a long while, , 
heard a very extrav: t eulogy of the Republican party. 

Mr. BUTLER, ill the Senator from California reyly (., the 
statement that I made in regard to the way in which the });;,.. of 
cotton in the South is ted? : 

Mr. STEWART. _ Oh, no; he will not reply to that. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, will you reply to it? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say to a friend—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair), Tho. 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] is entitled to the goo; 
Does the Senator yield? r 

Mr. STEWART. No; I do not care about that; that is an out. 
side question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada js 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from California [Mr. P; RKINS] 
has taken occasion to glorify the Republican party and to say t))at 
ats record was bright. I do not want the Senator to leaye yoy 
because if the Republican party has a splendid record ani if ¢),, 
record is all right—— 

Mr. PERKINS. I am always with you. I am like tho princi. 
ples of the = oar party—not for a day, but for all tine. 

Mr. STEWART. Are you for the free and unlimited ooinace 
of silver by the United States alone, as you were formerly, or jaye 
you ? [Leughter.] 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say when silver is worth $1.29 an ounce. 
then I shall be in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of si)\er 
at 16 to 1; but when it is only worth 60 cents an ounce, [ must dy 
the same as my friend from Nevada did when he was the judve «i 
a court, take the question under advisement. 

Mr. STEWART. Have you not been several times in the last 
yi ane in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of silver at 
1 . 

Mr.PERKINS. That was when I was short on silver. { Laugh. 


r. 
. STEWART. Well, then, if the record of the Republican 
Pee, is glorious, you must have some blots on your record. 


ughter. 

Mr. PER 5S. Iam like my friend from Nevada, not infalli- 

a > ~ here oe aoe I tried - — his example in 
, when he was here and participated in the passage of thie law 
which demonetized silver. ? 

Mr. STEWART. My friend is mistaken. He never has imi- 
tated that example until recently. He isnowa goldbug. What 
hé sets, however, is a false example, I never set it. I never ai- 

as against silver. The whole thing is 


Mr. PERKINS. Did my friend vote against the measure at 
that time? 

Mr. STEWART. Against what? 

Mr. PERKINS. inst demonetizing silver. 

Mr. STEWART. I had no opportanity. 

Mr. PERKINS. My friend was a member of une Senate at that 
time, and I was not, 

Mr. STEWART. But you knew as much about it in California 
as the Senators did here. If demonetization was in the bil! they 
did not know it. How it there nobody has ever explained. 
That it was put there y there can be no doubt. Dur- 
a whole discussion in the Senate, for days and months, back 
and forth, with to the codification of the mint laws, never 
was one word said or intimated to the effect that silver was to be 

or that the coinage laws were to be change. It 
was lpm art in the Senate, and nobody knew of it until 


Do not charge me with ever having been for the demonetiz‘tion 
of silver or with having voted for it. There was no yea-and-1iy 
vote taken. It was passed viva voce, and nobody knew anyt!ins 
about it. But more recently, if I am not mistaken, the Sen«'or 
has become a convert to the gold doctrine. I have understow! tle 

from California was at some time a silver man, — 
go man. 
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ver. 

state on this floor 

Republican party has a glorious record without a |). 

was forced to leave that party on account of its joining tle 
enemies of the country to destroy silver. 

Mr, CHANDLER. I ask the Senator whether the Rep!» 

heleftit? [Laughter.| 

on it and I to leave it. 

the country when it joined 








the English tes. It pretended to be for silver, but it went 
back on its I was with it in the convention of 1888, and 
was on the committee on platform, with Mr. McKinley, now 
President of the United States, and I drew the plank, which was 
unanimously , that the Republican party was in favor of 
the use of both and silver as money, and that it condemned 
the action of the Democratic Administration in its efforts to de- 
monetize silver. After that was done and the President was 
elected on that platform, the Republican party followed in the 
track of the Administration which had been condemned, and made 
every effort that it could to destroy silveras amoney metal. The 
President, it is true, signed the Sherman Act. They got the Mc- 
Kinley bill with the understanding that the act should be exe- 


outed. HANDLER. The Wilson bill. 

Mr. STEWART. No; the McKinley bill was what he wanted— 
I refer to Mr. Harrison—to through, with the understanding 
that it should be executed; but they never executed it in good 
faith for one hour. In the first place, they formed a syndicate— 
the Director of the Mint did it—to put down the price of silver. 
All the silver-buying countries in the world selected a London 
agent, and he cooperated with the Director of the Mint to fix the 
price of silver and put it down. The Executive ‘‘ beared” the 
price of silver all the while, and then, contrary to the pledge that 
they would use silver as money, in 1891, after that act was passed 
and after it had been in force a year, the question arose whether 
he was to obey it or whether would give an option to the 
creditor to demand gold. The law itself i the option to the 
Government to redeem its obligations, its Treasury notes, in gold 
or silver. That option had been maintained in every act. 

The arose under Harrison’s Administration whether 
we should exercise that option for the benefit of the Government 
and use silver as money. The Secretary of the Treasury went to 
New York on the 17th of November, 1891, and at the bankers’ 
dinner, in reply to a question, said that the _— to take gold 
would be accorded to the creditors of the Government. The 
President, in his annual message thereafter, said that this assur- 
ance had done much to sustain the business of the country, and 
that the power of the Government would be used to the utmost 
extent to carry it out, thus repudiating silver, and repudiating the 
platform which he was elected. 

When I that the Republican party would not act in good 
faith, would not stand by its solemn fiodses, that it indorsed the 
infamous crime by which silver was demonetized, joined with the 
enemies of the country, and was bringing ruin to every house- 
hold, I could not, as an honest man, stay with it. 


Finally, the issue has been drawn broad and deep between the 
Republican party and the le. The Republican party has been 
perfidious to the eon 


a platform prom ted which was another declaration of inde- 
— and which will be ratified ultimately by the American 


Democrats did that. The silver Republicans flocked to 
them and the flocked to them and joined in the grand 
fight that was made, and but for money, but for coercion, and 
but for unfair , they would have won the election by an 
overwhelming ty. ile they had no money on the side 
of the people, the other side had what? They had, it was vari- 
ously estimated, from eighteen to forty million dollars, and after 
the election was over the press of the East glorified themselves in 
having secured nearly the solid foreign vote—the votes of men 
who had not been here long enough to understand our institu- 
tions, who had come into the cities. The foreigners do not have 

opportunity they formerly had, when they used to settle in 
farming communities, of becoming Americanize1. 
When they settle in the cities, they become dependent upon cap- 
nl, aned hay c0m be herded and igual eather were herded and used 
in the last sao. Without this vote, without intimidation, 
the blican party would have been over- 
on account of its former record, not for the glorious 
with that party, not for its patriotism in the past— 
as the party of the le and it made a glorious rec- 
subsequent and for collusion with the 
rr: I say the Republican y has not a 
and it can not justify itself in doing wrong by 
good character. Good character may be sacri- 
the commission of crime; but when the ub- 
otned hands with the conspirators who struck down 
«i the price of money, depreciated the price of prop- 
mankind, it became the slave party and not the 


. With all its glorious record for liberty, 
than it has done forliberty. Ithas done 
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more for slavery in the last twenty years than it ever did for lib- 
erty before that. Only 4,000,000 slaves in the South were liber- 
ated; but the Republican party was the first partyin this country 
to join England to enslave the world. By its influence other na- 
tions have been brought in, until almost the whole human race is 
groaning under the fetters that the Republican party was mostly 
instrumental in forming and forging. r 

There is less of hope, less of freedom, less of spirit in this world 
to-day than there has been for the last one hundred years. Wages 
in the Old World are at starvation prices; whole continents are 
enslaved; there’ are 350,000,000 slaves in India. Egypt has been 
enslaved for the last fifteon years by this same despotic power, and 
the same power is vindicating the right of the Turks to trample 
upon the Christians and upholding barbarities which are protested 
against by the wholeChristian world. The same party, with such 
a record, is fighting to have slavery everywhere. 

It is the party that has taken from the youth of this land the 
opportunities they enjoyed from the first discovery of America, 
until now there is not a vocation open to a young man to make a 
home for hisfamily. Every avenue isclosed; all opportunitiesare 
oy by reason of falling prices created by the destruction of one- 

alf of the supply of staydard money. The Republican party 
stand by that—stand by it why? They will stand by itso long 
as England will, and everybody knows that England will stand 
by it so long as she is the greatest creditor nation in the world. 

Look at her vast dominion; see the effect of it; look at the condi- 
tion of this country now, compare it with what it was twenty 
years ago, and tell me of any other cause of the present condition 
except that the Republican party has destroyed the money of the 
Constitation. What has doneit? What has produced this uni- 
versal distress? What has placed the world on the highroad to 
slavery again but the cooperation of the Republican party with 
an alien syndicate in London to impoverish the world and enslave 
mankind? I donot likethatrecord. I regret more then anybody 
else that it has been made. I wanted to live and die in the Re- 
publican party, for the Republican party was very dear to me; 
but I could not stand by and see these wrongs perpetrated and 
stay with it without a protest, and I will protest while I live 
against the wrongs perpetrated by the Republican party, no mat- 
ter what its former record may have been. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I propose that we now return to 
bagging and burlaps and bags. I have a matter of quarrel with 
the Senator from California [Mr. Perkins]. Ido not know what 
was his object in bri: ging this red rag into this discussion. I really 
think he would have treated us more fairly if he had stuck to his 
penitentiary and his imported burlaps. 

Just here it would be a very interesting thing to know—though 
I do not feel at liberty to inquire—whether the legislature of Cali- 
fornia which instructed its Senators to vote for free bags has ever 
changed that instruction. The distinguished and venerable Sen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], as well as I, had some acquaint- 
ance with that country several years ago. We found many hard- 
headed, clear-headed, iron-willed people there; and I suppose that 
when they gave those instructions they expected their Senators to 
comply with them; andif they gave them, just as sure as you live 
they gave them with a continuando, and not for to-day or to- 
morrow. 

Mr. President, let us come back to bags and cotton bagging. I 
am not going to make any assault on the Republican party this 
evening. Iam perfectly willing to put off the free coinage of sil- 
ver until to-morrow morning after breakfast, if we can only get 
our Republican friends to do one modicum of justice toward those 
farmers—I just want a modicum. There is no pretense that the 
motion to strike out this paragraph in any way conflicts with this 
delightful doctrine of protection. 1 would not presume to ask 
Senators on the other side to allow this motion to be agreed to if 
it did. I would know in advance that they would not do it. 

I do not want to assault the Republican party this evening, be- 
cause I want to persuade Senators that, as this motion does in no 
way conflict with their favored doctrine of protecting manufac- 
tures, they should allow it topass. The retention of the paragraph 
can not possibly do their party any good: it can not possibly tend 
to popularize the tariff bill which they are enacting to put this tax 
onthefarminginterest. Itcan not possibly do so; and really, when 
I made the motion, I had hoped that the distinguished Senator from 
lowa (Mr. ALLISON], with his clear head, would have proposed to 
us to adjourn this matter over until he could consult with those 
for whom he is acting, and I should have joined him at once. 

Really, with his clear head as to political effects, and his un- 
doubted knowledge of what is good for his party, I had hoped 
that he would say, ‘ Well, let us consult about it in our private 
consultation room.” I should have been delighted to have heard 
him say that, because it would then have given me some hope that 
there was this little particle of justice—not protection—but this 
ee of justice toward the mass of the peopleof the United 
States, who would have been protected by his consent; but when the 
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Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] came into the lists, I saw 
that he wanted protection for his penitentiary, that he wanted 
protection against this cooly labor for his penitentiary labor. 

Mr. President, Iam in serious thought about this matter. I 
am not jesting about an important matter of this sort. I hope 
yet the Senators who have the absolute control here will consider 
this question seriously and see how it affects every farmer in the 
country. You have been told of the wheat which is put in these 
bags. Well, I suppose the wheat has to be done up in clean bags; 
Tam igoape | thatitshould be. I am willing that California should 
make its wheat bags in its own penitentiary. We all know that 
there are thousands of other uses by farmers, besides the bagging 
of wheat and sending it to market, for those bags. 

You have been told by the Senator from South Carolina Noni 
TILLMAN] that they use it in bagging their fertilizers in that State. 
Yes, they use it in teasing their fertilizers in all the other South- 
ern States, at least, and it costs them just that much more. It is 
a tax that you pro to put on the farmers in the West who 
also use bagging. All wheat is not shipped in bulk, even in the 
West. You gentlemen who live in the cities may think that un- 
less the wheat goes to your cities and so on to the nations of the 
world there is none used. There is hardly a farmer in the coun- 
try who does not use these bags, and a number of them, for his 
domestic purposes on his plantation. Did you never hear of a 
man by the name of Henry Clay, who rode to the mill on a meal 


bag? 

ae. HOAR. May I inquire if it is the eminent protectionist of 
that name to whom the Senator refers? 

Mr. PETTUS, I have heard that he was a protectionist inci- 
dentally. 

Mr. HOAR. We have heard of him. 

Mr. PETTUS. But I never did hear that he wasa protectionist 
for the sake of protection. I never heard that. But he rode on a 
meal bag; he carried his wheat to mill, and I tell you, sir, there 
are thousands of others carrying their wheat to mill the same way 
to-day in the agricultural regions of this country. 

These bags are used also for the bagging of cotton seed and of cot- 
ton-seed meal, It isnever shipped in bulk, but isshipped in sacks, 
and a vast number of sacks are used in that way, and they are 
used in every one of the cotton States. Itisavast industry. You 
are taxing the farmer on that. 

Now, | want to ask the Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber to try in this one instance to give the farmer some slight 
degree of relief from the oes taxes which are put upon him. 
If you will do that, every farmer in the land will thank you for 
that, whatever they may say about you in reference to other 


ings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Perrusj, to strike out 
paragraphs 341 and 342. 

Mr. PETTUS. On that amendment! call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary pr ed 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] to the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Kenney], and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HansBrouGH]; otherwise 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae}, but I transfer 
that pair to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], both Sen- 
ators being absent. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockRELL] and 
my a (Mr. HaLe] are engaged in committee on the defi- 
ciency bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Those Senators are paired for the 
wg and therefore I am at liberty to vote, and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. If he were 
here, I should vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). My pair with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY] having been transferred 
to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar], I am at liberty 
to vote, and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MircHe.i]}. If he were here, 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. BERRY (when Mr, WALTHALL’s name was called). The 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] is unavoidably absent 
to-day, and is pai with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Spooner}. If the Senator from Mississippi were here, he would 
vote “yea.” 

Thé roll call was concluded. 5 

Mr. ELKINS (after having voted in the negative). I voted in- 
advertently. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. FAULKNER], 
who is not present; and therefore I withdraw my vote. 
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Mr. BATE. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 1,» 
Ris] is unavoidably absent. He is paired with the Senator fr», 
Vermont [Mr. MorriLi]. If my colleague were here, he would 
vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). | am 
paired with the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLanx). |... 

transfer that pair to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Ari ip.) 


and vote ie . 

Mr. DANIEL. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Nort} 
Dakota [Mr. Hansproven] to my colleague (Mr. Martin}, ang 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN. I am paired with the Senator from Pe 
vania [Mr. ri. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CHANDL (after having voted in the affirmative). 
Would it be in order, Mr. President, for me to ask what the ques. 
tion is upon which we are voting? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon the motion to strike out para- 
graphs 341 and 342. 

r. CHANDLER. Who made the motion? 
. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama [Mr, 

ETTUS]. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to withdraw my vote in the affirma- 


tive. I vote “ ae 

Mr. PASCO. I sug to the Senator from West Virginia | Mr. 
ELK1tNs], who is paired with his colleague [Mr. FauLKner}, that 
we transfer our pairs, so that his tee will stand paired with 
the ~ and from Washington [Mr. WILSON], with whom [ am 
paired. 

Mr. ELKINS. That is agreeable to me, and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PASCO. I vote “‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 28; as follows: 


nnsyl- 


YEAS—31. 
Bacon, Gray, Mills, Stewart, 
Bate, * Murphy, Teller, 
Berry, Heitfeld, Pasco, Tillman, 
Butler, Jones, Ar’ Pettigrew, ‘Turner, 
Chilton, Kyle, Pettus, Turpie, 
Clay, McEnery, Rawlins, Vest, 
Daniel, McLaw Roach, White 
Gorman, Mantle, Smith, 
NAYS—28. 
Allison, r oar, Platt, N. Y. 
Burrows, Foraker, McBride, Pritchard, 
Chandler, Frye, Mason, Shoup, 
Culiom, Gallinger, Nelson, Thurston, 
Davis, Gear, Penrose, Warren, 
boe, Perkins, Wellington, 
Elkins, Hawley, latt, Wetmore. 
NOT VOTING—30. 
Aldrich, Faulkner, Lod uay, 
Allen, George, McMillan, seri, 
Baker, Hale, Mallory, epooner 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Martin althall, 
Cannon, Tenn. Mitcheil, Wilson, 
Carter, Jones, Nev. organ, Wolcott. 
Clark, Kenney, Morrill, 
Cockrell, Lindsay, Proctor, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My Lon ae grea was that paragraph 
839 was included in the motion to strike out, but I understand it 
was not so put bythe Chair. I move to strike out paragraph 3:9. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 


Senator from Arkansas to strike Par ees hh 339. 
= WHITE. Was paragraph included in the motion to 
strike out? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that para- 
graphs 341 and 342 were included in the motion. 

r. BUTLER. I submitted an amendment to the tariff bl! to 
strike out pa hs 339, 341, and 342, of which I gave notice 
some weeks ago. I called the attention of several Senators t0 the 
fact that the motion made by the Senator from Alabama did not 
cover one of the which affects jute bagging: an‘ it 
we cuggested to _ to let the motion — hte _— mote, 
and to make a motion covering ater. see the 
Senator from Arkansas has aon aipie tims motion. The three 
paragraphs should share the same fate 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There can be no objection, the other 
hs having been stricken out, to striking out para- 


aph 339, 
e The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 


proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs] to strike out 
paragraph 


339. 
Mr. ALLISON. I call for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Very well; let us have the yeas and 


na 
The gaaent nays were ordered. 
Mr. BUTLER. I want to state that it is v 


—-_ 339 was not included with paragra 


unfortunate that 
$41 and 342; for 


e Senate now refuses to strike out aph 339, it would 
destroy practically the advantage esta bys 


striking out para- 











jute would be imported under para- 


342, and it would 


1 and 342, because 
matter fo have mort of 1 clased tier paragrayh 
ave most of itc under paragrap 
oe, “Theref aw. unless this aph is stricken out, we practi- 
cally lose whatever benefit would 


come from striking out para- 
gra $41 and 342. , . 

. PETTUS. phs 341 and 342 were stricken out with 
the view that the articles embraced therein should be put on the 
free list. That was the express declaration at the time. 

Mr. BERRY and Mr. WHITE. That will come up later. 

The ed to call the roll. 

Mr. of Kansas (when his name was called). I trans- 
fer my pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK] to the 
Senator from Nebraska (Mr. ALLEN], and vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from ylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I make the same 
statement as before. I have exchanged pairs with the Senator 


from West V: [Mr. ELx1ns], and I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. oe his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator as [Mr. WARREN]. I do not see him in 
the Chamber, and withhol my vote. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. ; 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am paired with the senior Senator 
from V: 4 DANIEL}. 

Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in the negative). I desire 


to announce that I have a permanent 
from Louisiana . CAFFERY], but 
to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones], and I have voted. 

Mr. CULLOM (after hav voted the negative). I am 

with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. Iun- 
erstand that the Senator from Montana [ Mr. eee is absent 
without a , and I will therefore take the liberty of transfer- 
ring my with the Senator from Delaware to him, and let my 
vote stand. ; 

Mr. TURNER. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Wyoming (Mr. WARREN) to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Martin], and I vote ‘‘ yea,” 

Mr. SBROUGH. Iwill transfer aa ree with the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. DanreL] to the senior Senator from Montana 


. CARTER}. 
Ot WHITE, A transfer has already been made. 
Mr. BERRY. TheSenator from Illinois {[Mr. CuLLOM] has just 


ir with the senior Senator 
have transferred my pair 


transferred his with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] 
to the Senator Montana [Mr. CarTER]. 
Mr. UGH. Very well; I will let my pair stand. 
Mr. PEN. (after having voted in the negative). I ought 


to state that I voted under the same arrangement already stated 


as to my pair. 

Mr. CLAY (after having voted in the affirmative). As I un- 
derstand the junior Senator from Massachusetts Ai LopaGe] will 
stand with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Kenney], I 

my vote stand. 

Mr. WARREN. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. TURNER. I announced my pair with the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. WARREN], and later on transferred my pair to 
the Senator from V: [Mr. Martin] and voted. 

Mr. WARREN ( having voted in the negative). 
pair has been transferred, I will withdraw my vote, of course. I 
came in the ee and seeing the Senator from Washington 


é 


[Mr. TURNER that I was at liberty to vote. 

The VICE- IDENT. The Senator from Wyoming with- 
draws his vote, 

The tulated the vote. 

Mr. W. . With permission, I will transfer the pair ar- 


i 


the Senator from Virginia (Mr. Martin] and 

, and let the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin] stand 

with the Senator from Kansas . Baker]. I vote “nay.” 

. PETTUS. To whom was the Senator's pair transferred? 

. BERRY. To the Senator from Kansas | Mr. BAKER}. 
result was announced—yeas 29, nays 28; as follows: 


gee 


pie 





Platt, N. Y. 

Prite b 

mo 
oup, 

Th 


Wetmore. 
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NOT VOTING—2. 


Aldrich, Daniel, Kenney, Morrill, 
Allen, Faulkner, Kyle, Quay, 
Baker, George, Lindsay, Sewell, 
Caffery, Gray, Lodge, Spooner, 
Cannon, Hale. MeMillan, Walthall, 
Carter, Hansbrough, Martin, Wellington 
Clark, Harris, Tenn. Mitchell, Wilson, 
Cockrell, Jones, Nev. Morgan, Wolcott 


So the motion of Mr. Jones of Arkansas to strike out paragraph 
839 was ed to. 

Mr. PETTUS. I now move that the articles embraced in par- 
agraphs 341 and 342 be placed on the free list. 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest that that motion will be in order later 
on, not now. 


Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama that 
that motion is not in order now. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We have not yet reached the free 
ist. 

Mr. ALLISON. It will be in order later on. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
111, to strike out the following paragraph: 


343. Handkerchiefs, composed of flax, hemp, ramie, or other vegetable 

ber, except cotton, whether in the piece or otherwise, and whether wholly 
or partly finished, if not hemmed, or hemmed only, 50 per cent ad valorem; 
if hemstitched or imitation hemstitehed, or revered, or have drawn threads, 
but not embroidered, 55 per cent ad valorem. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


343. Handkerchiefs composed of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which these sub- 
stances, or either of them, is the component material of chief value, whether 
in the piece or otherwise, and whether finished or unfinished, not hemmed 
or hemmed only, 50 per cent ad valorem; if hemstitched, or imitation hem- 
stitched, or revered, or with drawn threads, but not embroidered or initialed, 
55 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out ‘‘fifty” and 
insert ‘‘forty ” in the committee amendment, line 4; and in line6é 
I move to strike ou); ‘‘ fifty-five” and insert ‘‘ forty.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In this connection, without asking 
the Senate to hear it read, I will insert in the RecorpD an extract 
which I have taken from the New York Journal of Commerce. 
Task that it may go in the Recorp. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


[New York Journal of Commerce and Commercial Bulletin, May 29, 1897.] 


OPPOSING THE SENATE TARIF®—HANDKERCHIEF IMPORTERS SAY PROPOSED 
RATES ARE EXCESSIVE—THE IMPOSITION OF 5) PER CENT ON LINEN 
HANDKERCHIEFS WOULD, THEY SAY, DISORGANIZE THE TRADE. 

The panies of 55 per cent on linen handkerchiefs would, they say, dis- 
organize the trade. 

A detailed statement of the position of the linen trade on the duties pro- 
— by the Senate Finance Committee appeared in these columns soubor dae. 

mporters of linen handkerchiefs are quite as bitter against the proposed rates 
as any other branch of the linen trade. The chairman of the handkerchief 
committee of the Linen Trade Association said yesterday: 

“I think that 50 per cent on embroidered and 40 per cent on plain linen 
handkerchiefs is a high revenue tariff and can be collected. Even those rates 
are dangerous and there is more or less undervaluation, but when you in- 
crease the rates to 55 and 60 per cent you are putting a premium upon under- 
valuation, and honest merchants will not be able to do business in competition 
with the undervaluers. 

“In view of the fact that the manufacture of linen handkerchiefs is not 
and, in the nature of things, is not likely to become an industry in the United 
States, the linen-handkerchief importers would respectfully ask that the 
rates of duty to be assessed on them be made in accordance with the state- 
ment submitted by the representatives of the Linen Association of New 
York to the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives on 
January 11, 1897. 

“The chief item in the linen-handkerchief trade is, of course, plain white 
hemmed and hemstitched handkerchiefs in various sizes, for men, women, 
and children, and taxed, under present law, at 40 per cent ad valorem 
These goods are not in any sense luxuries, but necessities of the people, and 
as they enter in no way into competition with any domestic industry, and 
such industry can not be fostered by the imposition of even double the duty, 
we think a higher rate unnecessary. The bill now proposed puts the duty on 
these goods at 5) per cent for hemmed and 55 per cent on hemstitched—the 
latter being by far the more important line. By the McKinley tariff hem- 
stitched linen handkerchiefs were assessed 50 per cent, and we claim that 
even this is an excessive rate, unless for protective purposes, which does not 
enter into this question at all. 

“ The imposition of 55 per cent on linen handkerchiefs will disorganize the 
entire trade, will heavily increase the cost of one of the people's necessities, 
and be certain to be magnified by the enemies of protection far beyond its 
real importance, to the injury of the party now endeavoring to foster and 
protect American industries. 

“Tf it is deemed essential that a higher rate than now obtains sball be levied 
for revenue purposes, we would respectfully recommend that an advance to 
45 per cent would beample, with this advantage to the people, that it would 
cause very trifling, if any, changes in the prices of goods, while it would 
fairly assess for the increased needs of the Government 

“ We alsourge very earnestly that initial handkerchiefs be put at same rate 
as linen handkerchiefs, where value of initial does not exceed one-half the 
value of the handkerchief it is made on. The great mass of initials aro little 
more than marks on handkerchiefs, and of far less than above relative value 
to handkerchief. They are not known to the trade as, nor in any sense are, 
embroidered handkerchiefs, and should not be classed as such. 

“On embroidered linen handkerchiefs we urge that no higher duty than 50 
per cent be assessed. It is a pure matter of revenue, and assessing | per 
cent, as the Dingley bill proposes, is simply offering a premium to dishonesty. 
Protection does not enter into the question in the least degree, the goods net- 
ther made nor makable in this country. 

“Wet the rates proposed in the Dingley bill are unwise and impolitic. 
are sure to cause reaction in public sentiment, now unmistakably in 
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favor of reasonable protection wherever needed, and invite changes an 

. ductions as soon as power changes hands. The country demands een ont 
settled conditions, as their absence prevents the return of the good times of 
1802 and previous. And if moderate views prevail, and the present or asmall 
revenue rate over the present rates prevail, no interest will suffer, either 
nationally or peorane, and the resulting settled conditions will inure to the 
common ¢ 


The VICE- PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment of the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of 
the committee. 


The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
to strike out the following paragraph: 


344. Woven fabrics of flax, hemp, or ramic. or of which these substances, 
or either of them, is the component material of chief value, and es 
more than 50 and not more than 1% threads tothesquare inch (counting bot 
warp and filling) 9 cents per pound: containing not more than 5) threads to 
the square inch, 8 cents per pound; bleac: shirting cloth, composed of flax, 
hemp, or ramie, or of which these substances, or either of them, is the com- 
— material of chief value, measuring not less than 35 nor more than 37 
nches in width and containing more than 100 threads to the square inch 
(counting both warp and filling), 35 per cent ad valorem. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


344. Woven faisrics or articles not specially provided for in this act, com- 
(1 of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which these substances or either of them 
Bt the ——— material of chief vane weighing 4 ounces or more per 
square yard, when od ail not more than threads to the square inch, 
counting the a threads to nape square yard; containing more than 
uare inch, 3 ; 

saa 


6 and not ssepe teen 
ban 190 ¢ to 
1s) thrende to the 


containing more thon 1 and 

cents per square yard; — ene 

vents per square yard, and ition ee on all the es E 
centad valorem: Provided, That none of the foregoing articies in para- 
graph shall pay a less rate ‘of duty than 50 per cent ad valorem. Woven fab- 
rics of flax ramie, or of which these substances or either of them is 
the component material of chief value, incl such as is known —— 

cloth, weighing less than 4 ounces per square yi =a con 

threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, 


112, 


Mr. "ALLISON, I wish to modify the amendment of the com- 
mittee in line 2, page 113, by a “three,” before “ cents,” 
and a “two and three-fourths;” in line 4, by strikin out 
“seven,” before “ cents,” and insertin; ‘*six;” and in line 
striking out ‘‘ ten,” before ** cents,” an inserting *“nine;” so as to 


oven fabrics or articles not specially provided for in this act, com d 
dane hemp, or ramie, or of which these su substances or either of them is the 


t material of chief value, weighiog 4 ounces or more square 
yard, when containing eg apt threads to the square in 
warp and 


Sees anaes 
taining ae SP 

cen Sor aquase 

9 cents yard, and in 
cont ad valorem. 


oa amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call attention to one fact in connection 
with this paragraph. Under the Wilson Act—the existing law— 
the duty non 35 per cent ad valorem upon the articles mentioned 
- the | Soaps so Under the cameiaehs proposed by the major- 

of comunittee, the duty is increased upon all the articles to 

~ frcclpente that is, it shall not be less than 50 per cent on all the 
articles mentioned in the except shirting, upon which 
distinction made? 


plain articles inserted in the last bracket of the 
Mr. VEST. That can not be. They can not be more Sites 
because some of them do not costas much. Some of the shirtings 


are very fine goods, very expensive I move to strike out 


of the , in line 2, the s ‘8 cents per square yard.” 

Mr. RTLISON, I have already had it amended b by making the 
rate 24 cents = square — 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike eut “2% cents per square 
yard;” in lines 4 and 5, to strike out “6 cents per square yard,” 
and also in lines 6 and 7, to strike out ‘9 — per square yard,and 
in addition thereto, on ‘all the foregoing, 30 per cent ad valorem: 
Provided, That none of the foregoing articles in this para 
shall pay a less rate of duty than 50 per cent ad valorem.” 
then read: ‘‘ Woven fabrics of flax, he 
these substances,” etc., down to the usion of the . 
“35 per centum ‘ad valorem.” My object is to put the 
rates of ‘of duty tpon all these articles. 

Mr. JON. Arkansas. Will the Senator from Missouri 
allow me tos 


“85 per cent ad valorem,” 
mainder of the paragraph 


a. His intention is to 
toe 


+ ys yard; 
ant to the square ch 
—: 


a & 


twill 
, or ramie, or of which 
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—. 


recently—that in the Wilson Act there was a special provisi.)), as 


to shirti I may be mistaken. 

Mr. ne Save alee aan as ant in tho las 
provision Leen, Hel “Woven fabrics of he 
ramie, or of which these subst or either of them, Bethe: 
ponent material of chief ee . ava other fabrics includ. 

, Or ramie, or a ay 


para, 344 must be either 
ture of them, ae there may be a mix 
or ramie may be a y, ry 


ture of cotton and flax, hemp, or 
small of the fabric. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The first lines of the paragraph co ver 
that: ‘* Woven Th or articles not ay provided for 
this act, co flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which these <)),. 
anon, or either = them, is the component material of ¢))\./ 


ue.” 

ae ALLISON. That means that they must be composed of 
these substances, or of either of them. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. caeup senguege isin the last part 
of the paragraph: ‘‘ Woven fabrics of flax, hemp, or ramie, « ,; 
which these substances, or either of them, is the component 1). 
terial of chief value.” 

Mr. ALLISON. That is t. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is exactly the same languace. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the intention to cover only fabrics majo 
of these articles, or of which someof them are substances of ¢))\o/ 
value. We will take the vote on the amendment of the Sc nator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. I would just as soon have the vote taken on tho 
suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas, to put in the Wilson 
Act, which would include shirtings. 

Mr. ALLISON. The substance of the Senator’s amendment 
ne Og yg oe rc agienlyar par paar some 

rt. VEST. Thirty-five per cent ad valorem, including s)irt- 


«SOMES of dene. I. that the Senator could 


an inserting “35 per cent t ad 
Sesaubstiviviens. 


mn- 


Mr. VEST. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. After the word “‘ value,” in line 22, page 112, 
it is proposed to strike out the remaining portion of the paravraph 
and to insert the words *‘35 per cent ad valorem;” so as to read: 

Woven fabrics or articles not quockity partied for in this act, com: 
of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which these substances or either of them is the 
component material of ‘chief value, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment of the 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to strike out the word “less,” in the tenth 
litie, page 113, and substitute the word “greater;” so as to read: 


Provided, That none of ee een Ses geoageaph sha! ay 
peer ee eee oe 


Hen! r cent is enough. 
CE-PRESIDENT. If the Senator from Texas will wit! 
hold t his amendment, ee aaoeee first oneal tod ety — on agree- 
e out paragraph 
ae Ruscuneneh 


ing to the amendment of the 
The Senator from Texas moves to 
strike out the word “ less,” in the tenth line, page 113, and insert 
he amendment was me poms 

The next amendment of the Committeeon Finance was, in }):\1 
agr 345, page 113, line 17, after the word “‘ hemp,” to strike out 
‘ge. in the same line, after the word “‘ or,” to insert “other vere- 
table fiber. or;” and in line 20, after the word ‘‘act,” to strike out 

“fifty” and insert “forty-five; ” so as to make the paragray)l: rea . 

eek cas cena bstances, a eee iideeicoomrensterts! of chief of 

su oO 
valine, ebapociell y provided for in this ext, 45 por ouat ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the paragraph |v 
striking out ‘‘ forty-five” and inserting “‘ thirty-five,” which is the 
present law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of the committe’. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the committee. - 


The amendment was 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on pis? 
113, to strike out 346, in the following words: 

346. All manufactures of jute or other vegetable fiber, t flax, hemp, 
rans, oF sotvon. or of which Juba or other vopotable Aber except flax ben. 
ramie, or cotton the component material chief value, n0' speciall 
vided for in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 











The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 
Schedule K.—Wool and manufactures of wool. 
Mr. VEST. We do not want to go on later this evening. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator from Iowa propose 
roceed further this afternoon? 
Mr. ALLISON. Being Saturday afternoon, and having com- 
pleted Schedule J et that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of ness. 
Mr. MASS I ae Senator from Iowa & d oo me for 
urpose aos present consideration o te bill 164. 
2 ALLISON. I will withhold the motion for a moment. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT BUTTE CITY, MONT. 


Mr. MANTLE. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 164) to provide for the construction of a public 
building at Butte , Mont. 


There being no 0 on, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the T to purchase, acquire by condemnation, or otherwise 
provide s alia. and cause to erected thereon a suitable, com- 
modious, and aie oe ee including Svapeet cain, 
heating and ven apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for 
the — and accommodation of the United States post-office, inter- 
nal revenue and other Government offices, in city of Butte 
and State of et aein beatin = - and the ne 
including fireproof vaul ing and ventilating apparatus, ele- 
vators, and . , not to exceed $300,000. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
executive business. 





The motion to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 
10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 21, 
1897, at 11 @. m. 

‘ NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 19, 1897. 
CONSULS-GENERAL. 


Hector de Castro, of New York, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Rome, Italy, vice Wallace S. Jones, resigned. 
Charles L. Cole, of Pennsylvania, to be consul-gen of the 
United Statesat Dresden, Saxony, vice William S. Carroll, resigned. 
E. Turner, of Connecticut, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Ottawa, Canada, vice John B. Riley, resigned. 
CONSULS. 
Hilary $. Brunot; of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 
Etienne ice Char 


States at St. \ , Vice les W. Whiley, jr., re- 
George F. of Connecticut, to be consul of the United 
States at um, vice Harvey Johnson, resigned. 


Walter Schumann, of New York, to consul of the United 
States at Mayence, Germany, vice Perry Bartholow, resigned. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
Albert B. White, of West Virginia, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of West Virginia, to succeed Edwin M. 
Gilkeson, resigned. 


MARSHAL. 

Addison Davis James, of Kentucky, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Kentucky, vice James Blackburn, whose 
term expired April 2, 1897. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Thomas A. Roseberry, of Susanville, Cal., to be register of the 
land office at Susanville, Cal., vice Frank F. Peck, removed. 

. ‘Tay on OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Alfred H. of Cedarville, Cal., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Susanville, Cal., vice James Wylie, resigned. : 

: COMMISSIONER FOR ALASKA. 

Se, Whatcom, Wash.. to be a commissioner 
in and for the of Alaska, to reside at Kadiak, vice Alphonso 
C. Edwards, resigned. 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Ensign Edward Moale, jr., to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from the 4th day of June, 1897, vice Lieut. (Junior 
Grade) Lewis J. Clark, promoted. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 19, 1897. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
L. Woodford, of New York, to be envoy extraordinary 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to 


and Spain, 
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APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
Raymond Spear, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant 
surgeon. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) John F_ Luby, to be a lieutenant. 
Ensign George W. Logan, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
Lieut. Commander Eugene de Forrest Heald, to be a com- 
mander. 
Lieut. George P. Colvocoresses, to be a lieutenant-commander. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Lewis J. Clark, to be a lieutenant. 
SOLICITOR OF THE TREASURY. 
Maurice D. O'Connell, to be Solicitor of the Treasury. 
DEPUTY AUDITOR FOR WAR DEPARTMENT. 
Daniel A. Grosvenor; of Maryland, to be deputy auditor for the 
War Department. 
COMMISSIONERS. 


Caldwell W. Tuttle, of Columbia City, Ind., to be a commis- 
sioner in and for the District of Alaska, to reside at Sitka. 

Clinton A. Snowden, of Tacoma, Wash., to be commissioner for 
lands of the Puyallup Indian Reservation in Washington. 

Clarence L. Chaffee, of Omaha, Nebr., to be a member of the 
Missouri River Commission, provided for by the act of Congress 
approved July 5, 1884, entitled ‘“‘An act making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes.” 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Levi M. Willcutts, of Minnesota, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Duluth, in the State of Minnesota. 


SENATE. 
MonDaAy, June 21, 1897. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. Jonn F. Goucuer, D. D., of Baltimore, Md. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION CONTRACTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the 
president of the Mississippi River Commission, Col. G. L. Gilles- 
pie, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, calling attention to 
an error in the statement of that commission published in Senate 
Document No. 144, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. ALLEN presented a oo of the Commercial Club, of 
Omaha, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation to stimu- 
late and re-create our merchant-marine interests; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Battlecreek, 
Nebr., praying for the early enactment of a protective-tariff law; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Nebraska Beet Sugar Asso- 
ciation, praying for the adoption of the proposed sugar schedule 
in the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He oe presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 2094) 
setting apart Fort Omaha, in the county of Douglas and State of 
Nebraska, for aschool to be used for the education of Indian youth, 
and for other purposes; which were referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HALE presented memorials of the Pray-Small Company, of 
Auburn; of Wise & Cooper, of Auburn; of the Johnson Bros, 
Shoe Manufacturing Company, of Hallowell; of C. A. Allen &Co., 
of Portland; Foss, Packard & Co., of Auburn; the Hodson Shoe 
Company, of Yarmouthville; E. G. Sprigg, of Auburn; the C. A. 
Cushing Shoe Company, of Freeport; the Bloomfield Shoe Com- 
pany, of Skowhegan; Lynn, Ashe & Noyes, of Auburn; the Amer- 
ican Shoe Manufacturing Company, of Auburn; the Brunnel- 
Higgins Shoe Company, of Portland; the Shaw-Godding Shoe 
Company, of Springvale; G. H. Barr & Co., of Wilton; Butler & 
Clark, of Springvale, and of H. E. Pinkham, of Portland, all in 
the State of Maine, remonstrating against any increase in the 
present rate of duty on tanned skins for morocco or a duty on raw 
goatskins; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a ee of sundry citi- 
zens of Corfu, N. Y., praying for the early enactment of a pro- 
tective-tariff law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of New York 
City, Long Island, and Wappinger Falls, all in the State of New 
York, remonstrating against the proposed increase of the tax on 
beer; which were ordered to lie on the table. 





wit 


Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, remonstrating against an increase in the present rate of 
duty on tanned skins for moroccoora duty on raw goatskins; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr, CHILTON presented memorials of Pat O’Keefe and sundry 
other citizens, of R. E. L. Knight and sundry other citizens, of 
R. B. Allen and sundry other citizens, and of Charles Fred Tucker 
and sundry other citizens, all of Dallas, in the State of Texas, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented sundry petitions of citizens of 
Point Caswell, Dallas, Cherryville, West Durham, and Lincolnton, 
all in the State of North Carolina, and a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Portsmouth, Va., praying for the early passage of the 
pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom wasreferred the bill (S. 1446) for the relief of William H. 
a reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1990) to require patents to be issued to 
land actually settled under the act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 
the armed occupation and settlement of the unsettled part of the 
peninsula of Florida,” approved August 4, 1842, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2204) to increase the limit of 
cost for the erection of a public building in Stockton, Cal., and 
appropriating money therefor; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2205) granting a pension to John F. Kline; 

= ea 2206) granting a pension to E. W. Hershe, of Fair- 
ay, Colo.; 
e A bill (S. 2207) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


Blake; 

A = (S. 2208) granting an increase of pension to Richard A, 
Cornell; 

A bill (S. 2209) granting an increase of pension to Samantha 


es: 
A bill (S. 2210) granting an increase of pension to Helen L. 
t: 


n , 
A bill (S. 2211) granting a pension to Mary P. Scovel; 
A bill (S, 2212) granting a pension to A. S. Elwood; 
A bill (S, 2218) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Corne- 
lia I. Skiles; 
ee (S. 2214) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Kate 
zekiel; 
A bill (8. 2215) granting a pension to T. R. Le Tellier; 
A bill (S. 2216) to increase the pension of Graham McClossen; 
A bill (8. 2217) granting a pension to Aaron B. Page; 
A bill (S. 2218) granting a pension to Robert N. Pollock; 
A bill (8. 2219) granting a pension to Thomas Madden; 
oa (S. 2220) granting an increase of pension to Charles F, 
OY; 
A hin (S. 2221) granting a pension to us A. Bowers; 
A bill (S. 2222) granting a pension to Elliott H. Benton; 
A bill (8. 2223) granting a pensidn to Maria L. Meserve; 
A bill (S. 2224) granting a pension to James Byrne; 
A bill (S. 2225) granting a pension to John G. B. Masters; 
A bill (S, 2226) granting a pension to Henry Wagner; 
A bill (S. 2227) granting a pension to Andrew J. McWade; 
A bill (8. 2228) granting a pension to James G. Hartzell; 
A bill (S. 2229) nting a pension to Thomas B. Hanoum; 
A bill (S. 2230) increasing the sion of Jackson J. Lane; 
wee” (S. 2231) granting an increase of pension to William 
ells; 
A bill (8, 2282) granting a pension to John C. Fitnam; 
A bill (S. 2283) granting a pension to Jacob D. Walter; 
A bill (S. 2234) granting an increase of pension to Baley Bison; 
A bill (8. 2235) granting an increase of pension to Henry Hatch; 
A bill (S. 2236) granting a pension to Lewis W. Goddard; 
A bili (8. 2287) granting a sion to ey eee 
A bill (S. 2238) increasing the pension of . Hulda Shaw; 
A bill (S. 2239) granting a pension to Aaron Wood; 
A bill (8S. oar; graating a pension to Mrs. Mary L. Daniels; 
A bill (S. 2241) restoring the pension of Theron Johnson; 
A bill (S. 2242) restoring the pension of Alexander W. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 21, 
af aa (S. 2243) granting an increase of pension to Fordyce M 

eit . d au. 
A bill (8. 


2244) for the relief of Henry A. F. Worth; 
A bill (S. 


2245) granting a pension to Rafael Chacon; 
A bill (S. 2246) granting a pension to John Burns: 

A bill (8. 2247) granting a pension to Charles E. Mann: 

A bill (S, 2248) granting a pension to Charles A. Hut:hings: 

A bill (S. 2249) for the relief of Henry Hegwer, of Denver. (|, 
(with accompanying papers); and ; 

A bill (8S. 2250) directing the Secretary of the Interior to pay to 
Andrew Bevins Read, administrator of the estate of Phineas \y 
Read, deceased, the accrued pension on certificate No. 183173. * 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2251) to authorize the Fa)\x 
Church and Potomac Railway Company of Virginia to extend its 
line into and within the District of Columbia, and for other jur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe (0), 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 2252) to correct ang 
amend the military record of Harrison Wagner; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred {., 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


NORTHERN LIBERTY MARKET CLAIMS, 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
hereby are, directed to report to the Senate all action and proceedings taken 
by the auditor of the supreme court of the District of Columbia and the «; 
Commissioners under the act of entitled “An act to provide for th 
peuaaens of certain 7 ~ Maer srotthiosiy letee te. by drawback 
certificates,’ approved Jan . y ng the number and 
amount of all claims filed under said law, the name of each claimant, the 
amount and character of each claim, amount allowed thereon by the said 
auditor, and the amount approved the Commissioners, giving separately 
in each claim the amount allowed an sere’ for property taken, injured, 
or destroyed by reason of the destru or removal of the Northern Lib- 
erty Market in the city of Washington, D. C., in September, 1872. and tho 
amount allowed and approved for the  erenents of claims made for the pur- 
chase, rent, or use of any stall or privile: in said market house and for 
license for conducting the business the to the extent of the unexpired 
term of said purchase, rent, use, or license, and what amount, if any, has 
been allowed in each anne peecnesenny Seren and also the number and 
amount of drawback certificates ed, and to whom issued, and in what 
amount. And are also directed to transmit to the Senate with their answer 
hereto copies of all correspondence between the Commissioners ani the said 
auditor in peqpece ss this act and the proceedings thereunder, and also copies 
of any and opinions and cnameations of the attorney for the District in 
relation to said act and proceedings thereunder. 


SALE OF POISONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GALLINGER. At the request of the Senator from Michi- 
gan [Mr. McMIL.an}, the chairman of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, I move to recommit the bill (8. 470) to regulate 
the sale of poisons in the District of Columbia to the Comittee 
on the District of Columbia for further consideration. 

The motion was i 


- 


uid 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of tho 
House had signed the enrolled bill (8S. 2150) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to provide for the oe of lands in Greer County, 
Okla., to give preference rights to settlers, and for other purposes,” 
approved January 18, 1897, and it was thereupon signed by the 
Vice-President. 

THE TARIFF BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Morning business appears to be 


closed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 37) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was the pu of the committee and it 
was understood on Saturday that Schedule K, ‘ wool and mann- 
factures of wool,” would be taken up this morning. Owing to 
the absence of some Senators who are interested in the scheviule 
and who would like to be present when it is considered, | ask «.n- 
sent that it may be over until to-morrow morning and that 
we go on to-day with Schedule M, relating to pulp, papers, and 
books, and return to wool and woolens to-morrow morning. 
ask our friends on the other side if that course will be satisfactory 


Mr. . oan 2 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, Schedule K, 
“wool and manufactures of wool,” and Schedule L, ‘silks and 
silk goods,” will be passed over, and Schedule M will be taken up, 
the wool schedule to be taken up to-morrow morning. 
The eerie | resumed the —— of the bill at page 135, line 
.—Pulp, books.” The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on was, in paragraph 390, page 
185, line 10, after the word “ pulp,” to strike out ‘‘one-twelfth of 
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1 cent per pound” and insert ‘‘7} cents per 100 pounds;” so as to 
read: 


M ; : 
ical pulp, unbleached, one-sixth of | cent per pound, dry weight; 
fleached rth of 1 cent per pound, dry weight. r 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add at the end of paragraph 390 
the following: 
vided. country or dependency shall impose an export duty 
aa Bees nn of such ae duty shall be added, an an addi- 
tional duty. to the duties herein imposed upon wood pulp, when imported 
from such country or dependency. 

Mr. VEST. I simply desire to call attention to the fact that the 
rice of these articles is increased to the consumer in the United 
tates on account of an import duty, not a bounty, but a duty im- 

by a foreign country. I wish again to express my dissent 

om the justice of this proposition. I can understand why, if a 

bounty is given, this country might add to the tariff duty to the 
extent of that bounty for the purpose of equalizing the taxation, 
and I do not always approve of that; but here, because a foreign 
country puts on an export duty, this country doubles it, and it is 
all to come out of the consumer or purchaser of the article after 
it reaches the United States. I shall not call for the yeas and nays, 
but I ask for a viva voce vote on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows: 

991. Sheathing paper and roofing felt, 10 per cent ad valorem. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to in- 
sert the following as a new paragraph on page 1:35, after line 23: 

301). Filter masse or filter stock, composed wholly or in part of wood pulp, 
wood flour, cotton or other vegetable fiber, 1} cents per pound and 15 per cent 
ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


302. Prin paper, unsized, sized, or glued, suitable only for books and 
newspapers, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert at the end of paragraph 392, 
after “ad valorem,” in line 5, page 136, the following proviso: 

Provided, That nosuch paper shall pay a less rate of duty than three-tenths 
of 1 cent per pound. 
Mr. VEST. What is the equivalent ad valorem? 
Mr. ALLISON. It is the equivalent of 15 percent. 


The ment was agreed to. 
The nextamendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
86, to strike out the following paragraph: 


Papers known commercially as ying paper, stereotype paper, Jap- 
tissue paper, pottery paper, and all other thin papers, white, printed, 

Weighing not over 6 pounds to a standard ream of 480 sheets, ona 
of 2) by 30 inches, made up in reams or any other form, 8 cents per 
and in addition thereto 15 per cent ad valorem; and all papers in same 
as above, over 6 pounds, and not exceeding 10 pounds to the 
ym eo ream —— aun Jetter-copyin books, whether Vasily or par- 

man cents per pound, and in addition thereto 10 per cent 
ad valorem; albumenized or densitized paper, 30 per cent ad valorem; crepe 
paper weighing not less than 6 pounds and not exceeding 10 pounds to the 
standard ream of 480 sheets on a basis of 15 by 20 inches, 6 cents per pound 
and 10 per cent ad valorem. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


$93. Papers commonly known as copying paper. stereotype paper, tissue 


pottery and all similar papers, white, colored, or printed, 
Sot over 6 pounds to the ream of 480 sheets, on a basis of 20 by 30 
reams or any other form, 6 cents per pound and 15 
3 if hing over 6 pounds and not over 10 pounds to the 
, dare 4 wholly or partly aa 
cents per pound and 15 per cen valorem; crepe paper an tering 
paper, 5 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. ALLISON. After the words “pottery paper,” in line 4, 


137, I move to insert ‘‘paper known as bibulous paper,” 
a - 


comma, 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

VEST. I simply desire to call attention to the fact that 
this is a large increase in these articles over the existing rate. 
The taxation imposed by the existing law is 35 per cent ad 

This compound duty amounts to 51.28 per cent ad 
which is a very considerable increase, as will be seen at 
articles of prime necessity, without which busi- 
conducted in this or any other country. 
amendment as amended was agreed to. 
PLATT of Connecticut subsequently said: I was out 
Large ge 393 was passed. I wish to ask the Senator from 
the amendment which was reported by the com- 
was inserted in that paragraph? 
ALLISON. It was not. My attention was not called to 
the moment. 
393. 


echanically ground wood pulp, 7j cents per 100 pounds, dry weight; 
eet Pe 
, one-fou 


It isa little 


z 


a 
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VICE-PRESIDENT. There was one amendment adopted 


s 


back 
The 
stated. 


If there is no objection, I should be glad to go 


ENT. The additional amendment will be 
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The SEcRETARY. In line 12, page 137, paragraph 393, before 
**cents,” insert ‘‘ five” instead of ‘‘four;” so as to read: 
lf weighing over 6 pounds and not over 10 pounds to the ream, and letter- 


copying books, whether wholly or partly manufactured, 5 cents per pound 
and 15 per cent ad valorem 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
which was reported. 

Mr. ALLISON. And printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I object. 

Mr. ALLISON. It isa little increase there. 

Mr. VEST. I thought that paragraph was passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Three hundred and ninety-four was 
passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 394 was passed over. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committeeon Finance was to strike 
out the following paragraph: 


304. Surface-coated papers, plain, embossed, or marbled, 3 cents per pound 


That was one of the amendments 


| and 10 per cent ad valorem; if printed, or covered with metal or its solutions, 


or with gelatin or flock, 3 cents per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem: parch- 
ment papers, and plain basic photographic papers for albumenizing, sensiti- 
zing, or barita coating, 2 cents per — and 10 per cent ad valorem; manu- 
factures of surface-coated or parchment papers, 10 per cent ad valorem in 
addition to the foregoing rates on the same papers; lithographic prints from 
stone, zinc, aluminium, or other material, bound or unbound (except cigar la- 
bels and bands, lettered or blank, music, and illustrations when forming a 
part of a periodical or newspaper and accompanying the same, or if bound in 
or forming part of printed books), on paper or other material not exceeding 
eight one-thousandths of an inch in thickness, 25 cents per pound; on paper 
or other material exceeding eight one-thousandths of an Saek and not exceed- 
ing twenty one-thousandths of an inch in thickness, and exceeding 35 square 
inches cutting size in dimensions, 12 cents per pound; prints exceeding eight 
one-thousandths of an inch and not encoedinn twenty one-thousandths of an 
inch in thickness, and not exceeding 35 square inches cutting size in dimen- 
sions, 10 cents per pound; lithographic prints from stone, zinc, aluminium, or 
other material, on cardboard or other material, exceeding twenty one-thou- 
sandths of an inch in thickness, 9 cents per pound; lithographic cigar labels 
and bands, lettered or blank, printed from stone, zinc, aluminium, or other 
material, if printed in less than ten colors, but not including labels printed 
in whole or in part in bronze or metal leaf, 20 cents per pound; if printed in 
ten or more colors, and including labels printed in whole or in part in bronze, 
but not including labels ys in whole or in part in metal leaf, 25 cents per 
pound; if printed in whole or in part in metal leaf, 40 cents per pound 


And in lieu to insert: 


394. Surface-coated papers not specially provided for in this act, 2} cents 
per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem: if printed; or wholly or partly covered 
with metal or its solutions, or with gelatin or flock, 3 cents per pound and 20 

yer cent ad valorem; parchment papers and plain basic photographic papers 

bor albumenizing, sensitizing, or baryta coating, 2 cents per pound and 10 per 
cent ad valorem; albumenized or sensitized paper or paper otherwise surface 
coated for photographic purposes, 30 per cent ad valorem 


Mr. ALLISON. [ask that paragraph 394 may be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? No objection 
being made, paragraph 394 is passed over. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on 
page 139, after line 22, to strike out the following: 

Manufactures of paper: 

39%. Paper envelopes, plain, 20 per cent ad valorem; if bordered, embossed, 
printed, tinted, or deowwahed, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 140, after line 2, to insert the 
following paragraph: 


3%a. Lithographic prints from stone, zinc, aluminium, or other material, 
bound or unbound (except cigar labels and bangs, music, and illustrations 
when forming part of a periodical or newspaper and accompanying the same, 
or if bound in or forming part of printed books, not specially provided for in 
this act), on paper or other material not exceeding eight one-thousandths of 
an inch in thickness, 25 cents per pound; on paper or other material! exceed- 
ing eight one-thousandths of an inch and not exceeding twenty one-thou- 
sandths of an inch in thickness, and exceeding 35 square inches cutting size 
in dimensions, 12 cents per pound; prints exceeding eight one-thousandths 
of an inch and not exceeding twenty one-thousandths of an inch in thickness, 
and not exceeding 3% square inches cutting size in dimensions, 10 cents per 
pound; lithographic prints from stone, zinc, aluminium, or other material, 
on cardboard or other material, exceeding twenty one-thousandths of an inch 
in thickness, 9 cents per pound; lithographic cigar labels, flaps, and bands, 
lettered or otherwise, printed from stone, zinc, aluminium, or other material, 
if printed in less than ten colors, but not including labels printed in whole or 
in part in bronze or metal leaf, 2) cents per pound; if printed in ten or more 
colors, and including labels printed in whole or in part in bronze, but not in- 
cluding labels printed in whole or in part in metal leaf, 25 cents per pound; 
if printed in whole or in part in metal leaf, 35 cents per pound. Books, book- 
lets, and periodicals of paper or other material, of w hich lithographic prints 
are the component part of chief value, 8 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad 
valorem. 


Mr. VEST. I wish to call attention to the effect of the amend- 
ment in paragraph 395. On the first classification the duty is 
raised 4 cents over the Wilson Act. Under the next classification 
the rise is 5 cents, and under the next the rise is 3 cents; so that 
upon all three of these classifications there is a large increase of 
duty over existing law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
141, after line 15, to insert the following paragraph: 

85b. Writing, letter, note, hand-made, drawing, ledger, bond, record, tab- 
let, and typewriter paper, weighing not less than 1) pounds and not more 
than 15 pounds to the ream, 2 cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem; 
weighing more than 15 pounds to the ream, 3} cents per pound and 15 per 
cent ad valorem; butif any such paper is ruled, bordered, embossed, printed, 


wmwy 
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or decorated in any manner, it shall pay 10 per cent ad valorem in addition 
to the f r $ i That in computing th 


every 180,000 square inches shall be taken to be a ream. nee Noe 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike ont the duty imposed in lines 19 
and 20, page 141, and insert the existing rate—25 per cent ad 
valorem. 

The Secretary. In lines 19 and 20 strike out the words “2 
cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem” and insert in lieu 
thereot the words “ 25 per cent ad valorem.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. In lines 21 and 22 I move to strike ont ‘‘3} cents 
per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem” and insert in lieu thereof 
**35 per cent ad valorem.” 

The amendment was rejected. 


ed from this country $108,117 worth of writing paper, 
and of all other papers $2,521,901 worth. We imported into the 
United States $146,000 worth. This is a mathematical demon- 
stration of the fact that the paper manufacturers of the United 
States control the domestic market and send a large portion of 
their product abroad. 

There is another change from the existing law which is a most 
significant and important one. Heretofore reams have been 
counted by quires. is changes the from quires to 
inches. Iam told by that it has effect of increasing 
the duty. Itis a ure. In tariff bill I have 
ever known anything about we have assumed and stated in the 
bill that so many q of paper madea ream. Here is a change 


I desire to call attention to a proposition with 
et ae Ee eee mae of the sched- 


comparative state- 

from 25 cents to 8 cents a pound 

set forth, there is nothing to show, 

imate as to the percentage, no data 
make a 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, just a word in reply to the Sen- 
ator from California. 

Of course these paragraphs are intended to make the duty on 
paper specific rather than ad valorem. The same difficulty arises 
under paper that arises under a good many of the schedules where 

vided for. The experts who have 

this matter care , { wiil say, agree (at least so far 

as I know they agree) that under 895a and 895b the tariff duty is 

about 35 per cent. Of course it will be a little less on some and a 
little more on others. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
142, after line 4, to insert the following paragraph: 

B85c. for screens or fireboards, and all r 
on ated faed tor inthis ect. #6 por cent ad valorem. mr 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 142, after line 8, to insert 
the following: 


Bad Books of ail kinda triad Pinclading blank bouks and pamphiete,and 
. a and pamphle engrav- 
bound or unbound, etch maps, charts, music in books 
a aol eiaed cee aes not specially provided for in 
this act, 35 per cent ad valorem. i 
Mr. ALLEN. I have been looking this schedule with 

a ee ee fur books, maps, and 
charts impo for strictly educational purposes. I should like 
to ask the Senator from Iowa if such a provision is made. I have 
been unable to find it thus far. 

. ALLISON. They are provided for later in the bill, and put 
=e a 

. VEST. I wish to call attention en eens 
American, that this country, comparati a new one, 
in 1896 of books, vings, pamphlets, etc., to foreign coun- 
tries $2,338,723 imported about one-half that amount, 


or $1,361,165 worth. It seems to have been the i 
sion in a eel dice dome Marek, mac eee ane pbs oo 


amount of our literature upon Euro: 
trade 


These official data show 
that instead of the balance of 


against us as to these 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was,on page 142, after line 15, to insert 
the following paragraph: 


B50. een plain, 25 cent ad valorem; if “—— 
bossed, printed, tin er desavehel, &0 per cont ad valorem. bordered, em. 


Mr. ALLISON. On behalf of the majority of the itte 
sa ae ty committer. | 


If made from tissue, parchment, or imitation parchment paper, 35 »-» 
cent ad valorem. ; 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to add a new paragraph, to be cal)..q 
395f, which was reported in our printed amendment some we:|-< 
ago. 

The Srorerary. It is proposed to insert as a new paragray); 


the following: 
B05. and al wholl tly mann- 
ea eR ee Hn ee erty mn 


The amendment was —— to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on p05 
142, after line 18, to strike out the following paragraph: 
for screens or fire boards, and all «+}.; 


in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem; writ \:,, 
; ; per orem; wr . 


tand typewriter 
and not more than 15 pounds to ¢ |). 
cent ad valorem; & more than 15 


w 

arden but if any 
or decorated in any mu.) 

addition to the foregoing rato.: 


; the on such every 180,000 square 
inches shall be taken to be a ream, Seagend tothe member of sco. 


contained therein. 
The next amendment was, on page 143, after line 11, to strike 
out the following paragraph: 


397. Blank books of all kinds, books, including pamphlets and engravin,:. 
bound or un , and all 


bound, photographs, charts 
printed matter not specially provided for sae Meer Gent ed'valorc.. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 143, after line 16, to strike 
out the following paragraph: 


cards, in packs 
epudirteaee cents per pack 
And in lieu thereof to insert: 
wane Ce ooraest 
Mr. VEST. I suppose playing cards have no friends in this 
Chamber; but I want to attention to the enormous increas: \f 
duty, and I think as a revenue matter it is a mistake. This 
amendmen from rag? 9d cent, which is an enor- 
law, to 200 per cent. I suppose if « 
increase it to 500 per cent, there would be 
because it is just one of those subjects with 
upon one side and the 
bi as a matter of collecting revenue, | 
that these enormous duties are ul, I think 
oe re ent than 
protection, not n at all. 
. MILLS. What is the unit of value? 

Mr. WHITE. Eleven cents. The rate proposed is 200 per cent. 
Mr. MILLS. And there is an internal-revenue tax of 3 cents. 
Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. MILLS. Why make an increase to 200 per cent? 
Mr. VEST. That is just the question Iam asking. I think it 
is a mistake. 

Mr. MILLS. Of course itis. — 

Mr. VEST. I think it will cause a decrease in the revenue. 

doubts in enacting the law of 1894 as to making the 

duty so as itis, and I believe by reference to the compara- 
tive statement it will be seen that it did not increase the revenue. 

Mr.WHITE. Icalltheattention of the Senator from Missouri to 
the fact that the revenue for 1896 this article was $1,459.79; 


so that the rate will be absolutel tive. 
Mr. VEST. ‘That is the intention of a Ee is to exclude 
pao ar Asa matter of course, it will decreas: 
revenue. 


4 cards and at a like rate for 
50 per cent ad valorem. 


&4 cards and ata like rate for 
per cent ad valorem. 


Se 
The reading of the was resumed, The next amendment of 


the Committee on Finance the heading “Schedule N. 


5, to strike out the following 


or jet tximm ace 
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inserting in lieu thereof the new paragraph 404 as it has been 
amen on the motion of the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Cape ALLISON. I ask that paragraph 405, relating to coal, may 


ee over for the present. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request to 


next amendment was, in 401, page 144, line 22, 
oe cule out t y-five” and insert 
“twenty;” so a8 to make the paragraph read: 


straw. grass, leaf, willow, osier, or , suitable for making or 
ornamens hats, 7 cern ese memen, < ron oh pass over paragraph 405? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
hats, bounets, and hoods, commponed of straw, chip, grass, leaf, | Ordered, : 

willow, osier, or r y or y . but not The reading of the bill was resumed; and paragraph 406 was 

rma ber coptag Nesorem timed. por ct ad valorem. But | read, as follows: 

ee in lr cateral form and structure, and rot the 406. Cork bark, cut into squares or cubes, 8 cents per pound; manufactured 

thereof corks over one-half inch in diameter measured at larger end, 15 cents per 

, to. pound; one-half inch and less in diameter, measured at larger end, 25 cents 

The amendment was agreed > = per pound; cork, artificial, or cork substitutes, manufactured from cork 
The next amendment was, in ph 402, 145, line 5, | waste and not otherwise provided for, 8 cents per pound. 

after the word *‘ Brushes,” to out “for the hair, nails,or) Mr. ALLISON. In line 20, before the word “inch,” I move to 


teeth, and all other brushes, and;” in line 6, after the word | strike ont “one-half” and insert ‘three-fourths of an.” 
the comma; and in line8, after the words | {he VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
“ad valorem,” to strike out the comma and the words ‘bristles, 
cen 


a:” Senator from Iowa will be stated. 
ts per pound;” so as to make the para- The Secretary. In paragraph 406, line 20, page 147, before the 


word “‘inch,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ one-half” and insert 
three-fourths of an;” so as to read: 

Manufactured corks over three-fourths of an inch in diameter, measured 
at the larger end, 15 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the word “inch,” at the beginning of 
line 22, I move to strike out ‘‘ one-half” and insert ‘ three-fourths 


” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 


Brushes, brooms and feather dusters of all kinds, and hair pencils, in 
quills or otherwise, 40 per cent ad valore 


45, paragraph 402, I move to strike 
out “forty” and insert “thirty-five,” which is the existing law. 
by the comparative statement in 
imported but $12,660 worth Giastar tat we cheshebiy com 
w , Showing t we absolutely con- 

market and export largely abroad. 


Senator from Iowa will be stated. 
The amendment was rejected. The Geceerany. ta saueere " ; 
. . SECRE ; paragraph 406, page 147, before the word 
7 ee = ee was, 92 | “inch,” at the beginning of line 22, it is proposed to strike out 
page 145, afte t bea > ae Peeagrage: ‘*one-half” and insert “‘ three-fourths of an;” so as to read: 
ate}. Bristles, sorted, or prepared, 7} cents per pound. Three-fourths of an inch and less in diameter, measured at *he larger end, 
The amendment was agreed to. : 2% cents per pound. 
The reading of the bill was resumed at line 12, page 145, as fol-| The amendment was agreed to. 
lows: a Mr. VEST. I call attention to the fact that this increase of 
Buttons and button forms. duty in line 23 is above the McKinley rate, which was 15 cents per 
Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert immediately after the words | pound, and the amendment makes it 25 cents per pound. I move 
“ Buttons and button forms: to strike out ‘‘25 cents” and insert the existing rate, ‘‘ 10 cents.” 
Trousers or of iron or steel, or parts thereof, . Ww . With the Senator's permission, I wish to offe 
nore ete whey or hun "Seen L geste thereat, ao ator’s permission, I wish to offer 
so Saiihet suse than Gb cente par wundre ‘haoe ee Mr. VEST. My colleague on the committee wishes to propose 
; and in thereto on each and all of the above buckles or | a substitute for the whole paragraph, and so I will withhold my 
parts of buckles, 15 per cent ad valorem. cunateienent, 
The amendment was agreed to. % ; Mr. WHITE. With the permission of the Senator from Mis- 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to | souri, I will move to strike out paragraph 406, as reported by the 
strike out paragraph 404, as 


committee, and in lieu thereof to insert the following: 





404. or manufactured, of butte ially factured, 10 cents per pound— 
sod bution mile or Ulatks, shall may duty at the following raton to line | Conse. note OF Partially manufactured, 10 cents por Pous 
button measure one-fortieth namely: Buttons wh com- : as . 
mercially one-half of 1 See ea gross; buttons The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri ac- 
Sa Se eee at” ney neenatin oS tee ee cept the substitute proposed by the Senator from California? 
or me 1 cent per line per gross; and in addition thereto. r. VEST. Certainly. 
on all three four ofc in this paragraph, 15 per cent ad valorem; The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California moves 
fnaterial not spectaly bane this act, = oS Se an amendment to paragraph 406 in the nature of a substitute, 
cents per gross, 1 


which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 406 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 

Corks, wholly or partially manufactured, 10 cents per pound. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 409. page 148, line 10, 
after the words ‘* emery wheels,” to strike out the comma and the- | 
word “ and;” and in line 11, after the word “ files,” to insert ‘‘and 
manufactures of which emery is the component material of chief 
value;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

409. Emery grains,and emery manufactured, ground, pulverized, or re 
fined, 1 cent per — emery wheels emery files, and manufactures of 
which emery is the component material of chief value, 2% per cent ad 
valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I call attention to the fact that emery wheels for 
the first time are now put on the dutiable list; and I am at a loss 
to know, even with the enormons increases found all through this 
bill, why this should have been done, We exported, in 1896, $48,762 
; worth of emery wheels, and we imported none. So there can be 

as a substitute for the original para- no object here of protecting the aceieags manufacture, for there 
line 18, after the word “buttons” where it first oc- is not a single dollar’s worth of these articles brought to thi 
to “except steel;” and in line 19, after + : oe ao 
insert “and steel trousers buttons:” so as to | COUB*TY, While last year we exported nearly $50,000 worth. While 
ay it is a comparatively small matter, yet I think this increased tax- 
ation is arbitrary and not necessary. 

Mr. ALLISON. I inquire what was done in the case of the 
comma, which was proposed to be stricken out by the committee, 
after the words ‘‘ emery wheels,” in line 10? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was stricken out. 

Mr. ALLISON. The comma ought to remain, and I ask that it 
may be restored. 


per gross; buttons not specially provided for in this 
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and nickel bar buttons, one-twelfth of 1 cent 
fourth of 1 cent per line per gross; 

gross; buttons of horn, vege- 
not specially provided for in this act, three- 


and in addition thereto, on all the fore- 
al IS per cont ad valorem; shoe buttons made 
material, 
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butions not epecially provided for in act, ond ofl collar or caff 


ph, after 
—— the word “ bone,” to 


ttons.” 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 


the amended paragraph proposed to be 
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committee proposing to strike it out being disagreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed at line 14, on page 148, 
‘* Explosive substances.” 


make the paragraph read: 


410. Firecrackers of all kinds, 6 cents per pound, the weight to include all 


coverings, wrappings, and packing material. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in paragraph 412, page 148, line 24, 
before the word ‘‘ cents,” to strike out ‘‘five” an 


per pound;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


412. Gunpowder, and all explosive substances used for mining, blastin 
artillery, or sporting purpases, when valued at 20 cents or less per pound 
cents per pound; valued above 20 cents per pound, 6 cents per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in paragraph 413, page 149, line 3, 


after the word “descriptions,” to strike out ‘‘per gross of 144 
boxes, containing not more than 100 matches per box, 10 cents 
per gross; when imported otherwise than in boxes containing not 
more than 100 matches each, 1 cent per 1,000 matches” and insert 


**20 per cent ad valorem;” so as to make the paragraph read: 
413. Matches, friction or lucifer, of all descriptions, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. ALLISON. 1 wish to modify the amendment proposed 


the Committee on Finance by striking out ‘‘20 per cent ad valo- 


rem,” and amending the text of the bill as it came from the House 


by striking out * ten,” in line 6, before the word ‘‘ cents,” and in- 
serting ‘‘ eight;” and in line 8, by striking out ‘‘ one,” before the 
word *‘cent,” and inserting “ three-fourths of a.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee amendment having 


been withdrawn, the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Iowa will be stated. 


The SecrReTaRy. In para 
‘‘cents,” it is proposed to stri 


insert ‘‘ three-fourths of a;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


413. Matches, friction or lucifer, of all descriptions, per gross of 144, con- 


taining not more than 100 matches per box, 8 cents per gross; when imported 
otherwise than in boxes containing not more than 100 matches each, three- 
fourths of a cent per 1,000 matches. 

Mr. WHITE. I call attention to the fact that the Senate com- 
mittee having this matter in charge, after investi 
paragraph 413 as to make it accord exactly with the Wilson law, 
and now the committee pro to recede from the position thus 


taken and adopts a much higher rate. Thatis the real gist of the 


question now before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question before the Senate is on 
agreeing to the amendment on by the Senator from Iowa on 
behalf of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GRAY. Let us have just a word of explanation, please. I 
think we are entitled to it, 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee originally recommended 20 per 
cent ad valorem in lieu of the specific rates provided for in the 
bill as it came to us from the House of Representatives. On 
further examination, we are led to believe that these matches 
should have a specific duty. There are large importations from 
Japan and other countries, and it is said there are great under- 
valuations; and especially are there undervaluations in importa- 
tions from across the border. Therefore, we propose, in lieu of 20 
= cent ad valorem, to make a specific duty which is substantially 
20 per cent ad valorem. a 

Mr. WHITE. I inquire of the on pr taking 8 cents per gross, 
which he now indicates as the proper ount, what is the corre- 
sponding ad valorem percentage? e comparative statement af- 
fords no information whatever either as to 10 cents per gross or 
8 cents cx 08s, 

Mr. ALLISON. From the best information I can secure, I 
think on many of the matches it will be a little less than 20 per 
cent and on others it will be a little over that. 

Mr. WHITE. I am told it is over 50 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. That may be so on some of the very small vari- 
eties of matches. 

Mr. WHITE. No; on the general description. 

Mr. ALLISON. Also on some of the high-priced matches. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the match industry in this country 
has grown to be one of very great importance and of very great 
ar. Match manufacturers have been enabled, it seems 

© me, to prosecute very successfully their business. All t 
ene which eee > their ee to the masses of the 
coun ‘or consumption, roperly managed, are immensely 
sventatios thik fa, fee sccle of Geaeuiagiill te tansaaann Ican 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the comma after 
the words ‘‘emery wheels” will be restored, the amendment of the 





The next amendment of the Committee 
on Finance was, in paragraph 410, page 148, line 15, before the 
word “cents,” to strike out ‘‘eight” and insert “six;” so as to 






insert ‘‘ four;” 
in line 1, on page 149, before the word ‘‘cents,” to strike out 
“eight” and insert ‘‘six;” and after the word “pound,” at the 
end of the same line, to strike out ‘‘smokeless powder, 12 cents 








* 


by 


ph 413, line 6, before the word 
e out ‘‘ten” and insert ‘‘ eight;” 
and in line 8, before the word ‘‘cent,” to strike out ‘‘one” and 


tion, soamended 


JUNE 21, 


— 


very readily understand why those who are engaged in the y 


ufacture of things which are used by the million de oe 
duties than those who make a comparatively small ae “ aoe 


that are used by the very wealthy. A man who gets an eigh;} , 
a cent on every tin wap teak is used by 70,000,000 1 people is wh . 
off than the man who gets $1 on every silk dress. So it js wo 
observe, on all the manufactures which go into general const. 
tion and which are used in every cabin in this country, in ever 
home, however humble, they being necessities of life, that the per- 
sons who control those industries demand a high ad valore:, rate 
of duty, and they demand it under the guise always of a spec itic 
duty, because that serves to conceal the ad valorem, and answers 
their purpose better in preventing importations and interfering 
with access to the cheaper products of the world. 

Mr. President, I know something about the match industry. 
has been a or large industry in my own State; in fact, the mod. 
ern match industry started in the State of Delaware, ani tho 
Diamond Match Company took its name from the Diamond stato 
which Iin part represent. Now, I should like to know why itis thai 
this industry, which I know has been successfully carried on and is 
being successfully carried on oe demands the levy of a tribute 
upon every man, woman, and child in the country to make that 
business more profitable? Where does the information come from? 
It is ex pe It could not have come here through investiyation 
for the tor does not state that there has been an investigation 
He states that they have been informed. Informed by match 
manufacturers? e know there is a great syndicate, a match 
trust, out in the Western country, and some a able and wealthy 
people are interested in it. I do not understand why the compar- 
atively moderate 20 per cent ad valorem, which the Senate com- 
mittee were quite ing to report here, should be changed and 
upon whose demand it is changed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say a word in response to the Senator 
from Delaware. Those who have the administration of this law, 
the experts of the Treasury, say to us that this duty should be 
specific and not ad valorem, in order that whatever duties are 
levied may be collected. That being true, we found in this par- 
agraph a specific duty of 10 cents per gross and 1 cent per thou- 
sand for matches in bulk; and, as near as we could ascertain, 
taking all the matches by and ea 8 cents a gross, I frankly say 
to the Senator, I think will work out a slight increase on the 

resent duty, if honestly administered; but as it is now adminis- 

under the ad valorem duty, these matches come in, especially 

from Japan and from other countries, at a mere nominal valua- 
tion, for they are valued in the eee they come. 

Mr. GRAY. I want to know right , is there anything in 
the demand made by these match manufacturers that is based 
upon the compensation necessary by reason of the duty on lumber? 

Mr. ALLISON. They make the contention—and I suppose there 
is something in it—that there is an increased duty on lumber. 
There is also an increased duty on phosphorus in this bill. 
present a rs. pe believe, is 15 cents per pound. 

Mr. GRAY. ich is proposed to be raised. 

Mr. ALLISON. The House of Representatives fixed the rate 
— a at 20 cents per pound, and we have reduced it to 

cen 

Mr. GRAY. That is below the present duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. Below the present duty. But the paragraph 
has been passed over because it been demonstrated to us that 
10 cents a pound is absolutely necessary. There is also an in- 
creased duty in this bill slesed upon glue, which is a very impor- 
tant element in this manufacture. So the duty on their raw 
materials has been increased. 
Mr.GRAY. Thatis what I am after—the basis for the demand 
of the increase on the manufactured product. 

Mr. ALLISON. The manufacturers make that demand. 

Mr. GRAY. That illustrates what we have had demonstrated 
before, the far-reaching effect of a duty on the raw material. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does. : 

Mr. GRAY. You can not tell where it is =_—~ strike. 
Mr. ALLISON. All these things are far ene ‘ 
that the c¢ principle of 


Mr. GRAY. So wego. That 
raw material is worth considering. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to say a word about the manufacture of 
matches. There areabout thirty or t -five of these match fac- 
tories in the United States all told. ey are in California, in 
Oregon, in Indiana, in Michigan, in Illinois, in Wisconsin, in 
New York, in Pennsylvania, in New Jersey, and in West Virginia, 
I believe. They are scattered alloverthecountry. The Diamond 
Match Company, which, I believe, had its origin in the State of 
Delaware, is one of the large manufacturers of matches, and | un- 
derstand manufactures about 50 per cent of all the matches con- 
sumed in the United States. have Shaved large I have been 


The 


told—I do not know how true it interests in 
Liverpool, in which they 


& factory, or have erected a 
have a large interest, though T aun told they are not the exclusive 
owners, 
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Possibly it may be very agreeable and pleasant forthem to have 
a low duty on matches, so as to secure our market for their prod- 
net; 1 do not know what their view is, but certainly to be ready 
for any contingency astothe productionof matches. The twenty- 
five or thirty match factories outside of the Diamond Match Com- 
any are not, however, able to do this. Thereforeif thisindustry 
t to remain in our conntry it is necessary that there should bea 
duty imposed, and the duty here is eer and is not largely 
above the duty in the present law. That is all there is to this 
tion. 
oe. SMITH. lam glad to hear the Senator from Iowa say this 
request is made by the match manufacturers, because there hap- 
ns to be a very large concern located in the State of New Jersey, 
and they have written me to the effect that they do not require and 
do not want any protection; that the bill as it came from the House 
was made up entirely in the interest of what is known as the Dia- 
mond match trust, and that as individual manufacturers they do 
not need it and do not want it. The letter to which I have referred 
js signed by Mr. Gould, who owns a large match concern at Cam- 
den, N _J. Sothere seems to be some difference of opinion amongst 
match manufacturers as to whether they need protection or not in 
this instance. ee 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the original 
amendment by the Committee on Finance, not including, 
however, the amendments to the text. 
i . Lasked for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. IN. I now desire that the committee amendment 


disa, to. 
pene ICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will decide that, in the 
absence of ob; ion, the original amendments are disagreed to. 

Mr. IN. Inow move, in line 6, to insert “eight” instead 
of “ten,” and in line 8 “three-fourths of 1 cent per pound” in- 

of “1 cent.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
propenss by the Senator from Iowa. 

. ALLISON. Now I wish to read a brief statement which I 
find in the of the House hearings on matches. I do this for 
the benefit of our friend the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. WHITE, From what page does the Senator propose to 


read? 
Mr. ALLISON. Page 1869: 
Our city of Camden has four 


hands, with an 
that one is 


match factories, employing more than 
te capital of $450,000. To-day but one plant is run- 
and money, and all because foreign matches are being 
imported into the Uni at a cost of 20 cents per gross from Japan, 
us 40 cents per gross to produce them here. I speak of the 
ost size—the box containing 60 matches to the box. 
The Diamond Match Company has erected at Liverpool a large plant cost- 
ing $1,000,000, and they are satisiied to have the present Wilson tariff. We 
es a any manner with trusts or pools, but we can not compete 
with the pauper Europe. 
H. B. HAMELL, 


Vice-President New Jersey Match Company. 


I regret to see that New Jersey seems to be divided on this ques- 
tion. The match ies in New Jersey, outside of the one 
alluded to by the Senator from New Jersey who has just spoken, 
all say that it is impossible for them to get on without a duty on 
matches, and they want it ific, as the experts of the Treasury 
want it specific, That is I think there is about the match 
question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendments 
proposed by the committee are to. The Senator from Mis- 
souri moves to restore 20 per cent ad valorem, the Chair thinks. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What is the motion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To restore 20 per cent ad valorem. 
The Chair does not know in what shape the amendment is pro- 


Mr. WHITE. If I understand it, it is to insert paragraph 326 of 
te eee law. 

. VEST. roe. ; ci 
Mr. WHITE. it paragraph reads as follows: 
Matches, friction or lucifer, of all descriptions, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. ALLISON. What is the motion? 


The PRESIDENT. The motion is to strike out paragraph 
Gat the Provision of the Wilson law. 
The VICE-PRE . Upon the amendment the yeas and 


nays are demanded by the Senator from Missouri. 
to call ee were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts {Mr. Lopee]. Were he pres- 
Frets his name was called). I am paired 
2 from West Virginia [Mr. ELkins]. If he were 
vote “yea.” 


(when his name was called). I am paired 


with the 


Mr. 
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If he were 


with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 
present, I should vote * yea.” 
Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay). 
Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Tennessee {Mr. Harris], and therefore 
withhold my vote on this que&tion, as I shall do for the rest of the 


I am paired with 


Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Delaware {Mr. KeNnNey}, and therefore 
do not vote. 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna}. 

I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Soup]. 
vote ‘* yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr.CANNON. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALprIcH]. If he were present, I should vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam waieed with the senior Senator from 
Virginia {[Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam paired with the Senator from Tennessee 
{[Mr. Bate]. If he were present, I should vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. CLAY. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGE] to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN}, 
and will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (after having voted in the affirmative). 
paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Tuaurston }. 
not notice that he was absent. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr, 
CLARK], who is unavoidably absent, is paired with the junior Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. Harris], who is also absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 26; as follows: 


I am paired with 
If he were present, 


I am paired with 
Were he present, I should 


I am 
I did 


YEAS—2. 
Bacon, Gray, Murphy, Smith, 
Berry, Heitfeld, Pasco, Turner, 
Chilton, McLaurin, Pettigrew, Turpie, 
Clay, Mallory, Pettus, Vest, 
Cockrell, fills, Roach, Walthall, 

NAYS—26. 
Allison, Foraker, McEnery, Spooner, 
Burrows, Frye, Nelson, Stewart, 
Carter, Gallinger, Perkins, Warren, 
Chandler, Gear, Platt, Conn. Wetmore, 
Cullom, Hale, Platt, N. Y. Wilson. 
Deboe, Hoar, Pritchard, 
Fairbanks, McBride, Proctor, 

NOT VOTING—43. 

Aldrich, Faulkner, Kyle, Quay: 
Allen, George, Lindsay, Rawlins, 
Baker, Gorman, Lodge, Sewell, 
Bate, Hanna, MeMillan, Shoup, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Mautle, Telier, 
Caffery, Harris, Kans. Martin, Thurston, 
Cannon, Harris, Tenn. Mason, Tillman, 
Clark, Hawley, Mitchell, Wellington, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Morgan, White, 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Morrill, Wolcott. 
Elkins, Kenney, Penrose, 


So Mr. Vest’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Secretary to read the paragraph as 
it stands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

413. Matches, friction or lucifer, of all descriptions, per gross of 144 boxes, 
containing not more than 100 matches per box, 8 cents per gross; when im» 


ported otherwise than in boxes containing not more than 100 matches each, 
three-fourths of 1 cent per 1,000 matches. 


Mr. ALLISON. That is all right. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 414, page 149, line 
13, after the word ‘‘ caps,” to strike out: 

And 10 per cent ad valorem; safety fuse, covered in part or wholly with 
yarns, tape, or gutta-percha, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

So as to make the paragraph read: 

414. Percussion caps, 30 per cent ad valorem; cartridges, 35 per cent ad 
valorem; blasting caps, $2.46 per 1,000 caps. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call the attention of Senators from the 


mining States to this very large increase upon blasting caps. In 
the Wilson Act we put the duty at $2.07 a thousand caps. Very 


great complaint was then made from the mining States because 
so large a duty was imposed. Now it is proposed to make it $2.36 
and 10 per cent ad valorem, I believe, or 15 per cent. 

Mr. FRYE. The ad valorem duty is stricken out. 

Mr. VEST. Very well. It is proposed to make it $2.36 a thou- 
sand, an increasefrom $2.07 to $2.36. I move tostrike ont ‘* $2.36” 
and insert ‘‘ $2.07,” to which I call the attention of Senators from 
o mining States, who understand the matter much better than 

do, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I see the committee have stricken out the 
eid a which placed the duty at 45 per cent ad valorem upon 

lasting or safety fuse, used in mining operations. I should like 
to ask what the duty will be on safety fuse with this provision 
stricken out of the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. It will come under paragraph 411, page 148, 
80 per cent. or if covered with gutta-percha it will be 35 per cent. 

ae PETTIGREW. It will be35 per centif covered with gutta- 

rcha? 
“ ALLISON. Yes, sir; the rates will be 35 and 30 per cent. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then the rate will be according to what 
composes the principal part of the fuse. Suppose it is formed of 
linen; the rate would be under the blanket clause in regard to linen? 

Mr. ALLISON. None of it will pay over 45 per cent under any 
basket clause. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Under the basket clauses the duty would 
vary, according to what the article is made of? 

Mr. ALLISON, Yes, sir; 30, 35, and 40. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move to add, at the end of paragraph 414, 
just what the committee have stricken out, amending it by striking 
out “ forty-five” and inserting ‘‘ ten,” so that the duty on safety 
fuse will be 10 per cent ad valorem. It will then read: 

Safety fuse, covered in part or wholly with yarns, tape, or gutta-percha, 10 
per cent ad valorem. 

This is the fuse used in the mining regions of our country. 
Four firms manufacture it. Two years ago they sold it for $2.80 
a thousand feet. To-day they sell it for $4.95 per thousand feet. 
They have formed a combination by which they sell to the powder 
dealers only and compel them to charge the price fixed by the 
combination. The combination is formed upon the plan of the 
sugar trust and the other trusts in this country. Last year cer- 
tain persons started to build a factory in Chicago. The combina- 
tion thereupon put down the price to a low figure, $1.50 a thousand 
below what they are now charging, and discouraged those people 
so that they went out of business, and immediately the price was 
raised back to $4.95. I aim credibly informed that they pro 
to increase the price from $4.95 to $5.50 a thousand in case they 
can get the duties provided in this bill. 

Under these circumstances, and ~——s to the fact that the law 
of competition is ne overturned, the theory upon which 
we levy protective duties, it seems to me the rates should be 

laced at a point where competition can operate, so that the min- 
Ing industry of the country will not be subject to this burden. 
There are but few people engaged in the wong fy in fact, only 
three or four families, perhaps not more than a dozen people in 
all, = 2% work is done by machinery, scarcely any labor rd 
employed. 

I ask the Secretary to read a letter which I have received in re- 
gard to this trust. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

DENVER, CoLo., May $1, 1897. 


Dear Sire: The most satisfactory way to convince those interested that a 
trust is in existence among the fuse manufacturers of this country is to re- 
late my own business experience. 

Some six — ago I was appointed commission agent for this district of 
the Judson Dynamite and Powder Company. & San Francisco. This com- 

y handled exclusively the product of Western Fuse Company. At 
Phat period, and for some time subsequently, there was no uniformit the 
price, but the average cost for double- delivered at Co lo com- 
mon points was about $3.50 per Several sales, however, were 
made by me at less figures, and out of which I received a ion of $1 
per case, or about 17 cents per thcusand feet. In open competition on one 

I was autho: by E. G. Lukens, t of the Judson Dyna- 
, to offer Western fuse in carload lots as low as 


te and Powder Compan 
80 per thousand feet delivered in Colorado, provided I waive my 
sion, which is prima facie evidence that the cost at the factory could not 
exceed $2.25. 
the manufacturers 
point) of fuse from 


Later on, not making sufficient profit in. the business, 
held » snesting. » congas was Samed ae (at this 
the East as well as West was ——— to $5.15, and the Judson yo ed 
officially informed me that a combina’ of the fuse manufacturers had 
eff and that the prices named by them must be maintained at all hazards 
ora heavy penalty would beinflicted. Under thesearrangements the der 
companies received a commission of 10 per cent on all sales, and t 
amount of the monthly purchases made them, less the commission, was 
paid into the San Francisco Fuse Association on the Ist of the followin 
th and distributed thereafter among the fase companies, the latter 

their part agreeing to sell only to the der com . 

A year or so ago, as stated in my letter, a 
a did not materialize, because 


0. As 
to the proposed me up went price 96, 
tended to Me it afurther boost if the 45 per Cent duty of the Dingley bill 
becomes a law. 


s 
on 


I may furthermore say, for your guidance, that nearly all the fuse used in 
thin Btate comes from Onlifornia, and is supplied to the trade in the follow. 
manner: 
udson Dynamite and Powder ees acters See. 
ornia Powder Company va fuse. 
eng ee how a eee» Do. eae. 
n brief. fuse combination, and will, I trust, assist 
you in accomplishing the © we all have in view. 
Yours, ’ 
, J. FITZ. BRIND. 


Senator PerriaRew, Washington, D. . 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. I have further information with reg; ; 
this trust which I also desire to have read and placed in ths |). . 
orRD. It appears that the combination of fuse makers yo: ,,,.). 
have fixed the price arbitrarily at more than 100 per cent pr 
but they have also divided the country between them ay. 
what portion of it should be plundered by one member of th. 
bination and what portion of it should be plundered by an.) 

If we are passing a tariff bill for the of making the 

so that these combinations can go to the limit of the tariff , 
price they charge, it is well for the people of this country to y,)),),., 
stand it. We will have the issue well defined. We will }... 
distinctly presented that the p of the bill is to give the 

a chance to charge the limit of the tariff, not to furnish ¢ 1; 
tion, so as to provide cheaper goods to our own people, but t., 
vent competition, overthrowing the laws of trade and dec}..;j,,. 
that competition is killing. I ask the Secretary to read the ay{j.), 
which I send to the desk. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The fuse is made entirely by machine, made by four firms, all of which are 


close cqrperetions Seam, ekford & Co., controlled by a single | 
Ensign being a son-in-law of Bickford; the Climax Fuse Gieeens, cor 
of two or three pay og my Nee located at Simsbury, Conn.; the Ww 
Fuse Company and the Eva Fuse ee of San Francisco. Ensign, p 
ford & Co. also have @ branch in San cisco. Two associations }in 
formed, the three concerns doing business in San Francisco and t)): 
cated in Connecticut. These two associations work in the most abs») ::: 
mony. The price at which fuse is to be sold is fixed by the Western 
tion, selling as far as Colorady, which is the common point for both :-- 
tions. The fuse is sold to powder companies only, which make their «. ;: 
ments monthly with an t of each association, the proceeds of sales | 
divided between the different fuse companies by the agent. The price oj 
fuse in this market before the com m was formed was about $3.5) ) 
ins boon dooieidiy seis Gait tem Wee pelos Gall tr te noe ee: 

3 ually . now © powder companies 
is $4.9 per 1,000 feet in carload lots or less. 

The fuse is made entire Vy. 


and, though a very important in 
dustry, does not require rm 


ly by machinery 

© employment of a la number of men é 
combination is one of the most compact in the U States. The pow 
company is required to very eae of fuse made, and the settlemerits 
are made upon these repcrts. The rate has been uniformly 35 per cont 
ad valorem since the of the aero anen no change having be. 
made in the Wilson bill, and the same rate is imposed by the Ding)}ey })\!! x. 
it came from the House. 

Representations have been made to our Senators that the effect of the 
maintenance of this rate has been to raise the price of fuse in this mar} «+, 
and that a 10 per cent duty is sufficient for protection, and action wil! doul: 
less be taken in the Senate committee. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems a new way to secure prosperity, 
that we should select these trusts and éonahine tions and place an 
excessive rate upon what they produce in order to facilitate that 
which they are already , com and charging the high 
est possible price for their products. This fuse is used in the min- 
ing States. I propose to put upon record, by the yeas and nay. 
the Senators from those States. and see whether a caucus ¢om))i- 
nation is strong enough tocompel them to vote to make the miner 
a Ag bonus to the combination of fuse makers. 

. WILSON. MayI ask the Senator from South Dak.ti a 
question? Do the miners pay for the fuse? 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Most certainly they pay for it. 


Mr. WILSON. Do not the owners of great mines have to 
poy oe it? 

. PETTIGREW. All over ce te ery all over thi 

State ted in part by the Senator Washington, are 


thousands of men prospecting. The great mines are few, but thie 
sae and the miners are many. ds of men in his 

tate and my State are out through those mountains prospe tn. 
for mines, sinking running tunnels, developing their prvp 
erty. Theyare buying the fuse for that purpose. Their num!). 
compared with the number of men connected with great mins 
who buy it, is twenty to one. Most certainly the miners buy the 


fuse,and they pay for it. Most certainly it is a tax upon «very 
toiler and producer in that country. 
Mr. W N. When I sunk a shaft I bought my own fu-. 


The miners did not buy it. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes; that is true. The Senator from 


Was m hired men and bought the fuse for them, no (01): 
but, aside from the fact that he furnished the money and em))!\\: ‘| 
the men, as I said before, there are thousands of men all thr!) 


the mountains in his themselves are purchasing ‘): 
oa ne eres eee ae eee 
dustry and 


They were buying fase for $3.50 
1,000 feet. They 
ucers, and they have 
the men who put tis 
These men are the very 
are industrious, 
‘o them we owe a debt of gratitude wh! 
Senators to vote to leave them 
—_ eee empery esk firms can contrive to plun- 
them and grow at expense? 
Mr. TELLER, President, the mining in this country '° 
largely carried on by the individual efforts of poor men, and while 











the Senator from Washington may be sufficiently strong in his 
capital to pay for the fuse without noticing the loss, it is not true 
of a great many men who are producing gold and silver in the 
ited States. 
United FILSON. May I interrupt the Senator from Colorado? 
TELL Certain! 


. . y- 
air WILSON. This question has been brought up simply by 
i tory I made. I did purchase the fuse, but I “‘ got 
broke "in 


business. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator was like a good many other men 
who have attempted to mine in the Western country. He ‘got 
broke.” I think the penaectg of those who have mined have 
“gone broke” at some time. It is the exception when a man gets 
rich at mining. -And one hears about the exceptions and never 
bout the broken people. In many parts of the West prob- 


are lessees. That is the class of men who are taxed 
tion of duties upon fuse. 
the committee to show that anybody has given them 
any evidence whatever that they can justify themselves in saying 
there is a condition in the United States touching the fuse 
business that requires an additional tariff on fuse. If there has 
been anybod. the committee, it is the trust, the combina- 
tion of which the Senator from South Dakota has spoken—a com- 
bination that has added very materially to the cost of fuse within 
last two years, and a combination which proposes, if this ad- 
ditional duty is put on, to add again to the burdens upon the 


. President, I do not know upon what theory this bill goes. 
it is.the th of the committee and 
that are backing the ing bill that it is a bill upon 


pas principles or a bill for revenue, or whether it is a bill 
‘or both purposes. 


Ido know, though, that, whether it isa billfor | 


or revenue, there is no justification for an increase of 
Seer at this time this article. If it is a bill for revenue, the 
revenue derived from the article is trifling and small, and it is not 


- 


: 


a su matter upon which the Government of the United States 
to be attempting to get revenue. If it is for protection, I 

the committee to show that there is any reason on the 

face of the earth why there should be an additional duty put upon 


it unless it is that it may assist and support this trust with other 


trusts. 

The mining industry of the country is one to be encouraged, 
whether it be the mining of iron, coal, copper, silver, or gold, and 
putting an additional duty, as the 

done, upon . and an extra duty upon cyanide 
things that are calculated to burden the mining inter- 

favor of protection, I would be willing that there 
fair duty 


or the protection of those engaged in the 
industry of producing fase cyanide, or anything - am will- 
industry shal} bear its share in su ting the 


tective it has been the protective theory (and 
The sateeliog Gikiey te good for nothing unless it is true) that 
eventually, when 


we have built up the en ises and industries 
in bp Bovone 8 the men who paid the additional price and bore 
the burdens should be benefited. 
if the committee can show on this or any other 
is a necessity for an increased duty in order that 
they procure for the American manufacturer and the Ameri- 
peodaner @ market that will equalize the labor in this countr 
Fan EUR n amumary thas te oo lorge in my Tente shall 
am an so n my State sh: 
ee ee ae paren. I am not one of those who be- 
lieve that the people who im goods into this country bear the 
eZ they do not. ButIam 
up and strengthening a trust 
already burdensome to the people who are mining, we should add 


eae eee ; — eens and 
great matter man who a the moun- 
side, with nothing but his pick oan shove, pedi , in the 
way See rene. that he must pay an additional 
on upon these articles are essential and in order 

he may develop the interests of the country and secure a 


paying mine, 
any member of the committee will simply rise here and say 
they have some evidence which shows that this is an industry 
I am willing to sit down. I want to 
presented and advocated 
—- the oe — 
the miner for the sake of reve- 
you inbustey on le 
any 
upon an industry. 
President, this is the most 


that 
that 


i 
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every article that enters into the min- | 


sil 


remarkable tempest in a teapot that I have ever known. If any 
one wants to get a thing withouta duty, all he has to do is toreada 
newspaper article and say that there isatrust init. Now, whether 
there is a trust in this matter or not I do not know, for I do not 
know what the trust is, nor do I know what the facts are with 
relation to the parties engaged in the manufacture of it. I do 
know that there are more manufacturers of it in the United States 
than the number stated in the article which was r 
there are but four. There are at least seven 


ead saying that 


It is said that we have increased the duty on this article. It 
happens to be, so far as I know, the only thing in the bill in which 
the duty on every article of which it is composed is as high or 


higher than the duty on the finished product. I do not know but 
that we have done some wicked things in this matter, but the daty 
upon every article of which safety fuse is composed is as high or 
higher as an ad valorem duty than the duty which is imposed in 
the bill. If that is wickedness, why, vote it down. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it is fair to presume that the bill 
is being presented here and pushed upon some theory. I do not 
suppose any member of the committee will rise here and say that 
where they have raised the duty upon any article they have done 
so without any examination as to why it should be puton. [want 
the committee to tell me why they have raised the duty on fuse? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. We have not. 

Mr. TELLER. And I shall ask them to tell me why they have 
raised the duty on some other things before we get through. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The duty on fuse made of gutta- 
_—. and that is quite a large proportion of the fuse, has not 

een raised by the bill. Itisthesame thatitisnow. If thatcov- 
ered by linen and jute yarns or tape would come in under the basket 
clause, it would be 45 per cent instead of 35 per cent as it is now, 
because the basket clause has been raised from 3) per cent to 45 
per cent. If it comes in as the Senator from Iowa, who has 
charge of the bill, thinks, under paragraph 111, instead of raising 
the duty we have lowered it. That is all there is to this matter. 

Mr. WHITE. Perhapsthe Senator from Connecticut will inform 
us from whence the application came to increase the duty, or to fix 
the duty, as the committee seems to be unaware of the proposition 
as to whether it raises or lowersit. Is it possible to inform the 
Senate from whence the application came to make the alteration? 
It seems to have adopted new phraseology. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. he question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Perrigrew}. 

Mr. PETTIGREW and Mr. WHITE called 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CANNON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Rhode Island {Mr. ALpric#]}. 
I should vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGg} to the Senator 
from Virginia [ Mr. MARTIN], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 
present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania {|Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Delaware |Mr. Kenney]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘* nay.” 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Ohio {Mr. Hanna}. 
I should vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). 
Senator from Iowa pe. Gan} has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. SMITH. I withhold my vote, as I am paired with that 
Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his named wascalled). I again annonnce 
my pair with the Senator from Nebraska |Mr. Tuaurston]}. If he 
were present. I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Minnesota {Mr. Davis} has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Davis} has not voted. 

Mr. TURPIE. I withhold my vote, being paired with that 


for the yeas and 


Iam paired with 
If he were here, 


I am paired 
If he were 


I am paired with 


I am paired with 
If he were present, 


1 ask if the junior 


Ll inquire if the 


tor. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the affirmative). 
the senior Senator from Illinois | Mr. CuLLom 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voter 

Mr. GRAY. I havea general pair with the senior Senator from 
Illinois, but I understand that the senior Senator from Arkansas 
[ Mr. sous is absent on committee business, and I[ will transfer 
my pair with the senior Senator from Illinois to the senior Senator 
from Arkansas and let my vote stand, 


I ask if 
has voted? 
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Mr. HAWLEY oar having voted in the negative). I inad- 
vertently voted. am paired with the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. Bate], and withdraw my vote. 
Mr. DANIEL. Iam paired with the senior Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. HaNsprovuGH]. Otherwise I should vote “ yea.” 
Mr. HAWLEY. Iam informed that I can transfer my pair to 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr.Mason],andIdo so. I vote “nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—*%. 
Allen, Mills, 
Bacon, 
Berry, Kyle, 
Butler, McLaurin, 
Chilton, Mallory, 
Ciay, Mantle, 


Gray, 


Stewart, 
Heitfeld, 


Teller, 
Turner, 


Pettus, 
h, 


NAYS—2. 


Nelson, 
Perkins, 
Platt, Conn. 
Hawley, Platt, N. Y. 
Hoar, Pritchard, 
McBride, Proctor, 


NOT VOTING—4IL. 


Faulkner, Kenney, 
Gear, Lindsay, 


George, Lodge, 
: McRnery, 


Gorman, 
Hale, McMillan, 
Hanna, Martin, 
Hansbrough, Mason 
Cullom, Harris, Kans. Mitchell, 
Daniel, Harris, Tenn. Morgan, 
Davis, Jones, Ark. Morrill, 
Penrose, 


Allison, 
Burrows, 
Carter. 
Chandler, 
Deboe 


Fairbanks, 


igrich, 
er, 
te, 
Caffery, 
Cannon, 
Cockrell, 


Foraker, 
Frve, 


Spooner, 
Gallinger, 


arren, 
Wellington, 
Wetmore, 
Wilson. 


uay, 

wling, 
Sewell, 
Smith, 
Thurston, 
Tillman, 
Turpie, 
Wolcott. 


Elkins, Jones, Nev. 


So Mr. PerriGgrew’s amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

415. Feathers and downs of all kinds, including bird skins or parts thereof 
with the feathers on, crude or not dressed, colored, or otherwise advanced or 
manufactured in any manner, not specially provided for in this act, 15 per cent 
ad valorem: when dressed, colored, or otherwise advanced or manufactured 
in any manner, including quilts of down and other manufactures of down, and 
a'so dressed and finished birds suitable for millinery ornaments, and artificial 
or ornamental feathers, fruits, grains, leaves, flowers, and stems or parts 
thereof, of whatever material composed, not specially provided for in this act, 
50 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that that paragraph may be passed over. 

Mr. WHITE. It is to be passed over, I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? The Chair 
hears none, and paragraph 415 is passed over. | 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 416, page 150, line 5, before the word ‘‘twenty,” to insert 
‘including fur skins carroted;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

416. Furs, dressed on the skin but not made up into articles, and furs not on 


the skin, prepared for hatters’ use, including fur skins carroted, 20 per cent 


ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 13 on page 150, the 
last paragraph read being as follows: 

420. Hair, curled, suitable for beds or mattresses, 10 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out paragraph 420 and insert 
what I send to the desk. It is a modification of the peg 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be > 

The Secretary. Strike out paragraph 420 and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

420. Hair curled, suitable for beds or mattresses, and hair drawn or cleaned, 
15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. GRAY. I will ask the Senator from Iowa if that is nota 
restoration of the rate in the law of 1890? 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe it is. 

Mr. GRAY. It isan abandonment of the reduction pespanes 
by the Senate committee and a restcration of the McKinley rate. 
I merely want to remark that here is another illustration of the 
abandonment of the reductions that. were heralded to be made in 
the bill by the Senate committee and the restoration of high rates. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 421, pase 150, line 15, after the words “hair seating,” to 

sert ‘‘and hair press ‘cloth;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

421. Haircloth, known as “crinoline"’ cloth, 10 cents per square yard; hair- 
aoe. known as ‘“‘hair seating,” and hair press cloth, 20 cents per square 
yard. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out the ph as amended 
and to insert in lieu thereof paragraph 333 of the present law, 
which fixes the rate at 6 cents per square yard. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. Insert, instead of paragraph 421 as modified, 
the following: 


421. Haircloth, known as “crinoline cloth,” 6 cents per square yard. 


Mr. VEST. Before the vote is taken I want to call attention to 
the fact that here is another increase over the McKinley rata 
Inthe Wilson Act—the existing law—the duty is 6 cents per square 
a and under the McKinley Act it was 8 cents a square yard 

ow it is put up to 10 cents a square yard, and yet we were t.\4 
by the Senator from Rhode Island that none of the rates wou}q 
go above the McKinley rates, and a great many of them were jo. 
low the existing law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
eee by the Senator from California. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 423, page 151, | 
after the word ‘“‘ware,” to strike out— 
per gross of 144 boxes, containing not more than 100 matches per box, 10 eo; ts 
4 gross; when imported otherwise than in boxes containing not more than 

00 matches each, 1 cent per 1,000 matches— 
and insert ‘‘manufactures of wood or other pulp;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 


423. Indurated fiber ware and manufactures of wood or other pulp, 35 per 
cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. In line 9, after the word “pulp,” I move to 
insert ‘‘ not specially provided for.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
151, under the heading of ‘‘ Jewelry and precious stones.” )ra- 
graph 424, line 13, after the word “‘ thereof,” toinsert ‘finished or 
unfinished;” in line 15, after the word “set,” to strike out ‘or 
strung;” and in line 16, before the words “ per cent,” to strike out 
“fifty” and insert ‘‘sixty;” so as to make the paragraph rea: 

424. Articles commonly known as jewelry, and parts thereof, finished or 
unfinished, not specially provided for in this act, including precious stones 
set, pearls set, and cameos in frames, 60 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Icall attention to the fact that there is another 
increase over the McKinley Act, it being an increase from 5\ per 
— to 60 per cent. Under the existing law the rate is 35 per 
cent, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows in the chair), 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the committee, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 425, page 151, line 20, 
after the word “set,” to strike out ‘15 per cent ad valorem;” and 
in line 1, page 152, after the word “set,” to strike out “twenty” 
we ‘all the foregoing, ten;” so as to make the paragraph 
read: 

Diamonds and other precious stenes advanced in condition or value from 
their natural state by cleaving, splitting. cutting, or other process. and not 
set; imitations of diamonds or er precious stones, composed of glass or 
paste, not exceeding an inch in depentions, not engraved, painted. or other- 


wise ornamented or decorated, and not mounted or set, all the foregoing, 10 
per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
graph 425 will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 426, page 152. line 
3, after the word *‘ state,” to strike out ‘ not strung or set” and 
eee pearls strung on silk or cotton threads and not set;” so as 

read: 

426. Pearls in their 8 strung on threads 
and not set, 10 per coun oye poate eee oe 

Mr. ALLISON. After the word “state,” in line 3, I move to 
insert ‘half pace. a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa to the amendment proposed by the committee 
will be stated. ; 

The Secretary. In ph 426, page 152, line 3, after the 
word ‘‘ state,” it ae to insert the words *‘ half pearls.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill, beginning at line 
6, on page 152, under the head of ‘‘ Leather and manufactures 0!,” 


h 4264. 
b ISON. That isa paragraph proposed to be inserted by 
the committee in relation to hides, and I ask that it may be pas-ed 


over for the t, 
ING OFFICER. The paragraph will be passed 


ine 4, 


aph 425 may be passed over. 
there be no objection, para- 


The PRES 
over, without objection. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
en on Finance was to strike out paragraph 4.7’, 4s 
ollows: 


ifski moroceo, tanned ew 
kangaroo skins, and sheep an 

b and kid’ skins, tanned or tanned and dressed and 

r and other leather, not 

+ pianoforte net 

ad valorem; paten ned, var- 

10 eee hie dosen hides 

; weighing over 10 








pounds per dozen and not over 25 pounds per dozen, 30 cents per pound and 


valorem; weighing over 25 pounds per dozen, 20 cents per pound 
— = ad valorem; leather shoe laces, wholly or partially manufac- 
ts red inches or less in length. 55 cents per gross pairs and 20 per cent ad va- 
jon m: ex 86 inches in length, 60 cents per gross pairs and 25 per cent 
ad valorem; shoes, and sapere made of leather, 20 per cent ad valo- 

m: Provided, That leather cut into boot, shoe, or slipper patterns, uppers or 
- mops, or other forms suitable for conversion into manufactured articles, 
hs ya duty of 15 per cent ad valorem in addition to the duty herein im- 
- on leather of the same character as that from which they are cut. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 
427. Band or belting leather and sole leather, 20 per cent ad valorem; calf- 


tanned, or ressed, dressed upper leather, including patent, 
—s — ed leather, dressed or undressed, and finished, and 
sther leather; ois or other skins not specially enumerated or provided 
for in 20 per cent ad valorem; kbinders’ calfskins, kangaroo, 
sheep, and goat skins, including lamb and kid skins, dressed and finished, 20 


valorem; skins for morocco, ned but unfinished, 10 per cent 
Oe Treen: pianoforte leather and pianoforte-action leather, 20 per. cent ad 
valorem; = ~~ made of leather, 25 per cent ad valorem: Provided, 
hat leather cut into shoe uppers or vam 
sen into manufactured articles, 
leather, and pay duty accordingly. 


Mr. ALLISON. On 153, line 21, after the word “ leather” 
where it occurs the second time, I move to insert the words ‘‘ and 
all other leather not otherwise specially provided for.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 427, on page 153, line 21, after 
the word “leather” where it occurs the second time, it is pro- 

to insert “‘and all other leather not otherwise specially 
proves Se eee rd leath d all other leath 

sole leather, an other leather not other- 

ee ee ded foe, per cent ad valorem, etc. — 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. 1 now move to strike out, at the beginning of 
line 2, on 154, the words ‘“‘and other leather,” those words 
being the amendment already inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 427, on page 154, line 2, before 
the word “chamois,” it is proposed to amend the amendment of 
the committee by striking out the words ‘‘and other leather.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I want to make a suggestion to the Senator from 
fowa, which is that we should ascertain whether hides are to be 

tu free list before we go on with this paragraph. [ 

it for granted, if the Senate determine to put hides upon the 
free list, or to retain them there, that that will very materially 
affect the tax upon leather, the finished product. 

Mr. SMITH. Iask that the paragraph relating to hides may 
go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, para- 
graph 427 will be passed over until to-morrow, and the next 

will be read. 

Mr. . Before that is done, I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor from lowa if the committee has agreed as to the policy to be 


hides 

Mr. IN. I will say frankly to the Senfitor that the 
only object I have in agreeing that the paragraph in relation to 
hides be over is to ascertain whether or not we can make a 
ee uty on hides which will be just in its application. I 

it is possible we shall be obliged to make the duty on hides 

ad valorem rather than specific. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no objection to that. 
IN. I will say to the Senator that so far as I know 
the committee intend to ask the Senate to retain the duty on hides, 
either or ad valorem. 

Mr. - That is satisfactory. 
Mr. STEWART. I hope there will be a sufficient duty to be 
—— and that will amount to something. 


, or other forms, suitable for con- 
be classified as manufactures of 


i 


Mr STEW ART tare ot betiove the d posed in th 
. : on eve the duty now pro in the 
amendment of the committee will amount to very ase. I think 


there to be a larger duty. 
Mr. ALLER If the heer will permit me, I think it would 


us to go on with this schedule and to 
cast items which will come up, on the supposi- 
tion that an attempt will be made to put hides upon the dutiable 
list, and at the eleventh hour to find out that the committee is 


— it. 

. ALLISON. I think I canassure the Senator from Nebraska 

that if there should be an eleventh hour about this matter the 

committee will stand upon the question where it has stood all the 
ng merely for myself. 


time. I say this, of course, 
Mr. . Thank you. 
aut of the bill was resumed at page 154, on line 17, under 


Gloves,” paragraph 428, 
ur atiboe Several Senators have asked that the glove 
aphs 428 to 435, inclusive, may be passed 


over, i hope thee ait 


be no objection to that course. 


_XxXxX—118 


= 
= 
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Isuggest that paragraph 436 ought to be included 


Mr. WHITE. 
80. 
Mr. ALLISON. No; I trust paragraph 436 will be considered 


now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand that 
paragraph 436 has been passed.over? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I proposed to pass over paragraphs 428 to 
435, inclusive. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be noobjection, the para- 
graphs named will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 157, line 20, to strike out 
the subhead ‘‘ Harness and saddlery.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 436 was read, as follows: 

436. Harness, saddles and saddlery, or parts of either, in sets or 
finished or unfinished, 45 per cent ad valorem 

Mr. WHITE. LI inquire of the Senator from Iowa whether this 

aragraph is not also affected by the same proposition regarding 
ree hides? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not at all. 

Mr. WHITE. I presume there is some compensatory duty. 
There should be no compensation if there is no tax on hides. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No amendment is made in that 
paragraph, the House rates having been adopted by the Senate 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST. I want to call attention to the fact that the duty 
proposed in paragraph 436 is an increase over the McKinley rate. 
The McKinley rate was 35 per cent, the Wilson rate 30 per cent, 
and this is 45 per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
resumed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, under the head of ‘* Miscellaneous 
manufactures,” in paragraph 437, page 157, line 25, after the 
word ‘‘ amber,” to strike out “‘ asbestus” and insert ‘‘ asbestos,” 


n parts, 


The reading of the bill will be 


and in line 26, before the word “catgut,” to strike out ‘‘coral;” 
so as to read: 

Manufactures of amber, asbestos, bladders, catgut or whip gut or worm 
gut, etc. 


Mr. WHITE. So far as coral is concerned, I observe that the 
importations in 1898 furnished revenue amounting to $657, and in 
1896 to $758, and this amendment, so far as coral is concerned, is 
an increase of 100 per cent, a rise from the law of 1894 of 50 per 
cent, instead of 25 per cent. It was quite prohibitory as it stood. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in the 
same paragraph, line 26, after the words “ worm gut,” to strike out 
** spar.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that that amendment may be disagreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
amendment will be disagreed to. The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. 1 also ask that the word “ cork” may be in- 
serted after the word ‘‘ bladders,” in line 25. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 437, line 25, after the word 
** bladders,” it is proposed to insert “ cork;” so as make the para- 
graph read: 

437. Manufactures of amber, asbestos, bladders, cork, catgut or whip gut or 
worm gut, spar, or wax, or of which these substances or either of them is 
the component material of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, 
25 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 442, page 159, line 6, 
after the word ‘‘metronomes,” to strike out ‘35 per cent ad 
valorem;” and in line 8, after the word ‘“ metal,” to insert ‘‘ all 
the foregoing;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

442. Musical instruments or parts thereof, pianoforte actions and parts 
thereof, strings for musical instruments not otherwise enumerated, cases for 
musical instruments, pitch pipes, tuning forks, tuning hammers, and metro 
nomes; strings for musical instruments, composed wholly or in part of steel 
or other metal, all the foregoing, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out paragraph 442 as amended 
and insert in lieu thereof paragraph 3264 of the present law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from California will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 442 as 
amended and in lieu thereof to insert: 

Musical instruments or parts thereof (except pianoforte actions and parts 
thereof), strings for musical instruments not otherwise enumerated, cases 
for musical ingtruments, pitch pipes, tuning forks, tuning hammers, and inet- 
ronomes, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from California |Mr. Wuirr], being a sub- 
stitute for paragraph 442, which has been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 
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The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraphs 443 and 
444, as follows: 

443. Paintings in oil or water colors, tels, 
statuary, not specially provided for in this act per cent ad m; but 


the term “statuary " as used in this act shall be understood to inclnde only 


such statuary as is cut, carved, or otherwise wrought by hand froma 
block or mass of 


stone, or alabaster, or from metal, and as is the pro- 
fessional production of a statuary or sculptor only. 
444. Peat moss, $1 per ton. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iask that those two paragraphs may be passed 


over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraphs 443 and 444 will be 
passed over, in the absence of objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 445, on page 159, line 
19, before the word ‘‘ wood,” to insert the words ‘‘ paper or;” in 
line 20, before the word ‘‘cents,” to strike out ‘‘ fifty” and insert 
‘“‘forty;” in line 21, before the words “ cent,” to strike out 
“thirty” and insert ‘‘twenty;” and in the same line, after the 
words ‘slate pencils,” to strike out ‘‘ 4 cents per 100,” and insert 
‘covered with wood, 35 per cent ad valorem; all other slate pen- 
cils, 3 cents per 100;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

445. Pencils of paper or wood fiiled with lead or other material, and pencils 
of lead, 40 cents per gross and 20 per cent ad valorem: slate pencils covered 
with wood, 35 per cent ad valorem; all other slate pencils. 3 cents per 100. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iask that that paragraph may be over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. paragraph will be passed 
over, in the absence of objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 448, in the 
following language: 

448. Pipes, pipe bow!s, of all materials, and all smokers’ articles whatso- 
ever, not specially provided for in this act, including cigarette books, cigar- 
ette-book covers, mches for smoking or chewing tokmena and cigarette 
Pere in all forms, 70 per cent ad valorem; all common tobacco pipes of clay, 

cents per gross. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

448. Pipes and smokers’ articles: Common tobacco pipes and pipe bowls 
made wholly of clay, valued at not more than 40 cents per gross, 15 cents per 
gross; other tobacco — and pipe bowls of clay, 50 cents per gross 25 
per cent ad valorem; other pipes and pipe bowls of whatever material com- 

d. and all smokers’ articles whatsoever, not specially provided for in 

s act, including cigarette books, cigarette-book covers, pouches for smoking 
or chewing tobacco, and cigarette paper in all forms, 60 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. I want to call attention to the fact that here is an 
increase of duty on the common clay pipe. I do not know any 
necessity for any such increase. The increase here is from 3 to 5 
cents a gross. If there is any occasion, any reason for this, I 
should like to know it. It is an article used by the rer class of 
people, and there is no necessity for putting up the duty either 

or protection or for revenue. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out paragraph 448 and to insert 
the pee of the present law, being paragraph 359 thereof. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from California will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 448 and 
in lien thereof to insert: 

. pipe bow!s, of all materials, and all smokers’ articles whatsoever, not 
specially provided for in this act. including cigarette books, cigaretie-book 
covers, pouches for smoking or chewing to! , and cigarette T in all 
forms, 50 percent ad valorem; all common tobacco pipes and pipe wis made 

per 


wholly of clay, vaiyed at not more than 50 cents per gross, 
valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from California [Mr. Wxrre]. 

The amendment was rejected, 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 160, after line 18, to in- 
sert as a new paragraph the following: 


ws, teoth and disk harnows, harvesters, reapers, agricultural 
es, cultivators, cerestdng machines, 


n-and-ink drawings, and 
valore 


448}. Plo 
drijls, and planters, mowe: 
and cotton gins, 20 per cent 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I want to call attention to the ex- 
ports and imports for 1896 of these articles. We 
mowers and in that year $3,212,423 worth; of 
cultivators, $746,604 worth, and of all others, $217,740 worth; of 
agricultural machines, $5,176,775 worth was the aggregate. We 
— $6,532 worth free, and $1,992 dutiable. 

articles are exported largely, as this a shows, and it 

is a notorious fact that the United States is without any competi- 
tion as to all sorts of metal uction, and especially as to agri- 
— implements. I had occasion some 


Anybody can see in Ger... 

ts of the United States, exporte:| fr = 
d there in the German market, and ; 
ufacturers, 


: withall their cheap labor, o{ \., 
we hear so much complaint. 


Mr. WHITE. I can not imagine upon what theory this )).,.,,, 
lar provision of the proposed law isconstructed. Surely this. \),, 
manufacture agricultural implements in the United Stat... ,, , 
need protection. The statements made by the Senator fro), \\,.. 
souri {Mr. Vest] are absolutely correct. In my own Siti: \, 
have an agricultural manufacturing establishment for 3 --),,) 
tural machinery, where the combined harvester is made. ;,,| ;),, 
machine has been to Argentina, to Odessa, and 1) ot}o, 

arts of the world. e reaping machines of the Unite! \;.;.. 
have not only taken precedence of all others everywherv «'«, 
the actual primary inventions, those from which have |..;, , 
veloped the present perfect machinery, have been due tot}. o.),j)5 
of the American inventor. The ican plow, the Americay 
reaper, and the American thrashing machine are superior}, 1), 
thing in the world, and are sold all over the world where adyay.( 
agriculture has obtained any foothold. 

I think the object of this amendment is to profess to extend < i1no 
protective influence to the farmer just like that which the duty 
upon wheat has in it—the same profession and the same }iy)) 
Tt can not amount to anything in fact, unless, possibly, it yy 
afford an opportunity to raise the price to the domestic (oi. \:1),or- 
but even that, I imagine, can not be done, because there is 11) j)), 0. 
on the face of the world where Itural machinery can be 
manufactured to the perfection attained here. Were it otherwise, 
were it possible to find any other place in the world where avyi- 
cultural machinery could be produced of a better character thay 
that which is enjoyed here, I should be in favor of a discrijiina- 
tion in favor of the farming community to enable them to 0) tain 
such machinery at the smallest cost possible. But, as a inatter of 
fact, our agriculturists depend upon local machinery, ani. .s ws 
well said by the Senator from Missouri, our local machinery isn: 
being sold in every agricultural region of the world wher: civili- 
zation has been tted to penetrate to any degree, not only in 
preference to their domestic productions, but to the exclusion of 
all other productions. 

Some time ago, when our 


ites 


risy. 


t minister in China was endeay- 
oring to obtain access to China for machinery manufa: ture! in 
California of an agricultural character, he had a conversation 
with the celebra Li Hung Chang, in which, acting upon the 
suggestion of American nianufacturers, he told him the charact:r 
of our machinery. The distinguished Chinaman responded by 
saying that they could not permit that machinery to com: into 
his country; that the Chinese had always been a people of inven- 
tive ius, and early in the history of the Chinese prope they 
had layed their aptitude in that direction; that their as) ira- 
tions and genius had been stifled because the Empire had a! ways 
acted upon the theory that the of employment to the 
millions was a necessity, and that labor-saving machinery could! 
not be tolerated. We were therefore kept out of that market. 
But this paragraph must be introduced for joking purjoscs, it 
seems to me. 

Mr. ALLISON. Unless this amendment is agreed to, ayricul- 
tural implements will stand in the bill as it came to us froin tlie 
other House, at 45 per cent ad valorem. It was with a view to 
as the duty that the Senate committee inserted this jara- 


well the old discussion here between tie 
{ Mr. Vest] and other Senators as to the 
price of agricultural implements in f countries, compared 
with their price in our own. I think—of course the Senator {1 
Missouri differ with me—it was conclusively demonstr:': | 10 
implements were 
sold in other countries than they for here was 
with me, as | say, 
t of this side of the 
tor from Missouri failed 
case; and I am not aware that there has been any 

change in the condition of things since that debate took p!i’. 
tly well, as the Senator has already state, that 
ts, and I have no 
are upon the dutiable 
of which we export 
Connecticut [Mr. Piatt) intl 
harm and may do 
rate of the raw material 


are made. 
consider myself enlight- 
would point out to me a single 


I 
we 
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instance where, except for purposes of exhibition, a harvester or 
machine 





thrash has ever been imported int» this country for 
the last years, and not only as to that- imple- 
ent or i 


t of ny but taking the whole section 
rough. Is it for the _——- 0 poe the farmer, let me 
ask the Senator from Iowa, that this paragraph is put in here? 
Ostensibly it is to reduce the duty, as we are now informed by 


or GRAY. To reduce the duty from the House bill. 
Mr. W Yes; toreducetheduty. Thatit will dono harm 
is one sort of argument; but it is certainly a poor defense for an 


affirmative tion to say that, if enacted into a law, it would 
be harmless. essness is urged in its defense. Why not 
eliminate it? Why insert in this the hypocrisy contained in 
that declaration, that pretense, that the farmer is being benefited, 
when in reality it does not benefit him at all? I do not believe it 
will do any very serious injury; I have not said so; but that is 
because of the circumstances and facts detailed here, that the 


American has the market in this country and everywhere else. 
We are therefore simply encumbering the bill with idle provisions 
and furnishing an argument to somebody to assert before some 
audiences that the farmer is being taken care of. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think the audience would be very 
much deceived by such an argument. 

Mr. WHITE. I should hope not. 

Mr. GRAY. Two grounds are being urged here, and only two 
can reasonably be urged, for any imposition in this bill. One is 
for revenue and the other is for protection. It seems to me there 
is no ground for revenue in ating this imposition of 20 per cent 
ona machinery, because no revenue is produced, ac- 
cording to the statement made by the Senator from Missouri, and 
the Senator from Iowa confesses that there is no necessity on the 

und of protection. So there is really no reason why the bill 
ald be encumbered, as the Senator from California has said. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is not quite my statement. I said there 
were large , as stated by the Senator from Missouri. 

are able to compete successfully, but there may be 

reasons why there should be a duty notwithstanding. Those 

reasons can be found in the proximity of other people who are 
in the same manufacture. 

. GRAY. It has been demonstrated that we supply not only 
the domestic market, but a large part of the foreign market, and 
that no tural machinery can compete or has competed in 
the last years with American machinery of this kind. There- 
fore it seems to me there ought not to be this defensive wall put 
up which may, the Senator says—although he can not point ont 
how—at some day or in some manner not known raise the price of 
machinery to the American farmer 20 per cent. That is all 
is of it. It may not do much harm, but it is only put in 
there in order that it may some day serve as protection to the agri- 
cultural machinery makers in this country, and it can only serve 
as protection to them by raising the price to the American farmer. 


l ask for the and nays on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee inserting paragraph 448}. 
agreed to. 

I move to strike out the paragraph as perfected, 
purpose of putting it on the free list, where it is under the 


one remark in reply to the Senator from Iowa. 
astonishing statement that it was demonstrated in 
asserted was being done—the sales of these 
abroad than in this country—has been absolutely 
I have those Export Journals to-day in my com- 


z 


FE 
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mittee and show discounts to foreigners of 25 to 40 per 
cent upon these There never was any answer in this 
Chamber to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does not the Senator remember that the same 
discount was given to domestic dealers, as stated hereon the floor 
by various who produced letters and telegrams to show it? 

Mr. . I never knew more than one letter to be produced, 
and that was a great manufacturing establishment at Ann 
Arbor, was produced by a Senator no longer a member of 
this % eran seenee eve mado in this Chamber 
that was not true, and I say it is true to-day. An American 
will go to one of these establishments and buy a plow or a reaper 
ora and 25 or 35 or 40 per cent more than the price at 
which the furnishes it to the f , and the only 
answer ever made to export , which I have now, was 


i 
ey 


i 
it 
i 
i: 
: 
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market they had a surplus 
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export enormously and import nothing. 
ports $1,992 in duty for a whole year, that of 1896, and we exported 


1875 


We got out of these im- 





nearly $6,000,000 worth for that year. What sort of logic can be 


brought here to show that this is anything but a spectacular fraud? 


I move to strike out the paragraph as perfected, in order to put it 
upon the free list. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. 

to strike out paragraph 448}. 

Mr. VEST. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). 


The Senator from Missouri moves 


I transfer my pair 


with the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. Lona} to the Senator 


from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN], and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SeEweELu 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Ohio | Mr. Hanna}. 

I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. TURNER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wyoming {Mr. WarREN]. I do not see him in 
the Chamber. If he were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GRAY. I have a general pair with the senior Senator from 
Illinois [ Mr. ee I will transfer my pair to the senior Sen- 
ator from Arkansas — JONES], and vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN. am paired with the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [ Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam paired with the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. ELkins]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. I again announce my pair with the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. Barr}. 

Mr. CULLOM. I havea general pair with the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Gray}. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I think the Senator from Delaware trans- 
ferred his pair to the Senator from Arkansas {Mr. Jones]. 

Mr. CULLOM. If he has done so,I will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL. I am paired with the Senator from North Da- 
kota (Mr. HansBroveH]|. I transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. MANTLE], and vote. I vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN. Has the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Tuurs- 
TON] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
Senator from Nebraska has not voted. 

Mr. TILLMAN. [I aim paired with that Senator, and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Bate] to the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
HANSBROUGH], and vote “ nay.” 

The Seeretary recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. At my suggestion, the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY] transferred his pair to the Senator from 
North Dakota |[Mr. HansprouGH]}. I understand that a transfer 
of pairs had previously been arranged by which the Senator from 
North Dakota is paired. In behalf of the Senator from Connecti- 
cut, I will withdraw his vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote of the Senator from 
Connecticut is withdrawn. 
The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 29; as follows: 


I am paired 


am paired with 
If he were present, 


I am paired with 


YEAS—24. 

Allen, Cockrell, Mallory, Roach, 
ae Daniel, al Smith, 

Try, Gray, urphy, Turpie, 
Butler, Harris, Kans. Pasco, Vest, 
Chilton, Heitfeld, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Clay, MecLuwurin, Pettus, White. 

NAYS—2. 
Allison, Fairbanks, McEnery, Shoup, 
Burrows, Foraker, Mason, Spooner, 
Carter, Frye, Nelson, Wellington, 
Chandler, Gallinger, Perkins, Wetmore, 
Clark, Gear, Platt, Conn. Wilson. 
Cullom, Hale, Piatt, N. Y. 
Davis, Hoar, Pritchard, 
Deboe, McBride, Proctor, 
NOT VOTING—36. 

Aldrich, Hanna, Lodge, Rawlins, 
Baker, Hansbrough, Me Millan, Sewell, 
Bate, Harris, Tenn. Mantle, Stewart, 
Caffery, Hawley, Martin, Teller, 
Cannon, Jones, Ark. Mitchell, Thurston, 
Elkins, Jones, Nev. Morgan, Tillman, 
Faulkner, Kenney, Morrill, Turner, 
George, . Penrose, Warren, 
Gorman, Lindsay, Quay, Woleott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 449, page 160, line 
25, after the words “‘ad valorem,” to strike out: 


composed of silk, im 


; bolting cloths ted expressly for milling purposes and 
not suitable for the manufacture o i 7 
ad valorem. 


articles of wearing apparel, 4 per cent 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


So as to make thé paragraph read: 

449. Plush, black, known commercially as hatters’ plush, composed of silk, 
or of silk and cotton, such as is used exclusively for making men’s hats, 10 
per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out paragraph 449, so as to put 
these articles upon the free list, where they are now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri, to strike out para- 
graph 449 as amended, 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 450, page 161, line 5, 
to strike out: 

. Valued at not exceeding $3 each, 25 cents each and 45 per cent ad valorem; 
valued above $3 each, 50 cents each and. 

And in line 10, before the words ‘‘ per centum,” to strike out 
* forty-five” and insert “ forty;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

450. Umbrellas, parasols, and sunshades covered with material other than 
paper, 5@ per cent ad valorem. Sticks for umbrellas, parasols, or sunshades, 
and walking canes, finished or unfinished, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I now move to strike out paragraph 450 and 
insert in lieu thereof the provision of the Wilson Act. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 450 as 
amended and insert in lieu thereof the following: 


Umbrellas, parasols, and sunshades, if plain or carved, finished or unfin- 
ished, 30 per cent ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from California. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the words 
** Free list.” line 18, page 161. 

Mr. BACON. As we have now reached the free list, I submit 
an amendment, to be known as paragraph 5174, placing cotton ties 
of iron or steel on the free list. I will offer it at the proper time 
when we reach that part of the bill. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Sen- 
ator from Georgia to submit the amendment to be offered at the 
proper time, 

Mr. WHITE. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Iowa that 
we have reached the free list, and we are now met with this diffi- 
culty: There are quite a large number of paragraphs in the bill 
which have been passed over. This morning we supposed we 
would be able to take up the wool schedule, upon which the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas is especially prepared, but we were unable to 
do so. The tobacco schedule has not been taken up, and itis quite 
impossible to go through the free list finally, determinatively, 
while it is undecided whether certain articles which are still 
the bill, and which we hope to have eliminated from the dutiable 
list, are in fact to be so eliminated. 

I fear we are going to find that there will be confusion here- 
after and much difficulty unless we can proceed methodically. 
Hereafter, certainly so far as I am concerned, I shall feel it my 
duty to object to any irregular consideration of the bill. There 
are Senators here who have matters to which they desire to direct 
special attention, and they are absent, no doubt, because of the 
idea that we would proceed in the usual course. Those Senators 
have a right to be heard, and they will be disappointed if they 
find that we have sy Pe in a manner which will virtually 
deny them a hearing. I suggest that we ought to be advised from 
this time forward what is coming up. It is especially necessary 
to those who have any ee matter they wish to present to 
the Senate. The plan that we are now adopting, while it has been 
satisfactory enough, or comparatively so heretofore, will be en- 
compassed with numerous difficulties hereafter. 

There are Senators upon the floor who would dislike to go on 
with the free list at all to-day, but 1 suggest that if we do it should 
be understood that its consideration is not final, and that anyone 
desiring to go back to any specific paragraph may make any mo- 
tion he may wish with reference to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator from California to 
let the free list be disposed of in the same — 

Mr. WHITE. Iam talking about the free list. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Goon and let the whole of it be adopted 
nem. con., subject to such motions as Senators may wish to make 
later. That will be very satisfactory. 

Mr. ALLISON, Ia with the Senator from California that 
it 1s wise to proceed with regularity in the consideration of the 
bill, so far as we can; but we are all interested, I have no doubt, 
in proceeding with it as rapidly as we can consistent with fair 
consideration. Senators are aware, for reasons stated by me and 
- others, that it was impracticable to go on with the wool sched- 
ule this morning. So we have gone to other schedules. 

I think there will be no difficulty in treating the free list as is 
suggested by the Senator from California. If, after consideration, 
we find paragraphs upon the dutiable list which we have also re- 
tained in the free list, they can be changed, but I think as a rule 
I will be able to point out to Senators the paragraphs which have 


vr "J +) 

JUNE 21, 
been passed over, and the corresponding paragraphs will eit}, },. 
passed over or struck from the free list as we go along. | },,,,,. 
with that understanding we may go on with the free list to... 
and if any Senator desires to have a particular paragraph )).- d 
over, I will cheerfully consent, so far as I am concerned ;,, 
being done. ; 

Mr. WHITE. I do not wish to confine it as sharply as jy4). 
cated by the Senator from Iowa, and for this reason: [ pres), 
that, outside of Senators who are now in the Chamber, no 1). 
bers of the body expected that we would take up the free lis; ;.,. 
day. Therefore there may be paragraphs which some Sen 
would care to go back to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. WHITE. There ought to be the widest latitude in tha+ 
direction. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iagree to that. If there is any Senator wy} 
is absent and who desires to go back to any part of the free |jst. | 
shall make no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN, I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry as to 
what is the proper progress of this bill under the rules of tho 
Senate. Is it to consider it paragraph by paragraph as we reach 
them, unless the consideration is disposed of by unanimous , 
sent? Is that the rule of the Senate? 

Mr. ALLISON. When the consideration of the bill was first 
begun in the Senate, it was agreed that we should take up thie 
bill and dispose of it paragraph by paragraph, considering exh 
paragraph as it was reached. Then I think it was understood 
that if for any reason we were not ready to consider a paragraph, 
it might be sed over. In other words, we have been going on 
in an irregular way with respect to the paragraphs, passing over 
a good many of them simply because Senators either upon this 
side or the other desired further time to consider them or to pre. 
pare amendments. 

Mr. MORGAN, Then the regular order of the bill under the 
rule and understanding, as [ gather it from the Senator froim Iowa, 
is.that the bill shall be disposed of as each pa ph is reached, 
unless by unanimous consent a paragraph be laid over for further 
consideration? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that is the situation. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iobject totaking up the free list until the para- 
graphs which have been over are taken up and disposed of. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isu t to the Senator that we have already 
reached the free list under the rule. . 

Mr. MORGAN. No; we have not reached the free list under 
the rule, because paragraphs that precede it have not been dis- 


of. 

Mr. CULLOM. We passed them over by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MORGAN. For how long? For what time? 

Mr. CULLOM. Until we got through the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not until we went through the bill. There 
was no agreement of that kind. 

I am not doing this to obstruct the business of the Senate at all, 
but to try to get it in some shape where Senators can understand 
what is coming up, what time their attention will be directed to 
os parts of the bill in which they are directly interested. 

t is the fair thing to do, and any other course is extremely em- 
barrassing. 

Now, at this moment I am called out of the Chamber by order 
of this 7? execute one of its commands, and I have an amend- 
ment which I want to offer applicable to the entire free list. | 
can not offer that amendment at all until I know what articles 
are to be put upon the dutiable list and what articles are to be 
put upon the free list. The Senator from California just stated 
that he has propositions to put articles on the free list which have 
not yet been considered and ng these in the bill. We 
oe to know exactly what the free list is before we undertake 
to deal with it. We do not know and can not know what it is in 
the present situation of the legislation upon this bill. It is very 
convenient, I know, for Senators on the committee-—I wish to 
give them every indulgence in the world that is possible—to have 
these articles go over until they can prepare for the discussion or 
until they can get the action of a caucus upon icular meas- 
ures that are proposed, so that the Senator from Iowa will be 
standing here as the faithful recorder not of his own will, but of 
the will of the caucus. / 

Mr. President, I feel very much embarrassed in making this 
suggestion and objection, because I know, from all appearances «t 
least, that the Senator from Iowa has had a great dea! of suffering 
in the conduct of the bill. He has been eveey compelled to 
get up and move amendments to it, chan is programme, and 
put it in different attitudes and phases shapes and conditions, 
not to meet his own will, not to out his own judgment, but 
because he has been compelled to do it. The Senator has my pro- 
found sympathy on this on, where heis recording the decree 
of the caucus, and it is the first time that either a Democratic or 
Republican Senator in charge of a bill has ever been required to 
do such a thing. ; 

This is a new proceeding in the Senate, quite strang» indeed, 


r 
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and very embarrassing to all concerned, as well to the Senator | 


from Iowa as to all his friends on this floor who admire him so 


h. 
- the parliamentary sense, I understand I have the right to 
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proposes to transfer from the dutiable to thé free list; and in each 





| and every case where that has been done notice has been given. 


make the objection, and I will venture to do it, exercising my | 


rights as a Senator, if I possess them, to compel the consideration 
of the hs in the bill which precede the free list, so that 
when we get through the paragraphs that precede it in the order 
of the bill, we will know what articles are then on the free list. 

My proposition will be to put all the articles on the free list, 
with certain exceptions, some of which I have already stated in 
the amendment which I have proposed, under an ad valorem tax 
of 10 per cent for the purpose of getting revenue, so as to enable 
us to abstain from the internal taxation of the country, in refer- 
ence to tobacco and beer and sugar and several of the other essen- 
tial elements of life and progress. 

Now, how can I offer that amendment, how can I make the ex- 
ception, unless I know what is on the free list and what is not; 
and why should the Senate undertake to compel me to guess at 
what is going on the free list and what is not going on the free 
list so as to control the exceptions that I propose to make? 

I do not know whether the amendment has any strength in this 
body or not. I know there are some Senators here who would like 
to vote for it, but in offering it I know that I am running counter 
to the theories of some of the leading gentlemen of the party to 
which I have the honor to belong. Nevertheless, I am thoroughly 
convinced that the amendment is not only a good one, but is a 
necessary one, and it is conspicuously so when in casting our eyes 
over the bill we see that perhaps one-half in value and one-half in 
number or quantity of the articles imported into the United States 
come in aler the free list. 

Now, why they should come in under the free list is more than 
a man could tell if he were to take from now until next Christmas 
to describe the condition and contingencies and circumstances 
that seem to justify —~ the articles on the free list. I say 
that seem to justify it. They do not. These articles are not jus- 
tified in going on the free list. There can not be any justification 
for exempting any article imported into the United States from 
its proper burden under a tariff law except by way of indulgence 
to the plain, simple, elementary laws of humanity and benevo- 
lence, or for the pur of executing some general _— policy 
such as would attac or relate to the importation of bullion, for 
instance, for the purpose of coinage in our mints. 

The other day I went over this ground to some extent, and I do 
not propose now to undertake to argue the question fully. But 
there are Senators here who desire to argue it. They desire to 
look at it at least, and examine it; and it is impossible for us to do 
it with any intelligence at all until we know what articles are put 
— the dutiable list. As long as the articles proposed by the 

1 to be taxed and placed upon the dutiable list are not agreed 
upon, are not passed upon by the Senate, no man can say whether 
they are going upon the dutiable list or whether they are going 
upon the free list. We may make some very clear or accurate 
conjectures about this business, but we do not know. 

In the consideration and disposal of a tariff bill it is absolutely 
necessary for the sake of justice and the propriety of legislation 
that the dutiable list should be made up first, for whatever is not 
on the dutiable list necessarily is on the free list. I therefore in- 
sist, if I have the liamentary right to do it, that the Senate 
shail go back and up the undisposed-of articles and upon 
them, so that we may know when we get to the free list again 
what is on the free list and what is not. I would venture to sug- 
be, perhaps, the quickest way to get through 


If the Senator from Alabama will indulge me 
the way we are ene is really the regular 
y secure the = - consideration + the bill in 
every and every paragraph of it. After we have passed 
throm the free ict and every eee in the bill, it is in order, 
under our rules, as I understand them (if not, it was the under- 


> 
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standing), that any and every paragraph shall still be open to 
amendment. That I understand to be the rule. So paragraph 
No. 20 or No. 50 can be dealt with upon the motion of 
any Senator on floor until the bill is completed, and we never 
know what is on the free list and on the dutiable list until 
the bill passes out of the Committee of the Whole and passes to 
its third ee be in order for the Senator from Ala- 
bama to renew motion he made or one notice of the other 
Gay at any stage of the bill short of the third reading, as I under- 
I to the Senator from Alabama that the best way for 
him te facilitese bis own amendment is for us now to take up the 
free list and deal with it so far as the committee have dealt with 
i adde to the feo ist, wo fot; it wi then 0 taken fro the 
so t; it n taken from the 
dutiable list. So far as we have with the bill to this 
Moment, there are 


probably not half a dozen articles that anyone 


The Senator from Missouri a while ago moved to strike out a new 
paragraph that was inserted reducing the duty on certain articles 
as appeared in the House bill, giving notice that he would move 


| to place those articles upon the free list. 


| eration of it is to go on with the free list this afternoon 


| 


} 
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1 submit to the Senator from Alabama that the best way to fa- 
cilitate the consideration of the bill and secure the fullest consid- 
By an 
arrangement made before the Senator from Alabama came in, by 
unanimous consent, it was agreed that to-morrow morning we 
would take up the wool schedule. So we have been progressing 
in this way, and I think we are making intelligent and rapid prog- 
ress by the processes we have adopted. I trust that there will be 
no objection to continuing the methods we have hitherto pursued, 
and going on with the free list. I think if | were to makea point 
of order, that would be held to be the rule, because we have reached 
the free list now in the regular order, and we have passed over 
nothing except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I call the Senator's attention to the original agree- 
ment when the bill was taken up. I think I was in the chair at 
the time. It was that the committee amendments in each para- 
graph should first be taken up and acted upon, and then any 
amendments might be proposed from the floor to that paragraph. 
Now, all that is necessary in this case is to treat the free list as a 
schedule; then, by unanimous consent, after the committee amend- 
ments are completed to a paragraph on the free list, it is open to 
amendments on the floor proposed by anyone. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have noticed that Senators would introduce 
amendments as we have been going along without regard to the 
fact of the committee advancing them or proposing them at all. 

Mr. FRYE. But let me make one other suggestion to the 
Senator. After the free list is entirely completed as in Committee 
of the Whole, and it is in the Senate, it is still open to any amend- 
ment the Senator may desire to offer. 

Mr. MORGAN. When the bill passes from the Committee of 
the Whole into the Senate, then in the Senate the first question is 
on concurring in the amendments which have been adopted as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FRYE. No; the announcement will be made, ‘‘ The bill is 
now in the Senate and is still open to amendment;” and after that 
announcement the Senator is at liberty to offer any amendment 
he pleases, as is any other Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. To any paragraph. 

Mr. FRYE. To any paragraph in the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then this bill differs from all other bills in 
that particular. Iam surprised to hear that statement made, be- 
cause, notwithstanding the bill is open to amendment in the Sen- 
ate, the first question after we get out of Committee of the Whole 
and get into the Senate is whether the Senate will concur in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. That is the 
first question. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the first question. 

Mr. MORGAN. And after that comes the right of amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. When the question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole, I understand 
that any Senator can ask for a separate vote on any amendment 
that has been made in Committee of the Whole, and can move to 
concur in it with an amendment or ask the Senate to disagree to it. 
So the whole bill, under the rules as I understand them, is open. 

Mr. FRYE. Just as much as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLISON. Just as much as in Committee of the Whole, 
and it is open to the very end. I will say to Senators that it is 
within the power of the Senate to go on indefinitely under our 
rules as respects the bill. I think we all have the same purpose, 
and that is to facilitate the consideration of the bill as rapidly as 
possible consistent with a full and intelligent examination. We 
ask for nothing else on this side of the Chamber; so that every 
matter can be disposed of according to the convenience and judg- 
ment of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will not the Senator have to reserve his amend- 
ment as in Committee of the Whole before it can be offered in the 
Senate? 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Oh, no; there is the same power in the Sen- 
ate that there is as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think that has been the custom heretofore. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not have to be reserved as in Committee 
of the Whole, because it requires unanimous consent to have the 
question put on concurring in the amendments in bulk. When the 
question is on concurring in the amendments made as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, any Senator can demand a separate vote upon 
each and every amendment in the bill. So there is no difficulty 
about the fullest consideration in the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. With that understanding, Mr. President, and 
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according to the explanation now given by the Senator from Iowa, 
I withdraw the objection. 

Mr, ALLISON. I am very much obliged to the Senator, and I 
am sure he will have the fullest hoe rtunity. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at line 13, page 
161, under the heading of “ Free list.” 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in sec- 
tion 2, page 161, line 14, after the word “of,” to strike out ‘‘ May” 
and insert ‘ July;” so as to read: 

Sxc.2. That onand after the Ist day of July, 1897, unless otherwise specially 

rovided for in this act, the following articles when imported shall be e xeuspe 

rom duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the amendment may be modified in 
g2>tion 2, line 14, by striking out “May” and ‘‘ July” and leaving 
a blank for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘Without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to as modified, leaving the blank to be filled. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 452, page 161, line 18, 
after the word ‘‘ arsenious,” to insert ‘‘ benzoic, carbolic;” in line 
19, after the word * nitric,” to insert ‘‘ oxalic;” in line 20, ‘after the 
word “silicic,” to insert *‘ salicylic, and valerianic,” and to strike 
out ‘‘ when chemically pure or in condition for use for medicinal, 
chemical, or manufacturing purposes, without further prepara- 
tion or treatment; ” so as to make the paragraph read: 

452. Acids: Arsenic or arsenious, benzoic, carbolic, fluoric, hydrochloric or 
muriatic, nitric, oxalic, phosphoric, picric or nitro- picric, prussic, and silicic, 
salicylic, and valerianic. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the amendment inserting the words 
*tsalicylic and valerianic " may be disagreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to have some reason given for striking 
out those words. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
dutiable iist. 

Pe eee t 


We have not yet considered those acids on the 


I ask the Senator from Iowa to allow the para- 
aph to be passed over for the present. 
r. ALLISON. Very well. 
Mr. WHITE. I desire to investigate it. 
Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. there any objection to the first 
amendment, inserting the words ‘‘ benzoic, carbolic,” and ‘‘ oxalic?” 
Mr. WHITE. My request is that the entire paragraph be 
1 over temporarily. 
Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to that course. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, the para- 
graph h will be passed over. 
e aon of the bill was continued to line 3, on page 162, the 
last paragrap 
455}. Albumen. 


Mr. ALLISON. After “albumen” I move to insert “not 
specially provided for in this eo * 

The amendment was 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 

graph 456, » page 162, line 5, after the word “ anthracin,” to strike 
oa ‘including pephtnenertn black ” andinsert “‘andall fast-black 
coal-tar dyes;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

456. Alizarin, natural or artificial, and dyes derived from alizarin or from 
anthracin, and all fast-black coal-tar dyes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that eae ph 456 be passed over. 

‘ — VICE-PRESIDENT. ithout objection, it will be so or- 
ered. 

ot reading of the bill was continued to paragraph 459, page 
162, line 10. 

Mr. WHITE. At this point, if the Senator from Iowa will per- 
mit me, I should like to suggest an article that ought to go into 
the free list, and I think the committee will have no objection to 
it. It ie the article known as antitexin. The Board of General 
a raisers ruled that this article was ad ble under the desig- 

on of vaccine virus, but the United States court, after an ex- 
enstnation of the subject, decided otherwise, and that very valu- 
able medicinal preparation is therefore dutiable by that decision 
under the provisions of the first schedule of the bill. I su t 
that ‘‘459}. Antitoxin” be inserted as a new paragraph. 
can be no objection, it appears to me, to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLI I do not know that there is; but I ask the 
Senator to allow it to be passed over. 

* Mr. WHITE. I can refer the Senator to the decision which I 
mentioned, and the General Appraisers will with me. 

et A LUISON: I shall not object to its being inserted at a 


read being as follows: 


re 


ter 
tate VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair does not hear the agree- 
ment made between the Senators. 
. WHITE. Does the Senator from Iowa object to the amend- 


: The Senator from California moves, I under- 
stand, to insert “ antitoxin. a 


Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir; as paragraph 459}. 


Mr. ALLISON, It should go in after paragraph . e 16 
e 163. It should be a new paragraph sutaberes 408 po te, 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senator from California con- 
tent with that s tion? 

Mr. WHITE, Yes; let it come in as paragraph 463}. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hea; 
none, and paragraph “‘ 4634. Antitoxin,” is inserted at the pri). 
place on page 163. ; 

The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 


460. An eoinal norte for breedi sha dy 
an Provided breed, and ‘no such goin sail red be admited tree unlentpae 
for 2 ecopniond bree ond Sant mogeeeres, fea eeanir tr" | 

er daly a on animal shal be teen submitted to the cus 
often a b Ay oan custodian of such book of r: 
th the affidavit of the owner, agent, or importer that such a: 
ing eee pees merc ree entre 
y be required for the tt a." * 

w Mr. CHILTON. I “ok the Senator from Iowa if he does not 
think it would be advisable to adopt an amendment to that ira. 
graph, not as a matter of any political importance. at all, bn to 
continue the efficiency of the exemption concerning anim: ils? I 
find that the Agricultural appropriation acts have carried a ¢);,; 
like the following: 
see oe pay “a Agriculture shall Sheeteh and © bred to the Secr 

0 recognized breeds nal 
sinpoorimd uup=mitdisinltuad: 

That clause was contained in the Agricultural appropriation a 
which we passed a short timeago, and it occurs to me that it would 
be well to provide a like me to be lied to the new tariff 
law. Ihave an amendment, which I offer. 

Iam much obli to the Senator. That is : 
very important suggestion. If the Senator has a suitable amend 
ment, I ask that it ma ee oe inserted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Texas to par ph 460. 

The SEcRETARY. Insert after the wor ee,” in line 21, 
on page 162: 

That the Secretary of Saretinte shall determine and certify to the 

tary of the -b anit 
TS Sateen aden aoe breeds and pure-bred ar 

be VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection tothe amend- 
men 

Mr. HOAR. The words‘ Provided further ” should be inserted 
at the beginning of the clause, 

Mr. ee * It on not a any coeentne ns mappa it is 
an independent clause. accep e suggestion, if the Senator 
from Massachusetts thinks it desirable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Texas as modified 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in p:ra- 
graph 461, page 163, line 4, after the word ‘‘also,” to strike out 
the comma and the words “household furniture and cookiny 
utensils not exceeding in value $100 and;” soas to make the para- 
graph read: 

461. Animals en ay ben ae States ly for a period n 


exceeding six ‘agricalur of exhibition n OF competition for p rizes 
aes Ss by — tural or rachng seaciaton: but a bond shall be ¢ 


Pee ee tre asury; 
an toneateatneie tea fir harness and tw: kie and the wagons or 
other vehic 


les actually owned soene oxteeeons ress, foreign countries 
to the United a s with their Inilies, and in actual use for the purpose of 
such a unde: of 


r such regulations as the the Treasury 
may prescribe and wild animals intended | for exhibition in zoological collec 
tions for scientific and educational purposes, and not for sale or profit 
The amendment was ihe. 


a —? of the bill was continued to line 16, page 163, para- 


onthe Vit VICE-PRESIDENT. At this point a new aph has 
been inserted. — 

The Secretary read as follows: 

463}. Antitoxin. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to 
insert after line 17, on page 163: 

464}. Argols, or crude tartars, and lees crystals. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to modify the amendment by striking 
out the word ‘‘ or” after the word ‘argols,” in line 18, and adding 
at the end of the line “not specially for;” so as to read: 

Argols, crude tartars, and lees crystals, not specially provided for. 

The amendment to the amendment was = to. 

The amendment as amended was 
the of Pine bill. The next 


The» 
amendment of Committee on Finance was, in ph 470, 
eee , after the words ‘‘ United States,” to rt ‘(except 
hich an internal-revenue tax is levied);” in line ‘, 

aa weak ‘*means, barrels, carboys. 

ene ae = American manufacture S caperted filled 
American products, or exported empty and returned filled 


ea 








oreign products, including shooks when returned as barrels 
pooh also quicksilver flasks or bottles, of either domestic or 
manufacture, which shall have been actually exported 
from the United States;” in line 16, after the word ‘‘ Treasury,” 
to strike out, ‘* but the exemption of bags from duty shall apply 
only to domestic bags as may be imported by the exporter 
thereof, and if any such articles are subject to internal tax at the 
time of exportation, such tax shall be proved to have been paid 
before exportation and not refunded;” in line 22, after the word 
“made,” to strike out ‘‘ the reimportation of which is hereby pro- 
hibited ex upon payment of duties equal to the drawbacks 
allowed;” and on page 165, line 1, after the word “law,” to strike 
“e the colon and the words: 

nd provided further, That when manufactured tobacco which has been 
exported without | without payment of . of internal-revenue tax shall be reimported, it 
shall be of the collector of customs until internal- 
revenue stamps pre ene § payment ot the legal duties shall be placed thereon. 

So as to make the paragraph read: 


470. Articles the growth, produce, and manufacture of the United States 
(asee e ee which an internal-revenue tax is levied), when returned 
without having been advanced in value or im- 


nat wing ono an of manufacture or other means; but proof 
of the identity of ul axties sell be made, under general Senuintiounte be 
ribed 


presc of the Treasury: Provided, That this paragraph 
shall not y to pomp al — ee an allowance of drawbac back bes ben on 
made, or to an article — ured in bonded warehouse and exported 
under any pro’ 


Mr. ALLISON. ™ aero are some modifications that I think 
should be yee to paragraph 470, and therefore I ask that the 

over for the present. 

The OE: RESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 471, page 165, line 
6, to strike out “ Asbestus” and insert ‘‘ Asbestos;” so as to read: 

471. Asbestos, unmanufactured. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was out of the Chamber when par- 
agraph 460 was taken up a few minutes ago, to which I wanted 
to move an amendment, which I hope will be accepted by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. 

At the end of the corresponding paragraph in the Wilson law 
there was this provision, which seems to me ought to be in this 
oe 


sheep, or other domestic animals which have strayed acros:: 
s boundary ie into any foreign country, or have been or may be driven 

line by the owner or pasturage purposes, together 
= with their inerease, ey be brought back to the United States free of duty 

under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

There is considerable stock, as I understand, along the border 
Mexico and the United States driven across for pasturage pur- 
There has never been any complaint made regarding it so 
as I know, and the regulations prescribed by the Secretary of 
Treasury have been ample to prevent any abuse. It seems to 
= > thet tay the present bill ought to accord the same privileges which 
are allowed under the present law, and I hope there will be no ob- 
— to the insertion of the words I have read as an amendment 


460. 
Mr. I will state to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
= that the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] is in favor 
asmuchasIam. We have talked about it. 
pe een Iam familiar with it, and I do not know that 
I ana object to the amendment; but let it be passed over until to- 
morrow , by which time we may arrive at some under- 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then I will offer the amendment, so 
that o will be — and ae be overlooked. 
ery we 
ae JONES of akan I propose to insert, at the end of para- 


accra ane domestic animals which have strayed across 
re country, a have been or may be driven 

wt hoch ts oe nited od ‘Beaten f f dut d 

ta ree of duty under 

regutaaints maeiont Secretary of the Treasury. 


einen back to the 
= VICE-PRESIDENT. ae there be no objection, the amend- 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] will be 


There should be some modification of that par- 


, together with 


a 


MELISON. "here sould be over. 
cies of Arkansas. I offer the amendment to the pending 
bill so that it will not be overlooked. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
ee oe Finance was, after line 12, on page 165, to in- 


ant Bauxite or beauxite, crude, not refined or otherwise advanced in con- 
ote CLAY. The House, as I understand, placed a duty of $1 


Per ton on bauxite in 88 of the bill, which the te 
committee Spee apa I ask the Senator from Iowa to 
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let the new paragraph which has just been read go over until 
that question can be considered in connection with paragraph 88. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no ol yjection, the para- 
staph will be passed over for the present. 
e reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of Committee on Finance was, in paragr: ph {78. page 165, line 19, 
after the word ‘‘ pound,” to strike out the comma and insert “‘ and 
manila twine, measuring 600 feet to the por ind;” so as to read: 
478. Binding twine: All binding twine manufact ired in whole or in 


, : = lp axe 
from New Zealand hemp, istle or Tampico fiber, sisal grass, or sunn, of singk 


ply and measuring not exceeding 600 feet to the por nd and manila twine 
measuring 600 feet to the pound 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same paragraph, in line 22, 
before the word “‘ articles,” to strike out “ like” and insert ‘‘ the 
same;” so as to read: 

Provided, That articles mentioned in this paragraph if imported from a 
country which lays an import duty on the same articles imported from the 
United States shall be subject to a duty of one-half of 1 cent per pound 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask consent of the Senate to recur 
to paragraph 473 for the a of offering an amendment be- 
tween that and paragraph 474, as I think it will come more prop- 
erly at that point. I ees to move an amendment there add- 
ing a new paragraph: 

Bagging for aan) gee cloth, and all similar material suitable for cov 
ering cotton, composed in whole or in part of hemp, flax, jute, or jute butts 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senator to allow that to be 
over for the present. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
then it may go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

— SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph: 

Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and all similar material suitable for 


covering cotton, composed in whole or in part of hemp, flax, jute, or jute 
vutts 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. By unanimous consent 
ment will lie over for the present. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before passing from paragraph 478, in line 17 
I move to strike out the words ‘‘in whole or in part.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 478, 
word ‘*manufactured,” 
in part;” so as to read: 


478. Binding twine: All binding twin 
hemp, istle or Tampic *0 fiber, sisal g 


Mr. NELSON. 
Mr. ALLISON. 
to the amendment. 

Mr. NELSON. I object to it because we have a good deal of 
twine of mixed material; we have a good deal of twine that is not 
made wholly of one of these substances; we have a good deal that 
is made of manila and sisal grass, mixed. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will observe the object I have in 
making the suggestion is to give some little protection to the flax 
industry, whic h we are cz aring for. Under the provision as it 
stands now, twine might have in it a single line of New Zealand 
hemp, istle or tampico fiber, and so on, and all the rest be flax. 
I suggest to the Senator that we should say ‘‘from New Zealand 
hemp, istle or tampico fiber, sisal grass, or sunn, or a mixture of 
either of them.” 

Mr. NELSON. If the amendment is put in that form, I shall 
have no objection to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. If not put in that form, it would be all wrong, 
unless we strike out the words which I have proposed to strike 


out. 

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator will put in the words he proposes 
to strike out, then it will be all right. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can not allow the Senator to say it would be 
all right to strike out those words if I did not put anything in. 
We strike out those words in order that we may not have imported 
binding twine manufactured in whole or in part from New Zea- 
land hemp, instead of flax. 

Mr. NELSON. No binding twine is made of flax. 
made of hemp. 

Mr. ALLISON. TheSenator does not comprehend what I mean, 
The object of my moving to strike out that provision was to pro- 
tect the flax industry from what might happen under this provi- 
sion if it were not stricken out. I want the Senator to see that 
the objection he makes is one not in the interest of the industry 
he see rotect, and that my amendment is in that interest. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
in line 17, to strike out the words ‘‘ in whole or in part.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 





passed 


I will offer the amendment now, and 


, the amend- 


after the 
‘*in whole or 


page 165, line 17, 
it is proposed to strike out 


+ manufactured from New Zealand 
rrass, or sunn, ete. 


1 hope that will not be done. 
I will ask the Senator what objection he has 


It is all 





1880 


Mr. ALLISON. Now, I move, in the same paragraph, in line 
18, after the word ‘‘sunn,” to insert ‘‘or a mixture of either of 
them.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. Do I understand the paragraph is perfected 
according to the theory of the other side? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it is fully perfected. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out the paragraph as amended 
and insert in lieu thereof paragraph 399 of the present law. I 
think the effect of the numerous amendments reported by the 
Committee on Finance has been to deprive the law of its beneficial 
effect. It is so limited in operation that the free list is the appro- 
priate place for the provision. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from California will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 478 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 

All binding twine manufactured in whole or in part from New Zealand 
hemp, istle or Tampico fiber, sisal grace, or sunn, of single ply and measuring 
ie ale 600 feet to the pound, and manila twine not exceeding 650 feet 

Mr. ALLISON. The suggestion of the Senator from California 
calls to my attention a matter which I had overlooked. The pro- 
vision as to manila twine should read ‘‘ measuring 650 feet,” in- 
stead of “600 feet.” Ithink the language as it stands is a mis- 
print, and that it should be as I suggest. I move the insertion of 
the words “and fifty,” after the word ‘‘ hundred,” in line 20; 80 as 
to read, ‘‘ and mantle twine, measuring 650 feet to the pound.” 

Mr. WHITE. If I understand the effect of the amendment, 
then, manila twine measuring 649 feet would not be admitted free. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the provision of the Wilson law. I 
think the provision should be “not exceeding 650 feet.” The ob- 
ject is to exclude very fine twine. 

Mr. WHITE. The Wilson law states ‘‘ not exceeding 650 feet.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; that ought to be the provision 
here-—‘‘ not exceeding 650 feet.” 

Mr. WHITE. Now, Mr. President, if the paragraph is per- 
fected, I wish to offer my amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. WHITE. It appears to me that the phrase “or a mixture 
of either of them” is not a very good expression. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is in the Wilson law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If the Senator from California will 
withhold his amendment for a moment, the Chair will put the 
question on the amendments of the committee. 

Mr. WHITE. I withdraw the amendment temporarily. 

- The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the other two 
amendments proposed by the Senator from Iowa on behalf of the 
committee will be to. 

Mr. WHITE. I think the expression ‘‘or the mixture of either 
of them” is a littie inaccurate there. I will, however, now move 
to substitute paragraph 399 of the Wilson law for the pending 
paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 

roposed by the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], which has 
Lasctelete been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Iowa to the comma at the end of line 19, after the 
word “ manila,” and asks if he desires to have that retained? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; it should be retained. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the comma will 
be retained. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that the paragraph be read as it now 


stands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be read as 
amended. . 

The Secretary read as follows: 

478. Binding twine: All binding twine manufactured from New Zealand 
hemp, istle or Tampico fiber, sisal grass, or sunn, or a mixture of either of 
them, of single ply and measuring not exceeding 600 feet to the pound, and 
manila twine, measuring not exceeding 600 feet tothe pound: Provided, That 
articles mentioned in this paragraph, if imported from a country which lays 
an import duty on the same articles im from the United States, shall 
be subject to a duty of one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment of the committee in line 22, 
before the word ‘‘ articles,” to strike out ‘‘like” and insert ‘‘ the 
same,” should be disagreed to; so that it will read: 


From a country which lays an import duty on like articles imported from 
the United States, etc. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be dis od to. The Chair hears none, and it is disagreed to. 
Mr. WHITE. Now I recall the motion which I have made to 
strike out the whole of paragraph 478 as amended and insert in 
lieu ——— ~paragraph 399 of the present law, which has been 


ly read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that that 
amendment has just been rejected by a vote of the Senate. 
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Mr. WHITE. It seems when my motion was made the y+. 
graph had not reached that state of perfection which was the );;. 
mate aspiration of the Senator from Iowa, but now that it js ;, : 
thoroughly dressed-up condition I wish to renew the motion. «, .. 
to again present the question. ' 

Mr. ALLISON, I have no objection to the Senator preseyj),. 
his amendment. The paragraph is in a condition of absolute yoy 
fection now, as I understand it, without the suggestion of {),, 
Senator to strike it out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend) 
oven ty the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE), which yas 

n read. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, as to the amendment being jy a 
state of absolute perfection, I will say to the honorall« an 
learned Senator from Iowa that I do not think you can y)jx 
‘either ” of several different things. ‘‘ Either” applies to oye of 
two things. The proposition should be “a mixture of any tw. 
—” That I think would be an improvement of the phrase. 
ology. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I shall accept the modification sug. 
gested by the Senator from Indiana, although I call his attention 
to the fact that we were imitating the fabricators of the Wilson 
law when we inserted those words. 

Mr. WHITE. A fabrication may be used, but a refabrication 
never. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Indiana state 
the amendment he suggests? 

Mr. TURPIE. In paragraph 478, line 18, after the words “ mix. 
ture of,” I move to strike out ‘‘either” and to insert ‘any two 
or more.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that is better phraseology than that in 
the paragraph, and I thank the Senator for the suggestion. 

TheSecretary. Itis proposed to amend the committee amend- 
ment, after the words ‘‘ mixture of,” in line 18, by striking out 
‘either ” and inserting ‘‘ any two or more.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The text will stand in that way in 
place of the amendment heretofore adopted. The question before 
the Senate is on the motion of the Senator from California to strike 
out paragraph 478 and insert a new paragraph, which has been 
heretofore read. 

The amendment of Mr. WHITE was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 166, after line 9, to insert 
the following as a new paragraph: 

4844. Bolting cloths composed of silk, imported expressly for milling pur- 
oon and so Sormanently marked as not to be suitable for any other oon ” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inparagraph 484, line 9, after the word © dried,” 
I move to insert the words ‘‘ not specially provided for.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed toamend paragraph 444, in line 
9, page 166, so as to read: 

484. Blood, dried, not specially provided for. 

The amendment was apes to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 166, after line 18, to insert 
as a new paragraph the following: 

486a. Books, maps, music, engravings, photographs, etchings, bound or un- 
bound, and charts, which shall have been printed more than twenty years at 
the date of importation, and all hyd phic charts, and scientific books and 

riodicals devoted to original scientific research, and publications issued for 

heir subscribers by scientific and literary associations or academies, or pub- 


lications of individuals for gratuitous private circulation, and public docu- 
ments issued by foreign governments. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, or page 167, after line 2, to insert as 
a new paragraph the following: 

486b. Books and pamphlets c es other than 
English; also esbimed tanks, ie eatoel etek vate evniee y by the blind. 

Mr. VEST. Is not that a repetition of another paragraph’ 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a repetition of another paragraph, and 

aph 486 should be stricken out. 

Mr. GRAY. 486c, you mean. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; paragraph 486 should be stricken out. It 
was the intention of the committee to run these various para 
graphs right —. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is pro to strike out paragraph 456, 

beginning in line 16, on page 166, as follows: 


486. Books, engravings, otographe, etchings, bound or unbound, maps 
and charts aperese by Ckbor! y or for the use of tho United States or for 
of Congress. 


nt 


l{ 


y 


} 
i 


the use of the Library 
The amendment was to. 
Mr. VEST. Ishould to understand that. It seems to me 
that paragraph 486c is the same as paragraph 486, except that 
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paragraph 486 includes music. 
move to strike out peeeteeh 486. , 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; the proposition is to strike out paragraph 
486 and insert 486c, so as to have these provisions in regular order. 


The provision of paragraph 486 is enlarged a little in paragraph 


1 The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 486c is next in order, and 
ill be read. : 
The SecreTaARY. The Committee on Finance pro to insert 
as a new paragraph, after line 5, on page 167, the following: 
486c. Books, maps, pounie, engravings, photographs, etchings, bound or un- 
b thorit t f the United § es 
Doane aa eed tee Libcary of Congress." or the use of the United States 
Mr. VEST. The only difference I see is that this paragraph 
includes music, whilst paragraph 486 does not. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. This includes the ee. 
Mr. ALLISON. I understand that paragraph 486 has been 
stricken out. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment has been agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. In line 24, of paragraph 486a, page 166, after 
bers,” I move to insert the words ‘‘ or exchanges.” 


I understand the Senator to 


the word “‘subscri 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa will be stated. 
The SecRETaRY. In paragraph 486a, on page 166, line 24, after 
the word ‘‘subscribers,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ or exchanges;” so 
as to read: 


blications issued for their subscribers or exchanges by scientific 
sat ndaey associations or academies, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, after line 9, on page 167, to insert 
as a new paragraph the following: 

4964. Books, maps, music, photographs, etchings. lithographic prints, and 
charts, imported, not more than two copiesin any ane inveite, in 
good faith, for the use or by order of any society or institution incorporated 
or established solely for religious, philosophical, educational, scientific, or 
lite or for the encouragement of the fine arts, or for the use or 
b pi A: of any outers, academy, school, or seminary of learning in the 
United States, or any te or public library, and not for sale, subject to such 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shali prescribe. 

Mr. VEST. What is the change made? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is a new paragraph reported 


by the Senate committee as it appears in the print. 
Mr. ALLISON. There is no change made in paragraph 486d. 
The amendment was d to. 


agree 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 167, after line 19, to insert 
as a new paragraph the following: 


4860. Rocien Hevucinn, usual and reasonable furniture, and similar house- 
hold effects of persons or families from foreign countries, if actually used 
abroad by them not less than one year, and not intended for any other per- 
son or persons, nor for sale. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 168, to insert as a 


new paragraph the following: 


486f. Brass, old brass, clippings from brass or Dutch metal, all the forego- 
ing, fit only for reman ure. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert a new paragraph as follows: 
489}. Bromine. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
oun reading pe the bill was resumed, and continued to the end 


r. After paragraph 493, I move to insert as a new 


4933. Surlage and bags for grain, made of burlaps. 

A similar question will be involved here to that suggested in the 
motion of the Senator form Arkansas. I merely give notice of 
the amendment at present, and will allow it to stand over. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be passed over. 


IN. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. By unanimous consent, it will be 


Mr. PETTUS, I suggest to the Senator from California to add 
“Mir, WHITE 's wil coy tthe Senator 
Mr, I will say to the Senator from Alabama that the 
Senator from Arkansas has already made such a motion in refer- 
ence to another mpeers of the bill, so that the motion referred 
to arn. mote io pentin at this sane od 
reading was resumed. e next amendment o 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 496, line 13, page 168, 
rte neste tion $0 cane oe 
not less ific gravity;” 
80 poo to make the paragraph read: ee ee 
ere camphor of not less than 980 degrees 
was to. 
it, GRAY aeaee 


After paragraph 498} I think I should like to call 
attention to bleaching powder, about which something was said 
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the other day when it was passed over. I should like to propose 
an amendment inserting bleaching powder. Let it be stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. There will be no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Srcrerary. It is proposed to add as a new paragraph 
after 4934: 

Bleaching powder. 


Mr. BURROWS. 
pending? 

Mr, ALLISON. That is all. 

Mr. WHITE. I notice that in this part of the bill there is no 
mention made of paragraph 426 of the Wilson Act—old coins, 
medals, etc. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Iowa whether 
it is the design of the committee to take the articles embraced in 
paragraph 426 off the free list? 

The present law reads: 

Old coins and medals and other antiquities, but the term “antiquities,” as 
used in this act, shall include only such articles as are suitable for souvenirs 


or cabinet collections, and which shall have been produced at any period 
prior to the year 1700. 


The Senator offers that to be considered as 


Of course we can probably produce something prior to the year 
1700 by new processes, but that is not an infant industry. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was purposely omitted in the bill as it 
came from the House. In the Senate the committee is prepar- 
ing a modification of that provision, to see if it is not possible to 
get in these old coins and antiquities without being obliged to get 
in also under that name new coins and new imitations. We will 
have that under consideration later on. 

Mr. WHITE. The present law provides: 

Which have been produced at any period prior to the year 1700 

There are, in the progress of scientific inquiry, various processes 
giving an ancient appearance to manufactured articles, and I do 
not know whether it is designed to promote a domestic industry, 

Mr. GRAY. It occurs to me that this, like some other indus- 
tries, may deserve protection. I recollect seeing the answer of a 
witness on the stand in a court in New York. He was asked what 
his business was, and he said his business was to make wormholes 
in‘furniture, so that it might be sold as antique furniture. If that 
is worthy of consideration—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Itisanewindustry. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator from Delaware ought to state, 
in justice to his own country, that that answer was made in 
England and not here. 

Mr. GRAY. In England? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. Still it might be brought into this country if it 
were not kept out by a tariff. 

Mr. ALLISON. I assure the Senator that later on we will pro- 
pose some provision in regard to the question of antiquities. 

Mr. WHITE. I observe imasnedtatety prior to antiquities in the 
present law ‘“‘cabbages.” The relation between the two is not 
apparent. I will inquire whether they are excluded from the 
free list by design. 

a ALLISON. They are on the dutiable list at 3 cents each, I 
think. 

Mr. WHITE. I will now move to insert the phraseology of 
paragraph 426 of the present law immediately before paragraph 
495 of the proposed law. The amendment may be considered as 
pending, subject to the paragraph which the Senator from Iowa 
informs us the committee has now in process of preparation. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 498, page 168, line 
16, after the word ‘‘ unmanufactured,” to strike out the comma 
and insert ‘‘or not further manufactured than in strings or 
cords;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

498. Catgut. whip gut, or worm gut, unmanufactured, or not further 
manufactured than in strings or cords. 

Mr. ALLISON. On further consideration, the committee in- 
struct me to ask the Senate to disagree to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE. I understand the Senator asks the Senate to dis- 
agree to the amendment and to insert in paragraph 498 the words 
in italics. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; that has already been done. 

Mr. WHITE. That is satisfactory. 

The reading of the bill was resuined. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to insert as a new paragraph the 
following: 

500a. Charcoal. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the paragraph may be passed over, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed over, 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 

the Committee on Finance was to insert as a new paragraph: 
500b. Chicory root, raw, dried or undried, but unground. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the amendment may be rejected. 
We have already put chicory root on the dutiable list. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 504, page 169, line 3, 
after the word “ coal,” to strike out “anthracite, and coal;” and 
in line 4, after the word “ be,” to strike out ‘‘ unloaded” and in- 
sert ‘‘ unladen or discharged;” so as. to make the paragraph read: 

504. Coal stores of American vessels; but none shall be unladen or discharged. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that paragraphs 504 and 505, down to the 
end of line 16, shall be passed over. 

Mr. WHITE. Including line 16? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Including line 16. The paragraphs 
will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was to insert as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 

5124. Copper in plates. bars, ingots, or pigs, and other forms, not manu- 
factured or apecially provided for in this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. I desire to offer an amendment to come in at 
the proper place along here, wherever it will suit the committee 
best, reading: “ Yellow prussiate of potash, cyanide of potassium.” 
Is it the proper time to offer it now? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know of any place where I desire the 
Senator to offer the amendment, but I t it had better come in 
a little later, under the potash paragraph, which will appear soon. 
We have potash in paragraph 619, page 181. 

Mr. STEWART, I will wait until we reach that point. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have a great number of articles of potash 
on the free list. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of paragraph 517, on page 170, which is as follows: 

517. Cotton, and cotton waste or flocks. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I move to amend the paragraph so as to 
conform with the amendment heretofore adopted putting cotton 
on the dutiable list. I move to strike but the words ‘‘ Cotton, and.” 

The Secrerary. In paragraph 517, line 12, it is proposed to 
strike out the words ‘‘ Cotton, and;” so as to make the paragraph 


Cotton waste or flocks. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BACON. The amendment which I submitted is now in 


order. The point has been reached where it will be inserted, if 


adopted. The amendment, to be known as paragraph 517}, puts 
— ties on the free list. The amendment is in writing at the 
esk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph: 
517}. Cotton ties of iron and steel, of any thickness, for baling cotton, cut 
to lengths, punched or not punched, with or without buckles. 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senator gives notice of the amendment, 
which is to be passed over. 
Mr. BACON. Not unless the Senator desires. 
Mr. ALLISON. I do not. 
Mr, SPOONER and Mr. WHITE. Let the amendment be read 


n. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. It should be “iron or steel.” 

Mr. BACON. Itis “or,” is it not? LI intended it to be ‘‘or.” I 
make that modification. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be modified so 
as to read ‘‘ Cotton ties, of iron or steel.” 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not know what is the di 
sition of the Senator from Iowavand those who are acting with 
him as to this particular amendment. there is any intention to 
antagonize it, it has been s ted that possibly it might go over. 

I desire, however, to call the attention of the Senator and the 
Senate to the fact that a few days since, when this matter was in- 
cidentally mentioned in connection with another, the Senator 
from Iowa, representing the committee, stated that it was cer- 
tainly the intention of the committee and of those with whom he 

to put cotton tiesand binding twine _— an exact equality. 

Mr. LISON. I shall be very glad to have the Senator read 
any observation of mine to that effect. I shall be glad to have 
the Recorp produced showing that I suggested that they be put 
on an equality. Isaid we would endeavor to deal justly with all 
these matters connected with this paragraph as respects the free 
list. If cotton ties and binding twine stand exactly upon the 
same relation, it is a question whether one or two of Sonn should 
be on the free list or dutiable list. 

Mr. BACON, I fear the Senator from Iowa forgets the occa- 
sion to which I allude. 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps I do. Ishould be glad to have the 


Senator read just what I didsay. That is tosay, if Iam {, | 
judged 7 observation I made hitherto respecting cotton ¢j, 

I should be glad to have it read at the desk or by the Senator 
Mr. BACON. The Senator will recall that I suggested Fri, 
last, I think it was, that the Senator and those with whom he \... 
acting were more sensitive as to the rights claimed by cer;.,. 

interests than they were as to others. I was speaking of the ; 
that they had so promptly recommended the placing of a 
pensatory duty upon cotton manufactures. he Senator asked 
me to pre! in what instance they had failed to be equally . 
siderate of the interests of the farmers of the North and the int... 
ests of the farmers of the South. I stated the fact that iy +)... 
pending bill ging and ties were upon the dutiable list, w),\), 
grain sacks and binding twine were on the free list. The Sen.;.,; 
from California [Mr. Ware] called attention to the fact t); | 
was mistaken as to grain sacks, and the matter stood as beiny ¢;);,. 
so far as related to binding twine being on the free list ani |)... 
ging and ties being on the dutiable list. - 

Relating to those particular items, the Senator from lowa {)}),.) 
made the statement which I now s t is correctly represent oj 
by me. The Senator from Arkansas | Mr. Berry] rose and as\:.) 
whether or not the Senator intended to produce the equ:i\i1 
which was promised by him by bringing binding twine on 1. :\), 
dutiable list, so that it should be on an equality with bagyin, 
and ties, or whether he proposed to put bagging and ties 01 :),, 
free list, and thus get them to a plane of equality. The Senat.: 
from Iowa at that time declined to say which he would do. |); 
gave the assurance that they would be treated on an exit 
— , and said the committee was considering it. 

, LISON. Iask the Senator to read what I said. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not pretend to have given the exact |,n- 
guage of the Senator from Iowa, but I do not think I have mis. 
represented him in substance. 

. WHITE. I suggest to the Senator from Georgia that a fair 


defense could be made upon either theory. 


Mr. BACON. A defense by whom? 

Mr. WHITE. either party. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator’s remark is rather vague. I do not 
know to what he alludes, 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot this as of any moment, so far 
as I am personally conce: , but as the Senator quoted my 
lan e, | wanted to see if he was making a correct quotation. 

. BACON. The Senator does me an injustice by saying that 
I endeavored to quote his language. 
WHITE. if my memory serves me rightly, it was a more 


HI 
ner; does gg orem of good will in which the Senator from Georzia 


acquie taking it rather too literally, and making perhaps 
too close an application. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it will suit the convenience of the Senator 
from Georgia. I will ask that the amendment may be passed) over 
and be regarded as pending, and then we can uss the whole 
queStion later on. 

Mr. BACON. I was looking in the wrong copy of the Recon). 
I will get the correct number and call the attention of the Senator 
from lowa to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not a material matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be considered 
as pending and will be ed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Georgia allow it to be 
passed over? 

Mr. BACON. I had the wrong number of the Recorp. 

Mr. PETTUS. Why not act on the amendment now? 

Mr. STEWART. I do not see any objection to acting on it now. 

Mr. PETTUS. Ishould like to know why theamendment shoud 
be pee over. Why not act on it? 

r. BACON. Simply because the Senator from Iowa desires 
that the REcorpD be produced to see whether we have labored 
under an im erroneously, 

Mr. PETTUS. If the Senator will allow me, it is not what tlie 
Senator from Iowa said last week. He has a right to change his 
mind if he chooses. I do not think he said that, because my ‘is- 
tinct impression is that he gave an answer which you could not 
put a hook into. one, What we need most is the con- 
currence of the Senator wa now. 

The of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. P S. One moment. I wish to understand why tle 


amendment is to be over? 
. With the assent of the Senator from 


The VICE-PRES 
it was laid over. b 
Mr. BACON. It has been passed over in accordance with tlc 
suggestion of the Senator from Iowa and in accordance with t! 
tion of several Senators who sit around me that possibly '' 
is in the interest of the amendment which I seek to have incor 
porated in the bill and for which I have deep solicitude. 
Mr. PETTUS. Iam very anxious that Senator from Iowa 
shall not prove that he is correct, and therefore I should like to 
have the amendment acted on now. 











Mr. ALLISON . I would s eh te ie Renatan Soom Alene 
that personally it is immaterial to me whether or not it is now 
acted on; but are four or five amendments which, in a sense, 
are co and I think we might as well some time, when*we 


eaibs ond when the records can be produced, 
— upall those amendments and dispose of them. 
E 


Mr. Then the only favor I ask is that the Senator 
from G will leave the other discussion out of the case and 
try. to those Senators to agree to the amendment. 

ACON. part of some one, 


Unless — is urgency on the 
I ei agree to the of the Senator from Iowa that the 
ame ndment be p 

The VICE- With the assent of the mover of the 
amendment, it ——_ be be passed 0 over for the present. 

The reading of resumed and continued to the end 
of paragraph 525, line 25, page 170. pt 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 24, before the word “ glaziers’,” I move 
to ae the word “ miners’. ” 

The SecreTaRY. In line 24, it is proposed to insert the word 
“miners’;” 80 a8 to make the paragraph read: 

5 tones, h t, and not ad 1 
sn, piamends joa from their natural state by cleaving, splitting, cutting, 
or other a miners’, glaziers’, and engravers’ diamonds not 
set, and meat dust or bort. 

The amendment was . 
M ‘ VEST. 1 should like to as ask the Senator from Iowa whether 


over. 


intentionally the of exirting law was left out in regard 
to jewels used in the manufacture of clocks and watches. It was 
in the M Act and is in the Wilson Act. 


Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will remember that the bill as it 
comes from the “House provides for a duty of 15 per cent ad 
yalorem on jewels for watches. The Senate committee recom- 
mend striking out * fifteen ” and inserting ‘‘ten.” My impression 
is we recommend later on, if we can reach an agreement on 
the subject, that these jewels shall be placed upon the free list. 


Mr. CULLOM. I thought that had already m agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has not been agreed to 

Mr. CULLOM. J hope it will be. 

Mr. iets pro from aiasie ——_ great 

romptness in position which the Senator from 
Missour is about to make. It has not been agreed to 


Mr. VEST. I move, after the word ‘‘set,” in line 24, page 170, 
paragraph to insert ‘ ‘and jewels to be used in the manu- 
and watches.” 

The factre of clock an ao. (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 

The amendment will be sta 
The ee a eee! set, wy. oes 24, » page 170, 
paragrap i *‘and jewels to be used in 
the manufacture of clocks and watches;” so as to make the para- 


graph read; 

525. Diamonds and stones, rough or uncut, and not advanced 
in condition or value —_ natural state by cleaving, splitting, cutting, 
or other process, miners’, glaziers’, and engravers’ diamonds not 


set, and jewein te to be used in the aaincbare . of clocks and watches, and dia- 
mond dust or bort. 


Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Missouri will allow 

amendment to be over. The subject is pending in the 
dutiable list and has been passed over there. Iam rather in sym- 
pathy with him about it, but we had better deal with that when 
we take up the whole question of watch movements, which has 


also been eee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 528, page 171, line 
4, after the word “excrescences,” to strike ovt “such as nut alls;’ 
in line 6, after the word “ nuts,” to insert “nutgalls;” in line 9, 
after the word “are,” to insert “ drags and;” and in line 11, after 


the ae insert ‘of manufacture; ” so as to make 
Se eEeeLenes beens, berries, belsame, bo ip duis, end bulbous 


.f 


F 


i 


dried fibers, and dried insects, grains, 
and gum 1 snd gum tea, herba, leaves mapomn, sonatas, pate, nutgalls, roots, and 
spices, aromatic, and seeds of morbid growth, weeds, 
and woods for ; any of the foregoing w are drugs 
tn i edn peaep, ent nat advanced in value or condi- 
ot or or by process of manufacture, and not 
y in this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in paragraph 529, page 171, line 16, 
after the word “collections,” to strike out the comma and insert 
nor fish roe for food purposes;” so as to make the 


fish, and insects: Provided, however, That this shall not 
pe bela intade the ee teportation of which is prohib- 
food except collections nor fish roe preserved for 





The amendment 
Das RegE oe ral we fotowe: 
500. Emery ore. 
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Mr. PRITCHARD. 

Mr. ALLISON. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
530, emery ore, will be passed over. 


I ask that emery ore may be passed over. 
It is understood that all ores are passed over. 
Without objection, paragraph 


Mr. ALLISON. 1 wish to offer an ame ndment in line 14, page 
171,,paragraph 529. After the word “birds,” in line 14, I wish to 
insert an amendment. I havé not the amendment here. It has 
been mislaid, and I may want to change it later 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let it be passed over, and the Sena- 
tor from Iowa can amend it when we again take up ~ é aragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. After the word “birds,” in line 
insert ‘‘or the eggs of birds not used for food.” 

Mr. WHITE. DolI understand the object to be 
eggs that are used for food to be imported? 

Mr. ALLISON. This was not to be held to include the eggs of 
game birds, or eggs not used for food. The amendment has been 
for the moment mislaid, but that is the idea. 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that the 


paragraph ao peas over 
Mr. / fe | think it is a good amendment and ought to 
be made. 


Mr. FRYE. It is all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
please state the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. The insertion of the amendment of the Senator 
from Iowa, I understand, brings the eggs of song birds, eggs that 
are merely included as ornaments, within the prohibition that 
follows. Their importation is prohibited, and it has the effect, 
therefore, to prevent the wholesale destruction of the song birds of 
this continent which is going on for the mere purposes of fancy 
or pleasure. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Massachusetts, as it was 
his original amendment suggested to me, which I have mislaid, 
will suggest the language that he thinks ought to be inserted 
there, I will accept it. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator has proposed sufficient lan- 


guage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
over, without objection. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let it be read as now proposed. 

The SECRETARY. Insert, after the word ‘‘ birds,” in line 14, page 
171, paragraph 528, the words “or eggs not used for food.” 

Mr. PETTUS. I propose to try my hand at the amendment, I 
suggest the phrase ‘‘ nor eggs of birds used for food.” 

Mr. HOAR That clause would prohibit the importation of 
eggs used for food, which are already admissible under a duty. 
The object of the provision, as I understand it, is to bring the 
eggs of song birds—birds which have no value in use—under the 
provision of line 15, the importation of which is prohibited. It is 
a well-known fact that the destruction of the song birds of this 
continent by the sale of their eggs for mere fanciful purposes is 
going on at a wholesale rate, and it is so in Europe. It is said 
that even the nightingales are being totally destroyedin Italy. Of 
course these birds fly across the Canada line and across the Mexi- 
can line. 

Mr. PETTUS. If the Senator will allow me, the first line puts 
these things on the free list. ‘‘ Eggs of birds” come in free. The 
Senator who offered the amendment proposes to exclude those 
eggs which are used for food. Therefore it has no connection 
with the first part of the paragraph, but is in the second, and it 
ought to come in in the last part of the paragraph simply eggs of 
birds, used for food. 

Mr. HOAR. The language of the amendment, as I understand 
it, is this, and leaves the paragraph in this way: 

Eggs of birds, fish, and insects— 

Those are on the free list— 

Provided, however— 

It goes on to say that ‘‘the eggs of game birds or the eggs of 
birds not used for food” shall not be imported at all. Theeggsof 
birds used for food are provided for in a separate provision. 

That this shall not be held to include the eggs of game birds— 

In other words, they shall not come in free— 
or the eggs of birds not used for food— 

Song birds and birds generally. 

Mr. GRAY. The birds or the eggs? 

Mr. HOAR. The birds and the eggs. Then it goes on— 
me importation of which is prohibited except specimens for scientific collec- 

Ons. 

It seems to me that is as clear as can be. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that there 
is no question before the Senate. TheSecretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. The amendment has been adopted, I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment has not been 


, [move to 


to permit all 


The Senator from Iowa will 


The amendment will be passed 
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stated from the desk. The Chair is unaware what amendment is 
ae and the reading will proceed unless some amendment is 
offered. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Iowa offered an amendment 
which has been stated three times at least. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not hear it. The 
sreaney will read the amendment proposed by the Senator from 

owa. 

The Secretary. After the word “ birds,” at the end of line 14, 
= a to insert the words “or the eggs of birds not used 

or er 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
amendment will be agreed to. The amendment is agreed to. 
The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 171, after line 21, 
to insert the following: 

5a2a. Farina. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that that paragraph be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be passed 
over. 

The next amendment was, on page 171, after line 22, to insert: 

—_ Fashion plates, engraved on steel or copper or on wood, colored or 
n. » 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraphs, as follows: 

538. Feldspar. 

534. Felt, adhesive, for sheathing vessels. 

Mr. ALLISON. Having struck fence posts from the dutiable 
list, I move, by direction of the committee, to insert fence posts 
as paragraph 5334. If there is no obection, I will allow that amend- 
ment to be a ery passed over, 

Mr. WHITE. hat is the amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. To insert fence posts. They have been struck 
from the dutiable list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be agreed 
to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BURROWS. No; I do not understand that itis agreed to. 
It is pending and passed over, I understand. 

Mr. FRYE, The Senate struck fence posts from the dutiable 


ist. 
Mr. BURROWS. I do not want the amendment to go in until 
we see about it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The Skecretary. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph: 
5344. Fence posts. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be passed 
over, without objection. 
Mr. FRYE. Why pass the paragraph over? 
Mr. BURROWS. Bacsess want to look into it. 
The next amendment was, on page 172, after line 2, to insert: 
6354. Fish, fresh, frozen, or packed in ice (except salmon), caught in the 


Great Lakes, or other fresh waters by or for American fishermen or citizens 
of the United States. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask that that paragraph be passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be passed 
over. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 537, page 172, line 7, 
after the word “and,” to strike out ‘‘ground;” and in the same 
line, after the word “‘ stones,” to strike out the comma and insert 
‘*unground;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

537. Flint, flints, and flint stones unground. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 539, page 172, line 9, 
after the word ‘ Fruits,” to insert ‘‘or berries; and in line 10, 
after the word ‘‘act,” to strike out the comma and insert ‘‘ and 
fruits in brine;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


539. Fruits or berries, green, ripe, or dried, not specially provided for in 
this act and fruits in brine. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 172, after line 10, to insert: 

539}. Fruit plants, tropical and semitropical, for the purpose of propaga- 
tion or cultivation. 

Mr. ALLISON. There should be a hyphen between “Fruit” 
and ‘‘plants;” so as to read, oe, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A yphen will be inserted be- 
tween the words “ Fruit” and “‘ plants” as suggested. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 172, after line 15, to insert 
the following: 

542). Glass enamel, white, for watch and clock dials. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in pees Se page 172, line 25, 
after the word ‘‘not,” to strike out “ or;” and on page 
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178, line 1, after the word “‘ manufactured,” to insert ‘or ,) 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

544. Grasses and fibers: Istle or Tampico fiber, jute, jute butts. » 
grass, sunn, and all other textile grasses or fibrous vegetable su})<; 
peeaees or dressed in any manner, and not specially provi 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to suggest that this matter be passeg 
over. We have already settled the question temporarily .. ; 
certain jute manufactures, and I think this paragraph }..\\ |, tee 
be considered in that connection. The elimination of t}).. \ om 
‘dressed or" has some bearing, I suppose, upon the ame» iment 
already Kg — 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to its being passed over. 

Mr. WHITE. I think it had better be passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. It all relates to raw jute. It does yo: relate 
to any manufactured jute. 

— WHITE. The words “or dressed” are proposed to je jn. 
serted, 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Grasses and fibers.” It is all raw materia) 

Mr. WHITE. I withdraw my suggestion. The Senator from 
Iowa is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I move to insert: 

Floor mattings, manufactured from round or split straw, inc]: 
is commonly known as Chinese matting. 

It has already been taken from the dutiable list. and I cave no. 
tice that I would move to put it upon the free list at the proper 
time. Lhave taken the language of the existing law, but [ ai quite 
willing to go back and take the language of the pending ||! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e amendment will be stated 

The Secretary. Insert as a new paragraph: 

537}. Floor mattings, manufactured from round or split straw, in«' 
what is commonly known as Chinese matting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment which has been read by the Secretary as a new parazraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator from Missouri desire action 
upon the amendment now? That is one of the contested points. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator want to have it go over’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it might as well go over. 

Mr. VEST. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be passed over, if there is no objection. 
The reading of the bill will be eee with. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 546, page 173, line6,after the word “‘ uses,” to insert * and;” 
and in line 7, after the word ‘‘for,” to insert ‘‘ by name;” so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

546. Grease and oils, such as are commonly used in soap making or in wire 
drawing, or for stufting or dressing leather, and which are fit only for such 
“uses, and not specially provided for by name in this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert after the word “oils.” in line 
4, the words, “excepting fishoil.” It is already on the dutia))le list. 

Mr. WHITE. Iwas about to call attention to the fact that 
paragraph 499 of the present law—— 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment which I suggest should go in 
parentheses—‘ ( —e fish oil).” 

The Seoretary. In line 4, after the word “oils,” insert the 
words ‘‘(excepting fish oil).” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I merely wished to call attention to the phrase- 
ology of the present law. It is as follows: 

‘ ona and oils, including cod oil, such as are commonly used in soap mak- 
ng, etc. : 

As I understand the amendment as now adopted, cod oi! is no 
longer upon the free list. That is the effect of it. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bil! will be 
proceeded with. 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest that ph 546, which has just 
been considered, be passed over in connection with another para- 
graph which was passed over in the dutiable list regarding cocoa 
nut oil and cocoanut-oil compounds. It will be necessary to har- 
monize those paragraphs in some way, and I suggest that 515 go 


over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, para 
graph 546, having been amended as , will be passed over. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finanve was, 10 
paragraph 547, page 173, line 8, after the word “substances, to 
strike out ‘‘expressly;” and in line 9, before the word ‘‘ for,’ to 
insert “ only;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

547. Guano, manures, and all substances used only for manure. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. WHITE. I move the insertion, immediately after paragraph 
547, of the following: 

Gunny bags and gunny cloths, old or refuse, fit only for remanufacture. 


ling what 











pserve that this paragraph has been omitted in the pending 
bill: I do not know whether by design or not. If there is to be 
any discussion about it, it may go over and be considered with 
other matters of kindred character. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 547 being disposed of, 
the Senator from California moves to insert a new paragraph, 
which will be read: 

The SECRETARY. 
paragraph: 

547}. Gunny bags and gunny cloths, old or refuse, fit only for remanufac- 
ture. 

“The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be passed 
over, if there be no objection. : 

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia to the fact that that is already covered by paragraph 60s— 


“waste rope and waste bagging, fit only to be converted into | 
| the bark left intact. 


Por. WHITE. I had not observed that fact. I was following 
the items of the old law and the present bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will just turn to paragraph 608, 
on page 179, he see— 

Waste rope and waste bagging fil: only to be converted into paper. 

We have not reached that paragraph yet. 

Mr. FRYE. It is the same thing. 

Mr. WHITE. I am somewhat doubtful whether the phrase- 
ology is broad enough to cover it. Let it be passed over for the 


resent. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be passed 
over, without objection. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 14, on page 173, the 
last sarnguell read being as follows: 

othe i o c " w 
aaa ne, Serer creat tess 
human hair, raw, , and not drawn. 

Mr. ALLISON. I propose to amend the paragraph in line 11 
by striking out the words ‘cleaned or;” in line 12 by striking out 
the words “drawn or,” and in the same line by striking out the 
word “but” and inserting ‘‘and.” I offer that as one amendment. 

The Secretary. Itis pro , after the word “animals,” in 
line 11, to strike ont the words ‘‘ cleaned or;” in line 12, after the 
word “uncleaned,” to strike out the words ‘‘ drawn or,” and after 
the word “undrawn,” in the same line, to strike out the word 
“but” and insert the word ‘‘and;” so as to read: 


Hair of horse, cattle, and other animals, uncleaned, undrawn, and unman- 
ufactured, not specially provided for in this act, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
178, after line 14, to strike out the following paragraph: 

550. Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled; Angora goat- 


skins, raw, without the wool, unmanufactured; asses’ skins, raw or unmanu- 
factured; and skins, except sheepskins with the wool on. 


Mr. ALLISON. That aph should be passed over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 550 will be passed 


over. 
The next amendment was, on page 173, after line 23, to insert the 
following: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 555, page 174, line 1, 
after the word “of,” to strike out ‘‘ not cut, sawed, or otherwise 
manufactured, and” and insert ‘“‘ unmanufactured, including; ” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

555. Horns and parts of, unmanufactured, including horn strips and tips. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in graph 558, page 174, line 8, 
after the word ‘‘Indigo,” to strike out the comma and insert 
‘whether natural or artificially prepared;” so as to read: 

558. Indigo whether natural or artificially prepared. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that that ph may be passed over. 
It has very close relation with the whole question of colors, 
which is not of either on the dutiable or the free list. 

G OFFICER, Does the Senator desire to have 


agreed to? 
. ALLISON. I desire to have it passed over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be passed 
over without action on the amendment. if there be no objection. 
The next paragraph was read, as follows: 
550. Iodine. crude. 


ann WHITE. [I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa to 


item with 
bill it is ‘‘ Iodine, crude.” In the 
\ eee. — ee ae is the 
wo ‘*and resublimed’’? 
Mr. ALLISON. I could not hear the Senator distinctly. 
Mr. WHITE. The present law reads: 
Jodine, crude, and resublimed. 


of the omission of 
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Itis proposed to insert the followingas a new | 
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I notice that the bill as it now stands is “Iodine, crude.” It 
leaves out the words ‘‘and resublimed.” I presume nothing has 
been reserved on the dutiable list which requires the omission. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has been reserved in the dutiable list at 20 
cents a pound. It is avery high grade of manufacture. 1 think 
it includes alcohol. 

Mr. WHITE. It must be a high grade. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 


graph 562, page 174, line 12, after the word ‘ tusks,” to strike out 
** sawed vertically ” and insert ‘‘in their natural state or cut:” in 
line 13, after the word ‘‘ grain,” to insert ‘“‘only:” and in the same 
line, after the word ‘“‘ with,” to strike out ‘‘cuts not less than 4 


inches apart, and not otherwise cut or manufactured or advanced 
in value from the natural state, and vegetable ivory ” and insert 
‘**the bark left intact;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


562. Ivory tusks in their natural state or cut across the grain only th 


wi 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 16, after the word “intact,” I move to 
strike out the period and insert a comma and add the words *‘ and 
vegetable ivory.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Atthe end of the paragraph, after the word 
“intact,” it is proposed to add ‘‘and vegetable ivory.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to substitute for paragraph 562 the fol- 
lowing: 

Ivory, sawed or cut into logs, but not otherwise 
table ivory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The SECRETARY. 
amended and insert: 


Ivory,sawed or cut into logs, but not otherwise manufactured, and vege- 
table ivory. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment proposed by the Senator from California to 
strike out and insert. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to go back for a minute to para- 
graph 561. My attention was called away at the time it was con- 
sidered. I desire to insert a new paragraph after paragraph 561, 
to be paragraph 5614. ‘Iron ore.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 174, line 11, it is proposed to insert 
as a new paragraph: 

561}. Iron ore. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri {Mr. Vest}. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am perfectly willing to have the vote taken 
on that amendment at this time if the Senator desires it; but we 
have already put iron ore on the dutiable list, and perhaps he had 
better allow the amendment to go over, and it can be taken up 
later. I ask that it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [|Mr. Vest] 
will be onseet over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 175, after line 4, to insert 
as a new paragraph the following: 

5744. Lemon juice, lime juice, and sour-orange juice. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of paragraph 578, 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that paragraph 578, being line 11, on 
page 175, may be passed over. It has not been disposed of on the 
dutiable list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 578, ‘‘ Lime, chloride 
of, or bleaching powder,” will be passed over if there be no olbjec- 
tion. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 175, after line 13, to 
insert as a new paragraph: 

580}. Loadstones. 

The.amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 582, page 175, line 17, 
after the word “ Magnesite,” to strike out ‘‘or native mineral car- 
bonate of magnesia, all not medicinal” and insert “crude or cal- 
cined, not purified;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

582. Magnesite, crude or calcined, not purified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. [notice that the present law includes ‘‘ magnesia, 
sulphate of, or Epsom salts.” Is it designed to make Epsom salts 
dutiable, I will ask the Senator? 

Mr. ALLISON. I should think they would be dutiable under 
the phraseology here, and they are made dutiable specifically by 
paragraph 29. 


manufactured, and vege- 


The amendment will be stated. 
It is proposed to strike out paragraph 562 as 
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Mr. WHITE. I move to insert as paragraph 581}, the following: 

C81). Magnesia, sulphate of, or epsom salts. 
sao ALLISON. Iask that that may be passed over for the time 

in 

Mr, WHITE. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from California will, without objection, be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was,in paragraph 583, page 175, line 
19, after the word ‘‘ Magnesium, ° to strike cut the comma and to 
insert ‘not made up into articles;” so as to read: 

683. Magnesium not made up into articles. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 584 was read, as follows: 

5&4. Manganese, oxide, and ore of. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. I ask that paragraph 584 may be passed 
over for the present, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over, if there 
be no objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 176, after line 7, to strike 
out paragraph 592, as follows: 

592. Mineral salts obtained by evaporation from mineral waters, when ac- 
companied by a duly authenticated certificate and satisfactory proof, show- 

that ae are in no way artificially prepared, and are only the product of 
esigna: mineral spring. 

* The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on pose 176, line 21, paragraph 596, 
to strike out ‘‘ Myrobolan” an ert ** Myrobolans;” 80 as to 
read: 

596. Myrobolans. 

The amendment was agreed to: 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 598, page 176, line 25, 
after the word ‘ publications,” to insert “issued within six months 
“= the time of entry;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

698, Newspapers and periodicals; but the term “ periodicals” as herein 
used shall be understood to embrace only unbound or paper-covered publica- 
tions, issued within six months of the time of entry, containing current lit- 
erature of theday and issued regularly at stated periods, as weekly, monthly, 
or quarterly. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 177, after line 10, to strike 
out paragraph 603, as follows: 

603. Oils: Amber, crude or rectified, ambergris, anise or anise seed, aniline, 
- ut, caraway, cedrat. chamomile, "civet, cocoanut, enfleurage grease, fen- 
ne “ mine or jasimine, jugiandium, juniper, mace, neroli, or orange flower, 
nut oil or oil of nuts not specially provided for in this act, olive oil or olive- 
oil foots imported expressly for manufacturing or mechanical purposes and 
fit only for such use, palm, thyme, origanum red or white, valerian; and also 

rmaceti, whale and other fish oils of American fisheries, and fish and all 
other articles the products of such fisheries; roleum, crude or refined: 
ies ided, That if there be imported into the United States crude paceman, 
or the products of crude petroleum produced in pany eountry which 
as — on petroleum or its d coliceted exported from the United States, — 
levied, paid, and ne epee said crude petroleum or its products 
680 cade 40 per cent ad 
And in lieu thereof to am 


603. Oils: Almond, amber, crude and rectified ambergris, anise or anise 
seed, aniline, aspic or spike lavender, be ot, cajeput, caraway, cassia, 
cinnamon, cedrat, chamomile, citronella or lemon grass, civet, fennel, jas- 
mine or jasimine, j landium, junfper, lavender, lemon, limes, mace, neroli 
or orange flower, ieleuenge grease, nut oil or oil of nuts not otherwise spe- 
cially provided fos in this a nok, orange oil, olive oil for manufacturing or me- 
chanical pur s fit only ie ‘such use and valued at not more than 60 cents 
per gallon, ottar of roses, a m and cocoanut, rosemary or anthoss, sesame or 
sesamum seed or bean, t um red or white, valerian; and also 

rmaceti, whale, and other fi fish oils of American fisheries, and all fish and 
other ees of such fisheries; petroleum, crude or refined: Provided, That 
aan a on ae : erate im eee ae sancte 
we te u m any coun uty on 
lenm or i ucts ex from the United States, a inere shall in such 
cases be | , paid, and collected a duty upon said crude petroleum or its 
products so imported equal to the duty ss by such country. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to have that paragraph passed over. I 
call the attention of the Senator from Iowa to the proposed — 
ment of the committee as to that paragraph. I am 


a concerning that question, and I should like to a 


it ee 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
paragraph will be passed over. 

Mr. J ~~ of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Iowa why vision which is paragraph 557} of the Wilson 
la islft on the free list? The provision in the existing law is: 

ckeenen Sees ee not above 40 degrees polariscope test, and containing 20 


ona 
all tex: prbpens ms Stillation, amd at io sliipped in tanke and 
or purposes 0: pra pped in an 
called “ plackstra a comes from Cuba and aged in Brook 
to some era aun purpose making alcohol. 
a tax put upon it would prevent its importation. 
LISON, Mt tee peavialen titan thee Ranatet: tae tend 
tly; ALLISON. if the provision which the Senator, has rend 
value, 10 per cent, I presume. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I presume that any tax upon ¢] 
article will prevent its importation. The transportati.., ;. 
high a cost as it will bear, and I suggest to the Senator ti; 
matter go over for the purpose of investigation. 

Mr. ALLISON. [assure the Senator we shall investi: 
think if the article is not specially provided for in the sugar 

fo 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is not. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then it would go into the basket clan. 
or 20 per cent. Certainly it is an unmanufactured article 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I donot know exactly where j \.,, 
go, but I feel very sure that it ought to be on the free list. 

Mr. ALLISON. It would go into the basket clause at « 
or 20 per cent. However, I look into the matter. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The fact is that this article ¢ y », 
be imported with any sort of a tax, and it is only used {\; ),), 
poses of distilling by a very few persons. I do not think yo 
much of it comes in, but I think it ought to be allowed to 6 ))\. ;,; 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe this article was free under the act o 
1890, as well as under the act of 1894. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think so, though I am not snr 
about that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bil! 
proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment o/ 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 178, after line 23, iv j, 
sert as a new paragraph the following: 

aval Orange and lemon peel, not preserved, candied, or otherwise pr. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Paragraphs 604 and 605 were read, as follows: 
~ Quai, or orchil liqwid. 
Ores of gold, silver, copper, or nickel, and nickel matte; sweepings of 
iol and silver. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to owe paragraph 605, mak 
— and nickel matte free, 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. Puragreh 605 will be passe: 
over, in the absence of objection. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment. 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 179, after line 4, t» insert 
as a new paragraph the following: 


606}. EES OR Eee, ene Soveieee ond sketches, and 
artists’ proofs of etehings and engravings, and sta , mot otherwise pro- 
= Soe ae. but the term ee, ars this act shall be un 

ne Kime A agen pent ae ger pape tad ether round or in relief 
in marble, stone, alabas , wood, or metal, So aeens or seulpto: i 
word “ painting” as used in this 4 shall not be unde to include 
as are made wholly pete or any other mechanica! p 


nor any article of at ility 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask taat that paragraph may be passe over. 
The PRESIDING oe ce In the absence of objection, the 


paragraph will be _ 
The reading of Sait che veanienned The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in ph 608, page 179, line 


18, after the word ‘‘ rope,” to insert ‘‘and;” and in line 1. a! = 
the word ee en poplar or other wood 
s0 as to make the paragraph read: 


608. Paper stock, crude, of Se tution all grasses fibers, 
rags (other than wool), 'w: paper, rop 
waste rope, and waste fit t only converted into paper. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert after the word ‘ waste,” in 
line 17, the words “including jute waste.” 

Mr. WHITE. I t to the Senator from Iowa right at that 
point the question I a few moments ago, that he should use 
the phraseology of cloth, old oF Tel law, and say “including gunny 

or gunn or refused, fit only for remanufacture” 
after the ** waste. 

Mr. ALLISON. mde this ph 


are waste a. a 
understand, is that there 
eee anenenes ne tothe phraseology of the 


oxisti law on this subject. 

isting a How can that trouble be alleviated by usiny the 
words “‘ waste bagging,” for then the real question to be ‘etrr- 
mined is, What is waste So whether the article is fit for 
remanufacture or not must alike on a knowledze of 
whether it is waste or it is something more useful 
and more valuable. I am afraid the “waste bagging 


does not include “ gunny 7 and gunny cloth.” 
Mr. ALLISON. Then I am perfectly willin 


were Tre ence eae 


The PRESIDING aye sage = ae tent will be st: a 


only for remanufacturing. they 


The trouble with the 


g to insert the 


; .” im line 19, to insert 
* including gunny cloth and gunn 
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PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
a by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson.] 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not have the opportunity to offer 
@ new as I intended, just before this paragraph, to be 
6073. I move to insert: 

607}. Paris green and london purple. 


I have no objection to the amendment going over. 

Mr. IN. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment porgeest by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be passed over, if there be no objection. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Iowa what was done with paragraph 441, in Schedule N, which 
was di of while I was out of the Senate? If it has been 
acted on, I should be glad to have that reconsidered and leave it 
open, as I wish to investigate it. It relates to matting made of 
cocoa fiber or rattan. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that that 
paragraph was not amended, and that it issubject to amendment, 
as the understands, by agreement, at any time. 

Mr IN. I do not quite understand what the Senator 


from Arkansas \ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wanted that paragraph passed over 
in order to allow me to examine it. I thought possibly I might 
want to move an amendment to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that par- 
agraph 441, in relation to cocoa matting, is subject to amendment 
at any time. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That it may be reconsidered if it has 
been passed; and [ wish to have it ed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It simply remains in the bill, 
not having been amended. It was merely read, and is subject to 
amendment at any time. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Very well. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 179, after line 20, to insert 
the following as a new paragraph: 


008}. Paraffin. 
The amendment was agreed to. x ; 
The next amendment was, on e 180, after line 4, to insert 
paragraph 612}, in the following language: 
612). Philosophical and scientific apparatus, utensils, instruments, and 
preparations, includ bottles and boxes containing the same, specially im- 
in good faith for the use or by order of any society or institution 


or established solely for religious, philosophical, educational, 

scientific, or ee. or for the encouragement of the fine arts, or 

for the use or by any college, academy, school, or seminary of learn- 

ing in the United States, or any State or public library, and not for sale, sub- 
to such regulations as the tary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 180, line 16, paragraph 613, 
after the word “crude,” to strike out ‘‘or native;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

613. Phosphates, crude. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read paragraph 614, as follows: 


614. Plants, shrubs, roots, seed cane, and seeds, imported by the 
Department of ture or the United States Botanic Garden. m 
Mr. ALLISON. I wish to give notice now to Senators that the 


committee may offer an amendment to that paragraph, allowing 
this exemption to extend to agricultural experiment stations. I 
am not sure that such an amendment will be offered, but I think 
it ee ees be offered. In line 17 the words ‘‘seed” and 
“cane” be connected by hyphen, so as to read ‘‘ seed-cane.” 
I will move that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment will be made, 


in Pe es —y The ae paane none. ape 
reading Was resumed, an agra 5 was 
read, as follows: as . 
= rock, = gypsum ona t ttre alps, conde and not calcined 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that that paragraph may be passed over. 
I may have an amendment to offer to it. 
‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
paragraph will be over. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
Committee on Finance was, on page 181, paragraph 619, line 
after the word ‘ "to strike Out *‘ carbonate of ” and in- 
“crude, or ‘black salts;’ carbonate of potash, crude or re- 
; hydrate of, or caustic potash, not including refined in sticks 
;” 80 as to make the paragraph read: 
hydrate , ie cee.” corbenstoct potash. crude cr refined; 
: including refined or ; 2 
or eke sulphate of potash, crude or refined, and 


-F 


The amendment was agrecd to. 





Mr. STEWART. I move to insert at the end of the paragraph 
the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of paragraph 
619 ‘‘and cyanide of potassium.” : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Nevada {Mr. Stewart}. 

Mr. SEWELL. Iask the Senator from Iowa if that matter was 
not passed over for further consideration in the dutiable paragraph? 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to state that could I have caught 
the ear of the Chair. Therefore I ask the Senator from Nevada 
to let this amendment lie over until we settle the question in a 
former paragraph. 

Mr. STEWART. We did settle the question as to cyanide. 
We had a vote on that and we struck out the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not atall; but if the Senator wants to have a 
vote on the amendment I shall not object. 

Mr. SEWELL. I want this matter to go over for further con- 
sideration. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam willing that it should lie over, but, if 
the Senator will indulge me, I ask to have read a letter from one 
of the leading miners of the United States engaged in gold mining 
in regard to this particular matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter presented by the Sen- 
ator from Nevada will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


SavtT LAKE Crry, UTan, February 26, 1897. 

DEAR Str: The mining men of the West are apprised of the fact that the 
firm of Roessler & Hasslacher Company, of New York City, manufacturers of 
cyanide of potassium, are exerting themselves to a considerable extent to 
have the duty on that article increased, which is a move almost solely in the 
interests of one or two manufacturers. As it isconstitutional and customary 
to legislate in favor of the greater number, and in the interest of the General 
Government as well, I desire to submit the following remarks: 

Throughout the Western country there are billions of tons of very low 
grade gold ores, containing $2 and $3 per ton, which gross value may all be 
extracted by fine grinding and leaching with cyanide of potassium, and under 
favorable conditions give a profit to the producer, but under all conditions 
raise the production of gold in the United States to an enormous extent (as 
it is a fact that it costs more to produce the precious metals than the amount 
of bullion produced), which would absolutely place our Government beyond 
the necessity of importing gold by the sale of bonds whenever the balance of 
trade is against us and the reserves of the Treasury of the United States 
sage replenishing. 

f cyanide of potassium was as cheap as common salt, I predict, with my 
knowledge of the vast empire of low-grade gold ores in the United States, 
that our annual production of gold would double in six to eight years. 

An ad valorem duty of 25 per cent now prohibits Europe from landing any 
cyanide. While for the last twelve nenthe some small imports have been 
made, since the firm of Roessler & Hasslacher bave been manufacturing cy- 
anide =e from salt brine from wells, piped some 12 miles to Niagara 
Falis and there decomposed by electricity suatineet by water power, they 
have reduced their price to 28 cents per pound, carload lots, while I am in 
formed by chemists who are in a position to know that the actual cost of pro- 
duction is not over 9 cents per pound. I know of but two manufacturers in 
the United States who produce this article, viz, the Roessler & Hasslacher 
Chemical Company, of New York, and Maas & Waldstein, of Newark, N. J., 
which latter firm stopped producing, or at least competing, more than a year 
ago. by an understanding with the former firm 

Thus the question is simply whether it is good legislation to continue and 
even raise the duty on this urticle and enrich one or two manufacturers, thus 
retarding the treatment of low-grade ores, which always have and always 
will sealiees the bulk of all the bullion produced, or to foster the production 
of gold by putting this article on the free list. 

f personally have purchased during the last twelve months from the 
Roessler & Hasslacher Chemical Company not less than 144 tens of cyanide, 
costing about $80,640, f. 0. b.. New York City, with an additional cost for 
freight to the mines, and could have used four times as much, and conse 
quently produced more than double the amount of bullion from low-grade 
ores now left standing in the mines, were not the price of cyanide of potas 
sium, with its high freight charges, against us. 

Trusting that these facts will induce your committee to give the low-grade 
ores a show vy putting cyanide on the free list, and thus largely increase the 
output of gold, which would go far toward settling the silver question as well, 

Iam, yours, very respectfully, 
J.R. DE LA MAR. 

Hon. Newtson DINGLeY, Jr., 

Chairman Committee on Ways and Means, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. WHITE. I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa to 
the fact that the provision of the bill treats of this subject. It is 
under the head of ‘‘ Potash,” and it does not go, I believe, under 
the head of ‘* Medicinal preparations.” It comes under the head 
of ‘* Potash,” and was there made dutiable at 6 cents per pound. 

Mr. STEWART. That was stricken out. 

Mr. WHITE. The committee proposed to strike it out. A dis- 
cussion arose concerning it, and the matter, I understand, was 
a over, to be finally determined when we reached the free 

ist. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
amendment was agreed to, striking out ‘cyanide, 6 cents per 
pound,” 

Mr. STEWART. It was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. That is not my understanding. 
it, and the matter went over. 

Mr. WHITE. The matter had to go over, necessarily. 

Mr. ALLISON. My recollection agrees with that of the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey. 


I objected to 
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Mr. SEWELL. That is my understanding. after the word ‘‘hoarhound,” to insert “ mangel-wurze].” in 
Mr. ALLISON, It is immaterial, I take it, because it is under- | the same line, after the word ‘‘mustard,” to insert “radis}). 


stood—— line 8, after the word “or,” to strike out “bene” and oo = 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the | ‘“‘bean;” in the same line, before the word ‘‘mangel-wurze|.” +, 
record at the Clerk’s desk shows that the amendment was adopted. | strike out ‘‘sugar beet” and insert “spinach;” and in line 9. after 
Mr. eee That is undoubtedly correct. We can not dis- ~. a “* ge ™ to — = ber 4 gems = the word * ang” 
pute the record. : an e semicolon and insert ‘‘ and bulbous roots, edi. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. How is it proposed to leave the | ble;” so as to make the paragraph read: ea 
aragraph now? 628. Seeds: Anise, beet, canary, caraway, card , liflower. coriay 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Nevada proposes to put it cor, cotton, cummin, fennel, fenugreek, hemp, hoarhound, mange wurzel, 
on the froo list by inserting it here, Now. Tas, him to allow it | Sn for acd init ad ball rons eais ll dower asa" 
$ > “la e foregoing not specially prov: or in this act. ”e 
able list or until we may look into it a little more. The Senator| yr. SEWELL. As the paragraph in the dutiable list rela:in, 
from New Jersey especially desires the matter to be reconsidered. | t) the same subject has gone over for further consideratic ng 
I did not know that the amendment had been agreed to. should like to have this accompany it. ; ation, I 
Mr. WHITE. I will suggest that, asit is rather late, it would| My, ALLISON. It may be passed over. 
not be well, perhaps, to precipitate a discussion of the matteror| Wr SEWELL. It puts flower and grass seed on the free Jist 
to have any roll call this evening, anyway. Why not concur in | 1¢ there is anything that costs money in the agricultural lino. i: is 
the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa, that the matter had better | the raising of flower seed. It requires a high state of cultivat he. 
be permitted to rest? more men, more money. It ought not to be on the free list. 
= ae ee — ind eR Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that some days ago 


‘ ; » placed he dutiable li ber of th ower ¢ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. | Paragraph 619, with the commit- | Zrals seed, aud of course the free list only includes those vor ccs 
tee amendment adopted, will be passed over, subject to the motion cially provided for. But I am perfectly willing that the whole 
of the Senator from Nevada, unless there be objection. TheChair | matter shall go over. I think it ought to. 
hears none, and that will be the order. Fe 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of _ RO. ‘ee 7 tone Seeiee, eee ‘ a 


the Committee on Finance was to insert as a new paragraph the The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragra 628, without the 


; h 

following: adoption of the committee amendment, will be passed over. 
619}. Professional books, implements, instruments, and tools of trade, occu- r. TURPIE. I wish to offer an amendment to paragraph 628 
tion, or employment, in the actual possession at the time, of persons arriv- y oa 


ng in the United States; but thisexemption shall not be construed to include I understand the effect of the paragraph will be to place the seeds 
machinery or other articles imported for use in any manufacturing estab- | mentioned on the free list, no matter for what purpose imported, 


lishment, or for any other person or persons, or for sale, nor shall it be con- i iding that all seeds and grai 
strued to include t sation). coonery, proportion and apparel; but such ar- I wish to move an amendment a = nd grain 


ticles brought by proprietors or managers of theatrical exhibitions arriving not imported for sale, to be used by the person or persons import- 
from abrond, for. Soamporary use by them in such exhibitions, and not for any | ing the same for planting purposes, shall be free. I do not think 


other person, and not for sale, and which have been used by them abroad, i harge anything on seeds or grain importe 
shall ve admitted free of duty under such regulations as the Recretars of the the Senate wishes to c yth & gr mported 


: for the purpose of seed and for the purpose of planting. | offer 
United States dt such dutios as sap be imposed by law apon say and all such | the amendment, and ask that it may be printed. 
Fe ae ape pot be exported wee six months atte i= . — The PRESIDING OFFICER. e amendment proposed by 
rowided, “nat the Secretary of the treasury may in bis discretion exten’ | the Senator from Indiana will be received and printed, and the 
oe) eeved for a further term of six months in case application shall be made paragraph will be over, subject to motions to amend. 
The amendment was agreed to The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
° ; +> 
The next amendment was to insert a new paragraph as follows: | the Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 62), as 


follows: 

eae tro ee ee w — ey = good - Scientific agqncetns Sestranen’s, Gamies, heets, maps and ant, 
faith for the use of any society incorporated or established solely for reli- | ret Wine ne en -— La for th of Tie he ene ol 
gious, philosophical, educational, scientific, or literary purposes, or for the | P® Seana pe Eon RE ors tion at 
encouragement of the fine arts, or for the use or by order of any college, rated unlve rs cane ntific ety for the promo ion o 
academy, school, or semi of learning in the United States, or any State | knowledge, school, seminary of | g, or peep Seretz. ond eae sanenden 
or public library, and not for sale; but the term “regalia” as herein used _ sale; peg wpterent ye «4 the aoe shall @euitable regulations 
shall be held to embrace only such i ia of rank or office or emblems as CAFFY GUS the SRUEES Co ae. 

may be worn upon the person or borne in the hand during public exercises The amendment was . 

ne 8 


ociety or institution, and shall not include articles of furniture or was strik paragra ‘ 5 
fixtures, or ot regular wearing apparel, nor personal property of individuals. j oe next amendment to © out ph 630, as fol 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that paragraph 622} may be pussed over, | 30. sheep dip. 
as amendments are suggested which I have not before me. The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph has been read} ‘The next amendment was, in paragraph 681, page 183, line 22, 
and will bepassed over. The amendnient will be considered as | setcr the word ‘‘barrels,” to insert “in single tubes;” so as to 
“te HOAR What was the announcement of the Chair about make the paragraph read: 
the last paragraph? 631. Shotgun barrels, in single tubes, forged, rough bored. 


fata 53-5 Sati Sea ae oe 


spat: 


Fo A AI BE 


eee pik henles 


Tae 


bor cai: 


Seat AS 
a + 


paragra mmi The amendment was to. 
seaman a7 : coh aa madras cane ie akon _ The next amendment was to insert as a new paragraph the 

Mr. ALLISON, My request was that the paragraph should be | following: 
passed over after being read. 636}. Skins of all kinds, raw (except sheepskins with the wool on), and 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be passed | hides not specially provided for in this act. ‘ i. 
over without action. Mr. HOAR. Is that intended to be agreed to as it stands: 

The reading of the bill was resimed. The next amendment of | Mr. ALLISON. I think it had better be passed over. — i 
the Committee on Finance was, in patagraph 626, line 1, page 183, | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed over. 
to strike out ‘‘salep, or saloup;” so as to read: The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 

626. Salacin the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 637, page 184, line 8, 

The amanAment was agreed to after the word “‘ nitrate,” to strike out “and chiorate of;” so as 

The next amendment was, after paragraph 626, to insert as a | t make the paragraph read: 
new paragraph: 637. Soda, nitrate of, or cubic nitrate. 

626a. Salep, or salop. The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to ao Pegs peice ww dha =) . ph 680, pag te ~“F line 7 

‘ rai a out ‘or as objects of scienc 
ia amendment was to insert after the amendment just ens “or at scientific eallectbena:” $0 as Dea the para} 
isd. Sonerkrant. ne ah of natural botany, and mineralogy, when imported 

The amendment was agreed to for cabinets or for eientitic coliecthome. and not for sale. 


The next amendment was, in paragraph 627, page 183, line 4,) Mr. HOAR, I should like to ask the Senator what the phrase 
after the word “sausages,” to insert “ bologna;” so as to read: “for cabinets” means as distinguished from the phrase he has 
627. Sausages, bologna. ; 
The amendment was agreed to. “For cabinets,” I take it, means for public 
The next amendment was, in paragraph 628, page 183, line 5, | places—libraries. ; 
after the word “Anise,” to insert ‘‘ beet, canary;” in line6,before| Mr. HOAR. The words “for cabinets” might be subject to 
the word “cotton,” to insert “ cauliflower, coriander;” in line 7, | great play for private purposes. If the Senator puts in the words 


tas veg Rgieth ear 4 igo ibis < 
ec le Rt ae = 
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_ a cposyr 


RASC Gate LY apr Nn aang ea 








1897. 











which he now proposes, why should not the words “‘ for cabinets” 
be stricken out? 

Mr. ALLISON. Every man who 
would import for scientific collections. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly; | understand. 

Mr. IN. That is the language of the present law, I be- 
ier. HOAR. I will not make a point on it, if the Senator from 
Iowa does not; but it seems to me it is an exceedingly vague and 
inexact description all around. The phrase should be like that 
used for a great many other purposes, as to books and apparatus 
for public collections, natural-history societies, etc. : 

tr. ALLISON. I agree with the Senator, and I will say for 
‘public scientific collections.” 

Mr. HOAR. Strike out ‘‘ for cabinets.” , 

Mr. ALLISON. The language in the bill is the phraseology 
heretofore used. It has been used for a great many years. 

Mr. HOAR. I know it has, but it is very bad. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts? } 

Mr. HOAR. To strike out the words “for cabinets ” and insert 
‘‘ public” after ‘‘ scientific.” 

r. ALLISON. I think that is a very good suggestion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 11 it is pro to strike out “for 
cabinets,” and after the word “scientific” to insert the word 


“ ” 
Mtr. HOAR. The word ‘‘or” should come out. 
Mr. ALLISON. The word “or” should come out. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the para- 
graph as proposed to be amended. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
pecimens istory, botany, and mineralogy, when imporied 
ton niente ai, collections. waa not i sale. _ : 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The ing of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of paragraph 646, on page 185, which is as follows: 
646. Sulphur, lac or precipitated, and sulphur or brimstone, crude, in bulk, 
pyrites, iron in its natural state, containing i 
nation cent Sieieiser and cclphar net po en i ? 
Mr. PENROSE. I ask that the paragraph may be passed over. 
Mr. ALLISON. I do not ~~ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed over. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. e next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 647, page 185, line 
14, after the word “acid,” to strike out “‘e rted” and insert 
“imported into such country;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


647. Sulphuric acid which at the temperature of 60 degrees Fahrenheit 
does not exceed the specific vity of one and three hundred and eighty 
thousandths, for use in Suenellneter, ng superphosphate of lime or artificial 
manures of any kind, or for any agricultural purposes: Provided, That upon 
all fromany country, whether independent or a de- 
pendency, which imposes a duty upon sulphuric acid imported into such 
country from the United States, there shall be levied and collected a duty 
of one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to insert as a new paragraph the fol- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 650, page 185, line 20, 
after the word “Tea,” to strike out ‘‘and tea;” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

60. Tea plants. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I call the attention of the Senator 
from Iowa to this paragraph. It occurs to me it should be passed 
over. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to its being passed over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It embraces tea, and,as I understand 
it, the committee has tea under consideration. 

Mr. FRYE. It relates only to tea plants. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. “The poate as it was proposed 
read, ‘‘Tea and tea plants,” and the committee propose to strike 
out ‘‘and tea,” so as to make it apply only to aa. It would 
take tea off the free list. If tea is not retained on the dutiable 
list (that has been the idea of the committee, I believe, which has 
not yet been abandoned), it ought to remain where it is now. 
Therefore the ph ought to be passed over. 

N. The Senator is right about it. 


would import after that 


Mr. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed over. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amen’ment of 


the Committee on Finance was, on page 186, line 8, to strike out 
paragraph 661, as follows: sd 
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ilar personal effects of personsarriving in the United States 


other persons or for sale; and in case the persons thus arriving 
or residents of the United States, the articles exempted shall 1 


all the wearing apparel and other personal effects of residents of 


bolts,” to insert ‘* heading-bolts, stave-bolts;” 
word “sawed,” to insert ‘“‘or planed on one side;” and in line 24, 
after the word ‘‘fence-posts,” to insert “railroad ties;” so as to 
make the paragraph read: 








I889 


The next amendment was to strike out paragraph 666, as fol- 


lows: 


686. Wearing apparel, articlesof personal adornment, toilet articles, and sim 


: : but thisexemp- 
tion shall only include such articles as actually accompany and are in the use of 


anc as are necessary and appropriate for the wear and use of such persons 


for the immediate purposes of the journey and present 


; comfort and conven- 
ience, and shall not be held to apply t 


» merchandise or articles intended for 
» citizens 
ceed S100 





in value, nor shall the exemption apply to residents of other countries enter- 
ing the United States more than once in each year: Provided, h . That 


e United 








States, so returning, as may have been taken by them out of the United 
States to foreign countries, and which have not been advanced in value or 
improved in condition by any process of labor or manufacture in such coun- 
tries, shall be admitted free of duty, without regard to their value, upon their 
nee being established under appropriate rules and regulations to be 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 
666. Wearing apparel, articles of personal adornment, toilet articles, and 


similar personal effects of persons arriving in the United States; but this ex- 
emption shall only include such articles as actually accompany and are in 
the use of, and as are necessary and appropriate for the wear and use of such 
persons, for the immediate purposes of the journey and present comfort and 
convenience, and shall not be 
tended for other persons or for sale. 


1eld to apply to merchandise or articles in- 


Mr. ALLISON. I desire to have paragraph 666 passed over, in- 


cluding the House provision and the Senate amendment. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be passed 


over, 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 668, page 187, line 21, 
after the word “including,” to strike out ‘* pulp-wood ” and insert 


‘* poplar and other pulp-woods;” in line 22, after the word *‘ shingle- 
in line 23, after the 


668. Wood: Logs and round unmanufactured timber, including poplar and 


other pulp-woods, firewood, handle-bolts, shingle-bolts, heading-bolts, stave- 


bolts, e un-blocks for gunstocks, rough-hewn or sawed or planed on one side, 
hop-poles, fence-posts, railroad ties, ship-timber and ship-planking; all the 


foregoing not specially provided for in this act. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. lL ask tohave the paragraph passed over, 


as I desire to offer an amendment to it. 


Mr. ALLISON. Let the paragraph be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No objection being made, the para- 

— will be passed over. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 

paragraph 669, page 188, line 1, after the word ‘* Woods” to strike 

out the comma and the word ‘‘namely;” so as to make the para- 

graph read: 


669. Woods: Cedar, lignum-vite, lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla, ma 
hogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all forms of cabinet woods, in the log, 
rough, or hewn only; briar root or briar wood and similar wood unmanufac 
tured, or not further advanced than cut iato blocks suitable for the articles 
into which they are intended to be converted; bamboo, rattan, reeds, India 
malacea joints, and sticks of partridge, hair wood, pimento, orange, myrtle, 
and other woods not specially provided for in this act, in the rough, or not 
further advanced than cut into lengths suitable for sticks for umbrellas, par- 
asols, sunshades, whips, fishing rods, or walking-canes 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 7, after the word “rattan,” I move to 
strike out the word “reeds.” 

Mr. GRAY. Why? 

Mr. ALLISON. Reeds are already dutiable in another part of 
the bill at 10 per cent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
188, after line 12, to strike out the following paragraph: 


670. Works of art: Artistic paintings, statuary. and specimens of sculpture, 
the professional productions of a statuary or sculptor only, etchings, draw 
ings, engravings, photographic pictures, artistic works in terra cotta. parian, 
bisque, or porcelain, antiquities, or artistic copies thereof in metal, marble, 
or other material; any of the foregoing imported for a municipal corporation, 
or for public exhibition and free of charge for at least one-sixth of the time 
the same are on exhibition, at a fixed place by any association established in 
good faith and duly authorized under the laws of the United States, or of any 
State, expressly and solely for the promotion and encouragement of sci 
ence, art. or industry, and not intended for sale, shall be admitted free of 
duty under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, 
but bond shall be given to the United States for the payment of lawful duty 
which may accrue if any of the articles aforesaid be sold, transferred or 
otherwise used contrary to any of the provisions in this paragraph, and such 
articles shall be subject at any time to examination and inspection by the 
proper officers of the customs: Provided, That the privileges of this para 
graph shall not be allowed to associations, corporations, firms or individuals 
engaged in or connected with business of a private or commercial character. 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 


670. Works of art, drawings, engravings, photographic pictures, and philo- 
sophical and scientific apparatus brought by professional artists, lecturers, 
or scientists arriving from abroad for use by them temporarily for exhibition 


and in illustration, promotion, and encouragement of art, science, or industry 
in the United States. and not for sale, shall be admitted free of duty, under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shal! prescrib t bonds 
shall be a for the payment to the United States of such duties as may 
imposed by law upon any and all such articles as shall not be expor 


i within 
six months aftersuch importation: Provided, That the Secretary of the Treas 


ury may, in his discretion, extend such period fora further term of six months 
in cases where applications therefor shall be made. 
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Mr. ALLEN. Is that the paragraph to which I called the atten- 
tion of the Senator some time ago? I understood that there was 
@ paragraph admitting free all works of art, books, etchings, etc., 
that are to be used in colleges and schools exclusively. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is a part of those provisions. 

Mr. ALLEN, The language just read would not accomplish 
that end. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The next paragraph does. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is another paragraph following the one 
just read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on 
page 189, after line 23, to insert the following as a new paragraph: 

670}. Works of art, collections in illustration of the progress of the arts, 
sciences, or manufactures. poseqre. works in terra cotta, parian, pot- 
tery. or porcelain, antiquities and artistic copies thereof in metal or other 
material, imported in good faith for permanent exhibition ata fixed place 
by any ner or institution established for the encouragement of the arts, 
acience, or education, or for a municipal corporation, and all like articles 
imported in good faith by any society or association, or for a municipal cor- 

oration for the purpose of erecting a public monument, and not intended 
or sale, nor for any other purpose than herein expressed: but bonds shall be 
given under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
rescribe, for the payment of lawful duties which may accrue should any of 
he articles aforesaid be sold, transferred, or used contrary to this provision, 
and such articles shall be subject, at any time, to examination and inspec- 
tion by the proper officers of the customs: Provided, That the privileges of 
this and the preceding section shall not be allowed to associations or corpora- 


tions engaged in or connected with business of a private or commercial 
character. 


Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa whether in 
line 4, after “place.” he should not insert the words ‘‘ by any 
State or;” so as to read ‘‘ by any State or by any society.” The 
normal school in my State certainly is conducted by the State 
itself, and purchases are made in its behalf. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment to the amendment be 
stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “ place,” in line 4, insert the 
words “ by any State or;” so as to read: 

670). Works of art, collections in illustration of the progress of the arts, 
sciences, or manufactures. photc phs, works in terra cotta, parian, pot- 
tery, or porcelain. antiquities and artistic copies thereof in metal or other 
material, imported in good faith for permanent exhibition at a fixed place by 
any State or by any society or institution established for the encouragement 
of the arts, science, or education, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of 
section 2, line 21, page 190. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senate will indulge me one moment more, 
in order that I may get rid of an amendment which I have on my 
desk, I will then move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. I move to insert as a new paragraph what 
I send to the desk. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

449}. Textile designs, on line paper, sketch paper, or on Jacquard cards, or 
parts of such designs or cards, finished or unfinished, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I suppose it is understood that to-morrow we 
shal! take up the wool schedule, 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the understanding that to-morrow we 
shall take up the schedule on wool and woolens. 

Mr. FRYE. And complete it in the course of two hours. 

Mr. ALLISON. And complete it at the earliest moment prac- 
ticable. 

PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask leave to submit a concurrent resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That-a 
master’s, marshal, or any other judicial or execution sale of the properties 
of the Union Pacific ana Kansae Pacifte Railroad companies, or either of them, 
without additional legislation by Congress, would not be binding on the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, or conclide it of any legal or equitable right 


therein now possessed, unless such sale should be subsequently ratified by 
Congressiona! action. 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the refer- 
ence? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the resolution just read? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The one just read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
will be so referred. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Railroads be, and they are hereby, 
instructed to inquire and report to the Senate whether the executive depart- 


ment has, by existing law, authority to foreclose the Government mo 
or lien on the Union Pacific and Kansas Pacific railroads, or either of thon, 
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and sell the property and assets thereof, without additional legis)a: 
inquire and report what authority, if any, the President of the Uni; 
or the Attorney-General may possess to contract with any person « 

in advance of a foreclosure and sale of such property or any part | 
respecting the amount that shall be bid by contemplated purch 
whether it is not the duty of the President, under existing law. | 
ing a foreciosure of such mortgage or lien, to direct the Secret 
Treasury to “redeem or otherwise clear off all the paramount |i. 
gages, or incumbrances upon such property by paying the sums la\ 
in respect thereof out of the Treasury;” and that in the meantime. ; 
ing the report of the Committee on Pacific Railroads, the Attorn. 
be, and he is hereby, directed to refrain from entering into any { 
additional stipulations or agreements respecting the sale of sai | 
or any portion thereof. or any fund arising therefrom or in an\ 
belonging thereto or connected therewith. 


Mr. ALLEN. Let this resolution go to the same comn)it/., 

Mr. ALLISON. What does the Senator desire? 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the resolution go to the same committ.. 
Committee on Pacific Railroads. 


Mr. ALLISON. That is to say, the resolution is referred ¢., t), 
committee? 


Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If no objection is made, that wi}! he 
the order. The resolution is so referred. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes sjent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, '! ues. 
day, June 22, 1897, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


i 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 21, 1897. 
CONSUL-GENERAL, 


John G. Foster, of Vermont, heretofore named for the consulate 
at Sherbrooke, Quebec, to be consul-general of the United states 
at Halifax, Nova Scotia, vice Darius H. Ingraham. resigned. His 
nomination as consul at Sherbrooke is hereby withdrawn. 


CONSUL. 


William B. Dickey, of Louisiana, to be consul of the United 
States at Callao, Peru, vice Leon Jastremski, resigned. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Joseph W. Ivey, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for the 
District of Alaska, in the Territory of Alaska, to succeed Benjamin 
P. Moore, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 


ASSISTANT SURGEON, 


Howard C. Russell, of Connecticut, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 


MEMBER OF CALIFORNIA DEBRIS COMMISSION. 


First Lieut. Herbert Deakyne, Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, under the provisions of the act of Congress approved March 
1, 1893, entitled ‘‘An act to create the California Débris Commis- 
sion and regulate hydraulic mining in the State of California,” 
a member of the commission, vice Capt. Cassius E. Gillette, Corps 
of Engineers, relieved. ; 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


The following-named cadets, graduates of the Military Acad- 
emy, for appointment in the Army of the United States, to date 
from June 11, 1897: 


To be additional second lieutenants, 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 


Cadet William Durward Connor. 

. Cadet John Calvin Oakes. 
Cadet Louis Casper Wolf, 
Cadet Henry Sims Morgan. 
Cadet Sherwood Alfred Cheney. 
Cadet Frederick William Altstaetter, 
Cadet Harley Bascom Ferguson. 


ARTILLERY ARM, 


. Cadet Robert Swepston Abernethy. 
. Cadet Edwin Oliver Sarratt. 
Cadet Albert Jesse Bowley. 
Cadet Beriram Charles Gilbert. 
Cadet Lawrence Sprague Miller. 
Cadet Winfield Scott Overton, jr. 
Cadet Mervyn Chandos Buckey. 
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66. 
67. 


Commodore Edmund O. Matthews, to be a rear-admiral in the 
Navy, from the 19th day of June, 1897, vice Rear-Admiral George 





1897. 


a 


. Cadet William Mason 


. Cadet Ed 
. Cadet erick Leland Carmichael, 
. Cadet Harry Gore Bishop. 

. Cadet Henry Abbot. 

. Cadet Andrew Moses. 





CAVALRY ARM. 


. Cadet Francis Horton Pope. 

Cadet Matthew Elting Hanna. 
: Cadet George Edward Mitchell. 
- Cadet Pierce Ambrose Murphy. 
. Cadet Frederick Theodore Arnold. 
°4. Cadet James Noble Munro. 
o%. Cadet Earle D'Arcy Pearce. 
. Cadet William Stanley Valentine. 
. Cadet Hen 
30. Cadet Roy 
. Cadet Thomas Arnett Roberts. 


Carpenter Smither. 
eridge Harper. 


Cadet Edgar Alexander Sirmyer. 
Cadet Frank Ross McCoy. 


. Cadet Chalmers Gaither Hall. 

. Cadet Clarence Richmond Day. 

. Cadet Willard Herman McCornack, 
. Cadet Seth Mellen Milliken. 

. Cadet John Carrington Raymond, 


INFANTRY ARM, 


. Cadet Charles Duval Roberts. 
. Cadet John Kir 
. Cadet Frederick 
. Cadet Claude Hamilton Miller. 

. Cadet Harold Benjamin Viske. 

. Cadet Arthur Stewart Conklin. 

. Cadet John Hendricken Hughes, 
. Cadet George Willis Helms. 

. Cadet Rufus Estes Longan. 

. Cadet Frank Marion Savage. 

. Cadet Thomas Taylor Frissell. 


trick Moore. 
r Johnston. 


Cadet Edward Anthony Roche, 
assett. 


Cadet Henry Magdeburg Dichmann, 


. Cadet Halstead Dorey. 
. Cadet George Franklin Baltzell. 


Cadet Benjamin Martin Koehler. 


. Cadet James Francis Brady. 


Cadet Hugh La Fayette Applewhite. 
r Thomas Conley. 


Edgar Thomas Collins. 
Cadet Fred Anderson Pearce. 
Cadet Seaborn Green Chiles. 


. Cadet Lyman Mowry Welch. 
. Cadet Th 


omas Quinn Ashburn. 
Cadet Sam Frank Bottoms. 
Cadet Warren Sumner Barlow. 
Cadet John Girardin Workizer. 
Cadet Willard Douglas Newbill. 
Cadet Charles Higbee Bridges. 
Cadet Harold Edward Cloke. 


PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Brown, retired. 


Richard 8. Collum, —— and assistant quartermaster, United 
major and quartermaster in said Corps, 
of June, 1897, vice Horatio B. Lowry, major 


States Marine Corps, to 
from the 20th day 
and quartermaster, 

First 


PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


n and assistant quartermaster in said Co 


quartermaster, promoted. 


Albert ©. Thom: 
and David B. Cul 
Vise and codify the 


COMMISSIONERS. 


as provided for by the act of Congress approved June 4, 1897. 


Wilfred W. Montague, to be 
the coun 


POSTMASTERS. 


of Frank , deceased. 


Walter 8, to be postmaster at 
Pitkin and State of Colorado, in the place of 


moved. 
Benjamin F. 
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retired. 
Lieut. Thomas C. Prince, United States Marine Corps, to | 


q , from the 20th 
day of June, 1897, vice Richard 8. Collum, captain and assistant 


, of Ohio; Alexander C. Botkin. of Montana, 
of Texas, to be the commissioners to re- 
criminal and penal laws of the United States, 


postmaster at San Francisco, in 
of San Francisco and State of California, in the place 


Aspen, in the county of 
John C. Allan, re- 


Boyd, to be postmaster at Hillsboro, in the county 


IS9l 


of Montgomery and State of Illinois, in the place of J. E. Y. Rice, 


resigned, C. H. Rolston, who was nominated and confirmed, not 
having been commissioned. 
Robert N. Chapman, to be postmaster at Charleston. in the 


county of Coles and State of Illinois, in the pla 
coe, removed. 

Frank C. Davidson, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the ¢ 
of Dewitt and State of Illinois, in the place of P 
removed. 


if John B. Bris- 


unty 
erry Hughes, 


Clarence A. Murray, to be postmaster at Waukegan, in the 
county of Lake and State of Illinois, in the place of B. B. McClan- 
ahan, removed, W. A. Melody, who was appointed and commis- 


sioned, not having been confirmed. 

Lou Black, to be postmaster at Orleans, in the county of Orange 
and State of Indiana, in the place of James A. Frost, jr., removed. 

Charles V. Hoffman, to be postmaster at Oskaloosa, in the 
county of Mahaska and State of lowa, in the place of G. B. McFall, 
removed, 

Charles W. Farrow, to be postmaster at Snowhill, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Maryland, in the place of John L. Nock, 
removed. 

Clarence E. Closser, to be postmaster at Munising, in the county 
of Alger and State of Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after July 1, 1897. 

Seymour Foster, to be postmaster at Lansing, in the county of 
Ingham and State of Michigan, in the place of Louis E. Rowley, 
whose commission expired March 23, 1897. 

William Jenney, to be postmaster at Mount Clemens, in the 
county of Macomb and State of Michigan, in the place of Joseph 
F. Upleger, whose commission expired April 14, 1897. 

Harry H. Mitchell, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county 
of Henry and State of Missouri, in the place of Fountain R. Piper, 
removed. 

Frederick W. Clemons, to be postmaster at Palmyra, in the 
county of Wayne and State of New York, in the place of Alex- 
ander P. Milne, deceased. 

James Blanning, to be postmaster at Williamstown, in the 
county of Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Benjamin A. Waters, deceased. 

James M. Henderson, to be postmaster at Etna, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after January 1, 1897, George Huhn, who 
was nominated and confirmed, not having been commissioned. 

Ezra H. Ripple, to be postmaster at Scranton, in the county of 
Lackawanna and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Frank M. 
Vandling, resigned. 

Joshua F. Ensor, to be postmaster at Columbia, in the county 
of Richland and State of South Carolina, in the place of William 
Wallace, removed. 

Charles H. Stilwill, to be postmaster at Tyndall, in the county of 
Bonhomme and State of South Dakota, in the place of Henry A. 
Pike, removed. 

Charles J. Lewis, to be postmaster at Clarendon, in the county 
of Donley and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
| on and after July 1, 1897. 

Jacob W. Dudley, to be postmaster at East Radford, in the 
| county of Montgomery and State of Virginia, in the place of Rob- 
| ert J. Noell, removed. 








CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 21, 1897. 





GOVERNOR OF ALASKA. 
| John G. Brady, of Sitka, Alaska, to be governor of the District 
of Alaska. 
COMMISSIONERS. 

John U. Smith, of Portland, Oreg., to be a commissioner in and 
for the District of Alaska. 
| William J. Jones, of Port Townsend, Wash., to be a commis- 
| sioner in and for the District of Alaska. 





COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Frank W. Howbert, of Colorado, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of Colorado. 
Harmon L. Remmel, of Arkansas, to be collector of internal 
| revenue for the district of Arkansas. 
Jacob E. Houtz, of Nebraska, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the district of Nebraska. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Freeland H. Oaks, of Maine. to be collector of customs for the 
district of Saco, in the State of Maine. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MonbDay, June 21, 1897. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by the 
Speaker. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. CoupEn. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, June 17, was read. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, on the first roll call 
on Thursday last, on the motion to table the appeal from the 
ruling of the Chair, I am recorded among the names of those 

nt and not voting. I desire to say that I voted ‘‘no,” and I 
esire to be so recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The change will be made. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Speaker, I understood the Clerk to read that 
the House, on motion of the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. DinGLey], 
adjourned ‘‘until Monday next.” Ido not think that correctly 
recites the fact. The House merely voted to adjourn, and the 
Speaker thereupon, in pursuance of the rule that had been previ- 
ously adopted, declared the House adjourned until Monday next. 
Ido not think that the Journal ought to show that the House 
voted to adjourn until Monday, for it did not so vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine and see what has been 
the Journal entry in like cases. 

Mr. BURKE. On the second roll call on Thursday last the 
Clerk has recorded me as not voting. I wish to state that I voted 
on that roll call, and voted ‘‘ no.” 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, on the same roll call I am recorded 
as having voted ‘“‘aye.” I voted “‘no,” and desire to be so recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The change will be made. 

The Chair desires to call the attention of the House to a state- 
ment made at the last session in regard to the amendment of the 
Journal, According to the Recorp, the Chair stated that a 
motion to _—- the Journal takes precedence of a motion to 
amend it. course that statement was made simply with ref- 
erence to the case which was in hand, and, to be accurate for - 
eral purposes, there ought to be added “if that motion is 
™m a de, ” 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


: ary HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following privi- 
report—— 
SPEAKER. The gentleman offers a privileged report. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And upon that I ask the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House resolution No. 51, 
beg leave to recommend that said resolution do pass. 

* Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution the 
House to consider House joint resolution No. 61, entitled ‘ Joint 
resolution to provide for the immediate repair of Dry Dock No. 3,at the New 
York Navy-Yard.’” 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was ordered, 

The resolution was agreed to. 


NEW YORK DRY DOCK. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I will yield to the tleman 
from California |Mr, HILBoRN] to take charge of the bill referred 
to in the resolution. 

Mr. HILBORN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BAILEY. MayI en if the 
tends to yield the floor, or does he yiel 
which he is entitled. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Iam yielding the floor entirely to the gen- 
tleman from California, who has charge of the original resolution. 
I have only kept the floor for the purpose of the adoption of the 
resolution reported from the mittee on Rules. That has been 
adopted, and now, on the consideration of the dry-dock resolution, 
I yield to the gentleman from California to take charge of it. 

Mr. HILBORN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
BovurEeLLE a I yield the floor to him. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, perhaps the most practical 
manner in which the attention of the House can. be called to this 
exigency that has arisen will be by reading a very brief letter of 
the Secretary of the Navy, dated May 13, to myself, transmitting 
a copy of a letter to the Speaker of the House, calling attention 
to a very serious condition that had arisen in the city of New 
York at the navy-yard by the discovery of a serious leak in the 
new dry dock there, which subsequently overflowed both of the 
docks and has placed them in a condition that immediate repairs 
are absolutely necessary, and any delay will be extremely damag- 
ing to every interest of the Government. 

Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 13, 1897. 


Str: I have the honor to inclose herewith, for your information, a copy of 
a letter which I have this day addressed to the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, relative to extensive leaks which have appeared in wooden 

Docks Nos. 2 and 3, at the Brooklyn Navy-Yard, which threaten the under- 


entleman from Iowa in- 
so much of the hour to 


mining and collapse of the docks, and urging that an appropriation 0: 

be granted bi joint resolution, and made immediately avallatle.f or tl 

pose of meeting the emergency. 5 
I respectfully request your earnest cooperation in the matter. 


Very respectfully, JOHN D 
a 5 LON( Secre 
Hon. C. A. BovTEe..e, aa 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


The letter to the Speaker was as follows: 


NAvyY DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 1°. ;<>- 

Sir: The following communication has just been received from t). ; 
of the Bureau of Yards and Docks: aaa 

‘“‘On the morning of the 8th instant extensive leaks appeared on ¢}).. ...+ 
side of wooden Dry Dock No. 3, at the many yard. Brooklyn, N.Y. The nox: 
morning the leaks appeenes on the westerly side of the same dock. anj ; 
morning comes a telegram stating that evening wooden Dry Dock 
began leaking all —_ eastern side. , , 

“Whilst Dry Dock No. 2 was under construction, a quicksand was 1, 
tered at the southeast corner. 

“It would appear from this that there is a subterranean ‘quick? (5))),... 
tion between these twodocks. Enet measures must be taken at once to 
prevent the undermining and collapse of these docks. 

“As we have but about $9,000 available, I have the honor to suggns; +) 
Coneres meg Seat ar joint resolu the sum of $105).000. or «., 
much thereof as may be needed, to be immediately available for this jr. 

To meet the sueceeney above stated, I have the honor to request that ay 
oeergenas of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be needed for the yr. 
pose, be granted by joint resolution, and that it may be made immediat«ly 


available. 
been addressed to the chairinan of tho 


“y, 


at 


A similar letter to the above has 
Committee on Ap egeneane, United States Senate. 
, 


Very respectfu 
JOHN D. LONG, Secr: tary. 
The SPEAKER OF THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


On the 15th of June the Assistant Secretary of the Navy reen- 
forces this request by the following letter: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 15, 15397 

Sir: 1. Dry Dock No. 3, at the navy-yard, Brooklyn, the only dock on tho 
Atlantic coast in which it is safe to dock a battle ship of the Indiana class. is 
now disabled, and an appropriation of $100,000 has m asked in order to 
enable the Department to repair it. 

2. The Indiana has not been in dock for fourteen months, and should bo 
docked as soon as possible to clean and repaint, to prevent pitting of plates. 
Should anything happen to the Massachusetts or Iowa, we have no dock ay.i\!- 
able for them. 

3. The dock at Port Royal, 8. C., can not be 
are very uncertain. It may take weeks 
the Indiana in, and the same to get her out, and then there isa great risk 
attending it, even with the most Imanagement. The Jowa and Vassa- 
chusetts can not be docked there at all. 

Ican not therefore too urge the im ice of an immediate 
en for the repairs of the one large dock on the Atlantic coa-t, 
and have the honor to ask that action on joint resolution No. 61, H. R., intro- 
duced on June 1, may be taken as soon as possible. 


tfully, 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 
Assistant Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. T. B. Reep 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. BOUTELLE. If the gentleman will permit me to com- 
plete my statement, I will then be glad to answer any question. 
“On the 12th of May the Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks 
appointed a board, of which Civil Engineer Peter C. Asserson was 
the senior member, with the following instructions: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 11, 1397 

Srr: A board, consisting “se as senior member; Civil Engineer 
Mordecai T. Endicott, U. 8. N., and Civil Engineer Anecito G. Meno-al, 
U.S. N., as members, is , to convene at the navy-yard, New 
York, N. Y.,on the 13th instant, at 10 a. m., for the of examining and 

t condition of Dock No. 3, together with p!aus 

remedying defects in said dock, and you will proceed to 
New York, N. Y., and report to the commandant of the navy-yard at that 
place, and assemble the board on the date specified. 
‘ by members of the board have been directed 

uty. 

Upon the completion of this duty, return to Norfolk, Va.,and resume your 
present duties. 

Respectfully, 


depended upon, as the tides 
for a tide sufficient to take 


for 


to report to you for this 


JOHN D. LONG, Secretary 


Civil Engineer Perser C. Asserson, U. 8. N.. 
Navy-Yard, Norfolk, Va. 
If it is desired, I will have this report read, or make a brief state- 
ment of its substance. , 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to know from tho 


gentleman whether or not that appropriation is needed for th 


dock last completed? ce 
Mr. BOUT . The dry dock last completed is the do-\ in 
front of that in which this leak has manifested itself. Tie oa 
has now joined itself to the other dry dock, the one previou~y 
made. The difficulty in the case seems to be that the protec! on 
along the Wallabout Channel, out of which these docks have |") 
excavated, consisted of what is known as sheet piling, heavy })))'< 
of timber that is ee erat to keep the water 
out, has been in some way disturbed, ei broken by dredging, 
by some accident in the use of powerful rs in this channel, 
or it may be that some of the vessels, in docking there, by th: ' 
There has been a fracture in the water protection in the front of 
these , beneath the , beneath the gate, which has 
allowed the water from the channel to flow through this piling 2 


dry 
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of thedock, and the water has so percolated through the inside 
— as tofill the dry dock, and also, by some connection inside the 
wall, flowed across and filled the other dry dock at the New 
York yard. 


Mr. SAYERS. Can the gentleman inform the House when this 
dock was com 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The dock was completed during this year. 

Mr. SAYERS. And now it is asked that $100,000 additional be 


priated for its ? 
™ * BOUTELLE. In reply to that, I will state that the board 
of engi after examining the situation, reported that in their 
veliet , by the employment of divers, repairs might be made in 
front of this dock for $29,000 or $30,000, which would probably suf- 
fice to enable the dock to be used; but upon further consideration 
of the question by the Department, consideration given partly, I 
believe, upon made by my colleague, Mr. HiLBorn, and 
myself, that it would be poor policy and would not be economy, 
try to patch up a work of that kind without a thorough over- 
of the work so as to ascertain the exact character and ex- 
tent of the , the ment recommended that at the out- 
set a cofferdam be built in front of the dock, in order that the full 
extent and nature of the damage might be ascertained. 

Gentlemen know that this is the largest dry dock that we have 
on the Atlantic coast. It is adapted to take in the largest of our 
battle ships, and it is the only dry dock on this coast that can take 
them in. The enormous weight of those vessels and their great 
value render it absolutely essential that there should be no ques- 
tion as to the stability of this dock, and in my opinion. and in the 
judgment of the Department it would be absolutely impossible, 

i + the construction of a cofferdam, to make such a careful 

examination as would enable us to ascertain with 
degree of accuracy that should be had in a case of this kind 
the actual extent of the damage and the kind and character of the 


that are og oT to insure against future trouble. 
Mir, SAYERS. Can the gentleman inform the House who built 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I think my friend and former colleague on 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
Savers], is aware that under the terms of the proposals requir- 
ing that the contract should be given to some one familiar with 
the of docks—a requirement presumably intended tomean 
familiar the building of dry docks—the contract for this dry 
was, in the first instance, awarded to parties who were fa- 
with the building of wharves and docks of that description, 
who were not familiar with the construction of dry docks. 
after long delay and a great many difficulties, there was, I 
a final default on the part of the first contractors and the 
turned over for completion to a new set of contractors. 
say here, however, Mr. Speaker, that the existing 
dock does not necessarily constitute a ground 
the work of the contractors or upon the char- 
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structure. As the result of an accident, the origin of 
not absolutely determined, the “ pilot” which was in- 
exclude the water from the front of the dock became 
some of the planks were torn out, which enabled the 
channel to force the water in underneath, thus 
impossible to make further use of the dock in its 
— . I understand that while the flowage exhibited 
unmistakably in the other dock—the test being made by the 
use of matter—yet the damage to the previously built 
dock, No. 2, no means so serious as the damage to Dock No. 
8, so that No. 2 may be utilized. That, however, is not 
60 as the , and the immediate n for these re- 
pairs not the need for the use of the dock, but 
also upon the fact that extensive and im: t work is incur- 
additional damage every hour that it is left in its present 
the construction of this a the Govern- 
an engineer officer? 
a is that the dock was con- 
of the civil engineers of the Navy. 
gentleman give the House the name of 
ised the construction? 
ot positive as to which one had charge 
I think that different engineers were 
SaemaMNenGt thecnglacms cl the Navy De 
e t av 
board appointed to examine the present condition 
reported in favor of an appropriation of $29,000 
repairs as could be made by divers 
cofferdam—the Department, after care- 
subject, decided to recommend that 
appropriate $100,000, or so much thereof as 
gentleman to say a while — 
recommendation of the gentleman from Cali- 
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] that the amount was proposed to be in- 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. I said that the Department, in reviewing tho 
report of the board recommending an appropriation for temporary 
een, acting, perhaps, somewhat upon suggestions made by my- 
self and by my colleague, the gentleman irom California [Mr. 
HILBORN], as members of the House of Representatives, having 
some familiarity with such matters, had determined that they 
would recommend a more thorough examination than would be 
possible if the plan of making temporary repairs were adopted, 
and, in accordance with the recommendation of the Chief of the 
Bureau, this joint resolution provides an appropriation of $100,000, 


or so much thereof as may be nec essary, to bee rpen led upon these 
items: 

Constructing cofferdam and removing same icaiaiadiie Se 
Repairs recommended by board a , . . 30,00 


Contingencies. --... ” ininiheread ‘ aie 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I ask the gentleman to read the 
whole of the report. I am in hopes that the reading of the 
report will throw some light upon the question why we need 
$100,000 to stop a leak in a dry dock. It appears to me that the 
money heretofore appropriated for the construction of this work 
has ‘‘ leaked’ away, and I would like some assurance that this 
additional $100,000 will not leak out somewhere. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the gentleman had given me the honor of 
his attention 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. 
port read. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. There is not the slightest objection, Mr. 
Speaker, to the reading of the whole of the report, but I wish to ex- 
plain the reasons which actuated the Department in recommending, 
instead of the temporary repairs, which could not possibly give 
assurance of meeting the difficulty, the building of a cofferdam, 
which is an expensive operation and which will cost $48,000 or 
$50,000. 

I fully concur in the idea of the Department, that the wise 
thing to do is to put a cofferdam in front of this dock, in order to 
ascertain absolutely the character and the extent of the damages 
and the nature of the repairs which should be made. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. May I ask the gentleman whether 
the Committee on Naval Affairs has made a thorough investiga- 
tion of this matter? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. There being no Committee on Naval Affairs 
appointed 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Ah! 

Mr. BOUTELLE. They have not. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Does not the gentleman think we 
ought to have such a comunittee appointed? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Committee on Rules, which is com- 
posed of a very distinguished body of gentlemen, has given the 
matter very careful and thoughtful attention 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. The Committee on Rules, which 
comprises the Speaker of this House, has given the matter careful 
investigation! 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Having the advantage of the valuable sug- 
gestions and information of the gentleman from California [ Mr. 
HILBORN] and my humble self. 

Mr. GAINES. If the gentleman will permit me— . 

The SPEAKER. Perhaps it might serve to enlighten the House 
if the resolution, the reading of which was omitted by inadvertence, 
should be now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 61) to provide for the immediate repair of Dry Dock 
No. 3, at the New York Navy-Yard 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the sum of $100,000 be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, and to be immediately available, to enable the Secretary of the Navy 
to execute pressingly needed repairs upon Dry Dock No. 3, at the New York 
Navy-Yard, as follows: Forconstructing andremoving cofferdam, $48,000; for 
airs to dock as recommended by board of survey, $0,000; for contingencies, 
000: and the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to expend said 
sums or so much thereof as may be needed for the purposes indicated in this 
resolution. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iwill say to the gentleman from Kansas 
that I have not the slightest objection to the reading of the report; 
but it relates simply to matters of detail and comes tothe conclu- 
sion that probably by the expenditure of the sum of $29,000 this 
leak might be stopped. The question before the House is whether 
it is advisable to do that or to repair this dock in such a way as 
will insure its safety and usefulness hereafter. 

The gentleman isaware that this is an enormous dock into which 
we put these great battle ships. It seems to me,as it does to the 
Department, that the simple stopping of the leak when it may be 
found, without ascertaining to what extent the leak may have 
damaged the dock, would be incurring a risk that we ought not 
toincur. There is no possible way of ascertaining accurately the 
amount of damage the dock has sustained except by building a 
cofferdam in front of it and thoroughly examining the condition 
of the whole dock. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Would the gentleman have any ob- 
jection to this matter going over til] next Thursday, so as to give 
us an opportunity to examine the report? 





I would like to have the whole re- 
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those docks are receiving damage in increasing ratio by reason of 
every hour of delay. There is no question as to their condition; 
there is no question that they must be repaired. The only ques- 
tion is how soon we can get to work to doit. We certainly can 
trust the Navy Department to do this work under a resolution 
of this kind, eg pny a certain sum, or so much thereof as 
may be needed. e are obliged to trust the Navy Department, 
and can do so with perfect safety, to expend only so much of the 
a appropriated as may be needed for the purposes contem- 
ated. 

, Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I observe that the report is short; 
we are not hurried here at present; we have not very much legis- 
lation to attend to, and I think we can at least attend to this 
measure in a businesslike way. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iwill have the report printed in the REcorp 
if the gentleman so desires. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I prefer to have it read. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, It will not give the gentleman much light. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the report is simply to be printed in the 
Recorp, I hope the gentleman from Maine will give us further 
information, if he has it, as to the origin and extent of this damage. 
That is a very essential point in reference to the making of this 
appropriation. Thus far the gentleman has not developed, in the 
first place, what was the origin of this trouble, or, secondly, the 
extent of it. It seems that the first dry dock has been impaired 
in its efficiency by this leak, and that this has carried damage to 
the second, 

Mr. BOUTELLE, The gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iso understood the gentieman’s statement. 
There was some confusion, however, and I may not have been 
able to catch exactly what he intended to say. hope, however, 
that all the information in his possession may be given as to the 
character and extent of this damage. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The extent of the damage is a leak in front 
of this duck sufficient to render it impossible to make use of the 
dock. The leak is necessarily under water. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Has the gentleman any information as to 
whether the orifice through which the leak comes is enlarging by 
the ebb and flow of the water? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will say to the gentleman that the question 
is not so much as to whether the orifice may be enlarging as it is 
how far the flow of water through it is increasing the damage by 
the undermining of the dock. hese docks are based upon a pile 
foundation. Piles are driven 5 feet from center to center, and 
then there is a floor of cement —about 5 feet of solid cement—rest- 
ing upon the soil. How far the water may have undermined the 
soil underneath this cement is something that can not be ascer- 
tained by the use of a diving bell. The water must be shut off 
from the dock in order to enable a thorough examination to be 
made. Lam simply advocating that the Government shall do just 
what any private corporation or individual would do in a similar 
case—adopt the only possible measure to ascertain the full extent 
and character of the damage. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Has the gentleman any information 
as to the original cost of this dock? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It was built upon an appropriation and upon 
advertisement for proposals. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Does the gentleman know the orig- 
inal cost? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Those docks cost all the way from $500,000 
to $600,000 or $700,000. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. The gentleman does not know what 
this particular dock cost? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I think about $600,000. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. My object was to ascertain whether 
$100,000, with a little more money_added to it, would not build a 
new dock—a much better one. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no. - = 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Sometimes it is easier to make a new 
vessel than to stop the leaks in an old one. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I do not think the gentleman could quite 
convince himself on that line. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. If we are to have many more leaks 
costing $100,000 each to stop, it seems to me it would be better to 
build a new dock at once. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But I am asking the gentleman to assist us 
in stopping this leak. If we can only stop the leak in the gentle- 
man’s oratory, we may make some progress. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I would like to know whether what 
I have suggested is not a good business proposition. Mr. Speaker, 
I shall have to insist on having the report read. I want all the 
—_ we can get on the subject. 

r. BOUTELLE. I do not think the gentleman can have the 
report read as a matter of right. If he desires to read it as part 
of his remarks I will yield him the time for that purpose. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. I should like to have the Clerk read it. 

Mr. GAINES. I should like to know why the gentleman from 
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Maine isin such a hurry to push this resolution through +) is 
morning. He introdu the resolution on the ‘‘3ist of May ° 
and it seems that since that time nothing has been done wit}; 
except to have it referred to the ‘‘Committee on Naval Affairs » 
Now, why should the gentleman be in such a hurry here to jy 
for its passage? And why has not the ‘“ Committee on Naya! \/. 
fairs” reported on the resolution? r 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The resolution was referred to the Com), it- 
tee on Rules, and has been under investigation by them. ' 

Mr. GAINES. It was also referred by you to the Comipijiton 
on Naval Affairs, and the printed resolution so reads, thou), + \), 
Clerk omitted to read that part of the resolution now in my }),),) 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Referred to the Committee on Naval Aff. :s 
when appointed. ; 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Maine is in error j; 
statement that the resolution making this appropriation has | 
referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But the resolution asking for a rule for the 
consideration of the matter has been before that committec. 

Mr. McMILLIN,. The other would not properly go to the Com. 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, If there is to be any discussion upon the 
question whether the resolution is in order now for considera: joy, 
by the House, I shall let the discussion be carried on by some «je 
else. I have no doubt about the question myself. The rule has 
been reported here, and the House has adopted it. There is no 
question now pending as to how the matter got here or why it was 
not brought herein some other way. The question is whether we 
will make this appropriation or not. 

Mr. GAINES. Has the distinguished gentleman from Maine 
requested the Speaker to appoint the Committee on Naval A {fxirs 
since the 3ist of May, when this resolution was ordered to be 
referred to that committee? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Have I requested the Speaker? I do not 
understand the gentleman. 

Mr. GAINES. I say has the gentleman requested—— 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will state that the gentleman from 
Maine has not done so. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GAINES. I desire to get the information from the geutle- 
man himself. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Thegentleman has asked me whether [ have 
requested the Speaker toappoint the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
I answer, No, sir. 

Mr. GAINES. This resolution was referred to that committee 
on the 3ist of May; and I want to know whether the gentleman 
since that time has requested that the Committee on Nava! Affairs 
be appointed. The gentleman introduced this resolution on the 
3ist of May and referred it to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I did not. 

Mr. GAINES. That is what the report states. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I did not do anything of the kind. 

° Mr. CUMMINGS. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. GAINES. Regular order and the regular thing, too. is 
what I want. 

The SPEAKER. This seems to be the regular order. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Has the gentleman from Maine any 
objection to the reference of this resolution to the appropriate 
cominittee? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. None, except that it would make unneces- 
sary delay. There is not a gentleman in this House. including 
even the gentleman from Kansas, who does not know that I have 
stated all the substantial facts in the case. If that gentleman or 
any other member wishes to know the details as to the manner in 
which this board ascertained that there is a leak and the charac- 
ter of it, I will have the report read. But when I make a state- 
ment, based upon the statement of the Department, that there is a 
leak; that this board has ascertained that it is a serious leak; t)\:t 
it disables the dock; that the board has recommended a tempor:ry 
repair which would cost a certain sum, and that the Department 
thinks it better to carry on the operation in such a manner as 1/1 
enable it to find out the exact character and extent of the daimaze 
and to make the repairs complete and thorough, I think the House 
understands the question. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. If the gentleman from Maine is ©) 
ing to ask the votes of members of Congress for an appropriati:n 
of $100,000, I think we are entitled, and our constituents are enti- 
tled, to the information contained in this report. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. conan) .. 

Mr. C INGS. Mr. ker, gentlemen should not lose si«!\! 
of the fact that this New York dock is the only dock on the .\' 
lantic coast where our battle ships can be promptly docked. !t 
is now out of repair. Our foreign relations are none too ro-y. 
It would be well, it seems to me, to put in perfect order the ony 
dock that can be used to repair battle ships, if it takes night wi < 
to do so, I presume one trouble with this dock is the fact that ic 
is a timber dock and not a stonedock. There appear to be in t!6 
Navy Department two sets of officers—one favoring timber docks, 
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and the other favoring stone docks. I haveseen in the newspapers 
a statement that if this dock had been a stone dock the leak would 

t have . 
ee Mr. 8 er, it seems to me that it is time for Congress 
to be turning its attention toward this dock question. With half 
a dozen battle ships in commission and on the stocks, and no docks | 
in which to repair them, it may become good policy to stop build- 
ing battle ships and go to building docks. In Portsmouth, Eng- | 
land, they have twenty-one stone docks side by side, and in Italy | 
and France ag many more, while we on the eastern coast of the 
Atlantic have only two large docks, both of timber. Only one of | 
these can be used to repair at once our largest war vessels. On | 
the western coast there is only one dock, and that a timber dock, 
at Port Orchard, that can be used to dock our battle ships. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Yes. 

Mr. KING. Is it not a waste of money, in view of what the | 
gentleman has stated, to make an appropriation for a timber dock, | 
when it is @ t that a timber dock is wholly inadequate? 

Mr. CUMMIN GS. But you have your timber dock already 
built. There is a leak in it, and you can repair the leak and put 
the ship into the dock inside of two weeks at least with this 
$100,000. Without it, you may not be able to dock the Indiana 
for five months, unless we solicit the courtesy of Great Britain at 
Halifax or the Bermudas. 

Mr. KING. Another question: Has not that dock frequently 
leaked before, and have not these repairs been necessary fre- 
quently? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. No. This isa new dock. It was finished 
last year. A leak has occurred in front of the dock. Some vessel 
ran into a dock near it, knocking the gatesdown. This may have 
created a leak near the new dock. It is said again that the leak 
is due to quicksand. Others agree with my friend from Maine 
[Mr. BouTELLE], that there is something wrong about the under- 

inning, causing the leak. But whatever it is, the leak is there. | 

t is absolutely necessary for the safety of the country that it 
should be repaired as soon as possible. 

Mr. KING. Have calculations been made as to the amount 
which is required; and if so, why is it necessary to add $20,000 for 
contingencies? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Why, the calculation has been made by a | 
board of officers appointed by the Secretary of the Navy to inves- 
tigate the leak and ascertain how much is necessary to be ex- 
pended in repairing it. 

Mr. HANDY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. With pleasure. 

Mr. HANDY. Is it necessary to have an act of Congress to en- 
able the Na eet to stop a leak in a dock? 

Mr, CUMMIN S. It is necessary, when there is no appropria- 
tion from which the money can be used in making the repairs. 

Mr. HANDY. Im view of the fact that there may be other leaks 
in the future, ought we not to do more at this time than the reso- 


lution provides? Ought we not to put the Department in such 
shape t after we adjourn—and it is possible we may adjourn 


after a while—that the Department can keep this dock in repair 
without a act of Congress? Think of the condition of that 
dock — ng a special session of Congress! 

Mr. C NGS. Ido not think it necessary. This board of 
officers of the aT certainly know what is necessary to be done 
to repair that dock. You may be sure that they have asked for 
all that will be required. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 


has 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr, Cannon]. 

Mr. C. ON. Mr. Speaker, I believe this appropriation ought 
to be made, but before it is made, if such is the sense of the House, 
I want to make a remark. This is a new dock, which the gentle- 
man from Maine {Mr. BouTELLE] says cost in the neighborhood 
of $600,000 to complete but a few months ago. It now requires 

is 


this ap tion to repair it. In my judgment, there is a fault 
somew , either with the contractors or with the engineers in 
the Navy who superintended its construction. 


I believe that fault ought to be located. I believe it will be lo- , 
cated when the faultis thoroughly ascertained. The Government | 
that educated its officials is entitled to an efficiency that on a great | 
work of this kind would not require repairs within a very short | 
time after it has been Senatracted. Now, then, I am not prepared 
accuse anybody; I am not prepared to censure anybody; but I 
want to make this remark, so that later on, when it is ascertained | 
fault is, that the blame may be placed, that such steps | 
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amy be taken as will place it, and, if necessary, discipline the offi- | 


cer who has been short in his duties, 
ne McMILLIN. Before th 
should like to a he cmeet 





tleman goes from that point, I | 
ask him the question whether this work or any part 
was done by contract? 





| gation of any fault in the performance 


| the trouble is. 


| from Maine that there is this dock and one 





Mr.CANNON. _Iunderstand that it hasall been done by conract. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Was there not a bond given to indemnify 
the Government and requiring a faithful performance of contract? 

Mr. CANNON. Possibly. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will state to the gentleman that there 
were two contracts. The first contractor failed and lost $200,000, 
and the second contractor seems to have done his work poorly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that there seems to be no allegation that the condition that exists 
to-day is due in any way to bad work. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The dock has been accepted by the Govern- 
ment, and this difficulty has occurred; and so far as we can see, 
there is no knowledge as to the cause of the original leak. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ifear the gentleman did not hear my state- 
ment. Isaid that the sheet piling, which is the protection against 
the flow of water in front of the dock, had been ruptured. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understand that. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And that let the waterin. There is no alle- 
of the contract; but in 
some way the sheet-piling protection was disturbed. The suppo- 
sition is that it may have been done by dredging, and the supposi- 
tion further is that it may have been done by the projecting prows 
of some of the vessels being docked. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But 1 want it understood that while it may 
not be possible that recovery can be had on that bond, steps should 
be taken to fix the responsibility and ascertain whether the bonds 
cover the case. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield me a little additional 
time, as I have lost the floor, and I want to make a remark in 
closing? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man’s time may be extended, inasmuch as he has been interrupted, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will yieid to the gentleman such time as 
he wants. 

Mr. CANNON. Ionly want a minute or two. 

Now, so much for the dock at New York. I do not know what 
It may be an accident, for which nobody is to 
blame. I suspect that somewhere it is want of proper knowledge, 
where proper knowledge should have abounded, or carelessness. 
If so, | want to see it located and the blame placed; and it can 
not be done without this appropriation. So that for two pur- 
poses—in the first place to fix the blame, and in the second place 
to repair the dock and make it what it ought to have been in the 
beginning—the appropriation is necessary. 

Now, one other remark. We are informed by the gentleman 
other, namely, at Port 
Royal. for the docking of battle ships. There seems to be a dock 
at Port Royal that would take in the Jndiana; but it is like unto 
the mill site in Kausas. You recollect that familiar old story, 
where the man said there was no mill at the dam site, and there 
was no dam—yourecollect the remainder of thestory. [Laughter. | 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is not the trouble with my friend that he 
did not get his story right by a dam site? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Thatisso. I do not want to make the quota- 
tion, but I discover that the seed fell upon fruitful soil, so that 
everybody understands it. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Now, there seems to have been a large amount of money ex- 
pended at Port Royal. Whether it was a fault in legislation or 
administration I do not know; but at a great expenditure the 
dock is there, and it can not be practicaliy reached. We need 
more docks. I hope that in the future they will be located where 
there is water in the first place, and that they will be made so as to 
keep the water out when we want to keep it out, in the second place. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to say, in regard to the last remark 
of my friend from Illinois, that whatever responsibility there may 
be for any degree of inefficiency as to the dry dock at Port Royal 
that rests on the legislative department of the Government. 
That dock was legislated into existence, and against my earnest 
efforts and protest. I ask for the previous question, Mr. Speaker. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the joint resolution was ordered to a third reading: and 
it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question was taken on the passage of the resolution; 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 114, noes 12. 

So the joint resolution was passed. 

On motion of Mr. BOUTELLE, a mot'on to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 
REGULATION OF COMMERCE BETWEEN THE SEVERAL STATES AND 

FOREIGN COUNTRIES IN CERTAIN CASES. 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill H. R. 3495. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


and 


A bill (H. R. 3495) to limit the effect of the regulation of commerce between 
the several States and with forvign countries in certain case 
Be it enacted, etc., That all fermented, distill her intoxicating 


liquors or liquids transported into any State or Territory, or remaining 
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therein for use, oqneepgiien. sale, or storage therein shall upon arrival 
within the limits of said State or Territory be subject to the operation and 
effect of the laws of such State or Territory to the same extent and in the 
same manner as though such liquors or liquids had been produced in such 
State or Territory, and shall not be exempt therefrom by reason of bei 
introduced therein in or packages for private use or otherwise, 
such States shall have absolute control of such liquors or liquids within their 
borders, by whomsvever produced and for whatever use imported: ided, 
That nothing herein contained shall be construed as affecting the internal- 


revenue laws of the United States or of liquors in transit through a State or 
Territory. 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to limit the effect of the r tions 
of commerce between the several States and with foreign countries in certain 
cases.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Reserving the right to object, I 
should like to ask the gentlemanaquestion. As I understand, this 
grows out of the legal controversy in the State of South Carolina in 
which the courts have recently held that the local laws there with 
reference to the sale of intoxicating liquors by the State are un- 
constitutional. 

Mr. LATIMER. It does arise out of that controversy. The 
courts did not hold that the laws were unconstitutional, ih 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I do not think that 
we ought to legislate by unanimous consent on a matter affecting 
the commerce between the States, and therefore I object to the 
present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. LATIMER. I trust the gentleman will withdraw his ob- 
jection. 

: Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Ican not withdraw the objection, 
Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 164) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Butte City, Mont.; 

A bill (S. 1056) to provide for a public building at Cleveland, 
Ohio; and 

A bill (S 1272) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at McKeesport, Pa. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, bills of the following titles were 
taken froin the Speaker's table and referred to their appropriate 
committees, as indicated below: 

A bill (5. 164) to — for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Butte City, Mont.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, when appointed. 

A bill (8. 1056) to provide for a public building at Cleveland, 
Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, when 


a nted. 
2 bill (S. 1272) to provide for the erection of a public vo 
at McKeesport, Pa.—to the Committee en Public Buildings 
Grounds, when appointed, 

ENROLLED BILL, SIGNED. 

The Speaker announced his signature to enrolled bill of the fol- 
lowing title: 

A bill (S. 2150) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
for the entry of lands in Greer County, Okla., to give ce 
right to ers, and for other purposes,” approved January 18, 
1897. 

OMAHA INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of a report from the Committee on Ways 
and Means upon Senate resolution No. 50. This resolution was 
brought up at the last meeting of the House, and was referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. The committee have consid- 
ered it, and ees it this morning withamendments. Under 
the rule it could not be taken up until the next meeting of the 
House; out there is an earnest desire upon the part of friends of 
the Omaha Exposition to have the resolution without delay, 
and therefore I a imous consent. e committee have 
unanimously thegoint resolution with three amendments. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution authorizing f exhibitors at the Paneetes and 
International Exposition, to be held in the oe Omaha, in the State of 
Nebraska, Carine, — year 1898, to => Bp a foreign 
for and making exhibits. ; ra vee 
Whereas the and International 


ng 
cessions and privil have been gran’ the exposition management to 
ag a th : ets of fore -~ % producti the exposition 
e or the on on 
po Pore Ey Nn code Fp RR ay ag Fg Fn me 
gurede. Sena aah ie Ak of ie seen at tes ae 
en 
has become necessary for the Transmississippi and International Exposition 


Company to t and privileges to certain firm: — 
tions of the ea: uctions: Therefore, wand corpora, 
it resol » Senate House of Representatives Tnited < 

AS Sane confeltinn ten wea That pote’ oF is Unite: : 
1885. i impo ito the United States of for... 
under contract to perform labor and the various acts of Congress oe ui} 
the coming or et ep amnen Sate tin Uaited States, and « 
of of said or acts shall not be construed to pr 
the bringing into the United States, under contract to labor,such me... 
artisans, agents, or other employees or persons, natives of their ro. 
foreign countries, as may be or may be deemed necessary for the pur), 
ration for or conducting foreign exhibits, or )),, 
any business authorized or perm): 
which may have Been or may be. 
and International Exposition ( 
Nebr., in connection with such exposition or shail any sy 
or actsof ee aa to prevent, hinder, or in any manner rest, 
foreign exhi , representative, or citizen of a fore’ nation, or } 
a concession or peivisee from the Transmississippi International Ff) 
tion Company. from bringing into the United States under contract a: 
mechanic, artisan, nt, or other employee deemed necessary or pr: 
the purpose of ma preparations for installing or conductiny 
exhibits, or preparing for installing or conducting any business ait} 
or permitted under, or by virtue of, or pertaining to a concession oy 
lege which may bave been or may be granted by the said Transmi<sis<i; 
International Ex tion Com: y in connection with such expositi. 
vided, however, That no alien shall, by virtue of this resolution. be p.; 
States to perform therein, except by expre 
sach alien, and then not for a | r time than o; 


the Transmississippi and International Exposition; a1) 
after such person shall be subject to all the processesand penalties «))), 
to aliens coming into the United States in violation of any act of ( 
ry Aereery na alien contract labor from being brought or coming iy 
nited States. 
Sec. 2. That all articles and property of any kind that may be bro: 
the United States from =! foreign country to be placed on exhil 


such, Transmississippi and International Exposition, as well as all toois 
caeeeeaes necessary or proper to be used ing for an exh 
and the equipment and a < the exhibitors, artisans, |a! 
and the like shall be admitted to the ports of the United States free of. 
under such rules and tions be eribed by the Secreta 
the Treasury: Provided, said sh ) remov: 
the United States within 


not so re ic 

States, they ar : : 
That the Secretary of Treasury is hereby authorized and dire: 
make such rules and ms as may n -in his judgm 
carry into execution the provisions hereof and to prohibit the infr 
existing statutes, except as the same may be temporarily modified a) 
changed by this pouabutien. 


The report (by Mr. DrxG.LEy) is as follows: 

The Committee on Ways and Means having had under consideration t)o 
joint resolution (8. R. 8 foreign exhibitors at the Transiiis«is 
sippi and International be held in the city of Omaha. in 1)» 
State of Nebraska, durin year 18%, to bring to the United States foreign 

from their countries, ively, for the purpose of preparing ‘vr 
and making exhibits, report it with a recommendation that it do pass \ 
amendments, as follows: 


Amend line 25 by striking out the words “or proper” and inserting in- 
stead the words “ by the Secretary of the Treasury.” 
Amend line 12 by striking out the words “as may be or may be deem. 
= inserting instead the words “‘as the Secretary of the Treasury 
jeem.” 


Amend lines 35 and 36 out the words “one ” and inserting 
as in ay eaity year din 


_The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considerat\ 
of this joint resolution? 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendments rec:in- 


Mr. C ON. Mr. , as LT understand it, this joint reso- 
ion i to permit the importation of goods, as 


has been usual in such cases. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not only that, but also to allow the admis- 
sion of such persons as may be required to care for any exhil)ts 
that may be made at this exposition by foreign countries— 1! 
admission of Chinese, for instance, in connection with the ex!)1))it 
that may be made by China. 

. lt carries no appropriation, as I understan(: 
i It is the same 
other laws relating to 


on 


abuses which the Secretary of the Treasury reports have arscu 
under previous legislation of this character. 

One of the amendments provides that the number of person '9 
be admited shall be determined by the Secretary of the Trea-'y 
and not by the managers of the exposition. Another is that ).'- 
sons who may be admitted in this way for these special pur): 5 
shall leave the country within three months after the close)! |)" 
exposition, instead of within one year, as provided in the orig 11 
resolution. The amendments are unanimously recommend! |'y 


the 
were adopted. 
as amended was ordered to a third read- 


a ee eee ae and passed. 
Mr. , & motion to reconsider the \'° 
was was laid on the table. 
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The House divided; and there were—ayes 74, noes 64. 
So the motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


pUaer aes grented of the vote, by unanimous consent, 
ce was granted as follows: 


or Mr. Sims, indefinitel y, on account of important business. 
To Mr. McCormick, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
a Mr. Cownerp, for two weeks, on account of important busi- 


mT Mr. Cast, indefinitely, on account of sickness in family. 
The House then (at 1 o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.) adjourned 
until Thursday next at 12 o'clock m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- | 
Ws: 
“a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Buffalo entrance to Erie Basin and Black Rock Harbor, New | 
York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 


be \e 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter | 


from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Kootenai River, Montana—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

bors, and ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Assistant Secretary of the Navy, urging the im- 
of an immediate appropriation for the repair of a dry 


Gock at the Brooklyn Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Naval | 


Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND | 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. DINGLEY, from the Com- 


mittee on Ways and Means, to which was referred the joint reso- 
lution of the Senate (8. R. 50) authorizing foreign exhibitors at 
the Transmississippi and International Exposition, to be held in 


the city of Omaha n the State of Nebraska, during the year 1898, 
to bring to the United States foreign laborers from their countries 
, for the purpose of as for and making exhibits. 
the same with amen ments, accompanied by, a report 
0. 11); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ts follokving titles were introduced and severally referred as 
aa Mr. STOKES: A bill (H. R. 3494) to reduce the expenditures 
es and equalize the burden of an appreciating 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


ee LATING LATIMER: A bill (H. R. 3495) to limit the effect of the | 


waguiaede of commerce between the several States and with for- 

agg Ea cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
r. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 3496) to create a commission 
a roadway between Mono Lake and Yosemite Valley, 


and eas money therefor—to the 
on the Public Lan 


Committee 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3497) to ate the limit of cost for the 
erection of a building in Stockton, Cal., and eis | 
the Committee on Public Build ings and 


to 
State of 


ei 


By Mr. VINCENT: A bill ae oe. &. $498) extending provisions of 
an act and sailors, approved June 27, 
1890, to the th te Nineteenth Regiments of Kansas Cav- 

Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. BARLOW (by request): A bill (H. R. 3499) to provide 
=> collection of an income tax, also an inheritance tax, and 


of the ed int industrial arm 
of the Us unemploy nto an ustria y 


States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. PITNEY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 67) to authorize 
the of War to immediately expend the sum of $75,000 | 
for of a sea wall at Sandy Hook, New Jersey, pur- | 
suant to the contained in the fortifications appro- 
priation 3, 1897—to the Committee on Appropriations. | 
By Mr. : A joint resolution (H. Res. 68) proposing | 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to the 


on the Judiciary. 
to the co LATIMER: A resolution flores Res. No. 59) relative | 
to a of House bill 
of commerce between the several States and with | 
countries in certain cases—to the Committee on Rules. 
PITNEY: A resolution (House Res. No. 60) providing 
consideration of the joint resolution H. Res. 67— 
to the on Rules. 


By Mr. LEWIS of Washington: A resolution (House Res. No. 61) 





0. 3495, to limit the effect of | mittee on Ways and Means. 


for investigation as to imprisonment of sailors—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Washington: A memorial of the legislature 
of Washington, in regard toa national soldiers’ home at Fort Sher- 
man, Idaho—to the Committee on Military 





Affairs. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of Washington, in re — to 
survivors of Indian war, 1855 and 1856, in the —— ti (now 
State) of Washington—to the Committee on War Clai 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of Washington for - the revo 
cation of the crder prohibiting moving on certain reservations in 

| Washington State, etc.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of Washineton, according 
to William A. Newell the honor of originating and carrying into 
successful operation the Life-Saving Service of the United States 





| to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, a memorial of the legislature of the ate of Washington, 
for the establishment of a life-sav ing aac on the coast of Wash- 
| ington ata point between Grays H: arbor and the promont: 
as Point Granville, etc.—to the Committee Inte: 
| Foreign Commerce. 


wy known 


on state and 


| PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referre: : as fe 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 3500) granting : 
| Sarah A. Walton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 3501) granting a pension to 
Thomas J. Reid—to the C ommittee on Invalid Pensions. 


low 
i pens 


1on to 


By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 3502) for the relief of Peter Myers, 
of Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 3503) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Michael I. Tobin—to the Committee 
| on Military Affairs. 
| By Mr. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 3504) granting a pension to 


John T. Hopson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 3505) eranting 

Sarah Beck, formerly Sarah Kutch—to the C 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. 
| izing the restoration of the name of Charles H 
lieutenant in First United States Cavalry, to the rolls of the 
Army, and providing that he be placed on the list of retired 
officers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 3507) granting an 
increase of pension to Jennie E, Baldwin—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. RLXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 3508) for the relief 

of the heirs of the late Mrs. Mary Ann Randolph Custis Lee, of 
| Fairfax County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3509) for the relief of the estate of Catharine 

Crittenden, deceased, late of Culpeper County, Va.—to the Com- 
| mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 3510) granting an increase of 
pension to Lafayette Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. VINCENT: A bill (H. R. 3511) granting a pension to 
J. Creager—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3512) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John Marx—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. YOST: A bill (H. R. 3513) for the relief of the legal 
representative of Paul McNeel, deceased, of Pocahontas County, 
| W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS. ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CLARKE of New a Petition of A. M. French 
and other citizens of Gilsum, N. H., favoring a more rigid restric- 
| tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
| uralization. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Protest of shoe manufacturers of Penn- 
| sylvania, against any increased duty on tanned skins for morocco 
ora duty on raw goatskins—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the select and common council of the city of 
Philadelphia, requesting the immediate passage of the tariff bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolution of the lowa Pharmacentical 
Association, of Waterloo, lowa, representing 1,800 pharmacists in 
Iowa, opposing a revenue-stamp tax on bank checks 


a pension to 
ymmittee on Invalid 


R. 350 
. Vail, 


author- 
late a first 


to the Com- 


By Mr. HILBORN: Resolution of the board of supervisors of 
San Francisco, Cal., favoring the treaty relations now existing 
between the United States and Hawaii—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petitions of 52 citizens of Seaside, 23 citizens 
of Seabright, and 28 citizens of South Amboy, in the State of New 
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Jersey, urging the enactment of legislation restricting immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of W. L. Morris and 20 other manu- 
facturers of Glenwood, Wis., praying for a duty of $1 per 1,000 on 
1 Aha flour-barrel staves—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, resolutions of the Department of Wisconsin, Grand Army 
of the Republic, indorsing the bill to establish a national military 
park in commemoration of the siege and defense of Vicksburg—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: Petition of H. T. Smawley and 44 
others; also petition of James M. E. Klotz and 32 others, citizens 
of Weissport, Pa., favoring a more rigid restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of sundry citizens of Greer County, 
Okla., for extension of time to file their claims for homestead 
righits—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting a pension to Sarah 
Beck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of 8. Freiburger and 
other citizens of Fort Wayne, Ind., in favor of placing hides on 
the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: Petition of citizens of Little 
Falls, N. J., in favor of the passage of a more rigid immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of letter carriers of 
Philadelphia, Pa., relating to section 607 of the postal laws, and 
— an amendment—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of Graff, Son & Co. and Laird, Schober & Co., 
of the city of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against any increase 
in the present rate of duty on tanned skins for morocco or a duty 
on raw goatskins—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Papers to accompany House bill No. 3119, for 
the relief of Capt. Andrew P. Batson—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 22, 1897. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
i ug by Rev. Hueu Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ton. 


he Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FRYE presented the memorial of A. B. Nealey and 29 other 
citizens of Lewiston, Me., and the nfemorial of Nealey & Miller 
and 29 other citizens of Lewiston, Me., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of 
ticket brokerage; which were referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 


Mr. HARRIS of Kansas presented a petition of the Free Silver 
Clab of Solomon, Kans., praying for the printing of certain prior 
acts of Congress in relation to, the national credit and honor; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 
be printed in the RecorD, as follows: 


Memorial to Congress for the of an act for the printing of certain 
prior acts of Congress in ralation to the national credit and honor. 
To the honorable the Senate and House o Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled; 

The memorial of the Free Silver Club of Solomon, Dickinson County, State 
of Kansas, respectfully represents: 

Whereas the people of the United States have been and are still very much 
abused by false statement of history in reference to the currency, nationak 
bonds, and their payments. The latest falsification has been progenes on your 
honorable House by « memoria! presented to your honorable House, signed 
on behalf of the legislature of the St&Ate of Wisconsin, printed in the Con- 
QGRESSIONAL RECORD June 5, 1897, page 1821, Wherein— 

“Your memorialists respectfully ask that a Congressional declaration be 
pone. to be approved by the President of the United States, so as to have 

he force of law in the form and in the spirit of the declaration of March 18, 
1869, which was similarly made to meet a similar emergency, after a similar 
os geal Cocke See, the faith, credit, and honor of the United States to 

@ payment on demand of all its obligations issued to circulate as money, 
and all of its other obligations as they mature, in gold or silver coin of the 
present legal weight and fineness, at the option of the respective holders of 
such obligations,’ 

Whereas the declaration of March 18, 1869, referred to by the memorialist 
does not give the holdersof Government obligations “ the option "’ to demand 
either gold or silver coin. The words are “ payment in coin” of all the obli- 
gations of the United States. 

Your memorialist would respectfully ask your honorable House to have 
rinted for the use of legislatures and the people the above act of March 
869; also an act to authorize the refunding of the national debt of July 14, 

1870; also the exact wording of the bonds itself, issued under that law, to- 
gether with the declaration or resoiution, with the ayes and nays, which 
passed the United States Senate January 2, 1878, and the House of Repre- 
sentatives January 28, 1878, by a vote of 42 to 2) in the Senate and 189 to 79 in 
the House; and all of the above documents will d ve the inference drawn 
by the memorial of the legislature of Wisconsin, for it is upon those docu- 
ments we demand the free coinage of the silver dollar containing a1 fa 
each of standard silver and the ees of ali the obligations of Gov 
ernment in coin according to the law. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


-and they are hereby, requested to use all honorable means to secure 


JUNE 22, 


Resolved, That the Senators and Members of Congress from this State be, 


~~ of this memorial and that a copy of this memorial and this reso) ,,; . 
transmitted to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

; . HARRIS. Preside if 
E. Z. BUTCHER, Secretary 
JuNB 18, 1897. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS presented petitions of E. F. Poor and 45 ot})>> 
citizens of Fort Wayne, of Harry H. Freers and 57 other citi,,... 
of Terre Haute, of David 8. Redelsheimer and 10 other citizen. 55 
Monroeville, of John E. Pillers and 52 other citizens of Mor-.... 
ville, and of H. M. Ordcutt and 30 other citizens of Atwood, a! 
the State of Indiana, praying for the enactment of protectiy.. 
tariff legislation, at the earliest possible date, such as wil! aq). 
quately secure American industrial products against the com) i- 
tion of foreign labor; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of J. Oppenheimer and 2} ot)\or 
citizens of Lafayette, Ind., praying for the enactment of legis}at iy 
authorizing the President to appoint a commission as proposed |), 
the Indianapolis (Ind.) monetary convention; which was referr.\| 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CARTER presented a petition of 208 citizens of Missou),. 
Mont., praying for the enactment of legislation for a more riyid 
restriction of immigration; which was ordered to lie.on the ta\)\>. 

Mr. PENROSE ae petitions of the State Council of Peny- 
sylvania, Order of United American Mechanics, of Philade|)))j\, 
of 37 citizens of Philadelphia, and of 88 citizens of Lehighton, .|| 
in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of |e.is. 
lation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 12 citizens of Gladdens, Pa., 
praying for the early ar of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Letter Carriers’ Association 
of Philadelphia Pa., praying that section 607 of the United States 
postal laws and regulations be amended; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Brazil, 
Ind., praying for the early enactment of a protective-tariff law; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of 8. Freiburger & Bro., of Fort 
Wayne, Ind., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Indiana. re- 
monstrating against the proposed increase in the duty on hides; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of a special committee of citizens of 
Terre Haute, Ind., praying that an appropriation be mai to 
secure proper recognition of American interests at the Paris Ex)o- 
sition in 1900; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of E. L. Snyder, president of the 
National Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ Association, praying that the 
bonded period on liquors be reduced to three years; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also es a memorial of the Charles Beck Paper Com- 
pany, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the prop sei 
——— in the duty on paper; which was ordered to lhe on the 
table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented memorials of H. T. Aukeny and 5? other 
citizens, of O. A. Robinson and 19 other citizens, of L. T. Coch- 
ran and 52 other citizens, of E. R. Gutrin and 52 other citizens, 
and of J. V. Wolf and 15 other citizens, all in the State of Ne- 
braska, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation in- 
tended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented sundry memorials of citizens of Missouri, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SMITH presented a —— of ie citizens Nc Jer- 
sey, remonstrating against the proposed increase in the tax on 
beer; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PETTUS presented sundry memorials of citizens of A|a- 
bama, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation inten dod 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Shoals, 
W. Va., and a petition of sundry citizens of Matville, W. \:., 
praying for the early passage of the pending tariff bill; which wre 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN presented sundry memorials of citizens of A|a- 
bama, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intend! 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (5S. 1945) for the relief of Mary A. Coulson, exec'- 


trix of Sewell Coulson, deceased, reported it without amendmeut, 
and submitted a report thereon. 








1897. 


HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
ioe to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for prior years, and for other purposes, | 
to report it with amendments, and [ submit a report thereon. 1 | 
give notice that I shall call the bill up at as early a date as is | 

ticable. 
PrThe VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
dar. 
or. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to | 
whom was referred the bill (S. 473) for the relief of David O. | 
Burleigh, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2253) authorizing the ap- 
pointment of a nonpartisan commission to collate information and | 
to consider and recommend legislation to meet the problems pre- | 
sented by labor, agriculture, and capital; which was read twice 
pvits title, and referred tothe Committee on Education and Labor. 

“He also introduced a bill (S. 2254) to grant a pension to Louisa 
E. Linn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2255) for the relief of Morgan | 
Everts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2256) for the relief of John Wil- 
liams, of California; which was read twice by its title, and referred | 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2257) for the relief of Chester B. 
Sweet, of California; which was read twice by its title, and re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2258) granting a pension to 
Joshua Parker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2259) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from William A. Graham; which was read twice by its | 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- | 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GRAY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2260) granting 
pensions to soldiers, sailors, and marines who served ninety days 
or more during the war of the rebellion, at any time from March | 
4, 1861, to July 1, 1865, and providing pensions to widows and minor 
children of such; which was read twice by its title, and referred | 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SMITH introduced a bill (S. 2261) to provide for the reim- | 
bursement of naval officers losing property on the United States 
steamship Yantic; which was read twice by its title, and referred | 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to bk pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred tothe Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to | 
be printed, 

THE INITIATIVE AND REFERENDUM. 
= BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was | 
Tread: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be, and is hereby, | 
instructed to inquire into the feasibility of applying the principle of direct 
legislation, through the initiative and referendum, to th legislation of the 
Federal Government, to the Senate at the opening of the regular 


€ and mest 
session of in December, or as suon thereafter as practicable, by bill | 
or otherwise, result of said inquiry. 


Mr. BUTLER. Lask that the resolution may be printed and | 
go over, 


ss The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed and 
ie over. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present sundry papers, which I ask be printed 
as a Senate document. They onan all the published reports 
from our consuls on the nature and operation of postal savings 
banks in foreign countries. The State Department has not yet 
given the information which was called for about a month ago in 
a resolution asking for the original reports made by our consuls 
in reply to the circular letter sent out by Secretary Blaine in 1s81. 
Those reports were never printed. I have gathered all that have 
been printed from various consular reports and put them together 
in convenient form. When the other information comes, | shall 
ask to have it printed as a document with these reports added to 
it and bound eee. I ask that 2,000 extra copies of this docu- | 
ment vee for the use of the Senate. 

_Mr, DLER. I will state to the Senator that the informa- 
tion he desires hascome in. I now have it; and the order may be 
made now to t the whole matter which he desires to have 
printed, ine the last information, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the permission of the Senate to have this 
matter St until to-morrow morning, so that I can examine it. 

Fe That course is entirely satisfactory. 
Mr. ALLEN. Ican not hear what is being said on the other 
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| Carolina the propriety of sending the resol 


| the 
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side of the Chamber. Is it inreference to the resolution the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina introduced a moment ago, charging the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections with an inquiry? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the appli- 
cation in behalf of the Senator from North Carolina is to have 
printed asa document certain consular reports on the question of 
postal savings banks. 

Mr. ALLEN. I was going tosngzgest tothe Senator from North 
ition to the Commit 
tee on Privileges and Elections immediately, so that it may be 
taken up and considered at the present session of Congress. Why 
not let the resolution itself go without any debate now to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, that the committee may 
consider it and report it back one way or the other for considera- 
tion? 

Mr. BUTLER. I will say to the Senator from Nebraska 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Wiilthe Senator withhold a moment 
until the present matter is closed? 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Nebraska is, 
ring to the resolution I offered this morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I asked that the resolution go over until to 
morrow, and I shall submit a few reinarks to-morrow morning 
with the permission of the Senate upon it. I now withdraw the 
request for this morning in regard to the consular reports, and 
to-morrow morning I will present the matier in proper form to be 
printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

PAY 

Mr. CULLOM sult mitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report the 
Interstate Commerce Committee on the anti-scalping 
June 17, 1897, be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate 


FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Cierk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 50) authorizing foreign exhibitors at 
the Transmississippi and International Exposition, to be held in 
the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, during the year 18)8, 
to bring to the United Statesforeign la orers from their countries, 


I think, refer- 


The request is withdrawn. 


OF STENOGRAPHER. 


hearing before 
bill, Thursday, 


MESSAGE 


| respectively, for the purpose of preparing for and mak ng exhibits, 


with amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a joint 
reso'ution (H. Res. 61) to provide for the immediate repair of Dry 


| Dock No. 3 atthe New York Navy-Yard; in which it requested the 


concurrence of the Senate. 
THE TARIFF BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R.379) to provide 


| revenue for the Guvernment and to encourage the industries of 
| the United States. 


The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill on page 114, line 
3, ‘‘ Schedule K.—W ool and manufactures of wool,” and read para- 
graph 347. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, before proceeding further with 
Schedule K, I desire to offer an amendment submitted by me some 
time ago, prepared by the National Wool Growers’ Association of 
the United States. It is a substitute for the entire schedule as 
relates towool. I think it appropriate to come in at this time, be- 
fore we proceed to a discussion in detail of the proposed schedule. 
I offer the amendment. and ask that it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Montana. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out paragraphs 347 to 
361, inclusive, and to insert the following paragraphs: 


347. All wools, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, lama, and other like ani 


mals, shall be divided, for the purpose of fixing the duties to be charged 
there m, into the following classes: 

#48. Glass 1, that is to say, merino, mestiza, metz. or metis wools, and 
including all other wools having any admixture of Merino bloo inmediate 
or remote, Down clothing wools, and wools of similar character with any of 
the preceding. Also Leicester, Cotswold, Lincoinshire, Down combing wools, 
Canada long wools, or other combing wools having any admixture of English 
blood, immediate or remote, or of similar character. Also all hair of the 
camel, goat, alpaca, llama, and other like animals. Also Bagdad, Mossoul, 
Aleppo, Karadi, Awassi, Thibet, Smyrna, Egypt, Iceland, Oorfa or Or/a, and 
all similar wools. wherever grown. Also ail wool and hair wherever grown, 


not hereinafter described, designated, and made dutiable 

349. Class 2, that is to say, the wool of the native sheep unimy i by 
breeding, grown in South America, Mexico, Turkey in Asia, G1 \ 
Minor, Syria, and wools of the same character from 
as Donskoi, Valparaiso, and Smyrna, and Russian camel's hair, ex ting 
improved wools hereinafter provided for, and not including any wo here- 
inbefore mentioned. But no wool shall be deemed of t! »im- 
ported from the places named. 


such nati wn 
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350. From the standard samples of all wools and hair which are now or 
may be hereafter deposited in the mcipal custom-houses of the United 
States, under the authority of the tary of the Treasury, shall be se- 
lected under his direction the standards for the classification of wools under 
this act, and he shall have the authority to renew these standards and to 
make such additions to them from time to time as may be required, and he 
shall cause to be deposited like standards in other custom-houses of the 
United States when they may be ; 

%51. Whenever wools of class 2 shall have been improved by the admixture 
of Merino or English or other blood, or by domestication or breeding, from 
their original native character, such improved wools shall be classified for 
duty as class 1, as the case may be. 

362. The duty on all wools and hair which shall be imported washed or 
otherwise cleansed si:all be twice the amount of the duty to which they would 
be subjected if imported unwashed; and the duty on all woolsand hair which 
sha!l be imported scoured shall be three times the duty to which they would 
be galyened if imported unwashed. 

953. Unwashed wools shall be considered such as shall have been shorn from 
the sheep without any cleansing; that is,in their natural condition as grown. 
Washed wools shall be considered such as have been washed with cold water 
on the sheep's back, Wool washed or cleansed in any other manner than on 
the sheep's back as aforesaid shall be considered as scoured wool. 

And all wools having less than 12 per cent of grease, yolk, dirt, or other 
foreign matter shall be deemed scoured; and wools having any admixture of 
Merino blood, immediate or remote, and having less than #0) per cent of grease, 
yolk, dirt, or other foreign matter, shall be deemed washed, and all other 
wools having less than 25 per cent of grease, yolk, dirt, or other foreign mat- 
ter shall be deemed washed. 

3i4. The duty upon wool of the sheep or hair of the camel, goat, lama, 
alpaca, and other like animals, which shall be imported in any other than 
ordinary condition, or which shall be changed in its character or condition 
for the purpose of evading the duty, or which has been sorted, or otherwise 
speesonet in value, shall Le twice the duty to which it would be otherwise 
subject. 

». The duty upon all wools and hair of the first class shall be 12 cents per 
pound, and upon all wools or hair of the second class,8 cents per pound, with 
an additional duty of 4 cents per pound on all skirted wools of all said classes, 
and double this additional rate if wushed, scoured, or otherwise cleansed, and 
8 cents per pound additional on Australasian wools and wools of similar light 
shrinkage, wherever grown, in scouring, having any admixture of Merino 
blood, immediate or remote, and double this additional rate if washed, scoured, 
or otherwise cleansed, and 3 cents additional on wools having an admixture 
of Saxony blood, immediate or remote, with double this additional rate if 
washed, scoured, or otherwise cleansed, and 3 cents per pound additional on 
crossbred wools having any admixture of Merino blood, immediate or remote, 
and 4 cents per pound additional on all Australasian lamb’s wool. 

All wools and hairs shall be deemed skirted which are not imported in their 
natural condition of whole fleeces without the removal or rejection of any 
part thereof. 

856. If 7 bale or pack: of wool or hair specified in this act imported as 
of any or fied class, or claimed by the importer to be dutiable as of any 
specif class, shall contain any wool or hair subject to a ee rate of duty 
than the class so specified, the whole bale or package shall subject to the 
highest rate of duty chargeable on wool or hair of the class subject to such 
higher rate of duty. If any bale or package be claimed by the importer to 
be eceey, mange, flocks, wool, hair, or other material of any class or kind 

fied in this act, and such bale contain any admixture of any one or more 


of said materials, or of any other material, the whole bale or am hall 


8 
id bale 


If —_ kage containing wool or hair be imported as of class 2 in 
Oe eevee 38 4 imed by the importer to be class 2, when in fact it be of 
class 1; 


Or if any such bale or package containing wool or hair be imported as not 
skirted, or not sorted, or as not having any part of the original fleece re- 
jected, or be so claimed by the importer, but shall in fact be skirted or sorted, 
or having any part of the original fleece rejected; 

Or if any such bale or package containing wool or hair which has been 
oes in its character or condition for the purpose of evading the duty 

ereon; 

Or if any such bale or package contain wool or hair imported as of a kind 
subject to a lower rate of duty, or be ed the importer to be subject 
to a lower rate of duty, when the same is in fact subject to a higher rate of 


duty; 
Or if any such bale or pack contain wool or hair peparee as unwash 
unwashed, when in fact it has been wash 


or claimed by the pence to 
or otherwise cleansed; 

Or if any such bale or pack be imported as washed, or claimed by the 
importer to be washed, when in fact it has been scoured or otherwise cleansed 
— = neues 

In such cases all wools and hair so imported shall be forfeited to the 
United States, and sball be held by the proper customs officer to be 
ceeded nst for forfeiture accordingly, and shall be subject to such 
feiture whether so held or not, or the United States may proceed by action 
to ean the value of such wool or hair against the importer or consignee, 
or . 

The Secretary of the Sresaney may, in his discretion, for sufficient rea- 
sons, remit the forfeiture on such terms as he may deem proper, and may 
make reasonable compensation for the on of all evasions of or frauds 
on the provisions as to wool or hair in this schedule. 

357. Wools and hair on the skin shail iy the same rate as other wools and 
hair, the quantity and value to he soeerte ned under such rules as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury may prescribe, but the quantity shall include all, with- 
out reference to the length of the staple. 

358. Wools and hair of the camel, llama, alpaca, or other like an 
of goats of all classes and varieties and from their crosses with an 

D any 


be subject to duty at the highest rate imposed upen any article in sa 
or package. 
e or 


or- 


and 
and all forms of wool and hair, in the form of ing, roving, or and 
all such wooils and hairs which have been advan in any manner or 
process of manufacture beyond the washed or scoured condition, no 
cially provided for in this act, shall be subject to the same duties as are im- 
upon manufactures of wool not specially provided for in this act, but 


— — 40 cents ponnd. oe ike 
: noils, . mungo, flocks, and composed wholl part 
brok . oreo 
er 


rags 
of wool, on top waste, en tops, laps, burr waste, slubbing 
waste, roving waste, ring waste, yarn waste, garnetted waste, and 
wastes com wholly or in part of wool or hair of any kind, and on car- 
bonized and on and other pieces of textile fabrics composed 
wholly or in part of wool,and on piecesor parts of knit cloths or other goods, 
the duty shall be 40 cents per pound. 

359. On cattle and calf hair and other animal fibers not herein nor else- 
where 8 ed the duty shall be 15 cents per pound. 

359}. the wool and hair of the Angora goat, and of all other goats in any 


respect similar thereto, and on all other fibers in any respect 
thereto, and on the fibers of animals being crosses of any such goats 


mals, either with any other, or with any other animal, the duty shai) },. o- 
cents per pound. os 
500. There shall be levied and collected duties on Peruvian cotton. «+; 
wine called vegetable wool, 15 cents per pound, and on other raw coi:... 5 

ce und. 
361. mn the construction of thisechedule as to unmanufactured Wools or 
of any class or variety in any form, no dutiable article shall be exe, 


from the payment of duty, nor shall the duty thereon be at a lower ra: ) 


cause it has or may acquire a commercial name different from that gv 
known in common use, the provisions of this schedule relatin. . 
mal or vegetable fibers in any form shall be liberally construed in a.) 
tective duties thereon. ; 


Mr. MANTLE. I understand that it is not in order to py. 
the substitute at this time, but that the committee amend). 
will first be acted upon. I will therefore withhold the present,. 
tion of the amendment at this time. I will reserve the yi.) 
however, to present it after the wool schedule shall haye 
concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not hear the Senator from Montan, 

Mr. MANTLE. I stated that I understand it is not quite | 
order to present the substitute at this time, but that the c. 
tee amendments ought first to be considered. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The Senator can offer hisamendment and havo 
it mg as a substitute. ; 

r. WHITE, It is impossible to hear the discussion, owing jo 
the confusion in the Chamber. 

Mr. MANTLE. I want to proceed in order, and I do not wish 
to run counter to any rule. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Montana can offer tho 
amendment now and have it pending. Of course it is not in 
order to vote upon it until the text is perfected. Or he can wit}. 
hold the amendment for the present and offer it later. 

Mr. MANTLE. I wish to submit a few remarks touching this 
particular amendment. I can do so now or wait until the com- 
mittee amendments are disposed of. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator can use his pleasure in that 
respect. He can speak now or later. 

Mr. MANTLE. Then, Mr. President, I desire to say briefly — 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Montana will excuse mea 
moment, I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa whether the com- 
mittee have prepared and have ready for presentation to the Sen- 
ate any amendments affecting the wool schedule. If so, I think 
it would be fair to the Senate to submit them now, that we may 
examine them as the debate I should like very much 
indeed toinspect the amendments. Is t to the Senator from 
Montana that if the Senator from Iowa is to present such amend- 
ments at this time it might be well to file them for the benefit of 
the Senate, especially of those members who have not been within 
the caucus precincts. 

Mr. ALLISON. Any amendments that I shall offer have been 
prepared by the majority of the Committee on Finance. Does 
the Senator wish to have all the amendments presented as re- 
spects this schedule? 

-Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. I will state to the Senator from Iowa 
that it would be an accommodation, I think, to many Senators on 
this side if all the amendments were ted now, so that we 
would be able to examine them as the debate progresses, without 
asking for time. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will present them in a few minutes. 
Senator from Montana desires to now, after he shall have 
concluded I will present the amen ts that will be proposed. 

Mr. MANTLE. I will yield to the Senator from Iowa at this 
time for that purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. All the amendments are not ready, but they 
will be ready soon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana will pro- 
ceed. The Senator from Iowa is not ready to present the amend- 
ments referred to. 

Mr. ALLISON. They will be ready in a few moments. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. t, I have but a few words to say 
touching the substitute which I have presented. The substitute 
is one that has been pases with great care by representatives 
of the National Wool Growers’ on, men who have spent 
their lives in the business of wool growing, and who are more 
familiar with i 


I think, than anyone else can possibly be. 

I roe ° See that the oe oy been 
considered most every woolgrowers’ association in the coun- 
try, and that they have given to it their unqualified in- 
dorsement. 1 shall not detain the Senate by stop to read the 
resolutions ad 
however, read co 


the several ~— — “! — 

uding clause proceedings ere 

in Washington by the National Wool Growers’ Association on 
April 14 last. They say: 


tion, concurring tthe Toregeing suemoria aad taevaraft of a tr 
thereto appended, yy to present this to the Senate of the United 
States, now perform duty. 


It is signed b t ten very prominent woolgrowers of 
national tetbeinee os weularerens. 
T shall also take the Hberty of reading just a word from the 
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ings of the Wool Growers’ Association of my own State, 
as that has been, among others, one of the causes of my action in 
presenting the am nt: 


At a meeting of the Wool Growers’ Association of Montana, convened in 
special session at the city of Helena on the 15th day of February, 1897, it was 


wereaol we heartily indorse the schedule of duties proposed by the 
National Wool Growers’ Association, of which the Hon. William Lawrence is 

resident, at their conference with the manufacturers on the th, 10th, and 
fith of February last, with one exception, viz: We urgently request that all 
skirted and sorted wools shall be subject to the same duties as washed wools. 

I will omit the reading of the resolutions in full, The last res- 
olution is as follows: 

Resolved, That the association requests and confidently expects that the 
Montana Senators and Representative in Congress will do all in their power 
to secure for us this measure of protection at the earliest possible moment, 
and will insist that the act take effect immediately upon its passage and ap- 

: and , that they seek the cooperation of Senators and Repre- 
sentatives of mee — ew aes and interested to vestet, the 
passage tariff act that -riminates inst our interests unjustly. 

wae Se GORNELIUS HEDGES, , 
H. H. NELSON, 
L. H. HAMILTON, 
B. PERCY CLARK, 
D. E. FOLSOM, 


Committee. 
BARNARD BROWN, 
Secretary Montana Wool Growers’ Association. 
Those are the declarations of the Montana State Wool Growers’ 
Association. They are directly in line and in accord with the 
overwhelming sentiment existing among the woolgrowers of the 


country. 

Mr. President, other interests concerned in the pending bill do 
not hesitate to come to Congress and present their claims and 
demands. I observe in reading the morning papers even this 

that an amendment was sent to the desk and read yes- 
terday was written upon the official paper of the manufac- 
turer engaged in the particular industry affected, and that the 
amendment was written by him, and was adopted. It is well 
known that the great manufacturing industries of the country 
are just about what they ask in the present tariff bill; 
and I su’ that the woolgrowers of the United States, consti- 
tuting from one to two million citizens, are the best judges of 
what is best for them. 

They have given their lives to the business of woolgrowing. 
They understand it in all its details, in all its intricacies. They 
know better than anyone else what is their interest. They have 

resented this measure after long and careful deliberation, and I 
insist that their demands ought to be heard. I assert that the 
amendment which they present is far more perfect in every detail 
than the schedule as it appears in the proposed act, and that unless 
this measure of theirs is adopted the wool schedule will be imper- 
fect, and will fail to render them the justice which is due them. 

Ihave had something to say before upon this question, and I have 
— out in detail the imperfections of former laws and what 

conceived to be the inequalities and the imperfections of the bill 
now et will say that the substitute which I have offered 
will cover defects. It will give protection, in fact, to the 
woolgrowers, and it will stimulate the woolgrowing interests to 
such a point that within a very few years we shall be able to pro 
duce all the wool that this country requires. 

Lassert, Mr. President, that there is no object sought to be at- 
tained by the bill under discussion so desirable, so essential to 
national prosperity and national independence, as the ability to 
grow all the wool necessary to clothe the citizens of this Republic. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 350, page 114, line 
4, after word ‘‘and,” to strike out “including” and insert 
“all such;” and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ character,” to 
such;” so as to make the paragraph read: 
that is to say, Donskoi, native South American, Cordova, Val- 
Russian camel's hair, and all such wools of like char- 


been tofore usually imported into the United States from 

ee Syria, and elsewhere, excepting improved wools hereinafter 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I have an amendment which I should like 

to , 89 as to get it before the Senate and have it be con- 
sidered as 


eau VICE PRESIDEN T. The Secretary will read the amend- 


The Secretary read as follows: 
Schedule K, wool and manufactures of wool, by a horizontal reduc- 
tion of 33) per cent of all the rates of duty provided in said schedule. 


«un VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be considered 


Official copy. 


5 


2 
fil 


. The amendment will properly come in at the 


end of the schedule, I suggest to the Senator from South Carolina. 
Mr. McLAURIN 


would submit 


. Yes, sir; I just want to let it be considered 


. I understood a moment ago that the committee 
their amendments, so that we could see what they 
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are. I desire to state that I have amendments to offer which 
cover almost every paragraph in detail of the wool schedule, and 
after speaking with the Senator in charge of the bill, I prefer to 
wait until we have gone through with the committee amend- 
ments, and then I shall go back and offer my amendments. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, 
in the proviso of paragraph 355, page 116, line 12, after the word 
**wools,” to strike out ‘‘as imported in 1890 and prior thereto;” 
so as to read: 

355. The duty upon wool of the sheep or hair of the camel, Angora goat, 
alpaca, and other like animals, of class 1 and class 2, which shall be imported 
in any other than ordinary condition, or which has been sorted or increased in 
value by the rejection of any part of the original fleece, shall be twice the 
duty to which it would be otherwise subject: Provided, That skirted wools are 
hereby excepted, etc. 

Mr. ALLISON. L[askthatthat amendment may be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
which has been stated. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in the 
same paragraph, line 13, after the word “‘ excepted,” to insert: 

But skirted wools of the first class as imported in 1890 and prior thereto 
shal! pay | cent per pound in addition to the rates imposed by this act on un 
washed wools of class 1. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that thatamendment may be disagreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to understand this matter, Mr. President. 
Do I understand that the effect of disagreeing to the amendment 
in lines 13. 14, 15, 16, and 17 strikes out skirted wool? 

Mr. ALLISON. It does. 

Mr. GRAY. So that skirted wools do not receive the additional 
protection proposed by the amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. The effect of disagreeing to this amendment 
would be that skirted wools would come in with other wools. 

Mr. GRAY. Without discrimination? 

Mr. ALLISON. Without discrimination. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
inserting the words from line 15 to line 17, as reported by the com- 
mittee. 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, in the same paragraph, on page 117, 
line 1, after the word “* unwashed,” to strike out “it” and insert 
**the dnty:” and in line 2, before the word “ being,” to strike out 
‘*its” and insert ‘“‘*the wool;” so as to read: 

When the duty assessed upon any wool equals three times or more that 
which would be assessed if said wox it was imported unwashed, the duty shall 
not be doubled on account of the wool being sorted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 356, page 117, line 
17, before the word “ cents,” to strike out “eleven” and insert 
‘“‘eight;” and in line 18, before the word ‘‘ cents,” to strike out 
“twelve ” and insert ‘‘ nine;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

355. The duty upon all wools and hair of the first class shall be 8 cents per 
pound, and upon all wools or hair of the second class, 9 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. 1am instructed by the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Finance to modify the two amendments to this para- 
graph, in line 17, by striking out “‘ eleven” and inserting ‘* ten;” 
and in line 18 by striking out ‘twelve’ and inserting ‘* eleven; ” 
so as to make the rates 10 and 11 cents per pound, instead of 8 and 
9, as originally proposed by the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 356, line 17, before the word 
“cents,” it is proposed to modify the amendment of the commit- 
tee by striking out ‘eight’ and inserting ‘‘ten;”’ and in line 18, 
before the word “cents,” by striking out “nine” and inserting 
“eleven;” so as to read: 

The duty upon all wools and hair of the first class 
pound, and upon all wools or hair of the second class, 11 cents per pound. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa a question, 
so as to understand this. To what class do skirted wools belong? 

Mr. ALLISON. Class No. 1. 

Mr. STEWART. The amendment now proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Iowa reduces the rate as fixed by the House of Represent- 
atives. 

Mr. ALLISON. It reduces the rate in each case 1 cent per 
pound below the House rate. 

Mr. WHITE. That is, this amendment is compensatory with 
reference to the other amendment, which has been withdrawn. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is in lieu of that. or a substitute for it. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not think there ought to be a reduction 
below the House rate. The House rate is low enough on the first 
and second classes. Of course, on the third class the House rate 
is practically no protection. 1 should like to see the Louse rate 
adopted on the first and second class wools and the amendment 
of the Senate committee on the third-class wools. That is not all 
the protection we ought to have, but it would be a pretty good bill 
if we could get it in that shape. I do not see the philosophy of 


shall be 10 cents per 
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cutting down the rate 1 cent per pound as now proposed. I do 
not see the reason for it. I think even the House rate is too low. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa in behalf of the 
committee to strike out and insert. 

Mr. STEWART. I am opposed to reducing the rates below 
those fixed by the House on first and second class wools; and I 
ask for the yeas and nayson the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VEST. As I understand the effect of this action of the 
committee, it is to reduce these duties. I shall vote for the reduc- 
tions, and then vote against the whole schedule. 

Mr. GRAY. May1I ask in what form the question is put before 
the Senate, whether it is to agree or to disagree to the amendment 
of the =enate committee? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To agree to the Senate committee 
amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. The form of the amendment is to strike out 
** eleven ” and insert ‘‘ ten,” in line 17, and to strike out “twelve” 
and insert ‘‘ eleven,” in line 18. 

Mr. GRAY. What becomes of the original amendment of the 
committee? 

Mr. ALLISON, I modify that amendment in the form now 
proposed, 

Mr. GRAY. Then I should like to understand if the Senator 
has withdrawn the committee amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. The vote will be taken on striking out 
‘*ten” and inserting ‘“‘eleven,” in line 17, and on striking out 
“twelve” and inserting “‘ eleven,” in line 18. 

Mr. STEWART. They are both in the same paragraph. 

Mr, MILLS. Iask if there is a corresponding reduction in the 
finished goods? Does the committee contemplate that also? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the understanding. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, the real essence 
of this question is to substitute ‘‘ 10 cents per pound ” on first-class 
wools for *‘ eight,” as originally proposed by the committee, and 
**11 cents” on second-class wools in place of ‘‘ nine,” as originally 
proposed by the committee. 

Mr. WH TE. It appears to me to be difficult to rem cme 6 
vote upon this proposition unless we have the committee amend- 
ments before the Senate. I understood the Senator from Iowa to 
state that the amendments have been practically prepared, but 
have not yet been presented, I believe. It is very difficult to tell 
what effect an amendment — in this way may have upon 
thé entire schedule when the ainendments proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa are presented to the Senate. It appears to me 
we ought to have the whole subject before us. Each one of these 
paragraphs is intimately related to the other. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator that the amend- 
ments will be ——— in a few minutes, and I may state that the 
pending amendment makes the bill substantially as the committee 
propose. 

Mr. WHITE. Ishould be glad to have the statement made as 
to the amendments the committee intend to offer. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the next paragraph, 357, the committee 
propose no change from the recommendation already made; and 
the same is trueas to paragraph 358. For paragraph 359 we intend 
to substitute a paragraph ee that wools on the skin shall 
pay cent less than would be paid on wools of like description. 

r. WHITE. One cent less? 

Mr. ALLISON. One cent less. 

There is a modification of paragraph 860 by making three classes 
really. Top waste and the higher classes of waste mentioned 
there we propose to make dutiable at 30 cents a pound, shoddy at 
25 cents. and other wastes at 20 cents. There is no change to be 
proposed to ewe gree 361; that js to say, the committee propose 
that the paragraph shall remaingas it was ee recommended, 

In paragraph 862 the committee do not modi 
nor do they modify the amendmentt in paragraph 363. 

Mr. WHITE. the proposed modification on page 121 stand? 

Mr. ALLISON. That stands. In paragraph 364 we propose to 
strike out the word “skirted” where it occurs in two places, re- 
taining the amendment otherwise. 

Mr. WHITE. That is to say, all of the amendment on page 122 
is retained, with the elimination of the word ‘ skirted.” 

Mr. ALLISON. With the elimination of the word “skirted.” 
In paragraph 865, line 25, we propose to strike out the word 
‘* plain,” and disagree to the amendment pro by the Senate 
committee on the same line and retain the House provision ‘ for 
underwear.” In line 2, 128, the committee propose to strike 
out ** 14 —_ ” and insert “2 pounds;” in line 20, to strike out 
*‘and all flannels other than plain;” on page 124, line 6, to strike 
out * five” and insert “ six;” so as to read ‘*6} cents per square 
yard;” in line 8, to insert ‘‘seven and one-quarter ” instead of 
“six and a half.” In paragraph 367 we propose to retain the 


fy their amendment, 
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amendments of the committee, except on line 8, to insert * t.. 
a half” instead of ‘‘ nine.” 

In paragraph 368, line 10, we propose to strike out “one 
so that it will read: 

The duty per pound shall be four times the duty imposed by this a. 


Tn line 12 we propose to strike out “sixty” and insert « §;).» 
five.” In line 24 of paragraph 369 we propose to strike out ‘.\.;.. 
and insert ‘‘ fifty-five.” 5 

In paragraph 371 we propose to insert “sixty-two ” inste,,| 
‘sixty ” in line 6. In line 9, paragraph 372, we propose to i))<..; 
**forty-five” instead of ‘‘forty-four.” In line 13, paragra)), : 
we propose to insert ‘‘forty-one” instead of *‘forty;” and in, }j),, 
os see 874, to insert “twenty-nine” instead of “two; 
eight.” 

The committee propose to strike out paragraph 3764, relatiys ¢5 
‘Oriental, Berlin, and similar rugs and carpets woven who { 
rooms” and in lieu thereof to insert: 


Oriental, Berlin, Aubusson, Axminster, and similar rugs, and capyo:s 
woven whole for rooms, 10 cents per square foot and 40 per cent ad val..;,.., 


nd 


or 


Those are the amendments which the committee will proj)... 

Mr. VEST. I want to call attention, for the benefit of my 
friends on this side of the Chamber who, | hope, agree wit) 1). 
in regard to this whole schedule, to the difficulty which pres ,:s 
itself to us in voting upon the a on which the Senator from 
Nevada {Mr. Stewart] has called for the yeas and nays. 

It is true that the proposition made now by the majority of t}e 
Finance Committee is a reduction of 1 cent per pound on thie 
House rate, but it is an increase of 2 cents upon the amendment 
which has been pending before us as recommended by the i.- 
jority of the Finance Committee. 

In regard to the next classification, whilst it is a reduction of | 
cent on the House rate, it is an increase of 2 cents on the 9-cent 
rate which was proposed heretofore by the committee. — 

With my views upon this whole woolen schedule, as a matter of 
course, I shall vote against the proposition of the committee, }e- 
cause it is an increase, although | propose, at the proper time. to 
vote to put the whole schedule upon the free list, where it now is. 
Our vote on this side, therefore, as the question now stands, will 
be “ nay.” 

Mr. MILLS. What is the pending amendment? I want a 
separate vote on each amendment. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas, of course, 
may have a separate vote if he so desires. 
r. MILLS. I want a separate vote. 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask that the amendment upon which the 
roll is to be called may be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas |\r. 
MILLs] requests a-separate vote on each amendment. He is «n- 
titled to have it. The amendment before the Senate is to strike 
out “eleven” and to insert *‘ ten.” 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to know whether we can not vote on 
the motion to strike out and then on the motion to insert’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair answers that that is not 
possible under the rule. The motion of the committee is to strike 
out and insert. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us vote on that question now. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to ask the acting chairman of the (om- 
mittee on Finance, as to this duty, whether there has been 4 «or- 
responding reduction in the duty on the manufactured gooils :\s\’ 
The Senator reads to us what he proposes, but it is utterly inpos- 
sible to follow him and keep advised of what he is going to do. | 
want to know whether that has been done upon principle or 
whether it is simply an arbitrary reduction? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will answer the Senator thatit is a reduction, 
and a large reduction, from the House duty, and that ther: is 
also a corresponding reduction from the House duty as to oon- 
pensatory duties. It is a corresponding increase from the am 1i- 
ments originally proposed by the Senate Finance Committee. ni 
it is done upon an exact arrangement as respects the increase per 
pound on wools. ; 

Mr. TELLER. Then dol understand from the Senator from 
Iowa that the committee in these changes have not pur- 
sued an arbitrary course, but that the reductions and compens:- 
-— duties correspond? 

r. ALLISON. Yes. ; 

Mr. WHITE. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry to ascertain the 
status of this matter. Has the amendment of committee in- 
mae gy Ps ” instead of “eleven” cents been adopted? 

Mr. . That is the very question I wish to ask. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not. ; 

Mr. WHITE. Then it is manifest that there can be no motion 
to strike out es and insert * ten.” 

Mr. MILLS. I understand the committee have withdrawn th:ir 
amendment for “eight,” and in lieu of it they now offer ‘ten 
instead of “eleven.” 








CO 


189 





NGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


1903 


Mr. ALLISON. That is the purpose, and we want to do it in be noted with some concern, I take it, that the votes combined for 


rliamentary Way. F 

: Mr. TELLER. The committee can not do that. 
Mr. MILLS. No; ‘‘eight™ has been stricken out. 

the motion now is to insert ‘‘ten” instead of ‘eleven.” I wish 


the Senator from Iowa would make the motion that way. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I withdraw the amendment to 


strike out *‘eight” and insert *‘ ten.” 

Mr. MILLS. Very well. 

Mr. TELLER. ithdraw the amendment for “‘ nine.” 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator proposes to strike out ‘‘eleven” and 
to insert ** ten.” : 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to get at the result I seek. 
particular how it is done. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam. 

Mr. WHITE. It appears to me 
“eight” has never been inserted. 
mittee, but not acted upon. 
action upon it. 

Mr. MILLS. They withdraw it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is withdrawn, and the motion 
made by the Senator from Iowa, as the Chair now understands, is 
to strike out ‘‘eleven ” and insert ‘ ten.” 

Mr. MILLS. Thatis it. Now, we on this side vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. ltis very difficult to distinguish what is being said on this 
side of the Chamber. I am very much interested in this debate, 
and I have scarcely been able to hear a word of what has been 
said on my left. I wish to inquire if it is in order to amend the 
suggestion of the committee—that is to say, is it in order to move 
that “eleven” be substituted in place of “‘ten,” as proposed by 
the committee? 

Mr. MILLS. That is already in the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is already in the bill, and the 
Senator will get at what he desires by voting ‘‘nay” on the mo- 
tion of the committee. 

Mr. GRAY. That is right. 

The Secre proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). 


lain enough that the word 
t was proposed by the com- 
Now the committee does not desire 


I am paired with 


I am not | 


the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore with- | 


hold my vote. I shall not announce this pair again to-day. 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY}. 
ent, I should vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PENROSE, I am informed that the junior Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], were he present, would vote ‘‘ yea.” 
Therefore I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BURROWS. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Louisiana {Mr. CAFFERY]}. 

The result was announced—yeas 55, nays 13; as follows: 


Were he pres- 


I am paired with 


YEAS—55. 

Allen, Faulkner, Mason, Roach, 
Allison, ar Mills, Sewell, 
Bacon, Gallinger, Mitchell, Smith, 
Baker, Gear, Morgan, Spooner, 
Berry, Gorman, Murphy, Tharston, 
Chandler, Gray, Pasco, Tillman, 
Chilton, Hale, Penyose, Turpie, 
See Harris, Kans. Perkins, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Pettus, Walthall, 
Cullom, Tage, Platt, Conn. Wellington, 

vis, McEnery, Platt, N.Y. Wetmore, 
Deboe, McLaurin, Pritchard, White, 
Elkins, ory, Proctor, Wilson. 
Fairbanks, Martin, Quay, 

NAYS—13. 
Butler, Heitfeld, Shoup, Warren. 
Carter, McBride, Stewart, 
Clark, Mantle, Teller, 
Foraker, Pettigrew, Turner, 
Aldrich, NOT VOTING—2L. 
George, Jones, Nev. Nelson, 

Bate, Hanna, Kenney, Rawlins, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, vie, Wolcott. 
Caffery, Harris, Tenn. Lindsay, 
Cannon, Hawley, MeMillan, 
Daniel. Jones, Ark. Morrill, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


I am paired with | 


Therefore | 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the amend- | 


ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], which 
“aa stated. 

SECRETARY. On 117, paragraph 356, line 18, before 
the word * cents,” it is proposed to strike out ‘ twelve "and insert 
“eleven;” so as to read: 

Upon all wools or hair of the second class, 11 cents per pound. 


The ‘was agreed to. 
Mr. CAR’ Mr. President, this vote registers a signal tri- 
umph for a reduction of duties on the woolen schedule. It will 





this reduction will not combine to pass the bill. It isobvious that 
a reckoning is necessary relative to the woolen schedule, and | 
therefore request that its further consideration at this time be 


discontinued, and that all matters in the b.!] relating to the woolen 
schedule be for the time being passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN rs Is there ovjection to the request 
made by the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. GRAY. Lrise to a parliamentary inquiry. I should like 
to understand precisely what is the motion of the Senator from 
Montana. 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator from Montana has not made a 
motion. He has preferred a request 


Mr. GRAY. Oh! 

Mr. CARTER. To the committee in charge of the bill to pass 
over this portion of the bill for the time being. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 

Mr. MILLS. Before leaving this paragraph. I desire to make a 
:notion in connection with it. 

Mr. ALLISON. In response to the Senator from Montana, I 
will say that by unanimous consent this schedule was to be taken 
up to-day. I should be very glad to proceed with it. Is there 
any special reason why it should be passed over? 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator from Iowa will allow me, I 
will say that when the unanimous consent was given that the 
woolen schedule should be taken up to-day it was understood by 
some of us that we had an agreement as to what would be the 
rates reported by the committee. [do not understand now that 
we have any agreement, as I learned to my surprise after I came 
into the Senate Chamber to-day. We desire that the matter may 
be passed over, in order that we may have an agreement. That is 
all, and unless we can have an agreement, each Senator will have 
to act for himself with regard to this schedule. 

Mr. ALLISON. Each Senator seems to have done that already. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Ohio has done it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I supposed we had not an agreement but an 
understanding as respects this schedule, and if the Senator 

Mr. FORAKER. ‘There can be no question about the agree 
ment had. The agreement which I agreed to was put in wnting 
by notations in the bill, and not until 1 came into the Chainber 
this morning did I know there was any dissent as to any proposi 
tion involved in those proposed amendments, and | do not propose 
to be bound by an agreement that is not an agreement from the 
beginning to the end of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. If there was any agreement in writing, [ never 
saw it. 

Mr. FORAKER., I say by notations in the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. And if the Senator imputes to the committee 
or any member of the committee a disposition to violate any under 
standing, of course I resent it in miid terms. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ido not impute anything to anybody, but I 
state a fact, and I want to state it with enough’ distinctness to be 
understood. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to state also with sufficient distinct- 
ness that any amendment which I have offered thus far to the 
bill has been offered in accordance with the unanimous agree 
ment of the majority of the Committee on Finance, and with the 
approval, as 1 understood, of the Senators on this side of the 
Chamber. If I propose any amendment which has not been sub 
stantially agreed to, 1 am willing to pass it over, and I am also 
willing for myself to pass over the entire schedule. If I have any 
purpose personally, or if the committee has any, it is to facilitate 
the consideration of the bill, and to consider it fairly and justly. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is true, as the Senator from Iowa states, 
that each amendment he has so far offered has been in accordance 
with the understanding we had, but it is also true, with respect 
to third-class wools, that an important amendment that I sup 
posed was agreed to has not been offered, and a new feature has 
been developed since we came into the Chamber this morning 
which I never heard of before, and which the Senator from lowa, 
if he will allow me, in view of what he has himself said, must 
never have heard of before. I am not imputing bad faith to any- 
body. Iam simply saying to him now, in open Senate, as I said 
to him a while ago at his desk, that until this matter is settled I 
can not agree to the schedule. It may be that what is proposed 
in that respect is all right, but I want to know about so impor- 
tant a matter as this before I proceed with it to conclusive action, 
and everybody concerned should know just what the facts are. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to ask the Senator from Ohio whether 
there has been any change in regard to third-class wools from what 
was practically agreed to? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, sir; in this respect, if the Senator wants 
me to specify it here. 

Mr. BURROWS. I should be glad if the Senator would do 
because I am not aware of any. 

Mr. FORAKER. Weunderstood that if third-class wools were 
given a specific duty, then the scoured third-class wools saould 
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have the triple duty just as first and second class wools have a 
triple duty when they come in scoured. We did not suppose there 
was any dissent from that. Everybody acquiesced in it who was 
consulted in regard to it, and our agreement as to rates was made 
with that distinct understanding. Now, for the first time, after 
the schedule is entered upon, we are notified that there is objec- 
tion to it; and we appeal for an opportunity to investigate and see 
if the objection be well taken. If it be something we should con- 
cede, we will do so. But we do not want to be driven to do this 
until we know what we are doing. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senate Chamber is not the place where 
people are driven. 

r. FORAKER. That is the reason why I will not be driven. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Ohio will allow me to say a 
word in response to that suggestion. If the Senator from Montana 
had not risen in his place and said there was a combination of 
people who favored this amendment who would not favor the pas- 
sage of the bill, I should have risen in my place and asked that 
the two next paragraphs be postponed in order that we might have 
an opportunity to meet the difficulty which is suggested by the 
Senator from Ohio. But that is a very different thing. 

Now, it was suggested to the committee that inasmuch as we 
had proposed a specific duty upon third-class wools, third-class 
wools scoured should pay a triple duty. For the moment, I said 
to the Senator from Ohio a day or two ago—it was two days ago, 
I think—that that seemed to me to be a fair thing to do; but I was 
not aware until I examined it later on that as respects third-class 
wools, on 115 and 116, there are definitions of what are known 
as washed, unwashed, and scoured wools: 

Unwashed wools shall be considered such as shall have been shorn from 


the sheep without any cleansing; that is, in their natural condition. Washed 


wools shall be considered such as have been washed with water only on the 


sheep's back or on the skin. Wool washed in any other manner than on the 
sheep's back or on the skin shall be considered as scoured wool. 


Now, it is perfectly well known to those who have investigated 
it that at least one-half of these carpet wools or third-class wools 
come in in a condition other than that described here as washed 
wool. In other words, as to Donskoi wools and other wools of 
the East, the India wools, the Scotch highlands, and so on, the 
sheep is shorn, and then the wools are put into the rivers, little 
rivers in the mountain side, and they are washed there and come 
in in that condition. 

This definition of wool washed in any other manner than on 
the sheep’s back would make these scoured wools pay 21 cents 
instead of 7 cents a pound, which would be an absolutely pro- 
hibitory duty. Therefore it was that with these definitions I was 
not willing, I will say frankly to the Senator from Ohio, to con- 
sent that the wools known as third-class wools should have that 
triple duty imposed upon them. I was not willing to do so when 
the duty that we have already put upon third-class wools is a 
much higher a than that imposed by the House, and a much 
higher duty thari has ever been imposed upon this class of wools 
in our history. 

Mr. WARREN, Wiil the Senator from Iowa allow me? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN, The Senator probably overlooks the fact that 
the rate ren is a lower one upon third-class wools of certain 

es, althongh higher upon others. The statement would be 
somewhat hasty and inaccurate to say that it is a higher rate upon 
all third-class wools than the McKinley rate, because upon certain 
classes it is lower. 

Mr. ALLISON. If we are to get in a contest about this ques- 
tion, I wish to say to the Senator from Wyoming that, with rare 
exceptions, the third-class wools are higher in the pending bill 
than in the House bill, and they are higher than under the Mc- 
Kinley law. Then, when it was proposed, in the face of the defi- 
nitions here, that we should triple the duty upon these wools, I 
objected to it, but I was willigg that the matter should be 
over—I intended to make such a mdtion—until every Senator on 
this floor, and on both sides, sHould have knowledge upon this 
subject, and until an amendment could be prepared which would 
cover the difficulty suggested to me by the Senator from Ohio, 
and an amendment is now being prepared by experts. 

But we are thrown into a condition of excitement here be- 
cause, forsooth, some of us have voted—and I need not say why or 
how—to reduce the first and second class wools 1 cent below the 
House rate and increase them 2 cents per pound above the rate 
which the Finance Committee fixed upon those wools after pretty 
full deliberation and consideration. ‘Therefore it is that I am not 
to be driven for one from those positions by any threats from any- 
body. It is said, simply because we were not prepared to put the 
word ‘‘scoured” in these two paragraphs and allow them to be 
passed over for purposes cf consideration, that we are a combina- 
tion here with a view to secure lower rates, and that this combi- 
nation will mot vote for the bill in the end. I am for the bill as it 
suail be framed in the end by a majority of our associates in this 
Chamber and on both sides, but I do not wish to be charged as a 


4 mda 


member of the Finance Committee, either directly or coves), 
with dealing with this question in any other than in an... 
straightforward way, justly and fairly as I understand ;; ..;.)' 
respect to all the various schedules. oe 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, if there be anybody hers a, 
cited, we have only to look about the Chamber and listen {., ;),,.... 
who speak to discover who the excited individuals are, [ hay.,.. 
cast any imputations upon anybody, and I[ have not made j)... ,¢ 
any language that I am aware of to which anyone has a ri--),; +. 
take exception. I have simply stated the fact, Mr. Presiden; +)... 
we did have an agreement, and that a new feature was im), 
into the question this morning. It may be that the Senator ; 
Iowa is right in the view he takes of the matter. What | s:.(j ;, 
him was that I was not prepared to disenss it. I had not eon 
given time even to look at the bill in that particular. 

All I asked was that we might know before we take action wh, 
we ought to do in regard to it, and therefore when the se1),;,; 
from Montana asked that the consideration of third-clacs \oo)s 
be postponed, his request met with my approval, not only because 
I want to investigate it, but because others want to investiy;;« \; 

Mr. ALLISON. That was not the request of the Senator fron, 
Montana. It was that the wool schedule in every part should be 
passed over. 

Mr. FORAKER. Isnotthatproperenough? The Senator fry 
Towa has already stated that he is having prepared now an jinen))- 
ment to the bill in regard to the language which should be em. 
ployed as to third-class wools, whether or not they should be brought 
in under a triple duty when scoured. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FORAKER. And if we are to go back and consider that— 
for it has already been over—it is necessary to consider, if 
we are to have a caucus, the whole wool schedule. 

The fact that the Senator from Montana used the word *‘cor- 
bination” should not, I submit, induce the Senator from [Iowa to 
deny to us that which we had recognized the justice of and said 
here now he had proposed in his own mind to give us, but of 
which he had not told me or any other Senator who is acting here 
with me that he would grant to us. 

Mr. STEWART. Iapprehend there must be some difficulty in 
ascertaining what is wool washed on the sheep’s back and what 
is washed wool in the stream. I do not know whether that is 
easily ascertainable. There must be some obscurity about the 
whole question in the classification. It seems to me, hay- 
ing regard to the su uent woolen schedule, that the duty on 
wool ought to be fixed before the schedule on woolens can be taken 
up intelligently. 

Mr. FORAKER. Ihad only one other remark which I intended 
to make when the Senator from Nevada interrupted me. That is, 
that we agreed to 10 and 11 cents on first and second class wools 
and 4 and 7 cents on third-class wools, upon the distinct under- 
standing that scoured third-class wools were to come in with 
triple A 

Mr. QUAY. May I ask the Senator from Ohio a question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

ee ne To what agreement does the Senator from Ohio 
allude 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, it is impossible to hear what is 
going on. 

Mr. QUAY. Who were the parties to the agreement? 

Mr. FORAKER. It wasan informal agreement. Those rep- 
resenting the woolgrowing States, as they are called, had a meet- 
ing. The Senator from Pennsylvania was invited to attend the 
meeting, and I believe he was present. 

Mr. eed I was not. 

Mr. FORAKER. My recollection is that the Senator was pres- 
ent. We met for the purpose of determining what rates could be 
agreed upon, and we agreed upon that ticular feature of it at 


that 
rted 
rom 


passed | that time. I remember stating that to the Senator from Peuusy!- 


vania, and he assented to it, as [remember it. At any rate, that 
was our distinct understanding. We went before the Finance 
Committee and they agreed to that proposition. I did not know 
there was any dissent until now. It may be that the Senator 
from Iowa is entirely right about it, but I want to know alout 
it before I am required to vote. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I desire to say, as one member of 
the Finance Committee, that I never heard this proposition at a! 
suggested by anyone to the Finahce Committee or any met! rs 
of the committee. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will say to the Senator from Connect"! 
that he did hear it—he has forgotten about it—unless he was 
absent from the meeting of the Committee the evening 
after the agreement was arrived at, for I carried it int) ')° 
Finance Committee’s room, and I read each and every 0! 
these amendments. The Senator from Connecticut—I remei!" 
now—was present, and the Senator from Connecticut, wit! @ )"° 
a wrote down in the copy of the bill which he had b«i''» 

im the very identical amendment about which I am speaking. 








1897. 


If he will find that copy of the bill, he will see that th 
for this was gone over in detail. 

Senator who was present—and there were twenty, prob- 
in the room—will remember that every item of theagreement 
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ably, 


overcarefully. Itwasnolightmatter. Thishasbeenthe 

subject of a great deal of controversy, and that point, as well as 

every , was not only commented upon, but it was placed in 

writing in the Senator's bill, and in the bill of the Senator from 

Iowa , ALLISON] also. The Senator from Connecticut, now 
that his recollection is refreshed, will be able to recall it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If I said I never was present at a 


meeting of the Finance Committee when the matter was talked 
of or presented, I ought to qualify the statement. There was a 
meeting in which certain suggestions as to what was wanted by 
certain Senators were presented to the Finance Committee, and 
these among a great many others. The suggestions have not been 
adopted; they have not been recommended. What I intended to 
say was that I had never been present at a meeting of the Finance 
Committee where it was assented to. I am told I used the words 
‘‘at a meeting where it was presented.” 

Mr. FORAKER. Let me refresh the Senator’s memory. I do 
not know what he calls an agreement on the part of the Finance 
Committee. This occurred, and it has already been adverted to 
by the Senator from Iowa: When I commented upon that point, 
and had the notations made in the several bills, the Senator from 
Iowa, whom I was addressing as the chairman of the committee, 
gaid that of course if third-class wools were to be given a specific 
duty, third-class wools scoured should have a triple duty, and 

there assented to that, and I supposed that amounted to 

an agreement. When thechairman of the committee so expresses 

himself, and his oe ow of — committee sit by and 

parentl uiesce, I thin ave a right to say an agreement 
ps aan That is precisely what occurred. 

Mr. PENROSE. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. PENROSE. I will remind the Senator of the fact that he 
and I sat up untila very late hour last night, and the Financ. Com- 
mittee waited on us until nearly midnight, pending the 
endeavor of all interests involved in this schedule to come toa 
conclusion, and that they were utterly unable to come to such con- 
clusion. 

Mr. FORAKER. That was on a different point, the Senator 
will allow me to remind him. There was no question at all at 
issue last evening upon the matter of scoured third-class wools. 

SoI submit that I am justified in all I have said as to what 
occurred and as to the understanding I had. But, however all 
that may be, I have not been imputing any improper motive to 
anybody, but simply stating the fact about a most important 
matter. I have been entirely taken by surprise in finding | have 
no agreement when I oup I had one, and I think it is but 
reasonable that we should have a right to reconsider the matter 
in the manner proposed by the Senator from Montana, in order 
to arrive at conclusions upon all these propositions. 

Mr. HALE. It is pretty apparent to me, and perhaps to the 
Senate, that the Senators are not really very far apart in this 
matter that there is no real cause for difference between them. 
The Senator from Iowa has shown very clearly by his referenceto 
the descriptive clauses that certain matters considered before that 
clause was examined were varied, and ought to be varied, by the 
construction given to that clause. I do not believe that Senators 
to be at odds now upon these two pean hs will be 

any differences when they consider the descriptive 
classification which has been referred to by the Senator from 


1 would ask the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Iowa 
whether there is any objection, under these conditions and the 
likelihood of coming to a plain accord without trouble, to letting 


the be over for the present? Does the Senator 
re wa ae 


ee 


to that? 

It was my purpose to ask that they be passed 
the reason that we have these apparent misunderstand- 
no intention, so far as concerns the Senators who 
did not understand this matter as I understood it, 
into a consideration of the question of third-class 
ore— 

Arkansas. We can not hear any of the caucus 


IN. 
and ask that the paragraphs be passed over. 
he wag I ask whether the Senator objects to their 


. Certainly not. 
The Senator from Ohio asks that they be passed 


FORAKER. I have asked for it, and that is all I have 
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Senator from Maine, that the Senator from Iowa is willing to 
have them passed over. 

Mr. HALE, It seems to me I stand equally distant physically 
between the parties, and am in fair condition to say that when 
the Senator from Ohio asks that these two paragraphs be passed 
over, and the Senator from Iowa says he is willing they shall be 
passed over, there is not really any difference which ought to em- 
barrass us or take up any more time. I hope that by unanimous 
consent it will be ordered that these two clauses be passed over, 
and then we may make such disposition as is necessary with re- 
spect to the rest of the bill. But there is no real subject of con- 
troversy here. 

Mr. CARTER. It is and has been far from my purpose in any 
manner, directly or indirectly, to increase the burdens of the 
Finance Committee. We have all witnessed here from day to day 
the laborious struggle in which they have been engaged. How- 
ever, the statement made by me was not the beginning of this 
matter, involving the passage of these items for the day. Before 
they were reached, members of the committee will recall that 
earnest efforts were made, privately, it is true, but nevertheless 
earnestly, that these matters be passed over until some arrange- 
ment could be reached satisfactory or with reasonable satisfaction 
to all the contending elements. It was suggested to us that to 
pass them over for this day was an impossibility; that the passage 
of the paragraphs would involve an adjournment of ihe Senate. 

Under these circumstances, upon the disclosure of certain con- 
ditions by the vote, it seemed to me the current of events had 
added admonition to the suggestions previously made, and that 
the propriety of passing them over could no longer be questioned. 
I requested that all the paragraphs relative to wool and woolens 
be passed over. That request | am perfectly willing to modify 
to the extent the case will justify. It must be borne in mind that 
connected with the third-class wools are certain compensatory 
duties that can not in the nature of things be intelligibly or prop- 
erly considered until the basis upon which the figuring is to be 
done shall have been fully determined. I therefore request that, 
in addition to paragraphs 356, 357, and 358, all paragraphs de- 
pendent upon or relating to those paragraphs directly or indirectly, 
concerning carpets or their manufacture and the compensatory 
duties incident thereto, be likewise passed over. I limit the re- 
quest to that extent. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is quite agreeable to me, if it is to other 
Senators; and that will include passing over paragraphs 370 to 376, 


inclusive. Those are the only paragraphs that are affected by 
third-class wools. 
Mr. GRAY. Just state them again, if you please. 


Mr. ALLISON. Paragraphs 370 to 376. 

Mr. HALE. The first one is 357. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraphs 357, 358, and probably 359. I will 
ask that the latter be passed over also, although it is not directly 
connected. 

Mr. HALE. Now the other three. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the request 
of the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. WHITE and Mr. VEST. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have had a novel experience to- 
day. I have been enabled to hear the debates of a Republican 
caucus, It is the first time in my life that that privilege has ever 
been accorded to me, and I have been somewhat amused 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say that the subject of wool has never 
been discussed in a Republican caucus. 

Mr. GRAY. Until to-day. 

Mr. ALLISON. Untilthis morning. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest that that is what is now the difficulty, 

Mr. VEST. That is the trouble. I heard the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. ForAKER] say, unless my hearing has entirely disap- 
peared, that ata convention or conference or caucus, to use the last 
word, where some twenty Senators were present, this agreement 
was come to, which he says was in writing; and the junior Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania {Mr. Penrose] supplemented it 

Mr. FORAKER. I said in writing, by notations made in the 
bill, not in the shape of a formal agreement. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not in cancus? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; in the committee room. 

Mr. VEST. At any rate, as one of iny colleagues suggests, the 
statute of frands could be pleaded against it. It was in writing. 


Mr. FORAKER. It did not seem to be signed by the party to 
be charged. 
Mr. VEST. That seems to be the trouble on the other side, as 


to who was charged and who was discharged. I understood the 
junior Senator from Pennsylvania to supplement the testimony 
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of the Senator from Ohio by stating that the members of the Fi- 
nance Committee and others were wrestling with this proposition 
until midnight, until ‘‘ the wee sma’ hours ayant the twal’.” 

The great pacificator from Maine assures us that there is no 
trouble about this matter on the other side, but peace reigns su- 

reme. I have heard that Senator so often declare here in mellif- 
uous tones that there was peace in Cuba that Iam disposed to 
doubt his judgment in that assertion. [Laughter. | 

We are asked now to do what? This great wool schedule has 
been twice postponed at the instance of our friends upon the other 
side in order that they might bring about the state of peace of 
which we have heard so much. Now, when prosperity is return- 
ing to this country, when the prostrate manufacture and agricul- 
ture and commerce of the country are pleading with us to pass 
this tariff bill and let the sunshine again illumine the land, we 
are asked to stop until the Republican caucus can adjust their lit- 
tle party differences, 

I insist, Mr. President, that we shall go on with the public busi- 
ness. If our friends upon the other side can not adjust their dif- 
ferences upon this floor, let them take a recess or an adjournment 
and retire to the privacy of their council rooms and come together, 
if it be possible. Do not let us have the example of all the busi- 


ness of this country stopped ostensibly by Democrats (as we read | 


every day in the protection organs) who are holding up the Senate 
and refusing prosperity to the people. Do not let that be said 
when in truth all the difficulty comes from the fact that our friends 
upon the other side can not reconcile the question as to who shall 
have the largest part of the swag. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I rose to object to the postpone- 
ment of this schedule when the Senator from Missouri objected. 
I did not do that because I wanted te continue the condition that 


was prevalent here afew moments since, but it seemed to me that | 


if we were to do anything with this bill in accordance with the 
public demand we ought to proceed. 
The bill was reported to the Senate on the Ist day of April. It 


the 4th day of May. 
eration where it should have had it. I admit that it came here in 
a@ very crude and unsatisfactory manner. I do not knowthat I 
intend now to criticise the Committee on Finance for the delay in 
presenting it to the Senate on the 4th of May. 

But it has been a month and twenty days since the bill came to 
the Senate. I believe after it reached the Senate the first two 
weeks it was, by common consent, laid aside. I was not present 
at the time; but it seemed to me that if the bill was about to bring 
to the country the great blessings that its advocates and support- 
ers supposed, it was very nearly criminal to postpoge it for two 
weeks. I should not have minded that very mucifif I had not 
found that a large proportion of the Senate—not a majority, but a 
large number—have been daily caricatured and abused by the Re- 
oe ress of the country because of their opposition to and 

elay of the bill. 

Called away from the Senate myself and at a distance, where I 
could look on, it seemed to me that if there was any unnecessary 
delay it was not to be charged to the Democratic portion of the 
Senate nor to those who heretofore had acted with the Repub- 
lican party, nor the representatives of the People’s 7 in this 
Chamber. If there was any unnecessary delay, which I do not 
mean to say there has been, it should have been charged to the 
Republicans in charge of the bill; and it does seem that, after the 
Senate had had the Sill from the ist of April down to the 22d of 
June, questions of the kind that are presented this morning onght 
to have been decided upon. 

Contrary to the usual custom, I believe the Republican caucus 
determined that every member of the organization here should 
follow the committee. I donot know, not having been present at 
the caucus and not being entitled to its secrets, whether the com- 
mittee was to submit these questions to the caucus or not; but I 
sup by the newspaper gee that the Republican members 
of the body had surrendered their judgment to the Finance Com- 
mittee, and that they would bees a tariff bill that would get 
the united support of every Republican in the Chamber. It was 
apparent to everybody in the United States that unless they could 
secure the unanimous and united action of all the Republicans in 
the Senate and in addition some Democrat, some Populist, or some 
silver Republican, the bill could not passthe body. They either 
must secure the —— of some man who is in opposition to the 
Administration, or they must at least secure his acquiescence to 
a degree that he shall not vote against it, or else it can not become 


a law. 

Mr. President, we have heard from a t number of the Re- 
publican members of this body theonah the public press, I do 
not say all, but I think lenge  aagico of the Republican members 

pa 


have quoted in the ic press, in which they have pre- 
dicted that the only thing necessary to bring about the era of 
p rity, the sunshine of good times the Senator from Missouri 
mn about, was the passage of this bill. The President of the 


| Republicans and vote for the bill. 
went into the Committee on Finance and remained there until | 


I admit that the bill had no proper consid- | 
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United States, in Philadelphia the other night, told us and told :),, 
country that you are making great progress; you have anew }),,,,. 
started; — can not move out of the old house into the new »),,. 
the new house is completed, but it will be soon completed jy ;) 
shape of a tariff bill, and when that is accomplished prose 
will come in every portion of our land. 

I hope the President of the United States is a prophet. 1 },,,,,. 
he is correct. I can not say that I hope it, because that mw... 
expectation, but I wish he were aprophet. I wish that state)),. 
were true. I do not myself believe it. Yet, Mr. President. +) 
who assert that all that the country is now suffering from | 
want of more taxation, is a want of more revenue, onght nv: ¢., 
stand here and ask us in the middie of June to postpone any })\|| 
of this character when they are complaining that fair dise,iss),,) 
can not be had of it, when every speech that is made in oppositi.., 
to the bill is declared to be for the purpose of delay and to rey, 
and hinder the glorious prosperity which they predict is about to 
come. 

Mr. MASON. 

Mr. TELLER, 

Mr. MASON. Do you not know, as well as every other Sen. toy 
here, that the mere passing over of one schedule does not de|.\: 
the work on the bill, and that the proposition made by the Sen.it.y 
from Montana is to continue our work on the bill, but to pass oy.) 
these paragraphs only temporarily? 

Mr. TELLER. I know nothing of the kind. I do not aljoy 
the Senator from Illinois to assume that such is the fact and put 
words in my mouth. I challenge that statement. This w.,0) 
schedule has been known by the committee to bea difficult one 1. 
deal with. They have been told by certain Senators from th» 
West that unless they arranged the schedule satisfactorily to thor, 
they would not vote for the bill. I doubt very much mysel; 
whether the Senators who made that threat will carry it out. 

In my opinion, they will yield their judgment to the caucus of 
But everyone has known thiat 
this is a delicate and difficult question. We have been told her: 
that Senators have been sitting up nights and have been consult 
ing with the committee for a long time about the bill. If you 
have not been able to settle it either in caucus or in committe. 
then the place to settle it is here in the Senate. 

I am opposed, Mr. President, to any further delay. I believe 
that this bill should have fair discussion. But I understood from 
some member of the Senate it was stated by members of the com- 
mittee this morning that if this schedule could not be taken uw) it 
would be practically impossible to proceed with the bill to-day, 
and that we would have to take a recess or adjourn. 

I am anxious that the bill shall pass. I do not expect to vote 
for the bill unless it shall be very materially amended. Unless 
certain objectionable features are taken out of it, it will not 
secure my vote, and yet I am anxious to see it passed. [ know 
that a great number of people in the United States have been led 
to*believe that there is nothing needed or required but the pas 
sage of the bill, and they are waiting and looking with interest 
for its passage to bring about that restoration of confidence, tlt 
return of prosperity of which we heard so much a year ago, after 
the St. Louis convention. 

I want to see the bill perfected; I want to see it as perfect a })ill 
as can be made, but Iam particularly anxious that the bill sal! 
be such a bill as the Administration says it wants. I shall not in- 
terfere in any way to embarrass the Administration in securing 1 
bill in accordance with its ideas. If it is not in accordance with 
mine, I can reserve my right either to vote against it or to refrain 
from voting. The people of the State I represent are particularly 
interested in the wool schedule, as are all the Western people. |! 
is about the only thing we have in the bill that touches or affects 
our interests. We have had free wool, and we have had che) 
wool and cheap sheep, and the people in the Western country at- 
tribute somewhat their present embarrassed condition to a fi1l- 
ure to receive the old price for wool and the old price for shee). 

I want the bill to become a law. Ido not believe myself that 
the wool schedule as p sed by the committee is a fair one, 
and I doubt very much, rlooking over the schedule of wo len 
goods, whether the reduction made by the committee this mv 
ing, as I understand it, is a proper reduction, if they reduce th: 
rate proposed by the House on wool. But Iam just as ready \ 
meet that question now as later. I am not to be consulted. 0! 
course, in caucus. I am to present my objections to the bill her. 
and if the Senators who represent wool States, who differ with 
me in political views as to some things, can not do that, they «1! 
retire to the oo the conference room, or somewhere, 21! 
arrange it, while rest of us are ane oe fect the bill. 
When the bill is perfected, when I know what bill is, 1 shall 
take ashort time to express my views upon the measure. 11 

as some of the defects of the bill. 

Mr. MANT As gentlemen are discussing the propos«! 
amendment, I wish now to — I shall offer no objection ™)- 
self t6 the passing over of wool schedule, especially if such 


Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
I will. 
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action shall hold out the slightest possibility of a greater degree 
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of | and eliminates from the definition all the wools that I have de- 


justice being done to the woolgrowers of thecountry. Ihavegiven | scribed as being washed in the rivers of Russia and other countries. 


this matter of the wool schedule a good deal of consideration, and | 
I am one of those who believe it is full of loageaess designedly 
wnt there for purposes of fraud and evasion. I believe that it is 

full of snares for the unwary feet of the woolgrowers of the coun- | 
try. Ido not believe that there is another schedule in the bill 
bearing upon any subject that is so weak in its construction, so | 
careless of the interests of the a nominally intended to be 
henefited, asthe wool schedule. I think if I were to search through 
the whole domain of poetry and prose I could not find anything | 
that more fitly characterizes the pending bill than those famous 


lines from Bret Harte: 


Yet the cards they were stocked 
In a way that I grieve, 

And my feelings were shocked 
At the state of Nye’s sleeve, 

Which was stuffed full of aces and bowers, 
And the same with intent to deceive. 


I think the bill, in so far as it relates to the woolgrowers, is 
“stocked with aces and bowers ” with the full purpose and intent | 
* of deceiving the woolgrowers of the country. 

If the proposition to postpone is insisted upon, I shall favorit, with 
the hope that something better may come out of a postponement. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I have been edified, as [ have 
no doubt everybody else in the Chamber has, by the beautiful 
state of concord and harmony which has prevailed heretofore in 
the discussion and consideration of the bill on the other side of the 
Chamber. That condition arose, I have no doubt, because hith- | 
erto we have been considering schedules in which Massachusetts, 





Connecticut, Maine, New Hampshire, and other New England 
States are specially interested, and it was really pleasant to watch 
our Western Republican Senators rally with a look of patience on 
their faces the other day, pursuant to the agreement which we 
had heard about, and vote against the proposition to put grain 
bags on the free list. 
ow that we have reached these schedules that involve the in- 
terests of the West, I am not surprised to find a want of agreement 
and a want of harmony among our Republican friends. I am 
nite certain if they could get our recalcitrant Western Republican 
nators into the caucus they could whip them into line again. as 
they did on grain bags and as they propose to do on lead, leather, 
and other questions which have been reserved for consideration 
here. Iam certain it would be much more pleasant to have that 
done, because we could again have the beautiful state of concord 
which has edified us all so much. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed. 
The SECRETARY. Paragraph 360—— 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What became of paragraph 357? 
Mr. VEST. Paragraphs 357, 358, and 359 were not passed over. 
I objected. 
Mr. CULLOM. No; they were not passed over. 
Mr. VEST. There has been no such action as that taken by the 
Senate. 
Mr. CULLOM. The clerks made a mistake. 
Mr. VEST. I objected specifically. 
Mr. ALLISON. Has paragraph 353 been read? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 356 was the last one read. 
Mr. ALLISON. I offer an amendment, tocome in line 23, page 
115, 858, after the word ‘‘ unwashed.” 
Mr. JO of Arkansas. Before that amendment is offered, I 
should like to have paragraph 356 read asamended. It was passed 


over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


336. The = all wools and hair of the first class shall be 10 cents; 
upon all wools or of the second class, 11 cents per pound. 


Mr. ALLISON. Now I ask that the amendment I send to the 
853 be read. 


desk to . 

The ENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment to paragraph 353. 

The SEcRETARY. Ame ph 353, in line 23, page 115, 


after the word “ unwashed,” by inserting the following: 
The duty on wools of the third class, if imported in condition for use in 
or into yarns, or which shall not contain more than 8 per 
or other foreign substance, shall be three times the duty to which 
otherwise be subjected. 
GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Iowa a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I a while ago that the discrimination 
against what are called skirted wools had been abandoned by the 
ae Does not = in a measure, restore what was aimed 

discrimination 

Me. ALLISON. It does not, I will say to the Senator. I read 
the hearing of the Senate the definition of scoured wool. This 
intended to be a definition of scoured wool of the third class 


cent 


they 
Mr 


in 
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Mr. GRAY. Then | understand that the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Iowa raises the duty on certain woo!s of the 
third class which come to this country in a better condition than 
the ordinary wools of that class? , 

Mr. ALLISON. If they come into this country in a condition 
fit for carding or spinning, or if they contain 8 per cent or less of 
impurities, they shall pay three times the duty 
they shall pay the duty upon scoured wool, 

Mr. GRAY. Now, why not say if they come in a condition to 
be carded, spun, or woven they shall pay the higher duty, and not 
use language which will only prohibit a certain class of cheap 
wools from coming in because they happen to be in a little better 
shape than the dirtiest and most slovenly prepared wool? 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course I am not an expert as to the way 
in which these wools come in. I am told that none of them come 
in unless they contain at least from 12 to 20 per cent of dirt. The 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WarrEN] is more familiar with 
that subject than I am, but [ understand that to be the fact. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand from an article here 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from 
allow the amendment to be read again? 
exact point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGer in the chair). 
The amendment submitted by the Senator from Iowa will be stated 
by the Secretary. 

The Secretary. Add at the end of paragraph 353, 
page 115, the following: 

The duty on wools of the third class, if imported in condition for use in 
carding or spinning into yarns, or which shall not contain more than 8 per 
cent of dirt or other foreign substance, shall be three times the duty to which 
they would be otherwise subjected 

Mr.GRAY. Llunderstand that the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa is as I stated, that the wools which contain 
the greater percentage of dirt are to be so far favored by the tariff 
that they will come in at a less rate of duty, but when they come 
in with less than 8 per cent of dirt, they are to be excluded with 
reference to their being fit for spinning or carding. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; that is not precisely it. There is a specific 
duty of 7 cents a pound on these wools. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Four and 7. 

Mr. ALLISON. Fourand7. If theyshou!d come in a scoured 
condition fit for use in carding or spinning, of course their value 
is added to, and the duty is increased accordingly. It is to cover 
the difficulty suggested by Senators this morning who criticised 
the committee's report. I think the amendment will cover the 
difficulty without in any way impairing the importation of wools 
of this class. 

Mr. GRAY. I find here a statement made by the carpet manu- 
facturers, who are entitled to be heard, I think, on this occasion, 
It is to this effect: 

Nearly one-half of the present supplies of carpet wool reach the market in 
the washed condition, or they have at least gone through some manipulation 
which might compel appraising officers to classify them as washed, under 
any reenactment of the definition of washed wools contained in paragraph 
382 of the act of 1890. A double duty 

Thus imposed— 
upon these wools would at once absolutely shut us 

That is, the carpet manufacturers— 
off from their use. 

While that is not the exact language of the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Iowa, it seems to me that it is going to 
cedeuiien measurably that effect. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not. 

Mr. GRAY. The amendment reads thus: 

The duty on wools of the third class 

That is the duty the carpet people are speaking of, is it not?— 
if imported in condition for use in carding or spinning into yarns 

That is one branch-— 
or which shall not contain more than 8 per cent of dirt or other foreign 
substance— 

Thereby putting a premium on dirt, so to speak— 
shall be three times the duty to which they would be otherwise subjected 

So that any manipulation, whether washing or otherwise, no 
mattér what it is, that reduces the amount of dirt below 8 per 
cent or to 8 per cent, that reduces it to 7 per cent, imposes a duty 
of three times the duty to which the wools would otherwise bx 
subjected. If they had 9 per cent of dirt, they would come in at 
one duty; if they had 7 per cent of dirt, they would come it at 
three times that duty. That is what I understand the carpet 
manufacturers object to in substance, although that suggestion 
was not before them when this protest of theirs was printed: but 
they say in reference to the proposition which was made that 

A double duty upon these wools would at once absolutely shut us « 


in other words, 





Delaware 
I do not understand the 


line 23, 


i from 
their use. As many of them are manipulated, the duty might be construed 
to be three times the single duty, thus placing a tax of 24 cents a pound 
upon wools which are often not worth 10 cents a pound in European markets 
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Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the proposition under discus- 
sion is no new departure in the matter of wools. Whenthere was 
an ad valorem duty on carpet wools, it of course regulated the 
amount of duty imposed, whether washed or unwashed, accord- 
ing to price. Wools as they are grown shrink all the way from 
20 to 90 per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. If they shrink 90 per cent, they would shrink a 
good deal. You do not mean to say that they would shrink 100 
per cent, do you? 

Mr. WARREN. I presume the Senator does not doubt the 
statement that a shrinkage of 90 per cent might occur in some 
particular fleece. 

Mr.GRAY. With entire respect to my friend, I doubt the 
statement that they shrink 90 per cent. 

Mr. WARREN. I have seen a fleece taken off that weighed 
nearly 50 pounds. Does not the Senator suppose that a fleece 
weighing nearly 50 pounds would shrink 90 per cent, producing 
far a than 10 pounds by the removal of the impurities in the 
wool? 

Mr. GRAY. That would not be 90 per cent. 

Mr. WARREN. But when I say to the Senator that the wools 
of the United States, taken all together, shrink an average of 66} 
per cent in scouring, my statement is not so extravagant that in 
extreme cases a fleece may shrink even 90 eo cent. I will say to 
the Senator, if he doubts my statement, I can telegraph and be- 
fore to-night get a reply giving returns from clips where upon 
the whole clip from some one owner there has been a shrinkage 
in scouring of about 80 Ye cent. Upon carpet wools that are 
washed there is in this bill no more duty imposed than upon those 
that are brought in in the grease; but where they are scoured, 
and scoured so clean that there is but about 8 per cent of impuri- 
ties left, then they take this triple duty. But when that is done, 
all the labor has been performed. It has always been the policy, 
as I understand it, in importing wool, to provide so as to bring it 
here in the state that gives the most opportunity for labor in pre- 
paring the wool, so it is preferable to have it come in grease. 

© wool was ever known to be so light as to bear a shrinkage of 
only 8 per cent, unless it had been scoured with soap and chem- 
icals in an ex ve and elaborate way. 

Mr. GRAY. Of course I defer to the Senator from Wyoming 
in regard to all these matters which concern the expert in hus- 
bandry, but there are certain things that even the uninitiated may 
be expected to understand. We are not talking about the condi- 
tion in which the American shepherds send their fleeces to market. 
If they choose to send them in a slovenly condition, that is one 
thing; that is pretty hard perhaps on those who have to deal with 
them, and I suppose the price is made to adjust itself to the con- 
ditions; but we are talking about the fleeces that come into the 
country; and because the woolgrowers of the United States, under 

rotection, or expected protection, have fallen so far behind the 
ndustry in other parts of the world as to think that they areable 
to send their fleeces in this exceedingly slovenly and improper con- 
dition to market is no reason why we should put a premium on 
the dirt in the fleeces that come from abroad; not at all. You 
invite, then, the dirty fleeces from Australia and from the Argen- 
tine Republic, and put, as I said, a premium upon dirt, because 
te get protection on the dirt and because you get a duty on the 

irt. 


I was going on to read, when the Senator interrupted me, what 
this Wool Manufacturers’ Association say. They say: 


We can conceive no circumstances— 
These men are writing as protectionists, so they say— 


under which such taxation upon a raw material can be justified. In the 
pas instance it could have but one object and but one result, viz, to em- 

rrass, hamper, and partially destroy a homeindustry. We donot conceive 
this to be among the purposes you have in view in framing a new tariff law. 


Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator permit me a moment there? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. , 

Mr. WARREN. That is shooting over the subject now before 
the Senate. There is no proposition now to change -wool 
rates and no Bree to impose any more duty upon washed 
than unwashed as to third-class wools. 

Mr.GRAY. There is that very proposition in this amendment, 
unless I totally misunderstand it. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator does misunderstand it. 

Mr. GRAY. I think I[ will show the Senator that I do not mis- 
understand it. 

Mr. WARREN. Very well. 

Mr. GRAY. Here is a proposition to put a tax of three times 
the duty to which they would otherwise be subjected upon all 
wools which shall not contain more than 8 per cent of dirt or other 
foreign substance, Is not that an attempt to raise the duty upon 
the wools as they come from South America or from whatever 
= of the world they come, where the cheaper wools are shorn 

m the backs of the sheep, and to put a higher duty upon such 
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wool as has had a portion of the dirt taken out so as to red) 
to 8 per cent? man 

Mr. WARREN. Not at all. 

Mr. GRAY. Why not? 

Mr. WARREN. e manufacturers of carpet do not mak. ; 
statement. They show by their statement that they desir. ;,, 
port wools in the dirt or washed, as they may prefer. 

Mr. GRAY. No; they desire to import wools as clean as ; 
can get them, but not to be punished by a tax. 

Mr. WARREN. How would the Senator prevent that ¢......, 
by the imposition of a oe tax that would be just and 4: ;),, 
same time prevent fraud? i‘ 

Mr. GRAY. I do not, in the first place, believe that the s.., 
tor is quite accurate about the extent oftheshrinkage. (Of . 
he believes it. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to state to the Senator that I ca), 
nish indisputable evidence as to the correctness of my state). 

Mr. GRAY. Iam talking about the shrinkage of foreign \.,,,) 

Mr. WARREN, Furthermore, the Senator is in error w),,., ),, 
assumes that washed wool and scoured wool mean the same, |) 
wool circles, and amongst those who handle wool, the wor 
‘*washed” and the word “scoured” areas different in their 1..y- 
ing almost as the difference between the colors white and |)... 
The Senator would probably say that scouring his face and sy. 
ing mine would be washing, or that to wash would be to scour. |), 
a way, but theterms, as technically applied to wools, are absv)i{.)\ 
and entirely different. They mean two different things. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, without going into the technica) 
meaning of ‘‘scoured” and “‘ washed ,” all I want to say is that | 
do understand, I think, and after listening to the Senator fro, 
Wyoming I am sure that I understand, the amendment anid {}. 
object and effect of the amendment offered by the Senator froin 
Iowa. It is to raise the price of these carpet wools to the carpet 
manufacturer, and it does that by providing that all woo! in. 
ported which shall not contain more than 8 per cent of dirt or 
other foreign substance shall have three times the duty imposed 
upon it to which it would otherwise be subjected. 

Mr. MILLS. Instead of twice the amount. 

Mr. GRAY. Instead of twice the amount. If that does not 
raise the price of the raw material to the carpet manufacturer and 
is not intended to raise it, I should like to ask the Senator from 
———— what it is intended to do? 

r. WARREN. No, it is intended to have the carpet men 
bring it in unscoured, either or washed, as heretofore. 

Mr. GRAY. Then this is a great fraud upon the carpet mauu- 
facturers. 

Mr. WARREN. Not at all. 

Mr. GRAY. It is certainly a fraud upon the carpet manufac- 
turers, and in order to subsidize one industry you are going to 
paralyze numberless industries. 

Mr. President, this brings me to make one remark, and | shall 
not interrupt the quiet progress of this bill further, and that is, 
that as constructed now it seems to me it is full of pitfalls for the 
manufacturers and for the consumers of wool and the wovln 
goods in this country. Its inevitable effect is to enormously raise 
the price of man woolen tothe consumer. You 
can not get away from that. It must doit. It must double the 
price to the consumer of the necessary commodities made of wo). 

If you are going to put any duty upon wool at all in which you 
can be fair and can avoid these covert steals, which are made 
ee ciereneeitedea tion and cae ne as have 
just . ae to p a duty upon 
the scoured w and us know how much duty a pound o! 
scoured wool would pay, for all wool must be scoured before it is 
fit for spinning and ing. Let us it so; and then we 
shall know where we are, and we shall relieved from all this 
cloud of obscurity which now hangs around the whole subject of 
classifications or amendments such as are now before the S«nite. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, there can be no doubt whaivyer 
but that the Senator from Delaware {Mr. Gray] is right in many 
of the propositions that he lays down. This amendment wil! »- 
crease the cost of clean wool; it will increase its cost tothe man - 
facturer of carpets. The value of ali wool depends upon the 
amount of clean wool which can be from a pound of wool 
in the grease. It is well known that the wools of this country, 
on an average, shrink about 66} per cent; that is, after bens 
scoured they yield about 334 per cent of clean wool. 

It was with that knowledge, and understanding of the situatn. 
knowing full well what the character of the wool grown 11 '))'s 
country was, that the law of 1867 was enacted, which plac! 4 
specific duty upon wool in the ; that is, upon unwas)! 
wool. Taking into account the condition of the wool industry 
this country, with a knowledge of this shrinkage, and desir‘ 
protect the American woolgrower upon this basis, a duty of wit 
ever it may have been—I 10 or 12 cents—was levied u)«0 
that character of wool, and it was intended that the Amemcun 
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woolgrower should derive that protection upon his unwashed 
wool. That was the purpose, the object, and the aim of the law, 
looked at from the protective standpoint. 

Mr. President, in respect to third-class wools, they were always | 
subject to a triple duty for scoured wools until the enactment of 
what is known as the McKinley law, the law of 1890. When that 
law was , an ad valorem duty was substituted for the 
specific rates upon third-class wools. Hence there was no neces- 
sity of placing a triple duty upon scoured wools of the third class, | 
because the duty depended entirely upon their value, whether 
they might be washed or unwashed or scoured. This bill, how- 
ever, proposes to return to specific rates; and therefore it becomes 
necessary, keeping in mind all the time the protective idea—the 
Senator from Delaware, of course, is talking from the other stand- 

int altogether, and I am talking from the protective standpoint— 

eeping in mind that idea, it becomes necessary from this change | 
in the character of the duty that an additional duty, a higher | 
duty, should be placed npon scoured wools. 

Me. GRAY. - L interrupt the Senator for a moment? 

Mr. MANTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. The passages that I read from this association of | 
carpet manufacturers are written from the protective stand- | 
point. The members of that association are all protectionists. 

Mr. MANTLE. But what they stated was from the manufac: | 
turers’ standpoint. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes; certainly. And the manufacturer ought to | 
have something to say, ought he not? 

Mr. MANTLE. Certainly; but it is an entirely different stand- 

int from that of the woolgrower. 

Mr. GRAY. Of course; but the manufacturers ought to be 
heard, ought they not? 

Mr.MANTLE. Certainly; and justice onght to be done. 

Mr. GRAY. While I am on my feet, let me ask the Senator | 
what objection is there to laying all the duty, so far as raw wool | 
is concerned, upon the basis of so much a pound on the clean wool? | 

Mr. MANTLE. If that could be done, it would be by far the 
most satisfactory method of levying the duties upon wool. I 
agree entirely with the Senator from Delaware in that. But we 
find this bill arranged upon a different basis, making these classifi- 
cations and distinctions upon blood lines and upon geographical! 
lines, and hence it becomes a very difficult task, and at this mo- 
ment a hopeless one, to attempt to remodel this whole structure, 
so far as the wool schedule is concerned. 

All that the Senator from Delaware has said about putting a 

ium upon dirt really has no weight in this discussion, I say, 
with all respect and deference to the Senator, because we are levy- | 
ing these duties upon the conditions as they exist with relation to | 
the domestic wool. Therefore, starting in with the unwashed | 
wool, bearing in mind its known shrinkage and fixing a specific | 
rate — that, it becomes necessary, in order to carry out the | 
idea of protection, to increase the duty upon washed wool, because | 
washed wool shrinks so much less; and if it were to come in at 
the same rate of duty it would naturally destroy a large part of 
the protective benefit intended to be conveyed by a duty upon 
unwashed wool. 

Mr. GRAY. Why, then, not have an ad valorem duty to solve 
all - difficulty, and have the duty based upon a pound of clean | 
woo 

Mr. MANTLE. If an ad valorem duty could be honestly en- 
forced with respect to wool, or with respect to anything else, it | 
would be the best method of arriving at and determining the 
duty, if we but do away with the fraud and undervaluation 
which exists under the ad valorem system, and especially with 
reference to wool, which is always availed of, as the Senator from 
Wisconsin . SPOONER] suggests to me. It is indisputabie, 
from in tion of the statistics of imports and valuations 
under the valorem duty upon third-class wools under the 
Mc law, that that provision immediately resulted in whole- 
sale fraud and undervaluation, and the price of wool immediately 
ran down—that is, at the custom-houses of the country. 

The did not run down in the markets abroad, in the coun- 
tries the wool came. The reduction in price was simply 
stimulated Sees eins oY are of —. duties, -_ 
— upon ce 0 ird-class wool, which began to de- | 
cl woler the operation of the ad valorem duty of the McKinley | 
law. Itis to create these distinctions; itis necessary to 
put an additional duty on washed wool; it is necessary to put an 
additional onscoured wool; it is necessary to continue adding 
to the duty upon wool which has passed beyond the scoured point 
into the man condition if it is our purpose to carry out | 
the idea and to give it effect in practice. This idea con- 
stitutes the burden of the complaint which I have made here upon 
the part of the woolgrowers. Looking at it always from the 

ve point of view, the bill is so framed that, while it nom- | 

¥ gives to the woolgrower a specific rate upon the different | 
classes of wool produced in this country, yet it is so worded, and 

there are so many loopholes for evasion of the actual purpose and 
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| cost that the manufacturer must pay for his wool until we 


| of that class of wool by our own woolgrowers. 


Is 


intent of the law, that as a result the woolgrower does not get in 


109 





practice 50 per cent of the benefit which the law nominally gives to 
him, 

It is for this purpose that I have striven to amend this bill so 
that the woolgrower might get what he is justly entitled to, 
that he might no longer say that the wool schedule as it was in 
the McKinley law and as it is now proposed to be enacted here 
a legislative lie upon its face, for that 


is 


is exactly what the wool- 
growers of the country say. They say that h tofore it has re 
sulted in defrauding them of the protective benefit intended to be 
given them and the protective benefit with which the woolgrower 
| has been charged, but which he has never received. 
Mr. STEWART. The worst of it is that it is made an excu 


for raising the duty on woolen manufactures and putting larger 
duties on woolens, while the woolgrower gets nothing. 

Mr. MANTLE. Yes, Mr. President, that view of the case, of 
course, presents itself. I think that the suggestion of the Senator 
from Nevada is quite correct, that the manufacturer gets nis com- 
pensatory duty based upon the nominal duty given to the wool- 
grower upon unwashed wool, whereas I have shown, and it isa 
fact, that the woolgrower does not receive more than 50 per cent 
of that nominal duty, while the compensatory duty of the mannu- 


| facturer is based upon the nominal duty, and therefore he gets the 


benefit of that duty, while the woolgrower, who is charged with 


it, in effect and in practice only gets one-half of it or less. 
In Document No. 36, presented by myself on April 14, being the 
| memorial of the National Wool Growers’ Association. there is a 


table prepared by Mauger & Avery, wool merchants in New York, 
and their showing is sustained and borne 
out by statements from the Treasury Department—that the actual 
benefit accorded to the woolgrowers of Ohio upon XX fine washed 
Ohio wool was only 6} cents per pound, while it should have been 
three times that much. 

That illustrates, Mr. President, the operation of the law as itis 
now framed. There should be unquestionably an added duty for 


| scoured wool of the third classif we are to carry out the protective 


purpose and intent of this law. It willadd to thecost of the wool 
to the wool manufacturer, undoubtedly; but you can not build up 
the woolgrowing industry in this country without adding to the 
have 
reached that period of protection upon wool when we shall beable 
to produce all the wool we require for our own use. 

The cost of this third-class wool is found upon page 70 of this 
Senate Document No. 36, in the London market, and from this it 


| appears that the prices of these higher grades of third-class wools 


run all the way from 14 cents up to 21 cents a pound in the Lon- 
don market. These are the finer grades, such as Russian Donskoi 
and East India wools. They are used, I believe, in the manufac- 
ture of the finer grades of carpet. 

Therefore, viewing the matter from the protective standpoint, 
there is no reason in the world why these wools should not pay an 
additional duty. The higher grades of carpets approximate what 
might be called a luxury; and even from the revenue standpoint, 
laying aside the question of protection, there is no good reason 
why they should not be subject to a higher rate of duty. 

Not only that, Mr. President, but the third-class wools do come 
in competition with wools of a similar character that can be used 


| for largely the same purposes grown in our own country. 


Iam one of those who believe that if an adequate protective 
rate of duty was placed upon third-class wools it would stimulate 
the growth of that class of wools in this country, and would 
probably result after a while in the production of a great amount 
We have a great 
deal of territory especially adapted to the growth of this character 
of wool. 

I am not in favor of the amendment proposed by the committee. 
I believe that it allows too much latitude, that it gives away too 
much to the manufacturer as between him and the woolgrower. 
There ought to be a simple proposition such as is contained in the 
law of 1867 and the law of 1883, placing a triple duty upon third- 
class wools. 

There is a wide distinction between washed and scoured wool, 
and there is no difficulty whatever in determining what is washed 
and what is scoured wool. The distinction ought to be made, and 
the line ought to be drawn, as has always been done, between 
washed and scoured wools. It can be done by a simple amend- 
ment, providing that wools of all classes in their scoured condition 
shall be subject to a triple duty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] in be- 
half of the committee. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, this is a very important discus- 
sion, and I think a quorum of the Senate should be here during the 
consideration of this subject. I therefore suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana sug- 
gests the absence of aquorum. The Secretary will call the roll, 
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The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 

Allen, Gallinger, Morrill, Shoup, 
Allison, I. Murphy, Spooner, 
Bacon, >, Nelson, Stewart, 
Berry, Hansbrough, Pasco, Teller, - 
Burrows, Hoar, Penrose, Thurston, 
Butler, Jones, Ark. Perkins, Turpie, 
Carter, Lodge, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Clay, McBride, Pettus, Walthall, 
Cockrell, ray Platt, Conn. Warren, 
Culliom, McLaurin, Platt, N. Y. Wellington, 
Davis, Mallory, Pritchard, Wetmore, 
Elkins, Mantle, Proctor, White, 
Fairbanks, Mason, uay, Wilson. 
Faulkner, Mills awlins, 

Foraker, Mitchell, Roach, 

Frye, Morgan, Sewell. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . Sixty-one Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. The 
—— is upon the amendment proposed by the Senator from 

owa |Mr. ALLISON] in behalf of the committee. 

Mr, MANTLE. ould an amendment to the amendment bein 
order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would so rule. 

Mr. MANTLE. I suggest an amendment to the amendment of 
the committee. In lieu of the committee amendment, in line 21, 
after the word ‘‘second,” insert ‘‘and third” and strike out the 
word ‘‘and;” so that it would read: 

And the duty on wools of the first, second, and third classes which shall 
be imported scoured shall be three times, etc. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would suggest to the 
Senator from Montana that that is not properly an amendment to 
the amendment proposed by the committee, the committee amend- 
ment being simply an addition to the paragraph. 

Mr. MANTLE. The purpose of the committee amendment is 
to put a treble duty upon scoured wools of the third class, pro- 
vided they contain less than 8 per cent of dirt. The amendment 
I propose strikes out the qualification as to the per cent of dirt. 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. Is that in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would rule that it is 
not in order, and would venture to suggest to the Senator from 
Montana that if the committee amendment should be adopted he 
might then move a substitute for the paragraph so as to embrace 
his view. But the Chair would rule that his amendment to the 
amendment is not now in order. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Montana? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by ; 


the Senator from Montana will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed, in line 21, page 115, paragraph 
353, to insert the pending amendment, and after the word “ first” 
strike out ‘‘and,” and after the word ‘‘second,” in the same line, 
to insert the words ‘‘and third;” so that it shall read: 

On wools of the first. second, and third classes which shall be imported 
scoured shall be three times the duty, etc. 

Mr. BURROWS. What is the difference between that and the 
amendment which has been offered? Does it not accomplish the 
same thing? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is a very great deal of 
difference. 

Mr. BURROWS. I asked to ascertain the difference. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The difference is that if the same 
definition of scoured wools in the bill is applied to the third class 
that is applied to the first and second, it will prevent the importa- 
e bill provides that 
wool washed in any other manner than on the sheep’s back or on 
the skin shall be considered as scoured wool. Now, all or most of 
the wools of the third class come in now having been subjected 
to some de of washing othér than on the sheep's back or on 
the skin. If no amendment were offered, and they were subject 
to a triple duty, they would all come in under the definition given 
to scoured wools in peragren® 354; and to impose a triple duty 
upon these wools in the condition in which they are now imported 
would be simply to prohibit their importation and to shut up every 
carpet factory in the United States. 

The Senator from Montana can not wish to do that, certainly. 
The object of the committee is to make a definition for scoured 
wool of the third class which will prevent those wools from being 
thoroughly scoured and cleaned abroad and so imported at the 4 
and 7 cent rates of specific duty. I trust I have made myself 
clear. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But if the Senator from Connecticut 
will permit me, does not the amendment of the committee propose 
to levy the same tax on these wools not thoroughly scoured that 
would be imposed on them if thoroughly scoured, under the suc- 
ceeding section? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No, sir. The amendment of the 


tion of a — pound of third-class wool. 


| hereafter, to define as scoured wools wools which have 0 


| woo!'s, objects to the importation of woo 
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committee does not propose to subject them to the triple duty , 
less they shall be so far scoured that they are suitable for c¢ay.);, 
and spinning or unless they shall have been so far scoured ; 
they do not contain over 8 per cent of impurity. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Under the succeeding paragray 
they would not be subjected to the triple duty unless the, |, , | 
been scoured. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The committee proposes to 21) 
the next paragraph so that in line 3 it will read: 

Wools of the first and second class washed in any other manner ¢)) 
the sheep's back or on the skin shall be considered as scoured wool, 

It does not propose to change the definition of scoured wo, 

- first and second class wools, but only with regard to ¢))\;,; 
class. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then, if I understand the puro 
of the committee, it is, with the amendment proposed to be 1); ,.j, 
scoured. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is to define wools of the ¢)j:q 
class which have been commercially scoured so that they are ti 
for use. 

Mr.STEWART. The operation of that would be to allow woo!s 


| which were scoured, approximately, much cleaner than the ord 


nary unwashed wools, to come in on the same level with the othor, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ido not think any woolgrower, 

if he agrees to the rate of 4 and 7 cents a — upon third-class 

8 as they are -now im 
ported of the third class at that rate, but the fear is that if we do 
not impose some provision whereby if scoured commercially t}i-y 
shall pay an additional duty, a triple duty, they will come in a. 
scoured wools, commercially scoured, very greatly increase! jy 
value and practically ready for use, and only pay 4 and 7 certs a 
pound, as imposed in this bill. It is to obviate that, to make sure 
that hereafter there shall not be such a change in these wovu!s iy, 
the state in which a are imported that they shall evade the 
duty which we put in the bill of 4 and 7 cents a pound. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas is 
entitled tothe floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Mon:ana 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. artainly. 

Mr. MANTLE. I will say tothe Senator from Connecticut that 
I have no desire to close up the carpet manufactories, nor have | 
the slightest apprehension that the operation of my amendment 
would bring about that result. The slight additional cost which 
would result to them upon a certain line of carpet certainly could 
not have any such wholesale and disastrous effect as to close u) 
their business. The provision which I propose to insert is that of 
the law of 1868 and 1883, and which was superseded by the ad va- 
lorem duties in the McKinleylaw. The great bulk of carpet wools 
until 1890 came in under those provisions with triple duties upon 
scoured wools, and they came in at a valuation below 12 cents a 
pound. The valuation, in fact, was 10.1 on third-class woo! from 
1884 to 1890; that is, for the great bulk of them. A very sma! 
amount came in above 12 cents a pound with a specific rate of 
duty of 5 cents a pound. 

During the three years of the McKinley law 90 per cent of all 
the carpet wools imported, and they have grown enormous!y in 
amount, came in at the valuation of 8} cents per pound with 
out any restriction as to scouring or washing, under a straiziit ad 
valorem duty. Ninety cent of them came in at the valuation 
of 8} cents per pound. There can be nothing which could indicate 
more clearly what the effect of this would bein operation. Unier 
the provision submitted by the committee of a line of value of |!) 
cents, it is absolutely certain, in the light of past experience. that 
the great bulk of third-class wools of all kinds will come in at a 
average value of less than 10 cents per pound. They have «ome 
in before, and they will come in again. 

Now, if it is possible to save any part of that fraud, for it isa 
fraud, as the value of a great many of them is more than that in 
the market in which they are bought, by imposing astraight \n'y 
of three times uw scoured wool of the third class, it certun'y 
ought to be done. There is an element of the protective poli) ') 
this proposition, although it is denied by the wool manufactur r-. 
As a matter of fact, there is a good deal of carpet wool grow i: 
this country, and if the protective theory is extended to this «1-> 
of wool there can be a great deal more of it produced. [1 11) 
event these third-class wools, and especially those of the !isir 
grade, a to a very great extent the use of domestic-<'0\ 
wool, and that is another good reason why the duty shoul’ |): 1) 
creased. As a matter of fact,with the amendment just subiitt 
by the committee, [venture toassert that there will be scarcely any. 
perhaps no third-class wool which will come within the so)! 
that provision. In other words, the shrink of all the third- 
class wool which comes to this country will more than 8 per 


cent. . 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, if I understan! t° 








1897. 
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amendment, it seems to make a very radical departure from what | under this provision what justification can there be for tripling 


has ever been the law heretofore as to carpet wools, third-class 
wools. 


The duty on wools of the third class, if imported in condition for use in 
carding or ning into yarn, or which shall not contain more than 8 per 
cent of dirtor other foreign substance, shall be three times the duty to which 
they would rwise be subjected. 


The theory upon which the compensating duties are levied in 
the tariff is certainly that a larger amount of raw wool is con- 
sumed in the manufacture of the fabric than is bought. That is 
to say, When a compensating duty equivalent to 2 pounds of raw 
wool is provided, it certainly is done on the theory that it requires 
2 pounds of raw wool to make F nee of wool in the condition in 
which it isused. This is the only ground upon which any defense 


of the compensating duties ian te placed. The theory must be, 


the rate of tax on the raw wool? 
Mr. WARREN. The Senator has not shown that 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment itself shows it. The 
amendment provides that where wool is in a condition so that it 
does not contain more than 8 per cent of grease, 8 per cent of dirt 
or foreign substance, then the rate shall be triple what it is in the 
grease. 


Mr. MANTLE. Will the Senator from Arkansas permit me? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. MANTLE. I[desire to state thatin my own opinion there is 
no just or proper relation between the duties upon washed and un 
washed wool. I do not believe that the washing of woo!ls increases 
their value double. Just why that provision was originally in 





and it is constantly reiterated, that it requires 3 pounds of un- | 


washed wool to make a pound of scoured wool—of wool in con- 
dition to go into the fabric. If, as a matter of fact, it does not 


require 8 pounds of the one to make one of the other, there is no | 
justification for placing the compensatory duty of three to one in | 


the bill. Ifit does not take two to one, there is no justification 
for a compensatory duty of two to one. 

The very terms of the amendment preclude the possibility of 
its taking 2 pounds of this wool to make 1 of fine wool, because 
it specially provides that if there is more than 8 per cent of for- 
eign substance in it, then there shall be a tax of three times the 
tax which would otherwise be levied. 
of this wool comes in, if there are 92 pounds of wool and 8 pounds 
of dirt, then the amendment will allow of the charging of three 
times the rate of taxation levied on ordinary raw wool, to com- 
pensate for the de; of fineness at which the wool has arrived 
when imported. It is impossible that it shall take a pound and a 
half of wool in this condition to make a pound of fine wool, and 
yet the proposition is tocharge three times as much for the importa- 
tion of the wool, on the theory, of course, that it would require 
three pounds of this wool to make a pound of that wool. 

Mr. President, there are some criticisms in the Bulletin of the 
National Association of Wool Manufacturers, from which my 
friend the Senator from Delaware read a few moments ago, on 


te dots aa of skirting wools, which apply specifically and ex- eee ie meee 


y tothis very question. This is written by an expert in the 


woolen business, and of course what he says will be accepted by | 


the Committee on Finance as being absolutely true. He is a 
trusted friend of theirs. They rely on him in all these matters. 
They follow his judgment in all these questions. Here is what he 
says abont the question of skirting wools, and it applies with equal 
force to the question of compensatory duties: 


It has been stated before your committee that the skirting of Australian 
wools is a fraud, resorted to for the purpose of evading the American tariff. 
Nothing could be farther from thetruth. Skirting marksa distinct advance 
in the preparation of wool for the markets of the world, and has been done 
for many years in response to the demand of manufacturers in England and 
on the continent of Europe. Practically all Australian woolsare now skirted 
before nt. Progress in methods of preparing wools for the market is 
no more be prevented or deprecated than progress in the mechanical 
methods of their manufacture. e objection o 
to skirting primarily from his unwillingness to put up his clip in 

roper mar! condition. In this particular he has made no advance in 
Pnitey years. On the contrary, his wools, as marketed, grow heavier and 
dirtier. years ago cur fine washed wools lost in scouring 48 per cent, 
and sometimes less. The average present loss in Ohio and Michigan wools is 
nearer 55 per cent. They are so poorly washed that they shrink as much as 
Australian un and unskirted. 


Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me for 
a moment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. The writer from whom you quote states that 
fifteen F saay our fine washed wools lost in scouring 48 per 
cent. For the benefit of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] 
and in reference to his remarks a few moments ago, I wish to 
make a note of that to show the difference between washed wool 
and scoured wool. Iwill say further, while I am on my feet, that 
wools the compensatory duty is based, I assume, just as 
first and second class wool, i. e., upon wool in the grease. 


the American woolgrower | 


| conditions existing and the theory 


So whena hundred pounds | 


cluded in the law Ido not know. However, there is no second- 
class wool imported in unwashed condition. So it is practically 
a dead letter upon the books. ‘The second-class wool all comes in 
in washed condition, because of the strange and inconsistent fact 
in the law that there is no additional duty upon washed wool of 
the second class, which there ought to be. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think the Senator from Montana 
is right when he says there is no practical relation between the 
on Which the law seems to 
have been framed. What could have been the justification for 
providing for a double tax on washed wool except on the theory 
that it takes 2 pounds of unwashed wool to make a pound of 
washed wool? There could be no reason for it except that. The 
belief must have existed when that provision was made that that 
was the fact. It may have been the fact at the time, but it cer- 


| tainly is not true now, and if it is not true there is no justifica- 





. | the payment of that much duty. 


tion for doubling the tax because wool has been washed. 

The very same argument applies to scoured wool. The only 
theory which will justify the imposition on scoured wool of three 
times the duty on greasy wool is that it takes 8 pounds of wool in 
the grease to make a pound of scoured wool. We know it is not 
a fact; that it does not do it. 

Mr. MANTLE. I will have to differ with my friend the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas on the proposition of scoured wool. It is gen- 


| erally conceded that wools of the Merino breed in this country 


Many of them shrink much more. Montana 
Generally the far Western wools of that 
character shrink more. Combing wools there produced shrink 
less. It is a fact that the general average of merino wools shrink 
about 66% per cent, which would give 33} per cent of scoured 
wool. Therefore it would take exactly 3 pounds of unwashed, 
greasy wool tomake 1 pound of scoured wool. Sol think the propo 
sition of three times is correct, but Ido not think that the same 
relation is true between unwashed and washed wools. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If we were to import the wools that 
come from Arizona and Montana and New Mexico, what the Sena- 
tor from Montana says would be true, but we do not import those 
wools; they are grown in this country; and we import no such 
wools from abroad. The wool generally imported here, the class 
of merino that comes to this country, is Port Phillip wool, from 
Australia. It is very much the larger part of the wool that comes 
in. Itisthesame wool which enters into consumption all over this 
country, and that wool shrinks 50 per cent. Itis a recognized 
fact everywhere, and I presume it will not be denied by anybody 


shrink 66% per cent. 


| who knows anything about this trade, that the shrinkage of Port 


Phillip wool is two for one, and not three to one, from grease to 
scoured. 
Mr. MANTLE. Will the Senator permit me? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 
Mr.MANTLE. TheSenator is absolutely correct in that propo- 
| sition, and it sustains the argument I made for a correction of 
the law. Of course I am looking at this matter from a protective 
| standpoint and the Senator from Arkansas is looking at it from an 
entirely different pointof view. The protective duty islevied upon 
| the shrinkage of domestic wool, and of course when the importer 
brings in a wool which shrinks less than 663 per cent incompetition 
| withclass 1 wools raised in this country, he becoines the beneficiary 
| of the difference, because by bringing in a lighter wool he evades 
Thereby, according to my con- 
| tention and my point of view, the American producer is injured 
and deprived of his protective benefit to the extent of one-third to 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The reason why you charge twice | one-half. The Australian wools shrink, in their skirted and what 


for washed wool what you charge for wool in the grease is upon | is oftentimes practically sorted condition, 50 per cent. Many of 
the theory that it takes 2 pounds of one to make a pound of the | them shrink less than that, as low as 44 and 46 per cent. 

other; that there is 50 per cent of foreign substance in the wool| Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator is correct in stating 
which has to be washed ont of it; and the theory upon which | that it is the theory of protection that the compensation should 
you three times the rate on scoured wool that you do upon | be made in proportion to the shrinkage of American wools, then 
wool in grease is that it consumes 3 pounds of greasy wool | protection has another iniquity with which I never charged it 
to make a pound of scoured wool. But when I show that there is | heretofore. My impression has always been that whenever there 
absolutely no foundation for this theory, that it does not take 3 | was provision made for a tax upon any grade of wool in the 
pounds to make 1 pound of scoured wool, that it does not take a | grease and a provision that there should be a double tax on washed 
pound and a half to make a pound of scoured wool, that it does | wool of that variety, it was because of the theory that it took 2 
not take a pound and a quarter to make a pound of scoured wool, | pounds of wool in the grease to make 1 pound of washed wool, 
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and when there was a threefold duty placed upon scoured wool, it 
was on the theory that it took 3 pounds of wool in the grease to 
make 1 of scoured wool. 

There can be no justification in common sense that does not 
rest upon that theory. Now, when you are providing for the 
importation of Port Phillip wool, and provide that the proper tax 
upon it is 8 cents or 10 cents or 11 cents or 15 cents or 24 cents in 
the grease, the proper tax to levy upon a pound of scoured Port 
Phillip wool would be twice what the tax would be in the grease, 
because it takes just 2 pounds of wool in the grease to make 1 
pound of scoured. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me? I wish to get 
some information. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. Do not scoured wools always shrink more 
than 8 per cent? Scour any wool, and will not there be a larger 
shrinkage than that? 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. If the wool to be imported under the 
amendment as in the bill contains less than 8 per cent of foreign 
substance, to scour it will not decrease it 8 per cent. It depends 
upon how much foreign substance there is in it. 

Mr.STEWART. Does the Senator from Arkansas know of any 
that will not lose more than 8 per cent? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not know of any; that is, wool 
that has not gone through any process. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator does not know of any? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No. 

Mr. STEWART. That is my difficulty about it. In the first 
place, the provision in the bill is that it shall be 4 cents a pound 
if the value is under 10 cents. Of course the value will be under 
10. It was before, under the McKinley Act. That is certain.. So 
there will be no third-class wool that will be taxed higher than 4 
cents a pound, and then it will be a very high grade of wool, be- 
cause if it has more than 8 per cent of dirt in it, then it can come 
in at 4 cents. He can scour it and then have that amount of dirt 
in it very easily, and it would be very high grade wool and would 
come in at 4 cents, and it will come in. 

Mr. WARREN. The price of scouring is a cent and a quarter 
a pound under the most favorable conditions. 

Mr. STEWART. Accent andaquarterapound? You get your 
wool in at 4 cents here and you will practically have scoured wool 
with only 8 per cent of dirt. Thatisthe trick of thisthing. You 
fix this up, and when you come to put it into practice you will 
have, as you did under the McKinley Act, really no practical bene- 
fit to the sheep growers of the West. Ido not expect to get a 
measure that will be of any practical benefit to the sheep growers 
of the West. I should like to see some straight work about it. 
If you put a duty of 7 cents on third-class wool, it might do some 
good. Now you get only 4cents. - Underthe McKinley Act, if you 
will look at the schedule, look at the prices, you will see that it 
fell below 10 cents, becausethey had an ad valoremduty. Itcame 
in that way, and the farmers all complained that they got practi- 
cally no protection under the McKinley Act. It is denounced now 
by all the farmers of the country as having been of very little use, 
and the price of wool continued to fall, as everything else did under 
the McKinley Act. 

Mr. GEAR. Wool was 20 cents a pound in Iowa when the Wil- 
son bill passed, and it fell after that time. 

Mr. STEWART. Did it not fall under the McKinley Act, and 
has it not been getting lower? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the question asked 
me is running at a considerable length. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut; Will the Senator from Arkansas 
allow me a moment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Oecertatnly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, I wish to say a word in reply to 
what the Senator from Nevada has-said. Ido not suppose, when 
he says this is a trick, that he intends to impute any motives of 
eee to anyone who has been engaged in the preparation of 
the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. No; not at all. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I want to say,in reference to the 
amendment which the committee has offered, that the object of 
that amendment is to prevent the introduction of scoured wool 
under the 4and 7 cents duty a on third-class wool. It 
had to be prepared in haste this morning, and by persons who 
are not experts. I assure the Senator from Nevada that the in- 
tention to do that is an honest intertion, and if this language will 
not do it, we shall endeavor hereafter to put the amendment in 
such form as that it will do it. 

Mr. STEWART. I simply wish to say that of course I do not 
reflect upon the Senate committee, but the experts connected with 
the woolen trade and the manufacturers know how to take care 
of themselves better than any other class of people who ever lived. 
They were raised at it, they live by it, and they take care of 
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themselves. The farmers are not here to take care of themselye< 
The manufacturers can impose upon the committee, they can :|. 
ceive, and they will generally get language put in which wi) 
bring about a different result from what we anticipated. I thiy, 
that will be the case with the language proposed here by {),\. 
committee. az 

I do not reflecton the committee, because they get the very }), 
information they can; but the experts at their elbows, the bri) 
estof all human beings and the sharpest ever born on earth, k1).,\, 
how to fix it. A fellow who plays three-card-monte would },, 
begin to stand with them at all. A three-card-monte sharp wo) 
not have any show with these fellows who have lived all ¢))..;; 
lives in this business. They are here, and the farmers are )), ;; 
here. As it turned out before, when the bill was passed, the fary)- 
ers had the worst of it. I am afraid it will be that way this tj),), 
It is not that the committee intends to do it, but the commit), 
will be deceived if it is done. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will not trouble the Senate to hear 
it read, but will have printed in the RECORD a table showin 
the shrinking qualities of the different classes of wool which ar. 
generally in use. The first one is, of course, Port Phillip, and »)| 
others are made up from trade tables, which I believe are relia})c. 
and which show the condition of this theory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the table wil] 
be printed in the REecorp. 

he table referred to is as follows: 
Statement of the average prices of the different classes of foreign greasy: 
entered at the port of New York, with the average percentage of shriniu 


scouring, their equivalent price in the scoured state,and the number of ; 
of greasy wool necessary to make 1 pound of scoured wool. 


Price | Shrink- | Equiva-| Pounds 

ee per age in ent of greasy 
Description of wools. pound | scour- | price | to pound 
grease. ing. | Scoured. scoured 


Merino wools—class 1: 
Port Phillip 
RR. Sconce nacdociinenatgitnisseal 
Adelaide 
New Zealand 
Cape of Good Hope 
Montevideo 
River Plate and mestiza.._......... 
Crossbreds—class 1: 
Port Phillip 
New Zealand 
Montevideo -.............. 
Carpet wools—class 3: 
aa A hid lal ed alan 
Valparaiso and Cardova 


Cents. |Percent.| Cents. | Pownds 
8 ) 36 2 
34.4 


1.82 


2. 083 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. When Judge Lawrence appeared 
before the Ways and Means Committee of the House, he said that 
we in this country grow the best woolin the world. It is a recog- 
nized fact everywhere that the wool which comes in competition 
with our wool is the Australia wool. That wool has to come half 
around the globe and incur the risks in rtation of storm 
and fire, and the expenses n ily conn with such trans- 
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ion. 

Mr.GEAR. Can the Senator state what it costs to bring foreign 
wool from Australia to New York City? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Whatever it may cost, it has to be 
brought from Australia to this country before it can enter into 
competition with what Judge Lawrence assures us is the be-t 
wool in the world. If his statements are true, then there can be 
but one or two reasons why that wool shall come here and go into 
this market at all. Oneis, that there is not asufficient amount of 
wool grown in this country for the consumers. The other is. that 
the Australians are willing to sell their wool, after paying the 
expenses of transportation, incurring the risks of transportation 
and delivering it in our market, for less money than we have to 
pay our own woolgrowers for their wool, andit must be sufficicnt|y 
under the price of American wools to make up for the difference 
in the quality of the wools or else it would find no market at «!!. 

With the natural protection we have, it seems to me that it 
ought not to require a very exorbitant rate of taxation to prevent 
the importation of this class of wool; and yet the tax which t!s 
committee proposes, the tax which the House proposes, is 100 jer 
cent on this article, on this raw material, which must be hand. 
by our manufacturers before it can enter into this class of manu- 
facture at all. 

Mr. WARREN. MayI ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

a To what natural protection does the Senator 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The natural ion of bringing 
woo! half around the globe, of preparing it for shipment, of baling 
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packing it so that it can be transported. It must be packed | 
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and L 
in hydraulic presses which r ! : 
and power. It must be loaded on shipboard, and it must be 
brought half around the globe. It must be discharged and pre- 
sented in the American market before the American buyers will 
it. 

wr. WARREN. Owing to the cheapness of ocean transporta- 
tion, all that is done at a cost of but a fraction of what it costs to 
freight wool by rail from the interior of the United States to the 
manufacturers of wool in this country. 

Insurance, railroad transportation, pressing and handling, etc., 
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further. 


Mr. WARREN. I will not embarrass the Senator 


uire a considerable amount of labor | Facts are stubborn things to get around, and the Senator is in a 


| close place, I admit. 


cost in this country two or three or even four times as much as to | 


transport by sea from foreign ports. So there is no natural pro- 
tection, but it is quite the reverse. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I presume the Senator would have 


some argument to prove that the transportation of Canadian wools 
would cost very much less than would the transportation of 
our own wools. Whatever points of this sort are made, a shrewd 
and ingenious man will be able to find out some causes for the 


difficulty with which he has to contend. 
But, Mr. President, the naked fact stares us in the face that we 


enter into the manufacture of a class of goods which must be used 
by all of the 70,000,000 of our population. It is an absolute neces- 
sary of life. From the cradle to the grave it has to be used, all 
classes of people everywhere must have it, and you can not in- 
crease the cost of the raw material that enters into the manufac- 
ture without proportionately increasing the cost of the manu- 
facture. 
the masses 
dren, old and young, and for what purpose? 

The chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of the House, 
in making a statement about the effect of the bill as he proposed 
it, stated that roughly the amount of revenue to be raised from 
the tariff on wool and woolens would be $67,813,013. He esti- 
mated that $67,000,000 would go into the Treasury as the result of 
the tax on raw wool and the manufactures of wool. Here is an 
enormous amount of money to be raised on an absolute necessary 
of life. 


Is it for the purpose of raising revenue? Judge Lawrence, the | 
man who aes for the woolgrowers in insisting on this tax being 


levied, said plainly and distinctly that it was his purpose to ex- 
clude wools, to prevent them from coming into the country; that it 
was not for the purpose of revenue at all; that he had no such in- 
tention. I ume when the committee, although they did not 
follow his wishes to the full extent, levied a tax amounting to 100 


er, WARREN. Mr. President— 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator will pardon me until 
I finish this statement, I wish to call the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that when we propose to levy a tax on wool and 
woolens of $67,000,000, Judge Lawrence himself stated that the 
value of all the sheep in the United States at this time is a frac- 
tion over $61,000,000. Yet we are to have an annual tax levied 
upon the men, women, and children of this country amounting 
to $67,000,000 for the purpose of protecting $61,000,000 worth 


of sheep all over the country, in the sagebrush deserts of the | 


West—— 

Mr. GEAR. I wish to suggest one fact to the Senator from 
Arkansas. When the so-called Wilson bill was passed we had 
47,000,000 sheep in this country, worth $125,000,000. At the pres- 
= = that number has declined to 38,000,000 sheep, worth $61,- 

Mr. MILLS. And the very next year after the Wilson bill was 
passed, as is shown in the official report, 309,000,000 pounds of 
wool were sheared from sheep in the United States—the most wool 
that ever had been sheared in the United States. 

Mr. GEAR. And at the same time we imported 47} per cent of 
our wool, wool that should have been grown in America. 

Mr. MILLS. = was all — up b ares, and 
gave — to our people in the United States. 

Mr. ARREN . lask the Senator from Arkansas to yield but 
amoment. I assume the Senator does not want to make an un- 
truthful or unfair statement. He has made a statement here that 
the carpet wools under this bill are to be taxed 100 per cent. Is 
that correct? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes. 


Mr. WARREN. I have in my hand the current market rates 
of wool for Saturday, June 19, and I ask that they may be read at 
 - desk, 


. JONES of Arkansas. I do not want a newspaper article 

in my a 

but I object to having a newspaper article injected and 

at the desk. The Senator can have his own time when I get 
and read as many of those things as he chooses. 


i 


i 


i 





So you are levying a tax, you are putting a burden upon | 
the people of the country, men, women, and chil- | 


What is the purpose in levying that tax of $67,000,000? | 


per cent, their purpose was not one of revenue, but it was one of | 
rotection. 


| 


| 





| rial. 


| statement when he said more than once bef 
| “It is protection that we are 
are proposing a tax of 100 per cent on a raw material which must | 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yon provide y 
cents on carpet wool, and I have state: 


urself 


’ for a tax of 4 
i what the 


tax on carpet 
wool would be. 

Now, Mr. President, before the Senators interrupted me I was 
endeavoring to call attention to the fact that we were provid ng, 
according to Mr. DINGLEY’s statement. for the levy of $57,000,000, 
levied every year, which was intended to go into the Treasury 
and which was to protect $61,000,000 worth of sheep. and that the 
wool clip from those sheep each year was worth $20 ”. So 


the American people are to be saddled with a burden of $67,000,000 
a year to increase the price of $20,000,000 worth of w 
a handful of American citizens. 
Mr. MILLS. And the capital was yielding 33 per cen 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And, as my friend the Sen 
Texas states, the capital yielding nearly 30 pet 
this statement, will anybody doubt the t 


ywned by 


itor from 
"cent. ih view ol 
Judge Law 


re that « 


rence s 
inmiuttee, 
after?” He certainly meant what 
he said when he declared that it was protection the wo 
are aiter. 
When the taxes are levied upon raw woo! and the $17,500,000 
which Mr. DINGLEY estimated would be put into the Treasury 
yearly on raw wool is paid by the manufacturers, ev 


rowers 


rybody in 

the Senate and in this country knows that when the manufa 
| turers spin that wool into fabrics, the price of those fabrics must 
be increased by this amount of money at |! in addition to the 
profit in the business which must come into the account. They 


will at once, and without any hesitation, add the total amount of 
the tariff paid, and nobody will question the right of the men in a 
business way to add to the price of the fabric the cost of the mate- 

The $17,500,000 is a part of the cost of the raw material; 


| they have to pay it: they are out that much money, and when they 








Iam willing to yield to any reasonable inter- | 


make their goods, it must increase the price of the goods. And 
when this additional tax increases the value of American wool 
in the same proportion, you begin to see to what point the tax 
goes and how Judge Lawrence was gratified in being after pro- 
tection. 

About two-fifths of the wool consumed in the United States, on 
an average, is imported; about three-fifths is domestic wool. 
Whatever the tariff may be on woo! is intended to increase the 
price of wool by just so much as the tariff puts on. If the price 
of foreign wool is increased to the manufacturers by $17,500,000, 
if two-fifths of the wool consumed costs the manufacturers $17,- 
500,000 more than it would cost before the passage of the bill, then 
there must be the three-fifths costing between $25,000,000 and 
$26,000,000 more. So here is the tariff, a tax put upon the manu- 
facturers and charged on the product, to be ultimately paid by 
the people—$17,000,000 going on the raw wool that comes from 
abroad, and $25,000,000 to $26,000,000 being paid upon the domes- 
tic wool; $17,000,000 going into the Treasury, and between $25,- 
000,000 and $26,000,000 going into the pockets of the woolgrowers 
a tax levied for a private purpose, a tax levied by the power of 
the Government on the consumers all over the country to swell 
the private fortune of the men engaged in this industry; an exer- 
cise of power which this Congress has not; an exercise of power 
that was never intended to be given to any Congress and which 
can not be rightfully exercised here now. 

Here is an incidental tax of $26,000,000 upon raw wool, while 
raising $17,000,000 for the Treasury. But that is the raw-wool 
feature of it, and that alone. We manufacture, according to the 
census of 1890, about $380,000,000 worth, 1 believe—possibly it is 
$320,000,000—of woolen goods in the United States. All these 
goods have to be increased in price by the increased price of raw 
wool that the manufacturers consume. When we were proposing 
to put wool on the free list, I remember that I had a careful esti 
mate made at the time to show how much the burden upon the 
people would be lightened by putting raw wool on the free list 
and allowing the tax of 40 per cent on woolen goods instead of the 
rates that prevailed before. There was then an average of 
45 per cent on the woolen goods. 


about 
Under the McKinley bill it was 


98 to 100 per cent, and the estimate that we made at the time was 
that there would be a saving to the people of the country of 
$150,000,000 in the aggregate on woolen goods by the reduction in 


the amount of the tariff that we paid then. 
Mr. GRAY. Every year. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Every year. Now we propose to re- 
impose these high rates,and make them higher than they ever 
were before in the history of this country. 


We are to impose the 


most infamous burden of taxation ever conceived for the purpose 
of burdening the masses of the people. I have not had the time to 
| go into a full calculation, but I have shown a reasona!! rence 


that the incidental taxation, the taxation for private benefit which 
goes on the raw wool, will amount to $25,000,000 or $26,000,000 a 
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year. The increased tax on woolen goods will be infinitely more; 
believe it will be $150,000,000 a year, conservatively stated. 

Mr. President, when a short time ago we had under discussion 
Schedule E of the bill and were proposing to raise something like 
$50,000,000 on sugar, facts and arguments adduced in this Cham- 
ber showed that certain interests in this country would receive 
an incidental benefit by the passage of that schedule which 
amounted to five or ten million dollars, and that excited the in- 
dignation of men everywhere. It was constantly reiterated here 
that if we did thus and soit would increase the profits of the sugar 
refiners and fhe sugar producers one, two, three, four, or five 
million dollars, they perhaps getting from five to ten million dol- 
lars incidental benefit by the levying of $50,000,000 taxes on the 
people. But here we have a proposition in this woolen tax, $67- 
000,000 according to Mr. DINGLEY’s account, which will result ina 
* tax on the people, which does not not go into the Fhgevne | of 

not less than $150,000,000 a year. And yet Senators sit quietly in 
their seats. The feeling of indignation that one should feel would 
naturally stir men’s hearts, but it seems tomake no impression on 
those who contemplate these enormous taxes, 

All through this tariff bill there run provisions which are called 
compensatory duties which it is proposed to levy. We have not 
reached that part of the bill, but its iniquities are so completely 
interwoven with each other that they may as well be taken up one 
after another. Yes, it isin that part of the bill we are on. Para- 
graph 353 provides that— 

The duty on wools of the first class which shall be imported washed shall 
be twice the amount of the duty to which they would be subjected if imported 
unwashed; and the duty on wools of the first and second classes which shall 
be imported scoured shall be three times the duty to which they would be 
subjected if imported unwashed. 

That runs through the bill everywhere. It can only be done on 
the theory that it will take 2 pounds of unwashed wool, as I have 
already said, to make a pound of washed wool; and that it will 
take 3 pounds of unwashed wool or wool in the grease to make a 

und of scoured wool. If it does not require that quantity to do 
it, there can be no justification for this increase of taxation. 

I have just sent to the desk to have printed in the RECORD a 
table which shows that the Port Phillip wool, the wool which 
all the wool men admit constitutes three-fourths of all the wool we 
import, shrinks only 2 for 1; that is, 2 pounds of Port Phillip 
wool in the grease will make 1 pound of scoured wool. Yet we 
are constantly providing for three times the duty on scoured wool 
that will be levied on the wool in the grease. here is the justi- 
fication for it? Where can any man say it is right? Nobody 
will deny that 2 pounds of Port Phillip wool in the grease will 
make a pound of scoured wool. That being the case, if there is 
any excuse on earth for compensation; the tariff ought to be 
doubled on scoured wool instead of being made three times what 
it is on the other. 

When we get further along we find that this system continues 
to climb up. When we go to the item of yarns we find that they 
provide that the tariff on 1 pound of yarns shall be three and 
one-haif times the tariff on the raw wool of which it is made. On 
what theory? Two pounds of the raw wool make the yarn. Why 
do you put a tariff of three and a half times the tax on the raw 
wool? hen we get to the cloth we find that instead of being 2 
to 1 or 3 to 1, as it was before, it climbs up higher and higher, 
increasing the burden of taxation as it goes, and they provide for 
four times the tax on raw wool for every pound of woolen cloth, 
on the theory, it must be, that it takes 4 pounds of unwashed 
wool to make a pound of wool in the cloth. This statement will 
show, as I have said again and again, that 2 pounds of wool will 
make 1. But that is not all, 

Following it down to ready-made clothing, making it from the 
cloth into clothing, a man would think there was some great loss 
in wool somewhere, for the bill provides that there shall be on 
clothing a tariff for each pound of four and one-half times what 
the tariff was on 1 pound of unwashed wool. That is not the 
whole tariff. If it was, there might be some reason for it; but in 
addition to this, a tariff is put on, as you call it, for compensation, 
and then in addition to that you levy a tax of 50 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. President, there can be no doubt what all this results in. 
I have taken the trouble to send and have prepared by a compe- 
tent man samples of ladies’ dress goods, giving their cost in Eng- 
land, The one I hold in my hand [exhibiting] is numbered 1. 
It is 27 inches wide, it is black luster Orleans, used for making 
men’s summer coats. It is cotton warp and worsted weft. It 
costs 34 pence e running yard; it weighs under 4 ounces to the 
square yard, The present duty would be 2.70 cents. Under the 
Senate bill it will be increased before we get through with it. 
We have alreatly raised the tax on raw wool 25 per cent above 
what the Senate committee solemnly told us only a few weeks ago 
it ought to be. 

We have raised it 25 per cent this morning. But taking the 
game article in the bill, the specific duty is 4.13 cents a yard i 
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of a total of 2.70 cents under the present law, and in additio,, ; 
that there is a tariff of 50 per cent, which is 3.37 cents, maki 
total tax of 7.50 cents instead of 2.50 cents as the differencs }, . 
tween the present law and the bill as proposed by the Senate o>), 
mittee. That is the tax, without counting the price. ; 

I hold in my hand a sample of similar goods (exhibiting), «.,:. 
ton warp and worsted weft, costing 3} pence per running y.;) 
weighing under 4 ounces to the square yard. Under the pre«, 
tariff the duty is 3.10 cents; under the bill of the Senate com), 
tee the specific duty is 4.13 cents per square yard, and the 
valorem is 50 per cent, or 3.87 cents; making 8 cents tax inst, 
of 3.10 cents per yard on these goods. 

I shall not detain the Senate by going over all of these, 4),4 
Senators who have a desire to look at them may see them |), 

They are, it seems to me, very instructive. , 

Then, Mr. President, I have samples of goods used for makiy> 
men's clothes. The best class of goods of which I have sam|.- 
here cost $2.90 a yard. It is valued at12s.6d.abroad. Under ¢}). 
Senate bill as it at present stands the total tax would be $2.{4 5), 
a cost of $2.90, or 75 per cent tax on these high-grade goos. 

Then another specimen I have here costs $2.36 a yard, and tho 
total tax is $1.71, making 72 per cent tax on these high-grad, 
goods. But Ihave frequently called attention to the fact that 
every Republican tariff always provides for the lowest rate «| 
taxation on the highest priced goods and the highest rate of tax.- 
tion on the lowest priced goods. 

Here are two articles [exhibiting] that cost $2.90 and $2.:36, re- 
spectively, which are taxed at 72 and 75 percent. When we come 
to the lower class of goods, here is an article {exhibiting} t)), 
costs 46 cents a yard—a nice grade of goods, but cheaper than th. 
others—and the tax on that is 111 per cent. I have another here 
that costs 50 cents a yard, and the tax on that is 110 per cent. 
When we get to one that costs 32 cents a yard, the tax runs up t» 
128 per cent. Here is another [exhibiting], costing 66 cents a 
yard, and the tax is 132 per cent. When we get down to an arti- 
cle that costs 22 cents a yard, the tariff changes to 159 per cent: on 
an article that costs 31 cents a yard, the tariff is 185 per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. That is $185 of tax on $100 worth of goods. 
gio” JONES of Arkansas. Yes; $185 of tax upon what costs 

00. 

Mr. President, three years ago the Congress of the United States 
in lowering taxation put these goods on the free list. 1 had 
printed in the Recorp the other day a table which showed the 
steadily increasing volume of wool in this country and the nun- 
ber of pounds of wool produced here and retained for home con- 
sumption. In 1890 there was produced $275,000,000 worth, and 
we imported $105,000,000 worth. In 1895, instead of $105,000 .000 

| worth, there was imported $305,000,000 worth, and during that 
time we produced of the home clip $206,000,000 worth instead of 

275,000,000. This shows the change in the amount of wool pro- 

duced and brought in from abroad. 

I have in my hand a table showing the importations, by months, 
of all-wool woolens and worsted cloths fit for men’s wear. the 
heavier class of woolen goods, which is carefully made up. | 
desire the attention of the Senate to what this statement shows. 
In January, 1895, the month that free wool began, there was in- 
ported from the United Kingdom $1,666,345.70 worth of these 
goods. In January, 1896, one year afterwards, there was iin- 
ported $1,321,766.30 worth, a decrease of nearly $300,000. In Jan- 
uary, 1897, there was imported $542,286.01, a steady decrease in 
the volume of these all-wool woolens and worsted cloths. I will 
print the table in the Recorp, and I am satisfied that all gentle- 
men who are interested in this question will be very much im- 
pressed in seeing the steady decrease in the volume of these goods 
imported into this country from England, Germany, France, }«!- 
gium, and Austria. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


Importations of all-vool woolens and worsteds (cloths) entered at the por! 
New York from January 1, 1895, to May 1, 1897. 
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Importations of all-wool woolens and worstedds (cloths), ete.—Continued. 
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: France, Bel 
United : . 
Germany. gium, and 

Kingdom. Austria 
$1, 321, 766.30 $235, 019. 08 $95, 856. 29 
873, 171.23 147, 840. 00 67,641.01 
669, 479. 27 109, 177.96 40, 520. 97 
414, 788.15 33, 260. 58 14, 916. 82 
306, 041. 67 47, 564. 80 10, 873. 21 
371, 668. 59 161, 431.08 35, 727.71 
642, 337.12 182, 123. 18 41, 997. 64 
415, 419.56 146, 975. 88 26, 925. 08 
137, 806. 81 85, 606. 83 14, 131.79 
193, 580. 52 51, 813.56 9, 518. 68 
186, 981. 92 45, 792. 78 13, 565. 99 
282, 181.66 149, 218. 76 49, 100. 88 
5, 815, 222. 80 1, 305, 824. 44 | 420, 777.02 
542, 284. 01 7, TBO. BS 19, 314. 47 
487,215. 34 61, 706. 5 &, 899. 62 
712, 882. 20 147, 095. 43 45, 806. 68 
1, 242, 409. 26 266, 959. 36 84, 140. 88 
981, 469. 87 216, 081. 86 D4, 431.05 

ool consumed in United States: 

iidinns oa mcnaas cues cence cccce cccccccccececcsocces 46, 712, 000 
WE ctlameib aedmnewed esc cccccc ceccceo iba . 508,150,000 


1808 . cccceeccvees------- SEMA Tam ddrokion bon thiy eentteas adios 588, 980, 000 

Mr. ALLEN, Will the Senator permit me a question at that 
int? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does not the Senator believe that the constant 
decrease in the importation of wool and woolen products during 
the last two or three years is due largely, if not wholly, to the fact 
that money has been so scarce, its volume so small, and prices so 
low in this country that there has been practically no market for 
goods of that character? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I fully believe that that accounts 
very largely for the shrinkage of the volume of goods consumed 
in this country, and, although the prices were low, although the 
prices had come down to a level the like of which never had beer 
seen before for such goods, the financial condition of the people 
was such that they were utterly unable to buy and use and con- 
sume these I believe when you succeed in raising the 
prices of these , as it is the intention to do by the passage of 
this bill, that the result will be a still greater decrease in the 
quantity of these goods consumed by our people. You can not 
make the people rich by taxing them, and you can not make 
them prosperous by making them pay higher prices for what they 
have to buy without giving them increased facilities for doing so. 

Mr. ALLEN. Itissaid, if the Senator will permit me, that after 
this bill is of, and next winter we are to revise our cur- 
rency laws, the greenbacks and legal-tender notes and have 
an inflated national-bank currency, a very large expansion of 
national-bank issues, and that therefore we shall have more money 


to purchase and the prices will come back. 
r. JO of Arkansas. We have been promised prosperity 
in more ways than one. We have been assured that it was com- 


ing, and we have been told that it had come. The informstion 
that pees had arrived has even gone into the pages of the 
Recorp of this body since we have been in session, but the people 
are not deceived by that sort of thing. I am one of those who 
believe that the Poe of this country are capable of self-govern- 
ment. I believe that they have sense enough and patriotism 
enough to know what their rights are, and that they have nerve 
enough as men to assert those rights, and I believe that the solu- 
tion of all these questions will come in God’s own good time. I 
believe that all these things have to be gone into and examined as 
a one by one, and when they have been fully and fairly 
understood, I believe there will be no doubt about the people of 
this country doing what they ought to do. 
Mr. ALLEN rose 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator will permit me to 
finish this sentence, one of the strongest characteristics of the 
Anglo-Saxon people everywhere is conservatism. I believe that 
the body of the American people are moved by the same feel- 
ing that i Davy Crockett when he said, *‘ Be sure you are 
right, and —— I believe what our people first want 
to know is that is no mistake about the course they ought 
bed , that it is the proper thing, that it is right, and then I 
be! they have manhood enough to carry it out. 

Let them try this bill, if the friends of the measure of high pro- 
tection are tly strong in this body to put it upon the stat- 
ute book, but when it has become the law of the land and the prom- 
ised fails to come, as I am sure it will fail to come, 
then the q will be asked at once of these gentlemen, ‘‘ You 
promised us prosperity by the passage of the tariff bill, and what 
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do you propose to do now? How do you propose to give us pros 
perity now?” The people will be doubtful in their belief of what 
1s promise” them because of the failure at this time. 

Mr. ALLEN. With the permission of the Senator, I should 
like to make this suggestion, that our Republican friends propose 
to bring about prosperity by international bimetallism, and they 
have already started by appointing a commission to go to Europe 
to negotiate. What does the Senator say as to the probability of 
that being a means of bringing prosperity? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I am a firm believer 
in bimetallism. I believe that prosperity will follow its adoption, 
and I look forward with pleasure to its coming from any source 
it may. If the efforts made by the present Administration are 
8.1 ficient to bring it about, I will be thankful when it shall come. 
I confess that I have no faith that it will come in that way. | 
b>‘ieve that Great Britain will stand like a lion in the path. We 
hive been told again and again that it is to the interest of Great 
B-itain to have payments made in gold. We know that when the 
inserest upon the debts that we owe to Great Britain and when 
t 1+ interest upon the debts that are due to Great Britain from Aus 
t ‘alia, from South America, and from the Capes is paid that it will 
r>quire twice as much of the fruit of the labor of those men 
t> pay a given amount of interest as it did when the debts were 
co itracted. 

A narrow, selfish view would be that this would be beneficial 
t» her. She shuts her eyes to the fact that the man who killed 
t \e goose that laid the golden egg did not advance his own interest. 
When the failure of the Argentine Republic to meet its obliga 
t.ons absolutely wrecked it financially, the losses that were en- 
tiled upon British capitalists were such as to shake her financial 
system to its foundations. If she continues to press the advantage 
she has in this country and in Australia until prices are lowered 
so that the same thing takes place here, the result will be that, 
instead of paying tribute of all we possess, of turning over all that 
tie labor of these people is able to make to liquidate her debts, 
t rere will be destruction of the principal as well as of the interest, 
brought about by her own rapacity. 

Mr. President, we have recently witnessed a spectacle in the 
East that ought to satisfy all of what we are toexpect. Wehave 
seen Christians in arms struggling for life and liberty and for the 
right to govern themselves against the infidel Turks, and we have 
seen Great Britain, in defiance of public sentiment, in utter dis- 
regard of the traditions and history of her own people, standing 
on the side of tyranny and oppression and wrong rather than on 
the side of Christianity and right. It shows her course was in 
spired by the reason that was given in this very aisle by the junior 
Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. LopGe] when he said that the 
value of the Ottoman bonds would determine the course of Great 
Britain in that struggle. (reat Britain will look after her own 
seltish interests; she will do as she has done in the past, until the 
time shall come when the American people are ready to say. 
** We are willing to do right, and we intend to do right; we shall 
be glad to have Germany, France, and Great Britain join us in 
an effort to do right; but whether they go or not in the right 
direction, we appeal to high Heaven and the sense of right which 
inspired our fathers a century ago, and we will go forward and do 
what the best interests of this country and of mankind require.” 

I have in my hand a table of the imports of manufactures of 
wool and cotton, goat hair and cotton, and other mixed goods, 
showing the quantity imported each month since the woolen sched- 
ule under the Wilson law went into effect down to last month. 
It makes an astonishing showing. I shall not detain the Senate 
by reading it now, but I shall insert it in the RecorD as showing 
what the effect of the lower rate of taxation on woolen goods has 
been. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be inserted in the REcorp. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


Importations of manufactures of wool and 


Without objection, the table 


cotton, goat hair and cotton, ete 

(cloths), entered at the port of New York from Janucary 1, 18 to May ? 

— France, Bel 

Period. ee Germany gium, and 

Austria 
1895 
St tected <cacae wecee $216, 797. 88 $52, 055. 89 | $30), 526. 8B 
eee 171, 700. 57 20, 518. 20 24, W388. 32 
Pe idanndeonsbicectoce<e 24 24, 169. 75 15. 95 
pe Ne See 205 ; 18, 415.39 j 11,835. 59 
PE ae eee ‘ Bl: { 15, 910. 27 h24. 13 
SU «sc tadabtliablidess. oncsce 13. 878. 33 4.050. 64 
July 21, 216. 65 PW. 45 
August ~cubaneuaiuse 5, BUS. 86 1, 722.09 
| September -....... a Ad. O4 99.26 
October ia 16. 676. 26 O12. 6 
November 2, 124. 80 
December }, 881.96 1,513. 9 
Total.... 7, 700. 42 l 
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Importations of manufactures of wool and cotton, etc.—Continued. 


France, Bel- 
gium, and 
Austria. 


United | 


Period. Kingdom. Germany. 


$43, 501. 48 
471, 068.17 
648, 353. 61 
417,676.13 
368, 126.7 
260), O20. 5s 
2), 225. 8 
19%, O44. 4 
248, 089. 35 
226, 441 
230, 060. 8 
133, 220.7 


~ $l, 134. 47 

"429.79 
11, 639. 63 

RR rr ee ete oe ae 

September 

Octover ....-.--- 


November ....... 
December - 


Total 


17, 875. 21 
82, 560. 46 
14,424.33 


32, 552. 87 


8, 990, 817. 87 


January 


4 115, 385. 
PD .dtel Cieiks pabeaebéte 


158, 204, 92 

269, 451. 62 | 
909, OR4. 99 | 
665, 775. 27 


3, 343.40 | 

3, 369. 50 

57, 752. 97 | 
102, 302. 84 
133, 014. 88 


25,451. 92 


93, 915, 06 
74, 101.31 





Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I also havea table showing the value 
of woolen dress goods, women’s and children’s, imported into the 
United States for the three years 1895, 1896, and 1897, which is 


equally interesting with the other, and which I am sure Senators | onr woolen mills for the next twelve months. 


U nin, | and no fairness in allowing a compensation to woolen manu 
Without objection, the table re- | 


will find interest and profit in carefully examining. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

ferred to will be inserted in the Recorp, 
The table referred to is as follows: 


Imports of dress goods, women’s and children’s (wool),into the United States. 


Month. 5. | 


$2, 918, 48 
2,022, 933 
1, 851, 647 
1, 249, 350 | 

..| 788, 499 

1, 424, 055 

| 8,245,413 

2,814, 849 
1, 962, 862 
1, 248, 895 
1, 106, 804 | 

1,914, 630 


1897. 


1896. | 


January 

February 229 | 1,6097;535 

4.572 | 

57, 8M | 
7,453 |... 

702, 353 

ff ao 
983 |... 


1, 109,040 


September 
Outober 
November 
December 





I ice ccs papillae | 22,549,486 | 


13, 053, 447 [scoot 


' 


ar ‘Imports of raw wools, May, 1897. 
Class II 
Class Il 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the wrongs I have 


pointed out in this bill and in the system it proposes are not all that | 


are proposed, and while I am summing up some of the iniquities 
of this bill I will cull attention to some others. As a sample, I 
will read the first few lines of paragraph 365: 

365. On blankets, and plain flannels, composed wholly or in part of wool, 
valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be the 
same as the duty imposed by this act on 1} pounds of unwashed wool of the 
first class, etc. 

I desire to call especial attention to the fact that I have pointed 
out to the Senate already that whenever there is a pound of goods 


made in each process there shall be a tax of four or four and one- | 


half times the tax on the raw wool that enters into the goods, on 
the theory, of course, that it takes 44 pounds of raw wool to make a 
und of cloth. I have shown you Coe monstrous that was. I 
rave shown that 2 pounds of unwashed wool will make a pound 
of scoured wool, and that will go.through the balance of the op- 
erations of manufacture practically without loss, and that these 
rovisions for the imposition of three, and four, and four and one- 
alf times the tax on scoured wool as compensation for the manufac- 
tured product is an effort to compensate people for money they do 
not pay out, and it is not just or fair. 

But there is another thing you will notice. Go to the flax sched- 
ule, for instance, and you will find a provision levying a tax on 
articles composed wholly of jute or of flax, or of which these are 
or either of them is the component material of chief value, so that 
if jute or flax shall constitute less than one-half the value of the 
article, they shall pay the tax on the other article and not on the 
jute and flax. Our friends on the other side do not propose to levy 
the taxes in the woolen schedule in that way. They do not pro- 
pose to levy these compensatory duties in proportion to the amount 
of wool absolutely entering into the manufacture of cloth; but 
they provide: 

$65. On blankets, and plain flannels, composed wholly or in part of wool, 
valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be the 


same as the duty im by this act on 1) pounds of unwashed wool of the 
first class, and in addition thereto 30 per cent ad valorem. 
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1, 674. 44 | 
41,837.05 | 
17, 818, #2 | 


| ally in it, and not compensation for the pound of cotton that ; 


"(478,990.17 

*| | made some remarks on this subject, that here is a provi.i 
94. 947-44 | levy these taxes of two, three, four, and four and a half tim 
ot, 4a. i 


44, 306. 12 | 


| been used in the manufacture of it, 44 pounds of raw woo! 


—_——_| — | piled up in my warehouses; it has been eo for me to sell 
| $2,406,971 | $1, 452,946 | 

2,367 
| the passage of the bill. 


for them, but the conditions are exactly reversed. 
| supply of free wool on hand, which they have brought in without 





JUNE 22, 
These goods may be composed of nine-tenths cotton and . 
tenth wool, and yet the compensatory duty is three times ¢! 
on 1 pound of the wool that is used in the manufacture of t}, 
ric—not in proportion to the wool that is in the fabric, but : 


i 


| times its whole weight, whether it is flax or silk or cotton oy \ 


not, it makes no difference. When that paragraph is re: 
propose to offer-an amendment to provide that this wool co 


| sation shall be in proportion to the wool that enters into t)) 
| position of the fabric; that if it is one-half wool, the compens 


shall be made for the wool that is in it; if it is all wool, tha 
shall have twice as much compensation; but if it is one-foyr;) 
wool, they shall have compensation for the amount of wool a. 


put in each _— of wool, and then charge three tiine 

amount levied upon the wool as compensation for this tariif, 
In this connection, Mr. President, it may be well to call atte;: 

to another thing. I mentioned in the Senate some days ago. 


the 


rate on the raw wool to compensate the manufacturer. ‘j'}; 
upon the theory that the wool has paid the tariff; that, fo 
stance, on a suit of ready-made clothing, for each pound tha: 
i DAVe 
been used, and that the tax has been paid upon that 44 pound 
raw wool, 

I wish to call attention to the fact that there is undoubted! 
this time in this country, already imported, wool enough | 
There is no jus 


) 


turers for a tariff on wool which has come in without paying any 


| tariff at all. . 


In 1893, when we were undertaking to frame a tariff bill, t 


| woolen manufacturers came before the Committee on Ways and 


Means of the House of Representatives, and I distinctly re:mem- 
ber that one man stated: ‘‘I have $400,000 worth of woolen gov's 
it; | have paid the tariff required by the McKinley law on the 
wool that enters into this fabric, and I ought not to be compelled 


» ort’ gay | 10 Sell these goods in competition with goods woven wit! free 


wool,” 


It seemed right and fair that there should be an opportunity for 
men so situated to sell their goods before the provision of the !aw 
making wool free went into effect; and hence a provision went 
into the bill, by the consent of everybody, I think, that the woo!en 
schedule should take effect on the ist day of January following 
The wool came in free, and the tariff on 
the woolen goods went into effect at a subsequent time; so that 
the market was left to these people. 

Now, this same class of manufacturers, these same men, are here. 
They are wanting thistariff bill to be framed justly and equitably 
They have a 


paying tariff duties. Thereis no justice or sense in allowing them 
a compensatory duty of one, two, three, or four, or four and one- 
half times the amount of the duty upon wool upon which they have 
not paid a cent of tariff. There ought to be in this bill—ani | 
propose to move an amendment to that effect before we get through 
with it—a provision that the specific rates provided for in this !11l 
shall not go into effect until twelve months after the bill has passed. 
There has been a great deal said, Mr. President, about the rela- 
tive rates of taxation under the present law, under the pending 
bill, and under the McKinley law. The McKinley law propose: « 
tax of 11 cents a pound on wool of the first class. I have a state- 
ment from a London dealer giving the value of the average woo! 
from the provinces in the London market for a number of years 
past, and the price of a bale of 400 pounds of wool was given as 
£14 for the year 1890. This would give a price of 18 cents a poun: 
in the London market for the average provincial wools. In 1%!) 
the same authority gives the value of a bale of 400 pounds of ww! 
at £11, and in 1896 at £12. 
A tax of 11 cents a pound, as proposed by the Dingley bill. 
would be the same amount of money specific that 11 cents a poun| 
was in the McKinley law. But the 11-cent-a-pound tariff is 4 jro- 
tection against wool worth 13.4 cents, and would bea much higher 
rate of taxation than the 11-cent tax on wool worth 18 cents. The 
rate under the McKinley law was 61 per cent; the rate under the 
Dingley bill, assuming the value of wool to be 13.4, would be *! 
per cent, or nearly 50 per cent higher, although the apparent (\< 
is exactly the same; or if a tax of 8 per cent was levied on that a 
13.4 cents, it would make 59 per cent, almost the same ad valorem 
rate that was levied by the McKinley law. ; 
When Judge Lawrence was here before the committee as [11° 
special representative of these people, he insisted on a tax of °' 
cents on Australian wool, and stated that it was necessary ') 
have that protection. That tax, if he could have had it, would 
have amounted to 274 per cent. - 
Mr. President, I do not think I have seen the iniquities of t's 
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pill anywhere better stated than they are in this Bulletin of the 
Natio’ ; 
by competent men, by wool men whose word certainly the ma- 
jority of the Senate committee ought to accept as being authority. 
i read from the June number, page 122. They state: 

The wool duties of 1890 were, in a large degree, a departure from the prin- 
ciple laid down in 1867, and they were the subject of severe and proper public 
ceticism in co uence. They were fixed so high in relation to the then 

rices of wool that they necessitated duties on woolen goods equivalent to 
yout 98 per cent ad valorem on the actual importations. Thus the wooland 
woolen schedule of that tariff became the central point of attack, and was 
largely ble for the political revolution which resulted in the repeal 
of the ta of 1890 and the passage of a law placing wool on the free list. 

Mr. President, if this warning of the woolen manufacturers is 
true to-day; if their crfticisms of the McKinley Act and the rea- 
sons they give for its appeal are true, I ask in the name of com- 
mon sense how can the friends of this measure hope that it can 
remain on the statute books for any length of time, for the rate of 
woolen tax is not only as high as under the McKinley Act but 
higher. It is higher on the raw wool, higher on the manufactured 
wool, and higher clear through. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the date of the article from which the 
Senator has read? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. June, 1897. 

Mr. HOAR. Who is the author of it? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think the expert of the Finance 

ttee on the Republican side, Mr. North, is the editor. It 
is an editorial, and I ._presume he wrote it. It seems to be good 
authority, and I hope that Senators will heed it. If they do not, 
they hear from it later, Iam sure. 

t legislation has been followed by a decline in the prices of domestic 
wointea level with the world’s aaleee, a decline prachionity equivalent to 
the former duty, resulting in a slaughter of sheep and a loss to the wool- 

wers which the manufacturers deprecate and are anxious to see remedied. 

But if it was a political blunder for the Democratic party to transfer this 
industry suddenly from high protection to free wool, it would be an equal 
blunder, ,in an economic sense,a greater blunder, for the Republican 

y, with equal suddenness, to impose upon this necessary raw material 

uties much higher than have ever before been fixed, higher than are asked 

or expected upon any form of manufactured product, and avowedly intended 
to be prohibitory in their operation. 

Mr. WARREN. I suggest to the Senator, in justice to himself, 
that the observations which he is reading refer to a bill that is not 
before the Senate and one which was very much higher. The 
strictures he is reading are directed to a bill that has never been 
before the Senate or the House, but was one proposed by a society 
of woolgrowers. I say that in justice to the Senator. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My impression was that it was a 
criticism of the House bill. The Senator may beright. I am not 

tive about it. It seems to be a memorial addressed to the 
aysand MeansCommittee. But 1 willcontinue toread it. The 
observations are right striking, and this is about the McKinley 
Act and its effect and the rate of taxation, 100 per cent. It is cer- 
tainly applicable now, because the rate under the proposition, as 
you are going back to the House bill, will certainly be higher than 
under the McKinley Act: 

The @pactment of these rates of duty would exclude us from foreign wools 
of a character grown - to a limited and constantly diminishing extent in 
the United States, and a utely necessary at the present stage of manu- 


: ring development to enable us to tain competition with foreign 


They are asked in the expectation that in the course of time, by the proc- 
ess of exclusion, we shall come to grow all these varieties of wool in the 
United States. Weare justified by the world’s experience and by the uni- 
versal it of wool experts in saying that it is im ible that legisla- 
tion upon such expectation would be purely chimerical. In pursuit 
of ee ee are to shut out foreign wools at a time when our 
domestic wool clip supplies less than one-half our actual requirements in 
the way of clothing for our people. If more moderate duties on wool, such 
as will add, say, 50 per cent, to the present domestic price— 

Mr. Lawrence, who appeared before the committee here, gave 
8 cents as the price of American wool, and we have put on 10. 
That exceeds 50 per cent on the American price— 
will not encou efforts to make up this enormous deficiency, it is clear that 
from an coumomns. point of view the whole policy of taxing wool is a national 


That proposed i vhi 
wuntreunaMnlited tor Dudes Lawrenes iistore year comealetce, tar ieee 
mains to demonstrate this fact by a detailed analysis of them, in their appli- 
SemGEEE Mab uerees ponscically the whole tenes of velo of Tee mcd 

= peeve fe pres y o ng price: e 8 

Mr. MANTLE. Would it interrupt the Senator from Arkansas 
for me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Not at all. 

Mr.MANTLE. The writer talks about the present duty being 
prohibitory. I offer the suggestion that it is impossible to put a 
prohibitory duty upon wool, because we do not raise half as much 
a8 we consume. @ must import the wool at any event. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not agree with the Senator that 
it is ae to prohibit the importation of wool. 

Mr. TLE. We can not prohibit its importation by duties. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I believe the financial distress of the 

with even the extremely low prices on woolen goods, has 
it impossible for them to consume anything like the normal 
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quantities of woolen goods, and that when the duties are increased 


ilecreased, and the higher you increase 
the prices the more and more you decrease the consumption until 
you can absolutely make it impossible for the people to buy woolen 
gor ds. : 

Mr. GRAY. Then, if I understand the Senator from Montana, 
the suggestion is that the woolgrowers have the consumers of the 
country in a measure at their mercy. They can not take refuge 
in prohibition—that is, refraining from importing at all—but 
bound to stand the tax and pay the exaction that the wo 
choose to _ upon them. They are bound to do it or freeze. 

Mr. MANTLE. I do not look at it in that light at all. Weare 
discussing the proposition of a protective tariff. I think it may 
be fairly said that the country has passed upon that question and 
has decided that there shall bea protectivesystem. Of course the 
suggestion of the Senator from Delaware would go to everything 
else upon which we impose a duty with the ultimate purpo:e in 
view of producing the article at home. 

The same objection would lie. There is no industry in which 
all the people of this country are engaged. We must protect 
them and foster them, if we are going to do it at all, one ata 
time as we come to them, by sufficient rates of duty to do it. 

Of course the suggestion of the Senator from Delaware brings 
up the whole question of a protective tariff, or a tariff for revenue, 
or free trade, as the case may be. Whatever I may say I say 
from the standpoint of a protectionist. Looking at it purely 
from that point of view, I believe we can stimulate the produc- 
tion of wool in this country by proper protective rates of duty. 
Of course the other part of the argument, as to the wisdom and 
justice of a protective-tariff policy, has been gone over and over 
and over again. 

Mr. Piatt of Connecticut rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I simply wish to ask the Senator 
if he would not before he closes state in what respect the duties 
in the House bill and in the Senate bill are higher than those under 
the McKinley Act? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have just endeavored to state that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The rates per pound on wool are 
not higher on first and second class in the House bill and are lower 
in the Senate bill than they were in the McKinley Act. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. They are 1 cent lower, I believe, than 
the McKinley Act, but wool is decidedly cheaper now than it was 
then. 

Mr. WARREN. Under the Wilson Act. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The ad valorem tax equivalent to 11 
cents duty under the McKinley Act is less than the ad valorem tax 
equivalent to 10 cents under the pending bill. So the rate of tax- 
ation is higher in this bill than under the other. That a tax of 11 
cents levied on wool that is comparatively high is not a lower rate 
than one of 10 cents levied on lower priced wools can not be de- 
fended for a moment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then, if the effect of the proposed 
law should be to get rid of the lower prices which have prevailed 
under the Wilson Act and carry the price of wool back to its price 
under the McKinley law, the duty would not be higher. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This authority says that was not the 
effect of the McKinley law; that the effect of the McKinley law 
was that the price kept going down. That is the fact, as the Sen- 
ator knows. 

Mr. MANTLE. May I call the attention of the Senator from 
Arkansas to one fact? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 

Mr. MANTLE. It is in respect to the price of Port Phillip 
wool. I have learned from tables which I have just received 
from Mr. Justice that the price of Port Phillip wool—Australian 
wool—which is the character of wool most largely imported into 
this country under a protective tariff—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Or any other. 

Mr. MANTLE. A great deal more of other kinds of wool were 
imported under free wool. Ithas been South American wool, Cape 
wool, more of what we call the heavier shrinking wools than the 
light shrinking wools. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
Phillip wool is the largest. 

Mr. MANTLE. I agree with the Senator, but still much more 
of other kinds of wool came in. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is 
about it. 

Mr. MANTLE. The price of Port Phillip wool, according to 
that statement, in eleven years has not varied more than two- 
tenths of a cent. 


are 
olgrowers 


Certainly. 


A larger proportion, but the Port 


true. There is no doubt 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. Lawrence, before the Ways and 
Means Committee, gave the price of Australian wool at 9 cents a 


pound. 
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Mr. MANTLE. In Australia. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In Australia, 

Mr. MANTLE. At Melbourne. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The tax is levied on the value of the 
article in the principal market from which it comes. So the tax 
is levied on the Australian price of the wool. 

Mr.MANTLE. lam simplystating whatI find in Mr. Justice's 
table, received by me the other day, in which he states that the 
price of Australian (Port Phillip) wool has varied less than two- 
tenths of acent in the last eleven years. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is very remarkable that Port Phil- 
lip wool should have maintained its value all thistime. The gen- 
eral average of wool prices has not been maintained. Ifthepeculiar 
character of Port Philli wool is such as to have maintained its 

rice notwithstanding the general decline, I am not aware of the 
act. Mr. Justice, however, is doubtless an expert in this matter, 
and his statement may be true, but there is nothing in my hands 
that has led me to think so. 

Replying to the former position taken by the Senator when he 
and the Senator from Delaware had their colloquy, I should like 
to read some comments in the same article from which I was 
reading a few minutes ago. It says: 

The proposed duties, then, would double, or more than double, the average 
cost of our raw materials. In this way they would enormously restrict the 
consumption of all kinds of wool fabrics. 

Here, from this wool expert, is the consequence of the proposed 
high rate of taxation. He says: 

The poorer people of the United States will not wear woolen clothing if 
its cost is carried by such legislation so far beyond the cost of cotton clothing. 

It is apparently not understood by the woolgrowers to what an extent 
cotton fabrics have superseded woolens in men's wear, and correspondingly 
affected the prices of their product. There are certain goods—corduroys, 
Bedford cords, cottonades, Camelot jeans, and cotton cassimeres— which are 
used chiefly for these purposes, and which are remarkably good substitutes 
for woolens, being durable, warm, sightly, and hardly distinguishable from 
woolen when worked into garments. The striking advance in the manufac- 
ture of this class of cotton cloths has been somewhat checked during the 
past three years by the cheapness of woolens. But it is clear that you will 
give ita tremendous stimulus if you attach a duty of 15 cents a pound to 
wool at a time when cotton is selling for 7); cents, and thus make necessary a 
compensatory tax of 60 cents a pound upon woolen cloths, when these com- 
peting cotton cloths can be made and sold for 20 to 25 cents a pound. 

It will not materially affect the proposition to say that wool is 
worth 10 cents and not 15 cents, and that the compensatory duties 
are 40 cents instead of 60cents. Forty centsa pound would asmuch 
render impossible the use of these goods when you can buy the 
cotton substitutes for 20 and 25 cents a pound as would 60 cents. 

Mr. MANTLE. May I inquire what the Senator from Arkan- 
sas is reading from? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. From the same article in the Bulle- 
tin of the National Association of Wool Manufacturers of June, 
1897. 

Mr. MANTLE. If the Senator will ree me, I will say that 
it is pretty generally understood, I think, that the manufacturers 
are universally agreed that it is much better for them that they 
should have free wool; that it gives them a wider range to select 
from, and, of course, gives cheaper raw material. But it must be 
manifest that we can not have a protective system that does not 
protect all interests. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. All except the 70,000,000 consumers. 

Mr. MANTLE. They are part of the 70,000,000 consumers. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. They are the foraging ground for the 
favored few. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. One atatime. I would prefer that 
the Senator from Montana should get through, and then I will 
hear what the Senator from Massachusetts has to say. Tama 
slow man. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask only one question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I cannot keep up with two at a time. 

Mr. HOAR, I wish to ask oniy one question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Oh, go ahead. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. MANTLE. I always yield to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator where he finds in this 
country those 70,000,000 consumers who do not produce anything. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have not said there are 70,000,000 
people whodonot produceanything. On thecontrary, the70,000,000 
consumers have produced what by unjust and unfair legislation 
has been taken away from them and put into the hands of a 
favored few, who have grown to be bloated millionaires, men 
having millions which they never worked for; men who have 
es the gains of the laboring millions by and under the 

orms of law, not just; men who have pocketed what ought to 
belong to the masses of men, and it would make millions of homes 
now if the wealth of this country were distributed and put into 
the hands of the men who have made it. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator one more question? 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the Senator any particular reason for <a: 
or affirming that the class of men he describes are mannfac‘ 
to any extent? Is it not true that for the last ten or fifteen \., 
the average earnings of the manufacturers of this country. ;) 
protected industries, have been about 4} per cent? Zz 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no doubt that a great ; 
manufacturers who have not been especially provided for iy, | 
bills and who have had no special representatives looking 
their interests here whenever tariff bills were under consider. 
have had difficulty in getting along. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let me answer one question |)‘. 
the Senator asks another. They have had some difficulty i), 
ting along. I will admit all that. But the men who have },,,j 
special advantages under the legislation of the country }),\;, 
grown enormously rich, whether they are manufacturer. 
whether engaged in other business. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator in reference tv) +} 
particular matter he is talking about, to wit, the woolen inany- 
facturers of this country, whether it is not true that none of t)em 
are to be found among the list of persons who have become yi‘); 
in this way, and whether for the last fifteen years their earnines 
have averaged more than 44 per cent? Further—I will put al! .; 
the question in at once and let the Senator answer it—whethr i; 
is not true that the large majority of these bloated men of wealt}; 
are Democrats and free traders? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the woolen manufacturers are 
making 44} per cent now on their capital. when no other cliss of 
ae investments in this country is making anything like such a 
profit—— 

Mr. HOAR. I said for the last fifteen years. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Whyin the name of high Heaven do 
they come here and ask Congress to enable them to levy greater 
tolls on the people of this country to increase their fortunes’ 
They have enough already. 

Mr. HOAR. I said in the last fifteen years. Since the Demo- 
crats got into power they have not been making any money at «ill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If they are not making any money 
at all, they are in about the condition of the balance of the country. 

Mr. HOAR. Since the Democrats got into power, I suppose 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The men with whom I am familiar 
and whose condition I know are not only not making money, but 
they are not holding their own. The great agricultural masses of 
this country are losing money year by year. I know from personal 
observation. I wasraisedonafarm. I wasraised among farming 
neighbors. I knowthe men now with whom I grew up. | know 
the homes theylivein. I see themnowand go amongst them, and 
I state what I know to be the sober truth when I say their condi 
tion is harder than ever before in their lives, I refer to men who 
have been honest, sober, and industrious; men who are living on 
the farms which they inherited from th ir fathers; men who can 
not be blamed for not doing their duty as good citizens. 

They have mortgages on their homes, and they are suffering 
under incumbrances now as they never have before. Their con- 
dition is growing harder and harder all the time, and if the woolen 
people have not been making any money, I ask in the name of 
common sense if that is any reason why the policy of the Govern- 
ment should be reversed to enable them to compel the consumers 
of this country to pay higher prices for woolen goods and to cu- 
able the manufacturers to make money when sebody else is mak- 


ing ey? 

r. HOAR, It would seem to me, if the Senator will pardon 
me, that if what he says is true (and I dare say it is true ever 
since he got into power and tried his hand at making a tariff }ill), 
it is a very good reason why the policy of the Government shou! 
be reversed, in order that all the people may be relieved of thi 
difficulty. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The policy of this bill will result in 
taxing the great masses for benefits to a favored few and to no- 
body else. 

r. ALLEN. I should like to call the attention of the Senator 
from Arkansas to a matter which I think he has overlooked. ‘The 
Senator from Massachusetts seems to think he has made a point 
against the Senator from Arkansas upon the statement that the 
woolen manufacturers have earned only about 4} per cent upon 
their capitalization. The woolen manufacturers in this country 
have been constantly watering their capitalization for thirty 
years, until the investment of a few thousand dollars has gove 
up into hundreds of thousands and millions of dollars, and 1\t 's 
upon the latter capitalization that the Senator from Massacliu- 
setts bases his estimate. . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think the point made by the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska is a good one, and it is a proper answer to tlie 
su tion of the Senator from Massachusetts. : 

r. HOAR. I desire to put on record my absolute denial of 
the fact of any such thing. 








1897. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to call attention to the 
tar. GRAY. Before we leave the subject, I should like to under- 
stand the proposition made by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
If, according to his theory, there are a class of men, to wit, the 
woolen manufacturers, who for the last fifteen years—I think that 
was the period he assigned —have not been making over 4} oo cent, 
it is right and just and in accord with political ethics that they 
should recoup their losses or retrieve their depressed condition by 
levying upon the great mass of their fellow-citizens, and compel 
them by the exaction of a protective tariff to pay something more 
for the product which the producer has tosell. That is the propo- 
sition as I understand it, and that is a proposition upon which I 
am quite willing to go to the country or to submit to any tribunal 
whatever. 

Mr. HO 
manufacturers—— ; 

Mr. GRAY. I did not say that the Senator verbally made it; 
but it seemed to me that was the proposition when it was reduced 
to its last ysis. 

Mr. HOAR. It doesnot seem so to meatall. The woolen man- 
ufacturers, as can be shown by abundant statistics for the last 
fifteen years, down to the time of the passage of the Wilson Act, 
the fifteen years preceding that, did not make a profit averaging 
more than 44 per cent on their capital. Since that law went into 
effect, most of them have made substantially nothing. But during 
that time in which the independence of the woolen manufacture 
of this country was achieved largely, its independence in the mat- 
ter of manufacture and raising of wool, they were able to give 
support at good wages to thousands upon thousands of American 
citizens, who otherwise would have been compelled to remain idle 
or in squalid homes, and to purchase and use up the materials 
produced by thousands and thousands of American woolgrowers. 
And the policy which enabled them to do that was a policy which 
also was constantly lightening the burden of the price of their 
product to the American people. 

The Senator from Delaware has been repeating over and over 
and over again the old familiar fallacy which is involved in this 
statement. It has been argued before the American people. 
They have been led to try the experiment. It was found to be a 
bitter, costly, and reckless experience, and it is hardly worth 
while now to be constantly answering that old argument, when 
the American ple have answered it, after trying the experi- 
ment practically, after hearing it discussed theoretically in the 
campaign of 1896, and when the doctrine of a has got so 
far into his own party that there are hardly three original free 
traders left in it. 

Mr. GRAY. Inever claimed any patent for originality in the 
statement I just made, but such as it was, and imperfect as it was, 
it was only in answer to the argument which has been repeated 
over and over and over again by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
until we have heard it sooften repeated that we began to think 
there might be some merit in it. Therefore I produced, perhaps, 
the reply which has been repeated over and over again. That is 
all, The only a is that whatever that class may be—the wool 
manufacturers in this case—for whom the Senator is speaking, and 
the men they employ in their factories, they are infinitely small in 
comparison with the great body of the people upon whom they 
levy their exactions. 

r. CHILTON. Some allusion has been made to the effect of 
the much-abused Wilson Act on the manufacture of woolens in 
this country. Lam reminded of a statement made by Representa- 
tive CocHRAN of Missouri, which I noted among others, in which 
he said that one of the largest woolen factories in the United 
States, located in the city of St. Joseph, Mo., was at work during 
the entire year 1896 for the first time in eight years. So the Wil- 
son Act can hardly be claimed to have had a very destructive 
effect upon that industry. 

Mr. GALLINGER. the Senator from Texas will permit me, 
I will state that almost cco manufactory in the State of 
New Hampshire has been absolutely closed during the last two 
years. 

Mr. GRAY. The woolen manufacturers here have filed a pro- 
test with the Senate of the United States against the proposed 
duties that are said to be made in their favor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think not. 

_Mr. WARREN. The protest is not against the bill before the 
Senate or the bill as it came from the House, but a bogy man’s 
bill to which they refer as being one presented by an association. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not propose to engage in any 
general discussion of the matter, but I desire to call attention to 
what seems to be a singular construction of a enero’ which I 
believe has already been read. Iam notsureaboutit. Paragraph 
355 says: 

The dut 
and other 


AR. I have made no such proposition, The woolen 


upon wool of the sheep or hair of the camel, Angora goat, alpaca, 
animals, of class 1 and class 2, which shall be imported in any 


other than ordinary condition, or which has been sorted or increased in value 


by the rejection of any part of the original fleece, twice the duty 


to which it would be otherwise subject 

I read to the Senate a few moments ago the comment of the 
manufacturers about the slovenly method of American wool 
growers in putting up their fleeces. It seems that the policy of 
the pending bill is not only to prevent improvement, but to make 
it a crime to improve the condition. You propose to visit a pen- 
alty by doubling the tax upon anybody who undertakes to bring 
wool into this market in a little more decent shape than it w mula 
otherwise come. I will read it again: 

In this particular— 

Speaking of the dirty condition of American wools, the manu- 
facturers say— 
he has made no advance in thirty years. On the contrary, his wools. as 
marketed, grow heavier and dirtier. Fifteen years ago our fine washed 
wools lost in scouring 48 per cent, and sometimes less. The average present 
loss in Ohio and Michigan wools is nearer 55 per cent. They are so poorly 
washed that they shrink as much as Australian wools, unwashed and un 
skirted. 

And yet it would seem that the intention of the bill is to make 
the ee of the wool in a somewhat more merchantable 
condition a crime, and double the tax for bringing wools in in any 
other than the ordinary condition. 

Mr. President, there are a number of other provisions in the bill 
which are equally objectionable, but I shall not detain the Senate 
by discussing them at this time. I may have something more to 
say on the subject as we go further into the bill. 

Mr. WARREN obtained the floor. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Wyoming yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. WARREN. 


shall be 


Certainly. 
DRY DOCK AT NEW YORK NAVY-YARD. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate a joint 
resolution which was received from the House of Representatives. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 61) to provide for the immediate 
repair of Dry Dock No. 3, at the New York Navy-Yard, was read 
the first time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the sum of $100,000 be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro 
priated, and to be immediately available, teenable the Secretary of the Navy 
to execute pressingly needed repairs upon Dry Dock No. 3, at the New York 
Navy- Yard, asfollows: For constructing and removing cofferdam, $48,000; for 
repairs to dock as recommended by board of survey, $3),000; for contingencies, 
$22,000; and the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to expend said 
sums or so much thereof as may be needed for the purposes indicated in this 
resolution. 


Mr. HALE. 
lution. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
TRANSMISSISSIPPI AND INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION, 

Mr. ALLEN. [ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the joint 
resolution which has been returned from the House with amend- 
ments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 50) 
authorizing foreign exhibitors at the Transmississippi and Inter- 
national Exposition, to be held in the city of Omaha, in the State 
of Nebraska, during the year 1898, to bring to the United States 
foreign laborers from their countries, respectively, for the pur- 
pose of preparing for and making exhibits. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were: 

On page 2, line 12, strike out ‘‘as may be or may be deemed” 
and insert ‘‘ as the Secretary of the Treasury may deem.” 

On page 3, line 25, strike out ‘‘or proper” and insert ‘‘ by the 
Secretary of the Treasury.” 

On page 3, lines 35 and 36, strike out ‘‘one year” and insert 
‘**three months.” 

Mr. ALLEN. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not think I shall oppose the motion, 
but I should like to have the joint resolution read in full as it will 
read if amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
will read as requested. 

TheSecretary read the joint resolution as proposed to be amended 
by the House of Representatives, as follows: 

Whereas the Transmississippi and International Exposition Company, of 
Omaha, Nebr., has extended invitations to various foreign nations to make 
exhibits at the Transmississippi and In®rnational Exposition to be held at 
said city A. D. 1898, which invitations have been accepted and space for in 
stalling foreign exhibits has been applied for and duly awarded, and con- 
cessions and privileges have been granted by the exposition management to 
the citizens and subjects of foreign nations; and 


ereas for the purpose of securing the production on the exposition 
grounds of scenes illustrative of the architecture, dress, habits, and modes of 


I ask for the present consideration of the joint reso- 


If there be no objection, the Secretary 
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life, occupation, industries, means of locomotion and transportation, amuse- | to take up a few of the most glarin issts : 
ments, entertainments, and the like, of the peoples of foreign countries, it has iy 8 g misstatements, cons 


; , . ; n- 
become necessary for the Transmississippi and International Exposition tiously made, mo doubt, by the Senator from Arkansas {Mr. J 3] 
Company to grant concessions and_ privileges to certain firms and corpora- who has just closed his remarks. 
tions of the right to make euch prodections: Therefore, Gis Cameaiid It is said, and I think truthfully, that a chain is only as 

Be it resolved by the Sexute and House of Representatives of the United States ; ; : i 
of America in Congress assembled, That the act of Congressapproved February as its weakest : nk, and I conclude that an argument Js Only s 
26, A. D. 1885, prohibiting the importation into the United States of foreigners | 88 it is truthful; that an argument based upon statistics 4), | ; 
under contract to perform labor and the various acts of Congress prohibiting | wres misquoted is wrong in just the percentage that the { 
the coming or bringing of Chinese persons into the United States, and all acts are wrong If the figures are not correct, it is fair t a 
of Congress amendatory of said act or acts,shall not be construed to prohibit hat th Ta lao i ’ rto pre 
the bringing into the United States, under contract to labor, such mechanics, | that t © Opinions expressed are also incorrect. 
artisans, agents, or other employees or persons, natives of their respective The Senator from Arkansas has stated, and I think the R 


foreign countries, as the Secretary of the Treasury may deem necessary for | wil] show that he repeated it, that the proposed duty on ¢., ™ 
f { ° . 2 I 
the purpose of making oa for installing or conducting foreign ex wools is 100 per cent or more. I have h fi ; 
hibits, or preparing for installing or conducting any business authorized or 8 ay : . © here, first, a witness fr 
permitted by virtue of any concession or privilege which may have been or | the Finance Committee on the Democratic side. I have in tho 
may hereafter = aay ) ae ae em gran =apee. CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of May 26 a statement introduced }) the 
tion Company of Omaha, Nebr., in connection with such exy ion. orig , ‘oli : Bela, yw 
shall any such act or acts of Compress operate to prevent, hinder, or in any Senator from California {Mr. HITE] - He states: 
manner restrict any foreign exhibitor, representative, or citizen of a forei At this point I desire to insert in the Reconrp certain tables regardin« +) 
nation, or holder of a concession or privilege from the Transmississippiand In- | pending bill which have been prepared under the direction of the minority 
ternational a .Compane., rom a oe the — ee under | of the committee. see 
contract any such mecnanic, @ isan, agent, or other employee deemed neces- . 
sary by the Secretary of the Treasury tor the purpose of making preparations | . Composed, I assume, of the Senator from Arkansas as one of 
for nstalling wor conducting Swweign cxhittes, 7 paring for installing orcon- | its members. He says: 
acting any business author or permi under, or by virtue of, or per- ‘ view informati hich — 
sening = . —— - a : — ae pare — ee be oraenes Sa ae of Gs ea ane they contain, it would be well to 
y the said Transmississippi and International Exposition Com n con- . : : 
nection with such exposition: Provided, however, That no alien chal, by vir- Passing along through the table submitted, we find that certain 
= of this seereee. be ane mae a the ae ae = ee articles are quoted as those upon which the proposed duty is from 
ow therein, except by express permis aming such alien, and then no ~ . r ~ gee 
for a longer time than three months after the close of the Transmississippi a0 to is = cent; we find those — «5 to 100 per cent, those 
and International Exposition; and thereafter such person shall be subject to Kis more than 100 per cent, an those that are higher than the 
all the processes and penalties a cable to aliens coming into the United cKinley Act. There certainly was room enough under those 
States in violation of any act of Congress prohibiting alien contract labor various tables submitted by the minority of the Finance Co: , 
from being brought or coming into the United States. toh imtrod lin all it eaters EER CSCO 
Src. 2. That all articles and property of any kind that may be brought to | 10 Have im uced wool in s phases an ive stated whether 
the United Btates from an foreign, ares. be placed oa exhibition “t higher or lower. Wool of the first class is not introduced in this 
such Transmississippi and Internation x on, a8 well as tools an ; ; renti prov: t. 3 "mee 
implements necessary or pooper te be used — poepesing for an exhibition and ae - oe =— 1 as 50 es that it a less than the 
the equipmentens paraphernalia of the exhibitors, artisans, laborers, and the chimley Act, an iSO 1685 0 per cent ad valorem, the 
ibe, « 2 be wgenitted = the ports oe the Guinea | Sates free of duty, under minimum which the Senator establishes in his table. Turning, 
such rules and regulations as may prescri the Secretary of the 7 and third class a e fol. 
Treasury: Provided, however, That said articles shall be removed from the — i to wools of the second » we read the fol 
United States within six months after the close of said exposition. If not so wing: 
removed, and the same shall be sold or disposed of in the United States, they 
Ghai Peleg Soars arlene a aac Wnts oeh | BR. Cae, amel ae 
creta: ury is hereby autho: an rec to make suc » C1ASS < 
rules and regulations as may be necessary, in his judgment, to carry into | 8. Hair of the goat, alpaca, ete 
execution the provisions hereof and to prohibit the infraction of existing | So it seems that the minority of the Finance Committee, of 
ee the same may be temporarily modified and changed by | which the Senator from Arkansas is one, only claimed that third- 


: : : class wool was taxed a trifle over 50 per cent ad valorem. while 
oh oiled oa it ame a eee upon the floor to-day it is stated that it is taxed more than 1\\) per 


m 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the cont. 


Representativ I have here the Commercial Bulletin, of Boston, dated Saturday, 
— rem we = ee — - June 19, in which are given the market values of wools. [| think 
RELIET SUPPLIES ron oneta. the Senators upon both sides of the Chamber will admit that the 


: » 2 lletin, <a liable sheet, « has the 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- | most reliable quotations of wool that are obtainable. I send to 
tion from the Acting Secretary of the Navy; which was read, | ¢he desk and to have read the current prices upon woo's 


: e . 
ee ee printed, and referred to the Committee on Naval! ‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as reuested, 
’ ’ : 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 21, 1897. - The Secretary read as ete an © 1997 
S1r: Referring to public resolution No. 8, “Authorizing the Secretary of (From the Commercial Bulletin, Boston, Saturday, June 19, 1%.) 
the Navy to transport contributions for the relief of the suffering r in MARKET QUOTATIONS. 
India,” approved April 7, 1897, and to public resolution No. 12, amending the DOMESTIC WOOLS. 
— eres on the Ist instant, I have the honor to submit the following Cents. Cents 
statement: * ic ” 
Immediately upon the of the amendment above referred to, this Citewns Pennsylvania: cc kage basis)- 
Department entered into n ons for the charter of two steamers for the eee ee Fall » 
transportation of supplies from New York to India. On the 4th instant, how- aueve m 7 ‘ 
ever, a tel m was received from Mr. Louis Slapech, proprietor of the Pree ..-.....-.-------- » 
Christian Herald, New York City, who was one of the parties most instru- 7 2 wedi basis): 
mental in collecting contribations of grain from various parts of the country, “a é a pve 
in which he stated that information had been received from three authorita- = 
tive sources in India, dec that it was now too late to send grain without 
at risk, and advising that t ooneee be sold and money contributed instead. 
n view of this information, Mr. Klopsch asked that no further action be 
taken in the matter of chartering vessels. ° 
On the 5th instant the Department addressed a communication to the No. 
collector of customs at the port of New York, who was, under the terms of Fin hed 
— resolution No. 8, char; with certain duty in connection with the U ante eee 
ransporting of supplies, an asked for his views regarding the matters Michiea ‘lel eaten 
mentioned in the telegram of Mr. Klopsch, A letter has been received from | 4 a ke indi: ame 
the special deputy collector at New York, in which. acting for the collector, — y> Jana, Medium 
e concurs in the wisdom of sending money to In tead of charteri ; woes co ~~ 
vessels for the transporting of grain. : eo Cngee- ths blood — ef Semmnary (scoured 
ldeem it proper to inform the Senate that, in view of the foregoing, this o ote ‘aa ): a7 
Departinent has abandoned its efforts tocharter a vessel or vessels under a 
the authority conferred by the resolution and amendment hereinbefore hin 
Sarees 8 Three-eightns blood 
em ©: Oa One-fourth blood...-- 18 @18i| Improved 
: INTE P Soarse Coarse and carp 
The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE. Texas (scoured basis): Georgia and Southern 


THE TARIFF BILL. Spring Pulled wools (scoured 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- ; 
eration of the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- Medicw a os ee 


ico: 
Saeeoe SD 
> 


ment and to encourage the industries of the United States, the mel Ato tuaatin. 33 
pending question being on the amendmen tof Mr. ALLIson, to add 9 Domes car svmee sone 
to paragraph 353: ee wae: 

The duty on wools of the third class, if sacred in condition for use in Northern, free, 8 and 
carding or spinning into yarns, or which shall not contain more than 8 12 months...... ...... 37 
cent of dirt or other foreign substance, shall be three times the duty to which Northern, free, 6 to 8 
they would otherwise be subjected. months BS @% 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I do not intend to consume 12 months 5 
the time of the Senate with any extended speech. I intend only 6 to 8 months .......... 33 











MARKET QvorTATiIons—Continued. 


FOREIGN WOOLS. 
Clothing and combing. 
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general pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [{ Mr. 
BUTLER], and therefore withhold my vote. 
The roll call was concluded. 


Cents. Cents. aoe PLATT of New York. Iam paired with my colleague | Mr. 
tralian: I assistant 16 @Mt URPHY], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Avport Philipcombing....... 2 @zi | Canadian combing -......-... 24 @2 Mr BURROWS I am paired with the senior Senator fro 
Port Philip clothing ---.... - 20 @24 | Enghsh and Irish: ae S ia pe rit e senior Senator from 
‘Adelaide combing......--- 20 @21 Trish hogs................. 23 @23} Louisiana Mr. CaFFERY]. «1 transfer my pair to the Senator from 
New clothing Laces 2» @A Irish wethers-....... 2 @225 | Nevada {3 r. JONES], and vote ‘* yea.” 

Fine a weseeneeeees = oS a = ~ea2e2---- = ot Mr. PENROSE. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Del- 
Capeonmbing -oncs-------- 16 @18 | Bumsex tege.--...------.. 35 @26 | aware [Mr. Kuxxey] to the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Mont. Primera ......-.-.------ 17 @174) Mason], and vote “* yea. 
Mr. PASCO. I wish to announce that the Senator from Tennes- 
Gurpet ss. see [Mr. BATE] is necessarily absent from the city, and that he 
Aleppo...-----+-++- eres neeeeee= » en Gon: set stands paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw Ley}. 
Ss eee er reerecrerrnen~ ae Sree The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 26; as follows: 
Black i  ntaeghooewe 16 @I17 i 10 «ll YEAS—29 
DE ccbttipkstanrcerce cece 17 @18 | Kandahar................... . 19 @w Allison Fai a 
4 : son, irbanks, McBride, Shoup, 
ahem” ———a =o ——. 1y tet ea ee 16 | Burrows, ae, ee Spooner, 
eee 2 Ordinary ___.. lta m5 Carter, ‘rye, -enrose, Warren, 
Colers...-----~-~ s eri i ey oy “@ - Chandler, Gallinger, Perkins, Wetmore, 
, a 13:@14 | Joria and Vicaneer........._. 2 
Camel's hair, Russian.......... 10;@11 | Khorassan: a Goer, ene Conn. Wilson. 
. o ‘ Cullom ale, *ritchard 
China: 0 Se 2 @13 oem, a ’ 
Ordinary .....---.--..----- 9 @10 ER cid cab ed anid 17 @is | Davis, Hoar, Quay, 
SI Es dies ches ecere 10 + Mohair, Turkish.............. ® 35 Elkins, Lodge, Sewell, 

Cordova ....------------------- 1144¢@22 | Mossi tl: ‘ NAYS—26. 
ee ee ME. - — eae Harris, Kans. © Morgan, Teller, 

Jomb 18 @20 | Oporto i9 | Berry. Jones, Ark, Pasco, rurpie, 
COMRERG.------0---------~- 4 @15 | Sitomten ope 12 @i3 | Chilton, McLaurin, Pettigrew, Vest, 
oe ee ennennere~cowe 13 @i4 eS eee arene 12\@ 13 Clay. _ Mantio, Pettus, Walthall, 
Lambs ....... —-. etna i eae corer - 7 Cockrell, artin, toach, White. 

East India filling 12 @13 Valparaiso..----..--.---.--+-- 0 @ll Gorman, Mills, Smith, , 

ea 0 @l2 Gray, Mitchell, Stewart, 
eal : : NOT VOTING—S. 
Mr. MILLS. I notice by the statement of imports here that | 4 j4,i-n F vy bias 
> ‘ a } . aulkner, Kyle, Proctor, 
96,661,663 pounds were imported into the United States last year, | Allen, George, Lindsay, Rawlins, 
worth 9.6 cents a pound. Baker, Hanna, McEnery, Thurston, 
Mr. WARREN. That was last year. We are legislating and | 0 ae Clue Titian, 
: : Batler, Harris, Tenn. Mallory, lurner 
debating to-day upon the market prices of to-day. Iam intro- | Caffery, Hawley, Mason, Wellington, 
ducing the market prices of the 19th of June. Cannon, Heitfeld, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Mr. MILLS. This is the market price on imported wool, which | paaeel. a ae SeeTPg. 


we have in our tables here, and which is taken as the basis of the 
action of the majority in framing the bill. 


Mr. WARREN. If [I have computed correctly the percentage | 


Pa by the Senate committee's bill upon carpet wools, accord- 
Bulletin table just submitted, it does not exceed ina single 


particular on a single wool in any grade of the carpet-wool class 
44.4 per cent ad valorem, while, on the other hand, it goes as low 
as 20 percent advalorem. So, when the Senator from Arkansas 
makes the statement that therate proposed on carpet wools is 100 

x cent or more ad valorem, he states a proposition or figure five 
times as high asthe truth upon some classes of wool, as the market 
of to-day shows, and nearly two and one-half times upon other 
classes. 

Mr. President, the American people are not at this time accept- 
ing vehemence, emphasis, and assertion. They accepted that in 
1804, the statement that free wool would raise the 
value of wools to the woolgrower and reduce the cost of the fin- 
— product to the wearer. But the people to-day are looking 

or facts. 

As I said in opening, I do not propose to consume the time of 
the Senate to comment upon any of the argument that is based 
upon figures so distorted as those that have been introduced. I 
s.iaply submit the figures and let them go in the Recorp, and 
the American people of to-day will take the figures and facts rather 
than assertions. 

Mr. CHILTON. I offer an amendment to the pending bill, 
which will be presented at the proper time. 

The VICE-P IDENT. The amendment will be printed. The 

ding question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator 
lowa [Mr. ALLIson]. The amendment will be read. 
aie SecrETaRY. Insert at the end of paragraph 353 the fol- 


The duty on wools of the third class, if imported in condition for use in 

or spinning into yarns, or which shall not contain more than & per 

cent of dirt or other foreign substance, shall be three times the duty to which 
they would otherwise be subjected. 


Mr. MANTLE. Iask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and theSecretary proceeded to 
call the roll. fe 





| 
| 


So Mr. ALLISON’s amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANTLE. I desire to submit a substitute for paragraph 
353, with some little changes in my amendment as heretofore 
stated. I ask that it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Montana will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 353, and 
in lieu thereof to insert: 

The duty on wools of the first and second class which shall be imported 


washed shall be twice the amount of the duty to which they would be sab- 
jected if imported unwashed: and the duty on wools of the first, second, and 
third classes which shall be imported scoured shall be three times the duty 


to which they would be subjected if imported unwashed 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, the amendment which I have 
just submitted proposes to double the duties upon washed wools 
of the second class as well as upon those of the first class, and to 
treble the duties upon all classes of wools. 

I regret that the friends of the woolgrowers here should have 
accepted the amendment which has just been adopted. In my 
judgment, it will do absolutely no good whatever, so far as the 
exclusion of third-class scoured wools is concerned, for I believe 
there will be none, or scarcely any, scoured wools of the third 
class coming into this country which will not contain more than 
8 per cent of impurities. So the amendment heretofore adopted, 
if I am correct, simply amounts to nothing. The scoured wools 
will come in without the payment of additional duty. 

So far as second-class wools are concerned, there was a reason 
when the law of 1867 was passed for the admission of those wools 
without the imposition of an additional duty. Those reasons are 
stated in the woolgrowers’ memorial briefly, as follows: 

The acts of 1867 and 1883 imposed less duties on combing wools— 

That is, wools of the second class— 
than on clothing wools, especially less in view of the li 
scouring of the former than of the latter. 
time the act of 1867 was passed: 

(1) The world’s production of the long wools of the mutton breeds of 
sheep—the combing wools—was relatively small, so small in this country 
oa mag are not found in the price quotations until 1869. (Tariff Hearings, 

(2) The worsted manufacturing industry, then in its infancy in this coun- 


ghter shrinkage in 
There were reasons for this at the 


5 try and requiring these wools—unable then to use merino wools needed 
Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). I am paired with | encouragement. ee a , 
the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY]. If he were (3) The demand for large protection came chiefly from those engaged in 
present, I should vote “ 9 the production of merino 
aa PROCTOR (when his name was called). I am paired with euiiataoenee Ln ee o 
. : » . Foo. i 
oe Senator from Florida (Mr. MALLory}. . P (4) Hencethe relatively low duties on the long wools were adopted. But all 
- RAWLINS (when his name was called). I am paired with | these reasons and conditions have ceased to exist. All these wouls are now 
ag from O [ Mr. Hanna]. clothin can be carded, all om be combed. 
: . : 1) © wors manufacturing industry now can and does use the im 
. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with | .../od prados of morino wool causally with the lowe mools ot ahem 
the Senator from Nebraska (Mr. Tuurston|. In his absence I | freeds: gs genta mi alata 
withhold (2) This branch of manufacturing is as firmly established as any other. 


vote. 
Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called), I have a 


XXX——121 


This is shown by statistics which I shall not stop to quote, 
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There is absolutely no reason which can be advanced here in 
support of the proposition for permitting second-class washed 
wools to come in without the payment of additional duty, just as 
in the case of wools of the first class. 

In the first place, in their unwashed condition they shrink much 
less than wools of the first class, which gives them a decided ad- 
vantage to begin with; that is to say, they produce so much more 
clean wool to the pound of unwashed wool that it makes the duty 
relatively small in their unwashed condition as compared with 
the duty on the first-class wool. As they now come in, they 
shrink from 15 to 25 per cent, as compared with domestic wool of 
the same character, which shrinks from 50 to 55 per cent. So 
in this way it will be readily seen that the growers of the second- 
class or combing wools in this country have their protection 
practically cut in two by the admission of those wools in their 
unwashed condition without the payment of additional duty. 

It was well enough, it was wise enough, when this law was 
originally framed m:king these classifications, that this discrimi- 
nation was made in favor of the combing wools; but, as is well 
stated in this memorial, the necessity for that discrimination no 
longer exists. All wools can now be combed, no matter how short 
the staple may be. The improvement in machinery is of such a 
character that the necessity for these distinctions no longer exists, 
and I have yet to hear a single good reason offered for permitting 
this part of. the law to remain in this condition. The duty on 
second-class washed wools ought to be doubled just as it is upon 
wools of the first class. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, when the Senator 
from Montana . MANTLE] was speaking before the last vote 
was taken, he alluded to the fact that in the act of 1883 scoured 
wools of the third class were included, as if that were a reason 
why they should be included in this bill at triple duties. That, 
as stated, was true, but it is not an argument why they should go 
into this bill, for the reason that then there was no such definition 
in the act of 1883 of scoured wools as is contained in the McKinley 
law and in this bill. Scoured wools had no definition in the act 
of 1883, and Famed troubles arose in administering the law as to 
what scoured wools were, and then in 1890, for the first time, 
scoured wools received a definition. 

Wool washed in any other manner than on the sheep's back shall be con- 
sidered as scoured wool. 

And that has been carried into the pending bill, so that the wool 
that is washed at all in any way, except on the sheep’s back, is 
now considered as scoured wool in the pending bill and under the 
McKinley law. That was not so in 1883. Therefore the fact that 
scoured wools of the third class—indeed, of all classes in the act 
of 1883—were subject to a triple duty is no reason why, with this 
new definition which has been introduced, the scoured wools of 
the third class should pay the triple duty. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, the necessity for that change in 
the law undoubtedly grew out of the fact that washed wools and 
scoured wools under the old definition were being brought into 
this country in practically a scoured condition, because no limita- 
tion was placed upon them. You can scour wool upon a sheep's 
back almost as well as after the wool is taken off. So it became 
necessary to put some definition, some limitation, to the point at 
which washed wool should be admitted—that is, as to what shall 
constitute washed wool. As Isay, wool can be sufficiently scoured 
upon a sheep's back, and without this limitation, without this 
definition, the scoured wool would have come in under the washed- 
wool clause. But it seems to me that the rate proposed in the 
bill is low enough, so far as third-class wool is concerned, without 
making this additional concession. 

As I have before stated, 98 per cent of all the carded wools which 
came in under the operation of the McKinley law came in at the 
valuation of 8} cents per pound, notwithstanding the much higher 

rices which we have heard read-and which the Senate has placed 

n the Recorp, from the Boston opr pee Advertiser, 1 believe 
itis. That is the dividing line, and the great bulk of those third- 
class wools will come in at the valuation of 10 cents or less. That 
has been the operation of that law heretofore, and unquestionably 
the same practice will be indulged in in the future. So the impo- 
sition of a triple duty upon scoured wools of the third class is 
absolutely necessary, if there is to be any further protection at all 
in respect to this class of wools. 

Mr. CARTER. Let the amendment be again stated, Mr. Presi- 


dent. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
The Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. MANTLE as 


a substitute for yoreeneee 353. 

Mr. CARTER. My colleague [Mr. MantTLz] will observe that 
the latter part of the amendment has been disposed of practically 
by the amendment previously adopted, that amendment being the 
sense of the Senate relative to third-class wools in an improved 
condition. I therefore suggest the propriety of a subdivision of 
the amendment, to the end that the Senate may vote directly on 
the question as to the insertion of the words “and second class,” 


JUNE 22. 


in line 18, after the word “first.” If this separation can be), 
I shall then ask the committee to accept the amendment. 

Mr. MANTLE. In deference to the wishes of my collea, 
am willing to divide the proposition and take a vote upon . 
question, upon imposing a double duty upon washed woo! 
second class, and next on, including all the classes in the : 
duty on scoured wool. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the proposition of tl 
tor from Montana? 

Mr. CARTER. My proposition is that the amendmen 
posed be divided, to the end that we may vote separate|, 
the proposition to add ‘‘and second class” after the word “ {)).; 
in line 18, page 115, and subsequently vote upon the question a. ;, 
the triple duty on the third class of wool. 

With reference to this treble duty, it is alleged as a fact ; 
the imposition of three times the duty would absolutely a; 
hilate the carpet industry of the country. Iam sure it is not ¢}, 
disposition of anyone to involve this bill in any such ine); 
tency as that, nor am I prepared at this moment to say that 
an unfortunate result would not be the necessary consequen: 
trebling the duty. It is admitted that these third-class woo}, 
shrink much less than the first and second class wools, and it js 
doubtless true that the amount of duty to be imposed uy, 
scoured wools of the third class should be less proportionat:|y 
than the amount of duty imposed upon first and second class 
scoured wools. 

In reference, however, to the proposition that the duty should 
be doubled on second-class wools when washed, as well as upon 
first-class, it seems to me there can be little or no debate. Inv ew 
of the separation of the amendment, I ask the committee to accept 
the amendment proposed, to wit, that the words ‘‘and second” 
be added after the word *‘ first,” in line 18, paragraph 353, page | 15, 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I appreciate the suggestion 
made by the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carter]. My unier- 
standing is, as to wools of the second class, that they are gencrally 
washed on the sheep's back. There has been a very small imjpor- 
tation of those wools from year to ppd even under the free-wool 

rovision. There were only 9,000,000 pounds imported last year. 
Jnder the law of 1890 there were only impor about 5,000,000 
unds of those wools. For the pu of further examination, 
am willing myself—and so far as I have been able to consult tlie 
members of the committee, they are willing—to insert tentativ.'y 
the amendment suggested by the Senator from Montana who has 
just taken his seat, but I want to be more sure of the ground uyon 
which we stand later on in the consideration of the bill. | am 
willing to accept it for the present in order that we may iike 
progress with the bill. 

r. QUAY. It seems to me there are differences of opinion in 
regard to paragraphs 353, 857, and 358 which, upon a little ex- 
amination and consultation, may probably be adjusted. [ think 
those peerage had better go over until to-morrow morning. 

“Mr. ALLISON. I will suggest to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania that so far as those paragraphs are concerned there is no 
difference, as I understand, respecting them. 

Mr. QUAY. I understand there exists quite a difference of 
opinion between the two Senators. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. How would the paragraph rea‘ if 
agreed to as proposed to be amended by the Senator from Mon- 
tana, whose amendment, as I understand, has been accepie! by 
the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. CARTER. It would read as follows: 

The duty on wools of the first and second class which shall be imported 


washed shall be twice the amount of the duty to which they would be sub- 
jected if imported unwashed. 


Otherwise the a would remain unchanged. 
‘‘and second” are the only addition. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ee there was some proposi- 
tion to change the remaining words in the h 

Mr. CARTER. 
treble the duties. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 1 should like to have the paragraph 
read as it will stand if the amendment proposed by the Senat.r 
from Montana and een ae Senator from Iowa be adopt«'. 

Mr. ALLISON, I it as it is proposed: 

The duty on wools of the first and class which shall be imported 


second 
washed shall be twice the amount of the duty to which they would be »\\!- 
jected if imported unwashed. 


Then the remainder of the paragraph would stand as it is in the 
text, except the addition w has already been imported int. it 
by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, It would read: 

And the duty on wools of the first and second class which shall be imported 
scoured shall be three times the duty to which they would be subject if 
imported unwashed. 


Is ar that a repetition of what,is in the first part of the para- 
gra 


The words 


My colleague has an amendment pending to 








1897. 


eae 


Mr. CARTER. One part relates to washed and the other to 
scoured wools. Aa 

Mr. ALLISON, Iam willing that the words suggested by the 
Senator from Montana may be inserted for the purposes of more 
careful examination, and if it is found that lam mistakenin what 
I believe, which is that these wools are all now imported in a 
washed condition, we can recur to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana [ Mr. 
MANTLE] accept the suggestion of his colleague (Mr. CARTER] as 
to the modification of his amendment? 

Mr. MANTLE. lam perfectly willing to withdraw the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the Senator from Montana far- 
thest from me [Mr. ManTLe] withdraws his amendment. 

Mr. CARTER. He accepts the amendment made with refer- 
ence to second-class wools, and leaves the remainder of the amend- 
ment pending. 

Mn JONES of Arkansas. Let the paragraph be read as it will 
stand if this amendment is agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator desire to have read 
the clause as it will stand as modified by the Senator from Mon- 
tana, who moves to strike out and insert a new paragraph? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No, sir. I meant the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Montana. If that amendment be 
accepted by the Senator from Iowa, then how will the entire par- 

aph ts ; 
“eThe VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

953. The duty on wools of the first and second class which shall be imported 
washed shall be twice the amount of the duty to which they would be sub- 
jected if imported unwashed; and the duty on wools of the first and second 
classes which shall be imported scoured shall be three times the duty to 
which they would be subjected if imported unwashed; and the duty on wools 
of the third class, if imported in condition for use in carding or spinning into 
yarns, or which shall not contain more than & per cent of dirt or other for 


eign su , Shall be three times the duty to which they would otherwise 
be subjected. 


Mr. CARTER. I suggest that the word ‘‘class” should be 
made plural in line 18. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Montana, inserting the words ‘and 
second” after the word “first,” in paragraph 353, line 18, and to 
strike out the word “ class” and insert ‘‘classes.” Is there objec- 
tion? There being no objection, thc amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I propose on page 116, line 3, to make 
the text correspond with the amendment voted in some time ago. 
In line 3, after the word “ wool,” I move to add an ‘‘s,” so as to 
read ‘ wools,” and then to insert ‘‘ of the first and second classes;” 
so that it will read: 


Wools of the first and second classes washed in any other manner than on 
the sheep's back or on the skin shall be considered as scoured wool. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANTLE. I wish to offer an amendment to paragraph 
855. 1 move to strike out the words ‘‘Angora goat,” in line 7, and 
insert after the word “‘ animals,” in the same line, the words: 


And goats of all varieties and their crosses, other than the common goat. 


Mr. ALLISON. I will ask the Senator from Montana if it 
would not suit his convenience to offer the amendment to the sub- 
stitutefortheentire paragraph? These are the amendments which 
are involved in the substitute which is already pending. 

r. LE. The substitute I offered this morning was, as 
I stated, ed by the Wool Growers’ Association. It covers 
everything and is a complete change. It covers all the clauses 
relating to wool. The amendment which I now propose is a 
slight amendment to the paragraph. 
r. ALLISON. Let it be stated. 
The SECRETARY. are to strike out the words ‘“‘Angora 
t,” in line 7, paragraph 355, page 116; and after the word ‘‘an- 
la,” in same line, to insert the words ‘and goats of all 
— and their crosses other than the common goat;” so as to 
read: 
The 


duty upon wool of the sheep or hair of the camel, alpaca, and other 
and goats of all varieties and their crosses other than the com- 

goat, of class 1 and class 2, which shall be imported in any other than 
condition, or which has been sorted or increased in value by the 
rejection Sane =~ original fleece, shall be twice the duty to which 


it would be subject. 

Mr. MANTLE. I desire to say briefly in support of the amend- 
ment that I learn from — well informed upon this matter 
that there are a number of other classes of goats which are grown 
in the same locality as is the Angora goat. 
goats, but are crosses of that goat. 

in the peragraph, 
the Angora goat 
in the same 
in the 


Et 


They are not exactly 
As the language now 
the belief is that by specifically mention- 
other and classes of goats belong- 
variety will inferentially be excluded and will be 
third class. This is the judgment of those who 
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have given the matter considerable consideration, and in order to 
cover that, to the end that goats of like character, the same va- 


| riety of goats, producing nearly as good hair, shall be included in 


that paragraph and subject to the duties of the second class, the 
amendment is proposed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Montana. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 
before the word ‘‘cents,” to strike out 


amendment of 
S67, page L177, line 20, 
‘*thirteen” and insert 


‘**ten;” in line 21, after the word ‘* pound,” to strike out ‘ includ- 
ing charges, and on common goat hair: and in line 22, after the 


word * be,” to strike out ‘‘32 per cent ad valorem” and insert ‘4 
cents per pound;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

On wools of the third class and on camel's hair of the third class, the value 
whereof shall be 10 cents or less per pound, the duty shall be 4 cents per 
pound. 

Mr. QUAY. I now renew my request that this and the suc- 
ceeding paragraph may go over until to-morrow morning. They 
are very important to my constituents, and I do not care to pro- 
ceed to their consideration this evening. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded tothe con 
sideration of executive business. After fovrteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock 
and 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, June 23, 1897, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate June 22, 1897, 


CONSUL-GENERAL, 


John Goodnow, of Minnesota, to be consul-general of the United 
States at Shanghai, China, vice Thomas R. Jernigan, resigned. 


CONSULS, 


L. Edwin Dudley, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United 
States at Vancouver, British Columbia, vice William F. Peterson, 
resigned. 

William Jarvis. of New Hampshire, to be consul of the United 
States at Milan, Italy, vice Diovol B. Spagnoli, resigned. 

Horace W. Metcalf, of Maine, to be consul of the United States 
at Newcastle-on-Tyne, England, vice Willinm 8. Campbell, re- 
signed. 

ATTORNEY. 


J. Otis Humphrey, of Dlinois, to be attorney of the United States 
for the southern district of [linois, vice William E. Shutt, re- 
signed. 

MARSHALS. 


James M. Shoup, of Idaho, to be marshal of the United States 
for the District of Alaska, vice Louis L. Williams, to be removed. 

Charles P. Hitch, of Illinois, to be marshal of the United States 
for the southern district of Illinois, vice William B. Brinton, re- 
signed, 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 


Richard Yates, of Illinois, to be collector of internal revenue for 
the eighth district of Illinois, in place of Joseph L. Wilcox, re 
moved. 

COMMISSIONER FOR ALASKA, 


Philip Gallaher. of New Whatcom, Wash., to be a commissioner 
in and for the district of Alaska, to reside at Kadiak, vice Al- 
—- ©. Edwards, resigned. The nomination of Philip Gal- 
inger for said office, which was sent to the Senate on the 19tb 
instant, is withdrawn. 

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 


Robert E. L. White, of the District of Columbia, to be justice 
of the peace in the District of Columbia (to be assigned to Bright 
wood), vice Robert W. Best, deceased. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 22, 1897, 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 


Charles E. Turner, of Connecticut, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Ottawa, Canada. 


CONSUL. 


George F. Lincoln, of Connecticut, to be consul of the United 
States at Antwerp, Belgium. 








1924 


PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 
Ensign Edward Moale, jr., to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Albert B. White, of West Virginia, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of West Virginia. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Joseph W. Ivey, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for the 
District of Alaska, in the Territory of Alaska. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Charles V. Hoffman, to be postmaster at Oskaloosa, in the 
county of Mahaska and State of Iowa. 

Moses N. Harshaw, to be postmaster at Lenoir, in the county 
of Caldwell and State of North Carolina. 

John M. Long, to be postmaster at Clay City, in the county of 
Clay and State of Indiana. 

Charles W. Warner, to be postmaster at Hoopeston, in the county 
of Vermilion and State of Lllinois. 

Leroy L. Brinkley, to be postmaster at Edenton, in the county 
Chowan and State of North Carolina. 

A. M. Lee, to be tmaster at Huntingdon, in the county of 
Carroll and State of Tennessee. ? 

Lewis Signs, to be postmaster at North Manchester, in the 
county of Wabash and State of Indiana. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, Jwne 23, 1897. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. Hucm Jomnstox, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
to 


n. 

e Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. TELLER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the ee 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate of the United States: 


Senate resolutions dated May 17 and 25 ultimo, requesting information 
concerning the Union Pacific and Central Pacific railroads, having been 
referred by me to the Attorney-General, I transmit herewith his replies 
thereto, dated the 19th instant. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 23, 1897. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, remonstrating against any increase in the present rate 
of duty on tanned skins for morocco, or a duty on raw goatskins; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWELL presented memorials of Dodge, Bliss & Co., of 
Jersey City; of Chandley & Maps, of ae Branch, and of George 
Spottswood & Co., of Orange, allin the State of New Jersey, re- 
monstrating against the imposition of a duty of $2 per thousand 
feet upon lumber; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of G. & L. Becht, of Newark; of 
William Dorsett & Sons, E. E. Hogan, the Miller & Oler Shoe 
Company, Thomas Cart & Co., Harry Chandler, Johnston & Mer- 
chon, and John R. Potts, all shoe manufacturers in the State of 
New Jersey, remonstrating against an increase in the duty on 
tanned skins for morocco, or’a duty on raw goatskins; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. _ 

He also presented the petition of Thomas A. Kirkman and 26 
other citizens of Trenton, N. J., and the petition of Linda M. Elmer 
and 22 other citizens of Seabright, N. J., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Walter Rice and 8 other citi- 
zens of Bloomfield, N. J., and the petition of J. W. Elier and 48 
other citizens of East Orange, N. J., praying for the early p 
of the ing tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of Charles Smith and 1,240 other 
citizens of Newark, of sundrycitizens of Jersey City and Bayonne, 
of John Ganty and 739 other citizens of Newark, of Robert Simon- 
son and 24 other citizens of Newark, A. W. Snyder and 24 other 
citizens of South Orange, John Lambert and 24 other citizens of 
Newark, Neil O'Donnell and 408 other citizens of Bayonne, Fred- 
erick Gebhart and 11 other citizens of Elizabeth, and of M. J. 
Kohler and 68 other citizens of Newark, all in the State of New 
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Jersey, remonstrating against am inerease of the tax on peor. 


ng 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented memorials of W. S. Webb an. 51 
other citizens, of H.C. Clark and 21 other citizens, of C. B. Sin\:) 
and 51 other citizens, H. E. Kirsel and 51 other citizens \ 
Gordon and 51 other citizens, M. Engleman and 52 other ¢it.,.,... 
Ww. Rchoypenhensh and 51 other citizens, Holtzman & Leat)o.. 
and 52 other citizens, I. J. Brown and 51 other citizens, X. |. ),.| 
and 51 other eitizens, and of W. Furbush and 52 other citize:. .)) 
in the State of Indiana, remenstrating against the enactme); of 
legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket bro)... 
age; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate ( 
merce. 

Mr. QUAY presented a ition of Branch No. 451, Nationa) 
Association of Letter Carriers, of Johnstown, Pa., praying ¢)),; 
an ee be made for the tof the judgment ren. 
dered by the Court of Claims in favor of letter carriers; w)ich 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. : 

Mr. THURSTON presented sundry memorials of citizens of No- 
braska, remonstrating against the enactment of legislatioy j:- 
tended to destroy the system of ticket brokerage: which 
were referred to the ittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. MILLS presented the memorial of A. C. Mills and 52 other 
citizens of Texas, remonstrating against the enactment of |e\s- 
lation intended to the present system of ticket brokerave: 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commeree. 

Mr. BURROWS presented sundry memorials of citizens of \j.-h- 
igan, remonstrating against the enaetment of legislation intended 
to destroy the —— system of ticket brokerage; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CHILTON presented memorials of citizens of Texas, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. VEST memorials of citizens of Missouri, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate , 

Mr. GORMAN sundry memorials of citizens of Mary- 
land, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended 
to destroy the t system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate merce. 

Mr. McENERY presented sundry memorials of citizens of Louis- 
iana, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended 
to destroy the present system of ticket ; Which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FORAKER sundry memorials of citizens of Ohio, 

remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
He also presented ey ty to accompany the bill (S. 1064 
for the relief of Harry 8. Kellogg, administrator of the estate of 
Lyman M. Kellogg; which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


om- 


REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted rts thereon: 

A bill (S. 1067) for the relief of the estates of Daniel Woodson 
and of Ely Moore; 

A bill (S. 2177) for the relief of Mrs. Julia A. Humphries; and 

A bill (S. 1166) for the relief of John L. Rhea, executor of 
Samuel Rhea, and John Anderson, administrator of 
Joseph R. Anderson, deceased. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 2262) for the relief of 
Thomas F. Ryan; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 2263) to provide for and to 
regulate the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands as a Territory of 
the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. ae 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2264) to authorize W. W. 


nee claim; which was read twice by its title, 
and refe to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. COCKRELL. In the Ak of the session I introduced 


a bill (S. 254) for the relief of Wheeler. I move that the 
Committee on Claims be discharged from the further consii:ra- 
tion of the bill and that it. be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2265) for the relief of the 
re of Thomas H. Whaland, deceased; w!iici 


was twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
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AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the — deficiency appropriation bill; which 


was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 


ted. 
tr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the a deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
a ie NNEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the — deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 
CLAIM OF CHICKASAW NATION. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I present two documents relating 
to the claim of the Chickasaw Nation with reference to the freed- 
men. Oneis thestatement of a member of the Chickasaw Nation, 
and the other a statement in behalf of the freedmen. I move 
they be printed as a document for the use of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

INTERNATIONAL BIMETALLISM. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move to have printed as a document for 
the use of the Senate the report of the meeting of the French Na- 
tional Bimetallic League at Paris, May 28, 1807, and the report of 
the meeting of the English National Bimetallic League at Man- 
chester, June 2, 1897. ° 

The motion was agreed to. 

THOMAS WILLIAMS, 


Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay to Thomas Williams the sum of $1,500 for injuries re- 
ceived while in the discharge of his duties as an employee of the Senate in 
the year 1892, the same to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


INVESTIGATIONS BY COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be instructed, as now con- 


stituted, either full committee or such subcommittee or committees as 
may be appointed by the chairman thereof, with the full power of such com- 
mittee to continue coming recess of Congress the investigations 
———— the resolutions of May 13, 1890, and February 27, 1891, with the 
authority in the manner and to the extent provided in said resolutions, 
and in the of such investigations to visit the several Indian reser- 
vations, schools supported in whole or in part by the Government, 
and the Five Nations in the Indian Territory, or any reservation where, in 
= of said committee, it may be necessary to extend their investiga- 
ions. 


Second. That said committee or subcommittee shall have power to send 
for persons and , to administer oaths, and to examine witnesses under 
oath touc’ the matters which they are hereby empowered to investigate, 
may their sessions during the recess of the Senate at such place or 

as they may determine; and the necessary and proper expense in- 
in the execution of this order shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
Senate, upon vouchers approved by the chairman of said committee. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


. ALLEN. Mr. President, in yesterday morning's Wash- 
ington Post I observed the following press dispatch sent from 


’ . 
BATEMAN’S SHOT AT BRYAN—HE DECLARES THE RECENT CANDIDATE GUILTY 
OF BRIBERY AND FORGERY. 
LEWISTON, ME., June 21. 
Prof. I, ©. Bateman, of Auburn, who was the candidate of the People’s 
Party of for t povernot last year, and who is a leader of the middle-of- 
the-road forces in State, to-day ublished an attack on William J. Bryan. 
Professor says that Populist Congressman Freeman KNOWLEs, of 
on his recent trip to his old home in Seewheee, Me., 
ve out the information that Mr. Bryan's recent gift of $1,500 to the Popu- 
national committee was made with the distinct understanding that no 
cotton againat fusion should be taken by the People’s Party before the next 


is nothing more nor less than direct bribery. 
Professor Bateman also says that — has appended bis (Bateman’s) name 
wan males Midna alatier of notification given out last September. Bateman 
notification committee, but did not sign the letter in 
He says that Bryan's action in printing his name on the letter in 

an forgery. Professor Bateman is a — 
to national conference at Nashville, Tenn., July 4. 
He says he will bring these matters before that body. 


Perhaps I should not notice the contents of this dispatch in a 

— way, and I would not but forthe fact that a distinct charge 

made that Hon. William Jennings Bryan, of Nebraska, late a 

candidate for the Presidency of the United States, is charged by 
individual with having given me $1,500, *‘ wit 

re tet no action against fusion should 

be taken dane solos rty before the next national conven- 

is reported as having said that “Mr. Bryan 

appended his (Bateman’s) name to Senator ALLEN’s letter of noti- 

fication given out last September.” Each of these charges is false. 

Some months ago Mr. Bryan conceived the idea that it was his 
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duty to divide the royalty of his recently published book, The 
First Battle, to be used in support of the cause of bimetallism, 
and in doing so he allotted $1,500 to the Populist party. I did not 
desire that this money should be accepted by the party, and so 
advised the national chairman, who, I am informed, declined to 
receive it. Before I knew, however, of his declination, I received 
a dispatch from Mr. Bryan saying that a draft had been sent me 
for $1,500. The draft reached me almost concurrently with the 
message. I did not think it good manners to peremptorily return 
it, and I immediately notified him that I would hold it until he 
came to Washington. When he did come, which was within a 
few days, I undertook to persuade him that the money belonging 
to him should be kept by him, but this he declined. 

In the conversation with me, however, Mr. Bryan said that as a 
friend and, to some extent, a representative of the Populist party, 
I ought to hold the money and use it at the proper time and under 
proper circumstances to promote the cause of bimetallism. 1 
finally consented to do so on the condition that before it should 
be used he should say the intended use was a proper one, and that 
[ would disburse the money only when he consented. Under the 
circumstances I asked the Hon. R. B. Nixon, financial clerk of 
the United States Senate, to invest the money in interest-bearing 
convertible securities, to the end that the money might accumu- 
late and be used at a time when some great emergency in the 
cause of bimetallism should arise. That I did so is manifest from 
the following letter from Mr. Nixon, which I will read: 

UNITED STATES SFNATE, Orric nov THE SECRETARY, 
ishington, June 22, 1397. 

Srr: In answer to your verbal inquiry of this date, I have to say that the 
sum of $1,500, placed in your hands - Hon. W. J. Bryan some time ago, was 
at hisand your request invested by mein interest-bearing, convertible securi- 
ties, and they are now in my steel chest for safety. From a conversation 
had with me at the time, I understood that it was your purpose to hold these 
securities and the accumulating interest unti] some emergency in the « 
of bimetallism might make its use desirable and necessary. 

Respectfully, 


auuse 


R. B. NIXON. 
Hon. W. V. ALLEN, ° 


United States Senator. 

Bateman’s statement that there is or ever has been the slightest 
conversation or communication, direct or indirect, between Mr. 
Bryan and myself, or any other person or persons, for that mat- 
ter, on the subject of fusion of the Populist and Democratic par- 
ties, is an absolute and unqualified falsehood. No conversation, 
agreement, or understanding has ever been had with me on the 
subject, nor has there ever been, to my knowledge, an attempt to 
fuse the parties, either nationally or locally. 

The statement of Bateman that Mr. Bryan forged his name to 
the list of names appended to the letter of notification issued by 
me as chairman of the committee on notification is equally false. 
The committee consisted of a member from every State and Ter- 
ritory of the Union. It was a cumbersome affair at best and 
impossible to get together. It became apparent to me that it 
could not be done, and the precedents of the party in this respect 
being to notify the candidate by letter and not in person. I took 
it on myself, at the suggestion of several prominent members of 
the committee, to write the letter of notification. I wrote each 
member of the committee for his consent to issue the letter, and 
I asked for his advice as to the tenor and drift the letter of noti- 
fication should take. I received, I think, letters from all, or sub- 
stantially all. 

I received several from Bateman, who was perniciously conspic- 
uous in the affair, although he was not secretary of the notifica- 
tion committee as he asserts. I have never known of the letter 
being condemned by anyone except by Bateman, and possibly one 
or two others whose action he can control. I signed Bateman’s 
name to the letter of notification at his ae request. 

Perhaps I ought to stop here with this bare statement of facts, 
but I may be permitted, without trespassing on the time of the 
Senate, to express my utter contempt for a rabid, irrational per- 
son, occupying no place of consequence in the party, who rushes 
into print and makes charges the truthfulness of which he knows 
nothing, thus creating the impression that something is radically 
and inextricably wrong in Populist circles. To put it mildly and 
admit that he is a good citizen, which I presume he is, as a poli- 
tician he would wreck any party of which he was a member if his 
advice were to be followed. Impulsive to a high degree, irra- 
tional, excitable, and inconsiderate, he crazily seeks self-notoriety 
by assailing a man whom the people love. He has made himself 
conspicuous only in the small segment of the party to be found in 
Maine. 

This assault on Mr. Bryan is inexcusable. There are no cir- 
cumstances under which any honorable man could make it, for, 
whatever may be said of him and the cause he advocates, he is a 
superior man in every conceivable respect, and one acting from a 
high and lofty sense of public duty, and not from a selfish motive 
or a motive of self-aggrandizement. 

I may also say within the bounds of propriety that I am not 
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afflicted in the slightest degree with Bateman’s kind of Populism. 
If his opinions, policies, and ‘‘isms” were adopted and acted on 
by the party, I would tind it necessary myself to retire from ac- 
tive connection with the organization. The Batemans, irrational, 
impracticable, and inconsiderate dreamers and fanatics, are the 
men who cling to the skirts of a new party like a night moth toa 
lighted taper, and becoming disappointed because they can not 
— its course, desert it usually for its good. 

r. President, the cause of bimetallism is the cause of the 
people, and the cause of the-people is the cause of God; and no 
treachery in the ranks of the party will check its growth or mar 
the good name of its greatest advocate and leader. 

Mr. BUTLER. Inasmuch as the matter referred to by the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska has been brought before the Senate—a matter, 
however, which I think is hardly of sufficient consequence to have 
been brought before the Senate, if the Senator will pardon me—it 
is probably proper for me to say that the statement made by the 
Senator from Nebraska that this money was offered to me as 
national chairman to be used in the cause of financial reform is 
correct, and that I felt impelled to refuse to accept it. However, 
I thoroughly appreciated the motives that prompted Mr. Bryan to 
make the offer. It was not offered with any condition or proviso 
either express or implied, and I should have felt free to have ac- 
cepted it and used it as the national People’s Party committee 
might direct had it not been that such an act would be liab!e to 
be misconstrued. 

In view of that fact and also the fact that the cooperative movo- 
ment between the Populists and Democrats was only for that 
campaign and that future conduct would be guided by circum- 
stances, upon the whole it was deemed best, not only for the 
People’s Party, but also for the cause of reform, not to accept the 
contribution. When I declined, Mr. Bryan was put in an awk- 
ward attitude, he having publicly announced that he would dis- 
tribute the money, and he therefore asked Mr. ALLEN to take it in 
trust for the present at least. He could not keep it without being 
criticised. I wish to say that I fully oo Mr. Bryan's mo- 
tives and action in this matter, and think that he pursued the 
honorable and proper course. 


THE INITIATIVE AND REFERENDUM. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate, as 
a part of the morning bus’ ness, the resolution submitted yesterday 
by the Senator from North Carolina |Mr. BuTLER]. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be, and is hereby. 
instructed to inquire into the feasibility of applying the principle of direct 
legisiation, through the initiative and referendum, to the legislation of the 
Federai Government, and report to the Senate at the opening of the regular 
session of Congress in December, or as soon thereafter as practicable, by bill 
or otherwise, the result of said inquiry. 


Mr. BUTLER. I had intended to speak at some length this 
morning upon the resolution, and to show that direct legislation 
is the essence of democracy and that our representative form of 
government might be improved and brought nearer the people by 
the application of the methods of direct legislation known as the 
initiative and referendum to Federal legislation. I intended to 
show how the ancient right of petition could be made effective by 
the initiative—how a given per cent of the voters could by peti- 
tion command Congress or the legislature to heed their petition. 
I intended to show how through the referendum a certain per 
cent of the voters could demand that a law passed by Congress 
or the legislature deemed to be oppressive or grossly unjust be 
submitted to a popular vote. 

Iintended to enumerate a number of laws passed by Congress and 
the various State legislatures which the psople wou!d now repudi- 
ate and repealif they had the opportun‘ty to pass uponthem. I in- 
tended to show how the referendum would destroy the pernicious 
influence and effects of the trust and.monopoly lobby that infests 
legislative halls and too often infinences the “es representa- 
tives to vote for measures against the public welfare. Lintended 
to show how the system works in the Swiss Republic, and how in 
a modified way it is now employed to a greater or less extent in 

‘nearly every State in this country. And finally I had intended to 
show that the principle of the initiative and referendum could 
not be opposed by any Democrat who indorses the declaration of 
Jefferson that the people are capable of self-government, nor could 
it be opposed by any Republican who holds to Lincoln's idea that 
this should be a government of the people, by the people, and for 
the people. 

However, I shall not take the time of the Senate this morning 
to discuss these matters, but will be content that the resolution 
be adopted and go to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
I will reserve my remarks until the regular session next December, 
when the committee named in this resolution makes its report. 
I do this, in view of the discussion on yesterday about efforts be- 
ing made to delay the tariff bill, in order that the People's Party 
may not be responsible in the least for such delay. I am anxious 


for the Republicans to pass their tariff bill and have an ony... 
nity to start up that promised wave of prosperity. - 

I ask that the resolution be acted upon now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nort), ; 
lina move that the resolution be referred to the Commit: 
Privileges and Elections? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, Mr. President. The resolution ins} ry,+. 
the committee to inquire and report how far the principle of « ; 
legislation can practically be applied to Federal legislation. |), 
Senate must pass the resolution in order to instruct the ¢o))))):+ 
tee to do this work. I ask that the resolution be now adopt. jy 
the Senate instructing the committee to make the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Will the Sen 
agree to the resolution? 

The resolution was agreed to. 


POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS, 


Mr. BUTLER. I submit the pee on postal savings banks 
which I had selected from consular reports, and also the payers. 
which the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHanpirr) re 
ferred yesterday morning as having been sent to the Comnittes 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and move that they be printed as 
a document. 
The motion was agreed to. 
THE TARIFF BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business appears to be 
closed. It is closed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid. 
eration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 879) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and toencourage the industries 
of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending amendment of the Com. 
mitiee on Finance will be stated. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 357, page 117, line 20, before the 
— ‘**cents,” strike out “‘ thirteen ” and insert ‘‘ ten:” so as to 
read: 


On wools of the third class and on camel's hair of the third class tho value 
whereof shall be 10 cents or less per pound, etc. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in par 
agraph 357, page 117, line 21, after the word ‘ pound,” to strike 
out “including charges, and on common goat hair;” and in line 
22, after the word ‘ be,” to strike out “‘ 32 per cent ad valorem” 
and insert ‘‘ 4 cents per pound;” so as to make the paragraph read 

357. On wools of the third class and on camel's hair of the third class the 
value whereof shall be 10 cents or less per pound, the duty shall be 4 cents 
per pound. 

“Mr. QUAY. Do I understand that the first amendment, in line 
20, was adopted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first amendment was agree! to. 

Mr. QUAY. ThenImovetoreconsider the vote. My attention 
was distracted at the time it was passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. By unanimous consent it may be reconsidered. 

Mr. QUAY. I propose to move to lay all the committee amend 
ments on the table. If there is to be discussion, I will postpone 
the motion until itis over. As I propose to call for the yeas and 
nays - the amendments, probably they had better be voted upon 
together. 

Tae VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing to all th» 
amendments of the committee to the paragraph. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have no disposition to enter into 
the controversy between the woolen manufacturers and the wo! 
growers. It is an old quarrel. It was Sega up in 1857 and 
then broke out again in 1883, and it has been raging to a certain 
extent ever since. oe 

I have before me this morning a copy of the Cotton and Wi« 
Reporter, published in Boston, New York, and Philadelphia. cn 
taining a letter from Mr. Lawrence, the shepherd king of (hi) «0! 
president of the Wool Growers’ Association of the United States.in 
which he criticises very severely the position of the woolen tint: 
facturers and the last amendments proposed by the majority «! 
the Committee on Finance. 

I do not propose to insert this communication in the Rreor!, 
nor to read it, but I will state that the effect of it is what M’ 
Lawrence has repeatedly said for the last five years in regan! > 
the wool duties. In Executive Document No. 17, printed by 1) 
Senate, will be found the statements of Mr. Lawrence to the: 
that the McKinley Act was a failure so far as the inter’: | 
the ee were concerned. As a matter of cours: '© 
denounced the Wilson Act, which puts wools upon the free \ist.1n! 
he states that it caused an enormous decline in the price of w 
which is not the truth, as shown by the official report. He now 
reiterates his statement that the proposed duties will not bencis 
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to any t extent the woolgrowers of the United States, and 
demands still higher duties than any that have been proposed. 

Upon the other hand, Justice, Bateman & Co. declare that this 
increase upon third-class wools amounts to nothing; that there are 
virtually no carpet wools raised in the United States; that there 
are only 15,000, ounds of these low-grade wovls used in the 
manufacture of clothing. which, compared with the large amount 
of wool used in the United States, is almost infinitesimal. They 
also assert that one month's delay in the passage of this tariff bill 
will work more injury to the woolen manufacturers and the wool- 

wers than a double increase of the amount proposed as an 

increase by the Finance Committee upon the third or low class 

ools. 
This is a very remarkable communication. I do not know why 
it was sent to me; my views are very well known on tie subject 
of wool; but I will ask the attention of the Senate to it. I do not 
think it isa waste of time to learn what these representatives of 
the woolen manufacturers of the United States, this great firm of 
Justice, Bateman & Co., think in regard to this very important 
question. I ask the Secretary to read it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
Hon. GeorGe G. VEST, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Str: There is a vast amount of misapprehension as to the influence 
of third-class or so-called carpet wools upon the American wool in:ustry, 
which has evidently led to the increase of 1} cents - pound by the Finances 
Committee in the duties on third-class wools (which grade or quality consti- 
tutes not over 1 percent of the domestic production) as a suitab!e compensa- 
tion or equivalent for a decrease of 3 conts a pound in the Cuties on wools of 
the first and classes (which constitute 99 per cent of the wools pro- 
duced in this country). 

By the following table of class 3 wools (valued at 13 cents and under, im- 

during the only three full fiscal years of the McKinley law. dutiable 
at 2 per cent, and constituting 94 per cent of the total imports of this class), 
you will observe t the entire imports of this division during that period 
were 254,138,004 pounds. The average value was 8} cents. The average 


specific equivalent of the ad valorem duty of 32 per cent collected was 2; cents. 
The cas of 4cents on these wools proposed by the amendments of the 


Finance Committee provides for an increase of 1} cents above the old McKin- 
ley rates in the House bill on about the only kinds of third-class wouls that 
were extensively imported when wools were dutiable, as will be seen by the 
following table: 


Importations under the McKinley law of class 3, or carpet wools. 
(Wools valued at 13 cents and under and dutiable at 32 per cent ad valorem. | 

















| Aver- | D 

| age | uty 
Year. Pounds. {Pageant value | per 
i ? per_ | pound. 
|} pound, | 
Cents. | Cents. 
WEB ... cakes i linedsses< ene cceses 88, 326, 823 974 9} 3 
Se ceca Raeetaiba descasense-22-0.2~5...| 190, 165, 6 97} | 7} | 23 
Fe ccd anesnes 0 0.2c0 ee 35, 665, 717 98 9} 3 
Seee........... 254, 138,004 | 98 | 8 | #23 
a 8 Average. ; pias 

Cents. 


Duty propered by the Senate amendments to the Dingley tariff bill, per 
a on 
Duty in the bill (McKinley rates) as it passed the House ._per pound 





2 
Increase in duty by Senate amendments on wools costing 13 cents 
Teen anes wascatccsesesacses secocesssedco Per POoUnd.. If 


Since the McKinley law was passed in October, 1890, the average value in 
foreign markets of such third-class wools as were at that time valued above 
13 cents has declined nearly 3 cents, and the average value of such wools 
imported during the three years, shown in the above table, was only 
8} cents, proving that the lowering of the dividing line by the Finance Com- 
mittee to 10 cents from the House value of 13 cents ayaa consumers on the 

basis as that existing in October, 1890, and that in no way will importers 
and manufacturers of third-class wools be embarrassed by this change. This 
increase in the duty proposed by this amendment is less than the periodical 
market fluctuations often taking place in the brief period of afew months, 
fluctuations which never disturb the business of the manufacturer, proving 
that this inerease in the rate is a matter of no importance to him. 

Therefore the average of 14 ue per pound in the duties on the 
bulk of the carpet wools er to be sage isa matter of such insignifi- 
ae no 4 owe wel egal aw weelgrewer poe serious incon- 

manu urer. It isa matter of far less importance to 
domestic wool indnat 


ry or to the carpet manufacturer than the injury 
that both sustain by only one month's delay in the final enactment of the 
bill, since the retroactive clause has been expunged. So long as 
that feature remained in the bill, it was equivalent in practical effect to the 
actual Since it has been eliminated, our 


nee at the law on April 1. 
have = open to the unrestricted competition of foreign 
cent cheaper than they were before the Senate 


Gon as been given to Sete= byte by a folate 
with but now le of the actual practical work- 
ings of 2 eri Galt that the Finance Committee have evidently been con- 


vineed that an increase of 1} cents per pound in the duties on the kinds of 
eosteesdanee in the United 8 oon w uld be a “quid pro quo” for the 
BS eent of the old McKinley rates which Mr. Dingley’s 


in the House bill, a change not likely to be of 
to don anon husbandry, as the increase in the protective 
is not su vent to encourage the woolgrower to reestab- 
extinct industry of producing third-class or carpet wools. 

of third-class wools during the six fiscal years 1591 to 


‘Were 588,799,080 pounds; about 15 per cent of this quantity, or 
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88,319,862 pounds, is the estimated quantity used for purposes other than 
carpets, making the annual use for clothing purposes of imported third-class 


wools about 14,719,997 pounds. While it is true that this class of wool is not 
grown to any important extent in the United Stat and owing to the low 
cost of foreign carpet wool never will be), the annual consumption of 14,719,- 
997 pounds for purposes other than carpets displaced to that extent a like 
quantity of the common grades of domestic woo! 

It it were the intention of the Finance Committee to protect the American 
woolgrower by the increase in the duties on third ss wools, that would be 
indirectly accomplished to a limited extent, and therefore the Senate Finance 
Committee amendments to the House bill in this unimportant particular are 
better for the grower than were those of the old McKinley law; but the gain 





is so trifling as to make it a matter of indifference to him whether the Senat 

or the House rates on wools of the third class ultimately prevail, especially 
if any controversy is thereby brought up on this issue that may postpone the 
final passage of the bill or cause its defeat. The failure to make a new tariff 


now would shock the business and agricultural communit 
tions. The effect upon the industries involved in the trifling changes in 
third-class duties is not worth fighting for. The interests of the American 
woolgrower are almost entirely limited to the protective benefits arising 
from the duties upon wool of the first and coneall they are about 
the only kinds of wool produced here 

As stated above, only | percent of the American clip, or, say, 2,720,000 pounds, 
is used for carpet purposes, and it is even doubtful if any of it is any longer 
so used, for the roughest and coarsest wools produced here are capable of 
being used in the manufacture of the now fashionable rough goods 

The National Association of Woolen Manufacturers estimate the 
clean scoured wool of the domestic clip at 
of this quantity would be 1,150,000 pounds, which is just about the amount of 
scoured wool that 2.720.000 pounds of the commonest of the American clip 
would produce in the fleece condition in which it is marketed by the farmer, 
with an estimated shrinkage in the process of scouring of 57} per cent 


es to their founda 


classes, as 


yield in 
115,000,000 pounds, and 1 per cent 






Importations uncler the McKinley law of class 8, or carnet wools 
{ Wools valued at over 13 cents and dutiable at 50 per cent 
Aver 
¥ a age Duty 
Year. Pounds. |! ae value per 
= per pound. 
pound 
Cents Cents 
Es tere thatesiheinie <hivpiivatin 2, 233, 202 2.5 “14 5 7.5 
1s ina ies ieee : : 8,082, 117 2.5 6 7.5 
1st iol ‘ ; 264, 867 75 15 7.5 
Total : 5, 550, 186 2 15 *7.5 
Duty proposed by Senate amendments to Dingley tariff bill 7 
Decrease in duty by Senate amendments on wools costing over 
13 cents ; fi 


*Average. 


From the above table it will be seen that during the three full fiscal years 
of the McKinley law only 5.550.186 pounds of the finer grades of third-class or 
carpet wools costing over 15 cents were imported, which is an annual average 
of 1,850,000 pounds. The average importations of the wool dutiable at 50 per 
cent was only 2 per cent of all of the third class, the average value being 15 
cents. The specific equivalent of the 50 per cent duty collected upon this 
wool was 7} cents per pound, or half a cent more than the new duties of the 
Senate bill. These woo!ls of the third class that cost over 13 cents under the 
McKinley law probably entered. almost entirely into the manufacture of 
textiles other than carpet and came into more direct competition with the 
common grades of domestic wool than the third class woo!s that cost under 
10 cents, and yet the committee has reduced the duties below the House 
rates on these finer grades of carpet wools, which we can pr “luce, and in 
creased them on the coarser grades, which we never did and never will pro 
duce. 

The motive that actuated or the principle that guided the committee in 
reducing the duty below the House rates on the only kinds of carpet wools 
that America can produce, while consistent with their reduction of 3 cents a 

yound in the duties upon wools of the first and second classes, is incompre 

hensible. either from the standpoint of a tariff for revenue with incidental 
protection, or a tariff for protection to American industries, forall the wools 
of the first and second classes are those which directly displace American 
woo!ls, and are those upon which the duties have been reduced; and those 
third-class wools, which take the place of the common domestic grades only 
and to the smallest extent, are those upon which the duties have been in 
creased. 

We commend to your respectful consideration the exposition of the facts 
of this unaccountable change from the excellent House bill. Viewed from 
the standpoint of a tariff for revenue only, or from the standpoint of a tariff 
for protection, there is no logical defense for the amendments made by the 
Finance Committee of the Senate. They are a direct stab at the American 
wool industry, the one which suffered the most severely at the b the 
last Administration. The unimportant changes made in th: iss wools 
from the House bi'l (such as the lowering of the dividing line from 13 to 10 


hird-« 


cents. and the changing of the vharacter of the duties from ad valorem to 
specific rates) are changes which to a limited extent will help the American 
woolgrower, and which will be of no inconvenience to the carpet manufac 
turer, as shown above; therefore, these changes should be retained 

The restoration of the McKinley rates upon wools of the first and second 
classes as passed by the House are the vital points. however, to the domesti 
industry. The interests of the growers are limited tothe protective benefits 
arising from these alone. There will be no more nor no less foreign wool 
imported at the reduced duty of 8 cents than if the old McKinley rate of 11 
cents that was in the House bill had been retained. Every Republican Sen 


ator and Representative for the past several years has upheld the excellence 
of the wool schedules of the McKinley law. It has not only been defended as 
a model, but has been upheld because under it both woolgrowers and manu 
facturers were prosperous. The McKinley rates on wools of the first and 
second classes were no experiment, and for this reason should be restored 
Very respectfully, 
JUSTICE, BATEMAN & CO 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. QUAY. Before the Senator from Missouri proceeds, I wish 
to state that I have not seen the letter of Mr. Justice which he 
has just had read at the desk, but I should be glad to have, as a 
supplement to the letter of Mr. Justice, an extract read, which I 
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take from the Washington Post of this morning. It is in sup- 
port of his statement as to the importance of the early passage 
of this tariff bill. If the consignees have been made aware of 
what was passing in the Senate on last Saturday, on Monday, and 
ws they need not have expedited the Lizartare of their 
vessels. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the Sec- 
retary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 





BIG CARGOES HURRYING TO ‘FRISCO. 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., June 22. 


The expectation of a new tariff law in ony operation has resulted in the 
rushing of cargoes of oriental goodstothis port. The British freight steamers 
Glenavon, Hupeh, and Cluden have arrived, and the Glenshiel is under way. 
These four steamers have a joint capacity of nearly 20,000 tons. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, if anyone will take the trouble to 
read the communication of Justice, Bateman & Co., representing 
the woolen manufacturers, and then this long and elaborate state- 
ment made by Judge Lawrence, the president of the Wool Growers’ 
Association of the United States, it will be easily seen how diffi- 
cult it is for a layman to arrive at the truth in regard to this con- 
troversy. It is the old oar of interested parties seeking their 
own interests, without the slightest regard to the consumers of 
the country. Justice, Bateman & Co., the highest authority upon 
the wool manufacturers’ side in the United States, oe 
assert that there isa very small portion—fourteen million seven 
hundred and seventy-odd thousand pounds—of these low-grade 
wools brought in as carpet wools and used in the manufacture of 
clothing. 

Here is Mr. Lawrence's statement that at least one-half of all 
the so-called carpet wools brought into this country are used in 
the manufacture of cloths. What are we to believe about this? 
Justice, Bateman & Co. assert that we never can produce in the 
United States carpet wools to compete with the foreign carpet 
wools; that the foreigners will be always able to undersell us 
under any tariff. Mr. Lawrence asserts over and over again that 
if the woolgrowers obtain their tariff, as he calls it—the wool- 
growers’ tariff—they will soon in a very few years produce all the 
wool of all three classes which is necessary for consumption in the 
United States. 

But let either party prevail, and what will be the result? An 
increase in the price of woolen goods to the people of the United 
States, an article of prime necessity, an article absolutely needed 
from climatic conditions. No matter which prevails, whether we 
listen to our friends who declare that we can soon produce all these 
low-grade wools or to Justice, Bateman & Co. and “he manufac- 
turers of Philadelphia, in either event there will be an enormous 
increase in the — and the people of the United States must pay 
the cost created by this advance. 

Mr. President, as I said, it is not my purpose to enter into this 
controversy, because I say “‘a _—_ on both your houses.” I 
believe in free wool, and intend at the proper time to move to 
strike out all these paragraphs and insert a provision for free 
wool, no matter what may be the result of the vote in the Senate; 
and I think I can prove by official data that the decline im the 
price of wool was never stopped for one instant until the passage 
of the so-called Wilson law in 1894, and that every high tariff you 
have put upon wool has resulted ina decline in the price of domestic 


wool. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator from Missouri yield fora 
question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I understand the Senator to be in favor of 
free wool? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 2 

Mr. RAWLINS. The inquiry J wish to propound to the Sena- 
tor is simply to get his position upon the question—because he is 
our leader on this side—in r t to protection to the manufac- 
turer of woolen goods. Does the Senator favor high duties upon 
the manufactures of wool in order to give a monopoly to the 
woolen manufacturers and increase the cost of those to the 
consumer? I propound the question because I do not think the 
Senator does favor that policy, but I want an expression from him 
on that subject, if he will be kind enough to give it. 

Mr. VEST. ae I have said and done since I have been 
in the Senate would go for nothing if I could not answer that 
question in the negative. I am to high duties. My rea- 
son for opposing this tax upon wool is because it does not increase 


the price of wool to the w wer, even if that were the object 
in or, and, in the second place—and that with me is an unan- 
swerable 


oe genom want free wool, because when you puta 
duty on wool you immediately furnish an excuse for what they 
call compensa duties to the manufacturer. 

Mr. WLINS. Now, do I understand the Senator to concede 
the right to compensation in the shape of taxation upon articles 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 23, 






to the consumers of those articles other than such compensation 
as results in the administration of the Government and the pro- 
tection afforded alike to all citizens? In other words, does the Go. 

ator favor a specific compensation, giving increased power {5 
charge higher prices to the people because an article is composed 
of a raw material upon which a duty is placed? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. ident, I favor free raw material: I f+ 
the lowest possible revenue duty upon manufactured product 
That is my i I do not believe in this new doctrine ; 
when the Government does not need revenue you are sti)! ; 
equalize taxation, whether it is necessary or not. I say the fire: 
inquiry that should be made is, How much money does the (;,.. 
ernment need in order that it may be conducted economically: 

Mr. RAWLINS. I simply want to understand the Sensto,. 
position correctly, so that my people may understand it, [Ho 
favors exempting from taxation what he calls raw material, s:.-}; 
as wool, iron and lead ore, and coal, and things of that descrip. 
tion. 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Thatis, exempting them from taxation to the 
consumer of these articles. Is that right? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly; that is my opinion. 

Mr. RAWLINS. To impose a revenue duty upon the finished 
product of which these materials are the ingredients, so as to en- 
able the producers of those articles to charge higher prices t. ; 
consumer. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no. 

Mr. RAWLINS. In that way it operates as a protection, does 
it not? 

Mr. VEST. No, Mr. President. I beg the Senator not to put 
me in the position of saying that I want an increase of cost on 
anything to the consumer. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. The tariff I would impose would be a tariff from 
necessity to raise revenue. If it happens to effect an increase 
of cost to the consumer, that is something I can not avoid. | 
would put the higher duties on luxuries. 

Mr. RAWLINS. The Senator will pardon me one moment 
further. If the necessary effect of a tariff is to increase the bur- 
den upon the consumer, including the producer of the raw mate- 
rial, and that benefits only the manufacturer of those products, 
do you not thereby destroy the uniformity of taxation? 

Mr. VEST. Is the Senator through? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Iam. 

‘Mr. VEST. I have stated my position upon these questions so 
often that I hardly feel like taking up the time of the Senate by 
going into an abstract discussion of the tariff. 

The Democratic party, as I understand its position, holds to a 
tariff for revenue only. If there is protection provided, it is be- 
cause we can not help it; but we do not want to put direct taxes 
upon the people of this country. If we are compelled to go to 
import duties in order to collect money to carry on the Govern- 
ment, I would say, impose those duties so as to make them just 
and equitable, and so as to bear as lightly as oe upon the 
poorer classes of the people of this country. All this is a matter 
of adjustment; all these matters must be attended to as each 

aragraph comes up. One Senator may hold that it is unjust to 
Gate out articles in his State while others are being protected, as 
it is called,and another may hold that certain articles in his State 
should be ae All ————— must be determined in the 
adjustment formation of different schedules in the para- 
graphs of a tariff bill. 

In so far as I can do so, without regard to my own State or my 
own , I shall vote for a tariff for revenue only, so adjusted 
as to as eee upon the poorer classes of people 
in the country. I not impose a tariff for protection; and 
if anybody gets protection, he gets it because I can not help it, for 
I am not seeking to give it to him. I would not put one dollar of 
in the United States 


. position of the wool manu- 
facturer. Upon the other hand, Judge Lawrence holds that the 
statements made by Justice, Bateman & Co., whom ‘he severely 
criticises in his last communication to the Woolen and Cotton 
Reporter, are absolutely unfounded, and he declares that any «x- 
cept h duties than those in the McKinley Act wil! 
the woo! of the States. : , 
es eet See ee veh 
regard matter—this house ustice, an & Co. 

: fof Ohio! Por myself, I prefer to a = 

light of experience, not propose by any vote of mine to 

t higher duties upon wools See aie fabrics, and I be- 

e I can prove mathematically that the high duties of the past 

have not resulted in benefiting the woolgrower nor the wovlen 
manufacturer. 











Mr. Mr. President, I have heretofore read the letter 
which the Senator from Missouri has just had read from Justice, 
Bateman & Co., and while I concede that they know a great deal 
about the wool business from the wool merchant's point of view, 

I think that there is much connected with the business of wool- 
growing from the practical standpoint that Mr. Justice is not fa- 
miliar with and upon which he is not to be regarded as first-class 


authority. Many of the propositions which he suggestsin his letter, 
notably those wherein he quotes from statistics relating to the im- 


rtations of wool, valuations of importations, etc., are absolutely 
correct and in themselves have a direct application, and a most im- 
portant application, in the discussion of this measure. There are 
others, however, when he approaches the realm of conjecture, where, 
in my judgment, he makes a great mistake, and especially in refer- 
ence to the amount of what is termed carpet wool which is grown 
in this country. He puts it at 1 per cent in his letter. 

There is plenty of proof, Mr. President, to show that there is a 

deal more of that character of wool grown in this country 
than is estimated by Mr. Justice. It is asserted by men familiar 
with the business—woolgrowing men, who are very familiar 
with the character of sheep grown in this country and the char- 
acter of wool they produce—that of what are known as the mut- 
ton breeds of sheep, the sheep growing the long wools, at least one- 
eighth of every fleece is of a character which would be designated 
as coarse carpet wool. That is Judge Lawrence's estimate, and 
that-is the estimate of very many other practical woolgrowers 
with whom I have talked upon this particular phase of the ques- 
tion. This would mean that out of every hundred sheep of that 
character, eight were producing a wool which would come into 
competition or which would be brought into competition with 
these imported third-class carpet wools. 

I believe it is estimated that nearly 50 per cent of the sheep of 
this country are cross-bred sheep—that is, they produce acombing 
wool not of the same quality as that which is imported from Can- 
ada and Great Britain, but still largely of the same character, 
and therefore there must come from this number of sheep a great 
deal of wool with which this third-class wool would naturally 
come into competition. 

Mr. President, I prefer to accept the statements of ee 
woolgrowers, men who have given their lives to this business, 
rather than to take the statement of Mr. Justice, well informed 
and in t as he undoubtedly is, upon that phase of the wool 
business with which he is familiar and directly in contact—the 
business of buying and dealing in wool. I think I may say, how- 
ever, that he lacks in practical knowledge and information, which 
can only come by association and by years devoted to the business 
of woolgrowing. Therefore Mr. Justice is not competent to speak 
for the woolgrowers upon that particular view of the subject. 

The question of how much of these carpet wools enter into the 
manufacture of clothing and of textiles other than carpets isa 

i t question to be considered in this connection, be- 
cause if any considerable quantity of them do go into the mann- 
facture of ing and of textiles other than carpets, then, if we 
view the matter from the protective standpoint, it becomes essen- 
tial, in order tocarry out the protective idea and to do justice to the 
pn peg of the country, that a sufficiently protective duty 
should be levied upon those wools to encourage and protect the 
of the same wools by our own people. I think that propo- 
not be denied. 
is, How much of these wools go into the manu- 
and textiles other than carpets, and this is a most 
to determine. The manufacturers themselves 
be ted to surrender any information they 
would be working against their own interests, 
assume and as I believe, that a very large per- 
character of wool is so used. 
some investigation of thismatter. I have talked 
y wool merchants, and I have endeavored to as- 
, believing that their information, based upon 
the woolen manufacturer, would indicate more 
and definitely what proportion of wools was so 
discovered, however, a great reluctance upon their part 
wai iatonantion bearing upon this question; but I have gath- 

knowledge from different sources. There are gentlemen 
in Philadelphia, and others interested in the subject, who 
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have iried to find out something bearing directly upon this point. 
ea some information in Mr. North's Wool Book—Mr. 


ee the National Wool Growers’ Associa- 
was read from very extensively here 
the manufacturers’ side of the contro- 
and proper duty upon wool. 


| 


i 
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Wool for 1892 gives the total amount of wool, 
noils, and camel's hair which was used in the manufacture of 
celia for that year as een poande. The total running 

ee enatactared in 1890, as I discover from the state- 


in the tariff hearings, was 74,770,910, 
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This would give about three-fourths of a pound of wool to each 
running yard of carpet manufactured. The average annual im- 
portation of third-class wools from 1891 to 1896 was 92,000,000 
pounds, with an average value of about 9 cents per pound, 

Allowing three-fourths of a pound of wool to each running yard 
of carpet, and assuming that all the third-class wool imported 
went into the manufacture of carpets, we should have had an an- 
nual manufacture of carpets of 115,000,000 yards, which is a great 
deal more than the capacity of our looms to turn out. 

It-is estimated that the carpet looms of Pennsylvania have a 
capacity of about 45,000,000 yards, of which more than two-thirds 
is of the cheapest grade, known as ingrain carpets. The capacity 
of the rest of the country is about 27,000,000 yards, making a total 
of about 72,000,000 yards, of which it is safe to say that fully two 
thirds is devoted to the manufacture of the cheaper grades, con- 
suming the least quantity of wool. 

Thus if the carpet looms had been working at their full capacity 
from 1891 to 1896 they could have turned out but 482,000,000 yards. 
Allowing three-fourths of a pound of wool to each running yard 
would give 324,000,000 pounds of wool consumed in the manufac- 
ture of carpets during the period named, leaving 228,000,000 
pounds of imported carpet wool which must have gone into the 
manufacture of clothing and textiles aside from carpets. 

But in this connection it must be borne in mind that many ot 
the carpet looms of Pennsylvania and of the country at large have 
been idle a great portion of the time during the past four years, 
or running on reduced time, so that their output has not averaged 
more than two-thirds their normal capacity, thus again lessening 
the amount of wool consumed. 

It should also be kept in mind, in this connection, that a great 
deal of material other than wool is used in the manufacture of 
the cheaper grades of carpets—such as cotton, cattle hair, shoddy, 
rags, and cheap camel's hair, all of which are cheaper than most 
wools. It is therefore safe to assume that for the past six years 
fully 40 per cent of the cheap third-class wools brought to this 
country have been used outside the manufacture of carpets, and 
when it is recalled that these wools are mainly imported in a 
washed and scoured condition, thus reducing their shrinkage to 
a minimum, it becomes apparent to what an enormous extent they 
have supplanted wools of the first and second class, taking away 
the demand and lowering their price, to the direct injury of the 
American woolgrower. 

Mr. President, if we make a still more liberal allowance for 
the amount of wool which goes into each yard of carpet, it still 
leaves an enormous discrepancy between the carpet manufactured 
and the amount of third-class wool imported. 

There can be no question, in the light of these figures, but that 
an enormous amount of these so-called carpet wools have been 
imported at these extremely low rates of duty, and have been 
imported in a washed and scoured condition, at a valuation of 
10 cents or less per pound, and have entered into direct competi- 
tion with the domestic wools produced by the American wool- 
grower. 

I have another statement here from the Philadelphia American 
bearing upon the same question, going into the matter very fully. 
I shall ask to have it printed as a part of my remarks. I shall not 
stop to read it, as it embraces very largely the same matters of 
which I have spoken. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paper referred to will be inserted, 
in the absence of objection. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


A gentleman living in Philadelphia, probably the highest authority, says 
that 164 pounds of dyed yarn are used in each piece of 133 yards of extra super 
carpet, divided as follows: 

Pounds. 


a cicditeiatielhddijaaiahcaiaiaietctiabasieaenllt aa 
clits Salis etenerinnnnienipmaead aes TTP oT 
ee siamniidnadesesaneiin cduamnit 40 

al aii leech nein once eanemengaen engmaaaint 164 


In carpets known as “ union carpets” probably less than 1 pound of wool 
is used in each yard of carpet. How the rates of duties proposed in the Sen- 
ate tariff bill could increase the cost (as Mr. Dornan says) of ingrain carpet 
by 20 cents a yard, we are, in view of the fact that not more than | pound of 
wool goes into a yard of carpet, on the average, and that the proposed rate 
of duty on carpet wools is but 4 cents per pound, unable to understand 

The extent of the present use of carpet wools in the manufacture of cloth- 


ing anc upholstery will be made clear by a perusal of the following bald facts. 
need no comment. 
hen looms of all kinds in Pennsylvania are run to full capacity, the an- 
nual production of carpets of all kind is about 45,000,000 yards, and in the rest 
of the country about 27,000,000 yards, a total of 70,000,000. 
Imports of class 8 wools (carpet wools) for the fiscal year ending June 30 
were as follows: 


The 






Pounds Pounds 

ES 105, 46, 649 

Tib6uclibd ahuacncecococece 92,581,282 1806 wcosee | Otee, van 
~~ 122,386, 072 

Catanennwee 2, 918, 584 j Total . 551,618, 992 


Here we have a total amount of carpet wool imported in six years of 551,- 
616,992 pounds, an average of 91,936,499 pounds. Now, if it takes but a pound 
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1930 


of wool on the average to make a yard of carpet, our conyet mills running 
full time would consume but 70,000,000 pounds of ca wool, or nearly 
22,000,000 pounds less than the average importation. But the carpet looms 
have not been running anything like full time, and the wool used in the past 
two years for making carpets probably did not exceed two-thirds of the 
normal, say 47,000,000 pounds. Therefore, of the annual importations of 
wools classified as carpet wools and averaging 91,936,499 pounds, an average 


of more than 44,000, pounds must have been used oe past two 


years ae other purposes, to wit, clothing and upholstery, or have remained 
unused, 

Mr. MANTLE. As to some other matters contained in Mr. 
Justice’s statement, I do not believe that the Senate amendment 
raising the duty upon third-class wools averaging 10 cents or be- 
low in value to 4 cents per pues will amount to an increase of 1} 
cents per pound, as stated by Mr. Justice. It is true that the av- 
erage import value of third-class wool during the McKinley period 
was only 8} cents. That low valuation was induced very largely 
by the system of ad valorem duties under which fraudulent under- 
valuations were made, and hence the real value of the wool was 
not shown. However, last year under free wool the importations 
of third-class wool came in at a valuation of 9.6cents. This would 
give something over 3 cents a pound, reduced to a specific basis. 
So that the increase made by the Senate committee is less than 1 
cent per pound on third-class wools of the value of 10 cents or less, 
and not a cent and a quarter, as stated by Mr. Justice. 

I do agree with Mr. Justice, however, in this, that placing a 
duty of 4 cents upon wools valued at 10 cents or less and placin 
a duty of 7 cents per pound on wools valued at over 10 cents wi 
certainly result in all of these wools, or practically all of them, 
coming in at a valuation of 10 cents or less in order to escape the 
additional duty of 3 cents per pound. 

In my judgment, Mr. President, that is an unwise method of 
levying the duty, because the sudden jump after reaching 10 cents 
in value, from 4 cents to 7 cents duty, must inevitably and neces- 
sarily lead to fraudulent undervaluations. The result will be, as 
it has been in the past, that the great bulk of these wools will 
come in and they will pay but 4 cents per pound duty. That is 
certain to be the result. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question at that point? 

Mr. MANTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Is the Senator's proposition in regard to the spe- 
cific tax to be laid upon these carpet wools to abolish the classifi- 
cation of price as the dividing line, 10 cents or 13 cents a pound, 
and make a uniform specific duty upon all? 

Mr. MANTLE. Whose proposition? 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator's proposition. 

Mr. MANTLE. I think, Mr. President, that by far the most 
equitable proposition would be to levy a specific rate upon all car- 
pet wools, . 

Mr. GRAY. Without distinction as to price? 

_ MANTLE. To levy a specific duty upon all of the carpet 
wools. 

Mr. GRAY. Without distinction as to price? 

Mr.MANTLE. Withoutany distinction, becauseI believe when 
you introduce the ad valorem system, by making a dividing line 
of value, you will induce undervaluations., 

Mr. GRAY. Then what does the Senator think would be the 
ae specitic a 

r. MANTLE. The woolgrowers themselves have agreed that 
the duty should be 7 cents per pound, and they believe that the 
same advances should be made with reference to third-class wools 
as are made with reference to first and second class wools; that is, 
that there should be an added duty for washed wools and atrebled 
duty for scoured wools. I believe that any other system, under all 
the circumstances and with the other classifications, than a single 
specific rate must necessarily lead to fraud. 

In connection with this particular class of wools, so far as the 
duty of 7 cents upon third-class wools valued at over 10 cents per 
— is concerned, I agree with Mr. Justice that the recommen- 

ation of the committee is a lowering instead of a raising of the 
duty, because what few wools of the third class came in hereto- 
fore at the higher rate of valuation averaged 7} cents per pound. 
So that 7 cents is practically a lowering of one-half cent a pound 
upon the better des of carpet wool. However, this is a very 
small matter; it is almost insignificant, because only 2 pe cent of 
all Bor importations of third-class wools come in at the higher rate 

uty. 

So fom as the McKinley law is concerned, the woolgrowers of 
the country, notwithstanding Mr. Justice's statement to the con- 
trary, were not satisfied with the measure. It did not give them 
in practice the protective benefit which they had anticipated from 
it, because of these faults in the act itself, these failures properly 
to guard the classification, these loopholes, such as admitting sec- 
colin wools without an additional duty and permitting skirted 
wools to come in without additional duty. Through these faults 
and failures the woolgrowers of the country assert, and they prove 
it absolutely, that they were So of the protective benefit 
which was intended to be given them by the McKinl ey law. The 
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protective benefit was cut down, as I said before, from 50 to 49 
and in some instances 30 per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me ask the Senator, for he is familiar w;:}, 
these matters, what was the protective duty given the wooleroy.. 
ers under the McKinley Act and what was its character, as ;, 
whether it was specific or ad valorem? 

Mr. MANTLE. The McKinley law gave on wools of class { 
clothing wools—11 cents per pound, double on washed, and try), 
on scoured; on wool of the second class, known as combing w.,,)| 
12 cents on unwashed and washed and triple duty on scoured: nj 
on third-class wool it gave an ad valorem duty of 32 per cent on 4 
valuation of 13 cents or less and 50 per cent above 13 cents in va! yo 
with no distinction as to washed or scoured, because under the ad 
valorem duty it was unnecessary to make that distinction. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand, if the Senator from Montana wil) 
pardon me, that he says under the duty the woolgrowers did jot 
receive the benefit they e ted to receive. 

_Mr. MANTLE. They certainly did not. That is their conten. 


tion. 

Mr. GRAY. That means that the price of the wool grown in 
this country was not raised in the proportion they supposed it 
would be raised. 

Mr. MANTLE. Thatisonereason. Of courseit is well known 
that the price of wool all over the world went down during those 

ears, ere was panic everywhere and general depression. [t 
gan, I believe, in Argentina, at the time of the failure of the 
Baring Bros. That country went all to pieces and wool went 
away down, and it did not recover and has not recovered yet, and 
I believe the shock then suffered by the woolgrowing interest has 
never been recovered from. It brought down the prices of wou! 
the world over. 

Mr. GRAY. The McKinley Act was not an equivalent for that 
reduction? 

Mr. MANTLE. It was not an equivalent. 

Mr. GRAY. It did not raise the price of wool. 

Mr. MANTLE. It did not make the difference. That is gen- 
erally acknowled by all who have written on the subject. 
Mr. Justice himself, in the very elaborate tables he has prepared, 
shows that the protective duty of 11 cents as applied to the 
higher class wools resulted in a protective benefit of only about 
8 cents, while on far Western wools it resulted in a protective 
benefit of only 5 or 6 cents. Of course, when we take into con- 
sideration the enormous distance our wools have to be transported 
to get it into market and consider upon the other hand the low 
rate of freight obtainable by ocean t rtation for the Aus 
tralian and South American wools, we begin to see to what 
— the protective benefit to the domestic woolgrower was re- 

uced. 

I wish to offer a substitute for this paragraph whenever we 
arrive at the proper time for offering it. 

Mr. MILLS. r. President, it has always been an incompre- 
hensible thing to me why it is that our woolgrowing people will 
persistently demand a tax on wool, when the whole record for 
more than two generations shows that wool under all tariffs has 
been constantly falling. It is one of the articles that can not be 
protected any more than cotton can be protected. Cotton can 
not be protected because its price is fixed in England, and because 
we are largely infinitely more than we import. The tariff can 
not affect cotton in the United States. We do import largely of 
wool, but wool for forty or fifty years has been abnormally high. 
It was high because its production was not in keeping with the 
demand for it. 

The growth of wool has been stimulated all over the world for 
the last forty years. It has been in ing in amount vastly dis- 
proportionate to the demand for it for ne and in addi- 
tion to that the fact that wool was so much higher than the sulsti- 
tutes which could be used in lieu of it has stimulated the ingenu'ty 
of manufacturers all over the world to use in place of woo! ot! r 
things which are cheaper than wool. The use of cotton is lary: 'y 
increasing in the manufacture of wool. The use of shoddy an! 
rags and hair is increasing, and as substitutes for wool articles 
worth 7 and 8 and 9 cents a pound and cotton at 5 cents a poun! 
have been put into the manufacture of wool and have displaced 
pound of wool, and wool has been falling and falling for forty 


I have the tables before me, and I have examined them from 


1860 down. I have here the tables from 1890, and I wish to «ive 
to the Senate the price of XX Ohio wool, a standard by which we 
examine the of wool in the United States. in order to » 6 
what effect the tariff has had on wool. The McKinley Act went 
into operation in October, 1890, and XX Ohio wool was worth 11 
the Philadelphia market 32 to 34 cents a pound. Let us see wiiat 
it was in 1894, when the act was ed. In August, 18%, it 
was worth 20 to 23 cents a pound. It had fallen from 32-3! to 
20-23 cents a pound with a protective tariff of 11 cents a pound 
to prevent it from falling, and to make it rise. In August, |5!', 








when wool was put on the free list, this Ohio wool was worth 
from 20 to 23 cents a — . ThenI will give what it is at the 
resent time. In May last (the quotations are not brought down 
Parther), it was 21 to 23 cents a pound. With no protection it has 
risen since it was put on the free list. What do these facts show? 
Incontestably that the tariff can not affect the oe of wool. 

Now, let us look at the Texas wool, because I am interested in 
the Texas woolgrowers, and they are interested in me, making 
their interest manifest on all proper occasions. Texas wool, 
‘coarse, six and eight months,” in October, 1890, when it was 
protected by a duty of 11 cents a pound, was worth in the Phila- 
delphia markets from 14 to 17 cents a pound. In August, 1894, 
when it was put on the free list, it was worth 10 to 11 cents a 
pound, It is now worth 11 to 13 cents a pound. It, too, has in- 
creased. The Montana wool has increased. All the wool in the 
United States has increased since it was put on the free list—not 
much, but little. It has not fallen. 

If the tariff had protected it to the extent of 11 cents a pound, 
when that 11 cents was subtracted from it the wool would not 
have been worth 1 cent a pound. 

Mr. WARREN. Will it disturb the Senator from Texas if I 
ask him a question? 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, no. 

Mr. WARREN. I notice the Senator dates his prices of wool 
from the time the law went into effect making wools free. Is not 
the Senator willing to admit that the effect of the Wilson law was 
discounted before its actual passage and as soon as it was known 
that the law would be pened, and does he not know that prices 
had fallen while there was yet a tariff upon wool, because it was 
known that before the wool could be manufactured and disposed 
of there would probably be free wool? In taking the later rate he 
quotes, I presume the Senator will admit that the prospect of a 
tariff on wool has raised the price in the same way, before we actu- 
ally have protection and while we are yet under free wool, in the 
same way that prices for wool were reduced in price by the pros- 
pect of free wool. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, how is it that the wool has been 
falling from 1860, 1870, 1880, straight down from 40 to 50 cents a 
pound, and veg down to the point I mentioned, in 1890, when 
the McKinle 1 was enacted, and has continued with unbroken 
current right downhill? 

Mr. WARREN. lt falls in spite of the tariff, but not because 
of the tariff. 

Mr. MILLS. That is precisely what I said, that it was in spite 
of the tariff, and I certainly have been unfortunate in the use of 
the English language if I do not convey that idea to the mind of 
my friend the Senator from Wyoming. 

tr. MANTLE. May I interrupt the Senator from Texas? 
Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 
Mr. MANTLE. The Senator from Texas will not deny, how- 
ever, that generally the imposition of a tariff upon wool has raised 
the price to the American woolgrower. 

r. MILLS. I have never been able to discover it anywhere. 

Mr. HOAR. Then what harm does it do? 

Mr. MANTLE. I am prepared to make the statement direct 
and very emphatic that, so far as the woolgrowers of Montana 
are concerned, a protective tariff, when in force, generally did 
enhance the price of their wool. I think it is susceptible of proof 
beyond contradiction. 

. VEST. What tariff? 

Mr, E. Up to the enactment of the McKinley law, and 
even under the McKinley law, for a portion of the time the price 
of the domestic product was higher than the price of wool in the 
— market. I do not think there is any disputing that prop- 
osition. 

Mr. MILLS. I believe it is a principle of the law of evidence 
that verbal testimony shall not be admitted to vary, add to, con- 
tradict, or explain a record. I am speaking from the official ree- 
ord, and not from anybody's memory in the States. Here is the 
official report made to the Government by an officer of the Gov- 
ernment. I take his figures. The price of woul in the Philadel- 
phia and Boston markets, and in the New York market, and in all 
the manufacturing markets in the United States is precisely the 
same that it is at the sheep ranch, with the addition of the cost of 
transportation and handling between the producer and the con- 
er. 

Now, I have shown from these figures that wool has been falling 
and ee spite of the tariff, and not by reason of the tariff. 
I never that the tariff led to the fall. I think the tariff may 
have had some incidental effect in helping the fall of wool, but I 
started out by saying that it was the increased production of wool 
all ov and the increased consumption of cheaper sub- 


er the 
tee for wool, taking the place of wool in all the manufactures 


See. such as cotton and shoddy and rags and hair. That 


into 


said. Here arethe figures, and I am going to have them 
the Recorp, so that everyone can examine them, They 
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are sent from the Treasury Department to us. They show that 
wool since it has been free bas risen from 1 cent to 2 cents a 
pound. 

Now, Mr. President, why is that? Not only has wool risen, but 
we have had the most remarkable increase in the importation of 
foreign wools into this country that we have ever known. Two 
hundred million pounds and over last year, and nearly 200,000,000 
pounds the year before, far in excess of what we had with the 
tariff. All this wool has been wrought up by American labor, 
and our people have consumed it, or very nearly all of it, very 
little woolen goods being exported from the United States. The 
price of wool has gone up with that enormous increase of impor- 
tation. 

Why is it? Because the decreased cost of woolen goods from 
100 per cent by the McKinley tariff down to 40 per cent increased 
the amount of their consumption and increased the demand for 
them, and it carries out the argument which we on this side have 
been making and which our predecessors have been making for 
the last half century, that in proportion as you decrease the cost 
of an article the consumption is increased and there is an in- 
creased demand for the things that make both work and material. 
This increased importation of wool has been a blessing to the work- 
men of this country, and it has been a blessing to the people who 
buy the woolen goods. 

Who, then, gets the benefit of the duties on wool? The people 
who pay the taxes have the taxes to pay that you put on wool, not 
to the woolgrower, but they pay them to the wool manufacturer. 
Look at your schedules in the bill, look at them in the McKinley 
Act, and you see a compensatory duty of 11 centsa pound on every 
pound of wool. Notwithstanding that the pound of wool has not 
been increased but decreased, the manufacturer gets that 11 cents, 
and our tariff bills are constructed upon the hypothesis that 3 
pounds of wool in the grease make 1 pound of clean cloth. So the 
manufacturer gets 33 cents a pound for every pound of scoured 
wool that goes into the cloth, and the sheep grower gets nothing. 
He has never got anything. Never one solitary cent has he ever 
received by reason of the tariff. 

How much does it amount to? Let us look at the census report 
of 1890, and this is made by a wool manufacturer. It shows that 
we consumed, in the manufactures in 1890, 197,768,698 pounds of 
scoured wool, 7,684,804 pounds of camel's hair, 2,136,244 pounds of 
mohair, 42,996,248 pounds of cotton, and 73,678,066 pounds of 
shoddy and alpaca, making altogether 324,259,060 pounds, on every 
pound of which he got the compensatory duty of 33 cents for what 
he alleges he pays by reason of the increased tariff on 1 pound of 
scoured wool, but not one cent did he ever pay on one pound of 
scoured wool produced in the United States. He did pay on the 
wool imported into this country, but he never paid it on the wool 
produced in the United States. 

How much does it amount to? I have figured a little on this. 
On 197,763,698 pounds, at 33 cents (some of this is at three and a 
half times and some at four times, but I have made a calculation 
at three times), it amounts to $65,262,020, which we pay to the 
woolen manufacturers in the United States upon the assumption 
that they have paid it in addition to the domestic price of their 
wool. But Ihave shown when the tariff was taken from wool it 
did not take 11 cents a pound from the pound of grease wool, but 
it has increased in value. Not only did they get the compensa 
tion for that on wool, but they got, on 42,996,248 pounds of cotton 
in 1890, for which they paid 7 or 8 cents a pound, 11 centsa pound, 
as though it had been in the grease, and they got 33 cents a pound 
when it was scoured and combed and ready to go into the cloth. 
But the cotton grower did not get anything and the woolgrower 
did not get anything. The manufacturers got it, and then they 
got for 73.678,066 pounds of shoddy, at the same rate, $24,000,000. 
Here is $104.000,000 specific duties, compensatory duties, compen- 
sation for what the woolgrower thinks he gets, but what the man- 
ufacturer knows he gets. 

The whole duty in the woolen schedule goes to the manufac- 
turer, nothing goes to the woolgrower, and hence we have been 
trying to put wool upon the free list, not that we want to dis- 
criminate in the bestowal of bounties between the woolgrower 
and the wool manufacturer, but because in a reduction of the 
taxes on wool we are enabled to reduce the taxes on woolen goods, 
and that was the argument made when, in the House, we passed 
the bill of 1888. It was stated in that report: 

The repeal of all duties on wool enables us to reduce 
manufactures of wool $12,332,211... The largest redactio 
in the woolen schedule, and this reduction was 
ing wool on the free list. 


the duties on the 


l ve have made is 
only made possible by plac 


This has Deen our argument, and this is the reason why we now 
ask to put wool on the free list instead of piling up duties 
for the benefit of the woolen manufacturer 

I ask to have these tables printed as an appendix to my remarks, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the tables 
will be printed in the Recorp. 


n wool 
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The tables referred to are as follows: 


Philadelphia quotations of prices of wool, 
[Reported by Coates Bros.] 
1890. 





Kinds of wool. 








OHIO, PENNSYLVANIA, AND WEST VIRGINIA FLEECE, WASHED. 





Centa. 
SE CNG Acctecscuseiniannsn ceetbabiicmbebrrimbebibmrnsane 82-85 
al aa a a a rE 31-2 
cel Ea steecnal 37-38 
I a a eal 35-36 
SnD OE Ii cenian idtinentcudetwatanonstedpesstenintta sees 28-30 
WEW YORK, MICHIGAN, INDIANA, AND WISCONSIN FLEECE, 
WASHED. 
dh detest eehditnich pubiietaresdude cuehbnue ophbintinnteantt’ medand 80-31 
ae al a i dr i te dda ia biieed peomaned | 28-30 
uarter blood.......... wacenlisiakied stat edtnalinabtnmdenithadiéask a 35-36 
ommon and cotted........... caiiadiaticeniineanadiatindmrbeka medal 28-30 
COMBING AND DELAINE FLEECE. 
Weeteed, Tne Belaine «0... 22. 00. ccccveccevcces cosves conccencewes | 83-36 
I ns an cicin Sie annnn cubaiinaameatdae gael | 38-40 
TIN tn cies, Gattis ebneninnncienabhteibabanetbtenttende tiie 36-38 
I in inernenitich wigan nimenoctiibahittiblinn doen vbessimbignd 32-34 
Unwashed, medium............ ae 28-30 
Unwashed, low and coarse 25-27 
INE Goi nb tbs clipisinaccedituotntabibiatwevtewsseed | cused divednischllibelabadiictinieswtakabeacae 
UNWASHED. 
Tight and bright. 
Th icdcennakdiiiibbdbniah alah mackdees aneresanipeses seqeeswuus stall 20-22 
SO ona cahettinnidbsisutsitnnnsepiplisbapabitinainiwiess cunueied 26-29 
III ti cnsin dnd ctibiindeiaubeiaaothas wdnasabdnevanseneciaiil 25-27 
OD Ce rtcttence danas cecsnecinsseccsencensaeencsnewewsn 20-25 
Dark colored. 
A SE ccnkncdpiehnadtndoernneteakscaphdtpidndeabeeseonsesncend 14-16 
Bg TEE cininacenesedcbeectebesowncs cqeeummneseenacsocesane ewes 17-20 
INK. in Anis semnptcinsiginl ib banaenaiiatninidadbemsetnnianesctinte du 18-20 
Sy Ett nihithbithitandhagiennoocandtategmnaeeaeapoosenbienel 20-22 
ED chicaceadenadccqutitibbotndbps vdcueusecnen anctnseetuneuben sou 16-18 
COLORADO. 
eC IG i octencdndtinds cenconmstcdsttsliowssaweurs 22-25 
CIE SRE, CRIED nis prennipcenetuasnwsaucenesesoeerontneun 16-20 
COMIN GG GURPUSEP BICOG .0cccc co ccce cncscnsescenseee soos cacces 19-20 
CONTRO CREPES ccccce ventas cvecce cess cceces coneve coon csecesctescce- 16-17 
NEW MEXICAN. 
Caine FeO ccccncccewencccccedeoe ccc eussceeseeneasseecescous 21-24 
REET WOOO cso oven cet nce acaccoccevenneevecessetstweoccsonnst 18-20 
Gomes: caret: biavy or oan Sete or ce into 
SR TE SE Giccnecescactintacsstcedocccccesass 
hile tah eddies cadlcitadDtachsshepeinastiiichcamepsinianeieiincinctaianincgiog 15-17 
TEXAS. 
i ST, cn conpuewecusumnnisnborbrscceuswenguyntineeniced 20-23 
SE, TP RR cbienanates oqastenesbehebosncanpanipdnauenereien 23-26 
SER, Te Men cts wie conn reuneds pbeseecencesencenndveenn coed 18-20 
i int SPIN nn nenan ncsecoutsashibseinennsueniasebursvend 18-20 
I eileen 20-22 
> Neen eee eT oe md 15-18 
MONTANA. 
ND Ti, arin eb eebasnen ebtbecbesbbewewaiuinl 19-22 
eee ee a eee 22-4 
Donn. tda cote pontbenenoueenendacubensonsee 18-20 
Unwashed, dark colored, heavy, or short....................-... 16-20 
UTAH AND WYOMING. 
I FS vin ccs cnctve qpesenausthoomeceduenqnentend 18-21 
Unwashed, heavy, fine................. LE 15-18 
Unwashed, fine medium............... saison i os oli deiblittaenpaiiibincl 18-22 
Unwashed, selected medium............ sal aeeattiidlegiaatatneetninntioginathl 22-24 
LENT cucapbvies didhawsccieutamenninthiisieehcbmenrannpaestl 20-22 
TUB WASHED. 
IE. nace ewevascsereientl ibqnndiwarpenaipubicaacundl 88-40 
Et SUN ima neynnuntnoedtedeséudpéentigcunanensensuncenen 86-38 
Sh nithtdinaitrrncsusintcnsceswenes sanswagagnmnneennabponnerstaid 33-36 
PULLED 
| ee en pews wdinoanl 27-30 
OT |) 32-34 
WARROER GRE GING MUTANS ..<.000s canvas cncenpodnicnqeucendnenvecese 26-30 
Short merino and Ghearlings. <.. 0. 2.202 cconcecccececcee «--.--.- 18-25 
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March. | April. 
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20-25 
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16-18 


22-24 
16-20 
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16-17 
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14-16 
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31-32 
36-38 
34-35 


30-31 
28-29 
35-37 
34-35 
23-30 


33-36 
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36-38 
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28-30 
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18-20 
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19-21 
16-17 
14-16 
1-17 
20-22 
23-26 
17-20 
18-24 
15-18 
18-22 
22-25 
18-20 
16-20 
18-20 
15-18 
18-21 
21-24 


35-37 
88-41 
36-38 
82-33 
29-32 
25-27 
20-24 
27-29 
25-27 
20-23 
17-20 


14-16 
22-24 


16-1) 


hues Ge 


ne 


Gere Gee keaee bout 





16-18 
2-22 
18-20 
16-18 
21-24 
15-18 
16-17 


16-17 
14-16 
14-16 


19-21 
22-24 
17-20 


1417 





Cents. 
82-33 
30-22 
86-37 
34-35 
28-30 


28-30 
85-36 
33-35 
28- 30 


16-18 
20-22 


18-20 
16-18 


21-24 
15-18 


16-17 


14-16 


19-21 
22-24 
17-20 


1-17 


Cents. 
82-34 
31-32 
36-38 
35-36 
30-22 


29-30 
28-30 
85 


21-28 
24-26 
20. - 


16-18 
13-15 
20-22 
18-2) 
16-18 


21-24 
15-18 
18-20 
16-17 


18-20 
16-17 
14-16 
14-16 


19-21 
17-20 


1-17 


17-20 





Cents. | 
33-35 
RB | 
37-39 | 
36-38 | 
B24 


29-30 | 


87-38 


96-37 | 


85-83 | 


40-43 


37-39 
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r 














Kin Janu- | Febru-| ' : hes Se . No De- 
ds of wool. ary. ary. March.| April May. | June. | July gust te 0 a vem com 
be b el 
—— | Cents. Cents. | Cents Cents Cen? ‘ . C Cents 
> 0, ee ee 20-30 | 2031 20-30 23-29 28.29 2899 23.30 23 90 
an nannnn sanatennce sens nessteee cane enee nee eee 28-29 | 28-30| 27-29] 27-98] 27-28| o7-983| oro > 


-j 
1 Z 





36-38 | 36-37) 35-38 | 34-35 | 34-35) 3495) 3425) Bas 
Quarter blood Pi isanhovebenaheshacenscccescccceses 85-36 | 35-36 | 33-35) B24 | B24 | 82-38 4 sar 
Cee oncewice ences cee anne coscne ecncnseceees oes+ ane. 3-2 | RM) 230) 27-20) Wa) WI Wl 30-31 


COMBING AND DELAINE FLEECB. 


EE 84-37 | 84-37 | 35-37] 35-37 





} 
NEW YORK, MICHIGAN, INDIANA, AND WISCONSIN FLEECE, 
' 


85-37 | 35-37 | 34-36) 33-35 38.35 435 

Washed, medium ...... ...... .---.--------- «--.00-----2------------| B41 | 4042] 40-42] 40-42 | 40-42] 38-40) 38-39| 37-39] 37-29 | 9 | 38-39 
Washed, 10W.22--0- 2200. nncevennnncceenccceocceseeeeee-s+-------| 36-38 | 88-98] 87-98 | 37-38 | 97-38 | 36-38 | .25-37/ 35-38 | 35-36] 35-360! 25-30 
Washed, CORIBOn...« -- 22 022250 nnn wn ene - +2 enone enon nee. -- 435) 235 | 3435) 9) | |) 8) ae) | Be oR 
Unwashed, pRdeetewocentcens cececncucee caceneces - O-2 | DRl DR WR) DW) DR 3-31 29-30 | 29-30] 20-30] 20-30 
nnn eonemauttioebees acinus concer secs 2-28 | 26-28 | 26-28 | 26-28 | 26-28 | 26-28) 25-27 | 25-26 | 25-26 | 25-26) 25-26 
Unwashed, waee cwnannas sowenecenncnnnnceceeeceneccseecee Sh) Sk) Bek) Rk Rk) kL SL | | 

UNWASHED. 

Light and bright. | 

acne mecncnncsmnceresersaccececces ----| 2-23) 2-23) 20-22) 2-22) Wee) 922/ 19-21) 19-21) 1922] 1922) He! IDI 
AMIN no oo ee nw 2 nnn nn nnn en ene eons we neenn-----| 20-29] 27-29) BI-BD] 27-29) 27-20) 2-30] 26-29) 25-27) 227) 227) 227 2 
Lew MOGMM ~ --- 22 nnn ns ne nnn n nen nnn nnn nn nnnn------| BOAT] WAT} WAT] W27 | 2-27 | 27 | 225) WW) 23-25] 23-25 a) 
nn edd oGnasecten casees ecectecceccccecccccncecs] SPEND] SEER 4 2% 2-23 | 20-23) 18-22/ 18-21) 18-21 18-21 18-21 





Dark colored. i 


EEE Ee i ex 


19 | 17-19 
Ee en oP ae 


4-16 | 14-16 4 16 | 14-16 


5-18 


16-18 16-18 


_ 


16-18 16-18 16-18 
] 








14-16 14-16 4-16 14-16 | 14-16 1t-1l5 

i ovocc onan anne ceenwnneceserenesneseccnecccce-------s00------| 2I-ZS| 21-23) 21-23] 21-23] 21-23] 20-23) we] We) MZ! DML! wo 1-21 

ime meena... -...-...... 22.2... 8.5... 2 eeeee----| 18-90] 18-20] 18-20] 18-20] 18-20] 18-20] 17-19] 17-19! 17-19] 17-19] 17-19| 17-18 
SEER a haha cece esac accenecccccnccesccccccocccccceces}] LOOMS | 18-38) 16-381 16-38) 16-223) 18-233 18-20 18-2) 18-20 18-20 | 18-20 17-20 

COLORADO | 

iii ne skccccedsnccas cote coeeoses as0e 25 | 2-25] 225] 225) 5) we | 22-25 22.05 | 21-24 
 . soupeeansaesus cee 16-20 | 16-20) 16-18 16-18 | 16-18 16-18 15-18 15-18 Lj-18 15-18 L518 15-18 
ee ie ans cneenndes tasencsscnencans sé 2-21} W21] W2i; W21/| W-21/| 19-20/ 18-20] 18-20| 18-20] 18-20] 18-20! 18-20 
ee he inccsancncacesecce secs cocece socess 17-19 | 17-19} 17-18] 17-18/| 17-18] 17-18! 16-17 16-17 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 16-17 


21-23 | 21-23 21-23) 21-23) 20-2 
20-21 20-21 20-21 19-20 18-20 

j 7-18 16-17 16-17 
5-16 15-16 | 14-16 
5-17 |} 15-17 14-16 


20-22 21-24 21-4 21-4 21-23 
520 18-20) 18-20 Is 20 17-20 
16-17 W-17 | WIT) 16-17 15-16 
14-16 14-16 16} 14-16 4-15 
14-16 14-16 | 14-16 lt 16 14-16 


_ 
uo 
- 
_ 
By 
- 

Ms 

— 


4 


20-23, 223 | 2-23) 222) W222!) W222) WP) we] B22) Me 
23-25 | 23-25) 23-25) 23-25) Wee] 24) pees) epee] ot 2-2 
18-20 18-20 18-20; 18-20 | 7-19 17-19 17-19 17-19 

7-3 17-20 17-20 16-20 


~ 
~ 


RE a | : 2-22 | 222) Wel M2] wz) we 
Coaree,6and 8 months........................................ 14-17} 14-18] 15-18] 15-18] 15-18] 15-18] 15-17| 15-17 | 


as 
-e 
¥ 
iv 
ws 
e 
¥ 
oe 
~~ 
ig icis 
_= 
ot 
to 
2 
ts 
_ 
=a 


Unwashed, inc nteiiditinchenoontineabasatietees 18-20 | 18-20] 18-20| 18-20; 1& ‘ 2 17-21 7-20 
te oe SS ES 21-23 | 21-23) 21-23] 21-23| 21-24] 21-24! 21-24] 21-24] 21-24] o1o6] 21-24 | 21-23 
Guwaenee, ecmmee, DEIGRS .... 2... 2.20------------ 17-20} 7-2] 17-20] 17-3 13-22 | 18-20] 18-20] 18-20] 18-20] 18-20] 18-20 | 17-20 
Unwashed, dark colored, heavy or short ........................ 16-20 | 16-20] 16-20/ 16-20/ 16-20] 16-20) 16-20; 16-20] 1620] 16-20] 16-20 16-20 


UTAH AND WYOMING. 


| | | | 

7-19 | 17-19 | 18-20; 18-20; 17-20) 17-20! 17-20} 17-20] 17-20 17-20 
14-16) 4-16} 46 4-16} 1416] 14-16 1 
3 2 ‘ | 


~ 
- 
= 
x 
a 


i 





2 = | 18-21 18-21 21 
Unwashed, selected a cee onnbie 20-22 | 20-22) D2) We] ws) Be 22-24 | 22-24) 22-21 pp 24 ot} 
Wee een. Ww. .............. ‘ ‘ 18-20 | 18-20} 18-20) 





18-21 | 18-21] 1821] 1821| 18-20 





13-20} 18-2] 18-2 | 
TUB WASHED. | 
EG eee ee 38-40 | a8-42 











| 
| 


zs ak ¢ eee 4 $842 | 38-42) 38-42] 38-42! 97-40) 97-40) 37-40! 37-40} 37-40] 36-28 
ee ccesnccecces eoeccces 35-38 | 36-38 | 36-38 | 36-1 3 38 | R38 | 3H 3 M37) 34371 3437| 33-38 
A ar 3 | G35) 8285 | B35) 8235) Bea 23t| S234] 32-34] 32-34] 92-34 31-33 
| 
PULLED. 
SEL A 23-30 | 23-30] 28-30) 26-30/ 28-30) 28-30/ 26-23) 26-28| 28-28] 26-28! 26-28 
City super and lambs_.................. p ipitiidaea S2-34 | 32-34) 92-35) 2-35) 22-35) 90-43 | 90-33) 30-53) 30-33) 90-53) 3033 
Western super and lambs................................-.-..-... 28-30 | 28-30) 28-32) 28-52) 22 27-30) Bw! 25-30) 25-0) 25-30] 25-20 | 
Short merino and shearlings..........................-....._.-__. 20-22 | 20-23) 222) D2] DWV! 16-2) 18-21| 1821) 19-22! Ie) 19! 


$8 
& 


30 22.90 28-30 | 29-30 23-30 





27-2 27-28 27-28 27-28 28-29 27-28 
3 | 3) CB 33-34 | 3M 33-34 
33-34 | 338-34) 22-33] 6-33 6B 335-4 
23-51 238-31 2 238-30 23-4) 23-3) 


| | 
NEW YORK, MICHIGAN, INDIANA, AND WISCONSIN FLEECE, | 
WASHED. 


27-28 27 27-28 27-28 27-28 27-28 26-28 
de alti ners nusckachacce covcee sone 27-28 26-27 | 2-25) 25-27 23-27 | 2-27 25-27 a -27 
ee ok emncncnccocesed 2-33 33-34 BAH 3A 2-53 





4 ‘ 
2-33 | S233) 82-33) 233 | ae | 
30-31 
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Janu- | Febru- Au- | Sep- Octo. | No- i 
Kinds of wool. ary. ary. March. sort | May. | June. | July. gust. = J vem 


























COMBING AND DELAINE FLEECE. 





Cents, | Cents. | Cents. | Cents, | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents 





























Washed, fine delaine........ Led tipratnpetns dipssvetedbe sted 33-35 | 33-35 | 33-34 | 32-34] 31-33 | 31-33 | 31-33/ 31-33) 30-22] 30-22 / 30-22 sl 
ES EET ELLE SP LYS TE en ae. pail 37-39 | 37-38 | 36-38 | 35-38 | 44-37 | 35-37 | 35-37 | 35-37) 34-35 | 34-35) 34-36 = 
NS iar a ee 34-36 | 34-36] 34-36 | 34-36 | 33-35 | 34-35] 34-35 | 34-35] 33-34] 33-34| 33.3; . 
RT NOE eisai cpenegesciecewninonel oh idubectencateenseaphn 82-34 | S234) 82-34) 32-33) 31-33) 30-33) 90-33) 80-33) 80-2] 30-2 | 2020 ~~ 
i, PD ocvcunnnbernedbaueehabdgegpti tebessdonmptneee 23-30 | 27-29 | 27-28 | 27-28 | 26-27 | 26-28 | 26-23) 26-28 | 26-27 | 26-27 /) 2-28) 5). 8 
St Ci i COE... wdbestbonssdeseadinakate' sapea eaew | 25-26 | 25-26 | 25-26 | 25-26) 25-26) 26-27 | 26-27 | 26-27 | 25-26] 25-26) 25-97 | 7 
Unwashed, brald.............cc.sc.002 Sipheiainorakibchianadsoowae tant | 22-23] 22-23) 22-23/ 22-23) 21-23) 21-23| 21-23] 21-23) 20-22) 21-23) 2» 9 | 1-33 
UNWASHED. 
Light and bright. 
MED. o v'nee woscaccwenns coccee mectecccecnceccstescoccccescstacccusesss] MOE) SOLS BEES] 3800) 16-60) 10-501 1-2) 2! 1a] 19-91 19-9 
I Taig afta gusting goes a Svdin ence ct Usinn bey vcanacrnnc onescei | 26-28 | 26-27 | 25-26) 25-28) 25-26 | 25-27 | 25-27) 25-27) 25-28) 25-25 on oF 
NINN tis Scinnes Gena dnehivadiberebimitvecnkhaliipitas aah 6be 24-26 | 24-26) 24-23 | 24-25 | 24-25) 25-26] 24-26 | 24-26] 23-25) 23-25 4 Op 
Ne Oe So dvcncdbincide nc décdbbineOven ddnewsbbeaberbaxessncet 18-21 | 18-22 18-22/| 18-22) 18-22/ 18-22; 18-22) 18-22] 18-21/ 18-21 i8 of 
Dark colored | 
ee ii ils ican chains cenctichsegaiin | 1618] 1618| 16-18] 16-18| 16-18] 16-18| 1648] 16-18] 16-18| 1618] 1615, 15 15 
I a a ell Ta ale sents thlemnelicaiinpeaainne | 144-15] 1415] 1415] 14-15] 14-15] 14-15] 1415] 1425] 1415] 14-15] 14-15 14-15 
I ek ch an aka sii ne ivad hes ab menses banene si biec inion kenge | 19-21) 19-21} 19-21] 19-21) 19-21/| 19-22) 19-22/| 10-22] 19-22) 19-22) 22) wh 
DL cctecincindsSesasedsichtnacine caine acabineed euskeah | 17-18} 16-18| 16-18| 16-18] 16-18| 16-18| 16-18] 16-18| 16-18/ 16-18| 17-19 17-19 
ST distnankddtainn sansaianssivabviktieeehsdan edguia cicada cseseniniin 17-20 | 17-20] 17-20; 17-20| 17-20] 17-20| 17-20; 17-20]. 17-20] 17-20) 18-20 13-29 
COLORADO. 
Pees HAE BD, GOOD... 5.062005 cccsen ong sednee covsenseconsoes 21-23 | 21-23 | 21-23} 21-23 | 21-23) 21-23 | 21-23] 21-23] 21-23| 21-23) 2). 
Medium and fine, heavy ....................-.. W-17 | 16-17, 15-17) 1-17) 156-17) 15-17) 15-17) 16-17] 15-17} 15-17 15-1? 
Common and quarter blood ...........-----..-- sone vat 18-20 | 17-19 | 17-19} 17-19] 17-19] 17-19] 17-19] 17-19] 17-19] 17-19| 17-19 
MOD cai aha ink aks annawassabignbed ObscadebbcKincen anausvall 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17| 16-17| 16-17} 16-17; 16-17; 16-18/ 16-18/ 16-18 16-17 
NEW MEXICAN. 
Choice improved ......-..-.-.21-2-------------eceeeeeeeece-ee---ee| 21-98] 21-98] 21-92] 21-92] 21-92] 21-22] 21-28] 21-92] 21-22] 21-22] 212) 2)» 
Partly improved .... ...... .-..2-.00--2--eeee e+ --enencceeee--e-----| 17-90} 17-19] 17-19] 17-19] 17-19! 17-19] 17-19) 17-19] 17-19] 17-19] 17-19 17-19 
IR AND ot als asks sd enaclainedboeseemusbe 15-16 | 15-16| 15-16; 15-16| 15-16) 15-16/ 15-16/ 15-16! 16-17/ 16-17) 16-17)! i617 
Coarse, carpet, heavy or sandy......... sh Hiciduen sooth asnnnantiol 14-15] 14-15/| 14-15] 18-15) 13-15/ 18-15| 13-15| 18-15/ 14-16| 14-16/ 14-16) 14-16 
SEN iis ulead Sabine daidaec Sik Sachhe dab banh hehe sean oaee Uke 14-16 | 13- 13-15 | 13-15 | 18-15| 18-15| 12-15/ 12-15/ 13-15/ 13-15) 13-15| 13-15 
TEXAS. : 
Pine, 12 months ...... 2.2... .-.-2. 22000 ---- sence es ceceeeee---ece--| 20-22] 20-21] 20-21] 20-21] 18-20 | 18-20) 18-20} 18-20/ 18-20/ 18-20] 18-20; 18-2 
SE ican cn skarnens buankeeinreevanbbaeewine dais hid 22-24 | 22-24) 22-24) 22-24| 20-23) 20-23) 20-24) 20-24) 223] 2-23) 023) ny 
a ers nekis anand epadet enousa supe gdeoseccnsiae 17-19 | 17-19} 17-19} 17-19| 17-19] 17- 17-19 | 17-19; 16-18; 16-18/| 16-18| 16-18 
A NG os ccbsnntictincaseucbedbeasvares aginen | 16-20! 16-20] 16-20! 16-20] 1418] 1418! 1418] 14-18] 1418| 14-18! 14-18] 1418 
a lal id dite aug Sip aula Ganga 18-20 | 18-20] 18-20] 1820] 18-20] 18-20] 18-20] 18-20] 18-20] 18-20] i820! js » 
I ARNE In. on di cosudiecaececsmaesdulpepencedhansts 15-17 | 16-17] 15-17} 15-17| 15-17| 15-17] 15-17| 15-17] 15-16/ 15-16) 15-16) 15-16 
MONTANA 
NN CN Ron, one ticcabidder'nchebsaccoecsac cvsed 17-20 | 17- 17-20 | 17-20} 17-18| 17-20| 17-20| 17-20] 17-20| 17-20 7-20 17-20 
Unwashed, medium, b: SG wocckndancanlwots Siohunrtsh ciichaleaiets shiva iceiods 21-23 | 21-23 | 21-23) 21-23] 20-23 | 2-24) 224) WA) OW) WB) 3 0-23 
SC sin. ni Ledinkwnendephsgabencetenonksons 17-20 | 17-20} 17-20) 17-20/ 17-20; 17-20| 17-20); 17-20] 17-20| 17-20/ 17-20| 17% 
Unwashed, dark-colored, heavy or short-.................-..-.-- 16-20 | 15-18 | 15-18/ 15-18| 15-18| 15-18/ 15-18/ 15-18/ 15-18| 15-18| 15-18| 15-18 
UTAH AND WYOMING. 
Tee TE, GOs os cncnadawivss neces dius Fouts msi atlone | 17-20] 17-20} 17-20] 17-20! 17-20| 17-20] 17-20] 17-20| 1618| 16-18] 16-18, 1518 
Se: UR, Ws, <5 val Sabalipobadns alban éeipoomensbuedl | 14-16] 14-16] 14-16/| 14-16| 14-16| 14-16] 14-16; 14-16/| 1416; 14-16| 14-16 14-16 
INE TN COI od wma Saccab dune wi cons dentun 18-21 | 18-21; 18-21; 18-21; 17-20; 18-20/| 18-20/ 18-20/ 18-20/| 18-20/ 15-20 18-20 
Unwashed, selected medium. .................--..-.------.-.----| 21-23] 21-23 | 21-23] 21-23/| 20-22) 22-24| 22-24/| 22-24] 21-22/| 21-22/ 21-2) 212 
Unwashed, low .............-..2.--see0----00- --------------------| 18-20] 18-20] 18-20] 18-20; 18-20 | *18-20| 18-20) 18-20] 18-20/ 18-20| 1820 18-20 
TUB WASHED 
EI CIOS oii nas kodsa nah bas debunk sncnengicte dieses voc¥ecnail 36-38 | 35-36 35-36 35-36 35-36 35-36| 35-36 | 35-36) 3435) 235) 35 435 
SE CED. ckiiuionntccniousddeneeiubhenieteet tone | 33-36) 33-35 | 33-35) 33-35) 33-35) 33-35] 33-35) 33-35 | 32-33) 233 Rw 32-33 
cupbdigdaesundas nechelséahibddenivestiteeestiaitens qebitnta | 81-33 | 31-33) 31-33 31-33) 31-33) 31-33 31-33 31-33) WR) WR) DR W232 
PULLED 
RN oa ites Ji sd g daacne bela wee oiencanaanieecEasel | 25-28 | 25-27 | 25-27] 25-27 | 25-27 | 25-27] 25-27] 25-27] 23-25 251 23-25 | 2325 
INE RG om... con oniupad batamngis dee dalle cbse emia | 28-82) 28-30) 28-30; 28-30; 2-30/ 23-31; 23-31); 28-31/ 30-33) 30-33) 30-3 033 
Western super and lambs. -...........-...------ Wiphisdediacgeeen 25-28 | 25-28 | 25-28) 25-28 | 25-28 | 26-29) 26-29 26-20 | 26-29) 26-29 5-29 
Short merino and shearlings ....... 2... 2.25 ese ccc cc encc ces ennee | 19-22 | 19-22| 19-22; 19-22| 19-2 | 19-22 | 10-22; 16-20; 18-20; 18-20 18-20 18-20 
1893. : 
OHIO, PENNSYLVANIA, AND WEST VIRGINIA\FLEECE, WASHED. 
CD cnivas edvcbdniceies useneuss’ Sillids siectiecunarelecaact 28-30 | 29-30; 31-32 / 31-22 | 30-31 | 27-29) 25-26) 24-25 | 23-25) 2225) 2225 22-5 
ie. Cilia ahepmensenksecsiemtssas cosaasrocnntisnasaheeneel 27-28 | 28-20 | 20-30) 20-30) 28-30) 26-27] 225) W224) 22-23) 21-22) 2-R) 22 
ee Ea a ivan sadebhinieenienntens Rieeesiensenetonte 33-4 | 34-36 | 35-36 | 35-36] 34-35) 31-32) 27-28 | 26-28) 25-26) 2425) 42) 4 
EE int a than Anan sncokeanbtbnscdagabunneeiichonnd ...-| 33-34] 34-35 | 34-35 | 34-35 33-34) 30-32 26-27] 25-26 as 24-25 25 24-25 
mon and cotted.....................---.-..+-..+-+--.+--------| 28-30] 30-32) 3-32) 30-32 / 20-30| 26-28) 24-25) Wes 20-22 | 2-2 0-2 
NEW YORK, MICHIGAN, INDIANA, AND WISCONSIN FLEECE, 
WASHED. 
SE, x cikks chadmplieniinnnen cies Cabiitaptnatley annie s ph guns vent ps ob Gie 26-28 | 27-29) 28-30] 28-30] 27-29) 26-27) 23-25 | 23-24) 21-23/ 21-22/ 21-22) 212 
Tok nibs Kmeiibbehn » eve Gacoel teheln sendie hsan wanna aonints ons asigh 25-27 | 26-28 | 27-28 | 27-28 | 26-28) 25-26 | 22-23) 21-23) 2022] 19-21) 19-21 19-21 
NUN «. ccccnuiiianaipueetiin sheces ght dlink iiesibg au wise sueigs Monee’ Galen 82-34 | 33-35) 34-35] 34-35) 33-34) 30-32) 26-27] 26-27 | 24-25) 23-2) BWA) 2 
Quarter Bin bunixcesaks i6debatinudubaietiyrhtaiietthen aséigneden R233 | 33-34 | 33-B4 | 33-34) 82-33 | 30-31 | 25-26 | 25-26] BA) Ba) Ba) 
Comamon andl Cotbed... .n.. 2. ..ng cnccnescccesteesnvennescesescosne= 28-30 | 30-82) 30-2] 30-2 | 28-30] 26-28) 264-25] 224] 18-2) 18) ee) 
COMBING AND DELAINE FLEECE. 
Washed, fine delaine...................-...--.-.------------------| 50-32] 81-38 | 31-38 |. 81-33 | 90-32] 28-30] 25-27] 24-98] 2225) 24-25) M25) 45 
Washed, medium .......... ~ cwicubiages vaphppining seaman inupedeahanies 34-36 | 35-37 | 35-37 | 35-37 | 35-36 | 32-34] 28-30) 27-28 | 26-28 | 25-26) 25-26) 2 
ON, BOE ia tie <n ccdn'no~ nee < ckceiinekebthess shenBigivenacea sponte 33-35 | 35-36 | 35-36 | 35-36) 34-35 | B1-32) 27-28 | 26-27) 25-26) 24-26) MB) 4H 
Washed, coarse ............. onsiukpanukslbkmkith dane teng ep s= ataned 30-32 | 32-33] 32-33) 92-33/ 31-2 | 90-31 | 25-26] 23-25] 22-24) 22-24) et) 2 ~t 
STOR SEINE ako «aan ciniesnbhanpesdaninknastbouses 26-28 | 27-28 | 27-29 | 27-29] 27-28 | 24-25] 21-23] 21-22 oe 20-21 | 20-21) 2-21 
SEAGNOE, SUE MORNE 5 do vcd cvestesnnsdd ndchan suwtsduessse eeséee 25-27 | 2-27 | 26-27 | 26-27 | 25-26) 23-24) 2-21) 20-21 19-20} 19-20; 19 4 
INE, TIE 5 os cel cggtka osc cde ndindoscusadccenninseateds avtans 21-238 | 22-24 | 22-24 | BA 21-23 | 221 | 18-20| 17-19] 16-17 | 16-17! 16-17 15-17 
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Philadelphia quotations of prices of wool—Continued 


1893—Continued 


— - - — ——-——- 



































eT a | ! 
: . . . ' Ser : No De 
Kinds of wool. “a vary March.| April.| May. | June. | July ~- tem- | Oct | vom 
, | gus ber ber 
a ‘ oe ‘ wibcbiediniss ciediae 
UNWASHED. | | 
. 2 | | j 
Light and bright. | Cents. | Cents Cents. | Cents. | Cents. Cents ( t Cents. | ¢ fs | ¢ fe | ¢ fe 
FINO. ... -ccwwescnwwoesee sane ones ce ceee oo cees cece eee none cence ees enes 19-21 | 20-22 | 20-3 | 18-21 16-19 | 15-18 15-17 14-16 13 13-1 13-16 
OE EE ns a ae 26-27 | 25-26 | 23-24) 2-22) 19-2 18-20} 18-20] 1 19.29 
TOW ICQIGER 6nc 0 cece nnn en 1c nn ec once es nn eee eee connec ee eee ees 24-26 | 25-26 2-26 | 24-25 22-24 19-20 | 18-20 17-19 17-19 | ) 18-19 
Come OR WEE cn 0 as ween one cones concn sos 20 cee sees. 18-21 | 18-22 | 18-22; 18-20) 15-17) 17-18!) 15-17) 14-16) 13-15] 13-1 14-16 
Dark colored. 
Light, f1N@ -..-.0-eeeeseo--00- 2-222 + noone eone ee eee ee eee eee ooee---- 16-18 | 17-19 17-19 | 17-18; W-17)| 13-15] 12-14| 12-13; 10-12); 10-12 10-12 
OT AL ne -| 14-15) 15-16} 15-16 | 14-16; 12-15! 11-2 8-12 8-10 8-10 8-10 8-10 
Medium - ..~----------+-+-++-+-++-++0+ -++-----+--------------- W-22 | 20-23 | 20-23 | 20-22) 18-22) 16-18/) 1-17| 15-16) 14-16] 14-16 14-16 
Fine medium..... Soa mene mannan tne wn nnn ene wenn en ene enes 17-19 18-20 1820/| 17-20 16-18 14-16 13-15 13-15 12-14 12-14 12-14 
Cent0® .cactsheniiiecspees x0~- DEES ooo cc cp cinieadhaabiocet .-| 18-20} 18-20 18-20 | 17-20) 15-18! 14-17! 1416] 14-15! 12-14! 12-14 12-14 
COLORADO. 
no no. nc cccanneccesecs 21-23 | 21-23 21-23 21-23/ 2023) 1921)| 16-19] 16-18| 15-18| 14-17] 14-17 14-17 
yp EEL EE I-17 | W177 | 1-17) 15-17/ 15-17! 13-45| 12-14! 10-12 8-12 8-12 8-12 8-12 
era namie ck sccccencsccccecsecbecees o0ce | 18-20) 18-20) 18-20| 18-20] 17-20) 16-18| 14-16) 1415] 14-15! 13-15] 13-15] 13-15 
CORTES, CAT POG occa one nnn enon nnn one nee eee ne ee eeeeeeee es.) 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17; 15-16/ 1415| 13-14/ 12-13/ 12-13) 12-18] 1213] Iw 
NEW MEXICAN. 
‘ | 
Cinclee SIN NEN Seeetins one... ~ 5502. ....5........... eneccesoceds | 21-22) 21-22 | 21-22; 21-22 | W21/ 18-20| 15-18| 15-17| 15-17) 1416] 14-16 14-16 
PPO Hats hance. 55 e occ enn conn 2 2025 se ee eens eseee 17-19 | 17-19 | 17-19 7-19 | 17-19/; 16-17 14-15} 13-15/ 13-15 13-14 12-14 12-14 
Coarse, carpet, light......-...- thcndmncess sangnpredsiueewccoce | 16-17; 16-17 | 16-17} 16-17 } 14-16) 14-15] 12-13] 12-43] 12-13] 12-13] 11-13 11-12 
Coares, Garpen, mee OF WUFTY..............................2...- | 416) 14-16/ M4-16| 14-16) 13-15| 13-4/ 1L-RB 3.10 8-10 8-10 8.10 810 
gee in ddnn cnease oisc ccccs ccnccecccccccces 13-15 2-14 12-14 214} 12-13) 12-18 10-12 | 10-11 10-11 9-10 9-10 10 
TEXAS. i | | 
Fine, 12 momnths......-...............................-...----------| 18-20] 18-20| 1820] 18-20] 1820] 16-18| 15-17] 1416] 1416] 12-14| 11-18 11-13 
EE EEL 2-23 | 223) 2023) 223) 20-23) 19-21] 17-20] 16-18] 15-18! 14-16] 13-15 3-15 
I EE 16-18 | 16-18 16-18 | 16-18 16-18 14-16 13-15 12-14 12-13 12-13] 10-12] 10-12 
Fine, 6 and 8 ied asanqeactscceccccosecesascces| Be 18 ; 14-18/| 14-18; 14-18 14-18 14-16 13-15; 10-13] 10-18 10-12 8-10 | 8-10 
ee nna bane ccccdec coc ccéces concvceace 18-20) 18-20) 18-20/ 18-20] 18-20| 16-18| 15-17/ 14-17! 1416; 12-14| 11-13 11-13 
Coarse, Gand 6 months...-.................-....-...00---.22------| 16-16] 15-16) 15-16| 15-16] 15-16] 13-15! 12-13! 10-13| 10-12! 10-12 8-10 | 10 
MONTANA. 
EE 17-20 7-20 | 17-20) 17-20) 17-20] 16-18] 1416] 13-15) 12-44/| 1042| 10-22 10-12 
Unwashed, medium, bright .................-......--.-.+-.---.-- O23 | 0-23 | 20-23 | 20-238 | 22 |) 19-21 | 17-20) 16-18 | 15-17 | 18-15) 1-15} 13-15 
Unwasnem, Geese, weemes ........:.......................- Lonel 17-2 | 17-20; 17-20) 17-20| 17-20| 16-18] 15-17) 1416] 13-15| 12-15) 12-15 12-15 
Unwashed, dark colored, heavy or short ........................ 15-18 | 15-18 15-18| 15-18) 15-18! 14-16} 12-14 8-12 8-12 $-12 8-12 812 
| 
UTAH AND WYOMING. 
Unwashed, light, fine..........................-.........----..--| 16-18} 16-18] 16-18| 16-18| 16-18| 15-17/ 12-14| 12:13| 11-:13/ 10:12! 1012] 10-12 
ee een. cue baccoc cece acne sonncccecs 14-16 | 14-16; 14-16| 14-16| 14-16; 12-14 10-12; 8-12 8-10 8-10 8-10 | 8-10 
Unwashed, fine medium -............-....---..---+-----------+--0| 18-20} 18-20| 18-20/ 18-20| 17-19] 16-18} 14-15] 12-15 12-14; 11-13; 11-13 11-13 
COR MII OU nnn oink cece mec ccc ee ee 21-22 | 21-22) 21-22; 21-22; 222) 19-21/ 16-18) 15-17] 14-15/ 13-16] 13-15 13-15 
ee ooo coe is vnccc ceccnces ccnwecccccesce 18-20 | 18-20; 18-20; 18-20! 18-20; 16-18; 14-16; 13-15 |} 12-15} 12-14] 12-14 12-14 
TUB WASHED. 
ORONOR, BONBOUUG ovate oo enne once on. oon... 2 cence n-oe---e----| 94-85 | 95-87 | 36-37) 95-87| 34-96] 32-36 | 30-32 | 27-30) 26-28 | 2-27] 25-27 25-27 
PORT, ORGIIINED sation pa snen asec ccne. 3.5 3-5 .ee nescence cercee---| S38 | 33-35 | 93-35] 33-95 | 32-34] 90-329] 27-30! 25-97!| 24-90) 26-23] 24-95 24-25 
Coarse ...... eeennnewennenmnrnnennnnnneannenneccee-eeenenneennee----| SOR) WH) BOR) BR] BOB) 23] 227) 22-25) 22! 22 0-23 
PULLED 
ln oo oan conn coca ccccccccccce coceseccce 25-27 | 26-28 | 26-23; 2-23 | 25-28 24-26 | 22-24) 1620/| 16-20; 16-20| 16-20 16-20 
City super and lambs.................- basi opaeindnedtic ciewaeates 30-33 | 3033 | 30-3 | 30-3 |) 90-338 |) 27-30 | 29) 2325) 28) Oe!) 288 20-23 
Western in ctinsedccenccushsstesuesdecus nesses 26-20 | 26-20) 26-29 26-29) 25-28) 4-27 | 22-25) 223) 223! 18-22] 18-20 18-20 
Short merino and shearlings...................................... 18-22) 18-22/ 18-22) 18-22/ 16-19/ 15-18| 15-18| 10-14/| 10-14| 10-12 8-12 8-12 
1894. 
as th =f i es 5 . 
OHIO, PENNSYLVANIA, AND WEST VIRGINIA FLEECE, WASHED. | } 
| | } 
XX and above..2...-..... .. 2... 22... 2-2 eee ---2----------| 22-25 | 22-95] 22-23) 21-23) 22-23] 21-22! 20-21) 20-23] 2022] 19-20! 18-20 18-19 
Wediaaa Tec = 2 22 > 21) 2 = zi me = 21 18 20 ¥ 20] 18-20) 18-19] 17-18 16-18 
RRR The itdadcnss - oe weccecccnceseese| 26-25) 225) 22) WA!) We] 22) We 21-22) 2-3!) WL) ww 2-21 
uarter blood.......... é wnecceeccee--------| 26-25 | 224) 224) 23-25) 2-25] 26-25) 23) 233!) 21-33) we!) HLS 21-2 
De senSewacececcecceccs | D2) WZ) Wz; WZ; w2l 19-2) | 18-19] 18-20] 18-20) 18-20/ 18-20 18-20 
' | 
NEW YORK, MICHIGAN, INDIANA, AND WISCONSIN FLEECE, | 
WASHED. 
; i ' i 
on. cw nccccccececcccceccscece --| 21-22 | 2-22; 20-21 19-20 | 20-21 19-20 18-20 | 18-20 17-19 17-18 16-18 16-17 
x Ns Wad 5 bus. Gincnes cance cg ince voce 19-21 | 19-20/ 18-20) 18-19/ 19-20] 18-19| 16-18] 17-18! 17-18 | 16-17| 16-17 15-16 
OOM sees sen sde nen edn ween cena sng esncecee-ceceeeveese------| SERA | BWW] WM) 2-23) Vw) 233) 2921) 221) we) we] 21] 19-90 
Reh ase o6basesinn scncne.aecose- scores oi. 23-24 | 23-24) 2-24) B24 | 2-24) Vh2t | 20-22) 21-22) 22) W211) M21) 221 
18-22 | 18-20) 18-20) 18-20) 18-20) 18-20/ 18-19] 18-19 8-2); 18-20| 18-20 18-19 
| 
i) ieecaeae 2. | Reith | | 
24-25 | 24-25) 2325) 2224) 2325) 224) 2-2 21-22} 21-22| 19-20| 18-20 
25-26 | 26-25) 24-25) 24-25) 24-25) 24-2 21-23 2-2 2B) 2-2 21-22 
34-95 | oA 25 | 24-95 | 3 35 | 34.35 > 5 es 3 = | » 33 = 3 > z 
24 | 2224) 224) oe) me] By) 221 2022 | 22 | Se) 20-2 


20-21 | 19-20] 19-20] 18-20) 18-29 | 
19-20 19-20 | 19-20; 19-21! 19-2 


| 18-19 18-18 18-19 17-18 
15-17 | 15-18} 15-18 15-18 | 17-18 


17-18 | 17-18| 16-17 





UNWASHED. 
Light and bright. 








oad — 
“24 
oo 
— 
—_ 
~ 


rm opto MER ibkdekarcsasa<s2- 0000 Se ae 13-15 | 13-15 | 12-45] 1245) 12-45) 12-15| 10-13) 11-13) 12-14| 1218) 11-13] 11-12 
Medium... .-...... Dies Tee kicks cccccccheoccee 18-20} 18-19] 17-19| 16-19 17-19| 16-18| 14-16/ 15-17] 17-18} 15-17| 15-17| 15-16 

ee ii. 5..._.---..ccoe-c-cc--e- 18-19} 18-19] 17-19 17-19] 18-20/ 18-19| 15-17/ 16-18) 17-18| 16-18! 16-18| 16-IT 
CORRODE eedesteebeetaccsces--...---.----.-----00---c.e----------) 14-26] 14-46] 14-16| 14-16] 15-17! 15-17] 14-16| 15-16! 16:17| 16:17) 16-17| 15-16 





















































1936 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. Juxr 23, 


Se ee ete a 
Philadelphia quotations of prices of wool—Continued. 


1894—Continued. 


Kinds of wool. 





UNWASHED—continued. 


Dark colored. Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. 

ed 10-12| 10-11| 10-11} 10-11| 10-11| 10-11| 8-18 
IE SIE «i: cicnin hidiiadets mmaandiin apginapenendmanigesaiiedinernancind actin 8-10 8-10 8-10 8-10 8-10 7-10 6 8 
(RAN a RN TIN ELS 2 SINE 13-15 | 12-14] 12-14| 12-14| 12-4} 12-44] 2B 
I ne ne nn ncaa 12:13} 11-12] M-l2| 11-12) nw} N12] 
a Se en, Sen Ss oe seas dnaae 12-14] 12-13} 12-13] 12-13| 12-13] 1213] 1-2 





COLORADO. 
a i ee, «sean pancnbaneceiavesmbedcnemnatiins 14-16 | 12-15| 12-15/| 12-15/ 12-35/| 12-14; 11-18 
III UI: I ks wna in dmmadnmanded teeecainwen 8-12; 8-11 8-11 8-11 8-11 8-11 7-10 
Oommon and quarter blood . ........-22<..-.000 veccce noe cecece eons 12-4 | 12-13; 12-13] 12-13/| 12-13); 12-13/| 122-13 
I a icided windinatcneniccndnccaqneitieetaten emuieedincied 11-22} 1-12/| 11-22/ 11-12} 01-22; 1-2}; 1-2 
NEW MEXICAN. 
a SIE iss tncindddinunqakesenctsannecnetinbess enonaeoane 14-15 13-15| 13-15) 18-15| 13-15| 18-14| 12-13 
I I is i nremiieibneinatnheabandwasamnlaeane 12-14 | 12-13| 12-13/ 12-33; 12-13| 12-13; Ill-? 
I Tn 0 sisntesbdaandienanedsqhoenopeacncinn 1l-12/ 11-12} 11-22/ 11-22/ 11-12/ 10-22| OR 
Coarse, carpet, sandy or burry. ................-....--.----.....- 8-10 8-10 8-10 8-10 8-10 8-10 8-10 
DE ih Gr csc ekibinah a teinagekedeieabn ps dude dteinbongen sconces 9-10 9-10; 98-10 910; 910; 910; 910 
TEXAS 
i oie mapepbpemhinednnmn asinine neat 9-11 9-11 9-1 9-nl 9-11 ou 7-10{ 7-10} 7-10} 811 8-11 810 
SINT in... nde mnigspentanghedtadiehatiiamdibpnsnibanecdie 11-13 | 11-13; 11-313) 11-13; 11-18] 11-13/ 1011; 10-11; 10-11] 10-12) 0) ype 
SETI csantnhcaanaggene cocrieniiceijenanniiaabtemephaasse <sins 910} 910} 910} 910) 910} 910} 910] 910] 910) 911/ O11) 9) 
RIES opccre bsccoccnnnhs nconesseurenapibicinbeeernpantmanns 11-13 | 18-11 | 11-18}] 11-13} 11-13] 11-13/ 10-22} 16-12/ 10-12] 10-12) 10-12 | 104) 
INE ins, san auighbn cneoeiabpanignicnaiensiasvetdotand 13-15 | 13-4/ 13-14/| 13-14| 13-4] 13-14/| 11-33} 11-13; 11-138] 11-18/ 11-18) 11-33 
es ee 10-22 | 10-22 | 10-12/| 10-12) 10-12/ 10-11] 10-11} 10-11; 11 10-1] 
MONTANA. 

Ce ee, ciiihpapdtiinns sensentemeboncesenmeten 
A ONIN, NIN 16 so i celibascquiinhnessoncncocend 

SPR, ERT, DIED onincitsuabcacand cecsveneanss cwemenscues 
Unwashed, k colored, heavy or short ........................ 


UTAH AND WYOMING. 


Srwreatnn’, Mah, Ge. icine wcenccnnseciemsens avevceecccesccce cee 
SIRO, MONE END occas cocemnencrauizaenns cnccseccceces ccs cons 
TENE SOO ndsnn cbtucddeuientdsbustccere encsesonnes 
Unwashed, selected medium -.................--....-..-.--..---- 
I, MR ict cin cspcbcdndindeeecek phbeding dnb aieaiinahisenet qe 


I CRI nh nedn cnchee netnsneahtanhabnes euthnontegseseninie 
ST. RN... wanda iecatantnnny sedans dneiigtin sovebhenn cileneibe sci 
SOD Sicticctsecinnscan cocqunanamenssccescebences specssucaenenccoans 


CRG oii inc cstt cht a tdda colbseksondgmscaccsencescnseebeus= 
CP GO FE SAGING npn cee sein n nnnte nner cnnsas coonan cnecennennes 
TIA INGE? ENE ROI sand conedceunsnbaceanscenihannens esed 
Short merino and shearlings ....................-.....+..-------- 


OHIO, PENNSYLVANIA, AND WEST VIRGINIA FLEECE, WASHED. 


IK ccinwksesd s 
uarter blood 
NG UNDUE wncdasncosasovecontinnaseutecenséantesedscndion 





NEW YORK, MICHIGAN, INDIANA, AND WISCONSIN FLEECE, 


a 

Medium 

Qu rter blood ; 
Common and cotted..............---- A iad a adpedien oneal 


‘ 


COMBING AND DELAINE FDEECE. 


SI RIOD «3-5. cane need anncnswmenhocs sandebuaeietasescass 
SCIEN, SEE ODEMED ... con ncicsdstbacedecescssvessensocccocese 
CRO, SI vn citacinis occ nce cotude cusses vcocapusstonaneccessoess 

UNWASHED. 


Light and bright. 
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2 
Philadelphia quotations of prices of wool—Continued. 
1895-— Continued. 
pe _ itn — 
nu- a . | sep , No e- 
Kinds of wool. = vary —— | April | May. | June. | July a tem al A vem ; m- 
ane bel ber ber 
Neen en — = Sapem - 
| 
ene. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | ( ts. | Cents. | ' Cent ( 
Medium and fine, choice - - Wabtensecasaswcccocncwsenassevses M-13 | 11-13; 1-13) 1-15; 1-13; 1-13] 11-13! 122-15) 1215) WL i 12-15 
Medium and fine, ii libubhenqndt odetencesesesses scans cusces 8-10 8-10 8-10 810; 810; 7 10 | 8-10 1-12 10-12 1 1-12 
Common and quarter blood Sane anensneeceeeesnessen| 12-13} 12-13/| 12-13/ 12-13/ 12-13/ 10-12] 10-12/ 11-18] 11-18) 11-18! 1-1 11-18 
Coarse, CArpet. ...-.--- .--.+- ----~--~ ~~ 200+ son eee en 0 ~~ -- nen ee eee ll-l2| Wl| Wl WR! 1k 10-11} 10-11} 10-12] 10-12/ WW12/| WR 10-12 
NEW MEXICAN. | | | | | | 
eo 2-13 | 12-13 12-13 | 12-13/ 12-13/ 12-13] 12-13] 13-15] 13-15] 13-15) 19-15 13-15 
Partly IMPTOVED . -.. ....- - 2200 22 wo one one eo eee e en nenes--s----| 10-12] 10-12] 10-12 10-12 | 10-12); 10-12 11-12 12-14] 12-14 12-14 12-14 12-14 
Coarse, carpet, light...........-.........----.-..------.-2------- |} 10-12} 10-12] 10-12] 10-12] 10-11| 10-11 910/ 10-11] 10-11] 10-71} 10-11 li 
Coarse, carpet, sandy or burry...............---.---.--.---.--. |} 810; 7-9] 7-9} 7-9 7-9 7-9 &9/ 810} 810 8-10 B10} slu 
BIRCEE . .ccctcncncosces cccccennne onc ee cene cass cncccencccecceceeeeee-| O10 8-10 8-10 8-10 8-10 8-10 8-10 | 11 | e-11 O11} M11} 9-11 
TEXAS. | 
| | 
CE EEE EE ae ae. ae: ae la. | on eR ae oul en 
te Rhian buecocsnancm daeseseucces cesses cacees | 10-12] 10-12] 10-12| 10-12] 10-12) 1-18! 11-18 
CORTUD, TI on ccc cdew ccc cece e cnc cee cne cone one eee cece eee +e ee- 9-11 9-11 9-11 9-11 9-11 910 a0 
Fine, spring . --..-< «--- ------0- + --000 222+ ---- - 2222 e ones eee ---- =e 1-11 10-11 W-1l | 10-11} 10-11] 10-11 10-12 10-12 10-12 10-12 10-12 10-12 
DRG, HUI << cence cceene enone -02 0-2 2-- 220 -ee- eee e-e---| 1-13} 1-13} Il 13 | 11-13; 11-13} 11-13; 12-14| 12-15/ 12-14 12-14 12-14 12-14 
Coarse, SPTING..-- -----~~----~~--~~-~000~--~ -0nene~aenene -nnnne-=--| 10-11 | 10-11} Wil; Wil; Wil; Wil} 1-12) Wi! WR) WL) We 10-12 
MONTANA. | | 
OE ea | 910 | 910) 910! 910] 910] oF 9-11} 10:12] 10:12) 1012! 1012) 1012 
incr kan edads sesnacmest soneseccas sees 11-13 | 11-13; 11-13} 11-18; 11-13} 11-1 11-14] 12-15] 12-14) 1214] I24] 12-14 
A a 10-12 | 10-2 10-12} 10-12} 10-12] 10-12} 11-15 2-14] 12-13] 12-13/] 12-13 12-1 
Unwashed, dark colored, heavy or short .......................- | 7-9 7-9 7-9 7-9| 7-9] 29] 810 12 8-1 812} 812] #81 
UTAH AND WYOMING. | | 
| | 
ant a nannabese Ganensaseacees cone 8-10 8-10 8-10 8-10 8-10 8-10 9-10} 10-11!) 10-11 10-11 10-11 10-11 
a a 7-9 7-9 7-9 7-9 7-8| 8&9 10 10 9-10 10 | 910 
inn cicdee cccesevces cocececuns ..----| 10-11}; W111] W-11/ 10-11] 10-11 | 9-11 | 10-12] 11-13/] 10-12] Wi2!| lO! «10-12 
ES EE 11-13 | 11-13; H-13/ 11-13; 11-13; 11-13} 2-4 12-15 | 12-14] 12-14 12-14 12-14 
nn. en wncewncecsnasaenees 10-11 | 0-11 | 10-11} 1011] 1011} 10-12/ 11-13} 11-13/ i$) 113) 1-13 
TUB WASHED (CANADA). | 
Choiee, selected . .-........~. 1... -.---- ---+------20eeeeeee---------| 2BAA | BWA) BWA | BWA) 22-23) WW) V2) 2-28) 24-28) 24-20) 24-28 24 26 
Fait, OFQIMaPY -<< 2-202 2-222 2ne ---n nn one own ene - ene -------| 222S | WW] WW) W23)] 21-22) WW} 2-W) 2-24] W2a| Wee) we] yw 
nen Pinatttinnniacammeniesaamensuueet 20-21 | 20-21 | DW2l) W221); Wel; 19-2 20-21 20-22) Wes) W222) Ww) we 
| | j | 
PULLED | | | | 
Neen rmwencennmnal 1415} 1415| M15) 1344] 1344) 1214] 124] M16) 416) Wie] MIs) 14416 
SIE EEE BEEIIE = 2poconannnoeon-n-- ~-------------------------| 17-20 17-20 | 17-20/| 17-18| 17-18] 16-18| 17-19| 18-22| 18-22| 18-22| 18-2 18-22 
Western super and lamba .....................-..-.-..-----------| 1-17 | 16-17 | 1-17) 16-16) 15-16) 14-16) 15-17} 16-20) 162] 16-20) 162] 16-20 
TINO 6 os nnn co cces once cece enon none nncces 8-12 | 8-12 8-2 | 8-12 8-12; 812/ 8&2 10-12 | 10-12| 10-2 | 10-12} 10-12 
1 | 
1896. 1397, 
Kinds of wool ‘ie, thie) as Pia teeter fF Fl, 
an- | Feb- | , | Au- | Octo- ad Jan- | Feb- | : anil 
unary. rruary March. April. | May. eee | July. gust. | tom | o- | vem- | com nary. truary | Marc h.| April | May. 
a —_—_—————} | —_ ———_ Fe fees ease == r —-- = —— — —EE i — 
OHIO, PENNSYLVANIA, AND WEST | | 
VIRGINIA FPLERCE, WASHED. | 
Cents.| Cents.| Cents. | Cents.| Cents.| Cents.| Cents.| Cents. Cents.| Cents.| Centa.| Cents.'| Cents. Cents.| Cente Yents.| Cents 
in eckdsocsesccoeccees- 19-21 | 19-21 | 1920 | 18-20 | 18-19 | 17-19 | 17-19 | 17-18 | 17-18 | 17-19 | 18-19 | 20-21 | 19-21 | 19-21 |} 21-23 
canna games ncans cece 17-18 18-19 | 18-19 | 17-18 | 17-18 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-18 | 18-19 | 18-19 | 18-19 | 20-21 
ae 21-22 | 21-22 | 21-22 | 20-21 | 19-20 | 18-19 | 18-19 | 18-19 | 18-19 | 18-19 | 19-20 | 20-21 | 20-21 | 20-21 | 2-24 
ee eoanwe 21-23 | 21-23 | 21-22 | Ah21 | 22-21 | 18-19 | 18-19 | 18-19 | 18-19 | 18-19 | 19-20 | 20-21 | 2-21 | 20-21 23-24 
monand cotted................... 19-20 | 19-20 | 18-20 | 17-19 | 17-19 | 17-18 | 17-18 | 17-18 | 17-18 | 17-18 | 18-19 | 19-20 | 18-20 | 18-20 20-22 
NEW YORK, MICHIGAN, INDIANA, AN | 
WISCONSIN FLEECE, WASHED. 
BE oon once con inne case. ------------| 17-18 | 17-18 | 17-18 | 16-18 | 16-18 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 15-16 | 15-16 | 15-16 | 15-17 | 17-18 | 17-18 | 17-18 18-20 
ERE ilbaedls ccacre<<cesee- 16-17 | 16-17 16-17 | 16-17 | 15-16 | 15-16 | 15-16 | 14-15 | 14-15 | 14-15 | 14-15 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 13-19 
SA 20-21 | 20-21 | 20-21 | 19-21 | 18-20 | 17-19 | 17-19 | 17-18 | 17-18 17-18 | 18-19 | 19-20 | 19-20 | 19-20 22 23 
ee 21-22 | 21-22 | 20-21 | 19-20 | 19-20 | 17-19 | 17-19 | 17-18 | 17-18 | 17-18 | 18-19 | 19-20 | 19-20 | 19-20 | 22 23 
TTS 18-20 | 18-20 | 18-20) 17-18 | 17-18 | 16-18 | 16-18 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 17-18 | 18-19 | 18-19 | ls-19 20-21 
COMBING AND DELAINE FLERE. | | 
. | 
Washed, fine dclaine..................- 20-22 | 20-22 | 20-22 | 19-21 | 19-21 | 18-20 | 18-20 | 17-19 | 17-19 | 18-20 | 19-20 | 20-21 | 20-21 | 20-21 22-273 
Washed, medium ...................... 22-23 | 223 | BES | 21-22 | 20-22 | 19-20 | 19-20 | 19-20 | 19-20 | 19-20 | B21 | 21-2 | 21-22 | 21-2 24-25 
Te eo. ne wacecs 22-28 | 22-23 | 22-23 | 21-22 | 21-22 | 19-20 | 19 20 | 19-20 | 19-20 | 19-20 | 20-21 | 21-22 | 21-22 | 21-~ 24-75 
nn 21-22 | 21-22 | 21-22 | 19-20 | 19-20 | 18-19 | 18-19 | 18-19 | 18-19 | 18-19 | 19-20 | 20-21 | 20-21 | 20-21 | 22.973 
Unwashed, medium.................... 7-18 | 17-18 | 17-15 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 15-16 | 15-16 | 15-16 | 14-16 | 15-16 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 19-20 
Unwashed, low medium..............- 18-19 | 18-19 | 17-i8 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 15-16 | 15-16 | 15-16 | 14-15 | 15-16 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 9-2 20-21 
Unwashed, braid. ................-..... 17-18 | 17-38 | 16-17 | 15-16 | 15-16 | 14-15 | 14-15 | 14-15 | 13-14 | 14-15 | 15-16 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 | 16-17 18-19 | 19-20 
| ee: | 
ede | col ool wn 12-14 | 12-14] 12-14 aa! 13-15 
16-17 | 156-16 | 14-16 | 14-15 | 14-15 | 14-15 | 13-14 | 14-15 | 15-16 | 15-16 | 14-16 | 15-16 | 15-16 | 17-18 | 18-19 
ri 16-17 | 15-16 | 14-16 14-15 | 14-15 | 14-15 | 13-14 | 14-15 | 15-16 | 15-16 | 14-16 | 15-16 | 15-16 | 17-19 | 19-20 
15-16 | 4-15 | 14-15 | 13-14 | B14 | 13-14 | 12-13 13-14 | 14-15 | 14-16 | 14-15 | 14-15 14-15 | 16-17 18-19 
911; 9-10; 910; 810 8-10 | 7-9| 7-9| 7-9] 810! 810| 810/ 810 9-11 | 10-12 11-12 
&9| 79] 7-9] 6 8| 6 8| 5&7| &7| 5-7) 6 8| 6 8| 6 8| 6 8! 79) 80! ON 
12-14 | 12-13 | 12-13 | 11-13 | 11-13 | 10-12 | 10-12 | 10-12 | 10-13 | 10-13 | 10-18 | 0-18 | 12-14 | 13-15 | 14-16 
-li 1i-13 | 1-12 | 1-12 | 10-12 10-2) Oh 9-1 } 9-11 | 10-11 | 10-11 | 10-11 | 10-11 11-13 | 12-15 13-15 
12-14 | 12-13 | 12-13 | L-13 | 11-13 ' 10-12 | 10-12 0-12 | 10-12 | 10-12 | 10-12) 11-18 | eM 18-15 
| | 
Sodium ont 12-14 | 12-13 | 12-43 | 11-13 | 11-13 | 10-12 | 9-41 | 9-11 | 10-12| 10-13 | 10-13 | 10-13} 1043 IM) 12-15 
fine, heavy. ...... eeves-e-| 10-12 | 10-12 9-11 | $10} 810; 8-10| 8-10) 7-9} 6 8/ 68/| 68} 8-10} 8-10) 8-10 8-10 11 9-11 
Soames and quarter aanccnee--e| 1L-23 | L-13 | 11-13 | M12 | 11-12 | 10-12 | 10-12 | 10-11 | 10-21 | 10-12 | 10-12 | 10-13 | 10-13 | 10-13} 10-18 IL-4} 12-15 
Carpet... | 0-8 | 0-18! 10-11! 10-11. | 10-1. | 10-1 | 0-1. | 9-0! 9-10! 910! 10-11! 10-12! 0-12! 12! 10-2! wis! is 
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Philadelphia quotations of prices of wool—Continued. 


i 


ate 
Jan- | Feb- 7 : 
uary. | rem oo h hort May. 


Kinds of wool 


NEW MEXICAN. | 
.| Cents 
3 | 12-18 
11-12 
10-11 
7-9 
7-9 


Choice improved... ....< cccocc cesses 
Partly improved 

Coarse carpet, light 

Coarse carpet, sandy or burry 

Black 


Fine. fall... .. 
Medium, fall 
Coarse, fall 
Fine, spring 
Medium, spring 
Coarse, spring 


MONTANA. 


Unwashed, fine, bright 

Unwashed, medium, bright 

Unwashed, coarse, bright . ...- .. aii 

Unwashed, dark colored, heavy or 
short 


UTAH AND WYOMING. 


Unwashed, light, fine .................. 
Unwashed, heavy, fine................ 
Unwashed, fine medium 

Unwashed, selected medium 


12-13 
Unwashed, low.......... 


10-11 
TUB WASHED (CANADA). 


Choice, selected 


22-24 
Fair, ordinary.........-. 


20-22 
18-20 


PULLED. 
City merino.... ikecedipaieedn “a : 12-15 | 12-15 
22 | 17-20 | 17-20 


City super and lambs ; 7 
Western super and lambs 14-17 | 14-17 
Short merino and yearlings o[dbatoduleneses 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas pro 
erly called attention to the fact that the number of sheep in the 
State of Montana had increased during late years. That fact can 
not be controverted. The increase, however, did not occur be- 
cause of the decrease in the price of wool. The increase of sheep 
in that State arose from the fact that the increase of the various 
flocks could not be sold at any price whatever. They would not 
pay the freight to the seaboard for export purposes. There was 
no one in the interior of the country foolish enough to purchase 
stock upon which the loss was continuous, and therefore the in- 
crease occurred naturally and inevitably, not adding, however, 
to the wealth of the persons who owned the flocks, but rather in- 
creasing their burdens and cares. 

I care not what the figures collected from New York may show, 
The fact known of all men and disputed by none conversant with 
the case is that in the State of Montana during the last two years 
we have been receiving about 6 cents per pound for wool, whereas 
under the much-berated McKinley Act we received from 14 to 20 
cents per pound. The difference between 14 cents and 6 cents is 
the difference between destruction and prosperity. 

Mr. MILLS. Will my friend permit me? Montana wool, un- 
washed fine, by this official statement sent from the Treasury 
Department, was worth from 18 to 20 cents in October, 1890, when 
the McKinley bill was passed, and it was worth from 8 to 10 cents 
in August, 1894, when the act wa5 repealed. 

Mr. CARTER. That was in contemplation of the free impor- 
tation of wool under the tariff bill-then under consideration, pre- 
cisely as is the case to-day. 

Mr. MILLS. Then in October, 1895, it was 10 to 12 cents; in 
October, 1896, 7 to 9 cents, and now it is from 11 to 13 cents. 

Mr. HOAR. When did it get up in price? 

Mr. CARTER. Permit me to explain to the Senator that after 
the election of 1892, the triumph in both branches of the legisla- 
tive assembly of a party pledged to free wool and the election of 
a candidate tothe Presidency whose cardinal principle of faith 
hung around this particular item, importers, manufacturers, toned 
sons interested in purchasing wool at the lowest possible price 
discontinued their purchases in the protective market, contem- 
erty the purchase of wool under a free-trade tariff at a much 

ower rate than that which they had been compelled to pay 
under the protective system. 

Mr. GRAY. They did not get a much lower rate. 

Mr. CARTER. —. it is suggested by the Senator from 
Texas that the price recently been increasing; and why? Be- 


1996. ea 


June. | July. 


N1-12 
10-11 


8-10 
10-12 
9-10 


eee Ps. a 


on 807, 
= Jan- Feb- le 
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. |Cents. |Cents. 
11-13 | 10-12 | 
10-12 | 9-11 
10-11 | 910 
7-9 


Cents. |Cents.| C .| Cents. Cents.| Cents, 
12 | 10-12 2 | 11-13 | 11-13 | 11-13 
9-11 | 9-11 10-12 | 10-12 | 10-12 
8-10 9-10 | 10-12 | 10-12 | 10-15 
6-7 } 1 
7-8 


Cents. 
11-13 
10-12 
10-12 


8-10 
8-10 


| 8-10 | 8-10 
10-12 | 10-12 
910 | 9-10 


9-10 
10-12 
10-11 


10-12 
10-13 
10-12 
9-10 | 10-12 
10-13 | 12-14 
10-12 


8-10 | 
9-11 
8-9 
| 10-12 
3} 12-14 
10-12 


| 
on ¢ 
2-28 

we | 24-25 


jaw | 2 


| 16-19 | 
19-23 
| 17-19 | 17-19 





cause it is believed that the present Congress will place a prote:t- 

ive tariff upon wool, and that the free-wool markets of the worl: 

on many days be shut off from the purchasers in the United 
8. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, in confirmation of tle 
position taken by the Senator from Texas, and as clearly dem n- 
strating, as it seems to me, the absolute correctness of his position, 
I wish to present a pay prepared for me on the question of the 
condition of the wool trade of the world, which I will as to have 
go into the Recorp. 

The statement shows that the increase of sheep in Anstra!ia 
from 1860 to 1895 was from 20,000,000 sheep in 1860 to 119.000,00) 
in 1895; that the wool shipments from that country were |*7,'\\)) 
bales in 1860, and in 1895, 1,835,000 bales of wool, weighing 41) 
pounds on the average; that while the flocks had increased sixf )1'| 
in number, the wool shipments had increased tenfold. The im- 
provements in the sheep, the improvements in the wool on the 
sheep, had been such as to bring about that result. 

While there were 16,000,000 sheep in Argentina in 1860, ther: 
were 80,000,000 in 1895, and while there were 40,000,000 pounds of 
wool shi from Argentina in 1860, there were 495,000.10 

unds shipped in 1895; that while the sheep had increased five- 

old, the wool shipments had increased twelvefold. This is the 
case as to the Capes und one locality where, with almost 
unlimited pasturage, with ac te admirably adapted to sheep 
growing, 8 ~ increase in numberand increase in productivenss 
of wool at such a rate as to produce enormous quantities of woo! 
from year to year. It has sent down the 
can not be arrested, in my opinion, by 

The paper referred to is as follows: 
The grea 

wi 


ce of wool, and this 
laws in any country. 


e t changes that, since the outbreak of our civil war, have taken 

pace in the wool situation of the world, and in manufacturing conditions 
ewise, have been short of a revolution. 

I wish to call attention to some facts that have a most important bearnns 

capeoens themselves to us now, and briefly to 

w! the wool situation has on the manufactur 

directing the demand for In 1860 the supply of woo! fo: 

purposes was still covered by the home production of 

were produced mainly by Englan( 

ver, and are to the present day, prin- 

of the coarser and | kind. Since then Australasia, South 

ca, and the Cape to a smaller extent, have been extending sheep farm 

almost overpowering dimensions, and it can not be predict«'! 


in Australasia was about 2). oy Ae 
" y 1892 the 

1, 000 bales. Ar 

or anh at 80,000,000. 








1897. 


For 1895 the Statesman’s Yearbook of 1897 reports the exports of wool as 
op],000 tons and of shee kins as 33,000 tons. Adding the wool on the skins 
t the rate of computation adopted at this office as 75 per cent of the weight 
of the sheep skin and say 225,000 tons for the total of wool and wool exported 
vn the skin, we have 495,000,000 pounds of wool. This is an extra large prod- 
uct. But it was overtopped in 1896 by fully 7} per cent. This is more than 
a twelvefold in the wool production over 1860, when it was 40,000,000 
unds. 
Nearl 
alone is 
have been 


the same ratio of increase is found in the Cape Colonies. But not 
he number of sheep increased as stated, but the sheep themselves 

improved and carry far more wool on their backs than they did in 
the sixties. Australia shows for 1860 3.74 pounds of wool per sheep, and in 
jav2 6.16 ds. Nearly the same increase is visible in almost all the flocks 
of the different countries that supply most of the clothing and combing wools 
of the day; o' the proportion of increase in wool supply could not 
pave been ter than the proportion of the increase in sheep. The wool 
supply of Qastralasia has grown tenfold, while the number of sheep has 
only tncreased sixfold. The same holds good, as shown in the above com- 


for Argentina. The English sheep at the beginning of the period 
— er review average about 4} pounds of wool, while now the average 
never oe feature affecting the situation in manufacturing is that 
almost all the vast supplies of wool coming from the Antipodes are fit for 
combing, they areentirely merino wools, which, under former classi- 
fications, prior the war, were not used for combing purposes. All this 


dous su of extra-European wools necessarily dominates the wool 
ae e Y the materials that are to be manufactured from it. 
Demand not here dominate the raw material, but the raw material 
dominates the demand, and dictates as well as follows a complete change in 
manuf . The wonderful improvements that have been made in comb- 
ing machinery, by which even very short staples can be used for coming 
pu have made it possible to make use of these new opportunities, an 
veabie the trade to manufacture a variety of materials which formerly were 
all but unknown in the wool-manufacturing industries. Soft-wool effects are 
roduced in worsteds now, and all wool-worsted articles are put on the mar- 
bet at a cost far below anything formerly produced in carded woolen goods. 
Cheapness and durability of fabric has m given the consumer as the 
result of the invention and this change in wool production. This, more than 
anything else, has made a great deal of mill property of the old type obsolete. 
A Tmited su of combing wools formerly gave to England a monopoly of 
all the trade that existed in worsteds and stuff goods for which English 
ly adapted. The inventions of the last twenty years 
and the new supplies of soft wools fit for combing have extended worsted 
manufacturing over all manufacturing countries. England, however, with 
its great start and historical a4 in wool manufacturing, and peculiarly 
aided by its own excellent breeds, leads the world easily in worsteds and 
stuff goods, and in any ooo the harder textures are a pronounced 
feature. Germany and also largely employ combing machinery in 
the softer manufactures for which Australasian and South American fleeces 
are so well and have produced remarkable effects at prices which 
make ast ble to the slenderest purse which formerly could be 
reac by the weatthiest only. The question arises how the United 
States in their breeds are able to su ply wools to answer the demand of 
fashion so largely directed by the world’s supply of wool. It is well known 
o- > — of the Mississippi have been decreasing since 1870 under 
woo 
I oopent tables of the number of sheep in the principal chospenising States 
east of the Mississippi that were raising in about 1870 most of the wools of the 
United States. I ve in separate tables statements for the transmissis- 
sippi States and for Western Territories that have lately become the chief 
woolraising States. Starting with Table No. 1, the aggregate of sheep raised 
in 1868 in northern pof States east of the Mississippi was 28,564,000, ac- 
cording to the report of the Bureau of Agriculture, from whose reports, and 
ter on the oe of the Department of Agriculture, all these figures 
lating to wool in United States are taken. hteen hundred and sev- 
shows a& large decrease. This decrease may be partly due toa 
ta not entirely free from doubt, but still the decrease 
of sheep cultivation of the preceding years is a noted fact, 
by the evidence in the outfall of the wool production. 
According to the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department in its 
manufactures of wool (1887), the product for 1863 was 
164, 142,000,000 pounds, and from then on it reaches its 
1868, when it amounts to 180,000,000 pounds. From then it 
, to 160,000,000 in 1870, 


‘ears down to 1894 were favored with very high protective 
from 1871 on is a continuous one, and shows in 1891 
in these States had fallen in number to less than one-half of 
for 1868 and nearly one-third below the smaller figures of 
the southern ip of old States east of the Mississippi River the 
nr has changed but very little in the twenty-five years from 
It is shown that the change in the tariff from a protective tariff 
wool has little altered the state of sheep farming. This woul prove 
considered a by-product of agriculture and not con- 

wool- industry. 
the States of Missouri, Texas, and California, points 
two mentioned States a very rapid rise and an almost 


en can not 2 ascribed to 


; 


Sag hE 
a 


E 
3 


& 
Z 


re 
i 


: 


ae 
i 


the away took place within the years of 

high-tariff protection, when free wcol was not at all considered a possible 

con . The —— in the older Northwestern States, which I call 
o. 4, shows 


g 


equal force the same phenomenon of a rapid decline 


years, marking a phase of development, and also at a 
ae unmenaced by any in the fiscal law. On the other hand, 
nick. the far Western States, the Territories up to late years, 
w with exception of Nebraska and , Show a most remarkable 
increase in pas. In 1880 this vast stretch of land harbored 5,456,000 
sheep, and in ae or more than a threefold increase. What 
makes this most fact that the abolition of the tariff on wool 
did not stem the of increase. 

In 18% the of sheep over 1891 was increased by about 10 per cent, 
and the to 1897 shows an increase of 5 per cent over the preceding 
year, his in the face of the fact that 1896 was perhaps the most dep 
year in of wool, a year in which considerable shipments of wool were 
made to and in the English market at better prices than could 
be in The conclusion is irresistible that wool production 


sgrcun in 1870 and 1880—can not be an unprof- 
vorable conditions, when it shows such rec- 
the lowest for the staple on the free-wool 

for trade conditions. This, however. 

the world from the days of mythical 
A , and Argentine experience. 
obedience to an unalterable law, to re- 
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In times when population is sparsely distributed over vast territories, the 
shepherd alone can find profitable oc 





1 ‘upation, and the only marketable com 
modities are wool and the skin. They alone bear transportation where roads 
are deficient and communication with the outer markets must consume con 
siderable time. Unless employed by the shepherd or the herdsman, the land 
would lie waste and barren. When population becomes dense, the agricul 
turist encroaches on these precursors of civilization and drives them to their 


inevitable doom. 
events. 

But what is the effect of all these facts and of the 
raising center of 1870 to the center of 1800 on the woolsupply for 
ing purposes of the United States? It is well known that 
raised in the old sheep-raising States, only a part 


No laws, no resolves, can change the inevitable logic of 


shifting of the wool 


‘vero 
classified in 





able to compete with Australian and South American woo!s which go into 
our worsted and dress-goods mills. Experts tell me that hardly more than 
one-half of these wools could be used for combing purposes in competition 


with Australian and South American wools. 

We are therefore reduced toa supply of fifty to sixty million pounds of 
wool, on a liberal estimate, that could possibly compete with the twelve to 
fourteen million pounds that are raised in the Southern Hemisphere, which 
supplies chiefly the raw materials for the outer garments of the Western na 
tions of Europe and the people of North America The people of the United 
States certainly are the largest consumers, proportionately, of these wools, 
either in ladies’ dress goods and cloths or in wool. How this change in the 
character of the raw material and the variations of fashion subsequent thereto 
and consequent thereon have dominated the trade of the United States can 
be seen by an examination of the importations of wool of class No. 1 from the 
year 1885 to 1895: 


Imports of wools of class 1 in the years 1885 to 1895 


Year. 






Pounds. Year. Pounds. 
i ai wil accent 13, 472,000 || 1891 _.. 32, 230, 000 
edt ciadineuiinite tind wate 23,320,000 1892 __. 50), 262, 000 
a 23,089,000 | 1898 *__.... . ....| 90,778 000 
1889 20,224,000 1av4* a 32, 533, 000 
oe 16,649,000 1805*_..... 126, 435, 000 


* Calendar year 

A steady increase in importation took place under highest rates of wool 
duty. The year 1892 shows an increase of 27,000,000 pounds over the 23,000,000 
pounds imported but five years before, although the numbers of sheep in 
the United States had increased between U888 and 1803 from 43,500,000 to 
47,000,000. The years 1893 and 1894 show a decline. The panic would be suffi 
cient to explain the decline for 1893, and the pending changes in the tariff in 
18% suffice to explain the falling off in 18M. But the importations for 1895 
equal the amount of the total importations of five years, 1586 and 1888 to 1891, 
and aggregating 124,000,000 pounds, and show plainly the appreciation which 
our manufacturers give to these foreign wools. They have undoubtedly 
learned that these wools are a necessary ingredient of the materials for 
clothing which they must be able to supply if they wish to keep abreast with 
the demand. 

The wools raised in America, outside of what limited quantity is service 
able for combing purposes in the competition with wools of class 1, are serv 
iceable only for blankets, flannels, cheviots, kerseys, cassimeres, overcoat- 
ings. knit goods, and the great variety of cloths and ladies’ dress goods made 
of carded wools in all-wool and in cotton and wool fabrics. But, as said be 
fore, the large demand heretofore existing for outer clothing of men and 
women has been seriously cut into. Even the former large demand for 
flannels has decreased on account of the remarkable development of the 
American knit-goods industry. due to great improvements in manufacturing 
a and the application of inventions of a more intense character than 

ound in any other country in the world 

But this increase does not fully compensate for the decreasing consump- 
tion of wool in the flannel line on account of the large amount of cotton and 
of wool substitutes entering into the composition of the materials for knit 
underwear. The greater limitation of applicability set to our wools for the 
States named in Table l by recent industrial development might easily dis- 
appoint expectations if a high wool tariff were to effect a large increase in 
our flocks, without due regard to breeds, answering present industrial de- 
mands. 

Wool, however, is a product of the soil upon which the sheep feeds, as it 
takes the characteristics imparted to it by the nature of the soil and the 
climate. It isa well-known Fact that the best breeds of fine wool change in 
a short time on sheep transplanted to Western soil, chiefly the old Terri 
tories recently made into States. These wools, it must be borne in mind, are 
as different from carpet wools as Botany wool is from English wool. The 
carpet maker wants, of course,a fleece that fills out, and can not be served 
with the fleeces that are grown in the Territories, as can be easily demon 
strated by an examination of samples of wools from the different countries 
and from our own growths under different classifications, viz, clothing, 
combing, and carpet wools. 







J. SCHOEN HOP, 
Assistant Appraiser, Sixth Division, New York 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, if I had ever been a believer in the 

rotection doctrine, I should, I think, have been cured of that be- 
ief by my experience since I have been a member of this body, 
and notably at this very session. The impossibility of arranging 
the business of the country and a large part of the business of the 
world by the wisdom of 300 or more gentlemen whv assemble 
here from all parts of the country better than the people who hav: 
that business in hand can manage it for Ghesnatives I think has 
been here perfectly demonstrated. We have seen, in the course 
of the discussion on the wool tariff in the last two days, no agree- 
ment between the parties who represent the great controlling in- 
terests, the producers of wool and the manufacturers of woolen 
goods. They are as much at outs now as they were in the begin- 
ning, and I do not know whether there is any hope of reconciling 
them. Their statements as to facts upon which agreement could 
be had are entirely different. They do not agree upon any of the 
essential propositions which should govern a wise settlement of 
this question by legislation. 

Now, how much better to leave all this to the commercial activ- 
ities of a free, intelligent, and enterprising people? Let them 
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settle it for themselves, and do not put the interfering hand of the 
Government into that business in order to disturb the relations 
that naturally would grow up, and have grown up under natural 
and normal conditions. 

I only rose for the purpose of bringing that conflict out with 
@ little more distinctness, a natural conflict, to-day exploited on 
this floor, between the carpet manufacturers and the woolgrowers 
as to what the proper adjustment of this legislative partnership 
in their business ought to be. 

We are told by the statement that was read from Justice, Bate- 
man & Co., who have been known to most members of the Senate 
for many years as advocates of high protection, that it is impos- 
sible to grow in this country the raw material for carpet manu- 
facture. That is what I understood to be the purport of his state- 
ment; I could not hear it all. We are told by no less respectable 
authority, both Senators from Montana, that if you will give them 
legislative protection, if you will make the Government a partner 
in their business to a sufficient extent, the woolgrowers will be 
able at some time to produce all the carpet wools that this country 
needs for the supply of its domestic manufacture. 

Mr. CARTER. r. President, will the Senator from Delaware 
yield at this point for one moment? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. I understand the contention to be relative to 
third-class wools upon this state of facts. Certain portions of the 
wools imported as third class under reduced rates of duty have 
been diverted from the purpose originally intended for use as car- 
pets, and instead of being applied to the legitimate use intended, 
they are vsed in the manufacture of clothing, thus displacing to 
a great extent wools that we do produce and can produce ulti- 
mately in unlimited quantities to supply our own market. 

The fact is that the growth of the so-called carpet wools can be 
continued in this country indefinitely. But the question of profit 
in the matter of production intervenes. It is more profitable upon 
the average to produce the better grades of wool, and we there- 
fore undertake the production of the better grades. What wedo 
object tois the importation of wool as third class under a low rate 
of duty, displacing the wools we grow, without paying the proper 
rates of duty as contemplated by the law. ~ 

Mr GRAY. I think I understand the Senator, and I want to 
say to him that upon that very proposition there is as much dif- 
ference as there has been exhibited in every other statement of 
facts here in regard to what should be the basis for imposing these 
protective duties. 

I was about to say, when the Senator rose, that in the circular 
of Justice, Bateman & Co., Judge Lawrence is quoted as saying 
what I attributed to the Senators from Montana, that with what 
he calls a woolgrowers’ tariff we can soon produce all the carpet 
wool needed in this country. 

What does that mean, Mr. President? Now, just think of it for 
amoment. Weare told that the carpet wools are so much feared 
by the woolgrowers of the West because they are the cheaper sorts 
of wool that it is not —— to raise in this country and they 
come from abroad. They come from those countries where the 
sheep are not cultivated, not crossed, not blooded, but roam over 
great areas of wild and uncultivated land and are herded by men 
of a low stage of civilization, and that they come in here and are 
useful—indeed, necessary—for the coarse texture of our carpets. 

The carpet manufacturers can not use the eet wools. 
And yet Judge Lawrence tells us that if you will only give him 
a woolgrower's tariff they will develop, not a higher industry, not 
a better and more skiliful production of wool, but they will pro- 
duce an inferior article; and that this nursing of a protective 
tariff is not, as we usually hear on this floor, to succor and foster 
an infant industry up into higher and more efficient grades of 
production, but to bring them down from the profitable produc- 
tion of fine wools to the production of the coarse wools that are 
now relegated to the inferior ¢ountries of the world and those in 
a lower stage of civilization. , 

Is that what gentlemen on the other side want to produce by 
this high protective tariff, and ee. this infant ind of 

roduction of inferior carpet wools? . President, the obvious 
Seeveet of this country, of all its people, is that we should avail 
ourselves of what the world offers in the low-priced wools and the 
coarser fabrics produced by inferior civilizations, in order that we 
may make them, not into luxuries, but into the very necessaries of 
life for all our people. 

Mr. President, I said that there is a difference of opinion, a very 
decided difference of opmion, as to the proposition made by the 
Senator from Montana who last spoke; and what they complain 
of is not that these inferior wools should come in for pur- 
poses, but that under that name there would be impo a ~— 
quantity of so-valled third-class carpet wools that go into the 
manufacture of clothing and otherfabrics. Thatis what I under- 
stood him to say. 

Now, high as his authority is, I ae here the statement 
made by the woolen manufacturers month, or in the maga- 
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zine published this month, a magazine called the Bulletin «; the 
National Association of Wool Manufacturers, who have a rv}; ;, 
be heard as opposed to the National Association of Wool Gr... .. 
What they say in regard to this very proposition is as follows. 

Nevertheless, the impression— 

That is, the impression that a large part of these carpet w. Is 
come into this country and are used in the manufacture of ¢|,,; he 
ing and other articles finer than carpets— 
tho. Daius, in onder that fou yor comm = an beer ee og Jay ye “~ 


tion, to asce: the facts in the case, which we present to yo. | =. 
with in such form that no question can arise as to their authenticity, — 

The affidavits— 

This was addressed to the Ways and Means Committec—- 

The affidavits submitted are transcri from the private books of the 

ncipal importers of Class IIT wools, and are therefore of a nature t))at {.,r. 

ids their publication. They are given confidentially to your commit+.... ¢, i, 
our informa’ and investigation. These returns enable us to trace over 

,000,000 pounds— 

I should like to have the attention of the Senator from Montana 
to this statement, for whatever it is worth: 

These returns enable us to trace over 70,000,000 pounds of the carpet wools 
imported into this country in the calendar year ending December :}|. |. 
The total importsof that yeaeees 74,825,529 pounds, according to the official 
statistics of pameye gts t. There is noreason whatever to doubt 
be = true of 70,000,000 pounds was true of the smail remuainer, 

722 pounds. 
These affidavits justify the statement that not to exceed 5 per cent of tho 
i of the last calendar year went to other uses than carpets. T)), 


enhanc daibapataste aes eS pee $0 ws, through our 
Ww o we are warran 9% per cer 
of the imports of carpet wools of the last six years ee carpet 3. ™ 
Mr. CARTER. If the Senator will permit me at this point, 1 
should like to lain that the period over which this experience 
extended is largely a time when wools of all classes are adinitted 
free of duty, when first and second class wools come in without 
the imposition of duty, and third-class wools as well. There ex- 
ists no motive whatever to attempt to pervert from the natural 
channel the wools of an ic class. When, however, the 
duty on second-class wool is 10 cents and on third-class woo! only 
4 cents a pound, a powerful motive is shown for the introduction 
of all the wool possible at the lower rate of duty. It is a fact sta- 
tistically sustained that upon the passage of the McKinley law 
the importations of third-class wools promptly and greatly in- 


creased. 

Mr. GRAY. I could not hear the Senator. When was it that 
the importations greatly increased? 

Mr. CARTER. After the of the tariff act of 1890; and 
a corresponding decrease occurred in a comparative sense in the 
importation of first and second class wools. The deficiency in 
the importation of first and second class wools was made up by 
the increase in the importations of wools of the third class unier 
the lower or ad valorem rates of duty. 

Mr. GRAY. Iwantalways to un nd accurately the propo- 
sition made by so able a disputant as the Senator from Montana. 
In reply to this statement of the wool rs in regard to 
the proportion in the importations of 1896 of the carpet wools 
that went into other than manufactures, I understand tho 
Senator’s statement to be that owing to wool free a careful 
classification was not made of third-class from first and second 
class wools, and I can not depend so properly upon the 
returns for that year; that where first and second class as well as 
third-class were brought in free there was no motive to carefully 
distinguish the classes. That is a statement that is wort) con- 
sideri 


dering. 

I think we have a test of the accuracy of these returns for |°6, 
stated to be 74,000,000, of which two million and a half were 
used for other purposes than carpet manufacture. To test the 
accuracy of that statement, the report goes on to say that by 
the returns of the Eleventh Census—the census made in 18%), tho 
year the McKi Act was in operation, but of course before it 
went into operation—the “returns show that the actual con- 
sumption of third-class imported wools in the census year. by 
carpet mills and carpet worsted spinners, was 75,853,832 pounds, 
very nearly the same amount which was stated to have been the 
im ion of 1896. % 

t was a year in which there was a tax upon and a classifi°a- 
tion of wools. It was a year in which there was a motive to (is- 
tinguish the ros the third-class wools, from the others. 
We find, in the , that the carpet wools imported in that 
year agree remarkably in the amount of Sepudintion with those 
given as the importation of 1896. The im ion by the carpet 
mills was 75,000,000 pounds, without the odd thousan:s, 
and the total i of these wools were 80,851,000 pounds. 

Mr. MAN What year was that? 

Mr. GRAY. That was the year 1890, when there was a clissi- 
fication of wool, when there was a necessity and a motive for ‘i> 
tinguishing between the different classes. So this statemen', 
which seems to be a careful one, of the 
supported by the returns of the census, 


manufacturers is 
gives me the greater 








1897. 
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the attention of the Senate to other state- | with free wool the manufacturers of wool were so stimulated in 


estly drawn 
not the statements of the Senators from Montana, 
whose information upon this subject I very cheerfully admit, and 
whose conscientious desire to represent the interests of their State 
in wool ng I — 

Mr. LE. Does the statement from which the Senator 
has been panama. give the amount of carpet manufactured? 

Mr. GRAY. es. 

Mr. TLE. The number of yards for 1896? 

Mr. GRAY. No. 

Mr. MANTLE. It does not give that anywhere? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not think it does. I can not tell now. 
a long statement. 

nds in round numbers imported of carpet wools and not over 
Snes cent was used for other purposes than carpet manufacture. 
It is a quantity, this writer says, too insignificant to have any 
influence whatever upon the price or the consumption of domestic 
wool or one that will make it necessary to legislate against. 

Mr. MANTLE. If the Senator will 
attention to at least one inaccuracy in t statement. 
a reference to the comparative statement, and it is borne out by 
the other Treasury statistics bearing upon this matter, that the 
i of third-class wool for 1896, instead of being 72,000,000 
pounds, as stated in that communication, were 96,661,663 pounds, 
discrepancy of something over 24,000,000 pounds, 
which is quite an item in the consideration of this subject. 

Mr. GRAY. That is another illustration showing how hard it 
is to get at the proper basis of facts. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May IL inquire of the Senator from 
Delaware whether the figures are not the amount withdrawn for 
rather than the amount of entry? 

Y. It may be the amount withdrawn for consump- 
here is the statement made by this intelligent and worthy 
people, to wit, the carpet manufacturers, many of 
very close tomy own home. In the city of Philadel- 
one-half the carpet manufacturers of the country 


Mr. MANTLE. Nearly two-thirds in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GRAY. Nearly two-thirds, the Senator from Montana 
and are greatly interested to gather, and employ those 
can gather, accurate statistics of this matter. I 

present them for what they are worth; and I think they are 


It is 


: 


ctf 
ine 


worth a great deal. I think they are entitled to great considera- 
vion as the ex statements of the National Association 
of Weol , of which Judge Lawrence is the distinguished 


Mr. MANTLE. May I suggest to the Senator that that is an 
ex statement? 


. GRAY. Certainly, I say it is an ex parte statement, and I 
read it for what itis worth. I think it is worth a great deal, and 
it ought to be taken in connection with what Judge Law- 
behalf of these people. What I am trying to do now 
pent either side, for Ido not know how to support 

, but I want to show the absolute futility of attempting 
or in the Congress of the United States to legislate 
this subject when we can not ascertain with certainty 
of facts, when the statements upon which we are 
differ so widely, as I have shown these state- 
statistics that have been cited here and pro- 
are necessary to be considered before we can 
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, of course, in my point of view from that 
Montana, as stated other day. He ap- 
protectionist point of view, and so does Judge 
t to be some curb even 7s the appetite 
ink Judge Lawrence and the woolgrow- 
upon higher ae and get a wider horizon. 
a broader view of this subject than they do, 
tml mar rogemmmer eed standpoint. I do not believe that 
would indorse the extreme and extravagant 

this gentleman and the statements of what he 

of protection. He says in one place in his 
the Ways and Means Committee, in speaking of 
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the Wilson Act, in to free wool: 
i 

eaters ocetstir cy ets sian 07 ante te 
And yet the statistics read by the Senator from Missouri and 
the Senator from Texas just now show that the price of wool 
coming to ence has not been materially affected by 
the of the Wilson Act and the substitution of free wool 
for taxed wool. I will not pause now. There is a reason 
for that. Eunderstand that a tax adds to the cost of the material 
where it is not ae meauced in the country. There is a reason 
gas that is, it seems to me, not only a plausible one, 
an absolutely conclusive one. With free raw material and 





But it shows that for 1896 there were 74,000,000 | 


yermit me, 1 want to call | 
I find by | 





c a 4 | this country, and they were so encouraged, that the amount of 
aper. If this be so, and I am inclined to think that | production and the amount of wool manufactured were such that 


of course the quantity of domestic wool and imported wool con- 
summed was increased. 

Furthermore, there is a fact that ought to be taken into con- 
sideration, and is stated by those who are expert in these matters. 
There are certain foreign wools which are necessarily imported 
in order to mix with domestic wool. There are certain grades of 
domestic wool or certain portions of domestic wool that can not 
be used profitably unless they are mixed with the foreien wool; 
and the free importation of foreign wools will enable a larger con- 
sumption of domestic wool. But that is aside from my purpose. 
I merely refer, in passing, to that which has been often stated and 
is very well known by Senators. 

I do not think the American people will consider that a very 


| eruel blow that has been struck at this industry after they under- 


stand the case, even though Judge Lawrence does say so. 
says further: 

In view of all these and other considerations, woolgrowers may justly 
ask 

What?— 

“indemnity for the past and security for the future” 

What does that mean, Mr. President? We have been told that 
the woolgrowers must fix the tariff to suit themselves and after- 
wards the manufacturers will claim their very generous cooper- 
ation to help them. And they are to doit upon that principle, not 
only to raise the price to a profitable point ‘‘ for the future,” but 


He 


| they say they justly ask ‘‘indemnity for the past”— 


and that, too, in a measure so full 

Says Judge Lawrence— 
as to inspire confidence that they will be safe from the attacks of open ene- 
mies or the stabs of professed friends, even acting honestly, bat with erring 
judgment. 

When you once give way to the proposition that any man or 
set of men or class of men have a right to use the taxing power of 
this Government for their own benefit, see what sort of men it 
breeds. Otherwise honest and intelligent men come to think 
that they have a privilege, and that they are a privileged class 
and have a right to levy exactions upon the whole of the rest of 
the people. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. A vested right. 

Mr. GRAY. A vested right, as Judge Lawrence says some- 
where else. They think that it may be used for their benefit and 
that no one has a right to complain. What a perversion of all 
just ideas of social economy and of social life or civilized life 
anywhere! 

Mr. MANTLE. I wish to suggest to the Senator that in the 
light of the experience for the last three or four years every indus- 
try which has been the beneficiary of the protective tariff is here 
to-day in exactly the same attitude as the woolgrowers, asking 
indemnity for the past and security for the future. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam inclined to think that the Senator is right, 
but the woolgrowing industry is one of such wide importance 
that the tariff on wool is sometimes called the key to the whole 
protective system, and it assumes an importance on that account, 
on account of its magnitude and on account of its relation to the 
comfort and well-being of all the people of this country. It may 
be selected as the sample tyrant of them all. 

Now, look at what language they get accustomed to use, with- 
out thinking, perhaps, so easily do power and privilege pervert 
the heart and mind. 

And that, too— 

He says— 
in a measure— 

That is, indemnity for the tariff— 
so full as toinspire confidence that they will be safe from the attacks of 
open enemies or the stabs of professed friends. 

He uses the terms of warfare. The whole thing, the business 
of this country and the whole interference of legislation, is here a 
part of warfare of classes, and here, instead of enjoying the nat- 
ural opportunities that this country gives of that peaceful trading 
which means the upbuilding of the commonwealth, he puts him- 
self in the attitude of hostility to large classes of his fellow-citi- 
zens and wants to be put by legislation in a place where he can 
make bare his right arm and smite hip and thigh those whom he 
regards as the enemies of the woolen industry. 

r. President, there are no enemies of the wool industry so 
dangerous and insidious as these friends who demand these un- 
reasonable exactions from the American people. There must be 
a revolt. If the rest of the people, or a large portion of them, are 
to be considered enemies by the Wool Growers’ Association, they 
will take the position of enemies, and they will not be lacking in 
resources to make their hostility felt and their opposition to these 
extortionate demands effective. 

It is rather interesting to observe some of the things said by 
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this representative of the Wool Growers’ Association. Here is 
what they demand in conclusion, as stated by Judge Lawrence: 

We now approach the question— 

Says he to the Ways and Means Committee— 

What is the most ample protection for the wool industry? It is not diffi- 
cult to define. It can be given only by such protective duties as will secure 
the most ample protective benefits. 

Two results.—It is that protection which will bring two results: 

‘ Secure to American woolgrowers the most ample prices for their wools, 
one. Whenever they are able to supply all needed for American consump- 
tion, then such duties as will exclude the import of all foreign wools so long 
as American wools command no more than the most ample prices to reward 
capital invested and services rendered in wool production. . 

Mr. President, it is hard to conceive that an intelligent man, as 
Judge Lawrence is known to be, can bring himself, can gain his 
own consent, to utter such a proposition as that; that, in the first 
place, the measure of protection is to be the most ample price for 
the wools; and second, when they are enabled to supply the do- 
mestic markets, the exclusion of ‘‘all foreign wools so long as 
American wools command no more than the most ample prices to 
reward capital and services rendered in wool production.” 

Mr. President, (hat leaves out of sight all other interests in this 
broad land of ours. It leaves out of sight everything but the 
woolgrowing industry. Iknowthat he makesa mistake. I know 
he will find that this result will not follow this law; but that is 
what he holds out to those he represents with an amazing and a 
brutal unconcern for the masses of the people, who are to be taxed 
in order to produce these ‘‘most ample prices” for the benefit of 
the woolgrower. 

Wool products, woolen cloths, blankets, flannels, and all that go 
to make up not the luxuries, but the necessaries of our modern life 
do not come from the sky like manna. They come out of the 
pockets of the people, and what comes out of the pockets of the 
people is the result of theirlabor. It means that aman must labor 
a little harder, that be must work a little longer, two days or a 
- day and a half instead of one, to buy the necessary woolen cloth 
or woolen blanket that are the absolute essentials of the poorest 
citizen of this country. 

Mr. President, that is not right, and you can not defend it 
upon any ground of fairness and justice between man and man. 

ere is no reason why the labor of the great consuming masses 
of this country should not be protected by making that labor as 
remunerative as possible, by making that labor mean to the man 
who toils as much as possible in all the comforts and necessaries 
of life; translate his wages into woolen cloth, woolen blankets, 
flanne]s, and woolen shawls, and the other articles that go so far 
to make up the comforts of life; let those wages mean as much as 
sible; but at all events do not try with the interfering hand of 
egislation to reduce those wages by diminishing their power to 
supply the comforts and to promote the well-being of the man 
who earns them. 

Mr. President, carpets are no longer a luxury. Advancing civ- 
ilization has made a great many changes inthe lives of the people 
of the world, and perhaps in none more conspicuously than in the 
abundant and diffused use of the manufactures of wool in their 
multiform character. Carpets are now a necessity; and there is 
no man who labors with his hands so poor as not to be entitled to 
buy them without exaction and without unnecessary toll being 
paid to his fellow-man in order that he may enjoy this necessar 
of life. There is no reason why the thousands and hundreds of 
thousands of men who toil for their daily bread in this and the 
other greater cities of the land should have to pay toll to the wool- 
growers of Montana, respectable and worthy as they may be as a 
class, in order that they may turn their hard-earned wages into 
these comforts of daily existence; none at all. There can not be 
any reason for it. 

is bill was brought in here, and we were called in extra ses- 
sion to enact it into law. Why?_ The one reason that justified 
the President in issuing his preclamation was that therewas a 
deficiency in the Treasury, that the receipts were less each day 
than the expenditures; and we were called here to properly per- 
form the duty of creating a larger revenue. 

Mr. President, it is infamous, it seems to me, that in order to 
take revenue from the pockets of the people—and which they are 
willing to pay, hard as 1t may be, if it honestly goes into the Treas- 
ury—l say it is nothing less than infamous that before the revenue 
can be raised certain favored classes in this country must levy toll 
upon every dollar that goes into the Treasury two or three times 
the amount. ; 

You say practically to us, when we say we are here to cooper- 
ate with you in this worthy act of producing an adequate reve- 
nue, adequate for the wants of the Government, ‘* You shall not 
raise a dollar of that needed revenue until you have paid tribute to 
the protected manufacturers of this country, and it is only after 
havin id that unjust exaction of many, many millions that 
you will be allowed to place the comparatively few millions nec- 
essary to make up the chasm between the receipts and expendi- 
tures of this Government.” 
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Now, you can not raise this tax on raw wool without 1,\.:,. 
the tax or making a pretext for raising the tax on the ma).:,- 
tures of wool. You can not increase the duty on carpet \. 
without raising or creating the pretext for raising the du:\ 
carpets and thus raising the price of carpets. 

I think it was said a while ago—perhaps by one of my f;. 
from Montana—that a large proportion i these carpet wools \ 
made into ingrain carpets; but such is the fact, atany rate. |; 
that two-thirds, perhaps, of the carpet wools that are im) 
those very wools we are talking about, are made into tie | 
ingrain carpets, those that are used now by the poorest 1). 
labors with his hands, to cover his floors, and thus make «.. .. 
and comfortable habitations for himself and his family. {, 
- bay this stipend to the woolgrowers of Montana; he is as’, 

o it. 

Now, what is the condition of those people that justifies <), 
request on their part from the great mass of the poor pe 
this country? Grant that they are worthy, grant that th 
honest and good citizens, yet they are no more worthy anit); 
industry is entitled to no more consideration than that of the yy. 
merous millions upon whom they ask to make this levy. 

Let me read just a few lines from the Philadelphia Ledger, }). 
lished in the chief seat of the carpet industry of this country, .nd 
a very fair-minded paper, not of Democratic or free-trade ten dey. 
cies that I was ever able to discover. The Philadelphia Led yo; 
published an interview with Robert Dornan, the great 11), 
manufacturer. Of course the Senator from Montana will say ¢)).: 
this is an ex parte statement. Of course it is; but if he kiow,s 
Mr. Dornan by reputation as well as I do, he will think it worthy 
of consideration; at least as worthy of consideration as the ex 
parte statement of Judge Lawrence on the subject: 


The Philadelphia Ledger publishes an interview with Robert Dornan, tho 


1a 


are 


| great carpet manufacturer of that city, on the subject of the Senate com it 


tee’s report on carpet wool Tho mischief of the change made from t)) 
Dingley rates consists in fixing 10 cents as the dividing line between |o 
grade and high-grade wools. Under the Senate committee's rates all woo). 
costing between 10 cents and 13 cents per pound will bear the highest rate o 
duty —that is, 7 cents per nd. “Inanormal year,” says Mr. Dornan. ° t! 
importation of carpet wools amounts to $10,000,000in vaiue. Under the Din; 
ley bill the duty would have amounted to about 3 cents a pound, but unde 
the Senate bill it will average 6 cents. The difference of about $3.11)10) 
would have to be borne by the purchasers of the ts; woolgrowers woul 
not be affected in any way It would amount toa direct tax of that am un 
principally on the users of ingrain carpets. The tax would increase the «is 
20 centsa yard. Such carpets sell to-day for 40centsa yard. Half the carpe 
wool imported goes into ingrain carpets.” The effect of raising the cot: 
aoe carpets 20 cents per yard would be to increase the demand for straw 
mattings. 


And there we go. Here comes the selfishness of the carpet ian 
ufacturer. Hesays raising the price of carpets is going to increase 
the importation of straw ae and we tried to hedge that off 
by putting a protective or a prohibitory duty on straw mattiny:, 
which happily the good sense of the Senate has seen fit to discard. 
But just look at what the attempt was. They seemed to b: pur 
suing the unhappy consumer, who represents the millions in this 
country, and when you have raised the duty on the carpet so that 
he can not afford to buy it, and turns to the cheaper matting, you 
raise the oe matting, or attempt to do it, and drive him back 
to carpet. you go, until after a while you will exhaust this 
source of bounty, and you will perhaps make men so poor thiat 
— can buy neither carpet nor matting. 

tr, MANTLE. I just want to make a comment upon the com- 
munication just read from Mr. Dornan. 

Mr. GRAY. If it is not too long, I shall be glad to hear the 
Senator. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, I want to call attention to tlie 
evident inaccuracy in the statement of Mr. Dornan that it will 
raise the price to 6 cents. Ihave just stated from the statistics 
that 98 per cent of all those carpet wools came in at a valuation 
of less than 10 cents for the years beginning 1891 and runnin 
down to 1896. It is therefore impossible that the duty pro;os! 
by the Senate Finance Committee could raise the duty to 6 ¢:11's 
per pound; it issimply impossible, in view of our past experien 

Mr. GRAY. There is just what I started out tocomment 0), 
the absolute impossibility of ever arriving at an agreed state! 
facts upon which we can wisely legislate. Here is Mr. Dorn:. 
who is engaged in carpet manufacturing, and he tells us that 1) 
average duty, taking the two classes together, will be 6 co ''- 
pound, and it will add $3,000,000 to the price of low gra‘ 
pets, the ingrain carpets, which are one-half of the carpets : 
sumed com of these low grades of wool. 

Mr. MANTLE. Isay that, in the light of the record an’: 
the facts and all the statistics bearing upon importations, 1)! 
statement is manifestly inaccurate. 

Mr. GRAY. Of course when the Senator from Montana mass 
a statement of that kind, I am bonnd to treat it with respect. 2)! 
I do; but I only want to say that I am in the position of a ju:-" 
and of asworn judge in this matter, and with all the evile: 
before me it is impossible for me to arrive at a satisfactory © 
clusion in reference to it, and I do not believe any person here ¢42 
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arrive at a satisfactory conclusion in regard to it, so as to make a 
safe basis for legislating these high protective duties. What the 
Senator states may be true, but let us hear what Mr. Dornan says: 
The carpet manufacturers thought that they had erected a Chinese wall 
aga nst Chinese mattings in the 
bill that two cad play at, Judge Lawrence being the other member of the 
duet. The whole quarrel over wool duties resolves itself into a question of 
orowers evidently intend to, they will win the game. 
it and their money es. 


If not, they will lose 


hear in the halls of legislation of the Congress of these United 
States these unseemly contests going on. Instead of having their 
representatives here fighting over an advantage on this item or 
that item of a tariff bill, tell them to go home, tell them to return 
to their business, and seek to build up the prosperity of this 
country whilst we hold the great power of taxation so high that 
it can not be reached by the greedy and avaricious hand of the 
y:ivileged classes. Keep the great powers of Government for pub- 
ic purposes, and do not prostitute them for private gain or for 
private jyurposes, and you will produce a contentment and har- 
mony and agreement among all these great enterprising business 
cl:sses of this country which will never be produced by the at- 
te upt to go into a Government partnership with any of them by 
ta iff] ation. 

oir. President, I had something more that I wanted to read from 
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United States would be better off. and the people who live in it 


ingley bill, but they find that this is a | 


If the manufacturers are willing to fight a outrance, as the wool- | 


would be better off, if north of the Canadian line was a frozen 
zone, uninhabitable and unproductive. Should we be better off: 
No. We enjoy the benefits that God has given by this variety of 
climate and the variety of races on the face of the earth. We aer 
better off, and those on the other side of the Canadian line are bet 
ter off, for the association, and every profitable trade we make with 
them benefits not only them, but also benefits those on this side of 


ae | the line who are thus associated with them. 
Mr. President, I confess that it is somewhat shocking to me to 


No, Mr. President, the world was given to man to be enjoved. 
and all its products and all its fruits should be made available for 
all the people in this country, and at least no legislative obstruction 
ought to be placed between them and that enjoyment 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, I have listened with a great 
deal of pleasure to the very able and eloquent speech of the Sena 
tor from Delaware [Mr. Gray], as I have listened upon many 
other occasions. Of course he and I differ radically upon the 
basic principle involved in this discussion, and that is the ques 
tion of protection versus what we usually term free trade. I be 
lieve in the principle of protection, but even if I were a believer 
in the policy of a tariff for revenue only, I think that all fairness 
and equity would require that I should insist that even a tariff 


| for revenue should be imposed as equally as it could possibly be 


th : Bulletin of the National Woolen Manufacturers, if I could lay | 
m hand upon it, but I do not know that I ought to consume more | 


of the time of the Senate, which I am anxious to economize in 
orler that we may get through with this bill. I want to read 
s) nething that I find here, taken from the Boston Herald, bearing 
u on this Vv 
loave this subject: 
{From the Boston Herald, April 21, 1897. } 
KEEPING UP PRICES. 


The difficulty in the way of coming to a compromise with the woolgrowers 
in the matter of the tariff tax is found in the theory entertained by some of 
thm, of which the following is an authoritative statement: 


subject of carpet manufactures, and then I shall | 


imposed, for you can not levy a tariff for revenue even upon manu 
factured products which will not bring with it some incidental 
protection to the manufacturer and to the disadvantage of the 
producer of the raw material. 

I do not think this proposition can be denied; and hence I think 
my distinguished friends upon that side who talk so eloquently in 
favor of free wool and other free raw material are somewhat in- 
cons stent from my point of view. 

If there is to be any benefit derived by any class of our people 


| engaged in any industry from the imposition of any sort of a duty 


When Mr. McKinley reported his bill, April 16, 1890, it proposed a duty | 


on the better third-class wool, of 8 cents per pound specific; no ad 
vuorem duty. ae of the decline in the world's peices of wool since 1890, 
higher duties are now required. 


It ought to be noted in passing that the lowering of the world's 
price of wool has made this specific duty a much higher ad valorem 
duty than it was when the McKinley law was passed. 


This formulates a notion of Government function that is so entirely at 
variance with the 
all si that a 
whe face to face with the logical conclusions which must be the 
outcome of its tion. The idea is this, if we assume, for purposes of 
illustration, what may be a somewhat ex rated statement of conditions, 
as in this way the point at issue can best brought out: Carpet wools, let 

ment, were selling abroad in 180 at 10 


us say, for the of this 
cents a pound, and it was conside at that time by the framers of the tariff 


that an 8-cents-a-pound duty was the proper thing. This would carry the 
American price on, to 18 aie, - 
Since then, assuming the price in the world’s market, for carpet wool 


has gone down to 5 cents a pound, and the argument made by the woolgrow- 

ers, who are aoe rary controlling action in Congress, is that the duty upon 

13 cents a pound, so as tostill maintain the Amer 

ican price at the old figure of 18 centsa pound. In other words, when, in 

better methods of transportation and cheaper methods of 

reductions in take place in wool, these should be offset by 

advances in the rate of duty,so that the American consumers of woo! should 

never be allowed to obtain any of the advantages which modern discovery 
and the of improved methods bring about. 

The underlying theory of this notion is that it is the duty of the Govern- 
ment pn 2 ina as it were, to prevent a reduction in prices from any 
cause tsoever. ie the Western farmer can thus force the Government to 
keep the price of carpet wools at 18 cents, he can also, on the same ground, 
busi compensate the ieee yr aty defici 

raiser of it for any deficiency. 
which seems to underlie probable tari 
of socialistic which can not fail to revolutionize what have been con- 
sidered in the to be the principles of our Government. 


: 


Mr. President, it seems to me that is a thoughtful and correct | 
statement of some of the heresies which underlie this whole propo- | 
turn to deny to our people and to the | 


sition. We want at every 


past conceptions of even the protectionists that it is not at | 
good many of our Eastern manufacturers are dismayed | 


ll keep the price of wheat at $la | 
This assumption, | 
ff action, starts our country on ascheme | 





consumers of this country the benefits of the great improvements | 


which civilization and progress have wrought in the world. If 
there are better ieathioks 

areas of production on the world’s surface, which bring down the 
prices of these commodities, such as wool, an absolute necessary 


of life, why should not our people avail themselves of them? 


of transportation, if there are larger | 


Why should not the millions of people who toil, who rise up | 


early and 
t of the bounties of nature that have been developed by 
the progress of the world in enterprise and in civilization? Why, 
as Some great boon is discovered, should we want to 

between the le of this country and the enjoy- 
that boon? What right have we to doit? The world is 
You would make it smaller. You say that it would 
no other land except that comprised be- 


Test of the earth's surface were a wild waste of waters. 





go to bed late. and do not eat the bread of idleness, avail | 


| 


the Gulf and the two oceans, and if all the | 


| ists in China. 


it ought to be made general and uniform, and ought to bear 
equally upon all the people and all classes and all interests and 
all industries. That is my idea of it, even looking atit from a 
revenue point of view. 

One would suppose, to listen to these discussions and arguments 
made in behalf of cheapness by the advocates of a revenue tariff, 
that the sole end and aim and purpose of existence was cheapness; 
to secure everything cheap. Mr. President, I do not agree with 
that view. Idonot believe that it is the part of wisdom, of states- 
manship, or of common sense to place the people of this country 
upon equal terms of competition with the people of every other 
country in the world. Ido not believe that it is wise to do it, and 
hence I am a believer in the protective principle. I do not be- 
lieve that the woolgrowers of this country ought to be placed in 


| competition with the cheap and degraded labor of other countries. 


The cheapest lands in the world are the countries whose people are 
the most degraded, where they are the least advanced in civiliza- 
tion. Chinais the cheapest country upon the face of the earth, but 
I do not believe that we want to emulate the conditions which ex 
Cheapness is not the sole end and aim and purpose 
of human existence. 

What the people of this country want to make them happy and 
prosperous and contented is work. They want something to do; 


| they want employment; and I believe we had better devote our 


energies and our legislation, in so far as it can be done, to provid- 
ing means for sustaining and aidingand encouraging themin doing 
their own work, in producing the things that they need for them 
selves to eat and to wear, rather than to adopt a system which 
will encourage their production in countries outside of our own. 

Mr. President, this briefly is my opinion. with respect to a pro- 
tective duty. I think Daniel Webster once said something bear- 
ing directly upon this point. Speaking of this idea of giving the 
people employment, he said it was the great purpose and idea to 
be constantly borne in mind, to give the people work, to give them 
something todo. He said if they have employment for their hands 
they will have employment for their teeth, and when men have 
employment for both hands and teeth, then they will be happy, 
contented, and prosperous. That I concede to be true theory from 
my way of looking at it. The aim and purpose and general intent 
of the protective system is to give tothe laboring men of this coun- 
try the work todo at homein preference to having it done abroad. 

Mr. President, I concede that under a protective system injustice 
is lidble tocreepin. It hascreptin. I believe that certain sec- 
tions of our country have in the past been somewhat favored, 
overfavored, in the arrangement of protective tariffs; and that is 
why I am here to-day raising my voice in behalf of the producers 
of what is called raw material, because I believe that in former 
tariffs their interests have been neglected, and I believe their inter- 
ests are entitled to just as much consideration in the framing of 
this tariff as are the interests of the manufacturers who have 


“a 


many here to speak for them so ably and soeloquently. I do not 
believe there is the slightest danger of the manufacturers being 
illtreated or unfairly treated in the framing of this tariff bill. 


is the ultimate logic of the protective theory, that the | They have never been in the past, and they will not be at this time. 
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I must beg leave to differ with my honorable friend from Texas 
[Mr. Mii.s} as to what has been the-effect of the tariff laws with 
relation to wool. I think, and I say it with all due respect, that 
the opinion of the woolgrowers themselves carries, naturally, more 
weight than the qnotation of any statistics or any figures given; 
and they are united, so far as I know, in the agreement that under 
the tariff of 1867 the wool industry of this country did prosper 
beyond doubt, and the number of sheep increased greatly. 

have before me a table, which I find in the tariff hearings, in 
which it is shown that from 1873 to 1884, the period during which 
te law of 1867 was in effect, the increase of sheep and of wool in 
the United States was greater than in any other country, and the 
increase was very large in Australia, in Africa, and in Argentina; 
bat the percentage of growth in the United States was greater 
tian it was in any of these countries, showing conclusively the 
benefit which had been derived from the duty upon wool. 

Speaking, Mr. President, with reference to the communication 
read by the Senator from Delaware contained in the Wool Book, 
the organ of the National Association of Wool Manufacturers, I 
agree entirely with my collea 
awd criticism. The year 1896 is not a good year for comparison. 
We were under free wool during that year, and, as my colleague 
hw said, there was no inducement to bring in wools at a lower 
valuation; there was no duty, and hence other wools could be se- 
cured—the wools from South America, where wool is very cheap, 
but it is of a coarse, heavy, shrinking character, and there is a 
great deal of it there that never reaches the United States under 
a tariff, and never will; but with free wool it is brought in largely. 

I suggest, too, that the statements of these manufacturers ought 
to be taken with many grains of allowance, just as well as the 
statements of the woolgrowers. 

The woolen manufacturers are very expert in figures, and I 
should have been disposed to have attached much more impor- 
tance and to have given a more respectful hearing to their state- 
ment had they given us all the details with reference to carpet 
manufacturing. It would have helped us very much in the solu- 
tion of this question of how much carpet wool goes into the manu- 
facture of clothing had they given the number of yards of carpet 
made each year. Surely this information was in their reach, and 
it would have helped us very much in arriving at a correct under- 
standing; but for reasons best known to themselves did not do-it. 

I believe, Mr. President—and I have seen no reason to change 
my mind—that a very large proportion of these wools do go 
into the manufacture of textiles other than carpets. There has 
been nothing adduced to show that there has been a correspond- 
ing amount of carpet manufactured in the United States to con- 
sume the enormous amounts of third-class wools which have been 
imported. In 1893, under the ion of the McKinley law, 
there was imported nearly 130,000,000 pounds of third-class wools. 
Under the low ad valorem duty in that year, the value of third- 
class wool had been reduced to 7.6 cents per pound. 

During all the years from 1883 to 1890 the average vaiue had 
been 10.1 cents, but under the ad valorem clause in the McKinley 
law, with its opportunities for undervaluation, the value of these 
wools immediately began to go down, so that, as I have said, in 
1893 oe brought down to 7.6 cents per pound. No sooner 
had we wool than the value of these wools immediately began 
to rise, becanse there was no inducement for undervaluation, and 
for 1896 the im of third-class wools came in at a valne of 9.6 
cents per pound, being 2 cents per pound more than in 1893 under 


the McKinley law. 
There has been nothi a by any of the manufacturers 
to show that the 130,000,000 pounds of third-class wool im 

in 1893 went into the manufacture of carpet. It can not be i 
We have not to-day, so far as my information goes, the capacity 
to use and manufacture that much carpet wool. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Montana allow me? 

Mr. MANTLE. Certainly. ¢ 

Mr. GRAY. It does appear here from what I read that in 
1896 the manufacturers were able to trace out of eighty-odd mil- 
lion pounds 
‘ a Seventy-two million pounds, the Senator read 

or 1896, 

Mr. GRAY. No; 80,000.000 pounds. I have not the book here 
at present. It is 80,000,000 pounds. However. I am subject to 
correction. They were able to account for 70,500,000 ponnds of 
wool used in the carpet industry, leaving the difference unac- 
counted for. 

Mr. MANTLE. Seventy million pounds the Senator read and 
2,000,000 pounds unaccounted for that went into something else. 

Mr. GRAY. They go on to say—I do not know whether I read 
it—that they are able to show that the percentage not used in car- 
= manufacture was largely used in the manufacture of such 

brics as coarse and cheap horse blankets, such as sell for a very 
low price and that everybody can buy, and which are very neces- 
sary, of course, to the farmers and others who can not aiford to 
buy high-priced blankets, and also into the wool tops of shoes; 


e |Mr. Carrer] in his comment | 





that a large number of gaiters are made with wool tops, and ¢! 
wool tops are made out of these coarse third-class wools. 
account very largely for that difference in that way. I ha, 
the book at hand, and I want to verify the statement. | w 
oe Senator longer. 

Mr. YTLE. My recollection is that the Senator re, 
enty-two million and some-odd thousand pounds, and that ° 
000 pounds —- 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Montana may be right. 
Mr. MANTLE. Wentintothe manufacture of carpets, a 
2,000,000 pounds went into something else. So we have th. |)... 
crepancy between the amount quoted and the amount given j;, ;,,, 
comparative statement, 97,000,000 pounds imported in 181). 

Mr.GRAY. Neither of us is quite right. The total im) n 
the year were 74,325,529 pounds, and the proportion that dij »,; 
go into the carpet industry was 2,679,722 pounds. Those are ;),, 
figures I used. 

Mr. MANTLE. I have just.a word more to say in conn. ;\,y, 
with this matter. In my humble judgment, the woolgro\ f 
the country are entitled to all the consideration that any 1)..:;, 
facturing industry is entitled to. The whole protective the). 
based upon the idea that we shall enact a protective law that \i\ 
fully protect-every interest to which itapplies. The aim and» 
and purpose of a protective tariff are to encourage and fost: 
industry at which it is directed to the point that it will |, 
self-sustaining. ; 

Looking at it in this light, with the purpose and intent of sv ey- 
couraging the industry as to make it self-supplying for this ¢o...)- 
a7 say the proposition presented by the woolgrowers, alt} \.:) 
I know there is not the slightest possibility of its being adopted 
here, is entirely defensible tive grounds. 

So far as the language of Judge Lawrence is concerned, ho js 
‘amply ” justified in using that , because he finds it in the 
national Republican platform, where “ample protection” is 

mised woolgrowing industry in this country. Therefore 
nocriticism can lie against Judge Lawrence for-‘having used t\iat 


rm. 

I find here a few reasons, very tersely and briefly set forth. 
why there should bea sufficient protective duty upon wool. | ve 
it out of the Tariff Hearings, from the statement made by Mr 
Wallace. It is as follows: 


[From a statement by Hon. George H. Wallace, Tariff Hearings, page 1/2.) 
WHY THE WOOLGROWER WANTS PROTECTION. 
The woolgrower asks for for reasons which are generally under- 
stash tebetar taligeeeaiamaniend-ankitenn, at 
First. The climatic conditions in the United States are not as favorable to 
a Paianaon burdens hi hich hi 
. many mpon him which his foreign 
Third. Land Seeeeintien. which he is compelled to is leal 
. com pay, &@ great des 
higher than ocean freight. which his foreiga rival has to ; 
ree ~ hyp daar teaacarea maine ecememanaate 
other countries. 
Fifth. This eee eae offsetting the governmental 


aid a woolgrowers in other 
. ae of other industries while be 
a unaided against these circumstances and condi- 


Seventh. He needs protection that he 


be-encouraged to utilize rough, 
mountainous sections and arid portions our country which cou!d not 
otherwise be made of service. 


Eighth. Thatthe industries of our country may bediversified,to the en that 
all may be em ed, and competition—degrading, grinding competition— 
i f 1, to clothe 
sagen mead meremecnetien miata 
. Past legislation has invited his efforts in direction, promising 
him rewards for his investments of capital, time, labor, and study, and it 
would be wrong to repudiate the contract. 

Those seer. to me to be very good reasons to advance from tle 
protective in support of adequate, equitable, aud just 
ee the woolgrowers of this country. 
sisendy called attention to the very guest dimicalty im gettin: the 

attention to very great ty in getting the 
facts about these contested The Senator from Montina 
{Mr. MantLe] who has just his seat stated that he believed 
a very large part of the wools imported into this country as cr,‘ 


were used for other I have in my hand « state- 
Selsettons competent to speak about 1t 

States; a man who has no interes! 11 

i with it, but whose position is such as ¢°r 
tainly to make him as competent to judge, in my opinion. :~ any- 
states that he not believe 2 per cent of the woo's 

used for any other purpose. ‘ 
whether that is true or not, but it is to 

me as ey asanything else. | 

firmly what he says and that he !ias 

at his conclusion after the best investigation he can 11... 

i i which I wish to call attention. |‘ ' 
striking ware {Mr. Gray] called 
attention to the fact that, according to the. statement of a g°\' °- 
a large manufacturer, and who, it seems to me, wold 


a. : 
n similar labor in 


Of 
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not be ing to make a statement of that sort to go to the public 
unless it was borne out by the facts, the prices of ingrain carpet 
would be increased 20 cents a yard by the imposition of these pro- 
visions in the tariff—that is, the compensatory duty. It will in- 
crease the cost of ingrain carpet to the consumers just that much, 
I understood him to say. If that be the case, it does seem to me 
that the Senate ought to hesitate before imposing such a tax. 

The price of ingrain carpet now is about 40 cents a yard, and 
an increase of 20 cents a yard means what? Ingrain carpets do 
not find their way into the homes of the rich. They are the car- 
pets of the poor; and carpets, as stated by the Senator from Dela- 
ware, are no longer aluxury. The laboring men of this country 
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| 
| 
| 
| 


believe that they are entitled to carpets to add to the comfort of | 


themselves and their families. 

Now, as the law stands, a man proposing to put a carpet on a 
floor containing, say, 30 square yards, would pay $12 forit. When 
the bill goes into effect, the price of that carpet, if the manufac- 
turer’s statement is true, instead of being $12 will be $18. That 
man must do $6 worth more of work; there must be $6 more of 
his iration coined and turned over to somebody before he 
can have the privilege of putting a carpet on one of his floors. 

If he has five rooms in 


sary of life to make somebody's business more profitable. Is there 
any natural right, is there any legal or constitutionai right vested 


bis house, there is a tribute of $30 that he | 
is compelled to pay to somebody in the increased cost of a neces- | 





in Congress to take any part of that man’s labor for the benefit of | 


some other class of men? 
a naked, unmitigated outrage. 


It seems to me to be entirely monstrous; | 


Judge Lawrence, when appearing before the Ways and Means | 


Committee, in discussing this question, used the language read by 
the Senator from Delaware. When Congress saw fit to take off 
this very burden that is proposed now to be imposed, when we 

to lighten the burdens that rest upon the shoulders of 
the poor to the extent of $6 on an ingrain carpet fora room, when 


1945 


platform of 1896 and have no discrimination in favor of one kind 
of labor or one set of laborers against an It 
should be fairly distributed 

If gentlemen were free traders and proposed to raise the revenue, 


her set of laborers. 


by direct taxation, if that were the position taken, I could under 
stand the plea to put articles on the free list similar to those which 
are produced by American labor, but I no argument in favor 
of putting an article of one kind produced by American labor on 
the free hst and an articie pre nd x ed bv \m ric in | shor in anoth« r 
place upon the protective list. If woolen manufacturers had 
cloth on the free list, there would be less argument in fav of 
| putting wool on the protected list. But if we are tor revenut 
on competitive articles, which is the established policy of all 
parties, it should be, according to the Democratic platform of 1896 
equally distributed. There should be no discrimination. Th 


is all I ask. 
Now, I undertake to say that the woolgrowing interest 1s very 


important. There are a very large number of people engaged in 
it. There is a vast region of country capable of raising shee] 
Certainly there is enough for that purpose to raise all we want in 
the United States, and if we are to have revenue raised on com- 
petitive articles, there is no article upon which if can be more 
equitably levied than wool, because there are a large number of 
people engaged in it and the benefits are more generally distrib 
uted. There are ten times, perhaps a hundred times, more people 
engaged in producing wool than there arein manufacturing cloth. 
They are out in the country, and I undertake to say that the coun 

try population is much more desirable than the city population. 
If we are to pursue the courseof giving the manufacturer a free- 
trade market in which to buy, and destroy our rural population, 
you will do very much to sap the foundation of our institutions. 
It seems to me the rural population is absolutely essential to the 
Cities are not the homes of the 


es of our Government. 


tepublic. It was one of the questions seriously discussed in the 


we proposed to remove the burdens which had been imposed upon | formation of our Government, whether we would ever have large 


the poor for years past by the legislation as it stood there on the 
statute books, that relieving of the masses, that taking off of 
these burdens, simply because it took from some favored classes 
in this country the right to impose these burdens on the masses, 
was denounced by Judge Lawrence in this language: 


There has never been such a cruel blow inflicted upon any industry in the 
American Republic from its foundation up to this time. 


A cruel blow in pains away from the manufacturer the power 
to levy this tribute on the homes of the poor! A cruel blow that 


the hand of taxation levied for private purposes should be taken 


off by tion of law! That is considered by this man an out- 

rage, W we believe it was a blessing that went to all the poor 
e as 

Mr. President, one would think, from hearing a statement made 

that J Lawrence would be opposed to anything being 

to come free into this country, and I presume he would be 


if the im ion was to be of any benefit to the masses of the 
, if there was to be any benefit to the rank and file, to all 
the men, women, and children of the country; but when Judge 
Lawrence a bill and went before the Ways and Means 
Committee and wanted it enacted into law, here is one of the pro- 
visions that appeared in it: 

Provided also, That for a period of two years from and after the passage 
of this act native ewes shall be admitted free into this country. 


: 


So that the wers would be able to produce coarse carpet 
wools that are t for any purpose except manufacturing car- 
pets. When if you would give them proper protection they 


said 
the low-grade, inferior sheep and comparatively 
that ery a —— can — in — - — 
is tribute as rapidly as possible and to 
voked free trade in Mexican ewes, for the pur- 
ease wee wers to increase the burden on the 
as possible. 
inconsistency illustrates clearly the purpose of this whole 
I believe the great body of the people are of very much 
than the interest of any few manufacturers; 
and above all that, I do not believe Congress has the 
to levy any tax, no matter how small, that is not levied for 
the purpose of putting revenue into the Treasury, and that taxes 
one i profitable at the expense of the great 
people are absolutely undemocratic. They are un- 
they are in violation of all principles of civilization and 


- STEWART. Mr. President, I can not understand these 
arguments. When we are considering a protective tariff, as all 
eee, Ido not appreciate an argument that is in 

ination between the labor producing one article 
producing another. I can not appreciate an argu- 
of protecting labor in the cities, which produces 


and not protecting the labor on the farms 
pos me we ought to follow the Democratic 
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If we are to have a protective tariff upon competi- 
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cities which would disturb the Republic. The Republic could 
not live without the aid of the country. Can you say that those 
in the country shall work in competition with the cooly labor of 
Asia or the miserably paid labor of Mexico and South America, 
while those in the city are protected? 

In regard to third-class wool, whatever may be the real fact, 
there is a general belief among all woolgrowers that avast amount 
of the third-class wools are used in manufacturing cloth and for 
other purposes than carpet manufacture. That is the general be- 
lief, and any tariff that does not provide against the possibility of 
importing wool for carpet purposes and using it for manufacturing 
cloth will be very unsatisfactory and will be very unpopular. The 
reason why tariff agitations are so easily got up is on account of 
the sense of imjustice which exists. If a tariff could be equitably 
adjusted, it would hardly ever be disturbed. Consequently, the 
importance of having a sense of justice. Woolgrowers think that 
under the ad valorem provision in the McKinley law third-class 
wool got in and was used for other purposes and came in compe- 
tition with the home product; that it was unfair; and they have 
complained of it, and if you do not remedy it in this tariff bill you 
will not satisfy them. Of course it is very easy to remedy it now. 

Under the amendment the tariff on carpet wool, a large part of 
which will be used as it has been before for other purposes, will 
be but 4 cents. Itis not enough. Itis more than it was under 
the McKinley Act, but not enough. It will all come in at 4 cents 
because it will all come in under a rating of 10 cents. There is 
no doubt about that. Everybody understands it will be that 
way. It wasso rated under the McKinley Act, and it will be so 
rated again in the custom-house, and it will come in at 4 cents. 
Then the provisions which will make it possible to get in prac- 
tically scoured wool will create a great temptation to import and 
use that wool for clothing purposes, because 8 per cent of dirt is 
a very small percentage. Scoured wool, I am told, often shrinks 
that amount. It will practically bring in scoured wool. You 
can have a little dirt with it, 8 per cent of dirt, and it will be 
much finer than the ordinary enk which shrinks sometimes two 

It will enable them to bring in really a 


thirds. 
Take merino wools. 
higher grade wool than formerly. It will get in as third-class 


wool, and it will be a severe competitor of the American wool. I 
hope it will be remedied so as to meet that condition of things. 
Let us have as fair a tariff as it is possible, at least. If we are 


going to have it on the protective list—and it is unanimous on 
both sides that we are going to have a protective tariff; no sug- 
gestions to have any other kind of a tariff have come from this 
side or the other side—let us have one that is as nearly equitable 
as you can make it. 


You will see in the schedules, if I am not very much mistaken 
that carpets are very highly protected. Thereisa large protection 
tocarpets. Letit goaround. Donot make your blanket so short 


that it will not reach around and will not cover th: family. 
Lappeal to the committee to correct it and fix it so that the carpet 
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wool shall not come in and be used for other purposes, and that it 
shall pay a fair duty. Then put your tariff on carpets to equalize 
the thing and have it equitable. I donot think the Senate amend- 
ment is quite the thing. I am not satisfied with it, and I am sure 
the woolgrowers will not be. 

Mr. QUAY. [insist upon my motion. 

Mr. MANTLE. I wish to say merely a word. 

Mr. QUAY. Very well; I yield. 

Mr. MANTLE. co to reply briefly to tho last statement 
made by the Senator from Arkansas. He quoted, I think, from 
Mr. Dornan, a very large carpet manufacturer of Philadelphia, a 
statement that if the duty as recommended by the Finance Com- 
mittee of the Senate should be adopted it will increase the cost of 
ingrain carpet 20 cents per yard. A good deal has been said here 
to-day and yesterday about inaccuracies of statement and about 
the inability to understand it upon the part of the advocates of a 
protective duty on wool. I venture to say that there has been 
nothing so absurd mentioned in this debate as the statement of 
Mr. Dornan that the difference proposed by the Senate committee 
will increase the cost of ingrain carpet 20 cents per yard. IfI 
believed that this proposition would increase the cost of a carpet 
ordinarily costing 40 cents a yard 20 cents, I would not favor it 
myself, 

Let us examine the statement fora moment. The House bill 
provides a duty of 82 per cent ad valorem upon wools of a value 
of 18 cents or less. Thatis modified by the Senate amendment to 
a specific rate of 4 cents per pound on a value of 10 cents or less. 
Assuming that the wools would come in at a value of 10 cents, an 
ad valorem duty of 32 per cent would be 3.20 cents per pound. 
Increasing it to 4 cents would simply be increasing it eight-tenths 
of 1 vent per pound. I have already read a statement here show- 
ing that it is estimated that it takes three-quarters of a pound of 
wool to make a running yard of ingrain carpet, Assuming that 
it takes a pound of wool to each yard of ingrain carpet, the in- 
crease proposed by the Senate committee would only be eight- 
tenths of 1 cent, and here again I repeat that 98 per cent of all 
third-class wools imported for the past six years have come in at 
a valuation of 10 cents or less per pound. 

Now, how it is possible for this slight increase of eight-tenths 
of a cent on a pound of carpet wool to increase the cost of a yard 
of ingrain carpet in which it is used 20 cents is certainly beyond 
my comprehension, and I should like very much to have the 
method explained by which that conclusion is reached. I know 
the Senator from Arkansas can not show it. Neither can any 
other Senator upon this floor. I think if the objections of the 
carpet manufacturers generally possess no more merit than the 
one in question, they are entitled to very little consideration at 
the hands of the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania allow me to 
make one or two observations very briefly before the question is 

ut? 

Mr. QUAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I can not myself disregard the judgment of the 
carpet manufacturers, some of whom I know personally, those in 
my own city and State, men of very large business experience 
and of unquestionable integrity. They have been building up 
their carpet establishments, and have sacrificed, under the vary- 
ing policies which have prevailed in this country, an amount in 
interest and in principal more than the entire capital. I suppose 
the persons who now own the carpet establishments at Clinton, 
Worcester, and other places in Massachusetts have sunk, in the 
endeavor to establish a carpet manufacture in this country, more 
than the entire value of their present plants. So when they tell 
me that the arrangement now pro by the committee is inad- 
equate for their protection and that it will compel them either to 
g° out of business or to continue their business hereafter at a loss, 

oping for future correction of this inequality, I believe them. 
At the same time, believing them, I expect to vote with the 
committee. ’ 

Ican not disregard existing conditions in regard to this bill. 
There is a necessity for a protective tariff in this country. A ne- 
cessity for other arrangements for raising revenue is admitted by 
all parties in the country, and a large majority of the American 
people demand that that shall be done by a discriminating tariff 
which shall revive again the American manufactures. e have 
not a majority in the Senate of that way of thinking. Thereisa 
majority composed either of Democrats who profess to be opposed 
to the protective principle unless so far as it affects rice, or cotton, 
or lumber, or sugar, and gentlemen like the Senator from Montana 
who has just addressed the Senate, who, whatever may be their 
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a of the Silver party was pledged to veto a protective-tay\5 
bi 


ill. 

Mr. HOAR. If the candidate of the Silver party did not p). 
himself by his speech in the House of Representatives in \., 
or April, 1892, to that policy, 1 do not know what human |... 
guage means. 

Mr. MANTLE. There was certainly nothing in the platfvy 
if the Senator will permit me, upon which he ran that plede.| 
him to any such policy, nor was it ever my intention in supjor:- 
ing him. 

Mr. HOAR. He was supported by nearly all the free trai, 
in the country, and if the platform did not pledge the candid.,; 
the candidate pledged the party, as I understand it. But let t}.; 

2aSS. 

Mr. MANTLE. However that may be, I have never surr.) 
dered my views upon the protective theory. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand. 

Mr. MANTLE. I gave my support to that candidate beliey;, 
that the money question was the paramount issue. 

Mr. HOAR. Tao not question that the Senator gave his si, 
port to that candidate honestly and conscientiously. I did ».:: 
make the observation except to pointout to the gentlemen w}),, 
think with me that we can not get any tariff bill at all withou: 
the help of the gentlemen who were of that way of thinking, 1s | 
understand it, a few months ago, and who expect to stick to that 
policy with their votes in the future, so far as I understand thei. 
So we must get the best we can now. 

Mr. MANTLE, I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that it never has been my intention, even holding the views | <j, 
upon the financial question, to lay any obstacle in the pathway «: 
this protective-tariff measure. I am as anxious as is the Senator 
to see it enacted into a law. 

Mr. HOAR. Except the obstacle of a President who would yet) 
it; that is all. 

Mr. MANTLE. That is not the questionnow. What Iam try- 
ing to do now is to make the bill equitable so far as I can do it. 

r. HOAR,. That is what the Senator is trying todo, and I am 
very grateful that he is trying to doit. He is trying to doit hon- 
estly and sincerely. The point of my remarks is that it seems t. 
me quite desirable to take advantage of what seems to be a lucid 
interval in my honorable friend's position and that of the gentl- 
men who act with him to get a tariff bill if possible before they 

t back where they will vote, if they do not get one now, for a 

ident who I suppose would veto it, That is my point. 

No carpet manufacturer or any other manufacturer can be pros- 
perous unless this country becomes prosperous enough to buy their 
manufactures, and that will not happen within the next two years, 
in my judgment, unless we get through a measure of general pro- 
tection, even if it has a many defects, which will revive the 
manufacturing industries of the country, which will revive the 
industry of agriculture, and the industry of raising woo! as we!l, 
and lumber, and all the other industries which depend upon pro- 
tection for their new life, and in that way give a people able to 
buy the products of the mills. 

he Senator from Delaware just now talked about the burden 
on the American purchasers of the carpets and carpet wools. Hv» 
reminded me of something which happened three or four years 
ago in my own State, which I had from the mouth of a man who 
was a 'y to the ene An Englishman was over here. and 
he undertook to preach his doctrine of free trade to an old neigh 
bor of his, I think from Bradford, in Yorkshire, who was esta!) 
lished as a workingman, I think the foreman of a room in a factory 
in Massachusetts. Hewas telling this workingman, who had bern 
a near neighbor of his (1 believe he was a brother, at any rate 
relative), how these protected manufacturers oppressed the wor). 
ingmen. ‘‘ Why,” said he, ‘‘ you have to pay a very large per cvn' 
more to these men for all the things you have in your room her 
than you did at home.” The man asked what things. ‘Well, 
said he, ** brother,” looking around the room, *‘ the sewing machi. 
the carpet, the piano.” e naturalized American replied, ‘‘ We 
did not have them in England.” Now, that isthe whole answer to 
the Senator from Delaware in a nutshell. 

Mr. President, dealing with the amendments of the committ: 
is but one step toward a result which is to be matured in the Sen- 
ate. There will be another vote on re and if the com- 
mittee find a more just and equitable , they will propos» 
it before the bill is over. If there found a common groun'! 
which, giving our friends who raise wool all they desire, wi!! s11!! 
save the carpet ee industry, that will be proposed. Ii 
even that is not accomplished to the entire satisfaction of cit!) 
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theoretical opinions on this subject, have within the last six 
months voted to make protection on wool in this country im i- 
ble by voting for a candidate for the Presidency who would veto 
such a policy; and I suppose if they get a chance they mean to do 
the same thing again hereafter. 

Mr. MANTLE. May I interrupt the Senator? I know of no 
proposition of that character. I did not know that the candi- 


party in this body, there will be still an opportunity to compa: 
views by the wisest and most experienced men in both Houses « 
oe , who have the interests of both of these classes absolute’; 
a ; 

So I think I would embarrass very seriously the accomplis!- 
ment of what I want, both for this particular: class of manufac- 
turers and for all the people of the country, by undertaking to 
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antagonize the committee at this point. Therefore, although I 
agree with my honorable friend from Pennsylvania in thinking 
that this particular clause as it now stands is defective, I shall 
give my vote with the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows in the chair). 
The question is on the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania 
to lay on the table the amendments of the Committee on Finance 
to para graph 357. : 

Mr. QUAY. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I think it is my duty to correct 
the remarks of the senior Senator from Massachusetts made a 
moment ago respecting the attitude of the late silver candidate 
for the Presidency. I do not profess to utter his views upon the 
subject further than to say that there was nothing and is nothing 
in what he has said that would lead anybody to the conclusion 
that he would veto a tariff bill. 

Mr. HOAR. For protection? 

Mr. ALLEN. I presume if a bill was originated for the ex- 
clusive purpose of protection and not for the raising of revenue 
a bill that would be properly denominated a bill for confiscation—— 

Mr. HOAR. May I read two sentences from his speech in the 
other House? 

Mr. ALLEN. I presume that gentleman would have vetoed it, 
as any other President ought to veto it. But for the Senator 
from husetts to o> Awe Mr. Bryan was pledged to veto a 
tariff bill for any particular reason is going further than the fact 
will warrant. ere was nothing said by him during the late 
campai 
called for 
his election. 

What Mr. Bryan may have said while in the House of Repre- 
sentatives I do not know, nor dol care. I presume the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts does not want to be held responsible 
to-day for all of his public utterances. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido. I expect to be. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; if the Senator were held responsible 
for all his public utterances, I think a search of the RecorD would 
find a great many contradictions in what he has said. 

I may be itted to say that I believe if Mr. Bryan had been 
seated in White House, he would have held to the doctrine 
that it was his duty under the Constitution to permit Congress to 
legislate, and either to approve or disapprove their legislation. I 
do not believe he would have undertaken, as has been the practice 
since I have been here, to reach his arm into the Senate Chamber 
or into either branch of Congress and undertake to influence its 
action in advance of the time when he should properly act. 

I believe, and I think the late candidate for the Presidency upon 


the Populist ticket believes that the Constitution charges Con- | 


gress with the duty and responsibility of legislating, and that it 


after it is ted to him and either approving or disapproving 
it, as his judgment may dictate. So I think the Senator from 
Massachusetts is going a little too far when he says that anything 
has been said or done by Mr. Bryan that would lead to the con- 
clusion that he was pledged to veto a tariff act. 

My attention is called to the Chicago platform, from which I 

the following: 

We hold that the tariff duties should be levied for purposes of revenue, 
such duties to be so as to operate equall throughout the country 

not ite between class or section, and that taxation should be 
limited by the needs of the Government honestly and economically adminis- 
tered. We denounce as disturbing to business the Republican threat to re- 
store the McKinley law, which has been twice condemned by the people in 
national elections, and which, enacted under the false plea of protection to 

ie . proved a prolific breeder of trusts and monopolies. enriched 
the few at the expense of the many, restricted trade, and deprived the pro 
ducers of the great American staples of access to their natural markets. 

That is the position, I understand, of the late candidate for the 
Presi ; usually denominated the fusion candidate, and I 
think can be found in any public utterance of his in the 
other branch of or elsewhere to the contrary. 

There are two distinct a in this country upon the question 
of tariff, the which believes that you have a right under 
the Constitution to confiscate the property of one class of citizens 
for the benefit of another class under the guise of taxation, and 
who call that kind of taxation a protective tariff, who seem to 
on that there is no limit to the power of taxation that may be 
Tr ae npon the people of the country; and the class 
who hold to doctrine that a tariff should be levied for the pur- 
oe of revenue and for no other purl e. ee 

r. President, t me to say that in my humble judgment 
there is no difference between robbery committed upon the high- 
way and that kind of tariff legislation which takes out of the 
of the citizens of this country their hard earnings for the 


exclusive and sole of turning those earnings over toa 
select class. = ” 
Fp Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska answers 


said in passing merely by what seems to me can have no 


to that effect. There was nothing in any platform that | 
any action of that kind upon his part in the event of | 

















other meaning than to say that Mr. Bryan was not responsible for 
his public utterances. Ido not know that the Senator exactly 
used the phrase in that connection, but he said that I would not 
like to be held responsible for all my public utterances, and he did 
not know what Mr. Bryan might have said in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. Now, what Mr. Bryan did in the House of Repre- 
sentatives was to vote for the Wilson bill putting wool on the free 
list. What he further did was to help carry out bodily and in 
triumph the Democratic speaker, Mr. Wilson. of West Virginia, 
who had denounced protection as a robbery and unconstitutional. 
What he further did was to make a speech in which he denounced 
it as unconstitutional himself. I have before me 


now his state- 
ment: 


Protection has been our cannibal tree, and as one after another of ou 
farmers has been driven by the force of circumstances wpon that tree and 
has been crushed within its folds his companions have stood around and 


| shouted, “ Great is protection!” 


Another proposition in the speech which I have before me is 
the following: 


The Democratic party, so far from being hostile tothe home industries 


The party which was pledged in its platform, on which he had 
stood, to the doctrine that it was unconstitutional and a rob- 
bery— 
is the only champion, unless our friends here, the independents, will join 
with us, of the real home industry of this country. 

And the Senator himself reads from the Democratic platform 
at Chicago, with all these other gentlemen denouncing the doc 
trine, the Senator from Texas, the Senator from Missouri, and 
the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Massachusetts will permit 
me, let me ask what is there in the statement he has just quoted 
that would lead him to the conclusion that Mr. Brvan would have 
vetoed a tariff act- 

Mr. HOAR. For the protection of wool. 

Mr. ALLEN. Simply because he voted for free wool? 

Mr. HOAR. Simply because he voted for it and helped to 
carry out the man who denounced its protection as robbery, and 
because he supported the platform and the party that were com- 
mitted to that doctrine. 

Mr. President, I have a good deal of respect for Mr. Bryan. He 
is aman whose nature and behavior have impressed me very agree- 
ably. I havenever joined in anything which would be personally 
disrespectful to him, as far asl know. But this I have to say: 
That if Mr. Bryan, having said what he said in the House of Rep- 
resentatives and stood on the platform and supported the party he 
acted with, would not as President veto a bill for the protection of 
wool, I should cease to have any respect for him in the future, and 
especially if he put it on the ground that he was not responsible 


i Ish fh t1t | for his public utterances. 
charges the Executive with the duty of examining the legislation | 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I think that the criticism 
which has been made on Mr. Bryan is very unjust. I can give an 
illustration of its injustice. When the Bland Act was under con- 


| sideration in 1878 in the House of Representatives in its original 


form, it was a free-coinage act pure and simple, and it passed the 
House by an overwhelming majority, without any qualification, 
before the Allison amendment was attached to it. Mr. McKinley 
voted for free coinage pure and simple by the United States alone, 
independent of other nations, without any qualification whatever. 
After the Bland Act came to the Senate and was amended, he 
voted for it as amended. Then it was vetoed, and he voted to 
pass the Bland-Allison Act over the veto of the President. He 
voted for it on every vote. During that contest he voted with the 
most radical silver men. Further, since 1890 he made a speech at 
Toledo, Ohio, which I have not before me, in which he denounced 
President Cleveland for discriminating between the two metals. 


| He denounced President Cleveland's policy. 


In the Republican convention of 1888, the last Republican con- 
vention I ever attended, I was upon the committee on resolutions. 
Mr. McKinley was chairman of that committee. After a whole 
night's discussion, we adopted unanimously an amendment which 
I drew and proposed, Mr. McKinley voting for it, the amendment 
declaring that the Republican party is in favor of the use of both 
gold and silver as money and condemns the action of the Demo 
cratic Administration for its effort to demonetize silver. He 
stood on that plank. Then when the St. Louis convention met 
and he became a candidate, he accepted the nomination on a very 
different platform, one declaring that the Republican party will 


adhere to the present gold standard until we can get an interna- 
tional agreement. 

Upon the theory of the Senator from Massachusetts, if Mr. Mc 
Kinley follows the logic of his former position, be would sign a 
free-coinage bill, and he would aid in its passage so far as giving 
it his general approval. He would be as good a free-coinage man 
as he was in 1878, and as good a free-coinage man asIlam. He 


was as radical in his votes and actions then as I aim 


to-day or my 
friend from Missouri or anybody else. 
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If that is the principle, if free coinage once it is free coinage 
always; if it is impossible to be a backshider from that doctrine. 
then it may be impossible that there shall be backsliders from 
extreme free-trade doctrine. There are many men of extreme 
free-trade notions and they may believe it yet, but they have been 
forced to modify their opinions, because we are obliged to have a 
tariff to put the products of our labor in a condition to compete 
with foreign articles. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to ask him if it isa 
fact that the present President of the United States advocated and 
voted for the passage of the Sherman Act? 

Mr. STEWART. He did; and he afterwards referred to and 
boasted of it in a speech. 

Mr. TELLER. He voted for the Sherman law. 

Mr. ALLEN, The Sherman law of 1890? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; he voted for the Sherman law and the 
Bland-Allison Act. 

Mr. ALLEN. AsI recollect from reading his speech, he advo- 
cated strongly the passage of that act in the other branch of Con- 

ress. 

Mr. STEWART. He advocated the passage of that act in Con- 

ss, and spoke of it and denounced Mr. Cleveland when he was 

esident for the position he occupied on the money question, as 
late as 1891 or 1892. I read a great deal of his speech the other 
day, and if anyone doubts my statement I can bring it in and read 
it again, to show how very denunciatory Mr. McKinley was of 
Mr. Cleveland’s gold policy. Now itis claimed by our Republican 
friends that he is par excellence. These changes do occur. 

So far as Mr. Bryan is concerned, he made speeches on the 
tariff when he was in the other House. But his party declared 
that the silver question, the may a was paramount. 
He was, however, in favor of a tariff which did not discriminate. 
He accepted the platform of his party and went before the country, 
and if any man can find in his speeches anywhere one sentence in 
conflict with the | pon spe laid down in the Chicago platform 
upon the tariff and money questions, I should like him to present 
it. It can not be found. 

If we are to get men who are perfect during all their career, 
from their infancy up, who do not grow by circumstances, we 
shall have totake very young men to be Presidents, younger than 
Mr. Bryan and younger than Mr. McKinley. After they perform 
one public act, they may find it necessary to diverge from it the 
next day. You can not find men who are perfect, if you study 
their political ar. 

It seems to me there is nothing in the question. It is not 
strange, however, that Mr. Bryan should be criticised, because it 
is very well known that he is going to be the next President of 
the United States [laughter], and, of course, the opposition have 
commenced to criticise him. . 

Mr. HOAR. Then had we not better hurry and get the tariff 
now? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; you had better hurry and get the tariff 
n ‘w, and you had better make it a good and honest tariff, or the 

ple will want it ch You had better have it honest and 
fair if you want to have it stand. 

Mr. LE. If the Senator is through, I rise to a question of 
order. I inquire what is before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate 
is on the motion made by the Senator from Pennsylvania, on which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. CHILTON. I want to know what the motion is. I donot 
understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] to lay on the table 
the amendments cnamanatl by the Committee on Finance to para- 


Ih 357. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Chair have the amendments read? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ~The Secretary will state the 
amendments. ‘ 

Mr. QUAY. The effect of the motion is to reinstate the House 
provision in paragraph 357. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be stated. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 357, page 117, line 20, before the 
word “cents,” the Committee on Finance pro to strike out 
** thirteen” and insert *‘ten;” in line 21, after the word “ pound,” 
to strike out ‘‘including charges, and on common goat hair;” and 
in line 22, after the word “ be,” to strike out ‘‘ 32 per cent ad valo- 
rem” and insert ‘‘ 4 cents per pound; ” so as to make the paragraph 
read: 

357. On wools of the third class and on camel's hair of the third class the 
value weasent shall be 10 cents or less per pound, the duty shall be 4 cents 
per pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll 
on the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name wascalled). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr, DaNnieL], but will transfer 
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that pair to the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], and y.;, 
sé n ow 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I am ), } 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Pritcuary). 4); 
therefore withhold my vote. Pe 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. MarTINn’s name was called). 1), : 
ator from Virginia a Martin] is paired on this question w ;) 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason}. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the affirmative), | ...- 
whether the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] has yo)... 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted, the Chair ;. 
informed. 

Mr. GRAY. I have a general pair with that Senator, and t))o.- 
fore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Ten. 
nessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My colleague [Mr. Berry] is jo. 
tained from the Senate. He is paired with the Senator fro. \iy- 
nesota [Mr. Netson], as I understand. If he were preseit, my 
colleague would vote *‘ yea.” ; 

Mr. NELSON. I have transferred that pair to the Senator fr.) 
Illinois [Mr. Mason], and voted “‘ nay.” 

Mr. ELKINS (after having voted in the negative). J hay 
general pair with my colleague [Mr. FAULKNER]. I think | 
would vote “ yea” on this question if present, but Iam not co 
tain, and therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. NELSON (after a oe in the negative). I under- 
stand from the Senators who have the matter of pairs in charze 
that the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason] is paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin]. Under those circumstances 
I will withdraw my vote and stand paired with the Senator from 
Arkansas {Mr. Berry]. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 41; as follows: 


a 


Chiltor Malle =, Pasco, Tarpi 
ton, ory, urpie, 
Cockrell, Mills, Vest, 
Gorman, Walthall. 
Jones, Ark. 


Thurston, 
Tillman, 
Turner, 
Warren, 
Wellington, 
etmore, 
White, 
ilson. 


a 
ones, Nev. 
le, 


MeLanrin, 
Kans. 
Tenn. ay 

So the Senate refused to lay on the table the amendments of the 
Committee on Finance to pa 357. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not believe it will help us 
in determining what should be the tariff on wool to determine the 
question raised by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar) as 
to how the recent Democratic candidate for the Presidency woul 
have treated it if he had been elected ided we had sent such a 
bill to him. It seems to me that that is a subject which is hardly 
worthy of our attention at thistime. The fact that Mr. Bryan «id 
not think that there ought to be a duty on wool, at least a prote:'- 
ive duty on wool, does not seem to me to sustain the assertion of 
the Senator that he would have vetoed a bill containing such 
duty. He might have concluded that it was a proper subject 0! 
revenue, as we have heard that sugar is a subject of reve- 
nue, and he might have t it was not a duty for protection, 
and therefore was not obj mable. 

Mr. President, the temptation is very great when the Senator 
from Massachusetts introduces in this discussion a political fea- 
ture and political questions—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me one moment? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. What I said was not in the least intended as 4 
temptation to the Senator from Colorado or any other Senator. | 

i to state, for the information of certain persons in ny 5'\'" 
who are interested in ieee. the reasons for my vote; an 
I stated that we were at time making a tariff under grva 
difficulties, for there is no Republican majority in the Senate. «1! 
that we had to depend for our majority upon the votes of Se! 
ators who, whatever might be their own opinion on protect!o", 
thought other matters of so much more importance that they 
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. ‘ 
voted for a free-trade candidate for the Presidency, and, I sup- 


pose. desire to repeat that three years hence. 

| did not make the remark for the purpose of stirring up any- 
body or offending anybody, but simply for the purpose of eee 
ont, in @ single sentence or two, why I felt bound to follow the 
committee, although in this particular I thought the committee 
were in error. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not complaining of the Senator. He had 
a right to make that statement. What I was complaining of and 
what I intend to complain of was of another thing. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to suggest right 
there, in the same connection, that the Senator from Massachu- 
setts said that, according to the utterances of the late candidate 
for the Presidency, he would have vetoed a protective measure? 

Mr. HOAR. I said that I believed so. I do not know how he 
could honestly do otherwise. 

Mr. GRAY. I hope so, if he calls himself a Democrat. 

Mr. TELLER. hether he would or not would be a moot | 

uestion. Whatever may be the opinion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, my opinion is quite different. Other Senators 
may differ with me, but I do not a to discuss that question. | 

What I want to complain of is that the Senator introduces what 
is calculated to bring on a political discussion here. He chal- 
lenges—for that is what it is—our position because we voted fora 
candidate who was not in full accord with all of us upon all 
economic questions. We believed there were other and greater | 
questions. The Senator challenges our consistency, and he in- 
tended to do that, of course, because he must be presumed to have 
so intended. 

Mr. HOAR. I i that. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator must be presumed to have expected 


thatachallenge of that kind would be resented. Thereupon, when 

that is done, before we have any opportunity to reply, a motion is 

made to table. 
What I got up to say is this, and I mean to say it with empha- 


sis, so that it will be understood: I want this bill passed. I donot | 
believe that this bill will bring the relief that the Senator from | 
Massachusetts professes he believes it will and does undoubtedly | 
believe. Iam here to see, if I can, that it is a decent bill. Iam | 
not here to cause any delay. I want the bill to pass as speedily as | 
possible, and if there is relief to come to the distressed business | 
of this country, I want it to come at once. 
I want to say to the Senator from Massachusetts, and to every 
other Senator who sits on the Republican side of the Chamber 
and who believes with him, that it they want to delay this tariff 
bil! b bringing up political questions now, we shall be delighted 
to put the m upon them, and then the discussion can go on 
ad infinitum, but they can not discuss their view of the bill and 
then deny to us the same right upon the theory that we are pro- 
oe Te this promised relief to the country. 
Mr. , 1 repeat I do not believe that this bill will bring | 
to the country any relief whatever, and yet | know a great num- | 
ber of le in the country, and good people, too, who believe 
that it will. I believe that the Republican party, having come 
into power with the promise to bring prosperity, are entitled to 
_ bill. I think myself that they might have passed it 


‘to 
pass | | 
ago if they had been in earnest. I do not believe that 
the party in this Chamber or anywhere else believe 
that the bill will bring prosperity. Neither do I believe that the 
leaders of the Republican party are anxious to pass this bill 

ly and summarily, because, when it is passed, if prosperity | 

not come, they will have to hunt for some other excuse, as 

they have been hunting excuses for the last year, why prosperity 
not come. 

They told us through the press that when Mr. McKinley was 
nominated at St. Louis on the gold-standard platform prosperity 
— come at once; that it was -_ = —_ or his election; aes 

great Republican papers proclaimed that in every issue, both 
before the nomination and after. When it was discovered that 
there was a contest to be made and not a walk-over, then the Re- 
papers said, ‘*Only wait until Mr. McKinley is elected, 

and the minute he is elected prosperity will come; business will 
revive, and the industries that are now depressed will be on the 
road to success.” Prosperity did not come when he was 
elected. Then they said prosperity would come as soon as he was 
He os been inaugurated three months, and it has 





not come yet. 

Now they tell us it will come when you pass this bill. Why 
do you not it? Why did you keep it six weeks in committee? 
You are following your committee. The comunittee did not have 
the Democratic members present to antagonize them; and they 


might have made as a bill as this is in six days, if not in six 
hours. You have taken plenty of time; and why is it that every 
time a Tises to speak on the Democratic side of the Cham- 


or a Senator who is not in full accord with this Administra- 
tion, i delaying the prosperity you have promised? 
If the party in this Chamber, now in control of the 
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patriotic and quite as intelligent as theirs. 


| the Senator from Pennsylvania. 
| ference now. 
| easily corrected. 
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executive department of the Government and of the other House, 


| are honest in believing that prosperity is to come from the enact 
ment of this bill, it is absolutely criminal for them to delay an 
hour more than is necessary; and they ought to know, when they 


challenge those of us who have not been i: 
the question as to who should be the C} 

tion, and charge us with inconsistency, that we are very 
resent it and very likely to insist that our people 


. accord with them upon 
Executive of this na- 
likely to 


are quite as 


I have only said this, Mr. President, because I feel if this debate 
is to go on in the way it has been going on for a little while, that I 
shall be justified in taking two or three hours, and my colleagues 
will be justified in doing likewise, and we should be recreant to 


our duty to ourselves and our constituents if we did not do so 
With this notice to the Senators who are conducting this bill, I 
shall wait to see what the developments may be. 
Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, the Finance Committee seems to 
have pulled itself together since yesterday into something like its 


| pristine vigor, and therefore, with some trepidation, I submit to the 


Senator in charge of the bill an amendment which I propose to offer 
to paragraph 357, which, it seems to me, ought to meet the appro 
bation of the Finance Committee, and which would certainly be a 
fair adjustment of the question in controversy; that is, in line 20, to 
strike out the word ‘** ten” and insert the word “ twelve,” 
the dividing line 12 cents instead of 13 cents. 

I suggest to the Senator from lowa in charge of the bill that 
Ido not think there can be any practical! opposition to that amend- 
ment amongst those who are supporters of the woolgrowers. If 
it meets his approbation, I shall be very glad to have the proposi- 
tion submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I regret that Ican not accept the suggestion of 
The whole paragraph is in con- 
If we have made a mistake, that mistake can be 
I hope we shall make progress now with the 
other paragraphs of this schedule, and that whatever political dis- 
cussions there may be will be postponed at least for this day. 

Mr. QUAY. I will, then, pro forma and without the intention 
of calling for the yeas and nays, make the motion to amend the 
committee amendment by striking out ‘‘ ten,” as reported by the 
committee, and inserting ‘* twelve.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. In paragraph 357, on page 117, line 20, before 
the word “cents,” it is proposed to amend the committee amend- 
ment by striking out *‘ten” and inserting “‘twelve;” so as to read: 

357. On wools of the third class and on camel's hair of the third 
value whereof shall be 12 cents, ete. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANTLE. I desire to offer an amendment. I propose to 
strike out paragraph 357 and insert in lieu thereof what I send to 
the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Montana 
will pardon the Chair for a moment, the amendments proposed 
by the Senate committee to paragraph 357 will first be acted 
upon. In the absence of objection, the amendments will be 
agreed to. 

Mr. MANTLE. Will my amendment then be in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANTLE. I was met yesterday, after accepting a similar 
statement of the case, with the suggestion after the committee 
amendments had been adopted, that the matter had been disposed 
of, and therefore there was some question as to whether my amend- 
ment was in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Montana to be a sub- 
stitute, which is in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I inquire of the Chair if the amendments of 
the committee to paragraph 357 have been agreed to? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
amendments were agreed to. The Senator from Montana pro- 
poses to amend the paragraph by inserting a substitute, which 
will be read. 

The SECRETARY. 
the following: 

On wools of the third class, and on camel’s hair of the third class, the cur 


makine 


class the 


Itis proposed to substitute for paragraph 357 


rent value whereof in the last seaport whence exported to the ed States 
shall be 10 cents or less per pound, the duty shall be 5 cents per pound: and 
on wools of the third class, and on camel's hair of the third class. the current 
value whereof in the last seaport whence exported to the Uni tates shall 
exceed 10 cents per pound, there shall be an additional duty of one-half of 1 


cent per pound for each increase of | cent per pound in the valu 
Mr. MANTLE. Insupport of that amendment, I desire to state 
that the only change in the rate is in increasing the Senate com 
mittee’s amendment from 4 to 5 cents, which would be equivalent 
to a 50 per cent ad valorem duty upon that class of wools. 
lregard the language “ the value whereof in the last seaport 


thereof 


whence exported to the United States” as being the most impor- 
tant part of the amendment. 
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I do not know definitely what the rule is, but I am told that in 
estimating the values of these wools, the invoices are frequently 
made in the interior of the country, possibly in the interior of 
Africa, or Asia, or China, and that no allowance is made for the 
cost of exporting or carrying those wools to the last seaport whence 
exported to the United States. 

he matter, therefore, is in a chaotic condition, and it is impos- 
sible to know whether or not the valuation is correct under these 
circumstances, because there is no definite point at which they 
can be located, there is no definite point to start from, and this 
phase of the case, perhaps, is most responsible for the fraudulent 
undervaluations which Cov been practiced in respect to the im- 
ortation of these wools, because of the fact that they are imported 
rom countries that are only half civilized, and they come from 
remote points, where the value is practically unknown and can 
not be determined. 

If my amendment is adopted, it will fix a definite point, fix a 
place where the value of these wools is known, where the invoices 
will be made, and it will have the effect of rendering much less 
frequent, if not impossible, the fraudulent practices which have 
mersrnre obtained, and of which the woolgrowers largely com- 

ain. 

- I think, Mr. President, in all justice, those who desire an honest 
administration of the laws, and really want honest valuations, and 
who do not desire that the law shall be evaded, ought to vote for 
this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Montana [Mr. ManTLe}, in 
the nature of a substitute for paragraph 357. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 358, on page 117, line 
25, after the word ‘‘ exceed,” to strike ont “‘ thirteen” and insert 
‘*ten;” in line 1, on page 118, to strike out ‘‘ including charges,” 
and in the same line, after the words ‘‘shall be,” to strike out the 
words “ fifty per cent ad valorem ” and insert ‘‘7 cents per pound; ” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

858. On wools of the third class, and on camel's hair of the third class, the 
canes Saeeeee shall exceed 10 cents per pound, the duty shall be 7 cents per 
pound, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANTLE. I desire to offer a paragraph, following para- 

aph 358, to be known as paragraph 358}, which is the paragraph 
in the amendment I sent up a while ago referring to cattle hair. 
I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Montana, to insert a new 
paragraph to follow paragraph 358, which will be read: 

The Secretary read as follows: 

On cattle hair and calf hair and other animal fibers not herein nor elsewhere 
specified, the duty shall be 5 cents per pound. 

Mr. MANTLE. In support of the amendment, I desire to say 
that there is a great deal of hair imported on which no duty is 
collected. I think last year there were about 1,000,000 pounds—1l 
have forgotten just the exact amount—aggregating a half million 
dollars in value, which came in free. It enters largely into the 
manufacture of cheap carpets and blankets and articles of that 
sort, and is used practically for the same purposes that much of 
the cheaper grades of third-class wools are, and there ought to be 
a duty levied —— it for revenue purposes, if for nothing more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Montana. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 359 and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 

359. The duty on wools on the skin shall be 1 cent less per pound than is 
imposed in this schedule on other wools of the same class and condition, the 


uantity and value to be ascertained under such rules as the Secretary of the 
Sasury may prescribe. re 


The amendment was agreed to: 
Mr. VEST. I move to strike out all of the schedule from the 
——s down to = 860, in order hereafter to move—— 
r. ALLISON, ask the Senator to wait until the amend- 
ments are adopted. 
Mr. VEST. I thought the amendment had been adopted. 
Mr. ALLISON. There are one or two other amendments. 
Ree PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment will be 
8 3 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 360 and 
insert in lieu thereof: 


360. Top waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, and garnetted 
waste, 30 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert a new paragraph, as 
follows: 

360). Shoddy, 25 coms pee pound; noils, yon waste, thread waste, and all 


other wastes composed wholly or in part of wool and not specially provided 
for in this act, 20 cents per pound. * ve 


The amendment was agreed to, 


| 
| 
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Mr. VEST. I now renew my motion to strike out all dow), +, 
paragraph 360, for the purpose of moving hereafter, if that 1 ;;. 
prevails, to put the articles embraced in these paragraphs 
the free list, as they are in the existing law. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, From what paragraph, the (: 
inquires? 

Mr. VEST. Commencing at the beginning of the sche 
from paragraph 347 and extending down to 360. I wish it »), 
poses that it does not include shoddy, which is in another ),.,, 
graph. 

I move to strike out all down to paragraph 360, for the | 
of moving to put the articles on the free list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be sj; 

The SecRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all of the jar,. 
graphs from 347 to 359, both inclusive. 

r. VEST. This motion places face to face free wool and jr. 
tected wool, and without entering into any general discus;. mn as 
to the tariff for protection, I desire to present facts from ofii.-\,) 
sources, and none of them from the party to which I belong, «),, 
ing that the high protective duties upon raw wool and the enor. 
mous duties that we have heretofore eee under tariff laws upon 
manufactures of wool benefit neither the woolgrower nor t}). 
woolen manufacturer. 

I make the distinctive statement as emphatically as I can make 
it, and I challenge contradiction and discussion, that high diti.s 
upon raw wool have not increased the price to the woolgrow:r iy, 
the United States, but, on the contrary, have diminished prices, 
The Wilson Act, so called, the existing law, it is hardly fair to take 
as an illustration of the effect of free wool, because it has been in 
existence for so short a time and under such peculiar and adyerse 
circumstances. That law took effect in October, 1894, and as a 
matter of course has been in existence but a very few years and 
under financial and business depression such as has never before 
been seen in this country. 

I shall not stop to go into a discussion of when this depression 
commenced, but I take it that the testimony of the President of 
the United States, Mr. McKinley, will be accepted by our politi- 
cal opponents as conclusive —e that subject. In 1890, in his 
report upon the tariff bill which bears his name, he spoke then, as 
I had occasion to read at the beginning of this debate, of the exist- 
ing depression, and especially of the depression resting upon the 
agriculture of the country, which he and his colleagues proposed 
by the tariff bill to remove. I admit that it is hardly fair to take 
the McKinley Act as an illustration of the effect of high duties 
upon wool and woolen manufactures, because that act was in 
existence only a very few years before it was superseded by the 
Wilson Act, which took its place. 

But the act of 1867, which wentinto effect on May 2 of that year, 
was in operation for sixteen years, and I submit in all candor that 
if high duties upon wool would haveincreased the price and |w-1e- 
fited the wool producer, that result ought to have been obtained 
in those sixteen years. In 1866 commenced the contest between 
the woolen manufacturers and the woolgrowers of the United 
States which exists to-day. It was attempted then, as it has been 
attempted now, outside of this Chamber and inside of it, to recon- 
cile the conflicting interests a by the woolen manufac- 
turers and the woolgrowers. I have alluded to-day to the state- 
ments of Mr. Lawrence on behalf of the woolgrowers, and of 
Justice, Bateman & Co. on behalf of the woolen manufacturers, 
absolutely irreconcilable, so antagonistic that there can be no 
sort of question thatone party or the other is egregiously mistaken 
or poe the facts. 

1866 this contest was raging, and the friends of protection 
brought forward the representative men of the two interests. 
They met in caucus or convention or conference, or whatever you 
please to term it, and framed the act of 1867. They agreed upon 
the rates to be imposed upon wool and then the compensatory dui- 
ties upon manufactured woolen goods. They brought the bill to 
Congress as a compromise necessary to the safety of the Repub- 
lican party. With the exception of the duty upon dress goods for 
women and children and of men’s wearing apparel, that compro- 
mise was adopted, word for word and letter for letter, as brought 
by the conflicting and waren factions to the Capitol. It imposed 
from 10 to 12 cents per pound upon the raw wool, with an adidi- 
tional duty of 12 per cent ad valorem. David A. Wells, who two 
years afterwards was the Commissioner of Revenue, stated tlie 
effect of the act of 1867 as follows: ‘‘ That the duty on raw or un- 
washed wools and hair other than wools adapted for carp:ts 
should be fixed at rates varying from 10 to 12 cents per pound and 
from 10 to 11 per cent ad valorem. In , then, to compensate 
the manufacturer for such a prospective enhancement of the price 
. his ae wage oe it —_ agreed, in consideration of the fact = 

unds of the chea ported wool, an aggregate duty 
of 46cents, were sometime enate tats fabeication of a pound 
of finished cloth,” to comenene he manufacturer by giving him 
the increased duties mentioned in the act upon his manufactured 
epee After this com duty, it was agreed to give to 

e manufacturer 10 per cent in tion, in order to meet the tax 
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upon the chemicals that went into his manufacture and to pay for 
transportation if any expense In that regard should be incurred; 
and in addition over all, 25 per cent ad valorem for the difference 
in labor here and abroad. 

Those were the duties solemnly elected to be placed upon raw 
woo! and manufactured goods by the raisers of the raw wool and 
the manufacturers of woolen goods. | It was their own bill. It 
was given to them by Congress. It is held up to-day as the ideal 
of the woolen interests of this country both as to the production 
of wool and the manufacture of goods. Mr. Lawrence alludes to 
it as the great act of 1867 for the protection of the woolgrowers 
and the woolen manufacturers. Justice, Bateman & Co. allude 
to it in the same way. The act of 1867 applied to nothing but 
wools and woolen manufactures, no other article being included 


in it, 

mit remained upon the statute books sixteen years. I submit it 
is a fair test of the system to which I adhere and the system to 
which our opponents adhere, as to whether one or the other is 
correct. show by the official reports of the manufacturers 
themselves that wool went down in price during those sixteen 
vears; if I show that the manufacturers languished; if I show 
rem their own mouths that their own bill, putting these enormous 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 


actment of the Wilson law, putting wool upon the free list? In 
1895 it rose from 18-19 to 19-21; in 1896, from 19-21 to 20-21. On 
June 17, 1897, which is the last official report, it sold from 21 to 
22 cents. 

But we are met with the statement that the Port Phillip wool, 
which is the equivalent of this amongst foreign wools, went up 
in value or did not keep pace in price with the XX Ohio wool in 
this country. Therefore they say that the tariff imposed here has 
nothing to do with it. I hold in my hand the gold prices of Ohio 
XX wool and of Port Phillip fleece, its equivalent, commencing 
in 1866 and running to 1891, and it shows that these wools ran al 
most together. For instance,in March, 1879, XX Ohio was worth 
in our markets 35 cents a pound and Port Phillip was worth 40. 
In the next month XX Ohio was 34, Port Phillip 42; in the next, 
XX Ohio 38, Port Phillip 40; in the next. 43 and 43. In February, 
1880, Ohio XX wool was 54 and Port Phillip 46, and then 48 and 
43. First one wool would advance a few cents above the other, 
and then it would recede and the other would advance. But there 
was no such difference in price as could furnish any argument 
against my assertion that the tariff taxes in the United States do 
not serve to ay up the price of our domestic wools. I will put 
this table in the Record without-reading it, to show the truth of 


duties upon raw wool and manufactured goods, did not bring pros- | what I have stated. 


rity, but adversity, I take it the case is conclusively made out | Average price in Boston of Ohio medium wool and « 


favor of free wool and against the protection that is sought to 
be put upon it. : ; 

I have before me a bulletin issued by the National Association 
of Woolen Manufacturers in December, 1890, upon pages 362 and 
following giving the result of the act of 1867 from the time of its 
enactment down to the day of its repeal. It is a record, with the 
exception of 1871 and 1872, of falling prices, depressed manufac- 
tures, complaints from year to year of their own act. In 1871 
there was phenomenal and abnormal speculation in wool. It 
lasted eighteen months, and then, as is always the case, there came 
a reaction and prices resumed their downward tendency. Any 
Senator who will take the trouble to look at this record—which | 
shall not endeavor to read in detail—will find all through it such 
entries as “lower prices,” ‘‘ lower prices,” ‘‘ enlarging consump- 
tion of manufactured product,” ‘depression in manufacture.” 
In 1869, two years succeeding, ‘‘ failures in the woolen trade.” 

In 1872, for instance, there was ‘‘wild speculation.” Then 
comes the next year, 1873: ‘‘ February—overproduction of goods; 
market overstocked with wools; manufacturers lessen production. 
March—continued depression; money scarce. October—panic in 
the money market,” etc. 

In June, 1874, we find there were ‘‘ numerous failures in Eng- 
land in the worsted and iron industries, the result of overproduc- 
tion; partial recovery in general business;” and in the year 1875, 
‘manufacturing of woolens in England unprofitable;” depression 
in business, and so on, down to the enactment of the act of 1883. 
Ishall not exhaust my strength nor weary the patience by read- 
ing all these pages, but here is the record, made out by the woolen 
manufacturers themselves from month to month and year to year, 
showing that the increased duties in 1867 did not put up the price 
of wool nor bring prosperity to the manufacturers. 

What was the result of the enactment of 1883, which slightly 
reduced the duty upon wools and woolen goods? The first effect of 
it was to the price of wool, but the increase lasted only 
a very short time, and then the decline began again. Wool con- 
tinued to decline till 1890, when the demand became universal on 
the part of the woolgrowers and the wool manufacturers for the 
reenactment of higher duties upon raw material and the finished 
product. What has been the result of the act of 1890? 

I hold before me—and I said I would quote only those opposed 
to me, those on the other side—a table embraced in the testimony 
of Mr. Lawrence, the president of the Wool Growers’ Associa- 
tion, the most persistent and determined of all the advocates of a 

h duty . wool. It is found on page 1483 of the hearings 
before the Ways and Means Committee of the House, and it is 
the official record of the prices of wool in the Philadelphia market 
from 1890 to 1896. I take it for granted this will be accepted by 
our opponents upon the other side, because it comes from the very 
head and front of the party that advocates the high duty upon 
wool. What is that record under the increased duties imposed 
by the act of 1890? I will take XX Ohio, as was done by the 
pees from Texas [Mr. MILLs], admitted to be the test grade 

wool, 


The equivalent of it abroad is the Port Phillip wool, an Austra- 


lian Ww is nearer the XX Ohio wool than any other for- 
eign uct. In December, 1891, XX Ohio wool was worth, in 
the market, 30 to 32 cents a pound. In 1892, after 
the enactment of the McKinley Act. it fell to 26-28 cents, a fall of 
inne pound. In December, 1893, it fell from 26-28 to 22-25, 


October, 1894, in which month the Wilson bill was enacted, it 
fell from 22-25 to 18-19. If high duties would stop the decline in 
the price of wool, why was it not done in the three years of the 
operation of the McKinley Act? What was the result of the en- 


reerage price in Lond: 

Port Phillip fleece,in American currency, 1866 to 1890—both washed wools 

(London quotations from Windeler & Co. American prices from Mauger & 
Avery, Boston 


m of 


Ohio | 





. Port Port 
Ohio >. Ohio : 

Year. Month.| ™edium | jedinm |! billip || Year. |Month.| medium| Pbillip 

(cur- Ton ) « | fleece sa fleece 

reney). | ‘84)-"| (gold) | (gold). 

} i 

| Cents. | Cents. | Cents Cents. | Cents. 
1866..| Mar 65 | 50 52 || 1879 | Mar 35 | 40 
June _| 60 40) 44 Jun Bt 42 
Sept 67 | 4 is Sept 38 | ao] 
Dec -_.| .00 44 ‘5 Dec 3 43 
1867 Mar _.| 53 | ao 44 | 1880 Feb 4 46 
June BD | “) 44 | Apr 60 | 49 
Sept 49 | 34 43 June 45 | 43 
Dee 16 34 {2 Sept 48 44 
1868_.' Mar 43 31 42 Dex 48 44 
June 48 | of 42 | 1881 Mar 49 .40 
Sept_.| 45 | 31 us June 44 41 
Dec 48 36 40 Aug 44 41 
1869..| Mar BO | 38 38 Sept 46 41 
| June | 3b a Dec 46 2 
Sept 48 wb Se | 1882 Feb 46 43 
Dec 48 | “ HM May 45 44 
1870 Feb 46 39 ae Aug 45 44 
Muy 47 | 41 36 Sept rs 44 
July 45 39 3 Dec 45 | 43 
| Sept 48 42] 32 |) 1883 Mar 43 | 43 
Dec 48 | 43 3b } Jume 44 4 
1871..| Feb 46 41 5) Sept 41 41 
| May 52 47 39 1 det 40 41 
July 60 | 53 13 Dee 4) 42 
Oct 62 | i 1 | 1884 Feb 40 .40 
Dec i @ | AT | 45 May 3S j . 89 
1872 Feb 72 | iH . 4 Jun i | . 09 
May 80 | 70 47 July 34 | .40 
July _| 70 | él 1) | Nov ot oo 
| Sept 00 53 53 |, 1885 | Jan BS 38 
| Dec 60 5 a) | Apr Be | BT 
1873. .| Feb ..| . 68 60 Ww | July 31 | 36 
May 58 5 42 Sept oo} | 33 
July .} 8 4 53 | Dec 35 3 
Oct...| 53 49 55 || 1886 Feb 36 | 32 
| Dee ..| 53 | 48 | | Apr 34 29 
1874 Feb 54 |} .48 51 | July 33 aw 
| May . 56 | 50 D | Sept 38 | BT 
| June 53 | 48 52 | Dec 38 | BB 
| Aug 5A | 49 53 |) 1887 | Feb 38 | 4 
Dec _.! 4 | 48 | 62 | Apr 37 | oH 
1875..| Feb ar 49 49 | July 37 | a2 
May he 45 5D | Sept 36 30 
Junc 49 2 45 Dec a) | 
| Aug 50 44 46 | 1888 | Feb 35 | 31 
Dec BD 44 47 Apr 4 81 
1876 Feb 52 46 | 5 July os 32 
May 49 44 42 | Sept 34 | BB 
June i) BL | a7 | Dec A | 4 
Aug 40 | 36 40 || 1889 | Feb 38 | 33 
| Dec 40 | 37 | 45 Apr 37 34 
1877..| Feb 43 | 41) 148 | July..| 39 36 
| May 40 37 | i) Sept 37 . 38 
| June 44 | 2 | 43 | Dec ..| 37 .40 
| Aug --| 4 42 42 || 1800 Feb BT 37 
| Dee 44 .43 43 May..| 36 A 
1878_.| Mar ..| 45 A | 43 | July. 37 5] 
May 43 43 | 2 || | Oct. ..| 37 
| July 36 . 36 44 Dec ../ 3T Br 

Sept 87 37 42 || i 
Dec 7 37 40 


* The prices reduced toa gold basis were calculated upon the value of cur- 
rency at the dates indicated as given in the quarterly report of the Chief of 
the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1879. 

5. N. D. NORTH, 
Secretary National Association of Wool Manufacturers, Boston, Mass. 

Before coming to 1895, I wish to read aremarkable piece of the 

history of the wool question. In 1885, after the enactment of the 
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tariff law of 1883, Mr. Manning, of New York, was Secretary of the 
Treasury, and he issued an official circular to all the wool manu- 
facturers and wool producers in the United States, asking them to 
give their views as to the effect of free wool and as to the pro- 

riety of changing the existing tariff. In reply to this circular of 

r. Manning I have before me the answer of the Wool Manufac- 
turers’ Association, of which Mr. William Whitman was then the 
president, and I call the attention of Senators to the remarkable 
statement then made by the same association which framed or 
partly framed the act of 1867: 


We are aware— 


Says the Manufacturers’ Association— 


We are aware that there is a difference of opinion among wool manufac- 
turers as to the desirableness of a duty upon wool. Waiving that question, 
as we have in the response to Secretary Manning, and assuming that the con- 
tinuance of a wool duty for the present is a political necessity, we presume 
that every intelligent wool manufacturer in the —— will admit that the 
pone of the existing woolen tariff—a compensatory duty for the raw ma- 

rial and a further protective duty —is the best system that can be devised. 


What does Mr. Whitman mean by a political necessity? Why 
did he make that statement to the Secretary of the Treasury? He 
meant that in order to get votes and tosave the Republican party 
it was a political necessity to put a duty on wool and to give a 
compensatory duty to the manufacturer, He meant that it was 
necessary to do what is attempted now in this Chamber, to brin 
together the two interests and tie them with a ligament of greed 
which could not be broken. 

Who ever before heard from a trade organization the open and 
avowed and stupendous proposition that a political necessity 
should dictate the taxes of the people of the United States? 

That is not all. Mr. Whitman then proceeded to argue the 
question of free wool, and although he admitted that this political 
necessity existed, he goes on to show that free wool is absolutely 
necessary to the manufacturers of the United States. He makes 
an argument which I shall insert in my remarks, unanswerable, 
it seems to me, in behalf of the position that those of us have as- 
sumed in favor of free raw material. He says it is absolutely im- 

ossible to make a tariff to enable the manufacturers of this coun- 

ry to compete with foreign manufacturers who have free wool, 
although, as a Republican, he admits the political necessity exists 
for feeing the 1,000,000 voters represented by Mr. Lawrence with 
a duty upon wool, bad as it is and wrong as it is, in order to bring 
them to the polls in solid phalanx for the Republican organization. 
There itis. Anyone can read it. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


[Circular letter of William Whitman, president of the National Association 
of Wool Manufacturers, dated ton, Mass., October 28, 1885.] 


THE WOOL TARIFF A POLITICAL NECESSITY. 


We are aware that there is a difference of opinion among wool manufac- 
turers as to the desirableness of a duty upon wool. Waiving that question, 
as we have in the se of Secretary Manning, and assuming that the 
continuance of a wool duty for the present is a political necessity, we pre- 
sume that every intelligent wool manufacturer in the country will admit 
that the principle of the existing woolen tariff—a compensatory duty for the 
or. aeeree anda further protective duty—is the best system that can be 

evised. 

This system is now in deadly peril. Nothing can save it but the individ- 
ual efforts of the manufacturers whose interests are imperiled. 

We ought to be able to present to Congress at least a thousand individual 
protests against a change of the existing system. 

Foreign manufacturers’ advantages from free wool.—It is necessary for us 
to enla somewhat upon a peculiarity of our manufacture before alluded 
to, namely, its sub aotlon , upon grounds of public policy, toa high duty on 
the raw material. The American manufacturer is engaged in a perpetual 
struggle with the manufacturers of Europe for the sssion of the markets 
of this country. As before said, the advantages of our competitors are our 
obstacles. In this strife the European manufacturer possesses the advan- 
tage—which would be ea not counteracted by special } - 
tion—of having the raw material of his manufacture free from duty, noduties 
on wool existing in Great Britain, France, Belgium, and the Netherlands, and 
very slight duties, if any, in other manufacturing nations. 

Our Raropean competitors are exempt from the direct enhancement by a 
duty of the cost of wool, thus requi ess Capital to supply their mills and 
no cost of interest on the duty re in carrying their stocks of wool] and 
goods. They are free from the apprehension of changes in the value of wool, 
such as have taken place in this country in consequence of no less than seven- 
teen ¢ in the tariff on wools within the eeey & living manufac- 
turers. They are exempt from the duties on wool substitutes so usefully 
employed to mix with wool in the manufacture of the cheaper and heavier 
cloths—duties which with us are absolutely prohibitory. They are able, 
from the lower cost of their raw material, to relieve themselves from over- 

roduction by consigning their surplus stocks at comparatively slight sacri- 
Ree to foreign markets, to which their cheapness has already introduced 
them. They are not Sree, as we are, to discriminate in their choice of 
wool to avoid the effect of the duty, and are able to select their wools in any 
condition, whether unwashed, washed, or scoured, with reference oniy to 
their desirable qualities. 

Through f om of importation they have near markets, as at London, 
Havre, Antwerp, and Berlin, offering vast assortments and a steady Supply 
of all kinds of wool—advantages especially favorable to the small manufac- 
turer. This exemption from all restrictions in the selection of raw material, 
together with the facilities for supply and the certainty that values will not 
be disturbed by legis!ation, is believed to be the chief cause of a character- 
istic of the European woolen industry, namely, that the manufacturer 
abroad obtains success by adhering with meeey attention to the special fab- 
rics he has undertaken to make, and in which he has acquired excellence; 


i 


while diversification of manufactures,so necessary to prevent oy. 
tion, is encoura by the equal availability of all varieties and o.,, 
raw material. The effect of this policy upon the agricultural in; 
a = the countries which adopt it we are not at present ca|| i 
consider. 

Domestic manufacturers’ disadvantages.—On the other hand, the p.: 
to wool adopted in this country w grounds of public policy iny,), 
advantages tothe domestic manufacturer, which would be insupera 
neutralized by the compensation to be hereafter referred to. [), , 
comparison with European manufacturers it is not sufficient to c.,, 7 
rates of duty only, but the expenses attending the importation of w...) ;,... 
the great: wool markets of the world, from which the foreign may), 
is qxemet, and which constitute an additional protection to the w..., 

In order that the eet. wool may be thoroughly uni 


re 


we append a table prepared in 1884 by wool experts in whom we hays «.... 
confidence, exhibit the prices at which wools of all classes could tho. is. 
bought in some of world’s markets—and the conditions are y+ »,. 
materially changed—the duty upon them, the cost of injporta: 
(including commissions) from the port of shipment to Boston, the :, 
at Boston, the percentage of duty upon their cost, and the percentay:.,; 
and cost of importation upon their cost. | class 1, clothing wools os 
an illustration, an examination of this table will show that on ola. | = 
washed wool, the duty ranges from 34.48 per cent to 100 per cent on the on 
and that the duty and cost of importation range from 48.45 per cent to {17 0 
per cent on the cost. 


PAYING DUTY ON GREASE AND DIRT. 


This nigh duty is not the only difficulty with which our manufacturors 
requiring foreign wools have to contend. It is held that complete pr. te: ion 
to the most important branch of our woolgrowing industry, the Morin, 
== husbandry, requires that washed wools in class 1 should be su:))jot ¢, 
double the duty of unwashed wool, and the duty on scoured wool should bo 
three times the amount upon the unwashed wools—an arrangement w} 
compels the importations of class 1 wools to be in the greasy state, necess;- 
tating the transportation charges on from 2} to 3 pounds of grease and dirt 
in the wool red for a pound of cloth. 

The effect of the on Np a eae A wool and pay a heavy specific 
duty on its impurities is that the manufacturer is thereby obliged 
to give undue preference to light condition over fineness and the other y4\y. 
able qualities of wools offering in foreign markets. Our manutacturcrs, 
moreover, are obl by this restriction to concentrate their competition in 
foreign markets — the always small p 

and 


ty 
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roportion of the lightest unwashed 
wools; while our competitors, having to pay duty neither upon wool 
nor upon grease rt, can buy the heavy wools in the market to much 
better advantage. 


DIFFICULTIES INCREASING. 


To these ee it Rene ye ones oan Sho Nigh specific duty on 
clothing wools, a du y trvempeeive cost, practically excludes the cleap 
and abundant cloth Ww of South America, and, by freeing them from 
our competition for their purchase, makes them much cheaper than they 
would rwise be to the manufacturers of France, Belgium, and Germany, 
who work them up into cloths and stuffs by the cheapest labor in Europe 

Another matter, tho comparatively of less importance, shou!d not be 
omitted. The classifi of wools unter each class, indispensable as it is 
for the objects aimed at in the wool tariff, is subject to the difficulty of ex- 
cluding the doubtful classes of wool, or those on the uncertain line of division 
between two classes, however desirable and valuable they may be. the im- 

rter being Se the risk of such wools being subjected to the 

uty of the higher This is another considerable restriction in our 
selection of a wools, and has been a source of serious loss and incon- 


Necessity for ing disadvan —It will be seen from the above 
that we are su in consequence of wool duties deemed necessary for 
the on of the wool industry, not only to an enhancement of 
the cost of our raw material, but to stringent limitations in choosing the best 
sources of supply for our various wants—disadvantages from which our for- 
eign competitors are wholly exempt, and to which no other branch of do- 
caeathe tainet is su to any material extent. We dwell upon these 
restrictions =a limi not with the ob, of arging their removal, for 
we have already ex our assent to system by which they are re- 
tained, but because a frank statement of these difficulties is required to show 
the indispensable necessity of neutral them, if the woolen industry is to 
be rved in this country together with the protection to wool, which 
public policy seems to require and the supremacy of agricultural constitu- 
encies makes rative. 


v 

These conditions require to be fully stated, because they are not generally 
. It needs to be better known that the admittedly high duties, 
on a cursory view, unduly high duties, on woolens are made vecessary 
“oe assumed necessity of the domestic woolgrowers and pro- 
& for them a profitable home t; and that the manufacturers, ex- 
empted from the wool duties, would be amply content with the much lower 
—— aaa Other branches of the textile industry. | 

ecessity for .—It may be sa at a remedy for the 
ition & to be found in the exclusive use of the domestic wools, which 
due protection. To this we reply that 
neither our own country nor any other in the world does or can produce to 
advantage wools of all and grades. Experience under high protec 
tion of wool in this coun for over thirty rs has demonstrated that 
vantage to produce on'y the 
of woolen fabrics; and as tl.cse 
id up their flocks, a work of time, 
for the production only of the fleeces which be profitable fora long series 


nis meat 
ae al admirable raw material for common 
goods, is on. the vari for the diversified and highly 
advanced manufacture which shoul SS American manuf AC 
turer, to compete with the fabrics of other nations in the endless varie'y ¢° 
manded by our times, must have the of selecting a portion of his en 
from all the world’s sources of supply. Thesudden and exceptions 
demand for more or new raw material must be supplied by importations. 


Mr. VEST. My friend from Delaware spoke of class interests 
dictating to at the e se of the consumer; but this 
beyond all t was ever before known in American p: litics. 
This tax, they say, upon the e of this country is dictated by 
political necessity, although it is a wrong and an outrage and 
should not be tolerated for any other reason. . 
Now, what has been the result as to the woolen manufacturers: 
I have spoken of the wers as hurriedly as possible, because 
I did not want to the prosperity which is coming, 40 








1897. 


which our Acting Chaplain told us the other day God should be 
thanked for sending upon the country. 

What has been the result as to these duties upon wool as to the 
woolen manufacturer? Some one has said here that the woolen 
schedule is the citadel of protection. It is. Under the McKinley | 
Act, to show its practical operation, we imported into this country, | 
in 1893, $36,943,700 worth of woolen goods, appraised at the custom- 
house. We paid in duties at the custom-houses upon these goods 
$36,457,582, within half a million dollars of the value of the goods. | 
In other words, if I have on a coat that is worth $10, it costs me | 
$20, because there is a duty of $10 paid upon it. Under the Mc- 
Kinley law, upon some articles of wearing apparel for men and 
dress goods for women and children the duty is 225 per cent. The 
average duty under the woolen schedule in the McKinley Act is 
91.61. Under the act of 1867 it was 61.37, showing an enormous 
increase. Look at the increase proposed now. It is largely in | 
excess of the McKinley Act. 

Under paragraph 362, wool and hair which have been advanced 
in any degree in manufacture, even to the extent of 1 cent, havea 
duty of 113 per cent ad valorem. 

Under paragraph 363, the next paragraph, yarn is increased 
from 40 per cent under the existing law to 90 per cent. 

Under paragraph 364, on cloths, knit goods. etc., when not | 
over 50 cents per pound in value, the duty is 154 per cent; when | 
it is less than 50 cents per pound, the duty is 94.45 per cent. 

Under paragraph 365, on blankets and shawls the duty is 71.75 | 

rcent. On those worth from 30 to 40 cents a pound the duty 
is 63.48 per cent; above 50 cents per pound, 84 per cent. On 
blankets 3 yards wide the duty is 125 per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. By this bill? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir; by this bill, under paragraph 365. 

Mr. GRAY. Idid not carry it out accurately. It is 125 per 
cent? . 

Mr. VEST. Yes; 125 per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. On every hundred dollars’ worth of blankets there 
is to be a tax of $125? 

Mr. VEST. Of course, 125 per cent; that is just what it means; | 
and 3 yards wide. If a man undertakes to cover himself all over | 
or any portion of his family, he pays 125 per cent. 

In paragraph 367, on women’s and children’s dress goods, the | 
duty is 135 per cent. On shawls valued at not more than 40 cents 
a pound the duty is 171 percent. On knit fabrics valued at not 
more than 40 cents a pound the duty is 140 per cent. On hats 
valued at not more than 40 cents a pound the duty is only 208.48 
per cent. 

In paragraph 369, on webbings and gorings, etc., the duty is 80 

r cent. 
> paragraph 371, on carpets, the duty ranges from 69.67 to 80.22 
per cent; they have put the duty so high upon Turkish and 
oriental rugs and carpeting that the American citizen is compelled 
to do without them and to take the carpets manufactured in this 
ome the prices I have named. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Missouri will permit me, as 
to the item of oriental rugs, I will state that the duty is so high 
that it has brought here a very vigorous and well-worded protest 
from the most extensive dealers in carpets in the United States. | 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, these are only a few of the enormous 
duties that are im d under the woolen schedule. The point I 
make in this whole discussion is that, under the sixteen years of 
the act of 1867, with the duties selected by the woolgrowers and | 
the wool manufacturers, according to their own official report kept | 
from day to day and published in one of their bulletins, there was | 
no increase in the price of wool to the American raiser and no 
presperity came to the manufacturer. 

Now, what was the result upon the manufacturer of the enact- 
ment of the Wilson bill, so often and so much derided? I had 
occasion some time ago in this Chamber to produce the statements 
made by the Cotton and Wool Reporter, a paper that does not 
belong to my political faith, in regard to the effect of free wool 
upon the manufacturing establishments in the United 
States. Iask leave to insert in my remarks extracts from this | 
. Iwill endeavor to give a synopsis of the result of one 
of the enactment of the Wilson law with free wool. 

1895, under a year of the Wilson law, there were constructed 
United States 61 woolen mills, against 45 in the last year of 
the ee law. This paper goes on to state that it has been a 
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year prosperity to woolen manufacturers and enor- 
on wees foreign wool have been brought into this coun- | 
try. was done with it? Were all those pounds of wool for 
8 ular Could they have been eaten up? Were 


9 
burned? were they manufactured by these mills into | 
ths that were sold to the consumers of the United States? The 
ro = aati wool went up because it was necessarily mixed 


' 


wool in making cloths to be bought and worn by | 
our pope. ere are the statements made by this paper, the 

organ of the cotton and woolen manufacturers of the United | 
States, showing that in the first year after the enactment of the 
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Wilson law the price of wool not only remained steady from the 





| country than any legislation that the 





beginning of the time when that law was enacted, but increased 
The American Wool and Cotton Reporter will say, D mbe ‘ l 
trad 
re year which five days her ‘ ‘ou ! . } 1 
on the whole, a si¢nally eventtt e Int \ , 
all previous records Phe amount cn a 
in the three principal markets u ) 
pounds, as compared with 7 is D 
also memorable foran unpre t i v pr " sted 
wr the lead which combed vai ibries hav 
b tbly in cloths for nu sw And 
recovery in values of the staple fr 
**Some idea of the recovery in values of dom ‘ , 
be obtained by a comparison of pri Decem be 1. 1805, with ra 
l. At the earlier date, Obio XX an tbove was ted at li to 
the latter, 19 to 20 cents, a XXX rat 21 cents: ¢ 1} umn X 
January, 15 to l7 cents: in December, !6 to 18 cen N lv i 
mencement of the year, 18 to cen ‘ 18 clo 1) to 22 cents i alf and 
three-eighths unwashed Lo ; t o : 
December: three-eighths four Te i 
the year: 17 to Scents at the Fis itt } 
} ary, 10 to 12 cents: in December, I@ to 1S « 1 O wuary, 
ll} to 2 cents; in December, 12 to 13) cents i \ > 
ber 21, 18%, in the three principal murkets. amount in toto to 53,726.08 pounds 
“Stocks of foreign wool at the same points ag 7 241 Vy i 
“ The total supply of domestic wool in all the markets of e country, to- 
gether with unreported lots, will amount to LOL 72 p h. « 
bined with the quantity of foreign wool in the three great seaboard mark 





will make the grand total (about) 123,997,438 pound 

I challenge any Senator upon the other side to sh 
the price of wool ever stopped after the enactment of the McKin 
ley law, or under the law of 1867, except for the two years 1871 
and 1872, when there was abnormal and phenomenal speculation. 
There may have been two or three or four months when there 
was what they call a spurt in the market as to wool, but the 
grade was downward from the enactment of the law. except in 
1871 and 1872, and always downward from the enactment of the 
McKinley law in 1890. 

I repeat, that the Wilson law came into existence u 


yw me where 


. 
nder the 


most disastrous and gloomy circumstances. A great panic was 
upon the country. The people were demanding relief, and it 
could not be given tothem by any legislation of Cong There 
were causes at work beyond our control. Every interest besides 
wool was depressed. Yet under the Wilson Act the fall in the 
price of wool stopped. From 18 to 19 cents, when the law w 
enacted, it went up to 20, and then 21, and to-day it is quoted in 
| the market at from 21 to 22 cents for XX Ohio wool. Who can 


answer these figures except by denunciation and ridicu'e and the 


| statement that the Democratic party promised prosperity to the 


country and did not bring it? 


Mr. President, coming events sometimes cast their shadows be- 
fore. Our Republican friends propose now to put back the high 
duties upon wool and upon woolen goods. When the people of 


this country find that experience in the past has been verified as 
to results in the future, when they know that these promi 
been kept to the ear and broken to the hope, there will come aday 
of reckoning. The Republican party, mark it, will come back to 
this Capitol broken and shattered with the irresistible logic of ha 
ing made promises which they have not kept. 

l ask for the yeas and nays on my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri asks 
for the yeas and nays on his motion to strike out the paragr: 
named. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.WARREN. Mr. President, the Senator from Miss 


ip! 


pis 


iri { Mr. 


VEST] seems to believe, and I credit him with sincerity in the 
belief, that free wool is alike a boon to sheep growers, to wool 
| manufacturers, and tothe consumers. I want the Rrcorp to-day 
to again give him credit for his statement of a year ago on this 
subject. I have in my hand a speech made by him January 7, 


1896, in which he said: 
Mr. President, I believed then, and can prove now, that free wool has done 
more for the woolgrowers of the country and f 


tepublican party 


» woolen mills of the 


has e' r enacted 


And in the same speech, in referring to the manufacturers, he 


| said: 


I say that the woolen mills dre prosperous, and that they have had a year's 


prosperity such as they never had before, notwithstanding t! tatement 
| made the other day by the Senator from New Hampshire {Mr. GALLING! 
that the mills of New England were on the verge of bankruptcy 
I submit to that great jury, the public, the statements he then 
made, together with his views on the same subject to-day, and I 
am willing to aecept the verdict of the people. The woolgrower 
| knows, and so does the manufacturer, whether free wool has been 


a boon and a blessing. 
In discussing the prices of wool there is one fact of 

lenge contradiction. There never was a time until the second ek 
tion of Mr. Cleveland, and the woolgrowers were in consequemn 
threatened with free wool, when first-class Ohio washed wool 
brought less than 60 cents a pound scoured. There might have 
been a day at a time when it had descended to 58 cents, 57 cents, 
etc., but except for a few days at a time it never went lower than 60 


which I chal- 
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cents, and I am not certain that it ever went lower for even a day. 
Since the passage of the Wilson law, and until later elections demon- 
strated that there wasa change of sentiment and that there would 
probably be a change in legislation, there never was a day when 
scoured wool reached 40 cents a pound. 

Now, it is all very fine to say that wool is higher and to under- 
take to figure out that wool is higher, etc., but I challenge a con- 
tradiction of the statement 1 make that 60 cents, or about 60 cents, 
was as low as scoured Ohio wool ranged, averaged, or ever reached, 
excepting perhaps for a few days at a time, until the wool indus- 
try was threatened by a Democratic President and Congress; and 
furthermore that since the passage of the Wilson law it never 
reached 40 cents until, as I said before, there had been an election 
which showed that the Republicans were again to be in power. 

Mr. VEST. At what date does the Senator fix his 60-cent rate? 
Prior to 1893? 

Mr. WARREN, I bring it down to 1892. 

Mr. VEST. Does he say that was the price of XX Ohio wool? 

Mr. WARREN. Isaidscoured wool. Ihave the Senator's own 
figures—given in his former speech—if he wishes to see them, 
which show the truth of the statement 1 make. 

Mr. VEST. I was talking about XX Ohio wool. I took that as 
a test. 

Mr. WARREN. You can talk about wool and you can make 
figures, perhaps, to prove any kind of a statement, if the figurer is 
right slick with his figures, but the cold fact remains that under 
a tariff scoured wool was 60 cents per pound and above, and that 
under free wool, or threatened free wool, it has been 40- cents. I 
do not think it ever reached 40 cents under free-wool conditions, 

I wish to say, in this connection, that no wool is used, to my 
knowledge, in the manufacture of cloth or any other fabric that 
is not first scoured. The whole basis of wool prices, so far as its 
use in manufacturing is concerned, is upon the scoured condition 
and value of this commodity. Therefore the price of scoured 
wool is the price by which we must judge whether it is high or 
low. It is the only real test. 

There has been a great deal of talk about the consumer and how 
much it was going to cost him. This is right and proper, of 
course. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] grew eloquent 
and pathetic over the wearer of woolens. I take the speech of the 
distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], his speech of 
January 7, 1896, and read again. He undertook to prove that the 
manufacturers of woolens were never as prosperous as under the 
Wilson law, and in endeavoring to prove this, he said: 

The official reports show-—and I have a volume of them—that we have 
consumed, in 1895, 540,000,000 pounds of wool, more than was ever consumed 
in the most prosperous wool year in the history of this country. 

I well remember how he raised himself wee his tiptoes and 
what emphasis he put upon 540,000,000 pounds of wool as a total 
that had been consumed in this country in 1895. Now, if the 
Senator will take 540,000,000 pounds of wool and divide it by 70,000,- 
000 people, he will find that the per capita consumption of wool 
is slightly over 7 pounds and is less than 8. Therefore, for all uses 
to which wool is put, not only for clothing, but for carpets, for 
cushions in carriages, for draperies at home, for the coverings of 
furniture, and for all other uses, the American people used in that 
year, which he says was a remarkably prosperous year, less than 
8 pounds of wool in grease per capita. 

How much does that amount to upon a tariff similar to that in 
the McKinley bill, where the rates ranged from 1 cent per pound 
on cheapest carpet wools up to and not exceeding 12 cents per 
pound on the best wool? hat does it amount to under the bill 
that is now proposed? A simple matter of forty-odd cents to 75 
cents per capita as the highest possible tax that you could prove, 
by figures or by argument, could fall upon the consumer of wool 
because of the tariff, even if we allow that the consumer pays the 
tariff, which I do not admit. Ps 

Is there a man in the Senate, is there a man in the State of Mis- 
souri, the State of Wyoming, or any other State who would not pay 
40 cents or 75 cents per annum to build up an industry that would 
employ a million American people, that would save the payment 
of one to two hundred millions of gold-to other countries from this 
country for a product we can as well produce ourselves? If so, he 
will vote probably for free wool and he will probably be a Demo- 
crat. A great hullabaloo is made here upon this floor now and 
always about the consumer of wool and the vast amount that it 
is costing him. There is not a man within the sound of my voice 
who has upon his back in a suit of clothes 5 pounds of wool. 

Mr. GRAY. You will not have that much if we pass this bill. 

Mr. WARREN. Possibly not. I presume I could safely say 
that upon the Senator's back there is not now, in his clothing, to 
emseod 3 pounds of wool. Would the Senator decline to pay 6 
cents or even 10 cents « pound upon these 3 pounds of wool if he 
could thereby maintain an industry that could employ a million 
men and women and that would absorb and pay fair returns upon 
many hundreds of million dollars of capital and save one to two 
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hundred million dollars a year in gold that would otherwi-. . 
out for wool? oe 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will allow me, let me point o 
him, without at all subscribing to his very delusive figures 
the per capita taxation, that even admitting the fact, }, 
remember that he has divided the amount by the whole } 
tion of the United States. I suppose, to get that per c») 
takes 70,000,000 people, and he says it would not amount 
at the outset than 75 cents per capita. But he must recol]:. 
the person who pays a per capita pays on an average, ac) 
to the census, for about five head. So each man who px 
real taxpayer—pays the per capita for his wife and chili; 
pays five times 75 cents, even if that were true. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I take it that every ya‘, 
person expects to support the government of which he is 
zen. To support the government means to pay a tax. [ )y 
sume that the Senator from Delaware, like myself, won), | 
more comfortable if he had no taxes to pay, but in som 
taxes must be paid, either by ourselves or by those who ©.) 
to enjoy this market. I claim that we do not pay these , 
duties, but they are paid by those foreign nations who wi 
come in and enjoy our market. 

Mr. GRAY. Nobody objects to paying the tax, even thouch 
it may be a heavy tax, if it all goes into the Treasury: I 
think a great many people object to paying taxes, not ints | 
Treasury, but into the pockets of a class of people who claim ¢}),:: 
use of the taxing power for their own benefit. That is what | 
object to. 

Mr. WARREN. I suppose the Senator from Delaware f.»|s 
like the man who writes the following, over in a country where 
they have free trade: P 


Birth is taxed, mar e is taxed, death is taxed. Commodities are taxed, 


+ 
) 


3 to 


manufactures are taxed, trades are taxed, houses are taxed, incor: 
taxed. Weare taxed for our butler, if we are prosperous enoug) t 
one. We are taxed for our footman, m,and gardener. The carriaz 
keep is taxed, the omnibus we take is taxed, the cab we hire is tax! 
railway train we travel in is taxed. The house dog is taxed, and so al 
the heraldic device on our note paper. 

Everything we drink is taxed—beer, spirits, wine, tea, coffee—and even | 
the water we drink there is the water rate. Light is taxed through t 
dium of the gas rate. The land we walk upon is taxed, the tobacco we : 
is taxed. the gold or silver jewelry we wear, the eau de cologne per g 
our handkerchiefs, the figs we eat on Palm Sunday, the Christmas plum pud 
ding, these are all taxed. Even our antibilious pills are not free. 


There is the plaint of an Englishman who lives in a country 
— floats the banner of monometallism, Cobdenism, and free 
trade. 

Mr. President, I did not rise to enter into any extended discus- 
sion or to unduly occupy the time of the Senate, but I want to 
repeat, that the statement so often made here that wool has }een 
higher under free trade than under a protective tariff, or as hi-/|, is 
absolutely untrue in every particular and absurd as well, as proven 
by the prices of scoured wool, which is the only reliable standard 
of prices and always gives exactly the true price of wool ready tor 
manufacturing. 

Mr. VEST. Nosuch statement has been made, and the Senator 
has no right to say that it has been. 

; me. WARREN. Iam alluding to what has been said here in 
debate. 

Mr. VEST. I never said thatin my speech. I said then. and 
I repeat it—and the Senator can not disprove it—that under the 
Wilson law, for the first time, the fall in wool stopped: that is, 
the XX Ohio wool, which is the grade taken in all markets as the 
best grade. I did not speak about scoured wool, but the \\ 
washed wool, which is equivalent to the Port Phillip woo! o! 
Australia; and the twoare always compared together in the mir- 
ket. I say that after the enactment of the Wilson law, for the 
first time, the fall of that wool stopped, though it had been gong 
down under the law of 1867 and under the McKinley law. 

Mr. WARREN. It stopped falling just as a man falling from 
the top of a building stops when he strikes the ground. He cin 
a — and his brains are dashed out by the force of his 

ast fall. . 

Mr. VEST. Commencing at 18 cents and going up to 2! and 
22 is not dashing its brains out. 

Mr. WARREN. But the statement is made that he believes 
that he can prove now that free wool has done more for the w- 
growers of the country than a tariff. I deny the statement, i! (he 
Senator means that that has made them more prosperous, an | 
west he has made them prosperous by lower prices for their 
product? 

Mr. VEST. It sto ne falling in price. 

Mr. WARREN, that has made them more prosperous, 1" 
what way has it made them more prosperous? en there has 
been a reduction in the price of their product of nearly 100 prt 
cent, has that made their condition better? 

Mr. GRAY. A reduction of 100 per cent? : 

Mr. WARREN. A reduction of one-half, I should have said. 








1897. 


Now, Mr. President, I assume that the Senator from Missouri is 
one of those who supported and voted for the Wilson bill, and I 
suppose that those who supported the Wilson bill based their ar- 
guments then, as they do now, on the ground that they were try- 
ing to protect the wearers of woolen goods. How did they protect 
them? They made a tariff that increased the importation of that 








unclean, contemptible article, shoddy, and they made a tariff | 


under which shoddy could come into this country more freely and 
delude the poor who bought that character of clothing. Shoddy 
importations increased 1,700 per cent, if my figures are right, in 
ten months after the passage of that law. That is what the Wil- 
gon law did. Under it old rags from all countries, hair and refuse, 
were brought over here and worked into clothing, because, under 
the operations of the Wilson law, the workingmen of this country 
were made too poor to buy decent clothing, and they sought to 
buy the cheapest thingtheycould get. The Wilson law had opened 
the door to that adulterant, just as it opened the door to every 
other adulterant and fraud from abroad. 

Mr. GRAY. Only one moment. I do not want the ingenious 
speech of the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WarREN] in regard to 
this per capita taxation to go out without a single word of com- 
ment. for that is one of the most delusive forms of putting a tax 
to tax-ridden people. 

[said 4 moment ago that, even according to the statement of 75 
cents, dividing the whole population into the value of the wool 
imported would not give that result, because there are not 70,000,- 
000 taxpayers. Wehave got to divide that number by five at least 
in order to get the number of taxpayers. 

If we take the head of a family—the man who pays the tax—he 
represents about five others. But let that go; thatis small. All 
that tax goes into the Treasury; that is the tax actually paid at 
the custom-house; but that does not represent the tax that is paid 
by the American people by reason of this imposition. The tax 

ou are voting is not the tax that goes into the Treasury of the 


who are seeking to frame this tariff law in their own interests. 

Mr. WARREN. What becomes of the duty we impose? 

Mr. GRAY. That goes into the Treasury, so far as it is col- 
lected at the custom-house; but the other is a tax on the people, 
and it isa much larger tax than the tax that goes into the Treasury. 

I have in my hand a communication which was published in the 
New York Joarnal of Commerce during this month. It is long, 
and I only intend to read a single line from it. It is from a wool 
manufacturer: 

Prices of woolen fabrics — 

Says he— 
are 40 per cent less than those current in 1892, and the conditions of the retail 
trade throughout the country, as well as that of wholesalers, have been read 
justed to this new scale of values. 

“Forty per cent less?” What does that mean? 


It means 40 
r cent off of the burden on the head of a family. 


However poor. 
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| States could so well afford to pay even 50. 


| the farmers of washed wool, and not of scoured wool. 
nited States, but the tax that goes into the pockets of the people | 


Mr. WARREN. Mr. President 

Mr. GRAY. One word more, 
vield the floor to the Senato 

Mr. WARREN. Ido not care to have the floor 

Mr. GRAY. Go ahead. 

Mr. WARREN. What I want to say toth 
even though there had been a shrinkau 
not true—and even though there had 
there has been no time w 


President, and then I will 


hen the workingme f t United 


der the Wilson law as th y could afford to } 
passage of that law, because you t 
bill. their employment at remunerative wa 

Mr. GRAY. That is a confession and avoidance, and that is; 
argument I have often heard before. 

One word about this matter of clothing, and then I think 
shall have nothing more to say that will obstruct the passag 
this bill, which is going through to its inevitable conclusion, I 
know. 

The Senator has spoken about the introduction of shoddy and 
of adulterants in clothing. There is this to be said about it, that 
under the condition of comparative freedom of trade, or greater 
freedom of trade, a citizen of this country, however poor or what 
ever his condition may be as to wealth, has the choice between a 
cheap woolen suit and perhaps a still cheaper shoddy adulterant, 
and you take away that choice and compel him to buy, if he is a 
poor man, the cheap adulterated article and shut him out entirely 
from the wholesome and satisfactory woolen fabric which he 
otherwise could buy. 

I do not know so much as the Senator from Wyoming does 
about the technicalities of this bill or about the art of sheep rais- 
ing or about the business of wool producing, but I understood the 
Senator from Missouri to be speaking of a grade that came from 


ok away trom them, VY that 


i do not 
understand that the producer of wool scours it at all. I may be 


wrong about that. He is not a scourer of wool, and we are talk- 
ing about the benefit to the farmer. and the prices that have been 
given by the Senator from Missouri were as to washed wool and 
not at all as to scoured wool. 

Mr. WARREN. All kinds of wool are based on scoured wool. 

Mr. GRAY. One moment, and I will be through, and give the 
Senator the floor. 

As to scoured wool I do not know, but when it goes into the 
hands of those who scour it, the manufacturers or whoever they 
may be, who put it in condition to be put into the spindle or the 
loom, there may be and undoubtedly have been improvements in 
the process; undoubtedly the art has advanced. and it may be 


| more cheaply done, and that may account for a good deal of the 


| difference between 40 and 50 per cent. 


e has to buy blankets and dresses for his wife and children and | 


woolen clothes and woolen hats for himself. 
Suppose a man buys only $100 worth of fabrics, including blank- 
ets and carpets and clothing, for himself and children, there is 
$40 right off that he has been relieved from paying by the Wilson 
law of 1894; and you propose to reimpose that $40 on that $100 of 
expenditure, and how much more has not yet been calculated. 
Here was one article that was spoken of by the Senator from 
Missouri, blankets, which are taxed in this bill 125 per cent. He 
has reduced—I have not—the specific tax toan ad valorem. That 


How much is that? | 


means $125 of tax for every $100 worth of blankets that are bought. | 
And you call that a per capita of 75 cents, so small that nobody | 


but a very mean man would consider it. 

Mr. President, those who impose this tax know that it can not 
g0 into the pockets of the beneficiaries of the tax unless it comes 
out of the pockets of somebody else, whether that per capita be 
what the Senator says or what I have said. 

Mr. WARREN. 
has experienced a fall of 40 per cent in the purchase of his ward- 
robe, in buying clothing, etc.? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes; certainly I have. 

Mr. WARREN. That is not my experience. 

Mr. GRAY. Thatis my experience; but I do not buy, perhaps, 
such expensive clothes as the Senator from Montana. People who 
are expecting such large rewards should live upon a scale that is 
commensurate with these levies upon the people at large, and 
perhaps buy better clothes than I do. But the clothes that the 


should like to ask the Senator whether he | 


millions wear are more than 40 per cent cheaper than they were | 
prior to 1894; and those who have bought blankets, the wives of | 


the men of this country who shop for their families, will tell you 
a different story if you ask them about their weekly and monthly 
expenditures. 

t. WARREN. I presume the Senator will allow me to state 
that I do not subscribe to the assertion that clothing is 40 per cent 
lower under the Wilson bill than ever before. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, yes. 


I do not know, but if there 
is that difference I do not understand why the peopie of this coun 
try should not be allowed to enjoy it. 

Mr. WHITE. There is one feature of this matter to which I 
desire to very briefly direct the attention of the Senate. It has 
been suggested by several arguments which have been recently 
made on the other side of the Chamber. What is the purpose of 
this wool schedale? To benefit the wool producer; yet the expert 
representing the wool producers declared to us that this bill is no 
good for that purpose, that it is absolntely valueless, that it is a 
fraud, and, to’use the expression of the day, *‘it is a fake. ’ 

Mr. Lawrence, who has often been quoted here, says of the act 
of 1883: 

(2) In the midst of prosperity, the 
fessed friends 


wool industry in the house of its pro 
And we have the authority of the Senator from Montana—and 
I think he is right—for the statement that those who to-day are 
suggesting this bill are simply the professed friends of the wool 
industry 
received a cruel, unjust, unnece 
of March 3, Iss} 
Now, listen, Senators, to this statement. You declare that the 
enactment of this bill will arrest the declination of the sheep in- 
dustry; listen to this: 


sary, ruinous blow in the reduced Wool tar 


Under it 
To wit, the act of 1883— 
Under it sheep declined in number from 50,626,626 in 1884, witl 


aw p 


of 308,000,000 pounds, to only 45,431,156 in Ls¥1, produc 


> OOOO) re 


Witness that tremendous decline. Then Mr. Lawrence con- 
tinues: 

(3) Then came the McKinley Act of October 1, 1899, moderately pr ) 
as it came from the hands of its author, but (1) by the introduction of th 
called “ skirting clause," and (2) ad valorem duties on third-class woo ind 
in part (3) by conditions arising after its passage—the decline in the wo 
prices of wools—it became ineffectual to afford adequate protection. 1 l 
it wool prices went down and down until they would no longer 1 ay the 
cost of production; and even in Texas, where the exp s of ca for 
sheep were less than in most States, sheep declined in numb ind va 
(As to Texas, see Senate Document No. 17, 1895, pages 141, 29-211: as to wool 
rices, see Senate Document No. 17, pages 2%, 134-142, 164, and appendix 


ereto.) 
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There is the statement, Mr. President, that the McKinley tariff, 
because, among other things, it contained the provision in regard 
to skirted wools which is incorporated in this bill and which you 
propose to enact again, the same provision which Mr. Lawrence 
points out as detracting from the merits of that bill, and in fact 
invalidated it as a protective measure, is here retained, ostensibly 
for the benefit of the wool producer. 

Now, we have the testimony of Mr. Wallace, a sheep man of ex- 
perience-—George H. Wallace, of Sante Fe, N. Mex.—a statement 
made before the Committee on Ways and Means of the House of 

Representatives, to the same purport. He says, on page 1605 of 
the Tariff Hearings: 

Third. That the act of 1890 afforded no protection, although at first appear- 
ing to do so, because it was found not to maintain the relative value of do- 
mestic scoured wool. This invites a glance at the acts of 1883 and 1890. In 
the first of these there was really but littlechange from the previous law. In 
the first and second classes the dividing line was lowered from 22 to30-cents, 
but this was offset by dropping the ad valorem rates. In the third class the 
duties were lowered 16 per cent. But the most remarkable change was the 
addition of the words “excluding charges insuch port,’ which had the effect 
of placing nearly all wools under the dividing line in their class and thus mate- 


rially reducing duties; but, as before stated, there is little in the law to ex- 
plain why it was ineffective. 


The act of 1800 contains much new matter and some new paragraphs which 
were intended to make the law explicit and effectual, but the most notice- 
able and extraordinary addition is the proviso, in paragraph 383, excepting 
both skirted wool and scoured sorted wool fromthe penal clause. This alone 
is enough to account for the failure of theact. It appeared there in this man- 
ner: The writer was one of a committee of woolgrowers which met a com- 
mittee of manufacturers in conference on this bill in the Ebbitt House, at the 
city of Washington, in 1890,in which meeting the manufacturers insisted 
upon the insertion of this proviso. The ee would not consent, but 
the manufacturers stubbornly insisted, and finally their chairman asserted, 
“Such has been the practice heretofore,” and demanded its insertion as the 
price of their support of the bill. 

The witness gives the detailed reasons, which appeared conclusive 
to the woolgrowers, that under no circumstances can an act framed 
upon the principles of the law of 1890 be of any substantial benefit 
to the woolgrowers. 

Mr. Catron, a former Delegate in Congress from New Mexico, and 
also a sheep grower, testifies likewise before the committee, and 
gives his views to the same purport. They can be found on 
1583 of the Tariff Hearings. e have also a statement of Mr. 
Smith, late of Utah, on page 1585, in which he says the woolgrow- 
ers of Utah think if they can get 15 cents a pound for their wool 
they can get along and improve their flocks. 

So, whatever theory you may adopt, this tariff, like the tariff 
upon wheat and other things, is inserted in this bill for the pur- 

ose of deluding and deceiving all those who believe they are go- 
ing to get what they call protection from it. From the stand- 
point of one who believes in free wool it is not justitied, of course, 
upon its fave; from the standpoint of one who believes he is going 
to afford so-called protection to an American industry, so as to 
enable those who follow it to build it up, it is ineffectual. 

For the reasons I have given, | am opposed to the amendment 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], because I believe 
if this schedule is to be adopted at all, it ought to be as nearly as 

ssible uniform in its operation. I was unwilling to take part 
S. an attempt to reduce to a minimum the tariff on the third-class 
wools and leaving it high upon a class of wools which least needed 

rotection. For that reason I voted against the provision, and so 
expect to vote for the amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Se 

Mr. WARREN. I havein my hand a publication of the 19th of 
June, called Textile America, a nonpartisan business sheet, and it 
happens to givea knowledge which seems to be lacking herein the 
Senate, certainly as to a number of Senators, the technology of 
wool. It is a very short article, and will occupy but about a col- 
umn or column and a half in the Recorp. I ask consent that it 
may be printed in the Record without reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, it 
will be so ordered. - 

The article referred to is as follows:, 


TECHNOLOGY-OF WOOL. 
FOURTH AND FIFTH ARTICLES. 


On account of the press of matter relating to the Fall River Industrial 
Exhibition the fourth article on the *‘ Technology of wool” was omitted last 
week. To make up for its omission the fourth and fifth articles are printed 
in this issue. The series will be continued as usual every other week until 
finished. Sut uent articles will be on “Dy -ing and drying,” “ Picking 
and carding,” *‘Combing and drawing,” “Spinning,” “ Dressing and weav- 
ing,” * Designing and finishing.” They are written by Edward F. Whitmore, 
superintendent of the Putnam Woolen Company, Putnam, Conn. 


SCOURING. 


Wool as it comes from the sheep contains many foreign substances, and 
before it can be used in manufactnre these must be omer removed. 
Fast and even colors can be obtained only on clean fiber, and it is impossible 
to property card, spin, weave or finish a fabric made from imperfectly 
cleansed w 


These impurities consist of matter adhering to the fiber, such as dirt, sand, 
leaves, grass, and the like. The natural grease or yolk of the wool also im- 
pregnates or covers the fibers, and this, too, must be removed in the scouring 


process. 
The value of wool is based w the shrinkage or percentage of loss in 
weight which the wool sustains fn the scouring process, 
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Wool yolk. 

Wool yolk consists of two substances: First, the wool perspiration 
soluble in water, is partly removed by the first washing of the she 
mainly composed of potassium compounds of fatty acids. Second. ; 
fat. his is insoluble in water, is composed of fat-like bodies and a 
can only be removed by alkaline solutions. The potash salts or ca) 
which are component parts of the wool yolk, are of materin! aid in . 
the fiber. These salts are sometimes found in the wash water to ¢} 
of Spee cent of the weight of the raw wool, and constitute one. }); 
yo 

The shrinkage of wools. 


The shrinkage of different wools will vary, being from 49 to 80 ». 
cording to the amount of dirt and richness of yolk. The percentavs 
is from 10 to 30.or 40 in heavy fleeces of full-biood sheep, and the pe» 
of dirt varies from 10 to 0. A high authority gives the following 
position of merino wool: Earthy matter, 28 per cent; yolk, 41 per ce; 
wool, 31 per cent. 

In some cases the wool is through a dusting machine to ren 
loose dirt and open out the locks preparatory to the operation of 
It is tossed and shaken by the projecting spikes on the cone shaped 
of the duster as it rapidly revolves. 

Chemicals used in scouring. 

To get the best results in scouring, it is necessary that the nat 
amount of alkali used be carefully considered. Not only is it impor: t 
the wool be freed from impurities, but the scouring process must 1).,; |. 
vied too far or the fiber itseif injured and sustain loss from using t.) 
ful or too highiy concentrated scouring agents or at too high a te1);,, 

The chemicals most generally used as detergents in scouring w:. | 
bonates of sodium, potassium, and ammonium, salt and soda, or potas 
These, when used in diluted solutionsat the proper temperature, w; 
injuriously upon the fiber. Caustic alkalies, either soda or potash. ., 
gerous even in quantities, and a strong, hot solution will entir 
solve the wool. 

Sodium carbonate is much used in various forms, as soda ash of 3). {5 4: 
58 degrees (the last known as pure alkali), containing, respectively.) «> 
and 91.1 per cent of sodium carbonate. Lower grades contain many im)))). 
ties, with more or less caustic soda. 

Sal soda is crystallized carbonate, and as the water of crystalliz:: 
evaporated, it crumbles toa Se is very pure, free from e1 
and easily soluble in water. Soda is produced by the old Leblanc pr « 
which consists essentially of treating common salt with oil of vitrio|. jo; 
ing with coal and limestone, and the . crystallized and dried 
{t is also produced by the later ammonia process, by which salt is act:| 
by ammonia and carboliec acid gas; such soda ash is _— pure and free f 
or soda. Silicate of soda, soluble glass, so called, is sometimes » 
use of. 

Potassium carbonate has about the same effect on the wool as the s 
salt, but is more expensive and has the disadvantage of absorbing m. 
from the air, thereby changing its nature. It acts in harmony with 1). 
natural yolk of the wool. 

Ammonium carbonate has a mild effect on wool and leaves it ina ni 
condition, but its high cost prevents it being largely used. 

Ammonia is used in small quantities with other chemicals, but its . 
hinders its free use. Sal ammoniae is often employed in connection 
bonate of sodaor with common salt. While neither are alkaline salts 
have a cleansing action on the wool. 

Use of soaps in scouring. 

Soap used asa scouring agent givesexcellent results. It should be: 
or slightly alkaline and free from caustic alkali. Two classes of so.» 
known in trade—hard, or soda , and soft, or potash soup. Tie las 
ferred, as it leaves the wool white, soft, and lofty, while soda is inclin 
make it harsh, brittle, and turn it yellow. 

Chemically speaking, soap consists of one or more fatty acids, com)i: 
with soda or potash salts, the fatty part being supplied by grease, lar | 
low, or a vegetable oiJ, as cotton olive, palm, or linseed. 

Soap bas a much milder action upon the fiber than the carbonate of 
potash used alone, but has the disadvantage of being decomposed !)y bord 
water, containing the salts of lime and magnesia. An insoluble, sticky paste 
is thus formed which adheres to the fiber and is very difficult to remove. [f 
the water is hard, it is necessary to neutralize the mineral salts by the add 
tion of an alkali, and thus soften the water. 

Scouring by hand. 

Opinions differ as to the best method of scouring wool and the best mev}ian- 
ical means toemploy. Weshall describe the two principal processes in 1+. 
The hand process, which is the simplest and the oldest, consists of souking 
the wool in a large box or tub containing the alkaline scouring liqu:r and 
having a perforated false bottom that prevents the dirt and settlings from 
becoming mixed with the wool. i 

The strength and tem re of the solution is varied according ¢ 
quality and condition.of the wool; 100° to 140° of heat is the usual teinpera! ure 

The wool is moved about se as to become thoroughly saturate:!. «ni is 
allowed to remain in the liquor until the yolk and dirt have been actod upon 
and completely dissolved or neutralized. It is then lifted out upon a rick 
and poe between heavy rollers to squeeze out the surpius fluid, or i! may 
be piled on slats and drained. After being jally dried it is thrown intoa 
rinse bos and washed in a strong current of clean water. The water evters 
the box at the bottom of oneend and gives.a. rotary motion to the whole mass, 
thereby rinsing and cleansing the weol. After this process it is lifted oit 
and allowed to drain, and is then dried upon. a rack or by being passed bet ween 
steam pipes upon an apron. 

Machine scouring. 


The method of by mac! consists of passing the wool throu ch 
successive Lois contends the 


solution in decreasing str! 
The wool is moved about automatically by rakes or forks, or is carrie.) 
y acurrent of water. It is then rinsed 


clean water and partially dried 


machines are from 30 to 50 feet in leng‘h and 
They are made of cast iron and have various @))}))!) "> 
regulate the temperature. In some cases the ©. '4 
tank is first used and the rake system in the latter part of the process. |) "" 
systems have their advantages, and some use a combination of the two.” 
parts of each. In whatever way the desired result is brought abou’. °"° 
wool should be light and r ; not rolled or felted. Its!) wa 
have a soft, clean feel, and fiber shoul uninjured. The less motion 
and pressure used to attain this end, the more satisfactory the resu't. 
Utilizing the grease. 
The liquor used in scouring is allowed 
arwecl taial ip thoseentrtcees tase about 80,000,000 pounds of irrvase 
and oil thrown into the rivers annually. —— have been made 10 
Europe to utilize this waste. By running it in cisterns, treating with acid, 


the 


torun to waste. From 











and precipitating the ase, a marketable product can be obtained. The 
oil may also be squeezed out and used in making soap, or the matter pressed 
into cakes and used as fuel. It is not a paying process, but it is a convenient 
way of getting rid of the waste, and gives a return for the time and labor 
D 
as CARBONIZING AND BLEACHING. 
Carbonizing. 


Wool from some localities is so full of burrs, seeds, and other vegetable 
{mpurities, adhering with such tenacity that it is impossible to remove them 
by ordinary means without injuring the fiber. The process of carbonizing 
js consequently resorted to. By this agency the vegetable matter in the 
loose wool or manufactured pods is burned by acid. his process is founded | 
upon the fact that dilute acids have little influence upon the wool fiber, while 
they act forcibly upon vegetable substances if allowed to dry upon them. 

Method of procedure. | 

The wool is soaked in a weak solution of acid, usually sulphuric or muri- 
atic. Theacid absorbs the water from the vegetable substances, decompos- 
ing the vegetable fiber. After drying, the burrs and other vegetable matter, | 
reduced to dust, may be beaten or shaken from the wool. Besides acids, acid 
vapors or gases are used, as are also the chlorides of aluminium and mag- 
nemne details of the process and mechanical means used may be varied to suit | 
the stock and conditions. The whole process requires extreme care, as wool 
is liable to lose something of its softness and curliness and its capacity for 
felting when carbonized. : ; oy 

The separation of wool from cotton in rags is effected by carbonizing, and 
the resulting product is known as * wool extract.” 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I understood the Senator from 
Wyoming (Mr. Warren] a few minutes ago to state that free 
wool had stimulated the importation of a large amount of shoddy | 
into this country. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. WARREN. [stated that in the first ten months after the | 
passage of the Wilson law there were seventeen times as much | 
shoddy imported as in the same months of the year preceding. 

Mr. MILLS. But you do not know how much that was. | 

| 


Mr. WARREN. Ican give it to youinamoment. The impor- 
tation increased during those ten months from 1,081,441 pounds 
the ten months before to 17,824,008 pounds. 

Mr. MILLS. I have the official report here before me, which | 
shows that in 1893 there were 35 pounds of shoddy imported into 
the United States. Of course that was under the McKinley law; 
but in 1896 there were 139,931 pounds of shoddy imported into | 
the United States. So that if there was a large importation be- 
ginning after the enactment of the Wilson law, it has fallen enor- | 
mously; and under the McKinley law the importation was cut off 
entirely, but with the domestic production being protected by the 
McKinley law it grew most enormously in this country. 

If my friend is so much opposed to the introduction of shoddy 
into the woolen manufactures of the United States, let me direct 
his attention to the fact that I stated to him this morning that 
there were 73,678,066 pounds of shoddy in the alpaca manufactured 
in the United States in 1890, the domestic production in this 
country. Here is an enormous amount which that protective 
tariff has brought into requisition and brought into consumption | 
in this emt Seplecing an equal amount of wool. 

Mr. WAR . If ithas to be manufactured, I suppose the | 
Senator would as soon have it manufactured in this country as to | 
have it manufactured abroad. 

Mr. MILLS. This is manufactured here in America, in this 


country. 

Mr WARREN . Ifit has got to be manufactured, it might as 
well be manufactured in this country as abroad. 

Mr. MILLS. Then you do not object to shoddy? 

Mr. WARREN. I do object toit, but I prefer, if such an article 
is to be used in manufactures at all, that it should be manufac- 
tured in this country, and thereby furnish employment to Ameri- 


Mr. MILLS. Then the protective tariff is no protection to wool 
against - We find the shoddy made here in the United 
States out of rags picked up all around over the country and 
again. I heard a shoddy manufac- 
turer SS ap years ago that he manufactured the same old rags 
that he manufactured before, and that he put a mark upon | 


them so as to be able to identify them again, just to gratify his 
and to see how long the old rags could be knocked to 


and still be pat 
Wilson law not stimulated the importation of shoddy. 
is American ingenuity that has stimulated its use in our manu- 
because it is cheaper than wool, and the manufacturers 
——— over the eyes of our woolgrowers instead of wool 
them with the ent they make here, and make them 
they are getting the benefit of it. 
HITE. Is it not necessarily true that the high price of 
&@ great incentive to the manufacturer to use shoddy, 
domestic or foreign shoddy? 
MILLS. y; and I made that same argument here 
ee the reason of the 73,000,000 pounds of shoddy | 
42,000, ds of cotton being incorporated into woolen 
ufactures is because it was cheaper than the wool, and the 
who manufacture it had the ingenuity to mix it in with the 
ae et wool, and we had to buy it and pay | 
compensatory duty to the manufacturer, for which the wool- | 


together again and put in for wool. 


23 e258 
ee 


BEE 





43 


~ 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


| from the Chamber on public business. 





1957 
growers get no benefit, although they are made to believe that 
they do. That is all there is in regard to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri | Mr. Vest] to strike 
out paragraphs 347 to 359, inclusive, on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. ’ , 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. DEBOE ( when his name was called). [ am paired with the 
| Senator from Nebraska {|Mr. ALLEN], and therefore withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was ealled). I have a general pair 
with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cuttom]. I see he is 
not present, and therefore I withhold my vote. If he w presen 
1 should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when Mr. McLaurin’s name was called). My 

| colleague [Mr. McLaurin] is absent from the Chamb le 
requested me to state that he is paired with the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. PrircHaRD}. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when Mr. Murpuy’s name was called). I 
was requested by the Senator from New York {| Mr. Mt iy! to 
state that he is paired with his colleague | Mr. TT]. The senior 
Senator from New York is necessarily absent from the Chamber 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). I am now informed 
that the Senator from Arkansas {[Mr. Berry] is paired with the 
Senator from Ulinois [Mr. Mason], and so [ will vote. I vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called), Iam paired with 


the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Tuurst 
I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GRAY. AsTI stated 1 


He being absent 


> 


efore, I have a pair with the Senator 

from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]. I transfer my pair to the Senator 
from Virginia | Mr. Martin} and will vote. 1 vote * yea.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My colleague [Mr. Berry] is absent 


Hie is paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason}. Ifmy colleague were present, 
he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. GEAR (after having voted in the negative). I desire to 
inquire if the senior Senator from New Jersey {[Mr. Suir} has 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. GEAR. I have a general pair with that Senator, and there- 
fore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. KENNEY (after having voted in the affirmative). I in- 
quire whether the junior Senator from Pennsylvania {Mr. PEn- 
ROSE] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. KENNEY. 
him. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to announce that the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. BaTE] is absent from the Chamber and stands paired 
with the Senator from Connecticut {Mr. HAwLEy} 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I suggest to the Senator from Delaware 
that we transfer our pairs, if it is agreeable to him. Iam paired 
with the Senator from Virginia |Mr. DANIEL}. 

Mr. KENNEY. Very well. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Then I vote ‘“‘nay.” 

Mr. KENNEY. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CLAY. Mycolleague | Mr. Bacon] is paired with the junior 
Senator from Rhode Island |Mr. Wetmore}. If my colleague 
were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 


He has not voted. 
Then I withdraw my vote, being paired with 


Chilton, Harris, Kans. Mitchell, Turpie, 

Clay, Jones, Ark. Morgan, Test. 

Cockrell, Kenney, Paseo, Walthall, 

Faulkner, Mallory, Pettus, White. 

Gray, Mills, Roach, 

NAYS—353. 

Allison, Foraker, Mantle, Spooner, 

Burrows, Frye, Nelson, Stewart, 

Butler, Gallinger, Perkins, Teller, 

Carter, Hale, Pettigrew, Warren, 

Chandler, Hansbrough, Platt, Conn. Wellington, 
| Clark, Hoar, Proctor, Wilson. 

Davis, Lodge, Quay, 

Elkins, McBride, Sewell, 

Fairbanks, McEnery, Shoup, 

NOT VOTING—37. 

Aldrich, Deboe, Lindsay. Rawlins, 

Allen, Gear, McLaurin, Smith, 

Bacon, George, Me Millan, Thurston, 

Baker, Gorman, Martin, Tillman, 

Bate, Hanna, Mason, Turner, 

Berry, Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Wetmore, 

Caffery Hawley, Murpby, Wolcott 

Cannon, Heitfeld, Penrose, 

Cullom, Jones, Nev. Platt, N. Y. 

Daniel, Kyle, Pritchard, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. MANTLE. I have taken up a good deal of the time in the NOT VOTING—41. 
Senate in the discussion of the wool tariff, because from my inves- | Aldrich, Deboe, McLaurin, Smith, 
tigation of the subject I have felt profoundly impressed with what piles. Sone, ori Til — 
I conceive to be the injustice done the woolgrowers by the bill | Baker: Hanna, Mason. — 
uner consideration in the rates fixed upon their product. I have | Bate. Harris, Kans. Morrill, Warren, 
already proposed some amendments which have been defeated. | Ferry. a = =— ae, Wetmore, 
I know that the amendments which I have yet to propose will not eam Heitteld, Penrose, Wolcott. 


meet with the approval of the protectionists of this body. Still I 
feel that it is my duty, undertaking as I have to some extent, the 
responsibility of trying to reach a conclusion in this matter which 
would be satisfactory to the wool producers, to present at least 
two other amendments. 

I regret that [ have not been able to convince enough of my 
protectionist colleagues of the correctness of my view upon these 
matters and to secure their active cooperation and assistance 
in getting for the woolgrowers what I conceive to be fair and 
adequate rates of protection. We are now at the end of the 
oa relating directly to wool. I will therefore ask to go 

ack to sersuree 355 for the purpose of submitting an amend- 
ment touching the matter of the importation of skirted wools. If 
there is no objection, I will offer the amendment now, and we will 
dispose of the amendment at this point, and I shall have nothing 
further to say respecting woolen manufactures. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘excepted,” in line 13, para- 
graph 355, page 116, it is proposed to insert: 

But such skirted wools oe oe 8 cents per pound in addition to the rates 


: ch skirted y “y Eo oer pera fp oliticn to Mr. MANTLE. The wool schedule. 
imposed by s act on unw wools: Provided further, at all wools Ss EN i ing to 
shail be deemed skirted which are not imported in their natural condition of The VICE-PRESID T. The question is on a seing to the 


whole fleeces, without the removal or the rejection of any part thereof. amendment of the Senator from Montana, to strike out fifteen 
| 


Clark, Jones, Nev. Platt, N. Y. 
Cullom, Kyle, Pritchard, 
Daniel, Lindsay, Rawlins, 

So Mr, MANTLE’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANTLE. I will now call up the amendment proposed by 
me at the beginning of the discussion upon this schedule. |; {5 
an amendment which embraces the bill drawn by the Nativ:,.| 
Wool Growers’ Association. It has already been read, so it yi)| 
not be necessary to read it again, and neither do I desire th. \ 
and nays. I do desire, however, to repeat that this measure }).:s 
the indorsement of every woolgrowers’ association in every S}.\t6 
of the Union, so far as they have met and discussed it, and is pr... 
sented here as a measure desired by the woolgrowers of the Unije | 


States. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does this relate only to the woo) 


schedule? 

Mr. MANTLE. The amendment is a substitute for the para. 
graphs relating to wool, and does not relate to manufactured 
wools, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The wool schedule? 


is 


eee et CT 


paragraphs of the present schedule and insert as an amendment 
that which has heretofore been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 361, page 118, line 
10, before the word ‘‘rags,” to strike out ‘‘On woolen” and insert 
** Woolen,” and in the same line, after the word “flocks,” to strike 
out ‘the duty shall be;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

361. Woolen rags, mungo, and flocks, 10 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out paragraph 362, in the 
following words: 


382. On tops made wholly or in part of wool, valued at not more than “4 


Mr. MANTLE. It is not necessary for me to renew or reiterate 
the argument I have already made here respecting the injury 
done the American woolgrower by the importation of these 
skirted wools, wools which, because of being skirted, are prac- 
tically sorted wools. 

The woolgrowers contend that this is a violation of every ele- 
ment or Jo of fairness, and that its effect is to deprive them 
very largely of the benefit intended to be conveyed by the pro- 
tective duty given to them. The effect of it is to bring wools in 
which are very light in shrinkage in order to avoid the payment of 
duty, and by doing this it necessarily results in lowering the pro- 
tection which the woolgrower gets. I have already dwelt upon 
this phase of the question very largely, and itis unnecessary for me 
to repeat what I have heretofore said. On this amendment I shall 
be glad to have the yeas and nays, if enough Senators will second 
the demand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Montana, on which the 
yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. Ashe is not present, I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Prircuarp]. 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). The junior Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] stands paired with the junior Sena- 
tor from Illinois |Mr. Mason] on this question, and I will vote. 
I vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. THURSTON]. 

he roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] is 

ired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu]. If 

he Senator from Utah were preseat, he would vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. PASCO. I am paired with the Senator from Washington 
{Mr. Wiison]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. DEBOE, lam paired with the senior Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr, ALLEN], and therefore withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 7, nays 41; as follows: 


cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be two and one-half timesthe duty 
im 1 by this act on 1 pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in wi 
dition thereto 6 cents per pound; valued at more than 24 cents per pown the 
duty per pound shall be three and one-third times the duty on 1 pound of 
wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 8 cents pot pound; if dyed, on 
all the above, 5 cents per pound additional; wools and hair of the came!, oat, 
alpaca, or other like animals, which have been advanced in any manner or 
by any process of manufacture beyond the washed or scoured condition, not 
specially provided for in this act, shall be subject to the same duties as are 
epeeed upon manufactures of wool not y provided for in this act 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


362. Wool and hair which have been advanced in any manner or by any 
process of manufacture beyond the washed or scoured condition, not speciaily 
provided for in this act, shall be subject to the same duties as are imposed 
upon manufactures of wool not y provided for in this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 
The next amendment was to strike out paragraph 363, in the fol- 
lowing words: 


363. On rovings, ropings, and yarns made wholly or in part of wool, valued 
at not more than 30 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be two and one 
half times the duty imposed by this act on 1 pound of unwashed woo! of tl 
first ciass; valued at more than 30cents and not more than 40 cents per pound, 
the duty per pound shall be three times the duty imposed by this act «nl 
p und of unwashed wool of the first class; valued at more than 40 cents por 

und, the duty per pound shall be three and one-half times the duty impowl 
S this act on 1 pound of unwashed wool of the first. class, and upon all |! 
above additional duties shall be imposed as follows: On rovings, ropings. «1 

arns, made wholly or in part of wool, and not advanced beyond the «on 
dition of single yarn by grouping or twisting two or more single rovinss, 
ropings, strands, or yarns ther, the duty shall be 15 cents per pound on 
on all numbers up to and including No. 30; on all numbers finer than No. »’, 
the duty shall be 15 cents per pound, and in addition thereto three-tenths of | 
pee each on in excess of, No. y B menos Ss ond the condition 
of single yarn grouping or ng 0 or more single rovings, Prop! 
strands. or yarns together, the additional duty shall be 18 cents per poun!«") 
all numbers up to and including No. 30; on ali numbers finer than No. ar’ 
not finer than No. 50 the additional duty shall be 18 cents per pound, ani 


bee of No 00; on ail numbers Aner then He Gh the additional duty shail be 1 
of No. 30; on numbers finer 0. e onal duty shall be 1s 
—.- palcry : [ottisrew, Teller. cents per pound, and in addition thereto four-tenths of 1 cent per num" 
roe, : ? for each number exceeding No. 30: Provided, That on all rovings, ropins- 
NAYS—41 and yarns that may be genapped, bleached, colored, stained, or prints!) 
; whole or in part, a duty of 5 aie per mente sak be taxpooed in addition to 
Allison, Frye, McEnery, Sewell, the foregoing duties: And vided further, That on all genapped yarns |) 
Burrows, Gallinger, Mills, Shoup, may be bleached, colored, stained, or printed, in whole or in part, a duty 0! » 
Chandler, Gear, Mitchell, Spooner, cents per pound shall be imposed in addition to all the foregoing duties. _ 
Chilton, Gray, Morgan, urpie, The numbers of rovings, ropings, and yarns shall be determined by 
Clay, Hale, Nelson, Vest, number of hanks of 500 yards each of a single yarn or strand which are 
os zrell, Hansbrough, forking, Walthall, tained in 1 pound. 
avis, oar, 18, ellington, : sl 
Elkins, Jones, Ark. Platt, Conn. White. And in lieu thereof to insert: =_— 
Fairbanks, Kenney, Proctor, 363. On yarns made wholly or in part of wool, valued at not more tha» 
Faulkner, Lodge, gusy. cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be two and one-half times the |" 
Foraker, Mcbride, imposed by this act on 1 pound of unwashed wool of the first class; valu 











r pound, the dut Tr pound s e- 
at? ore then ee pope this act cn T pound “ eaatte. 
frst class, and im addition thereto, upon all the foregoing, 40 per cent ad va- 
lorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the amendment by 
inverting the following: 

provided, That the specific rates provided for in this paragraph shall not 
become operative until twelve months after the passage of this act. 

The first part of the paragraph provides that ‘‘on yarns made 
wholly or in part of wool, valued at not more than 35 cents per 
pound, the duty per pound shall be two and a half times the duty 
imposed by this act on 1 pound of unwashed wool of the first 
class.” This, of course,is on the assumption that the manufac- 
turer who makes the yarn out of the raw wool has paid the tariff 
on the raw wool from which the yarns are made. 

The argument is easily understood, that if the manufacturer 
has paid a tariff on the raw wool, there ought to be a compensat- 
ing duty on the yarns for the tariff paid on the raw wool. } 
pounds of raw wool enter into the manufacture of a pound of yarn, 


and the tariff has been paid upon the raw wool, a compensating | 


specific duty on the pound of yarn equivalent to the tax = by 
the manufacturer on the wool would be just as reasonable, if he 
has paid the tariff on wool. 

But as is known to every member of the Senate now, there is a 
full supply, atwelve months’ supply, of wool in the United States; 
and when any manufacturer makes a pound of yarn now he 
makes it out of wool on which he has paid nothing, and there is 
no fairness and no honesty in giving him a oe duty for 
tariff he has not paid and will not pay. Hence I move the amend- 
ment to the committee amendment, and on it I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of 
the committee, on which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DEBOE (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). 
with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs]. 
ent, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). [am paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr.Smiru]. If he werepresent, 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THuRsTOoN]}. 

ne roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from Washington 

ee Witson]. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire 


I am paired with 


I am paired 
If he were pres- 


Mr. GALLINGER], who is paired with the Senator from Texas 
Mr. MiLus}, that we exchange our pairs, so that we both can vote. 
Mr. GALLINGER. That will be agreeable to me. 

Mr. PASCO. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 


Mr. GALLINGER. I vote ‘‘nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 27; as follows: 
YEAS—19. 
Chilton, Gray. Mitchell, Turpie, 
Clay, Harris, Kans Morgan, Vest, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark asco, Walthall, 
Faulkner, Kenney, Pettus, White. 
Gorman, ory, Roach, 
NAYS—27. 
Allison, Foraker, McEnery, Shoup, 
Burrows, rye. Nelson, Spooner, 
Carter, linger, Perkins, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hale, Platt, Conn. Teller, 
Clark, Hoar, Proctor, Warren, 
Elkins, Lodge, pa Wellington. 
Fairbanks, McBride, weil, 
NOT VOTING—43. 
Aldrich, Davis, Lindsay, Platt, N. Y. 
Allen, Deboe, McLaurin, Pritchard, 
om, Gear, McMillan, Rawlins, 
Baker, George, Mantle, Smith, 
te, Hanna, Martin, Thurston, 
rry, Hansbrough, Mason, Tillman, 
Butler, Harris, Tenn. Mills, Turner, 
Caffery, weer, Morrill, Wetmore 
Cannon, Heitfeld, Murphy, Wilson, 
Cullom, Jones, Nev. Penrose, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Kyle, Pettigrew, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the committee, to strike out paragraph 363 and insert a 
substitute. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
121, after line 9, to strike out the following paragraph: 

364. On knit f; v for in this act, and on all 
manufactures ot eae! a in part of wool, not spe- 


provided for in this act, valued at not more than 30 cents per pound, 
ee Sle tar oes shall be three times the duty imposed by this act on 1 
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pound of unwashed wool of the first class; valued at more than 30 cents and 
not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be three and one- 
half times the duty imposed by this act upon | pound of unwashed wool of 
the first class; valued at more than 40 cents per pound, the duty per pound 
shall be four times the duty imposed by this act upon | pound of unwashed 
wool of the first class; and in addition on all the foregoing there shall be im 
posed the following duties: Valued at not more than 30 cents per pound, 6 
cents per pound; valued at more than 30 cents and not more than 40 cents per 
pound, 8 cents per pound; valued at more than 4) cents per pound and not 
more than 50 cents per pound, 15 cents per pound; valued at more than 3D 
cents = pound and not more than 70 cents per pound, 21 cents per pound; 
valued at more than 70 cents per pound, 21 cents per pound, and in addition 
thereto 8 cents per pound for each and every 2) cents per pound of value or 
fractional part thereof in excess of 70 cents per pound: and in addition to 
the foregoing duties there shall be imposed on all the articles mentioned in 
this paragraph a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem 

And to insert the following: 

364. On cloths, knit fabrics, and all manufactures of every description 
made wholly or in part of wool, not specially provided for in this act, valued 
at not more than 4) cents per pound, the duty per poun | shail be three times 
the duty imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first ¢ 
valued at above 40 cents per pound and not above 7) cents per pound, the 
duty per pound shall be four times the duty imposed by th 
of unwashed skirted wool of the first class, and in add 






ton 1 pound 





ition » upon all 
the foregoing, 3) per cent ad valorem; valued at over 70 cents per pound, the 
duty pes pomes shall be four times the duty imposed by this act on 1 pound 
of unwashed skirted wool of the first class and 55 per ceat ad valorem 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa, on behalf of 
the committee, proposes an amendment to the amendment, which 
will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. In line 19, afterthe word ‘“‘ unwashed,” strike 
out the word ‘‘skirted,” and in line 23, after the word * un- 
washed,” strike out the word “ skirted;” so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

564. On cloths, knit fabrics, and all manufactures of every description 
made wholly or in part of wool, not specially provided for in this act, valued 
at not more than 4) cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be three times 
the duty mangoes 1 by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class; 
valued at above 40 cents per pound and not above 7) cents per pound, the 
duty per pound shall be four times the duty imposed by this act on | pound 
of unwashed wool of the first class, and in addition thereto, uponall the fore 
going, 3) per cent ad valorem; valued at over 7) cents per pound, the duty 
per pound shall be four times the duty imposed by this act on 1 pound of 
unwashed wool of the first class and 55 per cent ad valorem 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amendment 
to the amendment? Without objection, it is agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the committee 
amendment in line 13 by striking out the words “or in part” and 
inserting in the same line, after the word ** wool,” the words **‘ or 
of which wool is the component material of chief value.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. Page 122, line i3, paragraph 364, after the 
word ‘‘ wholly,” strike out ‘or in part; ” and in the same line, after 
‘*wool,” insert ‘‘or of which wool is the component material of 
chief value;” so as to read: 

On cloths, knit fabrics, and all manufactures of every description made 
wholly of wool, or of which wool is the component material of chief valne 
not specially provided for in this act, valued at not more than 40 cents per 
pound, ete. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the purpose of this 
amendment is obvious. The amendment as proposed by the com- 
mittee is that ‘‘on cloths, knit fabrics, and all manufactures of 
every description made wholly or in part of wool, not specially 
provided for in this act, valued at not more than 40 cents per 

pound, the duty per pound shall be three times the duty imposed 
4 this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class.” 

If a fabric is made composed three-fourths of cotton and one- 
fourth of wool, when a pound of that fabric is taken into con- 
sideration, there is one-quarter of a pound of wool, and not a 
pound of wool. It is proposed to impose a tariff equal to three 
times the tariff on a pound of unwashed wool to compens:te for 
the supposed pound of wool that is in the fabric, but when three- 
quarters of the fabric is cotton and only one-fourth is wool, if we 
allow three times the tariff on the raw wool we are giving twelve 
times the amount of tariff on the wool for every particle of wool 
there is in the fabric. This is not just, itis not fair, and I can 
not see how the committee could for one moment have consented 
that such should be the case. 

Now, Mr. President, look back to page 112 of the bill. 
to 22, in the flax schedule, are as follows: 

Woven fabrics or articles not specially provided for in this act 
of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which these substances « 
component material of chief value. 

Then take page 113, in lines 11 and 12: 

Woven fabrics of flax, hemp. or ramie, or of which these 
either of them is the component material of chief value 

Take page 130, in the silk schedule: 

383. Velvets, velvet ribbons, chenilles, or other pile fabrics, cut or uncut, 
composed of silk, or of which silk is the component material of chief value, 
not specially provided for in this act. 

All through the bill whenever a mixed fabric has been under 
consideration the committee has provided every time that the com- 
ponent material of chief value shall determine whether it is a fab- 
ric belonging to that class or not. Why should not this be the 
same case here? 
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If we are dealing with a fabric that is three-fourths cotton and 
one-fourth wool, it should be considered a cotton fabric; it should 
be dealt with as a cotton fabric. Suppose it is nine-tenths cotton 
and one-tenth wool, theresult is, if you are proposing to give a com- 
pensatory duty by allowing three times the tax on wool for every 
pound in it, when there is only one-tenth wool and nine-tenths cot- 
ton, you are making thirty times the tariff on wool as the tariff on 
this particular article. The injustice and unfairness of it is abso- 
lutely pees. It can not be denied by anybody, and I can not 
see how the committee can refuse to accept this as an amendment. 

There is one more suggestion which I wish to make in this con- 
nection. When the Wilson bill was being considered, the manu- 
facturers came before the committee, as is well known to Senators 
here, and stated that they had fabrics made of woo! upon which 
they had paid the high rates of duty then prevailing, and insisted 
that it was not right that they should be compelled to go into the 
market and sell the fabrics they had made of taxed wool in com- 
petition with fabrics to be made of untaxed wool. That was 
recognized by the Senate, and as the result of it a provision went 
into the Wilson bill, at the request of the manufacturers and asa 
matter of justice to them, that— 

The reduction of rates herein provided for manufactures of wool shall not 
take effect until January, 1895. 

This provision was manifestly just; no one could complain of 
it as not being right. But now when these same men propose to 
make fabrics out of wool which have not paid a tax, I insist that 
there should be no compensatory duty to them for tariffs they 
have not paid. That question was involved in the amendment 
that was made just now. It is not so relevant to the amendment 
as proposed at this time, but there can be no fairness and no jus- 
tice in taking a pound of a fabric one-tenth of which is wool and 
nine-tenths of which is cotton, and putting a tariff on it amount- 
ing to as much as three times the tariff on the raw wool, on the 
theory that it is to compensate for three times the weight of the 
fabric in wool. I can not believe that gentlemen on the other 
side will insist that this shal] remain as the committee proposes 
it, and I ask for the yeas and nays on my amendment to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GRAY. I hope, before the vote is taken, that the Senator 
from Iowa who is in charge of the bill, or some other Senator 
who is equally interested, will give us some explanation as to 
why the difference is made in the bill as read by the Senator from 
Arkansas. Where a mixed fabric of linen and any other sub- 
stance is imported, a tax is adjusted by the rate upon the compo- 
nent part of chief value. That is found in two places in the linen 
schedule, as read by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And in the silk schedule. 

Mr. GRAY. And in the silk schedule there is the same provi- 
sion. Now, his amendment is that the same provision shall be 
— to the wool schedule. I can not for the life of mesee why 
this discrimination siiould be made in the wool schedule, and why 
an article with one-tenth wool and nine-tenths cotton should be 
charged three times the duty that is imposed upon a pound of 
unwashed wool. 

ee = The Senator from Arkansas alludes to the linen 
schedule. 

Mr. GRAY. And the silk schedule. 

Mr. ALLISON. And also the silk schedule. The linen sched- 
ule is the schedule of articles composed of flax, hemp, or ramie. 
They are of about the same value, and therefore a mixture of the 
raw materials in those articles would be of no special value. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, no; it is quite possible to mix the Jinen with 
cotton. There is a cotton and linen mixture. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; that is notin the flax schedule. I¢ is flax, 
hemp, or ramie. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Wilk the Senator allow me a mo- 
ment? . 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Paragraph $44 in the flax schedule 
provides that— 

Woven fabrics or articles not specially provided for in this act, com: 
of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which these substances or either of them is the 
component material of chief value, etc. 

Showing that a mixed fabric, in which neither flax, hemp, nor 
ramie was the article of chief value, would not come under this 

aph, and if they composed one-fourth only, and three- 
Pourt s of it was cotton, it would be considered as a cotton fabric. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly; and that is the case here. As 
respects silk, it of course is a very valuable raw material. It is 
the object of paragraph 364, by providing for three times the duty 
imposed by this act upon a pound of unwashed wool, to include 
what is known as mixed fabrics of wool and cotton, being, per- 
haps, anywhere from 75 to 90 per cent of wool. 

r. JONES of Arkansas. Suppose it contains only 10 per cent 
of wool? 

Mr. ALLISON. Nine-tenths or three-fourths. Therefore the 


compensatory duty is fixed at three. Now, when you reach doy 
to fabrics of a finer character, where they are all wool, the «.,, 
pensatory duty is four times, and so on. 

I will say, further, that this is phraseology taken from eve; 
that has been passed as respects wool and woolens since 1867 \y 
there was a duty on wool; of course it does not include the 
wool schedule of 1894; and there has not been the slightest ,) 
culty in administering it, as there would be a very great difi) 
if the amendment ——— by the Senator from Arkansas 
inserted in the bill making it the component part of chief , 

That is all there is about it. We followed in our amend), 
as in the original text of the House bill, what has been {| 
since 1867 and every wool tariff, under which there has ney. 
the slightest difficulty in administration. 

Mr. GRAY. There may be no difficulty in administering ; 
law, but there will be great injustice in administering it. T),..; 
plain, it seems to me, to any man’s common sense. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has never been shown. 

Mr. GRAY. There are fabrics of wool and cotton in whic}, ¢)), 
component part of chief value is cotton and not wool, and 
case three times the rate of a pound of unwashed wool is +. 
imposed upon the whole article. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know that there is any such ins 
I have never heard of any special instance of that charac 
least. Itis perfectly well known that for thirty years thi: 
phraseo'ogy has been used, and this is the first time I have ! 
it criticised. There has been no complaint from anybody. 

Mr. GRAY. Why should it be any different from the | 
schedule and the silk schedule in this respect? If the possi} 
of injustice exists, although there may have been no com)! 
the law in twenty or thirty years, why should it not be corr 
now? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have never heard of anyone protes 
against it. 

Mr. GRAY. There may be protests. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have never heard of an importer who male 
a protest against it; and it is only as respects a compensatory 
duty that this particular phraseology is required. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That seems to be the exact purjose 
of it. I should like to ask the Senator from Towa if there is any 
difficulty in administering the law under the flax schedule, which 
provides that woven fabrics or flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which 
these substances or either of them is the component materia! of 
chief value, etc.? Is there any difficulty in the administration of 
that paragraph? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not the slightest, because there is no compen- 
satory duty there. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Exactly. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have here a provision as respects the com- 
pensation for wool. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no difficultyin determining 
if the component material of chief value is flax or cotton. Then 
there can be no difficulty in determining whether the component 
material of amixed woolen fabric iscotton or wool. If nine-tenths 
of the fabric is cotton and not wool, there can be no justice in 
allowing three times the rate of tax on raw wool as a specific 
compensation on every pound of that mixed fabric because there 
is cotton in it. There can be no pretense that wool has been used 
to any extent in the manufacture of the fabric. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from Arkansas 
allow me? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. How does he suppose that in a 
yard of mixed fabric, cotton and wool, which will weigh a pound, 
it is to be determined in the custom-house how much wool enters 
inte that pound? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Just as they do in the linen and in 
the silk schedules, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. They can not do it at all. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Just as they do in the linen and silk 
schedules. Any man can tell who chooses to examine it. Every- 
body knows whether the fabric brought in is cotton warp and wool 
filling. whether it is cotton and mixed cotton and wool filling, 
what amount of wool there is in the fabric, and how much is vot- 
ton. You levy this tariff on the pretense that every pound of 
goods has had consumed 3 pounds of wool in the manufacture, 
when you know that nine-tenths of it is cotton and only one-tenth 
of it is wool. You are consciously giving thirty times the tar! 
on the wool as com tion under a pretense that you believe 1! 
is 3 to 1 when you know that it is no such thing, that it does not 
enter into it. ; a 

It is simply a means of le greater tariff on the peop'e of 
the country for the purpose of giving rewards to the manufactur 
ers that they have not earned. It can not mean anything «'*°, 
and the statement of the Senator justit Iowa sp eee Z ; 

ice for thirty years does not justifyit. An evil and awrons 
is i> bee beatied han tee snes seapess thas if ik was 
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young. If it is not right in itself, it can be no more defended now | 
than it could have been defended when it was first started. 
There can be no justification for it. There can be no apology or 
excuse for it any more than there is in your allowing three times 
the tariff on wool for goods manufactured of wool where you 
know the manufacturers have paid not one cent of the tariff, as you 
pro to do by your report in a recent paragraph. 
r. President, it is quarter past 5 o’clock, and I think the Sena- 
tor in ome the bill ought to allow us to adjourn. 
Mr. AL N. The Senator does not seem to apprehend the 
int lam trying to make. Here we have a compensatory duty 
ior the wool. Asa matter of fact, the compensatory duty in a 
certain sense must be arbitrary—that is to say, you can not get it 
with absolute exactness. If the Senator will turn to the next 


Poti. GRAY. Is there any duty on flax, the raw material? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly there is. If the Senator will turn to 
the next page—line 2, page 123—he will see the duty imposed by 
this act on 14 pounds of unwashed wool of the first class. That is 
intended to include fabrics where the warp iscotton. There never 
has been the slightest difficulty as respects this compensatory duty 
except that in a case of these goods, if it shall take only 2} pounds | 
of wool to make a fabric that is mentioned here, then there shall | 
be a slight addition to the ad valorem duty. But supposeit turns | 
out that it takes 34 pounds to make the fabric, then, as a matter 
of fact, the manufacturer would lose in such a fabric. 

Mr. President, the Senator says if this is a wrong it should be 
corrected. The experience of thirty years has shown that it has 
not been a wrong except in the case which I have named, where 
three times the duty upon washed wool is too much or too little. 
That is all there is to it. Thisis a criticism that I have never 
heard before in all my life as pengees this question of compensa- 
tory duty. Manufacturers may here and there get some advan- 
tage—I have no doubt they do—in the pound duty, and they may 
sustain losses. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Iowa yield for a motion | 
to adjourn? 

Mr. FRYE. Let us have an executive session. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would be very glad to have a vote taken on | 
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment 
of the committee. 

Mr. WHITE. I myself wish to make a few remarks on the | 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator wishes to make some observa- | 
tions, I will consent to an adjournment, making myself the mo- 
tion to to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. WHITE. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- | 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 30 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, | 
June 24, 1897, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


- 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 23, 1897. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

Thomas C. Dawson, of Iowa, to be secretary of the legation of | 
the United States at Rio de Janeiro, vice William Crichton, | 
resigned. 

CONSULS. 


Walter J. Hoffman, of the District of Columbia, to be consul 
of the United States at Mannheim, Baden, vice Max Goldfinger, | 


resigned. 
Brainard H. Warner, jr., of Maryland, to be consul of the United | 
States at Leipsic, Germany, vice Otto Doederlein, resigned. 
Albert W. , of Iowa, to be consul of the United States at | 
Montevideo, Uruguay, vice Schramm, resigned. 
Edward H. Thompson, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the | 
United States at Progreso, Mexico, an office created in lieu of 
Merida by the diplomatic and consular appropriation act for the | 
year commencing July 1, 1897. 


DEPUTY AUDITOR. 


Edward McKitterick, of Iowa, to be deputy anditor for the | 
Department, to succeed Robert M. Cousar, resigned. 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Charles Kingston, of Grover, Wyo., to be register of the land 
office at Evanston, Wyo., vice William A. Hocker, removed. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Frank M. Foote, of Evanston, Wyo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Evanston, Wyo., vice Frank Mills, removed. 
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POSTMASTERS. 

Joseph W. Dale, to be postmaster at Mitchell, in tl 

Lawrence and State of Indiana, in the fF Jose 
removed. 

Henry A. Pease, to be postmaster at Eig 


1e county of 
wh T. Dilley, 


place o 


' rartown, in the county 
of Dukes and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law. become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1897. — 

Moses Emery, to be postmaster at Caledonia, in mty o 
Houston and State of Minnesota, in the place of Arthur J. Flym 
removed. 

James W. Mills, to be postmaster at Versailles, in the connty 


Morgan and State of Missouri, in the p): f John D. Bohl 
resigned. 

Charles L. Porter, to be postmaster at Plattsbure, in th \ 
of Clinton and State of Missouri, in the place of Samuel Lowry 
resigned. 


county 


Thomas L. Dunham, to be postmaster at Lestershire, in the 
county of Broome and State of New York, the app ment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 

| President on and after April 1, 1897. 

James F. Wray, to be postmaster at Reidsville, in the county 
of Rockingham and State of North Carolina, in the place of Alex 
ander H. Galloway, resigned. 

John R. Wolfe, to be postmaster at Sh ‘by in the county 


Richland and State of Ohio, in the place of Frank C. Schiffer 
signed. 


Victor N. Wilson, to be postmaster at Britton, in the county of 
Marshall and State of South Dakota, in the place of Henry ¢ 
Hamilton, resigned. 

Edward Blanchard, to be postmasterat San Angelo, in the county 
of Tom Green and State of Texas, in the place of James L. Phelan, 
resigned. 

Fred. Read, to be postmaster at Newport News, in the county of 


Warwick and State of Virginia, in the place of Irwin Tucker 
whose commission expired April 11, 1897. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate Jun 
CONSUL-GENERAL, 
John G. Foster, of Vermont, to be consul-general of the United 
States at Halifax, Nova Scotia. 
CONSULS, 


Walter Schumann, of New York, to be consul of the United 


| States at Mayence, Germany. 


Hilary S. Brunot, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the United 


| States at St. Etienne, France. 


William B. Dickey, of Louisiana, to be consul of the United 


| States at Callao, Peru. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVIC 

Howard C, Russell, of Connecticut, to be an assistant surgeon. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Commodore Edmunp O. Matthews to be a rear-admiral. 

Richard S. Collum, captain and assistant quartermaster, United 
States Marine Corps, to be major and quartermaster. 

First Lieut. Thomas C. Prince, United States Marine Corps, to 
be captain and assistant quartermaster. 

COMMISSIONER. 

Philip Gallaher, of New Whatcom, Wash., to be a commis- 

sioner in and for the District of Alaska, to reside at Kadiak. 
POSTMASTERS, 

Charles H. Stilwill, to be postmaster at Tyndall, in the county 
of Bonhomme and State of South Dakota. 

Ezra H. Ripple, to be postmaster at Scranton, in the county of 
Lackawanna and State of Pennsylvania. 

James M. Henderson, to be postmaster at Etna, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

James Blanning, to be postmaster at Williamstown, in the 
county of Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania. 

Frederick W. Clemons, to be postmaster at Palmyra, 
county of Wayne and State of New York. 

Benjamin F. Boyd, to be postmaster at Hillsboro, in the county 
of Montzomery and State of Illinois. 

Walter S. Clark, to be postmaster at Aspen, in the county of 
Pitkin and State of Colorado. 

Arthur B. Gibson, tobe postmaster at Mercur, in the county of 
Tooele and State of Utah. 

Wilfred W. Montague, to be postmaster at San Francisco, in 
the county of San Francisco and State of California. 

Clarence A. Murray, to be postmaster at Waukegan, in the 
county of Lake and State of Illinois 

Frank C. Davidson, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Dewitt and State of Ilinois. 

Robert N. Chapman, to be postmaster at Charleston, in the 
county of Coles and State of Illinois. 
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SENATE, 
THURSDAY, June 24, 1897. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. Hucu Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. CuiiTon, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CHANDLER presented the memorial of H. A. Jandt and 51 
other citizens of lowa, of E. R. Spaulding and 50 other citizens of 
Iowa, of J. Commody and 52 other citizens of New Mexico, of B. J. 
Lohman and 52 other citizens of New Mexico, and of E. G. Ross 
and 52 other citizens of New Mexico, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of 
ticket brokerage; which were referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. ELKINS presented sundry memorials of citizens of West 
Virginia, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation in- 
tended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I present a petition of the Manu- 
facturers’ Association of Kings and Queens Counties, N. Y., in 
reference to the tariff bill. 1 should like to have the body of the 
petition read. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is it proposed to place the petition in the Recorp? 

Mr. PLATT of New York. It is very short; it will take buta 
moment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishall object to its going into the Recorp, unless 
it be a communication from some legislative body or an executive 
communication. It is contrary to the rule. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. It isa petition urging the prompt 
passage of the tariff bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. But it is contrary to the rule of the Senate to 
ae petitions and memorials of such a character in the 

ECORD, 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from New York can state the 
substance of it and get it into the Recorp in that way. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator can of course make a brief state- 
ment of the petition, but he has no right to read it himself. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Mr. President, the legislative com- 
mittee of the Manufacturers’ Association of Kings and Queens 
Counties, N. Y., respectfully beg to call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that the business interests of that community 
are seriously crippled by the uncertainty and delay in the enact- 
ment of a tarifflaw. They earnestly request that immediate and 
effective action be taken by the Senate, in order that the present 
uncertainty be removed and that the business of the country be 
permitted to revive. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will lie on the table. 

Mr, PLATT of New York presented sundry memorials of citi- 
zens of New York, remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented the petition of L. W. Vance and 
80 other citizens of New Albany, Ind., praying for the enactment 
of oo tombe npn legislation at the earliest possible date, such as 
will adequately secure American industrial products against the 
competition of foreign labor; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SMITH presented sundry petitions of citizens of Elizabeth. 
Hoboken, Jersey City, Newark, Kearney, Passaic, Rahway, and 
Hudson County, all in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating 
against the proposed increase of the tax on beer: which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. . 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Wareton, Sea- 
bright, Seaside, Paulsboro, and South Amboy, all in the State of 
New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation for a more 
rizid restriction of immigration; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented memorials of John R. Potts, Johnson & Mur- 
phy, of Newark; the Middlesex Shoe Company, of New Bruns- 
wick; Harry Chandler, of Vineland; G. & L. Becht, of Newark, 
and the A. taue Company, all in the State of New Jersey, remon- 
strating against any increase in the present rate of duty on tanned 
skins for morocco or a duty on raw goatskins; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. MURPHY presented a petition of 37 citizens of New York 
City, and the petition of 16 citizens of New York City, praying 
for the early passage of the pending tariff bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of Peter A. Wilkinson and 7 
other citizens of New York, and the memorial of F. W. Collom 
and 19 other citizens of New York, remonstrating against the 
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enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present sy; 
of ticket brokerage; which were referred to the Cememitte io 
Interstate Commerce. . 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Kemp- 
ton, Ind., praying for the enactment of protective-tariff legis);. 
tion, at the earliest possible date, such as will adequately securs 
American industrial products against the competition of foreiv, 
labor; which was ordered to lie on the table. - 

Mr. TELLER presented the memorial of 8. R. Crawford and 5; 
other citizens of Colorado, remonstrating against the enactme); 
of legislation intended to destroy the present system of tick 
brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLow} js 
absent, ill. Ihave just received a note from him asking me t. 
present to the Senate, for him and on his behalf, a number of m, 
morials, one of which I send to the desk, and the others are at tho 
end of the desk, bearing the names of 103,079 citizens of Dlinois. 
remonstrating against the proposed increase of the tax upon beer. 
I move that the memorials lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of sundry manufacturers of 
Massachusetts, praying for a continuance of the Hawaiian re.i- 

aed treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
ations. 

He a!so presented memorials of the United Shoe Company and 
52 other manufacturing firms of Massachusetts; of P. S. Went- 
worth and 52 other citizens of Massachusetts, and of 101 citizens 
of Massachusetts, remonstrating against the enactment of lezis|a- 
tion intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage: 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. WELLINGTON presented the memorial of 8. B. Smith and 
52 other citizens of Maryland, remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of 
ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

‘ BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 2266) for the relief of Elijah 
M. Hart; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bili (S. 2267) removing the 
charge of desertion from the name of Pollard Anderson, of Bur- 
ney, Decatur County, Ind., who served as a private in Company 
H, Nineteenth Indiana Infantry Volunteers, and also as a private 
in Company B, Tenth Kansas Infantry Volunteers; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2268) granting a pension to Israc! 
P. Hill; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN. I introduce a bill and ask that it may be read at 
om and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Roads. 

The bill (S. 2269) to further regulategphe postal service of the 
United States, and for other purposes, was read the first time by 
its title and the second time at length, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That beginning with the fiscal year A. D. 1897, it shal! 
be the duty of the Postmaster-General to furnish all post-offices and subp »st 
offices in the United States with the necessary boxes, tables, chairs, and ot er 
furniture proper and convenient for the transaction of the business of such 
post-office or subpost-office, at the expense of the Government, and in doing 
so he is hereby authorized and directed to have appraised all such boxes 
tables, chairs, and other furniture now in use in said offices, respectively. ani 

ep the same, if in condition suitable for use, at a fair price, for con 
nued use. 


Mr. CAFFERY (by request) introduced the following bills; 
which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 2270) for the relief of the estate of Samuel N. White, 
deceased, late of West Feliciana Parish, La.; 

A bill (S. 2271) for the relief of Lemuel Tanner, of Lafourche 
Parish, La.; 

A bill (8. 2272) for the relief of the estate of F. O. Darly, late 
of Vermilion Parish, La.; 

A bill (S. 2273) for the relief of Mrs. E. R. Allen, of West Car- 
roll Parish, La.; 

A bill (8. 2274) for the relief of Belote Auguste Donato: 

A bill (S. 2275) for the relief of the estate of Jean Delille, late 
of Winn Parish, La.; 

A bill (8. 2276) for relief of heirs of Auguste Donato; 

A bill (S. 2277) for the relief of Mary C. Daigre, East Baton 
Rowe, La.; and 

A bill (S. 2278) for the relief of the estate of Hypolite Chretien, 
deceased, late of New Orleans, La. ; 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (8. 2279) to increase the pension of 
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Mary B. Morgan; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. | 
Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 2280) granting a pension to 
Andrew M. Callaham; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KENNEY introduced a bill (S. 2281) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of John R. Scaggs; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

rs. 
Or. LODGE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2282) for the re- 
tirement of Government employees in the classified civil service; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2283) granting a pension to Theo- 
phile A. Dauphin; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the general de- 
ficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

sed by hir. to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR. 


Mr. HALE. I present a notice proposing an amendment to 
Rule XXXIII, relating to the privileges of the floor of the Senate, 
which I ask may be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Notice is hereby given that the following amendment will be proposed to 
Rule XXXII of the Senate, relating to the privilege of the floor, to wit: In 
that clause of said rule which almits certain persons to the floor of the Senate 
while in session, relating to ex Senators and Senators-elect, after the word 
“ex-Senators,” to insert the following: 

“Whoare not interested in any claim or in the prosecution of the same, 
or directly in any bill pending before Congress.”’ 

The purpose of the proposed amendment is to prevent ex-Senators from 
enjoying the privileges of the floor of the Senate for the purpose of urging 
or opposing claims or bills in which they are employed as attorneys. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, it has always been a matter touch- 
ing the dignity and reputation of this body that ex-Senators, who 
are entitled to the privileges of the floor, should not use that priv- 
ilege for the purpose of advocating or opposing measures before 
the Senate, or, in other words, lobbying on the floor with members 
of the body. It has never been necessary until now to invoke any 
rule such as I have indicated, or any extension or limitation of the 
rule. The House of Representatives has had for years such arule 
as I — in the amendmént which I propose, and I have 
embodied its features substantially in the amendment which has 
been stated. 

It is a matter of satisfaction, as Senators know, to renew the 
acquaintance and association of those who have been members of 
this body; and such acquaintance and association have been a great 
charm in the life and in the intercourse of this body; but I do no! 
think that it is compatible with the self-respect and the dignity 
of this body that the privileges of the floor should be used for the 
sed. ro of urging or opposing the passage of measures before the 

nate by gentlemen who have been members of the body. If | 
there are none such, then the amendment will apply to no one, | 
and will do no harm, but I am afraid the time has come when 
such a rule is needed. 

I ask that the proposed amendment go over one day, in accord- 
ance with the provision of Rule XL. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I make a suggestion before the matter 
goes over? Iam not very much pleased at the direct pointing out 
of ex-Senators as being so employed. Suppose that, after defining 
the persons entitled to the privileges of the floor, the rule should 
provide that it shall be suspended as to any person who may be 
employed, ete, 

r. HALE. I do not propose in any exact form to settle how it 
shall be done, or, indeed, that it shall be done, but I think I have 
seen enough to justify me in calling the attention of the Senate to 
it. All I shall ask to-morrow—it must go over a day—is that it be 
referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. TELLER. Let that be done now. 

Mr. HALE. The provision of Rule XL is very specific that one 
day's notice must be given before any amendment to the rule 
shall be in order, and that the purpose of the amendment shall be 
stated in the notice. Under that rule it is clear that it must go 
over one ons d then I shall ask that it be referred. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator what has taken 
place recently to call for this proposed amendment? 

Mr. HALE. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido 


Thope the Senator will not ask me to particularize. 
particular individual, bat, if he will permit me, I will state that 








not desire to have the Senator point out any 
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in my judgment lobbying is not going on to any greater extent 
around the Senate Chamber at this moment than it has been for 
the last four years. 

Three years ago I introduced a bill and had it referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary making it a crime punishable by im- 
prisonment in the penitentiary for any man to come upon the 
Capitol Grounds for the purpose of plying the vocation of a lobby- 
ist. Lobbying was going onthen. At that time there was pend- 
ing before this body a measure known as the pooling bill and 
other measures that called forth lobbyists from all sections of the 
country. It could not have escaped the attention of the Senator 
from Maine that lobbying of that character was going on. W hy, 
not only amend the rule, but introduce a bill here and pass it mak 
ing it a crime for any human being that is compos mentis to come 
upon these grounds and importune Senators or Representatives 
respecting the discharge of their duties. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know that 1 would object to that. I am 
not seeking any such drastic measure. I have more in view the 
calling of the attention of the Senate to this subject than anything 
else. I do not say that [ would oppose such a measure as the Sen- 
ator suggests; or anything that will relieve us of the importunities 
of the lobby. I think it should be guarded. 

I may say, and I think I may say with some confidence that I 
will be borne out by Senators, that the intervention, the solicita- 
tion, and the importunities of the lobby, whether on this floor or 
elsewhere, are of no avail to the interests that they claim to rep- 
resent. The Senator himself knows that if a constituent of his 
has a measure here in which he is interested, the Senator will at- 
tend to it faithfully, early and late, and that that constituent is 
not in any way benofited, but is rather harmed, by the employ- 
ment of an attorney to represent his case. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to ask 
him a question? Will it not be found in practice very difficult 
to limit the character of the conversation of ex-Senators who come 
upon this floor? If they are inhibited from talking about current 
business, [ presume they will avoid it, but it seems to me that 
practically it will be rather difficult to limit the character of the 
conversation of an ex-Senator when he comes upon the floor, and 
in practice I fear that the rule will not be found very efficacious. 
The practice is no doubt reprehensible, but I fear that it can not 
be overcome by legis'ative methods. 

Mr. HALE. All that will be left to the Committee on Rules to 
consider. I do not know that they will think it advisable to re- 
port anything. but I think it must be offensive to all Senators to 
see those who have been members of the Senate bring their docket 
into this Chamber and seek to influence Senators upon subjects 
matter where they have been employed as attorneys. It ought 
not to be done. 

Mr. ALLEN. 


I have never seen anything of the kind myself. 
Mr. HALE. I do not know that that is so. 

Mr. ALLEN. It occurs to me that the proposed amendment is 
rather an imputation upon the integrity of all ex-Senators who 
desire to visit the Chamber and renew their acquaintance, and 


that it puts them in an attitude where they can not possibly, as a 


matter of self-respect, come back, however innocent their motives 
may be. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not think that ex-Senators should feel sensi- 
tive on that point. as I should not after leaving this body, if I 


| came here in a social way, or to discuss generally subjects of na- 


tional interest. I donot think we should either of us feel sensi 
tive if arule of this kind, that was not intended to apply to us and 
never would apply, was in the list of our rules. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why does not the Senator’s proposed amend- 
ment go further and strike at the root of this evil? We can not 
go out into one of these corridors at any time when the Senate is 
in session without running up against an army of lobbyists who 
are besieging Senators and Representatives upon different meas- 


ures, They inhabit these galleries as crows inhabit the tops of 
trees. They are here sending in cards and communications upon 


different subjects. Why not exclude the whole army of them, 
not only from the Capito! building but from the Capitol Grounds, 
except when they come here for legitimate purposes? 
Mr. HALE. I ask that my amendment shall go over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will lie 
Over. - 
COST OF PRODUCTION IN LEADING INDUSTRIES. 


Mr. CAFFERY. I submita resolution and ask unanimous con- 
sent for its present consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Commissioner of Labor be, and is he 
collect from official sources, or otherwise, if necessary, informati 
to the total cost and labor cost of production in fifteen the leading i 
tries common to this country. Great Britain, France, Belgit and 
and report the results of his inquiries to the Senate as soon after the meet 
ing of the second session of the Fifty-fifth Congr p it Provided, 
That the inquiries hereby authorized shail be carried on wader the 
appropriations made for the Department of Labor 


‘eby. directed to 


e383 as 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 
Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the resolution may go over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over, under 
the rule, 
EXPENDITURES OF CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 


Mr. GALLINGER, Isubmit a resolution for which I ask im- 
mediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Civil Service Commission is hereby directed to furnish 
the Senate a detailed account, by years, of the expenditures of said commis- 
sion from its organization tothe present time, each item of expenditure (such 
on traveling expenses, examinations, printing, etc.) to be separately 

Ou, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. GRAY. Let it go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over. 

Mr. GALLINGER. As I shall be absent from the Senate for 
three or four days, I ask that the resolution may lie on the table 
subject to my call, if that course is agreeable to the Senator from 
Delaware. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unless there is objection, that will 
be the order. The Chair hears none. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


Mr. WHITE. Some days ago I suggested and there was ordered 

rinted a report of the Committee on Finance in reference to the 

awaiian Islands matter. Since that time my attention has been 
called to a report made in the Forty-ninth Congress, first session, 
by Mr. MiIL1s, from the Committee on Ways and Means of the 
House of Representatives. The report is practically out of print, 
and as it is a matter of great importance, to be considered later 
on, I suggest that it be reprinted as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator to reprint the report of Mr. MILLs in the Forty-ninth 
Congress, from the Committee on Ways and Means of the House 
of Representatives, on the Hawaiian matter? 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. WHITE. In this connection,I desire to insert in the Rrc- 
ORD, from page 584 of the Consular Reports, the census of the 
Hawaiian Islands. Itis but athird of a page in length. I ask 
that it be printed as a part of my remarks. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


(Consular Reports, April, 1897.] 
CENSUS OF THE HAWATIAN ISLANDS. 


Consut-General Mills, of Honolulu, sends, under date of February 8, 1897, 
the official figures showing the result of the census of the Hawaiian Islands, 
which has just been compieted. The statement is as follows: 

The Hawaiians head the list with a total of 31.019. The Ja 
tion comes next, with the Chinesea close third. The offi 
pared at the census office, is: 


The Chair hears 


ese coloniza- 
table, as pre- 


Nationality. 


| Males. | Females! Total. 


French....... 
Norwegian 
Japanese 

South Sea Islanders 
Other nationalities 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PrupeEn, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 23d instant approved and signed the act (S. 2150) to amend 
an act entitled ‘“An act to provide for the entry of lands in Greer 
County, Okla., to give preference rights to settlers, and for other 
purposes,” approved January 18, 1897. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to have the attention of the Senator 
from Iowa. For the convenience. of those of us upon this side 


who are ee part in the debate on the tariff bill, we would jy. 
very much obliged to the Senator from lowa if he would indi 
the order in which the schedules that have been passed over w |) 
be taken up after we have finished the wool schedule. [; \.)| 
facilitate matters very much, and wewill then knowexactly w),.; 
to expect in the future, and prepare our papers and inforin.t,), 
accordingly. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the purpose of the committee hay, 
charge of the bill, as I understand it, to go on and complete +\,, 
wool and woolen schedule, then to take up the silk schedule, 4), 
then the tobacco schedule. When that has been done, al] tho 
schedules will have been passed over once. 

Mr. VEST. No; lead was passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lead is in Schedule C. 

Mr. VEST. I[know; but we have not taken it up. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a paragraph in the metal schedule and a 
paragraph in the chemical schedule. 

Mr. GRAY. It is a paragraph, and not a schedule, 

Mr. ALLISON. Severalparagraphs. After we shall have com. 
pleted these schedules it is our purpose to begin with the che: jc.) 
schedule and take up the paragraphs passed over and com)|oto 
that schedule, and then go on successively with the other sc}. 
ules, taking the passed-over schedules in their order. If this wij] 
suit the convenience of Senators ontheother side, that, I think. is 
the wisest and best way to deal with the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The first item passed over, as appears 
by the recent print of the committee, is in the first clance of tho 
bill, and is not a part of the chemical schedule, fixing the date at 
which the bill shall go into effect. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatisa mereformal matter. That of course 
will have to go over until after the whole bill is disposed o/ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then it is the intention of the Sena- 
tor not to take up that amendment until the last thing. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose, practically, the operative date wil] have 
to be settled by the conference committee. It can not well be 
settled in any other way. 

Mr. ALLISON. I havestated the purpose of the committee, 
I hope it will be satisfactory to Senators on the other side. 

Mr. SMITH. Lask the Senator in charge of the bill whether it 
will be convenient for him to take up the hide and leather sched- 
ule, which was passed over at my request, after we get through 
with the wool schedule? 

Mr. ALLISON. The paragraphs in relation to leather perhaps 
may be considered then, if it suits the convenience of Senators: 
but I think the best way after we haye completed this schedule 
is to go back and take up, in their order, the paragraphs passed 
over, and di of them as we go along. 

Mr. SMIT I make a special request on that point because I 
am interested in the schedule, and I shall be obliged to be absent 
for a few days. If it can be so arranged, I hope the Senator in 
charge of the bill will pursue that course. 

Mr. ALLISON, Iwill consult the Senator’s convenience later 
in the day. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The point made by the Senator froin 
Missouri is, I think, a correct one, that it is due to the Senate 
that we should know the order in which these matters are coming 
up. They ought not to be over irregularly without any 
sort of system. I think the Senator from Iowashould give notice 
to the Senate as to the order in which he intends to proceed. So 
far as I am concerned, I am perfectly willing for the convenience 
of any Senator that -_ item passed over may be taken up at any 
time. It is a matter of indifference to me, but I think the Senate 
ought to know. If it is the intention of the Senator from lowa 
to take up hides after the wool schedule and before we proceed 
with silk, the Senate ought to know it at the earliest moment, so 
that we can be ready, and if not, then the Senator should indi- 
cate at what time he will be willing to take it up. 

Mr. WHITE. I est to the Senator from Arkansas that 
there is a fact which = come to my notice which has re- 
lieved me from a great of solicitude, and I have no doubt 
that it will relieve the Senator when I read it to him. We «re 


assured yy very high authority that Congress is passing a law ():t 
will aes atthe ond toe best balanced tariff law ever 
enacted, I have had some doubt about this matter heretof re, 
but I now rest in 


Mr. ALLISON. I am glad the Senator from California is reas- 
sured. that t. 7 
before entering on a discus 


{ 


hh of the wool schedule under consideration, 
our friends on the other side appear to have 
trouble, 1 propose to make some general remarks upon the 


Mr. LLINGTON. AsT have no doubt what the Senator 's 
about to say will be of interest to the Senate, I suggest that \° 
speak so that he may be heard on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I shall attempt to elevate my voice so that 








1897. 





the Senator from Maryland can have a chance to hear some good 
Democratic doctrines. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Louisiana will 
proceed. ; “ : 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, the formative period of the 
basis on which, and the purpose for which, tariff taxes should be 
imposed was between the adoption of the Constitution and the 
revenue act of 1828. 

Gradually, by an evolution, resulting from the divergent views 
of government held by the followers of Jefferson and the follow- 
ers of Hamilton, the great principle of “ tariff for revenue only” 
and the — principle of “‘ tariff for protection” were formed 
and crystallized. cig 

Hamilton looked backward to the restrictive policy then pre- 
vailing in England. Jefferson looked forward to the application 
of the liberty-founded principles of the Republic of the United 
States. Hamilton was influenced by the smell of royalty which 
clung to his republican garments; Jefferson, by the awakened 
sense of er liberty and clearer perception of economic truth, 
obtained from the teachings of Adam Smith and the French econ- 
omists and our own Constitution. 

The immortal author of the declaration that ‘‘all men are born 
free” and of that other declaration that ‘‘equal rights are for all 
and special privileges for none” could not have been a protection- 
ist in the sense the term is now employed. 

Sir,arguing from general principles, the conclusion irresistibly 
flows that protection is restriction of natural right, and therefore 
undemocratic; that protection is paternalism, and therefore un- 
democratic; that protection is larcenous, and therefore undemo- 
cratic. 

The democratic theory of government may be traced to the 
Declaration of Independence and Magna Charta. 

Life, liberty, property, and the pursuit of happiness are the in- 
alienable right of men; liberty in all things, save when the pub- 
lic weal requires its restriction. Whoever advocates restriction 
must show its necessity. The burden of proof is on the protec- 
tionists to show that the freedom of contract is not necessary for 
the benefit of the social system. Primarily, the right toexchange 
with whosoever wishes to give another commodity for yours is 

rfect, free, and unrestricted. It flows from the right of the in- 
Mividual freeman to do as he chooses with his own, sell it where 
he can, for what he can, and with whomsoever he can, without 
burden or taxation on either or both parties to the exchange. 

Among the ancients trade was spoliation and war was slavery. 
To impoverish a nation by trade and to enslave its population by 
war was the ideal of excellence. The ideasurvived the fall of the 
greatest and last of ancient civilizations, and descended by achain 
of barbaric title to the nations of mediwval Europe. Exports 
were frequently prohibited and imports were always highly taxed, 
and as light trated the darkness of those ages the barbarisin 
of modified slavery lingered, and still lingers in the idea of spolia 
tion by one nation of another and by the classes of the masses. 
Just prior to the writings of Smith in England, and of Condillac 
in France, the then world, stimulated into intellectual activity by 


the Reformation and the rise of the school of economists, began to | 


throw off some of the shackles descended from ancient ignorance 
and greed, and the doctrine of free trade gained a foothold in the 
thinking world. This doctrine was then accompanied with thetw 1 


errors that all wealth emanated from the soil, and that exchance | 


was exactly equivalent, neither party making by it. 

But mankind is selfish, and the battle commenced in the eight- 
eenth century against protection is not yet finished, nor will it be 
until the intelligent masses of the world strike down the hand 


of governmental favor and privilege. To own human beings | 
has been a ae propensity of the race. To own a partof man’s 
labor is the last desperate effort of the selfish few against the toil- 


ing many. Humanity and enlightenment freed the slaves; hu- 
manity and enlightenment will free the toiling millions from 
tributes to the protected. 

The devil is never so dangerous as when he quotes Scripture. 


Protection is never so insidious as when preaching in behalf of 
its victims 


In law, what plea so tainted and corrupt but, being seasoned with a gra- 
cious voice, obscures the show of evil’ 
In what damned error but some sober brow will bless it and 


approve it with a text? 

And so the protectionist plunders humanity in the name of hn- 
manity, exacts alins in the name of charity, and beseeches aid in 
the name of the needy. Truth is always plain, error is always 
complex. When the proposition is laid down that protection 

not protect the masses, the answer is ready, ‘‘ Why, we give 
you a larger home market; we give better prices to our employees; 
we give ee to the baker, the butcher, the carpenter, and 
the mason; 80 everybody is benefited.” The poor fellow who 
is answered thus finds that his co-toiler in the same line of indus- 
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' the woolen manufacturer and the wheat 
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finds that toilers in 


quently more than he 


cording to the supply of laborers there: he 
industries not protected get as much and { 


does, and yet somehow he is half muddled by the specious argu 
ment of the oily factory owne1 , 

He knows that the duty on sugar or woolen goods makes him 
pay more for his sugar or his clothes: the duty . white vin 
more for hislumber; the duty on so hi und yet 
he is somehow puzzled about the matter. He finds a duty on 
wheat and cotton, and vet the price is not rai home: he 

| finds a duty on borax and hemp, and the price is raised at hom 
He finds a duty on nails and steel rai mad the price at hom 
higher than on the same article when shipped abroad and sold 
What he does know is that the sugar refiner and the soap mak 


and cotton cr 
not pay a farthing more for labor than they are compelled to. He 
finds trusts and pools controlling the price of things 
the consumer, and he commences to think, and he is now think 
ing, that the best way out of this perplexity is to place every tub 
on its own bottom, break up trusts and pools, and Jet every indus 


nes 


| try stand on its own merits. 


He hears the clamor of the mill owner and the mine owner that 
they must be protected. He concludes that they are and 
want somebody to help them. His argument commences with 
himself. Who is going to protect me? If the well-fed, prosper- 
ous, rich mine owner is in danger of being destroyed, why am not 
I? Am I weaker, less able to work, than the half-fed Russian, or 
the starved Italian, or the lazy peon, or the stolid German, or the 
ignorant Portuguese? All of them com: here. I hold my 
place at higher wages than they get. They get more than they 
did at home. He finds the same man, clamoring for protection 
against the world, ready to employ a foreigner at less wages than 
he gets, provided the foreigner can do the work he does. He finds 
free trade in labor, and he concludes free trade ought to go all 
around. He is right. 


weak 


over 


He finds, when the whole subject is reviewed by him, tha* the 
corn grower, the wheat crower, the cotton crower, the rail and 
nail manufacturer, the bicycle manufacturer, the cotton manu 


facturer, and a host of manufacturers and produce raisers are not 
only supplying the home market, but the markets of the world. 
He finds that the home price of these articles is the foreign price, 
less freight, insurance, and commissions, in all exports not cor 
trolled by a trust, and he finds trusts mostly where the duty on 
the competing foreign article is too high to allow it to come in, 
He does not find a trust in wheat, cotton, or corn, because the for 
eigner has no competing article and trusts are impossible. 

He finds that all the workers said to be included in the beneficent 
circle of protection—the carpenter, the blacksmith, the baker, the 
lawyer, the doctor, the merchant—get their pay according to their 
deserts, the demand for their services, and the supply of the human 


material. He finds the protective theory intricate and the applica- 


| tion a sham, a delusion, invented to make him pay a quota of his 
| hard-earned wages to swell the gains of the protected ‘* weakling 





He finds that the money levied out of his scant store does not go 
into the Treasury to ‘‘ pay the debts of the United States, promote 
the general welfare, and provide for the common defense,” but 
into the pockets of the *‘ weaklings.”’ 

He is sorry for the poor, sickly things that ride in splendid car 
riage:, give costly dinners, visit foreign shores, hobnob with no 
bility, come before the committees of Congress with piteous tal: 
of woe, infest the corridors of the Capitol, have paid lobbyists to 
lay siege to Seuators and Representatives, and make the air dole 
ful with their begging requests for more and more and melan- 
choly predictions of the untimely end of the benefactors of the 
race should largess and bounty, subsidy and tariff, be denied them. 
Yes, his honest soul melts with sympathy. ‘‘ Was ever so much 
disinterested humanity!” he thinks to himself. 

Truly the world is better! Human nature nobler and higher! 
Not for themselves do the weaklings make these efforts! Perish 
the thought that itis their own nests they are feathering! 

The weaklings have achieved their purpose. Their demands 
have been granted. Their salt, their lumber, their woolens, their 
cotton, their coal and iron, and their hemp have all been pro 
tected. The fat was fried in season, and the reward comes in due 
time. All things work together for good for fat friers and good 
protectionists. Of such is the kingdom of protection. 

But the poor fellow who has been holding this colloquy, think 
ing that the blessings to reach him by filtration from the weak- 
lings—the vicarious system of benefaction—will percolate down 
to him from the principle of tariff gravitation, hears nothing 
more of the promised blessings. But behold! the heathen Chinese, 


| or the fiery Jap, or the panper German, or the horrid Englishman 


will dump his goods over the tariff wall; or the foolish home cor 
sumers cease to buy from the weaklings because they can not; or 
the jingoes will disturb trade by war talk; or the silverite by in 


flation talk, and a cut of 10 per cent in the poor fellow’s wages is 


try in a neighboring State or district is getting more or less, ac- | made. 
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He looks at his good wife, wearied by household cares; his bloom- 
ing daughter, so close to his heart and hopes, deprived of the means 
to make a good appearance in society; his son, just ready to gain 
the education now denied to him, and his soul and brain rise in 
revolt against a system which has ever kept, and ever will keep, 
the word of promise to the ear, but break it to the hope. 

Out of the curse denounced against the transgression of our first 
pense has come all the blessings of civilization. Human sweat, 
1uman toil, have built up the vast structure of modern advance- 
ment. Human brain and human muscle have transformed the 
Western Hemisphere into the most peaceful, the most enlightened, 
and the wr abode for the toiling millions in its borders that 
Providence has ever given to man. 

But the Old Adam lingers in the human breast. Centuries of 
labor will make it none the less a pain to labor, and the ordinary 
man is always altruistic when it comes to making his brother man 
do his work for him. In this happy land the grip of the law makes 
the poor pay tribute to the rich. Says the greatest economist that 
this century has produced (I quote from Frederick Bastiat): 

Self-preservation and development ar: the common aspiration of all men, in 
such a way that if everyone enjoyed the free exercise of his faculties and the 
free distribution of the fruit of his labor, social = would be incessant, 
uninterrupted, inevitable. But there is another disposition which is com- 
mon'to them, This is to live and develop at the expense of another. This is 
no rash imputation, emanatidg from a gloomy, uncharitable spirit. History 
bears witness to the truth of it by the incessant wars, migration of races, 
the universality of slavery, sacerdotal oppressions, the frauds in trade, and 
the monopolies with which its annalsabound. This unfortunate disposition 
has its origin in the very constitution of man—in that primitive and univer- 
sal and invincible sentiment which urges it toward its well-being and makes 
it seek to escape pain. Man can only maintain life and obtain enjoyments 
from a perpetual search and appropriation; that is, froma perpetual appli- 
cation of his faculties Sooke or fromlabor. This isthe origin of property. 

But yet he may live and enjoy by seizing and appropriating the produc- 
tions of his fellow-men. This is the origin of plunder. 

Now, labor, being in itself a pain, a man being naturally inclined to avoid 
pain, it follows, and history proves it, that wherever plunder is less burden- 
some than labor, it prevails; and neither religion nor morality can prevent 
it, in this case, from prevailing. * * * It is the nature of man to rise 
against the injustice ot which he is the victim. When, therefore, plunder is 
organized by law, for the benefit of those who profit by it, all plundered 
classes tend, either by peaceful or revolutionary means, to enter in some 
way into the business of manufacturing laws. 

hese classes, according to the degree of enlightenment at which they 
have arrived, may propose to themselves two very different ends. When 
they thus attempt the attainment of their political rights, either they may 
wish to put an end to lawful plunder, or they may desire to take part in it 
Woe to the nation when the latter thought prevails among the masses at the 
moment whep they, in turn, seize upon the legislative power. 


This long quotation, Mr. President, is justified by its application 
tothe present condition of our country. From legislation in favor 
of special classes, the idea is fast gaining ground that legislation 
must be in favor of all classes. From the perversion of law, 
whereby a few favored individuals are made prosperous, the whole 
mass is seeking a, from legislation. 

From paternalisin for a few, paternalism is sought by the many. 
The transition from McKinleyism to Debsism is easy. The impo- 
sition of indirect taxes to make manufacturers rich justifies the 
imposition of direct taxes to make the farmer rich. The proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] to —_ an export 
bounty on corn and wheat and oats is more logical and more jus- 
tifiable than a bounty on imported sugar for the benefit of the 
greedy sugar trust. 

A bounty for the man who has, from the foundation of the 
Government, been bled for the weaklings, is a just retribution on 
those who have fattened on his substance and fed from his table. 

Governments were never instituted among men to make them 
rich. The province of government is limited to ‘“ protecting” 
each individual in his lifeand property. The province of govern- 
ment is to allow full play to individual energy and to protect indi- 
viduals in all their gains and acquisitions. Governments were 
never instituted to restrain or hamper or embarrass individuals 
in any of their natural rights. Rather, Mr. President, to preserve, 

rotect, and defend all natural rights. These rights existed be- 
ore governments; and will survive their fall, if such a calamity 
should befall the race. 

And now, sir, we are confronted with the condition that Bastiat 
deplored. Instead of putting an end to the plunder of the masses 
by the classes, the masses are keen to try their hand at the plun- 
dering. Then, sir, let universal plunder come! Then the revela- 
tion will follow that everybody will plunder everybody else, and 
the whole wretched system of spoliation will fall to pieces, Then 
the great money-making machine called government will be found 
empty handed and bankrupt; then the secret wil! be ae dis- 
closed that the toilers are the bottom rounds of the ladder up 
which the fat friers and the fat friees have mounted to opulence 
and wealth. 

When the Pilgrim and the Cavalier landed on the shores of the 
Western Hemisphere to attack and to conquer the obstacles of 
nature and to wrench wealth from her bosom, they did not dream 
of governmental help or aid. Strong, sturdy, and self-reliant, 
they toiled and they prospered. They were full of the spirit of 
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liberty and individual independence. They knew that socj... 
was made to protect natural rights and not to foster indiyj.),, | 
interests. They knew that men followed those callings an. 
sued those industries which their talents and their surroun,) 
indicated as profitable. They pleaded no baby act. There \ 
voice crying in the wilderness for aid, for help, for perm: 
under the law to deprive any hardy inhabitant of a part «: 
gains to bestow upon some other. 

No, sir; one of the causesassigned by the author of the imo): ,) 
Declaration of Independence for separation from the mothe; 
try was the tyranny of George ITI, ‘‘ for cutting off our tra: 
all parts of the world.” And long before, at Runnymede, t 
cestors of the hardy pioneers of England, of Virginia, of N 
and South Carolina, of Georgia, of New York, of New Jersey...) 
Pennsylvania wrung from reluctant John the concessions ¢ >), 
tained in the forerunner of our Declaration of Independen « 
great Magna Charta of England—that “all merchants may «:: 
and without molestation depart from England and come t« |), 
land, as well by land as by water, to buy and to sell, free fro.) «1! 
evil duties, in accord with our ancient and just usages.” 

Sir, the popents: has been boldly stated that Washinet,), 
and Hamilton, and Clay, and Jackson, and Madison were },,,- 
tectionists—such protectionists as we have to-day. I deny t}).t 
the protection of to-day was ever advocated by any of the fat) rs. 
and I deny that it ever took form and shape until the act of 1s\\) 
The modern doctrine is not to encourage new industries, but to 
intrench and casemate the old ones; not to protect the infant. 
but to fatten the giant; not to help the weak, but to aid the 
strong. Sir, it is literally “to take from him that hath not ay 
give to him that hath.” Letus go, sir, tothe great father, Wash 
ington, who, in his letter to Lafayette in 1796, wrote as follows: 


As a member of an infant empire, as a peseairerit by character and, if 


I may be allowed the expression, as a citizen of the great republic at !a: re 


I can not avoid reflecting with pleasure on the probable influence that o..1 
merce may hereafter have on human manners and society in genera! ()), 
these occasions I consider how mankind may be connected like one great 
family in fraternal ties. I indulge a fond, perhaps an enthusiastic, ides t 

as the world is evidently much less barbarous than it has been, its melicra 
tion must be p ive; that nations are ming more and more human 
ized in their policy, and in fine that the period is not very remote when the 
benefits of a liberal and free commerce will pretty generally succeed ty tho 
devastations and horrors of war. 


This does not sound like Chinese-wall principles. It hasthering 
of freetrade. The great founder of the nation could not have en 
tertained the narrow views, born of broad greed, that character- 
izes this bill. He poured forth his soul in this communication to 
him whom he loved; that chivalric, peerless, unselfish son of 
France, whose noble spirit drew kindred spirits to him as the may- 
net draws the needle. Washington was a free trader. 

What says Jefferson, the philosopher and statesman, the founder 
of Democracy, the author of the democratic creed of government, 
the great apostle of individual liberty and natural rights. the ox- 
ponent of the widest liberties of the citizen consistent with the 
great powers of a republican government. While Vice-)resi- 
dent, in a letter to Elbridge Gerry, he said: 

In confutation of these and all future calumnies, by way of antici}! 
shall make to you a profession of my political faith, in confidenc® tla 
will consider every future apes on on me of a contrary comp): x 


bearing on its front the work of falsehood and calumny. * * * [| w 
free commerce with all nations. 


After the tariff of 1824, he wrote to Governor Giles, Decem) wr 
26, 1825: 


Under power to regulate commerce they assume indefinitely that (power) 
over agriculture and manufactures, and call it regulation to take the « 
ings of one of these branches of industry, and that, too, the most dep: 
and put them in the pockets of the other, the most flourishing of all 


Is it ible, sir, that protection run mad can, in the face of 
these declarations, class Washington and Jefferson as modern 
protectionists? 

What was Hamilton’s position? He was an advocate for cen- 
tralism and prerogative, but not a protectionist of to-day. In lis 
report on manufactures in 1791 he says: 


If the system of perfect liberty to industry and commerce were the }re- 
vailing systems of the nations, it will not be affirmed that they might not 
a with very few exceptions, to serve as a rule of national conti 

one nation were in a condition to supply manufactured articles on | t' 
terms than another, that other might find an abundant indemnification |: 
superior capacity to. furnish the produce of the soil. And a free exchans 
mutually beneficial, of the commodities which each was able to suj))! 
the bes on between them, supporting, in full vigor, 


’ 


t terms, might be 
the industry of . : 

The continuance of bounties on manufactures long established us 
almost mere be a questionable policy, because a presumption would ar: 
in every such case that there were na and rent impediments to suc- 
cess. 

The exemption of the materials of manufactures from duty. The policy of 
that exemption as ae rule, particularly in reference to new esta))lish) 
ments, is obvious. can hardly ever be advisable to add the obstruction“! 
fiscal burdens to the difficulties which naturally embarrass a new manuta’ 
ture; and whe re it is matured and in condition to become an object of rev’ 
nue, it is, generally speaking, better that the fabric than the material shvuld 
be subject to taxation. 
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on 


It appears that Hamilton would have been an out-and-out free 
trader could he have disabused his mind of the idea that all must 
be free traders in order that the system should work. This was 
an error which his powe-ful intellect wou!d have soon discarded. 
Whatever embarrasses or impedes free exchange hurts both par- 
ties to it. Trade is the exc hange of product for product, or prod- 
uct for services, or services for services, Now, if an Englishman 
exports a commodity to America, he is met by a heavy import duty. 
He pays the duty and adds it to the price of the commodity. 1 he 
consumer in America, who, in order to buy, must sell! some of his 
produce or render some service, is handicapped precisely to the 
extent of the duty. This duty causes him to sell more produce 
and to render more service than he otherwise would. This hurts 
the American. The Englishman is hurt by the diminished ex- 
changeable or purchasing power of the American consumer. 

But in balancing the losses the American is hart the most, for 
the Englishman may not only sell somewhere else, but at most he 
is only deprived of a gain which may or may not be large; but the 
American is subjected to a positive and irretrievable loss. It is 
evident that Hamilton had not outgrown the mercantile idea of 
trade, which meant to sell everything and buy nothing; to ruin 
your cotrader to your benefit. This doctrine is repugnant to sound 
economy and to the wise dispensation of Providence, whereby 
men are incited toexchange what each offers to the other, cheaper 
than either can produce. If they could each produce his cotrader’s 
commodity as cheaply as he, there would be no exchange. If 
exchange were not eyually beneficial, none would take place. 

But what have our friends, the protectionists, to say of Haiil- 
ton’s views about raw materials? Can the lumber, salt, hides, 
borax, chemicals, cotton, iron, and coal taxers say that Hamilton 
favored such taxes? 

Mr. President, recklessness of assertion must stand rebuke 
before the utterances of this prophet of the creed of protection 
Were Hamilton alive, and the wool and hides and lumber anid s1lt 
interests were to ask him to help strangle our manufacturing in- 
terests and pile = a mountain of tariff, all to come out of the 
consumer, he would scorn the name of protectionist, and would 
rally to the Democratic bugle call of ‘‘ tariff for revenue only,” or 
further still, for unlimited free trade. His powerful mind and 
masterful patriotism would sweep away the barriers of protec- 
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tion, so that the articles and commodities hampered by them | 
once would feel their strangling and deadening hand no more, | 


forever! 

And Old Hickory! what of him? In one of his messages he 
expressly declared that he was in favor of protection only on ar- 
ticles needed in war. He said as follows: 


It is certainly our duty to diminish as far as we can the burdens of taxa 
tion and to regard all restrictions which are imposed on the trade and navi 
gation of our citizens as evils which we shall mitigate whenever we are not 
srevented by the adverse legislation and policy of foreign nations or those 

uties which the defense and independence of our country enjoin upon us 

* © Those who take an enlarged view of the condition of our country 
must be satisfied that the policy of protection must ultimately be limited to 
those articles of domestic manufacture which are indispensable in time of 
war. Within this scope, on a reasonable scale, it is recommended by every 
consideration of patriotism and duty, which will doubtless always secure it 
liberal support. But beyond this we have seen the operation of the system 
productive of discontent. 


And Madison is paraded as a protectionist. Listen to him: 


In the first place, I own myself the friend toa very free system of com 
merce, and hold it asa trnth that commercial shacklesare generally unjust, 
oppressive, and impolitic; it is also a truth that if industry and labor are 
left to take their own course, they would generally be directed to those 
objects which are the most productive. and this in a more certain and direct 
manner than the wisdom of a most enlightened legislature could point out 
Nor do I think that the national interest is more promoted by such obstruc 
tion than the interest of individuals would be promoted by legislative intor 
ference directing the particular application of industry. * * * Thecase is 
the same between the exercise of arts and agriculture, between the vity and 
the — and between the city and the town, each capable of making par 
ticular articles in abundance to supply the other; thus all are benefited by 
the exchange, and the less this exchange is cramped by the Government the 
greater the proportion of the benefit to each. The same argument holds 
good between nation and nation, and between parts of the same nation. 


Why, Mr. President, Madison was a free trader! 


I come now to the author of the American system, who is quoted | 


as sanctioning the late monstrosity of tariff legislation. 
to Henry Clay: 


Listen 


At present I would only say that I, too, am a friend to free trade, but it 
must free trade of perfect reciprocity. * * * Now, give ustime and 
cease all fluctuations and tations for nine years, and the manufacturers in 


every branch will sustain themselves against foreign competition. 


Clay believed in encouraging infant industries, but he gave his 
infants nine to put off the baby garments and wear trousers. 
He never believed in taxing raw materials. A modern protection- 
ist would call him a free trader. 

But there a about that time a giant in intellect, a con- 
pass! Sua y. When Mr. Clay was urging the claims of the 
infants, 1 to the great Webster, who stood forth for the yeo- 
manry of the land, and spake as man rarely ever spake: 


And allow me, sir, in the first place, to state my regret, if indeed I ought 
not to express a warmer sentiment, at the names or designations which 


| into manufacturing, and he had to go with them. 


Speak 


Mr. Clay 








has seen fit t lopt for th irp describing the 
advocates and the opposers of t! r t bil I La he says, | 
t I ri i \r . ‘ t 1 po 
’ an m \ Ir. Spea 
© caves? : Ts ; 
of de n } Dow l 
nm 1 thi ‘ her 1 t} st \ ) 
p eu r measu \ 
us ‘an n 
I a iply that there isa »>Am 
can inte! sos in c 3 op l 
is to | ted and rey 2s 1 
: l T 1i@s Whi l , ’ 
cere a Zea ny r ! | 
lnott rv se 
W ma ly any d I 
putatio upon otl } ‘ it 
of such terms by « ! wa » will of tl wl 
made to produee a fi r t 
Indeed, sir, it isa little as ist if it seemed « t Mr. 8 ! 
for the purpose of distinction, t ste use of the tert Ar 
and “foreign policy,” that he sh 10t have applied t nama rpre 
cirely the reverse of that in which he has in fact used them. If na ire 
thonght ne ssary it would be well enough, one would think, tha he name 
should be in some measure descriptive of the thing: and K Mr. Speak 
denomi sthe policy which het ends ‘‘a new policy in thiscountry 
sinc» he speaks of the present measure as a new era in our legislation, since 
he professes to invite us to depart from our accustomed course, to instruct 
ourselves by the wisdom of others, and to adopt the policy of the most d 
tinguished foreign states, one is a little curious to know with what propriety 
of speech this imitation of other nations is denominated an “American 
policy,” while, on the contrary,a preference for our own established sys 
tem, as it now actually exists and always has existed, i alied a * foreigr 
p ] iy 
This favorite American policy is what America has never tried, and this 
odious foreign policy is what as we are told, foreign states have never pur 
sucd. Sir, that is the truest American policy which shall most usefully 
employ American capital and American labor and best sustain the whole 











population. With me it isa fundamental axiom, it is interwoven with all 
my opinions, that the great interests of the country are united and insepara 
ble; that agriculture, commerce, and manufactures will prosper together or 


languish together. and that all ition is dangerous which proposes to 
benefit one of these without looking to consequences which may fall on the 


others * 

Protection, whea carrie to the P int which is now recommended, that is, 
to entire prohibition. seems to me destructive of all commercial intercourse 
betw een nations. Weareurged toadopt thesystem upo ‘neral principles; 


if 
and what would be the consequence of the universal application of such a 


general principle but that the nations would abstain entirely trom all inte 
course with one another? Ido not admit the general principle; on the con 
trary, | think freedom of trade to be the general principle and restriction 
the exception. And it is for every state, taking into view its own condition 
to judge of the propriety in any case of making an exception, constantly 


preferring, as I think all wise governments 


will, not to depart with 
reason from the general rule 


uturgent 

Webster was a free trader. The reason that he gave for chang- 
ing to protection, such limited protection as it was, was that his 
people had been induced to quit commerce by high tariff and go 
But 
repudiated the reasoning in the speech quoted from. 
mind could not lower itself to stultitication. The reasoning will 
ever remain as the legacy of a great man to posterity. The apos- 
tasy will stand as a memorial of the power of local interest to 
cause a great soul to humiliate itself. Thus. Mr. President, was 
the free-trade *‘ falcon, towering in his pride of place,” by the 
mousing owl of protection **hawked at and killed.” 

When Webster advocated free trade in the House, Calhoun was 
just commencing to see his way clear to the true Democratic doc- 
trine, which he ever afterwards advocated. But it is futile tocall 
the acts of 1792 and 1816 protection acts. The rates were low 
from about 5 per cent in 1792 to about 20 per cent in 18i6. The 
duties were levied for revenue, and although the manufacturing 
interests had been asking for protection, they received none of any 


he never 
His great 


| consequence until 1828. 


Professor Taussig says: 


Much has been said in the course of the protective controversy about the 
views of the fathers of the Republic. But for nearly twe “3 af he 
formation of the Union other subjects so absorbed the n of public 
men that no distinct opinion appears in their utterances for or against p 
tective duties. Considering the state of economic knowledge in th lays 
the example set by European countries, and the application t ‘ ial 
system be‘ore the days of independence. we can not | rp d thet some 
disposition was shown to impose protective duties. It is curious that in the 
first session of Congress these were advocated most earnestly by the repre 
sentatives from Pennsylvania, who took their stand from the first as ur 
flinching advocates of a protective policy. On the other hand, the current 
toward more liberal views, which had set in so strongly after the writings of 
the French economists and the publication of the Wealth of Nat had 


made its way to the United States. 


One might expect to find its influence most strong among the followers of 
Jefferson, whose political philosophy led them in general to oppose G rn 
mentinterference. But both Federalistsand Republicans were influenced in 
their attitude to the question of protection, most of all by its bearing on the 


uestions on which parties bezan to be divided 

ual growth of a protective feeling appeared before the 

close of the war. It was natural that the patriotic fervor which the events 
of the period of restriction and war call J out for the first time in our hi 

| tory should bring with it a disposition to encourage the production at h 
of a number of manufactured articles, of which the sudden interruption in 
the foreign supply caused great inconvenience. * * 

For some time after the close of the war and the enactment of the 


other more prominent 7 
Some signs of the grac 


mo 


tariff of 


| 1816 there was no pressure for a more vigorous application of protective 
| principles. The general expectation was that the country would fall back 
| into much the same state of things as that which had existed before 1808; that 


r. | agriculture and commerce would again be as profitable as during the previous 
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period, and would as exclusively be the occupation of the people. Such an ex- 
ctation could not in the nature of things be entirely fulfilled, but for a time 

t was encouraged by several accidental circumstances. The harvests in 
Europe for several seasons were bad and caused astronger demand and higher 
rice for the staple food products. The demand for cotton was large and the 
price high. Most important of all, the currency was in a state of complete 
isarrangement and concealed and supported an unsound economic condition. 

Under cover of the excessive issues of practically irredeemabie bank notes, 
the prices of all commodities were high, as were the general rates of wages 
and rents. The price of breadstuffs and provisions, the staples of the North, 
and of cotton and tobacco, the staples of the South, were high, not only abso- 
lutely, but relatively, and encouraged continued large production of these 
articles. The prices of most manufactured goods were comparatively low. 
After the war the imports of these from England were heavy. The long pent- 
up stream of merchandise from England may be said to have flooded the 
world at the close of the Napoleonic wars. 

In this country, as in others, imports were carried beyond the capacity 
for consumption, and the price fell much below the normal rates. The 
strain of this oversupply and fall of prices bore hard on the domestic manu- 
facturers, especially on those who had begun and carried on operations dur- 
ing the restrictive period, and many of them were compelled to cease produc- 
tion and abandon their works. 

This abnormal period, which had its counterpart of feverish excitement 
and speculation in Europe, came to an end in 1818-19. The civilized world 
then settled down to recover slowly from the effects of a generation of war 
and destruction. In the United States the currency bubble was pricked in 
the latter part of 1818. 

The country was practically on a free-trade basis up to the war 
of 1812. Prior to that our exports of breadstuffs to Europe to feed 
the armies contending for the mastery of the world made us pros- 
perous, agriculturally and Se The embargo and war 
of 1812 dried up this prosperity. People turned to Government, 
as they always do in time of depression, for aid, and the poison of 
governmental interference in affairs lying outside of its functions 
was gradually injected into the blood of ourindustries. Thestrug- 
gle of manufacturers to get a part of the earnings of the balance 
of the community culminated in their triumph in 1828. From 
that period the protective principle languished and finally died in 
1846, 

From 1846 until the war the Democratic principle of tariff for 
revenue only prevailed. The Whigs were thoroughly vanquished. 
The nation accepted Democracy, and the testimony of men and 
figures is that from 1846 to 1861 the country went forward in 
ao with leaps and bounds. Mr. Blaine says in his book, 

wenty Years in Congress, that the country had accepted the 
principle of Democratic tariff taxation. In 1840, 1844, 1848, 1852, 
and 1856 Democratic platforms rung out clearly the doctrine that 
the trend of Democracy was toward free trade. 

No halting ground, no equivocal or partial utterances, no limi- 
tations whatever, but the bold declaration was written in the 
platform of 1848 that the country was to be congratulated—on 
what, sir? On a tariff for revenue only? No, sir! ‘On the ful- 
fillment of the hopes of the Democracy of the Union in the noble 
impulse given to the cause of free trade by the repeal of the tariff 
of 1842 and the creation of the more equal, honest, and protect- 
ive tariff of 1846.” ; 

In 1852 the platform announced that ‘‘the time had come for 
the people of the United States to declare themselves in favor of 
free seas and progressive free trade throughout the world.” 

In other words, sir, the Democracy of that day advocated the 
doctrine of free trade pure and simple; but it must be a progress- 
ive free trade, not a sudden, instantaneous free trade, but arrived 
at by due progress and due regard to existing conditions. They 
progressed rapidly, and in 1857 lowered the rates generally from 30 
per cent to 24 per cent, and, as the Senator from Texas [| Mr. MILs] 
stated in his speech delivered on the 12th instant, placed a large 
number of articles on the free list. 

Again came war. Debts were incurred. The nation was 
strained to the uttermost. War rouses patriotism to its highest 
pitch; it develops the lowest and meanest traits of humanity. It 
causes the patriot to peril his life and his property for his country; 
it stimulates human vampires to suck their fellows’ blood. 

War came, and with it came the cry for power to plunder. The 
Democratic organization was gone. .A new party, flushed with 
victory, based on the absorbing principle of human freedom, cared 
little for tariffs except to get the sinews of war. The greedy, the 
unscrupulous, invaded the Capitol, and gradually, remorselessly, 
from the germ of the infant-industry idea, has been developed the 
Colossus of protection. ; : ; 

Sir, we hear Senators on this floor belonging to the Democratic 
party stating four propositions: be 

First. The doctrine of free raw material is not Democratic. 

Second. That if one article is dutied, all ought to be. ; 

Third. That if protection is going the rounds, Democrats might 
as well get the benefit of it by asking to be protected in home in- 
dustries. 

Fourth. That there is no principle involved in a tariff bill, but 
it is a mere question of schedules. 4 

The first proposition may be answered by the declaration of the 
platform of 1892 declaring expressly for tariff for revenue only, 
the declaration of every —— from 1846 to 1892 declaring that 
the hopes and views of the party were for freetrade. But casting 
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aside precedent, we have the proposition that, conceding tha; ;; ; 
wrong to protect manufacturers, and manufacturers are »,,. - 
theless protected, it is right to protect or to tax the raw mate; .). 
used by them. iia 

This proposition is doubly fallacious; fallacious from « } a} 
standpoint and fallacious from a revenue standpoint. |; j, ..). 
mitted that protection to manufactures is wrong. If this |). .., 
it is a further wrong to inflict another unjustifiable tax ype), ¢)¢ 
people. Can one wrong be remedied by perpetrating ano:)..: 

‘an Democrats go before the country and complain of th. ¢.., 
tions placed on the citizen by law, and then add to those exc: 
by further legislation? 

It is fallacious from another standpoint. We want an exo 
trade to give room for additional employment to our peop) ay. 
larger development to our industries. Conceding that the ta. on 
manufactures is wrong, and legislation can not be procured to 
remove it at once, why cripple the manufacturer with such yates 
as will raise the home price so high as to be more burdensoine o, 
the people and prevent him from competing with foreigners jy 
the outside markets? No enlightened nation on the globe taxes 
raw material used in manufactures. If revenue is sought, why 
seek it through a channel that cripples the manufacturing jn- 
a prevents expansion, and denies labor an opportunity to 
work? F 

If revenue is wanted and not protection by a tax on manufac- 
tured articles, is it not absurd to tax the raw materials out of 
which they aremade? Either the raw materials must be imported 
or they are produced at home. In the first case a compensating 
duty is necessary or you discriminate against the mannlacturer 
by the amount of the duty on the raw material, and in the second 
the duty is useless. 

A Democrat ought not to sustain a tax on raw material. If on 
the ground of protection, he violates his party creed; if for reve- 
nue, he doubles the tax on the people. The true theory is to tax 
neither the competing foreign manufactured article nor the raw 
material of the home manufacture. But if the selection is to be 
made for revenue purposes between a tax on the raw material 
of the home manufacturer and the competing foreign article, 
clearly the latter is to be taken. If the raw material is taxed, you 
must place an equivalent duty on the finished product or you un- 
justly discriminate against the home manufacturer. 

If both the raw material and the finished product are taxed, and 
the principle is carried out all along the line, the burdens on the 
people are doubled, and in the name of revenue a wall of protec- 
tion is built up around the country. 

If the object is to bottle up the industries of the United States 
in our own borders, a tax on raw materials, added to a compen- 
sating duty, accomplishes it. Placing a duty on raw matrrials 
handicaps our manufacturers in foreign markets, even when a 
compensating duty is levied. 

To recoup he must add the duty on the raw material to the 
selling price of the manufactured article. This he can not do in 
a foreign market, against a foreign competitor who has free raw 
materials. You place him on an equality with the foreigner in 
the home market by a compensating duty, and you destroy him 
in the foreign market. You invite competition at home, and you 
destroy his chance of ae abroad, 

The propositions that duties must be levied all along the line; 
that if plundering is the order of the day we must join the gang; 
that no principle is involved in the tariff issue, but it is a mere 
question of arranging schedules, would seem to berefuted by their 
statement. 23 

Sir, precedent and principle alike refute these propositions. 
Veteran Democrats who were born and will die with true Demo- 
cratic faith in their minds and hearts repudiate them. 

They look u them as an attempt to crucify their creed. And 
like the Christian who embraces the image of his crucified Sayiour 
as the last hour of mortality approaches, so will they embrace and 
cling to, with a love and fervor and faith which no sophistry can 
destroy and no temptation betray, the ancient doctrine of tariff 
for revenue only as the nearest approach to that free trade hope! 
for by the Democrats of old. % 

Sir, is it possible that we denounce plunder only to join the 
ae that we point to the straight and honest path of 

mocratic duty and then tread the primrose path of Republican 
wickedness; that we abhor the sin and join the sinners? 

Democracy may be wrong in political economy, but Democrs's 
can not do conscious wrong in matters of public and private Mo- 
rality. Men have been burnt at the stake for conscience’ sake. |t 
is not a question, so far as individual action is concerned. of the 
verity of our political creed. The question to govern our con 
duct as citizens and individuals and members of a political organ- 
ization is whether we conscientiously believe that protection 
leads to legal ro . If we do—and I know I do—then under 
no circumstances will I, by my vote, rob one of my fellow-“t- 
zens, 
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Sir, not only is “ tariff for revenue only ” a Democratic tenet of 
the first magnitude, but it is grounded in human nature as deep 
as is the Decalogue. : : . ase 

Democratic doctrine, as contained in tariff policy, is that a man’s 

roperty is his own; that while it is necessary to contribute a part 
of his gains to support the contrivance of government, in com- 
pensation for the protection it affords him in his person and P- 
erty, and pursuits, anything beyond thatis extortion and robbery. 
That doctrine is, that under the specious guise of protection the 
substance of the masses is taken an‘ handed over to the classes, 

Is not the robbery effected by arrangement of schedules? When 
the woolen schedule places 90 per cent on the wearer of a hat or a 
coat more than he should pay, and when more than half of this 
amount goes to the woolgrower and the woolen manufacturer, 
is it not a robbery? 

When a poor man has to pay 50 to 110 per cent on the pane of 
glass in his humble windows, and all of it goes to the glass 
maker, is it not a robbery? 3 : 

When a poor woman, (iod fearing, righteous, and industrious, 
wishes to adorn her cottage with a damask tablecloth and has to 
pay 90 per cent more than she would, and none of it goes to the 
Government, is it not robbery? 

If, sir, the great and glorious principle that no man is of right 
bound to pay tribute to another is taken from Democracy, then 
Democracy is and has been a sham—an empty sound without sig- 
nificance or substance. 

It is the essential principle of liberty. 

It will survive parties and platforms. 

It is engraved in the minds of freemen all over the world. It 
will survive when the Capitolitself isin ruins. It will be in the 
future, as in the past, the beacon of light to guide the path of 
patriots to honest government. 

It will some time in the near future, I hope, be firmly installed 
as the prevailing governmental policy—the only policy that will 
give scope to enterprise, health to industry, employment to labor, 
contentment to the masses, and stability to our institutions. 

Sir, I have dwelt thus long on the elementary principles of our 
creed because their truth has been questioned and their applica- 
tion denied. 

Every Senator follows the dictates of his judgment and con- 
science. I surely will follow mine. I believe I am under the 
drippings of the sanctuary. I have sat in vain at the feet of the 
prophets of our faith, if 1 now err. 

lt has been char; that the panics of 1837, 1857, and 1873 were 
caused by low tariffs. Presidents Polk and Buchanan are quoted 
as stating that prosperous times existed under high tariffs and 

nics ensued immediately on the adoption of low tariffs. Mr. 

dent, we have had panics under low tariffs, and we have like- 
wise had them under high tariffs. But we had unexampled pros- 
perity under the Walker tariff of 1846, the lowest since 1792, up 
to the panic of 1857. We had prosperity up to 1837 under the 
lower tariff, commencing in 1833. But what of the panic in 1893? 

Sir, tariffs have not much to do with commercial crises. ‘They 
come from causes lying in tradeconditions. It is true that agita- 
tion of the question as to whether duty shall be kept high or low 
affects trade. If the proposed rates are lower than the prevailing 
ones, importations will be withheld, in order to come in under the 
lower rates. If the proposed rates are higher, importations will 
be rushed in to evade high duties. It may be successfully argued 
on general ples that high duties, preventing importations, 
which will eventually curtail and destroy exportation, as we must 
sell in order to buy, incite panics more than low duties. 

A ysis of trade is entirely distinct from overtrading. Over- 
trading, speculation, is the potent cause of panics. Values are 
boomed, enterprise is overstimulated, the drafts of the present on 
the future are too heavy, and when the day of liquidation comes, 
8 collapse ensues; bankruptcy and ruin are the results. 

The panics of the past have been largely caused by inflation of 
the currency. That of 1893 had its birth in the fear of repudia- 
tion and no connection with the high tariff of 1890. 

But, sir, we have an authority on this subject which can not be 
disputed. 

I quote from the Hon. Hugh McCulloch, Secretary of the Treas- 

under three Administrations, and a financier of acknowledged 
ability. He says: 


Of the reverses of 1837, I made the following remarks in my topart as Sec- 

of the Treasury in 1865: ‘ The t expansion of 1835 and 1836, ending 
terrible financial —— of 1837, from the effects of which the coun- 
for years, he 





its with the State banks, and swelled by currency an 

wild spirit of speculation which pervaded the coun- 
decreased to such an extent that the country, which 

food-producing country of the world, became an 


ie had been for a long time favorable to Europe and 
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the prompt settlement of balances. The imvorters established large credits 
abroad, by means of which they were enabled to give favorable terms to the 











jobbers. The jobbers in turn were thus, and by liberal accommodations from 
the banks, able to give their own time to country merchants. who in turn 
sold to their customers on indefinite credit. It then seemed to be more re- 
putable to borrow money than to earn it, and pleasanter and apparently 
more profitable to speculate than to work And so the people ran headlong 
into debt, labor decreased. production fell off, and ruin followed 

This was, of course, a panic sharp and terrific, but it was of short duration. 
It was soon followed by a lethargy under which all the springs of en rise 
and hopefulness were dried up. To prevent the sacrifice of property under 
judicial decrees, stay laws and appraisement laws were enacted by any of 
the States, which only aggravated the trouble. For long, weary \ s the 
lethargy continued. There was no demand for anythi i except the neces- 
saries of life, and all these, except clothing, were sold for scarcely enough, 
and in some cases not enough, to pay the expenses of takir rem to market. 





I witnessed a sale in 185¥, to the keeper of a hotel in Indianapolis, of ts at 
10 cents a bushel and fine chickens at 50 centsadozen. The same year I saw 
thousands of barrels of flour under the sheds of Suydam, Sage & Co., in New 
York, which they were offering at $3.50 a barrel 


Fat cattle were selling at so low a price—$1U and $12 a head—that my brother 
thought that he would pack a few barrels of beef at Fort Wayne for the New 
York market. He did so, and was drawn upon by his consignees for a part 


of the expenses of transportation not covered by the sales. From 1837 to 1841 
there was nothing to break the stagnation but the political campaign of 1840, 
in which everybody became enlisted for want of something else todo. In the 
fall of 1841 a reaction began toappear. This became decided in 1842, before 
the tariff of that year went into operation, and in 1845 the country, chastened 
by adversity, was in the full tide of healthy and well-producing industry and 
enterprise. This continued until credit became again unwisely expanded 
and speculation became rife. 

In 1357 I was the president of a bank in the State of Indiana, and this is a 
art of what I said about the financial troubles of that year in the report 
rom which I have quoted: 

“The financial crisis of 1857 was the result of a similar cause to that of 1837, 
namely, the unhealthy extension of the various forms of credit. But as in 
this case the evil had not been long at work, and productive industry had 
not been seriously diminished, the reaction, though sharp and destructive, 
was not general, nor were the embarrassments resulting from it protracted. 

* Now, in both instances the expansion occurred while the business of the 
country was upon a specie basis, but it was nominally so. A false system of 
credits had intervened under which payments were deferred, ani specie, as 
a measure of value and aregulator of trade, was practically ignored. Every 
thing moved smoothly and apparently prosperously as long as credit could 
be established and continued; but as soon as payments were demanded and 
specie was in requisition distrust commenced and collapse ensued. In these 
instances the expansions preceded and contraction followed the suspension; 
but it will be recollected that while the waves were rising specie ceased to be 
a regulator, by reason of a credit system which prevented the use of it 

Now, with all due venpees to Mr. Blaine, [expressed the opinion that the 
apparent prosperity which preceded the revulsion of 183/ and the real 
prosperity which preceded the crisis of 1857 were not caused by the tarilf, 
and that the reverses which followed were not attributable to its reduction 
If the tariff was in any measure instrumental in producing the changes, it 
was in stimulating the expansion which terminated in disaster. In 157I 
was a believer in the tariff, and it never entered my head to attribute the 
financial troubles of that year to the changes to which it bad been subjected. 

The most pressing duty which I had to perform when I became Secretary 
of the Treasury in 1585 was to provide the means to pay the soldiers, and to 
meet other pressing demands upon the Treasury. This was done in the only 
way it could be done, by the sale of temporary obligations which had proved 
to be attractive to investors. After this had been accomplished, the work of 
funding these obligations was commenced and carried successfully on until 
the whole amount—some thirteen hundred millions of dollars—was converted 

into bonds. While this work was going on, I was under constant apprehen 
sion of a financial crisis before it could be completed. 

My apprehension was unfounded, but only as totime. The crisis was post- 
poned, and for so long a period that the opinion generally prevailed that the 
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vitality and productive power of the country were so great that the most ex- 
pensive war that had ever been waged could be concluded, and great expan- 
sion of credit could be checked and abridged without financial disturbances, 
I have to confess that this was my own opinion, but the same causes which 


produced the crisis of 1857 were at work, and, as had always been the case, 
the revulsion came when least expected. 

When I left London, in September, 1873, to come to the United States, the 
financial skies, if not cloudless, were not threatening. The letters which 
were received by the London firm from its New York partners were encour 
aging, and | had no reason to expect anything but a peasant visit to my old 
home and a return to London under auspicious circumstances. But on the 
arrival of the steamship in the outer harbor, | was met by the stunning in- 
telligence that my American partners and correspondents of the Fort Wayne 
banking house in which I was interested had failed; that all the banks ex 
cept the Chemical Bank, which had weathered all storms, had suspended, and 
that one of the wildest panics which had ever occurred was raging through- 
out the country. 

The crisis wasaterrible one. Although it came unexpectedly. it was only 
the consummation of influences which had long been at work beneath the 
financial horizon. In extent, flerceness, and disaster it resembled the revul 
sion of 1857. It was not,as Mr. Blaine states, brought about by the losses 
sustained in the civil war, which had been terminated eight years before 
nor by the destructive fires in Chicago and Boston. Great losses may bring 
about what are called hard times—not panics. It was produced by an expan- 
sion of currency and of credit, which fostered speculation, which rarely fails 
to terminate in financial troubles. 


Even in the orderly march of trade there are times of activity 
and times of depression. If prices are high and industry and cap- 
ital and labor are more remunerative in certain lines of produc- 
tion than in others, more capital and more labor rush into the 
best paying business. This bringsaboutareaction. Crreater pro- 
duction occasions lower prices, and production is consequently 
lessened. The boom is gone, but no bad results flow if credit 
has not been strained and the industry or enterprise has a solid 
basis. 

Not so in wild schemes or unprofitable industries where credit 
is lavishly given and recklessly used. Panics and tariffs do not 
go hand in hand, nor are they correlated to the extent of cause 
and effect. Slow or depressed or unprofitable trade is not cyclonic 
industrial disturbance, as panics are. 
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Mr. President, I turn now to the speech of the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] in opening this debate. He said: 

The legitimate result of a protective policy is to give the American market 
to the American producers. When this becomes an accomplished fact, the 
revenue growing out of protective duties disappears. It must be evident, 
therefore, that we must look for other sources of revenue. Whether it shall 
always be along the line of an increase of internal taxes, such as we have sug- 
gested, or whether some other source of revenue should be sought, it is not 
necessary now to determine. 

Here, sir, is a statement of three facts: 

First. The legitimate result of protection is to dry up revenue; 

Second. That that result has come; and 

Third. That protectionists must look to some other line of reve- 
nue—internal revenue or some other. 

McKinleyism has shouted itself hoarse over the revenue-produc- 
ing bill which bears the nameof our President. That bill actually 
produced a deficit, as I will show. And here is the ablest and 
most ingenuous of protectionists declaring that protection is a 
failure as a revenne measure. He says we must look somewhere 
else for money to run the Government. 

Constitutionally, Congress can only lay duties on imports for 
the purpose of paying the debts of the United States, promoting 
the general welfare, and ee for the common defense. 
When protection ceases to bring in money to pay the debts, etc., 
it must fall. Otherwise the Constitution must be rewritten thus: 
**Congress shall have power to lay duties on imports to enable one 
class of citizens to live off the labor and at the expense of other 
classes of citizens.” 

Then, sir, the Senator from Rhode Island makes a bold plunge 
for sugar, tea, beer, and increased taxes on tobacco. 

Under the free breakfast table cry, raised in 1890 by the Repub- 
lican party, sugar, though it is a favorite article for Democratic 
revenue, was denied a tariff. The Republicans now want a reve- 
nue to stave off silver and advance beets, and not to protect sugar 
in Louisiana. It was especially declared by Senator ALLISON, in 
charge of this bill in the absence of Senator ALDRICH, that it was 
to protect beet sugar and not cane sugar that the duty is im- 

. In point of fact, it was more to raise revenue than to pro- 

t sugar that the tax is in the bill. When the time comes, 

if it ever comes, when tion of sugar fails to produce revenue, 

what will become of the sugar interest? Will it be corralled like 

the manufacturers of the country, surrounded by a wall of pro- 
tection, or will the free breakfast table cry be renewed? 

Ah, sir, the Democratic Mede may besiege the Babylon <e 
tection. The sugar barons, iron ms, wool barons, all 
other barons may feast for a while in the royal chamber of the 
Belshazzar of tion. But, sir, is not the confession of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, that protection is dead for anything 
but protection, that of an unwilling Daniel, who sees the hand- 
writing on the wall? 

Sir, under the McKinley bill imports fell off from $830,150,318 
in 1893 to $603,865,896 in 1894, a decline of upward of 27 per cent. 
This tendency was shown in the preceding year, when the imports 
fell off from $837,280,798 to $830,150,318. There was a steady de- 
cline in the imports during the last two years of the operation of 
the McKinley law. 

Besides, there was in the Treasury when Mr. Harrison cams 
in $230.848,916.12. When Mr. Cleveland came in there was 
$62,450,575.18. These balances were exclusive of the gold reserve. 
In order to create the above balance of §$62,450,575.18 there was 
covered into the $54,007 975.75, a sum held in trust asa 
fund for the redemption of the national-bank notes. 

As pointed out in the excerpt from Treasury Circular No. 128, 
herein inserted (Appendix No. 1), if theexpenses of the year 1893, 
under the Cleveland Administration, had not been $15,952,674 less 
than the a year of the Harrison Administration, the re- 
ceipts and expenditures would have been nearly equal. The Wil- 
son latv went into effect on the 28th of August, 1894, Ra 
and expenditures that year, reéeipts being under the inley 
bill, were as follows: . 

Expenditures 
Receipts 


Excess of expenditures over receipts 


69, 803, 261 
Besides, Mr. President, exports showed the same decline as the 
imports during the last years of the McKinley law. Exports in 
1892 dropped from $908,226,775 to $876,332,434 in 1893, and from 
the last tigure to $790,706,509 in 1894. 

So, Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island is amply 
ustified in saying that ion is a failure as a revenne pro- 
ucer, Will not candor further when it has gone so far, and 

proclaim that not only is it a failure as a revenue producer, but as 


a ——— breeder? 

not the Senator know, do his enlightened colleagues not 
know, that the barrier to keep out imports wiil likewise bar our 
exports? Great Britain, the great purchaser and consumer of 
our cereals and a large portion of our manufactured products, 
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may find other countries with which she can drive mor 
able bargains than she can with us, Argentina, India. ,),,) 
sia might supply her wheat and her cotton, and take in ty), 
manufactured product. The interiors of the countries na), 
being penetrated by railroads. Their productive capacity \., 
mous, and if we drive away our best customer by prohil)it., 
iffs we may find ourselves cabined, cribbed, confined: \... , 
find ourselves without foreign —— for the exports 
cereals re gee oo oe the qeceees competi 
our expo manufactures, handica rohibitory ra: 
the raw material in their iricade a 

The McKinley bill would have produced a deficit on the}. 
the importation of the last two years of its operation. |: \. .., 
known that Mr. Foster, Secretary of the Treasary under \; |)... 
rison, had gone so far as to have the plates made on whic}, 
grave bonds to provide for the deficit. 

Though the Wilson bill was shorn of its principal 1. 
feature by the decision of the Supreme Court nullifying the i), .),). 
tax, the deficit will be iessin its iast year than that under the \\... . 
ley bill during its last year. The deficit this year from +). \|,,), 
Treasury statement of the 2ist instant is $26,711,102.48. It ein), ) 
much exceed this in the few remaining days of this fisca! ye, 
The deficit under the McKinley bill was for its last year $49 5) >) 

ing that under the Wilson bill by $43.092,658.52. , 

The Treasury statement referred to shows $232.744.5°5.45 
including the gold reserve of $100,000,000, now in the Tr. : 
The free gold and currency in the » amounting to §13!.. 
748,525.45, with the same expenditures and receipts as t))\s ‘\<:] 
year, would run the Government for four years. The great biste 
on the Republican side and the impatience on this side (.y {ho 
neers this bill shows that at least oneof the parties dovs 
not think tariff is the a The Republican party is 
deceiving itself. ‘‘Conditions have changed since 1890,” say. s:...- 
ator ALDRICH. 

The ceaseless activity of the human mind in inventing new and 

ee ee ee species of work multiplies proin- 
at inished cost. Decreased cost of transportation :o!)o\ 
the cheapening of production. New countries are bein. {\\ 
with the eager and pushing population of the Old Wor!d. The 
seas are literally with movingiron. The primeval forests 
and plains of hitherto inaccessible sare penetrated by the 
locomotive and united with the world by the telegraph. The do- 
minion of man over nature was never so extensive or so secure. 
and increasing production creates more demands 1» 
desires, ‘‘ which grow with upon which they do feed.” There 
is energy and unrest. and more cheaply 
fed and clothed and housed than ever before in the history 0 { the 
race, = i aes ee and demands and wants, en- 
gende intense acti n every department of human indus- 
try, are yet unhappy and tented. 
Disparity in th is inevitable where brain, not musc!e. is ‘he 
t motor of civilization. in intellect, in industry, in 
] natural conditions, is quite 4 to create great gaps in 
condition of men. The toiling masses, where equality of op- 
portunity is offered them, have no envy of those who by snje- 
rior in or industry, or thrift have acqnired more 0! t'1s 
world’s goods than they. But they do rebel when they thin« that 
law adds to the burdens of the and lessens those of the rich. 
Discontent and resentment conditions arise. 

Not having the time and to analyze the complex 

condition of modern civilization, it is not to be wondere) tat 
te 

enter into any discussion 

etary riff. My 

views on that question are well sition 
to air them on this occasion. 1 allude to it only to draw attention 
to the fact that the application of the money cure to present | 
ditions is evidence of an ailment or disease somewhere in tlic = \«! 


body. 

An article by Mr. Horace V. White in one of the popular 1ca- 
zines recently attracted my attention. The writer stated th: 't 
was not true that the French masses were in want or in 2 (+- 
tressed condition at the outbreak of the French Revolui | 
1789. On the contrary, they were never so well off. But soc rly 
was profoundly stirred at the bottom from a sense of inj'-t!c° 
and resentment against the privileges and oppression of the! 

Ww the masses were well off materially, they «| 
the invidious distinctions created by law where pet . 
, insolence, and oppression fo!) 

and favors. 


PF yey gp mee gpa teed onde pea hoe than the 
suffering of body to work great social revolutions. » dO 
know that creates dlies and we«!th. 
We do know that while our toilers, from their wonderful act'v''y 
and industry. more of material blessing than their co to«'* 
throughout the yet their minds and hearts are resent{ul of 
some wrong upon them by the law. 


. 


n 
1a 











When we have a patent wrong, a known wrong, one recognized 
by Democracy from the time of its full and youmens organization, 
pradence would dictate its remedy first of all. 

Rather let us remedy those wrongs we all do know than fly to 
the redress of others not so known of all of us. 

I attribute the evils from which the social body suffers in this 
country to the unequal and unjust workings of tariff legislation. 
Strikes, lockouts, and tramps have their origin mostly in that 
Jegislation. In or socialism is the result of class privilege 

1 on. 
- this a , in striking out for aremedy for ills that are felt, 
but the origin of which is not clearly seen, our people are looking 
to what Bastiat calls ‘‘ universal spoliation as aremedy for partial 
liation.” They are looking to socialistic remedies in various 
forms. But, sir, the tariff issue has been tendered by the Repub- 


lican . While I deprecate thrusting that issue on the coun- 
try, knowing that another and a greater issue is ever present and 
can not be set aside by the Republican device of tariff, we must 
accept it. 


Sir, “conditions have changed since 1890.” The great inter- 
mountain States, where settlers from the East and immigrants 
from Europe obtained freeholds as a gift, have been settled up. 
Outside of Government reservations, pou all the fertile lands 
in the United States are occupied. Rapidity and a of 
communication over the seas and over the land bring the prod- 
ucts of all lands to the consumers of the world. Keen compe- 
tition in every branch of industry exists everywhere. Labor- 
saving inventions in every human industry multiply production 
at lower prices. 

The United States can no longer claim supremacy as an agri- 
cultural nation. Though relatively the greatest of all producers 
of grain meat, yet rivals are in the field and her supremacy 
is threatened. In the conditions of the world, and in view of the 
fact of the constant trend of prices to a lower level, where or how 
will the American wheat or cotton grower get higher prices for 
his product? All the great staples of agriculture must be cheap, 
with a tendency to lower prices. As an offset, everything that a 
farmer buys is cheaper and the purchasing power of his product 
rises in the inverse ratio of its decline in price. 

The fy Fg id that does not decline and will not decline 
is human labor. It can not decline in view of its greater potency 
and efficiency. Just in proportion to the larger output of labor 
will wages This is at once the wonder and the blessing of 
theage. The talk of cutting the price of labor, in view of its in- 
creasing productive capacity, is, in my opinion, ill considered and 
unfou Its production is met by greater and ever- 
increasing desire. The masses of to-day are better 
clothed and fed, with more comforts generally, than the far-off 
— progenitorsand predecessors of that noble Queen whose loyal 
su — of Great Britain, its colonies and dependencies, are now 
sending up prayers of gratitude to God for her long and prosper- 
ous an aacanbelen. 


Sir, the Senator from Rhode Island, in his opening speech, said: 


It was, I believe, pesrenahly understood thronghout the country in the 
campaign that the aan party should again be in- 

trusted with power, no extreme tariff legislation should follow. It was be- 
lieved that in the conditions of the country a return to the duties 
imposed by the act of would not be necessary, even from a protective 
point. * * * Nothing could be so conducive to real prosperity in 
country as the well unded belief that there was to no violent 


changes in our revenue for some years tocome. The true friends of 

& protective do not insist upon extreme rates or fe that are not 

soca conditions. * * * Without relinquishing one parti- 
our 


to the cause of protection, we feel that we have the right 
to ask that the cause shall not be burdened by the imposition of duties which 
are unnecessary and ive. 


The Senator then goes on to say that with the pro new 
duties on beer, tobacco, and tea a surplus of $2,725,028.72 might 
be looked for in the next two years, and without them a deficit of 

175,000 would arise, which ‘‘would certainly be fatal to the 
se of future success of any political party responsible for such 
ae we have from this high authority the foliowing state- 


First. If the Republican party was intrusted with power, no 
extreme tariff measure be adopted. 
ae That the act of 1890 was to be discarded and its rates 


Mr. President, the inference to be drawn from the prayerful 
nae the Senator to deliver his party from excessive rates is 
there was a hungry set in his midst clamoring for excessive 
My with clamorers is that nothing but the 
earth and ite will satisfy their craving. When Solomon 
typified the breed of Spgettanates by the daughters of the horse- 
leech, the Y nasg repu beyond seas, with its thonsands 
ne or we perish!” had not come into being. 
Senator from Rhode Island from the 

hart of them who thirst after their neighbors’ contribution as the 


‘ota. * 








return to them, even from a protective standpoint 


man of extraordinary ability in all matters concernin 


1971 








Sir, itis difficult to tell what an excessive rate is, from a Re- 
publican standpoint. ‘It was believed,” the Senator said, ‘‘ that 


in the changed condition of the country a return to the duties 


imyosed by the act of 1890 would not be necessary, even from a 
protective standpoint.” We have here, by irresistible 


inference, 
that the rates of 1890 were excessive, as it was be! 


‘ved that a 
, was not 
necessary. 

The distinguished Senator, who is a sincere protectionist and a 
x duties on 
imports from a Republican standpoint, must have been mistak 
to a great extent by the effect of the partial reductions on the li) 
chosen and adopted by his committee. lt is clear, however, from 
the action of the Senate in disagreeing to a number of ainendments 

roposed by the Finance Committee, that the rates of the House 
bil will be practically adopted. 

I have caused to be prepared a statement, the correctness of 
which I vouch for, showing ‘‘ Duties collected on leading articles 


en 


Cs 


in the year 1892-93 under the tariff law then in force; also duties 
that would have been collected on same had House and Senate 
bills of 1897 been applied in ad valorem rates.” 

Only articles imported in 1892-93 exceeding $1,000,000 in value 
are embraced in the statement. I do not think that this exclusion 
will appreciably affect the result of the calculations. The ad 
valorem rates are those used by Mr. Worthington C. Ford in the 
compurative statement made by him for the Finance Committee 
and the Senate, showing the ad valorem rates of 1890 and 1894 
and those of the House bill and Senate amended bill. 

It appears from the statement, which I incorporate in my re- 
marks as a part of the same (Appendix No. 2), that the rates of 
duty under the act of 1590; omitting sugar, are 50.34 per cent; 
including sugar, 36.28 per cent. Therate of duty under the House 
bill, omitting sugar, is 52.60 per cent; including sugar, 58.02 per 
cent. The rates of duty under Senate amendments to the House 
bill, omitting sugar, are 48.47 per cent; including sugar, 55.88 per 
cent. 

So, sir, instead of avoiding the excessive rates of the McKin- 
ley bill, the House bill, without sugar, exceeds them, and the Sen 
ate amendments come near equaling them. With sugar, both the 
House bill and the Senate amendments exceed the rates of the 
McKinley bill averaged all around. Is this, sir, the moderate 
tariff which the Senator promised us? Was he, like Lord Clive, 
so surrounded by the precious gems of protection glittering before 
his eyes and inviting the fatherly hand of government to take 
them for its own to distribute among the wards of the govern- 
ment, infants and adults, that he was astonished at his mod- 
eration? 

Sir, the Republican party went to defeat under the high tariff 
of 1890. That was but a skirmish compared to the battle that is 
to be in 1900. Then wiil come the Waterloo of Republicanism, 
The Napoleon of the tariff can then meditate on the ingratitude 
of the Republic and the blindness of them who fail to see the 
blessings of paying somebody else a part of their money to make 
them rich. 

But. sir, the alleged reductions are illusory. They are made 
where either no duty is necessary to keep out imports or where 
lowering them slightly would not let them in. 

Here are some examples showing the incorrectness of the state- 
ment that any material reduction has been, in point of fact, made 
from the McKinley rates. 

The table herein inserted ( Appendix No. 3) shows that theexports 
of pig iron in 1894 were worth $370,245; in 1805, $227,066; in 1806, 
$471,803. Duty in 1890, 26.66 per cent; in 184, 15.87 per cent; 

roposed duty, 15.87 per cent. Now, when we are exporting pig 
iron to the extent of $471,803 per annum, and when we can manu- 
facture it and sell it abroad cheaper than any other nation, is it 
not absurd to claim merit for reduction of duties on it? So with 
regard to bar iron, structural iron and steel, castings, unbleached 
votton goods, cables and cordage, bootsand shoes. There is either 
a pretended and delusive reduction of rates on these articles, or 
the old duties are retained. 

Did time permit, it could easily be shown by a more extended 
examination of the schedules that no real reduction has been made 
in any one of them where the burdens of the people would be 
lightened. 

The exaniples given show that the American is ready to take 
the field against all comers. He is ready to fight Europe on its 
own ground. Give hima chance. Do not destroy the export of 
shoes by a tax on hides. 

An industry that has nearly doubled its exports in two years is 
worth your attention, gentlemen of the other side. If, by reason 
of a wholly unjust and unjustifiable tax on hides, the shoe manu- 
facturers are unable to compete with foreigners in foreign mar- 
kets, their enterprise will be dwarfed, their work:nen thrown oat 
of employment. The New England shoemaker may learn a les- 
son from this which he would not heed coming from a Demo- 
cratic source. 
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Sir, look at these manufacturing industries of ours. The iron, 
cotton, and wool industries were established in colonial days. 
They all prospered. Wool, when the country ceased to be pas- 
toral and became agricultural, commenced to languish. The 
others have grown and prospered much less than if they had 
been put upon their mettle. ut natural advantages have at last 
worked out these results, and to protect them now is a sin against 
sense and justice. But what of wool? 

Says Mr. Worthington C. Ford, in his report on wool and 
manufactures of, published in 1894, and ordered by joint resolu- 
tion of Congress: 

If there is any fact demonstrated by the experience of the United States 
in the sheep industry, it is the independence, in the long run, of this interest 
of artificial encouragement, It has survived the restrictions of the mother 
country in colonial times, the penalties and discouragements of hostile legis- 
lation, as well as the progressive settlement of the country. It has followed 
economi+ law, in spite of restrictions, bounties, and financial errors, and it is 
to-day still pursuing its natural course, regardless of low prices, destructive 
foreign competition, and unprofitable returns. (Appendix No. 4.) 

Below is a table showing the relative production and consump- 
tion of wool in the United States from 1860 to 1892, during which 
period there was a high tariff on wool. 

It appears from this table that the increase of production from 
1860 to 1892 was 378.84 per cent, and the increased consumption 
during the same period was 414.98 per cent. (Appendix No. 5.) 

Also a table showing the number of sheep in the United States 
from 1867 to 1896, and the number of pounds of wool. It will be 
seen that the sheep have about held to the same number as there 
were in 1867, and the wool has increased from 112,000,000 pounds 
to 809,000,000 pounds, according to the estimate of the Department 
of Agriculture. 

Half of our wool must be imported. We can grow neither the 
coarse carpet wools nor the fine Australian wool. 

Tariffs have failed because nature has failed. The sheepindus- 
try has drifted from the old to the new States with extensive 
ranches. Sheep are raised for mutton in the old States, and the 
fleece is secondary. 

Turn from this table to the sheep of Australia. In 1854 there 
were 8,144,119 sheep in New South Wales; in 1892 there were 
55,445,289. In Victoria there were, in 1854, 5,332,007 sheep; in 
1892 there were 12,965,306. In South Australia there were 1,768,- 
724 sheep in 1854; in 1892 there were 7,152,047. In Western 
Australia there were 173,243 in 1854; in 1892 there were 1,685,- 
500. In New Zealand there were 990,985 in 1856, and in 1892 
there were 18,520,752. In Queensland there were, in 1860, 3,449,- 
850 sheep, and in 1892 there were 23,708,310. In the Argentine 
Syme there were, in 1857, 15,989,405 sheep; in 1892 there were 

6,800,195, 

There is no use goingany further. The same law that has driven 
wheat from the old lands of the East to the new lands of the West 
has driven sheep culture from the old to the new countries. Not 
only is the climate better in the East and parts of the Argentine 
Republic, but the wool is of a superior quality in the East. 

or need pastures for woolgrowing. They can not grow and 
muitiply on tariff bills. The American people are called on to pay 
tribute of millions—some estimate the amount at $25,000,000 an- 
nually— to support 85,000 persons. The ranch kings get free pas- 
turage on the vast plains of the Northwest, New iM 
Arizona. 

This industry is an object lesson of the futility of trying b 
legislation to override nature and economic law. It were infi- 
nitely better to place wool on the free list, without any duty on 
the manufactured product. The woolen manufacturers of the 
East and North ought to see that they will lose the home market 
by the folly of protection, The intermountain States, with the 

»owerful aid of Ohio, are throttling the manufacturing interests 

y the enormous tariff they demand on raw wool—about 60 
cent on raw to over 100 Ps cent on the finished product. Our 
manufacturers are compelled t® impert the fine Australian fleece 
and the coarse carpet wools of China and South America. In 
spite of tariff, our sheep will not grow them. 

Never was there so conspicuous a failure of protection, 
have a patient people borne a wrong so long. 

I insert a table (Appendix No. 6), with comparative scale of 
rices, showing the tariff changes, with the market price of fine 
eece wool for each year from 1847 to 1897. This table shows con- 

clusively that during the low tariff of 1847 to 1855 and from 1855 
to 1861, under practical free trade, wool was higher than under 
the high tariffs of 1867 and 1890. 

It will be seen that the tariff from 1861 to 1867 was almost noth- 
ing, and that, excluding the years from 1872 to 1875, when there was 
a wool famine, the prices under practically free wool were higher 
than under highly protected wool from 1867 down to 1894. These 
tables onght to convince anybody that the tariff on wool is an 
abomination. 

Sir, the industries that have flourished in the United States are 
those grounded on natural advantages. Our wheat and cotton 
and corn never needed and can not prosper under a tariff. It is 


exico, and 


Never 


JUNE 24, 


so of the leading manufacturing industries—iron, cotton, y. ‘ol 
and wood, ’ 

There is no country on the globe comparable to ours in 1)\. , x. 
tent and pe | of its resources. We have more coal ani iyo, 
copper and lead, and lime, and cotton, and wood, than an, , 
advanced nation. We have abundant and cheaper trans))\0/;.;,,,, 
We have large cities on the seaboard and in the inter; \; 
have the most industrious and most inventive population oy }), 
globe. Heretofore lands have been so cheap and so pen: ify) 
notwithstanding the tributes paid by the farmers to th. , 
facturers, that they could pay tribute and still prosper 
agriculture, in the natural order of progress, is declini: 
manufacturing increasing. 

From the following excerpts from the Statistical Abstr; o¢ 
1896 it will be seen that the value of our agricultural exports jp. 
creased from $256.560,972 in 1860, to $569,879,297 in 1896.) In jx 
they were 81.13 per cent of our total exports, and in 18145, 4,()9 

r cent. In 1860 our exports of domestic manufactures wore 
$40,345.892, in 1896 they were $228,571,178. It is estimated that 
they will exceed $300,000,000 at the end of the fiscal year. Tio 
percentage to our total rts was 12.76 per cent in 1460). and in 
1896, 26.48 per cent. In mining, other than the precious metals, 
the increase is more pronounced. In 1860 the value of th» oa), 
etc., mined was $999,465, which was 31 per cent. In is ‘6 the 
value was $20,045,654, constituting 2.32 per cent of our domestic 
exports. 

t is estimated that the value of domestic manufactures this 
ear will be in the neighborhood of 30 per cent of the total export. 
t is therefore apparent that manufacturing is in the upward 

movement and agriculture in the downward. Mulhall says: 

Nearly all Amarinn manufactures are produced by machinery, while ir 


Europe more than halfis hand work. The result is that the output por hand 
is much greater, namely: 


ther 


anu. 
But 
7, and 


Number | Pounds 
of hands. | per hand 


Country. Value. 


United Kingdom 

PED oiicactsstnveces phamigteliesanveuss 
Germany 

Austria 

Other States 


£876, 000, 000 
596, 000, 000 
69, 000, 000 
328, 000, 000 

1, 076, 000, 000 


8, 566, 000,000 | 38, 400,000 
1, 952,000,000 | 5, 400, 000 


8, 125,009 | 
4, 480,000 | 
8, 8590, 000 | 
4, 470, 000 | 
12, 435, 000 


If the American laborer turns out £360 sterling and the Enelish- 
man £107 sterling of work per annum, who is the cheaper invn? 
Pauper labor may be able, by hand methods, to compete with in- 
telligent American labor, which I do not concede, but can not con- 
tend against American machinery, ran by American brains and 
skill. 

Notwithstanding the fact that we are exporting coal, iron and 
products of iron, cotton fabrics, wood and wooden fabrics. and 
other manufactures to the extent of about $300,000,000 per annim, 
after supplying home demands, we are calied upon to place heavy 
duties on all these articles. When driven to admit, from the 
comparative statement containing importations for 1%!.)-15\, 
that the duties are prohibitory, the other side are either dumb or 
evasive. 

Sir, the end of protection is at hand. The energy and industry, 
capital, and labor of this country must seek an outlet for their sur- 

lus product. Weare shipping piy iron to England, our cotton 
Pabrivs to the East, our agricul implements to the four quar- 
tersof the globe. Iron is ki Cotton has beendethroned. Our 
supply of that great material which transforms the cart). con- 
uers the sea, and invades the secret places of the air is inex haust- 
ible; so is.our coal and lime and fiber. We are the masters of the 
trade of the world. In spite of tariffs our industries have over 
leaped their walls and by natural force are challenging al! com- 
petitors on even terms. 4 
Let everybody come to our shores with their wares and ther 
roduce and exchange them with our people in such terms 4s 
they may choose. a 
Sir, this bill will soon be alaw. There — been — - D > 
ken of the coming prosperity. Prosperity does not come Ir: 
wales or from seepieey. SPeouperity comes from the trade which 
the other side are trying to destroy. ve - 

Sir, lately a treaty of arbitration between Great Britain an‘! the 
United States was pending before this body. The unhappy '*' 
of that treaty is not yet forgotten the nation. But, sir, 48 
broader trade relations engender will and mutual esteem 
among the nations of the earth, may we not indulge the hope th, 
after this saturnalia of paternalism is over, the silken tie of cour 
merce will bind this with all the nations in profitable, hval' hy ,in- 
dependent, free intercourse, more potent to oe bloody a 
flicts than the parchment obligations which while recognizing (he 
danger of seek to defer the resort to arms? 





™ 


in excess of the expenditures. 
: * so-called 





1897. 


Such, sir, is the hope that encourages me—springing eternal 
from a Democratic breast. 

To sum up my position: Z 

I believe in a tariff on luxuries. 

I believe in excise taxes. 

I believe in an income tax. 

I believe in a tariff on imports placed so as to put money in the 
coffers of the Government and not in the pockets of individuals. 

I do not believein protection save for the — of protecting 
each citizen in the enjoyment of legal, constitutional, and natural 


rights. 








Appenpix No. 1. 


MEMORANDA FROM THE RECORDS OF THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., September 1, 1896. 
During the fiscal year 1888—ended June 30, 1888—the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment were $111,341,273 in excess of its expenditures. 
During the 1889—ended June 30, 1889—the revenues were $87,761,- 
080 in excess of the expenditures. 
During the fiscal year 1890—ended June 30, 1890—the revenues were $85,(40,- 
McKinley tariff act took effect on the 6th day of October, 1890, 
ring the fiscal year ~ June 30, 1891—the revenues were $28,- 
nditures. 
year 1892—ended June 30, 1892—the revenues were $9,914,- 
453 in excess of the expenditures. 
During the fiscal year 1893—ended June 30, 1893—the revenues were $2,311,- 
674 in excess of the expenditures. 
fiscal year 1894—ended June 30, 1894—the expenditures exceeded 
the revenues to the amount of $69,803,260.58, notwithstanding the fact that 
the expenditures of the Government were $15,952,674 less than in the pre- 
ose pee. The McKinley bill was in force during the whole of the fiscal 

ear 

? The so-called Wilson tariff act took effect on the 28th day of August. 1894, 
and the revenues for the fiscal year 1895—ended June 30, 1895—were $42,805,- 
223.18 less than the expenditures; and during the fiscal year 1896—ended June 
90, 1896—the revenues were $25,203,245.70 less than the expenditures. 


Receipts from customs and total receipts from all sources. 
UNDER M'KINLEY ACT. 














Period. Customs. All sources. 
Twelve months ending September 3”, 1891_ ___. $196, 794, 357.89 | $371, 992, 536. 81 
Twelve months ending September 30, 1892. ___. 185, $38,850.19 | 364,847,501. 72 
Twelve months ending September 30, 1893... .. 189, 182, 905.46 | 365, 534, 609. 55 
Eleven months ending August 31, 1894. _....... 112, 500,939.77 | 202,078,342. 91 
UNDER WILSON ACT. * 
Twelve months ending August 31, 1895......... $161, 201, 169. 35 5, 061, 022.16 
Twelve months ending August 31, 1896_........ 154, 218,813.94 | 321,726,319. 37 








CONDITION OF THE TREASURY MARCH 1, 188, AND MARCH 1, 1893. 
So Sa eee of March, 1889, the beginning of President Harrison's Ad- 


ministration, available funds in the jury, exclusive of the $100,000,000 

gold reserve, were as follows: 

{gency accoant EEAbke svees cacnee cocese coceseccccccwsccec conccenees , 502, 445. 02 
et ls. nbiinentiiinedhdntbal endbiobtccusnctene 65, 846, 471. 10 


2300, 348, 916. 12 
On the Ist day of March, 1893, the beginning of the present Administration, 


the a in the Treasury, exclusive of the $100,000,000 gold reserve, 
were as $ 
fence acco EEE ndncemaccae cosas cesonscene seceseccncse osccce $38, 365, 832. 90 
et i idndhiathiinneceddeuedauidutidmoonn nasewd 24, 084, 742. 28 
Cee TT eo. scabisncecuneseer aces @2, 450, 575. 18 


In addition to the ordinary revenues received during President Harrison's 
was covered into the Treasury $54,207,975.75, which had 
been held in trust under the law asa fund for the redemption of national- 


ing was authorized by the act of July 14, 1890, com- 
monly known as Sherman Act. 


PUBLIC DEBT PAID BY THE TWO ADMINISTRATIONS. 


E 














From the Ist of March, 1885, the beginning of Mr. Cleveland's first Ad- 
to 1, 1889, the public debt was reduced $341,448,449.20; and 
from March 1, 1889, the pegianing of Mr. Harrison's Administration, to March 
1, 1898, the of the public debt was $236,527 ,666.10. 
The amount of free gold in the Treasury on the 7th day of March, 1893, when 
the present Secretary took charge of the Department, was $100,982,410. 
Values of imports and exports of merchandise. 
UNDER M’KINLEY ACT. 
Exports, 
Period. Imports. domestic 
and foreign. 
October 1, 1890, to ceo cuss $824, 716,842 | $923, 362,015 
Ociouer LH bo September a law eerceonre et GU 180.318 | 87 BRe, Ae 
ls @Scece voceccee > AO, « O,¢ ’ 
October 1, 1893, to August 31, 1804*_..-.-.. 0.00... 608, 865,896 | 790, 706, 509 
* Eleven months. oe 
UNDER WILSON ACT. 
to A 31, 1895...... $806, 670, 050 
Sopreeabes b: HRA $0 Szeeet 1896... 837, 802, 519 
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‘ 


Excess of exports of merchandise alone and of merchandise and silver. 


UNDER M’KINLEY ACT. 


Merchan- |Merchandise 


























Period. 
dise and silver. 
October 1, 1890, to September 30, 1891_....._. $98, 45,173 $108, 537,310 
October 1, 1891, to September 30, 1892. ........ 1 M5, O77 175.001, 707 
Octobe * 1, 1882, to September 30, 1893_...... 16, 182, 116 68, 672, 811 
October 1, 1893, to August 31, 184 aston 186, 840, 613 219. 546, 927 
UNDER WILSON ACT a, 
September 1, 1894, to August 31, 1895._.......... | $47,561, 634 $86, 960, 533 
September 1, 1895, to July 31, 1896_............ 150, 106, 882 194, 435, 730 
Annual average excess of exports of merchandise alon 
Under McKinley Act of 1890_...... ««- $123, 153, 470 
Under Wilson Act of 1804_.....- 08, 834, 258 
Annual average excess of exports of merchandise and silv 
Under McKinley Act of 1890............... $l41, 712, 189 
ee er ee er  eeeasbeces 140, 608, 134 
APPENDIX No. 2 
Duties collected on leading articles in the year 189 under the tariff then in 
force, also duties that would have been collected on same had House and Sen- 
ate bills of 1397 been applied, in ad valorem rates 
Ad valorem duty rate. . Dees 
Article. : —— Value of 
Law 1890.| House. | Senate, |®*@Ph.| import. 
| | | ay 
| Per cent.| Per cent.| Per cent. | 
Sugar not above 16, cane .. 72 | TS | 206 | $1,019,514. 31 
Sugar not above 16, beet. ..| F. 72 75 | 206 128, 449. 66 
2 | % wa---| 1,147,963. 97 
Woolen dress goods, total..| 102.5 | 101.3 93.8 867 | 178, 215.74 
Tin plates, lighter than 63 | 

a 78.4 | 53.5 49.9 130 } 166, 917.65 
All other manufactures of 

ee ) ae 88.5 50 45 B45 150, 493. 43 

74.98 | 69.60 ad eee 495, 626. 83 
Precious stones, etc., not | } } | . 

SES a a 10 15 10 25 147, 409.30 
TT iitchidhtiedtnmesess axntec F. F. (64.2) | 286) Zs 
Laces, etc., of cotton, n. s. p_| 60 60 oo 338 128, 139. 98 
Woolen cloth, total.... .. 100 102.5 95.7 364} 128) 069.28 
All other manufactures of 

CE ee BO 50 | 50 | 388 | 119, 346. 28 

| 63.42) 55.93] 52.08 |... 522, 064. 78 

| | . 
Wool, raw, class 3.......... 32 BR 52.9 357} 9, 044.08 
Silk, dress and piece goods. | 50 50 50 BS4 91, 929. 68 
Leaf tobacco, other, not } } 

Cs cavebducedhtatsen 81.9 152. 2 81.9 | 211 69, 723. 39 
China, etc., decorated ...... 60 60 50 89 | 63. 210.93 
EE a aind aide andamnnti 30.1 30.6 23.3 | 30 67, 305. 89 
Wool. class 1, unwashed 59.6 59.6 43.4 | 356 | 65, 161. 22 
Boards, etc., hemlock, etc., | 

Ee 8.3 8.3 8.3 | 193 61, 830. 30 

45. 97 5. 47 46. 21 519, 205. 38 
Stockings, etc.(four items). 69.1 7.4 | 70.4 314 56, 046. 42 
Articles n. 8. p.; metals, | | 

thi din cen webs 45 45 45 191 | 50, 252. 04 
Lemons, ete ...............-. 13.2 (?) (?) 205 ; 
Laces and embroideries, 

Sl Midinetehnaastreoeses 60 6 60 } 887 49, 317. 57 
ee scala ne acme 20 20 a 74 48. 607.88 
Furs, dressed, not made.. 20 20 20 416 | 41, 742. 40 
Skins for morocco, tanned 10 10 10 27 | 38,225. 91 
Cement, hydraulic......... 24.1 4.1 24.1 84 | 37, 636. 91 
Bituminous coal............ 22.7 22.7 23.7 | 4065 | 35, 900. 38 
Articles n.s.p.; machinery . 45 6 | 6 191 | 82, 216. 25 
Velvets, etc., less than 75 | 

per cent silk.............. 72.6 72.6 72.6 383 &, 012. 98 
Champagne, more than | 

Ph ondcnibbiadeanesdtioeee 55.2 55.2 55.2 | 204} 28, 712. 21 
ee ne catee | a re) a 408 28, 270.44 

40.82) 40.48) 41.50 | 477,081.24 
| 
Gloves, ladies’, plain........ | 50 50 BO 29 7 775.33 
Cigara and cheroots....... | 125.4 125.4 114.2 214 7, 5.29.28 
Laces, etc., of flax, etc., 

Tic scab chee aileceet 60 6 | 6 335 25, 649. O1 
Still wines, in casks. .......! 69.4 83.38 62.2 | 205 24, 802. 03 
Argols or crude tartar. ....| F. 18.4 F 464) 23,415.75 
Coal-tar colors, n. 8. p.....- | 3% % 5] 14 3, 222. 58 
Braids, etc., of straw, etc., t 

Gi Melee dntietth saqhor se F. (?) (?) 401 |... a 
Champagne, pints or less. .| 52.6 52.6 52.6 24 22, 237.12 
Bleaching powder ..........} F. F. 13.4 7 22, 126.06 
vacates aabiitiAndon.< 50 50 6 | 3838] 22, 036. 96 
All other cotton manufac- | 

tures, n. s. r. Sbcase sect ence j 40 40 45 319 21,714.40 
China, etc., plain. .......... | 55 55 45 90 21, 108. 56 
Paintings and drawings... 15 25 FP. 6084 20, 867. 65 
IS A LET 52 52 41.6 250 20, 667. 83 
Wood pulp, unbleached.... 12. 7.8 7.8 390 | 20, 662. 58 
eee oa P. 23.4 3L.1 206 | 19, 923. 53 
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Duties collected on leading articles in the year 1892-93, etc.—Continued. 


Ad valevem duty rate. Value of 
import. 


} | 
Para- | 


Article. graph. 


|Law 1800 House. | Senate. 


— 
a] 
= 


& 8 7“. 


.| Per cent.| Per cent.| 
238.7 179 } 
20 
2 


36.2 


~~ 


Leaf tobacco, for wrappers | 

Skins, pn. 8. p 

Furs, prepared 

Still wines, in bottles, 
quarts ._.. 

Surface-coated — p a p ers, 
cardboardas, ete... 

eh. , pomagitete, 


All othe r glass, n. 8. p. 
Matting for floors, straw .. 


$19, 796. 57 
9, 305. 62 
18, 876. 12 


2 
20 


427 | 
295 | 
898 | 


897 
108 


ete, 


ce 


16, 651.06 


Wire rods, valued 3} cents 
or less 

Artificial feathers 
flowers, 0. 8. p.. ated 

Plushes, etc., dyed, ete. ..- 

or ts and carpe ting, ¢ to- 


16, 508. 07 


16, 873. 67 
16, 138. 11 


15, & 
15, 191. 76 
16, 081. 15 
1 


4,850. 27 
14, 564. 22 


14, 402.08 
14, 239. 38 
14, 116.49 


13, 971.55 
18, 845. 14 
13, 388. 52 
13, 164. 58 


and | 





s» © 





Sheep, less than | year... 
SEE bc dcuitknadnd otip ante 
Silk, voamy made acne, 
n. @. ee 
Woolen kuit fabrics ......_. 
Sawed lumber, n.s. p., not 
laned 


Cheese and substitutes -... 
All other wees wamniae 
tures, n. oneces 
Handkerchie is, silk.. 
Spun silk, skeins 
Rice flour, etc 
Cotton cloth, dyed, ete., 
valued over 12 cents 
Cylinder glass, polished, 
above 16 by 24 
Caustic soda 
Cotton, other wearing ap- 
parel, n. & p 
Gilegeisiacn . 
Sugar above 16. 
— class 2, unscoured . - 
burlaps 
aie et bottles 
in silver ore 
All other iron ore 
Currants 
Crude opium 
oa * valued less than 


Herring, pickled - aa 
Sheets of Pen aOM thinner. 
a « n. 8. Po! iron and 
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nw - ®& 
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me 
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12, 990. 23 
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36. 28 


Allarticles,omitting sugar 
not above 16 

All articles, including 
sugar not above 16 ....... 


APPENDIX No. 3. 


Statement showing increased exports of certain leading articles and corre- 
sponding decline of tariff rates. 


Exportd (fiscal years). | 


Duty. 


Article. 


1896 Act of | ie of| 


| 1890. 


er ct. ‘Per ct.| Per et. 
$370,243 | $277, | 15.87 15. sf 
133,783 | 143,221 ea anne to 

TW 


39. 
Structural iron and steel:* 
Classified as “ingots, ; 
bars. and rods of 
steel "a 
Classified as ‘all other 
manufactures of iron 
and steel" 


20,204 | 95,471 | 125,151 74.64 | 45.44) 41.47 


4,988, 583 5, 706, 668 aati 


* There is such a decided falling off in the papente <t structural iron noes 
stom as to indicate 4 the ire of the ag Fd the hands of the Sy 
tie producers, The imports for fiscal year were $135,546, a 
— a. 1806, $14,036 (see &®, F Ford's Co ), showing that the 
con of the trade is in the ds of the ucers. 
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Cotton, manufactures of:* | 


42, 699. 50 | Boots and shoes + 


t 


13, 019. 91 | is 
13, 019.06 Increase 


5 
Sate 
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Statement showing increased exports of certain leadi ticl n 
sponding decline of tariff rates—Contin ioeen a ne 


Exports (fiscal years). - _ Duty. 


Article. — “ 


Act of Act of 
1890. | 1894 


Per ct. Pp. 


Vessels, etc. ...... sc eausiedne aera eone|orecee cee) 26.07 | 27 «3 

Hollowware,ete | 24.90 

7, 699, 851 /7,084,678 |9,539,199 | (* 
| 10.00 


aeons re “to 
77, 1,010,288 46, 080 5 “0 


Cloth, unbleached. . 
Cables and cordage 


20 
| 


* Duties in the main remain the same in the Senate bill as under th, 
ent law, and less than in the McKinley Act. 

+It will be observed here that the Senate bill has not reduced the tariff rato 
in this case. The rate, however. is not an advance over the McKin|: 


53.11 | and isa very emall rate and evidently not intended to be protectiv« 


imports in this line are very small, and there can be no dispute, I belic\. a ut 
that we control the market in this line of goods. 


AppEnDix No. 4 


Quantities of wool produced and consumed, decades, from 1460 to 189 
from 1890 to 1892—Per cent of increase. 


} 
\Production 


60, 264, 915 
| 162,000, 000 
| 101, 735, 087 

_ i &l 


Per cent 


cl “mre, 500, 000 
| 70,500, = 


276, 000, 04) 377, 911, 776 
~| “48,500; 000 21 Ww 


5.9 


430, 460, 633 
13, 000, 000 | 6! 


6. 52 


.| 283, 735, 087 
387. 


48, 857 


16.29 


B54, 125, 757 


APPENDIX No. 5. 
Statistics of the woolgrowing industry for thirty years, beginning with the 
tariff year 1867. 
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160,000,000 
177, 000, 000 
162, 2,000 
163,000,090 
146,000,000 
760, 000,000 
174, 700, 000 
178, 000, 000 
195, 000 
198, 250) 
208, 250,000 
211,000,000 
oy hn iT 
261. ! 

20), 00 
wht 

a), 

337,5 

B20, 0 

333, (6 

BR, lt 

mw 

295, 7 

00, 474 
907,101 
335, 018 
348, 538.1 
925, 210, 712 
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APPENDIX No. 6. 
Showing the tariff changes, with the market price of fine fleece wool, for each year during fifty years, from 1847 


convenience of comparison the specific tariff rates have ween changed to ad valorem by assuming a probable value for wools imported. The market 
~ is that given by James Lynch and George William Bond, up to and including 1883. Subsequent to that date, the prices are those quoted by Mau- 
ger & Avery, of New York. The currency values for period when gold was at a premium are reduced to gold 


ie ie canes - 


Comparative scale of duties.- Comparative scale of price 



























prices Price. 
Cent 

ee ee wo 

—— a a 9 

‘5 

| 47 

wer ee eee un "5 

—_—_—_—_——— ee : 59 

wee ae ee se 46 

ELS ‘ As | 

esse ue 6 ee ee 45 

————— ee 

_ 59 

per cent, costing not — ee | vt 

over 18 cents. it 

15per cent, costing 15 to 4 —_ | a 

cents. ae 

Canada ae a —_— a -_ 

2 to 30 per cent, Canada — EEE Se . 5 

not free. -*» 

cckittttiinbeicthig@icesa MED ccccccess cosces coccce oe ee ST 6 
e6seeceees eecoes oceoese —_—_—_—_—_—_—_—_—————— ee ; 47 

cece ecaseoe ae es A ee me 46 

weecdn cove ccces coccce ———:._.__!'___c_.c©c“ od ‘2 

ee eel aD SS RE g 4s 
ween weeeee el em a ee 2 61 

“Bt er en eee caine aceniie taitiihieicacentidiaiintietianieatees een . 58 

wwe TE «weet eee eee SS ee SS ee ee . w 

oe eeees  eccee s00e cecees —_—_———— ee i 5 mA) 

o eeces eo eees cone coeces —_—_—_———— EY SY xe 

eee eceeoeseloccce —_—————S——S— OO ————————— ES 44 

eee ee eee ee ee ewe SS —_—-~<-—-- ee ee .47 

onccee eceensccoe cos s| ooee +O. «coe oc ccwe co ee oe ceees —_—_—_—enw s.r ee ee ee ee ee 39 
OR ak iettatadae ote + eee ee een wae weewne —————————— ne ern ee 
. .ncstuteaaiaoncen es enone rn ee ea SSS : = 
TEED. .ncucchstdpannenes}oce~- Gn cimenshemendesene en eee _ "2 
1883 o<cees cesses ents coes 40 to 50 per Cie ccscmieces —_—_—_—_—_——se_—oocco“ a 43 
Th. sadaidebieiibeconlecess I tacit tetsininitverdnianin ame ne ee ee ————— 37 
-. avec cede cesenaccscloce- en ES a 
I takabaltbiichoesdiease do a wee ———————S = 
1888 . seces veska i eereeliainienntienettameneeteenennnennematiatieantieeen tanennel rr er ee ee 30. 
‘1880 a re ee a ee me 3 
1890... x to 6 per cent, ll cents et me ee ee ee ree ee 3 
oie mm Cece aes ocnpens aie, =e 
1893 seem Oe ewe ene ewe lee ene do eee ee eee eee meeee ee 26} 
1605. sngtindilapaa lcs peitincnnh spnyindibcns iionse 7 
1896 oe enews mee eee mmeel ewe e = d we er ee 19° 
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* This tariff admitted nearly all the fine wools of South America and Cape of Good Hope, and many of those grown in Australia, free. Wool costing over 
20 cents was taxed 24 per cent ad valorem. 


a: Wool costing over 24 cents, 9 cents per pound. As under this clause only very high cost scoured wools would be selected, the duty might be less than 
per cent. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Carrer inthe chair). The; Mr. WHITE. Laminquiringforinformation. If that be true. 
pending question is on the amendment of the Senator from | upon what ground can any compensatory duty for the next twelve 
Arkansas | Mr. Jongs] to the amendment of the committee, which | months be justified? Compensation is given upon the theory, as 
will be stated. was stated by the Senator from Arkansas very clearly yesterday, 

The StcreTary. On page 122, line 13, ph 364, after the | that the tariff tax will result in higher rates, and that therefore it 
word ‘* wholly,” strike out “or in part;” and in the same line, | is but just to give the manufacturers compensation; buf if it be 
icp insert “or of which wool is the component mate- | true that wool has been imported and is now here, and that no 


of chief value;” so as to make the paragraph read: duty is to be paid a it, is it not plain that an amendment such 
a4. On knit fabrics, and all manufactures of every description | 45 the one suggested by the Senator from Arkansas, providing that 
made of wool, or of which wool is the component material of chief | this compensatory duty shall not go into effect for a year, is abso- 
value, not eg A for in this 1 ame at _ = Sa s lutely just? I can not see any argument to the contrary. 
by this ac on a pound of ‘unwashed wool of aa! das tebe ab dheve | Sat eee ae I was under the impression that that amend- 
cents and not above 70 cents und, the dut r pound | ment was voted down yesterday. 
shall be the Snty teepened by this act on 1 pound unwashed Mr. WHITE. Exactly: but that does not prevent a renewal of 
ee ren ae thereto, upon all the foregoing, 50 per | 4) ve m othe Alles Aaya ‘1. ; 
cent yy at over 70 cents pound, the duty per pound © proposition upon other sections, and it is scarcely an answer 
shall be aS the duty imposed by act on 1 pound of unwashed | to the interrogatory to say that the question was voted on yester- 
“ea oy peek grades valorem. ‘ “7, -I am looking for light on the subject. ’ 

. WHITE. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Iowa,| Mr. ALLISON. That is scarcely an answer, but another an- 
who is no doubt well informed on this subject, whether it is his | swer is as to what would be done at the end of twelve months. 
opinion that there is now on hand in this country a supply of raw | Of course there will be a constant supply of wool on hand, and 
Wool sufficient to meet the : ily 





manufacturing demand for the coming | there will be the same supply, probably, at the end of twelve 
been made several times on the other | months that there is now. That is the only answer I know of. 
inguire of the Senator from Iowa if he Mr. WHITE. That, I respectfully submit, is not an answer at 
; relation to that matter? all, because the wool is now in the country and has not paid duty; 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no special information, and can speak | of course it will not pay it; but the wool brought in here twelve 
on ae way. I have seen several letters from Mr. Jus- | months hence must pay duty if this bill becomes a law 


i 
Hi 
=e 


Mr. HOAR. The price will be raised by the tariff before the 
manufacturer gets the wool. 


Mr. WHITE. But the wool is already here. Presumably the 


wao Si thet Gon tonne ee and I have seen 
that there is probably now or will very soon 
bes year’s supply, or nearly a year’s supply, of raw wool, 





ee 
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manufacturers, who look out for this enactment, have brought it 
here and have it now in stock. We have been informed in the 
Senate by Senators on the other side of the Chamber that the 
warehouses of the country are full of a stock of wool that was im- 
ported for manufacturing purposes. It was admitted at the time 
the statement was made that no duty would be paid upon that 
wool, but it was said that was one of the unfortunate eircum- 
stances which must always attend a revision of the tariff. But 
that is no answer, because here is a plain, adequate remedy in 
sight, the substitution of a few words in this paragraph. 

Now, Mr. President, there is another point upon which I desire 
information. I desire toinquire of the Senator from Iowa whether 
the rates provided in paragraph 363 are not greater than in the 
McKinley Act? As I read the McKinley Act, the rates here are 
greater. Instead of 40, the rate of the McKinley Act was 35, and 
instead of 35 it was 30. The duty upon wool is not greater, and 
why should the compensatory duty be greater? Is it a fact that 
under the McKinley law the manufacturers were not treated fairly, 
and that it is necessary now to add something? I have the Mc- 
Kinley law here. The language is not absolutely identical, but 
very nearly so. Paragraph 891 of the McKinley Act, which, I 
take it, refers to the same subject, is as follows: 


On woolen and worsted yarns made wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the 
hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valned at not more than 30 
cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be two and one-half times the duty 
imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in 
addition thereto, 35 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON, That is the duty on yarns. 
fabrics. 

Mr. WHITE. No; I am referring now to paragraph 363 of the 
bill under consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. Whatis the paragraph of the McKinley Act? 

Mr. WHITE. Itis the paragraph on yarns made wholly or in 
part of wool. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the paragraph in the act? 

Mr. WHITE. Paragraph 368 of the bill under consideration 
and paragraph 391 of the McKinley Act. The phraseology is not 
the same, but there is a difference in the rate in this, that the 
proposed bill provides a larger rate than the McKinley Act, and 
it can not be justified, because the rate on wool is, if anything, 
less than in the McKinley Act, while the suffering manufacturer 
is here compensated for something in addition to that which he 
received under the McKinley Act. Iam inquiring as to the rea- 
son for it. The duty on wool under the McKinley Act was 11 cents 
a pound and here it is 10 cents, 

Mr. ALLISON. The paragraph the Senator quotes from is para- 
graph 391 of the McKinley Act? ° 

r. WHITE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ALLISON. Which provides that— 


On woolen and worsted yarns made wholly or in part of wool * * * 
valued at not more than ®) cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be two 
and one-half times the duty imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed 
wool of the first class. 


Mr. WHITE. The valuation here is 35 cents per pound. 

Mr, ALLISON. Certainly it isa higher bracket than 380; in- 
stead of 30 cents, it is 35 in this bill; which shows that the rate is 
much lower. 

Mr. WHITE. It has been stated to me that the rate is higher. 
The Senator may be better informed about it than I. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will see that it is on woolen and 
worsted yarns ‘‘ valued at not more than 30 cents per pound, the 
duty per pound shall be two and one-half times the duty imposed 
by this act on a pound of unwashed wool * * * valued at not 
more than 35 cents per pound, two and one-half times.” So that 
the rate is much lower. 

Mr. WHITE, The Senator will observe that the ad valorem 
duty in paragraph 391 of the McKimley law on woolen and worsted 
yarns is 45 ond cent, and here it is 40 per cent on all. 

Mr.ALLISON. Verywell. Then‘ valued at more than 30cents 
and not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall 
be three times the duty imposed by this act on a pound of the un- 
washed wool of the first class; and in addition thereto 35 per cent 
ad valorem.” 

Mr. WHITE. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then it continues: 


. 


This duty is on 


Valued at more than 40 cents per peered, the duty per pound shall be three 


and one-half times the ante imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed wool 
of the first class, and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. 


The ad valorem is an increase of 5 per cent, and in the specific 
duty there is a reduction. 
r. WHITE. The duty on wool is less. 

Mr. ALLISON. The specific duty is less and the compensatory 
duty is less. 

Mr. WHITE. I presume the dollar will have the same appear- 
ance, no matter what it comes in under. It is a decrease. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think it is, 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The immediate amendment unjcr 
consideration is the proposition to insert, in line 13, the words «-, 
of which wool is the component material of chief value,” in para_ 
graph 364; and after the word “ wholly,” in the same line, to si) 
out the words “‘or in part.” ia 

Mr. President, attention was called to the fact on yesterday that 
when the flax schedule was constructed, in every instance it was 
said as to certain fabrics of flax, hemp, or ramie, where the inato. 
rial of chief value in the mixed fabric of flax and cotton wag eos. 
ton, that it should pay as a cotton fabric, and should not have thea 
tariff that was intended to be put on the flax fabric. That is a)<,, 
the case in the silk schedule, Where there is a mixture of gj), 
and cotton or other material, in every instance the paragraph pro. 
vides that where a fabric is composed of silk or partly of silk. in 
which silk is the component material of chief value, then the rate 
of taxation put on the silk fabric shall stand; but if the componeyt 
material of chief value is cotton, the material is not treate| as 4 
silk fabric at all, and the rates are put upon it as a co! ton fabric. 

In this wool schedule it seems to me that there is a singular dis. 
regard of the facts that enter into this schedule. When an Ameri- 
can manufacturer manufactures a piece of cloth which weivlis 10 
pounds, Congress fixes a rate of protection on that, and this law 
proposes to give the manufacturer a tariff of 50 per cent to pro- 
tect him in the manufacture of these woolen cloths. Fifty per 
cent goes into the manufacturer's tariff as the manufacturer's 
protection clear through this bill. Ifan American manufacturer 
manufactures a piece of cloth which weighs 10 pounds, he is sa\is- 
fied, as we understand this bill, and its friends are satistied, that 
he shall havea manufacturer's protection of 50 per cent; but when 
he has manufactured 10 pounds of cloth he says, ‘I manufactured 
this cloth, and while I am content with the 50 per cent protection 
I get as a manufacturer, yet I have been handicapped by being 
compelled to pay a tariff on my raw material, which I ought to be 
indemnified for.” 

Then you go about ascertaining what he is entitled to. His 
statement is that it requires 3 pounds of wool in the grease to 
make 1 pound of wool scoured or in the cloth, and that for every 
10 pounds of cloth the manufacturer requires he has to buy 30 
pounds of wool in the grease. That is under the paragraph as you 
propose it. If that be true, there must be 10 cents a pound paid 
upon the wool in the grease, and the manufacturer must have paid 
tariff on the amount of wool used in the manufacture of 10 pounds 
of cloth at 10 cents per pound on 80 pounds of wool, making $3, 
which he has paid as the tariff on his raw material. If these 10 
pounds of goods are worth $10, 50 cents protection will be a pro- 
tection of $5 as the manufacturer’s protection. But he says he 
must have that without having it decreased by the $3 taken to pay 
the tariff on the raw wool. Hence he must have, in addition to 
the tariff, an ad valorem equivalent to the amount of tariff he has 
been compelled to pay on his raw material. 

You say that, having used 30 pounds of wool in the grease to 
make 10 pounds of cloth, the 10 cents a pound paid by tlie manu- 
facturer as a tariff on the wool in the grease must be allowed hi. 
So we fix the tariff that for every pound of cloth in the manufac- 
ture there shall be a tariff amounting to three times the amount 
of the tariff that was paid upon a pound of raw wool. So there is 
a tariff of 30 cents a pound on the cloth, 10 pounds making $3, and 
the tariff is $3 specific, in addition to the 50 per cent tariff to com- 

nsate for the $3 paid on the raw wool when the manufacturer 

uys his wool. 

Mr. President, if this were true, if the manufacturer actually 
used 30 pounds of raw wool in making 10 pounds of woven wool 
the argument would be all right, and, from the standpoint of 
Senators on the other side, be just and fair; but suppose, asa 
matter of fact, that in that 10 pounds of cloth, instead of having 
10 pounds of wool he only has 5 pounds of wool and 5 pounds of 
cotton, where, then, can be the justification of giving him $3} pro- 
tection for a tariff when he pays but $1.50, all he has used being 
5 pounds of wool in his manufacture of cloth—one-half wool and 
one-half cotton. There are 5 pounds of wool and 5 pounds of cotton 
in that 10 pounds of cloth, and the tariff he pa‘d for the material 
he used in making the 5 pounds of cotton cloth and that he used 
in making 5 pounds of woolen cloth, one-half of the woolen fabric, 
would take, instead of 30 pounds of wool in the grease, but 19 
pounds of wool in the grease; and when you propose to give lim 
a compensation of $3 where he has paid but $1.50, you are treat- 
ing the American public unjustly and unfairly, and increasing 
his protective beyond what he himself says is necessary ‘or 
him to have. 

The argument is stronger still if there is but one-tenth of wool, 
and yet under the terms of this bill 7 propose that if there is 
one-tenth wool you shall pay the full amount as if the whole o! 1t 
was composed of wool. : 

Mr. President, I submit that in a fabric where there is but one 
tenth wool it is not fair that it should be treated in the same way 
as if it were composed wholly of wool; and that where woo! 1s the 
material of least value, that that fabric should be considered as & 
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cotton fabric and treated as such, and these wool tariffs ought not 
to go onit. Take the 50 per cent, if you choose; but you have no 
right to give him a compensation for ten times as much wool as 
he puts into his fabric, or four times as much, or twice as much. 

I respectfully submit that these facts can not be gainsaid or 
denied, and you can not get away from them. You are under the 
guise, under the pretense, of giving a compensatory duty to the 
manufacturer to compensate him for the wool he puts in his ma- 
terial, giving him ten times the amount of wool in some cases on 
which a tariff has been paid to the Government. In this partic- 
ular case to-day you are passing this bill; and whenever it becomes 
a law the American manufacturer takes his 30 pounds of wool, 
upon which he has not paid one cent of duty, and yet you propose 





to put a tariff upon the fabric in addition to the 50 per cent that | 
he says is all he wants, in addition to the 50 per cent which is all | 


that the manufacturers claim they are entitled to. 

In addition to that, you propose to put a specific duty, under 
the pretense of compensating him for the tariff he has paid upon 
wool, which he has not paid, and which you know he has not 


paid, and which you have admitted on the floor of the Senate that | 


e has not paid, and yet you levy this tax upon the people to 
make woolen manufacture more profitable, and instead of giving 
him 50 cent, you ages to give him 80 or 90 per cent. 

The plain matter of fact in this case can not be evaded; it can 
not be dodged. If the words I have proposed, ‘‘ or of which wool 
is the material of chief value,” be inserted, and then these rates 
go into effect, they will be much less unjust and unfair than the 
terms of the bill as proposed by the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CarTEr in the chair). The 

eas and nays having been ordered on the amendment proposed 
i the Senator from Arkansas {Mr. JonEs] to the amendment 

the committee, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHILTON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Oregon (Mr. McBripe}. 

Mr. HAWLEY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Bare}. 
absent, and so I shall not vote. 


“ce ” 


I am paired with 


If he were here, I should vote 


ay. 
Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna}. 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from North Carolina gs BUTLER] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Then I withhold my vote, as I am paired 
with that Senator. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My colleague [Mr. Berry] is detained 
from the Senate Chamber by public business. If he were present. 
he would vote “yea.” He is paired with the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. Mason]. . 

Mr. GEAR. I inquire if the senior Senator from New Jersey 
{Mr. Smirn} has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. GEAR. Then I withhold my vote, as [ am paired with 
that Senator. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MURPHY. I am paired with the Senator from New 
pshire {Mr. CHanpDLER}, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Tennessee {[Mr. Harris], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I transfer my pair with the senior 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DanieL] to the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. JonEs], and vote “ nay.” 

+ ie I wish to announce that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Linpsay] is necessarily absent from the city. He is 
paired with the senior Senator from Michigan [{ Mr. McMiLLan}. 

Mr. SEWELL (after having voted in the negative). 1 inquire 
if the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MircHELL] has voted? 


I inquire if 


= 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. SEWELL. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with 
that Senator. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 32; as follows: 

YEAS—23. 
Allen, Gorman, Martin, Tillman, 
Bacon, Harris, Kans. Mills, Turpie, 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Morgan, Vest, 
Clay, Kenney, Pasco, Walthall, 
cLaurin, ‘ettus, nite. 
Faulkner, Mallory, Roach, 
NAYS—22. 

Allison, Foraker, Nelson, Shoup, 
Burrows, Frye. Penrose, Spooner, 
Carter, Gallinger, Perkins, Teller, 
Clark, Hale, Piatt, Conn. Thurston, 
Davis, Hansbrough, Platt, N. Y. Turner, 
Deboe, Hoar, Pritchard, Warren, 
Elkins, Lodge, roctor, etmore, 
Fairbanks, Mantie, Quay, Wilson. 





Iam paired with | 
I believe he is still | 
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NOT VOTING—H 
Aldrich, Daniel, Kyle, Pettigrew, 
Haker, Gear, I Ly, Raw uns, 
Bate. George, McBride, Sewell. 
Berry, Gray, McEnery, Smith, 
Butler, Hanna, Mc Millan, Stewart, 
Cannon, Harris, Tenn Mas Wellington, 
Chandler, Hawley Mitchell, Wolcott 
Chilton, Heitfeld, Morrill 
Cullom, Jones, Nev Murphy, 


So the amendmentof Mr. Jonrs of Arkansas to the amendment 
of the committee was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on thea lop- 
tion of the amendment of the commit ee 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the amendment, 
in line 17, after the word ** class,” by inserting ‘‘for each pound 
of wool contained in said fabric;”’ after the word ** class,” in line 
20, by inserting the same words; and after the word “class,” in 
line 24, by inserting the same words. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 3864, page 122, 
the word *‘ class,” it is proposed to insert ** for each pound of wool 
contained in said fabric:” in line 20, after the word * class,” to 
insert ‘“*for each pound of wool contained in said fabric; and in 
line 24, after the word ‘‘ class,” to insert ‘‘for each pound of wool 
contained in said fabric.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the first paragraph 
will read, if my amendment is adopted, as follows: 


line 17, after 


364. On cloths, knit fabrics, and all manufactures of every description made 
wholly or in part of wool, not specially provided for in this act, valued at not 
more than 40 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be three times the 
duty imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class for 


each pound of wool contained in said fabric 


I feel absolutely confident the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIsoNn] 
is so perfectly fair and just that he will accept this amendment. 
He does not want to give the manufacturers compensation for 
tariffs on wools which they do not pay. Iam sure he is too fair a 
man to desire any such thing. When a fabric is made wholly of 
wool, then in 3 pounds of it there will be compensation for three 
times the tariff on a pound of unwashed wool; but if a fabric is 
made one-half of wool and one-half of cotton, then they will have 
a tariff on a pound of the mixed fabric for three times the amount 
of wool that is in the fabric; and the public will then pay the com- 
pensatory duty of 3 for 1 on every ounce of wool that goes into 
the fabric, and will pay a compensatory duty on wool for cotton 
that goes into the fabric, which would be 6 to 1 if it was half and 
half, and which would be 10 to 1 if it were nine-tenths cotton and 
only one-tenth wool under the bill as it stands at this time. 

Mr. President, as I have pointed out already, and it was ad- 
mitted by Senators upon the other side, it only takes 2 pounds 
of unwashed wool to make a pound of scoured wool; and nobody 
denies it. The wool that is imported in the largest quantity and 
which is consumed by the manufacturers does not take 3 pounds 
to make 1 pound of scoured wool; it only takes 2 pounds to make 
1 pound of scoured wool, and the manufacturer pays a tariff on 
only 2 pounds of wool—that is, when he gets all wool in the fabric. 
This proposition will not even get rid of that evil, and it will let 
the manufacturer get 3 for 1, although he only pays 2 for 1 for 
every ounce of wool or for every pound of wool that enters into 
his fabric; and certainly nothing more ought to be asked. 

Mr. ALLISON. How do you ascertain that? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. You ascertain it like you ascertain 
anything else. There is not the slightest difficulty in figuring out 
the proportion of wool in the fabric. There is no trouble in as- 
certaining the amount of wool and the amount of cotton that is 
contained in the fabric, and the experienced custom-house officers 
can tell without difficulty the proportion of each, 

The idea runs through the bill in numberless other instances, 
and the provision appears again andagain. How can you deter- 
mine about the value unless by weight? You put in the silk 
schedule everywhere and the flax schedule everywhere that if flax 
or silk is the component material of chief value—which is a ques- 
tion that is much more difficult to determine than to determine 
the question of weight—then the tax shall be governed by that. 
In this case you have only to determine as to the weight to deter- 
miné the tax, which is a less complicated and difficult question 
than to determine the value. If in mixtures of flax or silk with 
other materia!s their values can be ascertained, how much easier 
would it be to ascertain the weight of wool that goes into a fabric. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I wish to say but a word re- 
specting the amendments proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 
The Senator from Arkansas calls attention to the amendment 
which has just been defeated, because he says the woolen manu- 
facturer will receive an unjust compensatory duty, as we have pro- 
vided here for three times the duty, although nine-tenths or three- 
fourths of the material may be of cotton. I do not intend to go 
into that this morning, having spoken briefly on the question last 
night; but the difficulty of dealing with that method as respects 
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woolen fabrics lies in the fact that if wool is not the chief com- | it with the whole, and it is easier ay oy the weight than the value 

ponent or measure of value these fabrics, if they contain a greater | because the question of value is to be determined after you {i))j 

value of cotton, will be thrown over into the cotton schedule. the weight, and it is more a matter of opinion than is the wei,}); 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That, as the Senator suggests, has | The weight can be determined by scales. The value is a matt.; 

been disposed of, but the question now is one of weight and not | of opinion, to some extent, and in a constantly fluctuating mari. 

of value. it is much more difficult to determine what is the value of a t},)),. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well; and I am disposing of this question | after you find the weight than it is to find the weight. But \.;, 

now. That was objectionable for the reason that then it would | can not find the value until you first find the weight, cithe; j,, 

be a cotton fabric and come in at 45 per cent ad valorem, and | flax or silk. 

those who manufacture such goods abroad would bring in in the Mr. ALLISON, The Senator from Arkansas differs with «|| 

form of free wool under the cotton classification and under the | other experts on the subject. That is all I have to say. 

cotton schedule probably half the fabrics that are used, because Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam notan expert. I think that js 

all they would have to do would be to provide for 50} per cent of | the plain common-sense view of the situation. 

cotton as the component material of chief value, and then they The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing t: ¢)). 

would bring in 494 per cent of wool free of duty, and in that way | amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas to the amen. 

use the foreign wool that we are trying in this bill to protect our | ment of the committee. 

farmers against. Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On that Iask for the yeas and nays. 
lt so happens that in this schedule at least the manufacturers | The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 

and the farmers are united in interest, for the reason that unless | call the roll. 

our farmers who produce wool can find a market for it with our Mr. CHILTON (when his name was called), 

own manufacturers they will have practically no market at all. | the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE]. 

Therefore, if they are to produce wool in this country under the | Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I am paired with 
otective system, they must have it practically manufactured in | the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. I do not see him in tio 
is country under the protective system as against free wool | Chamber, and therefore withhold my vote. 

abroad, I know that is not the purpose of our friends upon the Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with tho 

other side. If we are to have a duty upon wool and woolens, we | Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH}. 

must correlate those duties so that our woolen manufacturers will Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I again 

be protected against the inundation of free wools from abroad | announce the transfer of my pair with the senior Senator from 

under the guise of cotton fabrics. Virginia re DanIgL] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones}, 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I merely want to suggest that, ad- | and I will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

mitting for the sake of argument—which I do not—the Senator’s| Mr. HAWLEY (when his name was called). I announce for 

position to be exactly correct, then he can have no objection to | the oe = 4 yair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Barr} 

this proposition, because this proposition is to make the compen-| Mr. MURPHY (when his name was called). I am paired with 

sation on the wool actually contained in the goods whether it be | the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 

much or little. Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senator proposes that this compensatory | the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna]. 

duty shall be upon the wool in a mixed fabric, and upon the| Mr. WARREN (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 

weight of the wool. I should like to know by what method any | the junior Senator from Washington (Mr. TuRNER]. If he were 

expert or any appraiser can take a piece of goods with cotton | present, I should vote “nay.” 

warp, if you please, and know how much the wool in the fabric| Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I have a 

will weigh, and how much the cotton will weigh, unless he un- | general pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. But.ex). 

ravels it all. So it seems to me here is another indirect method | As he is absent, I withhold my vote. 

whereby it is attempted to evade or avoid the very question in The roll call was concluded. 

which our wool producers and woolen manufacturers are inter- Mr. KENNEY. I inquire whether the junior Senator from 

ested in common as respects these duties. Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose] has voted? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Iowa permit | The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

me to ask him a question at this point? Paragraph 344 says: Mr. KENNEY. Being paired with that Senator, I withhold 
Woven fabrics or articles not specially provided 1or in this act, com 


of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which these substances or either of them is the 
component material of chief value, weighing 4 ounces, etc. 


How is the custom-house officer to determine which is the com- 


Tam paired with 


my vote. 

Mn JONES of Arkansas. I again announce the pair of my col- 
league [ Mr. Berry] with the Senator from Dlinois Mr. Mason}. 
If a colleague were present, he would vote *‘ yea.” 
ponent material of chief value? Say, for instance, the warp is| The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 28; as follows: 


cotton, the filling linen, or the warp half cotton and the filiin YEAS—22. 
mixed linen and cotton. How is the custom-house officer to tell Allen Heitfeld, Mitchell Turpie, 
which is the component material of chief value? If he can not | Bacon, Jones, Ark. Morgan, Vest, 
tell how the woolen fabric is made, he can not tell how the flax | Caffery, McLaurin, Pasco, Walthall, 
fabric is made, and he can not tell how the silk fabric is made; Cukrell, Marca —— White. 
and yet the Senator has brough* propositions here which require | Faulkner, Milis, Tillman, 
him to do that in the silk schedule, and in the flax schedule, and NAYS—28. 
if he is competent to do that in those cases, what is to prevent him F Mantle, i Sewell, 
from doing it in the woolen schedule? I should be glad to have Gallinger Perk hou 
; os . . ins, Shoup, 
= Senator explain how he can do it in the one and not in the a Piatt, Conn. Spooner, 
other. Hans : «x. eller, 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senator is mistaken wholly as to what is | Fairbanks Pear, pri , Thurston, 
to be done. It is one thing to ascertain the component material of Melnsry, Quay, = Wien” 
chief value, and another thing to ascertain how much the wool in NOT VOTING—29. 
a fabric weighs. The component material of chief value can easily Daniel, Jones, Nev. Sensese 
be ascertained; but suppose he waé required to ascertain whether Deboe, Kenney, Pettigrew, 
ten threads of cotton in the fabric weighed an ounce or the frac- gene. 7 wiins, 
tion of an ounce, and the other material three-quarters or a whole | Butier Geran. ; Seeart, 
ounce. Gray, Me Millan, Turner, 
Mr. JONESof Arkansas. Must he not first ascertain how much | Chandler, Hanna, Meson, Warren, 
flax there is in the fabric before he determines what is the com- | Chilton, ee — —, oe 
pears meee at ee aes Cullom, Hawley, Nelson, 
r. . No, sir; certainly no 
Mr. JORES of Arkansas. How doss he find the value? sucte ane of Arkansas to the amendment 
. S . Because the is worth a great more Mr. JONES of Ark I off. : t tl d of 
than a cotton fabric. P. of Arkansas, I now ‘ er, to come in at the en 
Mr. JONESof Arkansas. But it is a question of the component me ee 46 Se ee es I as 
i i rovided, That the e du or in t aph shall no 
et Se eee tip fatale, . 1s is the component become operative until twelve months s after the passage bf this act. 
Mr. ALLISON. Certainly; which is flax. 1 shall ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment, and I hope 
Mr, JONES of Arkansas. The flax thread. Then he has to find | the Senate will adopt it. 
how many flax threads there are in the material and measure their e from lowa has this morning distinctly admitted t» 
valne by the value of the flax, and determine whether it is the | the Senate that there is a twelve-months y of wool now 11 
component material of chief value. Soin silks. You are bound ! the cou ; that it has been im no tariff has been 


to analyze it. You must first find the weight, and then compare | paid upon The specific duties provided for in this paragraph 
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are intended, or it is 


— 


ver, after this bill becomes operative, the manufacturer 
wool, ry pay the van ay a a — When 

ports eno to ea pound of cloth, upon the assump- 
— other side, he must pay 30 cents, or 10 cents on 
each of So of wool out of which to make 1 pound of 


tended that they are intended, as com- 
turers for the tariff they pay on the wool 


. I tion, the 50 cent—25 per cent more than has 
oe ihe law since the Wilson bill was passed—which has been 
considered ample to ¢ the manufacturers, is already provided 


for in the bill, and it is not right that compensation should be 
allowed to them for tariff they have not paid. When a twelve- 
months supply, by the admission of the Senator from Iowa, has 
been nal into the country without paying any duty. there is 
no justice, there is no fairness, in allowing a compensation of 30 
cents on pound of manufactured cloth made out of this wool 
as com for tariff they have not paid. 

As the Senator from Iowa has admitted that there is a year’s 
supply of wool in the country, and as the manufacturers will use 
raw wool for twelve months upon which they have paid no duty, 
the amendment ought to be adopted, so that —oeee will not 
be compelled to pay the manufacturefs an increased price because 
of duties they have not paid. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ’ Let the amendment be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of paragraph 364 it is proposed to 
insert the following proviso: 

i duties provided for in this h shall not become 
guictive tall waive months after the passage bf this act. 

Mr. WHITE. I simply desire to call attention to the fact that 
the ad valorem duty in the paragraph is higher than under the 
McKinl 


i Act. 
; VEST. In paragraph 364 the duties upon goods valued at 
od seam 50 cents per pound amount to 154.30 per cent, and upon 


goods above 50 cents per pound, 94.45 per cent. It always happens 
that the higher duty is upon the cheap goods and the smaller duty 
upon the dear goods. 


The statements of my colleague, the Senator from Arkansas, in 
regard to the injustice of this graph are unanswerable, abso- 
lutely so. We were told by the Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. 
ALpricH], when he made his opening speech in this debate, that 
on eee a immense — = — —< would oe 
brought country, espec under wool—to use his 

, which would be caste inde the country before the 
became a law—it would be absolutely necessary to find reve- 
nue for the immediate wants of the Government somewhere else, 
and for that reason our Republican friends propose to put a duty 
on bent ae cea uestres as to tea the one a 
ments y against any such duty, use that 
is a simple revenue oes all of which goes into the Bicomy with- 
out — to the individual manufacturer at all. 

Yet with that very argument made here, it is now proposed, 
besides these enormous duties which I have named, to give to the 
manufacturers a a naked gratuity, out of the tax money of 
the ao It is nothing else. ere is no pretense that they are 
entitled to the duties which are now proposed on the ground that 
they use this taxed wool. They have already ~ot the wool. I 
saw a statement in a woolen journal yesterday that they hada 
two-years supply. Even if they have a one year supply, what is 
it but naked robbery, under the forms of law, to give them this 
enormous duty, when there is no basis in the world for it? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What is the contention; that there 
is a year’s NERY of wool in the hands of the manufacturers? 

Mr. JO Arkansas. There has been a year’s supply of 
wool imported into this country, according to the statements of 
all wool men. It amounts toa full year’s consumption. The Sen- 
ator from Iowa admitted a while ago that such is the fact. Now, 
they — that wool without paying ap depen on it, one yet you 
propose com tory duties in this paragraph to compen- 
site them for tariffs never paid. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not that the manufacturers have 

it. Ifitisin the hands of speculators, being held to charge 


ee the price to which it will be raised by the duty, 


manufacturers derive no advan from it. 

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. I presume men who want the 
wool it, and the Senator from Rhode Island stated in 
his speech, as referred to by the Senator from Missouri, 
that this was being done and that the practical effect of it was 
ae ve the of the revenue, and to compensate for 


and so that the Treasury might get the revenue that 
ought to have come from it, you propose to put a tax on beer and 


. PLATT of Connecticut. I merely rose for the purpose of 
saying that as 1 understand the situation a very small proportion 
of this wool has been imported by the manufacturers, but it has 
been imported largely by people with the idea of speculating upon 





it. 
sins ought to be visited upon the manufacturers. 





I do not like that, but at the same time I do not think their 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. When the Wilson bill was being 


framed, the manufacturers came here and insisted that as they 
had paid tariff on the raw materials which they used in manufac- 
turing their goods it was not right for them to be compelled to 
sell their fabrics in open market in competition with fabrics made 
from free wool, as we proposed to make it free. 
justice of that claim, the Wilson Act provided that the wool tariff 
should not go into effect as to woolen fabrics until January, 1895, to 
give them a market in which to sell the goods which they had made 
out of taxed wool, to compensate them for what they had done. 


Recognizing the 


Now the same men are here, and they propose to manufacture 


goods out of free wool, and when we propose that they shall not 
be allowed to saddle the people with an expense they have not in 
curred, they forget the sense of duty which animated us then, and 
I am ashamed to say that the Senate seems not to appreciate the 
gravity of the situation. 


Mr. WHITE. I merely desire to say that if the manufacturers 


of woolen goods have not imported the wool, and do not now pos- 
sess it, they have displayed in that regard far less ability and 
attention to their business than has been manifested with refer- 
ence to the preparation of the proposed act. 


Mr. CAFFERY. I call the attention of the Senator from Con- 


necticut to the fact that the Senator from Rhode Island, in his 
opening speech, stated that no considerable revenue could be ex- 


pected for two years from the duty on wool, and he made his cal- 
culations of a surplus something over $2,000,000 only for the next 
two years, and limited the duration of the tea tax and the tax on 
beer to that period. Under any circumstances this tax is utterly 
indefensible, for if the wool has been imported by importers and 
not by manufacturers, and they ask a high price for it, the manu- 
facturers can import wool without the payment of duty. It oc- 
curs tome, however, that it is an evasion to say that the parties in- 
terested in the importations were mere speculators, who might be 
crushed by the failure of the manufacturers to buy their imported 


articles. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I did not say and do not say 
that there have not been, perhaps, unusual importations of wool 
by manufacturers, but the great bulk of it is in the hands of the 
wool merchants. The manufacturers buy in advance, of course. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Who are the wool merchants? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There may have been importa- 
tions. I am only speaking of what I have been advised. I do not 
know how it may be. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. They buy on commission, as a rule? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I presume so. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. When they buy on commission, they 
buy for their principals. Seventy million pounds of wool came 
in month before last. 

Mr. WHITE. It is wholly unlikely that these people have not 
attended to their interests, and it is not at all probable that they 
are walking around, not knowing what to do, while other people 
are importing wool. I suppose the wool manufacturers have a 
vague idea that a wool schedule will probably be adopted some 
day, and they doubtless had such an idea soon after the last 
election. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Senators on the other side seem 
to suppose—and I know that nothing I can say will change their 
opinion about it—that every wool manufacturer in the United 
States is a very rich man, who can buy a year’s stock of wool in 
advance and carry it. The contrary is the fact. Most of the 
woolen manufacturers of the United States are not wealthy, and 
have no surplus cash on hand to invest in a year’s supply of wool. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will the Senator from Connecticut yield to 

me for a question? I will ask the Senator if it is not the theory 
of the Republican party, frequently expressed by its leaders, 
including the President of the United States, that the foreigner 
pays the import duty, the tax; and if that is true. upon what 
theory does the Republican party justify the imposition of com- 
pensatory duties to make good the domestic manufacturer on 
account of the supposed increased cost of his raw materials? 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I must ask to be excused from 
entering into a disenssion of the principles upon which the pro 
tective system is based. Unfortunately, the Senators who would 
like to = it fully and at great length, and answer the very 
remarkable and wonderful statements which have been made on 
the other side for the last three or four weeks, are compelled to sit 
silent in order to secure the passage of the pending bill within any 
time that will satisfy the country. 

Mr. MILLS. I think it is a creation of fancy on the part of the 
Senator from Connecticut that wool is imported into this country 
by speculators and then sold to the woolen manufacturers. The 
woolen manufacturers could not carry on their business in that 
way. They have to have experts to buy their wool. The wool is 
bought for a particular purpose, and a particular kind of wool is 
bought and a particularly skiliful person is appointed to do the 
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work, I remember a few years ago being in New England andin | in manufacturing. But there must be a market for the arti). 
one of the largest woo!en manufacturing establishments, and they | that are manufactured before you can set your mills to y, - 
pointed me to a gentleman whom they said they paid $10,000 a year | Where is that market to be found? It can not be found in th. 
to purchase their wool for them, and they said he could shut his | United States, because the people are too poor to purchase t),. 
eyes and stick his hand into a bag of wool and tell what sort of | articles manufactured. No man is going to manufacture ay ti. 
wool it was. They have to have a high-priced man to do that | cle without first knowing he is going to have a market for it. It 
business. They are importing wool for themselves. is rot and nonsense to sit here day after day and discuss tivis si). 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, 1 have been very highly edified | ple question. - 
for the last three days in listening to the discussion of the question| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
whether there is 1 pound of pure wool in 3 pounds of wool in the | agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Arkans;is | \{; 
grease, or whether there is 1 pound of pure wool in 4 pounds of | Jonges| to the amendment of the committee. dai 
wool in the grease. I think that is a subject which has been dis- The Secretary eee to call the roll. 
cussed largely and extensively here during the entire week. Mr. CHILTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 

This question assumes a greater range than the mere discussion | the Senator from on [Mr. McBripe}. 
of schedules or the arrangement of details. It involves the dis- Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
cussion of principles, it involves the discussion of consequences, | Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH}. 
and it occurs to me that the thing which ought to present itself Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). I announce my 
most strongly to the mind of every Senator is whether the seventy- | pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Pex pose j 
odd million people in the United States are to bear the burden of | and withhold my vote. : 
an enormous taxation upon woolen articles necessary to their life Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I announce my 
and their comfort. pair with the Senator from North Carolina (Mr. Prircu ry), 

I do not sup there is a sheep in the United States toevery| Mr. RAWLINS (when his namewas called). I am paired with 
inhabitant, and yet the question of wool, the question of — the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna}. 
haa occupied the attention of the Senate now for the last week. Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I again announce 
It is a mere spectacular performance before the country. There | my pair with the pouer Senator from Washington (Mr. Tuner). 
is nothing else to it. Upon the one hand stand a few sheep grow- r. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). [ again an- 
ers and a few wool owners who have contributed largely to the | nounce my pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina | Mr, 
campaign funds in the past and who are now demanding their | BUTLER], and in his absence withhold my vote. 
compensation in the form of a prohibitory statute, and on the| The roll call was concluded. 
other hand stand the millions of lambs in this country tobeshorn| Mr. TILLMAN. Has the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Tuvrs- 
by the tax. = voted? 

What difference does it make so far as the particular item now| The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
under discussion is concerned? The whole purpose and scopeof| Mr. TILLMAN. Iam paired with that Senator, and therefore 
the bill are not only to lay upon the backs of the people of this | withhold my vote. 
country additional burdens in the form of taxation, but it hasa| Mr. MALLORY. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont 
deeper significance, as expressed by the chairman of the Ways and | [Mr. Proctor]. If he were here, I should vote ‘ yea.” 
Means Committee of the House of Representatives, and therein| Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I again announce the absence of my 
lies one of its secret and hidden purposes, and that is to create a| colleague [Mr. ie If he were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 
fund so great, a surplus so t, that it can be used as a means of | He is paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason}. 
retiring the greenbacks and the legal-tender notes and the other| Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. Iam — with the junior Senator 
forms of money which have been issued by this Government. from Wyoming [Mr. CLark]. If he were present, I should vote 

It is the first step in that direction. If the bill and pro-| ‘‘yea.” 
duces, as I believe it will not, a surplus revenue, then the jackals} Mr. MARTIN. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
and the cormorants who profit by it will hold up their hands and | Montana [Mr. ManTLE]. I should vote “ yea” if he were present. 
elevate their sanctified noses and demand at the hands of Con-| Mr. GRAY. I ask if the senior Senator from Lllinois [Mr, 
gress legislation that will retire the greenbacks and legal-tender a has voted? 
notes. Then, when that is accomplished, as doubtless it will be| The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
accomplished if things are to go on in the future as they have| Mr.GRAY. Iam paired with that Senator, and withhold my 
gone in the past few years, we will be informed that we have not | vote. 
sufficient money, which we all now know. We will have com- Mr. WARREN. By an arrangement with the Senator from 
mitted then the suicidal policy of retiring the greenbacks and —— {Mr. Harris], I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
legal-tender notes that are so dear and sacred to the common peo- ashington [Mr. TURNER] to my colleague [Mr, CLark |, so that 
ple of this country, and then we will be informed that the only | the Senator from Kansas and myself can vote. I vote “ nay.” 
remedy the people have, the only relief we can give them, will be} Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 
relief in the form of an extension of the powers of national banks. The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 27; as follows: 

Then this country will have passed into the hands of the manu- 
facturers, the national banks, andthe great railway transportation 
lines of the country, and the people will be absolutely and unqual- | 5° Harris, K Mo ts 
ifiedly at their mercy. These consequences can not be escaped. ; Pasco, White. ° 
Yet dignified Senators stand here and argue like boys at school x Mills 
_— the grave and solemn question whether there are 2 pounds tchell, 
of grease to 1 pound of pure wool or whether there are 3. 

Mr. President, I want to see the bill pass. I want to see it pass N Spooner, 
as speedily as possible. In m om arg it will be the gigantic Fry . Stewart, 
failure of the age. It will fall short of producing revenue. Al- | Carte Pon oe. 
though its purpose is as I said, I want to see the great body of | Heboe ref seg Wetmore, 
honest American citizens who believe there is something in the | Elki Lod om Wilson. 
tariff issue to learn by bitter éxperience, if they can not learn 
otherwise, that the tariff is a delusion and a snare, and that the 
only question for the American people to decide—the great ques- Pettigrew, 
tion which they must decide correctly if the Government is to| Bak Pritchard, 
survive—is the question of the volume and character of our money. | Bate Go: a 

Iam perfectly willing, so far as I am concerned, to walk into rm 
this Chamber occasionally and vote upon theseschedules. Ido not 


Berry, 
Butler, Hanna, ‘illan. Smith, 


Cannon, Hans Thurston, 
are I will or will not vote upon the measure as a whole when Chilton, Tillman, 
t 


submitted. I do not know what course I shall pursue then, Salle, Martin, ernst 
but I believe, and I believe the American people are becoming | Daniel, : Well 


ington, 


daily convinced, that the bill will be a failure the moment it is . Penrose, Wolcott. 
adopted. But if they want tariff, if nothing but tariff will do,| So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
if our Republican friends say the settlement of the tariff ques- Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move, in line 15, paragraph 364, to 
tion will settle the question o proper: then let us have tariff, | strike out the words ‘three times” and insert ‘twice: so that 
and let us have it speedily, and let it be high, Mr. President. the compensatory duty upon the manufactured material, instead 
Let it be as high as it is possible for our friends on the other | of being three times cost of a pound of unwashed wool, shall 
side to make it. Let it ere the importation of hundreds of | be twice the cost of a pound of unwashed wool. It was admitted 
articles. Then what will be the result? Where will prosperity | yesterday in debate a number of times that Port Phillip worl, 
come from? Oh, the mills will open, so say our friends; men | which, asnobody will deny, is the wool mainly imported and use 
will be set at work in the different departments of industry and! by the manufacturers, at the rate of about 50 per cent, 








1897. 





or that 2 pounds of unwashed wool will make a pound of scoured 
wool. There is no reason for making larger the increases in 


aa we have been speaking about. 
adopt this amendment. ie 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas | Mr. JoNEs] to the amendment of 
the committee. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. [ ask for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. ; 

Mr. CHILTON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Oregon |Mr. McBripe}. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. nee). . 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). Lam paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] on this question. If he were 
present, I should vote ** yea.” 

Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE}. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Prircuarp]. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘“* yea.” 

Mr. RAW S (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna]. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). By the same ar- 

ent that was heretofore made I transfer my pair with the 
junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER] to my colleague 
{Mr. CLARK], 8o that the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLak«] 
will stand with the Senatorfrom Washington [Mr. TURNER}, 
and thus relieve the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris] and my- 
self. I vote een, 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. 


I hope the Senate will 


I am paired with 


I am paired with 


Iam paired with 


BuTLER}. 
The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. Under the arrangement stated by the 


I 


vote ** ” 

Mr. MARTIN. I desire to announce my pair with the senior 
Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. I should vote “ yea” if he 
were present. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I announce for the day the pair be- 
tween my colleague {[Mr. Berry], who is detained from the 


Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WarREN] I am at liberty to vote. 


Chamber w public duties. and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Mason}. my colleague were present, he would vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—19. 
Allen, Faulkner, Morgan, Tillman, 
Bacon, Harris, Kans. Murphy, Vest, 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Pasco, Walthall, 
Clay, Mills, Pettigrew, White. 
Cockrell, Mitchell, Pettus, 
NAYS—26 
Allison, Foraker, Perkins, Teller, 
Burrows, Frye, Platt, Conn. Thurston, 
Carter, Gallinger, Platt, N. Y. Warren, 
Chandler, Hale, Quay, Wetmore, 
Deboe, Hoar, owes, Wilson. 
Elkins, Lodge. Shoup, 
Fairbanks, Mc nery, Spooner, 
NOT VOTING—-4, 

Aldrich, Gear, Kyle, Penrose, 
Baker, George, Lindsay, Pritchard, 
Bate, — oe 8, sreeeen 
Berry ray, cLaurin, awiins, 
Butler, Tieuea, McMillan, Roach, 
Cannon, Hans gh, Mallory, Smith, 
Chilton, Harris, Tenn, Mantle, Stewart, 
Clark, Hawle Martin, Turner, 
Cullom, Hettfeld Mason Turple, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Morrill, Wellington, 
Davis, Kenney, Nelson, Wolcott. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. j 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on agreeing to 


as amended. 
as amended was agreed to. 

The of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
on Finance was, on page 122, line 25, paragraph 

_ 865, after the word “ blankets,” to strike ont the comma; in the 

same line, before ‘‘flannels,” to insert *‘plain;” and in the same 

line, after the word “flannels,” to strike out the comma and the 

“for underwear.” 

ALLISON. I ask that the two amendments changing the 

disagreed to, so that the clause may stand as it came from 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator refer to the amend- 
ments striking out the commas, or the changes in the text? 


| 


Fg 


i 





Iam paired with the | 
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of manufactures. They go exactly in the line of the other | ments in line 25. 


| 


} 


LQ 


Mr. ALLISON. The commas should remain. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There are four proposed amend- 


Mr. ALLISON. I wish the amendntents of the committee in- 
serting the word * plain ” and striking out the words “ for under- 
wear” to be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendments 
of the committee which have been stated. 

The amendments were rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 122, line 26, paragraph 
365, before the word *‘ cents,” to strike out “ thirty” insert 
‘“*forty;” so as to read: ' 

On blankets, and flannels for underwear composed wholly or in part of wool, 
valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be the 
sume as the duty imposed by this act on 1 pound and one-half of unwashed 
wool of the first class. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 123, paragraph 365, line 2, 
after the word ‘‘on,” to strike out ‘‘1 pound and one-half” and 
insert ‘‘ 2 pounds;” so as to read: 

The duty per pound shall be the same as the duty imposed by this act 
pounds of unwashed wool of the first class 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. When was that amendment offered, 
Mr. President? 

Mr. ALLISON, 
tary’s desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is the amendment agreed to, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 3 of the same paragraph I move to 
strike out the words ‘‘5 cents per pound and fifteen” and insert 
** thirty.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 123, paragraph 365, line 3, after the 
word “thereto,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘5 cents per pound 
and fifteen” and insert “ thirty;” so as to read: 

And in addition thereto, 30 per cent ad valorem 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee op Finance was, on page 123, paragraph 365, line 
4, after the words “ad valorem,” to strike out ‘‘ valued at more 
than 30 and not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty per pound 
shall be twice the duty imposed by this act on 1 pound of un- 
washed wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 8 cents per 
pound and 20 per cent ad valorem;” in line 10, after the words 
** shall be,” to strike out ‘‘ three” and insert ‘‘ two and one-half;” 
in line 13, before the words *‘ per centum,” tostrike out “ ten cents 
per pound and twenty ” and insert ‘‘ thirty-five;” in line 16, before 
the word ‘“ times,” to strike out ‘‘and one-half;” and in line 18, 
before the words ‘“‘ per centum,” to strike out ‘‘fifteen cents per 
pound and twenty” and insert ‘‘ forty;” so as to read: 

Valued at more than 40 cents and not more than 50 cents per pound, the 
duty per pound shall be two and one-half times tho duty imposed by this act 
on 1 pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 
es cent ad valorem. On blankets composed wholly or in pare of wool, 
valued at more than 50 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be three 
times the duty imposed by this act on 1 pound of unwashed wool of the first 
class, and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad valorem 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 123, paragraph 365, line 20, 
after the word ‘‘ pound,” to insert ‘‘and all flannels other than 
plain;” so as to read: 

Flannels composed wholly or in part of wool, valued at above 50 cents per 
yund, and all fenaeis other than plain, shall be classified and pay the same 
uty as women’s and children’s dress goods, etc 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that amendment will be disagreed to, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Finance, which has just been 
stated. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On page 123, line 3 of the paragraph 
just read, after the word ‘* class,” I move to insert the words ‘‘ for 
each pound of wool contained in said article.” 

This raises the same question that was presented by a similar 
amendment in a previous paragraph, that there shall be compen- 
sation allowed for the wool actually contained in the article, and 
not for the entire article, without regard to whether it be wool or 
cotton. There is no use to argue it any further. 

There is another thing I wish to state that | had overlooked. I 
had printed in the Recorp day before yesterday, while I was dis- 
cussing this paragraph, a statement which was published in the 
Bulletin of the National Association of Wool Manufacturers, and 
I had read this paragraph referring to the McKinley tariff: 

The wool duties of 1890 were. in a large degree, a prin- 
ciple laid down in 1867, and they were the subject severe and proper 
public criticism in consequence. They were fixed so high in relation to the 
then prices of wool that they necessitated duties on woolen goods equivalent 


and 


on 2 


It is an amendment which I sent to the Secre- 


It is an amendment submitted by the 


parture from the 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


to about 98 per cent ad valorem on the actual importations. Thus the wool 


and woolen schedule of that tariff became the central point of attack, and 
was largely responsible for the political revolution which resulted in the re- 
peal of the tariff of 1800 and the passage of a law placing wool on the free list. 

I was calling the attention of Republican Senators to this fact, 
and undertaking to show them that the rates under the pres- 
ent bill would be higher on an average than the rates under the 
McKinley law. The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WaRREN] 
asked me a question as to whether I thought the tariff on carpet 
wools would be 100 per cent, and the Recorp shows that I re- 
plied ‘‘ yes.” My attention was directed to the wool schedule and 
not especially to this other matter. I know of course that the 
rate on the carpet wools under the McKinley law was only 50 per 
cent, and the increase under this bill can not reach 100 per cent. 
The point | proposed to make was that the rates on wool generally 
in the schedule would average 100 per cent. I had just exhibited 
specimens of manufactures that would carry a tax of 100 per cent 
in connection with others that would carry a tax of 185 per cent. 
I state this in justice to myself. It was an inadvertence when I 
said the tax on carpet wools would be 100 per cent. 

I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CHILTON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBripr}. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. oe 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called), 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]. 

Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose], and 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I announce my 
pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Prircnarn]. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I announce my 

ir with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. If he were 

re, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and so withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). IT again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 
he were here, | should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I announce 
air with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 
e roll call was concluded. 
Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY] 
announced a pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEn- 
ROSE]. We have agreed to transfer our pairs, so that we may both 
vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. KENNEY. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. TURPIE. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], with 
whom I am paired, is temporarily absent from the Chamber, and 
I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. NELSON. I am paired with the Senator from Arkansas 
ees BERRY], but that pair has been transferred to the Senator 

om Illinois [Mr. Mason], and so I am at liberty to vote. The 
Senator from Arkansas and the Senator from [linois will stand 
paired until the return of the Senator from Illinois. I vote “‘nay.” 

Mr. THURSTON (after having voted in the negative). Iam 
— with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr, TILLMAN], and 

nire if he has voted? 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
Mr. THURSTON. Then I withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
| en 


Mitchell, 
Oaffery, 
Clay. 


Faulkner, 


eo. 


Carter i 
a 
Elkins, 


Aldrich, 
ker, 


I am paired with 
Iam paired with the 


I am paired with the 


Harris, Kans. 
Heitfeld, 
Jones, Ark. 
Kenney, 
Martin, 


Pettigrew, 
Mills, 


Pettus, 
NAYS—28. 
MecEnery, 
Mantle.” 
Nelson, 
Perkins, 
Platt, Conn. 
Platt, N. Y. 
Quay, 


NOT VOTING—2%. 


Fairbanks, 
Foraker, 


Frye, 
Gallinger, 
ale 
Hawley, 
Lodge, 


Stewart, 
Teller, 
Wetmore, 
Wilson. 


Gear, 
George, 
Gorman, 
Gray, 
Hanna, 
Hansbrough, 
ris, Tenn. 
Hoar, 


Rawlins, 
ion 
urs' 
Berry, Tillman, 
Butler, 
on, 
ilton, 
Cullom, 


Turpie, 
Ww Lid 
eliin 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Wolo 
Davis, Kyle, 


So the amendment of Mr. Jongs of Arkansas was rejected. 


Turner, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I now move to insert after the vy... 
*‘class,” in line 12, “for each pound of wool contained 1 
article;” and to insert the same words after the word * clas. 
line 17. This I do for the purpose of keeping the record str.;..),; 
and without any hope of making an impression upon Ephirsiin 
who seems to be joined to his idol. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by ;; 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. ay 

The Secretary. In paragraph 865, line 12, after the w., 
**class,” it is proposed to insert *‘ for each pound of wool con: 
in said article;’ and in line 17, after the word “class,” to jy~.,; 
‘for each pound of wool contained in said article.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendi.t 
submitted or the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I only wish to call attention + 
the very high ad valorems indicated upon the comparison })>/>+. 
us upon this schedule. oe pee 188 and 189 of the comparative 
statement it appeats that the ad valorem rates range all thie wa, 
from 63.48 to 125 per cent. : 

I desire to call the attention of the Senators from the mann‘1¢- 
turing States, who have got, it seems to me, a discriminating (in; y 
in this bill, to the comments made by a able and respected 
protectionist, formerly a member of this body and now Sec r:tiry 
of State. I refer to his comments—very brief, but pointed — upon 
the acts of 1883 and upon the McKinley law, and have no do:\\\t, 
if he writes the obituary of the present bill, that he will similarly 
comment. 


The real struggle— 
Says Mr. Sherman in his Recollections— 


The real struggle in tariff legislation is one of sections, or, as General Man- 
cock truly said, it is “a local question.” The Republican party affirm: that it 
is for a p ve tariff. ‘The Democratic party declares that it is fora tarif 
for revenue only; but generally, when Republicans mocrats together 
are framing a ff,each Member or Senator consults the interest of |is 
“deestrict” or State. It so happens that by the constitutional organization 
of the Senate two sections have an unequal allotment of Senators in propor- 
tion 7 Pon, The New England States have twelve able and ex)eri- 
enced Senators, with a ulation, according to census of 1890, of 4,700,745, 
or one Senator for less than 400,000 inhabitants. 

The nine States west of the Missouri, commonly classified as the silver or 
Western States, have ebtoes Senators, witha population of 2,814,400, or one 
Senator for than 160,000 inhabitants. This representation in the Senate 
gives these groups of States a his! A naeaoe oe advantage in tariff legislation. 

he average of Senators to the population is one for 712,000 inhab tants. 

This inequality of representation can not beavoided. It was especially man- 
ifest in fram! the tariff of 1883, w New England ca &@ measure that 
was cond by public opinion from the date of its b 

Speaking of the McKinley law, the same author comments thus: 


an res that — 
commen u 

neral tariff my series in i oe met my en- 

when we come 

to app to the t number of articles named on the tariff list we find 

that. the interests of their constituents control the action of Senators and 

Members. The McKinl improved in the Senate. The 

t New England made its influence felt 

in that section, while the delegations from 
other sections were divided on party lines. 

And thus does ee itself. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question before the Senate is on 
the ee proposed by the Senator from Arkansas | Mr. 
JONES]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, in addition to the general state- 
ment as to these rates made by the Senator from California | Mr. 
Wuire}, I want to call attention to them specifically. These are 
the duties on blankets and flannels, articles of absolute and prime 
necessity, and I want to emphasize that fact. 

Under the amended duties the duty on blankets and flanne!s— 
the word “‘plain” having been stricken out, it applies to them 
all—is, wpon such articles valued at less than 30 cents per pound, 
71.75 per cent, nearly two-thirds of the ised value of the 
article. Upon such articles valued at from 30 to 40 cents, the duty 
is 63.48 per cent; valued at from 40 to 50 cents, the duty is ©} per 
cent; and upon flannels 3 yards in le , the duty is 125 per cent. 

1 move to strike out this paragraph 365, ‘* Flannelsand blank: 's, 
and insert the provision in the existing law, which is parazra))!) 
re _ the Wilson Act. I should like to have them all put on tho 

ree list. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] will be stated. . 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out paragraph °'9 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 


On blankets, hats of wool, and flannels for underwear and felt for printing 
nes. or in of the hair of the camel, g™', 

30 cents per pound (1), 

and not more than 40 ceuts 

more than #)cents per pow! 

blankets over 3 yards 'n 

rsted cloths, and on 


of protection, I have 
0 i tariff law. No 


to the 
La opinions 
ire ah Ne It is easy to form 


d 
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Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 


call the roll. : 
Mr, CHILTON — his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBripr}. 


Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Sirs}. 

Mr. HAWLEY (when his name was called). The Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Kenney] has authorized me again to an- 
nounce the of our pairs; so that the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Bats] will stand paired with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose], and that will enable the Senator 


from ware and myself to vote. I announce that for the 
afternoon. I vote “ ar P 
Mr. K Y. Under that arrangement, I am at liberty to 


vote, and I vote “* = 


Mr. McLA when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
PRITCHARD]. : ; 

Mr. RY (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my with the Senator from Vermont | Mr. Procror]. 
If he were t, I should vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. RA S (when his name was called). I am paired with 


the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna}, and therefore withhold my 


vote. 
Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I ~~ announce 
my pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER}. 
r. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I again an- 


nounce my with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
een he were present, I should vote “ nay.” 
The call was concluded. 


Mr. WARREN. By arrangement, with the Senator from Utah 
r. Raw1ins], I transfer my pair with the Senator from W ash- 
ington [Mr. TURNER) to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna]; so 
that the Senator from Utah and I will be at hberty to vote. I 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 
Mr. RAWLINS. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to 
vote, and I vote *‘ yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—2%. 
Mo \ h, 
- Seinities Seabke. Tillman, 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. 20, Turpie, 
Clay, Kenney, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Cock in, Pettus, Walthall, 
Faulkner, Mills, Rawlins, White. 
NAYS—30. 
Allison, Fairbanks, McEnery, Stewart, 
Burrows, Foraker, Serkine” Teller, 
Carter. " Platt, Conn. Thurston, 
Chandier, nger, Piatt, N. Y. Warren, 
Clark, Hale, Quay; Wetmore, 
Davis, Hawley, well, Wilson. 
Deboe, Hoar, Shoup, 
Lodge, Spooner, 
NOT VOTING—35. 

Aldrich, Gear, Lindsay, Nelson, 
Baker, George, Me 2, Penrose, 
Bate, y; McLaurin, Pritchard, 
itd McMillan, Proctor, 

tler, Hansbrough, Mallory, Smith, 
Cannon, Harris, Tenn. Mantle, Turner, 
Chilton, Heitfel Mason, Wellington, 
Cullom, Jones, Nev. Mitchell, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Kyle, Morrill, 


So the amendment of Mr. Vest was rejected. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment intended to be pro- 
= by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Petricrew] will 


The Secretary read the proposed amendment, as follows: 


combination in the form of a trust. or association or cor- 
is to restrict the = of production or increase the 
ne oonenwety restraint of trade shall be deemeda 
—— of this act. 
collected, and paid a tax of 10 per cent upon the 
manufactured a trust, as above described. 
the make all the 


ury; and any person connected with or in the 
as herein described, who shall sell any article, the - 

tax has not been paid, shall be fi not 
than $5,000, and be imprisoned for not less than one 


t of tax as herein provided shall be 
sale turned into the Treasury of the 


or more 
or more five years. 
And sold withou yme 
seine aa gold and the proceeds f such 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment intended to be bp 
posed by the Senator from South Dakota will be printed and lie 


Mr Sree eee nonce of enemendinaes 
the pending bill, to be known as paragraph 536}, 


. CHILTON 
to the free list of 


‘ 
2 ea 
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adding flannels, blankets, shawls, knit fabrics, women’s and chil- 
dren's dress goods, and cloths, made wholly or in part of wool, 
and valued at not over 70 cents a pound. This covers the coarser 
woolen fabrics, which I thought and still think ought to go upon 
the free list. In passing over the bill and taking up its paragraphs 
I desire to reserve the right, if my amendment shall be subse- 
quently adopted, to return so as to make the necessary corrections 
in the dutiable paragraphs. 

From the demonstration which the frequent roll calls have 
afforded, I think future changes very doubtful and improbable. 

y : ~ 
Nevertheless I make the reservation, so that I may be right 
record, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will take notice of the 
statement of the Senator from Texas. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 366. line 1, page 124, 
after the word “similar,” to insert *‘description and;” in line 2, 
after the word character,” to strike out ‘and description;” in line 
5, after the word *‘ yard,” to strike out “‘ the duty shall be seven” 
and insert ‘‘six and one-half;” in line 7, to strike out ‘‘ the duty 
shall be eight” and insert ‘‘seven and one-fourth;” and in line 8, 
after the word ‘‘ addition,” to strike out: 

To the foregoing duties there shall be imposed on such goods valued at not 
exceeding 10 cents per square yard 2 cents per square yard; valued at m 
than 10 cents per square yard and not exceeding 12} cents per square yard, 
3} cents per square yard; valued at more than 12} cents per square yard and 
not exceeding 17} cents per square yard, 5} cents per square yard; valued at 
more than 17} cents per square yard and not more than 22} cents per square 
yard, 7; cents per square yard; valued at more than 22} cents per square yard, 
7} cents pa square yard, and in addition thereto 2 cents per square yard for 
each and every 5 cents per square yard of value or fractional part thereof in 
excess of 22} cents per square yard; and inaddition to all the foregoing duties 


there shall be imposed on all the articles mentioned in this paragraph a duty 
of 4%) per cent ad valorem 


on the 


re 


And insert ‘‘thereto on all the foregoing, 50 per cent ad va- 
lorem;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

466. On women’s and children’s dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloths, and 
goods of similar description and character of which the warp consists wholly 
of cotton or other vegetable material with the remainder of the fabric com- 
posed wholly or in part of wool, valued at not exceeding 15 cents per square 
yard, 6} cents per square yard; valued at more than 15 cents per square yard, 
+} cents per square yard; and in addition thereto on all the foregoing, 50 per 
cent ad valorem: Provided, That on all the foregoing weighing over 4 ounces 
per square yard the duty shall be the same as imposed by this schedule on 
cloths. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Towa what is the effect of the proviso at the end of the paragraph— 

Provided, That on all the foregoing weighing over 4 ounces per square 
yard the duty shall be the same as imposed by this schedule on cloths? 

Mr. ALLISON. They go in the above schedule instead of this 
schedule. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The purpose is to take everything 
out of the paragraph that weighs over 4 ounces a yard? 

Mr. ALLISON. Four ounces to the square yard. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It takes out everything and prac- 
tically abolishes the paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, no. We take a few things out. Some of 
them may weigh more than 4 ounces to the square yard. These 
ladies’ dress goods generally weigh less than 4 ounces to the square 
yard. That is the paragraph in the McKinley law, and it is all 
right. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the committee was, in paragraph 367, page 125, line 8, after the 
word ‘‘ act,” to strike out ‘‘ the duty shall be eleven” and insert 
**ten and one-half;” and after the word “ addition,” in line 9, to 
strike out: ‘ 

To the foregoing duty on such goods valued at not exceeding 12} cents per 
square yard, 3} cents per quate yard; valued at more than 12) cents per 
square yard and not exceeding 17} cents per square yard, the duty sball bo 
5j cents per square yard; valued at more than 17} cents per square yard and 
not more than 22; cents per square yard, 7} cents per square yard; valued at 
more than 22) cents per square yard, 7} cents per square yard, and in addi- 
tion thereto 2 cents per square yard foreach and every 5 cents per square 
yard of value or fractional part thereof in excess of 22) cents per square yard; 
and in addition to all the foregoing duties there shall be imaponed on ajl the 
articles mentioned in this paragraph a duty of 8 per cent ad valorem. 

And insert ‘‘ thereto on all the foregoing 50 per cent ad valorem;” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

967. Gu women's and children’s dress goods, coat linings. Italian cloths, 
bunting, and goods of similar description or character, composed wholly or in 
part of wool, and not specially provided for in this act, 9 cents per square 
yard; and in addition thereto on all the foregoing 50 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Does that conclude the amendments of the com- 
mittee? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
committee. : ; 5 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call attention to the duties imposed by 
the amendments to paragraphs 366 and 367. I have not been able 
to tell exactly what the duties are, but I can safely assert that 
they amount to between 80 and 100 per cent on all the goods men- 
tioned, These are Italian cloths, women’s and children’s dress 


It concludes the amendments of the 
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goods, and the duties amount to from 80 to 100 per cent. Under 
paragraph 367 the duties range from 80 to 135 per cent. I move 
to strike out paragraphs 866 and 367 and insert paragraph 283 of 
the existing law, which covers all the articles named in the two 
paragraphs. 

The SkcretTary. It is proposed to strike out paragraphs 366 
and 367 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

On women’s and children's dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloth, bunting, 
or goods of similar description or character, and on all manufactures com- 
posed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat. alpaca, 
or other animals, including such as have India rubber as a component mate- 
rial, and not specially provided for in this act, valued at not over 50 cents 
Ee pound, 40 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 50 cents per pound, 

per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not think these very great in- 
creases ought to be passed without a word of explanation as to 
why they are made and how they are made and what the effect of 
them is to be. I have not before me the comparative tables which 
show the importations heretofore made of these particular goods 
under the present rate of duty, so as to ascertain whether this is 
purely a revenue tariff or is a tariff levied upon the demand of the 
manufacturers of these goods for protection tothem, or a combi- 
nation of both. 

Mr. ALLISON. These duties are made necessary of course first 
by the duty on wool—— 

Mr. VEST. A compensatory duty. 

Mr. GRAY. A compensatory duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. And second to enable our home manufacturers 
to compete successfully with people who are manufacturing abroad 
the same class of goods; and in that respect it is a protective tariff 
with a view to revenue. 

Mr. GRAY. Incidental revenue? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; the reverse of that. 
revenue bill. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh! 

Mr. ALLISON. And it is arranged so as to discriminate in 
favor of our own people against people in other countries. That 
is the theory of the bill, and Iam not surprised that the Senator 
from Delaware has not ascertained that fact before this time. 
That is the general theory of it. 

Mr. GRAY. I had not ascertained it. I am glad to get the 
information, and any information I can get, because we do not get 
a great deal of lightfrom theotherside. Of course we understand 
the reason. Itis because of the determination to vote and to make 
no speeches, . 

Nevertheless, I think seriously that it is not a matter that 
ought to be passed—I do not say without debate, for lam not pre- 
pared thoroughly to discuss the reason and the mode of taxation 
and the rate proposed, but I do want to call attention to what it 
really is. e are raising taxes on the people of this country toa 
very large extent, I think a very onerous extent, one that will 
prove and be thought outrageous by a large class of very worthy 
people, and people whose interest we ought to regard as well as 
that of the manufacturers. We are to compensate the manu- 
facturer for the increase on the price of raw wool caused by the 
duty, but there is no compensation, it appears, for the consumer. 
When you come to the consumer, then the compensation ends and 
the compensatory system seems to fail entirely. 

Now, what does this really mean? It is on women’s and chil- 
dren’s dress goods, coat nee, Italian cloths, buntings, and 

s of cular description. There is hardly a family in the 


The whole bill is a 


and that will not have Be eee expenses increased by reason of 


this item. There is no head of a family, there is no wife or mother 
who goes shopping for her children, or for those for whom she 
must provide, who will not feel the pinch of this paragraph. I 
know Senators say it is trifling; as the Senator from Wyoming 
{Mr. WARREN] said yesterday, it is only so much a head; but this 
scheme of herding the great hom® market at so much a head does 
not commend itself to me as either benevolent or exactly in ac- 
cord with those ideas of humanity which treat people in a differ- 
ent fashion than by the head. I donot like it. But, taking his 
statement, it would be a very serious per capita tax. 

Ihave had sent to me at my request, and I have hardly had 
time to look at them, some samples of the goods that are to be 
taxed, and which being taxed means a graver burden to the peo- 
ple of this country. It means a little harder struggle for those 
who by their daily toil have to make their daily bread. Here 
{exhibiting — a sample of French cassimere, rather a mod- 
est article, but after all we all recognize it—those of us who have 
families—as something we have seen and something very neces- 
sary. The present rate is 50 per cent. The present price is 18} 
cents. Fifty per cent added is a very good tax one would think. 
The proposed Senate rate of duty is 50 per cent and 10} cents per 
square yard. Under the proposed duty the price per yard is 28} 
cents. That is only very little per head, but 28} cents per yard is 
10 cents a yard more than the a price; and in buying a 
sufficient quantity for a dress—I do not know how many yards 


it takes; the Senator from Arkansas can tell me how many 
necessary—— .: 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ten yards and over. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from West Virginia knows. 
10 yards and over. Suppose it takes 10 and over. 
than a dollar tax on the article. 

Here is another article [exhibiting] called German hey, 
whatever that may be. It is an article of women’s dress » 
The present price per yard is 25 cents, and the price under +), 
proposed duty will be 57 cents. That isa very onerous tax . nd 
we ought not to be called upon to levy it unless there is soine »,,, j 
reason for it, and it ought to be, as the Senator from Ark:jcas 
suggests to me, apublic reason. We see here now the iniyuyy 97 
commencing on the scheme of raising tariff taxes by raisin 
taxes on raw material. 

_ The Senator from Iowa says it is largely compensatory: that it 
is made necessary in order that the manufacturers may not sutfor 
because of the increased cost of their raw material. Thiy are 
compensated, but who is going to compensate the woman who 
buys the dress? Nobody, I take it; and out of her pocket or tha; 
of her husband comes at last this enormous premium that is lev- 
ied in the name of taxation, not to go into the Treasury of tho 
United States, as the Senator from Iowa confesses—in that event 
we might bear the burden with some equanimity—but to vo into 


ire 
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the pockets of other citizens of the United States who claim that 
they have the privilege of using the taxing power for their benesit 
r. ALLISON. The present law is 60 per cent ad valorem ypon 
that class of goods. The wool that enters into that class of goods 
is now free. Therefore it is conceded on both sides of the ques. 
tion that the manufacturers need 50 per cent ad valorem in order 
that they may successfully compete with people abroad making 
the same goods. ™ 

It must be evident that if we put a duty upon the raw material 
which enters into the manufacture of these fabrics, our iwanu- 
facturers can not compete. Iam sure the Senator from Delaware 
does not desire that all our woolen manufactories shall be closed 
and that all these goods shall be imported from other countries, 

We propose a duty upon wool in order that we may produce our 
own wool in this. country as soon as practicable. 1 believe that 
ancient Democrat, President Jackson, said that that was one of 
the essential things which ought to havea tariff, so that we might 
provide clothing for our soldiers, and soon. That is all there is 
to it. The duties we have proposed here in addition to the duty 
imposed in the act of 1894 are duties that will enable our manu- 
Seer to compete with foreigners who manufacture tiese arti- 
cles. 

Mr. GRAY. AsI said, the Senator from Iowa says this is by 
way of compensation to the manufacturer, and so it seems it is 
not necessary to say anything else at this stage of the debate, 
Having put the tax on raw wool, then everything else is plain sail- 
ing—go on and place compensatory taxes, without thought as to 
what is to be the effect of them or who is to pay the piper for this 
dismal dance. 

At all events, although the Senator from Iowa says that is all of 
it, I think it is not all of it until the people in some way understand 
what it means. If this is the necessary consequence of putting a 
tax on raw wool, let us know it. Then the farmers and thie farm- 
ers’ wives, who have a hundred sheep, and who will get about 17 
cents benefit out of protection, will know that they-are to pay sev- 
eral dollars more on every dress pattern they buy to present a bet- 
ter appearance at church or at market or anywhere else they want 


to go. 

A Senator from North Carolina once said if it was big enough 
to steal it was big enough to keep. I do not believe in stea'ing it, 
if you please, from those who have earned it and paying it to those 
who have not earned it. All I can do now is to call attention to 
what the tax really is. I shall not consume more time than is 
necessary to do that. 

Here a is another sample, what is called French serce. 
I have no doubt the Senator from Iowa knows a great deal more 
about such thingsthanI do. It is a thing no doubt very vaiua!le 
and very much sought after as adress goods. I do not sew wiy 
the women, young and old, who want these goods should be fined 
for gratifying that want; why they should be punished for want- 
ing something that will bedressy and as much of an adornment as 
itis. Ishould be very sorry to see them put in a position whcre 
they could not so adorn themselves. 

r. WHITE. I the Senator from Delaware will not dis- 
play that red garment to the other side. It may break up the 
caucus. 

Mr.GRAY. Whatis the tax on this article? The present price 
is 28 cents, and under the — duty it will be 41 cents. Of 
course that is so much a t would bea dollar or two on a dress 
pattern or a cloak pattern or whatever else you want; but wien 
you come to multiply it in the course of a year by the num|«' if 
times you want to buy it, and consider the many other artic‘°s 












rice in the same way, it is a considerable item, and 
neat =F be imposed upon the people without due thought 
and without dering whether it is a just burden which they 
are called upon to bear. ; 

Then here [exhibiting] is another article, called French check, 
which is now worth 80 centsa yard. Hereitis. (Exhibiting. ] 
We all these things. We do not want to abolish them, 
and we ought not to make it harder for the people to get them. 
That is what the manufacturers want to do—to make it a little 
parder for the people to get those things, in order that they may 
charge an enhanced price for their product. The price of it is 30 
cents, and you pro: by your duty to make it 41 cents. 

Here rexhibitin is another, a German serge, which now costs 
93 cents. You make it 46 cents. There (exhibiting) is an- 
other, a German cheviot, which is 42 cents, and you propose to 
make it 72 cents, if this table is right. There [exhibiting] is 
another, a German cotton warp, fancy. It costs 24} cents, and 
you propose by your duty to make it 31} cents. 

I only call attention to these in passing, that it may not be said 
that Senators who are in favor of the bill do not know what will 
be the real practical effect upon the masses of the people who pay 
the indirect tax—indirect, but nevertheless real. 

You can not compensate illegally or unduly or unfairly one 
class of people without taking it from some others. Therefore, as 
1 said in the beginning, we see what effect a naughty deed once 
indulged in produces. You have put these exorbitant taxes upon 
raw materials which ought to come in to give employment to 
American labor and stimulate their ingenuity in making these 
fabrics in competition with the whole world and increasing our 

rt trade; you have shut them out practically, and you have 
enabled the manufacturers, in order to compensate them, to charge 
these increased prices to all the people of this country. That is 
the way this concealed tax, this masked burden and exaction is 


i upon the le. 
a r. WARREN. May I ask the Senator from Delaware a ques- 


tion? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. WARREN. I should like to ask the Senator from Dela- 
ware if he is not one of those who voted for a tariff on woolen 
fabrics in the Wilson bill? 

Mr. GRAY. I voted for a revenue tariff in the Wilson bill. 

Mr. WARREN. Purely a revenue tariff? 

Mr. GRAY. No; I will not say it was purely for revenue. 
That is what I wanted, but could not get. 

I will tell the Senator what I did. 1 voted for the lowest tax I 
could get, because I recognized itas a practical questionthen. As 
has been —_ here before, the — of — — had —_ 
in vogue for very many years; the poison of that false policy 
got into the blood of the American people; and it had produced 
its legitimate effects. 

Capital had gone into the protected industries, and while I and 
most of my associates were in favor of free trade and wanted to 
turn our faces in that direction, we still did not want to strike a 
disastrous blow to those who in good faith had embarked upon 
enterprises which were fed to some extent by protection taxes. So 
we to go slowly. As the Senator from Arkansas said 
the other day, we proposed to take the @difice down by taking 
down one k at a time from the top, and not by destroying it 
by dynamite or blowing it up from the foundation. That is the 
reason, 

Mr. WARREN. May [ask the Senator from Delaware another 
question? If that is the case, and if he desired to take it down 
brick by brick, I will ask the Senator why, when he imposed taxes 
a8 revenue taxes or protective taxes or tariff, he put them all upon 
manufactures of woolens and none on wool? Was that taking 
off the Daag from wool brick by brick? 

Mr. GRAY. I think I have answered the Senator. 
has been said here about free raw material. 
the man of our country and the labor of our country 
should not be kept away from the raw materials of industry and 
enterprise wherewith to work. We did not propose to debar them 
from the nities that free raw material gave. We did not 
disregard interests of the manufacturers and the men who 
labor in a protected mill, but we wanted to conserve them, and 


Enough 


we desired to conserve them by giving them free raw materials | 


wherewith to work. 

Mr. WARREN. I should like to ask the Senator another ques- 
tion. Why is cloth a manufactured article and wool not? And 
why does he not and foster the laborer engaged in wool- 
growing as well as in cloth weaving? 

Mr. GRAY. Iam not a catechumen. 

Mr. WARREN. I assumed that the Senator from Delaware 
would not answer the question, because he can make no answer. 
The man who produces wool produces the manufactured product 
of the farmer. The man who produces cloth produces the manu- 
factured product of the cloth maker. They are both raw materials 
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or they are both manufactured articles. There is no way around 
it. I challenge any man on this floor or anywhere else to show 
the American people why the farmer's product of wool, when it 
is sheared and delivered, is not as much a manufactured product 
as cloth is when it leaves the loom. The Senator does not wear 
the wool as it comes from the sheep, nor does he wear the cloth as 
it comes from the factory. You might just as well sav that the 
only manufacturer is the tailor who takes the cloth and makes the 
clothes. 

Now, then, there is another theory the Senator advances. He 
assumes that the tariff imposed upon articles manufactured abroad 
must make similar manufactured articles made in this country 
that much higher to theconsumer in thiscountry. Yet that Sen- 
ator knows, and I know, that there have been articles made and 
sold in this country continually upon the market at a pri-e much 
lower than the amount of tariff alone imposed upon similar articles 
when imported. 

In the manufacture of woolen goods it does not matter if we 
should vote here five times the compensatory duties that are really 
necessary, it would not cost the consumer one penny more for one 
yard of cloth, unless it was some novelty sprung upon the marxet 
quick and sold for ashort time before some competitor could make 
the same fabric. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Iowa says it would. 

Mr. WARREN. So far as cloth making is concerned, there is 
not apiece shown by the Senator but that can be made in this 
country. The Senator knows just as well as I do that with the 
Yankee ingenuity that he sometimes alludes to, and with the capi- 
tal in this country, just so soon as one manufacturer is making 
an article upon which the net profits are more than the proper 
interest of to-day, another manufacturer starts in to make the 
same article. So while we want to give every manufacturer an 
opportunity to make his goods by keeping out foreign goods of 
the kind, as a matter of fact the competition between manufac- 
turers will protect the wearer of woolens, as it will every other 
article of consumption, where there is not an unlawful, illegal 
combination, or some trust that succeeds in cornering the market, 
to put up or put down the price of some product at will. 

Regarding the commerce in wool and woolens, there bas never 
been a suspicion of the manipulations of a trust or combination 
that I ever heard of. There has never been a time when wool or 
woolens have been sold upon futures and sold short and sold long. 
There has never been a time when they have been cornered or 
when any combination or any trust has controlled the product. 
So woolen goods, like wire nails and a great many other articles 
made of iron, may be sold, as those articles have been so!d. at the 
lowest figure at which they can be manufactured here in this 
country and pay the workmen their price and pay a legitimate 
return upon the money invested. 

So I say that while my constituency may not be interested di- 
rectly in the manufacture of a single woolen article, yet I am 
ready to stand here and vote now and always to put a compensa- 
tory duty upon each and every article sufficient in the judgment 
of those who know—the manufacturers themselves if necessary— 
to exclude, to prohibit if necessary, if you will, foreign manu- 
factures of the same kind, so as to afford employment at good 
wages to every American citizen desiring occupation. 


Now, we do not propose to prohibit the import of wool. Until 
we raise enough, we have got to import it. Weastk for no prohil- 
itory duty. We should resent and repudiate any duty of that 


kind. But when it comes to a duty upon such manufactures as 
can be successfully produced here, so far as I am concerned, | am 
ready to vote a prohibitive duty, if you please, because [ know 
that as a consumer I am protected by the laws of trade and com- 
petition here as between one manufacturer and another. 

As to the duty that is required upon wool by woolgrowers, we 
have a long history to look back over. It has been demonstrated 
by the rise and fall in the number of sheep over and over again 
that on any duty less than the duty proposed in this bill the num- 
ber of sheep and the value thereof have rapidly decreased in this 
country, and whenever there has been a duty of more or about 
what is proposed here there has been an increase in the number 
and value of sheep. 

Before the Wilson bill was passed the statistics of the United 
States showed that the sheep in this country were worth over 
$125,000,000, or nearly $126,000,000. The same statistics show that 
after two years of the action of the Wilson bill, which the Senator 
from Delaware voted for, and which refused the woolgrowers a 
cent of protection, and refused to take revenue even from foreign 
wool that came in—preferring the foreign woolgrower to his own 
countrymen—sheep had decreased in price to alittle over $06,000,- 
0U0 in value, lacking but a few dollars of a loss of one-half in the 
value of sheep in two short years of Democratic misrul 

Thus we have shown, and the records show, and it takes no ar- 
gument, and it need take no time to show that it is necessary in 
order to continue that industry to have a duty about such as is 
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proposed here, or perhaps a larger one. That has been demon- | which gave 50 per cent to the woolen manufacturers and »,,),; 
stroted, to the woolgrowers, shows very plainly, followed as it i. ;,, re 
Now, sir, as to the duty upon goods, I repeat that the price of | observations, that he acknowledges an apology is due. 7 
manufactured goods in this country has never been controlled for Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, thépeople Who raise wool an. +) 
any length of time by the amount of duty that was levied on man- | people who raise cotton do not n rotection from the Goyer, 
ufactured goods of like character. It has been nae by the | ment, and they have never asked it in any way that wou\, ;..,. 
laws of trade and competition within our own land. cate that they did, They are content - their industry to deyejp. 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I am very loath to occupy time, | the resources of nature and trust to that sense of fairy; ,, a 
but really we ought to stop long enough just to know what we | justice which ought to be found in a legislative assem), ;,, oan 
are doing and what this tax provision amounts to. The Senator | vent them from being unfairly burdened by taxation for ¢),,, \,. nod 
from Wyoming has said that the number of sheep has very much fit of other industries no more worthy than their own. oi 
decreased under the Wilson bill, I think, Was it not? But, Mr. President, the Senator says if they will give him wha. 
Mr. WARREN. Yes, sir. Judge Lawrence calls this ample protection, this indemnity ;,, 
Mr. GRAY. If the people of the United States submit to these | the past and security for the future—terms which a fore iia) oy), 
outrageous exactions without protest and without a fight against | if they had captured the capital, would use if they were tury); 
om—— around to loot it—indemnity for the past and security for ;},, 
Mr. WARREN. The people expressed themselves on that ques- | future, considering the rest—— . 
tion at the last election. Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 
Mr. GRAY. We will find out that there are more sheep in the| Mr.GRAY. Onemoment. Considering the rest of the poopie 
United States than I imagined. of the United States as their enemies and speaking of the jios:j)ty 
Mr. WARREN. The people have expressed themselves. that is developed against this great and new industry of ric), 
Mr. GRAY. There are more sheep in the United States than I | wool. If that is to be the line of conduct, then we are to under. 
imagined. I do not believe there are that many. stand from the Senator that he is willing, as a largess to the many. 
Mr. President, I do not propose to go into the intricate subject | facturer, whose raw material he has made more expen-ive and 
(intricate only on the part of those who believe as the distin- | harder to get, that they shall a an additional subsidy out of 
ished Senator from Wyoming) of free raw material or its phi- | the same people, out of the same home market, which means al! t)i 
ophy, but what I do want to say, and I repeat, is that the num- | people of the United States who wear woolen clothes. He is w))). 
ber of sheep under the tariff act of 1867, as was stated by the | ing to give them, from the pockets of these same people. a bounty 
Senator from Missouri the other day, steadily decreased, and the | which shall be as large as they demand, and then he says there 
number of sheep under the McKinley tariff act steadily decreased, | will be no very great injury done by it, because, forsooth. the com. 
unless the Senator from Missouri is altogether mistaken. ae that takes place inside of the tariff wall is going to bring 
Mr. WARREN. You must have misunderstood him. own the price of these commodities to a fair and reasonal!e rate. 
Mr, GRAY. Unless Iam mistaken in the source of his state-| Well, if that be so, when are we toe it? When was it ever 
ment-— known that a protected interest was willing that the tariff wall 
Mr. WARREN. If the Senator will allow me-—— should be lowered? When was it ever known that they came for- 
Mr. GRAY. I may be mistaken. ward and said, ‘‘ Now this industry in its struggling state has 
Mr. WARREN. [I can not allow the Senator from Delaware to | been nursed into strength and into manhood and we are willing to 
malign the Senator from Missouri in his absence in that manner. | take a less exaction and to lower this protective wall!’ Can the 
I do not think the Senator from Missouri stated anything of the | Senator cite me any interest in which that has been done’ Has 
kind, because it would be untrue if he did state it so. the wool interest? Has the wool interest, that has been protected 
Mr. GRAY. Whether it be the number of sheep or the price | for these many years, ever arrived at a state when it was willing 
of wool, there was a steady decline, So the intimate relation be- | to lower the rate on the Al 
tween a tariff on this raw material, which Ll insist upon callingit,| Mr. WARREN. It has lowered. 
and its price is, it seems to me, demonstrated to be different from | Mr. GRAY. Has it ever been done with the consent of the 
what the Senator from Wyoming thinks it. If we are to be taxed | woolgrower? Does the Senator from Wyoming know of a single 
upon everything that grows from the ground, whether it be lum- | instance where they have come into the Halls of Congress and 
ber, or cotton, or wheat, or the wool on a sheep's back, and then | said, ‘‘ After these long years and generations of protection. we 
upon everything that is manufactured from them, of course we | are willing now, because our industry is established and the num- 
get into a very vicious circle, and I do not know that anybody is | ber of our flocks has increased, that this should come down in the 
very much protected. The Senator has gone around that circle | interest of the poor people who have been paying usthis subsidy all 
of ——. argument until he has arrived at his starting point, | these years?” I pause for a reply, if the Senator has any reply to 
and yet 1 do not see exactly how he is any better off than when | make to that question ca y. Has there ever been a time’ 
he began. Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator repeat his question’ 
What I insist u is that we would be better off if we had no| Mr. GRAY. Iam sorry the Senator was not listening to me; 
taxes—tariff or other—except those that are im for public t it. 
revenue, and that no dollar be taken from tie American people Senator says it will not increase very 
and that no industry be compelled to pay tribute except to feftay much the price of goods—-that is what I understood him to 
the necessary expenses of the Government economically admin- | say—by reason of this competition. I should like to know how 
istered, and that not one cent of taxation ought to be allowed for | the manufacturers are ——- be protected if they do not get an 
other than public purposes. increased price. How are t ey going to be compensated for the 
I suppose the Senator understands that that is the position that | increased price of the raw wool? you not expect the wool- 
we occupy, or many of us, on this side of the Chamber. It is very one to get more for his wool by reason of this tariff tax, | ask 
different from the one occupied by the Senator from Wyoming, e Senator from Wyoming? 
who believes that even the primitive industry, the oldest in the| Mr. WARREN. As the Senator insists upon asking the ques- 
history of the world, that of raising flocks and clipping the fleece, | tion—— 
needs to rest upon the paternal support of legislation. Idonot| Mr. GRAY. I ask him a civil and respectful question, | hope. 
believe that a Government pattnership in this very primitiveand| Mr. WARREN. I ask the Senator not to put words in my 
crade industry is necessary from any point of view. I would | mouth, but to quote me correctly. 
have, if I could, not a cent of protective tariff in any of these | - Mr. GRAY. eo Lhave asked the question, 
schedules, and then I would leave the manufacturers in this coun- | and I desire an answer. the Senator will answer my question, 
Sy, whose prosperity I desire and whose ae I am proud of, | I will be obl to him. 
th the great advantage that you are taking from them, andthat| Mr. WARREN. What is the question? 
is, the advantage of access to the free raw materials upon which | Mr. GRAY. My question was whether he does not expect that 
labor and i aity and skill can be exercised for the uplifting be increased to the woolgrower by reason of 
and the benefit of whole human family. tariff. 
That is the condition for which I am contending, and whichI| Mr. WARREN. Yes. 
will approach; and if I am content to a h it gradually on| Mr.GRAY. Well, that is all now. If the price is increas’ to 
account of the scare made by those who have lived so long on | the woolgrower by reason of the tariff, and the manufacturer 16 
Government subsidy, I am not to be reproached for in com by an increased tax on the manufactured article, 
because I have been somewhat influenced by the piteous then the consumer must pay an increased price, and nobody com 
of those who think that they can not on the natural indus- | pensates the consumer, as I have said before. = 
tries of the world without — upon help from their neighbors | Mr. WARREN. Now, will the Senator permit me to finish 
and from the Government . ny eee 
Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator from Delaware indulge me . GRAY. Oh, certainly. 
a moment? I take that to be a sort of apology for insisting upon| Mr. WARREN. It is unquestionably true that the woolxrowe 
protection to manufacturers but no p ply tg, ne og will receive more by the tariff on because we do not rales 
ple, the agriculturists. I take it that his vote on the Wilson bill, | enough to supply the home market, and because there is n\. 40 
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without can not be, sufficient competition at home. 
AS woolen goods, I stated then and repeat now, it does 
not matter in the protection against foreign importations whether 
you have placed compensatory duty too high or just high 
enough, because consumer gets the benefit of all the competi- 
tion in manufacturing at home, and that regulates the price. 
We have in this country manufacturers enough. The case is 
quite different in regard to sheep. 

Now, while I am on my feet, if the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. GRAY. Pleaseexcuse me. Iam veryindulgentand I have | 
great respect for the Senator from Wyoming, but I do not waut | 
him to put anything of his own in my speech, but just to reply in 
his own time. 

Mr. WARREN. Ishould say——_ 

Mr. GRAY. You have your own time, sir. Of course I do not | 
want the Senator to put in my argument what he has to say. I | 
asked him a question and I certainly have given him abundant 
scope for an answer, and now I pro to proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GaLLinGcer in the chair). | 
Does the Senator from Delaware yield to the Senator from Wyo- 

ae 
“— WARREN. The Senator declines to yield. 

Mr. GRAY. No,sir; I do not decline to yield. 
The Senator knows I did not decline. 

Mr. WARREN. I wanted to finish the question he had asked me. 

Mr. GRAY. If I have — 

Mr. WARREN. 1 will not embarrass him further. 
he is traveling in close quarters. 

Mr. GRAY. No, no. . 

Mr. WARREN. And it is getting closer. 

Mr. GRAY. That is an old trick that the Senator may use on 
the stump in Wyoming, but you do not embarrass me, and never | 
have, by any such argument. 

The IDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware is 
entitled to the floor and will proceed. 

Mr. GRAY. Here we have it again, that there is competition 
which is to counteract the effect of the tariff. The tariff is to | 
raise the price and competition is to lower it. Lshould like to ask 
how the manufacturer is to get this proposed benefit that is prom- 
ised him in compensation for the high price that he has to pay for 
his tariff-taxed wool. It is very obvious that the tariff to the 
manufacturer creates with him precisely in principle what is cre- 
ated by a trust, those great institutions which are so much talked 
about now and so much denounced, and have been the theme of 
so much vituperative eloquence on this floor. The tariff creates 
a trust for the manufacturer just as surely as the combination of | 
the manufacturers of sugar created a trust in the name of the 
American Sugar Refining Company. Itdoesnotdifferin principle. ' 

The Government of the United States is asked to stand and will | 
stand guard along all the shores of this continent and keep off | 
foreign competition and tell the manufacturers on the inside of | 
those sacred precincts they may work their sweet will so far as | 
they are concerned upon the American consumer. That is just | 
what the trust does. That they are identical in principle, that | 
manufacturers who have taken the Government into ie 

i the same ground that a trust | 


I have yielded. 





He knows 








stands, has been recently declar ere by the supreme court 
of Germany, as stated in a paragraph that I noticed the other day | 
in the New York Journal of Commerce. 


From the Berliner Tageblatt of June 3 we translate the following: 
“The supreme court of the German Empire, Leipsic, has rendered the fol- | 


decision concerning combines and trusts, which will be of | 

toother nations.and ly totheUnited States,wheretrusts | 
play such a prominent in commercial and industrial affairs. The above- 
has ly deelared that trusts and similar combines are 


The motives given for this decision are as follows: When 

branches eeene-of such products are sinking too low, 
impossible or endangering a successful business thereof, the 

pag pend follows is not on 7 pavaleious to the individual but | 


economy in general. It is therefor in the interest of the 
whole that inadequate low prices shall not prevail too long in 


Just what the high-tariff protectionists claim that this Govern- 
ment ought to say. 


“In accordance with this principle the legislative bodies have repeated! 
and quite wndertaken to bring about ee pines for certain proc 
ucts ve duties. lt can, therefore, not be deemed ab- 

obnoxious to the interests of the community when 
the of certain articles form a combination for the purpose of 
eae and to mitigate the downward tendency of 
prices for On the contrary, such combinations can be re- 
asa warranted manifestation of the impetus of self. preser- 
as @ measure for the ing:rest of the whole community, in 
are so low that the manufacturers of them are threatened 

For this reason the formation of syndicates and trusts 
by several authorities asa means which, when properly 

kably expedient to prevent extravagant an 


i 





§ 








Mr. President, I should like to ask what else the tariff is ex- 
Cao enter into a combination, in this case, for 
with the woolen manufacturers, and say, ‘‘ We, by 
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our legislation, by our fiat, by our supreme power and authority, 
will enable you to charge the American consumer more than you 
would otherwise be able to receive if it were not for that com- 
bination.” It is to protect these manufacturers from any competi- 
tion except that which is within the charmed circle of the protective 
tariff; and precisely that thing is done when you form a trust. 
So this is a great tariff trust. It is a trust of the sheep grower of 
Wyoming, and it is a trust of the woolen mannfacturer. sanc- 
tioned by law, protected by law, encouraged by law, approved by 
the legislation of the Congress of the United States. 


Now, what 
are we to do? 


Competition inside of this circle is to produce these 


| wonderful results and neutralize all that is promised these very 


peo le. 

Mr. President, Ican understand why the wool industry of the 
United States has developed out of its original and primitive state. 
The seatof sheep husbandry has gone beyond the Mississippi River. 
I know that in the great State of the Senator from Wyoming there 
is an enormous opportunity for that husbandry that does not exist 
in my State, that does not exist in the Atlantic States, and thatis 


| ceasing to exist in the States of Ohio, [llinois, and Indiana, in 


comparison with what is growing up in those far Western regions. 
Who is to protect the Ohio sheep husbandman from the competi- 
tion of the Wyoming sheep husbandman, where you have a range 
over land never-paid for, over the free land of the United States 
those great sheep ranges and cattle ranges? 

Can a man who lives in the State of Ohio or in Indiana or Ili- 
nois, and who pays anywhere from fifty to one hundred dollars an 


| acre for his land, compete in the sheep-growing industry, with 
| these natural developments which have been seized upon, the 
| opportunities which have been afforded by nature and by the law 


of the United States in opening these great reservations? How 
are yon going to compete with them? And yet the Senator from 
Wyoming, who has this great natural advantage, who lives ina 
country where these great flocks of sheep can range at the will of 
the owner over hundreds of thonsands of acres, wants a protective 


| tariff from all his less favored fellow-citizens in the East and in 


the Middle West in order that he and his people may have an in- 
creased advantage and an increased profit over what nature and 
opportunity have so abundantly given them. 

Mr. President. if there is anything fair in that, if there is any- 
thing just in that, I want to hear some one explain what the fair- 
ness and what the justice is. We know that for years the farmers 
of the East and on the Atlantic Coast have been suffering from 
the competition of the West. There is no protective tariff that 
can helpthem. They have tosubmittoit. Then I should like to 
know howit is, and by what justice those who have captured this 
great industry, and who now control it with such remarkable ad- 
vantages, come here and demand from the millions of the consum- 
ing public in the East, who must wear woolen clothes and work 
at some other industry just as worthy as theirs in order to get the 
wherewithal to buy them, and demand from them tribute to in- 
crease the price of the wool of the Wyoming sheep grower? 

Mr.WARREN. Mr. President,onlyamoment. I donot desire 
to continue the argument with the able and courteous Senator 
from Delaware {[Mr. Gray], becanse official figures are stronger 
than argument, no matter how worthily made or by whom given. 

I will just notice in passing that the Senator's estimate of the 
returns to the woolgrowers from the tariff on sheep and the con 
sequent expense to the consumer is at the rate of 17 cents to 100 
sheep. Healready has that on record. I noted it in passing, and 
now I will ask consent to have printed in the Recorp the official 
figures of the United States from 1872 to 1895 as to the number 
and value of sheep in the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the table 
referred to will be printed in the Recorp. 

The table referred to is as follows: 





Sheep. Sheep. 
January l—- |—— January 1 — 
| Number. Value. Number Value 
| 
1872 -~-} 31,679,300 | $88,771,107 | 1884 ........ 1), G26, 626 |$119, 902, 706 
1872 .| 33,002,400 | 97,922. 350 | 1885 ...... 5), 300, 243 | 107, 960, 650 
i iravniiinmiglt cighnia | 33,.928.200 | 88,600,568 | 1886 48, 322. 331 02, 443, 867 
1875. ..| 33,783,600 | 94,320,652 || 1887 44,759,314 | 89, 872,830 
1676. ............| 35,985,300 | 93,666,318 || 1888 ...... 43,544,755 | 49, 279, 026 
1877_............/ 35,804,200 | 80,892,683 | 1880 ..........) 42,500,079 | 90,640,260 
i entginkwene --| 35, 740,500 | 80,608,062 1890 44,306,072 | 100,650, 761 
nines | $8,123,800 | 79,023,984 || 1891 .......-. 43,431, 136 | 108, 307, 447 
1880__....-.-._.| 40,765,900 | 90,230,537 | Lse2 44,908, 365 | 116, 121,200 
188) _............| 43,576, 890 | 104,070,759 | 1895 47,273,553 | 125, 900,264 
I el ili siiai minds | 45,016,224 | 106,504,954 | ls04 45,048,017 | 88, 186,110 
1883.2) 40,287,201 | 124, 365, 885 || 1805 2,294,064 | 66, 685, 787 
| 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 


vote may be taken on the pending motion. 

r. JONES Arkansas. Mr. President, in confirmation of 

t has just been said by the Senator from Delaware [Mr.Gray}, 
wish to call attention to the distribution of sheep through the 

United States. I have a table made up in numbers by thousands, 


‘te 





1988 


giving the number of sheep in the different States and different 
sections of the Union from 1865 to 1896-97, from which it will ap- 
pear that in 1865 there were 24,799,000 sheep in certain Eastern 
States—Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, New 
York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Ohio, Michigan, In- 
diana, Illinois, and West Virginia—and that that number had 
decreased to 7,709,000 in 1896-97; that in the Southern States—Vir- 
ginia, North and South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, 
Tennessee, and Kentucky—there were in 1865, 2,297,000sheep, and 
there were 2,807,000 sheep in 1896-97; that in Missouri, Texas, and 
California there were in 1868, 4,404,000 sheep, and in 1896-97 there 
were 6,063,000 that in Kansas, lowa, Wisconsin, and Minnesota 
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there were 2,351,000 sheep in 1865, and 1,890,000 in 1896: an 
in the Western States, which are favored by the natural adv.) 
so distinctly pointed ont by the Senator from Delaware ; 
were in 1330, 5,456,000 sheep, and in 1895-97 there were | >.) 
showing the movement of the sheep toward the localities wt}, , 
best natural advantages, and of their falling off in the sore go: 
tled parts of the Union, where the price is higher and the |an] 
more costly. “9 

I will insert these tables in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it will be go 
ordered. s 

The tables referred to are as follows: 


that 
wes 
ere 

) 


I.—Number of sheep in the sheep-raising States east of the Mississippi River and north of Virginia in the different years given below. 


| 1865. | 1868. 


905, 000 
655, 000 
1, 252, 000 
202, 000 
4,576, 000 
175, 000 
2,871,000 
250, 000 
5, 795, 000 
8, 020,000 


aine 
New Hampshire 
Vermont . 


New Jersey .... 
Pennsylvania 
Maryland 

Ohio 

Michigan 


17, 198, 000 


1871. | 1876. 


z 


1886. 1891. 1895. 


284,000 
1065, 000 


V7.0 


415, 000 
230, 000 
548,000 
72,000 
2,080, 000 
150.000 
1, 762,000 
135, 000 
4,641,000 
8, 078, 000 
2, 100, 000 
1, 424, 000 
563, 000 


525, 000 
242, 000 
490,000 
76, 000 
1, 936, 000 
130,000 
1, 640,000 
141,000 
4, 547,000 
8, 451, 000 
1, 250, 000 
1,311,000 
544, OOO 


16, 283,000 | 


537,000 
195, 000 
878, 000 
64, 000 
1, 596, 000 
107,000 
1, 189,000 
169, 000 
4,758, 000 


1, 088, 000 


548, 000 
188, 000 
351, 000 
56, 000 
1, 394, 000 
100,000 
1, 04,000 
157, 000 
4,061,000 
2, 263, 000 
1, 150, 000 
1,005, 000 771,00 857,00 
625,000 519, 000 635, 000 


18, 975, 000 12, 598, 000 | 10,897,000 


h,0n 
1,006, HOD 
5,000 
1,179,000 
18,000 
3,577,000 
1, 962. 000 
836.000 
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IL.—Number of sheep in the principal sheep-raising States south of Maryland. 


1865. | 1868, 


Virginia 


458, 000 
North Carolina....... a al ae el ee 


226, 000 
150, 000 
250, 000 


658, 000 
826, 000 
180, 000 
346, 000 
175, 000 257, 000 

198, 000 
175, 000 264, 000 
813, 000 896, 000 


Ts ti nena trishagttiinOhehen Stcnchink 
Tennessee 
Kentucky 


OO ccnvcuns 


} 


2,207,000 | 8,120,000 | 2,840,000 | 2,518,000 


1871. 


895, 000 
815, 000 
157, 000 
269, v0D 


200, 000 
400, 000 
904, 000 


444,000 
398, 000 

99.000 
883,000 
275, 000 
235, 000 


449,000 
$57, 000 319, 000 
78,000 73.000 
408,000 345, 000 
826.000 22.000 
b 391,08) 308, 000 
604, 600 511,000 494, 000 B82, 000 
908, 000 766,000 | 1,046,000 738,000 


668,000 | 8,111,000 | 8,544, 00 2, 


302.000 


143, 000 
371,000 
186, 000 
152, 000 
342,009 
684, 000 


113,000 
501,000 
887,000 
276, 000 


807.000 


Ill.—Numober of sheep in the below-mentioned States in the Southwest. 


Missouri 
Bs o.cddacocccetssududusd canted wedenwasese i iblbeineiasacen 
Ci. cnecansctetintguintsnintintebhidenmenhontiinnand 


Kansas .... 
lows....... 


1,466,000 | 2,591,000 
Wisconsin . 


970,000 | 1,881,000 
65, 000 129, 000 


2,561,000 


4,708,000 | 38,133,000 


1895. 


1896-97 


8,09) 697.000 
8, 728, 000 | 2,780,000 
8, 626,000 | 2,577,000 


6, 068, 000 


124, 000 
1, 664, 000 
1, 168, 

90, 000 


115, 000 
1,822, 000 
1, 056, 000 

40, 000 


271,000 
624,000 
895, 000 
489,000 


447,000 


V.—Numbers of sheep in the new far Western States. 


South Dakota 
North Dakota 


Wyoming 
Golevede 
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183,000 | 
825, 000 
967, 009 
2, 808, 000 | 
1, 222, 000 
1,316,000 
8, 008, 000 ’ 
745, 000 820, 000 
2, 089, 000 1 Te un 
544, 000 544, 000 
919,000 | 1,976,000 
748, 000 | 741,000 
2,530,000 | 2,604,000 


17,141, 000 


: 
- 


= 
S 


BRS 


este 


On) 


= 


>i! on 


~< 


SSSSSS5SSSE5= 


zs 


on 


i ed 


1 ny 
11,00) 
0) 


Sr 
oo 
SEEESEGS 
errs 
Ss 


RERRERSREREEE 


SEE 
SESSFSESES=EE= 


. 


SSSSSSSEEE= 


Bags 


. 


17, 860,000 


5 
8 
= 


— 








1897. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I was very much 

interested inthe part of the remarks of the Senator from Delaware 
relating to the cost of goods and the illustrations which he gave to 
the Senate. I have a number of similar samples. I have in my 
hand a fabric, “cotton wa worsted,” the cost of which abroad 
js 32 cents a yard. Under the Wilson law the tariff on this article 
would be 13.6 per yard—less than 13centsayard. The tariff under 
the present measure would be 25 cents specific and 50 
per cent ad valorem, which would be equivalent to 16 cents. The 
foreign cost is 32 cents, and 50 per cent, the manufacturer's tariff 
provided in this bill, would be 16 cents, and the compensatory 
tariff for the next twelve months, to be given to the manufacturer 
for no consideration whatever, will be 25 cents on an article cost- 
ing 32 cents. 
7 have already pointed out to the Senate that there is no tariff 
paid upon the wool out of which these goods will be manufac- 
tured and that we are giving a compensatory tariff for tariffs 
which are not paid and will not be paid for the next twelve months 
on this article costing 32 cents. e are paying 25 cents compen- 
satory tariff, together with an ad valorem equivalent to 16 cents, 
to the manufacturers to protect them intheir manufacture. This 
illustrates the outrage of giving a compensation, against which 
we have protested and against which we have again and again 
to-day voted. It shows the wrong in this matter, and it is not by 
any means @ smal! matter. 

{have here samples of another fabric, costing 21 cents abroad, 
on which the tariff under the present law is 8.4 cents per yard. 
The tariff under this bill would be 50 per cent ad valorem, equiva- 
lent to 10} cents on a cost of 21 cents; and the compensatory spe- 
cific tax intended to compensate for the tariff upon wool which 
has not paid is 21.6 cents a yard on an article that cost 21 cents. 
The specific compensatory tax paid on that fabric is more than 
100 per cent of the foreign cost; and in addition to that there 
is a tariff of 50 per cent that is given to the manufacturer for 
protection. , 

This manifestly shows how this compensatory tax for a tariff 
never paid operates on the poope of this country. When we buy 
abroad $100 worth of this article, we must pay not only the $50 for 
the manufacturer's protection, but we must pay more than $100 
as a tax to compensate the manufacturers for tariffs they have not 
paid—a plain, naked robbery. There can be no more polite or 
civil word used in connection with such legislation. 

I have another sample here of wool and cotton suitings, which 
cost 66 cents a yard abroad. The tariff under the present law is 
26.4 cents. The ad valorem tariff of 50 per cent under the pend- 
ing bill would be, of course, 33 cents a yard, and the compensa- 
tory tariff paid for the imaginary wool tariff is 54 cents. But it 
is scarcely necessary to multiply examples of this kind. I have 
here samples of another and lighter character of goods which cost 
22 cents a yard abroad. Under the present law the duty is 40 per 
cent, which would be 8.8 cents, a litile less than 9 cents. Under 
the Senate bill there is a duty of 50 per cent ad valorem, which, 
of course, would be 11 cents, the foreign cost being 22 cents; a d 
the compensatory tax, the specific tax placed on the fabric to pay 
the manufacturer for the tariff that he has not paid on this article 
costing 22 cents, is 24 cents—more than 100 per cent, in addition 
to the entire 50 per cent, which the manufacturers claim is all the 
protection they ask. 

The manufacturers have lived under the general tax of 40 per 
cent in the Wilson law when they have had free wool; and now 
when a to tax the wool by a protective tariff of 50 per 
cent orem, a rise of 25 per cent on the tariff theretofore ex- 
isting, and in addition to that a specific tax of 24 cents a pound, 
under the false pretense of indemnifying them for tariffs that they 
have paid on the raw wool, when they have never paid one cent. 
you are patting a tax of more than 100 per cent on the goods 
which are by our people. What is the use of saying that 
opera of this thing is not to raise the price of these articles 
to ? If it does not mean that, why do you want this 

Why would these people come here asking for these 
if they did not believe that they would increase the cost? 

It is a matter well known to all of us that it does increase and 
raise these by these amounts; and if they do not, the men 

for the passage of this bill will be worse fooled 
than anybody 


Mr. President, I had not intended to detain the Senate longer. 
associates around me say, ‘‘ Give us another sample.” I 
aside a number of these. Here (ante) is a sample 
cloth used for the purpose of ng coarse, 

It costs 31 cents a yard, and the duty on this 
it law is 12.4 cents a yard, making it cost 43.4 
in here. Under the present tariff it would 
.. The compensatory tariff paid upon this arti- 
which no tariff has ever been paid, while the 
cents, is 42 cents a yard, more than 125 per cent 
this fabric to protect manufacturers for a tariff 
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not go over all of them. 
goods for men’s wear. 
ments accompanying these samples, so that Senators who are in- 
terested in the subject may examine them 
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not one solitary cent of which they have ever paid, but the whole 
of which is paid by the people 


I have a number of pieces of these goods on my desk, and I shall 
They include ladies’ dress goods and 
I shall insert in the Recorp the state- 


The statements referred to are as follows: 


27-inch black luster orlean for men's summet ats, cotton warp and 
worsted weft, costing 3} pence per running yard, weighing under 4 ounces to 
the square yard: 
Cc ts 
Present duty, 40 per cent. ............. ee ninitialtal ; 2.70 
Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
5} cents per square yard mee basneecs . 
AnG GO per Cent... ....... 2206000. 3. 37 
i eccsadsiniseseaonte peemnames nes 7.50 
whieh, if entirely ad valorem, would be 111 per cent duty 
27 inch black luster orlean for men’s suinmer coats, cotton warp and 


worsted weft, costing 4; pence per running yard, weighing under 4 ounces to 
the square yard: 


Centa. 

Present duty, 50 per cent............... <r: iaialsiakaeaedbidiod iain anata a ae 
Under Senate bill the duty will be 

5} cents per square yard .................... rey eee 

a bcihddccdseccaes caccoe 4.13 

OG Ghsetsiceae ‘ . 8.2 


which, if entirely ad valorem, would be 100 per cent duty. 

27-inch black luster sicilian for men’s summer coats, cotton warp and 
worsted weft, costing 3} pence per running yard, weighing under 4 ounces to 
the square yard: 


Cents. 

a ined wa cend soeta bi eevese neneedes éhndakenel $10 
Under Senate bill the duty will be 

ited ncn acitndincincnck wtudmitevssenadthie 4.13 

BN Ee 8. 87 

yO ee aa jee ‘ - oe 


which, if entirely ad valorem, would be 10 per cent duty 
&-inch colored italian lining, cotton warp and wool weft, costing 6} pence 
per running yard, weighing under 4 ounces per square yard: 


Cents, 
ES 6.50 
Under Senate bill the duty will be 

5} cents per square yard meted echadndddeaaee 4.88 

And 3) per cent | i aa i) ee 

Total ...... ‘ peneiiit ian ; 11.38 
which, if entirely ad valorem, would be 87 per cent duty 

82-inch black italian lining, cotton warp and wool weft, costing 7} pence 
per running yard, weighing 4} ounces per square yard: 

Cents, 

Present duty, 30 per cent... 7.62 


Under Senate bill the duty will be 
82 cents per pound jaca heawhemnaila 7.56 
And WO per cent 


Total . . os ambende --. 16.18 


which, if entirely ad valorem, would be per cent duty 
27-inch black cashmere for men’s summer coats, cotton warp and wool 
weft, costing 7 pence per running yard, weighing under 4 ounces per 


‘| mre 

yard: 
Centa, 
Present duty, 50 per cent.......... cc... ..-.2---- wunebbaaibe 7.00 


Under Senate bill the duty will be 
6) cents per square yard. .... ee Gudevenmanuddiel 4.87 
And 50 per cent .... 


oevece — . . ‘ 7.00 
wapiticeees 
UGE occoxe stalin went 11. 87 
which, if entirely ad valorem, would be &t per cent duty 
2i-inch black cashmere for men's summer coats, cotton warp and wool 
weft, costing 4} pence per running yard, weighing 4; ounces per square yard: 
Cents 
Present duty, 3) per cent vebidekbtinnine aheieaaapiiiens 8.75 
Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
® cents per pound. sete 6.37 
i i i a incttnncecneenesscsccecess 8.75 
tein gibtabti seed Supeedescces 2 i ‘ 15.12 


which, if entirely ad valorem, would be 8 per cent duty 

3%inch black mohair brilliantine dress goods, for women's wear, cotton 
warp and mohair weft, costing 9 pence per running yard, weighing under 
4 ounces per square yard: 


Cents 

Present duty, 50 per cent iasncdaliellia dade ih scaasiciiniteadacbiabisiih inti aint dantn\ Cee 
Under Senate bill the duty will be— 

6) cents per square yard.................... nmbliegiitendigetaeoes 6. 86 

EY ME cckcwveccesoncsecs+ce i wt 9.00 

i a ngbess econeceeeceesacdes 15. 8 


which, if entirely ad valorem, would be 88 per cent duty. 
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Cotton and wool (choses) melton, 54 inches wide, 14} ounces weight; value, 
Ml pence; dutiable value, 21 cents: 


Present duty, 40 per cent 


Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
24 cents per pound... cdi 
And 9) per cent ad valorem - 


Total 


which, if entirely ad valorem, would be 150 per cent. 
Union twill, cotton. wool, and shoddy, 56 foed hes wide, 16 ounces weight; 
value, 11 pence; dutiable value, 22 cents. 


oo ial cmdibnebinpmone cwesem andaiiael 


Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
24 cents per pound 
And % per cent ad valorem 


which, if entirely ad valorem, would be 159 per cent. 
56-inch | mixture worsted coating for men's suits, worsted warp and weft, 
costing 27 pence per running yard, weighing 12 ounces per running yard: 


Present duty, 50 per cent 


Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
® cents per pound . i corpeanay subibepreihnaciealal 
And 50 per cent ad valorem. 


which, if entirely ad valorem, would be # per cent. 


gs, cotton warp, wool and shoddy filling, 54 inches wide, 28} ounces 
weight; —. ng ls. 4d.; dutiable value, 31 cents: 


Cents. 
Present duty, 40 per cent............. 


12.4 


Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
24 cents per pound 
And 50 per cent ad valorem 


Total . bes 
which, if alinaiiae ad valorem. 
Cotton warp worsted, 56 
dutiable value, 2 cents: 


Present duty, 40 per cent 


waaee be 185 per cent. 
56 inches wide, 11 ounces weight; value, Is. 4)4.; 


Under Senate bill the duty will be— 


86 cents per pound -. éaad 
And 30 ae cent ad valorem. 


Total . ilies asdhedes ictal tries ia dititantes mmmgie mnt 
which, if nthe ad iia would be 13 perc cent. 
German cloaking, cotton and wool, 30 inches wide, 10} ounces weight; 
value, 1.50 marks; dutiable value, 34.5 cents: e 
nts. 


Present duty, 3) per cent............... 17.3 


oon oil a 


Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
36 cents per poun straints 
And &% per cent ad ‘yalorem. 


which, if entirel wats ad valorem, would be 125 pe 
Fancy worsteds, 29 inches wide, 12} cunces pweights value, 2 
able value, 46 cents: 


Present duty, 50 per cent................. 


Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
36 cents per pound .... stesennadcesareqes $eeceeuses ostwte 
_And 90 per cent ad valorem _. bédhn coves. nwenet caquen aineawreanndiniin 


Total . an é eget ences «scene ciee conneesoes 
which, if entirely 0a valorem. ‘ouubiea tinea cent. 

Worsted trousering, 29 inches wide, 8 cunces weight; value, 2 shillings; 
dutiable value, 46.5 cents: 


Present duty, 30 per cent 


Tinder Senate bill the duty Sesia. b be — 
36 cents per pound .... odidh 
And & per cent ad valorem. 


Total .... 


which, if entirely ad valorem, would be ot per on 
German cl ngs cotton id wool, Dinc a Mounces. weight; value, 
2.25 marks; dutiable value, 8 cents: 


Present duty, 50 per cent 


Under Senate bill the duty will = 
36 cents per pound .. os 
And 50 per cent ad valorem... 


Tet Acces social iia ils iain einstein oatcainnnienmn gaia: ae 
walsh antindip ib Uitndee, would be 110 per cent. 


Wool and cotton suitings, 27 inches wide, 12 aie 
dutiable value, 50 cae ounces weight; valu 


Present Guby, 60 per cette... cceces tonnes cnncee escens occcne eo-e.. 8... 


Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
36 cents per pound .. 
And 50 per cent ad valorem... 


which, if entirely ad valorem, would be 95 per cent. 
Wool and cotton suitings, 54 inches wide, 24 ounces weight; 
dutiable value, 66 cents: 


8" Present duty, 40 per cent 


Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
% cents per pound .. mpomntin 
And 50 per cent ad valorem... 


Total sondaculce 


which, if Sf eatirely ad vaheoum. would be 182 per cent. 
viot, all wool, 58 inches wide, 3) ounces welsh value, 4s. 6d 


Present duty, OO OE sri occ metieocesn anne nee sns-. 2-2... 


Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
36 cents per pound . siaiaiaaauamie’ 
And 50 per cent ad valorem..........-- 


eee een e ww ween ~e 


PN siesnnsidintie (ii intnhinreina daca 


which, if aay ad a weleoeelt —— be 1% 
Covert cloth, +4 inches widé, 2 ounces w 
value, $2.08. 


Present duty, 50 per cent 


Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
36 cents per 


r cent. 
ht; value, 9 shillings 


And 55 per cent ad valorem....................................... 


Total - poeta sees iui 


which, if entirely ad valorem, would be 80} pe r cent. 
an — inches wide, 18-19 ounces weight: value, 10s. 34.; dut 
me, $2.36: 


Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
36 cents per een enermsnerewsitnwinewenecrreeernnoenns + =---- ------ 
And 5 per cent ad 


Total -.... Se SS a ae 


which, itentirely ad valorem, would be 72 per cent 
worsted coatings, 56 inches 

autinbic value §2 00: 

Present duty, 50 per cent 


Under Senate bill the duty will be— 
36 cents per pound 
And 5 per cent ad valorem 


Total __.. insane 
which, if untively all weilasesh, well be per cont. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We have by our votes to-day under- 
taken again and again to remove this ition to tax goods to 
compensate manufacturers for tariffs which they have 1: | paid, 
but we have been met by a solid vote on the other side without 
regard to the facts, without regard to right. You have in-i-'-! 
ae ee ere on ee Beagle to compe 

to pay this compensation for money that has 
not masses of the in in raw material by the manufacturers. We 
ee we can not help ourselves. 
President, the development of the United States in n in- 
dustrial way is something remarkable. I presented some ta)\es 
here the other day which showed that the people of this country 
ee ee eee ee eres than any other 
try im on the ee eee wom than ey coun- 
in eid; that wo are largest producers o oe an 
the earth, and, indeed. ,in this great manufacture we ha\« tak 
the lead of the nations of the earth. There is no longer «1 
room for the that we are an infant; there is no |on:' 
~~ for asking for the benefactions of the Government 
to be asking for protection against competition wit! (Le 
balance of the world. 


I will put into the Recorp a statement which I have hs. d made 
up bya man, Jacob Schoenhof, a careful. | 
St Sale aie Kee wo prejli 


for or against ts imparSaey He statement sho them, I 
te ,. statement shows the in 
ccmnasel ois Gran 3 nited for the last ten years. * 


Great Britain and Germany. I will inset! 
a part of my remarks, and I commend it ‘to the attention 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the pi" 
referred to by the Genator from Arkamess will be printed in the 


ounces weight; value, ls. ¢ 


it aS 
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many in the same occupations, if we take wages by the time. 
It will be interesting to see now what one of the modern, p sive coun- 
tries of Europe, availing itself of the scientific inventions of the time, and, 
benefited by a low rate of wages in these industries, as of 1 to 3 
against the United States, has to show in progress and development when it 
comes to compete in the neutral markets of the world with the product of 
the mills of America, paying, under all considerations, the highest wages in 


F 


While 1891 shows yet a difference of $14,000,000 and of 38 per cent below the 
exports of Germany, the year 1896, but five years later, shows only $9,000,000 
and 18} per cent below the export figures of Germany, considerable as has 
been the increase in exports in Germany in these lines of good We have 
certainly reached in 1896 beyond the exports of Germany for |s91, and even 
for 1804, when they were only 4,000,000 marks more than in 1891, as a great in- 


I exclude from this comparison all articles of crude manufacture, such as 
common castings, bar iron, steel rails, wire, etc. 
Exports of the special trade of Germany in manufactures of metals other 


crease over any of the preceding figures has taken place in German exports 
of this class in 1895. 


referred to is as follows: Against this we set the following articles of Ameriean manufacture, taker 
The paper out of the list of Table I: , 
INDUSTRIAL PROGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES FOR THE TEN YEARS PAST | — 
COMPARED WITH THE PROGRESS MADE IN GERMANY AND GREAT BRITAIN. oe Se eee "| = ’ ap 
; Fiscal year ‘alendar 
t+ my comparison with a showing of the exports of manufactures of ticle : anne 
witaln, chieA those whereof iron and steel are the component materials, and Article. 1208 1891 loo 
articles in Ww the labor cost is vastly in excess of the cost of the material, | ___ “ae : . — 
even if we take the material as advanced in manufacture to the state of fin- | — 
ished iron and steel. The totals of these highest finished articles of manu- | Brass, and manufactures of _____. 250 NOD 207 O00 | $1. 028. 000 
facture, machinery, implements, and apparatus, exported in 1886 | Copper manufactures is ae LO9. 000 190.000 | = 819. O00 
amounted to 618,000; in 1891 to $40,618,000, and im 1896 to $63,516,000. This | Iron and steel manufactures: : 
is an inerease of eighteen millions, or 79.6 per cent, in the five years closing Cutlery ....... , 112, OO 148. 000 188. 000 
with 1801, and of $22,808,000, or fully 25 per cent, over the increase of the five Firearms -...... 2 onli 1, 779, OO ‘ 5 000 
years preceding the five years closing with 1896. peace’ hardware, etc.... ; 2 468.000 | 3.858) 000 140 On 
En wcc<e « Sesenedeoces = OOO 41 ux 1 Om 
L—Value of exports of finished articles of manufactures of iron and steel pro- Stoves and ranges......_..__. a a 198. 000 242 O00 % : a 
gressed above the crude and half-manufactured state, and of other manufac ne 2.234 000 | 3.98T.008 | 8. 198) 900 
tures of similar character where metals are the component material of chief | Lamps, chandeliers, etc_..........- 546. O00 08. HOO 730. 000 
value, in 1886, 1891, and 1896. 
eeensragegEnEeeEEEEaes a EE sin - 7,940,000 | 10.534.000 | 18.955. G00 
Fiseal year— Increase over preceding figures aie : 2,604,000 | 8, 421,000 
Article. I -|Calondar BE itkcntcntncbanine ...+<---per cent . sec 33. 03 80 
‘ 1sg6. | isgi, | Year 1806 semana i 
| It will be seen that in these manufactures the German i ise in the five 
Agricultural implements: years closing with 189% was very small. Based on the a : f the five 
Mowers and reapers.....................- $1, 285,000 | $1,567,000 | $2,889,000 | years from 1886 to 1890, inclusive, they show smaller progress y Che total 
Plows and cultivators...................- #2, 000 597, 000 680,000 | increase of the average of 1891 to 189 over the increase of tho five a f 
All other, and parts of...............--.. 757,000 | 1,085,000 } 1,075,000 | 1886 to 1891 is but 7,000,000 marks, or $1,666,000, an increa arely er 
| | —_———- | cent. The American increase in the exports of these manu tures 
a, ns re cccmsabeneds 2,367,000 | 3,219,000 | 4,644,000 | prodigious. It is an increase of & per cent over 1891, i. e., $18,955,000 in 
Brass, and manufactures of ..............--- 150, 000 297,000 | 1,026,000 | against $10,534,000 in the former year. Germany shows no adva t 
Carriages, cars, and parts................---- 1,928,000 | 4,911,000 | 2,747,000 | figures of the year 1891. 
Clocks and watches.......................---- 1,366,000 | 1,580,000 | 1,650,000 The German exports of clocks and watches and parts of watches, gold, sil- 
Copper manufactures.............---.-.----- 109, 000 190, 000 819,000 | ver, or any other material, amounted in 1886 to $1,808,800, in 1891 to $2,680,000, 
Cp MEE IO OO ooo on 3 on een enn nef ences coe wne]o ne cee coceee 3, 796,000 | and in 1895 to $1,737,000, 
Instruments and apparatus for scientific } The American exports in these, while lower in 1891 by $1,000,000 than those 
PUrpones ..2.-.---------------- --5+---------- 480,000 | 1,576,000 | 2,717,000 | of Germany, in 1896 were but about $100,000 behind the experts of Germany 
——S—SS—— - | for 1895, the last year accessible for full information upon German trade. 
Iron and steel manufactures: America shows a progressive export, while Germany falls behind the exports 
GE i aittic este cccres cours ccccccece cccece 112,000 146, 000 188,000 | of 1891 by nearly $1,000,000 
iin: diperiatiGenenecesecesecsun 1, 779, 000 850, 000 734, 000 Carriages and cars and parts of cars have gone back from the figures of 
Builders’ hardware, ete.................. 2,466,000 | 3,858,000 | 6,140,000 | 1891 by over $2,000,000, but are still considerably ahead of the exports of Ger- 
Sewing machinery......................- 2,585,000 | 2,869,000 | 3,051,000 | many. : 
hd idisbegeetusecceusces 4, 460, 000 | 13,425,000 | 22.513, 000 Eliminating these here-named articles from the general list counted up in 
i iimbebnddbeseeaconccsececose 294, 000 440, 000 821.000 | Table I, we have machinery of all kinds, agricultural implements, instru 
Seales and balances ...................... 231, 000 318,000 377,000 | ments, and apparatus of all kinds left to set against Geriman exportations 
Stoves and ranges........................ 196, 000 248, 0 304,000 | classified under the heading of machines, instruments, and apparatus of all 
i aditins cccce Ub biecetatehscdssonssce 335, 000 860, OF 1, 788,000 | kinds. The amounts for these exported in 1886 is $27,208,000; for 1801, £96,509,- 
re 6 nan bhadonddoonweseuceece 2,284,000 | 3,987,000 | 8,193,000 | 000: for 1895, $47,147,000 
————$|§ $$$ ___|__ The American exports in the same lines present the following figure 
EE 14, 801,000 | 27,010,000 | 44, 109,000 
chandeliers, ete....................-. 546, 000 509, 000 S—e_ ‘ , i. : 
instrauments......................... 871,000 | 1,326,000 | 1,269,000 Fiscal year 
SES Article. 
Eiht acco mcccancascccsccs sccccecsnef MGR OND | GEER OUD | 63, 516. 000 1886. 1891 1806. 
The wages paid in the census year in the principal industries contributing | Pepieeines eevee eoneneneneceea Eee | eee Ee tea 000 
to theseexports amounted to $189,646,000, which was distributed among 326,50) | ;'Gyethont) and apparatus for scientific | ' taal 
hands, an ave’ fer each employee in these industries of 3580. If TE vi ; cee 430,000 | 1.576.000 | 2.717.000 
we divide the year into 50 working weeks, which is certainly a liberal allow- | saan. -----"-| aes | Seeman | 3 esi’ en 
ance in view of the idle time that runs in under the name of holidays or other | Gthar tenehinaey ee 4, 469, 000 | 13. 425/000 | 22 513’ 000 
causes of stoppage in the working year, this is equal to nearly $13 a week Seales and balances .................-..--...| 261,000| ‘319,000| 377.000 
"Counting German wages, at a liberal allowance, as 20 marks per week inthese | Musical instruments.....-............---.--- 671, 080 8, COD | 1,200,000 
trades on same computation of time for all employed m similar indus- Total 11. 053.000 | 22. 733.000 | 38. 367.000 
tries, whic® takes in msinors and adults all at the same rate of pay, this gives | Increase over figures of preceding five years|..."........| 11,080,000 | 14, 634.000 
near three times as high a rate of wages in the United States as is paid in Ger- | DURMIIR cticociesusenataccsstllt Gi. =e 1061 bh4 
i 
than 6 articles mentioned above as exempted from the tables relating to An equal showing of industrial progress of the decade for the closing of 
American but other than machinery, instruments, and apparatus: | which, to wit, 1895, comparative data are at hand from the United K fom 
1886, $36,199,000; 1891, $48,218,800; 1895, $48,575,800. and Germany, can be made by reference to the output of coal and pig iron. 


IL—Number of tons of coal and of pig iron produced in the United States, the United Kingdom, and Germany in the ten years from 1886 to 1895, incl 
























































. ive. 
[2,240 pounds for the United States and United Kingdom, and metric tons of 2,200 pounds for Germany. } 
United States. United Kingdom. Germany. 
Years. Coal. Pig iron. Coal. Pig iron. | Coal. Pig iron 
Tons. \Per cent.| Tons. |Per cent.| Tons. Per cent} Tons. (Percent | Tons Per cent Tons Per cent. 
NL a TTT 4,044,526 |... seecees-e-} 7,415,460 }..........| 13,675,500 |... 9, 687, 400 ays 
06, 144,889 |---| Beas, a0 LF) Tooe,T 5.5 | 73.682, 600 oi | asex'70| ae 
110, 727, 906 ub 6,417, 148 2.9 7, 550, 518 7.8 | 76,232, 600 5.4 4, 024, 000 14 
126, 819, 406 “4 6, 489, 738 5 7, 998, 969 5.8 | 81,960,100 7.5 4, 337, 100 | 7.8 
126, 097, 780 -6| 7,608,682 4.1] 8,322, 824 { 84, 973, 200 | 3.6 | 4,524, 600 1.3 
140, S82, 729 11.7 9, 202, 708 2.6 7, 004, 214 5 | 88,200,800} 5 | 4 658.500 3 
150, 506, 954 .8 | 8,279,870 2.1) 7,406,064 —6.3) 94,252,300) 5.5 ' 4,641,200 —4 
160, 115, 242 .3| 9,157,000 —2 6, 708, 255 —O.4) 92,544,100) —2 | 4,957,500 6.4 
162, 814, 977 .7| 7,124,502 —9.6} 6,976,990 4 9%, 426. 100 | 3.0 Co} Ss 4.986, 000 l 
152, 447, 791 .4| 6,657,388 M 7, 427, 2 6.5 | 98,805,700 | 3.5 | 5,380,000 7.9 
piintbenetubaccevrac..| 20%, 400, 008 9, 446, 308 7 7; 0B, 459 i Reecictati ons I oii 
ES ES a en ieee WO Te t......... +34 145.8 
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For Germany the output of coal takes in coal proper and lignites, a species 
of coal not made use of in the United States or the United Kingdom as exten- 
sively as in Germany, so far as I know. 

A somewhat more marked and steady progress is shown from the German 
accounts from 1888 on, but still the progress is left away behind by the prog- 
ress made by the United States. 

A similar result do we get by a comparison of the quantities of raw mate- 
rials consumed by the three countries in those textile industries which give 
the most employment to human labor—the cotton and wool industries. 

I submit comparative tables of the number of pounds of cotton consumed 
in the mills of the United States, the United Kingdom, and Germany. This 
takes in all the cottons consumed for the United States, whether of American 
growth-or foreign. 

‘The comparison, starting with 1886, shows for the United States an increase 
of 89 per cont over 1846, Great Britain of only 2.4 per cent. and Germany of 
65.9 per cent. But as Germany's start was from a base of 354,000,000 pounds, 
that of England from 1,517,000.000 pounds, and of the United States from 
1,128,000,000 pounds, it is natural that a percentage increase is very much 
larger for Germany, although the increase in the pounds is not much over 
one-half of that of the United States. 

Equaily impreesive are the figures relating tothe number of pounds of wool 
produced and retained for home consumption, and the pounds of imported 
wools retained for home consumption by the three countries. 


IV.—Number of pounds of wool produced and retained 
the United tates, the United Kingdom, and 


United States. 
Wool pro- Net im- 
duced and | ports and 

retained retained 
fer con- for con- 
sumption. | sumption. 


129, 084, 000 
114, 038, 000 
113, 558, 000 
126, 487, 000 
105, 431, 000 
129, 303, 000 
148, 670, 000 
172, 438, 000 

55, 152, 000 
206, 083, 000 
248, 989, 000 


Total 
retained 


for con- 
sumption. 


424, 404, 000 
892, 051, 000 
378, 176, 000 
£88, 083, 000 
877,911, 000 
411, 378, 000 
439, 460, 000 

71, 276, 000 
346, 712,000 
509, 159, 000 
538, 989, 000 


275, 768, 000 
284, 708,009 
293, 797, 000 
808, 061,00) 


Wool pro- 
duced and 


IIL.—Quantity of cotton consumed in the United States, the United Kino 
and Germany in each of the ten years from 1886 to 1895 


Per Per 
cent United eent 
of in- | Kingdom. | of in- 
crease. crease. 


United 


Year. Btates. 


Germany. 


34, 127 
434,951, 
893, 858 
493, 904 
403, 605, 
522,141 
481,914 
498, 401 
559, ies 


587, 534 


1,517, 186, 720 
1, 498, 822, BU4 
1, 456, 915, 936 
1, 659, 859, 996 
1, 578, 853, 360 
1,812, 877, 248 
1, 542, 332, 400 
1, 192, 158, 576 
1, 548, 221, 808 
1, 553, 758, O80 ° 


. 180) B45, 185 
"062; 903, 210 
"163, 924, 275 
' 429) 146, 210 
" 509, 887, 165 


| 


Sr rako& 
oe “eo 


_..| 1,567,991, 708 | 40 


439, 928, 120 | 39 | 36, 571, 360 2.4 | 233, 406, 81 





‘or home consumption and number of pounds of wool imported and retained for home consi ptioy 
ermany in each of the ten years from 1886 to 1895, inclusive. 


United Kingdom. Germany. '< 


—- 
Total 

retained 
for « 

} SUmption. 


Wool 


Wool pro- 
imports 


duced and 
retained retained 
for con- for con- 

sumption. sumption. 


151,505,000 | 284,464,000 | 435,969,000 
156, 825,000 | 258,721,000 | 415,548,000 
150,040,000 | 300,192,000 | 450,282,000 
155, 142,000 | 337,256,000 | 492, 308,000 
170, 507,000 | 292,315,000 | 462, 622, 000 
184, 471,000 | 335,789,000 | 520,260,000 

924,000 | 812,217,000 | 496, 141,000 
174,601,000 | 381,578,000 | 506,179,000 
167, 274, 000 


156, 977, 000 


hs e _ 
c ports. 
retained. sumption. 


102, 000, 000 
99, 000, 000 
96, 000, 000 
93, 000,000 
90, 000, 000 
87, 000, 000 
St 000 


246, 312,000 
252, 814, 000 
295, 024, 000 
319, 761, 000 | 
269,500,000 | = 350,500,000 
811, 130, 000 308, 130, 000 
833, 566, 000 437, 366,000 
291, 604, 000 872, 004, 000 
4:20, 005, WU0 


M8, 312. 000 
851, 804, 000 
oH1, 024.00 
412, 761,000 


526, 515, 000 
627, 420, 000 


370, 443, 000 


477,647,000 





*Calendar year. 


The data for this and the preceding comparative tables I have taken for 
the United States from the Statistical Abstract of the United States for the 
ear 18%, for the United Kingdom from the Statistical Abstract for the 
nited Kingdom for the year 1896, and for Germany from Statistisches 
Jahrbuch fir das Deutsche Reich ftir 1896. For the United Kingdom and 
Germany I could not take the pounds of wool produced and retained for 
home consumption that were of domestic growth. The figures are not given 
in these compilations. But I took the nearest approach to correctness, by 
taking the number of sheep which is published in the abstracts for Great 
Britain for each year, and multiplied the number by 6, which is about the 
average of wool per sheep. This is not absolutely correct,and may be some- 
where above the actual yield. Itis below the pis d for the United States per 
sheep, but it must be bor... in mind that while in Great Britain the wool is 
— on the sheep's back before shearing, American wool is mostly sold in 
© grease. 

From these figures I deducted the number of pounds of wool of domestic 
growth exported, and so got the net result of wool retained at home for 
manufacturing verges. 

For Germany I had tomake asimilarestimate. Here, however, I had not the 
year specially given. Thecensus of sheep and of all live stock is taken every 

nn years only. Now, itis not at all peculiar, though it is noteworthy, that 
though all other live stock has increased from the days of the sixties in Ger- 
man y , sheep have decreased by more than 50 percent. Thesheep in thesixties 
for the territory that now comprises the German Empire were 23,000,000; in 
1878 the first census of live stock shows sheep numbered 25,000,000, or, strictly 
speaking, 24,990,400, —— they had fallen to 19,189,700, and rt 1893, the census 
having been taken on December 1, 1802, the number showed 13,589,600, 

Now, taking 192 as my base, I found in the ten years a decline of 5,600,000, 
and figuring backward, i reduced foreach year following 18% the number by 
600,00), and increased the number for the years back of 1502 to that extent. 

For Germany I also included the net amount of wool tops imported, mak- 
ing due allowance for the difference in weight for tops to make them equal 
to the greasy wool that has been consumed in their production. For the 
United Kingdom this was not err asthe wool tops imported would be 
nearly balanced by the exports, and t e United States do not figure in ex- 


ports or =e of tops to any extent. \ 
n scal year ending with June 30, 


For the ited States I have given the 

while in the United Kingdom and Germany the year ends with December 31. 
For 1895 I have taken, besides the fiscal year for the United States, an account 
of the calendar year ending December 31 in the wool tables. This, besides 
making the year equal to that of the two countries named, is necessary for 
anvther reason, because 1895 was the full year of twelve months within which 
the tariff of 1894 was operative in woolen goods and free wool. 

I have the account of the wool produced and retained for consumption 
for the fiscal year in the Statistical Abstract, but for the calendar year I had 
no account, and I took into consideration the decrease of sheep reported for 
rere 1806 below that of 1895; and as that decrease was about 10 per cent, 
I uced the wool produced and retained for consumption about 5 per cent, 
- e per cent would cover the six months that are not part of the fiscal year 
It is shown from the tabulation that 1895, the culendar year, consumed 
more wool in the United States than was consumed in the United Kingdom 
or Germany, although the Pa of the woolen trade in the United 
Kingdom in 1895 was of such a nature as had barely been seen within the 
memory of this generation in the Yorkshire district. 

The saving clause has, however, to be borne in mind all the time, that 
these wool statements are all for the wools as marketed, and not as they 
yield in manufacturing. It is, therefore, impossible to make the comparison 
as correct as in cotton. A safer base would be, perhaps, to add to the do 
mestic wool retained for home consumption for Germany and England a pro- 


geetyeate mmnoant per an to bring the comparison to the American wool, 
t if we were to add, to bring it to that ratio, say, 1 pound per sheep, this 
would give an addition of 3),000,000, and allowing for the exports of domestic 
wools, an addition of about 25,000,000 to the amount would perhaps cover 
that difference. Even then the approach of the United States to the wool con 
sumption of Great Britain is very close, making the excess of consum) tion 
of — of the United Kingdom but 15,000,000 pounds over that of the United 
a 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VrsT}.to strike 
out paragraphs 366 and 867 and insert paragraph 283 of the exist- 
ing law, which has been heretofore read. 

Mr. VEST. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. , 

Mr. DEBOE (when his name wascalled). 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru]. 
should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. HAWLEY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Bate]. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHaRD}. 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). Iam pairedwith 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], and therefore withhold ny 
vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name wascalled). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON |. 

r. WARREN (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from W m (Mr. TURNER]. I see he is 
not in the Chamber, and I therefore withhold my vote. __ 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). [ again an- 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina 
(Mr. BuTLER]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Mc- 
Laurin] and I have to transfer our pairs. He is paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. eesno |, and I 
am paired with the Senator from Tennessee (Mr. Bate}. [i's 
— the Senator from South Carolina and me at liberty to vote. 

vote “nay.” ; 

Mr. McLAURIN. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to 
vote, and vote “ yea.” ; 

Mr. PASCO (after having voted in the affirmative). I notice 
that the Senator from Wash (Mr. Witson] with whom I 
am paired has not voted, and I ore withdraw ny vote. 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with the 
If he were present, I 


Iam paired with 
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The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Bacon Gorman, Mallory, Turpie, 
Caffery, Gray, Martin, Vest, 
Chilton, Harris, Kans. Mills, Waltha 
Clay, Jones, Ark. Morgan, White, 
Gockrell, Kenney, Pettus, 
Faulkner, McLaurin, Roach, 

NAYS—®. 

. Foraker, McEnery, Sewell, 
tee ate Mantle, Shoup, 
Carter, Gallinger, Penrose, Spooner, 
Chandler, Hale, Perkins, Stewart, 
Clark, Hawley, Platt, Conn. Teller, 

vis, Hoar, Platt, N. Y. Wetmore. 
Ikins, Lodge, Proctor, 
airbanks, McBride, Quay, 
NOT VOTING—37. 

Gear, Mason, Thurston, 
om George, Mitchell, Tillman, 
Baker, Hanna. Morrill, Turner, 
Bate, Hansbrough, Murphy, Warren, 
Berry. Harris, Tenn. Nelson, Wellington, 
Butler, Heitfeld, Pasco, Wilson, 
Cannon, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Cullom, - Kyle, Pritchard, 

el, Lindsay, Rawlins, 
= Mevwflilian, Smith, 


So Mr. VEST’s amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 126, paragraph 368, line 
5, after the word ‘‘ shawls,” to strike out the comma; and in line 
6, after the word ‘‘ knitted,” to strike out ‘‘ underwear” and in- 
gert “‘articles;” so as to read: 

968. On clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing apparel of every de- 
scription, including shawls whether knitted or woven, and knitted articles 
of every description, made up or manufactured wholly or in part, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 126, paragraph 368, line 7, 
after the word ‘‘ part,” to strike out “felts not woven and not spe- 
cially provided for in this act.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that that amendment may be disagreed 


to. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What will be the effect of that? 
Mr. ALLISON. ‘To put those articles in the basket clause. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. At what rate? Forty-five per cent? 
Mr. ALLISON. At 45 per cent, I think. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be disagreed to. The Chair hears none, and it is disa- 


to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 126, paragraph 368, line 
11, before the yvord ‘* pound,” to strike out ‘‘a” and insert ‘* one;” 
and in line 12, before the words ** per centum,” to strike out ‘‘ sixty” 
and insert ‘‘ fifty-five;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


8. On clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing ap 
including 


rel of every de- 
shawls, whether knitted or woven, an 


knitted articles 
m, made up or manufactured wholly or in part, felts not 
specially provided for in this act, composed wholly or in part 
of wool, the duty per nd shall be four and one-half times the duty imposed 
this act on 1 pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in addition 
reto 55 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I want to call attention to the effect 
of this amendment in paragraph 368. In the first classification 
on clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing apparel of every 
description, valued at not over 40 cents per pound, the duty is 
171.15 per cent; on the next classification, of knit fabrics, valued 
at not over 40 cents per pound, the duty is 140 per cent; and upon 
the last specification, upon hats, valued at not over 30 cents per 

the duty is 203.48 per cent; in other words, if a hat costs 
abroad and comes into this country, it is taxed $4.50, making it 
cost the American citizen, who wants to cover his head from the 
weather, $6.50 on a foreign article worth $2. It is 203.48 percent 
u an , common hat which can be bought abroad at 

, and that is a very good hat abroad. Theduty would be within 
2 cents of $4.50. I move to strike out the paragraph and to insert 


Pe cee the existing law. 
The ING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 


The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 368 
and to insert in lieu thereof: r 
On 


ready-made, and articles of wearing apparel of every descri 
or aaaingered wholly or in part, not specially provided for 
not specially provided for in this act, all the foregoing com- 
in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, 
those having india rabber as a component mate- 


including 
at $1.50 pound, 50 per cent ad valorem; valued at less 
than arom e pareunt ad waheoomn. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


eam ee the Senator from Missouri, 


for the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DEBOE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Nebraska {Mr. ALLEN}. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). 
senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). [again announce my 
pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. Witson]. If he 
were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). The Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. Gear] will transfer his pair with the Senator from 
New Jersey |[Mr. Smiru] to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], 
with whom I am paired, and the Senator from Iowa and I will vote, 
I vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Tuurston}. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Washington { Mr. TURNER}. 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr, 
BUTLER}. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. I desire to inquire if the Senator from Indiana 
{Mr. TuRPIE] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
informed. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
vote. 

Mr. GEAR. I transfer my pair with the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. Smiru] to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], and 
will vote. I vote ‘* nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—2 


Tam paired with the 


Iam paired with the 


I am paired with 


He has not voted, the Chair is 


Being paired with that Senator, I withhold my 


Bacon, Faulkner, McLaurin, Rawlins, 
Caffery, Harris, Kans. Mallory, Roach, 
Chilton, Heitfeld, Martin, Vest, 
Clay, Jones, Ark. Mills, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Kenney, Pettus, White. 
NAYS—238. 
Allison, Foraker, McEnery, Quay, 
Burrows, cree Mantle, Sewell, 
Carter, Gallinger, Penrose, Shoup, 
Chandler, Gear, Perkins, Spooner, 
Clark, Hawley, Platt, Conn. Stewart, 
Elkins, Lodge, Platt, N. Y. Teller, 


Fairbanks, McBride, Proctor, 


NOT VOTING—4L. 


Wetmore, 


Aldrich, George, McMillan, Thurston, 
Allen, Gorman, Mason, Tillman, 
Baker, Gray, Mitchell, Turner, 
Bate, Hale, Morgan, Turpie, 
Berry, Hanna, Morrill, Warren, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Murphy, Wellington, 
Cannon, Harris, Tenn. Nelson, Wilson, 
Cullom, Hoar, Pasco, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Pettigrev’, 

Davis, Kyle, Pritchard, 

Deboe, Lindsay, Smith, 


So Mr. VEst’s amendment was rejected. 

The read ng of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 369, page 126, line 23, 
before the word ‘‘ cents,” to strike out ‘‘ sixty " and insert * forty;” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

300. Webbings, gorings, suspenders, braces, bandings, beltings. bindings, 
braids, galloons, edgings, insertings, flouncings, fringes, gimps, cords, cords 
and tassels, laces and other trimmings and articles made wholly or in part of 
lace, embroideries and articles embroidered by hand or machinery, head 
nets, netting, buttons or barrel buttons or buttons of other forms for tassels 
or ornaments, and manufactures of wool ornamented with beads or spangles 
of whatever material composed, any of the foregoing made of wool or of 
which wool is a component material, whether composed in part of india 
rubber or otherwise, 40 cents per pound and 60 per cent ad valorem 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 23 I move to amend the committee 
amendment by striking out ‘‘ forty” and inserting ‘*fifty;” andin 
line 24 by striking out ‘‘sixty” and inserting “‘fifty-five;” so as to 
read: 

Fifty cents per pound and 55 per cent ad valorem 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Without the amendment just adopted, as proposed 
by the Senator from Iowa, the duty upon the articles named in 
yaragraph 369 is 80 per cent ad valorem. With the addition he 

as e of 10 cents it would be 100 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON, The committee reduced the ad valorem in line 
24 to55 percent. The Senator from Missouri should take that 
into account. 

Mr. VEST. I did not notice that. I did not catch the last 
amendment. The ad valorem is reduced from 60 to 55 per cent, 

For the sake of argument,I will take it at the rate of 80 per 
cent ad valorem, which it unquestionably is. What is the prac- 
tical result of this sort of taxation? This paragraph includes sus- 
penders. I will take that because it is an article of ordinary use 
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by the male sex. For a pair of suspenders appraised at 50 cents 
the price is increased to 90 cents at 80 per cent. It would cost a 
r man who wants to buy a pair of suspenders worth 50 cents 

cents instead of 50. Of course the American manufacturer, 
because this is a protective duty—and unless it increases the price, 
there is no protection in the paragraph—goes just inside the tariff 
line and charges 85 cents, so that at the very lowest calculation 
the consumer pays 35 cents more by reason of the proposed legis- 
lation upon this article of ordinary and prime necessity. 

I move to strike out paragraph 369 and insert paragraph 286 of 
the existing law; and upon that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The Storetary. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 369 and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 


On webbings, gorings, suspenders, braces, beltings, bindings, braids, gal- 
pane. fringes, ps, cords, cords and tassels, dress trimmings, laces, em- 
ideries, hi nets, nettings and veilings, buttons, or barrel buttons, or 
buttous of other forms, for tassels or ornaments, any of the foregoing which 
elastic or nonelastic, made of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, 
paca, or other animals, or of which wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, 
goat, alpaca, or other animals isa component material, 50 per cent ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri, on whic 
and nays have been demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I again transfer my 
— with the Senator from New Jersey {Mr. Smitu] to the Sen- 

tor from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], and will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLtom]. If he were present, 
I should vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). Iam 
paired with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. Murpuy], 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], but my pair has been trans- 
ferred to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Samira}, and I will 
vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MiTcHELL}. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was c ). Lam paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TuRNER]. 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). 1 again an- 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. a If he were present, I should vote “‘ nay.” 

The roll was concluded. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I havea pair with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. THuRsTon]. 

Mr. JONES ot Arkansas. Iam paired with the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Har], and therefore withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 


eeing to 
the yeas 


lam paired with 


Bacon, 


Oaffery, 
Chilton’ 


Olay, 
Cockrell, 
Faulkner, 


ice : c 

arrows, 2 

r. Gallinger, 
dler, Ge 


paris. Hawley, 
ns, H 
Fairbanks, Lodge, 


Harris, Kans. 
Heitfeld, 
Kenney, 
McLaurin, 
Mallory, 


NAYS—27. 


McBride, 
McEnery, 
Penrose, 


Foraker, 


NOT VOTING—a9.’ 


Lindsay, 
McMillan, 
Mantle, 


Mason, 
Mitchell, 
ues 
oo 
Pach. 

So Mr. Vest’s amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 3870, page 126, line 
26, after the word ‘‘plain,” to strike out “carpets woven whole 
for rooms;” and in line Pee after the word “ description,” 
to strike out ‘‘and orien lin, and other similar rugs;” so as 

make the paragraph read: 

870. Aubusson, Axminster, 


es Sao 


te, and chenille 


or 
a - figured 
tion thereto 4 per cent ad 


@ cents per 
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127, after the word “sixty.” ] 
f;” so as to read, “62} cents g 


Mr. ALLISON. In line 2, 
move to insert ‘‘two and a 
square yard.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I desire to call attention to the fact that withont 
the 2} cents just added by the amendment of the Senator fp.) 
Iowa the duty in this paragraph is 64.40 per cent. Tha; jx 
increased by 2} cents under the amendment now prop I 
move to strike out ‘‘624 cents per square yard, and in addition 
thereto,” so as to leave the duty as it is under existing law, 40 po; 
cent ad valorem; and on that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 3870, line 2, it is proposed to 
strike out ‘‘624 cents per square yard, and in addition thereto.” oo 
as to read: 

Forty per cent ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri { Mr. Vrsr}, 

Mr. VEST. on that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WHITE. Can the Senator from Iowa state why 2: cents 
is added? It seems that the amount in the McKinley law is somp- 
what less than that fixed in the present bill. Two and a half 
cents, I presume, has been placed in the bill as some kind of a eo), 
pensatory duty. I do not know whether the Senator from lowa is 
able to state just how the figures are made. 

Mr. GRAY. I suggest that it sounds better, if there is no other 
reason for it. 

Mr. WHITE. ‘‘Two anda half” sounds better than ‘‘ three?” 
Perhaps the demand was for 5 cents, and there was a compromise. 
The words ‘‘and oriental, Berlin, and other similar rugs” are 
eliminated for the purpose of inserting the same in a separate 
paragraph, known in this bill as 376}. 

I have here a letter from a very extensive and respectable ostab- 
lishment in San Francisco—the firm of W. & J. Sloane & Oo, 
It is addressed to me, and is as follows: 


SAN FPRANCISCO, May 1/, 1997. 

We desire to call your attention to the eet schedule on oriental, 
Berlin, and Axminster carpets (in one piece) introduced by the Finance Co m- 
mittee of the United States Senate, and we wish to enter our strong protest 
against such outrageous rates. 

We are perfectly in sympathy with the tariff that will shut out a large 
amount of the cheap oriental staff that has been flooding this country at the 
expense of the manufacturers and weavers of this country, but there is a 
large amount of oriental goods imported which does not interfere with any 
thing made here. and therefore should be taxed no higher rate than other 
es of t imported into this country. 

a uare yard Dy niseuals SeOiean Ganteas Gil temportations of chcap 

r square ua portations of cheap 
eee stuff, and isa falr vals on Berlin and Axminster carpets. 

We, here on the Pacific Coast, as dealers and consumers, have much at stake, 
and dé not see why a prohibitory duty should be put on these goods, for tuat 
is what it would amount to were SS me schedule adopted. 

Trusting you will see to it and doallin your power to prevent the adoption 
of such nable of tariff 


W. & J. SLOANE & CO 


to the Senator from California that 
a substitute for the oriental rug paragraph which 


Mr. ALLISON. I will sa 
I shall pro 
he is now = Te 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to ask the Senator from Iowa whether 
the substitute prepared _ will reduce the rates proposed in 
paragraph 3764, so that y will not be greater than the rates 
prescribed in paragraph 370? 

Mr. ALLISON. Some of them will be a little greater. 
think some of them will be less. 

Mr. WHITE. The average, I assume, is greater, or the Senator 
would not propose to make a separate paragraph of it. [tnt 
for the purpose of lowering the tariff that the Senate sugyests a 


— ° 
r. SELISON. I will state that the rates will be much lower 
than in the present paragraph as originally by the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. On the lower grades of oriental rugs I do not 
think ae Magne higher, if as high, © se are in the 
paragraph, e er they behigher. 

Mr. WHITE. On the aia arene the duty will be higher. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; for the reason the paragraph 
which I will propose later on provides really for 90 cents a squire 
yard and 40 cent ad valorem. 5. 

Mr. will defer further discussion of this matter 
ak 1 iil not : yfetar this p eh. The 

w say ng - upon paragraph. +% 
matter may be when ape ene peragreyy. 

Mr. AL N. I will answer the former question of the Sen- 

California. The reason we propose 2} cents addi- 
here is to adjust the matter respect to the additional 
uty proposed upon wool of the third class. 


and I 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri, on which 
tne 7008 SE Se ovehied to call the rol 

e to call the roll. 
Ea CLARK (when his name was called). I desire to announce 
my pair with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris}. He isnot 
present, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. DEBOE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN}. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from New Jersey (Mr. Smiru] to the Senator 
from Ohio (Mr. Hanna}, and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). I de- 

sire to announce that upon this particular vote and for all other 
yotes to-day I am paired with the senior Senator from New York 
[Mr. meneesh.. ‘ : 
Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna}. That pair has been trans- 
ferred to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Samira], with whom 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] is paired, and I am at liberty 
to vote. Ivote*‘yea.” 

Mr. W. (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Washington { Mr. TURNER}. 

r. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I have a 
neral pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
TLER|. I will transfer that pair to the Senator from Nevada 

[Mr. Jones], and vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 
roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PETTUS (after having voted in the affirmative). The 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar} not having voted, I 
withdraw my vote. 


Iam paired with the 


The was announced—yeas 20, nays 28; as follows: 
YEAS—20. 
Bacon, Faulkner, Mallory, Roach, 
Caffery, Heitfeld, Mills, Turpie, 
ton, Jones, Ark. Morgan, Vest, 
Shas , enney, Pasco, Walthall, 
Cockrell, McLaurin, Rawlins, White. 
NAYS—2. 

Allison, Foraker, McEnery, . 

Burrows, T Seleom, — a4 

Carter, linger, Penrose, Ss er, 

Chandler, Gear, Perkins, Stewart, 

Davis, Hawley, Platt, Conn. Wellington, 

Elkins. Pritchard, Wetmore, 

Fairbanks, M 5 Wilson. 

NOT VOTING—4L 

Aldrich, George, Lindsay, Sewell, 

Allen, Gorman, McMil Smith, 

Baker, Gray, Mantle, Teller, 

Bate, Hale, Martin, Thurston, 

Berry, Hanna, ason, Tillman, 

Cannon, an ee. pani WwW —— 
orrill, arren, 

Clark, Harris, Tenn. Murphy, Wolcott. 

Hoar, Pettigrew, 
i, Jones, Nev. Pett 
Deboe, Kyle, Platt, N. Y. 


So Mr. Vest’s amendment was rejected. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownine, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled joint resolutions: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 50) authorizing foreign exhibitors at 
the ippi and International Exposition, to be held in 
the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, during the year 1898, 
to bring to the United States foreign laborers from their coun- 
tries, respectively, for the purpose of preparing for and making 


exhibits; and 
A joint resolution (H. Res. + to provide for the immediate re- 
pair of Dry Dock No. 3, at the New York Navy-Yard. 
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE COOKE. 
The 


message also communicated to the Senate the intelligence 
the death of Epwarp Dean Cooke, late a member of the House 
State of Illinois, and transmitted resolutions of the 


The further announced that the Speaker of the House 
= appointed, Mr. Foss, of Illinois; Mr. Privce, of Illinois; Mr. 
Mr. Uppecrarr, of lowa; Mr. Royse, of 


Ss 


18; 
Mr. Dinsmor®, of Arkansas, and Mr. SpaLpine, of M , as 
the committee on the part of the House to take charge of the 
The 


G OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
resolutions from the House of Representatives, which will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

Iw THe House oF REPRESENTATIVES, June 24, 1897. 
the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. the State of [linois. 
Seen ote tees ees 
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by the Speaker to act with such Senators as may be selected, to attend the 
funeral of the deceased; that the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House shall take 
order for superintending the funeral of the deceased at his home; and that 
the necessary expenses attending the execution of this order shall be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to his memory the House do now ad- 
journ. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I have been requested by the 








senior Senator from Illinois |[Mr. CULLoM], who is ill at his home, 
and whose colleague [Mr. Mason} is absent from the city, to state 
that on a later day he will ask the Senate to pay appropriate trib- 


ute to the worth and public services of his deceased colleague, 
1 offer and move the adoption of the resolutions which I send to 
the desk. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce 
ment of the death of Hon. EpWARD DEAN Cooke, late a Representative from 
the State of Illinois. 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed by the Presiding 
Officer, to join the committee appointed on the part of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to attend the funeral of the deceased 


tesolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the terms of the second 
resolution, the Presiding Officer will appoint the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. Mason], the Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. SPOONER], 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER], the Senator from Flor- 
ida [Mr. Pasco], and the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER] 
as the committee on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Asa further mark of respect to the memory 
of the deceased, I move that the Senats do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 8 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
June 25, 1897, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, June 24, 1897. 


The House met at 120’clock m. The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. 
CouDEN, offered the following prayer: 

Our Father who art in Heaven, we biess Thee for that kind 
care and protection which has brought us to the light and joy of 
this another day, and for all those silent yet mighty forces which 
are ever working for righteousness in our souls. Help us, we be- 
seech Thee, to meet with patience all the sorrows and afflictions 
of this life and turn them to our good. 

We recognize, O Heavenly Father, in the sudden death of one 
of the members of this House a great calamity; and we pray Thee 
that all those who are near and dear to him may be comforted by 
those blessings which are ever coming down from Thee and touch- 
ing the souls of men. And help us all to learn the lesson that life 
is precarious and that death may be visited upon any of us at any 
time. May we be prepared at whatever hour it may come, that 

| we may pass onward and upward to that larger life under the 
leadership of Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was read and 

| approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatr, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed joint resolution (H. Res. 61) 
to provide for the immediate repair of Dry Dock No. 3, at the 
New York Navy- Yard; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested. 

he message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 50) authorizing foreign exhibitors at the Transmissis- 
sippi and International Exposition, to be held in the city of Omaha, 
in the State of Nebraska, during the year 1898, to bring to the 
United States foreign laborers from their countries, respectively, 
for the purpose of preparing for and making exhibits. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNE 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint reso- 
lutions of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 50) authorizing foreign exhibitors at the 
Transmississippi and International Exposition, to be held in the 
city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, during the year 1898, to 
bring to the United States foreign laborers from their countries, 
rere for the purpose of preparing for and making exhibits; 
ab 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 61) to provide for the immediate repair 
of Dry Dock No. 3, at the New York Navy-Yard. 
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ARBITRATION, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to announce that he has 
received a communication from the president of the Belgian 
Chamber of Deputies, inviting such members of the House as may 
be able to do so to attend the interparliamentary conference in 
favor of arbitration, which will commence its session on the 6th 
of August next. The Chair wishes to state that he has been sup- 
= with blank invitations, which he will be glad to fill out and 

urnish to such gentlemen as desire to attend. 


DEATH OF HON, EDWARD DEAN COOKE, 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, it becomes m 
the death of one of the members of this House, the Hon. EpDwarp 
Dean Cooke, of tke State of Illinois. At some future dayI shall 
ask this House to set apart a time when fitting tributes may be 
<— to his memory. I ask the Clerk to read the resolutions which 

send to the desk. 

The Clerx read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. Evwarp Dean Cooks, late a Representative from the State of [linois. 

Resolved, That a committee of nine members of the House be appointed by 

he Speaker to act with such Senators as may be selected to attend the 
uneral of the deceased; that the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House shall take 
order for superintending the funeral of the deceased at his home, and that 
the necessary expenses attending the execution of this order shall be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House. 


Resolved, That as a mark of respect te his memory the House do now 
our 


n. 
esolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Sneaker, I ask that the vote be first taken on 
the first two resolutions. 

‘Lhe question veing taken, the first and second resolutions were 
unanimously adopted. 

The SPEAKER announced the enn of the following- 
named committee in pursuance of the second resolution just 
adopted: Mr. Foss, of [Minois; Mr. Prince, of Illinois; Mr. Bet- 
KNAP, of Illinois; Mr. SpaLpING, of Michigan; Mr. Upprecrarr, of 
Iowa; Mr. Royse, of Indiana; Mr. PLowman, of Alabama; Mr. 
Hunter, of Illinois. and Mr. Dinsmorsg, of Arkansas. 

Mr. FOSS. Inowask the adoption of the remaining resolutions. 

The question being taken on the last two resolutions, they were 
unanimously adopted; and in accordance therewith (at 12 o'clock 
and 10 minutes P m.) the House adjourned, in pursuance of its 
previous order, till Monday next. at 12 o'clock m. 


sad duty to announce 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Acting Secre- 
tary of the Navy, transmitting the information that it has been 
decided not to transport contributions of wheat to India, and that 
the Department has suspended its efforts to charter a vessel, was 
taken from the Speaker’s table, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
oi following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3514) to provide for the 
coinage of gold and silver bullion upon equal terms—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A bill (H. R. 3515) to au- 
thorize the purchase of a site for a hall of records or other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 3516) amendatory of sec- 
tion 2 of the act of June 27, 1890, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAXWELL: A bill (H. R. 3517) to fix the term of office 
of the reporter of the United States Supreme Court and provide 
an annual salary therefor; second, defining the duties of the re- 

rter, and providing that the copyright of the reports, so far as 

t applies, shall be in behalf of the United States, and books shall 
be printed, electrotyped, and bound by the Government; third, 
the price at retail shall not exceed $1.50 per volume, with a dis- 
count to dealers in law books—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 3518) to regulate the service 
and fix the hours of service for persons employed as policemen and 
officers in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following tities were introduced and severaily referred as follows: 

By Mr. BREWSTER: A bill (H. R. 3519) for the relief of Cyrus 
Roberts—to the Committee on Mili i 

By Mr. CLARDY: A megs 2 R. 
tian Church of Henderson, 

By Mr. DORR: A bill (H. 


Affairs. 
) for the relief of the Chris- 
.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
. 8521) for the relief of the trustees of 


the Presbyterian Church, Frenchcreek, Upshur County, W. Va 
to the Committee on War Claims. — 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 3522) granting a pension ¢ 
Samuel Smith, of Alliance, Nebr.—to the Committee on |), ‘lid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3523) to remove the charge of desertioy ¢;, 1 
the record of Robert Ellison, in the War Department—to the «,,,, . 
mittee on Military Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3524) granting a pension of $30 a month to 
Gustavus A. Kindblade—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi,.< 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 3525) for the rele 
of the Mississippi Manufacturing Company, of Wesson, Miss.— to 
the Committee on War Ciaims. ; 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 8526) for the relief of Mary pia. 
mond—to the Committee on Pensions. aay 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3527) granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Wallice—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bili (H. R. 8528) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Marion M. Barton—tothe Committee on Militar y 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8529) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Alfred Rebsamen—to the Committee on Military A fairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R, 3530) to remove the charge of desertion 
—< Benjamin F. Sauterbin—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3531) to remove the charge of desertion 
against James Bennett—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (Hi, R. 3582) granting a pension to Alexander Miller— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8533) for the relief of John M. Fleming—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3534) granting a pension to James M. Stew- 
art—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a dill (H. R. 3535) nting; a pension to William D. Tan- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 3536) to give the 
Court of Claims of the United States jurisdiction of the claims of 
the Alexandria and Washington Railroad Company and others 
against the United States for compensation for the use and occu- 
pation of the railroad of said company by the United States or the 
military authorities thereof—to the Committee on War Ciaims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 3537) to remove 
charge of desertion now standing against James Hennessy on rolls 
of War Department—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: A bill e- R. 3538) authorizing and 
directing the repayment to Josiah B. Orbison, of Donegal! || own- 
ship, Butler County, Pa., the sum of $300, with interest, that he 
paid to avoid the draft in 1863—to the Committee on Claiins. 

By Mr. SIMPSON of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 3589) granting a pen- 
sion to James K. Wiley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3540) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver 8. Coffin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3541) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
H. Dougherty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3542) ting a pension to E. E. Harvey—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3543) to correct the military record of Charles 
V. Landegent—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 3544) granting an increase 
of pension to Stephen W. Berry—to the Committee on [uvalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3545) ting an increase of pension to 
Ezekiel Towle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 3546) to correct the mil- 
se record of Stephen Rice—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3547) to correct the military record of James 
H. Foland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 3548) for the relief of 
William M. Lindsay—to the Co ttee on Claims. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 3549) granting a pension to John 
Hammond, late a pilot on the Government transport Mel!)../—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3550) granti 
widow of the late Capt. Andrew J. 
“a Pol GR 855 ting si John Step! f 

, @ bill (H. R. 8551) a on to John Stephens. 0 
the city of New Albany, fe the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8552) granting a ion to John W. Daugh- 
-: of New Albany, Ind.—to the ttee on Invalid Pen- 

ons, 


pension to Martha Brisco, 
—to the Committee on 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Undér clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following ne and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of the Exchange of 








1897. 


Chicago, Ill., asking for a duty on tea—-to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. % ; 
‘Also, remonstrance of Jackson G. Smith, of Barnesville, Ga., 
inst a tariff on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
‘Also, petition of the American Rattan and Reed Manufacturing 
Company, of Brooklyn, N. Y., urging the enactment of a law to 
revent manufacturing by convict labor—to the Committee on 





r. 

By ir. BREWSTER: Remonstrances of 16 leading shoe manu- 
facturersof Rochester, N. Y., against an increased duty on tanned 
skins for morocco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Protest of the Scranton Central Labor 
Union, of Scranton, Pa., against change being made in the present 
tariff on tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON of Wisconsin: Petition of the Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Wisconsin, for the establishment 
of a mnilivary park at Vicksburg—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 
— petition of the Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of Wisconsin, in favor of military instruction in public schools— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DORR: Evidence to ane House bill for the relief 
of the trustees of the Presbyterian church at French Creek, Up- 
shur County, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of John Searcy and other citizens of 
Louisville, Ky., praying for the repeal of the civil-service law—to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petitions of sundry citizens of Philade!phia, 
Pa., in favor of the passage of a bill for a more rigid restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


tion. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of Joseph W. Sheaffer and sun- 

other citizens of Harrisburg, Pa., praying for the passage of 
a law to further restrict immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

y Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of citizens of New London, Conn., 
favoring a more rigid immigration law—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Papers to accompany House bill No. 3122, 
granting a pension to James H. Land—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, papers to posommpeney House bill No. 3118, granting a pen- 
sion to Capt. Richard F. Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

eee to accompany House bill No. 2464, for the relief of 
vin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

pers to accompany House bill No. 2768, for the relief of 
erten—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also 
James 
Also. 
George 





SENATE. 
Fripay, June 25, 1897, 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
ae by Rev. Hucu Jounston, D. D., of the city of Washing- 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Quay, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT announced his signature to the follow- 
ing enrolled joint resolutions; which had previously been signed 
by the Speaker of the House of Representatives: 

A — resolution (S. R. 50) authorizing foreign exhibitors at 
the ppi and International Exposition to be held in 
the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, during the year 18))8, 
to bring to the United States foreign laborers from their coun- 
tries, respectively, for the purpose of preparing for and making 
exhibits; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 61) to provide for the immediate re- 
pair of Dry Dock No. 3, at the New York Navy-Yard. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the memorial of C. Jackson and 50 
other citizens of Florida, and the memorial of E. O. Locke aud 51 
other citizens of Florida, remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket broker- 


age; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
Mr. ALLEN nted a petition of sundry citizens of Exeter, 


Nebr., pra: ‘or the early enactment of a protective-tariif law; 
which ais to lie on the table. 
Mr. QUAY. I have here a memorial from the Erie Central 


nion, a the secretary of that organization, which 
he requests me in order that it may go into the Recorp. 
I will accede to his request, by permission of the Senate. He says: 
ae a owed ee Hicase iit Nor 0, wanceance! oy Me. Satna 
u . SHERMAN 

of New York, which is intended to destroy ticket brokerage. 
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The discussion on this question showed that, while we admit the ticket- 
brokerage system to be an evil in principle, it is now practically the only 
avenue by which the public is able to protit by the competition between the 
railroads. 

When the railroads abandon underhand methods, ther 
for abolishing the “ scalper." 

Yours, respectfully, 


» will be small need 


LOUIS F. HEMSE, 
Chairman Legislative Committee, ie Central Labor mn. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
Mr. QUAY presented the memorial of W. A. Kresse and 52 
other citizens of Pennsylvania, reimonstrating against the enact- 


ment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket 
brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In behalf of the junior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SewELL],I present the memorial of sundry coal com- 
panies in reference to the duty on coal. The memorialists state 
that the Dominion of Canada is our best and practically our only 
foreign market for coal, purchasing from us 4 tons for every ton 
sold us, the difference increasing to 20 tons purchased of us tol 
ton soldif British Columbia is excluded, the exportation to Canada 
for the year ending June 30, 1896, being 1,370,856 tons of anthra- 
cite of a total exportation of 1,374,331 tons, and 1,675,109 tons of 
bituminous coal of a total exportation of 2,246,284 tons. 

If a duty of 75 cents, or even 60 cents, is placed upon coal, as 
proposed in the pending tariff bill, it is certain that the Dominion 
of Canada will adopt a like tariff on American coal, which will 
largely curtail our export trade on anthracite coal, which is now 
admitted to Canada free, and greatly reduce our exports of bitumi- 
nous coal and have a paralyzing effect upon a wide and important 


| range of employment, including the mining and carrying trade. 


The memorial gives the number of men and mines interested, 
set opposite their names. In the computation they aggregate not 
less than 340,000 men and 1,700,000 peopie directly and indirectly 
dependent upon this interest. The point of the petition which 
the Senator from New Jersey desires to have called especially 
to the attention of the Senate is the prayer ‘that a reciprocal 
clause may be inserted in the pending tariff bill wherein same re- 
lates to coal to the effect that whenever the President shall be 
satisfied that the Parliament of the Dominion of Canada or other 
competent authority has fixed a rate of duty collectible on bitu- 
minous coal produced in and imported from the United States 
into Canada not exceeding 75 cents nor less than 40 cents per ton, 
he may make proclamation of the fact, and after the date of such 
proclamation the duty collectible on all coal imported into the 
United States from the Dominion of Canada shall not exceed the 
rate mentioned in said proclamation so long as said rate of duty 
is maintained by the said Dominion.” 

I ask that the memorial may be printed and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. It is possible that a duplicate memorial 
may have been presented by some other Senator. The Senator 
from New Jersey, for whom I act, desires that special attention 
may be called to the facts stated in this petition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memor.al will be referred to the 
Committee on Finance and printed, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, remonstrating against any increase in the present rate 
of duty on tanned skins for morocco, or a duty on raw goatskins; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 21 citizens of North Adams, 
Mass., and a petition of sundry citizens of Cumberland, Miss., 
praying for the enactment of protective-tariff legisiation, at the 
earliest possible date, such as will adequately secure American in- 
dustrial products against the competition of foreign labor; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER presented sundry memorials of citizens of Colo- 
rado, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. NELSON presented sundry memorials of citizens of Minne- 
sota, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petitions of C. H. Prescott and sundry 
other citizens, of Robert McArthur and sundry other citizens, of 
James G. Brackett and 16 other citizeus, of Calvin H. Foss and 28 
other citizens, and of Burton H. Winslow and 45 other citizens, all 
of Biddeford, in the State of Maine, praying for tne early enact- 
ment of a protective-tariff law; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of New Mil- 
ton, W. Va.. and a petition of sundry citizensof Gladewater, Tex., 
praying for the eariy passage of the pending tariff bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented sundry memorials of citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation in- 
tended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
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Mr. FORAKER presented sundry memorials of citizens of Ohio, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on es Relations, reported 
a bill (S. 2284) to authorize Admiral T. O. Selfridge, United States 
Navy; Capt. G. H. Wadleigh, United States Navy: Lieut. Com- 
mander E. H. Gheen, United States Navy; Lieut. Commander 
Raymond P. Rodgers, United States Navy; Paymaster J. B. Red- 
field, United States Navy; Lieut. J. J. Hunker, United States 
Navy; Surg. D. N. Berto ette, United States ar. and Ensign 
R. L. Russell, United States Navy, to accept medals presented to 
oo by the Russian Government; which was read twice by its 

tle 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, reported an amendment intended to be proposed in the gen- 
eral deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MALLORY (b ae introduced a bill (S. 2285) for the 
relief of Thomas W. which was read twice b —— title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2286) to ine ate the 
Washington and University Railroad Company, of the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 51) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to transfer certain papers from the 
War Department to the United States district court for South Car- 
olina, at Charleston, S. C.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

ACTS AND RESOLUTIONS RELATING TO PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. GEAR. I submit a resolution, and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the — as a document 
1,000 copies of all and singular the acts and resolutions of C one 
to the Union Pacific Railroad Company and the Central Pacifi ¢ Railroad 
pany 

Mr. ALLEN. I suge est to my friend from Iowa the propriety 
of having al! these publications in one document. 

Mr. GEAR. That is the object of the resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. And to let it embrace also answers to inquiries 
of the different Departments. 

Mr. GEAR. That is not germane, I think, to the resolution. 
The resolution oy provides that all statutes which have been 

b n regard to these railroads shall be printed, 


os y. 
order that we aa have them in a convenient form for the use 
of the committee and the Senate 


Mr. ALLEN. Why notalso embrace the decisions of the various 
courts, so that we can have a complete history of these roads? It 
— Ly me that it would be very advisable to have the decisions 

clu 

Mr. HALE. Let the resolution be read again. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. HALE. Itought togotothe Committee on Printing. That 
will be a very great work. 

Mr. GEAR. Oh, no; it will not make a very large volume. 

— STEWART. Five hundred dollars will cover the entire 


a GEAR. I have no objection to the reference suggested. 
Let the resolution be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before it goes to the Committee on Printing it 

ht to be amended. 
r. DAVIS. I move to amend ¢ the resolution b “a inserting after 
“Central Pacific Railroad” the words “and the tern Pacific.” 

Mr. HOAR. Let the resolution be read again. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

. Mr. HOAR. I was going tos t that there be inserted after 
“resolutions of Congress” the words “‘ or of either House thereof.” 
I think there have been some resolutions passed separately which 
might well be included. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to that amend- 
ment? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALLEN. I moveto amend the resolution by including also 
the oe of the Supreme Court on the different acts herein 
mention 

Mr. MORGAN. That would make it very voluminous. The 
amendment suggested by the Senator from Nebraska would make 
fons repr 0u0 pages. ns eben >< mpl ae go 

ons a them are not necessary 
nde of the railroad question so far as the Senate is 
om 


cerned. 
What we want is a compilation of the statutes that bear upon 
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the Union Pacific and the Central Pacific and the branc}, -.,.,.) 
so that by looking over the statutes we can understand w)\; (:. - 
gress has done. That is as far as the committee propos. }, 
Now, to incorporate all the decisions of the Supreme (‘01; 
make it so voluminous that it would require an editor to go thyroy.), 
to see what was and was not inent, and it could not : ‘ke. —— 
than 2,000 pages to include decisions. Some of those vi. 
cisions cover 50 pages in the reports. I hope the Senator \;)) , 
embarrass the resolution with such an amendment, bec. 

want a book of that kind we can have it printed separa‘. y. 

very necessary to have these statutes before the Senat« 

are considering any question that comes up about the 
railroads. 

Mr. ALLEN. Imovetoamend the resolution by insertj)). .¢;... 
the word ‘“* Congress,” the words “‘and decisions of the Supp... 
Court.” ies 

Mr. GEAR. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska, if }\o ;, 
going to move nak mae amendment, that he add, “decisions of tho 

ome Court thereto.” 


uld 
ud 


ALLEN. Yes, ‘‘re thereto.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the amendment accepted? It is 
accepted, the Chair understands. The Senator from low: ‘- veg 
to refer the resolution as amended to the Committee on Pr , 

The motion was agreed to. " 

HARBOR AT PITTSBURG, PA. 
oe AY submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered y unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the eee War is hereby directed to ex: amine 


the means necessary to preserve the harbor at Pittsburg, Pa., rom unau- 
thorized encroachment and other damage, for the work of dr ‘ 
marking harbor lines, and ees F tasbor. and the pro! ex] 

thereof, and to report to the te thereon on or before the firs st iM nday 
December next. 


8 to 


yin 
PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
notice of an amendment to Rule XXXIII, submitted yesterday by 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae}. 

Mr. HALE. It was read yesterday. 
read it again. Let it be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

The amendment was referred to the Committee on 
Rules, as follows: 

Notice is ie porshs siren that the following amendment = be pr Po we ad to 
Rule XXXII relating to the privilege of the floor. In 
that clause of said rule which admits certain to the floor of the: Senate 

while in session, relat to ex-Senators Senators-elect, after the word 
“ex-Senators,”’ to insert the follow = 

“ Who are not interested in any or in the prosecution of the same, or 
directly in any bill aes before 

The pur amendment is to 
enjoying 
or opposing 


There is no necess ity to 


ere ae went ex-Senators fr m 
Gilets the floor of the Senate for the purpose of urgi: 
or bills in which they are employed as attorneys. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to thie consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industrics 
of the United States. 

The ee, resumed the reading of the bill on page 127, line 


Se menial dik Cinuesittttanims Finance was, in para- 
graph 3871, page 127, line 6, after the word oa ” to insert the 
word ‘two; ” so as to make the paragraph read 

371. Sammy. teen pnt Decnsee weesteasee, red or plain, and all 


— cents per square yard, 
in addition thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I simply want to call attention to the fact that - 
amendment is an increase over the rate in the McKinley - 
Before this increase was made, the rate of duty propose: sadee 
this was 80.22 per cent ad v: upon the articles 

named, I move to strike out ‘62 cents per square yard, 
and in addition thereto,” so as to leave the duty where it is under 
ee per cent ad valorem, and upon that I call for the 


whe | VIC PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri will be stated. 2 
ron a tn is proposed to eet : A = 
striking out, after word ‘ * description,” e words ‘62 cent 
naraqih read , and in addition thereto;” so as to make the par- 


in. and all 
wail, Saxony, W CSS t= beg 


The VICE.PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri demands 
the yeas and nays u to the amendment. 
The sand 1 aera ated: and the Secretary proceeded 


On CLARK when his name was called). red with 
the junior from Kansas (Mr. Harris). F ia ide abeence, I 
withhold my vote. 











Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru}. If he were present, | 
should vote “‘may.” 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). 
senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]}. 

Mr. HAWLEY (when his name was called). 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Bare}. 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE}. 
if he were present. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Sewe..}. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). 


Iam paired with 
I should vote “ yea” 


Iam paired with 


the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore | 


withhold my vote. 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna}. 
vote ** 7 
Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Tuurston]. He being absent, I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.SPooneR]. Other- 
wise I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Burien), and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in the negative). 
transferred my pair with the Senator from Louisiana {Mr. C.r- 
rEry] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jongs]. I will therefore 
let my vote stand. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Spooner]. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HawLey] is paired with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Bate}. 
By an arrangement with the Senator from Connecticut, we have 


chan ae I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. HAWL Y. Under the arrangement just stated by the 
Senator from Mississippi |Mr. WaLrHa.u], I am at liberty to 
vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MORRILL. I willtransfer my pair with the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Harris} to the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER], and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The Secretary recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. VEST. Let the result be announced. We do not want to 
sit here for half an hour waiting to get a quorum. The country 
is suffering now for want of this bill. 


I am paired with 
If he were present, I should 
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The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 24; as follows: 
YEAS—17. 

Jones, Ark Pettigrew, Waltha) 
diay. McLaurin, Pettus, White. ~ 
gee rell, Mallory, Roach, 

ulkner, Mills, Turpie, 
Heitfeld, Morgan, Vest, 
NAYS—2. 

Allison, Fairbanks, Lodge, Platt, N. ¥ 
Burrows, Foraker, McBride, Pritchard, 
Carter. Frye, Morrill, Proctor, 
Ctandiee, Hale, | Nelson, aay 

wiley, erkins, -wart, 
ee, oar, - Platt, Conn. Teller. 

NOT VOTING—48. 

Aldrich, Elkins, Kyle, Sewell, 
poe. Gallinger, Lindsay, Shoup, 

T, Gear, McEnery, Smith, 
Bate, George, McMillan, Spooner, 
Berry, Gorman, Mantle, urston, 
Butler, Gray, in, Tillman, 

. Hanna, Mason, Turner, 

Hansbrough, Mitchell, Warren, 
Chilton, Harris, Kans Murphy, Wellington, 
Clark, = Tenn. — weumene, 
Cullom, ones, Nev nrose, iison, 
Daniel, Renacy, Rawlins, Wolcott 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-one Senators have voted. 
Mr. VEST. That discloses the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum not having voted, the roll 
The Secretary called the roll, and the foll Senat 
the roll, and the owing Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Allen, Frye, Mallory, Proctor, 
om Gear, Martin, Quay, 
( Gray, Mills, wlins, 
Chandler Ha a Stewart, 
wi 
Clark, : it Morell, Teller, 
Coxkrel, Hoar, Nelson, Thurston, 
Kyi, a — inosine 
, e, 
a: y, Pettus, e Vest, 

Mette, Platt, ry Wellinetom, 

’ + Be e 

McLaurin, Pritchard, White. 
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| The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-two Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The Secretary will again 
call the roll on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
| ator from Missouri [Mr. Vest}. . 
| The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). Iagain announce 
my pair with the Senator from Kansas {Mr. Harris] 
Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). 1am paired with the 
| senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr.Smira]. Iwill transfer that 
pair, by consent, to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hann which 
| will leave the Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw ins] and myself at 
| liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 
Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). 
senior Senator from Illinois [| Mr. CuLLom}. 
Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Michigan {[Mr. McMILLAN}. [f 
| he were present, I should vote “* yea.” 
| Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). 
| the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE}. 
| if he were present. 
| Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL}. 
| present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] to the Sena- 
| tor from New Hampshire {[Mr. GALLINGER], and vote ‘‘ nay.” 
| Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). I havea general 
| pair with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna]. That pair has been 
| transferred, so that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna] will 
stand paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smirn]. I 
vote ‘* yea.” 
Mr. TURNER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wyoming | Mr. Warren}. 
Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina 
{Mr. BUTLER], and withhold my vote. 
The roll call was concluded. 
| Mr. WALTHALL. 1 desire to announce that on this question 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] is paired with the 
Senator from Tennessee | Mr. BATE}. 
The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 27; as follows: 
YEAS—21. 


I am paired with the 


{ am paired with 
[ should vote ‘‘ yea” 


Ll am paired 
If he were 


Lam paired with 





Allen, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Veat, 
Clay, Kyle, Pettus, Walthall, 
Cockrell, McLaurin, Rawlins, White. 
Faulkner, Mallory, Roach, 
Gorman, Mills, Tillman, 
Heitfeld, Morgan, Turpie, 

NAYS—27. 
Allison, Fairbanks, Lodge, Pritchard, 
Baker, Foraker, McBride, Proctor, 
Burrows, Frye, Morrill, Quay, 
Carter Gear, Nelson, Shoup, 
Chandler, Hale Perkins, Stewart, 
Davis, Hawley, Platt, Conn. Thurston. 
Deboe, Hoar, Platt, N. Y. 


NOT VOTING—AL. 


Aldrich, Elkins, McEnery, Spooner, 
Bacon, Gallinger, Me Millan, Teller, 
jate, George, Mantle, Turner, 
Berry, Gray, Martin, Warren, 
Butler, Hanna, Mason, Wellington, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wetmore, 
Cannon, Harris, Kans. Murphy, Wilson, 
Chilton, Harris, Tenn. Pasco, Wolcott. 
Clark, Jones, Nev. Penrose, 

Cullom, Kenney, Sewell, 

Daniel, Lindsay, Smith, 


So Mr. VestT’s amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 372, page 127, line 9, after the word “ description,” to strike 
out ‘‘ forty-four” and insert ‘“‘ forty-five;” so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

372. Brussels carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or carpeting of like 
character or description, 45 cents per square yard, and in addition thereto 40 
per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. This is an increase also over the McKinley Act 

from 44 cents to 45 cents. Without this increase the equivalent 
ad valorem on the articles embraced in this paragraph is 82.56 per 
cent. Isimply want to say that it is very obvious why these in- 
creases are made. Our friends upon the other side have put such 
duties upon the oriental matting, Japanese and Chinese and cocoa 
matting, not made in this country, as to practically exclude them. 
They now propose to put up the duties on the lower grades of car 
eting, to exclude competition from abroad as to these articles and 
orce the American people to use the common carpets, the lower 
grades of carpets. The intent is very plain to anyone who knows 
anything in regard to tariff legislation. 

move (and it is the only redress that we have upon this side) 
to strike out the duties proposed by paragraph 372. I move to 
strike out ‘45 cents per square yard, and in addition thereto;” so 
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as to leave the duty as under the existing law, that is, 40 per cent 
ad valorem, and upon that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish tocall the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri to the fact that these specific duties are in the nature of 
compensatory duties. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. And have no relation to cocoa matting, which 
has been stricken out of the bill, I think on the motion of the 
nw from Missouri, or some other Senator on the opposite 
side, 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; it has not been stricken out. It has not 
been voted upon, but is reserved for a vote as to whether it shall 
go on the free list. I made the motion to strike out oriental, Chi- 
nese, and Japanese matting, and that motion was sustained by the 
Senate, but it is held up by the Senator from Iowa for a vote 
when we reach the free list. Cocoa matting was passed over at 
the instance of my colleague on the committee, the Senator from 
Arkansas {Mr. Jones], in order that the Senate might vote as to 
whether it should go upon the free list or not. 

I repeat my proposition, that the whole object of these increases, 
after putting a prohibitory duty upon these cheap mattings from 
the East, is to put a sufficient duty upon the cheap grade of car- 
pets to exclude competition as to them. So there will be no 
alternative for any man who wants to put a carpet on the floor of 
his house but to buy the American product. 

Mr. ALLISON. I repeat, these duties are put on in compensa- 
tion for the duty on wool. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, we all know that in the last ten or 
fifteen years Brussels carpets, both imported and domestic, have 
become articlesof very common and widely diffused use. They can 
scarcely be called alnxury. There is hardly any man who is able 
to support a family in decency who does not wish to have, and 
does not have, a Brussels carpet somewhere in his house. It is 
very well to know as we go along what exactions we are making 
upon the people who buy these carpets. 

All that I rose for is in some measure to expose the tax that is 
concealed in these combined specific and ad valorem duties, one 
of the great objections to which is that it does mask the tax so far 
as the statement of it goes. I have made, or had made, a calcu- 
lation as to the amount of tax a man will have to pay for a Brus- 
sels carpet that is put on a room, say, 16 feet square. I find that 
upon the unit of valne given in the comparative tables before us 
the tax imposed upon him for carpeting a room 16 feet square un- 
der the provisions of this bill is $24.31. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri calls for 
the yeas and nays on agreeing to his amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when Mr. Berry’s name was called). 
My collea; io BERRY] is paired with the junior Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. Mason]. If my colleague were present, he would 
vote ** ie. 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Michigan (Mr. McMILLAN]. If he were 
present, I would vote “yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORKILL (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Tenzessee [Mr. Harris] to the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr, GALLINGER], who is temporarily 
absent, and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). I transfer my 
_ with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna] to the Senator 

rom New Jersey [ Mr. Smirn], and vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). The Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], with whom I have a general 
Par is paired on this question witlt the Senator from Tennessee 


I am paired 
If he were 


Mr. Bate}, and I vote *‘ yea.” - 

Mr. CLARK (when Mr. WARREN’s name was called). I desire 
to announce that my colleague [Mr. WARREN] is paired with the 
junior Senator from Washington (Mr. TURNER]. If my colleague 
were present, he would vote ‘‘ nay.” ° 

The roli call was concluded. 

Mr. GEAR. My pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SmirH}] has been transferred to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Hanna], and I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (after having voted in the affirmative). I notice 
that the Senator from Washington [Mr. WILson] has not voted, 
and being paired with him, I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—2%. 


Allen, 
Caffery, 


Gey, 
Cockrell, 
Faulkner, 
Gorman, 


Heitfeld, 
Jones, Ark. 


Kyle, 

Tt arin, 
Mallory, 
Mills, 
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Allison, Pritchard, 
‘octor, 
ay, 

houp, 

Stewart, 

Teller, 

Thurston, 


NOT VOTING—338. 


Lindsay, Sinith, 
McEnery, Spooner, 
MeMillan, rner, 
ene. warren, 
artin, ellingt 
Mason, — 


etmore, 
Mitchell, 
Pasco 


Ween 
Jones, Nev. Penrose, = 
Kenney, Sewell. 

So Mr. Vest’s amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 127, paragraph 373, line 
13, before the word ‘‘cents,” to strike out “forty” and insert 
‘* forty-one;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


373. Velvet and tapestry velvet carpets, figured or plain, printed on the 
warp or otherwise, and all carpets or carpeting of like character or (es rip- 
tion, 41 cents per square yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad valorem, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I call attention to the fact that this rate is an in- 

crease over the McKinley Act. In that law the duties were 40 cents 
and 40 per cent ad valorem, and this is an increase to41 cents. The 
equivalent ad valorem upon the articles named in this paragraph, 
without this addition of 1 cent, is 69.67 per cent. I move, in line 
18 of the paragraph, after the word ‘‘description,” to strike out 
‘**41 cents per square yard, and in addition thereto,” so as to leave 
the duty as under the existing law at 40 per cent ad valorem, 
Upon that I call for the yeas and nays. 
he yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. President, it is with reluctance that I 
presume to differ with the experienced and eminent Senators in 
charge of this bill, but it seems to me that we are pursuing a wrong 
course in putting ourselves on record here interminably on these 
little minor items, when it is a fact, as apparent as the Capitol 
itself to every observer outside, that we will be beaten in every 
one of these votes. It — simply wasting time. That is all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. 

r. GRAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]. 

Mr. HAWLEY (when his name was called). The pair between 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Bate] and myself has been 
transferred by a; ment with the Senator from Mississippi | Mr. 
WALTHALL] to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], and 
I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]; otherwise I 
should ‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Pairing as before 
the Senator from New ao Mr. GALLINGER] with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], with whom I have a gen- 
eral pair, I vote “ nay.” ; 

Mr. PASCO oe his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. WILson]. In his absence, I with- 
hold my vote. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. : ct 

Mr. CLARK. I desire to transfer the pair with the junior Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. Harris] to the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. 
JONES] and vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

I also desire to announce again the pair of my colleague [Mr. 
WARREN] with the Senator from Washington (Mr. TURNER). 

Mr. GEAR. My pair with the Senator from New Jersey LM 
Suir] has been transferred to the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
Hanna}, and I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. LINDSAY. LIannounce for the day m 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLan]}. 
should vote -_ 7 

Mr. BUTLER. I announce my with the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iampaired with the senior Senator from 
Virginia [Mr, Dante]. 

e result was announced—yeas 19, nays 27; as follows: 


Aldrich, 
Bacon, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Butler, 
Cannon, 
Chilton, 
Clark, 
Cullom, 
Daniel, 


Elkins, 
Gallinger, 
George, 
Gray, 

Hanna, 
Hansbrough, 
Harris, Kans. 
Harris, Tenn. 


ir with the senior 
he were present, I 


Allen, Heitfeld, n, Ta: 
Caffery, Jenen, Ark. Morph Vert 
=a fen fen ve 
Faulkner, Mills, ©’ 
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—————— 
NAYS—27. 


Allison, Feceber, a Proctor, 
rye, Morrill, uay, 
=” nag Nelson, Shoup, 
Chandler, e Perkins, Stewart, 
aor, Hawley, Platt, Conn. Teller, 
Deboe, Hoar, Platt, N. Y. Thurston. 
Fairbanks, Lodge, Pritchard, 
NOT VOTING—4. 
Elkins, Kyle, Sewell, 
— Gallinger, ia. Smith, 
Baker, George, McEnery, Spooner, 
Rate, Gorman, McMillan, illman, 
Berry, Gray, Mantle, Turner, 
Butler, Hanna, Martin, Warren, 
Cannon, Hansbrough, Mason, Wellington, 
Clay Harris, Kans. Mitchell, Wetmore, 
Cullom, Harris, Tenn. Pasco, Wilson, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Penrose, Wolcott. 


vis, Kenney, Rawlins, 
So Mr. VEsT’s amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, on page 127, paragraph 374, line 
17, before the word ‘‘cents,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-eight” and in- 
sert “twenty-nine;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


974. Tapestry Brussels carpets, figured tome and all carpets or carpet- 
ing of like character or description, printed on the warp or otherwise, 29 
cents per square yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me to 
make a suggestion to him, [ ask why not consider the three re- 
maining paragraphs together as one amendment, if he proposes to 


have a vote on striking out all of these paragraphs, and taking | 


but one vote, so as to save time? It would be just as impressive. 

Mr. VEST. Because there are different rates imposed in these 
different paragraphs, the increase being greater in some than in 
others by the committee’s amendment. I want to call attention 
to the fact that under this amendment, as in the preceding para- 

ph, the Senator from Iowa and the great majority of the 
inance Committee have gone above the McKinley Act, making 
this duty 29 instead of 28 cents. Under the paragraph as it stood, 
without this increase, the equivalent ad valorem is 79.42 per cent. 
It is my purpose to move to strike out the words, in lines 17 and 
18 of this paragraph, ‘‘ 29 cents per square yard, and in addition 
thereto.” so as to leave the duty at 40 per cent ad valorem, as in 
the existing law. Upon that I call for the yea and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON], and therefore 

withhold my vote. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris], but transfer that 
pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jongs], and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). My pair with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH] has been transferred to 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GRAY _. his name was called). 

Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLomM]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I again transfer 
my pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] to the 
Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. yo gg and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. WiLson]. If 
he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr, T MAN (when his name was called). Present. 

The ie called the name of Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. TILL . Lam here, sir, and have answered ‘‘ present.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I again announce that my pair with the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] has been transferred to 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE}. I vote ‘“‘ yea.” 

Mr. KENNEY (after having voted in the affirmative). I notice 
that the junior Senator from Pennsylvania {Mr. PENROSE], with 
whom I am paired, has not voted. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Allen, Gorman, Morgan, Turpie, 
Bacon, Jones, Ark. Murphy, Vest, 
Chilton, McLaurin, Pett ew, Walthall, 

: ory, ‘ettus, a. 

Cockrell, oe Roach, 

NAYS—28. 
Allison, Deboe, Hoar, Platt, N. Y. 
Baker, rbanks, Lodge, Pritchard, 
Burrows, ‘oraker, McBride, Proctor, 
Carter. e, Morrill, uay, 
Chandler, r, Nelson, oup, 
Clark, ie Perkins, Teller, 
Davis, Hawiey, Platt, Conn. Thurston. 

NOT VOTING—42. 

Aldrich, Butler, Cullom, Faulkner, * 
Bate, Caffery, Daniel, Gallinger, 
Berry, Cannon, Elkins, George, 
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I am paired with the | 
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Gray. Kyle, Pasco, Turner, 
Hanna, Lindsay, Penrose Warren, 
Hansbrough, McEnery, Rawlins, Wellington, 
Harris, Kans. Me Millan, Sewell, Wetmore, 
Harris, Tenn. Mantle, Smith, Wilson, 
Heitfeld, Martin, Spooner Wolcott 
Jones, Nev. Mason, Stewart 

Kenney, Mitchell, Tillman 


So the amendment of Mr. Vest’ was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE. I willask that the next two paragraphs, 375 and 
376, may be read in connection, if there be no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be the order, in the absence 
of objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 375, page 127, line 
20, before the word ‘‘ cents,” to strike out ‘‘nineteen” and insert 
**twenty-five;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

375. Treble ingrain, three-ply, and all chain Venetian car 
square yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad valorem 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 376, page 127, line 22, 
after the word “carpets,” to strike out ‘‘ fourteen” and insert 
**twenty;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

376. Wool Dutch and two-ply ingrain carpets, 20 cents per square yard, and 
in addition thereto 40 per cent ad valorem 

Mr. WHITE. Paragraph 404 of the act of 1890, the McKinley 
Act, provides as follows: ; 

404. Treble ingrain, three-ply, and all chain Venetian carpets, 19 
square yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad valorem 

We find that paragraph 375 of the proposed law raises the rate 
irom 19 to 25 cents per square yard. The Senator from lowa 
stated that the respective rises of 2 } l cent, 1 cent, 


‘ o 
pets 
per - 


ts per 


cents per 


4 cents, 2 cents, 


and 1 cent, respectively, in paragraphs #70, 371, 372, 373, and 374 
were made because of the increase in price of carpet wools—that 
| is, the substitution of a specific rate for an ad valorem—but in 


each of those cases it appears that a very small rate was sufficient. 
Of course the manufacturer does not wish to lose any point, and 
so he would have a tax of 1 cent where he could get it; but here 
we have a rise of 6 cents, from 19 cents per square yard to 25 
cents and from 14 cents to 20 cents. That is in paragraphs 375 
and 376, which we find to be in the McKinley law as follows: 

Wool Dutch and two-ply ingrain carpets, 14 per sqv 
addition thereto 40 per cent ad valorem 

Now, we have a rise made by the committee over the House bill 
of 6 cents, from 14 to 20 cents. On examining the record to find 
whether there is any justification for these very material changes 
we find that so far as paragraph 375 is concerned the unit of value 
shown by the comparative statement for the year 1896 is 75 cents 
and the ad valorem rate as prescribed in this amendment is 73.45 
per cent, and in paragraph 376 the ad valorem rate is 73.94 per cent. 

The importations under paragraph 375 amounted in yards in 
1896 to 23,737, and in value to $17,745; and the importations under 
paragraph 376 amounted in 1896 to 24,853 yards, of the value of 
$14,645, showing that under the rates prescribed in the Wilson 
law there was but a very light importation. Indeed, an inspec- 
tion of the entire carpet schedule will demonstrate the fact that 
the American manufacturer virtually has the market. 

For instance, if we look back to Brussels carpet, we find that 
the unit of value is $1.03, and yet we know that the American car- 
pet manufacturer undersells any such rate, and the foreign cost 
is $1.03. Therefore we have absolutely the market. 

Mr. GRAY. Right there I wish to state that I read the other 
day that the carpet manufacturers, those who use these carpet 
wools, stated that more than one-half of all the carpet wools im- 
ported into this country go into ingrain carpets. 

Mr. WHITE. In the large pamphlets devoted totariff hearings 
before the Ways and Means Committee in the House of Repre- 
sentatives you can not find a solitary word showing any argu- 
ment or anything which could be called a reason for an increase 
of these rates. What will the effect be? Necessarily the abso- 
lute exclusion of importations. We have practically almost 
reached that point now. 

Here is another of these cases found in the bill where the tariff, 
already prohibitive, is raised, Whyis it raised? No wonder, Mr. 
President, that the carpet stores ail over the country have signs 
now in their windows announcing that after thirty days the rate 
on carpets will be increased from 25 to50 percent. This is a mere 
matter of concession really, for the rates might be increased much 
higher. The tariff wall is constructed so massively and of such 
lofty proportions that they are able practically to exclude all im- 
portations. I deny, whatever may be the theory upon which this 
bill is framed, that there is any justification for the increases 
made by the Senate committee of 6 cents in each case upon these 
low-grade carpets. 

It has been shown frequently throughout the debate on this bill 
that high-priced articles are admitted under lower rates and that 
low-prived articles are taxed very highly, I suppose, probably, in 
view of the sentiment expressed by the monk who said to Louis 
XIV, “‘ Your people perish, but your court is splendid.” 


cents are yard, and in 
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Mr. President, I move to strike out paragraphs 375 and 376 and 
substitute therefor the provisions of the Wilson law contained in 
paragraphs 298 and 295 of thatlaw. There is no justification for 
~~ additional tariff in this instance. 

‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from California will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is oe to strike out paragraphs 375 

and 376 as amended and in lieu thereof to insert: 


Wool Dutch and two-ply ingrain carpets, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Carpets and carpeting of wool, flax, or cotton, or com d in part of either, 
not specially provided for in this act, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. WHITE. I will ask to have the vote taken on the first 
paragraph read at the desk: 

Wool Dutch and two-ply ingrain carpets, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment will be stated asnow 
proposed by the Senator from California. 

The Secrerary. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 376 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 

876. Wool Dutch and two-ply ingrain carpets, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. Just a word. 

Mr. WHITE. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] 
really indicated the reason for the changes in these two para- 
graphs. Ingrain carpets are made wholly of wool. There is no 
other fiber except wool in these carpets, whilst in the higher grade 
—— there is a portion of hemp or cotton or jute. 

r. GRAY. Backing. 

Mr. ALLISON. But an ingrain carpet is all wool; and one-half 
ef the third-class wool, or nearly so, is used im the manufacture 
of these carpets. We have increased the duty by this bill on the 
kind of wool used in the manufacture of ingrain carpets above 
the McKinley law; and as thig is a _ industry, especially in 
Philadelphia and its neighborhood, w large quantities of in 
= carpets are made by who have not manufac- 

ies, a eee a compensation for i 
price of their wool from which they make carpets. The duty 
third-class wool, as compared with the duty provided in the 
on law and the free wool in the Wilson law, so called—— 

Mr. GRAY. And the consumer gives it to them, of course, 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand there is great competition in the 
production, and I have no doubt the profits from these carpets 
made by those who do the weaving are very small. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to ask the Senator from Iowa if it is not 
true that the present tariff, as well as the McKinley tariff, is 
practically prohibitive on these goods—substantially so; that the 
umportations bear practically no relation of importance tothe con- 
sumption? That must be t from an inspection of the rec- 
ord before us. I presume is no denial of that. 

Mr. . I donot thinkitis prohibitory. This israther 
a domestic industry which has. grown up during a good many 
years in different portions of our country, and I do not think these 
ingrain carpets are very largely produced abroad. I think this 
country is rather adapted to their manufacture; there is a sharp 
competition in the production, and the profits are very small. 

Mr. WHITE. If these carpets grow here naturally, and are 
products of the soil, and are not produced abroad, they do not 
need protection at all, I Serer ey 

Before proceeding, I ire to call attention to the fact that I 
believe the Secretary has not read both amendments which I sug- 

ted. One is paragraph 292 of the present law, and the other 
298, and they read as follows: 


Treble ingrain, three-ply, and all chain Venetian carpots, 32} per cent ad 


‘Wool Dutch and two-ply ingrain carpets, 22 per cent ad valorem. 
Those are the paragraphs I desire to have substituted for the 
phs in the bill. : 

It is not necessary for the Senator from Iowa or anyone else to 
concede that there are practically no importations of carpet 
in any save one or two lines, because the record of 1896 under the 
Wilson Act demonstrates that fact. I deny that the addition of 6 
cents is justified atall by the amendment of the paragraph regard- 
ing carpet wools, which simply proposes a specific rate, which we 


are informed by the committee is substantially the ad valorem 
rate. This isan instance where the manufacturer is making a 
profit, and is given an additional and concealed benefit, by reason 
of the compensatory duty, so called. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May I ask the Senator from Cali- 


fornia a question? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If it be true, as has been stated, 
ja ae —_ is sold - a price very — — the 

ign carpet, what harm can it do to put on an iti uty? 

Mr. GRAY. What is the necessi for it? 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from ticut is well advised in 
regard to these matters. I will ask him if it is not a fact that in 
all the lines of carpet specified in paragraph 371 now under con- 
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sideration the domestic e 
article? Is mot that the fac 
this “oe 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It was so stated on the oth, 
and | = it is true. . 

Mr. TTE. Yes, sir. Then I ask why does the conmpnis, 
engage in the business of raising rates? It is true, as stato) |,, 
the Senator, that if the act is prohibitive now it can not be man, 
more prohibitive in any event; but manifestly an opporiuni:. + 
afforded within that prohibition wall to raise by means (f 1 y4.; 
and combinations the domestic rates. Certainly upon no ¢),,.,-. 
can a duty be justified which is really prohibitive, and | 4, ,,,. 
understand that the majority of the committee claim they yp. :,. 
troducing here prohibitive measures, though, in fact, we kiow thaw 
are in many cases. But they claim they are simply makin «,,.) 
changes in the tariff law as to protect the American manut{s¢tyy.> 
to the extent of equalizing the labor cost and certain ot! .\j. 1d- 
vantages under which perhaps he may labor. This is no 5), 
case, however. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator replies to my ques. 
tion as to what harm it would do by asking me what reason thors 
is for doing it. Perhaps that is a fair way of replying to my qnes. 
tion. I understand the fact to be that this industry has er wy 
in this country and has reached such development and such ec). 
omies have been introduced in the manufacture that we haye m+ 
of the trade and that. we sell our ¢ ts made in this country at 
very much less figures than most of the carpets of the same name 
i from abroad. 

will answer his question by asking him another. Having ju: 
a duty on wool, having raised in the Senate the duty which th. 
House put upon carpet wools, does he not think that if his motion 
prevails not to allow any compensatory duty whatever, by reason 
of the fact that the wool has been made dutiable, it would not 
cripple and destroy the carpet industry in the United States’ 

Mr. WHITE. 1 will answer that question no. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator objected to the last answer I gave 
because it was a though im effect it was. [ respond 
to the first question addr to: me by the Senator from Connect- 
ieut by saying that, alth the present duty may be probilit- 
ive, and I claim it is, am ition: to that prohibitive rat». so to 
speak, if I may be allowed to phrase is in that way—an additional 
tariff affords an opportunity for domestic combinations to the 
disadvantage of the consumer and beyond the necessity of just 
reward to the manufacturers. 

Now, to the other question I im this way: I base my 
negative reply upon the figures which we have here anid the «ii- 
missions which have been made on this floor, that we contro! the 
domestic market not only because we exclude the foreign con- 
petition by tariff, but because we actually produce and pit down 
the same grade of —- at 50 per cent the price which it costs in 
most parts of the wor 

For instance, take Brussels , under paragraph 372. The 
Senator from Connecticut knows that a Brussels carpet the foreivn 
value of which is a little over a dollar cam be produced in this 
country, and is produced, c—- quality for 70 or 80 cents, and 
there is a protectiom against which no one can compete. ‘The rea- 
son for it may be this or that, but the fact remains, whether for 
climatic reasons, superiority of machineryor workmans)ip.1 (ior 
reason, that we can manufacture the article cheaper in this © 1n- 
try than it can be made anywhere else in the world, an! where 
that is the case, no one claims or has heretofore claimed that any 
protection is necessary. If we have the domestic market, i! wo 
ean make the article c than it can. be made anywhere «!se 
in the world. there is an end of it. . 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think the Senator will not «vm 
that in this industry there is any combination or possilility °f 
combination, nor will he claim that any undue profit is mace by 
the manufacturers of carpet in the United States. 

Mr. WHITE. Of course I am not familiar with the person 
business of the various manufacturers, but I do understan:! |): 
the a which carpets aresold in the United States toiay 
the leading factories are regulated by an agreement; pro!):!)!) |! 
is a gentleman’s agreement, referred to so frequently in Ve ate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tv ‘1° 
amendment to strike out aphs 375 and 376 of the bill and 
insert paragraphs 292 and 293. of the existing law. 

The amendment was rejected, . 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendmen! o 
the Committee on Finance was to insert as a new paragrap) te 
following: 


t is sold cheaper than the ; 7 
The Senator is well advis -™ 


" a8 to 


side, 


is 


376}. Oriental, Berlin, and similar rugs, and carpets woven whole for roo! a 
valued at not more than 40 cents square foot, cents per square Toot st 
10 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 40 cents and not more [hi *, 
per square foot, 40 cents per square foot and 20-per cent ad valorem: ‘ oy 
at more than $1 and not more -~ square foot, 75.cents per squar: - 
and 25 por cent ad valorem; more than $2 per syuare foot, 65 D 
cent ad valorem. 
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The SECRETARY. It is proposed to modify paragraph 376; so | 
as to read as follows: | 
Carpets of every description. woven whole for rooms, and oriental, Berlin, 
Aubusson, Axminster, an similar rugs, 10 cents per square foot, and in addi- 

tion thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Without regard to value? 

Mr. WHITE. Istated yesterday, when I read acommunication | 
from Messrs. W.& J. Sloane & Co., of San Francisco, that the elimi- | 
nation from paragraph 370 of the provision in regard to oriental, | 
Berlin, and other similar rugs was accomplished for the purpose 
of so framing a subsequent paragraph as largely to increase the | 
tariff upon those specific articles. — ; 

Paragraph 370, which included oriental, Berlin, and other rugs, is | 
to be found in the McKinley Act, and the rate of duty was 60 cents | 

rsquare yard and 40percentad valorem. TheSenatorfrom Iowa | 
Pided 24 cents to compensate for the change from the ad valorem | 
to a specifie rate in the third-class wool paragraph. But assum- | 


ing, for the sake of the argument, that addition to have been jus- 
tified, there is no reason for the exclusion from that paragraph of 
these rugs. Will the Senator from Iowa tell me that the object | 
he has in view is to reduce taxation upon those articles? Of course 
not. The object and purpose is to increase taxation upon them 
and practically to exclude them from the market. 

The committee eo a higher rate, 20 cents per square 
| 


foot and 10 per cent valorem. Perhaps that is a higher rate, 
It is a very complex paragraph, and in a moment it is impossible to 


tell the effect of the amendment now proposed; but, at all events, | 
itis recognized everywhere that paragraph 376; as first framed 
by the committee prescribed a rate absolutely prohibitive, and 
the present rate suggested by the committee is 10 cents a foot, 
which amounts to 90 centsa yard. The Senator from Arkansas 
will correct me if I am wrong about that. It amounts to 90 cents 
a yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. 
[ have not before me the unit of value of these particular arti- 
cles. In the comparative statement given us there is no unit of | 
value and there is no estimate made as to the percentage, but I 
imagine it is largely over 100 percent. The committee amend- 
ment as first pre made the rate, as I am informed, over 200 
r cent, and this is unquestionably more than 100 percent, or not 
ce from it. eee the — a putin here re eng 
the phraseol of the original amendment is so complex that it 
is im ‘ble in the moment to arrive at arate—it is increased, and 
it is desi to exclude from the American market rugs which 
are manufactured abroad and which are not now made here at 
all. We certainly have a right to object to rates which can not 


increase the revenue, and will result in excluding an article which | 
is valuable to those who can afford to purchase it, and substitut- 


ing for a law which hus been in existence for years under Repnb- 
lican dominancy, even in the McKinley Act, one which is far more 
prohibitive. Is this the mild taxation and the conservative rates 
that we were promised by the opening address of the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRIcH}? 

Mr. IN. These oriental and Berlin rugs, so called, are 
pure luxuries. Some of them sell as high as $5,000 and $10,000 
apiece. They are not made inthis country atall. If there is any- 
thing that can endure a good,stiff revenne duty,it is oriental 
rugs. Whilst the duty may be higher on some of these rugs, it is 
not nearly so high as the duty in this bill upon some essentials of 
life, like and Zante currants, where the duty is very high. 
_ Mr. VEST. I assert that the cheapest carpet that can be used 
in this country is the article named in this paragraph—the pure 
oriental rug. Those rugsare never worn out. They are never at- 
tacked by the moth. They can be taken up every summer and 
packed a with entire safety. They have been going down in 
the market for years, until you can attend an auction here in the 
city of Washington and furnish your fall house for athird less than 
you could go to an upholstery establishment and buy American 
carpets, I do not think anyone who is at all acquainted with 
the su Will contradict me when I say that, all in all, they are 
not of luxury. 

can not be made in this country. You put down an 
American rug made by machinery, and in twenty days it will 
curl up at every one of the corners and wrinkle, and you may 
turn and turn it, and still it will curl up, and then the moth will 
attack it. It isthe home of the moth, and in twelve months you 
are compelled to buy another article of the same kind. You take 
the oriental rug by hand, and it is never, as I said, attacked 
by moths. It will last a generation, and it is by far the cheapest 
article that can be bought. 

The Senator speaks about these rugs being worth $5,000 and 


$10,000. I believe I have seen one worth $1,200. That is the high- 
one I ever saw. That was used for one of the public 
in the city of 
$1,200 rugs or $5, 

Suctions, and they are 


a 


Washington. My constituents do not buy 
rugs, but you can go down to any of these 
on daily, and buy an oriental rug for 
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onde I send to the desk in lieu of what is printed in the bill. 


| is $2 a foot and 65 per cent, making at least $11.70 a yard. 
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$5 or $10 or $15, and they are hardly ever over that, which will 
outlast a carpet worth $25 or $30 years and years; and yet the 
Senator says it is an article of luxury. 

What are the enormous duties imposed by the pending bill, even 
without the increases proposed by the Senator from Iowa? As I 
understand the amendment proposed, it takes off the limitations 
as to value and puts on 10 cents. The bill as we picked it up 
this morning read “ Oriental, Berlin, and similar rugs, and carpets 
woven whole for rooms, valued at not more than 40 cents per square 
foot,” but that limitation is taken off, and the tax now is to be 
imposed without regard to any valuation at all. What are the 
— duties per yard without the amendment? Upon the first 
classification it is $1.80 per yard and 10 per cent; upon the next 





| classification it is $3.60 a yard and 20 per cent; upon the next it is 


$6.76 per yard and 25 per cent; and on the fourth classification it 
As a 
matter of course, these are exclusive rates. The goods can not 
come into this country, and the result, and I suppose the inten- 
tion, is to exclude them entirely and force the American people 
to buy the machine-made rugs and carpets which no one will buy 
if he knows what they are and can avoid buying them. : 

Our friends upon the other side want to shut out all cheap mat- 
ting, and they have done that, and all oriental mattings or cocoa 
mattings. They then propose to shut cut all oriental rugs, and 
as a matter of course their object is to force the American people 
to take machine-made carpets manufactured in this country, or 
else to go with bare floors. That is all there is of it. I move to 
strike out the duties in the paragraph wherever they occur, and 
insert the existing taxation, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question will first be put on the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam willing that it shall be agreed to first. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
as modified will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. If it be true, as stated by the Senator from lowa, 


that there are articles of necessity in the pending bill taxed at the 


rate specified in this paragraph, it will bring to the bill that uni- 
versal and popular condemnation to which we long ago consigned 
it, and to which it is now being in advance consigned by the 
American people. 

Now, about this paragraph. It must be admitted that neither 
the Senator from lowa nor any other member of the committee 
stated to the Senate the actual ad valorem rate upon any of the 
classes of rugs described by him, but, after publishing the com- 
parative statement, with blanks left where the information ought 
to have been, he now appears with an amendment in which he 
proposes to tax his $10,000 rug the same rate per yard or per foot, 
so far as the specific rates go, that he proposes to tax rugs which 
may be worth $1.50. Of course the ad valorem may compensate 
to some extent, but he makes no discrimination. 

W hen the Senator from [Iowa states that these rugs are of extraor- 
dinary value and are articles of luxury, he simply shows that 
he has happily been so placed that he has not comein contact with 
anything save luxurions surroundings, a condition which is so 
restricted in the per capita direction that I do not think it a justi- 


le . . rr 
| fiable foundation for any rule. These rugs are put upon the mar- 


ket at very moderate rates, and they are exceedingly useful to the 
middle classes of the American people, and are to be found in dwell- 
ings that are by no means aristocratic and where people are unable 
to pay the price of admission to look at a $10,000 rug, which | am 


| glad has so often delighted the gaze of my friend the Senator from 


lowa and instilled in him the patriotic sentiment which forces 
him to put a tax of $4,000 on the rug aforesaid, which, however, 
will not appear in the market, I imagine. 

If there are $10,000 rugs bought by rich people in this country, 
I am perfectly willing to tax them 100 per cent, because the peo- 
ple who indulge in luxuries of that kind can afford to pay for 
them. But what I object to is that upon the low-grade articles 
here a new scheme is devised, not found necessary by the Senator 
from Iowa or those who labored with him in the formation of the 
McKinley bill, which has never been found necessary, and for 
which no reasons are assigned to-day by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Justone word. I gathered my information a 
respects the character of these rugs from noticing that under the 
McKinley law the importations were much larger than under 
the Wilson law, and I drew the inference that it was because of 
the prosperity that prevailed immediately after the passage of the 
McKinley Act—I donot wish to getintothat kind of an argument 
now—as compared with the condition of our country after the 
passage of the Wilson law. Under the very low rate in the Wil- 
son law the importations were less than under the McKinley law, 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Iowa inform me what 
were the importations of these rugs under the McKinley law or 
the Wilson law? The comparative statement does not afford us 
any information. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 198 of the comparative statement-—— 

Mr. WHITE, Under paragraph 370, the Senator will observe, 
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are included Aubusson, Axminster, moquette, chenille, and other 
carpets, and those are not the articles to which I allude. 

r. ALLISON. It also contains Berlin, oriental,and similar 
rugs. They are included, 

Mr. WHITE. How can the Senator segregate them? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not segregate them. 

Mr. VEST. You can not tell. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am not able to say what the proportion is, 
but they are similar in character and all pay the same rate. Now, 
the Senator will see that in 1896 there were only 105,000 yards im- 
ported, of a value of $258,000, against $1,271,000 in 1893. That is 
the only knowledge I have on the subject. I do not know that I 
have ever tread upon a ten-thousand-dollar rug. If I have, I had 
no knowledge of it at the time. My information is that these are 
very valuable and expensive rugs. 

Mr. VEST. lt depends upon the size. 

Mr. WHITE. It is unfortunate,in view of the alterations and 
of the changes in phraseology which stood for many years, that no 
one can give us any reason for it, or afford us any statistics that 
bear directly upon the subject, and that we have to grope around 
in the darkness of guesswork. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Secretary to read the amendment again. 
I did not exactly understand it. 

The Secretary. The paragraph as amended reads as follows: 

Carpets of every description, woven whole for rooms, and oriental, Berlin, 
Aubusson, Axminster, and similar rugs, 10 cents per square foot, and in addi- 
tion thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out the specific, soas to leave it at 
40 per cent ad valorem; and on that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The —— made by the Senator 
from California, that we are compelled to grope around in the 
dark without understanding what we are doing and wondering 
why this paragraph is put in the bill, reminds me very strongly 
of an expression tfind used in a speech by the Hon. William Law- 
rence, who seems to have had a good deal to do with the rates in 
this schedule. He says: 

Something must be done to relieve existing conditions or the Republican 
party will soon go out of power. The protective policy can not main- 

ained, and a revolution may come in our monetary policy. 

I en or possibly the Senator may have seen something of that 
sort, and that that accounted for it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri, on which 
the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smita]. The Senator from Utah 
— RAWLINS] is paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tone 

transfer my pair to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], whic 
will leave the Senator from Utah [Mr. RAWLINs] and myself at 
liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEwE..]. If he were 
present, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I will transfer 
my pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] to the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. ae a and vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. WiLson]. 
he were present, [ should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] to 
the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Bate], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called), I again an- 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina 
[| Mr. ——— and withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. < 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after haying voted in the affirmative). 
Has the Senator from Maine (se. Hae] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e has not voted. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw my vote. I am paired 
with that Senator. My colleague [Mr. Berry] is paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason]. I make this announcement 
for the a“. 

Mr. TURPIE (after having voted in the affirmative). The 
senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] being absent, I with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). I havea 
ae pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 

ETMORE]. I am informed that he has not voted, and I therefore 
withdraw my vote. 

I take this opportunity to state that I voted — the former 
call of the roll, not thinking to inquire whether the junior Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island had voted. I am now informed by the 
clerks that he has not been here to-day. My vote, however, did 
not change the result. 


Mr, HANSBROUGH. I suggest to the Senator from Georgia 


If 
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that we exchange our pairs,so that he and I may vote. 
paired with the Senator from Virginia a. DANIEL], and | will 
ee gg my pair to the Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. W pr. 
MORE]. 7 
Mr. BACON. That will be agreeable to me, Mr. President I 
vote “ yea.” P 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I vote ‘‘nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 29; as follows: 


lam 


Allen, 
Bacon, 
Caffery, 


sang, 
Cockrell, 
Faulkner, 


Tillman, 
Vest, 
Walthall, 
Pettigrew, White. 
Pettus, 
Roach, 
NAYS—29. 
Morrill, 
Nelson, 
Penrose, 
Perkins, 
Platt, Conn. 
Platt, N. Y. 
tchard, 
Proctor, 


NOT VOTING—3%8. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Lindsay, iS} 
Bate, George, McEnery, 
Berry, Gray, McMillan, 
Butler, Hale, Mantle, 


Cannon, Hanna, Mason, 
Chandler, Harris, Tenn. Mitchell, 
Heitfeld, Pasco, 
Jones, Ark. 
Jones, Nev. 
Kyle, 

So Mr. VEst’s amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

377. Druggets_ and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, 22 cents per 
square yard, and in addition thereto 40 percent advalorem. Felt crpeting, 
Senes Sy 1l cents per square yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out the remainder of the para- 
graph after the words ‘‘ad valorem,” in line 11. 

= ee Is there any objection to the amend- 
ment 

Mr. VEST. I do not understand that. Does that mean that 
felt ones to be put in the basket clause? 

Mr. ALLISON. To take it out of the eee. 

Mr. VEST. It is not in another paragraph. It is a part of this 
same paragraph. I want to understand this, because we have 
here an equivalent ad valorem of 62.57 per cent on felt carpeting. 

Mr. WHITE. And 82.22 per cent on druggets. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; 82.22 per cent on druggets. I want to know 
whether the meaning is to put felt carpeting specifically under 
another aragraph or to put it under the basket ciause. 

Mr. WHIT . I understand the Senator from Iowa intends to 
include felt ne in paragraph 378. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I donotintend to put itanywhere. [will 
say frankly to the Senator that I am not quite sure that I am right 
about it, but as I understand, under this paragraph, a very large 
amount of felt comes in as carpeting, and it is then cut up for 
piano covers, and is used for other purposes. [f that is true, it 
ought not to be where it is. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Iowa will kindly indicate to 
us, when he ascertains the fact, where the article will appe.r— 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow it to be stricken out, 
I will later on make it appear somewhere satisfactory to Senators 
on the other side. 

Mr. VEST. If the amendment is sustained, it will go under 


h 378. 
Mr. That is my understanding. 


uay, 
oup, 
Stewart, 
Teller, 
Thurston. 


Burrows, 
Carter, 
Clark, 
Deboe, 
Elkins, 
Fairbanks, 


mer, 
urner, 
Turpie, 

arren, 
Wellington, 

etmore, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


LISON. 
Mr. VEST. As carpet made of wool, flax, or cotton, not other- 
wise ey provided for, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. WHITE. The rate is 50 per cent in paragraph 378. 

Mr. VEST. It is 50 percent. I should decidedly favor that, 
because it is a reduction of 12.57 per cent on the proposed rate. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is my understanding about it. If | am 
mistaken in regard to the matter, I will call attention to it later. 
I hope it bed be amo = now, because if it is stricken out the 
paragra not susceptible. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. In paragraph 377, 128, line 11, after the 
words ‘‘ad valorem,” strike out the remainder of the paragraph 
in the following words: 


Felt carpeting, red lain, 11 cents per square yard, and in addition 
thereto 40 per as. Oey vallvem. = 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. After the word “otherwise,” in line 9, I move to 
strike out the words ‘‘22 cents per square yard, and in addition 
thereto,” so as to make the rate 40 per cent ad valorem. ; 

Mr. WHITE. I call attention to the fact that under the Wilson 
Act the importations under the head of druggets, bockings, etc. 








53 teh 


1897. 








amounted in quantity to 1,592 square yards and in value to $778.36. 
If the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri is 
adopted, it appears to me no injury can result to anyone, notwith- 
standing the fact of the duty on wool, because the present duty 
is prohibitive and the duty now proposed would result in a slight 


importation. ws 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 

978. Carpets and carpeting of wool, flax, or cotton, or composed in part of 
either, not specially provided for in this act, 50 per cent ad-valorem. 

379. Mats, rugs, screens, covers, hassocks, bed sides, art squares, and other 
portions of carpets or carpeting made wholly or in part of wool, and not 
specially provided for in this act, shall be subjected to the rate of duty 
herein imposed on carpets or carpetings of like character or description. 


Mr. ALLISON. On page 128, line 17, in the first line of paragraph 
879, after the word “‘ rugs,” I move to insert the words “‘ for floors.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 

ph 380, page 128, line 26, after the word ‘‘ woolen,” to strike 
out * felt;” and in line 27, before the word “or,” toinsert ‘‘ felt;” 
so as to read: 

980.“ Whenever, in any schedule of this act, the word “wool” is used in 
connection with a manufactured article of which it is a component material, 
it shall be held to include wool or hair of the sheep, camel, goat, alpaca, or 
other animal, whether manufactured by the woolen, worsted, felt, or any 
other process. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add to paragraph 380 the follow- 
ing: 

yo all articles, fabrics, and manufactures, however described, of which 
wool isa component material, shall be classified and pay the duties respec- 
tively imposed by the several paragraphs of this schedule. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that that amendment may be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 

ScHEeDUuLE L.—SILKS AND SILK Goops. 


$81. Silk partially manufactured from cocoons or from waste silk, and not 
iar advanced or manufactured than carded or combed silk, 40 cents per 
un 


382. Thrown silk, not more advanced than singles, tram, organzine, sewing 

floss, and silk threads or yarns of every description, except spun 
30 per cent ad valorem; spun silk in skeins, cops, warps, or on beams, 
valued at not exceeding $1 per pound, 20 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad 
valorem; valued at over $1 per pound and not exceeding $1.0 ae pound, 30 
cents per pound and‘15 per cent ad valorem; valued at over $1.50 per pound 
and not exceeding $2 per pound, 40 cents per pound and 15 per. cent ad valo- 
rem; valued at over $2 per pound and not exceeding $2.50 per pound, 50 cents 
per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem; valued at over $2.50 per pound, #0 cents 

r pound and 15 per cent ad valorem; but in no case shall the foregoing ar- 

les pay a less rate of duty than 3% per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. I move, after the word “‘ pound,” in line 12, page 
129, paragraph 382, to strike out the duty specified and insert ‘30 
per cent ad valorem.” It amounts to 35 per cent under the bill, 
and I move to make it the existing rate of 30 per cent ad valorem. 

The SECRETARY. In line 12, after the word “pound,” strike out 
“20 cents per pound and fifteen,” and insert “thirty,” so as to 
read ‘30 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ISON. May I ask the Senator from Missouri if he in- 
tends that to apply to the entire paragraph down to 35 per cent, in 
the last line? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; after line 12. You have 30 per cent before 
that, to which I do not object, but wherever after that you have 
35 per cent, or where the equivalent is 35 per cent ad valorem, 
except as to the last classification, where it is 39, valued at ex- 

ng $2.50 per pound, I move to strike out the rates here put in 
and to insert the present duty, which is 30 sy cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. On the whole paragraph? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; after line 12. I will put the motion on all 


itr. ALLISON. After the words “spun silk in skeins, cops, 
warps, or on beams valued at not exceeding $1 per pound,” the 
Senator von 30 per cent ad valorem? 

Mr. - Yes. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out ‘‘20 cents per 
pound, and fifteen,” in lines 12 and 13, and to insert ‘‘thirty;” so 
as to read ‘‘30 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I! understand the Senator from Missouri desires 
to take the sense of the Senate on the whole paragraph at 30 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; at 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. If so, he will move to strike out all after the 
word “beams” down to and including “ thirty-five,” and make the 
rate 30 per cent. 

Mr. . Imake no attack, of course, upon the lines down to 
line 12, because there you have 30 per cent ad valorem, to which I 
make no tion; but after that your rate is 35 per cent ad 
valorem, al h you have it in the shape of a compound duty; 
for instance, 30 cents per pound and 15 per cent on one classifica- 

Mr, 
to 


silk, 
silk, 


ALLISON. But the Senator will want to make his motion 
strike out, beginning in line 11, after the word ‘‘ beam,” so that 


ele Bs 
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the peceree will include thrown silk, ete., and then spun silk 
in skeins, cops, warps, or beams, making the rate 30 per cent, 


That will test the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. Thatisall right. Let it go that way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was rejected. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Financ: 


was, in 
paragraph 383, page 130, line 1, after the word “* Velvets,” to in 
sert ‘‘ velvet ribbons;” in line 2, after the word ‘‘ fabrics,” to in- 


sert ‘‘cut or uncut;” in line 3, after the word *‘ value,” to insert 


**not specially provided for in this act; and in line 6, after the 
word ‘‘dollar,” to strike out ‘“‘and twenty-five cents;” so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

383. Velvets, velvet ribbons, chenilles, or other pile fabrics it, 
composed of silk, or of which silk is the component material of ce} ie, 
not specially provided for in this act, $1.50 per pound and 15 yx nt ad 
valorem; plushes, composed of silk, or of which silk is the comp t mate- 
rial of chief value, $1 per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem: bu » case 
shall the foregoing articles pay a less rate of duty than 50 | ad 


valorem 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. In line 8 I move to strike out 
‘* greater; so as to read: 

But in no case shall the foregoing articles pay a 
50 per cent ad valorem 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
130, after line 9, to strike out the following paragraph: 

384. Goods in the piece, weighing not less than 1} ounces per square yard, 
and not more than 8 ounces per square yard, if in the gum or dyed in the 
piece and containing not more than 20 per cent in weight of silk, 50 cents per 
pound; if containing more than 20 per cent and not more than 8) per cent in 
weight of silk, 65 cents per pound; if dyed in the thread or yarn, and con 
taining not more than 2 per cent in weight of silk, 75 cents per pound; if 
containing more than 25 and not more than 40 per cent in weight of silk, $1.10 
per pound; if containing more than 40 per cent in weight of silk, or if 


‘*less” and insert 


greater rate duty than 


com- 
posed wholly of silk, if dyed in the thread or yarn, and weighted in the dye- 
ing, so as to exceed the original weight of the raw silk, if black (except sel- 
vedges), $1.50 per pound; if other than black. $2 per pound; if dyed in the 


thread or yarn, and the weight is not increased by dyeing beyond the orig 
inal weight of the raw silk, $3 per pound; if in the gum, $2.50 per pound; if 
boiled off, dyed in the piece, or printed, $3.25 per pound; if weighing less than 
1} ounces per square yard in the gum, $3 per pound; if weighing less than 1 
ounce per square yard boiled off, $4 P= pound; if weighing not more than 
one-third of 1 ounce per square yard, $5 per pound; but in no case shall any 
of the foregoing articles in this paragraph pay a less rate of duty than 50 per 
eent ad valorem. 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 
384. Woven fabrics in the piece, not specially provided for in this act, 
weighing not less than 1} ounces per square yard and not more than & ounces 
yer square yard, and containing not more than 2) per cent in weight of silk, 
if in the gum, 50 cents per pound, and if dyed in the piece, 60 cents per pound; 
if containing more than 20 per cent and not more than 30 per cent in weight 
of silk, it in the gum, 65 cents per pound, and if dyed in the piece, 80 conts per 
pound; if containing more than 30 per cent and not more than 45 per cent in 
weight of silk, if in the gum, 9) cents per pound, and if dyed in the piece, $1.10 
per pound; if dyed in the thread or yarn and containing not more than 30 per 
centin weight of silk, if black (except seivedges),75 cents per pound and if 
other than black, Mcents per pound; if containing more than Wand not more 
than 45 per cent in weight of silk, if black (except selvedges), $1.10 per pound, 
and if other than black, $1.30 per pound; if containing more than 45 per « 


ent in 
weight of silk, or if composed wholly of silk, if dyed in the thread or yarn 
and weighted in the dyeing so as to exceed the original weight of the raw 


silk, if black (except selvedges), $1.50 per pound, and if other than black, $2 
per pound; if Tool in the thread or yarn, and the weight is not incr: 

dyeing beyond the original weight of the raw silk, $} per pound; if in the 
gum, $2.50 per pound; if boiled off or dyed in the piece, or printed. $3 per 
pound; if Jeighing lems than 1} ounces and more than one-third of an ounce 
per square yard, if in the gum, orif dyed in the thread or yarn, $2.50 per 
pound; if weighing less than 1} ounces and more than one-third of an 


wed by 


nce 
per square yard, if boiled off, or if dyed or printed in the piece, $3 per pound; 
if weighing not more than one-third of an ounce per square yard, $5 per 
pound; but in no case shall any of the foregoing fabrics in this paragraph 


pay a less rate of duty than 50 per cent ad valorem 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend the amendment in line 11 by 
inserting after the word “dollars” the words ‘‘and fifty cents; ” 
so as to read, ‘‘ and if other than black, $2.50 per pound.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agr:ed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 22 I move to strike out the word “ 
and insert ‘‘ $3 per pound,” 
or printed in the piece.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not understand that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will read it as I want it to be: 

If weighing less than 1} ounces and more than one-third of an or 
square yard, if boiled off, $3} per pound. 

Then strike out “ or,” and make it read: 

If dyed or printed in the piece, $3.50 per pound 

I wish to make a difference of half a dollar between silk boiled 
off and silk dyed or printed in the piece. [ask that the amend- 
ment be reported. 

The Secretary. After the words ‘boiled off” insert ‘‘ 33 per 
pound” and a semicolon and strike out the word ‘or ” following 
the word ‘‘off;” and after the word “dollars,” in the same line, 
insert “ and fifty cents;” so as to read: 


If weighing less than 1j ounces and more than one-third of an ounce 
square yard, if boiled off, $3 per pound; if dyed or printed in the piece, 
per pound. 


” 
or 


inserting a semicolon before ‘if dyed 


ince per 


yer 
wn 
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Mr. ALLISON. That is right, if there is a semicolon in the 
Pepe place before the words ‘if dyed or printed.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 24 I move tostrike out “$5” and insert 
“ $4.50;” so as to read: 

If weighing not more than one-third of an ounce per square yard, $4.50 per 
pound. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. On page 133, line 1, in the last line but one of the 
paragraph, I move to strike out ‘‘less” and insert ‘‘ greater;” so 
as to read: 

But in no case shall any of the foregoing fabrics in this paragraph pay a 
greater rate of duty than 0 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Texas to the amendment of the 
committee. : 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move an amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. Insert at the end of the committee amend- 
ment, in line 2, page 183, the following: 

Woven fabrics in the piece, not specially provided for in this act, if made 
wholly or in part of spun silk, weighing not less than 1 ounce per square 
yard, if the spun silk therein constitutes not less than 80 per cent of the total 
weight of the goods, if in the raw, $1.10 per pound, if boiled off or dyed. $1.25 

ver pound, if printed, $1.40 per pound; if the spun silk therein constitutes 
coms than 80 per cent of the total weight of the s and not less than 70 
per cent thereof, if in the raw, $1.30 per pound, if boiled off or dyed, $1.40 per 
pound, if printed, $1.60 per pound; if the spun silk therein constitutes less 
than 70 per cent of the total weight of the goods, if in the raw, $2.25 per 
ound, if boiled off, dyed,or printed, $2.50 per pound, if weighing not more 
han 1 ounce per square yard, $2.50 per pound; but in no case shall any of 
the foregoing fabrics pay a lees rate of duty than 50 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I believe the rate of 
taxes on silk fabrics from 1861 to 1883 was about 60 per cent. 
From 1883 up to the McKinley Actit was 50 percent. The McKin- 
ley Act continued the rates at 50 per cent. The Wilson bill re- 
duced the rates on silk to about 45 percent. In 1880, of the entire 
silk consumption in this country about 70 per cent was imported 
and about 30 per cent manufactured in the country. In 1890 the 
conditions were reversed, and of the silk consumption in the coun- 
try about 70 ~~ cent was manufactured here and about 30 per 
cent imported, the importation of silks being, as I understand, 
those of extreme prices, the very high and very low om: The 
committee’s amendment proposes, as is the practice of the Repub- 
licans everywhere and on all occasions, the lowest rates on the 
highest priced goods and the highest rates on the lowest priced 

ood: 


s. 

Before I sit down, if I do not forget it, I shall examine some 
samples of silk goods here, showing the rates of taxation upon 
these low grades of goods, embracing Japanese silks, silks made 
of what are called pierced cocoons, cheap silks, low-grade silks, 
silks that enter into consumption among the poorer classes of 


people. 

These rates are enormously increased. Instead of being 60 per 
cent, as they were under the war tariff and up to 1883, or 50 per 
cent as they were under the McKinley Act, the rate on these goods 


and these prices average from 75 per cent to 700 per cent. 

T have in my hand a copy of a letter addr to a member of 
the Senate by his constituents, which very clearly and distinctly 
states that the oe of the tariff in the present silk schedule 
on the majority of the silk products cuts no figure whatever, but 
there is a material revenue amounting to three or four million 
dollars coming from the importation of the cheap silks manufac- 
tured at Lyons, in France, and in Japan. 

The rates here agent will absoletely prohibit the importation 
of these silks; it will cut off these‘importations; will cut off the 
revenue; will increase the cost of the low-grade silk to the com- 
mon people of the country, and will enable one or two mannfac- 
turers in Connecticut who use spun silk, who never touch reeled 
silk, to charge for these a three or four or five times 
the prices that they can now ught for. There will be a giv- 
ing up of revenue from the Treasury of three or four million dol- 
lars to enable one or two silk manufacturers to manufacture a 
cheap class of goods and sell them at exorbitant prices. But I 
will read this letter: 

The undersigned, importers of silks, Join business in New York, desire 
to invite your attention to the rates provided in the pending tariff bill to be 
imposed on silk goods. Sehedule L as it came from the House imposes 
duties on many grades of silks imported by us that would be positively pro- 
hibitive and would practically destroy our business. We refer to 


Ja 
silk and goods made chiefly of spun silk, known as chappe, made in Sreneo 
and Switzerland. At the same time other European dress silks of the finer 
game oe to be admitted at reasonable rates, so that they can still be 
rted. 

e huve made full representations to such members of the committee 
having the silk schedule in er oe these eee we have made 
verbal statements to such mem who appeared convinced thereby, but 
we fear that these facts have been overruled before the full committee owing 
to the strong influence of a certain Connecticut manufacturer. 

We now appeal to you to use your influence with the 
this ponies injury to the commerce of New York and to us, yoitr con- 
stituen There is no question as to the facts. The 
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. 
in the bill are a to 90 cent to 100 cent ad valorem on Japa. 


nese silks and 110 per cent to 150 per cent on c PPS silks. On some of tho 
cheaper grades of Chinese pongees the duty wil more than 700 per cen: 

At the same time, the rates on parce goods, such as are used |), 
persons of wealth, are equal to from 40 per cent to 70 per cent, the lower rat, 
applying to the most costly goods. These, however, will pay 50 per cent a: 
valorem if the specific rate falls below that rate. 

This schedule is said to have been agreed upon by a committee compose. | 
of a Connecticut manufacturer who makes -silk a terson 
manufacturer who desires to make the same c of goods, and some in 
porters here who import the finer grades of European silks and also act « 
agents for American manufacturers of silk us the committee }):5 
been made to understand that the schedule is the result of an agreement |.. 
tween manufacturers and im rs. Between these Connecticut and Nw 
Jersey interests,that part of the commerce of New York represented by u. 


is to be crushed out. 
We indignantly protest such an outrage, and we ask you to inte: 


pose and demand equality and uniformity of treatment by the committes o/ 
all yontes of silk goods imported. We have no objection to ic rates; we 
prefer them if they be fairly and equitably arranged. But bill exhibits 
such glaring favoritism to great Connecticut manufacturer, proposin, 
as it does, to crush out all foreign competition for his benefit, that we con i- 
dently appeal to you to use your good offices with the committee and havo 
such amendments made as will avert the disaster which will befall us show|: 
the measure pass in its present form. 

I have had made a statement showing the importations of reeled 
silk under the Wilson law. The importation of reeled silk has 
increased from 1884 down to 1896, and I call the attention of the 
Senators to it. In 1884 there were imported 3,222,555 pounds of 
reeled silk to this country. There was a steady and gradual in- 
crease year by year, showing that the American manufacturers 
were gradually taking the market, until 1896, when there was 
imported 8,015,659 pounds of reeled silk. In 1884 there were im- 
ported 616,365 ds of spun silk, cut silk, short silk, or refuse 
silk. In 1896 there were imported more than a million pounds of 
the same silk, giving an increase, as the Senate will see, of two or 
three to one of the amount imported in 1884, resulting in a very 
large part of the silk goods now being manufactured here, exce))t 
these cheap goods. a of silk have been steadily going 
down year by year, and the comparison of these amounts year by 
year will clearly show the progress of this industry. 

The importations of silk goods from J in 18988 amounted in all-silk 

347,746. In the fiscal year 1806 amounted to $2,804,006. In 

a decline of $542,840 is shown here, although the duty 

has been lowered in the 1894 tariff bill below that of the tariff of 1890, which 
Pele crake Heme oes ea ee Se a 

Saeee no cee will be to decrease considerably that 

ted 


im The greater part of these are imported in white, to be 
printed in America, and considerable nts have been constructed 


or the printing, dyeing, and preparing of these piece goods for the American 


consumer. 

I have anumber of pieces of silk here, with the eo price, 
and the rate of taxation that would be im under this bill, if 
it becomes a law, which show what its effect will be. The first 
sample is a sample of pongee silk. Its value is 56} francs. 

Mr. PLATT of Connec . What material is that? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This is French material. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not Japanese? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No; it is h. 

The weight is given at 1.2 ounces. The proposed duty would be 
$1.25 per pound. Under the Wilson law it was 45 per cent ad va- 
lorem. nder this bill the difference would be $1.25, and $3.25 4 
pound under this—— 

Mr. MANTLE. What would bethe ad valorem? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. One hundred and thirt r cent. 

I have here some other samples of Japanese silk. e first sam- 

le I hold in my hand is a sample of white pongee silk. It c:sts 
cents inJapan. The weight per square yardis7.6 ounces. The 
duty under the Senate bill is $3 a pound, which is equivalent to: 
cent. The rate of duty under the Wilson law is 45 per cent, 
and the equivalent specific under the t bill would be $1.37). 

Of another re I have here the foreign cost is 27 cents }«r 
running yard, and the rate is 3} pounds for 50 square yards. ‘lie 
vel re square yard is 1.02 ounces. The rate of duty by the 
Senate is $8, and the equivalent ad valorem rate is 75 per cent. 
The rate of duty under Wilson law is 45 per cent, or $!.‘0, 
instead of $3. : 

I shall not detain the Senate by calling attention to many :f 
these, but here is another sample which costs 35 cents per run 
yard, 50 square yards of which weigh 4 pounds. The weight | 
oe ard is 1.28 ounces. The rate of duty under the Senate 

lis $3. per , and the equivalent ad valorem is 75 per ce''. 
The rate under the Wilson law is re cent. The specific tax 
per pound under the present law would be $1,754 against $3 under 
wee which shows the increase in the rate of taxatio''. 

A I have here costs 16 cents. The weight for 
yards is 2 , and the weight per — yard is six-tenths 0° 
an ounce. The Senate committee rate is $3 per pound, which is 

uivalent to 75 per cent ad valorem 
ae manufactured of what 


ere [exhibiting] is a sample of : 
is called wild Seren silk. It isa fa’ that can not be produced 
in this country unless the wild cocoons should be im from 


J purpose, It certainly can not be grown here. This 
costs 8 cents a yard in Japan, and a piece of 8 yards weig!s 


. ounces ific rat 








1897. 
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is 770 per cent. On this yard of goods, which costs in Japan 8 | 


cents, the tariff under this bill would be 62} cents, or pretty nearly 
eight times its cost. It is a class of goods used for men’s cloth- 
ing, and also by ladies as an article of cheap dress goods. 

T have another sample costing 11 cents, which is an equivalent 
rate of 325 per cent. So they run all the way through. 

Mr. President, my purpose in offering this amendment was to 
try, if possi 


cheap silks, this class of low-grade silks, many of which are man- 


ufactured in Japan and can not by any possibility be manufac- | 


ible, to get the committee to agree that on this class of | 


tured in this country, to put a rate of taxation very much higher | 


than the present rate, but a rate of taxation which will bring 


some revenue to the Treasury and will not absolutely exclude | 


these silks from importation. 
grade of silks, and I can not imagine any purpose the committee 
could have in view in placing a tariff of 700 per cent on that class 
of goods except to absolutely prevent anything like them coming 
into this country, so that one or two manufacturers in this coun- 
try who propose to enter into the manufacture of spun-silk goods 
can have the market to themselves at whatever prices they choose 
make. 
° have a statement which I shall ask to have printed in the 
RecorD, showing by numbers the rates of taxation on each of 
these articles and also some other matters to which I have referred. 
I shall not detain the Senate by any longer discussion of the propo- 
sition. 
The statement referred to is as follows: 
Growth of the silk industries in the United States from 1884 to 1896. 








Imports. 
r, Raw silk 
Year. reeled (Waste and 
from the noils. 
cocoon. | 
| 

Pounds. | Pounds. 
1984 3,222,555 | 616, 385 
1885 3, 424, 050 661,710 
1888 4,754,831 | 1,611,719 
1887 4, 646, O10 | R38, 576 
1888 5, 174, 222 | 742,314 
1889. 5,320,646 | 1,213, S31 
1290 . 5,058,947 | 1,404,842 
1991 4, 917, 688 1, 264, 636 
1892 7,136,555 | 1, 150,198 
1893 7, 412, 422 888, 168 
1804 4, 958, 342 TT4, 74 
1895 7, 964, | 1,046, 759 

8, 015, 659 1, 084, 493 





The importations of raw silk have been constantly increasing and have at | 
og Sane Saag Os high as in the two years succeeding the enactment of the | 


Wilson , 

(See table of imports of manufactured silk annexed.) 

The importations of manufactures of silk have been declining in about the 
same ratio in which the importations of raw silk have been increasing, and 
this in nearly all lines, as shown by the accompanying statement drawn from 
the on Commerce and Navigation. 

necessary, in order to bring true meaning into comparisons of this 

kind, to take years of equal business conditions. Comparing years of i 

sion and years of marked prosperity would give visionary results. If we 

take the ee. 1884, the year immediately following the enactment of the 

tariff of (the year preceding the panic of 1884), as an exceptionally pros- 

poreus vee we find in 1890, which was also a remarkable year of prosperity, 
total of imports to beabout the same in height. 

Onder the tariff of 1890 we find the im 
nearly that same amount. The years 159% and 1896, after the enactment of the 
Wilson after a reduction in the tariff, show a considerable decline from 

figures of the years from 1890 to 1898. 
for 1894 is excluded, for the reasons stated above. 
Laces and embroideries and ready-made clothing and other wearing ap- 
little change from the nigh figures, as they are goods which 
are aoe only to satisfy the taste and fashion of the wealthier classes, and 
would be imported whatever the tariff might be. 


: 














They are the cheapest and lowest | 








rtations in 1891 and 1893 to be of | 


2007 


The decrease in importations from the fieures following the enactment of 
the tariff of 1890, down to 18%, is chiefly in dress goods, handkerchiefs, rib 
bons, and velvets. 

The importations of silk goods from Japan for 1893 amounted, in 
goods, to $3,347,746. In the fiscal year 1896 they amou 
stead of an increase, a decline of $42,840 is shown here. although the duty 
has been lowered in the 1894 tariff bill below that of the tariff of 1890, which 
puts goods from 530) per cent to a 45 per cent basis 

The effect of the contemplated tariff will be to dec 





all silk 
© $2,804,906. In 


nted t 





’ ‘ rease considerably that 
importation. The greater part of these goods are imported in white to be 
= in America, and considerable establishments have been constructed 
or the printing, dyeing, and preparing of these piece goods for the American 
|} consumer. The exclusion will be a fatal blow to these works 
The proposed duty will also be aimed against Lyons, where considerable 
quantities of the silks from Japan are imported and printed and shipped a 
rench goods to America. A comparison of prices and rates of duties pr 


= and figured on the equivalent they would pay if on an entirely ad va 
orem basis will show this. 


Foreign | Weight | Duty | Equiva 
Sam Phtta lee ol cost per er per lent ad 
ple. White Japanese silk pod ounage quare | valorem 
yard yard yard.*| duty 
—- | -—_—— ; — = 
Cents. | Ounces Cents Per cent 
1 | 36-inch Japanese habutai silk 2» | 0. 768 4.4 ) 
2] ie dake shiaslileaaetias 23.5 | SO 16.8 | ) 
Se aad adadicdantinsinds neeienbawdiitin 27 l 18.8 ) 
| om i alata et ite a 115 | 1.6 75 
5 | ..do 3 COST 1.28 23.7 7 
a Beihai cubatnadestankans 16.8 | 4 11.8 75 
| 


* Rate of duty, $3 per pound (18} cents per ounce 

Another line of goods which will be excluded are Japanese Shantung pon- 
gees. They are made of Tussore silk—the wild silk of India They are used 
very largely for summer coatings and cheap waists, and are bought exten 
sively by the working classes. They can not possibly be made here. The 
rates of duty are as follows: 





Foreign | Weight | Duty | Equiva 





Sam- |} 5 | cost per per per lent ad 
ple. | Article. | square | square square | valorem 
| yard. yard yard.*| duty 
ee ae : | 
| Cents. Ounces. | Cents. | Per cent 
9 | 18-inch Shantung pongee = 8 ‘ 62.5 770 
10 elk ine “ ae li 2.30 36.5 m5 
Oe tli ci shila capeies Detaled 15.5 | 2.4 87.5 241 
2 ties dit ia intl echineenis . 184 2.9 46.5 246 


* Rate of duty, $2.50 per pound (154 cents per ounce 

Another class of goods that is discriminated against are goods made of 

chapve silk, wholly or in part. Under the amended Senate bill, under the 

different rates applying to plain, in the gum, boiled, or dyed in the piece, or 
printed, the rates will be as follows: 





| Foreign | Weight | Duty | Equiva- |Rate of 
| Sam-| Silks. cost per per per lent ad | duty 
ple. , , square | square (square valorem! per 
| yard. yard. | yard duty. | pound 
aol —————— = ou 
| 24-inch surah: Cents. Ounces. | Cents. | Per cent 
1) Raw or in the gum... 19.5 1.35 20.8 105 | $2.50 
2 Dyed in the piece. 21 | 1.35 us 119 3.00 
3 Printed : 23.6 1.35 25 119 3.00 
4 | 31-inch pongee, in the raw 14.5 | 1.2 | 18.7 120 2.50 
5 | inch pongee, piece 
innit ded anid pateden 8 12 | 22.5) 132 3.00 
6 | 20-inch pongee, printed 20.5 1.2 22.5 109 3.00 
7 | 19%inch surah, dyed in the | | 
SE pctthe dhghioonevedce! i9 | 1.12 21 110 8.00 
8 | 2l-inch pongee........ 18.5 1.2 22.5 122 3.00 








The rates of duty on these cheap silks, used 
highest rates are nearly 200 per cent above the p 
in the lowest duty rate above the present tarif 


for summer dresses, in the 
resent duty, and 133 per cent 
The higher valued goods 


| from Lyons and Zurich on the specific basis of the amended tariff bill would 





pay duties as low as 40 per cent but for the proviso that in no case shall any 
of the aforesaid fabrics pay a less rate of duty than ) per cent ad valorem 

Cotton-back satins, however, in which the cotton, of course, presents the 
chief weight, pay rates as high as 72} per cent. 


Amount of importations of manufactured silk goods from 188%, to 1896. 














a — euiaiiabes 
1887 1888. | 1889. 1890. 1991. | 1802. | 1893. 1804. 1895. | 1896 

$957, 000 000 $422,000 | $080,000 | $076,000} ga37,000) (*) |. pe ee 
137,000 000 31,000 78, 000 42, 000 25, 000 $18,000 | $9,000 $2, 000 $1, 000 | $1, 000 | $2, 000 
433, 000 000 13, 962, 000 |10, 936,000 | 7,623,000 110,740,000 (10,451,000 | 7,558,000 | 9,198,000 | 7,572,000 | 7,444,000 | 5,324,000 
157, 000 000 616, 000 598, 000 000 210, 000 557,000 | 1,243,000 | 1,385,000 751, 000 £21, 000 785, 000 
2, 609,000 000 2, 383,000 | 2,669,000 | 3,405,000 | 3,815,000 | 3, 150, 000 4, 366, 000 | 4,982,000 | 2.354.000 | 3, 887,000 2,005,000 
12,000 000 50,000 151,000 34, 000  t | aaa Wagers Oe : 
2,511,000 000 1, 971, 000 | 2,289,000 | 1,746,000 | 2,053,000 | 1,794,000 | 1,744,000 | 2,204,000 | 1,004,000 | 1,125,000 | 1,129, 000 
8, 992, 000 00 6, 343,000 | 6,231,000 | 5, 408,000 | 5,070,000 | 4,565,000 | 2,811,000 | 3,735,000 | 2,464,000 | 3,000,000 | 3,101,000 
1, 182, 000 000 970, 000 725, 000 496, 000 518, 000 696, 000 | 838,000 | 924,000) 495,000 | 416, 000 340, 000 
861, 000 ono 634, 000 680, 000 640, 000 688,000 | 1,754,000 | 1, 338,000 | 1, 485, 000 965,000 | 1,337,000 | 2,619,000 
19, 000 000 15, 000 25, 000 13, 000 47,000 RT CicicaikhiitendinMbtian € . ‘ 
ninibaipe homes iucboteslbadbides seebibadinemesdbidedye cumet 722,000 | 623, 000 | 723,000 | 353,000 400,000 | 320, 000 
2,959,000 | 2,973,000 | 3,413,000 | 7,281,000 [18,869,000 18, 827,000 |11, 696, 000 9,819,000 |11, 995,000 | 7,457,000 10,912,000 | 9,667,000 
- 848,000 /27, 008, 000 /30, 820, 00 2, 343, oon , 278, 000 [7,288,000 [86,419,000 0,220,000 30,518, 000 /23, 416,000 |28, 989, 000 | 25, 292, 000 

i | | | | | 





+Up to 1801 included in “ Braids, ete.” 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What does the Senator think the the tax will be 624 cents on the yard; and if that does not make a 


equivalent ad valorem of the specific rate proposed in his amend- 
ment would be? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, 
cent, 

1 propose, if my amendment is voted down—which I presume 
will be done—to offer an amendment at the end of this para- 
graph, where the committee provides that there shall be no duty 
of less than 50 per cent, to insert ‘‘ nor more than 60 per cent.” 

Sixty per cent is the highest rate ever imposed in the history of 
this country upon this classof goods. That was the rate imposed 
by the war tariff, and that was the rate prior to the tariff of 1883. 
Fifty per cent was the rate under the law of 1890. Sixty per cent 
is the highest rate ever known; and when you limit the tariff that 
none of these articles shall go below 50 per cent, it seems to me 


It would be something about 100 per 


reasonable to add an amendment that none of them shall go be- | 


yond 60 per cent. If this amendment is not adopted, I shall move 
that as my next amendment. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, I am not very familiar with the 
silk schedule. I have listened with a good deal of interest, how- 
ever, to what has just been said by the Senator from Arkansas. I 
am in entire sympathy with him in his opposition to these enor- 
mous rates of duty proposed against these Japanese and Chinese 
silks. There certainly can be no excuse, no reason in fairness and 
justice, for any such rate of duty as is proposed by the committee, 
if the Senator from Arkansas is right. I shall ae it upon the 
same line and for somewhat the same reason that I favored the 
putting of straw matting upon the free list. 

I do not believe we can overcome this oriental competition in 
this way. To my way of thinking, there is another proposition 
which we shall have to adopt before we can equalize the condi- 
tions which exist in oriental countries and the conditions, induas- 
trially speaking, which obtain in our own country. But I cer- 
tainly never could give my vote or countenance to the proposition 
to levy a rate of duty of 300 or 500 or 700 per cent upon a class of 
fabrics which are needed and which are used by the poorer peo- 
ple in this country. 

I am not opposed to a good, stiff protective tariff, if I may use 
that expression, upon those manufactured commodities which can 
be produced in this country, but I certainly can not bring myself 
to vote to absolutely prohibit the importation of this character of 
goods. We need them in the country; the poorer class of people 
need them, If they can be produced here, I am perfectly willing 
to vote for a good protective tariff, a reasonable one, 75 per cent, 
if necessary, or 100 per cent, if necessary, but I want to vote in 
favor of the proposition advanced by the Senator from Arkansas— 
to limit this rate of duty upon this particular class of goods, I 
know myself that they are a character of goods which have come 
into use very largely in the last few years and have become a neces- 
sity where formerly they were a luxury, and the very fact that we 
have been able to get them cheaply has made them a necessity, 
and I do not want to exclude them. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, it is only a short 


time ago that there was a very decided sentiment in what-might | 


be called the Western or intermountain States against Japanese 
competition, and we had very plaintive appeals from the Pacific 
pe | with reference to Japanese competition in manufactured 
articles. 

This Japanese competition is a pretty serious question, and in 
this bill the rates upon the class of goods which are imported from 
Japan are high so far as the equivalent ad valorem is concerned 
if we take the entered value of the goods at the custom-house,. I 
undertake to say that in my judgment there has not been an 
honest valuation in the custom-house, or scarcely an honest valu- 
ation, of J voy silk goods, but that they are undervalued worse 
than any other goods are undervalued,.and when a high rate of 
equivalent ad valorem duty, like 100 or 200 percent, is figured out, 
it is figured out upon a Japanese undervaluation of the goods at 
our custom-house. 

Wherever you figure 100 per cent ad valorem as the equivalent 
for the specific rate, it is safe to say that the rate is 50 per cent on 
an honest valuation of the goods. There are no 200 or 300 or 400 
or 700 per cent equivalent ad valorem rates in this paragraph. 
There are no spun silk or spun-silk goods that come from Japan, 
as I understand. This is very largely—I will not say misrepre- 
sentation, but a misunderstanding of the facts. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator will allow me to in- 
terrupt him, he has just made a broad statement there that seems 
to involve either the good faith or the intelligence of myself or of 
the man who furnished me these samples. The man who fur- 
nished me the samples is a reputable New York silk importer. 
He is said to be a gentleman, and I believe he is. He gave me the 
samples, and he assured me that they were taken without preju- 
dice from his stock, without picking or selecting them for a special 
purpose, but that he took them as they came. 

ere is a sample oe which he says costs 8 cents a yard, 
anf on that class of goods the Senator himself will not deny that 








tax of more than 700 per cent, I do not understand the commonest 
arithmetic. Either the statements made by this importer or by 
me are untrue or here is an instance in which the tax is more than 
700 per cent. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is that the wild silk? 
. Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The wild Indian silk. 
; Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is possible, though I do not be. 

ieve it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do believe it; so that makes us even. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But itis not an article of silk that 
is much imported or much used in this country, as I understand, 

It is quite easy sometimes for importers to discover a particular 
article not much used, not much imported, entered at a very low 
valuation, very much undervalued, and then, in going over a 
specific schedule, to point out a high equivalent ad valorem on 
that particular article, as if that were the ad valorem rate which 
was imposed by the specific duties in the paragraph. 

I think I am correct in saying that the duties in this paragraph 
will not average 75 per cent; and most of them will be very much 
less than that. On the contrary, I think that the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Arkansas—though I have not had time 
to carefully analyze it—might be classed in et language in 
this way: ‘‘All spun-silk fabrics imported into the United States 
shall not pay more than 35 per cent ad valorem.” That is the 
practical effect of the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Arkansas, as I could catch it and analyze it offhand. 

Mr. GRAY. Thirty-five per cent? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not think the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas would average over 35 per 
cent ad valorem on these goods, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then the Senator and I differ widely 
on that point. I have not made the calculation as to what the 
rates would amount to, but I think they will average over 100 per 
cent. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not believe there was ever a tax of 100 per 
cent on a necessary of life that was not an outrage. I do not be- 
lieve that 100 per cent on any article of common necessity and of 
universal use could be justified on any ground at all. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senator whether he opposes this 
as a Democratic outrage or as a ee outrage? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not care which; it is an outrage, no matter 
where it comes from. 

I was speaking to the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. As 
a matter of fact, these high rates of taxationare tyrannies. simple 
and pure, and in favor of individuals. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Asa matter of justice to myself, I 
wish to say that the Senate understands, of course, that I did not 
offer this amendment because I desired it, but because I think 100 

r cent is better than 700 percent. I agree with the Senator from 

elaware that a 100 per cent tax is an outrage. 

Mr. GRAY. These are tyrannies, and they are acts of despot- 
ism in favor of a class of people who claim the right to use the 
taxing power of the United States for their own private benefit. 
It has been said somewhere, I think, of Russia, or of some other 
government of the world, that it wasa despotism tempered by 
assassination. These high duties are only tempered by snuggling 
and every evasion that the ingenuity of the human mind can re- 
sort to. Where you establish tyranny, you are bound to induce 
resistance. High duties are tyranny tempered by smuggling 
and fraud. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, replying just in a word to the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLattT], whospoke of the plaintive 
cry that has been set up by the Western people for protection 
against this oriental industrial invasion, I wish to say the Western 
people have plead for protection, but they have asked for a differ- 
ent remedy than a 700 per cent protective tariff, or even a 50), 4 
400, a 300, or a 200 per cent tariff. They believe that this compe- 
tition has been stimulated by the difference in the financial condi- 
tions existing in the two countries; they believe a restoration of 
the old system of money, which obtained prior to 1873, will do 
more toward protecting those industries of this country, which are 
now suffering by competition from the Orient, than any reason- 
able tariff which can be placed upon their products. 

1 am in favor, I repeat, Mr. President, of a reasonable protective 
duty, but I assert, with my understanding of the conditions which 
exist in those countries and the conditions which exist 1n ours, 
that it is simply a matter of impossibility to equalize these con- 
ditions by the levying of any reasonable protective duty. Wecan 
equalize the conditions arising out of the difference in the stand- 
ards of living, the rates of wages, and that sort of thing, which 
exist between these countries, by a protective tariff; but we can 
not equalize the difference which arises out of the divergenc® 
between the value of gold and silver by a protective tariff. It is 
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simply impossible. They enjoy an advantage by reason of their 
financial systems, and it is simply useless, in the light of expe- 
rience, to attempt to correct the evil by a protective-tariff law. 
It can not be done. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, if I understand the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas, it does not 
refer to Japanese silks at all; it does not include Japanese silks. 
Japanese silks are not spun silks, that is, to any considerable 
extent, and they are not made from spun silk, but they are made 
almost entirely out of other kinds of silk. This provision applies 
entirely to spun silk, and is not aimed to correct any extravagant 
rate as applying to Japanese silk. 

With regard to the very cheap — upon specimens of silk 
goods, such as have been exhibited here, and the calculation of 
the equivalent ad valorem upon them, I will say that the manu- 
facture of silk goods is peculiar. On a fabric of silk goods which 
costs a dollar a yard, if it does not happen to strike the taste and 
the fashion, there is no sale for it, and next year it may be sold 
at 20 cents a yard, or 10 cents a yard. So that these calculations, 
which are made upon fabrics which are said to have been pur- 
chased for 10 cents or 20 cents a yard, are entirely misleading. 

The goods may have cost 20 cents or 40 cents or 100 cents when 
they were made. If the style changes, they go into the list of dis- 
carded silks, and are sold at the prices of discarded silks. It is in 
this way that it is attempted to convey the idea that the rates in 
this paragraph are extravagant. I undertake tosay that the rates 
upon silk in this paragraph will not average over 75 per cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no doubt in my mind that 
my honorable friend from Connecticut is mistaken in his criticism 
of the amendment offered by me. The spun-silk goods are cheap 
goods, whether they come from France or Japan. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. They do not come from Japan. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The spun silk is used in Japan just 
as well as the reeled silk. 

Cocoons are pierced in Japan as well asin France, and spun 
silk or cheap silk makes the cheap silk fabrics of Japan as well as 
of France. You can not make these cheap goods of real silk, be- 
cause the real silk in the cocoons is worth more than that, and it 
can be sent to the French market and sold for a higher price than 
when used in these fabrics. 
apply to spun silk and chappe silk and silk which is injured in 
the cocoon; silk that is cut in two; that does not have the long, 
almost endless fiber. Silk from the short cocoons, as everybody 
understands, is known as spun silk. 
this country for $1.30 a pound, while yarn from real silk sells 
for $5a pound. The cutting of the fiber in two in piercing the 
cocoon injures it, almost destroys its value, and for a long time 
it was considered worthless. 

The Senator from Connecticut has a constituent who began 
ears ago the process of spinning silk in this country. I believe 
e began the process of spinning silk in the United States. He 

has spun silk, and, in fact, his competitors in the silk-weaving 
business complain that he will not sell a pound of spun-silk yarn 
to any other manufacturer. He wants to keep it in his own 
hands. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think, since the statement has 
been made, I should say that I understand there is no truth in it; 
that he is very glad to sell spun-silk yarn. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I know nothing about the truth. I 
have been told that that isso. I do not know whether it is true. 
Anyhow, he was the pioneer in spinning silk. He knows, as well 
as any man alive, the difference in the value between real silk and 
spun silk—between the silk that comes off in the form in which it 
was put on the cocoon by the silkworm and the silk with the fiber 
cut in two, practically destroyed. 

The amendment which I propose applies only to spun-silk fab- 
rics. Wherecheap silks have been made—where the cheap goods, 
the pierced cocoons are used for the manufacture of goods, and a 
cheap —— of goods made--then I propose that the lower rates 
shall apply. 

I desire to say, since the Senator has raised the question as to 
the ad valorem rate, that I am inclined to think his criticism is in 
some measure correct. I do not believe the rate will be under 35 
cent in any instance, and I am willing to limit it, if he chooses 

do so, to 50 per cent—that it shall not go below 50 per cent. I 
am entirely willing to leave that provision in it. I think then 
the rate 
I stated at first. 

Mr. WHITE. I have a couple of brief communications which 

desire to present to the Senate. 


ed, dealers and importers of silk goods, manufactured 

Japan, beg to peur attention to the proposed duty of $3 per pound and 
hand you herewith a statement showing the cost of such goods, ranging 
weight from seventy-seven one hundredths of an ounce per square yard to 
1.28 ounces per square yard, and from which you will see that this proposed 
fa iY of 8 Meee is equivalent to 75 per cent ad valorem, which is abso- 


These qualities of can not be manufactured in this country, as the 
Class of arene snare made is of inferior grade and can not be 





So the amendment is intended to | 


ill be about 70 or 75 per cent instead of 100 per cent, as | 
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and must be made on 
an not fairly be said to 





worked upon power looms, on account of the tension 
hand looms only, and therefore these Japanese silks « 
compete with American silks 

On the contrary, the large and growing in 
try for dyeing, printing, and finishing 


lustry established in this « 


$s iAry ‘ly dep ndent 


oun- 






of Japanese sil} 


upon the importation of these goods, and the propo-ed prohibitory rates 
would injure this industry, which at present is employing several thousands 
of working people at Paterson, Lodi, Hawthorne, and Passaic, in New Jer- 
sey; Lexington, in Massachusetts; Middletown, in New York, and in other 
places 

We further beg to state that the value of these goodsimported at this port 
under the McKinley tarift amounted to over $5,000,000 annually, w der 
the present Wilson tariff, owing to the general stagnation in al has 
dwindied down to about $3,000,000, exclusive of 1 pts of other p and 
that the revenue therefrom exceeds $1,500,000 annually, of which, under the 
proposed prohibitory rates, the Government would be practically deprived 

We further submit that since the percentage of American silks consumed 
in the United States has risen from 50 per cent in 1880 to 70 per cent in 189 


under a tariff of 50 per cent ad valorem up to 18@4, and since then of 45 per 
cent ad valorem, with raw silk free, it does not appear that the dep: 
that industry in common with all other branches of commerce 
attributed entirely to the tariff, but may be accounted f« 


ion of 
uld be 
© by the general de- 


sho 


pression and domestic competition 

We now appeal to you touse your influence with the committee to stay this 
impending injury tothecommerce of New York and tous, your constituents 
There is no question as to the facts. The specific rates provided in the bill 
are equivalent to 75 per cent to 80 per cent ad valorem on Japanese si On 
some of the cheaper grades of Chinese pongees the duty will be more than 
700 per cent. At the same time, the rates on European dress goods, such as 
are used by persons of wealth, are equal to from 40 per cent to 70 per cent, 
the lower rates applying to the most costly goods. These, however, will pay 


50 per cent ad valorem if the specific rate falls below that rate 

We further call your attention to the fact that as these goods are made no- 
where but in Japan, the imposition of a prohibitory rate would be tanta- 
mount to adiscrimination against a country with whom we are in especially 
friendly relations, and must affect seriously our large and growing exports 
to Japan 

Silks manufactured in Japan enter largely into consumption amongst the 
masses by reason of their low prices, and are no longer a luxury used by the 
rich only. 

We respectfully submit that a specific duty of $2.50 per pound on all boiled 


off siiks, weighing not less than five-eighths of an ounce per square yard, with 
a saving clause that such duty shall be in no case | than 60 per cent, an in- 
crease of 33} per cent in the present rate would work noinjury to any estab- 
lished American industry 

Certainly an increase of 33} per cent over the present rates of duty, made 

pecific so as to preclude undervaluation, should afford all the legislative 

relief that can be fairly demanded 

It is believed that such a rate would not result in stopping importations, 
although it might diminish them to some extent, and the Government would 
receive as much or more revenue from this source than under the existing 
rate. 


J. R. SIMON & CO MENDELSON BROS. 
A. 8. ROSENTAAL & CO Z 


HORIKOSHI & CO 
FE. T. MASON & CO LIN FONG & CO 
KAHN & KAHN R. ISAACS & BRO 


KOBBE & SANDS POLLOCK BROS 
I ask that the tabulated statement which accompanies the docu- 
ment may be printed in the RecorD without being read: 


Weight Cost Rate of| Equiva 
Sam Silks per . , Present | duty | lent ad 
ple. ” square ia auty per valorem 
yard ee pound duty 
' 
Ounces Cents. I ent Per cent 
» | — — » ~ § $2.50 62.5 
6 | Momme quality 0.77 i 45S 8 op 7 
9 > & 
7 eta diiad  aesamelel 90 | 22-2 Gi om a? 
” A ea 
» ’ ‘ on a7 » |§ 2.50 62.5 
7 do Li) 23-87 5, 3 ap | Th 4 
. - - » |§ 2.50 62.5 
Ss ..do 1.02 ao 45 1 200 7h 
s ‘ " 2.0 2.5 
9 | Hw ) e- 
( \-- do 1.15 i 4 ? 3.00} TD 
| On 1) ao - |} 2.50 62.5 
10 i ide tenes 1.2 31 45 > 200 75.7 
| 
Handkerchiefs. 
36 by 33, hemstitched, weighing 23 ounces per dozen 
First cost $6.00 
Present duty 3. 00 
At $2.50 per pound, with 10 per cent ad valorem, equals 70 per cent 
At $3 per pound, with 10 per cent ad valorem, equals 80 per cent 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from California 
permit me right here? Iam inclined to thank him for the intro- 
duction of that statement prepared by the importers of San Fran 
cisco, for it bears me out in my statement that the rates in this 
paragraph upon Japanese silks would not average over 75 per 
cent. I do not think they will average so much, but that is the 
statement of the importers, and it sets at rest all this talk about 
two, three, four, and five hundred per cent. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator had notic 


d the communication 


throughout he would have found that the statement is that on the 
low-grade pongees the rate runs up to 700 per cent. The Senator 
from Connecticut shakes his head. He may shake his head, but 
he can not eliminate this typewritten document by doing so. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I understood it to say that on the 


low grades it is from 75 to 80 per cent, and in particular cases, 


referring to this discarded wild silk, it would be as much as 700 
per cent. 

Mr. WHITE. They say: 

On some of the cheaper kind of pongees the duty will bo more thau 700 


per cent. 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I understand that. 

Mr. WHITE. I have here a tabulated statement showing prac- 
tically the same matters referred to by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Speaking of silk as a luxury, this article calls attention to the 
fact that, by reason of the — of the industry in Japan, articles 
numerous in number and excellent in fabric have been placed 
within the reach of the poorer classes of the American people. 
The object of my distinguished friends on the other side of the 
Chamber is to compel this article to retain its character as a lux- 
ury, and by keeping up the — to prevent its being an article 
of common use and necessity. In other words, if there is an 
article used by the people which has hitherto been expensive, and 
which gradually has been reduced in rate until it has been placed 
within the reach of all, then immediately a tariff is to be im- 
posed which will again increase the price and deprive it further 
of me status as a subject of general consumption and universal 
utility. 

We have put upon these cheap articles an enormous tariff. We 
have, as stated by the New York importers, not the San Francisco 
importers, whose statement I read, a declaration that the tariff is 
between 70 and 100 = cent, which they ~> absolutely prohib- 
itive. The Wilson bill fixed 45 per cent. The Senator from Ar- 
kansas alluded to a very prominent manufacturer in Connecticut, 
to whom also the Senator from Connecticut referred. I do not 
think the Senator from Connecticut will say that that gentleman, 
who is represented to be worth seven or eight million dollars, made 
legitimately in the pursuit of his business under favoring laws, is 
suffering at 45 per cent ad valorem. 1 do not suppose the Senator 
from Connecticut will say there is any general demand among the 
silk manufacturers in this country for anything more than a 50 
per cent rate. 

Indeed, 1 was told day before pee a silk manufacturer 
that the vast majority—I think he said ee those in- 
terested in the business at Paterson, N. J., agreed upon a 50 
per cent rate; and if to this bill the committee would report an 
amendment ow wena for a 60 cent rate, and that in no event 
should it be below 50 per cent, I would ery vote for it as a 
substitute for the measure here pro . But it will be observed 
that the provision of the bill is that in no event shall the rate be 
less than 50 per cent, while there is no maximum fixed. 

Now, if the Senator from Connecticut is right, that the rates 
fixed by the bill are about 75 per cent, let us, if we can not get any- 
thing better, have an amendment fixing the maximum rate at 75 
per cent. I shall pro such an amendment a little later on, 
and then we can test the sense of the Senate on it. 

I have before me a copy of a letter from Mr. Tingle, of this city, 
who I suppose was examining the subject for interested parties, 
but it contains a very clear review of the situation. It is a copy 
of a letter addressed to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH], who was chairman of the subcommittee of the Committee 
on Finance. It is as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., April 6, 1897. 


Dear Str: I respectfully ask your examination and consideration of the 
agcompenyiag samples and tables relating to the rates of duty pro on 
goods 7m tariff bill (H. R. 879) pending in the Committee on h 
sam embrace a large v: ity of piece covered by Schedule L, 
including Japanese and Chinese pure silks, printed pongees, chappe silks, 
Swiss marcellines, and Lyons dress silks and satins. 

The ad valorem equivalents of the specific rates pro don Japanese and 
Chinese silk 8 range from 95 per cent on Japanese habutai to 770 per cent 
on the | grade of Chinese pongees, while the rates on Lyons silks and 
Swiss marcellines, the latter comparing closely with Japanese habutai, at 
the specific rates proposed, would be from 40 per cent to70 per cent ad valorem. 
As you are aware, the Lyons silks, paying the lowest rates of duty under the 

are the most expensive and are by persons of liberal means, while 
the Chinese and Japanese silks and French chappe are bought by the masses 
because of their cheapness. 

I wish also to call attention to the fact that the bill makes no distinction 
between the inferior goods wh commescially as chappe, made chiefly of 


kno 
0 eT ee Go rm made entjrel silk reeled from the cocoon. 
Tt should be noted that the means yarns in these goods cost $1.35 per pound 
and the small proportion of thrown silk therein nos pound. The a 
50 per cent on the chappe 


to the yarns in the piece, would 
cent ate silk. 


duty, as a: 


on chappe, Japanese, and Chinese 
are prohibitory, and, shou a law, the entire revenue now 
his source would be lost to the Government, while at the same 
a business carried on by many firms in the United States would 
entirel — vw] and our t re with the countries producing 


d rbed. 

Not only would the firms engaged in importing these goods lose their busi- 
ness, but the +t number of persons employed in printing and _— 
Japanese and Chinese silks and Lyons chappe goods would be thrown out o 
employment, it the practice to import these goods in the gray and 
— and dye them here, the art cf printing and dyeing having been brought 

t perfection in this country. 
ou have no doubt already observed the inequalities of this schedule, but 


it occurred to me that the ,resentation of the anaes. way of illustra- 
tion, would emphasize its unfairness and pane? you to some extent in 
arriving at fair and uniform rates which should be acceptable both to im- 
porters and domestic manufacturers. 
I should be , ifgiven an eprortanity, to make a brief verbal statement 
of the matter in connection with the samples. 
Very respectfully, A. K. TINGLE. 


Hos. Nevson W. ALDRICH, 
Chairman Subcommittee on Finance, United States Senate. 


I have also before me copies of two short letters, written to the 
Senator from Oregon (Mr. McBripr], from Portland. One is 
dated March 27 of the present year, and is as follows: 


PORTLAND, ORn2EG., March 27, 1897. 
on. G. W. MoBrip 


. a. ¥, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: We respectfully call your attention to the Dingley bill as at 
present before the House of resentatives, as we are doing an exten- 
sive business with the oriental countries, we would respectfully call your 
attention to objections that we find in this bill, not, be it understood, sole|y 


from an importer's standpoint, but what is far more important to the Pacifi- 
Coast, an exporter's. 

Our correspondents in cm who are bably the largest house in that 
country, are so closely ident fied with the Government there that they know 


whe they speak, and we have been adv them that the Japanes., 
people, on account of on tariff on exports, such as curios, 
silks, mattings, etc., and which advance, if put into effect, would not increas: 


the revenue of Government to any great are at the present tim. 


e. 

You are probably well aware of the vast e 
with the Orient from the States of Washington, Oregon, and California, and 
it would appear to us that we are en ex business that is 
bringing us in more than tenfold of what we are paying for goods we gq: 


I will not read the statement which follows, as it does not bear 
ey upon this point. The letter is signed by T. M. Stevens & 


There is also a letter written — same party, T. M. Stevens 
& Co., to the same Senator, as follows: 
PORTLAND, ORBG., May 18, 1897. 

Dear Srr: Ha carefully perused the Din bill as led by 
the Senate Pionee Gontitees weber to call r spew attention to the 
silk schedule. Having studied thie, we d that the cheaper 
grade Sonn Crary cee e to pay a higher rate than the better class 
and in some cases, such ove amount to nearly 100 per cent ad valorem 


a = unders' a a y = ese Seasure, 
t is our opinion, as that of a large num importers dry- 
> sorehent is country, = the prohibitive duties im 


by 


ested a 
to them, but 
been taken advan- 
MF oe WS0 ner vocnd'on the light pede to $3 he bear good whee 

on on . where 
made in the ‘piece, and 60 per cent ad valorem on Sealed iefs, whether 
plain or embroidered. 

Duties of this kind, while an increase of from 10 to 20 cent over the 
present duty, will still admit of business being done, w with the duties 
as mentioned in the present measure the trade must be largely curtailed. 
you will give this matter consideration, we are, 


Yours, v 
eee ie . M. STEVENS & CO., Inconroraren. 
Hon. Gro. W. McBrip 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. President, I have searched the tariff hearings in vain for a 
reason for these great raises, and, as I stated in the early portion 
of my remarks, if it be true that the present peculiar, mystified. 
complicated, and scientific schedule means really not over 75 per 
cent ad valorem, let us so declare. It is to make an amend- 
ment of that character. The fact of the matter is that it is desire 
by the manufacturers, as I have said before, to continue silk, 
whether of the most valuable character or not, as an article of 
luxury, and now that there is an opportunity of its more general 
use, now that it is getting into the pockets of everybody and is « 
= general consumption, we have a movement upon the part of 

e Republican party to abandon a tariff which they themsel\«s 
have indorsed from war days to this hour, and we have present: 


to us a schedule which for complicated liarity is the most re- 
markable in the whole of this won ul bill. t is the only 
remark I care to make now. Later on I will an amend- 
ment to test the sincerity of some of the manufacturing people ! 


this country. 
The VICK-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas, which has 


stated. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The and nays were a 

Mr. TELLER, t the amendment be read. : 

Mr. PLATT of C t. Before that is done, we might a4 
well have a call of the Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secre will call the roll. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allison, Foraker, Mallory, Proctor, 

Bacon, . 

Bate, Gear, Mille : Howling 
urrows, orman, 

Butler, Gra oe Shoup, 

Caftery, Harris, Nelson, Stewart 

Carter. w Pasco, eller, 

Chandier, Helvfeld, Penrose, Tillman, 

Chilton, ones, Ark. Perkins, Vest, 

Cla ~ em Wellineton, 

Cockrell, "i Platt, Wetmore, 

Fairbanks, Moneta, , Wilson 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-six Senators have answered to | 


their names. A quorum is present. 
Mr. TEL . Mr. President, I regret that we can not deter- 
mine exactly what the duty is on the articles found in the _ 
ph. The Senator from Arkansas is sure that it is avery large 
ty. The Senator from Connecticut is sure that it is not, but 
he doen not seem to be sure what the duty is. It seems to me the | 
committee ought to be able to tell us very nearly at least what is 
the ad valorem duty. It is utterly impossible for those of us who | 
are not skilled in these things to determine for ourselves. 

] am willing to vote for a fair, reasonable duty on any of these | 
articles. I am not willing to vote for a 700 per cent duty on any- | 
thing unless I vote for it distinctly for the pu of keeping it out 
of the imports of the United States. I donot know whether or not 
this h includes Japanese silks. I donot know enough 
about the question to determine that, and I do not seem to be able | 
to get any information from the committee on the subject. I do 
know ng about the use of Japanese silk and the growth of | 
its use in this country in the last few years. My attention has 
been called to it. 

I know that dress made in Japan have been sold in the 
United States at within the last few years at a rate at which | 
I do not believe it is possible for any American silk manufacturer 
to sell at wholesale. Dress goods made of J eae silk have sold 
at retail in the State of Colorado within the last two years for 19 
cents a yard. I do not know how good they are for wear, but they | 
are reputable in looks at least, and are bought, as I understand, to 
a very large extent. 

The Ja have increased their manufacture of these textiles | 
very rapidly. I have before me now the last publication of the | 
Statesman’s Year-Book, a work of authority, and I find that in 
1894 the exports of silks and silk materials from Japan amounted 
to 55,518,197 yen or, in round numbers, 55,000,000 yen. The next 
year the e were nearly 67,000,000 yen. 

Mr. FRYE. What is a yen? 

Mr. TELLER. A yen is practically an American dollar, or was 
until the recent change in the system. It was about ninety-eight 
cents and a fraction. We havealways treated it as practically an 
American dollar. There is an increasein one year of over 12,000,000 
yen, which, when you look atit, is a very large increase in percent- 

. These — are brought here and sold at arate that is aston- 
ishingly low use of the low price of wages in Japan and because | 
the rates of exchange have been equivalent toa bonus of about 
100 per cent in favor of Japan. That bonus will continue, not- 
withstanding Japan has nominally gone to the gold standard. 

Our gola-sendard friends have been very much elated of late 
over the statement that Japan has gone to the gold standard. | 
She has gone to the gold standard in this way: She has cut her | 
yen in two. She has recognized the appreciation in gold, which | 
we have been contending for, and she has said the gold that | 
heretofore made 1 yen shall now make 2, and that yen shall be 
legal tender for all debts in Japan just as it has been when it had 
twice as much gold in it. That enables her tocontinue the advan- 
tage she has because of the appreciation of gold or the deprecia- 
tion of silver, if you choose to put it the other way. 


It will be aay impossible for us, unless with some such duty | 





as is now p , to compete with Japan in the manufacture of 
silks or anything else that she can manufacture, and I do not know 
anything she can not manufacture that we can. I find by con- 
ting some silk men in my State who are interested not in the 
manufacture of silk, but in its sale, that they do not make in 
Japan as fine an article of silk as we make in this country or as 
—— make in France or Germany. 
he silk for wear, I understand, is, much of it, quite as good, 
but it is not quite so brilliant and the finish is not as satisfactory 
to the American purchaser. I find also the fact to be that they 
are exporting silk to Germany and there having it finished and 
then reexport it from Germany to the United States, and it is 
sold here as German or French silk. I do not su it will take 
very long before the Japanese manufacturers will find out how to 
on it that the purchaser desires. A few months, at 
t, I will enable them to do that. 
Mr. President, it is not possible for us to meet this by any rea- 
sona , as stated by the Senator from Montana. e can 
not defend a duty of 700 per cent, unless we are willing to 
take the position that we intend absolutely to exclude it. If that 
is our in , it would be twice as decent for us to say that 
hereafter we will exclude all Japanese silk. That we know we can 
not do without a violetion of our treaties, and that we know the 
American will not submit to. And yet, if the Senator from 
Arkansas is correct, we are practically doing that to-day if we 
put these immense duties upon Japanese silk. 

The Senator from Connecticut says that it does not apply to 
Japanese silk. Then, if it does not maga to Jegenese silk it is still 
more indefensible, in =~ judgment. it does not apply to Ger- 
man silk and French silk, what silk does it apply to? 

. PLATT of Connecticut. If it applies to any, it applies to 
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Mr. TELLER. Iam not up in the technical knowledge that a 


| man ought to have to discuss the question as to what it does ap- 


ply to; Ido not know that we shall know when we get through 
and vote on it; but I am not willing to vote for any duty, I do 
not care whether it is against Chinese silk, Japanese silk, or any 
other, that approximates 700 per cent, or 500 per cent, or 400 per 
cent. 

The Senator from Connecticut repeats in his seat what he has 
before said, that it does not, but he does not tell us what it is. 
We are entitled to know, approximately at least, how much duty 
we are voting on this class of silk. Unless I can be assured that 
it is a reasonable duty, I shall change my conduct in this matter 


and vote for the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 


I have voted for a number of things here that did not meet my 
judgment, but, as I said the other day, I want this tariff bill to be 
what our Republican friends will call, when they get through, a 
Republican tariff bill. I think myself that the Wilson Act isa 
pretty good protective measure except in a few items. I think it 
affords more protection to American manufacturers than some 
tariff acts we have had labeled Republican tariffs. I think it is 
ample in very many things. 

I know the duties are now bein 


raised. I donot know whether 


| they are being raised above the McKinley Act or not, but I judge 


some of them are. I have been quite inclined to vote and have 
voted for the raising of duties upon the theory that I wanted the 
bill to be satisfactory to the men who have promised that the bill 
shall bring prosperity. But I can not quite go 700 per cent, and 
unless the committee can assure me in some way that this is a 
reasonable duty, I shall be compelled to vote for the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, the way in which 
the changes are rung upon the statement that here is an article on 
which the duty would be 700 per cent, to indicate that in this par- 
agraph there is a duty of 700 per cent upon silk goods, is an illus- 
tration of the way the arguments are always made against specific 
duties. I call the attention of the Senator from Colorado to the 
fact that the Senator from California |Mr. Waite} put into the 
REcoRD a statement made by the importers of San Francisco 

Mr. WHITE. Of New York. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Of New York, who can not be ex- 
pected to understate the ad valorem equivalents, in which they 
put the ad valorem equivalent on Japanese silks in one instance 
at 75 per cent and in the other at from 75 to 80 per cent as the out- 
side rate. I call attention to the fact that those are the importers 
of New York, an association of them, and that all they dain is 
that the duties on Japanese silks are from 75 to80 percent. That 
is the extreme claim. There has been a piece of wild silk goods, 
as it is called, from China brought in here which is not an article 
of commerce, on which it is said that there is a 700 per cent duty, 
and so Senators seem to think that there is a 700 per cent duty on 
everything. 

Mr. STEWART. Can the Senator give the official figures? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I was going to state that I take 
the figures of the appraiser at the port of New York. According 
to a recent report of the United States appraiser at New York the 
ad valorem equivalents of the specific rates in this paragraph 384 
are as follows—and lam going to depart from my custom and 
take a little time to read what he says on the subject: 

Per cent. 

Weighing not less than 1} nor more than 8 ounces per square yard: 


Containing not more than 20 per cent in weight of silk 
If in the gum (0) cents per pound) 


. 27 to 40 
It dyed in the piece (60 cents per pound). .... — tlto ® 
Containing over 2) and not over 8) per cent weight of silk 
If in the gum (65 cents per pound) ... BtoB 
If dyed in the piece (80 cents per pound) gpeéuhotsene Ge Ou 
Containing over 30 and not over 45 per cent weight of silk 
If in the gum (90 cents per pound) . 2to 50 
If dyed in the piece ($1.10 per pound) ‘ 3 to 4 
If dyed in the thread or yarn and containing not over 30 per cent in 
weight of silk 
If black (75 cents per pound) ..--+.--. 36 to 46 
If other than black (90 cents per pound) 37 to 58 
Containing over 30 and not over 45 per cent weight of silk 
If black ($1.10 per pound)...._.. — 39 to 46 
if other than biack ($1.3) per pound)... 10 to 48 
Containing more than 45 per cent in weight of silk, or if composed 
wholly of silk, if dyed in the thread or yarn and weighted in dye- 
ing so as to exceed the original weight of the raw silk 
ft black ($1.50 per pound) “ : -~- BtoB 
If other than black (#2 per pound) . Rtoh 
If dyed in the thread or yarn 
And here is the spot where the contention is made— 
and the weight is not increased by dyeing beyond the original 
weight of the raw silk ($3 per pound) eonnene 0 to BO 
If in the gum ($2.50 per pound) able dia adit , 30 to 55 
If boiled off or dyed in the piece or printed ($3 per pound) - . 4 to 80 
Here is the highest point— 
Weighing less than 1} ounces and more than one-third of 1 ounce, 
if boiled off, or if dyed or printed in the piece ($3 per pound)... 48 to 90 


Weighing not more than one-third of 1 ounce per square yard 
(% per pound) 


0 to % 
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We have reduced that from $5 to $4.50, so that there is a reduc- 
tion in the ad valorem rate. Now, 1 put against all this talk of 
the importers the appraiser at New York as to the equivalent ad 
valorems. 

Mr. TELLER. Who is he? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. Bunn. 

Mr. MILLS. Is the Senator reading the equivalent ad valorems 
of the goods imported? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
of New York of these goods. 

Mr. MILLS. But you do not touch the equivalent ad valorem 
on goods not imported and that are prohibited from importation. 
That is the point. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not understand that anyone 
claims that anything is prohibited now. 

Mr. MILLS. I take it that if your tariff of 700 per cent is im- 
posed, it is prohibitive. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
be able to answer that. 

Mr. MILLS. Very well. The specific system is adopted for the 
purpose of nee importation. It is a protective measure. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. This is the report of the appraiser 
at New York as to what the equivalent ad valorems would be upon 
the specific rates on the importations of last year. 

Mr. MILLS. Precisely; I so understand it. Now, then, I 
mean to say that there are cheaper goods which are always kept 
from importation by these very specific rates, and that is what 
the specific tariff is adopted for by protecticnists. It is to keep 
goods from coming in in order that the American manufacturer 
may have the market at his own price. That is the very object 
of it, and the figures given by the Senator from Arkansas are 
correct. 

Mr. President, if there are goods in China that are taxed 7 
per cent and prohibited from coming here, cheap silk goods that 
could come and be exchanged for cotton goods, so that our people 
who are working in the cotton fields and making not $200 a year 
might be able to wear those goods, why should Congress exercise 
the legislative power to prohibit our people from buying and 
wearing those goods and compel them to buy goods and pay even 
80 or 90 per cent on them? 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I have here a statement prepared 
by one of the leading experts of the country, which I will read: 

The specific rate— 

He says— 

rovided in this paragraph, in a vesy large proportion of goods imported into 

he United States, would be covered by the proviso of the bill that they should 

not pay less than 50 per cent ad valorem. Goods of very light texture, how- 
ever, such as chiffon imported from France and which is used in the manu- 
facture of bows or ties and ornaments, and also the lighter silks from China 
and Japan— 

I wish to direct the attention of the Senator from Colorado to 

this subject— 
and also the lighter silks from China and Japan, known as habutai, surah, and 
kaikais, will have imposed thereon in many cases a duty in excess of 100 per 
cent, whereas articles made from these silks in this country would be pro- 
tected with not more than 60 per cent—a discrimination that is not only un- 
fair, but will disturb seriously the industries in a good many States in this 
country. I would much prefer seeing a duty on s weighing less than 1} 
ounces, and on manufactures thereof, at 75 per cent ad valorem than the 
mixed duties provided in this bill. 


I wish to say to the Senator from Connecticut that I intend 
offering an amendment that in no case shall any of the foregoin 
fabrics in this paragraph pay a less duty than 50 per cent 
valorem or a greater duty than 60 percent. If that is voted down, 
I shall propose another amendment fixing the maximum at 75 per 
cent, and | will then, I think, test.his faith in his own calculation 
at a maximum rate of 75 per cent. 

I call attention to the condition of\the McKinley Act in this 
regard. There is no such provision contained in that act. The 
complications of paragraph 384, the mystifications of that para- 
graph, are wholly unknown in the original McKinley Act. The 
rate prescribed in the McKinley Act was less than the rate pre- 
scribed here. As I have stated already, if the calculations upon 
which we have relied are inaccurate and the rate is as low as the 
Senator from Connecticut contends, we will test his faith by a 
vote upon it. ™ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES] to the amendment of the committee. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smitu] to the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I will announce 
for the ~v my pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SEWELL]}. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). 




















On the importations at the port 












There itisagain. Wenever shall 









































Iam paired with 






hold my vote. 
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my —— ¥ Mr. Piatt of New York]. 


the Senator from 
I should vote ‘* yea.” 


the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 
in the Chamber, and I therefore withhold my vote. 


is paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLoM}. 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONEs] is paired with the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HAE}. 


the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore with- 


JUNE 25, 





Mr. MURPHY (when his name was called). I am paired with 


Mr. PE S (when his name was called). I am paired with 


the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar 


Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was catia). I transfer my 


pair with the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna] to the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey [Mr, SmiruH], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 


Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
ebraska [Mr. Tuurston]. If he were present, 


Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I transfer my 


pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] to the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 


Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I am paired with 


He is not 


The roll call was concluded. 


Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the affirmative). The 


_— Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON] has not voted, 


am paired with that Senator, and therefore withdraw my vote. 
Mr. WALTHALL. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] 
The 


The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Bacon, Harris, Kans. Mills, Teller, 
Caffery, Kenney, Morgan, Turpie, 
am cLaurin, Pasco, Vest. 
Cockrell, Mallory, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Faulkner, Mantle, wlins, White. 
Gorman, Martin, Roach, 

NAYS—2. 

Allison, Elkins, Lodge, ay, 
er, Fairbanks, McBride, oup, 
Burrows, Foraker, Nelson, Stewart, 
Carter, Frye, Penrose, Wetmore, 
Chandler, Gear, Perkins, Wilson. 

Clark, ene, Platt, Conn. 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 

NOT VOTING—4. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Fy. Pritchard, 
Allen, George, Lindsay, Sewell, 
Bate, Gray, McEnery, Smith, 
Ber Hale, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Butler, Hanna, Mason, ‘urston, 
Cannon, Hansbrough, Mitchell, n, 
Chilton, fen ‘enn Morrill, Turner, 
Cullom, Heitfeld, Murphy, Warren, 
Daniel, oar, Pettus, Wellington 
De Jones, Ark. Platt, N.Y. Wolcott. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to amend the committee amendment on 
page 133, line 2, by ne after the word “ fifty” the words 
‘**or a greater rate of duty than sixty;” so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

ut in no case shall an the foregoing brics i aph pay a 
i vane of duty than ak cocmiar rate of bn ake Seated Taleres. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pao omer is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from California to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to amend by substituting, in the same 
place, page 133, in line 2, “or a greater rate of duty than 75 per 
cent;” so that it will read: 

But in no case shall any of the bi ragraph pays 
less rate of duty than 50 ~ a ances hse Ree dey - 

Surely the committee will not object to this amendment, since, 
according tothe statement of the committee, this is practically the 
maximum duty fixed in the bill. Upon my amendment to the 
amendment I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR ine his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Suiru], but by arrangement with 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw.ins], who is paired with the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], we have arranged to trans!er 
our —, so that the Senator from Ohio will stand paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey, and the Senator from Utah and 
myself are at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

r. MORRILL (when his name was called). I announce for 
the - that I am — with the senior Senator from Tennesse 
[Mr. Harris], and therefore withhold =~ vote. : . 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. Hoar], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I again announce 
ir M pen gn Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. 

e To x 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am paired with the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Hauge}. If he were present, I should vote *‘ yea. 
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Mr. WALTHALL. I desire to announce that the Senator from 
Delaware (Mr. Gray] is paired with the Senator from Illinois 

Mr. CuLLOM], and that the Senator from Wisconsin| Mr. SPOONER] 
is paired with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Bare}. 

Mr. KENNEY (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
advised that the junior Senator from Pennsylvania | Mr. PENROSE] 
has not voted. ing paired with that Senator, I withdraw my 


rote. ‘ ‘ — 
“ee BURROWS. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana 


[Mr. Carrery], and therefore withhold my vote. 
Mr. PASCO, I wish to announce that on this vote the Senator 


from Oregon [Mr. McBripe] is paired with the Senator from Idaho 
{Mr. HeitFELD]. The Senator from Oregon, if present, would 
> te “na Fane 
"hee. MALLORY (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam 
ired with the Senator from Vermont {[Mr. Proctor], whom I 
do not see in the Chamber, and therefore I withdraw my vote. 
Mr. WARREN. By arrangement with the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Pettus], we haveagreed to transfer our pairs, so that the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] will stand paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER], thus relieving the 
Senator from Alabama and myself. I vote “nay.” 
Mr. PETTUS. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to vote, 
and I vote “yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Bacon, Harris, Kans. Pasco, Turpie, 
Butler, McLaurin, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Clay. Mantle, Pettus, Walthall, 
Cuckrell, Martin, Rawlins, White. 
Faulkner, Mills, Roach, 
Gorman, Morgan, Teller, 

NAYS— 24. 
Allison, Elkins, Jones, Nev. Shoup, 
Baker, Fairbanks, Lodge, Stewart, 
Carter, Foraker, Perkins, Warren, 
Chandler, Frye, Platt, Conn. Wellington, 
Clark, Gear, Pritchard, Wetmore, 
Davis, Hawley, Quay, Wilson. 

NOT VOTING—43. 

Aldrich, Gallinger, Kyle, Penrose, 
Allen, George, Lindsay, Platt, N. Y. 
Bate, Gray, McBride, Proctor, 
Berry, Hale, McEnery, Sewell, 
Burrows, Hanna, Me Millan, Smith, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Mallory, Spooner, 
Cannon, Harris, Tenn. Mason, Thurston, 
Chiltoa, Heitfeld, Mitchell, Tillman, 
Cullom, Hoar, Morrill, Turner, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Murphy, Wolcott. 
Deboe, Kenney, Nelson, 


So the amendment of Mr. Wuite to the amendment of the | 


Committee on Finance was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE. 
by the committee, in line on page 133, after the word “ fifty,” 
to insert ‘‘or a greater rate o. duty than 100 per cent ad valorem.” 

In this connection, Mr. President, I desire to insert in the Rrc- 
orD—I shall not detain the Senate by reading it—a comparative 
statement of the value of exports of the United States to Japan in 
the fiscal years 1893 and 1896. In this period, when the majority 
of the Senate are striving with such earnestness to bring about 
trade reciprocity with the world, the figures which I have asked 
to insert in the Recorp will be significant, taken in connection 
with the tariff proposed upon this article. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The statement referred to by the 
Senator from California will be inserted in the Recorp, in the 
absence of objection. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


Value of the exports of the United States to Japan, fiscal years 1893 and 1896. 











Article. | 1803 1896 

ncn ncnncn nnncccnccecece 8, 000 $298, 000 
et cntcinkenisediceccc osccdsseces 19, 996 28, 000 
Clocks, watches, and parts.................-......-. 115, 295 99,000 
ic iteutbiendnudeoanesccautes 2, 368 10, 676 
68, 42° 1, 481, 000 
52, 501 105, 000 
ne cueeafeccece pees ace 27.000 
3, 185 4.670 
3, 272 7,500 
27,984 38, 000 
225, 855 908, 308 

3,065 8! 
636 1,085 
149, 086 494, 092 
4,475 9,000 
: 8,000 
Ne es enosfewseee cenenee 4, 400 
1,710, 480 3,060, 000 
sik aan 88, 700 
1,731 4,083 
4,755 10, 016 

3338 2,3 

46,427 565, 








I now move, in the new paragraph 384, reported | 
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Value of the exports of the I 


nited States to Japan, etc. —Continued 

Article 1893 18 
Pa dicen ataeeeenndncccesancesecd $11, 402 $18, 000 
Sl ctnebubane 3 OS + G00 
eat S. OO 45. 305 
Soap . 2.615 | 5, 900 
Stationery -... 14,174 17, 760 
Refined sugar eines - ; 7,173 2.044 
Tobacco and manufactures....... : Seuss Zh Heed 273, 000 
Gna dsonts Shiite 4.477 6. 108 
Re i i a nies ’ ‘ia 15, 478 25.000 
DE ae eo he nninn ones Sods ae , +000 
TE nt wade hand mdiidediaese s bbe 4, 69 20 S88 
Manufactures of wood........ re 21,048 25, 000 
ib ApiiiehnbanssiGeteio omaied ~ 2,974, 811 7, 202, 692 


The exports for the nine months ending March, 1897, can only be known 

from the Monthly Summaries, where they are not given separately for Japan, 

“ Other Asia and Oceanica."" The chief items of export 

mentioned for Japan for the year 189 have grown considerably in propor- 
tion in these months. 

The excess of exports over the exports for the same period of 18% may be 
taken with safety to have gone almost in its entirety to Japan, as in the Sum 
maries the chief other Asiatic countries, China and British East India, are 
separately mentioned. 

I give below the exports contained in “ Other Asia and Oceanica”™ for the 
nine months ending Ma’ ch, 1896 and 1897, in parallel columns, from which the 
continuous growth of exports of the United States to Japan can be estimated: 





Nine months ending 

Article. ws 

March, 189. | March, 1897. 
Agricultural implements ...... ‘ $12, 263 
Bread stuffs . - ; 2, 278, 489 
Carriages ie wencce Bb, 00 
Cotton Siacontubesibe 1, 246, 429 
Cotton manufactures ........ atamaniel 408, 171 
Cycles husiuanaened 309, 780 
Fruits and nuts ; 80), TRO 
Tron and manufactures ; : : TOL, 820 
Leather and manufactures , roe . 367, 962 
Naval stores . | 57, 617 
Mineral oils 3, ORG, G26 
Meat products ’ ‘ Deakin 218, 887 
Tobacco, and manufactures of , 42, 011 
Lumber and manufactures of wood ............ M47, 124 

I ee i iacmaed a 10, 121, 265 17, 145, 046 


These exports are composed ina very large proportion of manufactured 


goods. This rapidly growing trade is being jeopardized by the excessive 
| duties proposed on a few million dollars’ worth of Japanese silks, necessarily 
the product of hand looms on account of the flimsy character of the silks used 


in their production. 

Steel rails are not separately given, as the points of destination are not 
specified. The exports for 1896 were 130,682 and for 1897 1,859,081 to all coun- 
tries, and a large proportion of these may be taken as having gone to Japan, 

Mr.MANTLE. Mr. President, if the amendment of the Senator 
from California just proposed be adopted, the bill will then stand 
that in no case shall the duty upon these materials be less than 50 
per cent ad valorem nor greater than 100 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. WHITE. That is correct; that is the exact matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from California [Mr. Wuirte}. 

Mr. WHITE. Upon that proposition I call for the yeas and nays. 
In view of the statement made by the committee, I think it is my 
duty to put them upon the record. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). By arrangement with 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. RAWLINS] we have arranged fora 
transfer of pairs, so that the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
Smita], with whom I am paired, will stand paired with the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. HANNA], with whom the Senator from Utah 
is petres. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). 
with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL}. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). 
paired with the Senator from Maine [ Mr. HaLr}. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name wascalled). 
the Senator from Vermont {Mr. Proctor]. 
should vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. MURPHY (when his name was called). I announce for 
the day that Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. PLatr of New 
York}. 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). Under the arrange- 
ment announced on the last vote by the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. WARREN], I am at liberty to vote, and I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was called). I transfer my 

air with the Senator from Ohio | Mr. HANNA] to the Senator from 
ew Jersey [Mr. SmiTH], and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I againannounce 
my pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. TuursTon}. 


[am paired 
I am 


[ am paired with 
If he were present, I 
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Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] to 
the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Bate), and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). nder an arrange- 
ment with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrus], our pairs 
have been transferred, so that the Senator from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Hoar], who is paired with the Senator from Alabama, will 
stand paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER], 
thus relieving the Senator from Alabama and myself. I vote 
“nay.” 

The roll call was coneluded. 

Mr. GRAY. I announce my pair with the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. CuLLom]. If he were present, I should vote nil 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—25. 


Morgan, 
Pasco, 
Pettigrew, 
Pettus, 
Rawlins, 


Teller, 
NAYS—28. 


Metiet 
McBride, 
Nelson, 
Penrose, 
Perkins, 
Platt, Conn. 
Pritchard, 


NOT VOTING—®. 
Lindsay, 


McEnery, 
Hale, MeMillan, Sewell, 

Hanna, Smith, 
Hansbrough, Spooner, 

Harris, Tenn. urston, 

oar, Tillman, 

Jones, Ark. Turner, 
Gallinger, Kyle, Murphy, Wolcott. 

So the amendment of Mr. WHITE to the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance wss rejected. 

Mr. WHITH. The Senate has just voted down an amendment 
fixing the maximum tariff upon this particular paragraph at 100 
per cent. I will now offer one more amendment. I move, in 
paragraph 384, as reported by the committee, on page 133, line 2, 
after the word “ fifty,” to insert ‘‘or a greater rate of duty than 
200 per cent.” 


Bacon, 
Butler, 
Caffery, 
Chilton, 


Cockrell, 
Faulkner, 


Gorman, 
Harris, Kans. 
Heitfeld, 
Kenney, 
McLaurin, 
Mantle, 
Martin, 


Turpie, 
Vest, 
Walthall, 
White. 


lison, 
er, 
rrows, 
Carter, Frye, 
Chandler, Gear, 
Clark, Hawley, 
Davis, Jones, Nev. 


Elkins, 
Fairbanks, 
Foraker, 


may, 
up, 
Stewart, 
Warren, 
Wellington, 
Wetmore, 
Wilson. 


George, 


Platt, N. ¥. 
Gray, 


Aldrich, 
Allen, Proctor, 


Mr. MILLS. Let us have the 7 and nays on that. 


Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, I have already stated that Iam 
in favor of adequate protection for this industry. So much has 


been said bere with reference to what the ad valorem rate under 


the provision reported by the committee will be, and so much dif- 
ference of opinion exists, that there must be a doubt in the minds 
of most of the Senators here as to what this specific duty will 
really amount to reduced to an ad valorem basis. 

It has been asserted, and not successfully contradicted, that some 
of these duties will ran from 200 to as high as 700 per cent; and I 
for one am not willing to vote for any such rate of duty as that, 
or anything approximating it. It does seem to me, in the light of 
the indefiniteness which surrounds this schedule, that my protec- 
tionist friends themselves ought certainly to be willing to acc 
the proposition now offered, definitely fixing the point which this 
duty shall not exceed at 200 per cent ad valorem. . 

Mr. President, there can be nointerest in this schedule but what 
ought to be satisfied with a protective rate amounting to 200 per 
cent ad valorem. I wish the chairman of the committee would 

t that amendment, so that we might put an end to the mys- 
tery which surrounds this , and at least know, those of 
us who desire to be satisfie upor this point, that there is no pos- 
sibility of this duty exceeding 2 r cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I did not suppose that the mover 
of this amendment moved it in any other sense than for the pur- 
pose of embarrassing the entire bill. If a provision of this kind 
were a satisfactory and proper and usual provision to in rate 
in a tariff bill, namely, that the specific rates should not be less 
than a certain ad valorem nor higher than a certain ad valorem, 
I should have been willing to have accepted the first amendment 
and certainly thé second amendment offered by the Senator from 
California. 

Nobody supposes that any rate upon any goods imported under 
this ph is going to be 200 per cent or 150 per cent or 100 

cent; but the difficulty about it is that this is introducing 

guage and a feature which have never been introduced in a 
tariff bill since the beginning of our legislation on the subject of 
the tariff, so far as I know; and the moment it is introduced with 
regard to this clause it will be proposed by amendment with ref- 
erence to every other clause in this bill where it is said that a 
specific rate of duty shall not be less than a certain ad valorem 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 25, 
and then the effort will be made to narrow the limits wit);, 
which the specific duty shall work. oo 

When the principle has once been admitted, it is as easy ;, 
move that the rate shall not be less than 50 nor more than 35) ); 
cent as to move that it shall not be less than 50 nor more thay») 
per cent. : 

The only reason why I object to this amendment is because | (jo 
not think it is a — way of proceeding in a tariff bill. 

Mr. MANTLE. y I ask the Senator a question there? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. nly. 

Mr. MANTLE. Has not this element of limitation, so far as +)), 
minimum rates to be levied are concerned, already been place: in 
the bill originally, or at least by the committee? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It has been in every tariff })j\) 
where there have been specific duties that the specific duties ¢.)). 
tained in the paragraphs should not be less than acertain pero nr. 
age ad valorem, but never has there been a clause introduced. <> 
far as I know, that they shall not be less than a certain per cent 
ad valorem nor more than a certain per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. GRAY. If less, why not more? 

Mr. anes oe question I was about to ask. It 
seems to me the already been ized in the bill 
in the interest of the industry protected, that the duty shall not 
be less than a given amount, and it would seem, in all fairness, 
and in view of fact that there seems to be some vagueness ¢oy)- 
nected with this particular schedule, to be proper—althouvh | 
admit that it has not been the practice, and perhaps it would not 
be wise generally to put in this limitation—but because of the 
fact that there is a doubt here, an honest doubt, as to what these 
duties will amount to in ad valorem terms, it would seem to be 
proper, in this particular connection, to put a limitation, so that 
those of us who are anxious to vote for a protective duty, but do 
not want to vote for an outrageous duty, may be satistied upon 
that point. 

Mr. ALLISON. Just one word, Mr. President. If I believed 
that this duty was 200 per cent or anything approaching it, I would 
have some sympathy with these suggestions; but there is no rea- 
son why this limitation should be applied to silk any more than to 
any other article in this bill, or to any other schedule in this \ill. 
We have heard here in these debates over and over again the state- 
ment that the duties u wool are 90 per cent; that the duties 
upon woolen goods are 1 cent and 175 percent; whereas those 
who have advocated this bill and who have examined it do not 
believe there are any such duties in the bill or in the wool and 
woolen schedule; and yet if we apply this principle to one sched- 
ule, we must apply it to all; and we shall be told that the duty on 
wool and woolens shall not be less than 40 per cent nor more than 
100 per cent, nor more than 75 per cent, nor more than 50 or 60 per 
cent. 

Mr. MORGAN. Nor more than a thousand per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. So, if we introduce this new — into this 
entire bill, which has never been in any bill before—— 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Iowa why there is 
inserted in the bill a minimum ad valorem, that no duty shall be 
less than a certain ad valorem? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a very reason for that in the 
minds of those who frame these bills, and that is, that a certain 
ger cent of ad valorem is necessary for the protection of these in- 

ustries. Therefore that element has been drawn into them, 
though I think that of itself is a vicious element. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Would it not be 
to have a maximum pet in for the tion of the ae 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps it would. If we adopt that principle, 
let us adopt it as to all the schedules. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We shall be delighted to do so. 

Mr. ALLISON. If that is to be an element, we might just as 
well provide in one schedule that the duty on wool shall not be 
less than 50 cent nor more than 75. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Why not? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly; I ask why not? If the principle be 
adopted that the duty on woolen goods shall not be less than ©) 

cent nor more than 100 per cent, and so on, running through 
all the schedules of this bill, it will be unnecessary to have speci‘ic 
duties at all. 

Mr. MANTLE. So far as wool is concerned, I should be very 
glad indeed if there could be a minimum ad valorem rate fixed, so 
that the woolgrowers might at least know that they were gettins 
a certain amount of protection. That has not been put into the 
wool schedule, I a 

Mr. ALLISON. It has never been put into any schedule of any 
tariff bill ever made. ' 

Mr. MANTLE. Because it was not necessary. I presume it 
was not understood to be necessary in connection with wool, be- 
cause the wool business is pretty well understood and its values 
are much better known. here is a schedule wherein it seems 
there is not a thorough understanding as to what the value of the 
article is, Hence, in order to cover any doubts, in order “to make 


ally meritorious 
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assurance double sure,” if I may use the term, a minimum rate is 
fixed, so that the persons interested are sure to have a protective 
penetit of 50 per cent. — : . ie 

It does seem to me, in carrying out that idea and recognizin 
the fact that this element of doubt exists, and must have existe 
in the mindsof the framers of this bill, otherwise the clause would 
not have been framed, in order to make these limitations just all 
around, that, so far as this schedule is concerned, there ought to 
be a limitation fixed as the amount of protection which these in- 
dustries ve. Ladmit that it is not necessary in many 
industries; it is not necessary, I think, in the wool industry. 

Mr. . May I ask the Senator from Montana what is the 
limitation roposed in the amendment, the upward limit, the 
maximum limit? 





Mr. W Two hundred per cent. 
Mr. The bill makes the minimum 50 per cent ad 
valorem. 


Mr. GRAY. The amendment proposed by the Senator from 
California is that it shall not be more than 200 cent? 

Mr. WHITE. Perhaps the Senator from Delaware was not in 
the Chamber at the time these amendments were offered. I will 
state that the first amendment offered proposed to fix the maximum 
of 75 per cent, it being the opinion of the Senator from Connecti- 
eut (Mr. Piatt] that that was substantially the maximum pro- 
vided by these peculiar specific rates. That, of course, it is need- 
less to say, was voted down. Then I offered another amendment 


making the rate 100 per cent, and that shared the same fate. Now 

I have another amendment fixing the maximum at 200 

per cent. is objected to on the ground that it is unusual. 
Mr. President, the proposition laid down by the Senator from 


Montana tg MANTLE] admits of no answer, that if we can put 
into this a minimum rate, we must upon the same principle 
be prepared and can with equal propriety inter 
rate, and there is a particular reason why it should be done in 
this case. ew formed upon entirely new lines, 
in utter disregard not only of the Wilson law, which perhaps 
might be disregarded, as it was enacted through the agency of 
another political organization, but in absolute disregard of the 
visions of the act of 1890, and framed upon lines of most pecul- 

. We have had amendments put in this section 


there is no one in this Chamber who has given to the Senate any- 
thing like a semilucid statement of the new rates provided for in 
this bill since it was amended by the committee. 

If there is any faith upon the other side in the proposition that 
the maximum tariff proposed does not exceed 100 per cent, why 
ition of an amendment limiting it to 200 

r cent, unless it be that the statement made by the Senator 

trom Arkansas is true, and that there are in this bill provisions 
which will impose duties of 230, 240, 260, and even in one para- 
graph of 700 per cent? 

But it is useless to proceed. We might as well have a vote; 
and I call for the yeas and ways — the proposition. 

and nays were ordered. 

Mr. AN. Mr. President—— 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. ALLIson re- 
sponded to his name. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, this is a very peculiar presen- 
tation of the doctrine of protection. 

Mr. I hope the Senator will not goon. He can 
os on a new motion just as well. I dislike to have the rule of 

e Senate violated. 


Mr. MORGAN. What is the rule? 

Mr. CHANDLER. That after the roll call has commenced 
debate is not in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. I had addressed the Chair two or three times 
before the Senator from Iowa responded to his name. 


@ maximum 


s 


Mr. LER. The roll call had begun and there had been 

— I should be glad to have the Senator speak, but the 
is 

Mr. AN. LIamin order. The Chair knows—at least if 


the Chair does not know, I know—that I addressed the Chair two 
or three times distinctly before the name of the Senator from 
Towa was called. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not hear the 
{ I know that, but I am still on the floor and 


MORGAN. 
not So Peay rule of the Senate. 
The OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the Sena- 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I think it is unfortunate that 
this peculiar debate and this peculiar exposition of the doctrines 
pervade this bill have occurred upon a question 

the Empire of Japan, and upon productions of 

n, so far as its entering into com- 

merce is concerned. Here, now, it is pro to put a duty upon 
goods that come principally, if not entirely, from Japan, and that 


: 
| 
z 
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duty is attempted by the Senate to be confined, first, to 75 and 
then to 100 per cent, and now to 200 per cent ad valorem, and the 
Senators in charge of this bill refuse to signify by their votes, or 
refuse to allow us to signify, because we are in the minority, our 
unwillingness to tax these Japanese productions exceeding 10 
per cent and now exceeding 200 per cent ad valorem. 

The history of Japan in regard to tariff taxation is one that has 
appealed to our sympathy and to our sense of justice, and we 
have now a treaty with Japan, which goes into effect in 1900, that 
takes off a prohibition imposed upon her by the United States, in 
conjunction with all European powers, against her right to levy 
duties upon imports into that country exceeding, I think, 5 per 
cent. Japan has been trammeled now by that treaty, which was 
forced upon her really at the point of a bayonet, for a number of 
years—nearly thirty years—and she has always complained of it, 
and justly complained of it. Russia started out with the relaxa- 
tion of the treaty, and the United States followed, and Japan is 
now making efforts with the Netherlands and with France and 
Great Britain to have that restriction taken off which was im- 
posed upon her at the close of our civil war. Japan has looked to 
the United States as her foster mother in this line of liberty and 
sovereignty against the treaty arrangement of which she has com- 
plained, and justly, as I have observed, and which we have con- 
sented to let loose. 

Now, it comes to pass when we have other possible troubles 
with Japan, and when her jealousy is excited against us about 
matters where I[ confess she has no possible ground of complaint, 
we are engaged in imposing duties upon one of her chief prod- 
ucts, which the Senate of the United States refuses to say shall 
not exceed 200 per cent ad valorem. I think we ought to havea 
care that we will not outrage the feelings of that nation; for, after 
all, her trade with us is a matter of very great importance. She 
is willing to accommodate herself so as to give American mer- 
chants and manufacturers real advantages over those of any other 
part of the world. 

Japan is now having a great war ship built in the harbor of 
San Francisco, to cost, I think, nearly $5,000,000. The contracts 
are all completed, the keel is being laid now, and the work is 
going on. She gave another ship to Great Britain, which is being 
constructed there, dividing her patronage between the United 
States and Great Britain. In every way that country has mani- 
fested toward us a very earnest desire to have fair commerce: 
but what are we doing in this bill, what are we doing in this par- 
ticular item of the bill? We are making war upon the commerce 
of the world for the purpose of dividing out amongst politicians 
and political retinues in the United States those benefits which 
come from political action in a recent Presidential election. We 
are fastening down upon the commerce of the world burdens 
which it can not stand, which will necessarily cripple our com- 
mercial relations with foreign nations, and there is not a nation 
in the world to-day, from Mexico to Turkey, which does not under- 
stand that the tariff bill which we are now enacting is a war upon 
the commerce of the world. 

Iam expecting, perhaps, that the committee may devise some 
relief upon that old plan of Mr. Blaine’s, of reciprocity, which 
means free trade in disguise, provided the other countries that are 
concerned with us will pay for it. That is all it means, and I hope 
some such relief as that may after a while be incorporated into the 
bill. But the attitude of the Senate of the United States and the 
Honse of Representatives and the administration of the Gov- 
ernment to-day is one of clear, unrelenting, bitter war upon the 
commerce of the world. We may be able to stand it for a while 
here. We are avery powerful,a very energetic people. We grow 
rapidly. We develop resources that nobody anticipates, and we 
scarcely have ever yet met any difficulty, in fact we have not met 
any difficulty in our history, which the natural growth, increase 
of power, and production in this country have not been able to 
outlive and survive. 

But, Mr. President, there is an end tothat. There is also an 
end to the friendship of nations, upon which commercial inter- 
course must necessarily be predicated. Wecan not have unlim- 
ited commerce or valuable commerce with the nations of this 
world when our action is a mere declaration of war against com 
merce and against their interests. They will retaliate upon us. 
Japan has it in her power to retaliate upon us, and doubtless she 
will do so. We have taught her the lesson that she is not bound 
to wear the trammels of treaty obligations forever, such as we 
imposed upon her at the close of our civil war, when we had a war 
with her, or virtually a war. 

When we put that restriction upon her, we lamented it, deplored 
it, and have done all we could from that time to this to relieve her 
from it, but unfortunately we made a joint agreement with four 
European powers, which none of us can get rid of without the 
consent of the five powers concerned, that we would restrain Japan 
in her power of taxation upon imports down to a point where it 
has been impussible for her to collect from import duties any- 
thing like enough to sustain the Government. She has been 
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compelled to resort to enormous internal taxes in order to main- 
tain her Government. 

Having taught her this example, having taught her the injus- 
tice of making this kind of war upon commerce, having invited 
her to make her exchange of commerce with us, now we come to 
an article here which she manufactures, and which, it seems, she 
alone can manufacture with success, which she can put in our 
markets at very low prices, and we prohibit her by a duty that 
we are unwilling to restrict even to 200 per cent. Ithink we have 
been very unfortunate to select this particular article, manufac- 
tured by this particular nation, and at this particular time, to illus- 
trate the ferocity of the tariff bill. It will not be very long until 
the people of the United States, interpreting this bill by schedules 
like the one we are now passing upon, and items like that in rela- 
tion to what is called wild silk, will condemn it out and out. 

I have to abide my time along with my colleagues on this side 
of the Chamber until the day of relief shallcome. I remember 
that there is no resurrection until after death. So far as I am 
concerned, looking forward to the time when the people of the 
United States will again be restored to their resurrectionary pow- 
ers, to something like a reasonable interpretation of the Constitu- 
tion, I stand here ready to invite the death. Let it come; but 
when we are destroying our own people and their happiness and 

rosperity by the exaggeration and outrages of the tariff, do not 

et us aim our shafts at a country like Japan, which has done so 
much to try to assist in her civilization and her rise and progress 
amongst the nations of the earth. 

Mr. ALLISON. One word. The Japanese silks come in under 
the provision beginning in line 23, “‘if weighing not more than one- 
third of an ounce per square yard.” There the bill, as it came to us 
from the House, read ‘‘ $5 per —_ .” By an amendment offered 
by me this morning it was reduced to $4.50. I do not believe the 
duty on the Japanese silks under the bill will amount to 75 per 
cent ad valorem. I would just as lief vote for 100 per cent as 200 
per cent. That is the only question about this matter. 

Mr. WHITE. That is not much of a question, in view of the 
fact that the Senator from Iowa declined to vote for 100 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. I wish to call theattention of the Senate to para- 
graph 250 of the Wilson Act, the present law, where there is this 
proviso: 

Provided, however, That in no case shall the duty levied exceed 8 cents per 
pound on yarns, etc. 

That shows it is not unknown to the law for a maximum to be 
prescribed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from California to the 
committee amendment, on which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr, GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smira]. I transfer my 
pair to the Senator from Ohio [Mr, Hanna], and will vote. I 
vote “ nay.” 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). 
senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. 
I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. If he 
were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THurRsTon]}. 

I should vote ‘“ yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Wisconsin {[Mr. Spooner] to 
the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Bate], and will vote. I 
vote “ yea.” Ns 

The roll call was concluded, ~ 

Mr. RAWLINS. My pair with-the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
HANNA] has been transferred to the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. Smira}. I will therefore vote. I vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 


Mills, 
Morgan, 


I am paired with the 
If he were present, 


I am paired with 
If he were present, 


Gorman, 
Harris, Kans. 
Kenney, 
McLaurin, 
Mantle, 
Martin, 


Teller, 
Tur 


Pasco, 
Pettigrew, 
Pettus, 
Rawlins, 


NAYS—28. 


Jones, Nev. 
Fairbanks, ge, 
Foraker, McBride, 
Frye, Nelson, 
Gear, Penrose, 
Hawley, Perkins, 
Hoar, Platt, Conn. 


Elkins, 
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a D 
NOT VOTING—338. 
McEnery, 
MeMillan, 
Mallory, 
Mason, 
Mitchell, 
Morrill, 


Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Baker, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Cannon, 
Cullom, 
Daniel, 


Sewell, 
Smith, 
Spooner, 
Thurston, 
Tillman, 
Turner, 
Warren, 
Wolcott. 


na, 
Hansbrough, 
Harris, Tenn. 
Heitfeld, edgy 4 
Jones, Ark. Platt, ¥ Y. 
Faulkner, Kyle, Proctor, 
Gallinger, Lindsay, Roach, 

So Mr. WHITE’s amendment to the amendment of the commiiteg 
was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 386, page 1:33, line 
21, before the word ‘‘ cords,” to strike out the word “ braids: ” jy, 
the same line, after the word “tassels,” to strike out “ fringes:” 
in line 23, before the word ‘“* whether,” to insert ‘“‘and;” and in 
line 24, after the word ‘‘ embroidered,” to insert “in any manner.” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

886. Bandings, beltings, bindings, bone casings, braces, cords, cords and 
tassels, garters, gorings, suspenders, tubings, and webs and webbings, com. 
posed wholly or in part of silk, and whether composed in part of india-rubber 
or otherwise, if not embroidered in any manner by hand or machinery, 
per cent ad valorem. : 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend the committee amendment 
by inserting, after the word “ Bandings,” in line 20, the words 
‘including hat bands;” after the word ‘ bindings,” in the same 
line, by inserting the word “ beltings,” instead of where it now 
appears, before the word ‘‘bindings;” and in line 21, by restoring 
the word ‘‘ braids.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 20, after the word ‘“ Bandings,” it is 
ea to insert the words ‘‘including hat bands;” in the same 

ine, before the word ‘‘ bindings,” to strike out “ beltings,” and 
after the word ‘‘ bindings” to insert “ beltings;” and in line 21, 
to restore the word ‘‘braids;” so as to read: 

Bandings, including hat bands, bindings, beltings, bone casings, braces, 
braids, cords, cords and tassels, garters, gorings, suspenders, tubings, and 
webs and webbings, composed wholly or in part of silk. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

Mr. VEST. In line 25, I move to strike out “ fifty” and insert 
‘*forty-five,” the ad valorem on the existing law. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. fore the question is put upon 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri, I wish to have the 
paragraph read as it stands. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

386. Bandings, including hat bands, bindings, beltings, bone casings. braces, 
braids, cords, cords and tassels, garters, gorings, suspenders, tubings, and 
webs and webbings, com d wholly or in part of silk, and whether com- 
poe in part of india rubber or otherwise, if not embroidered in any manner 

y hand or machinery, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri, to strike 
out ‘‘ fifty” and insert ‘‘ forty-five.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 387, page 1:4, line 3, 
after the word ‘‘ruchings,” to insert ‘' braids, fringes, ribbons;” 
in line 4, after the word ‘‘ embroideries,” to strike out the comma 
and the word ‘‘and,” and after the word ‘‘articles,” in the same 
line, to insert ‘‘and fabrics;” in line 5, after the word a machin- 
ery,” to insert ‘‘or;” in line 6, after the word ‘“‘ appliqued,” to strike 
out “articles,” and in line 17, after the word ‘‘of,” to strike out 
**3 cents per ounce, and in addition thereto;” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

387. Laces, and articles made wholly or in part of lace, edgings, insertings, 
galloons, chiffon, or other flouncings, nets or nettings and veilings, neck 
rufflings, ruchings, braids, fringes, ribbons, trimmings, embroideries, and 
articles and fabrics, embroidered oe ene we machinery, or tamboured or 
queiqeee. clothing ready made, and articles of wearing ee of every 
description, including knit goods, made up or manufactured in whole or in 

rt by the tailor, seamst: or manufacturer; all of the above named ar- 

cles made of silk, or of which silk is the component material of chief value, 
not specially provided for in this act, and silk goods ornamented with beads 
or spangles, of whatever material composed, 60 per cent ad valorem: /’ro- 
vided, That any wearing apparel or other articles provided for in this pot 

aph (except gloves) when composed in part of india rubber, shall be sub- 
Sect toa duty of 60 per cent ad valorem. vs 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to modify the amendment by striking 
out the word ‘‘ braids,” in line 3, and the word “ribbons, in ~~ 
4; in the same line 4, by restoring the comma and the word and; 
and by striking out the words ‘and fabrics,” after the word “artt- 
cles,” in that line 4. I think an article is a fabric. There 1s 20 
need of those words. a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amen 
ment will be stated. 











It is proposed to amend the amendment of 
striking out, in line 3, the word ‘‘ braids” and 
the word ‘‘ribbons;” in the same line, after the word 
“embroideries,” by restoring the comma and the word ‘‘and;” 
and in the same line, after the word “‘articles,” by striking out 
the words ‘‘and fabrics;” so as to read: 

Laces, and articles made wholly or in part of lace, edgings, insertings, gal- 


The SECRETARY. 
the committee by 
in line 4 


or other flouncings, nets or nettings and veilings, neck ruf- 


loons, chiffon, ) ] : 5 an a 
, ribbons, trimmings, embroideries, and articles, etc. 


flings, ru 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 388, line 22, page 
134, after the word ‘‘act,” to insert ‘‘and all Jacquard figured 

of which silk is the component material of chief value;” in 
line 24, before the word “‘ manufactures,” to strike out ‘such;” 
and in the same line, after the word “‘ manufactures,” to insert 
«or fabrics;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

988. Allmanufactures of silk, or of which silk is the component material of 
chief value, including such as have india-rubber as a component material, 
not specially provided for in this act, and all Jacquard figured goods of which 
silk is the component material of chief value, 50 per cent ad valorem: Pro- 
vided, That all manufactures or fabrics, of which wool is a component mate- 
rial, shall be classified and assessed for duty as manufactures of wool. 


Mr. ALLISON. After the word ‘‘ goods,” in line 22, I move to 


amend the committee amendment by inserting “in the piece,” 
and by meng, Nagy the words *‘ or fabrics,” after the word ‘‘ man- 
i 


ufactures,” in line 24. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to amend the committee amend- 
ment by inserting in line 22, after the word “ goods,” the words 
‘in the piece;” and in line 24, after the word ‘‘ manufactures,” 
by striking out “‘ or fabrics;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

$88. All manufactures of silk, or of which silk is the component material of 
chief value, including such as have india-rubber as a component material, 


not ially provided for in this act,and all Jacquard figured goods in the 
piece of which silk is the component material of chief value, 50 per cent ad 
valorem: i That all manufactures of which wool is a component 


material shall be classified and assess3d for duty as manufactures of wool. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In line 1, page 135, I move to insert after the word 
“material” the words “of chief value.” 

The SzcreTaRy. After the word ‘‘material,” in line 1, page 
135, it is (Nee to insert the words ‘‘of chief value;” so as to 
read “‘of which wool is a component material of chief value.” 

Mr. VEST. I call attention to the fact that in three places upon 
the on page, 134, the committee deliberately inserted the 
words ‘‘the component material of chief value,” but when they 
come to an article in which wool is found, they strike out ‘ of 
chief value,” and the amendment will therefore amount to this, 
that if there is one single thread of wool in any article, then the 
wool duties are imposed upon it. Why this distinction? Itisa 
very significant one. 

en we talk about silk, look at line 11, page 134, and we find 
the provision that as to all articles ‘‘of which silk is the com- 
ponent material of chief value;” and again in line 20 all articles 
“of which silk is the component material of chief value;” and in 
line 23 we have the same provision, ‘‘ figured goods in which silk is 
the component material of chief value.” Yet upon the beginning 
of the next ree any manufactures ‘of which wool is a 
component ,”’ etc. If there is one single thread or shred 
of wool, then the wool duties immediately attach. I move the 
amendment I have offered in order to equalize this paragraph and 
to make it just and right. There is no reason why this discrim- 
ination should be made. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Missouri allow the proviso 
to be read as it now stands before his amendment is acted upon? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provi That all ufactures of which wool is a component material 
shall be Clasalfled pat anveened for duty as aeenaieae of woek 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have the Senator's amendment 
read from the desk. 

_ The Secretary. It is proposed, after the word ‘‘ material,” in 
line 1, page 135, to insert the words “‘ of chief value;” so as to read: 


Provided, That all manufactures of which wool is a component material 
¢ et value shall be classified and assessed for duty as manufactures of 


Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Iowa whether, 
as the language of the proviso now reads, there are not manufac- 
tures, various ornamental or other special manufactures, that have 
a a than is placed on manufactures of wool, which would 
be reduced in value by weaving a very little of wool into them? 
Are there no such cases? 

Mr. ALLISON. I donotthinkthereare. If there are, of course 
& vous reduce the duty. The wool duties are higher than the 


Mr. HOAR. Yes; higher than the silk duties. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST and Mr. MILLS called for the yeas and nays: 
they were ordered. : ; 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). 
pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr 
tor from Ohio [Mr. Hanna], and vote “ nay. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr.Cuttom]. Iwill trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from Missouri |[Mr. Cockrett.} who 
is paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], and the 
Senator from Iowa and I will vote. I vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). [I am paired with 





and 


I will transfer my 
. SMitH] to the Sena- 


the junior Senator from Vermont {[Mr. Procror]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
Mr. RAWLINS (when his name was -alied). I transfer my 


pair with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna] to the Senator 
from New Jersey {Mr. Smiru], and vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Nebraska | Mr. Tuurston}. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I again trans- 
fer my pair as on the last roll call, and vote ‘* yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the affirmative). 
I am paired with the Senator from Maine |Mr. Har}, and with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative). I should 
state that I have a pair with the Senator from Missouri | Mr, 
CocKRELL], but I have transferred it to the Senator from Illinois 
{Mtr CULLOM], as already stated by the Senator from Delaware 

Mr. Gray). 
The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 
Bacon, Harris, Kans. Pasco, Vest, 
Caffery, Kenney, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Chilton, McLaurin, Pettus, White. 
Clay, Martin, Rawlins, 
Daniel, Mills, Roach, 
Gray, Morgan, Turpie, 
NAYS—29. 

Allison, Frye, McEnery, Shoup, 
Burrows, Gear, Mantle, Stewart, 
Carter, Hansbrough, Nelson, Teller, 
Chandler, Hawley, Penrose, Wellington, 
Clark, Hoar, Perkins, Wilson. 
Davis, Jones, Ney. Platt, Conn 
Fairbanks, Lodge, Pritchard, 
Foraker, McBride, Quay, 

NOT VOTING—39 
Aldrich, Elkins, Kyle, Sewell, 
Allen, Faulkner, Lindsay, Smith, 
Baker, Gallinger, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Bate, George, Mallory, Thurston, 
Berry, Gorman, Mason, Tillman, 
Butler, Hale, Mitchell, Turner, 
Cannon, Hanna, Morrill, Warren 
Cockrell, Harris, Tenn Murphy, Wetmore, 
Cullom, Heitfeld, Platt, N. Y Wolcott. 
Deboe, Jones, Ark Proctor, 


So Mr. VEst’s amendment was rejected. 

The reading of Schedule N was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before passing from this schedule, I omitted to 
call attention to line 2, page 134, where there is a comma after 
‘‘chiffon.” I desire that comma to be stricken out, so as to read 
‘*chiffon or other flouncings,” etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Iowa to page 132, at the end of line 15. 
Should not the comma after ‘‘ boiled” be stricken out? It reads, 
‘*if boiled, off or dyed in the piece.” 

Mr. ALLISON. It should be out. The comma should come in 
yn line 16, after ‘‘ off,” so as to read, ‘‘if boiled off,” etc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment will be agreed 
to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the Senate return to Schedule F, on 
page 66, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 
Schedule F, ‘‘ Tobacco, and manufactures of,” paragraph 210, page 
66, after line 16, to strike out the following paragraph: 

210. Leaf tobacco suitable for cigar wrappers, if not stemmed, & per pound; 
if stemmed, $2.75 per pound: Provided, That if any tobacco imported in any 
bale, box, or package, or in bulk, shall be the growth of different countries 
or shall contain exceeding 15 per cent thereof of leaves suitable for cigar 
wrappers, the entire quantity of tobacco contained in such bale, box, or pack- 
age. or in bulk, shall be dutiable, if not stemmed, at $2 per pound; if stemmed, 
at $2.75 per pound. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

210. Wrapper tobacco, and filler tobacco when mixed or packed with more 
than 5 percent (in weight) of wrapper tobacco, and all leaf tobacco the product 
of two or more countries or dependencies when mixed or packed together, if 
unstemmed, $1.50 per pound; if stemmed, $2.25 per pound; filler tobacco not 
specially provided for in this act, if unstemmed, 3 cents per pound; if 
stermmed, 5) cents per pound. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I move to modify the committee amendment 
first in line 4, by striking out “five” and inserting ‘‘ fifteen,” and 
also by striking out the words in parentheses ‘‘(in weight).” I will 
state the whole modification. Also in line 7 I move to insert 
“seventy-five” instead of ‘‘ fifty,” and in line 8 “‘ fifty” instead of 
“twenty-five.” I propose all those as a single modification of the 
amendment. 

The SECRETARY. 
to read: 

210. Wrapper tobacco, and filler tobacco when mixed or packed with more 
than 15 per cent of wrapper tobacco, and all leaf tobacco the product of two 
or more ceuntries or dependencies when mixed or packed together, if un- 
stemmed, $1.75 per pound; if stemmed, $2.50 per pound; filler tobacco not 

ecially provided for in this act, if unstemmed, 35 cents per pounds; if 

mined, 50 cents per pound. 

Mr. PASCO. Iask the Senator from Iowa if that does not re- 
store the provision of the Wilson bill as to weight? 

Mr. ALLISON. As to weight. 

Mr. PASCO. That is satisfactory. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee as modified. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I was very much in hopes that our 
friends upon the other side would allow these rates to remain as 
they were reported from the committee. They were, both as to 
wrapper tobacco and as to filler tobacco, identical in fact with 
the rates imposed in the existing law. Now there is an increase 
of 25 cents upon both these classes of tobacco. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. I say there is an increase of 25 cents upon each of 
these classifications. I os want to call the attention of the 
Senate to the condition of the tobacco business commercially, as 
shown by the comparative statement. We exported in 1896 of 
leaf tobacco $24,405,245 worth. We imported during the same 
year of wrapper unstemmed tobacco $5,057,833 worth, and of 
stemmed leaf tobacvo $5,934,988 worth, and of stemmed smoking 
tobacco $497,314 worth. So it will be seen that the balance of 
trade, asit is generally termed, in regard to tobacco is enormously 
in favor of the United States against the world. 

We have here in this bill, as we have always had, the same old 
controversy between the wrapper tobacco of Connecticut and the 
Sumatra tobacco, and the same thing is attempted here as in all 
conflicts between domestic and foreign interests wherever they 
are found in tariff legislation. It is proposed by this increase upon 
wrapper tobaceo to shut out, if possible, or handicap by a larger 
tax, the Sumatra tobacco, so as to compel the tobacco manufac- 
turers of the United States to use larger quantities of the Ameri- 
can wrapper tobacco. 

If Senators feel any interest in this matter, I ask them to turn 
to the testimony taken by the Committee on Ways and Means. I 
have not the slightest imterest locally, because in my State no 
—— tobacco of any consequence is produced. All the tobac- 
cos from Missouri are the heavy bottom tobaccos used for chew- 

ing and for the inferior grades of smoking tobacco. But those 
Senators who feel any interest in the matter and who have lar 
tobacco manufactories in their States will find an interesting dis- 
cussion of this question in the testimony before the Ways and 
Means Committee. 

The sum and substance of that testimony I will state as suc- 
cinctly as possible. I will not say the unanimous opinion, but the 
general consensus of opinion, according to the testimony of the 
people who gave their evidence before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, is that for some reason the Sumatra nee is preferred 
by manufacturers and smokers. One gentleman, Mr. Van Duzer, 

_who is very much opposed to the Sumatra tobacco, accounts for 
this state of things both in Europe and the United States by say- 
ing that it isa fad; that it is because of the foolishness of the 
American le in thinking thata eng ness it is imported is 
necessarily better. But Mr. Vah Duzer himself said upon cross- 
examination that this Sumatra tobacco is of a brighter color and 
smoother, and that it gives an attractive appearance to the cigar, 
— causes the smokers to prefer the Sumatra wrapper to any 
other. 

Mr. Van Duzer was asked what duty he thought ought. to be 
imposed in order to exclude Sumatra tobacco from this country, 
and he stated it very frankly; and I am glad to find one protec- 
tionist who is not at all terrified by the result of his principles. 

You want it— 


Said General WHEELER— 
300 per cent above the McKinley rate? 


Referring to Sumatra tobacco. His answer was: 

I do not care what per cent you have. If we are going to have peice 
tion—if it 300, or 400, or or 1,000 per cent, it is all right, for there is 
that much difference between our labor and Chinese labor. ; 

There is a gentleman whose couragelI admire. Heis willing to 
follow out to the legitimate result the principles that he 
He is not frightened at a thousand per cent. I commend his tes- 


It is proposed to amend the paragraph so as 


or 
20, 


JUNE 


timony to my friend from Iowa, who did not want the lini; o¢ 
100 per cent, nor 200 per cent, but clung tothe minimum pe ,, nt 
in the tion that he rted from the committee. But }ora 
is a gentleman who brutally says—no, I will not use that y.-) 

for I respect him—who says frankly and boldly, ‘If it takes ) ),,' 
per cent, I am forit, to shut out the Sumatra tobacco.” Ani +); 
is the whole of this controversy. . 

As a matter of course, the raisers of tobacco in Connectio); 
want the market themselves. I believe possibly there is s0))).. .¢ 
this wrapper tobacco  peotinced in Florida, but I do not know +, 
what extent it has influenced the political convictions of the |)... 
ida _ e. L hope theystill adhere to their old doctrine, as [ jay. 
no doubt the Senators from Florida do. But the controversy \. 
absolutely between the Connecticut wrapper tobacco and th. Sy). 
matra tobacco, and because a large number of the people of thi, 
country are foolish enough to want the Sumatra tobacco, Coneress 
is asked to intervene by large taxation and change their tast.. 41 
reform their wicked proclivities toward a foreign article, and ¢}).\ 
must be made indirectly to use the cigars that are wrapped in ¢))) 
Connecticut tobacco and eschew, or, rather, not use, those that aye 
wrapped in the Sumatra tobacco. 

There is only a raise here of 25 cents, and a test vote upon the 
amendment of the committee will settle the conclusion of the Se). 
ate. For oneI shall vote against the amendment increasing thes» 
duties 25 cents. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri is 
usually accurate, but he is mistaken in some things to-day. [n 
the first place, nobody dreams of excluding Sumatra entirely, [ 
doubt if a five-dollar ae would do it. 

In the next place, incidentally, he uses the term ‘Connecticut 
tobacco,” as if the article were confined to one State. There are 
ten States that raise =e There is some in the lower part, 
I think, of New Hampshire, in a limited region; some in Mass: 
chusetts, and some fine fields of it in Connecticut. where it is a 
very large and important crop. In New York, in Pennsylvania. 
in I believe, certainly in Wisconsin, it is quite a large 
product. 

Sumatra tobaceo is not understood, or is understood by a few. 
If a cigar were made entirely of Sumatra tobacco, the sinoker 
would probably be ill. It is not fit for any use but wrappers. It 
is exceedingly thin, quite smooth, and gives the cigar a pleasing 
appearance. By reason of its thinness and the small quantity of 
it on the cigar, the smoker does not get much of the bitterness and 
venom that are in that tobacco naturally. So it will always sell 
for —— 

The necticut wrapper, that portion selected for wrapper 
tobacco, is of a very much better ne A passable cigar 
made entirely of it cam be manufactured. It is very smooth, and 
makes a handsome cigar, as everybody can easily ascertain. and 
it brings spare cash to some counties in our State. Perhaps we 
feel quite as much interested as any other State. We have more 
thian most in proportion to ourarea. The proceeds of the tobacco 
——- go into the millions in Connecticut. 

e Sumatra tobacco is raised in the Dutch Possessions, where 
they pay about 10 cents a day for labor. I do not know, |iit | 
make a good guess when I say that the tobacco does not stan the 
Dutchman more than 15 cents a pound, and he sells it over here 
at from 80 cents to $1.20. 

I have already alluded to the exceeding thinness of its leaf. It 
is a faet that 1 pound of it will wrap as much as 3 or 4 poun's of 
the comparatively thin Connecticut wrapper. So, you see, it isa 
very great competitor. Our people do not e t to keep it out, 
but they think that, having found a profitable crop in their own 
very superior tobacco, they might have a reasonable degree of )rv- 
tection. Two dollars a pound duty sounds large. but it does 1 
begin to compensate for the difference due to lightness and t!in- 
ness. We do not think it unreasonable to appeal, without dem 
gogism, to the desire to give the farmer something of protection. 

My people at home were much determined, very anxious 
to secure a duty of $2 a They know tly well that 
the tobacco will come in at $3 or $4, but if you put the rate hig!) 
suppose we put it at $2, as was done by the McKinley Act-— tle 
result is that the having an abundant supply chea)|y 
produced, ee oe price to 80 cents or so. He 
would like to get $1.20, but he can make money at 50 cents. !f 
you the duty he ranges his between 84 cents and 
$1.20. Exactly that was done under the McKinley and Wilson 
acts. You can not escape it. He will put his tobacco down an! 
it will come in under duty. There is no doubt about that. 

i nity of the country have p: d,and 
fertile lands have come into the possession of the peo)” 
West for a nominal in immense areas for notli- 


as 
of 
ing, under the homestead act, the agriculture of the East has be" 


sorely afflicted. Those whom I best and love best in 
this country depend upon the soil for living. I used to see 
in my boyhood in Connecticut quite a number of cattle upon every 
farm of any considerable size. not see them now. I used to 








4997. 
upon 
irep = 


ago. 

e compete with none ofthe products of thatdescription. We 
nid raise a very fair crop of wheat peranse, 30 bushels, perhaps. 
obody tries to raise wheat against the enormous prairies of the 
est, with those monstrous gang es and the great machines 





grandfather's farm always a flock of sheep. They 


that go cutting end binding, and I believe Sauniee also, moving 
like batteries echelon through square miles of fields. We can 
not compete them in raising wheat. We raise oats enough 


for our own horses and some rye and occasionally some buck- 
wheat for home consumption. : 

Mr. GRAY. No fertilizers are required on those Western 

ds. 

a7 HAWLEY. No fertilizers; you can find a slimy black soil 
6 or 8 feet = of eternal richness. And transportation has de- 
scended from 3 or 4 cents per ton per mile to 5 or 4 or 3 mills per 
mile. Competition phew ere So we fall back upon the dairies, 
and send milk, go butter, and eggs, and what is commonly 
called en truck to the towns and cities. And we raise some 
tobacco with which we try to make a little money. Some of our 
people raise large quantities of garden seeds, but we encounter 
the competition of dirty and adulterated stuff from Europe against 
which the Senate committee offers us no fair protection. 

The short of it is, that agriculture is very greatly limited among 
us. There is only one single product that is really one of com- 


tive In 1892 Connecticut, Massachusetts, Vermont, 
and New raised 65,748 cases of tobacco, of 350 pounds 
to the case, st 53,962 in 1895, a reduction of nearly 12,000. In 
1892 New York raised 43,381 cases of tobacco, against 20,764 in 1895; 


Pennsylvania, in 1892, raised 85,714 cases, against 55,528 in 1895, a 
reduction of over 30,000 pounds; Wisconsin, in 1892, raised 51,428 
cases, which was reduced to 22,762 in 1895; Ohio, in 1892, raised 
53,600 cases under the McKinley law, and it went down to 38,751 
under the Wilson law. The prices were more remarkable. 

The average price of the New England crop in 1892 was a frac- 
tion over 25 cents a pound; in 1895 it went down to 9 cents per 

und. It might have been an unfavorable season, but the re- 

uction was greatly owing to legislation. The average in the | 
other States named was 11} cents as against 5% cents, and this in 
the face of the fact that the manufacture of cigars is increasing 
at the rate of 75,000,000 per year. 

Of the 4,200,000,000 cigars made in the United States last year, 
more than 2,000,000,000 were wrapped with Sumatra leaf, and wi!l 


continue so to be under any ordinary duty. 
I think—I appeal to my Republican friends particularly—that I 
am asking but a very modest and reasonable ee of protection 


for the highest form of all industries—that of agriculture—when 
I advocate $2 a pound duty on Sumatra, but vote for the $1.75, or 
all that is offered 

; Mr. President, the amendment in which I feel 
the most interest is that proposed by the committee to the 5 per 
cent clause. Paragraph 210 reads as follows: 

Wrapper tobacco, and filler tobacco when mixed or packed with more 
than 5 per cent (in weight) of pepres eneee, and all leaf tobacco the prod- 


uct of two or more coun or dependencies when mixed or packed together, 
if unstemmed, $1.50 per pound, etc. 


I wish to give a brief history of this ma sg subject, so that 
the amendment may receive the consideration which its impor- 
tance deserves. 

When leaf tobacco was imported from Cuba into the State 
which I have the honor in part to represent, under the terms of 
law an entire bale was subject to wrapper rates if 

the bale was suitable for wrapper purposes. This 
was the clause in the McKinley law: 


wra) 


Leaf for if not stemmed, $2 per 
; $2.75 per = 4 \ t if any portion of any 
in any bale, box, or package, or in bulk, shall be suitable 

the entire quantity of tobacco con in such hale, 
shail be dutiable; if not stemmed, at $2 per pound; 


per 
that this worked a great hardship, to such an ex- 
copeseah Minnndne would have practically excladed the impor 
ve exclu the impor- 
tation of wrapper tobacco from the Island of Cuba. The question 
of Appraisers in New York as to 
, and they decided that only 
commercially known as should 
ee eae 
wrapper purposes, at 
filler tobaceo. That was the de- 
ified the severity of the law, 
been in exact harmony with its 
was carefully considered when the Wil- 
15 per cent clause was regarded 
as a part of the 
follows: 
box, 
15 per cent 


or bulk of leaf 


tobacco of 
of leaves suitable in 
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color, fineness of texture, and size for wrappers for cigars, then tho entire 
contents of such bale, box, package, or bulk shall be subject to the same duty 
as wrapper tobacco. : 

This carried into the law practically the decision of the Board 
of Appraisers, and that has been the rule which has controlled the 
matter up to the present time. It was carried into the House bill 
as appears on page 66: 

Provided, That if any tobacco imported in any bale, box, or package 


or in 
bulk, shall be the growth of different countries or shall contain exceeding Ib 
per cent thereof of leaves suitable for cigar wrappers, the entire quant ty of 


tobacco contained in such bale, box, or package, or in bulk, shall be dutiable, 
if not stemmed, at @ per pound; if stemmed, at $2.75 per pound 

When the bill first came from the Senate committee, the 5 per 
cent clause was substituted for the 15 per cent clause, and the 
effect of the amendment now offered by the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] who has charge of the bill will restore this item 
at the same rate that appears in the Wilson law, the same rate 
fixed by the decision of the Board of Appraisers, and it is a just 
and proper and fair amendment. 

If the 5 per cent clause should be adopted as part of the law, and 
this amendment should fail, it would practically keep out of the 
country the Habana tobacco which has been heretofore imported, 
for the Cubans put up their tobacco there without separating the 
tobacco suitable for wrappers from the fillers, and it is impossi- 
ble to determine the quality of an entire bale of tobacco without 
opening each bale and examining each leaf separately, which is 
not practicable. It is not imported in this way with the intention 
of defrauding the revenue of the Government, but that is the 
practice over in Cuba, and the people who use the tobacco in this 
country have no way of changing the Cuban mode of baling 
tobacco. Soitis the proper and just thing to make this allowance, 
and to impose the wrapper duty only in case there should be more 
than 15 per cent of tobacco in the bale that can be used for that 
purpose. 

e have presented this matter to the committee, and I am glad 
to say that they have accepted this modification of their amend- 
ment. They have restored the House features, and in this respect 
it is in harmony with the Wilson law. 

So far as the rates of duty are concerned, the people in my State 
are interested not only as cigar manufacturers, but as tobacco 
raisers. A very fine quality of tobacco is raised in Florida, and 
the farmers and planters who raise tobacco believe that it can be 
used successfully instead of the Habana tobacco for a wrapper. 
This fine quality of tobacco is raised in several of the counties in 
my State, and in Polk County it is claimed that a grade of leaf is 
raised that can hardly be distinguished from the real Habana. 
This subject is of particular importance to our people, as many 
Cubans have come over to Florida and manufactories have been 
established at Tampa, Key West, and other places, and a most 
valuable manufacturing interest has been built up, which interest 
will be destroyed if this 5 per cent clause should be insisted upon. 

The farmers and tobacco raisers of the State are specially inter- 
ested in the rate of duty upon leaf tobacco, which, as I have already 
said, is grown in many of the counties. A number of communi- 
ties are endeavoring to raise this tobacco. Both political parties 
have decided that tobacco is a proper subject for a high rate of 
duty. In the McKinley Act, at have shown, the duty on wrap- 
per tobacco was fixed at $2.75 a pound, in the Wilson law at $1.50 
a pound, in the bill as it came from the House at $2 a pound, and 
in the bill as reported by the committee at $1.50 a pound. The 
proposition now offered with reference to the rate is a compro- 
mise between the House action and the original Senate committee 
action, and fixes the rate at $1.75 a pound, halfway between the 
two propositions. 

Both political parties, as I have said, have recognized tobacco 
as a proper subject for a high rate of tariff duty; and the onl 

uestion is between the rate of $2 a pound and $1.50 a pound. 

he committee, as I understand, after considering all the facts 
which have been presented to them, have reached this compro- 
mise rate of $1.75 a pound. I am disposed to stand by the action 
of the committee in that regard as well as in the other, believing 
that this is a proper subject for revenue, and believing as did 
those who framed the Wilson law and as did those who have 
framed this bill, that this is a proper subject from which a large 
reyenue can properly be rais For these reasons I shall vote 
for the amendments as offered by the Senator from Iowa to the 
amendment which originally came from the Senate Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, the smoking of a good cigar by an 
ordinary Democrat in the United States is one of the lost arts 
[laughter], and it is the result of the taxation which has been 
placed u tobacco and upon cigars. We have duties levied— 
we have hel them all the time, and I do not expect that they will 


be changed by anything that I shall say—in the interest of tobacco 
owers that are enormous and unconscionable, and they can not 
justified in any court of conscience or before any tribunal 

which r 
I do not, 


the obligation of moral law. 
. President, recognize the right of Congress to pass 
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a law imposing high taxes upon anything except for the purpose 
of raising revenue for the support of the Government. It was an 
old doctrine of our fathers that luxuries should be taxed high 
and necessaries low, but they understood by luxuries the things 
wealthy people would buy, because they would then bear their 
proportional part of the taxes necessary to support the Govern- 
ment when their wealth was beyond the reach of direct taxation. 
But the idea of saying that a pipeful of tobacco is a luxury, or 
that a fairly good cigar is a luxury, that has got to be taxed to 
prohibition, and thus smite the lowliest, the humblest, and the 
poorest class of our population, is a perversion of that doctrine. 

I have cast up some figures on this tobacco business, which 
show that the people of this country are completely in the hands of 
the manufacturers of cigars. Our Internal Revenue Commissioner 
reports to us that the annual make of cigars in this country is 
about four thousand millions. He gives us the number of pounds 
of tobacco used in the making of those four thousand million 
cigars, which shows that there are about 20 pounds of tobacco in 
a thousand cigars. 

I have taken the export price of our American tobacco, and it 
is far beyond the reach of the home price of our ordinary tobacco. 
I have taken it at 12 cents a pound, where our good tobacco where 
I was raised in Kentucky, in one of the best tobacco districts in 
that State, is not now worth 5 cents a pound, and yet I have taken 
it at 12 cents. Twenty pounds of American tobacco at 12 cents a 
pound gives $2.40; labor, 82 cents, and the internal revenue on 
that tobacco $8 on a thousand cigars, which make them cost $6.22. 

If the manufacturer imports 20 pounds of tobacco and makes a 
thousand cigars, his tobacco costs him 40 cents a pound, and that 
is $8; the labor cost is $2.76; the customs tax on that tobacco, at 
35 cents a pound, is $7; and the internal-revenue tax on cigars is 
$2 a thousand, making the total cost $20.70 a thousand. A cigar 
dealer told me that the low-grade cigars, which cost six dollars and 
something on the thousand, are sold at from $25 to $35 a thousand by 
the wholesale dealer, by the manufacturer; that these cost, if made 
from imported tobacco, $20, and they are sold at from $40 to $50 a 
heal, How is it possible for them to impose this high price 
upon the American people? 

When you look at the cost of ners cigars you find the dut 
about 100 per cent. Twenty pounds of cigars cost $4.50 a pound, 
which makes $90; the specific tax is $4 a pound, which makes $80; 
the ad valorem tax is 25 per cent, which makes $22.50, and the 
internal-revenue tax is $3, making a thousand cigars of the best 
quality imported cost, laid down in the United States, $195.50, 

The ordinary good tobacco is prohibited from coming by the 
high rates of duty, just as we saw a few moments ago that the 
ordinary silk goods are kept out by specific rates amounting to 
from 100 to 700 per cent. The result is that the exceedingly 
wealthy people can smoke cigars that cost by the thousand 20 
cents apiece, but an ordinary Democrat can not smoke cigars at 
that price. What has he got todo? He can not have good to- 
bacco; so he has to take cigars made out of what we called in 
Kentucky ‘ lugs,” the 5-cent cigars. 

The tobacco manufacturers are protected from without by your 
tariff duties and protected against competition within by your 
internal-revenue system. A poor man can not make cigars and 
sell them; a mar of small means can not engage in the business. 
It takes much capital. Hence, the cigar-making business of the 
United States is in the hands of a few monumental cigar dealers, 
millionaires; and if they are not millionaires when they go into 
the business, they soon get to be. Any man who has the profits 
which are given by this law to this business soon gets to be a 
millionaire and a multimillionaire. 

I want the tobacco smokers, as well as the tobacco producers, 
as well as the tobacco importers, and as well as the tobacco manu- 
facturers—I want the millions who smoke, and have a right to 
smoke, to smoke good cigars. Itis a right that is in abeyance; it 
is a right that has been confiscgted; but it is a right nevertheless; 
and in imposing taxes to raise revenue for the Government, we 
ought to regard the smoking of tébacco as one of the necessaries 
of life, and not a luxury, for we find it in every family all over 
our country, North, South, East, and West, in the lowliest cabin 
of the laborer; and we see the laborer on the highway with his 
pipe or cigar in his mouth. If nobody else moves to decrease the 
rate of duty in the pending tariff bill, I shall move to doit. I 
move, Mr. President, to strike out paragraph 210 and substitute 
in lieu of it: 


Leaf tobacco of all kinds, 30 per cent ad valorem. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows inthe chair). The 
Senator from Texas proposes an amendment, which will be stated. 


The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 210 as 
amended and in lieu thereof to insert: 


Leaf tobacco of all kinds, 30 per cent ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs]. 
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Mr. PASCO. I merely wish to add to what I have said jw: 
a statement as to the duties collected on importations of }..; ; 
bacco of these different varieties under the Wilson law. Of af 
tobacco suitable for chee wrappers, in 1896, at the rate of s| -.. 
pound, the rate fixed by the Wilson law, the duties collect.) o 
importations were $6,286,523.09. The amount collected 4] ; 
custom-houses upon leaf and other unmanufactured tob::- - 
stemmed, was $5,555,548.93, in the same year, at the rate , 
cents a pound; on stemmed tobacco, at the rate of 50 cents a poy, 
the amount collected was $522,881.23, making the total ainony: .3 
revenue on leaf tobacco during the year 1896, under the opers 
of the Wilson law, $12,364,953.25. ; 

Mr. BACON. There are two rates of duty specified in the jen. 
ing paragraph, one for wrappers and the other for fillers, and jy 
the case of stemmed and unstemmed there isa variation. [ ,o. 
sire to ask the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco} if he cay 
state approximately what is the ad valorem which these s)ecitic 
duties will give upon this kind of tobacco? ; 

Mr. PASCO, he Senator from Texas [Mr. MILIs] has made g 
calculation upon that subject,and can probably answer the 
tion of the Senator from Georgia better than I can. 

Mr. BACON. Can not the Senator from Florida state what jt 
is, approximately? He is doubtless familiar with the sub ject. 

Mr. MILLS. I will state that it is somewhere from 121 to 129 
per cent. 

Mr.BACON. Iunderstood the Senator from Florida to say that 
that duty is acceptable and desired by the people of Florida. Ain 
I correct in that? 

Mr. PASCO. I have stated, Mr. President, that it is simply a 
question of 25 cents between the rate fixed by the laws heretofore 
passed by the Congresses sitting in 1890 and 1894, representing the 
two great political parties, one known as the McKinley law and 
the other as the Wilson law. The rate offered by the amendment 
is a compromise between the two rates, meeting them halfway. 
The higher rates would be most acceptable to the tobacco raisers 
of Florida, but to the cigar manufacturers the lower rates would 
be acceptable. That is the way = people regard it. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to know from the Senator from Florida 
why it is that the higher rate is desired by the people of Florida? 

Mr. PASCO. The tobacco growers prefer the higher rates be- 
cuuse they think they will get a larger price for the tobacco, and 
the cigar manufacturers prefer the lower rates because they think 
they will get the tobacco used in manufacturing cigars at a lower 


rate. 

Mr. BACON. I understand the Senator to say that the tobacco 
growers desire a high rate because by reason of it the price of 
their product will be increased. 

Mr. PASCO. That is their expectation. 

Mr. MILLS. To satisfy my friend the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Bacon], I will say that on leaf tobacco suitable for cigar 
wrappers the —— ad valorem is 124.29 percent. On another 
class of leaf tobacco it is 93.60 per cent; on another class, 105.14 
per cent; another, 222.22 per cent; another, 238.11 per cent; an- 
other, 110.80 per cent; another, 112.69 per cent; another, 1:):}.()2 per 
cent. If those duties were reduced there would be large impor- 
tations, and we would get more revenue and better cigars. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
— by the Senator from Texas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee as amended on the motion of the 
Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. : 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I like the House provision 
better than that of the Senate in rd to tobacco, for the reason 
that it places a higher duty upon fillers than the Senate comiiitice 
have placed upon it. I do not know that the duty upon wrappers 
is any too high, but under the paragraph as it now stands we will 
receive no revenue whatever from tobacco that will come in {:.m 
Cuba or Mexico as wrapper. It will all come in as filler ani be 
used as wrapper, thus defrauding the Government out of a very 
large sum of money. It does not seem to me that that is just or 
fair or that it furnishes that measure of protection to the producers 
of wrapper in this country that ought to be afforded. _ 

It is a fact that last year there was imported into this country 
but 28,000 pounds of Cuban wrappers, so called, which paid duty 
at $1.50, and yet there were made in this country 300,000.00) Cuban 
cigars, 160,000,000 of them being made in Florida. They were 
ee in Cuban tobacco—tobacco that came in as filler and 
paid 35 cents a pound, 

The revenue coliected was about thirty-eight or forty thousan( 
dollars, The revenue which ought to have been collected 1s 
$2,250,000. 1 know it is useless to talk to the committee, for after 
the caucus meet and they , the most nefarious and infamous 

rovision can be put through here without the squirming of any- 
y's conscience. While I know it is useless, 1 am going to put 
into the Recor» these facts in regard to the matter, in the hope 


re 
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that they will have some influence on the conference. 
Secretary to read the statement which I present. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


There were im rted into the United States during the fiscal year ended 


I ask the 


June WO, 1895, 25,688,261 pounds, of which 5,104,495 pounds were Sumatra and 
paid duty of $1.50 per pound. a 

ounds. 

‘uba tobacco, which paid duty of $1.50 per pound...................- on 1a 

Imported into the port of Tampa..........-.........-----.-----+-+ 3 aia 

Imported into the port of IN Ee ” 2 683 

— 6,50 

Leaves a balance of .... - le eS WR ae Ta dc —— 


coming under the head of Habana wrappers, constituting the entire impor- 
tation of the United States, outside of Tampaand Key West. During the same 
year there were manufactured in the State of Florida 147,802,909 cigars. Prob- 
ably 9 per a ees to Tampa and Key West, and were known as 
wra cigars. 
—- wade imported into the United States tobacco for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1 32,924,966 pounds. Sumatra suitable for wrappers and 
paying duty of $1.50 per pound, 4,428,448 pounds. ; ’ 
-ounds. 


EEE EEE ae 22, 406 
ae r CC ee 3, 881 
Bb TOMI Fare nwc cc cne one nner nc cnce cone co scee seen enon maiennte 2,563 
—— §,844 
EE ee eee . 16,562 


constituting the importation of wregpete at all other ports of the United 
States paying a duty of $1.50 per pound. In this year of 1896 there was man- 
ufactu in the State of Florida 161,084,191 cigars, and again I presume that 
90 per cent were made at Tampa and Key West and constitute cigars wrapped 
with Habana tobacco. Sotaking the two years together (18% and 1896) there 
were manufactured at Tampa and Key West about 250,000,000 cigars covered 
with Habana wrappers; and taking a fair estimate of 5 pounds to a thousand, 
it would seem in that case to require 1,250,000 pounds of wrappers to cover 
these particular cigars, and the duty that the Government has affixed ($1.50) 
would amount to $1,875,000. 

The duty actually received for wrappers at Tampa and Key West for two 
years was $18,517.50, and deducting this from the amount that the Govern- 
ment should have received, the following is the result, a loss to the Govern- 
ment and a present to the manufacturers of Tampaand Key West of $1,856,- 


482.50. 

We goa little further and take the total quantity of tobacco other than 
Sumatra which has paid duty of $1.50,and which comes under the head of 
Cuba wrappers, for two years, and take the entire country including Tampa 
and Key West; there were imported as wrappers from Cuba, paying a duty of 
$1.50 in the year 1895, 28,133 pounds; in the year 1896, 22,406 pounds; making a 
total of 50,539 pounds; at $1.50 per pound would be $75,808.50. 


It is generally believed that the production of Habana wrapped 
is about 300,000,000 per annum throughout the United 

States, including Tampa and Key West. Now, taking this to 
be nearly correct, it would seem that 600,000,000 cigars had 
been ie and covered with Habana wrappers during the 
years of 1895 and 1896, and if it requires 5 pounds of wrappers 
to cover a thousand cigars, the duty which the Government 
should have received would amount to.......................... 
The duty which the Government actually received on the im- 
portation of Habana wrappers amounted to...................- 


Loss to the Government and a present to the manufacturers in 
nc itnceesks cdeuueeccastcungenctéasenscscoe 406,191.00 
During the same period, 1895 and 1896, there was imported into 
the United States of Sumatra tobacco about 10,000,000 pounds, 
paying a duty to the Government of 15, 000, 000. 00 
Mark you, this is in two years, and these figures are here given simply as 
a key to show that during the two years referred to, the higher-priced cigars 
have pad * a for their wrappers of $75,808.50, while the myer peseee 


$4, 500, 000. 00 


75, 808. 50 





large ne the smoke of the masses, have paid a duty of 
000,000 to the Government for their wrappers. It is Sane to make 
any further ent—figures will speak for themselves— except that I will 


show it to you 5 another way. If it takes about 2} pounds of Sumatra wrap 
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the outside of a thousand cigars, now then, whosoever smokes | 


to cover 

tone cigars—and some of them are as cheap as $20 per thousand—pays the 
Government import duty on the wrapper of $3.75. 
have virtually paid 35 cents duty on tobacco which they have used on the 
outside of their cigars, and presuming that instead of using 2} pounds they 
use 5 pounds, thus you will see that the higher-priced cigars, running any- 
where from $50 to $120 per thousand, pay a Government duty on the wrap- 
pers of $1.75 per thousand, whereas the cheaper article, as already stated, 
pays, by the working of the law, $3.75 per thousand. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems from this statement that wrap- 
pers for high-priced cigars come in as fillers. 
that tobacco which was sent to the port of New York and re- 

ted has gone to Florida and there has been admitted and used 


or this purpose. Therefore the cigars which the more wealthy | 


le smoke pay a duty of $1.75 a thousand on the wrapper, 
while the cigars that the poor people smoke, covered with Sumatra 
wrapper, pay a duty of $7.50 a thousand on the wrapper. Itseems 
to me it is unjust and unwise. I supposed the committee would 
look into the matter and correct the defect. There is no good rea- 
son why the Cuban wrapper should come in for nothing. 

There is no good reason why it should not pay the duty required 
of other wra . Only 28,000 pounds of Cuban wrapper paid a 
duty of $1.50 fast y , and yet we made 300,000,000 Cuban cigars. 
They ought to have paid a duty of $2,250,000. Therefore I think 
the should prevail, and the duty on all fillers 
cents, instead of 35 cents. 
also to have placed in the Recorp a statement by Mr. 
who is one of the largest cigar makers in this country, if 
in the world. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Let me say to you that there is no man on earth who can tively define 
what qunstitates a wrapper in tobacco such as comes from Cuba or Mexico; 
and while the W was very explicit and stated that where any por- 


fs 
rf 


: 


1] 


If Habana manufacturers | 


Ihave been informed | 





cents; in fact, the duty on fillers should be $1. 
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tion of a bale consisted of wrappers the whole was to pay the wrapper duty, 
yet in spite of this the Habana and Mexican tobacco continued to pour into the 
United States at 35 cents duty, whereas the duty on r gnized wrappers, 
such as Sumatra, was 2a pound under the Wil 
son bill ybaceo, which had 


and this thing grew worse 
In fact, there is no law for Tampa or Key West t 





been refused admittance in New York, had been sh d to Tampa and Key 
West, and there readily admitted. This is a ridiculous farce. Inasmuch as 
it seems utterly impossible to get a uniformduty, as pointed out in my argu 
ment, we must do the next best thing. and hence I adv ited a duty of $3 on 
wrappers and $1 on fillers, and the following would have been th sult: If 
manufacturers of cigars use 2} pounds of Sumatra for wrappers, then the 
duty that these cigars paid the Government for their wray pers would be $7.50, 

The Habana manufacturers claim that they use 5 pounds. Good: we ad 
mit that. If they paid $1 a pound, their duty for the wrappers would be % 
per thousand, but they wouid also pay more duty for the filling of the work 
than the people who use the Sumatra wrapper. To put it different: The Ha 
bana cigars consume about 20 pounds of tobacco toa thousand. If it is all 
Hahana tobacco, and paid $1 per pound, the duty on that thousand cigars would 
be 0. That represents the better class of cigars and selling anywhere from 
$50 to $120 per thousand. The other cigars, on which Sumatra toba is 


used in connection with Ha»Sana, sell anywhere from $30 to $50 per th 


and the duty they would pay would be about as follows: Twelve pounds of 
fillers at $1 per pound duty would be $12. Twoanda half pounds of wrap- 
pers at $3 per — duty would be $7.50, making a total of $19.50. 

So you see I have this pretty carefully worked out. All other cigars in 
which there was no imported tobacco, either for wrappers or fillers, would 
pay noimport duty at all to the Government, and these would constitute the 
smoke of the masses, and thus the broad principle would be carried out, that 
those who smoke the better class of cigars would pay the higher duty, and 


that is correct and as it should be 

Now, then, the Dingley schedule finally fixed the duty on wrappers at &2 
per pound, and on fillers at 65cents. If you take the same rule as above, then 
the following will be the result: Twelve pounds of fillers at 65 cents duty 
would be $7.80, and 2) pounds of Sumatra wrappers at & per pound duty would 
be $5, making a total] of $12.80. The Habana cigars consume about 20 pounds 
of tobacco to a thousand—if it 1s all Habana tobacco—and pay 65 cents per 

ound duty. Then the duty on that thousand cigars would be $13; and this 
Jingley bill under the circumstances is quite correct, excepting that the 5 
per cent clause. which was crammed in by the Tampa people, should be 
stricken out and the language of the bill be precisely as it was under the 
McKinley Act. 

Now, these po who have been making the clear Habana cigars have had 
such enormous advantages that they do not care what the duty is on wrap 
pers as long as they would be permitted to continue their illicit practice, and 
this will be accomplished if the duty on fillers is allowed to remain at 35 
The principle is correct that 
whatever the duty on Met ony neg is, the duty on fillers should be one-half. As 
already stated, the Dingley law will answer, and I believe under it the Amer- 
ican growers and manufacturers of tobacco would be benefited as n-ver be 
fore, and the wrong which has crept into the qe ion of the previous law 
would be corrected, and what we consider the American manufacturer 
would not be driven out of business 

Again, why should the people of Connecticut and Massachusetts who pro- 
duce the wrappers—why should these alone be considered, whereas the 
greater number of tobacco growers in New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio (who 
raise exclusively fillers), Wisconsin, Georgia, Florida. and even California to 
a small extent are all interested in fillers? And therefore I say, let us have 
the Dingley bill, pure and simple, with the 15 per cent clause stricken out, 
$2 on wrappers, and not less than 65 cents on fillers 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the duty be increased so that 
it will read as follows: 

Filler tobacco, not specially provided for in this act, if unstemmed, 65: 
per pound; if stemmed, 80 cents per pound 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I thought I would call for the yeas and 
nays on the question of agreeing to the amendment, but con- 
cluded that I would not, because I knew it would be absolutely 
useless, and I did not care to take up the time of the Senate 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Finance was, on page 67, to strike out para- 
graph 211, as follows: 

211. All other tobacco in leaf, unmanufactured and not stemmed, 65 c 
per pound; if stemmed, 80 cents per pound 

And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 

211. The term wrapper tobacco as used in this act means that quality of 
leaf tobacco which is suitable for cigar wrappers, and the term filler tobacco 
means all other leaf tobacco. Collectors of customs shall not permit entry to 
be made, except under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, of any leaf tobacco, unless the invoices of the same shall specify 
in detail the character of such tobacco, whether wrapper or filler, its origin 
and quality. In the examination for classification of any imported leaf tobacco, 


ents 


nts 


at least one bale, box, or package in every ten, and at least one in every in- 
voice, shall be examined by the appraiser or person authorized by law to 
; make such examination, and at least ten hands shall be examined in each 


examined bale, box, or package. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 212, page 68, line 4, 
before the word “ not,” to strike out ‘‘ Tobacco manufactured, of 
all descriptions,” and insert ‘‘All other tobacco, manufactured or 
unmanufactured,” and in line 5, before the word ‘‘cents,” to strike 
out ‘‘ sixty-five” and insert ‘‘forty;” so as to make the paragraph 
read: 

212. All other tobacco, manufactured or unmanufactured, not specially 
provided for in this act, 40 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to offer an amendment modifying the 
committee amendment by inserting *‘ fifty-five” instead of ‘‘ forty.” 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to modify the amendment of 
the committee by striking out ‘‘ forty” and inserting “' fifty-five;” 
so as to read ‘‘55 cents per pound.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
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The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 213, page 68, line 8, 
before the word ‘‘cents,” to strike out “sixty-five” and insert 
‘‘forty;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

213. Snuff and snuff flour, manufactured of tobacco, ground dry, or damp, 
and pickled, scented, or otherwise, of all descriptions, 40 cents per pound. 

Mr, ALLISON. I move to amend the amendment of the com- 
mittee by striking out ‘‘ forty” and inserting ‘‘ fifty-five.” 

The Secretary. It is proposed to amend the amendment of 
the committee by striking out ‘‘ forty” and inserting “ fifty-five;” 
80 as to read ‘'55 cents per pound,” 

Mr. WHITE. I call attention to the fact that the rate now pro- 

sed by the committee is higher than that in the McKinley Act; 

cents, I believe. 

Mr. ALLISON. In this itis 5 cents and in the former para- 
graph 15 cents. 

I will say to the Senator that a lot of our Virginia friends and 
others in that neighborhood feel that there should be an additional 
duty provided for manufactured tobacco. 

Mr. WHITE. I did not suppose the Senator was advised as to 
the desires of that part of thecountry. I notice that the Senators 
from that section of the country are absent. I presume _ will 
reply hereafter to any statement made by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lassure the Senator from California that it is 
agreeable to our friends on both sides. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agresing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa to the amendment 
of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 214, line 9, after the 
word “dollars,” to strike out “‘ and fifty cents;” so as to read: 

y : o . 
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ject to the same duties as are herein imposed upon cigars. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 214, line 13, after the 
word “cigars,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That cigarettes of all kinds weighing less than 4 pounds per 
thousand shall pay a duty of $3 per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that that amendment be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

i" senor: I believe this completes the tobacco 
schedule. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from South Dakota will allow me, 
I have a few letters here which I wish to put in the Recorp in 
connection with this schedule. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to make a very brief statement in 
connection with the schedule, and then I will yield to the Senator 
from California. 

I wish to call attention to the fact that the cigars which are 
smoked by the masses of the people of this country are those that 
are either wrapped by American tobacco or by Sumatra tobacco, 
and that the high-priced Cuban cigars that are smoked by the 
rich people of the country are wrapped in Cuban wrappers that 
come in with a duty imposed of 35 cents a pound, and come in as 
fillers. It is undisputed that they come in fraudulently, that they 
come in so as to defraud the revenue, and that they come in for 
the benefit and advantage of the people who smoke the high- 
priced cigars. 

I placed in the Recorp a statement made in a speech at the 
Ocala convention, and alsoa statement of Mr. Storme, with regard 
to this matter. Mr. Storme is one of the largest manufacturers 
in this er It is undisputed, it is unchallenged, and it shows 
conclusively that in the last two years the revenues were defrauded 
four and a half million dollars by admitting Mexican and Cuban 
betes 94 as fillers. I simply want to call attention to that fact, 
and let it go before the country. \ 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish also to say one word in respect to this 
subject. If that be true, it is the fault of the administration of 
the law. The law taxes Cuban wraneers the same as it taxes 
Sumatra wrappers; and if the le of Florida who make cigars 
are defrauding the revenue, it is the business of our Government 
to see that it is not defrauded. The remedy proposed by Mr. 
Storme is that we shall reduce all tobacco to 65 cents a pound. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. Not at all; it is to increase the duty’on 
filler tobacco to 65 cents and leave the wrapper as you have it. 
That is my amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not speak of the Senator's amendment. 
I spoke of Mr. Storme’s letter. 

r. PETTIGREW. Mr. Storme’s letter is in, and he also pro- 
es to put the duty on wrappers at $2 and the duty on fillers at 

cents. + 

Mr. MALLORY. In reference to the remarks of the Senator 
from South Dakota, I should like to inquire of him whether he will 
be able to correct the evil of which he is now complaining except 
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simply to put a higher penalty upon certain individuals wh, 
engaged in the cigar-making industry? That does not removy, 
difficulty which is presented to the attention of the Senate |), 
Senator’s remarks, that difficulty arising out of the fact thai 
can not always tell what are suitable for wrappers and what 
suitable for fillers. 

It seems to me that the source of trouble in the Senator's 1); 
arises from theinability of the inspectors to determine what to! 
is suitable for wrappers and what tobacco is not. Some to)), 
may be used as wrapper tobacco, but it is not necessarily wr, 
tobacco. I do not think it is any fraud on the Government i: 
inspector in one place decides that certain tobacco is suita\)), 
wrappers when another inspector in another place holds that ¢))5 
same tobacco is not suitable for wrappers. That may have «. 
curred, but it arises out of the fallibility of human judgment. 

But the ve osition which the Senator has made will not go: 
of that difficulty. I should like to know how we can get ar. 
the objection he has urged here as to the letting in of toba 
filler tobacco when in fact it is wrapper tobacco. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I take it for granted that it is impossi))! 
to enforce the law. It is admitted, then, on all sides that the | 
is avoided, that the Habana wrappers come in as fillers, and tht 
we reap no revenue whatever from that source. That seeins : 
be conceded. For some reason it is impossible to tell the differ. 
ence between a Habana filler and a Habana wrapper, and there 
fore we can not enforce the law. And in the face of these 
mitted facts it is proposed to continue these provisions. 

Now I will answer the Senator from Florida. If the duty is 
now 35 cents and the manufacturers of high-priced cigars dv 0: 
pay their fair share of the burden, if you increase the duty to 4) 
cents a pound, they will be obliged to pay their fair share of the 
burden or else use American tobacco. If they avoid the law, s) 
as to bring in as fillers wrappers upon which the duty is 2a 
pound and pay only 65 cents a pound, then, if you can not distin- 

ish between wrapper and filler, can you not remedy the evil by 
ncreasing the duty on the whole imports? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, this subject is a 
somewhat difficult one, but the remedy is not, I think, the remedy 
proposed by the Senator from South Dakota. There are about 
4,000,000,000 cigars made in the United States. About half of 
that number, about 2,000,000,000, are made from domestic tobacco. 
There are im about 4,000,000 cigars. Perhaps I am not 
correct as to the amount of cigars imported, but only about | per 
cent of the cigars consumed in the United States are importe(. 

So here are nearly 2,000,000,000 ci that are made with more 
or less Habana filler in them and 6 in the United States. Now, 
to raise the filler from 35 to 65 cents a pound increases very largely 
the cost of the 2,000,000,000 cigars which are made in the United 
States, either wholly from Ha filler or Habana filler mixed 
with domestic tobacco; and those are cigars smoked by the com- 
mon peogie just as much as the cigars which the Senator from 
South Dakota says are smoked by thecommon people. Hisreme ly 

roposes to advance the cost of cigars which are smoked |y at 

east half the people of the United States to punish the rich )eo- 
le, who smoke 1 cent of the — which are consumed in the 
nited States. t is the difficulty of the situation. 

Mr. PETTUS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Alabama withdraw the 
motion simply to permit me to have printed in the Recorp some 
communications? 

Mr. PETTUS. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. I have in my hand a number of letters referring 
to this matter. Iask that the first be printed in full, and as to the 
others that the names and addresses of the parties be inserted in 
the Recorp. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, that will 
be the order. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Los ANGELES, CAL., April 15, 1597 
Dear Sir: The council desires to call your attention to the cigar makers 
of this Be Ay county, who are threatened with a disastrous future int! 
trade if bill passes r honorable body. This business, w! 
employs at over 100, persons in the United States, would |» 
thrown into involuntary strikes and their attendant miseries. We therefor: 
petition you to oppose on increase of tariff on imported filler and wrapper. 
as mentioned on page 52 of the House and to have the tariff remain a 
is to-day, i. e., 3) cents dutyon imported and $1.500n imported wrapp”' 
We finid that the manufacturers already pay a tax of about $12.0) 0" 
every 1,000 e, and rons increase means an additional tax 
of $7 per 1,000, which is a direct on the le employed in this trad 
These are the conditions now confronting the cigat makers in this countr) 
We further request you to aid Messrs. Gompers and Tracy to secure a hear- 
ing before the tee on Finance present their vance. p 
oping you do all in your power to avert disaster from the cigar 


e remain, you fully, 
Te b+ County Councit of LABOR, 
‘ , President. 
A. VINETTE, Secretary. 
Hon. Stepnen M. Waite, 
United States Senator. 
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A letter from M. P. Kohiberg & Co., importers of and dealers in | in the Navy, from the 19th day of June, 1897 (subject to the ex- 


leaf tobacco and cigars, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A letter from William Rehker, secretary of the Cigar Makers’ 
Local Union No, 248, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A telegram of The. Feeny, secretary, of Oakland, Cal.; 

A letter of M. A. Roberts, secretary of the Alameda County 
Federation of Trades, of Oakland, Cal.; 

A letter from G. W. Perkins, president of the Cigar Makers’ 
International Union of America, of Chicago, IIL; 

A letter of Harry Marks, recording secretary of the Cigar | 
Makers’ Local Union No. 228, of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A letter of H. E. Dewey, president, and A. Vinette, secretary of | 
the Los Angeles County Council of Labor, of Los Angeles, Cal.; 

A letter of F. J. Hepp, secretary of the Cigar Maxers’ Local 
Union No. 291, of San Jose, Cal.; 

A letter of F. C. Ferris, secretary of the Cigar Makers’ Local | 
Union No. 382, of San Diego, Cal.; 

Two letters of H. E. Martens, secretary of the Cizar Makers’ 
Local Union No, 225, of Los Angeles, Cal.; 

A letter of G. W. Perkins, international president of Cigar 
Makers’ International Union of America, of Chicago, Ill.; and 

A letter of G. 8. Nicholas, of New York City. 

Mr. CHILTON. I — an amendment to the pending bill, 
and ask that it be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. PETTUS. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to | 
the consideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After sevens°en minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopenec. and (at 5 | 
o’clockand 20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Saturday, June 26, 1897, at 11 o'clock a. m. 








NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate June 25, 1897. 
DEPUTY AUDITOR. 

George W. Esterly, of Minnesota, to be deputy auditor for the 
State and other Departments, to succeed James J. Willie, re- 
moved. 

COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION. 


George B. Billings, of Massachusetts, to be commissioner of 
immigration for the port of Boston, in the State of Massachusetts, 
to succeed Thomas F’. Delhanty, resigned. 

COMMISSIONERS TO EXAMINE AND CLASSIFY LANDS. 

George A. Black, of Fairhaven, Wash., to be a commissioner to 
examine and classify lands within the land-zrant and indemnity 
land-grant limits of the Northern Pacific Rai_road Company in the 
Cour d’Alene land district in Idaho, vice John E. McManus, 
removed, 

Thomas A. Davis, of Malad, Idaho, to be a commissioner to | 
examine and classify lands within the land-grant and indemnity | 
land-grant limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company in 
the — d@’Alene land district in Idaho, vice Joseph T. Scott, re- | 
mov | 

William Ryan, of Rathdrum, Idaho, to be a commissioner to | 
examine and classify lands within the land-grant and indemnity 
land-grant limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company in | 
the Mi: d'Alene land district in Idaho, vice John B. Goode, re- 
mov 

PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


Second Lieut. William N. McKelvy, United States Marine | 
Corps, to be a first lieutentant in said corps from the 20th day of | 
June, 1897 (subject to the examinations required by iaw), vice | 
First Lieut. Thomas C. Prince, promoted. 

ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Irving B. Dudley, of California, to be envoy extraordinary and | 
— plenipotentiary of the United States to Peru, vice James 
. McKenzie, resigned. 


CONSULS. 


Frank C. Denison, of Vermont, to be consul of the United 


States at Woodstock, New Brunswick, vice Grenville James, | 
resigned 


Frank Dillingham, of California, to be consul of the United | 
— at Auckland, New Zealand, vice John Darcy Connolly, re- | 
gn 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


George C. Remey, to be a commodore in the Navy, from 
the tbth day of June, 1897, vice Commodore Edmund O. Matthews, 


Commander William H. Whiting, to be a captain inthe Navy, 
from the 19th day of June, 1897, vice Capt. Gocnme C. Remey, 


Lieut. Commander Frederick M. Symonds, to be a commander 


een Ty 
Paeat  ke 


mininations required by law), vice Commander William H. Whit- 
ing, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS., 


Executive nominations con ir 


ned by the Sena Trane ._ 1897 
CONSULS. 
Edward H. Thompson, of Massachusetts, to be const l of the 
United States at Progreso, Mexico 
Horace W. Metcalf, of Maine, to be consul of the United States 


| at Newcastle-on-Tyne, England. 


William Jarvis, of New Hampshire, to be consul of the United 
States at Milan, Italy. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 


J. Otis Humphrey, of Illinois, to be attorney of the United States 
for the southern district of Minois. 
MARSHALS, 
Addison Davis James, of Kentucky, to be marshalof the United 


States for the district of Kentucky. 

Charles P. Hitch, of Illinois, to be marshal of the United States 
for the southern district of Llinois. 

Walter H. Johnson, of Georgia, to be marshal of the United 
States for the northern district of Geor 
COMMISSIONERS. 

Albert C. Thompson, of Ohio; Alexander C. Botkin, of Montana, 
and David B. Culberson, of Texas, to be the commissioners to 
revise and codify the criminal and penal laws of the United States. 

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFIC 

Charles Kingston, of Grover, Wyo., to be register of the land 
office at Evanston, Wyo. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Frank M. Foote, of Evanston, Wyo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Evanston, Wyo. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Richard Yates, of Illinois, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the eighth district of Lllinois. 

POSTMASTER. 

George E. Smith,to be postmaster at Laurel, in the county of 

Sussex and State of Delaware. 


nla 
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SENATE. 
SATURDAY, June 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. Huau Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of vesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. TELLER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

DRAWBACK ALLOWANCES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 17th instant, copies of the evidence or state 
ments on which the drawback allowances contained in Circular 
No. 102, of June 25, 1896, division of customs, were based; which 
was read. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, [ suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The absence of a quorum being sug- 
gested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 


26, 1897, 


| swered to their names: 


Allen, Hawley, Morrill Teller, 

Allison, Heitfeld, Pasco, Turner, 

Berry, Hoar, Pettigrew Turpie, 

Burrows, Jones, Ark Pettus, Vest, 

Carter, Lodge, Platt, Conn Walthall, 
| Chandler, McLaurin, Platt, N. Y Wetmore, 

Clay, Mallory, Proctor, White 

Fairbanks, Mills, Rawlins, 

Frye... Mitchell, Sewell, 

Harris, Kans. Morgan, Stewart 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
to their names. There is not a quorum present. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absent Senators. 

he motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute 
the order of the Senate. 

After some little delay, Mr. Dezvor, Mr. Pritcuarp, Mr. 
Evxins, Mr. Kenney, Mr. Perkins, Mr. Gray, Mr. WELLING- 
Ton, and Mr. Murpny entered the Chamber and answered to 
their names. 


Thirty-seven Senators have answered 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 11 o’clock and 20 minutes a. m.). 
Forty-five Senators have answered to their names. A quorum is 
present. 

Mr. ELKINS. 
be suspended. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury which was laid before the Senate will be 
printed, with the accompanying papers, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


I move that further proceedings under the call 


CHINESE EXCLUSION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 17th ultimo, certain reports, etc., relating to 
the alleged illegal entry into the United States of Chinese persons; 
which was read. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the report and accompanying 
documents be referred, without printing, to the Committee on 
Printing. This course is taken by an arrangement with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia |Mr. ELKINS] who introduced the reso- 
lution. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Somer- 
ville, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
the transmission by mail or interstate commerce of pictures and 
descriptions of prize tights; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER presented sundry memorials of citizens of Colo- 
rado, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CLAY presented sundry memorials of citizens of Georgia, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas presented sundry memorials of citizens 
of Kansas, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation in- 
tended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BACON presented sundry memorials of citizens of Georgia, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented sundry memorials of citi- 
zens of New York, remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation intended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE presented sundry memorials of citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation in- 
tended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the memorial of E. G. Mills and 45 
other citizens of Superior, Wis., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket 
brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph Pettit and 59 other citi- 
zens of La Pointe, Wis., and the petition of C. F. Pierson and 24 
other citizens of Florida, praying for the early passage of the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. From the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads I report back with amendments the resolution submitted by 
me and referred to that committee. I desire to submit a brief 
statement in regard to the views of some members of the commit- 
tee, which I shall ask leave to have printed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let the resolution be first read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 
tion as proposed to be amended. * 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Whereas by an act of Congress entitled “‘An act authorizing an investiga- 
tion of the books, accounts, and methods of railroads which have received aid 
vo the — States, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1887, it 
s provided: 

“Sec, 4. That whenever, in the opinion of the President, it shall be 
deemed necessary to the protection of the interests and preservation of the 
security of the United Statesin respect of its lien, mortgage, or other interest 
in any of the property of any or all of the several companies upon which 
alien, mortgage, or ot feb incumbrance paramount to the right, title, orinter- 
est of the United States for the same property, or any part of the same, may 
exist and be then lawfully liable to be enforced, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall, under the direction of the President, redeem or otherwise clear off 
such paramount lien, mortgage, or other incumbrance by ying the sums 
lawfully due in respect thereof ont of the Treasury; and the United States 
shall thereupon become and be subrogated to all rights and securities there- 
tofore pertaining to the debt, mort », lien, or other incumbrance in respect 
of which such payment shall have been made. It shall be the duty of the 
Attorney-General, under the direction of the President, to take all such steps 
and proceedings, in the courts and otherwise, as shall be needful to redeem 
such lien, mortgage, cr other incumbrance, and to protect and defend the 


—.. 


rights and interests of the United States in respect of the matters in 
tion mentioned, and to take steps to foreclose any mortgage or 
United States on any such railroad property. 

“Sec. 5. That the sinking funds which are or may be held in the T; 
for the security of the indebtedness of either or all of said railro. 1 
nies may, in addition to the investments now authorized by law. be 
in any bonds of the United States heretofore issued for the benefit . 
or all of said companies, or in any of the first-mortgage bonds of . 
said companies which have been issued under the authority of any law 
United States and secured by mortgages cf their roads and franci)jse< 
by any law of the United States have been made prior and paramount + 
mortgage. lien, or other security of the United States in respect of its ad\ 
to either of said companies as provided by law;" and . 

Whereas certain first-mortgage bonds on the said Union Pacific R 
Company have matured, and the holders thereof have instituted for... 

yroceedings in several of the United States circuit courts to fore 
iens created thereby and sell said railroad and all other properties ani ; 
belonging thereto, and said foreclosure proceedings may, unless pr: 
by the President, proceed to final decrees and a final sale of all of sai 
erties be made: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That it is the sense of 1) 
ate that the President should, in strict accordance with the above, 
statute, direct the Secretary of the Treasury to carry out the provis 
said act by redeeming or otherwise clearing off the paramount lic) wt. 
gages, and incumbrances on said railroad by paying the sums lawfully dyo 
in respect thereof out of the Treasury to the fokhers of prior liens, and 
the President should direct the Attorney-General to take such steps a 
ceedings in the courts and otherwise as shall be needful to redeem sue} )\- 
erty from any prior mortgage, lien, or incumbrance necessary and }) 
to defend the interests of the United States in respect to the matt: 
act of Congress mentioned, and to take steps to foreclose any mort 
lien of the United States on any of said railroad property. And 1 
President is requested to suspend proceedings to carrv into effec! the a. 
ment alleged to have been made to sell the interest of the United Sta: 
the Union Pacific Railroad, and in the sinking fund, until the furthe: 
of Congress is had in reference thereto. 


Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. Mr. President, the statement which 
I submit represents the views of myself, the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr, MorGan], and the Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw tvs} 


[Senate Document No. 161, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. Harris of Kansas, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, per- 
sented the following views of Mr. HARRIS of Kansas, concurre! in by Mr. 
RAWLINS and Mr. MorGAN, on Senate resolution No. 125, reported from the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads, with amendments: 

The most casual examination of the acts of Congress relating to th» Pacific 
railroads fully establishes the fact that these roads were intended by (on- 
gress, as a national policy. to constitute one great continuous national hich- 
way from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and while, for the sake of 
expedition, the work of construction was intrusted to several coinpanics. t] 
practical and effective unity of the line was constantly and carefuily k 
view, and all possibility of interference with that object wasstrictly guarded. 

The possible danger of insolvency or failure of any one of the companie 
or of all of them, was provided for by the provisions of this act of March 
1887, quoted in the resolution, and ample power was conferred upon the Ex- 
ecutive to use money in the Treasury or in the sinking fund to prevent th 
possible action of any creditors of the company to in any way interfere with 
the action and operation of the roads as a great instrumentality of the Gov- 
ernment. When, therefore, the executive department of the Governme: 
consents toan arrangement by which this fundamental object of tho la 
absolutely and forever defeated, and the great line so highly prizod is t 
divided up among warring and conflicting interests, it is time for an earnest 
and emphatic protest on the part of Congress; and when, further, it is foun 
that the Executive not only permits but actually participates and aids in the 
execution of this destruction, as is shown by the correspondence as given by 
the1letters from the Attorney-General in response to the Senate resolutions of 
January 23 and of March 26, 1897, and hereto attached, and actually proposes 
to consent to a surrender of the sinking fund, and the enormous sacrifice of 
the pecuniary interests of the Government, it would seem beyond the power 
of the most able of corporation agencies to satisfactorily explain such action. 
This correspondence shows letters from various Government directors highly 
approving this unlawful proceeding. If we are to believe the current news 
of the day, some of these dircctors are largely interested in the proposed new 
organization, and history seems about to repeat itself, and the practices of 
the Crédit Mobilier and the construction companies of the past to be once 
more revived and put in operation. 

No information has come to the committee as to the plan of reorganization 
which is proposed as a sequel to the purchase of the interests of the United 
States in the Union Pacific Railroad and the sinking fund except statements 
in the newspapers which have not been contradicted. There a: ppended 
extracts of recent date from journals published in New York, which are of 
importance in the absence of more authentic statements. ; 

If the Government has knowledge of this plan of reorganization, it has not 
been communicated to Congress; and the haste in the sale of the property 
under the existing agreement with the former Executive, which is evidentiy 
a part of the plan, requires the active intervention of Congress in demaui- 
ing a full knowledge of the plan in course of execution. s 

According to estimates made as of January 1, 1497, the total debt of tho 
Union Pacific Company is $02,285,344.36. The bond and interest account cred- 
its to March 1, 1896, are $20,145,889.338; further credits on account of transpor- 
tation services to January 1, ieee leaving a balance of indebtedness 
of $70,538,455. As the sinking fund is not to be deducted from this sum. !mit is 
to be turned over to the reorganized company on the payment of $45./51.050..", 
the actual loss in money to the Government will be $24,784,396. In addition to 
this there will undoubtedly be t losses sustained by other creditors of the 
company, because this is intended, apparently. to be a complete transfer of all 
the pignts, propecsy, and franchises of the existing company toa new company 
in virtue of a decree of the court and by its assistance in the execution of a 
contract that Congress alone can ratify. 

The undersigned append a statement of a aowmpapee re 
plaint of the minor shareholders and giving some idea o' 
would result to that class of creditors of the company. +1 

But there is another class of creditors who have furnished the money wi!) 
which these roads have been built, Fi pezment of double price for Govern: 
ment land and by exorbitant rates of apt ond fare, who have a right to 
claim every ble consideration at the hands of C 8s. b 

The people living plong these lines of road and throughout the West are ' be 
burden bearers and creditors above all others whose claims must = 
considered. Congress has in its hands a sacred trust to perform in seeing t 
it that all the property and facilities which heve been created at the expen 
of these people shall be preserved intact, and that no an of banke ~ 
bondholders, or others be allowed to step in and dismember the grea 
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agency which is sacredly and forever to be preserved to the people, and it is 
for their benefit and interest that the committee recommend earnest and 
effective action. : 

The provisions of the Thurman Act so clearly and specifically state for 
what purpose the sinking fund shall be used that it is almost impossible to 
conceive of such an unlawful and improper action being taken in the face of 
law so full and comprehensive. : 

The power to sell that fund is not given to the President by any law. 

In section 11 of thatact the duty of the Attorney-General is apecitralty 
stated. It is not a matter of choice with him, but it is most absolutely and 
imperatively his duty. ’ , ; 

“Spo. 11. That if either of said railroad companies shall fail to perform all 
and singular the requirements of this act and of the acts hereinbefore men 
tioned, and of any other act relating to said company, to be by it perforny 
for the period of six months next after such performance may bo due, s1 





failure shall operate as a forfeiture of all the rights, privileges, grants, a d 





franchises derived or obtained by it from the United States; and it sha 
the duty of the Attorney-General to cause such forfeiture to be judicis 
” 

ar undersigned herewith submit various decisions of the Supreme Court 

pearing directly upon this action and can not hesitate to recommend the im 

mediate passage by the Senate of the resolution now before the committee 
W. A. HARRIS 
JNO. T. MORGAN. 
J. L. RAWLINS. 


(99 U. S., 724-725. Sinking-fund cases. Union Pacific Railroad Company vs. 
United States. Central Pacific Railroad Company vs. Gallatin | 

The United States occupy toward this corporation a twofold reiation—that 
of sovereign and that of creditor. (United States vs. Union Pacific Railroad 
Co. #8 U. S.,569.) Their rights as sovereign are not crippled because they are 
creditors, and their privileges as creditors are not enlarged by the charter 
because of their sovereignty. They can not, as creditors. demand payment 
of what is due them before the time limited by the contract. Neither can 
they, as sovereign or creditors, require the company to pay the other debts 
it owes before they mature. 

But out of regard to the rights of the subsequent lien holders and stock 
holders, it is not only their right but their duty as sovereign to see to it that 
the current stockholders do not, in the administration of the affairs of the 
corporation, appropriate to their own use that which in equity belongs to 
others. A legislative regulation which does no more than require them 


to submit to their just contribution toward the payment of a bonded debt | 


can not in any sense be said to deprive them of their property without due 
process of law. 


[108 U. 8., 651. Wardell vs. Railroad Company. ] 


1. The directors of a corporation are subject to the obligations which the 
law imposes upon trustees and agents. They can not, therefore, with re 
spect to the same matters, act for themselves and for it, nor occupy a posi 
tlon in conflict with its interests. 

2. Hence, a court will refuse to give effect to arrangements by directors 
of a railroad company to secure, at its expense, undue advantages to them- 
selves, by forming, as an auxiliary to it. a new company. with the under 
standing that they or some of them shall become stockholders in it and then 
that valuable contracts shall be given to it by the railroad company, in the 
profits of which they, as such stockholders, shall share. 

3. The contract entered into July 16, 1868, by the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company by direction of the executive committee of the board of directors, 
with Godfrey and Wardell (infra, page 652), which the latter assigned, without 
consideration, to a new company, in which a majority of the stock was taken 
by six directors of the old company, declared to be fraudulent and void. 


[134 U. S., 287. Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway Company vs. Third | 


Naticnal Bank of Chicago. } 


The properties of a corporation constitute a trust fund for the payment of 
its debts; and when there is a misappropriation of the funds of a corpora 
tion, equity, on behalf of the creditors of such a corporation, will follow the 
funds so diverted. The Milwaukee Company, from securities on the prop- 
erty of the Pacific Company, received nearly $3,000,000; part it used for the 
benefit of the lessor company, and part it appropriated to its own benefit 
Can it do this, and let the lessor company’s debt gounpaid? Equity answers 
this question in the negative, and such was the ruling of the circuit judge. 
(26 Fed. Rep., 820.) 


[91 U. 8. United States vs. Union Pacific Railroad Company. |] 


The bonds in question were issued in pursuance of a scheme to aid in the 
construction of a great national highway. (Page 79.) 

The enterprise was viewed asa national undertaking for national purposes; 
and the public mind was directed to the end in view, rather than to the par- 
ticular means of securing it. (Page 8.) 

The project of building the road was not conceived for private ends; and 
the prevalent opinion was that it could not be worked out by private capital 
alone. It wasa national work, originating in national necessities and requir 
ing national assistance. (Page 81.) 

t is true the scheme contemplated profit to individuals, for without a 
reasonable expectation of this, capital could not be obtained, nor the requi- 
site skill and enterprise. But this consideration does not in itself change 
the relation of the parties to this suit. This might have been so if the Gov- 
ernment had incorporated a company to advance private interests, and 

to aid it on account of the supposed incidental advantages which 

the public would derive from the cuumpiotiom of the projected railway. But 

the °o t of the Government was to advance its own interests, and 

it endeavored en individual cooperation as a means to an end—the 
aroad which could be used for its own purposes. (Page 81.) 

I the whole act contains unmistakable evidence that if Congress was 

put to the necessity of carrying on a great public enterprise by the instru- 
of private corporations, it took care that there should be no mis- 
understanding about the objects to be attained or the motives which influ- 
enced its action. (Page 82.) 
all ee cane Sat qpnditien inn cause of Sontelture. If the nat- 
meaning o: ew 8 adopted as the true meaning, there can be no 
forfeiture until the bonds Gietnaetres have matured. On the contrary, if the 
contended for be allowed, the grant is subject to forfeiture on 
each occasion that six months’ interest falls due and is not met by the cor- 
poration. (Page 86. 

If the road were a success, in addition to the benefits it would confer on 
the United States, the corporation would be in a situation to repay the ad- 
vances for interest and the principal when due. If,onthecontrary, it proved 
to be a , subjecting the private persons who invested their capital in 
it to a total loss, there would be left the entire property of the corporation, 
of which immediate possession could be taken by the Government on a dec- 
laration of forfeiture. (Page 89.) 


{Senate Document No. 83, Fifty-fourth Congress, second session. } 














DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washingt D. C.. January 23. 1897. 
Str: Ihave the honor, pursuant to the Senate 1 ] yn of this date, to say 
that an agreement has been made with what iscomn cnown as the reor- 
ganization committee of the Union Pacific Railway ¢ ny respecting the 
foreclosure of the Government lien on] t npany I transmit 
herewith a copy of the letter of the President of the United States, under au- 
| thority of which the agreement was made and foreclosure pt edit have 
been commenced, and copies of the correspondence wl 1 embodies the agree- 
} ment. 
| The names of the gentlemen who comprise the reorganization committee 
} are as follows: Louis Fitzgerald, chairman: Jacob H. Schiff. T. Jefferson 
| Coolidge, jr., Chauncey M. Depew, Marvin Hughitt, Oliv Am dl 
These papers set forth all the information called { yt t tion 
After the closing of the agreement I designated United Stat rust 
| Company of New York as the depositary, and t pon, upon the 2st 
| instant, the sum of $4.500,000 was de; ited th conformity with the 
} terms of the agreement. The cert represe! g such depo sis now 
in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury 
I have the honor to be, with great respect, vour obedient servant 
JUDSON HARMON, Attorney-( al 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, January 12, 1897. 
DEAR Sir: The bill which has been for some time pending ‘o the Con- 
gress, providing for the adjustment and extension of the ind ness of the 
Pacific railroads to the Government of the United States, has been defeated 


in the House of Representatives 

In the case of the Union Pacific Railroad and the K 
a default in the payment of their indebtedness havit 
having been commenced for the foreclosure of the 


Pacific tailroad, 
urred, and suits 
said roads which 










' i 
| is paramount to the lien and security of the United States, you are hereby 
| directed, pursuant to the provisions of an act of Congress passed March 3, 
| i887, after taking such precautions and perfecting such arrangements as are 
| possible to assure as far as practicable the payment of their indebtedness to 
| the Government as a result of the uts now pending or others to be insti 
tuted, to take such proceedings in the courts as shall be needful to protect 
} and defend the rights and interests of the United Sta in respect of such 
| indebtedness, and to take steps to foreclose the mortgages or liens of the 
| United States upon the property of these railroad companies 
In the case of the other aided Pacific railroads as to which no foreclosure 
suits are pending, a different situation is presented, which requires further 


consideration before deciding the course to be taken by the Government 
Yours, truly, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Hon. JuDsSON HARMON, 
Attorney-General of the United Stat 


DEPARTMENT OF Justice, Washington, D. C., January 18, 1897. 

Sir: Hon. George Hoadly, special assistant to the Attorney-General, has 
sent me your letter to bim of the 15th instant, making a proposition on be- 
half of your committee for a guaranteed minimum bid for the property of 
the Union Pacific and Kansas Pacific railway « ies and the Union Pa 
cific sinking fund as a basis for the Gover nt’s proceeding to fore e its 
lien thereon. I am authorized by the President to commence foreclosure 
proceedings, as suggested in your proposal, provided it is modified in the 
following particulars: 

(1) In order to preserve the basis of the original informal negotiations, 
wich took place in the absence of an accurate statement of the sinking fund, 





| your offer should be modified so that the amount of the guarantied bid 
therein named will be $45,754,059.99, instead of the sum of $45,000,000 
(2), That the following clause of your proposal be eliminated, viz, “and 


that, to the extent te which the Government may determine the terms of 
decree, an equal deposit to be made within a reasonable ti I ‘eo sale shall 
be required as a qualification of any other bidder.”’ While I have no doubt 
that the court will follow the uniform practice in railway foreclosures of re 
quiring a deposit of all bidders as a guaranty of good faith and security for 
| performance, and while the Government will obviously have the same inter 
| est as other parties in having such condition impoeced, I do not wish to make 
a stipulation on that point as a condition of our arrangement 




















(3) That your proposal is understood to mean that in case the property 
} mentioned should not be sold as a unit, minimum bids for the separate por 
tions thereof are to be made which in the aggregate wil! produce to the Gov 
| ernment the net sum above mentioned. In case of separate sales the deposit 
| named by you may of course be used for qualification of bidders representing 
you at each, in such proportions as may be required under the term ale 
(4) Your guaranty applies to such sale or sales as shall become effective 
| The sale of the sinking fund may be judicial or otherwis 
Your acceptance of the above mod itions of your proposal will close the 
arrangement. and [ will proceed to institute foreclosure proceedings on be 
half of the Government as soon as the deposit named by you is made, for 
which, upon receipt of your acceptance, | will designate the depositar 
Very respectfully, 
iti y t 
Louts FITZGERALD, Esq., 
Chairman Reorganization Com mittee, Union Pi fic Rwy. Co 
No. 120 Broadway, New York, N. ¥ 
REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE, 
Union PActiFic RAILWAY COMPANY 
New York, January 
Sir: I have your favor of 18th instant, written in reply to my lett f ith 
instant to Hon. George Hoadly, special assistant to the Attorney General 
On, behalf of the reorganization committee of the Union Pacific Railway 
Company, I have the honor to accept the modifications proposed in your 
letter of January 18, 1897, to the proposal made in 1 letter to Hon. tieorge 


Hoadly dated on the 15th instant. 
lam, very respectfully, 
LOUIS FITZGERALD 
Chairman Union Pacific Reorganization Committee 
Hon. JupsON HARMON, 
Attorney-General, Washington, D. C. 


New York, January 15, 189 
DEAR Srr: Replying on behalf of the Union Pacific reorganization com- 
mittee to your favor of the l4th instant, in which you request from this 
committee such proposition as it may be willing to make fixing a guaranty 
bid at foreclosure and sale for the interest of the United States in the Union 
Pacific Railway and for the Union Pacific sinking fund, | am authorized to 


at Se 
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submit to you, and through you to the executive department of the Govern- 
ment, the following: 

In the event that the Government shall at once take proceedings in the pend- 
ing foreclosure suits, or by independent bills, for the enforcement of its lien 
upon the railroad and property of the Union Pacific Railway (which includes 
the Kansas Pacific line) by sale thereof, and for the sale of the sinking fund 
in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury relating to the Union ific 
Railway Company, the reorganization committee is prepared to guarantee a 
minimum bid for the Union and Kansas Pacific lines of railroad and property 
embraced within the lien of the Government, and for the cash and securities 
in the United States Union Pacific sinking fund, taken at par, which shall 
produce to the Government, over and above any prior liens and charges upon 

he railways and sinking fund, the net sum of $45,000,000, 

The committee is prepared to furnish adequate security for the due per- 
formance of the above offer. As such security, it will deposit with such na- 
tional depositary in New York City as may be selected by the proper officers 
of the Government the sum of $4,500,000 in cash (namely, 10 per cent of the 
qpenamoce bid), subject to the condition that this deposit may be used, under 

he terms of the foreclosure decree, as a deposit to qualify such bidders as 
may act on behalf of the reorganization committee, and that to the extent to 
y* ch the Government may determine the terms of decree, an equal deposit, 
be made within a reasonable time before sale, shall be required as a quali- 
fication of any other bidder. Should the Government desire to liquidate the 
sinking fund in advance of sale of the railway property, the reorganization 
committee will be prepared toanticipate this feature of its offer by an earlier 
a of the sinking fund at par of the cash and securities therein con- 
ned. 


As the provision greponed is one of wr considerable magnitude, and as the 
——— is based upon conditions which now exist, it will be obvious that 
he reorganization committee must reserve, and it desires to be understood as 
reserving, the right to withdraw this offer at any time previous to its accept- 
ance ¥ the Nf tae ng stat 
ave the honor to be, very respectfully, yours, 
LOUIS FITZGERALD, 
Chairman of the Re nization Committee 
of the Union Pacific Railway Company. 
Hon. Grorae Hoapuy, 
Special Assistant to Atttorney-General, 
No. 22 William Street, New York City. 


(Senate Document No. 27, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session. } 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D.C., April 3, 1897. 
The Senate of the United States; 


In response to your resolution of the 26th ultimo, purporting to direct the 
Attorney-General to inform the Senate whether any and what agreement, if 
any, had been entered into by the President or any of the Executive Vepart- 
ments relating to the future disposal of the Union Pacific Railway by sale or 
otherwise, and that he send to the Senate all papers on file in the Department 
of Justice relating to said agreement, I have to say— 

(1) That on the 28d of January last the Attorney-General, in answer toa 

ilar resolution, seut to the Senate several papers relating toan agreement 

tween him and Mr. Louis Fitzgerald. 

(2) That oe at the Treasury Department and the Department of the 
Interior fails to disclose any other agreements of the kind inquired about. 

(3) That I know of no other agreement entered into by the President or 
Attorney-General. 

(4) I transmit copies of a few additional papers concerning the agreement 
reported upon the 23d of January last. 

JOSEPH McKENNA, 


Respectfully, is 3 - 
orney-General. 


(Telegram.] 
DEPARTMENT OF JuUsTICE, Washington, D. C., January 16, 1897. 
Hon. Gro. Hoapry, 
22 William Street, New York, N. Y.; 


Please submit copy of proposal to Government directors, and ask them to 
please advise me in writing whether they think it should be annepeed, ue 


New Yorg«, January 16, 1897. 
Dear Str: I have examined the pro lof the Union Pacific reorganiza- 
tion committee to Mr. Hoadly, by which the sum of $45,000,000, secured by a 
deposit of $4,500,000, is to be bid for the property, including the sinking fund, 
over and above all liens prior to the lien of the United States. In my judg- 
ment, this proposition ought to be accepted. 
Yours, very truly, 


E. ELLERY ANDERSON, 
Government Director. 
Hon. Jupson HARMON, 
Attorney-General. 


(Telegram. ] 
OMAHA, NEBR., January 17, 1897. 
Gen. Jupson Harmon, fe 
Attorney-General, Washington, D. C,: 

Governor George Hoadly, sy%cial assistant attorney of Union Pacific mat- 
ters, telegraphs me as follows: . 

* Reorg: ion committee Union Pacific Railway offer in writing to bid 
at foreclosure of Government lien for railroad and sinking fund, subject to 
first mortgase, em cash, and to secure bid by $4,500,000 cash deposited 
immediately. No restriction on competition of others. Highest and best 
bid to take property. Please wire Attorney-General Judson on, Wash- 
ington, at once whether you advise the acceptance of this pies and 
the immediate beginning of foreclosure proceedings on behalf of the Govern- 
ment. This refers to Union Pacific and Kansas Pacific only.” 

Without opportunity to consult with the other directors, and sup; ng 
that these are the best terms that can be had for the Government individu- 
ally, I advise the acceptance of this proposition. 

J. N. H. PATRICK, 


Government Director. 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 

Washington, D. C., January 16, 1897. 
Srr: I have just received your letter of the 15th instant, with inclosures. 
The letter of Mr. Louis Fitzgerald, chairman of the tion commit- 
tee of the Union Pacific Railroad Company, to . a formal pro- 
= of terms for the Government prescetns toforeclose ite liens, of course 

ved my first attention. I will look at the bill later. 

The Secretary of the Treasury and myself have carefully gone over Mr. 


JUNE 26, 


Fitzgerald's proposal. We find two things in it to which we wish you to ...)) 
the committee's attention, with a view, iF possible, of having ian che i 
before I take final action: - 

First. I do not like the clause “ that to the extent to which the Govern), 
may determine the terms of the decree, an —e deposit, to be made wit 
reasonable time before sale, shall be required as a qualification of any . 

idder.*’ 3 

This is a new feature which has never been mentioned in any of {| 
formal discussions of the subject. While thecourt will doubtless, in the 
for sale, follow the usual custom of requiring a deposit of some sort fr, 
bidders, this isa matter for the court and not for the parties to deter: 
While ordinarily counsel for the parties, in presenting their proposed (o.; 
suggest this, among other terms, and while whoever may represent 
Governmentin the suit at the time the decree shall be entered wil! avr 
any reasonable suggestions in this regard, Ido not want to agree in ad, 
on the subject. 

_ reason is this: One of the strongest features of the proposed arra 
ment is that it secures the Government against the sacrifice of its ¢},j 
assuring at least a certain sum, and also saves to the Government what. 
advantage there may be in a public sale at which all may compete | 
should now agree to any provision which might be construed as a restrict) , 
upon other bidders, I can see how em ment might ensue, in view of | 
public character in which I am acting and of the general situation 

It must be remembered, too, that this deposit, as between the Gover) 
and the committee, is not a condition of the bidding, as the deposit \ 
may be required be d the decree will be, but is an entirely different + 
namely, a security to the Government that the minimum bid will be ma 
This amount, therefore, bears no necessary relation to the deposit wij) 
should be ‘pened of the other bidders. 

Second. Ihave always understood, in referring to the sinking fund ;, 
fact, I think it has always been so + —that the sinking fund as it 
stood on January 1, 1897, was meant. hile, of course, the Government: wi!| 
be bound if it accepts the proposal not to diminish the sinking fund or chang, 
it mene. its own es im the time which may ensue between the mak iny 
of the agreement and the actual sale of the property the amount of ca-i; js 
likely to be increased. I should just su . therefore, that the proposal 
be amended so as to specify a date as of which the sinking fund is to be tak. 
so that there will be no possibility of misunderstanding. 

I shall be glad if the committee, in such form as they shall deem best 
amend the p 
dent. You will please explain to 
or misunderstanding on the part of the Treasu 
prepared the statement of the present condition 
send you, which, as the Secretary tells me, 
considerably greater than it should be. I wish to remove any ground 
possible misapprehension that there may be on this point. 

Kindly also assure the committee that I recognize their right toa prompt 
reply to their p and will act accordingly. 

Very respectfully, JUDSON HARMON, 


Attorney-General. 
Hon. Groror HoaDLy, 
No. 22 William Street, New York, N. Y. 


in these two ———— before I lay it before the Presi 
he committee that there was some mistake 

accounting officers who 
the sinking fund, which | 
the amount of cash on hand 
. 


(Telegram.] 
CHICAGO, ILL, January 17, 1397. 
Attorney-General JuDson HARMON, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Iam now informed that the Union Pacific Railway reorganization commit- 
tee are ready to make the same offer, substantially, that Mr. Coudert and 
myself so strongly recommended to President Cleveland last June, and that 
they are now able to establish their bid upon a strong footing by a sufficient 
deposit of cash to warrant the Administration in immediate steps to 
secure an exceptionally good offer for the Government, which I have the 
honor to represent. = W. DOAN! 

° - DOANE. 


- _— 


(Telegram. } 
New Yor«, January 22, 1597 
Hon. Jupson HARMON, 
Attorney-General, Washington, D.C.;: 

Government directors met to-day and otjonracd to 1 o’clock to-morrow. 
They ask us to furnish copy of all correspondence with you relating to com- 
mittee’s guaranty, with copy of trust company’s receipts of the carnest 
money, for pu of embodyingin formal report to President. Shal! | fur- 
nish, as requ ? This is sent after consultation We Cqrer per Hoo lly. 

Secretary Reorganization Commitiee, 120 Broadway. 


(Telegram.] 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D.C., January 25, 1897. 
m ieee R ization Committee 
eorganiza: m . 
120 Broadway, New York, N. Y.: 
No objections to furnishing directors copy of all correspondence. 
; HARMON, Attorney-General. 


[Press dispatch.] 
UNION PACIFIC REORGANIZATION—THE COMMITTEE HAS PREPARED PLANS 
SATISFACTORY TO THE GOVERNMENT. 


Bosrow, June ! 
Within a short time the tion committee of the Union Pacific 
Company is pu 


to make public its plan for the reorganization 

have been received that the plan will be acce)ts- 

ble to the representatives of the Government. It is expected that a new 
company will secure time for the actual sale of the roa! '» 
week in Salp'tal owing to mestumary Ingpl formalfiion 1 1a vot expected 
bear not expecte: 
that me a spotion wil C, Seiad ioe new company much before Uc- 
: of the road by the reor 


The new plan is said to provide for the sscuring. of the road by the root 
a . 
ganization ttee net sum is made up in ‘the form of 


mum bid was : 

The people who are active in 
needed, and with the $4,500,000 
10 per cent of the amount 

to take the road as 8000 
first-mortgage 4 per cent 


ete. 
thesum 
are said be Tea 








1897. 





hich, under the inal plan, was to be $100,000,000, is to be reduced 
oe the new plan to $75,000,000, and there is to be an increase in the allot- | 
som of pref to the Union Pacific sinking fund 8s and the Kansas 
Posie Skort Line, in which the Union Pacific has an equity, has re- 
organized on_its own account since the original io for reorganization was 
broached, City and Omaha and the St. Joseph and Grand 


—— organized pass out of the Union Pacific system. | Th 
out o ne Union cs ™m. ie 

Island being frend * If, and some of the smaller roads in Kanens and Ne- 
braska, which are unprofitable properties, are not to be included in the re- 
organization plan, and are to shift for themselves. 

‘Among the men mentioned as the members of the new corporation and its | 

robable officers are Oliver W. Mink, of Boston; John W. Doane, of Chicago; 
preveric R. Coudert, of New York; John F. Dilion, of New York; Alex. Mil- 
lar, of Boston; Edwin F. Atkins, of Boston; Russell Sage, of New York; | 
George J. Gould, of New York: George Q. Cannon, of Salt Lake City; Henry 
B. Hyde, of New York; Collis P. Huntington, and William R. Hearst, of New | 
York. 


UNION PACIFICO OPPOSITION—MANY ENGLISH SHAREHOLDERS THINK THAT 
THE REORGANIZATION PLAN I8 TOO DRASTIC. 


The stockholders’ movement abroad, in gupesiticn to the reorganization | 
of the Union Pacific Railway, has received the support of some influential 
foreign firms and promises to bear fruit. : 

Mr. H. W. Rosenbaum, who went to Europe last April in the interest of 
some of the shareholders, returned yesterday. He said that he 
was more successful than he even hoped for when he started. 

“TI fully realize,” he said, ‘‘ the great difficulty of opposing the povertet 

icate which is now in aso-called reorganization of the Union 

ific Company. Some prominent houses, however, have enlisted them- 

gelves on our side, although for the present they wish to have their names 
withheld until the tion is more crystallized. 

“The company can be easily reorganized without the necessity of creating 
$75,000,000 of preferred stock. I think 000,000 can be easily saved to the 
shareholders. Of course all Union Pacific reorganization plans are depend- 
ent on being able to effect a settlement of the Government debt on about the 
basis which t reorganization committee contemplates, but if such 
a settlement can be obtained the creation of this mass of preferred stock is 


absolutely um and wasteful. There are still hopes, hdwever, that | 
Con might be induced to grant an extension on the debt on a fair basis. | 
Wit 


a fund, the whole Government debt could be discharged within | 
a reasonable and there is no necessity for the Government to lose one 


dollar. 

“The Union Pacific, not counting the payments into the collateral trust 
sinking fands, and some extraordinary items, such as losses on investments 
which will not occur in, earned last year a surplus of $386,000 over and 
above payments to the Government of $1,244,000, and after having charged the 
full inherest on all its direct indebtedness, except the various collateral loans, 
which are, however, near] ee pecrene. There is not the slightest doubt | 
that the interest on about $37 .500,000 first-mor dscan be reduced from | 
6per cent to 4 per cent without the necessity of giving the first-mortgage 
bonds millions in preferred stock as a bonus. 

“This alone would save to the company about $750,000 a year, and would 
have enabled the company to apply last year $2,000,000 toward the payment 
of the Government debt. Of courseall financial men realize that if the Gov- 
ernment wants to sell out its claim and receive cash therefor, it would be 

tei to raise the full sum of about $53,000,000, which is now owing 

the Government, and the Government would have to accept a heavy sac- 
rifice. Any benefit arising from this sacrifice should, however, in all justice 
and fairness go to the stockholders, and anything that is left, after having 
= a ;. with the bondholders, by right and equity must revert to 


shareholders. 

“How can you overcome the fact that % per cent of the shareholders have 
the tion plan?" I asked. 

“Weare — aware cf this fact,” he said, “ but we shall demonstrate at 


the res some of - vere | la ty - save been > 

duced special vileges an t on in syndicate to deposi 

their shares, and bat they make op in a Sanne thereby what they lose on 
other hand. The small shareholders, however, have been coerced into | 


the 
the acceptance of this plan by threatened penalties, and are not at ail placed 
on the same footing as the large shareholders.” 


TRUSTEES FOR THE SHAREHOLDERS. 


“The committee does not seem to realize that by asking for deposit of | 
shares as well as bonds, and by allowing themselves compensation for their 





services, they trustees for the shareholders as well as for the bond- | 

holders, and as such were bound to guard the interests of all the sharehold- | 
ers without preference, and to obtain the best possible terms for them. 
If even at one a diverse financial and business condition led the com- 
mittee to believe that the heavy sacrifices of the present plan were 
necessary, have now so changed as to e such sacrifices 

“This remains upon both the directors and the committee until | 

a good and title shall have been irrevocably passed into other hands. | 

Probably with this object in view the committee has especially reserved the 

t to alter and even to entirely abandon the plan, either before or after | 


& operative. Any other interpretation of the power thus re 
corel waa doing injustice to the gentlemen of the committee, and the 


shareholders have Tight to expect them to voluntarily propose mate- 
rial modifications. “This is all we want. 


“In trying to obtain this the shareholders could undoubtedly reckon upon 
the ef the public, the press, and probably also of Congress and the 


support 
courts. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. I ask that the statement be printed. 
_ The IDENT. It will be so ordered. The resolu- 
tion will take its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the resolution read is the unani- 
mous reportof the committee. Three Senators have chosen, I being 
of the number, to state the specific grounds upon which we rest our 
position in support of the report. I donot know that there is any 
contradiction or contrariety of opinion in the committee on the 

that are here stated. I do not well see how there 
could be. The resolution as amended is agreed to by the entire 


I wish to say to the Senate teiy, as a part of my report 
connected with this matter, that the. a which has been 
made by the Executive of the former Administration is in process 
of execution and will very soon be consummated if the court before 
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| engagement with the Central Pacific Railroad Company. 


2027 





| whom the bill is pending will feel itself warranted in giving any 


importance or any value to that agreement. 

The three members of the committee point out in the report 
which the Senator from Kansas has just read that the agreement 
of the President of the United States for the disposal of the prop- 
erty of the Union Pacific Railroml Company and of the sinking 
fund is ultra vires. This position is the basis of the resolution. 
We might go further than that if we chose to do so, and say that 
it is a plain, palpable breach and violation of the statute. There 
is no authority for that agreement found in the laws of the United 
States. Nevertheless we understand the weight of Executive 
power and Executive influence in courts and in Con and 
amongst the people. It is nota light matter. Many people yield 
to it without inquiry or objection. 

It is necessary that the Senate of the United States should 


gress 


| express its views upon this subject at the earliest possible date in 
| order that the court may understand whether we expect to abide 


by and perform that agreement, or whether we expect to retain 


| and reserve for the United States all the rights of the Govern 


ment and the people against an agreement which sells a property 
that to-day is perfectly solvent and perfectly able to pay every 
debt that it owes for the paltry sum of $26,000,000, 

I now give notice, inasmuch as this matter goes to the Calendar, 
that on next Monday at the conclusion of the morning business 
and I desire the Senator from Iowa to notice this—that on next 
Monday morning, at the close of the morning business, I shall 
move the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the resolution. 
I think very likely it will not lead to much debate. I want the 
Senate, in the meantime, to have an opportunity to look over the 
report of the Senator from Kansas. Itis compact, complete, brief, 
and to the point, and in my judgment there is no possible way of 
proceeding except by adopting a resolution of the Senate that we 


| disagree to the action of the Executive and repudiate it, and that, 


so far as we are concerned, we do not expect to be bound by it. 

Perhaps if both Houses were in the regular course of action, 
with committees provided, etc., we would have made this a con- 
current ora joint resolution; but in the present attitude of affairs, 
running as we are on one wheel, and as we have to transact the 
business of the Government, as far as we can, for the preservation 
of the rights of the United States and of the people through the 
solitary action of the Senate of the United States, the committee 
have thought it best to present a Senate resolution. That is per 
haps as far as we can go; but I take it, sir, that neither the courts 
nor any other of the departments or functionaries of the Govern- 
ment will undertake to venture, in the presence of the report that 
has now been made cf facts that are absolutely indisputable, to 
sacrifice the great property of the Union Pacific Railroad for 
$26,000.000 under a void contract. 

I feel inclined to go further with my statement, but I shall not 
do so at present. Whenever the resolution is taken up, I shall 
seek an opportunity to show not only that this agreement is con- 
trary to the statute, that it violates it abruptly and decisively, 
but to show, Mr. President, that when the receivers of the road 
and the Government directors of the road are engaged in this 
contract for the purpose of throwing the Union Pacific Railroad 
away, the situation is, as is characterized in that report, as bad as if 
not worse than the Credit Mobilier and the Contract Company's 
The 
facts as disclosed in the reports of the Attorney-General sent to 
the Senate will not admit of delay or neglect in counteracting this 
dangerous exploit. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lam not familiar with this matter or the ne- 
cessity for immediate consideration. My colleague | Mr. Gear}, 
who is chairman of the Committee on Pacific Railroads, is not 
present this morning, and I hope the Senator from Alabama will 
allow the matter to rest for the present without fixing a time. 
Certainly it is of the utmost importance that the bill now under 
consideration should be got into conference before any other 
measure is taken up. I shall feel compelled to resist, at least so 
far as I can, the taking up of any new business outside of the 
tariff question until that is disposed of. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CAFFERY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2287) for the 
relief of Arther Taylor, of Lafayette Parish, La.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WELLINGTON introduced a bill (S. 2288) for the purchase 
of the Geracchi bust of Benjamin Franklin; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2289) for the relief of Rev. 
Corydon Millard; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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HARRIS P, 


HURST. 


Mr. WALTHALL submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed to investigate and 
report upon the claim of Harris P. Hurst against the Government of the 
United States for compensation for making, or causing to be made, certain 
ordnance inventions authorized in the act entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893," ap- 

sroved July 19, 1892, a contract having been entered into under said act 
Petween the said Hurst and the Secretary of the Navy, and report whether 
the Government of the United States has made or caused to be made any 
wire-wound or other guns, high-explosive shells, or other ordnance devices 
covered by any of the applications for patent filed by the said Harris P. Hurst 
in the United States Patent Office, for which the said Hurst claims compensa- 
tion, and whether said inventions were embraced in his a a for 
patents, or were devised by officers of the United States in public or private 
employ, and also whether said Hurst is entitled to any compensation there- 
for, and if so, how much. 

COST OF PRODUCTION IN LEADING INDUSTRIES, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
tne resolution of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery], 
coming over from a previous day. 

The resolution submitted on the 24th instant by Mr. CAFFERY 
was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Labor be, and is hereby, directed to 
collect from official sources, or otherwise, if necessary, information relating 
to the total cost and labor cost of production in fifteen of the leading indus- 
tries common to this country, Great Britain, France, Belgium, and Germany, 
and report the results of his inquiries to the Senate as soon after the meet- 
ing of the second session of the Fifty-fifth Congress as possible: Provided, 
That the inquiries hereby authorized shall be carried on under the regular 
appropriations made for the Department of Labor. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I submitted to the Senator from Louisiana 
yesterday one or two amendments to the resolution, and if they 
can be agreed to, I shall have no objection to a resolution. I do 
object to it in its present form, 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator state the nature of his 
amendments? [ have not seen the amendments. Perhaps I 
might consent to them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow the resolution to 
go over for a few moments, I will submit the amendments to 
him. 1 hope the resolution may be passed over for the present. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I should like to have the resolution consid- 
ered this morning, if possible. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall prepare my amendments during the 
day, and will suggest them to the Senator. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, the reso- 
lution will lie over until an agreement is reached between the 
Senator from Louisiana and the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CAFFERY subsequently said: The Senator from New 
Hampshire {[Mr. CHANDLER] has decided not to offer the amend- 
ments which he intended to propose to the resolution that I of- 
fered, and which, as I wabenshond the Chair, was laid temporarily 
aside in order that the Senator from New Hampshire might have 
an opportunity to perfect his amendments. I now ask that the 
resolution be taken up and considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the immediate 
consideration of the resolution offered by the Senator from Loui- 
siana on the 24thinstant, which came up under the order of morn- 
ing business this morning? 

Mr. ALLISON, If it leads to no debate, I shall not object. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It will lead to no debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion at this time of the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Louisiana |Mr. CAFFERY], which has been read? The Chair hears 
no objection, and the question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


TRANSMISSISSIPPI AND INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION. 

Mr. ALLEN. [offer a resolution, which I ask to have read and 
lie over until Monday morning. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, respectfully requested, 
if in his judgment it would not be incompatible with the public policy, to in- 
vite by proclamation, or in such other manner as he may deem most proper, 
foreign nations to make exhibits at the Transmississippi and International 
Exposition, to be held at the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, between 
June land November 1, A. D. 1898. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows in the chair). The 
resolution will lie over at the request of the Senator from Ne- 
braska. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I now move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of House bill 379. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to 
rovide revenue for the Government and to encourage the indus- 
es of the United States. 
Mr. ALLISON. On Thursday there was an understanding with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH] and Senators on the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 






JUNE 2¢ 
’ 


other side that as soon as the schedule relating to toba 

been disposed of we should take up the matters passed ov.y ; 
ing to leather. I should be glad this morning to have tha: . 
tion taken up, but I learn that the Senator from New J. ><... 
desires to be present when that schedule is considered, a))(j +}; 
he is unwell to-day; so I suppose we shall be obliged to jut j, 
over. I ask what is the view of Senators on the other sid. _ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We have no objection to its coin, 
over. I have just receiveda me es message from the Senate: 
from New Jersey that he is too ill to be present to-day, but th. 
he will be here on Monday morning. It may be just as conven. 
— to other Senators to take it up on Monday as to take it », 
to-day. 

Mr. ALLISON. 1lé may be necessary for us to pass over some 
other matters which I wanted to take up to-day; otherwise ay 
early adjournment may possibly be necessitated. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to have printed an amendmen} 
which I submit by request to the pending bill, providing a scheq. 
a me uties on spices, which I ask may be printed and laid upon 
the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the ap. 
sence of objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I also ask that an unsigned memorandum 
which has been handed to me, stating the reasons why duties 
upon spices should be imposed, may be printed as a document foy 
the use of the Senate. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere any objection to the rei uest? 
The Chair hears none, and that order will be made. 

Mr. ALLISON. ILIask now that we proceed to the consideration 
of the paragraphs which have been passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, that will be the 
order; and the first paragraph passed over will be stated. 

The Secretary. The first amendment passed over was, on 
page 1, line 8, of the bill, to change the operative date on which 
the proposed law shall take effect by striking out the word *: May” 
and inserting ‘‘July;” so as to read: F 


That on and after the Ist day of July, 1897, etc. 


Mr. ALLISON. 
for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thenextitem which was passed over 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. The next item passed over was, under the 
heading ‘* Schedule A.—Chemicals, oils, and paints,” in paragraph 
1,on page 2, line 3, after the word ‘‘ pound,” to strike out * sali- 
cylic acid, 10 cents per pound.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Presiding Officer what was done with 
the amendment, in lines 6 and 7 of the first clause of the bill. after 
the word ‘‘ countries,” to strike out ‘‘or withdrawn for consump- 
tion?” Were those words stricken out? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands from the Sec- 
retary that the amendment striking out those words has been 
agreed to 

Mr. ALLISON, Allright. Then the next item passed over is 
on page 2, line 3, which has been read by the Secretary. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again stated. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 1, page 2, line 3, after the word 
“pound,” the amendment proposed by the Committee on |inance 
was passed over, striking out the words “salicylic acid, 1() cents 
per pound.” 

Mr. ALLISON. On behalf of the majority of the Committee on 
Finance, I ask that that amendment may be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? Without objec- 
tion, the amendment striking out the words which have bevn read 
is disagreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What-were the words the committee 
originally reported to strike out in paragraph 1? 

Mr. ALLISON. There was one item in that paragraph passed 
over, ‘* salicylic acid, 10 cents per pound.” The committee origi- 
nally recommended that that item should be stricken out here 
and * ae ” inserted in the free list. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is agreed to. 

Mr..ALLISON. The committee amendment has been disagreed 
to; but it has not yet been stricken from the free list. 

Mr. VEST. That is, you put it back on the dutiable list’ 

Mr. ALLISON. It is put back on the dutiable list. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next paragraph passed over will 
be stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before proceeding to that, I ask that in para 
graph 452, which is in the tno list, the word “salicylic,” in line 
> may be stricken out; so that the entire matter may be disposed 
of now. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 452, line 20, after the word 
*‘salicic,” it is pro t strike out ‘‘ salicylic.” 

Mr. VEST. I should like to know the cause of this change of 
mind on the part of our friends on the other side. They have 
heretofore put this article on the free list, and it must have becD 


—— 


had 


Lat. 
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done afterexamination. I think this article came from the House 
on the dutiable list, and the Committee on Finance struck it out 
and put it on the free list. We are entitled to know the mental 

rocess by which our friends have concluded to put it back upon 
the dutiable list. I have a numberof communications in favor of 
salicylic acid going upon the free list; but I have contented my- 
self with the result of the examination on the part of the majority 
of the committee, and was very glad to know that they had put it | 


upon the free list. Now, however, it is put back on the dutiable | 


list. 

Mr. ALLISON. This acid is largely manufactured in this | 
country,and itisanimportant acid. The duty of 10 cents a pound 
is about 25 per cent ad valorem, the rate provided as to a great 
many other acids of a kindred character, and on further examina- 
tion the committee thought it was a proper subject of duty. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Iowa knows that the American | 
manufacturers control the market for this article, and why should 
we now put a duty upon it? _What manufacturer has been here 
and represented that it is to his interest that this thing should be 
done? The Senator knows that we manufacture almost all of this 
article that is used here. It was free under the McKinley Act, it 
was free under the Wilson Act, and it was made free by the first 
report of the majority of the Finance Committee. 1 think the | 
weight of authority is altogether in favor of this article remain- | 
ing on the free list. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is very largely manufactured in St. Louis | 
and in various other parts of our country. It is manufactured | 
chiefly from coal tar, and also from wintergreen. 

Mr. VEST. Of course. | 

Mr. ALLISON. Itisa vay important manufacture, and now | 
sells at about 40 cents a pound. 

Mr. VEST. I have not heard a single argument why it should | 
not go on the free list. The Senator does not pretend to say that 
we do not control the market. We largely manufacture it. 

Mr. ALLISON. We do not control the entire market; it is im- | 
ported as well. 

Mr. VEST. Not to anything like the amount of consumption. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will state for the information of the Senator | 
from Missouri that this is an article of large consumption and 
manufacture in this country, and that it has heretofore been pro- 
tected by patents which have expired, and that is the reason that 
some protection is now wanted against the imported article. It 
is largely manufactured in my State and in Pennsylvania. I ask 
to have read a letter from a Pennsylvania manufacturer showing 
the actual cost of wages paid in the manufacture of the article. 

Mr. VEST. I understand, as well as Ican hear the Senator 
from New Jersey, his statement to be that this article hitherto 
was protected by a patent, but the patent has expired, and now 
they want to put a protective duty on it. 

r. SEW . Is not that a very good reason? I will ask the | 
Senator from Missouri why a duty should not be imposed to pro- 
tect the American manufacturer against the German and Eng- 
lish chemists and manufacturers? 

Mr. VEST. I have no doubt that from the protective stand- 
point that is an ample and sufficient argument, but not from mine. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will ask the Senator if it is not a good pro- | 
tective argument that this article is used in the manufacture of | 
beer, against the deterioration of which the people of this country | 


ought to be protected? 
Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator say it is used in the manu- 
facture of beer? 


Mr.SEWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART. Then it had better be put upon the free list 
atonce. The article ough? not to be used at all. 

Mr. SEWELL. It is used for the deterioration of beer, and the 
beer le are asking to have it put upon the free list. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator is suggesting a very important 
subject. The use of foreign rice and acids in the making of beer | 
is most injurious to the people. It is, according to the physicians 
with whom I have talked, poisonous, and it is creating almost uni- 
versally diseases of the kidneys amongst beer drinkers. They | 
would not be allowed to manufacture this kind of beer in Europe. | 

Mr. VEST. No; but if it is a poison, as I understand now from 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], then we ought not to | 

rotect it. I should like to leew if we protect it and enable the | 

omestic manufacturers to make more and sell more, if it will 
not still be used to poison beer and destroy the stomachs and lives 
of our Teutonic citizens? It seems to me, instead of protecting it, 


we ought to take away all protection from it. 

Mr. TT of Connecticut. Is that any reason why the arti- 
cle should be placed upon the free list? 

Mr. VEST. We ought to prohibit it entirely from coming into 
the country or being manufactured here. Why should we give 
to our own people greater facilities for poisoning the beer of the 
coun 


I have received communications from the proprietors of a great 
establishment in St. Louis, asking for a duty upon this 
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article. I replied to them, as I reply now to all such applications, 
Tam utterly opposed to it. The exports and imports show that 
we control the market. 


Salicylic acid may be used. though I never heard of that before, 
for the deterioration of beer, the poisoning of beer: butit islargely 
used for a great many other purposes. it isan important che m- 
ical product. It is most astonishing that the tariff framers in 
1890 and 1894, upon both sides of the Chamber, put this article 
upon the free list, and that our friends, so acute and learned in 

| tariff examinations, deliberately changed the Ding ey bill, as it 
was called, the House bill—took this article from the dutiable list 
and put it upon the free list, and the Senate indorsed it; and now 


it is to be taken off the free list and put 
upon the statements that are made here. 
Mr. GRAY. Because the patent has expired 


i 


ipon the dutiable list 


Mr. VEST. Well, Mr. President, we will take the yeas and 
nays on it, anyhow. 

Mr. SEWELL. I should like to have the communication read 
to which I have referred. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The communication referred to by 


the Senator from New Jersey will be read, in the absence of objec- 
tion. 

lhe Secretary read as follows: 

PoTTsTown, PA., June 1897 

DEAR Srr: lama manufacturer of salicylic acid 
formed by Congressman IrnviING P. WANGER that 
that the consideration of the amendment to 
poned. For this, please accept my thanks 

When I commenced business two years ago, sali 


and have just bee 
it was through \ 
trike out the duty 


n in- 
irefforts 


was post 


vliec acid was selling for 


$1.25 per pound. At present 33 to 35 cents per pound is the price. Then the 
German makers were in a combination and without opposition here and 
maintained the price. When opposition developed, the price fell from $1.25 
to 50 cents per pound at once, and the decline has since been gradual to the 
basis of 33 cents. 
1 give you the cost of making a pound of salicylic acid here 
a i $0.18 
00 ET (r225 
Carbonic acid On25 
I 005 
I ae Ons 
Coal O105 
Interest on plant .01 
I 0683 
0 ee weehahteodeieh tien atetenee waeasiies 466 
I simply can not live and pay the wages I do and compete with the labor of 
Germany. My wages average $1.50 per man. In Germany | mark per day is 
paid. Iasked for 2% per cent ad valorem before the Committee on Ways and 


Me ins. They gave 10 cents, which is better 
you will help out a struggling manufacturer. 
Yours, respectfully, 


If you can have this retained, 


W.8. McFARLAND. 
Senator SEWELL, United States Senate. 


Mr. SEWELL. I do not care to take up the time of the Senate 
any longer on the subject. Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will inquire of the Sena- 
tor from Iowa whether his motion was simply to strike out the 
committee amendment as to the word ‘salicylic’ alone, in para- 
graph 452 

Mr. ALLISON, I wish to restore, in paragraph 1, line 3, the 
words ‘‘ salicylic acid, 10 cents per pound.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. That has beenagreedto. The Chair 


| is referring to paragraph 452. 


Mr. ALLISON. There I desire to strike out merely the word 


| **salicylic.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa moves to 


| strike out the amendment heretofore proposed by the committee, 
| in paragraph 452, inserting the word ‘‘ salicylic,” 
| page 161, on the free list. 


in line 20, on 
The Senator from Missouri { Mr. Vest} 
calls for the yeas and nays upon that amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Let us understand this, Mr. President. 
said to have been agreed to in the first paragraph? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph under discussion is 
paragraph 452, on page 161. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But that was in connection with par- 
agraph 1, The proposition was to disagree to the amendment of 
the committee striking out the words “salicylic acid, 10 cents per 
pound,” in paragraph 1, and in the same connection the paragraph 
The two ought to be acted 
together. The vote may as well be taken on disagreeing t 
amendment in paragraph 1 and on disagreeing to the com 
amendment inserting ‘‘ salicylic” in the free list. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first amendment of the commit- 
tee, striking out the words ‘‘salicylic acid, 10 cents per pound,” in 
paragraph 1, was rejected, and the Senator from lowa [| Mr. ALLI- 
SON] now asks that the amendment proposed by the committee, 
in line 20, paragraph 452, page 161, putting salicylic acid on the 
free list, may be disagreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the situation now. If Senators, how- 
ever, desire to test the sense of the Senate by taking the yeas and 
nays upon both questions, I have no objection. 

Mr. VEST. Let the vote be taken on both propositions together. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; let it be taken on both propositions, 


What was 
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disagreeing to the amendment of the committee in line 4, on page 
2, paragraph 1, and also disagreeing to the amendment of the 
committee in Se 452, relating to salicylic acid, 


Mr. BERR As I understand, the question then is yy 
to the amendments reported by the committee, to ike out 
‘salicylic acid” from the House bill. 

Mr. MILLS, Thereby placing it on the dutiable list. 

Mr. BERRY. It is already on the dutiable list in the House 
bill, and the committee r in favor of striki it out, 
thereby putting it on the free list. Those who want it on the 
free list will then vote ‘‘ yea,” in favor of the committee amend- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On this question the yeas and nays 
have been demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. PETTUS. We do not understand the question. As I 
understand it, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] moves to 
strike out ‘‘salicylic acid, 10 cents per pound,” in paragraph 1, so 
as to restore the duty, and then moves to strike *‘ salicylic acid” 
from the free list. That is what it amounts to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If I may be permitted a word of ex- 
planation, as the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pettus] raises the 
question, the committee amendment was to strike out the words 
“salicylic acid, 10 cents per pound,” in paragraph1. The com- 
mittee propose to withdraw the amendment striking out those 
words, and also to withdraw the amendment inserting ‘“‘salicylic 
acid” on the free list. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. GEAR ° en his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Ne 


the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason], and vote “‘nay.” 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from IMinois [Mr. CuLtom]. If he were present, I 
should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I have a general 
op with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLaN]. If 

were present, I should vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. If he were 

esent, I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore 
withhold my vote. I make this announcement for the day. 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I have a 
— pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

n his absence, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLARK (after having voted in the maatiee). I am pai 
with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris], and voted without 
noting his absence from theChamber. I transfer that pair to the 
Senator from Nevada [ Mr. JonEs], and will allow my vote to stand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada has voted. 

Mr. CLARK. Then I withdraw ny vote. 

Mr. PENROSE (after having voted in the negative). I am in- 
formed that the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Kenney], 
with whom I am paired, is absent, and I therefore withdraw my 
vote. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative). I voted 
inadvertently, being paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
CocKRELL]. I suggest to the Senator from Delaware {Mr. Gray] 
that we transfer our pairs, so that the Senator from Missouri 

Mr. CocKRELL] will stand paired with the Senator from Illinois 
Mr. CuLLom}, which will w the Senator from Delaware and 
myself to vote, and I wiil allow my vote to stand. 
r.GRAY. Under that arradg t 1 vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MILLS. Iam paired with the tor from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLincEerR}. If he were present, I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. TURNER. Iam paired with the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. Warren]. If he were present, I should vote “ yea.’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator's pair has been transferred. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have transferred my pair with the “enator 
from Missouri [Mr. CockRELL] to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 


CULLOM]}. 
ELL. Very well. Then I withdraw my vote. I 


w Jersey [Mr. as0%}. but I transfer that pair to 


Mr. 
should vote “‘ yea” if not paired. 
The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Mitchell, 
Murphy, 
Pettus, 
Roach, 


na 
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NAYS—30 
Allison, Foraker, McEnery, Spooner, 
Baker, Frye, Nelson, Stewart, 
Burrows, Gear, Perkins, Teller, 
Carter, Hawley, Platt, Conn. Thurston, 
— 7. N Piatt, N. y Wetmore, 
’ ones, Nev. Pritchard, ilson. 
Elkins, Lodge, Sewell, . 
Fairbanks, Shoup, 
NOT VOTING—29. 
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Bate, George, ° MeMillan, Proctor,” 
Butler, Gorman, Mallory, uay, 
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Cocke ll Hi poenath M Tee 
‘ockre ans . ason, urner, 
Cullom Harris, Kans. Mills, Warren. 
Daniel, Harris, Tenn. Morgan, Wellington, 
Davis Kenney, Morrill, cott. 
Faulkner, Kyle, Penrose, 


So the amendments of the committee in paragraphs 1 and 45> 
were rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theeffect of the vote is to leave «,)j- 
cylic acid datiable at 10 cents a pound, as prescribed in the {irs 
paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is it understood that the effect of the vote ju. 
taken carries with it the striking out of the word “ salicylic j) 
the free list? I understood that to be the effect of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. At the suggestion 
of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jongs] and the Senator fr), 
Missouri | Mr. Vest], the two votes were together; and both 
the amendments of the committee have been disagreed to. 

Mr. CAFFERY. On the 17th of this month I offered a resoln- 
tion calling on the Treasury to furnish the Senate 
the evidence and information on which drawback allowances oy 
sugar contained in Circular No. 102, of June 25, 1896, division of 
customs, were based. I had been informed that the work re juired 
some considerable time. I did not think when I offered the resv 
lution that it would require more than two or three days to tak: 
copies of all the evidence and the written information or to pather 
whatever verbal information they could, but I have been (isi) 
pointed in that matter, and I propose now to make a statement «! 
the information which I have gathered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ill the Senator from Louisiana 

it the Chair to interrupt him? A communication was lai 

fore the Senate this morning from the Secretary of the Treasury 
covering the subject referred to by the Senator from Louisiana, 
and was ref to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Then I will state the information which | 
— from the parties as well as information gathered |)\ \{r. 

olt, who first informed methat in his opinion the Treasury stite- 
ment was erroneous. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest if it would not be well for the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana to see the statement in print before le makes 
his remarks. Does the Senator desire to go on this mornin: 

Mr. CAFFERY. I simply desire to state what I gathere:| imy- 
self. I have not seen the statement. So long as I have started. 
the work and as it will not take me long, I pr to finish it 

The a is based m information derived 
mostly from ers. Among those are members of the 
sugar trust. It is safe to say that nearly all the refiners, with 

rhaps rare exceptions, are either of the trust or under the trust. 

refore I take it that any statement emanating from the refiners 
is practically a trust statement. 

t was stated tome by Mr. Buynitzky in the customs divis!on 
of the Treasury Department—— 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator from Louisiana i! | 
understand him correctly that the Treasury statements wire 
based upon information received from refiners? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. LINDSAY. I ventured to express that opinion while ): 
sugar schedule was under consideration, and the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] characterized my statement as absurd. | 
— the Senator must be mistaken about it. 

. CAFFERY. I think the Senator from lowa is mistaken. 

Mr. ALLISON. attention was diverted for a moment. | 
did not hear what the Senator from Louisiana said, Inde. | 
did not know that the sugar schedule was up. 

Mr. LINDSAY. It is always up. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Draw are up, and drawbacks have sou 
thing to do with raw sugar, and it is near enough for Senator! 
discussion. a. 

Mr. ALLISON. If I knew what the Senator from Louisia'' 
had stated, I ht be able to answer the Senator from Kentuck). 

. LINDSAY. Will theSenator from Louisiana please rej '' 
what he stated? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I stated that I learned at the Treasury |e 
partment that the statements in the drawback circular 
as to the number of pounds of raw sugar it took to make a pound 












of refined at a certain degree or any degree were practically ob- 
tained from the sugar refiners, and among those refiners were 
members of the sugar trust, especially Mr. Havemeyer. 
Mr. ALLISON. One can go into the [ewe Department and 
rtain almost anything, | suppose. I should be glad to know 
m what authority the Senator acquired that information. 
Mr. CAFFERY. I obtained the information from Mr. Buy- 
itzky. 
— ALLISON. Ishean amgiages of the Treasur 
Mr. CAFFERY. He is; and I was told that he bt 


er twenty-nine years. 
ba JONES of a ibences. He is an expert there. 

Mr. CAFFERY. He is a sugar expert, and he had a great deal | 
to do with the of fixing the number of pounds on which 
the trust was entitled to a drawback when it exported sugar. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment, I will state that the substance of what I said— 
or what I meant to say—was that this matter was disposed of by 
the then Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Carlisle, and that I had | 
no doubt he the information from proper sources. I | 
have no doubt now that that is true. If Mr. Buynitzky knows 
differently, of course that is another matter. 

Mr. For information, I should like to inquire of the 
Senator from lowa whether he thinks refiners would constitute a 


proper or i source? 
Mr. ALLISON, Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will answer the Senator from California with 
great pleasure. If I were endeavoring to ascertain correctly the 
number of pounds of raw sugar required to make a pound of re- 
fined, I would procure that information from every available 
source. Isu e a refiner would know something about it, but 
I would not rely upon the refiner for my information. 

Mr. LINDSAY. With the permission of the Senator from 
Louisiana, the point I wish to make is that when the Senator 
from lowa ted my figures and exhibited figures in opposition 
thereto, he said they came from the Treasury Department, over 
which my friend the then Secretary of the Treasury presided, and 
lexpressed the opinion that those figures were based upon facts | 
furnished by the sugar refiners, and my friend said that my opin- 
ion was absurd. 

Now, it turns out that at least one expert in the Treasury De- 
partment states that the facts were furnished by the sugar refin- 
ers. I do not pretend to say heis right. I only wish to vindicate 
myself against having expressed an opinion that might be charac- 
terized as an absurdity. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was trying to defend the Secretary of the 
Treasury from the imputation that he would rely solely and only 
= 8 refiners for his information. 

r. CAFFERY. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. IN. In one moment. y information is that the 
experts of the New York custom-house, who certainly ought to | 
know something about this matter, and the chemists connected 
with the Government there, provided the basis upon which the 
calculation was made. I may be mistaken; but I trust I will re- 
lieve the Secretary of the Treasury from the imputation which the | 
Senator from Kentucky and the Senator from Louisiana now cast | 


upon him—— 
Mr. CAFFERY. Wait until I get through me 

Mr. ALLISON. That he did not rely upon 
information, but relied on outside parties. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Louisiana is en- | 
titled to the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I think it perhaps better that I should state 
what I wish to say in this connection, for 1 had not finished my 
statement. I had 


Department? 
as been there 


| 





statement. 
is own experts’ 


got ap tothe sugar refiners. Then after I make | 

the full statement yield to the Senator from Kentucky. 
Ihad stated that this expert had told me that this information 

was from refiners, but that sugar refiners had not | 


exclusively the source of the information; that the inquiry | 
was conducted, so far as he knew, by Mr. Ayre, and that Mr. Ayre 
was in New York, and that he was told that he went in a refinery | 


and made an examination there. 
Mr. ALLISON. It was a great crime for him to go toa refinery | There is not any accounting for the sugar in the 06 test 
| counts for the waste, taking 4 pounds off. 


when in an important investigation of this sort. 
Mr. ‘Y¥. If the Senator from Iowa is of the opinion | 
that I am attempting to cast any aspersion whatever upon the | 


ae of the examination, he is entirely mistaken. 


I am recit- | 


im or acted in any other manner than they were justified | 
in I think before I get through my statement he will 
perceive it was for them to get this information from 


refiners, as they could give correct information if they wanted to. 

After making as a statement of the facts as he knew how, 
. told me that the result of 92 pounds from 96-test 
was by an averaging of the different statements of 


* 


ee 


Cs 
at 
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the refiners. Some said 92 pounds; some put it as high as 94 
pounds, and the party, he said, who put it at 94 pounds was a Mr. 
Cunningham, of Texas, a refiner in that State, and the only inde- 
pendent refiner I know of. Mr. Cunningham was quoted as stat- 
ing that out of 100 pounds of sugar testing 96 degrees in saccha- 
rine strength he made 94 pounds of sugar, or that was his esti- 
mate. There were various estimates given by refiners, and I 
think anybody who knows anything about sugar knows that the 
statements coming from the refiners as to the number of pounds 
to make a pound of refined are to be considered, as they know tbe 
business, and can, if they will, give correct results. 

This gentleman showed me by a calculation in my presence 
that taking 92 pounds of refined sugar as the basis of the result, 
or the output of 100 pounds of raw sugar of 96 test, it took 108.7 
pounds of raw sugar to make 100 pounds of refined sugar at 96 
test. I then asked him what became of the residue. He said it 
was lost; it went into sirup. Right at that point is the fatal de- 
fect of the Treasury statement. In 100 pounds of sugar testing 
96 degrees of sugar there are 96 pounds of sugar. If it takes 108.7 
pounds of that sort of sugar to make 100 pounds of refined at 96 
degrees, then there are about 4} pounds of sugar to account for. 
There are 4} pounds of sugar not sirup, and there is only a pound 
and a fraction of that sugar allowed for in the Treasury circular. 
When you take 108 pounds of sugar at 96 degrees as the gross num- 
ber of pounds necessary to make 100 pounds of refined, you will 
perceive that the Treasury circular has credited the Government 
with 1.23 pounds; that is, as the difference between 108.7 and 
107.47. 

That statement is erroneous upon its face. It does not require 
an expert to know it. I do not know much about polariscopes, if 
anything; I never looked through one in my life; it is a mere me- 
chanical! machine; but I know that there are more than 92 pounds 
of sugar in 100 pounds of centrifugal sugar at 96 test. That is the 
sort of sugar I make. It is a good sugar to eat. There are not 4 
pounds of loss in it. There are 4 pounds of sirup and sugar in it, 
but it is not dirt. 

Mr. President, from this statement it appears that the Treasury 
circular ismade up purely from the evidence of refiners and some 
other sources not ccwel by me. I do not know how they could 
get any evidence from other sources. A pure theoretical calcula- 
tion as to the amount of loss in pounds below and above 96 
is made bythe Department. Take it from 96 degreesdown. You 
will see that there is an allowance of 1.89, 1.86, and 1.87 between 
degrees. This is a theoretical calculation, and so Mr. Buynitzky 
told me. 

He said the whole investigation was made upon 96 test. There 
was no investigation made of any other test—none whatever. It 
is evident that they made this sort of a calculation: They divided 
the loss of 4 pounds among these different degrees, above 96 to 
100, and gave each one 1.87, 1.87, 1.86, and so on; and it runs all 
the way down. Everybody knows that the loss in a lower degree 
of sugar is much greater than in a higher degree, and so it is per- 
ceived that that is a pure theoretical calculation not based upon 
any evidence whatever. 

Mr. President, take the other statement. Mr. ALDRICH says 
that a pound of raw German sugar, at a certain test, will cost 
within 1 mill of the refined sugar. In other words, at the test he 
takes, the number of pounds of raw sugar required to make a 
pound of refined costs 2.29 cents and the refined costs 2.30. Is not 
that statement absurd upon its face? Is a refiner going to buy 
raw sugar within 1 mill a pound of the refined when it costs 





| about fifty one-hundredths of a cent to refine it, and there is only 


a difference of one point—not a cent, but one point; the differ- 
ence between 2.29 and 2.30—and he says that is the basis upon 
which he makes the calculation. 

It is absolutely absurd. He says in his own statement before 
the Senate that the refiner was confronted with the condition of 
affairs where the raw sugar that it took to make a pound of refined 
sugar was within one point of the value of the refined, and yet he 
says that it costs fifty points to refine that sugar. What refiner or 
anybody else on earth engaged in the sugar business would buy 
raw sugar at any such figure? He would lose forty-nine one- 
hundredths of a cent on every pound he refined. 

This whole circular is based upon those erroneous statements. 
He ac- 
When you go down to 
96 poundsof crystallizable sugar in a hundred pounds of sugar, that 
is as far as youcan go with the loss. The balanceissugar. They 
make 92 pounds, onl they call the balance invert sugar. They say 
Of course 
the amount of differential goes up in favor of the trust according 
as the degrees decline. 

I wish to offer an affidavit made by Mr. Holt of his interview 
with Mr. Buynitzky, and to have it incorporated in the Recorp 
as a part of my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the affidavit will 
be printed in the Recorp. 
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The affidavit is as follows: 
City AND CouNTY OF New YorK, 8s: 

Byron W. Holt, being duly sworn, says: 

Iam 39 years of age and reside at 138 West One hundred and thirty-seventh 
street, New York, N.Y. Ihave lately had occasion to inquire as to the basis 
on which drawbacks are allowed on refined sugar exported from this coun- 
try, and asa result of my investigation I submit the following statement: 

On June 16, 1897, between the hours of 9 and 11 o'clock a. m., I visited the 
United States Treasury. building at Washington, D.C. I called upon the 
customs division and asked for and obtained four copies of Department Cir- 
cular No, 102, entitled “ Drawback on sugar and sirup.” I made inquiry as 
to the reports of commissions concerning frauds perpetrated upon our Gov- 
ernment by means of discoloring and in other ways preparing sugars for 
export to our country, so that they could pass through our custom-house 
up payment of a smaller amount of duty than is proper. 

Mr. Comstock, of the customs division, directed me to the special-agency 
department. Being unable to obtain the reports desired, I again called upon 
Mr. Comstock, of the customs division, to make inquiry in regard to the way 
in which the tables of Treasury allowances for drawbacks upon sugar were 
made, Mr. Comstock told methat they were made very carefully by a num- 
ber of experts, who spent several months’ time in getting statements from re- 
finers and others, and who secured special permission to visit certain refiner- 
ies and observe the process of refiningsugar. Mr. Comstock did not hesitate 
to say that the tables were extremely accurate. I continued to ask questions 
until Mr. Comstock said: ‘* Well, now, if you want to know all about sugar, I 
will have toturn you over to Mr. Buynitzky."’ Before introducing me to Mr. 
Buynitzky,Mr.Comstock said: ** He will tell you all about sugar in six months.” 

Iaccompanied Mr. Buynitzky to his desk. He began to explain to me the 
way the tables of allowances were made. He said that the number of pounds 
of raw sugar allowed in the first table of Department Circular No. 102 did not 
represent the exact number of pounds used to make 100 pounds of hard 
rolned sugar, but was intended to give the number of pounds which would 
represent in value the amount of raw sugar actually used in making 100 

ounds of hard refined sugar, after deducting an allowance for the value of 

he sugar in the sirup. He then did some figuring on a slip of paper (which 
I retained) to show me how the allowance was made for the refined sugars 
made from raw sugars testing 96 degrees. He said that from 100 pounds of 
raw sugar testing 96 degrees there were made 92 pounds of hard refined sugar, 
and that there was left over one-half gallon of sirup. He divided 10,000 by 
92 to find how much raw sugar was required in practice to make 100 pounds 
of refined sugar. 

This he found to be 108.7 pounds. He thensaid that asthere were 4 pounds 
of sugar in a gallon of sirup, there were 2 poundsin one-half gallon. e sub- 
tracted 2 from 108.7, leaving 105.4 pounds. He said as these 2 pounds of sugar 
were mixed in the sirup, they did not have the full value of crystallized pe. 
He first said that the sugar in the sirup was estimated to have only half as 
much value as crystallized sugar. He therefore started to add 1 to 106.7, but, 
observing that this would not give him the Treasury allowance, said that it 
was not exactly one-half of the value which was lost, because the sugar was 
mixed in the molasses, but a little more than one-half. He said: ‘‘ We have 
forg tten just now the exact proportion of the value which was deducted, 
but it must have been a little more than one-half the value.” He then added 
seventy-seven one-hundredths to 106.7, which made 107.47 pounds. He said 
they must have concluded that seventy-seven one-hundredths of a pound 
was the proper amount toadd to obtain the correct aliowance. 

Mr. ray, said that the tables were prepared by a commission of ex- 

arts, of which Col. lra Ayre was the most important member. He said Mr. 

Yhance and Mr. Leary were also members of this committee, and that he 
(Mr. Buynitzky) was any. After reflection he said: “I have been 
with so many committees that [am not certain but that I was a member of 
this committee; perhaps I was; yes, I think you can put me down as a mem- 
ber of this committee. I think I signed the report as a member of the com- 
mittee."’ He further said that Mr. John C. Sage was what might be called 
an ‘‘advisory member” of the committee. e said that Mr. Sage in fact 
ndvised the committee in the —— of asugarexpert. He said he believed 
that Colonel Ayres visited a refinery, but made no definite statement as to 
whether or not any other members of the committee visited refineries. He 
said that he thought that Mr. Ayres did not get much information in the 
refinery of assistance in making up the Treasury tables. He said that the 
committee obtained sworn statements from eight different refiners as to the 
number of pounds of raw required to make a certain amount of refined, as 
to the kind of sugar used by each refinery, and as to the proportions in which 
the different grades and different kinds of sugar were mixed together in each 
refinery to produce the refinedsugar. He said that one of these statements 
was made by Mr. Havemeyer. 

I asked Mr. Buynitzky if those eight statements could be made public. He 
said, * No; they are not public papers. Some of them were obtained only 
upon the pledge of secrecy.” Mr. Buynitzky said that the 92 pounds of hard 
refined sugar made from 100 pounds of raw sugar testing 96 degrees repre- 
sented the average of the eight statements, and that the commission, after 
considering the eight statements, fixed =e $2 pounds as the average amount 
of refined sugar made from 100 pounds of 96-degree raw sugar. He said that 
he did not think it was the proper figure, and that when he was making esti- 
mates for his own personal information he always took % instead of 92 pounds 
as the amount of hard refined sugar made from 100 pounds of #6-degree sugar. 
He said that possibly the correct figure was somewhere between 92 and 93, 
but that he was never convinced that it should be 92. He said thestatements 
made by the refiners were ail made under oath, and the Government havin 
no other sufficient information and no Way of Qisproving the statements ha 
to accept them. He said: * Of course, if the refiners prevaricated, that con- 
cerns their consciences. We have simply done the best we could.” 

I asked Mr. Buynitzky how the Government could tell, when it was payin 
drawback duties upon refined sugars, what grade of raw sugars were us 
in making the refined sugar, and how, if there should be an advantage in 
claiming that the refined sugar was made from low-grade raw sugars, the 
Government could peter the exporting refiner from claiming that the 
refined wager which he was capers was made from low-grade raw sugars. 
Mr. Buynitzky said that the refiner had to make statements under oath, and 
that if his statements were consistent there was no way of preventing such 
frauds. He said, however, that records were kept of all grades and value of 
sugar imported by refiners, and that ifa refiner made a_ statement which 
did not agree with these records, he could be found out. He said of course 
if he remembers the kind of sugars which he imported he would have no 
trouble in making the Government accept a false statement. I suggested to 
Mr. Buynitzky that a refiner might keep a record of all the kinds of: sugar 
and amounts imported of each kind and their value, and that then he would 
have no trouble in making consistent statements when he wanted to export 
sugar. Mr. Buynitzky said that they would have to keep a separate set of 
beoks for that purpose. é 

Mr. Buynitz - ypeared to be getting nervous at the kind of questions 
which he was called upon to answer. He at last asked me for what purpose 
I wished this information, and if I was going to write it up. I told him I was 
Pet on any newspaper, but that I might make some use of the information. 

told him that Senator ALLISON had stated that the sugar schedule was 
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based upon the Treasury Department figures, and that therefore it wa. 
essary to make sure that these figures were accurate. I said tha: 4; 
sixty million dollars a year was at stake, and that a small inaccuracy jy, +)... 
figures might make a difference of several millions of dollars to th: (;...... 
ment and to the refiners. Mr. Buynitzky thought that the tables y 
accurate enough to serve asa forasugar schedule. He said +h» 
commission had received very little information concerning amounts ,, 
grade sugars required to make 100 pounds of raw sugar, and that {}; 
ances made for low-grade sugars were based upon the allowance for «) 
sugar, which was the most important sugar,and upon which the eo), 

had most information. He thought that 106.7 pounds, rather tha), 
should serve as a basis upon which to construct a sugar schedule. {| ),\. } 
said, was about eight-tenths of 1 per cent less than the allowance jy..jo 
the Government. 

Before leaving I told Mr. Buynitzky that I was not in favor of giv; 
differential tothe sugar trust, and that I was making inquiry in reg.:| { 
Treasury tables because [thought that, based upon these tables, the }) 
sugar schedule would give the sugar refiners even more of a differen: 
most protectionists were willing to allow. Mr. Buynitzky expresse:| 
that I was not in favor of allowing any differential to refiners, and .. ; 
if I did not believe in protection. I told him that I did not, but that ¢\«), j¢ 
did I should not believe in giving the refiners a higher differential th: 
tended. He said that he believed in giving the refiners asubstantia| a 
tialand that he believed in protection. He said: “ Thisisa protection Admin. 
istration and the high man, over all of us, Mr. McKinley, is a prot 

I told him that I presumed that he and the other members of th: 
sion had made the tables as neariy accurate as they could from the j»/, 
tion at hand, but that I did not believe the statements of the refiner 
again said that he did not fully believe the tables, but that they were 
statements which the Government had, and that the sugar refiners | 
secrets. 

I thanked him for the information which he had given me and started to 
leave the room. He walked with me to the desk of Mr. Comstock. Mr. (om. 
stock asked if I now knew all about sugar, I told him that I had receive 
conriderable information from Mr. Buynitzky in considerably less than six 


months’ time. 
BYRON W 


HOLT, 
Bworn to before me this 22d day of June, 1897. 
JOHN SPRUNT HILL, 
Notary Public, New York County, 


Mr. CAFFERY. I also offer a statement in connection with 
this affidavit. I have looked over this affidavit very carefully, and 
in every particular it agrees with my recollection of what Mr. 
Buynitzky told me. I may not have stated everything that Mr. 
Buynitzky told me, but the whole of his conversation witli me in 
regard to this matter is contained substantially in the affidavit of 
Mr. Holt, which I corroborate and say it is the statement that Mr, 
Buynitzky made. 

Mr. Holt is the gentleman who has been here in behalf of the 
Reform Club, taking an interest in the tariff. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the statement 
will be printed in the REcorp. 

The statement is as follows. 


THE SUGAR DRAWBACK FRAUDS. 


All calculations as to the differential or amount of protection to sar re- 
finers in all of the sugar schedules thus far proposed by the present (gress 
are based upon Department Circular No. 102, issued by the customs (iy isi 
of the Treasury Department in 1895. This circular is entitled * Dr. 
on sugar and sirup,” and fixes the number of pounds of raw sugar of «it! 
degrees allowed by the Treasury Department in the payment of drawback 
duties to make 100 pounds of refined sugar. 

Senator Ne.son W. ALDRICH said in the Senate on May 25, 1897: 

“As a basis for the calculation of the number of pounds of sugar of each 

lariscope test required to make 100 pounds of refined sugar, | have taken 

he statement of the Treasury Department promulgated June 25, 189}, Depart- 

ment Circular No. 102. I assume that there will be no question 1: to its 
accuracy. The computations have been confirmed by various sta'ements 
furnished by the appraiser's office in New York.” 

Senator WILLIAM B. ALLISON said in the Senate on June 14, 1897 

“| was about to state that I arrived at these figures by taking the number 
of pounds of raw sugar which are required to produce a given nem»ber of 
pounds of refined sugar, * * * according to the absolutely accurate test 
made by Secretary Carlisle as Secretary of the Treasury, and produced by 
him, as I have been told, after the most accurate calculations of tlic best 
chemists and experts obtainable on the sugar question.”’ 

The accuracy of the Treasury tables of allowances thus becomes 
importance. If they are incorrect to any considerable extent, m 
dollars may by the new tariff law be unintentionally taken from th sug: 
consumers and given to the sugar refiners, or vice versa If, after carefu 
investigation, it seems probable that the tables are very far from accurate, 
it would then appear that all three of the proposed sugar schedules should 
be discarded. Bt. 

We will first examine the circular itself. Here is the first table. to which 
is added acolumn showing the estimate ot allowance for each degree decrease 
in strength: 
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Test of raw sugar used. 


Allowance for- 


Allowance for— 
100 pound 
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128.01 | 
129. 88 
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135. 48 | 
187.35 
139. 21 
141.08 | 
142. 95 | 
144. 82 | 
146. 68 | 
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We observe first that, beginning at the top of the second column, either 
1.81 or 1.86 pounds have been added to each allowance toget the allowance for 
the next lower degree. It would not appear that these figures were made 
“after the most accurate calculations of the best chemists and experts obtain- 
able on the sugar question,” for one does not need to know much about sugar 
to know that there is generally far more waste material between each 2 de- 

of low-grade than between each 2 degrees of high-grade sugars. When 
raw sugars test 07 or 98, they usually contain a little water and invert sugar 
(glucose), but very little ash or dirt. Practically all of the crystallizable 
sugar can easily obtained. When raw sugars test below 9), they usually 
contain considerable ash and dirt, and it is not easy to get out anything like 
the full amount of wy es or hard sugar known to be there. 

We next observe that drawback duties are also allowed on “soft refined ” 
sugars and on sirups. As soft refined sugars and sirups are usually made 
from the waste or by-products of the hard refining process, it would appear 
from this circular that it i® possible for a refiner to get back, when he ex- 
ports bard refined sugar, 99 per cent of all the duty paid on the raw material 
used, and to get back, when he exports the soft refined sugar and the sirup 
made from these same raw materials, an additional amount of duty. It 
seems probable that the total drawback duty received in this way might 

eatly exceed the full duty paid on the raw materials used. 

Again we observe that, calculated from this Treasury circular, the cost of 
asuflicient quantity of raw sugars to make 100 pounds of refined sugar is the 
same as the cost of the 100 pounds of refined sugar—leaving nothing for the 
cost of refining. This was the result reached by Appraiser Sharretts, whose 
statement appears in the CONGRESSIONAL RecOoRD of June Ll, 1897. Ho 
foand that on June 9, 100 pounds of German granulated sugar was worth in 
New York in bond $2.30; and that 120.54 pounds of raw sugar testing 89 de- 
grees was then worth $2.29. We were at that time importing both of these 
sugars. 

What fools we must be to import raw sugar when we can import refined 
at practically the same price! Senator ALDRICH undoubtedly had these 
Treasury tables in mind when he on May 25 made the absurd statement 
that “for months raw beet sugar and German granulated have sold on an 
absolute parity of value, taking caly into account the percentages of pure 
sugar contained in each.” How kind it is of the German refiners to sell re- 
fined su at the same price which they pay for raw. It is perhaps as a 
reward for this kindness that the German Government gives them a net 
bounty of 7 or 8 cents on every 100 pounds of refined sugar exported, this be- 
ing, according to Senator ALDRICH and our Treasury tables, all the German 
refiner gets for work which Senator ALDRICH estimates to cost 50 cents. 

From the above observations it is clear that on its face something is wron 
with the Treasury Department circular. It appears to have been c matructed 
n tby experts, but roughly and carelessiy, and without regard to consistency 
or to facts. 

We shall now look outside of it for evidence of its qocurney, Senator 
Auprica claims to have substantiated the accuracy of these tables by two 
chemical tests. He said on May 25: 

“For illustration, I will take an analysis of sugar Nesting 58 degrees, made 
by the chemist in charge of the sugar laboratory in New York. This sugar 
contained seventy-four one-hundredths of 1 per cent of ash, 4.13 per cent of 
invert nee. and an outturn of 81.85 per cent of crystallizable sugar. 

“Of sugar it would take 122.17 pounds to make 100 popes of refined 
sugar. The Treasury estimate is 122.41 for this test. It will be noticed that 
the sugar contained 413 per cent of invert sugar. Thisinvert sugar becomes 
sirup in the process of refining, and is worth from one-half to three-fourths 
ofacent per pound. The result in this case would probably be a fair esti- 
mate of the average result of the value of the residuum of invert sugar con- 
tained in all cane sugars testing in the neighborhood of 89 degrees. The value 
of this sirup would not appreciably affect differentials. 

“The same chemist made at the same time a test of 94t-degree centrifu- 
gals, which showed forty-two one-hundredths of 1 per cent of ash and 2.47 
per centof invert sugar and an out-turn of 00.27 percent of refined sugar. In 
this case the amount of $4-degree test sugar required to make 100 pounds oi 
refined would be 110.77, as against 111.20, the amount named in the table, with 
2} pounds of sirup. 7 

“It must be evident from these examples that the Treasury statement 
shows the entire amount of crystallizable sugar that can be obtained in each 
case from 100 pounds of raw.” 

In his first sample the sugar tested 88 degrees. 
cent of this sample was crystallizable sugar. His chemist got out only 81.85 
per cent of stallizable su As neither the ash nor the invert sugar was 

of the r cent, this chemist loses, apparently without observing it, 
6. —— of his crystallizable sugar. In the second sample 3.73 per cent 
was in the same way. If his chemist informed him that these amounts 
of crystallizable sugar disappeared in some mysterious manner, Senator 
ALDnrICH is not to blame for saying hat the value of the sirup made from the 
invert sugar would not appreciably affect differentials. , however, his 
chemist made no mention of the loss, it seems strange that Mr. ALDRICH him- 
self did not discover this oversight before he the figures. What kind 
es oo did he employ anyway? Of what sugar laboratory is he in 

rge 

Considerable information has been obtained in regard to these Treasury 
tables from recent interviews with Mr. 8. M. Buynitzky. Mr. Buynitzky is 
the sugar expert of the Treasury Department, and was one of the four or 
five on the committee which made the Treasury tables. Mr. Buynitzky says: 

(1) That the Treasury tables do not represent the full number of pounds 


That means that 88 per 


raw sugar uired to make 100 pounds of hard refined. He says that 
o7 allow some for the value of the residuum. 
(*) That eight refiners submitted statements to the committee, and that 


the tables were constructed by taking an average of these eight statements. 
(3) That these statements related almost entirely to 9%6-de sugar. 
(4) That the allowance for other degrees are based upon that for egree 
5) Pinbaccorting to the eight statements submitted 92 pounds of hard 
Tefined could be made from 100 pounds of raw sugar testing % degrees. 
(6) That the statements varied from less than 92 to over #4 pounds. 
¥) as the statement containing over 94 pounds came from Cunningham, 
(8) That he never believed the refiners’ statements, and that he always es- 
Soaated that 93 to 933 pounds of hard refined could be made from 100 pounds 
eres sugar. 
(9) the principal member of the committee, Mr. Ira Ayer, was per- 
mitted to visit a pooner? and watch the process of refining, but that he mreb. 
° 


ably got no valuable rmation there for use in making up the table of 
allowances, 

(10) That the refiners keep their secrets. 

il) That their statements were made under oath he does not 


(12) That it is easy for sugar refiners to make false statements when ex- 
Panag refined ooger as to the kind or kinds of raw used in making such 
, and that the Government has no certain way of detecting the 


falsi statemen : 
Gs Se tas cre ent to serve os a basis for a tariff bill. 
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These statementsof Mr. Buvnitzky make interesting reading for those who 
have been swearing by these Treasury tables. It is evident from thes 
ments— 

First. That the Treasury tables are inaccurat 
and unscientific. 

Second. That the principal table of allowances, and the one upon which 
both Senators ALDRICH ond ALLISON base all of their calculations, is not what 
it appears upon its face to be 

hird. That the sugar trust, as stated by Senator LINDSAY 
made its own drawback-allowance tables for the $s-degree sugar 

Fourth. That the special committee fixed the allowances for sug 


» state- 


», unreliable, inconsistent, 


practically 


ars testing 


above or below 96 degrees in a crude and unscientific way. In other words. the 
committee, having nodata for other degrees, fixed upa table as best thev 
could. It seems os that they did it by dividing the number of pounds 
over 100 es of 96-degree sugar, as the trust represented, to make 100 
pounds of hard refined by 4, the number of degrees between % and 100, 
and then added this quotient (1.86}) to the allowance for each degree to obtain 


the allowance for the next lower degree. 

Fifth. That the big refineries of the sugar trust—ten totwenty times aslarge 
as Cunningham’s—do not get as much hard refined out of %j-degree raw sugar 
as does Cunningham's little refinery. 

Sixth. That Cunningham, being as nearly out of the trust as any refiner 
in this country, did not have an understanding with the trust refiners as to 
the kind of statements which were to be submitted, and that therefore his 
statements were probably more nearly truthful than were the others 

Seventh. That it was unfair to the Government, if some refiners could 
make over 94 pounds of hard refined from 06-degree raw sugai, while others 
claimed to make less than #2 pounds, to take an average of the statements 
By so doing, it is clear that the refiners who get the greater amounts of re 
fined from the raw sugar can and do get back from the Government more 
duty than was paid upon the raw sugar used. 

Eighth. That as no expert can tell, when he sees refined granulated sugar 
from what particular grade of raw sugar it was made, it is easy for exporting 
refiners to (eceive the customs officials on this point, and if there is any o! 
ject in so doing to claim that the refined was made from 8tor5 degree sugar, 
when, in fact, 96 or 97 degree sugar was used. 

There are many other reasons for believing that the Treasury allowances 
are grossly inaccurate. Since the formation of the sugar trust in 1887 no 
Government official or outsider has been permitted to see the trust's books 
or to obtain information as to the cost of refining or the amount of absolute 
waste in different kinds and grades of sugar 

When the New York senate committee was investigating the sugar trust 
in 1888, the officers refused to produce the books and said that they did not 
know where they were at that time, but that they were probably in New 
Jersey. Other investigating committees met with the same fate. The offi 
cers refused to give census statistics to the Census Department, and baffled 
the efforts of the Attorney-General to obtain access to the books until Car 
roll D. Wright advised the Attorney-General to give up the fight, as it was 
too late to make use of the statistics even if they should be obtained 

The officers of the trust do not defy State and national laws and risk 
their personal freedom in their attempt to guard secrets which are con 
sidered of little value or importance 

Trust refiners, when they have appeared before the Waysand Means Com 
mittee or the Senate Finance Committee to ask for protection, have carefully 
refrained from making statements as to the loss inrefining. In 1800 Mr. FE. C 
Knight, of Philadelphia, appeared somewhat unexpectedly before the Ways 
and Means Committee. He was not then in the trust, and inadvertently made 
some statements which do not substantiate the Treasury figures. Here is 
the first part of his statement: 

“Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I came here in the capacity of a listener 
not to say anything myself; but as I see nobody else prepared to speak in the 
interest of sugar refiners, I will say a few words to the committee 

“T have had no conversation with other sugar refiners, and am expressing 
entirely my own ideas, from my own knowledge of the business, having been 
at it a good many years. 


“Tam going to assume asa basis that our house manufactures 5 per cent of 
all the refined sugar made in this country. [donot think that we come quite 
up to that, but I will take that asa basis. On that basis, if we melt 500,000 


pounds a day, costing 5 cents a pound, the raw sugar costs us $25,000 a day, 
and on that 500,000 pounds we pay 2 cents a pound duty to the Government. 
In refining that raw sugar there is 4 per cent of impurity, a sample of which I 
have here. [Exhibiting it tothe committee.} This 4 per cent of impurities 
costs us $1,000 a day, and, assuming that we work three hundred days in the 
year, it costs us $300,000 a year. Now, if we have but one-twentieth of the 
entire refining business of the country, the total loss to refiners from this 
source is $6,000,000 a year. 

“Mr. GEAR. You say that the loss from impurities is 4 per cent? 

“Mr. KntautT. Yes; 4percent. That would be onagrade of good 90-degree 
sugar. If we were to manufacture the centrifugal sugars polarizing 96 
degrees, the loss would not be so great.” 

Gen. J. Hale Sypher expressed the opinion before the Ways and Means 
Committee on December 3), 1896, that the total cost of refining sugar by the 
American Sugar Refining Company does not exceed one-fourth of a cent per 
yound. He said that this one-fourth cent covers waste andeverything. If 
1is statement is true, there can not be nearly as much waste as allowed by 
the Treasury Department. 

Many sugar importers and brokers in New York and other sugar-refining 
cities do not hesitate to say that 105 pounds of 96-degree sugar is ali that is 
required for 100 pounds of hard refined sugar—in addition to somewhat of 
sirups and soft sugars. Some of these men have friends in the refining 
business in this or other countries. Some of them claim to have positive 
information on this point. They, however, will neither state it nor permit 
themselves to be quoted. 

In view of the above facts and statements, it appears to be certain that the 
Treasury tables of drawback allowances on sugar are far from accurate, and 
that they should not serve as a basis for a sugar tariff schedule 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, the material question to be 
determined in regard to the sugar schedule is. first, the number of 
pounds of sugar at a certain test required to make a pound of re- 
fined, and the differential allowed under the bill. When you have 
those two factors, as I have stated before, the price of the raw is 
immaterial. Protection stands out right square from the abso- 
lute differentials given in the bill, but the material point of a 
correct starting place, in my opinion, is first to be settled. There 
have been more pounds of raw sugar allowed to make a pound of 
refined than is actualiy required, and just in proportion to the 
extra amount of raw allowed under the bill to make a pound of 
refined, just in that proportion is the differential greater between 
the raw and the refined under the bill. 

So it is with the drawback allowance. 





If the sugar trust 





> 


exports sugar, and gets a drawback allowance on 140 pounds of 
raws, as required to make the number of pounds of refined ex- 
ported, when in point of fact it took only 130 pounds, the Senate 
will perceive the benefit given to the trust. 
under the operations of the pending bill, that the sugar trust will 
export sugar. I have made the statement, and I reiterate it, that 
they control the price of raw sugars made out of cane throughout 
the world, and the consequence of that is that they can dictate to 
their patrons everywhere whatever degree of sugar they want the 
raw sugar to be at. They can require it to be made as well at 90 
as at 96, and the lower you go down in degree the higher the dif- 
ferential is and the more the protection to the trust. 

Of course I know that what I shall say has no weight. Ido 
not know what cast-iron arrangement has been arrived at as to a 
conference report, but I do know, so far as my information goes, 
that the essential basis of the number of pounds of raw sugar to 
make a pound of refined is erroneous, and upon that basis this 
whole schedule of protection is predicated. So far as I am con- 
cerned, I want the Senate and the country to know the enormous 
amount ef protection in this bill to the sugar trust. I have no 
hope whatever of making any impression upon our friends on the 
other side or on the conference committee. They appear to be 
drilled with the rigor and discipline of janizaries, and they are 
bound to enact this bill at all hazards. But right at this point of 
the sugar trust it appears to me they ought to call a halt; they 
ought to investigate the matter; they.ought not to give this trust 
more power than it already possesses, for it possesses much. 

It is a dreadful power; it is a dangerous power. There is not a 
wholesale grecer in the United States who is not a slave to the 
trust, who does not sell his sugar at their command and dictation. 
There is not a consumer in the United States who is not in their 
complete power. They can raise the price of his sugar at will; 
and after the testimony has been adduced before the Senate that 
they can make sugar and defy the nes of the world, after 
they have been given a compensating duty upon refined of more 
than they pay upon the raw, I want to know why it is that after 
all that is done this clear twenty-hundredths of a cent a pound, 
with the concealed advantages in this schedule, shall be added to 
their already enormous advantages. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to say to the Senator from Iowa that 
when the item relating to coal comes up I shall make an effort to 
reinstate the provision of the act of March 8, 1883, which provides 
for a drawback upon coal imported and used as fuel on board ves- 
sels propelled by steam engaged in the coasting and foreign trade, 
and soon. It is impossible to frame the amendment now, as I 
am not aware of the rates which the committee intend to report. 
I cal) the attention of the committee to the fact that it was sup- 
posed generally that that provision was retained by the act of 1890, 
and it was so decided by the district court and the circuit court of 
appeals of the ninth circuit, but afterwards the Supreme Court 
of the United States, one of the judges dissenting, held that by 
implication the act of 1890 repealed it. I simply call attention to 
the matter now. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will say to the Senator from California that 
we have that very matter under consideration, and expect in some 
form to allow those drawbacks. I-will be very much obliged to 
the Senator if he will turn his attention to the preparation of a 
suitable provision. 

Mr. WHITE. I shall do so. The decision to which I refer is 
163 United States, 500. I will prepare the amendment and submit 
' it to the Senator as soon as the rate is fixed. 

Mr. ALLISON. The coal matter will not come up to-day. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
to allow the item regarding bleaching powder to go over for 
to-day. Iam not satisfied myself as to the wisdom of the amend- 
ment, and I wish to have an opportunity to examine it further. 

Mr. ALLISGN. There is no objection to that course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
that paragraph will be passed over. : 

Mr. WHITE. I desire also to suggest to the committee the 
advisability of examining the decision to which I have referred in 
another view. There are a great many provisions retained in the 
administrative portions of the bill which were proposed to be 
eliminated by the majority of the Committee on Finance upon the 
theory that their elimination from the bill would interfere with 
the operation of some section that is contained in existing law. 
But I fear that the rule of construction adopted by the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the case referred to might result 
in a repeal by implication, which would not be desired here. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that since our original 
report was made we have examined with great care the sections to 
which he alludes, and it is our purpose, both for convenience and 
for certainty as respects the construction of the law, to restore in 
some form those sections when we reach them, modifying one or 
two of them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment passed over 
will be stated. 
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The SzoreTaRy. Paragraph 14, page 4—— 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What has become of paragr,), 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Wisconsin desired ¢),,,; ; 


er. 

Mr. SPOONER. I asked to have it over. 

The Committee on Finance re an amendment to nar. 
graph 14, page 4, line 22, after the word “‘colors,” to strij:.. 
* thirty-five” and insert ‘not specially provided for in this a0; 
twenty-five;” in line 24, after the word “ products,” to stri\, ‘out 
“or preparations;” in the same line, after the word «iu: ;, 
insert “‘not medicinal;” in the same line, after the word © 1),..;,.. 
nal,” to strike out ‘‘by whatever name known;” and in jine »» 
before the word “per,” to strike out “twenty-five” and inser} 
‘*fifteen;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

14. Coal-tar d is act, 2 
ad valorem; bean eae —e ee 2 
vided for in this act, 15 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committees propose a modification of 
paragraph 14, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The modification will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 14, page 4, line 23, strike ont 
“twenty-five” and insert *‘thirty;” im line 24, after the words 
‘*eoal tar,” insert the words ‘‘ not colors or dyes and;” and in |}; 
26 strike out the word “fifteen” and insert the word ‘twenty ” 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to have the paragraph read 
as it will read when amended. I will read it: 

Joal- or col no ed f is act, 30 per 
oh vapeemac al other ‘producta of coal tar not aan = a. 1 - rt 
nal, not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. SEWELL. I presented an argument to the committee. and 
I thought they had adopted my suggestion to leave in the words 
‘or tions.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I haveno objection to leaving in those words, 
We sup them to be surplusage. 

Mr. SEWELL. No; it covers a number of preparations that 
have been adjusted already in the custom-house. I ask that the 
words ‘ on peop ” be left in. 

Mr. AL iN. is no objection to it, although the word 
‘* products ” will certainly cover preparations. 

r. SEWELL. It is atechnical term that has practically be- 
come established, 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to assure the Senator from New Jersey 
that we took expert advice on the subject before making this 
amendment. But I have no objection to the insertion of the 
words if the Senator insists upon it. 

_ Mr. SEWELL. I prefer to have the words “ or preparations” 


in. 
Mr. ALLISON. It is a matter of no moment. 
Mr. SEWELL. Let that language be included in the amend- 


ment of the committee. . 
The amendment will be so modified, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
in the absence of objection. 

Mr. SEWELL. also ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
whether, in changing the rate from 15 to 20 per cent, in line 25, 
the a on theraw ucts of coal-tar dyes will not be increased, 

that view it would not be very much better to have the 
rate 15 instead of 20 per cent. 

r. N. A great many of the raw products of coal-tar 
dyes are on the free list unless we strike them off. Nearly all the 
raw products are on. 

Mr. SEWELL. Iam aware thata good deal come under this 
enumeration, so that the le who make coal-tar dyes would 
have to pay 20 per cent i of 15, Iwill not, of course, make 
any contest on the subject. ; 

. ALLISON. If we make any mistake about it, I shall be 
glad to rectify it later on. 

Mr. JO of Arkansas. I know nothing personally about 
this matter, but I am told by —— and by persons connected 
with the custom-house in New York that practically all co.) tar 
dyes or colors that come into this country come in the form f 
coal-tar products; that they must necessarily be mixed wit! «tr 
things before er dyes; that there must be some mor 
dant or some ot mixture they can be used; that the 


recent 
v 


medicinal, not specia(|, 


v pp 
pr 


16 


cent 


structure of this clause will result only in litigation and difiicn!'y 
paragraph 


of construction, and that in the there ought to | 
rate for the entire product. ' 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senator may be right, although t!e °° 

a few manufacturers in our country who make some ©! |e 
coal-tar dyes and colors, and it was thought wise by the com 
tee to give them fair protection. 

he bene of ——— I understand that they get the 
coal-tar products, and by a very simple process produce the coi” 
tar dyes by mixing them with other things. It hardly rise: ‘0 
the dignity of manufacture, as I understand the facts. Ido" ' 
know that I am right about it, but that is my information and 
my impression. 1 believe there ought to be one rate for all tucse 
articles. 7 


one 











Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a 
question in regard to this matter. Would the — that is here 
imposed be excluded from everything that is medicinal by the 
language ‘*not medicinal?” 

Mr, ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr.GRAY. Then I should like to ask whether it would ex- 
clude such an article as thymo-cresol, which is sometimes called 
sheep dip. I understand from a manufacturer of the article that 
that is used as a disinfectant or insecticide— 


It can absolutely be used— 
I read from a communication of his— 


for no other purpose. It is used to a certain extent in hospitals, but is used 
chiefly by farmers and stockmen as a sheep dip, cattle wash, ete. For this 
purpose it is used and recommended by the leading breeders and veterina- 
rians throughout the world. It is known to commerce asa “sheep dip.”’ It 
isat present on the free list. 


Mr. WHITE. It has been stricken from the free list. 
Mr. ALLISON. It wll be on the free list. 
Mr. GRAY. It will be on the free list? 
Mr. ALLISON. That is, not in that form, but sheep dip and 
all that class are provided for in the free list. I will find the pro- 
sion. 
Mr. GRAY. I suggest to the Senator some such language as 
this, as proposed by these people, to _ on the free list ‘‘products 
or preparations of coal tar used only as insecticides and disin- 
fectants.” That would cover the articles that are mentioned and 

revent this tax from being placed upon this article that is becom- 
ing every day more and more essential to the health of the stock 
of the country. 

Mr. WHITE. There are parts of the country in which sheep 
are produced where frequently there is a disease of the skin and 
it is necessary in its treatment to make a solution in which the 
whole sheep, except the head, is sometimes immersed. 

Mr. GRAY. This is it. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not the intention, I will assure the Sena- 
tor, to make sheep dip dutiable under any clause in this para- 


h. : 
or. GRAY. Would it be in order for me to move to put upon 
the free list now “‘ products or preparations of coal tar used only 
as insecticides and disinfectants?” 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will give notice of that amend- 
ment, I will say that the committee will look into the matter. I 
think in some form it onght to be done. 

Mr. WHITE. Paragraph 630 of the proposed bill as originally 
framed contains sheep dip, but the line passed through the para- 
graph indicates that the committee intended to eliminate it. 

r. ALLISON. My impression is that it is provided for in some 
other part, but I can not turn to it at the moment. I assure the 
Senator it will be dealt with. 

Mr.GRAY. All right. 

Mr. MANTLE. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Iowa at this point if the committee has decided to permit sheep 

ip to remain u the free list? 

tr. ALLISON. Sheep dip is a or indefinite term, and is made 
up of two or three hundred things that are called sheep dip. It 
was our purpose tocover, and I think we have some provision here 
which covers, what would be called sheep dip. If the Senator will 
look at paragraph 505, I think he will find it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
5, after line 1, to strike out paragraph 16, in the following words: 

16. Collodion, and all compounds of pyroxyline, by whatever name known, 
and whether rolled or in sheets, but not made up into articles, 50 cents per 


pound; if in finishea or partly finished articles, including such as are com- 
monly called celluloid articies, 75 cents per pound and 30 per cent ad valorem. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


16. Collodion and all compounds of pyroxylin, whether known as celluloid 
or by any other name, rolled or in sheets or otherwise, but not made up into 
articles, pom Syd pound; if in finished or partly finished articles, 60 cents 
ber pound and 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. The committee propose a modification of that 
paragraph which I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 16 and insert: 

Col and all compounds of pyroxylin, whether known as celluloid or 
by any name, 5) cents per pound; rolled or in sheets, unpolished and 
not made up into articles, 60 cents per pound; if in finished or partly finished 
articles, 65 cents per pound and 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. That is a considerable increase and a change of 
classification so as to put up these duties enormously. Why are 
these changes made? That paragraph seems to have been delib- 


erately framed and repo by the committee. Here is a new 
classification in the fire: part of it and 5 cents duty added to the 
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latter part. I should like to know, for it is little enough to ask, 
why this is done. 

Mr. ALLISON, Icallthe attention of the Senator from Missouri 
to the law of 1894. We have practically taken the phraseology 
of that law, making another bracket, as it were, covering col- 
lodion and all compounds, etc. , at 50 cents a pound, and then when 
rolled in sheets, which is another process— 

Mr. VEST. Making it 60 cents. 

Mr. ALLISON. Making it 60 cents. Then when made up in 
finished articles or partly finished, 65 cents and 25 per cent ad 
valorem. The present law is ‘‘collodion and all compounds of 
pyroxylin, by whatever name known, 40 cents a pound.” Where 
the law now provides 40 cents we provide 50 cents. On rolled or 
in sheets, but not made up into articles, it is 50 cents per pound 
in the present law, and we make it 60cents. If in finished or partly 
finished articles, it is 45 per cent ad valorem,and we have made 
it partly specific in the last bracket. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the proposed rate in the last 
bracket of the amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Sixty-five cents and 25 per cent. 

Mr.VEST. The 65 cents isan increase. J was very glad, when 
this amendment was originally made, to see that it was a reduc- 
tion from the Wilson Act. The Senator does not pretend to say 
that it now is the equivalent of the Wilson Act with the change 
of classification? 

Mr. ALLISON. 
tically. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; but the ratesare not the same. 

Mr. ALLISON. The rates are increased over the Wilson Act. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the 
comunittee. ; 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 22, page 6, line 17, after the word ‘‘above,” to strike out 
‘**ten” and insert “‘seven;” in line 18, after the word ‘‘ pound,” to 
strike out ‘‘two” and insert ‘‘one;” and in line 19, after the word 
‘*above,” to strike out ‘‘ten” and insert ‘‘seven;” so as to read: 

Gelatin, glue, isinglass or fish glue, and prepared fish bladders or fish 


sounds, valued at not above 7 cents per pound, 1} cents per pound; valued at 
above 7 cents per pound, ete. 


Mr. ALLISON. Lask that that amendment be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, in line 19, after the word “‘ above,” to 
strike out ‘‘ twenty-five” and insert ‘“‘thirty-five;” in line 20, after 
the word ‘* pound,” to strike out “three cents per pound and 
fifteen ” and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;” in line 21, after the words ‘‘ad 
valorem,” to strike out ‘‘ valued above 25 cents and not above 40 
cents per pound, 5 cents per pound and 15 per centum ad valorem; ” 
in line 23, after the word ‘‘ above,” to strike out ‘‘forty” and insert 
‘* thirty-five; ” in line 24, after the word ‘ pound,” to strike out 
“twenty” and insert ‘fifteen;:” and in line 25, before the words 


It is the classification of the Wilson Act prac- 


**ner centum,” to strikeout ‘fifteen ” and insert ‘‘twenty;” so as 
to make the paragraph read: 

22. Gelatin, glue, isinglass or fish glue, and prepared fish bladders or fish 
sounds, valned at not above 10 cents per pound, 2} cents per pound; valued 


at above 10 cents per pound and not above 35 cents per pound, 25 per cent ad 
valorem; valued above 35 cents per pound, 15 cents per pound and 2 per 
eent ad valorem 


Mr. ALLISON. That should be agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be glad if the Senator from 
Iowa would explain the effect of the paragraph as he proposes it 
in comparison with the present law. ‘The comparative statement 
submitted tu the Senate gives no information whatever. It seems 
as if the experts in the Treasury were completely paralyzed and 
bewildered by the proposed changes in this paragraph, and there 
is nothing in the comparative statement from which any opinion 
can be formed as to the effect of the proposed changes. 

Mr. ALLISON. The appraisers in New York have recently re- 
ported that the rate on gelatin, under the paragraph as we have 
amended it, would run from 21 to 25 per cent ad valerem, and on 
gine, 4 per cent to 21 per cent; on isinglass or fish glue, fish blad- 
ders, etc., from 4 to 6 percent. There is no great change. We 
reduced the rates, as the Senator will see, on the lower grades. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I must accept the Senator's state- 
ment because I have no idea what is the effect of the changes 
made. It appears to me asif the rates are increased in some re- 
spects. I may be mistaken in that. I would be very much grati- 
fied to find that there is a reduction by which the committee 
stands. 

Mr. ALLISON. On the lower grades, of course, there is a little 
increase; on the higher grades there is a reduction 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment passed over 
will be stated. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
8, line 17, paragraph 38, before the word ‘ cents,” to strike out 
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“fifty” and insert “‘ thirty-five;” so as to make the paragraph 
read: 
38. Olive oil, not specially provided for in this act, 35 cents per gallon. 


Mr. ALLISON. I have a modification to present in that para- 
graph, which I will send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

TheSECRETARY. In paragraph38, page 8, line 17, before ‘ cents,” 
strike out “thirty-five” and insert “‘forty:” and at the end of the 
paragraph insert a semicolon and the words: 


If packed in bottles, jars, tins, or similar packages, 50 cents per gallon. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I can not imagine what excuse there 
can be for increasing the rate on olive oil above the rate in the 
McKinley Act. It was 35 cents a gallon in the McKinley Act. It 
is 35 cents undes the present law. Certainly the production of 
olive oil is not an infant industry in this country. The importa- 
tions were increased in 1896 over 1893. If the purpose is to get 
revenue it would seem that we are at the revenue point at 35 cents 
a gallon. Ican not understand why the rate should be increased 
beyond 35 cents; and I should be very glad to have the Senator 
state some reason why it should be done. If there is not some 
satisfactory reason given, I should like to have a vote of the Sen- 
ate by yeas and nays, to know whether the Senate will agree to 
this increase. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, there are two good reasons. 
The first reason is that of revenue to be gained by increasing the 
rate from 35 to 50 cents. The second reason, which to my mind 
is far more important than the other, is because it provides that 
we shall have pure olive oil. The people of the western side of 
this continent are demonstrating the fact that we have olive or- 
chards that are equal to those of Spain or any other country. We 
have several hundred thousand olive trees now in full bearing in 
California, and we are producing the only pure olive oil that is 
produced upon this continent, while, as a historical fact, we are 
shipping out of the United States cotton-seed oil that is sent to 
Spain and other European countries and put up in bottles there, 
labeled, and returned to this country and sold to the consumer as 
pure olive oil, when seven-tenths of it is cotton-seed oil. 

I wish to say one word more. I donot wish to take up time. 
We have hundreds of thousands of olive trees’ that will come into 
bearing within the next few years. The olive grows upon the 
foothills and elevations of from 500 to 2,000 feet above the level of 
the sea. The trees grow most luxuriantly in Californiawand 
among the old nations there are olive trees more than 100 years 
old that have been yielding all that time. I want to say to my 
friend from Arkansas that there is no industry more worthy of 
his support and recognition than the cultivation of olives in this 
country. We have demonstrated the fact that we can give you 

ure Olive oil, and you will get it from no other place in the world 
imported into this country. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand that there is a large 
quantity of pure olive oil in this country made from cotton seed, 
and I suppose it is necessary under the circumstances to have 
some protection. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from California had just put one or 
two words more in his remarks I could have subscribed to them 
with great cheerfulness—pure olive oil and cheap olive oil. There 
is the point in this discussion. The increase of taxation will not 
make the oil any purer. The whole object is to make us buy at a 
higher rate the olive oil that is raised and produced in California. 
If 1 were to stand here and demand an additional duty upon an 
article produced in Missouri in order to make the people of Cali- 
fornia pay more for it I would be doing exactly what the Senator 
from California is doing now. 

Here is an article necessary to comfort and health, because the 
best physicians tell us that olive oil should be used in salads and 
that it is absolutely necessary to health in the large cities and in 
the springtime. In France it is used td a very large extent, be- 
cause no Frenchman thinks that his dinner is complete and en- 
tirely healthful without a salad. The people of the United States 
at large usé this article. Why should we be made to pay tribute 
to one State? Whatsort of justice istherein that? Here is some- 
thing that comes from the soil. No immense amount of labor is 
used in the production of olive oil. We want it pure; there is no 
objection to that; but we want it cheap. Here is an increase in 
the rate of taxation for the single purpose, pure and simple, of 
making my constituents pay a we price for something that is 
raised in the State of California. That is the tariff. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say to my friend the Senator from Mis- 
souri that, having in view the word ‘‘cheap,” we prevailed upon 
the committee to place adulterated olive oil upon the free list. It 
is there; and therefore he will have a choice. He can take the 
pure California olive oil which we will give him or he may at a 
very low par take the cheap adulterated oil. 

r. VEST. Does the Senator say that adulterated olive oil is 
on the free list? 
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Mr. PERKINS. For lubricating and other purposes. 

Mr. VEST. Olive oil? 

Mr. PERKINS. Olive oil for lubricating and other | 
is on the free list. It comes here in barrels and is bottled 


yuryn seg 


Mr. VEST. That is not edible oil? : 


Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. VEST. 
stomachs? 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam inclined to think a great many of our 
friends use it for that purpose. 

Mr. VEST. I suppose not, if they know it. 

Mr. PERKINS. No; they do not know it. 

Mr. VEST. And disarrange their internal organization anq 
bring about disease? I never heard of a man lubricating his 
stomach with adulterated olive oil. [Laughter ] es 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The next amendment passed over 
will be read. 

The Secretary read paragraph 43, on page 9, as follows: 

43. Blues, such as Berlin, Prussian, Chinese, and all others, containi: 


It is in paragraph 603. 
Is that edible oil, used for salads to put in pex)| 


Die'sg 


; ; . ig fer 
rocyanide of iron, dry or ground in or mixed with oil, 8 cents per pound nd 


in pulp or mixed with water, 8 cents per pound on the material contained 
therein when dry. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee propose to modify the amend- 
ment, in line 15, by striking out ‘‘six” and inserting “ eight,” re. 
storing the rate provided for in the bill as it came from the House 
of Representatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Finance will first be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 9, paragraph 43, line 14, after the 
word ‘‘iron,” it is snspeuull to insert ‘in pulp;” and in line 15, 
after the word ‘‘ oil,” to insert ‘‘ or water;” so as to read: 

43. Blues, such as Berlin, Prussian, Chinese, and all others, containing fer- 
rocyanide of iron, in pulp, dry or ground in or mixed with oil or water, ete 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, paragraph 43, line 15, after 
the word ** water,” to strike out “eight” and insert *‘six;” so as 
to read ‘*6 cents per pound.” 

Mr. ALLISON, The committee desire that amendment to be 
disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeiny to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance, which has 
just been stated. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. I want to call attention to the fact, just in a his- 
torical way, although it does no good, that this is an increase over 


the McKinley rate from 6 to 8 cents; yet we were assure! !vy the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRicH] that wherever the 
committee went over the McKinley rate it would be phenomenal 


and abnormal. There are 132 instances which have been already 
counted where the committee have gone over the McKinley rates. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was. on page 
9, paragraph 43, line 16, after the word ‘‘ pound,” to strike out: 

And in pulp or mixed with water, 8 cents per pound on the material con- 
tained therein when dry. 

The amendment was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance which was passed over will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 10, paragraph 47, line 10, after the 
word ‘‘act,” the Committee on Finance propose to strike out 
‘**crude” and insert ‘* dry;” and in line 11, after the word ‘‘ pound,” 
to strike out the words ‘‘dried or powdered, one-half of | cent 
per pound.” 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Finance instruct me to 
present a modification of this amendment, and I move to sirke 
out the paragraph and insert in lieu thereof what I send to the 
Secretary's desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 10 it is proposed to strike out para- 
graph 47 and insert: 

47. Ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, and umber and 
umber earths, when crude or not powdered, washed, or pulverized. one 
er of 1 cent per pound; if powdered, washed, or pulverized, three-cighths 
of 1 cent per pound; if ground in oil or water, 1} cents per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendnent 
of the committee as gee mer to be modified. 

Mr. ALLISON. want to modify the amendment further. 
After the word “earths” where it last occurs I move to insert 
‘*not specially provided for.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The modification to the amendment 
pegpend by the Senator from Iowa will! be stated. : 

The Secretary. It is proposed to modify the amendment by 
inserting after the word “ earths” where it last occurs the words 
‘not specially provided for.” 


i. 
} 


ae 





1897. 





Mr. ALLISON. NowI ask the Secretary to read the paragraph 
as it is proposed to be amended. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 47 and 
in lieu thereof to insert: 

47. Ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, and umber and 
umber eart’ not specially provided for, when crude or net powdered, 
washed, or pulve , one-eighth of 1 cent per pound; if powdered, washed, 
or pulverized, three-eighths of 1 cent per pound; if ground in oil or water, li 
cents per pound. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The next ereee passed over was paragraph 50, on page 10, 
which the Cominittee on Finance proposed to amend,in line 17, 
after the word “blue,” by striking out ‘‘ and other ultramarine 
colors;” so as to read: 

5). Ultramarine blue, whether dry, in pulp, or mixed with water, and wash 
blue containing ultramarine, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 19 of the same paragraph, 
before the word “cents,” to strike out ‘‘ four” and insert “three.” | 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to modify that amendment by inserting 
the words *‘ and one-half” after ‘‘ three.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It isproposed toamend the amendment of the 
committee, in line 19, paragraph 50, page 10, before the word | 
“cents,” by inserting the words “and one-half;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

§). Ultramarine blue, whether ary, in pulp, or mixed with water, and wash 
diue containing ultramarine, 3; cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next agraph passed over was paragraph 58, on page 12, 
line 12, which the Committee on Finance proposed to amend, before 
the word ‘‘cents,” by striking out ‘‘ twenty ” and inserting ‘‘ten;” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 


Phosphorus, 10 cents per pound. 


Mr. ALLISON. I propose to modify the committee amendment | 
by inserting ‘‘ fifteen” instead of ‘‘ten;” so as to read: 


Phosphorus, 15 cents per pound. 


The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The next item passed over was the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Finance, on page 14, after line 22, to insert as a new 
paragraph: 

74. Soda ash, three-eighths of 1 cent per pound. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
amendment will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Let us understand that, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALLISON. Has paragraph 74} been agreed to? 

Mr. VEST. No; I want to understand it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend that paragraph by placing a 
semicolon after the word ‘‘ pound,” in line 23, and inserting what 
I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The am ndment to the amendment 








pro by the Senator from lowa on behalf of the committee 
will be stated. 
The Secretary. In line 23, after the word “pound,” it is pro- 


posed to strike out the period and insert a semicolon; and to add 
“arseniate of soda, 1} cents per pound.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. Representing as I do immediately a State in 
which there is an industry that consumes a large amount of soda 
ash, whilst I do not wish to make any contest with the committee 
on this amendment, I ask to have published in the Recorp, as a 
part of my remarks, the statement which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 

SODA ASH. 


The bill reported by the Finance Committee of the United States Senate 
increases the duty on este ash, reported in the House bill at one-fourth cent 


per to three-eighths cent per pound. 

present cost of soda ash for importation is about one-fifth cent per 
pound, f. o. b. Live 1, so that a duty of three-eighths cent per pound is 
equivalent to fully 185 per cent protection. 

At the t rate of duty, one-fourth cent per pound, which is also the 
duty of McKinley bill, there is imported into this country about 120,000 
sereean: annum, yielding to the Government about $672,000 annually as 

ue. 


The soda ash imported into this country is principally consumed on the 
seaboard, as the foreign makers can not compete with the American makers 
where are obl topay muchfreight. A duty of three-eighths of acent 
Re would therefore bitive and prevent any further revenue 

importations, and in tion would place all the industries consuming 

soda ash at the mercy of three manufacturing companies in the United States. 

(There are but three makers of soda ash in this country, all of whom are large 

ee The gas, soap, paper, and pulp industries are all large con- 

Sumers of ash; toplace an increased duty on sodaash, already protected 

bya of over 100 per cent. means a very severe injury and loss toall these 
none of w 


hich are pro’ in their manufacture to the ex- 
already given and conceded to the soda-ash makers. 
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A protective duty of 18 per cent on an article so largely consumed by four 
great industries, and necessary to them as raw material upon 
them a burden almost destructive 

It is entirely unnecessary as a protective measure, and would er 
feat its object asa revenue measure, being prohibitory 

Mr. VEST. Let me ask the Senator from Iowa what the present 
duty is on arseniate of soda? 

Mr. ALLISON. Twenty-five per cent ad valorem. 


, is imposing 


itirely de- 


Mr. V EST. What do you propose to make it? 

Mr. ALLISON. One and one-fourth cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. What is the equivalent ad vaiorem 

Mr. ALLISON. About 25 per cent, I think. 

Mr. VEST. I want tocallattention to the fact that the increase 


proposed by the committee upon soda ash, which is an article of 
very great importance, is above the McKinley rate, it is above the 
Wilson rate, and it is above the rate in the House bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is all right. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator tell us now why he proposes to 
make that increase? Wearecertainly entitled to know the reasons 
for it. Isuppose every Senator has received many communica- 
tions in regard to this article. The soap manufacturers are very 
much interested in it, for it is an article of large consumption and 
of absolute necessity to the soap manufacturers of the United 
States, and they have petitioned for adecrease of duty. Not satis- 
fied with the McKiniey rate—leaving out the Wilson rate, which 
of course is not to be considered by our friends on the other side 
and not satisfied with the Dingley rate, they now propose to put 
up the price of this commodity one-eighth of a cent, making ita 
48 per cent ad valorem duty. I hope our friend from Iowa will 
tell us why this is done. 

Mr. STEWART. I will state for the information of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri that this article is largely manufactured in 
many places. Competition will undoubtedly keep the price down 
to where it ought to be. This duty is imposed upon the principle 
that such articles should be protected. Certainly it is a product 
of our own country, and competition has resulted largely in the 
reduction of the price of it, and we want this duty. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] does not 
answer, but the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. Stewart] does, which 
is proof positive that Nevada and the Western country is inter- 
ested in soda ash. 

Mr. STEWART. Suppose they are, is that a crime? 

Mr. VEST. ‘ Hinc ill lachryme ” is the old Latin quotation— 
‘**hence those tears.” 

Mr. STEWART. Donot be afraid of Nevada getting too much, 
or Missouri either. 

Mr. VEST. I do not care whether it is Missouri or Nevada or 
anywhere else, I am opposed to this class legislation—putting up 
the price of an article of necessity in favor of certain manufac- 
turers. I do not ask it for Missouri. I shall vote against any in- 
crease upon an article of prime necessity in my State, and take 
my chances asa public man. When it comes to lead, I shall vote 
to put that on the free list; when it comes to lumber, I shall vote 
to put that on the free list, and salt on the free list, and wool on 
the free list: and if they want a Senator here to do otherwise, let 
them send somebody else here. These duties ought to be just and 
equal, and they should be imposed with reference to the consum- 
ers of the country, the millions upon millions of people who are 
not represented here by any lobby or any moneyed interest at all. 

Here is soda ash, which is put into soap, an article of absolute 
necessity, a cheap article, used by everybody. It is said that the 
Democratic party does not use it as a rule, though I believe they 
are as much addicted to bathing as any other class in the com- 
munity. An ex-President, of whom I was a great friend, at a 
dinner party in New York spoke of soap as a great political in- 
strumentality during the previous election. [Laughter.} Here 
is soap, the component or principal article composing which is 
soda ash, made dearer; though our friend from Nevada tells us 
he thinks that the competition in this country will keep the price 
of soda ash down. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Well, then, what is the use of shutting ont the 
foreign manufacturer, when our experience is that whenever you 
shut out foreign competition, the domestic manufacturers arrange 
the price for their own benefit, and you have what is generally 
called a combine or a trust? One manufacturer says to another, 
‘“*Here, Smith, you and myself are cutting each other's throats. 
You own a factory over there, and I have a factory over here. 
Why let these haymakers get this article cheap at our expense? 
Let you and I get together and coolly fix the price for our own 
benefit, and make money.” ‘‘ Put money in thy purse,” Roderigo; 
**put money in thy purse.” That is all there is in it. 

fr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, the manufacture 
of soda ash in this country comes in direct competition with the 
manufacture of soda ash by the United Alkali Company, of Great 
Britain, the most powerful trust or combination in the world, 
What our friends on the other side seem to wish to do is to destroy 
the manufacture of soda ash in this country in order that it may 
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be entirely monopolized by the United Alkali Company, of London, 
which, as [ said, is a trust with $20,000,000 of capital, and prob- 
ably the closest and most grinding monopoly on the face of the 
earth. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I call the attention of the Senator from Con- 
necticut to the fact that the importation of soda ash between the 
years 1893 and 1896 has declined 33; per cent. The Americans 
seem to be able to take care of that British trust. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. To-day there are, as I understand, 
three soda-ash manufactories in the United States, perhaps more. 
When they commenced the manufacture of soda ash, there was 
at the then prevailing price perhaps an opportunity of a living 
profit. To crush out this manufacture here the foreign monopoly 
reduced the price to a point where there was no profit in the 
American manufacture. Just the moment that they can succeed 
in crushing the American manufacturers, who are not in combina- 
tion, this foreign combination and trust will raise the price higher 
than it was before. That is the old story. 

I think that the people who use soda ash in this country will get 
their soda ash much cheaper by a duty upon it which will allow 
its manufacture in the United States than by putting it on the 
free list, thus crushing out the manufacture in the United States 
and putting the whole business in the hands of this monopoly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is it on the free list now? 

Mr. LINDSAY. It has never been on the free list. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is not on the free list. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Itwas on thedutiable list in the McKinley law. 
‘ Mr. VEST. We only desire to have the McKinley rate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thesame rate is on this now that was 
under the McKinley law, and there was an increase as originally 

roposed by the committee of an eighth of a cent over the bill as 
it came from the House. The importations amounted in 1893 to 
$4,860,787.77 and they fell off in 1896 to $1,970,975.31. So it seems 
that a quarter of a cent gives ample protection. The importation 
was not one-half in 1896 what it was in 1893. 

What is the occasion for raising the tax any higher? We have 
been told all the time that it was not pro: to have any extrava- 
gant rate of taxation, and yet the rate under the McKinley law 
and the rate under the present law is proposed to be raised 50 per 
cent, when the House of Representatives itself proposed only a 
quarter of a cent, and the Committee on Ways and Means were 
satisfied with the present rate and satisfied with the rate which 
was in the McKinley law. This increase, the like of which has 
not been heard of in any article of necessity anywhere, has been 

ut on by the Senate committee, when we were assured in the 
CP otnaiad of the debate that all these taxes were going to be kept 
down to a marvelously low level. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment proposed by the committee as amended. 

Mr. VEST. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeasand nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smirn], but I transfer that pair 
to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I have a general 

ir with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLan}]. 

f he were present, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). IT am paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaLuinger}. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr, PENROSE (when his name was called). I have a general 
eet with the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY]. 

ere he present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name-wascalled). I am paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Taurgton], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. y 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. If he were here, 
I should vote ** yea.” 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Bur- 
LER]. In his absence, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. THURSTON. I inquire if the senior Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. TrLLMAN] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. THURSTON. Iagain announce my pair with that Senator, 
and withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. WARREN. I am informed that the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER] would, if he were here, vote on the side of this 
ne that I would. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 

ash mn {Mr. TURNER] to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER], and vote “‘ yea.” 


I am paired with 


Mr, JONES of Arkansas (after voting in the negative). 


lam 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








JUNE 26, 





paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Haz}, and ther:/ 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr.SHOUP. Ihave a general pair with the Senator fro, 
ifornia [Mr. Wurre], but I reserved the right to vote on ;), 
nen, and will therefore allow my vote in the affirmati,.. . 
stand. 

Mr. GEAR. I have been transferring pairs with the Se),; 
from Utah [Mr. Raw rvs], who is not now here; but, by his 
mission, I will transfer his pair to the Senator from New J«;...y 
nen SmitH}. I want to protect the vote of the Senator from \..;; 


re 


ersey. They would both vote the same way. I will let iny yore 
in the affirmative stand. : 
Mr. PENROSE. I transfer my pair with the junior Senato; 


from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY] to the junior Senator from [!]inoj 
{[Mr. Mason], and vote “ yea. 
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—®0. 

Allison bs McEnery, Shoup, 
Baker Gear. Penrose, Spooner, 
Burrows. Hansbrough, Perkins, Stewart, 
Carter, Hawley, Platt, Conn. Warren, 
Chandler, Hoar, Platt, N. ¥ Wetmore, 

Jeboe, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, Wilson. 
Fairbanks, Lodge, Proctor, 
Foraker, McBride, Sewell, 

NAYS—2. 
Allen, Clay. Mallory, Pettus, 
Bacon, Cockrell, —— 1, ao. 
rry, Gorman, urphy, rple, 
Caffery, Heitfeld, ‘ . Vest, 
Chilton, McLaurin, Pettigrew, Walthall. 
NOT VOTING—®. 

Aldrich, Gallinger, Lindsay, Rawlins, 
Bate, George, MeMillan, Smith, 
Butler, Gray, Mantle, Teller, 
Cannon, \ ‘ Thurston, 
Clark Hanna, i n, 
Cullom Harris, Kans. Mills, Turner, 
Daniel Harris, Tenn. Morgan, Wellington, 
Davis, Jones, Ark. Morrill, hite, 
Elkins, Kenney, Nelson, Wolcott. 
Faulkner, yle, Quay, 


So the amendment of the committee as amended was agreed to, 

The next paragraph which was over was paragraph 41, 
beginning in line 14, on page 15, which the Committee on Finance 
proposed to amend, after the word “ Vanillin,” by striking out 
**70 cents per ounce” and inserting ‘‘ 50 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out the amendment heretofore proposed by the committee, © 5) 
per centad valorem,” and also striking out ‘‘'70 cents per ounce,” 
and inserting ‘‘ 80 cents per ounce;” so as to read: 


81. Vanillin, 80 cents per ounce. 


Mr. VEST. There is nothing in the comparative statement 
showing that — of this article comes into the country. 

Mr. ‘ALLISO . I have a very full statement from the ap- 
praiser’s office respecting it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There ought tobe some reason viven 
ee of these increases. Let the statement of the Senator be 
read. 

Mr. VEST. We can not find out anything about this article. 

Mr. ALLISON. I havea statement regarding vanillin, which 
has been heretofore classified as a chemical compound at 2) pcr 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. What is the unit of value? 

Mr. ALLISON. About $50 a pound. It has ranged within the 
last few years from being exceptionally low, and only 
for a short time—to $50 and to as high as $80 a pound. This duty 
of 80 cents an ounce would be equivalent to about 25 per cont al 
valorem. 

Under the present rate of duty the ie abroad, as I under- 
stand, fix the price to suit themselves. are, I think, only 
two or three manufactories abroad, and only one in this country. 
The object is to get a specific duty. i. 

Mr. T. How many of these manufactories are there 11 (''5 
country? 

Mr. ALLISON. Just one. The object is to secure a spoo''c 
duty of about 25 per cent ad valorem, which is 80 cents an oi’. 

Mr. VEST. I understand this articleis an extract of the van! 
bean. Is that so? ‘ 

Mr. ALLISON. It is what is called a synthetic product. |' 1s 
an efficient substitute for vanilla made from the vanilla bean. °'! 
is a highly concentrated article, used for flavoring ices, ice cre" 
confectionery, etc., and also in making perfumery. It is made 
from coal tar and various other things. 
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Mr. VEST. There is but one factory in this country, and none 
of the article comes in, according to the comparative statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have a statement here, and perhaps I had 
better ey give the contents of it. 

Mr. VEST. Let us have something, for we are in the dark 

nt it. 
oor. ALLISON. It is a proprietary article, made and controlled 
abroad under patent, and it is understood that it is consigned for 
sale on foreign owners’ account to but two or three firms in this 
country. 

It is a white crystalline powder, chemically pure, made from 
coniferine, a glucoside contained in the cambrium layer (under 
the bark) of the pine tree; also from guiacol, or the resin of the 

ignum-vite tree, as well as from a body found in oil of cloves. 
Its market value has been a matter of serious dispute, it having 
been the subject of frequent advances and of reappraisement. 
The latest appraised value is about $50 ps pound. It was for- 
merly invoiced considerably higher, and lately by one concern as 
low as $35 per pound; but, as before stated, it was advanced. In 
consequence of the disputes respecting its value and the repeated 
attempts at undervaluation, it is of the highest importance that 
the rate upon the article be specific. Seventy-five cents an ounce 
would be substantially the equivalent of 25 per cent ad valorem, 
the rate to which the article is now subject. 

Mr. VEST. What is it used for? 

Mr. ALLISON. For perfumery, and, of course, in confections 
and as a substitute for the vanilla bean. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before leaving this subject, I wish to insert— 
I think it is better to make it a new paragraph called 80}, although 
I intended to make it a part of this paragraph—as a separate para- 
graph what I send to the desk. 

e SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph 
the following: 


" . tonqua, or tonka beans, 50 cents per pound; vanilla beans, $2 
on tae emie thy hen eben = known nen, $l per pound. - 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the rate now? 

Mr. VEST. What is the present duty? 

Mr. ALLISON. Both of the articles are on the free list. 
qua beans are on the free list. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The intention of this isto give effect 
to the tariff just put on. As these things would probably come 
in competition with vanillin, an increased rate on that article 
—_ not be very effective unless this article is taken off the free 


Ton- 


Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Arkansas that 
bear no relation to each other. 
. VEST. Did 1 understand the Senator to say vanillin is 
used as a substitute for the vanilla bean? 
Mr. ALLISON. I did say so. 
Mr. VEST. How can the Senator say they have no relation to 
each other? 


Mr. ALLISON. What I meant to say was that the action of 
the committee had no reference to that. 

Mr. VEST. We are discussing the effect of the action of the 
committee. The Senator has just put a duty of 80 cents an ounce 
upon vanillin, which is a substitute, as he says, for the vanilla 
bean. He then proceeds to take the vanilla bean off the free list 
and put a dutyonit. Now, the meaning of that is first to protect 
the vanillin, of which there is just one manufacturer in this 
country, and none brought in, and then to exclude the competing 
[een by putting aduty uponit. In other words, put the vanilla 

e dutiable list, shut out the vanilla bean in the inter- 
est of illin manufacturer in the United States, who gets 80 
cents an ounce, and none of it comes in. If that is not a tariff 
combine, there never was one made. 

Mr. ALLISON. The tonqua bean is a very high-priced article, 
and it is imported to this country at a high price, and it will un- 
doubtedly maintain that price under the duty we propose, which 
is @ revenue duty. 
to the effect it may have upon vanillin, I do not suppose it 
be ble. The vanillin is a highly-concentrated 
used as a substitute for the vanilla bean in the 
way I have stated, and both of these articles will yield from a half 
hundred thousand dollars, as I am informed by 
Treasury experts. Ithink we need the revenue, especially if we 
are not to put a tax upon beer and tobacco and some other articles 
that are now embraced in the bill. I submit the amendment to 
the Senate. and if wish to vote it down, they can do so. 

The ViCE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

by the committee. 

Mr. VEST. I call for a division of the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
first part of the amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secrerary. It is proposed to insert: 

Tonquin, tonqua, or tonka beans, 50 cents per pousd. 


s 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The remaining portion of the para- 
graph will now be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Vanilla beans, $2 per pound; vanilla beans, 
commercially known as cuts, $1 per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment which has been stated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that paragraph 86. the next 
may be passed over for the moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be passed 
amendment which has been passed over will be stated 

The SEcRETARY. In paragraph 8&8, line 21, after the word “ton,” 
to strike out ‘* bauxite or beauxite, crude, not refined or otherwis 
advanced in condition from its natural state, $1 per ton;” so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

88. Clays or earths, unwrought or unmanufactured, not specially provided 
for in this act, $1 per ton; wrought or manufactured, not specially provided 
for in this act, $2 per ton; china clay or kaolin, $& per ton; asphaltum and 
bitumen, crude, if not dried or otherwise advanced in any manner, $1.50 per 
ton: if dried or otherwise advanced in any manner, $3 per ton 

Mr. ALLISON. lLask that the amendment be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CHILTON. 1 suggest to the Senator from Iowa that the 
Senator from Georgia who wished to be heard upon this question 
is not present in the Chamber. 

Mr. ALLISON. Im line 17, before the word “ dollars,” I move 
to strike out ‘‘two” and insert ** three.” 

The Secretary. It is proposed to amend the paragraph by 
striking out,in line 17, the word “ two” and inserting “‘ three;” 
as to read: 

China clay or kaolin, $ per ton. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like the Senator from Iowa 
to state what the present rate is on china clay or kaolin. 

Mr. ALLISON. Two dollars a ton. That is my recollection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to have the para- 
graph read as it now stands. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

$8. Clays or earths, unwrought or unmanufactured, not specially provided 
for in this act, $1 per ton; wrought or manufactured, not specially provided 
for in this act, $2 per ton; china clay or kaolin, $3 per ton; asphaltum and 
bitumen, crude, if not dried, or otherwise advanced in any manner, $1.50 per 
ton; if dried or otherwise advanced in any manner, $3 per ton 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I thought there had been an 
amendment previously adopted placing limestone rock asphalt on 
the dutiable list. It is so svinted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary informs the Chair that 
that is the pending amendment, which has not been agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Secretary did not read the 
rest of the paragraph, as I understand it to remain. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Bauxite, or beauxite, crude, not refined or otherwise advanced in condition 
from its natural state, §1 per ton. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
pending in regard to rock asphalt. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcreTARY. After the word “ton,” in line 17, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

Limestone rock asphalt containing not more than 15 per cent bitumen, 50 
cents per ton. 

And in line 20, after the word “‘ bitumen,” to insert ‘‘ not spe- 
cially provided for in this act;” so as to read: 


in order, 


over. The next 


80 


Now, there is an amendment 


Limestone rock asphalt containing not more than 15 per cent of bitumen, 
50 cents per ton; asphaltum and bitumen, not specially provided for in this 
act, crude, if not dried or otherwise advanced in any manner, $1.50 per ton. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call attention, in the line of historical 
allusion simply, to the fact that asphalt, under the McKinley law 
and the existing law, whether crude or advanced in manufacture, 
was free. Here it is put upon the dutiable list. The equivalent 
ad valorem for $3 per ton upon asphalt is 109 per cent. Of course 
the argument will be made, when anything is said against a tax 
on asphaltum, that the principal supply of this country to-day 
comes from an island in the West Indies that belongs to Great 
Britain. Itis said that Great Britain charges so much royalty for 
the bitumen or asphaltum which is taken out of the lake on that 
island. My information is that an American company has pur- 
chased either the whole of that lake or an interest in it, and that the 
—_ we have to-day upon the streets of the city of Washington— 

ashington has more asphaltum pavement than any other city in 
the United States—came from that lake, and the government of 
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the District of Columbia paid an enormous price, about three and 
a half times what is now the commercial value of the asphalt used 
on streets. 

We have lately discovered immense deposits of asphalt or gil- 
sonite in the United States, and every Senator will recollect the 
struggle we had here in regard to the Uncompahgre Reservation, 
about opening it. That legislation was defeated; but of course 
the asphaltum or gilsonite beds remain there. There isa company 
in the city of St. Louis that have gilsonite or asphaltum deposits 
outside of that reservation, and they are furnishing now to the 
city of St. Louis and to Kansas City, in my State, asphaltum or 
gilsonite paving at about one-third what it costs the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia and the United States Government to 
pave with asphaltum the streets of this city. 

I do not know why this duty is put upon the article now and 
why the article is taken off the free list. It seems to me that 
with the immense natural deposits in the United States we are 
able to compete with any country in the world and absolutely to 
control this very necessary article for municipal purposes. The 
gilsonite found in the Uncompahgre Reservation is used not only 
for paving, but roofing and other purposes, and why this large 
duty should be imposed, unless it be, as [ suppose will be said, as 
an attack upon the English company who own the lake in the 
West Indies, I am unable to see. The result when this duty is 
imposed is that the article of asphaltum will be made higher to 
every municipality in the United States that wants to use it upon 
its streets, and it is hardly necessary to say that in a great many 
noncommercial cities it is the very best article that can be used 
for the purpose. 

Mr. CHILTON, Mr. President, there is a further observation 
which might be made in regard to the asphaltum business. I 
believe the California asphalt, which is noted all over the world, 
contains a much larger quantity of bitumen than the Trinidad 
asphalt, and has an advantage in the market on that account. It 
will make many more square yards of pavement to the ton than 
Trinidad asphaltum. It seems to me this is a case where the 
American industry is clearly able to stand alone and compete 
with all the world, It needs no protection. Asphaltum is not 
only used in city pavements, but it is used in livery stables and 
other lines of business, and the tax imposed will constitute a 
charge on a large number of American people. 

The question of transportation largely controls the market for 
asphaltum. The California product is largely shut out of New 
York and extreme Eastern cities on account of the high rates of 
transportation. It is practically impossible to transport it to New 
York so as to come in active competition with the Trinidad arti- 
cle. Therefore it seems, sir, that in so fur as transportation does 
not offer difficulties to the American production of asphaltum it 
is now completely on its feet. The imposition of this tariff will 
add a tax for asphaltum in the Eastern section of the United 
States which the Western asphaltum can not reach on account of 
the enormous transportation charges to which I have referred. 

I know, as has been frequently said, that it is useless to offer any 
reasons against proposed amendments, but it occurs to me that 
this is an unnecessary charge upon the taxpayers of a large section 
of this country and can do no possible good. The product is one 
which can not be locally developed by a protective duty, and being 
so eety used in the work of municipalities, it is not an appro- 
priate subject for a revenue duty. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If we listened to and heeded the 
arguments which are made whenever an item in this bill is under 
consideration, the Government would have no revenue whatever, 
for every item is objected to. Now, this, as I understand it, is 
purely a revenue duty, and the necessity for revenue seems to be 
very apparent. 

With reference to increasing the cost of street paving I think 
myself there is profit enough in the asphaltum business between 
the lake at Trinidad and the layin of the pavement in cities so 
that that pavement can be afforded at thé same rate at which it 
is now laid. ; 

I desire to amend the paragraph further by adding the provision 
which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrowsinthechair). The 
ane proposed by the Senator from Connecticut will be 
stated, 

The Secretary, On page 17, after line 23, it is proposed to add 
to paragraph $8 the following: 


Fuller's earth, wrought or manufactured, $3 per ton. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the rate now? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Two dollars. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed »y the Senator from Connecticut. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. I have just entered the Chamber, and I find the 
Senate occupied with paragraph 88, in which I am very much 
interested, and on which | had understood the committee in 


charge of the bill was to give me a hearing before action was 
taken by the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In relation to what? 

Mr. QUAY. Paragraph 838. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Which article? 

Mr. QUAY. First as to crude asphalt, which I desire to haye 
placed on the free list; second, as to gypsum, and third, as to 
feldspar, which I desire to have placed on the dutiable list. | 
will very glad if the Senator from Connecticut will allow the 
paragraph to be passed over. ~ understanding was distinct 
with the Senator in charge of the bill that I should have a }ear- 
ing on the paragraph before action by the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish the Senator from Penn. 
sylvania would let the action of the Senate stand until the Senator 
from Iowa returns, which will be in a few minutes. 

Mr. QUAY. I enter a motion to reconsider and will let it 


stand. 

a PETTIGREW. I move to amend the paragraph by ad- 
ing: 
Fuller’s earth, unwrought or unmanufactured, $2 per ton. 


I offer that to follow the amendment already agreed to pro- 
posed by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from South Dakota will be stated. 7 

The SEcRETARY. It is- proposed to add to the words already 
adopted: 7 


Fuller's earth, unwrought or unmanufactured, $2 per ton. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr, President, up to two years ago all the 
faller’s earth used in this country was imported from Eng and. 
They had a complete monopoly of the American market. Some of 
it was imported unmanufactured and some groundand prepare: for 
use. The price was from nineteen tothirty dollars perton. About 
three years ago fuller’s earth was discovered in Georgia and F lor- 
ida and Virginia and South Dakota. We began the production of 
this article. Last year we produced in this country about 20,()) 
tons. We consume about 50,000 tons, and nearly all of that which 
we produced and placed upon the market last year came from 
Florida, where the deposits are unlimited in extent and inexhaust- 
ible. The veins are 8 feet thick—from 4 to 8 feet—and the clay is 
of superior quality, fully equal to the best imported from Great 
Britain. One firm is producing 1,000 tons a month at the present 
time. 

We can supply the American market, but the rate of transpor- 
tation on fuller’s earth from Florida to New York is about $5 per 
ton, while often, for the purpose of getting loads for ballast, vessels 
will carry clay from England for $1 per ton laid down in New 
York. Therefore the duty on the raw earth should be increased 
= as to protect the production of the article by the American pro- 

ucer. 

This earth is used for various eo 


It was formerly used 
for cleansing furs and clothes. 


t is now used for clarifying oil, 


and the market is constantly increasing and widening. The de- 
posit in my own State contains séveral million tons. The vein is 
8 feet in thickness and covers a thousand acres of ground. It is 
very pure and of excellent quality, but owing to the difference in 


the freight rates and the difference in the cost of labor we can not 
compete without this protection. 

I notice some rather remarkable things in connection with this 
paragraph. In the first place, the House provided that the duty 
on unwrought and unmanufactured clays or earths should be 3! 
per ton, and on wrought or manufactured, not specially provided 
for in this bill, $2 per ton. This included fuller's earth. ‘There is 
a little factory in Connecticut, and Connecticut is represente! on 
the committee, and therefore the committee bring in an awend- 
ment to increase the rate on wrought or manufactured fuller’s 
earth to $3 a ton, but they leave the unwrought or unmanulac- 
tured article still at the same rate imposed by the House. 

My amendment pro 8 to increase the duty on unwrought or 
unmanufactured earth the same as we have increased it on the 
wrought or manufactured earth. No attention is paid to the 
interest of the producer of thearticle in thiscountry, but the litte 
mill that grinds English stock must be specially taken care 0!, 
because it is represented on the committee. Therefore, without 
any opposition whatever, the duty is increased to $3 on the ground 
and prepared earth. Nothing is done for the producer, noi hing 
is done for the men who discovered the article and reduced the 
eve to the consumer from $19—$30 per ton down to $12 4 ton. 

his little machine was running in Connecticut when they charged 
$30 a ton for the article. It did not reduce the price to the Amer- 
ican consumer one penny, but when Americans discovered this ar- 
ticle in Florida and Georgia, and Virginia and South Dakota. and 
began to put it upon the market, the price went down. Who 's 
rewarded? The mill thatkept upthe price. The duty is increased 
for them to $3 a ton, because they are represented on the commit- 
tee. I wonder if there is an institution at any crossroads in Con- 
necticut that is not thoroughly taken care of by this bill. If there 
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is one that is not taken care of, it is an oversight. There is no 
question about that. 

Furthermore, the committee brought in an amendment t> in- 
crease the duty on china clay from $2 to $3 per ton. That is 
found in Pennsylvania and New Jersey. If an article is dis- 
covered anywhere outside of the excessively protected States, 
who have had the special favor of the Government in every re- 
spect for years, it can shift for itself; but if it is found in a State 
where every industry is protected 4 feet deep, then it gets addi- 
tional favors. 

For whosoever hath, to him shall be 
dance: but whosoever hath not, from 
he hath. 

The committee bring in the amendment for $3 a ton on china 
clay because, I suppose, the foreign importer can land it by water 


iven, and he shall have more abun- 
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admit the charge as to whether I am a protectionist or not. I 
believe that the nation should do its own work. I believe that a 
varied industry is necessary to the development of the best traits 
of character and the highest civilization among any people. I 
believe that it is the nation’s duty to encourage that varied indus- 
try which will enable every talent among its people to be devel- 
oped to its fullest extent. . 

Because I refused to vote for 185 per cent duty on woolen goods, 
the Senator from Connecticut stands up here to say that I ama 
protectionist only in spots. Beeause I refused to vote for 700 per 
cent duty on the lower grades of silk, used by the poor people of 
this country, the Senator from Connecticut says I am a protec- 


| tionist only in spots. 


in Pennsylvania, or is it because the Senator from Pennsylvania | 


Mr. 
Cee e would bring in and read for a week, and has thereby 
obtained these concessions? The rest of us had better get 4 bushels 
of manuscript. 

Mr. QUAY. The Senator from Pennsylvania must disclaim 
any intention to bulldoze this committee. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator from Pennsylvania says he | 


| be encouraged in their raids upon the people of this country, then, 


must disclaim any intention to bulldoze this committee. It is 
was doubtless. He had to bulldoze the committee that 
prepared the last tariff bill, and his manuscript is saved until 
when we get into power. 


Fuller's earth in the State of South Dakota, for instance, is dug | ; 
| of the South for the purpose of putting a duty on cotton, thinking 


from beds not very deep under ground. It is then ground into 


Quay] has 4 bushels of manuscript which he has told the | 


wder and dried either in the sun or dried by artificial means, | 


and then it is ground and screened and prepared for use. 
make the duty $1 on the unwrought or unmanufactured, although 
the freight rate from the beds of clay in the United States to New 
York is more than twice what it is from the beds of clay in Eng- 
land, and then we impose a duty of $2 more for the benefit of the 
little machine in Connecticut. 

All they have to do after the earth comes in is to dry it, grind 


it, and screen it to make it fit for use, and yet they are to have §3 | 


a ton. 
and they do not propose to. They want the duty of §3 so that 
they can grind English clay, although the quantity in this coun- 
try is unlimited. If they are so anxious to help the laboring man, 
it seems to me they ought to be willing toemploy American clay, 
mined by American miners, and then pay the freight, instead of 
paying it to British ships, to American railroads, if we have any 
American railroads. Senators talk about wanting to encourage 
our Own commerce, and yet whenever a single thing in this bill 
can be secured cheaper abroad for the use of the Eastern manu- 
facturers, they are anxious to get it in foreign bottoms and pay 
the freight to foreign shipowners. 

I sometimes think that the only real political principle which 

itates the representatives of New England on this floor is that 
of enlightened self-interest. 
always in the interest of New England, and everybody else can go. 


They will not grind one single pound of American clay, | 


We | 


| 


I know it is enlightened, because it is | 


I know, Mr. President, it is no use to contend against the com- | 


mittee. I understand full well the arrangement and understand- 
ing, and I know, of course, that this increase will be given to the 
clay of Pennsylvania and New Jersey, and this increase will be 

iven to the mill that grinds the fuller’s earth in Connecticut. 

propose to have the people understand just what is going on. I 

ropose to have it understood what this bill is gotten up for and 

whose interest it is manipulated, and that is all I expect to ac- 
complish. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, it is true that the 
business of grinding fuller’s earth is carried on in Connecticut. 
It is also true, 1 suppose, that there has been a bed of fuller’s 
earth found in Florida. What I understand the Senator from 
South Dakota wants—who is not a protectionist except in spots, 
when he has some particular thing that he desires to have pro- 
tected—is that the Connecticut mill shall be obliged to buy the 
fuller’s earth, which it is said has been found in Dakota, in its raw 
state, and transport it by rail to Connecticut and grind it there, 
and then send it back to Dakota for use, or as far back as it can 
find purchasers. Now, I do not think there is very much incon- 
sistency in that. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 
in South Dakota would not go to Connecticut to be ground, nor 


to the Ea market. It would go, however, into the markets 
of the W to Kansas City, where it would be used to clarify 
lard oil, -seed oil, etc. But the clays of Florida can come 
into the New York market if you give them a chance to do it, and 


is no reason why they should not beallowed tocome. There 

is no ent, except an effort to create a prejudice in the mind 

of somebody, why the Connecticut mills should not buy the Flor- 

ida earth and grind it, and be obliged to buy it or else go unpro- 
tected themselves. 

Further, Mr. President, I do not know that I care to disclaim or 


Mr. President, the deposit of fuller’s earth | 





favor of the imported ful 


Well, if to be a protectionist all over a man must vote for 700 
per cent duty on the cheaper articles and for 10 per cent on the 
higher priced articles that are used by the rich, I am only a pro 
tectionist in spots. If to be a protectionist | must vote for an 
extra duty on sugar purely and absolutely in the interest of the 
most corrupt and demoralizing trust ever organ:zed in this coun- 
try, at the behest and dictation of a political caucus, then I ama 
protectionist only in spots. If I must vote for every trust, if I 
must vote for every combination, vote special privileges to the 
few, high rates of duty, differential duty. in order that they may 


Mr. President, I am not a protectionist all over. 

Is the Republican party a protection party? Why, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the issue of protection has departed from our politics. 
When New England made her trade with the cotton Democrats 


to break up the solid South, she abandoned the only principle, the 
only issue, that gave the party character, and it has left you 
nothing with which to fight the next campaign. All the Repub- 
lican party stands for to-day, inasmuch as protection is no longer 
an issue and the South is broken up, is as the champion of the 
trusts and the gold standard, as the special representative of the 
classes against the masses. 

Mr. PASCO. Some very valuable deposits of this fuller’s earth 
are found in the State which I have the honor in part to repre- 
sent, and they have been developed and are being developed to a 
very considerable extent. The most valuable deposits are in Gads- 
den County, near the town of Quincy, and I have received some 
communications from the general manager of the company that 


is developing them that I shall ask to have read at the desk. This 
is the first one, which I ask the Secretary to read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
QuINe Y, FuA., January 2 1897. 
DEAR Srr: As you are probably aware, we have been mining and shipping 
fuller’s earth from this section for the past two years, and our shipments 


from Quincy for the year 18% represented 6,000 tons. Our Florida product 
is used in competition with the finest grades of English fuller'’s earth, and 
owing to the competition of the American product the shippers of English 


fuller’s earth have reduced their prices very materially for the past year. 
Nearly all of our consumers report that as satisfactory results can be ob 
tained with the American article as with the imported, but ow r to the 


very low ocean freight rates and the desire on the part of the English peo- 
ple to hold the market, they can only hold the trade by reducing the price and 
driving the American product out of the marke: 


Under the McKinley law the rate on clay imported was $3 per ton on the 
ground and prepared article and $1.50 on the crude. Under the Wilson bill 
the rates were reduced to $2 on the finished material and $1 on the crude. 


The fuller’s earth industry in this State promises to become very important, 
and in order to protect and build up the industry we are anxious to have the 
rates restored as they were under the McKinley law his would certainly 
aid in building up the industry in Florida, and as the disvovery fuller’s 
earth in the United States is so recent we feel fully justified in asking for 
protection. 

I would also say that contracts can be made with the English people to shi 
fuller’s earth from Liverpool to Chicago and other Western points ata much 
lower rate of freight than prevails in our own country, owing to the low pro- 
portion charged by the Atlantic steamers 

I would ask you to give this matter your consideration, and, if consistent 
with your views, extend your aid in supporting a new Florida industry 

With best respects, lam, yours, very truly 
WM. M 





CORRY, General Manager. 


Hon. SAMUEL PAsco, 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. PASCO. Iask also that extracts from the following letter 
may be read at the desk as marked. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Quincy, FLA., April 17, 1897 
DEAR Srr: As you are doubtless aware, fuller’s earth of the finest quality 
was discoyered in Florida a little over two years ago, and | am general 
manager for a firm that will ship over 12,000 tons out of the State this year. 
In order to introduce fuller's earth to the trad iccessfaully, we must first 
part of consumers in 


overcome a deep-seated a that exists on th 
er’s earth, and the introduc 
the American article is surrounded by some difficulties. The importers of 
English fuller’s earth have been working strenuously to prevent an increase 
on the duty, and in order to shut out American competition have formed a 
combination, and have been steadily reducing prices for the | st two years. 
The freight rates on Florida fuller’s earth to New York is #4 per ton, while 
the rate from Liverpool to New York and other American ports has been 
made as low as $2 per ton, and in many cases the material has even been car- 
ried as ballast at a nominal price. English fuller’s earth has been known 
commercially for the past three hundred years, and producers and shippers 
of the article have amassed fortunes in the business. Allof this competition 
must be met in order to intruduce succesasully the Florida product. and where 
the Florida earth has been given a fair trial the consumers admit that it is 
fully equal in many branches of the business tc that which is imported. 


n and general use of 
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Under the McKinley bill the rates on fnller’s earth were fixed at. $2 on the 
crude and $3 on the ground and milled article per ton. Later on the Wilson 
bil) reduced these rates to $1 and $2 an ton on the two grades, respectively. 
We have asked that the McKinley rates be restored in order to encourage the 
consumption of the American product, which even at the time of the poses 
of the Wilson bill was an unknown commodity. We understood that the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House would report favorably on the 
advance in the rates, restoring the McKinley figures, but the bill.as passed 
by the House shows no change from the rates provided for in the Wilson bill. 

* * *~ * ” e * 

The discovery of fuller’s earth in this country caused a great deal of un- 
easiness on the part of those engaged in mining fuller’s earth in England, and 
as soon as the American article was placed upon the market the price of the 
imported article was reduced, and the figures have been lowered at frequent 
intervals since we have been shipping the Florida product. Therefore the 
advance in the rate of $1 per ton would still give the consumersa very marked 
advantage as compared with the prices paid in years gone by, and they would 
have no ground on which to baseacomplaint. The ee has cheap- 
ened the cost of the imported article to all consumers, but the foreigners have 
the advantage of the freight rates, years of experience in the business, and 
with large accumulations of wealth are trying to drown out this new indus- 
~ in our own country. : 

think our demands are reasonable, and trust you will use your influence 
in behalf of the American fuller’s earth. 


Yours, very truly, 
WM. M. CORRY, General Manager. 

Hon, SAMUEL Pasco, 

Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, many of the people who compose 
this company live in other States. Some of them have moved into 
Florida. They have brought there a large amount of capital, and 
a have developed this and other industries since they came 
there. 

I have thought it proper that they should be heard upon this 
subject. For this reason I have had these letters read, so that 
they may be considered by the Senate and by the committee. I 
have felt that my duty toward these gentlemen would be dis- 
charged by bringing this matter to the attention of the commit- 
tee, and I have done so; but the committee have not been con- 
vinced that the duty upon fuller’s earth in its unwrought or 
unmanufactured state should be increased. This company is not 
directly interested in the manufactured article, but the committee 
has seen fit to favor a much higher duty upon the article in its 
wrought state, and pro to raise that, but leave the duty on 
the unmanufactured article where it was under the Wilson Act. 

So far as I am personally concerned, I have been disposed to 
accept the action of my party friends when they made the Wilson 
Act, and [ have not ed, and do not ask, for any increase, but I 
do not think that the committee should raise the duty upon the 
manufactured product and still leave the duty on the unwrought 
article where it is left in the Wilson Act. 

I wish to state now, so that there may be no misunderstanding 
as to my own position, that I shall not vote for this increase, and I 
do not myself ask for any increase. The responsibility must rest 
with the committee, who have all the facts before them and the 
by my correspondents for a higher rate of duty on 
the unwrought article. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator what, in his 
as og should the duty on the crude article be? 

r. PASCO. The duty on the unmanufactured article was 
placed in the Wilson Act at $1 a ton, exactly where it is placed in 
the present bill. So that I presume the Senator from. Massachu- 
setts and the committee agree that the Wilson law was correct in 
that respect. These gentlemen whose letters have been read dif- 
fer with the committee and they differ with the committee that 
made up the Wilson Act, and they ask for the higher rate, the 
same rate that is moved by the Senator from South Dakota. That 
pro ition I have presented to the committee. They still adhere 

the idea that the Wilson Act put a sufficiently high duty upon 
unwrought fuller’s earth, and they have left it where the Wilson 
Act did leave it. But when you come to the manufactured article, 
which is manufactured in a Northern State, the committee has 
seen fit to put on a much higher rate of duty. 

I think myself if the committee had been disposed to treat the 
article with entire fairness they would have carried out the 
wishes of these people who are interested in this matter in my 
State by increasing the duty on the raw material also; but I have 
not made that motion, and 1 do not expect to. I have felt that my 
duty in the matter was discharged by bringing the views of these 
gentlemen to the attention of committee and of the Senate, 
and I know very well that if I should make a motion myself to 
increase the duty on the unwrought article it would have no effect. 
I understand that the duty is fixed and settled by the action of the 
committee and the action of the Republican caucus. but I deem it 
proper to present the views of these gentlemen and spread them 
upon the record, so that they may have a hearing, and the friends 

the bill can act as they deem best upon their uest. They 
will understand that the reason why the relief which they desire 
has not been granted to them is use the committee which 
framed the bill and those who I pens politically do not think 
the er rate of duty should be granted, and it is only through 
them that favorable aetion can be secured. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, there have been some misap- 
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rehensions here, especially on the part of the Senator from Soy; ) 
akota (Mr. Perrigrew]. The manufacturers of the advan... 
article were Greatly pleased to find that this crude earth had },,..., 
discuvered in the United States. When the business bega: ;),, 
manufactured article sold at $28. An American firm contr; :... 
with the producers of the earth abroad and entered upon the |,,,.,. 
ness here of advancing the crude earth. It went on for a)).;; 
three years, and then the British company declined to renew ),,,; 
continue it any further. The American company was obliy. | 
resort to other parties not so convenient, I think, in Engl. ¢, 
get the earth and continue the business. Then they found t. ¢)), 
at pleasure that the crude article had been discovered jn s.,.\;), 
akota and in Florida, which to some extent emancipated ¢})o), 
from the trammels of the English quarrymen or miners, wha} oy, 
you may call them. So there should be no controversy bei \, 
the Senator and me on that point. 

He is altogether mistaken: when he says that Connecticut 314 
our New England people are selfish about this matter, that if \ 
get the duty we want we do not care about anybody else. [)),;; 
is a most tremendous mistake. If anybody on earth has stuijje| 
the tariff it is the New England manufacturers, and they ky ww 
that it can not be confined to any one locality. I repeat wy; | 
have before stated, that in my e ience of now sixteen years 
here and some years in the other House besides I have hai jy} 
one letter from Connecticut asking me to advocate free woo). 4))(] 
yet you know we are largely in the higher classes of 
woolen manufacture there, and that was from what is some- 
times called a Bourbon Democrat who was engaged in the woolen 
business. He wanted to have wool free. He is not the ideal New 
Englander that the Senator sets forth. He is the exception, the 
sole exception, I might say, in my dealing of sixteen years with 
the subject. 

We know very well that a tariff can not be made up in that 
way. Nobody knows it better. The New England men hasten 
to do whatever is generous and just—I leave out the word cen- 
ee to do what is just by our friends all over the 
country. e desire, in the substan language of the Demo- 
cratic platform of 1884 and 1888, to have the difference in wayes 
between the United States and other countries considered in «|| 
adjustments of the tariff. That is first-rate Republican doctrine, 


) 
) 
r 


en 


and that we aim at in this measure. I want to have al! the 
American labor that is concerned in this business have a fair 
chance at protection; and we rejoice in the discovery of fuller’s 


earth in this country by reason of ‘the fact that it emancipates us 
from those men abroad. 

Mr. PASCO. I suggest to the Senator from Connecticut that 
there is a very simple way of satisfying these gentlemen who are 
interested in these deposits in Florida that they are going to be 
treated with exactly the same degree of fairness that the citizens 
of his own State are treated, and thatis by persuading his col- 
league, who is a member of the committee which has charye of 
the biil, and who has an influential voice in their deliberations, 
to raise the duty upon the unwrought material as well as upon 
the manufactured article. 3 

But when we see the duty upon the manufactured article largely 
raised, while the duty upon the unmannufactured article is |:'t 
where it was before, the people will not be satisfied that they arc 
treated with that exact fairness and justice that the Senator irom 
Connecticut says he is disposed to treat the people of all sections 
of the Union. 

But this seems to be another case similar to the cotton tics, of 
the bagging and other articles used in my section of the country 
which have a duty imposed upon them, while similar articles 
used by the Western farmers are not subjected to these high rates. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Perhaps it isa case like that of Bessemer stvc!. 
The price went down from $150 a ton to $20 or $21. Perhaps it 1s 
a case like tin plate, which, it was said, could not be manufactured 
in this country, but it is successfully being done under the infiu- 
ence of the protective doctrine. 

I never heard anything said—nothing was ever said to me—a)out 
putting a duty of $2 upon this crude earth. I know that frien's 
of mine who are en in the business wanted the duty on the 
manufactured earth to be $3, that it might compensate for ‘)" 
difference between the labor of thé men who get 60 or 7) cents 
over there, while the same classes of men, comparatively, yet ° 
dollar and a half or two dollars here. ; 

I only say that if the Committee on Finance can adjust '!'s 
thing more fairly, if they think it would be better for Amer) 
labor and American capital to make any change in the bill, | +!!! 
be perfectly willing to consent to it. But as forthe influence ov" 
my coll e which the Senator refers to, I have not found it a\«!! 
much Guster the consideration of the bill. I think that he stan:s 
so erect that sometimes, to show his ndence, he does not (lo 
exactly what I want. But I find no fault with him, asa gener! 
rule, about — . He has done in the bill exactly what h» 
thought would be right and what I believe I thought right at the 











Mr. ALLISON. I ask that paragraph 88 with all the pending 
amendments may We passed over. 

The P G OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks 
that paragraph 88 with the pending amendments may be passed 

er. 
an ALLEN. Is that the paragraph under discussion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. ALLEN. To be over until when? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To be passed over for the day. 
If there be no objection, it will be so ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it suits the convenience of Senators, I ask 
that we now go to page 59. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment which was 
passed over on page 59 will be stated. 

The Secretary. The Committee on Finance propose to strike 
out, beginning in line 6, on page 59, paragraph 189, as follows: 

199. Watch movements having not more than 7 jewels, 35 cents each: if 
having more than 7 jewels and not more than 1! jewels, 50 cents each: if hav- 
ing more than 1} jewels and not more than 15 jewels, 75 cents each; if having 
more than 15 jewels and not more than 17 jewels, $1.25 each; if having more 
than 17 jewels, $3 each, and in addition thereto, on all the foregoing, 25 per 
cent ad valorem: watches, watch cases, and parts of watches, including watch 
dials, chronometers, box or ship, and parts thereof, clocks and parts thereof, 
not otherwise vided for in this act, whether separately packed or other- 


wise, 40 per cent ad valorem; al! jewels for use in the manufacture of watches 
or clocks, 15 per cent ad valorem. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 

189. Watches, clocks, and chronometers, and parts thereof, finished or un- 
finished, whether tel or otherwise, and not specially provided 
for in this act, 40 


separately 
per cent ad valorem; jewels for use in the manufacture of 
watches or clocks, 10 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. The majority of the committee instruct me to 
offer a modification to this paragraph, in line 6, after the word 
“movements,” by inserting “‘ whether imported in cases or not, if,” 
or I will say, ‘‘ whether or not im in cases, if,” and then by 
nee comma after the word “cases.” 

Mr. TURPIE. Isuggestthat it should read ‘‘ whether imported 
in cases or not.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator from Indiana think that that 
ae be better? 

Mr. I do. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. That is what I had originally pro- 
a and therefore I accept the suggestion of the Senator from 

diana, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
= lowa [Mr. ALLIson } on behalf of the committee will 
be stated. 

The SzcRETARY. In line 6, after the word “‘ movements,” it is 
abe“ to insert “ whether imported in cases or not, if;” so as to 


Watch movements, whether imported in cases or not, if having not more 
than 7 jewels, 35 cents each. 
That is right. 


Mr. ALLISON. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
— from Iowa will be considered as agreed to,in the absence 
Mr. ALLISON. In line 14, after the words ‘‘ad valorem,” I 
move to strike out the word ‘‘ watches” and the comma follow- 


it. 
"ine PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 189, line 14, page 59, after the 
words ‘‘ad valorem,” itis pro tostrike out the word “‘ watches” 
and the comma. . 

The amendment was to. . 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 18 I move to strike out all after the 
words “ad valorem” down to and including the words ‘ad 
valorem,” in line 20. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from lowa will be stated. 

The Secrerary. Im line 18, after the words “ad valorem,” it is 
proposed to strike out the semicolon and the words “all jewels for 
use in the manufacture of watches or clocks, 15 per cent ad 
valorem.” 

to 


CER. If there be no objection, the 
a ty amended will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. . Let us first hear it read, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
paragraph as amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


189. Watch meremests, whether imported in cases or not, if having not 


more than 7 jewels, 35 cents each: if having more than 7 jewels and not more 
than 11 50 cents each; if having more than ll jewels and not more 
than 15 75 centseach; if having more than 15 jewels and not more than 


W jewels Saas cock: if having more 17 jewels, $3 each, and in addition 


thereto, on all . cent ad valorem; watch cases and 

of watches, incloding atch chronometers, box or and aa 
thereof, clocks and parts thereof, not otherwise provided for in this act, 
whether separately packed or otherwise, 40 per cent ad valorem. 


The paragraph as amended was agreed to. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
new paragraph 189, originally proposed by the committee as a 
substitute for paragraph 189 of the bill as it came from the House, 
is intended to be disagreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, that is intended to be disagreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be the order, in the 
absence of objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read paragraph 109, which the Com- 
mittee on Finance propose to amend, in line 8, after the word 
“‘painted,” by striking out ‘‘ window glass and stained or painted; ” 
im line 9, after the word “‘windows,” by inserting “or parts 
thereof;” and in line 12, after the word ‘“* manufactures,” by in- 
serting “‘ of glass or paste, or;” soas to make the paragraph read: 


109. Stained or painted glass windows, or parts thereof, mirrors, not ¢ 
ceeding in size 144 square inches, with or without frames or cases, and 
glass or manufactures of glass or paste, or of which glass or paste is the 
ponent material of chief value, not specially provided for in this 
cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. Weare not prepared to deal with these matters 
in this and the succeeding paragraphs, it having been the expecta- 
tion of the committee that the leather schedule would have been 
taken up to-day; but owing to the illness of a Senator we have 
been obliged to forego its consideration. I think, Mr. President, 
this being Saturday, and not being prepared with the leather sched- 
ule, which has gone over until Monday, I shall suggest an ad- 
journment or an executive session. 

Mr. WHITE. [If the Senator will pardon me a moment, I have 
a statement which has been furnished me with reference to the 
methods utilized in perpetrating frauds on the Government in the 
sugar trade. I have had it examined by gentlemen who have ex- 
pert knowledge on the subject, and they think the information 
contained in the statement is of value. I send it to the desk and 
ask that it may be inserted in the RecorpD asa part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it will beso 
ordered. 


The statement referred to is as follows: 


RAW-SUGAR FRAUDS 


MALDEN, MAss., June 7, 1807. 

The determination of custom duties levied by the United States Govern- 
ment upon imported sugars is effected by two standards, viz: Color, and the 
polariscope test. 

Under the provision of the McKinley tariff law the duty imposed was 
specific, all sugars darker than a certain color being free of duty, and all 
sugars lighter than the said color being subject to a duty of one-half cent per 
pound. he polariscope test was not required. 

Under the provisions of the Wilson tariff law the duty imposed is both 
specific and aa valorem. Hence the polariscope test, which determines the 
percentage of refinable sugar present in the ruw sugar, and upon which its 
value of course depends, is again in use, in addition to the color test 

It is manifest that any means of artificial discoloration, or of vitiation of 
the polariscope indication, which can be quickly and cheaply removed at the 
refinery, is to the financial advantage of the importer 

I propose to demonstrate that by an inferential collusion between the 
American Refinery Company, commonly known as the sugar trust, on the 
one hand, and the producers of raw sugars on the other hand, the United 
States Government has, during the past several years, been defrauded of 
immense sums of money through the above-indicated means 

It is true that both the above-mentioned laws provided extra duty for dis- 
colored or adulterated sugars. It is equally true that the law on this point 
was and isadead letter. It may be stated that appraisers recognize this 
fact, and while not at liberty to quote individual testimony, I may add that 
each one feels that he “ is not big enough to fight the trust." 

In order to intelligently demonstrate where and how fraud is practiced, 
it is necessary, first, to explicate in detail the nature and use of the stand 
ards; second, to sketch im outline the beginning, and in some detail the 
end, of raw-sugar production; third, to explain the inception of the refining 
process. 

Standards—As to color, the so-called “Dutch standards” are used. A 
certain firm in Holland each year prepares with great care, and seals in 
white glass bottles, fifteen samples of raw sugar, numbered from No. 6, in 
color a dark brown, and ranging to No. 20, in color almost white 

These samples serve as standards for the ensuing twelve months, when 
they are renewed. Appraisers are provided with sets of these samples, and 
the grading of the raw sugar is effected by placing a sample of the latter 
beside the former and “ matching.” It will be seen that the result will de- 
pend upon individual expertness. 

As to the polariscope test.—If a ray of polarized white light be 
after passing Gueenh a solution of crystallizable sugar, it will be found to 
have beeome colored. If the polarizing apparatus be rotated to the right, a 
series of changes of color will ensue in the ascending order of the Newton 
scale, viz, from red through orange, etc., to violet. 

If a noncrystallizable sugar solution be substituted, similar phenomena 
will be observed. But with this difference, to produce the same sequence of 
changes of color the rotation must be tothe left. Hence crystallizable sugars 
are aan ified by the chemist as dextrogyrate, or right-handed, and non- 
crystallizable sugars as levogyrate, or left-handed 

ft, now; a solution containing both crystallizable and noncrystallizable 
sugar be substituted, the direction and degree of rotation required to pro- 
duce a particular result will be determined by the relative proportion of the 
sugars present in the solution. 

Advantage has been taken of the principle involved in the above facts, and 
a most perfect optical instrument, known as the saccharometer, or, more com 
monly, simply as a ae has been devised and is in universal use for 
the testing and grading of sugar. 

In this instrument when the index is at 0 degree and nothing intercepting 
the light, the field of view, which is circular, is of a uniform gray tint. Upon 
interposing a solution of sugar, one-half of the circle becomes darker than 
the other, and an adjusting screw must be operated to compensate for the 
rotation dne to the sugar solution and restore a uniformity of tint. The 
extent of adjustment required to produce this result is indicated by an index 
, 4 @ seale so graduated that 1 degree of displacement corresponds to 

of cane sugar dissolved in 100 cubic centimeters of water and 
viewed through a tube 200 millimeters in length. 
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to be analyzed, 26.048 grams are weighed out and dissolved in the above 
quantity of water. If chemically pure and anhydrous, the scale will read 100 
degrees of displacement, or 100 per cent of sugar; and if impure, correspond- 
ngly less. 

i the application of polariscope analysis to sugar two cases may arise: (a) 
When no other optically active substance is present, and (b) when invert 
one is also present. 

t should be stated at this point that crystallizable sugar, from whatever 
source, has come to be known as “ cane" sugar (sucrose), and noncrystalliza- 
ble sugar as “invert”’ sugar (glucose), and by these terms will be referred 
to in the balance of thisarticle. Note also that cane sugar is readily inverted, 
but that the action can not be reversed, and that the cane sugar is the com- 
mercially valuable article. 

Referring now to (a), the sample is weighed and dissolved as above, cer- 
tain necessary p-ecautions being taken to insure exactness. The tube of the 
polariscope is filled with the solution and placed in the instrument. The ad- 
justing screw is turned until uniformity of tint in the two halves of the field 

8 restored, when the number of degrees (or percentage of cane sugar in the 
sample) is read off the scale. s 

(b) When this condition obtains, the reading will be vitiated. A correc- 
tion is made by the method of inversion. The direct reading is taken in the 
usual way. ‘The solution is then subjected to the action of an acid, which has 
the effect of changing the cane sugar present to invert sugar, the invert 
sugar originally present not being altered. A second reading is now taken, 
and the two readings form the basis for a calculation which will give the per- 
centage of cane sugur or —- f _—, 

Passing to a consideration o e production of raw ougar from the crop 
of beet, cane, or sorghum, as the case may be, it will be sufficient if attention 
is confined to the sugar cane. 

The older and simpler process of sugar production on the plantation is, in 
brief, as follows: The ripened cane having been cut and transported to the 
mill, is subjected to pressure between massive rolls. The water in the ex 
pressed juice is removed by boiling in a series of oe pans set in a furnace, 
and known as the “copper wall" or battery. The igo temperature ai. once 
darkens the sugar and inverts a large percentage of the cane sugar originally 
present in the juice. After boiling, the thickened juice or “ masse-cuite " is 

‘struck out" into shallow tanks, there to cool and complete the crystalliz 
process which began curing the boiling, and is then placed in perfora 
receptacles, from which the invert sirup (molasses) in part drains, carrying 
with it much of the — The resulting mass is variously known as melad 
muscovado, etc.,and is alegitimately dark-colored, low-grade, and low-price 
raw sugar, comprising a soft grain. a large percentage of invert sugar and 
ore. wae giving rightly a low reading with the polariscope or by the Dutch- 
color test. ’ 

This sugar was the product of the * d old time’ when “ niggers" were 
cheap und a vacuum pan an unknown unct. 

The above-outlined process was very wasteful, and reclaimed but a small 
part of the cane sugar present in the expressed juice. According to Lock 
and Newland, it is still practiced in some backwoods countries, but is pretty 
we!l obsolete in the English and French colonies, and its manufacture is de- 
creasing rapidly in Louisiana. Modern business requirements demand im- 

roved methods, and these consist in improved means of extracting the juice 

rom the cane, evaporation under more favorable conditions, and a more 
thorough separation of thesirup from the sugar. A part of the second con- 
dition consists in the use of the vacuum pan for the final boiling, the result- 
ing thickened juice or * massecuite " comprising a hard grain in a high-grade 
sirup, which is worked in and reboiled with fresh lots of juice. The separa- 
tion of the sirup is effected by thé use of the centrifugal machine, displacing 
the gravity drainage methods of the older systems. The result is a high- 
grade, hard-grained sugar, polarizing at 92 degrees to 97} degrees. 

It is at this point that the fraud is accomplished. If the raw sugar pro- 
duced as described were shipped to the United States it would be subjected 
to a high duty by either the color or polariscope test. To escape this result 
two methods are available. The simplest and most practiced is as follows: 

When the boiling in the vacuum pan is completed, and before discharg 
to the centrifugal machines a charge of very low grade sirup is introduce 
into the pan, which at once forms a coat over each in of sugar. A little 
extra heat is given to fix the coat and then the pan is discharged to the cen- 
trifugals, in which the sugar is purged gently of any surplus sirup. The re- 
sult is areduction in the polariscope grading of 2to bdegrees. That is,a raw 
sugar entered at the custom-house as 8 degrees should be 92 degrees to 94 
degrees, and at 9% degrees should be 97 nae or even 97; degrees. A rough 
test consists in putting raw sugar in a bottle with water enough to just 
cover, shaking. and pouring off the water. The sugar crystals will 
pear about the color of rock salt. 

The second method requires a more detailed description of the manner of 
using the centrifugals. e massecuite unadulterated is discharged from the 
pan into a reservoir termed a “mixer,” below which are located the centrif- 
u . which are baskets of wire gauze revolved horizontally at a high rate 
of speed within a metal ard or curb. A charge of massecuite is drawn 
into a centrifugal through a gate in the reservoir. The machine is set in 
motion, the charge tiles to the circumference, and the sirup leaves the crys- 
tals through the meshes of the basket, is caught by the curb, drains to a gut- 
ter and thence toa tank to be reworked. Nexta spray of water is directed 
to the interior of the basket and against the sugar. The centrifugal force 
drives it viclently through the ugar. washing away the last vestige of high- 
gene sirup and leaving a hard, light-colored, and nearly pure grain, as above 

escribed. The sugar while still in motion is anaves with a low-grade, dark- 
colored, sticky invert sirup. Each grain ves an intimate coating. The 
centrifugal is then disc , the result*being as above. 

We are now to consider the raw sugar as having been received at the re- 
finery after successfully passing the appraiser as a low-grade sugar. By the 
older methods the sugar was at once melted, bag filtered, char-filtered, boiled, 
dried, and barreled. Not so to-day. This raw sugar is first placed in a cen- 
trifugal, a stream of water turn pce it, washing away the film of sticky, 
dark-colored sirup, and behold the high-grade ugar concealed within. 

To give an idea of the trifling expense attendant upon the washing of 
sugar, it may be stated that 10 men at $10 per week can wash in six days 
a A 10,000,000 pounds of sugar. This is about 1 cent per 1,000 pounds. 

This fraud was first practiced with German beet sugar, and a specific in- 
stance will best illustrate the growth and present extent. 

The Standard Refinery of South Boston has a capacity of 800 to 1,000 tons 
of sugar per day. Four, now six, years ago (i591) six small centrifugals were 
devoted to washing 75 to 100 tons beet sugar per day. This plant was at 
once increased 50 per cent, which was to the extent of space then available. 
Shortly after the construction of a washhouse was undertaken. This house 
if 50 feet wide, 70 feet long, and ——- six stories and a melting pit. 

y practically all the sugar received is washed. 


Mr. CHILTON. I offer an amendment to the pending bill, 
which I ask to have read and printed in the Rrecorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment intended to be 
proposed by the Senator from Texas will be stated. 


then ap- 
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The SecreTARY. It is proposed to amend the bill by adding 
the end of section 24 the following: y adding at 


Provided, That in allowing the drawback on sugar hereunder it shal! } 


calculated that refined sugar has been produced in the process of retin ino . 
an amount equal to the percentage or number of degrees of pure sugar shown 
by the polariscopic test at the time of the original importation. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment intended to be 
proposed by the Senator from Texas will be printed and lie over 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was out of the Chamber for a few 
minutes, and I understand that in my absence the paragrap)) in 
regard to watches and watch movements was taken up and acted 
pen. I wish to have that go over until the next meeting of tie 

nate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Why not go on with it now? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I did not expect that paragraph to 
be reached to-day. Quite a number of paragraphs seem to have 
been passed over to get at it. Iwas out of the Senate Chamber 
for afewminutes. If I had known that Pe ph was likely 
to be reached, I should have been ready; but I prefer that it 
should be allowed to remain open until Monday. 

“nn ALLISON. Very well, let the paragraph go over until 
onday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be the order, in the 
absence of objection. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I ask to introduce a brief giving some reasons 
why the tax on cigarettes should not be placed at $1 a thousand, 
I was not here when the cigarette schedule was taken up. and [ 
offer the protest in the hope that it may have due weight with the 
conference committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The — referred to by the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana will be received and lie on the table. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eighteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o'clock 
and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 
28, 1897, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate June 26, 1897. 
CHIEF JUSTICE OF ARIZONA. 


Hiram C. Truesdale, of Arizona, to be chief justice of the su- 
a court of the Territory of Arizona, vice Albert C. Baker, to 
removed, 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICES OF ARIZONA, 


George R. Davis, of Arizona Territory, to be associate justice 
of the supreme court of the Territory of Arizona, vice Joseph D. 
Bethune, to be removed. 

Fletcher M. Doan, of Arizona Territory, to be associate justice 
of the supreme court of the Territory of Arizona, vice Owen T. 
Rouse, to be removed. 

Richard E. Sloan, of Arizona, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Arizona, vice John J. Hawkins, 
whose term expired April 14, 1897. 


COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Herschel S. Harkins, of North Carolina, to be collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the fifth district of North Carolina, to succeed 
Samuel L. Rogers, resigned. 

Michael W. Sutton, of Kansas, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the district of Kansas, to succeed Richard B. Morris, 
resigned, 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF MONTANA. 

Edward W. Beattie, of Hel Mont., to be surveyor-geueral 

of Montana, vice John 8S. M. Neill, removed. 


PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
General officer. 
Col. Caleb Henry Carlton, Eighth Cavalry, to be brigadier-gen- 
eral, vice Mills, retired from active service. 
ASSISTANT ENGINEERS IN THE NAVY. 


The following-named naval cadets, graduates of the Naval 
Academy, to be assistant engineers in the Navy, from the Ist day 
of July, 1897, to fill vacancies existing in that grade, namely: 

Thomas M. Dick, of South Carolina, 

Charles K. Mallory, of Tennessee. 

Newton Mansfield, of Ohio. 

James P, Morton, of Missouri, 

Daniel M. Garrison, of New Jersey. 

Franklin D. Karns, of Ohio. 

Frederick N. Freeman, of Indiana, 

John F. Marshall, jr., of Texas. 








1897. 


Darwin R. Merritt, of Iowa. 
Ernest, F. Eckhardt, of Wisconsin. 
Edward H. Dunn, of Connecticut. 


ENSIGNS IN THE NAVY. 


The following-named naval cadets, graduates of the Naval 
Academy, to be ensigns in the Navy, from the ist day of July, 
1897, to fill vacancies existing in that grade, namely: 

Frank H. Brumby, of Georgia. 

Frank P. Baldwin, of New Jersey. 

William C. Davidson, of South Dakota, 

Harris Laning, of Illinois. 

David W. Todd, of California. 

John V. Klemann, of New York. 

William R. Cushman, of New York. 

Henry V. Butler, jr., of New York. 

Walter R. Gherardi, at large. 

John R. Monaghan, of Washington. 

James J. Raby, of Michigan. 

James E. Walker, of North Carolina. 

William H. Standley, of California, 

Arthur T. Chester, at large. 

Cassius B. Barnes, of Oklahoma. 

Joseph C. Breckinridge, of Kentucky. 

Albion J. Wadhams, of New York. 

Kenneth M. Bennett, of New Jersey. 

Edward H. Watson, of Kentucky. 

Worth Bagley, of North Carolina. 

Orlo 8. Knepper, of Pennsylvania. 

Michael J. Cormack, of Michigan. 

Rufus Z. Johnston, jr., of North Carolina. 


SECOND LIEUTENANTS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


The following-named naval cadets, graduates of the Naval 
Academy, to be second lieutenants in the Marine Corps, from the 





ist day of July, 1897, to fill vacancies existing in that grade, | 


namely: 
Philip M. Bannon, of Maryland. 
Newt H. Hall, of Texas. 
POSTMASTERS. 
W. W. James, to be postmaster at Monterey, in the county of 
Monterey and State of California, in the place of Fannie Ingram, 


oe 
illiam A. Price, to be postmaster at Delaware City, in the 


county of Newcastle and State of Delaware, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after July 1, 1897. ‘ 

Lenny ©. Gilbert, to be postmaster at Oakland, in the county of 
Coles and State of linois, in the place of William Hunt, resigned. 

Theodore oe: 
Jay and State of Indiana, in the place of William W. Timmonds, 
— 

illiam A. Stevens, to be postmaster at Columbus, in the 

county of Bartholomew and State of Indiana, in the place of 
Thomas A. Rush, resigned. 

Blias E. Wesseler, to be postmaster at Rockport, in the county 
of Spencer and State of Indiana, in the place of Charles Lieb, 
resi 


ward Hall, to be postmaster at Havre de Grace, in the county 
of Harford and State of Maryland, in the place of Edward Hall, 
whose commission expired February 16, 186, 

Francis Norwood, to be postmaster at Beverly, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Josiah Wood- 
bury, removed. ._ 

C. E. Gross, to be 
Cooper and State of 


Theodore E. McCrary, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the 
county of Davidson and State of North Carolina, in the place of 
Lewis C. Hanes, removed. 

A. 8. Ellingson, to be postmaster at Northwood, in the county of 
Grand Forks and State of North Dakota, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after October 1, 1896, John F. Hogan, ap- 
pointed by the President and by him nominated to the Senate, 
not ha been confirmed. 

Ss. W. a to be tmaster at Hinton, in the county of 
Summers and State of West Virginia, in the place of George W. 
Warren, resigned. 


ter at Boonville, in the county of 
issouri, in the place of John F. Rogers, 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 26, 1897, 


SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 


Edward W. Beattie, of Helena, Mont., to be surveyor-general 
for Montana. 


CONSUL. 


Albert W. Swalm, of Iowa, to be consul of the United States at 
Montevideo, Uruguay. 
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to be postmaster at Portland, in the county of | 





COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION. 
George B. Billings, of Massachusetts, to be commissioner of im- 
migration for the port of Boston, in the State of Massachusetts. 
DEPUTY AUDITORS. 
George W. Esterly, of Minnesota, to be deputy auditor for the 
| State and other Departments. 
Edward McKitterick, of Iowa, to be deputy auditor for the 
Treasury Department. 
INDIAN INSPECTOR. 
Charles F, Nesler, of Newark, N 
INDIAN AGENT. 
Henry J. Cleveland, of Arizola, Ariz., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Pima Agency in Arizona. 
MARSHAL. 
James M. Shoup, of Idaho, to be marshal of the United States 
for the District of Alaska. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Thomas L. Dunham, to be postmaster at Lestershire, in the 
county of Broome and State of New York 
Henry A. Pease, to be postmaster at Edgartown, in the county 
of Dukes and State of Massachusetts. 
Joshua F. Ensor, to be postmaster at Columbia, in the county 
of Richland and State of South Carolina. 
Charles L. Porter, to be postmaster at Plattsburg, in the county 
of Clinton and State of Missouri. 
James W. Mills, to be postmaster at Versailles, in the county of 
| Morgan and State of Missouri. 


. J., to be an Indian inspector. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, June 


| The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

| Prayer by Rev. Hua Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 

| ington. 

| The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last, when, on motion of Mr. Quay. and by unanimous 

| consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 





28, 1897, 


LAWS OF ARIZONA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the secretary of the Territory of Arizona, transmitting copies 
of the Supplement of the Revised Statutes of Arizona for 1887; 
which, with the accompanying documents, was referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas presented a petition of 11 citizens of 
Graham County, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation 
granting the Fort Hays Military Reservation to the State of 
Kansas for the purpose of establishing thereon a western branch 
of the Agricultural College and Normal School; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
| Mr. BERRY presented a memoria! of George R. M. Browne and 
125 other citizens of Arkansas, remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket 
brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
| Commerce. 
| Mr. TELLER presented the memorial of R. B. De Masters and 
| 13 other citizens of Colorado, remonstrating against the enact- 
| ment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of 
ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 
| Mr. FORAKER presented the memorial of William Lawrence 
| and 530 other citizens of Ohio, remonstrating against the enact- 
| ment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of 
ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 

state Commerce. 

Mr. CARTER presented a petition of 24 citizens of Castle, 
Mont., praying for the early passage of the pending tariff bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of Local Union No. 77, Na- 
tional Union of the United Brewery Workmen. of Indianapolis, 
Ind., remonstrating against the proposed increase of the tax on 
beer; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of G. W. H. Kemper, ex-presi- 
dent of the Indiana State Medical Society, and sundry other citi- 
zens of Indiana, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill 
No. 1063, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the 
District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1311) to refund certain import duties, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration and that it be re 
ferred to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to, 
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Mr. RAWLINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2048) for the erection 
of a public building at Fergus Falls, Minn., reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2074) providing for 
the erection of an addition to the public building at Los Angeles, 
Cal., and appropriating money therefor, reported it without 
amendment, 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill; which was referred'to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. HARRIS of Kansas introduced a bill (S. 2290) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Lucy Pratt Estabrook, of Lawrence, Kans.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (8, 2291) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Elijah A. Gilbert; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2292) removing the charge of de- 
sertion from the name of Benjamin Walker, of Ottawa, Kans.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2298) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to grant an honorable discharge to Michael McGrath, of 
Salina, Kang.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (8. 2294) to provide an American 
register for the steamer Jacksonville; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 2295) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Joseph Sierra, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. CLARK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 379) to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment and toencourage the industries of the United States; which 
was — to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed. 


AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GRAY submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; whid was 
ordered tobe printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, 


TRANSMISSISSIPPI AND INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Nebraska {[Mr. ALLEN], 
which comes over as a part of the morning business. The Chair 
observes that the Senator from Nebraska is not in his seat. 

Mr. BACON. I suggest that the resolution lie over, as the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska is not present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Atthesuggestion of the Senator from 
Georgia, the resolution will lie over until the Senator from Ne- 
braska returns. 

Mr. ALLEN su uently said: I ask the consent of the Sena- 
tor from Iowa to call up a resolution that was laid over a few 
moments ago owing to my absence. 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska, if the 
resolution will not lead to debate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think it will not. It is a formal resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays the resolution before 
the Senate. 

The resolution was read, and agfeed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, respectfully requested 
if in his judgment it would not be incompatible with the public policy, to in- 
vite by proclamation, or in such other manner as he may deem most proper 

oreign nations to make exhibits at the Transmississippi and International 


xposition, to be held at the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, between 
June land November 1, A. D. 1888. 


THE TARIFF BILL, 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 279. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. 

Mr. WHITE. if the Senator from Iowa will give me his atten- 
tion for a moment, will it be convenient to him to state about 
what course the Senate will pursue to-day in the consideration of 
the bill? I mention it as a matter of convenience. 

Mr. ALLISON, It was our purpose this morning to take u 
the leather schedule, which it was understood would go over unti 
Monday. Ido not know whether the other side are ready. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I asked that it might go over . 
count of the absence and illness of the Senator from New |). 
{[Mr. SmrrH]. I have not heard this morning what his con: 
is, and I do not know whether he will be here or not. 

Mr. WHITE. I presume the Senator from New Jerse) 
likely be here in a short time. Of course, from the als 
Senators.in this Chamber, we can not assume illness, or | 
infirmity would ‘be quite general, judging by the appearai, 
the Chamber. 

Mr. ALLISON. We might take up some other matters t})> 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understood the other day t),; ;; 
was the purpose of the Senator from Iowa to proceed recy 
with the items passed over. Of course I understand that t 
now and then a case where the circumstances are such as | 
quire that a paragraph shall go over, but | suppose that i 
ceeding with the bill we shouid be as near regular in the m:it: 
we take up as possible, and not go about from place to place \ 
out any sort of regularity. 

Mr. ALLISON. The suggestion made by the Senator is ; 
very process that Irecommend. The reason why I called 1) 
matter of leather this morning was because it was postpone: 
to-day. The next paragraph in order passed over is parayra))) | s, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Was paragraph 109 disposed ot? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Par h 109 is the next. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 109 is the next one. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The last one-disposed of when I was 
in the Chamber, according to 7 recollection, was paragr:, 
vanillin; possibly 86, gypsum. Ithink gypsum was up, but I do 
not know that paragraph 88, bauxite, was taken up. Possil y it 


was. 

Mr. ALLISON. We were in the consideration of bauxite who 
the Senater from South Dakota [Mr. PerTiGgREW] was tak 
and the parngragh was passed over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then was paragraph 109 ta! 

I was not in the Chamber at the conclusion of the procee:i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary informs the vir 
that there is an amendment pending to paragraph 88, which wis 
offered by the Senator from South Dakota rr. Pur TIGREW 

Mr. ALLISON. There is an amendment pending to paracranh 
88, but I think perhaps it would be wise to pass it over for the 

resent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection. 

Mr. QUAY. Then paragraph 88 is to be passed over? 

Mr. ALLISON. For'the present it will be passed over. Pora- 
graph 86 I would be glad to have passed over to-day, if the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas will allow that to be done. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection on my part. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then ‘the next is ph 109, the basket 
clauseoftheglassschedule. Thecommitteerecommend no chiaige 
in the amen t there. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understood the Senator to propose 
that that should be over. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; lam willing that it shall be consider d 


now. 
— VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read paragraph 
1 


The Committee on Finance reported to amend paragri)h |). 
on page 29, in line 8, after the word “painted,” by strifing «it 
‘window glass and stained or painted;” in line 9, after the word 
*“windows,” to insert ‘‘or parts thereof;” and in line 12, ater tie 
word ‘‘manufactures,” to insert “‘of glass or paste, or;” sv as to 
make the paragraph read: 

109. Stained or ted glass windows, or parts thereof, mirrors, not ex- 
ceeding in size M44 square inches, with or without frames or cases. 11. «1 
glass or manufactures of glass or paste, 01 of which giass or pu 


component material of chief value, not specially provided for in this «:', 4 
per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask the honorable and learned Senator !rom 
lowa what is the force and meaning of the term “mirrors | 
a sens thing as stained or painted mirrors? The la‘ word 
in line 9. f 

Mr. ALLISON. Mirrors? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; mirrors or parts thereof. 

Mr. ALLISON. _It is the ordinary meaning of the term. 

Mr. TURPIE. Iam not aware of stained or painted wir rs. 
That is what is referred to here if ‘‘ mirrors "is used 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it would cover stained or painted 4's 
windows and mirrors. 

Mr. TURPIE. No; “Stainedor painted glass windows, or })\''s 
thereof, mirrors.” 7 

Mr. ALLISON. It would not include stained mirrors. | 
means ordinary mirrors, sa 

_ TURPIC. Then “stained or painted” ought to be en 
nated. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the phraseology that exists in the law of 
1890 and also in the law of 1894. Itis the present law. 








1897. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In the present phraseology the words 
«and all "come before ** mirrors,” so as to read ‘‘and all mirrors.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Lam willing that those words shall be inserted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 9, before the word * mirrors,” insert 
the words “and all:” so as to read, “and all mirrors.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call attention to the fact that this para- 

ph makes an increase of 10 per cent over the rates in the exist- 

ing law. But that is not by any means, from my standpoint, the 
worst part of it. The effect of the amendment is to put all broken 
and old glass and rough-cut or uncut class, which is now on the 
free list, on the dutiable list at 45 per cent. This is a great change 
over existing legislation. I suppose it was deliberately intended 
by our friends upon the other side. I ask the Senator from Iowa 
if it is the intention to put a duty on broken and old glass, which 
is now on the free list, and on glass rough cut or uncut, which is 
on the free list? 

Mr. ALLISON. 
existing law. 

Mr. VEST. I think not. 
existing law before him. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is practically the phraseology. We do not 
change it in that respect. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. For the purpose of determining that 
= if my colleague will note the bill, 1 will read the present 

Ww: 

All stained or painted glass windows, or parts thereof, and all mirrors not 
exceeding in size 144 square inches, with or without frames or cases, and all 
Seufactarenot 


lass, or of which glass is the component of chief value, not 
specially provided for in this act, 35 per cent ad valorem. 


“Or parts thereof,” inserted in italics, which is the amendment 
of the committee, seems to suggest that broken and waste pieces 
will be included in paragraph 109, and they are certainly not in- 
cluded in the law as it stands. 

Mr. VEST. Then in this provision are the words ‘and all 
glass,” all broken glass. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no intention, certainly, to include 
broken —. 

Mr. VEST. That phrase would include it, of course—‘ all 
glass,” *‘or parts thereof.” That is obviously the meaning of the 
provision. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think so. 

Mr. VEST. Then'will the Senator agree to insert ‘‘not includ- 
ing old or broken glass or rough or uncut glass”? 

Mr. ALLISON. I am perfectly willing to insert “not includ- 

all old or broken glass.” But rough or uncut glass is a very 
different thing. 

Mr. VEST. Then you mean to include rough or uncut glass? 
aoe ALLISON. Unless it is provided for elsewhere, as [ think 

is. 

Mr. VEST. I do not know where it is. But if the Senator 
from Iowa will agree to that much, we will except old or broken 


glass. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. 
109, the words ‘‘ not including old or broken glass.” 
tr. ALLISON. I do not know quite what old glass is. 
Mr. VEST. It is broken glass; glass that is not fit for manu- 





I do not think it is. It is the phraseology of 


My friend from Arkansas has the 


Mr. ALLISON. I think I would say ‘‘not including broken 
glass.” Then we can deal with it later on if it is necessary. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Why not leave out the committee 
amendment, ‘‘ or parts thereof?” 

Mr. ALLISON. That is parts of glass windows, ‘‘stained or 
painted glass windows, or parts thereof.” 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. Are glass windows imported in parts? 

Mr. ALLISON. They are, undoubtedly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not see how that is possible. It 
must either be glass or windows—‘‘stained or painted window 
glass and stained or painted glass windows.” If they are im- 
peutepeoenaesct glass, they will comein under the first paragraph; 

t if as windows, they will come in under the second, and the 
words ‘or parts thereof” seem to me to be clearly surplusage if it 
is the intention to confine it either to panes of glass or the com- 
pleted window. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have struck out the words “ window giass 
and stained or painted” and substituted ‘‘or parts thereof” for 
window glass. So the paragraph now reads, ‘‘ stained or painted 
glass windows, or parts thereof.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. You intend toexclude “‘ window glass 
and stained or epnntedt “ 

Mr. ALLISON, Yes, sir; that phraseology is stricken out by 


our amendment. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Where are they provided for? 
Mr, ALLISON. They are.provided for right here; ‘stained or 


Insert after ‘‘mirrors,” in line 9, paragraph | 
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painted glass windows, or parts thereof,” which would be stained 
window glass. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The other phraseology, it seems to 
me, would be very much more desirable and would get rid of the 
difficulty raised by the Senator from Missouri—that is, to let it 
stand ‘‘ stained or painted window glass and stained or painted 
glass windows.” 


Mr. ALLISON. The truth is we were following the act of 
18%4, prepared by our good friends, and we were trying to get as 


near to that as possible. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
reading the law. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let us see whether we were. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. ‘All stained or painted glass wi 
dows.” 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Or parts thereof.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will admit that the Senator was 
right and I was wrong. Iam glad to see the Senator following a 
good example, and I shall withdraw any further objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. I assure the Senator we are doing as well as 
we can. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I only want to say that I am very 
sorry you began so late in life. : 

Mr. VEST. I move to insert after the word “ glass” the words 
‘** broken glass.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree to that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 12,after the word “ glass,” insert “ 
cept broken glass.” 

Mr. ALLISON. 
theses. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be agreed to, and the words ‘‘except broken glass” will be 
putin parentheses. It is agreed to. 

The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 118, on page 31, 
which the Committee on Finance propose to amend, in line 24, 
after the word ‘‘ ore,” by striking out “and ” and inserting “ also;” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

118. Lron ore, including manganiterous iron ore, also the dross or residuum 
from burnt pyrites, 40 cents per ton: Provide That in levying and 
ing the duty on iron ore no deduction shall be made from the weight 


re on account of moisture which may be chemically or physically combined 
therewith 


Then you were following it without 


ex- 


Put the words ‘‘ except broken glass” in paren- 


} , 
collect 
of the 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 31, line 25, after the word ‘‘ton,” I 
move to strike ont the colon and insert a semicolon and what I 
send to the desk. I ask the Secretary to read all of the amend 
ment suggested. 

The SecRETARY. On page 31, paragraph 118, line 25, after the 
word ‘‘ ton,” strike out the colon and insert a semicolon and the 
following: 

Ma 


zanese ore, $1 per ton 

In the same paragraph, page 32, line 1, strike out the words 
*“jron ore” and in lieu thereof insert the words “‘ such ores:” and 
in line 4, after the word “ therewith,” insert a semicolon and the 
words ‘‘ basic slag, ground or ungrouad, $1 per ton.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Those are all the amendments we propose to 
the paragraph. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
graph as it will stand when amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

118. Iron ore, ir 
from burnt py 
That in levying 
made from the weicht 
ically or physically « 
per ton 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to call the attention of 
the Senator from lowa to what seems to me likely tolead to confu- 
sion resulting from the amendment. The paragraph now reads 

Iron ore, including manganiferous residuum 
from burnt pyrites, 40 cents per to1 


Let it be read as proposed to be 


Secretary will read the para- 


langanifers 


luding 1 


tes, 40 cent 


us iron ore, also the dross or residuum 
wanese ore, $1 per ton: Provided, 
n such ores no deduction shall be 
: moisture which may be chem 
basic slag, ground or unground, §1 





ar for 





f the ore on aces 
mubined therewith; 


iron ore, also the dross or 

Now, you propose that manganese shall carry a dollar a ton. 
What is the difference between manganese 
ous iron ore? 

Mr. HOAR. I understand (of 
the information that comes to ine) that there are in some parts of 
the country very large depos imanganese ore which is of a 
peculiar value and is of a variety much more valuable than tho 
ordinary iron ore and should have a corresponding protection. 
There is a large deposit of it in Arkansas, the Senator's 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir; there is a very larce man- 
ganese deposit in Arkansas, but the question with me was whether 
it is not always combined with iron ore. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not at all. If I am correctly in- 
formed, the manganese in Arkansas and the Blue Ridge is an ore 


re and manganifer- 
course I have nothing except 


wn State. 
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by itself. Manganese is sometimes found blended or combined 
with iron ore. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I knew that, and I thought it was 
always combined with iron ore. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But the mine in the Senator’s 
State has no iron connected with it at all; it is purely manganese 
ore, and is used in making steel and other alidles, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I knew it was used for that purpose, 
and my impression was that it is found in combination with iron 
at all times, 

Mr. ALLISON. I donotthink there will beany trouble about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the three amend- 
ments to paragraph 118 proposed by the Senator from Iowa will 
be agreed to. They are agreed to. 

The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 142, on page 43, 
which was read, as follows: 

142, Card-clothing manufactured from tempered steel wire, 45 cents per 
square foot; all other, 20 cents per square foot. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If noamendment be proposed to this 
paragraph, the next paragraph passed over will be read. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to know what disposition was made of 
paragraph 125. 

; The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was agreed toon the 2d day of 
une. 

Mr.ALLISON. That paragraph was disposed of some days ago. 

Mr. PETTUS. There was a motion made to put cotton ties on 
the free list. 

Mr. ALLISON. Later, when we reach the free list, that will be 
in order, and of course if cotton ties are put on the free list-—— 

Mr. PETTUS. The motion was to strike out a part of this 
paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis nowa part of the paragraph, but if cotton 
om should be put on the free list, of course it will be stricken out 

ere. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the 
amendment is pending, and that when the free list is reached it 
will be in order to move it. 

Mr. PETTUS. It was not my amendment, but that of the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [ Mr. Bacon}. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator is right. It is the amendment pro- 
posed by myself. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is pending. 

Mr. BACON. I think Senators on both sides agree as to the 
proper course to be en. 

r. ALLISON. There is no expectation that we shall not deal 
with it. 

Mr. BACON. I understand. 

The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 164, on page 52, 
which the Committee on Finance proposed to amend, in line 1, 
after the word ‘‘act,” by striking out “forty” and inserting 
“thirty;” so as to read: 

164. Crosscut saws, 6 cents per linear foot; mill saws, 10 cents per linear foot; 
pit, and drag saws, 8 cents per linear foot; circular saws, re cent ad 
valorem; hand, bacx, and all other saws, not specially provided for in this 
act, thirty per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 164, page 51, line 25, after the 
word ‘‘ad valorem,” I move to insert: 

Steel band saws, finished or unfinished, 10 cents per pound and 20 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May I make an inquiry? What 
became of paragraph 142? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It was adopted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No amendments were proposed to 
that paragraph. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa to paragtaph 164. 

Mr. VEST. In line 2, on page 52, I notice there is an increase 
over the existing law in the ad valorem rate. I want to call at- 
tention to the condition of the trade in regard to these articles. 
We exported, in 1896, $2,197,450 worth of saws and tools. We im- 
ported $27,000 worth of saws of all kinds. It is a notorious fact 
that the American manufacturers absolutely control the market, 
and that the Disston saws of Philadelphia are accepted as the best 
article in the world that is manufactured. They are sold all over 
Europe and in South America. There is no necessity whatever to 
put up the ad valorem duty. I think with regard to my assertion 
there can not be the slightest doubt, and the exports and imports 
show that to increase the duty upon an article of this kind is ab- 
solutely useless, and not only useless, but, with great respect, 





absurd. 
Mr. ALLISON. These band saws are a very high grade of saws, 
and the amendment proposed does not increase the duty above 30 
r cent. 
wee. VEST. It increases it 5 per cent. over existing law. The 
existing law is 25 per cent ad valorem, and the committee propose 
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to make it 30 per cent. Iam afraid to make any motion for for 
the Senator will move to make it 40 per cent. 

Mr. WHITE. I presume the Senator refers to band saws. jj. 
cause they are being substituted very largely for circular swe 
The waste resulting from the process of sawing lumber by 1.5 
of band saws is far less than that which results from thie uss .¢ 
the common circular saws, and in all the large mills throug)ont 
the United States, especially where there are logs of any size, t}\, 
band saws are being utilized at present, and coming into use an 
—— more necessary, and the tariff is therefore raised 9) 
them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to tho 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa to paragraph 164, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In this connection, I ask consent of the Senate 
to go back to paragraph 137, page 43, fora moment. The Senate 
committee amendment was di to. I desire to move to in- 
sert in line 1 ‘three-fourths of,” after the word ‘“paid:” and in 
line 4 to strike out “three-fourths” and insert “one-half;” so as 
to make the paragraph read: 

137. On alliron or steel bars or rods of whatever shape or section which are 


cold rolled, cold drawn, cold hammered, or polished in any way in addition 
to the ordinary process of hot rolling or ering, there shall be paid one- 
fourth of t cent per poundin addition tothe rates provided in this act on bars 
or rods of whatever section or shape which are hot rolled; and on all strips 
plates, or sheets of iron or steel of whatever shape, other than the polis! d, 
planished, or sheet iron or sheet steel hereinbefore provided for 


lan: 

which are cold rolled, cold hammered, blued, tigeeeees, tempered or pol- 
ished by any process to such perfected surface finish or polish better th: 
the prose of cold rolled, smoothed only, hereinbefore cored for, there 
shall be paid three-fourths of 1 cent per pound in addition to the rates pro- 
vided in this act upon plates, strips, or sheets of iron or steel of common or 
black finish; and on steel circular-saw plates there shall be paid one-ha'f of | 
cent per pound in addition to the rate provided in this act for steel saw plates, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 169, on paze 54, 
which the Committee on Finance proposed to amend, in jine 11, 
after the word “aluminum,” by striking out the comma and the 
words ‘‘in crude form” and inserting ‘‘and;” in line 13, by insert- 
ing at the beginning of the line the words “in crude form;” in 
the same line, before the word ‘‘cents,” by striking out “ten” and 
inserting ‘‘five;” in the same line, before the word ‘‘plates,” by 
inserting the word ‘‘in;” and in line 14, after the word ‘ rods,” by 







striking out ‘‘of aluminum, of any kind, in which aluminum is 
the component material of chief value, fifteen,” and striking out 
the comma and inserting ‘‘ten;” so as to make the paragrap) read: 

169. Aluminum, and alloys of any kind in which aluminum is the component 


material of chief value, in crude form, 5 cents per pound; in plates, sheets, 
bars, and rods, 10 cents per pound. 


Mr. ALLISON. In line 13, I move to insert ‘‘seven” instead 


of ‘‘ five,” and in line 15, to insert *‘twelve” instead of ‘‘ten.” I 
propose to modify the amendment by inserting ‘‘seven” instead 
of ‘*‘ five” and “twelve” instead of ‘‘ten.” I ask that the para- 
graph may be read as now aoe to be amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

169. Aluminum, and alloys of any kind in which aluminum is the component 
material of chief value, in crude form, 7 cents per pound; in plates, siicets, 


bars, and rods, 12 cents per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 170, page 54, 
=— the Committee on Finance proposed to strike out, as fol- 
ows: 

170. Manufactured articles or wares of aluminum of any kind, in which 


aluminum is the —— material of chief value, and whether partially or 
wholly manufactured, 45 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. That paragraph is to be stricken out. It is 
re re for in ph 191, page 60. 

The VICE-PRESID. . The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee striking out the paragraph. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next a passed over was paragraph 174, on page 55, 
which the Committee on Finance p eee in line 6, 


after the word “leaf,” by striking out “‘ four” and inserting "‘five;” 
so as to read: 

174. Bronze powder, 12 pound; bronze or Dutch-metal or alumi- 
num, in leaf, Scents pe as of 100 ae. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee recommend that 8 cents be 
substituted for 5 cents in that paragraph in line 5. _ 

TheSecrETaRY. Itis proposed to modify the committee an nd- 
ment by striking out ‘‘ five,” in line 5, and inserting “eight. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The House proposition was 4 cents. 
The Senate committee raised it to 5 cents, and now the Senator 
—s to raise it to what? , 

r. ALLISON. To 8cents. I think that isa pretty high duty. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We agree that it isa pretty high duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. But there are very strong reascns for it. The 
reason why we propose 8 cents is only because we think it 1s 
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right, but also because we want to get it into conference with the 
House between 4 cents and 8 cents. 
rules governing conference committees that the conferees could 
not raise a rate beyond what one or the other House had provided | 
for. So Lhope the Senator will allow that amendment to be made. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The present law is 40 per cent, and 
5 cents was pro by the Senate committee. Four cents, as 
pro by the House, is 49 percent. Five cents, as proposed by 
the Senate committee, is 61 per cent, and 8 cents, I presume, 
would be somewhere in the neighborhood of 100 or 125 per cent, 
as against 40 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. That depends upon the point of view upon 
which you make your calculation. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is what the comparative state- 
ment of the committee shows. 


Mr. ALLISON. The 40 per cent ad valorem is of course a nom- | 


inal percentage. It comes in valued at whatever price they may 
put upon it in Nuremberg and other German cities where it is 
manufactured. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. None comes to this country. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is stated that this duty of 8 cents a pound is 
absolutely necessary to enable our people to produce these leaves, 
the industry having been destroyed by the act of 1894. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Only $153 of revenue came in under 
the 40 per cent rate. That is near enough to being an exclusive 
rate, it seems to me. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a ques- 
tion publicly in reference toa statement he has just made. 
just stated that no conference committee would raise a duty higher 


than the point which was agreed to by the Senate when the Sen- | 


ate increases a rate over that fixed by the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a mooted question whether a conference 
committee can raise a duty above what one or the other House 
provided, 

Mr. HOAR. I dare say that may be sound policy whether it is 
strict law or not, but I suppose it would not prevent the substitu. 
tion of ad valorem for specific rates or specifics for ad valorems. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will ask the Senator in charge of the bill if 
the Senator from Arkansas has not madea mistake. The duty on 


bronze or Dutch metal was 8 cents per bag under the McKinley | 
Act, and the duties collected were $179,865, showing a large im- | 


portation of it. I know myself from familiarity with it that it is 
entirely labor. Itis a pounding out of metal into leaves, and the 
skilled workmen who are engaged in it to-day make only $8 a 
week by reason of the lack of protection under the Wilson Act. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was looking at the wrong sub- 
division when I made the statement that the importations were 
only $153. That was in a subsequent subdivision of aluminum 
and not under bronze. 
40) cent rate were $55,000 a year. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from lowa to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 178}, which 
was pro’ by the Committee on Finance to be inserted asa 


new paragraph, as follows: 


_ 178%}. Hooks and eyes, metallic, whether loose, carded, or otherwise, includ- 
ing weight of cards, cartons, and immediate wrappings and labels, 5} cents 
per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.QUAY. Mr. President, I suppose paragraph 179 will create 
some discussion, and before passing to that I should be glad if the 
Senator from Iowa would return to paragraph 137. There, as the 
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Mr. QUAY. ad of 1 cent, and | 


That was adopted inst: isk the 


We understand under the | Senator from Iowa to correct it 


Mr. VEST. Dol understand that the Senator from Iowa made 
an error about that? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was a reduction. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And therefore an err 

Mr. VEST. We could not understand it over here when the 
amendment was made. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Pennsylvania [M Quay] 
has explained it. , 

Mr. QUAY. The next amendment curs in line 4 of para- 
graph 137, where. on motion of the Senator from Towa { Mr. AuLtI- 
sON|, the word * three-fourths” was stricken out and the word 
**one-half’’ substituted. That isalso a reduction; but that reduc- 


tion is to stand. 
Mr. VEST. That is another error, I suppose 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


In the absence { obiection, t} vote 


| by which the Senate agreed to the amendment, in line 1, page 43, 


paragraph 137, striking out ‘‘1 cent” and inserting * ourths 
disa- 


pay a duty of 1 cent per 


three 


greed to; so that the articles named sha}! 


pound. TheChair hears no objection, and that is the ord lhe 
next paragraph which was passed over will be stated. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Has paragraph 178 been : 1 to? 


Mr. ALLISON. That has been agreed to. 
The Secretary read paragraph 179, beginning in line 12, on page 


| 56, as follows: 
He has | 


179. Lead-bearing ore of all kinds, 1 cent per pound on the lead contained 
therein: Provided, That on all importations of lead-bearing ores t! lutic 
shall be estimated at the port of entry, and a bond given in d the 


amount of such estimated duties for the transportation of the ores by m 
mon carriers bonded for the transportation of appraised or u rised 
merchandise to properly equipped sampling or Iti tablish t On 


of the ores at such establishments they shall be 
ing to commercial methods under the supervision of Gover 


samp ra 
nmen Hlicers 
shall s nit the 


who shall be stationed at such establishments, and who 

samples thus obtained to a Government assayer, designated by th: ! 
tary of the Treasury, who shall make a proper assay of the sample. and upon 
his report of the lead contents of the ore the import entries sha!! liqu 
dated thereon. And the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to make all 
necessary regulations to enforce the provisions of this paragraph 

The first amendment reported to the paragraph by the Com- 
mittee on Finance was, on page 56, line 12, after the words * one 

| cent,” to insert ‘‘ and one-half;” so as to read: 

Lead-bearing ore of all kinds, 1 cent and one-half per pound on the lead 
contained therein. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa if it 
is intended to insist upon the committee amendments para- 
graph 17? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is proposed to adhere to the amendments as 
made in these paragraphs, except that we propose to insert, in line 


Under bronze the importations under the | 





paragraph was, in passing, the Senator moved, in line 1, on page | 
45, to strike out ‘* 1 cent” and insert ‘‘three-fourths of a cent.” 


I think he will admit that he was in error in proposing that amend- 
ment, and that the vote by which it was agreed to should be re- 
considered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I found a memorandum here upon my table 
respecting that paragraph, and then I found it struck out. I 
merely moved to insert it for the purpose of looking into it fur- 
ther; but I am willing that it shall go out. 

_ The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the recon- 
sideration of the vote by which the amendment was adopted? 

Mr, VEST. We can not understand what the question is on 
this side. We can not hear the Senators. 

Mr. QUAY. I refer to paragraph 137. 

The CE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
pr me eg was adopted and which it is desired to have recon- 
81 hs 

The Secretary. In paragraph 137, on page 43, line 1, the com- 
mittee amendment was to insert, after the word ‘‘ paid,” the words 
“ three-fourths of; ” so as to read, ‘‘ there shall be paid three-fourths 
of 1 cent per pound.” 
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18, on page 57, ‘*24 cents” on pig lead. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest the propriety of letting this paragraph 
pass over until to-morrow. I desire to discuss it somewhat fully, 
but I find upon my arrival in the Chamber that I have not the 


documents and papers with me which I desire to use, and which I 
thought I had. 
Mr. VEST. That refers to lead ore? 
Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ALLISON. The only trouble, I will state to the Senator 
| from Nebraska, is that unless we take up some one of th 1s 
we do not know when we shall get through. I had ex; l to 
take up leather and the products of leather this mornin it in 
the absence of the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. Smiru 
Mr. Smita entered the Chamber. 
Mr. ALLISON. I see that the Senator from New Jersey is now 
present, and I presume we can go on with the leather schedule. 
Mr. ALLEN. Then let the paragraph in relation to lead ore be 
passed over. 
Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from New Jersey is ready to 
proceed on the leather schedule, we can take that up now, and 


proceed with lead ore a little later in the day. 

Mr. SMITH. I desire to say that I have been absent from the 
Chamber on account of illness. I am hardly strong enough to go 
on to day, but rather than incommode the committee in any w 
I shall make the effort to proceed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chai 
graph 179 is temporarily passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. Passed over until the leather schedule 
pleted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be th 
of objection. Paragraph 4264 will be read. 

The Secretary. The Committee on Finance propose to insert 
as a new paragraph, under the head of ‘‘ Leather, and manufac 
tures of,” on page 152, after line 6, the following: 

426}. Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, 1} 


ly 
understands that para- 
is COM- 


order, in the absence 


re sound: Provided, That upon all leather exported, mad im 
ported hides, there shall be allowed a drawback equal to the amou duty 
id on such hides, to be paid under such regulations as the Secretary of the 


reasury may prescribe. 
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Mr. ALLISON. The committee’ recommend a modification of 
this amendment by striking out ‘‘i4 cents per pound” and insert- 
ing ‘‘ 20 per centad valorem;” and thecommittee also recommend 
that the proviso be stricken-out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa on behalf of the committee will stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to amend the amendment, in 
line 8, after the word ‘‘ pickled,” by striking out ‘‘14 cents per 
pound” and inserting ‘‘20 per cent ad valorem;” and after the 
word ‘‘ pound,” in line 9, by striking out: 


Provided, That wpon all leather exported, made from imported hides, there 
shall be allowed a drawback equal to the amount of duty paid on such hides, 
to be paid under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 
scribe 


So as to make the paragraph read: 


426). Hides cf cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, 20 
per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, do 1 understand that in the pro- 
posed amendment the same fate of duty is applied to dry hides as 
to salted hides? 

Mr. ALLISON. Twenty per cent ad valorem, the same ad va- 
lorem rate upon dry hides as upon raw or uncured hides. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The proposition is to strike out “14 
cents per pound ” and insert ‘‘20 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. WHITE. Has the Senator from Iowa any information as 
to the unit of value or the average value of hides in the South 
American markets? 

Mr. SMITH. I can give the Senator the information. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have a statement on the subject. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from New Jersey state how 
much dry hides are worth? 

Mr. SMITH. They average about $4.50. 

Mr.WHITE. Will the Senator state what is the average weight? 

Mr. SMITH. Green hides average on the other side from 90 to 
100 pounds each, and they are sold now from 10} to 11} cents a 
pound, 

Mr. ALLEN, That is, as I understand, the market price after 
they reach a central market. 

Mr. SMITH. That is the price at which the hide dealer sells to 
the manufacturer. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I telegraphed to the custom-house 
in New York to-day and had atelegraphic reply from the appraiser. 
I have it not with me, but I can getitinamoment. I know, how- 
ever, what it is. Itis to the effect that during the last eleven 
months the importation of hides has been 70,000,000 pounds, of the 
value of $7,000,000, of fresh, green hides, and the average is about 
10 cents per pound. Thatisthetelegram, The hides varied from 
8 to 8 cents a pound, and the average is about 5. I thought there 
was a little inconsistency between the prices given and the com- 
pleted account, but that was the statement. 

Mr. WHITE. Has the Senator a statement as to what the aver- 
age price would be? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It would average about 10 cents. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Green hides? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes, green hides, 10 cents. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What about dry hides? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The price of dry hides is from 3 


to 8 cents a gg 
Mr. WHITE. Evidently there is a mistake in the figures some- 
where. 


Mr. SMITH. If Senators will allow me, I can explain to them 
the figures. This apparent inconsistency arises from the fact of 
the classification of hides under our custom-house rules, which 
vary. and which are changed from time to time. For instance, 
the classification of what are known as hides includes goatskins, 
kangaroo skins, etc. I have the classification here. I think cattle 
hides are now included in the same category as sheepskins, Angora- 
goat skins, salted sheepskins, and-kangarooskins. So that would 
make what would appear from the imports to bea very large quan- 
tity of imported hides coming into this country, and would make 


' it appearas if they were ata very low price from the fact that these 


skins are included as cattle hides. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What I telegraphed for was as to 
the importation of cattle hides. I have sent for the dispatch. I 
do not — understand it, but it came from the appraisers, andI 
should like to present it to the Senate. 

Mr. SMITH. If the committee were familiar with the subject, 
it seems to me that the proposition of placing raw hides and salted 
hides at the same ad valorem would not appear to be just. For 
instance, the rate of duty on salted hides on this basis at the pres- 
ent price of selling would be about $2 per hide. If it be acent and 
a half, it would amount to a little less than a dollar and a half a 
hide. Therefore the rate of duty of 20 per cent ad valorem would 
be much higher than a cent and a half a pound. 

But, Mr. ident, before proceeding further I should like to 
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know what disposition the committee have made of goat- 
whether they have placed any duty on goatskins. 1 a.|. +), 
question for the reason that I am not in favor of adu:+ »... 
them, for goatskins come more particularly in competiticn 
American hides, or quite as much so, as do the tanned hid. 
more than do the salted hides, because the only salto) |)... 
brought to this country are hides of a larger size than })... 

this country, as a rule. Those hides are clearer on th. .., tin. 
that is, they are better fitted to be used for certain, particu; 
specific purposes of a character which we do not raise or jyjjyo, 
here, because between the branding of our cattle, the bar}ydy:,., 
fences, and so on, our hides become imperfect on the oy; 
Therefore, if you allow goatskins to come in free of duty, \)\\.1, 
practically come in competition with your American hies, 4), 
tax your salted hides $2 a hide, which practically do not ¢ 1n¢ jy 
Se it does not seem to me to be entirely fair, just, 5, 
right. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before the Senator proceeds f\)rt))o; 
I desire to get this matter clear in my mind. I should like to 9. 
him about what is the average value of dry cattle hides’ 

Mr. SMITH. About four dollars and a half. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. By weight per pound? 

Mr. SMITH. On the basis of about 25 pounds. 

Mr. ALLEN. Twenty-five pounds of hide? 

Mr. SMITH. Twenty-two pounds would be a fair average. so 
far as the dry hides are concerned. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That would make 20 cents a poun: 

Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Twenty per cent on 20 cents a pound 
would be 4 cents a pound tariff. 

Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Against the first proposition of a cent 
and a half? 

Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. So it is au increase of between %\) 
and 300 per cent over the original propositie:. Now, what is the 
value of salted hides per pound? 

Mr. SMITH. The price to-day is about 11 cents per pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Eleven cents? 

Mr. SMITH. On the ave to about 100 pounds of hide. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That would make about 8...) 

Mr. SMITH. Under the former duty of 1} cents a pound it 
would be $1.50. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand the Senator from Arkansas ani the 
Senator from New Jersey have figured out the ad valorem duty 
as greater than the specific duty? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas and Mr. SMITH. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is that satisfactory to the Senator from New 
Jersey? 

Mr. SMITH. No, sir. I propose, if I can, to show to the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska and to the gentlemen of the Senate that the 
dtty on hides is not only unnecessary, unfair. and unjust. but 
that it does not protect anybody in this country that | Ilieve 
the Senate desire to protect. On the contrary, it will prove a 
great injury to the American people, whether they be farmers or 
manufacturers or merchants or professional men. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will it interrupt the Senator if I ask hima 
question? 

Mr. SMITH. Not atall. I shall be glad to hear the Senator 

Mr. ALLEN. If protection is a thing, ought it not to g 
all around. and should not everybody have a Tittle of it? 

Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. And if it is a good thing as to any import! 
article, ought it not to result in benefit to the farmers iis to !iii°s. 
and would not the imposition of a sufficient duty upon hides cor- 
ee, raise the price of hides in this country’ 

Mr. SMITH. No, sir. I say in answer to the Senator from 
Nebraska that if I believed a tax on hides would benefit the farm- 
ers of this country I would not stand here in my place in the 
it; but I hope, before this argument is com 
oo to be able to show to the members of the Senate. who. | 

lieve, want to be informed about this matter, that ther: |. : 
one class of people who can in any way be helped by the 1) 
tion of this duty, and they are the people who need the least |) 
and to whom I am satisfied, notwithstanding the fact that « sre! 
many of the general public believe otherwise, the Senate 5 1: 
want to extend protection beyond what is fair and right «i! ro 
sonable, and that is the great American beef trust of thiscoun''y. 
who will be the only beneficiaries of this tax. 

I wish to say at the outset, Mr. President, that when what 's 
known as the Dingley bill was passed by the House of Repres:1' 
tives I did not in nor did Le to address this body on any 

uestion connected with it. I believed then, as I believe now." 
bill was formulated by the Republican party in accor 
with one of the principles laid down in their platform, and |)! 
they had a right to formulate the bill in such way as in their best 
julguens carried out their views. 
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I believed, Mr. President, when that bill was framed that it was 
much more objectionable than was the McKinley law, and I be- 
lieved that nothing would sooner relegate the party now in power 
into oblivion than the quick passage of the Dingley bill. 

But, Mr. President, I can not believe, and do not believe, that 
the canvass which brought into power the present Administration 
was ever fought—certainly not in the State which I have the honor 
in part to represent—on any theory that the tariff question or the 
reenactment of the McKinley law was to be the first act of the 
new Administration. I am frank to say that, in my judgment, 
the 45.000 Democrats of New Jersey who went to the polls on elec- 
tion day and cast their votes for the ticket with the names of Mr. 
McKinley and Mr. Hobart upon it did not doso simply forthe 

urpose of saying that they wanted a reenactment of the McKinley | 
aw. 

While I am willing to admit that very many of them voted as 
they did through State pride, and as a matter of courtesy and for 
the purpose of showing their esteem for the gentleman who repre- 
sented the Republican party on that ticket as the candidate for 
Vice-President of the United States, still I must say that they 
were not impelled in that action by that motive alone. 

When it is considered that this extra session was called at a 
season of the year when most gentlemen would be more pleas- | 
antly situated at other places than here in order to bring about 
the enactment of a law which no Senator on this floor will stand | 
up and say—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Arkansas will state 
his po'nt of order. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from New Jersey is not 
well, and I submit that audible conversation, which can be dis 
tinctly heard all over the Chamber, ought not to go on while the 
Senator from New Jersey is making a speech. 

Mr. SPOONER. Or while anybody else is making a speech. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; and I think the Senator from 
New Jersey ought to take his seat and refuse to proceed until the 
Senate is in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair willaskSenatorsto suspend 
their conversation and preserve order. The Senator from New 
Jersey will not proceed until there is order on the floor of the Sen- | 
ate. f pene. The Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. TH. Mr. President, I only desire to say that I do not 
believe that the necessities or the conditions of this country from 
a financial point of view necessitated the calling together of this | 
extra session. The business of this country might have been re- | 
stored and might have gone on and improved just as well. or bet- | 
ter, if this subject had been postponed-until the regular session of 
Congress. 

The great question which was submitted to the American peo- 
le in the last Presidential election, as 1 supposed, was one of 
mance. On that the people of this country voted, and not on the 

question of the tariff. The tariff was simply a side issue. If it 
had been made the principal question, I am afraid, Mr. President— 
whilst it would have been pleasing to me—that the result of that 
election would have been different from what it was. We are 
here, however, confronted with the tariff question, ignoring the 
phere upon which the battle was fought; we are con- 
fronted with a bill which is the most peculiar, to say the least of 
it, of amy which has ever yet been framed by any committee of 
either House of Congress. 

We are confronted to-day by a spectacle unheard of and un- 
known in the history of this country. 
When we stop to consider for a moment that the national Re- 
publican platform, the national Democratic platform, and the 
State platform recently adopted in the State of Ohio declared in 
glowing language and in strong terms the great wrongs which 
Spain is perpetrating on poor Cuba, where her men, women, and | 
children are being murdered by thousands, and with all these pre- | 
tensions Senators leave this Chamber and go home to their States | 
and reenunciate the platform adopted by the national Republican | 
convention, and call on the people of the United States to see that | 


I rise to a question of order, Mr. 


a shall be done to those people—in the face of all this, Mr. 
ident, has this country ever withessed, under such circum- 
stances, such a s 


tacle, when the Congress of the United States | 


is in session, and when this body by a two-thirds vote passed a | 
resolution of mcy and sent it to the tomb of the Capulets, | 


to be laid away by a Republican House at the dictates of a Repub- 
lican . and according to intimations we have heard, it is 
done at the dictation of a Republican President? 


If the of tais country have not changed their minds and 
their views what I believe them to be, this question will ring 


this country, and when the Co ional electiors next 
take out the question of gold and silver, leaving out 


the question of or low tariff. but simply the insult to the 
American that House, the protest of the le will be 
80 strong so overwhelming that there will be no Republican 
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majority in that House of Congress to respond to the roll call for 
many years to come. 

Now, Mr. President, I will take up the particular part of the 
subject upon which I have risen to address the Senate I would 
ask, in speaking upon this question, particular attention, so far as 
possible. I do not want to inflict upon Senators anything that I 
may have to say upon this cuestion. but I have now ne to tl 


\ ‘ nme tothe 


point which I desire to discuss for the benefit of the Committee 
on Finance, because I believe they want to do what is fair in 
regard to this matter. 

I ask to have the subject go over for the present. I may be able 
to resume in five minutes. 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa to pass to 
some other item. 

Mr. VEST. I will take the floor on this subject. The Senaton 
from New Jersey says he can go on in ‘ive or ten minutes, and | 


can say what I have to say now. 

Mr. President, up to 1872 there was a small duty upon hides. 
In that year our Republican friends put hides wpon the free list. 
It is interesting to note the effect of this action of our Republican 
between the 
two systems as to raw materials, whether they shall be taxed or 
placed upon the free list. 

In the last year (1872) when hides were taxed we exported 
from this country abroad of leather and leather manufactures 
$3,648,029 worth. I ask Senators interested in the matter to note 
theze figures. In 1872 the duty was taken off of hides, and it has 
remained off ever since under both Republican and Democratic 
Administrations. Now, what is the result? We exported in 1896 


of leather and leather manufactures $20,242,756 worth. We send 
all over the world our leather manufactures—boots, shoes, belt- 
ing, harness, and everything else that is made from leather. 


There can be no more conspicuous or significant illustration of 
the propriety of putting raw materials on the free list and then 


| enabling the manufacturers of the United States to compete upon 


ejual terms with the manufacturers of all other countries. Three 
million six hundred and forty-eight thousand and twenty-nine 
dollars im 1872; $20,242,756 in 1896, 

Mr. President, there are some singular features in the history 
of the question of the duty upon hides. In 1890. when the 
McKinley Act, that great exemplar of protection, was enacted, 


| there was a fierce attempt made in the Honse of Representatives 


to put a duty upon hides. It came from the same quarter that it 
comes from to-day, from the great cattle-producing region of the 
West. I want tosay here, without thrusting my personal position 
upon the Senate, which | always refrain from doing, if possible, 
but in order to emphasize the brief argument I shall make in favor 


of free hides, that I come from a State which is one of the largest 
agricultural and cattle-producing States—I mean of fine cattle 

in the Union, and if I had any local interest actuating me in this 
matter, I will say that the appeals made to me by certain classes 
in Missouri have been frequent and earnest that I shouid vote for 
a duty upon hides, because they have been by certain people made 
to understand that a duty upon hides is in the interest of the 
cattle producers of the country. I have lad occasion to examine 


very thoroughly this question and what | say is based upon no 
abstract, theoretical view, but on actual, absolute, and earnest 
investigation, because I have been placed as a public man between 
two interests, those of my constituents who believe with me in 
free raw materials, and those who are anxious to put a duty upon 
hides, believing it will increase the price of their cattle. 

In 1890, as I have said, the same assault was made upon free 
hides that is made here to-day, and by the same people, and Mr. 
McKinley, now President of the United States, was induced, w 


his committee, of which Governor DINGLEY was a conspicu 


1OuS 


member, to yield to the appeal, and he did put a duty upon hides 


th 


In a single night that determination was changed, and it was not for 
months afterwards that the exact reasons for the change became 
public. The singular fact presented now in the history of hides 
is that in the report made by President McKinley in 1890 accom- 
panying the bill that bears his name he boasts of the fact that in 
order to get more revenue the comnnittee had placed a duiy upon 
hides. When the perfected bill came before the House, it was 
found that the bill did not agree with the report, that hides had 
been put back upon the free list. By an oversight the distin- 


guished author of the bill bad not changed his report, and the 
record stands to-day as I have named it. with the report boasting 
of the duty upon hides and the bill itself putting hides upon the 
free list. 

It was stated that a distinguished member of this body, then a 
prominent member of the House of Representatives from Massa- 
chusetts, was very active in securing this change on that fateful 
night when hides went back to the free list, that in the name of 
the boot and shoe manufacturers of Massachusetts he informed 
Mr. McKinley—the margin of votes in the House being rather 
precarious—that if he persisted in putting a duty upon hides he 
could look for no political support for his bill from Massachusetts, 
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Whether that be true or not, I desire to contribute to this re- 
markable history a letter which has come to light and which was 
published in a New Hampshire paper. I ask the Secretary to 
read the letter of Mr. Blaine. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 





WASHINGTON, April 10, 1890. 

DAR Mr. McKINLEY: It isa great mistake to take hides from the free 
list, where they have been for so many years. It isa slap in the face tothe 
South Americans with whom we are trying to enlarge our trade. It will 
benefit the farmer by adding 5 to 8 per cent to the price of his children's 
shoes. It will yield a profit to the butcher only—the last man that needs it. 
The movement is injudicious from beginning to end, in every form and 
ohase. Pray stop it before it sees light. Such movements as this for protec- 
ion will protect the Republican party into a speedy retirement. 


Yours, hastily, ; 
JAMES G. BLAINE. 
Hon. WILLIAM McKINLEY, 
Chairman Ways and Means. 


Mr. VEST. That letter came to light after this remarkable 
record was made in 1890 in regard to hides, and it will be noticed 
that Mr. Blaine makes the statement emphatically, with which I 
entirely agree, that the duty upon hides would simply add to the 
cost of shoes used by the poor man and his family and would inure 
alone to the benefit of the butcher. He would have been more 
accurate in his language if he stated to the great beef trust of 
Chicago. 

In 1881 a special committee was organized by this body to ex- 
amine into the transportation and sale of meat products, and the 
Senate did me the honor to make me chairman of the committee. 
I endeavored faithfully and earnestly to discharge my duty. We 
went to Chicago, the headquarters of this great beef combine, 
composed of four large houses, and subpoenaed before our com- 
mittee the heads of those houses and their purchasing agents. 
They refused to appear. 

After consultation, the committee adjourned to the city of Wash- 
ington, because we had doubts in regard to the question of the 
power of the Senate to summon recalcitrant witnesses and punish 
them, which has since been decided by the Supreme Court ina 
recent decision, in order to avail ourselves of the statute in regard 
to witnesses who refuse to appear before committees in the Dis- 
trict. Weagain subpoenaed Mr. Philip D. Armour, the great head 
of the great house of Armour & Co., and under the advice of coun- 
sel he appeared and gave his testimony. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Missouri kindly give 
me the number of the document? 

Mr. VEST. With great pleasure. It is Senate Report No. 829, 
first session Fifty-first Congress. I will say to the Senator from 
Wisconsin that the report has long since been exhausted, and I do 
not know whether he will be able to obtain a copy. I have this 
copy by special favor of the document room to use in the debate. 

As I was proceeding to say, Mr. Armour, under advice of coun- 
sel, appeared before the committee in the District of Columbia, 
and in his testimony he made this significant statement: 


Hides have steadily declined in value since 1886 and prior to that time. 
The figures to-day show a loss upon every hide of from §1.25 to $1.60. 


Mr. HOAR. What does that mean—a loss from $1.25 to $1.60? 
Mr. VEST. Loss upon each hide; lowering in value. 

Mr. HOAR. Compared with former times? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 


During the last five years imports of foreign hides have amounted to over 
4,(100,000 hides a year, and the class of foreign hides which more directly com- 
ete with our salted hides here, viz, Montevideo and Buenos Ayres, have 
declined in price from 25 cents per pound to 14} and 15 cents. The decline in 
the price of these hides, together with their large importation, has undoubt- 
edly had a depressing effect upon the American hide market. 


As a Senator from a large cattle-producing State, this testimony 
on the part of Mr. Armour gave me very serious concern, and I 
made it my special duty, as did the other members of the com- 
mittee, because Governor Coke, of Texas, was upon the commit- 
tee, representing possibly the largest Cattle-producing State in the 
Union—we made it our duty, to speak more properly, to examine 
wer closely and thoroughly this statement of Mr. Armour. I 
will ask my friend the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs], who 
reads better than I do, to give to the Senate the result of our 
examination and our report upon the statement of Mr. Armour, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas read as follows: 


The object of Mr. Armour in this statement is to create the impression 
that the free importation of hides has the effect of reducing the price of 
American hides and thereby lowers the price paid for cattle to the producer. 

One of the leruest leather manufacturers in the Middle States, whose name 
can be given if Mr. Armour requests it, writes the chairman of the com 
mittee as follows, on December 1, 1888: 

“We use 50,000 hides yearly and are obliged to pay whatever the Chi 
syndicate want to ask for their hides, notwithstanding low price of cattle, 
Armour getting more to-day for his December hides. Inclose an offer re- 
ceived from Armour to-day.” 

The =. referred to is a telegram from Armour & Co., dated December 1, 

as ws: 

“If unsold, we can give you two cars heavy native steers, 60 and up, 10} 
prompt delivery.” 
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In his printed statement, Mr. Armour submits the fo 


llowi ist of nrin 
for American hides: ng list of prices 
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It will be noticed from this table that the average price of American hia, 
in 1888 is put by Mr. Armour at 8} cents per — for Texas steers i 
cents for native steers: but his telegram asks 10} cents for the latter grade of 
hides on December 1, 1888. . 

It will be noticed that the table of prices produced by Mr. Armour }ey 
with the price of hides per pound in 1886, but in order to ascertain th, 
of placing hides upon the free list itis necessary to go back to the market py 
of 1872, when the duty of 10 per cent was removed. 

In = American hides, salted for tanners’ use, sold at 11} to 11; cents per 
pound. ; 


Mr. GEAR. I suggest to the Senator that the price of hides 
was based upon the price of currency, and currency was at 40 per 
cent discount at that time. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas read as follows: 


In 1870, at 114 to 114; in 1871, at 114. On August 1, 1879, Chicago, Texas. ang 
native hides sold at 9} to 94. 


lor 





August 1— Cents. | August 1— Cents 
aii handsiciinghg nina iotetaaias bat ll BS5..... _ ae 
Gla tain Toca ties diaetabpiliacerd. analliipoieae 12 -12} 1886 he 
Se ncutith iebowendea satin 123-12} 1887. . 9 -10) 
ID settled odvcnwismane ten. 1883 = O=9 
Fe Sidbdencconsencnpsadiiia ae Oe aE 81-9 

] 


These prices are taken from the Shoe and Leather Reporter of August 1, 
1889; but we have not been able to get from any quarter the exact price 
from 1871 to 1879, although we are informed that they remained at about the 
figures gpetes for 1871, with slight fluctuations. 

It will be noticed from this table that after the removal of the duty on 
hides in 1872, and from 1880 to 1887, the price of Chicago hides remained about 
the same as in 1871, the — before they were paced on the free list 

In 1880 the price was 11) cents, and in 1886, 11} cents. 

The price of hides commenced falling in 1887, a year after the marked de 
cline began in beef cattle. 

We are authorized from these fi to conclude that the removal of the 
tariff duty in 1872 did not cause a line in American hides, for it was fit 
teen years after hides were put on the free list before the fall in prices 
occured. 

Nor can we accept Mr. Armour’s statement that the foreign hides imported 
come into competition with our domestic product and cause a decline in prices 

In a hearing before the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Rey 
resentative of recent date, a committee from the shoe and leather trade made 
the following statement: 

“ Néarly all hides imported are dry and dry-salted hides, while the produ 


tion of domestic hidesis nearly all of green-salted. Dry hidesare used entirely 
for sweat stock, and nearly all domestic m-salted hides for limed stock 
These two kinds of leather are entirely different, and do not compete with 


each other to any great extent.”’ 

It is our opinion that the putting back a tariff duty upon hides wil! not in- 
crease the price paid the producer for his cattle. ; 

The same causes which control the prices of cattle now would continue to 
operate, and until these are removed like results will follow. 

From the New York Tribune of March 24, 1889, we make the following ex- 
tract, which is worthy the serious attention of those who entertain thie opin 
ion that a tariff oy on hides will benefit the cattle producer: Se 

“The duty on hides was taken off by a Republican Congress in Isi2. The 
imports have scarcely increased at all since that time. At this port. where 
most of the hides arrive, the im last year were hardly 10 per cent larger 
than they were in 1871, before the duty was removed. This seems conclusive 
evidence that the home producer does not suffer from foreign comp: 
and the supply of American hides actually marketed hasincreased dur) 
same peri ee cent, indging fom number of “oxen and other cat- 
tle’ reported. It can hardly lieved that the home producer can be bene- 
fited under such circumstances by the imposition of a duty which woul ap- 
green help nobody so much as the rich combination of beef packers at tiie 

est, while it would seriously affect the cost of the materials for leather and 
boot and shoe establishments near the seaboard, which use foreign |ides 
largely and export a considerable part of their products.” 


Mr.GEAR. Let me suggest to the Senator from Arkansas that 

exports 

r. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator from lowa will allow 

on not making a speech. The Senator from Missouri is the 
speaker. 

Mr. GEAR. I wish to reply to what the Senator from Arkansas 
was reading. I do not want to reply to the speech of the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I merely read for the Senator from 
Missouri. A 

Mr. GEAR. May I reply to the Senator from Missouri’ 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. GEAR. Our manufactures of boots and shoes aggresat® 
$234,000,000 year, and there was exported about a million and 
a half. So it can not interfere with exports materially. 

Mr. VEST. I donot understand the Senator from Iowa. Does 
he say that the exports of leather manufactures amount to only 4 




















1897. 





million and a half? In 1896 they amounted to over $20,000,000, | eattle?” 


according to the comparative statement. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is right. 

Mr. GEAR. Iam talking about shoes. I know all about the 
export of leather. There is a drawback on the export of leather 
provided in the bill. 

Mr. VEST. 
boots and shoes. 

Mr. GEAR. The report rather suggested it was an interfer- 
ence with the export of boots and shoes. I simply call attention 
to the fact that out of $234,000,000 manufactured in this country 
only about a million and a half is exported. There is an export 
duty on leather provided for in the rebate. 

r. VEST. 
and leather manufactures of the United States have increased 
since 1872, the last year when hides were on the dutiable list at 10 


They have increased. 
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**T will give you four anda quarte 


“* Five cents.” r,” and 


the next one four and aneighth. Hiscattiein the meantime were 
held there at large expense, paying enormous prices to these same 
people for feed, tor water, and for stalling, and he would be com- 
pelied to let his cattle go at the price. We had dozens of dealers 
come to us privately and tell us. ** We are coerced here; we have 
to take what we can get.” I said, ‘I will put you on the stand.” 
“Oh, no. I will take the next train out of Chicago. If I testified 
against the beef trust, I never couid sell another steer in this mar- 
ket.” They came before the committee at last in Kansas City, Mo. 
Mr. L. Leonard, one of the most distinguished farmers in the 
State, and the candidate for governor of the party to which the 
| Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] belongs, testified before 
the committee at St. Louis that he had 150 head of cattle and that ho 
was boycotted and refused any price at ail in Chicago from either 


per cent, from $3,000,000 to $20,000,000 in 1896, hides having been | 


on the free list ever since 1872. 
Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from Missouri pretend to say 
that that is pee wholly from hides produced in this country? 
Mr. VEST. 0, 
committee of the leather manufacturers, boot and shoe men, who 
appeared before the Ways and Means Committee, and whose state- 
ment has been read by the Senator from Arkansas, stated that the 


foreign hides do not come into competition with the domestic | the Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from lowa? 


hides. 
Mr. ALLEN. Why not? 


Mr. VEST. He gave the reasons forit. It isa different sort of 


| fixed on the hide. 


sir; produced also from foreign hides, and the | 


| 


leather, used for different purposes. and they so state emphatically | 


and distinctly. I am not an expert. 
Mr. ALLEN. I do not want to interrupt the Senator unneces- 


sarily, but I desire to say to him that the tanners of the United | 


States say that foreign hides do come in competition. 
Mr. VEST. I have given the statement of this committee. 


Mr. ALLEN. Any man upon the face of the earth knows that | 


if you bring in a foreign hide here and manufacture it into leather 
which »%therwise would be manufactured from a hide produced in 
this country, it comes into competition with the domestic produc- 
tion. 
and no man can testify it away. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, here is an extract 
which the Senator from Missouri asks me to read: 

In a hearing before the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of recent date a committee from the shoe and leather trade 
made the following statement: 

“Nearly all hides imported are ory and dry-salted hides, while the pro- 
duction of domestic hides is nearly all of green-salted. Dry hides are used 
entirely for sweat stock, and nearly all domestic green-salted hides for limed 
stock. These two kinds of leather are entirely different, and do not compete 
with each other to any great extent.” 

Mr. ALLEN. But one can be used in place of the other. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not an expert. I simply quote here what the 
na engaged in the trade testified to before the Ways and Means 

mittee. But my opposition to the duty upon hides is based 
upon entirely different and other grounds. I point to the signif- 
icant fact that our exports of leather and leather manufactures 
have enormously increased since hides have been put upon the 
free list, and, in addition to that, I hold, and think I can prove 
mathematically almost, that to put a duty upon hides will not in- 
crease one single cent the price paid for cattle to the producers of 
the West. 

Mr. ALLEN. In consequence of the beef trust? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, that, and because the hide is a by-product, 
which is not considered at all in the price of the beef. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, I beg pardon. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator's pardon. I examined this ques- 
tion for a year, and went to the very bottom, if it could be done 
by human agency. The price of beef cattle is fixed in the Chi- 
cago market by four houses. If that is not true, it is not true 
that Iam addressing the Senate. I prove in this report, which of 
course is too voluminous to be read in the Senate, that these men 
are combined and confederated through all their business. We 
never could get one of their purchasing agents before the com- 
mittee. They ran them off to Canada and Europe, and we have 
not been able to this day, although I sent officers of the Senate to 
search Chicago, with the aid of detectives, from end to end, to get 
one of their purchasing agents. 

Mr. Armour swore he made no combination. Of course not. 
His agent would go into the stock yards in the morn 
ing and meet the purchasing agents of Nelson Morris & Co., of 
Swift & Co., of Hammond & Co., and they would fix in a corner 
the amount of beef cattle that each house wanted, having entire 
control of the market, and then the cattle producer of my State or 
Nebraska, with his bunch of 50 or 100 cattle, was , 7 by 
one of these buyers and asked how much he would take for them. 


: 


Five cents.” ‘I will give you four and abhalf.” ‘No; I will 
And in an hour another man would come to him 
one of the other houses. 


take it.” 
from ** How much will you take for your 





It is just as broad and clear as that the day follows night, | 





of these great houses. 

Mr. President, when the price of the cattle is fixed, the price is 
The hide is a by uct. Take these prices 
from year to year which are found in this report, and you will 
find that the price of hides was one thing when Mr. Armour and 
Mr. Swift and Hammond & Co. undertook to sell their hides, but 
it was a very different thing when they came to buy cattle 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Carter 


t i 
prod 


in the chair). Does 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. GEAR. The Senator from Missouri claims, I understand, 
that in Chicago the Big Four, as they are commonly called. abso- 
lutely control the price of cattle. 

Mr. VEST. I do. 

Mr. GEAR. He claims that they have conspired to put down 
the price all the time. 

Mr. VEST. To put it down or put it up. 
down, as the evidence here shows. 

Mr. GEAR. In view of what the Senator says, I should like to 
state that the price of cattle has gone up a cent and a cent anda 
quarter in the last forty days. 

Mr. VEST. I can explain it, and I will. 

Mr. GEAR. Ishould be glad to have an explanation of that 
fact. 

Mr. VEST. It depends on the question whether the Big Four 
houses want any catile or not. When they want to put down the 
price of cattle. they do that, and they put it down until the farmers 
and cattle raisers are afraid toship. Then they let up the gate, fill 
up the stalls again in their enormous houses, and buy the cattle 
at their own price. 

Mr. GEAR. I had a different opinion. I had supposed there 
was a scarcity of cattle this year, and that, notwithstanding the 
very low price of corn and other producis, the scarcity of cattle 
caused the advance of a cent and a cent and a quarter. 

Mr. VEST. The prices fluctuate as the trust propose they shall 
fluctuate. I have not observed the cattle market recently, but if 
they did put them up— 

Mr. SMITH. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that the 
price of native steers April 15 was $81; on May 15, $80.25: June 
15, $78.75, and June 25, $76.75—a drop of about $5 in a little over 
two months. 

Mr. VEST. I had not examined that point, for Iam not inter- 
ested in the matter; but I know the price ought to go up, because 
there has been a large decrease in the supply of cattle. Thenum- 
ber of cattle in the country has decreased, and therefore the price 
ought to have gone up. But you wil! find in this testimony that 
these big houses in Chicago put up the price or put itdown. Not 
only that. but they forced the butchers of the country, who under- 
took to kill their own cattle, to buy their dressed beef or go out of 
the business. 

I produced, and it will be found in this testimony, a telegram 
from Mr. Armour’s principal to a man in Freeland, Pa., to the 
agent of Mr. Armour, saying, in regard to a certain butcher there 
named Schwabe, ‘‘ You must make Schwabe buy our dressed beef 
or go out of the business.” I brought Mr. Schwabe there and put 
him upon thestand. I confronted Mr. Armour with his telegram, 
which he admitted to be correct. and he said he had told the man 
who sent it that he was imprudent in sending such a telegram, 
Said fT, ‘‘ Did you discharge him?” ‘*No,” he said, ‘he is still in 
my employment.” This butcher Schwabe was notified that he 
must stop killing cattle and buy the dressed beef. He refused to 
do it, and thev boycotted him. Hecould not ship on the railroads 
his cattle to be butchered at Freeland, and he was forced to go 
out of business. He wasan obstinate, hard-headed German, worth 
about $40,000, and he spent it all in the unequal conflict with this 
tremendous trust. 

Mr. Armour admitted that at Akron, Ohio. he put up shops upon 
either side of a butcher who refused to buy his dressed beef, and 
that he put down the price of dressed heef until the man was com- 

lied to become his agent, and he explained it by stating that he 

lieved it was absolutely impossible for a man to kill his beef and 


They put the price 





iF 
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at the same time to sell dressed beef; that he must do one thing or 
the other. 
Mr. ALLEN. The evidence here would seem to be strong 


enough to indict Mr. Armour and these other conspirators. Why 
have they not been indicted and prosecuted? 
Mr. VEST. Iam not an officer of a United States court. Idid 


my duty. 

Mr. ALLEN. I know, but both political parties have for years 
been declaring for alaw against trusts. We have a law against 
trusts. Such a combination is itself indictable at common law. 
Why has not either the Republican or Democratic Administration, 
both of which have been in power during the time, set the law 
officers at work to indict and prosecute these persons for a vio- 
lation of the law? If we can not do anything, we might as well 
lie down and let the beef trust run the Government. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
what was the business of the man whose business, he says, was 
affected by Mr. Armour’s methods? Was it interstate business 
or local business? 

Mr. VEST. He was a local butcher at a little town in Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr, HOAR. Then the answer to the Senator—— 

Mr, ALLEN. No; there is no answer at all. Armour & Co. 
were engaged in interstate traffic, and they were violating the 
laws of the nation. 

Mr. HOAR,. Ilthought the Senator from Missouri yielded to me. 

Mr. ALLEN. They were violating the law of the nation, and 
they were indictable for that offense and subject to prosecution 
in the Federal courts. 

Mr. HOAR, The Senator from Missouri yielded tome. I had 
ot as far in my sentence as to say ‘‘the answer is,” when the 
senator from Nebraska springs to his feet and says that is no 

answer at all. He has not heard what I was about to say. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Massachusetts said it was 
indictable in the State courts. 

Mr, HOAR. I did not say any such thing, That is what I was 
going to say, ee. . 

Mr. ALLEN. That is my understanding of what the Senator 
from Massachusetts said. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; but will the Senator be good enough, 
in his great zeal, to wait until I have said something before he 
assumes a prophecy? The Senator is a very able man, but proph- 
ecy is not an exact science, and the Senator is certainly not so dis- 
tinguished asa prophet as he is in other departmentsof usefulness. 

Mr. ALLEN. I must assume, upon the other hand, that the 
Senator from Massachusetts is not only a distinguished prophet, 
but in all my life I have never seen a man who knew so much, 

Mr. HOAR. I did not hear what the Senator said, and I am 
glad I did not. om hter. } 

If the Senator from Missouri will indulge me a little further, I 
understand the Senator to say that this particular butcher was 
engaged in a local business. 

r. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. And that he was driven out of that local business 
by the establishment on both sides of him of a concern, also to do 
local business, who underbid him and drove him out. Soit seems 
to me the answer to what the Senator from Nebraska said is that 
the State of Pennsylvania has failed to es the act of Con- 
gress by sufficient and vigorous State lation, and that we 
never can trample out the t evil, of which there is such just 
complaint, by national methods alone. Wecan not punish a man 
by depriving him of his rights as an importer or as a shipper from 
State to State because he conducts in an oppressive manner local 
and State commerce. We must have either an amendment to the 
Constitution or the cooperation of the State in order to make any 
remedy against these large trusts complete and effectual. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me at 
this point? : 

Mr. VEST. eon ; 

Mr. ALLEN. In reply to the Senator from Massachusetts, if I 
may be itted to reply to him, when Mr. Armour sent his 

t into Pennsylvania, pursuant to a conspiracy between him- 
self and other meat producers in the city of Chicago who were 
are on an interstate business and therefore amenable to the 
laws 0 he violated the laws of the United States and 
was indictable as a conspirator. That act itself was not only a 
crime against the laws of the State of Pennsylvania, if they have 
any law on the subject, but it was a distinct and separate offense 
against the laws of the United States and might be prosecuted 
under our present statute, or it might be ted as a common- 
law conspiracy. Therefore I repeat with all the know 
of the Senator from Massachusetts he has not answered the 


question. 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President, all this is hardly germane to the 
t I was discussing when interrupted. I must frankly state 
at I agree v ee Massachusetts as 
to the legal difficul around this subject. I was a member of 


‘ 


the Committee on the Judiciary with him when the antitrust law 
was framed and reported by the chairman of the committee, \; 
Edmunds. The Senator from Massachusetts, the Senator fr m 
Vermont, and myself all three worked upon that bill, and we «». 
countered all the time the constitutional difficulty that the juris. 
diction of Congress was limited to commerce among the States 
and with foreign nations. 

When Armour sent his instructions to his agent in the State o 
Pennsylvania, it did not affect interstate commerce. When he 1): 
his shops to sell dressed beef on each side of a butcher in Akroy, 
Ohio, it did not affect interstate commerce, and I do not think i: 
would come under the provision of the antitrust law. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me? Suppose he sen: 
his agent to a ——- to a conspiracy formed })p- 
tween himself and Morris, Hammond, and others, and that it was 
carrying out one branch of the conspiracy, will the Senator fro) 
Missouri say that he was not indictable under the statutes of |). 
United States for that act? 

Mr. VEST. There are two very t difficulties which are 
madeapparentin thevase of the United States vs. The Knight Suc,:; 
Company, reported in 156 United States Reports. In the first 

lace, you must prove the conspiracy, or trust, or combination, 
n the second place—— 
Mr. HOAR. aoe did this without binding anybody elso° 


He did it ee 

Mr. VEST. Yes; he did it himself. And you must prove be- 
sides that the product of that syndicate or trust or combination 
went into commerce among the States or with foreign nations. 
That is the substance of that decision. 

But whatever may be the law in regard to it, and it is a very diffi 
cult question, as I think the Senator from Nebraska will admit 
when he comes to examine it in detail, one thing is very certain, 
and thatis, that such a combination existsin Chicago. They have 
attempted over and over again, by bringing in foreign capital, to 
break it up, but without success. 

Mr. President, we might as well be frank upon this subject. 
When you find a man or a collection of men who control from 
three to five hundred million dollars, it isthe most serious question 
in the world how you can prevent the influence and operation of 


oe — eee ae vaca you come to com _— with 
much ca’ , nothin. t power of the national 
banks or the Touneury of the ni can doit. They have 


U 
repeatedly started rival establishments in the city of Chicago. Tho 
Englishmen tried it and they went down before Armour, Swift « 
Co., Morris & Co., and Hammond & Co., whose capital is so enor- 
mous that it is impossible to compete with them when it comes 


to putting up dollar dollar. 
ts CAPHERY. Will the Senator yield that I may ask hima 


question? 


Mr. VEST. ae 

Mr. ee is found to be acombination of manu- 
facturers, is the case not reached by the decision of the transmis- 
souri case, and why can not the -General or the district 
attorney institute proceedings and bring them under the penalties 


of the statute? 

Mr. VEST. Itis that ee he done. I hope that it 
can be done. Ish be glad to con te anything in my power 
to have it done. But if the Senator from New Jersey is now alle 
to proceed, I will simply conclude my desultory remarks by saying 
that this report was made with very great labor and care, and if 
any Senator interested will look at the testimony, I think he wil! 
be satisfied, after even a that. the cattle 


raisers of the country will not be one cent by putting a 
me fe n hides. 

. HOAR. Before the Senator from New Jersey proceeds. [ 
desire to ask the Senator from Missouri if he stated that the copics 
of that are exhausted? — 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 
‘ Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to have it reprinted for 
the use of the Senate 


Mr. VEST. I think that is a good suggestion. I receive many 
applications for it. 

PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the report referred to by the Senator 
from Missouri be reprinted. 

_ Mr. COCKRELL. The copy my colleague has is from the fold- 


room. 
Str. VEST. Yes; but you can not more there. 
Mr. COCKRELL. * I know that Sine cn nes be hed in the 








1897. 


——— 


suggest 





that the Senator offer a separate resolution ordering the | 
printin of a certain number of the document for the use of Sen- | 
ators. That would be the better way. A Senator would get only 
three or four copies if it is printed simply for the use of the 
jenate. 

oer. HOAR. Verywell. Is thereanything in thestatute which 
provides @ limitation of the number reprinted to be distributed 
among Senators? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It can not be printed for the use of the Sen- 
ate without a concurrent resolution if the amount involved is 

er $500. 

Oe HOAR. Would the amount exceed $500 for 1,500 copies? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I could not tell about that. We can print 
for the use of the Senate anything that does not cost over $500. 

Mr. HOAR. Solunderstand. My question is whether there is 
anything in the statute which prohibits a resolution directing this 
reprint to be distributed amongst Senators which they may send 
to libraries and elsewhere? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Nothing at all. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well,then. My resolution is that 1,500copies 
of the document be printed for the use of the Senate, to be distrib- 
uted exclusively to Senators. 

There being no objection, the resolution was reduced to writing, 
and to, as follows: 

Ordered, That 1,500 copies of Senate Report No. 829, with the testimony, 


Fifty-first Congress, first session, be printed for the use of the Senate, and to 
be distributed exclusively to Senators. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey will | 


seed. 

a. SMITH. Mr. President, I think it is but right and fair for 
me to state the reason why I have selected a this question 
of hides to speak on in regard to the tariff increases. It is owing 
to the fact that in the State which I have the honor a to rep- 
resent 95 per cent, I should say, of the French sal hides are 
manufactured into leather; that in that State 95 per cent of the 
patent leather used in this country is made, and that practically all 
the furnitare leather of this country is made there, and nearly all 
the enameled leather of this country. Consequently, while that 
State is in favor of fair protection to any in‘ ustry and to every 
industry, I believe, as my people there believe, that this duty on 
hides would bring destruction to the interests there. 

Mr. President, the placing of a duty on hides can not be consid- 
ered as a protection to any industry of the United States against 
foreign competition, and can only be of material benefit to the beef 
trusts, who to-day control almost absolutely the price of hides 
used by American manufacturers of leather and the commodi- 
tiesmade therefrom. And it will remove the only check, slight as 
it may be, that prevents them from advancing at will the price of 
hides, the result of which would be to cut off the placing of our 
surplus leather and its products in the markets of the world. 
How important the export trade in the products of hides is can 
best be determined by a study of the value of exports in leather 
and its products and the relationship of such exports to the unit 
of business done by leather producers. 

Hides were placed on the free list in June, 1872, and have re- 
mained undisturbed throughout every subsequent revision of the 
tariff. The total amount of leather and its products exported 
during the year 1872, the last year in which a duty was imposed, 
was $3,648,029, while in 1896 the exports amounted to $20,242,756. 
The law of supply and demand has regulated the price current 
of hides during all those years, the American producer being able 
at all times to purchase domestic and other hides as cheap as his 
foreign competitors, and consequently has been in a position not 
only to hold the home market against all comers, but to meet com- 
petition at least to the extent of placing his surplus in the home 
markets of his foreign competitors. 

In this connection, it is a noticeable fact that the importation of 
hides into the United States, ny, an average of any five years 
since were placed on the free list, has steadily decreased. 

The following table shows the value of hides and skins other 
than fur skins imported each year from i872 to 1896, inclusive, 
according to the Statistical Abstract of the United States: 


IMPORTS OF HIDES AND SKINS OTHER THAN GOATSKINS AND FUR SKINS. 


CR Ee ee eee $16, 389, 067 
SOR, aie wacce . 15,109,! 1886... eeceee 21,049,220 
og ES ae TS no pdaks  cddindeamty 18, 370, 973 
1875... Diitntiilics cecoce I on a ae 17, 569, 928 
OPO. ES in ncn e 7g 4 ~~ aggeeepeeteeeeteeses | 
TP em ule") 7 Ra a re 12, 775, 804 
WO SAAT Eins sace Si Fo oe 16, 497, 014 
SS See eee 
OO ne eww ewne ween ewww wenn » io eo ece coccees cocscecesecese dy 5 
Stele ta tl cdccecnsc Onn, tee | 2006. ..................-..... 8, 202, 
el tatbiiebanceds vone Nn coo acces esuans 15, 168, 115 
_ -o oeeiakaey °° | RIS 20, 215, 7 
Siabiniiedes belada <aose 17,193, 708 


Owing to the difference in classification, the value of imports 


of hides and skins, as stated in the table taken from the Statis- 
eee ee 
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tical Abstract, is very misleading in so far as cattle hides are con- 
cerned, viz: 





ACT OF MAR 

The classification at the New 
heading of *‘ Hides and skins,” 

Cattle hides. 

Sheepskins, wool on same classified as wool, not 
valuation. 

Angora goat, wool on same classified as wool, not 
valuation. 

Salted sheep and skivers, deerskins, and various other 

Kangaroo skins, no imports. 

Import valuation of “hides and 
Bureau of Statistics, $14,892,987. 

ACT OF OCTOBER 

Hides and skins included, as follows: 

Sheepskins, wool on same, classified as hides and skins, in- 
cluded in valuation. 

Angora goat, wool on same, classified as hides and skins, in- 
cluded in valuation. 

Kangaroo skins, about 800,000 imported in 1896. 

Salted sheep and skivers, large increase in imports in 1896 over 
1871. Imports about 450,000 dozen in 1896. 

Deerskins and various other skins. 

Imports of ‘‘hides and skins” in 1896, as given in Statistical 
Abstract, $20,215,782. 

I submit that a classification that is called a hide classification, 
which includes so many skins of various sorts and of so great a 
value, and which is subject to so many changes, and including at 
one time that which is not included at another, should not be used 
in making a comparison of the value of imports of hides, or as 
showing their value. 

The best information obtainable as to the actual imports of 
hides is that furnished by the Shoe and Leather Reporter, of New 
York. 

I want to call attention particularly to this table. It shows 
that in 1872, when hides were placed on the free list, we imported 
$15,719,000, and that in 1896 the imports amount to $9,160,000. In 
other words, there are $6,000,000 worth less of cattle hides im- 
ported in 1896 than prior to the placing of hides upon the free list. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Can the Senator state the quantities 
imported in those years? 

Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir. 

These figures are taken from the ships’ manifests at New York 
and Boston, and for various other ports of the country they are 
estimated. An estimate of the value of hides has also been made 
by the above-named paper. This valuation is substantially cor- 
rect, although possibly not absolutely so. This table is for calen- 
dar years, while that of the Statistical Abstract is for fiscal years. 


Value of imports of hides from 1872 to 18 
[Compiled by Shoe and Leather Reporter. ] 
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Receipts of hides. Value, currency. 
| 
¥ Ships’ es At San 
Year. | Ships’ manifests. ie. ate 
— — and other otal Per Total. 
y r jports (esti number. | pound 
New York.| Boston. P mated 
Cents 
SUE <ucmonee 1, 682, 145 667,810 | 100,000 | 2.; 294 | $15,719,705 
BEES ceguseece 1, 107, 683 844, 445 | 100,000 | 2, 208 | 13,441,438 
ee 1,908, 677 769, 275 100,000 | 2, | 20 17, 691, 443 
PP ctaneeous 1, 404, 733 728, 562 100,000 | 2. 254 12, 304, 787 
Si hekienesé 1, 235, 538 925, 828 160,000 | 2 21g | 10,854,556 
. 2a 1,960,515 | 1,249,978 100,000 | 3: % 234 17, 115, 248 
SE diesndens 1, 738, 044 762, 268 100,000 | 2.5 2 204 11, 793, 126 
1879 ..... 2, 159, 278 | 993, 748 100,000 | 3,258, 026 21 15, 028, 980 
MT eciebadien 3,047,052 | 1,168,701 100,000 | 4,315, 753 24 22,787,175 
DE sieeaebas 2,921,869 | 1,431,223 100,000 | 4,453, 002 234 | 23,022, 485 
pee ctucces 2,300,346 | 1,377,650 100,000 | 3,787. 406 244 | 20,452,478 
1883 .........| 1,882,008 | 1,122,841 100,000 | 3,114,877 as 16, 108, 914 
ES witacleona 2,188,765 | 1,008,603 100,000 | 3,202,388 | 23% | 17,186,160 
ga 2205, 521 | 1,135,007 100,000 | 3,440,528 | 225 | 17202) 640 
i iisbacoke 3,023,856 | 1,716,058 100,000 | 4,830,914 21 22, MK), 702 
2,451,287 | 1,483, 805 100,000 | 4,085,002 19 16, 866, 682 
2, 806, 713 1, 410, 758 | 100, 000 4,317, 466 | 17 16, 147, 222 
2,443,273 | 1,204,949 100,000 | 3,748,227 16 13, 193, 759 
2,642,996 | 1,397,888 100,000 | 4,140,884 4 12, 753, 922 
2,163,360 | 1,187,558 100, 000 3, 450, 918 13} 10, 042, 171 
1,971,165 | 1,221,055 100,000 | 3,202,218 124 9,218,210 
1, 748, 284 861, 238 | 100,000 | 2,700,517 11} | 6,855,078 
2,518, 734 484, 769 100,000 | 3, 106, 508 | li | %,510,477 
3,963,905 | 1,178,387 100,000 | 5,242, 382 16§ | 19,921,965 
2,079, 128 | 423, 346 | 100,000 | 2,602,474 16 } 9,160, 708 








Averaye imports for twenty-nine years. 


Hides 
ole Le id i nabbb beneedeccdmesceus #2. 208, 060 
a meebaeue * 981, 590 
San Francisco, etc.............. is ‘ + 100,000 
re Bice .. 8,234,650 
* Actual + Estimated. 
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Average imports, 1867 to 1896, inclusive. 


Hides. 
1867 to 1870, inclusive (four years) ....... 00s ccesc ee sene oon enn- cesses 2,624,678 
1871 to 1479, inclusive (mine years) .... ...... -- 0-0 -- eee en eeneee--ee--- 2,518,825 
2500 GO 1080, INGIUSIVE (CER FEAFS). «00. cccncccnccocstcenscccccce ncccbace 3, 934, 481 
1800 to 1806, inclusive (seven years).....................-.. oeseuseeve aan 


I would also call attention to the fact that the values given in 
the table from the Shoe and Leather Reporter are currency values, 
while those in the Statistical Abstract are gold values; thus ac- 
counting for the difference in values from 1872 to 1879. 

The table just read shows the value of hides imported in 1896 to 
have been $6,558,997 less than those imported in 1872. 

Mr. MANTLE. May I interrupt the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. SMITH. Certainly. 

Mr. MANTLE. I should like to inquire if the statistics just 
read indicate that there has been a fall in the value of hides, that 
is, in the price of hides? 

Mr. SMITH. Both in volume and price. The table just read 
shows the value of hides imported in 1896 to have been $6,558,997 
less than those imported in 1872, while, on the other hand, a study 
of the following table giving the exports of leather and its prod- 
ucts during the same period, which I will ask to have embodied in 
my remarks, shows an increase of $16,558,727. 

The table referred to is as follows: 


Exports of leather, shoes, and harness, saddlery, etc., for twenty-five years. 


[From United States Government Statistical Abstract. ] 


All other} 


| 
| 
| Harness 











Year. | Leather. | Shoes. | and sad- — | Total. 
dlery. rey 
EEE a eres | $3,018,762 | $502,689 | $65,599 $96, 979 $3, 684, 029 
| Sat AIR et ge digs | “4.612,885 | “421548 | 101,943 | leg; 118 | 5,305,494 
SOP ksees Conse’ seeks. desssd] pe 883, 417 98,132 | 131,635 | 4,876,618 
1875 dvtée povsed dnacuct: GO eae 420, 863 74,102 | 109,848 | 7,224,796 
1876 wis isbncedutes | 9,343, 560 368, 683 87,730 | 209,062 | 10,008, 985 
SEE taviad pp aibiisine 9 6 wikis oca-acenie | 7,206,508 | 414,630 94,085 | 361,988 8, 167, 301 
De R re sted wnactawdesen o -----| 7,002,120 468,436 | 127,000 | 301,574 | 8,080,080 
OOD hase iicnadniewnd odpuae | e'x00,ulo | 402.557 | 131;600 | 483,743 | 7, 769, 069 
SP tt Atpavkiimanb abc di_e | 5, 744, 360 441,069 | 133,705 | 441,052 |. 6,760,186 
SD deinnes tastbustionesales | 7,188,714 874,343 | 148,567 | 431,821 | 8,088,445 
SE niga swabin i onkatieaes 7, 747, 544 488,815 | 200,454 | 563,114 | 8,990,927 
DE dshion &S0nn ocens ania 6,423,922 | 530,957 | 200,907 | 749,876 | 7,923, 662 
i bagsnes shenseitevetndee 7,023,570 | G02,925 |) 215,750 | 463,534 | 8,3°5,770 
DN tees odagabhinshulees | 8,580,379 508,151 | 178,411 376,467 | 9, 692, 408 
Si diecondaussusssnchWaies | 7, 652, 534 648,069 | 190,894 | 346,185 | 8, 737, G82 
EN node Curandanisiben ebbeeniing 9, 160 519 732,517 | 198,158 | 340,949 | 10, 436, 138 
Nii nuintwé huteue dmminaisi. ae 654,806 | 195, 527 309,040 | 9,588,411 
SIRES sin wpiciain.obghe wadiaaiaa dail 9,515, O77 585,002 | 245,043 | 400,788 | 10,747,710 
ale cuir wa ~bwbone haebe 11,175, 151 662,974 | 238,952 | 361,770 | 12, 438,847 
SEU ie ptinedticec sqannbe kmail | 12, 023, 445 651,343 | 200,288 | 343,825 | 18,278, 847 
Tinie sonnadutesiniaiiion | 10,518, 363 914,974 | 251,269 | 400,175 | 12,084,781 
I ti tiiacian aia onuosmall 10, 695, 284 590,754 | 182,546 | 448,570 | 11,912, 4 
DU tinih 6h du Soscuusaudene 12, 778, 452 777,354 | 198,047 529,083 | 14, 282, 936 
TD odtnith adan ontomg in cudy sain 13, 640,553 | 1,010,382 | 196,078 767,608 | 15,614, 407 
Be intns as 5 cap cameunaiate 17, 764, 985 | 1,496,686 | 220,165 | 811,920 | 20,242, 756 


Mr. SMITH. It wiil readily be seen that with hides on the free 
list not only have our producers been able to defy competition in 
the home markets, thereby placing their products at the lowest 
possible figures in the hands of the farmer and the mechanic, and, 
in fact, every individual within the territory of the United States, 
but they have laid the foundation for an immense trade in the mar- 
kets of the world, out of which, if not interfered with, as intended 
by this bill, will grow new and varied channels for the employ- 
ment of American labor. 

{ contend, sir, that the placing of a duty on hides will bring dis- 
aster upon the leather interests of the country, as it will undoubt- 
edly place them. at least to the extent of the discrimination per- 
mitted in this bill, inthe hands of the great aggregations of capital, 
in whose sole interest the proposed duty is to be levied, notwith- 
standing the fact that it is said i be for the purpose of revetiue 
for the United States and, incidéntaliy, for the protection of the 
ranchmen, the farmers, and the butchers of the country. 

This may seem a very broad assertion to make, but not so when 
it is considered that these great companies control 90 per cent of 
the trade in the cattle and hides of the country, and have by their 
efforts crushed the ordinary butcher out of competition; and 
should you add to their power a discrimination of 20 per cent as 
— the foreign hide, you will benefit them alone, to the injury 
of the manufacturers of leather, the wage earners employed in 
leather industries, and of the consumers as well. 

In support of these conclusions, I desire to call attention to the 
following extract trom the Shoe and Leather Review, of Chicago, 
under date of May 26, 1897, and to other extracts, giving the opin- 
ion of the British press: 


THEY WANT THE DUTY. 


It may be interesting to note what the English trade pepers have to say 
about the tariff on hides. The very fact that the —— writers favor the 
duty should argue loudly against it. The London t and Shoe Trades 


Journal of May 15 says: 
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“The tanning industry in America is in fear and trembling }e:t +) : 
posed duty on hides imported into the United States should come jn: - 
tion, whilst little, if any, less alarm is telt by boot manu!acturer. «: ” 
probable contingency. On this side of the Atlantic the interest ji), ; . 
tion is in no quarter very great, for whatever happens we shal! ha, 
up with it, and it is not good philosophy to whine about what w. 
avoid: but where any opinion is expressed the wish is, as may be «, 
that the duty will be imposed. : . 

“ This fact alone ought to be sufficient inducement for the Amer; 
ernment to put hides on the free list, for we fear the common po 
followed in America is to do nothing calculated to benefit this coy, 
it frequently happens that in the pursuance of this doctrine mo; 
often done to those to whom the least is intended. The effect of a <j 
imported hides would be to seriously injure the tanning industry o¢ | 
ica. The first result would be that of forcing up hides. which are 
gether too high and quite out of harmony with the prevailing price «; 
Leather values might go up also, and the American boot manufact 
is anxious to build up an export trade would find himself handica);) . ' 
another difficulty. Me already encounters more of these than jis RB 
confrére, but withal he is eating his way into our colonial trade. 7 
addition which a duty on hides would make on his productions miy} 
ever, prove sufficient to put him out of competition, whilst some ch. 
be given to the exports of tanned leather. On purely economic yp. 
suggested duty is wrong in principle, tending to hamper the exter 
possibly the internal trade of America.” 


(London Shoe and Leather Record.]} 


It will he interesting to see whether tlic American Senate succeeds in foro. 
ing through the proposed duty of about 2) per cent on imported dry and 
dry-salted hides and about 30 per cent on green salted to the United States 
Should this project succeed, the extra cost of producing leather is reporte 
to. be about 124 per cent. Such a tariff can scarcely stand a chan so it 
would be futile to raise the hopes of English and Australian tanners [f jt 
should by any means be forced through, then for the time being the home 
and antipodean tanners will be inclover. In the first place. hides muct 6 
down in one and Australia, simply because of the absence of Yar 
petition. In the second, leather would become a fraction dearer owing to tha 
withdrawal of supplies to be pitted against it. The strong agitation which 
is being carried on over there against the pees can searcely fail to be suc- 
cessful in defeating the allied forces of hide packers, dealers, and politiciaus, 
who are in the main its only supporters. 


(Leather Trade Circular and Review, London. } 


Speaking generally of tanning material, one thing is certain, that Englich 
tanners were never better off than now in working their business at the p-es- 
ent reduced values of all tanning materials, which rule at values from 2 to 
2% per cent lower than they were five years ago, and we do not believe any 
country is so favored. If hides were to come down to a lower level, tan- 
ners would again be well remunerated. and be able to compete favoral| 
with the amare. It is anticipated by some that we are in a position 1 
only to meet all the requirements of the home trade, but toexport to America, 
from which market we have received such large supplies the last few years, 
The present duty, 10 per cent on rough leather is not prohibitory. as our 
cost of tanning is certainly as mach as that below their cost. 
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Is it not humiliating to have to listen to language such as has 
just been read, emanating from some of the trade journals of a 
nation which dislikes to see material advancement made by the 
manufacturers of this country, where such advancement must 
militate against that of her own manufacturers? 

And in the same vein I quote from the London Leather Trade 
Circular and Review the following: 


lt seems contrary to common sense that the Senate should pass the bill, 
but it is, perhaps, early as yet to arrive at a decision either way. One thing 
is certain, in the event of it belng pases the English leather trade wil! feel 
the benefit of it. It will keep the Americans out of the European markets, 
thus reducing the prices of hides while enhancing the price of leat he: 


Further, whileon thisdivision of thesubject, I desire to have read 
the following, taken from the Shoe and Leather Reporter and ex- 
tracts from various leading journals of the country. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


[Shoe and Leather Reporter, June 3, 1897.) 
GENUINE PROTECTION WANTED. 


The representatives of the leather and shoe trade, who are at the national 
capital endeavoring to protect their industry in accordance with the best 
principles of protection, are bringing to bear such weighty reasons why the 
imposition of a duty on hides would be a colossal blunder alike {rin the « 
nomic and the commercial point of view that we can not see how it is possidie 
that there can be a majority of the members of both Houses, or of either, (0 
inflict this burden upon a highly important industry. One of the late t con- 
tributions of sound arguments on the subject is the following fiom the pet 
of a tanner of pretone experience in Boston: eae 

“The hide is less than one-tenth the value of the animal of which it forms 


part. 
“Taking a 50-pound hide as a basis, the proposed duty of 1} cents per pound 
would amount to 75 cents, : 
oe ane from which it is taken is worth at Chicago $40. The hide is 
wor . 
“ Seventy-five cents is wey 19 or cent of the value of the hide, and it | i 
r cent of the hide. after adding the cost of tanning and finishing, «9 «en's 
8 less than 2 per cent of the value of the animal. se 
“If the duty increased the value of domestic hides, the producer of !dos, 
who is the butcher, would — get the whole benefit. +e 
“If the duty should acd to the value of the animal 1) cents per pound of the 
weight of its hide, it would be less than 2 per cent, and would not be proves 
tion to the cattle producer at all adequate to the burden it would be upon 


the tanner. - 
“It would be taxing the leather Industry 19 per cent on its raw material, 
or ope cent on its finished product, to benefit the cattle raiser 2 per cet 
which is unjust aud out of proportion. 7 _ 
“This tax on leather would make a difference in shoes of 6 per cent or mot 
which would appear either in advanced prices or poorer qualities at the same 
pee. and as the shoe busi is done at an average profit to the manufac: 
of less than 2 per cent, It ee se eee by every consuniwr. It wo 
also be felt in the same way in the trade. 











1897. 





“The production of leather in this country exceeds the consumption. 
More than 10 per cent is exported. ‘ 
“Of sole leather exported, about 40 per cent is made from imported and 0 
cent from domestic hides. 
“Of upper leather exported,5 per cent is from imported and 95 per cent 
from domestic hides. , 
- Manufactured leather, excepting shoes, is all, or nearly all, from domestic 
es. 
“Of shoes exported, 60 per cent of the value is leather, mostly from domes- 
hides. 
“It is 
and shoes, 
the hides. 
“In the ease of sole leather, this might be true to the extent of 40 per cent 
of the quantity exported, but the other 60 per cent made from domestic hides 
could have no drawback, because no duty would be paid. 
“The upper-leather tanner would be at a much greater disadvantage; 95 
r cent of bis export leather being made from domestic hides, and the other 
Roper cent from certain parts of foreign hides, not the whole of any one hide, 
it would be difficult and practically impossible to identify the imported hide 
in the exported upper leather. The drawback provision would be useless to 
the exporter of upper leather. 
“ t is said about upper leather is true with regard to manufactures of 
leather and shoes. 
“Tt might beargued that the cost of domestic hides would not be increased. 
If this is true, the whole object of the proposed duty is defeated, and it would 
be folly to run the risk of so great harm for the mere possibility of so little 


ed that the duty would not injure the foreign trade in leather 
use a drawback could be had of the amount of duty paid upon 


“ The export trade in leather from imported hides is barely holding its own. 

“The duty would give control of the hide market to the small number of 
large packers, less than a dozen, and would, in certain conditions of the mar- 
ket, enable them to dictate prices, regardless alike of the interests of the 
cattle producer and the tanner. 

“In co ering a duty on hides it should be remembered that Canada has 
free hides, abundance of bark, and would gladly build more tanneries if by 
so doing it could secure the American export trade in leather. 

“Canada is now a large exporter of leather, and is in a position to take 
immediate advantage of any mistake we may make. 

“The West and South are as much interested in having cheap leather and 
cheap shoes as the East. 

“Not more than one-quarter of the production of leather is made in New 
England. Not more than one-third the shoes. 

* About one-half the leather is made in the Middle and Southern States; a 
full quarter in the Western States, including California. 

“Oregon and Washington have large bark forests, and are likely to become 
great tanning States in the future. 

“Texas, Colorado, W a Montana, and the other grazing States 

uce cattle whose hides go largely into export sole leather. 

“It can not be said that the tanning, shoe, and harness interests are con- 
fined to any section. 

“They are among the most widely spread industries of the country.” 


[Shoe and Leather Review, Chicago, April 21, 1897.] 
THE TARIFF ON HIDES. 


The proposal to tax hides had its inception in a desire to foster the cattle 
of the country, and pene the Western States. Itisadmitted 
that the raising of cattle has become less remunerative in recent years and 
that the slaughter of cattle at Chicago and the packing houses on the Mis- 
souri River is less than it was in 189), 1891, and 1892. 
In view of these facts it becomes necessary to inquire what are the causes 
that have brought about the stagnation of stock breeding, and whether a 
tariff on hides would prove a remedy or would work an aggravation of the 


ES 


existing stagnation. 
We believe that the depression in the cattle industry was caused by over- 
mction. Eastern capital prior to 18%) was freely invested in the stock- 
sections of the West. and the business soon became overstimulated. 
In the natural course of events there came a rebound. Eastern capital was 
withdrawn, and the tremendous influx of cattle to the stock yards of Chicago, 
Kansas City, South Omaha, and East St. Louis during 1800-1892 was largely 
caused the forced sales resulting from the desire of Eastern investors to 
get out of an unremunerative business. Already the recuperative forces are 
at work. Cattle are in shorter supply, prices are higher, and stock raisers 
are ae ere hopeful of the future, and are sending their steers to market 
and wi iding their bulls and cows for breeding purposes. Last summer 
there wasa large entry of Mexican cattle over the Rio Grande because enough 
Texas cattle were not obtainable. Hide quotations are phenomenally high 
at the present time—higher on an average than for forty years; but beef was 
slower to respond use of the tremendous increase in the kill of sheep. 
The official statement ys by the stock yards companies will demonstrate 
that during the years that the slaughter of cattle decreased the kill of sheep 
increased. cattle are emerging from the depression, and under the pros- 
pect of r economic conditions with respect to wool there has been a cor- 

advance in cattle prices this year. 

A tax on foreign hides is not the proper economic remedy for depression 
in the cattle industry, for the reason that the average steer, when brought 
market, represents a relative value of 92.44 per cent of beef and only 7.56 
cent of hide; and these percentages are based upon the present high 

of hides and moderate price of beef. While admitting that the stock- 
gets too little for his cattle, it is nevertheless easily demonstrated that 
are bringing fully as much as they can be made to bring without de- 
the export trade in leather tanned from domestic hides, and that 
any t in net results to the cattle raiser can only be brought about 
further increasing the consumption of beef,and thereby advancing 


of it. 
The vr of protection can not_be made to apply to hides, because the 
of is notanindustry. Ifa Sat for leather should 
invented, made from, say, vegetable fiber, the production of hides would 
g0 on just the same, and if something should happen to double the demand 
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and of hides. the supply would not be increased in any d . Hides 

are a by-product contingent upon the kill of cattle, and the ordinary law of 
and demand does not apply to them at all. 

there is no way in which foreign hides can be taxed to stimulate the 


of domestic mien, Shore is a way by which the annual take-off of 
this country could increased in value many millions of dollars. 
hides bring 1 cent per pound less than free-of-brand hides, but all 
to introd reforms in branding have failed, for the reasun that 
have yet been able to secure an better prices for free-of- 
they obtain for those carrying several brands. 
the ises caused by drovers’ prods, and horn scratches 
overloading cattle in cars, result in causin 


gores, to,railroad 
a the hides offered for sale to be classed as No. 2's an: 
cent pee pond less than the price for No. 1's. For years the tan- 
ners United have endeavored to institute meth that would 


but without avail Stockmen have claimed, and 
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no doubt with absolute correctness, that they were paid so much per 100 
pounds for their cattle, without any regard to the value of the hides 
rhe finctuations of hide ar no relation t 


; prices be » the changes in cattle 
prices. In a printed table that may be found elsewhere in this paper it is 
shown that Texas cattle brought $4.10 per 100 pounds at the Chicago Stock 
Yards in April, 1896. and the hides taken off of them brought 6 cents per 
count. while in October of the same year Texas cattle brought only $3.50 per 
00 pounds, when the hides were selling for 9} cents per pound. Our trade 
statistics show that with one exception during a period of twenty-six years 
the market prices of cattle and hides have run in reverse directions. Hides 
advanced as cattle declined, and declined as cattle advanced. This is easily 
explained by the increasing and decreasing supplies, and demonstrates that 
whatever impost may be placed on hides will inur whe he hide 
when marketed, and the price obtained will bear no relation t es ob 
tained for animals on the hoof 

For certain purposes absolutely clear-grained hides are r r i the 
tanners are compelled to import them, as, owing to crude met! nd 


ing and the injury from barbed-wire fences, clear hides of domes rigin 
can not be obtained in sufficient quantities 
(Times, Philadelphia, Pa. No date.] 

To impose a tax of 2 cents a pound on hides would be to levy a tax upon 
the whole people of the country, and wholly for the benefit of the great cat- 
tle trust that has made the nation pay tribute to it for the last de 

[Union, Bridgeport, Conn., April 14, 1897 
_ If the representations of the leather men are correct, there seems to be 
little excuse for pu’ tinga tariff upon hides. They show that since h 
put upon the free list in 1871 there has been built upa very large « 


ade 


des were 


re export trade 
in leather goods. Shoe men can now export shoes to South America, manu- 
facturers of leather belting can now sell their goods in almost every country 
on the globe, and a large export trade in other kinds of leather can be 


developed. 
[Inter Ocean, Chicago, May 7, 1897. ] 

The proposed tariff bill provides for a drawback on goods manufactured 
from foreign hides. Along this line the statement made by William B. Rice, 
president of the New England Shoe and Leather Association, in a recent in- 
terview in this city, is to the point. He said: * You ask about the drawback. 
Have ycu ever tried to get it? Lhave. How is it possible to prove that any 
part of a given shoe was made of foreign hides that paid aduty? How could 
you prove that part of the $7,000,000 of upper leather that was sent abroad 
ast year was made from foreign hides?" 

{Inter Ocean, Chicago, Tl., May 7, 1897.] 

The evident contempt in which the cattlemen hold thi subject of hides is 
shown by the manner in which they brand their stock. They have been re- 
peatedly urged to make their brands smaller and not spoil such a large por 
tion of a side of leather from each beef. They have invariably replied that 
they raise stock for beef and not hides. * * Stock raisers have never 
received pay for the hides on their animals, and for that reason projected 
reforms in branding have always failed. 

[People and Patriot, Concord, N. H., May 6, 1897.] 

The truth is, not one farmer in a hundred, in this State or the country at 
large, who fattens an animal for the market slaughters it himself. They are 
substantially all sold to the drovers and butchers in the East, none of whom 
will pay the farmer a cent more for his cattle on account of this duty, while 
at the West, where the great bulk of all our cattle are raised, they substan 
tially all go into the hands of the great combination known as the cattle or 
beef trust, who reap practically all the benefit arising from this tariff impo 
sition, and for whose benefit, and that alone, it was imposed. * * * The 
farmers, along with the great body of the people, are simply to be compelled 
by this provision, if it is finally embodied in the law, which is likely to Se the 
case, to pay heavy tribute in increased cost of boots and shoes for themselves 
and their families, while no benefit of any kind accrues to themselves 


Mr. SMITH. Itis contended that the value of hides enters into 
the price of the meat product. The best authorities are against 
such contention, and I doubt if anywhere in this or any other 
country youcan find @farmer or stock raiser who raises cattle for 
the hides. The beef is and ever has been the only consideration, 
and the supply must be regulated to the demands for beef. A 
tariff can not increase or diminish the domestic product by one 
hide. The value of the various products of cattle, such as fat, 
hides, blood, bone, etc., is not considered until long after the beeves 
are marketed. 

In this connection, the Chicago Stock Yards official quotations 
for export steers, which I quote, as follows, will be found of in- 
terest. I want the Senators who were looking for this information 
a few minutes ago to receive itnow. This is an official statement 
for the years 1893, 1804, 1895, and 1896. 


Top prices for native cattle on the hoof and green salted hides at Chicago, 
monthly, for the years 1898, 1894, 1895, and 1896. 


[From official report of secretary Union Stock Yards. ] 


Native steers 
| Native 
Month. | 3.200-1,500 | 1.500-1.800 | “hides 
pounds pounds 
: 1893. 
eS ee ich dn ccna dhenee sneoe se $6. 00 $6.00 9 @o9 
adh dhe. diidinapsebacd ance deancel 6.05 6.15 Ry 9 
et Bede een enbes geaced | 6.00 6.15 * 8} 
April capndywéeucn 6.00 6.00 7} “ 
OS 5. 05 6.35) 6) 4% 
MM tihanidiibadieadine evecesca coccoes 6.00 6.00 63 64 
July .- 5. 40) 5.60 6} 64 
August a staeent dp cenGuécbendnatiantt 5.25 5.%5 6} 64 
IE 6 dle be anndandc cose vecsaacnateter 5.50 5.70 6 64 
tn nadidgadimiboone sées pasmuacida 5.80 5.9) 7 7 
ie aS cd el cin Gn nete 5. 90 6.35 64 7 
SER ES 6.50 6.75 6) 7 
PE Ap nidenecnndads 6ocese cocens | 5. 86 6.02 |} 7.15 7.56 
ns icc mene wees $5. 4 7.36 
—— 
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Top prices for native cattle on the hoof and green salted hides at Chicago, 
monthly, for the years 1893, 189!,, 1885, and 189¢—Continued. 


[From official report of secretary Union Stock Yards. ] 


The following are quotations just received from Chicago: 
Chicago quotations—cattle and hides. 








































ne eas Native i'm—| 
Native steers. Date steers | Native steers | Texas 
Month en | ative : per hides. per | hides. 
, 1,200-1,500 | 1,500-1,800 | hides. pound. pound. | 
pounds. pounds. ——_———— ef | | in ss 
EEE er | 
1897. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cent 
1894. DPOB. ~---~0n0ob~ nse siantvnnsen ocbeng ‘2 9 4.40 
Pepnbebs cccsthbbitbingsendes watsoda \y Q 2 
January ----aeeneeseeecenoseeecooseeeee $5.60 #05} G8@ Ot | Sano Wy -nnnnsncnncecnececcosssswsesoneen 5.2 1} £3 
eg eovccece oseeee .oo> 5.2 > » oF, . 
March .:........ ee eee ed 4.90 5.00 | Be | SMO RD ---nnnnneennnnnnannnenneannnnnnnns 5.10 10 4.30 
April «#0008 Cees oes ene ceeres Coceee sconces cose 4.85 4.90 5k be Se ee ee enter rere 
May jcllintpneehagraGpanmmnerendinnnmenem tunes 4. % 475) 5 bt Below is given value of cattle and hides during this period: 
MED acegnd Gensnewoccser score ococeseeton ces . o. o . 
i a eh ae 4.90 5.05 | 5 6 NATIVE STEERS. 
, SS eee noabunsde enn 5.75 5. 85 54 64 eu — 
popeensher iain tale idenittianeincuubdadaldidicadeiatincibie > © . s 7+ 7 i iy 
Sls cndergubindiimiaatiant>cmiinmedmnore . B5 6.30 7} ve rage ae er 
Cre et ae 6.25 6.45 | 7% 7 hides. | Price. | ;,; le. 
SEE dicta iercinwaicewanwadinininden dt 6.40 6.60 7 8 
5.51 6.60} 6.23 6.56 Pounds. | Cents. | 
April 15 ; 5 7 9 a7 
eee: pay 6 a eet iediealastnanniaieshetl . 85 . - 9 P 
tune lo le 9 | 
oe “— June 25. 73 10° | 
5.80 5.45| T1%@ 7% % 
5.75 5.80) 7 7 
6.60 6.40 7 SF Seer 58 8} $4 
6.40 6.30 8} 9} | May 15 58 Si 5 
6. 25 6.15} 10 1233| June 15 58 9} | 
6.00 6.00 | 12} 13 | June 2%. 58 9} | 
6.00 5.85 | 12} 13} 
6.00 5.95 | 12} tee oer er . i . . ie , 
5.85 60; 2 Taking the price of cattle and hides April 15 as a basis, we have: 
5.60 5.50 9 ll 
5.00 4.90 ' ae 
OY gc iiicccguidiannntnenbthokestusée 5.50 5.50 
Rc ncucctn intent aahans 5.89 5.81 
BIIIIED 6. 5.004.06006encminenbiecneile $5.85 
1996. Set ee 
PREG? .cinie covtensprinhsypnencenuegeiled 5.00 4.90 
TET witenk iptmnnctes abecasodeena viene 4.7 4.70 
|S Secetaecormeaarce te] ts 
ee 4.55 4.50 
CE snattvbehndipuneatncholeibgundonspetite 4.50 4.65 
July ........ Ditilenscinns gh <toamutens deanhenia 4.50 4.60 
EE widiinnmanteneasucetcéubinagsepenccen 4.85 4.90 
IE Sisahnntindshan odentancies muh @tmdied 6.25 5.30 
GO ncchinidinisihnttiinnnmcenincmbicagenaill 5.15 5.30 
OPED nig diinnsh wabdduadschestadaneawted 5.35 5.45 
REIS nitietitcstacmpadnianicenimmesnalad 6.50 6.25 
AVOTAZES --.... --.-2-2000 -----200+--- 4.98 00 uery: If an advance of three-fourths of a cent per pound on native steer 
oe hides between April 15 and June 15, 1897, reduces the value of native catilo 
$2.25 each, and an advance of 1 cent per md on Texas steer hides reduces 
RINGS cn cncmcnccnnscnccsscasecc sens $4. 99 8.45 values of T 


‘exas cattle $1.50 each, what the reduction be on same provided 
a tax of 1) cents per pound on hides is imposed? 


Receipts, slaughter, and prices of cattle, and the quotations of hides, for each week in 1896. 











Top price r 100 
Sounds toF cattle 
on the hoof for 
each week. Packers’| Packers’ 

native | Texas 







Cattle at the 
stock yards. 








Fifty-two weeks of 1896. 














‘ Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents, | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents 

nap tiacdine 8,287 | $£75 | $8.75 | $3.75 8} % 6} ve 7% 6} it 8 9} 

ran eal 40,587 | 5.00) 4.30} 4.00 . 7, 7} 8 64 7 % 9 

abana 4,617) 4.85) 425] 8.% at it a 7 7% 8 64 7 7% 9 

Bedi acuta 33, O2: 4.80 4.13) 4.10 8} 7 7 vt ved 6} 64 7 a 

i dlasianetnetines 22, 272 4.70 3.85 | 4.00 8 7 6 7 7 i 6 6} 6 ) 

it dae 23,387 | 4.75 | 4.00] 4.00 8} 7 6} 7 % ve’ 6} 6} 7 8} 

ixneiinens BO, 832 4.65 8.% | 3.85 8} 6 7 7 8 6} 7 i 8+ 

ah adhe 87,340} 4.50) 3.90] 3.85 8} et 7 8 s 6 ot 7 St 

hina Getindl 28,365 4.65 3.75 | 3.80 8} 6 7 8 8 7 St 

instance einen 26,802 | 4.75/ 410) 3.80 7 6} 7 $ g 6t 

ebinnsoceutll 28,215; 4.70) 4.15 | 3.85 vet 6} 7 6t 8 

37, 250 4.70 4.40, 3.85 7 6 6 6} 6 6 6t 8 

a 26,938) 4.50 4.00} 3.85 6} 6 5} 6 6 6} 8 

coainanil 18, 207 4.50) 3.95 | 3.95 64 6 5 6 6 6} it 

27,741 4.75 | 4.00) 3.80 64 6 Se 5} 6+ 6 6 6} it 

28, 811 4.75 4.10} 3.95 6E 6 6 6 6 6} it 

32,643 | 420/ 3.80; 400 6} 6y 6 6 si i it 

10,802 | 4.25) 3.55/ 3.90 7 6} Ms 

Daininiguie Kane 38,702; 4.55; 410/ 410 % 6 5t 6t ; 

saiathin onpinositin 30,573 | 4.40) 4.15) 3.90 8 8 7 6} 7 at 

LieiitienenWaierniil 81, 827 430; 3.90; 410 8} 7 z 6} a ot 

La cichwoanpenasll 41,381 4.40) 4.25) 425 8} : 8 oe 6} 7. 8 
mttilsidatissidoupiae 33,083) 4.50) 3.85 | 400 8 8 7 7 6} it 

ae mre | $e] tei isl & hl gi. £] Bl gl gl] €l 3 
pllbbeawiaponnel 34,905; 455) 408] 4.10 # 8y be 3 7, n 
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Receipts, slaughter, and prices of cattle, and the quotations of hides, for each w 
Top price per 100 
Cattle at the pounds for cattle 
stock yards. on the hoof for | Packers’) Pack Pac] 
| each week. Packers’ |Packers’) Golo. | Beary neavy No. ] No. 1 
Fifty-two weeks of 1896.)-—————;--—-—| ; | native | Texas | rado butt ati 
. Cows | steers. | steers. | steers. | branded wa . 
Re- |Slaugh-| Native) Texas | and * | steers. 
ceipts.| ter. (steers./steers. | heif- 
ers. 
el Pe Dae es 
- 
k ending— Cents. | Cents. | Cents. Cents. Cer Cent 
as =r ccewee eeceee 48,719 | 22,884 $4. 65 | $4. Bt | 8} ‘3 t ‘ ; 
July ll.--------+----- 43,915 | 31,659 4.50 3. 9 B} 1% > 
Sar i pletion 51,004 | 37,247) 4.55) @ 8} 8} | Th 8 
July % o adesumooseosen 53, 442 39, 151 4.45 | 3 3.§ 5 8s | 7 | ‘ ‘ ‘ i 
Taanth Uciewascas 46.542 | 3LeeT |] 4.00| 3 ‘s : 7 | 6 | 6 7 ; é 
August 8 .-.-.------- 51,411 | 36,338 4.65) 3.5 i 7 > Be | Gs | ~ / 5 
August 15 ...-------- 339 | 36,671 4.75) 3% dl 6} 6} 5 6 | 6} 6 5 
August 22 ......-...- 57,469 | 40,966 4.8 | 3.6 3.4 65 6+ | 5 | 5g | 6 6 . 
August 29.......-..-- 56,002 | 39,005 4.90 3.! 5 7 6t | 5 6 | 63 | 6 
September 6........- 63,079 | 42,9 5.00 3.3 3. 8} 6E | 6} 7s 7+ | qi { { 7) 
September 12........ 59,238 | 40,040 5.30 3. 3. 8} 7} 64 | 7 | 7 I 73 6 ; , 
September 19-......- 61,000 | 40,357 5. 3. 3 St 7 6+ | 7 | 8 | S 6 - 
Septem ibaibea 44, 980 2a, 001 5. 3. 3. { 8} 7 6} | 74 8S | 5 t j r 
October 3..........-- 57,683 | 41,282 5. 3.3 . 6 9 73 6 | re | 8} | 8} ; 7 7 
October 10 Selatan 55, 833 3, 413 5. 3. 3.3 YW 8 7 8 | 8 | Si a 
October 17.....-.---- 57,883 | 39,919 5 3. 5 9} 8t 7 8 | 9 | 9 s j 
October 24........... 55,608 | 30,350 5. 4. 3.35 | 9} 84 7} St | 9 8} . ) 
October 31........... 42,714) 23.848) 5.15; 3. 3.30 | 104 9} 8} 9 | 10 10 8 9 10} 
November 7......---. 36,857 | 27,440 5.25 3. 3.85 10} &} 8 RF 9 ‘ Pr 11 
November 14........ 53,876 | 40,576] 5.35 | 4.50) 3.85 | 10} 9 8 : 9) 
November 21........ 62,061 | 43,859} 5.10) 4.25) 3.85 | 104 8 | 8 8} 93 | 8 ) 11 
November 28_......- 42,300 | 28,936} 5.35/ 4.25 | 3.90 94 88 | 73 9 Si | Rg 1] 
December 5 ........- 54,950 | 38,637} 5.60/ 4.40| 3.75 9} 8 | 7 St | 81 | § 
December 12_........| 55,950 | 40,187] 5.90] 4.25] 3.70 | 9 8 7 8 | gi | . 10 
December 19.........| 42,156 | 26,774 | 5.85 4.95 | 4.15 | 9 8 7 | 8 | i 
December 26......... 35,432 | 23,311 5.50 4.2! 4.00] 9} 8} 7 Bi | | we 
December 26 to 51, 1896../ 41,354 | 27,622) 5.35 oi a8 | 9% 88 | 73 x 9 | r . 104 
wr: y ee Ete, : 
Norze.—Total receipts for 1896, 2,600,746; slaughtered, 1,782,420. Total receipts for 1805, 2,588,558; slaughtered, 1,803,46 
Showing that during all these years, 1893, 1894, 1895, 1896, and | bill I want to say to you here and now that they will be the only 
on to the present time, at nd time did the question of the price of people who wil! be benefited by it if it shall become a law—the; 
hides enter into the sale or the price of the cattle. These figures | and the beef trust--because you grant a drawb can be 
are not those of a day, a week, or a month, but of year after year; | traced on sole leather and can not be on.any oth I leat} 
and at no time did the question of the value of the hides enter into | that can be exported. 
the question of what the farmer received for his cattle. Mr. WARREN. The Senator will pardon me for one more 
Before leaving this contention, [ will frankly admit that there | question? 
may have been a time in the United States when a tariff such as Mr. SMITH. Certainly. 
is proposed might be found to be of material benefit to the farmer Mr. WARREN. Noticing that the Senator thinks the leather 
and the butcher of ourcountry. But, sir, that time haslong since | trust, and it only, will be benefited by a duty on hi [ as 
mage The farmer and the butcher of this country are not to- | Does the Senator from New Jersey understand that e leather 
iy independent sellers of their products, and enabled as such to | trust is asking for a tariff on hidesor is opposing a tariff on hides 
take into consideration every part of the cattle in the making up Mr. SMITH. I would say that very naturally t! would op 
of its value. They have long since given up their every right in | pose a tariff on hides. I should suppose they woul nd in that 
this respect to the aggregated capital of the great companies of | connection, Mr. President, I would further intimate to the Sena- 
this country inte in cattle, who are, beyond question, like | tor who has just talren his seat, who has been one of t! itors 
all other trusts, the legal offspring and fostered children of excess- | who has been advocating a duty on hides, as [ understand 
ive protection. | Mr. WARREN. Yes. 
Before they came into active life the ranchman, the farmer, and Mr. SMITH. In that connection, I ask the Senator from Dela- 
the butcher of this country were ranked among the best and most | ware to be good enough to read this letter. 
independent of our citizens, but since this overprotected power | Mr. GRAY read as tollows 
came into being the lands of the farmerand the ranchman, together | BecKWITH, QuINN & Co., INCORPORATED, STOCK GROWERS 
with the stocks upon them, both vegetable and animal, have be- re tes Se : Cokeville, Wy i 
come encumbered; in fact, are bartered away to the controlling nee a a ees — a far ee oe 
capitalists before they are in marketable condition. The inter- | that in cur balled the banehs would t = tr the bes saaiiaean 
ested companies buy the cattle at their own price, and no legislation | to the cattleme». The bill, as we understand it, ra n 
that you can enact in this bill will alter that condition of affairs. | he ho" ~—_ i eres es Se 
With this immense power, then, controlling 90 per cent of the | We receive nodirect rev aeet temee tebdian o “ 
cattle and hides of the country, is it reasonable to suppose that | ject of taxing them, except as we assume that ina gener h 
because you impose upon foreign hides a tax of 20 per cent the | Jeather, saddles, and boots ani shoes we consume are likely to be raised in 


controllers of the interested trusts will give the benefit of any of 
that pd to those from whom they are buying cattle on the | 
hoof the conditions that now prevail? 
On the other hand, is it not more reasonable to conclude that | 
the farmer or the roadside butcher will receive no material bene-_ 
fit, but that the manufacturer and the producer of leather and its 
products will have to pay above the current price up to the per- 
centage of the discrimination you are placing inst the foreign 
product? To my mind, sir, there is and can but one con- 
clusion from the proposed duty on hides, and that is, | 
that all that is said regarding such imposition being of benefit to | 
the ranchmen, the farmers, and the butchers of this country is the | 
gen misrepresentation, and that the material benefits derived | 
such taxation will be entirely for and in the interest of those | 


controlling trusts who are crushing out every semblance of | and leather manufacturers. 


of the farmer and the butcher. 


the independence 
Mr. WARREN. May I ask the Senator from New Jersey a | Chicago, Il. 


question? 


Mr. SMITH. Certainly. 
int, as 
or is not a trcst in this country known as the leather trust? 


od 


. SMITH. Yes, sir; there is a leather trust; and under this beskaeas 


price by reason of the imposition of such at 
Yours, truly, 


ax. 


BECKWITH, QuINN & Co 
B. R. WELLS, President 
Cuas. A. SCHTEREN, Esq., 
Chairman Exccutire Committee National Associa 
Shoe and Leather Manufacturers, Washingt 


Mr. WARREN. Since the Senator from 


D.C 


Jersey nas intro- 


N ew 


| duced a letter purporting to come here from those who live in the 


State which I have the honor in part to represent, perhaps he will 
allow me to say that the name Beckwith, Quinn & Co., Incor 
porated, which appears in that letter, is the old name of a concern 
now existing as a corporation. as it purports, but Mr. Beckwith 
is long since dead, and Mr. Quinn long since became a citizen of 
another State or Territory. The majority of the stock of the 
Beckwith-Quinn Company is now held by certain boot and shoe 
The Mr. Bb. R. Wells who signs the 
letter as president is of the great Wells boot and shoe house of 
I simply say this in answer to the letter which the 
Senator Has had read. 

Mr. SMITH. It is a corporation. 


There may be some men 


WARREN. I merely desire to ask the Senator at that | who own factories who are interested in the Quinn corporation, 
he has complained quite often of the cattle trust, if there | but I do not know of any boot and shoe manufacturers or any- 


bod 


in the leather business who are engaged in the 


raising cattle in order to secure their hides. 
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When this special session of Congress was called, it was asserted 
that its action would prove one of the adjuncts of the prosperity 
80 lavishly promised to the people of the United States by the new 
Administration. It was claimed that the first thing necessary to 
prosperity was a remodeling of the tariff laws of the country, and 
that in such remodeling every interest of commercial enterprise 
would be fostered and promoted. The people were led to believe 
that the power of capital, and the wishes of individuals and pri- 
vate interests, would give way to the general good. 

The fideiity with which this Congress is carrying out these 
laudable promises is placed before us in the bill under considera 
tion. It is unnecessary for me to go through its long schedules, 
but if all of them bear the same impress as does the item relating 
to hides, then I have no hesitation in saying that the bill is notin 
the interest of the whole people, is not to foster and promote the 
industries of the country and to place them in such position that 
they may be able to compete in the markets of the world, but is for 
the purpose of increasing the power of the gigantic trusts of the 
country that have already crushed the laudable ambition of every 
American workman to become a master in his art, which, above 
all else, made the prosperity of the past. 

When trusts did not control every avenue of trade in our coun- 
try it was the pride of the American workman to compete in all 
its branches. Then it was a fight between Americans, and out of 
it grew not so much a race for wealth as that for preference in 
the different lines of usefulness, and his inventive genius, together 
with his untiring energy, gave birth to American mechanism. 
which has become celebrated throughout civilization. When one 
looks at the trade and commerce of the different nations and asks 
of competitors everywhere, *‘ In what does the American excel?” 
he will be informed that he excels particularly in his improved 
machinery. the result of his inventive genius, and in the beauty 
and regularity of the designs of articles produced thereby. 

I submit. sir, that the most important product of hides are the 
boots and shoes of Atmerican manufacture, which, like her ma- 
chinery. possess a world-wide reputation for superiority in mate- 
rial, design, and finish, as well asin price. And, further, that the 
proposed duty on hides can only result in removing the boot and 
shoe industry from the enviable position which it has won and 
now occupies in the markets of the world. Even our friends of 
Great Britain, who rarely praise the work of others, while saying 
that their own are more durable, admit that the productions oi 
the United States are more beautiful, more attractive, and hence 
more commendable to the buyer and consumer. 

You wil find American shoes in England, Germany, and France, 
and in the Orient. But the margin of profit which permits the 
extension of this industry, which gives so many of our citizens 
employment, is small indeed, and will not stand any diminution, 
su has would resuit from the impositionof a duty on the principal! 
article from which they are produced. Why, sir, while all the 
energy and tact of the legislaters of the United States have been 
in the past devoted to the enactment of laws in behalf of the pro 
tection of the iron interests of the country, in boots and shoes— 
products of hides~you will find an interest nearly if not quite 
equal to that of iron, cotton, and wool. 

I send now to the Clerk's desk extracts from unprejudiced 
sources, and, in addition, a dispatch of Ambassador Bayard to the 
Department of State, dated March 27, 1894, relating to the growing 
foreign trade in these products, which I ask to be read as a part 
of iny remarks: 

The Secretary read as follows: 


oot 


7 


eae 


Nn eT 































































































{Letter from an Australian manufacturer in the Boot and Shoe Trades 
Journal, England. | 


* * * The real competition for external trade in boots and shoes now 
lies between English and American manufacturers. The former have been 
for many years aimost in possession of the trade, the latter having only given 
their attention to it within the last fewyears. I have been making inquiries 
amongst the buyers of boots in theeolony, and the opinion is general that 
the American manufacturers will sgcurea large, increasing share of the busi- 
ness. \ 

American manufacturers have a splendid factory system, by which they 
combine cheapness of production with satisfactory results to the actual wage 
earner. Their workmen are well paid and highly intelligent. Their styles 
are attractive, the fitting of their lasts admirable, and their goods are lower 
in price than English lines. 

he leading retail establishments in the Australian capitals, particularly 
in Sydney and Melbourne, are making a specialty of advertising * ladies’ and 
ntlemen's fine footwear of American manufacture.”’ The goods give satis- 
action in wear as a whole, and repeat orders are being given freely. A week 
or two age one retail firm in os gave a £1,700 order toa representative 
of American firms. * * * e officer appointed by one government to in- 
terview the boot and shoe importers was most struck with the opinions 
expressed as to the growing trade with American houses, and reference to 
= : will, I have no doubt, be found in the report to be made tothe Secretary 
of State. . . 

The American manufacturers enjoy one great oiveuiegs over their English 
competitors through the great enterprise displayed by the leather trade of 
the United States. The development of the manufacture of upper leather in 
that country is marvelous, and it furnishes an object lesson to the leather 
trade of the United Kingdom. * * * 

The main object in writing this paper is to seek toarouse the trade in Eng- 
land to the significance of these figu’ boot manufacturers — 
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res. American 
be said to be ea to push trade with the southern 
Great Britain. y seem now disposed to take up the business in earnest. 
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It is incumbent, therefore, on our English friends to bestir thems.) 
cially the producers of leather. i 
ufacturers, and no one can handle American boots without obs«; 
the shoe manufacturers there have been 
turer of upper leathers in that country. 
English competitors. If this paper calls attention to the subjec: 
have been published in vain. * * * 


moving hides from the free list, where they have remained for t 
years. 
LopGE ready to Fo n the defense of this great Massachusetts indn 


was to draw out threats from some of the cheap Western Senators as 
that if hides were left on the free list they wonld retaliate by tating jy ))> 
duty from articles whith New England wants to see “protect 
are bulldozing tactics. Will the 
firmness. or will they cringe and yield? 
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Leather is the raw material of tix. t =. 
eatly assisted by th: 
hey have shot far al 
‘nop 
[Boston Post, May 26, 1897.] 
HOW FAR WILL HE Go? 
Senator Lopes urged upon the Republican caucus the inadvisa}, |i: y ,.¢ 


This was right as far asit went. But how much furthe: 
The effect of Mr. LopGe’s opposition the proposed tariff t 
assachusetts Senators meet | 


When the last United States census was taken, seven years ago. t 


1,057 boot and shoe factories in Massachusetts, in which $44.567.512 was jn 
vested. These factories gave employment to 69,934 pareone. who earned 
$34,049,689 a year in wages, and produced goods to the value of $118 5000) |, 
the same year the to’ 


value of all the hides in all the United States. neon, 
ing to the census, was $14,705,486. Is there any comparison to | ide } 
tween these two industries as regards their relative importance? 

Senator LODGE can properly go so far as to refuse to vote for a tariff }j1] 
that aims a blow at Massachusetts industry by levying a duty hides 
Neither he nor Senator Hoar can dotheir duty toward the State which ty y 
represent if they stop short of this point. 

he large number of factories here given conclusively proves that no 
rasping trusts have as yet absorbed the boot and shoe industry of the 
Jnited States, as in the case of the cattle we raise and the meat we eat 
AMERICAN Boots AND SHOES IN ENGLAND. 
(Consular Reports, May, 1895.) 
In a dispatch to the Department, dated London, March 27, Am)iass..jo 


Bayard says: “As of interest to those engaged in the preparation of |.a: 4 
and in the manufacture of boots and shoes in the United States, [ have the 
honor to inclose herewithan extract from the Times of this date. which djs 
“closes the effect of the present conflict now waging in the bot and shoe 
trade of this country, as a consequence of which American produ:tions are 
enabled to establish their superiority in the market, an i owing to the a \mis- 
sion of raw hides and skin. free of duty, and to untrammeled resort to la\or- 
aiding machinery, the a and industry of our citizens engaved in the 
sree of leather and the manufacture Of boots and shoes in the United 
States are finding profitable remuneration in foreign markets as well as at 


home.” 
THE BOOT-TRADE DISPUTE. 
{From the Times, Wednesday, March 27, 1895. ] 

The question of American competition enters so largely into the merits of 
the present conflict that I availed myself yesterday of an opp rtunity to 
inspect some of the that have just arrived from the United States, 
The American manufacturers seriously chalienged the English home trade 
last spring. The fact that a part of the colonial trade had been attracted by 
American manufacturers gave them confidence that some of the Pogiish 


home trade could be secured as well. A large variety of American made 
boots and shoes was shown at the boot and shoe traces’ exhibit on at the 
Agricultural Hall, London, but it then became apparent that. although the 
productions of Viennaand Paris were readily salable in England. t! liar 


style of the American roods did not commend them to the English market 
This failure, however, only led to the adoption of new methods. Eny ish- 
made boots and shoes were secured, together with all the necessary designs 
and patterns, and goods made from these designs, to all outward a) pearance 
ing ish made, are now being imported into this country. 

have had an interview with a manufacturer, employing over 1.'"") hands, 
Avho had a consignment of these goods sent over. He stated that the goods 
were delivered free at his own warehouse door at a lower cost than that at 
which he could produce them in his own factory. He could sell ten times as 


tnany of that class of goods as of any other, and customers would not know 
‘hem from goods of English make. If the English manufacturers : not 
beat the Americans in price, the latter would now take a strong ho! of the 
English market. He added that three-fourths of the leather us«:| in the 
Leicester trade was of American tanning. Questioned as to the « man- 
ufacture, he stated that boots of the class imported from America w«uil( cost 
in making in Leicester 1s. to 1s. 1d. per pair. In America they woul get she 


same boot made up for 8d. 
can manufacturers more 
with English manufacturers. 

As to the settlement of the go ped disastrous conflict, the view expressed 
by the manufacturer was that it was possible, and ought to be arranged be- 
fore work was resumed, to have a piecework statement or scale 0" pvy for 
machine work based on the American principle. Such a stateme:t <hould 
embrace but two qualities—a best and a common—and it ought to! in the 

wer of the manufacturer to have the work finished as best or comnon, at 

is option. This would enable a manufacturer to have medium or «omnmon 

8 well finished, provided he paid the operative for the extra work done. 

he operative should be rem according to the amount of work he 

did, and not according to the value of the material to which that work was 
applied, or the quality of the design, or the cost of the upper. 

He then —- sketch a scheme for increasing the number of men 
en . The operatives, he wanted to spread out the work and 
tind something for the unemployed. Thatincreased the cost of production and 
drove the British manufacturer out of the markets, both home and fore, 
and, instead of in the work to be done, it would send the trace to 
America, Germany, and Austria, where there was the keenest comp ot! on 
His view was that it would be m r in the interests of both employer 
and employed if the workmen work only five hours per day, the manu- 
facturers working two shifts His firm had laid down 26,000 in Amerivan 
aay but if the machines had been worked up to their full capacity 
they would have had to spend only £4,000. ; a 

e extra oe pene req in this case added between £5") an 
£400 to the cost, increased warehouse room, wear and tear, etc. He 
was satisfied that if the men made the best use of their time they oo! e 
the amount of work they had been turning out in six hours instead y 

ng it over ten hours. The union, however, would not sanction 5" 


readi 
o eciere at present. 
lly etd by ons a the areas woleal pers ana 2 
died oa ua ountry, an 
he added that he was so satisfled with the samples that he had place! lr 
orders with American firms. . 


Mr. SMITH. I desire to say a few words more. I think, from 
any impartial standpoint, the statistical and other facts 1 have 


r pair. saving alone would give the Aweri- 
a working profit and enable them to compete 
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iven go to prove beyond any question of doubt that at no time 
within the last ten years at least has the question of the price of 
cattle been governed in any degree by the price of hides; that 
there can be no fair and honest contention that the advancement | 
of the duty on raw hides will benefit anyone except the beef trust; 
that, on the contrary, on the basis of exports of leather manufac- 
tures and boots and shoes, the amount of at least $5,000,000 will 
be taken away from the laborers, mechanics, and wage earners in 
Jeather and leather products. I am not willing to believe that 
the Senate is prepared now, in the present condition of this coun- 
try, to take away from the working ple $5,000,000, when it 
will only benefit the great beef trust, which does not need it. 

In conclusion, I desire to present the following letter, written 
by an American statesman, who was ever on the alert to protect 
American interests. I refer to the following: 

WASHINGTON, April 10, 1890 

Dear Mr. McKinzey: It isa great mistake to take hides from the free 
jist, where they have been for so many years. It isa slap in the face to the 
South Americans with whom we are trying to enlarge our trade. It will 
benefit the farmer by adding 5 to 8 per cent tothe price of his children’s shoes. 
It will yield a profit to the butcher only—the last man that needs it. 

If he were writing now, he would say ‘‘the trust” instead of 
“the butcher.” 


The movement is injudicious from beginning to end—in every form and 


hase. Pray stop it before it sees light. Such movements as this for protec- 
Fon will — Republican party into a speedy retirement. 
Yo t 


Pp 
y; 
_ JAMES G. BLAINE. 
Hon. WiuttAM McKINLEY, 
Chairman Ways and Means Committee. 
Such, Mr. President, is the handwriting on the wall! 
Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, a marvelous amount of con- 








tradictory argument is used in the Senate whenever any question 
arises. ere is no question presented here as to which the argu- 


ments of yesterday are not refuted by those of to-day. Men get 
up here and show beyond controversy that a shrinking volume of 
money necessarily an falling prices; and it is conceded by 
nearly everybody that the demonetization of silver reduced prices 
5v per cent. This is conceded by the great statistician, Giffen, to 
whom all refer and upon whom all rely. 

Now, we have Senators reading price lists when there was a 
tariff, or when there was not a tariff twenty years ago, and mak- 
ing comparisons of the prices of to-day with those of the past, 
claiming that the tariff was the principal factor. A great many 
causes enter into the rise and fall of prices, but there is nothing 
more effective to put down prices than absolute stagnation in 
business. If enterprise is destroyed, prices must go down; price 
of labor and of everything else. That is the present condition of 
the country. Prices are very low, but [ should like to hear an 
argument or a reason why, if there is a tariff on leather and a 
tariff on shoes and boots, there should not be a tariff on hides. 
Hides are produced by American labor on the farm. Leather is 
taxed, and boots and shoes are made principally by foreign labor 
in the cities. 

The newcomers who perform that kind of labor are foreigners, 
whereas the labor that produces hides is American. I understand 
the theory of protection is to protect American labor. I have 
heard no man state why American labor in the fields is not just 
as much entitled to protection as is foreign labor in the shops. 
That has not been explained to me. 

They say, furthermore, that the farmer should not be protected | 
because there is a beef trust. It so happens, however, that the 
beef trust does not kill all the beef. I a not believe it can be 
shown that the beef trust kills 25 per cent of the beef killed in the 
United States; certainly not 50 per cent. 

Then, besides, the beef trust 1s the result of another trust, and 
not theresult of protection, except the protection to gold gambling. 
The great trust that breeds all other trusts is the money trust. 
Competition is the only thing that can destroy a trust. Associa- 
tions of men to do business is one of the necessities of civilization. 
Every partnership is a trust. Every kind of an association, every 

tion between men, is a trust to a certain extent, and it is 
very difficult todraw the line between one organization for indus- 
trial and another. 

The only remedy for a trust is other trusts. Under laws under 
which new combinations, new enterprises, are possible the old 

will go to pieces. You have in this country a large num- 
of trusts. You have the leather trust, and all your other 
Why do you have them? Because prices are falling, and 
to protect themselves. You have driven every kind 
of busine, s into trusts, because prices are falling. A, B, and C 
engaged in a business. It does not pay; they say, ‘‘ Let us get 
inst one another. Nobody else can start 
and let some of our mills stand. We have per- 


fect security ition if we get together, because prices 
are falling ilasiets lores to start while our machines are lying 
country with trusts. 


on and rail against trusts. Trusts are fed on fall- 
Falling prices are produced by a shrinking volume of 
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money, and while the volume of money shrinks men must go into 
trusts or into bankruptcy. They can not compete. With a large 
number of factories standing idle, with three or four million la- 
borers idle in the country, talk about competing against trusts! 
Nobody dares go into business when the loanable value of money 
has fallen nearly 75 per cent. Why is that? There are three or 
four hundred million dollars in your banks which can not be 
loaned. Why? Because it can not be used profitably. 
if it is put into business, the business must fail. 
It can not be used profitably. Enterprising men dare not bor- 
row, and men who have money dare not loan, because proj 


Because 


rty is 
depreciating. Let business revive, and the loanable value of 
money will more than double. The loanable value of money on 
good security is not more than 2} per cent to-day, perhaps less on 
gilt-edged security, because there is so little gilt-edged security, 


You can not put your hand on anything that is not escaping from 
you all the while. There is little good security. The competition 
for gilt-edged security to make loans upon is so great that people 
wiil take 2} to 3 per cent, whereas if business were prosperous, 
the money could be profitably used. If they borrowed money, 
they could pay it back. There would be plenty of security, and 
interest would run from 6 to 7 per cent. 

But money will not earn anything in business. It is true that 
there are certain classes of people who can profit by falling prices. 
They are the wreckers. For example, these bond manufacturing 
institutions in New York and London, which wreck a railroad, 
bond it, and sell the stock, and then wreck it again, and do the 
same, and keep doing it. The courts have held that the current 
expenses have a prior lien upon roads. All they have to do is to 
let a little debt accumulate against it, and then they have ready 
cash and can say who can come in and who shall not. The prop- 
erty of the balance is confiscated. In the last five years not less 
than §5,000,000,000 of stocks and bonds in the United States have 
gone to the bad, and those who invested in them have been robbed 
by inside manipulators. If they can keep prices falling, keep on 
wrecking business, the wreckers will make money, if they do not 
get caught themselves. The loaner of money takes desperate 
chances, because he can not get good securities. They are losing 
as much as any other class. 

We talk about trusts when there must be trusts. The only peo- 
ple who thrive are those in trusts. The balance go into bank- 
ruptcy. Let us have competition, and those trusts will melt away 
like dew before the sun, because they have large establishments, 
encumbered with a great many deadhead concerns. Just as soon 
as enterprise starts they will fall to pieces. Take the sugar trust. 
It could not live a year if you had an abundant supply of money. 
They have a whole lot of concerns lying idle, and they are at 
enormous expense in carrying out their plans, in lobbying, 
and doing everything. If business were lively and prices were 
rising, small capital could go into the manufacture of sugar. 
It couid manufacture sugar cheaper, and the trust would melt 
away. 

But people rail against trusts and insist upon a condition of 
things under which trusts must exist or universal bankruptcy 
must prevail. Trusts are as inevitable and as necessary with fall- 
ing prices as the air we breathe. Those who are not in them have 
gone to the bad all over the country. The only people who have 
been saved from the bad in the last few years of falling prices are 
those engaged in trusts, limiting production. Do you want to 
deprive the people of their only house of refuge when you make 
competition impossible? And I say competition is impossible when 
3,000,000 laborers areidle, when business is stagnant. It isimpos- 
sible. But there are plenty of people who would go into enter- 
prises if there were opportunity. Can any man of enterprise and 
industry make a competence and establish a home for himself in 
this country? 

Opportunities are gone, That is why our European friends 
who are monarchists are in favor of contracting the currency. 
They very properly say if you expand the currency and let prices 
rise, industry will prosper and you will have democracy. But 
contract the currency, cates enterprise, and capital must rule. 
Capital is conservative. Capital will maintain the established 
institutions. Capital will maintain monarchies. Capital will 
wreck republics. That is what they want. 

This is a world-wide combination. Itis a great trust for 
purpose of destroying democracy and building up aristocracy. It 
is ruining and impoverishing the people. While the great money 
trust rules the civilized world, Egypt will have the English lash 
on the back of the poorpeople. You will have Christians in Greece 
and in Turkey begging for protection when thereis none. You 
will have a united Christendom joining the Turk to maintain his 
right to kill Christians. You will have all these things while the 
money trust controls. 

How did the English acquire possession in Egypt? The Roth- 
schilds had a fraudulent lot of bonds that everybody laughed at 
when they were issued, amounting to $500,000,000. To collect the 
interest on those bonds England took possession of that country 
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and applied the lash to the Egy tians. Look at the rapacity of this 
goldtrust. It has confisca 700,000,000, it is estimated, of the 
property of the poor Hindoo by demonetizing silver, and they are 
starving to death to-day by the millions, with no money with which 
to buy food. It is the money trust that is doing this. While that 
trust exists it is idle to talk about trusts.’ While it exists it will 
breed other trusts, and it will breed faster than you can kill them. 
Legislation can not reach the trusts. Legislation to reach trusts 
would reach the business relations, the associations necessary in 
order to civilize and progress. There never was a time when busi- 
ness was good and money was plentiful that trusts thrived. New, 
vigorous organizations can create establishments and manufacture 
cheaper than old, decayed trusts. 

I hear the papers talking about trusts. So far as this is con- 
cerned, they say because there is a trust in beef that the farmer 
should not be protected on hides. If there is a trust in leather, 
why protect the manufacturer of leather? ‘Give us a forei 
market; let us export.” How? By making the farmer bear the 
burden. Does he not carry burdens enough? It is because you 
can get cheap hides from Mexico and South America that you can 
export. The reason why you can export is because the farmer in 
this country is put incompetition with the lowest paid labor—labor 
that gets nothing. Our people can manufacture for export if you 
can avail yourself of that. 

What you want is a free-trade market in which to buy and a 
protected market in which to sell, and then say we will have a 
surplus. If you are going to have a free-trade market in which to 
buy, you ought to have a free-trade market in which tosell. You 
should treat both sides equally. The idea of giving the manufac 
turer of leather and shoes a free-trade market in which to buy 
and a protected market in which to sell is an outrage, and it rests 
upon no principle whatever. The talk about what has been the 
relative price of this article under protection and not under pro- 
tection is no test. You can not test it by that rule, because prices 
have fluctuated, as I have said, for other reasons than that of the 
tariff. 

This is a very small protection, 20 per cent. It ought to be 50; 
it ought to be 100, if necessary, so that the hides produced in this 
country would all be used before others were bought, if you are 
going to carry out the principle of ——- I apprehend that 
even my friend the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Suirn], who 
is a very fair-minded man, would hardly consent that the tariff 
should be taken off of leather and shoes and boots. They have a 
tariff on those articles, and New Jersey Democrats, and I find 
that New England Democrats, like that kind of a tariff. I know 
there is no difference between the Democrats and Republicans—— 

Mr. SMITH. 1 will say for the benefit of the Senator.from 
Nevada that if hides and all the articles that go into the manu- 
facture of leather—I know something about the manufacture of 
leather myself—were put on the free list, I would be entirely 
willing to put it on the free list, and no American manufacturer 
would lose anything by it. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam glad to hear the Senator from New Jer- 
sey say that. It is a very honest, fair expression. 1 wish it could 
prevail generally. I wish, when it is claimed that free raw mate- 
rial, as they call it, because it is produced by American labor, 
should go on the free list, they would say, ** We will put our ma- 
terials which are produced in the shops on the free list.” Thatis 
a very fair proposition. It is impractical, I will tell my friend, 
and he can not get any friends to go with him on that. 

What I am pleading for is equality, and there ought to be no 
discrimination. 1 believe in the principle of the Chicago platform 
of 1896, when Democracy took a new departure, when it took a 
departure for the people against the trusts and the combinations 
and the money power which is enslaving them. It then declared 
in favor of making it equal, without discrimination against any 
interest, without discriminating against any class of labor or any 
class of men or any section of this,country. 

I say that to have a tariff on leather, atariff on boots and shoes, 
and no tariff on hides is a discrimination — which the Chi- 
cago platform pronounced affirmatively. Iam for the Chicago 
platform of 1896 on this question and all other questions. It is 
an American platform. It is the platform of — rights. Itis 
not a platform to put protection on what is produced in my State 
and leave what is made in yours on the free list. That is not the 
platform of the Democratic party. I know something about that 
platform. I have read it a good many times, and I like it. 

Now, I say that putting any article on the free list and then 
peng the manufactu result of it on the protected list is a 

iscrimination against the first producer. Raw material! What 
a farce that is! Raw material upon which labor has been ex- 
pended! Itis nonsense. Every article goes through many differ- 
ent processes, but the first process requires labor and changes it 
from the raw material, and the labor cost is what we want to 
equalize. It is true we have a beef trust and a very bad one, but 
I undertake to say we can never deal with that trust until the 


They can not now get anything for 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


their 

sheen. He pays for all you import. He pays for the jnx,:.. 
you buy abroad. He pays for the interest on the debt you },.,.. 
accumulated under the gold-standard arrangement. ; 7 


thing loaded upon him, and to say you will not help to tak. ;),., 
off where you can do it with the same kind of legislation t},.; .. vr. 
ask for yourself, that you will not share with him any of th. |... 
fits of protection, that he shall be driven in every article inj... 
petition with cooly and slave labor abroad, is unjust. 
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roducts. The farmer has to pay for everything you buy 





What he exports bears the entire burden. He has the \),.) 


a 


You can not protect wheat unless you give it an export }i..));, 
which you ought to do, because we produce a surplus of \)),.\; 


and send it abroad to buy what we import and to pay onr !,.);; 
The same is true of cotton. You can only protect that by ay... 
port bounty. But thesame farmers who are engaged in pri|)).. , 
wheat and cotton are engaged in — some stock, and you 

do a little for them in this way—a very li 


tile. This is 20 per, + 
If that was in a manufacturing concern and in a combinatiy, .¢ 


manufacturing influences, it would be 100 per cent. 


Iam astonished at my Democratic friends protesting 4 j)).; 
their constituents having a little of the benefits of a jr 


system which they are going to vote for. They voted ;{ 


Wilson bill, the same system. This bill is on the same sien a 
the Wilson Act. There is no difference. No man has }i\! tho 


audacity to introduce a free-trade tariff bill for the last thirt, 


years. Nobody does that. They are all on protective | 
While you were voting for protection, when you gave the \\.v 
England manufacturers a tariff on leather and on boots and <| 
why did you not, in the Wilson bill, give a little protection «» 
the articles the farmers produce, which go into the same proly 
tion—into boots and shoes? 

Why discriminate? The Democrats are not free from this. 
They did it the same way, and some of them now will vote t) jut 
this very article on the free list. On what principle, [ show! like 
to know? Why should the peop’e of Missouri or Kansas work 
for the people of Massachusetts or any other State? I should like 
to get at it. I should like to know what itis. If we are going to 
have protection, why are not the le of Missouri and my State 
as much entitled to it as any else? The proposition is, to 
treat what is produced by one section on the free-trade theory,‘ 
enable the manufacturers to sell in a protected market and by in 
a free-trade market. All the letters that come in are on that 
basis. They just look at home—at what they can produce. Thiy 
do not look at the effect on their neighbor at all. 

If an honest tariff were levied, if it could be levied, there woul 
be no objection to the tariff. The only difficulty isin adjusting 
it. When there is a plain principle, as plain as this, it seis to 
me the man who will vote for any kind of a tariff that will (j.1- 
ate as protection, and will not vote for a tariff on hides and woo! 
and things of that kind, does not understand the princip!l: of pro 
tection, or is very much down on the South and the West. whic! 
produce those articles. He is either very greatly prejudice! or 
very stupid. I say that with all due respect to those who difer 
with me. My friend the Senator from South Carolina | \r. T:.1- 
MAN], while he did not give protection a very comp!imentary 
name—lI believe he called it a steal or a swindle or something of 
ee kind—said if it was going around he wanted to have lis 

are. 

Mr. GRAY. That is the principle. 

Mr. STEWART. I say it is the principle; and if the others are 
going to have it, no matter how you please to call it, while your 
constituents stand the burden and have none of the benefits. i! 1s «!! 
wrong. . It is on the principle that a man who will not provide ‘vr 
his own household is worse than an infidel. If you were her: y:t- 
ing prema tence Pad, a bles Sy had been a free-trade meas 
ure, if there isanythingin the record of the Democratic par(y s!\0 
ing that it isa free-trade party and not going to protect. thon 
there would be some excuse for it; but as long as they are for pro- 
tection there is no excuse for discri ion in favor of one sec- 
tion against another. : 

That is one of the reasons why I like the Chicago platform «1 
1896, which took such a glorious position in favor of the Aimer an 
people and against the combinations and usurers and wree\''s 
and a attem oo ren ae, eee bold the lash 
over the Egyptians, st trampling and enslaving }!).''"’. 
000 Hindoos, marching their armies tocrash out republican ins! 
saliens i in em Africa, free as ~ sentde e, 

w ve brought ruin to this country by producing stas1' 
tion and hard times. 

Why should we have hard times now? Does twenty-five yea": 
of peace and abundant harvests in this country, with unlimited 
resources, necessarily produce hard times? Everybody knows that 
that is not the cause. Everybody knows that a want of a si") 
cient money y which to Go business and falling prices 
are the cause 0: times. It is want of money. Everybo'y 
knows it who knows anything at all. That the case, times 
being so bad—and they are going to be worse—why should a ‘ew 
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men be saved while the great mass of them are ruined? Why not 
save the farmers as well as you can while you make rich the manu- 
facturers? There is no reason, and the time will come when the 
sentiment of the Chicago platform, which repudiates discrimina- 
tion against sections or individuals or individual interests and 
wants, and honest tariff, which will bear equally upon all indus- 
tries, will be universal in the United States. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I have announced myself so fre- 
quently as being op to a distinctively protective tariff levied 
for the sole and exclusive purpose of protection that I suppose it 
is neither necessary nor proper for me to restate my position upon 
that question at this time. But I am very forcibly impressed 
with the argument made by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
SrewaRT}, as | am always impressed with what he says. If we 
are to have a protective bill that levies taxes upon protective 
lines exclusively or principally, it is preeminently proper that | 
protection extend to all sections of the Union alike and to | 
all articles that may be protected. 

There is nothing in the bill thus far that is of benefit to the 
farmer. man who produces grain and who raises stock for a 
livelihood has not one penny of benefit in the bill, either direct or 
indirect. Here is a little item of a tax upon hides which might be 
made of some benefit to him if Congress were disposed to take into | 
consideration his condition and his wants and wishes, and the 
moment it is mentioned that moment it meets with opposition. 
In other words, everybody is to be protected in all the various 
lines of industry and trade except the man who is engaged in the 

imary occupation, the occupation of all occupations, that of 
mien. 

We have been told, and I presume will be told again, that a 

rotective tariff upon hides is of no value. My distinguished 
friend the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Suir} takes 
that position. The junior Senator from Missouri {|Mr. Vest} 


takes that ition, and yet, as strange as it may seem, in New 
Jersey and Missouri we find the heaviest boot and shoe manufac- 


turing establishments of the United States. I think the city of 
St. Louis makes more boots and shoes than any other city in the 
United States of America. Soit is not an unmixed question in New 
Jersey and Missouri. There are the boot and shoe makers upon 
the one hand contending for benefit to their interest, and there 
are the farmers of those States upon the other hand contending, [ 
suppose, for benefit to their interest. But in the State which I | 
have the honor to represent in part in this Chamber we have no 
great boot and shoe manufactories, no great institutions like that | 
to overcome and overbalance the interest and the wishes of the 
farming classes. We have adue proportion of manufacturing, it 
is true, for a new State, but our manufacturing is limited as com- 
pared with the output of hides in the State. 
Mr. President, if there be any truth in the theory that as you 
protect an article or exclude a foreign article from the market 
~ correspondingly raise the price of the domestic article—I be- 
ieve that is the gravamen of the Republican argument upon this 
question—then the State of Nebraska produces a million of hides 
ayear, In round numbers, upon which her farmers ought to receive 
under the bili as it was first amended by the Senate committee a 


cent and a half a pound. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. They get fully that now, I think. | 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know. It strikes me that hides are on 
the free list now. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No; I mean under the amendment , 
as now pro fixing the rate at 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLEN. Ido not know. I was about to ask the Senator 
from Connecticut why the rate was changed from a specific to an 
ad valorem duty. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, It was thought that a specific duty | 
of a cent and a half a pound would not work equally. Dry hides | 
wr very little compared with green hides, and the duty would | 
not be as much on the dry hides as on green hides. 1t was thought 
that it would be more equitable to make an ad valorem duty. In 
my judgment, an ad valorem duty on green hides of 20 per cent | 
would be nearer 2 cents a pound than 1} cents. 

Mr. ALLEN. That depends altogether upon how green the 
hide is. There is a marked difference between a dry hide and a 


that over, the le of the State of Nebraska pro- 
numbers, as I said, 1,000,000 hides a year.. Now, 
of acent anda half a pound would be of some 
to them, if the protective theory is correct. If it is not | 
the insertion of this tax in the bill would be a work | 
of eae: and if, as is claimed by the Senator from Mis- 

souri and Senator from New Jersey, the great beef trust of 

the country eats up the value of the hides to t 
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and general manager of the company, and is dated 


1 South Omaha, 
Nebr., April 10, 1897: 


it is difficult to furnish very accurate statistics as to the annual i at 
put of Nebraska, but the information given below w I think, be suffi ly 
correct for your purposes. The Departmeut of Agriculture returns Ww 
that the State of Nebraska contained o 

Cattle Cattle 

January 1, 1893. ...... 2, 100,000 | January 1, 1805 i}, GOD 
January 1, 8h 2,150,000 | January 1, 1896 1 600. 000 

The number of cattle slaughtered at South Omaha wer: 
In 1893 146,000 | Tm 1805 312, 000 
SL baitedemerss ‘ 501,000 | In 1806 wre, 000 
The average for each year being about one-fourth the numbe« f animals in 
the State. We think that 250,000 to 300,000 head are killed annually h 
out the State for local consumption, thus making the e1 annual output 


of the State from 600,000 to 700.000 hides. 


I may be permitted to say that,in my judgment, this is too low. 
The present market prices of hides in Sonth Omaha are. per 


pound, native 

steers, 8} cents; butt-branded steers, 8 cents: Texas steers, 8 « nt 3; Colorado 

| steers, 7} cents; branded cows, 5 cents; native cows, 8) cents; native bulls,74 
cents; and this is not very far from the average prices during the past year 
As the hides will weigh about 6) pounds each, the average value is about $5 


per hide, or a total of from $3,000,000 to $4,000,000 per annun 

Statistics show that during 1806 the value of hides imported into the United 
States was about $20,000,000, and that during the same period about $16,000,000 
worth of leather was exported, about one-half of which consisted of sole 
leather made largely from imported hides. Itis claimed by leather men that 





if a duty was placed on hides sufficient to prevent their importation, that it 
| would correspondingly decrease our exports of leather, and t! keep out of 
employment a number of persons engaged in the tanning and leather indus 
tries, without benefiting the market on home-produced-hides. My own idea 
is that a slight duty woald not seriously interfere with the importation of 
hides, and at the same time would be considered very favorably by the cattle 


nisers of the United States, 


This comes from a practical man, one whose whole life has been 
devoted to the packing industry, and it shows that the imposition 
of a slight tariff upon hides would be of some benefit to the far- 
mer. What is trne as respects Nebraska is true as respe:ts every 
other State in the Union. I am taking it, of course, for granted 
that the cardinal argument of the Republican party is true, and 
for the purposes of this argument I assume that it is true. 

Now, why should there be any discrimination? If an interest 
in Maine is the subject of protection, the like interest in the State 
of Nebraska or in the States of Texas or California ought to re- 
ceive the same protection. If we are to enter upon anera of tariff 
taxation which will drive from our shores much of the commerce 
of the world and turn over our domestic commerce to trusts and 
corporations, let us give the farmers some slight benefit that may 
be derived from the imposition of a tax of this kind. 

I can see no reason why a specific duty of a cent and a half a 
pound should be converted into an ad valorem duty. But I pass 
from this to another branch of the question, which seems to me 
to be of more importance than the mere question of imposing a tax 
upon hides at this time. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has told us. and he has 
been reenforced by the distinguished senior Senator from Massa 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar}, that this Government is powerless in the 
hands of a great trust that controls the beef output and fixes the 
price of hides and all kinds of meat. We are told that under 
the laws of the United States this trust has the power to put down 
and raise prices at its will; that it can say “Thumbs up!” and 
up they go, and “* Down!” and down they go: and that the whole 


| Government, from the Chief Executive of the nation down to the 
| most obscure judiciary of the land, is powerless to relieve us from 


its grasp. 
The senior Senator from Massachusetts, who knows everything 


| upon legal propositions excepting what few crumbs he allows a few 


of us to pick up occasionally here and there in spots, tells us that 


| our remedy is to go to the courts of Pennsylvania in the instance 


cited by the janior Senator from Missouri. Mr. President, I say 
that it is primary law, capable of demonstration here or elsewhere, 
that whenever these interests combine to put up the price of an 
article of consumption to the American people they are guilty of 


| @ criminal conspiracy under the laws of this nation, and may be 


indicted and prosecuted and punished for the crime. Why, sir, 
they are guilty at common law. Whoever at common law con- 
spired to increase the price of food to the people was guilty of 
a crime and was subject to indictment, and the Supreme Court of 
the United States, in 156 Reports, have not changed that rale in 
the slightest degree. 

Mr. PETTUS. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. Is there any United States criminal law outside 
of the statutes? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator’s question is foreign to anything I 
am discussing. I repeat what I said a moment ago, that at the 


farmers, then it | common law a conspiracy to raise the price of food was a crime. 


Does the Senator deny it? sai 
I do deny that it is a crime against the United 


Iam not talking about the United States now. 


would be equally a work of su ogation. 

Tn this connection, as throwing sone light upon the product of| Mr. PETTUS. 
hides, their and value, I will read a portion of a letter | States. 
from the Cudah y, of South Omaha, Nebr.,to| Mr. ALLEN. 
me. This is wolhen by Mr. 





ward A. Cudahy, vice-president | I say that we have in the statute book a law which reenacts the 
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common law of England on the subject of a conspiracy between 
parties to raise the price of articles of consumption. We have 
supplemented thatlaw. That which came to us asan inheritance 
from England, and which is found in every State of this Union, was 
made the law of the nation by the act of 1890, and not -_ by the 
positive words of the act of 1890, but by the evident policy and 
spirit and purpose of that act. Possibly, while the Senator from 
Alabama is putting questions, I may put one to him. Does not 
every State of the Union inherit the common law of England as it 
existed at the period the Union was formed? 
Mr. PETTUS, That is the general rule, with one or two ex- 
ceptions. I believe, 
fr. ALLEN. Iam glad to know thatIam right. Now let me 
read the act of July 2, 1899. It is short, and I will read it entire: 


Be it enacted, ete.: 

Srcrio0n 1. Every contract, combination in the form of trust or otherwise, or 
conspiracy in restraint of trade or commerce among the several States, or with 
foreign nations, is hereby declared to be illegal. Every person who shall make 
any such contract or engage in any such combination or conspiracy shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be punished 
by fine not exceeding $5,000, or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or 
by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

Sxc. 2. Every person who shall monopolize, or attempt to monopolize, or 
combine or conspire with any other person or persons to monopolize, any 
part of the trade or commerce among the several States, or with foreign 
nations, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof 
shall be punished ~ fine not exceeding $5,000, or by imprisonment not ex- 
ceeding one year, or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

Sxc. 3. Every contract, combination in form of trust or otherwise, or con- 
spiracy, in restraint of trade or commerce in any Territory of the United 
States or of the District of Columbia, or in restraint of trade or commerce 
between any such Territory and another, or between any such Territory or 
Territories and any State or States or the District of Columbia, or with 
foreign nations, or between the District of Columbia and any State or States 
or foreign nations, is hereby declared illegal. Every person who shall make 
any such contract or engage in any such combination or conspiracy shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be punished 
by fine not exceeding $5,000, or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or 
by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 4. The several circuit courts of the United States are hereby invested 
with jurisdiction to prevent and restrain violations of this act; and it shall 
be the duty of the several district attorneys of the United States in their re- 
spective districts, under the direction of the Attorney-General, to institute 
proceedings in equity to prevent and restrain such violations. Such pro- 
ceedings may be by way of petition setting forth the case and praying that 
such violation shall be enjoined or otherwise gen When the -parties 
complained of shall have n duly notified of such petition, the court shall 
proceed, as soon as may be, to the hearing and determination of the case; and 
pending such petition and before final decree the court may at any time make 
such temporary restraining order or prohibition as shall be deemed just in 
the premises. 

Sec.5. Whenever it shall appear to the court before which any proceeding 
under section 4 of this act may be pending that the ends of justice require 
that other partios should be brought before the court, the court may cause 
them to be summoned, whether they reside in the district in which the court 
is held or not; and subpoenas to that end may be served in any district by 
the marshal thereof. 

Sec. 6. Any property owned under any contract or by any combination, or 
pursuant to any comeesony (and being the subject thereof) mentioned in 
section 1 of this act, and being in the course of transportation from one State 
to another, or to a foreign country, shall be forfeited to the United States, 
and may be seized and condemned by like proceedings as those provided by 
law for the forfeiture, seizure, and condemnation of property imported into 
the United States contrary to law. 

Sec. 7. Any personwho shall be injured in his business or property by any 
other person or corporation by reason of anything forbidden or declared to 
be unlawful by this act a J sue therefor in any circuit court of the United 
States in the district in which the defendant resides or is found, without re 
spect to the amount in controversy, and shall recover threefold the dam- 
ages by him sustained, and the costs of suit, including a reasonable attorney's 


Src. 8. That the word “ person” or “ persons,’’ wherever used in this act, 
shall be deemed to include corporations and associations existing under or 
authorized by the laws of either the United States, the laws of any of the 
Territories, the laws of any State, or the laws of any foreign country. 

That is the entireact. Mr. President, the act of 1890 revives the 
common law of conspiracy with reference to matters of food, and 
in fact revives it almost as completely as, if not more completely 
than, it formerly existed, or I should say, perhaps, that it enlarges 
the common law. 

There are two courses which can be pursued by the United 
States as rg one of these conspiracies. The first is to indict 
and punish for the crime of conspiracy. The second is the softer 
and the easier way for the conspirator, and that is to sue out a 
writ of injunction. 

Mr. VEST. Will my friend permit me to ask him, asa lawyer, 
this question: Does he hold that under the act which he has just 
read the United States court could take cognizance of a conspir- 
acy, if you please to term it so, inside of a State, which affected 
only articles sold between the citizens of some State? 

r. ALLEN. Oh, no, Mr. President; I have not said anything 
of the kind. But I do not know; I am pretty nearly prepared to 
“ and I may say it after a time. 

r. VEST. Will the Senator let me make a suggestion? If he 
will read the act carefully, he will see that as to those sort of trans- 
actions it confines the jurisdiction of the United States courts to 
the Territories and the District of Columbia, over which we have 
the same power as a State legislature. As to the States, the United 
States courts have no right to make an application of the statute 
to the transactions between citizens of the same State, but it must 
be an unlawful combination in restraint of trade as to commerce 
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between the States or with foreign nations. All three of the 
tions have that limitation on them. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not think there is any difference betwooy 
the Senator from Missouri and myself. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me—and I will not inter. 
rupt him again—he will find in the existing tariff law a much moro 
comprehensive provision; he will find what is known as the Mor. 
gan amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, I remember that provision. 

Mr. VEST. I think there are some five sections of it. 1 hayo 
always thought that that went much further than what is known 
as the antitrust law. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Nebraska will permit me. | 
will call his attention toa very brief statement made by the author 
of the trust law and published in this morning’s New York W orid 
which ougl® to be a matter of interest. I refer to the statement 
ee by Secretary Sherman. According to the interview, he 
stated: 


sec- 


The presens national trust law (the Sherman law) is not strongenough. | 
framed it myself, and the Senate Committee on Judiciary made changes in 
it which materially weakened itseffect. I favor making unlawful in the most 
direct manner all combinations in restraint of trade. They put all industries 
in the control of afew men. The people have a right to open competition in 


all industries and trades, 

Restraint of trusts can be made effective when we get the proper kind of a 
law. The Supreme Court has upheld the present trust law, but has pointed 
out its defects. I think that those defects can and will be remedied. 


The rest of the article refers to the fact that there are no bosses 
in Ohio, and contains other information not pertinent to this dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. ALLEN. I accord the Secretary of State much credit as a 
statesman of renown and large experience, but I will say in all 
frankness in this public manner that I prefer to follow my own 
judgment of the law rather than to follow his. 

Mr. President, there is no real distinction between the Senator 


from Missouri and myself, whatever there may be between the 
Senator from Massachusetts and myself 7 this question, and 
we never can agree upon any question that I have ever yet discoy- 
ered. Commerce between the States does not mean cominerce 
between the States as legal entities. That was merely figurative 
language. There was no such thing when the Union was formed 


as commerce between the States in a technical sense, or. if there 
was, it was very limited, and therefore the courts have held—and 
it is true—that the expression in the commerce clause of tie Con- 
stitution, of commerce between the States, means that commerce 
which is carried on between citizens of two or more States. 

Mr. HOAR. The language is ‘among the several States.” 

Mr. ALLEN. I find the language is ‘‘to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations, and among the several States, and with the 
Indian tribes.” 

That means, Mr. President [the Vice-President in the chair], 
that when you as a citizen of New Jersey engage in traffic with 
me as a citizen of Nebraska, you will ship an article from New 
Jersey to Nebraska, or vice versa; that is interstate commerce, 


and can be regulated by Congress. Sir, suppose two or more per- 
sons enter into a conspiracy that in shipping their articies from 
one State to another, as a result of their agreement, they will, by 


certain means, drive another person or certain other persons out 
of trade in the State of Pennsylvania. I want to know if my ‘is- 
tinguished friend from Missouri will claim that that is not indict- 
able under the law of 1890 and under the present Wilson law? 1s 
not that interstate commerce? 

Mr. PETTUS. Without a doubt. 

Mr. ALLEN. Without a doubt, my friend from Alabama says. 
That is what I mean, and when the Senator from Massachusetts 
says that a conspiracy set on foot in Chicago, by which artic!es 
are to be controlled in Pennsylvania, and the controlling of those 
articles in the State of Pennsylvania, and the driving out of citi- 
zens there from trade as the result, is not indictable under tle law 
of the United States, as much as he knows about those laws, | 
must be permitted to enter my dissent. It would be a direct vio- 
lation of that portion of this act which makes a conspiracy cr.1n- 
inal. It was to protect the man in Pennsylvania and to protect 
men all over the United States from the result of these conspira- 
cies that the conspiracies themselves were made indictable. 

True it is that the courts of Pennsylvania would have concur- 
rent jurisdiction and might indict and prosecute for conspiracy; 
but that would not prohibit the coarts of the United States from 
doing likewise. And there is nothing in the case of Knight, in 105 
Supreme Court Reports, in conflict with the position I have taken. 

. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not propose to go into the 
discussion of this question at this time. I think it likely that 
there will be an amendment proposed to the pending bill in- 
tended to perfect the provisions, or at any rate to continue the 
provisions on this subject of the tariff law of 1894, and an amend- 
ment which will declare that those provisions are not repealed by 
the present act. Such an amendment has been pre d by the 
honorable Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrus]. Unless some 








new view of the matter should occur to me before it comes up 
for action, I expect to vote for that amendment. If it shall come 
up—and I suppose it will, as the Senator from Alabama has given 
notice and has had his amendment printed—that would seem to 
be the proper time to discuss it, and not now. SoI do not pro- 
pose to go into the general question. 

I pro , however, to point out two or three difficulties in deal- 
ing wi problem which trouble me. They do not seem to 
trouble the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. The Senator 
from Nebraska seems to think that if anybody else is troubled by 
them, or, at any rate, if I am troubled by them, it furnishes some 
reason for some objurgatory expressions on his part. But I must 
do my duty as well as I can, without being too much disturbed with 
the disapprobation of that Senator, although I do not like to incur 
the — of so intelligent a gentleman as the Senator 
from Nebraska. 

Mr. President, the trouble is this: State commerce, that is, manu- 
facturing articles within a State and the selling of articles within 
a State where the manufacture and the contract of bargain and 
sale are both completed and executed, is within the domain ex- 
clusively of State legislation; and the conspiracy to do anything 
in the way of manufacture within a State, or in the way of bar- 

in and sale where the contract of bargain and sale is to be com- 
pleted and executed within the State, to affect the price of any 
article favorably or unfavorably, to depress or to raise it, is also a 
matter solely within State jurisdiction, as I understand it. The 

wer of Congress begins when the article is transported from 
one State to another, or when the process of bargain and sale is 
carried on between citizens of different States, or the sale is made 
in one State to be executed in another. There are the two fields. 

I understand the question has been presented to the Supreme 
Court of the United States whether, if an article be manufac- 
tured and the process completed within the limits of one State, 
or if it be sold and the transaction completed and executed and 
the delivery take place within the limits of one State, anything 
eriminal, either in the way of conspiracy or forestalling or in- 
creasing or diminishing or monopolizing. or whatever may be the 
description of the crime at which we wish to strike in regard to 
that article, can be punished by United States authority because 
the article is expected afterwards to be the subject of interstate 
commerce, either by being transported from one State to another 


or to be sold by the local buyer to another buyer in another State; | 


and I understand theSupreme Court, in the case cited by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]—one of the justices only dissent- 
ing, to wit, Mr. Justice Harlan—to have held that we can not 
deal with a conspiracy to raise or lower the price of an article to 
be sold, the transaction being completed within the State, or with 
a conspiracy to affect the price of the article in its process of 
man 
may be a subject of interstate or international commerce after- 
wards, and is expected to be, either by being transported from 
one State to another or sold by the seller in one State to a buyer 
in another State. 

There is the difficulty, if I correctly understand it. That isthe 
difficulty which troubles me; and I do not find that the Senator 


from Ne ka so far has helped me out of it, though I am anxious | 


to join with him in attacking the evil if I can, and getting around 
that difficulty. 

Another proposition also, I one. follows, though I do not 
know that it has been expressly decided; and that is, if a citizen 
of one State enter into local commerce in another—the commonest 
ease in the world—where a man who does business in New York 
lives in New Jersey and comes into his place of business in the 
city of New York, I do not understand the mere fact that he is a 
citizen of a State where he does not carry on that particular busi- 
ness makes a purely local business carried on by him subject to 
national authority; and I suppose that to be true even if, dwelling 
in one State, he carry on local business in another, or if, dwell- 
ing in one State, he carries on local business in forty-four others, 
or in every other State in the Union. 

One of our great troubles in this matter is the influence, as the 
Senator from Missouri or the Senator from Nevada, or both of 
them, said, of enormous aggregations of wealth. A man who has 
come to be worth $100.000,000 can, if he chooses. affect State leg- 

and national legislation powerfully by influences in a hun- 
dred ways which can not be touched by the criminal law—at any 
rate, by any criminal laws we have now got; but youcan not help 
that thing on a tariff bill, if you can by any national legislation. 

WwW you can help it at all, is one of the profoundest and most 
difficult questions with which we have to deal; and Ithink—though 
other gentlemen differ with me, and I do not want to go into a dis- 
cussion of that question now—that those great aggregations of 
wealth are not the result of manufacturing industries or protected 
industries in this country as a rule, though there may be some 
dealiogs a Some have come from patents, some have come from 
with great railroads. They came in the old generation 
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from tle business carried on by importing merchants. They have 
come in later generations from investments in real estate in the 
neighborhood of growing cities; they have come to some extent, 
I suppose, in the past. from great mining enterprises. I do not 
think, therefore, we can deal with them iu a tariff bill, 

Now, suppose—to come back to what I was saying, and to illus- 
trate—suppose the Standard Oil Company, wishing to get a mo- 
nopoly of the business in this country—and it makes no difference 
whether the Standard Oil Company is a corporation composed of 
three or four or thirty or forty men, or is an individual like Mr. 
Armour or Mr. Swift or anybody else—suppose they say: ‘‘ We 
mean to manufacture and supply every citizen of this country 
with all the oil which is to be consumed; we will reduce the price 
to the people by the economies which can be practiced by a vast 
business.” , 

It is very clear that so far that is a beneficial thing to the peo- 
ple and that you can not help it. When they have got so that they 
can do that, then they largely monopolize the business in that 
innocent and harmlessand, indeed, beneficial way. Butstill, there 
they are, a great menace to legislation; there they are, controlling 
this vast amount of wealth. liable to be perverted in the next gen- 
eration, if not in this, to bad uses; and we have got to prevent that 
by some remedies, as I said, which do not come ina tariff bill, if 
it can be prevented by legislation at all. 

Next, having got as far as that, having got along in their busi- 
ness, they say that if anywhere in the United States a small dealer 
sets up in the business of dealing in oil, they will plant two estab- 
lishments next door, or close by him, in the same village or town, 
or ten establishments, the necessary number, and simply under- 
sell him, until he loses all his customers and goes out of business. 
They do not do it by anything which is an instrumentality of their 
interstate commerce under the decision of the Supreme Court. 
They send their oil from the place where they manufacture it to 
the town where it is to be sold; they retain the property in it 
themselves. ; 

The mere transporting it from one State to another, of course, 
is to that extent interstate commerce—they do it by rail—but 
that has nothing to do with the illegal part of the transaction. 
So far theman orthe company in the West, in Chicago, or in Cincin- 
nati, or wherever the headquarters of their business may be, have 
taken their own property to Connecticut or to Massachusetts, or 
wherever they expect to sell it, and put it into a warehouse of 
theirown. When they have done that, that company have done 
nothing more on a vast scale than the man does on a small scale 
who travels from one State to another with his personal baggage 
in acarpet bagin hishand. Their offense, therefore, is the offense 
simply of dealing in the local business, all the interstate part of 
their business having been absolutely innocent, something you 
can not touch in a way to break down their local business. I am 
afraid that has got to be dealt with and must be dealt with solely 
by State authority. 

One suggestion has been made in regard to the great sugar 
trust, as it is called, which, if the ruling of the Supreme Court in 
the Knight case may be taken as stating the whole story, is not 
literally and technically a trust, for a reason which I shall state 
presently. You can probably to some extent, as the Senator from 
Alabama has tried to do, and as the old tariff act of 18%4 tried to 
do, punish them by striking at their imports, if they undertake 
to import any articles from abroad for the purpose of getting a 
monopoly in pursuance of a conspiracy against the freedom of 
trade, of interstate or international trade; but I do not see how 
you can say, as has been proposed and as was proposed in the 
amendment of the Senator from South Dakota { Mr. Petrigrew] 
the other day, that if a man violate the law by importing for this 
illegal purpose, you can punish him not only by confiscating the 
article imported, but by prohibiting him from exercising the 
right of importing for the future. In other words, I do not see 
how you can make as a punishment for a single offense a depriva- 
tion of a right to engage hereafter in commerce as other citizens 
do in their transactions, which are innocent and not unlawful, 
That certainly would be an unusual punishment, which is ex- 
pressly prohibited by the Constitution of the United States. 

I understand a trust—of course, it is a word that is popularly 
used, and used sometimes in both Houses of Congress, as repre- 
senting ‘any great combination or aggregation of capital which 
gets an advantage or a monopoly in manufacturing or trade—butI 
understand that a trust, technically and legally, means the case of 
having one or more persons commit to others, or to a combination 
of others, their business, or the control of their business, or the 
management of some portion of their business, such as the selling 
portion or the fixing the price or the hiring of labor, with the un- 
derstanding that those powers are to be exercised by the corpora- 
tioa or combination to whom it is committed in a manner to op- 
erate for the benefit of the persons committing to them that power, 
ordinarily by the depression or putting up of prices. So the 
Standard Oil Company, as I have just described it, or the Sugar 
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Refining Company, as its business was proved to be carried on in 
that case, is not a trust, and I am afraid if we make a law which 
strikes at trusts simply we shall fall very far short of meeting and 
dealing with this evil. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President——- 

Mr. HOAR,. I wish my honorable friend from Nebraska would 
believe me when I assure him that I should be glad to find a con- 
stitutional method to uproot these great evils. I have no interest 
in thein; I have no friends or kinsmen or acquaintances who have 
an interest in them. I think they are a menace to the Republic 
itself. But it certainly does not indicate a true desire to reform 
evil to go at it recklessly, without studying the difficulties, espe- 
cially when we have this complicated division of powers between 
the nation and the States. If the Senator from Nebraska will help 
us out by finding a mode which will accomplish this end, and 
which will stand the scratiny of any judicial tribunal, and which 
would stand his own scrutiny if, instead of being a Senator, he 
were a judge, I should be very glad to go with him to accomplish 
the result. 

Now, I will listen to the Senator from Kentucky, if he desires 
to be heard, 

Mr. LINDSAY. I was going to make this magutien, that the 
sugar-refining arrangement prior to 1890 was, as I understand, in 
the nature of a trust; that fifteen or twenty corporations, which 
otherwise would have been in competition, did arrange to combine 
all their business, and that they should have a common manage- 
ment, but in the suit in New York it was decided that it was a 
trust. 

Mr. HOAR. And that put a stop to it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. And that put astoptoit. Then they took out 
letters of authority, organized a corporation in the State of New 
Jersey, and these same corporations put their property in at an 
agreed valuation. 

Mr. HOAR. And abandoned their old organization? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes; they abandoned their prior arrangement 
and took stockin lieu. Then it was none the less a monopoly after 
that because it ceased to be a trust. 

Mr. HOAR. So I understand; and that made it much harder 
to deal with. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes; and now what we are attempting to do, 
so far as the sugar-refining business is concerned, is to reach a 
monopoly rather than a trust. That brings in, as I conceive, an 
additional difficulty. 

Mr. HOAR. Now there comes in, if the Senator will pardon 
me, the difficulty which grows out of the question, as I under- 
stand it, that has been settled by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I want to suggest another thing. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish my sentence. 

There comes in the precise difficulty in the Knight case; that is, 
that the court has said, if I understand it, that the fact that they 

pose to sell their sugar, or that the buyer of their sugar is go- 

ing to sell it as an article of interstate commerce, does uot put the 

manufacture of their sugar or its sale to a buyer in a State where 

the buyer and they both dwell under the authority of national 
tion. 

r. LINDSAY. I see that difficulty in the case. Then my 
theory was—I may have been mistaken, but the theory advocated 
by the present Secretary of State was—that, being a confessed 
monopoly (because it isa confessed monopoly), no act of Congress 
ought to be passed in the way of raising revenue which gives as- 
sistance to that enemy of the public good. I doubt whether we 
shall ever be able to frame a statute that will reach it through 
the Federal courts. 

Mr. HOAR. Then comes up the question, which I will put to 
the Senator, What constitutes a monopoly in the legal a tech- 
nical sense of the word? Does he mean that there must be some 
of these illegal tices to make a monopoly? A monopoly 
strictly in the English law was a grant by the Government of exclu- 
sive powers, as the Senator knows Very well. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly; but I do not mean that. 

Mr. HOAR. The evil of monopoly was an evil created by the 
sovereign power of the state itself. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I understand that. 

Mr. HOAR. But suppose this refiners’ association does 
none of the illegal things which lower or raise the price, but merely 
crushes out its competitors by cme em in doing its business, 
which its great size and wealth enables it to practice, or simply as 
local selier in various places proceeds to undersel! its competitors 
in ali parts of the Union until it has driven them out and then 
puts up prices—-that is one of the things which it does—I donot 
at present exactly see how to hit it. The State can say that no 
corporation shall have a capital of more than a million dollars or 
a hundred thousand dollars, and stop it in that way, but I do not 
see how we can hit it. 

Then, of course, there is another way in which it acts, and that 
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is. where it says it will refuse to sell its product to anybody \),, 
will not submit to its terms in regard to the matter of selli:,. |. ; 
that, according to the Knight decision, is still matter of Joc: : 
merce and not of interstate commerce. 

Now, therefore, the only way—— 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HOAR. Iam answering the question of the Senat. 
Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay], and I desire to finish that. 

The only way in which we can hit it which has been suv... .;, 
anywhere.is to say, ‘‘So long as you have got this vast ag. _.;, 
of wealth and drive your competitors out of business }, 
selling them, just as the English manufacturers did here j), ;),, 
olden times, or impose these conditions or make a discrimi), \;\,,, 
in the persons to whom yousell, you shall not import, or yo. .),,,)| 
not have any duty on the articles you import during a ...;; 
period, or you shall not have a duty on the articles you mak 
the Senator suggests. That is what you have got to do. 

Mr. BERRY. Why not do that? 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is where I think we can strike 4 {,; 
blow at this business. 

be. - 


Mr. HOAR. That ma 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator allow me now? 

Mr. HOAR. I amtrying to answer the question of the Senator 
from Kentucky, if the Senator from Louisiana will pardo 

That is the trouble I have just stated. You have got to oy i, 
a person. because this thing would be applicable to one indiy ii),4), 
Mr. Rockefeller or Mr. Armour or any else, as well as to a 
corporation. That makes no difference, You have got to convict 
a man first of the described method of violating the law or uf diving 
the act which you wish to make illegal. Can you prescribe iis t\. 
punishment, on conviction of such an offense, a future incapacity 
to import, or a future regulation that the man shall import under 
certain conditiops? I do not think you can, because that is a very 
yunenel punishment, altogether out of all the lines and preco- 

ents. 

‘Then take the other alternative; that is to say—— 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I want to answer the Senator’s question. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Very well. I shall not interrupt the Senator. 
I thought he had finished. 

Mr. HOAR. I can not answer such a question in ten words. I 
will answer the Senator as well as I know how. 

- LINDSAY. I thought the Senator had finished. 
pardon. 

Mr. HOAR. The other alternative, if the Senator will pardon 
me, is to say, ‘‘ Very well, if your business is done in that wiy, the 
article in which you deal shall be free.” The difficulty wit) that 
is that, if you undertake to go into the general policy of levis!:- 
tion on that principle, you are always putting the manufactures 
or business men of any kind in this country who have grown u) 
a business which depends for its prosperity or its life on the pro- 
tection which you have established at the mercy of any three or 
four scoundrels who choose to commit an offense for the mre 
purpose, perhaps, of ov. the tariff, and you would put 
the revenues of the Government, if the proposition which was 
voted for the other day, as I understand it, had been enact«! in!) 
law, inthe power of any three Englishmen or Dutchmen or Preiic!:- 
men who could come here to this country and could, in succession, 
establish some little business, violate this law, and overthrow aud 
er the entire protective system of this country, That is the 


ifficulty. 
Now i will hear the Senator from Kentucky. 
Mr. LINDSAY. The difficulty stated by my friend in regard 


I beg his 


to the first point seems to be well-nigh fatal to the amendment 
offered by the junior Senator from , and that is, that in 
ty you have first totake the conviction. 


the oe of the 

Now. his objection to en oo wre 8 cen. 
A general law which provides for punishing trusts throus!- 
out the great domain of trade may enco' conspiracies to 
bring about punishment for the advancement of some other i \«'- 
est, but the point I want to make is as to the sugar trust. \\» 
have the president of the trust that through their «om- 
bination of capital they have rendered it a practical mono)'); 
that they control 80 per cent of all the sugars sold in the 
United States; that they do not admit of competition, and ()\' 
they fix their rates so as to exclude all foreign competition. \ \. 
I say, we have a case here that did not any trial and did not 


any con . 
Mr, HOAR. What are you going to do wit) the other -) |)" 
cent? 
Mr. LINDSAY. The other 20 per cent is interested in this vry 


sugar mo ly, in that the American Refining Company 0's 
one-half of the stock of the Western American ee eren 
and the i dent r refining companies in ton own 
stock in the Company, and while they a\0\! 


technically having a common interest, they are in point of fat »¥ 


4 








ee 


connected together that there is no competition between them and 
no competition intended to be between them. 

I say that when we have a confessed case of that sort and we 
are legislating to raise revenue, when we reach the point of taxa- 
tion that benefits this sugar monopoly, we ought to refuse to give 
it anything in the way of protection, and we ought to act upon 
Mr. Sherman’s theory of opening our markets to the competition 
of the world until this unholy monopoly shall be broken down, and 
then will be time enough to consider the question of giving pro- 
tection to the domestic sugar refiners. : 

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to take up much time, for I have 
taken up too much already; but the answer to that seems to be 
this: We have come to the conclusion that it is desirable to havea 
revenue from refined sugar, and that it is also desirable that the 
business of refining sugar shall be prosecuted in this country to 
so large an extent as to have at least competition here with the 
foreign refiner, and that if we do not do that we shall be at the 
mercy of the foreigners, who very often are a much bigger and 
worse trust than the sugar trust, bad as it may be. 

I do not myself think there is any more hostile, dangerous trust 
in any business than a great foreign government endeavoring to 
manage and control the American market and paying out its 
pounties to its own manufacturers or its own exporters in order 
to enable them to break down the American business. They are 
doing everything they can to break down competition here in that 
way, with greater — than the men in this country whose 
processes have just been described. 

I think we want to hesitate a little, and see if we can not pro- 
vide some other way to regulate and control this thing. Simply 
because a fox, or a jackal, if you choose to say so, preys on our 
garden or on our coops, I think there is some better remedy than 
giving it over to a foreign wolf or foreign lion. 

Now, in regard to the amendment of the Senator from Alabama, 
I think I can show the Senator from Kentucky that it is not liable 
to the objection which I have been stating, bat I should rather 
undertake that at the time when it comes up for consideration. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Senator may be able to do that. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, if I understand the Senator 
from Massachusetts correctly, his proposition is that the Supreme 
Court having decided in the case against the sugar trust that the 
question of monopoly is one for the States to deal with exclusively, 
any Federal legislation would be inoperative as to any such mo- 
nopely.. That is the way I understand it. 

Mr. HOAR. I ‘Aid not say that. I do not know why it is that 
when Senators state the difficulties which they encounter they are 
charged with having expressed an opinion. 1 did not express any 
opinion on the subject. I said I had been studying the subject as 
well as I could, and I encountered those difficulties. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I quite agree with the Senator that the ques- 
tion of monopoly is one for State jurisdiction, and I hardly think 
an attack upon ee can come through the instrumentality 
of a Federal statute. The question of a State monopoly is one 
thing, and the question of a contract in restraint of trade by that 
monopoly when the trade has reference to other States is quite 
another thing. 

The decision in the case referred to—I suppose it is that of the 
Government against Knight—does not go to the extent of holding 


that the uct of the monopolized manufacture could not come 
within the inhibition of the Federal statute against trusts. The 
pleadings in that case were to the effect that the monopoly trust | 
should be broken up, the certificates returned, and the institution 


abolished, and the opinion contains a very strong hint that if the 
suit had been brought to bring the trust within the penalties of 
the statute for violation of the antitrust law prohibiting combina- 
tions in restraint of trade it might have been maintained. 

I <= concur with the Senator from Nebraska that the present 
law is perfectly adapted to reach unlawful combinations or con- 
spiracies in restraint of trade. if the restraint affects interstate 
trade and comes within the domain of commerce between the 
States. The difficulties conjured up in the mind of the Senator 
from tts.in my opinion, are purely speculative. I can 
not see their ical working. In my opinion, the decision 
which was lately rendered by the Supreme Court of the United 

in the case of the Transmissouri Traffic Association meets 
the case of trust located in any State the product or manufac- 
ture of which is designed and get into interstate com- 
merce, 


I do not recollect exactly that decision, but the facts were that 
there was a combination or conspiracy between the railroads or 
the freight associations whereby no amount less than that fixed 
upon for the transportation of freight should be charged, and we 
have the undoubted testimony and proof that the contracts be- 
tween one trust and its patrons, the wholesale grocers, come 
directly the scope of that decision. Those contracts are 
substantially that the trust sells to its patrons so much sugar 
free on board at such a price, and to every shipment is attached a 
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coupon which the consignee shall sign and return that he obligates 
him:elf not to sell below the price fixed in the invoice. 

That is a contract directly in restraint of trade, and comes di- 
rectly within the inhibition and penalties of the statute quoted 
by the Senator from Nebraska. I think it is time to call the at- 
tention of the Attorney-General and the district attorneys through- 
out the United States to these flagrant and constant and repeated 
violations of the law on the part of the sugar trust. 
be aggregations of capital to such an extent as to. 
of necessary commrodities, and they may be legitimate and law- 
ful in certain cases: but whenever an aggregation of capital, or 
even individual capital, undertakes to couple with its contracts 
anything in restraint of trade, then it violates the law. Then it 
remains no longer legitimate, whether it is an aggregation of cap- 
ital or whether it is not. 

Mr. LINDSAY. It must be interstate. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ofcourse. Before the Federal statute could 





There may 
mtrol the prices 


reach a case of that sort the trade must be interstate. You can 
not affect its contracts in a State, confined to the State, not in- 
tended to go outside of the State. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is no controversy as to that point. The 


whole question has been confined to interstate commerce. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Interstate commerce. 

Mr. ALLEN. Except in so far as the Senator from Massachu- 
setts interjected into the discussion State commerce. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Transmissonri decision went so far as to 
hold that whether it was a reasonable regulation of trade or not, 
just so that it was a binding contract not to transport freight at 
a lower price, it was a violation of the Federal statute. 

The Senator from Massachusetts has stated what to me appears 
to be another speculative matter, entirely outside of any practical 
operation or effect, when he said that two or three persons may 
get together—and this is in reference to the operation of the 
amendment offered by the Senator from South Dakota—and 
make a trumped-up combination or contract in restraint of trade, 
then that contract would have the effect of breaking down all 
legitimate enterprises in the same line of business. There is 
nothing in that, because the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from South Dakota only contemplated contracts the effect of 
which and the intendment of which was to restrain trade. No 
other contracts can be considered. So these imaginary contracts 
are of no moment. Such fraudulent devices would not effect any 
purpose at all. 

The other point was made that because trust contracts were 
made by citizens in a State, localized in a State, entirely to affect 
their business in a State. therefore the Federal statute could not 
reach them. Thatis anon sequitur. In the first place, the im 
port duty placed upon an article imported into the United States 
is not put there by way of reward, and the taking off of the imn- 
port duty would not be done in the way of punishment. 

That argument would seem to imply that whenever an import 
duty is laid upon a foreign article competing with one made in 
the United States, the taking off of the import duty would bea 
punishment on somebody somewhere. That idea is born of the 
protective theory. It seems to contemplate protection as a re- 
ward for great benefactions to the human race—the charging of 
three or four or five or six times as much as they onght to pay. 
Whenever Congress impose a duty they can take it off, and they 
ought to do so whenever the duty upholds trusts, local or other 
wise. 

Mr. President, in a pamphlet which I have there is a very inter- 
esting history of the operations of the sugar trust. As the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Lindsay] said some time ago, sugar is 


| always up, and sugar is very much connected with this present 


discussion. The discussion relates to trusts, and the sugar trust 
is the most powerful trust in the world; it is the most tyrannical 
trust in the world; it is the most arrogant trust in the world; it is 
the most iniquitous trust in the world, and the least deserving of 
any favor from the Congress of the United States. 

his pamphlet recites the manner in which the American sugar 
trust took in the innocent wholesale grocers. The sugar trust 
made it appear, about the time the sugar interests were consol 
idated, that it was necessary, in order that it and the wholesale 
grocers, distributers of its product. should both enjoy large bene- 
fits and advantages from the trade, for those grocers to help it 
procure certain tariff legislation. The grocers helped. 

Congress was besieged in 1890 and 1804 by telegrams coming 
thick to almost every member of the House and Senate from 
wholesale grocers to place a tariff upon refined sugar. They did 
not care very much about raw sugar. The trust was interested 
in refined. The help was given in pursuance of the idea that the 
sugar trust would take the wholesale grocers in its circle and 
would distribute its sugar through the National Wholesale Gro- 
cers’ Association. 

The sugar trust got its legislation; it got protection against for- 
eign competition; and the very moment it did soit threw aside 
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the wholesale grocers, preferring to deal with individuals, prefer- 
ring to deal with those who could not break down its monopoly, 
rather than with a powerful organization which might break 
down its monopoly if there were any cause to justify it. 

I will read one of the delectable contracts which the sugar trust 
makes with its agents. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me suggest tothe Senator that we shouldall 
like to have the benetit of the entire document he has. I suggest 
to the Senator to attach it to his remarks. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I am going to do so. I simply now wish to 
read this so as to draw attention to it. Here is what they send 
with their invoices: 


We inclose herewith invoice of sugar of even date on which a commission 
of one-eighth of a cent per pound has been deducted in addition to our usual 
terms of 1 per cent cash in seven days and |] per cent trade discount on 100- 
barrel lots, the understanding being that with your remittance the certificate 
below is to be returned, duly signed by you as a voucher. 

THE AMERICAN SUGAR REFINING COMPANY. 


Here is the certificate which the poor lamb has to sign: 


We hereby certify that we have not sold, nor will sell, nor has any em- 
loyee, salesman, or agent of ours sold, either directly or rey any of 
he sugars for which we are now remitting, for less than your daily quota- 

tions, with freight added from refining point to point of sale (as per equality 
rate book), in any of the territory specified on the back of this certificate, 
nor on more liberal terms as to credit or cash discounts. 


Here is the indorsement of the territory in which the party agrees 
not to sell the sugar below the quoted invoice price. Of course 
they run all over the United States, but this takes in a small block 
of the United States: 


Maine, Rhode Island, Maryland, Ohio, 
New Hampshire, New York, Virginia, Tennessee, 
Vermont, New Jersey, West Virginia, District of Colum- 


Massachusetts, 


A Pernsylvania, 
Connecticut, 


North Carolina, bia. 
Delaware, 


South Carolina, 


Now. then, when they ship a consignment to some other con- 
signee in a territory not cofered by this certificate, they put it in. 
The States of Nebraska, Arkansas, Louisiana, Alabama, Missis- 
sippi, Kentucky, perhaps arein another. Now, in between the lines 
of this contract this is written: “If you sell any part of your 
sugar below this price, then you are out; but if you do not buyit 
from us exclusively, you can not ever get another shipment of 
our sugar.” 

That is between the lines. That is the practical operation of it. 
That is what has been done as to the Louisiana sugar planters who 
wanted to sell sugarin Omaha. That is what is being done every 
day. They control the whole market of the United States by rea- 
son of the tariff upon the refined product, and therefore it is that 
no sales can be effected anywhere except by and through the trust. 

I offer the whole of this pamphlet to be inserted in the Recorp, 
commencing with the words ‘“‘ Sugar distribution combine,” down 
to the end of it. It was prepared by the Hon. John De Witt 
Warner, former member of the House, a man of ability and in- 
tegrity. and I believe his statements. He copies the contracts of 
the trust, and he gives a succinct and picturesque history of the 
whole business, of the formation of the distribution combine, 
which took effect shortly after the formation of the sugar trust 
itself. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, the docu- 
ment will be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust the Senator will be content with hay- 
ing that printed as a document. It seems to be a long one. 

Mir. CAFFERY. I should like to have it printed in connection 
with my remarks. It is not very long. 

(See appendix. ) 

Mr. CAFFERY. I want to call the attention of the Senate to 
another point in the sugar business which gives the sugar trust 
unlimited sway over the sugar market of the United States. The 
Senator from Arkansas introduced some samples the other day of 
certain soft sugars which polarize below 85 degrees of saccharine 
strength. These sugars under the operation of the schedule on 
sugar would come in at the highest tax on refined sugars. Now, 
these sugars are absolutely necessary (and I call the attention of 
the Senator from lowa to this matter) to a very important indus- 
try in the United States, that is, the bakery business and the bis- 
cuit business. 

I received some letters from some parties (I have them not here 
with me now, for I did not intend to address the Senate this morn- 
ing) on this question, stating that this low-grade refined sugar is 
necessary in the business referred to. and it is necessary to the 
ordinary consumer of the United States. The same tax is im- 
aor upon this sugar testing 83 and 85 as is imposed upon sugar 

ting 100 degrees. In other words, there is more tariff _ 
the raw centrifugal sugar of 96 degrees saccharine strength than 
there is upon this class of inferior refined sugar. 

That class of sugar is largely consumed by the poor, and in 
some respects it is a better sugar, for there is no more impurity in 





it than the higher grade sugars. It has the capacity of }),y, h 
more rapid solution. It dissolves quicker in any :iquii in w)); h 
you put it. The ordinary man in putting a spoonful of t}; < \,.,,, 


granulated sugar into a cup of coffee does not wait lony ee tnee 
perfectly dissolve. 

Everybody is aware of that fact from the amount of sedinont 
or undissolved sugar that is found at the bottom of the eny. py; 
this cheap sugar, being already liquefied to some extent, d <<,,),, 5 
immediately and effects its purpose much more quickly, ‘Tiere. 
fore this cheap sugar or this low-grade sugar that comes jy, jj. 
tween 83 and 85 degrees is very much more purchased by ti). poor: 
and the sugar trust to-day, I am told, is making that sort of sugar 


in Brooklyn, where is located one of its largest refineries, 

That sugar comes in and is tariffed as much as the hard «7 
lated and cut loaf sugar. It comes in under a tariff higher thay 
you propose by — raw sugar, and it gives the sugar trust too 
much swing. hat prevents the sugar trust from making that 
kind of sugar, when by the operation of the tariff law you oxc ude 
all foreign competition? What prevents the sugar trust from de. 
riving a benefit of the tariff upon the higher grades and waking 
the lower for ordinary consumption in the United States? Noi. 
ing in the world. 

What prevents the sugar trust from exporting that sugar? | 
tried to show the other day to the Senator from Iowa. but [ could 
not convince him, that the Treasury statement itself was erroye. 
ous in its predicate of the number of pounds of raw sugar it took 
to make a number of refined. What is to prevent the sacar trust, 
under these conditions, from making an enormous amount of 
money in the export of these sugars? 

Mr. President, as long as the question of trusts is up. I do not 


rann- 


see how argument or reason can be better employed than to the 
annihilation of thesugar trust. As to the aggregations of capital 
of a legitimate character, they have no connection wit. this j'Je- 
gitimate organization. As was well put by the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay], there is no speculation as to the char- 
acter of the sugar trust. Its character is an established fact by 


testimony coming out of itsown mouth. Its character is an estab- 
lished fact in the decision in the ease of the Government against 
Knight, where the Supreme Court stated that about ‘0 per cent 
of the whole business of refining in the United States was merged 
into this vast trust corporation. 





APPENDIX. 
SUGAR-DISTRIBUTION COMBINE. 
{John De Witt Warner. ] 
THE GENERAL SITUATION. 
On January 23, 1804, the House of Representatives decided to refuse a}! pro- 


tection to the sugar trust, earns Senet chee favor or obstruction of law 
to earn its own living. On February 1 the tariff bill, with this and other 
amendments, was to be reported back to the House for final action. On Jan- 
uary 30 there began a sprinkle, which by the next day had grown into a 
shower and on February | had become a deluge, of telegrams from «!! parts 


of the country. urgin ongressmen to kill the amendment by which the 
sugar trust was denied subsidy. 
e telegrams, which had been heretofore arriving largely at the resi- 


dences and hotels of members, now came showering about the floor until the 
matter became ane of amusing comment—some favored member: havinga 
perfect sheaf of the yellow favors; and the curiousinterest with whic! at first 
members had compared similar suggestions from widely differing quarters 


of the country having turned into a simple nod and “1 have got another: ” 
which was heard on every side, as the pages continued to deliver the mes- 


sages. These were busy days, and telegrams on a variety of suljects were 
not so rare as to be curiosities; but the most easy-going member wes roused 
by the extent to which the whole country seemed suddenly clamoring for 
higher priced sugar. and as it developed that these messages came almost cx- 
clusively from wholesale grocers. somewhat of curious interest was aroused, 


Older members, however, simply smiled and shook their heads as they re- 


called similar, though not so extreme, experiences when the McKinlvy bill 
was pending, and, except that in that case the Southwest seemed to be most 
stirred while on this latter occasion Illinois seemed the storm center, they 
remarked nothing noteworthy except that the sugar combine seeme | tv be 
working better than ever. oe 

The interest which then and since has been shown in the distribution com- 
bine, = which an overwhelming majority of the grocers of the United States 
are acting as special nts of the trust, under special written contract.upon 
an agreement for definite commissions. and the importance of the =u!) 


involving, as the one item of sugar Sees, Sewanee about one-third of the 
total groceries trade of the United States, has seemed to me to justify what 
by some may be regarded as an e . but what to others will be merely 4 
commonplace summary of facts. y have been long known, to anyone 
who cared to inquire, as. constituting a system so flagrant as long sinve to 


have been pilloried and crushed, except for the all-pervading iniluen:« of 
the su; trust and the extent to which the moral sense of the Am orncan 
people been deadened by the daily mess of horrors that protection has 
served up. 


In the autumn of 1887 a reorganization was commenced of the whole | usi- 
ness of sugar refining and distribution for the United States. For s«v- 
eral years the conservative iness methods of former times had been de 
moralized by the extent to which Spnpening transportation and the utiliza- 
tion of enormous capitals had turned what had been simple individual rival' y 
between conservative men, willing to do a safe business upon a smal! ca) ita ; 
into a veritable “ battle of the giants,” the leading wholesale grocers ant 
refiners, each of whom. both against his rivals in his own business, anc * 
combination with them those engaged in the other, aimed to exten 
his tield of operations profit. Each, in his way, was striving to outdo 
others in cheaply serving the public and compelling others to do so. 








1897. 





The margin of expense and profit, both in the refining and in the distribu- 
tion of sugar, was less than ever before or since, the difference between the 
cost at which the refiner purchased his centrifugals. raw sugars, and the price 
et which the retail dealer received from ese his standard refined granu- 
jated being frequently not more than three-fourths ofacent perpound. From 
such conditions has grown the combine, by which, as direct employees of the 
trust in the majority of cases, the wholesale grocers of the United States 
that trade upon which more than upon any other our people are dependent 
for their f supply—have combined with the sugar trust to control the 
most important item of their supply, to limit production, raise prices, double, 
treble, and —- profits, and boycott and drive from the business any 
dealer who dares attempt to serve the public more cheaply. 

At this date (August 1, 1894), in spite of the extraordinary Gog 
transport during the last few years, and the great cheapening in t 
raw sugars, which would make the old margin an exorbitant one now, the 
difference east of the Rocky Mountains between the price paid by the refiner 


for #-degree centrifugals and that paid by the retailer to the jobber for | 
standard granulated is 1} cents per pound in addition tofreightsand charges, | 


and a much higher figure westward to the Pacific coast, while this margin 
is no longer offset, as at the earlier period was frequently the case, by special 
discounts offered by competing jobbers, the larger profit now being as rig- 


idly, as invariably, and as successfully exacted as the similar profit at the | 


earlier date was ay reduced. 
Leaving these last out o 
rivalry, the net gain through the combine in the extent to which its normal 
rofits have been increased is equivalent to at least seven-sixteenth cent, mak 
bn x a the present basis of consumption, at least $17.5 
what n 1 : ’ 
with the narrowing margins of all business, would be a most liberal maryin. 


" ’ 
ening of | 
16 cost of | 


the question, however, as the result of excessive | 


0,000 in addition to | 
those former years was a normal business profit and what to-day, | 
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Of this somewhat less than one-third is extra bonus received by the grocers | 


as the result of the combine, and the remainder is the “lion's share ™ 
by the trust as its prerogative. This in addi-ion to the greatly increased 

rofits which, by its enterprise in other directions and cheapened processes, 
t would be in any case able to realize from the old margin. 

And, once forall, it is noted here, in answer to those who figure out the 
low per cent margin upon which the ape business is done, that this tra‘e is 
condu in such a systematic way and so largely asa‘ cash * business that 
thirty days would be an extraordinary length of time toestimate as the aver 

period during which the funds involved in any one transaction are held 
idle. while the discounts for cash and for large orders, not noted above but 
universally allowed jobbers, are such as,if they chose to doa short credit 
usiness with the retailer, amply to pay avv rage expenses and insure against 
average losses as well as reimburse current interest. 

To charge inst sugar sales any cunsiderable proportion of general ex 
penses is unfair, for the reason that such general expenses are incurred on 
half of matters other than sugar, and that under the ‘equality plan” now 
s0 generally in vogue the most of the general expense which might other 
wise have been taken into account is done away with: and with a compara 
tive small storehouse, a clerk, and a bookkeeper, a large wholesale besiness 
in sugar can be done. The bulk of general expenses is directly or indirectly 
necessitated by nr to realize large margins on other goods, to which 
they should be charged. 

e plea, therefore, now so frequently made, that the arrangement with 
the trust insures the grocers only 4 or 5 per cent net profit on sugars (which 
is not far from correct if these trade and cash discounts are omitted from 
the calculation) is realiy equal to an admission of net profits of from 40 to 60 
ger cent per annam on the capital used in handling them. 


ORIGIN OF THE DISTRIBUTION COMBINE. 


In this line, as in most others, there had been little organization prior to 
188. In New England an association of wholesale grocers, originally organ 
ized at Boston, had existed since 1875, which, though it had not attempted 
materially to raise prices, hac practically put an end to the “ wild-cat” 
rivalry involved in selling any goods at a loss in order to attract custom for 
others, and had secured such adjust: ent of freight rates in that territory 
for the benefit of the whole trade as to relieve its members from the alterna- 
tive of attempting special arrangements or being outrivaled by some unc who 
did so. With its headquarters in B.ston, its executive committee took ad 
Meet haw normal competition then existing between the Revere Refinery 
and Boston Refinery to secure profitable working arrangements with 
each, not merely insuring greater certainty and promptness in settlement o! 
accounts and greater simplicity in doing business, thus enabling all parties 
tosecure more profit on less margin and relieving each of sundry expenses 
Sa contingencies, to which the irreguiar methods had formerly 
exp him, but including a contract with the Boston refiners by which 
they agreed not to sell in lots of less than 20 barrels, except at one-eighth 
cen ner pound higher than the wholesale price. 

At New York the great grocery houses, while not carrying their rivalry to 
the extent pepeeeed by their more enterprising or more foolhardy brethren 
of the West, were selling sugars at as low a margin as was consistent with 
safety, while the several refiners were competing to supply them upon simi 
lar terms. The situation was similar at Philadelphia, Baltimore, New Or 
leans, and San Francisco, while m the West and Southwest sugar prices 
were too frequently used as an advertising card, and profits sacrificed in 

nence. About 1&5, however, new conditions arose. At New York the 
new vemeyers & Elder Refinery, and at Philadelphia the Franklin Re 
finery, built upon a scale not before attempted, steadily enlarging their 
capacity, uti g new processes, mechanical and otherwise, were market- 
ing arenes quantities of their sugars at prices which were driving others 
from the field. 

Older firms stood aghast as the Havemeyers repeatedly increased the size 
of their plant and alized their lead, not only of America, but of the world, 
by marketing ab increasing quantities of their best product, selling at a 
per for export during the last year before the formation of the trust at 
east 100,000 tons of standard granulated sucars. At Philadelphia Claus 
Spreckels had selected the site and was planning the buildings for an enor 
mous refining plant, built expressly to compete with the Havemeyers, the 
only existing refinery he seemed to consider of any consequence whatever as 
& possible rival. It was evident that the American people were in actual 
r of having cheap sugar, that the owners of antiquated refining plants 
tin a few years be compelled to charge them to profit and loss, and that 

something was done even the Havemeyers would soon be obliged to 
content themselves with such returns from capital as in fair competition 
with an equally enterprising refiner they and he might fix. And though the 
J pe = — the New England association and oe cone mene a New York ond 

great ry centers were likely t» insure to the grocery trade a 
moderate — fh sugar. there was no immediate prospect of any bonanza in 


With 
things called for a remedy, and the genius of the sugar trust sup- 


of 
it, 
far as concerns the mutual relations of the refiners themselves, the story 
8 well-known one. After consultation between the Havemeyers, who were 


in the air and shortly in control of Government, this 


eee 


exacted | 
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even then making large profits and rapidly extending their trade, and the 
other refiners, who saw their old plants becoming worthless, there was little 
trouble in coming to an agreement to pool their ies, and the original 
sugar trust was formed, practically controlling the supp or New Engiand, 
New York and vicinity, and, from New Orleans, the lower Mississippi Val 
ley, competing on even terms with the Philadelphia refiners for the middle 
West and Northwest, while Spreckels was left undisturbed from the Missouri 
River to the Pacific coast, the trust controlling about 71 rcentof the total 
United States markets. There was but little trouble as to the basis of com 
bine. 

The owners of the old refineries which had become no longer profitable 
were gratified by the rece pt of “preferred ™ cer ‘ the n i cla 
tion equal to the total cost of their plant The new refi pre 
ferred certificates an amountas many times the investm tl nts as, 

| on account of the fact that they were worth something, it was ca i they 
were more valuable than the antiquated ones And then as a to 
every body and sort of speculative flyer an additional number of 
representing nothing but water, were issued to each associate equa se 
that he already had, and the most congenia) combine in the worid was th 
pleasantly born, and the only drawback being the great number of worth] 
plants that must promptly be closed and leit to r nd rust, and the n 
than Senatorial courtesy that made it inevitable to give fat contracts *th 
furnishing of supplies, cooperage, etc., to the former owners and nt 
associates, who had invariably taken the precaution to put into the common 
stock o y the bare refini ¥ piant, retaining the n ary adju 1 } 7 
indiv al property. These arrangements pleasantly occupied t . 
months of 1887, and by January, 1888, sugar brokers and purchasi1 rrocers 
foun i themseives entirely relieved of the trouble of ascertainu r L©y 
could buy sugar most cheaply. prices being higher on every h nileach 
refinery charging the same and showing an utter .ndifference t lers 

It may have been the increasing closeness in competition and margins 
which are the natural source of rising prices, or it may have been t siow 
development in organization in the grocery trade that made the we e of 
the United States just at this time so easy a fleld to exploit, and it needs no 
explanation to understand how desirable it was for the sugar trust t in 
ize such an alliance as, controlling the greatest amount of territory posstble, 
should extend the markets for its sugars, exclude rival sugars from its terri 
tory t, by further refinement of system, cheapen the cost of its business 
and relieve it entirely of the greater part of its expense for agent Mr 
Howerd W. Spurr. of Boston, and Messrs. G. Waldo Smith and H. H. Holly, 
of New York, concurred in the suggestion that this sugar matter ought so to 
be arranged that everyone concerned could secure sure and liberal profits 
without superfluous worry and cost, and their correspondence was most en 
thusiastically welcomed by such gentlemen as Mr. Dymond, of Cincinnati, 
and Mr. Inbusch, of Milwaukee, the latter of whom, with a genius for organ 


had already planned such an association b 


ization ween the groce fr the 
\ 


Missis Valley as shoul 1 relieve the trade of the cutthroat competition 
that was then so prevalent in that section 


rs « 
s1T)? 


THE WHOLESALE GROCERS’ NATIONAL ASSOCIATION 


As a result, a national association of wholesale grocers was gotten together 
in New York in June, 1888. It had not been thought desirable to call the 
whole matter a sugar deal, and many of those who attended had actually in 
mind the numerous other objects which had been kept prominent in corre 


spondence. When Mr. Holly, however, who was elected chairman, took the 
chair, he, as the press reports it, “at once took up the sugar question and said 
that competition was such that grocers were selling sugars at a ruinous loss 
and were compelled to raise the price on other articles to meet it,’ and that 
the trouble was “close competition and also adulteration.’ Thereu 












on a 
committee. consisting of Mr. W. J. Johnson, of Richmond: Mr. H. W. Spurr, 
of Boston: Mr. G. Waldo Smith, of New York; Mr. F. W. Inbusch, of Milwau 
kee, and Mr. Richard Dymond, of Cincinnati, was appointed to consult with 
the st r refiners, which meant Mr. Havemeyer, with whom it had long 
before *n arranged to be ready to meet the committee when appointed 

In the pleasurabie excitement that followed this step the rest of the busi- 
ness of the convention was forgotten, except that some of the leaders * were 
positive in their statements that there was no idea of forming a grocers’ 
sugar trust, but that the plan was Ly association to prevent trade abuses and 
secure the selling of pure and wholesome goods.” As the press reports of 
that date indicate, “ the retail grocers watched the convention with interest, 
as they would like to make a little profit on sugar, t It adjourned so 
promptly, however, that the retail grocers did not see much, and are still in 
the dark 

At the adjourned mecting on June 26, the committee appointed to confer 
with the refiners reported “that the refiners in this city were very willing 
to enter into any reasonable agreement that micht be propo e! by the 
Wholesale Grocers’ Association, but that it would b>» imp ible for them to 
enter ao any agreement as to prices of sugars unless all refiners it L\rious 
parts of the country should join in the movement. Aftera brief di sion 
as to the amount of profit the wholesalers shou!d realize on sugar,” a cus 
sion which, as given out to the reporters, developed an apprehension that 
any mistake ** would enable English refiners to flood the market though 
why the wholesale grocers should not have been glad to have the English re 
finers in the market is unaccountable—the convention adjourned 

What had really happened was this: The committee had seen Mr. Have 
meyer, was assured by him that the great aim of the sugar trust was to see 
to it that everyone concerned got fair profits, and especially that su vere 
kept wholesome ana pure. To effect these aims, however, he pointed out, as 
the result of long consideration, that it would be necessary to keep out the 
adulterated British and other depraved sugars, and, indeed, to limit the pro 
duction in this country—as otherwise the temptation of grasping refiners to 
broaden their markets would be a perpetual menace to the liberal and friendly 
arrangements he hadin mind. The committee were at first surprised r 
had been talking about pure and wholesome groceries, but, until Mr. Ha 
meyer brought them down toa practical basis. they had not worried about 
the importation of adulterated sugars; and then, too, while they d int a 
friendly arrangement that should assure them of profits and them of 
trouble, it had not occurred, to them that they needed to have su produc- 
tion limited; and, so far as they bad thought about it, they had taken it for 
granted that the more sugar there was produced, the ea it ild be to 
make large sales at comparatively low prices coincide with liberal profits 

Indeed, as they explained, it was not so much the size of the margin that 
they were anxious about, as that some margin, however slight, should be as 
sured. Mr. Havemeyer, however, showed them how mistaken they were 
and had little trouble in convincing them that in addition to trade and inter 
est discounts the wholesale grocer ought to have a gvod liberal margin, say 
a quarter of a cent per pound, which it would be easy to arrange if only the 
Philadelphia ~~ were reasonable. The committee were more than 
pleased with Mr. Havemeyer, and explaining to him that they could control 
three-fourths of the sugar trade of this country, and that. whatever the 
Philadelphia men might do, the National Association was the fast friend of 


the trust, reported to their convention and started for Philadelphia. Mean- 
while Mr. Havemeyer felt that the trust's position had been strengthened 
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and spoushettaliy put out a notice that on and after July 1 commissions would 
be refused to sugar brokers who handled rs of refiners outside of the 
trust, or who dealt with other brokers who handle such sugars. 

At Philadelphia the committee found the refiners most cynical and busi- 
nesslike. At the suggestion that — limit their production, the refiners 
smiled, and seemed even more pleased when assured that Mr. Havemeyer 
thought it would be a good _ Concerning adulterated forei sugars, 
they were not worried at all, and as to commissions to wholesale grocers, 
while not objecting to Mr. Havemeyer’s liberal ideas, seemed to think there 
might be danger of going too far, and that the more sugar there was pro- 
duced the better, so long as it could be sold. They politely assured the com- 
mittee, however, that if all the rest of the refiners in the United States 
assented to their proposition, they would too, provided no law would be 
violated by the arrangement. The committee then went to Boston, but 
apparently made no history there, though it may doubtless be assumed that 
a gave them a dinner at the Parker House, as the contrary is not 
stated. 

The wholesale grocers had not secured their rebate arrangements, but they 
had formed a very pleasant acquaintance with Mr. Havemeyer and Mr. 
Searles, and were greatly encouraged. The sugar trust, on the other band, 
had secured a practical boycott over a majority of the United States of Phila- 
delpbia sugars. while they regretted very much that the threatened and soon 
pending suits in New York made it imprudent for them to enter intoarrange- 
— with the wholesale grocers by which they (the sugar trust) could be 

eld. 

Sympathizing with the trust in this affliction, which, however, was vastly 
more damaging to the grocers, Mr. Inbusch, the now secretary and practical 
factotum of the National Grocers’ Association, started out to visit the whole- 
sale grocers in the different sections of the United States, to persuade them 
to join his association and, by conferring with the refiners and outside par- 
ties, to on some plan which would not interfere with the antitrust laws 
of the different States, and under which the trust could bind itself by a defi- 
nite agreement which would insure liberal profits to the wholesale grocers, 
and which Mr. Havemeyer and Mr. Searles seemed anxious to consummate. 

Col. Jay ‘Torrey, a distinguished lawyer of St. Louis, who had since earned 
fame in connection with the Sonkrertey bill, was called in, and under his 
counsel were drawn first contracts providing for ‘equality " plan as to prices, 
a commission or rebate p-vable on the 10th of each month by the trusts to 
each obedient grocer of one-fourth cent a pound on all the sugar he had paid 
for during the month preceding, and an allowance to the secretary of the 
National Grocers’ Association for expenses, etc., in attending to certain of 
working details, and second, for mutual papers to be exchanged between the 
refiners and their customers, which have become historic as the originals 
from which were developed the forms now used, and are therefore quoted 


“Mr. . 


“We inclose herewith invoice of sugars. of even date. 

“Upon your execution and return of the affidavit herewith, but not other- 
wise, you a deduct from the invoice one-fourth of a-cent per pound less 
one-fiftieth of 1 cent per pound in addition to the rebates already made. 

“(Name.) 
“( Affidavit.) 
“Strate or ———, County of 88: 

+... ---—=—- (insert the name of the person making this affidavit), upon 
being duly sworn, says that the sugars for which a remittance is made here- 
with, nor ay referred toin any previous affidavit, have not been sold, 

















directly or irectly. by -——- -——— (insert the name of the seller of the 
pees for less than the daily price furnished by Frederick W. Inbusch, and 

on longer time than thirt ys, nor with a greater discount than one-half 
of | per cent for cash in ten days.” 


th these papers in his et, Mr. Inbusch started eastward. Phila- 
delphia was on his way, and though he had not much hope from such cynical 

le, who indeed reterred him to their attorneys, he was pleased with their 
Pusinesslike promptness in acquiescing on being advised that they would 
not thereby et into legal complications. Mr. Inbuseh and Judge Torrey 
hastened to New York to report their success to Mr. Havemeyer and to close 
arrangements. Mr. Havemeyer was only less pleased than they at the plan 
pro ,and most anxious to enter upon it, but thought it rash todo oakest 
at the time that the McKinley bill was pending, and afterwards coneluded 
that though the contract was legal, yet that it would be better to 
wait until determination of pane which had been commenced in New 
York State courts. It was cape to Mr. Inbusch, however, that the 
wholesale grocers could help their friends, the refiners, make sure of such a 
margin upon ed sugar asshould leaveample room for liberal commission 
to the grocers, and that the time might well be spent in properly influencing 


legislation. 
THE SUGAR TRUST'S CATSPAW. 


An opportunity soon arose. This was in 1889:and on the eve of the assem- 
bling of the Mckinley Con 3, and about August 1, 1889, there was intro- 
duced by Mr. Seabury, of St. Paul, intoa meeting of the board of directors 
of the National Grocers’ Association the following resolution: 

“ Whereas the wholesaleand retail.grocers of the United States distribute 
caper at a loss when the interest on capital employed and losses from bad 
debts are considered; and 

‘‘ Whereas these losses are greatly ced by the high price of sugar.and 
this is due largely to the heavy import duty now , Which amounts on 
the average to about 2} cents per —— and > 

‘* Whereas the revenue derived from thissource is not needed, and the duty 
= sugar —— a heavy burden alike upon consumers aud distributers 
of sugar; anc 

“Whereas a free breutfast table has been a desideratum recognized by all 
—. = and coffee have long since been placed upon the list of arti- 

es free of duty: 

amanee petit ade enaear aie be ndned sieorte the tie tof arti 
to prepare a petition to st sugar to the list of arti- 
= free of duty, and that said petition be circulated throughout the Uni 

tates by the eatesmen and customers of the members of this association."’ 

This resolution was referred to ‘the executive committee of the board 
which met on the 2d or 8d of August. ‘The vote was close, and it was tabled 
by a mansority of 1, Some of t present were to learn ‘after- 
wards that the sugar trust was a informed the inside of all 
that was pending or done at either board or committee meetings of the 
wholesale grocers; and no one was more puzzled by this than was Mr. In- 
busch, the secretary, who naturally thought that his own friendly —— 
=e made entirely uncalied for any attempt on its part to have 
wa J 

So far, however, there was no rift in the late. InJi 
camped in Washington, and ee and private did what 

uaint Congress with their wishes. But.as March waned and Aprildawned 
and the bill was perfected for report, they were not satisfied: 
tion; and through the National Grocers’ Association they sent out a Mace- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





donian .. There was sent to each member of th OCI: 
ee ee eee aided 


“ ereas the present tariff on sugar affords protection to American . , - \; 
anes of more 1 cent per pound between the rate of duty on ray 4 
refined grades; and : 

“ Whereas the tariff bill as the present Committee on \ 
and Means destroys nearly the w. of protection, changing the (\.;; 5 
from a specific to.an ad valorem basis at the rate of 3 per cent on raw . ._, » 
up to No. 16 Dutch standard, only 40 per cent on bh: r grades; an a 

‘Whereas this mace of a = insufficient and oe break n 
our entire — —E: cluding the refiners outside of thesuga;:)._- 
as well as those whic the trust; . , 

‘Resolved, That in the opinion of the wholesale grocers of it y 
be unjust and unadvisable to thus cri a leading industry, and tha: 
the margin afforded by the present tariff is too large, that the one pr. 
is too small, and that in order to equalize the difference in the cost o/ |. 
and materials between American and foreign refineries the rate of «\:, 1 
sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard should be at least 50 per cent instead. ,) 
per cent, as proposed in the McKinley bill.” 

These began tosnow down upon the Waysand Means Committee: }){ :)); 
effect was sadly broken by Governor Guar, of Iowa, who, on Apri! |) |x: 
produced in the House a copy of the blank in question, and at the same tig 
sent to the Clerk's desk to be read the foll letter, in which the experi. 
ence of later years has disclosed a depth of meaning then unsuspecte:: 


WHo.esaLe Groomrs’ NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, 
MERCANTILE BXcuanar. 
New York, April 7, 1390, 

Dear Stir: We have to-day seen the sugar trust people. They are yory 
friendly and will do all they can to secure.grocers a reasonable profit for .))3. 
tributing sugar as 7 as have any themselves, but they aro 
a ndent on the tariff question; say that if the McKimley bill goes thy... 
with only 5 per cent difference between low grades, they car : 
live under it, owing to the higher cost of labor. and other expenses of 101\))), ¢ 
here as compared with Europe; that European ‘refined will be dumpe i oy 
this market, and there can be no regulation of prices in the interest of ths 
essere, as contemplated, and that everybody will be forced to work for 
nothing. 

Now, this is undoubtedly true, and it will upset all your long labor and 
all of our efforts to get.a living engin teqnenes to distribute sugars oy 

There is noth to ee ey aa States in breaking down the 
refining interests, have doubtless had things too much their ow 
way in ans buta rex.ce in the of,say, 15 per cent between raw 

refi would a 


permit <~m to.live give a quarter of a cent 
distributing margin, ard this they are willing to S 7 
Governor Gear, of Iowa, who is now in has been the most 
prominent in urging a policy which would the refiners in order to 
unish them for the sins of the trust; but you know th. trust has beon 
for all the advance in-raw sugars last year, when in re.lity 
they = not — — > aeronah Tepetiele narter of s And if the 
resent p , Frazier & Co., 
ash, Spaulding & Co., and the other small refiners outside of the trust will 
be punished as y as the trust people. 
ow, can not you. get the Iowa jobbers, who, I believe, have an asso ia- 
tion, at onee to communicate with Governor GEAR, if possible by a delecat», 
or pass resolutions dep which would break down our 
sugar refining interests, and the Louis-and Chicago people to do 
the same sates ; 

We can get Boston, New York,and Philadelphia to protest against th 
present pro tion, and ask that the margin between raw and refine: \« 
raised from 5 to 15 per cent, which would make above No. 16 standar: 
.(Dutch) pay 50 per cent ad valorem, and No. 16 and below, 35, as at proseu 
proposed. This is a reasonable and we can defend it with reason 
See what you can do and com 





5 


omeo @ 


: Ml h hes | us at once. eee you can 
get your Milwaukee w grocers firstand passa resolution some- 
what like the one I inclose. 

. FP. B. THURBER. 


J.E. NICHOLS. 
F. W. Inavuscn, Esq., Miltwcaukee, Wis. 


= as it passed the House even the McKinley bill was unsatisfactory to 
The reserves were called out. Each member of the Wholesale Gr rs’ 


ee uested to = el tative at Wash- 
ngton, u a higher t on. Ts. ose who 
were su to be most wereasked togo to Washington, where 


Mr. Inbus¢h -marshaled them for action, and, as was triumphant!y an- 
nounced, they ““there met Senator Annison, Spooner, and McKinley, and 


put the matter before these as well as ps 50 other Repre- 
sentatives, and we finally suceeeded in the made to one-half 
and three-fifths eents per .”" Thenet:result is thus told by a reminis- 
cent. runder date of 16, 1804: 


“The trust, after we had carried our point for one-half cent, reftised point 
blank to give the trade:a share of this,and up to date has pocketed evry 
oomninee eenatlil misled by his emoti for tk 
2 . emotions, for the trust 


a “or doing: ing else point-blank. 

Up to date the grocers had netted nothing except & mutual ac- 

q with each other and the pleasure of with Mr. Have- 

and Mr. The . . was doing fairly well. It was 

se athe wholesale grocers its sugars about as exclusively as though it}. 

had a hard and fast-agreement, the d , it most valuable assist- 

protection accorded it by the 

K bill, and ‘there now seemed ‘to be mo ‘reason why the agreon:* 

which it professed to be in such a ‘to consummate, antl which every- 
body’s lawyers had said was legal, pnot be entered into at once. 

In Mr. Havemeyer upon 

of the New York 

for, hinted that 

close arrangements. Searles and Mr. 

it would be “ well towait and see what (> 

and perhaps make ‘in eieeropo. od 

; ; trou aes © propos 
t-with the Wholesale Grocers’ National Association. Mr. Inbus:) 
not understand this, but had: so much faith in Mr. Havemoeyer that hes... 
“All “and waited. 
In antumn of 1891 the of the National Grocers’ Asso" 4- 
hoo news that Mr. been so suc- 


had 
cessful as to have refiners, Spreckels, Harri", 
Frazier & Co., et.al.,to be incorporated | the new trust, and wrote \!r 
‘Ha’ to grocers-—-the way being now 


80 y cleared of the last obstacle. Mr. Havemeyer seemed eager to clos 
a 


the agreement, but advised of the representative. \f 
inv quoveupaveacteannsboweliionvenntbdinednetiny Incentoas This mado 

















r. Ini tired; but he was a patient man, and hearing that Mr. Searles 
would be at St. Louis, he arranged with Mr. Schweppe and Mr. Scudder, lead- 
ers of the wholesale grocery trade of that city, to call upon Mr. Searles for 
the purposeof finding out whether there were to be any more hitches in store 
for the grocers after they met. 

Mr. Schwe noe Mr. Scudder had avery satisfactory interview with Mr. 
Searles abou 8 1882. The wholesale grocers’ meeting had been arranged 
for some date in May. Mr. Searles advised that this might have a bad effect 
on Co which, as Mr. Searles may have known, though he did not so 
state to Mr. Schweppe, had been considering in the Ways and Mcans Commit- 
tee of the House a which was successfully smothered, to repeal the duty 
on refined sugar. As Mr. Schweppe stated: 

“My own deductions from the interview are that the sugar trust needs the 
hearty cooperation of the wholesale grocers, and they are willing to promise 
almost anything to get the work done at the present time. I told him that I 
had heard him (Searles) talk just the same way once before, and that when 
the proper time for action came we did not get the benefit; to which he replied 
that ‘it was on account of the Philadelphia refiners,’ and suggested that he is 
willing to do anything or adopt any plan the grocers will unite upon.” 


USING OLD FRIENDS BEFORE TRADING THEM FOR NEW ONES. 


While Mr. Searles was entertaining Messrs. Schweppe and Scudder at St. 
Louis, Mr. Hayvemeyer was in receipt of startling news. The Wholesale 
Grocers’ tion of New Orleans had appointed a committee to go to 
Washington and agitate for a “free breakfast table,” or, in other words, free 
refined r, and the committee was actually at Washington. Mr. Inbuseh 
was a to, and the telegraph wires were hot between New York, Mil- 
waukee, New Orleans, and Washington, as the New Orleans people were 
appealed to to withdraw their committee unless they wanted “to injure our 
cause.” Mr. Inbusch finally succeeded in “calling them down,” and all 
breathed frosty. again. 

Meanwhile Mr. Martin, of Memphis, the president of the Southern Whole- 
sale (}rocers’ Association, had been corresponding with Mr. Havemeyer, who, 
on May 9, had written him: “ While we feel disposed to cooperate with the 
wholesale trade in the direction of securing for them a fair remuneration for 
their services in distributing our product. any plan looking to this end must 
originate with them and be the result of their mutual agreement as to what 
is best for their interests.” It was doubtless through information derived in 
this c dence with the president of the sugar trust that Mr. Martin, in 
his e of May 17, 1894, to the Southern Wholesale Grocers’ Associa- 
tion—extending from Missouri southward and from Virginia to Texas—wrote 
each member for his “opinion as to the question now being agitated for tlie 
removal of the import duty on sugar,” and added, “it appears to us that a 
removal of the import duty on sugar would throw the control of that article 
into the hands of foreign refiners, unsettle values. and demoralize the trade 
generally, defeating every hope of a uniform price,” which opinions, duly 
aa Sere. doubtless had much to do in putting finally to rest the 
bill for the repeal of the duty on refined sugar that was then nearing its last 
gasp in the Springer committee. 

In consultation with his new friends—gradually becoming old ones—of the 
trust, Mr. Inbusch had worked out an “equality basis for the sugar busi- 
ness, and a meeting of the national association was called for June 8, at the 
Mercantile Exchange, New York City. “Our meeting with the refiners on 
the next day, June. It is important that a strong delegation be present.” 
The meeting was held, and was most enthusiastic and representative. Mr. 
Inbusch’s n, involving at least one-fourth cent rebate to the wholesale 
gm the return-coupon agreement to be signed by the purchaser as drafted 

y him and Colonel Torrey, and the ee " scheme. and also that “the 
expense of its operation shall be borne by the sugar trust.’’ was adopted by 
the o ing vote of 159 to 1, and a committee appointed to call upon the 
heads of the sugar trust and close matters. They were most cordially re- 
ceived, but astonishment is a weak word to describe their surprise when they 
were that “unless we (the grocers) could make it unanimous, they (the 

trust) would not make the arrangement."’ 

n their haste some of them came to a conclusion similar to that of Solo- 
mon when he was ina hurry, and, in addition to painful suggestions as to 
oo sugar trust representatives, asserted that a Well-known 
ore the one gentleman who had not agreed with the others, 
been Brocured by the trust to go to New York to vote against anything 
emt UP, and that “the grocers were fooled once more,” while 
“the sugar trust the full advantage of the duty according to the McKin- 
ley law; and Mr. Inbusch became a sadder and wiser man, putting two and 
two together, as he rubbed his startled eyes and read and reread this from 
the issue for June 2, 1802. of the sugar trust organ: 

“The ’ national convention, which meets in New York next week, 
youn Se a very important event to the trade. In the meantime the 

lesale Grocers’ Association of New York and vicinity, which worked so 
satisfactorily, has been extended to cover New 
pore qeammiahie 
ividual plan. 
invitation of Mr. 
The Wholesale 


Jersey, and will no doubt 
to the entire convention without the interference of any 
og a Are the grocers who attend the convention at the 
nbusch liable to the claim of 5 cents per barrel?” 
Grocers’ National Association was dead. 


THE LOCAL ORGANIZATION PLAN. 


under the impression that the trust meant business. Mr. Inbusch 
had entered zealously into the work of introducing the “ equality *’ plan which 
he had devised. By 1890 he had so overcome doubt and conservatism that the 
New grocers, who had at first laughed at him, were enthusiastic; 
and before his eyes were opened. in 1802, he had gotten the New York grocers 
well into line. From the standpoint of the trust, however, there was one 
serious difficulty about Mr. Inbusch's plan which Mr. Havemeyer and Mr. 
Searles none the less, though (probably in deference to his feel- 
ings) they not mentioned it to Mr. Inbusch. 
It left the Ts as one organization to deal with the trust as another; 
whereas the trust preferred to deai directly with individuals and local asso- 
thus enting them from combining, and bolding each at its mercy. 
Quietly working on this plan, by the time it was ready to drop the national- 
association it had practically arranged its business throughout the 
Northeast as far south as the Potomac, and westward as far as and including 
Ohio. There was yet, however, more or less of unpleasant variety of prac- 
tice in the several localities, though these were being rapidly brought into 


accord; so on mber 12, 1892, as an important step toward perfect 
harmony, hae nem evidence that it bore no grudge against Mr. In- 
busch, trust, adapting the document which he had drawn, caused the fol- 


lowing notice to be sent out: 
“NOTICE TO SALESMEN FROM JOBBERS. 

“On and after this date the American Sugar Reining Company will at- 
tach to every invoice of sold by them to any part of the United States 
& certificate as follows, w the buyer must sign in order to obtain a rebate 
of one-eighth of a cent per pound: 

“s “ CERTIFICATE OF AGREEMENT. 

We hereby certify that we have not sold, nor will we sell, nor has any 
employee, salesman, or ageut of ours sold, either directly or indirectly, any of 
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the sugars for which we are now remitting for less than your daily quota- 











tions, nor on more liberal terms as to credit or cach discount.” 

And now, striving to forget the gentleman whose sus} ns had done Mr. 
Havemeyer and Mr. Searles such injustice, tl trust pr ded to extend 
over the whole country the system which it had su ed ) arranging in 
the East, the new plan being a much | merous one to itself than the one 
which, on account of the untort f Mr. St not felt 
at liberty to close with atio 

When the trust started or t 3 W ers 
whom it had now at its mercy, it chanced radi y the it had wed 
itself to indorse when it was seeking their aid t t t 
the McKinley bill fixed. Including in its combinat Spr } 
son, Frazier & Co., in whose behalf Messrs. Thurber iN 
ingly pleaded, it came to a working arrangement w ‘ 
ents,’ except Cunningham, of Texas, so satisf I 
trust stock became a favorite investment an - ai en 
and working in perfect harmony, as one correspondent put 
slept in the same bed, one end of which rested upon sugar p 
other upon sugar consumers,” even Cunningham obser x what hoe 
claimed to be free choice, the same course as did other ts 
were dictated by the trust 

The former problem in organization of the grocery trade had | to set- 
tle — what was best for the grocers. The later one becan What is 
best for the sugar trust?" The former plan had involved a strong organiza 
tion of the grocery trade. The latter was best answered by a series of local 
associations of grocers, each of which should deal directly wit! trust 
and, indeed, serve mainly as an instrument to corral their indiy m 
bers. For this work Mr. L. P. Lyon, of New York, seems to ha eon 
selected, and he has certainly worked with noteworthy enthusiasm, « rey, 
and success. In New England Yankee enterprise and Mr. Inbus s good 
work had too far completed organization to make it unsafe to trifle with its 
matters, which were a_ready about in the shape the trust preferred 

So Mr. Lyon took up first the organization of the wholesale grocery trade 
of New York and vicinity, which, largely on Mr. Inbusch’'s plan. he soon got 
into working order. From New York asa center he has extend h 
taking in local organizations where they were too strong to b el 
couraging the formation of new ones on the trust's plans in otner States, 
until, as outlined below, the whole country is now fairly well red. In 
this he has been aided by the trust, which has what may be called general 
offices. not merely at Boston. New York, Philade!phia, New Orleans, and San 
Francisco, but also at Chicago and St. Louis, with confidential agents every 
where, all worked in perfect unison by telegraph from the mai. office at No. 
1i7 Wall street, New fork City 

In perfecting his occupation of the field and in “ working out” local dif 
ferences there will, however, be work for Mr. Lyon for years to come, and 
meanwhile some one has held up before him the vision of a national organi 
zation of the wholesale grocery trade. of which he shall be the author and 
finisher. Between him and the trust there exists mutual admiration and 
confidence, and though Mr. Inbusch’s name is rarely mentioned, no better 
tribute could be paid to his memory than the firm conviction Mr. Lyon 
that no local organization is complete till it has adopted the “ equality lan, 
and he, too, as well as Mr. Havemeyer, would be shocked if any rrested 
that there could be anything more beneficent or legal than the invoi tice 
and return coupon which they have adapted from Mr. Inbusch's draft. and 
which even “independent” refiners use, without thinking to remind their 
printers that itis not necessary to copy the special indors ents used by 
trust concerns 

In its working the new system has proved a success—for the trust: and in 
the crisis of January last, when the trust called on its grocer hen ren to 
bombard their Congressmen with protests against free suga mse 


was so prompt and hearty as to demonstrate that the “direct ’’ method was 
-far more effective than that of handling them through any executive com- 
mittee of themselves. 

THE PRESENT STATUS. 


_ The general situation may perhaps be better appreciated by first grouping 
its details. 
,0STON 


New England is practically covered by the “Executive Association of the 
Wholesale Grocers of New England,” with headquarters at 200 State street, 
Boston. Of its confederated associations—those of Boston, Providence. Port 
land, and southern (more properly southwestern) New England—that at 
Boston, whose membership is open to any firm in New England, is the leader 
and admitted dictator. It caciese organization, admitting new members by 
ballot, five black balls not merely rejecting the applicant, but preventing a 
reconsideration of his name for six months afterwards; and, as will be seen 
from the quotations below (which constitute about two-thirds in volume of 
its laws, etc.), is mainly engrossed in sugar. 


“ARTICLE XL 


“There shall bea negotiating committee of three members, which shall have 
authority to secure rebates and arrange with the manufacturers and 
refiners as to what quality of their goods shall constitute a ‘qua y pur- 
chase’ and a *retailer’s purchase.’ It may make all proper and legal agrve- 
ments and contracts with the same for regulating the sale of their products, 
and it shall have the right to call on any other members of the as 
for advice and assistance whenever it shall be deemed necessary. 


ugar 


sociation 


“ARTICLE XIII. 


“There shall be an investigating committee of three members, who shall 
investigate all charges of the cutting of any and all prices as limite’ by the 
manufacture of sugar or recommended under Article XIV. Pending inv: 
tigation, information thereof shall be givon to the manufacturer or refiner 






in order that they may withhold any rebate, if they shall see fit. If the 
charge is proven to the satisfaction of the committee, notice shal! be given 
to the mgnufacturer or refiner, and to each member of the associat An 
appeal, however, from the decision of this committee may be made to the 


arbitration committee, and its decision in the matter shall be final, and shall 


be notified in like manner. 
“ARTICLE XIV. 


“There shall be a committee of three members elected at the annual meet 
ing. and every three months thereafter, to serve for three months or until its 
successors are elected, whose duty it shall be every day toascertain and name 
for the following day the price for which granulated sugar is to be sold by 
the manufacturer or refiner at wholesale or by quantity; and it shall be its 
duty to notify every member of this association of such price in any manner 
it may think best. 

“ARTICLE XV. 


“Any firm belonging to this association which shall sell granulated sugar 
or allow it to be sold for less than the price so notified by the committee and 
recommended as above shall be reported to the investigating committee, and 
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upon conviction to the satisfaction of that committee said firm may be ex- 
pelled from the association by a majority of the votes at any regular or spe- 
cial meeting called for the purpose and a vote of censure placed upon the 
records, its name posted in a conspicuous place in the rooms of the associa- 
tion and reported to all refiners, and it shall relinquish and lose all claim upon 
the funds of which the association may be possessed. 


“ARTICLE XVI. 


“The firms belonging to this association agree each with the others that 
they will in no case themselves, nor will they allow their salesmen in any 
manner, tomake prices in advance for any granulated sugarsaway from their 
jobbing location, but that all orders for any granulated sugars sent to them 
shall be filed by the house, at the prices fixed by the house for the day on 
which such orders are received; and it is understood and agreed that offering 
granulated sugars by letter, circular, telegraph, or in any other way at fixed 

yrices, to be ordered on the next day or any subsequent day, is a violation of 
his articl»; and any firm violating these agreements shall be treated as in 
Article XV of these by-laws. 


“ARTICLE XVII. 


“ That on all sales of granulated sugar at the card price it is understood that 
no greater discount shail be allowed for cash within seven days than 1 per 
cent for quantities of less than 25 barrels. That members of this association 
may sell granulated sugar to each other at such prices and on such terms as 
they may elect without becoming liable under Article XV. 


“ARTICLE XVIII. 


“It shall be the duty of every member of this association who has reason to 
believe that any article limited as herein provided has been sold, either by 
members of this association or others, for less than the price so limited, to 
report the same to the investigating committee, together with the facts in 
the case that have come to his knowledge: and in case its sand committee 
shall be satisfied that any retail dealer purchasing granulated sugar from 
any member of the association or otherwise has sold the same below the price 
80 limited, they shall vepare the same to cach member of the association.” 

The omission of penalties in a code otherwise so complete is understood to 
be supplied by proper treatment by the refiners of the wholesale dealer, and 
hy the wholesalers of the retailer that dares to exact less profit on sugar than 
do his neighbors. The cause of omission to mention this in printed circulars 
is too obvious to need explanation. : 

As to sugar supply, while all can, and western New England largely does, 
order from New Work. the rest are supplied from Boston, where the trust 
fills orders, using invoice notice and return coupon as follows: 


{The American Sugar Refining Company. H. O. Havemeyer, protien 
Jno. E. Searles, jr., secretary and treasurer. P. O. box 5313.] 


Boston, 





> 1894. 
M —— - : 

We inclose herewith invoice of sugar of even date, on which a commission 
of one-eighth of a cent per pound has been deducted in addition to our usual 
terms of 1 per cent cash in seven days and 1 per cent trade discount on 100- 
barrel lots. The understanding being that with your remittance the certifi- 
cate below is to be returned, duly signed by you, as a voucher. 

THE AMERICAN SUGAR REFINING COMPANY. 


No. 


To the American Sugar Refining Company: 


We hereby certify that we have not sold, nor will we sell, nor has any em- 
ployee, salesman, or agent of ours so'd, either directly or indirectly, any of 
the sugars for which we are now remitting for less than your daily quotations, 
with freight added from refining point to point of sale (as per equality-rate 
book). in any of the territory specified on the back of this certificate, nor on 
more liberal terms as to credit cr cash discounts. 











(Indorsement on back of notice.) 


Maine, Connecticut, Delaware, ° Sonth Carolina, 
New Hampshire, Rhode Island, Maryiand, Ohio, 

Vermont New Jersey, West Virginia, District of Colum- 
Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, North Carolina, bia. 


(Indorsement on coupon identical with that on notice.) 

This, however, is not all. There isan “independent” refinery at Boston, 
and the situation is so typical there as to merit notice. Though New York 
has come to be the show conservatory, New England has been, ina sense, the 
forcing bed of this sugar-listribution combine. Long before the formation 
of the trust the Boston Grocers’ Association, dating from 1875, had pooled 
issues with the Boston refiners, and while in the rest of the country compe- 
tition in handling sugars was free. in New Engiand it had already been so 
restricted as to insure liberal profits, though notat presentrates. And when 
the trust was formed, not merely the so-called “independent” refiners, but 
wholesale grocers as well, invested largely in its stock, which, largely on ac- 
count of the faith that knowledge of the New England combine inspired, 
became a favorite for Boston capitalists. Asa result there is to-day proba- 
bly he!d in New England, ar in and-about Boston and Providence, more 
sugar trust stock than in any other part of the country, the estimate given 
to the Senate investigating committee by Mr) Reed being that there were in 
New England 4,59 stockholders, owning $30,000,000 of sugar trust stock. 

Prominent among these are Nash, Spaulding & Uo., the owners of the so- 
called “ independent" Revere Refinery, whose investments in trust stock 
have been very large ever since the trust was organized; so large, indeed, 
tha: one of its partners declined, on examination by the Senate committee, 
to swear that they were below $2,000,000 or $3,000,000, and understood to be 
far more than the amount invested in their own refineries. It might, there- 
fore, be expected, as is the case, that the prices of the Revere are always the 
same as those of the trust, except that it sometimes charges a higher price 
for certain grades and makes a specialty of supplying direct old customers 
among the retailers. The use of the Revere, therefore, seems to be to pre- 
serve the “good will,” which enables a portion cf the sugars sold in New 
England to be marketed to old customers at higher prices than the trust in 
its own name could fix for the same grades, this without technically breaking 
the obligation of the trust to wholesalers, by which sales direct to retailers 
are discouraged. 

Accounts are made up as follows: The trust refinery gives the wholesaler 
not merely the one-eighth of a cent provided for by the contract quoted 
above and the 1 per cent, and 1 per cent trade discounts for quantities and 
cash, but an extra allowance of one-sixteenth of a cent per pound, so that 
the trust commission is generally mentioned as the “ three-sixteenths of a 
centdiscount.” The original discount was but one-eighth of a cent, in strict 
accord with the contract quoted. When, however, the extra one-sixteenth 
of a cent was conceded, it was thought useless unduly to excite the retailers 


—— 


by letting them know it, so the printed forms were left as before, with mo 
tion of the one-eighth of a cent only. A typical bill would be: ° 


Boston, 





——, 1804. 


Bought of THE AMERICAN SUGAR REFINING Co. 


Terms: Cash seven days Boston or New York funds, check to order of th 


company. ° 





100 bbls. Granulated sugar (——) 4.25.......-......-.... $1, 453.05 
Less rebate under agreement } cent per pound.. 42.73 
~ 4,410 , 
Less allowance y, cent per pound................. 21.37 
1, 388. 95 
Less trade discount 1 per cent..................-- 13. 89 
1,é 7 06 
Less eash discount 1 per cent. .....-.......-.-...-. 13.75 
— $1,361.9 


The Revere bills its sugars net, that is, at three-sixteenths of a cent per 
ponnd below the prices quoted by the trust and subject only to trade and 
cash discounts. 

It may be noted here that the effect of $30,000,000 sugar-trust holdings upon 


a thrifty population of 4,700.000—a concentration in less than one-fitte -nth of 
the United States of two-fifths of the total sugar-trust interest—has so thor. 
oughly soaked that section with its influence. that, though the mas the 


population and the leaders among the newspapers are outspoken j nun- 


ciation of its extortions and methods, its intluence is practically i:resistibie 
in financial, social, and political circles. 


NEW YORK. 


The New York territory includes New York, northern New Jersey, anda 
great part of the trade of Vermont and western Massachusetts and (on- 
necticut. The trust refineries sell through the trust’s main offices, at 1|7 
Wall street, New York City, rendering bills upon the same basis as that from 
Boston above quoted, and using notice of invoice and return coupon of pre- 
cisely the same form as does the Boston office of the trust, except as to head- 
ing and indorsements, which are as follows, respectfully: 


(The American Sager Refining Company. H. O. Havemeyer, president; 
Jno. E. Searles, jr., secretary and treasurer. P. O. box 2035. | 


Nuw York, ——,. — 
(Notice and coupon the same as under Boston above.) 


[Indorsement on notice:] 


Maine, Michigan, Pennsylvania, West Virginia, 
New Hampshire, Connecticut, laware, North Carolina, 
Vermont, Rhode Island, Maryland, Ohio, 
Massachusetts, New York, Virginia, District of Colum- 
Kentucky (on and New Jersey, Tennessee, bia. 

east of the main 

line L. &N.RB.R.), 


(Eudcresment on coupon identical with that on notice.) 
t will be noted that the indorsement here differs but slightly from that 
used by the Boston refineries, and, indeed, this difference is in practice mainly 
made by erasure and interlineation. 

No special significance seems to be 
itself is understood to be a “‘survival’’ from the time when. commencing 
with New England, the trust began systematically to extend its own propa- 
ganda (as distinguished from that of the National Grocers® Association) in 
organizing local concerns—the indorsements on the Boston documents rep- 
resenting the extent to which this had been effected at the time when the 

lan was first formally recognized, and the New York forms representing 

the status at a somewhat later stage. 

In general. however, for sales outside of the States named in the indorse- 
ment last noted above, even New York offices use a different form for its 
return coupon, bearing no indorsement, and reading as follows: 


{The American Su Refining Company. H. O. Havemeyer, president; 
Jno. E. Searles, jr., secretary and treasurer. P. O. box 2030.) 


New Yor«, —— 


ven to this; and the indorsement 


, 1804. 
M 








We inclose herewith invoice of sugar of even date on which a commission 
of one-eighth of a cent per pound has been deducted in addition to our u 
terms of 1 per cent cash in seven days and 1 per cent trade di-count on | 
barrel lots, the understanding be that with your remittance the certif- 
cate below is to be returned, duly signed by ait as a voucher. N 

THE AMERICAN SUGAR REFINING COMPANY. 





“To the American Sugar Refining Company; 


“We hereby certify that we have not sold, nor will we sell, nor has any em- 
plores. salesman, or agent of ours sold, either directly or indirectly, any of 
he sugars for which we are now remitting for less than your daily quota 


tions nor on more liberal terms as to t or cash discount. 


As noted below, the New York “independent” refiners, and some of the 
Philadelphia refiners, seem to use these indorsements more as a matter of 
habit with their printers than from any intelligible motive. ; 

The relations of the “independent” refiners at New York with the trust 
seem to be as close as at Boston, and even more identical so far as the public 
is concerned. : 

The Mollenhauer and National refineries do their business exclusive'y 
through B. H. Howell, Son & Co., of No. — Wall street, New York City. and 
send out with each invoice to be returned with remittance a printed memo 
randum, of which the following is a copy: 


To B. H. Howe, Son & Co.: 


We hereby agree that in consideration of a commission of one-eighth ° f a 
cent per pound (4) deducted from invoice of even date, in addition to the 
usual terms of 1 per cent trade discount on all 100-barrel lots, and 1 per cent 
cash in seven days. that we will not sell, nor will any employee, salesman. 0T 
agent of ours sell, either directly or indirectly, any of the sugars for less than 


our daily quotations, with freight added from refining point to point of se 
as per Equality Rate Book) in 7 of the terri specified on the back of 
this certificate, nor on more liberal terms as to t or cash discounts. 
@ a 








1897. 








The understanding being that with our remittancs this certificate is to be 








returned, duly signed by us as a voucher. 

Invoice dated —, 189— 

—— barrels sugar. el 
[Indorsed as follows:] 

Maine, Connecticut, Pennsylvania, West Virginia, 
New Hampshire, Rhode Island, Delaware, North Carolina, 
Vermont, New York, Maryland, South Carolina, 
Massachusetts, New Jersey, — Virginia, Ohio, 
Kentucky (onand east of the main line Tennessee, District of Colum 

L. and N. R. R), bia. 


The utility of the New York “independent” refineries in sugar trust 
policy appears to be somewhat the same as that of the Revere at Boston, to 
which, it is stated, is added the use of the so-called “independents to make 
special shadings in prices on ‘off’ grades of sugar whenever a surplus of 
these accumulates. 

PHILADELPHIA. 


At Philadelphia the situation is apparently more complicated—actually 
more simple. The trust refineries there are the Spreckels and the Franklin 
(the Knight refinery being run in combination with the latter), while the 
*independent ” is in this case the McCahan Sugar Refining Company 

So close are mutual relations between the trust and the “independents” 
that the babies are here delightfully mixed up, the McCahan using the full! 
trust form with its indorsements, as per copy below, while the Spreckels and 
Franklin refineries, which are owned by the trust, keep up an appearance o 
separation by the use of separate invoice notices and return coupons in the 
trust’s short form, noted above, as sometimes used at New York. McCa 
han’s relations here to the trust refineries are understood to be similar to 
those of the Mollenhauer and National at New York. 


(1) (The Franklin Sugar Refining Company, P. O. box 1630.) 


PHILADELPHIA, ——— 
: ious and coupon identical with the trust's shorter form used at New 
ork.) 
(2) The Spreckels notice and coupon have no date head, and in form are 
eopied from the trust's shorter form used at New York. 


(3) . [The W. J. McCahan Sugar Refining Co., 147 South Front street. } 


PHILADELPHIA, 

sarang notice and return coupon the same as the trust's full form used 
at m, as noted above, with precisely the same indorsement, which, how- 
ever, is on the back of the coupon.alone. There is also added to the coupon 
the words: “ Covering invoice ———."’) : 
The bills rendered are all upon the same basis, though differing slightly in 
wording, and identical prices are quoted at the trust and independent con 
cerns. The following are examples from the Franklin and McCahan, re 


spectively: 


Messrs. 


PHILADELPHIA, July —, 189%. 








Bought of Tue FRANKLIN SUGAR REFINING CoMPANY. 
Terms, 30 days, or cash less 1 per cent. 








7 days in Phil. or N. Y. funds. Due in Phil., Aug. —, 1894 
100 Ibs. Vine No. 4, 31,091 the., 4.61c.................. ec pate ite $1, 474.79 
Less jc. as per agreement, and yyc. additional allowance. . 59. Os 
~ 1,414.81 
IO UND csnwentes cudicdocusesteccosts pe Stibipnienaahall 14.14 
Be 1). 67 
Less 1 per cent (for cash)......... sciphostiabebseseccecses 14.00 
1, 886 67 
PHILADELPHIA, , 1804. 
Messrs. ——— 
To the W. J. McCAHAn SuGAR REFINING Co., Dr. 
Terms, cash in 7 days, less 1 per cent. 
Payable in Phil. or ¥ Y. funds. 
Bags. Barrels. Net. Price. 
el oe i ewnmbde . 6,525 jc. $277.31 
Less a commission of jc. and yc...................-.. 12, 24 
255. 07 
Less 1 per cent (for cash)................ citiskinnecsl 2.65 


202. 42 
NEW ORLEANS. 


At New Orleans the trust refineries use the trust’s short form: 


(The American Sugar Refining Company. P. O. box 341.) 


24 N. Peters St., New Orleans, 


(Invoice notice, short form. ) 
Return coupon, short form.) 

Henderson ‘independent’ refinery seems to run asa tender to the 
trust in the same manner eas do its brother “ independents” in the North, 
and its net prices are the same as those of the trust. Its bills rendered are 
also on the same net basis, though figured in a different way. Below are 
samples, respectively, of each: 








New ORLEANS, -——.,, 1894, 
a 
Bought of WM. HENDERSON. 

a Sugar, 100bbis. 34,12%. 44 ~~ «.-.-........... $1, 471. 60 
tdi dbanhacgduensccce céucaces cosessces waseoupes 63. 7 
1, 407.63 | 

Trade discount, 1 per cent.................-- saeubnbieieda iaaiiiels 14. 08 

1, 303.55 


(Subject to discount for cash.) 
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New ORLEANS, 1So4, 
M - 
Bought of AMERICAN SUGAR REFINING Co 
Office and salesroom, No. % North Peters cor. Custom-H ‘ 
$/D Terms Cash 
$/D B/L. Attached. 
25 bbls. Standard Granulated. 8,670 Ibs. 4 $368. 48 
Less rebate under nt ic. per lb E 10. 84 
57. 64 
Less allowance, y4c. per lb ». 42 
Less trade discount (for less than 100 bbls per cent 1.76 
16 
Less cash discount, 1 per cent iondietininticiaiel 16.05 
| Conditions at New Orleans are somewhat complicated by 
| which * plantation granulated " and other unrefined sugars at 
msumption. This, howe pra lly apy ly to | a 
} sina'l section of Mississippi. and as a mat of fact, though probably over 
three-fourths of the raw centrifugals produced in Louisiana are »ove No, 
| lo Dutch standard, yet the greuter part of them are actually sold to the 


| refiner to be worked as raws, so thoroughly does the trust control sugar dis- 
| tribution. 


SAN FRANCISCO 














At San Francisco Mr. Spreckels is decidedly in evidence. Free sugar under 
the McKinley bill destroyed a part of his extra profits on Hawaiian sugar, 
but he largely recouped by the arrangements into which he forced » trust 
as a condition of quieting his competition at Philadelphia. In the first place, 
he carefully preserved his personal control of the beet-sugar interests of 

| California. in the next place, he retained the controlling interest in the 
\ tern Sugar Refinery (the trust concern at San Francisco), selling to the 
trust a part of his Western stock and the whole of his Philadelphia piant for 
| several times what they cost him, and reserving his right to his own peculiar 
| arrangements on the Pacific Coast, througa waica, however, the trust nets 
| a greater profit than it could hope to obtain were its old method adopted 
Nothing short of a summary description can do justice to the peculiarly 
| irresponsible control by which Mr. Spreckles made the performances of his 
| Kastern partners seem philanthropic in comparison. The following is from 
| a trustworthy correspondent 

“The arrangement between the jobbers and the refinery here is substan- 
tially as follows: 

‘rhe arrangement as originally made was for the purpose of scuring to 
the Western Sugar Refining Company the trade of the Pacific Coast, as 


against any importations of foreign refined sugars; and further, to ire to 
the jobbers who are handling this product some profit, which heretofore had 
been very small. This profit is given to the jobbers in the shape of a rebate 
payable quarterly, and is left entirely to the Western Sugar I 
pany to make up and distribute 
‘There is no jobber who knows what his exact percentage is, and it is this 
very doubt as to what cach one's proportion is that has prevented. since this 
system was adopted, the cutting on this article which bad before been prac- 


tefining Com- 





ticed. Asa basis for a division of those profits. a pool 1s made of the entire 
amount of sugar distributed by the refinery to the Pacific Coast territory; a 
| sum equal to one-fourth of a cent per pound is transferred by them to the 


eredit of the jobbers’ fund and distributed according to the purchases made 
by each in the year 1891, and is so distributed yearly This appears to be yet 

factory to all concerned. Some perhaps may recei a lictle more than 
fourth, others a little less; but as the amount so received for rebate is 
much in excess of any profit realized before this arrangement went into effect, 
no one is anxious to disturb the relations now existing 


satl ve 


on 


‘You may, therefore, set the arrangement down as this: The jobbers col- 
lectively are entitled to one-fourth of acent per pound rebate, which they 
| distribute among themselves on an agreed basis. There are no copies and 
| forms of accounts. The bills are made out at their regular quotations, under 
which no jobber is allowed to quote. Payment is made five days after deliv- 
| ery, net cash, no discount, and billed at prices ruling on date of purchase. 
Large purchases of 1.000 barrels or more are payable seven days after pur- 
| chase, net, no discount.” 
W hich is reenforced by the sugar-trust statisticians themselves 
| “ Wild statements” about San Francisco. * * Assuming the quota- 
tion of granulated in San Francisco is as stated, 5} cents, it is necessary to 
| deduct from this one-half cent per pound, which is given San Francisco gro- 


| cers for rebate, reducing the price to 475 net to grocers. ( 
with the Pacific Coast great canning industry for a further re} 
price, making the net price on all still less 
The total production of refined sugar on the Pacific Coast 


sontracts exist 


ate from this 


is not 150.000 tons 


In 1893 it was 123,000 tons, and in 1802 it was 122.00) tons. This refined sugar 
is not all consumed in San Francisco nor on the Pacific Coast, but a large 
part of it is sent over the Rocky Mountains for a market A letter received 
by as March 19, from Kansas City, Mo., reads as follows 

“The business in granulated and other refined sugars by the San Fran 
ciseo refineries throughout all the Statesand Territo etween the Pacific 
and the Missouri River. and at times reaching as far east as St. L sand as 
far north as Chicago and as far south as Texas, shuts out of this immense ter 


| ritory for nine months in each yar all othe 


| States.*’ 


r refining interests in the | 


nited 


The San Francisco refineries are selling granulated in Kansas City and 
| other Missouri River points at 4.52 cents net cash, on which th | freight 
| from San ed neg 85 cents, leaving net to refiner of 3.67 cent perp yund. 
| . WILLET & GRAY 

Sugar Statisticiang. 

Marcu 20, 1894. 

Put this is not all. The arrangement just noted is in force thronghout 


California, Washington, and Oregon, but the territory supplied at least in 
part from San Francisco extends eastward tothe Missouri River. With per 
fect coolness Mr. Spreckels makes sugar, deliv ‘ 









1 price ol at r 
| parts of the territory supplied by him, not greater in proportion to the dis 
tance from San Francisco upon which freight must be paid, b iter in 
proportion to the distance from New Orieans, Philadelphia vy York, 
from which competition can be had—that is, the jobber nearest the refinery 


pays the highest gross price, the freight being counted against | 
than in his favor. 

If there is any other noteworthy instance of this practice, the 
not heard of it. Its toleration can only be accounted 


iim rather 


writer has 
for on the ground that 


by too long contemplation of the Chinese the Californians have developed an 
excessive amount of patience 


All along the Pucific coast Chinese sugars are 
g s 
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imported, but sold only to retailers and direct consumers, as no jobber dare 
touch them. 

No attempt is made at the task of untangling the relations of the several 
Spreckels with each other and with the organizations they control. 


TEXAS. 


The only remaining substantial supply point is Sugar Lands, Tex., where 
Cunningham & Miller have a weeneay. with a capacity of 600 barrels a day, 
easy to be doubled. It is not known that this refinery has any contract rela- 
tions whatever with the trust, and its pusition seems to be one of armed 
neutrality. It practically anpplice the whole of the Texas trade, and com- 
petes as far off as Denver, Omaha, and Kansas City, its agents, however, 
always selling at trust quotations for each locality, and its bills, of which the 
below is a specimen, being made out upon the same net basis, though arrived 
at by a slightly different calculation, the three-sixteenths being first deducted 
from the price per pound and other charges added. 








Bought of CUNNINGHAM & MILLER, 


SueGar LANDs, TExX., June —, 1894. 
100 bbls. st. gran. sugar, 


ry a ee fee $1, 325.26 
10 “ cubes, 
BE, pi ceckciinenaddesdtiigiccmanenensiahe 86. 84 
10 “ powdered, 
I ein. eed aninntinnscesmaalambaieee 115. 68 
1, 537.7 
Less 1 per cent + 1 per cent..............-.--...- 31.60 
1,506.18 
Freight prepaid. 
DIVISION OF TERRITORY. 
Generally speaking the source of supply is indicated by the neighborhood 


of any locality to the several refining centers. Boston, Philadelphia, and New 
York form-one group, which supplies the whole North and the Central West 
and Northwest to and including Minnesota, as well as a portion of the South- 
east, e liy that reached by seaboard, even as far south as Florida. 

The New Orleans refineries supply Mississippi and Louisiana and Alabama 
and in part South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, and Arkansas, and both sides of 
the Mississippi River as far north as St. Louis and Little Rock, where they 
meet the competition from the Northeast. With the exception of Texas, 
which, as noted, seems to belong to Cunningham & Miller, the Territories 
and new States east of the Rockies buy where they please—from Spreckels, 
the Northeast, New Orleans; or, south of Dakota, from Cunningham & Mil- 
ler—at prices, however, fixed by the — trust's Eastern quotations. 

6 rn trust refineries give their maximum discounts on lots of not 
less than 100 barrels, while Spreckels (trust) from San Francisco delivers on 
equally advantageous terms in lots of 75 barrels, and makes such concessions 
to large direct consumers, canners, confectioners, etc., as he thinks neces- 
sary to hold the market against Chinese omer, trust refineries are also 
comparatively uniform in practice as to ights and special charges, while 
the so-called “ aAegenees ” refiners, to some extent, probably, from their 
larger dealings with the retail trade, have a centener to lump everythi 
together, thus making their bills on a more widely differing apparent 
as to the net price of sugar than is qatnaliy the case. 

As to the return coupons, it is found t in New England, New York, 

elphia, and vicinity they are not merely poneranty igned and returned, 

t ae neuen anxiety manifested by individual grocers to be sure that this 
is inv bly and promptly done. In South and West, however, the prac- 
ep enesee “ extent almost — when ~ qetneapeaanee from near-by 

or neighboring grocers o. same city is compared, one being sure 
that these coupons are invariably signed and returned. while another con- 
temptuously asserts that he does not propose to do anything of the kind and 
incloses an assortment which he has reseued from his waste-pa: basket. 

On the wh however, ier are peer signed in nine-tenths of the 
cases, and even the few who decline to do so are not sufficientiy known toeach 
other to make most of them feel other than uneasy whenever there isa rumor 
of strictness on the part of the trust. Some of the local associations punish 
their own members for violation of sugar ents; others call the 
assistance of the trust; and in other cases the trust seems to be nosing about 
for a chance to volunteer its disciplinary assistance. 


MISCELLANEOUS DATA. 


Below are quoted characteristic fragments of an extended correspondence 
and numerous interviews: 

* * * “The long and short of the whole s is that the grocers thought 
that the sugar refiners were acting in f with them, and we later 
et ee ee ee 

v output of sugar lim » an m for rpose of ge 
tection from our Government. The first they did not get (they now — 
Ry and in the second they were ce y successful. I will add that if the 
United States Senate and the House are not exceedingly careful, the sugar 
trust will work out even more protection than they have had.” * * * 
* * * “The agreement as prices applies to all su, wherever 
rchased, and as far as I know the certificates are identical in substance if not 
words. Before the su trust bee ke all New England rs 
an agreement, similar in form, which Li a minimum profit." * * * 
We are simply enabled to make a very profit on a staple article, 


and to control, if need be, any house that starts a ruinous competition on 
prices.” © * * 


OHIO—SUGAR AND COFFEE FREIGHT RATES—INSTRUCTIONS TO SALESMEN. 


(Equality plan:) For instance, if a r in Bucyrus buys in Toledo when 
ad, Ma ulated in New York fe 5.18 he will pay 5.18 plus 29 cents per 
{ freight from New York to Bucyrus), 5.47 per hun- 

dred delivered in Bucyrus. The local rate of freight from Toledo to Bucyrus 
is 9 cents per hundred, which the Toledo jobber credits on the invoice of the 
Bueyrus grocer. lf he buys in Mansfield he pays the same price (5.47 deliv- 
), but as the local rate from Bucyrus to eld is only 7 cents per 

he will have credit on his invoiee of 7 cents per hundred; so the 

Bucyrus customer wil] pay the same for his sugars wherever he buys. In 
other words, the retail merchant i the same, delivered, no matter what 
market he buys from, but the p: the wholesalers emacs: accord- 
=e their geographical situation. The same governs all jobbing 

* 


* * As soon as the trust (three years ago) o Oe pees eee 
pheptnd. St anges Mp actin Sen © net” price 2 oe \ 
Moreover, by ue of its power, it compelled its brokers—that is, all brokers— 
and agents to telegraph none other than list . o » 
ume bo of af e sapehaie ¢ heen ‘Mallen ee 

grocers some er, Na 
and McCahan refineries, who that they are not in the trust, but their 


terms are the same as the trust refineries, and all purchasers are require | 
wien me eqreciatae re sacinned E vam 

out two years ago the wholesale grocers of Ohio organized an ac« 
tion called the Wholesale Grocers’ Association of Ohio. ie euler to sell 81 
on the ey wey: but their association would be of no account unle«s : 
were sustained by the refiner. They agreed with Mr. Havemeyer that 
per cent of the dealers in Ohio would sign the agreement to Sil onene ‘ 
equality plan he (Mr. Havemeyer) would not sell any outsiders who y 
not come into the association and sign the a ent. 

In sugar? It’s heaven now compared with formerly. We have made, 
on sugar in the last two years than for ten years before. Sugar rates 
to be cut so that we never could count on anything and were always in :; 
ble. Now we do our business in peace, and in tion to usual discount. ; 
eash and for large purchases we get three-sixteenths of a cent commis 
per pound, or, say, 60 cents a barrel. Yes, I know our contract calls for «:.\, 
aoe but the trust people give an extra one-sixteenth. This is ;). 
way the bills are made out. [Shows bill for pene June 9, 1894.) You 
see that from the gross price are deducted not merely the one-eighth «..;,. 
“according to contract,” but one-sixteenth; then 1 percent for cash: t).), | 
per cent more on account of the purchase being over 100 barrels. [+ i, 
that the present commission is so large—though we do not object tot); 
but because we have yoaee now, that I like t resent plan. As to 
mission, it mor not be kept so high. I had rather have free trade in suyay <, 
that we would not be at the mercy of the trust. 

Then, too, the lower the mg omg of sugar the more pounds will we sel) a») 
the bigger will be our profits in proportion to capital invested even at ;)\,, 
same rate per nd, and Teerne Sevennes Sas ‘0 See prices at too high 
arate. It won't stay. So long as there is least tariff that discrimina:'s 
in favor of refined sugars the trust has us. If we it can sell in our 
territory at only, say, one-half the tariff rate above free-trade prices, »:,| 
thus ruin us while it continues to make money by those very sales. [ })::\.., 
no grievance nst the trust, but I know very well that I would hav. ;; | 
sold sugar for less than they tell me to. What would they do? They wo.) 
shut me out of oy cn probably, possibly of my discounts, an: if 
necessary I would be cut off from supply of sugar. Directly? Well, [ do. 
know; but I am sure that if the trust not want me to get sugar [ would 
not get it—not at rates or in time to do meany good. There would be d: ; 
and obstructions—as many as were necessary. Independent refiners’ ())), 
—- are all in with the trust; they have an arrangement—at least it is . 
understood. 

* * © The American Sugar Refining Company bill their sugar at ca: 
prices less one-eighth cent under agreement, one-sixteenth allowance 
and 1 per cent trade discount, and 1 per cent for cash. 

We inclose you Cunningham's quotation sheet, which is three-sixteenth 
cent less v9 American Sugar Refining Company's quotations, but they do 
not — the one-eighth and one-sixteenth, cent rebates, which makes t)):ir 
prices the same. 

e a * * Thave no circular of these associations, but their aim is about as 
ollows: 

They agree not to buy from any manufacturer or dealer who sells the ro- 
tail trade direct and not to make prices on es less at any ono 

lace than another, thus giving each town in which there is a member of 

¢ association the trade of its own territory. * * * 

* * * We purc our sugars in San Francisco from the Western Sv car 
Refining Company, which is a branch of the American Sugar Refining (om 
pany. ccording to our contract with these parties, we are not allowed to 
sell any sugars outside of their products, therefore we do not handle any 


Chinese . 

ees e wholesale rs of the Pacific Coast obtain all their sugar 
from the Western Sugar Refining Company, of San Francisco. This is ‘10 
Spreckels refinery operated in connection with the trust. The wholesale 
qocwre. roperly spea , do not buy any sugar imported from China 

ere is, ever, quite a in sugar, granulated, by the 
larger retail stores, who buy in lots of 1.000 pounds and upward. Parties 
manipulating China sugar maintain a price of one-eighth cent lower thin 
that asked by the Western Sugar 


Company. All of the wholesale 
of California, Oregon, and Washington enter into an ment with 
erefinery to sell no other sugar but the and to refuse to sell it at \ess 
rice than it is Uijled to hem by the refinery ht from San Franci+co 

destination. In consideration of this ment being carried out, tho 


refine te every three months, wich 


ogres mates one-fourth cent oer nd. 

re has been an advance union the last thirty days of one-half cent in 
consequence of the nonarrival of an ted from owing to the 
strike among the refineries of present selling price of granulated 
sugar isSjcentsnet. * * * 


Arkansas Wholesale Grocers’ Association constitution and by-laws. 
PREAMBLE. 


* * * Whereas increased facilities of production and distribution have 
resulted in the extreme development of the law of competition, * * * the 
manufacturers and the importers ignoring the jobbers, and selling their sur 
plus product direct to the of the interest of their first 
and best customers, the jobber; * * 

Whereas * * * noarticle of trade should be sold without a smal! mir 
gin of profit to all parties handling no one class of dealers, be they 
manufacturers, importers, jobbers, or retailers, is entitled to all profits that 
are made on an article before it reaches the consumer. * * * ‘ 

* * * The penalty for not adhe to sugar trust, if found out, is a fine 
of $100 for each offense. If parties from their State associations, 
we understand the trust would decline to sell them. The regular rate f1 
New York and is 22 cents per 100 pounds; for nearly a year \ 
have been allowed a drawback of 6 cents 100 Sugars are charz 
tone pt Srqeeee pete ot es we erencein remitting. * * * 

os of iphia, confines his operations principally ‘o 
the smaller country buyers. Have never heardof them making a sale in ovr 
city or any other point where there is a jo! business done. We inclo.« 
ae a copy of the ment which the Grocers’ Association m. |» 


allows the wholesale grocers a re 


the association. We 
can not give you fuller information in regard to situation. @ beg to 
state, however, that we have no trade secrets and no sympathy with any 
combination of business men who have. We wish every success in your 
efforts to deal with this big monopoly, and feel that the time has come whe! 
our Congress should take notice of others. One of the most complete m 
no lies that 2. 2 


* had been reported at once to the trust as having kicked out of th’ 


tracesand * * a summons from the American Sugar Re 
oeeg aeaene vetene * * © place back inthe ranks. * * * Hold th» 

* * * The American Sugar Refining has an extremely ar! 
Caney penner of Cotng Sate Cain, a detailed statement from 


their customers, even eT a, cash. Our payments 
Gre always made within seven daye of the iene of invelos. and i bardiy @ 


4 








1897. 


single instance do we receive a bill of lading, and are, in fact, completely at 
the mercy of thesugarrefining company. * * 

« © * As to Henderson, his prices have been the same as the refinery 
prices for some months past. Previous to that time they used frequently to 

note different but are evidently working under an agreement now. 

fen ijerson does not require any contract, but gives the same prices as the 
American Refining Company and the same discount, according to the size of 
the lot. Itis@ate, therelore.to state that Henderson now uniformly sells at 
the American Sugar Refineries Companies’ listed price. * * *  . . 

. * Terms on sugar from refiners to jobbers, to responsible parties, 
are as follows: Western of San Francisco, Spreckels of Philadelphia, Cun 
pinguam & Miller of ‘Texas are list less 4 and y,1 per cent and 1 per cent. 
Cash. ten days. Oxuard of Nebraska, same,except cash seven days. Ameri 
can Sugar Refining Company, { and +, and | per cent, forty days, or an extra 
] per cent if cash seven days. Henderson, same, except thirty days instead 
of forty. * * * These pricesand terms apply only on car quantities of 10) 
barrels: if bought in less amount,costs } per cent more. * * * 

« * * The refiners selling plan on the Pacific Coast is not similar to the 

n in VO in the East, asexplained in your letter. There is no agreement 
a the celinery and the wholesale grocer as to equality of price. The 
selling system here itself regulates the price. We are sorry to say that we 
can bot consi y send you any documents showing our Coast plan in detail, 
put we will expiam it in a general way, which will probably be sufficient for 
your purpese. The wholesale grocer makes as much on the sugar whether 
he seils a pound er 10,000 pounds of sugar, as profits are not proportional to 
the current sales under the system. You can readily understand that no 
wholesale grocer would cut the price, as there would be absolutely no object 
init. * 
PROCEEDINGS OF THE SECOND ANNUAL CONVENTION OF THE MICHIGAN 

WHOLESALE GROCERS’ ASSOCIATION, GRAND RAPTDS, MAY 15, 1894. 


* * * President R. O. Wheeler read the following address: 
* * * As you are well aware, our main trouble has arisen from the com 
ition of dealers in States which were unorganized, and we seealready ful 
led the prediction, made by your presiding officer in Chicago in January, 
18%. that the equality plan would not pause until it embraced : Il the States 
east of the Missouri River. In mnch less time than was anticipated this re 
sult has been attained; the four States of Llinois, Wisconsin, lowa, and Min- 
nesota have entered the combination within the past thirty days, while Indi- 
ana has ted her organization. * * * 

William dicomb, chairman, presented the report of the executive com- 
mittee, asfollows: * * * 

As chairman of your committee, I made the following trips in the interest 
of the association and to further its business: 

To Chi eleven trips. 

> ie three —. 

0 ashington, one p. 

To New York, three trips. 

To Indianapolis, one trip. 

* « * My trip to Washington was somewhat extended, and, I trust, did 
not fail toaccomplish what may prove of much value tothe association. The 
other trips were all to secure equality in sugar, which we now have as our 
reward. * 2 

Mr. Rezp. You probably all have before you fresh in your minds the ex- 

riences that you have sed throngh with the Standard Oil Company 
Phe time is not long ago hen you were all selling oil and making money on 
it. Who selis'the oil to-day? Who has superseded you after you have built 
up the trade with the retailers, and taken the oil business out of your hands: 
I want to say to you that unless the Western States, beginning with Ohio 
and going West as fast as they adopt equality, are in perfect harmony ind 
accord, your business will soon be in the condition that the Standard il 
Company bas ced youin. This isa matter of fact and a matter of record. 
Now, can such afirm as Edgar & Sons, who have spent time and money in 
building up their business, aiford to have the American Sugar Retining Com 
pany come in and take their trade away from them? Can any jobber in this 
room, working under equality, afford to compete or try to compete with the 
American Sugar Refining Company? * * * Now, 1am autnorized to say, 
as was said to those men who produced the figures, and we have the 
pledge of not only the American Sugar Refining Company, but the other 
sugar refiners in this country, that if the seven States are in harmony and in 
perfect accord upon the equality plan, they will not interfere. Now, then, 
you can sift that down to as fine a point as you please and figure out whether 
it means anything or whether it dees not. * * * 

Mr. WrppicemE. * * Mr. Reed has given you the warning, gentlemen, 
and I think the executive committee is eutitled toa pang woe ae 5 

The CHATRMAN. Those in favor of the adoption of 5 will please rise; 
opposed by the same sign. It is carried. (Great applause. } 

THE SUGAR-TRUST AUTOCRACY. 


The distribution combine has just passed snecessfully a most trying 
crisis. trust naturally took advantage of the few months before the Wii 
son bill went into effect so to rushimpourtation and refining as to accumulate 
= stocksof refed s r, to market which it offered every inducement to 

wholesale . The result was that during September and October 
the sugar canebeet was so glutted that there ensueo throughout the trade an 
bee te sell which, for the time being. broke al! combinations and forced 
sugars to a lower price in comparison with raws than before of late 

years. But by shutting down the refineries until after election, the trust at 


once p.sed asa martyr and ‘cor “the market, and now, with dimin- 

ished stocks and ri-ing prices, is in command of the situation. 
eee in control of Hawaii. and the Havemeyers extending 

their p in Cuba, the trust dictates to every branch of sugar pro 


duction and distribution in the United States, ties under ite wing every- 
one concerned—except those who consume sugar. From its office at 117 Wal! 
street cable messages fly daily to its agents in Cuba, fix the price of raw 
sugars there: to San Francisco announcing “Cuban parity.” at which ar- 


tiving Hawaiian are to be valued; to Lonisiana, telling her planters 
what—in view of Cuban and Hawaiian prices—the trust condescends to offer 
for American + and to its representatives all over the world giving the 
lnnit—based oatighen parity—at which they can pick up Austrian, Javan, 
Phili. = Brazilian, and other sugars, when these are temporarily de- 

In an room the quotations at or above which the subservient 
dealers the country are permitted to sell sugars are daily set- 
tled, and h the four great sugar brokers who stand nearest the throne 
these are to the forty others who await the sugar trust's nod at New 
York and phed tothe waiting hundreds in the other cities of the land. 
These, in turn, so promptly notify patrons, the thousands of wholesale 
grocers of the country, that before their doors are opened all danger of any 
purchaser his sugar below trust prices is over for the day. By dis- 
es bill, or as the case may be, each faith- 


is : d liberally paid for his loyalt d whe 

an or o : and whenever, 
the of Tovislathon. he hears the =. call of the sraes, he instantly 
Bteps Wy ed his Congressman with telegrams or fight 
bim with at range until the sugar trust cause is triumphant. 
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Not merely this, but all along our borders he keeps tireless vigil lest foreign 





sugars enter. For he concurs in Mr. Havemeyer's forcible statement to the 
Senate committee that “every pound of foreign sugar consumed in this 
country is at the expense of the American Sugar Refining Company,” and 
stands ready to protect against any such disaster his guide, philosopher, and 
friend. — 

Ench is the grandest trade organi i e world has ever 
: The sugar trust dictates the tribute that shall be rendered i y th Amer 
ican people. 

The wholesale grocers are l by whatev st 
thinks necessary to insure th 

And the public? “The publi i and it 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, this discussion seems to have 
drifted from dry hides to sugar within a very short time. I think 
possibly it is due in a large measure to the fact that the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar} has floated around upon 
the sea of logic without rudder and without compass, and has 
finaliy landed the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery] on the 


sugar question. 

The question before the Senate now is whether a specific duty 
of a cent and a half a pound shall be put upon hides, or whether 
we shall have 20 per centad valorem. In discussing this question, 
the junior Senator from Missouri {[Mr. Vest], who is always very 
felicitous and usually sound, told us that it is useless to put hides 
upon the dutiable hist, because there is a gigantic trust, composed 
of Morris, Swift, Armour, and Hammond, who control the entire 
meat output of the world and the hides and the price of everything 
in that line, and therefore the tariff would not 
to the farmer and those who raise the cattle. 

I took occasion, in replying to that, to call attention tothe exist 
ing laws of Congress and to read one act at length for the purpose 
of putting the question why some Administration in the last seven 
years had not put the existing law in force and by means of that 
law indicted the combination which was in violation of the stat 
ute and prosecuted it before some one of the courts of the country 
having jurisdiction of the subject-matter and of the parties. No 
man has yet answered that question, and no man will ever answer 
it. The discussion will drift upon sugar or drift upon something 
else before the question is answered. 

Thereupon the Senator from Massachusetts undertook to take 
my attention or the attention possibly of the Senate away from 
the question under discussion by differing with me, very properly, 
I presume, as he always does, upon the question of law that is pre 
sented. Mr. President, I do sincerely have a great deal of respect 
for the legal knowledge of my honorable friend from Massachu 
setts, but I lived pretty nearly fifty years without knowing him. 
I have come from boyhood to my present manhood—whatever 
that may be, perfect or imperfect—without knowing him; and | 
have always relied upon my own judgment in doing so. I can not 
be expected now, when I am at an age where my hair is turning 
almost as white as his, to abandon my own conclusionsand my own 
method of making deductions to accept his in all respects. 

Now, what did that Senator say? He did not dispute, except 
in a roundabout way, the proposition of law that 1 made. He 
said that an article made in a State to be sold in a State is local 
commerce. Nobody ever disputed that that I ever heard, and it 
was not disputed by me. He said that in the case of an article 
made in a State to be sold in a State. and which might become an 
article of interstate commerce, a conspiracy to control the price 
is not indictable and punishable under the laws of the United 
States. I never heard any man say it was. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts did not 
dispute, except in smothered words, the prominent fact that an 
article sold in one State to be delivered in another State is inter- 
state commerce under the Constitution of the United States and 
under the rulings of all the courts of the United States. 

Nor did he dispute the further fact that a combination made in 
Chicago or elsewhere in the United States between two or more 
persons to control one of the great staple produc the United 
States and to lower or raise the prices of that product at their will, 
when that article became an article of interstate commerce, pur 
suant to the agreement or conspiracy between these parties, and 
passed the boundaries of the State where the conspiracy was 
formed into another State, and a part of the conspiracy. the agre 
ment, was to follow the article into another State and 


be of any benefit 


‘ts ol 


use it to 
crush out industries there, is not also indictabl If the Senator 
from Massachusetts, with his great ability and his experience, can 


prove to the American people that that proposition is not right, I 
am perfectly willing that he should do so. 

Why, sir, that is the very gravamen and essence of interstate 
commerce. The Supreme Court in the Brown case,along in the 
early history of this country,declared that as long as an article 
was an article of interstate commerce the law of Congress would 
follow itand protect it, and would punish a violation of the rights 
of the lawful owner. That was determined in the Gibbon case 
and in the Brown case early in the history of this country. So I 
assert upon the authority of those cases and upon the authority of 
the language of the Constitution itself that if the four persons 
named by the junior Senator from Missouri enter into a conspiracy 
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to control the price of meat throughout this country, and pursu- 
ant to that conspiracy send their agent to Pennsylvania and begin 
the work of controlling the prices by undertaking to destroy the 
business of some man there located in legitimate business, it 
comes clearly within the purview of the statute of 1890 prohibit- 
ing criminal conspiracies and combinations among dealers, 

Jhat was wrong about that? Simply because it does not meet 
the approval of the Senator from Massachusetts; that is all. It 
does not bear his stamp or his brand. Whatever that Senator may 
say with reference to me or my capacity to understand these ques- 
tions, that question has been settled by more than one hundred 
decisions of American courts of last resort. There can be no ques- 
tion about it. 

Then we come back to the simple proposition whether Congress 
shall refuse to put a tax upon hides simply because this Govern- 
ment is so paralyzed in its executive, its judicial, and its legisla- 
tive branches that a great meat trust controls the Government 
and these parties can not be prosecuted and convicted of crime. 
Mr. President, the country is rotten from one end to another with 
these trusts. A hundred trusts to-day control all the staple prod- 
ucts of this country. Everything we eat, everything we wear, 
everything upon the roof under which we live, upon the floor on 
which we stand, is controlled by a trust. Here stands Congress, 
the hizhest legislative body, and the executive and the judiciary, 
all paralyzed, impotent, and powerless to protect the people. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee to insert a new paragraph as paragraph 426}, as 
amended. 

Mr. WHITE. Is House bill No. 379 in order? I inquire of the 
Senator from Iowa whether it has been laid aside. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the bill is still under consideration. I 
am not quite clear zebout it. 

Mr. MANTLE. Is it in order to offer an amendment to the 
proposed committee amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. MANTLE. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. Amend the committee amendment by insert- 
ing, after the word ‘‘ pickled,” in line 8, page 152, paragraph 4264, 
the following: 

Skins of animals, generally called hair sheep, or half-breeds, or cabretta or 
Angora sheep, raw or uncured, with the hair or hair and wool on, goatskins, 
kangaroo skins, and the hides or skins of all other animals (not tanned), and 
not specially provided for. Sheepskins (except sheepskins with the wool 
on), raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, the purpose of the amendment 
is to include with hides, as provided by the committee, all other 
raw skins which come into competition with cattle hides and 
which it is proposed in the pending amendment to leave upon the 
free list. In my opinion, if the matter is permitted to go as it now 
stands, levying a duty upon cattle hides only, the real object and 
purpose of the amendment will fail; that is to say, the protection 
which it is intended by the amendment to give to the domestic 
producers of hides will not be realized, because there will be left 
@ vast amount both in number and value of other hides to come in 
free, which will come into competition with the cattle hides. 

I have talked with a number of tanners and manufacturers upon 
this subject, and I find quite a good many of them are not opposed 
to a duty upon hides. They are entirely willing that a duty shall 
be levied, but they object to this discrimination, in permitting a 
vast amount of other hides nsed largely for the same purposes to 
come in duty free in competition with the articles they produce. 

I have here a document presented by the senior Senator from 
Massachusetts, a memorial of George H. Maddock, who is the 
peeses of the Boston Upper Leather Tanners’ Club, in which 

e sets forth many facts that are applicable to the case in point, 
and presents the matter very clearly. I think the document ought 
really to go into the Recorp for the benefit of those who desire to 
understand this matter thoroughly.’ This document gives the 
number of hides which are imported and which are produced in 
this country. It goes on to say that about 12,000,000 are taken off 
in the United States annually, and an average of from 3,000,000 
to 6.000.000 are brought in. 

He states that there are also imported into this country yearly 
about 7,000,000 sheepskins; and here I may say that I have been 
informed by manufacturers that these sheepskins when tanned 
can scarcely be distinguished. and certainly not by a layman, 
from the cowhideleather. They are also used largely for the same 
purposes that cattle hides are used, and people are actually de- 
ceived in their purchase; that is to say, they buy sheepskin while 
believing they are buying cowhide or cattle-hide leather. 

This memorial shows also that there are about 50,000,000 raw 
goatskins, kangaroo skins, hair oe. and Angora sheepskins im- 
ported annually into the country, the goatskins weighing about 
as many pounds and valued at about $10,300,000. It shows fur- 
ther that there was a total last year of about $33,500,000 worth of 
hides of all kinds imported into the country. Of this about 
$10,500,000 were of goatskins, and of hides other than goat and fur 


skins about $20,000,000, and it shows that if the matter is },.;; 
now recommended by the committee there will be $13,500) (),,) in 
value of other classes of hides, of raw goatskins, sheepsk.1)~_ .., . 
which will come in duty free, the great body of which wi | , 
pete more or less with cattle hides 

So it seems to me that this provision will be incomplete. +) 
will fail of its object and purpose in giving protection to thy po. 
ducers of cattle hides, end to manufacturers and tanneis as wel) 
unless it is made to cover all of these raw skins, and [ ¢--r}..,)¢ 


Me 


at it 


think that my amendment ought to prevail in this case, j), ae 
to complete the purpose which the committee have in view, 

Mr. President, I have listened to the speech made by th. Seng. 
tor from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] this afternoon in opposition to 
a duty upon hides. he burden of his discourse was that the 


only ones who will be benefited by the duty on hides is the great 
beef trustof Chicago. If I believed that that was true, [ 6 


rtainly 


would not favor the imposition of this duty. In these matters 
however, I am far more ready to accept the statements of jeo)|, 
who are engaged in the industry, such as the people who sre rais. 
ing and selling cattle throughout the country, than I am to ac. ept 


abstract theories and propositions made and stated here without 
as I regard it, sufficient foundation. 

Now, it is a fact that the cattle growers of the country, and the 
great body of farmers of the country who are raising cattle and 


selling them, are desirous of having a duty imposed upon hides, 
To my mind that is sufficient. That carries far more weight with 
me than any statement of the character to which I have alluded. 
At least two-thirds of all the hides which are produce: in this 
country are produced by the small farmers and sm:l! cattle 
growers and the small independent butchers. About one third, 


it is estimated, are produced by the cattle trust. So the creat 
mass of the producers of this country will be benefited by the 
imposition of a duty. 

Iam very much pleased with the recommendation of the com- 
mittee to change this duty on hides from a cent and a half a pound 
specific to 20 per cent ad valorem, because I believe in this par- 
ticular case, considering the condition in which the hides are 
imported, an ad valorem duty perhaps will come nearer r. aching 
the object had in view. 

Without stopping to take up the time of the Senate further, I 
desire to present a communication, which I will not stop to read, 
because I rather apprehend that my suggestion, not having ema- 
nated from the committee, will carry no weight here, and wil) 
not be adopted. 

That, however, does not prevent me from presenting the matter 
and pointing out what I conceive to be the inconsistency of the 

roposition now advocated, to put a duty upon cattle hides and 
eave the great bulk of other hides to come in free. I[ desire to 
say that this communication is from a citizen of Texas, a Repub- 
lican, a most ardent protectionist, and a gentleman who has given 
a great deal of study and investigation to the subject of got rais- 
ing and sheep raising and of wool and all the matters which are 
related to those subjects. 

The communication referred to is as follows: 


PEARSALL, TEX., June %0, 1897 


My Dear Senator: * * * The hair of the Angora and Cashmere goat 
should no more be scheduled with wool when formulatinga tariff bi!) than silk 
should be. The bill now under consideration recommends that raw silk pay 


an import duty of 30 cents per pound. This, I infer, is considered a revenue 
rate of import duty, as I do not infer that it is expected that such rate of im- 
port duty wili ever tend to develop the business of producing raw si'k in this 


country. The fabrics made from the hair of the Angora and Cashinere goat 
are worn by the same class of people that wear silk op a receiving 
good salaries or having good incom ld be required 


uently — shou 
to contribute to the revenues needed by the Government. 

‘The fabrics made from the skin of the are also worn by the same class 
of people; therefore the same panes should apply when considering the yues 
tion of restoring goatskins to the dutiable list. You are well aware tit in 
appl ing the principles of the protective-tariff policy all luxurious com wodi- 
ties imported and used by the extravagant, wealthy. and people of wei. tod: 
circumstances should be required to beur large] the burdens of taxatior 
order that the laboring masses may be relieved, as largely as_is con-istent 
with government, from taxes necessary to be levied and collected to 
meet the current expenses of the Government. ; 

This view of the case being pecepnes as the correct policy, the question 
arises as to the amount of import duty that should be justly levied ov m: hair 
As the tariff bill now under consideration recommends that 5 cents per 
pound be levied on raw silk as a revenue duty, it seems to me right ani 
proper that mohair should pay the same rate of import duty that silk I+ to 
pay, and in addition to the 5) cents per pound as the revenue duty, it should 

may 25 cents per pound import duty as an additional protection to the indus- 
ry, which can be made to neet the demands of the people within a reasoa''e 
number of years if Te protection be given same. 

The hide of the t, being used exclusivery in the manufacture of luxur'- 
ous commodities, nid pay an import duty of 40 cents or more per pound. 
Forty cents per pound import duty levied on the or flint hide would have 
enabled the Government to collect more than $20,000,000 per annum on the 
more than 5,000,000 pounds of ~ flint goatskins that have anuua.ly been 
imported into the United States du each of the last six or eizht years, 
except the year closing June 30, 1804. from this quantity imported 4s 
dry flint hides, there has also been imported a considerable quantity of goat 
skins in a half-dressed condition for the manufacture of morocco leather. 

he tanners of goatskins will need to be given pret rates of compensatory 
duties to protect them against competition offered by foreign tanners. 

An examination of the t reports will show that the 
consumption of goatskins by the people of the United States, as imported in 















1897. 


ee 


the raw and half-dressed condition and as imported in gloves, is enormous, 























against foreign competition; and the same records go to prove that during 
costing the people of this nation (computing the probable quantity of raw goat- | the last fifteen years the aanual importations of goatskins have very greatly 
aiins used in the manufacture of gloves imported) annually less than an | incr-ased : 
average of $13,000,000 during the last eight years, every pound of which can and [ herewith insert statement taken from the records of the Treasury De 
would be produced by the people of this country if given adequate protection | partment showing importations of goat products 
Import of goatskins and mohair and manufactures of goatskins 
{See United States Treasury Department reports. } 
| Dutiable under section 3,| Goatskins. 
Pounds | Cost per aci of October 1, 1890 tanned. bat —_ Value 
* . . tara , vos } ° 
Year. free. Value. pound. . ; = Gress d, eaten Mohait a ., 
Quantity. Value. purposes i 
| 
| Cents. | Pounds. | Por 

EE Retiabdesuce susccoenss ccecce asones|aesuce cece cece tnt indnéegs annclnAgdngona $2, 401, 550 $4,159,112 
i iavenen cs ancesqnasnececes cose ctesleocess ones cce- GLE Licadade ace 3, 450, 571 42437, 287 
te a Dircadenda voce nsoeces esate secs bia Mhidieheargisird 7,008, 472 |......... 3, 415, 985 4, 1203, Guo) 
nn anive cangedoce< cccccacndcesbce< Di cekbitin aktatied eB ce 3,644, 605 5. 501, 386 
ee bed inad otindenda cone sabe asco cess Dichoiadebbten DEE Ss nn nakeadl dneted 7 : 3, 474, 7A 5, G27, 4 
aah che Cnaencee seco caceebesscceecer i tha egestas wa BRGMEMEEE Nasoewsscse 240, 493 $18, 840 3, 497, 879 5, 830, 380) 
ee conn ocucee euces sece sees acai _< 9 | aa 1, 927, 965 429, 257 137, 45 6, 925, 876 
ee Ravn ddlle 6 cncca ceases Stneseceseléucces 8,170, 563 |... 1, 780, 183 412, 603 2,484, 740 4,412.50 
EE EE 53, 968, 385 10, 84, 845 | 20.3 272, 107 59, Gaz 3, 728, 225 6.453 E 
ee Stbpen dime eehgeenges 46, 747,029 10, 304, 595 22.06 3. 145. 939 6. 763. O82 1. Sut ii 

The facts set forth in the records of the Treasury Department, added to | various branches of the manufactures of boots, shoes, and leather ar ed 
the further fact that the United States possesses all the conditions recuisite | to $2 0,000,000, and the value of the manufactured pr was § O0000 
to enable the people of this nation to produce every pound of goatskin and | the number of people employed, 266,000, and the amount wa paid was 
molair needed, renders this subject worthy the careful and earnest consid- | $100.000,000 
eration of Congress, while considering ways and means by which the Gov lhe industry has increased toa very large extent that tin und the 
ernment can be supplied with the necessary amount of revenue, and at the | capital employed is much larger 
same time induce the people to make this country self-supplying 1m all com- ne number of cattle hides taken off annually in the United States for the 
modities needful that we are now importing but that we can successfully | past five years has been from 12,000,000 to 15,000,000, and t! tumbel orted 
produce. {) been from 3,000,000 to 6.000.000. The largest importations we in ISOS 

Further consideration of this subject will enable you to ascertain the | when the price of hides in this country was much higher than ina part of 
facts that highlands of all Southern States, nearly all of Texas, New Mexico, | the world. and large numbers came here from nearly all th ide-producing 
and Arizona, a large portion of California, and some portions of the Paciiic | « tries. The imports of cattle hides in 1895 were rly 6. 000.00 
Coast north of California are well adapted to raising the Angora goat, and he domestic take-off of cattle hides in the United States in Isi6 ibout 
that middle and west Texas, New Mexico, and Arizona not only have room | 12,000,000; about one-third of this number were taken off by th irge and 
to successfully graze and care for many millions of goats (besides carrying | small packers, and the other two-thirds by the small butchers and farmers 
at the same time large stocks of sheep), but the three sections of coun try ll are also yery large numbers of calfskins taken off in this country 
last named have been proven to be the natural home of the goat in North | every year, bat it is difficult to estimate the number 
America, and are spoken of by men of experience in other countries as com \ bout 5,000,000 sheep and lambs are slanghtered in the United States yearly, 
paring favorably with any part of the world for goat-raising purpose and st of the skins are used in making leather 

Concerning the number of goats now in the United States, | have toadvise there are also imported into this country yearly about 600,000 dozen, or 
you that, while the reports of the Department of Agriculture at Washington | 7,(' »pskins, used mostly for making leath 
show but 45,000 goats in North America. such report is misleading, from the | Ther » also imported yearly a large number of goatskins, kangaroo 
fact that a reference to the office of comptroller of Texas shows that the as- | skins. hair sheep and Angora sheepskins 


sessors of this State returned to that office for assessment last year (1505) 
251.585 goats, and a reference to the comptroller’s records for the State of Cali 
fornia and the Territories of New Mexicoand Arizona will show that in those 
districts there are also considerable numbers of goats, a good portion of 
which, in all these different States and Territories named, are of the Angora 


reed. 

While discussing the feasibility of obtaining stock for the building up of a 
sufficient stock of goats to enable the United States to become self supplying, 
Ihave to further advise you that while we have no official reports concern 
ing the number cf goats in Mexico, yet my personal knowledge of the num- 
ber of goats in that country leads me to believe that there are at least three 
or four millions of goats in that country, a gvod portion of which the people 
of the United States would be likely to come in possession of in compara 
tively few years by purchase and removal of same to the United States if 
sufficient rate of protection is given the industry by Congress to justify the 
people in purchasing and bringing same into the United States. 

It isa well-known fact that the goat is the most hardy and prolific animal 
of any of the wool-bearing species; consequently it is reasonable to conclude 
that the addition of a considerable portion of the goat stock of Mexico to the 
present stock of goats in the United States would, in comparatively few years. 
enable the people of this country to become self-supplying in both goats«ins 
and mohair, thereby enabling the nation to keep at home the $15,000.00 to 
$17,100.10 in gold that is now being sent abroad in payment for goatskins and 
mohair that we are annually importing, and which amount of importations 
is rapidly increasing, and at the same time the building up of this indu-try 
would give rofitable employment to tens of thousands of people and make 
valuable millions of acres of nouagricultural lands located in the arid districts 
of the United States. 

Most respectfully, 
B. L. CROUCH. 
Hon. Lee MAnTLRE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. MANTLE. It will be seen that this gentleman has gone 
into the matter most thoroughly, has investigated all the statis- 
ties bearing upon it, and has tabulated a statement giving his 





number can not be determined, but conservative e 


timates 
p'ace the number asin the vicinity of 40,000,0 0 to 50,000,000 


skins According 
to the reports of imports of merchandise for 1895, there were 45,715,000 pounds 
of goatskins. raw or uncured, imported into the United Stat valued at 
$10.35.350. These goatskins came principally from India, China, Germany, 
France, Russia, Turkey. Mexico, Argentina, Brazil, Africa, and U1 | King- 
dom. The supply of these foreign goat and sheep skins seems to be unlim 

| ited. 


views, and from the protective standpoint there is no disputing the | 


proposition that a higher rate of duty ouzht to be levied upon these 
skins and hairs for the pu 


ose of encouraging their production in | 


our own country. His jndgment and belief is—and he states the | 


case very clearly and logically—that with a protective duty suffi- 
ciently high we can supply these articles very largely ourselves. 


1 desire to have the memorial of Mr. Maddock, to which I have | 


referred. printed in the Recorp in connection with my remarks. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 


The memorial referred to is as follows: 


(Senate Document No. 150, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session. ] 
MEMORIAL OF GEORGE H. MADDOCK. 


Mr. Hoar mted the following memorial of George H. Maddock, presi- 
dent of the Boston Upper Leather Tanners’ Club, containing statistics in re- 
gard to tariff on hides: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., June 10, 1897. 
The Senate of the United States: 


The following in regard toa tariff on hides and leather is most respectfully 


According to the census of 1990, the amount of capital employed in the 


As the shoe and leather industry is so large and important ; industry, 











great care should be taken in the adjustment of the new tariff that as little 
disturbance as possible should be made in the lot ‘stabli i conditions of 
the trade, and it would be very detrimental to the industry tou have excess 
ive or unequal duties imposed on raw materials; but without doubt the in- 
dustry could very readily adapt itself to a reasonable duty 

Ona t of our extensive forestsof oak and hemlock, and the easy access 
to them | nilroads, and on account of the enterprise and push of our 
Amert t ners, we are able to produce leather (in the making of which 
oak or hemlock bark is required) at a less price than similar leather can be 
produced in other parts of the world, and for this reason we have been able 
to ablich a large foreign trade for our leather, amounting to nearly $20 


Gitta vear. 





This leather goes to nearly all the important leather markets of Europe, 
and American leather has become almost a necessity to the English shoe 
manufacturers. The shoe and leather trade seems to seek a few principal 
centers in each country. Boston is now the great and leather center of 
the world, and London is the next place of importance 

Owing to the skill and enterprise and clo-e attention to the business by the 
American tanner and shoe manufacturer, the competition has become very 
close and the profits are reduced to the minimum, so that many of our large 
shoe factories are willing to run fora profit of | to2 cents per pair on the cheaper 
grades of shoes, costing $1.25 per pair or less, and a profit of 5 cents per pair 
is an unusual thing, except on the medium and hetter grades of shoes, and 





the tannersof cattle hides for the past three years have not av 


eraged over 2 
to 25 cents per hide profit 


In spite of the inroad upon this narrow margin of profit which would be 
made by the proposed duty on hides, less harm would result if the duty on 
cattle hides was properly classified, and if the hides and skins of other ani 
mals were also put on the dutiable list at an equitalJe rate. Such aduty on 
skins would give more real protection to cattle hides than the proposed duty 
in the Senate bill; it would give more revenue, and it would bea more popu 
lar measure 

It is proposed in the tariff bill as reported to the Senate May 4, 1897, totake 


cattle hides from the free list, where they have been since 


1872, and place a 


duty on them of 1} cents per pound. (See p. 8. B. 152, No. 426 

In the same bill it is proposed to leave the raw skins of all other animals on 
the free list (page 184, No. 636)), and also leave the duty on tanned skins at 10 
per cent ad valorem, the same as they have been, hides on tho free list (No. 


427. page 154, lines 7, 8, and 9 
These imported raw skins pr “luce leather that is used extensively in 
place of similar leather made from cattle hides, displaces so much cattle hide 
leather. and helps to reduce the price of hide leather and of cattle hides A 
duty should be placed on these raw skins if a duty is to be placed on hid 

The tanned skins imported under No. 427, lines 7, 8, and 9, compete 
seriously with leathers made from domestic hides, as cin readily 
and a duty of 30 per cent on this article would not be excessive, and w 
afford much better protection to our domestic hides than would a duty 
cattle hides. 

It requires, on the average, over two months’ time to manufacture leather 
from cattle hides, and a large amount of raw material. such as bark, etc., is 
used. This gives constant employment to labor for over two months fora 

amount of labor in gathering and preparing the 


hide, and employs a lar 
Tark, etc., while on the average it takes only abou$ 


he h w . 
ruled 
on 


materials used, such as 
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two weeks to prepare leather from the imported skins, for the reason that 
most of the skins are tanned by a quick chemical process, such as a chrome- 
tanning process, or by some other similar process, which have not as yet been 
found to be succe~-sfully agureot> to tanning a hide. Very little material is 
required in tanning or finishing these skins, and it requires only a few days 
to finish leather from the imported tanned skins, and only a very small 
amount of material. 

It will thus appear that the manufacture of leather from cattle hides em- 
loys labor at least four times as long as the manufacture of leather from 

ese imported skins, and also uses a much larger amount of domestic mate- 
rial in the manufacture of hide leather. 

It is difficult to give the amount of imports of the raw skins that compete 
with leather made from cattle hides. They are not prosesty classified in the 
Government reports, as mr have been on the free list. 

The importation of goatskins, raw, in 1895 amounted to $10,955,000; in 1896 
to $10,305,000. A portion of these skins would produce leather that would 
compete with cattle hides. 

Under the term “Skins for morocco, tanned,” the imports in 1895 were 
=. and in 18096, $3.150,000. These paid a duty of 10 per cent, but proba- 

aly valued at the extreme lew price at which they were brought (chiefly in 
India), the leather from a large portion of these tanned skins competes very 
riously with leather made from cattle hides. The duty on these skins has 
sen 10 per cent, which is not enough for protection. It ehould be 30 per cent, 
as before stated 

The value of cattle hides imported can not be definitely stated, as they are 
not classified separately, having been on the free list. 

A careful estimate of the imports of cattle hides gives the number im- 
ported in 1896 as 3,500,000. A fair estimate of the weight would be 71,000,000 
pounds; a fair estimate of the value would be $13,000,000. 

The imports of raw goatskins in 1806 were 45,715,000 pounds, valued at 
$10,300,000. These were free of duty. 

The importations of hides and skins for 1896 are as follows: 
Imports of gostekine, I i a catenin Sani neein ain $10, 300, 000 
Imports of hides and skins other than goat and fur skins.......... % 

ports of tanned skins for morocco, meaning principally East 

India tanned goat, sheep, and kip skins...................... vac 8, 150, 000 
























Less tanned skins, taxed at 10 per cent...............-....-.-.---..- 8, 150, 000 
Leaving total value of........ .-. 13,516,000 


Being the value of hides and skins other than cattle hides that it is pro 
to leave on the free list. This certainly does not give the desired 
protection to cattle hides. 
GEO. H. MAD 


President Boston Upper Leather Tanners’ Club, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Montana [Mr. ManTLE] to the 
amendment proposed by the committee, which has been read. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the adoption 
of the amendment proposed by the committee inserting a new 
paragraph. 

‘ Mr. VEST. Let us have the yeas and nays on that, Mr. Presi- 
ent. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr, COCKRELL, Let the amendment be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is pro to amend the amendment of 
the committee in paragraph 426}, in line 8, page 152, after the 
word “ pickled,” to strike out ‘‘14 cents per pound” and insert 20 
per anes ad valorem;” and after the word ‘‘pound,” in line 9, to 
strike out: 


Provided, That upon all leather exported, made from imported hides, there 
shall be allowed a drawback equal to the amount of duty paid on such hides, 
so) ae pat under such regulations as the Secretary of the ury may pre- 


So as to make the paragraph read: 

426}. Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, 20 
per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. WHITE. I inquire if we are now to vote upon the amend- 
not proposed by the committee to the amendment of the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. VEST. I understood that 20 per cent had been already 


accepted. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have substituted for the original amend- 
ment another amendment, and‘we are now voting upon the 
amendment as amended as a substitute. 

Mr. WHITE. From the statement made from the desk, it 
would seem to be a substitution of 20 per cent for 1} cents 
pound, and striking out the proviso. It ought to be read as if 20 
per cent had already been inserted. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is correct. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the insertion of 
the new paragraph 426; as it has been amended on the motion of 
_ or from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. The Secretary will call 

e roll, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DANTEL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HansBproues], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. DEBOE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PeTriGREw], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 

or Senator frem New a. SuitH}. If he were present, 
would vote “nay” and I vote **yea.” 
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Mr. LINDSAY (when his name was called). I have a ge), 


od with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMi,) 


he were present, I should vote * nay.” 
Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired wit! 


Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaLLincer}, and th: 
withhold my vote. 


Mr. TELLER (when Mr. PETTIGREW’s name was called). 


Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] is paired wit}; ; 
Senator from California [Mr. WutTe]. The Senator from s 
Dakota would vote ‘‘ yea” if present. 


Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I am paire 


the a Senator from Washington [Mr. TurNER}, but 
would vote upon this question in the affirmative, if he were 
e 


mt, as I shall do, I ask to record my vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 
The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. BATE. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. H\, 


is absent on account of ill health, and that he is paired wi: 
Senator from Vermont (Mr. MORRILL] who is also absent. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the necat 


I am paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Har}, and \. te i 
inadvertently. I withdraw my vote. 


Mr. GEAR. I have announced my pair with the Senator frijyy 


New Jerse — SmitH]}, but I transfert that pair to the Senator 
from Rhode 


sland [Mr. ALDRICH], and vote ‘* yea.” 
Mr. CLARK (after having voted in the affirmative). 1 in«uire 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator has not voted. 
Mr. CLARK. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with 


that Senator. 


Mr. BUTLER. I am paired with the Senator from Maryland 


[Mr. WELLINGTON], but understanding, if he were present, that |.6 
would vote the same way on this question as I do, I vote © yea” 


Mr. CLARK. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator from 


Kansas [Mr. Harris] to the junior Senator from Illinois | \ir. 
meee, and vote “‘ yea.” 


Mr. I transfer my pair with the Senator from South 


Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] to the Senator from Nevada | Mr. 
JONES], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 


Mr. PENROSE. Iam authorized to transfer my pair with tho 


junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Kenney], so that he will | 
paired with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. Therefore | 
am at liberty to vote, and vote “‘ yea.” 


Mr. WH On ye emia I am paired with the Senator 


ETTIGREW], and withhold my vote. li 


Mr. MARTIN. I wish to announce that lam paired wi!) tho 


Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBripg], and therefore withhold iy 


vote, 
Mr. BACON (after having voted in the negative). I inquire of 
_ er > the junior Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. Wer. :r| 
vo 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island lias 


not voted. 


Mr. BACON. Then I withdraw my vote, as I have a general 


pair with that Senator. 


Mr. MANTLE. I desire to inquire if any arrangement has 


been made respecting the pair of the Senator from Utah | Mr. 
Cannon ]? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The of the Senator from Utah 
Mr. Cannon} has been transf to the Senator from Delaware 
Mr. Kenney], as announced by the Senator from Pennsylvania 
Mr. PENROSE}. 

The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—39. 


Allen, Deboe, . Jones, Nev. Rawlins, 
Allison, Elkins, Sewell, 
Baker, Fairbanks, Man Shoup, 
Butler. Fr 2 —, 8 on 
Carter, = : Teller, ; 
Chandler, Pat, Conn Thurston, 
Cullom, Heitteld, Proctor Wilson” 
Davis, oar, Quay, 
Bate, Cockrell, a Roach, 
Berry, ss Mivnel, Purple 
Chilton, Gray, Paso ; Vest. 
Gay, ola ° Pettus, Walthall. 
Aldri — Smith. 
ich, . 
Martin,” -% 
Cannon, ones, Ark. — 
Daniel, enney. etmore, 
Gallinger, ; Morritt, White, 
— a oa 
C 
Hansbrough, McEnery, Platt, N. ¥. 


So the amendment to insert as a new paragraph paragraph !°04 
as amended was agreed to. : 
Mr. ALLISON. I offer, on behalf of the majority of the 





1897. 





Committee on Finance, a new paragraph in lieu of paragraph 
497 as originally proposed to be inserted by the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa on behalf of the committee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert, as a substitute for 
paragraph 427 as originally reported, the following: 

427 Band or belting leather, sole leather, dressed upper, and all other 
leather, calfskins, tanned, or tanned and dressed, kangaroo, sheep and goat 
skins (ineludin lamband kid skins), dressed and finished, chamois, and other 
skins. and bookbinders’ calfskins, all the foregoing not specially provided for 
in this act, 20 percent ad valorem; skins for morocco, tanned, but unfinished, 
10 per cent of calerem: skins of sheep origin, dressed, with the grain on, $1.50 
per dozen skins; skins of goat origin, dressed, with the grain on. ® per dozen 
skins; skins dressed as suede or with the exterior grain surface removed, 
whether known as mocha or otherwise, $2.50 per dozen skins; patent, japanned, 
varuished, or enameled leather, weighing not over 10 pounds per dozen 
hides or skins, Scents per pound and 2 per cent ad valorem; if weighing 
over 10 pounds and not over 25 pounds per dozen, 30 ceuts per pound and 10) 
per cent ad valorem; if weighing over 25 pounds per dozen. 2) cents per pound 
and 10 percentad valorem; pianoforte leather and pianoforte action leather 
3 per cent ad valorem; leather shoe laces, finished or unfinished, 3) cents per | 
gross and 20 percent ad valorem; bootsand shoes made of leather, 25 per cent 
ad valorem: Provided, That leather cut into shoe uppers or vamps or other 
forms, suitable for conversion into manufactured articles, shall be classified 
as manufactures of leather and pay duty accordingly. 


Mr. WHITE. This amendment is very lengthy and seems to 
need a little clarification. I will inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
as to whether the effect of it is to increase the duty over the 
amendment heretofore proposed by the committee or over the bill 
as it came from the House; I speak of it generally. It is mysteri 
ously concocted. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
by the amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. This amendment was very carefully prepared 
by an expert of the Treasury Department. It does somewhat in- 
crease the duties upon japanned leather above those heretofore pro- 
vided, but otherwise I do not think there is any material advance. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator state the object of the commit- | 
tee in framing this complicated amendment? Will he state the | 


How great an increase is proposed 
proy 


object to be gained by it? What was the difficulty with the 
former amendment? 
Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator had noticed carefully the read- 


ing of the amendment. he would have observed that all the leathers | 
bearing 20 per cent ad valorem have been thrown together. This 
is more scientific, if I may use that term, than the paragraph 


former] aepeeee by the committee. 
Mr. WH ; This is more scientific than the other? 


Mr. ALLISON. That is to say, it carries all the leathers that | 
have a 20 per cent ad valorem duty together. Then it classifies 
other leathers, some of them being made specific instead of ad 
valorem, without increasing the ad valorem. Perhaps I should | 
have said the amendment now proposed is more symmetrical than 
the former one. 

Mr. VEST. Underthe amendment as originally proposed by the 
committee the duty upon japanned leather was 20 per cent ad | 
valorem. Can the Senator now tell us what is the ad valorem | 
rate upon japanned leather under the amendment as amended? 

Mr. AL N. About 10 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. All these *‘ band or belting leathers, calf- 
skins tanned, or tanned and dressed, dressed upper leather, includ- | 
ing patent, enameled, and japanned leather, dressed or undressed,” | 
ete., were placed at 20 per cent advalorem. What does the Sena- 
tor say is now the increase over 20 per cent? 

Mr. N. Theincrease is about 10 per cent, making it 30. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Instead of 20? 

Mr. ALLISON. Instead af 20. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On all of those? 

Mr. ALLISON. On all that class of leather. 

Mr. WHITE. Is there any compensating duty in this? 
this framed with a view to prepare a compensating duty? 





* * 


Was 
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duties were raised in this paragraph to compensate for the 20 per 
cent which has just been added on hides? 


Mr. ALLISON. Ten per cent as to japanned leather. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Was it not raised as to anything else? 
Mr. ALLISON. Not as to anything else, I believe. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then the addition of 10 per cent does 


not, in the opinion of the Senator, change the 
tection on these articles? 

Mr. ALLISON. Only as I have stated. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. From which I infer that the 
thinks that the rates were too high in this paragraph before the 
addition of the 20 per cent duty on hides? 

Mr. ALLISON. They were high enough 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the committee 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There ought to bea yea-and-nay vote 
of the Senate on that proposition, and | ask that the vote be taken 
in that way. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.WHITE. Ifthe Senator from Iowa has the information con- 
venient, I should like to know the ad valorem rate on shoe strings. 

Mr. GRAY. Are shoe strings on the dutiable list? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes: under this amendment. 

Mr. GRAY. Could they not escape? 

Mr. WHITE. No; it seems not. 

Mr. ALLISON. The rate is about 20 per cent, I think. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll 


nece ssity for pro- 


Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota |Mr. Hanssprovucs). 
Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I have a general pair 


with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smirn]. If he 


| were present, I should vote ** yea.” 


Mr. LINDSAY 


the 
Ww 


when his name was called). I am paired with 
senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN]. If he were 
present, I should vote ** nay.” 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I am paired on 
this question with the Senator from Oregon {Mr. McBriIpeE]}. 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaLLincer|. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘* nay.” 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. KenNrEy]. If he were 
present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
, but for this 
vote I transfer my pair to the Senator from Illinois | Mr. Mason], 
and I will vote. I vote ** yea.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). Upon this vote I am 
paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Perricrew]. 
Were he present, he would vote “ yea” and I should vote *‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 


Mr. BERRY. I was request 


i by the senior Senator from 


| New York [Mr. Murpry] to announce that on all these questions 


he is paired with his colleague [Mr. PLartr]. If the senior Sen- 
ator from New York were present, he would vote ‘* nay 

Mr. VEST. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Nevson]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay” and he would 


| vote “yea.” 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the negative). 
I am paired with the Senator from Maine | Mr. HaLe}, and voted 
inadvertently. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the negative). The junior 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WeTMoRE] not having voted, I 
withdraw my vote, as I have a general pair with him. 

The result was announced 








yeas 30, nays 19; as follows: 
Mr. ALLISON. It was framed in view of the fact of the 20 per | YEAS—20. 
cent duty on hides. | Allison, Elkins, Lodge Spooner, 
Mr. WHITE. Then the increase is due to the fact that a tariff eee, a ae si To 
duty has been placed on hides? | aoiion — he ooo 
Chandler, Frye, Pritchard, rhurston, 
r. ALLISON. On that class of leather. I believe the pro- | Clarke, fanna, Proctor Warren, 
yas amendment is satisfactory to those who voted to impose a | Cullom, oe quays, Wilson. 
a avis, oar, Sewell, 
: 2 Deboe, Jones, Nev Shoup, 
-GRAY. Ishould like to ask what the committee propose | ~~ NAYS—19. 
to substitute for lines 7, 8, and 9, which read: Alied. Cockrell. M Roach, 
Skins for morocco, tanned, but unfinished, 10 per cent ad valorem? Bate, Faulkner, - r lman, 
Sa ¢ : ‘ ade jerry, Gray Asc Turpie, 
Mz. ALLISON. That is included in the substitute as stated. | C2... a Pettus. Walthall. 
The duty on morocco is not increased. Chilton, Mallory, Rawlins, 
Mr. GRAY. How is it as to “skins for morocco, tanned, but NOT VOTING—40 
te Aldrich, Gorman, McEnery, Penrose, 
Mr. ALLISON. They are not included, and stand at 10 per | Bacon, Hale McLaurin, Pettigrew, 
Baker, Hansbrough Mc Millan, Platt, N. Y. 
cent, as in the former amendment. P aioe ewate. Sone Mantle. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Was the tax too high as proposed | Cannon, Heitfeld, Martin, 
the 20 cent was put on? er, ; onan, Ark. on m, 
: { Daniel, nney, Mills, ugton, 
-. IN. On skins for morocco? Gallinger, Kyle, Morrill, ; 
. JONES of Arkansas. Yes. Gear, Lindsay, Murphy, 
Mr. ALLISON. I think so. George, McBride, Nelson, Wolcott. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understood the Senator tosay these! So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 
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Mr. CAFFERY. I offer a table prepared by Mr. Byron W. The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be jecti at ora 
Holt, in connection with the sugar schedule, and ask that it may | will be made. Re eee that order 


























be printed in the Recorp and as a separate document. The table referred to is as follows: 
Table showing differential or net protection on 100 pounds of hard refined sugar; protection concealed in error of Treasury table; total concealed prote, 
the 20 cents per 100 pounds intended; and net protection, or differential (including countervailing duty of 38 cents) on 100 pounds hard refined suga . 
Pounds raw nired to Amount of duty on raw Differential on 100 iffer 
make 100 pounds refined eager required to make hard refined uaged taeod Senta 
sugar.* 100 pounds of hard re- ; eel, OF 
: fined sugar. on t— Total het pro 
Protec- t 
cecilia saddened _|Amount}__ tion con- | Concealed 
vf ome cealed in| Protec. /{)0"''\'ing 
Raw “ test” per on 100 Treasur ion, all counter 
degree. pound. | Theo- | mroas. pounds | Theo- tabl Y| over » Vuiling 
Theo. Treas- | 4 tual retical wean Actual refined. retical ry al error. |,centsper 20's 
‘etical. ury. : allow- unds. - . ) pound 
y anes, |lowance. po a , 100pounds. "| co 
)  Gnea 
Cents, | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents 
100 100 100 1.75 | $1.7500| $1.7500| $1. 7500 $1.95 20 20 20 Sebnenesegewledsenessce-- 58 
101.01 101, 87 101.2 1.72 1. 7374 1. 7822 1.7406 1.9 21.26 19. 78 20.94 1.16 0.94 58. 04 
102.04} 103.78 | 102.4 1.69) 1.7265 | 1.7530] 1.7905 1%] 22.55] 19.70] 21.95 2.25 1.95 | 59 95 
108. 09 105. 60 108.7 1.6 1.7113 1. 7530 1.7214 1.9 23.87 19.70 22. 86 3.16 2. 86 | 60.6 
104, 17 107. 47 105.0 1.68 1. 6980 1.7518 1.7115 1.9 25.20 19. 82 23. 85 4.03 3.85 | 61.8% 
105, 26 109. 34 106.4 1.00 1. 6842 1.7404 |- 1. 70R4 1.9% 26.58 20.08 24.76 4.70 4.76 | 62 78 
106. 38 111.20 107.8 1.57 1. 6702 1. 7458 1, 6925 1.9 27.98 20. 42 25. 76 5.34 5.76 | 63 76 
107.53 113. 07 109.3 1.54 1. 6560 1.7413 1, 6832 1.9% 29.40 20. 87 26. 68 5.81 6. 68 | 64.68 
108. 69 114. 94 110.8 1.51 1. 6412 1. 7356 1.6731 1.95 30. 88 21.44 27.69 6.45 7.69 | 65. 69 
109. 89 116. #1 112.3 1.48 1. 6264 1, 7238 1. 6620 1.9% 32. 36 2.12 28.80 6. 68 8.80 | (5.80 
11.11 118. 67 113.9 1.45 1.6111 1, 7207 1.6515 1.9 33. 89 22.93 29.85 6. 92 9.85 | 67.85 
112. 36 120. 54 115.5 1.42 1. 5955 1.7117 1. 6401 1.95 35. 45 23. 83 30.99 7.16 10.99 | 68.99 
113. 64 122. 41 117.1 1.39 1. 5796 1.7015 1. 6277 1.95 37. 64 24. 85 2.23 7.38 12.23 70.23 
114. % 124. 27 118.7 1.26 1. 4482 1.5658 1. 4956 1.95 50. 58 38. 42 45. 44 7.02 25. 44 83.4 
116. 28 126. 14 120.3 1.23 1. 4302 1. 5515 1. 4797 1.95 51.98 39.85 47.03 7.18 27.13 85.13 
117.65 128. 01 122.0 1.20 1, 4118 1. 5361 1.4640 1.9% 53. 82 41.39 48. 60 7.21 28. 60 86. 60 
119. 09 129. 88 123.7 1.17 1. 3034 1.5196 1. 4472 1.9% 55. 66 43. 04 50. 28 7.24 30. 28 RS. 28 
mm : isin Nidesasbeebedapeidnaeasidabaastmaalh at Fea said tiiedlitieelicnie eli hleipiriatieees Segara 
* The column headed “ Theoretical” shows the number of pounds of raw sugar of each grade which would be required to make 100 pounds of cryst red 
or hard refined sugar, providing all of the crystallizable sugar was extracted. It is not practicable to extract all. In the column headed * Aciua! the 
allowance is sufficient to yield in practice 100 pounds of hard refined sugar. If refiners do not get out 1 poands of hard refined from these allowances. it 
is usually because they can give a greater value to their products by turning out less hard and more soft refined sugars, Of course the unextra:te| :rys 
ta\lizable eager can be made into soft refined—almost as valuable as hard refined sugars. Besides these sugars there is more or less of invert sugar. whi 
goes into sirup. 
+ In the column headed “ Theoretical allowance" the differential is based upon the supposition that all the crystallizable sugar is gotten out of the raw 
sugar. The small amount that is lost in practice is saved in the form of soft refined sugars. The differential shown in this column is therefore | ibly 
nearer correct than is that in the column headed * Actual pounds.” In the latter column no account is taken of the increased value of the so!t reiined 


sugars due to the duty on them. 

+ These differentials do not include the duty on the soft sugars made from the residue of the first refining process, all of which duty is clear profit to 
refiners. Neither do they show the full protection given to the low-grade refined sugars. Under the proposed schedule these sugars, though often testing 
less than 90 degrees, enjoy the same protection as hard refined sugars testing 99}. The protection on these sugars is therefore about lo per cent more than 
on hard refined sugar. It will thus prohibit the importation of low-grade refined sugars. 


Mr. ALLISON, I desire to have the attention of the Senator Mr. LODGE. A smooth glove. 
from California for a moment. In the original paragraph 427 I Mr. ALLISON. It is a smooth finish, 


find that leather shoe laces were partly specific and partly ad va- Mr.GRAY. They are taxed $4 adozen pairs. Itis a very hich 
lorem. The rate proposed by the amendment just adopted is less | tax, and I wish to know whether it is an ordinary leather glove 
than the rate proposed by the House, or a fine leather glove, 


The reading of the bill was resumed, beginning with line 17, page Mr. ALLISON. They are all fine gloves—“ glacé finish, kid, 
154, and continued to the end of paragraph 430, which is as follows: | goat, or other leather than that of sheep origin.” 
430. Women's or children’s “ glacé " finish, lambor sheep, not over l4inches Mr. VEST. The “ glacé” is the finer glove. 


in length, $2.50 per dozen pairs: over 14 and not over 17 inches in length, $3.50 - : 
er dozen yy over 17 inches in length, $4.50 per dozen pairs; men’s * glacé” Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The tax is about 50 per cent. 


nish. lamb or sheep, $4 per dozen pairs, Mr. GRAY. How do they differ, I should like to ask the Sen- 
Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa how | %T a cere ee = ay soy em um parag i - 1 
paragraph 430 compares with the McKinley law on gloves? 1 ian & ace nish, nig or ener, $4 per dozen pairs.” Is the 
Mr. ALLISON. I think it is an increase. oo ALLISON. Thi arene ae 1 Th s the kids 
Mr. GRAY. Can the Senator from Arkansas state the increase, lott eas a a eevee ese are the kids, 
unless the Senator from Iowa has the figures? and other than of sheep origin. . 
Mr. ALLISON. It is 25 cents a dozen on the first bracket. The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


Mr. GRAY. That is what | make it out, The classification is ~ ae Finance was to strike out paragraph 4:1, in the 
different from that of the McKinley law. We in this paragraph | *°UOW'S words: , = 
have adopted the classification of the law of 1894. 434. In addition to the foregoing rates there shall be paid the following 


~y : os Y lative duties: , ‘. ay dozen pairs: or 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On 14-inch gloves it is $1.75 a dozen sil pique or ooig abun ghenee, Beeman Sordcown pain: aab pve Psti sched 


under the present law, and $2.50 under the Senate bill; over 14 or embroidered, with more than three single orends or cords, 50 cents per 

i y 72 2 75 » dozen pairs; Provided, all gloves represen 0 be of a kind or grade 

inches and not OF “ii Mf nena $2.7 , al the present law, and below their actual kind or grade shall pa ma additional duty of $ per dozen 

$3.50 under the pending bill—75 cents difference. pairs: And provided further, That no gloves shail be classed as children’s 
Mr. GRAY. Seventy-five cents difference? gloves that are larger than size 6, glove measurement. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Seventy-five cents. Over 14 inches And to insert in lieu thereof: 
and not over 17 inches, unlined, it is $2.75 under the present law 434. In addition to the foregoing rates, there shall be paid on leather gloves, 
and $3.50 under the pending bill; over 14 and not over 17 inches in | when lined, $1 per dozen pairs. all leather gloves imported without fas- 
length, lined, $3.75 under the present law and $4.50 under this Speareet ae — for comes nag Eten openings sees Saal bea rodu 
bill; over 17 inches in length, unlined, $3.75 under the present | ° 2° °e"ts Per dozen pairs from the rates in the preceding paragraphs. — 
law and $4.50 under the pending bill. Mr. ALLISON. I offer what I send to the desk as a substitute 





tion 


Mr. ALLISON. On the next item it is the same—$4. for the committee amendment. on 

The reading of passed-over paragraphs was resumed, and para- | The Secretary. It is proposed to amend the amendment o! the 
graph 431 was read, as follows: committee by inserting as a substitute therefor the following: 

431. Women's or children's “ glacé" finish, goat, kid, or other leather than 434. In addition to the foregoing rates there shall be paid — sonther g° aaa 
of sheep origin, not over 14 inches in length, $3 per dozen pairs; over 14 and — po ed - Piqne of pris seam gion than t bree . > 
not over 17 inches in length, $3.75 per dozen pairs; over 17 inches in length, , 5: F . 


7 airs: *s “ place” le strands or cords, 25 cents per dozen pairs. On all leather g.oves wit 

$4 75 per dozen pairs; men's “ glace” finish, kid, goat, or other leather than ae onente S ang kind 

> igi : gs, imported without fasteners, or parts thereof, of 2") , 

of sheep origin, $4 per doses pairs. 2 there shall be a sabnenee of 25 cents per dozen pairs from the rates in the 
Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Iowa tell us in regard to | preceding paragraphs. 


the last item in paragraph 431? It is the same description as in Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As well as I could hear, there has 
— 431, men’s “g ” finish. What kind of a glove is it? | been an increase in the rate of duty on gloves of 75 cents a dozen 

t is a tremendous tax, it seems tome, Is thata fine glove or a/| intheseparagraphs. Theamendment now offered, if [ understand 
ooarse glove? it correctly, increases it $1 in addition to the 75 cents. 








897. 2081 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No. course it is true that in each of these paragraphs men’s gloves of 
Mr. ALLISON. It increases it $1 on lined gloves. lamb or sheep are $4 a dozen. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is above the 75 cents already Mr. VEST. That is existing law. 

on; more than 100 per cent on the first recommendation of the Mr. ALLISON. And men’s gloves, other than of sheep 
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origin, 


committee. $4 a dozen. The other gloves here are graded up acc rd ng to 
Mr. ALLISON. Oh, no. their degree of finish. There will be no trouble about that 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then I do not understand it. Mr. WHITE. Perhaps it would further justify the report of 


Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 434 provided that ‘‘in addition to | the committee as to paragraph 434 to call attention to the com- 


the foregoing rates, there shall be paid on leather gloves, when | parative statement, on page 282, from which it nears that of 


lined, $1 per dozen pairs.” |} women’s or children’s gloves, glacé finish, goat, and so on. over 14 

Now, in addition to that we have provided for 25cents additional | and under 17 inches in length, lined, there were imported in 1s96 
per dozen pairs on all eee or prix seam gloves, instead of 50 | 30.26 dozens, and a duty paid of $201. That importation was not 
cents a dozen, as in the House scheme, and also upon embroidered | equaled by the bracket over 17 inches in length. lined, for it ap- 


loves the same rate, 25 cents a dozen additional, the House hav- | pears there the importation was 4.8 dozens, and the amount of 
ing put on 50 centsa dozen, and we omit from the amendment the | duty collected the munificent sum of $35. 
last two provisos found in the Honse text. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ido not understand the meaning of | amendment in the nature of a substitute proposed by the com- 
the amendment. I should be glad to have it read again from the | mittee. ; 


desk. ; The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will also look at the House The amendment as amended was agreed to 
The reading of passed-over paragraphs was resumed and con- 


text. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will again be read. | tinued to the end of line 19, on page 157. 


The Secretary again read the amendment. Mr. ALLISON. That completes the leather schedule. I ask 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This is a substitute for the House | that we return to paragraph 189. The Senator from Nebraska 
provision. and one or two other Senators ask that we do not take up the iead 


Mr. ALLISON. It is a substitute for the House provision and | schedule to-night, and, inasmuch as it will take some little time, 
the Senate amendment. : I suggest that we take up paragraph 189, which was partially con- 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not so understand it when it | sidered a few days ago. 


was first read. Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not understand why it seems to 
Mr. WHITE. I do not exactly understand the last sentence of | be the purpose to take up paragraph 189 just about the time for 
the ph, which provides that in certain cases there shall be | adjournment each afternoon. 


a reduction of 25 cents per dozen pairs. This seems to be ame- Mr. ALLISON. I do not quite seeany special reason for it my- 
nable to the criticism made by the Senator from Iowa the other | self, except that it ‘s more convenient than to take up the tead 
day when he —e deprecatingly of a provision that the duty | schedule. I do not think the Senator from Arkansas will find any 
should not go above a certain figure. I note with apprehension | great difficulty in the paragraph. 
that he is injecting into the bill that very dangerous element, for Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Relating to watches? 

he provides here that on certain lines of goods a reduction shall be | Mr. ALLISON. Yes; to watches. 

made. I think, perhaps, the amendment is better phrased than Mr. JONES of Arkansas. i think there will be considerable 
the House pdragraph, which provides for cumulative duties. | difficulty with it, from my observation. It is a proposition to 
I have heard of cumulative penalties in certain cases. The | raise the tax from 25 per cent, as it stood for years and never was 
change, as I understand it, is a considerable raise over previous | raised since the war, to 65 per cent, and it seems to me there 
law, but the classification is so different that it is impossible to | ought to be some reason given for it in the Senate when that is 
figure it out, and I see it is a task for which the mathematician | done. 

who prepared the comparative statement found himself inadequate, Mr. TURPIE. I ask the honorable Senator from Iowa whether 
for | observe there is no computation here as to paragraph 434, | he will give way to an executive session if I move one? 





either as it came from the House or as it is now in the bill. Mr. ALLISON. I willinamoment. The Senator from Arkan- 
Mr. GRAY. Then, if I understand it, it means that on leather- | sas desires that we shall not take up the paragraph relating to 
lined gloves the a. | shall be $5 per dozen. | watches to-night. 
Mr. ALLISON. If they are lined. Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think we had better go on in the 
Mr. GRAY. If they are lined. So if they are lined, I presume | regular way. So far as | am concerned, I shall have but little to 
that takes them out of the category of ordinary kid gloves which | say about the watch business. I have no doubt the question has 


may be worn for fashion or for some other purpose, perhaps | already been settled by the Republican caucus, and that whatever 
for dress rather than for warmth; but a lined glove is only worn | they have decreed will be adopted; that it is useless to call atten- 
as @ necessity, and the leather-lined gloves are tho necessary | tion to the outrage, if I may be allowed to say so in a polite way, 
hand ~— of everybody who is out in the open air, and espe- | in this paragraph. Still, I propose to doit. Idonotthink it will 
cially those who work in the air. This is a very large tax, it | take more than a few minutes, but I should ra‘ her not begin when 
seems to me, to be placed upon a necessary of life—$5 a dozen. we are all exhausted and the time has come really for an adjourn- 

Mr. ALLISON. The people who make gloves complain very | ment, and I think the suggestion of the Senator from Indiana 
much that we allow only $1. Itis said that the cost of lining | had best be acted on. 





many of these gloves is four or five dollars a dozen. Mr. ALLISON. Then allow me to take up a matter which I 
Mr.GRAY. The people who hes pte will complain. think will not lead to any debate, and that is paragraph 215— 
Mr. ALLISON. I have not heard of any complaint from them. | cattle. I believe it is a matter which will not lead to avy debate. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The remark of the Senator from Iowa, Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What does the Senator from Iowa 
that the people who make the gloves complain, reminds me of the | propose? 
complaint I remember to have read once of an old conveyancer in Mr. ALLISON. I should like to propose an amendment. If 
—— who complained that a deed for land was not required | there is any serious objection to it 
to be exactly the same size as the land, so that the conveyancer, Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We shall be glad to have it p1 
who was paid by the hundred words, would receive something | so that we may know what it is. 
like a respectable fee for conveying the land. I do not think any- Mr. ALLISON. It will take but a few minutes to dispose of it. 
ao believed he was right. Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the proposition? 

. WHITE. I notice there is one reason which ought tobe| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 

controlling, and no doubt has been in the matter of the increase | ment proposed to paragraph 215. 
of this duty. The importation of men’s lined gloves in 1896 was The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 215 and 
10 dozen, and the duty paid $88; and in view of that fact, I should | insert: 
think there would be no objection to the amendment proposed by 


215. Cattle, if less than 1 year old, $2 per head; all other cattle, if va l at 
the Senator from Iowa. not more than $14 per head, $3 5) per hea 1; if valued at more than $14 per head 
Mr. ALLISON. It is a revenue duty. and not more than $25 per head, 25 per cent ad valorem; if valued at more than 


Mr. VEST. I wish to make one observation about the glove | * Pet bead. 9 per cent ad valorem 
schedule. On all the cheaper grades of women’s and children’s} Mr. JONES of Arkansas. How does that differ from the pres- 
= there is a heavy increase of 75 cents on the dozen pairs. | ent law? 
it comes to higher priced gloves for men, other than of Mr. ALLISON. The rateis alittle higher than the present law. 
sheep origin, it is $4 in the existing law, and no increase in this Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the amendment be read again. 
amendment. In other words, the increases are upon the lower The Secretary again read the amendment. 
Se nee grades, while the higher valued goods es- Mr. ALLISON. It is much less than the House provision, but 
the increase entirely. it is, of course, an increase over the present law, which is 20 per 
. ALLISON. I think the Senator must be mistaken. There | cent ad valorem. It is lower than the House rate. 
seems to be a regular gradation here and increase in duties. Of Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator would make the last 
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bracket 20 per cent, I would not have any serious objection to the 





pro position. 
, ALLISON. I think this is the desire among the agricul- 
tural people, and perhaps of those who import cattle from other 


countries. 
Mr. WHITE. Does the protection given on hides make any 
difference in the tariff on cattle, I will ask? 
Mr. ALLISON. This provision relates to live cattle. 
Mr. WHITE. As long as hides are protected raw, perhaps it 
might affect the rate. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from lowa. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CHILTON. Let us untentand the question a little better. 
What is the proposition? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposition isto strikeout para- 
aph 215 and insert a new paragraph, which has been read. 
r. CHILTON. Let it be read again. 


The Secretary again read the amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will again put the qnes- 
tion. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the a- 


tor from Iowa. - 

Mr. VEST. Of course it is useless to make any opposition to 
this increase, but I want to call attention to the fact that in 1896 
we exported $34,560,672 worth of cattle and we imported $1,497,622 
worth. I could say a great deal were it not for the lateness of 
the hour and the utter uselessness of making any contest against 
the amendment. 
to exclude entirely from the country Mexican cattle and the Cana- 
dian cattle. 

Mr, ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that it is not the 
object. The object is to get a duty if they are imported, as they 
will be undoubtedly, from Mexico. 

Mr. VEST. These rates are absolutely prohibitory on young 
cattle. From the way they have been rating heretofore in price— 
they have gone np a little lately—it is absolutely impossible to 
bring into the country any of the cheap Mexican cattle, which are 
bred in Texas and Nebraska and in the western portion of Mis- 
souri. It is not true that they come in competition with our cattle 
in the Chicago market. There never have been more than two 
small bunches of those catt’e carried to C ‘hicago, and they were 
immediately bought by the canners, and not so'd in competition 
with the grass-fed or corn-fed cattle of the Western States. But 
I suppose the amendment is to Le adopted. I simply wanted to 
enter my dissent from it and to state that I am against it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON, Now i yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to offer an amendment to the pending 
bill, which 1 ask to have printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

: EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. TURPIE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After forty-five minutes t 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
and 47 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned nntil to-morrow, 
Tuesday, June 29, 1897, at 11 o'clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Sucentiins nominations received by the Senate June 28, 1897. 
MARSHAL. 

Clarence W. Ide, of Washington, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Washington, vice James C. Drake, to be 
removed. i 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Henry Fink, of Wisconsin, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the first district of Wisconsin, to succeed James W. Murphy, 
removed. 

CONSUL. 

Soren Listoe, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United States at 

Rotterdam, Netherlands, vice Lars S. Reque, resigned. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Naval Cadets Stuart F. Smith, of Pennsylvania, and William G. 
Groesbeck, of Ohio, to be assistant naval constructors in the Navy 
from abe 58 day co , a oe 

Asst. Engineer John owen, a passed assistan 
in the Navy from the 28th day of May, 1897, vice meal 
Engineer Eagar T. Warburton, promoted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

Frank L. Denny, oar and assistant 
States Marine Corps, to 
rank of major, from the 
Collum, major and 


and — pen 
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I suppose that the object of the amendment is | eral 


sith day ot 3 





Charles Laurie McCawley, to be an assistant quartermast: 
the United States Marine 


Corps, with the rank of captain, lr - 
the 27th day of June, 1897, vice Frank L. Denny, promoted. 


—_ 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 28, 15 \~, 


ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENT! AR 
Irving B. Dudley, of California, to be envoy extraordinar) 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Peru. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 
Hector de Castro, of New York, to be consul-general of ¢},. 
United States at Rome, Italy. 
CONSULS. 
Frank Dillingham, of California, to be consul of the United 
States at Auckland, New Zealand. 
Frank C. Denison,of Vermont, te be consul of the United Stites 
at Woodstock, New Brunswick. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 
Thomas C. Dawson, of lowa, to be secretary of the legativy ¢ 
the United States at Rio de Janeiro. : 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
General officer. 
Col. Caleb Henry Carlton, Eighth Cavalry, to be brigadier-gen- 


— 


np 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Capt. George C. , to be a commodore. 

Commander William . Whiting, to be a captain. 

Lieut. Commander Frederick M. Symonds, to be a commander, 

PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

Second Lieut. William N. McKelvy, United States Marino 
Corps, to be a first lieutenant. 

MEMBER OF CALIFORNIA DEBRIS COMMISSION. 

First Lieut. Herbert Deakyne,Corpsof Engineers, United States 
Army, to be a member of the California Débris Coimmission. vice 
Capt. Cassius E. Gillette, Corps of Engimeers, relieved. 

COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Michael W. pe. of Kansas, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the district of Kansas. 

Henry Fink, of Wisconsin, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the first district of Wisconsin. 

Herschel S. Harkins, of North Carolina, to be collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the fifth district of North Carolina. 

POSTMASTERS, 

William Jenney, to be postmaster at Mount Clemens, in tho 

county of Macomb and State of Michigan. 


Seymour Foster, to be at Lansing, in the county of 
Ingham and State of 

Clarence E. Closser, to be postmaster at Munising, in the county 
of Alger and State of Michigan. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpbay, June 28, 1897. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
Henry N. Coupen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, ome IN Pxiatrt, one of its clerks. an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed the following eens: 
Mere ne ey 


ieten diapennentative { rom 
the State of Mlinois. 
Resolved, bap penance vei it oe pray” dg ted by the Presiding 
Other, ota Se oa of the House of Repre 


the funeral of tne Qscoaned resolutions to the House 


py arin Presiding Officer 
of the Senate had appointed as the Mr. Mason, Mr 
Spooner, Mr. Carter, Mr. Pasco, and Mr. Turner. 


ORDER OF eee 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker. I am not aware that there arc 


any’ matters requiring the attention ofthe House today — 
It 28 impossible for us to hear what the gentl-- 


ir, DINGLEY, I say that I Sp eet awese that there are any 


matters tin ten ol egy ua to-day. I move, 
therefore, that House now adjourn. 
Mr. BAILEY. As the gentleman from Maine has suggeste! 


% 





1897. 


there is no business claiming the attention of the House, I take 
the liberty of saying I know there is. We have the bankruptcy 
pill and the Cua resolution, both of which ought to be con- 


dered. 
e The SPEAKER (having put the question on the motion of Mr. 
DineLEY). On this question the ayes are 85, the noes 86. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I call for the yeas and nays. 





a 
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The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Henry of Indiana with Mr. Mrers of Indiana. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. Pues with Mr. Raga of Kentucky. 

Mr. HeEMENWAY with Mr. Ropextson of Louisiana, 
Mr. Brosivus with Mr. ErMENTROUT. 

Mr. Kerr with Mr. Ross. 

Mr. Kup with Mr. STacuras. 

Mr. Wurre of Llinois with Mr. BRENNER of Ohio. 
Mr. Grow with Mr. RicHarpson. 


Mr. SAUERHERING with Mr. CowHeERpD. 

Mr. WEYMOUTH with Mr. TayLorof Alabama, 
Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin with Mr. Litter. 
Mr. WinuiaAm A. SToneE with Mr. McCLe.uan, 
Mr. LYBRAND with Mr. Lentz. 

Mr. LOVERING with Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, 
Mr. BrumM with Mr. Cox. 


. CHICKERING with Mr. BRADLEY. 

. Foore with Mr. Caste. 

. Hicks with Mr. Orry. 

. Grout with Mr. Berry. 

. JOY with Mr. CARMACK. 

. Hooker with Mr. CaTCHINGs. 

. WrRigut with Mr. DockrEry. 

. Youne of Pennsylvania with Mr. Benron, 
. BARRET? with Mr. FirzGerap. 

. Barrows with Mr. Jerr. 

. BELDEN with Mr. SULZER. 

. HAWLEY with Mr. Swanson. 

. ACHESON with Mr. Wison of South Carolina, 
. HEATWOLE with Mr. Dinsmore. 

. McCay with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

. McEwan with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 

. Mitts with Mr. Howarp of Georgia. 

. Minor with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

. SOUTHARD with Mr. Norton. 


vIaG with Mr. BLAND. 
OWERS with Mr. GAINEs. 


. OTJEN with Mr. LESTER. 

. SPALDING with Mr. CLAYTON. 

. De ARMOND with Mr. GILLettT of Massachusetts. 
. MoCLeary with Mr. BANKHEAD. 


this day: 


. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. Rrxey. 
. BARNEY with Mr. Topp. 

. Faris with Mr. MAGuIRE. 

. BINGHAM with Mr. Davey. 

. HENDERSON with Mr. McMILLIN, 

. ODELL with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

. REEVES with Mr. SLAYDEN. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 97, nays 88, an- 
swered ‘‘ present” 14, not voting 153; as follows: 
YEAS—97. 
dams, Davison, Ky. Jenkins, Shannon 
A amen, Dingley, ohnson, Ind.  Shattuc, 
Babcock. Doliiver, Johnson, N. D Simpkins, 
Baker, Md. Dorr, Kirkpatrick, Smith, Ml. 
Barber, Eddy, Lacey, Snover, 
Ellis, Lan Southwick, 
Barthol t, Evans, Linney, Sperry, 
Bishop, Fenton, Littauer, Steele, 
Booze, Fletcher Low, Stevens, Minn. 
Boutelle Fowler, N. J. McDonald, Stone, 0. W. 
Bromwell, Gardner, MelIntire, Stone, W. A. 
Brosins, : ercer, Sturtevant, 
Brown Griffin, Mesick, Sulloway, 
Brownlow, Grosvenor, Miller awney, 
Butler, Harmer, Madd, yler, Ohio 
Cannon, Hawley, Northway, yeagree. 
Cochrane, N.Y. Henry, Conn. Olmsted, Van Voorhis, 
Cousins, Hepburn, Overstreet, anger, 
Crump, tborn, Payne, Warner, 
Crumpacker, Hill, Pearce, Mo. White, N. C, 
Ourtis, Kans. Hitt, earson, Williams, Pa. 
Dalzell, Hopkins, Perkins, Yost. 
ford, Howell, Pitney, 
venport, Hull, Robbins, 
Davidson, Wis. Harley, Russell 
NAYS—8&. 
Adamson, Davis, Lamb, Savers, 
Allen, De Graffenreid, Lanham, Settle, 
ley De Vries, vitae, Shafroth, 
z Epes, wis, Ga. Shuford, 

r, Til. patrick, Lewis, W Simpson, 
Ball, Fiem Livingston, ims, 
Barlow, Fowler, N. 0. oyd, Smith, Ky 
Bartlett, Fox, ve i 
Bell, Griggs, McAleer, Stephens, Tex. 
Bodine, Gunn, McClellan, Stokes, 

wer, Handy, McCull Strait, 
Hay, M Sullivan, 
cker, Henry, Miss. Maddox Sutherland, 
Brundidge, nry, Tex. Talbert, 
Burke, Hinrichsen, Maxwell, Tate, 
Clardy, ee , Terry, 
Clark, Mo. Moon, Underwood, 
— Mo. Jones, Wash. Ogden, Vandiver, 
Cooper; itch Preven Williams, Mise 
‘ ierce, Tenn. . 
a Kleberg, ly, Young, Va. 
Cummings, Ro , Ind. nor. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—I4, 
Benner, Pa. Henry, Ind. Richardson, Wheeler, Ky. 
Carmack Minor, Southard, Wilson, 5. a 
Cooper, Otey, Weaver, 
Gaines, Rhea, J 
NOT VOTING—1. 
Acheson, Curtis, lowa Lester, Rixey, 
Arnold, Davey, Little, bb, 
Bankhead, Dayton, Lorimer, »bertson, La. 
x De Armond, Loud, Royse. 
Loud Sauerhering, 
Dockery, Love c Shelden, 
h, Dovener, Lybrand, Sherman, 
peony Elliott, McCall, Showalter, 
Ermentrout, Meh . Skinner, 
Faris, McCor Sla on, 
Fischer, McDowell, Smith. . W. 
ton, Fitzgerald, McEwan, Smith, Wm. Alden 
b Poote, McMillin, Gpalding. 
Foss, Maguire, parkman, 
Gi Mahany, Ss e, 
in, Gillet, N. ¥ Mahon, Stalling, 
i Gillett, Mann, = %. = 
, Ohio Grout, Martin, Strode, Nebr, 
Grow, Meyer, Strowd, N a 
Hastiton, Mills, Swanson, 
Mi ll, aerer, 
Heatwole, . z d, 
Hemenway, onan, 
i won Wee ch, 
i Hooker Odell, Walker, Mass. 
Howard, Ga. Otjen, Walker, Va. 
Howe, , Pa. Ward, 
Sone, V ieee Wet 
‘a. 
Sion Wilber, 


Yea 


is 





. PARKER with Mr. ELviorr. . 

. TATE. Mr. Speaker, I ask indefinite leave of absence for 
my colleague from Georgia, Mr. HOwARD, who is now and has 
been for some time necessarily absent on account of sickness in 
his family. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

Mr. GAINES. I am paired with the gentleman from Vermont, 
Judge Powers, I desire to withdraw my vote and be recorded 
as present. 

Mr. RHEA of Kentucky. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. 
Puau. I desire to withdraw my vote and be marked present. 

Mr. CARMACK. I wish to know, Mr. Speaker, whether I am 
recorded as voting. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded in the negative. 

Mr. CARMACK. I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
with the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. Joy. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. lam paired with my colleague, Mr. 
Miers. I wish to withdraw my vote, and answer * present.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am paired with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. Grow. I voted inadvertently. I desire to 
withdraw my vote. 


EULOGIES ON HON. W. S. HOLMAN. 


Pending the announcement of the result of the vote on the 
motion to adjourn, ; 
Mr. STEELE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution: 
That Thursday, the 8th Gay of July, 1897, be set apart for pay- 


Resolved, 
ing a tribute to the memory of Hon 8. Holman, late a member of the 
House of Representatives from the State of Indiana. 


The SPEAKER. TheChair desires to say that if this resolution 
should be adopted, any action of the Committee on Rules will be 
eh precedence. The Chair makes this statement in order that 

House may understand the matter now. 

The resolution was adopted. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr, GREENE, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

''o Mr. HaMILTon, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Morris, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. FerGusson, for two weeks, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 42 minutes p. m.) the House, in 
pursuance of the order heretofore adopted, adjourned until Thurs- 
day next, at 12 o'clock m. 


BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr, CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 3553) to limit the scope 
of the civil-service act—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3554) to encourage the eco- 
nomical administration of the Government—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 2555) for improv- 
ing the Homochitto River, from mouth to Yazoo and Mississippi 
Railroad, in Mississippi-—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 8556) to fix the salary of the 
collector of customs of the district of Galveston, Tex.—to the 
Comm ttee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 3557) to provide an American 
register for the steamer Jacksonville—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KING: A bil (H. R. 3558) to provide for and to regu- 
late the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands as a Territory of the 
United States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 69) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution respecting the annexa- 
tion of territory —to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 70) providing 
for estimate of cost of certain improvements at the mouth of 
Double Bayou and Galveston Bay, Texas—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 


PUBLIC 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (71. R. 3559) for the relief of Jacob A. 
Henry—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 3560) for the relief of 
James M. Willbur—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 3561) granting a pension to 
Margaret Newcomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 3562) for the relief of William 
Davis, of Omega, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3563) for the relief of Andrew J. Duncan, jr., 
of Mount Joy, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 3564) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Simon Nager—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 3565) 
naveau—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (8. R. 3566) granting a pension to Sarah 
E, Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3567) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Gardner Dodge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McDONALD: A bill (H. R. 8558) to carry out the find- 
ings of theCourt of Claimsin thecase of Joseph M. Middlekauff— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 3569) to remove the charge of 
desertion against E. A. Brown—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8570) for the relief of Emanuel Klauser—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (&, 22. 3571) granting a pension to John Loudabar- 
ger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3573) granting a pension to Marcus D. Wat- 
s0n—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3573) granting a pension to George Diehl— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 3574) granting a pension to William A, Wil- 
liford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3575) to remove the charge of desertion 

’ against Willian T. Grady—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


to pension Theresa Bon- 





pension to Alvin D. Hubbard—to the Committee on Invalid | 
5.0ns. 


Laufier—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


——» 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3576) granting a pension to John Henif 


the Committee on Pensions. = 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 3577) to remove tha 
charge of desertion against John B. Perkins—to the Committe: 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3578) granting a pension to James I. Mc Lai) — 
to the Committee on Invalid Pens:ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3579) for the relief of Mary L. Piatt—to the 
Committee 0n War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3580) granting a pension to Thomas J. 


Daniel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8581) granting a pension to Cynthia A. \{iV. 


dleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 3582) grant 


> &@ 


con 


By Mr. SNOVER: A bill (H. R. 3583) for the relief of Davyiq 


1 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3584) for the relief of Darius Covey —to tho 


By Mr. WEYMOUTH: A bill (H. R. 3585) to restore Wil}ia1y, 
F. Peck to the rolls of the Navy, an1 to grant him an honora)yle 


Committee on Military Affairs. 


discharge—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 3586) granting a pension to 


Henry Graybrook, of the city of New Albany, Ind.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Sundry petitions of Henry G. Sargent. 
Harvey Crumrine, and other citizens of Fredericktown, Pa., and 
vicinity; Solomon Lipsley and others, of Connellsville, Pa.; W. I, 
Lynn and others, of Vanderbilt, Pa.; 8. E. Williams and o hers, 
of Moyer, Pa., praying for the passage of an act to further res rict 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalica- 
tion. 

by Mr. ADAMS: Petition of sundry tea merchants of the city 
of Philadelphia, Pa.. favoring a specific duty on tea—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Paper to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to Margaret Newcomb—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FISCHER: Paper to accompany House b'll to remove 
the charge of desertion standing aguinst Simon Nager 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Indiana: Resolutions adopted by the Winter 
Wheat Millers’ League, favoring a reciprocity treaty for the ex- 
tension of trade; also requesting that burlaps, burlap bivs. and 
bolting cloth be placed on the free list—to the Committee on Ways 
an? Means. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolutions adopted at the Thirty-first Annual 
Encampment of the Department of Illinois, Grand Army of te 
Republic, held at Ga'esburg, lll., May 5 and 6, 1897, indorsing tle 
bill to establish a national military park to commemoruaie the ¢ in- 
paign, siege, and defense of Vicksburg—to the Comuiitce on Mi! 
itary Affairs. 

A'so, resolution of the Thirty-first Annual Encampment. |e 
partment of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for an 
amendment of the invalid pension laws, so that it shall not |» 
quired of the widow and children of a deceased soidier to j11 
that he died of a disability contracted in the service and line of 
duty—to the Comittee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr. HOWELL: Petition of 38 citizens of New Prunswici, 
N. J., in relation to the restriction of immigration—to the ‘ 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KNOX: Petition of Frank C. Adams and 72 other cit! 
zens of Lowell, Mass., praying for protective-tariff legis!atic 
the earliest possible date—to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. LACEY: Paper to accompany House bill No. }>. 
granting a pension toSarah C. Ward—tothe Committee on Invi id 
Pensions. Be 

By Mr. McALEER: Petition of officers and members of 45 ator 
organizations in the lithographic trade, praying for protectin 
against foreign competition—to the Committee on Ways a.c 
Means. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Tobacco Board of Trade, pro 
testing against the tariff schedule on leaf tobacco—to the Col 
mittee on Ways and Means. ' ; 

Also, petition of the Tobacco Board of Trade of Baltimore. Md., 
on behalf of 300,000 people, protesting against the tovacc) scle' 
of the Dingley tariff bill—to the Commiitee on Ways «1 

eans, 

Also, petition of Vetterlein Bros., of Philadelphia, Pa., remon- 
strating against that portion of Schedule F in the Dingley bill 


‘ 
to the 
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relating to imported tobacco used for cigar purposes—to the Com- 


mittee on Ways and Means 
Also, protest of Cigar Makers’ International Union, a; 
enactments of the Ding'sy bill increasing the duty on « 
and wrappers—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, a petition of Frank Teller & Co., of Philadelphia, Pa., 


rainst the 
gar fillers 


‘> 





protesting against a duty in the Dingley bill of $2 per pound on | 


cigar wrappers and 70 cents per pound on Habana fillers— 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protests of A. Newman & Co., Frank D. Weylman & Co., 
National Morocco Association, and George H. West & Sons, again t 


\ 


a duty on goatskins and morocco—to the Committee on Ways | 


and Means. 

Also, petition of E. Clinton & Co., asking that the duty on 
dressed bristles remain as at present—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of E. Wilkinson & Co., of Philadelphia, remon- 
strating against an increased duty on onions—to the Cognmittee 
on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of Elder Jenkins, of Philadelphia, protesting 
against the omission of bristles from Schedule N in the pro- | 


posed tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, remonstrance of Lawford Bros., of Baltimore, Md., against 
a duty on sheep dip—to the Committee on Ways nd Means. 

Also, petition of A. G. Elliott & Co., of Philade:phia, asking 
for reduction of duty on paper—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of hop merchants of the city of New York, pro- 
testing against increase of duty on hops—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

A:so, protest of Reeves, Parvin & Co., of Philadelphia, against 
the discontinuance of rebate on canned goods—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


te | 


| trict o 


Also, resolution of the Board of Managers of the Trades Leacue | 


of the city of Philadelphia, comprising 2,000 members, protesting 
against the repeal of the act of Congress of 1583 known as the 
civil-service law—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 
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SENATE, 

TUESDAY, June 29, 1897, 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. Huan Jom x, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

rhe Secretary proceeded to read the J: l of vest nro- 
ceedings, Woen, on motion of Mr. QUAY i by u i con- 
sent, the further reading was disp al W 

PORT OF FERNANDINA, FLA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid befor S te ac nica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, trans ig, in res] »con 
current resoiution of May 2. 1807, a letter from tl Chief of 

; kingineers, together with a report of C; ©. M. Carter, ¢ of 
Engineers, relative to the present condition of the harbvo1 1m 
berland Sound, and the action nec iry to tect t ( nee 
from being closed aga the « lv ¢ the 
port of Fernandina; which, with the i ! rs, was 
referred to the Committee on Com ‘ i orael » be 

| printed, 

NORTHERN LIBERTY MARKET CLAIMS, 

| The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a « iunica 

| tion from the Commissioners of the Dist umbia, tr 

| mitting, in response to a resolution of tl instant, certain nfor- 

| mation relative to the payment of certain claims agaiust the 
District of Columbia by drawback certiticat which h the 
| accompanying papers, was referred to t Committee on the Dis- 


Columbia, and ordered to be pi 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that a spe 
immediate printing of that communx 
ihe ViICe-PRESIDENT. That 
sence of objection. 


al order be made for the 
ut lh. 


order will be mude, in the ab- 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. BURROWS presented petitions of C. W. Martin and 48 
Also, protest of the Merchant Tailors’ Exchange of Pittsburg, | other citizens of Gratiot County. of S. W. Howard and ) other 
Pa.. against the allowance of $100 to tourists in their purchase of | citizens of Belding, of H. J. Milbourn and 33 other ¢ of 
goods abroad—to the Committee on Ways and Means. | Eaton Rapids, IL. L. H. Dodd and 12 other ¢ tiz of anan 
Also, petition of tea merchants of Philadelphia, favoring a spe- | \ ilham Sickles and 28 other citi: f Sickles. and of K. A. 
cific duty on tea—to the Committee on Ways and Means, Winton and 45 other citizens of Ithaca in State of Michi 
Also, protest of Frank H. Fleer & Co., of Philaielphia, against | gan, praying for the ear.y passage of the pending tariff biil; 
increasing the duty on gum chicle—to the Committee on Ways | which was ordered to lie on the tabzie. 
and Means. } Mr. BURKOWS. 1 present sundry memorials signed by the 
Also, petition of Russell Thayer, of Philadelphia, favoring in- | presidents ani secretaries of var.ous labor organizations in the 
creased duty on high-grade machinery—to the Committee on Ways | tate of Michigan, remonstrating against the passag late 
and Means. bill No, 1575, or any similar measure, aimed to prevent t cet 
Also, petition of Thomas Sparks & Co., of Philadelphia, in favor | brokerage or the disposing of railway | ts by anyone except 
of a higher duty on shot—to the Committee on Ways and Means. | the duly authorized agents of the raiways. | move that the 
Also, petition of Robert Latimer & Co., of Philade!phia, pro- | memorials be reterred to the Committe: interstate Commerce, 
testing against any change in the duty on bolting cloth for millers’ Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Michi- 
ee the Committee on Ways and Means. | ganaquestion. To what extent have the iabo ! s of 
So, petition of Charles F. Heizel, on behalt of the Fruit Im- | his State united in these memorials 
porters’ Union of New York, protesting against prohibitory duty r. BURROWS. Running over the list, [ shon!d judge that 
on oranges, lemons, etc., as set forth in Schedule G—to the Com- | pretty generally the entire labor organizations of the State .emon- 
mittee on Ways and Means. | strate against the passage of the vill 
Also, remonstrance of Francis D. Moulton & Co., salt manufac-| Mr. CHANDLER. Can the Senator e about how man 
turers, of New York City, against a duty on salt—to the Commit-| Mr. BURROWS. Lhavenotthenumber nowin mind. [| think 
tee on Ways and Means. | the papers disclose the fact 
Also, remonstrance of E. R. Warrington & Co., of Philadelphia, | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorials will be r 1 to 
against an increase of duty on muriate of ammonia or sal am- | the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
moniac—to the Committee on Ways and Means. | Mr. &ALRGANKS presented a petition of sundry « 3 of 
By Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of the Nebraska Beet Sugar As- | Indianapolis, Ind., and a petition of George nd r 
sociation, in favor of the passage of the Dingley tariff bill—to the | citizens of Lima, Ind., praying for tho « e- 
Committee on Ways and Means. . | tariff legislation, at the earliest possible date ch | ade- 
Also, resolution of the Commercial Club of Omaha, Nebr., favor- | quately secure American industria! product i the « peti- 
ing the passage of Senate bill No. 1, relating to American merchant | tion of ioreign lavor; which were ordercd to 1 the ta 
marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. He also presented sundry memorials « t f In Y- 
By Mr. SHUFORD: Petition of T. H. Hathcock, mayor of Nor- monstrating against the enactment of legislation int i to 
wood, N. C., and 579 other citizens of Norwood and vicinity, fa destroy the present system of ticket bro erage; which v 
voring the passage of Senate resolution giving belligerent rights to ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce 
suffering Cuba—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. | Mr. MALLORY presented a memoria! of Cigar Makers’ Union 
By Mr. ZENOR: Papers to accompany House bill No. 1034, for | No. 29, of Jacksonville, Pla., remonstrating against the : tion 
the relief of William H. Byrum—to the Committee on Invalid | of the tobacco schedule in the pending tariff bill; which \ or- 
ns. | dered to lie on the table. 
Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3119, for the relief of Mr. WETMOKE presented a petition of the Episcopal clergy 


. Andrew P. Batson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


. to accompany House bill No. 3549, granting a pen- 
sion to John Hammond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Pe per to accompany House bill No. 3550, granting a pension 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
to accompany House bill No. 3552, granting a 





ne 


‘ 
o! 


of Rhode Isiand, praying for the ratification an arbitration 
treaty between the United States and Great Britain; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


He also presented petitions of 1,000 citizens of Providence, R.L., 


Brisco, widow of late Capt. Andrew J. Brisco—to the | praying for the early passage of the pending tariff bill; which 


were ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Department of Illinois, 


} Sohn 
sion to W. Daugherty—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | Grand Army of the Republic, of Galesburg. lll., praying for the 


establishment of a national military park to commemorate the 
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siege and defense of Vicksburg; which was referred to the Com- 
inittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Department of Nlinois, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Galesburg, Tll., praying for the adoption 
of certain amendments to the invalid pension law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a memorial numerously signed by 
citizens of Hartford, Vt., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legis'‘ation intended to destroy the present system of ticket bro- 
kerage; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

Mr. CHILTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rock- 

ort, Tex., praying for the early passage of the pending tariff 

ill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of the Trades and Labor 
Council, of Kalamazoo, Mich., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of 
ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

He aiso presented a petition of the common council of Detroit, 
Mich., praying for the early passage of the so-called Cullom bill 
for the regulation of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of Local Union No. 308, 
Cigar Makers’ International Union of America, of Muncie, Ind., 
remonstrating against the proposed increase of the tax on 
cigars and tobacco; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the general assembly of Penn- 
sylvania, praying that an appropriation be made providing for an 
exhibit by the United States to the Paris Exposition in 1900; which 
was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 


In THE Hovse OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 16, 1897. 

“Whereas the Republic of France more than two years ago invited the 

people e the United States to officially participate in the Paris Exposition of 
; anc 

“* Whereas the French Republic has at great expense been officially repre- 
sented at the two international expositions heretofore held in the United 
States, the first of which was the centennial celebration of the independence 
of this nation, and was held in and under the auspices of the State of Penn 
sylvania: Therefore, 

“Resolved (éf the senate concur), That the Senators and Representatives in 
Congress from the State of Pennsylvania are respectfully requested to aid, 
by their votes and influence, an appropriation sufficient to insure a dignified 
and creditable exhibit of the industries and resources of the United States 
at the Paris Exposition of 1900." 

Extract from the journal. 

JERE B. REX, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


In the senate, June 14, 1897. 


E. W. SMILEY, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
Approved the 19th day of June, A. D. 1897. 


DANIEL H. HASTINGS. 


Mr. BAKER — the affidavit of Charles A. Craig, to ac- 
company the bill (S. 1950) granting a pension to C. A. Craig, of 
Smith Center, Kans.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1297) for the relief of John P. Leitzeil, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr, GALLINGER. I am directed b 
sions, to whom were referred sundry 


the Committee on Pen- 
ills, to report them ad- 


versely. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the name of the Senator introducing the 
bill should be stated, so that we miay know who introduced the 
bills as they are read by title. 2 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The suggestion of the Senator from 
Nebraska will be adopted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. What is the suggestion? 

Mr. ALLEN. That the names of the introducers of the bills 
be — as the titles are read at the desk, so that we may be 
notified. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, certainly. 

On the following bills, Mr. GALLINGER submitted adverse 
senor, which were agreed to, and the bills were postponed in- 

efinitely: 

A bill (S. 1420) oo a pension to Frederick A. Driscol 
(introduced by Mr. WoLcortt); 

A bill (S. 755) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide Mor- 
ris (introduced by Mr. Gray); 

A bill (S. 905) granting a pension to Hans Johnson (introduced 
by Mr. Davis); 

A bill (S. 888) to grant a pension to Charlotte O. Van Cleve, 
widow of Gen. Horatio P. Van Cleve (introduced by Mr. Davis); 


— 


A bill (S. 572) granting an increase of 
Marthon, widow of Lieut. Commander 
duced by Mr. Hoar); 

A bill (8S. 894) granting a pension to William Brown 
duced by Mr. Davis); 

A bill (S. 188) granting an increase of pension to Ma: 
Hazlip (introduced by Mr. TaursTon); 

A bill (8. 597) to pension Frances E. Wickware (introdn 
Mr. GEAR); 

A bill (S. 900) granting a pension to Neil McNeil (introd 
by Mr. Davis); and 

A bill (S. 890) granting a pension to Sarah E, Boyd (intro) 
by Mr. Davis). 

Mr. GALLINGER. I havea largenumber of favorable 1: ; 
from the same committee, and I desire to make a very brie! 
ment before presenting them. 

The Committee on Pensions had its first meeting this m» 
and it was decided to report back favorably all bills that h 
affirmitive action either by the committee or by one or 
Houses of Congress at some former session, but which had ) 
become laws; and the reports which I rhall now present, and ; 
other members of the committee will present this mornin::. : 
that nature; they have been favorably acted upon previ 
either by the Committee on Pensions of the Senate or by «1 
both Houses of Congress. 

I desire tostate to Senators that the committee have decid. 
to take up at the present se:sion any new bills, but to allow th 
to go over until the regular session in December next. 

First, I present favorable reports on three general pension |) 
which have formerly been favorably acted upon. 

The following bills Mr. GALLINGER reported severally v 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 503) to amend section 3 of an act entitled “An 
granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapac t 
for the performance of manual labor, and providing for }) 
to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,” approy. 
June 27, 1890; 

A bill (8. 494) to supplement the act of June 27, 1890, as to po 
sions; and ’ 

A bill (S. 488) defining and regulating proof in certain pension 
cases. 

Mr. GALLINGER. From the same committee I report back 
favorably e private pension bills which I send to the de-k t)) |» 


read by title. 

Mr. HOAR. To read the titles is to read a mere list of 1 vmes 
a the a < eee a been acted = favo 

suggest that they take their proper disposition without r g 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and that will be the order. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have sundry reports to present froi tic 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR. I make the same request as to those bills. 

Mr. GALLINGER. While I consented in private conversa'i: 
to the suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts, I des r 
call his attention to the fact that having the reports placed on (© 
Calendar without the titles being read may lead to confu- 
understand that the Reporters find it impossible to kes) ih 1 
records correct, and perhaps the clerks to keep theirs wit! « 
racy, unless the titles are read at the desk. Although it wil! | 
a little time, I think it would be better not to deviate froin » r 
usual custom, and that the titles of the bills should be state! [ 
think the Senator from Massachusetts will concur in that si-- 

estion. 
’ Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the request, Mr. President. 

The following bills Mr. GAL ER reported several y with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1462) granting a pension to Enoch G. Adams; 

A bill (8. 1702) granting an increase of pension to Nancy |. 
Allabach; 

A bill (S. 1581) granting a pension to Mary W. C. Burze 

A bill (S. 485) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha Fran‘: 

A bill (S. 501) granting an increase of pension to Charles |). 
Hanscom; 

A bill (5. 487) granting a pension to Delia Gilman; 

A bill (5S. 499) granting a pensiontoSarah R. Frary: | 

A bill (S. 496) granting a pension to Simpson Everett Stilwe'; 

A bill (S. 482) to increase the pension of Margaret Custer (s- 


oun; 
A bill (S. 492) granting a pension to Ella D. Cross; : 
Soe 483) granting an increase of pension to Caroline |. 
ord; 
A bill (S. 489) granting an increase of pension to William ‘\. 
Beckford; ) . . : 
‘A bill (S. 497) granting an increase of pension to Betsey b. 


Olin 
A bill (S. 500) granting a pension to Francis H. Staples; 


msion_to Elizabet}, |). 
oseph Marthon 
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referred the following bills, reported them severally with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 76) granting a pension to Alice V. Cook, of St. Paul, 
Nebr., invalid daughter of John Y. Cook, deceased, late of Com- 
pany D, Eighth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry; and 

A bill (5. 73) granting a pension to William L. Grigsby, of 
Belvidere, in the county of Thayer, Nebr. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 968) granting a pension to Nathan Mitchell; 

A bill (S. 962) granting a pension to Riley W. Pierce; 

A bill (S. 692) for the relief of Abner Abercrombie; 

A bill (S. 1466) granting an increase of pension to Ransom §S. 
Angell, late private of Company G, First Regiment Wisconsin 
Cavalry; 

, A bill (S. 1465) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Phil- 
Ips; 

A bill (S. 342) granting an increase of pension to Jerusha Stur- 
gis, widew of Brig. Gen. Samuel D. Sturgis; 

A bill (S. 71) granting a pension to Alfred Bigelow, of Norfolk, 
in the State of Nebraska; 

A bill (S. 180) increasing the pension of Celia A. Jeffers to the 
sum of $30 per month; 

A bill (S. 179) granting a pension to Mary F. Hawley; 

A bill (8S. 184) granting a pension to Catherine E. O’Brien; 

A bill (8S. 178) granting a pension to Susan A. Paddock; 

A bill (8. 186) granting an increase of pension to Franklin C. 
Plantz; 

A bill (S. 169) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Simeral; 

A bill (S. 181) granting a pension to Mrs. Hattie E. Redfield, of 
Omaha, Nebr.: 

A bill (8. 165) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 
Smith; 

A bill (S. 1521) granting a pension to Sarah M. Spyker; and 

A bill (S. 182) granting a pension to Hiram H. Pa’ mer. 

Mr. SHOUP (fur Mr. Cannon), from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom were re’erred the following bills, reported them 
severally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 151) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Walton; 

A bill (S. 





152) to increase the pension of Esther Brown; 
A bill (5, 1869) granting a pension to Catherine A. Bradley; 
A bill (S, 1875) granting a pension to James W. Whitney; 
A bill (8. 1422) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
Rhodes; 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (8. 
Fletcher; 
A bill (8, 1417) granting an increase of pension to Sarah L. 
Hive y; 
A bill (8, 
A bill (S. 


1884) granting a pension to Jackson Lucnus; 
1379) granting a pension to Simon D. Kohl; 
1873) granting an increase of pension to Jacob P. 


1378) granting a pension to William F. Gowdy; 
1387) to increase the pension of Michael Carron; 

A bill (S. 709) to increase the pension of Wesley C. Sawyer; 

A bill (S. 1237) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Arethusa 
Wright, of Sheridan, Oreg.; 

A bill (8S. 1288) granting a pension to Catherine L. Nixon; 

A bill (S. 1115) for the relief of Margaret C. McKay, widow of 
the late Dr. William C. McKay, of Oregon; 

A bill (8. 1154) for the relief of George Hughes, of Portland, 
Oreg.: 

A bill (S. 

A bill (8. 
Barnes; 

A bill (8. 

A bill (8. 


104) to increase the pension of Lucretia C. Waring; 
2209) granting an increase of pension to Samantha 


2225) granting a pension-to John G. B. Masters; 
2224) granting a pension to James Byrne; 

A bill (8. 2228) granting a pension to James G. Hartzell; and 

A bill (S. 2219) granting a pension to Thomas Madden. 

Mr. SHOUP (for Mr. Cannon), from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
severally with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 2214) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, Kate 
Ezekiel; 

A bill (S. 1372) granting a pension to George D. Noble; 

1424) granting a pension to Richard T. Seltzer; 
3. 2220) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 


. 2213) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Cornelia 


ne bill (S. 2210) granting an increase of pension to Helen L. 
nt; 

. 2248) granting a pension to Charles A. Hutchings; 
and 


A bill (S. 2247) granting a pension to Charles E, Mann. 
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Mr. SHOUP (for Mr. Cannon), from the Committee on p, 
sions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported ; 
severally with amendments, and submitted reports thereon 

A bill (S. 1155) granting a pension to P. F. Castleman, of Oye 

A bill (S. 1480) granting a pension to George E. Tuttle: and 

A bill (S. 2217) granting a pension to Aaron B. Page. 

Mr. SHOUP (for Mr HanssrouGu), from the Committes oy 
Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reporte 
them severally without amendment, and submitted reports there:y)- 

A bill (S. 1450) granting a pension to Catherine Leary; 

A bill (S. 1476) granting a pension to Louise M. Rice, widow of 
Bvt. Maj. Gen, Samuel A. Rice; 

A bill (8. 1474) granting a pension to John G. Powers: 

A bill (S. 1473) granting a pension to Oscar A. Palmer; 

A bill (8. 1477) granting a pension to Joseph Porter; 

A bill (8. 897) granting a pension to Julia D. Richardson: 

A bill (S. 603) granting a pension to Clarissa E. Hobbs: and 

A bill (5. 157) téincrease the pension of Gen. James W. Mc Millan, 

Mr. SHOUP (for Mr. HaNsBrouGH), from the Committ 6 on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1475) granting a pen- 
sion to Elijah N. Parkhurst, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. LINDSAY. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom wis 
referred the bill (S. 1119) granting a pension to Cassius M. ( ay, 
sr., a citizen of Kentucky and a major-general in the Army of tiie 
United States in the war of the rebellion, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitied a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred ¢! 
following bills, reported them severally without amendments, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 383) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Tumblin, of Bradford County, Fla.; 
ae bill (S. 1034) for the relief of James Eganson, of Henderson, 


n- 
em 


ms 


¥.: 

A bill (8S. 1334) granting a pension to William J. Murray: and 
A bill (5S. 385) granting a pension to Mrs. Selena McKay, of 
Suwanee County, Fla. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to make an inquiry about the reports 
which have just been made. There seems to be a flood of pension 
bills coming on the Senate this morning. I have no doubt that 
they are all meritorious and that the beneficiaries must be very 
much in need of what the Government owes them for services 
rendered to the country in great extremity. We are here enzaved 
in trying to prepare a bill that the gentlemen on the other side of 
the Chamber say is going to make a large redundancy of money 
so that we can pay them off. That bill will probably pass the 
Senate during the present week and pass Congress during the com- 
ing week, and we shall have money in the Treasury, and money 
to burn, for that matter. 

I have been considering, as I heard this great array of reports 
presented to the Senate and read, whether there was any possi- 
bi.ity of getting legislation on the subject at the present session 
of Congress. I would be perfectly willing to stay here and pass 
those pension biils, but the Congress of the United States is not 
in a condition to pass the bills, and these men must go without 
these rewards until somebody consents that the Congress of the 
United States may proceed in regular order. 

I therefore move that the consideration of these bills be post- 
poned until the Wednesday after the first Monday in December 
next, and that they be made a special order for that day, in view of 
the fact that they can not possibly get any action before that time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I will state 
that I made a statement before he entered the Chamber to the 
effect that these bills, which have been reported favorably, are 
bills that had affirmative action by the Senate, or at least by | 
Conimittee on Pensions of the Senate, in some former Congress, 
but failed to become laws for one reason or other. Many of them 
were acted upon by the Senate and not by the House: soine were 
acted upon by both branches of Congress affirmatively, ani tho 
President did not veto them nor did he give them his approval. 

I trust the Senator will not insist upon that motion. ‘The (\1- 
mittee on Pensions will not urge the consideration of these !)1!ls. 
It was desirable that they vali gs on the Calendar at some tine, 
and the committee are quite content to have them remain on the 
Calendar, if any individual Senator so desires, until the regular 
meeting of Congress in December next. : 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no doubt that the committee, very v!s- 
ilant. very active, and very patriotic, are willing and anxious to 
keep up appearances about this matter, and they make these re- 
ports here as if Congress now had the opportunity or tle liberty 
of passing one of the bills. We know that Congress has neither 
the opportunity nor the liberty to pass one of the bills. Congress 
is not actually in session now. The lawyers of this county W ill 
look up the subject, and they will present it to the courts, and 
there is going to be a great deal of trouble over the question as to 
whether Congress is actually in session. In order to smooth the 
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way for the consideration of these demands upon the Government 
of this patriotic character, [ think it is my duty to insist on the 
motion that we shall not consider the bills at the present session 
of Corgress. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
Senator from Alabama can not mae a motion to postpone the 
consideration of a bill until it is before the Senate for considera- 
tion; and secondly, that the Senator can not make a motion to 

ostpone @ large number of bills without individualizing them 
and making his motion touching each of them. 

Mr. MORGAN. Allow me to say, Mr. President, that I ex- 
pected, if my motion was ruled to be in order, to divide it up 


make the motion applicable to each one of these mexsnres as it hs | ag in Committ 


been reported here, 1 do not know how many there are—fift --o id, 

I suppose. But I would even take the time out of the cor a- 

tion of the tariff bill to do that in order to give these men sone 

satisfaction by learning that we were doing something more than 

merely mocking them by reporting bills which we knew could not 
ass. 

I believe that the point of order made by the Senator from New 
Hampshire as to my right at this moment to move to postpone 
cousideration is weil taken. It did not occur to me at the time, 
because I was anxious to doit. Bat Ishall take occasion againat 
some proper opportunity which involves the question of order 
and progress in business to bring this subject back to the atten- 
tion of the Senate. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 


I make the point of order, first, that the | 
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lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 916) in relation to taxes | 


and tax sales in the District of Columbia, reported it with an 
amendment. 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 


referred the bill (S. 1311) to refund certain import duties, reported 


it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. CLARK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
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es 


Leavenworth, Kans., was read the first time by its title and the 


second time at length, as fol] 
J in ln . live tine +] Ww ‘ use of 
the Grand Army at. LL \ 
Resolved, T he Se v i ~ 
f the use Grand be 
h t F< Leavy i er 
ll to Oct is. | | 
ry be neces y ich purp 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator f Kansas for 
I va \ i LOT 
the immediate consideration of the joint resolution 
There being no objection, the joimt re ion was « red 


e of the Whole 
Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest that the joint res 

over, unless the Senator cun state that he has « 

(Juartermaster-General. 


iutio 


uit 


n should lie 
d with the 


Mr. BAKER. I have consulted with the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral and the Secretary of War. Both of them are anxious to 
rrant this request, but they claim that it would be a technical 
violation of the law unless permission is given in this wa 

r. GALLINGER. -I saggest that t word ‘‘directed” be 
inserted in place of the word ** requested.” 

Mr. BAKER. Very well; I will modify the joint resolution 
accordingly. 

The ViCE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas accepts 

| the modification suggested by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered t » engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


was referred the bill (S. 162) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to | 


provide for holding terms of court in the district of Montana,” 
approved July 20, 1592, reported it with amendments. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2296) concerning land 
titles in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 2297) for the relief of Henry 
Halteman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2298) for the relief of L. O. Mad- 
dux, doing business as Maddux, Hobart & Co.; which was read 


twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to | 


the Commitree on Finance. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commitiee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (8. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (8. 
Bovard; 

A bill (S. 
and 

A bill (S. 2303) granting a pension to Martha M. Harrier. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2304) granting an increase of 
pension to Granville R. Turner, of Bluesprings, Nebr.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2305) granting a pension 
to Maria Somerlat, widow of Valentine Somerlat; which was read 


2299) granting a pension to Caroline A. Slocum; 


2300) granting a pension to James W. Miller; 
ou 


oOo 


2302) granting a pension to Mrs. Augusta E. Kellogg; 


time, and passed, 


Se¢ 


JUDGMENTS OF THE COURT OF CLAIM 


Mr. WELLINGTON submitted the following resolution 


which 


Was considered by unanimous consent, and agread to: 
d, That the Secretary the Tre dtor t tothe 
y all judgn of t ( rt Cla render ince the 
report up and ine lin he t adi ent of 
he court on June 24 
IMMIGRATION BUILD AT ELLIS ISLANI EV YORK, 
Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution: which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed t 
Resolved, That the § 0 lreasury be d dt t to 
t! 361 t on as } a I it of the rai p I 
ti ion of the imm 4 i buildi it | I New Y <i 
EXPENDITURES OF CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. enate as 


The Chair lays before th 
é morning business a resolution submitted by the Sen- 
om New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], coming over from 


@ part of ti I 
ator f1 


previous day. The resolution will be read. 

Che Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. GALLINGER 
on the 24th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Civil Service Commission l v dire t rnish 

| the a a detailed account, b years, ¢ the ‘ mis 

ie from its organization to the present time, each fexpend h 
. aliaries, traveung expenses, examinations, printing, et to ately 
Sui 


2301) granting an increase of pension to Andrew T. | 


twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to | 


the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2306) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Elvira Ellen Baxter; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 2307) for the relief of Wiill- 
jam H. Wilson; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accom-anying paper, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 2308) to assist in the develop- 
ment of the Territory of Alaska, and to secure better transporta- 
tion for mails therein; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 


GRAND ARMY ENCAMPMENT AT LEAVENWORTH, KANS, 


Mr. BAKER. I introducea joint resolution and request its im- 
mediate consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 52) directing the Secretary of War 
to issue tents for the use of the Grand Army Encampment, at 








The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
reso. ution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid 
eration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
W hole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 37) to provide 
revenue for the Government and to encourage the industr of the 
United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. At the adjournment last night we were on 
paragraph 18%. I hope we will take up that paragraph this morn 
ing and conclude it. 

The Secretary read paragraph 189, on page 50, as amended, as 
follows: 

189. Watch movements, whether imported in cases or not, if | ing not 
more than 7 jewels, 5 cents each: if having more than 7 els and more 
than 11 jewels, 50 cents each; if | ing more than Il ls and not more 
than 15 jewels, 75 cents each: if having more than 15 jewelsand not more than 
17 jewels, $1.25 each: if having more than li vels, $3 each, and in addition 
thereto, on all the foregoin 2 per cent ad val vatch cases and parts 
of watches, including watch dials, chronometers, box or ship, and parts 
thereof, clocks and parts thereof, not otherwise provided for in this act 


whether separately packed or otherwise, 40 per cent ad valorem 


Mr. ALLISON. The words after the words ‘‘ad valorem,” in 
line 18, being ‘‘all jewels for use in the manufacture of watches 
or clocks, 15 per cent ad valorem,” were struck out. 

I move a further amendment to the paragraph, which I send to 
the Secretary's desk. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Has the committee withdrawn its 
amendment, or does it propose to stand by the amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. When this paragraph was up for consideration 
on Saturday last, the committee amendment which was proposed 
as a substitute for paragraph 189 was voted down, which restored 
the text of the bill as it came from the House. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. On the motion of the committee? 

Mr. ALLISON. On the motion of the committee. Now I am 
trying, if I can, to propose an amendment which will perfect the 
text. I will call the attention of the Senator to the changes we 
have made in the text after the proposed amendment is read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from lowa in behalf of the Committee on Finance will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 189, line 18, after the word 
“otherwise,” it is proposed to insert “not composed wholly or in 
chief value of china, porcelain, parian, bisque, or earthenware.” 

Mr. ALLISON. The other changes made in the text, I will 
say to the Senator from Arkansas, are in line 6, after the word 
**movements,” where we have already inserted the words ‘‘ whether 
imported in cases or not, if;” in line 14 the Senate has already 
struck out the word “watches;” and in lines 18, 19, and 20 we 
have struck out ‘all jewels for use in the manufacture of watches 
er clocks, 15 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. ‘Where did the Senator say the word 
* watches” was stricken out? 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 14 the word “‘ watches” was stricken 
out before the words ‘‘ watch cases;” so as to read: 


Watch cases and parts of watches, including watch dials, etc. 


Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa what, 
in his judgment, is the effect of this amendment as to putting in 
the number of jewels in watches? I know that, like myself, he is 
not an expert in watches and clocks, but I have taken some little 
interest in the matter and have consulted an expert, who tells me 
that the increase of duty islarge. What is the information of the 
Senator from lowa upon that subject? 

The whole structure of the paragraph has been altered. It was 
a very simple arrangement until the last amendment of the com- 
mittee was adopted. It read as first proposed: 

189. Watches, clocks, and chronometers, and parts thereof, finished or un- 
finished, whether separately packed or otherwise, and not specially provided 
for in this act, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

It is now proposed to make an increase over the McKinley rate 
and over the rate in the Wilson law, the rate in both of those laws 
being 25 per cent. It is an increase of 15 per cent ad valorem. 
Then the jewels for use in the manufacture of watches or clocks, 
10 per cent ad valorem. That portion, however, I understand has 
been stricken out. I made a motion when the paragraph was first 
before the Senate to strike that out, and the clause went over. I 
understand now that the majority of the committee have stricken 
that out. 

Mr. ALLISON. On jewels? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; butitis the remainder of the paragraph about 
which I am inquiring, where the whole structure has been changed 
and duties imposed according to the number of jewels in the watch. 
As a matter of course, nobody but an expert can know exactly 
what will be the effect of that change. An expert tells me that 
it will be a large increase of duty—over 40 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is some little difference among experts, 
I know, as to the facility with which watches can be examined; 
but the committee satisfied itself that there will be no difficulty 
in examining watches with a view of ascertaining the number of 
jewels contained in them, So far as the specific rate upon jewels 

concerned, as I understand, it is the rate of the present law, 
which is in the neighborhood of 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Iam informed that i is 65 per cent at least under 
this new paragraph, an increase of 25 per cent over the 40 per 
cent. I simply want to understand it. I do not want to take up 
the time of the Senate. 

These are articles of prime necessity. That remark, at first 
blush, may seem to be exaggerated, but it is the truth. Watches 
and clocks are articles of prime necessity. They can only be 
made articles of luxury when there is an exuberance of ornamenta- 
tion and of jewels. When a timepiece is constructed in the shape 
of a watch or clock as a timepiece, without regard to any orna- 
mentation, it is an article of prime necessity in every household 
and to every business man and mechanic. 

Mr. President, I want to make another statement, which may 
possibly sound a little exaggerated or unfounded, but it is the 
truth. Toshow the inventive genius of the American people, I 
was astonished when abroad two years ago to find American 
watches, New England watches, for sale in Europe, successfully 
competing with those made in Switzerland and Germany. 
ofticial report shows that we are not dependent upon a 
In 1896 we exported from this country, in clocks and parts of clocks, 


only have one effect, and that is to increase the price of clocks 


25 per cent; and the Senate committee proposes to increase that | 





— 


$929,395 worth, and we exported in the same year in wa; 


eaiches 


$530,980 worth. After sales in the domestic market, we w... 


enabled, through, I say, our superior inventive and mec.) 


genius, to send abroad this large amount to compete with forei.)). 


ers. 


If it be true, as Iam informed by this expert, whom I have alw.\-s 
found to be exceedingly reliable, that this is an increase of 25 yo, 
cent, I protest against it. There is no necessity for it, and it 


; 
i 
4 


watches to the consumers in the United States, and, I repeat, : 


price of an article of prime necessity. 


Mr. JONESof Arkansas. In addition to what the Senator fr... 
Missouri has already said, the comparative statement furnis}). 


by the committee to the Senate shows that on the subdivisi. 


‘*chronometers, boxed or shipped, and parts thereof” the rate 


under the McKinley law was 10 per cent; the rate under the}, . 
ent law is 10 per cent, and it is increased in this bill to 40 R 
Mc 


cent— 


400 per cent over the McKinley rate; four times the McKiy)}>, 


rate. 


Under the head of watches, the rate under the law of 1890). tho 
McKinley law, was 25 per cent; under the present law the rat 
0 
40 per cent; and so on through the bill. 

Mr. President, I am somewhat confused by the amendments re- 
cently made on the motion of the Senator from Iowa: anid | 
shonld like to ask under what subdivision or what part of this 
paragraph watches are to be taxed? As I understand, as the par- 
agraph.is amended in the first line so as to read “‘ watch miyo- 
ments, whether imported in cases or not,” the movements will ho 
taxed, and not the watch. Then the word*‘ watches” was stricken 
out in line 14. I do not understand from a hasty reading of tho 
ar where watches will go and at what rate they will |. 
taxed. 

It seems to me that there is no provision for taxing watches in 
this paragraph; and, if there is not, I should like to ask the cou- 
mittee to be kind enough to allow the Senate to know what pro- 
vision is to be made for levying a tariff on watches at all? 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the inquiry? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have been undertaking to say to 
the Senate and to the Senator that—although I do not know that 
I understand the paragraph as a to be amended—it seem 
to me there is no provision for levying a tariff on watches in this 


paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 189 the words ‘‘ watch move- 
ments, whether imported in cases or not,” would cover watches. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. How can those words possibly coy. r 
watches when the provision in specific terms proposes to tax watch 
movements, whether in cases or not, and whether they come in 
watches or in boxes? 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator from Arkansas will allow me, 
watch movements are made dutiable under the first clause of tho 
paragraph. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 
Mr. LODGE. Whether imported in cases or not. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE, Then the case is made dutiable below. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, That is the point. I did not cate) 
that. Will the Senator be kind enough to state where cases are 
provided fer? 

Mr. LODGE. After the word ‘“ watches,” in line 14, which 
was stricken out. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. ‘“ Watch cases and parts of watches, 
including watch dials, chronometers,” etc. Then they would be 
covered separately... I think that covers that objection. 

Watch cases themselves are taxed at 40 per cent. A very large 
part of the value of a gold watch case, for instance, is the m:t:l 
that is in the case. In a great number of instances there is not!) 
ing added to the value, or very little added to the value, of the 
gold by the labor or the expense of manufacture; and it seems t» 
me that that is an unreasonable rate of taxation. It seems to 1) 
that oo cent is as high a tax as ought to be placed on wat’) 
cases. ey are made by machinery, I understand, in a great 
many instances. The value of a plain watch case, milo 
of either gold or silver, of the metal of which it is mal’, 
and I can see no justification for putting a tax of 40 per cent «0 
gold. The Senators on the other side of the Chamber, who are 
particularly anxious to have gold come into the country, oug)it 
not to be discriminating against gold in that kind of way. 

Mr. STEWART. They do not want to come. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I know but little, of 
course, about this paragraph, but the tax on this class of g00's 
has been, I think, for thirty years, or more than thirty years. > 
per cent. This ‘s a proposition to increase the tariff from 2) )T 
cent to 65 per cent. rty years ago, when a tariff of 35 | 
cent was on watches, the watch industry was new in tls 
country. had just begun. Watches are now veing made by 
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machinery, and the industry has been developed until now we 
export large quantities of watches and import no watches of the 
class made by machinery in this country. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, yes; we do. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Well, then, my understanding is cer- 
tainly that no large number of foreign watches are sold here in 
competition with the Waltham and Elgin watches and watches 
of that character, The importations would seem toindicate that; 
and I understand, asa matter of fact, that that is thecase. What 
excuse can there be for more than doubling the tariff, which was 
considered sufficient protection to the manufacturers of watches 
when the industry was just beginning? Now that the country 
has absolute control of the trade, when we are sending watches 
abroad and selling them by the thousands in open competition 
with the watchmakers of the balance of the world, why there can 
be any excuse for more than doubling this tax on watches is be- 
yond my comprehension. 

Mr. dent, I have a statement which has been furnished me, 
a sort of brief, which was submitted to the Committee on Finance 
by Messrs. Tiffany & Co., Theodore B. Starr, and Benedict Bros., of 
New York, in which they set out the reasons why this tax is un- 
reasonable and will practically destroy certain branches of this 
trade. There are certain parts of watches imported by watch 
manufacturers. As I understand, the policy is to allow those 

rts of watches which the manufacturers use to come in at as 
iow a rate as os but when a man proposes to import a 
watch of a quality he can not buy in this country, he would be 
practically excluded by putting a tax of 40 per cent on the gold 
that enters into the manufacture of the case, which is, to my 
mind, a perfect absurdity. 

It is a well-known fact—so this brief says—that American 
watches are exported and sold abroad at a lower price than they 
are sold to American consumers; while our manufacturers have 
been protected sufficiently to build up such a trade as that, they 
can and do ship abroad and sell profitably watches at prices at 
which they will not sell to American citizens. What sort of jus- 
tification can there be for our putting a higher tariff on these 
watches, and attempting to exclude the importation of any other 
watches to give more power to them, and to enable them possibly 
to sell watches higher in the United States than they are now sell- 
ing them? I do not believe that is right. 

will insert as a part of my remarks, without taking up the 
an:e of the Senate by reading it, the brief statement which the 
tlemen I have named made to the Finance Committee. It will 
this means go to the country, and I hope the case will be fully 


u . 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paper 
from Arkansas will be printed in the 
objection. 

he paper referred to is as follows: 


[Copy of brief submitted to the Committee on Finance. ] 
To the Senate of the United States: 


Your petitioners res: fully offer the following statements and facts as 
evidence of the evil of the proposed advance in duty on watches, watch move- 
ments, watch cases, and parts of watches. 

The measure being probibitory, the result would be: 

First. Curtailment of imports of a class of watches not made here, conse- 





referred to by the Senator 
RECORD, in the absence of 


gue not interfering with the domestic goods, and which is an important 
tor in the business of the American retail watch dealer and jeweler. 

——— Hant reduction in this branch of revenue for the Govern- 
ment. 


WATCH MOVEMENTS. 


The present rate of 25 per cent duty, having been in existence thirty-six 
years, was considered he Senate Committee on Finance in 1888, and said 
rate was then maintai and confirmed in the law of 1890, having been proven 
more ent protection to the domestic industry. 

Even and after the late war, when the Government most required 
revenue, duties on watches were not increased, notwithstanding that the do- 
mestic industry was then in its infancy. s 
The snecess of the American watch companies shows that they 
have flourished under said protection. 

Their successful in uction and constantly increasing production re- 
sulted in the almost complete exclusion of that class of foreign watches which 
competed with the domestic article. 

Statistics of the 


daa S cmeane Evers. roniee ° usm Spnane Sein agoria 
‘ches present abou per cent of the amount impor six years 
since), are referred to as evidence. 
Value of importation of watches and parts of watches. 
TOL. ---0n none SE $1,706,007 | 1804... 22. ccee cenes--nnnee $040,086 
SEtCMDERNENDS 6ncdes cccces SEE 1 Dia cdvcctpesdadsdatccsucccecose SUD 
MPMEEMERe Reis sccks.. 1,409,008 | 100B.....o.ccc cccece-.20--ssecee 908, 099 


This includes materials and parts of watches largely used by the American 

the large dividends declared by the American watch factories, 

even at in of stagnant business, and notwithstanding unneces- 

the inate prices, prove the success achieved by them without 

sell movements on this market 20 per cent cheaper 

Drawadvertiemengs So" can be imported for, as can be seen daily in 

the importations of watches has steadily decreased, statistics show 

aoe Amer toan ony of watches to fore "cammriee have doubled in 
merensliy w — 


exports 
c E f atch - 
aS —_— the . w com 
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Exports of American watches and parts of watches 


1891 


shea wens voubes $275, TT | 18O4 weovee $388,279 
Paha nieedadbnteatbenatios 2,743 | 1885 7, ao 
BES coveouen<cce . 241,758 | 1886 ; 530, 980 

Itisa known fact that American watches are exported at much lower 
prices than they can be purchased here for home consumption, thus showing 
that they can withstand any competition 

The foregoing shows conclusively that the American watch industry is not 
in need ofany further protection 

Specific duties as proposed on watch movements are absolutely : ible 
of execution and unpractical, the diversity of styles and great variety of 
ere erect classification impossible. Moreover omit iwith 
the 25 per cent additional duty, the proposed tariff would be slent to 
from 5 to 75 per cent ad valorem duty, which would effectually stop the im 
portation of watches, and thereby affect the revenue of the Gk 

The proposition to grade these specific duties according to number of 
jewels can not justly be applied, for an equal number of jewels exists in 
movements of very extreme grades. Thus the same specific duty isapp 1 
to a movement costing 16 francs and one costing # francs, th« y making 
them rank and taxing them equally, whereas the difference in value is over 
100 per cent. 

WATCH CASES. 

The present rate of 25 per cent does not admit the importation of watch 
cases. 

American cases are, on the contrary, exported all over the w 

The only watch cases imported to-day are such as the class of rv nts 
they inclose make this casing imperative 

The rate of 2 per cent duty was thoroughly canvassed by the Senate 
Committee on Finance in 1888, and the then proposed duty of 4) per cent was, 
in the law of 1590, put back to 2% per cent, it being shown that an increase 


would not only fail to produce additional revenue, but would effect a reduc 
tion and be of no benefit to domestic manufacturers 


The cost of the raw material constitutes almost the entire cost of ¢ 
watch case, the labor involved in the manufacture being an in: der: 
element. The present tariff of 25 per cent not only more than cover 
difference in cost of st the dou 





peewee here and abroad, but is alm 


Lax 


Inited States, because the present duty imposes a 


of labor cost in the 
on the gold composing the case in addition to the cost of making 

The following comparison between an American-made l4-carat gold watch 
case and the same article made abroad proves the aforesaid statement 


American-made sells for $24.20; foreign-made costs, with 25 per cent duty, 
$29.48. 

The same ratio of difference exists in the following: 
go made sells for $18.43; foreign-made costs, 

» 40). 

The protection being absolute, an increase in rate is unnecessary and 
detrimental to the revenue of the Government and the inter: f the retail 
watch dealers and jewelers ~ 

The only demand for an increase comes from the powerful trust-like 


with 2% per cent duty, 


sts « 


watch companies, for their own benefit, and regardless of the interests of 
the dealers and the public, and unsupported by them 

Being domestic manufacturers, backed by vast means to introduce their 
products, foreign competition is impossible, as they can preduce much larger 


quantities of a kind, and thereby reduce the cost of their manufacture toa 
minimum. 


In the face of these advantages, and the fact that foreign competition can 
not exist, any increase in duty would be superfluous; and the direct effect of 
such increase being loss to the revenue, owing to curtailment of imports, the 


measure should not be sanctioned. 

An advance in duties would greatly stimulate smuggling, and would invite 
an increase of purchases of watches in Europe and Canada, t detriment 
of retail jewelers and watch dealers throughout the country 

The whole retail jewelry trade, selling both domestic and imported watches, 
unite in opposition to the proposed change in duty, and by their signatures, 
liberally granted wherever approached, express their desire that the present 
rate be maintained. 

Attention is called to the appended list of American watch-case manu- 
facturers, who, by their signatures, approve and concur in the above. 

Signed by the committee. 


» the 


TIFFANY & CO 
THEO. B. STARR 
BENEDICT BROS 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I merely desire to say a few words 
in answer to what has been said by the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. JONES]. 
The whole watch industry in this country was revolutionized 
by American inventions in machinery, making machine-made 


watches. We make them so much better and so much cheaper 
that no handmade watch can compete with those made here. The 
industry was built up in that way. We were able to get into 


European markets and to all the markets owing to the fact that 
we had this immense advantage in our machine-made watches over 
the handmade watches. 

The American watchmakers asked for no protection in the 
various tariff bills which have gone through; they have never 
asked for an increase over the original amount proposed to be 
given them. Since then the Swiss watchmakers in the last few 
years have bought up and set up American watch machinery, and 
they are making enormons quantities of watches by our machinery, 
with labor necessarily of a very much cheaper kind 

The competition we have to meet is not an equal competition, 
even with that lower labor cost. They bring their watches into 
this country with a valuation so small as to amount practically to 
nothing, with an ad valorem duty. 

Most of the large Swiss exporters do not export watches to 
American dealers, but send to their own agents, who reside in 
New York; and they export the lower grades of watches at merely 
nominal prices. I speak of watch movements now. They invoice 
many of the watch movements at li centsapiece. But that is not 
the worst result of the ad valorem. I have in my committee room, 
and can bring here if it is desired, what they do after they get the 
watchesover here. In order to meet the law, they stamp in letters 
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which can only be detected with the microscope, the word “ Swiss” 
somewhere on the edge of the watch movements. On the faceand 
on the back or on the box in which the movements come they 
stamp in large letters the name of an American company, the 
Waltham Watch Company, the Marvin Watch Company of 
Springfield, or the New Haven WatchCompany. In other words, 
they put an absolute fraud on the market. They do not sell them 
at lower rates than ours, but they force an inferior watch upon 
our market under the pretense that it is an American watch. 

With competition of that kind, and with the lower labor cost 
behind it, it is absolutely impossible to compete without a duty 
that shall be honestly collected. An ad valorem duty practically 
amounts to nothing. The chief general appraiser tells me that 
the specific duties which we have here will average about the ad 

yaiorem which the Senate proposes, about 40 to 41 or 42 per cent. 
Some of them are higher and some of them are lower. 

W hen we come to parts of watches and other portions of watches 
which come here, they are all dutiable at 40 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. Before the Senator leaves the other branch of his 
statement. I want to ask him this question: I understand him to 
say that these foreign watchmakers, the Swiss exporters, put in 
microscopic letters the word ** Swiss,” and then put in large, con 
spicnous letters the name of some American manufacturer. If 
thatis done, I want to ask the Senator why the domestic manu- 
facturer does not avail himself of the provisions of the existing 
law. the law of 1890, and of the present bill, and confiscate that 
articles I am just looking for the section which imposes severe 
penalties where an article is brought into this country and it is 
fraudulently attempted to put onit one of our trade-marks. That 
is a plain, absolute, and palpable frand upon the revenue laws of 
the United States, and in violation of common honesty, and it is 
not a creditable reflection upon the intelligence of the watch- 
makers of Massachusetts to have permitted themselves to be 
swindled after that fashion. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator knows very well that that leads to 
endless litigation. Where it is stopped in one place it goes on in 
another. it is afraud which it is almostimpossible to meet. For 
insta.ce, 1 have got a watch movement made to imitate the 
Waltham watcn, The foreign watch company have put on their 
watch a monogram that looks exactly like the monogram of the 
American Waitham Watch Company, but they leave out the cross 
on the “A,” a little change that nobody would notice; but it would 
protect them if they were taken into court. They have got in 
microscopic characters on the edge the word ‘‘ Swiss.” 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question, because this is 
a matter which interests me? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Why do the Swiss people put the Waltham name 
on their watches? 

Mr. LODGE. Because they think they can get into the Amer- 
ican market that much better, as the American watch is preferred. 

Mr. GRAY. Is notthata very gratifying proof that the Ameri- 
can watch commands the market? 

Mr. LODGE. The American watch is the better watch, and 
wil! command the market if we have a fair chance. 

Mr. GRAY. Then do we not want a more strenuous enforce- 
ment of the law we now have to prevent fraud on American trade- 
marks and some new provision that will more effectually guard 
the superior American watch against the Swiss imitations? 

If the Senator will pardon me, it is to me a very gratifying evi- 
dence of the superiority of the American watch and that it does 
not need any protection; but it. of course, does need protection 
against a fraud of the kind the Senator mentions, and I am will- 
ing to vote for anyth ng that will prevent that. 

Mr. LODGE. We have laws that ought to prevent it, but as a 
matter of fact they do not. For instance, I hold in my handa 
watch. There is the box omen) marked “ Marvin Watch 
Company.” and on the outside #® “ Marvin Watch Company of 
Springfield.” That company has gone out of business; that is, it 
has been transferred to the State of Ohio, and its name is no longer 
in business. That is a Swiss watch. Senators can look at it for 
themselves, and see if they can find the word ‘* Swiss.” 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Massachusetts will permit me, 
I wish to read that section to which I alluded, which is section 8 
of the pending bill, and a similar provision was contained in the 
Wilson law and in the McKinley Act: 

Sno. 8 That no article of imported merchandise which shall copy or simu- 
late the name or trade-mark of any domestic manufacture or manufacturer 
shall be admitted to entry at any custom-house of the United States. And 
in order to aid the officers of the customs in enforcing this prohibition, any 
domestic manufacturer who has adopted trade-marks may require his name 
and residence and a description of his trade-marks to be recorded in books 
which shall be kept for that purpose in the Department of the Treasury, under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe, and may 
turnish to the Department facsimiles of such trade-marks; and thereupon 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause one or more copies of the same to 
be transmitted to each collector or other proper officer of the customs. 

Mr. LODGE. I am aware of that law; and it was drawn 
strongly, and ought to give ample protection, but it does not. In 


— 


the very case of the watch I have just shown they put on the 
name of an extinct company, a company which is doing bys), 
now under a name which has been transferred to the Stato , 
Ohio, and they have taken that extinct name and put it on ; 

Here [exhibiting] is a Swiss watch made to counte) 
Waltham watch. Anybody looking at it carelessly wou) ; 
it bore the Waltham monogram and trade-mark, but the «) 
the ‘‘A” is left out; and it is impossible by law to meet 
case. 

Now, with the undervaluations and the frauds, the use of ; 
ican machinery, and the very greatly lower labor cost in Swit jor. 
land, they are enabled to run into our country with an in 
watch, which they sell as an American watch, and replace. 
many cases. There is no danger of the price of watches 
raised. The domestic comoetition is altogether too severe { 
that. 

I should say as to watch movements, on which a specific 4 
levied, there is very little fluctuation, and the telling of th 
ber of jewels is an ordinary commercial method of grading \ 
movements. 

When you come to cases, on which the value of the y 
largely depends, of course if you have a gold case, it seems t 
that it is a fit subject for a revenue duty, and all watches are { 
certain extent articles of voluntary use at least, and the ex 
ones are certainly fair subjects of a revenue duty. But it is on 
the watch movements that the great frauds occur, and i 
that reason that the specific duties have been adopted. 

I believe the Senator is mistaken about the parts of watches, 
None of those come in free. The only thing that is sup) 


a 


tires 
‘ 


is lor 


sed to 
come in free are the jewels, and if the Senator from Arkansas 
has examined that question, as I have no doubt he has, he will 
know that it is absolutely impossible practically to collect a duty 
on watch jewels, the result being that the honest manufacturer 


has to pay a heavy duty, whilst the dishonest man buys watch 
jewels from the smuggler. You can put $4,000 worth of watch 
jewels in an ouncevial. They aresosmall that it is perfectly easy 
to bring them in, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have only one suggestion to make 
to the honorable Senator from Massachusetts. The burden of his 
complaint seems to be that the European watchmakers have pro 
cured American machinery and are making watches practi 
by our own methods, those that we have developed. 
me we are not in a condition to complain of that. 

The other day when the item of vanillin was under considera- 
tion, I remember it was stated on the other side of the Senate 
Chamber that this was a product that was covered by a pitent 
abroad. It seems that an American manufacturer had stolen the 
idea of the patentee on the other side, that he was industriously 
producing the product on this side, and was not willing to enter 
into open competition with the man who owned the patent, but 
wanted a high protection, the enormous protection of 80 c:nts or 
a dollar an ounce, or something of that kind, to protect him 
against the man from whom he had gotten the idea. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will not 
mingle vanillin with watches. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Not at all; only to illustrate the 
policy of the other side by a reference to what we have already 
done. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator can illustrate it in that way, but 
he should keep close to the facts in the case. 


illy 
It seems to 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Those who manufacturevanillin synth«tically 
in the United States do it by a different process from the pitented 
process that is used abroad, and it has been so decided in our 
courts. So far from this being the ingenious Americans following 


in the footsteps or pathway of the inventors of Europe, they have 
an invention of their own, which is distinct from that of Europe. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is that patented? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not patented, because they do not pro- 
pose to expose their secret. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is a secret process? 

Mr. ALLISON. A secret process. So we have disposed of 
vanillin. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My understanding was that the 
process was practically the same, and I was illustrating the policy 
of the other side by reference to that article, However that may 
be, I can conceive of no justification for the enormous increase in 
the tax on these goods. If you have developed and built up asys- 
tem which makes watches better and cheaper than they are mie 
anywhere else in the world, commands the market of the word, 
and has done it under a tax of 25 per cent, where is the excuse for 
the increase in taxation to what experts tell me is about 6» per 
cent instead of 25 per cent? How that can be justified is beyond 
comprehension to me. ‘ 

Mr. LODGE. I made the remark I did in regard to the intro- 
duction of American machinery in Switzerland simply to show 
that conditions have changed since the time when the Senator 
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said we had only handmade watches to compete with. They 
have got onto an equality with us, with the aid of our own ma- 
chinery. 1 do not complain of that. I say conditions have | 
changed. They are now working machinery with labor of much 
lower cost. I think we ought to give sufficient protection to 
make that difference, and I think we onght also to make a differ- 
ence in order to protect our people against undervaluations and 
frauds. 

These are great industries, employing the very highest class of | 
mechanics. Of course | allow for the effect of bad times, but 
even then their sales have been so cut down by the Swiss compe- | 
tition, watches brought in at these undervaluations and in these | 
fraudulent forms, taking the place of American watches and sold 
at exactly the same rate, that they have had to reduce their ran- | 
ning time to four days in the week. I think when we have re- 
duced the price of watches as we have by our own ingenuity to | 
the who’e world, when we get. them at the lowest possible price | 
and give a better article to our own people at lower prices than 
anybody else can do, that we are entitled to protection against 
a cheap labor, which is also aided by undervaluations and by 
fraud. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, as I said a moment ago, I am very 
much interested in what the junior Senator from Massachesetts 

Mr. LopGe] has said in regard to the development of the watch | 
industry in this vountry and largely in the State which he so ably 
represents in part, but while it is gratifying to know that this 
iedustly has not only been established, but has grown and de- 
veloped and commands the market of the United States and 
largely of the world by reason of the superiority of its manufac- 
ture, surely it is no reason to tax the people of the United States 
to a greater extent than they are already taxed on tliese articles, 
no longer a luxury, but I might say a necessity. What were the | 
luxuries of a generation ayo are becoming the necessities of the | 
present one. fe all know that. The world advances and civili- 
zation advances, and its progress is not more surely marked than 
by the diffusion of these things in common use which compara- 
tively a few years ago were used only by the rich and were classed 
as luxuries. 

Watches have become a necessity. Thereis no reason that Ican 
conceive of, from the statement made by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts as to the state of this industry, why, in order to prevent | 
these frauds or compensate the American manufacturer for the | 
effect of these frauds, we should impose this burden upon the 
American people. We must not punish the boy or girl who buys 
a watch or the poor man who buys a watch because the Swiss 
frandulently imitate the trade-mark of the Massachusetts watch- 
maker, tam willing to go to any length that is reasonable in de- 
fining and punishing the crime of the simulation of an American 
trade-mark. Let us punish that and prevent it, and I would pro- 
pose some such language as I will read, for that is the chief com- 
plaint I hear made by the Senator from Massachusetts, and he has 
made it the justification for an increase of duty. An increased 
duty will not prevent the simulation of the trade-mark. I suggest 
some such provision as this: 

No watch or clock or part thereof shall be admitted to entry at any cus- 
tom-house in the United States which shal! not have the name of the place | 
and the country from which imported, or where made, printed or engraved 
conspicuously on the face of the watch or movement or upon the part of the | 
watch imported. 

I suggest to the junior Senator from Massachusetts—merely as 
& suggestion to be perfected—whether some such language wouid | 
not measurably answer the purpose which the watchmakers have | 
in view. Then add a penal provision which shall punish anyone 
who attempts it. 

Mr. LODGE. We have law enough now. 

Mr. GRAY. I think that is an advance of the present law. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
and the Senator from Delaware that the committee havein prepara: | 
tion a modification of one of the sections of the bill, I think sec- 
tion 8, which will more certainly cure the defect. 

Mr. GRAY. There is a law, as [ understand it, which requires 
the name of the country to be marked on the goods. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is such a law. 

Mr. LODGE. They comply with 1t. 

Mr. GRAY. They ume with it in letter, but not in spirit. 

Mr. LODGE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. GRAY. I think the law ought to be so made that they 
would be compelled to engrave the name of the country where it 
can not be overlooked, on some conspicuous part of the watch. 

Mr. LODGE. That would not meet the undervaluation. 








The | 





specific is the only thing that will correct it. 
Mr. GRAY. e Senator does not want a specific larger than | 
the ad valorem. 


Mr. LODGE. I do not think on the average it does 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The tax in this paragraph is an ad 





Mr. LODGE. The Senator means the parts of watches? 
Mr. GRAY. Yes. 
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Mr. LODGE. 


I think they need as much as that. 
Mr. HOAR. 


Mr. President, I do not wish to prolone the dis- 


cussion. My colleague has very clearly and concisely covered the 
whole ground, but I wish to make just one observation. The pre- 
cise argument which the S-nator from Delaware has just made 
was made when the protective duty, smaller than th's a little, but 


still a protective duty, was placed upon watches in the tariff which 


originally placed a duty on watches. ‘* Why are you putting this 
burden on the American people for these few work Why not 
let the American boy buy his watch where he is a mind to?” and 
all those arguments which we have heard on th ul und 
here. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not say that. I said why punish the Amer- 
ican consumer, boy or what not, as the case may be, for the frauds 
of the Swiss manufacturers? That is what I said. 

Mr. HOAR. You can call it punishment or say what s to bo 


au 


done for, but the substance of it is, ‘* Why you mae the 
American purchaser pay more for his watches to protect the 


| American workmen against thiscompetition, whether it be fraud- 


ulent or genuine?” If it 


were genuine competition, the argu- 
ment would be still stronger. That argument was mace then, 
| and we p:oceeded to try the experiment, and the Am an, get- 
ting his protection, brought down the prices of watches in some 
instances to less than 25 per cent of the old prices, and in some 
| instances c'ear down so that you can get some very decent time- 


keepers for $1.50 and $2.50, of silver or pinchbeck cases. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Now you want to more than double 
the tax. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me state my proposition, and the Senator can 
give his answer to it afterwards. 

Now, what is the result? That policy, aided by the American 
ingenuity which was set at work, because the workingmen in the 
watch establishments are of the very best and of the most intelli- 
gent class of American workmen, not only built up the industry 
here, but reduced the price of watches, in many instances, 75 per 
cent. But now the foreigners have taken our machinery, the 
result of our ingenuity and brain, the result of the brain stimu- 
lated by the protective policy, and are pressing us hard by these 
methods. So now our workmen are driven to four days in the 
week instead of six, as my colleague has said. 

I undertake to predict that if you put on the duty which is pro- 
posed, and the experiment has a fair trial, the thing will go on; 
that the American market will be sannlied by American work- 
men; that these poor foreign watches will be in a large measure 
excluded; that you will have the price of watches stili further re- 
duced, so that they will be down to 50 or 60 per cent of what they 
are now; and I wish to put this expression of opinion on record: 
This industry, which has so refuted by its past experience all the 
stock arguments of the free trader, will go on to furnish further 
and more impressive refutation of the sume thing. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Massachusetts 
alow me to ask him a question in connection with his prediction? 
Thirty years ago a tariff of 25 per cent was put on watches, which 
he says resulted in these marvelous developments, and now a tax 


| of 65 per cent is propo ed instead of 2) per cent. Now. | k, will 
the great successes which will follow the inaugurat.on of this tax, 
according to his theory, necessitate a tix of, say, 100 or 150 per 
cent in the next few years to protect the same artisan 
Mr. HOAR. If we should get the price of a watch down to $1 


instead of $3. down to $10 instead of $20, the rate with a tariff of 
100 per cent would be really half as much as a tariff of 50 per cent 
is now. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, there wasone 
Senator from Massachusetts which is a fact, that after supplyin 
the American market and exporting the amount which [| named 
here {rom the comparative statement, these large New England 
establishments have regular agents abroad, in Enel | pat 


actstated by the senior 


e 
I 
f 


. 
s 


rl ina | cu- 
larly, where they sell the product cheaper to the fore gner than 
they do in the United States. I was not myself at the Chicago 
| Exposition, but I am permitted by my colleague, the Senator from 
Georgia, who was there, to state that he saw Waltham watches, 
or watches made by a large manufacturing company in New Eng- 
land, on exhibition, and he was toid by the agent. whom he over- 
heard conversing with an Englishman, after the Englishman had 
left hin, that they were selling the identical watches at 20 to 25 
per cent cheaper in England than in the United Stat 
Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, that is true in all 
commerce everywhere. Unless there be some very peculiar con- 
ditions, the exporter sells his goods in his foreign trade, if it is a 


foreign trade where he has competition, cheaper than in his do- 
mestic trade. That is true everywhere the world over, because 
in the first place they send over their surpius stock at the end of 
the year, if they have made a surplus at a particalartime. | 
pose the Senator can not point to an article in all commerce, where 
there is free competition, where if a foreigner in part supplies the 
market he does not sell the article a little cheaper abroad than at 
home. 


up- 


























































































































































2094 





Mr. VEST. If they can afford to do that, if the American man- 
ufacturer can supply the home market and then go abroad and 
gell the same article from 20 to 25 per cent cheaper in competition 
‘with foreigners, where is the necessity for the so-called protection? 

Mr. HOAR. That would require stating the argument which 
has been stated twentytimes. As the Senator forms Montene [Mr. 
MANTLE] suggests to me, he sells abroad the things he can not sell 
at home. sells abroad his surplus, which he has to sell ina 

rticular condition, when the market is overstocked. All those 

ings apply to the foreign trade. 

Mr. VEST. lt is always overstocked, The export journals 
show—and I can produce them at any time in this Chamber, as I 
have before—that in all the different metallic manufactures our 
productions are exported abroad and sold for less in the foreign 
markets. They openly avow that. Of course their answer isa 
surplus. But that simple fact shows that under the tariff system 
of the United States the American manufacturers are enabled to 
supply the home market ora portion of it and then they send 
abroad and sell for less to the foreigner, and sell at a profit. 

Mr. HOAR. The foreigner is doing the same thing to us. 

Mr. VEST. Asamatter of course, but their people are not taxed 
as it is pr :d to tax the American people by this bill. 

Mr. HOAR. That is another point. 

Mr. VEST. enormous taxes are nowhere imposed except 
in the United States, and they are imposed here upon products 
where, it is said, it is necessary to protect from foreign competi- 
tion the manufacturing interests of this country. No, no, Mr. 
President, as a distinguished colleague of ours from Ohio used to 
say, ‘‘ That won't do; that won't do.” 

confess I was amused at the statement of the junior Senator 
from Massachusetts, when he said that the foreigners were en- 
abled to cheat the Massachusetts manufacturers by putting in 
very small letters ‘‘ Switzerland,” and in very large letters ‘‘ Wal- 
tham Manufacturing Company.” Mr. President, what intelli- 

t American citizen in Massachusetts or outside of it will believe 

t statement? That dis the intellect of the American to 
such an extent that I will not stand it; and more than that, if a 
Massachusetts manufacturer can be cheated after that fashion, 
what in Heaven’s nameis to become of a Missourian? [Laughter.]} 
They will steal the plugs out of the teeth and then escape the po- 
lice. Who believes now that the people of New England can be 
cheated in that fashion? Mr. President, it is an outrage upon the 
land of wooden nutmegs to say that any such thing can be done. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not say they cheated the New England 
manufacturers. I said they cheated the custom-house the 
Missourians who buy the watches. 

Mr. VEST. They cheat the custom-house and the Massachu- 
setts manufacturer, because here is a law, enacted in 1890, which 

rovides that no article simulating an American trade-mark shall 

permitted to come into this country at all; and more than that, 
any domestic manufacturer can file his trade-mark in books pro- 
vided for that purpose, and then if any attempt is made to intro- 
duce an article so marked, it is to be excluded. No, no; that will 
not do. 

I assert that this duty, and it is not to be contradicted, is 65 per 
cent instead of 40 per cent under the proposed cmnondment, an 98 
per cent under the McKinley Act and under the Wilson Act. For 

e last thirty years that has been the duty, and we have built up 
an enormous industry, co! ing the domestic market and com- 
peting successfully abroad and selling the same products at less 
prices, and yet this duty is now to be increased in this country 40 
per cent, and for no other purpose than to enable the American 
manufacturer to exclude the foreigner entirely and take possession 
of the market. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, there is one sugges- 
tion I wish to make in connection with the admissions on 
the other side. Here is the statement broadly made that the 
watches are sent abroad and sold for 25 per cent less than they are 
sold to American citizens. The ufacturers must be able to 
sell those watches at the prices at which they sell them abroad, 
or they would not so sell them. If they can afford to make and 
sell those watches abroad at 25 per cent less than they are sold for 
here, they are selling in American markets, by aid of laws that 
are thrown around them. for 25 per cent more than they 
are worth. They are ed to make the American people take 
goods at a higher than they ought to pay, because they can 
and do sell them abroad at the lower prices. 

A statement was made by the senior Senator from Massachu- 
setts that this runs through all manufactures. If that is trae— 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say that. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What statement did the Son.; 
make? 





















eigners do the same thing to this country. I did not 
manufactures. 


take. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is a difference between twee), 
and tweedledum. 


plicable to all nations alike, the Senator undertakes to put in )), 
mouth a phrase limiting it to American mannfactures under 
protective system, and then when his attention is called to 1 
misstatement he says it is the difference between tweedledum 4): 
tweedledee. 


ator’s statement. 


stand. It means, asl believe—every member of the Senate w |! un- 
derstand that it means—that the American manufacturer: 
and do sell their products cheaper abroad than they sell! thei to 
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‘ 
Mr. HOAR. I said it ran through all trade, and that the ; 


¥ 
r- 


Bay ail 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Perhaps I was mistaken in «, 


‘*manufactures” instead of “trade.” 


Mr. HOAR. The Senator was, and it was a very seriou; 


It is the same thing after all. 
Mr. HOAR. When I speak of a universal law of all trad. 


gross 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Massachusetts 
Mr. HOAR. No; I ought not to speak so earnestly per)ays. 


I believe the Senator from Arkansas is a fair and candid ma), 
does not wish to misrepresent me. 
that when I said a certain rule of conduct runs through all tr, 
it is not a fair statement of what I said to limit my statemen 


I think the Senator wil] geo 


can manufactures. ; 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not undertake to limit the Sen- 
I referred to his statement in general terins. 
I take the statement as he made it, and I am willing for i: { 


vw 


can 


our own people, and that the Senator justifies this act. I say that 
whenever the law allows American manufacturers to sel! their 


goods abroad—and they would not sell them abroad unless they 
could do it at a profit—whenever that is eo. and we throw 
laws around them to enable them to sell thei 


goods higher to 
American people than they can sell them profitably abroad, wo 
are guilty of a gross outrage on the American people. 

Mr. HOAR. Does not the Senator see that in the case which 
has been stated the man does not sell at a profit abroad? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Why does he sell there? 

Mr. HOAR. Because he has to get rid of his surplus. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. At a loss? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; at a loss. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am slow to believe that shrewd, 


sharp American manufacturers are going to send drummers 
oo solicit trade at a loss tothemselves. They are not jnite 
so 


Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will read Lord Brougham’s (amious 
speech on the English relation to the American tariff and nani 
————. which has been cited a thousand times in these de|yiics, 
he will find that the speaker describes that as the precise met) 
of the Englishman. Then, if the capitalist, in addition, po-sesss 
capital and influence enough by so so neg 
shut up competitors in the foreign country, t 

and make his gain. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The American manufacturers 011 -:!1t 
not to be allowed to sell their goods to the American peop!« at 
such a profit as will justify them in selling their goods abroad «t 


a loss. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I remember some years ago | «ing 
in a watch factory in New England, at Waterbury, the celebrate 
Waterbury watch manufactory, and going through all the larze 
establishment. The proprietor told me whet number of watches 
were turned out during aday. It was astonishing to me. ani 
a cost of twoor three to thewatch. I asked him, “ Where 
do you find a market for all the immense product which you ar: 
turning out?” He said to me, ‘Name a place on the earth —any 
place—and [ will name the place where you will find a Wa''' 
bury watch if you go there.” He was exporting watches 1n |. -1' 
imate trade all over the whole world, making them by machin ry, 
with the human hand doing nothing but assembling the piv 
and putting them together. They were did watches. He 
gave me two of them, which I have yet. market was all over 
the world, selling in competition with pauper labor. 
that you can not compete with t!: 

: machinery—high- 
—and yet we are told 
manufactures all over the wh 
ld in legitimate trade om Se our existence, and comp«t 


wor 
ing with the labor in own market, paying the cost 
oe to their market, handicapped by that amount, 
bat the markets against all the world. We have tw» 
One that 
own 


of a surplus as to 
en he will raise the 


we have to protect our own pev))'° 
boundaries, against the competition «' 


pauper labor, and then we take the same product and go out in\0 
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the world and compete with the pauper labor and beat them in 
ir own 
Or. JONES of Arkansas. We undersell them. 
Mr. MILLS. Of course we undersell them, and it is done at a 
t. Look at the agricultural implements which we are ship- 
ping every year. As has been stated on this floor several times, 

u can not go to any place on the Continent of Europe where you 

o not find our sowing machines and reapers, and all the various 
implements we make in this country. Are we selling them at a 
Joss year by year and still pursuing the business? Look at every 

artment of manufactures. We have been ‘sending a large 
amount of cotton goods abroad, and increasing it in later years. 
Are we selling them at a loss? The gentlemen who are carrying 
on this business certainly do not do that. 

There is no necessity for the re duty on watches. We 
can beat the world m g watc We have been beating the 
world making watches, making them cheaper and making them 
better than anybody else. 

Mr. GEAR. I wish to give the Senator from Arkansas and 
other Senators a little information about Japanese watches. I 
hold in my hand the second watch made in the Japanese Empire, 
which a friend of mine bought in Japan a year ago. This watch 
is full jeweled, fifteen jewels. It isan Elgin watch. It was made 
in that country im an establishment which has been recently | 
started, and to-day they are making these watches by the thousand 
and sending them to the United States. This watch cost in Japan 
$i1 American money. It can be sold at wholesale for a litte less 
than $8; and that watch can not be made in the Elgin factory, of 
which watches it is a complete duplicate, for less than $17. That 
is the reason, I imagine, which governed the Finance Committee 
in proposing the duty on watches. I hope the amendment will 


vail. 
oo JONES of Arkansas. Then our ple do not make the 
best and cheapest watches in the world, as we were assnred a 





while - they did? 
Mr. GEAR. They do not make a watch equal in cheapness to 


the watch of the heathen “‘Chinee,” if you please. We make as | 
= a — as is made anywhere in the world, and possibly the 
watch, 


Mr. VEST. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Iowa a ques- 


tion. 

Mr.GEAR. I shall be giad to answer it if I can. 

Mr. VEST. Was not the watch factory established in Japan by 
Americans and with American capital? 

Mr. GEAR. No, sir. It was started in Japan by American 
mechanics who went there to teach the Japanese how to make the 





Have not the Elgin Watch Company a large inter- 
the entire ownership of, the plant? 
. Ican not answer the question, but I think not. 

I understand they have. | 
American mechanics taught the Japanese how to 
watches. 
They went there from the Elgin Company, and | 
make a duplicate of the Elgin watch. 
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Of course it is an entire duplicate, but I do not 
establishment is owned by the ElginCompany. I know, 
I do not think, that the Elgin Company have a dollar or a | 
‘s interestin the factory. I simply exhibit the watch toshow 
the gone ory if we are to maintain the industry in the 
— States, that applies not only in regard to Elgin, but 


E 
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seeker 
as tr 
"F 


as am 
VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair will then put the question | 


i 


upon the amendment proposed to the amendment of sal 


amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on agreeing to | 
189 as amended. 


I want to have the question taken by yeas and nays | 


Z 


The 
The 


4 


ot one nav. 
Mr. J of Arkansas. The question now ison the adoption 
of the , | understand. 

Mr. . Iwishto suggest to the Senator that the House 
is retained. We do not have to vote upon the House text, 
understand it. 


aie aL aatecamiena 

of taking a vote on eac Tragra 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair understands the pending 
on agreeing to paragra as amen As 

read at the desk. 


ery well. 
Arkansas. That is, on the adoption of the amend- 


The VICE PRESIDENT On the adoption of the amendment 
to the paragraph. , 


Mr. ALLISON. 
JONESof 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Upon agreeing to the paragraph as amended, I | D* 


- 
2095 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The question now is on the entire 
paragraph? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the entire para- 


graph 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 

The yeas and nays were 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I havea 
general pair with the Senator from Wyoming |Mr. CLark]. As 
he is not present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I will state now 
for the dav that I am paired with the senior Senator from Tennes 
see [Mr. Harris], and therefore withho!d my vote. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). [ am paired 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina {[Mr. McLaurin}. 
If he were present. I should vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington {/Mr. TurNeR}. By an ar 
rangement, I will transfer my pair, so that the Senator from Wash 
ington [Mr. TcorRNER| will stand paired with my colleague | Mr 
CLARK], and the Senator from Kansas |Mr. Harris} and myself 
will vote. I vote “yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I desire to transfer my pair with the Sena 
tor from South Carolina {Mr. McLaurin} to the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. Mason}. I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. VEST. Has the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NeLson 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. VEST. I withho!d my vote. Iam paired with that Sena- 
tor. I would vote **nay” and he would vot» ** yea” if present. 

Mr. GEAR. Has the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
Smita} voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. GEAR. I withhold my vote. Iam paired with that Sen- 
ator. If he were present, he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. Under the arrangement stated by the 
Senator from Wyoming | Mr. Warren]. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MARTIN. On tis question I am patred with the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. McBripr}], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the negative) 
I am paired with the Senator from Maine (Mr. Hate!, but by an 
agreement with the Senator from Iowa { Mr. Gear} I transfer my 
pair to the Senator from New Jersey {Mr. Swrra], and the Sena 
tor from Maine |Mr. HaLe| and the Senator from New Jersey 
{Mr. Smrru| will remain paired until otherwise announced. My 
vote will stand. 

Mr. GEAR. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I desire to inquire whether the junior 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLer]| has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. [am paired with the jnnior Senator from 
North Carolina, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. MANTLE. I should like to inquire what announcement 
has been made respecting the pair of the Senator from Utah {Mr 
Cannon]? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No announcement has been made. 

Mr. MANTLE. I understand that the Senator from Utah [ Mr. 
CANNON] has a genera! pair with the Senator from Rhode Island 
{Mr. ALpricu]. If the Senator were present, in this case he would 
vote to sustain the committee. 

The result was announced —yeas 36, nays 26; as follows: 


As amended? 

As amended. 

On that we want the veas and nays. 
ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 


He has not voted. 


He has not voted. 


YEAS—-36 

Allison, Foraker, Lodge, Sewell 
Burrows, Frye, Mc Millan, Shoup 
Carter, Gallinger, Mantle, Spooner, 
Chandler, Gear, Penrose, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hanna, Perkins, Teller, 
Davis, Hansbrough, Platt, Conn. Thurston, 

Oe, wiley, Pritchard, Warren, 
Elkins, Hoar, Proctor, Wetmore, 
Fairbanks, Jones, Nev. Quay, Wilson 

NAYS —2%6 
Allen, Daniel, Lindsay, Rawlins, 
Bacon, Faulkner, Mallory, Tillman, 
Bate, Gray. Mills, Turpie, 
Berry. Harris, Kans Mitchell, Walthall, 
Caffery, Heitfeld, Morgan, White. 
Clay, Jones, Ark Pasco, 
Cockrell, Kenney, Pettus, 
: NOT VOTING—27. 
Aldrich, Gorman, Martin, Roach, 
Baker, Hale, Mason, Smith, 
Butler, Harris, Tenn Morrill, Turner, 
Cannon, Kyle, Murphy, Vest. 
Chilton, ce Bride, Nelson, Wellington, 
ae ‘ Pettigrew Wolcott. 
McLaurin Platt, N.Y. 
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So paragraph 189 as amended was agreed to, as follows: 

189. Watch movements, whether imported in cases or not, if having not 
more than 7 jewels, 3 cents each; if having more than 7 jewelsand not more 
than 11 jewels, 50 cents each; if having more than 11 jewels and not more 
than 15 jewels, 75 cents each; if having more than 15 jewels and not more 
than 17 jewels, $1.25 each; if having more than 17 jewels, $3 each, and in addi- 
tion thereto, on all the foregoing, 25 per cent ad valorem; watch cases and 
parts of watches, including watch dials, chronometers, box or ship, and parts 
thereof, clocks and parts thereof, not otherwise provided for in this act, 
whether separately packed or otherwise, not composed wholly or in chief 
value of china, porcelain, parian, bisque, or earthenware, 40 per cent ad 
valorem, 

Mr. ALLISON. I propose now that we shall consider the lead 
paragraphs passed over. The first is paragraph 179, but the 
senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] has the floor upon 
that paragraph. He will behereinafew moments. SolIask that 
it may be temporarily postponed, and that I may put in one or 
two small amendments. I ask the Senate to comes paragraph 
267, one of the postponed amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the Secre- 
tary will read paragraph 267. 

he Secretary read lines 1 and 2, on page 79, as follows: 

267. Pineapples, in barrels and other packages, 6 cents per cubic foot; in 
bulk, $6 per thousand. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam instructed by the committee to move to 
strike out “six,” in line 1, on page 79, and insert ‘‘seven;” and 
also to move to strike out ‘‘ six,” in line 2, and insert ‘‘seven.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 1, after the word ‘ packages,” strike 
out ‘‘six” and insert ‘‘seven;” and in line 2, before the word ‘*dol- 
lars,” strike out “six” and insert ‘“‘seven;” so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

267. Pineapples, in barrels and other packages, 7 cents per cubic foot; in 
bulk, $7 per thousand. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, i wish to call attention to the fact 
that here is an increase of 1 cent over the bill as passed by the 
House, and of 7 cents over the McKinley Act. I would just like 
to know by what sort of ratiocination and what sort of tariff 
evolution an art.cle which the Republican party thought ought 
to be free in 1890 is now re under a duty of 7 cents per cubic 
foot. In the much-abused Wilson Act the rate was 20 per cent 
ad valorem. I recollect the debate very well upon that paragraph, 
and I think the Senator from Rhode Island now absent criti- 
cised severely our putting 20 per cent upon an innocent, healthful, 
tropical fruit which was produced only in one or two localities in 
the United States, Will the Senator from Iowa kindly inform us 
what climatic-conditions, what sanitary objects, have caused him 
now to take this article off the free list and put it at 7 cents per 
cubic foot? 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, there are both climatic reasons and sani- 
tary reasons for doing so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And revenue reasons, 

Mr. VEST. Very good. Then let us have them. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oneis that pineapples are largely produced in 
Florida and the semitropical regions of our own country, and I un- 
derstand they are very healthful food. There is great pressure to 
make this duty specific. and therefore a specific duty has been 
provided for instead of an ad valorem rate. It is thought that 
this will be a reasonable duty to protect that great industry in 
our country. 

Mr. VEST. This is the first time I ever heard the fact that 
ee are raised in Florida stated as a sanitary reason for a 
duty upon that fruit. I have no doubt it is necessary to the polit- 
ical health of the Republican party, but outside of that I disclaim 
understanding at all how it can be a sanitary reason. 

Pineapples are not largely raised in Florida. I was down there 
recently. They are raised around in a few localities, but it is by 
no means a large interest. I wish it were larger. I sympathize 
with the people of Florida in the misfortunes that have overtaken 
them, but I do not propose to put a duty upon the consumers of 
the United States out of all reason—7 cents per cubic foot—be- 
cause there are a few counties im Florida where pineapples are 
raised. That is the whole of this matter. The sanitary reason 
consists simply in the fact that there are certain demands made 
upon the committee which they are bound to heed. 

I shall move to strike out ‘‘7 cents” as soon as that amendment 
is adopted and insert the existing rate of 20 per cent ad volorem. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to inquire 
from what source the pressure comes to which he has alluded? 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Georgia wishes specifica- 
tions, Ican not very well give them. I will say, however, that 
the pressure comes from both sides of this Chamber. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it is not my province to sup- 
port the pauper ecg er of the Tropics against the more robust 
and healthy food of Florida. I did not know until the Senator 
from Iowa made the statement that it was necessary to fertilize 
the Florida pineapples with the tariff bill. 

Isu 1 ee that to help nature we ought to 


ile up a foot or two 
of tari 


bills around pineapple bushes in Florida. They might 








grow that much more profusely. ButI thought that those troy;.. ! 
plants had growth and sustenance from the natural eley).., 
the countries where they flourish. 

But in connection with pineapples I propose, as it relates ¢, 
Southern growth, to introduce and have incorporated jy ‘the 
Recorp a letter written to me on June 26 by Col. Albert B. 4)... 
person, of New York, a noted authority upon cotton. « 
oo is the author of Cotton Facts. and has a reputation 
well deserved and universally acknowledged as perfectly e:)1);,;, j 
and well informed upon all matters concerning cotton. [ jn {ro. 
duce his letter to me and ask that it may be incorporated jn yy 
remarks as containing most valuable information in reo), to 
cotton and the 20 per cent tax thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator want to have it rea:\? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not care about having it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, ¢}, 
ter will be printed in the Recorp. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


its in 


én. 


el 


» let. 


New York, June °, 1997. 

My Dear Sir: On 8th instant a letter from Mr. Wilbur PF. Wakeman, of 
New York, in reference to the imports of raw cotton into this co “3 
read in the Senate. The letter was intended to convey the impres.j.}; + 
foreign cotton was being sold in our markets in competition with (1 
cotton, and in order to show that such competition is increasing it states 
that, ‘* Until recently the importations have been chiefly of Egyptian cotton 
but now ‘upland’ or staple cotton is also being imported to a considerabis 
extent.” 

The entire letter is misleading, and its statement that “ upland © «ot 
being imported is absolutely without the slightest foundation in fac: 

I have official and private information to substantiate the assertion that 
nota bale of foreign cotton similar toour ‘upland cotton ™ has been imported 
into this country, and that no foreign cotton except Egyptian cottin has 
been used in our cotton mills for over thirty years. The importations of cot. 
ton for consumption have been, practically, of no other kind but Evyprtian 
and Peruvian. During the past two ee bales of Chinese, Eas: {n: 
and African cotton have been impor to be used by woolen manutact 
as a cheap substitute for Peruvian cotton, the entire quantity bein 
about 150 bales. A few bales of other growths have been brought tothe | 
States for transshipment to Europe. 

Not only have there been no recent importations of “upland” cotton, as 
alleged by Mr. Wakeman, but the importations of foreign cotton for the » 
months from September 1, 1896, to June 1, 1807, were much less than for the 
corresponding period of the previous season. For nine months ending June 
1 the importations of yptian cotton were 54,945 bales, against 63.27) bales 
for nine months ending June 1, 1896. For nine months ending June | the im- 
portations of Peruvian cotton were 8,494 bales, against 18.952 ba!es for nine 
months ending June 1, 1896. The imports of cotton at San Francisco from 


was 
hat 
rican 


ton ig 






g only 
nited 


ne 


Oceanica, etc.. for nine months ending June 1 were equal in weizht to «5 
bales of American cotton, against the equivalent of 930 bales for nine months 
ending June 1, 1896. Allof these figures are from custom-house returns in 
my possession. 

All of the Peruvian cotton imported has been of the kind known as “ rough 


Peruvian,” and nota single bale of it has ever found its way into a cotton 


mill., * Rough Peruvian f isa 


peculiar kind of cotton having such close re- 
semblance to wool that its sole use is for mixing with wool in the manufac- 
ture of underwear, hosiery, and cloths which are all sold to retail buyers as 
being made entirely of wool. The object of its use ig to cheapen the cost of 
the goods. ‘Rough Peruvian” cotton does not compete in the least possible 
degree with any description of American cotton in any market in the world. 


Its price has no relation whatever to the price of other descriptions of cotton, 
but is influenced by the price of wool and the supply of “rough Peruvian” 
cotton. 

On page 226 of volume 2 of Report of Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
February 23, 1895, is a statement over my signature giving somew hat in detail 
the characteristics of Peruvian and Egyptian cotton and the pur) or 
which these cottons are used. Egyptian cotton has a long, strong. silky sta- 

le, from 1; to 14 inches in length, while the staple of what is called our“ up- 
fana cotton’ ranges from three-fourths to 1 inch, and our “‘sea-island cot- 
ton” from 1} to 2;inches. It is lily adapted for sewing thread, fine 
underwear and hosiery (such as * balbriggan,” etc.), and for goois requiring 
smooth finish and high luster. It gives to fabrics a soft finish, like silk, anc 
this character, together with its luster, makes it desirable for mixing with 
silk in the manufacture of various kinds of silk goods. For such purposes as 
Ihave named it is much better than our “upland cotton” and usually sells 
for about 2 cents a pound more. 

For some of the purposes for which ee cotton is used there is no 
American cotton which would be suitable. The good grades of our sea-islaud 
cotton are so much superior in fineness and strength to the best grades of 






Egyptian cotton that they sell for from 50 to 100 per cent more. The two 
growths of cotton differ so greatly in their character and value that there is 
really no competition between them. This view is fully concurred in by the 
Southern firm which sells more sea-island cotton than any house in the 


country. Our upland cotton is not good enough to compete with Exgyp- 


tian cotton for use in the s Pp for which the latter is imported, 
and our sea-island cotton is too ood and too high priced for the uses in 
which a cotton is gene employed. 

The ton of our country which most resembles Egyptian cotton is the 
fancy-stapled varieties known as “Allen,” “ Peeler,” etc., which are grown to 
a very limited extent (chiefly in the Mississippi Valley). These cottons have 
a staple ranging from 1 to 1} inches, but as they are ginned by saw gins. the 
staple lacks uniformity, and is often cut and damaged by the saws 0f the yi, 
They do not possess the high luster and silkiness of the Egyptian, an‘ 
course lack the brownish color which makes Egyptian cotton indispensable 
in * balbriggan * underwear and hosiery which are never dyed nor bleached. 
All Egyptian cotton is ginned by “roller gins,” such as are used here only ‘or 
our “sea-island cotton,” and hence the staple is very regular and unifcrm. 
The yield of the varieties such as “Allen,” “ Peeler,” etc., is usually much 
less per acre than the shorter-stapled kinds in general cultivation. _ 3 

Unl-ss the staple is sufficiently long and uniform to bring a price high 
enough to compensate for the smaller yield, the cultivation of these cot tons 
is not profitable. There are no statistics u the subject, but it is vs 
known that the cultivation of these fancy varieties has diminished materially 
within the last few years. 1 do not think, however, that the reduction was 
caused by the importation of 
because of its larger and more 

shorte varie 





ian cotton, but was due to the fact that 
ready sale it was found mor? profitable 


to grow the ty in common use. It has been represented 
that the present low for sea-island cotton are due to the imp: oe 
of Egy cotton, but the true cause is the overproduction of sea islan 








1897. 





cotton for the past three seasons. The price of sea-island cotton is controlled 
by supply and demand, just like all other commodities. Being an article of 
comparatively limited use, an oversupply causes a much greater actual and 
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relative decline than could possibly occur with upiand cotton, for which | 


there is so much larger use. 

Our sea-island crop of 1892-93 was 45,418 bales. 
25.490 bales, and the average of the crops for ten years ending with 1893 was 
45.000 bales. The crops since 18% have been as follows: 1805-04, 61,062 bales; 
1804-95, 74,628 bales; 1595-96, 93,045 bales. Of the present crop of 1896-97 there 
have alyeady been received 101,000 bales, and the crop will be about 105,000 
bales. Itwill be seen that the crops of the past three years amount to 273.0) 
bales. being an average of 91,000 bales, against an average fer the ten years to 
1893 of oniy 45,000 bales. It can not be maintained that Egyptian cotton has 
supplan ! ) 
of sea- cotton in the year ending August 3), 149 (and are taking some- 
what more thisseason), against only 11.674 bales in the year ending August 31, 
1884, and an average of 21,000 bales for the ten years to 1893. 

On page 354 of the Report of Senate Committee on Agriculture, to which I 
have referred, will be found details of the crops, exports, and American con 
sumption of sea-island cotton for each year since 1874. Our spinners use 
considerably less than one-half of our crops of sea-island cotton, and the 
remainder is exported to Europe. I take a deep interest in the prosperity of 
our cotton wers, but it is my deliberate judgment that a duty upon cot 
ton will not benefit them in the slightest degree, while it will doubtless prove 
a serious injury to manufacturers in New England and New York by in 
creasing the cost of the Egyptian cotton, which they will have to use for such 
pu , as they can provide no substitute. 

e cotton which comes here from other countries does not, in my opin 
jon, restrict the sale or affect the price of American cotton in any of our 
markets. ‘ ‘ 

Only about 3) per cent of the American cotton crop is taken by our spin- 
pers. The remainder is exported to Europe, in whose chief markets the 

rice is adjusted by the competition of the surplus cotton received from 
Fadia, Egypt, Brazil, and other countries. The price is regulated by the 
varying conditions of present and prospective supply and demand. The fact 
of our placing a duty on cotton could not have any effect upon European 
markets except that just to the extent that Egyptian shipments to America 
might be curtailed the supp! available for Hurope would be increased. The 
European price necessarily fixes the price of cotton for the American mar 
kets, as it would be utterly impossible for the purchasers of only 3) per cont 
of the crop to govern the price to be paid by the buyers of the other ¥U per 
cent. 

The price of our cotton is not fixed by the views of its owners or their 
commission merci. ants, but is regulated by what the European spinners are 
willing to pay for it, and no one can pretend that the imposition by us of a 
duty on ptian cotton will make our cotion any more valuable to European 
spinners. Very little Egyptian cotton was imported previous to 1884. The 
annual importations since then have been as follows, for years ending Au 

st 31, viz: 1885, 4.553 bales; 1886, 3.815 bales; 1887, 4,700 bales: 1888, 5,792 bales; 

889, 8,430 bales; 1590, 10,470 bales; 1891, 23.790 bales; 1892, 27,739 bales; 1895, 
42.475 bales; 1894, 33.606 bales; 1805, 59,418 bales: 1596, 6£ ) bales. To May 31 
of the year ending August 31, 1897, the imports have been, as already stated. 
54.945 The present weight of Egyptian bales is about 724 pounds net, 
while Peruvian bales weigh about 175 pounds. 

The increase in tlhe use of Egyptian cotton here is due to the fact that 
many descriptions of goods are now made in this country for which we for 








merly depended entirely upon European manufacturers. 
Ins of being of assistance to the cotton growers, I think a duty upon 
cotton will ve to be. at least for a time. an injury, inasmuch as it will 


cause the planting of larger crops of sea-island and fancy-stapled cottons. 
when the present production of these cottons is now so great that prices are 
below a remunerative point. To increase the supply without a correspond 

increase in the demand must inevitably result in lower prices. 

ae the honor gy _ 

ery respectfully, your o ient servant, 
ALF. B. SHEPPERSON. 
Hon. Dowetson CAPrERY, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


P. 8.—The fact that the Senate had voted on 8th instant to impose a duty 
of 20 per cent on raw cotton was known in every important market in thi 
country and Europe by the next day, and has had no effect whatever upon 

ce of “sea-island” or any other description of American cotton. If 
merchants believed that the effect of the duty would be to enhance the value of 
any kind of cotton, they would buy so freely as to advance prices before the 
actual enactment of the law. On May 28 the official quotations of ** middling 
upland” cotton were 7} cents in New York and 4; pence in Liverpool, and 
to-day’s quotations are exactly as on that day. The quotations of South Car 
olina sen-island cotton in Charleston and of Georgia and Florida sea-island 
cotton in Savannah to-day are precisely the same as on May 23. My latest 
Liverpool quotations of sea-island cotton are for l7th instant, and while the 
for Georgia and Florida sea-isinnd cotton were the same as on May “7, 
he prices for some grades of South Carolina sea-island cotton were a little 


wer. 

Our im of Egyptian cotton are now used in about the following man 
ner: Thirty-five per cent for balbriggan underwear and hosiery; 35 per cent 
for fine cotton goods requiring a cotton of fine and strong fiber and absolute 

from “ nits‘ or other imperfections; per cent for sewing cotton 
avd for fine yarns to be used in “silk-and-cotton,” and also “ worsted-and 
cotten” goods. Also, for some other special purposes to a limited extent. 

Egyptian cotton is not used tor yarns of finer “ counts" than 120. For yarus 

é 120’s, our sea-island cotton has to be used here and in Europe, as Egyp- 
tian cotton does not possess the requisite fineness and strength. a. 


Mr. GRAY. Has the committee amendment been adopted? 

Mr. ALLISON. It has not been adopted. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to say asingle word. I do not wish to in- 
terfere with the adoption of the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I have offered an amendment to the paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri is to strike out ‘‘7 cents” and insert ‘20 per cent ad 
valorem.” The question is on agreeing to that amendment. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, this may be considered by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa and others one of those little amendments of which 
he spoke, but it is an important one nevertheless. It is a proposed 
tax on an important food product. Itis meant to raise the price 
of this wholesome and pleasant fruit to the great body of Ameri- 
Cam consumers, and as such I believe it to be indefensible. Ido 


XXX——132 


S. 





sea island cotton with our spinners, because they took 40,092 bales | 


The crop of 1883-84 was | 





2097 


not believe that the people of this country, the toiling masses of 
this country, will submit cheer ully to the imposition of this tax 
upon this fruit. They have a right to t bounties the soil of 
the country certainly, as a right to the boun nat every 

where, without legislative interference, and nothin ht to be 
interposed between the aceess of the people to the bounties of the 
soil by legislative enactment. 

This fruit, as has already been said, is a luscious and delightful 
one, and it is an exceedingly wl me on Chere is no foreign 

| fruit that is more recommended by the medical facult in the 
pineapple. 

I wish to call attention again, in the few words T hay ) SA 
to the fact that you can not attempt to 1 th ri f one 
article of American produce without interfering with industries 
that are not suggested and are not often thought There is a 
very important industry in this country that is as worthy as the 
growing of pineapples, to wit, the preserving industry. It flour- 
ishes in the region from which I come, in that State and the 


neighboring State: and it will be seriously affected and thousands 
of persons, literally thousands of persons who are employed in 
that industry, will feel the pinch of increasing the price of this 
fruit, which is put up, packed, and distributed all over the country 
and shipped abroad, if the raw material of that industry is thus 
enhanced in value by the imposition of this tax. 

Again, Mr. President, our commerce in fruit, the shipbuilding 
industry, the shipowning industry, will be affected by it There 
are a large number of comparatively small but quick-running 
vessels, steam and sail, that are engaged in the fruit commerce. 
They take out the American produce and they bring back these 
tropical fruits. All of that is interfered with by the imposition 
of this tax. I think it is unconscionable that those who have the 
raising of pineapples, that come to them as a gift 
soi! and clinute, should demand the levy of this tribute not only 
upon the great mass of American consumers, but upon kindred 
industries. 

Here is an industry as healthy as any, as I have just said, upon 


; £ nature, of 


which they wish to levy a tribute and to tax in order that the 
pineapple, which grows abundantly in a smal! portion of the coun- 
try, may be increased in value to the owner of the land. Now, I 
protest against that in the name of the consumers of this country 
and for the health of the people, and because it will have effects 


that are not seen and are not stated here upon an important part 
of our commerce. We have no right to put the interfering hand 
of the Government into the business of the people in this fashion 
and obstruct by this tax the natural conditions which have grown 
up around this industry. 


Not only does the substitution of the specific tax for the ad 
valorem tax increase the burden by the amount t] appears upon 
the face of the bill, but by making it a matter of measurement 


} 
ve 


and count with this delicate article of fruit, th 
carefully and ought not to be handled more than is a! 


necessary, yon place an additional burden that « 


it has to handled 
solute ly 


be 


oe an not com 
puted in dollars and cents upon the importation of this article. If 
you have to stop to measure them, or if you have to stop to count 
them, there is another legislative obstacle placed in the way of t 


importation of this article that is not computed here in dollars 
in cents, but nevertheless makes an increased difficulty to the im- 
porter and adds to the cost and difficulty with which th is 


fruit 
obtained by the consumer. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to ask the Senator from Dela- 
ware if he knows the equivalent ad valorem duty of 7 cents on 
pineapples as proposed here? 

Mr. GRAY. I did know; I looked at it, but I can not state it 
just now without a reference to some papers I have. 

Mr. MILLS. In the table the equivalent ad valorem of 6 cents 
is 45 per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. I would be obliged to the Senator from Florida 


if he has any information on this point. 


Mr. MALLORY. I have n i will state that the pineapple 
industry in Florida has increased very much in the last three or 
four years, owing to the fact that by the construction of a rail 
road down the eastern coast of the peninsula of Florida a country 
adapted to the cultivation of the pineapple | een Most 
of the pineapples that come to this country from the West Indies 
are cut from the stalk while green and they arrive here green. 
There isa vast difference in the qu ality of a pinea] ple t 8s cut 


green and allowed to ripen olf the stalk und one that 
it has ripened. 


18 taxen aiter 


By the completion of this line of road, which runs from St 
Augustine down to what is known as Miami, some 300 mil the 
country adapted to the cultivation of the pineapp'e has been placed 
within easy reach of the market, and the people down there e1 
gaged in it are making it a prosperous industry. The islands 
known as Florida Keys are well adapted to the cultivation of the 


pineapple. I have not had an opportunity to investigate the mat- 
ter, but I find here in the hearings, Schedule G, on the subject 
of pineapples, that the Pineapple Growers’ Association of Lake 
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Worth as for an immense duty as compared with this. They ask | protectionists, and they placed a custom-house at each end of ; 


for a duty of 25 cents per cubic foot in barrels or packages, or 2 
cents a pound in bulk. 

It seems to me that the estimate of 45 per cent ad valorem being 
equivalent to 6 cents on a cubic foot is a rather large one. A 
cubic foot of space ought in my judgment to hold at least 25 or 30 
pineapples of ordinary sizes. I think if figured ont it would be 
yar that 45 per cont is rather a large estimate of the ad valorem 

uty. 

The fact that this duty may impose a burden upon the canners 
in Baltimore and other sections of the country, as stated by the 
Senator from Delaware, is probably correct, but at the same time 
is that not a species of protection? 

Mr. GRAY. I did not catch the last remark. 

Mr. MALLORY. Is it not a species of protection that the Sen- 
ator himself is asking for his canners? AsIunderstand the Sena- 
tor’s position, he is contending that there should not be any duty 
above an ad valorem duty of 20 per cent imposed on pineapples, 
becanse it may interfere with the canning industry carried on in 
Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. I say it will interfere, of course. 

Mr. MALLORY. In other words, it is a species of protection 
that the Senator from Delaware is asking for the.canners of 
Delawaré and Maryland at the expense of the pineapple growers 
of Florida. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, if to ask that things which grow 
out of the soil shall come to the hand of man to tempt his labor 
and feed his enterprise is a species of protection, then I have mis- 
conceived altogether the whole principle and theory of protection 
and of free trade. All that I ask. and all that any free trader 
asks, is that the hand of man may not be prevented artificially, if 
I may use the word—that it may not be prevented by legislation 
from laying hold of the materials that nature gave us in order 
that man may employ himself profitably, for his own benefit and 
for the benefit aed the health of mankind. We are put in this 
world with certain conditions surrounding us, and we ought not 
to be prevented by legislation or by artificial obstacles from using 
the labor, the ingenuity, the brain that we are endowed with in 
order that we may protitably avail ourselves of what nature and 
climate and soil have done for us. 

If to ask exemption from those artificial impediments means 
protection, then I am a protectionist in that sense, and I would to 
God that I might envelop this country in just such protection. 

Mr. President, my distinguished and honorable friend from 
Florida has just told the Senate what was very interesting to me, 
and it was something that I heard with a great deal of pleasure 
and gratification, that down in his favored State, where sunshine 
and soil so bless the labor of the husbandman, there has been re- 
cently opened up an area for the growth of the pineapple—that 
luscious, wholesome fruit—which has become profitableand pros- 

erous, to use the Senator’s own words, by reason of the fact that 
it has been brought into communication with the great markets of 
the country by a recently constructed line of railroad—if I under- 
stood him properly—that has brought this product up to our doors 
and brought the market to the doors of the constituents of the 
honorable Senator, and that, forsooth, is the pretext for taxing the 

ople for that very article. It would have been better to have 
eft those worthy constituents in their primitive simplicity, with- 
out the modern access to market that railroads give, if that access 
is only to be the ground and the justification for the imposition of 
a tax upon the American people. 

Of what good is a railroad to this great market of the American 
people? Of what advantage to the consumers of pineapples is it 
that they are grown on an increased and enlarged area there and 
in greater abundance and prosperously for the people of the State? 
What advantage is it, I say, to the great body of the people that 
this railroad has been built—one of the great blessings of civiliza- 
tion—if you are to neutralize the kenefit of the railroad by a tax? 

Mr. President, it only recalls that illustration given years and 

ears ago by Bastiat, when he illustrated what custom-houses did, 

y supposing two great and prosperous cities in the Middle Ages, 
whose names I have forgotten, separated by a chain of mountains, 
but both inhabited by an enterprising, industrious, and intelligent 
population. Across that chain of mountains, with great diffi- 
culty and much effort and much toil, they had created a pathway 
over which commerce found its way. and the interchange of the 
products of the two countries, separated by soil and climate and 
differing in natural aptitudes, found its way. 

After a while. appreciating what this small commerce did, with 
increas ng wealth and increasing enterprise and great labor and 
toil, as the result of years of labor a great broad highway was 
leveled across that mountain chain, and into it poured a commerce 
that was fructifying and enriching to both communities in tre- 
mendous proportions. They all had their jubilees on the opening 
of this highway, congratulated themselves on their advance in 
civilization and in the well-being of those communities, when, lo 


highway, and thus neutralized all that so much labor ani {. 
accomplished by placing a legislative obstacle where befoj. ; 
had been a natural one. 

Mr. MALLORY. Before the Senator concludes, as bear) 
the question, there being an amendment pending, if I am ), 
taken, proposing to puta tariff of 10 per cent on all arti 
the free list, I ask him if, from his view, he would be justi{i.« 
voting for that proposition? ; = 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly not. 

Mr. MALLORY. lIajlso ask the Senator if he is in fayor 
tariff on peaches? 

Mr. GRAY. Lam not. 

Mr. MALLORY. TheSenator is opposed to a tariff on po. 

Mr. GRAY. Tam. 

Mr. MALLORY. Or a tariff on canned goods? 

Mr. GRAY. Ora tariff on canned goods for protection. Thora 
is a revenue tariff. . 

Mr. MALLORY. I will state that I am as much opposed to a 
protective tariff as the Senator from Delaware; and I do not ¢)i; 

{ shall vote for this proposition to increase the duty simply |), 
cause I am inclined to think that it is to a certain extent }eyioy4 
a revenue tariff. I deem it my duty. however, representin: 1), 
constituents, to eall attention t» the situation, and as it has beon 
stated here that there was no considerable amount of pine:}))Jes 
raised in this country, I think it proper to state the fact that not 
only is there a considerable quantity raised now, but there js 
every prospect that it will amount to a great industry in the Stato 
which I have the honor in part to represent. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will allow me, I meant to state. on 
the amendment that is pending, that the present rate of duty is 2 
per cent al valorem, and that the equivalent ad valorem of the 
proposed duty is about 55 per cent. 

Mr. MALLORY. That is, at 7 cents a cubic foot. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, as my colleague [Mr. Maviory) 
has stated, the culture and growth of the pineapple is a very 
important and valuable industry in the State of Florida. [t his 
been rapidly developed within the pastfew years. In the Wilson 
law, for the first time, this fruit was made the subject of tariff 
taxation. Then a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem was put upon 
pineapples, which yielded $66,413.51 of revenue in 1896. 

In the text of the bill as it was passed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, the duty on pineapples in barrels was fixed at 6 cents a 
cubic foot and in bulk at $6 a thousand, and, as I underst:nd, 
the amendment the committee proposes would raise it to 7 cents a 
cubic foot and in bulk to $7 a thousand. I propose to show how 
this compares with the duty on other fruits, as shown by a ta!lo 
which has been recently prepared by the Indian River and Like 
Worth Pineapple Growers’ Association, of Florida. According 
to the rate in the bill, apples are taxed at 75 cents a barre], anid in 
the Will as it came from the House grapes and peaches are taxed 
at double the rate on apples—that is, at $1.50 a barrel; whi'e th 
pineapple rate as fixed in the present bill is equal to 30 cents, or 
one-fifth of the latter amount. The additional 1 cent per cubic 
foot aided by the Senate amendment will increase the amount on 
pineapples to 35 cents, and even then it will be less than one-hal! 
the rate fixed upon the Northern apple and less than one-third the 
rate fixed upon grapes and other fruits. 

This document presents the case of the pineapple growers of 
Florida, and gives their reasons for asking for an increased duty. 
It has been printed for the use of the Senate. and has been in tl 
hands of the committee. They have seen fit to recommend an 
additional duty on this ees but not as large as was asked for. 
The proposition offered by the Pineapple Growers’ Association 
was to raise the duty to 15 cents per cubic foot and $10 per thou- 
sand. This would put the duty on pineapples upon an equality 
— the duty upon apples, according to the.terms of the present 

ill. 


Mr. President, in my judgment, if this bill is to work equally, 
if all sections of the Union and all parts of the country are to be 
treated with equality, as we have been assured, then it seems to 1c 
those who framed the bill and those who are supporting it on tlio 
other side of the Chamber should have fixed the duties on Nort!- 
ern and Southern fruit upon a basis of equality. We were «> 
sured the other day that everything was intended to be treated 
with the same degree of impartiality and fairness in all parts ! 
the Union; but we find that there are very many exceptions, an! 
this is a striking one. 

Take the articleof cocoanuts. They are also raised in the sa!iv 
section of country where the pineapple grows. They were put 10 
the Wilson law upon the dutiable list, and here they are tran~ 
ferred to the free list. 

So far as I am concerned, Mr. President, I deem that I have don 
my duty sufficiently in laying these facts before the Senate « i 
in presenting them, as I have done, to the members of the Financ 


and behold, a new school grew up of what now would be called | Committee and to others who have influence in framing the bill. 








1897. 
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I have thought if this bill is to be framed unon lines of equality, | 


fairness, and impartiality. the fruits raised in our section of the 
country ought to receive the same amount of duty and be placed 
upon an uality with fruits raised in the Northern section of the 
country. It does seem to me that there can be no reason why the 
apples of the North should have high rates imposed upon them. 
while the Southern semitropical fruits, raised in our section of the 
country, are treated in a very different manner. 

Mr. ALLISON. What does the Senator from Florida propose? 

Mr. PASCO. The desire of this Pineapple Growers’ Associa- 
tion, whose members live in the section of my State where these 
fruits are raised, was to put pineapples exactiy upon a level with 
the Northern apple, at 15 cents per cubic foot. That, according 
to thecomparison to which I have called the attention of the Senate, 
would put pineapples upon an equality with apples, while grapes 
have a duty upon them doubly as large. 
to amend paragraph 267 by substituting 15 cents for 6 cents per 
cubic foot and $10 for $6 in bulk; so that the paragraph would 
read: 

267. Pineapples, in barrels and other packages, 15 cents per cubic foot; in 
bulk, $10 per thousand. 

A large number of settlers who have gone into that section of 
Florida and have embarked in this industry are from the North. 
Many of them are Republicans. A gentleman who represented 
this tndastry was for some time in this city whilstthe bill was in 

reparation in the House and whilst it was under consideration 

y the Senate Finance Committee. He was originally from the 
North and is a Republican, and he thought when the Republican 
committee and the Republican House were arranging these dut es, 
that, although he had gone down into a Southern State and made 


his home there, he and his people should be treated with the same | 


equality that his friends living in his fornier State were with ref- 
erence to the fruits they raise. 

These matters are now before the Senate, and were before the 
Senate Finance Committee, but I am well aware that it is useless 
for me to make any motion to increase the rate beyond what the 
committee oo me The framing of the bill depends entirely 
upon the Republican committee and upon the Republican side of 
this Chamber, and the responsibility of increasing the rates rests 
with them. 

A few years ago this matter was deemed of sufficient importance 
by the State legislature of Florida to pass resolutions in favor of a 
much higher rate of duty upon pineapples and other semitropical 
fruits, upon the ground that they are luxuries, and therefore proper 
subjects for revenue, and they instructed their Senators and Rep- 
resentatives to favor such higher rates, and in carrying out those 
instructions I do not feel that l am abandoning any political prin- 
ciples which I have heretofore entertained and still entertain. 

ie the people of my State who are enzaged in this industry were 
free from the burdens of tariff taxation, they would, perhaps, feel 


able to carry on their business with lower rates of duty; but their | 
feeling is that, whilst all these other burdens are placed upon | 


them, they should be treated with some degree of fairness, and that 
the benefits, if there are any, from this protective measure should 
not all be 

This is the situation, Mr. President, and I submit it to the Sen- 
ate. I believe if the committee had acted with that degree of 
fairness with which they have toward other industries that the 
rate of duty in this bill would have been fixed at a higher rate. 

I favor the action proposed by the committee increasing the 
rate from 6 to 7 cents per cubic foot, but do not think it goes far 
enough. I can not support the amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 


1 ask leave to insert as a part of my remarks the document to | 


which I have referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
order will be made. 

The document referred to is as follows: 


(Senate Document No. 129, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session. ] 
PINEAPPLES GROWN IN THE UNITED STATES ENTITLED TO A HIGHER DUTY. 


Mr. Pasco mted the following statement by the Indian River and 
Lake Worth pple Growers’ Association, incorporated, of the east coast 
of Florida, of the reasons why pineapples grown in the United States should 
havea Moker duty than that now proposed by the Dingley bill, with figures 
and information: 

The Pineapple Growers’ Association of Florida embraces 200 members, and 
about the same number of nonmembers are also engaged in the growing of 
this fruit. The association is organized and incorporated under the laws of 
the State of Florida, and fully officered in accordance with said law. This 
organization at a recent meeting passed resolutions favoring a specific duty 
of 20 cents per cubic foot on all pineapples imported into the United States. 
This would amount to a duty of 1} cents apiece on green pineapples. 

In the bill as originally reported pineapples were included at 2 cents per 
pound. Was much higher than asked by the Florida growers and was, 
as a matter of fact, entirely prohibitory. At the solicitation of the canners 
of Baltimore, the Committee on Ways and Means in the House saw fit to make 
Scans eee in thess rates, namely, to $ per 1,0) in bulk and 
6 cen cubie foot when imported in crates or barrels. This reduction 
was without the knowledge of the Florida growers and without afford- 


Their proposition was | 


In the absence of objection, that | 
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™m an opportunity to be heard or represented bef \ mmittee in 
the House 

ihe Senate Finance Committee now having ur at 
Vision of the so-called Dingley tariff bill. as re l I Rep 
resentatives, are respec y i I ela 
tion to the producer, the importer, t) snner, and t) \ ‘ ner 
of this fruit. 

For the information of the men rs of your h a ving 
statistical informat on is sulbm os 
fhe standard crate contains ibic feet; the barr t reul 
feet. The average number ruit t} : 7 are 
number in the barrel crat OO. Pin ! 

barrel crate. and the experience of te rs \ ‘ 

The weight of the fruit in the standard crat : ) 
pounds, or 150 pounds per barrel crate 

It is not believed by practical growers or import r i 
is the best way of putting it, the obje« n being that ‘ 
ing of the frait, which isa slow and destructive process. ‘I tt 1 
would seem to be a rate at so much per cubic foot, or nu th ‘ 
when imported in bulk, it being easy to calculate the « fe na vessel o1 
to ascertain the number of thousands contained in a ca 

The Baltimore canners, when before the Ways and Means Committee in 
the House, are reported to have represented that F! PD ay 3 were 
too large and expensive for canning purposes, and that they range in price 
from 15 cents to 31 apiece. Itis true that « ionally a very large or fine 
Puerto Rico pineapple will sell at $1. The number of these grown, however, 
does not amount to one-tenth of 1 per cent of the entire itput o e Florida 
growers. We feel flattered by the high estimate placed upon our fruit by 
these canners, and only regret that it is not to any extent realized by us. 
The ordinary red Spanish pineapple, which goes to the North Eastern, 
and Western markets, nets to the grower not more than 5 cents apiece, or 
about $3 per barrel crate of 60. Theselling price in the market rarely reaches 
10 cents apiece, and in a large majority of cases is from 6 to 8 cents apiece 

We do not think that it is a reasonable objection toan advance in the rate 
of duty that our pineapples are larger, nor is it the « ' ul price that 
should fix the standard for the measurement of the entire crop rhs t ‘ida 
growers would be very glad to make contracts with the Baltimore ca rsa 
5 or 6 cents apiecs instead of the fabulously high prices that were reported 
Further than this, along that line, and as a coilateral proposition, we think 
there should be an increased specific duty on imported canned pineapples, 
both to protect the Florida canneries, of which there are a few, and also the 


canneries in Baltimore and elsewhere 
In the revision of the fruit schedule, if your honorable 


’ body shot 
bly consider an increased duty on canne 


pineapples, it wou 


ld favora- 
l remove much 












of the objection of the Baltimore canners and at the same time be an act of 
justice to the Florida canners. While wedo not urge san independent 
proposition, we submit that it is worthy of c« as being in line 
with the higher duties imposed on manufactured product We believe that 
a specific duty of 40 cents per dozen 2 pound cans would afford protection to 
our home canners and at the same time produce a revenue for the Treasury 

We desire to call attention to the twofold nature of the In the first 
instance, it is designed to produce revenue for the Government, and, inci 
dentally. it is also purposed to protect and foster American indust: whet 
ever such fostering careis needed. Your honorable body will scar snore 
the fact that the producers of the raw material are entitled t is much con 
sideration in formulating this tariff schedule as the importer, canner, or 
manufacturer. 

Indeed, we think that more consideration should be given the producers 
for the reason that they invest their capital, their toil. devote their time and 
attention to the original production of the material, wit! it all of wl the 
importer, the canner, and the commission man would not |] » the opportu 
nity to do business in these products. Wesubmit, furthe: it tl mporter 
or commission man ordinarily invests nothing, handling the material mostly 
on commission While we do not deny to the canner the richt to ire the 
raw material ata reasonable figure, we do not think it fair that this material 
should be so cheap as to offer him protection at the expense of his more un 
fortunate neighbor 

We ask the attention of your honorable body to the relative cost of pro 

| duction, transportation, and marketing of the Florida crop as compared with 
Cuba or the Bahamas. from which places the bulk of the foreign | come 
In Florida the items are as follows: Cost of the land ”y wre; cost of 
fertilizers, $¥ per acre; cost of labor, $1.25 per day; co of trar rtation to 
market. $1.50 per barrel crate; cost of commission for selling, 10 per cent. In 
comparison with this the following figures will speak for themsel In the 
Bahamas, cost of land, $ per acre; cost of fertilizers, $15 per acre: cost on 
labor, 30 cents per day; cost of transportation to market, 50 ts per barrel 


crate; cost of selling, 5 per cent 


It is also true that in many instances the cost of fertili ‘land in the 
Bahamas is nothing, and the price of transportation in bulk in foreign v« Is 
is less than the figures just given. Comparing Cuban importat th 
Florida shipments, a still larger discrepancy is shown in all these items, the 
cost of fertilization in Cuba being practically nothing and the cost of labor 
less than in the Bahamas, while the cost of transportation to our great East 
ern markets is substantially the same as forthe Bahamas. In } a, thers 
fore. we are handicapped by high land, high labor, heavy cost of fertilizers, 
and heavy cost of transportation to the markets of the East, North, and 
West. 

The Florida grower does not readily subscribe to the doctrine of reducing 
our labor to the level of the labor in these tropical countries e believe 
that a degraded, poorly paid labor is a detriment and a m«nace to: un 
try and not in accordance with the genius of American instituti 

We submit, also, that under the increased tariff schedule manufa 
tured products, of which we are consumers, the expenses of living in tr al 


America will be !argely increased, and that ordinary fair 
such a duty on our products as would not discriminate a 


nst t 
Our pineapple growers will be content with such a duty as w m 
a par with the foreign importers of pineapples and enable us to com} th 
them, allthings considered. We believe that the dut ld be equal, at 
least to the difference in transportation between our fields and the rkets 
of this country and the same items from the foreign countri Wea ut 
isfied that the rate of $6 per 1.000 and 6 cents per cubic foot, as now proposed, 


will note aapes sate us for these unequal conditi« 


Looking at the question from the standpoint of the consumer, we feel cer 
tain that a duty of l cent apiece on pineapples increases their coat to the 
consumer to so slight an extent that he will not be found objecting thereto 
This will enable us to supply the markets of the country with the most supe 
rior pisonpote grown in the world in ample abundance to meet the require 


ments of the trade and at a very moderate cost to the consumer 

The natural increase of the pineapple plantations has been fully 50 per cent 
per year, and we believe that, ur ler the stimulus of a tariff 
sand on fruit imported in bulk. and 15 cents per cubic foot when imported in 
barrels or crates, the increase will be much larger perannum. There on 
the east coast of Florida hundreds of thousands of acres of land suitable for 


f $10 per thou 


are 
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successful fae 7 growing. 
all this land woul: 


and prove that it isa large quantity, equal to 6,000,000 pineapples, with im- 


mense possilnlities for expansion: 


Personally appeared before me E. P. Porcher, general agent of the Indian 


River and 


Under the stimulus of the duty asked by us | 
be developed and the American markets made independ- 
ent of the growers of foreign pineapples. 
note of American policy for many decades. 
Touching the question of our production of this fruit, the affidavit of Mr. 
E. P. Porcher, general agent of the Indian River and Lake Worth Pineappie 
Growers’ Association, is berewith submitted 
effectually remove the notion that the output from Florida is insignificant, 


sake Worth Pineapple Growers’ Association, who, upon oath, 
makes the following statement as to the number of 
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Assuredly this has been the key- 
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Comparisons between pineapples and other fruits reduced to same qu 
ScHEDULE G.—AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND Provisions 
COMPARED WITH FRUTTs. 


See per barrel.. $0.75 | Pineapples....- ----per barre] 
This sworn statement will | Dostneg ov vcdeu, Le | Dow2222227772777-% 
("SE cm Boe i Tt iia do 
2°” SRS SE, asi co ict do 
"i ae OO ld eel do.... 1.12 ie do 
Cocoa, FiA., January 12, 1897. Grape fruit ............. do.... 1.12 OS aa ay do 
Cee do.... 1.12 ie ee do 


mackages of pineapples 
























































































































































! 
shipped by the association and through other channels from the east coast | Cents. | ( 
section of the State of Florida, commencing with the regular shipping season | Barley-.......-.--- per pound. & | Pineapples. ._...__- per pound 
in May, 1896, and continuing up to the Ist day of January, 1897: i pepdinknenibetesigl do.... Ys lenin natene ney ..do 
Packages. | Oats © eee ee wenn eeee do... 43 line setie “<< do 
Handled by the association ie ie Seciteith la tia teatetainidiaiae ahs San Rice wena eeen reser eres eeeree do.... 1} ~ eee rees corr coos a 
Handled by the «association, special forwarding .-.....-.....--..-.--..- 3,600 | Bye--------------------.-- do.... &% pe wate tenes en en ene eee 
Shipped direct by growers. -............---..-.- ahi lensesiels weeeeeeee 5,790 | Wheat.-.......--.-------. do... ww! Do-.-......-..--....... do ; 
a 1 | COMPARED WITH DAIRY PRODUCTS. 
a — _ 4 000 | Cents. | Cent 
Shipped from keys and Biscayne Bay (estimated) ......-.....-------.-- a ONS Bot rarer per pound ae | Pineapples ee aint per pound “4 
0S | ee ee ee 6 _ ee ae do 
Total Ee eer Te ee ee ng en ee ae 105, 981 | Milk (condensed) ocnsiin SEA 2 ih T do as ; 
This package estimate is based on half crate measuring 10 by 122 by 36 COMPARED WITH FARM AND FIELD PRODUCTs. 
inches. The crop for the coming year is estimated at from 180.000 to 200,000 : 
packages. Cents. | Cent. 
E. P. PORCHER, General Agent. Beans._.........--.per pound. § | Pineapples -....-.. per pound ‘ 
: TSA eT. « each... 3 i 6do i 
Subscribed and sworn to before me the date first above written. Hops --------- per pound... 15 | do } 
(SEAL. } ALBERT A. TAYLOR, eda asda ? AEE ican oon G0 
Notary Public, State of Florida at Large. TI in nine scnnenetastdpenigniinsnindiin - ae do 
El isetndie onwwanmnasonesil =e i chbbtinineibecwss.re~80 i 
= a, eee ty Til cstneedieiapchae do 
Mr. H. E. Hutchinson, a prominent importer of New York, having thirty- | Seeds (apward) --_....-.do___- t Do ......-------------.do , 
two years of experience. makes the statement that before the Cuban war These figures are taken from the Dingley bill, as now in the Senate Finance 


250.000 barrels of pineapples were imported each year into the American mar 
kets, but that the importations for the current year would be somewhat de- 
creased, owing to the war, possibly reaching 150,000 barrei crates. Mr. Mc- 
Cormick, a prominent importer of New York, states that this year 20cargoes 
of 80,000 each will be imported from the Bahamas. The delegation of Balti 
more canners, when betore the Committee on Ways and Means, are reported 
to have stated thet the canners of this country imported 4,000,000 green pine- 
apples from the Bahamas for usein their canneries. I[t will thus be seen that 
our markets are glutted with foreign pineapples at the exact time when the 
fruit from the Florida plantations is coming forward. 

The following statistics, taken from the reports of the Treasury Depart- 
Mert, are herewith submitted for your earnest consideration: 


Valua- 


Committee, reduced to the same equivatent as to weights and qualitic 
As to the inequalities of the schedule, they make a conclusive ar; 
They also justify the fairand moderate requests of the Florida p. 
growers, which ts only one-half cent per pound. 
Very respectfully submitted. 


C. T. McCARTY, 
For the Indian River and Lake 
Pineapple Growers’ Association of Florida 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Ve=T}. 
Mr. PASCO. Iask that the amendment may be stated, so that 
it may be clearly understood. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 
On page 79, paragraph 267, line 1, after the 
word “‘ packages,” it is proposed to strike out ‘7 cents per cubic 


r. | a : 
Year. | Quantity. tion. Duty. 
_———$— $$$ $ | —___ — | stated. 
" . - 
a ceed eg acai barrels... 290, 245 | $332,089 $66, 413 The SECRETARY. 
Pep hicesiinlabigne thant epeahniesiihe- shit thei ateinhs i cpeatapinaaiitin abla Not reported 51,565 


314, 089 


The valuation being $1.15 per barrel and the duty “2centsper barrel. This 
small amount results from the undervaluation possible in the ad valorem sys 
tem. It affords a reason for the specific duty. By the specific duty as herein 


. . “ _ P¢ xg , » been S17 Ole . . . . ” 
proposed at the rates asked for, the revenue for 1895 would have been $217,400 | it was to substitute ‘‘seven ” instead of “ six. 


as against $66,413, and this without increasing the price to any appreciabie 
extent. 


The Pineapple Growers’ Association, through its representative, regrets 


the necessity of discussing the condition of the people of that State. Your 
honorable body need scarcely be reminded of the great freeze of two years 
ago, which prostrated all our industries, and was a severe blow to the energy, 
the patriotism, the fortitude, and the endurance of the Florida people. The 
effects of that disaster have not yet been removed, and we submit, as citizens 
of a common country, that this condition shonld receive consideration at the 
hands of those who are intrusted with the vital interests of the people at 
large and the equalizing of the tariff schedules, so that all alike may experi- 
ence their benefits and bear their burdens 

With igh duties on clothing, hardware, building supplies, and manufac- 
tures of every kind of which we are consumers, we think in commensation, 
therefore, a moderate and stimulating duty should be imposed upon our 
product in order that fairness and equity might result to our people. The 
producers of this fruit are fully satisfied that the hasty consideration of this 
matter in the Committee on Ways and Means has worked an injury upon 
them. This haste grew, possibly, out of the necessities of the case, but was, 
in many instances, unfortunate in its results. No time was possible for that 
eareful consideration and readjustment of these fruit schedules which the 
interests of the producers imperatively demand. 

It is the popular impression that your honorable body will proceed with 
more deliberation, and we trust that, asi from this presentation of our case, 
we shall be afforded the opportunity t*further discuss this matter with the 
Committee on Finance in your honorable body. it has already been shown 
that as a revenue producer the duty on pineapplesas now incorporated in the 
schedule is a failure. As a protective measure it certainly does not reach the 
a of all the parties concerned, being only one-tenth of that origi- 
nally proposed by the Committee on Ways and Means in the House, whoat one 
fell blow reduced it to such a pittance as to be unworthy of the consideration 
of the public at large and direful in its results to the producers. 

In conclusion, your honorable body is respectfully requested to consider 
the following recommendations: That instead of 6 cents per cubie foot you 
ate 15 cents per cubic foot, which is a trifle over 1 cent apiece on pineapples 

inported in crates or barrels; that on pineapples imported in balk you give 

$10 per thousand instead of $6, which is exactly 1 cent apiece. We would 
also ask that instead of the present ad valorem duty on cauned pineapples 
you give a specific duty of 40 cents a dozen 2-pound cans, or its equivalent. 

This will enable the American cannersa, both of Baltimore and Florida, to 
compete with the Nassau and Cuban canners, and at the same time produce 
revenue for the Government, which is one of the objects of the bill, without 
materially increasing the cost to the American consumer or doing injury to 
anyone e od in this trade. 


ctrully submitted. 
C. T. McCARTY, 
On behalf of the Indian River and Lake Worth 
Pineapple Growers’ Association. 


| of “six” in the first lime of paragraph 267, and ‘‘ seven” i: 





| foot; in bulk, $7 per thousand” and insert ‘20 per cent ad valo- 
| rem.” 


Mr. SPOONER. 


I call for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. PASCO. 


I do not understand the amendment. I thought 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. That has been agreed to. Two 
umendments have been agreed to, substituting ‘seven ” in place 


of ‘*six” in the second line. The Senator from Missouri 


| Vest] now moves to strike out all after the word * packages” 


and insert “20 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. VEST. Who called for the yeas and nays? 

The oo ee T. The Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. 
SPOONER}. 

Mr. SPOONER. I withdraw the call. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thecalliswithdrawn. The pending 
question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from \Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest}. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now ask to go back to paragraph 179, in rela- 
tion to lead ore. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph has been heretofore 
read. and the Chair recognizes the Senator from Nebraska | ‘Ir. 
ALLEN | as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I am opposed to the prop «| 
change of the Finance Committee to this paragraph because 1 
will have the direct effect of driving many of the smelters of tis 
country into Mexico. 

I may be permitted to say that within the Jast six or seven yer's 
something like seven or eight smelters have been built up in \!0x- 
ico by American capital in consequence of the unfair treatme 
as they claim, of tariff taxation. [ am informed by those who 
in a position to know, and whose testimony [ will read in a mo- 
ment, that smelters in the United States can not afford topsy tue 
tax of a cent and a half a pound upon lead in ore. and that | 
practical effect of the adoption of this proposed amendment 0! 
the committee will be either to close up these smelters or to mate- 
rially cripple them in the execution of their business. : 

I want.in this connection, to read, although it is somew! 
lengthy, the testimony of Mr. W. H. Alexander, of the Oman 
and Grant Smelting Company, before the Committee on Ways and 

















1897. 





Means of the House of Representatives on “‘ Schedule C.— Metals 
and manufactures of.” I read from page 407: 


SATURDAY, January 9, 1897. 

Mr. Alexander said: ; 

r. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, Iam here to-day in response 
to your published invitation as the representative of the Omaha and Grant 
Smelting _ Company, whose principal smelting and refining works are in 
Omaha, Nebr., and Denver and Durango, in Colorado. What I shall say con- 
cerning tariff matters affecting the interests of this company, and of other 
great institutions of like character, is the result of thoughtful observation, 
not only in recent years as an interested party, but as an officer of the Gov- 
ernment from 1889 to 1894, when, as surveyor of customs at Omaha, it was my 
duty tointerpret and execute tariff regulations. While making these observa- 
tions, I have endeavored at all times to consider both sides of disputed ques- 
tions, and, whether right or wrong, my opinions have been honestly formed. 

The act of 1890, commonly known as the McKinley bill, corrected certain 
items in the’then existing schedules relating to lead ores and lead in other 
ores, Which experience had shown to be inequitable, but it contained other 
and new provisions which, in my own judgment and the judgment of the 
company which I have the honor to represent, have proved scarcely less 
objectionable than the ones they were framed to correct. Some of these pro- 
visions were embodied in the act of 1894, and are still in force. It is to these 

rticular items, and to the absence from the schedules of another very 
essential provision, that I desire to call your attention at thistime. Para- 
graph 165 of the so-called Wilson bill, relating to lead ores and lead in other 
ores, is so constructed as to be susceptible of widely differing interpretations, 
some of which have already resulted in official disagreements and consider- 
able vexatious litigation. Asa basis for this discussion, therefore, I beg to 
submit the following modification of that paragraph, which, it seems to us, 
will accomplish the full purpose of revenue and be acceptable to all con- 

rned: 
eal ores of which lead is a component 
three-quarters of 1 cent per pound on the lead contained therein, according to 
sample and assay at the port of entry: Provided, That on ores carrying less 
than 5 percent of lead the lead contained therein shall be admitted free. The 
eth 
purposes by public sampling works in the United States.” 

It will be observed that we have no quarrel with the rate of duty in the 
existing paragraph, the chief features of the modification being the elimina- 
tion of the m punting terms “lead ores” and “silver ores,” for which elimi- 
nation there is abundant cause. 

[assume at the outset, gentlemen, that Congress desires, so far as may be 
possible, to deal Sairty and justly with all concerned in its proposed revision 
of the tariff schedules, and that its purpose will be to so frame each pro- 
vision as to leave the least possible chance for misconstruction. [alsoassume 
that when Congress decides to impose a specified duty on crude lead it does 
not desire to make it possible for customs collectors to so interpret its lan- 
guage as to assess duty upon great quantities of waste material, nor upon 
other metals associated with the lead which would otherwise be free. 

Unfortunately, however, paragraph 165, as it now stands, either permits or 
requires of these unjust constructions. This conclusion, with your per- 
mission, I will endeavor to substantiate. 

The first clause in the paragraph provides that lead ores shall be dutiable 
at three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. Commercially speaking, any ore con- 
taining as much as 5 per cent of lead, provided it carries no other metal more 
valuable, is known as lead ore. On the other hand, ores carrying & or 70 per 
cent of lead would, under like conditions, be classified as lead ore. Now, for 
the pr of illustration, suppose A imports 100 tons of low-grade ores con- 

9 iS per cent of leaid. Under paragraph 165 he would be compelled to 
pay duty on 200,000 pounds of substance, of which 170,000 pounds would be 
waste, and worse than waste, because of the expense involved in the process 
of tion. The remaining 3,000 pounds would be compelled to bear the 
woslobanaen of duty, amounting to BT 500, equal to 250 per cent ad valorem, 
or nearly twice as much money as the finished product would sell for in the 
markets of the East. 

Mr. PAYNE. peaypese where there is only 15 per cent of lead there is a 

proportion of silver? 

r. ALEXANDER. Not always. 

Now, suppose B imports another hundred tons of ore running 70 per cent 
lead. He would pay the same amount of duty that A paid, but he would have 
nearly five times as much lead. I[t is Geasiy manifest, so that he who runs 
may read, that a substance varying so widely in the proportion of its duti- 
able elements can not, with any sort of justice, be subjected to a single, in- 
flexible rate of duty. Specific duties, to be equitably applied, can only cover 
the and well-defined commodities on which those duties are !aid, and 
sho! never be permitted to extend toa varying quantity of other and use- 
less material which happens to be associated with them. 
ing prin of barter that no man shall give something for nothing. and it 
should be from the spirit and the letter of a statute to compel a citi- 
zen to pay mgee and get no equivalent forthe outlay. Pig lead isa finished 
product, an — this pure and absolute commodity a duty is laid in the 
present schedule of 1 cent per pound. 

An elaborate and costly process is required to separate this pure metal 
from the crude substances with which it is primarily associated, and in con- 
sideration of this required expenditure of 


duty is very properly imposed on the metalin crude form. This being the 


and just interpretation of the Government's intent and purpose, there | 


would seem to Le no excuse for any sort of provision which can be twisted into 
authority for the collection of a greater duty on the crude material than is 
levied on the product when refined. We claim, therefore, to be etnety con- 
sistent, and certainly right. in asking for such modification of this particular 
item as shall vide for the assessment of cats only on the lead contained in 
ores. Upon of the proposition much more could be said, but hav- 
the matter before you, we are confident that the equity involved 
With epee on Sent wild tak briefl tl 
gentlemen, I will now take up, very briefly, another 
ond equally insportant feature of our proposed modification of paragraph 165. 


That is paragraph 179 as the bill now stands. 


Bya and somewhat strained use of terms, silver-bearing ores in 
aie wr es Snede pre pepnenesane pe silver 
uantity of silver may be an insignificant number of ounces, 
while the Pemnatele ssolaie are figured in tons. Ores of this sort are said to 
contain the lead, which is an exceedingly ridiculous proposition on its face. 
ty one might of a house being contained in one of 
n case under discussion the injustice of this unique classifi- 
is particularly conspicuous. For instance, A imports 100 tonsof silver- 
eve con om tons of pes. ae 40 tons ¢ rs and the com- 
y insignificant physical item of 4,000 ounces of silver. 
enormous proportion of lead is valued at $2,400. The few ounces of 
the same regulation, is valued at $2,600, and, presto, it becomes at 


ore, and the importer pays duty only on the 120,000 pounds of 
amounting to $000. B imports another 100 tons of ore 
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art shall be dutiable at the rate of | 


of sampling and assaying to be that usually adopted for commercial | apjo than the silver. thev col 


It isan underly- | 


bor and money a lower rate of | 


| therein.” 


| few ounces, but if it is worth more than the 
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from the same mine, containing 60 tons of lead, nearly 40 ti 


ms of waste, and 
stration, is valued at 
ity 4 valued 
wssessed and col- 


Does it n trike you, 


3.600 ounees of silver. The lead. asin the previ 
$2.40, while the silver, happening to be 400 ounces 
at $2.30. Presto, again, and we have lead ore. and du 
lected on the entire importation of 210.000 pounds 
gentlemen, as somewhat absurd that a palt 
the two metals should determine the 1aracter of the ore and compel the 
payment of $000 additional duty on 80,000 pound 


1 believe that is all I will read of Mr. Alexander's testim 
although I will ask leave to print the balance as 
marks. That shows conclusively to my mind t] 
deal of injustice in the administration of a tariff 
in the ore. 

Mr. Hor«ins. That can be corr 
lead ore? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. The paragraph I have the p! 
morning is that, instead of sayi I 
so modiiied as to read, “All ores of whicl 
dutiabie at the rate of three-quarters of 1 cent 
ete 

Mr. PAYNE. I see the proviso is this: “ Previded, T 
other ores containing lead shall pay a duty of three-fou of 1 
pound on the lead contained therein.” 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes, sir 

Mr. Payne. Do you mean to say 
quarters of a cent on the whole 

Mr. ALEXANDER. 
ore 








s 


a& part 
it th , a 
evied upor 


ted by putting the duty both on rand 








on that kind of ore they exact th 
weight of the mass? 
If the silver is worth a cent more than t lead in tl 
Now, the lead may be 75 per cent of the whole ore an 
whol lantity o 
ae the duty. I think that isan entirely erroneous « 
the law 

Mr. PAYNE. Where the silver is of chief value it co 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Where the silver is of ch valine they only collect on 
the lead in the ore. If the lead in the ore happens to be a li : 
lect on the whole impor 1, and there may bo 
70 per cent of waste material which does not amou un 

The CHAIRMAN. That was not the intention of the f 

Mr. DALZELL. That is not a fair construct 

Mr. Hopxkrns. Is not your remedy with the 
than with Congress, a modification of thec struct rof t 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Or. the lead contained in the silver ore, lL agree tot 
but you can see how the method of determining whether or n 
ore is unjust, because . 

Mr. Payne. They interpret that if the silver is of chief val 
ver ore, and if the lead is of chief value it is lead o 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes, sir; the value determines the weight 

Now as to specific duties. Specific duties can only be npon l-d 
fined provisions. You can not make a general application and you 
have a duty on ore to-day of 15 per cent and to-m 
classed as the same material, you can see how mu 

Mr. Payne. I do not think that was the intent 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I do not think it is the intention of 

Mr. Horxrns. Has the attention of the Treasury Depa: 
to that construction? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. The Treasury Department author 
case that comes from one synopsis 

I may cite an actual case in point, in which the coll 
St. Louis determined the value of 22.000 pound ore to be a 
$231.44; silver, $230.42, a difference of only $1.46. This paltry di 
than $1.50 was held to be the determining factor in the cas 
lected on the whole importation, of which only 3) per cent was a d 
metal. Had the collector's estimate on lead been $1 47 lk the ore w 
have been classified as silver ore. and on the difference of 
cent of the whole importation would have passed the custom-house free 

Appeal was made from the collector's valuati 
General Appraisers discovered that an advis 
partment concerning valuations had been constru MS In y.a cor 
which the appraisers took occasion to conder 
to be reliquidated as silver ore containing let 
varying magnitude, but they need not be cited nov 
justice of two features of the present paragraph 
yrovision so clearly open to objection, so manif« 
fable to misconstruction and abuse will be per 
statutes. 

One other item in connection with this paragraph remains to 
and 1 beg your indulgence for a few moments for that p 

The erm as it now reads calls for three-fourths of | cent per pound 
on crude lead, and this provision we have no desire todi 
to be as equitable an adjustment of that feature of the for all cx 
as is likely to be arrived at. As patriotic citizons, we believe in tha 
of protection in the way of tariff which will guarantee to : : 
of raw material a reasonable safeguard, without jeopardizing the “38 anc 
yrosperity of other and far greater interests equally ent 1 to protection. 
Wo fie a rate of duty on lead in crude form so high as to ma it impossible 
for American smelters to deal justly with the great producers of er and 
far more valuable ores, simply for the benefit of a minor int« at. w ild de 
feat the aim and purpose of true protective principles, an 
siderable propriety, be termed class legislation 

A duty of three-fourths of 1 cent per pound on lead in « 
at average prices, to about 40 per cent ad valorem. 
ination in favor of native ol ought to be suffix 
isted for the importation of foreign ores. But su 
may say in a general way that great quantities of so-called silver-les nd 
galena ores are absolutely essential to the treatment of dry irying 


other and more valuable metals. This phase of the question wa 
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‘ient. even if necessity ¢ 


h necessity does exist [ 





ra y 
argued by able men when the act of 188) was under consideration, and doubt 
less again when the Wilson bill was framed. | need not now repeat the argu 
ments then employed, but I may refer to one feature of smelting which has 
not been touched upon at length, but which is exceeding important as a 


factor in this discussion. — 
Very much has been said concerning the necessity of fluxes 
clearly shown that the ores under discussion are particul 





. and it has been 
ly desirable for 


that purpose. It is true that other substances, under certain conditions, may 
meet this requirement in part, but for very good reasons neither limestone 
nor iron fluxes can do more than assist in the smelting of precious me 
It isa fact well known by smelters that bullion can not saf ry more 
than 400 ounces of gold and silver tothe ton. A greater pr ‘tion would 
increase the percentage remaining in slag to such an extent as t essitate 
resmelting. which would add very materially to the cost treatment 

While iron fluxes and limestone go entirely to waste, the greater portion 
of lead fluxes is retained, and becomes a sort of carrier or collector of the 


metals. An ordinary charge fora furnace might consist of 90 to 95 
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per cent of other material, to 5 or 10 per cent of lead, but such a proportion 
would so increase the percentage of valuable metals in the slag as to make 
the process disastrous. The ad:ition, therefore, of liberal quantities of free 
melting galena ore, carrying 6 to 70 per cent of lead, would keep the bullion 
at a proper grade. 

There is a sort of affinity between the precious metals and lead, so that its 
presence in the charge isa pretty sure aranty that those metals will be 
carried down into the bullion instead of being left to an unprofitable extent 
in the slag. I may illustrate this carrying quality by the rain on a window. 
Drops accumulate ona rainy dar until the whole surface is covered by the 
clinging globules, each too light in itself to move, but by and by a big drop 
strikes where two or three are staying, and they all start together to zigzag 
down to the bottom, carrying with them all the weaker drops that lie in the 





ay. 

Having shown the necessity for the free use of lead fluxes, it only remains 
to discuss the matter of supply. 

In the year 1892 the Omaha & Grant Company imported into this country 
from Mexico for use in the Omaha works alone 20,000 tons of lead-bearin 
ores. In 1893 they imported 21,000 tons, but in 1894 leas than 2,000 tons, anc 
since that time none at all. The reason for this remarkable change was two- 
fold—the high rate of Guty imposed by the McKinley bill and the discourag- 
ing methods of valuation. The result of these conditions was the ae 
by individuals of this company of extensive smelting works in Mexico which 
deprived American laborers of that much employment, deprived American 
railways of large receipts from transportation. and cut off from the revenue 
a great many thousandsof dollars, ‘he reduction of duty by the Wilson bill 
was something of a relief, for in the mesntime great difficulty had been ex- 
perienced in the purchase of sufficient native ores of similar character to 
maintain, economically, the great operations of their several plants, and the 
Mexican ores were being smelted in that country. 

Mr. Horktns. Do they not get those ores from Idaho and Nevada? That 
question was raised during the passage of the act of 1890, and as we had some 
smelters at Aurora, Ill., my attention was called to it. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I remember the circumstance. 

Mr. Kopxtins. The opinion | have had is that they have developed mines 
in Idaho and Nevada, where they got fluxing ores as good as those imported. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes, sir; but they do not get them in sufficient quanti- 
ties. The Cour d'Alene mines, whieh are in the northern part of Idaho, 
use a great deal of that, but for the last two or three years they have had 
strikes and trouble with the miners which has abridged the production. 

Another source of supply was being developed, however, in British Colum- 
bia, and American smelters came into sharp competition for those desirable 
ores. By reference to the 1895 report in the Mineral Industry, we find that 
while 260,000 tons of lead were produced by American sme!ters in that year 
only 156,000 tons came from American ores. I think I state a fact which no 
well-informed smelter will question when I say that the output of silver-lead 
ores from American mines has proved to be altogether inadequate for the 
treatment of so-called dry ores, and that any abridgment of facilities for the 
importation of foreign silver-lead ores would work an incalculable injury to 
the whole smelting and mining interests of this country, except the few pro- 
ducers of those particular ores. 

Our company imported from British Columbia last year from the Omaha 
works alove over 6,00 tons of galena ore, and even with this increased supply 
there were times within the year when it was almost impossible to keep the 
mixtures up and the furnaces running. Overtures have already been made 
to this company for the erection of extensive smelting works in British Co- 
— but under existing conditions they have not been inclined to accept 

em. 

I oe ~~ with considerable confidence, however, that if the conditions of 
1802 and 1808 are restored, or a near eee thereto, the same incentive 
which took millions of dollars of active American capital into Mexico will 
take other millions into British Columbia. To handicap the enormous smelt- 
ing interests of this country, and through them the great producers of 
precious metals, simply to give an unnecessary protection to a single minor 
element in our mining industries, would be exceedingly ill advised, if not 
disastrous. The sharp lesson which a high tariff furnished in connection 
with Mexican ores is further set forth in the following excerpt from The 
ee Industry, which I ask permission to read. This isin the report for 

+. 

“In the Western States. especially in Idaho, the rate of wages and the auto- 
cratic rule of miners’ unions have interfered so seriously with the working 
of silver-lead mines that the question has almost reached the point where the 
existence of the industry is in coagee. The steady increase in the output of 
Missouri and Kansas (nonargentiferous) lead through the lowest markets 
is a satisfactory demonstration of our ability to compete with any country. 
Competent experts state that with large, well-designed works Missouri and 
Kansas can produce with profit down to very near the cost of lead in Spain. 

“The heavy decrease of 9,522 tons, or 32.5 per cent, shown in the amount of 
lead smelted from foreign ores, is the direct result of the short-sighted and 
mistaken policy of imposing a heavy duty on lead in ores. The result of this 
has been the establishment of an important smelting industry in Mexico, 
with American capital, and the heavy importations which should now come 
to the American smelters from Mexico will not be received, for the industry 
has become firmly established in that country, This is directly shown by 
the tables. The lead imported in ore in 1891 was only 1,748 tons, as against 
29,270 tons in 1898 and 26,734 tons in 1892. 

“On the other hand, the lead imported in foreign bullion for refining in- 
creased from 14,149 tons in 1892 to 85,000 tons in 1893 and 40,345 tons in 1894. As 
the duty on lead in ore was relatively higher than on lead in bullion, a fur- 
ther inducement was offered to Mexican mine owners to do theirsmelting at 
home, and the natural result was manifest. 

** Nearly all the lead imported in ore and most of that in bullion came to 
this country from Mexico, Some, however, is imported from Canada, and 
especially from the Kootenai region, where silver-lead mines are being opened 
up toa considerable extent.” 

beg also tosubmit another brief excerpt from the same authority for 1895: 

r The increase in the quantities of silver especially produced or refined in 
this country was due largel 
Mexico. 
ago has not only deprived our smelters of a large amount of work which they 
formerly had, and of a class of ores which were particularly desirable for 
treatment in connection with our own; it has also built up in Mexico a large 
and flourishing smelting industry which is now well established and able to 
hold its own. ‘This is shown in the extraordinary increase in the —— of 
bullion obtained by smelting given in the Mexican retarns. The greater 

rt of the base bullion made in that country is sent here to be refined, and 

© this 1s due the fact that while our own output of silver showed a decrease 
of 3,515,640 ounces, there was an gctual gain of 6,247,485 ounces.” 


to the treatment here of base bullion from 


These facts which are now disclosed in connection with Mexican ores, and 


the transference of great =e interests from this country to Mexico, 
are almost sure to be repeated in 
levied on silver-lead ores. 


in Brit lumbia, which is the chief source of our present 
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The unwise imposition of a high duty on silver-lead ores some years 


ritish Columbia, if an oppressive duty is 
It is proper to say in this connection that in the production of galena ore 
importations, 
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American miners are not 
competition with well-paid, intelligent workmen, chiefly 
necesity for a prohibitive protective barrier for native mines andj ; 


itted against are in hor 


mericans: a 


poten, but the 


which has been urged heretofore, does not in fact exist. For the » 
good, therefore, of the greater number, and of the greater inte). 
volved, we respectfally urge your careful consideration of the point; | }\,., 
presented. oe 

LEAD IN BULLION. 


In one of the excerpts from The Mineral Industry which I haye «:)) 
there is a brief reference to the relative higher duty on lead in ore : 
lead in bullion. 

The present difference of only one-quarter of a cent per pound ety 
lead in ore and lead in pigs is seerey ont of proportion. There ij 
fixed on bullion, or the 1 contained therein, and this omission from ¢ 
schodules is the important item referred to in the early part of my r 

Pig lead and base bullion are entirely distinct commodities, and 
rate process of separation is necessary to produce the refined produ: 
the ores have been reduced to bullion. 

It is our deliberate judgment that if duty on lead in ores is fixed at theo. 
fourths of 1 cent per pound, there should be laid on pig lead a duty 7 1) 
cents per pound and on lead in base bullion a duty of 1} cents per )., : 

Under the present tariff act, collectors have been entirely at sea 
classiiication of bullion, and as a sort of compromise it has been ra:+ 
lead. Importers protested vigorously agatnst such classification, and 
to the satisfaction of the United States General Appraisers that in th)» ; a 
of things they could fiot bealike. While admitting that base bullion wa., 
pig lead, but a crude metal containing lead, and that duty could on'y jo 
assessed on the lead so contained, the General Appraisers were un.))! nd 
in the tariff schedules a provision under which they could proper|y yx: 
ors were instructed to continue the assessment of duty at the pig- 

ead rate. 

It is well understood by smelters of silver-lead ores, in conjunctio wih 
other ores carrying precious metals, that base bullion is about half way 
along from lead in ores to pig lead. It having been officially decided that 
base bullion is not pig lead, and that the lead contained therein can yo: jo 
used for commercial purposes until, by a process of melting and refining. jt 
shall have been separated from its associate elements and run into ba: 
piss. it is entirely clear that a rate of duty relatively less than that 0: 

ead and relatively higher than that on lead in ores should be applied : 

It also having been decided that duty shall only be assessed on the Jead 
contained in the bullion, the duty of Congress to fix an intermeddiat» rate 
seems clear. We beg to urge, therofore, that the rates of duty on the three 
forms of lead imported be as follows: On lead in ores, three-fourt fl 
cent per pound; on lead contained in base bullion, 1} cents per pon and 
on lead in pigs and bars, 1} cents per pound. These ratesare relatively just, 
and whatever the initial rate ma be, this proportion should be preserved 

We approve the purpose of this committee and of Congress to fix a duty 
on finished or partly finished products high enough to give ample protecti 
to American labor and to American as but we also desire that Ame 
ican capital and American institutions for the conversion of raw material 
into finished products be also considered. A high duty on crude lead ainda 
relatively low duty on pig lead ana bullion would be the most effective means 
that could be adopted to encourage, if not absolutely force, American s )°\t 
ers to set up works abroad and to injure and make uncertain our American 
market for finished lead products. Against such adjustment of duties we 
earnestly and patriotically protest. 

This is all I have to say at present, and I thank you, Mr. Chairman and 
gentlemen of the committee, for your courtesy and patience. 


Mr. President, I am not a miner, and I know very little about 
mining; in fact, I know nothing about it practically, experinen- 
tally; but I do know that this country has been compelled to 
import lead ore and lead within the last few years for conswn)- 
tion in this country, and I do know there is a species of wet or f\11x- 
ing ore that is necessary to be imported from Mexico, or po-si''ly 
from the British Possessions, and essential to the use of the sie-t- 
ers in carrying on their business. 

If this tax is placed at 14 cents on lead in ore, it will have the 
practical effect of depriving the American smelters of the oppor- 
tunity to reach the fluxing ores of Mexico and the British P.sses- 
sions, and compelling them to purchase the fluxing ores in the 
Rocky Mountain States, vroviding the Rocky Mountain Stiies 
have the capacity to produce the ore necessary, and I am tol by 
a reliable authority, an arthority upon which I[ have a riz)! to 
rely and believe, that these fluxing ores are not produced there in 
quantities and quality sufficient to carry on this business. 

It occurs to me, Mr. President, under these circumstances. tha! 
if a tariff is levied sufficient to protect the interests of the Rocky 
Mountain miner, who is principally interested in this matter. an 
at the same time permit the smelters to draw their fluxing © 
from such source or such sources as they may see fit and as may 
be most profitable to them, it is all the Committee on Finance can 
afford to do, so far as taxation is concerned, and that it is al! our 
friends in the Mountain States have a right to demand at ‘lv 
hands of Congress. That gives them a cent a pound on lea 'n 
ore as a protective tariff against like ores in the British Possessions 
and like ores in Mexico. 

The firm of which I am speaking, the Omaha and Grant Sm: t- 
ing Works, one of the largest firms in the United States, has ce" 
compelled, as a matter of self-preservation, to go into Mos 
within the last four or five years and construct two smelters. | 
am now taking the theory of the protective tariff and applyins 
as I understand it is to be ap ied to cases of this kind. In: 
sequence of the tax imposed upon lead in ore, this company | 
been compelled to take hundreds of thousands of dollars of A110" 
can capital down to Mexico and construct smelters. there em) 
ing Mexican labor to a very great extent, and by that ms 
depriving the American laborer, the Nebraska laborer, of the rix.t 
to Jabor in smelters and earn a livelihood. ‘ . 

The natnral tendency would be to drive American ca} ital to 
Mexico or to the British Possessions, where these ores can 0° 
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obtained comparatively free, and where there is no obstruction 
placed upon capital, and where labor is cheap, so that the smelt- 
ing works, instead of paying the tariff and paying freight upon 
ores, can ship the finis product into the United States, paying 
ess freight and not much greater duty, and bring it in competi- 
tion with the American product. That is the result of it. 

If the tariff is fixed so high that the smelters, of which there 
are several, can not be successfully conducted in this country, 
they must go somewhere where they can conduct their business 
with profit to themselves. Mark you, out of every ton of ore that 
is shipped into this country there is but a small percentage that 
is Teall as compared with the entire mass, and yet the freight rate 
upon that ore is just as great, and is just as great a draft upon 
the purse of the smelting company, as it would be if it were pure 
metal. It comes like anything else, by its weight and its classifi- 
cation. 

If that freight rate can be reduced, as it necessarily will be re- 
duced by the establishment of the smelters along the British line 
and along the Mexican line, where the freight rate will cease as 
the result of smelting there, then the American smelter who goes 
to Mexico or British Columbia, or wherever he may go, has nothing 
in the world to do but pay his freight and tariff upon the finished 
product, and then it comesin conflict with the American product. 

t is needless for me to say that the conclusion, if our Republican 
friends are right. is necessarily that the American laborer and not 
the American capitalist suffers as the result. 

I desire to present some additional evidence upon this question. 
There is located at Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, the Carter 
White Lead Company, a very important manufacturing institu- 
tion, and it bears testimony to the same effect. Iwill send up the 
letter and ask to have it read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

OMAHA, NEBR., May 28, 1897. 

Dsar Srr: We have noticed the Senate has made changes in the tariff on 
lead and its products in passing from the House to the Senate. 


The following are the comparative rates, with pig lead at 2 cents per pound, 
as we understand it: 


House | Senate 





bill. bill. 

Cents. Cents. 
an lear li 
Ce a ce cin Seek cine daalabiiin daa baspsinne > 2 
es oncad sonesuessets s0ttee sececs cocssn codecs awes 2 24 
a desceccus Samat eecee 3 24 
ec tian cle catindduepeh ditesh danducwoayee 34 8 
ee nial iucitndecinnaanknan gah sane dadeshescenes 2} ly 
Brown sugar of lead................ eiailaeRabecatiat Rie eintiies paidee 3 1y 
ee eats na dobiod acon Sebned cemnaeouse + 2 


; 

We consider and believe that the House bill isa very just and equitable 
adjustment of the tariff question on lead and its products to the laborer, 
making a reasonable and fair difference between the prices under the low 
labor of the oid country and the labor wages in our country, and when the 
laborers are fairly well protected, there is no reason why this country will 
not be as prosperous as it ever was, in our opinion; but if there is nothing for 
the laborer to do—foreign goods coming in at a less price than we can make 
them—there is no hope for thiscountry. We need laborfor our country, and 
plenty of it. Then will we have good times. 

We hope and trust that you will see tha tariff question on the lead in the 
same light that our Western ple, as a general thing, do, and can see a way 
to work for the tariff of the House bill instead of the tariff that is adjusted by 
the Senate amendments, as we believe the former comes much nearer con- 
— to the wishes of the Western people than the Senate amendments. 

ours, very truly, 





CARTER Warts Leap CoMPAny, 
L. CARTER, President. 
Hon. Wini1AM V. ALLEN, 
The Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. ALLEN. It is proper for me to say that I only indorse the 
letter so far as it applies to lead. That portion of it which en- 
gages in a general discussion of the tariff I do not indorse. 

ut it is another evidence that persons engaged in this very lead 
industry itself are satisfied with the House rate. Here are the 
Carter White Lead Company holding up to me the beauties of a 
protective tariff, pointing cut to me wherein this country can be 
prosperous in consequence of the increase of tariff taxation, and I 
am perfectly willing that as constituents they should do so. It 
isa less sort of amusement upon their part. When thatin- 
dustry itself says it is satisfied with the rate fixed by the House, it 
seems to meit is inexcusable that the Senate should raise the rate. 

We have not heard, and [ do not suppose we will hear, from the 
other side as to why this rate was increased. When the lead 
industry or those engaged in a kindred industry declare that the 
rate fixed by the House of Representatives is sufficient to protect 
the industry, when they say they are satisfied with that rate, it 
occurs to me there ought to be some strong and persuasive equi- 
ties béfore the committee of the Senate would be warranted in 
chaning and raising the rate. 

Now, I see my good friend the Senator from Connecticut | Mr. 
PLATT} sitting here in charge of the bill. If he will be kind 
enough to inform the Senate why this rate was increased, as one 
Senator I will be very much obliged to him. 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not know that I can give any 
reason for it except that the majority of the subcommittee 
thought it ought to be done. ] 

Mr. ALLEN. I know, but why did they think it ought to be 
done? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think perhaps the other mem- 
bers of the committee might give those reasons a little better than 
I could. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is unfortunate that the other members of the 
committee are not present. 

Mr. LINDSAY. [suggest to the Senator from Nebraska that 
an increase in the leather schedule was explained yesterday upon 
the ground that it made the schedule more symmetrical, and I 
suppose this adds to the symmetry of the lead schedule, which 
ought to be a satisfactory ern! nation. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is possible that th \t is as good a reason as can 
be given, but I beg the deux 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator from Nebraska 
will permit me, I will say that miners of lead ores of this charac 
ter in this country claim that it is absolutely necessary for their 
business. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the present rate? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Three-quarters of a cent a pound. 

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator irom Nebraska wil! permit me, 
I think I can cast some light on the subject which seems to be 
perplexing him now. 

The letter written by the representative of the white-lead com- 
pany indicates displeasure with the Senate amendment and great 
satisfaction with the House schedule. The fact is that the House 
schedule as finally passed allowed 4 cents a pound on white lead 
instead of 24 cents a pound, as provided in the Senate amend- 
ment. Hence, very naturally, the white-lead company, preferring 
4 cents to 2}, is dissatisfied with the Senate amendment and en- 
tirely satisfied with the House schedule. 

The protection proposed to the white-lead trust in the bill as it 
passed the House represents the highest duty ever imposed any- 
where in any bill,so far asl am advised,in favor of the white 
lead trust. The Senate decreased the amount allowed the trust 
and increased the amount allowed in the schedules of the House 
on lead in the ore. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why, if the Senator will be kind enough toan- 
swer me? 

Mr. CARTER. I will explain that upon a basis so clear that 
the Senator will agree with me that the committee was entirely 
justified and the Senate will be amply justified in supporting the 
committee. 

First. this lead ore constitutes as a mining proposition the prin- 
cipal labor item in the production of lead. As a general rule, 
about 8 tons of the average ore as mined from the ground are con 
centrated into 1 ton of what we know as lead concentrate. It 
costs about $3 per ton in this country at our rate of wages to mine 
the raw ore. The $3 paid here is paid in gold. It costs about $1 
per ton paid in silver to mine ore in Mexico. Hence itis manifest 
that in order to make up the difference between the $3 in gold 
paid in the United States to the miner and the $1 in silver paid to 
the miner in Mexico a protective tariff must intervene in the 
interest of the American miner, or the miner must quit his occu- 
pation in this country entirely and permit the cheaper-paid labor 
of Mexico to supply the entire product. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Montana 
if the lead-ore industry has not been developing right along for 
the last three or four years and increasing each year? 

Mr. CARTER. The statistics furnished by the Bureau known 
as the Geological Survey furnish the figures in that regard. 

Mr. ALLEN. I would rather have the observation of the Sen- 
ator himself than any statistics. 

Mr. CARTER. I will state to the Senate that certain mines 
eae lead have continued in operation in this country in the 

ope that by virtue of legislation expected they could continue 
later on at a profit. Numerous mines, however, have been com 
pelled to suspend because the price of lead was reduced below the 
cost of production. Others have continued, not reaping profit 
from the operation, but regarding it as a necessity to avoid having 
the water fill the mines, until better days might come. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator if 
lead has not increased within the last few years? 

Mr. CARTER. As the figures wil! show. the price of lead has 
steadily decreased in the Umited States for the last few years, dur- 
ing 1896 reaching the lowest point ever reached in the history of 
the United States. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator does not pretend to say that that is 
due in any degree to tariff legislation? I understand that lead has 
suffered somewhat as all other articles have su 
quence of the depression. 

Mr. CARTER. Lead has depreciated in the market from $4.334 
per hundred on the average from the year 1890 to an average of 
$2.83 per hundred in the New York market in 1896. That is the 


the price of 


ilered in conse- 
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history of recent years and under the law which the Senator would 
have us continue. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not ask fora continaance of the present 
law. Iam perfectly willing to concede me Nag of a cent per 
pound more and make it a cent, exactly as the House of Repre- 
sentatives made it. 

Now, let me say, in this connection, that the House Committee 
on Ways and Means made a very thorough investigation of this 
matter. Whatever may be said about the bill as a whole—and 
I am inclined to believe that it was rather thrown together with- 
out any system —this portion of it was thoroughly investigated by 
Mr. Tawney of Minnesota, who devoted some weeks to acquir- 
ing information on the subject of lead by personal observation and 
by correspondence by mail and telegraph. 

When the committee met they deliberated upon this portion of 
the bill itself, as Iam informed, and this schedule was very se- 
riously considered by them, and after looking over all the evi- 
dence that was submitted and canvassing all the facts that had 
been accumulated by this very diligent member of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, they came to the conclusion, the deliberate 
conclusion, that 1 cent upon lead in the ore was amply sufficient 
as a protective tariff 7 that article. 

The Senator from Montana admits that this industry has in- 
creased, but he says it has increased in the hope that there would 
be increased tariff taxation. I suppose it has lived upon faith, 
upon confidence. We have been told for the last three or four 
years that that is the way to live. When we had discussed the 
financial problem, which has rocked this country from center to 
circumference, we have been told by our Republican brethren 
that we want a restoration of confidence in this country, and that 
we do not need any more money. These gentlemen, it would 
seem, have been living upon confidence, upon faith, upon the ho 
that tariff legislation would change in their interest; and yet I 
submit that the Senator from Montana does not escape from the 
fact that during all this time they have lived and made a profit, 
as much as any other person er they have developed 
their industries; they have pushed them to amore perfect com- 
pletion; they have, in a word, demonstrated to the country that 
they are capable of living under a tariff tax of three-quarters of a 
cent a pound, 

Mr. President, the miner’s interest is not the only thing to be 
considered, Inthe imposition of tariff taxes the interests of all per- 
sons concerned must be considered. The Senator from Kentucky 
{Mr. Linpsay] says to me, ‘Except the consumers.” The con- 
sumers seem largely to get the worst of it in the framing of a tariff 
bill. That is true largely, possibly, because they have nobody here 
looking after their interests particularly. They are not organized. 
But a tariff bill, in the very nature of things, must be a compro- 
mise, if it is based upon principles of equity. Here are the miners, 
upon the one hand, clamoring for a duty that will force the smelt- 
ers to go into a market controlled absolutely by them or to go out 
of business in this country; and here are smelters, upon the other 
hand, asking the imposition of a duty that will permit them and 

rmit the miners to transact business and make a living out of 
it and a reasonable profit. 

Mr. President, what is the difference between imposing a tax 
upon an industry so high that you drive the industry out of ex- 
istence and taking a man by the throat and putting your hand in 
his ket and taking his money away from him? None in the 
world. The first isa species of cowardice; the other requires some 

ee of brute courage at least. 

r. RAWLINS. I will ask the Senator whether he is in favor 
of the tariff schedule with respect to lead as it is found in the 
House bill? 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam inclined to think Iam. I am not entirely 
certain about it yet. 

Mr. RAWLINS. That fixed a duty of 1 cent on lead in ores 
and 4 cents on white lead. The Senate proposition reduced the 
duty from 4 to 24 cents. Speaking about consumers, who are the 
consumers of lead ore? : ; 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Kentucky—— 

Mr. RAWLINS. I am asking the Senator from Nebraska the 
question. 

Mr. ALLEN. I sup any person who consumes lead in any 
of its various iortnatk has a variety of forms—is a consumer. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Are not all the smelters, or what is known as 
the smelting combination, which constitutes a trust, seeking high 

rotection upon their products and free materials for their use in 
the manufacture of that uct? 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I think not. Iam not prepared to say, but 
I think not. 

Mr. RAWLINS. In other words, are there not three parties 
concerned in this schedule—the white-lead trust, a conceded mo- 
nopoly, a pee to the consumers of white lead—— 

Mr. ALLEN.. 





b think that part of it is true. 
Mr. RAWLINS. The smelting combination, ting with 
the white-lead trust, aiding it in the maintenance of its monopoly, 
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cooperating in fixing the price to the consumers, and also cooper- 
ating to depress the price to the producers, the miners, throu)..,+ 
OMe ALDEN. think the <a Tin 
, - I thi t t of it , and I think I ¢ 
demonstrate it. oe _— 

Mr. RAWLINS. I think I can show that the smelting coy). 
bination, for which the Senator is now speaking, is a conspira ., 
both against the miner and the consumer—the man who w.):. 
this article. 

Mr. ALLEN. [think I will confess and avoid part of that, an 
the other I will —- 

The attitude of the Senator from Utah is a most perfect il], 
tration of the saying of Lord Lytton in one of his novels, that t),, 
color of the flower is as much sometimes in the vision as in : 
ae. It depends a great deal upon how youlookatathing. 1), 
nator from Utah hails from a lead-producing State, and 
thing uppermost in his mind is the lead miner and the lead min, 
and he wants a duty that will give hima long pull on the whi), 
tree, if I may so express it, as against Mexico and the British 
sessions, and I have no particular objection to his having a liit|s 
advantage; but I do not want him to have the advantage, an | | 
do not want the miners to have the advantage, that they shali |e 
able to smother up and destroy every other industry which d.- 
pends in the slightest degree upon lead. 

Mr. President, I have no doubt about the white-lead trust. It 


y 


dictates prices. There is no doubt about that. It has dictated 
prices in the , and it will dictate prices in the future until tis 
Government omes strong and vigorous enough in some one or 


more of its branches to enforce the law as it exists now. 

Sir, we were treated to the spectacle here yesterday of being 
told by Senators in this Chamber upon both sides that, notw th 
standing we have laws for the suppression of trusts, we are pow- 
erless to suppress them. 

We can indict some poor devil for stealing a sack of flour when 
he is hungry, to feed himself and his family, and send him to jail 
or we can indict some shoeless waif who has been compel!e:| | 
commit some petty crime to sustain life; and yet when it comes t: 
these antic corporations, all the legislative and judicial a 
executive power of the Government is powerless and impotent t: 
enforce the law. If that is true, the Government is gone; there i 
no use talking about its going; it has gone. But when it come 
to an assertion that the smelting companies are a part of the white- 
lead trust or a part of the lead trust, I do not believe it, and I 
think I can demonstrate to the Senator from Utah quite con- 
clusively that my position is true. 

The total consumption of lead in the United States in 1895 was 
280,596 tons. Of there were imported 38,704 tons, necessary to 
meet the demands of the market of this country. We were co.n- 
= to import 38,704 tons in addition to our production. The 

nited States mines, as I am informed—and the Senator from 
Utah can correct me if Iam incorrect—have never yet been able 
to produce lead enough to meet the American demand, an are 
not producing it to-day. Never in the history of lead mining in 
this country, if I am correctly informed, have we been alc to 
turn out enough lead to meet the demands of our country alone. 
In 1893 the ion between lead in ore and base bullion was 
as follows: in ore, 58,487,319 pounds; lead in bullion, 3,{5),- 
781 pounds. Two years afterw in 1895, the proportion had 
c , and was as follows: Lead im ore, 45,050,674 pounds; lead 
in bullion, 104,551,082 pounds. 


2ac mo O-s- 


Now, what brought about this wonderful change? It was 
brought about owing to the fact that the smelting companies 
were compelled to leave this country and go to Mexico. Ameri- 


a. was compelled to go out of the United States to foreign 
cou , and there construct smelting works and do their work 

and ship their leads into this country to supply the market. 
While I am not a radical protectionist (nor am I a free trader), 
while I oceupy the middle line—that w I believe to be the true 
line, namely, the line of levying a tax for revenue with incidental 
otection—I do not want to see this country go to the extent of 
ving out either capital or labor, for under the protecting «is 
of our , under just and humane laws justly and humanely «:- 
there is ample room for both, and we could not get 

along without them. 

Mr. President, how far the Republican caucus may have decreed 
that this amendment shall pass, I do not know. I, however. s1b- 
mit tae case, so far as I am concerned, with the request that the 


follo brief phlet be published as part of my remarks. — 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair), It will 
be so ordered, in the absence of objection. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 
ConcerNixe Prorosep Durres uron LEAD IN ORE AND Pic LEAD. 
PROPOSED CHANGE EN RATES. 


In the new tariff bill which has recently passed the House of Representa- 
tives the duty upon a anid bars ase ballon ete.,is fixed at 2 cents 
cent per 


titre, is placed upon the lead contents of 
Committee of the Senate proposes to amend this by raising 











the duty u 


lead in ores to 1} cents per pound. As the duty upon pig lead 
and the du i. upon lead in silver ores, or so-called ane ores, are the only 


items in Ww lam interested, I shal! confine my disc n entirely to these 
materials. 


DIFFERENCE BETWEEN FLUXING ORES AND DRY ORES. 


Silver ore containing lead, or fiuxing ore, is a material neces_ary in the 
smelting business for use in the smelting of dry ore, or ore containing no 


d. . = nh : 
Of the ores produced in the United States from mines containing precious 
metals, over 75 per cent are those known as dry ores, or such as contain no 


SCARCITY OF FLUX ORE IN THE UNITED STATES SHOWN BY HIGH PRICE 
OF THAT MATERIAL. 


That fluxing ore in the United States is not oieatty abundant is clearly 
proven by the high price that has been paid for it for a long time past. 

It is neither necessary nor proper to burden this statement with affidavits, 
therefore I consider it sufficient for me to say that I stand ready at any time 
to prove that the prices commonly paid for fluxing ores in the United States 
exceed the sum obtainable for the metal contained in these ores after it is 
extracted, and that smelters are compelled to bear a loss upon every ton of 
American fluxing ore they purchase. 

This loss must be met by an increased charge for smelting dry ores, or the 
business of public smelting would have to cease. 

Prior to I fiuxing ores were classified as silver ores and admitted free 
when the value of the silver contents of the ore was greater than the value of 
the lead contents of the ore. 

lcan prove that even during this period the prices obtained for flux ore in 
the United States involved a distinct loss to the smelter buying them, the 
reason for this being that the difference in freight costs between them and 
im ores caused their prices to continue high, and foreign importations 
did not seriously affect them, 


RATES UNDER LAW OF 1890. 


In 1890 a duty of 14 cents ;er pound was placed upon the lead contents of 
silver ores, and no corresponding advance was made in duty upon pig lead, 
which was left at 2 cents per pound. 

The immediate effect of this duty was to cause the failure of a number of 
American smelting works, to cripple and embarrass them all, and to encour 
age an investment, estimated at $10,000,000, in the smelting business in Mexico. 


RATES UNDER WILSON BILL. 


When the tariff laws were again revised and the so-called Wilson bill be- 
came a law, the lead schedule was again changed—this time to impose a duty 
of lcent per pound upon pig lead and three-quarters of 1 cent per pound 
upon the lead contents of silver ores. 

This law simply reduced the rates without changing the ratio between 
these two materials, while the real dificulty lay not so much in the amount 
of duty imposed as in the maintenance of a proper difference in the duty be- 
tween placed upon pig lead, the finished product, and lead-silver ore, the 
raw mate 


ILLUSTRATION OF ACTUAL WORKINGS OF EXISTING AND PROPOSED DUTIES 
UPON PIG LEAD AND LEAD ORE. 


Perhaps the best way to show the absolute injustice done by our lawmakers 
in one ve recognize this needed difference is by giving an actual case as an 
illustra’ of how it works in practice. 

The or to be made is between a Mexican smelting works and an 
American smelting works in reducing 2 tons of Mexican silver-lead ore. 
I will give to the Mexican works every benefit in thiscomparison. 1 willsay 
his on the ore from the mines to his works is as great as that paid by 
the American from the Mexican mine to the American border, although, asa 
rule, it is a much less distance from the Mexican mine to the Mexican smelter 
than it is from the Mexican mine to the Mexican border. 

I will also say that the American smelter -~ the same benefit from the 
silver contents of the ore as his Mexican rival; but as a matter of fact this is 
not true, since the Mexican Government imposes an internal-revenue tax on 
silver, which the American smelter who imports Mexican ore has to ay in 

nearly one-half of the tax is remitted when the ore is smelted in 


I will further say that the cost of smelting is the same in Mexico as in the 
United States, although this is not so, since the wages paid are over threo 
times in the United States than in Mexico. 

A Mexican smelter buys 2 tons of Mexican silver-lead ore containing 25 per 
cent lead, or 1,000 pounds in the 2 tons. The average price of lead in ore in 
Mexico for the year or so has been 1 cent per pound, and therefore he 
pays for the lead in this ore $10. These 2 tons are smelted in Mexico and 90 
pounds of lead recovered, as 10 per cent is lost in smelting. This 900 pounds 
of lead is then shipped, say, from the Guggenheim’s smelter at Monterey, 


Mexico, by Tampico and water to Perth Amboy, N. J., at a freight rate of 
$ per ton. At Perth Amboy it is either held in bond or offered for entry at 
the custom-house. If the latter is done, a duty of 1 cent per pound is de- 


manded under the present law. and $9 is paid; and thus the lead contained 
in 2 tons of Mexican ore is landed in New York (Perth Amboy is only 7 
miles away by water) at the following cost to the Mexican smelter: 


it in Mexico (offset). 
Smelting in Mexico and United States (offset). 
Silver contents (offset). 
EE EEE LE ee | | 
Freight on 900 pounds to Perth Amboy, at $5 per ton.................... 2.25 
Duty, 1 cent per pound, on 900 pounds...... ........-....----0--.--.------ 9.00 

Now, suppose the American smelter imports these 2 tons of Mexican flux 
ores. 

Their costs him $10, the same as the Mexican smelter paid. 

When he gets them to the American line he is asked by the United States 
customs officer to three-fourths of leent per pound coy ‘upon the 1,000 
pounds con in the 2 tons of ore, and he pays $7.50. 

He now finds that with his 2 tons of Mexican ore just across the border in 
the United States he has spent $17.50, and tha: in order to land their contents 
in New York at $21.25, the sum paid by his Mexican rival, he has only a mar- 
gin of $3.75 to get it to that point 

Admitting it costs no more to smelt this ore in the United States 


than it does his Mexican rival, he still has to transport his 2 tons of ore, 
either as ore or concentrated into bullion, by railway via Kansas City to New 
York, a distance of some 3,000 miles. 
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A very casual knowledge of railway freights will convince the most skep- 
tical that this can not be done 

These facts will serve to explain the inconsistencies of the lead schedule 
the existing tariff, and it can be easily seen that if these rates 
double, or 2 cents per pound upon pig lead, and 1} cents wpon les 
while the amounts would increas», the conditions would rema 
the same, and these illogical and unscientific tariff rates woukd con 
give to the Mexican smelter an over the A 
smelter in his own home market 


n 
re made 
ore 


utely 


we 









absolute advantage 


THE CORRECT METHOD OF ARRIVING AT THE PROPER 


DIFFER! 
EXISTS BETWEEN THE RATE OF DUTY UPON PIG I 


FAD ANDI AD 

In order to arrive at the proper rate of difference that s! l ex 
tween the duty upon pig lead and the duty upon lead in ore 
these two materials in foreign markets should be ascertained it Sa 
rate of difference that exists between their values si 
duties placed upon them. 

Reference to the tables will show that foreign pig lead « 
1896 averaged in value $2.45 per 100 pounds, and that t 
foreign lead in ore during the same period was $1 per 

It will be found upon further investigation that for a1 iber of ye 
foreign pig lead has ranged in value from two to twoand 
than the value of foreign lead in ore, and it is therefore fair to say that, w 
ever specific duty it is thought best to place upon lead in o1 duty 
least from two to two and one-half times greater must | 
in order that the same ad valorem rate be 1 1 


»orne by both ar 


RAW MATERIAL SHOULD NOT BEAR THE SAME 


FINISHED PRODUCT 


RATE Ol} DUTY 


But is it right that the same ad valorem rate 
articles? 

Pig lead is the finished product of the American smelting wor und fluy 
ing ore is their absolutely necessary raw materia 
The great difference in value between these 

almost entirely by labor 


should be 


two articles is represented 


TARIFF RATES SHOULD BE ADJUSTED IN STRICT 


REPRESENTED IN THE 


RELATION TO Hil 


ARTICLE TAX 


LABOR 


The theory of all tariff makers is that all duties should be 
relation to the amount of labor represented in the arti 
duty is placed 

This theory may be c 


lin strict 


rd j 
iwhich tft 
arried out in other schedules of t! 
bill, but is certainly not true in the lead schedule 
In this schedule they are not willing to even 
upon the raw material and the finished produ 
material shall bear double the rate of duty 
thus prohibiting the use of Mexican flux 
and encouraging the importation into the | 


posed tariff 


place tl 
but insis t 
f the finished prod 
the Amer n sn 


ts ey 
States of Me 


to that 





ited 
CERTAIN ARGUMENTS ADVANCED IN FAVOR 
ORE. 


OF HIGH DUTY ON LEAD IN 


I will mention as many of the arguments as I can recall 
used by those advocating a high duty upon lead in 
M. Guggenheim's Sons, whose interests are alm 

the following: 
SMELTING IMPORTED FLUXING ORI 


that 
ore 
st ily 


wh Mex 


S IN BOND 


“The argument of the dry-ore miner is that, in c 
of fluxes or lead ores, the dry-ore miner (whose ores contain no lead 
yelled to pay the smelter an abnormal price for having his ores treated 
Section 33 in the proposed Dingley bill permits the smelting and refinin 
foreign wet or lead ores in bond duty free. As smelters can smelt and 1 
wet ores in bond duty free, the dry-ore miner's contention is entirely unjust 
fiable. 

“In justice to the dry-ore miner, we will say the existence of 
not generally known tohim. In fact, many Senators were not aware of 
effects and benefits of this section, and it is only recently that it became cen 
erally known to the various smelting companies that they could bond their 


nseq uence o scarcity 


section 23 is 


works to advantage and obtain wet ores as fluxes, duty free, and only within 
the last few weeks have some of the -_~ smelting companies completed 
the operation of bonding their works. herefore the full effect of having 


wet ores duty free in bond will be felt only in the future 

Both of these statements are misleading. 

The provision for smelting in bond, originated in the tariff bill of 1890, w 
reenacted in the Wilson bill, and it is proposed to reenact it in the preset 
bill. 











It has been continuously in force for over seven years, and | been well 
known and thoroughly understvod by smelters in the United States 

When examined carefully, it will be found that the pr vi for smelt 
ing in bond are not so great a privilege as one might be led to believe 

will take for an example an importation in bond of Mexican fluxing or 
These ores contain on an average 25 per cent lead, and it tak ther 
the contents of 4 tons of ore to make 1 ton of bullion. The pr« ya for i 
porting in bond are necessarily somewhat complex and mach more expen 
and burdensome to the importer than direct importations, as will be seen 
reading the statute. 

In order to smelt and refine the 4 tons of Mexican ore in bond, it is ne 
sary to transport it from the Mexican border by railroad over 1,500 m oO 
the smelting or refining works, and then transport it again over 1,50 miles 
to the seacoast, say at New York. 

So that this Mexican importation has paid freight either as 4 to 
ore or 1 ton of bullion for over 3,000 miles of railroad trans tion, and ! 
must take another trip by water of 3,000 miles to Europe } i 
for sale in competition with lead produced by the cheapest la n ear 

It has borne 3,000 miles of American railway transportation; it | en 
manufactured by American workmen. and it is then the American sinelter's 
privilege to transport it across the sea and sel! it in the oj markets of 
Serena 

Is any better argument needed to show American flux ors re too high 
and that the duty on foreign fiux ores is too high than that American smelt 


ers have occasionally smelted foreign imported ores in bond 
It goes without saying that no revenue is produced by 


importations in 
nd. 


DUTY UPON LEAD IN ORE HAS ONLY AN INDIRECT 





EFFECT UPON TH! 
AMERICAN PTO LEAD MARKET 
They further state that the price of pig lead in America is equal to the 
price of pig lead in London, with the American duty on re a 1 
thereto, and that therefore the duty on lead in ore governs the f pig 
lead in the United States. 
As an argument thisis utter foolishness, and as a statement of fact itis 


entirely untrue. 
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Below is given a table showing the official prices of pig lead in London and 
New York since 1880: 
Pig lead, London. 











, Aver- 
car. . Sv. 
Year Highest | Lowest age. 
os eatin cde beside’ coded ha dibcanaiaee 4.10 8.30 3.50 
1481 ‘ sdalied 8. 35 8.15 8.25 
Re) ae ahons-denesds Umiek kéneck abtadbbenatenbedaaaal 3.25 8.05 8.10 
18-3 : 8.30 2. 65 2.75 
ML. a «danse cvekioatabmwaritv cin eeisebhs easinanniiniea 2.70 2.30 2.45 
| Dh ciuha ckaskubansedsdbnndctacdecdh shanetandaine 2.70 2.30 2.50 
L185 csistataimmnapeie 2.90 2.70 2.80 
SE de ns dacemnald tell cg tiieneiednudadGe-cmpiaaedibaaei:ibnabiliad 3.30 2.65 2.75 
Is 3.20 2.70 2.95 
ROM 2. sch raicha cs i ig bcaekc gas ddl dakoudaaata Din sed 3.05| 2.70 2.80 
DOTA cists amcwed bine ¢ pido Stnedd on Gel aaa aaa 3.50 | 3.00 8.20 
BEES. ait odo it mal egies @nimmdion sae iitgnd Dinah iain tai 2.70 | 3.10 3.00 
TB Asap eb eda tad aditabe ne .é hedy 6 vin atdatanemaibace 2.45 2.00 2.50 
SEMEL 64% noon 0 dung te edstile + udodabumnetabbawe an 2.85 | 2.45 2.40 
Liat 2.25 2.40 2.30 
SENDS. 2 Nang ielilss xa PR paw MF al ae daibed otealemmane 2.30 2.55 2.40 
1.06 > 2.40 2.55 2.45 
New York prices pig lead. 
Year Highest.| Lowest Aver- 
; st. ‘| “age 

DS 6th Siac idee adbddd dees bbe ata duwousathodeies 5.90 4.50 5.00 
SEE dt cenickhsne dinensine benthtatndeethidieatonees 5.15 4.35 4.80 
I arisns ia3) Wenmapres ainda act bbeie aks o.cib ocak kakashi iene 5.10 4.0 4.90 
PED h, c's ouche ee 40 Mesda db slid sdk teak beehatiniens 4. 65 8. 60 4.32 
I. A) a casei pcthaw ah dulgetbnten bode <othddletanhbelaiinetadnek ae 4.10 3.60 8.75 
OE ee asin ake tent ania pe eT ek ie oS 4.55 3.65 3.95 
BINS i\s\o whey euserehall Gadimbingpd ote eee knkidnsiebimnalnleth 4.90 | 4.20 4.60 
1887 ee 4.65 4 25 4.50 
REN c. io. os bv cab akin e wana 5.15 3.60 4.40 
1889 abae 4.85 } 8.70 3.95 

Tota! sinless lui’ Uit-cilies sictalihas- ob dais nnan adenine imi iiaeleiemindl diaanaale 44.17 

Average price obiincthiahor shi aed -Uiiesas cabo ail 4.41 
NTL ck ae ihn cae oi cic ain Biew'n Bean atinaiaeddn Memeananiaainies 5.90 3.85 4.50 
Bes ts oie adh Shuai arth sila ade See alarn acinar 4.50 4.10 4.35 
SiG Si tices aeackh ‘ astbeges 4.25 3.80 4.10 
1893 latest node 4.25 3.25 8.75 
AN hid met bik pPaegaeitas damedanitedaaine eperanen 3.50 8.10 8.30 
1805. .... sat int 3 50 8.10 3.25 
1896 LAP SIO IE 3.20 2.70 8.00 

RO deed one dled inc iin mail nat biped tibalbe dauiite pio aikice a 26.25 

DUIS SOT, .in von pus ccigiietacdiiessannsnctddadiciede | Ricak leaoaed 8.75 





The duty upon silver-lead ores from 1890 to 1804 was 1} cents per pound of 
lead contents, and from 1804 to date it was three-quarters of 1 cent per pound. 

Prior to 1890, silver-lead ore was aiways admit free. 

By adding 1} cents to the London ce of pig lead from 1890 to 1894, and 
three quarters of 1 cent toit from 1894 to date, and comparing the result with 
the New York price of pig lead, one can see how accurate these gentlemen 
are; but how they got along with their computation prior to 1890, when there 
was no duty to add to the London price, I am quite unable to explain. 

Prior to the tariff law of 189), ores containing silver and lead were classi- 
fied as silver ores, when the silver content was greater than the lead in vaiue. 
This classification was decided upon by a Senate committee of which Sena- 
tor Edmunds was chairman, and was followed. by the Secretaries of the 
Treasury from that time. Prior to_ 1890, therefore, lead in pigs bore a duty 
of 2 cents per pound, and silver-lead or fluxing ores were admitted free. 

It is fair to say that if the duty upon lead in ores governed the me of pig 
lead in the United States, the price of pig lead would have certainly been 
affected when there was no duty at all upon lead in ores; and yet reference 
to the tables will show that with aduty of 2 cents on pig lead, and silver-lead 
ores free, the price of pig lead in the United States bore a higher average than 
it ever has since. 

In the tariff law of 1890 a duty of 1} cents was put upon the lead contents 
of silver ores, and while various disastrous results followed this mistaken 
policy, the price of pig lead in the United States not only did not go up, but, 
on the contrary, continued to f° down. 

Your attention is called to the following table of imports and exports of 
lead into and out of the United States: 


Imports and exports in tons. 





tee reser pene 














Mexi- | British Total Net 
. Mexi- x Pigs ex- 
Year can Jolum-| Pigs. im- im- 
can Ore. bullion.| bia ore. ports. | Ported. | ports. 

SE bike cane cates SE GED hits dnncbclncbéconbal. SE © ED lucacceceu 28, 000 
BES ddancs ccensanel Gs aee , r 4,600 | 28,400 2,700 | 25,700 
ME Senge dhadatend 26,700 | 12,900 |.......-. 14,100 | 63,700 | 12,900| 40,800 
DR oc wccneesccuunnl eee EE ta cn nkatidenan atone 64,300 | 35,000 | 29,300 
PE Vek nk deee ee 18,000 | 39,000 1,700 8,200 | 66,900 | 29,000) 387,900 
RES. Ra 16,500 | 54, 700 6,000 | 22,450 650 | 18,000] 81,650 
Bi coe cuswarkches 15,400 | 51,800; 10,100 2,000 | 79,500; 652,600) 26,700 





From this table it will be seen that each year since 1890 a large amount of 
vig lead has been brought into the United States beyond all lead imported 
n ore, to satiafy the demands of our market. 

If the average yearly importations of lead contained in ores are short of 
the demands of our market, how can a duty on lead ore affect the price of 
vig lead in the United States? 

yhen fluxing ores wers admitted free they did not lower the price of lead 
in the United tes, and when they carried a duty of 1) cents they did not 
raise it. The duty on pig lead governs the price of pig lead in the United 
States, and the duty on lead ores can have no effect whatever upon the price 
of leed until the amount of lead imported in ores more than fills the full lead 





demands of our market. 


REAL MOTIVES OF M. GUGGENHEIM'S SONS. 


In answering the arguments of M. Gu im's Sons I have thus — 
them credit for honest though mistaken views upon the subject of eat! in 
but when their real motives in advancing specious arguments and making 
misleading statements about this matter are made clear, they should certa,;,\~ 
bear no weight. oe 

When the tariff law of 1890 placed a duty of 1} cents upon fluxing ore. it 4 
once became evident that an almost fatal blow had been struck at Amer 4 
smelting interests; and as it seemed saa peepee of our Government to pro. 
vent the use of Mexican silver-lead ores in the smelting works of the Un /:... 
States, preparations were made to erect smelting. works in Mexico. wjor.. 
—— was a plentiful supply of both fluxing ores and dry ores, besides ¢ hu. 

r. 
Among the first to invest largely in smelting works in Mexico were \ 
Guggenheim's Sons, and they own and operate to-day by far the oo 
smelting business in Mexico; in fact, they have repeatedly Claimed that ¢), 
works in Mexico are capable of smelting the enormous amount of 1.20) t..)4 
of ore per day. Itis true that they still have interests in this country, byt |; 
is parteoty understood among smelters. and the most casual investivat;.., 
Z 1 Sees anyone, that the vast preponderance of their interests are purely 
exican. 

These interests were called into pan mB the placing of a duty of 1) cents 
upon lead in ore, and what is more natu than that these gentlemen wh, 
own this foreign infant industry should wish to have it nourished by a 1, 
anaece of > duty? A On E 

atever duty our American Congress places upon fluxing ores renders 
them that much harder for American smelters so bay in tatan and if 
— duty is placed upon this material, they of course can not |uy it 
here atall. In the same de that the American smelter is excluded fro.) 
the Mexican flux-ore market, the competition for the purchase of flux ores 
is lessened, and that material naturally becomes cheaper to the Mexican 
smelter, and when the American smelter is finally excluded, the Mexican 
smelter controls the Mexican flux-ore market entirely. 


NO FRAUD PRACTICED OR POSSIBLE IN SMELTING IN BOND. 


While M. Guggenheim's Sons claim that smelting in bond is of the greatest 
benefit to American smelters. others © that it isa means of defrauding 
the Government of its revenues, and that quantities of lead are admitted! 
duty free to the United States by reason of this method. 

hen the provisions of the statute for smelting in bond and the regula 
tions of the ry Department are carefully read, any fair-minded man 
will be fully satisfied that fraud is im ble. 

The smelters who import ores under these provisions are under heavy 
bonds to fully ooteely with all provisions of the law and carry out all tho 
regulations, and while the law has been in force for over seven years there 
has never been a casa where any penalty was asked for a rule broken or in 
fringed upon. 


heap 


r 
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NO COMBINATION AMONG SMELTERS. 


It has been stated in Congress that there was a “smelting trust” in the 
United States. and that this trust was in some way connected with the sv 
called “ lead trust." 

There is not only no “ trust”’ among the smelters of the United States, but 
there is absolutely no understanding or agi cement of any kind whatsoever 
between the twenty or thirty different companies engaged in this business 
in America: on the contrary, they are entirely independent, and the sharpest 
kind of competition prevails between them. 


NO CONNECTION BETWEEN SMELTERS AND LEAD TRUST. 


The American Lead Company, or what is sumetimes known as the “lead 
trust,” isa very large manufacturer of white lead, and consequently a very 
lar, urchaser of pig lead. 

Dig is the finished product of the smelter, who naturally wishes its 

rice to be high, but as it is the raw material of the white-lead manufacturer, 
he uite as naturally wishes its price to be low. 
e same harmony of interest, therefore, exists between the smelters and 
the American Lead Company as is usual between buyerand seller. There is 
not and can not be any connection between them. 


NOT ENOUGH FLUXING ORES PRODUCED IN THE UNITED STATES TO SATISFY 
DEMANDS. 


It is claimed that enough fluxing ore is produced in the United States to 
supply the wants of all American smelters. 

i this claim were true, the — of fluxing ore in the United States would 
not be so reer. high as it is. 

lt is also claimed that a duty of 1} cents per pound upon the lead contents 
of a ore would stimulate its mining, and new flux-ore mines would be de- 
veloped. 
This statement is a fallacy for the following reasons, viz: 


HIGH DUTY ON LEAD ORE WILL NOT INCREASE ITS PRODUCTION IN THE 
UNITED STATES. 


Fluxing ore in this country is so scarce. and the smelters are so anxious to 
get it, that they pay a premium for every ton they buy. ; 

This fact is sufficient tostimulate the mining of this class of ore, and if any 
new mines could be found in this country they would be developed. 

If a high duty upon these ores will develop new mines, why were they not 
developed when the high duty was on the ores? 


A BIGH DUTY ON PIG LEAD THE GREATEST ADVANTAGE TO LEAD MINFI 


A duty of 2 cents per pound on pig lead raises the price of lead in the 
United States, and thereby benefits the lead miners by increasing the value 
of the lead contents of their ore. : 

While a moderate duty upon lead in ore would prevent the importation 
any larger quantity of that material than was absolutely needed, a high duty 
would really not be of any benefit to the lead miner. smelters are pay- 
ing him now all they can stand, becanse of the fluxing qualities of his ore. a1 
if foreign fluxing ores are excluded entirely 7 can payno more. Theyare 
his only customers, and to push them beyond the limit might cause them to 

against him. 


combine 


FALSITY OF ARGUMENT THAT MINERS NEED PROTECTION AGAINST PAUPEIt 
LABOR. 


A favorite argument of those who advocate a high duty upon lead in ores 
is that the miner must be protected; they say the smelting works and a 
rich mine owner can take care of themselves, but the poor miner must ') 
protected nst the labor of Mexico, and that the only reason « 
smelter in the United States has for going out of it to get fluxing ore 's |» 
cause he wants to get the cheap material produced by pauper labor. 

It must be remembered that all ores of gold and silver are now and al ase 
have been. since the foundation of our Republic, upon the free list; the m pore 
of these ores are now and always have been unprotected; it is only whe! | of 
is found in a silver mine that protection is needed from the competition o 
peons and paupers. 








1897. 











NO HIGHER WAGES PAID IN FLUXING-ORE MINES THAN IN DRY-ORE MINES. 


The folly of all these protests will be seen when it is stated that there 

never was a case in any part of the United States where the miner in a highly 

lead-silver mine received any more wages than those paid to the 
absolutely unprotected dry-ore miner in the same locality. 


CHARACTER OF ORE MAY CHANGE IN A MINE, BUT MINERS’ WAGES DO NOT. 


Mines containing silver ore with lead in it have been worked until they 
ceased to carry lead and ame dry-ore mines, and later lead was found 
again, and thus the mines were protected and unprotected as these changes 
occurred, but the wages of the miners never changed a particle. 

This is true of mines in Leadville, Colo., and a case never was heard of 
where wages were raised because a dry-ore mine changed in a fiux-ore mine, 
as has often happened. 


MARKET PRICE OF LEAD, NOT COST OF PRODUCTION, GOVERNS VALUE OF 
LEAD IN ORE. 


The le who claim that American smelters buy fluxing ore in Mexico 
because it is produced by peon labor forget that the price of pig lead in New 
York governs the price of lead in ore wherever it may be found on this con- 
tinent and not what it may cost to produce the ore. 


DIFFERENCE BETWEEN LEAD ORE AND SILVER-LEAD ORE. 


Lead ore and silver-lead or fluxing ores are two distinctly different com- 
modities. Fluxingore is a material in which the smelter is vitally interested, 
and the duty upon it affects his business; while, as he does not and can not 
with advantage use pure lead ore, he has no wish to import it, and person- 
ally does not care what duty is placed upon it. 

n order that no confusion shall occur and no misunderstanding be had, a 
few words about lead ore may be neoded. 

From 1864 to 1894 lead ores bore a duty of 1; cents per pound upon their 
gross werent, or $30 per ton, whatever their lead contents might be. 

This dus 
bat carri y, 100 pounds of lead to the ton, was dutiable to the extent of 
$30 per ton, or about ten times the value of its lead contents after it was ex- 
trac 


Even under the Wilson bill this distinction exists, and three-quarters of a age the lead-mining industry of this country. 


cent per pound duty is charged upon the gross weight of lead ores. As sil 
ver smelters can not use to advantage lead ores containing no silver, they have 
never cared and do not care now what duty is placed upon this material, and 
have, therefore, never considered it in any discussions upon the tariff in 
which they have taken part. When, however, the attention of the Ways and 
Means Committee of the Fifty-fourth Congress was incidentally called to it, 
they at once saw the absurdity of this provision, and fixed the rate of duty 


upon “* the lead contents of all ores.”’ 
Respectfully, JOHN H. MURRAY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment of the 
Committee on Finance will be stated. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 179, page 56, line 12. after the 
word ‘‘cent,” it is proposed to insert the words ‘“ and one-half;” 
so as to read: 

Lead-bearing ore of all kinds, one cent and one-half per pound on the lead 
contained therein. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want a yea-and-nay vote upon agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, I gather from what the Senator 
from Nebraska [ Mr. a oe! has just been saying that he desires 
a low rate of duty upon lead ores for the reason that the smelters 
of this country require these ores for the purpose of fluxing; that 
is, for use in smelting dry ores. 

I submit, without going into any argument at this time upon 
the merits of protection or the necessity of protection as applied 
to the lead miners in this country, that there can be no question 
upon that score, for if there is a class of men or an industry in the 
country which requires protection in order that it may flourish it 
is the lead-mining industry of the United States as against the 
same industry as carried on in Mexico. 

But there is a provision in the existing law, and it is also reen- 
acted in the bill under discussion, which, it seems to me, covers 
the main objection to the duty be ps lead ore. Itisa provision un- 
der which fluxing ores, these soft ores, as they are called, may be 
shipped to this country in bond for the purpose of being used asa 
flux for reducing dry ores. It was placed in the law of 1894 in 
response to the representations made by the smelting industry of 
the country, which is the industry asking for free lead ore, or at 
least for a very low duty upon lead ores. 

It was placed there, I believe, at their request and for the pur- 
pose of enabling them to secure fluxing ores free of duty, thereby 
encouraging the production of dry ores in the country by giving 
them the privilege of shipping ore in bond and setting aside each 
day an amount of metal equivalent to that contained in the ore as 
shown by the assay, the resultant product, of course, to be reex- 
ported or refined and manufactured in this country for the pur- 
pose of export. That provision was incorporated in the law of 
1894. It is pro to reenact it in this law, and | understand it 
covers every objection of this character, because it enables the 
— to bring in all the lead ore they desire, but it is to be used 
as a flux. 

I have in my hand a letter addressed to my colleague [Mr. Car- 
TER]. It is a letter which has been sent to a number of Senators 
here, It is from a smelting company, the concern of M. Gugen- 


heim’s Sons. I believe that they own the smelters or the smelting 
aoe in this count 


to the extent of one-third at least—that 


smelters in the production of ores in which lead 
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ore fluxes are used. They write a letter bearing upon this ques- 
tion, in which they go into the details and explain the provisions 
of the bonding clause. I ask, in this connection, that the letter be 
read, as it seems to me it will throw a good deal of light upon the 
subject. It shows, too, that there are a great many people en- 
gaged in the smelting industry who are asking for this rate of a 
cent and a half upon lead in ores. 

Mr. ALLEN. I[ask the Senator from Montana if it is not true 
that the firm whose letter has been sent out and others of whom 
he speaks are so situated on tide water here that they can ship 
their fluxing ores by water from Mexico? 

Mr. MANTLE. They can not ship the ores from British Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. ALLEN. But they get their fluxing ores from Mexico, I 
understand. and they have water shipment. 

Mr. MANTLE. Of course they must pay the rate of duty in 
any event. whatever it may be. 

Mr. ALLEN. I know; but the difference hetween the rate by 
water and the rate by rail is very great, as the Senator well knows, 
and that difference would give this firm a percentage over a firm 
situated in Nebraska, Colorado, Missouri, or any other interior 
State. 

Mr. MANTLE. 





At all events, we are to keep in mind in this 


| discussion the prime object, which is to protect the lead miners of 


| the United States. 
was, of course, ridiculous, as an ore which had no silver in it. 





That is what we are trying to accomplish. | 
think the facts, so far as they have been developed by the discus- 
sion here, and so far as our experience has gone in this matter, 
amply justify—not only justify, but demand—that the rate shall 
be adopted at the point fixed by the committee if we are to encour- 


The writers of this letter are themselves owners of lead mines 
and of a smelter in Colorado and at other points in the country. 
They are interested, I believe, in smelters in my own State. Iam 
not certain about that, but I think they are; and I think in their 
presentation of the matter it will become clear how the provision 
to which | have alluded can be used by those who desire to import 
these fluxing ores free of duty. Of course if the product is to be 
used in this country the duty must be paid; otherwise there would 
be no advantage whatever derived from the protective duty levied; 
but they n ay import the ore used for a flux and reexport the prod- 
uct and not have to pay any duty whatever. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read, accord- 
ing to the request of the Senator from Montana, in the absence of 
objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


No. 30 Broap Srreetr, New York, April 
DEAR Sir: We beg to submit for your careful consideration our views and 
some data with reference to the proposed tariff legisiation on pig lead and 
lead in ores. We believe it to be for the best interests of the United States 
to have a duty of 14 cents per pound on lead in all kinds of ore and 2 cents 
per pound duty on pig lead. There are various interests that must be con 
sidered in this matter, the most important factor being the miner. The 
argument of the dry-ore miner is that in « nsequence of the scarcity of 
fluxes or lead ores the dry-ore miner (whose ores contain no lead) is com- 
pelled to pay the smelter an abnormal price for having his ores treated. 
Section 23 in the proposed Dingley bill permits the smelting and refining of 
foreign wet or lead ores in bond duty free. As smelters can smelt and refine 
wet ores in bond duty free, the dry-ore miners’ contention is entirely un- 
justifiable 


: s207 


In justice to the dry-ore miner, we will say the existence of section 2% is 
not generally known to him. In fact. many Senators were not aware of the 
effects and benefits of this section, and it is only recently that it became gen 
erally known to the various smelting companies that they could bond their 
works to advantage and obtain wet ores as fluxes duty free, and only within 
the last few weeks have some of the largest smelting companies completed 
the operation of bonding their works. Therefore the full effect of having 
wet ores duty free in bond will be felt only in the future 

Another element to appease, in case the duty on lead should be high, is 


that interest which uses pig lead asa raw material, but this interest has been 
fully protected and taken care vf in the proposed Dingley bill and the amend- 
ments thereto. 

We find as follows: 


Duty 
McKin Dir y 
law } 
Cent Cent 
2 Ere ™ ; per pound } ; 
ss nccaasssna ; : do ; 3 
Linseed oil........... per gallon 82 B 
Brown acetate......... wh per pound 34 de 
ie ecnée cocens : do } a: 2 
ee lo j “e ' 


Theabove are the principal items manufactured in this cor 


lead is used in quantities as raw material. It will be seen that the tariff 
rates in the proposed Dingley bill are the same as they were under the M rn 
ley law; consequently this interest should not take exception to the duties 
on lead ores and pig lead being the same now as they were under t McK 
ley law. 


Some railroad companies, through their agents, have 
duty on wet ores, believing it would benefit them in 
wet ores from foreign countries. 


argued for a low 
obtaining the haul on 
They were not aware of the provisions of 
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section 23, which would give them the haul on the ore, as it will come into 
this country in bond duty free. 

As regards the source of revenue to the United States Government, a duty 
of 14 cents a pound on lead in ore will very materially increase the revenue, 
as it has been demonstrated during the past years that in case the United 
States requires lead in addition to what it produces the parties requiring it 
will as readily pay 14 cents per pound as they will 1 cent per pound duty. 
It has been represented by parties having mining interests in foreign coun- 
tries (British Columbia and Mexico) that the duty on pig lead regulates the 
price of lead in the United States. 

This statement will not bear investigation, as it can be proven that the 
duty on ore regulates entirely the price of lead in the United States. A high 
duty on pig lead and a low duty on lead in ore will not advance the price of 
feat in the United States, because you lock and bolt the front door and leave 
the back door wide open. As the miner is paid for his lead in the ore accord- 
ing to the ruling price of pig lead, everything should be done to advance the 

rice of pig lead, and it can only be done effectually by placing a sufficiently 
hi h duty on the lead imported in the ore. 

‘o illustrate that the duty on ore regulates the price of pig lead in New 
York, you will find upon investigation that the average _ or pig lead in 
New York for the four years of 1890, 1891, 1802, and 1393 was $4.07; per 100 
pounds. The average London price for four years was $2.55 per 100 pounds; 
adding 1} cents per pound duty for the lead im the ore, the result would be 
$4.05 per 100 pounds, which is within 8) cents a ton of the average New York 

yrice for those four years; whereas if the duty on pig lead had regulated 
the New York price of pig lead, the New York price of pig lead should have 
been $4.55 for the average of those years, or $10 per ton more. As toa com- 
parison of the New York price with the average London price plus duty on 
ore and duty on pig lead from 1894 to 1896, it is difficult to reach correct con- 
clusions for various reasons. 

The differential between the ore duty and the pig-lead duty was only one- 
quarter cent a pound, consequently it is difficult to estimate what the effect 
would have been had the duty between the two been, say, one-half centa 
pound or more; and, furthermore, conditions of the New York and London 
markets during the last three years were abnormal, financial conditions and 
general depression of business in this country having made it so that for 
many months at a time there was practically no sale for lead here excepting 
at crisis prices, and the price in London varied materiaily during the last 
years because of the immense falling off in the Australian production. 

There are in the United States a great many mines and many thousand 
miners that will be benefited by a high price for lead. We estimate that with 
1 cent per pound duty on lead in the ores the ruling price of pig lead in New 
York would be from $3 to $3.50 per 100 pounds; whereas if the duty should be 
14 cents per pound. the ruling price for pig lead in New York would probably 
be $3.50 to $4 per 100 pounds. 

e are the owners of a lead mine in the United States having in sight 
509,009 tons of lead ore. Should pig lead rule at from $3.50 to & 
——. we can afford to work this mine, but if lead rules from $3 to $3.50 per 
0) pouads, we can not. 

In Missouri, Montana, Idaho, Colorado, Utah, Arizona, Nevada, and New 
Mexico and other os there are large quantities of mines that could be 
worked and many thousands of laborers employed if pig lead ruled in New 
York at from $3.50 to #4 per 100 pounds, and we are satisfied in the course of 
time the United States would not be compelled to import any lead, as a suffi- 
—_ quantity would be mined in this country to provide for home consump- 





on. 
The emelting interest of this country should also be considered in Suing 


a tariff, and some of the ownersof smelting works who have mines in Britis 
Columbia and Mexico have advocated 1 cent per pound duty on wet ores, 
claiming that there is insufficient flux in the United States to provide for 
their requirements. They fail, however, to montion in their arguments that 
they have the privilege of smelting wet ores in bond freeof duty. This priv- 
ee fully protects them, and should give them all the flux that they require 
without the payment of any duty whatsoever. 

Some of the smelters, having mined in British Cohbumbia and Mexico, have 
also contended that one-half cent per pound, or $10 per ton, differential be- 
tween lead ore and pig lead was insufficient to protect their interests in the 
United Statesagainst the growth of smelters in British Columbia and Mexico. 
As they have the privilege of smelting wet ores in bond duty free, this gives 
them very cheap fluxes. Besides, there is a differential of one-half cent per 

sound, or $10 per ton, between the lead ore and pig lead, and a freight rate 
rows Colorado points for shipments to Europe for the resulting product, via 
Galveston, at $6 per ton, which is a little more than half the cost of freight in 
case products are brought to the East and then shipped to Europe. Should 
additional advantages ome necessary to prevent the growth of smelting 
works in foreign countries, there is no legislation that can be enacted by the 
United States that will prevent the growth of smelters in f countries. 

We are satisfied that in case a greater differential than one-half cent per 
pound is made between ore and pig lead, countries like Mexico would retali- 
ate by putting an export duty on lead ore or by discriminating against other 
importations, corn, etc., from the United States, as i would be dissatisfied 
witha ater differential than what existed under the McKinley law, and 
their attention would be specifically called to the object intended in making 
this differential greater. 

Furthermore, should the differential be 1 cent per pound, or $20 per ton as 
a differential between the duty on ore and pig lead, as is proposed under the 
Dingiey bill, and should the contention be correct that the duty on pig lead 
and not the duty on ore regulates the price of pig lead in America, the bonus 
of $20 that the Dingley bill qn the shelter, m this would enable the 
amelter and refiner on the Atlantic Coast to brimg lead ore from Australia, 
Spain, Greece, South America, in fact, from all over the world, in such enor- 
mous quantities that the price of lead in this country would in time fall toa 
price ruinous to the producers of lead. 

We will be pleased to furnish you with any additional information that 
you may desire, and remain, 

Yours, respectfully, 


M. GUGGENHEIDM'S SONS. 
Hon. Tomas H. CARTER, 
United States Senator from Montana, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. ALLEN. I should like to state to the Senator from Mon- 
tana that this firm of M. Guggenheim's Sons own mines in the 
United States, and those mines produce fluxing ores, I under- 
stand. They are therefore interested in a high tariff on fluxing 


ores. 

Mr. MANTLE. They seem to be interested both ways. They 
own, as I have stated, about 30 to 83; per cent of the smelting 
capacity of the country, and they say, too, that they own mines. 
I think they have presented a very good case indeed from a pro- 
tective side of the question. They have shown, I think, pretty 
conclusively that it is the duty upon lead ore that regulates the 
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upon pig lead. I 
t that out very clearly and forcib|y 


reports both in London and in this 


value of lead in this gone and not the dut 
have brou 
om the mar 


of the duty upon lead in ores. 

Mr. President, there is just one thing I wish to say in relation 
to what I have already said respecting the provision of the |,w 

rmitting these ores to be shipped for the purpose of fluxing in 

nd duty free. ~ opinion is that that provision ought to bo 
amended so that a limit would be placed upon the time durine 
which the resultant product of those lead ores might be held in, 
bond in this country; that is tosay, there ought to be a time spoci 
fied at the expiration of which the duty should be paid upon suc}, 
lead, or else it should be reexported. As the matter now stanis. 
there is no limit placed upon the time during which the resultan;} 
product may be kept in bond; and, owing to the looseness wi:), 
which the law was drawn, it is a fact, I believe, that a great dea! 
of lead resulting from these ores, which have been shipped in bond 
and set aside, are lost track of. It went somewhere, no one see)is 
to know where, but it was lost; the duty was not paid; and there 
can be no question but what it entered into use and was sold in 
this country, and evaded the payment of duty. 

There is another phase of that question. Unlesssome limitation 
is placed upon the time during which lead resulting from these 
ores may be held in bond, :t is piled up in enormous quantit:es, 
thts constituting a menace to the home product, because at any 
moment, when the market is feeble, the lead ore accumulated anil 
held in bond may be released and thrown upon the market upon 
the payment of the duty, thereby lowering the price of the homo 
product and greatly injuring, in fact almost destroying. the pro- 
tective benefit which the lead miner is supposed to receive. 

It does seem to me, Mr. President, that that weakness in the 
law ought to be remedied. I have offeredan amendment intended 
to correct that trouble, and I sincerely hope the Finance Commit- 
tee will favorably consider it. 

As argument has been made by the Senator from Nebraska 
{Mr. ALLEN] in opposition to the amendment proposed by the 
committee, and documents have been filed presenting that side of 
the controversy, I ask that the documents I have here may be 
printed in the Recorp. I shall not stop to read them. One of 
them is a memorial of the Lead Miners’ Association of Southern 
New Mexico, and presents their side of the controversy. The 
other is the statement of the St. Joseph Lead Company, which 
presents a most comprehensive statement of the entire situation 
with reference to the production of lead, its importation, its price, 
its consumption, etc. I ask that these documents may be printed 
in the RecorpD, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The documents referred to are as follows: 


e THE TARIFF ON LEAD. 
{Memorial of the Lead Miners’ Association of Southern New Mexico to the 
Congress of the United States. } 


Ata meeting of the Lead Miners’ Association of Southern New Mexico, 
held at Magdalena, N. Mex., February 4, 1807, it was— 

* Resolved, That a committee of five be inted to prepare a memorial to 
the Con; s of the United States asking that the rates of duty imposed by 
the McKinley bill on imported pig lead and lead in ores shall be restored with 
proper facilities for their determination by commercial sample and assay, 
that the duties sodetermined shall be collected in cash at the port of entry, 
and that the privilege of importing and manufacturing lead in any form ‘in 
bond’ shall be abolis he ; 

In * with the above resolution the following memorial was pro- 
pared and adopted, and it was also— 

“ Resolved, ° Hon. W. 8. Williams, of Socorro, N. Mex.,a member of the 
committee, be requested to lay this memorial before members of Congress 
ee ee 


GEO. F. WALKER, Secretary. 
A. B. FITCH, President. 
MAGDAL@NA, N. Mex., February 4, 1897. 


MEMORTAL. 


The lead-mining industry of the United States asks that the rates of 
o~ ue McKinley bill on all imports of lead and lead in ores 
shall be restored, that these duties shall be *ted in cash when the entries 
are made, and that adequate measures shall be taken to honestly determin» 
and collect the duties so imposed, without allowances or exemptious of any 
kind whatever. ; a 
This country is the largest consumer of white lead and lead pipe (which 
are the chief uses for pig lead) in the world, because we are building more 
houses of all kinds, and because we build more houses of wood, 
which must be painted in order to bs preserved. Our consumption has al- 
ways exceeded our production. et} a period of great depression we con- 
med, in 1894, ia round numbers, short tons and produced only 163.) 
— — In 1895 we consumed 242,000 short tons and produced only 170,00 
8. 
Our production increased 7,000 tons and our consumption increased 49,000 
See Mineral Resources of the United States, 1895—Lead.) 
It would seem that surely here was a legitimate and inviting fleld for tho 
ofidie Americanlabor. Onthe contrary, the lead-mining indus- 
try is ; has ceased: the small mince are closed and 
the large ones are to only by reducing wages and a total surrende 
of ta. In one of the hitherto Suavtahtee camp; there is bitter strife 
enn reduction of wages, with the prospect that that camp will be ruine! 
man 
The great smelting plants contend that this country can not supply the 
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demand and that it is necessary for them to go abroad for lead ores to con- 
duct their operations of reducing our own gold a 





nd silver ores. In this id 
of smelting the office of the lead is to collect and combine with the gold and 
silver and carry them safely through the melted slag into the crucible. The 

rtion of metallic lead used for this service is 
eeeece charee. The resulting product is base buili 
the ous motais that have been smelted with it. 
recovery of the precious metals 
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The lead is in the nature of a by-product, though an ‘mportant one. 
Its production must g° on regardless of the demand or the market price for 
4 


it as long as this method of recovering the precious metals is continued. 

The most desirable lead ore for this service is that with the highest content 
of lead,so that the necessary quantity takes up the least room in the fur 
nace, and that with the smallest content of sulphur, so that it does not require 
to be roasted before using. If it also has a high content of silver, that is ex- 
tracted too, and the lead does its other work equally as well. 

No great quantities of high-grade oxidized lead ores, high in silver, are 

own in this country now, but there is no lack of fair-grade oxidized ore, 

w insilver, that can not be mined at present prices. or of high-grade galena, 

in silver, that is furnishing a considerable portion of the demand now 
= the mines of Idaho, Utah, Colorado, and New Mexico. 

There is alsoa great quantity of gulena, very low in silver, like the Mis- 
souri and Kansas ores, that might be used ata small expeuse for roasting. 
Asa matter of fact, a very considerable amount of galena ore is now used in 
these furnaces without roasting, depending somewhat on the sulphur con- 
tent of the ores being smelted with it. 

If an American price could be paid for digging them, there is no doubt 
that this cow could furnish all the lead ores necessary to smelt all our 
own gold and silver ores. 

AY large proportion of the world’s product of silver is obtained from 
exqunstierons ores of lead. A policy that would encourage the working of 
our mines would probabiy enable them tofurnish a large part or all the lead 

in this country, give employment to our own people instead of 


3 


foreigners, and increase the output of the precious metals in this country | 


rather than that of Mexico or British America. 
In old Mexico there are several districts that producs typical high-grade 
lead ores that carry a goo content of silver. The most important 
is the Sierra Mojada, which has had the reputation of producing ore 
30 per cent lead and 30 ounces of silver per ton, year in and year out. 
a heavy shipper to this country, reaching even as far as the Mis- 
ver smelters and displacing the ores of the Miseissi ypi Valley. 
te discovery, the Sierra del Carmen, in the State of Coahuila, within 
of the Rio Grande, it is thought, will prove richer than the Sierra 
Development of these mines has been prosecuted for two years, 
the ore is said to run 40 percent lead and to carry 40 ounces of silver per 
That sort of ore can well afford to pay the highest rate of duty we can 
for the privilege of using our markets. Every ton of it will displace 
o! 
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distant markets. 

met of these rich mines is mainly controlled by Americans. Some 
t as ore to this country, displacing domestic ore, and more is 

in form of base bullion to be refined in bond, the resulting lead 

held asa threat to our market, keeping prices below the point of profit 

able production. 

There was also found in old Mexico such an abundance of cheap labor that 

the labor cost of mining and smelting these ores was only one-third the same 

cost in the United States. 

It would seem that these Americans should be satisfied to make their for 
tunes in old Mexico. with all these advantages, but they are not. They want 
our cheaper coal and coke and, more than all, they want our market for their 
lead. They would like to have their “raw material" in the shape of ore ad 
mitted free of duty. Failing in that, they hope that the present low rate of 
the Wilson tariff, that has proved so ruinous to American mines, will not be 
ex: hey have taken our legitimate work and given it to the Mex- 
jeans, who owe no fealty to this Government, leaving us idle. When they 
return with the products of that cheap labor, to take advantage of our better 
fuel and market, let them pay such tax on them as will be adequate compen. 
sation for onr loss. 

A example will show that it is not adequate now. A ton of 30 per 
cent Sierra Mojada old Mexico ore, carrying #) ounces of silver, is worth 
now, delivered at the Missouri River, forthe lead. $9.9): for the silver, $19.50; 
total, $20.40. The charges are: Freight, $12; American duty on lead, $4.50; 
Mexican dnty on silver. $1; total, $17.50, returning to the miner $11.90 per ton. 

A ton of 30 cent lead ore from New Mexico, carrying 5 ounces of silver, 
is worth, at the Missouri River, $9.9 for the lead and $3.25 for the silver; total, 
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$13.15. Charges are, for the freight, $7, returning to the miner $6.15, which, | 


close management, will possibly pay the cost of the digging, dressing 
and sorting, hauling, and loading on the cars, with nothing left for the mine 
owners. 


The Mexican owner has twice as much returned to him with which to pay 
one-third as great a labor cost. Of course it is the difference in the sil- 
ver content that makes the difference in the amount returned to the miner; 
but that is the way nature has deposited values in the two localities. 
THE SILVER IS THE CULPRIT. 

It carries the load when it comes to making a long journey. 

It isa pity we do not tax it for bringing that lead into this country, as it 
could ¢ome except for the silver. It costs no more to diga ton of lead ore 
with %) ounces of silver in it than one with only 5, or none at all; so the 
example is fair. 

If we made the duty 1} cents a pound of lead contents and collected another 
$4.50, the Mexican would still make a greater profit on bis work than we could 

on ours. 

This is supposing tbat the tariff imposed is carefully and accurately col- 
lected. It is not collected so now. It is not possible to doit with the ma- 
Cree Prev ided by our Government. 

Att of El Paso, Tex., an average of 40 carloads of Mexican ores is 
received y. To weigh, sample, and assay these 40 carloads of ores, the 
United States employs one assayer with one assistant. The assistant is 
OR Seeeeentel. so the assayer has the whole work to do. 

the other hand, the a. company that uses this ore employs over 
fifty men to take the sample while unloading the cars and prepare it for the 
assayer, and they do not think that they do any unnecessary work. Thecon- 
tents of ores from any mine are constantly varying, and it is not possible to 
determine them for any given quantity without handling the whole of that 
quantity and sampling it in the regular commercial way. 


Is not a law requiring the proper sampling of imported lead ores? If 
who is at fault that it has not been enforced? 
. "s Administration, through the framing of a tariff law by Mr. 
sought to put lead ores on the free list as “ raw materials.” 
did nots ceeed by law, since haif of the former duty was imposed, but 


sy did not succeed in fact, it was surely not because the door was not left 
open for undervaluations. This is 


; 


i es ema 
visions for execu the law at El Paso, Tex., where the great bulk of the lead 
ores imported into United States is entered. 





om 8 to 12 per cent of the | 


f our own low-grade ores, the silver contents serving to carry it to | 
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rrace for the great sme ¢ at \ olicy 
that will result in harm to the lead-mi: } f tl ted States 
Asarule they ar ni S ur im t 
country, though hem ar e} Mex 
They make contracts for lead l 
determined Chey dor t ad 
| honest habit of underquoting ita rt u 
use of the lead purchased and t! 
any decline while it is in their hands At : 
a rising market, lead is quoted in N Y 3.4 > 1 
pounds, and the “smelter quotation” for us a me g Ww 8ore | 
ducers is $2.90 
This practice is permitted because the prod 0 tho 
smelters are. In 18@4 the greatsmelters hada aring t ed 
out the lead mines that each one w: t * uring 
process was so successful that ho W and 
smelters raised the price of lead } alva , 
Resources of the United Statea, 1805— Lead. 
Thus the actual decline in the market and ) 
the producer, the lead miner. | any wor he 
the deinand and that the smelt hink they a p 


their supply of lead ores? 
There is another governmental iniquity that has operated 
lead-mining industry. Itis the privilege of im ting and ma actur 
“in bond.” Why this privilege should | 
sugar or wool, it is hard to say 
withdrawn. 
This privilege makes it easier to import Mexican ores, that already hold a 
greata Scuehilivener thaabed domestic production. It alsoy 
trust toimport European pig lead at small cost, tot 
our market, as they didin July, 1804. [t also breeds the suspicion t om 
way or other the payment of duties, in whole or in part, is finally os ed 
Let those who wish to import lead in any 
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th ity wh é rs 
this country, in cash. They need no assurance that the United States will 
refund it if the bulliun is properly reexported, and when they sh ou 
of the United States Treasury they will be entitled to it 

The lead miners of this country do not desire the ruin of th a 
ests, but they do want such conditions that it will pay the sm f r 
domestic ores. 

The great silver-lead smelters are not the proper exponents of what es 
for the lead-mining industry of the United Stat ince ‘ have little 
interest in common with it They ought to take a frien ‘ n the 
prosperity of so important an ally, but they have not done 

They have procured legisiation that permitted them to i ruinou 
competition the rich ores of old Mexico tha re mined “he 
labor in the world. They have become large owners in tl l 
f in the mines of ti tintry They ha ter Tr 

| pig lead. 1 which t price for ore is based, exce 1 it sh 
decline in the interval between their purchase of or ds 
ing lead, and they protect then lives against t tcha by ; 
quotation, lower than the actual market,on which to mak ircha 
They must make a large and steady prod: egardless ‘ nd 
tions, which fact is taken advantage of by th wi trus t ‘raw 
materials” at the lowest cost. 

Least of all should the “lead trust’ presume to speak for the American 
leai miner. The chief end of ita existence is to buy pig lead t vest 
possible price and sell its own products made from it at t highe possib 
price. With small gratitude for this coun t y perm d bu 
fostered its existence, it has sought to supp lead pr ith 1 
of cheap labor from other countries, and its corro l Atlanti 
coast have been greatly increased in capacity to mor ‘eceive 
that product by water, the cheapest of all transportation 

The domestic product of pig lead must reach this more « t 
rail and enter the competition hampered by gr« vr freigh It 
difficult to understand why so obnoxiousa trust should be « Lvored 
by permitting it to manufacture “in bond” this eign | cheap 
labor and carriage. 

Let the taxes on imports of pig lead be high enough to offset t advan 
tages, and let them be paid in cash when the entries are ma 

The American lead miner speaks for himself anc asks the Congress of t} 
United States to restore the rates of duty imposed by the M ill i 
all imports of lead and lead in ores, to require that those dut paid 
in cash when the entries are made, and t provide adequate measures to hon 
estly determine them, without any allowances or exemptior nv kind or 
degree. 

[Statement of the St. Joseph Lead Company (J. Wyman J sid 

Frederic E. Camp, treasurer; C. B. Parsons, superintender s 

A. Jones, secretary) and the Doe Run Lead Company 

Building, + Liberty street, New York; Laclede Building, For end Oliv 

streets, St. Louis; Bonne Terre, Mo.; mines and works in St. Francois and 

Jefferson counties, Mo.) in support of a duty of 1) cer on lead bea 

ores. } 

Believing that the amendments of the Senate Finance Committ > Da 
graphs 179 and 180 of Schedule C of House bill 379, entitled “A bb] ro 
revenue for the Government and to encourage the indust i 
States,” and particularly that the amendment which increas ty on 
lead-bearing ores to 1) cents on their lead contents, are ot al en 
to the miners of this country who are interested in lead ores, a as te | 
those who dwell in the lead-mining sections of our countr } © al 
interested in lead properties, we submit this statement r ! 
tion. 

The above companies were organized in J864 and 1886, 1 ! 
the largest miners of disseminated galena lead ore in the | i St 
They employ over a thousand men and produce y 20.00) ud 
annually. They have no other metal, in merchantable in ' 
ore, and are dependent for life the An 1 
open tharket. The industries carried on by tl ive bu 
towns in southeastern Missouri, have greatly incre it 
section of our country, and have been the me 
sand people. 

These companies submitted to the Ways and Means 
House of Representatives at the hearing on January 9, isv7, a s i 
which is printed ia the report of the tariff hearings before tha mit 
asking for the restoration of the duties affecting them to the bbes of 
tariff of 1800. This request was granted, in a measure, and the du 1 pig 
lead and base bullion was made 2% cents a pound, but » House refused to 
restore the duty on lead ore, and thereby largely nullified th ; 
favorable action in regard to pig lead and base bullion 

This defect was remedied by the Finance Committee the te after 


most. careful investigation, and the duty on lead-bearing ores wa 

by that committee to 1; cents a pound, the duty on pig lead and base bullion 
remaining at 2centsa pound. We now urge the permanent adoption by the 
Senate, conference committee, and the House of Kepresentatives of this 


reased 
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amendment of the Financs Committee increasing the duty on lead in ores, | Table showing duties, in cents per pound, since the organization of the St 
and ask attention to the following statistics of the lead industry: 


The production of refined lead in the United States from 1825 to 1896, both | _.___ 








Lead Company. 











inclusive, is shown in the following table taken from the Report of the Sec- j ] 
retary of the Interior, volume 4, Part ITI, 1804-05, page 350: s04. | 1875- 1988 1000 ' House | °°" 
{Short tons. ] * | 7832. . | Bi 804. | =e ~ 
il ihn Total pro ro Total pro- es | er ere ee ee eed ee 
Year. duction. Year. | duction. Year. duction. Lead ore..........---- lk le 4 li + i | la 
ment — : —" in pies, bare, ‘ . . ‘ : 
i! 1,600 || 1943..........] 25,000 || 1847.......... 15,800 | ,, 204 base bullion .... “ 1 2 2 
1830 8,000 |) 1344. ...2. 2... 26,000 || 1858.......... 15,300 | Scrap lead,ete..-..... se 2 * 1 2 2 
1831 visi 7,090 t 1008.....<<-- 30,000 |) 1850.......... OO os ea aia 
1882 --| 10,000 || 1846.......... 28,000 || 1860.......... 15, 600 : _— 
1833 | 11,000 || 1847.......... 23,000 | 1861.... ...... 14, 100 We submit that these tables show that this country does not produce 
=, 12,000 || 1848.......-.. 35,000 || 1888.......... 14,200 | enough lead ore to supply the wants of the country; that our home minors 
i | 13,000 |} 1849..........] 23,00 || 1863.........- 14,800 | are engaged in keen competition with foreign ores and foreign bullic. 
1436 aie 15,000 | 1850 Le 22.000 || 1864.......... 15,300 | receiving lower and lower prices, and are at the point of surrenderiny t) 

TE uss peene } 18,600!) 1851..........] 18,500 | 1865 14,700 | market to foreigners. 

BBB. . ; 15,000 || 1868.......... 15, 700 || 1866. eae 16, 100 It will be observed that the production of lead in this coantry, owin, { , 
BE bdasencene 17,500 || 1863.......... 16,900 || 1867.......... 15,200 | protection given the industry, has grown toa large business, but that ; 
1840. 17,000 || 1854.......... | 16,500 | 1868 16,400 | even yet far below the needs of the country, and that nothing but tho). 
Se 20,600 || 1855.......... | 15,800 || 1860.......... 17,500 | tective tariff prevents the absolute surrender of our only market to the prices 
Pe decswcsos 24,000 || 1856.........- | 16,000 || 1870..........| 17,830 | at which Mexican lead can be sold here at a profit. The disastrous re . 

| } j j which followed the importations for consumption in the year 1495, w)} 
me = = | were 20,254 tons of ore, 27,776 tons of bullion, and 22,947 tons of pig lead. ilj\)s. 
| Total pro- | | | trate clearly the effects of a low tariff. Nothing like the demoralizati,., 
|} Auction | Soft lead | From for- | Net the American market during Serer 1896 has ever been experienced in t}), 
Year | (includes | Desilver- | (includes | eign ores | Amanricen meer and the official price of lead during the year touched 2.50 cents per 

on. foreign | ized lead. | all Mis- | and base |*)auct pound in the city of New York. 

ores and | souri). bullion. | P : Mines were closed and abandoned, and the general depression among miners 
bullion). | of lead ore and silver-lead ore reached its climax. Had the duties of tariff o? 
saaialiaiaciisinntingitiacna Dictnimeienie’ Jainaionih —_———|_—_____-—. | 1890 been in force there would not have been such an overwhelming floodiny 
of our market. But the restoration of a part of these rates will not remejy 
1871 bjpemmisio ---| 20, 000 | 22-2 nen enne|aneneree-eeee |annneneenene|aneeee neeene the trouble. If the price at which Mexican base bullion can be sold at a profit 
NE ete thn ear 5, 880 |... n wens =|onne- oes oce|eneenneeses | a ence serene in this country is raised by the imposition of a duty of 2 cents a pound, wo 
Si Risnigntanbemadkennd 42, 540 20, 159 | 22,381 |......---..-|------------ | are still unprotected unless the duty on foreign ores is also raised propor 
BBTG. 2 ccc -ocnccsecees 52,080 |....-.-. a |e eee ewan cain] anne eens anes] -aneeweeeeee tionately. If this duty is kept at 1 cent per pound, all the foreign lead that 

Sittin aku dkowsthbtee 5Y, 640 84, 909 | EEE bnncngunsnpes | ewcccnwcence comes here will come in the shape of ores, and the price will be controlled by 

Re 64,070 87, 649 26,421 |........---- | ocnccwusntes the cost of these ores at New York, plus 1 cent a pound duty. 

MEET diese apocewssenne $1, 900 60, 748 31, 152 |.....------- |= acecenenese This price is not sufficient to protect our miners or to bring prosperity to 
gi ctnlacaninthdene #1, 060 64, 290 26,770 | ...-..------ oceceecesees the working classes. This coun does not export lead made from domestic 

17 aumbedibacee Sakis 92, 780 64, 650 28,130 |........--.-|----.----+-- | ores. Theexports referred to in the Monthly Summary of Finance and (om- 

Sees 07, 825 70, 135 27,00) |......---.--|---+-+-=---- | meree, under the heading “ Exports of domestic merchandise,” are exports 
PER Sbibiey eresces ecnce 117, 085 86, 315 80,770 |..........-.|.s-e0ee=---- | of foreign bullion, or manufactured lead, this classification coverin: a!l 
Seid cnet cuban 132, 890 103, 875 20,015 |......--.-.. |= ---00eeeeee foreign articles the form of which has been changed or the value enhancw! 
Di iteddisisedsrees 143, 957 122, 157 BEE lanwsnse onnces |--22e0nesere (See Commerce and Navigation of the United States, 1896, Volume I. pags vii.) 
Dbanieba<bisebendua 139, 897 119, 965 19, 932 wanene ennnen| -anenewweene Nothing to-day stands between the American producer and the low prices 
te asses tne ecmineiia 129,412 107, 487 SEE lcvesinachdne loccungipedns of the summer of 1806 excepting the higher price of the London market and 
ET diedvowasiegh awed 135, 620 114, 82) 20, 800 5, 000 130,629 | the prospective increase in our tariff. The London price enables refiners of 
1887. Kane 160), 700 185, 52 25, 148 15, 000 | 145,700 | bullion to make more profit by shipping their product to Europe than by 
CE 180, 555 | 151, 465 29, 090 28, 636 151, 919 ying duty here and selling it in our market. The importance of making 
Se piahsips navknh tate 182,067 | 158, 709 20, 258 26, 570 156,397 | the rate 2 cents on bullion is therefore evident, for without this increase, at 
BE sipdentancegecsue 161, 754 13h, 403 31,351 18, 124 143, 630 | the slightest weakness in the London market, this bullion can be put upon 
i tied. savalinietnaien 202, 406 171, 008 $1, 397 23, 852 178, 554 | our market at destructive prices. 

Misia tetnsese idiots 213, 262 181, 584 31, 678 39, 957 178, 305 But unless the duty onores is kept at }4 cents, we shall still be at the mercy 
ke TS 220, 333 196, 820 82,518 65, 351 163,982 | of the Mexican miners, for the difference in the priceof labor and the cost of 
1804...... seb aearesinnl 219, 080 18}, 404 37, 686 59, 739 162,686 | transportation is not covered by 1 cent duty nor even fully by ]} cents. as was 
I Ax: dist datinlil cca 238, 570 200, 390 38, 189 70, 642 167,937 | shown during the period while the tariff of 1890 was in force, when Mexican 
1886 . ueenecaadt 245,452 | 200, 806 | 44,616 72, 441 | 178,011 | ores came here in large quantities and were able to compete with our domes 


* First importation of foreign ores. 

+ The figures for 1895 and 1896 are from statistics prepared by Mr. E. A. 
Caswell, of New York, who is well known as a lead statistician and whose 
tables are used in Government publications. 





of the Secretary of the Interior, 1894-95, pages 363, 360.) 


We give, for comparison and for the purpose of showing additional facts 
relating to the ten years last past, the following table, which has been com- 


piled by us from statistics prepared by Mr. Caswell. 


Table of United States lead production and consumption, in short tons, from 


ear Ney net TN Me ——— 
Total | Con- | Used po elke 

Desil- Mis- rom | SUmp- from pe base | manu- 

bullion | factured 


Year. | verized a ‘Unitea| ion [foreign 


1887 to 1897, 








lead. an in bullion foreign 
soft mines. in je 











easel —_—_—_——_— —}| —————_————|] —_ ———— ' 


enhance 117, 022 | 27,958 | 144,980 | 164,416 











(See volume 4, Part III, Report 





States United| and ore. jrefined| and for- 


tic ores. 

We call attention to the fact that the Government will receive more rev 
nue if the duty on ores remains 1; cents than it will receive if 1 cent is made 
the rate, as these ores must come here to supply our deficiency in production 

Under the tariff of 1890 a very large wernee of the foreign lead that 
came here came in the shape of ores, and this fact gives positive proof that 
it will come in this way again, as this is the natural result of the high dut 
on pig lead and bullion. Under the tariff of 1890 the duty on ores was |} 
cents, and the tariff yielded the following revenue from lead-bearing ore 


(See Monthly Summary of Finance and Commerce, March, 1596, pages 1145, 


46.) 
Had the duty been 1 cent, as was proposed by the House bill, the revenue 
collected would only have been: 





bul- 
















1887 4,312 | 15,000 |........ a er errr naar ema ine :tennean doowsyssocconrce ---- 
1888.2... 25, 800 | 1,252 | 157,052 | 162,490 | 1,642 | 27,018 |------ BE 7 UIE Soa scoputpier Patel sen ciwiaymieann conn seoes 
Hn] HC |S | A | | | | 1s 
1800 ....... ;  » ; 4 , eee Ae ene" . And the Government would have lost $767,145.49. 
1801 ....... 150, 478 | 20,763 | 180,241 | 208, $51 21,57 2. 058 2, 921 This is approximately what the acerca will lose in the next three 
ae weenie oa = ors rear re = = 1s, 0 years by making the Gnty 1 cont papas of 1; cents. Why should this loss ? 
1804 °22222-| 190,081 | 88,123 | 158,194 | 197, 008 | 20, 342 | 17,408 | 42,445 | 21,585 ee eS ee ee ee Se and are boun: 
1895 .......| 190,748 | 38,189 | 167,987 | 235,356 or ou 20,254 | 50,388 24, 670 The following number of short tons have been imported and used in 
3 550 American consumption: 
1806. ...... 128,905 | 44,616 | 173,011 | 202,876 { 9474} 21,901 | 50,540 | 46,400 | pn peer ee eee eaee ee 98, 280 
In 1888......... Sebcecs entedevent> ee ee ccc cceccdacccee --- 29,270 
“Fuste chouthegdbange poten Gotu pa tohiet tier Tokay eee ped 4 eeceeceeeeetae g 
able showing average price of common g a By ft: ee RS ree ee 3 ok 9), 2 
4.6 PP ipa sc tesfotces i eeadae ew sue... 2, Wl 
4.464 | During this period, from 1887 to 1896, the Government collected not only the 
‘> duties on this ore but large amounts were received from pig lead and base 
re bullion. Under the Ding? bil as it passed the House it is fair to assume 





PEPPER SIS ISS 
Ppessaczeaass 


Re ee Ree Re eee ee Ree ee ee . 


* See Engineering and Mining Journal, June 19, 1897, page 647. 





that the Government get no income from its high duties on pig lead and 
base bullion, because dealers will find it to their advantage to bring in tho 
ores at the low rate of duty. If, however. the duty on ores is advanced t 
1; cents, it is reasonable to assume that, ir. addition to the increased amount 
of duty collected on the imported ores, considerable duty will be receive! 
from pig lead and base bullion, which can then have a chance of coming 11! 
the country at a cost that will bear some ty to the value of foreign ore, 
plus the expense of smelting in the United 8 

The of 1890, with its rates of 2 cents on lead and 1} cents on ores, 
showed excellent results. And there was no destruction of the home 





~ 4.5% 







gore gogo com 
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market and loss of revenue as occurred in 1896 
bean collected in ducies on lead and manufactures of lead: 
Fiscal year ending June #). (See Monthly Summary of Finance and Com- 





merce, October, 1596, page 64. ) 

1st an eeee ceeeeeeese- $16,015. 84 | 1887 $236, 617.738 
1595... -nweores ee esee e-=- i 1888. . 146.310. 25 
1886 ....------------ ~- 1889 57,757.11 


Calendar year ending Decer 





and Commerce, March, 1895, p 5, 1146.) 
Sidon S558, ¢ Isvt $758, 662. 75 
' 1895 1, 385, 457. 84 
2 67,916.74 | lse6* 4.0, 871. 868 





1303 SR 958, 760.90 | 
* From figures furnished by the Bureau of Statistics. 


The only opposition to the Senate rate on ores comes frozn a few smelte 
who try to obscure the rights of the miners. We assert that the increase 
duty on ores does not prevent their purchase for fluxing 


rs 
of 
They are jast as 
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The following amounts have | 


| 


(See Monthly Summary of Finance | 


near our borders, just as easily transported when the duty is lj cents as when 


it is 1 cent. 4 : 

The lead and silver-lead miners need protection against low prices on these 
fluxing ores. é : . a : 

The price to the miners is the question with which the mining interests of 
this country are concerned. They have their ores to sell,and they desire to 
obtain a fair return for them. Why should the smelters object to this, un 
less they have interests in foreign mines? The advance in price is made good 
to them and they lose nothing. 

This whole question turns on price. If the duty on ores is kept down to 
1 cent, the great smelting establishments alone will secure the benefits of the 
tariff. They will no doubt advance prices for their products, and get the 
double benefit in their own profits of the increase in duties on pig lead and 
of the low price of ores. This is manifestly unjust. They should be willing 
to allow the price of ores to be sufficiently high to reestablish the mining 
interests of the country on a prosperous basis, and were it not for probable 
interest in Mexican and British Columbia mines they would be 

If we admit the claim that they must have lead ores for fluxing; we say: 
Let them buy American ores at a fair price or buy foreign ores and either 

a fair proportionate — on them or take advantage of the bonding 
Poivilege and use the ores for fluxing and then export them. They are 
bundantly protected, for the duty on pig lead and on all lead products has 
| advanced. There is therefore no reason why smelters should stand in 
the way of the protection of American minersand the development of Ameri- 
can mines, and some of them do not. 

The contention of a few refiners that transportation and other expenses 
make three-quarters of a cent, or 1 cent, duty on lead in ore equivalent to 2 
cents on pig lead is unsound, for experience and the record show that for the 
most part the duty on lead in the ore has been the actual margin at which 
the United States price has ruled above the foreign price, so that this lower 
duty must be considered as the maximum protection under any tariff. 

A duty of 1} cents on lead ores means $3) instead of $2 a ton, or $19 a ton 
nearer a fair price for all lead from silver and other lead-bearing ores 

The duty on ores will, in conjunction with their cost, fix the lowest price 
at which they can be sold in our country, and the difference between | cont 
duty and 1} cents means $10 per ton tothe miner. It is intimated that this 
increase in the price of ores will cause the smelters to charge more for refin- 
ing dry ores. But this is highly improbable, because 

{ There is a corresponding increase of duty on pig lead, and the smelters 
have no excuse for charging more for their processes. 

2. The amount of imported ores is about one-fifth of all the desilverized 
lead produced in the country, and therefore the extra cost per ton for fiux- 
ing ores, if it were all charged against the lead miners, would be only one 
fifth of $10 per ton, which would leave a handsome profit to the miners who 
sold their ores at an advance of $10 per ton. 

8. Thecompetition among the smelters will keep down the cost of smelting 

4. Some of tho most influential refiners favor the increase in duty on ores 
and will prevent injustice. 

It may, therefore, be concluded that every section of our country where 
lead and silver-lead mines exist will be greatly benefited by this increase of 
duty on ore. Colorado, Montana, Nevada, Utah, Idaho, and Missouri will 
receive equal benefit; the depression in mining centers will be helped, and 
the benefits of protection will reach the homes of our mining population. 

The benefits of the Senate rate are already appearing. 

The nearer the date for the enactment of the tariff law of 1897 as amended 
by the Senate the better becomes the lead market. It is universally con 
ceded that the price of pig lead, before settling down for the summer, i 
awaiting the action of Congress. The overthrow of the Senate amendmen 
making the duty 1} cents on ores means a decrease in price, a market glutted 
with foreign ores, and stagnant business at home. These results will prevent 
the return of prosperity and depress the working class>s. 

On the other hand, an enactment of the bill with the Senate rate on lead in 
ores will stimulate the entire lead-mining industry of the country. It will 
make active work in many localities where it is sorely needed. It will enable 
bars loyers to do their share toward extending that general prospérity for 
which we look and will help to spread among workers in this fleld of labor a 
firin confidence that Congress favors the encouragement of this home indus- 
try and the payment of American wages to American miners. 

Sr. Josepn Leap ComMPANYy, 
Dor Run Leap Company, 
By DWIGHT A. JONES. 





JUNE 25, 1897. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, this letter, written from No. 30 
Broad street, New York, to the Senator from Montana let 
CaRTER] by Guggenheim’s Sons, seems to be a letter prepared for 
the occasion. I do not know who the firm of Guggenheim’s Sons 
are, except, as I understand, they have a refinery somewhere upon 
the Atlantic Ocean, or upon the water, so that it can be reached 
from the ocean, and that their fluxing ores are shipped from 
Mexico by water, costing them practically nothing. I think I am 
substantially correct in that statement. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the Senator permit an interruption? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. It is true the gentlemen who write the letter 
referred to by the Senator, and read from the Secretary's desk, 
are interes in mines and likewise in smelting. They insist 
upon an adeyuate duty upon lead ore not upon the basis of ship- 
ments made by them from Mexico, or upon the basis of the fact 

t they own a lead mine, or a number of mines, but upon the 


substantial ground that the price of lead ore in this country is 


| responsible, | am actuated alone by what I bel 


| of Missouri. 


2111 


on the lead ore im- 
ported, and not the duty upen the pig lead ‘ e. a low duty 
on the lead in the ore would fix the price of th itot smeit 
ers produ ing it, and a high duty on pig lead ud not be aval 
able for the purpose of fixirg the price. 

Mr. ALLEN. In other words, they in fix the price by 
statute, and they do not want that price to be affected in cons 
quence of competition or anything else of that | 1 

Mr. President, this firm, if they are to b \ und Ty 
sume they are; I know nothing to discredit th \ to 
fluxing ores from Mexico by water. They owna lare: 

500,000 tons of fluxing ores, I think they state, somew! the 
mountain States, I do not know exactly where 

Mr.SHOUP. At Leadville 

Mr. ALLEN. At Leadville. If any person was eve he 
position in which the negro advised his boy to set his deadfall 
when he was teaching him, Gugygenheim’s Sons are in that pos 
tion. The negro told his boy to set his deadfall to catch the coon 
‘*comin’ or gwine,” and these fellows have got ther deadfall so set 
as to catch the interests of this country from either direction 
They are willing that their fluxing ores should be run as they are 
run now, providing they can get the advantage of fluxing ores 


from Mexico along the tide water up here to their smelting works, 
which I think are in New Jersey, aithough I will not state that 
they are. 

Mr. CARTER. They are in the State of New Jersey. 

Mr. ALLEN. In the State of New Jersey. 

Mr. President, they hare got every interior smelting mine by 
the throat under those circumstarces. 


No wonder they throw 
their hats in the air for high duties on lead in the ore. Every 
ton of fluxing ore that is shipped from Mexico to Kansas City, or 


to Omaha, or into some other of the interior States to some of 
those refineries, must come by rail, where the rate of transporta 
tion is—I will not undertake tosay how much greater than it is 
by water, but certainly 100 per cent or more. 

Of course they can afford to do this. If the policy advised in 
the letter written to the honorable senior Senator from Montana 
by Guggenheim’s Sons shall be followed out by Congress in the 
framing of this bill, every smelter who is not situated upon tide 
water in the United States will beclosed if this bill becomesa law. 
That firm want the duty high, but, whether it be bigh or low, they 
can ship from Mexico; and if it be high, they can ship from their 
mines in Colorado or wherever their mines may be loc ited 

But I call the attention of the Senate, and [ call the Senators 
from Montana to witness the fact, that nine-tenths, if not 09 per 
cent, of the smelters of this country are opposed to this duty of 
a cent and a half a pound on lead in the ore, and have repeatedly 
so expressed themselves in letters and memorials and tel 


t rans. 

Mr. Presi lent, I do not want to see anything happen to the lead 
mining interest of this country which wiil imperil i | should 
like to see it built up; I should like to see it grow stronger from 
day to day and from year to year: but | do not want to see it 
propped up by legislation to the extent of driving the smelting 


and other important interests of ted 
Possessions and to Mexico. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, in this, as in alm 


the Un States to the British 


st every other 
case, wearecon!ronted with conflicting interests, each demanding 
certain protective rates from the Congress of the United States 
upon their production. In the case before us there are smelters 
who want the silver ore from Mexico admitted free for fluxing 
purposes. One of these smelters is within 5 miles of the city in 
which I live—the Argentina Smelter Company, in the State of 
Kansas. On the other hand, we find the silver-mine owners of 
the West, whose mines produce the mixed ores of silverand lead 
for they are found together—in favor of the highest possible duty 


on the foreign ores and upon pig lead from abro.d, especially upon 
those ores, because it is a competing product with that of their 
mines. 

We have in the State of Missouri both interests 
Argentina Smelter is practically in my State, thoug 
miles from the State line. Besides these interests, the State of 
Missouri has the largest galena ore mines in the United States, 
the St. Joe Mine being the largest | know of anywhere. T! 


because the 
1. about 3 or 4 


capital invested in it is $5,500,000, and there are a number of other 
mines; the Doe Run Mine, the Central Mine, and others in the 
immediate vicinity, with investments of from two hundred to 


three hundred and fifty and four hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. President, in the vote that I shal] ‘+, and for which Iam 
ve to be the inter- 
ests of the consumers of the United States. I donot think I am 
here to represent the lead-inine owners of Missouri or the sinelters 
The question that | am todetermine1is, What 
effect upon the common people of the United States, the large 
muss of consumers, who must use the products of lead for the 
ordinary purposes of life? 1 very frankly st that I will not 
vote one cent for protection in order to increase the price of white 
lead to the poor people of the United States. 


rive 


1 
sine 


te 
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We have in this country an immense lead trust; and the super- 
ficial observer would be inclined to think that the interest of that 
trust was to put a low duty upon the imported lead, or to put it 
upon the free list, because that is their raw material; but have 
before me the report of that trust, showing that their interest is 
entirely in the ees direction, and that they want a duty upon 
lead for the simple reason, as they express it, that they have always 
on hand a large amount of the raw material, and a low duty de- 
creases the value of that material as part of their assets. In this 
report, the last one made, for the year 1894, the National Lead 
Company, 1 Exchange place, Jersey City, N. J., makes the follow- 
ing report: 

Surplus in December, 1898, $950,355.81. The net earnings dur- 
ing the ips 1894 were $1,212,258.47. They paid in dividends on 

referred stock March 15, dividend No. 9, $260,820; on June 15, 

ividend No. 10, $260,820, thesame amount; on September 15, divi- 
dend No, 11, the same amount, and on December 15, dividend No. 
12, the same amount—making $1 ,043,280—paid every three months 
during that year. Besides these dividends upon preferred stock, 
they paid on their common stock July 2, dividend No. 8, $149,054; 
October 1, dividend No. 4, $149,054, and December 31, dividend 
No. 5, $149,054. 

Mr. President, this institution is in rather a flourishing con- 
dition. These dividends are paid quarterly upon the preferred 
stock, and the dividends I have named were paid upon common 
stock in a year of great depression, of great commercial oe 
When every interest in this country has been at the lowest ebb, 
these large amounts have been distributed to the stockholders of 
the company. : 

Now permit me to read, for the information of the Senate, their 
explanation of the position of the trust in regard to the tariff. 
They go on to state that the year 1894 was a year of great depres- 
sion and that all values had fallen. Then they say: 

Notwithstanding this, it is particularly gratifying to be able to state that 
this company had a substantia! increase in its volume of business in every 
department except one during the year 1894.as compared with 1893. Profits 
were not so large, because the purchasing power of consumers having been 
sadly reduced and propositions for the reduction of the tariff having taken 
form in the early part of the year, the management decided to promptly meet 
these conditions by reducing prices to a basis as low as could be anticipated 
under the new tariff, and which would meet the prevailing necessity for 
cheaper goods. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that this trust, 
managed in such a fashion as to pay these enormous dividends, is 
of the opinion that a low tari ecreases prices, while a high 
tariff puts them up, and therefore they reduce expenses to meet 
the new conditions which they supposed would be caused by the 
Wilson Act. They then proceed to say: 

It will be borne in mind that the values of substantially all merchandise 
were lower January 1, 1895, than on January 1, 1404. The tariff on pig lead 
and all manufactures of lead in which this company is interested was re- 
duced practically one-half, as for instance on oe lead and white lead 14 
cents per pound. It is necessary for the proper and economic conduct of our 
business to carry an enormous quantity of lead in process of manufacture 
and it will not oceasion surprise to know that the reduction in the value of 


our lead products between January |, 1404, and January 1, 1895, when inven- 
tories were taken at current values, amounted to more than $250,000. 


Here is a statement clearly and frankly made that upon the lead 
they had on hand a reduction of from one and one-half to three- 
fourths of a cent in the Wilson Act caused this trust the loss of 
$250,000 in that year. What is the logical and irresistible conclu- 
sion of this statement coming from men who are able to pay these 
enormous dividends? It is simply that the price of all lead prod- 
ucts with a higher tariff is increased to the consumer, whilst under 
a lower tariff it is decreased. 

This trust manufactures, I am told, more than two-thirds of all 
the white lead used in the United States. What is white lead? 
It is the preservative of frame houses, of frame structures of every 
character. It is as necessary to the poor man who can not build 
a stone or a brick house as any other commodity that meets the 
necessary demands of his daily le. They say here emphatically 
that because we reduced the duty upon lead, the value of white 
lead, their principal product, was necessarily cut down, and there- 
fore they were compelled to economize and to cut off expenses in 
order to pay these enormous dividends every three months upon 
their preferred stock, with three or four dividends besides upon 
the common stock. How can I hesitate as to my duty in view of 
these facts? 

These statements are made by parties interested for themselves. 
What do they care for the people of this country except to make 
money out of them? What is their object except to increase 
these dividends to their stockholders? How am I to regard this 
statement except that a high tariff means a higher price for the 
products of this great trust? 

Am I to listen to the Argentina Smelter Company, amongst 
whose stockholders are some of the dearest frients I have in the 
world, or am I to listen to these Western mine owners, with whom 
I have the greatest sympathy, and hundreds of whom are natives 
of my own State and went from Missouri to the West? I am not 
here to vote money into the pockets of these smelters or into the 





peat of the mine owners. If that is the work to be done. < 
ody else must take my place. I am opposed to putting uw) ; 
duties, because this lead trust tells us that that means to iy... 
the price of their products to the common people, as Linculy ¢)).,; 
them, of the whole country. = 
Mr. President, I am not speaking for political effect. My ay. 
bition has been fully gratified. I only hope to do my dut} as | 
see it, and 1 would not give a single vote, if two-thirds of +). 
people of the State of Missouri were here demanding it, if | |,.. 
ieved that it violated the great a of equity and equality 
which should govern every legislator in the discharge of his ji: 
But, Mr. President, the duty proposed in this bill is above y))\t 
the lead men ask. I have here before me the testimony tak. 
before the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Repro. 
sentatives, and I find here the testimony of Mr. Cantwell, a most 
intelligent lead-mine owner in Missouri, a man of large capital. 
representing the Association of Missouri Lead Miners, who test! 
fied as the representative of all the lead miners in the State, a) 
he gives their views, and here is his suggestion in conclusion: 
All ores— 


Here is the clause he submits to be adopted by the committer 

All ores, mattes, and slags containing 8 per cent or more of lead, threc- 
fourths of 1 cent per pound; lead dross, 1} cents per pound; lead in pigs 
and bars, In which lead is the chief component in weight, 14 ceuts per pound 
the duties on the articles mentioned in this section to be levied on the fuij 
weight of the mass as offered for importation. 

Here is this gentleman, more largely interested, possibly, than 
any other citizen or any other mine owner in the State of M's- 
souri, saying that this duty should be three-fourths of 1 cent per 

und, as it is under the existing law. But we are told now that 
t must be put up tol} cents perpound. For what purpose? 
price of lead has gone down. So has the price of everything else 
except gold, Has the price of the wheat of the farmer yone up, 
except in the spasmodic gambling in the grain pit at Chicazo? 
Has the price of cattle gone up? the price of any commodity 
gone up in these last five or six years of terrible depression’ : 

But the lead men come to us and ask us to relieve their trust 
from this depression by doubling these tariff duties; and their only 
argument is that it will exclude foreign lead from the United 
States, when the export and import statistics show that we export 
five or six million pounds of this lead each year, and did in tho 
year 1896. Mr. Cantwell’s principal cormaplaint, if Senators feel 
any interest in the question, seems to be that this clause is found 
in the existing law and nowstands in the present bill, which gives 
to the importer of silver-lead ores from Mexico the right to import 
in bond, and after he has gone into the smelting bonded ware- 
house of the United States and used these mixed ores there and 
extracted the lead, he can then export the lead abroad undera 
provision of the law which he claims has been shamefully and 
recklessly abused. 

I will not trespass upon the patience of the Senate, and | have 
not the strength to do so, but 1 ask Senators to read the whole of 
the complaint of Mr. Cantwell, to be found inthe Tariff Hearings 
before the House committee. Ihave heard it before, and | have 
no doubt to a large extent it is true. 

I submit to our friends who control this bill whether it is not 
right now to correct that abuse and either to repeal or modify tho 
bonded clause found in the act of 1894, for which I voted, and now 
found in the proposed act. If Senators have not had ther atten- 
tion called to that remarkable legislation, it amounts to thi's, that 
the importer can bring in from Mexico silver-lead ore; he can take 
it toa bonded warehouse of the United States where there are 
smelters. He can then take the lead and exportit abroad, jassing 


me- 


it simply —— the United States after the smelting process lias 
been completed. Mr. Cantwell charges that the officers of the 


United States have performed their duties carelessly and reci!ess!y 
and have taken the statements of importers as to the amount of 
lead contained in the ores and the amount of silver without making 
the assay as was intended in the act of 1894 that it should be. 

Under the pro d_act our friends on the other side of the 
Chamber have simply altered this provision so that silver-lea/i ore 
from Mexico can taken to any smelting institution in the 
United States, whether a bonded warehouse of the Government 
or not, and there, under the supervision of an assayer of the (iov- 
ernment, the metals are to be re and the amount of lead 
certified to the custom-house authorities. What will be the opera- 
tion of this change of the law I am unable to say, but [ have very 
great doubts whether this provision should have been put in te 
a of 1894 and I have great doubt whether it should remain 1n tho 

aw. 

Mr, Cantwell in his testimony states as follows: 

This provision— 

Referring to the bonded provision— 


to be effective should be supplemented by tho of all provisions for the 


smelting and refining of ores and metals, and part:cularly ores in bond. 

Then he 
as I have 
sion. 


on to elaborate the proposition and give his reasons, 
stated them, in opposition to the bonded prov 


ee, I am willing to concede it to them. 
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At the proper time I shall move to reduce the duty to three- 
narters of a cent a pound upon these lead ores, and I should, with 

a t deal of pleasure, vote to put them upon the free list. I 
believe that lead should be free, and I am prepared to vote for it 
and to take my full share of responsibility for that vote, but as 
the existing law puts the duty at three-quarters of a cent, I am 
willing to take the present provision. 

Mr. MILLS. What is the ad valorem? 

Mr. VEST. About 45 percent. That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, I have listened with interest 
to the discussion by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] and 
also by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. On general princi- 
ples I do not differ so very much from the position which has been 
stated so forcibly and so eloquently by the distinguished leader 
upon this question on this side of the Chamber. I think we ought 

1 of us to have regard for the consumers of the country. I per- 
haps would go further than the Senator from Missouri is prepared 
to go if I could frame eaten or a revenue system in reference 
to the principles which I think should be applied upon that sub- 
ject. But Iam pane to differ with the Senator in some re- 
spects as to the details of this legislation. For instance, the ques- 
tion of the duties upon lead in its different forms. Let us apply 
our principles to the conditions as they confront us, not with ref- 
erence to a situation as we would desire to make it. 

When we came to the duty upon white lead, the Senator from 
Missouri moved a reduction of the duty upon that article, and i 
was glad to vote with him upon thatquestion. We were defeated. 
So it is settled that the duty as fixed in the bill and as proposed by 
the committee is to prevail. The duty upon white lead under the 
Wilson law, the act now in force, and the duty as it is provided in 
the proposed legislation are absolutely prohibitive. e have had 
no importations into this country of white lead coming in compe- 
tition with the product of the white-lead trust. 

That great combination fixes the prices of the finished product, 
if we may so call it, to the American consumer, and no reduction 
in the duty upon other forms of lead will operate in the slightest 
degree beneficially to the people who build houses and use paint 
for their preservation. The argument which has been made by 
the Senator from Missouri has failed to convince me that a reduc- 


tion in the duty proposed upon lead-bearing ores imported into 
this country can have the slightest possible effect in diminishing 
the burden of the t mass of the American consumers. 


Next take the other condition. The smelting combination for 
which the Senator from Nebraska spoke—I do not mean that he 
ke in its behalf or in its special interest, but as an interest 
located in his own State—while it may not technically exist in the 
form of a trust, is a combination of men whose capital is invested 
in great smelting concerns in this country, and I am informed 
they are also interested in the white-lead trust. All those smelters 
get together at different times and fix the price which they will be 
willing to pay miners throughout the country for their product. 
The duty in the existing law upon pig lead, which is the product 
of the smelting combination, and the duty proposed in this bill 
are absolutely prohibitive. I find that there are substantially no 
importations into thiscountry under the Wilsonlaw. Sothe smelt- 
ing combination have a complete and perfect monopoly, excluding 
absolutely those products which come in competition with that 
which they have to put upon the market. Therefore they can 
fix tothe consumers of pig lead, the consumers generally through- 
out the country, the price which they must pay. They must sub- 
mit to the exactions which that combination see fit to make. 

Mr. ALLEN. The lead miners have the markets of the world. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Waita moment. I willanswer the question. 
So a reduction of the duty upon lead-bearing ores can not by 
ety benefit the consumers of pig lead or white lead. 

ow, although it is a certainty, in accordance with the vote 
already cast by the Senate, that these high rates of duty giving an 
absolute monopoly to the white-lead trust and the smelting com- 
must prevail, it is insisted that the duty must be low- 
ered on lead-bearing ores imported from Mexico and British 
Columbia. Who can be benefited if this motion should prevail? 
It can not be the mass of consumers among the American people. 
The consumers of lead-bearing ores in the United States are the 
lead-smelting combinations and the white-lead trust, controlling 
the market in the United States absolutely with respect to the 
articles they have to sell. 

This same combination, this same trust, a conspiracy engaged 
in a legitimate business, but in an unlawful manner, which ought 
to be prosecuted and punished, as the Senator from Kentucky well 
said, ought not to receive legislative encouragement at the expense 
of the men who toilinthe mines. But I doubt very much whether 
the miners in Utah would receive any resulting benefit from this 
oz They have sent me petitions requesting that this modicum 
of favoritism, if it may be so called, be granted to them. As it 
can not operate to the injury of anybody except a criminal com- 
If it fails to prove 
to them, they will find ovt their mistake, and then they 


ES 38S 


> 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2113 


may be willing to lend their aid to the correction of this pernicious 
system which is largely concocted and conceived for the purpose 
of building up industries by bounties and subsidies, industries 
which otherwise would be unprofitable except as they receive gov- 
ernmental aid. 

This bill is framed for the 





encouragement of manufactures 
upon the seaboard. To be more accurate in my statement, it is 
framed in order to facilitate the concentration of industrial en 
terprises of that character upon the Atlantic Seaboard. It is 
framed in accordance with that theory of political economy which 
maintains that it is to the best interest of the people tl 


at th Vv 
should have materials as cheaply as possible upon which to oper- 
ate, upon which to labor. All materials used in manufacturing 
enterprises which are to be made the ingredients of manufactured 
products, under the various provisions of this bill—th 
also to the schedule in relation to lead—are to be admitted free in 
bond if manufactured for export. Manufacturers in the inter 

of the country can not avail themselves of that provision. It bas 
the effect of extending the market for the manufactures estab 
lished in certain seaboard localities, increasing their power by 
competition to override manufactures in like lines located in the 
interior or other parts of the country. 

Such establishments ought to seek the most favorable locality, 
where they can be operated with the greatest possible advantage 
“nd obtain the things they need out of which to make their manu- 
.actured products as cheaply as possible, thereby enabling them 
to furnish to the consumers in their respective neighborhoods the 
articles at the lowest possible cost. 

That was the aim and purpose of the inauguration of the protect- 
ive system as it was understood by Hamilton and as it was pro- 
claimed by Clay—the diversification of our industries—and our 
friends upon the other side have now departed from that theory. 
They say the manufacturers along the seaboard must have raw 
materials free, to be manufactured for export. Some of our 
friends upon this side say that manufacturers generally must 
be favored to the extent of being allowed free of all duty, revenue 
or otherwise, materials which they need out of which to make 
their manufactured products. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] referred to Bastiat, 
a distinguished author, recognized as the most able writer in 
advocacy of the system of commercial and industrial freedom. 
The Senator from Missouri pointed to France as an example of a 
country where raw materials are free. It constitutes a part of 
the French protective system. He points to England. Of course 
in England all things are free, and as the whole includes the 
te materials are free. This author not only exposes the fal- 
acies of protection, leaving protection nothing upon which to 
stand from a true economic standpoint, but he takes up the 

licy to which the Senator from Delaware and the Senator from 
Missouri and some other Senators upon this seem to be 
wedded—the policy of free raw materials—and I wish to read 
briefly what he says upon this subject in chapter 21: 


it applies 


side 


It is said that no commerce is so advantageous as that in which 
tured articles are exchanged for raw material; because the latter 
aliment for national labor 

And it is hence concluded that the best regulation of duties would be to 
give the greatest possible facilities to the importation of raw material, and 
at the same time to check that of the finished article 

There is in political economy no more generally accredited sophism than 
this. It serves for argument not only to the protectionists, but also to the 
pretended free-trade school, and it is in the latter capacity that its most 
mischievous tendencies are called into action, for a good cause suffers much 
less in being attacked than in being badly defended. 

Commercial liberty must probably pass through the same ordeal as liberty 
in every other form. It can only dictate laws after having first taken 
thorough possession of men’s minds. If, then, it be true that a reform, to be 
firmly established, must be generally understood, it follows that nothing c: 
so much retard it as the misleading of public opinion. And what more cal 
lated tomislead opinion than writings, which, while they proclaim free trade, 
support the doctrines of monopoly? 

t is some years since three great cities of France, viz, Lyons, Bordeaux 
and Havre, combined in opposition to the restrictive system. France, : 


manufac- 


furnishes 





Europe, looked anxiously and suspiciously at this apparent declaration in 
favor of free trade. Alas, it was still the banner of monopoly which they 
followed—a monopoly, only a little more sordid, a little more absurd than 
that of which they seemed to desire the destruction. Thanks to the sophism, 
which 1 would now endeavor to deprive of its disgu the petitione 
reproduced, with an additional incongruity, the old doctrine of protection 
to national labor. What is, in fact, the prohibitive system? 


We will let these petitioners from Bordeaux, the manufacturers, 
like-the petitioners from New England, manufacturers. seeking 
to have a protective market for all they have to sell and a free- 
trade market for all they have to buy, settle this in a controversy 
between themselves, and this author permitsthem to doit. Now 
I will read briefly again, without detaining the Senate to read the 
whole of it: 

The agriculturist does not pretend that he has created the corn 

Speaking of the tariff upon corn— 
but he has given it its value. He has by his own labor, and by that of his 
servants, his laborers, and his reapers, transfor l into rn substances 


which were entirely dissimilar from it. What more is effected by the miller 
who converts it into flour or by the baker who makes it into bread! 
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In order that a man may be dressed in cloth, numerous operations are first 
necessary. fore the intervention of any human labor, the real primary 
materials of this article are air, water, heat, gas, light, and the various salts 
which enter into its composition. These are indeed untouched by human 
labor, for they have no value, and I have never dreamed of their needin 
aromas. ut a first labor converts these substances into forage, a secon 

nto wool, a third into thread, a fourth into cloth, and a fifth into garments. 
Who can pretend to say that all these contributions to the work, from the 
first furrow of the plow to the last stitch of the needle, are not labor? 

And because, for the sake of speed and greater perfection in the accomplish- 
ment of the final object, these various branches of labor are divided among 
as many classes of workmen, you, by an arbitrary distinction, determine that 
the order in which the various branches of labor follow each other shall reg- 
ulate their importance, so that while the first is not allowed to merit the name 
of labor, the last shall receive all the favors of protection. 


But the answer propounded to me, perhaps, in the minds of gen- 
tlemen is this: If you tax the materials upon which the manu- 
Sen ees he can not compete with the manufacturer of 
like articles abroad; he must have some special subsidy or com- 
pensation. Butthat ignores a fact of which everybody must take 
notice, that the sun in its course around the world never finds a 
spot in which there is no taxation. The manufacturer in France 
and the manufacturer in Germany and the manufacturer in Great 
Britain are subject to the burden of taxation, and there is no rea- 
son why anybody in the United States should be exempt from a 
just and equitable share of contribution to support the Govern- 
ment which affords him and his property protection alike with 
other people. My principle is such that I do not concede the right 
to any pecuniary compensation by reason of a tax imposed for 
revenue. 

The compensation which a man who is subject to the burden of 
taxation receives, and the only compensation to which he is en- 
titled, is the governmental benefits which may result to him by 
reason of the administration of the Government and the equal 
and just laws which may be enacted, not only for his protection, 
but for that of all people upon like terms with himself. That is 
the compensation which any just system of taxation recognizes, 
and there is no other. When you assume that this burden of tax- 
ation must fall upon two-thirds of our population, engaged in the 
production of the crude materials by the employment of labor, 
who already bear their share of the burden to maintain the Goy- 
ernment and receive no other benefit than the governmental pro- 
tection to life and liberty and property, and say that the other 
one-third, who are engaged in no more lawful or meritorious 
labor, shall be exempt from the burdens of taxation, and that if 
by any chance taxes be imposed upon them indirectly they must 
receive a bounty or a subsidy special to them, in disregard of the 
duty which they owe to the Government in common with their 
fellow-citizens, it is an injustice to the former class. 

There is no better ground upon which a man who believes in 
commercial and industrial freedom can stand than that of equality 
as enunciated in the Chicago platform. In the States, if you levy 
a direct tax upon property, exemptionsare never favored. If you 
exempt certain property, it but increases the burden upon other 
sroperty. Hence any provisions relating toexemptions are special- 
ized and strictly construed, so that the taxing power may reach 
every conceivable object, making the burden as light as possible 
upon all, and making everyone share it alike. We propose, 
instead of levying taxes direct, to levy them upon consumption. 

I start with the proposition announced by the Senator from 
Missouri, that we shall only raise so much money as is necessary 
to defray the expenses of the Government economically adminis- 
tered. Are you going to collect that from the consumer by in- 
creasing in a measure the cost to him of the articles which he 
may have to buy, which he needs for his consumption? Every 
article imported into the country should pay only the smallest 
possible duty which will yet raise the needed revenue, the burden 
to be distributed as uniformly as it is possible under the system 
in which favoritism must to some degree prevail. That was 
the doctrine of Calhoun, and he had a very clear insight as to 
the best interests of the great industrial people of this country. 
It was the doctrine of Walker. It,was embodied in the recom- 
mendations upon which the Walker tariff was framed. It was 
recognized and most clearly enunciated by Albert Gallatin. It 
was the doctrine of the Democratic party down to the moment 
when Abram 8S. Hewitt, of New York, a great iron and steel man- 
ufacturer. concluded that he wanted free iron ore. He came 
down to Congress and made the proposition, and it was taken up 
in the interest of other manufacturers in other sections of the 
country. Strange to say, the — of the South, the people of 
the West, surrendered to it. ile crying that they would tear 
down the temple of protection until not one stone would rest 
upon another, that they would lower the wall of the tariff to the 
ocean level, they suddenly found themselves prostrate at the feet 
of the protective idol, making legal tender of favoritism to mon- 
opay in the form of free raw materials. 

en we say that taxation should be uniform and equal, we are 
standing upon a proposition of justice which underlies the frame- 
work of our Government, and it is upon that eo that the 
great Democratic party, in my judgment, should stand and will 
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stand. It took that position at Chicago, and I do not )elj, 
will retreat from it. 


that Republican protection was a fraud, and said it was in { 
of the imposition of duties for the purpose of revenue only. 7), 
it had something to say about free raw material. : 
feature. in m 
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Mr. LINDSAY. I ask the Senator from Utah if he regay.j. ; 


change of phraseology adopted at Chicago as a change of (ot, , 
from the Democratic 


latform of 1892? 


Mr. RAWLINS. he Democratic platform of 1892 dec),y.) 


vor 


It is in this las 
judgment. that the — of 1896 repudiate 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the ame.) 
ment proposed by the Committee on Finance, which will be avai), 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 12, page 56, paragraph 179, after tho 
word ‘‘cent,” insert the words *‘and one-half;” so as to read 

Lead-bearing ore of all kinds, one cent and one-half per pound on t)). i 
contained therein. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this question the yeas 44 
nays have been ordered, and the Secretary will call the roll. 

he Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. In his absence. | 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TurRPIE]. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with tho 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru]. I transfer that 
od to the Senator from Maine [Mr. aay and vote ‘ yea.” 

e Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru] will stand paired wit! 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALe]}. 

Mr. PETTUS (when Mr. MorGan’s name was called). The 
senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] is necessarily absent 
from the Chamber, and is paired with the senior Senator from 
Penns Dt pt Quay]. 

Mr. BERRY (when Mr. MurpHy’s name was called). | was 
requested by the Senator from New York [Mr. Murpny] to stato 
that he is paired with his colleague [Mr. PLatt of New York} on 
this question. If the Senator from New York [Mr. Merry | 
were here, he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. TELLER (when Mr. PETTIGREW’s name was called). Tlie 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] is paired with the 
junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Drsor]. If the Senator froin 
South Dakota were present, he would vote ‘‘ nay” and the Senator 
from Kentucky would vote “* yea.” 

Mr. ROACH (when his name was called). On this question | 
am paired with the Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. ALpric ii), 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL], and withhold my 


vote. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I again 
announce my pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina 
{Mr. BuTLER], and in his absence withhold my vote. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
vote with the Senator from Utah {Mr. Cannon]. If he were 
present, I should vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. LO . Has the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Clay] 


voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia |Mr. 
CLAY] has not voted. 

Mr. LODGE. I am paired with that Senator, and therefore 


IT am paired with the 


withhold my vote. 
ae QUAY. Has the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moris,} 
voted? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama | Mr. 
MorGaAn] has not voted.. 

Mr. QUAY. Being paired with that Senator, I withhold my 
vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—3}. 
Allison. Gallinger, McBride, Pritchard, 
Burrows, ar, McMillan, Proctor, 
Carter, Hanna, Mantle, Shoup, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, 5 Spooner, 
Cullom, itm A Nelson, Stewart, 
Fairbanks, Heitfeld, Penrose, Teller, 
Foraker, oar, Perkins, Wilson. 

ye, Jones, Nev. Platt, Conn. 

NAYS—3. 
Allen, Daniel, McLaurin, Rawlins, 
Bate, Faulkner, Mallory, Tillman, 
a ° Mia oe 

: rk. . 
Chil on Kenney, . Walthall, 
Lindsay. Pettus, 
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NOT VOTING—3. 

ch, Elkins, Mitchell, Smith, 
pues George, Morgan, Thurston, 
Baker, Gorman, Morrill, Turpie, 
Butler, Hale, Murphy, Warren, 
Cannon, Harris, Kans. Pettigrew. Wellington, 
Clark, Harris, Tenn. Platt, N. Y. Wetmore, 
Clay, Kyle, Quay, Wolcott, 
Davis, Lodge, oach, White. 
Deboe, McEnery, Sewell, 


So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance to paragraph 
179 was, in line 21, page 56, after the word ‘‘establishments,” to 
insert a comma and the words ‘‘ whether designated as bonded 
warehouses or otherwise;” on page 57, line 5, after the word 
“and,” to strike out ‘‘ upon his report of the lead contents of the 
ore” and insert ‘‘ report the result to the proper customs officers, 
and;” and in line 8, after the word “ thereon,” toinsert the words 
“except in case of ores that shall be removed to a bonded ware- 
house to be refined for exportation as provided in this act;” so as 
to make the paragraph read: 


179. Lead-bearing ore of all kinds, one cent and one-half per pound on the 
lead contained therein: Provided, That on all importations of lead-bearing 
ores the du shall be estimated at the port of entry, and a bond given in 
double the amount of such estimated duties for the transportation of the ores 
by common carriers bonded for the transportation of appraised or waa - 

h- 


praised merchandise to properly equipped sampling or smelting establis 
ments, whether designated as bonded warehouses or otherwise. On the 
arriv to 


of the ores at such establishments they shall be sampled accordin 
commercial methods under the supervision of Government officers, who shall 
be stationed at such establishments. and who shall submit the samples thus 
obtained to a Government assayer, designated by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, who shall make a proper assay of the sample, and report the result tothe 
proper customs officers, and the import entries shall be liquidated thereon, 
except in case of ores that shall be removed to a bonded warehouse to be 
refined for exportation as provided in this act. And the Secretary of the 
Treasury is authorized to make all necessary regulations to enforce the pro- 
visions of this paragraph. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 11, page 57, I move to strike out the 
words *‘in this act” and insert ‘‘ by law;” so as to read, ‘‘as pro- 
vided by law.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 180, on page 57, 
which the Committee on Finance proposed to amend, in line 15, 
after the word ‘‘ bars,” by striking out ‘‘and” and inserting ‘lead 
in any form not specially provided for in this act;” and in line 18, 
after the word ‘“‘remanufactured,” by striking out the comma and 
inserting a semicolon and the words “all the foregoing; ” so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

180. Lead dross, lead bullion or base bullion, lead in pigs and bars, lead in 
any form not specially provided for in this act, old refuse lead run into blocks 
onl bars, and old scrap lead fit only to be remanufactured; all the foregoing, 
2 cents per pound; lead in sheets, pipe, shot, glaziers’ lead, and lead wire, 2 
cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 18, after the word ‘‘two,” I move to 
insert ‘“‘and one-fourth,” so as to read: 

All the foregoing, 2} cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, ALLISON. Iask that the clerks may be allowed, in line 
12, page 56, after the word ‘‘ one,” to strike out ‘‘cent;” and after 
the words “ one-half,” in the same line, to insert ‘‘cents;” so as to 
read: 

Lead-bearing ore of all kinds, 1; cents. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? 
Mr. VEST. What page is that on? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. On page 56, line 12. 


Mr. FRYE. It is merely a correction of the phraseology. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will see that it reads ‘‘1 cent and 
one-half.” The word ‘‘cent” is in the wrong place, and it should 
read “cents.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the clause will be 
amended so as to read ‘‘14 cents.” It is agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I want to call attention to the fact that this last 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa, in line 18, on 57, makes 
- i. — the pene — Under _ cKinley rate 

upon the articles speci n paragraph 180 was 2 cents. 
Under the existing law it is 1 cent. Tt is now made 2} cents, 
which is above the McKinley rates. I move to strike out ‘2; 
cents ” in line 18 and to insert ‘1 cent.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. In line 20, page 57, I move to strike out the words 
“two and one-half,” after the words ‘‘ lead wire,” and to insert ‘‘ one 
and one-fourth,” which is the existing law. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next ph passed over was paragraph 181; which was 
read, as f : 

Metallic ral a crude state, inclu monazite sand 
anf taotals unwrongi t, Ste provided for in this ast, 2 per cent ad 


Mr. ALLISON. I move, after the word “ state,” in line 22, page 
57, paragraph 181, to strike out the words “including monatige 
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sand ;” and at the end of the paragraph to insert a semicolon and 
the words ‘‘ monazite sand and thorite, 6 cents per pound 

Mr. VEST. What is the equivalent ad valorem? 

Mr. ALLISON. About 20 percent. It is not quite that much. 

Mr. VEST. You simply insert a specific instead of an ad valo- 
rem rate. I have not the unit of value here 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 182, page 58, 
which the Committee on Finance proposed t 
after the word ‘* Mica,” by striking out: 


> amend, in line 1, 


Two cents per pound on dimensions of | square inch o1 : 
pound additional for each additional square inch: Pro: r 
mum rate of duty shall in no case exceed 0) cents per pound 

And inserting **40 per centad valorem; ” 
graph read: 

182. Mica, 40 per cent ad valorem 

Mr. ALLISON. 
a new paragraph: 

182. Mica, unmanufactured, 5 cents per pound and ® per « t ad valorem; 
mica, cut or trimmed, 10 cents per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 17, paragraph 86 

Mr. VEST. Before we pass from the mica paragraph, I should 
like to understand it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. Let the Secretary read it the way it stands as 
amended. 

The SECRETARY. As amended the paragraph would read: 

182. Mica, unmanufactured, Scents per pound and 2% per cent ad valorem; 
mica, cut or trimmed, 10 cents per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem 

Mr. VEST. Will my friend from Iowa be kind enough to in- 
form us what is the ad valorem duty? I have not been able to 
make a calculation under this amendment, but under the para- 
graph as originally reported from the committee it doubled the 
Wilson rate and was 5 per cent over the McKinley rate. It must 
be now very largely over the McKinley rate, because ‘‘ mica, 2 
cents per pound on dimensions of 1 square inch or less, and 2 cents 

yer pound additional for each additional square inch: Provided, 
That the maximum rate of duty shall in no case exceed 50 cents 
per pound.” ‘Fifty cents per pound” was stricken out,and it 
was put at 40 per cent ad valorem. I should like to know what 
is the ad valorem now under the amendment just made. 

Mr. ALLISON. The nearest ascertainment of the equivalent 
ad valorem of these specific duties is about 41 percent. Of course, 
in an article so variable as mica, it is not possible to have a uni 
form ad valorem. The uncut mica will probably be less, as a rule, 
than 40 per cent; cut mica will probably exceed that somewhat; 
but I should say the average will be about 40 per cent,as stated 
to us by one of the experts of the Treasury Department who made 
a thorough examination of the subject. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out the rate in the amendment 
and to insert ‘‘ 20 per cent ad valorem,” that being the existing law. 

Mr. ALLISON. Have the amendments proposed by the com- 
mittee been agreed to? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee amendments to the 
paragraph have been agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. A copy of the petition from the elec- 
trical manufacturers, addressed to the Committee on Ways and 


30 as to make the para- 


I move to strike out paragraph 182 and insert 


Means of the House of Representatives, has been sent tome. It 
is in these words: 

MARCH, 1897. 
To the Commtttee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives: 


We, the undersigned, manufacturers of electrical machinery and operators 
of railroads and plants using the same, respectfully petition that in the prep 
aration of the tariff bill to be submitted to the Fifty-fifth Congress the pres 
ent rate of duty on mica of 20 per cent be retained, for the reason that the 
quality of mica most largely used for electrical insulation is not found in the 
United States, and an increase in the duty would, therefore, simply enhance 
the cost of the material without furnishing any additional protection to the 
American miners. 

This is signed by a large number of these companies. There 
was a similar petition sent by the manufacturers of stoves to the 
same committee, dated in March last. It is as follows 

Marcn, 1897, 
To the Committee on Ways and Mecmsa of the House of Representative 

We, the undersigned, manufacturers of stoves and ranges, respectfully 
petition that in arranging the schedule of duties for consideration at the 
coming session of Congress the present duty on mica of 2) per cent ad valo 
rem be retained, as the imposition of any increased duty would be an addi 
tional burden upon the manufacturing interests which we represent 

I have a clipping from the Electrical World which clearly sets 
out the facts in this case. I am sure, however, that it is abso 
lutely useless to argue with the majority. It is a wasteof time to 
attempt to induce them to change what they have already deter- 
mined shall be done in this matter. It seems to me to be unjust 
and not defensible in any way, though there is nothing left for 
us to do except to appeal to public opinion. I will insert this in 
the Recorp with my remarks, without any further comment, 
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The paper referred to is as follows: 


[From Electrical World, June 19, 1897.] 
DUTY ON MICA. 


Reading over the discussion about the tariff on mica in a late number of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, amazement at the want of knowledge upon the 
subject as a whole on the part of our legislators is the feeling that dominates 
one who has happened to have a close connection with both the production 
and ccnsumption of this remarkable article. 

The general refrain is that mica is too cheap; if we could only increase the 
cost of mica three or even five fola, the country would be richer; thatif we 
could stop the importations, profitable mines would be opened up in almost 
every State in the Union. Is this the truth? From my own experience it is 
not. The true cause of the low price of mica is owing to the fact that the 
supply greatly exceeds the demand. And at even the present low rate of 

srices the material is looked upon as a necessary evil, on account of its cost, 
t every consumer, and the tendency is to use pieces as small as possible. 
The smaller the piece used the greater the labor entailed; so in all cases an 
equilibrium has to be struck, which balances the = of the mica with the 
subsequent labor. If the price is increased, smaller sizes will be used, and 
vice versa. If the price is reduced, large sizes can be used, and, what is of 
greater importance, owing to the oversupply, larger quantities also. 

Everyone knows that mica varies greatly in its properties, especially in 
hardness and transparency. North Carolina and Dakota and mica from 
other States stands at the head in See two properties, excessive 
hardness and perfect transparency, and this mica has nothing to fear from 
competition with that of other countries. It will always command a fair 

rice, if the consumption is not interfered with in any way. The mining 
ndustry in the States concerned will be in a healthy condition. The con- 
sumers of this quality of mica are the stove manufacturers, the makers of 
lamp chimneys. shades, etc., and to a limited extent the electrical manufac- 
turers. 

Although the electrical manufacturers use this kind of mica where its 

ualities are required, the bulk of their supply happens to come both from 
Ganada and India. Both countries possess mica of exceeding softness, the 
quality which is absolutely necessary for them, and Canada, with its high- 

riced labor, successfully competes with India, and so would this country if 
t only had the proper qualities. This soft mica has not been discovered in 
this country, and electrical manufacturers must have it at any price, and no 
electrical engineer in his senses would think of using a hard mica when a soft 
one was essential. He would rather use a substitute, such as paper or fiber, 
which may be said to rank as the next best practical insulator. 

Paper at 3 cents, mica at 19 cents—a pretty bedfellow, to be sure. Any in- 
crease in the price of mica is certain to result in a decreased consunggiian, 
and it is to the interest of everyone in the mica business, whether he be a 
miner or importer, that the price of mica be as low as possible. The increased 
sales at a low price will more than offset the small sales with a larger profit. 

Whatever tax is put upon the mica imported from other countries will not 
increase the price of mica mined in this eee There is already an over- 

roduction. It would increase the price of the soft mica impo from 

‘anada and India, and there would be a aoe tendency than there is now 
for the electrical manufacturers to use entirely different substitutes. 

It is due to the electrical manufacturer that he has scoured the world over 
to find a suitable cheap mica for his purpose, and the present duty of 20 per 
cent is a severe tax upon his business, and the question of using mica at is 
always before him. If from any cause the ee is greatly increased, a great 
blow will! be struck at the mica business, and the miner, whether he bein Da- 
kota or in India, will equally suffer. It will not only be the miner, but the 
electrical manufacturer also. Thereis no business in the country which has 
a hter prospects of sending their product abroad than the electrical manu- 

acturer. 

Cnly the other day one of them secured contracts in England and Aus- 
tralia entailing an er of over $1,000,000. In fact, they are now looking 
forward to their export business as their chief outlet, and any tax on them 
when qompeting with Goomany and England—and the one on mica is about 
the only one—might result in a loss to the foreign business to the amount of 
millions of dollars. 

Mica, by the bye, has played no unimportant part in securing these con- 
tracts. Owing to its large use, American insulation stands very highabroad. 

This debate about mica in Con; shows a general pressure put upon the 
various representatives for a high-r duty on mica. is pressure has come 
from those who own a bit of land with mica uponit. They are not in a posi- 
tion to know if a duty would help them or not. I most emphatically say that 
it would not. The remedy is a ter demand, not a higher price. I may 
be like one crying aloud in the wilderness, but for the benefit of the miners, 
the thousands of men and women who are employed in working the micaafter 
it has been mined, and for the mica business generally. 

I trust these few words will have a hearing. 

Mrca InsuLATOR CoMPANY, 
Per CHARLES W. JEFFERSON, Manager. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], in paragraph 
182 to strike out the rate proposed by the Committee on Finance, 
**40 per cent,” and insert ‘*20 per cent.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I|ask the Senate to return toparagraph 86. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read paragraph 86, 

The Secretary read paragraph’86, which had been reported by 
the Committee on Finance with an amendment, in line 3, after 
the word “ plaster,” to strike out ‘‘of paris” and insert “‘ rock;” 
in line 4, after the word ‘‘calcined,” to insert ‘‘ $1.50 per ton;” in 
line 4, before the word “ pearl,” to strike out ‘‘and;” in line 5, 
after the word ‘‘ hardening,” to strike out “ or artificial sulphate 
of lime;” at the beginning of line 6, strike out ‘‘manufacturers’” 
and insert ‘‘ makers’;” and in the same line, after the word “ use,” 
to strike out “‘ $1.50 per ton ” and insert ‘20 per cent ad valorem;” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

86. Plaster rock or gypsum, ground or calcined, $1.50 per ton; pearl hard- 
ening for paper makers’ use, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the printed amendments of the Com- 
mittee on Finance are adopted, I move the amendments which I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 86, page 17, line 8, after the 
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word “‘ gypsum,” it is proposed toinsert ‘‘ crude, $1 per ton; jy. , 
should 


as to read, if the amendment of the Committee on Finance 
be adopted: 


Plaster rock or gypsum, crude, $1 per ton. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment of the committee as amended was agre «: ; 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senate’to return to paragray\) 2>. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, | wish to say a word 
as to paragraph 86. : 

Mr. ALLISON. I thought that was disposed of. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not think so. I have no doy)+ 
this matter is all settled without regard to its merits. T).. /,,. 
that this article has been on the free list heretofore and nov },.. 
comes taxable will not influence the action of Senators 6), 
other side; but as I think it is proper that the arguments s));\!| 
to the public, without detaining the Senate by presenting any oy 
them, I send to the desk a protest by the Red Beach Plaster (o.n- 
pany, dated February 8, 1897, which I ask may be printed a; ))y; 
of my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the alseyeo 
of objection. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


) 


the 


Rep BEACH, Me., February 8, 1297. 


Dear Str: A combination of plaster mills in the United States jis on. 
deavoring to secure legislation from Congress at this time which wil] }.)), 
them to completely control the market for the sale of land plaster and ca! 
cined plaster. : 

To effect this object they wish to impose a duty on raw plaster rock, known 


as um. 

fils material has heretofore been brought into the country free of any 
duty on account of the extensive use to which it has been put, when grojiyi 
as a fertilizer. 

Land plaster, besides being a fertilizer itself, also acts as a reculatoy on 
the price of other fertilizers, and if its cost te the farmersshould be incress| 
by placing a duty on the plaster rock out of which it is made, it would ten: 
to increase the cost of other low-grade fertilizers which are now being «.\\| 
in competition with it. 

It is used very largely on the soils of the Southern Atlantic States. but it js 
also used in other parts of the country more or less, where the peculiarity of 
the soils and climate requires it. 

The owners of the , eed mills and mines in Michigan, Ohio. Iowa. Kan- 
sas, Indian Territory, Illinois, New York, South Dakota, Nebraska, ani Vir- 
ginia have united in petitioning the Ways and Means Committee of the 
present Congress to give them a duty as mst this raw plaster rock 


In their brief, addressed to the Ways Means Committee, in which they 
ask for protection, the tatives of these mills and mines say: 
“As has already been stated, the ts of gypsum are of such a vast ex- 


tent in this country it is im 
A few thousand dollars is su 


ble to form an 


monopoly of the busines: 
cient to erect an a 


uip a plant, and there is 
no secret about the method of its manufacture. There is no more dange «1 
acombination on this product than there is of a combination on flouring 
mills, and if the price should be advanced to a figure beyond that w) 
would warrant a legitimate profit to the manufacturer, numerous mi!! 
would immediately spring into existence, and thereby thwart the object 


the promoters of such an a 
nterests as set forth above, that it is impossi- 


e claim of the combined 
bie to organize a combination, is best confuted by the attached evidence tia 
such a combination is already in existence in C , and that the factories 
comprising this combination ave the largest output and are at the pres- 
ent time selling their goods through an organization comprised of the vari 
ous interests, as indicated my the folle extract froma commercial! agency 
report descriptive of the “* and Ohio Plaster Company, 401 Pythian 
Temple, and adores, and Detroit, Mich.; Benjamin W. Mec(Causland,* 
president, Chicago, T1.; William Mc vice- ent, Grand Rapids; A.C. 
‘orrey, secretary and treasurer, Grand c 

” This is not a corporation, but a combination of the following concerns in 
the plaster business: F, Godfrey & Bro., Alabastine Company, Grand Rapids 
Gypsum Works, Grand Rapids Plaster pt ee all of Grand Rapids; West- 
ern Plaster Works, Chicago, lil., Detroit and Alabaster, Mich. Marsh: « | 
of Sandusky, Ohio, formerly be to this combine, but Mr. A. ©. Torrey, 
secretary and treasurer of this concern, informs us to-day that they have no 
branch at Sandusky, Ohio; otherwise there is no change. 





“The combine is managed by a resentative from each concern inter- 
ested, and elects the aboye-menti officers, who have the same duties a3 
other officers in mercantile = 

Here f names of the itatives. 

“The object of the company is to market the product of all the mills in- 
terested and divide the profits am them.” 

The undersigned has engaged in the manufacture of land plaster and 
calcined plaster at Red Beach, Me., for over forty years, during which time 


2. 
very large quantities of this cheap fertilizer have been furnished to Aimer 


rs. 

The raw material has always been obtained free of duty under all tariffs, 
and if at this late day plaster rock should be taxed by the Government. it 
would result in the stoppage of the mills and the discharge of the workmen 


in . 
interests of the American farmer would also be very injuriously 
affected, particularly as those located on some r soils, wher this 
fertilizer is specially advan and where the f: interest is already 
greatly depressed. ; 

Believing that you eo epee to monopoly, and that your interests 4s 
well as onr own would be adversely affected by the imposition of such a duty 
in aid of a monopoly, we write to urge upon you the great desirability 
immediately communica’ with your Senators and Representative in Co" 
Ga. urging upon them the necessity of immediately protesting befure ‘4° 

axe and Means Committee 7 such ‘ 

is must be done at once, if at all, as there is little likelihood of chan 
being made in the minor pro of the tariff bill after it shall have '«! 
the hands of the Ways and Means Committee. » 
Rep Beacn PLASTER Co., 


Per C. H. NEWTON. 


* Mr. McCausland’s name is to the Congressional petition asking ter 
aduty. He represents the “tails ta Illinois.” 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I also present a newspaper clipping, 
properly accredited, which I desire to have printed in the Recorp. | 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it will 
be so ordered. . 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


[Journal of Commerce, April 21, 1897.] 


WANT GYPSUM KEPT ON FREE LIST—EASTERN MANUFACTURERS REPLY To 
ARGUMENT OF WESTERN PRODUCERS. 


The efforts now being made at Washington to induce the Senate to impose 
a duty upon plaster rock, or gypsum, which in the House was left on the free 
list, are excitin much opposition from calcined-plaster manufacturers on 
the Atlantic Seaboard who use the Canadian rock for raw material. 

The agitation for a duty comes from owners of Western quarries, who sub- 
mitted arguments to the Ways and Means Committee of the House in favor 
of a duty. A counter-memorial was last night forwarded to the Finance 
Committee of the Senate by a number of Eastern manufacturers. The pro- 
test takes up the arguments of the Western producers in detail. In reply to 
the claim that the admission of the rock free of duty curtails the employment 
of labor in this country, as at least four-fifths of the labor involved in the 
production of plaster is in quarrying it and preparing it for the mill, the me- 
morial of the tern manufacturers states that “itis doubtful if one-fifth | 
of the cost of producing plaster can be charged to quarrying.” 

The memo also sets forth that, while Western plaster mills are, asa rule, | 
located at the quarries, and consequently not obliged to pay for carriage of | 
the raw material, the ‘tern mills using the Canadian rock “are subjected 
to very heavy charges for transportation, mogt of which is paid out in the 
form of labor to American seamen and vessel owners engaged in the coast- | 
wise trade.” The imposition of a duty, it is argued, would enable the rail- 
road companies and Western quarrymen to make larger profits, but would 
correspondingly depress the American coastwise trade, while at the same 
time increasing the cost to the consumer for the benefit of railroads and 
mine owners. 

In the memorial submitted by the Western producers it was held that ‘it | 
would be im ible to form any — ye! of the business. A few thousand 
dollars is sufficient to erect and equip a plant. There is no more danger of | 
a combination on this product than there is of a combination of flouring 
mills, and if the price should be advanced to a figure beyond that which 
would warrant a legitimate profit to the manufacturer numerous mills 
would immediately spring into existence."’ In reply to this the memorial of 
the Eastern manufacturers sets forth that the Michigan producers * organ- 
ized themselves as regards the sales of their product into an association to 
control the price artificially,’ and that ina report of one of the large com- 
me agencies it is stated that the Michigan and Ohio Plaster Company is 
“not a corporation, but a combination,” that the ‘‘ combine is managed by a | 
representative from each concern interested,” and that “the object of the 
company is to market the product of all the mills interested and divide the 
oretnes among them.” 

oo. rock,” continues the memorial of the Eastern manufacturers, 
. tutes the raw material used as the basis for a very important indus- | 
try, which has been built up under conditions of free importation and which 
conditions it would be ruinously unjust to change. When it is considered 
that gypsum rock used for land-plaster purposes sells for from 50 to 75 cents 

ton on board at the Canadian quarries, and calcining rock sells for from 

cents to $1.25 per ton on board at the same quarries, the injustice of placing 

a duty upon it becomes at onceapparent. The land-plaster industry would be 

to the great disadvantage of the farmers and small milling interests 

of the country, and a large part of the calcining business would also be de- | 

stroyed, to the disadvantage of the owners of the mills and the thousand or | 

more workmen employed in them. By the destruction of the one interest 

and a radical curtailment of the other, the already greatly depressed coast- 
wise trade of the United States would be most seriously injured. 

“It is to be noted that the great proportions to which the plaster business 
has attained in the West, according to the estimates of the petitioners in 
favor of cay on the rock, have been attained under the existing conditions 
of free impo: ion of Canadian rock, and the fact is patent that they have 
olresdy. by their creditable enterprise, secured to themselves not only the 
market for land plaster and ordinary grades of calcined plaster throughout 
the West, which, a comparatively few years since, were ro by Eastern 
mani rs, but nee | are also selling their calcined ay in Eastern 
markets even as far as the seaboard, where plaster not of the highest quality 


is ae. 
“To ask for a duty on the raw material of their Eastern rivals under these 
circumstances is manifestly unfair. 

“First. T already have protection against the Eastern plaster manu- 
facturers amount of the freight between Nova Scotia and the Ameri- 
can ports (amounting to from §1- = = ton) and the freight on the 
manufactured article from the sea’ to 


to 
Western cities, which, taken 
at the lowest rate prevailing during the season of open navigation, when 
than 








Milwaukee, Duluth, etc.,can be reached by water routes, is not less 
ton to Chicago, and has averaged for a number of years past even 


Therefore the Western manufacturer has already a estan) protection in 
ocean and inland freights amounting to at least $3.30 per ton. hen shipped 
rail this protection is increased by $2 per ton additional freight, maieg 
ton during the season of closed navigation, which covers about five 

months of the year. 


“ There is an absolute loss in weight in the process of calcining plaster rock 
amounting to at least 25 per cent of the total weight, which fact affords an 
excess of ~ ~~ the Western plaster manufacturers against injury by 
their v 


“A duty on a pure article for the purpose of enhancing the value of an in- 
ferior substitute article and forcing its use upon that large class of consum 
ers in the East that are reached by deep-water navigation is not protection, 

amounts to tariff between States.” 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas 
if this is not used as a fertilizer? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; and because it will increase 
the of fertilizers is one of the reasons why I sees it. 

. GEAR. I will say to the Senator from North Carolina 
not more than 2 per cent of the plaster used in this country 
is used as a fertilizer. 

Mr. BUTLER. In reply to the Senator from Iowa, I should 

to know what reason there is for putting on the dutiable list | 
which are certainly used to a great extent in Virginia | 


where it is necessary to use fertilizers. 
lé@ there is any reason for putting this on the dutiable list, I 


and North and South Carolina, and in that portion of the country | 
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| of tallow, and we imported in the same year $349,854.36. 


should like to know it. It has heretofore been on the free list. I 
have had a number of letters from manufacturers of fertilizers in 
regard to the imposition of this duty. Plaster is very largely used 
in the manufacture of fertilizers which are used in my section. | 
will ask the Senator from Iowa to permit this paragraph to | 
passed over. My colleague and I are both interested in the para- 
graph, and my colleague would like to be heard upon it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator desire to have the paragraph 
passed over until to-morrow morning? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. 1 shall not object to the 
over until to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
graph 86 is to be passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. To be called up to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, it will b ) 
ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 80, in paragraph 278, I am instructed 
by the majority of the Committee on Finance, in line 4, to move 
to insert ‘‘ three-fourths of.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 80, paragraph , line 4, after the 
word ‘‘ tallow,” it is proposed to insert “ three-fourths of;’ 
to read: 


paragraph passing 


Che Chair understands that 


O72 


so as 


278. Tallow, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound; wool greas¢ 
known commercially as dcgras or brown woo) grease, one-half of 1 cent per 
| pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, some days agol gave notice of 
an amendment to the pending bill, and by consent of the Senator 
in charge of the bill, I wish to have that amendment taken up now 
and try to dispose of it this evening. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from South Carolina has appealed 
to me privately to allow his amendment to be voted upon this 
evening, because he is compelled to be absent from the Capitol 


| during the remainder of the time to be devoted to the considera- 


tion of the pending bill. I shall not interpose any objection my- 
self to the consideration of the amendment at this time if it be 
agreeable to the Senate. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
Mr. ALLISON. That was agreed to. 
Mr. VEST. We did not get rid of paragraph 278. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 278 is still open to amend- 


What was done with paragraph 278? 


| ment. 


Mr. VEST. I want to call attention to that paragraph. 

I understand that there has been a reduction made of one-fourth 
of a cent a pound, and whilst I am very grateful on behalf of the 
consumers for that reduction, still I think it is an enormous tax. 
This article under the existing law is on the free list. The com- 
parative statement shows that in 1896 we exported $2,823,764 worth 
There is 
an enormous difference between $2,323,764 and $349,854.36. Why 
should that duty be put upon this article, an article of prime 
necessity? We have a great many applications on behalf of the 
soap manufacturers to allow the law to remain as it is. 

I move, with the consent of the Senate, that both these duties, 
‘** three-fourths of a cent,” in line 4, and ‘‘one-half of 1 cent,” in 
line 6, be stricken out; or, rather, I will move that the entire par- 
agraph be stricken out, in order that I may hereafter move to put 
tallow on the free list, where it is now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the Senator 
to move to strike out the entire paragraph. 

Mr. VEST. I move tostrike out paragraph 278, and I desire to 
move hereafter to put tallow on the free list. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri to strike out paragraph 278. 

The motion was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. T1LLMAN] will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert as additional sections 
the following: 


29a 


‘ 


Sec. —. That there shall be collected a head tax of $100 on all immigrants 
coming to the United States by land or water 

Sec, —. That it shall be a misdemeanor, punishable by fine or imprison 
ment, for any alien who does not intend to become an American citizen, on 
who retains his citizenship in a foreign country, to enter the United States 
for the purpose of engaging in any mechanical trade or manual labor within 
the borders thereof: Provided, That this section and the one immediately 
preceding shall only remain of force until silver shall be admitted to 
mints for coinage at the ratio of 16 to 1 on the same conditions with gold 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, this measure which I propose 
as an amendment is to some Senators, perhaps to most of them, 
a startling proposition, entirely foreign or contrary to all their 
inherited feelings, prejudices, and sentiments. We have a large, 
expansive country, many hundreds of thousands of square miles 
which are undeveloped, lands which would afford homes for mil- 
lions, yea, hundreds of millions, because our territory will in time, 
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when it is densely populated, come to hold as many people as Eu- 
rope; and the idea of excluding immigrants from coming to our 
shores, or of limiting immigration, is one that has always been 
obnoxious to the American people, and in fact it has never been 
broached with any seriousness until within the recent past. 

The Senate last winter, and also the House of Representatives, 
passed a bill restricting immigration along the lines of intelli- 
gence; that is, forbidding immigrants to come in who could not 
read or write their own language or the English language, 
showing that they had been educated to some extent. This 
amendment offered by me proposes to put a value upon American 
citizenship, to show how much it is worth to become an American 
freeman. 

. Mr.CHANDLER. To sell American citizenship for a hundred 
dollars. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator, who is so anxious to get into 
a colloquy, will wait, I will try to accommodate him before I get 
through. 

It is a question whether we will sell or put a value upon it, and 
let those who are able to pay that value buy it. At all events, it 
is the essence of protection, and that is what the Senater from 
New Hampshire claims to be—a protectionist; it is the quintes- 
sence of protection to American labor; and you stand here, and 
the Republican party stands here, as the champion of American 
labor against the pauper labor of Europe. You erect a barrier 

ainst the products of the pauper labor of Europe, and you 
allow the pauper labor of Europe to come here and compete in 
our markets until you have to-day perhaps a half million of men 
tramping the streets of the Northern cities without bread, beg- 
ging for work. 

The question is, Will you carry out your platform in any degree, 
in any pretense of fairness as to its construction, and give that 
protection to those who have already come to our shores which 
alone will enable them to obtain work for the next few years, and 


a that is, by stopping the supply of labor? For every man now 


tramping the streets you wish toadd another man, If you do not 
do something to stop it, you continue to pour into the supply of 
labor additional laborers, while you limit and harass and hamper 
and tie up the conditions which would allow the country to grow 
and expand in a natural way. 

The Republican platform, adopted last year, on this subject reads 
as follows: 

For the protection of the quality of our American citizenship and of the 
wages of our workingmen against the fatal competition of low-priced labor, 
we demand that the immigration laws be thoroughly enforced, and so ex- 
tended as to exclude from entrance to the United States those who can 
neither read nor write. 

The Democratic platform has this plank in it: 

We hold that the most efficient way of protecting American labor is to 

revent the importation of foreign pauper labor to compete with it in the 
Eome market, and that the value otthe home market to our American farm- 
ers and art is arety uced a vicious monetary system, which de- 
ee the prices of their products below the cost of production, and thus 
$ —- them of the means of purchasing the products of our home manu- 

And as labor creates the wealth of a country, we demand the passage of 
such laws as may be necessary in order to protect it in all its rights. 

In the Fifty-third Congress a a eo member of 
the House of Representatives declared that platforms were made 
to get into power with, but not to carry out in good faith. I pro- 
pose to ask that the Senate go on record on this amendment as to 
whether these two platforms were made to get into office or = 
made to get votes and deceive the people. The Democrats 
perhaps cavil and dispute as to whether this is a correct interpre- 
tation of our platform. 

What is a pauper? If you go out in the streets of this country 
in our cities and come across a man with a hundred dollars you 
will say that he is rich. So he is rich to-day in comparison with 
the thousands and hundreds of thousands who are out of work; 
but if you turn a stranger loose ir New York City from abroad 
with only $100 and with no likelihood of getting work unless he 
pushes some other man out of a job at a reduced price, you can 
characterize and classify such a man as nothing but a pauper. It 
is a question of the definition of ‘‘ pauper.” 

If an immigrant coming to our shores with only $100 is not a 
pauper, he soon will be, and if you will listen to the statistics 
which I shall present to you, you will find that your jails, your 
asylums, and your penitentiaries are to-day filled with this very 
class of men who have been admitted to our shores without any 
practical limitation. " 

Iam simply asking you, my Republican friends, and asking the 
Democrats, to vote here to give some value to American citizen- 
ship, and as you stand here pretending that you value it, that you 
want to hold it up, that you want to maintain the price for it, 
that yon do not want it to sink to the level of the pauper labor of 
Europe, it remains to be seen whether you will continue to allow 
the stream of a quarter of a million annually to pour into the 
American labor market, competing directly with our own people 

and with those foreigners who have preceded them for the work 
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that is to be had, when there is no work here under the con:jj; 
that exist. 

If you are honest protectionists and want to protect labo, 
can not help but vote for this measure or something akin +, 
The mere pretense that you will restrict immigration to thos. \ 
can only read and write is not sufficient, and will not co « 
with American laborers. It is not a question of being 4\,), 
read and write; itis whether you can handle brick and mort. 
whether you can go into a factory or not. Thousands and to, 
thousands of these ignorant and degraded foreigners w},., | 
come to our shores and debauch our suffrage were the main j), 
strumentality of carrying the last Presidential election. | s;.,, ; 
in the city of Chicago on the day of the election, and saw hun dro). 
and thousands of them stand there waiting to be bought. T)\..s, 
are the men who have brought this country to the verge .¢ 
ruin, both from a business standpoint and from a political stan. 
point. 

An examination of the records kept by the Government s} ws 
that since 1820 about 18,000,000 foreigners have come to Americ. 
These people have helped to develop America and make it w}).; 
it is. any of them constitute the very highest class of citize.- 
ship which we have. I have nothing against a foreigner bec...) 
he was born in Europe. All of our ancestors came from Euroj. 
at some time, if you go back one century or two, and it is only 4 
question of how long you have been here when you come ty tis: 
us by that standard. But the question now is, Can we afford to 
allow this continual inpouring of a corrupt and debased element 
that is lowering the standard of labor, lowering the standard of 
wages, debauching the nner and doing éverything that is con- 
trary to good order and morals? 

Pennsylvania, where haps as much misery exists as in any 
other State in this Union, seems to have been the depot wher» 
most of these people have congregated, or at least a large percont 


age of them. I have been in the coal mines of that State. and [ 
have seen there more misery and less manhood, less opportunity 
for manhood, than ever existed ona Southern farm before the war 


when the black slave was sold as a chattel; and to-day’s payer 
brings the report that a strike has been ordered involving the 
entire coal region of five States, embracing 125,000 men, who are 
demanding an increase of wages in order to be able to live and 
give bread to their families. 

The Pennsylvania legislature have had this question under con- 
sideration and been examining it, and the result of their investi- 

tion is a law by the last assembly and approved, to go 
nto effect on the 1st of July, by which that Commonwealth 
levies a tax of 3 cents a day on every alien at work within its 
borders. I have here a notice clipped from one of the Philade!- 
phia pee giving the details of the legislation and how the tax 
is to be collected. I will not consume the time of the Senate by 
having it read. I merely state the substance of it, and nobody 
will dispute the accuracy of my statement. I therefore send it 
to the desk and ask to have it incorporated in the Reconrp. 
THE TAX ON ALIENS TAKES EFFECT JULY 1—FOREIGNERS MUST THEN! 

AFTER PAY 3 CENTS PER DAY TO THE STATE—EMPLOYERS RESPONSI1/! 


THEY MUST KEEP AN ACCURATE RECORD, DEDUCT THE TAX FROM TIlE 
WAGES, AND ACCOUNT TO THE COUNTY COMMISSIONERS. 


Contractors, manufacturers, and officia!s of corporations throughout this 
city and State are much exercised over pene of the bil! by the legisla 
ture a few days ago which im a tax of 3 cents per day on the male aliens 
= loyed in of the wealth, such Gs being required to be 


uw from the salary of such laborers by their employers and turned over 
to the county treasury. As the bill has been ed by the governor, it has 
now become a law, and is to go into effect on July 1. 

The law makes it compulsory on the part of employers toascertain whe tlvr 
any of their male employees over 21 years of age are unnaturalized. and to 
keep a record of the number of dayssuch persons are employed each month, 
subject to examination by the a eae. Such employers must 

6 a quarterly report on the Ist day of January, April, July, and October 
each year to the county commissioners of the county in which employment 
is given, and on failure to so report shall be fined from $200 to $1,000. Blanks 
are to be furnished by the commissioners. ; : 

From the statistics available through the reports of the Commission: r © 
Immigration, the various consuls, and the census for some years back it 1s 
estimated that there are more than 100,000 aliens working in Pennsy!va 
large number of whom are to be found in the mills of Kensington. Manayunk 
and the other suburban districts of this city. Of course the majority 0! |!» 
cen popeece of the State is located in the mining regions of the Wyonins, 
Hazelton, and Schuylkill coal fields, where, it is said, nine-tenths of tho 
miners never become naturalized. 

The bill is also to protect the State against such skilled laborers as th - 
coming from England and, after working eo summer months. return 
to spend the winter at home. These men are bricklayers, painters. carp”! 
ters, and others employed out-of-doors. It is estima that they receive 
almost as much for one day’s work in America at these trades as they wou'l 
for a week's labor abroad, and can thus afford to go back and forth at wi, 
at the same time saving money and not paying anything for the privilex: 
carrying on their vocation on this side of the water. Such persons as th) 
will, no doubt, cause the contractors and builders a considerable amount © 
trouble under the new régime, but as the object of the bill is to favor 119 
sarees of American labor, it is thought that many of the foreigners 
will, on account of the additional bother necessary in rendering a report 0! 
their services to the State, be Somoaesely frozen out. 

ufacturers are beginning to wonder how they will arrive at the nun: 
ber of aliens in their employ, and are realizing that it will necessitate an 0u'- 
lay which would not be ne should they restrict the nationality of the 
laborers to Americans exclusively. 

For some time past the city contractors have been compelled, through ad 
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ordinance of councils, to employ only Americans, and are fined $5 for the vio- 
jation of the act. Director of Public Works Thompson said yesterday after- 


noon that there are now to his knowledge no aliens at work on city improve- | to find employment therein 


ments, and ied that whenever he heard that such were being employed he 


at once served notice on the contractors to have such persons discharged at | 


ont So far,” he continued, ‘‘ we have had no trouble in enforcing this law, and 
now that the State has placed a tax on the foreigners, and also provided a fine 
for the nonaction of their employers in collecting the same, there is little 
doubt but that the Americans will have a considerably better show." 

The tax of 3 cents per day for three hundred days in the year would 
amount to §9 each head, and would probably yield a million dollars, One- 
half of the revenue is to go to the schools, and the balance to defray the gen- 
eral expenses of the county. 

The federated workers have had the question of immigration 
under discussion for some years, and after long cogitation, because 
most of them, or at least a great number of them, are foreigners 
themselves, and they weigh what they do when they ask that re- 
striction be placed upon immigration—they have within the past 
week, through a referendum vote in the State of New York, in 
which upward of 100,000 men participated, by an almost unani- 
mous vote, asked that immigration be restricted absolutely for 
five years, showing that they realize that the supply of labor ex- 
ceeds the demand, that the opportunity to get wor does not exist 
under present conditions, and that they see nothing ahead of them 
but suffering and misery, unless you cut off this continual inpour- 
ing of foreign labor to compete with American labor. I will send 
up this statement and ask that it may be printed in the Recorp. 
The head lines are as follows: 

No immigration for five years—State Federation of Labar's drastic recom- 


mendation—W ants Congress to act—Resolutions favoring a long suspension 
of entry indorsed by 98,000 wage workers. 


The resolutions referred to are as follows: 


TO SUSPEND IMMIGRATION. 

Whereas the repeated abuses of this country’s very liberal immigration 

licy, the regular evasion of laws ages ag eee privileges and oppor- 
Ponit ies to the aparemes of all nations, and the increasing degradation and 
displacement of American workmen by the importation and employment 
upon our public works of cheap labor from fore lands, have opened the 
eyes of our wage earners to the fact that a system of protection which oper- 
oles merely to exclude a few —- products, while attracting and admit- 
ting hordes of foreign producers, is a curse instead of a blessing to home in- 
dustry: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, By this convention, representing 98,000 trade unionists of 
New York State—and thus voicing the supp a of 2,000,000 unem- 
ployed but workers throughout the United tes—that we recom- 
mend to Congress the enactment of a Federal law suspending immigration 


for oe five years, and until such further time as the domestic de- 
for labor shall have overtaken the supply. 

And be it further resolved, That steps be ep to notify the workers of the 
world that we believe the interests of international brotherhood demand 
this action for the of all concerned.—Resolutions adopted at the con- 
vention of the State rd of the American Federation of Labor, and now in- 


dorsed by a referendum vote of 98,000 workers. 


Mr. TILLMAN. No doubt three-fourths of them voted the Re- 
ublican ticket. You promised them protection for American 
bor by your tariff. Now, incorporate in that tariff a provision 
which protect them by keeping their competitors at home in 
E instead of only levying tariff duties on the articles which 
that labor produces abroad. hat is the difference between the 
— labor of Europe Seow to America and the pauper 
abor of Europe in Europe? You are sinking your labor to the 
level of the labor of Europe by allowing free trade in labor where 
es demand protection against the products of foreign labor. 
ou can not the proposition or the honesty or truth of it. 
My friend the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER}, 
who is smiling so complacently and derisively, will undoubtedly 
controvert some of the positions I take. I want to call his atten- 
tion to a few facts taken at random from different official reports, 
some from his own reports, some from the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGE], some from the report of the legislative com- 
mittee 
the anthracite region and the coal mines of the bituminous region. 
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and frugal class of people, willing to work, and asa rule see 


king it 
account of the large percentag 


of foreign labor above referred to, are un 
or to ameliorate their condition 


nm 
able 


Then the committee go on to say that the products of those 
mines running at full time would be 380,000,000 tons, while the 
demand is for only 15,000,000 cons, and they state further that 
therefore those men for years have been able to get only two and 
a half or three days’ work a week, while they are compelled to 
remain idle the balance of the time; and yet you do not want to 
protect American labor by keeping out competitors. Perhaps they 
will keep on voting the Republican ticket: and if they do, so help 
me God, I hope they will not get relief, for you have only been 
giving them lip service for years. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
South Carolina to the fact that the report he is reading from is 
the report of a Republican committee; that the act of the assembly 
which he has had incorporated in the Recorp is the act of a Re 


| publican legislature, and was signed by a Republican governor. 


Pennsylvania which recently visited the coal mines of | 


Here is what the legislative committee says in its report, just | 


printed: 

Sixty per cent and more of miners in the district have been drawn from 
the lowest ranks of the laboring classes of the Old World, and who come here 
without any knowledge whatever of our Government, its institutions, or its 

te in these mining communities in such large numbers 
as to enable retain their language, their manners, their customs, and 
even their laws; they make little attempt to become, and as a rule do not 
become, , apparently have no desire to become assimilated with 
our body politic or life, crowd themselves into miserable dwellings or abodes, 
in many cases li worse than beasts, and by their practices become a 
menace to the lives, th, and safety of the community in which they live. 

Your committee found the homes or abodes of the miners at many of the 
mines in a very filthy and untenantable condition, the miners being herded 

like cattle and in many cases wallowing in their own filth, breeding 

disease and atocing not only their own health, but that of the community 
which they live, their condition being a rebuke to our civilization and a 
to our State, degenerating and debasing American labor and helping 


B 


age 


t little for their services or whatsoever he feels disposed. 


That is in Pennsylvania, thirty years after your boasted eman- 
cipation of the black slaves. Here is a statement of the same 
committee: 
percentage of American and English-speakin 


The small laborers who find 
employment 


in the mines asa general rule are an intelligent, industrious, 








| 


| they do or not. 


Mr. TILLMAN. And I am asking a Republican Congress to go 
a little further and give some actual protection by keeping out 
their competitors from abroad. Will you doit? Dare you do it? 
Or will you only give them lip service at 3 cents a day as a tax 
levied on their competitors? 

There are so many iniquities disclosed here as to the methods of 
the coal barons and the railroadsin dealing with these people that 
it would be good reading to give it all to you, but I can only pick 
out at random an occasional instance of the infamies that are prac 
ticed. I am not dealing with that special subject, however, and 
prefer to go on and present the facts as to why these people ask 
you to protect them by restricting immigration and giving the 
country time to absorb and assimilate this vast inpouring of mil- 
lions of foreigners who have come here so rapidly that we have 
not been able to Americanize them or give them work. 

The surplus labor in and about the anthracite mines contributes largely to 
the present condition of affairs. After the strike of 1875 the influx of fo 
eign immigration began and has continued with but little interruption to 
the present time. While the country has always encouraged foreign immi 
gration, yet since the time mentioned a class of foreigners have been coming 
in to which particular objection is made on the part of those employed in 
the anthracite mining regions, namely, the Poles, Hungarians, Italians, and 
Slavs. 

I believe my friend the Senator from Minnesota called that 
Slav. I will leave off the ‘‘e” in the last word I read for his ben- 
efit, because I do not want to insult his cultured ear or bring up 
unpleasant reminiscences or recollections or sentiments in con- 
nection with the word “slave.” 

Mr. NELSON. There is no trouble about ‘‘the Senator from 
Minnesota.” He will always take care of himself. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not doubt that. 


At first doubtless they were all employed as laborers, but gradually they 
became miners, and in many instances the former employer was confronted 
by his foreign laborer as a rival for his own position. It is claimed that this 
ones of people are un-American in every way, adopting none of our ideas of 
citizenship and living in a manner unknown to us asa people. In most cases 
their objects and aims are to secure sufficient to enable them to return to 
their native lands or to assist in bringing other of their kin to this country 
Unless a change is speedily made, the time is not far distant when the miners 
of the anthracite region will be composed entirely of these people to whom 
they now strenuously object. Such a condition of affairs is not conducive to 
safety in the mines. Non-English speaking superintendents and foremen 
must necessarily produce trouble and render the mine more liable to acci 
dents. The committee has referred to the undesirability of this class of peo 
ple. Their un-American ideas are further shown by the fact that every 
month large sums of money, representing their surplus earnings, are sent to 
their native lands. 


Now, here is another extract from one of the Pennsylvania pa- 
pers, in which Chairman Focht, of the joint legislative committee 
appointed to investigate the number of aliens in State institutions, 
presented his report to the house of representatives. Itis toolong 
for me to read. The substance of it, however. is that foreign 
countries make a business of gathering up their paupers and crim 
inals and their other undesirable classes of citizens and shipping 
them here, and that our laws do not stop them and keep them out; 
consequently, that the charitable institutions of Pennsylvania to 
day are overburdened to the extent that one-half of their inmates 
are foreign born, and the American farmers and others are com 
pelled to support those institutions for the benefit of the paupers 
who have been admitted here under our immigration laws 

I will ask that this clipping be inserted in the Recorp. {| do not 
know that anybody will ever read it, and I don whether 


into the 


are 
Like a good many other things that go 
RECORD, it may never be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GaLLIncer in 


the chair), 


| Without objection, the article will be printed in the Recorp. 
it to their own low level, making their condition one of chronic servi- | 
and depravity, and in many cases enabling their employer to pay them | 


The article is as follows: 


UNWELCOME ALIENS—MOVE TO RID THE STAT? 


FOREIGNERS TOO PLENTY 


OF AN INCUMBRANCE 


Chairman B. K. Focht, of the joint legislative « 


i¢ ry 
| ri 


mil } . 
i present his 


vestigate as to the number of aliens in State institutions | 

report in the house to-day. This committee has been busy fora yearanda 
half, assisted in its work by the patriotic organizations thr nnsyl- 
vania. ted in part 


sughout Ps 


Personal visits have been made to the institutions supp 
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or whole by the State. The cost of the inquiry was about $3,000, which was 
provided for at the last session. 

The committee's report eave in part: 

* The evils complained of that led to the framing of the resolution author- 
izing this investigation have grown out of the too liberal immigration laws 
of the country. In later years they have invited, in many cases, no longer 
the thrifty European, who at once became self-sustaining and a good citizen, 
but many of the degraded and ignorant of the Slavonic countries. These 
have not only beon a menace to American workingmen,. unbalancing the 
equilibrium that previously existed between employer and employee, but 
the burden put upon the taxpayer for the support of these unnaturalized 
foreigners has become unbearable, and there is need of quick action lest the 
great charities that have been furnished through the Christian benevolence 
of the people of Pennsylvania be in lar 

yurely alien class, instead of relieving 
ormer taxpayers, 

“It is a fact, confirmed by statistics, that the extent of immigration to our 
shores during given years or periods depends upon business prosperity, show- 
ing how impossible it is for years of prosperity to extend over long periods, 
since, as soon as there is a demand for our products, the tide of immigration 
turns to our country and the demands for labor are quickly filled, wages go 
down, and then follows complaint of hard times. 

* This is particularly hurtful to Pennsylvania and the Eastern States, for, 
while the West has received many imm nts, who were quickly absorbed 
on account of the vast stretches of unsettled country, in the East American 
labor is confronted with the necessity of surrendering a fraction of its em- 

Jloyment to the newly arrived immigrants, who have swarmed here like 
Siovased matter from a body politic, or sending them to our public institu 
tions to be supported by the State. 

* foreign countries have made it a business to gather up the mentally and 

rysically weak—those likely to become a public burden—and have sh ad 

hem to the United States, paying their ocean passage, and here they qulady 
become Objects of public bounty.” 

The committee's records are as nearly accurate as such information can 
be, when it is considered that the work of ascertaining these facts was done 
among a class who not only in many instances have unpronounceable names, 
but who speak a foreign tongue. nd itis fair to assume that the percent- 
age of burden borne by the State and counties is in excess of the numbersand 
amount ascertained by the committee. 

“Fearing the refusal of admittance, many claimed citizenship who never 
were naturalized, while, where records were not kept, hundreds were left 
out, and the extent to which they were a burden upon the public must be 
approximated. It is the belief of the committee that, while our report shows 
that the number of inmates exceeds 20,000, necessitating an expenditure of 
over $1,000,000 per annum, as the sum-total cost to the State and counties for 
the maintenance, it is our conviction, from observation and investigation, 
that the amount is in excess of $1,500,000, and is yearly increasing. 

* Our correspondence with the officials of every State in the country dis- 
closes the fact that oe the people are awake to this issue, and are 
considering means of relief. 

** Minnesota has just passed a law providing for the removal of aliens into 
other States and to other countries where they belong. Massachusetts long 
ago began to battle with the question, and a law on the statute books enables 
the authorities to remove alien paupers and alien insane to other States and 
other countries. 

* To meet and remedy the evil which exists in Pennsy!vania, and which is 
universally deplored, we have drawn a bill which is now on the house calen- 
dar. It is modeled after the laws of other States where the plan has worked 
successfully, but so as to entirely conform to not only the constitution of the 
State but to humanitarian u . Weareconfident that if this bill becomes 
a law the Commonwealth will be saved millions of dollars, the standard of 
citizenship elevated, our congested public institutions relieved, anda higher 
incentive to acquire the requisite qualifications of citizenship presented to 
those who truly and honestly come to our shores to seek freedom and become 
a law-abiding, industrious part of the body politic.” 


Mr. TILLMAN. The only thing I am solicitous about getting 
in the Record is how Senators are going to vote on the amend- 
ment, 

I have a table, copied from a Government publication, the Ab- 
stract of Statistics, giving the total immigration by nationalities 
for the last seventy-six years. I ask that it also may be inserted 
in the Recorp, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the table 
will be inserted in the Recorp., 

The table is as follows: 


No. 1.—Total immigration to the United States during each fiscal year since 1819, 

Number | 
of immi- 
grants. 








part diverted to the support of a 
e distress of American citizens and 





Year. 


Year. 


Year. 
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No. 2.—Table of immigration by nationalities and countries since 139 up toand 
including the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895. e 


The United Kingdom: 
















England .... ..- wee one casene esvensccbeseccesce -. 1,809,916 
BIOS Utiabwon ctstids ccna scesendedbidwugeede -. 4,085, 118 
SN kb gin n cendnousccscndkhipanhaisbnged a 371, 430 
i icicgiindnasniiosicds aakueh ela iteh bitiaindais 87,133 
Se IND cs aatndnninadiabdndedecatatanpiptatnakdmentene 560, 420 
aa rchbed sebtien Uubad A pub neibak hécbee tins acucae.... eo - 
Scandinavia: — 
Norway and Sweden together up to 1870 153, 928 
TT SE tO win wach acageduhcindiecntnecskexie 382, 265 
OPO SED BOT an bccn cccdinbovinnans cies 660, 193 
IIT 6. id ccs etd eieglhbdadiaees gnacte andnnntene 138,173 
British North America up to 1885 (no record since) _-........__- a Fe 4 : 4 


Austria-Hungary: 



























Bohemia 77, 247 
Hungary 256, 348 
Other parts of Austria, except Poland.....-........... 884, 276 
Italy, including Sicily and Sardimia........................-.-....... pa a 
Russia, including Finland, but not Poland: aga 
ussia hetaban thainetbe band tebe eioanaeeesccee €90,085 
ER catapienis-ncnae natin ieanlin dues elalainisincs 34, 222 
— 504, 848 
F BO ecagnccs conqnesecces BRL. 490 
Saeagtand ei. 197 408 
Netheriands. a fren 
8 PED sbebe capcupewcssceecsnecdesnecdusSennceehensens oven cccnc nce cscc 59. 72 
EE Setedia poce cocemenn desedes enceseceese Shdncacdbdeenecne cose cceesccce 37.506 
Portugal ......... Sti lho eth ure gine ae Ee nn oom tins ope oa. 21.707 
os in Europe, including Roumania, Bulgaria, Servia, and 
on OHSSbS mp Saeewescane cdonee nan senseseeussensdncce o00600 c2--.- l 
Unclassified, including Asiatic and African .......................... O78 O55 
Ws dk.cntndamsdhectsakiaghbbadiatitineniimsgadtsvsmestocccccee 18,082, 785 
No. 3.—Immigration classified by races. 
Germanic: 
ID sinc thdtbih wehbe thee scbiaaeedecess Maexwce 6,070,006 
England, exclusive of Ireland, Scotland, and Wales... 2,370,336 
nn ide kinsintudikedeinlon eda oiputdente dese 1,319, 550 
es ae ee 1, 040, 925 
German parts of Austria....... .......2.-5.%0s00-....-.- 884, 276 
INL cons s200cnednnekitebndtcsaishnies enkeee ste 127, 972 
—— 10,219, 104 
Germanic-Celtic: 
SI sists os nisshielad Rhtindi dics tehenel eobidhailinipMinesspnatiiblbiiinathdeih tisds-treente 4,085, 118 
ED a skiidiiictiladnndeinnanliiteiuiiit Saiitlnsin ane tbiacRiteistiies-cieimsie 871, 430 
Licniginsis GbksadidinusbnmnediacisindanediinndliieEmasecn 87,133 
— 4,443,681 
Latin: 
ec ceil ds nabhadalacainensctins caiibiiine ss - 082,611 
iD cbc ain baghacdneindbmmininetaaciadhiinagenscan 384, 490 
SEE h:2.binyainon sats dbus snupeesetheuinnnbsaipatinccannace 87, 506 
iano soriididabedbicindadnebebintchuinbatidinhe <imhjens mane 21,797 
———— 1,126,404 
Poles, Slavs, Hungarians, and kindred races: 
i uidicits iosuiatscutpabpinibtnlpebegiad etbhescusicces 256, 348 
NIRS nik Lis watagint eiciihigiie olcasbighiten heinsiha peaicnats Mabieene cane 145, 843 
ggg ading ; Roumania, Bulgaria, ated 
rkey in Eu , inc 
Servis, Gly CEI. dnnnctntichnn pocnténdinad dakoce 14, 122 
493, 560 
Tartar-Slav-Germanic: 
Russia in Europe, exclusive of Finland and Poland ............. 470, 626 
tin-Germanic: 
NES nak schtucduenstbiniuminidiginhnsiddidiitpasas 197, 408 
I ic cnt dcctsl ncnnen naceemsn osenengmasanihnsns dimnane 59, 725 
257, 133 
Finland........ Diet ide RR sl 34, 222 
Unclassified, including Latin-Indian, negro, and Asiatic............ 978, 055 
TiN a a a ae nee 18, 022, 785 


Se RRR RR RRR ee RRR e Sew em ee mate e wns neee 


Native born, both parents foreign.............. il al 
Native born, one parent foreign ......... 


‘oreign 
Foreign born and of foreign parentage -. 
Wative af fevsign ganestens 


a ere TI ain oss kc incinrccnincccne.n-.--..-- 


Mr. TILLMAN. In the of the Commissioner of Labor 
for 1604, page 44, er t the proportion of those of foreign 
birth to total pop on in the slums in Baltimore was 77 ))' 
cent, in Chicago 90 per cent, in New York 95 per cent, and 11 
Philadelphia 91 per cent. It also a from the same report 
that of every 100 aliens, 40 were i tes in the slums of Balti- 
more, 47 in Chicago, 59 in New York, and 51 in Philadelphia; an! 
that of every 100 of these illiterate aliens there were 67 males 0! 
bm age in Baltimore, 77 in Chicago, 78in New York, and 5) 11 

elphia. 

An analysis of the destination of the immi 
three years shows that over one-half of all the 





ants for the last 
ts to this 








1897. 





country have settled in the States of Maine, New Hampshire, Ver- 
mont, husetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, New 
Jersey, and Pennsylvania (North Atlantic division). 

In 1895, 65 per cent of our immigration settled in three States, 
namely, Massachusetts, New York, and Pennsylvania, and 53.40 
per cent settled in New York and Pennsylvania. 

So you see how you got your big Republican majority last year 
in the States named, and it is easy to see that there is too much 
labor heing imported, and that something ought to be done. 

By the last census, 26 per cent of the white prisoners confined in 
jails are persons of foreign birth. The total number of convicts 
in our itentiaries whose birthplace is known is 28,440, com- 

of 13,715 native born and 14,725 foreign born, showing more 
than one-half of all our white convicts to be of foreign birth. 
Our charitable institutions contained 69,962 inmates, of which 24 
per cent was of foreign birth. Our poorhouses contained 53,696, 
of which number 27,648 were born in foreign countries, or a little 
over 51 per cent. : 

In a report made to the House in the second session of the Fif- 
tieth Congress by Mr. Ford, from the Select Committee on Inves- 
tigation of Foreign Immigration, we find the testimony of Dr. 
Hoyt, for twenty years connected with the board of charities and 
corrections in the city of New York. Here is what he said: 

That every charitable institution in the State of New York is now not only 
filled with occupants, but overflowing, and that the State annually expends 


in gore of paupers, insane persons, etc. , $20,000,000, and that this condi- 
tion of affairs is largely due to improper immigration. 


Free trade in labor, high protective tariff on the products of 
labor! I want to know how much longer you Republicans are 
going to be able to fool these poor devils and get them to vote 
your way. 

Fifteen years ago 90 per cent of the people engaged in the man- 
ufacture of cigars in the city of New York were American citi- 
zens. To-day over 90 per cent are foreigners. The Americans 
have been driven out. The wages were then fifteen and twenty 
dollars a week, and now four and eight dollars per week. 

Now I come to the kind of law you have on the statute books, 
by which you intend or endeavor honestly to keep out undesirable 
citizens. That is the contract-labor law and the law prohibiting 
the introduction into our country of paupers and insane persons 
and others of the lowest and the dirtiest and meanest of men. 

What have been the statistics as to these classes? I find from 
an examination that the number of alien contract laborers re- 
turned to the countries whence they came from March 1, 1889, to 
March 31, 1894, was 2,887, whereas the total number of immi- 
grants from 1889 to 1894 was 2,985,000. 

In 1894, when our immigration amounted to 314,467, the fol- 
lowing were returned under that law: Contract laborers, 461; 
those Gesignated as a publiccharge, 427; convicts, 1, and diseased 
persons, 2, thus showing a return of only 891. 

The tage of those which our system has been able to 
catch and return has been so infinitesimal that it is not worth 
aie about. We have absolutely let in everybody who was 
shipped here. The laws which we have are not worth the paper 
on which they are written, so far as restricting and keeping out 

irable immigrants is concerned. 

Now, Mr. President, I thank God I can say it, for it is the truth, 
that to-day in the Southern States the man who wants to get 
work can findit. There are no hungry people there who can not 

something to eat. We are the section which has been robbed 
the policy of protection to American labor, but to-day the only 
in America where every man can get something to eat, if he 
willing to work, is south of Mason and Dixon's line. There- 
fore there is nothing in this for my section except to purify, ele- 
vate, and lift up the general standard of American citizenship, 
and to give us a voting population in the near future, after they 
shall have been educated to know the duties and rights of Ameri- 
can citizens, so that we can have a better Government and hap- 
pier country than we have. 

We are face to face with conditions that are appalling to every 
of his . There are to-day unemployed im these vast 
of Northern cities, where the millions ‘ nose each 
ike flocks of sheep,” hundreds of thousands of foreigners 
desperate men who are calculating and thinking and 
sedition. They are wondering how much longer they can 
the pangs of hunger and how much longer they will have 
the dry husks of protection and gold monometallism as 
means that will give them relief. They voted for it. 
not deserve any pity. 
nevertheless you in honesty ought to reach out your hand 
. ‘* We will give you this protective tariff just as fast as we 
we are hurrying it as fast as possible, but in the mean- 
will protect you in the most effectual way we can by 
# down the floodgate which is letting into this country 
month fifteen or twenty thousand competitors, who enter 
you into the market and ask for the work which you ought 


: 
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to have when there is not enough work to go round.” Instead of 
the condition of affairs which ought to exist. and which existed 
until the recent past, in which every man who had a job found 
it difficult to find a man to take his job, there are two. three, or 
five men hunting for every job that exists, and it 
allow people to be poured in, fail to check 
and Vandals and Huns—to use the simile of those who destroved 
the Roman Empire—I tell you that you are laying Ww day of 
wrath when these people will turn and rend and burn you in 
your own palaces. 

It is just as certain as that Paris was burned by a mob of the 
commune in 1871; it is just as certain as fat ss you do some- 
thing to relieve and stop this cancerous ulcer, that the country is 
to be thrown into the throes of revolution and bloodshed and fire 
by this very class you have allowed to pour in here. 

I have a great many facts here bearing on this question which I 
willnot present. The Senate is impatient to move on in its blind 
ness, in its desire and effort to give protection to American labor by 
erecting a wall around America and leaving the flood gates open, 
so that the workmen of foreign countries are perpetually crawl- 
ing and coming through the door to compete with those who have 
come in ahead, and to compete with native-born Americans. 

I ask, however, leave to insert two letters, with the accompany- 
ing tables referred to, as showing the condition of affairs in the 
anthracite coal region of Pennsylvania. They are from a promi- 
nent attorney of Pottsville, who has been a Republican all his 
life, but who supported the Chicago platform and its nominee in 
the last campaign: 


you continue to 


the inroad of Goths 


unLeSss 


POTTSVILLE, PA 





DEAR SENATOR: I inclose you an article headed “ Interesting ta! Mr. 
R. C. Luther, general manager of the Reading Coal and Iron Company. fur- 
nished the data for this table under oath before the legislative nmittee. 
You will notice 35} per cent of the employees of the Reading Coal and Iron 


Company in and around their mines are Poles and Huns for the month of 
October, 18%. You will further notice that there are only 2 of the 
employees Poles and Huns in and about their mines in 18@2. The Reading em- 
ployees are 2) per cent of the total number in the anthracite fields 

This is the most definite and accurate information you can get on this sub 
ject. The same proportion of Poles and Huns are employed throughout the 
entire anthracite fields in Pennsylvania, and the average would be the same 
for the entire number employed in the anthracite fields. Some individual 
operators employ a larger proportion of Poles and Huns, and some a much 
smaller proportion, but an average of the whole field would be what is shown 
in this sworn statement of Mr. Luther 

The legislative committee filed their report on the Mth of June. This ex- 
tract is from the Pottsville Daily Republican of June |6 [also inclose you 
an extract from the report of the chairman of the legislative committee to 
make an investigation of the foreigners in our penal and charitable institu 
tions. i will during the day receive from Mr. Browera report as to our jail, 
of which he is warden, and send that. The most astonishing thing in regard 
to our foreign emigration is the number of them that are getting into our 
charitable and penal institutions. They crowd our almshouses and our jails. 
If there was no reason other than that, this hundred-dollar tax should be im- 
posed upon these foreigners. 

The work ahead of you may seem beset with almost insurmountable diffi- 
culties, but Garretson had to meet more determined and better fortified op- 
position when he undertook the fight against slavery 

The great majority of our people are getting but a bare existence. It is 
painful to hear of the poverty and depression. I just had a talk with a trav- 
eling man who has spent six weeks in western Ohio, Illinois, and Lowa, and 
he tells me that a worse condition prevails there than here. It seems hard 
to realize. 

Yours, sincerely, 


7 per cent 


WM. WILHELM. 
Senator B. R. TrLLMAn, 


Washington, D. C. 


POTTSVILLE, PA., June 26, 
DEAR SENATOR: I inclose you a statement received from tho warden of 
our prison. He tells me that the percentage of Poles and Huns that were 
committed to the prison is much larger than appears according to the inclosed 
statement, but all young Poles and Huns born in this country are classed as 
Americans, although, to all intents and purposes, they are not Americans 
The Polish and Hungarian population of this county is only 15 per cent of the 
total population, although you see that the foreign-born Poles and Huns con- 
stitute over 44 per cent of the jail commitments for the year 1496. A still 
larger percentage of these Poles and Hunsare found in our poorhouse. 
Yours, sincerely, 


Senator B. R. TrLuMAN, 
Washington, D. C. 


1897. 


WM. WILHELM. 


POTTSVILLE, PA., June 26, 1897 
Dear Srr: In regard to your inquiry as to the Poles and Huns committed 
during the year 1806, I find the record shows the following: 
Total commitments to Schuylkill County prison, 1896-__........... . 113% 
Wumber of Poles.................-- a a 36 
a ad waweinnnncdqacndimennin 114 
Total of Poles and Huns... : I ee ol . MO 


Of the 1,135 committed during the year 1806, there was 42} per cent Ameri- 
ean born, 57$ per cent foreign born 

I give you this statement im lieu of amy published statement with reference 
to the Poles and Huns, as at the present time we are not making up any pub- 
lished reports. 

Yours, truly, 
Cc. W. BROWER, Warden. 
WILLIAM WILHELM, Esq., 
Potteville, Pa. 
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INTERESTING TABLES CONNECTED WITH THE REPORT OF THE LEGISLATIVE MINING COMMITTEE. 


During the menth of October, 1896, when the collieries were in full operation, a register of all the employees in the mining department was prepar 
and the following is a condensed statement of the same: ; par 
















































































Parentage. 
" « _ - - megaman: a emupinies 
Occupation. oy 1 peated thes | | Ger | ¥an- | Ital Foreign Mar 
. -| Eng- . a sob | - PT orn, ed 
ployees. | tone. lish. | Irish. | san. ne otch.| Welsh. | Polish. garian.| ian. | ried 
INSIDE LABOR. | i | | 
WQROUMOR |. 6c ccncesecses Laden ieiaimehan taka dicburembnwibna ‘oan 7 7 15 | 25 | Bik: ae Beate Erie is ae cease 42 
1 | + 
a areas S catibdit depo Ruddadvasuvivecs ater 205 15 34 | 79 oe te Se ee a oe 1 4,378 5 oie 
I Es inns iW Wilds dha nthe dinndkacopedduneacenanwen 7,101 | 1,018 433 | 1,878 | 309 106 4,378 5 Ong 
CE I nid on ccna aginnht nee de abesis aceetannd 921 121 109; B47 17 s 400 
Miners’ laborers.... - a eitidich allie hei Ge atacim dina naaigt 2,978 447 124 | = 281 | 50 2, O87 R44 
I coe ciabatensdaampehssaccnqtvere titan addehvbastes 651 102 41 194 41 275 D4 
tn dn bs en diaedin cag EORReaiee tea iie 207 25 21 72 . 7 
Repair men..... 427 ot 53 142 130 
Road men..... 212 50 18 81 122 
Bottom men.. 5 344 110 2 118 | Ol 
I eee 5 os ebeemebancbodebas s pic | 1 29 8 63 | . 
witchmen and car runners. ................. io 8 o diphaninid 155 36 12 58 ) 
ier ik cnc nh ow anibanidind devon $6nehe tiie babes 404 115 2; wi 
I ica is 5 vec aacennrds Somvactinnrsancuese 7 14 9 27 
RS iste. dhdek densdonwuns Uccadhass vhswlecnsupesetns 29 9 6 ll o} 
PINS csididisinn Guess Kedutebbawer ap din thgasiutinbecesécwccss 69 15 1b 19 1 
 iitdsibdngitdur ascek toes Aieettien lana nila Cristalina 98 82 18 ah See a ee Ee | 49 
hh ee wc whens tw ec 1,010 264 738 390 | “ 
SE  cSeddias pevedsacescven Sibiu beens caseciseee 151 30 14 71 | 10% 
TAO nos Cuvee o cpa 1,104 192 i 306 | 7 
Total inside labor..............-...-.--.--.------------} 16,580} 2,785 | 1,108! 3,779 | 8. 464 
} nr a a en | 
OUTSIDE LABOR. 
I Fad nici mb daileentbv nik hibdeltinn Gish iituae add otal antl 4 24 15 | 18 
i. nk «i. snaih inn cuba Seachiaain ibe tase diners 39 13 9 Bb Ar paes cual oct AE Eakcaog cual ce Besathcclsckee f " 
PE icntniene maids nachignechne bud dndies aeenth ondibe bios 45 9 tains ened ; BE oe keel 24) ME Bens odes »% 
ee a ag oe Sapdisind medians 179 68 | 2 | a eo . 140 
Carpenters earn SDE FOPRITS) . 2.522. rece case pinned 178 30 4 6 | a ed oe Mad ota ccabosteatinied 149 
DMOERIENS ONG HOLPOTS... .. -- 00 so od oor essa cdec cccevcsees 178 60 16 NG tN oe cy MR CU E e BS s MER. i oes ay 1n) 
a ir ee atten na thes 1h Belle ab nagewra Sekine 577 67 97 ee ee So a POE SO 173 
UIE Kina tet diinbads a aandinndiye winctuatan awedpdhsnneonsieghun | 421 121 27 eee) ee) ee ee my 
DO SE, cdsinsenes ‘ 121 32 4 Gs RR Bedaktenel. SRE OUR bate ace 5 
Plane men ........ Sin =s a 4 21 6 Re er Ta acl a RR  - v Aka ry 
MD cxacce ccsene 139 BL 6 EM icneenh = OL Eos ss 
Platform men -..... 490 42 8 47 248 
Rock and dirt men... 498 99 14 106 173 
EE ov nndduadhbdddicenks cacveninuehenane diteaniintebs 261 65 29 90 145 
OE «lacks canis uschaiumancn giuatt acids tails beth 5,944 | 1,418 252 | 1,086 530 
atta a ck owuben aabsiniennpannitbeasen taka waaest 251 84 17 73 66 
I int dndhnnaedsdiweatcbahonnssectosseasburdedasates 72 18 16 20 65 
I anti iice den nine bake onweicentihiewdiln ie eisianenwn nas 62 2 3 10 nl 
ie aid wana ipo sunientnshadmeianmbees Jian 61 7 3 10 ry 
SEUREE vasoiin anh wAvtnndessninpeas censde shndeGqhors shnedhsocces| 11é | 53 7 28 | ‘ 
OE ert ath elnctanh Login, Sits slguabaalabeoeseiss 169 | % 9 11 | 113 
Repair and road mea 2 22220000] 97 | 38 9 19 58 
ie atiied tie ots hae sce ceidemee Pabenbn Gn nenppeel 158 | 60 10 6 48 
Switchmen and car runners.............-...--------.---0.+- 58 2 4 10 ; 
Spraggers and oilers ......... Kicked Gesmatinpeamindadah + sun hewn 167 | oF 4 49 16 
leat tire ch iol als na cnaben kounedhaeeCowtes 1,233! 350 74 1% 513 
Ne Oe NO i isin disc cogicionan Suntbonsucic ciedeses 100 | 31 17 28 42 
ODS iaiiicnc ctastndRtekkscknsdubendvbcinns 11,830 | 3,118 601 | 2,246 3, 484 
Total inside labor...............2...sss..ssssssccocesesasssee| 16,590 | 2,725 | 1,108] &770 8) 404 
Tota) outside and inside labor...................-.-.--- | 28,860 | 5,838 | 1,790) 6,025 11,48 
SE ANON ais sas vse sinha tins dattenelenessdankeaiiegtnl.-. nn 6} 31.5 | 
el ieee TE eid sais cise ota ndaccnaxaiecbehans 25,665 | 4,682 | 2,065) 6,908 
I RG asks doit da seen esas vinghberddcekakonesseu dciacelia | 100 18 8.5 27 


against pevete labor by prohibiting its importation. It is a ques- 
tion with my Democratic colleagues whether this condition sha! 
be brought about. The Republican party is committed to the 
protection of American labor at any and at all times, but especially 
to protect it by prohibiting the illiterate from coming in. The 
$100 which I ask you to put here is a very small bonus for a ima 
to pay for the privilege of coming into this great country and 
becoming a citizen, with the right to have the tender nursing 0 
that mother of American industries, the Republican party. It is 
a very small amount to charge. The question is, Can you affor: 
not to charge it, under the circumstances? 

Now I will let my friend from New Hampshire, who has been 
enjoying himself in anticipation of the meal he is going to make 
off of me and my amendment, come in and explain why it is that 
he will not vote for it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, nothing would give me 
greater pleasure than to devour the incisive and inconsistent Se1- 
ator from South Carolina, But I am afraid I shall not have the 
pleasure of making a final meal of him to-day. 

‘The Senator has well stated the evils of indiscriminate immi 
gration into this country. I agree, I am happy to say to him, 
with every word he has said in reference to those evils. Every- 
thing that can be done by law and by good administration to kee) 
out , degraded, injurious immigrants should be done. Tw» 
very laws within the last ten years restricting immigration 
have been placed upon the statute book of this country. They are 
good laws of administration, and they have been well enforced by 
officials, Republican and Democratic. 


These letters show most conclusively the necessity for prompt 
and vigorous action by Congress. In a report presented to the 
Senate by Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Immigration, 
at the first session of the Fifty-first Congress, No. 1095, we find 
that Edmund Stephenson, on April 11, 1890, in the course of his 
examination, testified as follows: 


My experience in Castie Garden is that hundreds and thousands of skilled 
mechanics, stonecutters, stone-masons, glass blowers, locomotive engineers, 
come regularly to this country every spring, year after year, and stay here 
until about November. ae y no taxes for our schools; they perform no 
jury ony. nor are they liable to; they donot perform any of the duties of 
or exeept the protection they get from the city, the State, wherever 
they reside. 

ring all the working season they are sending their money back home to 
their wives, their children, their parents, and at the end of the working sea- 
son they pack their gripsacks and go back to Europe, nd the winter, and 
the next year come *k here ——. and repeat the same thing over 
and over again. They come into direct competition with American labor. 
They drive out American labor by their coming here, skilled workmen that 
they are, and they generally work under the price of American labor. But 
they earn much more money here, and they can afford to go back there and 
live a few months until the working season, and then come back here. I 
regard that, gentiémen, as infinitely worse than contract labor. 

: (By the chairman.) How would you correct it? 

. I would put atax upon every man whocame here as I would upon every 
foreign production that is imported into this country. I would collect it like 
the internal-revenue taxes. I would put every employee under oath, and 
learn from the employer whether he came here to be a citizen or not. That 
is the way to do it. 

2 (By Mr. Lehibach.) Would you tax every man that is not a citizen? 

. That comesin that way, yes, sir. renee man that takes his money back, 
or sends it back, never brings his family or intends to do that. 


The Democratic party stands committed to protect this country 


a i 
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Under the eeenlp of the junior Senator from Massachu- | 
setts [Mr. LopGE] at the last session of Congress, a new restrict- 
ive bill was which provided that no immigrants should 
come into this country unless ae could read and write either 
their own language or the English language. That law, as all 
Senators will remember, passed both Houses of Congress by an | 
overwhelming majority. It would have been of immense service | 
in overcoming the evils which the Senator from South Carolina | 
has described. Will the Senator from South Carolina, who has | 
brought politics into this discussion, kindly tell me why that is | 
not a law upon the statute book to-day? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Because a so-called Democratic. but in acts a | 
Republican, President, Grover Cleveland, vetoed it. [Laughter. | 

Mr. CHANDLER. If I required a justification for devouring | 
the Senator from South Carolina if I could, I certainly, in the eyes 
of the whole world, should receive it when he attributes the re- | 
sponsibility of Grover Cleveland to the Republican party. 

Mr. President, a Democratic President stopped that bill, a Pres- 
ident for whom the Senator from South Carolina voted, and for | 
which may he ask to be forgiven before high Heaven. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope to be forgiven for what I did. I will | 
never do it any more. 


Mr. CHANDLER. But it was the President of the = 








from South Carolina, and not a Republican President, who put 
the barrier in the way of restriction upon immigration by vetoing 
the measure that was enacted by the last Congress. Under those 
circumstances the Senator, before criticising the Republican party 
for any assumed unwillingness on its part to restrict immigration, 
aoa have turned the tines of his pitchfork against Grover 
Cleveland, who is not yet dead, and should have disemboweled 
him, if possible, leaving the Republican party to some future 


day. 

Mr. President, so much by way of responding to the genial and 
gentle badinage of the Senator from South Carolina. A few 
words as to the merits of the question. I will join, this side of the 
House will join, the Senator from South Carolina in passing any 
wise, stringent bill for the restriction of immigration. If this 
session continues long enough, after passing the tariff bill and the 
bill allowing the State of South Carolina to do what it pleases 
with all the spirituous liquor that wicked Northerners and con- 
spiring Southerners may take into the borders of that State, the 
Senator will have an opportunity to vote to pass over again the 
bill which President Cleveland vetoed, and which required that 
foreigners coming to this country should be able to read and 


write. 

That would be a wise law; and if the Senator from South Caro- 
lina can discover ~z other restrictive law that will be beneficial 
and will preserve the purity of American citizenship, and will 
— erican labor for American laborers, no doubt he will 

d many more Senators on this side of the Chamber willing to 
vote for it than oo the other side of the Chamber, although in 
saying that I make no imputation upon the Democratic side of 
the Chamber, because Democrats and 
in the overwhelming majorities by which the bill was passed 
which a Democratic President vetoed. 

But, Mr. President; I am obliged to say that I am not in favor 
of a hundred-dollar head tax as a means of restricting immigra- | 
tion. My point is a simple one. It has been made before in this 
Cham There have been differences of opinion on the subject, 


epublicans alike concurred 
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ber. 
but the yearn opinion I believe to be that which 1 express, 
that while it might be wise and proper to impose a head tax to 
keep out an improper immigrant, it is very unwise to take money 
out of the pockets of an immigrant who comes here. If we can | 
have a head tax so high that no immigrant can come, in other 

words, if we can have a prohibitive tax upon immigrants, that is | 
all very well. The direct method—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me right there? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The direct method would be to suspend 

tion entirely for a certain period. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Do you deny that there are many articles in 
this tariff bill upon which there is a prohibitive duty and that | 
there will be absolutely no importations under the provisions? —_| 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand that in all the duties in the | 
bill, from the duty on cotton to the duty on cotton ties, it is a rev- 
enue measure. 

_ Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Missouri, then, has labored 
in vain in Bris to convince us to the contrary. 

Mr. CH DLER, They are all designed to fill up a Treasury 
that has been emptied under the Administration of the President 
of the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me right there? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr, C LER. Iam afraid the Senator will—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I insist. I want to put myself straight in 
regard to Grover Cleveland. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will either 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will so intimidate or impover- 
ish me that | shall not be able to go on with my remarks. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The from New Hampshire knows 
what it is, because he is a living evidence of it day by day, to bow 
to the behest of party, to be a party slave, to surrender his inde- 
pendence and his manhood in worshiping a name. I went to 
Chicago in 1892 at the head of the South Carolina delegation. We 
had passed before we left home a resolution in our State conven- 
tion denouncing Grover Cleveland as a prostituteof Democracy 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not yield to the Senator any longer for 
that kind of language to be used, Mr. President. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam only giving a little history 

Mr. CHANDLER. I can not consent 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire declines to yield further. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I can not consent to the Senator's speaking 
that way of the late President of his party. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from New Hamp 
shire has the floor. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
tinue—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will remind the Sen 
ator from South Carolina that the Senator from New Hampshire 
has the floor, and can only be interrupted by his consent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I prefer to go on with the remarks I have 
to submit, and have this beneficent bill take the place of the bill 
of perfidy and dishonor which the Senator's late President allowed 
to on me a law because he did not dare to veto it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will remind the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina that under the rules he must through the 
Chair get permission to interrupt a Senator on the floor. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask permission from the Senator from New 
Hampshire to continue my defense of my vote for Grover Cleve- 
land. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
ample opportunity. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Please allow me now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will speak of the late Presi- 
dent Cleveland in the usual terms of respect with which he speaks 
of everyone, I will yield. [Laughter. | 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is pretty hard to do so, but I will endeavor 
to reach up to the level of Senatorial dignity for once. I say that 
the South Carolina delegation went to Chicago instructed to op- 
pose Grover Cleveland's nomination, and our convention passed 
resolutions denouncing his candidacy and his nomination, if made, 
in the terms I have spoken of. 

We voted against him every time. We knew by intuition and 
by his behavior what was coming. We were four years ahead of 
our brethren from the South, who were there from nearly every 
State except ours, clamoring for the great Cleveland to be the 
leader of Democracy. But after he was nominated, having no- 
where else to go, believing that it was dishonorable to go into a 
party convention and not abide the result, unless we got up and 
walked out, we went home and carried South Carolina for him by 
the biggest majority of any Southern State 

Now, the blame rests on him and not on us that he prostituted 
his high office and betrayed his party; and I hope the Senator 
from New Hampshire in the future will twit those here who have 
been defending him, rather than me for having been a fool, and 
such a fool, once. [Laughter.| Ihave grown broader since then, 
and become more independent, and will never again while I live 
vote for a Presidential candidate who does not represent my prin- 
ciples. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
shire will proceed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The sad fact remains that considering this 
subject of immigration, about which the Senator has been lectur 
ing the Senate, a very wise and important bill for which the Sen 
ator voted was kept from becoming a law by the veto of President 
Cleveland. The President undoubtedly, now that the Senator 
from South Carolina is through with him, is gone and dead indeed; 
but for his acts, such as they were, good or bad, the Democratic 
party was responsible, and not a solitary Republican I ever knew 
or heard of was responsible for one jot or tittle of his deeds. 

Now, Mr. President, if I can get the attention of the Senate to 
a point in connection with the Senator's amendment. it is thi 
That when an immigrant comes into this country, either a man 
alone, or a man and woman, or aman and wife with children, who 
go out on the prairies of the West or down into the now rapidly 
civilizing South to take a home there and to become a part of the 
communities to which they migrate, when they are admitted ac- 
cording to the existing laws upon our statute book to the blessings 


from New 


Senator 


in 


If the Senator will permit me, I will con- 


After I get through, the Senator will have 


The Senator from New Hamp- 
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of our citizenship, the worst thing that we can do when they 
enter the gates of Castle Garden or Ellis Island is to take $100 
apiece from the pockets of each and every one of those immi- 
grants. 

The very best thing we could do with $100 of Government 
money would be to give it to each and every one of those immi- 
grants, with which they may go to the place which they intend to 
make their homes, and there use this money in building their 
little houses, in developing their little farms, and in fitting them- 
selves to enjoy the blessings and to perform the duties of Ameri- 
can citizenship. 

Mr. TILLMAN, 
me there? 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will ask a question and say 
nothing about Grover Cleveland—— 

Mr, TILLMAN. It is a question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Are there any more public lands left to which 
this man can go with the hundred dollars and settle on a home- 
stead and build up a home? 

Mr. CHANDLER. There are very few, although this country 
is not overpopulated yet. I have said that I will go as far as the 
Senator from South Carolina in a law to keep ott ummigrants—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will you go to— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will vote for this amendment if it would 
operate, for the time being, asaprohibition. But this is my point, 
and bright as the Senator is, he understands it; when an immi- 

rant comes in with his family the worst possible tax that you can 
evy in any bill by Congressis a tax that takes a hundred dollars 
out of the pockets of the father of that family for every member 
of the family. He wants that money to prepare and adorn and 
make comfortable and beautify hishome. Thatis the reason why 
I have voted and why I shall continue to vote against a large head 
tax as a method of excluding immigration. 

Now, Mr. President, one word more and 1 am done. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator, then, join me in amending 
the amendment so as to prohibit all immigration of any kind? 

Mr. CHANDLER. hen the prolific Senator gets through his 
bill, which I am much in favor of, to make South Carolina a tem- 
perance State, and brings in a bill for the restriction of immigra- 
tion, I will help him pass it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But, my dear sir, it ought to go in this tariff 


Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 


bill. 

Mr, CHANDLER. Mr. President, there isa distinction between 
a human being coming into this country and a bale of goods, even 
if the Senator from South Carolina does not see it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The distinction—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I can not yield any further to the Senator 
from South Carolina—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire declines to yield further. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Until I have made one more point; then I 
will yield the floor to him entirely. 

Mr. President, the Senator's amendment has a tail to it that is 
very interesting. He has described the horrors of vile immigra- 
tion; he has described the condition of the poor, miserable, de- 
graded human beings who, he says, delve in the mines of the great 
mining State of Pennsylvania. r. President, there is great truth 
in the picture, although neither the State of Pennsylvania nor the 
nation is to blame for that condition of things. It is one that will 
be ameliorated as time passes. 

But as it exists the Senator says that it is a horrible condition, 
and that it is being added to daily by the rush of immigrants into 
this country whom he proposes to keep out. And yet the Senator 
says that if this country will only adopt the free coinage of silver 
at 16 to 1, then he is willing that any may come in. All the de- 
graded hordes, the horrible immigrants, this damning, degraded 
addition to our population, may come if the tenet of the party— 
_ one party, the two parties, the three parties for aught I 

now—— . 

Mr. TILLMAN. Four parties. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the tenet of the four parties that o pa 
the Republican party in the last Presidential election sh re- 
vail and the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to1 shall | be- 
come a part of the law of the land. Now, Mr. President, there is 
& most e and impotent conclusion for you. Why, the whole 
picture of the Senator, all the horrors which he described and 
which he proved, is only the prelude to the lame and impotent 
and ridiculous conclusion that the immigrants shall only be ex- 
cluded until the blessed day when free coinage at the ratio of 16 
to 1 shall have dawned upon the American people. 

Mr. President, I can say no more than this to show, I think, to 
the Senator himself the absurdity of his amendment, which, in 
the interest of the speedy passage of this bill, which we all want 


to get through with as soon as we can, I respectfully ask him to 
withdraw, 


Mr. TILLMAN. Is the Senator through? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes; I am through now. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr, President, I shall only have a word ¢ 
say in regard to the tail of this amendment upon which ;),, 
venom—that is a bad word—I will say, rather, the incisive wt. ;},,. 


keen, scintillating brilliancy of my friend was exhausted 
seems to me that I recollect reading a speech carefully and ©), 
orately prepared by a certain Senator from New Hampsh'r te 
favor of “ bimetallism,” delivered last spring, in which all of :),. 
acumen and wisdom and learning and historical research w}) 
he could bring to bear (and there is no man in this Cham)b>y \ 
excels him in these points) had been exhausted. And it seems ;,, 
me that I recall certain sentences of dire wrong to humanity ay, 
a great trouble ahead for the human race unless this great ¢. 
summation were wrought. 

There is nothing in this amendment about how you shal) <:+ 
this coinage of silver at 16 to 1. You are obliged to take it. if y.\y 
can get it, by international a ment, and I do not care. | wi)! 
take it that way just as readily as by any other means, | \i\| 
take it by international agreement, or I will take it by our owy 
action independent of any other nation. But I say that if we |) 

n 


| ‘ 


the free coinage of silver to-day, there would be no hungry i). 
in America and no paupers and idle men standing on the str. 
begging for bread. : 

say if we get it in the near future, the stunted, distorted growt), 
which now confronts us, the paralysis of trade, the condition of 
servitude which exists in labor, would no longer exist, because tho 
American farmer would get a fair price for his product, and hie 
could then buy the products of the factories. The wheels of the 
machine shops and factories would be set humming, and every 
man in America would obtain a fair day’s wages and not go box 
ging for labor. That is what I meant by putting that tail on 
there, and the fact that it has stung the Senator from New Ham)- 
shire shows that he realizes it. But your party exigency and its 
platform forbid you to get up and acknowledge it. You know 
it. You realize that you could not emancipate labor from this 
thralldom if you would have-—— 

_ CHANDLER. Mr. President, I rise to a question of 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will state his question of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I prefer that the Senator, instead of saying 
‘‘you,” would address his remarks to the Chair. He frightens 
me more than he is aware of when he speaks to me directly. 
{Laughter. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina will proceed in order. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, as I do not have any pitchfork in 
sight, [donotsee why the Senator hastaken refuge behind the manly 
form of the Presiding Officer in that style. Of course, he is ridi- 
culingme. I understand that, and my shoulders are broad enough 
to bear it; but he is in a hole—to useas hrase—and he knows 
it. The Republican is committed to etallism. This only 
contemplates the possibility of ou out of a dilemma by 
international agreement, with contelaty of the Democrats giv- 
ing the country free coinage of silver in 1900, when the American 
laborer will have had the scales pulled from his eyes and wii! see 
that your sham promises of protection by a high tariff are Sodom 
agg and there is nothing in it for him but to come to starva- 


As long as the country had a bimetallic currency, we prospered. 
The evils of immigration and glutting the labor market (id not 
cause any trouble. But the case is now different; we can never 

for ey until our financial policy is changed. Until 
it is changed t is in allowing a free influx of more [uro- 
pean sere to add to the distress in our cities and threaten the 
very life of the ublic. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the amen'- 
— proposed by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Til1- 
MAN]. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iask for the yeasand nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary procecdel 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Kansas (Mr. Harris}. | 
his absence I withhold my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. In his ab- 
sence I withhold my vote. ; — 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with tho 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. ene 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. Jones of Arkansas ws 
called). My col e [Mr. Jones of Arkansas} is _ wit h 
the Senator from e [Mr. Haue]. I will state also that the 
Senator from New York [Mr. MurPHy] is paired with his col- 
league [Mr. PLatr of New York]. 
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Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). 

_the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. nee 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I do not suppose 
this is a political question. I havea pair with the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. THurstTon], but Iam bound to vote for my own 
amendment, and so I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name wascalled). I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Washington { Mr. TURNER]. 
He is not in the Chamber, and I do not know how he would vote 
if present. I therefore withhold my vote. 

he roll call was concluded. 

Mr. SPOONER (after having voted in the negative). I havea 
general pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL], 
and I voted in his absence inadvertently. 
that he would vote ‘“‘nay,” if he were present. 
vote to stand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER [Mr. GALLINGER] (after having 
voted in the negative). The present ag mee of the chair is 
paired with the Senator from Texas {[Mr. MILus], and therefore 
withdraws his vote, the Senator from Texas not having voted. 

The result was announced—yeas 3, nays 48; as follows: 


I am paired with 


I will allow my 





YEAS—3. 
Butler, Quay, Tillman. 
NAYS—48. 
Allen, Davis, Lindsay, Pettus, 

i Elkins, Lodge, Platt, Conn. 
Bacon, Fairbanks, McBride, Pritchard, 
Bate, Faulkner, McEnery, Shoup, 
Berry, Foraker, McLaurin, Spooner, 
Burrows, Frve, McMillan, eller, 
Carter, Hanna, Mason, Turpie, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Morgan, Vest, 
Chilton, ret f Nelson, Wellington, 
Gar, Heitfe d, Pasco, Wetmore, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Penrose, White, 
Daniel, Kenney, Perkins, Wilson. 

NOT VOTING—3. 
Aldrich, Gorman, Martin, Sewell, 
Baker, Gray, Mills, Smith, 
Caffery, Hale, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Cannon, Harris, Kans. Morrill, Thurston, 
Clark, Harris, Tenn. Murphy, Turner 
Cullom, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Deboe, Jones, Nev. Platt, N. Y. Warren, 
Gallinger, Kyle, Proctor, Wolcott. 
Gear, Mallory, Rawlins, 
George, Mantle, Roach, 


So the amendment of Mr. TILLMAN was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to have printed an amendment which I 
intend to propose to the pending bill, with the references which 
are indorsed thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, in the 
absence of objection. 

Mr. ALLISON.. I ask the adoption of the amendment which I 
send to the desk, on page 150, line 25. It is merely to place jewels 
for watches on the free list, in accordance with the decision of the 
Senate to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from lowa will be stated. 

The Secretary. At the end of line 25, on page 170, after the 
word ‘‘ bort,” it is proposed to insert a semicolon, and to add: 


All jewels for use in the manufacture of watches or clocks. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]. 

The amendment was 1 to. 

Mr. CHILTON. I offer an amendment to the pending bill, 
whicu I desire to have printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, That order will be made,in the 
absence of objection. 

Mr. KENNEY. loffer an amendment to thepending bill, which 
I wish to have printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
of executive business. 
motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in 
ve session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
, June 30, , at 11 o'clock a. m. 
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NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by th 


Ser 

SECRETARY 

Charles V. Herdliska, of the District of C a, te 

tary of the legation of the United States at Vienna, Austria, vice 

Lawrence Townsend, appointed envoy extraordinary and minis- 
ter plenipotentiary to Portugal. 


 LEGATION, 


1 
umodl » be secre- 


CONSULS-GENERAL. 

John P. Bray, of North Dakota, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Melbourne, Australia, vice Daniel W. Maratta, 
resigned. 

Church Howe, of Nebraska, to be consul-general of the United 


States at Apia and Nukualofa, 
resigned, 


Tonga, vice William Churchill, 


CONSULS. 














Louis A. Dent, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of th« 
United States at Kingston, Jamaica, vice Quincy O. Eckford, 1 
signed. 

Hugo Donzelmann, of Wyoming, to be consul of the United 
States at Prague, Bohemia, vice Carl Bailey Hurst, appointed 
consul-general at Vienna. 

Samuel 8S. Lyon, of New Jersey. to be consul of the United 
States at Osaka and Hiogo, Japan, vice James F. Connelly 
signed. 

Rounsevelle Wildman, of California, to be consul of the United 
States at Hongkong, China, vice William E. Hunt, resigned. 


) 


Q- 


, Te- 


SOLICITOR-GENERAL. 


John K. Richards, of Ohio, to be Solicitor-General, vice Holmes 
Conrad, resigned. 
PROMOTIONS IN 


THE ARMY. 


Artillery arm. 


Second Lieut. John Power Hains, Third Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, June 17, 1897, vice Oyster, First Artillery, retired from 
active service. 

Infantry arm, 


Lieut. Col. William Henry Powell, Eleventh Infantry, to be 
colonel, June 27, 1897, vice Lyster, Ninth Infantry, retired from 
active service. 

Maj. Clarence Edmund Bennett, Nineteenth Infantry, to be lieu- 
tenant-colonel, June 27, 1897, vice Powell, Eleventh Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Capt. Stephen Perry Jocelyn, Twenty-first Infantry, to be major, 
June 27, 1897, vice Bennett, Nineteenth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Charles Hartwell Bonesteel, Twenty-first Infantry, 
to be captain, June 27, 1897, vice Jocelyn, Twenty-first Infantry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Edmund Luthur Butts, Twenty-first Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, June 27, 1897, vice Bonesteel, Twenty-first In- 
fantry, promoted. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 
CONSUL. 


Soren Listoe, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United States at 
Rotterdam, Netherlands. 


ASSISTANT ENGINEERS IN THE NAVY. 

The following-named naval cadets, graduates of the Naval 
Academy, to be assistant engineers in the Navy: 

Thomas M. Dick, of South Carolina, 

Charles K. Mallory, of Tennessee. 

Newton Mansfield, of Ohio. 

James P. Morton, of Missouri. 

Daniel M. Garrison, of New Jersey. 

Franklin D. Karns, of Ohio. 

Frederick N. Freeman, of Indiana, 

John F. Marshall, jr., of Texas. 

Darwin R. Merritt, of Iowa. 

Ernest F. Eckhardt, of Wisconsin. 

Edward H. Dunn, of Connecticut. 


ENSIGNS IN THE NAVY. 

The following-named naval cadets, graduates of the Naval 
Academy, to be ensigns in the navy: 

Frank H. Brumby, of Georgia. 

Frank P. Baldwin. of New Jersey. 

William C. Davidson, of South Dakota. 


Harris Laning, of Illinois. 
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David W. Todd, of California. 
John V. Klemann, of New York. 
William R. Cushman, of New York, 
Henry V. Butler, jr., of New York. 
Walter R. Gherardi, at large. 

John R. Monaghan, of Washington. 
James J. Raby, of Michigan. 

James E. Walker, of North Carolina, 
William H. Standley, of California, 
Arthur T, Chester, at large. 

Cassius B. Barnes, of Oklahoma. 

Joseph C, Breckinridge, of Kentucky, 
Albion J. Wadhams, of New York. 
Kenneth M. Bennett, of New Jersey. 
Edward H. Watson, of Kentucky. 

Worth Bagley, of North Carolina. 

Orlo 8. Knepper, of Pennsylvania. 
Michael J. McCormack, of Michigan. 
Rufus Z. Johnston, jr., of North Carolina, 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


The following-named cadets, graduates of the Military Academy, 
= appointment in the Army of the United States, to date from 
une 11, 1897: 


To be additional second lieutenants, Corps of Engineers, 


. Cadet William Durward Connor. 

- Cadet John Calvin Oakes, 

Cadet Louis Casper Wolf. 

. Cadet Henry Sims Morgan. 

. Cadet Sherwood Alfred Cheney. 

. Cadet Frederick William Altstaetter. 
. Cadet Harley Bascom Ferguson, 


Ioue.cow- 


Artillery arm. 


9. Cadet Robert Swepston Abernethy. 
2. Cadet Edwin Oliver Sarratt. 

3. Cadet Albert Jesse Bowley. 

5, Cadet Bertram Charles Gilbert. 

6. Cadet Lawrence Sprague Miller. 

8, Cadet Winfield Scott Overton, jr. 
20. Cadet Mervyn Chandos Buckey. 


Cavalry arm. 


11. Cadet Francis Horton Pope. 
14, Cadet Matthew Elting Hanna. 
17. Cadet George Edward Mitchell. 
19. Cadet Pierce Ambrose Murphy. 
21. Cadet Frederick Theodore Arnold. 
24, Cadet James Noble Munro. 
26. Cadet Earle D’Arcy Pearce. 
Cadet William Stanley Valentine. 
29, Cadet Henry Carpenter Smither. 
30. Cadet Roy Beveridge Harper. 
Cadet Thomas Arnett Roberts. 
Cadet Edgar Alexander Sirmyer. 
Cadet Frank Ross McCoy. 
Cadet Chalmers Gaither Hall. 
44. Cadet Clarence Richmond Day. 
47, Cadet Willard Herman McCornack. 
50. Cadet Seth Mellen Milliken. 

2. Cadet John Carrington Raymond. 


Infantry arm. 


8. Cadet Charles Duval Roberts. 
10. Cadet John og 1 mn Moore. 
22. Cadet Frederick Edgar Johnston. 
23. Cadet Claude Hamilton Miller. 
25. Cadet Harold Benjamin Fiske. 
. Cadet Arthur Stewart Conklin. 
. Cadet John Hendricken Hughes. 
. Cadet George Willis Helms. 
Cadet Rufus Estes Longan. 
Cadet Frank Marion Savage. 
Cadet Thomas Taylor Frissell. 
Cadet Edward Anthony Roche. 
. Cadet William Mason Fassett. 
. Cadet Henry Magdeburg Dichmann. 
. Cadet Halstead Dorey. 
. Cadet George Franklin Baltzell. 
. Cadet Benjamin Martin Koehler. 
Cadet James Francis Brady. 
. Cadet Hugh La Fayette Applewhite. 
. Cadet Edgar Thomas Conley. 
68. Cadet Roderick Leland Carmichael, 
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54. Cadet Harry Gore Bishop. 
55. Cadet Henry Abbot. 

56. Cadet Andrew Moses. 

57. Cadet Edgar Thomas Collins, 
58. Cadet Fred Anderson Pearce. 
59. Cadet Seaborn Green Chiles. 

60. Cadet Lyman Mowry Welch. 
61, Cadet Thomas Quinn Ashburn, 
62, Cadet Sam Frank Bottoms. 

63. Cadet Warren Sumner Barlow. 
64, Cadet John Girardin Workizer. 
65. Cadet Willard Douglas Newbill. 
66. Cadet Charles Higbee Bridges. 
67. Cadet Harold Edward Cloke. 


SECOND LIEUTENANTS IN MARINE CORPS, 


The following-named naval cadets, graduates of the Nayal 
Academy, to be second lieutenants in the Marine Corps, from the 
ist day of July, 1897, to fill vacancies existing in that grade, 
namely: 

Philip M, Bannon, of Maryland. 

Newt H. Hall, of Texas. 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE, 


Thomas A. Roseberry, of Susanville, Cal., to be register of the 
land office at Susanville, Cal. 


POSTMASTERS. 


W. Morton Mills, to be postmaster at Ladoga, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Indiana. 

S. W. Willey, to be postmaster at Hinton, in the county of Sun- 
mers and State of West Virginia. 

Francis Norwood, to be postmaster at Beverly, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

Elias E, Wesseler, to be postmaster at Rockport, in the county 
of Spencer and State of Indiana. ; 

Theodore ee: to be postmaster at Portland, in the county of 
Jay and State of Indiana. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 30, 1897, 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. Hueu Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

On motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed with. 


CORRECTION, 


Mr. RAWLINS. [ find in the Recorp that upon the vote on 
the léad question yesterday I am recorded as voting in the nega- 
tive. That vote was cast under a misapprehension of the ques- 
tion, and I simply desire to make that statement. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. GALLLINGER presented the memorial A. T. Brown & C»., 
of Raymond, N. H., remonstrating against an increase in the 
present rate of duty on tanned skins for morocco, or a duty on 
raw goatskins; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the memorial of James Bolling and 
49 other citizens of Lowa, remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket bro- 
kerage; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

Mr. PERKINS. I present a petition wired me from the Chai- 
ber of Commerce of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the prompt 
annexation of the Hawaiian Republic, I move that the petition 
be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., June 29, 159 
Hon. George C. PERKINS, ; 


United States Senator, Washington, D. C.; 

Kindly present following to Senate: 

“70 the honorable Senate and House ds Representatives, 

the Fifty-fifth Donpvene, Washington, D. C.: 

Kons westortations, citizens of the Pacific Const 3 — Biases, re- 

petition a or ie prom annexa- 

tlon of the Haw: Republic. While it true Pacific Coast interests 

demand it, we respectfully for annexation on the er ground of 


national policy, p 3 commercial necessity. We protest against tlie 
bility of id in mid-Pacific being permitted occupation 

y any foreign rey Oe ee nee Se eT - 
* Every consileration of patriotism, national safety. commercial inter- 
If we ob to Hawaiian au- 


est demands ‘ we 
nexation, we iecll consatentiy cede Alaska to Geont Britain But we are 
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confident that every intelligent Sppteen eabtene ty prepndine or ponsenal Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
t will su e policy o e Administration in the annexation o lll sani i tinge hille ienaniiens . omnia : ; 
inte friendly island Republic which has these many years sought to be in- | ferred the following bills, reported them severally without 
corporated with the American nation. As a political and commercial neces- amendment, and submitted reports thereon 

sity we also pray that the United States Government will aid and facilitate A bill (5S. 368) granting a pension to Jennie E 


Burch 
; connection by cable of the Pacific Coast with this splendid new territory. : S go ites Me sien tlen ak Oo, pics 4 

the Confident in the widsom and patriotism of our countrymen in Congress A oa ie dh. t ) = rease the pension of I homas J. Haughey; 

assembled, we subscribe ourselves, A bill (S. 1534) increasing the pension of Lucivey J. Summers; 
a SHE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF SAN FRANCISCO.” | and 

: ; a RCE OF 82 N ANCISCO.” £ i Ss 532 ‘rence 1° pension of a) 1e > vers 
HUGH CRAIG, President. A bill (S. 1532) to increase the pension of Capt. James B, Logan. 

WILLIAM M. MERRY, Secretary-Treasurer. ACTS AND RESOLUTIONS RELATING TO PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. WHITE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cali- | 
fornia, praying for the enactment of legislation authorizing the | referred the resolution submitted by Mr. GEAR on the 25th in 
President of the United States to appoint a commission as pro- | stant, reported it with an amendment, and it was referred to the 
posed by the Indianapolis (Ind.) monetary convention; which | Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of tho 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. Senate. as follows: 

Mr. BACON pes the memorial of B. T. Teague and 51 eid ak i é 
other citizens 0 Georgia, and the memorial of Cc. D. Reamer and | 1,000 copies of all ees tod ie ie oe 
52 other citizens of Georgia, remonstrating against the enactment | ing the decisions of the Supreme Court relating thereto, relative to the Union 
of legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket | Pacific Railroad Company and the Central Pacific Railroad Company and 
brokerage; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate | Western Pacitic Railroad Compang. and that the sum of $l. to be expended 
Commerce. | out of the contingent fund of the Senate for the work 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of the Bradley Fertilizer a 

: : ". sas BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Company, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the imposition 
of a duty on burlap; which was ordered tv lie on the table. | Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 2809) to correct the military 

Mr. ROACH (for Mr. MurPHy) presented sundry memorials of | record of George W. Sampson; which was read twice by its title, 
citizens of New York, remonstrating against the enactment of | and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. B 
legislation intended to destroy the present system of ticket broker- Mr. MITCHELL introduced a joint resolution (S. R.53) author 
age; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- | izing the Secretary of the Treasury to deliver to the mayor of the 
merce. | city of Milwaukee, for use in ornamenting one of the parks of 

Mr. NELSON presented the memorial of H. Holbert and 48 | that city, the Parrott rifled cannon and carriage recently used on 
other citizens of Minnesota, remonstrating against the enactment | the revenue cutter Andrew Johnson; which was read twice by its 
of legislation intended to destroy the — system of ticket | title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. : 
brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate| Mr. HAWLEY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 54) empow- 
Commerce. ering the Secretary of War to purchase the bronze bust of Secre- 

Mr. LODGE presented sundry memorials of citizens of Massa- | tary of War Edwin M. Stanton for the War Department; which 
chusetts, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation in- | was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
tended e sewer, te present py of ticket brokerage; which | Library. . 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. Pia heads ; ta LO. ; 

Mr. FAULKNER. I present the petition of George Hardman re St eens aoe eeemnneee Mende 
and 75 other citizens of Mount Zion, W. Va., praying for the enact- Mr. THURSTON submitted an amendment intended to be 
ment of a law restricting immigration. As a bill on this subject | proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation Dill; 
has already been reported from the committee and is now on the | Which was referred to the Select Committee on International 
Calendar, I move that the petition lie on the table. | Expositions, and ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 

Mr. VEST presented sundry memorials of citizens of Missouri, | by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended tode- | referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
stroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were referred | printed. 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. NORTHERN LIBERTY MARKET CLAIMS. 


REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE. Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which was 
Mr. HANNA, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was | considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

referred the bill (S. 2117) granting an increase of pension to Fan- | Resolved, That the auditor of the supreme court of the District of Colum 

nie Kautz, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report | biaand the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, 

thereon. requested to suspend further pe a under the act of Congress * to pro 

. : J i | vide for the payment of certain claims against the District of Columbia by 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the | jrawback certificates,” approved January 98, 1607, known as the Northera 

following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and | Liberty Market claims, until further action of Congress 

submitted reports thereon: 


Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Printing. to whom was 








A bill (S. 2112) granting a pension to Jesse O. Davy; se Se 

A bill (S. 2115) granting a pension to Milton T. Bedford; The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business appears to be 
A bill (8. 2114) granting a pension to Rebecca E. Kutz; closed. 

A bill (8. 1454) granting an increase of pension to Mary Sprague: Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid 
A bill (8. 2258) granting a pension to Joshua Parker; eration of House bill 379. 


A bill (S. 141) granting an increase of pension to Capt. John There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


. ; Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
A bill (8. 697) granting a pension to Abel S. Chase; vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
A bill (8. 139) granting an increase of pension to Florence W. | of the United States. 

Buskirk; and Mr. QUAY. Before proceeding further with the consideration 
A bill (8. 1614) nting a pension to John Amrein. of the bill, I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by 
Mr. G GER. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | which the amendment to paragraph 118 providing $1 per ton on 


was referred the bill (S. 1502) for the relief of C. S. Lobdell, of | manganese ore was agreed to. I shall not press the motion now. 
Parkersburg, Iowa, asked to be discharged from its further con- | I desire to consult with the Committee on Finance before the bill 
sideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; | passes from the Committee of the Whole. 
which was to. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be 
Mr. SHOUP (for Mr. Hanssrovuan), from the Committee on | entered. 
Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them Mr. ALLISON. Iask now to recur to paragraph 7}. 
severally without amendment, and submit reports thereon: The SECRETARY. On page 3, after line 16, the Committee on 
A bill (8. 156) to increase the pension of Capt. John H. Mullen; | Finance propose to insert as a new paragraph: 
A bill (8. 1480) granting an increase of pension to Lewis D. 7}. Bleaching powder, or chloride of lime, one-fourth of I cent per pound 
: ; , Mr. ALLISON. I wish to modify the amendment by inserting 
‘i er — > ee te earning Knowlton; and | .. one-fifth” in lieu of ‘‘ one-fourth.” 
Mr. K ‘ae the Triton on aetna te when wese The Secretary. At the end of line 17, page 3, strike out 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with an|_ fourth” and insert “‘fifth;” so as to read: 


t, and submitted reports thereon: 74. Bleaching powder, or chloride of lime, one-fifth of 1 cent per pound 
A bill (S. 590) —— an increase of pension to Isabella H. The amendment to the amendment was agreed ta. 

Silvey, widow of Lieut. Col. William =: deceased; and. Mr. VEST. What is the duty? Will the Secretary please read 
A bill (S. 844) to grant a pension to Eli D. Walker. the paragraph as it now stands? 
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The Secretary. As modified the paragraph reads: 

7}. Bleaching powder, or chloride of lime, one-fifth of 1 cent per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out the paragraph, so as to put it 
on the free list, where it was under the McKinley Act and where 
it is under existing law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, before the vote is taken, I wish to 
say a few words on this matter, because it is one, I think, of some 
importance. It concerns a very widespread industry in this 
country. This tax on bleach is especially important to those of 
us who have in our States the industries that are particularly 
affected by this necessary raw material of their manufacture. 

Bleach is used very largely, among other things, for the manu- 
facture of pulpand for the manufacture of paper. That industry 
is an exceedingly important one and very widely diffused through- 
out this country. Those who areengaged in these industries view 
with no little concern the proposition to impose a tax on what has 
hitherto been free and subject them to a very heavy addition to 
the cost of producing their wares. 

I am told, for example, by a single wood-pulp manufacturer in 
this country that this tax will mean an increase in expense to them 
of $20,000a year. That means a very good profit upon the business. 
It means a necessary increase in the price of their paper, or a 
reduction in other directions in order to enable them to meet the 
increased cost. Bleach has always, or for a long time, been upon 
the free list, and with it so the industries dependent upon this 
important article have prospered as we might wish to see them 
prosper. I donot know thatthere have been any inordinate profits 
made, but the American manufacturer of paper, that has come to 
be one of the most important in modern civilization, controls the 
market in this country and is doing a large export business. 

I understand that by reason of the cheapness of production in 
this country, which comes from.this free raw material largely, 
more than one of the great. London dailies is printed upon paper 
that is sent from this country, and our manufacturers are largely 
commanding that trade all over the world. The cheapness of the 
material from which wood pulp is made and the particular woods 
that are used for that manufacture are more abundant here than 
in Europe, and through that and through the modern economies 
that have come in the manufacture, and with all the raw mate- 
rials cheap, they have been able to build - this industry to its 
present proportions. That means the employment of labor, and 
of skilled labor, and all the innumerable blessings that flow and 
diffuse themsélves from a conservatively conducted and whole- 
somely growing industry. 

I do not believe that in this, any more than in any other case it 
is right or just that the people who think that they can make the 
bleach for the United States should, in looking around at these 

rosperous and thriving industries scattered all over the United 
Btates from ocean to ocean, levy a tribute upon them because they 
are prosperous. It has occurred tosome gentlemen that with the 
use of some English patents, largely controlled by English capital, 
they can, by a process that has never yet been an ee more than an 
experiment, manufacture this bleach profitably to themselves and 
compel all the manufacturers of wood pulp and paper to buy from 
them and pay tribute to this protected industry. Ido not think 
that is right. I do not think there is any justice in it in this case 
even from the protectionist point of view, because I say here, upon 
authority which I think is unquestionable, that there is no suc- 
cessfully established manufacture of bleach in this country, and 
certainly none has ever been made in sufficient quantities for com- 
mercial purposes to justify the imposition of a protective tax, and 
thus burden all the paper makers and pulp makers of the country 
for the benefit of these patented processes. 

Mr. ALLEN. Was there ever any tax imposed on this article 
before? - 

Mr. GRAY. Never before. Bleach hasalways, I believe, been 
on the free list. I understand there are certain large paper man- 
ufacturers, notably in the State of Maine, where they manufac- 
ture the liquid chloride, which can not be transported, but can be 
used for bleaching their own manufacture of wood pulp and paper. 
There, I am informed, they use the chlorine gas in their own 
manufactures. Limestone is used merely as the base tocarry the 
chlorine, and when so united I am told it can be used commer- 
cially and shipped from one country toanother or across the ocean, 
but it has never been e in this country in a form in which it 
can be transported from place to place successfully or in quanti- 
ties other than insignificant. 

I think this is a matter too important to go over lightly. The 
Solvay process that these people have control of is patented in this 
country and patented abroad. It is on every hand in 
that way, and because they have never yet been able to success- 
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fully compete with the manufacture of chloride of lime that ¢,», 
from abroad, and can not be sosuccessfully made in this ¢.»,.... 
I do not think that they should be allowe : 
ous industries in this fashion. You may talk about it 6), .,. 
principle eee whether of free raw material or on the»... 
adjustment 

that ought to be made in order to prevent a conspicuous 
hardship being worked by the passage of this bill. 


is used in manufacture, I understand, of course, that one )))., 
raw material is another man’s finished product. 
cussing the free raw material of the matter, but I do say ¢| 
whatever ground the tax is placed, it is unfair to burden joy. 
and legitimate industry as necessary as the matter of paper yy). 
ing. Lam not now speaking of other industries that rely yy, 
having an abundance of this material brought to them chie.))), 
but it is not fair that this great industry should be burdend4 
without more justification than has 
have here a note from a large paper-pulp maker in which he <a, 


duty on b 





JUNE 3 ), 


to plunder thes: 
a protective tariff; this is one of the arrany,; 


Mr. BACON. Is ita raw material? 
Mr. GRAY. Well, it is a raw material in the sense in w)j,) it 
Iam no dis. 


iL, ¢ n 
on 


ever been shown to me, | 


The paper-pulp trades are shipping to-day to all points in the worl) a 
Seach means the abandonment of the foreign market. — * 


Whether that is an extravagant assertion or not, it shows that 


these people, whom I know and can vouch for as respectalle ani 
honest people, are very much concerned about this*matter, 4) 
though they might be mistaken in saying that it means the a}).))- 
donment of the foreign market, it means a very onerous tax an 
a very important interference with their present business. 


From this same authority I am informed that during the past 


five years bleach has been declining in price; that there are not 


2 tons of bleach per day produced in the United States, while 175 
tons daily are communal and that this bleach has been made only 
within the last three months. The experiment has been recently 
tried in West Virginia, and it could not in that time have in- 
finenced the price, which has come down almost one-half in the 
last five years, for there has not been a sufficient quantity mado 
even experimentally to affect in the least the markets of this coun- 
try. I understand there is some bleach made in Michigan. [| do 
not know whether the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows} 
who sits opposite to me is interested in this tax or has any infor- 
mation about it. I should begilad to hear from him whether there 
is any bleach made su y there for the commerce of this 
country. If the Senator has no objection to answering that ques- 
tion, I will be obliged to him. 

Mr, BURROWS. Iam not certain whether any is being made 
at this time, but I do know that capital is about to invest in the 
enterprise with a view to making bleach in our State. I know 
also, [ will state, as I am on the floor, that we send annually 
abroad over $2,000,000to a foreign syndicate for this bleach. It is 
stated, andIs it is beyond question, that with a slight pro- 
tection upon this industry we can esiablish it in the United States 
at present. AsI said, we are sending $2,000,000 abroad every year 
to the United Alkali Company of Great Britain, which has hack 
of it a capital of $35,000,000, and we are dependent upon this fvr- 
eign syndicate to furnish us with this very important ingredient 
in our manufactures. I have letters here showing that the manu- 
facture of bleach can beyond all question be carried on in the 
United States if we can have a slight protection, and, as is shown 
by these letters, when they do establish the industry the product 
— be very much cheaper to the American people than ever 

ore. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, that is the old story very skillfully 


told. It is for the protection of this as yet unborn infant that this 
tax is asked. Weare coolly told now by the Senator from Michi- 
gan (and I suppose he sees nothing that is at all abhorrent to |is 
sense of justice in the statement) that though there is no bleach 


made in this country at this time, yet if you will put this tax upon 
it and prevent the well-established industries and old industrivs 
that have been here for a hundred years, and that now command 
the market of the United States, from shipping this product from 
abroad, they will be able successfully to supply the bleach. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam sure the tor must have misunder- 
stood me if he supposes I said none was being made in the Unit~ 
States. I said we have none comparatively manufactured 10 
Michigan. The Senator asked about Michigan. Bleach is being 
made in the United States, as the Senator himself stated a m.- 
ment ago. oe 

Mr. GRAY. I understood they were preparing to make it in 
Michigan, and that was all, and I am con in that statement 
by what the Senator has just said. I make the statement, 0" the 
ai ity I have mentioned, that there is no bleach success! tl ly 
made for commercial purposes in the United States to-day: al 
it isall.in preparation in ae of this tax, and they wi! 
make it if the United States go into partnership with them 
and compel by this tax the paper makers and pulp makers and to 
linen and textile manufacturers of the country to pay ‘8 
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increased price. It is the old story of raising pineapples under 
glass in Vermont if you give protection enough. Of course if we 
compel these people to buy their bleach in this way, by imposing 
this penalty upon them if they do not, you can support almost any 
industry. But I appeal to my friends on the other side, who be- 
lieve in what they call a protection principle, whether they are 
not destroying the groundwork of justice upon which they claim 
that the system rests? 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, of course 
we want accurate information on this point. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In the establishment in Maine some of the 
citizens of New Hampshire have large investments. _ I think the 
capital stock is now $300,000 paid in, and it has been established 
some four years. Does the Senator mean to say that that estab- 
lishment has not made any bleach for commercial purposes? 

Mr. GRAY. Is that the Rumford Falls Company? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. I know nothing, of course, of my own knowledge, 
but I have carefully os as to this matter. So far as I know 
by inquiring of those who are concerned to know, I am informed 
that they have not made it for commercial purposes in any quan- 
tity that justifies calling it a manufacture at ab. 

r. GALLINGER. I will say that that does not correspond 
with theinformation I have. But still perhaps the Senator knows 
better. 

Mr. GRAY. I say I know nothing except from information. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to say a word? I 
understand the concern in Maine of which the Senator from New 
Hampshire speaks has invested a good deal of money in the 
attempt to make bleaching powder, but they have not up to the 
present time made a success of it; that it is a great financial loss, 
and the powders that they have been able to make have not been 
such as the people of the country who are using bleaching powders 
were willing touse. It has neither been a success in the character 
of material furnished nor in the amount, nor in a financial view, 
and it is practically a failure, [ am advised, by those who know 
about the matter. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not accept the statement of the Sena- 
tor from Colorado, and in due time I shall try in a very few words 
to make it ae otherwise. 

Mr. GRAY. Thatthe Senator may know exactly the statements 
he has to deal with, I may say, in addition to what the Senator 
from Colorado has stated, and upon the authority of the letter 
which I hold in my hand, from a perfectly reliable source, that the 
Rumford Falls Company do not make commercial chloride of 
lime. They disintegrate salt by electricity and obtain the chlorine 
gas, but it can not be transported and is not what is commercially 

own as bleaching powder. The Niagara Falls plant is not yet 
in operation. That is the one that is going in under this Solvay 

ocess, and is to use the great water power of Niagara Falls. 

e one has said that the pauper labor of Niagara Falls ought to 
be sufficient protection. 

Mr. TELLER. The establishment there has a very small ca- 

ity. 
a GRAY. Ido not know what the capacity is, but it has not 
yet gone into operation. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They are going to invest, I understand, 
$1,500,000 at Niagara. I do not imagine that they would do that 
unless they had some hopes of success. 

Mr. GRAY. Dothe Rumford Falls Company make paper or 


? 

oor GALLINGER. I do not think they make paper. 

Mr.GRAY. They make liquid gas for their own use, I under- 
stand, but the liquid gas can not be transported unless it is united 
with limestone, making chloride of lime, that being, as I said, 
merely the vehicle of transportation to make it commercially 
useful. That, I understand, has not been successfully done, for 
some reason, for climatic reasons, among others, and on the other 
side there is a character of limestone or facilities that we do not 





The Senator from Michigan, in stating just now that there was 
no successful manufacture of bleach in his State, but only a 
tion for one, and the investment of money out of which 
make this manufacture, also said that though they did not 
manufacture bleach there, they sent away some $2,000,000 from this 
country every year to buy bleach. If theysend away $2,000,000 to 
buy bleach, it is because they can not get the same article in this 
country, and if they sent away $2,000,000, you propose to say that 
must spend $3,000,000 for this article that now costs them 
only $2,000,000, in order that these nascent industries may Se 
experiment of levying this tribute upon the manufacturer. That 
is what it means. ‘how. is it right that instead of spending 
$2,000,000 by this increase of tax, as originally intended here, 
about $3,000,000 shall be levied? Is that a proper way to treat 
= old and long-established industries? 
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me, is in a nutshell. These bleaching powders are now imported 
from England, being manufactured by the United Alkali Works 
of England, having a very large capital. The English manufac- 
turers united about 1883 or 1884 into one corporation and imme- 
diately raised the price of bleaching powders from a cent anda 
half or a cent to two cents and a half or two and a quarter cents, 
The Senator from Delaware just now stated that bleaching pow- 
ders have come down in price recently. The av now, 
I believe, is about a cent and a half a pound. 

We put on here the rate of one-fifth of a cent upon 1 


bleaching 


rage price 


powders, which ‘is equivalent to 11 per cent ad valorem. If the 
United Alkali Company could jump the price up and down to the 
extent of a cent a pound, they will pay this fifth of acent duty per 


pound in order to compete, as they are now competing, with our 
own people. It may be that thereis not a large amount of bleach- 
ing powder now produced here, but it is produced, and it is being 
produced in larger quantities every month. There are seven or 
eight establishments that have the opportunity to produce it. The 
tax imposed is only 11 per cent. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Iowa tell us where they 
are producing this bleach? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I should like to know. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Delaware has already stated 
that they are producing it at Saltville, W. Va. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, I beg pardon. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are producing itat Syracuse. There are 
two establishments already completed in Detroit, where they are 
on a fair road to produce it, with natural facilities for its produc- 
tion. It is proposed to impose only 1! per cent, as a revenue duty, 
which will be paid by the Alkali Company of Great Britain. We 
need the revenue, and the Alkali Company of Great Britain ought 
to pay that duty. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. I should like toask the Senator from 
Iowa a question in this connection. Does the Senator believe that 
these people will manufacture this article with a protection of 
one-fifth of a cent per pound? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think they will manufacture it 
protection of one-fifth of a cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Without any duty at all they will 
start to manufacture it? 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe they will. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then it is a pure gratuity? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; it is not a pure gratuity. It is to 
make the alkali company that has the absolute control of the 
production in Europe pay a little tribute into our Treasury if 
they want our market. That is all there is about it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ishould like to ask on what the Sen- 
ator from Iowa bases his opinion that these people should ask for 
a protection of three-quarters of a cent instead of a fifth? If 
they can manufacture it without protection, if they can manufac- 
ture it successfully with one-fifth of a cent of protection, then 
the effort to get three-fourths of a cent on their part was repre- 


without the 


*hensible, and ought to be rebuked. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iam not responsible for that. 
the duty at a fourth, and we have put it at a fifth. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was three-fourths that they asked 
for. The House proposed to give them one-fourth, and the Sen- 
ate committee proposed to reduce it to one-fifth of 1 cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is all. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But they wanted three-fourths, and 
asked for it. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, in regard to the manufacture of bleach, un- 
doubtedly it is made across the water. The statement that I have 
before me says that 65 per cent is of English make and 35 
of bleach is made on the Continent. 

Mr. TELLER. That is made principally in Germany. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Michigan made a statement, to 


The House put 


ne ‘ant 
per cenhu 


which I called attention a moment ago, to the effect that about 
$2,000,000 a year is sent out of this country to buy bleach by the 
thriving pulp makers and paper makers in this country. Now 


we propose to make them pay a great deal more for that bleach 
in order that this experiment may be tried. It is not yet demon- 
strated, nor is there any hopeful outlook that it will be demon- 
strated, that bleach can be made in this country to compete with 
foreign bleach, or that it can be made at all without levying a 
very onerous charge upon the users of it in the various industries 
that must use it in order to be successful. 

The price of bleach, as stated by this manufacturer, was, in 1892, 
2} cents per pound, and it has steadily fallen in price until to-day 
itisijcents per pound. There has been no jumping up and down 
that is deleterious to the market, as the Senator from Michigan 
stated, in this product. There has been a steady decrease in tho 
price until it has got down to a cent and a half, and I suppose 
these gentlemen think they can not compete at |! 


or 14 cents a 


pound unless the Government gives them the benefit of its part- 


. ALLISON. Mr. President, this whole matter, it seems to | nership. This paper was written in the latter part of May. It 
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says that “a cargo was shipped free on board from England to- 
day for 1g cents a pound,” less than a cent and a half a pound, 
and the tax of one-fifth of a cent a pound amounts to a consider- 
able ad valorem. I have not stopped to calculate it. 

Mr. ALLISON. It would be something less than 20 per cent at 
one and three-eighths. 

Mr. GRAY. Something less than 20 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON, Fifteen per cent, 

Mr. GRAY. When the manufacturers, as we are told, are 
struggling in order to maintain themselves in this country, when 
the margin of profits is exceedingly small, when there are cer- 
tain manufacturers I know, and notably some of these wood-pulp 
makers, who have within the last few months only kept themselves 
going in order to keep their hands employed and not scatter the 
skillful workmen who are necessary to their business, a tax of 20 
per cent means a good deal on this very important article. As I 
said, it amounts to one firm that I know of, a large pulp-making 
firm, to $20,000. ; 

I know that anything I can say will have very little effect upon 
those who have made up their minds to push this tax through, 
but I want to call attention to it and let the country know that 
this thing is being done against a protest from sources that are 
worthy, to say the least, and are entitled to be heard. I havea 
protest from the paper manufacturers of Massachusetts, who say: 

We, the undersigned paper manufacturers of Massachusetts, would re- 
spectfully represent that the imposing of a duty on bleaching powder would 
prove a great hardship to the paper industry of Massachusetts and of this 
country. The paper mills consume about 80 per cent of all the bleaching 
powder that is imported, and this article has been on the free list for a great 
many years. There have been as yet no successful attempts to manufacture 
this article here, and we do not feel that it isfor the best interest of the 
country to tax this article of so much importance and used so extensively 
by us, and we sincerely trust you will use your best efforts to keep this ar- 
ticle on the free list. 

The Beebe & Holbrook Conaeny (A. W. Esleeck, treasurer); 
William Reardon, superintendent Albion Paper Company; 
The Geo. C. Gill Paper Company (Geo. C. Gill, treasurer); Par- 
sons a Company (Edward P. Bagg, treasurer): Nonotuck 
Paper cen (H. D. Bradburn, manager); Geo. R. Dickin- 
son Paper Company (J. BE. Clark, general manager); Linden 
Paper Company ( E. McElwain, treasurer); Newton 
Paper Compeny (Geo. A. Clark, treasurer); Excelsior Paper 
Company (A. W. Hoffman); Riverside Paper Copeaty <e- N. 
Caldwell, treasurer); Franklin Paper Company (J. M. Ramage, 
treasurer); Norman Paper Company (James H. Newton, treas- 
urer); Wauregan Paper Company (James H. Newton, presi- 
dent); Hampshire Paper Company (©. H. Southworth, treas- 
urer; Valley Paper Company (C. R. Prescott, treasurer); 
Carew pamatacrsting yomptny (C. H. Southworth, presi- 
dent); Chapin & Gould; Byron Weston Company; Eaton, Dike- 
man & Co.; Smith Paper ay (Wellington Smith); Mit- 
tineague Paper Company (H. A. Moses, treasurer). 





enr 


All paper manufacturers of the State of Massachusetts. There 
are more than a thousand paper manufacturers scattered ali over 
the United States, to say nothing of the wood-pulp manufacturers 
who supply them with their raw material and the other kindred 
industries that depend largely upon having these materials as 
they have had them heretofore. You are going to derange this in- 
dustry in order to try anexperiment. Youare going to make them 
pay the cost of the experiment. Wedonotpayit. You donot even 
make the United States distribute the cost among all the people, 
but you make all these industries pay the cost of the experiment 
of these English patentees who, i on informed, own largely or 
are interested in the proposed works at Niagara Falls and in the 
Syracuse works, where they make it as a by-product ont of the 
manufacture of salt. 

Mr. President, as I said a while ago, there is not much practical 
result coming from these protests, but they ought to be made, 
nevertheless, in order to show the iniquity, the making of this sort 
of an experiment at the cost of the industries of this country. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President,I regret to take a moment's 
time in the discussion of this matter, and yet some statements 
made by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] can not go un- 
challenged in view of what I think is an important industry which 
deserves and should receive recognjtion by the Congress of the 
United States. ’ 

The Senator from Delaware =e that there is no successfully 
established manufactory of bleach in this country. The Senator 
may have information that has not been available to the rest of 
us, but I have here a letter from a very distinguished citizen of 
my State, a man of the highest possible integrity, connected with 
our State agricultural college, in which he says that the Rumford 
Falls Company has a capital of $300,000, and that they are manu- 
facturing bleaching powder under American patents. The Sen- 
ator from Delaware says they are English patents. 

Mr. GRAY. Both countries. Of course nobody undertakes to 
manufacture a patented article unless he gets a patent on both 
sides of the ocean. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly not. But the Senator from 
Delaware seemed to lay great stress upon the statement that they 
are operating under English patents. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not intend to lay stress on that point. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Then [ misunderstood the Senator. My 
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correspondent says they are operating under American pate 
He says: 

Fair profits seemed certain. Prices, however, greatly declined, a; 
have lost money almost continuously during the past four years, 

My correspondent further calls attention to the fact that , 
the bill we are now considering the duty on salt, which is ; 
raw material if there is any such thing as raw material, has | 
very largely increased, and that that is an added burden that : 
can not possibly stand. 

On the point made by the Senator from Delaware, that no })|. 
ing powder is made in this country, this gentleman says t}).;; 
this one company they have “‘an output of over 300,000 pound 
month.” Mr. President, I am bound to take the stateme); . 
Professor Parsons as being the statement of a fact when he s\- 
that they have a monthly output of over 300,000 pounds, whi.) 
beyond a doubt could be very largely increased if sufficient ), 
tection is given to enable American manufacturers to comp:t» 
with the United Alkali Company of Great Britain, which js 
gigantic trust, and which can make prices high or low as jt 
chooses to do. Professor Parsons says he is a very large stock 
holder in the company, and that he has not drawn a cent in (iy; 
dends for four years, which I take for granted is an actual fact. 
The president of that company, a Boston gentleman of high stand- 
ing, also makes some statements that ought to be put in tl. 
Recorp. He says: 


We are using American salt at $1.35 per ton of 2.000 pounds at the mine 


which with freight at $a ton from Livonia, N. Y., to our works made th. 


cost $5.35 per ton of 2,000 pounds delivered at our works at Rumford ['a\\. 
Me. With English salt. as it is under Wilson bill, free, costing us = 44 per ton 
of 2,240 pounds at Portland, Me., and freight $1.25 per ton or $3.70 delivered at 
the works, we have been rapidly increasing our output and getting ahead 
very slowly. 

e Dingley bill proposes a duty of 8 cents per 100 pounds en salt, and to 
offset this we certainly should have a duty on bleach. 


This gentleman says: 
This is an infant industry — 


Our friends on the other side ridicule some industries because 
they are not “infants.” They say it is time to abandon protec 
tion in reference to them; but this certainlyis an infant indus 
try, and hence entitled to protection, even on the theory of our 
friends of the Democratic party. 

Mr. GRAY. I said it was an unborn infant. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Notatall. We do not accept that— 

This is an infant industry, and with reasonable protection a few years 
would see all of the article consumed in the country made here. The tra: 
is an important one and will not be given up by the foreign makers without 
a struggie, and the duty would not serve so much to increase the price as to 

rotect a severe decline, as increased production here would mean a com) 
ition for the trade, which would result in lower prices. 

I will not take the time to read the entire letter, but commend 
what I have read to the attention of the Senate. 

The Senator from Delaware says that bleaching powder is raw 
material. Well, it may be, but I think it is no more a raw inate 
rial than wood pulp is a raw material. It is raw material for tho 
manufacturer of wood pulp, and wood pulp is raw material for 
the paper maker, and so on through the list. 

The suggestion that the Senator makes, that we can not manu- 
facture this article in the United States, is precisely the same su- 
gestion that we have heard over and over again by equally as hon- 
est and equally as sincere friends of so-called tariff reform as the 
Senator from Delaware. The assertion that was made over and 
over again in this Chamber that we could not make any tin plate 
in this country is ringing in our ears now, and yet we have mace 
it, and we do supply the American market, which we could not 
have done if we had not put a small duty upon it, as we propose 
to put a small duty upon bleach in this bill. 

he Senator says that he knows a great paper concern that 
will lose $20,000 a year if this duty is im . Ido not believe 
it will lose a cent. I do not believe that if we put 11 per cent ad 
valorem on this product, with this great trust in England with 
$35,000,000 capital back of it, that it will increase the cost of 
bleach one single farthing to the American consumer. But even 
if it does, it should not be forgotten that the Rumford Falls Com- 
ny, in which concern American capitalists have invested $300,- 
, is losing $18,000 a year by not ee any dividends upou 
their investments; and they ask, and properly ask, that they shall 
be given a little protection in this bill, which increases very largely 
the duty on salt, a product that enters into their manufacture. 
Without protection they will not only be driven to the wall, so 
far as profits are concerned, but will be absolutely driven out of 
business, and leave us in the hands of this ee English trust, to 
make a high or low as may best suit their purposes. . 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. I am notclear that I fully tnderstood the letter 
which the Senator read, as there was some confusion in the Cham- 
ber at the time, but my impression is that one of the documents 


( 








1897. 


read by the distinguished Senator from New Hampshire states 
that under free salt the manufacturer was able to get along fairly 
well, but the imposition of a tax upon salt, that being a raw ma- 
terial of their manufacture, bas made it essential that a compen- 
sating duty should be imposed here. Am | correct in that regard? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is right to this extent, that 
these gentlemen do argue that the imposition of the duty on salt 
will increase the price, and I presume that is so. 

The statement the Senator makes that they have been getting 
along well is not quite accurate. They have been carrying on 
their works and employing their hands, but not making any 
money. They have been simply struggling along hoping for 
better times. > 

Mr. WHITE. I understood that they had made some reference 
to their ability to get along better under the Wilson law in conse- 
quence of free salt as an element of that bill. I thought I had 
heard something of that kind. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam not quite sure as to that. They are 
getting along poorly anyhow; but if salt is increased in price, 
and it may be slightly—I am not going to argue that—they will 


not only fail to make a profit, but they will have still harder 
times t they have now, and will be compelled to go out of 
business. 


A single word more, Mr. President. I am interested in paper 
manufacture to the extent that there are very large pulp and 
paper mills in my own State, and I have been appealed to by 
these gentlemen to come to their rescue in helping to put bleach 
on the free list, but I declined to do so for the same reason that 
had I been here the other day I should have voted to impose a 
duty on hides, in opposition to the protest of many of the leather 
and boct and shoe manufacturers of New England. 

I claim to be, if 1 understand the term correctly, a national pro- 
tectionist; and while I am in favor of protecting one industry I 
am equally in favor of protecting another industry, whether it be 
in the East or the West or the South or the North. 

The paper manufacturers, for whom the Senator from Delaware 
appeals, and who protest so earnestly, are asking for increased 
protection for their product, which we are going to give them, and 
which they deserve and ought to have. I am in favor of protect- 
ing the paper manufacturers, but I am not in favor of protecting 
them to the detriment and destruction of an American industry 
=—_ is as promising as the manufacture of bleach in the United 

tates. 

That is my attitude on this question, and I trust that this small 
protection of 11 per cent ad valorem, one of the smallest ad valo- 
rem duties that can be found in this entire bill, may not be stricken 
out by the votes of Senators following the lead of my very cour- 
teous and distinguished friend the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I simply wanted to observe that 
the doctrine of protection for protection’s sake alone has never 
been more baldly stated than by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire just now—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam in favor of it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Except as it was stated the other day by the 
junior Senator from New eee ae SEWELL], who said that a 
given article ought to be protected because the patents on it had 
expired. The Senator from New Hampshire puts his argument 
upon the basis that this industry, while it is getting along fairly 
well under existing law—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, it is not 
getting along at all. 

Mr. GRAY. It does not exist. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does it exist under the present law? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does exist. 

Mr. GRAY. It does not exist; it is going to exist. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; it may be brought into existence, if 

I may put it in that form. 
_ Mr. GALLINGER. I want tobe understood in this matter. I 
insist that we are making a very considerable amount of bleach 
in this country; 300,000 pounds a month are manufactured in one 
establishment in Maine, and while they are not making money 
enough to pay dividends to their stockholders, they are hoping 
that under this bill they will be sufficiently protected to make 
their enterprise fairly remunerative. 

If the Senator from Nebraska will permit one further observa- 
tion, which I neglected to make when I was on the floor before, I 
will say Iam a protectionist for the sake of protection, if neces- 
sary, but primarily a protectionist for the sake of revenue; and if 
11 per cent is put on this product, which now comes from a great 
trust, and which if it was located in this country would 
h the soul of the Senator from Nebraska, it will give us a 
little revenue and help to pay the expenses of the Government. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will ask the Senator this question: Suppose 
there were no need of levying a tax for revenue purposes, would 
the Senator still be in favor of levying a tax for protection alone? 

Mr. GALLINGER... I wi!l say that I would for ua time, if I 

it would result in establishing an American industry. 


> 
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Mr. ALLEN. An honest confession is good for th it is 


soul, 


said. Here we have a doctrine announced—1| assume it is the doc- 
trine of the Republican party, because I have heard it announced 
before—that Senators are willing to impose a tax upon the people 
of this country, not for revenue purposes, not because it may be 
needed for revenue, but because it will have the effect of trans 
ferring a portion of the property or money of one class of citizens 
into the p ckets of another. Mr. President, if that is good consti 
tutional law, then, whenever that rule is laid down and acted upon, 
there is nothing to stand between the citizen, the consumer. and 
absolute confiscation but the mere caprice of the Congress of the 
United States. 

The Senator says he is in favor of protection for protection’'s 
sake alone. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Under some circumstances. 

Mr. ALLEN. Under some circumstances; and I infer under 
the circumstances presented here. The Senator is in favor of a 


protective tariff that will protect certain classes of people; but it 
strikes me very forcibly that a few days ago,when the senior Sen 
ator from Utah [Mr. CANNon] introduced an amendment to this 
bill which was to protect the farming class of this country, the 
Senator from New Hampshire voted against that amendment. 

The Senator says there are two or three hundred thousand dol- 
lars capital invested in this enterprise in the United States some- 
where; I do not know where, and it makes no difference for the 
purposes of this argument. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator wants to know, that amount 
is invested in one company in the State of Maine. 

Mr. ALLEN. In one company; but it makes no difference, for 
the purposes of this argument, whether it is in one company or a 
dozen companies. But the Senator did not consider the $17,000,- 
000,000 invested in farms and farm animals and farm equipments 
a few days ago when he voted against the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Utah, nor did he consider—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I take it he 
does not mean to argue that the proposition made by the Senator 
from Utah was in the line of tariff legislation, does he? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido. Mr. President. I am arguing exactly that; 
and how convenient it is when you come to one of these unpleas 
ant questions for some gentleman to rise and distinguish it from 
the particular case under consideration at the time. But what 
was the amendment of the Senator from Utah but a protective 
tariff to the farmers of this country? 

It was declared by the author of this bill that the purpose of 
the bill was to raise several million dollars of surplus money, and 
when the Senator from Utah undertook to take a portion of that 
money and distribute it among the five or six million farmers of 
this country, who are largely consumers, the Senator from New 
Hampshire failed to recollect his teachings and his doctrines at 
that time, and voted against the amendment 

Everything in the nature of a manufactured article down to the 
point of a pin must be protected when it is found in the form of 
cietnesnall amital, while millions and millions of men and women 
and little children who are engaged in unprolitable agriculture 
to-day are driven from the doors of this Chamber and from the 
Capitol of the United States as though they were aliens and had 
no right here. Of course, Mr. President, they do not pay election 
bills; they are not subject to assessments when it comes time to 
raise a fund to elect United States Senators or a President or any- 
thing of that kind. They are the toiling millions, unorganized 
among themselves, and unprotected, except as they receive some 
substantial protection at the hands of patriotic men who are in the 
public service. 

If it is a good thing for this bleaching enterprise to be protected, 
because by legislation we can set it on its feet and make the enter- 
prise profitable to its stockholders, why was it not profitable, why 
was it not honorable and just, to vote some portion of the surplus 
taxes arising from this.bill to the-wheat producers and corn pro- 


ducers and the meat producers and the tobacco and cotton pro- 
ducers of this country. so that some portion of the benefits of the 
bill, if there are any benefits in it, may go to these classes as well 


as to other classes? 
whose ox is gored. 

Here stands the Senator from New Hampshire pleading, as only 
he can plead, for a protective tariff, declaring. as only he can de 
clare, ih language that only he can use, in the interest of this lit- 
tle enterprise, while the bended backs of the millions of men en 
gaged in agriculture and the millions of women and children, too, 
go daily past his sight without provoking even an expression of 
sympathy. 

I ask you, Mr. President, if the principle applied by the Senator 
from New Hampshire to this chloride enterprise 1s a good princi- 
le, why was it not a good principle in the eyes of the Senator 
ene New Hampshire a few days ago when he had an opportunity 
to applyrit to the agricultural classes of our conntry? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I owe, of course, an apology to the 
Senate for consuming even five minutes more of its time, but L can 


It makes all the difference in the world as to 
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| 
only say that this proposed tax on bleaching powder is one of great 
importance to some of my constituents, and is viewed by them as 
an attack of a very serious character upon the industry in which 
they are engaged. Therefore I think that statement will justify 
me in consuming two or three more minutes of the time of the 
Senate. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] grounds 
his appeal for the imposition of this tax upon the fact, as stated b 
him and as believed by him, that there is an industry which, if 
not what might be called established, yet is one that will in the near 
future be so established as to produce, in the language of the Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] all the bleach that is neces- 
sary for the consumption of the paper makers of the United States. 

I do not understand that even the statement made by the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire controverts what I have said upon the 
authority of my correspondent. It is true that this Rumford Falls 
Company manufactures bleach, but it manufactures it for its own 
use as a wood-pulp maker and a paper maker, and, as I take it, 
the making of wood pulp and paper is the principal part of their 
business, occupies the most of their attention, and is the object 
for which this large capital was mostly invested. So that the ex- 
periment of making bleaching powder by this company is a side 
experiment, so to speak, to their main business. While they make 
a liquid gas, as I said before, sufficient for their own use, they 
have not made it successfully for transportation, or, if at all, in 
such small quantities that it is too insignificant to form a part of 
the business of the country. 

This proposed industry is not one that is to be thrown open to 
competition in the United States. It does not invite everyone 
who has either the capacity or the experience or the capital to en- 
ter into the business, and thus create a competition which will 
hereafter lower the price to the users of bleaching powder; but it 
is an experiment to be made under the protection of a in 
England and in this country. It is to te made by those who 
already have large capital invested in bleaching-powder works. 

I have before me now the English prospectus of the Castner- 
Kellner Company, which proposes to work under the English and 
American patents, and it says in the course of its long statement 
of this prospective industry to grow outof this new process which 
has been patented: 

In further evidence of the value of these patents and processes, it may be 
stated that the Mathieson Alkali Works— 

This is an American concern, in Rhode Island, I think— 
have erected at their own cost an extensive plant for the working of the Cast- 
ner process in America— 

That is this protected process— 
and that an agreement has been entered into between them and the Alumin- 
ium Company, ted— 

That is the English concern— 
for the purchase of the Castner patents in the United States for the sum of 


£65,000, payable £30,000 in cash and £35,000 in shares, together with substan- 
tial royalties, to be i 


id upon the completion and satisfactory running of the 
slant and the production of certain specified results. A syndicate has also 
n formed in Austria, “ The Consortium for Electro-Chemical indu Ne 
for the working of the Keliner process, the works for which are now 
erected at Golling, near Salzburg. 

So that this process by which they are to establish this new in- 
dustry is the offspring of an English syndicate, protected by pat- 
ents across the water and in this country, and they will to 
control the whole of that business, and will control it, if it is es- 
tablished here successfully, whether it be in Michigan or at Niagara 
Falls, or in West Virginia, where an experiment has been made 
upon a small scale. So this is not the ordinary case of a 
open by a protective tariff a new industry for the competition o 
ail the peopleof the United States, but it is to make a subsidy for 
a great moneyed syndicate. with hundreds of thousands of pounds 
of capital, to control an ae that is to levy tribute upon the 
great industries in whose behalf I have been speaking. 

Mr. President, I intended when I was on my feet before to have 
printed the substance of a letter, which I hold in my hand, in re- 
_ to this whole matter. Iwill ask to have it printed in the 

EZOORD, contenting myself with reatling only the following para- 
graph: 

The experimental plants for making bleach electrolytically have sprung 
up from time to time in England and on the Continent, and to a small extent 
only in this country; but so far none of these plants have demonstrated by 
actual output their ability to manufacture — quantity com- 
mercially. I do not believe that 5 per cent of bleach produced and con- 
sumed in the world is to-day made electrolytically. 

And that is the process that they expect to employ if this tariff 
is put on this manufactured article in the United States. 

The electrolytic process, which is now claim: 
terested in the production of chemicals genera!ly, is the Castner-Kellner proc- 
ess. This process is controlled by Brunner, Mond, of England, or Vay, 
of Austria, and they have been for some time erecting a plant at Western 
Point, near Runcorn, Engiand. They expected to have their product on the 
market a year ago, but so far have only made very insignificant quantities. 


This is the process which the Mathieson Alkali Company propose to use at 
Niagara Falis, etc. 


I ask to have the entire letter printed in the Recorp, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the a)e.. 


of objection. 


The letter referred to is as follows: 
New York, May 23, 199° 
My Dean CoLONEL: Replying to your queries of this morning | },.. ; 
ween 50,000 and 60,000 tons—about 2.4) p..., 
d into the United States during th. , 
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of bleaching powder 


Alkali Company; the eS oe cent is divided about equally betwee. 
other English aud contine makers. The number of paper mills 
United States now in is between 800 and 1,000, and they oo, 


the bleaching powder imported into this oy 
mills now in operation in Canada is between 3) an. 3) 
not consume over 1,809 to 2,000 tons of bleach annually 
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g powder. 
Tae Jessur & Moore Paper Co. 
&. M. SHARP, Treasurer. 
Col. A. G. Parxe, New York. 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I am only here to ask that these 
great and important and old-established industries be not allowe| 
to be preyed upon by this predatory syndicate, who are seeking 
to establish an industry not naturally, not at their own risk. 1 
as capital ought to come in to improve the condition of mankind 
and build up industries; but by doing it at the risk of manufac- 
tures and industries already long established and no less worthy 
than themselves. 

The paper makers, to whom the Senator from New Hampshire 
refers as having the benefit of protection in this bill, do not need 
that protection at all, and are not here in any large numbers as\- 
ing for increased protection, but I am told by very responsible 
representatives of that industry that they do not need anything 
in the way of additional protection; that they can get along wii): 
out any at all, for they are now sending abroad their product in 
competition with the paper makers of the world. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, as the time is approaching wien 
the sections of the bill relating to internal revenue are to be con- 
sidered, in pursuance to previous notice, I shall address the Sen- 
ate upon the subject of the amendment to the pending bill which 
I have heretofore offered. and I ask to have the amendment rea. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by tho 
Senator from Indiana will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add to the bill the following 
as new sections: 


Sno. —. That on and after the Ist day of January, 1898, and for five years 


thereafter, there shall be laid and asum 1 to the rate of 2 per cent 
of the value of every decedent's estate, as an inhe nce, whether it bo testato 
or intestate, which shall be executors, administrators, or trust: « 
thereof, or by the heirs or tees, devisees or legatees, when tho valu» 
of such as an inheritance is $5.00 and rd, except where legacies 
or are made to religions, charitable onal, or other organiza 
tions which may by the laws of the State, Territory, or district in which t)» 
decedent was at the time of his death be exempt from taxation 


Seco. —. That it 1 be the duty of the collector of internal revenue of th» 
district wherein the decedent resided at the time of his death, within «©. 
to ascertain the value of the estate as *) 
anna aes So cater ant record in a book to 


for 
See pes tone, Saeee name of the decedent, the name of the execut.’, 
, trustee, heir, or distributee, legatee, or devisee being 10 











interest in the same, and to note in each case the 


inheritance, and to record therein the amount of 


—. That as soon as the amount of the impost is ascertained and re- 
co as in the f section pro the collector shall send, 

to the person or persons liable for the payment thereof notice in 

the amount of the same, with a demand for its payment. Any person ag- 
grieved by the amount of such levy in any such case may, within thirty days 


after the of the notice afore wring suit, without regard to the 
srount im question, ih the district court of the United States to have the said 
levy set or reduced. Such suit shall be and determined in like 
manner as other civil causes in said court, and the district attorney of the 
United States shall a: therein for the Government; and in such suit the 
court is empowered 


enter a judgment against the who — have 
same for the amount, if any, of the sum fevied against him as 
determined in said cause, toge with the interest thereon and 
as provided in the section next ae 
the amount of such levy be it be credited in the 
record aforesaid, and a receipt 1 be given by the collector to 
the payment. Im case of the nengeguent of the same, 
ble for the same shall have brought suit to set aside or 
, the collector shall, within ninety days after the time of send- 
mail,as heretofore mentioned, notify the district attorney 
8 of the district, who shall, upon the receipt of such notice 
t, bring suit on behalf of the United States in the district court 
States, without regard to the amount of the same, for the pay- 
against the person or persons liable under the foregoing provi- 
the payment of the same, which suit shall be tried and determined as 
cases in said court; and upon recovery against the defendant 
interest shall be collected from the time of the commencement of 
as a penalty for nonpayment. 
of judgment rendered in such case t the real estate of the 
it therein shall relate back to the time of the commencement of the 
take effect at such time. 
That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to make 
and regulationsand prepare such forms, and papers as may 
necessary to carry into effect the provisions in this enactment, and a sum 
is hereby a out of any moneys in the Treasury, that 
sufficient to defray the expenses for that purpose, the said 
appropriation to be immediately available upon the passage of this act. 


Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, remonstrance, I think, might 

y be made inst certain language used by Senators apon the 
other side of the Chamber with reference to the financial condition 
of the Government. It has been represented that the Govern- 
ment is in embarrassed circumstances, that it is in a straitened 
state as to funds, and the words ‘‘insolvency” and “ bankruptcy” 
have been used as descriptive of the condition of the public Treas- 
ury. Such language is very misleading and extravagant. It is 
wholly unwarranted and full of mischief. Such expressions de- 
stroy confidence; they are not calculated to restore it—confidence, 
that plant of slow growth, the growth of which all of us are at- 


—. to foster and cherish. 

I have here a daily paper issued by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. It is headed, ‘‘Statement of the condition of the United 
States Treasury and the receipts and expenditures of the Govern- 
ment on the 29th day of June, 1897"—yesterday. I find one col- 
umn in this paper which reads as follows: 


Available cash balance, including gold reserve, $235,566,756.98. 


I find a star reference to what is known as the gold reserve, 
where it is set down at the sum of $100,000,000. Subtracting 
Soc ben res from the available cash balance, there is left to-day 

85,566,756.98. That is the present cash balance in the Treasury. 

the public Treasury, with such an available balance, 
can not be said to be insolvent or even to be threatened with bank- 


Phe critse of the fisc, of the present financial condition, admits 
that pee! is a large surplus in the Treasury, and that to have an 
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increase tion now there ought to be the strongest reasons, 
the highest possible emergency: but he asks the question, Where 
did the money come from? Government may answer that 


Zz 


saying, “* It is wholly irrelevant; this balance is in the 
; the money is there; it is lawfully applicable to any 


req) and it is for use every day in paying such debts and 

demands as may be made upon the Treasury for payment.” That 
isa answer to the charge of bankruptcy or insolvency. 
The of the fisc, without stating his proposition, is still di 

satisfied with the present financial condition, and since he has 

three or four times on the opposite side of the Chamber 

this vance and has not stated it himself, I will state it. 

His tis that there is an annual deficit; that is, that the 


aa per year do not equal the expenditures year, and itis 
for purpose of curing this condition that in soem bill is 
introduced. The present bill is a joint uct of two parties, 
one of whom procured the reversion of anticipated authority after 
the election in November last. This is the ss in power. The 
the official insignia of office on the 4th of March 

This is the party in office. One of these, the party in power, 

is altogether mercenary. The other is wholly political. y are 
in close alliance; indeed a family compact has been made between 
respect to the subject of this bili—the levying of duties 


them with 
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of the two has the slightest anxiety about the annual deficit, ex- 


cept as it may be an ostensible excuse for the tariff a 
movement. hey leave to us as Senators the task of gleaning 


from this vast harvest of prohibitory duties perhaps enough 
money to meet the expenditures of the Government. We have 
had annual deficits before. We had one very lately under the 
operation of the McKinley Act, larger than the deficit of this year, 
and heretofore at different periods in the history of the Govern- 
ment we have’ had annual deficits. But we have never had a 
deficiency of that character which has been puffed into the gigan- 
tic proportions of the present deficiency now apparent. Hawaii 
must wait, Cuba must wait, pensions must wait, every interest 
of legislation must wait upon this annual deficit. 

Now, sir, there are two methods of meeting the annual deficit. 
One is by decreasing expenditure. The other is by an increase of 
taxation. There was a Roman senator who had this question be- 
fore him, chief ruler of the republic, a man skilled to rule, of 
consular dignity, one who was familiar with large amounts raised 
by taxation, one who was familiar with lavish expenditures, even 
more lavish than our own, and in addressing the Roman people 
and government upon the subject of the reduction of expendi- 
tures, he said that a very good source of revenue, a most excellent 
source of revenue, was to be found in parsimony, in sparing fru 
gality, in economy in the public expenditures. He insisted that 
a sparing economy in the public expenditures was a real source of 
revenue, and a real substitute for taxation. 

The maxim has been often quoted; it has been often approved; 
it has been more often approved than followed. I do not know, 
sir, what attention has been given by the majority of the Finance 
Committee to this maxim of Cicero. I suspect that very little at- 
tention has been given to it. I am of the opinion that if the 
majority of the Finance Committee had taken the same time, the 
same trouble, had bestowed the same labor, the same earnest effort, 
and had made use of the same secluded isolation of the Arlington 
with reference to the reduction of expenditures and appropriations, 
we might not have had the trouble of considering this bill at all. 
The annual deficit would have been made up by paring the excess 
and excrescences of appropriations. 

But, Mr. President, I am free to admit also that even if the hon- 
orable and learned majority of the committee had formulated such 
a measure for the reduction of expenditures, as Congress is at pres- 
ent constituted it could not have become the law, and that is per- 
haps the reason why the ——— was notmade. Ahabitof lavish 
expenditure grows like other habits. It grows by what it feeds 
upon. Looking at the history of appropriations since 1890 and at 
the future of appropriations for the next eight or ten years, largely 
controlled by advance engagements and contracts already made by 
which we are bound, it may be taken as a settled thing that the 
ordinary expenses of the Government will not be less than $450,- 
000,000 per year. Thepresent appropriation billscarry that amount, 
if not more. It is avery large sum of money, and as the reduc- 
tion of expenditures seems to be impracticable, the only way to 
make both ends meet is by an increase of the revenue by addi- 
tional taxation. 

Now, sir, if it were possible to frame a revenue bill upon the 
model of the first tariff law passed in 1789, a strictly revenue bill 
extending the rates to such articles of commerce as had come into 
the world since that time, we might by such a bill raise revenue 
sufficient to meet the expenditures; but as the States are now 
represented in this Chamber and as the people are now repre- 
sented in the other body it is impossible to frame a tariff bill of 
this character. It is impracticable to do so. It follows, then, 
that we must provide, if we would avoid the annual deficit, for 
raising $450,000,000 per year. That is one of the reasons why we 
should always have in circulation among the people of this coun- 
try at least $450,000,000 of Treasury notes as full legal-tender 
money, based upon the taxing power of the Government of the 
United States, within the limitation of appropriation and expend- 
iture. 

Within that limitation, the four hundred and fifty millions of 
Treasury notes are based upon the taxing power of the Govern- 
ment, and this taxing power of the Government is itself a thing 
of value. Itis worth more than any mine or mineral or ore. It 
dominates both gold and silver, as it dominates all other prop- 
erty. The legal dominion of this representative of the taxing 
power of the Government would have been to-day manifest and 
apparent if it had been declared and asserted instead of having 
been abandoned and abdicated by those in charge of the affairs 
of the Treasury in the last twelve or fifteen years of our history. 
But let that pass. 

I think it extremely doubtful, with the probabilities against the 
predicate, that under this bill, founded as it is only upon tariff 
and excises, you can raise $450,000,000 of revenue per year. I do 
not believe it can be done. With the present depressed state of 
prices and of values, the problem as presented to us contains 
an almost insurmountable difficulty. It is very certain that a bill 
founded as this is upon high protective and prohibitory lines of 
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tariff will not furnish that aliquot portion of the revenue which, 
added to the sum from other sources, will produce $450,000,000 a 
year. I donot care how you arrange or rearrange the tariff on 

rotective lines discarding revenue. I do not care what disposi- 

ion you make of rates and semirates always at the elevated grade. 
Unless revenue be made the are end and object of the tariff 
bill, you will find forever that the blanket is too short withal, 
that the blanket is too narrow withal, to cover the corpus delicti, 
the body of the annual deficit. 

Tam not alonein thisview. Ilistened very closely to the speech 
of the honorable Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
when he opened the budget on this occasion, and I expressly 
noted it with reference to his declarations about how much rev- 
enue the bill would raise. He made no statement except with 
respect to the internal-revenue portion of the bill. He thought 
the increased rates on tobacco and spirits would bring $35,000,000. 
He made no estimate of tlie tariff rate only to say that the tariff 
rates as they came from the House would not afford sufficient 
revenue, and that they must be modified in order to furnish the 
portion necessary. With respect to a declaration founded upon 
figures or calculated upon any estimates as to how much the tariff 
oo of the bill would bring into the Treasury, he spoke one 

our anda half and said nothing, with great particularity of detail. 
That is one of my reasons for thinking that the annual deficit is 
not at all provided for by the anticipated passage of the bill. 

I have noticed also very closely the remarks of the learned and 
honorable Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], very desultory re- 
marks, —_—* six or eight or ten times a day here during the de- 
bate, as became his office, as became his duty representing, in the 
absence of the Senator from Rhode Island, the majority of the com- 
mittee upon the bill, but I have nowhere noticed in the remarks 
of the honorable Senator from Iowa any approach, any approxi- 
mate effort, to estimate the amount that the bill would yield to 
the Treasury upon the tariff rates. I feel certain that if confi- 
dence were on the other side with respect to the amount of the 
revenue product we would have had some evidence of it, some 
declaration of it by those in charge of the bill, not only mere 
verbiage, but a detail of facts and figures from which we might 
realize that the annual deficiency was to disappear to trouble us 
no more. 

I noticed another evidence in support of the opinion I have 
announced. I notice that the honorable and learned Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] very early in the discussion in- 
troduced an amendment to the bill. He is a very conservative, 
thoughtful member of this body, certainly a friend of protection, 
certainly in the most complete amity with the majority of the 
committee in this case. e introduced an amendment to tax all 
the articles on the free list 10 per cent. Sir, we have had a free 
list under all the tariff laws of the Government except the first, 
and there was in that no basket clause, and there was a larger 
free list than has ever been since. Yet what is the emergency, 
what is the calainity, what is the exigency which induces the hon- 
orable Senator from Pennsylvania to offer an amendment making 
the free list not free, unless he entertains the opinion, as I do, that 
the tariff rates in the bill are insufficient for the purpose of the 
production of revenue? 

Besides those special circumstances, I wish to call the attention 
of the Senate to particular considerations. In the internal-revenue 
clauses, which we are about approaching, there are two amend- 
ments, one for an increased tax on beer, one for an increment of 
taxation upon tobacco. Mr. President, certainly the increased tax 
on beer is not a satisfactory exaction. That article is already un- 
der heavy taxation, whether it be specific or ad valorem. It is one 
of the few articles that the war tax has been continued on from 
the beginning down to this day. It has always been the same. 
We have had remonstrances against_this increase from all sorts 
and conditions of men and from every section of the Republic. 

I do not think it would have been seriously suggested—I do not 
know what disposition is going to be made of it—I do not dream 
that it would have been printed as a part of the bill unless the 
majority of the committee entertained the opinion that the tariff 
rates would fall short, and that the shortage must be made up by 
an increased tax upon beer. I might say the same with reference 
to the unsatisfactoriness of the exaction upon tobacco. Both of 
those rates are odious. Is it es that a great political party 
just come into power would have assumed the responsibility to 
suggest and to continue the —— to this time of an addi- 
tional tax upon beer and tobacco if the majority of the committee 
had informed them and were themselves confident that the tariff 
rates would yield sufficient revenue? 

Besides this, the bill proceeds upon the assumption that in- 
creasing the rates must increase the revenue, an enormous fallacy, 
supported by no experience, contradicted, if you will allow me 
the expression, by common sense. The managers and proprietors 
of the best show on earth had their day of commencement, their 
time of beginning. They had the vey best opinion of their ex- 
hibition, and they may have thought and seriously thought it 
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was worth $5 to admit a man to see it, and they may have {ring 
that price for the first two or three days, but they would not .,,,,., 

ate long under such a tariff before discovering that to incr... 
revenue they must reduce the rate; before discovering that j,, 
charging 50 cents or a dollar for admission they would 1.\.. 
more money out of the exhibition than by charging four or f\.. 

What will be the effect of the increase, the excessive increas. 
taxation upon imports? It must necessarily affect exports. |; 
must n reduce exports. These two act and react upon 
each other. It must lessen the demand for cotton, for wheat‘. 
corn, for all the cereals, the true surplus of our country. It mu 
lessen and reduce the prive of those great commodities of inter), 
tional exchange. It must consequently leave the people less a})\« 
to pay the rates of taxation than they are at present. I do 10; 
think there has been a bill drafted in the history of the Gover) 
ment which commits so —— and unprovoked a spoliation upon the 
commerce of the world as the bill we are to-day considering. 7). 
decrease of exports and the failing market for our cereals may }\« 
considered the compensatory duties which will follow the pass: 
of this enactment. m7 

I do not mean those compensatory duties so often named by t}yo 
honorable and learned Senator from Iowa. The honorable and 
learned Senator from Iowa uses the term ‘‘ compensatory duties’ 
as a graceful, delicate euphonism by which to conceal the com 
_— larcenies found in almost every section of the bill. What 

am speaking of in relation to compensatory. duties refers to the 
great law of retaliation. The bill is a declaration of commercia| 
war against France, Germany, and Italy, and the schedules against 
the republics of South America and against the trade and traftic 
with South America are even more severe and more exacting than 
those against the continent of Europe. 

Mr. President, it has been thought to be a singular thing in the 
history of commerce that for almost a century the great traftic 
and trade of the republics of South America have been carried 
on across the South Atlantic with the old monarchies and coun 
tries of Europe, and that we of the United States get a meager 
moiety of it. It is the consequence of high protective-tariff levis- 
lation. In this bill we make it almost a penal offense for any man 
to conduct trade or traffic with the republics of South America. 
Its schedules are ered aimed at that trade. We talk of lib- 
erty of the seas. The seas themselves, the high seas, are tainted 
with this virus of so-called protection. What is the use of ta'k- 
ing about the establishment of commercial fleets? Youcan invent 
no motor, steam or electricity, you can invent no such power as 
will be enabled to overcome the power of domestic avarice. No 
vessel can navigate against that. These consequences wil! cer 
tainly follow the passage of this enactment. 

I call your attention, Mr. President, to the fact that the mero 
increase of the rates of duties has never increased revenue. [Iree 
trade brings no revenue. High prohibitive duties bring no reve- 
nue. Here the two extremes meet. The effect is the same. Be- 
tween these two extremes there is a golden mean, a midway, a 
middle path. This middle path our country took from 1546 to 
1861, fifteen years, an era of unexampled growth and progress in 
all arts and industries, an era of light taxation and general we!- 
fare. When, under the impetus of a great war, an overwhelming 
emergency, the United States left the policy of low tariff, moder 
ate rates, and adopted the first war tariff, with high rates ani 
excessive duties, did we stop there? 

If Congress had simply passed that act and gone no further. bad 
simply passed the war tariff, we would have had no addition to 
the revenue, The war tariff was accompanied in the same Con 

by an act issuing $50,000,000 of Treasury notes, by another 

ing $75,000,000 of Treasury notes, by another issuing $1.0.000,000 
of Treasury notes, full legal-tender money, and hundreds of mil 
lions of dollars of Treasury notes circulated in the country during 
the whole period of the war, while they were collecting these 
taxes under the first high tariff, and it was out of this abundance 
that the Government gathered its income sufficient to maintai! 
the Army in the field and to prosecute the war to a successful 
conclusion. 

What prospect have we now of an increase in the volume 0! 
Treasury notes? Has the y which lately came into power 
made any such proposition? Is there any measure pending. or 
has it been mentioned that along with this, the highest tariff ever 
enacted in the country, there is to be an increase of the volume 
of money? None whatever. What increase of the volume o! 
money have we to-day? Only that afforded by the free coinay» 
of gold, more than countervailed by theexportsof gold coin. The 
population of this country is increasing waar, year. The per cap- 
ita of specie in it must be decreasing ann y by the same rule. 
The per capita is decreasing, getting smaller and smaller every 
year. More taxes and less money seems to be a very curious pro 

of preparation for the time that is said to be com- 

ing Even the planting of the in the far Pacific—even that 

not afford relief or rescue to our people beset with a sea of 
troubles and asked only to pay more taxes as a remedy. 


897. 


The increase of the rates of tariff taxation without a corre- 
sponding increase in the vciame of legal-tender money, of Treas- 
ury notes or coin, will be certain to bring upon us a larger 
deficiency than that which is now apparent. It will be certain to 
renew and repeat the annual deficit. it is for these reasons, sir, 
that the minority of the committee have in good faith presented 
the amendment just read. We have presented it with the best 
intentions, in hope perhaps that it may help to eke out that defi- 
ciency which is certain to come under a bill framed entirely upon 
duties and excises, and we offer it specially as a substitute for the 
ine rates of taxation proposed by this bill against beer and 
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bacco. 

We offer this amendment. Itisatender. It remains with the 
discretion and judgment of the majority of the committee to 
accept it or to decline it. I may state, and I have the pleasure of 
stating to the honorable and learned Senator from Iowa, that this 
amendment has no reenforcement of expert opinion behind it. I 
know how much the honorable Senator has been perplexed by the 
specifics, the ad valorems, the differentials of tariff expert judg- 
ment and opinion. 
which has nothing behind it except merit. 

The following of the dogma and practice of what is called pro- 
tection has forced us face to face with the present emergency. It 
may be that the framers of the Constitution foresaw this emer- 
gency and foresaw it as the result of a legitimate policy of pro- 
tection. 

I do not believe that; but however the case may be concerning 
it, the framers of the Constitution have not confined taxation to 
duties and excises alone. This bill is constructed simply upon 
those two methods. 


The Constitution of the United States has no pleonasm, it has no | 


tautology, and it abstains from repetition. When two words are 
used, two things are meant, two distinct, separate, and independ- 
ent things. It has said: 


The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, | 


and excises. 


Direct taxes have not often been resorted to, for reasons to be 
hereafter given; but although they have not been much used, we 
have the power to lay and collect them. Duties have been re- 
sorted to every year of the Government from the first session of 
Congress down to the present time. Excises have been resorted 
to more than taxes, but I recollect for years and years when there 
were no Federal excises, not a dollar of tax on any domestic prod- 
uct, and that was not in what are known as bad times. Imposts 
were not heard of. They were once used during the war of 1812, 
and they were used in the late war—taxes upon persons and upon 


administrators and executors, as provided in the pending amend- | 


ment. But the fact that either of these methods of raising rev- 
enue has fallen into disuse is no forfeiture of the power by Con- 
Here is an armory having within it four stores or resources 


of the taxing power, all of which or either of which Congress | 


| use upon a proper occasion. 

irect taxes have not been often resorted to because they have to 
be apportioned according to population among thedifferent States 
underthecensus. This apportionmentas a mathematical problem 
is not avery difficult one, but as a legislative problem it has been 
found to be one of extreme difficulty, for the reason that States hav- 


ing the largest population, and therefore having the largest appor- | 


tionment of taxes for payment,and having the largest delegations 
in Congress, are always dissatisfied with the apportionment, and 
there are always a larger number of delegations dissatisfied with 
the apportionment than are content with it. Therefore, except in 
the presence of a great emergency—except in the presence of an 
overwhelming exigency—no direct taxes have ever been laid. 
Ishould have thought from the opinion I find here sometimes 
a abont this annual deficit of $28,000,000 for this year that 
this emergency exceeds everything we ever had, and there would 
be a proposition here from the majority of the committee to pro- 
ceed to direct taxation. But in that I have been disappointed. 


A majority of the committee seem anxious to give a very large | 
tical meaning to this yearly deficit, but they diminish its | 


— significance under their mode of dealing with it toa mere 
= 
e framers of the Constitution foresaw this obstacle to the col- 
lection of revenue They foresaw the difficulty in the way of the 
apportionment of direct taxes. They therefore provided three 
other methods under the rule of uniformity, not of apportionment, 
in order that the troub'e of the taxgatherer might be in some de- 
gree alleviated, and that the revenue of the Government might be 
supp.ied without resorting to the almost impracticable method of 
direct taxation. 
Now. the rate of imposts fixed by the amendment is not a rate 
upon property as such. Itis not arate upon estates. It is nota 
rate upon the value of estates. 


specific charge levied upon particular persons; a specific charge | 
ed upon particular persons related to or having an interest in | 
the function of succession, testate or intestate, incident to death. 
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Two per cent is not laid, but a sum equal to that amount is 
levied. Thus the rate is made indirect, in the circumstance of 
the levy as well as in that of the payment. The only use of the 
per cent upon the value of the estate of inheritance is to afford an 
instrumentality for ascertaining the equivalent of value by measur- 
ing the quantity of the aggregate, the rate, just as an inspector 
under the excise measures the gallons in the barrel and ascertains 


the proof of the spirits before him. In this way certitude and 
| 
| 
| 


uniformity are provided for in the collection of this impost from 
those liable thereto. Although the amount is not fixed in any 
particular case, the proportion is fixed in all cases, 

We observe all around us every day the working of the rules of 
succession, and it is a matter of such common observation that 
we sometimes forget that it is an operation of law, an effect of 
government—a very marked operation of law a very notable effect 
of government in the highest degree of civilization. Riles of 
succession are not made in thenatural state. They are not known 
to savages and uncivilized tribes. They are not known to men in 
a condition of servitude. The prince in an absolute despotism, 
upon hearing of the death of a man of substance, takes what he 
wishes, and leaves what he wishes, if he leaves anything, to the 
relatives of the decedent. 

The great American common law of descent, that children shall 
take share and share alike, is nota lawof nature. It did not come 
by nature. It is the result of strife for centuries, and it has been 
wrested from power, from privilege, from prerogative, from feu 
dal tenure and tradition; and we clearly have the moral, the con 
| stitutional right to take from the beneficiaries thereof a slight con 

tribution for the support of that government under which these 
| beneficent rules obtain. 
| It may be said, sir, in objection to this amendment. that it pro 
vides for double taxation. Mr. President, there are very few men 
| or things that escape taxation twice. Double or cumulative tax 
| ation can not possibly be any valid objection to the method of col 
| lecting the revenue. We all pay, in the first place, local taxes to 
| the county, the city. the State of our residence. On that we are 
| taxed once. Weall pay federal taxation under bills like that now 
| pending, for our supplies, for food, for shelter, for raiment, and, 
as in the case of a man engaged in the business of distilling, for 
example, paying an excise tax upon the same property for which 
he was formerly taxed, triple taxation. Andif he is interested 
in selling, retail or wholesale, he pays another excise, quadruple 
taxation. And he pays also an excise to the State and to the 
county for transacting the same business, and to the city, so that 
| the same man may be taxed seven times, eight times, upon the 
| same property and with reference to the same business. 
Neither courts nor legislatures have for the last three centuries 
listened with any patience to the objection that a mode of raising 
| revenue proposes to make double or cumulative taxes. This is a 
| cumulative tax, and so are all the others except the primary tax 
| imposed by the State or city. It may be said this is a tax upon 
| accumulations; that it is a tax on industry, on skill, on diligence. 
| This is all true. So is every other tax a tax on accumulation; so 
| is every other tax an exaction upon skill, upon diligence, upon 
| industry. Taxes must reach those who have and keep; not those 
who have not. 

But Ll ask your attention, Mr. President, to the disproportion of 
taxes at present on accumulation. The great mass of accumu- 
lations are very small, small in value, large in the aggregate. 
| Take the day laborer. His accumulations, on which he is taxed 

and will be taxed under the pending bill, are his household and 

kitchen furniture, his clothing for his wife and children, his daily 

wages. Those are his accumulations, and they are taxed. If you 
| go to the large accumulations of thousands and millions accumnu- 

lated under this protective system, an owner will be found; some 

time death will touch some person interested in a trust. Sometime 

death will divide and distribute the estate of such a possessor. It 
| is such accumulations as this that are reached by a rate on in- 
| heritances. 

There is no just proportion of the present tax upon accumula 
tions. The poor man pays out of his necessity. Out of his pov- 
erty he pays the tariff taxes and others levied. The owner of mil- 
lions in the way of accumulations pays the same tax, but he pays 
out of his abundance without a thought, without a fear, without 
knowing it. 

Now, we say, let us impose upon these massive accumulations 
some just burden in proportion to the benefits that their owners 
have received under the protection and kindly offices of the Gov 


ernment. I will say nothing now about special legislation, but 
| under the protection and auspices of the Government they have 
accumulated these fortunes, these vast amounts. Why should 


they not contribute a trifie at least for the support of the Govern 
| ment under which they live? 

No writer upon the subject of taxation has laid down a 
maxim than that taxes ought to be apportioned 
| with the benefits received from the government nn 
| possessor lives, and all taxes are apportioned and 
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agreeably to that opinion. Take the State tax everywhere, take 
the city tax everywhere, take the county tax everywhere; they 
are laid in exact proportion to the amount of accumulation, large 
or sinall, as they may be. So that this opinion of all authors is reen- 
forced by the practice of mcnkind, and it enforces the contribu- 
tions upon accumulations in proportion to the benefits received, 

Contrast this rate of inheritance with some of the rates in the 
pending bill. Contrast it with the high rates levied upon common 
window glass, cement, white lead, salt, wool, lumber, blankets, 
flannels, and shawls. Take, for example, window glass taxed in 
two brackets at from 107 to 115 per cent, prohibitory; intended to 
be prohibitory. 

t may be said, however, that this is an unfair comparison and 
that a glass tax isa Pa of the tariff law, while the inheritance 
rate, if adopted, will belong to the branch of internal revenue. 
Let us look at that proposition for a few minutes. What is the 
tariff? Itis a tax levied upon goods imported from other coun- 
tries into ours. This glass tax is nominally levied as a tariff. It 
is claimed sometimes that the foreigners pay the tariff taxes. 

The foreigners certainly will not pay this tariff on common 
window glass. They do not handle the goods. They do not see 
the goods. They know nothing about them. What really is this 
glass tax? It isa tax imposed upon articles of domestic manu- 
facture. It is a tax imposed for the benefit of the owners or man- 
ufacturers of common window glass against every man who 
wishes to use or to buyit. It makes it very much in the nature of 
an excise, for an excise is a tax upon domestic products, 

But, sir, I think I may be allowed to call it a left-handed excise. 
There is one very great difference between the glass tax and the 
excise, The excise tax is levied upon spirits, tobacco, and other 
articles which are subjected to it, and goes directly into the Treas- 
ury, less the cost of collection. The tax levied upon glass goes 
directly to the manufacturer of glass. Not a dollar of it goes 
into the Treasury. It is a left-handed excise. It is like the awk- 
ward ball that never reaches its destination. It is like the ball 
held in the hand of the pitcher, held fast, which he seems to 
want to pitch away from him, but his whole movement is a feint, 
and the ball never reaches the bat. 

Now, the Democratic party say that a tax imposed upon any ar- 
ticle in such a way as to interfere with the compact between the 
seller and buyer, to raise the price, except for the sake of revenue, 
except in the interest of the Treasury, is unjust, is unwarranted. 
The very reason for a tax law is revenue. When the revenue 
ceases, when the reason of the law ceases, the law ceases with it. 
This sort of tax is often called in this Chamber tribute. Itisa 
tribute very near akin to pillage. It is a pillage of the many not 
rich. Itisa pillage of the many not incorporated. It is taking 
away the crust and crumb from Lazarus that Dives may fare more 








sumptuously. 
There are a great many specimens of left-handed excises in this 
bill. One of the most extraordinary is in the woolschedule. We 


all know that enough wool has been imported into the country te 
answer the manufacturing demand for one year; that it has been 
imported free of duty under the present law: and yet the taxes on 
blankets, flannels, shawls, women’s and children’s dress goodsare 
in this bill laid upon the express assumption that the supply of 
wool on hand has paid duty at the rate imposed by this bill—10 
‘cents per pound—and that this free wool is not free. So that 
hundreds of thousands of dollars of taxes will be levied and col- 
lected from the people upon this wool, not a penny of which will 
go into the National Treasury. This whole enormous amount 
will be handed over in a lump sum and as a mere gratuity to the 
corporations engaged in the manufacture of woolen fabrics. 

I know, sir, it is said that these excessive rates upon woolen 
oods are _—— for the purpose of eran the woolen in- 
ustry and improving the breed of , and of increasing the 

‘quantity of the wool product in the United States. Ido not believe 

t, but if I did believe it I would«prefer the health, the safety, 
the comfort, the happiness of the women and children of this 
country to the interest of sheep or shepherd, and especially to any 
interest of the wolf, the wolf in sheep's clothing, who would use 
the hand of the taxgatherer to strip from the child in his cradle 
the mantle or blanket so necessary to its growth and nurture. 

We have not, Mr. President, been entirely forgetful of the wel- 
fare of the animal kingdom in the Uni States. We have a 
branch of administration called the Bureau of Animal Industry. 
After many years of careful and costly experiment we have suc- 
ceeded in reaing one kind of animals to absolute perfection. They 
are the tariff swine—the highly protective prohibitive tariff swine. 
They are gross feeders, with voracious appetite. They devour 
our substance with impunity. They think of making no return 
except a small compensatory duty derived from a slight tax upon 
the infant industry of bristles. 

It is such exactions as these, sir, these gross, unlawful, unwar- 
ranted abuses of the taxing power, these clouds without rain, 
these wells without water, these rates without revenue, which 
show very clearly that pelf, not patriotism, is the principal com- 
pouent material of the schedules in the pending bill. Such exac- 
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tions are contrary to the plainest dictates of justice, and w:)) 
bring down upon their authors the condign punishment du. ., 
such offenses. 

I appeal to Senators that they may seriously note one of ¢},.. 
minor advantages of justice, its commercial value, if they ..,,, 
nothing for its greater attribute. It pays far better than a) 
other quality in the administration of public affairs, as injus:i 
is the most expensive and costly exercise of power. A peopk 
grow rich and opulent; how well to do that nation becomes. 4), 
all the nen and women who inhabit the land, when they fee] {},,; 
the burdens of taxation are fairly distributed and are bor). 
just proportion. 

What vast wealth of affection, age after age, is accumula.) 
for that form of government wherein what is right is deemed .)- 
ways expedient. How selfish, sordid, and ignoble is an appeal {,, 
the citizen that offers by law special favors to a part, to any part, 
of the community which are denied to the whole? What is ». 
tection but a bribe, and what have bribes to do with justice: 
What gains can protection, so called, bring to the few which ayo 
not losses to the many? 

Consider the effect of this policy upon the elective franc}i 
upon the vote and the voter. ballot should be an express 
of the conscience and judgment, unbribed and unbought. upon 
the great public questions submitted to its arbitrament, and ¢sjo- 
cially it should be free from the taint of private interest or jr 
sonal gain. We require that of a oo in the ordinary court, 
and more especially the voter should free from any motive of 
personal gain or private interest. 

An election controlled by the self-styled policy of protection 
bids men forego and blot from their memories every consideration 
of public interest, every thought of national income, impelling 
them to combine only for the particular advantage of those wh. 
may be successful in this debasing conflict. Debauched by this 
intense ag “eaage many yield to its allurements. Others are 
willing to follow the lead of Mammon even up to the dead line «f 
monopoly—the dead line of monopoly, where importations are 
forbidden, where competition is barred, and where the incorpo 
rated protected manufacturer absolutely controls the price of 
wares and wages. 

This power of control is one to which no free man should be 
subjected, and which no free government should permit or allow. 
This is not taxation; it is tyreeey. it is despotism—the despotism 
of the trusts, enforced through the imperial reigning dynasty of 
the yeas and nays. : 

One of the worst results of this false and vicious system so long 
embedded in the form of law is that it now assumes the mask 
and semblance of legitimacy. The public needs and the revenues 
of the Treasury are wholly subordinated to local and private inter- 
est and to corporate gains. The banditti of the syndicates are 
allowed to impose taxes merely for their own aggrandizement. 

We-have such a thing as vested rights, and it seems there must 
needs be vested wrongs. This is one of them—one of the lowest, 
one See es hice nebe gray Of —— in a coun- 
try subjec + ae y subj , to these conditions, parties 
must perish; a. ies must perish. Factions only will survive. 
Factions will fight each other as wild beasts for their prey, until 
there is an end of even the forms of liberty. 

Much has been said about differentials in this discussion. The 

iant differential in the pending bill is protection itself. This 

erential is a by the ersion of the lawmaking power, 

and it can flourish only in the decay of justice. Itis this gross irra- 

ition, miscalled protection, which proposes to reverse 

m of Jefferson so that it shall read: Special privileges to 
all who can procure them, equal rights to none. 

The pretense is made that protection is designed to encourage 
American industry. Can not industry be cheered to its work save 
by unjust burdens placed upon others—burdens grievous to be 
borne, imposed by that sort of skill and craft which prefers 
majority on the roll call to justice and fair dealing? The pro- 
moters of this measure pro’ to give by its enactment a — 
percentage, a particular advantage, to a corporation engaged 1) 
sucha manufacture of a particular caiieheaad ther propose to give 
to another corporation a certain other percentage and advantage. 
They propose to give one trust a subsidy boon or bounty of such « 
form; to another trust the same; they propose to give the whole 
unblessed family of ere unwholesome, uncanny gifts, and 
out of this unclean mass of bribes — they expect to distill 
the pure waters of life, of 1 life, health, and prosperity for our 
people. Vain expectation! You might as well hope to enjoy the 
pleasures of paradise amidst the burning marl and flaming man- 
sions of the lost. 

In offering this amendment, we do not wish to be understoo! 
as in the least degree approving the scheme or the policy of the 
pending bill. . 

We stand by the ancient landmarks of the Democratic party. 
We are unwilling to see the landmarks removed. I will not 
pronounce the malediction. Its recital is needless, We adhere 
with unfaltering faith to the tenets of our ancient Democratic 


r 
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creed, founded, as they are, upon the letter of the Constitution 
and imbued with its potent beneticent spirit. 

It is written that 
duties.” We believe this is a joint act of power thus granted, not 
several, or joint and several. Duties are to be laid, and the same 
duties are to becollected. Itis not competent to lay duties which 
are not to be collected any more than it is lawful to collect duties 
which are not laid. Laying and collecting can not be dissevered. 
They must, as they are placed in the Constitution, go hand in 
hand. To lay duties with the purpose not tocollect them, at such 
rates and in such form as that they shall be and must be uncol- 
lectible, is to disregard the first law of the Government and to make 
private ends superior to the public necessities. It is to invite all 
those evil co uences which corruption incites, which no sophis- 
trycan allay. The people of the United States can not rightfully 
be taxed save for the benefit of all, and under no circumstances 
for the benefit of a less number. 

When the interests of the public Treasury are alone consulted 
in laying taxes upon the citizen, what a strong and broad founda- 
tion is laid for our well-being! 

The ballot is no longer in the market. The voter does not ask, 
“‘ How shall I gain something for myself by voting?” but ‘‘ How 
shall all be best aided by my action?” The franchise is then what 
our forefathers made it, what the justice of the Constitution in- 
tended it should be. 

It is restored to its original state of purity, of dignity, and of 
sovereign independence. 

Our fathers thought highly of justice as an element of political 
life and action. 
justice was itself a great standing policy, so much so that any 
de ure from it lay under the suspicion of being no policy at all. 





declared in the grand preface to the Constitution that ‘to | 


establish justice” was one of the objects of the creation of this 
form of government. We have, it is true, a Department of Jus- 
tice, but this is only a technical name for that branch of the pub- 
lic service. This by no means implies that every other depart- 
ment is not to be controlled by justice in its action. 


The courts in this very Department so named have often de- | 
cided that the laying of taxes is very much within our discretion. | 


They will not inquire what motives induced the legislature to 
select particular objects or articles or persons as subjects of tax- 


ation; all this is remitted to the Congress—to the Senate as a part | 


of the lawmaking power. 

We, as Senators, have thus a very wide province wherein we 
are ourselves charged with the administration of justice, even in 
a much larger sense than any judicial tribunal. Our responsi- 
bility is yet more grave, the consequences of our errors more far- 
reaching. The demand upon us in the exercise of this power, for 
the purest faith and the highest integrity of purpose, is one of the 
necessities of our position. 

PRANCHISE OF THE MINTS. 


We are not to content ourselves with even the best revision of | 
the tariff or the most excellent reform of the law of Federal taxa- | 


tion. To establish justice, other and greater reforms are needed. 

The highest law of the land declares ‘‘that the Congress shall 
have power to coin money and regulate the value thereof,” mean- 
= current coin the United States,” as mentioned in a 
follo section. The people of the several colonies and States 
during Colonial and Revolutionary periods had this power and 
exercised it. The States under the Articles of Confederation had 
this power to coin money of silver and gold and exercised it, and 
the States did not surrender this power to the General Govern- 
ment until 1789. It was an absolute surrender of such power, 
not forthe purpose of destruction or abatement, but of being fur- 
ther used by a greater 
Congress of the United States. 

The grant is exclusive, since it is also written: 

No State shall coin money or make anything but gold and silver coina 

for the payment of debts. 

It would have been a thing strange and anomalous to form a 
government for a great nation without giving it the power to 
coin money and regulate its value, or without the power to de- 
clare what should be a legal tender. There is no such defect in 
our form of government. All these powers are granted, and the 
kind of money to be coined and valued as the only legal tender is 
designated *‘ gold and silver coin,” ‘‘current coin of the United 


It is yet, therefore, much stranger, more anomalous, that the 
governments of other nations should in any manner control the 
coinage, value, or legal tender of the money made under our own 
act, and more strange than all that we should refuse to exercise 


the constitutional power so granted to us. 
These were granted for use and exercise, not to be viti- 
ated or ed either as to the two metals to be coined, their 


-tender function, or their value. 
y three years after the organization of the Government the 


passed a law providing for the free coinage of gold and 
vaee also that the silver as well as the gold coin in 


a 
providing 





They thoug ‘t, with the celebrated Burke, that | 


wer of more extended jurisdiction—the | 
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dollars so made, the current coin of the United States, should be a 
lawful tender in all payments whatsoever. This was interpre- 


ongress is empowered “to lay and collect | tation contemporaneous—a necessary, imperative, and primary 


| construction of the organic law. The law is not changed to this 


| day. It will take the votes of three-fourths of the States to change 
it. How many States of this Union would vote to make gold the 


5 


enly legal tender? 

The power thus granted and used to coin money of silver as well 
as gold, to fix its value and legal-tender quality, is expressed in 
the same language as to its grant, and is set forth in the same sec 
| tion as the power “to lay and collect taxes, duties, excises, and 
| imposts.” 

lt is not said anywhere that Congress shall coin money; it is 
not said anywhere that Congress shall lay taxes. The power to 
do both is given in the same words, and this power devolves the 
duty upon us to obey the language and the spirit of both these 
grants. Both powers are of binding obligation, are continuous 
| and perpetual in their operation, and as long and as constantly as 
| we levy taxes and collect them we ought to maintain the free 
| coinage at the mints of both metals. 
| We have no more power or right to abandon the free coinage of 
| silver than we have to cease the free coinage We have 
| nO more constitutional right to abandon the coinage of both met- 
| als at the existing ratio as a lawful tender in all payments than 
| we have to cease the levy and collection of taxes for the support 
of the Government. 

Let us be prepared to do our duty. Let us obey the Constitu- 
tion and return to the law of our fathers. 

It is true that the direst terms of prediction and prophecy, 
wholly unsupported by fulfillment, have been used to depict the 
consequence of our obedience—the obedience of Congress to the 
Constitution of the United States. 

But we know to a certainty without consulting prophecy what 
have been the consequences of disobedience. 

The present condition of the country shows that this disobedi- 
ence has brought death, commercial dearth, and death into our 
world, and has filled every portion of the Republic with increas- 
ing distress and disaster. 

Let us reestablish constitutional justice so long overthrown. 
| Let us again restore the franchise of the mint. 

The unbought second thought of the people will gladly welcome 
such a consummation. We may then under that benign policy, 
| even under this tariff act of 1897, withall its faults, possibly gather 
| enough funds to supply the needs of Government. We may not 
only cure the present deficit, but shall thus have the most certain 
safeguard against its recurrence. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpts]. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the Senator from Indiana does 
not desire to press a vote upon his amendment at this time. 

Mr. TURPIE. No; I am willing that it shall be considered 
hereafter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] has moved to strike out paragraph 7} as amended by the 
committee. The orderly procedure will be to take the vote on in- 

serting paragraph 7}. 

Mr. ‘ALLISON. I hope the vote will be taken in that form. 
The paragraph is not yet in the bill, I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph is not yet in the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment, as I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. TheSenators in favor of incorporat- 
ing paragraph 7} in the bill will vote ‘‘ yea?” 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no objection to the vote 
being taken in that way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will put the question on 
the adoption of the committee amendment as it has been amended, 
which is to insert the new paragraph 7}. Those who are in favor 
of that motion will vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say a word or two on that question. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]| rather 
challenged the statement I made with reference to the output of 
bleaching powder in the State of Maine from a concern which he 
mentioned. I am not certain that I was accurate in my statement, 
but I gave the best authority that I could get for it. 

According to the Senator's statement, the establishment referred 
to is making only enough bleaching powder to supply the market 
of this country for about twelve days; that is, their yearly output 
would supply the demand for about twelve days. 

Iam informed by those who profess to know that there is no 
successful manufacture of bleaching powder in the United States, 
and that there never has been a successful one; that is to say, 
there has never been one that has been commercially successful 
and which at the same time has produced a good article. The 
article produced in this country, according to the statements made 
to me of people who use it very largely—and it is used very largely 
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in the State of Colorado and in all the other mining States in the Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I call for the yeas and nays. 
reduction of gold ores—is that the American product has never| The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
been satisfactory, and that the only product that has been satis- | to call the roll. 
factory was that furnished from either Germany or England. I Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with th» 
do not know why this is so, and do not pretend to say, but there | senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru], but I transfer th; 
is no manufacture of this article that I know of now in the United | pair to the Senator from Maine [Mr. Har], who is paired w:), 
States which can be called a success, the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. suet which will leave the 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr, Burrows] stated that it was | Senator from Arkansas and myself at liberty to vote. [ yor. 
in contemplation to start a factory in the State of Michigan. I| “yea.” 
suppose they haveall the ingredients necessary for making bleach- Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I am paired wit) 
ing powder in Michigan, and they have had them since the early | the junior Senator trom Washington |Mr. TuRNER], and there. 
sevjement of the country, and I understand they are about to; fore withhold my vote. 
start a factory at Niagara Falls, which will produce, I think, about The roll call was concluded. 
25 tons a day. Of course that would be a pretty large factory Mr. ALLEN. Linquire if the Senator from New Hampshire 
compared with any in existence that I know of for the manufac- | [Mr. CHANDLER] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 


ture of this article, but that factory is not yet in existence, and ; 
whether it will be a success or not depends upon the question of Mr. ALLEN. I am paired with that Senator, and therefore 
withhold my vote. 


whether the English patent, which has been referred to by the 
Senator from Delaware, is a successor not. If that should prove Mr. SPOONER. I inquire if the Senator from Mississippi | Mr, 
WALTHALL] has voted? 


to be a success, then there will be 25 tons a day manufactured. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 


The amount used in the United States, according to my informa- 

tion, is about 150,000 tons. Mr. SPOONER. I havea general pair with that Senator, and 
Mr. President, this article enters not only into the manufacture | therefore withhold my vote. 

of paper, as stated by the Senator from Delaware, but it enters Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am paired with the senior Senator 

into the manufacture of textiles of various kinds and the manu- | from Virginia [Mr. DANiIEL], and therefore withhold my vote. 

facture of cloths. It is used in several large reduction works of Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam paired with the senior Sena- 

gold ore in the United States; and there is one system of reduc- | tor from New York [Mr. Murpny]. If he were present, I should 

tion in which it is used very largely. It is very largely used in | vote ‘* yea.” 

the State of Colorado, although | am not able to say as to the Mr. PRITCHARD (after having voted in the affirmative). [ 

exact quantity which is used there. inquire if the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Mc- 
I have here a letter from one of the leading reduction works, | LauRIN] is recorded as having voted? 

and I have also some telegrams from other reduction works in The VICE-PRES!DENT. The junior Senator from South Car- 

olina has not voted. 


Colorado, protesting against a duty on this material. 
As this bill came from the House of Representatives this article Mr. PRITCHARD. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
was on the free list, in paragraph 578, as follows: with that Senator. |. 
Lime, chloride of, or bleaching powder. Mr. DEBOE (after having voted in the affirmative). I with- 
The committee have not given us any reason up to the present | draw my vote, as Iam paired with the Senator from South Da- 
time why it should be put upon the dutiable list, except the very | kota [Mr. Perricrew], who is not present. 
unsatisfactory statement that somebody was going to start a fac-| _Mr. MANTLE. I desire to state that the Senator from Utah 
tory in Michigan, and that possibly a factory would be established | [Mr. Cannon] is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island | Mr. 
at Niagara Falls. My correspondent from Colorado says: ; i . se pair ty —_ rea an as _ Senator 
ti : hi : a thatiaeal rom Utah, if here, would vote against the amendment. 
tania = seseiieneieel ahah Colorado that “the ee Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in the affirmative). [ in- 
tion of a duty will work a hardship ou established industry in this State, as | quire if the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery] has 
“= nd "Fats theca at erent yractically no American industry of this voted? 
oant tae, - . ° ow The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
Third, Tank the geice which now obtains in our market is such as to already Mr. BURROWS. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
permit the profitable manufacture o? bieaching powder in this country. with that Senator. 
Mr. SHOUP (after having voted in the affirmative). I inquire 
if the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] has voted? 


ee 


Fourth. That it appears the chief object of the proposed duty is to advance 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 


the interests of a patent process not yet in practical operation. 
. President, inte k ime exc ; : 
ery trey nny tana giacpciommonmagh iiryetin ns eewre tna oh rd Mr. SHOUP. Iam paired with that Senator, and withdraw my 


that there has been no reason given why this article should be 


That is the process the Senator from Delaware referred to. 
protected. Iam a believer in producing everything in this coun- vote. 


et LCC LLL LN 


try that we can prodnce, and not buying it abroad, but Ido not} The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 27; as follows: 
believe that this duty will do anything more than raise the price YEAS—30. 
to the American consumer, though ray it may encourage the | Allison, Gallinger, McEnery, uay, 
people who have been referred to. who have a patent process pag ne —* oo . 
which is of ae? ag ee I = ee — I Cullom, Hawley, Nelson, Wellington, 
am not qualified, perhaps, to s technically upon that subject. | Elkins, oar, nrose, etmore, 

I speek now upon this sulvock simply from the intercourse I | Fairbanks, he: = ae oy Wilson. 
have had with men in my State who are using this article, and | Frye, ° Mcbride, Proctor, 
because of the letters I have received NAYS—27. 

If the committee could assure me that there was a bare possi- | Bacon, Faulkner, Mallory, Rawlins, 
bility that this would become one of the industries of the country, | Bate, ray, Mantle, Roach, 
I would not object to putting the article upon the dutiable list; | Be™ty: Holtteld Mitchell, — 
but I understand the effort to make this powder has been going | Chilton, Jones, Ark. Morgan, Tillman, 
on in this country for a number of Yyears,,and, so far as I have | Clay, Kenney, Pasco, Vest. 
been informed, every effort has been a failure, I may say, both | Cockrell, Lindsay, Pettus, 
commercially and as to the quality of the article produced. Aldrich Da NoT Sa Smith 

I think, according to the Republican doctrine of protection, we | Aijen. ” Davis, — ore 
ought not to put a duty upon this article, unless there is some reason | Baker, George, Morrill, rner, 
to suppose the duty will foster and encourage its production, be- | Burrows, Gorman, Murphy, oe 
cause it is apparent to everybody that manufactured articles, such ee Heupbrenas ine NY. oo 
as I have mentioned, will more or less hampered and embar- | Chandler, Harris, Tenn. Prite c White, 
rassed by the raising of the price in consequence of the duty. Daniel, Kyle, Shoup, Wolcott. 


If the committee are prepared to show us that there is a fair 
prospect of properly making this article in this country, I should 
not object to the proposed duty; but my informant, who is a man 
qualified te speak upon this subject, assures me that the only The SecrerTary. Paragraph 86 as amended reads as follows: 
articles of this character which have been found satisfactory are! Plaster rock or gypsum, crude, $1 per ton; if ground or calcined, $1.50 per 
those of either German or English production. Our own product | ton; pearl hardening for paper makers’ use, 2) per cent ad valorem. — 
has not been satisfactory, and will not be, unless there is a differ-| Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, sypenm is us°d for fertilizer to 
ent method of production, which I suppose is now perhaps antici- | no little extent. In Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
paced by these two patents—I do not know as to that—but unless | and other States it is used for top-dress ng, especially for gras-. 
there is something of that kind the article will not be produced poene, potatoes, etc, Itis delivered at our seaport towns from Nova 
in this country to the satisfaction of the consumer. otia at about $2 per ton. If a duty of $1.50 a ton is placed on 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on inserting para- | it, then, of course, we will be fi to pay $3.50 per ton. Our 
graph 7} as it has been amended. Western friends ask for this duty because they have deposits in 


So the amendment as amended was to. 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask now to return to paragraph 86, passed 
over last evening. 

















1897. 





their States. .But they are thoroughly protected by distance. 
Tr tion rates are about 1 cent per ton per mile. There- 
fore 100 miles distance amounts to a protection of all they ask. 

In the South we can never use the land plaster from the Western 
States on account of these freight rates. If this duty is put on, 
we will continue to get this fertilizing material from Canada and 
be forced a more for it. The farmer gets nothing out of this 
tariff bill, ould not thus be taxed for the benefit of a very few. 
This material is now on the free list. It wason the free list in the 
McKinley bill; it has been on the free list for over sixty years, and 
should always stay on the free list. 

Mr. President, 1 move to strike out paragraph 86 and put this 
article on the free list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLinGcer in the chair). 
The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from 
North Carolina to strike out paragraph 86. 

Mr. VEST. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DEBOE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Perricrew}. 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). I am 

ired with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. MurpHy}. 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. MaLLory]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GEAR. I transfer my pair with the Senator from New | 
Jersey [Mr. SmrruH] to the Senator from Maine {Mr. Har}, and 
will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HANNA (after having voted in the negative). 
junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw ins] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. HANNA. 


Senator. 
Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in the negative). I am | 

paired with the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery]. I | 

do not see him in the Chamber, and therefore withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 30; as follows: 


Has the | 


I will withdraw my vote, being paired with that | 


YEAS—24. 

b Faulkner, Martin, Teller, 
Bate, Gray, Mills, Tillman, 
Berry, Jones, Ark. Mitchell, Turpie, 
Butler, Kenney, Morgan, Vest, 
oe Lindsay, Pasco, Walthall, 
Cockrell, McLaurin, Pettus, White. 

NAYS—30. 
Allison, Gear. Nelson. Speener. 
Baker, Hoar, Penrose, Stewart, 
Cullom, Jones, Nev. Perkins, Thurston, 
Elkins, Lodge, Platt, Conn. Wellington, 
Fair McBride, Pritchard, Wetmore, 
Foraker, McMillan, Quay, Wilson. 
Frye, Mantle, Sewell, 
Gi r, Mason, Shoup, 
NOT VOTING—%. 
Aldrich, Daniel, Harris, Tenn. Platt, N. Y. 
Allen, Davis, Hawley. Proctor, 
Burrows, Deboe, Heitfeld, Rawlins, 
Caffery, George, Kyle, Roach, 
Cannon, Gorman, McEnery, Smith, 
Carter Hale, Mallory, ‘Tarner, 
r, Hanna, Morrill, Warren, 

Chilton, Hansbrough, Parphy, Wolcott. 
C rris, Kans. Pettigrew, 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is the paragraph completed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is completed. 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The next paragraph is 88. When | 
this ph was under consideration before, ground fuller’s | 
earth had put at $3 a ton, and the Senator from South Dakota | 
[Mr. PetTiGREW] thereupon moved to make unwrought fuller’s | 
earth $2 a ton. I have had some conference with the Senator from | 
South Dakota, and I desire that the amendment already adopted | 
may be changed so that it will read as send it tothedesk. I will 
say that that is satisfactory to the Senator from South Dakota 
and has the approval of the majority of the Finance Committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as proposed to 
be modified will be read. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is this a substitute for the paragraph? 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No. 
eae SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment so as | 


| 
Puller’s earth, unwrought and unmanufactured, $2 per ton; wrought or 


manufactured, $4 per ton. 


ENG OFFICER. Without objection, the vote by | 
Ww. 


question is on agreeing to the amendment to the amendment. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let us understand where it occurs. | 
I do not know where it comes in. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. At the end of the paragraph. 





to 
| New York [Mr. MurpHy]. 


the amendment was agreed to will be reconsidered, and the | 
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At the end of paragraph 88 it is proposed to 








The SECRETARY. 
insert: 

Fuller's earth, unwrought and unmanufactured, $2 per ton; wrought or 
manufactured, $4 per ton 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I desire, on behalf of the com- 
mittee. to amend paragraph 88, in line 19, by striking out “ fifty” 
and inserting ‘twenty-five ;” and in line 21 by striking out ‘ 
and inserting ‘‘ $2.50.” 

The Secretary. In line 19, paragraph 88, it is proposed to 
strike out ‘‘ fifty” and insert ‘‘twenty-five;” and in line 21 it is 
proposed to strike out ‘‘$3” and insert ‘‘$2.50;” so as to read 

Asphaltum and bitumen, crude, if not dried or otherwise advanced in an 


manner, $1.25 per ton; if dried or otherwise advanced in any manner 
per ton. 


$3” 


ey 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I simply wish to call attention to the fact that the 
last two items, upon which the duty is put at $1.25 and $2.50, 
were on the free list under the McKinley Act and are there under 
existing law. Nowit is proposed to put this enormous duty upon 
the articles. 

As to fuller’s earth, asa matter of course the Senator from South 
Dakota is satisfied, because it is all he asked. It seems now that 
a compromise has been effected between the little factory in Con 
necticut, of which the Senator from South Dakota spoke so elo 
quently the other day, and the raw material without consulting 
the consumers of the country at all. 

Mr. QUAY. It seems to me that the duty proposed by the com- 
mittee on asphalt is entirely too high. I suggest to the Senator in 
charge of the bill, instead of $2.50 a ton, to make it $1.50 per ton 

Mr. ALLISON. The whole matter will be in conference and 


can be dealt with after more careful examination. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
Mr. QUAY. 


W hat is under consideration? 
The duty upon asphalt. 

Mr. GRAY. What paragraph? 

Mr. QUAY. Paragraph 88, lines 21 and 22, crude asphalt. It 
ought not to be over $1.50 per ton on the crude, and on the dried 
or otherwise advanced, $1. I think that would be a fair duty and 
It 


| is a tax — the streets of every town in the United States that 
| uses asphalt, and no one is protected under it. 


Mr. GRAY. They can stund it better than the poor man re 
ferred to by the Senator from Delaware |Mr. Gray}. 

Mr. QUAY. I trust the Senator from Iowa will see the pro- 
priety of reducing the duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. I regret I ean not. 

Mr. QUAY. I suppose I have to submit for the present. 

Mr. SEWELL. I call the attention of the Senator from lowa 
to the concluding part of the paragraph, bauxite. Was it not the 
intention to restore that? 

Mr. ALLISON. It has been restored. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The paragraph is now completed, 


is it not? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. ALLISON. And it has been agreed to? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Has the paragraph teen adopted? I should like to 
take a vote on the paragraph. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri 
move to strike out the paragraph? 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the in 
creases. 

Mr. ALLISON. On the adoption of the paragraph? 

Mr. VEST. On the adoption of the paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas.snd nays 
on the adoption of the paragraph as amended. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proce: 
call the roll. 

Mr. BURROWS (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Louisiana {[Mr. Carrery}. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris] 
Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). LT wish 
announce for the day my pair with the senior Senator from 


are demanded 


ded to 


Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Tuursron}. He has 
voted, which leaves me at liberty to vote, but I have consented to 
pair with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Pertigrew] who 
is absent. I therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. WARREN. I again announce my pair with the junior 
Senator from Washington |Mr. TuRNER}. 

Mr. WHITE. Upon this vote I am paired with the Senator 
Utah [Mr. Cannon|. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I desire to inquire if the Senator from 


irom 


| North Carolina {Mr. BuTLER] has voted? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed he has not 





voted. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Being paired with that Senator, I with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. GEAR, I transfer my pair with the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Smrru] to the Senator from Maine {Mr. Has}, ani 
will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. ALLEN. Has the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr, ALLEN. 
vote, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will take the liberty 
toannounce a pair between the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
PRITCHARD] and the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Mc- 
LAURIN]. 

The Secretary recapitulated the vote. 

Mr.QUAY. I understand the vote just taken is upon the adop- 
tion of the paragraph as amended. That vote has not been taken 
usually with paragraphs during the last week. It is not the usual 
course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has not yet announced 
the result. That is the question, however. 

Mr. QUAY. Thatis the vote. It seems to me that is not a 
proper vote at the present. If it is, I would ask the gentlemen in 
charge of the bill whether it concludes amendment after we have 
passed out of Committee of the Whole? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will venture to sug- 
gest that in its opinion the motion was not a proper motion to 
make, although as to two or three former pe in the bill 
a similar motion was made and entertained. The motion should 
have been to strike out the paragraph, inasmuch as after the 
amendments to the House paragraph had been agreed to it was 
practically completed. Hereafter if the present occupant happens 
to be in the chair, he will insist upon the motion being made in 
that form. 

Mr. ALLISON. The matter will be open in the Senate, asa 
matter of course. 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 22; as follows: 


Being paired with that Senator, I withhold my 


YEAS— 36. 

Allison, Frye, Lodge, Proctor, 

ker, Gallinger, McBride, Sewell, 
Carter, Gear, McMillan, Shoup, 
Cullom, Hanna, Mantle, Spooner, - 
Davis, Hansbrough, Mason, Stewart, 
Deboe, Hawley, Nelson, Teller 
Elkins, oar, Penrose, Thurston, 
Fairbanks, Jones, Nev. Perkins, Wetmore, 
Foraker, Kyle, Platt, Conn. Wilson. 

NAYS—22. 

Bacon, Daniel, Mallory, Roach, 
Bate, Faulkner, Martin, Turpie, 
Berry Gray, Mills, est, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Mitchell, Walthall. 

Y:. Kenney, Morgan, 
Cockrell, Lindsay, Pettus, 

NOT VOTING—3L 

Aldrich, George, Morrill, Smith, 
Allen, Murphy, Tillman, 
Burrows, Hale, Pasco, Turner, 
Butler, Harris, Kans. Pettigrew Warren, 
Caffery, Harris, Tenn Platt, N. Y. Wellington, 
Cannon, Heitfeld, Pritchard, White, 
Chandler, McEnery, gay; Wolcott. 
Clark, McLaurin, wiins, 


So the paragraph as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to suggest that the difference is merely as 
to the mode of statement, and in parliamentary bodies it is some- 
times put one way and sometimes the other. For instance, in the 
Honse of Commons, if there is a motion to strike out, the question 
is, Shall the paragraph stand? So it is the same thing as a motion 
to strike out. % 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Practically. 

Mr. ALLISON. In connection with paragraph 164, amended a 
few days ago, it is necessary to make some amendments to para- 
graph 125. Therefore at this time I pro the amendments 
which I send to the desk, and I wish to call the attention of the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrus] to the fact that this is the 
paragraph to which he alluded the other day. 

The Secretary. On page 34, paragraph 125, line 8, after the 
word “steel,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ not otherwise provided for 
in this act;” in the same paragraph, line 24, insert after the word 
“made” the words ‘steel bands or strips untempered, suitable 
for making band saws, 3 cents per pound and 20 per cent ad valo- 
rem; if tempered or tempered and polished, 6 cents per pound and 
20 per cent ad valorem.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the first 
amendment to the paragraph will be considered as to. 

Mr. PETTUS. There was a motion made by the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. He was here a moment ago. I desire his 
presence. He was here and his attention was called to it, and I 
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presume he will be back ina moment. He moved to put cott, 


ties on the free list, or something to that effect. ” 
Mr. ALLISON. The second amendment offered by the ¢., m- 
mittee has not y 


mt been sazeed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the secon4 
amendment will be considered as agreed to. It is agreed to 

Mr. ALLISON. A few days ago the Senator from Ala)ainy 
called my attention to an amendment which had been propose. oy 
notice given of its proposal, respecting cotton ties. As we ira 
now at this paragraph, it might be well to consider that questi. 

Mr. PETTUS. If the Senator will allow me, I desire to jost. 
pone it until the Senator from Georgia can be heard from. | {, 
made the motion. 

Mr. ALLISON, I ask that paragraph 125 may now be read .s 
it stands in the bill, with all the amendments which have |, 
agreed to respecting it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 125 will be read as jt 
stands amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

125. Hoop, band, or scroll iron or steel, not otherwise provided for jn : 


act, valued at 3 cents px poms or less, 8 inches or less in width, ani 
than three-eighths of | inch thick, and not thinner than No. 10 wire 


five-tenths of 1 cent per pound; thinner than No. 10 wire gauge an 
thinner than No. 20 wire gauge, six-tenths of 1 cent per pound: thinner tha: 
No. 20 wire gauge, eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound: Provided, That hoo) or 
band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to length, or wholly or partly man: 
tured into hoops or ties, barrel hoops of iron or steel, and hoop or bani 
or hoop or band steel flared, splays. or punched, with or without buck|: 
fastenings, shall pay one-tenth of 1 cent per pound more duty than tha 

don the hoop or band iron or steei from which they are made: ste! 
bands or strips untempered, suitable for making band saws, 3 cents per pound 
and 20 per cent ad valorem; if tempered or tempered and polished, ( cents 
per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to be informed as to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Georgia. It is on record. 

Mr. CLAY. Mycolleague has been called away for a few min- 
utes. I know the Senator from lowa—— 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator prefers that it should be passed 
over, we will go on with something else. 

Mr. CLAY. Ishould be glad to have it passed over, because I 
know my colleague desires to be heard upon his amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Iowa will permit a sugges- 
tion, wherever a motion has been made to put an article on the 
free list, it appears the readier way to determine the whole sub- 
ject would be to vote directly as to whether the article should or 
should not go upon the free list, because if we settle the question 
affirmatively, it will go-upon the free list and then its elimination 
from the rest of the bill is a mere pro forma matter. It can be 
more readily disposed of in that way than by first taking a vote 
on the paragraphs and thereafter taking a vote upon placing the 
article in the free list, as we now have to do with reference to 
three or four. 

We have already stricken three or four articles from the para- 
graphs in the dutiable list. It would be better to test the sense of 
the Senate by moving to put articles on the free list when it is 
reached. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The item of cotton ties has already 
been stricken out of the bill and a motion is pending to insert them 
in the free list as paragraph 5174. 

Mr. ALLISON. ButI the paragraph read for the purpose 
of showing the Senator that cotton ties had not been stricken out. 
I had the J gy vy read as it now stands in the bill. 

er WHITE. It appears to me the difference is quite imma- 
terial. . 

Mr. ALLISON. I know it is. 

Mr. WHITE. I believe we have made some mistake in pro- 
cedure in following the policy of eliminating the matter from a4 
certain paragraph, then in any event we must afterwards 
have a vote to put it on the free list, whereas if we had voted to 
put it on the free list directly when that was reached, the other 
could be considered purely pro forma to eliminate it from the 
dutiable list. We have several examples of that kind which aro 
hereafter to be reached. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senate to proceed to paragraph 2:5. 

Mr. PETTUS. Before we leave paragraph 125, I desire (is- 
tinctly to understand what is the condition of the amendment 
— by the Senator from Georgia to put cotton ties on the 


Mr. SPOONER. It was d over. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that it 
was passed over. 

Mr. PETTUS. Has anything been done to its prejudice? That 
is what I want to know. : 

Mr. ALLISON. If that amendment is pending, it will be passed 
over. If itis not pending, it can be offered later. I hope that 
will be satisfactory to the Senator from Alabama. I ask that the 
committee amendment to paragraph 238 be stated. 

The Secretary. In eee 238, page 71, line 8, after the 
word “ Beans,” strike out “fifty” and insert “‘forty;” so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

283. Beans, 40 cents per bushel of 60 pounds. 





ron 


1897. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAY. Has the paragraph as amended been agreed to? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Chair rules that it is not necessary to be 
voted on unless there is a motion to strike out. I now ask the 
Secretary to turn to paragraph 251. 

The V PRESIDENT. The Chair will suggest that he is 
informed that all the amendments of the committee to paragraph 
251 were agreed to with the exception of the last amendment, 
which is now pending. 

Mr. A IN. Let the amendment be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 73, line 14, paragraph 251, after the 
word ‘‘ act,” strike out ‘‘ forty” and insert “ twenty-five;” so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

251. Seeds: Castor beans or seeds, 25 cents per bushel of 50 pounds; flaxseed 
or linseed and other oil seeds not specially provided for in this act, 25 cents 
per bushel of 56 pounds; poppy seed, 15 cents per bushel; but no drawback 
shall be allowed u oil cake made from imported seed, nor shall any allow- 


ance be made for dirt or other impurities in any seed; seeds of all kinds not 
specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment posed by the committee, which has just been read, to 
strike out “forty” and insert ‘‘ twenty-five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. The next item is paragraph 206. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSecretary will read the para- 

h. 
aN r. ALLISON. I understand that paragraph 206 has been 
to with the exception that when the last proviso was read 
I stated that the committee might possibly have some amendment 
to I merely give notice now that we have no amend- 
ment to propose and that the paragraph will be disposed of ac- 


Mr. RAY. The committee amendment is to strike out that 
proviso? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; we restore it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The paragraph is not restored, I un- 
derstand. 


Mr. ALLISON. We withdrew, or, rather, the Senate disagreed 

to, all our amendments proposed as asubstitute for that paragraph. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And then amended the text of para- 
206 as it came from the House. 

. ALLISON. Which left the paragraph to stand as in the 
original text, and that was amended, as is known, and then the 
consideration of it was passed over because I gave notice that we 
mit, , strike out the last proviso. 

. JONES of Arkansas. And now the proposed action of the 
committee is to leave the proviso as it came from the House? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; to leave in that proviso. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am opposed to the proviso remain- 
in the bill, and I will state the reason in a very few words. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Arkansas 


will a moment, the Secretary will read the proviso of 
206 now under consideration. 
The SECRETARY. Paragraph 206, page 64, line 12, after the word 


“produced,” the proviso is as follows: 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to ahro- 
gate or in any manner impair or affect the provisions of the treaty of com- 
mercia ocity concluded between the United States and the King of the 
Hawaiian [ s on the 30th day of January, 1875, or the provisions of any 
act of Congress heretofore passed for the execution of the same. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It would be entirely useless for me 
to make any motion to amend the proviso, but I will state that I 
believe there should be notice given for the abrogation of the treaty 
with the Hawaiian Islands. e reason for oiuetine the treaty, 
in the first place, was that the people of the United States would 
by reason of not putting a duty on Hawaiian sugar have sugar 
somewhat cheaper than it would be with the tariff. The opera- 
tion of the treaty remits the duties to the amount of millions of 


I understand there is a contract between the sugar producers 
of the Hawaiian Islands and the sugar refiners in the United 
States, by which the agreed price to be paid to the producers of 
Hawaiian sugar by the refiners in the United States is the New 
York price for sugar less one-quarter of acent. In other words, 
sugar is bought abroad and brought into New York and the tariff 
is paid on the sugar, thereby increasing its value. The price paid 
to the Hawaiian sugar producers is only one-quarter of a cent under 
the New York price of duty-paid sugar, so that the sugar pro- 
get the whole amount of the tariff tax less one-quarter of 
which goes to the refiners; and the American consumers 
get none whatever. The millions of dollars which are remitted 


if 


ion of the treaty are divided between the refiners 
the Hawaiian sugar producers; and the American people pay 

as much for as they would if the full amount of the 
was paid. For that reason I am opposed to the continuance 


of this 
Pa PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
Me. WHITE. Although the committee has made no indication 
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of the reasons actuating its members, or rather the majority of 
the members of the Committee on Finance, yet I assume that the 
motive for the withdrawal of their proposition is the pendency of 
the proposed Hawaiian annexation treaty. Am I right in that 
regard, I will ask the Senator from Iowa: 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand the situation, when the mat- 
ter was up some days ago I gave notice that we might wish to 
make an amendment to that paragraph respecting the abrogation 
of the treaty or its modification in some way. The commit 
not then prepared any amendment in that direction. 
there is a treaty supposed to be pending, there 


tee had 
Now, as 


? » 
to be 


secs an 
added reason why we should not make any change, and therefore 
no amendment is to be offered. I submit that unless some amend- 


ment is offered the paragraph is already disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would so rule, having 
been informed by the clerks 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, if this point is made for the pur- 
pose of preventing discussion, I presume I can offer an amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Chair would rule. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make no question about that. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not propose to be foreclosed from making a 
remark on the matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator does not so regard it. I 
only intended to ascertain the exact status of the question. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir; 1 have been trying to do so without 
very much success. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRicH], 
who has been unfortunately detained from the Chamber, pre- 
sented the original Senate report, which has been so sadly emascu- 
lated and so fearfully treated since his departure. He made an 
address representing his committee associates, and from which 
there was no dissent by any one upon the other side of the Cham- 
ber. His announcement was to all intents and purposes the 
official declaration of the Republican majority here. He there 
said: 


That would be in order, the 


The committee willalso prepare and prosent an amendment to the House 
yrovisions in regard tothe Hawaiian treaty. The existing commercial treaty 

stween the United States and the Government of these islands provides for 
the free admission of raw sugars, the product of the islands, into the United 
States. If this treaty should remain in force, it would result in giving a 
bounty to the Hawaiian sugar producers amounting to more than $8,000,000 
perannum. It was not contemplated, when the original treaty was made or 
when it was extended, that any possible advantage of this kind could ever 
result from its terms to the people of the Sandwich Islands 


The effect of this bounty would undoubtedly be to stimulate enormous! 
the production of sugar in the Hawaiian Islands. While we can not fair! 
abrogate a treaty of this kind with a friendly country without notice, we 
believe that negotiations should at once be entered into looking to such a 
modification of the treaty as will reduce the bounty to be paid Hawatian 


sugar producers to a reasonable sum, and the committee will present an 
amendment looking in this direction at an early day 


There should be no difficulty in securing through the treaty-making power 
such modifications of the treaty as will be satisfactory to both countries with 
cut injury toeither. It certainly can not be expected that the United States 
will continue for any length of time to pay a bonus of seven or eight millions 


of dollars per annum as an inducement to any foreign country to trade with 
us. [assume there will be no difficulty in securing proper modifications of 
the treaty so that it will not be necessary for the Government of the United 
States to give the one year’s notice of the abrogation of the treaty which is 
provided for by its terms. 


Like many other promises made at that time, and no doubt 
made in good faith, there has been no realization. On the con- 
trary, the programme has been altered, and the train is proceed- 
ing in acontrary direction. Our friends have abandoned their 
position. 

Mr. President, in my judgment it would be utterly unfair in 
any event to abrogate the Hawaiian treaty without notice; and 
while I do not believe that the existing treaty is a fair one to the 

eople of the United States, I would be unwilling to disregard it. 

agree with the Senator from Arkansas that notice of abrogation 
should be given, and I would cheerfully vote for a treaty with the 
Hawaiian Islands of a nature really reciprocal, a treaty giving 
and taking in fair proportions. But if it is to be the policy, 
especially of the other side of the Chamber (because we know that 
Senators there who do not believe in this annexation scheme at 
all have to some extent given assurance that they will acquiesce 
as a matter of party policy), that this scheme is to go through in 
the end, I agree that it would be unwise now to give any atten- 
tion to the preparation of a new treaty or the abrogation of exist- 
ing arrangements. 

ie we are to embark in the business of annexing these islands 
2,000 miles from our shores, having a population of 1,900 American 
men, 1,100 American women, 31,000 full-blood natives, 8,000 half 
bloods, 24,000 Japanese, 21,000 Chinese, 15,000 Portuguese, etc., al- 
together aggregating 109,000, and being for the most part nonas- 
similative—if this is our purpose, if we are to engage in business 
of this sort, I agree it is utterly futile now to attempt to abrogate 
orto modify any treaty with Hawaii. While I did intend tourge 
upon theSenate the necessity of a noticeof abrogation, so that there 
might be a new treaty negotiated that would be fair to all, yet, 
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under the circumstances prevailing, it appears to me that there is 
nothing to do but to follow the Senator from lowa and preserve | 
the present status for the time being. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 206 is completed. 

Mr. MORGAN, I present an amendment to the pending bill, 
and ask to have it printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
the next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the commit- 
tee to paragraph 894 will be stated. 

Mr. WHITE, Paragraph 281 contains a matter which I called 
to the attention of the committee, and which the committee prom- 
ised to investigate. I will mention it now, if the Senator from 
Connecticut will turn to it, for the consideration of the commit- 
tee. My attention has been called to it bya member of the Board 
of General Appraisers of the United States. 

It will be observed that cocoa butter or cocoa butterine is upon 
the dutiable list. If it is the policy to tax cocoa butterine, then 
cocoanut oil should be included with it, because the experts of 
the Department (I quote Mr. Sharretts, the president of the Gen- 
eral Board of Appraisers) state that it is utterly impossible to 
distinguish one from the other. They are used for the same pur- 
pose; they are practically indistinguishable, and the courts have 
80 held, Some use can be made commercially of the imposition 
of a tax upon cocoanut oil, because cocoanuts are largely im- 

rted into this country, and the oil can be made froin them. 

here is no reason why there should be any discrimination. I 
call the attention of the Senator from Connecticut to the matter, 
as I am told by the Treasury experts that it is impossible to draw 
the distinction. Whatever treatment one receives should be ac- 
corded to the other. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. We shall make a memorandum 
of the matter and it will be considered. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will kindly do so. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. We have not considered it. 
haps cocoanut oil is on the free list under paragraph 603. 
rather the consideration of it might be postponed. 

Mr. WHITE. Very well. If the Senator from Connecticut 
will look into the matter, he will find that an examination will 
verify th» conclusion which I have reached. 

The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 394, on page 137, 
after line 15, which the Committee on Finance proposed to strike 
out, in the following words: 


That order will be made. 
Now, paragraph 394 is, I think, 


Per- 
I would 


304. Surface-coated papers, plain, embossed, or marbled, 3 cents per pound 
and 10 per cent ad yalorem; if printed, or covered with metal or its solutions, 
or with gelatin or flock, 3 cents per pound and 20 percent ad valorem; parch- 
ment papers, and plain basic photographic papers for albumenizing, sensitiz- 
ing or barita coating, 2 cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem; manu- 
factures of surface-coated or parchment papers, 10 per cent ad valorem in 
addition to the foregoing rates on the same papers; lithographic prints from 
stone, zinc, aluminum, or other material, bound or unbound (except cigar 
labeis and bands, lettered or blank, music. and illustrations when forming a 
part of a periodical or newspaper and accompanying the same, or if bound in 
or forming part of printed books), on paper or other material not exceeding 
eight one-thousandths of an inch in thickness, 25 cents per pound; on paper 
or other material exceeding eight one-thousandths of an inch and not exceed- 
ing twenty one-thousandths of an inch in thickness, end exceeding 3 square 
inches cutting size in dimensions, 12 cents per pound; prints exceeding _ 
one-thousandths of an inch and not exceeding twenty one-thousandths of an 
inch in thickness and not exceeding 35 square inches cutting size in dimen- 
sions, 10 cents per pound; Benogras hic prints from stone, zinc, aluminum, or 
other material, on cardboard or other material, exceeding twenty one-thou- 
sandths of an inch in thickness,9 cents per pound; lithographic cigar labels 
and bands, lettered or blank, printed from stone, zinc, aluminum, or other 
materia!, if printed in less than ten colors, but not including labels printed 
in whole or in part in bronze or meta! leaf, 20 cents per pound; if printed in 
ten or more colors, and including labels printed in whole or in part in bronze, 
but not including labels printed in whole or in partin metal leaf, 25 cents per 
pound; if printed in whole or in part in metal leaf, 40 cents per pound. 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 


304. Surface-coated papers not specially provided for in this act, 2} cents 
per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem: if printed, or wholly.or partly cov- 
ered with metal or its solutions, or with gelatin or flock, 8 cents per pound 
and 20 per cent ad valorem; parchment papers and plain basic photographic 
papers for albumenizing, sensitizing, or baryta coating, 2 cents per pound 
at 10 per cent ad valorem; albumenized or Sensitized paper or paper other- 
wise surface coated for photographic purposes, 30 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. On page 13, line 17, the committee 
propose, after the word ‘ papers,” to insert a comma, and strike 
out the word ‘‘ and” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ 2 cents per pound 
and 10 per cent ad valorem,” and a semicolon; so as to read: 


Parchment papers, 2 cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem; plain 
basic photographic papers, etc. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In line 19, paragraph 894, after 
the word “coating,” I move to strike out ‘‘two” and insert 
‘‘three;” and in the same line, before the words ‘‘ per centum,” to 
strike out ‘‘ten” and insert ‘‘ twenty.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Connecticut to the amendment of the committee 
will be stated. 
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The Secretary. . In paragraph 394, page 134, line 19, after ¢) @ 
word ‘‘coating,” it is proposed to strike out “two” and inse; 
‘“‘three;” and in the same line, before the words * per centum.” 
strike out “ ten” and insert *‘ twenty;” so as to read: , 


to 


Plain basic photographic pa 


rs for albumenizing, sensitizing, or | 
coating, 3 cents per pound and 


) per cent ad valorem. —- 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I ask that the vote by which para 
graph 395c was agreed to may be reconsidered informally, in oy... 
that an amendment may be proposed. : , 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to know the conditi, 
of paragraph 394, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon agreeing 
to paragraph 394 as amended. r 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee’s amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the commit. 
tee as amended. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I shall not undertake to discuss this 
proposition, as I know but little about it; but I hold in my hand 
a letter addressed to the Senator from West Virginia | Mr. 
FAULKNER] from a person engaged in this business. I+ seems to 
present the case very fully, and I will ask that it be inserted in 
the REcorD as part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


n 


NEw YORK, June 10, 18 

Dear Sir: In the discussion of Schedule M, paragraph 394, of the tariff 
bill we wish todraw your valued attention to the following facts: 

It has been the custom for the American manufacturers, in their state 
ments to the Committee on Ways and Means, to make assertions for which 
they had no foundation, undoubtedly relying on the want of knowledge by 
the committee as tu the true facts to help their case. In the letter of a con 
mittee of the manufacturers of surface-coated papers is the following: © T)\« 
consequence of these fraudulent undervalyations has been that more than 
25 per cent of our manufacturers have had to close their works, and the 
rest of them have been working at a loss to themselves and their workmen. 
all hoping that relief from the present distress might be granted by our rep- 
resentatives.”’ 

There has not been one single instance in which a failure or suspension «an 
be traced, either directly or indirectly, to foreign competition. There hays 
been, unfortunately, losses in the paper business, but this one particular 
branch certainly could not hope for immunity from the general depression 
or of a divine interposition in their favor as against all others. It is to be 
regretted that the price of coated paper is as it is to-day, but there are lower 
prices in every grade of paper to_which foreign competition is not-a party 
than there are where it enters. In the case of *frictioa white,” a pound of 
which is not imported, the price, by reason of domestic competition, has 
reached a point at which it is admitted that no mili can sell at a profit, and 
far below what it would be possible for us to mako it on the other side 
**Enamel book,” which is a surface-coatcd paper and not imported, is vir 
tually in the same state as are the friction papers, showing that instead of be- 
ing a detriment, foreign competition is virtually a stimulant, since it regu- 
lates indirectly the number of operating mills here and prevents the ove: 
stocked market. 

In support of this contention, Vernon Bros. & Co.,in their letter to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, referring to tissue and copying paper, au: 
their desire to have the or remain as it now stands, take the same groun 
yet are inconsistent enough to advocate the increase of duty on surfac 
coated papers. If this applies to tissues, it wculd most certainly apply to 
other grades. Crocker, Burbank & Co., in their letter to the Committe. « 
Ways and Means, claim that “raw steck” has been cheaper here than 
Germany, and as this is one of the principal items and cost of surface-coated 
qenen. it goes far to equalize the so-called difference of ‘‘ cheap foreign labor 

his, however, is not taken into consideration, but we are taxed under th: 
new bill practically 60 per cent on an article of which the base is admitted 
by one of our largest and most prominent manufacturers, to be cheaper her 
than in Germany. 

Regarding the contention of undervaluation, for the stoppage of which 
the specific duty is urged, the only evidence which can possibly be given is 
that of the said “committee of the manufacturers of surface-coated pape: 
of the United States,’’ whose convincing and overwhelming evidence is in 
the fact that a foreign mill, for the protection of their accredited agent, or 
more property speaking. firm dealing in their goods, and thereby having tho 
sole selling right for the United States, refused to give direct quotations. [n- 
asmuch as we individually are concerned, we should refuse to have business 
dealings with a firm who, after we had created a market for their goods, had 
dispensed with our services and given quotations and sold direct to the con 
sumer. What the abovesaid committee has considered an evidence of u: 
dervaluation was ony an evidence of the integrity and honor of the fo 
eign in contradistinction to the domestic inills. 

Permit us, on this same point, to give you the views of one of the larges' 
dealers in surface-coated papers in the United States. In speaking of tlic 
effect of a high tariff, inasmuch as it concerned the dealer, he said: * [ am « 

rotectionist as far as ——— protection and general interests will allow, 

ut the effect of a prohibitory tariff on papers would ultimately result in 
wiping out the dealer or ‘ middleman,’ since there is not a -sized order on 
which the domestic mills are not willing toquote direct. If they were allow! 
their own way, they would wipe us entirely out of existence, without any 
benefit to themselves, and our only safet in the protection that the for 
eign market affords.’ This is the view of a dealer who has suffered by tho 
home competition, and the effect which he fears will be the effect in all line 
Unfortunately, as yet we do not seem to that the gradual " getting 
rid” of the smaller dealer is res ble for the many unemployed, and that 
the inducement, “direct from the maker to the consumer,” is a detriment 


which no chea or lowering of prices can equalize. 
Mr. Ethan Den foty gave @ comparative cobedule of duties, as per the 


resent, and the duties pro by his committee. We give you, as Ex 
Bivit A. a copy of his schedule, and as Exhibit B, a schedule of other grades, 
completing list, as he, most undoubtedly by an oversight, neglected the 


cheaper and more commonly used papers, gi neon those which are of 
little or nodemand. As Exhibit C, we give you schedule as according to 
the rate of a Senate bill. Schedule M, paragraph 394, and will point out its 
many, to say the least, peculiarities. 
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In Bracket A, of which grade probably three-fourths of the importation Exuinir A 
consists, there isa differenc of 21 per cent in favor of a better grade of paper, . la 
giving yractically or nearly the same duty as now ona grade of goods which SCHEDULE SUBMITTED BY MR. ETHAN ALLEN DOTY MANUPACTURBR, NEW 
are made in this country, and on the cheaper grade, which are not made in this , crrt 
country, an additional duty of 26 per cent. You will find the same discrim- Mr. Ethan Allen Doty. of Doty Ss 
inating features in Brackets B and C. In Bracket D the duty upon the | mitting the memorial of t ral i 
same classification ranges from 4) to 70 per cent. In the * White D-D”™ the above, inclosed the following : 
foreign price is 44 cents f. o. b. Hamburg; the domestic price for Ameri- Schedule sh sa 
can goods is 54 cents f. o. b. almost anywhere, Thus you are asked for an | ~ «,,.., © Aneta ad ; 
additional 40 per cent protection on an article which even at the present Stumicainn wmmense Fes 

rices and @uty the American mills are selling far below the price which any | _~ oa 
preign competition would warrant. In Bracket H, the range is from 2% to | ‘ 

50 per cent duty, and this on a grade of goods which are not manufactured in = 
this country and on which there can not be possibly any reason for an in- zc : 5 3 s o. 
creased duty for “ protection.” Sd 35 2 

Therefore in the summary you will find that in every instance the dis- | Rs Ss ey > 5 
crimination has been against tho cheaper grade, that which is used on | Grade of paper. x a = : ‘ 
boxes that goto the “poor American mechanic and laborer” (for G. O. P. | & a =<¢ eg et as 
campaign purposes only), whom and in whose favor all tariff measures are | 2 3 S ae a 

rmed. | - f. -@ = - 
for you will compare Exhibit B, or the completion of Mr. Doty'’s schedule, | § i = ~ : a 24 
with the bill as it even now stands, you will find that the discrimination is | =~ < - = e “ 
even still more marked and that the * protection " on the cheaper flints is §1 
per cent and the discrimination 41 per cent, and that in Bracket B the dis-| Fancy printed, com- | Marks.| Per of rl 
crimination 1s 58 per cent, with the duty 109 per cent on an article whichthe | yon : 10.00 | $2.40 “1, en 7° 54 31.70 ‘$0.60 | 2.90 
freight rate alone would not allow us to compete on, and in Bracket H the | Fancy printed, fine.__| 19.20| 4.00 3) 1.38 % 175 1 1R| 2 om 
discrimination is 33 per cont. It most certainly seems that this could not bave | Gold paper, ordinary 31.00} 7.44 on | 9 ono 7 | an a? oe 
been an oversight on the manufacturers’ part, for with their knowledgeand | Gold paper. fine._.__ 34.00} 8.16 w | 2 448 17 iret oe 

ractical ideas they most undoubtedly could, if they had wished, present a tear nn er.ordinary.| 21.00! 5.04 0) LBI2 14 citasl see 
Pill that would have given a more even rate of duty and still at the same | gilyer Caper fine.....| 36.00] 8.64 a | 2 Fue os | sae 1 18 1.96 
time have possessed some of the specific features which they claim isnot only | Gold-vein paper 40.00 | 9.60 | OER i tarteut s “I 
requisite but absolutely necessary for the protection of the Government. Gelatin paper € 114.00 | 27.36 30! &.208 a leanlaa . = 

n conclusion, we wish to draw your attention to parchment paper, on | Flock paper........ *113.00 | 22 60 0 | 678 -iceleo, oo 
which the proposed duty is2 cents per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem.| = ==° — ~~" “ae , = ‘ 4 51 » 5.65) 8.20 
We quote from the letter of the Patterson Parchment Paper Company to the Total 0. 84 on Tho ; 
Committee cn Ways and Means: li ere noes +o on a 37.51 

“Parchment paper is of two kinds or grades, or paper made in imitation of . , r a 1.1 
ont pees the qualities of parchment in greater or less degree. ant 

“First, vegetable parchment paper. or parchment paper, is the result of * Francs 
the action of sulphuric acid on ‘unsized’ or cotton paper. Increase of duty per ream, 9% cents, or 9.20 per cent 

“Two processes are involved: (a) Making the waterleaf paper of all cotton he , 
rags; ir eee eeenentstng the waterleaf in sulphuric acid. 

‘The double operation, the character and quantity of material re- Exuisit B 
quired, and the inutility of the waste make this an expensive paper to man- | ,. —_ : 
ufacture. Table of duties on surface-coated papers, as per proposed «a rcdment.ats cents 

“Second, parchmine, or No. 2 parchment, is a peculiarly sized paper, made per pound 
directly upon the paper machine. On account of cheaper labor, the German ie 

acturers have made a constantly decreasing price in the United States; coat Weight Price , Duty at | percent 
they maintain prices ir Europe at about 10 to 11 cents per pound, which, con Description. pos f.o.b pcents per | of duty 
sidering their cheaper labor and materials, is a fair market price for the ream. | Hamburg. pound , 
r there. - 

*At present, last prices quoted by their agents and importers here, viz, Flint: P j 

cents, f. o. b. New York, less 2 per cent thirty days, the influence of the Ni K a ae 61.90 1.0 81 

rman competition has been so great that three American manufacturers No M - o7 on an oT on ot} Ae 
have been driven out of the business, viz: | iene th Mieke ; - “< 1. as 

“A. G. Elliot & Co. built the mill of the Philadelphia Parchment Company | >“ No. rm cebu 21 LBs . ‘ 
at Rose Glen, near Philadelphia, capable of making 8,000 pounds of paper per ee 31 = on 1. rr 
day; were obliged to retire from the business in 1802, after having lost, it is re- No Ong f . 20 3 = ~ ai B 
— They have since become the principal importers of German No, 220 ome 3 70 . =) 

hme No. 22 2 3. 7 2 

*G. A. Rudolph & Co., whose mill was located in Manayunk, Philadelphia, | Bronze flint: - ye , Mi 
capable of making 4,000 pounds of paper per day, closed up and retired trom | No. 501 : exe or eS 1. vi OG 
business in 1893, and lost the value of their plant. | white: a -~ 3. 1 3) 

“A parchment-paper company in Ohio, capable of making 2.000 pounds of Dd " 1.42 . - 
paper per day, was likewise driven out of business in 1894. All of these par- EB gars BA . = se 100 
ties were forced out of the manufacture by the lowering of prices.”’ White chr F ! , aoe wv | 

In support of our “contention” we would submit, first, the statement of | tN. a ~ ; — (dD 
Crocker, Burbank & Co., one of the most prominent and largest makers of | No Bas = l = 1.& - | 
“raw stock’ in this country, that raw stock is cheaper here than in Ger- | Chive ee ao ee" > pe > 
many, and therefore that as the labor which is required in the mere parch- | &0Y.°T Paper, . aw ay = 


mentizing is of but a proportionately exceedingly small figure, and that, raw | C®!i o ‘p ; Mm 
stock cheaper, consequently the ““American laborer” does not need a“ pro- r ' ~ 4 Ww wv 7) E. 
tection” of 40 per cent, but that the real eee would be that given the Y : : : -~ on 1 > 
consumer by reason of an open market and even competition, which he would . = we ~ ; 
have under a practically free rate on parchment paper. The inference to be 
drawn from their statement in regard to foreign prices would be that Amer- 
ican mills were selling at above 11 cents, whereas the fact is that American 
prices in most instances are practically 10 cents, and the only reason foreign 

| 

| 


No. 223 3b 4% 1. 65 A) 
Cambric: 
No. 227 s / 20 2. 60 1.45 tus} 
No, 236 nlesstnini 38 5. 60 1.00 


goods can find a market at a trifling advance in price is by reason of their | Ghysegus ot) &e 
su rity. Zo ‘i . 6 10 00 3.00 a } 
re can be no comparison as far as competition is concerned between | yparhlos: - oo ao * 
mine or No. 8 pore ment at % cents and No.1 parchment, and as for | * oN Pa 7 eo: | 
he theory that the firms mentioned were driven out of business by reason of oe , -~4 2. 30 1% = 
these or rather by reason of the 9}-cent price, itis rather absurd. since eee es a 2. 40 | 1. 30 4) H 
this is 1897 and the claim is that those prices given are present prices and that | ee . pod eo = - 
was “driven” out of business in 1892, Rudolph & Co. fn 1893, and the | 7 =< = 2.0 so = 
unknown company in 1894. Rudolph & Co., we believe, became tired of the | aon": , = =o 1.70 = 
business before they really knew whether they could make an article which | *°")S" pases ' » <a ~ = 
was sa and the consuming trade would use. JO ..------ . — - W lu ~ 
In regard to the “ unknown" the general trade's memory for names is not 
more retentive than is that of the Paterson Parchment Paper Company and Renseer C 
Glen Mills Paper Company. A. G. Elliot & Co. say, “ We were not forced wens 
out of the business by reason of the prices or losses, but by reasonof misman- | Table of duties on surface-coated papers, as per Senate bill, at 24 cents per 
agement of our mill and because our increasing jobbing interests compelled pound and 15 per cent ad valorem 
us to attend to them and did not allow of the time necessary to the sucvess- = — 
ful running and supervision of our mill. The losses in connection therewith Weight! Price Duty at2 
were more due to fact of having to introduce a new article, and in the in- Description oP cat cents per |Per cent 
renpiog the nefit we, as well as the American manufacturers, are now — ream. |Hamburg. PoUmdand of duty 
Ny : ; m* S15 per cent 
In to Mr. Elliot's present position in the matter, attached find Ex- | - —~———— | 
hibits D and E—D a circular letter, and E a letter to one of his representa- Flint: atid 


In conelusion, herewith we state our belief and contention that the present No. K . onsen 21 $1.30 9.73 By a 
are more than sufficient and requisite for the “ protection” of home | . No. M......-.. <0 . a 3. 1.19 85s 
industry, and that any higher duties will be simply to encourage an unwar- | Stee! blue and flint: 





ranted shu out of supplies, thereby encouraging unwarranted building No. 40 ...... weeeeee ee 21 1.55 76 49)) 
of Genetic ae resu ting finally in a glutted market and ruinously low a : eres nwerses cncens = 5 = is ri BR 
prices. s . ecce o«« oo cccsce ~~ ‘ 5 4) 
Hoping that you will do al) that you can for a just and equitable schedule, No. 29 “*° 23 3.70 | 1.28 sap 
we , most honorable sir, mreape as: . om ‘ 
respectfully, yours, Manven Kxautn & Co., Yo. 2 oranceceeneecenens = - a = *\) ©. 
By FRANCIS X. GOVERS. White: GOL 22-22-22 2 2-e-e nnnnne| 5 2. 35 08 «2j) © 
Hon. CHARLES FAULKNER RT ccs stl pat abiteee 31 1.42 9 71! 
Washington, D.C. tds occa tienth hatienitidh Stine toaie 4 | 5. 25 | 2.13 ofl 
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Table of duties on surface-coated papers, etc.—Continued. 


‘| Daty at 24 i 








Weight) Price . 
Description. per f. o. b. ee) a item 
ream Hamburg.| fer cont. | 
o= a a =o — ee | ee 
White chromo: Pounds. 
i a eateries BO 1.85 1.02 = D 
a el i 3.99 1&4 47 
| ee 0 8.90 1.6 5) 
Cnlieo paper 
iP i ddiebksiesqmestiibisitin dite wee ahitentind 30 4.00 1.35 34 
a aatiars hills tteialinaieal 39 5.25 1.86 35\| a 
i chi meee se 59 7.0 2.62 35) 
Tl SN hints batts ovina etiad 33 4.20 1.46 35 
Cambric: 
No. 227.. wesdonnaudiidpaia 29 2.00 1.12 Ss) F 
ae BS 6.00 1.69 a 
Skytogen: 
I, Tins entennd Riendeinedainielen 6 10.00 8.00 30) G 
OS ataetentemetaae 60 8.50 2.78 | 83/ 
Marbles: 
Tits iii cian aisopenpetidaiisankdpbenpsanpiinl 27 2.30 1.13 ot) 
7 os . babii 26 2.40 La 42 
ial eal nelle aie 87 6.25 1.61 81) H. 
4-0...... 27 5.00 1.53 31 
3-0 BE 6.10 1.77 29 
Koffer H H 10 9 .39 44 
i Piissadinatienibbabhdyeqoewed 22 2.00 . 4 
Exursir D. 


[A. G. Elliot & Co., paper warehouse, 30, 82, and 34 South Sixth street.) 
PHILADELPHIA, —, 1897. 
Hon. 


DEAR Sir: We would respectfully ask for a reduction in the clause stat- 
ing, ‘* Manufactures of paper not otherwise provided for, 3 per cent,” to the 
old and satisfactory rate of 20 per cent that existed prior to and in the Wil- 
gon tariff, for the reason that all the principal lines of paper are provided for 
under special duties, and what few goods may come under the clause “ nw t 
otherwise provided for’ would be barred out. with no advantage to domestic 
manufacturers and to the injury of the United States Government by want 


of revenue. 
To make the duty prohibitory is to deprive the market of a stimulus that 
xis of a foreign e always give. e have but to refer to Mexico to see 
he effect of excessive rates of duty. There the home manufacturer has no 
incentive to improve his product, as his customers are compelled to take any- 
thing his mills produce, 

Whilst strongly favoring protective duties, we as strongly deprecate un- 
reasonable prohibitory rates. Under the present and former rates of 20 per 
cent on ‘Manufactures of paper not otherwise provided for,” few or none 
objected, and the paper industry has prospered until large quantities of dif- 
ferent grades are weekly exported. 

To satisfy one or two parties, the rate under the Dingley bill is advanced 
%5 per cent, an increase uncalled for and exceedingly unjust. We therefore 
most earnestly protest against this great advance, believing if enacted the 
reverse of benefit will result to the paper trade and the Government will be 
deprived of a reasonable revenue. 

ust rates, as stated, stimulate our manufacturers and, by encouraging fair 
quantities to be oa revenue to the Government, whilst excessive 
or prohibitory duties are demoralizing on all sides. 

Wo would further urge that, if it is deemed best, the specific duty on 
parchment paper be 2 cents per pound, without the additional 10 per cent, but 
much prefer the present 30 per cent rate, which meets all requirements. 

Very truly, yours, 











EXHInir E. 


PHILADELPHIA, May 10, 1897. 
Hon. ———- ——-, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sre: Referring to our former protest on the proposed duty on 
parchment papers, we again respectfully urge that in making the duties spe- 
cifle at 2 cents per pound the extra 10 per cent be omitted. 

At this rate, which is equivalent to the ad valorem duty under the McKin- 
ley bill, American manufacturers will be protected and the Government 
have a revenue from those desiring to use foreign papers. 

Whilst strongly favoring protective duties, we as strongly deprecate un- 
reasonable prohibitory rates, and trust that the present and former rates of 
20 per cent on manufactured paper not otherwise provided for be continued 
to which few or none object; and the paper industry has prospered until 
large quantities of different grades are weekly exported 

t the earnest solicitation of many customers, we would ask that the 2} 
cents per pound specific duty on surface-coated papers be continued and the 
1b _ cent ad valorem stricken out. One of our customers in the South 
writes: 


“The new duty is so excessive and prohibitory that, if enacted, it will com- 
sl us to close our establishment on fine goods, while the Government of the 
Jnited States will be deprived of at least $1,000,000 revenue from imported 
papers. My — are all Democrats, ard not in very good favor with the 
resent Administration, though as gold Democrats they materially helped 
ts elect the Republican Presid ent.”’ 
Trusting that —- valuable aid will be given to the reasonable considera- 
tion ‘= wens of the paper industry, we are, with assurances of respect, 
ours, y, 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the committee as amended, inserting a new paragraph as 
a substitute for paragraph 34. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut ask to have the vote reconsidered by which paragraph 
895c was adopted? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do, in order that the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk may be considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the ey 
which the paragraph was adopted will be regarded as reconsidered, 
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and the amendment proposed by the Senator from Conn... 
will be stated. 









mittee’s amendment inserting paragraph 395c “ all Jacgu 
signs of one-line paper, or parts of such designs, finished .; ,, 
finished, 35 per cent ad valorem; all Jacquard designs ¢); ,, 
Jacquard cards, or parts of such designs, 
35 per cent ad valorem.” 


ment of the Senator from Connecticut to the amendment 
committee. 


adoption of the amendment of the committee inserting para 
395c as amended. 


by which paragraph 395e was 
present an amendment to it. 


semicolon, and the following: 


agraph, to be called par 





JUNE 3( ), 


The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of ¢} 


Ai 


nished or unfinishe’ 


he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the ayn d- 


of the 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on 


the 
Z aph 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish also to reconsider the vote 
placed in the bill, so that | may 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, t). 


ne vote 


whereby paragraph 395e was agreed to will be regarded as recon- 
sidered 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In behalf of the majority of tho 
Committee on Finance, I propose the amendment which I send to 


the desk. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 


the Senator from Connecticut to the amendment will be stated. 


The Szcretary. It is proposed to add at the end of paragraph 
895e, already adopted on the report of the Finance Committee, ; 


a 


Envelopes of parchment, or imitation parchment or tissue paper, for in- 
closing photographs, 40 cents per 1,000 and 15 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on tho 
aon of paragraph 395e as amended. 

The paragraph as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of See Now, I move to insert a new par- 
aph 395g. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph 
the following: f 

895g. All fancy paper boxe: 2 bs is the cor 
eum material of chief keinar dae wun ieee etesen a " ‘ ) 
per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was a; to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Has the paper schedule been disposed of, Mr. 


President? 


fs os aoa ake It = been disposed of. 
r A SON, e next paragr passed over is paragraph 
405, and I ask that that may be nae tee up. ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will ibe the order, in the 
absence of objection. 

The Secretary read the amendments proposed by the Committee 
on Finance to pa ph 405; which were, in line 9, after the 
word * coal,” to strike out “‘ bituminous;” inline 13, after the word 
“bushel,” to strike out the semicolon and the word ‘‘ coke” and 
insert: 

Provided, however, That the duty on coal and shale shall be 6 cents per 
ton, and on coal slack or culm, 15 cents per ton, when imported from any 
country, colony, or dependency that does not impose upon coal or coal slack 
or culm higher rates of duty than those named in this proviso. Coke. 

So as to make the paragraph read: 


406. Coal and shale, 75 cents per ton of Sate. 890 pounds to the bushel; 


coal slack or culm, ee through a screen, 30 cents per 
ton of 23 bushels, 80 to bushel: Provided, however, That the duty 
on coal and shale 1 be 60 cents per ton, and on coal slack or culm. 15 cents 


r ton, when imported f; country, , or dependency that does 
Lor} impose apon coal arooal slack an ae rates of duty than those 
named in this proviso. Coke, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee instruct me to modify the 
amendment by striking out the agraph and inserting what | 
send to the Secretary's desk. e propose to strike out the para- 
graph merely for convenience, so as to get a complete paragra))t 
without including the proviso before recommended by the com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from lowa will be stated. ae 

TheSecreTary. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 405 and 
in lieu thereof to insert: , 

D — coals n 92 percent of fixe: 
wren. an aakn OF conte tan of $F hachele eo pounds tothe bushel; mal 
slack or culm, such as will pass through a half-inch screen, 15 cents per tono! 
28 bushels, 80 pounds to the bushel; coke, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amend- 
ment, in the nature of a substitute, sabmitted by the Senator from 
Iowa [ Mr. ALLISON] in behalf of the committee, for pa aph 405. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the 
Senate with reference to this subject, but I desire to have incor- 
porated in the REcorD, as part of my remarks, without reading 














1897. 


i 


it, to show the advantage of the duty imposed by the Wilson law 
to the coal interests of my State, an editorial from the leading 
Republican paper of the State, the Wheeling Intelligencer of 


15. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


will be made. ; 
The article referred to is as follows: 


TRIUMPH OF WEST VIRGINIA COAL. 


There are many ple in West Virginia who, though they realize the rapid 
advancement that being made in the development of the coal industry of 
the State, and are posted upon the vast extent of the territory, the richness 
of the coal veins, and the important place the State occupies as a producer, 
are not waelly mere of the triumphs that are being achieved by our product 

outside world. 
7 iealrendy stated in the Intelligencer, the statistics of coal production in 
the United States last year showed West Virginia to be third in the list of 
States, and is naeeg Ohio very close for second place. Our production last 
ear was almost 13,000,000 tons, the exact figures being 12,876,296, valued at 

936,685. This was an increase of a million and a half tons over the previous 
year, in spite of the general business depression. 

So oa for our progress in point of production. It is very gratifying to 
all West Virginians; but in this connection we desire to call attention toa 
fact which is not eererally known outside of the coal trade with regard to 
the reputation held by certain of our coals abroad, which insures a future 
enormous market for them, a market which has hitherto been controlled by 
or may not, for instance, be known by many that Pocahontas coal, mined 
in the tas region in this State, enjoys the unique distinction of being 
the only coal in the world that has been officially indorsed by the Govern 
ments of both Great Britain and the United States as the best steam fuel 
now mined. Heretofore the Cardiff coal, mined in Wales, has had that dis 
tinction, but the rapid exhaustion of the Cardiff fields and the relative cost 
of Cardiff and American coals have caused the British Government to look 
into the bilities of the British coal trade in South America being sup- 
planted by the American product. 

The British ambassador at reenter, who has, at the direction of his 
Government, made a thorough investigation, reported more than two years 

o that for steam vessels the West Virginia coals were equal to, if not supe- 
rior to, the Cardiff product. and in a report made by Mr. Arthur Peel to Sir 
Julian Pauncefote & was stated that if favorable freight rates could be se- 
cured on American coal the oa American) coal markets, held by 
the lish supees. might soon flooded with supplies from the fields of 
Vi and West Virginia. 

promises much for the industry in this State. Added to 
this testimony as to the quality of these coals is the fact that the Cramp Ship 
Building ee are using our fine steam coals exclusively on the Govern- 
ment cruisers t 


With: ut objection, that order 
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by them, and by order of the Secretary of the Navy in | 


1880 they were used on all trial trips. Since that time they have helped the 
builders of Government vessels to earn millions of dollars in bonuses for 
speed exceeding that stipulated in the contracts. 

The great markets lying south of us waiting for the entry of our superior 
coals and the opportunities awaiting our shippers are just now being dis- 
cussed more than ever in connection with the subject of the upbuilding of 
ork American shipping interests, and the two subjects are almost insepa- 
ra 

With a prover protective tariff, which will make it possible for West Vir- 

coals to meet in competition with foreign coals at the seaboard. and a 

of American vessels sailing under our own flag between this country and 

the countries of South America, the West Virginia coal industry will have 
opened up to it a great market rich in possibilities. We are practically only 
att the beginning of a development which means prosperity in the future for 
all our people. 


Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa what 
reason there is for taxing coal? 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the necessity for that tax? 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the necessity for taxing coal? 

Mr. ALLISON. The same necessity that there is for a tariff 
bill, to protect and care for the-coal producers of our own coun- 
sf and to oo revenue from duties on the coal imported. 

ere has, I believe, always been a duty upon coal. This 1s, with 
the exception of one or two instances, a lower duty than has gen- 
erally been imposed upon bituminous coal. The present duty is 
40 cents a ton, which is here increased to 67 cents. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I call the attention of the Senator 
from Iowa and of the Senate to the fact that the duty on coal does 
not protect; that is, it does not protect the class of people who are 
supposed to be protected by a tariif of this kind. There are con- 
stant strikes in the coal regions of the United States. I believe 
there is a strike going on now in Pennsylvania, or at least there 
is one eotmed There was one in existence last year, and there 
has been one in existence every year since I can remember any- 
thing about the coal regions. 


The paid class of people, and the people who live the 
aiaiai aie lave the poorest accommodations in this country, 
are those who are engaged as operatives in mining coal. If the 
report read by the senior Senator from South Caro.ina | Mr. TILL- 
MAN] yesterday respecting the condition existing in the coal re- 
gions of Pennsylvania is to be believed, there is a condition exist- 
ing there worse than ever existed during the days of chattel 
sla in this or in any other country. In fact, all the informa- 
tion which comes to us through the press and through other chan- 
nels is to the effect that the poorest paid laborer in the United 
States is the coal laborer; that protection does not protect hii in 
i of his wages, and whatever benefit there may be ina 

iff of this kind inures to the coal baron, rather than to the man 
who bears the heat and burden of the day in obtaining coal from 
the mines. 

Mr. President, two yearsago I left this Chamber on my road home, 
Ithinkaboutthe 14th of August, stopping fora time at a littletown 


XXX—135 








over in Pennsylvania a half hour or more, while th 


train lay there, 
and I saw fully five or six hundred me 


1 sitting around the depot 
and depot grounds in entire idleness. On inquiry | found that 
they were men who were engaged in striking, coal miners who 
had been on a strike from the ist day of May of that year until 
that time. They talked a variety of languages. J do not think 
that at the Tower of Babel there could have been more languages 
spoken than were spoken there. They were a class of people who 
showed absolute poverty and dependence. Upon inquiry I found 
that these men had been upon a strike, as I say. since the 1 f 
the preceding May, and the ground of their strike was that they 
wanted some money for their work. They were receiving. as | 
understood, from 45 to 50 centsa day for their labor, some of them 


possibly more; but in the entire year, as 1 was told by a citizen of 
that villiage, not one out of twenty ever received in actual money 
as much as $5. 

His pay came to him entirely through the plack-me store, t! 
was located near the mines and owned by the mining company, 
where these poor fellows were compelled to pay 100 per cent more 
for what they consumed inthe form of boots and shoes andcloth- 
ing and food than that required to be expended by a like class « 
people at independent stores. That was the bone of their con- 
tention, that they should have some money at least for their labor, 
and not be compelled to take their pay in checks issued upon those 
stores. 

My information went further, Mr. President. It went to the 
extent that any other store or any other company that honored 
those checks was boycotted. The checks would not be ho lat 
another store. So the poor, innocent victim of this system of 
payment, and this system of rapine, was forced by circumstances 
to go to the company’s store and expend his check. and pay what- 
ever they saw fit to charge him for the article he purchased. 

My intormation, Mr. President, went further than that, and I 
think I am correct, and I think a Senatorial investigation would 
develop the truth of what I state. They were Huns and Slavs and 
of various nationalities. They were picked up in the ports of 
Europe and shipped to this country under a contract to labor, in 
violation of the statutes of the United States. They were brought 
from their homes in Europe to the mountains of Pennsyivania for 
$13 a bead, ali told—a great deal less than you can ship an Ameri- 
can hog from here to Europe, or not any more at least than would 
be required to ship an American hog to Europe. 

When they were placed upon the roll of the company, they were 
not placed there by name; they had no name so far as the company 
was concerned; they were simply marked No. 1, No. 2, No. 3, and 
80 On, up into the hundreds, and whenever one of those poor fel- 
lows succumbed to disease, or to stress of circumstances, which 
he could not withstand, and fell by the wayside and died, he was 
thrown into a hole and roughly covered, and No. 1 or No. 2, as 
the case might be, was marked off the slate. 

Mr. President, an investigation of the coal-mining region of 
this country will produce exactly that result; and it seems to me 
the grimmest kind of sarcasm for my distinguished and honor- 
able friend trom Lowa to say this tax is imposed for the purpose 
of protecting the coal miner. There is nothing upon the tace of 
this earth in the nature of law that can protect him, unless there 
shall be a revolution in the sentiment of the American people. 

These men are being brought here every year by the thousands 
and tens of thousands in open and flagrant defiance of the laws 
of our country. They are being brought here by contractors, 
and the American laborer, whom these laws are supposed to pro- 
tect, or for whose protection they were enacted, is being driven 
into the street as a tramp because he can not compete with the 
wages that are received by these mine operatives. 

Why, under those circumstances, exclude coal from elsewhere 
and levy upon the poor people of the Atlantic Seaboard and other 
portions of the United States a tariff in addition to the original 
cost of the coal, and compel every fireside in the thirteen million 
and a half homes of the United States to pay tribute to a few 
owners of coal mines? There is no sense in it; there is no excuse 
for it; there is no reason to support it, excepting the bare reason 
that friends are to be rewarded in a bill of this kind. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
whether or not the transportation question does not cut quite a 
figure in this matter? 

Mr. ALLEN, Ithinkit may cut quite afigure. I 
that at all. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to ask what the mine owner gets ont 
of the coal—in other words, how much is the coal placed on board 
the cars for? 

Mr. ALLEN. The coal miner gets probably all the coal is 
worth. Il understand the miner of anthracite coal in Penusyl- 
vania gets about $1.45 a ton for his coal, put on board of the cars, 
and that coal, | may say to the Senator from South Dakota, costs 
his people and my people $10 or $10.50 a ton when we come to 
consume it. Therefore the transportation question is quite im- 
portant, 
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Mr. KYLE. Is it not also further true that the soft coal, the 
bituminous coal, is placed on board the cars for about 90 cents or 
$1 a ton at our Eastern mines, and sold in our section of the coun- 
try at from $7 to $10 a ton? 

r. ALLEN. I think that is true; but that is simply a part 
and parcel of the scheme by which the people are to be fleeced. 
Because the transportation companies overcharge the people living 
in the interior of the United States for transporting coal is no 
reason why the man who owns the mine should be awarded a 
higher price for his coal by reason of tariff taxation under the 
false pretense that he wants it to protect the man who does the 
work. We do not protect him at all. There is not a coal miner 
in the United States to-day who does not become a pauper within 
thirty days after he quits work. The cheapest labor that can be 
found, the labor that will take the least for the work performed, 
is the labor employed in this kind of an enterprise. 

The status of the man and his family counts for nothing. He 
may live in a hovel, he may live in a hole dug in the ground, as 
many of them do; he may be a veritable beast of burden, as thou- 
sands of them are, and yet his condition does not appeal to the 
sympathy or the manhood of the man who employs him, Yet we 
are asked to vote a tax—and I presume we shal! do it—under these 
circumstances, with these poe shivering, hovering human beings, 
scarcely above an animal, many of them having a bare animal 
existence, struggling to keep soul and body together—we are 
asked to vote a tax upon cual to increase the wages of the Amer- 
ican laborer in the coal mines over those of the European laborer. 

Why not begin at the right place? Why not exclude this class 
of laborers from the coal mines under the laws of the United 
States prohibiting the importation of contract labor? At Ellis 
Island and the other places where the laborers are landed, the 
laws are not enforced. You might as well take every inspector 
from Ellis Island and elsewhere. It would be economy upon the 
part of the Government to do so, for they do not earn their sala- 
ries. 

The moment they undertake to enforce the law, some influen- 
tial contractor says to the offiver, ‘‘ Be a little careful, or I will 
see that your official head comes off.” The result is that laborers 
are permitted to come into the United States in violation of the law 
and come in contact with legitimate American laborers. Yet my 

ood friend from Iowa says all that is done is done because the coal 
industry of the United States or the coal laborers of the United 
States must be protected. God help the laborers and their chil- 
dren from that kind of protection! 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as I understand this proposed amend- 
ment, it makes an entire revolution in the taxation upon coal. It 
puts anthracite coal upon the dutiable list, although a cursory 
examination of the paragraph would not leave that impression. 
I have not the ssnaniinank before me, but my recollection of it is 
that there is a duty of 67 cents upon all bituminous coal and all 
coal having less than 92 per cent carbon, which would include 
anthracite coal. 

Mr. ALLISON. On coal containing less than 92 per cent of 
fixed carbon the duty proposed is 67 cents a ton. 

Mr. VEST. That puts a duty upon anthracite coal. 

Mr. President, I wish to inquire, if I may, respectfully, why 
this duty is imposed? According to the statistics of imports and 
exports we exported from this country, in 1896, $5,717,246 worth of 
anthracite coal, and we imported in all $345,963 worth. We ex- 
ported in the same year of bituminous coal $4,928,816 worth and 
imported $3,523,725 worth. I should like to —_ if we ex- 
ported from the country nearly $6,000,000 worth of anthracite 
coal and brought in but $350,000 worth, why we should put this 
duty upon anthracite coal? 

Mr. WHITE. I think I can state to the Senator from Missouri 
the reason for this programme, of which he is justly making crit- 
icism, regarding anthracite coal. Anthracite coal is to some ex- 
tent brought to the Pacific Coast in ballast by vessels that come 
for other purposes—procuring wheat, etc. No anthracite coal is 
produced on the Pacific Coast. ‘It is of course very useful and 
more useful than bituminous coal-for certain purposes; and the 
design is to exclude the anthracite coal, so that more bituminous 
coal may be burned. That is the idea. 

Mr. VEST. I was about to read from the testimony of Mr. J. W. 
Harrison, of California, ee as he states in his testimony, 
all the coal interests of the Pacific Slope. He states here exactly 
what the Senator from California has stated upon the floor of the 
Senate. He says not one bushel of anthracite coal is produced 
upon the Pacific Slope. He further declares that the bituminous 
coal produced there is of an inferior quality; and when frankly 
asked why he proposed to put on this duty—the same duty, as he 
said, upon anthracite that was imposed upon bituminous coal—he 
said it was in order to exclude the Welsh coal, not because it com- 
peted with any anthracite coal upon the Pacific Slope, but in order 
to force the people of that coast, the manufacturers and shipown- 
ers, to use the inferior coal of California or to do without it alto- 


gother. 
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Mr. STEWART. There is no coal of any account prod 
California. - 
Mr. VEST. Well, all coal, I will say, or at least all ¢), 
minous coal,in Washington and Oregon and some litt's 
fornia, of an inferior quality; but in order to force th. 
there, the steam vessel owners and manufacturers, to use 
ferior coal we have put this duty now at 67 cents upon anth; 
coal, when they have none of that coal on the Pacific Co... 
Mr. Harrison was asked by Mr. Payne, of the Committe: 
and Means of the House of Representatives,if he had | 
3,000 miles to protect the anthracite coal of Pennsylvania, 
replied that he was not foolish enough for that. 
fe knows that Pennsylvania is asking for no such prote tio), 
The Senators from Pennsylvania, whoare representing th. 
will answer for that State and tell you they want no suc}; )) 
tion. This whole movement isin _— harmony with the en: 
tariff scheme, and that is to exclude a superior foreign product j} 
order to force the American consumer to take an inferior (1. 4,4 
ut money in somebody's pocket when it ought not to go there 
hat is the whole of it. S a Senator has any interes: jy ; 
matter or in the peculiarities of the tariff scheme, let him ro. ;), 


testimony of Mr. Harrison. I do not exaggerate when I say jt \. 
the plainest, baldest, most naked attempt to rob the peop!) wh. 
are forced to buy coal to make steam in their manufactories 4y,4 
upon their steam vessels upon the Pacific Slope, in order that » few 
owners of inferior bituminous coal mines may charge what t))., 
please because those people are forced to buy that coal or ¢., «, 
without it. 

Mr. President, in order to make the matter entirely plain, | wil] 
ask my friend the Senator from California to read a communica- 
tion from his own constituents. 

Mr. WHITE read as follows: 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., March 

Dear Sir: For four years we have prayed persistently and courteously to 
all who might afford us relief to let us make our fight for a living on ey 
terms with imported coal, but there has not been a word of encouragement 
offered from any source. 

During the past few years the importation of Welsh anthracite coal has 
been ee ncereasing until it is now about 100,000 tons per annum. uso 
almost wholly tor steam and water- lants. No advocate of Welsh a 
thracite coal claims that it needs the disc nation of free admission. They 
do claim, no matter what the price, it will find a ready sale. F 

We claim that our existence as miners depends upon our having an even 
chance; therefore if there is a reason why we should not be heard when we ask 
that the word ‘ bituminous” be eliminated from the tariff, we are entitled 
es good Americans, to know that reason. We have petitioned the Ways and 
Means Committee to — us the relief with all the force we could command 

If we are correctly informed, the proposed bill increases the duty on Vitu 
minous coal to 75 cents and leaves anthracite on the free list. This takes 
the situation worse by offering a further premium to foreign anthracite «! 
lieries to come and help themselves. 

There are vast fields of anthracite in China, Mexico, and elsewhere. which 
will eventually displace the Welsh. 

We are offering to the world the pitiful spectacle of Americans pleading 
for the same advant as are bestowed upon foreigners by the United 
States Congress. Think of it! 

Not one pound of this coal is used by personsin circumstunces ordinary 0: 
worse. Every pound of it is used by le in circumstances better than 
ordinary; therefore we are driven to e this view, viz: 

We see no way of getting this desired relief except through the kind sery 
ices of Americans who will interest themselves in our behalf tothe extent o! 
asking Representatives from their districts to Epes the amendment, when 
it comes up, placing anthracite on an equality with bituminous coal 

Will you help us to the extent of writing to-day to Senators and Repr: 
sentatives from your district, urging them to support the proposed ame: 
ment? 

Yours, ctfully, 

Eureka Coal Company, Empire Coal Company, Pittsburg Coal 
Mining Company, Ban Joaquin Valley Coal Mining Company, 
California Coal ining Company, Carmelio Land and Coa! Com 
pany, Elsinore Coal Company, of California. 

Great Northern Coal Mining and Mineral Company, Black Dia 
mond Coal Mining Company, Cedar River Coal Company, 
Eureka Coal Company, American Coal Company, Seattle Coa 
and Iron Company, Green River Coal and Coke Company 
John Kangley & Co., Navy Coal and Mining Company. Si) 
qualmie Coal and Coke Company, Alta Coal Company, Nort) 
ern Pacific Coal Company, msburg Coal Company, Nort! 
Leavenworth Coal and Coke Company, Pacific Investinent 
Com y, Ouimette Coal Company, & Co., South Prairie 
Coal Company, Coal and Coke Company, Wilkeson (oal 
and Coke Company, Connor Coal and Iron Company, Day (rock 
Coal Com , Skagit Cumberland Coal Company, Deer Creek 
Cokeand Company, Fairhaven Land Company, Skykomish 
Consolidated Coal and Iron Company, Northwest Coa! and 
Transportation Company, Blue Canyon Coal and Mining 
Company, John Thomas, Rocky Ridge Coal Compa!) 


Washington. 

Beaver Hill Coal Company, Bandon Block Coal Company, butte 
Coal Company, Coal and Navigation Company, Coyu'!!s 
Coal Company, of > : as 

And ail mines of Montane Nebraska, Nevada, New Mexico, Nort) 
and South Dakota, Utah, Wyoming, and Colorado. 

Mr. VEST. I call attention to the fact that nowhere in the 
communication read by the Senator from California is it asserted 
that a single bushel or pound of anthracite coal is produced on tv 
Pacific Siope. The petition, for it is not an argument, is to the 
effect that the anthracite coal shall be excluded from the country, 
because they say it isof superior quality and used by people more 
than ordinarily well off. In other words, the people who make 
gas for the cities of California, Washington, Oregon, and the 
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consumers of gas in those cities are to be remitted to the inferior 
bituminous coal that is found there, to be a discomfort by night, 
in order to put money into the pockets of the people who sent the 

r here. They speak of the importation from China, and of a 
thousand tons coming in from Wales. I have read the official 
statement, which I have before me. Nearly $350,000 worth of 
anthracite coal came in in 1896, and we exported nearly $6,000,000 
worth. Does that show a necessity for an exclusive tax or for a 
tax to handicap the importation of this necessary article? 

The increase upon coal is a wrong and outrage. Under the 40 
cents tax of the Wilson Act the coal interests of this country have 
prospered as much as any other interest. There has been general 
depression, and of course the coal interests did not escape, but the 
fact that the coal miners control the American market and export 
the enormous amount I have stated is sufficient evidence that there 
should be no increase in the tax. We now have the pitiful re- 
duction from 75 to 67 cents, an increase of tax upon both bitumi- 
nous and anthracite, and the addition of anthracite coal to the 
dutiable list. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I desire to say only a word or 
two in reply to the distinguished Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
Vest], in relation to the desire of the coal dealers, the coal-mine 
owners of the Pacific Coast, to exclude anthracite coal from im- 
portation into the Pacific Coast States because it is of a superior 
quality. He presents his argument in a very ingenious manner, 
and I can not permit it to pass without one word of my own per- 
sonal knowledge which I can offer in testimony, I believe, to re- 
fute the logic of his argument. 

I will take the State of California alone. Last year it imported 
about 1,400,000 tons of foreigncoal. Of that quantity 150,000 tons 
of anthracite coal came from Swansea and Wales. Until 1880 it 
had been admitted as bituminous coal. No one thought of call- 
ing coal that came from a and Wales anthracite coal. It 
was semibituminous. Finally some of our enterprising coal mer- 
chants had an analysis of it made. They found it went as high 
as 82 per cent of fixed carbon; some of it as high as 88 per cent. 
They appealed it to the courts, and the courts held it was anthracite 
coal; t any coal that went above 81 per cent of fixed carbon 
was anthracite coal. Under that ruling the general appraisers 
issued an order that the coal might be had free of duty. 

Now, that anthracite coal was not furnished to the consumer 
for one shilling a ton less than the bituminous coal. It was the 
1,400,000 tons of bituminous that fixed the value in the market, and 
whether the duty should be 40 cents or 50 cents or 67 cents a ton 
is an abstract proposition which it is not necessary to consider at 
this time. But if bituminous pays that duty,then anthracite 
should pay the duty, otherwise it is a bounty, so to speak, that is 
given to the shipowner or the mine owner or the mine broker or 
the merchant who sells the coal. The consumer does not receive 
the coal for one cent lessaton. Therefore it is only right and 
just that it should contribute the same duty for revenue purposes 
to this Government that bituminous coal contributes. 

Of the 150,000 tons imported into California last year, 98 per cent 
came in foreign ships, English-built ships. 
benefit of the 40 cents a ton last year, and they will have 67 cents 
a ton under the pending bill. They find it so lucrative an enter- 
prise that already there is afloat more than 160,000 tons of anthra- 
cite coal, and in that ratio this year we will receive into our States 
from Swansea and other ports in Wales at least 350,000 tons of 
coal which will pay no duty unless the amendment prevails. 

Therefore I say to my friend the Senator from Missouri that it 
is no advantage to the people, but the benefit accrues wholly to 

shipowners or the mine owners, and our Government loses 
therevenue. There is no reason whatever, and I reiterate it again 
and again, why anthracite coal should not pay the same duty that 
bituminous coal pays. The committee in their wisdom have said 
we will fix the rate at 92 per cent carbon; and I desire to say, 
parenthetically speaking, that all under 92 is really semibitumi- 
nous. Itis not anthracite, and any chemist who makes an analysis 
of it under all the authorities we have upon the subject-matter 
will say it is not really anthracite coal as interpreted by those 
who are familiar with the subject. 
anthracite coal will really come in free if the amend- 
ment is adopted, but we claim that it is semibituminous, and yet 
the courts and appraisers have held that itisanthracite. We bow 
in submission to the decree of the courts. So the committee have 
wisely offered the amendment, and I trust my friend the Senator 
from Missouri will see the justice of it and vote for it and still 
have anthracite as it will be upon the free list. 

Mr. VEST. As to whether coal having 92 degrees of carbon is 
anthracite, my information comes from the testimony of a con- 
stituent of the Senator from California, Mr. Harrison, who states 
that he is a coal broker and that he has received a cargo of coal 
from China, anthracite coal, at 91 and 92 per cent of carbon. He 
calls it anthracite coal, and I have no doubt the committee in- 


tended when they put in the limit of 92 per cent of carbon to 
mean that anthraci 


coal should be taxed. 
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The Senator from California who has last spoken complains that 
British vessels bring the coal and carry a return cargo. Let him 
blame the system under which that is possible. Let him do away 
with his present navigation laws, which have brought down the 
carrying trade of the United States to 10 per cent of our entire 
commerce. I have not seen the figures late] is nota 
very gratifying thing for an American citizen to examine, but the 
last time I saw the Statistical Abst tin regard to the carrying 
trade I think a little over 10 per cent of the entire commerce of 
this country was carried in American bottoms. 

Mr. ALLEN. Twelve and three-tenths per cent 

Mr. VEST. Thatis alittle higher than Ithongehtit was. Tak- 
ing the statement of the Senator from Nebraska. we carry 12 per 
cent of all the commerce of the United States under the American 
flag because an American citizen isnot permitted, under t) 
gation laws, a relic of barbarism, as they used to say, 
to buy a vessel where he can buy it the cheapest, 
under the flag of his country. 

Iam not responsible for the statement that anthracite coal is 
superior to that upon the Pacific Coast. Here Mr. Harrison’s 
statement, who represented all these coal interests. He was asked 
by the Ways and Means Committee of the other House whether 
bituminous coal is mined in Washington and Oregon. He an- 
swered: 


. because it 


navi 
of slavery, 


and then put it 


is 


Yes; but inferior grades. 


He then goes on to speak of a manufactured coal that comes in 


from China, which he said has 88 degrees of carbon init. The 
question was then put to him: 
If that is so, why are you not benefited by leaving anthracite coal on the 


free list? 
Said Mr. Harrison: 


Well, it has been a disturbing factor there Laughter 


It is going to be 
a dangerous article 


Mr. DoLuiver. Dothe American coast producers of bituminous coal want 
the duty on bituminous left as it is? 

Mr. HARRISON. [have the name of every man who produces coal in Cali- 
fornia, Oregon, and Washington here 

Mr. Hopkins. What do they want on bituminous coal 

Mr. Harrison. Forty cents a ton 

Mr. DoLLiver. They are satisfied with the present duty 

Mr. Harrison. Yes, sir 

Mr. DoLLIVER. Their representatives have made an opposite showing 


here. 

Mr. HARRISON. We are satisfied with 40 cents a ton. Here is a statement 
of everybody that has a mine that does any business in San Francisco 

Mr. Hopkins. You represent here, then, do you, the operators of the ec 
mines of the Pacific Coast? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir 


veal 


He then goes on and repeats that they want only 40 cents a ton, 
and yet the committee gives 67. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In view of what has been said so 
well by the Senator from Missouri, I will not detain the Senate by 
making any argument, but I will ask permission to read only a 
half page of a remonstrance from a number of coal companies, 
protesting against any increase in the rates on coal. It is ad- 
dressed to Senators and Members of the House of Representa- 
tives, and is signed by General Hocking Coal Company, by James 
W. Ellsworth, president; Toledo and Ohio Central Fuel Com- 
pany, by J. S. Morton, president; Columbus and Hocking Coal 
and Iron Company, by J. O. Moss, president; M. A. Hanna & Co.; 
Baltimore and Ohio Coal Company, by F. A. Pendergast, secre- 
tary; Pittsburg and Wheeling Coal Company, by W. R. Wood- 
ford, president, and many others, thirty or forty in number. 

The gentlemen say: 


The Dominion of Canada is our best and practically our only foreign mar- 
ket for coal, purchasing from us 4 tons for every ton sold us, the difference 
increasing to 20 tons purchased of us to 1 ton sold if British Columbia is ex 
cluded, the exportation to Canada for the year ending June 30, 1896, being 
1,370,856 tons of anthracite of a total exportation of 1,374,381 tons, and 1,675,100 
tons of bituminous coal of a total exportation of 2.246.244 tons 

Ifa duty of 75 cents, or even 60 cents, is placed upon coal, as proposed in 
the pending tariff bill, it is certain that the Dominion of Canada will adopt 
a tariff on American coal which will largely curtail our export trade on an- 
thracite coal, which is now admitted to Canada free, and greatly reduce ous 
exports of bituminous coal, and have a paralyzing effect upon a wide and im 
portan* range of employment, including the mining and carrying trade 


I will not detain the Senate by reading the remainder of the 
protest, but I will insert it in the Recorp as a part of my remarks. 
The remainder of the protest is as follows: 


If our rate of duty may remain at 40 cents on coal, there is assurance that 
the Dominion Government will provide for reciprocity in this behalf. 

Now, therefore, we, the undersigned coal producers, miners, and carriers, 
de most emphatically protest against the increase in the tariff rate on coal 
proposed in the pending bill; but to the end that the Canadian demand for 
American coal may be increased, and a liberal trade policy fostered, which 
will waken into activity our industries, we do most urgently petition that a 
reciprocal clause may be inserted in the pending tariff bill wherein same re 
lates to coal, to the effect that whenever the President shall be satisfied that 
the Parliament of the Dominion of Canada, or other competent authority, 
has fixed a rate of duty collectible on bituminous coal produced in and im- 

rted from the United States into Canada, not exceeding 75 cents nor less 

han 40 cents per ton, he may make proclamation of the fact, and after the 
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date of such proclamation the duty collectible on all coal iparted into the 

United States from the Dominion of Canada shall not exceed the rate men- 

tioned in said proclamation so long as said rate of duty is maintained by the 

said Dominion. 
Very respectfully. 
(Original petition signed as follows:) 

General Hocking Coal Co. (by James W. Ellsworth, erat 

Toledo and Ohio Centra] Fuel Co (by J.8. Morton, president 

Columbus and Hocking Coal and Iron Co. (by J. O. Moss, 

president); M. A. Hanna & Co.; Baltimore and Ohio Coal Co. 

(by F. A. Pendergast, secretary); Pittsburg and Wheeling 

joal Co. (by W. R. Woodford, president); Turney and Jones 

pospeny (by T. W. Guthrie, secretary); Wills Creek Coal Co. 

(by B. FP. Berry, vice-president); Columbus, Hocking Valley 

and Toledo R. R. Co. (by N. Monsarrat, receiver); Toiedoand 

Ohio Central Railroad Company (by Stevenson Burke, woe’ 

dent); Columbus, Sandusky and Hocking R. R. Co. (by W. E. 

Guerin, president); Cleveland, Lorain and Wheeling Rwy. Co. 

(by W. R. Woodford, general manager); Pennsylvania Com- 

pany (by James McCrea, vice-president); Black Diamond Coal 

and Coke Company (by J. H. Earnshaw, general man r); 

Wheeling and Lake Erie Coal Company (by Myron T. Her- 

rick, president); Pennsylvania Coal and Iron Co. (by 

Zerby, president); Wheeling and Lake Erie Railroad Company 

(by Myron T. Herrick, receiver): New York and Cleveland 

Gas Coal Co. (by W. P. D’Armit, president): Osborn, Sager & 

Co.; The Young & Harrington Coal pene (by T. E. 

Young, president); W. P. Rend; Pittsburgh, Fairport and 

se cme Dock Co. (by G. E. Tener, vane preusneusys 

itteburgh and Chicago Gas Coal Company (by D. W. Van 

Eman, general manager); Pittsburgh Consolidated Conl Com- 

pany (I". L. Robbins, qreret manager); Oak Ridge Coal Com- 

pany, Limited (by G. W. Schlenderberg, treasurer); Erie Rail- 

Pend Company (by E. B. Thomas, president); Hillside Coal and 

Iron Company; Blossburg Coal Company; Northwestern Min- 

ing and Exchange Co. (by James T. G ner, vice-president); 

elaware and Fiudson Janal Compan (by R. M. Oliphant, 

resident); Delaware, Susquehanna and Schuylkill R. R Oo. 

by Alfred Walter, president); Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 

Company (by John K. Cowen, receiver); Pennsylvania Coal 

eens iby M. 8. Thorne, vice-president); New York, On- 

tario and Western Railway Co. (by T. P. Fowler, president); 

Lehigh and Wilkesbarre Coal Company (by J. R. Maxwell, 

president); New York, Susquehanna and Western Railway Co. 

(by A. L. Hopkins, president): Philadelphia and Reading Coal 

and Iron Company (by Joseph 8S. Harris, president); Lehigh 

Coaland Navigation Company (by Lewis T. Rily, president). 

Tho interests whose names are signed hereto represent not less than the 

number of men and mines set opposite their names ageregatin not less than 

#4),000 men, and under the regular ratio of | to ba owing 1,700,000 people 

directly and indirectly dependent upon this interest. This does not include 
the clerical forces, which aggregate many thousand in addition. 


’ 












































Name. Mines. | Men. 

General Hocking Coal Co...... .. 2.2220. 2220 co ecen cecece conene 40 | 15,000 
Toledo and Ohio Central Fuel Oo. ..... ....0. -ccccccccnccecceses 10 5,000 
Coitumbus and Hocking Coal and Iron Co...............-..-... 5 2) 500 
M. A. Hanna & Co...... Lehn se ionedénnesesubeesennunte 10 8,000 
Baltimore and Ohio Coal Co..........-.-----------+-++-+---+---- 2 7,500 
Pittsburgh and Wheeling Coal Co.........................-.--. 80} 10,000 
Turney i isrex discs atest dis ahi elbnk tena aeibaaindias tobias 5 2,500 
Fe NE BE SO hive bancnsddnwawapeuetias tcverescnenecséanse 6 2,500 
Columbus, Hocking Valley and Toledo R. R-...............--..|...-...- 2, 500 
Toledo and Ohio Central BR. BR. Co........... -.--- +... e.ee0e--2-|----.00-] 2,000 
Columbus, Sandusky and Hocking R. R.....................--.|....-... 1,500 
Cleveland, Lorain and Wheeling Rwy. Co-..................-.-]....-...] 2,500 
Wheeling and Lake Erie R. RB. Co...... ... . 200. --ne0e oe nnne -e--| eee eens 2,000 
TSIIIES PONIES COB wintvn o hones nb cea contunnmads quince benanseaneuodd Sianeli 50, 000 

lack Diamund Coal and Coke Co...........-..-. ---.----------.- 5} 2,000 
Cahest, BAGP Bl Oe ic. <a ncinas - concn nccassnsenseccwcccepee soesnens 8 1,500 
Pennsylvania SE SINE BIDS cnicinnctnanenastciniheainkesiad 8 1,500 
BOSC, BEES BF BND TD... 4.200 2c na secccccccwncncews seenss saccon 8 2,000 
Wheeling and Lake Erie Coal Co...............-.........--..-- 20; 8,000 
Young & Harrington Coal Co.......... 2 1,500 
, AX Oe saber acas 6 4,000 
New York and Cleveland Gas Coal Co... 4 2, 000 
Pittsburgh, wanere and Northwestern Dock Co...........2.|......--. 250 
Pittsburgh and Chicago Gas Coal Co. .......-....... 1 800 
Pittsburgh Consolidated Coal Co .... 8 4,000 
Oak Ridge Coal Co 1 800 
SI TE. TE. SiDuinnn givin cern pGes edegecesanrongnmnpeoaatiaeserelanisacsd 20, 000 
Hillside Coal and Iron Co., Blossburg Coal Co., Northwestern 

Mining and Exchange Co. (representing the mines of the 

SS FO eee ey ae ee 
Delaware and Hudson Canal Co. (representing the railroad 

Sip MEE <chsin manthhh ahs enbnen ain >ntinge wiemindingh -ncviahiaeslconsenes,. ae 
New York, Susquehanna and Western R. R, (representing 

the railroad and mines) ..........--. .--.+--3------24--..----2-|--------| 12,000 
Baltimore and Ohio R. R. Co. roeceoeatene the railroad 

and all the mines of Eastern Division) ;. Sata 80, 000 
ORE Ca inc cnescnngie tstellbnas basen adnnss wants uosenics 10, 000 
a eee 2,500 
New York, Ontario and Western Rwy. Co. (represents the 

railroad and all the mining interests) ...... .........-......-.|----..-.| 10,000 
LA and Wilkesbarre Coal Co. (representing also the Cen- 

tral B. BR. of Mow DJerwayz), .. .. a. 2 ne soe ccaess swoses eccncs cocefece--ce] SHO 
Delaware, Susquehanna and Schuylkill R. R........... .......)....-..- 5, 000 
Philadelphia and Reading Coal and Iron Co. (representing 

also Philadelphia and Reading R. R. Oo)................--.--]----.--- 50,000 
T.iiniets Cans Gilt SeCOONE ODO. « csnccinddiceiccesccctuscsdnunNacahicsonsen 5, 000 
Lehigh Valley R. R. and Coal Co... ..... 2.2.2. ---een ee enne nenene|---00--- 15, 000 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In this connection,I also present a 
number of extracts from newspapers, some beginning as far back 
as the first of last vear, giving detailed accounts of an organiza- 
tion among the coal companies to handle the output of the coal 
mines in their own interest, and the subsequent advancement in 
prices as the result of the “‘ gentlemen's agreements,” as they are 
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understood to be. I ask that they may be inserted in the Reco, 
as a part of my remarks. r 
The articles referred to are as follows: 


[From the New York Press, January 31, 1896. } 


THAT COAL CORNER A FACT NOW-—ALL MUST HELP PAY POR THE BL, 
DIAMOND WHICH MORGAN ADDS TO HIS CORNER—OUTPUT RESTRICT) 
PRICES TO BE RAISED—COAL BARONS BOW BEFORE THE AUTOCRAT o¢ rT 
CORNER OFFICE, WHO HAS WORKED HIS WILL. ; 


J. eeaepeas Morgan, dealer in corners, now stands in another one, and no 
one has t eres to oust him. 

Press readers already know that his gold corner was followed by prepara 
tions for one in coal. de 

He has it now. 

Preliminaries to raise the price of coal to every householder who con- 
sumes it were completed yesterday at a meeting of the coal presidents. Mr 
Morgan wasn’t there, but Mr. Morgan’s men were. a 

Naturally the first step was to restrict the output. This was done. [n 
allotting the percentages of production, the railroad for which Mr. Morgan is 
acting as physician—the Reading—didn't get the worst of it. 

Mr. Morgan isn't in the corner office for his health. 

This present coal combination is the most gigantic ever formed. By agree. 
ment the annual output is restricted to 40,000,000 tons a year. E 

bate Ayn sales agents will meet and raise prices. To the masses of t))o 
page this means directly more than acornerin gold. It means 50 cents. and 
perhaps $1, added to the price of every ton of coal they buy. 

The coal barons are losing no time. The agreement will take effect to 
morrow. 

The head of the corner office, where gold corners and coal corners and 
bankrupt railroads are dealt in, has won another victory from the 


Now let purses be opened to pay this autocrat the demands which oc nm 
| a ho made to enrich by $4,000,000 his broken-down concern—the Reading 


WARNING WAS TIMELY. 


The readers of the Press have been warned in time, and if they have f.1- 
lowed the advice given by it they will be independent of the close corporation 
of the railroad presidents, which formally has decided to squeeze the public. 

The presidents of the railroads and the coal companies which contro! tine 
coal output of the country met again yesterday in the Central Building in 
Liberty street to hear the report of the committee of three—the Morgan 
committee—on the pnonss of mining which should be allowed to each 
road. This idea of determining the output which each coal road shall have 
is only preliminary to the increase in the price. coal presidents agreed 
atthe previous meeting that they first should restrict the mining before 
deciding on an increase. 


GOOD BARGAIN FOR MORGAN. 


The first meeting of the presidents was an unsatisfactory one, inasmuch 
as Mr. Harris, - ¥-y-y- for J. Pierpont omen Soman eee for the Reading 
system, of which he is president, considerably more than the other presi- 

ents were willing to concede. This demand was merely a piece of diplo- 
macy on the t of Mr. Harris, for the result as shown gives the Reading 
people more than 1 per cent more output than was allotted to it under the 
agreement of a year ago. 

That eae was broken by the railroads, which went to work on thvir 
own hook and mined as they pleased. The public benefited accordingly, 
and, as a result, was able to 
of the best evidences of w 
prices. 


rchase coal at reasonable rates. This was one 
t competition will do in the way of reducing 


PUBLIC MUST SUBMIT. 


The coal presidents always have longed for a close combination which 
would control both out; ut and values, and make the people, who pay 70 per 
cent of the coal bills, pay tribute to them. Advantage has been taken of the 

resent hard times Ba, poor business in railroad lines by the Morgan com- 

nation to = through the coal deal. Mr. Morgan has on his hands a sick 
railroad s m. This system puts out anunally more than one-fifth of tho 
coal mined. Why should it, in his mind, do so without making a large profit? 
Therefore the combination was made. The public was the easiest and best 
source of revenue, and therefore the public must pay. 


FIGURES OF TWO YEARS. 


The railroads lately have been m' as the 


pleased. Here is a table 
showing just what each railroad produ in the 


t two years: 













Tons 

The total output of anthracite coal for 1895 was................-...-. 46, 545, 760 
I Saccuidadhictinsalsbhabycushshbbiiuplassiedcesateccaccces 41, 391, 199 

Do ilinidie heeniien cactlentciindsincwctbbubagdes wetweets snide’ 5, 14, 561 

Summary for 1895, as carried by the various railroads. . 
ons. 

I I a i a wbadnlddneccnencce 9, 905, 059 
Lehigh Piles Ninel tielee nin belie Met cilia ate Datibntnaducceee 7, 360, 454 
Sa I sd adesncbbannboencnccece 5, 388, 194 
Delaware, ND AANE, WOUNINUTI fc ciniicendnaccaadecescncces ---- 6, 120, 260 
ON HN ac ast cistad nag ocnbhnakbuneceesnenceccce seco 4,347, 848 
I a neiinedisacivihatebajeanttibetinnsadacsstecsocescce 5, 025, 645 
EY a I ss nodes abi chaos sbocns'aecers coccce 1, 746, 832 
Delaware, Susquehanna EN IN EE 1, 905, 784 
New York, Lake Erie and Western...............................-.-- 1, 820, 038 
New York, Susquehanna and Western...................-........---- 1, 492, 244 
BROW Tork, Gmtnrto Gk Wester. oo oon in cncc coccsaccteces.2.20.--0-- 1, 424, 407 

I itn a a 46, 545, 700 

Summary for 1894, as carried by the various railroads. rr 
ons 

Philadelphia and Reading...... ..............--.-22-2s-s0- ----0- 20-002 8, 289, 088 
Lehigh Valley ............... w= 6,424, 676 
Central of New Jersey ............-... woe 4,847,889 
Delaware, Lackawanna and Western -- 5,997, 989 
Delaware and Hudson. ........-.-.. 3, 997.0) 
Pennsylvania Railroad _................ - 4,727,579 
Pennsylvania Coal Company -............ 1, 705, 197 
Delaware, Susquehanna and Schuylkill... 1, 633, 365 
New York, Lake Erie and Western..._......-..- 1, 669, 827 
New York, Susquehanna and Western-..-....... 726, 165 
New York, Ontario and Western.........--..........--.-- 1, 372, dbo 


Total OOS Oe ORES OER Ree ORR eee HOSS HE ee CRS S See See eee Te va» 41,301, 199 
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The demoralized prices of 1895 were not in any sense a boon the «x 
The agreement which was reached yesterday was merely a ratification of | SWmer of domestic coal. Actual returns show th re EXC] f 
h Bi ittee of three This ) tee renorted that t COR or two centers, notably Brookly1 the ’ immer | s } r} 
the reportof the committee of thr ui mmittee reported that the coal 
canal roads should decide to mine only in accordance with the allotment de- | 864.48 In previous years. “Th adiemen and I i 
termined by it. This allotment is as follows: r =o : Between the poru 
Per cent. returned in 1895 pern ts of an interes! 

Delaware, Lackawanna and Western........................-.-- . 13.3% — =” N > 1 —— and Coxe Bros., 0.61; Je — = 
ie dinivacncimnncacoecccncsenaceuse 9. 60 aleeeein Cos i Sans Tene oe = ; ~ ~ oe i Wrest btmage ot : : 

. Shen. i “EE ) =) — Al, V.awd, BeP iv, ' 7, Ate > il ; . ' > & . ae ‘ 
> — lvania Railroad . . Pa nenteeeee = = and Western, 0.18 ; 

et SERENE eR SSeP em ewwencws cocs Secase toes eeees sereeeneeccce cre. one os a > oo 2 © 10 
fenigh Valley = a la la gaan i --- 15.65 [From Bradstreet's, January 2, 18 
Jersey Central. ...-- pwwne anna cone cece ceneaceces coee coneee cere eeeene ewneeenene 11.70 A SOFT-COAL POO! 
Pennsylvania GRE CIO .... oo ccccececesssccs ooo - -- A dispagch to the Philadelphia Leds AY Cc lent 1 he wn . 
—_ is andl Western. AS Nagin tee ara oem iar trea eatin tena 3.19 | ment for the formation of an ironclad agreement a rth f 
jntar : ao ee eae = senesase » greet @ = companies, a somewhat similar plan is said to be 1a 
Delaware, Susquehanna and Schuylkill.........................-..--..... 3. 50 § bi : ' fame niet ten 2 
Susquehanna end Western 8.20 of the a ; in i sts s iipping » tide wa ‘ 

§ , : Sap eced eres ceseoees eee teen oe ee x new soft-coai pool will go into eftect me time it ‘ 

lt will be seen by this allotment that Mr. Morgan's road gets more than | a central selling agency to handle the total pr: Chey 
one-fifth of the entire output. : : brace shippers over the Baltimore and O P ‘ 

The announcement of the result was received with cheers on theexchange | Western, Chesapeake and Ohio, Beech Creek, and Rea . \ 
and in the offices of the various bankers. Reading stock immediately began | ment will bind the members not to cut rates in any \ 
to start upward and all of the coal stocks had a boom. vance in rates, it is said, will probably not be more than 50 centsat 


HOW TO RAISE THE PRICES. 
The next thing to be done, after curtailing the output at the basis of 
40,000,000 tons, will be to increase the price, and there is a disagreement among 
the sales agents of the various roads as to whether the selling figure shall be 


raised 0 cents or Slaton. The sales agents are the men who boss the prices, 
and they ay boss the presidents where coal is concerned. The sales 
l 


agents will meet to-day, and the result is likely to be that coal will be from 
cents to $1 a ton higher to-morrow than it now is. 
The output agreement begins on Saturday and the higher-price agreement, 
if it goes through, wil) begin on the same day. 
Great is the corner office! 


{From the Iron Age, February 6, 1896.] 
THE ANTHRACITE AGREEMENT. 


The eleven companies and their allied interests distributing anthracite coal 
from the mines on January 3) reached an agreement in the matter of civil 
trade government and an apportionment of tonnage to control their opera- 
tions for eleven months, beginning February 1, 18%. It is an end that has 


been in view, and, it may be said, scriven for for over a period of a year and | 


a half. It was consummated with very little friction and so suddenly as to 
create the belief that the banking community at the right moment brought 
all the influence it possessed to bear. 


The ment is now in force. It apportions outputs asfollows: Reading, 
20.5; igh Valley, 15.65; Jersey Central, 11.7; Lackawanna, 13.35; Delaware 
and Hudezon, 9.6; Pennsylvania Railroad, 11.4; Pennsylvania Coal. 4: Erie, 4; 


Ontario and Western, 3.10; Coxe Bros., 3.50, and Susquehanna and Western, 
32. A nent board of managers was appointed, as follows: President 
Maxwell, of the Jers@y Central, chairman; Presidents Thomas, of the Erie; 
Wilbur, of Lehigh Valley; He~ris, of the Reading, and Walters, of Coxe Bros.’ 
road, the Delaware, Susquehanna and Schuylkill. 

This body is empowered to serve asa check upon the different interests, set- 
tle all disputes, and act in an advisory qyneiey. hanna her things, it will 


have ce of tonnage returns, which are to be handled by a new bureau 
estab! in New York. It will organize a uniform system of reporting, 
and other things it will see that all coal mined and not used at the 


among 
breaker or not sold for local consumption isaccounted for. This lack of uni- 
form returns has enabled the juggling of figures in the past that has prevented 
one interest from knowing exactly what its competitor was doing. The sys- 
tem of contracts, which never was of any use except to the consumer, will 
be abolished as far as possible after orders now on the books of the companies 


arecleaned up. This new departure will prevent much of the demoralization 
that has been one of the curses of the trade. It is understood that the presi- 
dents will leave the question of prices to their sales agents, who, in addition 


will fix the tonnage month by month. The theory on which the matter will 

be handled is, in effect, that if the tonnage allotments are not exceeded, each 

interest will be forced to sell coal at the market pricein order to fare as well 

asitscompetitors. It can not offset any loss incurred by underselling through 
an increase in production. , 

The sales agents met pursuant to orders on Friday, the day following the 

t, fixed the production for February at 2,500,000 tons, and made a 

r of _—- which, on a basis of free burning coal, f.o b., was as follows: 

Broken, $3.25; egg, $3.50; stove, $3.75; chestnut, $3.50. The last circular was 

made on October 24 and was 40 cents higher per ton on domestic sizes and 50 


cents Se higher on broken. Friday's circular was from to 30 cents 
above prices current the day previous. Western prices were reaffirmed, 
as follows: Buffalo, gross tons, broken, $4.15; other sizes, $4.40. Chicago and 
other Western lake a net tons, broken, $5.25; other sizes, $5.50. 

Itis ble that the ments reached by the presidents may be reduced 
to . If this be the case, there will be no reference to prices. The 


argument is advanced that the agreement can not be made in form of a con- 
= owing to the laws on the subject,and that in any other written form it 
be broken as easily as if it were verbal. 

This leads to the questions as to how it will be enforced and what there is 
back of it. It is well known that in the midsummer, when all hope of a set- 
tlement arbitration was abandoned through Reading's refusal to arbi- 
trate its erence of about one-half of 1 per cent, and when stove coal was 
selling at less than $2.80 per ton, the coal stocks were high and strong. This 
created a belief that a clique of bankers, already largely interested in the 
parties. were attempting to secure control of the leading companies. In 

connection it is suggested that nothing in the way of a sett'ement was 
‘until the success of the Reading reorganization was assured. If 

there is a power beneath the surface sufficiently great to dictate the anthra- 
cite , it isreasonably certain that the agreement reached last week will 





force. On the other hand, if it is based upon the flimsy promise | 


of a number of fickle presidents, it is doomed to failure. The financial com- 
. without knowing anything definite, is inclined to the former theory. 
The effect of close cooperation would be to restore the price of coal toa 
Sivee Sgure and keep it there. The ave for the jear 1895 on stove coal, 
the size, was not far from $3 per ton. This is #0 cents below the average 
of 1894, and considerably less than 31 below the average of 1893 If coal could 
beadvanced on domestic sizes over $1 per ton, it would about restore prices 
to the average of previous years. It would enable companies like the Lacka- 
Wanna, who for the year ended December 31 reported earnings on the stock 
of 5.17 per cent, to restore their net income to an amount commensurate to 
the i. In the year 1894 the Lackawanna earned 6.24 per cent on 
its stock, and in 1893, 11.1 per cent. To the companies whose financial neces- 
ities are more or less pressing it would mean salvation. It would insure 
success of the Reading reorganization. In a word, it would mean from 
® cents to $1 per ton more than was realized in 1895 on, say, the production 
of that year, which was 46,500,000 tons in round numbers. 


many curtailments in expenses will be put into effect 


[From the Philadelphia Record, November 


SOFT-COAL BUSINESS—BITUMINOUS OPERATOI 
ESTED IN THE PROPOSED PLAN 


12, 1895.] 


POOLING tS ARE MUCH INTER- 


Evidence of the interest which bituminous-coal operators : 














ure manifesting 
with regard to the proposed pooling of their business was furnis) ved by ’ 
large number of prominent mine owners who attended the meeting a , 
Waldorf, in New York, last week. The call for this meet was sent out I 
President Walbridge, of the American Coal Company, and the s ty 
erators who responded included the largest producers of soft coa ns 
vania, Maryland, Virginia. and West Virginia 

The meeting was merely a preliminary one. The utmost harmony pre- 
vailed, andall present recognized the necessity for forming some combination 
whereby an allotment of the tonnage could be made, production kept within 
the lines of consumption, and a tariff of prices agreed upon which should | 
binding upon all. and thus do away with the ruinous competition which ha 
for months characterized the trad 

Such a course has long been suggested and advocated by the various rail 
roads transporting the coal from these and different regions, but it was n 
until confronted with the probability of a demand from the miners for 
creased wages at the beginning of the coal year in April next, and also an 
increased freight rate, that the real seriousness of the situation manifested 
itself and brought the operators together 

The situation was thoroughly discussed by the meeting, but no action was 
taken beyond appointing a committee of five to prepare some plan forthe 
future government of the operators which will bring about the results d 
sired. This committee consists of Samnel Castner, representing t Po 
hontas region; William D. Kelley, representing the Beech Creek district; ( 
B. Orcutt, representing the Chesapeake and Ohio region; A. G. Yates, the 
Rochester and Pittsburg; and E. J. Berwind, the Pennsylvania or Clearfield 
region The meeting was purely an operators’ meeting, and 1 » of the 


railroads interested in the transportation of bituminous coal were r 
sented. 


re 
ree 


“2 
[From Bradstreet’s, May 2, 1896. ] 
HIGHER COAL PRICES. 

The Philadelphia Press this week says: 

“ The Philadelphia and Reading Coal and Iron Company yesterday issued 
a circular announcing that an advance of 25 cents a ton would be made in all 
sizes of coal on and after this date. The advance has been made at Port Rich- 
mond and at Port Liberty. The chanyes at Port Richmond are 


Broken.| Egg. | Stove. | Chest 
nut 
EE EE $3.35 | $3.00) $3.75 $3.50 
Free white ash 8.25 3.50 3.75 3.50 
Shamokin 3.75) 4.00 8.60 
Schuylkill red ash 8.75 4.15 8.75 
Lorberry 8.75 4.15 8. 75 
Lykens Valley. 4.25 460 4.75 4.50 
“'The new prices at Port Liberty are: 
Broken.| Egg. | Stove Ch es 
nu 
EEE ee $3.00) $3.85) $4.00 $3.75 
Free white ash ............ ; 3.50 3.75 4.00 8.75 
Shamokin. ..... pinlibon eB 4.00 4.25 8.85 
Schuylkill red ash aie aneitian 4.00 4.40 4.00 
Lorberry ; See ‘ 4.00 4.40 4.00 
I I a creiicccecanenace 4.50) 4.85] 65.00 4.75 


“At about this time every year there is considerabie talk 

railroad companies in the East going to secure all the coal needed from Can 
ada. Last week hids wereasked fromall the bituminous-coal companies, and 
it appears that the bids from the cecal companies of Pennsylvania, M l 


afloat about the 


i 








Virginia, and West Virginia were rejected on the ground that the coal could 
be bought cheaper from the Canadian operators 

“ The coal companies of the States mentioned are united, and the business is 
conducted under the name of the Bituminous ¢ As t This associ 
ation was organized a few months ago for the protection of the | minous 
coal trade, as for the past few years bituminous coal has been sold at such a 
price that has not been profitable either for the operator or the m This 
year the price has been advanced, and the operat have so far stuck together 

“The refusal of the bids by the New England roads is not likely to be taken 
seriously by the operators here, as it is well known that the mines in Nova 


Scotia have not the facilities at pre 


ent for supplying any large d 
if a large lot of coal was ordered 


emand, and 








from them it would have a tendency to in 
crease water rates, which would, of course, add t he cost of the coal \ 
number of the bituminous operators were seer I and they all unite 
in saying that there is little fear of Nova Scotia coal supplanting ou 
Circulars issued at New York by the Lackawanna and the Lehigh Valley 
companies intimate the advance in the price of anthracite coal. Each coal- 
producing company will make a general advance of 25 cents per ton, t 





effect May 1. Following is the new schedule: Grat 
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chestnut, $3.75, and stove, $4. The circulars of the Pennsylvania, Delaware 
and Hudson, and Erie and other companies were to be out before the end of 
the week. The aggregate anthracite output for April will reach about 
3,000,000 tons, which is about the same as April, 1895, although the output for 
April last year was, by agreement, restricted to 2,400,000 tons. 


(From Bradstreet's, January 11, 1995.] 


The bituminous-coal miners of Indiana decided on Wednesday to demand 
an advance in the mining scale from 6) to 65 cents, to take effect April 1, the 
date when the Pittsburg district price is to be advanced from 64 to 70 cents. 
The operators will refuse to grant the advance. 


{From the New York Journal, May 5, 1897.] 


RIOT MUTTERINGS BY COAL MINERS—TWENTY-FIVE HUNDRED MEN OUT ON 
STRIKE IN EAST TENNESSEZE—OTHERS TO FOLLOW SOON—HEAVY CUTS IN 
WAGES ALL. ALONG THE LINE 18 LIKELY TO RESULT IN BLOODSHED— 
STRIKERS TO BAR OUTSIDERS—AN 18 PER CENT REDUCTION AFFECTS THE 
REGION FROM CHATTANOOGA TO SOMERSET, AND GRAVE TROUBLE 18 
EXPECTED, 

CHATTANOOGA, TENN., May 4. 
All signs point to a repetition of the Rock Creek riots of a few years ago, 
unless the troubles now brewing between miners and coal-mine owners in 
upper East Tennessee and southern Kentucky are speedily adjusted. Al- 
ready disheartened by the struggles to live and support their families on the 
present wages, the diggers of coal have been subjected to another heavy cut. 


MEN OUT AND IDLE. 


More than 2,500 men are now out at Jellico, Glenmary, Robbins, and Helen- 
wood, and others are expected to follow because of a reduction of 18 per cent 
in wages. The men say they are being pressed upon and qwowdel buyend 
the limit of endurance, and assert that trouble will follow any attempt to 
replace them with cheap labor. But the mine owners have held meetings 
recently at Lexington, Louisville, Nashville, and Cincinnati, where a general 
reduction was a: sd upon. The owners also declare that they will stand by 
the schedule laid down. 

The strikers know that the rich deposits of coal in those regions must be 
taken out, and that if they refuse to do the work outsiders will be brought 
in tc man the mines. Such measures have been tried before in various parts 
of = cogntey, and, as the strike records show, with always the same result— 

oodshed, 

The diggers involved in the present trouble are no different from their 
brothers in other mining districts. They say they will not stand quietly by 
and see the b’ taken from the mouths of their wives and babies. The 
strike leaders have threatened to make it pleasant for the men who come 
with the intention of taking their places, and these rough citizens of the 


mining vil know well how to run these little entertainments. The 
strikers are holding er and laying out the campaign under the direc- 
tion of able leaders. As yet the owners have not attempted the importation 


of miners, but the first installment of outsiders is sure to precipitate trouble. 
Great excitement prevails in the villages, and the feeling is spreading from 
one end of the on to the other. 

The indications are that every mine between Chattanooga and Somerset, 
Ky., will be abandoned before the end of the week. 


{From the Philadelphia Record, April 17, 1897.] 


MINERS’ STARVATION WAGES—% CENTS FOR A SEVEN-HOUR DAY—DECEP- 
TIVE SCALES. 
PirrsBuRG, PA., April 16. 


** Dante's Inferno isa mild place compared to the homes of the miners in the 
Pittsburg district,’ was the expression of a member of the legislative com- 
mittee after a A trip among mines on the Pittsburg, McKeesport and 
Youghiogheny lroad. Seven grown c— and 8 children were found 
crowded in a shed 12 by 18 feet, for which the boarding boss was charged $6 
a month rent by the firm of Osborn & er All the miners said they had 
not made more than 50 cents a day, and only worked an average of three 
days a week all winter. 


CLEARED % CENTS IN SEVEN HOURS. 


Miners seen issuing from the mine when asked how much the 
that day responded that they had worked from 5 o'clock in 
until noon and had cleared 25 cents. 

At Morgan, Moore & Bain's mines the ority employed were foreigners, 
The shanties, which cost the minin —— es about $125 to $150 to build, are 
rented for $14 a month, which is deduc from the miner's pay. The miners 
are compelled to buy all their stuff from cman stores, where fancy prices 
are charged, so they seldom received any cas 


ALLOWED 1,100 POUNDS ON 3,000. 


At the Banning mine of Morgan, Moore & Bain, Senator Saylor discovered 
that the scales were wrong. The cars should hold from 2,500 to 3,000 pounds 
of coal, but instead the men were only credited with 1,100 pounds. The super- 
intendent apologized, and said he had ordered the scales repaired several days 
ago. ‘‘In the meantime you are only giving the miners the weight indicated 
on the broken scales,"’ interjected the Senator. 

Senator Milleisen, of Mechanicsburg, a member of the committee, is quite 
a double for President McKinley. The foreigners at the mines were told that 
the President of the United States, in the-person of Senator Milleisen, was 
inquiring into their condition, and they stood about inawe, with their mouths 
open and hats off, saluting his oqeeney. \ 

The committee has subpoenaed the mine operators to appear before it next 


Monday. : 
{From the New York Times, April 12, 1897.] 


AFFEROTS 10,000 MINERS—TENNESSEE COAL AND IRON COMPANY PROPOSES TO 
REDUCE WAGES. 


BIRMINGHAM, ALA., April 11. 


The labor situation in the Birmingham district has become very serious 
since yesterday morning. Upon invitation, the Tennessee Coal, Iron and Rail- 
way Company's coal miners in the Blocton district met the officials of the 
company in conference at Blocton yaahersey, 1,000 strong. President Nat 
Baxter, jr., proposed a reduction in wages of 12) per cent, giving as his reason 
that large export coal contracts depended on it. 

If the reduction were accepted, the men, he said, would get steady work; if 
not, such as the company could give in the face of the failure to secure con- 
tracts hinging on close margins. Mr. Baxter asked that the redcction be- 
come effective June | if possible; if not then, by July | at least, when the 
present contract with the miners expires. The miners will decide whether 
or not to accept the cut and give reply ina day or so They do not seem to 
_ be disposed to accept the cut. Ten thousand miners are aifected, the Ten- 
nessee Ca ‘s wage scale governing the district, and they themselves em- 
Woying 7,6 ners. 


had earned 
he morning 
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in 
ation of 
National Bank immediately after the close of business. 
J. W. bp president of the company; 

urer; F. P. 

directors. 


by the employment of convicts in other mines operated by the State o° T 
nessee. After due deliberation the directors issued a proclamation »), . 
a reduction of 10 per cent, and setting forth the reasons therefor. ‘T),\. , 

duction applies to the salaried officers and all employees. 
the company was placed on the proclamation, and it was sent to the 1 


of retrenchment at ali of their mines in this vicinity. 
all inside and outside laborers, foremen, and engineers, and ranges from, st. 
25 per cent. 
the reduction ran 
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[From the Lexington (Ky.) Herald, May 5, 1897.} 


A WAGE CUT OF 10 PER CENT DECIDED UPON BY THE BOARD OF pip; 


OF THE GLEN MARY MINING COMPANY AT A MEETING HELD Yesty) 7 
THE NEW SCALE IS SENT TO THE MINERS, AND‘IT WILL LIKELY ): 
CEPTED. 
As foreshadowed in the Herald, the directors of the Glen Mary (us 
Company met here yesterday to take steps regarding tho futur 
he mines. The meeting was held in the private olfice of tio < 
Present were \f 
J. P. Stiaw, secretary and t 
Clute, general manager; Hiram Shaw, J. T. Slade. and 
The object of the meeting was to form a new wage scale, made nece<cayy 
i 


The officia 


* 7 a” . - + 
If the miners should refuse to accept the new scale, Mr. Clute s:\ 


mines will most positively be shut down, as the company would los» 
by making contracts according to the old scale of prices. 
will be affected if it becomes necessary to close down all of the mine 


Over 3.000 ; 


At the meeting of the board of directors it was decided to deed an acr. vf 


ground to the Episcopal church at Glen Mary, for the erection of a } 
worship. 
and the result of the pending n 


Quite a number of Le people are interested in the com) 


jiations will be watched with interes: 
(From the New York Times, March 3, 1897. } 


REDUCING ITS EXPENS#S-—-THE LEHIGH AND WILKESBARRE COAL COMPANY 


CUTTING WAGES. 
HAZLETON, PA., March ? 


today inaugurated a system 
The reduction affects 


The Lehigh and Wilkesbarre Coal Compan 


Foremen who were paid $10) are cut to $75, and from this down 
8 until it reaches 8 per cent. 


Che Lehigh Valley Coal Company has also notified its Southside employ, 


that a reduction in wages would be made, but nothing definite in this dir, 
tion has yet been done. 


[From the Sheboygan (Wis.) Tel»gram, April 5, 1897.] 
STRIKE OF IOWA COAL MINERS. 
OrruMWaA, Iowa, Apri! 


Three leading coal companies cut the price of mining coal from 70 cents to 
@ cents. The miners of the Whitebreast Company at Keb and Chisholn 
John L. Evans's men at Avery, and the Chicago and Iowa Company's men at 
Cedar mines, about 600 in number, struck. Other companies paying 7) cents 


will cut, and probably as many more men go out. 


{From the Chicago Chronicle, March 7, 1897.) 


BELLE PLANE, Iowa, March 


All the miners employed in the coal mines at Boonesboro, a suburl of 
Boone, went out on a strike last night, refusing to submit to the reduction in 
the scale from #5 cents to 70 cents. The strike affects about 300 men, but it is 
ey believed the strike will be of long duration. Many men are applying for 
the 10 


will experience 1 
trou 


= filled by the strikers, and the maeeT. 
e onday morning 


in procuring plenty of men to start the works 
BrRazi, IND., March 


The block coal operators and the miners of this district met here to-day fi» 
the purpose of discussing a 5-cent reduction. After ashort discussion, the 
miners accepted the 5 per cent cut, which will bring the scale to 65 cents p 
ton. This cut is to take effect the i5th of this month and continue until May 
1, when the new scale will be made. 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, there are two or three facts con- 
nected with this matter which I think ought to be stated. In the 
first place, it is true that there is no first-class bituminous coal 
produced in the State of California. There is some bituminous 
coal produced there, but it isof an inferior quality. Of that there 
is no doubt, I presume, among those who consume it. It is in- 
deed a notorious penenae It may perhaps be considered a 
great misfortune that we have not been able to discover thus far 
any absolutely good bituminous coal within the confines of the 
State, although we have a good many coal mines producing 1n 
inferior article. There is a large amount of coal imported from 
Vancouver and Australia, and when this question was before th 
Senate in 1894 I estimated that out of a total duty of $80),000 paid 
to the Government of the United States the Pacific Coast )).id 
$600,000. So far as the payment of duty is concerned, it is lary: 'y 
a local levy. It will nearly all come outof that part of the Unite! 
States. 

I observe from an inspection of the hearings before the Wi) 
and Means Committee that placing anthracite upon the dutial!: 
list is not only by any means in the interest of the coal miners | 
the Pacific Coast, but it is also favored by the coal miners of Br’ 
ish Columbia, and the reason of that is obvious, It is rather « 
ludicrous situation, but nevertheless it is true. The bringing 1" 
of anthracite coal, the supply of fuel of that character, natur:::) 
does affect the demand for the local coon and toa large exten! 
the product of British Columbia is local. It must pay duty. | 
is near by, and so it largely becomes the interest of the Bri! 
Columbia producer as well as the producer in the United Stats 
that this coal shall be excluded, and they do not hesitate to sv + 
Although they are good and loyal citizens of the Queen, still t ie 
is one duty and perhaps the ~ one in the entire bill which w:! 
meet with the concurrence of Her Maiesty’s subjects. 

I favored placing coal upon the free list before. I should lik: 
to have it upon the free list now, if it were possible. As has 
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been shown, 40 cents a ton is enough, and I do not see why under 
this tariff we should go any further. Besides, if the coal that is 
brought from Europe is of a superior quality, I think our people 
ought to have the advantages of it in those lines needing superior 
coal. They may get it, but they must pay a duty upon it. It 
does not come into cenflict with any Eastern interest. Of course 
no anthracite coal from the East reaches the coast. 

Mr. WILSON. When the Wilson bill was passed and reduced 
the rate on coal from 75 to 40 cents a ton, was there any reduction 
in the price of coal to the California consumer? 

Mr. WHITE. There was. 

Mr. WILSON. For how long? 

Mr. WHITE. The rates were always quoted lower. 

Mr. WILSON. It lasted about four months. 

Mr. WHITE. It may be that a combine was made. 
know. Coal may have gone up for other reasons. 

Mr. WILSON. The only advantage was to place in the hands 
of the British Columbia coal miners the difference in the tariff 
rates, amounting to about $400,000. 

Mr. WHITE. That statement is absolutely inconsistent with 
the other statement made by the Senator from Washington, be- 
cause if the price of coal kept up, then of course the local pro- 
ducer had his market. The only injurious effect which the impo- 
sition of the duty could have upon the local producer would be 
the diminution of the price, so that the other coal might get in. 
If the price was not diminished, there could have been no loss. It 
is im ible to avoid that conclusion. 

If it is true, as stated by the Senator, that there was no falling 
off in the price, then the status quo was preserved, so far as the 
trade went, and if there was a cutting down of the price and 
the local producer was injured,then of course the consumer got 
the benefit of it. 

Mr. WILSON. The difference between 40 and 75 cents was 
given to the British Columbia coal miner, to the Comax mine 
and other mines, which work Chinese laborers, as the Senator 
well knows. We can not compete with them. That is the point. 

Mr. WHITE. I recollect that a very short time ago there was 
an importation of laborers, I believe they were colored laborers, 
to a mine in the State of Washington, and there was a riot there, 
which the Senator will remember, or a great disturbance, because 
of that importation. 

Mr. WI N. We had some riots in the State of Washington. 
They had some also in the State of California. 

Mr . WHITE. Yes; but I am speaking of the coal matter. The 
Senator is in the business of evasion, evidently. We may have 
riots anywhere, and I did not make the remark in censure of 
Washington. Any community is subject to a riot. Whatever 
there may be as to whether the consumer pays this or whether he 
does not, I will not attempt to discuss that oft-gone-over argu- 
ment, but I do say that the state of the record is such as not to 
justify this imposition, and that it is a peculiar nature of the case 
that it is an imposition ow levied upon one community. 

I desire to inquire whether the amendments of the committee 
are now before the Senate, or whether tie adoption of the para- 
graph as amended is the question before the Senate? 

¢ PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from California that the committee have proposed a substi- 
tute for the entire paragraph, and that is now to be voted upon. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to move an amendment to the substitute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the pending question the 
zeus and nays have been ordered. The Secretary will call the 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru] to the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Hate], and vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. If he were 
here, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE}. 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). 
eral with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. T1LL- 
MAN]. If he were present, I should vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner}. 
should vote “nay.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 
here, I should v: te “ yea.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). On this vote Iam 
paired with the Senator from Utah [Mr.Cannon]. Were he pres- 
ent, [ should vote ‘‘nay” and he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

‘_Mr. CLARK. I am paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
Harris}. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 


I do not 


Iam paired with 
If he were here, I 


I have a gen- 


I am paired 
Otherwise 1 
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If he were | 





Mr. BATE. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Harris of 
Tennessee} is unable to be in the Chamber, and is paired with the 
senior Senator from Vermont { Mr. Morriwi 

Mr. BURROWS. I announce my pair with the senior Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery]. I make the announcement for 
the day. 


The result was announced 


yeas 31, nays 24; as follows: 





YEAS—31 
Allison, Foraker, Lodge, Quay 
Carter, Frye, McEnery, Sewell, 
Chandler, Gallinger, Me Millan, 
Cullom, Gear, Mantle, 
Davis, Hanna, Nelson, on, 
Deboe, Hawley, Perkins, ve %, 
Elkins, Hoar, Platt, Conn. Wilsot 
Fairbanks, Jones, Nev Pritchard, 
NAYS—24 

Allen, Clay, Kenney, Morgan, 
Bacon, Cockrell, Kyle, Pa , 
Bate, Faulkner, Lindsay, Pettus, 
Berry, Gray, McLaurin, Rawlins, 
Butler, Heitfeld, Mills Turpie, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark Mitchell, Vest 

NOT VOTING—3 
Aldrich, Hale, Murphy, Thurston, 
Baker, Hansbrough, Penrose, Tillman, 
Burrows, Harris, Kans. Pettigrew, Turner, 
Caffery, Harris, Tenn. Platt, N. Y. Walthall, 
Cannon, McBride, Proctor, Warren, 
Clark, Mallory, Roach, White, 
Daniel, Martin, Smith, Wolcott 
George, Mason, Spooner, 
Gorman, Morrill, Stewart, 


So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out *‘ sixty-seven ” and insert in 
lieu thereof ** forty.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out“ sixty-seven ” whereit occurs and 
insert ‘* forty;” so as to read: 

Coal, bituminous. and all coals containing less than ® 
carbon, and shale 40 cents per ton of 28 bushels, etc 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from California. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to add at the end of the paragraph the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That on all coal imported into the United States, which is after 
wards used for fuel on board vessels propelled by steam and engaged in the 
coasting trade or in the trade with foreign countries, and which are regis 
tered under the laws of the United States, a drawback shall be allowed equal 
to the duty imposed by law upon such coal, and shall be paid under such reg 
ulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Califorma. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the paragraph to which thisamend- 
ment is proposed is that which deals with the duty on coal. Un- 
der the act of 1883, 22 Statutes at Large, 511, there was the fol- 
lowing provision: 

Coal, bituminous, and shale, 75 cents per ton of 28 bushels, 80 pounds to the 
bushel. A drawback of 75 cents per ton shall be allowed on all bituminous 
coal imported into the United States which is afterwards used for fuel on 
board of vessels propelled by steam which are engaged in the coasting trade 
of the United States. or in the trade with foreign countries, to be allowed 


and paid under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall pre 
scribe. 


per cent of fixed 


Afterwards an amendment was incorporated into the law by an 
act to be found in the statutes of 1885-1887, volume 24, Statutes 
at Large, as follows: 


That the provision of Schedule N of “An act to reduce internal-revenue 


taxation, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1883, allowing a draw 
back on imported bituminous coal used for fuel on vessels propelled by 
steam, shall be construed to apply only to vessels of the United States 


When the McKinley bill was enacted, there was contained therein 
& provision in the general drawback clause which it was supposed 
retained this exemption, and the district court of the United States 
for the northern district of California in a case brought by the 
United States so held. That cause was appealed to the circuit 
court of appeals in the ninth circuit, and the judgment was af- 
firmed. It then went to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
and in 1896,in an opinion to be found in volume 163 « United 
States Reports, page 499, it was determined in United States vs. 
Allen that the McKinley Act by implication repealed this draw 
back provision, and that the general drawback phraseology of that 
enactment was not sufficient, notwithstanding the rule against 
repeals by implication, to mgintain the status which had existed 
before the passage of the McKinley law. 


of the 


The object of this amendment is to restore to American shipping 
the benefit of the provisions of the act of 1883, which were sup 
posed to be continued in all subsequent tariff enactments. It is 
simply to return to the condition which was then adopted with 


the approval of Congress and with the general approval of the 
people, and which was disturbed, indirectly and unintentionally, 
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as I believe everyone familiar with the legislation of that time 
will admit. 

It has been argued that this provision should be placed in the 
free list in connection with paragraph 504, but that relates to the 
exemption of ships’ stores and has no relation to this clause. If it 
were operative at all upon coal used for fuel, then there would be 
no necessity for a drawback clause, because the free list needs no 
drawback. 

I submit this matter. I have already attracted the attention of 
the various members of the majority of the Committee on Finance 
tothe subject. Butif it will embarrass the proceedings this even- 
ing to proceed further with reference to it, I will suggest to the 
Senator having the bill in charge that the subject be carefully 
examined and taken up, if possible, to-morrow and disposed of. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What was the paragraph the Sen- 
ator referred to in the free list? 

Mr. WHITE. Paragraph 504 of the free list, page 169. 
according to the House provision: 

Coal, anthracite, and coal stores of American vessels, but none shall be 
unloaded. 

The committee propose to amend it so that it will read: 

Coal stores of American vessels, but none shall be unladen or discharged. 


Now, it is proposed to put a drawback provision there. It 
would be manifestly out of place because the original part of the 
paragraph is operative; everything is on the free list; and hence 
it should comein at the place indicated by me, to wit, in this para- 
graph. : 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will allow that to be passed 
over until to-morrow, to be taken up in the morning. 

Mr. WHITE. Very well. . : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment of the Senator from California will be passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire at this time to offer an amendment to 
section 3, in order that it may be printed. 

Mr. BURROWS and Mr. WHITE. Let the amendment be 
read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the pro- 
posed amendment. : ‘ 

The Secretary. Itis proposed to strike out section 3 and to 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Suc. 3. That whenever the President of the United States, with a view to 
secure reciprocal trade with foreign countries, shall, within the period of 
two years from and after the passage of this act, enter inte commercial 
treaty or treaties with any other country or countries coneerning the ad- 
mission into any such country or countries of the goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise of the United States and their use and disposition therein, deemed 
to be for the interests of the United States, and in such treaty or treaties, 
in consideration of the advantages accruing to the United States therefrom, 
shall provide for the reduction during a specified period not exceeding five 
years of the duties imposed by this act, to the extent of not more than 20 
per cent thereof upon such goods, wares, or merchandise as may be desig- 
nated therein of the country or countries with which such treaty or treaties 
shall be made as in this section provided for, or shall provide for the trans- 
fer during such period from the dutiable list of this act to the free list 
thereof of such goods, wares, and merchandise, nang natural products 
of such foreign country or countries and not of the United States, or shall 
provide for the retention wpon the free list of this act during a 

yeriod not exceeding five years of such goods, wares, and andise now 
neluded in said free list as may be Salant’ therein, and when any such 
treaty shall have been duly ratified an 2 proclamation made accord- 
ingly, then and thereafter the duties which shall be colleeted by the United 
States upon any of the d ated goods, wares, and merchandise from the 
foreign country with which such ar pe been made shall, during the 


period provided for, be the duties speci! and provided for in such treaty 
and none other. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senate to proceed to par 415. 
Mr. BACON. Ishould like to offer an amendment in lieu of 
the amendment I now have pending. I have an amendment 
nding to this effect, that there shall be added a clause to be 
nown as ——— 517}, to put on the free list cotton ties of iron 
or steel of any thickness for baling cotton, cut to lengths, punched 
or not punched, with or without buckles. I wish to add to that: 


or sacks made from plain woven fabrics suitable for sacks and 
ng for cotton, gunny cloth, and simflar fabrics suitable for covering 


cotton. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Georgia please read the 
last clause again? 

Mr. BACON. I propose to add: 
oe or sacks made from plain woven fabrics suitable for grain sacks, and 

ng for cotton, gunny cloth, and similar fabrics suitable for covering 
cotton, 

Of course the Senator will offer any suggestion as to the phrase- 
ology that he sees proper. 

1 desire to state that the Senate has already acted upon the mat- 
ter of bags for grain and bagging for cotton by an amendment 
offered by the junior Senator from Alabama { Mr. Perrus], under 
which they were stricken from the dutiable list, but they have not 
yet been put upon the free list, and if the matter were to remain 
as it now is, they would of course go under the basket clause. I 
offer this in lieu of the original amendment, so that the whole 
provision may be received as one amendment. 

Mr. PETTUS. I suggest to the Senator from Georgia that there 





It read, 
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was another amendment. I offered the amendment in references 
to bagging and bags. The Senator from Arkansas offered anot),,.- 
amendment, which carried, and struck ont jute and the prepara. 
tions of jute. It seems to me that they should all go toget}). r. 

Mr. BACON. I should be very glad to have the suggest io: 
the Senator incorporated as an amendment to the amendim.iit. 

Mr. PETTUS. They were all stricken out on the same day. tho 
last on the motion of the Senator from Arkansas. . 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not quite hear the suggestion of the Sey. 
ator from Alabama. 

Mr. PETTUS. My suggestion is that jute and jute butts w 
stricken out of the dutiable list on the motion of the Sey 
from Arkansas, and they might well be incorporated in + 
amendment, putting them on the free list along with bags 
sacks, etc. 

Mr. ALLISON. Jute and jute butts are now on the free ict. 
I will say to my friend. They are not on the dutiable list, and 
have not been for a good many years. The clauses that have }o), 
voted on or would be remitted, of course, to the basket claus: 
of the dutiable list if they are not specifically put upon the froo 
list, and I have no objection to making a basket provision cover- 
ing all these things, so that the question may be settled by ono 


vote. 

Mr. PETTUS. I will ask the Senator from Iowa to consen: 
that they go on the free list. The Senate has already voted on 
them for that purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. Jute and jute butts are already on the free list, 

Mr. PETTUS. I will confine my request to the amendm:nt 
offered by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon}. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. PETTUS. They have already been stricken from the duti- 
able list. Now I ask the Senator to consent that they be put on 
the free list. 

Mr. ALLISON. I could not do that very well, in view of the 
close vote, but I will agree that the question may be voted on, as 
suggested by the Senator from Georgia. Of course there will be 
no objection to that. 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest tothe Senatorfrom Alabama that there 
may have been a caucus ad interim. 

Mr. ALLISON. lassurethe Senator from California that there 
has not been. 

Mr. PETTUS. Ihopethere has not been. The Senate voted to 
strike them off the dutiable list for the pu of putting them 
on the free list, as announced at the time aie motion was made. 
That having been decided upon, I hope the Senator from Iowa 
will consent that they shall go on the free list. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no power to do that, and inasmuch as 
the vote was a very close one, I think we had better try it over 
again and see whether they can be put on the free list. I am not 
—o- to consent to so radical a change as is suggested by the 

from Alabama. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not understand that the Senate now has the 
free list under consideration, and consequently it is not now im- 
mediately in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not now, but we shall reach the free list very 
soon. There is no objection to the amendment of the Senator 
from Ge being offered now and considered when we reach 
it. Lask Senate to go to paragraph 415. 

The next over was paragraph 415, on page 149, 
which was read, as 

415. Feathers and downs of all inclading bird skins or parts there f 


kinds, 

with eI ne tene Fone crude or not . eee, colored, or senor ie mavesees 
or manufactu nany manner, vided for jn this act, 15 per 
cent ad valorem; when d ied ox dierwigs advanced or manulac- 
tured in any manner, of down and other manufactures of 
down, and alse dressed and birds suitable for millinery ornaments, 
and artificial or ornamental feathers, fruits, grains, leaves, flowers, and 
stems or parts thereof, of whatever material composed, not specially pro- 

for in this act, 50 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. In line 20, page 149, I move, in behalf of the 
committee, to strike out ‘ fifteen ” and insert ‘‘ twenty-five; ”’ so as 
to read: 

Feathers and downs of all kinds, inciudi 


the feathers on, crude or not dres colo 
factured in any manner, not 


I 


or 
i 


bird skins or parts thereof with 
or othe advanced or manu- 
ded for in this act, 25 per cent ad 


The amendment was to. ia 
Mr. ALLISON. 1 will ask if any chas:ge has been made in lino 
252 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. No change has been made. 
Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 425 is the next paragraph passed 


over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask the Senator to allow that para- 
eraph to go over for the t. 

The VICE-PRES . DoestheSenatorfrom Arkansas refer 


to pa pa 425? , 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; I be glad to have it 


should 
passed over until to-morrow. [A pause.} I withdraw the re- 
quest. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Then I would say in the amendment, “‘ where 


they are separate pie 
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The Committee on Finance proposed to amend paragraph 125, | 
on page 151, line 11, after the word “set,” by striking out ‘15 


r cent ad valorem;” and on page 152, line 1, after the word | Mr. VEST. That is the cass Manav « t works urt 
“‘ set,” by striking out ‘‘ twenty” and inserting “all the foregoing, | in Europeare made out ne block. In , 
ten;” so as to make the paragraph read: tors pride themselves upon that fact. I: \ usto 

425. Diamonds and other precious stones advanced in condition or value | house officer cou!d separate the pedesta 
from their natural state by cleaving, splitting, cutting, or other process, | Mr. JONES of Arkansas | vy conld aol » 
and not set, imitations of diamonds or other precious stones, composed of | Mr. ALLISON If the Sec : | i ig ' 
giass or paste, not exceeding an inch in dimensions, not engraved, painted, rcs oo : * rn t a iment, I 
or otherwise ornamented or decorated, and not mounted or set, all the fore- | think I may be able to modify it so as to cov he po iggy ed 
going, 10 per cent ad valorem. | by the Senator from Missouri {| Mr. Vest 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 20, page 151, I move to insert “10 per| Mr. WHITE. I presume, as the Venus of Milo lost rms, 
cent” instead of ‘* 15 per cent.” that the separation referred to by the Senator from M Mr 

TheSECRETARY. It is proposed toamend the committee amend- | Vest] can be accomplished. [Langhter. | 
ment by striking out, in line 20, after the word ‘‘set,” *‘ fifteen” Mr. ALLISON. I donot think there will be any great difficult 
and inserting ‘‘ten;” and then to restore the words “per cent ad | abont the matter. If there is, we can arran I 
valorem.” shall not off ny modification at pres 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unless objection is made,the com-| Mr. SEWELL. LIsuggest to the Sen n Iowa 1 
mittee’s amendment is disagreed to, and the Senator from Iowa | the present lawthe pedestal is taxable, while the work of art 
moves to insert *‘ten” in lieu of “ fifteen;” so as to read ‘‘10 per | 1s free. 
cent ad valorem.” The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thenext paragraph which was passed 

The amendment was agreed to. | over will be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. lIask that the amendment on page 152, line 1,| The Secretary. The Committee on Finance report a 
be disagreed to. out paragraph 444, on page 159, line 1s, as fellow 

The SECRETARY. In line 1, page 152, after the word “set,” | 444 Peat moss. $1 pert 

: “et ” fonmaunts. 46 -Cacteeilene bow, , 
tec tent wee rejnnted all the foregoing, ten. | Mr. ALLISON. The committee now recommend that that be 


Mr. ALLISON. 


othe 
e next paragraph passed over was a 443, page 159, 
which the Committee on Finance proposed to strike out, as follows: 
443. Paintings in oil or water colors, pastels, pen and ink drawings, and 
statuary, not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent ad valorem; but 
the term “‘statuary ’’ as used in this act shall be understood to include only 
such statuary as is cut, carved, or otherwise wrought by hand from a solid 


There is no further amendment to that para- 


block or mass of marble, stone, or alabaster, or from metal, and as is the pro- | 


fessional production of a statuary or sculptor only. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that the Senate disagree to the amend- 
ment striking out that paragraph. When that is done, in behalf 
of the committee, I will move to insert “thirty” instead of 
** twenty-five.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa moves to 
amend the paragraph. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 12, after the word ‘‘act,” strike out 
oer and insert ‘‘thirty;” so as to make the paragraph 
read: 

443. Paintings in oil or water colors, pastels, pen and ink drawings, and 
statuary, not specially provided for in this act, 30 per cent ad valorem; but 
the term “statuary,” as used in this act, shall be understood to include only 
such statuary as is cut, carved, or otherwise wrought by hand from a solid 
block or mass of marble, stone. or alabaster, or from metal, and as is the pro- 
fessional production of a statuary or sculptor only. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
does not think that that increase in that rate would be more likely 
to yee importations than to increase revenue? 

. ALLISON. L hope it will increase revenue. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The experience of the Government 
upon those articles I do not think justifies that hope. 

Mr. ALLIS )N. It may be delusive, but we must find revenue 
from some source. I move to insert at the end of the paragraph, 
in line 17, a comma, and the following: 


And shall not include the pedestal or structure on which such statuary may 
be mounted or placed. 
agreed to. 


The amendment was 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Iowa the 
reason of that amendment? There seems to be rather an illegiti- 
mate tion of the two articles. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
the work of art. 

Mr. WHITE. The amendment has that appearance; but I 
mean, is there any particular object in connection with the reve- 
nue, which the Senator has in view? Is there any particular rea- 
son why the work of art should be assessed at that rate and the 
other article not: in other words, what is the rationale of the 
amendment, if I may inquire? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senator will see the real point in 
this amendment. It is to segregate from the work of art the ped- 
estal on which it rests, and that will place the pedestal under an- 
other clause in the bill at 50 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. Let me ask the Senator from Iowaa question. A 
= many of the finest works of art in marble are in one piece; 

e@ pedestal and the statue are cut out of one block. How is the 
Senator going to make this tax operate in such a case? 

Mr. ISON. I was notaware of that. I suppose that would 
be an objection. 

Mr. T. That is the case. 





disagreed To. 
Mr. VEST. 
over? 
Mr. ALLISON. It was not passed over. I stated that 
was found to be any difficulty we might arrange it 
conference. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unless objection 


W hat became of paragraph 443? Was that passed 


if there 
later on or in 


is made, the report 


of the committee recommending the striking out of paragraph 
144, which has been read, will be disagreed to, and the paragraph 
| will stand as it came from the House of Representatives Lhe 


i * 


Chair hears no objection. and it is so ordered 
The next paragraph wh 


‘h was passed over was paragraph 445, 


which the Committee on Finance reported to amend, in line 19, on 

page 159, after the words ‘** pencils of,” to insert * paper or;” soas 
| to read: 

Pencils of paper or wood filled with lead or other material, and pencils of 


| 
| 


lead, 50 cents per gross 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in paragraph 445, line 20, before the 
word * cents,” to strike out *‘ fifty” and insert “forty;’ 


80 aS to 


| read: 





The object is to segregate the pedestal from | 


Forty cents per gross, 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask to modify that amendment by inserting 
‘* forty-five” in lieu of * forty.’ 

The Secretary. Itis proposed to amend the committee amend- 
ment by striking out *‘ fifty ” and inserting “ forty-five; ” to 


SO 45S 


I ask the Senator from Iowa if he | read: 


Forty-five cents per gross. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 
paragraph 445, line 21, before the words ‘‘ per centum,” to strike out 
‘*thirty ”’ and insert ‘‘ twenty.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to modify that amendment by striking 
out “thirty” and inserting ‘‘ twenty-five.” 

The SECRETARY. In line 21 of paragraph 445, before the words 
*‘pner centum,” it is proposed to strike out “thirty” and insert 
“twenty-five;” so as to read: 


Pencils of paper or wood filled with lead or other material, and pencils of 
lead, 45 cents per gross and 25 per cent ad valorem 

The amendment as modified was acreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in the 
same paragraph, Lne 21, after the words ‘‘slate pencils,” to strike 


out “4 cents per 100” and insert ‘‘covered with wood, 35 per 
cent ad valorem; all other slate pencils, 3 cents per 100.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 452 was passed over, I think, at the 
request of the Senator from New Jersey |Mr. Se wei}, who had 
some difficulty about salicylic acid. That paragraph, I believ 
has already been amended so as to exclude sal 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was passed 
the Senator from California |Mr. Ware} 

Mr. SEWELL. I understand that salicylic 
stored to the dutiable list. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has been restored to the dutiable list anc 
taken from the free list. That is my recollection of it. 

Mr.SEWELL. That is correct. 

Mr. WHITE. I did not understand the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I say that since paragraph 452 was passed over, 
salicylic acid has been restored to the dutiable list by a specific 


Sk 


’ 
acia, 


over at the req 


cyvile 


1est of 


acid has been re- 
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vote, and then the word “‘salicylic” was stricken from paragraph 
452 of the free list. 

Mr. WHITE. So the idea of the Senator from Iowa is that the 
vote placing salicylic acid upon the dutiable list renders it un- 
necessary to take another vote now? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. We took a separate vote at that time, 
and thereby arranged the objectionable feature of this paragraph. 
So, if there is no further amendment to be offered, I hope thatthe 
paragraph will stand. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The word “salicylic” comes out of 
paragraph 452, does it? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the paragraph be read as it stands. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

452. Acids: Arsenic or arsenious, benzoic, carbolic, fluoric, hydrochloric or 
muriatic, nitric, oxalic, phosphoric, picric or nitro-picric, prussic and silicic, 
and valerianic. 

Mr. ALLISON, Is paragraph 452 now disposed of? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was disposed of on the 26th instant. 
Withoutobjection, the amendments to the paragraph are agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. My attention is called to two *‘ands” in line 
20,and I ask that the first ‘‘and” may be stricken out and a comma 
inserted after the word “ prussic.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment will be made, inthe 
absence of objection. 

The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 456, on page 162, 
where the Committee on Finance, in line 5, after the word ‘‘an- 
thracin,” reported to strike out the words *‘ including naphthazarin 
black” and to insert ‘‘and all fast black coal-tar dyes;” so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

456. Alizarin, natural or artificial, and dyes derived from alizarin or from 
anthracin, and all fast-black coal-tar dyes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wis to modify the amendment by striking 
out.all after the word ‘*‘ anthracin;” that is, not only striking out 
the words the committee originally proposed, but also striking out 
the words ‘‘and all fast black coal-tar dyes.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be considered us agreed to, striking out, all after the word 
‘‘anthracin,” in line 5. 

Mr. VEST. What does the Senator propose to do with the fast 
black coal-tar dyes—to put them under the basket clause, or to put 
a duty upon them? 

Mr. ALLISON. They will go tothe basket clause with the duty 
there provided They will go under chemical compounds, and 
will all be dutiable. 

The next paragraph which was passed over was paragraph 460, 
beginning in line 11, on page 162, as follows: 

460. Any animal imported specially for breeding pu 
free: Provided, That no such animal shall be admitted free unless pure bred 
of a recognized breed, and duly registered in the book of record established 
for that breed: And provided further, That certificate of such record and of 
the pedigree of such animal shall be produced and submitted to the customs 
officer, duly authenticated by the proper custodian of such book of record 
eer with the affidavit of the owner, agent, or importer that such anima 
is the identical animal described in said certificate of record and pedigree. 
The Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe such additional regulations as 
may be required for the strict enforcement of this provision. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. CuiLTon] to the amendment which he offered to this para- 
graph some daysago. The committee have considered the amend- 
ment, and they think it a wise amendment to adopt. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment referred to by the 
Senator from Iowa, which was offered by the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. CriLTon}, to insert a proviso in line 21, on page 162, para- 
graph 460, has already been adopted. 

r. ALLISON. I did not know that. 

Mr. CHILTON. That was agreed to several days ago. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Arkansas van JONES] desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the_Secretary read paragraph 
460 as it stands? ¢ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is nochange made in the para- 

‘aph except the amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

he Secretary does not appear to have the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My proposition was to insert the pro- 
vision that was in the Wilson bill on this subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been sent to the Secretary's 
desk. 

Mr. MILLS. It is in this bill. Will the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania |Mr. Quay] refer me to the particular paragraph about 
cattle? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 373 of the Wilson law. 

Mr. QUAY. I did not understand the remark of the Senator 
from Texas directed to me a moment ago. 

Mr. MILLS. It was with reference to the wattle provision. I 
was asking in what paragraph of the bill it was to be found, as 
the Senator is familiar with it. 

Mr. QUAY. It is to be found, as the committee have placed it, 


»0ses shall be admitted 
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in the free list. I thought it ee ought to go with the para- 
graph relating to the duty on cattle; but the committee differ y-); 

me. It does not matter, so far as the result is concerned, w})... 


it gon. 
ir. MILLS. I want to call it up and have it acted upon » 
It reads as follows: 


Cattle, horses, sheep, or other domestic animals which have strayed a. 
the boundary line into any foreign country, or have been or may be <j 
across such boundary line by the owner for temporary pasturage pur), 
together with their increase, may be brought back to the United State. ; 
of duty under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Trea 


Mr. QUAY. 
the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee do not recommend its adoptiv» 
but they are perfectly willing it shall be voted upon now if th. 
Senator from Texas offers it. 

Mr. QUAY. Then let us take the vote upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the ameni- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. M1L.s}. 
_ The Secretary. At the end of paragraph 460 it is proposed to 
insert: 


I understand the committee are ready to ado} 


Cattle, horses, sheep, or other domestic animals which have strayed across 
the boundary line into any foreign country, or have been or may be driy.: 
across such boundary line by the owner for temporary pasturage purp. 
together with their increase, may be brought back to the United States tru. 
of duty under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. QUAY. I move the adoption of the amendment, Mr. 
Pres dent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendinent 
ae by the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs], which has been 
read. 

Tae amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Iowa inquired of 
me if this was the exact language of the Wilson law. The word 
‘temporary’ is in the amendment as proposed, but it is not in 
the law now. There is that difference. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the word ‘“‘temporary” ought to b» 
there. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That word is in the amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As the Senator asked me the ques- 
tion, I wanted him to know exactly what is proposed. Th. word 
‘**temporary ’ weakens the prov-sion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I simply stated that the committee did not 
recommend it. They feared that there might be some confusion 
under it, unless there were some better regulations than those pro- 
posed by the S-nator from Texas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The word ‘‘ temporary” will cover 
it. There is no difficulty in the administration of it now. as | 
understand, 

Mr. MILLS. ‘ Temporary” will do. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph as amended will be 
agreed to, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read paragraph 4634, which the Committee on 
Finance proposed to insert as a new paragraph, as follows: 

4633. Antitoxin. 


Mr. ALLISON. Lhope that amendment will be disagreed to, 
and I call the attention of the Senator from Ualiforniato it. On 
examination the committee, in their judgment, think it is not 
wise to adopt the amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. I should like to understand the reasons for it. 
Antitoxin is a medicine of great value. It has been found to be 
most necessary in the treatment of that dire disease, diphtheria. 
The Board of General Appraisers of the United States, located at 
New York, held that it was not dutiable, coming under the gen- 
eral designation of vaccine virus; but the United States district 
court held as the blood of the horse was used in preparing tlic 
medicine antitoxin, and as the blood of the horse hal nothing t» 
do with vaccine virus, and was not connected with it, that it was 
a different substance. Both are used for the purpose of counter- 
acting or preventing or curing disease. 

It appears to me utterly irrational to exclude from the market 
such an article as antitoxin, or to place any impediment, ind «1. 
upon its general use in the cheapest way. It does not come nndcr 
any of the provisions justifying the collection of aduty. If there 
should be exemptions as to anything, it should be as to an artic's 
of that character: but I presume there is some one engaged in tlic 
business of making it less easy to cure diphtheria, and such pro- 
gramme needs encouragement. 

I certainly will not withdraw the amendment. I stated the facts 
at the time I made the motion, and the amendment was <elil«r- 
ately incorporated in the bill, and can only be removed, as I have 
said. at the suggestion of some interest affected. 

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand that it is part of the bill now. 

Mr. WHITE. It was adopted, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands it was agreed 
to on the day it was submitted. 

Mr. WH . Yes, sir; I stated the facts and referred to the 


1 


1897. 





decision of the court, which was rendered by Judge Wheeler, and 
which [ can get in a moment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to go back to it. 
say that there are a number of manufacturers in this country and 
there are a 
antitoxin, who have told the committee that much of what is im- 

yorted is spurious and imperfect; and that it is much better to 
Lave it carefully examined and have a small duty upon it. 

Mr, WHITE. If that were so, then it should apply to vaccine 

virus or any other medicine. lf there is any pond of health in 


this country engaged in manufacturing antitoxin, which board of | 
health desires to impose a duty upon it, that board of health ought | 
to be summarily ejected from office and be compelled to pursue | 


their selfish and robbing vocation without drawing a salary from 
the public. 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. 
matter was agreed to. 


I do not understand that this 
Certainly it has been published in the list 


of paragraphs which were passed over, and it is to be found in that | 


list. on 47, which was prepared by the Secretary. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the provision | 


was firstinserted and then passed over for further action. 
Mr. WHITE. Doos the Senator desire to refer to the RECORD? 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I understand ‘‘antitoxin” was 
inserted; that then it was passed over for further action, and now 


comes up. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If it was inserted, that is all we 


want. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is like a great many other par- | 


phs which have been passed over for further consideration. 
Mr. WHITE. It was incorporated in the bill at the time, as I 
remember distinctly. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next paragraph passed over will 
be stated. 
The Secretary read the amendments proposed by the Committee 
on Finance to paragraph 470, on page 164, which were, in line 4, 


after the words ‘* United States,” to insert ‘‘(except articles upon | 


which an internal-revenue tax is levied) ;” in line 7, after the word 
‘*means,” to strike out ‘casks, barrels, carboys, bags, apd other 
vessels of American manufacture exported filled with American 
products, or exported empty and returned filled with foreign prod- 
ucts, including shooks when returned as barrels or boxes; also 

uicksilver flasks or bottles, of either domestic or foreign manu- 
taotare, which shall have been actually exported from the United 
States;” in line 16, after the word ‘‘ Treasury,” to strike out ‘* but 
the exemption of bags from duty shall apply only to such domestic 
bags as may be imported by the exporter thereof, and if any such 
articles are subject to internal tax at the time of exportation, such 
tax shall be proved to have been paid before exportation and not 
refunded;” in line 22, after the word ‘“‘ made,” to strike out “‘ the 
reimportation of which is hereby prohibited except upon payment 
of duties equal to the drawbacks allowed;” and in line 1, on page 
165, after the word ‘‘ law,” to strike out ‘‘And provided further, 
That when manufactured tobacco which has been exported with- 
out payment of internal-revenue tax shall be reimported, it shall 
be retained in the custody of the collector of customs until inter- 
nal-revenue stamps in payment of the legal duties shall be placed 
thereon;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

470. Articles the growth, produce, and manufacture of the United States 
See upon which an internal-revenue tax is levied), when returned 
after having been exported, without having been advanced in value or im- 


proved in condition by any process of manufacture or other means; but proof 
e the identity of such articles shall be made, under general regulations to 


prescri by the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided, That this para- 
so not apply to any article upon which an allowance of drawback 
ported under any provision of law. 


ie, or to any article manufactured in bonded warehouse and ex- 

Mr. ALLISON. Thecommittee made several recommeniations 
of changes in this paragraph. It is substantially the paragraph 
of the law of 1890, with a slight modification made in 1894. The 
general plan of the committee as respects this paragraph was de- 
cided upon at an early stage in the consideration of the bill. The 
committee now propose to withdraw all the amendments to this 
— and allow it to stand as it stands in the law of 1894, 

t recommend, in line 11, after the word ‘‘ shooks,” there be in- 
serted the words ‘‘and staves.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
amendments heretofore proposed by the committee to the para- 
—- will be rejected. 

. WHITE. If thie Senator from Iowa will permit a sugges- 
tion, the portion of this ee in regard to the drawback 
upon bags will not read, I think, harmoniously unless the bill is 
changed in its present appearance in relation to bags. Bags have 

removed from the position in the dutiable list in which they 
were originally placed; and of course, without further action, 
they will go into the basket clause. Those who believe that the 
should not be dutiable will, at the proper time, offer an amend- 
ment upon that subject; and if they do not change their opinion, 

course they will go on the free list, and it will not be necessary 
have a drawback upon them. 
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Mr. ALLISON. That is true; but the bagging paragraph will 
be reached very soon. I suggest to the Senator 
of this and then modify it. 
| Mr. MILLS. What is the paragraph? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 470. 
Iowa suggests that the amendments of the 
to. Is there objection? 
| agreed to. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘shooks,” 
posed to insert ‘and staves.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the 
will be considered as agreed to. 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thenext paragraph printed in the text is 4734. 

The Secretary. The following amendment was passed over 

473}. Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and all similar material suitable for 


covering cotton, composed in whole or in part of hemp, flax, jute, or jute 
butts. 


Mr. PETTUS. I desire to propose an amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. If agreeable to the Senator in charge of the bill. 
I would personally prefer that the provision regarding bagging 
should go over until to-morrow. There are some matters in con 
nection with it which I have not at hand at this moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama con- 
sent? 

Mr. WHITE. Of course I am friendly to placing it upon the 
free list. If the Senator from Iowa has no objection I should like 
to have it go over. 

Mr. ALLISON, I have no objection if it is agreeable to the 
| Senator from Alubama. It is an important amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. Very important. 
Mr. ALLISON. The revenue is affected to the extent of six or 
| seven million dollars, and we ought to consider it with great care. 

Mr. WHITE. It strikes me the Senator from lowa is unduly 
alarmed about that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not alarmed at all. 

Mr. WHITE. I retract the statement, for, judging by the bill, 
I have no reason to assume that the absence of revenue alarms the 
Senator from Iowa. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will go over. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

4763. Bauxite or beauxite, crude, 
condition. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the amendment be disagreed to, as 
the article has already been placed upon the dutiable list. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read as follows: 





| that we dispose 


The Senator 
‘“Ommittee t 
Che Chair hears non 


from 
e disagreed 
*, and they are dis 


in line 17, itis pro- 


amendment 
Che paragraph is open to amend 


not refined or otherwise advanced in 





493}. Burlaps and bags for grain made of burlaps 


Mr. ALLISON. That is a kindred amendment. It was not 
reported by the committee, but offered by an individual Senator. 
fr.GRAY. Let it go over with the other paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. It may go over with the other paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, that will 
be the order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 4954, bleaching powder, I believe, is 
| an amendment offered by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 
Inasmuch as we have already taken a decisive vote upon the ques- 
tion, unless the Senator from Delaware desires a further vote—-— 
Mr. GRAY. Let us vote on it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

| ment. 

The SecRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph: 
495}. Bleaching powder. 


The amendment was rejected. 
The SECRETARY. The committee report 
sert as a new paragraph: 
500a. Charcval 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
will be stated. 
| The Secretary. In paragraph 504 the Committee 
| reported an amendment, to strike out, in line 3, 
| 


The Secretary will report the amend- 


an amendiment to in- 


The next passed-over amendment 


on Finance 
after the word 


“coal,” the comma and the words ‘‘ anthracite, and coal;” so as to 
| make the paragraph read: 
504. Coal stores of American vessels, but non hall be unloaded 


| Mr. ALLISON. L[ask that the paragraph may be passed over, 
| in order that it may be considered to-morrow morning in connec 
| tion with the amendment suggested by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia. 
Mr. ALLEN. What has become of paragraph 5S00b? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is an amendment propoged by 
an individual Senator, and not by the committee 
Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 500b has already been dis»ased of. 
It has been struck from the bill, 
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The SkcreTaRy. The next passed-over amendment of the com- 
mittee is to strike out paragraph 505, in the following words: 


505. Coal tar, crude, and pitch of coal tar, and dead or creosote oil. Aniline 
and derivatives, toluidine and derivatives, xylidino, cuamidine, binitrotoluole, 
binitrobenzole, benzidine and derivatives, tolidine and derivatives, dianisi- 
dine, naphtole and derivatives, naphtylamine and derivatives, benzaldehyde, 
benzyl chloride and derivatives, phtalic acid and derivatives, and resorcine. 
None of the derivatives referred to above, however, shall include any coal-tar 
dyes or colors. 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


505. Coal tar, crude, pitch of coal tar, and products of coal tar known as 
dead or creosote oil, benzol, toluol, naphthaline, xylol, phenol, and cresol. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘ Mr. MILLS. The Senate is not passing regularly over the free 
ist. 

Mr. ALLISON. We are simply taking up the passed-over 
items, 

Mr, MILLS. I wish to offer some amendments after the com- 
mittee get through. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; that will be in order. 

‘Tie VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment is paragraph 
872, proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. 

*t¢, BACON. As that is a kindred subject to the one already 
passed, I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that it also go over 
«z3:tal to-morrow morning. 

Tha VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Tha If there be no objection, it will go 
over, 
Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I have been absent from the Cham- 
ver fora moment, I desire to inquire what was done with para- 
gxaph 500a? 

r. GRAY. It was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. What was done with paragraph 505? 

Mr. ALLISON, It was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. I have been gravely misinformed with respect to 
the disposition of the committee as to both of these items. That 
is all I have to say. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not understand the Senator. 

Mr. QUAY. Isay I have been very gravely misinformed as to 
the intention of the committee with respect to both of these items, 

Mr. ALLISON, What does the Senator from Pennsylvania de- 
sire about them? 

Mr. QUAY. ae understanding was that charcoal was to go 
upon the dutiable list, and that paragraph 505 was to be stricken 
out, and those articles were to go under a revenue duty of 20 per 
cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator desires that the paragraphs be 
passed over, I shall be glad to have it done. 

Mr. QUAY. It isnot worth whileto pass them over if the com- 
mittee has agreed as to what disposition it will make of them. We 
all stand confined and imprisoned by the steel pact of the Repub- 
lican eaneus. If you gentlemen know what you are going to do, 
we might as well dispose of the paragraphs now. 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest that this is scarcely a case for obtain- 
ing a decree of specific performance, 

r. QUAY. t the paragraphs be passed over for the present. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that they may be over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. They have been agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraphs will be passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. By unanimous consent they may be considered 


as over. Lask unanimous consent to that effect. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraphs 500a and 505 will be 
passed over. 


Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Iowa will permit me, as the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrtus] has introduced a separate 
amendment covering the question of grain sacks and cotton bag- 
ging, I will withdraw that part of the‘amendment which I offered 
this afternoon, in order that there may not be two amendments 
pending at the same time to the same effect. So the amendment 
which [ will consider as pending will be the original amendment, 
which relates solely to the question of cotton ties, the matter of 
cotton bagging and of grain sacks being covered by the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Alabama. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the Sena- 
tor’s amendment, which will be laid over. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

5174. Catton ties of iron or steel, of any thickness, for baling cotton, cut to 
Jengths, punched or not punched, with or without buckles. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. It goes over? 

. FAULKNER. Yes, sir. 

. ALLISON. Paragraph 525 has not been disposed of. 

. VEST. I offered an amendment to the paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe it has not been finally disposed of. 
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The SECRETARY. Paragraph 525 as amended reads as follows: 

Diamonds and other precious stones, rough or uneut, and not advan 
condition or value from their natural state by cleaving, splitt ing, eurtir 
other process, including miners’, glaziers’, and engravers’ diamonds »,, 
and jewels to be used in the manufacture of clocks and watches, and dias), » 
dust or bort. es 

Mr. ALLISON. It was my purpose to insert the words «1, 
jewels for use in the manufacture of watches or clocks” at ; 
end of the paragraph, after the word “‘bort.” I think it would pb. 
a little more convenient to have it that way, but I do not see a) 
practical objection to its insertion where it is. 

Mr. VEST. I ask that the paragraph may again be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

§25. Diamonds and other precious stones, rough or uncut, and not adyane.a 
in condition or value from their natural state by cleaving, splitting. en rtin 
or other process, including miners’, glaziers’, and engravers’ diamond 
set, and jewels to be used in the manufacture of clocks and watches. ; 
aaa dust or bort; and jewels for use in the manufacture of watche: op 
CLOCKS. 

Mr. VEST. The Secretary has jewels for watches and clock 
twice. 

Mr. ALLISON. Jewels for the manufacture of watches and 
clocks is inserted twice there. I suggest that it be taken out in 
one place. 

Mr. VEST. Why not add it at the end of the paragraph. after 
the word “* bort,” as i did in the amendment I offered? Say ‘and 
jewels to be used in the manufacture of clocks and watches.” 

Mr. ALLISON. That is, in line 25? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is in twice now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Srcretary. Itis proposed to add at the end of the para- 
graph the words: 


And jewels to be used in the manufacture of clocks and watches. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. There should be a comma after the word 
**bort.” 

Mr. VEST. Strike out the period and put in a comma. 

Mr. ALLISON. Theamendment which I offered will be stricken 
from the oe. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Seeretary will read the para- 
graph as it now stands. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

525. Diamonds and other precious stones, rough or uncut, and not advanced 
in condition or value from ir natural state by cleaving, splitting. cutting, 
or other process, including miners’, glaziers’, and engravers’ diamonds not 
set, and diamond dust or bort, and jewels to be used in the manufacture of 
clocks and watches. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment has been agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

530. Emery ore. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 530 stands, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

532a. Farina. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the pane may be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be —_ ole. a 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that 582b, which has been agreed to, may 
be reconsidered and struck from the free list, as we have already 
made the article dutiable in another paragraph. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is that? 

Mr. ALLISON. 532b. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: : 


—_ Fashion plates, engraved on steel or copper or on wood, colored or 
plain. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment which has been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe I offered on behalf of the committee 
paragraph 5344. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. T. What is the amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

534}. Fence posts. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, upon suggestion 


of the committee, aph 5344 is withdrawn. : 
The nest eananibanmene committee amendment was to insert the 
following as a new paragraph: 
533). Fish, fresh, frozen or in ice (except salmon), caught in the 


Great Lakes or other fresh waters by or for American fishermen or citizens 
of the United States. 


‘'r. ALLISON. That paragraph may be agreed to. 
T ie amendment was agreed to. : 
‘Tae next passed-over amendment was to insert the following as 


a new paragraph: 
537). Floor i manufactured from round or split straw, including 
what is wy hee as Chinese matting. v 


! 
tnd 
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Mr. ALLISON. Thatis an amendment offered by a Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] offered the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. We are ready to have it disposed of. 

Mr. VEST. We voted to put these articles upon the free list. 
Does the Senator from Iowa want another vote? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was passed over. 

Mr. VEST. We voted it out of the dutiable list, for I madethe 
motion and called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WHITE. It would have been much simpler to have voted 
directly upon the question of placing the articles upon the free 
list; but we did not, and hence the necessity of having another 
vote. I Oe ane is a this evening for a vote, and that the 

ragraph ma passed over. 

Pr, ALLIS N. Letit be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed over. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

546. Grease and oils (excepting fish oils), such as are commonly used in 


soap making or in wire drawing. or for stuffing or creasing leather, and which 
are fit only for such uses, and not specially provided for by name in this act. 


Mr. ALLISON. In line 4, after the word “oils,” I move to in- 
sert ‘‘exce a oe oils.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary states that the amend- 
ment has already been agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has been agreed to. 

ragraph may be read as it stands. 

The Secretary again read the paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 547}, gunny bags, will go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 547}, at the suggestion of 
the Senator from Iowa, will go over. 

Mr. ALLISON. It goes over as a part of a contested amend- 
ment. I also ask that paragraph 550 may go over. It must be 
modified so as to meet the amendment already made with respect 
to cattle hides. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be passed 
over. 

The next passed-over amendment of the committee was, in para- 
graph 558, page 174, line 8, after the word ‘‘indigo,” to insert 
e whether natural or artificially prepared;” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

558. Indigo, whether natural or artificially prepared. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the committee amendment may be 

i to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next passed-over amendment was to insert as a new para- 
graph: 

56ly. Iron ore. 

Mr. ALLISON. That, I believe, has been settled by agreeing 
to a paragraph in the dutiable list imposing 40 centsa ton. Iask 
the Senate to disagree to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be rejected. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

578. Lime, chloride of, or bleaching powder. 


Mr. ALLISON. That is to be stricken out. 
“a VICE-PRESIDENT. The line will be stricken from the 
The Secretary. The next passed-over amendment is one pro- 
posed by the Senator from California, as follows: 
5814. Magnesia, sulphate of, or Epsom salts. 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the paragraph may be passed over. 
Mr. HOAR. What has become of paragraph 581? 
Mr. ALLISON. It was disposed of. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been disposed of. 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask that it may be. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be considered as 


agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. What was the amendment just agreed to? 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that paragraph 5814 may be passed over. 
I think it is already on the dutiable list. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 581} will be passed over, 
at the suggestion of the Senator from Lowa. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

584. Manganese, oxide and ore of. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is to be passed over. 


I ask now that the 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the para- 
wi.l be over. 
. ALLISON. Let us go to paragraph 592. 


The Secretary. The Committee on Finance report an amend- 
ment, to strike out paragraph 592, in the following words: 


592. Mineral salts obtained by evaporation from mineral waters, when ac- 
by a duly authenticated certificate and satisfactory proof, show- 


are in no way artificially prepared, and are only the product of 
aban, mineral spring. 


disagreed to, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 2157 


Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the committee amendment may be 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without obje n, the amend: 
















nent 
of the committee is disagreedto. It isdisag: ito, and paragraph 
592 stands. 

The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 608, on page 
177, which the Committee on Finance proposed to strik it, as 
follows: 

603. Oils: Amber, crude or rectified, ambergris,a 4 a, 
cajeput, caraway, cedr Lal ss 
fennel, jasmine or jasir 
flower, nut oil or oil of ot ally prov 
olive oil foots imported expressly for manufact m4 
poses and fit only ocak use, palm, thyme, origanu : 
and also spermaceti, whale an h oils of American fishet i l 
and all other articles the pr uch fisheries; pe eum 
fined: Provided, That if th imported into t i 5 
petroleum, or the products of crude petroleum p1 iced in any cou y 
which imposes a duty on petrolenm or its é I ! “cl 
States, there shall be levied, paid, and c upon sa , peti um 
or its products so imported 40 per cent ad valorem 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

608. Oils: Almond, amber, crude and rectified am! se or anise 
seed, aniline, aspic or spike lavender, bergamot, cajeput. caraway ain 
namon, cedrat, chamomile, citronella or lemon grass, civ fenne wsmine 
or jasimine, juglandium, juniper, lavender, lemon, li: I 
orange flower, enfleurage grease. nut oi! or oil of nuts 1 herwise specially 
provided for in this act, orange oil, olive oil for manufacturing or mechanical 
purposes fit only for such use and valued at not more than 60 cents per gallon, 
ottar of roses, palm and cocoanut, rosemary or anthoss, sesame or sesamum 
seed or bean, thyme, origanum red or white, valerian: and also spermaceti, 
whale, and other fish oils of American fisheries, and all fish and other prod 
ucts, of such fisheries: petroleum, crude or refined: P d That there 
be imported into the United States crude petroleum, or the produ le 
petroleum produced in any country which imposes a duty on ol 
its products exported from the United States, there 
levied, paid, and collected a duty upon said crude pet m or it roducts 


so imported equal to the duty imposed by such country 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that paragraph 603 may be passed over. 
It is an important amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No objection being made, the para- 
graph will be passed over. 

The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 6064, on page 
179, which the Committee on Finance proposed to insert as a new 
paragraph, as follows: 

6064. Paintings, in oil or water colors, original drawings and sketc! 
artists’ proofs of etchings and engravings, and statuary, not ot! 
vided for in this act; but the term “statuary” all be 
understood to include only professional productions, whether round or it 
relief, in marble, stone, alabaster, wood, or metal, of a statuary or ec ilptor, 
and the word “ painting * as used in this act shall not be understood to inc! 
such as are made wholly or in part by stenciling « 
process, nor any article of utility. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that that amendment may be disagreed 
to. We have just placed these on the dutiable list. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. I could not hear the Senator from Iowa. 
did we do with that paragraph? 

Mr. ALLISON. ILasked that paragraph 606} might be disagreed 
to, as we have this day put thesearticles upon the dutiable list. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Where? 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 443. 

Mr. VEST. They can not be taken off the free list without a 
yea-and-nay vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will remind the Senator 
from Missouri that two amendments were made to paragraph 443. 

Mr. ALLISON. Has the amendment inserting paragraph 6064 
been disagreed to? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. Letit goover. I want to look at it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. The next paragraph is 607}, the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

6073. Paris green and london purple. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill allow it to go in anyway, and we will see 
what becomes of it later. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to, and paragraph 6074 is adopted. 

The Secretary. The next paragraph passed over is on page 
180, after line 19, as follows: 

615. Plaster rock, or gypsum, and terra alba, crude an 
or otherwise advanced from the 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 20 I move to strike out “ Plaster rock, 
or gypsum, and,” and in the same line, after the word “alba,” to 
strike out the words ‘*‘ crude and not calcined, ground or other- 
wise advanced from the natural state;” so as to read: 

615. Terra alba. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


es, and 
er w » pro 


as used in this act sha 


ide 
r any other mechanical 


What 


The Chair is waiting for the Senator 


I presume there is no objection to 


1 not calcined, ground 


natural state 
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The Secretary. The next paragraph passed over is paragraph 
619, on page 181. The Committee on Finance propose to amend, 
in line 4, after the word ‘‘ Potash,” by striking out “‘ carbonate 
of” and inserting ‘‘ crude, or ‘black salts;’ carbonate of potash, 
crude or refined; hydrate of, or caustic potash, not including re- 
fined in sticks or roils;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

619. Potash, crude, or * black salts; carbonate of potash. crude or refined; 
hydrate of, or caustic potash, not including refined in sticks or rolls; nitrate 


of potash or saltpeter, crude; sulphate of potash, crude or refined, and mu- 
riate of potash. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that this amendment may be agreed to 
and then the paragraph passed over. : 

The Secretary. At the end of the paragraph insert the words 
‘‘and cyanide of potassium.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the 
amendments have been agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment just read by the Secretary is 
not an amendment of the committee. It isan amendment offered 
by some Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Nevada a STEWART]. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that that paragraph be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. [If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment ef the committee will be agreed to and the paragraph will 
be ed over. 

r. MILLS. Is it decided to go on beyond 5 o'clock? 

Mr. ALLISON. We will go on just a few moments longer. 

The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 622}, on page 
182, which the Committee on Finance proposed as a new para- 
graph, as follows: 


622}. Regalia and gems, statues, statuary, and specimens or casts of marble, 
bronze, alabaster, or plaster of paris, where specially imported in good faith 
for the use of any society incorporated or established solely for religious, 
philosophical, educational, scientific, or literary purposes, or for the encour- 

ment of the fine arts, or for the use or by order of any college, academy, 
school, or seminary of learning in the United States, or any State or public 
library, and not for sale; but the term “ regalia” as herein used shall be held 
to embrace only such insignia of rank or office or emblems as = be worn 
upon the person or borne in the hand during public exercises of the society 
or institution, and shall not include articles of furniture or fixtures, or of 
regular wearing apparel, nor personal property of individuals. 


Mr. ALLISON. lLask that paragraph 622} may also be passed 
over for the time one 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, paragraph 
“> will be passed over. 

x ALLISON, Paragraph 6224 being passed over, paragraph 
628 comes next. I move to amend the amendment of the commit- 
tee at their request by striking from the amendment the words 
beet,” “‘radish,” and ‘* spinach.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will first state the 
amendment of the committee. 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on Finance propose to amend 
paragraph 628, on page 183, line 5, by inserting after the word 
**Anise” the words ** beet, canary;” in line 6, before the word “ cot- 
ton,” by inserting ‘‘caulifiower, coriander;” in line 7, after the 
word ‘*‘hoarhound,” by inserting ‘‘mangel-wurzel;” in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘ mustard,” by inserting ‘‘radish:” in line 8, 
after the word ‘‘or,” by striking out ‘‘ bene” and inserting *‘ bean;” 
in the same line, after the word ‘ bean,” by striking out ‘‘ sugar 
beet” and inserting ‘‘spinach;” in the same line, after the word 
‘*spinach,” by striking out ‘‘mangel-wurzel;” in line 9, after the 
word ‘“seed,” by striking out the comma and the word “and” and 
inserting a semicolon and the words ‘‘ bulbs and bulbous roots, 
not edible;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


It was offered by the Senator from 


628. Seeds: Anise, beet, canary, caraway, cardamom, cauliflower, cori- 
ander, cotton, cummin, fennel, fenugreek, hemp, hoarhound, mangel-wurzel, 
mustard, radish, rape, St. John’s bread or bean, spinach; sorghum or sugar 
cane for seed; bulbs and bulbous roots, not edible; all flower and grass seeds; 
all the foregoing not specially provided for in this act. 


Mr. ALLISON. Now I ask that_the word ‘‘ beet” be struck out 
from the first amendment. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Beet, radish, and spinach. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Beet, canary.” ~ 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘Anise,” in line 5, it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘ beet, canary.” 

Mr. ALLISON. That is to be disagreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
whether it is designed to put a duty on beet seed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis not. This is not sugar-beet seed. 
: ~ VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
8 to, 

The Secretary. In line 5, after the word “cardamom,” insert 
‘*cauliflower, coriander.” 

Mr. ALLISON. That ought to be agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 


is to 


e SECRETARY. In line 7, after the word “ hoarhound,” insert 
“‘ mangel-wurzel.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The Secretary. In line 7, after the word “ mustard.’ 
‘* radish.” 

Mr. ALLISON. “ Radish” is to be stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amend)... 
is disagreed to. ™ 

The Secretary. In line 8, after the word “ or,” 
** bene” and insert ‘‘ bean.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary. In line 8, after the word “bean,” strik 


** sugar beet.” 
Let that be disagreed to. 


* insert 


strike out 


Mr. ALLISON. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amend); 
is disa to. . 

Mr. MANTLE. DoI understand that the committee are s;>)\. 
ing out ‘‘ sugar beet” from the free list? 

Mr. ALLISON. Weare putting it on. 

Mr. MANTLE. You do not propose to put a duty on it? 


Mr. ALLISON. By disagreeing to our amendment it reiaigs 
on the free list. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT.. It leaves it on the free list. T)o 
amendment is disagreed to. 

The Secretary. In line 8, after the words “sugar beet.” in- 
ert the word ‘ spinach.” 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is to be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is disagreed to. 

The Secretary. In line 8, after the words ‘‘ sugar beet,” strike 
out “* mangel-wurzel.” 

Mr. ALLISON. That should be agreed to and left as it came 
from the House. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has once been inserted in line > 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; that is above. It should be stricken out 


here. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary. In line 9, after the word “seed,” strike ont 
the comma and the word “‘and” and insert a semicolon and tho 
words ‘‘ bulbs and bulbous roots, not edible.” 

Mr. ALLISON. And then add to it ‘‘and not otherwise pro- 
vided for.” ; 

The Secretary. And in line 10, after the word “edible.” it is 
proposed to insert the words ‘‘and not otherwise provided for.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 


is ree to. + 
r. TELLER. Now let the graph be read as amended. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the para- 
graph as now amended. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


628. Seeds: Anise, caraway, cardamom, cauliflower, coriander, cotton, cum- 
min, fennel, fenugreek, hemp, hoarhound, mangel-wurzel, mustari, rape, 
St. John's bread or bean. sugar beet, sorghum or sugar cane for seed: bulbs 


and bulbous roots, not edible and not otherwise provided for: all flower and 
grass seeds; all tho foregoing not specia)ly provided for in this act 


Mr. ALLISON. That is all right. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph stands amended as 


The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 636, on page |S, 
which the Committee on Finance proposed to insert as a new para- 
graph, as follows: 


636}. Skins of all kinds, raw (except sheepskins with the wool on), and hides 
not specially provided for in this act. : 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Sieunes. 

The amendment was . ; 

The next paragraph passed over was paragraph 646, on pare 15), 
as follows: 

646. Sulphur, lac or precipitated, and sulphur or brimstone, crude. in bulk. 
sulphur ore as pyrites, or sulphuret of iron in its natural state, containing in 
excess of 25 per cent of sulphur, and sulphur not otherwise provided for 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the purpose of the committee to recom- 
mend that crude sulphur be placed upon the dutiable list at 5) 
cents aton. The committee are not quite ready to present that 
amendment and make this paragraph accord with it. So [ ask 
that it be over for the evening. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection, paragra}!t 
646 will be passed over. 

h passed over, paragraph 


The Secretary read the ae es 
650, page 185, which the Commi on proposed to amend, 
— 20, after the word “‘ tea,” by striking out ‘and tea;” so as to 


650. Tea plants. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that that may be 
have not so with it on the dutiable 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed over. 

The next passed over was paragraph 666, on page |>., 


over, because we 


which the ttee on Finance proposed to strike out, as follows: 

666. Wearing a articles of personal adornment, toilet articles, an! 
similar personal of persons in the U States; but this ex- 
emption shall only include such as actually accompany and are in the 
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use of, and as are necessary and appropriate for the wear and use of such 

rsons for the immediate ee of the journey and present comfort and 
convenience, and shall not be held to apply to merchandise or articles in 
tended for other persons or for sale; and in case the peroone thus arriving 
are citizens or residents of the United States, the articles exempted shall not 
exceed $100 in value, nor shall the exemption apply to residents of other con n- 
tries entering the United States more than once in each year: Provided, how- 
ever, That all the wearing apparel and other personal effects of residents of 
the United States, so returning, as may have n taken by them out of the 
United States to foreign countries, and which have not been advanced in 
yalue or improved in condition by any process of labor or manufacture in 
such countries, shall be admitted free of duty, without regard to their value, 
upon their identity being established under appropriate rules and regula- 
tions to be prescri by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


666. Wearing apparel, articles of personal adornment, toilet articles, and 


similar personal effects of persons arriving in the United States; but this 
exemption shall only include such articles as actually accompany and are 
in the use of, and as are necessary and appropriate for the wear and use of 

uch persofis, for the a par posse of the journey and present com- 
fort and convenience, and shall not held toapply to merchandise or ar- 
ticles intended for other persons or for sale. 


Mr. ALLISON. That paragraph may lead to some debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will be very apt to lead to debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the paragraph 
will be passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that paragraph 655, line 2, page 186, be 
stricken out, those articles having been placed on the dutiable list. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


655. Tonquin, tonqua, or tonka beans. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
striking out are 655 is agreed to. 

Mr. ALL N. Inp aph 668, line 21, page 187, I move to 
insert, after the words ‘‘ pulp woods,” the words “‘ deal ends,” put- 
ting deal ends on the free list. 

The Secretary. Amend the committee amendment in para- 
graph 668, page 187, line 21, after the words ‘‘ pulp woods,” by in- 

the words “‘ deal ends;” so as to read: 

Wood: Logs and round unmanufactured timber, including poplar and 
other pulp woods, deal ends, firewood, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that paragraph 668 may be passed over, 
because we have modified the dutiable list in regard to this sub- 
— There are one or two things here in the paragraph that will 

ve to be looked into. I ask that it may go over until to-mor- 
row. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 668 will be passed over, 


in the absence of objection. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest to the Senator that a para- 
graph be added numbered 642}, incorporating the paragraph in 
the present law, as follows: 


Stamps: Foreign postage or revenue stamps, canceled or uncanceled. 


Mr. ALLISON. Has the Senator his amendment ready? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is all there is of it, to insert as 
paragraph 6424 what I have read. It would be a proper place for 
t to come in, I think, on page 184, inserting the word ‘‘ Stamps,” 
then add a colon and the words, ‘‘ Foreign postage or revenue 
stamps. canceled or uncanceled.” 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is the same language as in the 


present law, I understand. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is the same. 
Mr. CULLOM. Let it go in. 


Mr. ALLISON. Allright. I do not object, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is to and the new paragraph is adopted. 

r. ALLEN. I wish tosubmit an amendment to paragraph 666. 

Mr. LODGE. What became of paragraph 668? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was passed over. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to submit an amendment to paragraph 
666, that it may go over with the amendment. It is to insert, after 
the word ‘‘convenience,” in line 16, the words “ not exceeding $100 
in value.” 

Mr. MILLS. That all goes over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senater from Nebraska proposes 
an amendment to be considered at the time paragraph 666 is taken 


up. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let it be passed over with the paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed over 
with the paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After cig teen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
80 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, July 1, 1897, at 11 o’clock a. m. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 30, 1897 


LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 
John Russell Young, of Pennsylvania, to be Librarian of Con- 


gress, as provided for by an act of Congress approved February 
19, 1897. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF LIBRARY BUILDING AND GROUNDS. 
Bernard R. Green, of the District of Columbia, to be superin- 


tendent of the Library building and grounds, as provided tor by 
an act of Congress approved February 19, 1897. 


ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY 
Francis B. Loomis, of Ohio, to be envoy extraordinary and min- 


ister plenipotentiary of the United States to Venezuela, vice Allen 
Thomas, resigned. 


CONSULS, 


Henry Bordewich, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United 


States at Christiania, Norway, vice Gerhard Gade, resigned. 


John C. Caldwell, of Kansas, to be consul of the United States 
at San Jose, Costa Rica, vice Harrison R. Williams. resigned. 

Philip C. Hanna, of Lowa, to be consul of the United States at 
Trinidad, West Indies, vice William C. Foster, resigned. 

Louis Lange. jr., of Illinois, now vice and deputy consul of the 
United States at Annaberg, to be consul of the United States at 
Bremen, Germany, vice George Keenan, resigned. 

Joseph J. Stevens, of Indiana, to be consul of the United States 
at Plymouth, England, vice Thomas W. Fox, resigned. 

JUDGE OF UNITED STATES COURTS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

John R. Thomas, of Illinois, to be judge of the United States 
courts in the Indian Territory, as provided for by the act of Con- 
gress approved June 7, 1897 (Indian appropriation act). 

COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Thomas J. Yandell, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal 
revenue forthe second district of Kentucky, to succeed Joshua D, 
Powers, resigned. 

John W. Yerkes, of Kentucky, to be collector of internal reve- 
nue for the eighth district of Kentucky, to succeed Charles H. 
Rodes, removed. 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY, 
General officer. 

Col. Henry Clay Merriam, Seventh Infantry, to be brigadier- 

general, June 30, 1897, vice Carlton, retired from active service. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 30 
LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 

John Russell Young, of Pennsylvania, to be Librarian of Con- 

gress. 
SUPERINTENDENT OF LIBRARY BUILDING AND GROUNDS. 

Bernard R. Green, of the District of Columbia, to be superin- 

tendent of the Library building and grounds. 
CONSULS-GENERAL. 

John P. Bray, of North Dakota, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Melbourne, Australia. 

Church Howe, of Nebraska, to be consul-general of the United 
States at Apia and Nukualofa, Tonga. 

CONSUL, 
Hugo Donzelmann, of Wyoming, to be consul of the United 
States at Prague, Bohemia. 
PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

Frank L. Denny, captain and assistant quartermaster, United 
States Marine Corps, to be quartermaster of said Corps, with the 
rank of major. 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Naval Cadets Stuart F. Smith, of Pennsylvania, and William G. 
Groesbeck, of Ohio, to be assistant naval constructors. 

Asst. Engineer John H. Rowen, to bea passed assistant engineer. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Alfred H. Taylor, of Cedarville, Cal., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Susanville, Cal. 
MARSHAL. 
Clarence W. Ide, of Washington, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Washington. 
COMMISSIONERS, 

William Ryan, of Rathdrum, Idaho, to be a commissioner to ex- 
amine and classify lands within the land-grant and indemnity 
land-grant limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, in 
the Coeur d’Alene land district in Idaho. 

Thomas A. Davis, of Malad, Idaho, to be a commissioner to ex- 


amine and classify lands within the land-grant and indemnity 
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land-grant limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, in 
the Coeur d’Alene land district in Idaho. 

George A. Black, of Fairhaven, Wash., to be a commissioner to 
examine and classify lands within the land-grant and indemnity 
land-grant limits of the Northern Pacific Kailroad Company, in 
the Coeur d’Alene land district in Idaho. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Edward Hall, to be postmaster at Havre de Grace, in the county 
of Harford and State of Maryland. 

W. W. James, to be postmaster at Monterey, in the county of 
Monterey and State of California, 

©. E. Gross, to be postmaster at Boonville, in the county of 
Cooper and State of afissouri. 

















SENATE. 
THURSDAY, July 1, 1897. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a, m. 

Prayer by Rev. Huau Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. MircHELL, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

IMMIGRATION BUILDINGS AT ELLIS ISLAND, NEW YORK. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasury; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Immigration: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D, C., June 30, 1897. 

Srr: This Department has the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a reso- 
Iution of the Senate of the United States, dated June 29, 1897, directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to transmit to the Senate, as soon as possible, a 
statement of the general plan for the reconstruction of the immigration 
buildings at Ellis Island, New York Harbor. 

The Department begs to state that no general plan for the reconstruc- 
tion of said buildings has been formulated i the Department. The matter 
is under consideration, and as soon as a satisfactory plan shall have been 
agreed upon the D-partment will be pleased to comply with the directions 
contained in the resolution herein referred to. 

Respectfully, yours, 
L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 

To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 

JUDGMENTS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 20th ultimo, a list of judgments of the Court 
of Claims rendered since the date of the last report up to and in- 
cluding the date of adjournment of the court on June 24, 
amounting to $56,953.98; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CLAIMS OF WICHITA INDIANS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs relative to the claims of the 
Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

NORTHERN LIBERTY MARKET CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tien from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, trans- 
mitting, in response to a resolution of the 21st ultimo, further in- 
formation relative to the proceedings taken by the auditor of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia and the Commissioners 
under “‘An act to provide for the payment of certain claims 
against the District of Columbia by drawback certificates,” ap- 
proved January 26, 1897; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MEMORIALS: 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, remonstrating against any increase in the present rate 
of duty on tanned skins for morocco, or a duty on raw goatskins; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN presented the memorial of A. H. Spire and sun- 
dry other citizens of Alabama, remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation intended to destroy the present system of 
ticket brokerage; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. THURSTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2138) to give the consent of Con- 

ess to a compact entered into between the States of South Da- 

ota and Nebraska respecting the boundary between said States, 
—— it without amendment. : 


r. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 53) authorizing the Secretary 


of the Treasury to deliver to the mayor of the city of Milwaukee, 
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for use in ornamenting one of the ks of that city, the Parrot: 
rifled cannon and carria 
Andrew Johnson, report 


for sluicing and dredgin 
was read twice b 


$50,000, or so much thereof as ma: 
appropriated for sluicing and d l 
in accordance with the revised project of improvement of 1895. but noi hing 
herein contained shall be so construed as to increase the limit of cost of su.) 
improvement beyond the amount fixed by the act makin 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on river 
and harbors, and for other purposes, approved June 3, 1896, which authorizes 
a continuing contract for such work. 
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) recently used on the revenue cutter 
it with an amendment. 

CHINESE EXCLUSION. 
Mr. LODGE. Ireport from the Committee on Printing cer. 


tain papers which were referred to it, together with a letter of ¢),5 
Secretary of the Treasury, in reply to a resolution of the Sen to 
of May 17 relative to the aoe 

States of certain Chinese persons, and ask that they be referre) 
the Committee on Immi 


illegal entry into the United 
ation and be printed. ” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made,in the ap- 


sence of objection. 


CUMBERLAND SOUND IMPROVEMENT. 
Mr. PASCO. Iam authorized by the Committee on Commerce 


to report a joint resolution, and I shall ask unanimous consent to- 
morrow morning that it may be then taken up and considered. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 57) making an appropriation of $50 ,((19 
at the entrance of Cumberland Sound 
its title. 


Mr. PASCO. 1 shall ask leave also in the morning to file a writ- 


ten report to accompany the joint resolution; and I ask that tho 
joint resolution may be printed in the REcorRD as well as sepa- 


rately. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered,in the absence 
of objection. 


The joint resolution is as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the sum of 
be necessary, be, and the same is here 
ing at the entrance to Cumberland Son 


appropriations for 


s£ 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2310) amendatory of sec- 


tions 3339 and 3341 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
relative to internal-revenue tax on fermented liquors; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2311) to provide for the betier 


instruction of the militia, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs 


Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 


ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands: 


A bill (S. 2312) to grant a tract of land in the District of Alaska 


to the Woman's Home Missionary Society of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church; 


A bill (8. 2313) to authorize the entry of land for reservoir pur- 


SES; 
oh bil (S. 2814) for the relief of Charles M. Larsh, of Denver, 
Colo.; an 


d 
A bill (S. 2315) for the relief of Mrs. Emma D. Larsh, of Den- 


ver, Colo. 
Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2316) to declare the jurisdic- 


tion of circuit courts of the United States in certain cases; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on tho 
Judiciary. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 2317) for relief of M. J. 
Gilstrap; which was read twice by its title, and referred to tho 
Committee on Pensiotis. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2318) granting pensions to certain 
officers and enlisted men of the Life-Saving Service and to their 
widows and minor children; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2319) granting an incre; 
of pension to Edward 8. Lyon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (8. 2320) for the relief of A.J. 
Sampson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 55) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of x yee to prepare a report, from the data 
in the possession of the Department. showing the average fluc- 
tuation from year to year in farm prices; which was read twice 
by its title. : 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask that the joint resolution may lie on tho 
table, subject to call. art 

= VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will lie on the 
table. be 
Mr. LODGE introduced a joint resolution (S. R, 56) authorizins 
the printing of 1,000 additional copies of Plates I to LX. inclusive, 
of the atlas accompanying the cial Records of the War of the 
Rebellion, for the use of the War De 
twice by its title, and referred to the 


tment; which was read 
ttee on Printing. 
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PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PrupeEn, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 30th ultimo approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 
50) authorizing foreign exhibitors at the Transmississippi and In- 
ternational Exposition, to be held in the city of Omaha, in the State 
of Nebraska, during the year 1898, to bring to the United States 
foreign laborers from their countries, respectively, for the purpose 
of preparing for and making exhibits. 

AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

IMMIGRATION BUILDINGS AT ELLIS ISLAND, NEW YORK. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, on motion of Mr. CuLLoM, referred, with the accompanying 
papers, to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

On the 15th ultimo all the buildings of the immigration station at Ellis Is- 
land, New York, excepting the heating plant and lighting apparatus, were 
destroyed by fire. 

I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, which 
states the fact and explains the need of rebuilding. 
In order that there may be no delay ia this im 
that an eee be made at ne se, , the sum estimated by the 

e Treasury as required for urpose. 
DeaPeeT: ceeren pe WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 1, 1897. 
THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government, and to promote the industries 
of the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senate to go back to paragraph 443. 
I ask unanimous consent to reconsider the vote taken yesterday, 
and that this ate aph may be stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa moves to 
reconsider the action of the Senate yesterday on paragraph 443, 

159, imposing a duty on paintings in oil or water colors, etc. 
r. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to reconsider the 
vote in order that I may move to strike out the paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to a reconsid- 
eration? The Chair hears none, and the vote of yesterday is re- 
considered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out the paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to make an inquiry of the chairman of 
the committee. It is quite apparent that we are approaching the 
conclusion of this bill so far as the Senate is concerned, and we 
are os so rather rapidly. If we may rely upon statements in 
the public press, the committee expect to report here what may be 
called an antitrust measure. 

The report, I do not know how well founded, is that the subject- 
matter has been referred to the Republican members of the Judi- 
Committee by the Republican caucus for the purpose of 


rtunt work, [ recommend 


ha a r amendment formulated.” It is a very important 
subject, and if the committee - to formulate a measure of 

kind and bring it before the Senate, I think, in justice to the 
Senate, the t to bring it in at once. They can hardly expect 


a matter of that kind to be passed over in haste, as we have been 
going. over some portions of the bill. Whether it will be an 
effective measure and of any value will depend entirely upon how 
it is drafted. I think the committee should give us that pro- 
vision in time, that we may have some opportunity to investigate 
and consider it. I understand that has been done in the case of 
the reciprocity clause. I do not know whether it has been form- 
eae or not by the committee. 

. WHITE. Y 


es. 

Mr. TELLER. But I saw it in the public press. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is in the RecorpD this morning. 

Mr. TELLER. That is not so difficult a question to deal with 
as the antitrust question. I should like to inquire of the Senator 
from Iowa whether we are likely to have that amendment pre- 
sented before we shall be called upon to vote on it? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know what condition that particular 
amendment isin. The Committee on Finance have not prepared 
any amendment. I understand that such an amendment has 
been drafted, but by whom I am not prepared to say at this 


t. 
Mr. TELLER. I understood from the press and from rumors 
T have peeps about the Chamber that the Republican caucus had 
e 


adopt it as theirs and present it to the Senate, 
XXX-—136 
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I engpene it will come here in some shape. 
emph 

delay it until the last minute, and then insist that we shall vote 
upon it, because that can not be done. 


is no such purpose. 
should be fairly and fully considered, and notice of it 
That is the way I consider it. 


antitrust amendment, and states that 
shall be considered at the last moment without proper time being 





tion of such an amendment, and that the 
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: What I wanted to 
asize to the Senator in charge of the bill is that he shall not 


Mr. ALLISON. I assure the Senator from Colorado that there 
Certainly an amendment of such importance 


given. 


Mr. WHITE. 
Mr. ALLISON. 


We are unable to hear the Senator from Iowa. 
The Senator from Colorado is speaking of an 
he does not wish that it 


given to its consideration, and I agree with him in what he says. 

Mr. WHITE. I supposed that the antitrust amendment had 
been dropped. I understood that there was such an amendment 
in course of preparation which had been found too drastic to har- 
monize with the situation, and that the entire matter had been 
ignored. I suppose, however, that must be left to the future to 
solve. L[understood that to be the case. I think the Senator from 
Colorado will not be very much disturbed about the antitrust 
amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. The trouble with the Senator from California 
and myself is that neither of us isa member of the Republican 
caucus. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; that is one trouble. 

Mr. TELLER. And therefore we are proceeding somewhat in 
the dark. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from California [Mr. Wuire] 
yesterday offered an amendment to paragraph 405. The commit- 
Ge has considered—— 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before taking up that paragraph, [ 


should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a question. I have 
marked on my bill that paragraph 441 was passed over. I may 


perhaps be mistaken about that paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. That, I think, has been agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I asked that it might be passed over, 
I was out of the Chamber when it was taken up, and I asked that 
it be reconsidered and passed over, and I have so marked it on my 
bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
reconsidered. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No; but I think the fact is as I have 
stated it. At any rate, I shall not detain the Senate by any dis- 
cussion of the matter. 

I hold in my hand a protest sent to the members of the Finance 
Committee of the Senate by a firm claiming to be the largest 
manufacturers of this article in the United States, the American 
Cocoa Matting Company, protesting against any increase in the 
rate of taxation. Twenty per cent was the rate under the Wilson 
Act, and this bill, I believe, raises it to 50 per cent or 55 per cent 
or 60 per cent, or somewhere there. These people, who are the 
largest manufacturers in the United States, set out at length 
the reasons why they protest against any increase whatever in the 
rate. It is useless to undertake to change it—I am perfectly aware 
of that fact—but I will move to strike out ‘6 cents per square 
yard” and insert “20 per cent ad valorem.” 

The Secretary read as follows: 

441. Matting made of cocoa fiber or rattan, 6 cents per square yard 
made of cocoa fiber or rattan, 4 cents per square foot. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I send the statement made by these 
arties to be inserted in the RECORD as a part of my remarks, and 
ask for a vote upon the amendment. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 
To the honorable members of the Finance Committee 


Very well, if the Senator wishes, it can be 


mats 


of the Senate of the 
United States for the Fifty-fifth Congress, Senate Chamber, Washington, D.C.; 
A petition by the largest manufacturers of cocoa or coir matting and mats 
in the United States that the present existing duty of 20 per it ad valorem 


upon both the matting and the mats be maintained 


We, the undersigned, are the largest manufacturers of a matting and 
mats in the United States. We employ more than double the number of 
employees at our factory than all the other manufacturers of these goods in 





Ee United States. We are, therefore, more vitally interested in maintain 
ng the home market than any other person can possibly be 


e McKinley Act, notwithstanding our earnest protest, changed the then 


existing duty (which the Wilson Act restored) from a 20 per cent ad valorem 
duty upon the cocoa matting and mats, and imposed for the first time a spe- 
cific duty, to wit, of 12 cents a square yard upon the matting and 8 cents a 
square foot upon mats, as proposed in the present bill before Congress 


We were then,as we are now, the largest employers of free 
manufacture of cocoa matting and mats in the United States 
was to suffer, we would suffer most of all if our product 
was not protected against foreign importations 

The present duty of 2) per cent ad valorem is equivalent to a specific duty 
of 3cents per square yard upon the matting. England and Germany are both 
very large manufacturers of matting and mats, and we manufacture here 
every grade of matting and mats which it is possible t 


labor in the 
and if anyone 
manufactured here 


nal : 
mace upon a power 
loom. In both England and Germany, as here, cocoa yarn made from the 
husk of the cocoanut, the raw material from which both the mattings and 


mats are wholly made, is imported free of duty. We therefore, as home 


manufacturers, are upon the same footing as to raw material as the foreigner, 

and yet not a single dollar's worth of these goods was imported into thig 

coun from any European country under the Wilson Act, proving conclu: 

gively t poretge countries could ~ compete with the home manufacture? 
our markets under the Wilson Act. 
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But, to be absolutely exact in our statements, we give the actual cost of 
manufacture in our factory in India and in our factory in Brooklyn, N. Y.: 





Cents. 
Cost of manufacture in our factory in India...........- a r square appt. . 3 
Duty paid on last invoice, in September, 1896 ........ ..do 


8 
Cost of manufacture in our Brooklyn factory...............-...--.- do.... 4s 


Leaving a protection margin Of .... 22. .2..00cccoc cece cece ccnccece sous do.... .55 


To this margin (fifty-five hundredths of a cent per square yard) of protec” 
tion must be added the cost of extra freight, insurance, and the other items 
expense incident toa foreign invoice, which further increase the cost 
the im pore beyond the cost of the domestic goods. 
So that the conclusion is irresistible that the American workman and the 
e market is now, with a 20 per cent ad valorem duty, absolutely protected 
t the foreign manufacturer. 
There is a small amount of high- goieed matting imported by us. The im- 
rtations of this matting are insignificant, the average annual importa- 
fae for the last six years being only 1,586 rolls. One workman can make 9 
per week or 468 rolls per year, 80 that four men, working full time, would 
make more than the entire importation. Co: uently,even if the im 
a by the domestic, the benefit to labor would only be to the 
t of four workmen. Even this benefit was not derived during the work- 
ing of the McKinley bill, for im tions continued as usual, as the above 
agarose show, the only difference being that the consumer was obli; to pay 
anced prices for the article he wanted, and no one was benefi 
WN. ¥.) factory makes 9 rolls of mat- 
of 60 ponte per roll each week, mak 540 yards per week. The actual 
= y paid on last shipment of 2.8 cents per yard, as appears shown, alone 
amounts to a protection of $15.12 per week upon the labor of one man 
Now, if the promant duty of 20 per centad valorem be aqvansne, to 12 cents 
ae square roposed in the bill before Congress, this would amount 
a protectio: +" rie 80 per week upon the labor of one workman. 
For such an vadvenee or for any advance in the duty there can ‘be no justi- 
fication or reason 
The revenue derived by the Government upon the small im tions is 
and mats 


ans one workman in our Brooklyn 


unimportant. The total duty paid last year on the cocoa mat 
amounted to only $3,167. The question, therefore, is one of tection to the 
home manufacturers and not of revenue to the Governmen 

We are the only im ng | these goods into the United States, and 
the small impo age, conpred we the fact that we are unable tosell a dol- 
lar’s worth of impor tot ge and leading g jobbers who handle 
large quantigs like goods, such as alt Field & m- 
uel My es eqgenmase Company, Trorlicht, Duncker & Renard Com- 


pany, Louis, Mo., and many others, demonstrates that the im 
are nota disturbing factor in J the trade. On the contrary, they are a 
priced than the domestic. spaced, if the importations were s 


sufficient increase in the tariff, it would not cause the employment of a single 
additional free workman in the manufacture of these g¢ as more than 
twice as many convict laborers are employed in this country in their manu- 
facture than free workmen. 

The product of the prisons would take the poss of the imported goods, 
just as Mt is now driving the product manufactured American free work- 
men out of market, so that the Government Caan lose what little reve- 
nue is now derived from = importation without employing a single addi- 
tional free workman, and if any com were imported, the consumer would 
be obliged to bear the additional burden of purchasing the goods at an 

vanced pr 

The importation of cocoa mats is so small that it isnot worth while taking 
vest es time See ite it, the annnal importations for more than 


ertain take Eke the y place of carpets. 
purposes which carpets are 
omically be used. It aauet mo not . 
aninot Su with gepenespmas which are made 
straw, and with the many beautiful varieties of 
a. he eakeee st ei aroused tony large extent 
oor coverings in beeause they are cheap, clean, cool, and 
fttractive | in aapeaaenee, ok he cocoa ma is hard, coarse, and 
on com y be used in stores, public places, and vehicles, where. td 
ity is adel and where carpets never have been and never will be used. 
e conclusion: 
. The duty as proposed in the so-called Dingley bill, now before 
ona ts to more two, and almost three, the entire cost of manu- 
= matting in this country. 
II, On mats it amounts to as Sara as the price at which a large part of the 
= maces in this country are sold. 
These goods do not conflict or in any way come in competition with the 


carpet eee? 
England and Germany are both la peteetareen < of these goods, 
and yet deither of these countries for eet twenty years last past has sent a 
ollar's of these to this country under a 20 par cont of velevean 

ty. Therefore the 20 cent ad valorem duty is su — 

. Every roll of matting im a = 

in and we ri- highest prised goods, present 

- per cent ad valorem duty being Pabsolitely pr tive on the motien om and 
ow-priced grades. 

vaber wn in the above statement, the press nt 20 per cent ad yalorem dut 
guavas to 2.8 cents pe 


uare yard (and t aus wae She aetans amount 
patie es Eek bende tee aeionk cost 0% —— 
si 


ve one-hu ths of a oat nt per square 
entire cost of manufacture = United 8: t ist refore it as 
onneree us in the home market. 
ae duty more than covers the differ- 
cost of manufacture here and a 


urge upon cn your honorable committee het n nlohes ancy toe duty be ee 


pee cocoa mats and matting. 
New York City, o , a March 17, 1897. 
tfully submit 
CAN Goma 5 MATTING COMPANY, 
Per jose WILD 


DARRAGH & SSMAIL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas to 441 will be stated. 
The SroretTary. After the word “rattan,” PS ee 158, = 
out “6 cents per square yard” and insert 


Mr. TELLER. What is the present duty? 
" Searadbaen. 


[ Mr, ALLISON. Twenty per cent 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing 
amendment ee by the Senator from Arkansas. 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I movethesame amendment : as t 
= clause, striking out ‘‘4 cents per square foot” anid \; 
“5 20 per cent ad valorem.” 
e Secretary. After the word “rattan,” in line 1, bag 
strike out ‘*4 cents per square foot” and insert ‘20 per cent ad 
valorem.” = 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ALLISON. Now, I will take the liberty to modify «..),.. 
what the amendment of the Senator from California {Mr. \v ,,,; 
“eee 405. 1 ask that the movlification proposed be », 
CE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed }) 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 
The Secretary. Insert, after the word “ bushel,” 
page 147, paragraph 405, the following proviso: 


Provided, That on all coal imported into the United States ‘ i 
wards used for fuel on board vessels steam — nga ed i 


tween the Atlantic and | 


under the laws of ¢) 
United States. ' drawback shall be allowed equal to the duty impos 


law upon such coal, and shall be paid unde zi e Secretar 
4 eco sal a a P r regulations as the S u 

Mr. WHITE. The amendment which was suggested by mn. ja. 
been modified by the committee in this respect, that the amen) 
ment as originally proposed referred to the coastiny trade or trad 
with foreign countries. The committee has eliminated the .., 
ing trade, but has provided that the provision shall apply to tr 

een the Pacific and Atlantic et tet Tunderstand that to 

be the situation. The amendment as proposed by me was in «{{..: 
identical with the law which mt assumed was prevailing wh 
the Wilson Act was peoes,, on which was supposed t» be in 
existence after the McKinley pit had been enac 

This is a discrimination against coasting trade other than the 
trade between the Atlantic and Pacific seaboards, and I do not se 
why it should be thus limited. I prefer to have coal absolute! 


the 


in ling 


free, but not being able to get it absolutely free, I am desirous that 
it shall be made so as far as e. Lwish to inquire of t! 
committee why it is that a rimination has been made with 
reference to the — , thus differentiating the provisi 
from the former law, h was repealed unintentionally and hy 
implication? 


. ALLISON. The only reason is that the coasting trade 
exclusive as respects our own vessels, and we thought it shou!) 
stand on a par with all other business interests on the coast. (f 
course the condition is different as foreign trade, and as 
respects also the trade between the Atlantic and Pacific coasts 
around the Horn. We thought this was a just and equitable an! 
a fair provision, and 1 hope the Senator from California will | 
satisfied with it. 

Mr. WHITE. There seems to have been no criticism of tli 
provision ye eee in e = mm It appears to me op this is 
restricting ea ye prefer take a vote upon the amen: 

tees oe eer os amend the amendment of 


the committee by inch eeerend the trade with 
foreign countries, a eu the now proposed, refer 
ring to the trade between the A ports and trade 
with fo countries. 

ISON. The Senator must remember that since the 
law to which he alludes was in 1883 very different condi- 
tions have arisen as respects production of coal on the Pacifi 


Mr. WHITE. lI call the attention of the Senator from Iowa t 
tho fact that that law was amended in 1886 and contained the 
same provision as amended. It simply was restricted to vess«!s 


of the United States. There is no in the condition o! 
the coast in poten yb that there has been some more 
taken out of date. I offer what I send to 


the desk as a substitute tte for the the amendment proposed by the 5.1) 
ator from Iowa. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute proposed by the 5«n 
ator from California will be read. 
oe eee It is proposed to substitute the following: 
imported into the United States which is a! 


ed 
wards used for fual on swith forelgn couatriee, 8 and engaged int 
—_— ws of the United peeeeemenees 7, 
to and shall peat guch re 
fog duty imposed by tr woo eae eer 
Mr. WHITE. Itappears Eeeciadainemadk interests, which have 


succeeded in a an whet I consider an unjust discriminati 2 


in their favor, ough i to at least this small provision, 

which is but a of the law which so long prevailed. 

As far as it bea, T think it 0 ht to be ad F 
aan ING OFFIC. The q on is on agreeing to 


the amendment proposed by the Senator from California as a sub- 
SS 
amendment rejected, 
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Mr. CLARK. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa if in 
his judgment the amendment he pempeets will not foreclose the 
American coal producer from supplying vessels flying the Ameri- 


can g between this country and other countries, or be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific ports in this country? 
Mr. The object of the amendment is to place our 


ipping on the Pacific coast upon an equality with vessels engaged 
= trade as respects coal. I do not know that the effect of 
it would be to give them the use of foreign coal so far as the for- 
eign trade and that trade is concerned. 


r. CLARK. It applies to the Atlantic coast as well? 
Mr. ALLISON. It applies to the Atlantic coast and Pacific 
coast trade. 
Mr. PERKINS. Iwill state to my friend from Wyoming that, 


as I understand, the amendment simply applies to steam vessels 
in the coasting trade between ports on the Atlantic and 

ports on the Pacific coast, which must necessarily round Cape Horn 
or pass through the straits of South America, and which are of 
course in competition in a measure with foreign vessels. The 
coasting trade proper, as my friend is aware, belongs to vessels 
of American build or of American register; and they have the ex- 
clusive privilege of our coasting trade. It is much more expen- 
sive of course to operate them, but yet we have better rates on 
them than the rates which prevail in the foreign trade. When 
vessels are engaged in the foreign trade they must compete with 
foreign-built vessels, vessels that it costs less money to construct, 
vessels that are operated for a less sum of money by reason of 
lower wages and lower rates of coai. I think the committee 

t is a ver 7 and wise one in that respect. 

The VICE-PRES NT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa on behalf of the 


committee. 
Mr. WELLINGTON. [ask the Senator from Iowa to postpone 


the ion of this amendment. I do not understand that 
it is all lg a I should like to have a postponement of it. 
There has , I understand, no agreement as to the adoption of 


the amendment. I consider it a blow at the American coal trade 
as I understand it now, and until there be some explanation given 
I shall feel bound to oppose it. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Maryland will permit me, I 
will that if it is a blow at the American coal trade a much 
severer w was directed against that trade by the act of 1883, 
which is broader than this provision, making it extend to the 

trade generally. As I had occasion.to remark, it was 

that t law was still in existence until the Supreme 
Court of the United States reversed the decision below and held 
that it had been repealed by implication. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Iwill say to the Senator from California 
= We propose to make a better bill at this time than the act of 

Mr. WHITE. I may remark that it is too late for the ac- 

t of any such roseate view. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. SEWELL. I understand that this proposition was voted 
down a few moments ago and was so declared by the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The vote taken was on the substitute 
of the Senator from California [Mr. Wurre|. The question is 
now on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 


fowa . ALLISON]. The Senator from Maryland asks that the 
amendment may lie over. 
Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from California does not wish 


to press it this morning, I am willing that it shall lie over until 
to-morrow 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the amend- 
ment will be over. 

Mr. L. Idesire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Iowa to another part of the coal schedule which seems to me 
to be entirely inconsistent. I should like to have that reconsid- 
ered and lie over. The rate as fixed for bituminous and other 

in the bill is 67 cents a ton. Under the McKinley Act the 
tate was 75 cents a ton and 30 cents a ton for culm, which was 
thought to be the proper proportion. Under the pending bill it is 
67 cents for coal and 15 cents for culm, being a 10 per cent reduc- 
tion from the House bill or from the McKinley Act on the one 
class of coal and a 50 per cent reduction on the other. 

Personally, I was not in favor of the highest rate on coal. I 
Seas 50 cents would do. But Iam entirely opposed to reduc- 
ing the culm to 15 cents. I think it is outof all proportion to the 
higher rate, I predict that if it is imposed you will have all 
the coal imported into the United States from Canada, both on the 
east and west coasts, as culm. Looking at it from a purely busi- 

t, the change can be made from c to culm, 

it does not exist as culm, for 10 cents a ton, and the coal 
into this country, instead of coming in at67 cents a ton, 

all come in at a cost of 25 centsaton. I think if the Senator 
iilerstion this matter to be reconsidered and come up for con- 
with the other portion of the paragraph he would see 


z 


Bs 
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that the proportion of 15 cents to 67 cents is not a business one 
and ought not to prevail. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have seen a good many things in working on 
this bill one day that have been seen otherwise the next. This 
matter was disposed of yesterday, as I supposed, finally. But so 
far as I am concerned, I am perfectly willing that the whole ques- 
tion of coal shall be reconsidered and passed over. 

Mr. SEWELL. [ask that that be done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection 

Mr. VEST. Dol understand the Senator from Iowa to agree 
that this whole paragraph shall go over? Dol understand the 
Senator to agree to that suggestion? 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well, then. 
to its postponement. 
now in all its phases, 

Mr. GRAY. That is right. 

Mr. VEST. Thatisright. Mr. President, I was asked several 
times yesterday and the day before, ‘‘ When do you Democrats pro- 
pose to allow us to finish this bill?” Now, we are assisting as much 
as we can, consistent with a sense of duty, in passing the bill as 
soon as possible, and here the coal schedule has come up, and this 
is the fourth time it has been passed over. For one I insist that 
we shall take it up and dispose of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. All right. 

Mr. SEWELL. If the Senator from Iowa would allow it to go 
over for further consideration, I should be very glad, or I will 
move an amendment in regard to the rate on culm, if he will agree 
toit. Ido not think this matter was properly considered. I do 
not think that many gentlemen here, after a thorough knowledge 
of the subject, will agree to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the 
whole paragraph is open to amendment while it is under consid- 
eration. There is one amendment now pending—that offered by 
the Senator from lowa—and other Senators may offer such amend- 
ments as they see fit. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Question! 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the amendment of the Senator from Iowa 
be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. VEST. Let it be read. 

The Secretary. Add, after the word “ bushel,” page 147, line 
18, the following proviso: 

Provided, That on all coal imported into the United States which is after 
wards used for fuel on board vessels propelled by steam and engaged in trade 
with foreign countries or in trade between the Atlantic and Pacific ports of 
the United States, and which are registered under the laws of the United 
States, a drawback shall be allowed equal to the duty imposed by law upon 
such coal, and shall be paid under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall prescribe 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. WILSON. Do I understand that this amendment is offered 
by the Senator from Iowa? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is, on behalf of the committee. 

Mr. WILSON. If itis agreeable to the Senator from Iowa, I 
should like to have some explanation of it. I was not in when he 
offered it. I supposed that, after several weeks, we had pretty 
well settled the question of coal, but it seems to me that we are 
continually pressing forward to a nonsettlement of the question. 
If amendments are to be offered on the coal question, in which I 
am deeply interested, I can not refrain perhaps from offering some 
amendments that will be beneficial to the particular section of the 
country from which I come. This matter was brought up sud- 
denly yesterday. I have not had time to consider it and 1 do not 
know anything aboutit. We have had so many changes in the 
coal schedule that I hardly know where we are going to arrive 
when we get through with the provision. 

Mr. ALLISON. The question of the use of coal by American 
vessels in the foreign trade and by American vessels in the trade 
between the Atlantic and the Pacific coasts has been under con- 
sideration all the time in this schedule. The phraseology had not 
been agreed to. It was well known that the law of 183 and the 
law of 1890, as well as the law of 1894, allowed this privilege, but 
by some decision of the Supreme Court in 1896 the privilege was 
taken away. 

The Senator from California on this side of the Chamber [ Mr. 
PERKINS] offered an amendment some time ago which is practi- 
cally the amendment the committee agreed to present this morn- 
ing as respects the use of coal in foreign trade and in the trade 
between the Atlantic and Pacific ports. Yesterday, when the coal 
schedule was up, the Senator from California on the other side of 
the Chamber | Mr. Wurre] offered an amendment covering the 
foreign and coastwise trade. I stated at the time that I thought 
the provision too broad, and that if the Senator would allow it to 
lie over until this morning, the committee could examine it and 
make a report upon it. This morning we have reported the 
amendment in hac verba proposed by the Senator from California 








Senators around me object 
I ask that the paragraph may be disposed of 
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nearest me [Mr. Perkins], and I did not for a moment suppose 
that there was the slightest objection to placing our American 
vessels engaged in the foreign trade upon an equality with foreign 
vessels as to the supply of coal. That is all there is to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WILSON. I have no particular objection to placing our 
own vesselsengaged in the foreign trade onan equality. What lam 
trying to arrive at is that we ought not togive away so much that 
there will be nothing left of the coal schedule. We have intro- 
duced a good many new features, it seems to me, in the way of 
culm, etc., and I do not want anything adopted if I can help it if 
it is going to entirely destroy what I think is a necessary or rea- 
sonable tariff on coal. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to offer an amendment to the amendment. 
I move to insert after the words ‘‘ United States,” in line 5, the 
words “or which may be used by inhabitants of the United 
States.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Nebraska to the amendment of 
the Senator from Iowa. 

The Secretary. Insert after the words ‘‘ United Staies,” in 
line 5 of the amendment, the words ‘‘or which may be used by 
inhabitants of the United States.” 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know that the amendment is entirely 
symmetrical. The purpose of it is, however, to put the vessels 
and the people of the United States upon terms of exact equality. 
I will ask the Secretary to read the amendment as it now stands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment as it will read if the amendment of the Senator from Ne- 
braska {[Mr. ALLEN] be adopted. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, That on all coal imported into the United States which is after- 
wards used for fuel on board vessels propelled by steam and engaged in trade 


with foreign countries or in trade between the Atlantic and Pacific ports of 
the United States—— 


Mr. ALLEN. Right there I think I will move the amendment. 
The Secretary continued the reading, as follows: 
or which may be used by inhabitants of the United States, and which are 
registered under the laws of the United States, a drawback shall be allowed 


equal to the duty imposed by law upon such coal, and shall be paid under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 


Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator mean registered 
inhabitants or registered vessels? : 

Mr. ALLEN. The one is in just as bad a position as the other. 
The coal seems to follow the registration in the first instance; 
and my amendment is to the effect that the coal brought into this 
country and used by the people of this country in their private 
houses shall be as free as the coal used by vessels plying between 
the different ports of the United States. If the amendment is not 
satisfactory to the honorable Senator from Connecticut, if he will 

ive me about two minutes, I will put itin form, so that it will 
satisfactory. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I merely suggested that I did not 
think the amendment came in the right place, that it did not read 
right. 

fr. ALLEN. That may be true, possibly, but this thing has 
been rushed so rapidly that I did not have a chance to perfect the 
amendment. Let the Secretary put it in form. 

Mr. CLARK. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield for a 
question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK. I will ask the Senator from Nebraska if the 
effect of his amendment means free coal? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; that is what it means. It means free coal 
to the people of the United States as well as to the vessels that 
are plying along the coast; and it occurs to me that there are a 
great many people in the United States who need free coal much 
more than these great vessels need it; and if the bill is to be an 

uitable bill, and distribute a shower of blessings upon the peo- 
ple of the United States, the blessings ought to fall upon the 
jnst as well as upon the unjust. The Er one out in the prairie 
States and the people who are scattered throughout the length 
and breadth of this land, many millions of whom are very ir, 
are entitled to be warmed by free coal, if they can get it, and cer- 
tainly the ae in their behalf are much stronger than they 
are in behalf of these great vessels. 

I ask that the Secretary now read the amendment in the form in 
which it has been placed. 

The Secretary read the amendment as proposed to be amended, 
as follows: 

Provided, That on all coal imported into the United States which is after- 


wards used by the inhabitants of the United States, or for fuel on board ves- 
sels propelled by steam and engaged in trade with foreign countries, etc. 


Mr. ALLEN. That covers it. 
Now, I ask the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], or the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], whoever has this matter in 





charge, to accept the amendment I have offered. If the So) 
from Connecticut says he can not doit, then I should like t. 
why he can not? 

If these great vessels—and I appeal now particularly to the sy)... 
of right and propriety of the honorableSenator from Connectic, 
whom I know to be a just man—are entitled to free coa}. ¢),,... 
vessels which are carrying millions and millions of dollars’ w.y; h 
of merchandise, and making millions of profit in the course ,; 
few years—I want to know from the honorable Senator if }ye (),... 
not think the poor inhabitants of the interior of the United Sta;.. 
who are making a struggle for a livelihood, and whose existe), 
is but a bare animal existence, are not entitled toa like advantyca 
and a like right? . 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I think the question 
of whether we shall put our ships, so far as we can, on an equal 
with foreign ships in the carrying trade is entirely a diffe, 
question from the question as to whether our people shall have 

ree coal. I think that the coal industry of the United States de- 
serves and should receive the care of Congress, and I have always 
felt—although, perhaps, in my section there is quite a sentiment 
in favor of free coal—that the coal industry of this country sas 
entitled to protection, and so I have uniformly voted for a duty on 
coal. I do not think the amendment which has been offered raises 
at all the question of free coal. It is simply a question of whether 
American ships engaged in foreign commerce or in commerce }ye- 
tween the Pacific and Atlantic ports shall have the same facilities 
in this respect that foreign ships have. 

Mr..ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator, as he says the 
coal industry ought to have some protection, does he not believe 
that the consumers should receive some protection, too? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Oh, Mr. President, I believe that 
where we have to raise revenue the burden of the revenue, if it is 
a burden, has to be distributed among the people. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, Mr. President, and there is the ending of 
the whole argument. ‘The people who &re scattered, who are un- 
organized, the millions, the masses, must be plucked from year to 
year and from decade to decade to subsidize steamship companies 
and other great corporations and other forms of aggregate wealt). 
I have heard the Senator from Connecticut proclaim on this floor 
repeatedly, dozens of times, that he was in favor of protection 
because he believed it was the best policy for the American peo 
ple and because the American people received protection under a 
proper protective-tariff act, and yet he stands here confessed|ly 
willing to place a tax of 67 cents a ton upon all the coal the Amer 
ican people, the American farmers and laborers, use; and he is 
willing to give that coal absolutely free to a few steamships. 

The Senator says he wants to put these ships upon an equality 
with the ships of other nations. Why not put the American ). 
ple upon an equality with the people of other nations? England 
is not charging a tax upon coal to the consumers of that article in 
that Kingdom or in any of its provinces. Why not give the Amer- 
ican people coal free? The truthis, the Senator from Conne:ticut 
can not answer the proposition, and does not pretend to answer it. 
He simply has the power here, the mere machine power, to vote 
this tax upon the people, and he pr to do it and take the con- 
sequences. It is not a question of justice or injustice. The posi- 
tion can not be justified for a moment, and the honorable Senator 
from Connecticut understands it can not be justified; ani yet ho 
oe or his party proposes, tohoodwink these people const:intly 

nto the support of a policy of this kind. 

Mr. PLA of Connecticut. I simply desire to say. without 
discussing this subject further, that I believe that with a fair pro- 
tection to all the industries of the United States no consumer 
will suffer to the extent of one penny. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, before this amendment is voted 
upon, I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Nera: 
{Mr. ALLEN] to the fact that he assumes in all these debates that 
a protective tariff is of no benefit to the man who actually does 
the labor. 

I desire to call his attention to certain intemperate language 
which he is inclined at times to use in debate. He made tho state- 
ment in open Senate ne geal 3 sor I would be glad to have him 
correct it, because I can not believe he meant it—that there was 
no coal miner in the United States of America who did not le- 
come a pauper within thirty days after his employment ceased, 
I call his attention to the fact that it must be within his know'- 
edge that hundreds of the good citizens of his own State, not 
paupers in any sense of the word, are employed winter after win- 
ter in the coal mines of my State, where they receive remunera- 
tive wages, and they at least believe that there is some benefit to 
the coal miner in a protective tariff upon American cou. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, Mr. President, there is nothing whatever 12 


that. 

Mr. CLARK. I ask the Senator if he insists upon his st: teiment 
made oe 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido, - . ; 

Mr. CLARK. That there is no coal miner in the United States 
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but who becomes a pauper within thirty days after he ceases his | 


labor in the mine? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; I mean to say that is true, and I mean to 
reaffirm it. 2 
about the men who leave their farms in the winter time and go 
into the coal mines for the purpose of earning a living for their 
families. L ' 
professional coal miner, whose occupation is that of a coal miner. 

Mr. CLARK. 
was talking yesterday as to the wage which the coal miners receive, 
if he had then, or has now, any definite knowledge of the daily or 
monthly wage of the ordinary coal miner in the Western mine? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, there is something of an insult in 
the question and in the manner in which it is put, and I do not 
think I—— 


Mr. CLARK, [asked the question because the Senator from 


Nebraska put a direct brand, a direct insult, upon thousands of | 


good citizens of my own State by his intemperate language yes- 
terday, and I have the right to ask it. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the wage, as the Senator seems to know 
so much about it? 

Mr. CLARK. LIask the Senator, in view of his statement yes- 
terday, whether he made that statement with a knowledge of 
what the actual wage of the ordinary coal miner really is? 

Mr. ALLEN. 
were the wages of a certain class of coal miners in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CLARK. Then I understand the Senator in his remarks 
= did net mean to apply it in the broad sense that the 


ECORD gives it—that there was no coal miner inthe United States 


but what became a pauper within thirty days after his employ- 
ment ceased? 

Mr. ALLEN. Idomean to say that there is no professional coal 
miner of the class of which 1 was speaking yesterday—that is, 
contract laborers who are brought from the Slav ports of Europe 
here—— 


Mr. CLARK. Does the Senator—— 
Mr. ALLEN. Let me finish my answer. Do not interrupt me | 


until I invite you to do so. 

As to this class of people who are brought here as contract la- 
borers, and who depend from day to day and from year to year 
upon the coal mining for a livelihood, I did say, and I say now, 


and I defy any gentleman to dispute it, that they do become pau- | 


pers within thirty days after they are thrown out of their occupa- 
tion, and are subjects of public charity. 

Mr. CLARK. Then I ask the Senator if he excepts the coal 
miners of my State and other Western States from the category 
in which he placed them yesterday? 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not think of the Senator nor of his State, 
and was not speaking with reference to it at all. 

Mr. CLARK. 
yesterday. 

Mr. ALLEN. They were the furthest conceivable from my 
thoughts at that time. 

Mr. CLARK. I will call the Senator’s attention, however, to 
the exact language he used. He said: 

There is not a coal miner in the United States to-day who does not become 
a pauper within thirty days after he quits work. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, yes; I know what language I used. 
aa CLARK, I understand now the Senator does not mean 

at? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not know what the Senator understands. 
Iam not responsible for what he understands. 

Mr. CLARK. I ask the Senator whether he adheres to that 
statement or whether he modifies it? 

Mr. ALLEN. As applied to the class of people I was discuss- 
ing. I do adhere to it. 

r. CLARK. Then the Senator adheres to the language that 


all of the coal miners of the United States become paupers within | 


thirty days after they are thrown out of employment? 

Mr. ALLEN. I was speaking, as I said yesterday, about a cer- 
tain class of coal miners who were brought into Pennsylvania 
and into the Eastern States. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Just wait a moment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 

Mr. ALLEN. I was not talking about the State of the Senator 
from Wyoming. I was not thinking about it. I was speaking 
abont acertain class of people brought in here as contract laborers 
from Europe, and in speaking of them I did say—and I reaffirm 
it—that among that class of coal miners there is not one of them 
who, when thrown out of his occupation, is not a pauper in every 
conceivable sense within thirty days after he has left the mines. 

Mr. CLARK. That is not what the Senator said yesterday; 
that is not what is to be inferred from what he said. 


Mr. ALLEN. That is what I say now. 
Mr. CLARK. Iam glad the Senator modifies it. 
Mr. ALLEN. I mean to say—and I will say it so loudly that 


I am not speaking, and was not speaking yesterday, | 


I mean the man who, if I may use the expression, is a | 


I will ask the Senator from Nebraska, when he | 
|} who gets more 





I was speaking yesterday of what was told me | 


I am glad the Senator modifies his statement of | 





- 
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the Senator can hear it if he wants to—I say that in the mines of 


| the State from which the Senator comes they have got a certain 


class of this kind of labor, too 
Mr. CLARK. I say when the Senator makes that statement he 


is making a statement which is absolutely without found yn in 
| fact; that there is not one eontract laborer, so far as my knowl 
edge goes—and I know every coal mine in the State—not one con- 
tract laborer within the State of Wyoming to-day, and there is 


not one white person in the State of Wyoming to-day mining coal 
or less than another mining a like 
coal in a like place. 

Mr. ALLEN. It was but a few years ago that we were r 
to indemnify some Chinese who had been injured out in th: 
oming coa! mines. 

Mr. CLARK. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. And they seemed to have occupied those mines 
toquite an extent. It may be possible that they have gone now 
I do not know; but my understanding is that a portion of them 
are there yet, and that they are contract laborers who were brought 


character of 


juined 
Wy- 


| there for that specific purpose. 


Mr. WILSON. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish to correct one statement the Senator has 
made in regard to contract laborers. In the State of Washington 
the only contract labor we have any knowledge of is that over on 
the British Columbia side. The Senator perhaps is not aware 
that the coal miners in British Columbia are principally Chinese, 
who are employed at a very much less daily rate of wage than coal 
miners on the American side; and it is those laborers in British 
Columbia that we are seeking to be protected from. 

The Senator, of course, is not in favor of Chinese labor, but he 
is indirectly, and perhaps unthinkingly, making a very strong de- 
fense in behalf of the Chinese producing the coal thatis used upon 
the Pacific Coast. 

I have here letters not only from coal companies, but from or- 
ganizations that are owned by the miners themselves, seeking and 
asking and demanding protection against this Chinese labor upon 
the British Columbia side, which is only paid 75 cents and a dol- 
lar a day, and I know the Senator would not be in favor of that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I will submit 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will allow me, as so much is 
being said about contract labor in coal mining, I wish to submit 
a form of contract which the miners in the mines in Pennsylvania, 
Ohio, Indiana, and other States are now forced to sign, and ask 
that it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
for that purpose? 

Mr. ALLEN. I yield for the reading of the paper sent up by the 
Senator from North Carolina. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Will the Senator from Nebraska allow m 


Does the Senator from Nebraska yield 


TheSecretary will read as requested, 


Articles of agreement made and entered into this 
189-, by and between , of , party of the 
Run Coal Company, party of the second part 


day of A.D. 
first part, and the 
Witnesseth, that for and in consideration of the covenants and ag: 
made herein by said second party, the said first party hereby agrees to and 

with said second party as follows, to wit: 

That he will enter the employ of said second party asa miner, cutter, driver, 
or loader of coal at its mine situated in Robinson Township, Allegheny 
County, Pa., and will continue as such until the expiration of his ser eas 
hereafter provided, and that he will well and faithfully perform his 


aduties in 
conformity with the rules and regulations of said company operating said 
mine, and that he will mine, cut, drive, or load coal ata rate of wages based 
upon the rate of cents per ton of 2,000 pounds for pick mining for coal 
over a 1j-inch screen, with nothing to be paid for coal dropping throuch said 


screen, until , 189-, and thereafter so long as he shall remain in the em 
ploy of said coal company, at a rate of wages based upon a charge for pick 
mining as low as that paid by any other operator at any of their mines in 
the “thin vein” district of the Pittsburg coal seam 

Should said party of the second part at any time during the 
contract wish to mine 3-inch coal, then the pay may be computed on t 
of ~ con 3 ar ton of 2,000 pounds for coal over a 3-inch screen, wit 
ing to be paid fer coal dropping through said screen: and if “run of mine,” 
then the pay may be computed at the scale now in force at their min 

And in further consideration as aforesaid, and for the better securing the 


term of this 
basis 


noth 


performance of this contract by me, the party of the first part, [hereby agree 
that the said Moon Run Coal Company shall and they are hereby authorized 
and directed to retain any and all moneys which may be due me, if [ should 
quit their employ without giving reasons satisfactory to the superintendent 
or leaving work, and said sum shall become and be the absolute property of 
said company as liquidated damages for my failure to perform th rms of 


my employment, without further claim or demand by me for the payment of 
the same or any part thereof 

It is mutually understood and agreed between the parties hereto that 
should any dispute arise between them as to the basis under this agreement 
the party of the first part will continue work until the basis can be deter- 
mined by arbitration, as follows: Each party shall elect an arbitrator, and 
the two, if unable to agree, shall select a third, and the decision of a majority 
of the three so chosen shall be the basis, and binding upon both parties 
hereto. 

In consideration of the foregoicg the Moon Run Coal Company do hereby 
agree to employ said - at the compensation and upon the terms 
and conditions above specified from this date as steadily as the conditions of 
trade, car supply, etc., will permit, until ———., 149—, and thereafter until 
said second party shall give the said first party two weeks’ notice of the ter- 
mination of this contract. 
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It is further agreed that all sup or rent furnished the party of & of Lo 

first part at his request on credit of the party of the second part shal 

tute full or part payment, as the case may be. 
In witness whereof the said — —— and ape ~ ya ~ Coal Company 

have hereunto set their hands and seals this — 189. 





oe 


aon: see, 
Nec .—_. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is a combination between the owners of 
these mines. They get together and make an agreement that all 
their operatives shall sign a drastic and unjust contract like that 
which has been read, They force the operatives to accept lower 
wages and then force them to allow the mine owners to reserve 10 
per cent of their wages, which is forfeited under certain condi- 
tions. Itisinfamous. The poor miner gets no protection under 
the tariff. He is at the mercy of a combination of mine owners. 

Mr. President, here is a special dispatch to the Ohio State Journal 
from Pittsburg, Pa., taken from a Republican paper, which cer- 
tainly presents a very strong case for mine 0 Be sage gh 

*. Sana 1 hope the Senator will not take up my time to 
read that 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall not read the article, but will ask that it 
may be printed in the Recorp. It is dated Pittsburg, Pa., April 
9. It shows the condition of the coal miners and how they have 
been treated. It shows that when they have taken out from 24,000 

27,000 pounds of coal, several of the companies have only credited 
them with fifteen or sixteen thousand pounds, refusing the men 
the right to have a check weighman on the tipple to keep their 
accounts. These facts wete developed by the investigation in 
Pennsylvania by the legislature. I ask that the article which I 
send to the desk may be inserted in the Recorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the ab- 
sence of re age 

The article referred to is as follows: 

MINERS COMPLAIN—UNFORTUNATE STATE OF AFFAIRS IN PITTSBURG DIs- 
TRICT—-THOUSANDS OF FAMILIES IN AN ALMOST STARVING CONDITION. 
[Special to Ohio State Journal.) 

PrrTssuRG, Pa., April 9. 


ne investigation of the legislative committe into the condition of the 
minors of the Pittsburg district brought a shocking state of affairs to light 
to-day. About twenty miners from various parts of the ee were heard, 
and these testified that all sorts of schemes were practiced to beat them out 
of their mjareble pittances. Noneof them had earned more than 


y renting shanties from — erator who c them exor- 
bitant aon f for hovels costin eer: the theca te at coal ti 
were and let coal throu a one w =e = fhe screen they were 


not paid for, yet the operators sold the same at a + -o 


Coal miners stated t from er ears’ ceeeenaden te in ‘loading cars they. 
knew the cars held from 24,000 to SS com ies only 
credited them with 15,000 and 16, 000 po unds. the men right to 


have check we mpsonen the le to — their accounts. One witness testi- 
fled hi et coe ais Cheletmen ana had 


he had a wife and ae cuilaren to support. The mines Were all crowds ied with 
diggers. Where 50 men could work a mine and make fair 

are crowded into the pit. Ironclad contracts were offered in e a io 
ing the men signed away all rights to secure a job which would pay them less 
than $15 a month. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have but little further to say upon this very im- 
portant question, for it certainly is important to the consumers of 
coal in this country. 

I want to repeat, and I want toemphasize, and I want to italicize, 
if I can, the fact that the coal miners of this country are the poor- 
est paid class of laborers we have; and I want to emphasize the 
further fact that the law of the United States against the impor- 
tation of contract laborers is absolutely and unqualifiedly set at 


defiance; that the owners of these coal mines bring from any 
of Europe they see fit any class of laborers they see proper; That 
+ ome la rscome under a contract to labor in this country, and 


—— the inspection office by some means—I do not know ow— 
bat — into this country by the thousands and by the hun- 
dreds of thousands. 

I want, Mr. President, to repeat, that the great body of coal 
miners in this country—and I am not speaking now of American 
citizens, but of that class of people who are brought here under a 
—— of contract labor—become paupers within thirty days of 

time they are thrown out of their occupation. In fact, not one 
out of a hundred of them ever leaves his employment with a cent 
in his pocket, and the very contract, which is the consummation 
of infamy itself, which was just read here, shows voonatives at | jority 
that it is the policy of those companies to rob their operatives of 
every dollar they make. Who before ever heard of a contract 
that said that an employee should not leave the service of his em- 
oe without his consent? 

UTLER. I want to say to the Senator from Nebraska 
that when that outrageous contract was forced pe the work- 
men in the mines there was a general reduction of the wages of 
the miner from 69 to 60 cents. 

Mr. ALLEN. I donot doubt that, nor do I doubt that many of 
these miners—and I speak now from having conversed with them— 
when they take 2,200 or 2,300 pounds of coal out of the mines, re- | butts. 
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ceive credit for but 1,400 or 1,500 pounds, and are robbed in ¢),.+ 
way. I have been told that repeatedly by miners who have bu. 
employed in the Eastern coal ine, and yet they do not dar ; 
protest, or if they do ureter, Se are turned out of employim.;): 
and their wives and their m and they themselves ;), 
starve. There isa choice et between being a tramp and a «))),. 
ject of public charity, with some slight spark of manhood lei, 
of engs cone slave of some one of these coal companies. 
dent, this can not always continue. The tim, \)) 
come in the history of this country when the American people wil] 
rise up in their might, and they will change this condition: ;),,., 
will change it not only among the American miners, but they \ {| 
Ciange 5 ty all classes of people. Weare simply layin; ,),, 
against the day of akin The time will come when 
those who abuse this power and who oppress and wrong their (..). 
low-beings will be brought to an account for it; the time wi)| 
come, Mr. President, when those who grant s ial favors to th ese 
great steamship companies and to every organization of that kind, 
and refuse the same privil to the poor farmer or laborer, w),, 
is compelled to expend the last cent he has got to keep himself .,),.) 
his family warm, will be brought to an account for that, to 


Now, Mr. President, if this treason, lam perfectly williy 
that the Senator from W should make the most of it. 
The VICE-PRESID question is on agreeing to the 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska to the amen i- 
ment of the committee, 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeiny 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I send to the desk an amendment which I in 
tend to offer to the bill. I ask that it may be read and printe:|, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment intended to be offered by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

— Secretary read as Ses 


—. That within —— 


reasury shall designate 

tary ofthe’ three of A ser 
under the provisions of 
laws in relation 


passage of this act the Secre 

designate (and may’ trom time Se time c hange said 
= sopree or to , a d 

he act en ginted oF to be appein y the 

collection of the revenues." June 10, ~~ 

more than a majority of the number ‘oresaid to belong 1 
exercise powers and perform the duties 
addition to those now or from time to time to be 


First. They shall thorough! eee ap cenitien of the industries of 

— country upon ictus nqutaavaves ae Sener wine, duties are 

posed Ww or a ani cognate oO terde- 
ent schdiules at tne. fo he from Aad ‘to ti ‘i 


aiteteems 
wares, or merchan( 


cing goods, w 
eae -ineluding espe scially 
i aoe Tiolore entering into and 
Sell aeusenity all informatio mm which 
me eee rates of duty, both with 
with regard also to equalizing 

conditions | between the competitive ae of every kind of this and other 
countries, and in products of other countries should bo 
admitted to this country free of duty. 
duties im d by the var 


Second. They shall carefully 
ous schedules ‘of this act, and of such Yarift acts ax shail bo {20:0 '\ 


time enacted, for the of ascertaining and reporting any errors « 
ualities of rates upon different elements or art 
cn 7 caiee Savy maaeEannNaeS ucts, and such manufacture 1 pre xd 


ut, wha what duties should be epee be specific, ad r= compensation for other duties, 


por cempennd, and generally in- 
udgment necessary 
inconsistencies, or = defects of any ain the scheduies so examine 


tion of the industr 


correction of any inequalitics, 


Third. They shall from time to report to the Secretary « if the 
Treasu veceten tee Ge investigation and otherwise, 
with their recommendations thereon. said report shal) be signed by 
all of said agree to the same; and if any the “eof 
— et either ast the inferences drawn | by the ma- 

rom facts ob ee | or as recommenda 
is or in part, it nod ia one their duty to make, sign, and transmit t> 
the Secretary “Of the Treasu oa report, stating in full the r 


their own recommendations. They sh! 


7 vectiantionnen the Secretary of the Treas 


designated by the Secretary of tho 
may, for = Jrarpeses rposes of their inv 


of part of the Unit 1 
ee ymimber 
to visit forse: & countries 


SEC. --. a ee the Secretary of the Treasury, when 
he shall aed Faaen appraisers reports upo m any 
of schodeien ot ad to cause 


schedule or grou to be printed by the 
aes oe 2 eo copies ot ve. same, ‘with al on ae 3 and ov 
and copies eac. a repo 
wed uatwarity, to evan Sete at the Woe ot Representative bs andof 
alan ba the out of the Secretary of the Treasury to commu!: 
the sams 10 Congross month of December in each year, with his rv 


for their Seenett.aa8 and d embodying 
also make such further 


cate 
m- 


The aan The amendment will be printed. 
Mr. ALLISON. The ment amendment undisposed of is para- 


og mhoeene 
gotering cotton, son meh 


similar material suitable for 
in ca 7. hemp, fax, jute, or jute 
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Mr. WHITE. I desire to inquire whether it is the intention to 
‘bring this matter up separately from bags for grain. I presume 
if the Senator from Iowa would accept the vote which has already 
been had, the test vote upon this matter, we might let the clause 
be incorporated in the bill, for the Senate at least voted with the 
intention of incorporating it in the free list. Is it the intention of 
the Senator from [owa to have another vote upon the proposition, 
with debate upon it? 

Mr. ALLISON. I certainly want a vote. I do not care for the 
debate. These cognate amendments, three or four in number, in- 
yolve five or six million dollars of revenue. Therefore it is an 
important question. 

r. JO of Arkansas. How do they involve five or six mil- 
lion dollars of revenue? I should be glad to have the Senator 
from lowa make an explanation of that. All the cotton bagging 
used in this country is made here; practically none is imported, 
and the only effect of the duty is to enable the domestic manufac- 
turers to increase their prices outrageously and unreasonably and 
to charge exorbitant prices. 

Only a few years ago, by an arrangement made among the cotton- 

manufacturers in the United States, they increased the 
from 7 cents to 14 cents a pound in a single season. The 
mannfacturers would quietly refuse to sell their products to cot- 
ton ters during the time when it was usual to have the sales 
\ would say, ‘* Wait, and we will sell later,” and then 
when the @ came when the cotton planters had to have the 
and it was too late to import it from abroad, suddenly the 
went up from 7 to 14 cents a pound, and the cotton planters 

were robbed of $3,000,000 as a result. 


Practically no revenue comes from cotton bagging. It is all 
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made here. The only purpose of putting it on the free list is to | 


l the American manufacturers to sell it at a fair price, be- 


cause it can be bought at Dundee and Calcutta and brought here | 


if they do not sell for fair prices. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Was the price less when the article 
was on the free list? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Practically no less. The price was 
about the same, from 5 to 6} cents a pound, but it has been im- 


possible, with free bagging under the Wilson Act, for them to | 


raise the price from 7 to 14 cents as they did before, and the men 
who did t came before the committee and frankly told your 
committee that they had done so and said, ‘‘ What are you going 
to do about it?” It was reported to the Senate by a committee. 
The facts are well known to everybody. The purpose of putting 
it on the free list is simply to prevent a combination being made 
by the fourteen or fifteen bagging manufacturers in the United 
States to charge unreasonable and outrageous prices to the farm- 
ers for this product. It is a check that stands all the time against 
unreasonable prices, because the cotton bagging can be imported 
from Dundee and Calcutta. 


Ht 


3 
5 


i 


Ht 


F 


Mr. PETTUS. Mr. Prosident, I have been very anxious to get 
this amendment out of the contest which divides the Chamber. 
Those gentlemen have been engaged in this fight so ably and so 
long that I was in h they would not quarrel about this matter. 
The farmers of the United States ask that two of the articles they 
use—and they will ask the same right as to cotton ties and other 
things of that sort—shall be exempt from taxation. 
of the United States—I am not speaking particularly for my sec- 
tion; I am speaking for ajl the farmers—are taxed from the soles 
of their feet to the top of their head. 

The farmer pays a tax on his shoes, and his socks, and his draw- 
pe his undershirt, and his shirt, and his pants, and his vest, 
his coat, and his hat, and if he happen to wear a necktie he 
a taxon it. He pays a tax also on whatever he uses in his 
ld which he does not in fact produce on hisfarm. He is 
taxed when he lies down, and he is taxed when he gets up. There 
is a tax on his sheet and his bedtick. He is taxed on everything 
that he uses inside of his house—his tin cup and his plate, and his 
cups and his saucers, and his dishes, and his spoons, whether they 

be or silver. 
ow, the only thing we are going to ask to-day is that you ex- 
empt such things as he is absolutely compelled to use in covering 
the products of his labor, and the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
has that weshall alsoexempt the cotton ties that 
go around the uction of the South, and I shall insist that that 
also to be allowed. Does it not look like a modest request 
part of the farmer, who pays a tax on everything in the 
he uses—his plow, and his reapers, and his hoes, and his 
and his screws, his knives, his pocketknife, whether it be 
or a Sheffield ae a if he happens - ae 
luxury of shaving, he to pay a tax on the soap he 
on his face, and the brush which he usestoputiton. He pays 

on everything. 
Task gentlemen on the other side, who care for shipping and 
manufactures and for those who produce coal and iron and the 
like of that, to pause for one moment while they are indulging in 


The farmers | 


| chanic. 
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their taxing proclivities and their protection theories, and just 
give us not protection, but exemption in a small degree from this 
tax. Give us the privilege of putting up our wheat and oats and 
barley and cotton and cotton-seed cake, and our manure and 
whatever we use in that direction, so as to carry them to market. 
You have generously given to the Western farmer some strings 
with which to tie up his products. We now ask further that you 
give him the privilege of having an untaxed bag in which to carry 
his produce to market. 

Senators, I desire to call your attention for a moment 
going to make a long talk to you 





Lam not 
to what you are doing for other 
I have nothing against the manufacturer. He has been 
a very favored citizen of the United States these years, and I do 
not want to say anything against him. The fact of the business 
is I have no war paint on this morning at all. I am asking for 
votes on the other side of the Chamber, and hope to get them. | 
will get them if you will only listen and pay some little respe 

to the reasons. Let us see what you do for the manufacturer. | 
am not going into details, but whenever a manufacturer wants a 
thing—sometimes you call it a raw material and sometimes ap 
pliances and other things to be used by him in his business—the 
general rule is that he gets it on the free list. There are excep 

tions. Ido not mean to say it isuniversal. I will mention a few 
things. 

He needs acids, and those which he needs he gets free. He 
needs dyes. They come in free. Ashes and bones come in free. 
Bolting cloths of silk come in free. He needs Brazilian pebbles 
to make his glasses. He has great use for charcoal and blueclay. 
He wants them, and he wants copper and cork wood and dia- 
monds. He has very great use for diamonds, and I have no 
objection to his having them and having them free. It looks a 
little frightful to put diamonds on the free list, but they are 
rough diamonds; they have not been cut or polished or worked 
upon, and they are extremely useful in many respects to the me 
He bores with them and he does a great deal of work 
with them. They constitute a very useful implement. I wish as 
much consideration had been given to plows, but that is impossible. 

So he gets his diamonds free, and his emery ore and his flints 
and his furs, white enameled glass and glass for optical instru 
ments—in the rough of course—and he gets grasses and vegetable 
fiber of various sorts, and gold-beater’s molds, and gutta-percha, 
and hair, and horns, and ivory tusks, all for the benefit of the 
manufacturer, tobe worked on. Indiarubber, indigo,manganese, 
are allfree. I aim glad he gets his manganese free, and I am glad 
that he gets most of the other things free, because I think he needs 
them free todo his work with. Manganese, I understand, is a very 
essential article with which to line furnaces. Then he goes into 
the smoking line, and he gets free meerschaum—not in pipes; and 
crude minerals, models and patterns of all kinds, provided they 
can not be used as machines—only the model of the machine. He 
ought to have them free. There is no doubt of it. He has them, 
and he has always had them, and I hope he will keep them on the 


| free list. 


Then he gets all his paper stock of every sort free, and mother- 
of-pearl, and shells, and platina, and platinum, and rough shot- 
guns—provided they are single barrel—and raw silk of all sorts, 
and tin and tin ore, whalebone, and logs of wood; and then he 


| gets all of the foreign woods free generally. 





I have named only a few of the articles that the manufacturer 
gets free, absolutely free, for his use. I am not quarreling with 
his having them on the free list at all. [am not making any ob 
jection to it; but, Mr. President, let us go one step further. Sup- 
pose by chance you put a duty on some material that a manufac- 
turer has to use. Thatisalittle shocking toour sensitive system, 
but we have a plaster for that. We at once turn around and we 
give him a duty by way of compensation. In other words, we give 
him a bounty in the shape of an increased tax on the article into 
which he manufactures the raw material. 

We have heard a great deal during the discussion of this bill in 
reference to compensation to be allowed the manufacturer for any 
duty thatis put on raw material. We have heard a great deal said 
about the sugar trust, and gentlemen have been ciphering here for 
weeks to ascertain how much bounty is paid to the sugar trust to 
induce them to refine the raw sugar imported into the United 
States. Gentlemen have dispated, saying that it is all the way 
from 1 cent a pound down to fifty-six one-hundredths of a cent a 

and, I think. Nobody has gone under fifty one-hundredths, I 

lieve—that is, one-half of 1 cent per pound—as the compensa- 
tion which we pay to the manufacturer of sugar. 

Iam not now debating the question whether these compensa- 
tions ought to be paid or not. We have had a tax put on for 
the protection of the cotton of the United States, an infant indus- 
try in our country, and straightway—for it was logical, and I did 
not complain of the Senator from Iowa for putting it on, and he 
put it on very graciously and very emphatically—a tax of 10 per 
cent compensation was put on in addition to other duties on 
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manufactured cotton articles. I am not complaining of that and 
I am not complaining of any of these acts of compensation which 
I call bounties, 

Gentlemen on the other side contend that it is right. 
going to quarrel with them on that subject now. I will defer it 
toa more convenient season. But you do give the manufacturers 
compensation whenever you tax any = of their raw material, 
and you do not tax much of it, and when you do tax it you put 
the tax on lightly. 

If you would stop at that, some persons might suppose it was a 
reasonable kind of a protective tariff, although they do not under- 
stand it. There are a great many of us who have never beenable 
to see through it, and [ do not expect we ever will. But they do 
not stop at that. They not oniy give them the free raw material, 
or, if you should happen to tax them a little, give them a compen- 
sation, which is always fourfold at least the duty on the raw ma- 
terial, except in one or two instances where the bill specificall 
says it shall be three times as much, for which we are thankful; 
but after getting throngh with all that they say, ‘‘ Well, we are 
sorry for you; we did tax your raw material somewhat; we 
compensated you for that, however, by giving you a duty on 
the manufactured article in addition to your other duties. But 
if you are at all angry about it, we will give you a ‘ draw- 
back.’” And you do give drawbacks, and you give them in vast 
amounts. Gentlemen who have not looked at the subject of draw- 
backs have little comprehension of the amount of money which 
goes through that hole. The doctrine of drawbacks had its origin 
away back in the beginning of our history, and I want to call at- 
tention to the amount of drawbacks allowed in the early days. 
It was 5 cents a quintel, or 5 cents a barrel on salt fish and 5 cents 
a barrel on salted provisions, and that was all there was of it. 

There was no such thing in the early days except the 5 cents on 
salted fish and 5 cents on salted provisions, which was allowed in 
the shape of a drawback, and that was because the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] or one of his ancestors happened to be there 
and protested against the duty on sali, and they said, ‘‘ By way of 
oe these men for the tax we put on salt, we will give 
them a drawback of 5 cents a barrel on salt fish and salted provi- 
sions.” 

Well, when you start in a certain road, whether it is protecting 
or drawing back from the Government, it is a very rapid motion. 
The next time they spoke on this subject they made it 10 cents. 
They just doubled it; but they confined it to those two subjects; 
and it was to compensate the Missourians, I suppose, although 
they were not known in those days, for having to pay a tax on 
salt; and they expressly declared it to be so. But from that day 
to this there has been one continued stream of additions of draw- 
backs. Why, Mr. President, they first putin all articles that were 
shipped to the United States and immediately shipped out in the 
same packages, without breaking the bulk to any degree. They 
were allowed to draw back their money which they paid the Gov- 
ernment when they were going to reship these articles without 
changeof any sortor description. The drawbacks grew and grew 
and multiplied, 

The next form in which they put it was, if you pay a duty on 
the raw material, manufacture it into goods, certain useful arti- 
cles, and ship them abroad, you shall have back your money; you 
shall draw it back. Now, there is no other human being except 
the manufacturer who is allowed such a privilege as that. ° 
other ‘human being is allowed it. 

So the drawbacks went on—I do not want to weary you with 
my discussion of this subject—and it went on until the date of 
the Walker tariff in the forties—in 1846; and there they curtailed 
the thing down again. They cut off all these drawbacks except 
the specified thing of importing and exporting. Well, it looked 
as if they had no use for money and they wanted to pay it all out 
after they had got it into the Treasury. 

From that day to this, every time a tariff has been mentioned 
in Congress, a new drawback has been addled. You can not find 
a tariff bill that does not add a new drawback, and the Democrats 
have been doing the same sort of thing that the gentlemen on the 
other side of the Chamber have done. 

There is one very peculiar oe this drawback that 1 
want to call your attention to. henever you come to enact a 
general tariff law, you have a general provision always providing 
that all drawbacks heretofore allowed are hereby continued in 
full force, and others are added toit. When you came to enact 
the McKinley law, which you talked so much about, that general 
provision was put in it, ‘‘all drawbacks heretofore allowed are 
continued in force.” 

When you gentlemen on this side of the Chamber considered 
the Wilson bill, you put into it ‘all drawbacks heretofore allowed 
are hereby continued in force,” and then you added some more. 
And here in this bill there is a provision that *‘all drawbacks here- 
tofore allowed are hereby continued in force,” and then you go on 
to add others, and you have just added another one a few moments 
ago. When coal is brought in, if it is used for our ships, the duty 
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is not payable; it is to be refunded. Well, I am not quarreling 
about that eres but I will oo say to the gentlemen on 
the other side of the Chamber that of all the inventions that ever 
were made to defraud the Government of the United States of its 
revenue according to your own laws that you make, this doctring 
of drawbacks stands in the front and has taken more money out 
of the Treasury of the United States than all the balance of th, 
frauds put together. 

Mr, President, here is this matter of iron. You import iro) 
into the United States and you put your duty on it, but the pro- 
vision is that if that is manufactured into anything else ay 
shipped out of the United States you get back your duty—99 per 
cent of it under the Wilson law and the McKinley law. I think 
it is 99 per cent under this bill. But it is about all of it. Now. 
when our forefathers undertook to give a drawback at all they 
had a machinery about it that looked like they understood huma) 
nature, and I hope they did. At all events, they did know that 
the Good Book said, ‘‘ Lead us not into temptation,” and there. 
fore they did not lead the importers into temptation. 

The goods that were imported into the United States were put 
into a United States warehouse, and were kept by United States 
officers and were guarded by a United States officer, and they were 
not allowed to go an inch out of that warehouse until the duty 
was paid. Finally, however, they invented an idea of giving bond 
for the duty. After that was invented, directly contrary to the 
Bible, the whole people of the United States making importations 
were invited into this field of temptation. Iron imported into the 
United Statescould gointoa Government warehouse, into a bonded 
warehouse, into the manufacturing establishments anywhere, by 
giving a bond, and when manufactured and shipped the duty was 
paid back to the extent of 99 per cent. And who knew it was the 
same article that was imported? How could that be known’ 

Mr. President, I am going to tell you a little experience. I live 
away down on the Gulf, but we had an idea down there that we 
could make nails. A gentleman at Brierfield, in Alabama, under- 
took to make nails. In the first place, he bought the best nail 
machine that could be made in the United States. He paid largely 
for it. It was a fine establishment. I have looked at it many a 
time, and so has my colleague [Mr. MorGan]. It was a fine es- 
tablishment. It was a large mill, and it manufactured the best 
nails ever made of iron, and it had the best iron to make them of. 
The iron was so tough thai artillery could be made out of it in the 
pig by simply casting it. 

ow, with that sort of iron and that sort of a machine he made 
the best nails that ever were made of iron, but he could not sell 
them. He could not sell the nails. The other man undersold 
him by about half a dollar or more, and he finally got down to 
where he could not sell at all for any profit, and then he thought 
there must be something wrong about it. Other nail manufac- 
turers were making money. This was in the olden times, before 
we got down to as low a pecuniary condition as we are now. So 
he wert to New England, and he went all over the New England 
States to the nail mills, and wherever he went he tried to get sone 
information about his nails. The gentlemen were very courteous 
and polite to him, and showed him all about their mills aud what 
they did, and he ascertained that his mill was as good as any of 
them, and his iron much better, and his nails much better; but he 
could not sell them. He could not learn the reason. 

Finally he went to the center of all knowledge, Wall street, in 
New York, and applied to a broker who was engaged in the ship- 
ment of nails to foreign countries. He agreed to employ him to 
~“ and sell his nails, and he readily undertook the job, the 
broker not exactly knowing what he was doing. They talked it 
over, and the commissions were all arranged. He was to have the 
whole business of the shipment of the nails and the command of 
it. The owner had failed to make money himself, and he wanted 
some man who was smart enough to do it. But after they had 
the contract all written out the broker said, ‘‘ By the way, sir. 
where do i get your iron?” Said the owner, ‘‘I get it out of 
the ground; it is the very best iron for making nails there is in 
the world; it is the softest and the toughest. J get it right out o! 
the ground at my nailery.” The broker studied a while, and said, 
“My friend, I can not undertake your business, I can not sell 
your nails, You see, nails are made of iron, and iron is imported, 
and when imported they get a drawback on the export, and they 
have got just that much advantage of you.” 

Now, that is the strangest advantage in the world. How could 
they have any advantage? Mr. President, it was simply because 
they imported one sort of iron and exported a different sort. 
That is it. It is a little, small matter of making papers about It, 
but in that way thousands upon thousands of dollars go impro}- 
= out of the Treasury of United States. : 

just speak of this nail business. That is only asample. It is 
a mere sample of what can be done in that line in the way of ap- 
propriating the revenues of the United States to individual pur- 


poses, ; 
Mr. President, the manufacturers not only get the free material, 
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as a general rule, or, if taxed atall, they get a duty by way of com- 
pensation on the finished article. But then they get this enormous 

whack. Iam not quarreling with them now on that subject; 
but we just ask you to give us the privilege of putting up in a free 
bag our crops made at home, that the farmers make, whether it 
be grein or other farm produce. Give us the chance to put it up 
in a free bag, and wrap the cotton with free cotton bagging, and 
to tie our -—— with free strings, and our hay and whatever else 
we choose. ou have already given us that, however, and we are 
asking now for free bags and free bagging. Gentlemen, if you 
look us straight in the face, you will be bound to say that it is a 
very modest request. 

We are manufacturers ourselves. Wemanufacture cotton into 
such a condition that you can spin it, and we manufacture wheat 
into such a condition that you can grind it. We want nice, clean 
bags to send you the oats in, and we want nice, clean bags to send 
the wheat to the mill if we do not choose to shipit in bulk. In 
other words, we want the wrapping of what we make free from 
duty; and as we pay a tax on everything we eat, everything we 
drink, and everything we wear, and all our household plunder, do 
give us this free wrapping for the produce of our labor. 

Mr. MANTLE. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkan- 
sas, who, I believe, is pretty well informed upon matters relating 
to the particular point now under discussion, what the importa- 
tions have been of the material included in the paragraph we are 
now speaking of? What revenue has been derived, and what has 
been the total consumption in the United States? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The revenue derived under the 
McKinley Act on this item, as shown by the comparative state- 
ment on page 175, submitted by the majority of the committee, on 

ing worth more than 6 cents per square yard, was $12,970. 
r. MANTLE. Twelve thousand dollars? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Twelve thousand dollars, the entire 
amount. The estimate by the committee is that they will get 
$36,000 from it. That is three times as much as came in under 
the McKinley law. How they expect to get it, or where they 
e t to get it, I do not know. 

r. MANTLE. NowI wish to ask what was the duty under 
the McKinley law? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was 1.6 cents per square yard 
valued at 6 cents or less, and 1.8 cents per square yard valued 
above 6 cents. 

Mr.MANTLE, How does that rate compare with the propesed 


duty? 

r. JONES of Arkansas. The present rate is half a cent a yard 
and i5 per cent ad valorem, which is equivalent to 27 per cent. I 
do not know how it would compare with the other rate. 

Mr. MANTLE. Now I should like to ask the Senator, if Iam 
not troubling him too much, what is the value of the total con- 
sumption in the country? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is about 70,000,000 yards. 

Mr. MANTLE. And the value? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is about 6cents a yard. There 
are 10,000,000 bales of cotton. It takes about 7 running yards of 
baggin to cover a bale of cotton. 

r. LISON. Four cents is said to be the value, according 
to the statement. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That may be the import value, but 
nobody buys it at that price here. 

Mr. ALLISON. In speaking of duties, we always speak of 


et values. 

. JONES of Arkansas. That is the import value, perhaps. 
There is very little imported. There never has been much im- 
—_ There are about fifteen bagging mills in the United 


I will say to the Senator from Montana that about the only 
effect of putting bags on the free list was to prevent a combina- 
tion amongst the bagging manufacturers to compel the cotton 
— to pay unreasonable prices for bagging. There has 

no material reduction in the price of bagging as the result 
of putting it on the free list; but just before the McKinley Act 
went into effect, or about that time, there was, on one occasion 
that I remember, an agreement made between all the bagging 
manufacturers except one. Ihave forgotten the name of that one. 
I would be glad to mention it if I recollected the name. I think 
it was a Connecticut mill. 
A proposition was quietly and secretly made amongst them to 
to put their prices up without its being known publicly. 
one mill refused to go into it. The remainder went into the 
agreement. When parties wanting bagging would write to the 
mills to make their contracts, as they were in the habit of doing 
some months before the bagging was used, they would answer 
that they were not ready then to make contracts. It was quietly 
put off until the time to begin to pack the cotton, when the price 
was bs baey | from an average of 6 or7 cents to 12 or 14 cents. It 
was oubled. 
It was impossible then to have bagging manufactured in Cal- 
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cutta or Dundee and have it brought over, because it is not pro- 
duced in any quantity except on special orders, and there was no 
chance to manufacture it and bring it into the country before the 
cotton season was over, which lasts only about ninety to one hun- 
dred and twenty days. , : 

The result was that cotton cloth was woven, for the purpose of 


wrapping cotton, into bagging. Chambers of commerce refused 
to receive the bales of cotton as merchantable because they were 
not wrapped in the ordinary way. There were these desperate 


efforts made to protect themselves against the schemes of the 
manufacturers. 

The Finance Committee sent for the men who were engaged in 
this scheme. They brought them into the Finance Committee 
room here, and the men who organized it said frankly and brutally 
to the members of the committee, ‘‘ Yes, we made this organiza 
tion. Weare compelling these people to pay these extra prices. 
What are you going to do about it?” That was stated here. | 
quoted the words here in the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May I ask the Senaton 
Arkansas a question? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does not the Senator think thata 
combination of that sort could be made just as well with bagging 
on the free list if the parties were disposed to do it? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It can not be done. With bagging 
on the free list it can be brought here cheaper than with taxed 
bagging. The result of the fact that bagging is on the free list is 
that people may have bagging made in Calcutta or in Dundee. 
As a rule,it is not made in Dundee now, but it has been made in 
Calcutta. A small quantity docs come from Calcutta, and on 
very short notice it can be manufactured in considerable quan- 
tities; but the fear of the competition coming from Calcutta keeps 
the price of bagging at something like a fair rate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But if anybody chooses to enter 
into such an unconscionable contract as to donble the price of 
cotton bagging from 7 cents up to 14, Ido not see how the ques- 
tion of a little duty on it affects the matter one way or the other. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It does affect it. The only effect 
that the duty can have is to promote this unholy combination to 
the extent that the tax goes. There can be no apology nor reason 
for putting a tax on this article. Nobody says it is an infant in- 
dustry. It has been a profitable business for years. It has had 
absolute control of the American market for years, an] has on one 
occasion used it for an unholy purpose in this way. I say that 
people who have so acted are entitled to no consideration, even 
from the standpoint of a protectionist, at the hands of the Senate 
of the United States. 

Mr. MANTLE. I agree with the Senator, the facts being as he 
states them, that they are not entitled to protection. Iam trying 
to get some practical information, for | have not had the time nor 
have I been able to get all the facts myself. I understand that 
under the McKinley law there was a tariff upon this article. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANTLE. And under that law the importations were very 
small indeed in relation to the whole quantity used. I gather that 
from what the Senator from Arkansas has said. Under the Wil- 
son law bagging was placed upon the free list. Now, I want to 
inquire how much was imported under the Wilson law when it 
was upon the free list? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There were 1,600,000 pounds imported 
under the Wilson law and there was about 900,000 pounds im- 
ported under the McKinley Act. 

Mr. MANTLE. So it made very little difference. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, The importations were not very 
largely increased. , 

Mr.MANTLE. Now, one furtherquestion. I understand that 
the duty proposed under this bill increases the rate over the Mc- 
Kinley law? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I can not compare the rates. I do 
not know. This is a rate of 27 per cent. The McKinley law 
charged a tax of 1.6 cents and 1.8 cents a yard, which was more 
than 1} cents. On a valuation of 6 centsa yard it would be some- 
where in the neighborhood of 30 per cent, I should say. 

Mr. "PLATT of Connecticut. I think that the McKinley rates 
averaged about 40 per cent. 

Mr. MANTLE. The important fact which seems to be brought 
out is that even after it was placed on the free list the importa- 
tions increased very slightly and the American manufacturers 
continued to furnish the article. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. There is no question of that. 

Mr. MANTLE. I want to ask the Senator just one other ques- 
tion. What relation does the material referred to in paragraph 
4734 bear to burlaps and bags for grain made of burlaps in para- 
graph 493}? 

Mr. WHITE. Right there I was about to suggest that I think 
the amendment proposed, if it is designed to make it certain and 
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that no doubt should be entertained that grain bags are included, 





should have added to it ‘‘ burlaps and bags for grain made of bur- 


laps,” being the language used in the present law. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not know what the proposed 
amendment covers. I sent to the desk to get it, and the language 
sent to me covers only cotton bagging. 

Mr. WHITE. It reads: 

Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and similar fabrics suitable for covering 
cotton, com of s iv yarns, made of jute, jute butts, or hemp; 
— fabrics, bags, and sacks of single jute or hemp yarns, tw whatever 

I think it was designed to include grain bags, but in order to 
make it more certain, if such was the design of the Senator from 
Alabama offering it, I suggest that there be added to it “ burlaps 
and bags for grain made of burlaps,” being the language of the 
present law. Then there can be no doubt about the inclusion of 


ain bags. 
erThe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment offered June 21 by the Senator from Arkansas and now be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My understanding was that it is an 
amendment offered by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrus]. 

Mr. WHITE. Offered June 30. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to insert paragraph 
= was offered by the Senator from Arkansas, and the Secretary 
will read it. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

4734. ing for cotton, gunny cloth, and all similar material suitable for 
covering cotton, composed wholly or in part of hemp, flax, jute, or jute butts. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I offered that amendment, and it is 
intended to cover and does cover cotton bagging alone; but I un- 
derstood the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrus] to offer another 
proposition which was intended to be taken as a substitute for the 
amendment which I had offered and which was pending. 

Mr. WHITE. That is the amendment I have before me and 
which I have just read. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If that is the amendment to be con- 
sidered at this time, I think it ought to be confined to cotton bag- 
ging alone, or else the language suggested by the Senator from 

alifornia should be inserted, use there ought not to be any 
doubt as to whether it includes burlaps as well as grain bags, if 
it is intended that they shall be included. The language sub- 
mitted by me is the language under which cotton bagging alone 
has been made free all along, and it applies to nothing but cotton 


ging. 
vag MAN TLE. I understand the Senator from California pro- 
poses to amend it so as to include burlaps and bags for grain. I 
think the two ought to go together. 
Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator from California include in that 
Oe WHITE. 4 to d th dm posed by 
r, . I propose to amend the amendment pro 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrus] by adding thereto the 
following language: 
Burlaps and bags for grain, made of burlaps. 


Which is the language found in the free list in the Wilson law. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, what aoa have been 
yoted out of the bill by a vote of the Senate? Were they para- 
graphs 339, 341, and 342? Am 1 right in that? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary informs the Chair that 
that-is correct. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Now, the amendment pending be- 
fore the Senate is practically placing in the free list one of 
bagging paragraphs, namely, bagging for cotton. I understand 
the Senator from California (ier. HITE] now desires to also place 
upon the free list peere 341, which is ‘“ Bags or sacks made 
from plain woven fabrics, of single jute yarns,” etc. 

Mr, PETTUS. That is already in the amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. If that includes ‘“burlaps and bags for e, 
made of burlaps,” very well. I dd not care to have any doubt 
about it, and so I have added to the. poe of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama the words ‘‘burlaps and bags 

grain, made of burlaps,” so that there may be no ambigni: 
about it. Will the Senator from Alabama accept the cma 
ment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the amendment be reported from 
the desk, so that we may understand the precise form it is now in, 

The Seeretary read as follows: 

for cotton, gunny cloth, and similar fa suitable for co 
cotton, com of clagle Soren, made of jute, jabe atte or hem "plain 
woven fabrics, , and sacks, of single jute or yarns, by whe ver 
name known; burlaps and bags for grain, made of burlaps. 

Mr. WHITE. I think by striking out from the words “‘single 

arns” down to the word ** known” a it would read a little 
tter, tho the meaning is plain enough. 

Mr. MIL I understand that paragraph 840 has been voted 


out as well as paragraphs 339, 341, and 342. 
Mr. P y were all stricken out, 
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Mr. MILLS. But the mane oy f has read paragraph 342. 
Mr. PETTUS. Paragraphs 339, 341. and Bae ~ put on { 





free list by the amendment as amended by the Senator from (',, 
fornia . WuirTe}. | 


Mr. GRAY... Ad -. Migay nF in order that it may cert, 


be included, as it probably is included in the genera! langua,. 


the insertion. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PETTUS. If the Senator will allow me one momen: 
want to get the matter understood. I want theSecretary to <;,;, 
which aphs have been stricken from the bill. : 

The SECRETARY. Paragraphs 339, 340, 341, and 342, 

Mr. MILLS. Then I was right. 

Mr. MANTLE. Bearing directly upon this question, I hay. . 
letter here—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator permit me jus; , 
moment? ; 

Mr. MANTLE, Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think that this amendment s)\\);\\| 
be put in proper shape before we get away from it. The pendine 
amendment is: 

ng for cotton, n cloth, and similar b: or covering 
a Ss of ae run, made of jute, See ian —_ 

That covers bagging. Nowit is proposed to include the word.- 

Plain woven fabrics, bags, and sacks of single jute or hemp yarns, |)y  )\..: 
ever name known. : 

Then the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] proposes t) 
additional words: 

Burlaps and bags for grain, made of burlaps. 

I think, as thus proposed, the amendment will be in proper 
shape, and I will agree to accept it as a substitute for the one | 
have proposed. I suggest to the Senator@rom Alabama thai |. 
accept it in _ mages ci “aes ar tatene woven fab- 
rics, bags, and sacks sing. arns, whatever name 
known,” so as to read: r 

for octten, gueay cloth, and similar fabrics, suitable for covering 


Bagging 

tton, of } . made of jute, jute butts. or hemp: and 
eee gre, adhe af burlaps. ; is ons 

Mr. PETTUS. Ido not understand what the Senator asks ine 


to goons. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I that there shall be stricken 
out of the amendment as pro by the Senator the words: 

Plain woven fabrics, bags, and sacks of single jute or hemp yarns. |\y 
whatever name known. 

And that in lieu of those words there shall be inserted what lias 
Sen ee by the Senator from California (Mr. Wut}, the 
words: 

Burlaps and bags for grain, made of burlaps. 

Mr. PETTUS. Then raph 341 would be still open. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Paragraph 341 is out of the bill. It 
is not in existence. 

Mr. PETTUS. Is it not on the free list? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No; it is out of the bill. It is not in 
existence, This isa proposition to put an item on the free list, 
which will be a substitute for what was taxed in paragraphs 3:)\), 


, and 342. 

Mr. MILLS. That is right. 

Mr. PETTUS. Iwant Senator to understand that I am ‘e- 
sirous of ee the grain bags from this tax, but I am also 
desirous ing the other bags that are used for fertilizers 
and cotton seed and cotton-seed meal, and all that class of far 


, MANTLE. This amendment will cover that. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; I 80. 
Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, bearing directly — this ques- 
tion, lam in receipt of a letter, which mme has been ad- 
dressed to all Senators here, from the Bradley Fertilizer Company, 
of Boston, Mass, I ask that the Secretary read the letter. [i 
seems to me to the point and to be rather important. 

The VICE-PR ENT. The Secretary will read as requeste|, 


in the absence of objection. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Boston, June 28, 189° 
Dear Stir: We earnestly hope ee the Geht gor lessen 


IMGo refer to burlap 40 inches wide “the daty 
e refer to bu 40 inches and under, the duty on which was cvv- 
ered paragraph 339, Schedule J. Wider widths are used for other than 
and we do not object toa duty on such wider wit! 
Congress deems advisable, but we most earnestly hope that you will 
make no compromise on burlap 40 inches and under. Fractically al! —— 
e amoun 


used ; ae. Sor ne fertilizers 
ep imnd purpeses comprising 80 to 90 per cent of all the burlap used 1" 
‘Againet the argument that the duty is required 


: 


revenue purposes, Ww’ 


f 
claim that the farmers can not afford and should not be asked to pay it. 
the argument that the duty is Seep ere nee ome Pea 
claim for 


jon comes 


ous Sate Mille. of and committee has 

from fhe Seal thet thas $1,000,000 invested in a plant 

se manufacture of bur’ walks tho muctensd value of this entire prop 
, including real estate, and machinery, is but $300,000. 
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This company was formed in 1877, and, notwithstanding the existence of a 
dut: open Wah tocy te of about 30 per cent for over twenty years prior to 
thew have never succeeded in establishing this industry, and 
yet the committee were led to believe that the Aldrich tariff, which imposed 
a duty of less than 30 per cent, would enable this industry to flourish here. 

By securing ® duty upon both burlap and burlap sacks the pragose to 
make a few seamless sacks, and in order to capeert this industry 
they ask Congress to im a duty upon the farmers of the whole country 

the extent of two at one-half million dollars. The proposition is prepos- 

on the face of it. It would be far better for the Government to pay 
an annual subsidy to this mill equivalent to the profit that they expect to 


make on 8. 

Even were it admitted, for the sake of 
amount of were invested ina t in Brooklyn, or at any other point 
in the United States, for the manufacture of burlap cloth, we claim that such 
an investment would be ill-advised and could never rosper in competition 
with which controls the jute of the world and has the cheapest labor 
onearth. A duty far greater t that given by the Dingley bill will never 
suffice to maintaia t industry here against such odds. India must and 
will hold our market for her burlap, even if she is driven to placing an ex- 
port duty upon her jute as an offset inst any import duty placed by us 
upon her burlap. policy has y been agitated yd India. 

lap imposes a direct tax egoa ovens armer in the land 

n or buys a bag of fertilizer, and handicaps our farm- 

ues in competition with other agricultural coun- 
world. 








ment, that any considerable 


BRADLEY FERTILIZER CoMPANY, 
ROB. T. BRADLEY, President. 
Hon. Les MANTLE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. MANTLE. Mr. President, to my mind that letter very 
soreteay peeoente the argument in favor of placing this material 
upon the free list. I have said here upon more than one occasion 
during this debate that in my opinion the farmers of the country, 
from the very nature of the case, are the last ones to receive a 
direct benefit from a pa tariff. It arises out of their voca- 
tion, from the very nature of their occupation. They are henefited 
in a measure, according to my view as a protectionist, and that 
benefit grows out of the diversification of the industries of the 
country, the employment of labor in other branches of industry, 
and the creation in this way of a local demand for mon of the 
products of the farm. To that extent they derive a benefit. 

But when we remember that of the great staple products, nota- 
bly cotton, wheat, and some others, we produce a surplus, and 
that the farmers are therefore compelled to seek the open markets 
of the world, and that the home price of their product is thereby 
fixed by the world’s market, we at once appreciate the inequality 
which exists with respect to the benefits to be derived from a pro- 
tective tariff. 

After some investigation, Mr. President, I have arrived at this 
conclusion, and I have felt and I now feel that whenever the oppor- 
tunity ts in the formation of a tariff for giving some benefit 
by g articles which the farmer must of necessity use upon the 
free list, without injury to any American industry, the oppor- 


tunity ought to be improved. 

It not appear that by placing this article on the free list we 
are to injure any American industry, for it is stated here 
that the Wilson law, with this material on the free list, 
its im has increased but a trifle over and above the im- 


under the McKinley law, nor is there any reason to 
ve that it will. It seems that the home manufacturer, even 
under free ing, has supplied the American market. 

It must follow, in this view of the case, that if a duty is im- 
posed it will result in enhancing the cost of this material to the 
consumer, who is the farmer of the United States. Under these 
cireumstances it must so result, although this is not usually the 


result of a ve tariff. 
Mr. WILSON. Tine the Senator from Montana any informa- 


tion to show whether, when that article was placed upon the free 

list wae the Wilson law, the farmer received any benefit in the 
a rice? 

. MANTLE. Paia not inquire as to that, but the important 

fact to be borne in mind is that the importations did not mate- 

rially increase, that they were infinitesimal in relation to the whole 

amount of the article consumed. 

Mr. ALLISON. The provision referred to only applied to bag- 
ging for cotton. It does not apply to all the other articles now 
mentioned in this amendment. ging for cotton has been made 
in this country for a long time, but there are large importations 
of other bagging, and there have been under all other tariff laws 


as well as under the Wilson law. 
Mr. MANTLE. The letter just read refers to a factory en- 


in this ind which, it is said, is nominally assumed to 
$4,000,000 capital invested in this industry, but which the 
of that letter states emphatically has not more than $300,- 
invested, and that, notwithstanding a duty of 30 per cent under 
laws for twenty years, the industry has not materially 
In any event, assuming and conceding that what the dis- 
chairman of the Finance Committee says is true, I still 
tain that if we can in any way fairly favor the great agri- 
interests of this country in the framing of this proposed 
certainly ought to do it. 
understood that I am not opposed to a protective tariff, but 
y im with this idea, that in the very nature 
the great body of the farmers of this country are the 


if 


4 


i 
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least benefited by a protective tariff, and that in framing this 
bill and adjusting these matters we ought to try to be just to all 
elements of the country. I know that is the intention of the 
committee, and I do not mean by anything I say to reflect upon 
them in any manner. I am sorry to differ with them: but these 
are my views, and holding these views I feel constrained to vote 
on these occasions, even though a protectionist, against these 
particular items, because I believe there is more justice and more 
equity in voting to put these particular articles upon the free list 
than there is m making them dutiable. 

There are, I respectfully submit, Mr. President, other things upon 
which this same amount of revenue may be raised. [ made a propo- 
sition the other day to place other raw skins, aside from cattle hides, 
upon the dutiable list—goatskins, which are imported annually 
to the amount of $10,000,000 or $12,000,000 worth. A duty of 20 
per cent ad valorem would make up the deficit which would be 
created by placing these particular items now under discussion 
upon the free list. Goatskins, when manufactured, enter into 
the very finest quality of articles in which leather is used, articles 
which approximate what are termed luxuries, such as kid gloves 
and the very finest quality of shoes, and things of that sort. 

It does seem to me that, as between the item of burlaps and 
bagging and the item of these high-grade skins to which I have 
referred, it would be far more equitable and just to exchange the 
— and transfer it to this item of raw skins. 

r. HAWLEY. Does the Senator bear in mind that goatskins 
are not produced to any extent in this country? 

Mr. MANTLE. There are nota great many, although there are 
a@ great many more than we find accounted for in the Treasury 
statistics bearing upon this subject. There are in the State of 
Texas alone—and I had a communication printed in the Recorp 
the other day showing that there are accounted for upon the local 
record over 250,000 goats, while the statistics of the Treasury De- 

rtment only give about 41,000. So we can not rely upon the 

reasury statistics. In any event, by free importation the skins 
to which I refer, and notably sheepskins, which are thicker and 
coarser and inferior to goatskins, come directly into competition 
with cattle hides in the manufacture of shoes. The product is 
very deceptive, and many people buy it under the impression that 
they are buying cowhide shoes, not knowing the difference. 
Therefore those skins come into competition with cattle hides. 
desire again,in this connection, to call the attention of the 
comiiittee to the fact that leaving these other skins upon the free 
list is a direct injury to the manufacturer and the tanner engaged 
in finishing and tanning and the manufacturing of cowhides. It 
places them at a disadvantage with their competitors in the trade, 
who are enabled to bring in a vast amount of sheepskins and goat- 
skins which, in a measure, enter into competition with cowhides. 
There is no reason in the world why these other skins should not be 
compelled to pay some sort of a duty, a revenue duty, at least, if 
nothing more. It is a perfectly legitimate item on which to place 
@ revenue duty. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, inasmuch as my friend from 
Montana [Mr. MANTLE] has had read here a letter from a dealer 
in burlaps and sacking in Boston, who is engaged in selling a fer- 
tilizer, and therefore would like to place the profits in bags, if 
there are any, into his own exchequer, it is only fair that I should 
offer an antidote for that letter in the form of one which comes 
from a manufacturer in the State which I have the honor in part 
to represent. 

I want to say, parenthetically, that I believe each Senator upon 
this floor is in sympathy with the great agricultural interests of 
thiscountry; that none of us would intentionally cast a vote which 
would cripple that great industry, which is the source of all wealth. 
When the Recnee of the country do not prosper, there is general 
depression in every other branch of business in the land. We all 
have a common object in view. We want a good Government, 
we want wise laws, and we want those laws honestly and faith- 
fully administered. We want to do that which will bring the 
greatest good to the greatest number, and we only differ as to the 
means by which we may arrive at that end. 

I believe that placing a moderate duty upon burlaps to cover 
the difference between the wages paid in this country and in other 
countries where they are manufactured by peon labor, in Cal- 
cutta, and the East Indies, would be the best safeguard for the 

rotection of the farmers of this country; for there is a great trust 
in burlaps, bags, and sacking, which commenced in free-trade 
England; in Dundee, Scotiand, and then changed its base of oper- 
ations from that country to India. That trust to-day—and I speak 
advisedly—in anticipation of what we may do here, placing, as 
they believe we will, burlaps on the free list, have already entered 
into a combination whereby the prices of burlaps and grain bags 
will be advanced to the consumers of this country. 

But I shall not weary the Senate. I only ask that the Secretary 
may read the communication I have here, nof from a merchant, 
not from a broker, or a commission man, but from manufacturers. 

Mr. MANTLE. If the Senator from California will pardon me, 
I wish to say that it is not quite clear to me how the profits on 
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these bags, if placed on the free list, would find their way into the 
pockets of the people who deal in fertilizers. 

Mr. PERKINS. If my friend will listen to the reading of the 
communication, he will then learn that there are great trusts in 
other countries, who have formed a combination whereby the 
prices of burlaps, grain bags, and fertilizer sacks are advanced to 
the buyer. Having these factories in this country to give em- 
ployment to our people will act as a financial safety valve upon 
these great trusts, and therefore the consumer and the agricul- 
turist will be benefited by having the opportunity of the competi- 
tion between our manufacturers and those abroad in the produc- 
tion of this article. 

Competition is the true test, the true standard whereby prices 
may be reduced. Competition alone is what will benefit the 
farmers in this respect. It has been well said there is nothing 
more powerful than one million dollars, except perhaps it be two 
million dollars. These great combinations of peon and cooly labor 
do control the great agricultural and manufacturing interests of 
this nation, and not only of this nation, but of the whole world. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read the statement referred to by the Senator from 
California. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


STATEMENT IN BEHALF OF A PROTECTIVE TARIFF ON JUTE BAGS AND BUR- 
LAPS FROM THE JUTE INDUSTRY OF THE PACIFIC COAST. 


California was one of the first States of the Union to engage in the manu- 
facture of jute bags and burlap. 

Ever since 1869 the mills here have supplied a large percentage of the farm- 
ers’ requirements of grain and wool bags. In those days the West was far 
from the East, and supplies of bags difficult to get, and to have our domestic 
wants ae by the home mills was an important convenience to the farm- 
ers, and helped to keep down prices. There are no grain elevators on the 
none Coast, and no ships or cars are loaded with grain in bulk for trans- 
portation. 

When California first began to export wheat and wool, so rapidly did the 
industry develop in the great valleys of the Sacramento and San Joaquin 
rivers that great difficulty was experienced in getting sufficient bags in 
which to move the crops. The wheat and wool raisers were at the mercy of 
importers and foreign manufacturers, who never failed to raise the prices 
when there was a scarcity,and thus oppress the farmers. So much was this 
experienced that 20 cents a bag was sometimes charged for the ordinary 
2-bushel grain bags weighing about 12 ounces each. 

When the home factories entered the field in competition with the imported 
bags, prices were reduced to a reasonable figure, and for several years past 
the standard grain bag could be bought at from 6 to 7 cents each. is, with- 
out question, was due to the large increase of domestic manufacture, and had 
it not been for this the bag trade would have been entirely under the control 
of Calcutta and Dundee importers, and prices would have been much higher 
and content. 

Since the large extension of the bag and burlap industry on this coast, 
bags have aageeene over: been higher than6 cents apiece. Thusinafew years 
the farmers have been saved hundreds of thousands of dollars, and employ- 
ment given to our own people, and the money aes at home, thus establish- 
ing a remunerative source of employment and aiding the —— prosperity. 

The San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, representing many farmers 
and shippers of grain, realize the importance and necessity of Reteonee the 

ute bag and burlap industry here. They petitioned the Committee on 
ays and Means on January / last to restore the McKinley tariff rates for 
the protection of our home manufactories of bese and burlaps. 

ln 1872, 100 looms, with all the necessary card ng and | machinery, 
were in operation on this coast for making s and burla In 1880, 300 looms 
were in operation; in 1889, 500 were in operation, and in 189] a large jute plant 
was ordered and a mill built in San Francisco, but, owing to the Wilson bill 

ing. the machinery has never been taken from the original packages and 

the mill has never beenstarted. Itstandsidle atthe corner of Eighteenthand 
Channel streets, San Francisco. 

industry, and has 


This bill was a great blow to the jute bag and burla 
completely ruined it. In 1893, 500 looms were in operation in the manufac- 
ture of qane bags and burlap in this State, giving employment to 1,100 free 
white laborers, comvaeng 1,000 bales of raw jute annually and producing 
bags and burlap equal to 12,000,000 standard grain sacks. There are also, in 
addition to the above, prison jute mills on this coast. run entirely by con- 
victs, and they consume 14,000 bales of jute and make 7,000,000 bags annually. 
So that nearly 50 per cent of the Pacific Coast requirements are now made at 
home by American labor. 

With a fair and just protective tariff, sufficient to admit the payment of 
reasonable wages to the work people, and a roe of the tariff not being 
disturbed for some time, this jute bag and burlap industry would undoubt- 
edly rapidly increase, and eventually be sufficient to supply our entire wants 
of and burlaps. 

A jute eneeervering plant is expensive-and can not be installed to work 
economically ona small scale. This fact coupled with the uncertainty for 
years back of the stability of a reasonable protective tariff, has been the main 
reason why a larger and more rapid extensien of the bag and burlap industry 
has not taken place. 

There is a large capital invested in this State in bag and burlap manufac- 
turing machinery now standing useless, and many work people idle and in 
sore distress. and it is urgently requested that you pass the House bill and 
give reasonable protection to our industry, and thus afford us the opportunity 
of starting the mills again and earning a livelihood. 

W. R. THOMAS, 
Mayor of the city of Oakiand, Cal. 
JOHN MORAN, 
Foreman Spinner, Jute Works. 
WILLIAM KEAY, 
Engineer, Jute Works. 
JOHN ORCHISON, 
Finisher, Jute Works. 
JAMES RATTRAY, 
Hacklemaker, Jute Works. 
JAMES MOIR. 
Foreman Weaver, Jute Works. 
ROBERT MOLES, 
Machinist, Jute Works. 
JOHN DOIG 
Starcher, Jute Works. 
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Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, this subject was before the Sen. 
ate some days ago. On the 19th of last month, when the provi- 
sions in paragraphs 341 and 842 regarding this subject were 
stricken out, I stated that the bags used for grain upon the Pacific 
Coast were directly consumed by the farming element, and that 
witha or such as that designated, which was imposed by tho 
McKinley law, a direct tax was, in fact, levied upon the farinine 
industry. I stated then that there was but one factory outside of 
the California State Penitentiary in that State open, and confus.- 
ing that establishment with one which had existed before and whic]; 
has since closed up, I said that Mr. Rutherford, the proprietor 
employed a large number of Chinamen. That was an error. Ii 
seems that the Chinamen were employed in another factory. 

But I wish to direct particular attention to one fact. The con- 
suraption upon the Coast is about 40,000,000 bags. The California 
farmer and the farmer of Oregon and Washington do not utilize 
the elevator system. All grain shipped to Europe is shipped in 
jute bags, which contain from 130 to 140 pounds, It is impossible 
of course to transmit the grainin bulk around the Horn. and 
therefore bags are used. The drawback provision of the bill is 
absolutely useless. It shows — its face that it amounts to 
nothing, and in fact it isa meredelusion. The farmer gets a posi- 
tive benefit from free grain bags; and whatever may be the theory 
as to other industries, it is certain, as stated by the Senator from 
Montana, that when the farmer can be benefited, as he derives so 
little benefit from legislation of this character, we shou!d look 
kindly toward his interest. 

I assert that the statement made in the document read at the 
desk can not be supported, in so far as there is an intimation that 
the farmer derives no benefit from putting jute bags and burlaps 
upon the free list. Ican prove it, and I proved it the other day 
in this way, that the price of bags in California in 1893 with duty 
was 6} to 7 cents; in 1892, with duty, 74 to 8 cents; in 1891, with 
duty, 7 to 74 cents; in 1896, when bags were free, 4} to 44 cents; 
in 1895, when bags were free, 44 to 5 cents, and in 1894, when 
bags were free, 4 to 44 cents. 

Now, it is impossible that the rate for bags has gone up lately 
for fear Congress would put them on the free list. On the 19th of 
June these items were stricken from the dutiable list as far as we 
then went, and there was not the least reason anterior to that hour 
to suppose that the Senate or Co would put anything on the 
free list unless it was something that would not be of any especial 
benefit to the farming community. The farmer knew that 25 
cents a bushel had been placed as a duty upon his wheat, and he 
also knew that it was utterly valueless to him, that he exported 
his wheat, and that the price of his wheat was fixed abroad, and 
the only effect it could have would be to make him pay a duty on 
seed which he might wish to psn Be a this ary 

In a letter which I received da; fore yesterday from a gentle- 
man with whom I am quite we uainted, Mr. Hoar, of Ven- 
tura County, Cal.—and I might say that Mr. Hoar is a nephew of 
the distinguished senior Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoa _ 
he informed me that grain bags were quoted then at 5 cents for 
Calcutta and 54 for the product of the California State prison, 
showing that the low price can not be due to the product of the 
prison, since it was quoted higher than the Calcutta importation. 

Besides, the total production of the Pacific Coast, including the 
product of the penitentiary at Walla Walla, was less than 40 per 
cent of the consumption, in my opinion less than 30 per cent, al- 
though the statement says 50 percent. Thatisanerror. I donot 
think the California jute mills turn out any such amount as stated 
in the letter referred to. At all events, experience has proved in 
the matter of grain bags—the figures I give demonstrate mathe- 
matically—that the farmer has derived direct and specific benefit 
from the placing of these articles in the free list under the Wilson 
bill, Let us at least incorporate in this provision one paragraph 
which may do some good to those who are toiling and suffering, 
and who, asarule, look in vain to legislation for relief or for their 
pecuniary advancement. Here is a chance to give the farmer 
something, no mere formal duty asthe wheat duty, but something 
actually of benefit to him. Let us do it. 





A few days ago we voted in such a way as to indicate our in- 
tention to be as I have stated. If it is necessary to get more duty, 


let us obtain it elsewhere. There are other means of imposition 
of duty and other sources to which we may apply for adequate 
relief in this regard. If the = is to create a deficiency, 
it will not be because the farmer ot too much benefit from 
it. It will be because prohibitory tariff duties have been imposed 
which have blocked the ordinary channels through which revenue 
has been in the habit of passing. Let us turn elsewhere if we wish 
to obtain more revenue, and in this icular instance waive the 
imposition of a duty in the interest of a class which is suffering 
more than ony eee in the United States. 2 
Mr. MANTLE. Just to oapesenend what I have already anid, 
I have looked at the matter of the importation of grain bags an 
burlaps, and I find that what I said ee ree to this branch 
of the subject. I find that in 1893 the importations were one 
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million one hundred and ninety-nine thousand and some odd dol- 
lars, and the unit of value per pound was 4.5 cents. That was 
under the law of 1890, imposing a duty of 2 cents per pound. In 
1896, when they were free.the mportations were $1,577,000, having 
increased less than $400,000, while the unit of value was redaced to 
3.8 cents per pound. 

Mr. President, this bears out what I said, that while the article 
was on the free list its importation was not stimulated particu- 
larly, but it resulted in lowering the value seven one-thousandths 
of a cent = pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. Where does the Senator from Montana find 
that information? 

Mr. WHITE. On page 174 of the comparative statement. 

Mr. MANTLE. I find it in the comparative statement, page 


74. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was simply reduced seven-tenths, and that 
is probably not a greater reduction than we have observed in a 
great many things, if so great. 

Mr. MANTLE. I agree with the Senator from Iowa that there 
has been a reduction in the price of everything. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Montana will excuse me, I 

might add that if we take Mr. Rutherford’s estimate of the value 
of Calcutta bags, the rate would be 52 per cent ad valorem on 
grain bags, which is more than it is on anything else in this class 
of s. 
Mr. BACON. The distinguished Senator from Iowa [ Mr. ALLI- 
son] stated that the putting of these several articles which relate 
to the wheat and cotton crop upon the free list would amount to 
a loss of from six to seven million dollars to the revenue of the 
Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. I may have stated that in a general way. 
About $4,000,000 is the real loss aj parent. That includes mat- 
tings and some other things. It includes those articles which 
were voted from the dutiable list the other day. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator includes articles which do not re- 
late to cotton or wheat, of course I have nothing to say, but I 
desire to call the attention of Senators to the fact that the duties 
upon these particular articles are not of any such large amount or 
approximately. 

r. ALLISON. I did not speak of these particular articles. 

Mr. BACON. Then I misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. I spokeof the several articles embraced in the 
various paragraphs which were taken from the dutiable list the 
other day. ill the Senator from Georgia allow the Senator from 
Connecticut |Mr. PLatT] to give the estimate? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The estimated revenue to be de- 
rived from the articles which were put on the free list by the dif- 
ferent votes the other day is as follows: 





es cia hae daasidaetcaseduuuces <vesen $54, 630 

Re cas ca ccsdbegs od Agbececnstascsee 1, 388, 182 
Burlaps: 

aso ccubbiainbacwcde senéesson 569, 986 

SE a qaentnigbte 1, 254, 508 

RS EE RE ee ee 721, 199 

i on a dbaneadenses 11, 683 

ada eecadebéas octwesdeceswcccceccesue 4, 000, 188 

Mr. BACON. I think the question under consideration is the 


amount of duty upon the particular articles which it is now 
sought to put on the free list; the others are altogether of a dif- 
ferent character, and if Iam correct in that respect, the consid- 
eration is limited to the question, What will be the loss of revenue 
under the proposed act upon grain sacks and the cloth from which 
they are made and upon cotton bagging and cotton ties? 

Fhave before me the comparative statement, pages 174 and 175, 
and I find part of the information just given by the Senator from 
Connecticut, and I ask Senators who represent States in which 
grain is produced to mark how this loss of revenue is to be di- 
vided. If the amendment is adopted, the loss of revenue, as esti- 
mated, from the putting of grain sacks on the free list will be 
$721,000. Theactual revenue heretofore derived under the McKin- 
ley Act was $536,644, but the estimated loss, I repeat, is $721,199. 

ow, the estimated loss from putting cotton bagging upon the 
free list is only $11,683. There is that difference between the 
two. If cotton ties are put upon the free list—and I mention 
that here because the subject is nearly akin, and I may as well 
say now what I might have to say otherwise on the subject of 
cotton ties—there will be a loss to the revenues of the Govern- 
ment under the estimate now before us of only $54,630, and from 
bagging and ties ther it will amount to less than $75,000. The 
ted loss of all revenue to be derived from the placing of 

both bagging and ties upon the free list will be less than $75,000, 
whereas under the accompanying provision by which grain bags 
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are to be placed upon the free list it will amount to seven hun- 
dred and twenty-one thousand and odd dollars. 

I do not state that for the purpose of showing that any advan- 
tage will be had by the States in which grain is produced, but to 
show that if there is any advantage given under this bill to the 
States which produce grain, there certainly ought to be, so far as 
practicable, a corresponding advantage to the States producing 
cotton. Binding twine is already on the free list. If binding 
twine and grain sacks are both put upon the free list, certainly 
both bagging and ties ought also to be upon the free list. 

I do not know whether it would be possible to ask the Senate to 
consider the two amendments together. Therefore [ will defer 
what I may have to say upon the subject of ties until after this 
amendment has been acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the amend- 
ment to be the insertion of a new paragraph, to be known as para 
graph 4734, and consolidated with that a new paragraph is pro- 
posed, 4934, by the Senator from California {Mr. Wut! 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I accept asasubstitute for the amend- 
ment I offered the one proposed by the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MorGAN] as amended upon the suggestion of the Senator 
from California [Mr. WuHirTe}. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment as now proposed. 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph, 
on page 165, the following: 

4734. Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and similar fabrics, suitable for 
covering cotton, compose 1 of single yarns, made of jute, jute butts r hemp, 


and burlaps, and bags for grain mad 


Mr. ALLEN. I think the amendment ought to be separated. 

Mr. BUTLER. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama, the 
Senator from California, and the Senator from Arkansas 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
amendment. 

The Secretary again read the amendment 

Mr. ALLEN. I move tostrike out the words ‘‘ jute, jute butts, 


» of burlaps 


or. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed, in line 3, to strike out the 


words ‘jute, jute butts, or;” so as to make the amendment read: 
473). Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and similar fabrics, suitable for cov 
ering cotton, composed of single yarns, made of hemp, and burlaps, and bags 


for grain made of burlaps 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That will exclude all the cotton bag- 
ging which can be used here. There is not one solitary ounce of 
it made of hemp. 

Mr. ALLEN. 
ging?” 

Mr. BERRY. What you tie up cotton with 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator does not mean that it will exclude 
bags made of cotton? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It will exclude all bags made of jute, 
and they are all made of jute. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is exactly what I want to do to, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let us take a vote on it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to exclude bags made of jute, because I 
do not want to see shipped in here the Indian jute, which is pro- 
duced by labor paid 5 cents a day, and to have it come in compe- 
tition with American hemp. That is the very purpose and object 
of the motion. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not understand that there is any intention 
to interfere with any hemp industry. The question is simply as 
to what is known as cotton bagging or jute. and the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska to the amendment would 
resuit in a discrimination against cotton bagging. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected 

Mr. BUTLER. Parts of lines 3 and 4 of the amendment as 
offered by the Senator from Alabama having been stricken out at 
the suggestion of the Senator from California, I suggest that the 
amendment be allowed to stand, but that the addition proposed 
by the Senator from California be inserted at the end, because as 
it stands you specify cotton bagging and you specify grain sacks, 
You specify two things, and here are guano sacks and sacks for 
cotton-seed meal not specified. 

Mr. WHITE. AsI understand it, the suggestion of the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs] was not adopted, and therefore the 
proposition of the Senator from Alabama, together with the addi- 
tion suggested by me, stands. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, That is exactly the condition. 


What does the Senator mean by ‘cotton bag- 


I made 





Pye, “nee a 
Bee ae ie LIS 


or 


nt tod | pe 
Bo ee 


Supe tem 2 


Sey 
oe 


POY eee wee 


2174 


the suggestion to strike out certain words, but it was not agreed 
to by the Senator from Alabama, and I withdrew it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then the Secretary did not read the 
amendment correctly. 

Mr. JONES of Astamete. I did not understand the reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair requests the Secretary to 
read the amendment offered by tne Senator from Alabama. By 
consent the words ‘‘ plain woven fabrics, bags, and sacks, of sin- 
gle jute or hemp yarns, by whatever name known,” were stricken 
out. Does the Senator wish to have them restored? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My suggestion was not agreed to, 
and I withdrew it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been acted upon, 

Mr. WHITE. It can be considered as withdrawn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment as it stands. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

473). Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and similar fabrics, suitable for cov- 
ering cotton, composed of single yarns, made of jute, jute butts, or hemp; 
plain woven tabrics, begs. and sacks, of single jute or hemp yarns, by what- 
ever name known, and burlaps and bags for grain, made of burlaps. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas and Mr. BUTLER, That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as stated. 

Mr. PETTUS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr BUTLER. Before the roll call begins, I wish to call the at- 
tention of Senators to the fact that a few days ago a majority of 
Senators, after a full and free discussion, voted to strike these 
articles from the dutiable list. At that time the Senator from 
Alabama moved that they go on the free list in the same motion. 
The point of order was against it, and that makes this motion now 
necessary. 

If every Senator who was impressed with the justice and neces- 
sity of putting these articles on the free list, and so voted a few 

days ago, will now vote the same way, they will be put on the free 
list. hoe Senators vote now in favor of this motion, the arti- 
cles will be left in the basket clause, and will still be on the duti- 
able list. Therefore I ask every Senator who, a few days ago, was 
convinced that our motion was fair and _ now to vote to put 
these articles on the free list, as they v then to take them from 
the dutiable list. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). 1am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar]. I transfer my pair to 
the Senator from Washington {| Mr. TurNER], and vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. DEBOE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Petticrew]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smirn}. I transfer my 
= to the Senator from Maine t t. HAL®], so that the Senator 

rom Arkansas {Mr. Jones], who is paired with the Senator from 
Maine (Mr. Hae}, and I will be at liberty to vote. The Senator 
from Maine | Mr. HAL&] will stand paired with the senior Senator 
from New Jersey (Mr. Surrn], 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DaniEL]}. 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas (when his name was called). I am 

aired with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Clark]. If 
he were present, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. BATE (when the name of Mr. Harris of Tennessee was 
called). My a {Mr. Harris] is not able to be here. He 
is paired with the ator from Vermont [Mr. Morr], who is 
likewise absent. 

Mr. McENERY (when his name yas called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Hampshire {Mr. CHANDLER]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘“‘yea.” 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). I am 
pens with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. Murpny]. 

f he werent, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. SEW ELL (when hisname wascalled). Iem paired with the 
senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MircHELL] on this question. 
If he were I nn I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a - 
eral pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TiL1- 
MAN]. If he were present, I should vote * my 

Mr. TURPIE (when hisname wascalled). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Minnesota a Davis]. I transfer my pair 
to the junior Senator from South Carolina (Mr. McLavurty], and 
will vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his vame was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. I was requested by the senior Senator from New 
York [Mr. Murry] to state that he is paired with his colleague 
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: PuatT). If the senior Senator from New York were presen: 


6 would vote “ yea, 


Mr. MILLS. Iam with the Senator from New Ham). 


shire [Mr. GALLINGER]. If he were present, I should vote «: yea 


Mr. CANNON. I am With the senior Senator fro), 


Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who is absent. I transfer my pair 
to the junior j 
I vote ‘* 


ator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], and will y.: 
ea,” bs 
Mr. TURPIE after having voted in the affirmative). [ und; 


stand from the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] that the se), 
ator from South Carolina (Mr. McLaurin] stands paired wi: 


i 


the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PritcHarp]. I therefor. 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CLARK. I desire to inquire if the junior Senator fro), 
Kansas [Mr. Harris] has voted: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. CLARK. I am paired with that Senator, and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—. 
Allen, Clay, Kyle, Rawlins 
Bacon, Cockrell, Lindsay, Reach,” 
Bate, Faulkner, ory, Teller, 
Berry, Gorman, tle, Vest, 
Butler, Gray, rtin, Walthall, 
Caffery, Heitfeld, Morgan, White. 
Cannon, Jones, Ark. 
Chilton, Kenney, ttus, 
NAYS—2, 

Allison, Frye, ec illan, Spooner, 
Baker, Gear, . Wellington, 
Burrows, Hanna, Penrose, Wetmore, 
Cullom, Hawley, Perkins, Wilson. 

kins, Hoar, Proctor, 
Fairbanks, Jones, Nev. y, 
Foraker, Lodge, oup, 

NOT VOTING—H. 

Aldrich, le, Morrill, Stewart, 
Carter nsbrough, Murphy, Thurston, 
Chandler, Kans. Nelen. Tillman, 
Clar’ Tenn. Pettigrew, Turner, 
— fen feet fe 

vis, cEnery, +e arren, 
Deboe, Selecth, Pritchard Wolcott. 
Gallinger, Mills, Sewell, 
George, Mitchell, Smith, 

So the amendment as amended was to 


Mr. BACON. I ask that the ame ent proposed by me as 
pocearen 5174 be now taken up, inasmuch as the vote just taken 
relates directly to that subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Georgia will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

5174. Cotton ties of iron or steel, of any thickness, for baling cotton, cut to 
len punched or not punched, with or without buckles. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the consi(- 
ay cakieiee catia now? cai on before the Senate 

on the on of the new paragra nown as paragraph 517), 
which has just been read by the : 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think we will take the question 
by a and nays on agreeing to that amendment. 

e yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. QUAY. t is the motion? 

Mr. BURROWS. To put cotton ties on the free list. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to have the amendment read. 

bene 4 a enna ae _ will again read the 
amendment p as . 

The Secre -_ read Mr. Races amendment. 

The VICE- IDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I will say just one word, withou' 
detaining the Senate. Underthe the estimated amount 
of revenue from cotton ties will be only $54,630, whereas the est- 
mated revenue from the grain sacks in which wheat will be carrie! 
to market, which has just been adopted, was $721,000. Surely i! 

1,000 can be given to the of grain, the amount ©! 
000 can be allowed to the producers of cotton. 
Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CANNON (when his name was called). I will transfer ny 

ager the senior Senator from Rhode Island {Mr. ALDRIc!! | |) 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], and will vote. 1 voto 
**vea,’ 

Mr. CHILTON (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. ag oe 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was ). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris}. In his absence. I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. DEBOE (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Perricrew). 
If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 
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Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru] to the Senator 
from Maine {Mr. Har}, and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. McENERY (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHanpDLER]. 
If he were mt, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). I de- 
sire to announce my pair with the senior Senator from New York 

Mr. Murpny}. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLaurin}. 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). I announce my 
pair with the Senator from Wisconsin (Mr. MiTcHELL]. 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
ait If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 


it or allow the Senator to doit. Paragraph 504, relating to coal 
stores, has been passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment to paragraph 504. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 504, page 169, line 3, after the 
word “Coal,” the Committee on Finance propose to strike out the 
comma and the words ‘‘ anthracite, and coal,” and in line 4, after 
the word ‘“ be,” to strike out ‘‘ unloaded” and insert ‘‘ unladen or 
discharged;” so as to make the paragraph read 


















504. Coal stores of American vessels, but none shall be unladen or dis 
charged. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. Paragraph 505, to which the Senator from Iowa 
has just alluded, concerns a subject regarding which I have just 
received two telegrams, which I wish to read. One is dated In- 
dianapolis, Ind., J une 30, addressed to me, and is as follows: 

I respectfully protest against any change being made in the c 


oal-tar sch 
the janior Senator from Washington {Mr. TURNER]. ule. ave a large investment in this city, and to nduct it successfully 
The roll call was concluded. must have coal tar, coal-tar pitch, and dead oil of coal tar entered fre: 
. : : : N H duty. If taxed, will be absolutely crippled. My appeal is a business propo- 
Mr. MILLS. Iam paired with the Senator from ew : aMp- | sition for fairness, and I respectfully ask that the coal-tar schedule remain as 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER], but I transfer that pair to the Senator | reported to the Senate. 
from South Dakota [Mr. KyL&], and vote ‘‘ yea.” P. C. REILLY 


Mr. CHILTON. I am paired with the Senator from Oregon 

Mr. McBripe], and so announced, but I transfer that pair to 

e Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], as I desire to vote on 
‘ this question. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. KENNEY (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBripe]}. As he is 
not present, I desire to withdraw my vote. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS of Kansas. I desire to announce my pair with 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CuarKk]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘* ry 

Mr. HANS UGH. I transfer my pair with the senior Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. Dante.) to the junior Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. VEST. I vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 23; as follows: 


In addition to Mr. Reilly’s telegram I have received another, as 
follows: 
PROVIDENCE, R. L., July 1, 1897 
Hon. STEPHEN M. WHITE, Senate: 

Trust you will help defeat Mr. QUAY'’s resolution to put crude products of 
coal tar on dutiable list. This is of vital interest to every 
dealer in these products in this country, with the exception 
tion or those interested with it. 


consumer and 
of one « mobina 


J. WM. MOORE 

I understand the Senator from Iowa does not propose to elimi- 
nate these matters from the free list. 

Mr. QUAY. That paragraph went over at my suggestion yes- 
terday. I should be glad if the Senator from lowa will allow it 
to go over until to-morrow, and I think probably the Senator from 
California will be able to ‘‘ defeat Mr. QUAyY’s resolution.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We have been lectured so often about 


YEAS—29. the absolute necessity for the prompt passage of this bill, and the 
Clay, Mallory, Roach, necessity to have it passed so as to allow the promised prosperity 
c= Cockrell, oN one o sway, — = ee to me we ought not to be putting things 
. a. off for another day when we are—— 

Butler, Gray. | ll we . -_ QUAY. . trust the ae a — not object 
Caffery, tfeld, Pasco, o the paragraph going over until to-morrow. It will occupy to- 

Chilton’ a belive. snceTow not more than five minutes in its final disposition. 
: Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We might dispose of the bill to-day, 

NAYS—23. There are not many more matters left undisposed of. . 

Allison, Hansbrough, Mason, Shoup. Mr. WHITE. And certainly we should do so to-morrow. 
Burrows, aur. peoreee 8 ellington, Mr. QUAY. If the Senator from Arkansas is willing to pro- 
Fairbanks, Jones. Nev. Platt, Conn. Wetmore, ceed = os of the bill to-day, this side of the Chamber is 

Foraker, ‘octor, . yerfectly willing. 
Gear, Medilian, Quay, ' Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ishall not make any objection. The 
NOT VOTING—37. responsibility is with the majority of the committee. They un- 
Gallinger, McLaurin, Stewart, derstand the great necessities that are pressing upon the country. 
Ze Boorse, anal, ae I am simply calling attention to it. 
. Hanza, Murphy, Turner, Mr. ALLISON. At the urgent request of the Senator from 
Harris, Kans. Nelson, Turpie, Pennsylvania, unless the bill is to be finished to-day, I will ask 
Harris, Tenn. Pettigrew Warren, the Senate to pass over the paragraph until to-morrow morning 
vis, Kenney, Platt, N. Y. Wolcott. cara : 
boe, Kyle, Pritchard, and take it up the first thing. sae 
Bios, sepeide, Seek, The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, paragraph 
cEnery, mith, 


505 will be passed over. Does the Senator from Arkansas with- 
draw his objection? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I madenoobjection. I simply called 
the attention of the majority to the critical situation of matters. 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, they are critical. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed over. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
— I ask the Senate to turn to paragraph 500a, on 


Secretary. On page 168, after line 20, the Committee on 
Finance propose to insert as a new paragraph: 


ae Mr. ALLISON. What has been done with paragraph 532a? 
_ : : The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read paragraph 
Mr. ALLISON. 1 ask that that may be disagreed to. 532a. 
The amendment was re} . ; The Secretary read the paragraph reported by the Committee 
Mr.WHITE. I ask the Senator from Iowa what will be the rate | on Finance to be inserted on page 171, after line 21, as follow 

of duty on charcoal? 


532a. Farina. 
Mr. ALLISON. lIask that that amendment be disagreed to. 
Mr. WHITE. I desire to inquire of the Senator from lowa 
what the duty will be on farina? 
Mr. ALLISON. I think it will be the same duty as that on 
wheat flour. 
Mr. GRAY. How much is that? 
Mr. ALLISON. Twenty-five per cent, I think, is the duty on 
wheat flour. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISt IN. Imovethat paragraph 533, feldspar, be stricken 
out. 
The Secrefary read the paragraph, as follows: 
533. Feldspar. 


Mr. ALLISON, Let that be stricken out. 


Mr. ALLISON. It will be 10 per cent, I think. 

Mr. LINDSAY. What was done with charcoal? 

Mr. BACON. It was put on the dutiable list at 10 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON, It may be 20 per cent. 

Mr. WHITE. I understand the Senator from Iowa to state that 
the duty on charcoal will be 20 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not quite sure. It is either 10 or 20, I 
think it will be 10, but those about me think it will be 20 per cent. 

Mr. WHITE. At some time before we finish the bill I should 
Invi tn to reduce it to 10 per cent, if the Senator from lowa 


: 
f 
: 


or finds that possibly it is 20. I think the rate 

too high and shall move to reduce it. Assoon as the Senator 

looks over the bill and discovers the actual situation of the matter, 
to him if he would call my attention to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it is 20 per cent, I will either move to reduce 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 537} is the next paragraph. 

The SEcRETARY. On page 172, after line 2, the Committee on 
Finance propose to insert the following as a new paragraph: 

5374. Floor mattings, manufactured from round or split straw, including 
what is commonly known as Chinese matting. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that will not be agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I presume the Senator from Iowa will not wish 
any vote upon that proposition. It is on the free list, I suppose. 

Mr. VEST. It was voted upon with the understanding—I made 
the motion—that it should go upon the free list. It has been 
placed on the free list. 

Mr. BERRY. And this is a proposition to retain it on the free 
list? 

Mr. VEST. The proposition is to disagree to the paragraph and 
put it back on the dutiable list. I desire to inquire the status of 
the paragraph. Has it been adopted and put on the free list? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not understand that it has. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The understanding when we voted 
on the proposition was that it would go on the free list. Wesim- 
ply watted until we reached the free list, when it was to be in- 
serted as a matter of form, as I understood it at the time. I do 
not see any use to have another fight over a matter that has been 
settled. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not want to have another fight over it. 

Mr. WHITE. I make a parliamentary inquiry. What is the 
state of the record? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like the record to be read in that 
case. Let us see what the status is, 

Mr. VEST. If my colleague will permit me,I can state it ex- 
actly. When this item was reached in going through the bill 
regularly, I moved to strike out the paragraph as to these mat- 
tings, stating at the time that it was for the purpose of placing 
them upon the free list. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was the notice the Senator gave. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 

Mr. VEST. Some debate was had, and the yeas and nays were 
taken, and the motion carried. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That ends it. 
for consideration. 

Mr. BERRY. It was put on the free list. 

Mr. VEST. When the free list was taken up, this new para- 
graph—that was the construction of the Secretary—was read, 

lacing these articles upon the free list. Does the Senator from 

owa want another vote? 

Mr. BERRY. It has already been put on the free list. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment is pending. Let us take a 
vote upon it. 

Mr. VEST. Well, let us have a vote. 
free list. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The paragraph has been read, I be- 


The matter is not in the bill 


I move to put it on the 


ieve. 

Mr. PETTUS. I will inquire how that amendment came on 
the free list? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was proposed June 21 by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri to put it upon the free list. It has not yet been 
acted upon. The question is upon the amendment inserting as a 
new paragraph 5374. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. The next amendment which was passed over, 
I think, is paragraph 547}. 

The Secretary read paragraph 5474 as amended, as follows: 

‘ 547). Gunny bags and gunny cloths, old or refuse, fit only for remanufac- 
ure. 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe that was the amendment I offered. 
There is no objection to it, I suppose? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
which has been read, inserting a new paragraph, 5474, will be 
agreed to. 

The next item which was passed over was paragraph 550, which 
the Committee on Finance reported to strike out, in the following 
language: 

550. Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled; Angora goat- 


skins, raw, without the wool, unmanufactured; asses’ skins, raw or unmanu- 
factured; and skins, except sheepskins with the wool on. 


Mr. ALLISON. That should be restored and the amendment 
proposing to strike it out rejected. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will stand, then, as 
it came from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. ALLISON, At the end of the paragraph I move to insert 
‘‘all the foregoing not otherwise specially provided for.” 

The SrecreTary. At the end of paragraph 550 it is 


; ees 
to insert ‘‘all the foregoing not otherwise specially provided for.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 













posed by the Committee on 
the following: 





a — 


The next paragraph which was passed over was the following, 


which had been inserted on the report of the Committee on Fj. 
nance: 


5814. Magnesia, sulphate of, or Epsom salts. 


Mr. ALLISON, Iaskthat that amendment may be disagreed to 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 


will be disagreed to. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


The next paragraph which was passed over was the following: 
584. Manganese, oxide and ore of. 


Mr. ALLISON, I ask that that may be passed over for g 


moment. 
Mr. WHITE. Did I understand the Senator from Iowa to 
withdraw paragraph 5814? 


Mr, ALLISON. No; that has been disagreed to. 
Mr. WHITE. I understood that that paragraph had been voted 


into the bill. 


Mr. ALLISON. I thinkit was not voted intothe bill. It ought 


to have been voted out anyhow, because it is provided for in the 
dutiable list at one-fifth of 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. WHITE. It is rather severe to deprive us of Epsom salts, 
The duty imposed will not be a very great 


have asked that paragraph 584 should be passed over for the 


[Laughter. 


] 
Mr. ALLISON. 


————. 


present. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 


The next item which was a over was the amendment pro- 
inance, to insert as a new paragraph 


603. Oris: Almond, amber, crude and rectified ambergris, anise or anise 


seed, aniline, aspic or spike lavender, bergamot, cajeput, caraway, cassia, 
cinnamon, cedrat, chamomile, citronella or lemon grass, civet, fenne!, jasmine 
or jasimine, juglandium, juniper, lavender. 
ae flower, enfleurage grease, nut oil or oil of nuts not otherwise specially 
prov 


lemon, es, mace, neroli or 


ded for in this act, orange oil, olive oil for manufacturing or mechanical 
purposes fit only for such use and valued at not more cents per gal 

on, ottar of roses. palm and cocoanut, rosemary or anthoss, sesame or sesa- 
mum seed or bean, thyme, origanum red or white, valerian; and also sper- 
maceti, whale, and other fish oils of American fisheries, and all fish and other 
products, of such fisheries; eae. crude or refined: Provided, That if 
there be imported into the United States crude petroleum, or the products 
of crude petroleum produced in any country which imposes a duty on petro- 
leum or its products exported frum the United States, there shall in such 
cases be levied, paid, and collected a duty upon said crude petroleum or its 
products so imported equal to the duty imposed by such country. 

Mr. ALLISON, In line 6, after the word “fennel,” I move to 
insert the amendment I have sent to the desk. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the intention of the Senator 
from Iowa in regard to paragraph 584? I understood him to ask 
to have that passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave an amendment to that paragraph, which 
I shall offer a little later in the day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa to the amendment of the committee inserting 
paragraph 603 will be stated. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 603, page 178, line 6, after the 
word ‘‘ fennel,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ichthyol.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 16 of the amendment, after the word 
‘** refined,” I move to strike out the remainder of the amendment 
and insert what I send to the Secretary’s desk. 

The SEcRETARY. In aph 603, on page 178, line 16, after 
the word ‘‘refined,” it is proposed to strike out the remainder of 
the paragraph, as follows: 

Provided, That if there be imported into the United States crude petro- 
leum, or the products of crude petroleum produced in any country which 
imposes a duty on petroleum or its products =~ from the United States, 
there shall in such cases be levied, paid, and collected a duty upon said crude 
petroleum or its products so imported equal to the duty imposed by such 
country. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Provided, That if there be imported into the United States crude petro- 
leum or the products of crude petroleum produced in any other country which 
imposes a duty on petroleum or its products exported from the United States, 
there shall be levied, paid, and collected upon such crude petroleum or its 
products so imported 40 per cent ad valorem. 
to. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed 

Mr. WHITE. The clause just read is a retaliatory clause. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is the same as the clause in the 
Wilson law. 

Mr. WHITE. Would it not be better to fix the extent of the 
-~ in pees to the duty levied abroad? 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. We have followed the language 
of the Wilson law. 

Mr. GRAY. That is what they have done in regard to refined 
sugar in this bill. There is are ry clause, but it is worded 
so as to make the measure of increased duty correspond to the 

; and I think we may run up against the same 


duty on su 
objection in to oil that was in regard to sugar. 
. ALLISON. As there is some criticism of the proposed 











1897. 


—————_- 











amendment, I will withdraw it and allow the amendment to stand 
as originally agreedupon. Intheretaliatory agreement weinserted 


the provision of the Wilson law, thinking it perhaps wiser and 
better than the language we originally used. However, I with- 


draw the amendment, and will let the paragraph stand. 

Mr. VEST. Did we not put on the same duty that was imposed 
by the fore country? 

Mr. ALL 


N. You put on 40 per cent in the Wilson law. 
Mr. WHITE. The Wilson law reads as follows: 

Provided, That if there be imported into the United States crude petro- 
leum, or the products of crude petroleum produced in any country which 


imposes a duty on petroleum or its products exported from the United States, 


there shall be levied, paid, and collected upon said crude petroleum or its 
products so im 


, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the amendment I offered just now, and 
which has been criticised, and so I withdraw it. 

Mr. VEST. I prefer the Senator's amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. _I prefer it myself. 

Mr. WHITE. Then we have our preference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further amendments 
proposed, and if there be no objection, paragraph 603 will be re- 
jab as to as it has been amended. 

The next item passed over was the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Finance, toinsert as a new paragraph the following: 


606}. Paintings, in oil or water colors, original drawings and sketches, and 
artists’ proofs of etchings and engravings, and statuary, not otherwise pro- 
vided for in act; but the term “statuary” as used in this act shall be un- 
derstood to include only professional productions, whether round or in relief, 
in marble, stone, alabaster, wood, or metal, of astatuary or sculptor, and the 
word painting *” as used in this act shall not be understood to include such 
as are made wholly or in part by stenciling or any other mechanical process, 
nor any article of utility. 


Mr. ALLISON, Iam instructed to offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk to the amendment which was reported by the 
committee. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed in the amendment heretofore 

rted by the committee, in line 11, paragraph 606}, page 179, 
pm the word ‘‘sculptor,” to insert the words ‘‘ and shall not in- 
clude the pedestal or structure on which such statuary may be 
mounted or placed.” 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Iowa add to that “‘ unless 
the work of art, the statue and pedestal, shall be carved from the 
same block?” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
pro by the Senator from Iowa to the amendment will be re- 
garded as to. 

Mr. VEST. Now I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa 
to the snagestion Imade. It seems to me the exception ought to 
be interpolated there, ‘‘except where the pedestal and work of art 
itself shall be carved or sculptured from the same block.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I will accept that amendment. I think that is 
right in case the statue and the pedestal should be one piece. I 
do not see how the statue and the pedestal could be very well 


ted. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iask to havethe communication which I send 
to the desk printed in the Recorp. It is from a member of the 
Board of General Appraisers, and relates to the pending matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


Par. 443. (Paint: statuary, etc.) The committee appears to have lost 
sight of the t rimary pu of this revision of the tariff is to 
secure needed revenue. herwise why transfer to the free list articles of 


luxury which, according to last year’s importations, would, even at the low 
rate in the House bill, yield about $1,250,000? 

Probably no other paragraph in the present tariff act has provoked more 

tes ————s and resulted in more inequalities and annoyance gen- 

at the -houses than the one making provision for the free ad- 

of paintings and statuary. This was true in a somewhat less Gagnon 

act of 1890, providing for the nominal duty of 15 per cent on these 


be assumed that the framers of these evetenn believed that they 
romote the importation of paintings and statuary of such high order 
as would serve as educators of our students of art,as would minister 
art culture in the comer? one elevate the tastes of the poowse generally. 
This has not been the case, but quite the contrary; and this is believed to be 
the consensus of opinion am’ t the most competent and observant of our 
and art connoisseurs. Instead of stimulating the importation of fine 
—_ and choice objects of statuary by eminent art dealers, connoisseurs, 

the tendency has been in the opposite direction. A new 


art ee dealers, and tors was brought into existence 
pee who straightway 


He 


It 


Sad 
i 


ci 


‘ ” 


5 


roceeded to ransack and rummage 
ateliers and art stores of the Old World, but also the auction 
pass and junk shops, foundries, and marble yards, purchasing reck- 

everything, regardless of quality, in the line either of paintings or 


of pase pave boon brought oe Pf country ts bo pela 
shops at auction and by ers, a manner of prices, 
thus the country has become flooded chiefly with cheap and inferior 
productions of artists, amateurs, artisans, and mechanics. this to the 
great detriment of our own artists, amateurs, and work t people, and to the 

and injury of true art. Much of trash has had a 
still di tendency, being of the class of so-called advanced, 
or erotic art, w has found homes in barrooms, saloons, and other 
resort. Furthermore, all manner of articles of utility, 


uF 


tl 
i 


a 


pain’ or of which painting is a significant feature, have 
as r me peevenes for ed tings,"’ including thousands 
women's fans of all kinds ( fly imported by Tiffany for sale to his wealthy 





customers and for use simply for ordinary purposes as fans); also, 
innumerable hand-painted articles of utility of every description, includin 
Christmas and holiday cards, valentines, hand mirrors, hair brushes, snuff- 
boxes, fire screens, and interior wall decorations of every 
rial and description. 


cheap medallions intended to be used as the chief figures in ch 
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other 


conceivable mate- 


Indeed, paper and common cloth materials from China and Japan, intended 


for use in making fire screens, banners, window shades and the like, and bear- 
ing all kinds of rude and inartistic ornamental figures or characters, daubed 


on with paint, have been admitted free as “paintings,” as have also 


small, 


ap, gaudy 


breastpins, brooches, and the like. Infact “splasher mats”’ made of strips of 
bamboo, with birds, flowers, and other things painted on them in Japanese 
fashion, intended for use in protecting the walls behind washstands, and val 
ued, all told, at not above 30 cents in our currency, have been held by the 


courts, on appeal from the decisions of the General Appraisers, to be entitled 
to admission under the provision for ‘* paintings.” 

It is confidently believed that not more than 20 per cent of the four and 
quarter millions in value of so-called “paintings * admitted free of duty dur 
ing the fiscal year 1895 had any real artistic merit 

Although the abuses with respect to statuary have not been so extensive 
as in the case of paintings, they are of the same nature. Everything in the 
nature of statuary, including the cheapest and most ordinary foundry r pro- 
ductions in bronze, as well as the output of the marble and alabaster 
of Italy, have been entered for free admission, regardless of price or 
merit. The provision in the act of 1890, limiting “statuary * to such as was 
“cut, carved, or otherwise wrought by hand,” ete., fortunately put some 
check upon the abues with respect to bronze articles; the United States cir 
cuit court of appeals for the Second circuit having held, in effect, that on 
such statuary fell under the provision as was actually cut, carved, or wrought 
by hand, by or under the immediate direction of the artist who conceived, 
——. and made the original model, fall within the provision 

The Senate committee has, however, adopted the language (in its free-list 
provision) of the present Wilson-Gorman Democratic Act, which does not con 

ain the restrictive language of the act of 1890, but leaves it open for the 
admission of all manner of truck and trash in the form or semblance of stat 
uary, which, as ordinarily interpreted, would include plaster casts, common 
molded figures in plaster of paris or cement, even such as the Italians hawk 
about the streets—indeed, the images of Indians which incumber our streets 
as tobacco signs. 

There has been utter lack of uniformity on the part of classifying officers 
of customs with respect to “statuary under the present act. At some of 
the ports bronze as well as alabaster and marble articles, without regard to 
order of merit, have been accorded free entry whenever accompanied by a 
so-called “artist's certificate,’ which documents, as a rule, are utterly mean 
ingless and perfunctory, and have been authenticated by the United States 
consular officers, especially in France and Italy, without inquiry and upon 
the payment of their fees. In many cases marble and alabas’ er busts, and 
bronze objects in the shape of busts, statuettes and groups have been 
admitted free when of the invoice value of $10 and even less. In fact 
for a time the rule at some of the ports to admit these articles free 
when of the value of $20 or more, regardless of size, condition, or order of 
merit. There are now pending before the general appraisers a vast number 
of protests against the exaction of duty on foundry reproductions in bronze 
from old models designed by artists who are long since dead, including, for 
example, life-sized busts of Napoleon, of a value of less, in many cases, than 
$10, or but little more than the cost of a mere * pot-metal ” casting 

No object of statuary, large or small, of the value of $100 or less, properly 
belongs to the category of een productions of astatuary or sculptor 
only,” or is at all likely to be of such order of merit as to serve as an edu- 
cator of high art. On the contrary, it may be assumed that it belongs either 
to the class of commercial bronzes, foundry reproductions, or to the output 
of a marble yard or alabaster works, or is the product of an apprentice or 
amateur in a studio of the Old World. Surely there is no reason why such 
articles should be allowed to come in free of duty, or, indeed, at a low rate of 
duty. They are such things as our needy work people are prepared to pro 
duce, and are producing, in bronze foundries and in marble yards and shops 
and at studios. They include not only statuary proper, but their adjuncts, 
such as pedestals and plinths, etc., all of which are generally « 
entireties, and are admitted free by customs officers. 

The fine paintings and rare objects of statuary imported by the wealthy, 
with which to ornament and enrich their luxurious homes, are only seen by 
comparatively few,rarely by artists or students of art, and never by the 
masses of the people. Consequently the free admission of these works of 
art, when so imported, amounts simply to a contribution of the public rey- 
enues to the rich, with no compensating benefit to the public. Ample pro- 
vision was made in paragraph 670 of the House bill for the free admission of 
all works of art, including paintings, statuary, specimens of sculpture, etch 
ings, drawings, engravings, etc., when imported for a municipal corporation 
or for public exhibition by any association established in good faith expressly 
and solely for the promotion and encouragement of science, art, or industry 
This would include all such institutions as the Metropolitan Museum of Art 
at New York, the Corcoran Art Gallery at Washington, the Carnegie Art 
Galleries at Pittsburg, and others of like character, which are accessible to 
our art students and patrons and to the public generally 

Legislation which exempts from duty costly paintings and statuary, in- 
terior decorations, etc., along with the horses, carriages, household furni- 
ture, wearing apparel, jewelry, personal effects, etc., of our people of wealth, 
has the effect of making the coachmen and gardeners of the Vanderbilts and 
the Goulds and the Huntingtons pay more tax in the way of duties than 
their millionaire employers 

If the committee is not inclined to adopt the provision in the House bill 
for paintings and statuary, and desire to‘ 


yards 
der of 





it was 
of duty 


lassified as 


favor art”’’ by imposing a lower 
rate of duty on the finer and more artistic than on the cheaper and le 
meritorious articles, both of paintings and statuary, it is sugg: d that 


“paintings” be provided for in one paragraph and 
as follows: 

‘Par. —. Paintingsin oil or water colors, pastels and pen-and-ink drawings 
valued at not more than $100 each, 25 per cent ad valorem; vained at mo 
than $100 each, $10 each and 15 per cent ad valorem; but the term ‘ paintings’ 
as used in this act shall not be understood toinclude such as are mad holly 
or in part by stenciling or any other mechanical process, nor any article of 
utility. 

“Par—. Statuary, objects of, not specially provided for in this act, $10 each 
and 15 per cent ad valorem; but the term ‘statuary’ as used in this act shall 
be understood to include only such statuary as is cut, carved, or otherwise 
wrought by hand from a solid block or mass of marble, stone, or alabaster, cr 
from Saotal, and as is the professional production of a statuary « Ipt 
only.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
please restate his amendment? 


Mr. VEST. I move to insert the words ‘‘except where 
pedestal and statuary shall be carved from the same block.” 


‘statuary’ in another 





Will the Senator from Missouri 


the 








oor 


The SECRETARY. 
to read: 

And shali not include the pedestal or structure on which such statue ma: 
be mounted or placed, except where the pedestal and statuary shall be carved 
from the same block. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows in the chair). 
The question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph as amended will 
be regarded as agreed to, in the absence of objection. Paragraph 
619 will now be read. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, with reference to the paragraph 
just reached, I wish to say that the other day [ called the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Iowa who is in charge of the bill to the 
fact that cocoa-butterine is not distinguishable, according to the 
statement made by the Board of General Appraisers, from cocoanut 
oil. If weare to have cocoanut oil, the other article upon the 
dutiable list, to come in—but I see this is not the paragraph. I 
am mistaken as to that, and I will waive it for the present. 

Mr. ALLISON. That paragraph was passed. The Senator 
refers to the oil paragraph. 

Mr. WHITE. I do. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was passed, If it be trne—and I have 
no doubt the customs officials are familiar with the facte—that 
butterine can with difficulty be distinguished from cocoanut oil, 
both ought to be on the free list or the dutiable list, and I propose 
to have them placed on the dutiable list. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Sharretts informed me that there was a 
case—and he referred me to the decision of the court—where it 
was impossible to distinguish one from the other. I suggest the 
same disposition should be made of both articles. He has made a 
written statement with reference to it, and I called the attention 
of the chairman of the committee to that fact. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator called my attention to it before, 
but it escaped my mind. I now call attention to page 81, para- 
a" After ‘‘cocoa-butterine ” I moveto insert ‘‘ and cocoa- 
nut oil.” 

The Secretary. In paragraph 281, on page81, line 22, after the 
word ‘‘ cocoa-butterine,” it is proposed to insert the words ‘‘and 
cocoanut oil;” so as to read; 


Cocoa butter or cesoa-butterine and cocoanut oil, 3} cents per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now move to strike out, after the word 
**palm,” the words ‘‘and cocoanut oil,” in paragraph 603, page 
178, line 12. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next paragraph which was 
passed over will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. All the amendments were agreed to in para- 
graph 619 except the amendment in line 8, at the end of the 
paragraph, inserting ‘‘cyanide of potassium.” 

Mr. ALLISON. lask that paragraph 619 may be passed over 
for the present. I thought it had been disposed of satisfactorily, 
but it has not been. 





It is proposed to amend the amendment so as 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The paragraph will be passed 
over temporarily. The next ph passed over will be stated. 
The next paragraph 


over was the following, which the 


Committee on Finance reported to insert 


G22}. lia and gems, statues, statuary, and 

bronze, alabaster, or plaster of paris, where spec: y, im 

for the use of any societ: snpetpeentet or established solely for religious, 
philosophical, educational, scientific, or ee ae or for the encour- 
agement of the fine arts, or for the use or by order of any , academy, 
school, or seminary of ore the United States, or any State or public 
library, and not for sale; but the term “ ja” as herein shall be held 
toem only such insignis of rank or office or emblems as may be worn 
upon the person or borne in the hand durin, Aen exercises of the society or 


ens or casts of marble, 
ported in good faith 


institution, and shall not include articles of furniture or fixtures, or of regu- 
lar wearing apparel nor personal property of individuals. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to m the amendment inserting 
equa Oe), 8 ent to the desk. o 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The Secretary. In ph 622}, 182, line 8, after the 
word “gems,” it is proposed to strike out the word “‘statues;” in 
line 9, after the word ‘‘specimens,” tostrike out ‘‘or casts of mar- 
ble” and insert “of sculpture in,” and in the same line, after the 
words “alabaster or,” to strike out “plaster of paris” and insert 
“wood;” so as to read: 

. stati » and ‘ens of scul. in bronze, 
a 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The paragraph as amended was to. 

The next Dopey item was, on page 183, line 20, to strike out 
paragraph 630, as follows: 

630. Sheep dip. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I hope the amendment to strik ees 
graph will be disagreed to. @ out that para- 
e amendment was rejected. 


The next item passed over was paragraph 638, on page 184. |\,,, 
9, as follows: er 


638. Sodium. 


Mr. ALLISON, I move to strike out that paragraph. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CAFFERY. In connection with that paragraph, | pre 
a protest of certain soap makers against the proposed incre: 
duty, which was handed me by the representative of thes: | 
estants, Mr. Eugene M. Taylor, of Brooklyn, N. Y. I hope t 
protest will have some weight with the conference committ:.. 
that they will strike out the quarter of a cent additional 4). 
placed upon caustic soda. Iask that the protest may be pri: 
in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If there be no objection, it , 
be so ordered. , 

The protest referred to is as follows: 


CAUBTIC BODA. 


The soap makers and other users of caustic soda are satisfied wit) ; 
rates of duty imposed on this article by the Dingley bill as it passe 
House of ene, bat the changes the Senate Finance Commit: 

ropose making, namely, increasing the duty from one-half cent | 
ourths of a cent per pound on caustic 
the cS American industry of soap i 

The trade is already suffering greatly on account of keen competition «; 
any increase in the p of raw material caused by additiona! duty \ 
be a great hardship. f 

The soap makers feel that in the proposed tariff legislation their inter.s: 
are entitled to as much consideration as those of any other American mu; 
facturers, and they are unanimous that there should be no increa« 


duty on caustic soda. 
In compliance with a petition signed by the entire trade in all parts of ¢ 
oeaatee, the House of Representatives left the duty on caustic s« 
changed. 

The American manufacturers of caustic soda do not need any mor 
tection than they now enjoy. Figures taken from the Bureau of Stati«!i-s 
show that they actually ex caustic soda to England, the home of t 
heavy chemical industry, and they are now shipping regularly to Sout! 
America in competition with foreign manufacturers. 

Ina pamphlet issued last year by the Solvay Process Company, of Syrecuse, 

. Y., who are one of the largest caustic manufacturers in the world 
and the largest in the Uni States, they make the following stateinen: 

* The original capital was $300,000 and the output 80 tons of sod 
Puring the following fifteen years the business has required constant « 
geet until the present capital is $4,000,000 and the works havea capacity 


rT day. 

A duty of thre »-fourths of a cent per pound on caustic soda is equivalent to 
50 per cent protection, to say nothing of ocean freight and cost of handling at 

ts of import. 

The statistics also show that since the duty was placed at one-half cont 
pound on caustic the ——~ have actually been less than they wer. 
when the duty was ly . The imports to the United States from all « 
tries, 1895, were 72,019,114 pounds; in 1896, 47,827,247 pounds. 

These figures show that the American manufacturers are steadily increas 
ing their plants under present ratesof duty. New works are being built ai! 
old works extended, pl for some .on basis of present duty 

Five-eighths of the caustic soda used in this country is already made her 
andthe percentage in favor of American maker is increasing daily 

An advance in the rate of duty on caustic soda would be probibitory, an 
defeat one of the objects of the tariff measure—that is, revenue. 


Mr. ALLISON. Linquire if paragraph 638, ‘ Sodium,” has beon 
stricken out? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been stricken ont. 

The next passed-over item was paragraph 646, on page 18), be- 
ginning in line 3, as follows: 

646. Sulphur, lac or precipitated, and sulphur or brimstone, crude, iv bulk, 


sulphur ore as pyri or sulphuret of iron in its natural state, containing in 
excess of 25 per cent of sulphur, and sulphur not otherwise provided fur 


Mr. ALLISON. I move the amendment which I send to the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
hehe Seon rs ce ae page 185, line 8, after t! 
6 SECRETARY. ip: " , line 3, after the 
words *‘ precipitated, and,” it is proposed to strike out “sulpliur 
or brimstone, crude, in bulk;” so as to read: 


646. ur, lac or tated, and ore as pyrites, or sulphure' 
of trou tele natural ars cdteeel Bnet tent of sulphur, and 
sulphur not otherwise provided for. 


,are AN unnecessary burden uy; 






The amendment was Bis. 
Mr. ALLISON. I to return now to paragraph °°, on 
15. After the word “ ype in line 10, on 15, I move 
to insert “ brimstone, crude, 50 cents per ton,” and a semicolon. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
ALLISON. The next over is paragrap) 


666, which was inserted on the of the Committee on 
Finance. I now offer in behalf of the committee an amendment 


to be inserted in line 18, on 187, which I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to pas 
over par ** 650, tea 5 
Mr. AL N. Task that may be passed over tempora- 


vibe. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so, ordered in. 
oy now be stated. 









The SECRETARY. On page 187, line 18, at the end of paragraph 
666, it is proposed to insert: 

, That in case of residents of the United States returning from 

all wearing ap land other pe effects taken by them out of 


States to foreign countries shall be admitted free of duty, with- 


regard to — value, upon their identity being established, under appro- 


tions to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, but no more t $100 in value of articles purchased abroad by such res- 
4dents of the United States shall be admitted free of duty upon their return. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment apres by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]. 

Mr. WART. I should like to know upon what principle of 
justice persons traveling abroad are to be allowed to import cloth- 
ing or angthing else free? The fact that they have sufficient 
money to travel abroad proves pretty conclusively that they are 
as well able to pay taxes as any other class of our people. am 
informed that the exemptions that are now made under the exist- 

law amount to a very large sum of money annually. I have 
seen it estimated as high as from twenty-five to thirty million dol- 
lars of duties which are not collected from a class of people who 
are abundantly able to pay them. I do not see why those who re- 
main here and are unable to travel abroad should be compelled to 
pay duties on everything they buy, whilst those who travel abroad 
— be allowed to bring in any article free which they buy 
abroad. 

Mr. WHITE. I presume the Senator from Nevada would not 
object to their immediate wearing apparel, because there would 
be difficulties attending the confiscation of anything of that kind. 
[Lamghter.) 1 understand the committee has limited it to wear- 
ing a lin immediate use. 

r. STEWART. To $100 in value. 

Mr. ALLISON. We supposed a great many people might be 
abroad for three or four or six months, and possibly might have 
to buy clothing whilst there to the amount of at least a hundred 
dollars’ worth, which they would want to bringin. I think the 
Senator from Nevada should not complain of the provisions of 
this bill in relation to wearing apparel. 

Mr. STEWART. I understand the $100 exemption was in re- 
lation to what they had in actual use. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Oh, no; in addition to what they 
have when they go abroad. What they take when they goabroad 
they may bring back, but they may not bring more than $100 
worth in addition to that. 

Mr. STEWART. Does that include all they are wearing and 
what they bring with them? 

Mr. ALLISON. They can bring back what they took out and 
$100 worth in addition. 

Mr. WHITE. If a man should happen to buy one suit over the 
value of $100 abroad, and should be wearing it on his return to 
this country, an attempt to confiscate it might be attended with 
some complications. 

Mr. ISON. The duty is imposed on the surplus over $100. 

Mr.STEWART. If the provision is limited to wearing apparel 
in actual use of not over $100 in value, that would get rid of the 
present a 

Mr. VEST. is limitation ought to be at least $150. I sup- 

I aan alone in opposing this increase at all. Iam opposed to 

whole principle in legislation. This is gotten up by the 
American tailors who charge enormous ee in order to compel 
American citizens who happen to go to Europe, whether they go 
from necessity or otherwise, to come back and purchase their 
high-priced eee and at the risk of incurring the intense dis- 
pleasure of those tailors, I have to say that their prices are simply 
atrocious. In the city of New York a tullepatale suit of clothes 
can not be obtained from a reputable tailor for less than $75 to 
$100, and an overcoat for $100. 

In the city of Washington, which, compared with New York, is 
cons dered rather a provincial town, you pay $60 to $70, and they 
will charge you more if they can get it. Because an American 
eae and can buy the same suit of clothes for $20, he is 

to $100 in the amount of goods that he purchases, al h 
he may need underclothing whilst abroad and an overcoat and a 
hat—possibly two hats, two umbrellas. He must account at the 
custom-house for all the wearing apparel bought after he leaves 
until he returns, and if it exceeds $100 he has to pay 


‘out 


our shores 
taxes upon it. 

Iknow when this matter is talked about it opens the flood gates 
for the abuse of millionaires, who, it is said, to Europe and 


spend from seventy-five to a hundred million dollars a year, which 
is all rot—pure, simple rot. No such amount is 
If it is spent there, it is spent by people who 

to do it, who think they can afford to doit. So 
will go to Europe, and I trust the 
Chinese and barbarian system will 
United States, that we should not visit for- 
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to my comfort or health to go to Europe and buy European cloth- 
ing, I ought to have the right to do it, and not have my personal 
liberty circumscribed by the greed of a few merchant tailors in 
this country. 

I have been besieged by all sorts of circulars abusing million- 





aires and making absurd statements about the amount of ready- 
made clothing bought in Europe. A large number of Senators 
here have been to Europe. me of them may be ashamed to say 
so. lam not, and my experience was that [ could buy in Europe 
articles of superior quality for one-third the price; other articles 
not so good. In certain sorts of clothing the Americans excel all 


other people, and there are other sorts of clothing in which the 
foreigners excel us. 

The whole meaning of this thing is to put on an enormous tariff 
and then limit the amount any man may bring in free he 
benefit of these merchant tailors. I wish | had some of their cit 
culars here which I received only two days ago whole ar 
gument is, ‘‘ The robbery is going on, and we want our portion of 
it. You have put up the duty upon cloth, why not put up the 
duty upon ready-made clothing, so as to force the Americans to 
buy our clothes, whether they like them or not, or whether they 
fit or not?” Iam to be made to go to New York if I want a de- 
cent suit of clothes, and to pay $80 or $100 for it. If I am notable 
to do that, I am to pay right in this town $60 to $75 for a suit of 
clothes I can buy in Canada or Europe for $20 to $25. 

That is not liberty. That is an outrage upon the citizen. 
no crime for me to goto Europe. It is rio crime for me to pur 
chase clothing there. If you want to make a law shutting out 
passage across the Atlantic and make it, as Henry Carey said, an 
ocean of fire, do it, but do not pass these indirect relics of barba- 
rism which say to a man that he shall not go where he pleases 
and bny what he pleases and pay what he pleases. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the argument thet tailors 
overcharge might be applied to everything else, and it would be 
against any protective tariff. The argument that there should be 
no competitive article taxed because the people of this country 
charge too high for it would be entirely destructive of every pro 
tective duty in the Wilson Act. My position is this: If we are to 
put a duty upon importations, we should make it bear equally 
upon all. There should be no discrimination. That is the Chi- 
cago platform, that it shall not discriminate between persons or 
between sections, and I say letting one man bring in his clothing 
free and charging another man is a discrimination of the rankest 
and most marked kind, and it is absolutely unjust. 

If importations are to pay duty, the importations of rich and 
poor, of the traveler as well as the stay-at-home, should be taxed 
alike. There is no justice in allowing one man to import free 
and taxing another. It can not be justified upon any principle. 
The argument that tailors charge too much might be made 
against the manufacturers of steel, the manufacturers of woolens, 
the manufacturers of cotton, or any other manufacturers. That 
has been the complaint all the time, that they would charge too 
high if you allow them tocreatea monopoly by a prohibitive tariff 
That is the reason why both parties declare against a prohibitive 
tariff, as a rule. The dealers would charge too high. As to a 
yrotective duty upon competitive articles, both parties concur. 

hat is the settled policy. It should be equal, and there is no 
argument that can be made in favor of exempting one man and 
charging another. 

Mr.SEWELL. Mr. President, I am a protectionist, and believe 
in giving protection to every industry; but I am not willing to let 
this paragraph go by without stating my views with respect to it. 

Ido not want to appear before the country in what I call the 
mean way of examining every man’s baggage and every woman's 


or 


rhe 


It is 


baggage to see whether he or she has more than $100 worth of 
roods, That system of espionage has never before been proposed 
g I proj 


in this sense. Icallit mean. It is giving way to the demagogue. 
I shall not make any contest about it, but I wish to express my 
opinion. There are hundreds and thousands of respectable fami- 
lies to-day who go to Europe who ten, twenty, or thirty years ago 
could not afford to doit. It is becoming as common as it is to go 
to the country to spend a few weeks, and many a good woman 
saves up her hard earnings for the purpose of buying a few new 
fashions abroad. 

Mr. STEWART. DoestheSenator from New Jersey know what 
the Treasury estimate is of the amount of goods brought in free 
annually and the amount of duty lost? Can he state the amount 
of goods brought in and the amount of duty lost? 

Mr. SEWELL. I have heard it stated at $20,009,000. 

Mr. STEWART. Twenty million dollars of duty lost? 

Mr. SEWELL. I am myself a business man, and I make my 
own calculatious. I would not inflict what I cail this wrong on 
the American woman and the American man who may go abroad 
for recreation for any amount of money. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from New Jersey per- 
mit me? 

Mr. SEWELL. Certainly. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Is it not inflicted upon every American 
man and woman who crosses the Canadian border? 

Mr. SEWELL. I think not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is. 

Mr. SEWELL. I think not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is. 

. Mr. SEWELL. I have never been stopped at the Canadian bor- 
er yet. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator has had his trunk examined? 

Mr. SEWELL. Never. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mine always has been. 

Mr. SEWELL. Never. But the custom has been to allow all 
that is necessary for travel. A family go to Europe and spend 
three or four months, and they must even of necessity buy more 
than $100 worth each. The great Government of the United 
States, with all its sources of revenue, with its great wealth, says 
to its own citizens, and particularly to the female portion, “If 
= go abroad, you shall be searched on your return; and if you 

ave over $100 worth of — it shall be taken from you or you 
shall pay duties on it.” I submit to the Senate that in these days 
of American manhood it is too small a business to be engaged in. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President, [hadoccasionlastsummer to 
takea steamboat trip from Boston to St. John, New Brunswick, and 
my trunk was examined by thecustom-house officer. I didnot find 
any fault. I had occasion two years ago to take a trip to the city 
of Montreal, and at the line my trunk was examined. I delivered 
over my key to the officer who came on board, and he examined 
my trunk to ascertain whether I had any dutiable goods. He did 
the same when | returned to the United States. I submit that 
we are a law-abiding people in this country, and if we go to for- 
eign lands, we must submit to the laws that require our bagga 
to be examined to ascertain whether or not we have any dutiable 


oods, 

Mr. President, what is true when we go into the Provinces, into 
the Dominion of Canada, certainly ought to be true when we go 
across the ocean to Europe or some other foreign land. Itisa 
surd, it strikes me, for the Senator from New Jersey to put this 
on the ground of an outrage against the American people. It is 
nothing of the kind. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me tointerrupt him? He is stating the case very broadly. Can- 
ada is a foreign country. Wecan not regulate the affairs of a 
foreign country in its treatment of American citizens, but we can 
regulate the affairs of our own Government so far as concerns the 
treatment of our own citizens returning from Europe. They are 
examined now, but they are allowed whatever is reasonable for 
their travel. Here you propose to limit it. That is what I 
object to. 

r. GALLINGER. The Senator a moment ago stated that his 
trunk had never been examined. 

Mr. SEWELL. My trunk never has been examined in Canada. 

Mr. GALLINGER. He seems to have changed his mind. 

Mr. SEWELL. It was examined. Never in Canada. 

Mr, GALLINGER. The Senator has been one of the favored 
few, then. 

Mr. President, I have no sympathy with the plea in behalf of the 
rich, and I have no sympathy with the denunciation of the mer- 
chant tailors in the United States which we have heard from the 
distinguished and eloquent Senator from Missouri. I chance to 
have a very superior tailor in my own town, and he has children in 
the public schools, and he helps to pay taxes. He has some real 
estate, anditistaxed. He hasastock of goods, anditistaxed. He 
helps to support the municipal government and the State govern- 
ment and the National Government, and I submit to the Senate 
that he has the same rights under our law that anyone else has. 
He has the right to be protected against men going to Europe and 
bringing in here millions of dollars’ worth of articles every year— 

24,000,000, I understand, is the amount of revenue taken from 
the Government, according to the experts of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, to the a of these very men who help to sustain 
our Government and help to sustain our municipalities. 

I do not wear very fine clothes, but I have not run across the 
tailors in the city of Washington who charge $60 and $70 fora 
suit of clothes. I have not discovered them. I have patronized 
tailors on F street and Pennsylvania avenue, and I say that in my 
judgment there is not a city in the United States, and I doubt 
whether there are very many cities abroad, that furnish people 
cheaper clothes than are furnished to the people of the city of 
Washington. I will not venture to “orem re a 
chased a tailor-made suit in the city of ashington, ause I am 
afraid it might shock the sensibilities of the distinguished Senator 
from Missouri. He probably wears a different kind of clothes, and 
he must patronize a different kind of tailor from those I patronize, 
either in Washington or in the State of New Hampshire. 

I do not think there is any hardship about this matter. I do 
not think our poor people who are struggling now to get a living 
making clothes ought to be oppressed, while Mr. Vanderbilt or 
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Mr. Gould or some other millionaire may go to Evrope and brine 
home a thousand or two thousand or three thousand dollars’ w, rth 
of European clothes without paying any duty upon them. as I 
understand they are doing from time to time. am very glad 
that the committee have restricted the matter; it is fair, [ think 
we will be acting in the interest of the poor people of this country 
if we stand by the committee in their suggestion concerning t},/, 


item. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to add to my motion made yesterday as 
follows: Strike out the word ‘“‘actually,” in line 13, and insert 
after the word “the,” in line 13, the word “actually;” in line 14. 
strike out cS and after the word “ the,” in the same 
line, insert ‘‘then;” in line 16, strike out ‘‘and present comfort 
and convenience” and insert ‘‘not exceeding $100 in value-” co 


that the amendment when completed will read as follows: E 


Wearin sogeed, articles of personal adornment, toilet articles, and similar 
personal effects of persons arriving in the United States; but this exemption 
shall only include such articles as are in the actual use of, and as are pece< 
sary for the then wear and use of, such person for theimmediate purjoses o¢ 
the journey, not exceeding $100 in value, and shall not be held to apply to 


merchandise or articles intended for other persons, or for sale. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Has the Senator from Nebraska 
listened to the amendment which the committee proposes, to fol- 
low the amendment as printed in the bill? 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not hear the amendment read. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will have the modifi. 


cation proposed by the committee read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to paragraph 666 the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That in case of residents of the United States returning from 
abroad, all aes rel and other nal effects taken by them out of 
the United States to foreign countries shall be admitted free of duty, without 


segue to their value, upon their identity being established, under appro- 
pr 


te rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, but no more than $100 in value of arene abroad by such 
— of the United States shall be admit free of duty upon their 
return. 

Mr. ALLEN. Do I understand that to mean that it would 
exclude the bringing in of other articles? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It permits the bringing in of only 
$100 worth of apparel free of duty. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam willing to accept the amendment in lieu of 
the one I made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
withdraws his amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I do not concur with my friend 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], who seems to grow 
indignant at the idea of inspecting trunks and parce!s brought 
from abroad tothiscountry. I think there is nothing in any well- 
regulated inspection law which should cause any good citizen to 
feel indignant about its enforcement. There is carried abroad 
from this country, if the information we get is to be relied upon 
at all; seventy-five to one hundred million dollars a year in gold or 
gold equivalent, and that forms one of the strong drafts upon our 
Treas 


ury. 

I have no objection to any person who feels able to do so visit- 
ing any portion of the habitable globe where he can put his foot 
down in safety or even if he runs some risk of danger. But the 
people who are permitted to enjoy the blessings of the effete East, 
tot who come in contact with monarchies and the softening in- 
fluences of monarchy, ought not to object to paying a reasonable 
price for the privileges they enjoy, and they ought not to object 
to an oe of the inspection jaws of the United States that 
are, or should be, applied to every person who lands upon our 
shores, whether he be a citizen or a foreigner. 

If an American citizen, male or female, who has been abroad, 
comes back to this country with articles that are not contraband, 
there can be no reasonable objection to an officer making a proper 
inspection of the baggage. the articles are contraband and are 
subject to taxation, then this Government should have no con- 
sideration whatever for the feelings of such an individua!. male 
or female. It is a fact current throughout thol h and breadth 
of this country that thousands of le go to Europe annually 
for the express p of there purchasing their supplies, be- 
cause they can purchase them there cheaper than they can here. 
They can pay their expenses to Europe and back and purchase 
their supplies much cheaper than they can purchase the supplics 
here 


ou come across an individual of that 

and enforcing the laws of 
the contraband articles, if I 
may be itted so to call them, y the proper duty? There 
isa deal of namby-pambyism about this European travel. I 
do not object, as I said, to a man going to the North or South 
Pole, if he can go there. I have no jealousy or ill feeling toward 
my honorable friend the Senator from Missouri because he has 
had the advantages of Eastern travel and contact with Eastern 
people. I regard it as a matter of his own concern. I would not 


vats ec Ta 
n ng or her 
the United States and com 
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deprive him of any right as a citizen because he has done so or 
because he desires to do so, but I would put a stop, if it were 
within my power, to the constant drain upon this country which 
comes from sending our money by millions and hundreds of mil- 
lions annually to Europe. 

Every —— count in France and in Austria and England 
and in other European countries is coming here, and they are tak- 
ing away a certain class of our people annually in marriage and 
taking hundreds of millions of dollars with them. I am among 
the number who believe that it is a blessing rather than a curse 
that they should go, but I believe, at the same time, that this 
country should enforce its inspection laws against high and low, 
rich and poor, alike, and no honorable man or woman has a right 
to complain when that is done in the proper order. 

I say nothing about the question where a man should expend 
his money. I believe very much as my amiable friend the Sena- 
tor from Missouri believes, that a man ought to be permitted to 
spend his money when and where and under what circumstances 
he may see fit. I believe that he should have the entire world to 
contract in, if he wants it, under proper regulations. I believe if 
my friend wants to go to Europe or elsewhere to purchase his 
clothing, he should have that right, but I do not believe that he 
should — back in his trunk or trunks four or five thousand 
dollars’ worth of goods that would escape taxation under the guise 
that they were his personal effects. 

There is no reason why a law of this kind should not be adopted 
and enforced. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iwill ask the Senator who reported the amend- 
ment whether it makes any provision for a foreigner bringing in 


an weet ie free? 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment applies only to residents of 
the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. It does not say so. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I desire to inquire whether there is any pro- 
vision which will admit a foreigner’s wearing apparel freeof duty, 
or does he have to pay duty on all of his apparel? 

Mr. GRAY. The amendment does not say that it is confined to 
United States citizens. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The amendment in terms confines it to resi- 
dents of the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. Where? 

Mr. LINDSAY. In the proviso. 

Mr. GRAY. Thatis not in the printed part of the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. The first part applies to wearing apparel and 
articles of personal adornment—personal effects of pees com- 
ing into the United States. The proviso applies only to citizens 
of the United States or residents of the United States. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask that the amendment may be reported 


again. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the whole of it be stated. 
a VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


666. Wearing a l, articles of personal adornment, toilet articles, and 
personal effects of persons arriving in the United States; but this ex- 
emption shall only include such articles as actually accompany and are in the 
use of, and as are necessary and appropriate for the wear and use of such per- 
sons, for the immediate purposes of the journey and present comfort and con- 
and shall not be held to apply to merchandise or articles intended 
persons or for sale: Provided, That in case of residents of the United 
States returning from abroad, all wearing apparel and other personal effects 
taken Py, them out of the United States to foreign countries shall be admitted 
free ¢ uty, without regard to their value, upon their identity being estab- 
under appropriate rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the ury, but no more than $100 in value of articles purchased 
abroad — residents of the United States shall be admitted free of duty 
upon return. 


Mr. LINDSAY. That is satisfactory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The next passed-over amendment of the Committee on Finance 


was, on 187, paragraph 668, which the committee proposed to 
amend ine 21, after the word ‘‘including,” by striking out 


7: wood” and inserting ‘ Pee and other pulp woods, deal 

;” in line 22, after the words ‘‘shingle bolts,” to insert ‘* head- 
bolts, stave bolts;” in line 23, after the word ‘‘sawed,” to in- 
sert ‘‘ or planed on one side;” and in line 24, after the words ‘ fence 
” to insert ‘‘railroad ties;” so as to make the paragraph 


ae 


at 


z and round unmanufactured timber, includi lar and 
Pp Ww deal ends, firewood, handle bolts, shingle bolts, Sreadin, 
aU geese pool. celisend tina Unig Canber. and aktp pinks 
Sede cot specially provided fer in his act. 7e 
ALLISON. Iask that “heading bolts” and “stave bolts 
and “railroad ties,” in line 24, may be stricken from the 
, they having been already placed upon the dutiable list 

hs 194 and 198. 
Pp. ENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
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amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the 
comunittee. 

The amendment to the amendment was ag 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] has 
an amendment which he wants to offer to this paragraph. I ask 
him to withhold it for a moment, until I can move to insert as @ 
new paragraph what I send to the desk 

The SECRETARY. On page 190, at the end of par 
insert a new paragraph, as follows: 

670}. Works of art the production of American artists residir 
abroad, or other works of art, including pictorial paintings on gla 
expressly for presentation to a national institution, or to any Sta 
ipal corporation, or incorporated religious society, « r 
institution, except stained or painted window glass, or stained paintac 
glass windows; but such exemption shall be subject tosuch regulat 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe 





eed to, 


graph 6704, 





The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now ask the Senate to turn to page 31 
graph 118. 

Mr. LINDSAY. 
from Ilowa—— 

Mr, ALLISON. 

The SECRETARY. 
words 


, para- 
Before we leave the free list, I ask the Senator 


Lam not leaving it except for a moment. 

On page 31, paragraph 118, line 25, after the 
‘** manganese ore,” insert the words ‘‘ containing less than 
40 metallic units in dry state;” so as to read: 

Manganese ore containing less than 40 metallic 
ton. 


units in dry state, $1 per 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now the Senator from Colorado wants to offer 
an amendment to the free list. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I give way to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa to the fact that manganese ore, on which a duty has just 
been imposed, is a component of ferro-manganese, and that the 
duty on that product ought also to be raised. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, I will propose 
some amendment to-morrow morning on that subject. 

Mr. TELLER. On page 187, paragraph 668, line 25, after the 
words ‘‘ ship planking,” I move to insert ‘* and rough lumber man- 
ufactured of white pine.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado pro- 
poses an amendment, which the Secretary will read. 
The Secretary. After the words “ship planking,” 
and 25 of page 187, paragraph 668, insert the words: 


in lines 24 


And rough lumber manufactured of white pine 


Mr. LINDSAY. Before we proceed with the consideration of 
that amendment, I want to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Iowa. Does the free list include wood alcohol anywhere? If it 
does not. I wish to offer an amendment putting wood alcohol on 
the free list. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not include wood alcohol. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Then on page 188, at the conclusion of para- 
aph 669, I move to amend by inserting as paragraph “6694, 
food alcohol.” 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert 
after line 12, on page 188, the following: 

669}. Wood alcohol. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. STEWART. What has become of the amendinent of the 
Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. TELLER. I supposed the amendment I offered was 


as a new paragraph 


pend- 


ng. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado, upon which 
he is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to delay the Sen- 
ate with any lengthy discussion of this question. I understand it 
has been somewhat discussed heretofore at the proper place. I 
was not present, and I did not hear the debate. 

I understand that under this bill white-pine lumber will bear a 
duty of $2 per thousand. Under the McKinley Act the duty on 
white-pine lumber was $1 a thousand. Under the Wilson Act it 
was on the free list, and it has been on the free list since the Wil- 
son Act was passed. I can not conceive of any reason why it 
should now be put on the dutiable list at a rate of $2 per thousand 
unless the committee propose to prohibit the import into the 
United States of white-pine lumber, and judging from the state- 
ment made by one of the parties who were advocating this duty 
before the Ways and Means Committee, I suppose that is the real 
purpose, because one of the parties who appeared before the com- 
mittee in defense of the duty declared that it should be a prohib- 
itory duty, and that $2 was a prohibitory duty. 

Mr. President, there is no principle upon which this duty can 
be defended. It is not to build upanyindustry. It is not to pro- 
tect any American industry, but to destroy. The authorities that 
have already been cited in the brief debate, and which can be cited 
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again, I think show conclusively that at the rate we are now con- 
suming the white pine of this country not to exceed seven or eight 
years at most can elapse before the entire white pine of the coun- 
try will be consumed. Of course it is somewhat difficult to say 
whether that is the exact time, and yet all the authorities agree 
that in six or eight years at most the white pine will be exhaus 

if we continue the present annual cut. 

We have been in the habit of putting duties upon products 
brought from foreign countries, upon the theory that we wanted 
to equalize the labor in the production of the article. The reports 
submitted by the officers of the Government, and which have 
been presented here by the Commissioner of Labor and by the 
Secretary of ee eae show that it costs more to prepare a 
thousand feet of white-pine lumber in Canada, the only country 
that is bringing us any white pine, than in the United States. 
That is accounted for by tworeasons. The first is that that coun- 
try is somewhat rougher than ours, and secondly, they do not 
have as efficient machinery and they are not as well prepared for 
the work. Ido not care to go into the details to show it; if any- 
body doubts or disputes it, of course that can be done; but both 
the Commissioner of Labor and the Secretary of Agriculture have 
submitted facts here to show that we can produce a thousand feet 
of pine lumber, stumpage and labor, cheaper than in Canada. 

n looking over the Recorp it would appear that an effort was 
made here the other day to make the Senate believe that the pine 
lumber of Canada was coming in conflict with the pine lumber of 
Michigan and Minnesota. But an examination of the imports of 
lumber and an acquaintance with the business carried on will 
‘establish the fact that that is not the case. The imports of lum- 
ber from Canada into the United States have gone almost entirely 
to the New England States. 

There is very little imported into Michigan, and some into Ohio; 
but that which goes into Michigan does not come in contact with 
Michigan lumber. It has gone to Michigan for distribution 
mainly to Ohio, possibly some to Indiana; but the great bulk of 
it has gone East. Ihaveastatement here that shows the amount 
which has gone to the New England ports. We have not in- 
creased the import of lumber from Canada for several years. 

Mr. STEWART. The people have not been able to buy it. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Nevada submits that the peo- 

le have not been able to buy it. That is exactly true. I have no 
Soubt that the falling off in the consumption of lumber in this 
country has been owing to the poverty of the people more than to 
the scarcity of lumber. 

Iam informed by those who know that the white-pine lumber 
in Canada sells for a higher figure, as a rule, than in the United 
States. 

I desire to read some of the statistics shown by the tables of im- 
= Here are tables of imports of lumber into the United States 
Canada for several years, commencing with 1890, when it 
was 715,000,000 feet, and ending with 1896, when it was 742,000,000 
feet. That includes all classes oflumber, It includes white pine, 
race, and other lumber. I havea table here, which I will not 
qhvem to read, showing where the lumber has gone that came 
into the United States. There were about 12,000,000 feet of lum- 
ber that went to Chicago. 

Mr. ELKINS. From where? 

Mr. TELLER. FromCanada. About thesame amount went to 
Detroit, a little less to Huron, Mich., and to Minnesota, according 

the statement here, which I presume is correct, there were less 

nm a quarter million feet. Taking all the imports of lumber into 
the United States, into the Lake Champlain ports, the quantity 
was 830,096,000 feet; other New York , including Buffalo. 
199,592,000 feet; into Michigan and Ohio ports, 48,658,000 feet; 
= Chicago, Ill., 12,026,000 feet; into Minnesota ports, 236,000 
, and into Wisconsin ports, none at all. 

I read this statement for the purpose of showing that the effort 
made here to make it a that the Northwest—Minnesota and 
Michigan—is being injured by the imports of Canadian lumber 
is not correct. One of the Senators stated a very pathetic con- 
dition, that the mills of Minnesota on one side of a river and 
Michigan on the other side were standing idle, and a bridge built 
across that river in the vicinity of those mills was con 
out of Canadian lumber that came in free. 

The fact, as shown by the statement of the mayor of the city 
where the bridge was built and by the contractor of the 
is that the neer who built the bri 
portion of the timber used should be of hemlock, and no hemlock 
was found in that immediate vicinity on the Minnesota side and 
hone on the Michigan side that was fit for use, and therefore 
Canadian hemlock had to be used to a a , and 
the bridge was built out of Minnesota and Michigan lumber aside 
from the Canadian hemlock that they were compelled to have. 

The ag in the Northwest are interested in the lumber busi- 
ness. ey do not, in fact, get any of this Canadian lumber in 
the Northwest or in the prairie country. Take the 
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States of South Dakota and North Dakota. They get practic..)).- 
nothing from Canada. Michigan and Minnesota lumber su, plies 
that market. The Canadian lumber supplies the Eastern mar)... 
If there is a duty put upon white-pine lumber, it will con. «| 
this, simply, that the Minnesota and Michigan timber region \.) 
furnish the timber for the East to the exclusion of Cana,...., 
timber, and the price will rise $2 a thousand or more—certa:,,, 
it will not be less—to every homesteader in the West. 

I should like to know from the committee upon what t). 
this duty is imposed, with the fact staring them in the face. 4... 
contradicted and undisputed, and admitted by them (at least ¢),, . 
have never disputed it), that if the present cut continues for, | y.\ | 
say. eight years, the white pine of the United States wil] }, 
thing of the past. Upon what theory do they say it is necess.). 
to protect the manufacture of a lumber in the Unite) 
States when it is proved conclusively that white-pine lumi...) 
be manufactured in Minnesota and in Michigan cheaper th.) ;,, 
Canada, and when it is proved that ed me of white-pine Im 
ber in Canada is more than in the United States? 

Upon what principle do they propose to put upon the people yw!) 
build houses in the t Northwest an extra tax that wil! not po 
$2 a thousand, for that will necessarily be put on because it ¢. 
to the Government if the Canadian telaws is lumber here, but 
tax that the manufacturers of lumber in the State of Minnes.: 
and in the State of Michigan and in the State of Wisconsin ivy 

ut upon thesettlers? If thisisa prohibitive tax, asit was declare! 
before the committee $2 a thousand would be, with the hig! pr 
of manufacture in C a, with the high price of stumpag. in 
Canada, with the difficulties of tran tion, it is the exclusion 
of all Canadian lumber from the United States, this great mark. 
the greatest in the world for lumber, for the American people «, 
sume per capita more lumber than any other people in the wor), 
two to one. Why? Because we area growing and a building 
country, because we have thousands of people who are going 011 
upon the public domain to make a home, and if this duty is im 
posed, every one of them must pay tribute to the timber manuiac- 
turers of those three States. 

I do not know but the committee will fall back on the oft-re- 

statement that this is nota protective duty, but a revenue 

uty; but if it is, the revenue duty is exceedingly small an’ wi! 
ow smaller and smaller, with the fact that is staring us in th. 
face that there is to be no import of Canadian lumber. Not only 
will the people of the Northwest be put to an additional burden 


for every house they build, for every barn, and for every cabin, 
but so will the people of New Ex of Ohio, and of some por- 
tions of Pennsylvania and New 


Mr. President, I am in favor of protection. I would protect 
every American industry that needs it. But I would not run pyo- 
tection into the ground. I would not abuse it as it is being abuse) 


here by simply putting on an arbitrary tax that shall ena) 1) 
samtdinteeae 40 Funber to t their own price without com) .- 


titior upon the lumber, which is not a} , but is an absolute 
necessity, and thus compel every settler in West to pay trib- 
ute to them. 

Tn looking over the Recorp the other day I saw that an appe:l 


‘was made to the Senate that these people had invested their mony 
in this timber and that are entitled to the protection given t» 
other industries. You p other industries to build them up. 
You protect the manufacture of iron to enable the people of 1! 
United States to manufacture iron cheaply. You do not protet 
this lumber to enable them to give to the cheaper lumber, 
but So it for the avowed purpose, stated in open declara- 
tion on this floor, to raise the price tothe consumer, anid (111! 
is not a uablican doctrine; it never has been; and even in this 
day, in my judgment, the Republican party will not stand by that 
as a protective theory. ; 

not to raise the price, but to make articles ultimat:|y 
cheaper that we have been advocating the protective doctrin: 


here for : 
i strong; and woe n 
ch , and in the 
created a berdon upon com- 
all by producing cheapness. 
That is the legitimate and theory. 
a. on white pine which 
I have been familiar 


e 


zy 
Hf 


Ttwould takes little time to go over that, but I 

: Reeeter of Agri- 
aioe, and the 
I think is No. 
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40, in which they both agree that if the cutting continues, within 
the next seven or eight years white pine will be a thing of the 
past in the United States. ’ 

Mr. GRAY. Then, as the Senator argues, no protective tariff 
can increase the growth of white-pine timber? 

Mr. TELLER. No protective tariff can increase it, and if a 
protective tariff excludes from the United States the consumption 
of the Canadian product, it hastens the time when the white-pine 
tree will be as scarce in the Northwest as an orange tree is now. 

Mr. President, in my boybood days I lived in the timber coun- 
try of New York and Pennsylvania. I remember those magnifi- 
forests, which have never had their equal except on the Pa- 
Coast, and to-day in all that country there is not a white-pine 
left that is fit for lumber. It will be soin Michigan, it will 
be so in Wisconsin, it will be so in Minnesota, in ten years at the 
urthest; and those wy are not entitled to any special legisla- 

t t 


» 


tion. Every hour a their stumpage stand it grows 
more beneficial to them. they let it stand ten or fifteen years, 


aoe ol get more for it than under this forced system of putting 
on and taking toll from the great industries of the country. 

I challenge the committee here to make one single showing 
which will justify a duty upon white-pine lumber which will 
not justify a duty upon every article of commerce and trade and 
which not blot out the free list. Our manufacturers need 
white-pine lumber for the carrying on of an infinite variety of 
trade and manufacture and are entitled to have the Canadian 
market. This duty is to be imposed in the interest of a few men, 
and only a few men, who own the white pine of this country, not 
to exceed in number forty or fifty at the most. 

I know there may be small holdings, but I am speaking of great 

i There are upon the farms in some of the Western States 
a few ing pines, but the great pine forests are owned by a 
few capitalists in this country, and it is in their interest, and in 
their interest alone, at the cost and expense of the settler and at 
the cost and expense of the manufacturer of every variety and 
kind in this country, whose interests the committee have professed 
80 t a desire to protect, that this duty is now to be imposed. 
rf there is a proposition in this bill anywhere—and I think there 
area hundred—which is absolutely indefensible, here is one be- 
yond oo - 

Mr. VEST. I want to offer an amendment to the pending bill 
for the of having it printed. 

The IDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
offers an amendment and asks that it be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read, Mr. President. 

Mr. VEST. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add to section 13, on page 
204, the following: 

Provided, That goods arrivi \ ch are i 
voiced or consigned to either oO ony ccier whete oft i eomer 

of Congress approved June 10, 1880, may be entered for transportation 

te such port. and there subjected, if entered imme- 

consumption, to the rates of duty in force at the time of arrival! at the 
outer port. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I ay want to observe that this 
question of free lumber was considered exhaustively in the absence 
of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and decided against 
those of us who believe that no duty at all should be imposed upon 
that article. 

I donot know that the paper I have in my hand throws any light 
on the subject or adds a single new argument; but it came to me 
this celine from a reputable citizen of New York, who asked 
me asa favor to lay it before the Senate. He is a practi- 
cal lumber man, and his letter struck me with a great deal of 
force. I only regret that it was not here at the time the main 


was of. lask the Secretary to read it. 
Secretary read 
Burra.o, N. Y., June 30, 1897. 


as follows: 
DEarR Ste: In the lumber debate Senator SPooNER said that the lumber 
i ateeeetiien oa acdendanteianencasedion ievhee tate chat 
as are brin, , umber into that 
eee Saperece, and tt Boalt If you look at the Im- 
for 18%, No. 3, page 205, you will see that no lumber 
into Wisconsin from Canada, a board, and that into Minnesota 

came during 


that fiscal feet, valued at $3,165, out of a total 
- oy perme $3,165, out of a tota 


‘ane of this lumber comes into the West, into the regions that he states, 

Sacer cr ret ir catches end ya et So 
ie ’ 000, eet com 

the Nova Scotia. This is bepenes. re 

0 tect hemlock, ** the poor 


eed Beers nin wall ote ecteet te poor pi 
. ’ e in 
7 eee pine. vee 
a try 
too 
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it. 
to have some timber they have 
driven down the St. John 
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River by Canadians, sawed at the mills at Fredericton by Canadian work- 
men, and shipped to this country in Canadian bottoms, come in f 

It may be said, however, that spruce reproduces, and therefor fo 
ests replenish; but as to Northwestern white pine, once cut, not pine, but 





ree of duty 
ra theese for 


other growths appear, and the pine forest utterly perishes 
As to fir on our Western coast, our own people have it in abundance, and 
the people in British Columbia are permitted Chinese labor; so theirs is a 


special case. 

These gentlemen in the Northwest who want to shut Cy 
of its market in the East, where it has been coming | 
hard up they are and how they have all failed 


lumber out 


e telling how 


There is a committee known as the ways and means committee of this 
great lumber convention which has an office in Washington; their names fill 
about a page of the tariff hearings. This is the Winchester & rganiza- 
tion. 

There are six of them from Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, and four 
of the six are to-day ratedin Dun'’s Commercial Agency AAAI, and this means 


a million and over. 
I refer of course to the firms to which they belong, and they are really not 
among the heavy ones of the Northwest; that is, the heaviest. Ihave m 
stated a little, I find on looking it up. One of them is only AA}, poor fellow 
The Republican legislatures of Nebraska and Kansas passed joint r 
tion after joint resolution calling on their representatives at Was 
vote for free lumber. 
They not only want a two-dollar duty but a four-dollar duty 
a club in this bill which they pretend is to hit Canada if they pr 
duty on logs over there, but they really intend to use that clul 
of the United States. 
Canada put that exp 
duced the 


nt resolu 
hington to 


They've got 
it an export 
» on the people 
rt duty on logs clear down to the 


time that we re 


uty on lumber, and the Government over there has just declared 
that when we put a duty on lumber it will go back on logs, and that's what 
these millionaires want, just another million or so, by shutt it the Can 


ada lumber. 

I could tell you the story about that bridge at Duluth, 
Spooner held so bravely, but the import tables answer hin 

Now, 1 want you to take thisin behalf of one of the plain people 
business is lumber, and who is about to be ruined if this duty 
and give the Senate the benefit of it, for everythiag her 
fact. 

Very respectfully, yours, 


which Horatius 
1 sufficiently 
whose 
wo on lumber, 
e stated asa fact isa 
GEORGE W. STEVENS. 
Hon. Grorce G. Vest, 
United States Senate 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr.GRAY. Whatisthat amendment, Mr, President? 
like to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
proposed amendment. 

The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to amend paragraph 668 by 
inserting after the words ‘‘ ship planking,” in line 24,on page 187, 
the words: 


Ishould 


The Secretary will state the 


And rough lumber manufactured of white pine. 


Mr. TELLER. On that I shall ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, Ishould like to ask—I wasout when 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER| came up—what is the duty which is proposed to be put 
upon white-pine fosuber in this bill? 

Mr. TELLER. It will be $2 if this bill passes as it now stands. 
It was $1 under the McKinley law, and it is free under the Wilson 
law. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand there is, in addition, a retaliatory 
clause proposed in this bill of $2 a thousand if any country shall 
place an export duty uponlumber. Is not that so? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that there is a retali- 
atory clause equivalent to the export duty, whatever it may be. 

Mr. TELLER. That is on page 61 of the bill. 

Mr. GRAY. So that if Canada shall, in the exercise of her tax- 
ing power, conclude to put a duty of $2 or $3—it certainly was $2 
for a long time—of export duty upon lumber, then practically the 
duty upon lumber from Canada will be $4 a thousand. So that | 
want it understood just what the amount of this burden is going 
to be. If it be a four-dollar duty, it will be prohibitive, and that 
will inure entirely to the benefit of those who own the remnant 
of white-pine timber along the northern tier of States—I do not 
know what they are—Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, I 
think the Senator from Colorado said. 

Mr. President, that seems to me to be a very wrongful kind of 
a tax for such an interest as that for those who own these lands. 
The Senator from Colorado says there are about forty who own 
the buik of them. It is proposed that we should tax in this ex- 
travagant way the people of this country and the manufacturing 
interests of this country, to whom white-pine lumber is so neces 
sary. Four dollars a thousand, it is asserted, as I have said, will 
be prohibitive. I should like to have read, in fairness to those 
whose interests seem to be assailed and threatened by this tax, a 
letter which I hold in my hand from a dealer in and a maunu- 
facturer of white-pine lumber, who has been compelled to resort 
to the forests of Canada in order to obtain the supply for his mills 
in this country, and is manufacturing largely in this country and 
supplying the sash and door and building trades with this very 
nepiful and necessary article. I send to the Secretary’s desk and 
ask to have it read, in order that we may see at least what are the 
views of one of the manufacturing industries of this country, the 
letter to which I refer. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 





WASHINGTON, D. C., June 29, 1897. 


Sir: I appenl to you—-I appeal to the Senate of the United States—against 
a four-dollar duty on lumber, which is provided for in the pending tariff bill. 

I represent a business which has been continued for over fifty years, de- 
scending from father toson. Thetimberin Michigan, which has been always 
our home, and where our main operations were conducted, is now cut off. 
Not as much white pine stands in Michigan to-day as has been cut by her saw- 
mills inasingle year. Weare now operas at Duluth and in Canada, and 
have established a large lumber yard at Buffalo, where we receive and ma- 
nipulate and partly manufacture our Canada stock. 

We established this connection since the passage of the Wilson bill, making 
lumber free. We had noted that the McKinley bill reduced the duty on 
white pine, which is what we handle, to §1 per thousand, and the further re- 
duction by the Wilson bill seemed naburelty proper, as the country needed 
the Canadian supply both of logs and lumber. 

The ponte hill provides for a two-dollar duty, which is itself prohibitive 
on this Canada white-pine lumber, and further provides for an additional 
two-dollar (1: y if Canada shall impose an export duty on saw logs. 

This Can» (a is going to do and has lately so declared; so as a consequence, 
there will be « four-dollar duty on the white-pine lumber which we are bring- 
ing from Georgian Bay to Buffalo. 

‘hy this duty our lumbering operations on Georgian Bay and our yard and 
planing-mill cponpions at Buffalo are cut off one from the other absolutely, 
and both are absolutely ruined. 

I have stated my case only as atypical one. At Oswego, at Ogdensburg, 
at Whitehall, N. Y., at Burlington, Vt., at Toledo, Ohio, are operations simi- 
larly situated, to which the same disaster will come. 

There is not an operation along this northern border to-day that is making 
any money. for the reason that the people are too poor to buy their products 

n volume, 

I trust the United States Congress will not now pass a law which will add 
a duty of $4 per thousand to this lumber, or this two-dollar prohibitive duty, 
which the people must pay or do without it, as neither producer nor dealer 
can pay it 

Yours, very truly, 


ARTHUR HILL. 
Hon. Groner GRAY, 


United States Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I understand that this retaliatory 
clause—for such it is—is one of the most important features of 
this bill. It will undoubtedly double the duty on white-pine lum- 
ber. I donot know whether the Senator from Colorado alluded 
to that, as I was unfortunate enough to be out when he com- 
menced his remarks; but if we pass this duty of $2 on manufac- 
tured lumber, the Canadian Government will undoubtedly exer- 
cise the power that it has recently had conferred upon it of putting 
an export duty of $2 upon lumber, as it has been heretofore. 

I hold in my hand a dispatch from Ottawa, dated June 18, 1897, 
to the New York Herald, which says: 

OTTAWA, ONTARIO, June 18, 1897. 

The Dominion Government, in the House of Commons to-day, took powse 
to itself to impose, by order in council, an export duty on logs and pulp 
wood, and also on Canadian ores. The first resolution provides that on pine, 
Douglas fir, spruce, fir balsam, cedar, elm, and hemlock logs and pulp wood 
an one duty not exceeding $3 per thousand feet board measure, and in 
case of the export of any of the above-mentioned logs or pulp wood in shorter 
lengths than 9 feet, then a rate per cord may be levied in the same way not 

reater than the equivalent of the above-mentioned rate per thousand feet 
yoard measure, ond such export duty shall be chargeable accordingly, after 
the publication of such proclamation, provided that the Government in 
council may, by proclamation, published in like manner, from time to time 
remove and reimpose such export duty. It was without debate. 

So they are preparing to exert this power in case this tax is 
imposed, We may ae that is all wrong that they should exert 
that power; that it is bad faith and bad manners to this Govern- 
ment; but, nevertheless, Mr. President, we are exciting by this 
legislation of ours just such acts of hostility as that, and we are 
converting the natural relations of these le, which ought to 
be friendly and amicable, and ought to be such that trade should 
flow easily and peaceably between them, into conditions that are 
like the camps of opposing armies, and acts of hostility and acts 
of retaliation such as are provided for in this bill have come to 
be the common parlance of our trade relations. 

We retaliate, but we retaliate on our own people. Because 
Canada puts an export duty of $2 on logs, then we tax all the 
American people. The man who builds a house or the factory 
that makes sash and doors and window blinds we tax $2. We re- 
taliate, but we suffer for the retaliation. 

I recollect when the retaliatory clause of 1890 was u , I think it 
was the Senator from North Carolina, our late lamented colleague, 
Mr. Vance, who said retaliation reminded him of the man who, 
when he was knocked down in the street, went home and retaliated 
by beating his wife. So when we want to retaliate on Canada for 
putting a two-dollar export duty upon logs we tax the American 
people, without hurting Canada, and we make these exactions on 
all these important trades and lines of business that ought to be 
more considered. 

Mr.MANTLE. Mr. President, l understand the pending amend- 
ment to be to strike out the duty as :.yplied to white-pine lumber. 
The legitimate object and purpose of a protective tariff, as I un- 
derstand it, is to encourage, to foster, to develop, and to expand 
the industries of our own country, or such of them as are suscep- 
tible to that operation. 

The situation with respect to white-pine lumber seem: to be, as 
gathered from all the arguments and statistics bearing upon the 
subject and the best authority that can be reached, that the white 
pine of the country is limited in amount, that it is incapable of 
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renewing itself or of being grown or developed by any process 
that when once extinguished it can not be revived. There is no 
way by which its growth can be encouraged or developed or ex- 
panded, and its ultimate destruction is absolutely certain. 

Again, it is admitted that what there is left in this country js 
owned by a comparatively few gentlemen—a syndicate; that the 
duty, if levied, taken in connection with the retaliatory duty 
which is sure to follow upon the part of Canada, will result in 
the total prohibition of the importation of any white-pine lumber. 

Therefore it is manifest that from a protective standpoint 
absolutely nothing can be accomplished by the levying of this 
duty, and that from the revenue standpoint absolutely nothing 
can be accomplished by the ae of this duty, because it is 
acknowledged to be prohibitory, taken in connection with the 
retaliatory duty. Hence we can have absolutely no. benefit from 
a protective point of view; we can gain absolutely nothing from 
a revenue point of view. Therefore we are flying directly in the 
face of the protective idea, because we are offering a premium for 
the extinction and destruction of the white pine of this country: 
whereas it would seem to be the true policy, the policy of wisdom, 
to save, in so far as possible, the white pine of the United States, 
and to draw upon the white pine of Canada for our use just so 
long as we may. 

So it follows again that the only effect of this duty will be to en- 
hance thecost of white pine to the consumers of that character of 
lumber, located principally in the West and Northwest. I sub- 
mit, if the facts as stated here in these arguments are correct, the 
deductions which I make are indisputable. 

On the 22d of last February what I have regarded as one of 
the most infamous orders which ever issued from the executive 
department of this Government went into effect, taking some 
21,000,000 acres of the forest lands of the Rocky Mountain region 
from public settlement—an order which, had it been permitted to 
stand, would have resulted in great injury to the people of those 
localities. 

The only excuse given for the issuance of these orders was the 
desire to preserve the forests of this country, and yet by the terms 
of the pending bill we are now attempting to pursue a policy 
which places a premium upon the destruction of the forests of the 
United States. - 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will not delay the debate for more 
than a moment, but I have been handed a copy of the North- 
Western Lumberman, which seems to illustrate the purpose of 
the $2 a thousand tax on lumber. The heading is, ‘‘ Mr. Win- 
chester’s remarks at Memphis.” The introductionin the paper is: 

A. H. Winchester, of Buckhannon, W. Va.,a member of the executive com- 
mittee of the national lumber convention, and a lumberman of experience, 
was present at the meeting of the Southern Lumber Manufacturers’ Associa 
tion held at Memphis, Tenn., last week, and in response to an invitation talked 
tariff to the lumbermen there assembled in an exceedingly forceful and vig 
orous manner. No better description of his talk can be given than to quote 
the words of one who was present. d he: “ Winchester’s speech was the 
feature of the Memphis meeting; every story that he told was just as pat as 
it could be, and invoked gue and applause every time. He is one of the 
most convincing speakers I ever listened to; he drives a thing home and 
clinches it in the back of your neck with a sledge hammer.” 

In his speech—I will not read the whole of it—Mr. Winchester 
said: 

Now, you take our average cut of the United States, and $1 a thousand 
advance means what? It means $35,000,000 to the lumbermen of the United 
States ina year. Now,if wecarry out this idea, $1 duty don’t take it to that. 
Lumber in Canada would come down a whole dollar, and it wouldn't help us 
any. Get it up to aboat -. and then it would begin to have its effect. 

‘o illustrate a little further: There were a lot of gentlemen from the 
Northwest, up Minnesota way, in Washington the other day, and they were 
sitting in Senator BURROWS’s committee room. An interesting incident 
occurred there. Senator BuRRows ischairman of thecommittee. The com- 
mittee hadn't hada meeting for along time. We happened to be sitting in 
that room, and one of the gentlemen from Minnesota an envelope and a 
lead pencil. He walked around the room and he ciphered out a little bit, 
and he said: “Mr. Burrows, do you know what $1 a thousand would mean 
to this little crowd of men in here?” There were not as many in the room 
as there are here. He said the advance of $1 a thousand on lumber meant 
$6,125,000 on last year’s product. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I was not in the Senate when 
the motion was made or when the debate commenced, and I do 
not intend now to take many moments of the time of the Senate 
in discussing the matter. Some days ago the subject was consid- 
ered, and I thought it was very fully debated. What I have 
heard from the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and what I 
have heard from the Senator from Montana [Mr. ManrLe], with 
perfect deference to them, furnishes, so far as I can remember, 
no new’consideration legitimately bearing upon this subject. _ 

I, as a Senator, representing in part one of the States in which 
the white-pine interest is very great, objected to the proposition 
to put it 5 the free list, not only from the basis of being a pro- 
tectionist, but also upon the ground that it was an unfair discrim- 
aa te against the industry of three States lying along the border 
ante Senator trom Delaware [Mr. Gay] talks about the Cana- 

t t of placing an export duty upon w e. er 
nothing new about t threat. Whenever a tariff bill has been 
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nding in Congress and there has been a proposition to levy a 
Baty upon any product as to which we compete with Canada, it 
has been suggested in newspapers and in council to put an export 
duty upon the article. The Canadians will not put an export duty 


= logs, in my opinion, because, as I showed in the short speech 
which I had the honor to make to the Senate, this is their great 
market. 


They will not aemet to place any export duty upon logs. That 
threat is only intended to influence this legislation, and if we are 
to arrange the duties in the — bill with reference to retalia- 
tion possibilities, Mr. President, the attention and action of the 
Senate ought not to be confined to white pine. There are a great 
many items in the bill concerning which it might be well to give 
thought in fixing duties here, if it is to be considered at all, to 
the matter of retaliation. 

The Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE] says white pine does 
not reproduce itself. Neither does iron ore; neither does silver. 
A great many things upon which duties are levied in the bill do 
not reproduce themselves. 

Mr. MANTLE rose. 


Mr. SPOONER. I know there is no duty upon silver. 
Mr. MANTLE. If the Senator from Wisconsin will permit me, 


I see no analogy between the two propositions. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is some. 

Mr. MANTLE. The quantity of white pine can be measured; 
we know ns what there is, but no man can tell how much 
iron ore there is. 

Mr. SPOONER. You do not know practically what there is. 
It was stated upon the floor of the Senate the other day. anda 
map was exhibited to us to show, that there was a little white 

ine in Wisconsin and a little in Michigan and a little left in 
Minnesota, and before the debate terminated it was discovered by 
the testimony of a Senator from one of the States of the West 
that one of the very largest Lodies of white pine standing to-day 
in the United States is situated in the State of Idaho. 

Mr. MANTLE. If I may interrupt the Senator, I will say that 
all of it is embraced within the recent forestry-reservation order. 

Mr. SPOONER. I agreed with the Senator in his denunciation 
of the recent forestry-reservation order; but I am not discussing 
that matter. 

Mr. MANTLE. If the Senator will permit me. I think the 
statement made at that time will bear some investigation. There 
is white pine in Idaho, but it is not of that excellent quality and 
character suitable for manufacturing that the other white pine is. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have the very best and most reliable evi- 
dence any man could ask that there is a great body of white pine 
in Idaho, and that it is of fine quality. And it was developed in 
that debate that there is a large body of white pine in North Caro- 
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Mr. TELLER, I have challenged the committee to give a rea- 
son. They will probably not do it any more than the Senator from 
Wisconsin can. ; 

Mr. SrOONER. Iam not interested in that question, and lam 
not a member of the committee, and the only reason which occurs 
to me is that it is a very much cheaper wood and that $l may be 
adequate in one case and not in the other. That may not be a 
good reason, but it is the only one that occurs to me. — 

1 know there are a great many gentlemen here who would like 
to see white pine on the free list, and there are a great many things 
in the pending bill which I should be glad, so far as th 
terest of my State is concerned, to see on the free list. I have 
voted for a great many duties here, some peculiarly relating to 
the far West, which did not commend themselves to my judgment 
as abstract propositions. I have voted for them, notwithstanding 
the fact that the arguments furnished by the other side against 
them were very strong, because the Senators from those States, 
including my friend the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], 
who presumably know about the interests of their own States, 
informed the Senate that in their judgment they were necessary 


e mere in- 


| in order to protect and develop the industries in those States. 





| 


| list. 


I say again, if this were a proposition to put lumber on the free 
list, it would be one thing; but it is a proposition simply to dis 
criminate in a tariff bill against a particular sort of lumber in 
which the State of Wisconsin and the State of Michigan and the 
State of Minnesota, lying along the Canadian border, happen to 
be peculiarly interested. I speak only for my constituents, be- 
cause, as I have said before, the only selfish interest I have on earth 
in this question is that white pine should be put upon the free 
I certainly hope the Senate 

Mr. MANTLE rose. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
interrupt me? 

Mr. MANTLE. 
question? 

Mr. SPOONER. No. 

Mr. MANTLE. Iama protectionist. I believe very firmly in 
protection for this country, and if the Senator from Wisconsin 
can show me how we can by protection foster the white-pine 
business by levying this duty, I shall be giad to vote for it. 

Mr. SPOONER. There has always been a duty upon white 
pine, and I suppose it was put there to protect and foster the in- 
dustry. The Wilson Act made it free. 

Mr. MANTLE. Will not the ultimate end of this be to use up 
and destroy the white-pine industry of the country? 

Mr. SPOONER. This proposition is alleged to be in the inter- 
est of forest preservation. It is proposed that the men who have 
invested their money in those States and paid taxes upon the land 


Does the Senator from Montana desire to 


Would it interrupt the Senator if I askeda 


lina. I did not know it, I confess, until it was stated by the Sen- | for a great many years shall hold it and continue to pay taxes upon 


ator from North Carolina, who knows about the resources of his 
own State. 

Here is a duty uponiron ore. When you take a ton of iron ore 
out of the earth, it is never put back. By the same reasoning, 
applied to iron ore and mica and potash and a great many other 
items, there should be no duty upon any of these articles. 

Mr. GRAY. Coal. 

Mr. SPOONER. Coal. The same thing may be said of coal. 

Icall to the attention of the Senate again, as I did the other 
day, the absolute indefensibility and injustice of this discrimina- 
tion. Tell me, some of you Senators, why there should be in a 
tariff law a duty of $2 a thousand on the spruce lumber of Maine, 
while the white pine of Minnesota, Michigan, and Wisconsin is 
placed u the free list. 

Mr. LINDSAY. We voted to take it off the dutiable list. 

Mr. SPOONER. You are not proposing to take it off. 

Mr. LINDSAY. We did vote to take it off. 

Mr. SPOONER. You are not proposing to take it off, and this 
a is not to take it off. This proposition is not to take 

two-dollar duty off of the pine of the South—the yellow pine. 
It is not to take the two-dollar duty off the spruce of the State of 
e. It is not to take the two-dollar duty off the woods of the 





far West. It is simply to discriminate against the white pine of | 


Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Michigan. 
TELLER. 


Mr. . Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to 
ask him a question? 
Mr. NER. Certain 


ly. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the donate tell me why a discrimination 
is made in this bill as follows: 

Sawed lanks, deals, and other lumber of whitewood, sycamore, 
snd asorcol tt Berean ese 

Why does not the Senator insist upon putting $2 on the bass- 
wood of Missouri and some of the Southwestern States, and the 
Sycamore? 

Mr. SPOONER. It is cheaper wood. Besides, that question 
should have been addressed by the Senator from Colorado to the 
committee. 1 have not made these duties. I have voted for all 
the duties, or nearly all of them. 





it, and give our market to the white pine of Canada, until the 
forests of Canada have been denuded of white pine. In the mean- 
time the fires will have destroyed their timber. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What the Senator from Wisconsin 
said a few moments ago would probably create the impression to 
one not familiar with the facts in the case that Senators oni this 
side had not voted for free lumber; had not voted to make all these 
things free. So far as I am concerned, I will say frankly that I 
shall vote for the motion of the Senator from Colorado, but | would 
prefer to vote for a motion to put all lumber on the free list which 
we put on the free list. If we can not have the whole of it on the 
free list, we will take any part of it we can get. 

Mr.SPOONER. Why does not the Senator move to amend the 
motion by including the other articles? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We have proposed it, and it was 
voted down. Now we will vote for this proposition. If we can 
not get a whole loaf, we will take a half loaf. 

Mr. SPOONER. This also was voted down. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. So far as I am concerned, I can not 
be brought into that sort of a movement to defeat this amendment. 
If there is any chance to put white pine on the free list, I am per- 
fectly willing to do it, so far as I am concerned, 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I would prefer to put the whole of it 
on the free list; but if we can not get all, we will take what we 
can get. 

Mr. SPOONER. I leave the question with the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MANTLE (when Mr. CANNON’s name was called). The 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] has a pair, I believe, with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu]}. If the Senator from 
Utah were here, he would vote for this proposition, and I will try 
to arrange a pair for him. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). 


Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris}. 





—. 


~ ne ye oa 


Le 
s 
F 
x 
ry 
¥ 
ey 


S s 
‘ca 





2186 


Mr. DEBOE (when his nsme was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Petrierew}. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru}. will transfer 
my pair to the Senator from Maine [Mr. Haz}, and will vote. I 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. BERRY (when Mr. Mcorpny’s name was called). The 
senior Senator from New York {Mr. Morrny] is paired with his 
colleague [Mr. PLatt]. If the senior Senator from New York 
were present, he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLavriy}, 
but inasmach as we agree on this subject, I take the liberty of 
voting. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. I understand that the 
junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Depor] is paired with the 

nator from South Dakota [Mr. Perrigrew] on this question. 
We might transfer pairs so that the senior Senator from Minne- 
sota will stand paired with the Senator from South Dakota, if 
that is table to the junior Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. DEBOE. It is. 

Mr. TURPIE. I vote‘ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). i announce my 
pair with the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER}. 
Mr. MANTLE. I am informed that if the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALpRicu] were here, he would vote ‘‘nay” and the 
Senator from Utah intr Cannon] would vote “‘yea.” I will 


therefore let the pair stand. 
The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 33; as follows: 
YEAS—2. 
Allen, Cockrell, Lindsay, Rawlins, 
Baker, Daniel, Mallory, 
Bate, Gorman, Mantle, Stewart, 
Berry, Gray, Mills, Teller, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Morgan, Turpie, 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Pasco, Vest, 
‘Carter, Kenney, Pettus, Walthall, 
Chilton, Kyle, Quay, White. 
NAYS—33. 

Allison, Gallinger, McMillan, Sewell, 
Bacon, ar, Martin, Shoup, 
Burrows, Hanna, Mason, Spooner, 
Cullom, Hawley, Nelson, 
Deboe, Heitfeld, Penrose, Wetmore, 
Fairbank no Platt, Co 

r 8, " nn. 
Foraker, Mate tae, Pritchard, 

‘ea, ’ ’ 

NOT VOTING—24 

Aldrich, Faulkner, McLaurin, Smith, 
Oamnon, George, Mitchell, Thurston, 
Chandler, Hale, Morrill, . 
aga aortie. Face: wet y; a 

P Harr ‘enn. Ww arren, 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Piatt, N. Y. Wolcott. 


So Mr. TELLER’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANTLE. I now move that the duty on white pine be re- 
duced to $1, the same as upon other lumber. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator if he will move to in- 
sert in line 16, 60, after the word “basswood,” the words 
“and white pine,” he will put it under the dollar classification. 

Mr. M LE. I will accept the suggestion of the Senator 
from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I was about to make that motion myself. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Colorado re- 
state the motion? 

Mr. TELLER. It is to insert after the word “ basswood,” in line 
16, paragraph 193, the words ‘and white pine.” That will make 
it $1 per thousand on white pine. 

a JONES of Arkansas. That is as it was under the McKin- 
y law. Z \ 
Mr. TELLER. I should like to say-that that will put the duty 

where the McKinley bill put it in 1890. 

Mr. BURROWS. Except, as I will state to the Senator, that 
the duty on hemlock has been increased from $1 to $2. 


Mr. ER. By this bill? 
Mr. BURROWS. By the pending bill, which the Senator does 
not pro’ to change. 


r. . Ido not propose to interfere with that. Iam 
like the Senator from Arkansas. If I had my way I would vote 
for free lumber, because I believe it would be wisdom for us to 
save the forests of the United States. I can not conceive why the 
eommittee in this case saw fit to raise the duty over and above 
“— of the McKinle a - 1890. . et ; i 
supposed that ublicans who are standing w. 
the party recognized that as the chief tariff that has passed 
Congress in many years, and as containing the sum of all wisdom 
of past If it was enough in 1890, when there was a great deal 
more pine than there is now, it is enough now. 
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Mr. President, I have not very much hope of securing any +». 
duction of this pms Tuntemess very well how Semator: a 
voting here. The from Wisconsin [Mr. Srooner) s..) 
that he had been voting for Western interests. I have ‘bec, .. 
lighted to see him occasionally vote for a Western interest, |); | 
have felt all the time, understanding the condition that prey... 
here, that I was under no obligation to the Senator from Wis, 
sin. I was under obligation to the Republican caucus that },, | 
determined what the votes of Republican members in this (‘}),,,,,- 
ber should be. 

If the caucus has determined that the duty on white-pine |i.) 
ber is to be $2, and somebody will say so,as far as I am concer). } 
I will drop the question; I will have nothing further to say a)... 
it. Ihave asked the committee to make some statement t. ;), 
country to show why they put this duty of $2 upon this arti |... 
that has been on the free list for years, and was on the one-do)|ar |\-; 
for years before, put there by the blican party. Iwanttoknow 
why they now double this duty when the price of lumber has |): 
steadily going up, when it is one of the things, perhaps, that |, 
not ket pace with fall in prices, because the supply of this ¢].... 
of lumber is known to ap pening less and less. should be «: 
lighted in the interest of people who are anxious to purchase 
this material at a fair price, in the interest not only of the settlers. 
but of the manufacturers who use it toa large extent, to si 
put at a dollar a thousand, if it can not be put on the free list 

Mr, MANTLE. Mr. President, I think I have shown prtiy 
conclusively that the doctrine of protection does not apply in t\\s 
mee and I think it must be evident to those who have {\)] 

owed this debate that no revenue can accrue to the Government 

from the levying of this tax. The Treasury can not be benetite:|. 
The industry can not yy be encouraged. The only effec: 
will be to enhance the cost of this i class of lumber to 
the consumer. I will read froma hearing before the Committ « 
on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives, which tho 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER) hands me, as follows: 

Mr. Evans. What do you think the ought to be? 

Mr. WincHEsrpr. It ought to be ye. 

Mr. Evans. Would $2 .do that? 

Mr. WINCHESTER. Yes; just about. 

That is the purpose, Mr. President, to make it prohibitive. I 
am not going to detain the Senate an r, but I want to ap 
so 4 au fesenes on the other —s oe ne whom I 

ve fo it necessary, according to my what is right in 
the discussion of this tariff measure, to vote on more than one o- 

ion, upon the other side who favor 1\- 
erate duties, who have shown that they are willing to take int» 
i the pee Seay may bear upon 
items treated of in the bill, to come to the aid of th» 
in th icular and help to 
reduce this duty to the level at least of 
other kinds of timber. 

Mr..SPOONER. Mr. President, I shall only take a moment. 
I have not intended to vote fora tive duty; but if 19 per 
cent 





4 


duty imposed upon 


ad valorem on lumber is a duty,1 should like to 
know what the duty on wool 
Mr. MANTLE. 


e point has no just relation whatever to the 
subject under discussion ,and I think that is evident to every dena- 
tor on this floor. We could not prohibit the importation of w.! 
if we wanted to do so, because we must have it. We do not pro- 
duce enough, and it is evident that with Saeee povtective tariff 
levied upon wool we can foster and encourage woolgrowing 
industry of this country. That ate Signet of the majority 
of those who have given the matter study and investigation. }ut 
it is simply impossible to and dev the white pine 
growing Seeey ot this. , and the logical and legitima'e 
effect of this duty must be to hasten its destruction. It is sim) |y 
putting a premium upon the destruction of the white-pine {ors's 


* Mr, ALLEN , 
Mr. . The trouble with the Senator from Montana 's 
that he has run up against the ican machine. There is tle 
trouble. There is no reason for the imposition of this 
tax ex that the machine has decreed it shall be so. ' 
Mr. MANTLE. Ido not know whether I have run up against 


any machine or not. I am simply differing with many of my)! 
tectionist colleagues here upon this occasion as I have upon other 
occasions. 


Mr. SPOONER. _Itis thesame machine that put a duty on hides. 
Mr. ALLEN. Yes; you giveuscrambs of comfort occasionally. 


The duty on hides is a mere bagatelle as with this tax 
on lumber. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am talking about the machine. ; 

Mr Of ; the has decreed that it sha!! 


. . course; the machine tha 
be otherwise; and the machine is perfectly willing to sit silent and 
not offer a reason, simply because it has no reason to offer, voting 
this tax by mere force Of numbers and without any excuse what- 


ever. 
Mr. President, I took occasion to show as well as I could the 
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other day that the homes of the Western States are not yet half 
built. vo ty nota quarter built. They must be built from this 
lumbe; to be built from the lumber, under this bill, if it be- 
comes a law, there is to be levied $2 upon every thousand feet thet 

into the construction of the homes and into the cons’ruction 
of the fences and the barns, and buildings of that character. 
There is no more excuse for levying this tax upon the poor people 
who are struggling to establish their homes than there would be 
for a highwayman to meet his victim =aoe the highway and at 
the ee of a gun compel him to surrender his money. 

I know that force of numbers can do anygbing. A brutal ma- 
jority can sit silent and vote like a mere automaton and accom- 
plish whatever result they desire. But if the reasoning that is 
ordinarily applied to the imposition of a tariff tax is to be applied 
in this case, anyone will see in a moment that it falls short. The 
“protection” of the white-pine forests of our country means their 

destruction. It means their speedy destruction, not their 
conservation. It means their destruction within the next five or 
six years. Then the people of the United States, so far as white 
pine is concerned, will be at the absolute mercy of the owners of 
white pine in Canada, who will fix their own price to American 
consumers, and that evidently will be beyond what it is now. 

Certainly a revenue of no considerable consequence can be de- 
rived from the imposition of a tax of this kind. It was stated 
before the Ways and Means Committee that it was designed to 
be prohibitive, that it was designed to force the hands of the few 
lumber barons of this country into the one of the millions and 
take $2 a thousand feet out of their pockets and transfer it to their 
own without ny equivalent. 

Mr. BURROWS. In view of the statement of the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], made also by the Senator from Montana 
{Mr. MANTLE], that if was said before the Committee on ware 
and Means that this duty was intended to be prohibitory, I ought 
to say, in justice, that the gentleman who made that statement 
ey stated that he had said nothing of the kind; that he 

to another article entirely. I so stated in the Senate sub- 
sequently, and I hardly think that the misrepresentation of that 
gentleman ought to be continued. He evidently did not allude to 
white gine of all, 

Mr. LER. What did he allude to? 

Mr. oe He stated that he alluded to the other items 

e was b 

Mr. TELLER. Of what was he speaking? 

Mr. BURROWS. He was speaking of the other ee. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] took 
occasion to show during the discussion that he did allude to white 


Mr. BURROWS. I stated at the time that the gentleman him- 
self told me that he did not allude to or mean to be understood as 


maa ea fs 
Mr. . I understood that the gentleman had backed 
out from what he said. Butif he tells the truth, the committee 


hada ae . Itis utterly impossible to read the re- 
port and believe he did not make the statement that the com- 
mittee attributes to him. It is a Republican committee that re- 


ported it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado [| Mr. TELLER} 
to put v _ pine under the dollar classification in line 16, page 60, 

93 


, E. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I am paired with 
a mage from Kansas [Mr. Harris]. He is absent, and 
i my vote. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 

the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru] to the Senator 


eee Hae], and vote ‘“‘nay.” 
Mr. A (when his name was called). I am paired with 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw ins]. In his absence I 


: 


the 
withhold vote. 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). Iam 
paired with the senior Senator from New York (Mr. Murpny], 


my vote. 
D (when his name was called). I am paired 
Senator from South Carolina . McLaurin], 
as he has already —— for a $2 rate on white pine, 
liberty to vote. I vote “nay.” 
i ictounn wan eullea}. Iam paired with 
isconsin [Mr. MITCHELL}. 
THURSTON (when name was called). I have a gen- 
the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. T1iL1- 
therefore withhold my vote. 
cece Waneated). I stand paired with 
Senator from Minnesota {Mr. Davis]; a ar- 
already announced, the junior Senator from tucky 


Fxkba leet 
Ve 
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_ DeEBor] being paired with the senior Senator from South 

akota = PETTIGREW |, the pairs are transferred so that the 
Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. Davis} and the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. Pettigrew | will stand paired, and the Senator from 
Kentucky and I will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Washington {[Mr. TURNER }. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 32, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—22 
Allen, Clay, Kenney, Pettus 
Baker, Cockrell, Kyle, Roach, 
Bate, Daniel, Lindsay, Stewart, 
Berry, Faulkner, Mallory, Teller 
Butler, Gorman, Mantle, Turpie, 
Caffery, Gray, Mills, Vest, 
Carter, Heitfeld, Morgan, Walthall, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Pasco White 

NAYS—31. 
Allison, Frye, MeMillan, Proctor, 
Bacon, Gallinger, Martin, Quay, 
Burrows, Gear, Mason, Shoup, 
Cullom, Hawley, Nelson, Spooner, 
Deboe, Hoar, Penrose, Wellington, 
Elkins, Lodge, Perkins, Wetmore, 
Fairbanks, McBride, Platt, Conn Wilson 
Foraker, McEnery, Pritchard, 

NOT VOTING—2%. 

Aldrich, Hanna, Morrill, Thurston, 
Cannon, Hansbrough, Murphy, Tillman, 
Chandler, Harris, Kans. Pettigrew Turner, 
Clark, Harris, Tenn. Platt, N. Y. Warren, 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Rawlins, Wolcott. 
George, McLuurin, Sewell, 


Hale, Mitchel., Smith, 

So Mr. TELLER’s amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 175, paragraph 584—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Before the Senator from Iowa takes 
that up, will he permit me to call his attention to the fact that the 
provision for a tax on cotton ties was not stricken out of para- 
graph 125, page 34? I ask that that be done by unanimous con- 


sent. 
Mr. ALLISON. I do not like to have it done by unanimous 
consent. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senate has put it on the free list. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam perfectly willing that it shall be done. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out, beginning with 
the word ‘“‘ hoop,” after the word ‘‘ That,” in line 16, page 34, and 
ending with the word ‘‘ ties,” in line 18. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘ That,” in line 16, strike out 
all of the paragraph down to and including the word ‘ ties,” in 
line 18, as follows: 


Hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to length, or wholly or partly 
manufactured into hoops or ties. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The words in line 18, beginning with 
the word “coated,” down to the word ‘‘commodity,” in line 20, 
have already been stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They have been stricken out. The 
question is on the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 584I move tostrike out the words 
“and ore,” after the word ‘‘oxide;” so as to make the paragraph 
read: 

584. Manganese, oxide of. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I ask the Senate toturn to paragraph 386 
for amoment. I call the attention of the Senator from Arkansas 
to it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the page? 

Mr. ALLISON. Page 133, line 2!; the word “ braids” remains 
in the bill, as I understand, although the committee recommended 
to strike it out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Yes; theamendment was disagreed to, 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out the word ‘‘ braids” there. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa moves to 
strike out the word “ braids,” in line 21, page 133, paragraph 386. 
Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to restore the word “ braids” in line 3, 
a he I desire to restore “‘ braids ” by unanimous consent. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa moves to in- 
sert the word “‘ braids” in line 3, page 134, paragraph 387. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LINDSAY. With the consent of the Senator from Iowa, I 
will dispose of the amendment I offered, to put wood alcohol on 
the free list. 

Mr. ALLISON. That has not been disposed of yet, I believe. 

Mr. LINDSAY. No,sir. Isupposed when I offered the amend- 
ment that it would be accepted by the Committee on Finance. I 
find, however, that it will not be accepted by the committee, and 
I think I shall direct my attention to wood alcohol in a different 
line. 
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Wood alcohol is protected by a duty of $2.25 a gallon andit pays 


no tax whatever under the internal-revenue laws. The manu- 
facture of wood alcohol is essentially a trust—75 or 80 per cent of 
it is controlled by one management. Yet it gets $2.25 a gallon in 
the way of protection and does not pay a cent of revenue to the 
Federal Government. 

This was done, I understand, in order that the manufacturing 
interests might have alcohol used in the arts and industries of the 
country at the lowest possible rate. In the Wilson bill a provision 
was incorporated looking to free alcohol for use in the arts. The 
Treasury Department held that that provision was not sufficiently 
specific and that it could not be enforced. A commission was 
appointed at the last Congress to investigate what steps were nec- 
essary in order to secure free alcohol in the arts, and immediately 
upon the beginning of the discharge of the duties of that commis- 
sion the wood-alcohol men appeared and — any provision 
looking to free alcohol in the way of spirits distilled from grain, 
upon the idea that it would break down the industry. 

When Mr. Bubb, of the American Charcoal Company, appeared 
before the committee and presented his side of the case, he said: 


Should a free-alcoho! law become operative, there is no doubt that it would 
secure toa limited number of manufacturers of specialties enormous profits; 
but I ask, with all sincerity, would the general public in any way be the 
gainers? On the other hand, should such a law become operative it would be 
the means of destroying entirely the wood-alcohol industry, in which there 
is a large amount of money invested, and in which business nearly all of the 

varties interested have every dollar invested that they have in the world. 

‘urthermore, it would throw out of employment from twelve to fifteen 
thousand men who are engaged directly or indirectly in the preparation and 
saie of charcoal, 


This gentleman before he quit explained the character of the 
wood-alcohol industry. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Kentucky inform me 
whether it is true, as I have heard it alleged, that the by-product 
in the manufacture of wood alcohol furnishes the wood alcohol 
without cost, and that the result is that wood alcohol is made with- 
out any expenditure at all? 

Mr. LINDSAY. The charcoal is a by-product of the wood-alco- 
hol industry or wood alcohol is a by-product of the charcoal indus- 
try. From this gentleman's exposition of the subject I am at a 
loss to tell which is the principal and which is the subsidiary 
industry. 
aon CHAIRMAN. You represent the entire charcoal industry in the United 

ates’ 

Mr. Buss. The chemical charcoal industry. 

TheCHAIRMAN. You pretty nearly admit that you havea monopoly? M 
last friend would not admit that he had a monopoly, because he only contro 


75 per cent of the business in the United States. 
ir. Buss. We control 100 per cent. 


They say they have driven the old fashioned charcoal industry 
out of existence, and while they have only $50,000 of capital, they 


virtually control the production of wood alcohol. 

Senator Jones of Arkansas. Your real business is to make alcohol? 

Mr. Buss. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jones of Arkansas. And po call yourselves the charcoal company? 

Mr. Buss. No, sir; we do not call ourselves the charcoal company. 

Senator Jongs of Arkansas. I thought you said you did—that you called it 
the American Charcoal Company? 

Mr. Buns. The American Charcoal Company distributes it. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the company of which Iasked the capital. 

- i Buss. It is $50,000, and that company distributes the chemical char- 
coal. 

Senator Jonrs of Arkansas. Your real business is that of making alcohol, 
and you call yourselves,the American Charcoal Company? 

Mr. Buss. The seventy manufacturers do. They constitute the American 
Charcoal Company. 

Senator Jongs of Arkansas. The American Charcoal Company is a differ- 
ent organization from the one which produces the alcohol? 

Mr. Buss. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jones of Arkansas. It is one composed of all the producers? 

Mr. Buss. Yes, sir; as a means of distributing it. 
be peeaae Jones of Arkansas. That seems totend just a little toward a com- 

nation. 

Representative RusseLi. The people who distribute the charcoal—the 
American Charcoal Company—also produce crude alcohol? 

Mr. Buss. Yes, sir. - 

Representative RussELL. And as the préducers of crude alcohol you are 
associated or combined under another name? . 

Mr. Buss. Yes, sir. - 

Representative Russe... The same people? 

Mr. Buss. As producers of crude alcohol? 

Representative Russe... Yes. 

Mr. Buss. No, sir. 

; Sepeeenanners Russe.u. The same concern produces charcoal and crude 

alcoho 

Mr. Buss. Yes, sir. 

Representative Russe... As producers of charcoal you call yourselves the 
American Charcoal Company? 

Mr. Buss. Yes, sir. 

Representative RussELL. What do you call yourselves—the same people— 
as producers of crude alcohol? 

r. Bubs. Take my own self, personaily; my concern is called the McKean 
Chemical Company. Then there are the Otte Chemical Company and the 
Hermance Chemical Company. Those are the three in which | am interested. 

Senator Jonzs of Arkansas. All those belong to the American Charcoal 
Company for handling the charcoal product? 

Mr. Buss. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jongs of Arkansas. What do you do with the wood-alcohol prod- 
uct? 

Mr. Buss. We sell it to the Manhattan Spirit Company, 

The CHAIRMAN. They are individual companies in business? 

Mr. Buss. Yes, sir. 
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And again: 

Representative RusseELy. But you all have the same contract with + 
Manhattan Spirit Company as to the delivery of crude alcohol? 7 7m the 

Mr. Buss. You are mistaken there. For instance, take Messrs. Baylis & 
Co.,of Binghamton. They are members of the American Charcoal (\. mpany 
but the Manhattan Spirit Company does not handle their crude. There are 
quite a number of other cases. , 

Representative RussELL. The majority do have such contracts? 

Mr. Buss. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Manhattan Company handles 75 per cent? 

Mr. Buss. A majority of it. 

Representative RussELL. Seventy-five per cent? 

Mr. Buss. Yes, sir 

Then this combination, which pay no taxes whatever on the 
product and get a percentage at the rate of $2.25 a gallon, say 
they will be ruined if we put this article on the free list; that 
Canadian wood alcohol will come across the border and drive 
these people out; that if we put distilled spirits on the free list to 
the extent necessary for the promotion of the manufacturing in. 
dustry, that, too, would break down the wood-alcohol business. 
If wood alcohol was used for no other pur than in the arts, 
there might be some reason why it should be protected by a duty 
of $2.25 a gallon and ree to pay no tax to the Federal Goy- 
ernment; but wood alcohol has ceased to be a mere instrumental- 
ity of the manufacturing people of the United States. 

Another gentleman appeared before this committee who manu- 
factured wood alcohol in two factories in North Carolina. In one 
of those factories he manufactured the crude wood alcohol, and in 
the other he refined it. He says: 

I believe if we have free alcohol it will stop both of my factories 
the first thing. 

That is the first objection this gentleman stated to having free 
alcohol for manufacturing purposes. 

Another point is that with free alcohol I do not see how any means can be 
adopted to prevent its being used for drinking purposes, because wood alco 
hol is made so refined now that when it is mixed with common alcoho! tho 
mixture can be used for drinking purposes. 

The CpAIRMAN. In what proportion? 

Mr. CLARK. In the proportion of about 10 per cent. If you take 50 per 
cent of grain alcohol and 50 per cent of wood alcohol and dilute it with water 
down to one-half, it has not a very distasteful effect upon the tongue, and if 
you take it down to 10 per cent, I believe it may be used for drinking right 


That is 


along. 

The CHAIRMAN, Do you know that that is done, or is it simply your opinion 
that it might be done? 

Mr. CLARK. It is merely an opinion from the mixtures I have made and 


have had my men try to see whether they could drink it. I understand that 
wood alcohol is used to adulterate liquors. That is simply what I have heard. 
I do not know that it is true. I om Armly convinced that 10 per cent of wood 
alcohol in grain alcohol could be drank, 

The CHAIRMAN. You do not think that wood alcohol ought to be used in 
ae a for drinking purposes without payi a tax? : 

r. CLARK. No; Idonot. But if you have alcohol and methylation, I 
foe Geakie purposae Tua f'n thing very Sly teeeds Ayo his 
do is to ‘abe o sample of refined wood alcohol end oomgnen alcohol and mix 
= 2 that proportion and dilute them with water, and almost any man can 

If any Senator has the curiosity to inquire at the Internal Reve- 
nue Department, he will find that wood alcohol is being used in 
combination with distilled spirits for beverage purposes, and it is 
to get a protection of $2.25 a gallon under this bill; and so far as 
the Finance Committee on the other side is concerned, this article 
is to go without paying a single cent of tax to the Federal Goy- 
ernment. 

Mr. WHITE. Can the Senator from Kentucky inform me 
whether there is any chemical difference in the properties of these 
two articles? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I would not undertake to say that there is no 
chemical difference, but the chemical properties are so similar 
that after the two alcohols have been refined and put into bottles 
you can not distinguish the one from the ether either by its color 
or by the aroma that comes fromit. I understand that neither 
can you distinguish one from the other by the taste, but of course 
about that matter I can not speak from experience. 

Mr. WHITE. I understand, however, the killing properties 
of wood alcohol are better than those of the ordinary alcohol. 
hay: 

Mr. LIN Y. Wood alcohol probably kills more quickly. 

Mr. WHITE, It is stated here that wood alcohol is an absolute 

ison. I have seen that statement made. : 

Mr. LINDSAY. I understand that that has been tested, and it 
has been proved that it is not an absolute poison. It is a poison 
in the same way that any alcoholic beverage turns out to be a 
poison in the end, but wood alcohol may operate a little more 
expeditiously. oes 
ut as Senators on the other side are not willing that the man- 
ufacturers shall have competition with the wood-alcohol producers 
and will not put the article on the free list, I sup the only re- 
sort left to me is to withdraw, which I now do, my pro 
amendment, and to give notice that I shall move to amen 
bill by having wood alcohol taxed as other spirits are taxed. 

Mr. AL N. Mr. President, I desire to return for a moment 
to paragraph 262, on page 77, and then I shall move t» proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 1 ask unanimous consent 


the 
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} 
to modify the amendment inserting paragraph 262, ‘ comfits, 
sweetmeats,” etc., in line 9 and in line 14, by inserting “ 18 per 
cent” where ‘‘10” is now provided for in the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the | 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 77, paragraph 262, line 9, before the | 
words “per centum,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ ten” and in- | 
sert ‘‘ eighteen; ” and in line 14, before the words ‘‘ per centum,” to | 
strike out ‘‘ ten” and insert ‘‘eighteen;” so as to read: 

If containing over 18 per cent of alcohol and not specially provided for in 


this act, 35 per cent ad valorem and in addition $2.50 per proof gallon on the 
alcohol contained therein in excess of 18 per cent. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in | 
executive session the doors were opened, and (at 5 o'clock and 50 | 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, | 
July 2, 1897, at 11 o’clock a. m. 








NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July 1, 1897. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 
John F, Gowey, of Washington, now consul-general at Kana- 
wa, to be consul-general of the United States at Yokohama, 
= , an office created in lieu of Kanagawa by the diplomatic | 
and consular appropriation act for the year beginning July 1, 1897. | 
CONSULS. | 
George N. West, of the District of Columbia, now consul at Pic- 


tou, to be consul of the United States at Sydney, Nova Scotia, an 
office created in lieu of Pictou by the diplomatic and consular ap- 
propriation act for the year beginning July 1, 1897. 

Ossian Bedell, of New York, to be consul of the United States 
at Fort Erie, Ontario, vice Ralph Johnson, resigned. 
John C. Higgins, of Delaware, to be consul of the United States 
at Dundee, Scotland, vice John M. Savage, resigned. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


George C. Bidwell, of New York, to be collector of customs for | 
the district of New York, in the State of New York, in place of 
James T. Kilbreth, deceased. 

APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


Wilbur F. Wakeman, of New York, to be appraiser of mer- 
chandise in the district of New York, in the State of New York, 
to succeed Walter H. Bunn, removed. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
Emory P. Close, of New York, to be attorney of the United 
States for the northern district of New York, vice William A. | 
Poucher, to be removed. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


C, Sanford Russell, of Ironton, Mo., to be receiver of public | 
moneys at Ironton, Mo., vice Mann Ringo, resigned. 


INDIAN AGENT. 


Lee Patrick, of Sac and Fox Agency, Okla., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Sac and Fox Agency, in Oklahoma Territory, vice 
Edward L. Thomas, resigned. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Jerome E. Poche, to be postmaster at Washington, in the county 
of Wilkes and State of Georgia, in the place of John A. Dyson, 
removed. 

Sebastian Anderson, to be postmaster at Jasper, in the county | 
of — and State of Indiana, in the place of Charles Egg, re- 
mo 5 | 

Abel Landry, to be postmaster at Napoleonville, in the parish | 
of Assumption and State of Louisiana, the appointment of a post- | 
master for the said office having, by law, ome vested in the | 
President on and after July 1, 1897. 

Richard J. Bawden, jr., to be tmaster at Bessemer, in the | 
county of bic and State of Michigan, in the place of Levi 8S. 

, removed. 

Frank L. Gilman, to be postmaster at Laconia, in the county of 
Belknap and State of New Hampshire, in the place of John 
0 hlin, deceased. 

William O. Sides, to be postmaster at Portsmouth, in the county 
of Rockingham and State of New Hampshire, in the place of John 
E. Leavitt, whose commission expired April 15, 1897. 

William J. Cornell, to be postmaster at Chautauqua, in the 
county of Chautauqua and State of New York, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after July 1, 1897. 

Guy O. Frank, to be postmaster at Minot, in the county of 
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Ward and State of North Dakota, in the place of Josiah J. Long, 
removed. 

Albert J. Claney, to be postmaster at Bellevue, in the county of 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after July 1, 1897. 

William G. Cubberly, to be postmaster at Custer, in the county 
of Custer and State of South Dakota, in the place of Bertha Wood, 
resigned. 

Fred Arnold, to be postmaster at Bethel, in the county of Wind- 
sor and State of Vermont, in the place of George H. Tupper, re- 
signed. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 
CONSULS-GENERAL. 
John T. Gowey, of Washington, to be consul-general of the 
United States at Yokohama, Japan. 
Charles L. Cole, of Pennsylvania, to be consul-general of 
United States at Dresden, Saxony. 
CONSULS. 
George N. West, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of 
the United States at Sydney, Nova Scotia. 
Walter J. Hoffman, of the District of Columbia, to be 
the United States at Mannheim, Baden. 
Louis A. Dent, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of the 
United States at Kingston, Jamaica. 
Samuel 8. Lyon, of New Jersey, to be consul of the United States 
at Osaka and Hiogo, Japan. 


the 


consul of 


SOLICITOR-GENERAL. 
John K. Richards, of Ohio, to be Solicitor-General. 
PROMOTION IN THE 
General officer. 
Col. Henry Clay Merriam, Seventh Infantry, to be brigadier- 


ARMY. 


| general, 


JUDGE OF COURTS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

John R. Thomas, of Illinois, to be judge of the United States 

courts in the Indian Territory. 
POSTMASTERS. 

William W. Woods, to be postmaster at Wabash, in the county 
of Wabash and State of Indiana. 

Theodore E. McCrary, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the 
county of Davidson and State of North Carolina. 

James F’. Wray, to be postmaster at Reidsville, in the county of 
Rockingham and State of North Carolina, 

Eli P. Jennings, to be postmaster at New Decatur, in the county 
of Morgan and State of Alabama. 

John B. Vincent, to be postmaster at Hutchinson, in the county 
of Reno and State of Kansas. 

William A. Price, to be postmaster at Delaware City, in the 
county of Newcastle and State of Delaware. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, July 1, 1897. 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and was called to order by 

the Speaker. 
| Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was read 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will be con- 
sidered as approved. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to amend the Journal. I 


have an amendment in writing, which I desire to send up to the 
desk. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Serre] 
has an amendment to the Journal, which he offers. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move the approval of the 


| Journal, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SerrLe] 
offers 4n amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the following words. to wit 





“ Accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 42 minutes p. m.) the House, in pursuance 
| of the order heretofore adopted, adjourned until Thursday next at 12 
o'clock m.” 
And insert in lieu thereof th vords, viz: 
“ Accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 42 minutes p. m.) the Speaker, in pursu 
ance of the rule adopted May 6, 1807, declared the House adjourned until 


Thursday next at 12 o'clock m 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Speaker, I heard the reading— 

The SPEAKER. There is aslight technical difficulty in regard 
to that amendment, and that is that there are no such words in 
the Journal. 

Mr. SETTLE. 


I was going to call the Speaker’s attention to 
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ihe fact that the printed RECORD is supposed to be the Journal of 
e House, and the amendment was prepared with the printed 
REcORD before me, 

The SPEAKER. By whom is it supposed to be? 

Mr. SETTLE. It is furnished to members as the Conerzs- 
— REcoRD, and is regarded by them and by the country as 

vial. 

The SPEAKER. But it is not the Journal of the House. 

Mr. SETTLE. Well, then, I desire,if the Chair rules that the 
Journal as read by the Clerk is the only authoritative and official 
Journal of the House, to amend my motion by striking out the 
words which appear in the Journal and inserting those words 
which have been read in my amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. 8 er, I desire to make a 
point of order against this motion, if it is tenable. 

Mr. SETTLE. What is the point? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not quite understand the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. SETTLE. I say the amendment was prepared under the 
idea that the CongressionaL RecorD laid upon the desks of 
members was the official record of the proceedings of the House, 
and so my amendment proposed to strike out the words that 
appear in the printed Recorp, but which do not appear in idem 
verbis, although they appear substantially in the Journal as read 
by the Clerk from the desk just now. refore I want to strike 
out the adjourning words that a in the Journal as read by 
the Clerk and to substitute those which Ihave had read. I desire 
to offer my amendment to correspond with the Journal as read. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal says: 


And accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 42 minutes) the House adjourned until 
Thursday next at 12 o'clock m. 


Mr. SETTLE. I move to strike out those words and to substi- 
tute in lieu thereof the words that appearin my amendment; and 
I desire to submit a few remarks, by the permission of the Chair, 
upon my amendment. Mr. § 
The SPEAKER. The gen from Kentucky. 
Mr. SETTLE. [t may appear at first blush that the amend- 
ment just reported to the House seeks only to deal with the dif- 
ference ‘twixt tweedledum and tweedledee; but I assure the 
Chair and I assure the House that it is offered in no technical 
spirit, nor in any spirit of mere verbal or captious criticism. 
1 offer the amendment because I think it more clearly recites 
the actual occurrences of Monday’s session than does the Journal 
as read by the Clerk, and I believe that, actually reciting the oc- 
currences on the floor, every member may vote for it without 
regard to party ties or any condition of servitude, voluntary or 
involuntary, previous or now —, { ter. 
Journal as read by the Clerk recites fact t the House ad- 
journed until this ee ee that the House voted 
to adjourn from Monday until y. 
ox ag 9 aon Se fact to Seca I say that 
e House voted to adjourn, and thereupon the er, in pursu- 
ance of the rule ado on the 6th of May, declared that the 
House stood adjourned until this morning. 
I can therefore see no reasonable objection that any gentleman, 
Democrat or Republican, can have to the adoption of that amend- 
ment. But we who are upon this side of the Chamber have an 
additional reason for desiring the amendment adopted, and that 
is this: We have all along protested against this rule, its adop- 

‘tion in the first place, as not only against public policy, but actu- 
ally in violation of the Constitution, and we have a right to de- 
mand that the record shall show that these unusual adjournments 
were in pursuance of that rule, which we have all along combated 
and resisted. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have my own peculiar views upon this 
rule that I have never yet been able_to express to the House, and 
I desire, briefly, under the amendment just offered, to state them. 
It is a remarkable fact, to me at least, that in all the debate that 

the adoption of this rule by the House not one single ob- 
ection was urged against it noe, Seen a rh 
the broad tion that this is in vio. of Consti- 
tution of the 
under the 


nited States and that the House bad no authority 
Constitution to reduce the number of legislative da 
from the six provided by the Constitution, except in 
manner provided in that instrument. I find, however, that dis- 
tinguished Democrats differ with me in that position, so I shall 
not be ioe Relies ee, ae 

Mr. 8 N of . If the tleman will permit me, 
the t constitutional lawyer from differed with him and 

for the adoption of the rule. 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest to the gentleman from Kansas that he 

Ce ee ee {Applause on the 


The Gentlemen must not interrupt each other, 
and must not make unreasonable requests. 


Mr. SETTLE. My position is broadly this: That the Constitu- 
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tion regulates the sessions of both Houses of Congress, and t)y.+ 
neither House can by any general rule alter the number of |og,.. 
lative days. It is true that the framers of the Constitution re. ,,,.. 
nized that exigencies might arise where it would not be proper}, 
meet every day, and they provided means whereby the House. |; 
it desired to adjourn, might pass over a day or as many as thy. 
days; but the House that desired so to pass over a day or «\.; 
three days must be the House then in session, then about to 4.) 


journ. t House might adjourn for three days, but it 
not by a a rule blot out four days out of every week, as ¢) 
rule has done. The blotting-out process must be done by se). 


rate and independent vote on each oceasion when an ad joy). 
ment over is desired. The rule now in force makes it possi|)lc ;.,; 
a quorumless House to violate the provision of the Constituti.,. 
incees, this has happened several times since we have been a¢(\)\- 
under it. 
Where do we find authority for daily sessions of Congress’ 
- ever think where? Not in your rules. 
ot in the rules of the Fifty-fifth Congress and not in the rulis .; 
the Fifty-fourth T have not examined any other. y, 
will not find them in the rules of any —— Congress. And it 
any such rules were ever incorporated in the rules of any previo 
Congress, they were merely declarative of what is in the Consti- 
tution. If we were toadjourn after repealing this rule, we would 
meet to-morrow, not by virtue of any rule of this House, bit |.) 
the rule laid down in the Constitution. 
There was a resolution adopted at the beginning of this (\n- 
gress providing not for daily sessions, but that the daily hour «f 
meeting shall be 12 o’clock; referring to the hour of meeting, ani 
recognizing the fact that the sessions of the House were daily, ani 
only determining the hour at which the House should meet. (ne 
of the things that has always troubled me, and upon which [ have 
been desirous esentative of my e to express myself, 
is, Did the House to single out any two days a 
week, to the neglect of all the other four remaining days, and sa\ 
that ou those two days only should public business be trans:cte: 
Th Constiti ion ees bject of dail 
e Constituti very upon the subj ily sessions. 
The uniform construction has been given to it by every (on- 
gress that has met since the formation of the Government s\)s 
that daily sessions were contemplated by the framers of the (\1n- 
a and this was but reasenable. The framers at the Con- 
itution recognized that Congress was a necessary evil, for they 
required it to meet at least once in each year. For what purjos:? 
To transact public business. How? As as possible, 
in order that those et Seas and that members 
might not be detained from homes an unreasonable length 
ime. Look at the clause of the Constitution which points to 
the daily sessions. There are but two things a quorumiless Huse 
may do. One to adjourn from day to day, and the other to compel 
the attendance of absent members. 
That provision of the Constitution tting a quorumless 
House to adjourn from day to day would, I think, have been an un- 
reasonable provision if it had not been the purpose of the Constitu- 
tion to insure daily sessions. Such an ion would not have 
been em if the sessions had been frequent than daily. 
Wherever the word ‘‘days” is used in the Constitu tion, it refers 
manifestly to — days. When it ne acaba that the 
purpose was to insure as speedy dispatch of public business as })\s- 
cbse, zon cu et tac tee weed Gaz sey other ten: 
; ve day. 
Now, we have undertaken to that the public business, 
which the Constitution said should be transacted on six days, 
shall be h , then, I ask u, may not 
meet y on Monday 


enti : “More than the three days would then 
elapse. whee 70s ques etuses Sn power the Honse to 
fix the legislative day, the three-days vanishes. Inthe 
Constitution, as I have said, the word ‘ ” obviously means 
calendar day, and in that instrument day and calendar 
day refer to the time and are interchangeable 


terms. 
’ making differ from the day re- 
soma cles oa the clause permitting less than « 


uorum to from day today, you thus change the construc” 
of noedioon then you doom the semseruetion — 
oon day today 


clause, wb se oar apane from logic” 
ener aoe : oe You might then 


Did 
im your rules, 
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say we will meet only on and an from 
$0 aa morta on wet mercy to oe na 
oe eee tat tad an cdipmimanaas tes those daze woul mead 


an adjournment for three calendar months. Gentlemen, that is 








a monstrous absurdity, and yet it isa logical result of your rea- 


soning. We are not to suppose that the framers of the Constitu- 
tion left that gap. 
But what did they do? The honorable gentleman from Maine 


[Mr. DiInGLey], when he advocated the passage of this rule, said: 
Why should we meet every Monday and Thursday and go 
through the performance of adjourning for three days when we 
can do it by a rule?”—thereby confessing that it was his opinion 
that the House had a right to reduce the number of legislative 
days. And this is exactly what you have done. You can take a 
recess until to-morrow, but you can not adjourn until to-morrow. 
To-morrow is blotted out of. the calendar. By a kind of fiction 
you can merge to-morrow in this day that has gone before by re- 
cess till then, but you will not meet to-morrow. To-morrow will 
never come, or rather your to-morrow is next Monday. Gentle- 
men have said to me that they have known one legislative day to 
run over two or three calendar days. That does not militate 
against m ition, because in that case the calendar day was 
not w ; it was utilized, and the House was in session on that 
calendar day, or on those calendar days. 

The proper way to have proceeded, although it would have ex- 
dau tlemen on the other side and put them to some trouble, 
would have been to have pursued the plan that my friend from 
Maine deprecated, namely, to have gone to the trouble at every 
meeting of voting to adjourn for three days. That the House had 
a right to do, however impolitic it might havebeen. It was — 
for you gentlemen to adopt this rule and put it behind you with 
no on for any further votes to adjourn for three days, but 
if you had been confronted with the idleness of the House for now 
practically three months, I very seriously question if a majority 
could have been found at all times upon the floor of this House to 
advocate these unusual — of adjournment. 

But, Mr. Speaker, while I pronounce this rule unconstitutional 
and the most dangerous and revolutionary measure that has ever 
found its way upon the Journal of the House of Representatives, 
yet I do not share in the grave apprehensions of some men, who 
are, perhaps, more learned than I am, that by reason of the House 
having adopted this rule the present session of Congress has come 
to aclose, I believe that that provision of the Constitution is 
directory. If I did not think so, I would not stultify myself by 
appearing here from day to day and assisting in shaping what I 
believed to be void legislation. 

But let me emphasize the thought that a direction of the Con- 
stitution addresses itself as strongly to my sense of right, to my 
conscience, and-to my oath as a command of the Constitution. 
Shall we continue to violate the Constitution merely because the 
consequences are not so graveas some gentlemen apprehend? I re- 
member that nearly twothousand years ago the great apostle asked 
an aimost similar question: Shall we who believe in present salva- 
tion to the believer continue in sin that grace may abound? I 
answer the first question as he answered the last: God forbid. If 
we love the Constitution, we will respect the Constitution and will 
obey its slightest precepts or directions, and not only its mandates 
or its commands. 

If it were true that the House, by the adoption of this rule, had 
brought this session to a close, then we would accomplish, by 
violating the Constitution, the very thing that the framers of the 
Constitution intended to prevent. If that contention was true, 
then we should never have any legislation at all unless both 
Houses were in perfect accord. If that contention was true, all 
that the Senate would have had to do, if it had been unfavorable 
to the tariff bill, would have been to adjourn for six days without 
the consent of the House, and thereby have brought the session to 
aclose. No, gentlemen, I can not subscribe to any such doctrine 
as that. But there was a remedy for this state of affairs, and 
there always has been a remedy, if the minority party on this side 
of the Chamber had chosen to avail themselves of it. 

That remedy was for the minority to have met here daily and 
have enforced the attendance of absent members, and thereby 
to have ae the question to a practical test. But the minor- 
ity did not k the was worth the candle. They did not 
care to introduce into Chamber the enactment of scenes that 
t have brought the blush of shame to our cheeks and unduly 

ae ic mind, There would have been a hot time in 

they had, so they contented themselves with pro- 
ae the iniquitous measure, satisfied that the sober 
j of the thinking American people would place the re- 
SS the party that had put it upon the Journal of 
You have heard from the people already, gentlemen. Their 
found their way even here to this Capitol. We 
for three months, operating under a rule the 
of which was to stop all legislation. The le 
care to take your answer that you were summoned here 
to enact a bill. They will not accept that as a sufficient ex- 
planation of your failure to pass upon measures that have been 
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Such was the Cuban resolution, and 
They have begun to doubt the 


sent to you by the Senate. 
such was the bankruptcy bill. 
sincerity of the Republican party in all its platform promises 


made at St. Louis. You promised much to Cuba. Calhoun has 
gone to Cuba; and Calhoun has returned; and Calhoun has gone 
home; and Calhoun has been forgotten; and so, alas! has Cuba. 

There has not been a day for the last two months when the 
Democratic side of the House, although they did not regard those 
as partisan measures, have not been willing to vote upon both of 
these bills. But you would not. They do not care for the techni- 
calities of the question as to whether there is a civil government 
or a stateof war in Cuba. What they have persuaded themselves 
to believe is this: That a brave people who can maintain so une 
qual a struggle as the Cuban patriots have maintained for two 
years, under the most adverse influences, deserve to be a free and 
independent people. [Applause.] But, gentlemen, the same in- 
difference that you have manifested toward the unhappy people 
of the Island of Cuba— 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to make a point of order that the gen- 
tleman is not discussing any correction of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point of order is well 
taken. 

Mr. SETTLE. 
few minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman will confine 
himself to the question before the House. 

Mr.SETTLE. Allright. I will try to proceed in perfect order. 

Mr. KELLEY. I rise to aquestion of personal privilege, which 
is in order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I call the gentleman to order. 
He can not take another member off the floor to raise a question 
of personal privilege. 

Mr. KELLEY. Certainly not,if the gentleman has the floor. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. SETTLE] has the floor. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Speaker, I was not aware that I was trans- 
gressing the rules of legitimate debate. Iam surprised that my 
friend from Indiana had not discovered it earlier in the proceed- 
ings. 

TheSPEAKER. He might have done so without mentioning it. 

Mr. SETTLE. My idea was, Mr. Speaker—1l am not intending 
to debate the point of order decided by the Chair, for I have the 
greatest respect for the occupant of the chair and for the high 
dignity with which he conducts himself in his high office; but I 
would suggest—I think [ may do it without impropriety—that 
the more Silos this rule can be made to appear the more reason 
I have to insist upon the adoption of the amendment which gives 
the rule prominence, a thing which the Journal as read does not do, 

But I will endeavor to proceed in order. I was going to say 
that the a of the country are wide awake; they have their 
eyes open and their ears open to all that is going on in this House. 
They are not enbetesenbed observers, as you may believe them to 
be, of our proceedings. They know that this House has acted in 
utter defiance of public sentiment and of the reasonable demands 
of the public, i that it has outraged every sense of justice and 
propriety by the adoption of the rule under which we are now 
operating. And, gentlemen, they are going to hold you to an 
account for it, and in the great day of the people’s wrath you will 
not be able to stand. They are already weighing you in the bal- 
ances. I suppose you have heard already from Chicago, and Cin- 
cinnati, and Columbus, and Cleveland—yea, from Canton itself, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs to suggest to the gentleman 
from Kentucky that his present line of discussion is hardly perti- 
nent to the pending question. 

Mr. SETTLE. ell, Mr. Speaker, althongh it is a mere sug- 
gestion fron’ the Chair, I will construe it into a decision of the 
Chair that I am not allowed to state my reasons for the adoption 
of this amendment which gives prominence to a rule which I say 
is so obnoxious that not only should the House reverse it, but the 
American people themselves by their recent utterances have de- 
manded that it shall now, even at this late day, be wiped from our 
records. 

But I will try to conclude inorder. I say, gentlemen, that these 
elections mean much. They are the avant-couriers and heralds 
of a better day coming, or to change the figure, they are but the 
preliminary skirmishes of that great battle that is to be fought in 
1898, and of that still greater battle that is to be fought in 1900; 
that battle which in my judgment will prove to the Republican 
party both its Armageddon and its Waterloo. 

Mr. STEELE. I must insist on my point of order. 
anxious for a vote upon the pending question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr.Speaker,I submit that any argument which 
would tend to discredit the rule, and thus to give an excellent 
reason why the Journal ought to be corrected, is in order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman think that this line of 
discussion has anything to do with the question? The question is 


I hope the Chair will reserve that decision for a 
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whether or not the Journal correctly states what took place in the 
House. It has nothing to do with the rule. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; it has something to do with the rule, be- 
cause, as the pie from Kentucky very properly said in the 
beginning of his remarks, it was the rule itself that prompted him 
to suggest the amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is a concession that he is not speaking 
on the-question before the House. 

Mr. BAILEY. The difference between the statement in the 
Journal and the amendment which the gentleman from Kentucky 
offers is not very great, and would not be important at all except 
in view of the special rule. Now,I submit that it is a proper 
matter in argument upon the motion to amend, which amendment 
is oo material because of the obnoxious character of the rule 
itself-—— 

Mr. STEELE. To talk about the election of 1900? 

Mr. BAILEY. I imagine it is always right to talk about the 
public sentiment of the nation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is the trouble. The gentleman from 
Kentucky is arguing on political grounds, instead of parliamentary 
grounds. 

Mr. BAILEY. The trouble is that gentlemen on the other side 
seem neither to understand nor to heed public sentiment; but on 
this side we always respect it and are always glad to bring it to 
the attention of gentlemen on the other side for their instruction 
and guidance. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We have been having these performances at 
every session of the House for three months; it would seem about 
time that we should get down to something else. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, we are not doing anything else, and it 
would seem we might as well occupy the time in this way. 

TheSPEAKER. Certainly the gentleman from Kentucky would 
not maintain that the battle of Armageddon has anything to do 
with the present question. 

Mr. SETTLE. I do not know about that; the Chair and I look 
at things somewhat differently. 

The SPEAKER, It may be that the gentleman from Kentucky 
can show a connection? 

Mr. SETTLE. Well, that is what I was trying to do. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes, however, that the gentleman 
will act upon his honor in this matter and confine himself to the 
question before the House, which is the motion to amend the 

ournal, 

Mr. SETTLE. I beg the Chair and the House to believe that, 
in asking to be allowed to pee I am not asking it as a matter 
of favor, but as a matter of right. I have endeavored, under the 
latitude of debate, and even without invoking the latitude of de- 
bate, to make my remarks pertinent to the issue. It certainly was 
pertinent to the issue to comment upon the iniquity of this rule 
and to say to gentlemen on the other side that the people, because 
of the adoption of this rule, are beginning to repudiate them 
already, and that their final overthrow will come in two or three 
years from now. That certainly was a legitimate argument, in 
my opinion, and I beg the pardon of the House if, in making it, I 
trespassed upon the rules of debate. 

But a remark which escaped my friend from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] 
has called my attention to another point. It may be asked, Is not 
the old record of the House under daily sessions tantamount to 
the record as read this morning? Do not all rec ords under daily 
sessions show that the House adjourned until the next day? I say 
that is true; but strictly speaking that was not correct, for even 
in that case the House did not vote to adjourn until the next day. 
The House simply voted to adjourn; and the Speaker declared it 
adjourned until the next day, because of the rule then in force. 
But in view of the fact that those adjournments Were to consti- 
tutional and normal periods no complaint was ever made as to the 
incorrect verbiage. But such a stat@ of the case does not present 
itself to-day. ow there is —— and we object that the 
Journal should not continue to show that this House adjourned 
for three days when in fact the House did not do so. 

It is true that the House with a quorum did adopt the rule; 
but it does not follow that everything that the House with a 
quorum doesis lawful. A House with a quorum frequent! 
unconstitutional measures. The question to be decided is not 
whether the House had a quorum, but whether the quorum did 
what the Constitution authorized it to do. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, however improbable it may appear to you 
that Armageddon shall come or that Weterloo shail come, I under- 
take to say that in three years the hosts of the unterrified Democ- 
racy {derisive laughter on the Pee side ]—— 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 

Mr. SETTLE. The unterrified Democracy propose to take their 
banner, now trailing in the dust, and give it — into the charge 
and keeping of that lion-hearted Democrat of Nebraska; and they 
propose to hold up his hands and cheer his heart during all the 








thickness of that desperate fight until he shall plant it upon the 
very topmost heights of victory. 
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[Applause on the Democratic 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous questi 
The previous question was ordered. P question. 


The SPEAKER. 


seemed to have it. 
Mr. SETTLE demanded a division. 


The House divided. Pending the announcement of the result 
of the division, 


Mr. RIDGELY demanded the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 90, nays 105, 


The question is on the amendment offere: 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SeTrie}. 
The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the noes 


answered ‘‘ present ’ 25, not voting 132; as follows: 


Adamson, 
Allen, 
Bailey, 
Baird, 
Baker, IIL. 
Ball, 
Barlow, 
Bell, 
Bodine, 
Botkin, 
Brantley, 
Broussard, 
Brucker, 
Brundidge, 
Burke, 
Campbell, 
Catchin 
Clark, Mo. 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cox, 
Cranford, 
Davey, 


Alexander, 
Arnold, 


Barham, 
Bartholdt, 
Belford, 
Bennett, 
Bishop, 
Booze 


Broderick, 
Bromwell, 
Brown 
Brownlow, 
Burton, 
Butler, _ 
Cannon, 
Clark, Iowa 
Codding, 
Cousins, 
amp, a 
‘rumpacker, 
Curtis, Kans. 
lzell, 
Danford, 
Davenport, 
Davison, Ky. 


Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Beuner, Pa. 
Benton, 
Brosius, 


Olardy, 
Cochran, Mo. 


Acheson, 
Bankhead, 


YEAS—®. 
Davis, Lewis, Ga. 
De Graffenreid, Lewis, Wash 
— os ston, 
ipes, oyd, 
Fitzpatrick, Love, 
Fleming McClellan, 
Fowler, N. C. McCulloch, 
Fox, Me b 
Gaines, Maddox 
Griggs, Marshall, 
Gunn, Martin, 
ay, Maxwell, 
Henry, Miss. Meekison, 
Hinrichsen Moon, 
Howard, Ala. Ogden, 
Howard, Ga. Osborne, 
Hunter, Peters, 
Kelley, Pierce, Tenn 
Kitchin, Plowman 
Kleberg, Rhea, 
Knowles, Ridgely, 
Lanham, Robinson, Ind 
Latimer, Settle, 
NAYS—105. 
Dingley, Knox, 
Dorr, pacer. 
Dovener, Landis, 
Ellis, Linney, 
Evans, Littauer, 
Fenton, Loveri 
Gardner, McDonald 
Gibson, McEwan, 
Graff, Mercer, 
Griffin, Mesick, 
Grosvenor, Miller, 
Hamilton, Mudd, 
Hawley, Northway, 
Hepburn, Olmsted, 
Hilborn, Overstreet, 
Hill, Parker, N. J. 
Hitt, Payne, 
Hooker, Pearce, Mo. 
Hopkins, Pearson, 
Howe, Perkins, 
= aa powers, 
ull, Pug’ 
Jenkins, Reeves, 
Johnson, Ind Royse. 


Ketcham, 
Kirkpatrick, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT "—25. 


Cooper, Wis. King, 

De Vries, Lybrand, 
Dinsmore, eMillin, 
Dockery, Minor, 
Henry, Ind. Otey, 
Henry, Tex. Ric . 
Jett, Robb, 

NOT VOTING—12. 
Chickering, 9 
Clarke, N. H. Fowler, N. J. 
erm, illet, N. Y. 
Cochrane,N.Y. Gillett, 
Colson, 

Connell, Grout, 
Connolly, Grow, 
Corliss, Hager, 
Cowherd, Handy, 
Cummings, Harmer, 
Curtis, lowa Hartman, 
Davidson, Wis. Heatwole, 
Dayton, Hemenway, 
De Armond, Henderson. 
Dolliver, Henry, Conn. 
Eddy, Hicks, 
Ermentrout, Hurley, 
Jones, Va. 
pear. jam Wash. 
tzger ald, oy, 
Fletcher, Kerr, 
Foote, Kulp, 


Shuford, 
Simpson, 


8, 

Smith, Ky. 

Stark, 

Stephens, Tex. 
itokes, 

Strait, 

Sullivan, 


Sutherland, 
Swanson, 


Tate, 

Taylor, Ala. 
Terry, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Vehslage, 
Vincent, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Williams, Miss. 
Young, Va. 


Simpkins, 
Smith, [1). 
Smith, 8. W. 
Snover, 
Southwick, 


Sturtevant, 
Sulloway, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, 
¥ ker, Va. 

anger, 
Warner, 
Weaver, 
White, N.C. 
Williams, Pa. 
Wright, 
Yost. 


Sayers, 
Southard, 
‘albert, 
eeler, Ky. 


Loudenslager, 
Lo 


Ww 
McAleer, 
McCall, 
McCleary, 
McCormick, 
McDowell, 
Melntire, 
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Mitchell, Ray, Smith, Wm. Alden Tongue, 
Moody, Rixey, Spalding, Wadsworth, 
Morris, Robbins, Sparkman, Walker, Mass. 
Newlands, Robertson, La. Stallings, Ward, 
Norton, Sauerhering, Stevens, Minn. Weymouth, 
Odell, Shafroth, Stewart, N. J. White, Il. 
Otjen, Shannon, Stewart, Wis. Wilber, 
Packer, Pa. Shelden, Strowd, N. C. Wilson, N. Y. 
Pitney, Showalter, Sulzer, Wilson, 8. C. 
Prince, Skinner, Tawney, Young, Pa. 
Quigg, Slayden, d, Zenor. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. mes I desire to withdraw my vote. 
Iam paired with the gentleman from New York, Mr. Low. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s vote will be withdrawn. 
Several members addressed the Chair. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that gentlemen wait until | 
the pairs are announced before making these statements. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. ODELL with Mr. BARTLETT. 
Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. Lams. 
Mr. Kerr with Mr. Ross. 
Mr. Pitney with Mr. Savers. 
Mr. SAUERHERING with Mr. CowHeERDb. 
Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin with Mr. LITTLE. 
Mr. Wiiu1aM A. Stone with Mr. McCLELLAN, 
Mr. QuiGG with Mr. BLANnp. 
Mr. Powers with Mr. GarInes. 
Mr. LYBRAND with Mr. LENTz. 
Mr. Orsen with Mr. LESTER. 
Mr. Loup with Mr. DE Vries. 
Mr. SPALDING with Mr. CLayTon. 
Mr. De ARMOND with Mr. GILLettT of Massachusetts, 
Mr. MoCLeary with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
Mr. McEwan with Mr. VEHSLAGE. 
Mr. McCa.u with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 
Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. Dinsmore. 
Mr. ACHESON with Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Mr. BELDEN with Mr. Suuzer. 
Mr. BARRETT with Mr. FirzGERALD. 
Mr. Kup with Mr. STALLINGs. 
Mr. SouTHarp with Mr. Norton, 
Mr. Minor with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. Kiva. 
Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. CLarpy. 
Mr. HEMENWAY with Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana. 
Mr. Pucs with Mr. Ruea of Kentucky. 
Mr. Henry of Indiana with Mr. Miers of Indiana. 
Mr. Brostus with Mr. ERMENTROUT. 
Mr. CHICKERING with Mr. BrapDLey. 
Mr. Foorr with Mr. CasTLe. 
Mr. Hicks with Mr. Orry. 
Mr. Grout with Mr. Berry. 
Mr. Wuite of Lilinois with Mr. BRENNER of Ohio. 
Mr. Grow with Mr. RicHarpson. 
Mr. Youne of Pennsylvania with Mr. Benton. 
. BARNEY with Mr. Topp. 
. BARROWS with Mr. JETT. 
. ADAMS with Mr. CuMMINGs. 
. JOY with Mr. CARMACK. 
this day: 
DOLLIVER with Mr. CocuHran of Missouri. 
Eppy with Mr. GREEN. 
FLETCHER with Mr. Henry of Texas. 
HENDERSON with Mr. McMILLIN, 
TAWNEY with Mr. SLAYDEN. 
TONGUE with Mr. Rixry. 
Weymovurtna with Mr. Zenor. 
Faris with Mr. MaGurire. 
Low with Mr. TALBErr. 
BryeuaM with Mr. Dockery. 
Broum™ with Mr. McALEER. 
HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota, Mr. FLercuer. Having voted in: the 
affirmative on this question, I desire to withdraw my vote and to 
be oes 
Mr. 'Y. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Connecticut? Mr. Henry. Having voted in the affirmative 
on this question, I desire to withdraw my vote and to be recorded 


Mr. POWERS. I have a general pair with the gentleman from 
Tennessee, Mr. GAINEs, but he is present and voted, and I desire 


0 ee ey rote from ‘‘ present” to ‘‘no.” 
Mr. . Il desire to know if I am recorded as voting. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded in the affirmative. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
with the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. HENDERSON, 
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Mr. JETT. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, Mr. Barrows. Having voted in the affirmative, 
I desire to withdraw my vote and to be recorded as present. 

Mr. KING. I have a general pair with the gentleman from 
New Hampshire, Mr. CLARKE. I desire to withdraw my vote and 
to be recorded as present, ; 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam paired with the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey, Mr. PitNty. Having voted in the aflirmative on this 
tion, I desire to withdraw my vote and to be marked present 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Iam paired with the gentleman 
from Iowa, Mr. HaGer. Having voted in the affirmative on this 
question, I desire to withdraw my vote and to be rded 
present. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am paired with the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. BINGHAM. 1 desire to be recorded as present 

Mr. ROBB. I am paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 
Kerr. I desire to withdraw my affirmative vote and to be re- 
corded as present. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I am paired with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. Grow. I desire to withdraw my affirmative 
vote and to be recorded as present. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I voted ‘‘no” under the impres- 
sion that the question submitted to the House was the one first 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Serrie}, which 
was to strike out certain words which were supposed to be in the 
Journal, but which, upon examination, I found were not in the 
Journal. Lam now informed by the gentleman that while I was 
temporarily engaged otherwise he changed his motion, and sim- 
ply moved to add to the statement already in the Journal the 
statement that the adjournment was announced by the Speaker 
to be for three days, in accordance with the rule. 1 therefore ask 
to change my vote from “no” to “aye,” as I misunderstood the 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. FLEMING, and he voted “‘aye. 

Mr. WEAVER. I understood that I was paired with the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, Mr. BRENNER, but I understand that he is 
paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Wuirr. Such being 
the case, I desire to withdraw my answer of ‘‘ present,” and to vote 
“no.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

TheSPEAKER. The questionis on the approval of the Journal. 

The Journal was approved. 


ques- 


rec as 


” 


SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the certificate of the elec- 
tion of Hon. Edwin C. Burleigh, to fill the vacancy caused by the 
death of Hon. Seth L. Milliken. The certificate was read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce the pres- 
ence of the Hon. Edwin C, Burleigh, who is ready to take the oath 
of office. 

Mr. Burleigh then came forward, and took the oath prescribed 
by law. 

MESSAGE FROM 


THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the 
President had approved and signed bill and joint resolutions of 
the folowing titles: 

Ow June 7, 1897: 

L~An act (H. R. 15) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes. 

On June 15, 1897: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 64) relating to the payment of salaries 
in the consular service; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 61) to provide for the immediate repair 
of Dry Dock No. 3, at the New York Navy-Yard. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed joint resolution of the follow- 
ing title; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 52) directing the Secretary of War to 
issue tents for the use of the Grand Army Encampment, at 
Leavenworth, Kans. 


PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. KNOWLES. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege, one involving my good name and my character for 
truth and veracity. I want to say that if it only involved myself, 
I would not trouble this House with it. I send to the Clerk's desk 
a clipping from the Associated Press dispatches of June 22, which 
was published in the Washington Post of that date, and ask that 
it be read and printed in the Recorp. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


BATEMAN'’S SHOT AT BRYAN—HE DECLARES THE RECENT CANDIDATE 
GUILTY OF BRIBERY AND FORGERY. 
LEWISTON, Mz, June 21. 


Prof. L, C. Bateman, of Auburn, who was the candidate of the People’s 
Party of Maine for governor last year, and who is a leader of the middle-of- 
the-road forces in this State, to-day published an attack on William J. Bryan. 
Professor Bateman says that Populist Congressman FREEMAN KNOWLEs, of 
South Dakota, while on his recent trip to his old home in Skowhegan, Me., 
gave out the information that Mr. Bryan’s recent gift of $1,500 to the Populist 
national committee was made with the distinct understanding that no action 
against a should be taken by the People’s Party before the next national 
convention. 


This, Professor Bateman says, is nothing more nor less than direct bribery. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to raise the question as to whether 
this presents a question of personal privilege. It does not affect 
ee relation of a member to the House, or any conduct in the 

ouse. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not yet stated his case, 
but has only made a preliminary statement. 

Mr. KNOWLES. r. Speaker, I pronounce that statement a 
willfal and malicious falsehood, made out of whole cloth, without 
the least shadow of truth or foundation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the gen- 
tleman making any personal statement, but I do not care to have 
it taken as a precedent that this raises a question of personal priv- 
ilege which of right may be made in the House. Certainly the 
business of the House ought not to be interfered with by matters 
that have no relation to the business of the House. As to any con- 
ences the gentleman from South Dakota and Mr. Bryan 
or Mr. Bateman, of Maine, I do not think it concerns the affairs 
of this House or its conduct at all. The newspapers or anybody 
may hireahall. [Laughter on the Republican side. | 

Mr. KNOWLES. You will see, Mr. Speaker, that this raises a 
direct issue between myself and Mr. Bateman, and between myself 
as ‘“‘a member of Congress” and Mr. Bateman; and therefore I 
think it is nothing but just to myself that I have an opportunity 
to refute this slander. 

The SPEAKER. How is it a matter between the gentleman 
referred to and ‘“‘a member of Congress?” 

Mr. KNOWLES. Because I am pointed out there as “‘a mem- 
ber of Congress” and as making that statement, which is as 
false as hell planghier); and I have not been guilty of that state- 
ment. I will not detain the House long, but I wish to say that 
I wrote to Mr. L. B. Talbot, chairman of the Populist commit- 
tee of Somerset County, Me., for a statement as to the truth or 
falsity of Mr. Bateman’s statement, and I desire to have this letter 
of mine to him and his letter in reply read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I must object to the Recorp 
being used for such a purpose. Private controversies having no 
relation to the conduct of a member of this House ought not to be 
printed in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair willhear the gentleman from South 
Dakota upon the noes of this as a question of personal privi- 
lege to be denon of in the House. If the gentleman desires to 
make a personal explanation, the Chair will submit it to the House 
for unanimous consent. 

Mr. KNOWLES. Ishouldlike the House togive me unanimous 
consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks unan- 
imous consent that he may be allowed to make a personal expla- 
nation. Is there objection? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, I think we should have 
some limitation wpon this. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should ask the gentleman from Maine, 
Does not this involve the question of putting campaign material 
in the Recorp for the purpose of keeping the ‘‘ middle of the road” 
Populists off the track of those dn the side of the road? If so, I 
shall object. 3 

Mr. KNOWLES. I say to the gentleman that there is nothing 
of a campaign character in these letters at all. They are simply 
private letters which refute the statement of Mr. Bateman and 
prove the trath of what I have asserted here to-day. There is 
nothing of a campaign nature in it. 


The SPEAKER. there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man that he be permitted to ea personal explanation? [After 
a ed The Chair hears no objection. 

he Clerk read as follows: 


House OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 

Washington, D. C., June 23, 1897. 
Dear Srp: The inclosed Associated Press dispatch appeared in the Wash- 
ak anand possinty bave Sous cioampele Tak S sup eameeienr on tee 
co poss ve ? say an e 
? Gu the euntzacs. did f net ony thes exe shee Mek peduanll Se 
pt any tion of the royalty of Mr. ‘sbook? How did it come that 
words id be exactly reversed? a Bateman manufacture this out 
whole cloth, or was it reported to him by our enemies who seem so much 
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interested in dividing our forces? It must be a desperate cause whic), ; 
— such tactics. I trust you will not permit me to remain wy. 
slander. 


Very respectfully, yours, ¥ 
REEMAN KNOWLES 
L. B. TALBOT, Esq., WLES, 
Chairman Populist Committee of Somerset County, Skowhegay. \y 


SKOWHEGAN, Me... Jin: 

Dear Frrenp KNOWLEs: Yoursof the 23d at hand. Words fai] ¢. 
my surprise, as I read that same dispatch in yesterday's papers 

As soon as I received your note, I at once to inquire and fy, 
at once how it all came about. You perhaps remember that after y.), . 
in Coburn Hall I introduced you to a man named George Hapgo..\ |. 
he asked you what you p to do asa national body. You told 
it was too soon to say anything and that the understanding w: at t 
party “should not commit itself before the next national convention 

Now Hapgood is a friend of years. standing with Bateman, and hy wr; 
him expressing his pleasure at your efforts for us here, and how \ 
presented our views before the men. Bateman wanted t. 
you had said anything con the national policy of the party. Ir 
came in a letter the statement of Ha Bateman that you } 
expressed yourself, but had made the s ment that the Populis: 
not commit themselves before the nextnational convention. Bate... 
ingly and maliciously twisted this to make what he did with that st. 

I therefore, after consulting Hapgood and taking down his vy»: 
accuse L. C. Bateman of downright f hood. 

Hapgood is a fine fellow and a true Populist. 


ith much regret, yours, L. B. TALBOT 


l 


Mr. KNOWLES. Mr. Speaker, while that letter clears mo of 
the charge and brands Mr. Bateman as a contemptible jiar. | 
want to say that it does not do me justice. What | did say was 
this. I said: The People’s Party was going right along 1 ts 
business, —— the doctrine laid down in the St. Louis 
form, and that they would continue to do that until the ; 
national convention assembled, which is the only authority « 
petent to change that platform or to decide what the issu: <});:/] 
be upon which the next battle be fought. I further stated 
that Mr. Bryan had tendered to the Populist national commit 
$1,500 from the proceeds of the sale of his book; that this tend:r 
had been made in good faith, absolutely free from all or any « 
ditions except that it was to. be used for the propagation of liter: 
ture upon the financial question, but that the chairman of 1|). 
national committee, after consulting with the Populist (ouyres- 
sional caucus, had declined to accept the funds thus tendere|. 

Mr. Bryan had announced that he would distribute one-half his 
profits from the sale of the book the committees of the 
three parties which s him, in the ratio of the vote cast, 
and this refusal of the Populist national committee to accept the 
portion assigned to them left matters in a somewhat awkward 
position. Mr. Bryan thereupon ited the money with Sena- 
tor ALLEN as a citizen of his own , subject to further order, 
and there it remains to-day. Thenational committee did 10 «11 
has not accepted a dollar of the fund, and I never made any such 
statement nor thought of anysuchthing. ThatisallI have to say. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Speaker—— 


IMMIGRATION STATION, ELLIS ISLAND, NEW YORK. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following messa° 
from the President of the United States; which was read, refer:d 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printe: 


To the Congress of the United States: 


On the 15th ultimo all the buildi: of the immigration station at Pllis 
Island, New York, excepting the heating plant and lighting apparatus, wire 
destroyed oy fire . 


I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury. w!) 
states the fact and explains the need of rebuilding. 


In order that there may be no delay im this t work, I recommend 
Sates Comet — ee the sum estimated by the 
secre oO! © Treasury as uired this . 

6 ae ae POWILLIAM McKINLE) 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 1, 1397. 


vt 
CAL 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, bills of the following titles wir 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appropri’ 
committees, as indicated below: E 

A bill (S. = for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau, survivor 
pS aegis mew n & Valle—tothe Committee on War Claim-, 
when in 

A bill (S. 708) for the relief of Albert E. Redstone—to the Com 
mittee on Claims, when appoi = 

A bill (S. 977) for the of Fanny B. Randolph and Dora L. 
Stark—to the Committee on War Claims, when appointed. 

A bill (S. 936) for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co.—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, when . 

A bill (S. 1464) for the relief of Christopher Schmidt—to th» 
Committee on Claims, a seo 

— ose for jae nage a Richard Lawson— 
to ittee on a 

A bill (S. 438) for the relief of the estate of Charles M. Roberts, 
deceased—to the Committee on Claims, when appointed. 














1897. 





Concurrent resolution— 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President of the United States be, and he is hereby, requested to invite, by 
lamation or otherwise, as he may deem most proper, foreign nations to 
make exhibits at the Transmississippi and International Exposition to be held 
at the cily of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, from the Ist day of June to 
the Ist day of November, A. D. 1898— 


To the Committee on Foreign Affairs, when appointed. 
NEW ENGLAND DISTILLING COMPANY. 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up for consideration 
the of the Committee on Ways and Means on the bill (H. R. 
$486) to allow the distillery of the New England Distilling Com- 

— the rectifying house of Mullins & Crigler, both situated 
pc nm, Ky., to be operated within 600 feet of each other. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the distillery of the New England Distilling Com- 

y and the rectifying house of Mullins & Crigler, both situated in Coving- 
a Ky., and having their respective ae separated from each other by 
a distance of only feet, in a direct line, may, to avoid special hardship to 
the proprietors of said premises, both continue to be operated as now situ- 
mene and in like manner as they have been operated. in the belief that the 
premises were duly separated according to law, for twelve years past, not- 
withstanding that the said premises are not distant from each other full 600 
feet in a direct line as required by the general statutes in that regard. 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. saies it is the unanimous opinion of the 
committee that this bill ought to pass, and ought to pass speedily. 
The facts are these: The statute provides that no rectifying estab- 
lishment shall be constructed or operated nearer to a distillery 
than 600 feet. Away back in May, 1885, it was supposed that the 
required distance existed between the distillery and the rectifying 
establishment mentioned in this bill; but a few days ago it was 
discovered that the distance between them is only 548 feet. This 
state of things has continued for twelve years, without any fault 
on the part of either of the persons interested. By the action of 
the internal-revenue officers the bonds have been approved each 
year, and large plants have been constructed and operated there. 
Now, if the recent discovery of the fact that the distance between 
this distillery and this rectifying house is less than the 600 feet 
Se by the statute were to prevent the approval of the 
of the distillery, the House can see that a great hardship 
would be inflicted upon the owners of these establishments. The 
Secretary of the Treasury recommends the passage of this bill. 
The Commissioner of Internal Revenue has set forth the facts upon 
which justice demands the passage of the bill, and it is the unani- 
mous opinion of the Committee on Ways and Means that it ought 


to pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


ourn, 
are BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire if there is nota 
special order setting apart this day—— 
Mr. DINGLEY (interposing). That order is for a week from 





iy. 
The question was taken on the motion to adjourn; and the 
declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 105, noes 92. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 1 
o’clock and 28 minutes p. m.), in pursuance of the order hereto- 
fore adopted, adjourned until Monday next, at 12 o’clock noon. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commnu- 
ons were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to 
concurrent resolution No. ¥, Fifty-fifth Congress, a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, with copy of a report on the present con- 
dition of Cumberland Sound, and its relation to the commerce of 
Fernandina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, relating to certain amounts 
for the payment of outstanding claims in North Dakota, New 
Mexico, and Idaho—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, calling attention to certain 
desired eee in House Document No. 67, relating to the issue 
of a certain duplicate check—to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy 


of a communication from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
and accompanying copy of a memorial from the Wichita and 
affiliated bands of Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


and ordered to be printed. 

A message from the President, transmitting a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and recommending an appropriation 
for rebuilding the immigrant station at Ellis Island, New York— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A bill (H. R. 3587) to make an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of the Youghiogheny River in the State 
of Pennsylvania, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 3588) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Pekin, in the State of Dlinois—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 3589) to extend the powers and , 
duties of the Commission of Fish and Fisheries to include game 
birds and other wild birds useful to man—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 3590) to increase the num- 
ber of officers of the Army to be detailed to colleges—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3591) to appropriate $100,000 
for sinking artesian wells in the eastern portion of the State of 
Colorado—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 3592) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Evanston, in the State of Wyoming—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 3593) making appropriation 
for the improvement of the Brazos River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STARK: A bill (H. R. 3594) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A joint resolution (H. Res. 71) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
authorizing the levy of a tax on incomes and inheritances—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A resolution (House Res. No. 64) providing 
for consideration of House bill No. 379, ‘‘to provide revenue for 
the Government and to encourage the industries of the United 
States ’—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A memorial of the Pennsylvania legislature, 
for appropriation for Paris Exposition in 1900—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A memorial of the Pennsylvania legislature, 
for appropriation for Paris Exposition in 1900—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ADAMS: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Pennsylvania, relative to the Paris Exposition in 1900—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A memorial of the legisla- 
ture of the State of Pennsylvania, relative to the Paris Exposition 
in 1900—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A memorial of the Pennsylvania legisla- 
ture, relative to an appropriation for the Paris Exposition in 
1900—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


LSS7—to 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule X X11, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bil! (H. R. 3595) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Penny F. Stevens—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3596) granting a pension to Mrs. Bettie 
Gresham—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3597) granting a pension to Thomas J. Mor- 
man—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, « bill (H. R. 3598) granting a pension to Henrietta Fow- 
ler—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 3599) for the relief of Joseph B, 
Presdee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3600) for the relief of Henry Hinckley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3601) for the relief of Elizabeth Felton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8602) for the relief of D. P. Owen—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOTKIN: A bill (H. R. 8603) granting a pension to 
Francis M. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3604) granting a pension to Oscar Reed—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3605) for the relief of James M. Campbell— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 3606) for the relief of the 
citizens of the city of Auburn, Cal,, and quieting title to lands 
therein—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

3y Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 3607) to pension Mrs, Ann 
Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM:; A bill (H. R. 3608) removing the charge 
of desertion from the record of Sylvester H. Mase, a musician, 
a New York Infantry-—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 3609) for the relief of Samuel C. 
Krickbaum, of Benton, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
#810nS. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 3610) granting a pension to 
Charles Blitz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8611) to increase the pension of Jesse R. K. 
Lamb, Company D, Seventh United States Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3612) to increase the pension of Thomas D. 
Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 3613) for relief of Hugh J. Brady— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 3614) granting an increase of 
pension to John F’, Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 3615) for the relief of Mrs. 
Ellen Sexton—to the Committee on Claims. 

= Mr. SHATTUC: A bill (H. R. 3616) for the relief of Robert 
A. Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 3617) for the relief of Thomas Cary— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3618) for the relief of William Christenberry— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8619) for the relief of E. A. Clark—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8620) to amend the military record of John 
K. Skinner—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 3621) for pension to Mary Ann 
Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 3622) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary A. Benchat—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3623) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mayes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 3624) granting a pension to 
Pauline Robbins, of Sandusky, Sauk County, Wis.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 8625) to increase the pension of 
Andrew R. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3626) granting a pension to Lemuel Shook— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3627) to remove the charge of desertion from 
_ military record of Joseph Moll—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3628) granting a pension to Elizabeth Tink- 
ham--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3629) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Robert White~to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. v 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3630) for the relief of Thomas B. Briggs—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3631) granting a pension to Ellen Miles 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3632) for the relief of William H, Bentley— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8633) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John D. Brining, of Canton, Iil.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3634) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Charles R. Bortle—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3635) granting a pension to Stephen Jack- 
son, of Glasford, I1l_—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STURTEVANT: A bill (H. R. 3636) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Nellie Shaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 3637) for the relief of David 
Hogan—to the Cominittee on War Claims. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Co- 
lumbus, Ga., favoring the enlargement and improvement of the 
United States building at Columbus—to the Committee on Ruje« 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Petition of Mrs. Margaret Roberts, guard. 
ian of Cyrus Roberts, to Semeneeny House bill for his relief—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of Charles Henry and other citizens 
of North Kingston, R. L., for a more rigid restriction of immicra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of the Travelers’ Protective 
Association of America, remonstrating against the passage of a 
bill restricting the sale of railroad tickets—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of J. W. Hollingsworth and other 
citizens of St. Clairsville, Ohio, asking for the passage of a il] to 
further restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. , 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petitions of tea merchants of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., and Baltimore, Md., asking for a specific duty on 
tea—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of E. & A. Huyett, of Birdsboro, Pa, 
against increasing the rate of duty on tanned skins for morocco— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the wholesale grocers and dealers of Chicago, 
Iil.; also an indorsement of said petition by the Commercial [x- 
change of Chicago, asking for a duty on tea—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Lawford Bros., of Baltimore, Md., asking that 
sheep dip be placed on the free list—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Petitions of T. G. Baty, F. M. Gordon, 
and other citizens of Sacramento, Cal., favoring the passage of a 
bill for amore rigid restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: Petition of Elias Markley and 87 other 
citizens of Lehighton, Pa., praying for the passage of a bill to re- 
strict immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Thomas D. Porter, late of Company 
C, Twenty-fifth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and Company A, 
Seventh Ilinois Cavalry, for an increase of pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of G. W. Hardman and other citi- 
zens of Mount Zion, W. Va., praying for the further restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petitions of Joseph E. Miller and others, 
L. C. Baker and others, and George A. Saltsman and others, all 
citizens of Harrisburg, Pa., praying for the passage of a law to 
further restrict immigration-—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of the Congregational State Con- 
vention of Vermont, praying for the passage of the bill to prohibit 
kinetoscopic roductions of prize fights—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, remonstrance of the C. A. Hibbard Boot and Shoe Com- 
pany, of Burlington, Vt., against increasing the ar on tanned 
skins for morocco—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: ie ool to accompany House bill granting 
an increase of pension to Robert A. Young—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


and papers 


SENATE. 
FripAy, July 2, 1897. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. Huan Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


on. 

e Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Quay, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was with. ' 


HARBOR AT BRUNSWICK, GA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmittinga with accompany- 
ing map, of a survey of the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., made by 
Lieut. R. G. Peck, United States Navy, assistant, Coast and Geo- 
pets el rsuant to the a on item in the river _ 

arbor act une 3, 1896; w 6 accompanying papers, 
was ae to the Committee on Commerce, ae aehared to be 
prin 








NORTHERN LISERTY MARKET CLAIMS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia: 

OFFICE OF COMMISSIONERS OF DisTRICT oF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, July*l, 1897. 

Sir: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor to 
acknowledge receipt of an official copy of the resolution of the Senate, dated 
the 80th ultimo, requesting them to suspend, until further action of Congress, 
further proceedings under the act of Congress * to provide for the payment 
of ce n claims against the District of Columbia by drawback certificates,” 
approved January 6, 1897, knownasthe Northern Liberty Market claims, and 
wih govern themselves accordingly. 

Very respectfully, JOHN W. ROSS, 
President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 
Hon. GARRET A. Hospart, 
President of the Senate. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 3486) to allow the distillery of the New England 
Distilling Company and the rectifying house of Mullins & Crigler, 
both situated in Covington, Ky., to be operated within 600 feet 
of each other; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BERRY presented a memorial of the Arkansas Division, 
Travelers’ Protective Association of America, of Little Rock, 
Ark., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended 
to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Wallace J. Knowles 
and 51 other citizens of Seabrook, N. H., praying for the enact- | 
ment of legislation for a more rigid restriction of immigration; | 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of George M. Ballard and 
35 other citizens of Newark, N. J., praying for the early passage 
of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the memorial of F. M. Montgomery | 
and 52 other citizensof Missouri, and the memorialof J. Brownson 
Wallace and 19 other citizens of Missouri, remonstrating against | 
the enactment of legislation intended to destroy the present system 
of ticket brokerage; which were referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present resolutions unanimously adopted | 
at the annual meeting of the American Medical Association in 
Philadelphia June 2, 1397, remonstrating against the passage of 
Senate bill No. 1063, for the further prevention of cruelty to ani- 
mals in the District of Columbia. I ask that the memorial lie on 
the table and that it be printed as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, that will be the 
order. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I will inquire as to what is the memorial | 
particularly? 
Mr. COCKRELL. They are resolutions opposing the vivisec- 

tion bill reported by the Senator. 
4 = GALLINGER. Resolutions adopted by a medical associa- 
on 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
tion at Philadelphia. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In this connection,I desire to state that [ | 
entered a mild protest a while ago against the printing of numer- | 
ous documents relating to this one bill. We have, | think, four | 
or five different documents already printed. Some of them are in 
severe and unjust criticism of the committee, stating absolute 
untruths regarding the action of the committee. 

I do not object to the printing of the memorial, and yet it does 
seem to me rather strange that when a committee has considered 
a matter carefully, giving a long hearing to both sides, permitting 
the opponents of the bill to print 300 pages in the report of state- 
ments in opposition, that they should then flood the Senate with 
memorials, resolutions, and protests, and that we should print 
them at the expense of the Government. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This memorial consists of only two or three | 
pages, and it is in oraed riate form. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be printed as a | 
document, in the absence of objection, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented sundry memorials of citizens of | 

remonstrating against the enactment of legislation in- | 
tended to destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which | 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. | 





Adopted by the American Medical Associa- | 


Mr. PENROSE presented a memorial of 52 citizens of Harris- 
burg, Pa.,and a memorial of 64 citizens of Coatesville, Pa., re- | 
ting against the enactment of legislation intended to | 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
He also presented a petition of the legislature of Pennsylvania, 
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praying for the enactment of legislation appropriating a sufficient 
sum to insure a dignified and creditable exhibit of the industries 
and resources of the United States at the Paris Exposition in 1900; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HANNA presented sundry memorials of citizens of Ohio, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of the Gulf Coast Farmers’ 
Alliance and Industrial Union No. 4030, of Texas, praying for the 
passage of Senate bill No. 1728, to aid in the construction of a 
railroad and telephone line from the Missouri River to the Pacific 
Ocean; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, 
and ordered to be printed in the Recor», as follows: 

GALVESTON, TEX., Ju 
[Resolution of Gulf Coast Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union N 
of Texas j 
_ Whereas Hon. MARION BUTLER, Senatoy in the United States Senate, has 
introduced Senate bill 1728, ‘‘An act toaid in the construction ofa railroad and 
telephone line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean;"* and 

Whereas this act will be of enormous benefit to our people and settle 
Pacific Railroad muddle: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That we heartily indorse Senator BUTLER's actions in Cor 
gress and indorse his bill No. 1728, and request our Representatives now in 
Congress to use all honorable means and help to pass said bill, as it is for 
best interest of our American people. 


ina) 


the 


the 
F. KEHLER 
T. BOEHL 
National Legislative Committee, G. C. F. Al 0380, of Texas 
Mr. McMILLAN presented memorials of G. E. Hubbon and 267 
other citizens; of the Detroit Retail Clerks’ Union, No. 168: of the 
Detroit Iron Molders’ Union, No. 244; of the Detroit Iron Molders’ 
Union, No. 31; the Detroit Waiters’ Union, No. 21; the Detroit 
International Brotherhood of Bookbinders, No. 20; the Lansing 
Trades and Labor Council; the Jackson Miners’ Protective Asso- 
ciation, No. 6395; the Bay City Journeymen Barbers’ Union, No. 
18; the Bay City Central Trades Union; the Albion Lron Molders’ 
Union, No. 104; the Grand Rapids (Mich.) Federation of Labor; 
the Detroit Broom Makers’ Union, No. 2; the Detroit Painters 
and Decorators’ Union, No. the Lansing City Lodge. No. 


or, 
Ods 


884: the Detroit Amalgamated Sheet Metal Workers’ Local 
| Union, No. 106; the Saginaw Retail Clerks’ Union, No. 65; 
the National Mine, Winthrop Mine Workers’ Union, No. 7; the 


National Longshoremen’s Association, No. 44; the Jackson lron 
Molders’ Union, No. 242; the Lron Mountain Lron Ore Mine Work- 
ers’ Union, No. 2; the Munising International Longshoremen’s 
Union, No. 62; the Menominee International Longshoremen’s As- 
sociation, No. 69; the Alpena Long Shore Union, No.7; the Grand 
Rapids Grocers’ Clerks Union; the Flint Federal Labor Union, 
No. 6803; the Marquette Longshoremen’s Union, No. 11; the Mar- 
quette International Longshoremen’s Association, No 59; the 
Grand Rapids Salesmen’s Union, No. 18; the Ishpeming Mine 
Workers’ Union, No. 8; the Port Huron Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 
368; the Marquette Retail Clerks’ National Protective Association, 
No, 131; the Tawas City International Longshoremen’s Union, No. 
14; the Cadillac Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 303; the Lansing Typo- 
graphical Union, No. 72; the Port Huron Typographical Union, 
No. 300; the Detroit International Association of Machinists; 
the Port Huron Barbers’ Union, No. 188; the Muskegon Trades 
and Labor Assembly; the Detroit Metal Polishers, Buffers, Plat- 
ers, and Brass Workers’ Union, No. 1; the Jackson City Lodge, 
No. 95; the Detroit Cigar Packers’ International Union, No. 284; 
the East Jordan Independent Laborers’ Association, No. 24; the 
Detroit River Lodge, No. 2, American Association of Iron and 
Steel Workers; the Grand Marias Longshoremen’s Association, 
No. 42; the Grand Rapids Coopers’ Union; the Bay City Cigar 
Makers’ Union, No. 184; the Grand Rapids Brewers’ Local Union, 


No. 10; the Grand Rapids Local Union, No. 26: the Escanaba 
Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 268; the Owosso Cigar Makers’ Union, 
No, 167; the Detroit Pattern Makers’ Association: the Detroit 


Machine Wood Workers’ Local Union, No. 41; the Grand Rapids 
Lodge, No. 191, Independent Association of Machinists; the Grand 


Rapids Bricklayers’ Union, No. 1; the Norway Mine Workers’ 
Union: the Detroit Iron Molders’ Union, No, 244; the Ludington 
Vessel Loaders’ Union; the Negannee Federal Labor Union, No. 
6736; the Detroit Carpenters’ Union, No. 19; the Detroit Long- 
shoremen’s Union, No. 10; the Port Huron Longshoremen’s Asso- 
ciation, No. 30; the Muskegon Typographical Union, No. 168; the 


Bay City Longshoremen’s Union, No. 25, and the Detroit Theat- 
rical Protective Union, No. 14, all in the State of Michigan, re- 
monstrating against the enactment of legislation intended to 
destroy the present system of ticket brokerage; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of Star Lodge, No. 457, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Seymour, Ind., praying 
for the passage of the so-called Foraker bill to amend the act to 
regulate commerce; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Parkers- 


burg, W. Va., and a petition of sundry citizens of Mount Zion, 
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W. Va., praying for the early passage of the pending tariff bi.l; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY REPORTS, 


Mr. ELKINS. Lask leave to lay before the Senate and have 
printed a report by the Director of the United States Geologi- 
cal Survey. I send the document to the desk. It is in reply 
to the memorial of the legislature of Colorado relative to the 
earlier publication of the reports of the Geological Survey and 
the establishment of a bureau of mines. I ask that the report be 
printed for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. Asa document? 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes, as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
none, and that will be the order. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HANNA, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 589) to increase the pension of Caroline V. English; 
and 

A bill (S. 481) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann M. Madden. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2291) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah A. Gilbert, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon, 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1865) to extend the charter 
of the Franklin Insurance Sauer. of the city of Washington, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 921) to regulate the use of the public parks and improved 
reservations in the District of Columbia under the charge of the 
Chief of Engineers of the United States Army, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 919) to incorporate the East Washington Heights Traction 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


CAPE CHARLES HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. SewE.Lt on 
the 16th ultimo, reported it without amendment; and it was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives 
concurring), That the Secretary of War is hereby direc to prepare and 
submit plans and estimates for the further improvement of the harbor and 
approaches at Cape Charles City, Va., by the construction of a stone break- 
water on the south side of the cut leading to Cape Charles Harbor similar to 
the breakwater which has just been comple’ on the north side; and for 
sundry dredging near Old Plantation Light in the cut leading to the harbor, 
Saree enabling vessels to go in and out of the harbor without danger or 

culty. 


The Chair hears 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 2321) for the relief of Daniel 
K. Shields; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (5. 2322) granting a pension to 
Margaret M. Beardslee; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (8. 2323) supplemental to the actof 
February 9, 1821, incorporating the Columbian College, in the 
District of Columbia, and the acts aumendatory thereof; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. \ 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2324) for the relief of the estate of 
George W. Lawrence; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
fe to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CLARK introduced a bill (8. 2325) to lease the Industrial 
Home of Utah to the Salt Lake Free Kindergarten Association; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2326) for the relief of per- 
sons who have filed declarations of intention to enter desert lands; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2327) for the relief of Thomas Ros- 
brugh; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2328) to aid the State of Colorado 
to support a school of mines; which was read twice by its title, 
apd referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 2329) to regulate interstate traffic 





in wild game; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Gam. 

Mr. THURSTON introdneed a bill (S. 2330) to prevent th. 
monopolizing or engrossing of trade or commerce of any ki} 
among the several States or with foreigy nations, and providin. 
penalties for breach of the provisions hereof and the method «: 
enforcing the same; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. THURSTON. Inintroducing this bill, I desire to state tia; 
I claim no originality for it. Itis a bill founded upon the ides 
first presented to the Senate in the amendment proposed by th. 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Netson]. I have considered th. 
suggestion coming from the Senator from Minnesota to be so far 
worthy of the most serious consideration of the Senate and of t)). 
Committee on the Judiciary, that I have used it as a foundation 
for a proposed statute which I have carefully prepared, with som, 
assistance; and I hope it will receive the careful attention of tho 
committee and, later, of the Senate, 

_I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on the Juii- 
ciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 58) for tho 
ie of the introduction and spread of contagious and in- 

ectious diseases into the United States; which was read twico 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Health and 
National Quarantine. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 59) making an 
appropriation for the continuation and completion of river in- 
provement work at Pierre and Fort Pierre, 5. Dak.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

PENSION EXAMINERS. 

Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution for which I ask immediate 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to send to the Senate the names and residences and the political affiliations, 
if known, of the on examiners in the field who were dismissed or «is. 
ch June 30, 1897, and the fic reasons for such action in each case; 
and send to the Senate the names and addresses and political affiliations, 
if known, of such persons as were nted to succeed them, and those 
among the latter wa have at any time soldiers in the Union Arm, 
Mr. GALLINGER. Let the resolution go over under the rule. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to its present con- 
sideration, and the resolution goes over. 

MISSOURI RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. 

Mr. KYLE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to furnish the Senato 
witha of the special report of Capt. J. C. Sanford, of the United States 
Corps of cers, bearing date of June 26, 1897, and relating to improve- 
ments on the Missouri River at Pierre and Fort Pierre, 8. Dak. 

CUMBERLAND SOUND IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr.PASCO. Ireported yesterday, from theCommittee on Coin- 
merce, the joint resolution (S. R. 57) making an appropriation «f 
$50,000 for sluicing and ing at the entrance of Cumberland 
found. I stated then that I would ask leave to file a written re- 
port this morning, which report I have now seats. 

I was instructed by the committee to ask that the joint resolu- 
tion receive immediate consideration. The necessity for the ap- 
ee is owing to the fact that the old channel is closing up 
and shoaling, and a new channel is opening which needs imme- 
diate assistance. The matter was called to the attention of the 
War Department by a concurrent resolution of the two Houses, 
and a — was sent in favoring early action on the part of Con- 
gress. at report was last Tuesday referred to the Committ: 
on Commerce. It was taken up yesterday, and the engineer in 
charge of the work was before committee. The committer 
authorized the joint resolution to be , and it is important 
that it be now considered. I do not to take up the time oi 
the Senate by ane ee the particulars of the work. ' 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenatorfrom Floridaasks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the joint resolution 
indicated by him. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 


The joint resolution was rted to the Senate without amend- 
ment, aes to be for a third reading, read the third 
time, an 


Mr. PASCO. i ask that the report be printed in the Recorp in 


connection with my remarks. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That will be the order. 
The report this day submitted by Mr. Pasco is as follows: 
(Senate Report No. 370, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session. | 
HARBOR OF CUMBERLAND SOUND. 


re to accompany Senate resolution 57: ; 
Di , to whom anion 
from the Secre' svar eee ee t condition of the harbor 
the of in 





1897. 





a concurrent resolution of the two Houses of Congress calling for information 
as to such harbor and asking whether any action is necessary to protect the 
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entrance from being closed against the commerce which usually enters there, 


rt as follows: ‘ 
Secretary transmits a letter from the Chief of Engineers upon the 


subject, with a report from Capt. O. M. Carter, who has had charge of the | 
wor 


This work was niaced under the continuing-contract system by the river 
and harbor appropriation bill of the Fifty-fourth Congress, and the last ap 
propriation that was made under the contract entered into by the Govern- 
ment under this law with the Atlantic Contracting Company of New York 
is due as the work proceeds and the funds are available to these contractors 
for building and extending the jetties already commenced, and no funds are 
at present available for other purposes. 

e report shows that there has been a gradual shifting of the channel 
through the entrance to the Sound and a shoaling which seriously threatens 
the commerce of the at of Fernandina, which passes through this channel. 
The remedy proposed is to aid the formation of a new and short route par 
allel to the north jetty. The erosion of this new channel continues as the 
jetty is extended and raised, and in time an uninterrupted new north chan 
nel will be established, but in the meantime there should be a remedy for 
the danger which threatens the port by the shoaling and gradual closing of 
the old channel. 

The report recommends an immediate appropriation of $500,000 to con 
tinue the jetty work under the existing contract, and an emergent appro 
priation of $50,000 for sluicing and eedene along the line of the new channe!}, 
so as to open it without delay, and afford prompt relief to the commerce, 
which has already suffered seriously. 

The contractors who enter into this class of contracts are generally willing 
togo on with their work and wait for payment until appropriations are made, 
according to the provisions of the law and the terms PY the contract 

The conduct of those who have entered into this contract leads to the be- 
lief that they will continue the work upon the jetties as they have done in 
the past, and the committee are not disposed to recommend the appropria 
tion at the present time of a large sum which is not according to the terms of 
the law authorizing the continuing contract under which the work is pro 
gressing. But the great and manifest importance of the work justifies an 
effort to ep the harbor open, and the committee are of the opinion that this 
can be done by carrying out the recommendation contained in the report of 
the engineer in charge and of the Chief of Engineers providing a sufficient 
amount of money to open the new channel by doing the necessary dredging, 
as stated in the earlier part of this report. 

The sum of $50,000 is required for this purpose, according to the engineer's 
rt, and the committee have prepared a joint resolution appropriating 
sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, with the provision that 

the limit of cost, as already fixed by law, be not changed. This can be done 
under the present project, which includes an estimate of $150,000 for contin- 
gencies, and they recommend that this joint resolution do pass. 


The communication from the Secretary of War is hereto attached as a part 
of this report. 


[Senate Document No. 163, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session. | 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 26, 1897. 

Srr: In se to concurrent resolution No. 9, Fifty-fifth Congress. first 
session, dat 
pg apes with such information as he may have in his possession with reference 
to present condition of the harbor of Cumberland Sound, and to inform 
the Congress whether any immediate action is necessary to protect the en 
trance from being closed against the commerce usually entering the port of 
Fernandina,” | have the honor to transmit herewith a letter from the Chief 
of Engineers, dated June 25, 1897, together with a copy of a report on the sub 
ject from Capt. O. M. Carter, Corps of Engineers, dated June 15, 1897. 

Very respectfully, 
R. A. ALGER, Secretary of War 
The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE. 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., June 25, 1897. 
Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of concurrent resolution 
No. 9, by the Senate May 26, 1897. and by the House of Representatives 
June 10, 1897, requesting the Secretary of War ‘‘to furnish the Congress with 
such information as he may have in his possession with reference tothe pres 


ent condition of the harbor of Cumberland Sound, and toinform the Congress but thinly veiled to injure me with the constituency L have in my 


whether any immediate action is necessary to protect the entrance from bx 
closed against the commerce usually entering the port of Fernandina.” 
answer to the reference of the above resolution to this office for report, 
I have the honor to submit the goqenpeny ing copy of letter of June 15, 1897, 
with two maps, from Capt. O. M. Carter, Corps of Engineers, on the subject. 
and beg to me —— to the views of that officer as expressed in the 
closing , as follows: 
“Tn lew of the urgenc 
to the United States of aiding artificially in opening the new channel! now, | 
am of on that the sum of $500,000 should be made available immediately. 
$50,000 of which should be used for cieing and dredging, and the balance for 
the north and south jetties under the existing contract, without which 
work dredging will give no satisfactory or permanent relief.” 
The —— — is puso returned. 
ery respec y, your obedient servant, 
JOHN M. WILSON, 
Brig. Gen., Chief of Engineers, U. S. Army. 
Hon. R. A. ALGER, 
Secretary of War. 


REPORT OF CAPT. 0. M. CARTER, CORPS OF ENGINEERS, ON CONDITION OF 


THE HARBOR AT CUMBERLAND SOUND. 


UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFPFIce, 
Savannah, Ga., June 15, 1897. 
GENERAL: In compliance with your instructions of the llth instant, and 
in accordance with the provisions of a concurrent resolution of Congress 
rs the Secretary of War be requested to furnish the Congress with such 
tion as he may have in his ion with reference to the present 


ition of the harbor at Cumberland Sound, and to inform the Congress | 


| the committee? 


t the commerce usually entering the port of Fernandina,” | part of it: 


any immediate action is necessary to protect the entrance from be- 


hare the honor 


to submit the following report: 


The for improving the entrance to Cumberland Sound, which was | 
submi by the late Gen. Q. A. Gillmore, Corps of Engineers, in 1879, and 
Which was revised in 1891, and again in 1895, aims at securing a navigable 


Septh across the bar of 19 feet at mean low water. The mean rise and fall of 
is 5.9 feet. 
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Operations under that project were begun in 188), but on account of the 
lack of any system in supplying fund ich have been } long in 
tervals and in totally inadequate it has been to push 
forward the works with proper energy » they have no ained at any 
time the desired controlling influence on the most important hydrographic 
feature, the channel location, and the navigable bar cha l has deserted the 

| desired route entirely, th t cnannel « ng south jetty ab 

7,00 feet seaward of its initiah point. From the jetty yasing, t eailing 
range runs about south 7s st, reac! deep wa ita ‘ some 
what more than a mile and at a point arly half a mile sou f the outer 
end of the south jetty. The shoalest ton this lin found near its outer 
end, where the inner and the outer 15 t rves al \ yal from 
300 to 500 feet wide, with least mean v-wat what than 
13 feet 

A comparison of the various sur made si 1888 show us 1 ht be 
expected under the circumstances, a gradual shifting of t ! ! 
south. Moreover, the period of increased depths upon which tl ha 
tered in 1895,and which lasted until quite r itly eT h ulin 
seriously threatening the commerce of the port of Ferna ‘ 

The discharge finds so much resistance in the long, sha \ ut hannel 
that a new short northern route is 0} locati irly parallel 
to the north jetty and about 1,000 fe rol thu in alm direct 
continuation of the deep water of Amelia Basin. The er of this new 
channel began in 1895. following the extension of the ! tty, and has 
advanced so rapidly that the channel now extends ‘ Ou) ito 
the shoal, with a least width of n than 400 t n 1 ot 
curves. Depths of more than 3 fathoms are now found w asand shoal, 
bare at low water, existed a few years ago. Between th ‘om sterly 
end of this 12-foot pocket and the 12-foot curve outside tl ul stilla 
stretch of about half a mile of lesser depth. ‘ barr laily creasing 
and there is reason to believe that sooner rit will break wh alt 
gether and an uninterrupted new nort! be « iblished, whe the 
closing of the gap in the south jetty can be -ommenced 

The river and harbor act of June 3, 1°96, ¢propriated $5,000 for improving 
Cumberland Sound, and provided “that contrac ma entered into by 
the Secretary of War for such material and wo is I be necessary to 
complete the present project, to be paid for as ap; ria rv from time 
to time be made by law, not to exceed in the agg te 15,000, exclusiy 
of amount bercin and heretofore appropriated 

Under the provisioxs of that act a contract was entered into on October 
1896, with the Atlantic Contracting Company New York ill of tl 
material and labor necessary to complete the work. Operations have been 


of the situation, and of the manifest advantages | 


May 26, 1897, requesting “the Secretary of War to furnish the | 





carried on with such vigor by that company that the funds 
sundry civil bill of June 4, 1897, will not suffice to pay for wl 
already. 

Presumably, however, there 
the company to continue w: 


provided by the 


at has been done 


isa limit tothe r 
rk without 


1diness and the 
and that limit 


ability of 


payment may be 





reached during this critical period, when the w north channel is in process 
| of formation, when an opportunity is afforded to close the sailing gap in the 
south jetty to confine the channel between the jett nerease the scour 
there, all without interfering with navigation, anc to do this 
immediately means the loss of an opp rtunity for qui ece which may 
not be presented again, and the probable closing of the port of Fernandina 
against much of its usual commerce 
in view of the urgency of the situation and of the man t advantages t 
the United States of aiding artificially in opening the new channel now. lam 
of opinion that the sum of $500,000 should be made availa mediately 


| consider in executive session, ¢ 
| itself, and all the proceedings of that committee should | 


| 


$50.000 of which should be used for sluicing and dredging. and the balaace for 
raising the northand south jetties under the existing contract, without which 
work dredging will give no satisfactory or permanent relief 
Two charts accompany this report 
Respectfully submitted. 
oO. M 
Captai t, Cor] 


CARTER, 


sof Engineers. 


Brig. Gen. Joun M. WIison, 


Chief of Engineers, U.S. A. 


PERSONAL 


Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr. President, I rise to a question of 
personal privilege. I hold in my hand a copy of the Washington 
Post of this morning, and upon the front page will be found an 
article which is so grossly unjust and so utterly untrue that | 
can not allow it to pass by unchallenged. In it I find an attempt 


EXPLANATION, 


State and embroil me unnecessarily with the President of the 
United States. The article is headed: 
MR. WARNER WILL WIN-—THE CONSUL TO LEITPSIC IS CERTAIN 


FIRMED—LIVELY SCENES IN COMMITTEE MR. WARNE! h., Ad 
WELLINGTON MEET FACE TO FACE-—THE SENATOR ATTA 


ro BI 


D SENA 


cor 
POR 


KS BOTH FATHER 


AND SON, AND ALSO VENTS CONSIDERABLE SPLEEN UPON THE PRESIDENT 
CRITICISING THE APPOINTMENTS MADE BY THE LATTER-—-SOME OF THI 
INSIDE FACTS. 


Then they go on in this article to predict that Mr. Warner will 
be confirmed. They give what purports to be a full history of 
the meeting of the committee yesterday. 

In the first place, according to my idea, a committee which 
meets to consider a nomination which the Senate itself is later to 
‘rtainly meets in executive session 
secret 
and held sacred there. I want to know how this newspaper pro- 
eured a report of the proceeding that committee, and why, 
when that report was made, it was not made truthfully and with- 
out coloring. I do not presume for a moment that any officer or 
member of that committee could have made the report. Who 
else could have made it? I refused to be interviewed upon the 
facts in the case. Whocould have made it but that other man, 
the creature who was present yesterday to give testimony before 
What is the report here given? Let me read a 


ie 


¢ 
8 Of 


nt 
! 


In his intense antagonism Senator WELLINGTON has not on! 
salf against all of Sir. Warner's friends and against the entir 
from the State. tosay nothing of Governor Lownd und other 
Maryland Republicaus, but he has gone out his way to attack the 
in the most bitter terms. The angry scorn with which he ment 


irrayed him- 

egation 
nfiuential 
President 
med Mr. 
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McKinley's name in the committee room yesterday was but one of the many 
interesting features of a very remarkable occasion. Nearly every member 
of the committee was present. 


Then later on they say: 


The Democrats had very little to say, although they watched the develop- 
ments with intense interest. The committee adjourned without action and 
without even fixing a day upon which to reassemble. It is known, however, 
that the impression erented by Mr. Warner's presentation of his son's case 
was most favorable, etc. 


In the first place, here is a charge made that I have arrayed 
against myself the entire Maryland delegation. It is a falsehood, 
without any foundation in fact whatever. The Maryland dele- 
gation will stand with me in this fight. They say I have arrayed 
against me the governor of the State. It is false, false from the 
bottom up. They say that but yesterday, in the committee room, 
I attacked the President of the United States. It is false again. 
I did no such thing. I have criticised the appointments of Presi- 
dent McKinley. lam a free man; I ama Senator of the United 
States, and I reserve to myself that liberty of judgment which 
will permit me to criticise any appointment made by the Presi- 
dent of the United States which in my judgment is an error, or 
which, for the benefit of the service, should not have been made. 

I have criticised the appointments of President McKinley, and 
should the occasion offer when in my judgment it is necessary I 
will do so again. But when I did criticise them yesterday, it was 
in a respectful manner. I did not ‘‘vent” any ‘‘spleen,” and I 
do not intend that this newspaper shall place me falsely either 
with the President of the United States or with my constituency. 

I have been the friend of the Administration. 1 was the friend 
of the present President of the United States before his nomina- 
tion. I stood by him in the convention. I worked and labored 
day and night in the State of Maryland to bring that ancient 
Bourbon State out of the Democratic column and place it among 
the triumphant States which cast their votes for William McKin- 
ley, and we accomplished a work in that State which in my judg- 
ment deserves some consideration. We converted a Democratic 
majority of 30,000 into a Republican majority of three and thirty 
sam for William McKinley. That was some of the work we 

id there. 

I have a right to expect the same consideration that is given to 
other Senators upon the Republican side of the Chamber. I have 
that same right, but if it is not to be given to me, well and good. 
The moan will soon be made. I can exist without it. 

But, sir, if the price of patronage is to be servile obedience, 
then I refuse to give it. Lamafree man. I stand upon my pre- 
rogatives as a Senator of the United States, and I will not be mis- 
represented. I will not be misjudged by reason of such utterly 
untrue newspaper reports. 

Now, then, going on with this villainous statement, they say: 

Mr. WELLINGTON was plainly in angry and ill-natured mood when he ap- 
peared before the committee. He began at once with an attack upon the 
character of young Mr. Warner, although in the same breath almost he 
admitted having recommended him for the consulship at Southampton. He 


claimed, however, that he had “ay signed a letter which Mr. Warner, sr., 
had written, and that he had not had the time to make any inquiries, etc. 


Then they go on further: 


To this letter, Mr. WELLINGTON admitted, the President had paid no atten- 
tion, not even acknowledging it, but on the very day that it was received 
sent in Mr. Warner's name to the Senate. 

This seemed to be an affront which Mr. WELLINGTON could not brook with- 
out feeling the highest degree of resentment. “I want to know,” he ex- 
claimed, * whether I am to have control of the Maryland appointmentsor not? 
If tam, I want to know it; if not, I wash my hands of the whole thing.” 


Here is a statement that is utterly untrue. Nosuch words were 
ever uttered in the committee rooms, and every member of the 
committee who was there present will say that they were not. 


As he continued Mr. WELLINGTON grew more and more excited. He was 
especially incensed at a report that Mr. Warner had assisted him to be elected 
Senator. ‘“ Why,” said he, “Mr. Warne? can not vote in Maryland and he 
can not influence another vote there or anywhere else.” 


And right here there is just enough of truth to give it some 
foundation, because that is a fact. 


Tn conclusion, he made an almost piteous appeal to the committee tostand 
by him and reject the nomination. ‘I have been badly treated by the Presi- 
dent,’ he complained, “and although the only Republican Senator from my 
State, lam being ignored.” He thought that Senatorial courtesy ought to be 
invoked in his behalf, and asserted that he had given enough reasons to pre- 
vent confirmation. He acknowledged that he knew nothing detrimental to 
the young man, except through mere hearsay, and that all the rumors and 
stories went back to college time. He continued to talk very rapidly and 
very loudly, repeating his former statements, and constantly harping on the 
fact that he had been affronted and insulted by the President. 


Another falsehood, another misstatement, another thing that 
can only be characterized in its right way if I were to use, with 
reference to the author, that simple Saxon word which begins 
with an *‘],” ends with an ‘‘r,” and has two little letters be- 
tween, which the imagination of the Senate will furnish for itself. 

Now, then, the article goes on to give a tended reply of this 
creature, in which there is very little truth. It goes on further 
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and states what purport to be the inside facts of the case. It js 
too long to inflict upon the Senate. Ido not intend to do so upon 
this occasion. It was but a half hour before I came here th. 
this infamous article was called to my attention, and as it en. 
deavored to place me in a false position with the President, I couid 
not for a moment hesitate to resent it. 

Mr. President, I intend to be placed fairly. Tintend to be upon 
this floor, as I came here, a Republican, standing by Republica 
principles and voting for a Republican tariff bill in line with t)e 
Administration of President McKinley from first to last. But if 
my Senatorial prerogatives are to be interfered with, then [ wil] 
make war so far as that is concerned. I did not make a * piteous 
appeal” to the committee of the Senate. LIaskno favors from thw 
committee or from the Senate, but I say to the committee and to 
the Senate I have aright to have impartial justice, and I have a 
right to be treated as other Senators have been treated in this hody. 
Ihave a right to the advantage of Senatorial prerogative, and if 
that is not given me, then I will know the reason why. I will re- 
main upon the floor of the Senate; there will be no driving me 
out. Iwill remain right here. No man ever struck me a blow 
but that I returned it with interest, and they will find me on deck 
if the struggle is to begin. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 3486) to allow the distillery of the New England 
Distilling Company and the rectifying house of Mullins & Crig- 
ler, both situated in Covington, Ky., to be operated within (0) 
feet of each other was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


THE TARIFF BILL, 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 379. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 379) to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries 
of the United States. 

Mr. WHITE. Several Senators this morning, and a number 
yesterday evening, spoke to members of the Committee on Finance 
on this side of the Chamber with relation to the proposed amend- 
ments to the bill. The situation is such that we ought to have, 
and if possible this morning, all the amendments which the com- 
mittee design to pre , especially those of any importance. 
There may be, no doubt, and will be found, clerical errers in the 
bill, but 1 refer to those of a vital character. 

We have reached a point where we ought to know the position 
of the committee with reference to the matter of a duty on tea, 
and also beer, and likewise the antitrust amendment. and any 
other matter of a similar important character connected with the 
legislation. Members of the Senate have a right to see those 
amemiments, and while we have no disposition to press the com- 
mittee at all, we feel it our duty to those who are not as well in- 
formed upon the billas members of the Republican caucus to 
make this suggestion. I trust that it will be received not as un- 
due urging at all, but as made in view of the necessities of the 
situation and the lateness of the hour. We ought to pass the bill 
to-day or to-morrow if possible. 

Mr. PETTUS. At the proper time I will ask that the Senate 
take under consideration an amendment proposed in reference to 
the sugar trust. It was offered on the 16th of June. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama sends to 
the desk an amendment submitted by him on the 16th of June. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the intention of the committee this morn- 
ing to go on with the bill, beginning on page 190. As suggested by 
the Senator from California, I think Senators havea right to know 
as respects important amendments that may be offered hereafter. 
There is one amendment which has not been offered that probably 
will be offered some time during the day relating to the increase 
of revenue. As the sections relating to beer, etc., will be reached 
in a few moments, I will say to the Senator that itis the intention 
of the committee to ask that the amendments of the committee be 
disagreed to. I trust the Senator will allow us a little time tocon- 
sider the question of tea, which was passed over when reached. 

Mr. WHITE. Of course I have no disposition, as the Senator 
knows, to incommode him in the slightest de ; but I made the 
suggestion in view of the fact that my attention was called to the 
matter by many Senators who want to know, and who think 
that the members of the committee on this side ought to have the 
information. We have been unable to furnish it. I presume, as 
to the amendment affecting the revenue to which the Senator 
alludes, I may judge what it is from the newspapers, which, how- 
ever, we were told this morning, and it rather surprised me, are 
unreliable. I observed in the newspapers that there is an amend- 
ment being prepared with reference to a stamp tax; and if that 
is the case I trust the Senator will present it as soon as he possibly 
can, so that we may examine it. 

Mr. ALLISON. That will be done as quickly as we can. 





1897. 





Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from 
Towa if it is correct that the committee are preparing an amend- | 
ment of the character mentioned—an excise tax? | 

Mr. ALLISON. 
ters relating to stamps upon certain transfers of stock. That is 
all that I know is in preparation, and it will be submitted to the | 
Senate as soon as possible. 

Mr. TELLER. Inasmuch as there seems to be some hunting 
for revenue by the caucus at least, I do not know whether by the 


committee or not, I should like to inquire whether the committee | 
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Some Senators have under consideration mat- | “*n@tor 


or the caucus have considered the suggestions made by the Secre- | 
5 a 


tary of the Treasury that we could get more revenue by decreasing 
thetaxon spirits? Is that subject under consideration or is it con- 
sidered worthy of consideration by the committee or the caucus? 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course what is said in caucus is not to be 
divulged; it is kept secret under the ordinary rules of caucus pro- 
ceedings. 1 will say as respects the matter of distilled spirits that 
the committee have very carefully considered that question and 
also the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury in that 
regard. For myself, I believe that a lower rate upon distilled 
spirits in time would produce perhaps a greater revenue, but the 
committee have had more than a dozen amendments relating to 
the question of distilled spirits, not only in regird to the reduc- 
tion of revenue, but as respects all the details an« :-gulations con- 
cerning the treatment of the tax. I myself think it is unwise for 
us on this tariff bill to undertake at this time to revise all the nec- 
essary amendments to a matter so important as the collection of 
the tax upon distilled spirits. 

I believe that there are many necessary and essential modifica- 
tions that should be made to the tax upon distilled spirits, but I 
think it is manifestly impossible for us now to deal carefully, 
deliberately, and wisely with a matter that involves nearly 510),- 
000,000 of revenue to the Government. 
the Senator from Colorado and to the Senate that it is the belief 
of the Committee on Finance, or at least of the Republican mem- 
bers of it, who have considered this question, that it ought to be 
taken up with care and deliberation immediately upon the reas- 
sembling of Congress in December, and that the whole question 
should be gone over at that time as to the true tax upon distilled 
spirits and the many inequalities and injustices in reference to 


The Secretary read as follows: 











WASHINGTON e 50. 
Under date of June 19 Secretary ( address the following letter to 
BURROWS cones the p sed ta d spirit 
Your let r of th t Insta relative to tl gislativ j 1» ion 
to re increased revenue by reducing the rate of tax on dist i irits 
has been received 
In reply, you are informed that I do not think it a able to enda the 
wS2 f this measure by appending to it a pro rtening tl ‘ vu 
during which the spirits may remain in the | are! i 
tillery premise llusion in my letter to wv u refer, rel to 
the shortening Of th onded period, was merely in the natu 
tion, and was not intended as a recommendation 
My attention has just been called to this matter. in connect \ the 
proposition to reduce the tax, and I considered it p er that t ( ress 
should have all the facts that were in my posse ” Phe qi he 
l rth of the bonded period is sufficiently complex to be a separ ‘ 
ure. See joint resolution of March 2s, 1878 (20 Stat., page 249), a Ma 
" 0) (21 Stat., page 145), where this question is considered without 1 
| ence to any rate of tax. See also, on the other hand, th» acts of Jur | : 
li Stat., page 238), fixing the rate of tax at 70 cents p lion, and the act of 
March 3, 1875 (18 Stat., page 339), establishing the tax rate at™ gral 
lon. In neither of these last two named acts, wh have produced irly 
all the revenue derived from distilled spirits, is there any provision modify- 
ing the length of the bonded period 
I would state finally that the two questions are parable; that the ques 
tion of the reduction of the rate of tax is of transcendent importan and I 
think thatif the introduction of the proposition tochange the bonded period, 
and its consideration in connection with fixing the tax rate, seriou m 
plicates or imperils the needful legislation with reference to the reveuue, it 
should be eliminated from the question 
Respectfully, yours, 
L. J. GAGE, Secretary 
Hon. J. C. Burrows, United States Senate 
Mr. TELLER. Mr President— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama | Mr, 


| the floor. 
So I think I can say to | 


the transportation of spirits, its method of storing, its use in | 


manufacture, etc. 

It isa matter of magnitude, which of course relates to the reve- 
nue, but it relates to very many other questions, and I do not think 
we can deal with it wisely upon the pending bill. Although the 
Secretary of the Treasury may be right (and I believe he is right 
in the sense that a lighter tax upon distilled spirits would produce 
more revenue in the end than the one that we haye now), it 1s mani- 
fest to me that it will produce less revenue within the next year, 
and the next year is the time when we shall need revenue the most. 
I also believe that the distilled-spirits tax at the high rate which 
we now have of $1.10 a gallon can be more efficiently enforced 
than it is now, and I have no doubt, at least I hope there is no 


—s law until such time as we can make changes in it. 

Mr. TELLER. 

will necessitate a lowering of the revenue collected on spirits for 
a time, this is the proper time for him to try his experiment, if 
any experiment it is, because we have now in the Treasury enough 
money so that if the revenue should fall off for the next year and 
a half or two years we would still get along without borrowing 
any additional money. If that is to be the case, we had better 
make this movement now instead of waiting until we have ex- 
hausted the money in the Treasury and then try the experiment. 

If the tax was reduced from $1.10 to 70 cents, it would not 
necessitate any change in the machinery or in the method of trans- 
[oot amg or anything else. The Government would simply col- 

ect from the distiller 70 cents where it had been collecting $1.10, 
and the disposition or temptation on the part of certain people to 
commit frauds, where the great leak is, would be taken away. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that 
the Secretary of the Treasury in recommending a reduction of the 
tax does not recommend 70 cents, as I understand him, but he does 
recommend in connection with that reduction that there shall be 
acomplete change in other sections of the law. So hisown recom. 
mendation indicates that we must go thoroughly into the whole 

uestion of distilled spirits if we are to reduce the tax, and for 
t reason we are not ready to do it now. 

Mr. TELLER. The Secretary of the Treasury says that the 
revenue-gatting point is 70 cents. 

Mr. LINDSA With the permission of the Senator, I will send 
to the Secretary’s desk and have read a letter which I find in the 
newspapers, written by the Secretary of the Treasury only a day 
or two since, which shows that he desires nothing except a reduc- 
tion of the tax. 

Mr. TELLER. I have the letter on my table. 


I was about to 
refer to it. Let it be read. 


If the Senator is correct that a change of tax | 


PETTUS] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. TELLER. I had the floor, I believe, and I did not yield 


fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair rec: the Senator 
from Alabama |Mr. Pettus]. and he has been standing on the 
floor while the Senator from Colorado |Mr. TeLLer] and the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] were exchanging inquiries and 
answers. 

Mr. TELLER. The custom of the Senate has been that when 
a Senator was interrupted he might sit down. Ido notcare about 
the floor: only I want the traditions and decencies of the Senate 
preserved. 1 was taken off the floor, as I could be only with my 
own consent, to have a paper read. I am entitled to the floor, 
whether the Chair thinks so or not; but it is a matter of no par- 
ticular consequence to me whether I have the floor now or whether 
I have it later on, except I desire, as I repeat, that the traditions 
and decencies of the Senate be preserved. I yield to the Senator 
from Alabama. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
sire the floor? 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I surely intended to treat the 
distinguished Senator from Colorado with the utmost courtesy. 
My understanding was that I had the floor when he intervened, 


nized 


Does the Senator from Alabama de- 


i t | and I stood until [ thought he was through; but if he desires to 
doubt, that more efficient measures will be taken to enforce the | 


proceed further, I am entirely wiiling to yield to him, 

Mr. TELLER. Goon. 

Mr. TELLER subsequently said: 
make a personal explanation. 

This morning I was taken off the floor, as it seemed to me, 
rather summarily. I was not quite certain whether I was taken 
off the floor by the Senator from Alabama who sits farthest from 
me [Mr. Petrus] or by the Chair; but I was disposed to resent 
it. I supposed I was taken off the floor because I had dropped 


Mr. President, I desire to 


| into my seat while I was listening to the reading of the paper 


j 





offered by the Senator from Kentucky |Mr. Linpsay], he having 
asked me if I would yield to him for that purpose. 

I learned afterwards that I was not entitled to the floor at all: 
that the Senator from Alabama was entitled to the floor, and th +t 
therefore the ruling of the Chair was eminently proper in saying 
that the Senator from Alabama was entitled to the floor. for | had 
been speaking by the courtesy of that Senator, and in his time—a 
fact which I did not know. Therefore I was inclined to think 
that either the Chair or the Senator from Alubama had done me 
some injustice. I find that I was wrong and the Chair and the 
Senator from Alabama were right. 

Mr. PETTUS. I made a motion, Mr. President, to take up for 
consideration an amendment to this bill in reference to the sugar 
trust, as it is called, or rather the importers of sugar, attempting 
to raise or depress the market value of that article, and I ask that 
it be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Alabama will excuse me, 
I think it was the general purpose to go on with the amendments 
of the committee—I supposed that was the understanding—until 
they were disposed of; and, if it would suit his convenience, I 
should prefer to go on with them, at least for a while this morn- 
ing, and consider the amendments of the committee which have 
not yet been disposed of. 

Mr. PETTUS. To what hour, or to about what hour? 
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Mr. ALLISON. 
of two or three hours. t 
as he understands, of course, to have his amendment considered. 


I hope we shall get through them in the course 
The Senator will not lose his opportunity, 


Mr. PETTUS. 
thrust this matter into any improper place. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask to go back to paragraph 183, one of the 
omitted paragraphs, on page 58. 

The V CE-PRESIDEN T. The paragraph will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

183, Nickel (except nickel matte), nickel oxide, alloy of any kind in which 
nickel is the component material of chief value, 6 cents per pound. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not desire to continue the 
discussion at this time on the question as to whether a tax on 
whisky is proper or not. I do not speak for the Administration, 
and I have no connection with it, except as amember of this body. 
I understand that the Secretary of the Treasury has sent here two 
letters, in which he states his desire that there shall be legislation 
at this session and in this bill upon this question, for the purpose 
of increasing the revenue. I understand—I do not know whether 
it is true or not—that in the pocket of a Senator of the Secretary’s 
party there is an amendment prepared at the Treasury Depart- 
ment and sent here to be introduced, to carry out his idea as to 
what the tax should be = this article. 

I do not want to interfere with the orderly disposition of this 
bill. Ido not propose to put myself in a position to be charged 
with unnecessary aay, but I want to notify the committee now 
that before the bill is disposed of I shall discuss the question as to 
what ought to be the tax upon spirits. I shall attempt to show 
that the committee are giving away at least $2,000.000 a month of 
revenue which might be collected, and might be collected without 
detriment to the public interests or to the interests of the honest 
producers of spirits. I shall take occasion to do that when the 
Senator who has the bill in charge indicates that he has gotten 
through with his proposed amendments. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, the receipts for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, from the tax on distilled 
spirits made from materials other than peaches, apples, grapes, 
etc., were, in round numbers, $73,741,000. The next year, 1896, 
the receipts were practically the same, $73,743,000. So it is true 
that the increased tux did not produce additional revenue, but the 
condition of business was such that I think it will be found that 
there was not so much oe or spirits consumed. 

But what I wish particularly to say is, that we did collect in 1896 

73.743,000 on spirits at $1.10 a gallon. 
with the tax r 
$10,000,000 less. 

Mr. TELLER. I shall discuss that when the time comes, and 
shall show the fallacy of that statement. 

Mr. ALLISON, turning to paragraph 183, I move to strike 
out the ——- and insert what I send to the Secretary's desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 183, 
and in lieu thereof to insert the following: 

Nickel ore, 3 cents per pound on the nickel contained therein; nickel matte, 
4 cents per pound on the nickel contained therein; nickel and nickel oxide 


alloy of any kind, in which nickel is the component material of chief value, 8 
cents per pound. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the new para- 
graph will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Of course we object, Mr. President, but, as I have 
said before, we can not help ourselves. But I want to call atten- 
tion again to the absolute absurdity of this increase. The rate 
under the existing law on this article is 6 cents, and the House of 
Representatives put the same rate upon this article. There can 
be no reason for it, as the comparative statement of the com- 
mercial situation shows. Weexported from this country, in 1896, 
$442,795 worth of nickel and we imported $53,000 worth. Why 
the necessity for putting on this additional duty? It will not in- 
crease the revenue. It can not be done for the pur of protec- 
tion, because this enormous excess of exports over imports shows 
that we command the American market and send abroad a large 
amount of this commodity. 

Mr. ALLISON. Has the paragraph been agreed to? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph has been agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask to modify paragraph 605, on page 179, to 
corr nd with the amendment just made. I send the amend- 
ment I propose to the desk. 

The Secretary. In paragraph 605, on page 179, line 2, after 
the word “silver,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘or;” and after the 
word “copper,” in the same line, to strike out the words “or nickel 
and nickel matte;” so as to read: 


Ores of gold, silver, or copper matte, etc. 
The amendment was agreed to 


Mr. ALLISON. Now | ask that we go on with the bill at page 
190. 


Upon the same amount, 
uced to 90 cents a gallon, we should collect about 


Very well, Mr. President, I do not desire to 
| country the following articles: Argols, or crude tartar, or wine lees. erude 

| chicle; brandies, manufactured or distill ; 

| not specially provided for in this act; cha 





The Secretary. On page 190, beginning in line 22, the Com- 


~~s 


mittee on Finance reported to strike out section 3, as follows: 


Sec. 3. That for the purpose of equalizing the trade of the United Stat. 
with foreign countries and their colonies producing and ex A — i. 


ed from grain or other materials »1,j 
) i p j ? ; mpagne and all other sparklin. 
wines; still wines, including ginger wine or ginger cordial, and vermut),. 
laces made of silk, or of which silk is the component material of chief valy.. 
all mineral waters, and all imitations of natural mineral waters, and ,/j 
artificial mineral waters, not s y provided for in this act; paintings a),,| 
statuary; sugar, molasses, and other articles provided for in paragraph 1 
of Schedule E of this act, or any of them, the ident be, and he is here}: 
authorized, as soon as may be after the of this act, and from time ¢. 
time thereafter, to enter into tiations with the governments of thox«. 
countries exporting to the United States the above-mentioned articles, or any 
of them, with a view to the arrangement of commercial agreements in whi}; 
reciprocal and equivalent concessions may be secured in favor of the prodi:-t4 
and manufactures of the United States; and whenever the government ./ 
any country or colony producing and exporting to the United States the abov- 
mentioned articles, or any of them, shall enter into a commercial agreement 
with the United States, or make concessions in favor of the products or i) 
ufactures thereof, which in the judgment of the President shall be recipro| 
and equivalent, he shall be, and he is hereby, authorized and empowerw to 
suspend, during the time of such agreement or con on, by proclamation 
to that effect, the imposition and collection of the duties mentioned in +} 
act on such article or articles so exported to the United States from suih 
country or colony, and thereupon and thereafter the duties levied, collect«: 
and paid upon such article or articles shall be as follows, namely: 

Argols, or crude tartar, or wine lees, crude, containing not more than 4) 
per cent of bitartrate of tash, one-half of 1 cent per pound; containing 
more than 40 per cent of bitartrate of potash, 1 cent per pound. 

Chicle, 7 cents per panne. 

Brandies, manufactured or distilled from n or other materials and not 
specially provided for in this act, $2 per gallon. 

Champagne and all other spar ag wines, in bottles containing not moro 
than 1 quart and more than 1 pint, $6 per dozen; containing not more than | 
pint each and more than one-half pint, $8 per dozen; containing one-half jin 
each or less, $1.50 per dozen; in bottles or other vessels containing more than 
1 quart each, in ition to $6 per dozen bottles on the quantities in excess of 
1 quart, at the rate of $1.90 per gallon. 

Still wines, en r wine or ginger cordial and vermuth, in casks, 
50 cents per gallon; in bottles or Jags, per case of 1 dozen bottles or jugs con 
taining each not more than 1 quart more than 1 pint, or 24 bottles or jugs 
containing each not more than | pint, $1.60 per case, and any excess beyond 
these quantities found in such bottles or jugs shall be subject toa duty of 5 
cents per pint or fractional part thereof, but no separate or additional duty 
shall be assessed upon the bottles or jugs. 

Laces made of silk, or of which 
value, 55 per cent ad valorem. 

All mineral waters, and all imitations of natural mineral waters, and «|! 
artificial mineral waters, not specially provided for in this act, in green or 
colored glass bottles containing not more than 1 pint, 20 cents per dozen: i 
containing more than 1 pint and not more than 1 quart, 28 cents per doz-n 
bottles, but no separate or additional duty shall be assessed upon the bott!«s; 
if imported otherwise than in plain green or colored glass bottles, or if im 

rted in such bottles containing more than 1 quart, 20 cents per gallon, an: 
n — — dut a be ee on the bottles and other eererings 
at the same rate as wou. charged mported em or separately. 

Paintings in oil or water colors, —. = and a drawings, and stat- 
uary, not specially provided for in we ad yo cent ad valorem. 

Sugar. —— d other articles pro’ for in paragraph 208 of Sched 
= of this act, Ser cent of the duty imposed thereon in said paragraph 


And it is further provided that with a view to secure reciprocal trade with 
countries producing the ens one. whenever so often as the 
President shall. be satisfied that the government of any country. or colony 
of such oes. producing and to the United States coffee, 
tea, and hides, or any of such articles, imposes duties or other exactions upon 
the agricultural, manufactured, or other products of the United States, 
which, in view of the free introduction of such coffee, tea, and hides into the 
United States, he may deem to be reci y unequal and unreasona!)|«, 
he shall have the power and it shall be duty to suspend, by proclamation 
to that effect, the provisions of this act relating to the free introduction of 
such coffee, tea, and hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled; 
Angora goatskins, raw, without the wool, unmanufactured; asses’ skins, raw 
or unmanufactured; and — t sheepskins with the wool on, of the 
epee ye of such country or colony, for such time as he shall deem just: an: 

such case and du such s' duties shall be levied, collected, and 
paid upon coffee, tea, and hides, the products or exports from such desig- 
nated country, as follows: 

On coffee, 3 cents per pound. 

On tea, 10 cents per pound. . 

Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled; Angora goatskins, 
raw, without the wool, unmanufactured; asses’ . Taw or unmanufac- 
tured; and skins, except sheepskins, with the wool on, 1} cents per pound. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Sxc. 3. That whenever any country, dependency, or colony shall pay or 
bestow, directly or indirectly, any bounty or grant upon the exportation of 
any article or merchandise irons such 5 cy, or colony, and 
such article or merchandise is dutiable under provisions of this act, then 


is the component material of chi! 


pa the im ion of any such article or merchandise into the United 
States, wh the enmne shawl be imported directly from the country of pro- 
duction or and whether such article or merchandise is_ impo. tel 
in the same condition as when e from the country of production or 
has been c in condition by remanufacture or otherwise, there shal! be 


levied and paid, in all such cases, in addition to the duties otherwise imposed 
by this act, an additional duty equal tothe net amount of such bounty or 
t, however the same bones or bestowed. The net amount of all such 
unties or ts shall be from time to time ascertained, determined, and 
declared by the Secretary of the who shal! make all neeiful rex- 
ulations for the identification of such and merchandise and for the 
assessment and collection of such additional duties. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
re the Committee on Finance. 
r.GRAY. Mr. President, section 3, on ae ee, is important, 
and I should like to have the attention of tor from Iowa 
a moment in order to ascertain whether there is to be any oppor- 
tunity for modifying it. It ought to be modified, because there 
is a somewhat similar provision in the present law; and in my 





1897. 
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ion, after a very careful examination of the documents bear- 
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| duty based on our export bounty upon German sugar 


ing upon it, it contravenes the treaty obligations of the United | 


States with at least one, and perhaps two, of the great countries 
of Europe—Prussia and Austria-Hungary. The present law, 
known as the Wilson law, has a provision, | believe—I quote from 
memory—that wherever any country, dependency, or colony shall 

ay an export bounty upon any article, in that case—I do not 
eow that it says sugar, but any article, which includes sugar —— 


| municated to this embassy in a note of 


Mr. ALLISON. The provision in the present law relates to sugar. | 


Mr.GRAY. An export bounty upon sugar. 

That in that case thereshould be an additional duty of 10 per cent 
upon the sugar of that character, refined sugar imported into the 

nited States. 

Mr. ALLISON. One-tenth of a cent a pound. 

Mr. GRAY. One-tenth of a cent a pound. 
the 10 per cent of the committee—one-tenth of a cent a pound: 
which was supposed to be a compensation to the sugar trust or to 
the sugar manufacturers of this country for the stimulus given 
to ——— from abroad by the export bounty of the country 

ing it. 
* r. President, whatever may have been the ground for that ad- 
ditional duty, it certainly resulted in an increased tax to the peo- 
eof the United States and an increased subsidy to the manu- 
acturers of sugar in this country. 

Thereis under the present law a differential of one-eighth of acent, 
I believe, in favor of the sugar refiners of this country, and this one- 
tenth of a cent a pound added a tenth to the eighth of a cent pro- 
tection, to the advantage given to the American sugar refiners 
over those abroad in the countries which pay this export bounty; 
and that was the case with the countries from which the largest 
import of sugar was made into the United States. I think prac- 
tically it was another difficulty, another impediment, placed in the 
way of the importation of this competing product from the coun- 
tries which most largely exported it. 

A oon has been made by the Government of Germany, by 
His Imperial Majesty the Emperor of Germany, through the 
t channel, the State Department, and to the Congress of the 

nited States, protesting against the imposition of this additional 
duty upon the ground that it is in violation of the treaty stipula- 
tions of the United States. After very carefully considering the 
_ Iam of that opinion, and of the opinion that the United 

tates can not afford, consistently with its honor and with its repu- 
tation as a treaty-observing power, to thus put in doubt, even 
much less openly and clearly violate the treaty—put in doubt its 
= faith in regard to the obligations it is under to Prussia and 
ustria-Hungary. 

Mr. President, I will have read, because I believe it is a public 

document, it having been printed, this protest of the German 


ambassador in behalf of his Government, addressed to the Secre- | 


of State, the proper channel through which such communi- 


cations should be made, which protest, as I believe, has been sent 
by the Secretary of State to the Finance Committee, and therefore 
is i e possession of the Senate, 


poy in 
e Secretary read as follows: 


(Translation. ]} 


Note of the German ambassador, addressed to the Secretary of State. April 
5, 1807, protesting against any additional x. being levied on German 
sugar on account of export bounties being paid by Germany. 

IMPERIAL GERMAN Empassy, Washington, D. C., April 5, 1897. 

Mr. SECRETARY oF STATE: 


The bill a 
of the United States (H. R. 379), provides in Schedule E, No. 206, that sugars, 
ete.. the product of any country which pays, directly or indirectly, a bounty 


on e thereof, shall pay, apart from the actual duty set forth in the | 
said No. 38. an additional duty equal to such export bounty so far as this | 


bounty shall be in excess of any (internal) tax collected upon such sugars or 
upon the raw materials (beet or cane) used in their manufacture. 
instruction of the Imperial Government, I have the honor respectfully 
toinvite your excellency's attention to the fact that this provision can not 
be veconclied with the right of the most favored nation, which is granted by 
existing treaty stipulations to German products with respect to the duties 
to be os upon them on entry into the United States. The above pro- 
vision, 
German 


sugar a special additional duty and thereby establishing in the 
e a higher duty than u sugars from various other countries, 
y . in treaty violation, German exports to the United States. 
Your excellency is aware that this question was already discussed in the 
1804 between the Imperial Government and the Government of the 
nited States. I may, in especial, refer to the memorandum of this embassy 
of July 16, 1894, and to the note of August 28, 1894, addressed by my prede- 
cessor, Saurma, to the Secretary of State, Mr. W. Q. Gresham, both of 
which aprons, esnted on pages 24 and 2% of the proper volume of For 
t 

documents; 


appears to me needless, therefore, to 
m 


4 


A 


wept here the text of these two 
but I must say here emphatically that I accept in their entirety 
own the ts advanced therein on the part of my predecessor in 
of the opinion held by the Imperial Government, I must state, further- 
more, here that the which threatens German exports from the pro- 
visions ee ee present bill ‘ore Con is a much heavier one than that 
which from the tariff law of August 28, 1834, as this law provided 
an additional duty of one-tenth of a cent per pound of German sugar, 
present bill, should it become 

upon German sugar. 
excellency further knows, the Government of the United States 
unreservedly recognized the justice of our protest against any additional 


FF 
a 


: 
i 





ved by the House of Representatives, now before the Senate | 4. paid on sugar brought into the United States. 


it become a law, would, on the contrary, by i i on | 
y stabliching in the | States equal to the amount of that bounty upon such article. 


| all know that this is intended primarily, and perhaps exclusively 


I was thinking of | 
| German sugar into the United States in view. and on the othe 


| the exchange of these notes was effected, an 
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This is clearly ex- 
tary of State W. Q. Gresham to the 
of October 12, 1894, a « f which was c 
December 7, 1804, and may be found 

printed on pages 236 to 230 of the proper volume of foreign relations for the 
year Isft. * he President of the United States exy tly concurred in this view 
of the Secretary of State by recommerding to rress mes 
sage of December. 1804, the repeal of the additional duty upon German sug 
The Imperial Government may. therefore, entertain the pe that the 
ernment of the United States will exert ever 
gress the importance of the existing treaty obligations between Germany 
and the United States, and the consequence to be adduced t ri l 
to prevent the proposed provision concerning the adding of the amount of 
the German export bounty to the duty upon German su 
a law in violation of treaty obligation 

On this occasion I may invite your excellency’s attention t nother 
point which my predecessor in 1804 only touched upon. On August 1st 
declarations were exchanged at Saratoga between Mr. Von Mum 
perial chargé d'affaires ad interim, and Mr. John W. F i 
powered by the United States, which had on the « 





— in words in the report by Seer: 
*resident of the United States, 


m 


hic 


Con in his annual 


y ena 


m, t 


linportat 
the 
tion of American pork into Germany. The United States made as the basi 
of these declarations the admission, free of duty, of Ger nu 
to the tariff act of October 1, 1890. The tariff act of August 28. 1804, nad 
already shifted in an unfavorable way for Germany the premises upon ! 
they would be cha ed st 
more tothe disadvantage of Germany if the present bill now before ¢ 
gress should, without amendment concerning sugar, become a law 

The Imperial Government would in such event 
premises as defective upon which the German declaratio 
in the correspondence exchanged in August, 1891, and it wo 
confronted with the question whether those advantages should be further 
continued which it had hitherto extended to the United Stat 
to the importations from that country, especially wit! 


ne part the 





C h regard to its agri il 
tural products, the minimum tariff established by the customs treaties cor 
Hungary 


cluded between the German Empire on the one hand and Austria 
and several other states on the other 
With respect to the advantages which the United States, and especially 
agriculture, has been afforded by these reduced duti | may refer to the 
| note of Mr. Von Mumm, chargé d'affaires ad interim, of Decem) 10, ISO) 
the annex to which the duty rates of the genera! German tariff a ontrasted 
with the treaty tariff. This note will be found printed as an annex to the 


proclamation of the President of the United States « 
Accept, etc., 


Hon. JoHN SHERMAN, ° 
Secretary of State of the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I have asked that the letter from 
the German ambassador be read in exterwo for the reason that | 
thought it proper that that protest, made through the proper 
channel, the Secretary of State, and meant to be brought to the 
attention of this body and of the House of Representatives, should 
be treated with proper respect. I think it is a courteous and well 
reasoned paper. I do not think, as I said before, that the United 
States can afford to leave even in doubt its strict adherence to th 
spirit of any treaty obligation that it has undertaken with other 
nations. I think that the uberrima fides which ought to attend 
a great national obligation of that kind ought to be especially the 
care of the United States Senate to preserve. 

Mr. President, the late Secretary of State, Mr. Gresham, to 
whom a similar protest was made in 1894, when the Wilson bill 
imposed this discriminating duty upon sugar from countries that 
gave an export bounty, made a report to the President, which is 
in print, and I will add it as an appendix to what I say. I shall 
not trouble the Senate to read it at length now. I think a good 
many who are here now will recollect its purport, and what | 
consider the unanswerable argument made by the then Secretary 


Bas 


f February | 


THIELMANN 


| of State to the proposition made in the Wilson bill, and afterwards 





enacted into law, to enact this one-tenth of a cent differential on 
sugar coming from Germany, although it did not say Germany 
or Austria-Hungary, but it said on the sugar coming from any 
country to this from other countries where an export bounty 


I do not think we have avoided the objections made to this class 
of differential duties by leaving out the specific naming of sugar 
as the article to which it is to be applied and the adopting of lan 
guage such as is employed in section 3 of the amendment of the 
committee to the House provision, which says: 


That whenever any country, dependency, or colony 


shall pay or be 
directly or indirectly, any bounty, etc 


ow, 
then there shall be imposed an additional duty by the United 
We 


to apply to sugar. Ido not, of course, mean any disrespect to the 
committee or to intimate that they were trying to evade a duty 
or to do indirectly what they would not be willing to do directly. 

What is now in this section is undoubtedly what was enacted 
in the Wilson law, to compensate sugar manufacturers by an ad 


| ditional duty for the cheap sugar that came from bounty-paying 


countries. I do not believe that this is a just ground for such an 
imposition. I do not believe, because we can get the benefit of 
that policy, whether it be wise or unwise to pay a bounty on ex- 
ports, that the people of this country should he deprived of cheap 
sugar by the legislative interference of the Congress of the United 
States. In this section as it is framed a larger protection, a 


a law, will entail a much higher addi- larger differential.is given to the American manufacturer of re 


fined sugar than under the Wilson law. Whereas in the Wilson 
Act it is one-tenth of a cent per pound on sugar coming from 





‘ 


—¥ 
at 


aig . re | are Pe et) 4. 
meee ie wae Tey ee ee ee cee “4 Fane i 
gran 3 aa Ek 3 Nig Pes i ae 
lt i a gaa entire eye as Pai AD Ra fw SHIRE i A oy 





2204 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JULY 2, 


—_— 


bounty-paying countries, in this bill there is an additional duty 
equivalent to the amount of the export bounty, which I am in- 
formed in this case amounts on the two classes of sugar to twenty- 
seven one-hundredths and thirty-eight one-hundredths of a cent, 
respectively, three times as much on the average as the differen- 
tial imposed in the Wilson Act. That passes without much dis- 
cussion. 

We have heard a good deal about what differential ought to be 
eiven to the sugar manufacturer, and I am not here to deny 
‘hat the American refiners should be treated fairly and should 
ceceive consideration as other manufacturers have received con- 
sideration and on the same footing as other manufacturers seeking 
protection; but here is an additional and concealed protection, a 
“oncealed subsidy and bounty, which people do not understand, 
ottding very materially to the cost of sugar in the United States 
“0d to the subsidy that is to be given indirectly by the tariff bill 
tu the sugar refiners. 

That it contravenes our express obligations assumed with Ger- 
many, I will call the attention of such Senators as are interested 
in the matter to the text of that treaty bearing upon the subject. 
It is the treaty between the United States and Prussia of May 1, 
1828, upon which this provision is based. Article 5 of that treaty 
provides: 

No higher or other duties shall be imposed on the importation into the 
United States of any article the produce or manufacture of Prussia, and no 
higher or other duties shall be iinposed on the importation into the Kingdom 
of Prussia of any article the produce or manufacture of the United States, 


than are or shall be payable on the like article being the produce or manu- 
facture of any other foreign country. 


Article 9 provides: 

If either party shall hereafter grant to any other nation any particular 
favor in navigation or commerce, it shall immediately become common to the 
other party, freely, where it is freely granted to such other nation, or on 
yielding the same compensation, when the grant is conditional. 

Mr. President, the stipulations of that treaty are continued to 
the present time, even through the change of government and the 
consolidation of the German Empire, so far as Prussia is concerned 
as a constituent part of that Empire, and their case is properly 
represented by the protest of the ambassador from His Imperial 
Majesty the Emperor of Germany. 

Mr. President, it can not be urged that this bounty is a discrim- 
ination made by Germany or any other bounty-paying country 
against the United States which justifies a departure from the 
obligations of that treaty. Itis a matter, as urged by the German 
ambassador, of domestic concern with Germany whether they 
shall pay an export bounty or not, and we have no more right to 
take cognizance of that export bounty as a matter of domestic 
policy in Germany than Germany would have a right to take 
note of the levying of a duty by the United States upon articles 
coming from Germany to this country, or we would have a right 
to take notice of the levying of a duty by Germany upon articles 
going into that country. 

In the protest made by the then German ambassador in 1894 
against the enactment of this provision of the Wilson bill, to which 
I have referred, there is this statement, which I think is very clear 
and conclusive as to the argument to which it addresses itself: 

The United States— 

Says the German ambassador in July, 1894— 
might, for instance, with the same reason assert that German manufacturers 
in any particular branch of industry paid lower taxes than elsewhere, and 
then, in order to bring about a so-called ——— levy a discriminating 
duty on the German product concerned on its importation into an American 

rt. It is quite evident that such a view of the case would render the most- 
Sroved-nat on clause altogether illusory. 

So it would, and if we are to treat the payment of bounty by 
Germany upon the export of German-grown sugar as a matter of 
which we can properly take cognizance in the framing of our tariff 
laws and make it the ground for a retaliatory enactment such as 
this, then the favored-nation clause of the treaty between the 
United States and Prussia or avy other country would, as this 
gentleman says, be altogether illusory. It could be evaded. 

Nations of the standing of the United States and a do 
not seek to find plausible grounds upon which to evade the obliga- 
tions undertaken by solemn treaty. They seek to live up to the 
spirit as well as to the letter of treaties, and no other course is 
consistent with the dignity or the reputation and good name and 
fame of this great country. It is on behalf of my own country 
more than on behalf of Germany that I ask the attention of the 
Senate to this protest of the German ambassador, that we may 
preserve our own good faith above suspicion, that we may not be 
put in the category of a nation seeking to avoid it by plausible ar- 
gument and by fine-spun reasoning which perhaps would be out 
of place in a magistrate’s court. 

Mr. President, I think I have said enough, certainly so far as I 
feel that I am concerned in the matter, to bring it to the atten- 
tion of the Senate, and to have rehearsed briefly the grounds upon 
which I think the attention of the Senate is challenged in this mat- 
ter and the reason why it should be given careful consideration, 
and why this provision should not be enacted into law without 


the gravest reason and the clearest exposition of the standi; 

the United States in regard to it. I do not believe we can do * 
without making ourselves amenable to the charge of broken fait})_ 
and under that, as an American citizen as well as an American 
Senator, I should be exceedingly restive. 





APPENDIX. 
DEPARTMENT OF Srare. 
Washington, D. C., October 12. 1s yh, 
The PRESIDENT: ; 

The note of the German ambassador of August 28, 1894, protests against tho 
additional duty of one-tenth of a cent a pound imposed by the tariff act of 
that date on sugars which are imported from, or are the product of, a country 
that pays a bounty on the exportation of such sugars. 

The protest is upon “the fact that such a measure could not be 
reconciled with the most-favored-nation clause which governs the economi:, 
relations of the two countries,” but that it is “rather a differentiation 
whereby the exportation of German sugar to the United States” is more 
unfavorably treated than that of several other European countries.” In this 
relation the German ambassador says: 

“The granting of an ps bounty is a domestic affair of Germany. An 
intent not to fulfill its treaty stipulations based upon the most-favored nat ion 
clause can not therefore be inferred from this by any other country. [He 
also declares] that the view which has been manifes by the legislative 
bodies of the United States would render the effects of the most-favored-na- 
tion clause illusory, and that it would ex the contracting parties to the 
adoption of arbitrary duties, which it is the object of treatios containing a 
most-favored-nation clause to prevent.” 

By the tariff act of October I, 1890, an additional duty of one-tenth of a cent 
a pound was imposed on sugars imported from countries that paid a greater 
bounty on the exportation of refined sugar than was id on raw sugar. 
Against this additional duty it does not appear that the German Government 

rotested. The reason, however, why no such protest was made may per- 

aps be discovered by a comparison of the provisions of the two acts. By 
the act of 1890 the additional duty was im) only on sugars above No. 16 
Dutch standard, and on them on the conditions above stated. By the act of 
1894 the additional duty is imposed on all sugars, whether above or below 
that standard. 

The value of sugars imported into the United States from the German 
Empire has been more than $15,000,000 annually. Of this Negregute only 
$200,000 or $300,000 worth, or about one seventy-fifth, was above No. 16 Dutch 
standard. The effect, therefore, of the additional duty of one-tenth of a cent 
under the tariff act of 1890 was comparatively insignificant. 

The effect of the additional duty on all sugars under the act of 184 is 
most important, since, other things being equal, the importer would not 
take the more highly dutiable German sugars till other sugars not subject 
to the additional duty had been absorbed. The additional duty under the 
act of 1894 affects, therefore, the whole of our ny trade in German sugars. 

We are now brought to the consideration of the legal aspects of the German 
ambassador's protest. 

The treat tween the United States and Prussia of May 1, 1828, on which 
Ge protest is based, contains two stipulations that bear on the present (jues- 
tion. 

Article 5 provides: 

“No higher or other daties shall be imposed on the importation into the 
United States of any article the produce or manufacture of Prussia, and no 
higher or other duties shall be imposed on the importation into the Kingdom 
of Prussia of any article the produce or manufacture of the United States, 
than are or shall be payable on the like article being the produce or manu- 
facture of any other foreign country.” 

Article 9 provides: 

“Tf either party shall hereafter rig» to any other nation any particular 
favor in navigation or commerce, it shall immediately become common to 
the other ty, freély, where it is freely granted to such other nation, or on 
yielding the same compensation, when the grant is conditional.”’ 

The stipulations of these two articles place the commercial intercourse of 
the United States and Prussia, not the entire German Empire, on the most- 
favored-nation basis; the first, by providing that the duties shall not be 
higher than “on the like articles being the uce or manufacture of any 
other foreign country;” the second, by providing that any particular favor 
granted by either party “to any other nation” shall “ immediately become 
common to the other fay ; 

In other words, these stipulations give either party the right, special en- 
gagements of reciprocity being excepted, to take the duties levied by the 
other on articles the produce or manufacture of any other country. and to 
demand the same treatment for its own products and manufactures. It is 
obviously no answer to this to say that certain discriminating duties levied 
by one party on the products or manufactures of the other are not confined 
to the latter, or to any conney 7 but apply equally to all countries 
that may happen to fall in a certa eonenety there is any other country, 
or if there are other countries, which either by name or by a general classifi- 
cation are exempt from the eoty ( engagements of reciprocity being 
excepted), the requirements of the are not fulfilled. Tosay that the 
discrimination is not specifically and explicitly national, or that it applies te 
more than one country, is a mere argumentative subterfuge, inconsistent 
with the clear intention of the treaty. a 

By the second article of the commercial convention between the United 
States and Great Britain of July 3, 1815, it is pryrided, in language almost 
identical with that in the su uent treaty with Prussia, that— 

‘No higher or other duties be imposed on the importation into the 
territories of His Britannic aty in Europe, of any icles the growth, 
produce, or manufacture of the ted States, than are or shall be payable 
= de like articles being the growth, produce, or manufacture of any other 
‘oreign country.’ : 

ee the general customs act of 7 William IV, section 60 (1836), it was pro- 
Vv s 

~ That the Got ere rice, rough or in the husk, imported from the west 
coast of Africa, be, per quarter, ee 

Under this act the general duty on same kind of which was com- 
monly called rough rice, or paddy, was 2s. uae bushel. By some members 
of the British Board of Trade it was argued that the discrimination was not 
inconsistent with the provisions of the convention, since it gave an advan- 
tage, not tothe produce of any particular country, but only to articles of 
commmaree sages froma particalar place, and treated the product of all 
countries e. ; 

Against this contention the United States protested. . 

In a note to Lord Palmerston of February 1, 1841, Mr. Stevenson, the min- 

“If it be admitted, as it must be, that by the visions of the existing on 
Se rece revhs bs tes bow deme af pomay pes aemertan, wom, what princl 
nto at the uty of a penny per q uw > 
ple can it be maintained that Africa is not thereby placed upon the footing of 





1897, 


— 











a favored nation, with advantages given to her produce which the treaty 
intended equally to secure tothe United States? Can the stipulations of the 
treaty be defeated or evaded by Great Britain allowing Africa to import from 
her coasts not only her own rice but that of other nations?” 

The result of this protest was that the British Government equalized the 
duties on rough rice imported from the United States and from the western 
coast of Africa. (House Executive Document No. 2, Twenty-seventh Con- 

«aa, second session, pages 47-57.) 

The discrimination in the act of 1894 is even more pointedly at variance 
with the treaty stipulations in question than was the discrimination in the 
British act of 1836, since it imposes, expressly, an additional duty on an arti- 
cle as the produce or manufacture, and because it is the produce or manufac- 
ture, of a country that may happen to fall within a disfavored category. 

It is ecarenty necessary to say that the question now under consideration 
can not be affected by the form in which the discrimination is created 
whether it is created b anting a duty lower than the general duty, or by 
imposing a duty in addition tothe general duty. The form in which the dis- 
criminaticn is created is no criterion either of its extent or of its effect. In 
reality, in the present case, the discrimination, so far as its effect is now as 
certained, would fall on Germany and Austria-Hungary alone. If it tell on 
only one country, or on three or more, the question of treaty construction 
would remain, so a | as there was any other country that was favored. 

Another question, however, is yet to be considered. Can the payment by 
a government of a bounty on the exportation of an article of its produce or 
manufacture be considered in the light of a discrimination which may war- 
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It is one of these retaliatory acts that coun- 


I think it would. 


| tries are bound to resort to as a matter of self-defense when the 


interests of their people are threatened. when the pursuits of its 
own people are about to be destroyed. It then becomes a little 
more than a matter of domestic policy. It becomes a matter of 
self-preservation, and that is the way I look at it. 

As a general rule, I am not opposed to taking cheap goods from 


any quarter of the globe, coming from where they may: but in 
this particular instance I do not believe it will be proper to allow 
the Germans to come into the United States with their | itied 
sugar and destroy the product of the domestic growe1 The 
bounty would be a sufficient inducement for the exportation of 
their sugar, and is of a sufficient amount to destroy the industry in 
the United States. ; 

I call the attention of the Senator from Delaware to the fact 
that the sugar industry of Germany is, in my opinion, a most 
pernicious example of the bad effects of protection and sugar 
bounties. Here is an industry which levies upon the people of 

| Germany, according to the reports that Mr. Consul Mason makes, 


rant another government in laying on the importation of such article an ad- | 


ditional or discriminating duty, in spite of a most-favored-nation stipulation? 

The answer seems to be plain, that the payment by a country of a bounty 

on the exportation of an article of its produce or manufacture for the pur- 

of encouraging a domestic industry can no more be considered as a dis- 
crimination than can the imposition of a protective or practically prohibitive 
duty on the importation of an article the produce or manufacture of a for- 
eign country for the same purpose be so considered. The two measures are 
the samein principle; the question as to which shall be adopted is a matter 
of domestic policy. It is a matter in respect of which nations, in stipulating 
for equality of treatment, have preserved liberty of action. The protective 
duty on importation and the bounty on exportation are alike intended, what 
ever may be their effect, to create a national advantage in production or in 
manufacture. As between the two, the bounty is the more favorable to the 
inhabitants of foreign countries, since it tends toenable them to get cheaper 
articles at the expense of the bounty-paying government. 

Formerly the Government of the United States paid a bounty on al! ex- 
ported pickled fish that were derived from the fisheries of the United States. 
(Section 2, act of July 29, 1813, Stat. L., volume 3, page 50.) 
tinued in force in 1816, its duration having originally been limited to the 
period, whatever it might be, covered by the war with Great Britain and a 
year thereafter. (Act of February 9, 1816, Stat. L., volume 3, page 254.) It 
remained in force for many years; it seems still to have been in force in 1845. 
It probably never was imagined that this act created a discrimination which 
might expose the United States to retaliatory or discriminating duties at the 
hands of foreign governments. 

In laying protective duties on foreign articles instead of paying bounties 
on domestic products, the immediate effect, if not the object, of the law is 
to curtail importations; but so long as the duties imposed are equal on the 
products or manufactures of all nations, though in practice they may operate 
most unequally, foreign nations can not object on legal grounds. hey can 
not allege discriminations in the treaty sense. It is understood, when treaties 
against discriminating duties are made, the governments reserve the right 
to favor by duties or by bounties their own domestic production or manufac- 


ture. 
The additional duty, therefore, levied by the act of 1894 on all sugars com- 


ing from bounty-paying countries is not responsive to any measure that may | 


be considered as constituting a discrimination by those countries against the 
production or manufacture of the United States, but is itself a discrimination 

st the produce or manufacture of such countries. It isan attempt to 
oltset a domestic favor or encouragement to a certain industry by the very 
means forbidden by the treaty. 

Tassume that the German Government does not claim the treaty affords 
ony Jest ground for protest against the additional duty on sugars not shown 
to be the cece = ee of Prussia. 

Respectfully submitted. 

W. Q. GRESHAM. 


Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, the argument of the distin- 
guished Senator from Delaware {Mr. Gray] is correct, that the 
imposition of a bounty on sugar exported from Germany in favor 


of its own export trade isa matter of domestic concern to that | 
; but whenever that export bounty touches the interest of | 


Em 
the United States or any other country in a way either seriously to 
impair or destroy that interest, then it becomes a question of vital 
doméstic concern to the country to which the exported article is 


t. 

The Senator from Delaware perhaps has not taken cognizance 
of the condition of the sugar culture in Germany. The German 
sugar makers are protected against the importation of any foreign 
sugar by a tariff which is entirely prohibitory. No foreign sugar 
can enter a German port. Then, in addition to that, they give 
an export bounty on raw sugar of twenty-seven one-hundredths 
of a cent pound, and on refined sugar of thirty-eight one-hun- 
dredths of a cent per pound. So we have an industry which is 
walled in against all outside interference, protected against any 
foreign invasion, with unlimited power to invade other countries 
and to destroy industries in those countries about upon an even 
plane a the protected industry of the country which gives the 

nty. 

suppose this case for the consideration of the Senator from 
Delaware: Suppose the conditions of raising wheat in Delaware 
and in Germany were about even; that the only advantage Dela- 
ware had over Gormeny was in the matter of transportation and 
freight across the ocean, the same advantage possessed by Germany 
over Delaware. Now, if Germany were to give an export bounty 
of such an amount as to induce the Germans to export their wheat 
into Delaware and ruin its wheat growers, I want to know whether 
it would not become a matter of domestic policy to the United 
States to preserve that industry from destruction? 


about 3 cents per pound additional to the price of sugar in the 
United States. 


In other words, where the people of the United States are con- 
suming sugar at about 44 cents per pound, the Germans are con- 


suming it at 7} cents a pound. That shows the deleterious effect 
of the system of protection. An artificial ind , built up on 
props, not able to sustain itself even by high protection, has to 
resort to the expedient of export bounties in addition to prohib- 
itory duties. 

I would inquire whether a system of that sort, artificially sup- 
ported in every direction by law, ought to be permitted to destroy 
industries in other countries? In my opinion, it becomes then a 


stry 


| question of self-preservation of any country whose industries are 


This act was con- | 


| 





threatened by a flood of exports induced by an export bounty. 

Mr. President, while I am on my legs. and the question of sugar 
is up, I propose to say something about the report of the Secretary 
ofthe Treasury on the resolution introduced by me in the Senate on 
the 17th ultimo in regard to the evidence upon which the Treasury 
drawback allowance was based. It was asserted by my amiable 
friend the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] in charge of the 
bill on the Republican side that the Treasury statement of draw- 
back allowances was absolutely correct. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator from Louisiana if the 
report has yet been printed? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I procured proof sheets yesterday. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It was stated by the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. Linpsay] when it was alleged the statement was prepared 
by the late distinguished Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Carlisle, 


| and therefore correct, that Mr. Carlisle got his information from 


the sugar trust, and the report of the Treasury Department shows 
that the information came from the king of the sugar trust, Mr. 
Havemeyer. 

It appears that Mr. Ira Ayer wrote to a number of sugar refiners 
to get from them a statement of the exact number of pounds of 
raw sugar required to make a pound of refined sugar of a certain 
degree, and I have here what he says. 1 will read from the proof 
sheets of the report of the Treasury Department: 

In seeking the fullest information possible relative to the “ yield” of re- 
fined products from raw sugars of different kinds and grades, I addressed a 
letter to the principal refiners of the country dated January 5, 18)5, inclosing 
a tabulated form which each was requested, as far as practicable, to fill out. 
(See Exhibit B. ) 

The names of the refiners to whom this letter was addressed are: Nash, 
Spaulding & Co., Boston, Mass.; H. O. Havemeyer. president of the Ameri- 
can Sugar Refining Company, New York, N. Y.: B. H. Howell, Son & Co., 
New York, N. Y., for Mollenhauer Sugar Refining Company, New York, 
N. Y.. and National Sugar Refining Company, Yonkers, N. Y.; The W. J. 
McCahan Sugar Refinin oupeny, Philadelphia, Pa.; William Henderson, 
New Orleans, La.; Cunningham & Miller, Sugarland, Tex 

From Nash, Spaulding & Co. no reply whatever was received, although 
several urgent letters were sent them, a copy of the last vf which, dated 
March 1, 1895, will be found—Exhibit B. 

Tomy letter of January 5, 1895, the W. J. McCahan Sugar Refining Com- 
pany and the National Sugar Refining Company replied under dates of Jan 
uary 7, 1895, and March 6, 1895, respectively, stating their inability to furnish 
the data desired. 


So it is seen that two of the refiners failed to make any response 
whatever to the letter of Mr. Ayer making these inquiries, as 
stated. 


Messrs. Cunningham & Miller replied under date of April 15, 1895 aveling 
themselves partially of the use of the blank form which had been furnishes 
them. (See Exhibit C.) A similar response was received from William 
Henderson under date of April 18, 18% 

Sworn statements were subsequently received from both of these firms, 


covering substantially the information which they had first sent as per form 
furnished. (Exhibit B.) 

The Mollenhauer Sugar Refining Company furnished a sworn statement 
under date of April 22, 1895. (Exhibit B.) 

Mr. H. O. Havemeyer, president of the American Sugar Refining Company, 
furnished information by letters dated, respectively, February 21 and April 


15, 1895. (Exhibit B.) 
Mr. Havemeyer made no sworn statement whatever. He wrote 


two letters at different dates, with long intervals between the 
letters. 
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Dr. Edward Sherer, eee gupers in charge of the United States labora- 

tory at this port, furnished information by letter through the appraiser, 

dated —s 9, 1895. (Exhibit B.) 
nv 


In an estigation of the same question made at San Francisco., Cal., in 
1886, I obtained the sworn statement of E. L. G. Steele, president and man. 

er of what was then known as the American Sugar Refining Company, of 
that city, and certain figures taken from that statement (Exhibit A, with my 
report dated August 24, 1886) are used in this report. 

A tabulated statement of the information received from the sources above 
mentioned, with reference solely to the refined products obtainable from 100 
— of raw cane centrifugal sugar testing 9% degrees by the ow 

been prepared and is submitted herewith, marked “ Exhibit D.” 

It would appear that Mr. Havemeyer made two statements in 
letters of different dates, from February 21, 1895, to April 8, 1895, 
and Mr. Sherer furnished his information by letter, through the 
appraiser, of April 9, and in 1886 a statement was obtained from 
the president and manager of the American Sugar Refining Com- 
pany in San Francisco, which is said to be an exhibit appended 

the document, but which I can not find. Possibly it may have 
been overlooked in the printing. His statement was derived in 
1886, and is stated from the memory of the investigator. 

These are the sources of the information: Mr. Havemeyer, the 
president of the American Sugar Refining Company in New York; 
another president of the American Sugar Refining Company in 
San Francisco, in 1886, and Mr. Mollenhauer under the wing of 
the sugar trust, embraced within the sugar trust in all likelihood; 
and the only independent statements in regard to the whole mat- 
ter of the number of pounds of raw er it takes to make a pound 
of refined are not taken as the basis of the drawback allowances 
of the Treasury Department. 

In Exhibit Bis a copy of a letter which Mr. Ira Ayer, special 
agent of the Treasury, sent to all these refiners; and he says in 
the letter: 


It is usual in these cases to ask for asworn statement of the manufacturer, 
and I _ thank you therefore to have the statement, when completed, duly 
sworn to. 


It would seem that a manufacturer enjoying so much protection 
from the Government of the United States and engaged in a busi- 
ness of such proportions as that of manufacturing and refining 
sugar for the consumption of 72,000,000 people would not treat in 
an airy and indifferent style a communication suck »s was ad- 
~ to him by Mr. Ayer. Here is what Mr. Havemeyer has 

say: 

’ THE AMERICAN SUGAR REFINING COMPANY, 
New York, January 14, 1895. 

Dear Sir: Owing to my absence from the office throngh illness for the 
past ten days, I am but now in receipt of your communication of the 5th in- 
stant, and hope to givethe matter my attention at an early date. 

Now, he was sick. I hope he does not get monkish at that 
period, for when health returns, frail man is apt to forget his de- 
vout tendencies. The letter is dated January 14. He was going 
to reply at an early day. He waits until February 21 prayerfully 
to think over this important matter about which he was addressed, 
and here is what he says: 

Dexear Str: In response to your letter of February 18, I 
$2 pounds of hard ned sugar and 6 pounds of sirup are o 
pounds of first-class centrifugal sugars, polarizing 9% degrees. 

Ninety-two pounds of hard refined sugar, he says, are obtain- 
able. How much more is obtainable? Is any more sugar obtain- 
able? There are 96 pounds of sugar in the 100 — of raw. 
Mr. Havemeyer airily says there are 92 pounds of granulated 
sugar. Then he states: 


Eighty-eight pounds of hard refined sugar and 10 oe of sirup are ob- 


tainable from first-class raw beet sugars polarizing 94 degrees direct and of 
88 degrees net anal 


It is impracticab grades 
reamed and aoa omy meee ye Eee — 

Here is the statement therefore that our granulated sugar is 
made = cane 8 testing 96 degrees by the polariscope, 
and raw beet sugars of 88 net analysis: 

The sirup from the beet uae is of mo value; that from the centrifugal 
cane varies from one-half cent to 1 cent (say three-fourths cent) per pound. 

What sort of a statement is that; Mr. President, to give to the 
United States, whose bene he is? When making millions 
according to his own testimony by this differential in his favor, 
he says not one single word about the amount of sugar possible to 
be made out of the residue, only stating that the sirup was com- 
paratively of no value, one-half to acenta pound. He says the 
sirup from the beet is of no value whatever. 

Now, Mr. Havemeyer bethought him later that perhaps his 
statement was not full enough; that he had left out er 
that while there were 96 pounds of crystallizable sugar in 1 
— of raw at 96 test he only accounted for 92 pounds of granu- 

ted sugar, and whatever sirup there was was worth about half 
a cent a pound. 

He wrote a letter dated the “American 
pany, New York, April 15, 1897,” as follows: 

Dear Stn: In response to your communication of April 8— 

So therefore between February 1 and the date of this letter Mr. 
Ayer had written him another communication, as the first one did 


to state that 
ble from 100 


Refining Com- 





not give as many facts in relation to this question of draw). 
allowance, the number of pounds of raws it took to make a pou) 
of refined, as was required— Z 


I beg to say that the sirup valued in my letter to youof February 21 at /,.,, 
one-half cent to 1 cent per pound (or, which is the same thing, 6 to 12 cents ).., 
gallon) is table sirup after it has been subjected to the full process of re{i;,\;,.- 
filtering, clarifying, etc. Withoutsuch processitis fit only for distilliy. \,,,, 
_— and sold, ex package, at 2 to 3 cents per gallon, an average of one {\!1),. 
e2nt per pound. 
The polarization of these sirups averages about 40— 


Forty degrees, I suppose, of saccharine strength, but the degre, 
is not mentioned here— 2a 


and the weight 12 pounds per gallon, with 20 per cent water. 


Mr. President, the Treasury drawback allowances are made 11}, 
Mr. Havemeyer’s statement, 92 pounds of hard granulated sy). 
and 6 pounds of sirup. 

Mr. Cunningham's statement is as follows: 


Possible product of hard refined sugar from imported raw cane sugur, «),) | 
products under the ordinary me of refining now in use in the Unite 














States. 
a Pi 
Polarization. ear a Ex. Cj. | Sirup. | Loss, 
used. 
Pounds.| Pounds.| Pound. | Pounds. Powicls 
Dict nctinadchhptalsdanbsietmdustiie 100 92. 16 2 8.49 


DB io sins erentin os cvceccesenmnnten 100 88. 34 -45 4.61 


Loss consists of water, ash, and other impurities. Hard refined tests fy.) 
Sa 100 degrees; Ex. C ¢, degrees to M4degrees; sirup, 82.8 deur. 
° egrees. 


Mr. Cunningham’s statement gives, as the product of 10) 

unds raw, at 96 degrees, as follows: Hard refined, 92.16 pounds. 
oxtra C, ninety-two one-hundredths of a pound. Solid matter in 
sirup, 3.49 pounds. Loss, 3.08 pounds. 

As to the polarization of the een I have quoted th: 
sworn statement of the chemist of Mr. Cunningham. He is an 
honest man; he is not in the sugar trust; he has given a fairly 
correct statement. He hasasmallretinery. He turns out 40) or 
500 barrels a day at most. Some of the sugar-trust factories tum 
out 12,000 barrels per diem. 

If Mr. Cunningham can get 93 pounds of first-class sugar. har) 
granulated and extra C, and leave solid matter in the sirup «i 
pounds, which Mr. Havemeyer has not accounted for, how is 11 
that the Havemeyers, with their enormous works, with their 
tremendous output, can not make as much? Why was not th: 
Treasury Department statement bottomed wu the statement of 
Cunningham and Miller? was the statement of Mr. Have- 
meyer taken without any ing further than these loose state- 
ments? Here is a statement from Mr. Havemeyer not sworn t. 
Here is a statement from Mr. C ham and Mr. Miller, sworn 
to by their chemist. That statement is disregarded and the state- 
ment of Havemeyer taken. 

Now, here is the Government chemist, Mr. Sherer. Mr. Sherer 
made no examination himself. He inquired, he says, but he dos 
not give the sources of information. ere is what he 
says: 

UniTep STATEs LABORATORY, 
OFFICE OF APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE, 
New York, N. Y., April 9, 1895. 
: of Tra of 18, 1895, request 
SIR meringsa ee Special cao Ayer of Apri i 


ing a statement showing cts obtainable 
from 100 pounds of cane cent ) 96: , and further 
requesting the average each prod the character of 
the loss, I have es honor to report oes leamiat Decl 
e average pounds of cane sugar (centrifugal) polariv ins 
as asce’ from the last available sources of information, \s, 
in my opinion, as follows: - ; 
ounds 
ee CR ORD... Socin cate cinth cactidigianindtnkcuitteaknamabecssoe----- $2. 50 
DS cacconbettnnbocsluitipahant wgenthihht~nb sipabignbecetibaiccscccess---- 


test of hard saint tiaiae saieaiie thems Oebiiesta tn OA degrees: of 

et eet ned 9 4 to 99.9 degr 
I will print the whole of these statements in the Recorp as an 

——— 

ow, Mr. President, we come to the a of all these state- 
ments. I have not read the statement of Mr. Mollenhaver, 10" 
the pecan of Mr. Henderson, for vo omen ent is 
degrees sugar, when vestigation was taken on 
the of 96 degrees sugar. Mr. Mollenhauer's statement 1s ‘0 
loose as not to form the base of any calculation whatever. [1° 
gives 80 pounds of hard refined as the result of a hundred pound 


and he gives 15 pounds of soft sugar; but 


— 


giving so few pounds of hard refined, it was absolutely necessary 
for him to salaee the loss by a great number of pounds of softer 


"Tet hao are the statements which are entitled to some consider- 
ation, the statement of Mr. Havemeyer, the statement of Messrs. 
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Cnnningham and Miller, and the statement of the Government | ready too strong, doubly strong. 
Both of these statements | 


chemist at the United States laboratory. 
exceed the estimate of Mr. Havemeyer, and both are disregarded 
and Havemeyer's taken. The average of all of these statements, 
according to this Treasury report, is 92.46 pounds, including the 
statement of Mollenhauer, which gives only 80 pounds. 

There are hundreds and thousands and millions of dollars in this 
matter, and here even is the general average of all these statements 
disregarded and the statement of Mr. Havemeyer taken literally 
and exactly as he gave it. 

Mr. President, from an analysis of this report, which regulates 
both the duty upon refined sugar as based upon polariscopie test 
and the number of pounds of raw which it takes to make a number 
of pounds of refined, and the drawback allowances on export of 
sugar, it will be seen that the statements upon which the drawback 
allowances are based are exceedingly loose, inartificial, and, in my 
opinion, erroneous and inaccurate. 

Messrs. Cunningham and Miller practically in their statement 

ive 94 pounds of sugar. This sirup which Mr. Havemeyer says 
is worth only half a cent a pound when it is refined is worth 
much more. During the conversation I had with Mr. Buynitzky, 
of the Treasury Department, he told me that there was a draw- 
back allowance asked upon sirup valued at 30 cents a pound. 
Here is the Treasury statement that allows about 1 cent a pound. 
They can make sirup on an allowanceof 2 cents and get adrawback 
on it of from 5 to 20 and 30 cents. When they export it it is a 
perfect bonanza to the sugar trust or to anybody else who wants 
to export sugar or sirup. 

Mr. President, it appears we are exporting some sirup. Hereis 
astatement from the Treasury showing that in May, 1897, there 
was $6,204.36 worth of sirup exported. In April, 1897, there was 
$8,092.80 exported. But it does not give the allowance of the 
drawback per gallon. It gives the value of the total product, but 
it does not appear from this statement, which has been derived 
unofficially from. the Treasury Department, that there has been 
any valuation of the sirup per gallon. They report in those 
saime months $4,046 of sugar in May, and $4,520.32 in April last, 
exported. In 1896 they exported refined sugar numbering 9,105,- 
= oo, worth $450,750, and sirup, 6,953,307 gallons, worth 

87,870. 

See what frauds can be perpetrated upon the country in the 
way of drawback allowance under a Treasury regulation by not 
giving the accurate number of pounds of refined sugars made out 
of raw sugars of a certain test and not accurately accounting for 
the soft sugar and sirup. 

I have not any proof to show what this exported sirnp and 
sugar are worth per gallon or pound, and therefore I can not tell 
what the drawback diame was upon it. 

I will refer to the peculiar clause in this drawback law, if I can 
lay my hands right on it, in which it is stated that not more than 
§ cents per gallon should be allowed for sirup exported unless the 

, upon investigation, concluded to give more. That is 
about the amount of it, but I suppose when the refiner claims it 
to be worth, say, 30 cents a gallon or 20 cents a gallon, the Treas- 
ury is not very hard to convince that it is worth more than the 
8-cent limit. 

Mr. President, I stated that the present sugar schedule is not 
upon a proper basis. Given the number of pounds of raw sugar 
to make a pound of refined and given the differential between raw 
and it is easy to ascertain the duty levied by polariscopic 
test. It is manifest, therefore, when they get a larger number of 

unds of raw r than are necessary to make a pound of re- 
, they make in the matter of duty and in the matter of 
drawbacks upon export. So the statement of the Treasury De- 
ee. in my opinion, is incorrect. Inever could see how when 

were 96 pounds of sugar in a hundred pounds of raw you 
‘throw away 4 pounds of it as practically worthless. 
is true that there is a little ash in the residue, which in the 
of refining makes a good deal of invert sugar; but they 
back again in the shape of first-grade sirup, and a large 
of the sirups said to be made from 4 pounds of sugar will 

_ sugar, called extra Cs. 
dent, [ would inquire seriously of the Senate, what hold 
sugar trust upon legislative branch of the country 
nec to give it the differential carried in this bill? 
a clean di tial of 20 cents; they get a countervailing 
cents a hundred; they get a clean duty of 58 cents ac- 
to the schedule itself, without afy sort of reference to 


Y. You want to give them the countervailing? 
CAFPFERY. I am willing to cut off the differential and 
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give them the countervailing, or cut off the countervailing and 
give them the duty. The countervailing is, under the circum- 
Not 


that 
less 


too 
is this countervailing duty sufficient, but on top of 
ing duty is added this 20 cents clear, extra, use- 


tariff. It is fit for nothing but to make this institution, al- 
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Every succeeding Congress has 
felt the weight of the sugar trust. Its representatives are among 
the most astute men in the world, and in the formation of every 
bill the sugar trust works its sweet will and has its own way. _ 

I read the other day statements showing that the wholesale 
grocers of the United States were virtually slaves of the sugar 
trust. The consumers are the virtual slaves of the sugar trust. 
This institution has the hardihood to say and did say, in the in- 
vestigation before the Lexow committee, that it was of 
mable good to the citizens of the United States, in that 
lowered the price of sugar to the consumer. 
absolutely false. 

The price of sugar has not been lowered by the sugar trust, and 
the sugar trust makes as much differential duty under the Wilson 
Actas it did under the McKinley Act. It makes as much differen 
tial between the raws and refined as it did when brown sugar was 
worth 8 cents a potind, and now, when raw sugar is worth about 
2.3 cents per pound, according to the statement of Mr. ALprIcH, 
the differential in favor of the trust in the open market is about 
the same, nearing a cent a pound. 

I introduced a table some time ago in the discussion of this bill 
showing that the differential in favor of the trust now was much 
greater than it was when brown sugar was worth 7 and 8 cents a 
pound. They have hammered the price down to the producer, 
and with false pretenses are trying to make capital in their favor 
by the lower prices of sugar and claiming the gratitude and 
thanks of the millions who consume their sugar. 

The lowering of the price is not due tothe sugar trust. It never 
was due to the sugar trust. It is due to the lowering of the price 
of the article in the hands of the producer; from the enormous 
quantities of it made in Germany, and in the Tropics, and all over 
the world. There is not the slightest ground upon which this 
differential given in the bill in favor of the trust can be allowed. 

It is said—my colleague | Mr. McEnpry| said in his speech 
that these thrusts made at the sugar trust would reach theplanter. 
Mr. President, the sugar planters of Louisiana can not lean upon 
this pillar of the sugar trust. If they do, sooner or later the sugar 
trust and planter will go down together. It is too powerful and 
too corrupt an institution upon which any honest set of producers 
can lean for support. If the producers of Louisiana do not want 
the sugar trust as a prop, as a pillar, as a support for them, they 
must get from. behind the sugar trust, lest the avenging dagger of 
the people reach them and transfix them together. 

I have heard it said—I believe on this floor—that trusts are 
good things, first-rate things; that the trend of civilization is to 
ward trusts; that they produce cheaply; that the consuming mil- 
lions are the beneficiaries of all their evil combinations, of all 
their contracts in restraint of trade, and just so the producer is 
benefited; the trusts must be looked upon with at least eyes of 
I do not look at it that way. When the argument was 
attempted to be made in the case of the Transmissouri Traffic 
Association that there might be a reasonable contract in restraint 
of trade I think it involved a solecism. 

No contract in restraint of trade can be reasonable. It may 
have a superficial look of reasonableness, but in the nature of 
things it must be wrong. The common law and our fathers were 
wiser than we when we take up a new doctrine that contracts in 
restraint of trade can be reasonable. Such contracts are not only 
not reasonable, but they are illegal. They have been denounced 
by the law. They have been denounced ever since civilization 
began. 

It is too late to find apologies and excuses for conspiracies and 
combinations in restraint of trade on the ground that they ma‘ 
be reasonable, and as such tolerated and legalized. The only 
reasonable restraints on trade are those recognized in a case where 
a& man engages not to enter in a certain line of business, which he 
sells to another, for a certain limit of time and in a certain local 
ity. This agreement has no tendency to depress 
anybody, and is really, in an economic sense, 
trade. 

These enormous aggregations of capital in the nature of thing 
tend to control prices. Do not add to that necessary evil 
zation the power of these gigantic monopolies to enter 
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tracts to control trade and to depress or elevate prices and to have 
the whole population at their mercy. 

This institution, Mr. President, this great, gigantic trust, is a 
blot upon the land. The people feel as though they were in the 
shadow of an enormous power that they can not resist. The indi 


vidual man is dwarfed, destroyed, and the corporate influence 
and the power of wealth overshadows the land with its baneful 
power. 

In a few days, Mr. President, this bill will pass, the evil to be 
wrought by it will be consummated, and the people of the United 
States will be treated to such a dose of tariff as was never thrust 
down them before. This bill carries higher rates than the McKin- 
ley law. In a time of profound peace we have a bill in compari- 
son with which the Morrill tariff bill of the war pales into utter 
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insignificance. Here are some of the articles upon which the duties 
are in excess of 100 per cent: 

Common window glass, from 107 per cent to 168 per cent; pocket- 
knives, 111 per cent; tobacco, from 105 to 288 per cent; rice, 100 
per cent; salt in bulk, 114 per cent; woolen cloths, valued at not 
over 50 cents per pound, 128 per cent; blankets, 125 per cent; flan- 
nels from 102 to 119 per cent; shawls, 171 per cent; wool hats, from 
117to 208 per cent; felts, from 104 to 224 per cent; cheap silks, from 
200 to 700 per cent. 

‘Phat is a fine lot of articles carrying over 100 per cent, and 
nearly every one of them is an article of indispensable and abso- 
lute necessity to the ordinary citizens of the United States. 

I have some papers which I propose to introduce into the Rrc- 
ORD; but before I do so I want to draw the attention of the 
Senator from Iowa to what I consider a manifest injustice under 
the sugar schedule, and that is, that the same rate of duty is 
allowed by paragraph 202 as to all sugars that have gone through 
a refining process as is allowed to granulated sugars. I submit to 
that Senator, who is a man of great considerateness and kindness, 
that this is a deep cut on the common people of the United States, 
who largely consume sugar testing by the polariscope from 83 to 
85 degrees. 

Under the operation of this bill this sugar would be denied to 
the ordinary consumer, or its price would be raised by the sugar 
trust, which would absolutely control it under the provisions of 
this bill. It is not proper, nor is it just to place that character of 
sugar under the same tariff that you have placed upon the higher 
grades of sugar, testing by the polariscope from 99 to 100 degrees, 

This sugar is very largely used in manufacturing preserves and 
jellies and making ordinary cakes and articles containing sweets 
which the people ordinarily eat. I submit that the imposition of 
this very high rate of —- upon that grade of sugar ought to be 
taken off in conference. I call the prayerful consideration of the 
Senator from Iowa, in behalf of the consumers of this country, to 
this unjust provision of the bill. 

I shall introduce this document, which I ask to have inco’ 
rated in my remarks, of the distributers and manufacturers deal- 
ing in or using refined sugar, protesting against any increase of 
protection that would make the consumption more difficult and 
the importation of the foreign article —— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
In the absence of objection, the paper referred to by the Senator 
from Louisiana will be inserted in the Recorp. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States, Washington, D. C.: 


We, the undersigned, distributers and manufacturers, dealing in or using 
refined sugar, respectfully protest against any tariff which, by increasing 
the protection on the article, would make the importation of foreign more 
difficult, if not impossible. 

We further beg that the schedule may be so amended as not to exclude the 
yellow refined sugar not over No. 16 Dutch standard, which is required by 
manufacturers and ,, a poorer classes in this country. 

Anderson Preserving Company (O. L. Anderson, treasurer), manu- 
facturers of preserves, jellies, etc., Camden, N. J.; W. H. Keen 
Comaeny £ . H. Keen, a. bakers and confectioners’ 
supplies, piel, ; Soares Miller & Son Company 

Chas. B. Miller, president), manufacturers of confectionery, 

mer Pa.; C. McD. vey, editor Confectioners’ Jour- 
nal; C. Reichle & Sons (C. Reichle), confectioners; American 
Preservers’ Company ¢ J. Link, local manager), 950 Beach 
street; Croft & Allen Company = Ff. Roberts, secretary) 
Thirty-third and Market streets; G. W. Coles Candy Company 
(G. W. Coles, president), 114 Market street; Robt. C. Fest’s Son 
& ©o., biscuit manetpctertng: Henry Wanklin, biscuit manu- 
facturing; Brandle & Smith, manufacturers confectionery; 
James Bell, grocer; Wm. J. Strange. grocer; James M. Curdy 
Son, grocer; The ers’ Supply Company, 18 North Dela- 
ware avenue, Philadelphia, Pa. 


Mr. CAFFERY. [I also wish to introduce a letter published in 
the New York Journal of Commerce and Commercial Bulletin, 
of June 25, by Mr. R. Fleming Crooks, in regard to this duty on 
~~, and especially in regard to the high duty upon these low- 
grade sugars. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
ps referred to by the Senator from Louisiana will be inserted 
the Recorp as part of his remarks. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


(New York Journal of Commerce and Commercial Bulletin, June 25, 1897.] 


FOREIGN SUGAR COMPETITION—ITS INFLUENCE AS A CHECK UPON THE 
TRUST'S OPERATIONS—MR. R. FLEMING CROOKS REPLIES TO SENATOR 
M’ENERY'S STATEMENT IN THE SENATE THAT ROBERT CROOKS & CO. 
WOULD BE THE EXCLUSIVE BENEFICIARIES OF A PROPOSED AMENDMENT— 
IMPORTS AMOUNT TO ONLY 4 PER CENT OF THE COUNTRY’S CONSUMPTION— 
THE SUGAR TRUST'S ADVANTAGES. 


In the Senate on the 12th instant Senator McEnery referred to Robert 
Crooks & Co. as being, in his opimon, the exclusive oapecare bene 

ofa amendment to the sugar schedule of the ff. Mr. R. Flem- 
ing. srooks, of the firm named, was questioned yesterday regarding the Sena- 


Tn fait “4 - Senator McENERY entirely misunderstood, f 
n fairn must su nator McENERY entire n ‘or 
that dex ed to strike down the di line between the 


stated that it was 
wer-grade sugars, viz, those below No. 16 D. 8., and those above. 
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Now, the amendment read, “And on sugar above No. 16 Dutch stan¢ 
color, which has gone through a process of refining, 1 cent and ninety “f me 
hundredths of a cent,” purposely excluding refined sugar not above No. 16 
Dutch standard, which, under the Senate schedule, is mulcted three-fourths 
of a cent more than raw of about the same test, as will be seen by the follow- 
ing statement: 


Yellow refined, not over No. 16D. §.................. 


Raw muscovados, 8 per cent 75 Compose keh dpteselichebSenbesaeebeccecce E 
Three one-hundredths for each additional degree. -.................. -¢ 
“1.90 
BE cchititestscwvguendssetcisch sucd hbenk nteinbdesetncdsthaiis deccconecese .10 
— 19 
Margin .....2...252cccecneee-os-senccencscnca cesses cncecereceseses----.. % 


To illustrate his point, Senator McENErY exhibited a trust white sugar 
over No. 16 Dutch standard, but only polarizing 83.6, which he not incorrect|y 
called a “fraud and a deceit." Such sugar, however, being over No. 16 Dutch 
standard, would, under the amendment, be subject to the full refined duty 
of 1.9%, While the trust makes such a quality in aye quantities, it is not 
made in Great Britain, and could not be sold there. The lowest test above 
No. 16 Dutch standard imported polarizes 92 to 94 degrees, and this we were 
selling on the 10th instant at 3) cents as nst the trust's price of 4.06 cents 
he quoted for the sugar which Senator MCENERY denounces. Even yellow 
sugar, which would have been admitted by the amendment, polarizes 5 to 
87 degrees, and was then sold oy. us Sh Saale; for, being a by-product in re- 
ane, it can be sold cheonty, though thoroughly wholesome and sound. 

ile giving Senator McENeErRY full credit for his orance, one may crit- 
icise his thus speaking against this amendment—which was only lost by his 
and another vote—particularly as on the previous day his was the one vote 
which gave the trust the additional advan of one-tenth of a cent less on 
tom i sugar and seventy-five one-thousandths of a cent more protection on 
refined. 

It does not seem fair that when it is clearly demonstrated that the Senate 
bill charges one class of refined 62} per cent more duty than the same test of 
raw, that our opponents should shift their ground and ask who is to be ben- 
efited by its importation. It is an indisputable fact that the soft sugar 
made in England and Scotland tests much higher than that refined in Amer. 
ica, as is shown in the certificate quoted in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 
1963, where we find that out of nine of the lower American sampler the 
highest tests 86.1, whereas the sample of yellow Scotch tests 89, so that fen- 
ator MCENERY need not be afraid of sony of British sugar, an¢ we 
may not unfairly claim that the consumer benefit more than the impor*er 
by the continued competition in this market of yellow refined. 

Its importation, even when admitted on the raw basis, as under the Mc- 
Kinley and Wilson bills, has been a _bagatelle, amounting last year to not 
more than 3,500 tons; but even this drop in the bucket hel to check ex- 
ou —— being charged, and that, we suppose, is ca’ g it to be legis- 

nst. 

As Mr. John Farr pointed out in a letter printed in the ConGressIon at. 
RecorD, page 1980, the American refiners make a heavy tonnage of soft 
sugar. He contends that they turn out an equal quantity of refined, in 
granulated and soft (the latter a large qecesmange of water), to the 
raws melted, thus thoroughly impeac the ury allowance of 107} 
pounds of 96 centrifugals to 100 pounds of refined, on which the pending tariff 
schedules are based. 

In the same letter Mr. Farr states: “ Messrs. Willett & Gray are acting as 
the agents of the refiners in this matter, and, while I have every reason to 
desire that our refiners should have ample protection, I can not understand 
why they should find it nassues 00 resort to misleading and confusing tech- 
nical statements, which seem to be made up with the idea of tangling people 
up instead of making the subject clear."’ 

It is gmesing that the clever men at W: should find any insuper- 
able difficulty in the preparation of an equitable tariff, for, as Senator J. K. 
JONES anentions (CONGRESSIONAL EmconD, page 1958), the most obviously 
simple solution of the matter is to impose the same duty of 1 cent on all 
sugar—raw and refined—polarizing 75 with an additional three one- 
hundredths of a cent for each extra degree, adding any additional duty 
on refined above No. 16 that Congress may see fit to give the refiners as pro- 
tection or ‘oar: This, as he said, w plainly let the ie of the coun- 


ur unde d the amount of margin en the refiners, out any jug- 
If as Senator Hoar infers (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 2045), the gen- 
tlemen on either side of the Senate ber have no d except ‘to set- 


tle the difficult problem of a duty on sugar” in the manner which is for the 
best interests of the country, they surely can readily do it on these lines. 

—_ om net be a on by any a prom = inquiries into the 
workings of trusts, when proposed ve a very largely increased anc 
~ hibitory bonus oa trust whose methods are notorious. 

It is almost impossible to arrive at a fair conclusion, if, w assessing an 
arbit duty on refined, the a raw be made upon a composite and 
n y theoretical basis, w in the Dingley and Senate schedules 
allows a very large n to the refiners. 

Even taking the p Treasury differentials for lossin manufacturing, 
which do not allow for the refiner’s profit on res low grades, at a very 
conservative calculation, the pro’ on on Tat cent centrif as com- 


witha ie of German ulated ( , 88 c.i. f. New 
ipa ine oe 
TREE Sg 0 pbk we cawe Wbgses pach ine coc sandintbeWeat cass cookuuils per pound... .231 
SE TA tre nansd sesihiibitiin Ukgantn4 enue dakend «cadens bnvalbeidaaied do.... .465 
Senate bill Pisnddps ebouniidinn 4<enhtbh tin bbe dtentnins veneiddtmaoes do.... .540 


To which must be added the extra value of American over the competing 
rman. 
‘This is the minimum protection, and will be largely increased on the lower 


As only about 8 per cent of the imports of raw \ Ae 1895, were beets, 
centrifu can be regarded as the refiner's raw the United States. 
(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, re 

Even last year, when the crop failed, 67 per cent of the imports con- 
sisted of centrifugals. 


It is difficult to understand so wpek grounds Ce refiners ask for 
any tion, or wh ef ear being swamped by foreign 
Even last year, under the stimu advanced used by the short- 
ness of the ‘ban crop, on which A: has . total im- 
portations of refined only amounted to about 77. some portion of 
which was, I os Se See weet Sor Se own ve 

This total of 77,000 tons is about fourteen days’ consum for the 
country, and could be turned out easily in five days from the trust’s largest 


use. 
reat Britain contributed but about 9,300 tons of the following grades, a8 
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ascan be gathered from the British board of trade returns and 
from figures in our own office: 


the drawback allowances contained in Circular No. 102, of June 25, 1896, divi- 
sion of customs, were based 





Tons. The exhibits accompanying the papers show the names and indicate the 
Yellow, not above No. 16 Datch standard-................................ 3,547 | occupations of the persons making the statements or furnishing the evidence. 
Soft white, above No. 16 Dutch standard......................----.-eesss 8,653 The drawback allowances for the different degrees of saccharine strength 
GR ia been oc ceenewe cncces cosces ncccnc cccrcececcesnacccocceccnccnes 2,108 | of sugar were decided upon proof obta!ned by this Department, through its 
- agents and officers, and were, so far as practicable, verified by theoretical 

EE Seesiltetitin ini aichcinslatanciaatiat ited 9,308 | calculations. 


Ihave further to state that it has been necessary to rearrange and modify 


of 77,000 tons, includin . 000, - : 
on of b ns, including the above 9,313 (and 13,000, or one under each successive tariff the drawback allowed on exported sugars. I 


im 
inthot whole, which were entered at the Pacific Coast), does not amount 


to 4 per cent of the country’s consumption of nearly 2,000,000 tons, As send herewith — of various circulars issued by this Department since 
one consideration it ht hardly seem wise if, in order to benefit the trust | the enactment of the drawback law of August 5, lsél (12 Stat. L., 2%). The 
by excluding this cant total, only reached under exceptionally favor- documents pertaining to these circulars are so numerous and voluminous 
able circumstances, America should ex her exports to injury from coun- that it is impractica “le for the Department to furnish copies of the same 
tries which have always proved themselves adepts at commercial retaliation, | Within @ reasonable time, nor do they contribute any facts of value in con 
and which have already given clear warning of their intentions. It must be | 2¢ction with pending legislation. . 

conceded that under the existing tariff all foreign sugar could readily have | The papers now transmitted are as follows: 


been shut out had the trust foregone a little of its great profits. 

We are to some extent engaged in the importation of refined sugar, but 
this might not be a sufficient reason for speaking for publication if our side 
of the case had any fair chance of presentation; but, as the majority of those 
who could express an opinion are preaet from stating anything at vari- 
ance with the wishes of the trust, I avail of the opportunity afforded by Sen- 
ator McENERY’Ss remarks. 

If it be deliberately decided to hand matters over to the trust without the 
small of any foreign competition, the verdict must be accepted, but 
meantime a little wholesome ventilation, even at the risk of repetition, can 
do no harm. 

Combinations of 0: ized capital are legitimate enough, but this is quite 
consistent with a belief that the trust as at present operated is the greatest 
enemy in the country to freedom of contract, and when it or -_ of its 
allies for fresh favors under fa!se pretenses, and displays such amaz- 
greed and rapacity, no one need apologize for s ing the truth. 

tor ALDRICH, when citing the undoubtedly depre: condition of the 
British refining industries in consequence of continental competition, over- 
stated it in saying that there were only two refineries now running, for I 
can give you the names of eleven belonging toseparate firms in active opera- 


on. 

It seems ludicrous, however, to draw any parallel between cisatlantic and 
transatlantic conditions. Apart from its control of the raw market, its vast 
=e its remurterative stock-exchange attachment, its immense profits on 

te, and the superiority in appearance of its granulated product 
as quae’ th the various competing (rates with which comparisons are 
made, trust has so completely enthralled the distributers that the trade 
can now truly be called a bondage rather than a business. 

A cleverly devised “ factor plan” entitles the factor (and most large buy- 
ers sooner or later become factors) to a rebate of three-sixteenths cent, 
which rebate, however, is withheld for a time as a pledge of loyalty, except 

'y in the cases of some powerful firms, who may deduct their three-six- 
ths cent from each invoice. 

The scheme is worked under the guise of State wholesale grocers’ asso- 
ciationa, the dents of which are usually salaried, and, as often as not, are 
mere scouts for the trust, reporting all misdemeanors, such as purchases of 
m= sugar. It is not a particularly pleasant thing to tell s of servi- 
tude in a free country, of the watching of carts, and of responsible firms buy- 
ing in the names of dummies, etc., but the following extract from a letter we 
received isa sample of how much freedom the American wholesale grocer has: 

“A few days after gi your brokersan order for . We were ad- 
vised that factors representing the American Sugar Refineries were not per- 

to handle soreige sugar. Weimmediately notfled Messrs. 

which notice reached them at least two weeks before the sugar was 

sugar has arrived, and we do not feel any responsibility for its 

under the circumstances. The railroad company have stored it subject 
order of your brokers.” 

the trust's orders are generally conveyed very circumspectly, some 
the wholesale grocers’ associations have issued printed notices forbidding 

in foreign rs, but such above-board prohibitions are apparently 

avoided. Such a system breeds pignt of jackals and “ heelers” to 
to the details of browbeating and bull ng. 

The of the trust have been very active in Ohio, where every use has 

the State law which imposes imprisonment or fiue for the sale 

of an article “if it is colored, coated, polished, or powdered, whereby damage 


1. Copy of repart of Special Agent Ira Ayer, of the Treasury Depa tment, 
dated June 26, 1895, with Exhibits A, B,O,D,and E and memorandum. 

2. Circular of July 10, 1882. 

8. Circular of March 20, 1871. 

4. Circular of June 26, 1875 

6. Circular of December 17, 1875. 
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12. Circular of January 7, 1884. 
18. Circular of July 23, 1884. 

14. Circular of September 28, 1886. 

15. Circular of February 3, 1888. 

16. Circular of March 23, 1891. 

17. Circular of May 7, 1891 

18 Circular of May 27, 1891 

19. Circular of February 1, 1896, 
20. Report of committee of Special Agents Chance and Ayer and Drug 

Examiner Leary, with Exhibits A, B,and C, June 17, 1896. : 
21. Circular of June 25, 1896. 
Respectfully, yours, 


L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


OFFICE OF SPECIAL AGENT, TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
New York, June 1895. 

Srr: Lacknowledge receipt of your letter dated November 27, 1894(R. H. B), 
with tMelosed communication from the Department relative to the establish- 
ment of rates of drawback on refined sugars manufactured from imported 
raw sugars paying duty under the present tariff 

The importance of the subject in its relation to the revenues has called for 
the collection and consideration of the most full and reliable data obtainable. 

The mode of determining the proper allowance of drawback on the refined 
products of raw sugars being dentadent on the mode of assessing duties 
under the ad valorem system, it is desirable to first consider the subject with 
reference to the commercial, dutiable, and productive values of such raw 
sugars. 





COMMERCIAL VALUES OF RAW SUGARS. 
The commercial values of nearly all raw sugars are determined by trade 


1 
rules or usages, which are, to a certain extent, arbitrary and crude, but 
which, nevertheless, are of general application in the markets from which 
this country receives its supplies. 

Formerly the values of raw sugars were fixed by their color and other 
conditions, ascertained by expert inspection; but more recently resort has 
been had to the polariscope, by means of which the percentage of crystalliza- 
ble sugar, or of “ purity,” is determined with approximate accuracy 

Upon such determinations all raw sugars used by refiners are bought and 
sold, except a few assorted East India sugars and an occasional sugar of low 
grade, the character and relative values of which, as compared with other 
sugars, are well understood. 

Tntil within the past year sales of first-class cane centrifugal sugars were 


= 
g 








ae 


fe 


or inferiority is concealed; or if, by _ means, {t is made to appear better nerally made on a basis of 96 degrees test, the terms of the sale providing 
value than it really is; or if it contains any added substance or | that to the price fixed for a %)-degree sugar should be added one thirty-see 


t which is poisonons or injurious to health." 

at owever, in this law forbidding the sale of sugar con- 
usual blue, for yoery all granulated or hard sugar (that made b 
included an infin 


ond of 1 cent per pound for each degree above such test, and that from such 
fixed price of a 16-degree sugar should be deducted one-sixteenth of | cent 
per pound for each degree below such test down to # degrees; below 4 de 


if 





trust ) has uantity of a blue colorant, which is | grees the allowance to be three thirty-seconds of | cent per px each 

as harmless as the yellow in mustard. But the parties interested in exclud- fe ee down, fractional parts of a degree in proportion. Under this rule the 

ing Rotten from Ohio are been spreading reports that the food com- | reduction of three thirty-seconds of a cent is rarely made, as sugars seldom 
was looking for fore 


su offending in this respect, and have 
thus intending purchasers. " — 


tely for himself, the commissioner arrested Mr. D. M. McCul- 
of Troy, Ohio, for selling some of the very well-known A Z R Lion 


vary 2 per cent from basis of sale. 

During the past year, however, the usage has become quite general to sell 
Cuba cane centrifugal sugars on a basis of % degrees test, the terms being, in 
brief, one thirty-second of a cent per pound up, or one-sixteenth of a cent per 





made by the Austrian sugar refinery at Aussig,and imported through und down, for each degree above or below the basis, fractions in propor 
us. ion; below 93 degrees test, three thirty-seconds of a cent per pound ich 
The State employed the speaker of the Ohio house of representatives and | degree down. (See Exhibit A.) 

two other lawyers—surely rather a strong team to bring against a grocer. ome Cuba centrifugals testing near to #4 degrees are sold on the basis of 

evertheless tackled the wrong grocer and the wrong sugar, and have | 94 degrees test, with the same rise and fall per degree, above and below 

defeated, as announced in your paper, although every technica int | basis, as in the case of such sugars of higher test above noted, the three 

Was used against the defendant, such as, we are told, the nonadmission of | thirty-seconds deduction beginning at 92 degrees Sales on the ¥t-degree 

of samples drawn from the same shipment, but from a different | basis are most generally made near the beginning and toward the close of 

ee that tested by theinspector. Thisarraignment of a ser forsell- | the sugar season, when sugars, as a rule, test lower than at the height of the 

ly good sugar which is sold all over the civil: world looks | season. ' 

very persecution. Cane centrifugals of still lower grades are sometimes sold on the basis of 

At request of the Austrian Government, the Secretary of State, Mr. | 91 degrees, 92 degrees, or 03 degrees, with like conditions of rise and f but 
=. hear, had full official samples drawn for analysis by the | such basis of settlement are exceptional 

Department, so that pen the dairy and food commissioner of In régard to what are kaown as Java centrifugals, the basis of sale is 

Ohio may have cause to regret action in this matter. almost invariahiy 96 degrees, sugars very near to that test being selected for 

the Americas: market, the rise and fall per pound for each degree above or 


below basis being the same as hereinbefore shown in the case of Cuba cane 
centrifugals sold on the same basis 

Similar rules apply to molasses and muscovado sugars, which are sold 
CERTAIN DRAWBACK ALLOWANCES. geaaeety on —_ of * on recs, but wee grades ee sold ou 
The Vice-Presiden rese Secretary soWer Dases, as, [or example, degrees, degrees, and 87 degrees st AS 
the . mted the following letter from the of these sugars are not involved in the present discussion. it is not regarded as 

, transmitting, in response to Senate resolution of June 17, 1897, oe ee oo 

mene o te ts on which the drawback allowances con- | 2©CeSs@ry to refer to them more particularly at this time. 
falned N 102, of June 2, 1896. divisi f toms, were ° Sales of cane centrifugals on the bases of 94 degrees, % degrees, and 96 
a yD ra. oO er Sec bree v : degrees test, with the conditions of rise and fall above noted, may be regarded 

TREASUK BPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE R RY, 


rmanent trade usage. As before noted, sales on the bases of 01 degrees 
Washington, D. C., June %, 1897. e legrees, or 93 degrees are exceptional, and generally grow out of unusual 


Incompliance with the resolution of the Senate of June 17, 1897, I have mditions of the sugar, as, for example, such as arise from mishap in manu- 
eshant transmit herewith copies of the evidence or statements on W facture or from damage. 
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Beet sugars are sold with practically the same conditions of . ana oA 
on the basis of their “net analysis,” which is determined nes 


éach 1 per cent of “ash” found in ‘the sugar 5 degrees of i 

The “net analysis” is understood resent the Droauotin ue ‘e 
. nd of degrees oak anatiyets wil produce & poakis Of bard reaned than 
and o ne 8 uce unds o re r. 
(See Exhi a 


The reason of the change of basis, hereinbefore mentioned, from % degrees 
to % degrees, in the case of Ouba centrifugals, is explained by the statement 
that Cu pater have found that it is more advantageous for them to 
make their first-product centrifugal sugar to test 95 degrees rather than 96 

sold on the 95-degree 


i 
actually testing % degrees, brings only one t -second of a cent if 
ies than the price of a 0-degres sugar u hder the same mar. oh on Co} 

ns, which enables the seller to obtain one thirty-second of a ws a9 per 
pound more than as though he had sold the same pagar on a basis of 96 de- 
grees test, with one-sixteenth of a cent per pound off for each degree below 


a 
“ftise stated in this connection that a wonky one thir 
f sol 


it's (See thet buses f suga t to the vari bases of 
appears o Tr are not averse 6 various 
tHement mentioned for the reason that thereby they ane more Hable to nad 
the sugars for what they really are, and hence secure with greater certainty 
the grades required for advantageous “‘ mixing" in refining, or for ‘Gaus 
of a< avasiay best adapted to the plant, and to the genera * plan of refining 
operations 
So much has the character of the sugars to do, under exist: My ape 

with profitable refinin, ng, that some oe are usted es ye Re he 
fining of raw sugarsof low and medium grades, while others, e 
in the production of hard refined sugars, use raw sugars of a rh grads, 
ranging, say, from 92 degrees to 98 degrees. 

ne reduction of one-sixteenth of er cent per pound, or of three thirty- 
seconds of a cent, as the case may be, for gooch OF below the basis of sal 
|when but one thirty-second of a cent is or each degree re suc 
| basis, is explained in the trade as being in part in the nature of a penal: 
- to seers to buyers (refiners) that sugars 8 Inot fall below the test Vise | TF 
of purchase 

1is view of the case seems to be sustained by the —_ that the deductions 
from standard value for each degree below the basis of sale are in all cases 


double or more than double the additions to Sanaed value for each degree 
above the test basis. 


DUTIABLE VALUES OF RAW SUGARS. 


After conference with the local appraising officers, and with the general 
aposatoer having most to do with the fea ppritigemnent of sugars, it is found 
there is asubstantial agreement between their mode of determining du- 

ble values and the mode of de g¢ commercial values rec by 


‘the trade. 

' By reference to pxbis A, the res of which relate to the valuation of 
— — it will beseen that 96 test is taken by the examiner 
as the 


valuation, one ee Ay) z a cent per pyeed up and one- 
sixteenth of a cent per pound down ; below 94 degrees, three 
y-seconds of a cent per pound om degree own fractions in proportion, 
Sek differences, if any, as may exist Se ap ng officers an 
the trade in the mode of valui is om invoiced on a basis of 


"sald 
or #4 degrees test must, = —s aes and full accept- 
ance of such bases for the determination of et values. 


PRODUCTIVE VALUES OF RAW SUGARS. 


and from cebecolent raw beet 
zation and are of about 88 degrees * 
The determination of drawback product 


wance o 
from beet sugars is ple, and can be treated in & Ser wood, 
The cane cen which are now to be y considered as ontee 
into and bro's uction of hard refined from 92 degrees = 
egrees, and sold on - ayreres bases from degrees toand including 
d 8 test, oe an Gat ee 


roper 7 in this isconnection, that inspeakin the rise and fall 
ot ous b <> -eseon d of a cent up, or of one- feenth ofa cent per 


und down, for ea = degree ee the as established by trad 
a - OPon sen th ot th the aboxbor bel 


ee that one-sixteenth of a a 
as the correct measure of the difference per degree be- 
Sweet Pike wrod 

As this 
to 


‘productive or intrinsic values of sugar for refi purposes. 
tement has an im bearin ar emcbion.§ po Sey 


t 
pros Ses ners tion and to show that it is not true, 
has been t the trade rules or usages whi a pasiameneded 
ues of eee ol ver sugars are ed are, Soortaie extent, arbi- 


This will » made clear when it is considered constantly 
in value,and that the a ot = — 
shed by usage, being fixed, can not, in the na’ 


Fake contbiees ¢ of the market. ee be De phones t 
ent b tho uso of va eporrbt ob = = increase cor en 
ra 


iad been fixed, or r by 


the 
fevantter ts let it be es ees a xen 


pound fairy Fepr t the val we, bot ween the =F cent 
Sai we geeee i ten econ nao 
a en cen ‘eotng of doe: 

would not j 


— 4 cents per pound, the one-sixteenth of —~ atone 
tise Ineraned relative difference between the intrinsic values of the two 


th soe eaepeeee been doubled, the 
panera eee ve boy =z dou hae bled, king as Senn 
Beers een pg pou 
SES t of mt supposed, "On od thereto or 
reen 5a. r cen 
ofr r above or Pee 


— 
the rule of deducting pacman & 
below the basis of sale, which 


a ely conaiforeton un 


pee eet ner aan 





“ sat ones 
ew sugar are cece 
the vibe a 
to make uction =o 
practice su the ay or terme Of the 
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duty on a value in excess of the actual commercial or productive value of 


os 
or example, suppose a sugar sold ona basis of 96 degrees is invojca 
entered at 2 cents per pound and is Some by the app r to teat but 
grees. In such case the appraiser refuses uce entered val : 
importer or saree competed to fine Bay duty on one-sixteenth of a'.. 
per pound more than the —— ce of the sugar. ; 
Assuming that the one ‘aanes second of acent per pound, which by... 
and sellers agree to accept as the measure of difference in value for o. 7 
of test above the basis of sale, is the true measure of such diffe ren 
fo found that the penalty aren in the one-sixteenth deduction amou 
of a cent ker pound. —— 
In'enc case duty on one tpirty second of @ cent per pound more 
Gm Soe duty is the sugar. rere per centof one thirty-second ey uals 
rs lcent, which would be the amount that the importer bi a 
‘orced to pay on each pound of sugar in excess of the proper . 
a test 1 dew, 


ind 


Sea arts art coals soot corresponding to 
Seeman, f tallizable in a high 
rue a nd of ¢ sugar ina le of ray 
or Lene what m0 vothene pound of oryetallianble sugar = Stow W s 
ower 
One Feason for this is thet in a low-grade s there is greater bulk, with 
less relative extracta’ ue, which m t the relative cost of ) 
ages, of t, of labor in handling of | of plant, and of refining materials, ag 
com th the value of the resul refined products, is greater in |ow- 
pe ee ee 
Another iu refining a su of low @ there isa ter 


degradation in value of -+.. 


reason is that 
propertions “inversion” and con ; 
invert ™ sugar must appear in the jow- 


coke ica which in a ie form of * 


ned sugars and sirup product. 

oe s have a Gearins upon the case not her: re 

ae ae of w would see pooper at this point 
a low-grade raw sugar uri ihe teareaeed cost of y 
from increased pro t 
thaterials ete ip Bot isnot an element of du a value, and « t 
of refnin *k allow ene e, the 
only such Gheakont oe under cs ad Felranen ao the relative pr oduc- 
tive par of the raw material consumed, when compared with a fixed stand- 


yin, ond refining materials incid 

sugar from a raw sugar testing 

cobae hochtont be to the production of pound of hard » 

sugar from raw sugars of other tests Seema tune meereend 6 c grees 
ed, and — m rt-y _— unascertainal 

7, erence it is found the at the one 


thine eonlli, aalek ana teen be ring all penalt 
second, w! ma as cove consideratio: 
leas the one-e ‘htie Sear ich was ctnsthired to. eover ar, eral ide : 


th before 
ot in invoicing, is three one-hund and 
Bas of © penalty arising from it may be assumed covers all other pe salt Vy con: 


erations. P 
This ee a and sit would be i ae three Afths of 1 
cent of the ave’ ice of a 96-d cane centrifugal sugar from Sep- 
Pember 6 1804, to April 10, 18. (See Ixhibit D.) 
See ees a ee ee eng pounds to the draw- 
on 


han 2 pounds of hard refi sugar 
The ificance of this difference is further and perhaps more clear! 
—— the sckewter: 

value to the refiner of 1 pound of hard refined sugar produced fr. 
low ie sugar is exactly the same as the value of 1 pound of such sugar jy 


duced from a high-grade raw " 
va brom market reper oo E) and from the ee eS erther er 
report ra cane centrifugal w« 
used in the production of 1 = bane wets’ Soieba onder, 1: eae ars that the 
ee of sugar refined from a raw sugar testing 0 
degrees made u or: 
*Ra ect in the refined — 
ra je 
tal; that tctally lost or destro iia pres of Seer cont — cost to 
refining and loss by d a value of Silieer of 1 pound 
crystal “inverted ” in such process. ........... Reed refined sugar 

tail refining expenses, incl Re taterest, tas es, ee 


insurance, wear and repairs of plant, etc. _.... 5 
From the same data, modified by information received from refiners. it 


al that such cost, in case of a raw sugar testing 94 degrees, is made up 
o — 
Raw sugar as above noted (*), not less than...... 100 per cent = cost to 
ee maciearnsias seaner of 1 p ound 
anne Detntinth és iad bush Uhédpbuenbanieucéie hard refined sugar. 
Ha" in prod it becomes apparent th int 
Hferenees in producing the pound of har 
Segura, of raw sugars covered by this d iM is- 
not be further conside considered. 
See et teh which in the various grades of 
of Sa Laeeiatina italien ates aederences cunt Vo 
erences must be 
ee .1 ont han cost of refining, it can not be 
any point of view relative difference between 
u Pag such sugars for each degree above the basis is ons 
d NM fF $y same time one-sixteenth or 
thirty-seconds of a Cont per pound, aS enue may 0, for each degree 
any —_ a of the it could be made 50 appear at 
one-sixteen cen pound does erence in p 
ctiveor nee ve valte between sugars a : i ip a in Sent, ss r 
recurs, why, . cen poun > 
as the coe eae each above basis 
it be answered that the ah Pees bases + varying | 
degree in test is but one thirty of pn tho claim thst 
one-sixteenth of a cent robe cleaih cikeieke of Saino as betwee 
such sugars is effectually of, since ta a trade trade transaction the fixing 
the | of the basis price of a sugar the price for ees sont. the basis 
pice See no case con’ by any arbitrary trade or consideration 


of one ee yer cent per pound per de- 
nor of one-sixteenth of a cent per a ner cog 
citasy manner 7 ond 


n arbi 
ween the intrinsic or 
roe domes. that the one-sixteenth of a 


al aiferencee ied 
ais font sentation of dat 


oo eer 








(2) The prices fixed on the several bases of sale constitute for the time 
and for each individual transaction, standards of commercial and in- 
Giving fel weight to these deductions, and notwithstanding the arbitrary 
rule of and fall to and from bases, respectively, fixed by trade usage, it 
: of necessity be assumed for the purposes of this discussion that the 
ive commercial values of raw sugars, determined in manner as herein- 
shown and modified by the penalty consideration of one thirty-second 
‘of lcent hereinbefore noted, practically represent their several intrinsic or 
or productive values for pera rosea. 

Po assume otherwise would to assume that refiners do not know the 
relative productive values of the several kinds and grades of raw sugars 
which they refine. 

Any form of regulation gevernin allowance of drawback on refined prod- 
ucts of raw sugars subject to an ad valorem rate of duty must be based on 
this cnmmmatien. 

The usion follows— 

That the value of the material consumed in the manufacture of 1 pound 
of hard sugar from a raw sugar of a given test is substantially the 
game as the value of the material consumed in the manufacture of another 

of hard refined sugar from a raw sugar of a different grade or test, 
provided only that the bases of value of such raw sugars were fixed on the 
same market conditions. 

It has been seen that buyers and sellers of all grades of raw sugars, by the 

of their contracts, agree that for each degree of polariscope test above 
basis of sale one thirty-second of 1 cent per pound shall be added to the 


i 


7 fixed for such basis. Contracts are made constantly recognizing such 
ipule of gradation, and the addition under this rule is certainly free from all 
taint or tion of *‘ penalty ” hereinbefore considered. 


The fact t the additions for commercial value are invariably one thirty 

second of 1 cent per pound for each degree of test above the basis, whatever 

basis may be and whatever the state of the market, suggests that such 

itions, although arbitrary and inexact, must necessarily, and may with 

to Government, be taken as the measure of difference in produc- 
values of raw sugars of different degrees of varity. 

If, with raw sugar at a given basis value, the one thirty-second of 1 cent 
were an accurate measure of the difference per degree in productive values 
of such raw sugars, its use in determining the value of a 96-degree sugar, un- 

the same market conditions, either by addition in case of sugars below 96 
btraction in case of sugars above that test, would lead to 
accurate results. 


If the basis value of the raw su 


r were such as to make the measure of 
one thirty-second too 


eat, then addition would make the price of a 96-degree 
suger too high, and subtraction would make it too low. 

the value of the raw sugar were such as to make the measure of 

-second too small, then addition would make the price of a 96- 

sugar, so found, too low, and subtraction would leave it too high. 

t is in the interest of the revenue to make and to leave the %-degree sugar, 

er the pan pre taken as the basis of drawback determina- 

at alow rather na high valuation, but as has been noted, either too 

great or too small a measure would work both for and against such interest. 

The fact that the use of any measure will work in Gpposite ways, when 
used either above or below the 9-degree standard, considered in connection 
with the fact that nearly all the raw sugars from which hard refined sugars 

made from #4 d to %8 rees, indicates that the variations 
poleeed out will be prac y self-correcting. 

Such injustice, if any, as the use of this measure of relative values may 
work to the refiner or eeporter in the plan rape for determining draw- 
back allowance must, it is believed, be held to be solely chargeable to the 
method of determining the commercial values of raw sugars established by 

e and recognized by the appraising officers of the Government in 
g dutiable values. 


“YIELD” OF REFINED PRODUCTS FROM RAW SUGARS. 


In seeking the fullest information possible relative to the “ yield” of refined 
ucts from raw sugars of different kinds and grades, I addressed a letter 
the cipal refiners of the country, dated January 5, 1895, inclosing a tabu- 
we each was requested, as far as practicable, to fillout. (See 
The names of the refiners to whom this letter was addressed are: Nash, 
& Co., Boston, Mass.; H. O. Bavqporer, promdent of the American 
Refining Compeny. New York, N. Y.; . Howell, Son & Co., New 
ork, N. Y., for Mollenhauer Sugar Refining Company, New York, N. Y., 
and National Sager Refining Company, Yonkers, N. Y.; the W. J. McCahan 
mpany, Ph ladelphia. Pa.; William Henderson, New Orleans, 
; Cun m & Millom Sugar Land, Tex. 
From Nash, Spaulding & Co. no reply whatever was received, although 
mt letters were sent them, a copy of the last of which, dated 
1, will be found—Exhibit B. 
= ee of January 5, 1895, the W. J. McCahan Sugar Refining Com- 
Rare the National _ oe Conpeny anes a gonee 6 Man 
1895, and March respectively, stating r inability to furnis 
data desired (Exhibit B) 


Mesers. Conmingnens & Miller yogued under date of April 13, 1895, availin, 


'y of the use of the blank form which had been furnishe 
(See tC.) A similar response was received from William Hen- 
under date of April 18, 1895. 


Sworn statements were subsequently received from both of these firms, 
pabshentialy tee information which they had first sent as per form 


) 
er Refin Company furnished a sworn statement 
2 foe exit 









April 
eee. president of the American 8 Refining Company. 
information by letters dated, respectively, February A and ell 
Sherer, sugar expert in of the United States laborator 


new 979 ih by letter through the appraiser, date 
tion of the same question made at San Francisco, Cal., in 
sworn statement of E. L. G. Steele, president and man- 
what was then known as the American Sugar Re Company, of 
certain figures taken from that statement (Exhibit A, with my 

24, 1886) are used in this report. 

ment of the information received from the sources above 
solely to the refined 


the ucts to of hich 
to do in order ten just aes Sake Rents hed, hard refined 
considered as testing 100 degrees, soft refined 92 degrees, 
of the tabulated statement (Exhibit D) shows that the vield 
. Havemeyer, presiden American 
a recovery in refining of 94.4 pounds of cryatal from 
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pounds of crystal in the raw sugar, or ur one-hundredths of a 
pound in excess of the average 

After due consideration, it is regarded as just and safe to accept 02 pounds 
of hard refined sugar and 6 pounds of sirup as the “yield” from 100 pounds 
of raw cane centrifugal sugar testing 96 degrees by the polariscoy« 

Upon these quantities calculations are based in determining the proper 
rate of drawback allowance on such hard refined sugar and sirup made from 
raw cane centrifugal sugar : 

Hard refined sugars of standard test rang 


twenty-f 


‘ generally from ™ degrees to 


99.9 degrees, and such sugars are regarded as testing minally 100 degrees 
The test of the sirup product, which is understood to avera rbout 40 
degrees, is taken at not less than 38 degrees, and its w: ita less than 
11} pounds per gallon. 
J eaverage price of raw cane centrifugal sugar testing % degr from 
September 1, 1894, to April 18, 1895, duty paid, was 3.27 3} id, and 
of granulated sugar during the same period 3.88 conts per pound 
Investigation shows that 5 cents per gallon isa fair valuation to 1 e upon 
sirup at this time, in condition As “ thrown" from the centrifu 
From the foregoing data are obtained the following figures 
Value of 92 pounds granulated sugar at 3.882 cents ven See 
Value of 6 pounds sirup (one-half gallon) at 5 cents .................-..- a) 
Total value of refined products ; neiieativctiinas nonce. wee 


Let it be assumed, for the purpose of finding a formula for the ascertain 
ment of the relative dutiable values of the material used in the manufacturo 
of 1 pound of hard refined sugar and of 1 gallon of sirup, that the dutiable 
value of 1 pound of raw cane centrifugal sugar testing 9 degrees is 2 cents. 
Value of 100 pounds at 2 cents $2. 

Then— 


Total value of re- 
fined products. 


Value of material 


for refined Value of refined Value of material 


+ products. sugar, for refined sugar 
$3.96 2 $3.571 $1.985 
Value of refined Value of material 
sirup for sirup 
$3.596 b | $0.025 $0.0139 
= ;$0.0215 == dutiable value of material in 1 pound of hard refined sugar. 
$0.0139 


§0.0278 


go ders 40 per cent = $0.0086 — duty on materialin 1 pound hard refined sugar. 

).0278 at 40 per cent = $0.0112 = duty on material in | gallon 

Weight of raw material consumed in ) 
manufacture of 1 pound hard re 
fined sugar. ) 

Weight of raw material consumed ) 
equivalent to value of material in | 
gallon sirup. 


The foregoing figures show that for every pound of hard refined s 
exported there may be properly allowed a drawback of the duty on 14 pour 
of raw cane cent rifugat sugar testing 95 degrees, and that for « 
the sirup product, valued at 5 cents per gallon, in condition : 
from the centrifugal, there may be allowed a drawback equal to the « 
paid on 1} pounds of such raw sugar 

The conclusion reached in this report in the discussion under the head of 
“ Productive values of raw sugars"’ indicates that, having established proper 
bases of allowance for hard refined sugar and sirup made from raw cane 
centrifugal sugar testing 96 degrees, such grade may be taken as representa- 
tive of the several grades of raw cane centrifugals testing, say, from 92 
degrees to 98 degrees and higher 

‘rom the findings referred to, it follows that when hard refined sugar is 
made from cane centrifugal sugars testing either above or | 
and not below 9 degrees, by the polarisc ype, the equivalent 
value or corresponding market value of a 9-degree sugar may b 


dutiable value of material in 1 gallon sirup 


sirup 


80.0215 ne 
y L075 pounds 12 p 


‘ munds. 


UU 


yer 
# 33 1.39 pounds, say 1} pounds. 







r below 06 degrees, 
produc tive 


found by 


adding to the dutiable value of the sugars used, for each degree below 6 
degrees and not below 9 degrees, one thirt y-second of 1 


. cent per pound, or 
by subtracting from the dutiable value of the sugars used one thirty-second 
of 1 cent per pound for each degree above 96 degrees; proportionate parts of 


the one thirty-second of 1 cent per pound, increase or reduction of value, 
being added or subtracted for fractions of degrees of test, as above noted. 


The corresponding dutiable value per pound of %6-degree sugar being so 
found, the value of the raw sugar actually used in the manufacture of the 
hard refined sugar may be determined by allowing the value of 1, pounds of 
such 9-degree sugar for each pound of hard refined sugar exported. 

In the case of raw-beet sugars, it has been shown that the “net analysis’ 
—— the productive value or “ yield” of such sugars 

‘or example, a raw beet sugar showing a polarization, say, « 
and of 88 degrees “net analysis,’’ would give a 
refined sugar. 

The resultant sirup product from the refining of raw beet sugars 1s pr 
tically of no commercial value. 

It is plain, therefore, that when hard refined sugar is made wholly from 
imported beet sugars the dutiable value of the material used for each pound 
of the exported article may be determined by dividing the dutiable value of 
1 pound of the material used by the decimal denoting the * net analysis” of 
such material. 

From figures already presented, it has been seen that the value of 1} 
pounds of cane centrifugal sugar, testing “3 degrees, may be taken as repre- 
senting the value of the material entering into the manufacture of 1 gallon 
of the sirup product resultant from refining such raw sugar, the valuation 
of such sirup being placed at 5 cents per gallon 

As before shown, the test of such sirup is placed at not less than 38 de- 
grees and its weight at not less than 11} pounds per gallon 

{f the sirup be made from a sugar testing above or below 96 degrees, it is 
manifest that the dutiable value of the sugar allowance for 1 gallon of sirup 
should be found in manner as hereinbefore shown in the case of hard refined 
s 


’ 


f 94 degrees 
yield of 88 pounds of hard 


nasmuch as the value of the sirup greatly fluctuates, the regulation pro- 
vides that such value be declared by the manufacturer on the export entry, 
and that such declared value be subject to verification by the-collector. 

It is further provided that, if the value of the sirup be found to be above 
or below 5 cents per gallon, the value of the material used in such sirup may 
be determined bya epateea increase or reduction in the quantity of 
sugar (1¢ pounds), taken as hereinbefore provided, as the measure of such 
value. 


It may be here remarked that the adjustment of the basis of drawback 
allowance herein fixed for the sugar and sirup products is such as to provide 
for a value of the sirup in condition as thrown from the centrifugal as high 

8 cents per gallon without detriment to the Government. As the regula- 
tion provi only for sirup in condition as “ thrown” from the centrifugal, 
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without having undergone any Pages or other clarifying process, it will 
probably not exceed that limit of value. 

The drawback on the onger product is relatively so large, compared with 
that on the sirup product, that it is obviously unnecessary to provide for a 
declaration of its value on the export entry. 


SUMMARY. 

The investigation shows: 

1. Under the ad valorem system of collecting duties on raw sugars the 
mode of determining drawback allowance on refined products must depend 
primarily on the mode of valuing sugars commerciaily and for dutiable pur- 
poses. 

2. Under trade usage raw sugars are generally bought and sold on various 
bases of test, with a rise of one erro of 1 cent per pound for each de- 
gree above basis and a fall of one-sixteenth of | cent per pound for each de- 
gree below basis, 2 degrees down; for each degree below basis, beginning 
with the third degree, the fall is three thirty-seconds of l cent per pound, 
fractions of a degree in proportion. 

3. These rules, although arbitrar 
tically adopted by the appraising o 
dutiable value of imported raw su 


and inexact, are recognized and prac- 
cers of the Government in fixing the 
gars. 

4. The fall of one-sixteenth or of three thirty-seconds of a cent per pound, 
as the case may be, for each degree below basis, is found to include in part a 
penalty consideration, 

5. Under the law, only so much of the rise or fall from bases values of raw 
sugars of various grades as stands for the measures of difference in “ yield” 
or productive value of such sugars can be considered in determining draw- 
back allowance. 

6. From considerations presented, it is regarded as necessary and safe to 
accept the one thirty-second of a cent rise as the measure of difference in 
productive value for each degree of variation in test in case of raw cane 
centrifugal su. testing from 92 degrees to 98 degrees and higher, when 
bought under the same market conditions. 

7. Under present refining and trade conditions it is found hecessary to 
provide only for drawback allowance on hard refined sugars made from raw 
cane centrifugal sugars testing from 92 degrees to 98 degrees and higher, or 
from beet sugars. cidentally, provision has been made for the sirup prod- 
uct resultant from setining such cane centrifugal iy? 

8. From the most reliable sources of information it is found that 92 pounds 
of hard refined sugar and 6 pounds of sirup are obtainable from 100 pounds of 
raw cane cetrifugal su testing 96 degrees by the polariscope. 

9. On an assumed valuation for a raw cane centrifugal sugar testing 96 de- 
gress and ascertained values for hard refined sugar and sirup, it is found 

urther that for every pound of hard refined sugar exported there may be 
allowed 14, pounds of such raw sugar and that the value of the material in 1 
gallon of sirup, valued at 5 cents per gallon, is equal to the value of 1f pounds 
of such raw sugar. 

10. It is obvious that when the hard refined sugar is made from 96 de 
raw cane centrifugal, the drawback allowance on each pound of the refined 
product will be the duty paid on gy Pounds of such raw sugar, as shown by 
the import entry and invoice, less the logal deduction of 1 per cent; and that 
such allowance on 1 gallon of the resultant sirup, valued at 5 cents, will be 
the duty paid on 4 ages of such raw sugar, less the same deduction. 

ll. With respec raw cane centrifugals testing from 92 degrees to 98 de- 
pe and higher, when sold under the same market conditions, the principle 

established that equal values produce results which are so nearly equal 
that for as purposes they may be treated as equal. 

12. With respect to such ars and within the limits of test mentioned, 
bases prices, being controlled by no arbitrary trade rule, represent, for the 
a and for each individual transaction, standards of productive and 
market value. 

13, From such standards the dutiable values of such sugars are determined, 
and whether their ascertained test be above or below 96 degrees, the equiva- 
lent productive value, or corresponding dutiable value, of a 96-degree sugar, 
sold uncer the same market conditicus, may be found by the use of the one 
thirty-second measure of value, either by addition or subtraction. as herein- 
before pointed out. For fractions of degrees of test, proportionate parts of 
the one thirty-second measure of value may be used. 

14. Since, as has been shown, oA values produce equal results, the value 
of the 9%6-degree sugar so found is then taken to represent the value of the 
raw sugar actually used, and the drawback allowance is based on the use of 
14; pounds of such %-degree sugar, so valued. 

Tn submitting the form of regulation which follows it is perhaps desira- 
ble to state that for reasons herein noted provision is made only— 

1. For the establishment of a drawback rate on hard refined sugars made 
from raw cane centrifugals testing not lower than 92 degrees, and from raw 

eet sugars. 

2. For the establishment of a drawback rate on the sirup resultant from 
refining the cane centrifugals above noted, in condition as “ thrown“ from 
the centrifugal. 

“PORM OF REGULATION. 


‘‘On the exportation of loaf, cut loaf, cube, granulated, or powdered sugar 
refined wholly from imported raw sugars, and ‘ stove dried’ or dried by any 
other equally effective process, a drawback will be allowed equal in amount 
to the duties paid on the pernee sugars used in such manufacture, less the 
legal deduction of 1 per cent. 

* When such ‘hard refined’ sugars of standard test are made wholly from 
éane ‘centrifugals* testing 96 degrees ae see eer, drawback shall be 
based on a x of material used, to etermined by allowing 1,4, pounds 
of such raw sugar for each pound of ‘ hard refined’ sugar exported, and the 
dutiable value of such material shall be ascertained by reference to liquidated 
value on the import i: . 

“When such hard refined sugars are made from cane centrifugal sugars 
testing either above or below 9) degrees and not below 92 degrees by the 
polariscope, the equivalent productive value or sornenensing dutiable value 
of 96-degree sugar shall be found by adding to the dutiable value of the 
sugars used, for each degree below % degrees and not below 92 degrees, one 
thirty-second of 1 cent faad pound, or by subtracting from the dutiable value 
of the sugars used one thirty-second of | cent A sgt for each degree abov: 
96 degrees. Proportionate parts of the one t y-second of 1 cent per pow 
increase or reduction of value shall be added or subtracted for fractions of 
degrees of test as above noted. 

“The corrésponding dutiable value per pound of 96-degree sugar being so 
found, the value of the raw sugar a used in the manufacture of the 
refined sugar shall be determined by allowing the value of - * of such 
a sugar for each pound of hard refined sugar expo: i 

“When such refined sugars are made wholly from improved beet sugars, 
the dutiable value of the material used for each pound of the er pete 
shall be determined by dividing the dutiable value of 1 pound of the mate: 
used by the decimal! denoting the * net anal ‘ of such material. 

“The dutiable value of the material in the manufacture of the sirup 
»yroduct of the cane sugars above described shall be determined by allo 
er each gallon of such sirup in condition as ‘thrown’ from the cen 

testing not less than 38 degrees, weighing not less than 11} pounds per 





and valued at 5 cents per gallon, 1f pounds of 96 degree sugar. the dnti. 
value of which material shall be found as hereinbefore provided in t —— 
of hard refined sugars. : 

“ The value of such sirup shall be declared by the manufacturer on the ex. 
port entry, which declaration shall be verified by the collector; and the. , alue 
of the material used in oes valued above or below 5 cents per gallon shall 
be fixed by increasing or reducing the quantity of sugar above noted to corra. 
spond tot e increase or reduction above or below the 5 cents per gallon abovg 
specifie 

“On requisition of collectors, appraising officers shall furnish polarisc. pe 
tests, ‘net analysis,’ and other conditions of valuation not recorded on t)\s 
import invoices, for use in liquidation of drawback entries. > 

“The ——— of sugar and sirup exported shall be ascertained jy 


United States weighers and gaugers, respectively, and samples shal] ba 
taken, as ordered by the collector, to be submitted to theappraiser for report 
of polariscope test of sugar and sirup, weight of sirup per gallon, and such 


expert analysis as may be requisite.’ 
hould it me necessary to provide for the same forms of refined prod. 
ucts made from other kinds or grades of sugar, or for other forms of the 
refined products, further investigation and report would be necessary. 
I return herewith Department letter dated October 22, 1894, addressed tg 
the collector, also exhibits marked from A to E, inclusive. 


Respectfully, yours, 
IRA AYER, Special Agent, 


Hon. James T. KILerera, 
Collector of Customs, New York, N. Y. 


EXHIBIT A. 
(Czarnikow, Macdougall & Co., Limited, New York.] 

Samples to be drawn mutually by sellers and buyers and polarization of 
same to be made by two chemists selected, one by sellers and the other by 
buyers, the results to be averaged for basis of settlement, which is to be mado 
» one thirty-second up or one-sixteenth down ee degree above or below 

. fractions in proportion. Polarizations of the samples to be also mads 
by a third chemist, these results to be used in cases where the other two 
cliemists differ over one-half point, when the two nearest of the three wil] 

ecide the average. 

Below 94de s test, three thirty-seconds cent per pound per degree down. 

Centrifu basis 96 degrees. 

Below 93 degrees test, three thirty-seconds cent per pound per degree down, 

Centrifugals basis 95 degrees. 

Molasses and musco sugars below 84 degrees test, three thirty-seconds cent 
per pound per degree down. 

THE CoLoNtIAL Cou’p., LONDON, May th. 
THE AMERICAN SUGAR REFINING Co., City: 


Nine hundred and seventeen (917) copteitews) sugar, at 3} cents per 

pound, basis 92 Sogrem, and twenty-two hundred and forty-seven (2,247) bags 

molasses 8 , at 24 cents per pound, basis 89 Gogress ex. steamship Prins 
Fred’k Hendrik, from Demerara, B. G., and Trinidad, B. . I. Net cash, 

payable in ten days’ actual time. To be taken at Woodruff's stores, Brook- 
yn, less hghterage. 

Samples to be drawn ray Me sellers and buyers, and polarization of 
same to be made by two chemists selected, one by the sellers and the other 
by the buyers, the results to be averaged for basis of settlement, which is to 
be made at a or ys down per degree above or below basis, fractions in pro- 
portion. Po riantisan of samples to be also made by a third chemist; these 
results to be used in cases where the other two chemists differ over } point, 
when the two nearest of the three will decide the average. 
Below 94 degrees test, + cent per pound per degree down. 


Below 84 t, t d d d , 
Ow SE degrees tosh, # Cont Por BOARNIKOW, MACDOUGALL & CO. 


May 5. 
Bartram Bros. The American Sugar Rf. Co. 


127 . centrifu; sugar, at 3jc. 
Be bee athe on at 24c. % 


Colon, 700 


merestye. =. as. 
gue uiya. two, 
‘Dolsulo, 1400. 

At —— per pound basis, 9% & 89 av . gy Up or yy down, to 04 & &4 test. 
Any euler 4 owe from 94 & 84 test. Net cask, ten days delivery, actual 
tare. Samples and tested as customary to fix price. 
Ex. ship schr. Wandrian in harbor from San Domingo. 

STANNART & TABOUT. 


(Contract of sale.] 
James Connell to Am. Sugar Refg. Oo. 


Mr. G. A. E. Irving: Messrs: The American 8 Rfg. Co. 

Say, 200 bags Jamaica muscovado sugar arrived per 8. 8. Argonaut, at 2t 
cts. per pound, basis 88° arg. test. Landed weights. Cashintendays. Sugar 
to be taken at Woodruff's Stores, Brooklyn, less meetatee. Damaged, if 
any, to be taken at-a fair allowance, to be settled by : un eemigned. - 

AM . CONNELL, 


ES 
By H. 8. CONNELL. 


May Ist. 


MARE: A. 


Samples to be drawn mutually by sellers and buyers, and polarizations of 
same to be made by two chemists selected, one by the sellers and t':e other 


by buyers, the ts to be averaged for basis of settlement, which is to be 
made at sy up or Se per degree above or below fractions in pro- 
rtion. Polarizations of the samples to be also made by a third chemist, 


ese results to be used in cases where the other two chemists differ over + 
point, when the two nearest of the three will decide the average. 
Any mark or marks below 84 degrees to be omitted from the average, and 
3 gene down on such to be at the rate of 4 ct. per pound per degree from 
egrees. 


The invoice value of per 


nd herein stated is nominal: and, in 
accordance with the condition of the sale 


t of these goods and 
at the port of land- 

r b. for every 
a over 96° polariscope test, in case said test more than %6°, 
onl fe like manner there must be deducted ¥ ¢. per Ib. for every degree 
under 96°, in order to make the actual cost tair market value of these 
goods at the time and place of shipment. 


the custom, these sugars are to be 
a and there must be added to said valuation , c. pe 


[The above stamp is used by J. M. Ceballos & Co. on their invoices. ] 
Remarks regarding the methods of selling Cuban cane centrifugal sugars. 


trifugals Seating 96 degrees and u 
cnn chit on bac aka at Go bagtete a0 te oa per pound; if they should teas 





1897. 





95 d the price obtained would be only 2,4, cents (after deducting the 
one-sixteenth cent allowance from 96 Gogrece to % degrees). Those same 
1,000 of sugar sold on the basis of 9% degrees on the same day would 
obtain 244 cents. In other words, at the time the sale is effected the difference 
made between 95 de sand 96 degrees is only one thirty-second cent, but 
on sales made basis #6 degrees, if they actually test 95 degrees, the allowance 
for this 1 degree is one-sixteenth cent. The recognized allowance, as a 
difference in the price between 95 degrees and % degrees in the market to- 
day, is one ae cent. 

m sugars have sold at 2, cents for % de 
cents for 06 degrees. 
has the advan 
the —— test 
second cent hs 
for 96 d 8 


ees and on the same day 2} 
In these sales the one selling at 2,, cents for 95 degrees 

e over the one selling at 2} cents for % degrees, because if 

degrees he always would get 2} cents by adding one yo 
for the 1 degree above, while the man that sells at 2} cents 
hould his sugars test 95 degrees) will be only getting 2, cents 
after deducting the one-sixteenth cent allowance. In other words, by selling 
basis 9 degrees, if sugars go down to 95 degrees, the seller gives away one 
thirty-second cent more than if he sold basis % degrees. (Memorandum 
statement from J. M. Ceballos & Co.) 


90...-fb 


.---gy advance. 
96.... Value. j : 
95...-26 Fraction of y; or », of a cent for fractions of degrees to 
a rhe of a degree. 
Tins 
92... 
91.... 


{Memorandum furnished by Examiner Jacobs, of the sugar division, pur- 
pad to show mode of appraisement, or of ascertaining dutiable value of 
sugars. 


EXHIBIT B. 


OFFICE OF SPECIAL AGENT TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
New York, N. Y., January 5, 1895. 

DEAR Sr: In connection with an inquiry which has been ordered by the 
Department looking to the establishment of a just rate of drawback on the 
exportation of refined sugars made from imported raw sugars on which 
duties have been paid, I will thank you to fill out the inclosed form, basing 
the data furnished on your knowledge and experience as a refiner. 

In those cases where, under the eey processes of refining pursued in 
this country, there would be no output of certain of the refined products 
—- in the form, please fill in the spaces with a straight horizontal dash, 
t 


would result from refining the highest grades of raw sugars, and that such 
relative high production would diminish with the lower grades of raw sugar 


It is further understood that it would be difficult, and, indeed, impossible, 
to give results that would be true for each kind or lot of raw sugar used of 
a given test, but itis hoped that, taking your refining operations in their 
general results for a given period, say for one year, you will be enabled to 
furnish data that may be accepted as substantially correct, and which may 
serve as a basis for drawback allowance that shall prove practically just both 
to the Government and the refiner. 

It is usual in these cases to ask for a sworn statement from the manufac- 
turer, and I will thank you, therefore, to have the statement, when com- 
pleted, duly sworn to. 

In order that this may be done consistently, the space below the tabulated 
form may be utilized for such npiananers remarks as may be necessary, in 
order to place the whole subject in a just light. 

The oath may be taken by the superintendent of the refinery or by the 
“refiner,”’ so called, or, indeed, by anyone authorized to represent the refin- 
ing company in such capacity, and who has knowledge of the facts set forth 
in the statement. 

Bespeaking your earnest attention to the subject, and hoping fora prompt 
and full response, covering, if possible, all the data required, I am, 


Respectfully, yours, 
IRA AYER, Special Agent. 


Toe W. J. McCAHAN SUGAR REFINING CoMPANY, 
Philadelphia, January 7, 1895. 

DEAR Srr: Yours of January 5 received. As we have only been refining 

nae for a little over a year, and having used considerable domestic molasses 
sorghum sugar, it is impossible for us to give 
ee you an estimate which would be pract 
inability to furnish data. 
e are, truly, yours, 


ros exact results, and could 
cally useless regarding our 


Tae W. J. McCAHAN SuGAR REFINING Co., 
W. J. McCAHAN, President. 
Mr. IrA AYER. 


NATIONAL SUGAR REFINING COMPANY, Yonkers, March 6, 1895. 


DEAR Sir: The inquiry of the Treasury Department regarding sugar- 
refinery products which you have forwarded to us has received careful 
attention. It would hardly be possible for us to furnish the information re- 
quested, for the following reasons: 

First. Our refinery has been running but little more than a year, and our 
work has been necessarily irregular, and to some extent experimental, and 
our results would be consequently of less value as a basis for calculation of 
drawback than those of another refinery. 

Our refinery is small and has not turned out all es of sugar, 
what data we —_ give would be incomplete as to the theoretical prod- 
of hard refined, t can be ascertained from standard authorities as 

well as we could give it. 
Respectfully, yours, 
NATIONAL SUGAR REFINING Co., 
By GEO. R. BUNKER, Manager. 


Messrs. B. H. Howe Son & Co., New York. 

(Cunningham & Miller, producers, manufacturers, and refiners of sugar.] 
SUGARLAND, TEX., April 17, 1895. 

DEAR Str: We are in poms of your tel m even date, and herewith 


find ¥. promptly to hand satisfactory, we remain, 
ours, truly, 
CUNNINGHAM & MILLER. 
Mr. Ina Aver, 
Special Agent, New York, N. Y. 
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(Cunningham & Miller, producers, manufacturers, : 


t and refiners of sugar.] 

SUGARLAND, TEX i J ° 
Str: In reply to the inquiries contained in y r letter of [ have 
to state that, from our experience as refiners, 100 pounds of cane sugar polar- 
izing % degrees will give in yield as follows : 


Pounds 


Hard refined 


2.16 
ExtraC ota 93 
Solid matter in sirup 8.49 
Loss 3.08 
Total 09, 65 
The polarizations of the above products are as f Ww 
Degrees 
Hard refined 100 
Extra C...... to 4 
Sirup.... . ‘ ; : Sto 41 
The sirup is what is known as commercial molasses, and weighs 1 poun ‘ 
per gallon. 


We note what you have to say regarding the 


discrepancy be 
pounds raw sugar and the final product plus 


} 


ween 100 


loss, and in explanation will 


state that this difference (0.35 pound) can be charged to either the molasses 
or the loss, but it is not possible to say which; consequently we leave it out 
of the calculations. 
The figures given (3.49 pounds) for molasses represent the dry matter of 
the molasses. In termsof the molasses itself, the figure would be 4.21 pounds. 
Respectfully, yours, 
L. W. ROBINSON, ¢ st 
Mr. IRA AYER, 
Special Agent, Custom-House, New York 
Signed and sworn to before me, B. H. James, notary public, county of Fort 


Bend, State of Texas. 


B. H. JAMES, Notary Publ 


NEW ORLEANS, Apri 





DEAR Sir: In reply to your inquiry contained in your letter of recent date, 
I have to say that I have never refined any beet sugar at all, nor any im- 
ported sugars, when only they are mixed with Louisiana sugar I give you 
the only operation in my refinery from October 14 to November 30, 1804, in 
which Louisiana sugars only were melted, and the product of which was re- 


fined sugar of one grade, namely, * granulated 

In that case the output from 100 pounds of centrifugal sugar p 
average of 97 per cent was as follows: Refined granu 
loss, 3.48, making 100. 


larizing an 
lated, %2.71; sirups, 3.81; 


The refined polarized 0.5 to 99.9; sirup,about %. The 


sirup was a molasses of not particularly good quality or flavor, and we sold it 
at a very low price, about 3 cents net per gallon—that is, not furnishing the 
packages. Its weight was about 11} pounds per gallon 
Yours, truly, 
WM. HENDERSON, 


Mr. IrA AYER, 
Special Agent, Custom-House, New York City 


William Henderson, the above signed, being duly sworn, depos d says 
that all facts and allegations contained in the above declaration signed by 
him are true and correct, to the best of his knowledge, information, and be- 
lief. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me. 


M. T. DUCROS, Nolary. 
NEW ORLEANS, April 18, 189 
New YorK, January 995. 
DEAR SrR: Yoursof the 5th was duly received and referred tothe refineries 
we represent, and we hope to be able to furnish you some information cons 
cerning the object of your inquiry within a few days 
Yours, very truly, 





B. H. HOWELL, SON & CO, 
Mr. [RA AYER, Special Agent, City. 
New YORK, January , 
DEAR Srr: In reply to your favor of the 25th instant, we beg to say that 
the refineries we represent have not as yet been able to make up the 
ment you desire. Ao 
Both the Mollenhauer and National refineries make principally hard sugars, 


state- 


and it will be impossible for them to answer all your questions, or togive any 
bases which apply to raw and refined sugars of various grades 
Yours, very truly, 
B. H. HOWELL, SON & CO, 
Mr. Ira L. AYER, 
Special Agent, Treasury Department, City 
MOLLENHAUER SUGAR REFINING COMPANY 
Brooklyn, N. Y.. Apri 05. 

DEAR Sir: Referring to your various inquiries in regard to the yield of 
refined sugar from certain grades of raw sugar, we beg to say tl e are 
not able to answer all your questions. 

Our refinery uses principally high-grade sugar, and only at rare intervals 
any beet sugar. 

We figure that 100 pounds of centrifugal sugar polarizing % degr: hould 
yield 91 pounds of granulated and about 5 pounds of sirup 

The 5 pounds sirup is of a grade that is usually sold for tabl or for 
mixing purposes. It is not of so low a grade as the kind which is used for 
distilling purposes. The sirup pens 38 degrees to 40 degre« i the 
average weight is about 12 pounds per gallon 

The following have been the prices ruling since September 1, exclusive of 


the cost of packages: 
Cents per gallon. 


September, 1894. 


i to 8 
October, 1894. ....... en ‘ 7 to 7% 
November, 1894...... ad aK bi to 9 
December, 1804 ‘ gndli dntendalgicindeasn a ; 7 to 9 
January, 1895 alee SS ee bivicepeainnlibhaniecell 8 tol0 
February, 1895 P Scambieiténd wate iediaiiteeini a 6 to 8 
March, 1895 oa weadaiiedinstunheainndie . & to 9 
PE BOO oc ncnccnewcecss encece cencee cccees« 8 told 


Yours, very truly, 
MOLLENHAUER SUGAR REFINING Co. 
F. D. MOLLENHAUER 
Sworn to before me this 23d day of April, 1895 
T. M. LAMBERSON, Notary Publia 


Secretary 


Col. IRA AYER, 
Special Agent Treasury Department, City 






















































































































THe AMERICAN SUGAR REFINING COMPANY, 
New York, January 14, 1395. 


DEAR Sir: Owing to my absence from the office, through illness, for the 
‘past ten days,I am but now in receipt of your communication of the 5th 
econ. and hope to _ the matter my attention at an early date. 

« Very respectfully, 
H. O. HAVEMEYER. 

Ira Aver, Esq., 

Special Agent Treasury Department, 
Custom-House, New York, N. Y. 
THe AMERICAN SUGAR REFINING COMPANY, 
New York, February 21, 1895. 

DeAR Sir: In response to your letter of February 18,1 beg to state that: 

Ninety-two peenes of hard refined sugar and 6 pounds of sirup are ob- 
\tainable from 100 pounds of first-class centrifugal sugars, polarizing 96 de- 

2ON. 
mahty sigh’ pounds of hard refined sugar and 10 pounds of sirup are ob- 
\tainable from first class raw beet sugars polarizing 94 degrees direct and of 
88 degrees net analysis. 

It is impracticable to furnish the yields from any other grades of sugar in 
\hard refined and sirup, none being used in their manufacture. 

The sirup from the beet sugar is of no value; that from the centrifu 
cane varies from one-half cent to 1 cent (say three-fourths cent) per pound. 


Yours, truly, 
H. O. HAVEMEYER. 
Ina Aver, Esq., 
Special Agent, New York City. 
Tue AMERICAN SUGAR REFINING COMPANY, 
New York, April 16, 1895. 
DeEaR Srp; In response to your communication of April 8, I beg to ay that 
ithe sirup valued in my letter to you of February 21 at from one- cent to 
') cent per pound (or, which is the same thing, 6 to 12 cents per gallon), istable 
‘Birup after it has been subjected to the full process of refining, filtering, 
} arifying, etc. Withcut such process it is fit only for a pew | perpouss, 
d sold ex package at 2 to 3 cents per gallon, an average of one-fifth of 1 cent 


per pound. 
| e polarization of these sirups averages about 40 and the weight 12 pounds 
per gallon, with 20 per cent water. 
I reinclose you my letter of February 21. 
Yours, truly, 


Ina AYER, Esq., 
Special Agent, New York City. 


H. O. HAVEMEYER. 


Unstrep States LABORATORY, 
OFFICE OF APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE, 
New York, N. Y., April 9, 1895. 
Sir: Referring to letter of Special Agent Ira Ayer, of April 8, 1895, re- 
queens a statement from me showing the average refired products obtain- 
ble from 100 pounds of cane sugar (centrifugal) polarizing 96 degrees, and 
further requesting the average tests of each refined product and the char- 
acter of the loss, [ have the honor to report as follows: 
' Theaverage yield from 100 pounds of cane sugar (centrifugal) polarizing 
96 degrees, as ascertained from the last available sources of information, is, 
in my opinion, as follows: 


Pounds 
eI -ciectnncinasdccted saccamubinebeliiehisataneeutasepoenel 92. 
STD sindeatelechditutlindan odteienahbeniias o pecendinqeansehtesannehe Socesrecrabadene” & 


The test of hard refined sugar ranges from 99 degrees to 99.9 degrees; of 
sirup, from #0 d to 4 degrees. 

Under the h of loss is given an amount representing water, ash, and 
other impurities. This must not be understood to represent an absolute loss 
in the process of refining, as a considerable portion of it may be worked into 
the sirup and lower es of sugar when these are made in addition to hard 
refined, but of course with the result of degrading these products. 


Respectfully, 
EDWARD SHERER, 
Chemist in Charge. 
Hon. WALTER H. Bunn, United States Appraiser. 


Orrice OF SPECIAL AGENT, TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
New York, N. Y., March 1, 1806. 

GENTLEMEN: Referring to previous correspondence in relation to the es- 
tablishment of drawback rates on exported refined sugar, I beg to inform 
you that the time is at hand when it will be necessary to submit a report 
upon the subject to the Department. 

In the preparation of such report it is the desire of the Government that 
the views of the principal refiners of the country shall be obtained and con- 
ne and I would be particularly glad of such data as your firm may be 


able to furnish. 
As I am up to this date without a from you to a of my letters, 
ae whe you have any 


Tagain write and will thank you to ad er or no 
desire to sub- 


Somes or views pertaining to the questions‘involved which you 

mit. 

If it is not in your opinion Bete to use the blank transmitted with m 
letter of January 5, 1895, I will be glad to consider any information that yen 


think proper to submit, which, in your judgment, will aid the Government 
in reaching just conclusions. 


For the reason first herein noted, I will ask you kindly to write on receipt 
of = 52 that [ may have your answer on Monday, the 4th instant. 


——— IRA AYER, Special 
. Special A t. 
Messrs. Nasn, SPALDING & Co., a _ 


Boston Mass. 
Exurnit C. 

(Cunningham & Miller, producers, manufacturers, and refiners of sugar.] 

SUGARLAND, TExX., January 31, 1395. 
Dear Sre: As requested = yor circular letter of January 5, we inclose 
herewith statement as requested, as near as we can give it to you. We have 
never anes any raw beet sugar, our operations being confined to the cane 

uct. 

Yours, truly, 

Mr. Ina AYER, 
Special Agent 


CUNNINGHAM & MILLER. 


Tredustom House, New York, N. ¥. 
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Possible product of hard refined rx from imported raw can rand th 
oducts under the ordinary me of refining now in ee in’ the Fy : ; 
ates. 

_——_ ; - 
of raw L 
Polarization. ee | eeieek, | Bx-O8 | Sirup. | Loss. 
i 
Pounds. | Pounds. | Pounds. | Pounds. | Poun. 
100 0,216 4 3.49 3 
100 8, 834 45 4.61 


Loss consists of water, ash, and other impurities. Hard refined tests fr 





99.8 degrees to 100 degrees; Ex. C §, 90 degrees to 94 degrees; sirup, 7s. 
grees to 41 degrees. e loss given is the difference between sucr: mo in raw 
sugar and sucrose in refined. 
Exuisit D. 
Yield of refined products from 100 pounds z raw cane centrifugal sugar tes! 
ing 96 per cent (see Exhibit B). 


Hard re-| Soft re- | 





fined fined 
Be Testof| sugar sugar 
wsu-| raw ro- pro- : ; 
Name. gar used.| sugar | duced | duced /S!fup produced 
used. | nominal | assumed 
test 100 | test 92 
per cent.| per cent. 
Pounds, | Per ct. | Pounds. | Pounds. | Per ct.. Pound 
H. O. Havemeyer.-.-.... 100 96 he ae 40 i 
Mollenhauer........... 100 96 li is itinch eines 40 5 
Wm. Henderson*...... 100 oT I Rathod bese’ 35 3.8 
Cunningham & Miller. 100 96 92.16 0.92 37 | 4.2] 
Dr. Edward Sherer... 100 96 Le Si xcocctiie 35 | 5 
BE. L. G. Steele t........ 4 s 80 5 40 2 





92 . 40 40 1.66 
91 93 12 
3.48 92.71 BB Ow 3.09 
Cunningham & Miller. 8.08 W3 1.56 94. 56 98 1.) 
Dr. Edward rer.... 2.50 92. 50 L1% 94. 25 96 1.82 
E. L. G. Steele t.......- 2 98. 80 -80 94. 60 96 1.46 
PE iia nine cnnthndotieceny 92. 46 1.70 94.16 96 1.91 
* Louisiana sugars used. rj 
+ Test of ooh engase 15 pounds) placed at high estimate. 
+Omitting Will enderson test of raw sugar being 97 per cent. 
ch Exursit E. 
Net cash quotations of 96-degree centrifugals and of hard refined sugar (giaiu- 
lated) from September 6, pag ogy hee 18, 1895. _ 


se | Hard re- 
Centrif- | "pned 

















(granu 

egree | \>.., 

test), test), per a 

pound. pound. | pour 

| 
Cents. Cents. Cents 

Sept. 6............. 3.75 «4.72 3.00 | 8.74 
Wisc ksednonese 8.75 4.72 8.00 3.74 
SD. ..ocunegmecss 3.75 4.51 3.03 8.74 
We wcinenenessa 3.75 4.41 3.00 3.74 
GWE, GB cutivtiad cece 3.75 4.35 3.125 8.68 
Se 8.75 4.3% 3.00 8. 68 
Dice ruwe wonaiet 3.50 4.35 3.00 3.74 
Pinatas’ duces 3.50 4.35 3.00 8.74 
SS Ses 3.50 3.98 3.00 3. 80 
iinsnsabostes 3.50 4.10 3.00 3. 86 
Ban iiceniltnal 3.50 4.10 3.00 8. 86 
Piawasdl Kmenge 3.50 3.98 3.00 3. 86 
GR weissivounces 3.50 3.98 8.00 3.86 
NR Ts s8ca cic cue 3.50 3.80 3.00 8.86 
i ck ae dkl 3.25 8.74 3.00 3.86 

Miiauknakessape 3.125 3.74 — 
EE ae 3.125 3.74 108. 155 131. 42 
8.277 8. 982 

1895. 
GOR, : Be tatddaigcce 3.00 3.74 


Average raw cane centrifugal tes % degrees from Se tember 6, 
1894, to April 18, 1895, 3.277 cao . 


Ave granulated sugar d the same period, 3.982 cents per pound; 
re-tenth for cost of is, 3a pound. - 


less one- cents per 
MEMORANDUM. 
In discussing questions of d and drawback on four values are 
2S Commercial invoice value, du value, and pro- 
uctive value, 2 
In appraisal of but three values are considered: Commercial value, 
*‘nyoice value, and dutiable value. 
In drawback matters but two values are considered: Dutiable value (as 
fixed by the appraiser) and productive value. 








1897. 





lative productive values of raw cane centrifugal sugars testing from 99 de- 
a to 92 degrees, based on a dutiable value of 2 cents per ke Sor a 96- 
degree sugar, and with one thirty-second of a cent oo as the measure 
of difference in productive value for each degree of test. 

Quantities of row 

43 sugar consume¢ 

Test. — ive — in producing 1 

; — hard re- 

ned sugar. 


For 99° add = 8% x 1. 02686 
98° add % == if x 1. 04242 
97° add ay — $3 1. 05846/ Cost of raw material in each 
96° at 2cents = 43 x 1.075 pound of hard refined sugar 
95° deduct dy : a2 x 1.09208/ in terms of 96° sugar —1.075 
94° deduct 4 = $ x 1. 10067 14 pounds. 
93° deduct 4 = % 1. 12786 
92° deduct = #3 x 1. 14666 
Mode of liquidation where raw sugar of one test and value is identified. 


Cents. 
i ditietinessowncequces ove aisandd quilbakeivdnpededmen .. 0.08125 


GEibeat sewn once Si nlimemmtoerceswaqeeows peer al aaa chia leaeshl eeen eiaelnimenntee Grit - -06% 
1,000 pounds refined sugar exported. 1,000 pounds at 14, = 1,075 pounds 


sugar used. 
Refiners identify 1,200 pounds 94-degree sugar at 1.90. 1.9) + 4, — 1.9625 for 


sugar. 
2006 pounds X 1.9625 = $21.09, at 40 per cent.....- Sa a as $8.43 
ites Gate csccngeunaebeehn sett nuabcoteepeaduebenaencecescs 00 


Drawback on 1,900 pounds exported. -_......................-....... 8.35 
Mode of liquidation where raw sugars of several tests and values are identified. 
1,000 pounds refined sugar exported. 1,000 pounds x 1,4=1,075 pounds 96° 


sugar used. 
Refiners sMentity: 
TT ee ee $5. 40 


eg ee 
400 pounds 97° sugar, at 2.10 cents_........... sill 
gy cent=—=.18125 cent; + ) cent. 
04° at 1.50+-.0625 —06° at 1.8625, 
95° at 1.90+-.08125—96° at 1.95125. 
87° at 2.10—.08125—96° at 2.06875. 





0 pounds 94° => 290 pounds 96° at 1.8625 ...................-..........-... 5. 40 
4 pounas 96°=<—- 8 pounds 00° at 1.00125 ...... ........... 2.22... - 20020 9.50 
pounds 97° --= 208 ponnds 96° at 2.06875..............-.--...2-.......... 6.06 
1,075 20. 96 


Drawback on 1,000 pounds refined sugar equals duty paid on 1,075 pounds 
96° sugar — $20.96 at 40 per cent = $8.38—1 per cent = $8.30. 


Mode of determining quantities of raw-cane centrifugal sugars, ranging from 
99 degrees to 92 degrees, consumed in the production of 1 pound of hard re- 
Jined sugar, the determinations being based on a dutiable value of 2 cents per 

Jer @ 96-degree sugar, with one thirty-second of a cent per pound as 
measure of difference in productive value for each degree of test. 


Quantities of raw 
sugar consumed 
in production of 

Productive 1 pound of hard 


Test. values. refined sugar. 
For 99° add Py 67) 1. 02686 
8° add =A 66 | 1. 04242 
97° add x 65 1. 06846 
96° at $= 8 tH :64::1.075: 1.075 
95° deduct 4 72 = * ) 1.00206 
94° deduct 4 62 | 1. 10067 
98° deduct 4,—= 61 | | 1.12786 
92° deduct 4 —} 60 (1. 14667 


Same result on page 4, but by another method. 
w sugar identified of one test and value only, viz, 94° at 1.90 cents per 


pounds refined sugar exported. 
Allow of 94° sugar 1.10067 pounds for 1 pound hard refined. 1,000 pounds 
1.10967—1,109.67 pounds identified. 1,109.67 at 1.90—$21.08; at 40 per cent 
43—1 per cont=$4 35—drawback on 1,000 pounds exported. 
1,000 pounds refined sugar exported. 


pounds 9° sugar, at 1.60 cents per pound.............................. $5. 40 
pounds 95° sugar, at 1.90 cents per pound.................-............ 9.50 
pounds 97° sugar, at 2.10 cents per pound 


Total value of raw material used .............. ...................... 20.9 


Drawback on 1,000 pounds hard refined sugar equals duty paid on raw 
material valued at $20.95, at 40 per cent—$8.38—1 per cent—$8.9).* 
wance for a 94° raw sugar, 1 pound refined (see p. —): 





EY CE 270 
221934 458 
730860 388 
T76769 1,000 
38910 272 
Allowance for a %° raw sugar to 1 pound refined (see p. —): 
1. 09206 ) 50000000 (458 
436824 
631760 
546040 
857200 
873664 
Allowance for a 97° raw sugar to 1 pound refined (see p. —): 
1.846 
22 
211692 
740922 
211692 


X Allow, say, 288 pounds 97° sugar. ry 


* Same results as shown on p. —, but by another method. 
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DRAWBACK 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, July 10, 186? 








Str: I have examined your several reports and those of other collectors of 
the customs in regard to the proper rates of drawback t aliowed on ex 
portation of articles manufactured of sugar I sse8, On W import 
duties have been paid, under the aet of December 24, 1851, entith An act to 
increase the duties on tea, coffee, and sugar,’ and hav ided to adopt the 
following rates, which will be allowed by collector t tot issue 
by me on the 22d of January, 1862, viz 

Rates of drawl On_the products « R > cents 
per pound; soft A, B.C, and lower grades of st sirup 
of sugar (sugearhouse molasses), 6 cents per 4 o ‘ ducts of 
molasses (reboile Clarified molasses, 6 cents per gallon; N England 1 . 
6 cents per gallon; sugarhouse molasses, 4} cents per gallon ‘rifled sugar, 
1 cent per pound 

lam, very respectfully, 3 AS] 


HirRAM BARNEY, Esq., 
Collector, etc., New York 


mk) ) 
RATES OF DRAWBACK ALLOWED ON THE PRODU‘ 


MOLASSES 
The following rates of drawback will be allow n the expo 


rs OF SUGAR AND 






<portation of the 

articles hereinafter named, manufactured whol! rials on which duty 
was paid under the tariff now in force 

On the products of sugar.—On refined crystallin« ur, 2} cents per pound; 
on refined soft B and C, lower grade sug “ents per pout on sirup of 
sugar (sugarhouse molasses), 5 cents per 5 n 

On the products of molasses.—On New England rum, 5} cet gallor n 
sirup from molasses, 4 cents per gallon gal fran l t 
pound. 

All allowances under the above rates to be sul ‘ ul d n 
of 10 per cent 

Nitrate of soda has been placed upon the free lis } will be 
allowed on gunpowder manufactured in part from that where 
the nitrate of soda was imported since the present tarif 

No drawback is now allowed on copal varnish, unless mat i ma- 
terials imported under the former tariff Letter to collector at New York, 





N. Y., March 20, 1871.) 


1° 
312 


DRAWBACK ON SUGAR AND SIRUP 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, June ! 

Srr: On the exportation of sugar and sirup produc 

saying a duty of 1} cents per pound and 25} 

ack will be allowed at the following rates 
On sugar, at 2} cents per pound 
On sirup, at 5) cents per gallon 


i from imported melada, 
er cent in addition thereto, draw- 


The drawback on sugar to be subject to a retention of 1 per it, and the 
draw back on sirup to a retention of 10 per cent 

The rate of 5§ cents per galion of sirup, representing an addition of 25 p« 
cent to the former rate of 4; cents per gallon, is adopted provisionally until 


the question of an increased rate on this product, now pending 
sidered and finally decided by the Department 
Very respectfully, 


is fully n 


B. H. BRISTOW, Secretary. 
COLLECTOR OF Customs, New York 


(200M. ) 
DRAWBACK ALLOWANCE ON SUGARS 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, December 17, 1875 


Srr: The following rates of drawback on refined sugars and sirup wholly 
manufactured from imported raw sugar are hereby established in lieu of 
those heretofore in force 

On loaf, cut loaf, crushed, granulated, and powdered refined sugar, stove 
dried, or dried by other equally effective process, entirely the product of for 
eign duty-paid sugar, 3.60 cents per pound 

On refined white coffee sugar, undried, and above N 
in color, entirely the product of foreign duty-paid sugar, 3 cents per pound. 

On all grades of refined coffee sugar, No. 20 Dutch standard and below in 
color, entirely the product of foreign duty-paid sugar, 2} cents per pout 

On sirup resulting entirely from the refining of f 
6} cents per gallon 

The allowance on sugars to: be subject to the deduction of 1 per 
the allowance on sirup to the deduction of 10 per cent, a 

Véry veupoctfully, 


20 Dutch standard 





gn duty-paid iar, 
cent and 
3 prescribed by law. 
B. H. BRISTOW, Secretar: 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 
Baltimore, Md. 


(1877. Department No. 117. Secretary's office.] 
CIRCULAR TO COLLECTORS AND OTHER OFFICERS OF THE CUSTOMS 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
Washington, D. C., September 6, 1 
The following rates of drawback on refined rar and sirup wholly manu- 
factured from imported raw sugar are hereby established, to take effect on 


and after October 1, 1877: 

On loaf, cut loaf, crushed, granulated, and powdered refined sugar, stove 
dried, or dried by other equally effective process, entirely the product of 
foreign duty-paid sugar, 3.18 cents per pound 

On refined white coffee sugar, undried and above No. 2) Dutch standard 
in color, entirely the product of foreign duty-paid sugar, 2.58 cents per pound 

all grades of refined coffee sugar, No. 20 Dutch standard and below in 

color, entirely the product of foreign duty-paid sugar, 2.8 cents per pound 

On sirup resulting entirely from the refining of foreign duty-paid sugar, 6} 
cents per gallon. 


The allowances on sugars will be subject to the deduction of 1 per cent. and 
the allowances on sirup to the deduction of 10 per cent, as prescribed by law 
Very respectfully, . ; : 
JOHN SHERMAN etary 


(Circular. 1879. Department No. 3%. Secretary's office 
SAMPLING OF SUGAR FOR DRAWBACK 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., February 1%, 1879 
To collectors of customs and others: 


The circular instructions of this Department of September 6, 1877, by which 
the rates of drawback payable on exportations of refined sugar are fixed 
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according to the grade by the Dutch standard of the exported sugar, are 
hereby ceppomantec as follows: 

Samples from at least one in every ten packages of sugar entered for ex- 
portation with benefit of drawback shall be taken at the place of landing for 
export by experienced samplers, under the direction of the United States 
eppeaieet or Officer acting as such, to be by him examined, compared with 
the Dutch standard for classification, and réported upon to the collector. 

oe SOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 
(4087.) 
SAMPLING OF SUGAR FOR EXPORT. 
e TREASURY DEPARTMENT, June 3, 1879, 

Samples from at least one in every ten packages of sugar entered for ex- 
portation with benefit of drawback shall be taken by the debenture officer 
and by him delivered to the United States appraiser for examination and 
comparison with the Dutch standard for classification. 

The samples may be taken either at the place of lading or at the refinery. 

The exporter wiil be required to note on the export entry presented at the 
custom-house the time when the sugar will be ready for weighing, inspec- 
tion, and delivery. 

Each package when weighed and inspected shall be stenciled across the 
marked head thereof with the words “ weighed" and “inspected,” and with 
the initials of the proper officer. 

The merchandise shall be transferred forthwith, under the supervision of 
the inspecting officer, from the refinery to the export vessel, in bonded 
lighters or trucks. 

The provisions of this Department's circular,dated February 13, 1879, requir- 
ing that samples shall be taken exclusively at the place of the | of such 
sugars, and under the direction of the appraiser, are modified accordingly. 


JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS AND OTHERS. 


[Circular. 1883. Department No. 73. Secretary's office.]} 
DRAWBACK ON SIRUP FROM MOLASSES. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., June 5, 1888. 
To collectors of customs and others: 

On the exportation of sirup resulting from the refining of imported mo- 
lasses, upon which the duty of 4 cents per gallon, prescribed by the tariff of 
March 3, 1883, has been paid, a drawback will be allowed at the rate of 3.2 
cents per gallon, less the legal retention of 10 per cent. 

H. F. FRENCH, Acting Secretary. 


[Cireular. 1883. Department No. 77. Secretary's office. ] 

PROVISIONAL RATES OF DRAWBACK ON REFINED SUGAR AND SIRUP. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., June 9, 1883. 
To collectors of customs and others: 

Until the lst day of September, 1883, on the exportation of sugar and sirup, 
refined wholly from imported sugars, tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice, 
melada, concentrated melada, or concrete and concentrated molasses, upon 
which duties shall be paid at the rates prescribed by the tariff of aveh 3, 
1883, drawback wil! be allowed at the following rates: 

1. On refined loaf, cut leaf, crushed, granulated, and powdered sugar, 
stove dried or dried by other equally effective process, 2.82 cents per pound. 

2. On refined white coffee sugar, undried, and above No. 20 Dutch stand- 
ard ir. color, 2.28 cents per pound. 

3. On all grades of refined coffee sugar, No. 20 Dutch standard and below 
in color, 1.84 cents per pound. 

4. On sirup repaiting entirely from the refining of the above-enumerated 
imported materials, 4 cents per gallon. 

he allowance on sugars will besubject to the deduction of 1 per cent, and 
the allowance on sirup to the deduction of 10 per cent, as prescribed by law. 
iy CHAS. J. FOLGER, Secretary. 
[Cireular. 1833. Department No. 120. Secretary's office.] 
RATES OF DRAWBACK ON REFINED SUGAR AND SIRUP. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., October 8, 1883. 
To collectors of customs and others: 

The provisional rates of drawback specified in the Department's circular 

of June 9, 1883, No. 77, will continue in force until January 1, 1884, unless 


sooner revoked. 
CHAS. J. FOLGER, Secretary. 


(Circular. 1884. Department No. 21. Secretary’s office. ] 
DRAWBACK ON REFINED SUGAR AND SIRUP. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., February 7, 1884. 
To collectors of customs and others: 

The following rates of drawback on sugar and its products, established pro- 
visionally by the circular of June 9, 1883, are hereby declared to be permanent: 

1. On refined loaf, cut loaf, crushed, granulated, and powdered sugar, 
stove-dried or dried by other equally effective process, 2.82 cents per pound. 

2. On refined white coffee sugar, undried, and above No. 20 Dutch standard 
in color, 2.28 cents per pound. 

3. On all grades of refined coffee sugar, No. 20 Dutch standard and belowin 
color, 1.84 cents per pound. : 

4. On sirup resulting entirely from the refining of the above-enumerated 
imported materials, 4 cents per gallon. : 

he allowance on sugars will be subject to the deduction of 1 per cent, and 
the allowance on sirup to the deduction of 10 per cent, as prescribed by law. 
ch CHAS. J. FOLGER, Secretary, 

Department No. 121. Secretary's office 
DRAWBACK ON SUGAR FROM MOLASSES. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., July 23, 1884. 
To collectors of customs and others: 

On the exportation of sugar refined from imported molasses, upon which 
the duty of 4 cents per gallon, prescribed by the tariff of March 3. 1883, has 
been paid, a drawback will be allowed at the rate of fifty-five hundredths of 
1 cent per pound, less the legal retention of 1 per cent. 

CHAS. E. COON, Acting Secretary. 


[Cireular. 1886. Department No. 134. Division of customs.] 
REDUCING RATE OF DRAWBACK ON DRIED REFINED SUGAR. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., September 28, 1886. 


[Cireular. 1884. (Customs).] 


To collectors of customs and others: 

On all refined loaf, cut loaf, crushed, grenaietet. and powdered sugar, 
stove-dried or dried by other equally effective process, exported on and after 
November 1, 1886, drawback will be allowed at the rate of 2.60 cents per 
pound, less the legal retention of 1 per cent. 

The above rate is provisionally established in lieu of the — rate of 

82 cents per pound, pending an inquiry as to what further reduction may 


necessary. 
C. 8. FAIRCHILD, Acting Secretary. 





[Circular. 1888. Department No. 20. Division of customs.] 
RATE OF DRAWBACK ON DRIED REFINED SUGAR. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 
Washington, D. C., February 3, 1339, 


To coliectors of customs and others: 


The rate of drawback provisional established by the circular of Septeme 
ber 28, 1886 (Synopsis 7780), on all refined loaf, cut loaf, crushed, granulated 
and powdere sugar, stove-dried or dried by other equally effective process, 
viz, 2.60 cents per pound, less the legal retention of 1 per cent., is hereby de- 


clared to be permanent. 
Cc. 8. FAIRCHILD, Secre tary. 


[Cireular. ‘ 1891. Department No. 47. Division of customs. ] 

DRAWBACK ON REFINED SUGAR EXPORTED ON OR AFTER APRIL 1, 1891, 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., March 23, 1891, 
To collectors and other officers of the customs: 

Toinsure necessary identification of refined sugars which may be exported 
on or after April 1, 1891, for benefit of drawback, the exporter will be required 
to file preliminary entry before that date, and the sugars covered thereby 
shall remain in the custody of a customs officer at the expense of the exporter 
until duly enipped for exportation. 

The name of the exporting vessel and date of sapentaiion need not be stated 
in the preliminary entry, but may be filled in before the time of shipment. 

CHARLES FOSTER, Secretary. 


{[Cireular. 1891. Department No. 69. Division of customs. | 
DISCONTINUING ALLOWANCE OF DRAWBACK ON SUGAR USED IN THE MAN- 
UFACTURE OF EXPORTED CONFECTIONERY OR OTHER ARTICLES. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., May 7, 1891, 
To collectors and other officers of the customs: 

In view of the fact that raw sugar not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, 
as well as other forms of so-called refining sugars ( yy of cane juice, me- 
lada, molasses, one.), Sagartes on or after the Ist day of April, 1891, are ex. 
empt from duty, and of the further fact that at the same time sugars refined 
in bond Sante the month of March, 1891, from on raw sugars went 
into consumption without payment of duty, nodrawback will hereafter be al- 
lowed - sugar used in the manufacture of confectionery or any other articles 
exported. 

All previous decisions authorizing the allowance of such drawback are 


hereby revoked. 
CHARLES FOSTER, Secretary. 


(Circular. 1891. Department No. 78. Division of customs. | 
RESCINDING CIRCULAR NO. 69, OF MAY 7, 1891, RELATIVE TO DRAWBACK ON 

SUGAR USED IN THE MANUFACTURE OF CONFECTIONERY AND OTHER 

ARTICLES. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., May 27, 1891. 
To collectors and other officers of the customs: 

The Department being advised that manufacturers of condensed milk, con- 
fectionery, and other articles made wholly or in part from sugar have on 
hand considerable —— of refined sugar manufactured before March |, 
1891, from duty-paid raw sugar, which was purchased by them with the inten- 
tion of being used in the manufacture of such articles for exportation with 
benefit of ¢rawback, Circular No. 69, of May 7, 1891, discontinuing allowances 
of drawback on sugar used in the manufacture of such articles is hereby 
rescinded. 

In view of the presence in the market of su 
in bond, or from raw opaare imported free of duty after April 1, 1891, the 
most careful scrutiny of the proofs presented with each entry for the identi- 
fication of the sugar used in the manufacture of articles exported for benetit 


of drawback is hereby enjoined. 
CHARLES FOSTER, Secretary. 


[1896. Department Circular No. 20. Division of customs. } 
DRAWBACK ON SUGAR AND SIRUP. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 1, 1896. 
To collectors and other officers of the customs: 

On the exportation of refined sugars made Tr from imported raw 
sugars, and on the exportatior of sirups made who 7 imported raw 
cane sugars, drawback will be allowed equal in amount to the duties paid on 
the imported sugars so used, less the legal deduction of 1 - cent. 

When the exported sugars are “* refined,” of standard test, commer- 
cially known as loaf, cut loaf, cube, granulated, crushed, or powdered, and 
are made wholly from ——— raw cane sugars, the amount of drawback 
shall be determined by allowing for each 100 pounds of the eres’ article 

ri 


the duties paid on the respective grades and quantities of material used, as 
indicated in the following schedule: 


rs refined from raw sugars 














ae. Allow- 
Test of raw sugar used | ,20C¢ TOr || ‘Test of raw sugar used | ,80Ce for 
(degrees). a (degrees). a p< " nds 
refined. refined. 
Pounds, | Pounds. 
Sa WE Shiwidactub< cts dwssses 124. 27 
ee | Ba 
: Oe Se 23.0 
EEL Sotek a gttewrccrcostens | 129.88 
ete |) | lie 
OI a 135. 48 
113.07 | 80 |  -:187.35 
|e penetra 138.2 
UNI ae 141.08 
ak ARR a 142. 95 
I Fe oe ag scan ceaee 144. 83 
SEE BT conn shin sons eoennnenne ne 146. 68 





When “ soft refined ” sugars made from imported raw cane sugars are ex- 
rted, the quantity of “crystallizable sugar” contained therein shall be 
etermined by reference to weight and polariscope test of the exported arti- 
cle, and drawback allowance 1 be based on the os of “ crystallizable 
sugar ” so found, as hereinbefore provided for a like quantity of “hard re- 


fined * sugar. 
When the “ hard refined” hereinbefore described are made waely 
from raw beet sugars, the dutiable value of the material used for each po 
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of the exported article shall be determined by dividing the dutiable value of 
1 pound of the material used by the decimal denoting the “ net analysis" of 
such material. 


When “soft refined’’ sugars made wholly from imp 
exported with benefit of drawback, the drawb 


rted raw sugars are 


ack entry must show the re- 











: spective values of such soft sugars and of standard granulated sugar on the 
The amount of drawhack which may be allowed on the exported sirup | same market; and the drawback per pound on t! soft refined "sugar shall 
product of raw cane sugars shall be determined by allowing for each gallon | be such part of the drawback per pound provided for “ hard refi a car 
of the exported article, valued at 5 cents in condition as “ thrown” from the | made from the same kind an grade of mat srial, as the valt hs oft 
“centrifugal,”’ the duties paid on the respective grades and quantities of | sugar is of the value of such granulated suga 1s , 
material used as indicated in the following schedule: The rate of drawback on the “ soft refined’ sucar may be fixed 180 © 
, a Allowan oe An - the ene proportion: As the value of | pound ndard ’ ated 
test of raw sugar used 7)" OWSRCe |) Test o ‘ oq | AUowance | sugar is to the value of | pound of the “soft r gar, § raw 
Te ae A for 1 gallon Test a used for 1 gallon | back provided for the px ol of granulated sugar to the drawba ‘ ible 
sirup. sirup. on the pound of *‘ soft refined’ sugar made fr \ ial 
——e — - Socio The required values of the refined sugars decla iw! try 
Beande a shall be verified by reference to standard market ‘ at hip 
Gc cudbd ebeate e6eese cence coe 1.96 || 86....... Gesds ecdeéecces ---| 1.56 me am , rawhack w } } 1 
on Se i aes ae 1 58 18 amount of draw back which may be allowed 1 the exported sirup 
- . 130 84 1 & products of raw sugars shall be dete rmined by allowing for each ¢ n of 
oe Perens e<¥e S222 scene ee ee | 1 @ the exported article, valued at 5 cents in condition as “throw fy t] 
ee een" ne cee 1 64 “centrifugal,” the duties paid on the respective grades and q 
os SURsesSwaremeeerese conceens 143 ai Petens eteqawuntersseesesee 1 66 material used, as indicated in the following schedule 
4 .. Woe ae : (Tbe wassen Ghaawss ; s aaa 
ee.) 4 8|6fel we... 170 Allowance | Allowanco 
91 Racsses ese RE ee ee 172 Test of raw sugar used forl — rest of raw sugar used for 1 
a ch cast le oka i aha 1.74 (degrees gatlon of eu 
SR RR RN ai as eet 1.77 oe ' 
ack wascapscedec ar, Uitksccsatlntigiiaivushbcsouinit —.C - F 
Bi vocnos ence nee. | 1.85 | | eid a 
a , ie - ee ee 1.36 || 86 1.58 
The value of the sirup in cond{tion as thrown from the centrifugal shall be $8 j a = 1. 58 
declared by the manuiacturer on the drawback entry, which declaration w 1. oo oe = 
shall be verified by the collector, and if the declaration so verified shows a 96 weonee 1.40) = 1. 6 
value per gallon above or below 5 cents, the allowance shall be determined | ® ------ es J ‘1 o I bt 
by increasing or reducing the schedule allowance in proportion to the increase | ™ -- seeee | 1.43 | SI 1. 66 
or reduction above or below the 5 cents per gallon, but in no case shall the oS : 1. 44 ov 1. 68 
allowance be based on a value of sirup exceeding 8 cents per gallon without | “ - ° 1.46 | 79 1.70 
special authority from the Department. a - - 1 45 “y 1.7 
For fractional tests of the raw cane sugar used in the manufacture of | % ------- 1.49 as 1.74 
either refined sugar or sirup the allowances of quantity of material shall be 89 ...... - | 1.51 || 76 17 
computed in proportion to the schedule allowances for the degrees next | 5 ------- 1.53 |) 75 1.70 
above or below such fractional test. 87 ....-.0 1.55 
a The ———e oe and sirup ex need  ¢- be epuertatnes by United : ws — 
tates weighers an ngers, respectively, and samples shall be taken as is illiee call cot hoo Diem ae (ne, He perry } 
ordered by the eden’ te be aobenitted to the eppuainer for report of The value of the sirup, in ‘ ondit 10 a as tht we n ft m t © cel ri / igal sh ull 
polariscope test and such other expert inspection as may be requisite. he Gomered 7 : >a tur er on the — au k ‘ ntl y, which d At atic n 
On requisition of collectors, appraising officers shall furnish polariscope - - — , — poy at ees == } oo ace ot a a oe oa 
tests, ‘net analyses,” and other conditions of valuation of raw sugars not ie re ees oe _ tl oye 7 “ alle ee ae oe a 
found on the import invoice for use in liquidation of drawback entries. Nene nnn ce ene cnn ne ee eee eae eee ee 


erease or reduction above or below the 5 cents per gallon above specified; 
but in no case shall the allowance be based on a value of sirup exceeding 
8 cents per gallon without special authority from the Department 

When imported raw cane and beet sugars are “ blended” or mixed in the 


J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 
(1896. Department Circular No. 102. Division of Customs. | 


DRAWBACK ON SUGAR AND 8SIRUP. process of manufacturing refined sugars and sirups, the manufacturer's 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, declaration must show separately the respective quantities of the different 
Washington, D. C., June 26, 1896. kinds and grades of the sugars so mixed. In liquidating entries covering 


To collectors and other officers of the customs: 


On the exportation of refined sugars and sirups made wholly from im- 
ported raw sugars drawback will be allowed equal in amount to the duty paid 
on the material used, less the legal deduction of 1 per cent. 

When the exported sugars are “hard refined,” of standard test, commer- 
cially known as loaf, cut loaf, cube, granulated, crushed, or powdered, and are 
made wholly from imported raw cane sugars, the amount of drawback shall 
be determined by allowing for each 100 pounds of the exported article the 
duties paid on the respective grades and quantities of materials used, as in- 
dicated in the following schedule: 


portions of the products of such mixtures, drawback shall be based on pro* 
portionate quantities of material corresponding to the quantities of the differs 
ent kinds and grades of materials so mixed 

For a fraction of a degree of test of the raw sugar used in the manufacture 
of either refined sugar or sirup the allowance of quantity of material shall bé 
fixed by a proportionate division of the difference between the schedule 
allowances for the degrees next above and below such fraction 

The quantities of sugar and sirup exported shall be ascertained by United 
States weighers and gaugers, respectively; and samples shall be taken ag 
ordered by the collector to be submitted to the appraiser for the report of 
polariscope test and such other expert inspection as may be requisite 


it 
A 








Alle i | ees On requisition of collectors, appraising officers shall furnish polariscope 
_— | ae. tests, ‘net analyses,”’ and other conditions of valuation of raw sugars not 
Test of raw sugar used Test of raw sugar used | ,40Ce for found on the import invoice for use in liquidation of drawback entries 
100 pounds 100 1 . 
(degrees). ard | (degrees). oa 8 Department's Circular No. 20, of February 1, 1896 (synopsis 16738), is hereby 
refined. | refined superseded. ais ee 
dominate ; W. E. CURTIS, Acting Secretary. 
| vee — 
r Irasi » ¢ reEry sorry ‘ > S ong 

Pounds. Found. Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I am very sorry that the Senator 
tie han weddcnanatiandes ETE Bliseddbestacpnediowevers can: 126.14} from Louisiana who has just taken his seat has seen fit to give 
* SSdbeworsacccencocsonccese ao = wane eens en enee sennee --+-- 198. OL us his very interesting speech on sugar just at chis juncture, when 
ORR TE a ; ia an I was endeavoring to direct the attention of the Senate toa specifio 
sR I oe alo csivalencaas 133.6] | matter of importance, as I conceive, that we had reached in due 
OF . 22222222. 2 -nee one =o ee ee ma 135.48 | order, and thus have distracted the attention of the Senate from 

Bf nrtrennnnnne onnene--n---=- es Benn 137. | the particular point that I had in view. 
tes Dns 5 acd deedn | 4 paar iene 141.08 I could not understand from what the Senator first said as to 
PT esescbatekt sanecenn 118. 67 FER cpacencancadessesescoeee- | 142.95 | whether he agreed as compared with what he afterwards said in 
Bp v=eHone--------- sa neeeses- ap i wane een eenen anne aeeenennne ine reply to an interlocution of my own, whether he was in favor of 
ea | ‘| the abolition of this differential on the score of the bounty paid by 
Germany or not. He said latterly, in reply to a question I asked 





him from my seat, that he was in favor of it, as I understood him, 
Mr. CAFFERY. I said that, in my opinion, the countervailing 
duty, whichis from 25 to 28 per cent, is entirely too much, and at 
whichever end the reduction be made upon, it is immaterial to me, 
whether taken from the countervailing or from the differential. 
Mr. GRAY. I understood that the Senator argued against the 
proposition that I made, that this is a matter which concerns us 


When the “ hard refined ’ sugars hereinbefore described are made wholl 
from imported raw-beet sugars, the duty paid on the material used for each 
pound of the exported article may be determined by dividing the duty paid 
on 1 pound of the material by the decimal denoting the “ net analysis” of 
such material and then deducting from the amount so found, as an equiva- 
lent of the value of the material for the sirup poeta, Se percentage of 


that amount corresponding to the polariscope test of the raw sugar used, 
indicated in the following schedule: -— parla 











Percent- Percent- | to deal with, because there was a suggestion made on very rood 

nape Se te ages mae grounds that we were restrained by our treaty made with Prussia 

Polariscope test of raw | to find || Polariscope test of raw | to fin in 1828 from making these discriminations against sugar coming 
beet sugars used duty paid | beet sugars used a | from that country; and I think I showed—although I did it 
(degrees). on mate- | (degrees). briefly—the reasons for that belief on my part, that here was the 
—— express obligation of this treaty made in 1828, which prevented 

sugar. this country from imposing a duty upon articles imported from 





Prussia higher than those that were imposed upon the most-fa- 







“Firsts:” Per cent. vored nation. ' 
96 1.2 92 Unquestionably this section 3 that we have under consideration 
rs sone ceee ewan eres nsecee contravenes the provision and obligation of that treaty. It is no 


answer to say that no higher duties are specifically or nominally 
levied on sugars from Prussia than those from other countries, but 
that your specific higher rate falls upon sugars from all countries 








2218 


that may happen to fall within a certain classification. If it were 
80, then we could evade the obligations of a treaty simply by a skill- 
ully drawn classification. For example, we could impose addi- 
tional duties on all commodities which came from countries where 
he labor employed in producing them was not — accorditig to 
‘a specific standard of wages. If we could make a domestic law 
the basis of discrimination or classification, we might forbid the 
mportation or impose higher duties on the importations from such 
countries as did not establish eight hours as a working day, or as 

d not forbid work on Sunday, or as were of a monarchical form 
of government; and Germany might evade her treaty obligations 
with us in the same way. 

The payment of a bounty by Germany on the exportation of 
gugar to encourage that industry can not be regarded as a discrim- 
ination against us. It is as much a matter of domestic concern as 
a high protective tariff enacted for the same purpose, encouraging 
home industry. 

As I said before, I do not believe it was the intention of the com- 
mittee—of course it was not the intention of the committee—b 
the use of this general language to cover up a concealed and di- 
rect purpose of evading this treaty obligation; but we do it never- 
theless by this language; we do evade it; and I believe that we 
would have a proper ground of complaint if the case were reversed 
and Germany enacted a like provision in her tariff laws. 

Now, we have a very important matter with Germany, which is 
alluded to in the letter written by the German am or to the 
Secretary of State. In 1891 there was something like a convention 

tween the two countries, based upon the free sugar of the Mc- 

inley law, by which the importation into Cy wy bes American 
pork and American flour was favored. All that been very 
much modified and very much changed by the duty imposed wy 
the Wilson law, which was made a ground of protest then. It 
will be much more affected by the present provision, which is 
three times the discrimination of the Wilson law. Where the 
Wilson law imposed a countervailing duty of one-tenth of a cent, 
we im , by this section 3,a countervailing duty of more than 
one-third of a cent—three times that of the Wilson law. 

I am very sorry that the Senator from Louisiana, with whom I 
thought that I agreed about the general notions that underlie this 
whole matter of tariff imposition, should have defended, as he 
seemed to defend, this countervailing duty on grounds which 
were decidedly protectionist. He supported and, as far as I could 
understand him, defended the imposition of this countervailing 
duty on the ground that it was a proper retaliatory measure on 

‘the part of the United States against the low productive cost of 
— countries. If that differs at all from the ordinary protective 
octrine, I am unable to perceive it; and, unless I greatly misun- 
derstood the Senator from Louisiana, he took that position. 

Mr. President, I have not yet found any reason for abandoning 
the beliefs that I have in regard to the elementary propositions 
os lie at the very foundation of this whole matter of protective 

riffs and of greater commercial freedom. I do not believe it is 
a cause for countervailing legislation that there are conditions in 
other countries by which the necessaries of life can come to our 
people with less cost than would otherwise obtain but for those 

conditions. I do not believe that that is a cause, whether artifi- 
cially produced or naturally produced. Whatever is the cause, I 
believe that the people of this country, like the ae of ~— 
should be entitled to enjoy the cheap sugar that these conditions 
have given us from Germany. 

But it is not upon that ground that I oppose this section, nor 
did I rise to consume the time of the Senate in discussing it; but 
it was because we were bound by treaty stipulations that we can 
not evade, or that it was not honorable to evade and that it is not 
honorable to evade, and [ have that much regard for the faith of 
this country, and for its good name and fame, that I believe the 
Senate will take some consideration before they adopt this provi- 
gion in this bill. . 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I do not intend to consume the 
time of the Senate, which is, or ought to be, exceedingly precious 
at this moment, but I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Delaware to the fact that in presenting the opinion of Mr. 
Gresham upon this topic he made no allusion, so far as I heard, to 
the opinion rendered by the Attorney-General, Mr. Olney. 

Mr. GRAY. IL recollect that opinion. 

Mr. WHITE. Both opinions are published in Senate Miscella- 
neous Document No. 52, Fifty-third © third session, and 
the subject was considered more or less by the ce Committee 
in a general way; it has been discussed, and my attention has been 
several times drawn to it, and I have never been able to bring 
myself to _— with Secretary Gresham's views regarding this 
matter. I k the pith of the opinion may be expressed in this 
very brief extract from Attorney-General, afterwards Secretary, 
Olney. He says: 


In the first place, the ‘‘most-favored-nation clauses" of our treaties with 
powers have, from the foundation of our t, been inva- 
Fiably construed both as not forbidding any internal regulations necessary 
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for the protection of our home industries and as permitting commercial con- 


cessions to a count wate are not but are in return f ra 
lent concessions, and to which no other country is entitled except oo - > - 


d the same equivalents. Thus, Mr. Jefferson, when Secretary of Stat. 
in 179%, said of treaties exchanging the rights of the most-favored nation tia: 
“they leave each party free to make what internal regulations they pleas, 
and to give —— preference they find expedient to native merchants. yo. 
sels, and productions.”’ 

In 1817 Mr. John Quincy Adams, acting in the same official capacity, took 

that the *‘ most-favored-nation clause” “ only covered erat se 13 
favors and did not touch concessions for ‘equivalents, ex oressed or j; 
ny Mr. Clay, Mr. Livingston, Mr. Erarts, and Mr. Bayard, when at 

e head of the De ment of State, have each given official expression +5 
the same view. It has also received the sanction of the Supreme Court iy 
more than one well-considered decision, while in Bartram vs. Roberts ), 
(122 U. 8., 116) Mr. Justice Field, spogking for the whole court, expounde:| 
the stipulations of the “ most-favored-nation clause” in this language: 

“ They were pl of the two compenennn parties, the United States and 
the King of Denmark, to each other, that, in the imposition of duties on go. );\5 
imported into one of the countries which were the produce or manufact urs 
of the other, there should be nodiscrimination against them in favor of go.i5 
of like character imported from any other country. Fe pone an obli- 
gation upon both countries to avoid hostile Togistagion in that respect.” 

The inte tation of the ** most- -nation clause,’’ so clearly esta)- 
lished asa rine of American law, is believed to accord with the inter 
ate a upon the clause by foreign powers—certainly by Germany and 


_ Here is a very important feature of this consideration, for tho 


interpretation placed by the ies affected upon a contract is 
always of importance in co ing that contract. The opinion 
proceeds: 


Thus, as the clause permits any internal regulations that a country may 
find necessary to give a preference to “ native merchants, vessels, and }); 
ductions,” the representatives of both Great Britain and Germany exprvs<iy 
declared at the international sugar conference of 1888 that the export sui: 
bounty of one country might be counteracted the import sugar duty of 
another without on as be deemed a viola 


co 
tion of the * most-favored-nation clause.” So both German, 
and Great uiesced in the position of the United States, that our 
treaty with Hawaii did not entitle those nations to equal privil , in regard 
to im with those thus obtained by the United tes, the privileges 
ted to the United States concessions by the 
nited States, which Germany and not only did not offer to 
sanke, but, in Une nature of Ghiten, could tet make. 


Mr. President, if the licability of these statements of fact, 
made by the ingui author of this opinion, will be note: 
when we direct our attention to the proposition that in the very 
convention—the international sugar conference of 1888—in which 
this nation participated it was positively agreed, and it was 1n- 
derstood and treated as a fact, to use cleanoe of the opinion, 
that the export sugar bounty of one country might be counter- 
acted by the import sugar duty of another. I might remark that 

we would put ourselves in the position of permitting 

legislation hostile to ourselves under the pretext that equality ani 

ae — our defending ourselves by — legis- 

ion, an us placed us a@ common with other 
favored-nation owe. 


“Tn tala unprepared to discuss this 
ve come en nestion, 
and we have no time to discuss it. It isa interesting topic, 


and one which I should like very much to consider at more lengt!; 
but I forbear. 

The Senator from Wisconsin oe SPOONER] calls my attention 
to an extract from Lawrence’s Wheaton, page 493, as follows: 


From excessive caution, the limitation “gratuitous” or kindred limita- 
tions are sometimes inserted before “favored nation” in recent treatios. 
But this does not derogate in any way from the position that privileges trans- 
ferable under the term “favored nation” are only such privileges as aro 


Mr. President, our relations with Germany, while of course 
friendly, nevertheless are such as to disclose to the world at large, 
and larly to us, who are the parties affected, a series of 


tions, which our people have long protested, 
and usually in vain. 
I have before me an article by some of those who have 


taken an interest in this matter. I have no intention of reading 
it now, but I shall ask leave to insert it as a part of my remarks, 
as it is largely historical in character, and calls attention to the 
discriminations to which I allude. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


Mr. De Kay, our - Berlin, under date of October 5, 1895, ex- 
plains the situation. He informs us that the forces of aaie Frussis 
as ‘es; that 


commerce and manufactur: 
hence See 
vance on crops, men. 

This is the radical mo that t check and conserva- 
containing the most forward 
national clause. bta' the of American cattle and of salt 
ee Be secnret a 100 per cent increase in the export bounty on sugar. 
: U States must look fora strong effort on the 

reactionary elements of north Ger- 


to k out ucts.” 
m™That this bontianens inetin cxlnta Thiake and Austria, in fact, all over 


the Continent, even if in lesser degree, admits of no doubt. And in this we 


find the kernel contained in recent f mst some one or more 
of ons of our tariff bill Whether these area bold, 
bold bluff intended to ee toour cupidity at 
expense honor, or w they the seed of commer- 
cial warfare, remains to be seen. 
And just here comes in the bitter history quite to the situation— 
em ten to twelve long years of effort on the 
of the United States to secure from 


Shar eos canines cab ly ae af bin en eb 














discrimina’ 


ting character, founded on false pretext, and rendered more odt- 

by delay and neglect, which have destroyed millions of our export trade, 

fact, it forms the % ning “a oe in the history of these protests, and the 
bares on great West. 

la a basis for that chapter, we will quote from Acting Secretary of 

State, z ‘Wharton. Senate Executive Document No. 119, page 24 (June, 1802), 


Pitty Congress, first session: 
“For ten years previous to the of the tariff act of October 1, 1890, 
the most unjust discrimination in 


pork had been the object 
Europe, and on account of the prohibitive or severely restricted 


laws it has 
been excluded from most of the countries of the Continent. Not- 
earnest and repeated efforts of our diplomatic represen 
ves to secure a re or modification of these unjust laws at the date of the 
passage of the tariff act of 1590, they remained in full force, to the great detri- 
ment of export trade in this important agricultural product.” 
The tollowing figures, showing the decrease of our exports of bacon, hams, 
and pork 


Germany and France, will fully support the above statement: 








Ever since 1881 has our State Department and our ministers at Paris, Ber- 
— and Vienna been engages in persistent efforts to secure a revoca- 


comme: which discriminated solel ogaings the 
ucts of United States. The records of Congress and the archives of 
State ent are full of correspondence and reports upon this 
subject. 
In May, 1890, President Harrison, in reply to a resolution of the House of 
Representativ transmitted a voluminous report Spoen Mar, Blaine, then Sec- 
of 8 which was set forth the anaes = ff schedules made 
certain countries since 1879, and in was embraced a a 
, of the issued abroad, prohibiting, obstructing, or interfering 
the im: and sale of our products, which clearly showed how 
ted against. The nations enumerated as 


Uni were discriminated 
pate Tg tee A increased their tariff duties on meats and breadstuffs were 
Hi , Belgium, France, Germany, Italy, portugal, Spain, Swit- 
Brazil Tileuse 


\ . and Mexico. xecutive Docu- 

ment No. Fifty-first session. 
That report also stated t our ng and Jard had been prohibi by 
‘ungary since March * 1; that Hungary had prohibi our 
meats in 1884; t France prohibited our pork February 15, 1881, 
our lard was then subject to rigid inspection; t Seymany pro- 
our salted pork since June 25, 1880, and our potatoes since 1875. And 
appears from the re that Februa: . the Bundesrath prohibited 
note oO! kinds, which included our hams and bacon; that 

our 


een February 20, 1879; that Spain prohibited 
our pork and lard to rigid tion; that 





and had su 

Em had prohibited our pork since 1881. Mr. ne’s report 
several separate and distinct documents which had thereto in some 
at former ods been transmitted to Con, : 


to wit: 
First. on Wey? r. , April 18, , as Chie? of the Bureau 
of tothe State Department, concerning the alleged unwholesome- 


‘ness of our meat products. 
House Executive Document 209, Forty-seventh Congress, first ses- 











em aaa re ~— o oe ence oes 7 eS 
an arc ° a revoca of fore 
i Gneintnatine and prohibitl entry of our meat exports. 
: House Executive Document 70, Forty-ei; first session, 
like and additional efforts between November, 1882, and October, 1883, 


attached House Executive Document 106, Forty-eighth et 
em ing a message of the President and a voluminous an 
—— ofa commission appointed by the President, September, 
- Tiecete teport B45, Fortyclghth, first, bei t bill 
orty-e , being a report on a bi 
ire DS Relations to meet the ye annecktont and 
Executive Document 114, Fiftieth Congress, first session. 
\_ It ha asserted in some rs that the present or existing pro- 
exactions, or ions in Germany and France—sugar- 
one Se of the one-tenth cent per nd “ differ- 
posed by the United States on su from nty-paying 
Germany's recent | peptest being upon that, it omes 
eet ra this is not true, and for the very reason 
the conditions e abroad long before the su differential or even 
sugar had become a factor in the German or French commercial cal- 
' As far as 1880 and 1881 there was no differential duty on foreign ee 
there the same discriminations or oe ag against the United 
by Germany and France that now exist. Mr. Blaine’s report (supra 
— years there was a made-up case for mere indus 
The excuse or pretext for the action taken by Germany then was that 
meats were not wholesome, and while France and other nations at first 
} as the reason, France at a later period frankly avowed that 
was 


an economic to tect her own farms. 


' aed ce teke, 2 the United States assumed was 
‘ our State t the Scanlan investigation 
in which the following conclusions of fact were arrived at: 
- nn ha gpemaadhatactae the best and purest breeds, fat- 

material. 


reports set afloat in Europe of disease in our hog-export 


.y tages of death among American swine were no 
panene Meropeas swine from similar and like causes. 


American hogs d of the cholera or from other causes 

possibility pass severe ordeal and i to which 

export were sub, and that no possible art of the 
convert such animals meat that could 


‘That trichina was not as prevalent in America asin Europe, and 
oor had occurred from it, and that they were produced 
uncoo 
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tended to 
Tedious diplomatic controversy ensued with result, and in Fet 
the President transmitted another 


the subject. 
the reason advancex 


United States. 


only found notoriously incompetent. but their instrumer 
that only one case had occurred in France between 1876 






In conclusion Mr. Scanlan cited the Belgian minister of the interior of 


April, 1880, in favor of our export-pork product being wholesome, in which 
eminent French authorities agreed 


This able, exhaustive, and convincing report was sent abroad and was in- 

move the supposedly honest objection raised to our meat exports 
ary, 1884, 
that made by his 
as3, to examine 





; roluminous report 
jal commission of five experts, appointed Septem 
Among other things, that report stated 

by foreign nations for discrimination 








edicts against 


our meats; that while other reasons might have been advanced, none had 
Se foundation to merit the test of even a superficial examina that 
richina was as prevalent in Germany, France, and in other nations as in the 


The report also stated that in 1881 in Germany the microscopists were not 





filthy for use; 
and 1881, during 
which time 200,000,000 pounds of American pork was consumed, and that had 
a from a French hog. See, in corroboration of this, Mr 
etter to Secretary Frelinghuysen from Berlin, January 1, 1883. The repo 
likewise pointed out that f: was a common practice in European countries 
for the poorer c ps to eat pork raw or uncooked, and that the reports 
Drs, Virchow and Hertwig at Berlin had asserted positively that no case o! 
trichina had ever been traced to American pork 

This report was likewise sent abroad as additional and confirmatory evi 
dence of our contention, About this time, IS83-84, there was published in 
France the views of the French Academy of Medicine to the effect that the 
importation of foreign pork might safely be “fearlessly authorized.”’ These 
reports seemed to have caused France, if not Germany, to shift her position, 
and she thereupon concluded to place her action upon economic ground as a 

icy favorable to heragriculturists. In other words, the mask was thrown 

own, her false pretenses were fully revealed; in fact, M. Flourens,a French 
deputy, frankly avowed later on that European countries did not consider 
the exclusion of a particular import as unfriendly, but * rather as a domestic 

uestion."" To same effect see letter of Mr. Sargent to Mr. Frelinghuysen, 

anuary 1, 1883, House Executive Document 70, Forty-eighth Congress, first 
session. 

The bad faith of Germany and France had now become so patent to our 
{eagrem that in reply to the Senate Anthony resolution of January 22, 1884, 
the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations reported a bill to meet the con 
ditions. That bill recommended: 

First. Inspection of our meats at points of export 

Second. Exclusion by proclamation of the Executive of the products of 
such foreign nations as discriminated against th United States. 

Third. Prohibition of the importation of adulterated food or wines. No 
action was ever taken on that measure, although there was a very spicy d 
bate in the Senate over the Anthony resolution. It would appear that 
France, previous to the introduction of this bill, November 27, 1883, had 
a d to suspend its edict, but revoked its action in December, offering a 
bill still later in the Deputies allowing our meats to come in at three ports 
under certain restrictions, evidently fearing favorable action on our Senate 
bill of 1884. Our Congress adjourned in July, 188, without action, and the 
wa French Deputies adjourned in August following without acting on its 

il. 

Diplomatic efforts were renewed and were persistently continued down 
1890, France imposing double the duty on arms from the United States that 
she did on those from England, and double the duty on our alcohol that sho 
did on that product from Germany 

In 1890 the late Secretary Rusk called the attention of Mr. Blaine to the 
prohibitory restrictions and regulations which continued to be enforced 
against our meat exports by Germany and France, and also to the quarantine 
regulations of Great Britain. Inthesame year we find, from Mr. Reid's Paris 
letter of July 4, that France, feeling the unstableness of the position she occu- 
pied, was taking new ground. She wanted equivalents in return for a revo- 
eation of her unjust edict. 

The transgressor wanted pay for a violation of the ordinary rules of 
commercial honesty and fair dealing. Mr. Reid suggested that France de 
sired the United States to put works of art on the free list, lower duties on 
French fruits, and less stringent requirements concerning Paris invoices. In 
reply to that Mr. Reid showed that by the McKinley bill the House had re- 
moved the 30 per cent duty on pictures and statues, but as France had made 
no move to meet such a concession, the Senate had reimposed it, and he then 

sinted out that France was discriminating against the Gnited States and in 

avor of Germany, France, and Italy, and insisted that the French repeal 
their edict against our pork ‘‘as an act of marked justice too long deferred,” 
and concluded by suggesting that if longer persisted in the United States 
might retaliate on French wines, and he insisted that it rested with France 
to take the first step, that she was levying duties to the prohibitive point, 
while the United States was simply placing high, but neither prohibitive nor 
discriminating duties, our high duties being no more objectionable than the 
very high duties of France. 

ithout some such efficient head as exists in Germany, France, and other 
European nations over the subject of foreign commerce, it is quite impossible 
todiscover to what extent the products of the United States are discriminate 
against, nor by what open or, which is the more likely, covert method 
Germany pursues her warfare on the United States in very many instar 
other than as relates to pork and cattle. Toshut out our canned meats they 
have been classed by a mere technicality as “ironware,” and dutied as such 
at the prohibitive rate of $5.72 per 220 pounds; our shredded codfish in wooden 
boxes been classed in the same way as * wooden ware,” and dutied very 
high under that classification; our sugar-cured hams—covered, as here, in 
linen cloth—have been classed as “fine linen” and subjected to a duty 
over $19 per 220 pounds, which is of course prohibitive, while our exportation 
of brawn—or beef and pork cooked together and salted, making a cheap and 
wholesome food—was dutied at first at 2 cents a poune in cans, but as ot 
trade increased a duty of 7} cents was imposed, it being suddenly found to be 
a “delicacy,” and taxed as such. Our insurance companies have been driven 
from Germany after having been allowed to establish there and invest large 
gums. Our flour trade decreases because Germany makes a favorable com- 
mercial treaty with Russia 

Upon such a record as this Germany files a protest against a proposed dif 

erential on her sugar, ad vanced to meet her somewhat new industrial policy 
own as export bounties 

But the record is not complete. We have now to state what followed this 
legislation, and it will open up what may properly be called the second chap- 
ter in the history of our commercial relations with Germany. That chapter 
will bear upon the good faith of Germany, the validity of her protests, the 
cause of the revocation of her edict against our pork, bacon, and sausages, as 
it will likewise develop the rea! object of her recent protest. The American 

le are entitled to know all the facts. and as it especially concerns the 
great West, those who represent that section are deeply concerned 

The continued enforcement of the discriminations abroad against our 
meats, our diplomatic effort to remove the same, and the discussions in this 
country finally induced our Congress to enact a meat-inspection law, which 
Was approved August 30, 1800, and known as chapter 830 in 26 Stat. L. That 
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law provides for an inspection by the Secretary of Agriculture of salted 
pork and bacon intended for export, etc. This was followed by the passage 
of chapter 555, of 26 Stat L., approved March 3, 1801, which enforces and ex- 
tends the prior enactment. It provides for an inspection here of live cattle, 
hogs, and their carcasses, and products for export. These laws have been 
rigorously enforced. Section 6 of the act of August 80, 1890, is a very im- 
portant one when enforced against an offending nation which shall violate 
the laws of commercial! comity. It provides that— 

‘*Whenever the President shall be satisfied that unjust discriminations are 
made by or under the authority of any foreign state against the importation 
to or sale in such foreign state of any product of the United States, he may 
direct that such products of such foreign state so discriminating against any 

»sroduct of the United States as he may deem proper shall be excluded from 
on »ortation to the United States.” 

That law also contains a section (4) empowering the President to suspend 
the importation of adulterated products of food or drink deleterious to the 
public health. The statutes remain in full force. 

Then we had what is known asthe “free” su 


r, bounty, and section 33, or 
“ reciprocity,” provisions of the McKinley tari 


law of October 1, 1890. By 
those sugar was made conditionally free, with a duty of five-tenths of a cent 
on sugar above 16 Dutch standard, and six-tenths of a cent if from any coun- 
try that paid an export bounty. Germany was paying an export bounty of 
from 13 to 27 cents per 100 pounds and France and Austria-Hungary equally 
as much or more. This made a “differential” on refined of one-tenth ofa 
cent—not on sugar from Germany alone, but on such sugar from all bounty- 
mying nations, and hence it was hardly a discrimination against Germany. 
fe was general and not special, and it left it in the power of nations payi 
such a bounty to relieve themselves of the “differential” on their cougar at 
any time by their own voluntary withdrawal of their export bounties. Nor 
did Germany ever complain of the one-tenth differential on sugar in the 
McKinley law as discriminating legislation. 

Now, mark what followed our legislation. Because of our meat-inspection 
act, the power of the President to shut out products of nations diacttminat- 
ing against the United States, and becanse also of his power under section 8 
of the McKinley Act to duty sugar and other articles, Germany, France, 
Austria-Hungary, Spain, Brazil, and other countries hastened to enter in 
reciprocity agreements with this count The statutes mentioned cloth 
Gy Soreremens with power to do a vast deal more than ten or twelve years 
of diplomacy. 

Asearly aa Angee 22, 1891, Mumm, the chargé d’affaires of Germany to the 
United States, addressed a letter at ne to Mr. Foster, our plenipoten- 
tiar extraordinary then also at Saratoga, stating that— 

*Tnasmuch as the inspection of meat intended fcr interstate commerce in 
North America and for exportation to foreign countries had been madecom- 

yulsory by the act of March 3, 1891, * * * there was no longer any cause 
for maintaining in force the prohibition * * * of theimportation of hogs, 
pork, and sausages of American origin,” ete. 

And he desired to be advised when the act, etc., would take effect, promis- 
ing that Germany would thereupon abolish the prohibition. And he then 
preseenes to state that his declaration was based upon the su tion that 

f the German edict was removed, the President of the United states would 

**no Jonger have any occasion for the exercise, as regards the German Em- 
ire, of the discretionary powers conferred upon him™ by section 3 of the 
icKinley Act nor in section 5 of the meat-inspection law of 1890. And he 

further stated that Germany had the greater reason for his assumption— 

“Since it was prepared to grant to the United States the same reductions 
in customs duties on agricultural products that have been granted by Ger- 
many to Ane eneee 

His letter closed with the somewhat anxious desire to ascertain the @ 
sition of the United States in regard to the enforcement of section 3 of the 
McKinley Act and section 5 of our meat-inspection law. 

Mr. Foster answered him the same woe this effect, and we beg that these 
letters be carefully read. Mr. Foster stated that our meat-inspection law 
had been in operation several weeks, and he assured him, by direction of the 
President, that Germany's revocation of its meat edict would remove the 
occasion for the exercise by the President, as against the German Empire, 
of the power conferred upon him by section 5 of the meat-inspection ow 

* * And he then said that the President accepted the proposition of Ger- 
many to grent toonr agricultural products the same tari reductions as Ger- 
many granted to Austria, as a due reciprocity for the action of Con 
contained in section 8 of the McKinley law; and that when the President 
should be advised of such reductions, he would give the necessary orders to 
secure the continued free admission into the United States of the articles 
mentioned in said section 3. 

On the 10th of December following (1891) Mumm addressed Secretary 
Blaine, inclosing him a table showing the tariff concessions to Austria by 
Germany, which he said, “in accordance with my declaration made on the 
occasion of the removal of our decree forbidding the importation of swine 
pork, and sau s of American origin, likewise accrue to the United States.’ 
pus on this basis the proclamation of the President was issued February 1, 


In other words, we got the concession of a reduction in tariff duties on 
certain specified articles in return for granting Germany the continued ad- 
mission free of sugar and other articles mentioned in section 8 of the McKin- 
ley Act. (See Senate Executive Document 119, Fifty-second Congress, first 
session, pages 108-110, 111.) 

Is there any doubt whatever that there were here two separate and dis- 
tinct propositions accepted by Sermanng, the second one being thatif the 
President would not enforce section 5 of our meat-inspection law, Germany 
would, and because of that inspection act, withdraw its meat prohibition 
covering our pork, hogs, and sausages? She maintained her own costly in- 
spection service, which wasa seyere burden on our exporters, as will appear 
from our diplomatic correspondence on that subject, commencing January 
29, 1894; and in addition to which our canned beef was restricted. (House 
Eaeeenve Document 1, part 1, Fifty-third Congress, third session, pages 
‘ ) 


As Germany had her own inspection, and as trichina had disa 
entirely, our Government aougat early in January, 1894, to have Germany 
dispense with our law, which she refused to do. 

nd now what followed. The McKinley law (section 3) being repealed, of 
course Germany might withdraw her ff reductions; they probably went 
down without action by the repeal of section 3. ving withdrawn her 
meat edict, in evident fear that the President would enforce section 5 of the 
act of August 30, 1890, and use of our inspection of our meats, she had no 


excuse to again enforce it. Some new device to discriminate became neces- ' 


sary. 

N ote what followed. Pending the enactment of the Wilson bill, and before 
its . August 28, 1804, and on the 16th of July, 1804, we find Baron Saurma, 
of the German embassy in Wash n, * protesting ” (sic) against the pro- 
posed differential duty of one-tenth cent on all sugar when from all bounty- 
payin Sea ee e Wilson bill. (Senate Executive Document 58, Fifty- 

session, page 14; House Executive Document 1, part 1 
Fifty- Congress, third session, page 234.) 
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His “memorandum” of protest over a month prior to the enact 
the legislation complained of placed the objection on the ground that ou 
prope legislation was a discrimination st German goods; that it w ; 
violative of treaty stipulations between rmany and the United States 
that the export bounty paid by Germany on her sugar was a purely domestic 
affair; that it would drive out German sugar from the American market: 
that it would fall more heavily on Germany, which proposed to abolish her 
bounty in 1897, because other nations paid more bounty; that public opinion 
in Germany understood that it was Mumm) August 22, 1891, that the 
United States had guaranteed exemption to Germany from duty on sugar in 
return for the concession of the conventional duties on American agricul. 
tural products and the removal of the restrictions on the importations of 
“American swine.” : 

He concluded by expressing a doubt whether Germany, if our one-tenth 
differential was adopted, would be able to withstand the demand for reta|i; 


A- 


ment of 


tion. In other words, Mumm has conceded, August 22, 1891, that our meat. 
inspection law, when in force, had removed the further continuation of the 
German edict against our pork, etc., and hence some new device becamo 
necessary; some new scheme must be devised. 

Thus matters appear to have rested until August 28, 1894, the day of the 
final passage of the Wilson bill, on which day Saurma, the German amas. 
sador here, addressed our Secretary of State a formal peatent. calling hig 
attention to the memorandum of July 16, 1894, and stating that Germany 
considered the one-tenth differential on all sugar from all bovaty paying 
nations as not harmonious with existin, yy and those tenden: ies 
which the exchange of notes August 1891 (from Saratoga), had called 
forth. He insisted that an export bounty on sugar was “a domestic affair,” 
and that our legislation exposed both nations to the adoption of arbitrary 


duties. 
Mr. Gresham thereupon and on the 12th of October, 1894, addressed Mr. 
Cleveland a letter on the subject. He sent Germany's protest on the sal} 
tax about this time tothe Attorney-General for an opinion, but it seems that 
he preferred to handle thes question himself. 
nm the 27th of October, 1808, the German chancellor issued his edict pro- 
hibiting our living beef cattle and fresh beef upon the sanitary (sic) ground 
that Texas fever had been discovered. Mr. Gresham cabled our minister, 
Mr. Runyon, the same day to enter vigorous protest and to say that such 
action, if continued, would be considered unfriendly and retaliatory. In re- 
ply V. Marshall, of the German foreign office, sought to elude Germany's 
responsibility for the edict by saying that it was issued at the instance of the 
Prussian minister of agriculture. Further diplomatic correspondence en- 
sued between this country and Germany, running down to October 10, 1896, 
Mr. anne, of our Agricultural De ment, and Minister Uhl! furnishing 
unanswerable facts and a ments, August 22 and October 10, 1896, in favor 
of the revocation of this edict. 
Mr. Dabney took the ground that while nations had a perfect right to pro- 
tect their cattle industry, we had a iy to protest against prohibitions nop 
en 


necessary for sanitary greene. and he proceeded ifically to point out 
the difference between Texas fever here and foot-and-mouth disease. pleuro- 
t those diseases had been admitted 


meumonia, and rinderpest abroad; tha 
to exist abroad and that we had interdicted the importation of cattle from 
nations where those diseases admittedly existed; that those diseases did not 
exist here, were contagious and disastrous; that we had eradicated pleuro- 
pneumonia in 1892, and no case had existed sinc . He ex the ignorance 
of foreign veterinarians most effectually concerning this disease, as he also 
did in regard to Texas fever. He said there was no evidence existing that 
Texas fever could be communicated by our cattle to the cattle of Europe or 
that it would spread from animal to animal even if it were carried abroad. 
Theexperience of this country is altogether against that view. The cat- 
tle leaving a Texas-fever-infeeted district soon lose the power to disseminate 
it, etc. And he also pointed to the fact that ‘not one animal in any of tho 


foreign countries to which our cattle have been shipped—and several millions 
have n exported within recent years—has ever n infected with Texas 
fever,” as sufficient evidence that our lations and ion were intel- 


ligently conoeived and honestly enf . He further said that it was cer- 
tainly remarkable for a government to prohibit one of the principle articles 
of export of a friendly nation on the ground that such action was necessary 
to prevent the introduction of contagion when the contagion mentioned had 
never been carried by the prohibited articles either in this or any other 
country. He a to the fact that all our dressed export beef 
See ~ ce ed, and that the United States had no objection to 
0 be. 
a. Uni said that our objection went on the ground of the total exclusion 
of our cattle and fresh beef, which was not necessary from a sanitary stand- 
— that no claim was made that any disease or unhealthy fresh beef had 
nm sent intoGermany. And so the case stands weaey 

Fourteen days prior to the issuance of this meat edict (October 27, 1894), to 
wit, October 12, Mr. Gresham gave Mr. Cleveland his views of the protest of 
Germany against the one-tenth on sugar. He conceded that Germany had 
not protested against the one-tenth in the McKinley law, but argued that the 
probable reason was found in its insignificance, as it then applied only to 
sugar above 16 Dutch standard, while under the Wilson law the one-tenth 
coped to all sugars. 

m the pees as to whether the one-tenth violated treaty rights, i. e., our 
treaty of 1828 with Prussia, he noted the fact that that treaty was wit 
only and not with ‘*the entire German Empire.’ He took the groun 
that because our legislation ran against all nations pay an export bounty, 
and not Germany alone, did not relieve it from the ob on that it was @ 
discrimination. Then whether, because Germany gave an export bounty, 
we had a right to meet it with an extra duty, he likewise stood for Germany's 
contention, to wit, that it was purely a domestic affair. He said: 

“The payment by acountry of a bounty on the exportation of an article of 
its produce or manufacture for the eee encow adomestic indus- 
try can no more be considered asa d tion than can the imposition of a 

rotective or practically prohibitive duty on the importation of an article— 

e produce or manufacture of aforeign country for the same purpo:e—be so 
considered. The two measures are the same in principle. e question as 
to which shall be adopted is a matter of domestic policy. * * * Both are 
alike intended, whatever their effect, to create a national advantage.” _ 

He concluded that the export bounty of Germany was nota discrimination, 
and that our one-tenth to meet that bounty was a discrimination. It was 4 
very good defense for the German, and he soonavailed himself of it. Tho 
only point on which the late Secretary stood with the United States in this 


matter was that our treaty of 1828 ran to Prussia only, and he therefore as- 

sumed that only sugar from Prussia came within the protest. (House Ex- 

ecutive Document 1, 1, Fifty-third Congress, d session 

Senate Executive Documen 19, -third Congress, third session 
us it 52, y- Congress, third session. 

October D Soupeny protested our salt duty, on which our new 
Secretary's (Mr. ar) view differs from that of Mr. Gresham. (Senate 
Miscellaneous Document 52, Fifty-third Congress, third session; House Docu 
ment 1, Fifty-fourth second session, pages 208, 209.) 


Thus matters rested until 27, 1894, when the German chancellor, 





1897. 


with Mr. Gresham's letter before him admitting our one-tenth to bea dis- 
crimination, selected our live cattle and fresh beef for edict. (House Execu- 
tive Document 1, part 1, page 251, Fifty-third Congress, third session.) He 
based this prohibition on sanitary grounds, stating that in two cargoes of our 
cattle Texas fever had been found. All diplomatic efforts to remove that 
edict have been fruitless, as were those regarding pork for ten years. Our 
inspection laws run to all diseases. In 18% our Secretary of Agriculture said 
that “Texas fever was the only disease thus far absolutely controlled by 
stock-yard inspection.” And we have that as well as vessel inspection. 

This last decree excludes not only all live American beef cattle, without 
exception, qualification, or discrimination, or reference to condition, but all 
American fresh beef. It is said to be doubtful whether Texas fever can cross 
the ocean, and we certainly have very rigid inspection laws. In 1804, the year 
the edict was issued, the United States exported 363,535 cattle, only 144 being 
rejected here after inspection, and all those sent abroad certified to be free 
from disease. (Report of Secretary of Agriculture, 1805, page 7.) 

The late Senator Logan's prophecy of 1884 regarding Germany, that she 
would discriminate regardless of an inspection aw, has thus been verified. 
£he disclaims to have retaliated because of the one-tenth on sugar from all 
Lounty-paying nations, but her false pretense is too transparent to deceive 





To thus we find Germany discriminating against our meat products ever 
since 1881, with ey — interruption during the time the McKinley Act 
was in force, im ng her restrictions even to-day most rigorously on our 
live cattle and fresh f,and in many other ways burdening our products 
by most frivolous technicalities, impudently filing a protest if we reimpose a 
“differential " on the sugar of all nations which pay an export bounty. Noth- 
ing could more forcibly attest the diplomatic assurance of a nation which 

ut upon the United States millions of loss between 18381 and 1892, when, for 
ear of an enforcement of our laws and the advantage that would result to 
other nations at her expense under the reciprocity clause, she hastened to 
cover. 

It may be unfortunate that the United States was blessed witha Secretary 
of State in October, 1894, whose opinions appear to have furnished Germany 
ground upon which to temporarily stand, and who so far impressed his views 
upon Mr. Cleveland as to induce him, in his nome December 3, 1894, to 
recommend the repeal of the one-tenth differential, use it gave German 
assurance that it had the State Department and the Executive in accord wit 
its contention. 

And now what is the real issue in this controversy? Simply this: Ger- 
many claims— 

Pirst. That we have a treet 


under the most-favored-nation clause in 
which our one-tenth different 


on sugar from all bounty-paying nations is 


a discrimination. 
Second. That her export bounty on sugar is a “ purely domestic affair.” 
Third. That the one-tenth will subject her to great loss, drive German 
r out of our market. 
¢ answer to the first objection is, that our treaty runs to Prussia only — 
not to the whole German Empire; that Prussia having been absorbed by the 
Empire since 1828, it is by no means clear that the provisions of the treaty are 
not a dead letter. (See Treaties and Conventions, es 916, 918, 1234-1236; 
and Secre Gresham's letter of October 12, 1892; House Document No. 1, 
Fifty-fourth Congress, second session, page 209. Olney’s letter. 
As to the loss anticipated by Germany, the figures are at hand to prove the 
reverse of her expressed fear on that score. 


18%—Beet sugar under 16 Dutch standard from Germany, fiscal 


year, value 099, 293 
1896—Beet sugar under 16 Dutch standard from Germany, fiscal 

year, value..... dnhdas odnsee pewpakodhamstanapoclianstensaccqsere - 10,404, 172 
Showing an increase of over 66 per cent. 

Congress may as well face the issue involved in this claim and once for all 
determine what its policy is and ought to be toward suane presncing nations 
which by somewhat new export-bounty policy are seeking foreign mar- 
kets for their products. 

Hence such a bounty is not a “ purely domestic affair.” 

These export boun have nearly driven sugar premeetien in many of the 
East and in some or the West Indies to the wall, which shows that these 
bounties are something more than a domestic affair. First levying prohib- 
itive duties on sugars keep her own market, Germany, France, and Aus- 
tria turn about and pay an export bounty to gain ours, as against our own 
industry, and thus b it down; and they coolly turn to us and say: “Our 
policy is purely a domestic affair, of which you may not complain and which 

ou may not countervail.” This can hardly be called diplomacy; it is impu- 
lence, an assault upon ordinary intelligence. 

Mr. Gresham evidently confounded a bounty paid to home producers to 
encourage the upbuilding of a new industry with an export bounty which 
is paid to force goods into new markets, even though the effect is to reduce 
protection and strike a sinister blow at a home industry. An export bounty 
addresses itself to commerce, and that always concerns other nations. [f 
Germany may give 27 to 54 cents per 100 pounds export bounty on her sugar, 
she can give 2 or 5 cents and thus destroy our sugar industry. It is a some- 
what modern industrial commercial scheme in which a principle is at stake. 
It isa new diplomatic and | tive device to gain an unfair advantage, and 
great danger exists in conceding its validity. 

Besides all this, Germany does not come into court with her protest with 
clean hands. She has interdicted our cattle and fresh meats, and for too 
many years she prohibited our pork products. 

Her protest not only deserves no consideration whatever, but to counter- 


Le. policy we should not on a on enough differential to meet her 
double export bounty, but the sident should meet her last meat edict 
with an exercise of the power which he possesses under sections 4 and 5 of 
the act of August 30,1890. It is more than time for the United States to act, 
and in such a manner as to leave no room for doubt as to her future policy. 
5 has become a matter in which commercial honor is involved. Not a pound 


sugar should come into this country until Germany removes her 
meat ! as was su by the late Senator Logan, and more re- 
ni by Secretary Morton— 


certification of the chemical purity of wines exported from 
y, France, etc., to the United States may some time be demanded 
Governments as a sanitary shield to American consumers, for 
American meats are as wholesome as foreign wines.’'"—Report Sec- 
—- Agriculture, 1895, page 7. 

why not? As the Secretary said in his Year Book for 1894, page 34, 

wi was but a repetition of the remarks of his predecessors: 
it is wisdom on the part of foreign nations to demand inspection and 
for sanitary reasons by the American Government of its exports 
to them, and wise for us to comply with that demand, would it not be equally 
for the United States to require governmental 


wise, sani 
inspection and ication of all foreign nations for exports into the United 
intended for the consumption of its citizens?” 


Mr. WHITE. I do not concur in any view which will deprive 
this Republic of the power to defend herself from such legislation 
as she may conceive interferes with the welfare of her citizens. 


from 


- 
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Conceding, as we do, the right of Germany to legislate, we have 
the right to legislate regarding tariff. If Germany has the right 
by the imposition of such a bounty or tax, or whatever you may 
call it, as she has levied in the case of sugar, to place her people 
in a position of superior advantage to ours, we have a right to so 
legisiate as to equalize, and she can not call it even retaliatory. 

am not talking about the policy of this tax at all. I voted 
against the sugar-schedule tax, and I shall doit again. but I do 
not desire to put myself in a position of conceding our inability 
to do what we may see fit to do if we think that it is wise in any 
case to retaliate—and whether we think so or not must depend 
upon the policy of the dommant party—but as to the existence of 
our right to do it, without criticism as to the morality of the 
affair, I have but little question. 

As part of my remarks, Mr. President, I shall add as an appen- 
dix, from the last consular report, No. 201! of the current volume, 
three short articles, entitled ‘‘ The beet-sugar crisis in Europe,” 
which illustrate the necessity of such legislation upon the theory 
of the framing of this bill as that contemplated. I do not wish 
to take any time or to further discuss this most interesting topic. 


APPENDIX. 

THe Beet-SuGAR CRISIS IN EUROPE. 

PROPOSED LEGISLATION IN BELGIUM 

The Belgian sugar journal, La Sucrerie Belge, publishes in its March num- 

ber a petition to the Belgian Parliament, signed by all the sugar manufactur- 

ers of this country, requesting certain modificati 

existing relative to the sugar industry. This petition wasadopted at a meet- 

ing of the trade February 2 last. It presentsa review not only of the situation 

of the sugar interests in Belgium, but also of their general condition in the 

other European countries of production, and for that reason, with due con- 

sideration for its authority, is of considerable importance 
lation is as follows: 


ns in the legislation now 


A textual trans- 


BRUSSELS, February %, 1897. 

To the president and members of the Chamber of Re; sat Brussels: 
The undersigned, manufacturers of beet-root sugar, have the honor to set 
forth to you that the principal European countries producing sugar, accord- 
ing to the importance of their approximate production of this year, rank as 


csentative 


follows: 

Tons. | Tons. 
 ttnhbingubpadawennate Pn? ©) PI a... ... sean cotnenns 700, 000 
Austria ...................... 1,000,000 | Belgium 100, 000 
Pvence......... sedad 750,000 | Holland 150, 000 


From the fifth piace, which it occupies in this table, Belgium passes to the 
first, if we take as basis of estimate the relation between production on the 
one hand and population, territorial area. and quantity exported; this 
indeed, epesedas five-sixths of the total quantity produced 

The existence of the Belgian sugar industry therefore depends essentially ~ 
on the international sugar market, and is much more than any other affected 
by this latter's variations. The decisive elements of international competi- 
tion are the agricultural system —factor, the price of raw material; the man- 
ufacturing system—factor, the cost of extraction; the legislative system— 
factor, fiscal favors; these three factors being furthermore closely conjoined 
by rapid and inevitable reaction , ? 

While, however, the first two factors are capable of but slow development 
and can, for this reason, introduce into the fixed equilibrium only gradual 
modifications, the third can cause sudden and vast disturbances. Recent 
events have shown the truth of this statement, and the results are so un- 
expected and serious as to justify the undersigned in setting forth to the 
public the extent and the causes of the disaster which at this moment is 


latter, 


threatening the Belgian sugar industry and Belgian agriculture. The fiscal 
system applied to sugar factories in force in the various countries mentioned 
is chiefly established by the following laws: Germany, law of May 31, 1891; 
Austria, law of May 20, 1888; France. law of July 29, iss4; Russia, law of July 
13, 1891; Belgium, law of April 16, 1887; Holland, law of April 15, 1891, and pre- 
ceding legislation. 

Since the dates above mentioned, the basis established in these various 


countries had undergone only secondary modifications, rather local than in 
ternational, and generally of a nature to diminish the fiscal favors instead 
of increasing them. From the point of view of competition among the coun 
tries of Europe, a sort of peaceful stability was thus acquired, resulting ina 
corresponding equilibrium in the interior relations of each country between 
the rural and industrial systems, as we'las between the cultivator and owner 
This situation, slowly established, has, during the t 


last year, suffe 


i 0 
most serious disturbances. Important modifications have been adop by 
all our competitors, Russia excepted; the latter, enjoying a specia! em, 
suffices almost entirely for itself without having much to export; it is, there 
fore, not necessary to give it special consideration 

The modifications to which we allude are the following: In Ger he 
law of May 27, 1896, increased the export bounties in the following propor 
tions: (1) For raw sugar, from 3) cents to 0 cer per 220 pound or 
white sugar, from 41 cents to 72 cents: (3) for refined sugar, from 48 cents to 


89 cents. This is not meant to interfere with other measures, notably the 
imposition of supplementary taxes, and the provision by which a f y, 
under the penalty of having its proportion of export bounties red !, is, so 
to speak, obliged to increase its outp yr at least to maintain it at t san 


level, even under the most unfavorable circumstances 






Immediately afterwards Austria, by the law of July 7, 1896, took corre- 
sponding protective and defensive measures, especially increasing from about 
$2,000,000 to $3,600,000 the amount of public funds destined for export bounties. 

In France the Chamber of Deputies has just vot« ‘xport bounties even 
more important than those of other countries, amounting to—(1) raw sugar, 
68 cents per 220 pounds; (2) white sugar, 77 cent 3) refined sugar, 87 cents 


All these export bounties are independent of the interior advantage 


corded in Germany and Austria, in various forms less tangible, although not 
less real, and in France in the form of bonuses upon the manufacture. which, 
in the official French statistics, appear for sums varying from $1.16 to $1.54 


per 220 pounds, and which may be normally fixed at $1.35 per 220 poun 

Holland, in turn, has just revised its system, giving from the beginning to 

its producers a bounty of $1.06} per 220 pounds on raw sugars 
7 ] I 4 


is an economic war tothe finish between rival nations, each desiring the 
ruin of the others, which these measures unchain on the sugar interests of 
Europe. 
The effect was, therefore, immediate. The reaction of these new bounties 
on the international market was extraordinarily strong, surpassing al) antict- 


pations. From the timeof theannouncement of the intention of the German 
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A corrective is therefore nec , and since the premium on t} 
drawback, it would suffice to raise the rate of this latter to pS baend > a. 
same degree the injurious effect of the premium. But, as there is no ..,, 
=e of causing by this means an indirect decrease of the legal output. ; 

d be increased likewise in the exact proportion of the incroa.. 

feaqeac . The undersigned pro , therefore, an increase of 15 per cen: 
drawback, with a correspon supplementary tax,and compensate: |. 
an eauet imessass of the legal output. y 

In way the present premiums would be neutralized to the extent 
per cent, leaving out of 25 or 30 = previously mentioned 0; 
yt eee 15 per cent on the of 45 francs ($2.49) per 220 pou : 

u P years. ' 

measures prayed by the undersigned are, therefore, the followi:, 

1) That the pa nt to the treasury, in case of variation, should |. ; 
henceforth unconditionally. 

(2) That the | gal output taken into consideration should be increa. 





















Government, quotations were on the decline. After the adoption of the law 
e bounties immediately increased in Austria, and a law of even a more ag- 
avated nature was proposed in France. 

All these facts succeeded in disturbing the confidence of holders and mer- 
chants, and the scare became such that quotations fell from ey in April, 

896, to below $4.25 in October last per 220 pounds. In the midst of this in- 
rnational conflict, while our oomgeriers are everywhere being provid 

with new weapons, the situation in Belgium is, by the force of events, m.- 

ing modified in an entirely different direction. It is well known that the Bel- 

gian fiscal system gives to producers the enjoyment of certain bonuses on 
manufacture under the form of sugar free from duty. The progress made 
in the methods of cultivation and manufacture has always compensated the 
regular increase of the amount taken into account, tosuch an extent that the 
uantity of sugar free of taxation may still to-day be estimated at 
verage of 18 per cent of the le reduction. The tax being $8.00 per 
unds, the theoretical value of this benefit may be estimated at $1.82 per 

) papas of sugar produced. 

If this protection were real, it would suffice to counterbalance the advan- 
tages given by other countries, but the reality is much less than it seems. In 
fact, by reason of certain circumstances about to be explained, this amount 
suffers two important reductions: 

(1) The premium on duties, according to which the commercial value of 
the bonuses is fixed, consroys a portion of them. This premium, very vari- 
able, remaining quoted in these later years at 10 to 15 per cent, has recently 
risen much higner. It has reached the quotation of 40 per cent—a point at 
which it approximately remains at this moment. 

(2) The payment to be made to the treasury and which, in the unanimous 
opinion of those interested, must be made in the future unconditionally. If 
we consider as the basis on one hand a production of 200,000 tons taken into 
account, and on the other hand a variation in the payment of $1,158,000, the 
amount imposed upon manufacturers per 220 pounds of sugar taken into 
acc mane 68 cents, or, that is tosay, 49 cents for every 220 pounds of the real 
production, 


) 


uid 


0 per coms with an increase of 15 per cent in the drawback and an equiv. 
su: men 

) That the minimum of reyenue, restored to 6,000,000 franes ($1,155 (; 
includes the sum from the excise on glucose, 

These measures, which can only be tem: , would not involve any cori. 
ous sacrifice for the treasury. They barely permit this industry ;, 
grad ly free itself from the serious domestic culties in which 
r y 

Wisile io aped ho Yous cls a better equilibrium in the country j: 
it is likewise to be sincerely that exaggeration of the comme: || 
struggle between Germany, Austria, and ce may also result. |y ; 

ness of the evil produced, in the return to a more logical and }.. 


In this war ot prespiume the victims are only the producers them. 
ee destroyers of their own fortune to the profit of nonproducing 60.11; 

xport bounties have no other result than the constant decline of the pridu:s 
to uttermost limits of the cost price, and even lower than that. (j.-. 


It must be anticipated, without doubt, that the inauguration of this mode | many and Austria maps, at sae premes time, the error committed 
of payment will result in a certain decrease in the rate of the premium on m, and France, in spite of the vantages which she thoucht 
the duties, but the situation of the sugar market for consumption is so bur- | she was ass producers, be in turn, to admit that sho 


dened that the payment unconditionally would not in itself alone suffice to 
restore the premium to 10 to 15 per cent. If we adopt as a basis of 

tion the Guctation of 80 per cent, we still remain below the probable truth. 
If from $1.82 we deduct 8) per cent, or 4 cents, and also the sum of 49 cents 
above mentioned, there remains as a fiscal advantage for the Belgian manu- 
facturers the maximum of { cents per 220 pounds of sugar produced. 

Under these conditions the situation in Belgium is very serious. At the 
present ein of sugar for the next year ($4.44 per 220 pounds), it is iim- 
possible for the manufacturers to pay the beet growers a sufficiently remu- 
nerative price, and a reconciliation of the two great agricultural aa pony 
facturing interests, satisfactory to both, has unrealizable. The ad- 
yantage acquired with so much difficulty by Belgium in the international 


does not find in this war any profit for herself. 

Of all Eu: f um alone not have export bounties on her sucars, 
and the undersigned do not wish it. Better than any other nation, it js jn 4 
situation to take the initiative in the work of alleviation and pacificat 

The undersigned, in ex ey ag my ay ee will decide 

favor of their requests. as formulated in the law hereto annexe), ;\s, 

ve expression to their desire of seeing the Belgian Government undi-:i ik. 


© opportune and n labor of ification at the moment whe: 
eorions dangers threaten this euitivelion ene of the greatest industri: ( t 


"Phen follows the law peeees, as already set fo and the signatures of 
the petitions some seventy in number, taeladinng all the principal om 


market can not be maintained ~~ the competition fostered by the new urers um. 
bounties of the three great producing countries. Manufacturers, farmers, 'o understan the proposed changein Belgian | relative to sugar 
landowners, the laboring ¢ and trade are thus going to lose a we must know that, the t Government annually 


resource 
eapertnns for the national wealth and the economy of the agricultural sys- 
em. 

The local causes which a domestic crisis on the gonaeal crisis are, on 
the one hand, the gradual increase of production due to the extent of 
sowings, to the quality of the beet, and to the improvements in methods 
manufacture; on the other hand, the failure of a correspon 
consumption and the curtailment of the sources of | 


fixes a certain mamitey of suane ta be uced, and wise a certain yross 
sum of ng as the amount of tax to at 3d, manufacturers of 
. is among the various 


These aatuantcs Fe ee tee , a Fe Somaiderati m” or 
against manufacturers origina m ~ en charg 

amount of revenue to be raised does not enter in eens ts" ie 

course as the result of taxes collected, the balance must he made up 

by the su eng eayenene ie Sees So ee Gaeeeese ae peepaction char: i 
be exported by each firm 


crease 
in thi expect is th tition of saccharine and aan nee 

n sr © com on of sacc ne & ucose, as We. - 
crease of the minimum of revenue to be Ene. The bases for the ea 
of the bounty have thus decreased, while constantly increasing quantities 
have come forward to share it. 


moreover, uction and of the ta charged 

It remains for the undersigned to recite the measures which might not, in- | against it and to be paid by it, for the drawback, primes, or eeatice paid 
deed. cure the evil, but lessen its seriousness, and, little by little, restore the oY ernment must not exceed the amount of tax collected—that ‘s, 
equilibriam. 000. 

The undersigned do not demand export drawbacks or new bounties; the ‘The quantity for therefore pring tenieed, Gocurptocct nanu 
do not request any new sacrifice trea the nation or from the ry; bu factured mee sold io Belatone This surplus been so ee in re ; mnt 
in view of the gravity of the danger, they have the right to require that the | years that the price has fallen to about oo 100 pounds less than th: 

hall afford them the advan which it is legally intended | of manufacture. It is to avoid this the 


~ rn ~ mipoterers now pr: pose 
sums agai —that is, the entire 
sun of $1158, 000—without the right of recovery of smaller production 
than estimate for respective firms, am t Indl 
rectly established by law for e shall be Sapemeaicammedeety 1c. fi- 


y 
nitely—and they shall not be o' to make up any deficiency which 1ay 
coour in the total tax of $1,158,000 (none could coon all the sue rata eaness 


pe caetibianan of 
‘The rers W necessarily be out the amounts paid by them as 
pie and which now, in case of deficiency in poqnnction, they receive back, 
h the increase of the export drewhay pensate them sorte be- 
sugar fully com . Exports be 
ing , less sugar would be offered for sale in the eoumiey. the supply 
te to the domestic demand, prices would be be (ivr, 


more p: 
and the profits on ie ld surpass the t of the excess of 
as ges hence the situation of the sugar man’ urers would be 
much more favorable than under the 


¥ ©. MORRIS, Consuwi. 
GuENT, April 29, 1897. 


xisting system 8 

fo pr uce, The measures which they have honor to request have, fur- 

ermore, as their object the assurance of domestic stability and ty 

nm the collection of the revenue of the treasury. In demanding the entire 

mefit of the present fiscal system, a benefit which in the past was always 

enjoyed, industry and agriculture are not any demand which can not 
accorded them. 

In seeking means to suppress the excessive premium or duties, the enor- 
mous losses which they cause, and the uncertainty which results therefrom 
for agriculture, commerce, and industry, the undersigned, according to the 
declarations of the Government, pursue an object which is praiseworthy 
and entitled to the consideration of the public authorities. The attainment 
of this result is necessary to insure the cultivators in all instances the maxi- 
mum price which the general economic situation may justify. The measures 
outlined by the undersigned have no other object. 

The premium on duties results from a want of the negemary oquiithetam 
between the consumption and the production of sugar. To restore this equi- 
librium, it is necessary, first, to increase the legal output in order to reduce 
the production of free sugar (an increase of 5 per cent does not seem exces- 
sive); second, to inaugurate the payment of the tax unconditionally, so that 
the situation may not be aggravated by the creagows from duties of a new 

+ of sugar of the same kind, and in order to insure the normal revenue 
e Treasury. 

Furthermore, cont to the intention of the legislature, a portion of the 
revenue from sugar Nan Gam ip , in the sense that the odaan of the 
excise on glucose is not included in the general revenue from sugar. It thus 
bythe that the minimum, guarantied by this industry, is in ty 


EFFECT OF THE GERMAN SUGAR LAW. 

This law, w was greeted as the forerunner of better tin.es for the bect 
growers, has so far been eer St in its effects. The price of 
sugar has continued to decline until it to-day 8.70 marks ($2.07) per 
hundredweight (110.23 pounds) free on board at , and this in the face 
of a largely demand from the United The lowest figure 
over touched before wasin he bagieaing of . when raw sugar free 
on booed 06 Seeen Fre oe 8.50 marks ($2.02 hundredweight (11.5 
pounds). At the of the ‘ cam year, there remained in Ger 
PRE ACaee OF COA LIENS Ole (180,000 metric tons 

raw sugar. 

From t the uction of eugar during the “ cam- 

"1606-07 will amount to ebout 13,800,000 double hundred 


Peden amount to about a 2 2 voights 
, metric tons), a total ouble hun- 
Lees to Borles the first six 

eee Shona sin) tbe Simponed metric tons) hove been 
t be used the six months, cam’ year 
Titties coated tthe nati So 
the consumption mon should bo 
y _— a will still be unsold, and must press 

pits formar 
area 


forms in gla Towa bud at i ould be romewbat counts, 


the entire sum produced by glucose, which, in consumption, takes the 


of s " 

Beccharine hes also contributed und will continue to contribute by certain 
of its preparations to decrease the consemennee of sugar, and in consequence 
to injure, to the detriment of the responsible sugar industry, the natural 
revenue of the woegary. 

a » by veces movgeaing we ia amount of oe verenne ive, 
. Ieonce francs ‘ 
ae increased ho tare of ~— Sieaer cauale 0 tee e when on 
all sides it sees its means of defense in the international struggle \ 
© restoration of the minimum to its former ees aes as was very 
recently, is the only concession which the undersigned ask of the State. 

It is not possible, however, to be deluded congerpang, Ce efficacy of these 
measures; whatever may be their effect in restoring the destroyed equilib- 

um, ‘ is ain that Caring a pret of Mane difficult to but - 

y long, overabundance of sugar for consumption will 
mium on duties to such a point that, al rendered more by 
P measures, it will still remain so as to reduce proportion- 
y the advantages of the manufacture. ; 














guch a reduction impracticable and inadvisable for the factories, and there- 
fore directly enforces overproduction, instead of preventing the same, as was 
intended by its promoters. The cause for this is found in a stipulation of 
the new law, fixing the contingent amount which each factory may produce. 
(Factories may produce more than their contingent, but must pay a tax on 
such excess equal to the full export bounty.) 
is stipulation says that the contingent amount for larger factories is to 
fixed every year, according to the two highest annual productions for the 
three years, and for smaller factories the highest annual production for 
the last five years is to be taken as a basis. It is, at a glance, apparent that 
unless a sugar factory is willing to work with a smaller contingent, it must 
at least maintain its present output; but, as in the struggle for supremacy 
many factories will try to push ahead and obtain a larger contingent at the 
expense of their rivals, an equal annual production will mean a reduced con 
tingent. Factories are thus forced toincrease their production if they desire 
to avoid being crowded out. 

As a revision of the new law, after it has been in effect but a few months, 
can hardly be expected from the Reichstag, efforts are being made by the 
majority of the raw-sugar associations to have at least an amendment passed 
to the effect that the contingent, once assigned to a factory, can not be re 
duced. Unless this is accomplished, and the cause for enforced production 
thus in a measure removed, the already dark prospects of the industry will 
become still gloomier, and the weaker factories can not avoid being driven 


to the wall. 
JULIUS MUTH, Consul. 
MAGDEBURG, April 30, 1897. 


SUGAR-BEET PLANTING IN GERMANY. 


As was predicted in these reports (Consular Reports No. 190, page 511), the 

effect of the new sugar export bounty law adopted in Germany in May last 

has been to still further increase the acreage of beet cultivation, which 

ios already reached what was generally regarded as the extreme limit of 
safe expansion. : ; 

From an announcement just made ¥ the International Association of 
Raw-Sugar Manufacturers, it appears that the area of land to be planted 
with beets in Germany this spring will be 1,062,908 acres, against 1,050,154 
acres in 1896 and 930,749 acres in 1205. 

This is ivalent to an increase of 1.2 oy cent over the already very large 
acreage of last year. and is regarded with apprehension by economists, who 
realize that, notwithstanding the practical suspension of the sugar supply 
from Cuba, the limit of the world’s consumption has been fully reached, and 
that any further increase in the product must react disastrously upon its 
market value. The increased acreage of beet cultivation is most marked in 
the provinces of East Prussia, Pomerania, and Mecklenburg. 

But in other countries, notably Austria-Hungary, the low sugar prices of 
last antumn have operated, in the absence of such export bounties as are 
paid by Germany, to reduce the area of this year’s planting, which has de 
clined from 858.425 acres in 1896 to 748,589 acres this season, a loss of about 12.8 
per cent. Similar reductions, more or less important, are reported in the 
plantings of Belgium, Holland, and Sweden. France, so far as appears, has 
not yet repo what the total acreage’of beet culture will be in that coun- 
t eee. but no important increase is thought to be probable, so that, 

% urope asa whole, the prospect is for a diminished area of cultiva- 
tion, the increase in Germany's plantings being more than offset by the re 
ductions in other countries. 

Such, in brief, is the apparent result of the first year’s operation of the 
new German sugar export-bounty law, sustained as it is by the advanced 
scientific methods of the Germans in the use of chemical fertilizers and their 
skillfol improvement of the sugar beet itself, through which German agri- 
culturists are enabled to produce.1 unit of sugar from 7.25 units of raw 
beets, instead of 1 unit to 13, as was the case a few years ago, while the 
highest average yield yet attained in France is 1 unit of sugar to 8.08 units of 


FRANK H. MASON, Consul-General. 
FRANKFORT, May 6, 1897. 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I should not say another word at | 


| sary for the protection of our home industrie 


this late stage of this debate but for the fact that the opinion of 
the late Attorney-General, Mr. Olney, for whom I have the high- 
est respect and for whose abilities I have the highest estimate, 
has been brought into this debate a the Senator from California 

I recollect very well that opinion, and the fact 


= Waite}. 
t it took ground which was directly opposite to that taken by | 


of State to whom I have already alluded. 
dent, I want to say as ay as I can that 
the reasoning and casuistry of this astute a can not change 


the Secretar 
But, Mr. 


my notions as to the morality of this pro provision. There 
is no way, in my opinion, by which tie obligation of this express 
of the treaty of 1828 can be honorably evaded. It does 

not use the anes “favored nations;” it is not the usual phrase- 
seer of the favored-nation clause, but is much more specific. It 
No her or other duties shall be im on the importation into the 
United Hates of any article the produce Jay manufacture of Prussia, and no 
or other duties shall be im on the importation into the Kingdom 

of any article the produce or manufacture of the United States, 


are or shall be payable on the like article being the produce or manu- 
facture of any other foreign country. 


Mr. WHITE. If it will not interrupt the Senator from Dela- 
ware, may I ask whether he attaches any importance to the con- 
cession which Mr. Olney says was made by the German repre- 
sentatives to the conference referred to in his opinion, and which 
concession or interpretation of the treaty I do not understand was 
ever + Cg by the German Governinent? 

Mr. GRAY. I have never seen the original of that conference, 
and before I could answer, I should like to see the express language 
in which it is contained. The only information I have about it is 
what is contained in Mr. Olney’s report. 

Mr. WHITE. 1 will call the attention of the Senator to another 
fact, that this very ition was contained in the McKinley 


law, and Ju lige Gresham differentiated the situation in that regard 
that it was very small, and was therefore 
;yet it did involve the identical principle of in 


bably not 
tion. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





| stronger than the ordinary favored-nation clause 


| 


| 


o> do*3 


hw ot omg * 





Mr. GRAY. Of course it involved the very principle; and if 
there was no protest, I suppose it was because the result was so 
insignificant as not to be thought worth while as a ground of 
objection. 

Mr. WHITE. The principle was there. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly... When the Senator inter 
had just called attention to the express langu ar . 
The whole matter, in my opinion, turns upon that. I will read 
it again, because the Senator has interrupted the continuity of 
my statement in that respect. 7 

Mr. WHITE. I beg pardon. 

Mr. GRAY. 





I do not object at all. The article read 
No higher or other duties shall be imposed on th or 
United States of any article the produce anufa 
higher or other duties shall be imposed on the importa 
of Prussia of any article the produce or manufacture of the Un Ll Stat 
than are or shall be payable on the like article being the p nat 


facture of any other foreign country 

In section 3 of this bill we undertake to impose a duty of three- 
tenths of acent per pound upon sugar coming from Germany 
more than upon sugar coming from any other country. 

Mr. TURPIE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. TURPIE. The article the Senator just read is one of reci- 


| procity, and not of favoritism. 


Mr. GRAY. One of mutual reciprocity—article 5. 

Mr. TURPIE. Which is much strenger than the favored- 
nation clause, 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly; in one sense. I do not know what 
conclusion the Senator wishes to draw from that 

Mr. TURPIE. I wish to draw the conclusion that it is much 


, and that this 
provision, I think, is plainly and palpably the usual language of 
a reciprocity treaty, binding on both countries unless abrogated. 

Mr. GRAY. So, Mr. President, we have here a contract b 


tween this country and Prussia, now represented by the German 
Empire, and the law of contract is contained within the four cor- 
ners of this article; and so long as we impose a duty upon sugar 
coming from Prussia higher than that coming from any other 
country, or all other countries, then we contravene the law of 
that contract and violate its provisions. I do not how you 
can evade it, or how reference to this conference in s, alluded 
to by the late Attorney-General, Mr. Olney, can in any way mod- 
ify the opinion that Senators ought to take of a suggested article 
which affects the good faith of the country they represent. 

Mr. Olney, in this paper, says: 

In the first place, the * most-favored-nation clauses" of our 

Which, as the Senator from Indiana {Mr. Turpte} has just re 
marked, is not exactly this case and does not exactly apply to this 
case— 


see 


LSe 


treaties— 


with foreign powers have, from the foundation of our Government, been 
invariably construed both as not forbidding any internal regulations neces 


That is what I say, and it did not therefore forbid Germany 
from imposing an export duty upon the sugar sent out by German 
producers, and we had, therefore, no right to regard that asa pre- 
text or ground for retaliatory measures on the part of the United 
States. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I should like to ask the Senator whether our 
imposition of countervailing duties is not as much of an internal 


| nature, affecting the internal policy of the United States, asis the 
| export bounty given by Germany? 


Mr. GRAY. Of course, but when that domestic policy or when 
that regulation, whatever you chovse to call it, contravenes the 
express obligations which we have entered into with other coun 
tries, then it can not be sustained unless it is on the ground that 
we have a right to break our treaties. 

Now, unquestionably the Congress of the United States can re- 
peal a treaty, but they violate a treaty when they repeal it with- 
out just cause, and all I want to do is to call the attention of the 
Senate of the United States to the fact that section 3, proposing 
this countervailing duty, is in violation of that treaty, and, though 
we have the power to pass it, we subject ourselves thereby to the 
just criticism of the other party to the contract, and I do not be- 
lieve there is anything in the reasoning of Mr. Olney, highly as [ 
respect his ability, which for a moment to my mind successfully 
refutes the reasoning of the late Secretary of State, Mr. Gresham, 
in his letter to the President. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the very able Senator from 
Indiana {[Mr. Turrie] and the very able Senator from Delaware 

Mr. Gravy] seem to have reached a conclusion that this difficulty 

oes not arise out of the favored-nation clause in the treaty, and 
they seem to have agreed that there is no favored-nation clause in 
the treaty respecting the matter we have now under discussion; 
that it is a reciprocity treaty and nota favored-clause treaty. The 
favored-nation clause in a treaty almost uniformly relates to future 
conditions, perhaps to unexpected conditions, or rather conditions 
that can not at the time be definitely anticipated, whereas the 
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reciprocity clauses in treaties of reciprocity rest upon facts as they 
exist at the time, either specific facts or a general and agreed policy 
to which the two nations agree to conform their action. 

This being a reciprocity clause and not a clause which has ref- 
erence to favored-nation provisions that are common in a great 
many treaties, unfortunately, in the world, it is to be interpreted 
by the state of facts that existed at the time of its adoption. Now, 
to illustrate that, and to show that the Government of the United 
States in passing this measure is not breaking a treaty, is not vio- 
lating any moral obligation, is not doing anything that it has not 
a perfect right to do, let us suppose that Prussia at that time pro- 
jected the policy of encouraging the growth of beet sugar, and 
had said to the United States, ‘‘ This proposition is intended to 
crush out the growth of cane sugar in the United States, in order 
to make the growth of beet sugar in Germany profitable.” It is 
quite clear that we would not have appreciated that reciprocity 
provision as being very valuable to our country, and it certainly 
would never have gone into the treaty in any specific form. 

The question arises then, What is the purview of the contract? 
Did the contract intend to include all methods and all measures 
that Prussia might thereafter choose to adopt for the purpose of 
making war upon a specific production in the United States? If 
it did not, then we are violating that contract. It did not, Mr. 
President. It did not include it. Thecontract does not coverthe 
statement of the Senator from Delaware. The question of honor 
and public duty, about which he seems to be so much concerned, 
is not involved within the natural and necessary and proper terms 
of the reciprocity agreement between Prussia in 1828 and the 
United States in 1897. Conditions have changed. Policies have 
aprung up that were not then contemplated. 

Germany has concluded that it is her duty to her own country, 
to her own people, to make war upon the production of sugar in 
the Uni'ed States, whether from beet or sugar cane. Thereupon 
she draws upon her treasury for very large bounties for the ex- 
portation of sugar to the United States and to other places in the 
world, Now, when she resorts to that process of commercial an- 
tagonism or war against our production, she steps beyond the 
boundary of the contract and frees us from all obligations to com- 
ply with it, and our honor is entirely untouched. 

i quite sure that the Senate, possibly the House of Repre- 
sentatives, too, will sustain this doctrine so well elaborated, so 
clearly put by Mr. Olney in the view that he expressed in regard 
to it. | only say a word about it in order to avoid possible cen- 
sure that might arise in my own mind and conscience, and that 
of other Senators, upon the declaration so earnestly made by the 
honorable Senator from Delaware, whose opinions are very well 
worth being respected on all occasions and on all subjects. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator from Delaware states that I am 
occupying a protection ground because I deprecate the bounty 
placed by Germany upon the exportation of sugar and advocate a 
retaliatory duty to counteract its bad influence. I look upon ex- 
port bounties paid by Germany as an evil thing. I look upon the 
countervailing duty of the United States as wholly and purely a 
domestic and defensive matter. The treaty between the United 
States and Prassia relates to matters external and foreign, within 
the scope of international trade, without any regard to internal 
policy. 

I submit thif as a question of practical consideration. The 
United States being a great producer of cotton, if England, in 
order to increase her cotton production, should place a_ bounty 
upon cotton exported from India and Egypt into the United States, 
would it, under such conditions and circumstances, be a matter 
of internal policy and of self-preservation, or would it be a matter 
of external relations between us and India or Egypt? 

I do not believe that any country is justified in permitting its 
people to be destroyed by hostile legislation of foreign countries. 
The only corrective is a retaliatory,duty. You may say that the 
hardship falls upon the ple of the country imposing the coun- 
tervailing duty. So it does, but it isa last resort. Youcan have 
no other policy at hand. In order to get cheapcotton from India, 
cheap cotton from Egypt, would the United States stand by and 
see the cotton re of the South destroyed, or the wheat 
growers of the Northwest, or the producers of any other product, 
manufactured or other? I think not. Itis not a question of for- 
eign policy, in my opinion, as comprehended in the favored-nation 
clause, but it is a pure question of self-preservation; and I say, 
therefore, that in the keen competition of the world in the matter 
of sugar production an export bounty of 38 cents a hundred given 
by one country to give it superior advantages over another will 
enable it to destroy the products of its rival in the same line; and 
that is the ground upon which I put my action. It is not protec- 
tion ground, nor do I perceive any casuistry in it. I think the 
position taken by Mr. Olney that the favored-nation clause has no 
reference whatever to a policy uf this character is well taken, well 
considered, and abundantly supported by original reasoning. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it is with extreme regret 
that I shall vote for this clause, but I feel it to be my duty to do 


so, because I do not believe that otherwise the American policy of 
protecting the production of oars in this country can be effectu- 


ally carried out. Iam told, and I fear it is true, that something 

like commercial warfare will be commenced by Germany agains} 

> saree States if this policy is persisted in and this clause igs 
opted. 

Iam very reluctant to see any such commercial warfare arise 
between Germany and the United States. I would make a great 
personal sacrifice to avoid a controversy of this kind, and | may 
say further that I would be willing to largely sacrifice what 
would otherwise be the real interests of the United States in order 
to prevent any friction between the Empire of Germany and the 
United States of the character indicated. There.are special 
reasons, which I will not name, special events now transpiring, 
which make it extremely undesirable that there should be any 
ill feeling growing out of the enactment of the duties imposed by 
the pening bill between this country and Germany, France, 
England, or any other European power. 

I trust that in the course of time, as the result of diplomatic 
negotiation and as the result of reciprocal concessions of one 
kind and another, we may be able to maintain, by reasonable and 
just tariffs, the principle of protection to American industries and 
American labor without at the-same time seriously or unjustly 
injuring the industries of foreign countries or creating any iil 
feeling on the part of the inhabitants or the governments thereof. 

But; Mr. President, although such are my sentiments and strong 
desire, and although I vote for the amendment with extreine hesi- 
tancy, I do not see how we can avoid adopting this clause unless 
we are prepared to abandon the policy of protecting the sugar- 
producing industry of the United States, which is an avowed 
object of the bill. 

It is true that I can not see how the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Carrery], if he considers the American duty on sugar to be 
merely a revenue duty, votes for it as such, desires it as such, and 
desires it for no other reason and on no other account, can care 
whether there is an export bounty upon German sugar or not. be- 
cause if this is merely a revenue duty, the more sugar that comes 
into the country the better; and if a foreign government chooses 
to pay a bounty to increase our imports of sugar, then upon any 
given rate of duty we certainly get more revenue—the more bounty 
the foreign government pays. 

But when we come to the question of protection, the case is 
different. Itis manifest thatif protection is to be accomplished by 
imposing duties in the United States upon foreign products that 
shall equalize conditions of production to the home producers of 
any article of merchandise, and a particular duty is impose’ for 
that purpose, or as one of the objects of imposing it, and in any 
foreign country an export bounty shall be paid upon that article, 
then the cost to the —— producer as against the home producer 
_ — just so much, and the equalizing of conditions has 

ai 

Apply the principle in this case. Manifestly if there is an ex- 
port bounty upon German sugar, then the producer of German 
sugar has an advantage over every producer of sugar in every 
other country who wants to send it tothe United States. He has 
the same advantage over the home producer, the producer of sugar 
in Louisiana or in Nebraska. Our tariff duty as a protective duty 
is imperfect unless, in the case of products coming from a country 
which gives an export bounty, we add to the duty which is charged 
upon such products of other countries a further duty equal to the 
export bounty so given by the foreign country. 

r. President, that point is perfectly clear. It is the principle 
which is embodied in this new section 3. It applies to al! coun- 
tries and all products alike upon which export bounties are given, 
and its adoption is an inevitable and unavoidable result of the 
imposition of a duty for protection—one which protectionists can 
not fail to vote for; one, however, that I am free to concede it 
may be difficult for those who vote for duties for revenue pur- 
poses only to vote for, bnt which I am glad to see such Senators 
vote for whatever may be the motives which influence them, or 
the theoretical or intellectual or casuistical reasons which they 
give for their conduct. 

I will not undertake to discuss the question which has been 
raised by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]—there are 
opinions both ways—whether as the case stands Germany will 
have any — to complain because we impose this countervail- 
ing duty. I do not believe that Germany will have any just 
grounds for complaint. It isas surely a domestic question which 
we are dealing with as the question of an export bounty on Ger- 
man sugar is a domestic question for ee . 

How it can be claimed, when that e aunty is given for 
the purpose, as everyone knows, of stim the expor ation of 
German sugar to the United States, that it is a mere domestic 
question of Germany in which we have no right to interfere, 
without at the same time admitting that the question whether 
we shall put a countervailing duty upon sugar which comes 
from countries that give export bounties is also only a domestic 
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a 
question of the United States into which Germany has no right 
to interpose, I can not conceive. 

I believe that in the near future all these controversies will be 
amicably arranged between the two Governments of Germany 
and the United States. Moreover, I believe that the policy of reci- 

rocity as to customs duties, which is to be again revived in the 
nited States by the provisions of the pending bill, will result in 
such negotiations and such commercial treaties with foreign 
countries that all friction shall disappear and that there may be 
no commercial warfare between this country and any other 


country. 

Mr President, I close as I began by saying that there are special 
reasons why I regret to be obliged to vote for this provision, but 
they are reasons which must give way in the face of the fact that 
the protection of American sugar, whether beet sugar or cane 


sugar or any other kind of sugar, can not be made effectual ac- 
cording <o the controlling principle of the bill unless the counter- 


yailing duty provided for in the clause so carefully and faithfully 
and satisfactorily drawn by the Committee on Finance shall be 


er 
r. LINDSAY. Mr. President, it occurs to me that this 
countervailing duty is the one undisguised protective feature in 
the sugar-tax provision. There is no pretense that it is levied for 
revenue. If it were levied for revenue, then we would ascertain 
what the highest countervailing duty should be and we would put 
it on all sugars, but the committee admit, by the framework of 
their bill, that there is no necessity for imposing upon sugar this 
additional tax, unless it be to meet the export bounty paid by other 
governments to their sugar exporters, and thereby to protect the 
American sugar interest against the cheap sugar which these ex- 
rters would bring here and put upon the American market. 
nere is no escape from it. 

It is protection pure and simple, and it is resorted to for no 
other purpose, and can be explained upon no other hypothesis, than 
that it is to protect the American sugar industry against the un- 
fair competition of the foreign sugar raisers who receive a bounty 
of 28 or 38 cents a hundred upon the exported sugars. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I frankly admit that it is protection, but I 
inSist that it is within the Senator's well-known principle; it is 
incidental protection in connection with a revenue duty. 

Mr. LINDSAY. No; it is not incidental. It is direct. It is 
intended to protect. This provision is not intended to raise reve- 
nue, and would not have been incorporated in the bill except for 
the fact that foreign governments do pay export bounties. A 
Senator suggests to me that it is in the law now. Ido not say 
it is not in the law now, but I say it is a protective duty in the 
law as it stands, pure, simple, undisguised, and unmitigated. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not care about the adjectives, if the 
Senator will only put in ‘“‘ incidental.” Here is a duty upon sugar 
of nearly 2 cents a pound, and, incidental to that, we complete the 
idea of protection by putting on this countervailing duty on Ger- 
man sugar. It is just as clearly within the Senator's principle of 
incidental protection to American products, which he has laid 
down so often in this Senate, as any duty there is in the bill. The 
main duty is voted for by Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber as a revenue duty. Now, incidental to that we make 
the protection complete to the American sugar by putting on the 
countervailing duty, and I dislike to see the Senator apply his 
great powers to an attempt to make a point which is too infinitesi- 
mally small to be perceived. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The incidentai-protection idea which the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire has so often without warrant imputed 
to me can be found in this bill up to $1.75 on the 100 pounds. 
That may be claimed to bea revenue duty, and it also incidentally 
a the American sugar raiser, but the 20 cents that follows 

een the $1.75 and $1.95is not a revenue duty at all, buta 
bounty to the sugar refiners, and the provision which we are now 
discussing is intended to be a protective duty, to protect the Amer- 
ican sugar raiser against what is deemed to be unfair competition 
ee about by the action of the German Government. 

Ww my friend from Louisiana [Mr. CArrery] says that it is 
our to protect the American sugar raiser against the action 
of the n Government in paying this export bounty, he con- 
cedes the whole doctrine of protection. What is the doctrine of 
protection based upon? It is that the pauper labor, resulting from 
ge maintained on the other side of the water. enables 

le to manufacture the things which we desire to use 

cheaper than we can manufacture them, and that therefore we 
must protect the American industry against the competition of 
per labor. Su Germany, instead of giving an export 

, had supplied the sugar raisers in Germany with cooly 

labor from Japan or cooly labor from China. The same argu- 
ment could be made that the tax must be made higher because 
the American labor can not compete with the cheap labor thus 
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furnished by the German Government to assist its people in rais- 
ing cheap sugar. 

i had hoped, in view of the fact that nothing could induce the 
other side to abandon the 20 cents protection to the sugar trust, 
which is a bounty pure and simple, that by the def of 
proposition we might at least neutralize the advantage ther 
given to the unholy combination, and now I find that Senator 
this side say this is a proper duty; that it is 


it f th 


t Lal 
»1 by 
son 
a duty which may be 
maintained from the Democratic standpoint of a tarifi 


tal Lor reve 
nue, when nobody pretends that it is proposed for reveuue, but 
altogether for protection. 
The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] claims that re 


procity treaties are based upon the conditions existing at the time 


the treaties are entered into, and that changed conditions rel 


the obligations of the governments incurred by such contract 
reciprocity. How far do the conditions have to change before or 


government is relieved of the obligations it has undertaken with an 
other? All manufacturingand all theavenues of industry are open 
to improvement each day. Are we to say that the methods by 
which you produce the article upon which we propose to levy an 
additional tax have so changed that we are not bound to carry 
out the contract? 

Who is to determine the time when the conditions have so 
changed that the contract ceases to bind? I say that if we have 
bound ourselves to admit Prussian articles of commerce upon as 
low a rate as we admit those of any other country, it does not lie 
in our mouths to say that Prussian conditions have so improved 
that she can undersell onr own people unless we discriminate 
against her. If we wish to get rid of the treaty, let us go at it in 
a straightforward manner. Do not let us disregard the treaty by 
passing acts of Congress clearly in conflict with it. 

It is a domestic question with Germany whether she will pay 
an export bounty, and it is a domestic question with us whether 
we will impose a retaliatory duty upon the articles which come 
from Germany, just as it is a domestic question whether we shall 
levy a tariff for revenue or a tariff for protection. Butif theCon 
stitution forbids our levying a tariff for protection, as the Demo- 
crats insist it does, then the treaty forbids us to levy a duty for 
the purpose of retaliating against a country which we have agreed 
shall not be retaliated against by imposing duties upon her prod- 
ucts higher than those we impose upon the products of other 
nations. 

I can understand why France, a protective-tariff country, will 
resort to these retaliatory duties. 1 can understand why gentk 
men on the other side who believe in the doctrine of protecting 
American industries may resort to those retaliatory duties. But 
I do not understand how gentlemen who hold io the doctrine that 
the power to tax is limited by the Constitution to taxing for reve- 
nue only and fer public purposes alone can justify this attempt 
to violate the treaty with a sister nation in order that we may 
meet the advantages which she has secured through her domestic 
policy. 

Mr. GRAY. Before the Senator from Kentucky sits down, I 
will state that undoubtedly it is within the competence of Con- 
gress to pass this legis] n. Wecan repeal the treaty in whole 
orin part. There is no doubt about that. But it is none the less 
a violation of express language of the treaty, and it subjects us to 
the criticism to which any country is subjected that does violate it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Oh, yes; we can violate the treaty just in the 
way we insist our friends on the other side persistently violate the 
Constitution. But while we may abrogate, we have no right to 
violate the treaty any more than we have right to violate the con- 
stitutional limitation. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it occurs tome that my friend 
from Kentucky has used a great deal of casuistry to bring a du 
trine unconnected with tariff, unconnected with revenue 


, unaer 
his sharp criticism on tariff lines. Even upon the doctrine of 


absolute free trade the position that I occupy is defensible. Free 
trade is that natural conditions among men and nations ought 
not to be interfered with by legislative action; that natural ad- 
vantages possessed by one country ought not to be offset by arti- 
ficial aids afforded by another. 

On the doctrine of free trads there is a free interchange of com- 
modities, one nation exchanging what it can produce cheaper and 


better for that which another nation can produce cheaper and bet- 


ter:- But in order to disprove and overthrow the principle of self- 
preservation as against a violation of free trade, against the doc- 
trine of free exchange, the Senator from Kentucky injects the 


arg:ment and the criticism that whoever sustains the principle of 
self-preservation is therefore a protectionist. 
Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator, with his permission, 


whether levying a tax for the preservation of a particular indus- 
try is not a tax for the protection of that industry? 
Mr. CAFFERY. Notin the sense of protection according to 


the Republican idea. 
Sir, when you oppose, as against England or any country in the 
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world, the artificial barrier of a protective wall against the inter- 
change of products between England and the United States that 
would naturally flow between them, then you violate the doctrine 
of free exchange. But the case is entirely different when free- 
trade relat.ons are interfered with, and under guise of bounty a 
trade war is inaugurated. Any nation that will sit down and 
leave its people to be destroyed, not according to the law of free 
exchange, but according to the laws of destruction, and in viola- 
tion of all trade laws, is forgetful of its duties to its own citizens. 

W hen a tax is resorted to, not as u method of building up in- 
dustries, but as a means to prevent your own industries from 
being destroyed by a country violating the law of free trade and 
free exchange, then the tax is, in my opinion, justifiable. 

Suppose, tor instance, that exchanges can flow between two 
countries that are on a free-trade basis, and one country gives an 
export bounty to its produce over that of another, what does that 
mean? That is not only violative of the law of free exchange, but 
it is destructive of the country against which the export bounty 
is leveled. It is not trade; it is war; it is destruction. Free 
trader as I am, I am not prepared to see the industries of my 
country destroyed by export bounties given by other countries. 
When I sopeee those doctrines and when I oppose such duties, I 
uphold the laws of free trade; I puta brake, a barrier. against the 
violation of the law of free exchange, which is free trade. 

The difficulty does not arise in cases where the products on 
which an export bounty is given are not produced in the country 
to which they are exported. In that case that country enjoys all 
the benefits of the mistaken policy. But when there is an equal- 
ity of production, and sometimes the lines of production verge 
very near together, is it possible that in violation of all laws of 
self-defense we are to sit down and permit ourselves to be ruined 
by export bounties? 

We oppose any violation of the correct law of exchange when 
we place a retaliatory duty upon export bounties which would 
ruin us. Thatis my position. It isnot grounded upon tariff. It 
is a law of self-preservation. There is no parallel between giving 
an artificial aid by oreonet in the shape of a large export 
bounty and of pretended protection against pauper labor. 

Labor conditions are natural conditions; soil conditions, cli- 
mate conditions, are natural conditions. I contend that you can 
not equalize these conditions by legislation. But there is an arti- 
ficial condition created by export bounties, which can only be 
neutralized by legislation. Here is a bonus paid. Here is a pow- 
erful government determined on the destruction of the trade of 
its neighbor in a production in which they are about on an equal- 
ity, and I submit that the position I take is sustained not onl 
upon the doctrine of the freest exchange, but precisely in accord- 
ance with that doctrine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. BACON. On tat I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roil. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey P= SmiTH], and withhold my 
vote. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the senior Senator from New York {[Mr. Murpuy], 
and therefore withhold my vete. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLaurin]. 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). Ihave a general 

air with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. 

he were present, I should vote *‘ yea.” 


Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Netson]. If he were present, I 


should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name wWas called). I am paired with 
the — Senator from Washingtdn [Mr. TURNER]. 

The roll call was concluded. - 

Mr. CHILTON (after having voted in the negative). I voted 
through inadvertence. I am paired with the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. McBrive}, and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MILLS (after having vo in the negative). I desire to 
inquire if the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaLLINGER} has 


voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I withdraw my vote. I am paired with that 
Senator. 

Mr. CLARK (after having voted in the affirmative). Has the 
junior Senator from Kansas Pg Harris} voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr, CLARK. Being paired with that Senator, I withdraw my 


vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER). The Chair will 
stave that he is paired with the Senator from West Virginia (Mr, 
Euxtns], and therefore withholds his vote. 
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Mr. MANTLE. I wish to inquire if itis still understood that 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] remains paired 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], as announced last 
evening? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair can not give the Sen- 
ator from Montana any information on the subject. 

Mr. WHITE. Has the Senator from Idaho [ Mr. SHovup} vote: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted, the Chair js 
informed. 

Mr. WHITE. 
vote. 

Mr. TURPIE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Davis]. 

Mr. TELLER. That pair has been transferred to the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. TURPIE. Has the senior Senator from Minnesota voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The senior Senator from Minno- 
sota has not voted, the Chair is informed. 

Mr. BERRY. My colleague [Mr. Jongs of Arkansas} seems to 
be absent from the Chamber at this time. If he were here, he 
would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 19; as follows: 


I am paired with that Senator, and withhold my 


YEAS—33. 

Allen, Foraker, Lodge, Sewell, 
Allison, Frye, Me ry, 8 er, 
Baker, Hale, MeMillan, Stewart, 
Burrows, Hanna, Morgan, Wellington, 

ery, Hansbrough, Penrose, Wetmore, 
Carter, Hawley, Perkins, Wilsoa. 
Chandler, Hoar, Platt, Conn. 
Cullom, Jones, Nev Proctor, 
Fairbanks, yle, Quay, 

NAYS—19. 
Bacon, Daniel, Mantle, Rawlins, 
Bate, Gray, Martin Roach, 
Berry, Kenney, Mitchell, Teller, 
pe € Lindsay, Pasco, Walthall 
Cockrell, Mallory, Pettus, 
NOT VOTING—37. 

Aldrich, Gear, Mills, Tillman, 
Butler, George, Morrill, Turner, 
Cannon, Gorman, Murphy, 
Chilton, Harris, Kans. Nelson, Vest, , 
Clark, Harris, Tenn. Pettigrew Warren, 
Davis, Hoitfeld, tt, N. ¥ White, 
Deboe, Jones, Ark. Pritchard, Wolcott. 
Elkins, McBride, Shoup, 
Faulkner, McLaurin, Smith, 
Gallinger, Mason, Thurston, 


So the amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. MiLLS. I desire to move now to strike that provision 
from the bill. The amendment of the committee has been adopted 
in lieu of the text of the bill from the House, and it is now in 
order to move to strike it from the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Although that is nominally true, it is nota 

rovision that relates to the subject-matter of the House section. 
loow intend to propose a section which is to be a substitute jor 
the House provision as respects reciprocal trade with other coun- 
tries. 

Mr. MILLS. But I am after the bounty provision. 
strike that from the bill. 

Mr. GRAY. The Cans duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. only suggest to the Senator 
that if he wishes to strike that from the bill he do so without 
reference to the text of section 3 as it comes to us from the House. 

Mr. MILLS. I want to strike from the bill just what you have 
had put in the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I supposed we had just taken a vote on that 
subject and put it in. 

Mr. MIL No; we did not. We took a vote on your substi- 
tute for the House provision. Under parliamentary law you had 
a right to perfect the section before a motion to strike it out cou! 
be entertained. 

Mr. ALLISON. Nominally that is true. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the mo- 
tion was to strike out and insert, or to insert a new section, an( 
that has been adopted by the Senate. In either case « motion to 
strike that out would not be in order at this time, but it would be 
in order in the Senate. 

Mr. MILLS. I think it is parliamentary law to permit the 
friends of a measure to perfect it before you can move to strike it 
out. It would not have been in order tor me to move to strike 
out the section from the bill until the friends had perfected the sec. 
tion to suit themselves. I think there is no question about that. 
I have waited for the peor to be perfected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
Chair understands this to bean entirely new section. The amend- 
ment offered by the committee is a new section. : 

Mr. MILLS. The motion of the Senator from Iowa was to strike 
out all of section 3, as has been done, clear down to section 4, and 
substitute what he sent up, which is now section 3 of the bill. 


I want to 
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Mr. ALLISON. That was not my purpose. I may have used think the time will come when all comm: 


that phraseo.ogy. It is my purpose to substitute for section 3 of 
the House bill an amendment which | shal! now send to the desk. 
The section, as respects countervailing duties, is a separate and 
independent section. If the Senator desires to take another vote 
on the question, 1 would rather do it than debate it very long. 

Mr. MILLS. I have some remarks to make, but I can reserve 
them. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
disposed of. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Iowa will permit me to make 
a suggestion, I understood the Senator from Texas to say that he 
wishes to make some remurks in connection with the matter. 

Mr. MILLS. Everything is free here. I can do so hereafter. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator can make his remarks in connection 
with the other matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly; that is all very well. I have no 
objection to that; or I will yield now if the Senator desires. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
yielded the floor, the amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa 
will be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is to be a substitute for the text of section 
stricken from the bill by the committee. 
We have already adopted the other section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
and the clerks can renumber the sections. The amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Iowa will be read. 

The SECRETARY. 
bill and in lieu thereof to insert: 


Sxc. —. That whenever the President of the United States, by or with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, with a view to secure reciprocal trade with 


o 
oo. 
} 


foreign countries, shall, within the period of two years from and after tie | 


of this act, enter into commercial treaty or treaties with any other 
country or countries concerning the admission into any such country or 
countries of the goods, wares, and merchandise of the United States and 
their use and dist osition therein, deemed to be for the interests of the United 
States, and in such treaty or treaties, in consideration of the advantages ac 
eruing to the United States therefrom, shall provide for the reduction dur 
ing a specified period, not exceeding five years, of the duties imposed by this 
act, to the extent of not more than 2) per cent thereof, upon such goods, 
wares, or merchandise as may be designated therein of the country or coun 
tries with which such treaty or treaties shall be made as in this section pro 
vided for; or shall provide for the transfer during such period from the 
dutiable list of this act to the free list thereof of such goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise, ae natural products of such foreign country or countries 
and not of the United States; or shall provide for the retention upon the free 
list of this act during a specified period, not exceeding five years, of such 
goods, wares, and merchandise now included in said free list as may be desig- 
nated therein; and when any such treaty shall have been duly ratified, and 
public proclamation made accordingly, then and thereafter the duties which 
shall be collected by the United States upon any of the designated goods, 
wares, and merchandise from the foreign country with which such treaty 
has been made shall, during the period provided for, be the duties specified 
and provided for in such treaty, and none other. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the attention 
of the Senator from Iowa to the statement he made in offering the 
amendment. 
stitute for the third section as reported to the bill as it came from 
the House of Representatives; but the Senator means, as the Chair 
su , tomove tostrike out section 3 as it appears in the House 
bid, and then to substitute the section he has offered. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is my motion. 

Mr STEWART. Mr. President, I have very grave doubt 
about the propriety of any commercial treaties. I believe the 
United States would be better off by having a law containing a 
simple provision authorizing the President to give notice for one 
year, and then to abrogate all commercial treaties. The proposed 


It can be made section blank, | 


It is proposed to strike out section 3 of the | 


The Senator said that he understood it to be a snb- | 
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I will offer the amendment if this matter is | 


If the Senator from Texas has 


It will be section 2}. | 





| 


course will only embarrass the Administration, and can work no | 


good. We started out in the beginning without commercial 
treaties; we passed laws which were beneficial to the United States; 
and some of those laws are still on the statute books. 
that the leading provision of the first tariff law is still retained in 
all the tariff statutes. If I recollect, that provision gives a draw- 
back in the way of a rebate on goods carried in American ships. 
That extended our shipping industry very much. 

Under commercial treaties many complications arise, and I be- 
lieve the time will soon come when we shall repeal al! such treaties. 
A good deal of irritation, in my opinion, will result from giving 
authority to the President to make these special bargains all along 
the line. I do not think any good will come of it. I believe the 
United States should take the high ground that commerce should 
take care of itself. We should not attempt to pass general laws 
in relation to the conduct and conditions of other nations. This 
is a matter which would be governed necessarily by the law of 
self-interest. Commerce will take care of itself if you do not 
trammel it with commercial treaties. 

That is my best judgment, so far as I have been able to study 
the sub ect. Perhaps my judgment is immature on this matter: 
but the more I study it, the more I am confirmed in my view that 
we should all commercial treati:s and let conimerce regu 
late itself. When the world is sufficiently civilized, they will reg 
ulate trade according to the highest interests of all countries. I 


I believe | 


~ 


e)edeD j 


ill 


ial treaties will be 
abrogated and business will be conducted betw nations as it 
is between men, on the basis of self-interest and without regard 
to special bargains. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The « tion i La eing to 
the amendment submitted by the Co m i 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President. I nev l that ( shad 
the right to delegate the treaty-m r power to the Executive 
I would advance that opinion with some diffid wv the 
very high Republican authority and legal authorit Lins 
me in that position. I have in my hand a pamphlet copy of a 


speech made by the Hon. William M. Evarts on September 8, 1890, 
in which I think he proved conc! usively—and it has never been 
successfully controverted—that the ' the United States 
could not abdicate its treaty-making power and right 
exclusively to the President. In the conclusion of this very able 


senate of 


give th it 


address, which is all [ shall read of it, Mr. Evarts said: 

Mr. President, I have said all that I need tosay. We have nothing to de 
with the question of equivalents by treaty We have nothing to do with th 
question of authority to the President toascertain and act upon events which 
Congress defines as in the region of shipping. Weare saying to the Presi 
dent, ** We have taken certain articles out of the duty and revenue scheme 
and made them free; when you find that other countries, all the countries 
that come within the purview of hides or sugar or coffee, in all the scheme 


and range of their tariff system and of 


ours do not give usag 
quo, then you can reimpose the duties 


od quid pro 

Mr. Evarts then goes on to say that he can not subscribe to this 

doctrine, that he believes that the treaty-making power rests with 
the Senate of the United States and the President, and that we 
can not delegate to the President exclusively our discretion as to 
what treaties shall be made with foreign countries. 
Mr. President, I shall not. undertake to elaborate this proposi 
tion. Itis tome self-evident. If we can give to the President 
the exclusive right to make treaties as to revenue without con 
sulting the Senate, we can do the same thing as to any other ques- 
tion, and the delegation of the Constitution of the United States 
of the treaty-making power to the President and the Senate is ab- 
soiutely nuilified and goes for nothing. 

Mr. ALLISON. Do 1 understand the Senator from Missouri 
contends that this confers power upon the President? 

Mr. VEST. That is just exactly what this amendment says. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is intended to confer power upon the Presi 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and I have 
already moditied the amendment so as to insert those words. 

Mr. WHITE. The power rests there anyhow. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly it would, under the phraseology 
of the Constitution. in my judgment. 

Mr. VEST. i did not hear any amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa, and I read from the text of the bill. There 
is nothing about the advice and consent of the Senate in the print 
of the amendment I have before me, which reads 

That whenever the-President of the United Stat 
reciprocal trade with foreign countri« 
from and after the passage of this act 

Mr. ALLISON. I modified the amendment before offering it by 
inserting in line 2, after the words *‘ United States,” the words 
‘*by and with the advice and consent of the Senate.”’ 

Mr. VEST. I did not hear any such amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I supposed the Senator understood it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the amendment originally 
meant the same thing. It says, ‘‘ When any such treaty shall 
have been duly ratified,” then certain things shall takeefiect, which 
undoubtedly meant ratification by the Senate. That was the 
understanding. 

Mr. VEST. There is nothing in the amendment originally pre- 
sented which says anything about that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read as proposed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It says ** duly ratified.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as proposed by 
the Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

hat whenever the President of the United States, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, with a view to secure reciprocal trade with for 
eign countries, shall, within the period of two years from and after 
sage of this act, enter into commercial treaty or treaties with 
country or countries cx ‘rning the admission into any such 
tries. af the goods, wares. aud merchandise of the United States and their use 
and disposition therein, deemed to be for the interests of the United States 
and in such treaty or treaties, in consideration of the advantages accruing to 
the United States therefrom, shall provide for the reduction during a speci 
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4, shall, within the pe 
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ial treaty, et 
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fied period, not exceeding five years, of the duties imp 1 by this act, to the 
extent of not more than 2 per cent thereof, upon such goods, wares, or mer 
chandise as may be de ignated therein of the country or countries with which 
such treaty or treaties shall be made as in this section provided for hall 
provide for the transfer during such period from the dutiable list of this act 
to the free list thereof of such goods, wares, and merchandise, being the 
natural products of such foreign country or countries and not of the United 
States; or shall provide for the retention upon the free list of this act dur 
ing a specified period, not exceeding five years, of such goods, wares, and 
merchandise now included in said free list as may be designated therein; and 
when any such treaty shal] have been duly ratified, and publ ¢ proclamation 
made accordingly, then and thereafter the duties which shall be collected by 
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the United States upon any of the designated goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise from the foreign country with which such treaty has been made shall, 
during the period provided for, be the duties specified and provided for in 
such treaty, and none other. 

Mr, VEST. The words “by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate” have been interpolated since this amendment was 
printed, and I was out of the Senate at the time it was done. 

Mr. MILLS, I desire to say, further, that the President and 
the Senate can not by treaty contract away the revenues of this 
Government without the consent of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. SPOONER. We do not try to do it by this amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course, the amendment which the 
Senator from Iowa has added to the printed amendment answets 
to some extent the objection which I had made, but the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MILts] states another very serious objection, 
and that is, can the Senate of the United States, or can Congress, 
take the taxing power, the power to regulate the revenues of the 
Government, entirely away from the House of Representatives? 
Can we by any legislation abolish the revenue power of the House 
of Representatives? The framers of the Constitution were partic- 
ularly anxious to preserve the feature that all revenue bills should 
originate in the popular branch of Congress. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, if the Senator from Missouri will 

rmit me, this Government in the Hawaiian treaty did that 
identical thing; and when the matter of abrogation was referred 
to the Finance Committee of the Senate in 1883, if I recollect 
aright, in a minority report of the committee, signed by Senators 
ALDRICH, Voorhees, and MORRILL, the ition now taken by the 
Senator from Missouri was adopted by the gentlemen then consti- 
tuting the minority of that committee; but the Hawaiian treaty 
did that very thing. I am not speaking of the policy of it, but 
simply the practice. I think it is a very poor practice. 

r. MILLS. The Ways and Means Committee of the House of 
Representatives took the same position, and refused to ratify the 
treaty. 

Mr ALLISON. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me, 
if he will scrutinize this amendment a little more closely he will 
see that this is a legislative provision which limits the treaty- 
making power between 1 and 20 per cent of duties that are levied 
upon goods. , 

Mr. WHITE. If Ido not interrupt the Senator from Missouri 
too much, let me suggest to the Senator from Iowa that if the 
treaty-making power has jurisdiction over this matter at all, it is 
not subject to legislative limitation. 

Mr. ALLISON. But, Mr. President, if the Senator from Mis- 
souri will yield to me just a moment more, the criticism the Sena- 
tor from Missouri now makes is that it is not within the power 
of the President and the Senate to make treaties which will change 
the law as to the rates of duty; that that is a legislative power. 
We can do that certainly at one time as well as at another, and 
we propose to do that now in this bill, so that when the treaty- 
making power shall have been exerted, the legislative power gives 
the authority to provide a change of these duties, which shall be- 
come operative when the treaty is operative. 

Mr: SPOONER. It provides it itself. 

Mr. ALLISON. It provides it itself, and it is a law. 

Mr, HOAR. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me to 
state to him a proposition for his consideration—— 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. Is not this simply an enactment by the National 
Legislature that whenever a certain treaty shall have been made 
a certain law shall take effect and be in force? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is well stated by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Mr. VEST. I hardly think so, Mr. President. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Just the reverse. 

Mr. VEST. Here is a proposition, as I understand it, in the 
first place to exercise the treaty-making power, and, in order to 
obviate the first objection I made, the Senator from Iowa has 
amended his amendment so as te put jn the ratification of the 
Senate. That, asa matter of course, is a resort to the treaty- 
making power. Now it is attempted to go further and to meet 
the other objection as to the revenue power of the House of Rep- 
resentatives by resorting to the legislative power of Congress, or 
both Houses conjointly with the approbation of the President. 
It seems to me that the limitation here as to 20 per cent does not 
change the argument atall. If the principle which I have an- 
nounced be a correct one, then it does not matter at all in regard 
to the amount of revenue that is to be affected. 

But, Mr. President, I was proceeding to say, and intended to 
say, that even if there be no Coal. constitutional objection to the 
exercise of this commercial treaty-making power—for I take it 
that is what it is, although now the legislative power of the House 
of Representatives has been interpolated as an auxiliary agent— 
even if we have the unquestioned power, I believe that it would 
be absolutely nugatory under existing circumstances. 

I do not believe that after a declaration of commercial war, such 
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as we make in the pending bill when we have put duties up to 57 
per cent higher than the McKinley rate, higher than any tari 
ever enacted in any civilized country—when, in the face of treaties 
made by Japan, by Germany, and by the South American State< 
whose trade we have been exceedingly anxious to obtain—wh., 
we have done this in the face of their protests, I do not believe tha; 
we can wipe it all away by reciprocal treaties. 

The principal delegate from the Argentine Republic, in address 
ing the Board of Commerce at Cincinnati the other day, declar:.| 
that his country would make no reciprocal treaty with the United 
States if this tariff bill should be enacted; and he used the wor); 
which I used a few minutes ago: “It isa declaration of war 
You have put a duty upon wool; you have put a duty upon hides: 
and you now come to us and want to make a reciprocal treaty jn 
the face of this declaration of commercial war placed upon your 
statute books.” Do you believe that Germany and Japan || 
make any reciprocal treaty with this country, when we have 
assailed directly and conspicuously every interest which they haye 
commercially? 

Mr. President, we have had a peculiar history in regard to this 
matter of reciprocity-—— 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator how this bill assails the 
Argentine Republic by a duty on hides or wool any more than tie 
bill framed by the Senator three years ago assailed Cuba or Spain 
by a duty on sugar? 

Mr. VEST. I think that bill did—that is my answer to that— 
and Spain so considered it. 

Mr. HOAR,. I did not ask how Spain considered it. 
the honorable Senator to distinguish—— 

Mr. VEST. I will answer the Senator, in the language of the 
delegate from Argentina, that their principal interests were in 
selling to us their wool and their hides, and we have put a duty 
upon those articles, F 

Mr. HOAR. The principal interest of Cuba was selling suvar 
to us, and you - a duty on that article. 

Mr. VEST. Nobody who voted for that duty upon sugar pre- 
tended that we were then doing anything to secure the good will, 
commercially, of Spain or of any of her colonies. If, in order to 
pass the balance of the bill in 1894, we were willing to put the 
duty upon sugar which was imposed, that was a question of ad- 
justment. We assumed the responsibility and did not shirk from 
the consequences. 

I am now talking not about a theory, but a status, a condition. 
I am quoting from the representatives of these very countries as 
to how they look upon this tariff bill and what are the chances 
now of friendly commercial treaties with those people, all of wliose 
interests we have attacked. Whether we are right in attacking 
them or not the Republican party will defend before the peoy)lo 
of the country hereafter. We shall not evade that issue, but, on 
the contrary, [am prepared to say that we shall welcome it. | 
am talking now about a status, a condition, a consequence of 
what we shall have done when this bill is enacted. 

Mr. President, we have had rather a strange history in regard 
to this reciprocity question. In 1890 Mr. Blaine, who was then 
Secretary of State, inaugurated a plan for reciprocal relations 
with all the countries of the American Continent. The senior 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae}, who I see before me, introduce: 
into the Senate an amendment to the McKinley bill, which he 
said at the time was drawn in the State Department by Mr. Blainc, 
and that provided for reciprocal relations with all the countries. 
as I have said, of the Western Hemisphere, and of course included 
Canada. 

The very minute that that amendment was introduced the toc- 
sin of war was sounded in New England, and the New Englani 
Senators said, ‘‘ You can sonia any such amendment as that in 
this bill, because it is inimical to the interests of the New England 
States,” or words to that effect. The amendment was referred to 
the Committee on Finance, of which the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] now absent was a conspicuous and active 
member, and he drew what is known as the Aldrich amendinent, 
found in the McKinley Act of 1890. That amendment struck out 
Canada, and provided that reciprocal relations should be ha‘ 
alone with the American countries south of us. That was the pro- 
vision of the McKinley Act. This amendment is better in that 
regard. 

Mr. HALE, Mr. President-— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I recall the circumstances very plainly, as there 
was some controversy and considerable newspaper discussion upon 
the amendment originally introduced by me, which was prepare 
in the State Department the then Secretary of State, Mr. 
Blaine, as being antagonized by the Aldrich amendment. I know 
that the then Secretary of State was very keenly interested in the 
passage of the Aldrich amendment; he was in no degree hostile to 
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it, and was greatly gratified when it passed, although it passed by | 


a close vote in the Senate. The matter was discussed here on the 
floor. I took some part in the discussion, and stated then that the 
amendment which | offered was not in any degree considered as 
rfect. 
I may say further, bearing upon what the Senator from Mis- 
souri has just stated, that there never was any intention of apply- 
ing the provisions of the amendment to Canada. I never so in- 


tended, and did not consider that its provisions included Canada. | 


Mr. HOAR. The Senator will allow me to refresh his recollec- 
tion. Iremember very distinctly that he used the phrase, when 
introducing the amendment, that it was ‘‘a skeleton amend- 
ment.” 

Mr. HALE. Yes; it was not intended as much more than what 


may be called a blazing the way for a reciprocity provision; and | 


when it was considered fully by the committee, and the amend- 
ment was reported and passed by almost a tie vote here, it was 


considered thoroughly satisfactory, both by those who supported | 


the bill and the Secretary of State; and I know that in introduc- 
ing the amendment I considered that the Aldrich amendment 
carried out the main proposition which was intended when I 
originally introduced the amendment. There was no antagonism 
between the two. 

Mr. LINDSAY. 
tion? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Why was not that amendment intended to 
apply to Canada as well as to the South American countries? 

.HALE. Mr. President, the conditions that apply, for in- 

stance, to southern countries, of producing things which we do 
oe or of our sending to them those things that they do not 
produce, in no degree apply toCanada. Precisely the reverse con- 
dition applies to Canada. She competes with us at our doors, in 
our very lines of production; and it never was intended, it never 
was for a moment thought of—I would not for a moment have 


Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 


considered or harbored the idea—that the reciprocity feature was | 


to apply to Canada. 
Mr. LINDSAY. 

ly to Canada. 

r. VEST. Of course; it applies to any country. 
Mr. TURPIE. I inquire of the Senator from Maine whether, 
in relation to Canada, the exclusion of that country was not largely 
influenced by the fact that we had negotiated a reciprocity treaty 
with Canada, concluded for twenty years and in operation for five 
years, which was terminated by notice from the Government of 
the United States at the end of five years, for the reason that it 
had been during all the time of its operation a dead loss to the 
interests of our own country? Was not that one of the reasons 
= Canada was not included in the reciprocity arrangement of 
which the Senator from Maine speaks? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator from Maine, 


if he has no objection, whether the amendment which he brought | 


here in 1890 as coming from the State Department did not author- 


ize the President to make his proclamation of reciprocity with all | 


countries of the Western Hemisphere? 

Mr. HALE. But not to all provinces or dependent people in 
all countries. 
would apply to Canada. It was to apply to independent coun- 
tries, and Canada is a dependency. e can make no treaty with 
Canada. We can make reciprocity treaties with the Argentine 
Republic, with Brazil, with Guatemala, with Mexico, and other 
in ent countries. The whole theory of the amendment was 
to make reciprocity treaties with such countries. You can not 
make a treaty with Canada. It is not a country with which you 
can make a treaty, and therefore it was not included in the orig- 
inal proposition. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I hold in my hand a speech which I 
made in 1890 upon this question, to which I refer for the purpose 
of refreshing my memory, and I see that I quote in it the two 
amendments which were proposed by the Senator as coming from 
the State Department, and then the Aldrich amendment, as it was 
known, which is the third section of the McKinley Act. I stated 
then upon the floor of the Senate: 


The most superficial examination of the two amendments will show the 
radical and irreconcilable difference. 

The inal amendment opens the ports of the United States to all prod- 
ucts of any nation of the American hemisphere on which no export duties 
are charged, so long as such nation admits free of all duties the articles of 
American production and manufacture named in the amendment. 

The Aldrich amendment confines reciprocity to countries producing and 
exporting sugars, molasses, tea, coffee, and hides, and leaves the President 
to deterntine whether the duties imposed by such countries, including export 

are reciprocally unjust and unreasonable. 


Now, if it is necessary, these two amendments can be placed in 
ition, and they will fully carry out the statement I made 

and t now. 
from tbe Senator from Maine that it was not intended to include 
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I understand this proposed amendment does | 


1 never held nor believed that that amendment | 


For the first time to-day I have heard | 


Mr. HALE. 
proposition? 


Does the Senator remember the language of the 


And the President of the United States is hereby authorised, without fur 


| 

| ther legislation, to declare the ports of the United States free and open to all 
products of any nation of the American hemisphere 
i 


Mr. VEST. 
| tariff laws. 
Mr. HALE. You can make no treaty with Canada 
a nation, and therefore could not have been included 
| 
| 
| 
| 


It is very well known that Canada makes her own 


She is not 


Mr. VEST. As a matter of course, while Canada might not in 
her own name have made a treaty with this country, it is very 
well known that a request from the Canadian Parliament to the 

| effect that they desired to make such a treaty would be respected 
and carried out by the mother country. The duties imposed to-day 
in Canada are just as much imposed upon the mother country as 
upon the United States or any foreign country. : 
| It seems to me, respectfully, simply an evasion to say that that 
was the meaning of the first amendment that was brought here in 
1890. Mr. Blaine never pretended that he put any other construc- 
tion upon it but that Canada was included. It is true that he 
| afterwards accepted, if not with alacrity, with composure, the 
| modification made by Mr. ALDRICH, because it was better than 
|} nothing. We all remember what occurred here. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a 
moment? 

| Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

| Mr. HOAR. Shortly before that proposition of Mr. Blaine’a 
| was presented I visited him at the State Department with a very 
| eminent and intelligent Canadian, and Mr. Blaine took down the 
| old reciprocity treaty, which had been abolished, and took the list 
| of the articles and the amounts thereof which were introduced 
| from Canada into this country under it, and showed how those 
articles consisted wholly, or nearly wholly, of articles that we 
produced, so that Canada was our competitor, and in my pres- 
|} ence he showed this gentleman how impossible practically reci- 
procity between this country and Canada was. The gentleman 
went there to talk on the subject, and that was the answer given 
in my presence. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave no disposition to question the accuracy of 
the statement made by the Senator from Massachusetts, but I 
will ask the Secretary to read a statement made in the Senate in 
1890 by the senior Senator from Maine |Mr. Hae], to show his 
construction then of this matter. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


As some 


| attempt has been made to show that the original reciprocity 
| amendment received rude treatment at the hands of the Senate, and that its 
original authors were not considered in the legislation of Congress, I may 


state here that, after the changed condition resulting from the repeal of 
nearly all of the sugar duty, the Aldrich amendment was heartily accepted 
by the friends of the original amendment in the Senate, by the Secretary of 
State, and by the President. The basis of the original amendment was the 
retention of the sugar duty till reciprocal treaties could be negotiated. When 
that basis was changed and the repeal became a fixed fact, it is difficult to 
see what other plan than the Aldrich amendment could be devised 


Mr. VEST. Itis pertinent, unless there was some special object 
in making the change to the Aldrich amendment, to inquire why 
it was done. If the original amendment did not include the coun- 
tries of the Western Hemisphere, including Canadaas a country 
| if that was not the meaning of it, why was it necessary to make 

the change to the Aldrich amendment and interpolate that in the 
bill instead of the original amendment? 
Mr. HALE. I remember that at the time there were persons, 
like the Senator from Missouri now, who raised that question, 
| and in order to make it absolutely certain the Aldrich amend- 
ment was drawn and duly considered, which met with no hostility 
from the projectors of the original amendment, but their hearty 
| and earnest support, and left it entirely clear; as 1 repeat here 
with emphasis, it was the intention of the original amendment 
that Canada should not be included in the reciprocity. 

Mr. VEST. Whatever may have been the intention, that was 
the construction put by the country upon the amendment at the 
time. That was the charge made in the Senate and in the House 
of Representatives. 

President McKinley was then chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee of the House. Mr. Blaineappeared before the commit- 
| tee and urged reciprocity, urged the amendment which he had 

drawn, and which was afterwards introduced in the Senate by the 
senior Senator from Maine. The amendment was not received in 
a friendly or hospitable spirit by the Ways and Means Committee of 
the House. It was rejected upon the ground principally, alleged by 
the father of protection in the Senate, the Senator from Vermont 
{ Mr. MorRILL|, and by Senator Evarts, of New York, that the new 
| doctrine of reciprocity was an innovation and an attack upon the 
| general high protective system of the country. 
We all remember the dramatic scene that occurred in the room 
, of the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, when Mr. Blaine 
i made his unsuccessful trip to the Ways and Means Committee 
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room in the House of Representatives and on his way back, filled 
with disappointment and chagrin at the failure of his mission, 
stopped in the committee room of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the Senate. Ex-Senator Blackburn, of Kentucky, was in 
the committee room at the time, with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLIS i I believe, and there was a dramatic account in the 

apers of the country of what transpired at the time when Mr. 
3laine related his unsuccessful attempt to secure reciprocity in 
the House bill, and, as the papers stated and as eyewitnesses have 
stated in my presence, in his mortification and rage seized his hat 
and smashed it on the table, saying the bill would not open a market 
for an additional barrel of flour or a pound of meat, referring to 
the bill as it was drawn up in the House of Representatives. 

Afterwards, representing the State Department, my friend the 
senior Senator from Maine introduced the amendment which we 
have discussed here this morning. It was not acceptable to a 
majority of the Finance Committee, the Republicans then con- 
trolling the Senate, and the Aldrich amendment was brought in 
as acompromise. As I said before, it was accepted by Mr. Blaine 
because it was claimed it was the best that could be done. 

But, again, our experiment with reciprocity as far as it went 
under the McKinley Act up to 1894, from 1890, was not success- 
ful. Ihave before me the official report of Mr. Worthington C. 
Ford as to the operation of the reciprocal arrangement, as it was 
termed, with the countries with which we had those treaties, 
first, from 1835 until 1890, before the treaties were made, and the 
increase in exports to all the countries of South America. During 
the time from 1885 until 1890, and it is the exports in which we 
are interested and not the imports, the increase amounted to 40.22 
per cent. In 1890 the third section of the McKinley Act was en- 
acted which contained the reciprocal feature, and from 1890 until 
1894 the increase in the exports from this country to those coun- 
tries amounted to only 22.55 per cent, or about one-half. 

Here we have now an official and a mathematical statement as to 
the result of reciprocity. If it be true that these reciprocal com- 
mercial treaties will bring to us a large export trade with those 
countries, why was there not such an increase from 1890 to 1894, 
when we repealed the reciprocal features of the McKinley Act? 
Why was it that without those reciprocal treaties from 1885 to 
1800 our export trade increased 40 per cent and more against 22 
per cent under the reciprocal treaties? 

Mr. President. we are attempting to fight successfully against 
the immutable laws of commerce and of nature. Weare attempt- 
ing to secure trade with South American countries by reciprocal 
treaties when we have no carrying trade, when our commercial 
travelers are not amongst those people seeking to know what 
they want and then fashioning our goods to suit those wants. 
Year after year our statesmen and politicians complain that the 
trade of Sonth America goes by our doors and on to England. 
How does England command it? It commands it by superior en- 
terprise, by immense superiority in the carrying trade. We have 
no carrying trade. It has dwindled down until it takes a micro- 
scope almost to find it. About 12 per cent of the commerce of the 
United Statesis carried in American bottoms. 

A tew years ago I was in Hamburg, the second great port of the 
world, destined to be the first. With the American consul I went 
around in his steam launch amongst the ships in the harbor. 
With 152 steam vessels in the harbor, the American flag was not 
on a single one of them. You can travel over the oceans of the 
world, and except upon a war vessel of the United States the Stars 
and Stripes are not to bediscovered. Yet our Republican friends 
persist in their navigation laws year after year, as an African 
idolator worships his fetich, declaring that the system must be 
retained, while year after year our carrying trade is dwindling 
down, and the other great nations of the world, with their carry- 
ing trade, are taking away from us the commerce of these adja- 
cent countries. zs 

It would seem that nature had made the South American States 
commercially tributary to us. Propinquity and geography have 
made them our allies commercially,to say nothing of their politi- 
cal affinity, for. they are Republics and we are the great exemplar 
Republic of the world. But their commerce goes by our doors in 
British ships and is carried to the ports of England, and the Eng- 
lish drummers are found in the cities of South America discover- 
ing what those people need in the way of prints and cottons and 
manufactures and agricultural implements, even, of all kinds, and 
this trade is taken away from us. 

Mr. President, | do not believe that this scheme will bring us 
the commercial relations which we seek to obtain. I do not be- 
lieve that you can strike down the interests of every — with 
whom we come in contact and then administer to them this sugared 
dose of reciprocal commercial treaties. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, the pending amendment pro- 
vides— 


That whenever the President of the United States, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, with a view to secure reciprocal trade with for- 
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eign countries, shall, within the period of two years from and after the pas- 
sage of this act, enter into commercial treaty or treaties with any other 
country or countries— 

Which treaties— 
shall provide for the reduction during a specified period, not exceeding fiys 
years, of the duties imposed by this act, to the extent of not more than 20 per 
cent thereof, upon such goods, wares, or merchandise as may be designate: 
therein of the country or countries with which such treaty or treaties shal| 
be made as in this section provided for. 

It also declares that the treaty may provide for the retention 
upon the free list of certain articles put by this bill upon the fre» 
list, and then that— 

_ When any such treaty shall have been duly ratified, and public proclania.- 
tion made accordingly, then and thereafter the duties which shall be ¢ | 
lected by the United States upon any of the designated goods, wares, an 
merchandise from the —_ country with which such treaty has boon 
made shall, faring the period provided for, be the duties specified and pro. 
vided for in such treaty, and none other. 

Now we are told that this amounts to a law, and that when cer- 
tain conditions provided for come about, then this law shall operat. 
as to certain duties and no more shall be collected during the period 
of the existence of the treaty or that certain articles, for the length 
of time provided for, shall remain upon the free list, and that tho 
treaties may provide that the reduction of duties shall extend over 
@ period of tive years, or that the particular articles shall remain 
upon the free hst for the period of five years. 

The Constitution gives no such power to the President by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate. Then, if the President 
takes any such power, he must receive it in virtue of this act 
pene by the Senate and House of Representatives and approved 

y the President or passed over his veto. So we will have this 
state of case, that the legislative department of the Government 
will have conferred upon the Executive the power to make trea- 
ties he could not make under theConstitution, which treaties may 
provide that the revenues of the Government shall be controlled 

by their terms during a period not exceeding five years. If that 
authority cun exist at all, it must exist in virtue of this act of the 

Congress of the United States; and if it be a power that can be 
enforced at all, it will rest upon an abdication, during the terin of 
five years, by the two Houses of Congress of the right to legislate 
upon these subjects of taxation. 

Suppose a treaty be made and ratified by the Senate, and next 
year the House of Representatives conclude that the rates of 
duties fixed in the treaty are insufficient to raise the necessary 
revenues, or that they operate to the detriment of the United 
States in some particular; are we to be told that the power of the 
House of Representatives to originate bills in re to taxation 
and to provide fora different rate of duty has n taken away 
from the House; that the power reposed in the House by the Con- 
stitution has been successfully abdicated or abandoned by ani 
through the mysterious process of such legislation as this? 

I believe it was the tariff bill of 1833 which attempted to pro- 
vide- that certain descending rates of duty should prevail during a 
period of ten years. Mr. Clay was forced to admit that those 
provisions of the act were only morally, and not legally, binding, 
and it is known to the country that before the ten years had ex- 
pired the provisions of the act had been utterly disregarded. 

Here we are attempting to do that which could not be done in 
1833—to clothe the President and the Senate with the power to 
suspend the constitutional functions of the House of Represent:- 
tives and of the Congress of the United States during a period of 


five years. 
If we had the power to do these things, we ought not to exercise 
that power. y follow up this with provisions for reci- 


procity? Having turned our backs upon the business world. hav- 
ing made commerce almost a crime, why talk now about restor- 
ing natural conditions by a treaty? 

e have brought distinguished men from the South American 
States into our country to consider our great resources, to become 
acquainted with the possibilities of the future. We entertaine |! 
them at Philadelphia. _We are taking them over the country, an‘! 
1 hold in my hand to-day a newspaper published in the city of 
Cincinvati ene graphic picture of the scene which tran- 
spired on the Board of Trade of that city less thana week ago. ‘This 
newspaper tells us that there was plenty of music and enthusiasm 


and speeches: 
The large street flag of the chamber floated gayly in the breeze over the 
center of Fourth street, while another had been fully draped about the 


a In one - = eee coparetiog sarees from the x or 

> word “ { ° ad in 
le leteers os one trepeperen® olmn, which was ourreunaeé ry ony y 
frame of bright-colored flowers. ; 

Chairs were arranged for their comfort, and the proceedings 
were opened by a speech from the president of the Board of Trade, 
which speech was responded to by the representative of the Argen- 
tine Republic. one of those South American countries which in 
the past has traded with the United States, and which country has 
bought from us two dollars’ for every one dollar's worth of goods 
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we have bought from Argentina. What does this distinguished | 


mansay? Among other things, he said: 


Allow me, gentlemen, to make a few remarks in regard to the Argentine 
Republic, which country I represent here. Tho imports from the United 
States to the Argentine Republic in 189) amounted to the sum of $11,210,475. 
Thee from the Argentine Republic to the United States amounted to 
$y 


THE COMMERCIAL BALANCE. 
The official figures show the difference in the commercial balance between 


our country and mine of $5,000,000 against the Argentine Republic. This | 


is produced by the excess of importation from the United States to the 
Argentine Republic, and the small exportation from the Argentine Republic 
to the United States. 

Now, your petroleum and your agricultural machinery are imported into 
ourcountry free of duty, your pine wood payiuga very small duty, and with us 
your Congress should have this in mind and treat the Argentine Republic with 
acertain amount of consideration; but, unfortunately, it has been to the con 

. The two principal products that we export to the United States are 
wool and*hides. We have over 100,000,000 sheep, which qresties every year 
about 250,000,000 kilos of wool, and this article has always been imported into 
the United States free of duty, the same as we import freo of duty your ma 
chinery and your petroleum. But now the tariff bill has imposed a prohib 
itive tax upon our wool. We have been exporting to your country our hides 
during the past twenty-five years free of duty, but now you have taxed them 
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| authority. 


with 1} aoe —. and you can not consider how much this duty will | 
e whe 


affect our tra n you think we have over 22,000,000 oxen. 


On the very day that speech was made by the guest of the coun- 
try, the Senate was engaged in increasing the duty on hides from 
14 cents per pound to 20 per cent ad valorem, which I understand 
amounis to a duty of 3 or 4 cents per pound. 

The speaker, continuing, said: 

We have been treated in an unfriendly manner, and at the. same time 


um submit to us the idea of a reciprocity treaty. Iam very sorry to say 
t under these circumstances the statesmen of the Argentine Republic 


will not accept any kind of treaties, not only for certain reasons that you | 


can easily understand, but because our productions are exported free of 


duty to England, France, Germany, Belgium, and Italy, and we receive from 
Burope ail the goods we require, all the capital that we need for our com- 
mercial development, and all the immigration necessary to populate our 


extended territory. 

That is the first response we get from South America, from the 
one country in South America where the balance of trade is in 
our favor, to the reciprocity clause of this most extraordinary bill. 

The Senator from Maine [lér. HALE] says that in 1890 Canada 
was not intended to be included, and all during the past two 
months we have been engaged in the business of excluding the 
so ag of Canada from consumption by the American people. 

anada is another country where the balance of trade is in our 
favor. The statistics show that $100,000,000 worth of trade be- 
tween Canada and the United States was had during the year 
1896, and that $33.000,000 covered our imports, while we sold to 
the Canadians $66,000,000 worth of our goods. 

We are to bring prosperity back to the country, we are to build 
up our commerce, we are to enlarge our merchant marine through 
a bill like this, and we are told every day that prosperity was 
broken down, that the country was ruined through the provisions 
of what is called the Wilson-Gorman bill, which the other side 
= no opportunity to denounce as a measure of perfidy and dis- 

onor. 

It is a little remarkable that under the operation of the Wilson 


Act last year —— 
Mr. HOAR. Iam not sure that I understood the Senator from 
Kentucky. Does he claim that the phrase ‘‘a measure of perfidy 


and dishonor” applied to the Wilson bill is of Republican origin? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I did not claim that it originated with the 

Republicans, but what I do say is that during ail this discussion 

= Republicans have rolled it as a sweet morsel under their 
e8. 


Ido not represent a manufacturing State. The gentlemen across 
the aisle have the manufacturing interests in their exclusive con- 
trol. LIeut ont of the Manufacturer, a Philadelphia periodical 
devoted to the interests of the manufacturing people, an article 
which I wil! now read to the Senate. This is a Republican state- 
ment of manufacturing conditions as they exist under the provi- 
sions of the Wilson Act: 


The figures giving the export trade of the United States for April have 
ust heen compiled by the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department. 
are again full of encouragement for our manufacturers. During the 
month we exported manufactured goods to the value of 824,014,318, or 31.56 per 
cent of the total exports of the month» The manufacturing industries have 
been advancing month by month in comparison with the farms and mines, 
the sale of whose products abroad can not keep pace with the great export 
movement in manufactured goods. 

The figures for the ten months ending with April are no less striking 
Manu‘actured merchandise during this period was sent abroad to the value 
of $221,023.16. Although the percentage is not so great as in the case of the. 

month. manufactures represent 25.35 per cent of the total exports for 
the od. Evidence accumulates of the growing popularity of American 

a The enterprise of our manufacturers and merchants in plac- 
them upon fore markets is compelling the admiration of the world. 
and the statistics, as they are issued each month by the Government, attest 
fully enough to the success which this nation is so rapidly achieving in the 


foreign 

- The e of manufactured goods for the fiscal year ending 

30th of June will exceed $270,000,000, which is more than was 

ever exported in any one year under any preceding taviff law. 
The pending bill is intended to break down the sale of Ameri- 
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can manufactured goods in foreign countries and to compel the 
American people to support the manufacturers of the United 
States and to abandon this foreign trade. A}l that we get for the 





| monstrous duties to be levied upon every character of foreign 


product, all we get for all the pains taken to break down barter 
with foreign countries, is this unconstitutional provision in the 
way of a reciprocity clause, which provides, if 1t provides any 

thing, that, in order that it may be carried out, the House of 
Representatives, the Congress of the United States, shall be com 

pelled, at the e'ection of the President and the Senate, to abdi 

cate their constitutional power to legislate upon the subject of 
taxation. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, it seems to me that the proposi- 
tion announced by the Senator from Texas as an objection to the 
power of legislation to enact this provision ought to be maturely 
considered before it is enacted. The power of Congress to make 
laws no one disputes, provided it is done inside of their delegated 
No one disputes that the subject of the levying of 
duties is inside of that power. But it is the Congress that has the 
power to enact these laws, and it seems to me that the Senator 
from Texas has the right theory. 

The Senator from Massachusetts makes an exception, a1 
well-knownexception. Weal! recognize it. 
a law which was to terminates upon a certain fixed event. There 
is no doubt about that. Lawyers would not dispute it. Congress 
could enact that sugar should pay a tax of 5 per cent ad valorem so 
long as the United States owed any bonded debt, but that when the 
bonded debt was paid then the duty should cease. That is entirely 
a different proposition from the idea that Congress could invest 
other people with the right to change its laws. It is a different 
idea altogether. A law, as I have said, can be so framed as to 
terminate or change on a certain event to happen in the future, 
but that is an event fixed by the law itself; it does not depend 
upon the will of another. It is a thing to occur, and when it 
occurs then the law changes according to its own terms. 

Now, what do you propose to do here? It is always best to 
simplify a law question in order to understand it clearly. I will 
illustrate what you propose to enact by an example. Welevy a 
tax of 4 per cent ad valorem on hides imported into the United 
States, but we provide that whenever the President of the United 
States and the Senate shall see fit they may by treaty repeal that 
law and put hides on the free list. That is the sum and substance 
of this provision, except that it goes to all other things. 

But I am confining it now to hides merely for the purpose of 
illustration. You enact that the President and the Senate com 
bined may make a contract by which that law is repealed, and in 
stead of putting a duty of 4 per cent on hides, they shall put hides 
on the free list. They can not doit. The Constitution of the 
United States vests the President and the Senate with no such 
power. The Congress can do it, and nothing but the Congress. 
Do you propose to repeal a law by the will of anybody less than 
Congress? No, Mr. President, so long as the Constitution stands 
the Senator from Texas in a single sentence announced what is 
necessarily the right conclusion in reference to this enactment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, if I believed with my colleague 
that there was any constitutional difficulty in voting for this 
amendment, I would not hesitate to vote against it, aithough I 
think I can see in the amendment itself a possible advantage, 
probably a very great advan‘age, to the commerce of the United 
States, particularly with the Orient and with South America and 
Central America. 

When the McKinley bill was before the Senate and that reci- 
procity provision was in it, I made—but of course not in so clear 
@ way as the Senator from Alabama [| Mr. Perrus] and the Sena- 
tor from Texas { Mr. MILus]} have stated it—an argument against 
the constitutionality of that law base upon exactly the same 
predicate that the Senators advance at this moment. 

I never felt more certain about anything, and scarcely ever felt 
more indignant about what I conceived to be a violation of the 
Constitution of the United States, than I thought was found in the 
McKinley reciprocity provision. The matter went to the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the case of Field against C.ark, in 
143 United States Reports, and 1 found myself in a minority, a very 
honorable minority, the Chief Justice and Justice Lamar, of Mis- 
sissippi, the balance of the court deciding that my point was not 
well taken. They held in that case, as will be the fact here, that 
upon the occurrence of a certain event, to be de‘ermined in that 
case by the President of the United States, the rate of duty should 
be changed, and certain goods should either be put upon the free 
list or pnt under taxation, according to his judgment of the tariff 
policy of China Japan, Brazil, etc.,as he might think or believe 
that that policy was in derogation of our rights, or in a spirit of 
hostility toward us, or that it was not fair and just, considering 
all of our relations under tariff laws with those powers. 

The Supreme Court. in the case that I have mentioned, decided 
that the President of the United States could be invested by Con- 
gress with the power to decide when those events had occurred, 
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He had a very large latitude of discretion in making the decision. 
The subject that came to his attention in arriving at his conclu- 
sions under that law was of a judicial rather than a ministerial 
character, because he had to pronounce not only upon the exist- 
ence of certain facts, but upon their bearing and effect upon the 
commerce between other countries and the United States. Not- 
withstanding that near approach to putting within his hand the 
— to repeal the statute, as I contended, the Supreme Court 
1eld that there was no such operation of that law at all; that 
when that law spoke in accordance with the decision arrived at 
by the President, as announced in his proclamation, it spoke from 
the act itself and not from any act performed by him to change 
the law in any particular; that the law spoke throughout the 
whole transaction, and only the law, and that the President of the 
United States did not in the slightest degree change the law; he 
merely decided that upon a certain state of facts the law was or 
was not operative. 
The third section of the act of October, 1890, is as follows: 


That with a view to secure reciprocal trade with countries producing the 
fo'lowing articles, and for this purpose, on and after the Ist day of January, 
1402, whenever and so often as the ident shall be satisfied that the gov- 
ernment of any country producing and exporting sugars, molasses, coffee, 
tea, and hides, raw and uncured, or any of such articles, imposes dutics or 
other exactions upon the agricultural or other products of the United States, 
which, in view of the free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, 
and hides into the United States he may deem to be reciprocally unequal 
and unreasonable, he shall have the power and it shall be his duty to sus- 
pend, by proclamation to that effect, the provisions of thisact relating to the 
tree introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the produc- 
tion of such country, for such time as he shall deem just, and in such case 
and during such suspension duties shall be levied, collected, and paid upon 
_ sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides the product of or exported from such 
designated country as follows, namely. 


And then it goes on to make the rates of duty. The Supreme 
Court say in regard to that act: 


That Congress can not delegate legislative power to the President is a 
yrinciple universally recogp as vital to the integrity and maintenance of 
Pie system of government ordained by the Constitution. The act of October 
1, 1890, in the particular under consideration, is not inconsistent with that 
principle. It does not, in any real sense, invest the President with the power 
of legislation. 

For the purpose of securing reciprocal trade with countries producing and 
exporting sugar, mo 3, coffee, tea, and hides, Congress itself determined 
that the provisions of the act of October 1, 1800, permitting the free introduc- 
tion of such articles, should be suspended as to any country producing and 
exporting them that im ‘d exactions and duties on the agricultural and 
other products of the United States, which the President deemed—that is, 
which he found to be—reciprocally unequal and unreasonable. 

Congress itself prescribed in advance the duties to be levied, collected, and 
paid on sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, or hides, produced by or exported from 
such designated country, while the suspension lasted. Nothing involving 
the expediency or the just operation of such legislation was left tothe de- 
termination of the dent. The words “he may deem” in the third sec- 
tion of course implied that the President would examine the commercial 
regulations of other countries producing and exporting sugar, molasses, 
coffee, tea, and hides, and form a judgment as to whether they were recip- 
rocaliy equal and reasouable,or the contrary,in their effect upon American 


products. 

But when he ascertained the fact that duties and exactions, reciprocally 
unequal and unreasonable, were imposed u the agricultural or other 
products of the United States y a a promsete and exporting sugar, 
molasses, coffee, tea, or hides, it became his duty to issue a proclamation de- 
claring the suspension, as to that country, which C had determined 
should occur. He had no discretion in the mises except in to the 
duration of the suspension so ordered. But that related only to enforce- 
ment of the pay established by Congress. 

As the suspension wasabsolutely required when the President ascertained 
the existence of a particular fact, it can not be said that in ascertaining that 
fact and in issuing his proclamation, in obedience to the legislative will, he 
exercised the function of making laws. Legislative power was exercised 
when Congress declared that the suspension should take effect upon a named 
contingency. What the President was required to do was simply in execu- 
tion of the act of Congress. 

It was not the making of law. He was the mere agent of the lawmakin 
department to ascertain and declare the event upon which its expressed wi 
was to take effect. It was a part of the law itself as it left the hands of Con- 

that the provisions, full and complete in themselves, permitt the 

ree introduction of sugars, mo coffee, tea, and hides from cular 

countries should be suspended ina perm contingency, and that in case of 
such suspension certain duties should be imposed. 


The court then goes on to argué the subject at greater length, 
but that isas much of the opinion as it is necessary for me to 
read to justify me in my own belief in voting for this amendment 
so far as the constitutional question is concerned. 

I can not find the difference in principle between the amend- 
ae now and the decision of the Supreme Court as to 
the effect of the action of the President and the Senate in making 
a treaty of commercial reciprocity with any particular country 
within a certain given period whereby articles might be put upon 
the free list or the duty existing might be reduced 20 per cent— 
I suppose it means upon the value of the article. 

If the President of the United States, acting alone, could law- 
fully pass upon the conditions of foreign commerce, as he was 
authorized to do under the act of 1890, and could form a judgment 
thereupon, whereupon the act taxing the various articles could be 
suspended absolutely, and if in doing that he did not repeal that 
statute, if in doing that he did not legislate at all, I can not un- 
derstand why the President and the Senate, in the exercise of the 
treaty-making power, may not put this upon the footing of an 
agreement between the two countries, and why the act of Con- 


gress, if now passed, would not operate in advance to ratify and 
confirm a treaty and make it fully applicable to the subject. 

I can not understand the distinction between the two cases, if 
one exists, and I have looked carefully to see if any distinction 
does exist, because I desire that this amendment shall pass. This 
tariff law contains enough now to astonish and almost to horrify 
me in respect to the injustice that it imposes upon the people of 
the United States, and also in respect to the «pen declaration of 
war against the commerce of the world. But notwithstanding | 
look upon it in that sense, and feel that it is justly liable to tho 
objections which I have just expressed, I do not look at it as a 
mere red rag that I must run at every time a feature of it is dis- 
played. If the Republican party in this Chamber and in the other 
House can put modifying provisions into this tariff bill which | 
think are for the benefit of the country, I will sustain them. | 
am bound to do that as a legislator on this floor. : 

It can not be said that commercial reciprocity upon fair terms 
with any country is disadvan us to the United States, although 
the treaties, which were virt y conventions made under the act 
of 189, were not sent to Con for ratification or approval, and 
although the President had the right to select any article that we 
exported out of all our exports and make an agreement, if you 
please—not an actual agreement, but arrive at a consensus of 
opinion and action—— 

Mr. GRAY. I will call the attention of the Senator to the fact 
that the ee clause in the act of 1890 did not contemplate 
a treaty at all. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand. 

Mr. GRAY. It was merely a proclamation by the President, 
whenever he deemed the exactions of another government unequal 
reciprocally, that certain articles on the free list should be sus- 
pended from that list and that the duty which was provided by 
Congress in advance should be laid upon them. 

Mr. MORGAN. My language is correct. I was not in the 
slightest degree in error, because I said it was not a treaty. I 
said it was a consensus of opinion, of action between two govern- 
ments, which did not amount to a treaty or a contract or an agree- 
ment atall; and although the President of the United States could 
do that without presenting the subject to Co for its ap- 
proval or ratification, and the Supreme Court of the United States 
sustained him in it, yet in this case, when an actual agreement 
must be entered into and must be submitted to the Senate before 
it becomes operative, 1 think the guard and restriction is much 
more favorable to us than it was under the act of 1890. 

Mr.GRAY. All Isuggestis that the criticisms that lay against 
the provisions of the act of 1890 do not lie against this provision. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very good. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Alabama to another feature which is not exactly in accordance 
with the decision the Senator has read. That law named the ar- 
ticles. It names what shall be done if the President elects. {am 
still of the opinion I was as to his power and as to our power to 
confer it. But suppose that decision to be the law and the Presi- 
dent would have to act upon it until it is ed. This is a pro- 
vision for the reduction during a specifie —— not exceeding 
five years. That is uncertain. There nn . in the discretion 
of the President, from one to five years a reduction of all the duties 
imposed by this act to the extent not of 25 per cent, but of 20 per 
cent. He may reduce the rate 1 per cent, 2 per cent, 5 per cent, or 
20 per cent. And then there is a further provision that he may put 
the articles on the free list. Is there no legislative power in all 
that? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I will deal with that ition 
when I get to it. I had not reached it yet. I was trying to show 
that the power which was conferred under this amendment upon 
the President and the Senate is of the same nature as the power 
that was conferred upon the President alone under the act of 15%"); 
and inasmuch as that power was held to be constitutional, this 
power I hold to be constitutional because I can not see that they 
are in the slightest different from each other. 

Now, we desire, if I understand what the people of the United 
States ought to desire, as large a commerce as we can get with the 
outside world. We desire markets for our surplus products. 

There is scarcely one production that anyone can name of an ordi- 
nary oran ic character that the people of the United States do 
not produce in abundance and superabundance. We have a sur- 

lus for exportation of almost every production in the United 

tates, and what we most want is a market in which we can ex- 
change our surplus for the productions of other countries, not for 
money merely, but for the productions of other countries. 

bey amen t — os idea by enabling » So a pe 
certed agreements with any fc rcign governmen @ work 
about any article that we put under taxation or any article that 
we do not put under on. So, with the co:.sent of the Con- 

of the United States given in advance, the President an the 
naic can commercial agreements with foreign coun- 
tries which will be fur the benefit of our home trade. Well, I like 
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that idea. I am very fond of it. I have never heard that the | Congress under this enactment except in the two particulars 
United States suffered any disadvantage even from the peculiar | mentioned: One is a reduction of the duties upon imports from 


ents that were made by the President of the United 


abroad not to exceed 20 per cent of the duty, and the other is 


States under the act of 1890; and while Congress was not informed | to put a subject upon the free list that is now under taxation. 
from time to time of all these concerted arrangements between | I think that that demonstrates really that there is no fault in the 


our country and other countries on these subjects, we were in- 
formed oy a a large increase in our commerce took place 
with those different countries. , 

It is true that that law admitted the possibility of the 
President discriminating in favor of certain productions of the 
United States and against others. He might make an exchange 
with Brazil on the subject of coffee on the basis of our kerosene 
productions, and might omit the iron production or a great many 
other productions that we have in this country, to the disad- 
vantage of those which were not preferred in the agreement. 
This act, however, takes that opportunity away from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and, with the consent of Congress, con- 
fers it upon the President and the Senate under the treaty-making 


wer. 

" do not consider, Mr. President, that these agents of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to enforce these laws have any dis- 
cretion in the matter at all, except merely to suggest the political 
consentand make obligatory thecontract between the United States 
and any foreign country with which the President may negotiate 
a commercial treaty of this character, provided two-thirds of the 
Senate shall vote to ratify and confirm it. That is caution enough; 
that is conservatism enough to answer, I think, the demands of 
the most timid man who will ever have to deal with this question. 
There is no legislation in that. If there is any legislation in that, 
then there was legislation in the act of 1890, notwithstanding the 
Supreme Court said there was none on the part of the President. 

am not undertaking, Mr. President, to repudiate or to get rid 
of a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, even when 
it is made by a majority of but one of the judges; and here there 
were only two dissenting voices upon that bench, and they them- 
selves concurred in all of this opinion except upon the point which 
I just now mentioned, and there were other very important points 


that were ur just as earnestly, and apparently upon as good tured. 


foundation of argument, as the point in respect of the third sec- 
tion of that act. 

Now I come to the question whether or not in passing this act 
we confer upon the Senate a new power. The Senate has the 
power to pass upon commercial treaties or treaties of every kind 
and character, and I have been always the jealous advocate of the 
exercise of that power by the Senate. I have always maintained 
that these diplomatic and commercial agreements which have 
had currency in the country, which have very often been ap- 
proved and carried into effect without the assent or consideration 
of the Senate, are very dangerous, to say the least of it. The 
power is here conferring upon the President and the Senate the 
treaty-making power, which includes the power to make conven- 
tions and all manner of contracts with foreign governments, 
obligatory upon both. So I have been jealous of the exercise of 
that power. 

Then, Mr. President, this arrives at an agreement between the 
United States, I will say, and Brazil as to the interchange of com- 
modities which are produced in one country and are not produced 
in the other. I will take again kerosene and coffee. Coffeeis not 
pa in the United States, and kerosene is not produced in 

il, so far as [have ever heard. If the President of the United 
States sees that he can make an advantageous agreement with 
Brazil about a matter of that kind, then the question at once arises 
as to whether he has the power to make such an agreement. Well, 
he has not the power under the Constitution. 

The question then arises, Can Congress confer upon him the 
power solely and exclusively to make a treaty or an agreement 
with Brazil with respect to commerce or in respect to anything 
else? Yon say, ‘‘No.” Therefore it becomes necessary, in order 
to effectuate an agreement between Brazil and the United States, 
that the President and the Senate should act upon it. Here is no 
exercise of unconstitutional power; nor is it the exercise of a power 
conferred upon the President and the Senate by act of Congress; 
but it is an exercise of power conferred upon the President and 
the Senate by the direct language of the Constitution. So we are 
on ectly safe ground up to this point. 

that treaty is made, itis a commercial treaty. We ask 
ourselves, Can any commercial treaty between the United States 
and a foreign country be made the supreme law of this land by 
the action of the President and the Senate alone? The answer is, 
No. The treaty itself is of such a nature as that it requires the 
assent of Congress to put it into effect. Then, have you the assent 
of ? I say it is in this act, and hereitis. “ But then the 
assent is given before the act is confirmed,” says some critical 
gentleman, ‘‘ and how can that be done?” Congress has as much 
Tight to give its assent in advance as it has after a contract has 
been e, because the President and the Senate can not bind 


| 
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action of Congress; there is no difficulty in the action of Congress 
in providing in advance and giving its consent in advance that an 
agreement or a treaty made under those limitations shall be 
effectual from the time of the ratification by the Senate and the 
issuance of ‘the proclamation by the President which puts it into 
force and gives it publicity and makes it universally obligatory 
upon all the officers of the Government. So I can not see the dif- 
ficulty in that case at all; but I can see, Mr. President, that very 
great advantage might come to this country from the reduction of 
duties upon the goods that we impose under this act or by puttin 
many of the articles upon the free list that are contained in this 
act, and I admire the flexibility of this amendment, because it can 
be accommodated to the changing conditions or to the further 
experience of the people of the United States. 

Shall I oppose this amendment upon the ground that it is in 
some direction or in some degree an approximation to free trade? 
Surely I can not, upon the principles which I advocate, predicate 
my opposition upon any such ground. Can the gentlemen on the 
other side oppose it on the ground that there isa reciprocal ad- 
vantage? Certainly not. Their object is to get as much of the 
productions of other countries within the grasp of our people, or 
within their convenient use, as possible, and they think one of the 
ways to do thai; is to impose a high tariff duty upon goods within 
the United States, manufactured here, in order that their manu- 
factories may be kept at work, and that they may be able thereby 
to send their surplus to foreign countries for traffic. 

What means this law of rebate, about which my colleague [Mr. 
PETTUS] spoke the other day, which has been upon the statute 
book ever since the first tariff was enacted in thiscountry? What 
is the general law of rebate? It is that any manufacturer can im- 
port from foreign countries any goods, any property that he 
pleases, any material whatever, raw material or in part manufac- 
He can go on and complete it by manufacture and make 
out of it such a commodity as he chooses. He may have paid the 
full amount of duty when it came into the United States, or he 
can put it under bond and pay the duty if the article enters into 
consumption in our own country; or he may export the article 
and get a drawback of 90 per cent of all the duty he has paid. 

What was the object of that law except to enable our mechanics 
and manufacturers to use their handicraft and their skill in send- 
ing their goods out to other markets to sell cheaper than they 
would sell them to our people? This encouragement has been 
given to this class of people from the foundation of this Govern- 
ment. Lopposeit. Ithinkitisan unjust andan unfairlaw. [think 
it gives advantages to certain classes of labor and occupations in 
this country at the expense of the people of the United States. 
Still we have no chance to repeal it. The Democratic party and 
the Republican party have alike adhered to it in every tariff bill 
that has been enacted, and have always upheld that provision. 

Now, to get the benefit of that we ought to have the opportunity 
of making advantageous contracts with foreign countries that in 
the exchange of our productions, of whatever kind or character,we 
might get them reciprocally to send their goods to our market; 
and I can see nothing harmful in that to the people of the United 
States and nothing that impeaches my Democracy in the slightest 
degree. It is in the direction of free trade, and for that reason I 
want it. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, there is not only nothing that im- 
peaches the Democracy of the Senator from Alabama {| Mr. Mor 
GAN] in voting for this amendment, but I think there is something 
in our records that goes to confirm the Democracy of some such 
measure as this, some amendment looking toward a little bit of 
free trade, for we recollect that in 1890 the very comprehensive 
reciprocity provision that was introduced in the first place by 
the distinguished Senator from Maine {Mr. HAL®}, said to have 
had its origin in the State Department, presided over by that dis- 
tinguished statesman, Mr. Blaine, provided: 


~ 


And the President of the United States is hereby directed, without further 
legislation, to declare the ports of the United States free and open fo all the 
yvoducts of any country of the American hemisphere upon w! export 
duties are imposed, whenever and so long as the government of su uunotry 
shall admit to the ports of such country free of all national, provincial (State), 
municipal. and other taxes, flour, coru meal, and other breadstuffs, pre- 
served meats, fish, veg>tables and fruits, cotton-ceed oil, rice, and other pro- 
visions, incinding all ariicles of food, lumber, furniture, and all other articles 
of wood, agricultural implements and machinery, mining and chanical 
machinery, vessels or boats of iron, steel, or wood, structural steel and iron, 
steel rails, locomotives, railway cars and supplies, street cars, refined petro- 
leum, or such other products of the United States as may be agreed upon 

Although that amendment was lost in the Committee on Fi- 
nance, and in its place came out a sort of bastard reciprocity 
amendment, called the reciprocity feature of the act of 1890, it 


was offered in so many words by myself as a substitute for that 
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measure, and every Democrat in this Senate voted for it and every 
Republican voted against it. That was a large measure of free 
trade for this hemisphere. 

Mr. President, I have no objection, but, on the contrary, I am 
anxions to kick as many holes in this tariff bill as I can. We 
will have surrounded ourselves by a barrier of commercial re- 
striction when this bill becomes a low that will need to have day- 
light let through it, and wherever I can properly do so I shall be 
glad to aid in tearing down some part of that barrier and letting 
a little bit of free trade and free sunshine come in. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Are you going to vote for this amendment? 

Mr. GRAY. lam going to vote for this amendment, and that 
is the reason I have presumed to take a moment—I trust it will 
only be a moment—to explain why I shall vote for it. 

I do not think this amendment is open to the objections that 
were made to the reciprocity feature of the McKinley bill of 1890, 
because in that case the provision allowing certain articles to come 
into this country free was to be suspended by the President when- 
ever, in his judgment, he deemed that in any country the recipro- 
cal relations were unjust or unequal; but in this case we merely 
provide in advance, as the Senator from Alabama has said. that 
whenever the President of the United States and the Senate of the 
United States in exercising the treaty-making power sha!l make a 
treaty with another country which shall be, in his judgment, ad- 
vantageous to the United States—for, of course, he would not 
make it unless it was— 

In consideration of the advantages accruing to the United States there- 
from, shall provide for the reduction during a specified period, not exceeding 
five yoars, of the duties imposed by this act, to the extent of not more than 
2% per cent thereof, upon such goods, wares, or merchandise as may be desig- 
na therein of the country or countries with which such treaty or treaties 
shail be made as in this section provided for; or shall provide for the transfer 
during such period from the dutiable list of this act to the free list thereof of 
such goods, wares, and merchandise. 

Then we provide that upon said treaty being proclaimed only 
such duties shall be collected as are designated in such treaty. 

In the first case. in the reciprocity provision, so called, of the 
McKinley law, we undertook to say that the President might in 
effect—and that was the objection 1 had to it, and I voted against 
that part of it—that the President might transfer from the free 
list tu the dutiable list certain articles, and might impose taxes 
upon the American people by way of retaliation upon a foreign 
country. But in this case we merely provide that when the 
treaty-making power of this country is exercised in a certain 
direction by legislation we will accommodate ourselves to it. 
This is not conferring upon the President any power. The treaty- 
making power resting in the President is conferred by the Con- 
stitution when it says: 

He shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to 
make treaties. 

That is the language used in the Constitution in conferring that 
power. There is not another word to limit it. So that the Presi- 
dent and the Senate may make a commercial treaty of any scope 
whatever; and although the Congress of the United States may be 
unwilling to pass the legislation necessary to carry it into effect, 
the Congress of the United States can not limit or qualify the 
power given by the Constitution to the President and the Senate 
to — such treaties as in their judgment shall be wise and 
e ient. 

r. WHITE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GRAY. Ina minute. 

So, then, the President, having the right, without this amend- 
ment—and this amendment can not confer the right if he has it 
now—the President exercising the right given by the Constitution 
to make a commercial treaty, we merely provide, that having been 
done within certain limits, if it shall be of a certain character 
that leg s'ation shall accommodate itself to it. 

Mr. WHITE. If it be trne—and Iam not saying it is not for 
the purpose of the question—that the President and the Senate 
can negotiate a commercial treaty fixing the rates of duty, can 
Congress by any act limit the exercise of that power? 

Mr. GRAY. They can limit it by refusing to carry it out. 
That might break the treaty, but nevertheless the President and 
the Senate have the power to make a treaty. We can not only 
refuse to carry it out, and thereby violate our faith with the other 
nation—and it might be so serious as to be a casus belli—but we 
repeal the treaty, and thereby break the treaty after it is made. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Delaware misapprehends me. 
My allusion was to the provision of this section limiting the re- 
duction of duty to 20 per cent. The point I wished to attract the 
attention of the Senator to was this: That if the Senate has the 
power, with the President, in the exercise of the treaty-making 
authority, to negotiate commercial treaties, can this legislation 
limit any reduction which may be made to 20 per cent? May not 
the President and the Senate, without any action, in spite of any 
action even, put articles upon the free list? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. I answer the Senator from California 
that the President and the Senate may, in the exercise of the treaty- 
making power, negotiate a treaty which reduces the duties more 


than 20 per cent or puts-articles upon the free list that are not 
included in the scope of this amendment. But this amendment 
merely says that if the treaty-making power shall, in the exercise 
of its undoubted right, make a treaty with any country which 
shal! not reduce the duty more than 20 per cent or shall not put 
other than these articles on the free list, then the rate of duty pre- 
scribed in that treaty shall be in effect and shall be collected. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will wait one moment until I finish 
my proposition, I will yield to him. 

If the President and the Senate should make a treaty without 
regard to this amendment at all, it would be in the exercise of the 
—— conferred by the Constitution. Congress may refuse, un- 
doubtedly, as I said a moment ago, to carry that into effect; or if it 
does not need legislation to carry it into effect, inasmuch as 
treaties made by and in pursuance of the treaty-making power 
are a part of the supreme law of the land, the Congress of the 
United States may repeal that treaty, or any part of it—thongh 
by repealing it it might break faith, as it undoubtedly would in 
a great many instances,with the nation with whom it was made 
the poe rests with Congress, and can not be successfully dis 
puted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The statement which the Senator has just 
made covers the point of the inquiry that I proposed to make. 
which was in substance this: By this act we say beforehand by 
legislation that a certain contract may be made by means of a 
treaty which affects duties for a certain number of years, or au 
thorizes that contract, which may be broken by the legislation of 
the two Houses. Necessarily it would be a breach of plighted 
faith, but it can be done if we choose to break our faith pledged 
in the form of this contract. Is not that the whole substance of 
the discussion? 

Mr. GRAY. Ithink so. I agree with the Senator there. I do 
not see why we have not the power, as the legislative branch of 
the Government, to declare by legislative act that duties desig. 
nated in a treaty made under the treaty-making power of the 
Constitution shall be the duties as designated in the treaty. We 
have the power, immediately after the negotiation of sucha treaty. 
of rescinding this act; we can repeal that duty; undoubtedly it is 
all in our hands; but for whatever this act is worth, we have a 
right to pass it, and I can not see why it is not entirely within the 
legislative power granted by the Constitution. 

Mr. PETTUS. Ldesire to ask the Senator from Delaware a 
question. Iask if he believes that the et power in- 
cludes the right to repeal a law of the Uni States enacted by 
Congress? 

Mr. GRAY. That is a different thing and a different question. 
I believe that the treaty-making power conferred by the Consti- 
tution is without any express limitation. I believe that in the 
exercise of that power a treaty may be made the result of which 
will be the supreme :aw of the land until it is repealed by Con- 
gress, or expires by its own limitation, or expires by Executive 
or. 

Mr. MILLS, A treaty of peace would repeal a declaration of 
war. ° 

Mr. GRAY. It certainly would. 

Mr. President, I did vote and speak against the reciprocity 
clause in the act of 1890, but I did vote for the broad measure of 
reciprocity introduced by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae}, 
which was pee to have had its origin in the fertile and sug- 
gestive brain of the then Secretary of State, Mr. Blaine. I believe 
this amendment is not obnoxious to the criticism made against 
the former amendment, and therefore for the reasons I have stated 
I shall vote for it. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I want to say a word or two as to 
thisamendment. Itisa very broad question, and one that presents 
to my mind many difficulties. The Senator from Delaware | Mr. 
GRAY] says that the treaty-making power is unlimited. That, | 
think, needs some qualification. e Supreme Court of the United 
States has declared that a treaty is the law of the land, and while 
it has hesitated somewhat to say that it is a legislative act, it has 
come very near that at least. 

Mr. GRAY. The Constitution says it is the law of the land. 

Mr. TELLER. The Constitution says it is the law of the land. 
The Supreme Court says itis a contract between the United Sta’ es 
and the nation with which we make the contract, and that in this 
country it is a little more. [t is a little more under our Constitu- 
tion than it would be under the Engiish constitution and the con- 
stitution of some other countries. 

The Constitution of the United States, ex industria, puts the 
power to raise revenue in the House of Repre-entatives, and I do 
not suppose that anybody will contend here for» moment that 
the House of Representatives can delegate that function to any 
other body. I do not suppose that anybody will contend that the 
House can subrogate its rights or that, because the House declines 
to act. we can originate revenue laws in this body. If the Sena- 
tor from Delaware is correct, that there is no restriction whatever 
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uw the treaty-making power, it certainly is within the province | 


of the Executive and the Senate to take away from the House the 
revenue-raising power by providing, when they provide for a 
system of revenue, for another, and thus nullify and abrogate 
their act. 

Mr. GRAY. TheSenator from Colorado will excuse me. I said 
there is no express restriction in the Constitution upon the treaty- 


— wer. 
Mr. TELLER. There is an express restriction upon the treaty- 
making power. The Constitution declares that the President, by 


and with the advice and consent of the Senate, may make treaties. 
What did the authors of the Constitution intend? Did they intend 
that we should make commercial! agreements and call them treaties? 
In those days commercial agreements were unknown to the diplo- 
mats of the world. 

The other day I heard some Senators discussing the question, 
and they said when you make a commercial treaty you do not 
need to submit it to the Senate. 


If that is true, then we could | 


shear the legislative body, and the President of the United States | 


could assume the power which is expressly and exclusively given 
to the House to raise revenue, and 
House and in spite of the Senate. The President of the United 
States can make no treaty of any kind or character without the 
consent of the Senate. That is one of the objections I had to the 
arbitration treaty. In my judgment, the arbitration treaty, care- 
fully prepared and for the express purpose of shearing the Senate 
of its constitutional power to pass upon such questions, had left 
out the provision that the Senate should pass upon treaties sub- 
mitting questions of dispute to the arbitration board provided. 

This is a very grave question. It is one that is worthy of a 

t deal of consideration, and it ought not to have been brought 
here in the last days of the session. I desire to vote for an 
arrangement for reciprocal commercial relations if Ican. In my 
1 the wisest and best policy in this matter is to remit it 
the legislative department of the Government in the end. 
Let the President of the United States negotiate the treaties. 
Then let the House of Representatives have its constitutional 
power to say whether this shears the legislative bodies of their 
power to raise revenue. 

The most important function of government is that of raising 
revenue. A nation can not exist unless it has proper revenues. 
In these days the whole of the world is practically an armed camp. 
I know if I should say a word about the warlike attitude of the 
world, I should run counter to the public sentiment of this coun- 
try, that we have reached the millennium, we have reached the 
period when the sword is to be beaten into plowshares and people 
are to learn war no more, but it is a notorious fact that never in 
the history of the world have so many men been tramping with 
guns on their shoulders. 

There has never been a time when there were, so many ships 
afloat, with all the destructive weapons of the age. There has 
never been a time in the history of the world when the burden 
has been so great upon the people who produce to maintain idle 
armies and worthless ships as to-day, and that being true, self- 
protection, self-defense, requires that every nation” shall keep 
within its legislative hand the power to raise revenue, adequate 
and sufficient at all times, and in a free Government like ours 
that power can not be remitted to the Executive. It must be held 
by the _— through their representatives. It is unrepublican 
and it is undemocratic to transfer to the Executive, even with 
the approval of the Senate, the power to nullify the acts of the 
people's representatives, a function which has been studiously and 
carefully given to them by the Constitution and withheld from 
every other branch of the Government. 

Mr. President, should the committee in the closing hours of the 
bill, too long delayed in its passage, too long a cause of disorder in 
the commercial world, have brought here such a question and sub- 
mitted it? It seems to me they should not. I desire to vote, I re- 
peat, for anything that will enable us to get closer commercial 
relations with our neighbors, but it must be done in a constitu- 
tional way. It must be done in such a way that those who are 
entitled to provide the revenue and who are entitled to say how 
much or how little it shall be shall not be hampered, and the right 
of the nation to exist shall not be imperiled because of a difference 
of opinion between the Executive and the House, or between the 
Executive and the Senate and the House. 

What condition would we be in if the Senate of the United 
States should conclude that we wanted no revenue from imports 
and the House should determine that we wanted a revenue sys- 
tem as you have in this bill, more than you ever had in any other 
bill in the history of the Government? What would be the con- 
dition of this country shou!d we then be confronted with a neces- 
sity of immediate and large amounts of revenue for our defense 
or the maintenance of our Army or the maintenance of our na- 
tional integrity? 

The amendments submitted day before yesterday for the first 
time involve grave constitutional questions and great questions 


e could doit in spite of the | 
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of policy, which ought not to be in the closing hours of a debate 
like this thrust upon us, and we ought not to be asked to take 
part in its consideration. If the Senator who has the amendment 
In charge will bring it within the rule I have laid down, that the 
legislative department shall be consnited and shall approve, then 
[ am willing to vote for it, because I want, as I repeat, closer 
commercial relations, and | believe in them. 

Great Britain can make a treaty of this kind through her 
council; she has not to submit these questions by the constitution 
to the Parliament; and yet Great Britain will not to-day make an 
effort like this without the approval of Parliament. We ought 
not to make it, and it is not any answer to say that the House in 
dicated their intention or willingness to abandon their consti- 
tutional prerogative by the provision they sent here. 
the question. 

The question is, Can we safely remit the revenue-raising func- 
tion to the President and one branch of Congress, when the Con 
stitution studiously declares that it shall exist in both Houses, and 
that in the first instance the House of Representatives shall be 
the moving agency, that their judgment shall be first? Why? 
Because they were supposed to represent the people, while we 
represent the States. It is supposed that a body which comes 
fresh from the people every two years would be likely to handle 
this question better than the representatives of the different 
States. 

If this provision is carried out without any action on the part 
of the House, it will be in the power of the Senate and in the 
power of the President to determine practically what shall be and 
how much shall be the revenue in this country. 

Mr. CHANDLER obtained the floor. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Colorado a question before he leaves the subject. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does not the Senator think that 
this Congress, including the Senate and the House, can properly 
pass a Jaw changing the rates in the pending bill upon the happen 
ing of a particular fact; and if so, can they not say that if this 
particular fact, namely, a treaty negotiated by the President and 
ratified by the Senate, shall take place, then the rates of this bill 
shall be different? Will not the House have exercised its power? 

Mr. TELLER. No; it will not. It will have delegated its 
legislative power. It will have subrogated functions to determine 
in the first instance what shall be the duties and what shall be the 
revenue. It can not be done under our Constitution and under 
our laws, in my judgment, any more than you can delegate 
judicial authority and judicial functions. They may say that 
when sugar reaches a certain price per pound there shall bea 
duty of | cent a pound or 2 or 3 or 4 cents a pound, but that is a 
contingency which they provide for and anticipate and determine 
what shall be done when it is reached. They can not say we 


That is not 


| submit this question to the Executive mind, revised by the Sen 


atorial mind, because they know nothing about what will be the 
Execntive mind or the Senatorial mind. That is my answer to 
the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let me ask the question of the Senator 
from Colorado a little more fully. Does he maintain that it is not 
competent for Congress by law to authorize, within certain lim- 
its, a contract to be made by the President and the Senate with a 
foreign country that shall reduce the duties during a period spec- 
ified upon goods, wares, and merchandise imported into the United 
States? Does the Senator say that such a contract can not be au- 
thorized by law of Congress becauseit is a surrender of the legis- 
lative power? 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no; I do not, and I have not said anything 
of the kind. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is all this provision is. 

Mr. TELLER. I have said nothing from which that could be 
inferred. That is not the case. We could say here that the 
President of the United States may arrange with England that 
whenever England puts a duty of a certain class upon an article 
we will put the same duty upon it. We determine what that 
duty is. The legislative mind determines it. That is a very dif- 
ferent case from one in which we say that the President, at his own 
will and at his own suggestion, without any action by the House 
or the Senate, shall fix the duties to suit himse!f, and if he can 
get the approval of one body of the legislative department. that it 
shall become the law. The case proposed is a very different case 
from that surgested by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let me ask the Senator if it really is a 
different case. By legislation a bargain 1s authorized to be made 
by the President and the Senate through a commercial treaty 
which affects duties within certain limits. It says within 20 per 
cent. Now, does the Senator say that it is a surrender of the 
legislative power for Congress beforehand to authorize a time 
contract within those limits? 

Mr. TELLER. That is not what is proposed. 

Mr. CHANDLER, That is exactly what is proposed. 
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Mr. TELLER. Itis not what is proposed here. You propose 
to leave the whole question within those limits to the Executive 
and the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is what I say—those limits. 

Mr, TELLER. You do not say the duty shall be a certain fixed 
duty. If you did, that would be the legislative act fixing the duty 
when the contingency provided for happened. I hope the Senator 
can see the distinction. If he can not, I will endeavor to make it 
a little clearer. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I see the distinction, but it is very small. 
To say that Congress can by law authorize a commercial treaty of 
that kind, provided the law fixes the exact duties which the Presi- 
dent may levy upon imported goods or may remove from ees 
goods, and yet can not give the President and Senate the discre- 
tion to make such a commercial treaty changing duties within 
certain limits, makes a very small distinction upon which the Sen- 
ator attempts to found his claim that one act would be constitu- 
tional and the other act unconstitutional. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the objection to submitting the com- 
mercial treaty to the House as well as to the Senate? I suppose 
everybody will admit that the Congress of the United States can 
make a commercial arrangement with another nation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Colorado says it can not 
be done by authority given beforehand. It must all come back—— 

Mr. TELLER. I said nothing of the kind. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It must come back to the House and the 
Senate, and the Senate and the House must pass uponevery detail 
of it; otherwise one Congress is giving away the legislative power 
of another. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I say, that the Congress must 
ratify this kind of a treaty or else Congress must subrogate its 
duties and its rights in the matter. I desire to ask the Senator 
from New Hampshire what is his objection to submitting it to 
Congress? There must be some insurmountable objection from 
- way this matter is treated here. Is the Senator afraid of the 

iouse? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator did not ask meaquestion. He 
made a speech at me, 

Mr. President, I call the attention of the Senator from Colorado 
to the fact that the Senate amendment is a substitute for a House 

rovision. TheSenator has complained of the Finance Committee 

or bringing in the amendment at this late day. The Senator at 
his home in Colorado for six weeks or two months had before him 
the provisions of the bill stadying them, and he had section 3, 
which covers pages 191, 192, 198, and 194, before him and saw that 
the House of Representatives there proposed to surrender the 
power of making a commercial treaty to the President without 
even requiring such treaty to be aes by the Senate. 

Now, the Senate Committee on Finance was confronted with 
that difficulty. The reciprocity clause of the act of 1890 did not 
provide for commercial treaties at all. It only provided that when 
the President was satisfied of a certain fact he might cause duties 
to be collected upon certain products at rates named, notably upon 
sugar, which would otherwise be free. But the fact that we have 
put a duty on sugar in the law now pro has made it impos- 
sible to resort at this time to the old method of the law of 1890; so 
the House went on and authorized commercial treaties, adopted a 
new form of reciprocity by commercial treaties, and at great 
length inserted these provisions in the bill without any require- 
ment that the Senate should ratify the treaties. 

But the Senate committee have pro a substitute for these 
long provisions of the House, to strike out which provisions a 

roposition has been pending for several weeks, and the substitute 

a brief, concise, strong, intelligible, and, as I submit, an entirely 
constitutional provision of law. < 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator from New Hampshire will per- 
mit me, I will suggest to him the fact that when the bill was re- 
ported back from the Finance Committee all of the reciprocity 
provisions were stricken out by way of amendment, and nothing 
was suggested in lieu of them until the pending amendment was 
presented. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I wanted to say. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Iowa distinctly gave no- 
tice of what he intended to do. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to state that it has been said over and 
over again in this Chamber that these provisions were stricken 
out because we did not consider them effective for the pu 
intended, and that during the consideration of the bill the Com- 
mittee on Finance would present a substitute for these provisions. 
So the whole question has been before every Senator during the 
entire time. 

Mr. CHANDLER, That statement was made two or three 
weeks ago. 


Mr. LINDSAY. Thesubstitute was not presented until yester- 
day, however. 

. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. LINDSAY. And no one knew what it was going to be. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Kentucky knew it was 
coming. It is clear and concise, and the brilliant intellect of t):. 
Senator from Kentucky fathomed its depths in five minutes. H, 
knows all about it—what it means and what it does not mean. 

Mr. WHITE rose. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator from California desire to 
ask me a question? 

Mr. WHITE. No, sir. I desire to make a few remarks in ro- 
gard to this matter, if the Senator from New Hampshire his 
concluded, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wasin hopesthe Senator did. Iwas wait- 
ing for the Senator. 

fr. WHITE. 1 would if I did not not feel that I would be de- 
laying the passage of this meritorious bill, which the Senator him- 
self is now or 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator has a commendable anxiety to 
see this bill of prosperity and eae take the place of the pres- 
ent law of perfidy and dishonor, and I sympathize with him; but 
there is required a few more hours’ consideration of it. 

The Senator from Kentucky complains that he ought to have 
seen this provision earlier. ithin fifteen minutes after the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky saw it he was on the floor making a learned 
———_ of it in opposition to the system of reciprocity proposed 

y the act. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator {rom New Hampshire will allow 
me, I will retract what I said. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam delighted to hear the Senator. 

Mr. WHITE. Is it the fact, I will ask the Senator, that the 
majority of the Committee on Finance, not having prepared the 
stamp-tax provision and as consideration of the bill 
postponed, have requested the ator from New Hampshire to 
take the time of the Senate this afternoon? 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, Mr. President, they have not requested 
me to take the floor for that purpose. They asked me to take the 
floor to give attention to anything which the Senator from Cali- 
fornia might say that was worthy of notice, and nothing of that 
sort being before the Senate, I will go on with my brief remarks 
upon this important provision. 

Mr. President, Iam in favor of reciprocity provisions in tariff 
bills. lam a high protectionist, and I do not believe that duties 
once im should be stricken off lightly. ButIam not to be 
dete from supporting this amendment because it is supported 
by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morgan] and the Senator 
from Delaware — Gray], of a party te to mine. They 
say they are willing to have the duties of this bill reduced in this 
way, and so am I, because I am deliberately in favor of a system 
of reciprocal treaties with foreign countries. 

1 am in favor of improving and strengthening our commercial 
relations by specific arrangements with other nations, not only 
with the nations of the Western Hemisphere, but with the nations 
of Europe; and if this clause is adopted I expect great good to 
result from it. 

There has been allusion here to-day to prospective difficulties 
with Germany growing out of the countervailing duty on sugar 
and other articles that have been imposed by this act. I am in 
hopes that the stress of such difficulties as may arise will be re- 
lieved by commercial treaties with Germany. I do not expect 
commercial treaties with England, because England is a free-trade 
country; but I do confidently expect that there will be commercial 
treaties negotiated under this clause, if it becomes a law, with 
the Republic of France. 

That Republic is probably the most enlightened nation of the 
world in managing its trade relations with other countries. 
France is not a free-trade country, nor has she a d, unvarying 
system of tariffs. France is a nation of commercial treaties wit. 
other nations. Her system of relations with other countries is 
built u — ents with those countries. The French 
Executive, 1 think, been given powers by the French Cham- 
bers to negotiate just such treaties as are provided for by the 
clause now under discussion. I do not believe that any constitu- 
tional q, sey to such powers exists in France, because the 
French Chambers tix maximum and minimum duties; and within 
those limits—theSenator from Iowa will correct meif I am wrong— 
the duties are varied when France makes commercial arrange- 
ments with other countries. 

Mr. N. I will say tothe Senator that not only France, 
but Germany, Russia, Belgium, Holland, and, I believe, nearly 
every country of Europe has what are known as maximum and 
minimum rates and laws whereby within certain lines the proper 
council can reduce en products of other countries in 
consideration of the reduction of duties by other countries upon 


their products, and in that way Europe is to-day full of maximum 

















1897. 





and minimum treaties affecting trade relations favorable to those 
countries with each other. This isin the same line and for the 
same purpose 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator has well stated briefly my 
whole idea. Aslinfer from what the Senator from Iowa has 
said, there is given in those countries to the Executive the power, 
within certain limits, to make reciprocal contracts with all the 
nations of the world, and that is the way those countries seek to 
build up their trade. The patriotic Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MoRGAN 


iF who has studied the whole subject of our foreign rela- | 
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| fact upon the happening of which a tariff rate prescribed by law 


be comes operative, but the amount of the duty 
| from the Congress. 
| lated to the g 


tions, political and commercial, more carefully and fully than | 


any other Senator in this Chamber, quickly perceived the advan- 


tages to this country to be derived from inaugurating in a new | 


form, by a system of commercial treaties, the mutual adjustment 
of the respective tariff duties of other countries and of the United 
States, so as to vastly benefit our people and increase our trade. 

Mr. President, I expect great good from this clause. I believe 
that the idea of reciprocity, which originated in these later days 
with Mr. Blaine, which was maugurated in the McKinley Act of 
1890, and which was unwisely struck down in the Wilson Act 
of 1894, will grow and strengthen until the principle is a part of 
the permanent policy of the United States. 

AsI said this mcrning in reference to the countervailing duty 
with Germany, for which I voted as a matter of necessity, but 
reluctantly, there are special reasons at this time why the Con- 
gress of the United States should show its willingness to negotiate 
on the most liberal terms with the European countries in connec- 
tion with tariff duties. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] that it is unfortunate that this grave fea- 
ture of the tariff bill is brought before us now that we are so near 
the terminative of the revenue debate. There are certain matters 
connected with the proposition which are very interesting, and 
which should be dwelt upon with more care than it is possible at 
this late hour to bestow. 

I do not agree with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morean} 
that this amendment offers a case similar to that presented by the 
act of 1890 with regard to reciprocity, and which was passed upon 
by the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Field vs. 
Clark. On the contrary, it is my opinion that the theory upon 
which the judgment in that matter rested is sufficient to indicate 
that the same court would decide that the proposed provision is 
beyond our power; that we can not confer upon the Executive 
a discretion as to the extent of tariff imposition, and can not de- 
prive either House of or permit either to escape from the inhibi- 
tions and delegations of the Constitution. 

There are two aspects in which this matter may be considered— 
first, as to its efficacy with reference to the President alone; and 
secondly, what, if anything, is added to its legal worth by the 
inte ition of the Senate as an element of authority? In the 
adjudication referred to by the Senator from Alabama, the Su- 
— Court said—I am reading from page 692, volume 143, United 

tes Supreme Court Reports: 

That Congress can not delegniegpgislative power to the President is a 
_——_ universally recognized as ¥*tal to the integrity and maintenance of 

system cf government ordained by the Constitution. * * * 

Congress itself prescribed, in advance, the duties to be levied, collected, 
and paid on sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, or hides, produced by or exported 
from such designated country, while the suspension lasted. 

Now, note the point. In the act of 1890 there was absolutely 
no discretion attempted to be conferred upon the President as to 
the amount of duties to be levied beyond this, that the Executive 
was authorized to ascertain a certain fact, to wit, whether there 
had been discriminations against the United States, and when 


| it advisable to enter into a commercial treaty? 








he so determined, then the rates directly fixed and defined by | 


Congress went into effect. ; ; 

The President exercised no discretion as to those rates. No 
power was attempted to be conferred upon him as to the amount 
of tariff that should be levied. But this proposed amendment 
assumes to give to the President of the United States, and as 
amended assumes to give him, in conjunction with the Senate, 
authority to make and enact a tariff within certain limits. 
reduction shall not exceed 20 per cent. Within that boundary, 
the President, or President and Senate, may do as may seem 
desirable. 

That whenever the President of the United States, by or with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, with a view to secure reciprocal trade with for- 
eign countries, shall, within the period of two years from and after the pas 
sage of this act, enter into commercial treaty or treaties with any other coun- 
try or countries concerning the admission into any such country or countries 
of wares, and merchandise of the United States and their use and 

erein, deemed to be for the interests of the United States, and 
in such treaty or treaties, in consideration of the advantages accruing to the 
United States therefrom, shall provide— 


Shall provide what?— 
for the reduction d sified period, not exceeding five s, of th 
Gutios imposed by this act, £2 the extent of hot more than 3) per cent thereof. 
Therefore the President and the Senate legislate as to this duty. 
The peculiar tribunal thus sought to be created does not find a 


The | 


| 


is settled apart 
The finding of the precedent fact not re- 
oing into effect of a law already made, but is the 
result of an Executive and Senatorial determination as to the extent 


of the tariff, if any, that ought to be imposed. 1 as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Indiana | Mr. Turpte], th secutive 
| or Executive and Senate are to enact a new law Is not this the 


delegation of legislative power 
W hat is the rate of duty to be fixed und 


dment in 
case the President of the United States and the 


shall find 





’ Is there anyone 
here competent to state the rate that shall be prescribed Under 
the act of 1890, which was sustained by a divided court, there was 
no difficulty in that regard. Upon the happening of the event 
a certain tariff imposition fixed by law went into full force and 


effect. A complete scheme was made operative as soon as the 
President found the fact regarding a discrimination. 

In the same opinion the court proceeds in the very line which 
Iam now examining, speaking of the President: 

Nothing involving the expediency or the just oper 
was left to the determination of the President 


ation of such | 


id 

But here the President is given the right to say whether it is ex- 
pedient that the duty shall be 19 per cent, or 20 per cent, or 16, or 
12, or 10, or &, or 6. 

Mr. PETTUS. Or nothing. 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

The court continues: 


The words “he may deem ™ in the third section of 


urse ed that the 
President would examine the commercial reulat f oth uuntries pro- 
ducing and exporting sugar, molasses, coffee, t and hid and form a 
judgment as to whether they were reciprocally equal and reasonable or the 
contrary in their effect upon American product 
Bat when he ascertained the fact that duties and exact ! procally 
unequal and unreasonable, were imposed upon the agricul I her 
products of the United States by a country producing and exp gar 
molasses, coffee, tea. or hides, it became his duty to ucay vina d 
claring the suspension, as to that country, which Congress | ‘ ned 


should occur. 


But no such condition is disclosed here, no suspension is declared 
upon the declaration of which a duty goes into full force and effect; 
but as soon as a particular status is found to exist, then the Presi- 
dent or the President and the Senate consider and deliberate and 
exercise a discretion (a function purely legislative) and enact that 
the tariff shall be 2, 4, 6,8, or 10 per cent, or anything within 20] 
cent. If this does not involve legislation, where do you find leg- 
islation? If it is not legislation, it is because it is not legislation 
to pass a tariff law. This does not present a case showing a find- 
ing of a fact effectual to put into operation a law already written, 
but it suggests the power to make a law as soon as an antecedent 


» 
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fact shall be ascertained. The decision proceed 

He had no discretion in the premises except in respe to the duration of 
the suspension so ordered. But that related only to the er ‘coment of the 
policy established by Congress. As the suspension was al quired 
when the President ascertained the existence of a particular fa an t 
be said that in ascertaining that fact and im issuing his procla 1, in ol 
dience to the legislative will, he exercised the fun n of mak \ Leg 
lative power was exercised when Congress decla that th hould 
take effect upon a named contingency. What t sident tired to 
do was simply in execution of the act of Congres It wa tking of 
law. He was the mere agent of the lawmaking depart: tain and 
declare the event upon which its expressed will was to tak: t w . 
part of the law itself as it left the hands of Congre hat the pr 5, full 
and complete in themselves 

Let me repeat— 

It was a part of the law itself as it left the hands of Congress t the pr 
visions, full and complete in themselves, permitting the free int: tection of 
sugars, molasses, coffee, tea,and hides from particular counts hou 8 
suspended in a given contingency, and that in case of such su nsion 


tain duties should be imposed. 


Mr. President, this opinion, far from being ation sus- 
taining this attempted usurpation, is in reality a decision against 
the assumption. The reasons given by the court, and upon which 
alone the validity of the McKinley provision was sustained, do not 
appear in the pending proposition. 

Again, Justice Harlan proceeds: 


a determi 


“The true distinction,” as Judge Ranney, speaking for 
of Ohio, has well said, ‘is between the delegation of power ’ 
which necessarily involves a discretion as to what it shall ! g 
authority or discretion as to its execution, to b 
suance of the law.’ 

But by the committee amendment it is proposed to delegate to 


; 


the 


nt of 


the President and to the Senate the power to fix a duty, no 
power to find a condition of things upon the nm 

which the duty fixed by the law already enacted shall be effective 
but to determine and decide the rate of duty, what the tariff im- 
position levied against certain commodities from certain countries 


ascertal 


shall be if contingencies specified arise. (Congress does not fix the 
amount of duty. It is asked to delegate to the President or to the 
President and Senate the power to declare the extent of the tax. 
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Mr. PETTUS, Or whether there shall be any duty at all or not. 
Mr. WHITE. Precisely. The court further proceeds: 


“To assert that a law is less than a law because it is made to depend ona 
future event or act, is to rob the legislature of the power to act wisely for the | 





public welfare whenever a law is passed relating toa state of affairs not yet 
developed, or to things future and impossible tofully know." The proper dis- 
tinction, the court said, was this: ‘* The legislature can not delegate its power 


to makea law: but it can make a ‘aw to ¢ ate & power to determine some 
fact or state of things upon which the law makes, or intends to make, its own 
action depend.” 


It seems to me, Mr. President, that under this decision, so con- 

fidently relied upon here, it is palpable that the proposed amend- 
ment designs to give to the President of the United States the 
power to make a law, and if that be true it follows, unquestion- 
ably, that by adding ‘‘ by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate” we seek to cure an obvious difficulty by joining the Sen- 
ate with the President. But can this reenforcement amount to 
anything? Whence do the President and the Senate derive the 
power to make treaties? From the Constitution. What is the 
imit and admeasurement of the right to engage in treaty obliga- 
tions? is it found outside of the organic law? Can it depend 
upon any act of Congress? Can it be added to or lessened by any 
act of Congress? Clearly not. The Senate and the President, 
acting pursuant to the treaty-making power prescribed by the 
Constitution, obtain from that instrument their authority, and 
from that instrument alone; and hence if the Constitution itself 
fails to give to the President and the Senate, acting pursuant to 
the treaty-making power, the authority te fix these duties, this 
act is absolutely void. But if the Constitution does confer that 
authority, this act is absolutely unnecessary. And it is not, so 
far as the wisdom of the proposition is concerned, material to in- 
quire whether the authority does or does not rest in the Senate 
and in the President. It is needless in one case and impotent in 
the other. 

The question, as I said, is a very interesting one. It is one not 
easy to discuss upon the spur of the moment. This amendment 
having been just tendered, affords no opportunity for careful ex- 
amination. I do not feel prepared to speak satisfactorily regard- 
ing it. But there have been certain declarations made here which 
seem to fortify the statement of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER], that it is a very doubtful and a very close question as to 
whether the President and Senate can alone fix duties. I beg 
leave to read a brief minority report signed by Senators MorRILL, 
Voorhees; and ALDRICH, dated February 27, 1883, with reference 
to the Hawaiian Island treaty matter: 


The undersigned agrye to the report of the majority of the Committee on 
Finance, and for the following additional reasons not concurred in by other 
mem bers of the committee: 

When our Constitution was framed no compact between two different na- 
tions such asa reciprocity treaty was known or ever existed; and the power 
of the President, * with the advice and consent of the Senate, to make trea- 
ties, provided two-thirds of the Senate concur,"’ must be accepted as a limita- 
tion of the power to just what was then known and understwod to com- 
prehended by the words “to make treaties." 

The Constitution can not be 7, by any modern diplomatic inven- 
tions. It is true that Cromwell, in_ 1654, made a treaty with Portugal, by 
which English woolens were to be admitted into Portugal at a lower rate of 
duty than from other countries, and the wines of Portugal were to be charged 
when brought to England with a less rate of duty than wines imported from 
France or elsewhere; but this, although a commercial treaty, was not a reci- 
procity — and Adam Smith conclusively proved that even this much- 
vaunted treaty was disadvantageous to England. 

Our Constitution does not lack harmony, and all of its provisions show that 
it was never intended that the President and the Senate should have even 
the initiative in regulating trade or commerce. That power is given u 
wholly to “ Congress to regulate foreign and domestic commerce and wit 
the Indian tribes," and the President can not call to his aid any foreign 
power, even with the advice and consent of the Senate, to regulate com- 
merce, whether foreign or domestic. 

A still greater inhibition of this modern shape of the treaty power is found 
in another provision of the Constitution, which provides that— 

“All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representa- 
a Ag but the Senate may propose or concur with amendments as on other 

8. ” 


No reciprocity treaty could be made fthat would not be a direct infraction 
of this provision of the Constitution, as all such treaties must necessarily 
curtail the boundaries within which revenues are or can be raised. If such 
a treaty coald be made with one nation, it would be possible to make like 
treaties with all, and thus the power of the House of Representatives to 
originate revenue bills would be suspended and frittered away. 

it does not help the main question in the least to obtain the consent of an 
existing House of Representatives to a law in conformity with or to 
carry out the provisions of sucha treaty. The power of the Honse to origi- 
nate revenue bills inheres forever, and no existing House can exercise that 

wes so as to deprive asucceeding House of any of its proper constitutional 

unctions. 

Again, the * most-favored-nation "' clause, in the larger part of our treaties 
with other nations, is a porperse! suggestion of the most serious — 
tions always lying in wait for all reciprocity treaties. Should any of these 
nations tender the same or equal terms, we must, of course, ace. rd the same 
and equa! favors, and any procity treaty might be suddenly and wonder- 
fully expanded; or we might have the alternative of a conflict with many 
nations with whom peaceful relations are most desirable. 

In the determination of this question our experience ought to have some 
weight; and that experience shows, in every instance where a reciprocit 
treaty has been tried, that immense American interests have been sacrificed. 
No one has resulted to our advantage. 


JUSTIN 8S. MORRILL. 
DANIEL W. VOORHEES. 
NELSON W. ALDRICH. 
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_Mr. President, without affirming anything with reference to our 
right to affect revenue by making a treaty (for the Senator from 
Delaware may be correct, and we may have such a power; but it 
is an exceedingly dangerous power if it exists), I do not care to 
say anything more than that it isa disputable, a debatable ques. 
tion, one which should not be lightly considered or determined, 
but which should challenge the earnest attention of every Senator 
and should not be disposed of without the most careful and pains 
taking investigation. Itis not a proper subject for a partisan 
caucus; it pertains to a broader field. 

But under the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the case cited, we have no juris:tiction to confer upon the 
President any discretion as to the amount of duties to be levied: 
and by bringing the Senate to the aid of the President throug) 
this amendment, we do not contribute any authority to the 
treaty-‘making department of the Government. We can give 
nothing which it does not now 38. 

The pending amendment is not, as has been intimated, a provi- 
sion designed to prepare the way to make ready the home for a 
treaty hereafter to be ratified. the contrary, it is an admitted 
curtailment of the power to make a treaty, if that power exists, as 
is stated and claimed by the friends of this provision, because i: 
the Senate and the President have the power to make a treaty 
affecting the revenue. then it follows that the amendment is nugi- 
tory in so far as it seeks to circumscribe the limits of that power, 
and therefore is not only valueless, but trenches upon constitu- 
tional prerogatives. 

Mr. President, what are the objects to be attained by this pecu- 
liar amendment? Reciprocal trade advantage. I am not discus- 
sing the matter in that aspect. I am speaking as to its legality. 

I do not intend to vote for any measure which I believe to be with- 
out the power of Congress; I do not intend to vote for any amend- 
ment to this bill which I think will be utterly valueless for any 
purpose whatsoever, and which can not have in the slightest de- 
gree the effect which its friends claim they anticipate. 

We have, Mr. President, negotiated treaties, and we have rat- 
ified treaties, in which there may be found a seeming exercise of 
the power to affect revenue, an interference with the right to raise 
revenue. I do not dispute that. We oe a treaty with 
Hawaii, by which we absolutely remitted the customs dues which 
we would ordinarily have collected under the revenue laws of the 
United States. 1 must, however, recognize the danger pointed 
out in the minority rt which I have just read. Itis apparent 
that the Senate and the President might, if their —_— be as 
great as here claimed, absolutely ignore the House of Representa- 
tives with reference to revenue. 

If we suppose a case where the President and the Senate are bit- 
terly hostile to the House—and God grant that no such condition 
may ever arise, but in interpreting the organic law it is not amiss 
to consider possibilities—what would be the consequences of un- 
limited jurisdiction in the treaty-making tribunal regarding reve- 
nue? 

The Constitution, it is true, fixes no specific limitation as to 
treaty inclusion, but this generabglelegation is limited wherever 
else in the organic law is contained a provision expressly allotting 
to any department of the Government authority to act in a speci- 
fied case. Thus we are informed by this paramount authority 
that the House of Representatives must initiate revenue leg sla- 
tion and that the Senate is impotent to pass a revenue bill with- 
out that precedent condition. May we not inquire whether it is 
probable that that great instrument can be construed to permit 
us to do by indirection that which we can not directly accomplish’ 

Mr. President, in the contingency which I named we migiit 
negotiate commercial treaties with the world. It has been fre- 
quently held by the Supreme Court of the United States that a 

treaty may repeal an act, an act repeal a are and that each is 
the paramount law of the land according to the latest in case of 
conflict controlling. Thus by a treaty we might repeal all reve- 
nue provisions, and when the House of Representatives has exer- 
cised its constitutional function and a revenue bill seek- 
ing to avoid such treaties, we can absolutely render their efforts 
abortive by refusing our participancy or acquiescence. 

Thus inevitably would come about the result to which the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. TeLLEeR] alluded, and this body, not 
given any such authority by the Constitution to initiate or solely 
enact revenue measures, would exercise the power and maintain 
itself and would prescribe the form and extent of revenue exac- 
tions, and the House of Representatives, given by the founders of 
the Republic the right to begin such legislation, and made not 
only an essential part, but the constitutionally sugyestive part of 
revenue laws, would be deprived of its functions, shorn of the 
prerogative granted y by the organic law itself. 

The importance of these questions, which, as I have said several 
times, are debatable and present matters for careful considera- 
tion, demonstrates that this is not the p: time for the presen- 
tation of such an amendment as this. ere is, of course, one 
consoling feature about the affair, if I am right in my contention, 
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and that it that the amendment will be inoperative; but it ap- 
rs to ms that the insertion of such a provision in this bill 
should be the result of most cautious and painstaking deiibera- 
tion. Ll appreciate the difficulties of the Committee on Finance: 
I know the troubles they have had, and I can weil excuse them. if 
they need any excuse whatever. for their failure to present this 
proposal earlier. We are here with the bill almost finished, but 
we have not the stamp-tax provision before us yet. 
tant features are still withheld. The difficulties are undoubtedly 
inevitab'e, but they are no less unfortunate. 7 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, this case has been argued by 
some Senators, by my colleague [Mr. Petrus| ani the Senator 


Other impor- | 


from California [Mr. Wurre}, upon the hypothesis thatthis amend- | 


ment undertook to fix the rate of duty upon goods by the action of 
the President and the Senate, and that that was legislation. That 
is the most incisive as well as the strongest point which has been 
made against the amendment. This amendment does not assuine 
to do anything of that kind; it does not fix any rate of duty at all; 
it does not assume to prescribe what the rate shall be or that it 
shall be changed in any respect whatever. It only intends to re- 
mit, and only goes to the extent of remitting, the duty under cer- 
tain conditions and under certain circumstances, which would 
otherwise be raised under this law. 

Mr. PETTUS. Has the Senator read the last clause of the pro- 


, ¥ 
RECORD—SENATE. 2ISYD 
— ® 
this law says—it is not a new law—that t duties shall be 1 
mitted. How muc! You eg i }” nd the Sen 
in conjunction with him. th ithor.t 1 it ‘ 
mnere instrumeutaunty w é i 
stitutional power of the Pr t and t ~ ' t mak 
| ing power, except to as t t va ent + kind 
| has been made with a foreien ' 

Suppose we ratify a treaty o at Kind and af ui 
does not co iply w th this t ' it ¢ nat 
executed by the act; and not ig le o ell ‘ ited | 
the act, and there being n the w to ‘ t 
would naturally fail, it would amount t Mn f 
that went out in smoke, in thin air 

Now we come to the free list The President and the Senate 
have the right to remit absolutely duties imposed by t t | 


| upon the people of the United States, or upon anybody els 


posed amendment, that the duties specified and provided for in | 


such a treaty, and none others, shall be collected? 


Mr. MORGAN. Yes; that is a prohibition upon the officers of | 


the law to collect anything else after the duty has been remitted. 


But, Mr. President. this is a power which has been very often ex- | 


ercised in the United States. 

Now, I will read to the Senate a statute on that subject, which 
was passed in 1828, which was again reenacted in 1830, and again 
in 1832, and, predicated upon that, there have been various enact- 
ments since 1832: 


Sec. 4228. Upon satisfactory proof being given to the President, by the 
governinent of any foreign nation, that no discriminating duties of tonnage 


| United States: or shall provide for the retent 


| merchandise now included in said free list as may be designated therein 
| when any such treaty shall have been « 


or imposts are imposed or levied in the ports of such nation upon vessels | 


whol 


belonging to citizens of the United States, or upon the produce, | 


manufactures, or merchandise imported in the same from the United States | 


or from any foreign country, the President may issue his proclamation, de 
claring that the foreign discriminating duties of tonnage and impost within 


the United States are suspended and discontinued, so far as respects the ves- | 


sels of such foreign. nation and the produce, manufactures, or merchandise 
imported into the United States from such foreign nation, or from any other 
foreign country; the suspension to take effect from the time of such notii 
cation being given to the President, and to continue so long as the reciprocal 
exemption of vessels belonging to citizens of the United States and their 
cargoes shall be continued, and no longer. 


What kind of duties are provided for in this act? Duties of 
tonnage and imposts. What are imposts? They are decided by 
the Supreme Court of the United States to be customs dues, what 
we call tariff duties. There is an impost duty laid, and there was 
an impost duty laid until arecent date, discriminating at the rate 
of 10 per cent against those countries which made discrimina- 
tions against us. The President of the United States, in virtue of 
section 4228, which I have just read, has the right, when he ascer- 
tains that a country from which goods come, or vessels come, 
makes no discrimination against us in imposts or in tonnage 
duties, to remit the imposts and tonnage prescribed under this act. 
Where does that power come from? 

How did Congress ever fancy that it had the authority to con- 
fer upon the President of the United States the power absolutely 
to remit the whole of the impost and tonnage al customs duties, 
when the country with whom we were dealing. or with whom he 
was dealing, had prescribed in its commercial regulations that it 
would free our vesse's from imposts and alsofrom tonnage? That 
is a regulation of commerce. 

Congress, says the Constitution, has the power to regulate com- 
merce, but Congress makes the President of the United States its 

nt to regulate commerce upon: certain terms and conditions 
which he ascertains to exist; and therefore he does not fix a new 
rate of duty upon goods coming in from foreign countries, nor 
does he fix a new rate of tonnage upon ships coming in from for- 
countries, but he remits the duties and the tonnage. Now, 
what does this proposed amendment say? It says that— 

Tn consideration of the advantages accruing to the United States there 

shall provide for the reduction during a specified period, not exceed- 


ing five years, of the duties imposed by this act, to the extent of not more 
than 20 per cent thereof. 


We have as much right to authorize the President of the United | 


States to remit impost duties levied under this act as we have to 
authorize him to remit a fine or a penalty or to authorize somebody 
else todoit. This is not legis'ation to taxanybody; itis legislation 
to remove taxation and legislation to remit the proceeds of taxa- 
tion, so that they shall not come into the Treasury. 

_ When the President and the Senate find out that a foreign gov- 
ernmént has placed itself in contract or agreement relations with 
Us upon a basis to justify this act on the part of this wise and dis- 
criminating agency of the Government of the United States, then 


to keep a certain taxed article upon the free list, to 


its ret-ntion on the free list whenever we can make a commercial 
agreement with them which, in the opinion of these agencies 
estab ished by this law, is a good one for the benefit of the people otf 
the United States. When the President and the Senate act in a 


cordance with the latter clau-e of this provision, do thy 


¥ enact any 
new law? Dotheyassumetodoit? Dothey 


the taxation 
There 
is no change, except merely that we can put articles upon the free 
list or retain articies already upon the free list, as provided in the 
terms of the act of Congress. It is confined as foliows 


Incre 


is 


Or shall provice for the transfer during such period from the dutiable lst 
of thia act to the free list thereof of such goo ts, ware 
ing the natural products of such foreign country or cour 


toe 

of the 
this act 
and 
and 
inly ratified, and publie proclamation 
made accordingly, then and thereafter the dutics which shail be 
the United States upon any of the designated gooda, wares, and merchandise 
from the foreign country with which such treaty has been made shall, during 
the period provided for, be the duties specified and provided for in such 
treaty, and none other. - 


ind mMerchana ot 
and not 
ion upon the free list of 


ri 
tric 


daring a specified period, not exceeding five years, of such goeds, wares, 


ted by 


cole 


That is to say, you can not increase, you can not fix a new rate, 
you can not fix a new ad valorem percentage upon them. What 
you can do is to reduce the taxation upon them, or you can put 
them on the free list, or keep them on the free list. 

I have not yet heard that the Government of the United States 
was so lame and impotent as that it did not have the right or the 
power to make a remission of revenues coming into its Treasury 
when that remission was considered to bo for the public good. 

That is my answer to the able disquisition of the Senator from 


| California [Mr. Waite] upon that opinion, in which, however, I 


| ernment of the United States. 


think he is greatly mistaken as to what the court said, or intended 
to say, or meant, when he stated that the Supreme Court had 
determined in that case that the President of the United Stxtes 
could not, under any circumstances, decide upon anything which 
would change the measure of the administration of the law; not 
the law itself, but the measure of its administration. 

Mr. President, the power of remitter exists all through the Gov 
All executive power has almost 
an inherent right to remit the rights of the United States up toa 
certain extent, but when it is conferred by a statute, there can be 
no doubt about it on constitutional grounds. 

When the President does a thing of that kind, remits a penalty, 
or a fine, or a forfeiture, when he directs the Attorney-General to 
discharge a prosecution, to nolle pres a prosecution, or to di 
charge a proceeding in rem against a vessel which has been caught 


in the act of doing some wrong to the public law—all of those 
things are the exercise not simply of the pardoning power—that 
is not the power he exerc*ses—it is the power in the name of the 
Government of the United States to remit penalties, to collect a 


part of a penalty or to collect ail of it. or to remit the whole of it 
or to remit a part of it, and this act has not proceeded in any re- 
spect upon the idea that the President and the Senate were exer 

cising either their ordinary constitutional functions in making 
treaties, or that they were legislating in any sense at all except as 
they were empowered as a special tribunal of the Government of 
the United States to say how much of its revenues might be given 
away in favor of acountry that had projects to offer us that were 
valuable to the commerce of onr country. I regret very much to 
be-ieve that the Government of the United States is so constrained 


ul 


| that it can not exercise for the benefit of this people a power like 


| it is displayed in the statute which I have just read he: 


| 


that. 

We who are State-rights men and who look critically upon the 
powers of the Government of the Uniied States are very apt to 
tall into error upon these things. But when the power exists, as 
Wihil 


is a case entirely in point and has been often confirmed by the 


Congress of the United States and never heretofore den ed—and 
we know that it does exist, our duty then is to construe the 
statute liberally in favor of the promotion of the welfare of the 
people of the United States. When the question of its nonexist 


ence is presented, then, of course, that is a diff matter, 1 


. 
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never ask a Senator a second question when he tells me that on | South Carolina [Mr. McLaurin] to the senior Senator from Mas- 


constitutional grounds he can not conscientiously support a 
measure. 

When that objection addresses itself to the conscience of a Sen- 
ator, I let him alone, because that is a matter which impinges upon 
his oath of office, his oath to support the Constitution, and I care 
not to persuade any Senator to give up his views of the Constitu- 
tion; but when we find a part of this power may be exercised—and 
I suppose the Senators who have been discussing it with me here 
this afternoon will not deny that these articles might be constitu- 
tionally put on the free list and the duty remitted entirely without 
engaging in legislation—when the power that we exercise is clearly 
within the reach of the Congress of the United States, then the 
next question that addresses itself to my mind is whether the ex- 
ercise of it is beneficial for the people of this country. If it is, I 
at once turn and give a liberal construction to that power. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope we shall now have a vote upon the 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question before the Senate is on 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON}, 
on behalf of the Committee on Finance, to strike out section 3 of 
: the bill, on page 190, and insert in lieu thereof a new section. Is 
the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want to delay this matter, but it seems 
to me this is not a question that ought to be voted upon with so 
much haste. I do not want to be placed in the position of delay- 
ing this bill in any way or manner, but there are certain things 
which I should like to have an opportunity of more fully examin- 
ing before voting upon a question so important as this. How- 
ever, if the Senate wants to vote upon it, I shall not stand in the 
" and prevent the vote being taken. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]. 
r. BACON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. * 

Mr. BAKER (when his name was called). I am paired upon 
this question with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. HANNA (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. RAW Lins], and therefore 
" withhold my vote. 

Mr. BATE (when the name of Mr. Harris of Tennessee was 
called). My colleague [Mr. Harris}, who is unable to be here, is 
paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morri}. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLay], and therefore withhold 


my vote. 

Mr. McBRIDE (when his name was called). I am paired for 
the day with the Senator from Texas [Mr. Cu1Lton]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. If he were 
present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the sonior Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘* nay.” 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If I had the 
privilege, 1 should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr, FAIRBANKS (when the name of Mr. PLatr of New York 


was called). I was eo to state that the junior Senator 
— or York [Mr. PLatt] is paired with his colleague [Mr. 
URPHY]. 


Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLauRIN]. 
If he were present, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Wisconsin-{[Mr. Mitcue..]. If he were 
present, I should vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Mississippi |Mr. WALTHALL]}. 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. BERRY (when Nr. WALTHALL’s name was called). If the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] werepresent, he would 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. LODGE. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Geor- 
gia [Mr. CLay] to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], 
which will enable the Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY] and 
me to vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MALLORY. I vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 


Tam paired with 


| 


sachusetts fMr. 


~ OAR), which will enable the Senator from Al 
Mr. 


bama ETTUS] and me to vote, if it is agreeable to the 
tor. vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. [havea general pair with the senior Sen- 
ator from Texas | Mr. rove I transfer my pair to the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. CarTER], and will vote. I vote « yea.” 7 

Mr. PETTUS. I could not hear what the Senator from North 
Carolina {Mr. PritcHaRD] said. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I will state, in the absence of the Senator 
from North Carolina, that he suggested that he was paired with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLaurin], and if agree- 
able to the Senator from Alabama, the junior Senator from South 
Carolina and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] wou) | 
stand paired, so that the Senator from North Carolina and the 
Senator from Alabama could vote. 

Mr. PETTUS. Under that arrangement I will vote. I vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. BACON. I desire to state that my colleague | Mr. Ciay] 
has been recently called from the Chamber. If he were present, he 
would vote * a. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
Mr. CaFFERY], who has not voted. I transfer my pair to the 

linois [Mr. Mason], and will allow my vote to 


ae 
Sena- 


Senator from 


stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—30. 
Allison, Foraker, Heitfeld, Pritchard, 
Burrows, e, Lodge. uay, 
Chandler, Gallinger, McMillan, houp, 
Clark, Gray, Morgan, Wellington, 
Cullom, e, Nelson, Wetmore, 
Deboe, Hansbrough, Penrose, ilson. 
Elkins, Harris, Kans. Perkins, 
Fairbanks, Hawley, Platt, Conn. 
NAYS—18. 
Bacon, Daniel, Mallory, Teller, 
Bate, Jones, Ark. Pasco, Vest, 
Berry, Kenney, Pettus, White. 
Butler, Lindsay, Roach, 
Cockrell, McEnery, Stewart, 
NOT VOTING 

Aldrich, George, Spooner, 
Allen, Gorman, Mills, Thurston, 
Baker, Hanna, Mitchell, Tillman, 
Caffery, Harris, Tenn. Morrill, Turner, 
Cannon, Hoar, Murphy, Turpie, 
Carter, Jones, Ney. Pettigrew Walthall, 
Chilton, Kyle, Platt, N. ¥. Warren, 
Clay, McBride Proctor, Wolcott. 

vis, McLaurin, Rawlins, 
Faulkner, Mantle, Sewell, 

ar, tin, mith, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

My. CULLOM. If the Senator in charge of the bill is willing, I 
should like to have a brief executive session. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to ask consent of the Senate to fix 
a time when we can finally dispose of the bill in the Senate. I 
hope we may have unanimous consent that a time may be fixed. 
I trust we can finish the bill to-morrow. 

Mr. TELLER. It is utterly useless for the Senator to ask the 
Senate to fix a time until we know all the amendments that are to 
be proposed. I do not intend to delay the passage of the bill, but 
I do not propose that a lot of amendments shall come in which we 
will have no opportunity to discuss. 

Mr. WHITE. We want to see the bill, of course. 

Mr. TELLER. Besides that, we want to see the bill. I will 
say to the Senator that there is no probability of the Senate being 
able to vote on the of the bill to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will waive the suggestion, then. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask whether it is in order to offer an 
amendment? 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to 
ask a question of the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. Would it be ble for the Senator from Iowa 
to have any amendments whi committee may contemplate 
offering here to-morrow morning? Of course we have reliablo 
information from the n as to what is going to be done, 
but it is a little troublesome to have those papers upon our desks, 
and we find it difficult to read them; and if the Senator from lowa 
will present the amendments in the morning or now, so far as | 
am personally concerned, I would be willing to arrange upon some 
time. I donot know, however, what the Senator may have in his 
possession in reference to the bill. I understand that there is an 


ainendment regarding a — tax. 
stated that there would be no antitrust 


I believe yesterday I 

amendment. I am will mally to rely upon my judgment 

of the circumstances as to but if there are any other amend- 

ments-coming, we might have them in the morning, and I think 
t could be had, 


a very early arrangemen’ 











